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Despite the relevant antitumor efficacy of immunotherapy in advanced non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC), the results in patients whose cancer harbors activating epidermal growth factor receptor (EGFR) mutations are disappointing. The biological mechanisms underlying immune escape and both unresponsiveness and resistance to immunotherapy in EGFR-mutant NSCLC patients have been partially investigated. To this regard, lung cancer immune escape largely involves high amounts of adenosine within the tumor milieu with broad immunosuppressive effects. Indeed, besides immune checkpoint receptors and their ligands, other mechanisms inducing immunosuppression and including adenosine produced by ecto-nucleotidases CD39 and CD73 contribute to lung tumorigenesis and progression. Here, we review the clinical results of immune checkpoint inhibitors in EGFR-mutant NSCLC, focusing on the dynamic immune composition of EGFR-mutant tumor microenvironment. The adenosine pathway-mediated dysregulation of energy metabolism in tumor microenvironment is suggested as a potential mechanism involved in the immune escape process. Finally, we report the strong rationale for planning strategies of combination therapy with immune checkpoints blockade and adenosine signaling inhibition to overcome immune escape and immunotherapy resistance in EGFR-mutated NSCLC.

Keywords: non-small cell lung cancer, epidermal growth factor receptor, immune metabolism, adenosine, CD73, immunotherapy, immune resistance


INTRODUCTION

Primary lung cancer is the most common malignant tumor and the main cause of cancer-related death in the world (1). Non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) accounts for 80–90% of lung cancers, while small cell lung cancer (SCLC) has decreased in terms of frequency over the past decades (2, 3). The World Health Organization (WHO) calculates that lung cancers cause 1.5 million deaths per years and about 70% of them are due to smoking. However, recent advances in the field of anti-cancer therapies and mutations in oncogenic drivers (4), such as Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor (EGFR) mutations and Anaplastic Lymphoma Kinase (ALK) gene translocation, have improved the outlook in terms of both progression-free survival (PFS) and overall survival (OS), showing a promising future for advanced NSCLC therapy (5).

Tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKIs) in oncogene-driven tumors and immunotherapy are the two major evolving strategies in the treatment of NSCLC (6, 7). To date, EGFR-TKIs are recommended by clinical guidelines as optimal first-line strategy in EGFR-mutated NSCLC (8). Despite initial responsiveness to EGFR-TKIs, acquired resistance within 9–18 months is almost inevitable (9). Therefore, the onset of acquired resistance to EGFR-TKIs has raised hopes of a role for immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) characterized instead by durable response (10).

The use of immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) has revolutionized the management of patients with non-oncogene addicted NSCLC in both first- and second-line settings, showing an unexpected long-term effectiveness and a good toxicity profile (11); on the other hand, to date the clinical outcomes of ICIs in oncogene-addicted NSCLC are disappointing.

To this regard, recent clinical studies have described limited efficacy of ICIs, targeting mainly cytotoxic T-lymphocyte antigen-4 (CTLA-4), programmed-cell death-1 (PD-1) or its ligand PD-L1, in NSCLC harboring EGFR mutations and TKIs naive (12). In addition, a recent work has suggested that the different molecular features of EGFR mutations in NSCLC may lead to a different responsiveness and outcomes to ICIs (13). It is noteworthy that EGFR-TKIs could modulate immune responsiveness to cancer by shaping the tumor microenvironment (TME) and enhancing ICIs benefit (14). Therefore, several clinical trials evaluating both efficacy and safety of immunotherapy combined with targeted therapy in patients EGFR-mutant NSCLC are currently ongoing (15, 16).

To date, several evidence have suggested that EGFR-mutated cancer cells represent a crucial hallmark of immunosuppression (17), actively establishing an immunosuppressive milieu and negatively influencing the quality of T-cell immune response.

Interestingly the immunosuppressive effects of EGFR mutations could also result in an immune metabolic dysfunction, in which an emerging role seems to be played by CD39/CD73 ectonucleotidases, catalyzing both over-production and release of extracellular adenosine (ADO), known as a powerful immunosuppressive nucleoside (18). In specific, the immune metabolic reprograming mediated by adenosine signaling in TME is reported as a further hallmark of EGFR-mutated NSCLC, with the precise aim to evade the immune surveillance and induce innate immune resistance to ICIs (19).

In this review, we discuss the role and features of TME in NSCLC harboring EGFR-mutation focusing on the involvement of immunometabolism mechanisms mediated by CD39/CD73—adenosine signaling. The potential application of targeting this pathway in the therapeutic strategy for overcoming the immunotherapy resistance is also evaluated.



IMMUNOTHERAPY IN THE MANAGEMENT OF EGFR-MUTATED LUNG CANCER

The relevant success of the immunotherapy associated with favorable safety profile in advanced lung cancer treatment (20–23) suggests that, similarly to other cancer types, escape, or immune evasion processes concur to lung cancer pathogenesis and progression as well (24, 25). Indeed, monoclonal antibodies (mAb)s targeting PD-1, PD-L1, and CTLA-4 immune checkpoints leading to increased anti-tumor response due to increased T-cell activity and proliferation, have received regulatory approval across a wide range of tumors, including NSCLC (26). Specifically, patients with PD-L1 tumor proportion score (TPS) ≥50% are typically offered monotherapy with the anti-PD-1 mAb (Pembrolizumab®) (27). For patients with PD-L1 expression <50%, the combination of a platinum-doublet chemotherapy and Pembrolizumab has been recently approved (28). In addition, the combination of carboplatin plus paclitaxel with anti-angiogenic drug (Bevacizumab®) and anti-PD-L1 mAb (Atezolizumab®) represents an alternative treatment for patients with non-squamous NSCLC, which just received EMA and FDA approval (FDA approval excludes patients with EGFR or ALK genomic tumor aberrations) (29). In the second-line setting, rather than single-agent chemotherapy, Pembrolizumab has been approved for tumors that express PD-L1 (30), while Nivolumab and Atezolizumab represent a standard option regardless of tumor PD-L1 expression (31–33).

Despite promising advances in immunotherapy, the role of ICIs in oncogene-addicted NSCLC remains unclear and conflicting. The majority of data come from subgroup analyses with low number of patients, therefore the use of ICIs, when permitted by regulatory agencies, should only be considered when other available therapies, including standard EGFR-TKIs, fail (34).

Unfortunately, after failure of first-line TKIs, patients with EGFR mutations have limited treatment options. Two meta-analysis covering several clinical trials observed relatively poor efficacy and low response rates to PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors vs. standard second-line chemotherapy among patients with pre-treated EGFR-mutant lung cancer (35, 36). Based on molecular status, the OS improvement was confirmed for EGFR wild-type lung cancers (OS hazard ratio (HR): 0.67; p < 0.001], but not in those EGFR mutated (OS HR: 1.11; p = 0.54), although no clear conclusions can be drawn due to the limited number of patients as part of subgroup analyses.

Of most interest, Lisberg et al. reported the role of immunotherapy with Pembrolizumab as first-line for EGFR-mutant NSCLC patients with PD-L1 expression of at least 1%, confirming once again the failure of immunotherapy alone for EGFR mutant patients (12). Although this trial evaluated Pembrolizumab in only 10 EGFR-mutant, TKI naïve patients, the lack of efficacy in terms of objective response reported was striking, especially since 70% of these patients had PD-L1 expression ≥50% (12, 37). About this, an interesting retrospective analysis showed that among EGFR-mutated NSCLC patients with high PD-L1 expression (TPS ≥50%) the efficacy of PD-1 inhibitors tended to be lower as compared to EGFR wild-type patients (38). These disappointing results could be related, at least partly, to the genomic landscape of EGFR-mutant NSCLC (39). Indeed, this type of cancer shapes a typical “uninflamed” TME characterized by a lack of T-cell infiltration, a shrinking proportion of PD-L1+/CD8+ tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs), an immune metabolic reprogramming process and a lower mutation burden (17). Therefore, the limited benefit of immunotherapy in EGFR-mutant patients has led to alternative approaches or rather combination strategies targeting several pathways. These include ICIs plus an anti-angiogenic therapy or EGFR-TKIs (Table 1), as well as ICIs with chemotherapy to increase immunogenicity of EGFR-mutant tumors and responsiveness to ICIs (40).


Table 1. Clinical trials of immunotherapy combined with EGFR-TKi in EGFR-mutated NSCLC.
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Importantly, the IMpower150 trial reported that in EGFR-mutant NSCLC patients the addition of Atezolizumab to Bevacizumab plus carboplatin plus paclitaxel (ABCP) provided significant clinical benefit (41). In specific, in a subset analysis of EGFR-mutant patients treated after TKI failure, median OS was not estimable for patients treated with the addition of ABCP vs. 17.5 months for patients treated with Bevacizumab, carboplatin plus paclitaxel (BCP) (HR 0.31; 95% CI 0.11–0.83); median PFS was 10.3 months with ABCP vs. 6.1 months with BCP, associated with a similar and good safety profile (39). However, the subgroup analysis and the very low patients number (overall 114 patients) with activating EGFR mutation or EML4-ALK rearrangement status are important limitations.

Furthermore, preclinical studies reported an immune modulatory effect of EGFR signaling by regulating expression of MHC I/II and PD-L1 on tumor cells and the activity of T-cells. This suggests a potential synergistic effect for the use of immunotherapy in combination with EGFR-TKIs (42), according to the recent evidence of long-lasting antitumor responses of BRAF/MEK inhibitors with immunotherapy in the treatment of BRAF-mutated metastatic melanoma (43). However, this promising combination strategy remains controversial due to the significant toxicity observed in several clinical trials following administration of anti-PD-(L)1 mAbs in combination with EGFR-TKIs (44, 45) (see Table 1).

In conclusion, all these studies suggest that further and prospective clinical trials with different and less toxic drugs are required to better define if there is a role for ICIs strategy in the treatment of oncogene-addicted NSCLC.



THE IMMUNE MICROENVIRONMENT IN EGFR-MUTANT NSCLC

The TME composition plays a considerable role in tumor growth and progression (24). Surprisingly, the TME is able to act as either obstacle or facilitator of cancer proliferation and progression by affecting several biological mechanisms. During tumorigenesis, both immune and EGFR-mutant tumor cells are subjected to the immunoediting process consisting of dynamic and interconnected phases, including elimination, equilibrium, and finally immune evasion. Therefore, this complex interplay is essential to define appropriate strategies to target TME as part of the anti-cancer therapy.

To this regard, recently it has been reported that the TME of EGFR-mutated NSCLC concurs to create an immunosuppressive milieu, as represented in Figure 1 (46). In fact, immunosuppressive effects of EGFR mutations shape both composition and function of TME by interfering with several intracellular pathways and modulating immune accessory cells such as tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs), natural killer (NK) cells, T-regulatory cells (Tregs), myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs), involved in the increased release of immunoregulatory soluble factors such as cytokines and exosomes, as summarized in Table 2 (47, 48).
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FIGURE 1. The tumor microenvironment in EGFR-addicted NSCLC. EGFR-mutated NSCLC is typically characterized by an “uninflamed” tumor microenvironment, immunological tolerance, and weak immunogenicity. Recently, it was suggested that the over-expression of CD39/CD73—adenosine signaling also induces an immunosuppressive TME. Indeed, CD39/CD73 ectonucleotidases are widely expressed by lung cancer cells and induce the high extracellular production and release of immunosuppressive adenosine that shapes the activity of innate and adaptive immune system cells and endothelial cells in TME. Specifically, the activation of CD39 induces the de-phosphorylation of ATP to ADP and, subsequently, to AMP, while CD73 catalyzes the hydrolysis of AMP into adenosine and phosphate. By binding the A2A adenosine receptor A2AR, the most common receptor subtype expressed by both adaptive and innate immunity, extracellular adenosine induces inhibitory signals in TME that restrain the activity of immune system cells, promoting growth and survival of EGFR-mutated lung cancer cells. In addition, exosomes derived by tumor cells also contribute to modulate immunosuppression by influencing PD-L1+/CD73+ expression and extracellular adenosine release. EGFR, Epidermal growth factor receptor; Tregs, T regulatory T-cells; MHC, Major histocompatibility complex; PD-1, Programmed cell death protein; CTLA-4, Cytotoxic T lymphocyte antigen-4; MDSCs, Myeloid-derived suppressor cells; TCR, T-cell receptor; VEGF, Vascular endothelial growth factor; IL, Interleukin; M2, Macrophages 2; ATP, Adenosine triphosphate; ADP, Adenosine diphosphate; AMP, Adenosine monophosphate; CCL2, C-C motif chemokine ligand 2; FoxP3, forkhead box P3.



Table 2. The major hallmarks and mechanisms of Tumor Immune Escape in the TME of EGFR-mutated non-small cell lung cancer.
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In NSCLC, several studies reported that highly infiltrating T-lymphocytes in TME are related to the efficacy of immunotherapy and thus good prognosis (49). Indeed, several studies found significantly reduced CD8+ TILs in an EGFR-mutated NSCLC group compared with a wild-type EGFR group (17). In terms of EGFR mutation sites different immunological profiles have been reported with the prevalence of “inflamed” TME consisting of higher level of functional TILs in EGFRL858R samples compared to EGFR exon 19 deletion tumor samples (50).

To support the evidence on the heterogeneity of EGFR mutations, Hastings et al. retrospectively analyzed clinical and molecular data on 171 cases of EGFR-mutant lung tumors treated with ICIs. Although EGFR-mutant tumors typically showed a low response to immunotherapy, clinical outcomes appear to vary by allele. In specific, EGFRL858R tumors had a similar response rate and OS to an EGFR wild-type NSCLC population, while tumors harboring deletions in exon 19 cases did substantially worse (13).

Furthermore, it is noteworthy that the relationship between EGFR mutations and PD-L1 expression remains largely controversial, since pre-clinical data reported that the activation of EGFR signaling directly drives “intrinsic” PD-L1 up-regulation in a NSCLC model through several pathways such as PI3K/AKT/mTOR, Ras/RAF/MEK/ERK, JAK/STAT, and NF-kB (39). In addition, the activation of EGFR signaling may lead to the down-regulation of both class I and II antigens of the major histocompatibility complex (MHC) whose expression is regulated by the MEK/ERK pathway (51). Conversely, a large number of clinical trials reported that PD-L1 expression in EGFR wild-type tumors was significantly higher than in EGFR mutant NSCLC (52).

Regarding the field of predictive biomarkers research in NSCLC and other cancer types, tumor mutation burden (TMB) also emerged as a promising predictive biomarker of ICIs efficacy (53). TMB is the total number of insertion, deletion, and substitution mutations per megabase of the coding region of a tumor genome. Among patients with NSCLC treated with anti-PD-1 mAb, higher non-synonymous TMB seemed to be related with greater benefit, but a large phase III randomized trial did not confirm these preliminary observations (54). However, EGFR-addicted NSCLC were shown to have also low TMB (55).

Further, the activation of the EGFR oncogene pathway induces the release of several immunosuppressive factors to accomplish evasion of the host anti-cancer immune response. On the other hand, the inefficient killing of tumor cells is mostly due to a direct effect of EGFR-mutated lung cells through the over-production of negative modulators of immune cells including tumor necrosis factor-β (TGF-β), interleukin-10 (IL-10), vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), indolamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO), C-C chemokine ligand 2 (CCL-2), arginase (ARG)-1, and adenosine. The abundant immunosuppressive environment promotes both conversion and proliferation of CD3+CD4+CD25− cells into CD4+CD25+FoxP3+ Tregs population, leading to immune suppression mediated by tumor release of EGFR-containing exosomes (47). Similarly, the increased bioavailability of soluble factors, such as IL-10, TGF-β, and CCL2, induces both recruitment and accumulation of immunosuppressive cell populations, such as MDSCs, into the TME, resulting in the activation of the signal transducer and transcriptional activator-3 (STAT3) pathway. Furthermore, STAT3 induces the activation of MDSCs, exerting additional immunosuppressive functions, such as inducing impairment of the antigen processing machinery mediated by dendritic cells (DCs), compromising T-cell-mediated cytotoxicity, inducing angiogenesis process by VEGF and matrix metalloproteinase (MMP) release, and promoting macrophage phenotype polarization in TAMs. Thus, this TME composition strongly restrains T-cell effector functions through paracrine signals that promote cancer growth (40).

Finally, in addition to the avoiding immune destruction (56, 57), a major emerging “hallmark” of immune evasion in TME harboring EGRF mutations is the reprogramming of immunometabolism (58) through CD39/CD73 ectonucleotidases complex that quickly converts adenosine triphosphate (ATP) in adenosine (59), one of most powerful known immunosuppressive metabolite (18, 60). Therefore, it is likely that this impairment in the immune system expressed as “uninflamed” TME and characterized by immunological tolerance provokes a weak immunogenicity leading to a poor responsiveness to immunotherapy in patients with EGFR-mutant NSCLC.



IMMUNOMETABOLISM MEDIATED BY CD39/CD73 - ADENOSINE AXIS IN EGFR-MUTANT NSCLC

The hallmarks of cancer, defined as acquired functional capabilities allowing cancer cells to survive, proliferate, and spread, have been initially identified as modification in cells phenotype enabling replicative immortality, sustained proliferative signaling, evasion from growth suppressors, resistance to cell death, angiogenesis, invasion, and metastasis (56). In the last few decades, further hallmarks have been added to this list, including tumor-promoting inflammation, genome instability and mutation, evasion from immune destruction, and reprogramming of energy metabolism (57). During the multi-step tumorigenesis process, the disruption of energy metabolism is proving to be a cardinal feature in lung cancer development and is characterized by the engagement of the aerobic glycolysis, a process where the conversion of glucose into lactate occurs even in presence of sufficient oxygen to support glucose catabolism (Warburg effect) (61).

The TME could alter the immunometabolism and provide immunosuppressive metabolic substrates, thereby modifying the function of immune cells. On the other hands, T-cell subsets need alternative energetic pathways to satisfy their immune response efficiency and to balance the immune system activity. In this context, adenosine signaling involving CD39/CD73 ectonucleotidases expressed on various tumor cells is a critical pathway in TME to evade the immune surveillance and generate an immunosuppressive milieu (18). Specifically, in addition to the pleiotropic effects on immune cells infiltrating tumor, hypoxia directly induces increased adenine nucleotide in TME. Adenosine is an intra- and extra-cellular nucleoside that shows several effects in different tissues depending on its interaction with the following four G-protein-coupled adenosine receptors: A1, A2A, A2B, and A3 (62). In specific, ATP is degraded to adenosine by the ectonucleotidases complexes such as CD39 (ectonucleoside triphosphate diphosphohydrolase-1, E-NTPDase1) and CD73 (ecto-5′-nucleotidase, Ecto5′NTase), which convert ATP to adenosine monophosphate (AMP) and AMP to adenosine and inorganic phosphate, respectively. Adenosine is irreversibly deamidated to inosine by the adenosine deaminase (ADA) enzyme, while extra-cellular adenosine binds to adenosine receptors differently expressed by stromal and immune cells surrounding tumor, thus contributing to immune cell dysfunction (60). Interestingly, A2AR (A2A adenosine receptor) expression has also been found in human lung cancer cells, mostly in adenocarcinoma, exerting a partially direct effect on tumor growth while its antagonism induces tumor growth inhibition through apoptosis activation. Moreover, A2AR is the high-affinity adenosine receptor and appears to have the highest prevalence across all immune cells within both the adaptive and innate systems.

CD73 is endogenously expressed on endothelial cells, epithelial cells, and some immune subsets, and its expression has also been observed in several cancer types, including melanoma, colon, breast, ovarian, and lung cancer (19). Notably, the main drivers of CD73 expression within TME include hypoxia, TGF-β, type I IFN, IL-1, and prostaglandin (63).

Contrarily, so far little is known about the expression levels of CD39 on intra-tumoral T-cells in NSCLC. Recently, an interesting study reported a consistent co-expression of CD39 and PD-1 receptor on tumor-infiltrating immune cells in NSCLC TME than immune cells from normal lung tissue. CD39 was found also upregulated on several immune cells, including CD4+ and CD8+ T-cells, CD16+NK cells, macrophages, and B cells. Furthermore, CD39+FoxP3+ Tregs were highly enriched in the TME. Therefore, the CD39 upregulation on immune cells in TME suggests that the CD39 pathway may, in addition to PD-1 signaling, represent another relevant mechanism for tumor-induced immunosuppression in NSCLC (64). It is also demonstrated that tumor TGF-β induces CD39/CD73 over-expression on MDSCs in NSCLC TME via phosphorylation of mTOR, and subsequently activation of hypoxia-inducible factor-1 (HIF-1) signaling. Thus, TGF-β stimulating CD39/CD73 expression suppress both T-cells and NKs immunity (65). In addition, the increased expression of CD39 on cytotoxic T-cell induced by MDSCs correlated with poor prognosis in advanced NSCLC patients treated with anti-PD-1 mAbs (66).

Therefore, CD39/CD73 nucleotidases are not only involved in both purine and pyrimidine nucleotide synthesis but represents also a negative modulator of immune signaling through adenosine production in the TME (59). Accordingly, in TME the increased adenosine production mainly through A2AR activation on immune system cells impairs T-cell cytotoxicity, cytokine production, and T and NK cell function as well as induces suppression of antigen-presenting cells (APCs) (67). Indeed, in the myeloid compartment, adenosine skews the differentiation of DCs into tolerogenic and immunosuppressive DCs and enhances the immunosuppressive activity of TAM through macrophage M2 polarization. Adenosine release in TME also promotes Tregs and MDSCs proliferation (68) (see Figure 1). Moreover, recent studies have demonstrated that immunosuppressive populations including Tregs and MDSCs enhance their intrinsic suppressive activity also by direct CD73/CD39 upregulating on their cell surface. CD73 expression on FoxP3+ Tregs mediates part of their pro-tumorigenic effect converting proinflammatory extracellular ATP into powerful immunosuppressive adenosine (69).

In addition to traditional pathways mediated by CD39/CD73, an alternative enzymatic cascade has been recently reported and includes ectoenzymes such as CD38 (NAD+ nucleosidase), CD203α (ecto-nucleotide pyro-phosphatase phosphodiesterase 1) and CD73 (70, 71), thus participating to the composition of the so-called “purinergic milieu” (72). Indeed, in the search of a better understanding of the mechanisms involved in the acquired immunotherapy resistance, it has been reported that the unresponsiveness to PD-1/PD-L1 inhibition in lung murine models is probably mediated by the tumor up-regulation of CD38 enzyme, which is induced by all-trans retinoic acid and IFN-β in the TME. Therefore, CD38 represents an alternative ectoenzymatic pathway that limits the cytotoxic activity of CD8+ T-cells through the activation of adenosine receptor signaling (73), suggesting a potential role of CD38 blockade to overcome immune resistance (74).

Regarding the clinical significance of adenosine signaling, tumor CD73 expression has been widely associated with poor prognosis in several types of cancer including melanoma, colorectal, and triple-negative breast cancers (75). Indeed, to better define the relevance of adenosine signaling in lung cancer, an interesting relationship between immunohistochemistry (IHC) expression of CD73 in tumor tissues and clinical outcome has been found in patients with advanced NSCLC (stage I-III) (76). Moreover, high CD73 expression was an independent factor of poor prognosis in terms of OS and recurrence-free survival, thus exhibiting a remarkably worse prognostic meaning (76).

It is also noteworthy the relationship reported by Streicher et al. among the EGFR oncogene activation, the expression of CD73 and the reduced release of IFN-γ in NSCLC cell lines compared to wild-type cells. This exploratory analysis was conducted on tumor biopsies of advanced NSCLC patients from a non-randomized phase Ib/II clinical trial (NCT01693562) and from TGCA. According to these evidence, EGFR-mutant adenocarcinomas displayed >2-fold increased expression of CD73 compared to wild type, and this mechanism might, at least in part, explain their poor responsiveness to immunotherapy (19). Besides CD73 expression was induced by epidermal growth factor (EGF), and the pharmacological inhibition through EGFR-TKi induced its decrease in EGFR-mutated cancer cell lines.

A further study showed for the first time an inverse association between CD73 expression and activated tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes; in over 1,000 human lung cancer samples (77). It was demonstrated that high levels of CD73 significantly correlated with lower infiltration of activated CD8+ T-cells compared to those tumor samples with low CD73 expression. Interestingly, CD73 expression was significantly increased in samples with EGFR mutations when compared with wild type tumors (77). To confirm this evidence, it has been recently reported that lower levels of baseline tumor adenosine are associated with a reduced efficacy of anti- PD-1/CTLA-4 mAbs in cohorts of ICI-treated patients (HR = 0.29, P = 0.00012) (78).

By contrast, Ishii et al. retrospectively showed that high CD73 expression correlated with favorable clinical efficacy of immunotherapy in patients with EGFR-mutated NSCLC who have developed resistance to EGFR-TKIs, although this study had some limitations such as the limited number of patients analyzed (63).



TARGETING IMMUNOSUPPRESSIVE CD73 - ADENOSINE AXIS IN LUNG CANCER: A NEW STRATEGY

The emerging role of CD39/CD73 - adenosine axis in EGFR-mutated NSCLC growth, progression, and ICI resistance has allowed to define a further immune checkpoint as a potential strategy to develop targeted treatments (79, 80).

Indeed, regarding the effect of adenosine signaling in the defective regulation of anti-tumor response observed in preclinical tumor models (81–83), different strategies targeting CD73 ectonucleotidase are currently under extensive clinical investigation also in advanced NSCLC (46). Given the broad expression of ectonucleotidases and adenosine receptors in the lung TME, a better understanding of their specific functions will be crucial to implement this new generation of immunological therapeutics (84).

In specific, the adenosine signaling inhibition is based on the use of either small molecule inhibitors or humanized mAbs in order to inhibit adenosine production in the TME or counteract adenosine pathway through targeting the adenosine receptors (85). Small molecules overcame mAbs in terms of both feasibility of administration and bioavailability. By contrast, anti-CD73 mAbs represent a valid alternative for their longer half-life and high specificity. In addition, both direct and indirect effects of mAbs on immune system cells as well as on target cells have been clearly demonstrated (86, 87).

Recent studies showed that the single A2AR blockade or the combination with either PD-1/PD-L1 or CTLA-4 mAbs induces T-cell proliferation, enhances the expression of IFNγ and granzyme B by tumor-infiltrating CD8+ T-cells, thus restraining the tumor growth in preclinical models (82, 83). Therefore, the therapeutic effect of A2AR antagonists may be maximized in “inflamed” tumors characterized by infiltrating tumor-reactive T-cells that are otherwise rendered impotent by high adenosine levels in the TME. Interestingly, the A2AR antagonism could prevent negative signaling in T-cells and inhibit angiogenesis process, but also play a direct inhibitory effect on lung cancer cells themselves (88). Anyway, the safety and efficacy of several A2AR inhibitors await evaluation in many ongoing trials also in advanced NSCLC treatment, as summarized in Table 3. Preliminary data demonstrated that A2AR inhibitor (CPI-444), as a single agent and in combination with the anti-PD-L1 mAb (Atezolizumab®) is well-tolerated and shows anti-tumor activity in refractory renal cancer and NSCLC cohorts (89).


Table 3. Current development status of Adenosine Receptor Antagonists in advanced non-small cell lung cancer.
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Finally, the current development of anti-CD73-based strategies and relative ongoing clinical trials in monotherapy or combination with immune checkpoint inhibitors as anti-PD-(L)1 mAbs or targeted therapies (EGFR-TKIs) in the treatment of advanced NSCLC are summarized in Table 4. The clinical results obtained from these trials might help to clarify the clinical relevance of CD73 as immune target in the treatment of patients with EGFR-mutated NSCLC.


Table 4. Current development status of anti-CD73 strategies in advanced non-small cell lung cancer.
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To date, preliminary results suggest that anti-CD73 mAbs and PD-1 blockade represent a promising approach with an acceptable safety profile in several tumor subtypes such as metastatic melanoma (90), encouraging future therapeutic applications in the clinical practice.



CONCLUSIONS

Lung tumor remains the most aggressive and life-threatening cancer, although significant therapeutic improvements have been obtained in the last years. To this regard, immunotherapy combinations are promising strategies aimed at restoring the anti-cancer immunity as well as overcoming innate and adaptive resistance to ICIs. In the era of successful immunotherapy, while non-oncogene addicted advanced NSCLC obtains a great survival benefit, the effectiveness of immunotherapy in EGFR-mutated NSCLC appears disappointing. Indeed, the anti-PD-(L)1 monotherapy has been shown to have minimal activity in EGFR-mutant NSCLC and therefore should only be considered after all other therapies that have been shown to be more effective in this patient population, such as EGFR-TKIs, platinum-doublet chemotherapy, and probably docetaxel plus anti-angiogenic drug (Ramucirumab®), have been exhausted.

The identification of additional biomarkers that are predictive of benefit to anti-PD-1 mAbs would be an important advance in our understanding, especially considering the potential lethal immune-toxicities and high cost of ICIs.

Therefore, a better understanding of biological mechanisms involved in tumor progression and immune evasion as well as of the dynamic hallmarks of EGFR-mutated NSCLC TME is required. The “uninflamed” TME and the low TMB are typical features of EGFR-mutated NSCLC, potentially explaining the impaired response to immunotherapies.

To this regard, an interesting hallmark of NSCLC-harboring oncogenic driver mutations, leading to immune escape, and conferring primary immune resistance, is the reprogramming of energy metabolism mediated by CD39/CD73—adenosine signaling. In order to reinforce the critical role of adenosine signaling in tumorigenesis, several trials have demonstrated that CD73 over-expression by cancer cells correlated with poor prognosis in NSCLC patients. Furthermore, in advanced NSCLC recent findings identified a novel relationship between EGFR oncogene activation, over-expression of immunosuppressive molecule such as CD73 and reduced expression of IFNγ signature, and this may explain, at least in part, the limited responsiveness to immunotherapy in EGFR-mutated NSCLC. Despite these preliminary evidence, the exact relevance of CD73-adenosine signaling in both EGFR-mutated tumor cells and infiltrating immune cells to the efficacy of immune checkpoint inhibitors remains unclear. Anyway, in the preclinical studies the pharmacological antagonism of CD39/CD73—adenosine signaling potentiated anti-tumor responses in preclinical models that otherwise failed to respond to anti-PD-1/PD-L1 inhibition. These data agree with observations that blockade of other immune checkpoint inhibitors over-expressed in the TME, such as CTLA-4, TIM-3, TIGIT can enhancing IFNγ production by CD8+ TILs following anti-PD-1 inhibition.

In conclusion, adenosinergic signaling is emerging as a powerful immune-metabolic checkpoint in advanced NSCLC. Hence, further pre-clinical data and clinical trials aiming at translating adenosine signaling inhibition strategies in EGFR-mutated NSCLC are needed to target the dysregulated immunometabolism in the TME, in order to overcome primary resistance to immunotherapy.
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The HIF-1 signaling pathway plays an important role in the pathogenesis of cancer. Many studies have explored the progression of prostate cancer (PCa) under hypoxic conditions based on transcriptome data; few have uncovered the immunogenomic profiling and prostate cancer classification based on the HIF-1 signaling pathway. This pathway may help to identify the optimal subset of PCa patients responsive to immunotherapy/chemotherapy. The immunogenomic PCa subsets were classified based on profiling of the HIF-1 signaling pathway, using four publicly available PCa datasets. Three PCa subtypes that named as HIF-1 High (HIF-1_H), HIF-1 Medium (HIF-1_M), and HIF-1 Low (HIF-1_L) were identified. Functional enrichment was analyzed in each subtype. Several cancer-associated and immune-related pathways were hyperactivated in the HIF-1_H subtypes. In contrast, HIF-1_L subtypes were enriched in cell cycle and cell repair. Compared with other subtypes, HIF-1_H subtypes have greater immune cell infiltration, anti-tumor immune activity, and better survival prognosis. The submap and TIDE algorithm were used to predict the clinical response to immune checkpoint blockade, and GDSC was employed to screen potential chemotherapeutic targets for the treatment of PCa. Several chemotherapy drugs were identified in the GDSC dataset, including ABT 888, Temsirolimus, and EHT 1864. Meanwhile, HIF-1_H was defined as an early PCa marker, which is more likely to respond to immunotherapy. The identification of immunogenomic PCa subtypes based on the HIF-1 signaling pathway has potential clinical implications for PCa treatment. Immunopositive PCa subtypes will help to explore the reasons for the poor response of PCa to immunotherapy, and it is expected that immunotherapy will guide the personalized treatment of PCa patients.
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INTRODUCTION

Prostate cancer (PCa) remains the most common malignancy in western countries. In America, PCa deaths ranked second to breast cancer (1). The American Cancer Society announced 174,650 new cases of PCa in 2019, ranking first at 20% of new male cancer cases, with 31,620 deaths accounting for 10% of total cancer deaths (2). Prostate cancer is the major tumor type in 28 European countries, and the second most prominent type in seven other countries (3). The ethnic differences in the incidence of prostate cancer are distinct. The incidence and mortality rate of PCa in China are lower than in Western countries, such as Europe and the United States. However, with the advancement of society and changes in people's lifestyles, PCa has become a common tumor in the male urinary tract, and its incidence has increased annually (4). Prostate cancer is a heterogeneous disease that can vary greatly even within the same tumor (5). Early treatment of PCa using androgen deprivation therapy has achieved early satisfactory results, but ultimately inevitable to progress to hormone-dependent PCa, which causes clear clinical symptoms (6). The cancer phenotype is not only defined by the intrinsic activity of the tumor cells but also by immune cells recruited to its microenvironment. The role of immune cells in the tumor-associated microenvironment during tumor development has not been fully understood, especially in PCa.

Hypoxia-inducible factor-1 (HIF-1) is a major regulator of the cell's response to a hypoxic microenvironment, which is strictly controlled through synthesis, and degradation (7). Hypoxia and overexpression of HIF-1 may be related to radiotherapy and chemotherapy resistance, increased risk of tumor invasion and metastasis, and poor clinical prognosis of most solid tumors, especially PCa (8); therefore, the HIF_1 pathway is considered as a viable pharmacological target in the treatment of solid tumors (9, 10). Hypoxia has been linked to cancer progression, recurrence, and metabolic reprogramming. Under hypoxic conditions, HIF-prolyl hydroxylases (PHDs) activity is inhibited, HIF-1a accumulates, and dimerizes with HIF-1b, thereby activating transcription of hundreds of genes. The prevalence of hypoxia and the increase in HIF-1α have raised interest in targeting the HIF pathway for most solid tumors. Recent evidence from genetic and pharmacological research supports the view that inhibition of HIF-1 is beneficial for cancer treatment (11–13).

Cancer has gradually been recognized as an adaptive and complex system, and it is increasingly difficult to achieve the desired therapeutic effect using most single-target drugs. Immunotherapy is a promising therapeutic option for cancer, that also prevents drug resistance. It has achieved satisfactory results for some types of cancer, such as malignant melanoma, but is not effective in the treatment of PCa (14, 15). Specific genetic or genomic features, such as tumor mutation burden (TMB), neoantigen load, PD-L1 expression, and deficient DNA mismatch repair, have been associated with cancer immunotherapeutic response. Three immunogenomic PCa subtypes were classified based on HIF pathway enrichment scores by transcriptome data. The stability and reproducibility of this classification were validated in three other independent datasets. This study identified the subtype-specific molecular features, including genes, gene ontology, pathways, and networks. We found a subtype of immunopositive PCa subtype which will help to explore the reasons for the poor response of PCa to immunotherapy; it is expected that immunotherapy will be used in the individualized treatment of PCa patients.



METHODS


Data Sources

Gene expression profiles were downloaded from three publicly available datasets: Taylor (16), TCGA (17), and two GEO datasets [GSE70768 (18) and GSE68555] (19). The TCGA dataset included 499 tumor samples, Taylor dataset enrolled 150 samples, and GSE70768 and GSE68555 datasets had 125 and 128 tumor samples, respectively. The RNA-seq profiles and phenotype data were downloaded. The expression matrix and clinical characteristics of each patient were collected manually. Patients with full clinical data and survival time of more than 30 days were included in the study.



Gene Set Variation Analysis (GSVA) and Unsupervised Clustering Analysis

The Gene set variation analysis (GSVA) was employed to derive the absolute enrichment scores, to calculate HIF-1 signaling pathway enrichment in PCa samples (20). First, the gene set of the HIF-1 signaling pathway (hsa04066) was downloaded from KE (Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes) dataset (http://www.genome.jp/kegg/) (Supplementary Table 1). Then, GSVA was used to analyze the enrichment scores based on the HIF-1 signaling pathway in different PCa samples. The hierarchical clustering of PCa samples was done based on the enrichment scores of the HIF-1 signaling pathway.



Implementation of Single-Sample Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (ssGSEA)

The ssGSEA predicted 29 immune cells that are involved in innate and adaptive immunity, using gene signatures expressed by immune cell populations of individual PCa samples (21, 22). The enrichment scores of the 29 immune signatures were quantified by ssGSEA for each PCa dataset.



Assessment of Immune Cell Infiltration Level, Tumor Purity, and Stromal Content in PCa

The ESTIMATE method was used to assess the immune cell infiltration level, including immune score, tumor purity, and stromal content (stromal score) for each PCa sample in four datasets (23). The ABSOLUTE algorithm (24) was also used to evaluate the ploidy and purity score of each PCa sample in the TCGA dataset. The Kruskal–Wallis test was employed to test the difference between PCa subtypes.



Comparison of the Proportions of Immune Cell Subsets Among PCa Subtypes

CIBERSORT algorithm (25) was used to infer the proportions of LM22 human immune cell subclasses. The 1,000 permutations and P < 0.05 was set as the criteria for inclusion of tumor samples. Total T cells were calculated as a sum of CD8+ T cells, CD4+ naïve T cells, CD4+ memory resting T cells, CD4+ memory activated T cells, follicular helper T cells, regulatory T cells (Tregs) and T cells gamma delta fractions between HIF-1_H and HIF-1_L subtypes. Total macrophage fraction was input as a sum of M0, M1, and M2 macrophage fractions. Total B cells were estimated as a sum of B cells memory and B cells naïve.



Survival Analyses

We compared the disease-free survival (DFS) of PCa patients considering tumor subtypes. The Kaplan-Meier survival analysis was used to compare the differences among three PCa subclasses in Taylor and TCGA datasets, which have available survival data. The log-rank test was used to calculate the significance of survival time differences with a threshold of P < 0.05.



Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA) and Gene Set Variation Analysis (GSVA)

Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA) and Gene Set Variation Analysis (GSVA) were conducted to determine the overall pathway of gene-set activity score for each sample in the Taylor and TCGA datasets (20). The Gene sets based on the c2/c5 curated signatures were downloaded from the Molecular Signature Database (MSigDB) of Broad Institute. KEGG pathways that were upregulated in HIF-1_H and HIF-1_L were then identified. The pathways that were significantly enriched were identified based on FDR < 0.05. The common pathways in both datasets were selected.



Identification of PCa Subtype-Specific Networks

The WGCNA (26) method was used to identify gene modules that are significantly related to genes that are highly associated with immune cell infiltration, based on gene co-expression analysis using the TCGA dataset. The gene-gene interaction network was built using Cytoscape 3.3.2.



Mutation Analysis

Mutation data in the MAF of PCa patients were used in the TCGA dataset for genetic and epigenetic analysis. The R package “maftools” was used to display the mutation profile of each subtype (27). The maftools was also used to impute the mutation rate of each gene and to identify significant mutant genes in the different subtypes (P < 0.05).



Prediction for Chemo/Immunotherapeutic Response

Tumor immune dysfunction and exclusion (TIDE) algorithms (28) and subclass mapping (29) are used to predict clinical response to immune checkpoints between the HIF-1_H and HIF-1_L in the TCGA dataset. The chemotherapeutic response of each sample was predicted based on the largest publicly available pharmacogenomics database [Pharmaceutical Sensitivity Genomics in Cancer (GDSC), https://www.cancerrxgene.org/] (24). The prediction procedure was performed by the R software package “pRRophetic,” where the half-maximal inhibitory concentration (IC50) of the samples was demonstrated using ridge regression and the prediction accuracy was assessed using 10-fold cross-validation based on the GDSC training set (30).



Identification of HIF-1a in HPA Dataset

HIF-1a is a core factor in the HIF signaling pathway. Here, immunohistochemistry (IHC) data from the Human Protein Atlas database (HPA, https://www.proteinatlas.org/) was used to determine the protein expression of HIF-1a between PCa and normal tissues (31).



Statistical Analysis

All statistical tests were analyzed using R (3.5.2) utilizing a χ2 or Fisher's exact test for categorical data. A Wilcoxon test (Mann-Whitney test) and the Kruskal-Wallis test were used for two or more continuous data groups (32). Kaplan-Meier curve (33) was conducted to screen prognostic immune cell subclasses for survival data. Survival analysis was performed using the R package “survival.” Fisher's independence exact test is used to statistically classify the relationship between clinical information and defined subtypes. For all statistical analyses, P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.




RESULTS


Identification of Immunogenomic PCa Subtypes

The flowchart was exhibited in Supplementary Figure 1. The gene set of the HIF-1 signaling pathway was downloaded from KEGG; a total of 109 genes were included in the KEGG pathway. Then, GSVA was performed to infer the enrichment scores across the PCa samples using the gene set. Unsupervised clustering analysis was conducted across the tumor samples in three PCa databases [Taylor (16), TCGA (17), and [GSE70768 (18) and GSE68555 (19)]]; all the four datasets showed similar clustering results, with three clusters separated. The three clusters: HIF-1 High (HIF-1_H), HIF-1 Medium (HIF-1_M), and HIF-1 Low (HIF-1_L) were defined (Figures 1A–D). The results demonstrate that immune cell infiltration increased with an increased enrichment score of the HIF-1 pathway in the TCGA dataset. A similar trend was observed in the GSE70768 and GSE68555 datasets, but the trend was not as distinct in the Taylor dataset.


[image: Figure 1]
FIGURE 1. The hierarchical clustering of PCa exhibits three clusters in four different datasets. (A–D) TCGA PCa, Taylor, GSE68555, and GSE70768.


The immune score was significantly higher in the HIF-1_H subset in all four data sets, whereas stromal score and tumor purity were significantly higher in the HIF-1_L subset (Kruskal–Wallis test, P < 0.05) (Figures 2A–D, Table 1). The ABSOLUTE algorithm showed that the purity score was lower in the HIF-1_H subset, for the TCGA dataset (Supplementary Figure 2). These results indicate that HIF-1_H contains the highest number of immune cells and stromal cells, while HIF-1_L contains the highest number of tumor cells.


[image: Figure 2]
FIGURE 2. Comparison of the Stromal Score, Immune Score, and Tumor Purity among four PCa subtypes. (A–D) TCGA PCa, Taylor, GSE68555, and GSE70768. (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, P = 1).



Table 1. Comparison of the stromal score, immune score, and tumor purity among three PCa subtypes in four datasets.
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The human leukocyte antigen (HLA) complex is an important component of the immune system. It stimulates immune cells to provide protection and defense against cancer because tumor antigens must be presented in an HLA-restricted manner to be recognized by T cell receptors. In this study, HLA genes exhibited significantly higher expression in HIF-1_H and significantly lower expression in HIF-1_L (Kruskal-Wallis test, P < 0.05, Figures 3A,C). The expression levels of various immune cell marker genes such as CD8A (cytotoxic T cell), CXCR5 (Tfh cell), FOXP3 (Treg), IL-17 (Th17 cell), CD1A (iDC), and IL3RA (pDC) (34) were highest in HIF-1_H and the lowest in HIF-1_L (Figures 3B,D). This finding is consistent with the previous observation that the subtype HIF-1_H is enriched in immune cell type.


[image: Figure 3]
FIGURE 3. Comparison of the expression of HLA genes (A,C: TCGA and Taylor) and immune cell subpopulation marker genes (B,D: TCGA, and Taylor) among three PCa subtypes. (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, P = 1).


The expression of PD-L1 (programmed death-ligand 1), PD1 (prephenate dehydratase 1), and PD-L2 (programmed death-ligand 2) for the three PCa subtypes were explored, in the four datasets. The results indicate that HIF-1_H exhibited the highest expression of PD-L1, PD1, and PD-L2, while HIF-1_L had the lowest expression of PD-L1, PD1, and PD-L2 (Kruskal–Wallis test, P < 0.05) (Figures 4A,B). This suggests that PCa subtype HIF-1_H may have a better response to anti-PD-L1 immunotherapy than other PCa subtypes because PD-1/PD-L1 expression is often positively correlated with immunotherapy response (35).


[image: Figure 4]
FIGURE 4. Comparison of the expression of PD-1, PD-L1, and PD-L2 among three PCa subtypes in TCGA (A) and Taylor (B) dataset. (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, P = 1).


Survival analyses suggested that these PCa subsets have distinct clinical outcomes. The HIF-1_H subtype likely has a better survival prognosis than the HIF-1_M and HIF-1_L subtypes, but there was no significant survival difference between the HIF-1_M and the HIF-1_L subtypes (Figures 5A,B).


[image: Figure 5]
FIGURE 5. Comparison of RFS survival prognosis among three PCa subtypes in the TCGA PCa (A) and Taylor (B) datasets.




Comparisons of the Proportions of Immune Cells and Clonal Heterogeneity Between PCa Subtypes

CIBERSOFT algorithm was conducted to infer the landscape of tumor microenvironment (TME) cell infiltration between PCa subtypes in the TCGA dataset. The findings showed that 14/22 immune cells had significant difference among the PCa subtypes; B cells naïve, dendritic cells resting, T cells CD4 memory activated and T cells CD4 memory resting were significantly higher in the HIF-1_H subset, while Macrophages M1 and NK cells activated were significantly lower in the HIF-1_L subset in the TCGA dataset. In the Taylor dataset, Only 9/22 immune cells had significant difference among the PCa subtypes; B cells naïve and T cells CD4 memory resting were relatively higher in the HIF-1_H subset, monocytes and T cells regulatory (Tregs) were relatively higher in the HIF-1_L subset (Figures 6A,B). The fractions of total T cells, total B cells, and total Macrophages were higher in the HIF-1_H subset in the TCGA dataset (Figures 6C–E). This finding aligns with the previous observation that the subtype HIF-1_H is enriched with immune cells.


[image: Figure 6]
FIGURE 6. Comparison of the proportions of immune cell subsets among PCa subtypes in TCGA (A) and Taylor (B) dataset. Comparison of total B cells (C), total Total macrophage cells (D), and total T cells (E) among PCa subclasses in the TCGA PCa cohort. (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, P = 1).




Identification of PCa Subtype-Specific Pathways, Gene Ontology

GSEA revealed distinct enriched up-regulated gene sets between the HIF-1_H and HIF-1_L (Figures 7A,B). Typically, the immune-related pathways were highly active in the HIF-1_H subclass. Several immune-related GO terms were identified in the HIF-1_H subtypes, including B cell receptor signaling pathway, T cell differentiation, and B cell-mediated immunity. The HIF-1_H subtypes were enriched in the cell cycle, cell repair, cell adhesion, adherens junction function, including ribosome, RNA binding, and cellular protein complex disassembly. Compared with the HIF-1_L subtype, adaptive immune response, and humoral immune response mediated by circulating immunoglobulin, the extracellular matrix were highly activated. In contrast, cytosolic ribosome and translational initiation were activated in the HIF-1_L subtype. In terms of the KEGG pathway, the immune-related pathways were highly activated in the HIF-1_H subtype and included Th1 and Th2 cell differentiation, leukocyte trans-endothelial migration, and B cell and T cell receptor signaling pathways. The findings validated that elevated immune activity is in the HIF-1_H subtype. Besides, multiple cancer-related pathways identified were hyperactivated in HIF-1_H, TNF signaling pathway, PI3K-Akt signaling pathway, prostate cancer, and Wallace prostate cancer race. In contrast, HIF-1_L was mainly enriched in pathways related to peptide chain elongation, ribosome, and influenza life cycle.


[image: Figure 7]
FIGURE 7. Identification of PCa subtype-specific up-regulated GO (A) and KEGG (B) among three PCa subtypes using the GSEA method in the TCGA dataset. (C) GSVA reveals the disparity in the KEGG pathway between the HIF-1_L and HIF-1_H subset in the TCGA dataset.


The GSVA analysis revealed similar results. KRAS signaling, IL2 stat5 signaling, and epithelial-mesenchymal transition were highly activated in the HIF-1_H, while DNA repair and oxidative phosphorylation were hyperactivated in HIF-1_L (Figure 7C).



Clinical Feature of PCa Subtypes

In terms of clinical features, HIF-1_H had a lower Gleason score and PSA level compared to HIF-1_L in the TCGA PCa cohort. The heatmap illustrates the association of the different clinical characters between the two subgroups. However, there was no difference in RFS status and age between the two subtypes (Figure 8A). In the Taylor dataset, HIF-1_H had a lower Gleason score (Figure 8B). There was no difference in the RFS status, age, and PSA values between the two subtypes. Statistical significance was determined using the Fish's exact test.


[image: Figure 8]
FIGURE 8. Comparing PSA value, Gleason score, and age between the immune-H and immune-L PCa subsets. Statistical significance was performed using the Chi-square test. The heatmap illustrates the association of different clinical characters with PCa subsets. (A,B) TCGA PCa and Taylor, respectively.




Identification of PCa Subtype-Specific Network and Hub Genes

A weighted gene co-expression network analysis of the TCGA dataset was conducted using the WGCNA method. Module preservation analysis demonstrated that 13 modules were the most stable with Zsummary statistics >10. Several gene modules that were significantly different based on PCa subtype, survival time, or survival status were identified (Figure 9A). The turquoise and magenta modules were negatively associated with the HIF-1_H subtype, while brown and yellow modules were positively correlated with HIF-1_H, especially the brown module. The opposite trend was observed in the HIF-1_L subtype (Figure 9B). A weighted co-expression network from the brown and turquoise modules was constructed (Figures 9C,D).


[image: Figure 9]
FIGURE 9. Association between clinical features and PCa subtypes using WGCNA analysis. (A) The median Rank and Zsummary statistics of the module preservation. (B) The module-feature associations among three PCa subsets. (C,D) The protein-protein interaction (PPI) network as constructed in the Brown and Turquoise modules, respectively.




Comparisons of Gene Mutation Between PCa Subtypes

This study examined the association between the HIF-1_H/L subtypes and somatic mutation count. Highly mutated gene profiles are shown in Figures 10A,B. The most mutations in the HIF-1_H subtype were found in the TP53, PTEN, and BRCA2 genes, whereas the HIF-1_L subtype had the most mutations in the SPOP, FOXA1, and TP53 genes. SPOP and USH2A genes exhibited a higher mutation rate in the HIF-1_H subtype, and MACF1 exhibited a higher mutation rate in the HIF-1_L subtype with the cut-off point < 0.05 (Figure 10C).


[image: Figure 10]
FIGURE 10. (A) Mutation analysis between the HIF-1_L and HIF-1_H subsets in the TCGA dataset. (B) Gene mutation profiles of highly mutated genes among the two subtypes. (C) The forest plots show the comparison results of gene mutations (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01; ns, P = 1).




Prediction for Response to Immunotherapy or Anti-cancer Drug in PCa Subtypes

The submap algorithm was used to predict the likelihood of responding to immunotherapy in the TCGA PCa cohort, although immunological checkpoint drugs have not been approved for conventional use in PCa. The analysis showed that HIF-1_H was likely to respond better to immunotherapy than HIF-1_L (P = 0.04). For the TIDE prediction, a subclass mapping method was used to compare the expression profiles of the three PCa subtypes with another published data set containing 47 melanoma patients who responded to immunotherapy. The results showed that HIF-1_H was the most promising subtype for CTLA4 treatment (Bonferroni correction P < 0.05) (Figure 11A).


[image: Figure 11]
FIGURE 11. Differential putative chemotherapeutic and immunotherapeutic response. The box plots of the estimated IC50 for chemotherapeutic drugs are shown: (A) for Immune-H and Immune-L PCa subsets, (B) Submap analysis manifested that Immune-H could be more sensitive to the immunotherapy (Bonferroni-corrected P < 0.05).


Chemotherapy is a common treatment for PCa. The response of the three subtypes to commonly used drugs was evaluated. The prediction model on the GDSC cell line dataset was trained by ridge regression. Satisfactory prediction accuracy was evaluated by 10-fold cross-validation for the TCGA PCa cohort. The IC50 for each sample in the TCGA dataset was estimated based on the predictive model of chemo drugs; there were significant differences in the estimated IC50 against HIF-1_H, for several drugs. HIF-1_H may be more sensitive to commonly used chemotherapy (ABT 888, Temsirolimus, and EHT 1864, P < 0.05) (Figure 11B).



Immunohistochemistry Verification of HIF-1a in HPA Database

The protein levels of the HIF-1a were significantly higher in tumor tissues compared with normal tissues based on the HPA database (Figures 12A,B).


[image: Figure 12]
FIGURE 12. Immunohistochemistry of the HIF-1a in PCa and normal tissues from the human protein atlas (HPA) database. (A) Protein levels of HIF-1a in normal prostate tissue, (B) Protein levels of HIF-1a in PCa tissues.





DISCUSSION

Prostate cancer remains one of the major tumors threatening male human health all worldwide (36). Prostate cancer therapy includes surgery, radiotherapy, chemotherapy, immunotherapy, and targeted approaches using antiangiogenic monoclonal antibodies and tyrosine kinase inhibitors, if tumors harbor a specific mutation. These modalities have provided therapeutic options, but the prognosis of advanced PCa is still not optimistic; the 5-year overall survival remains low. Prostate cancer causes a hypoxic environment due to the rapidly proliferating cells, structural and functional abnormalities of the tumor vasculature. Increased synthesis and decreased degradation of HIF-1a protein have been observed in PCa (37–39); HIF-1a is expected to be a feasible target considering the disease's insensitivity to immunotherapy.

In this study, the immunogenomic PCa subsets were classified based on enrichment scores and the HIF-1 signaling pathway using the publicly available four PCa datasets. Our results showed that PCa could be classified into three subtypes: HIF-1-H, HIF-1_M, and HIF-1_L. These results were validated in three other datasets; this classification was reproducible and predictable. Details of the subpopulation of the three subtypes in PCa were also revealed. HIF-1_H was enriched where there were greater immune cell infiltration and higher HIF enrichment score, and exhibited a better survival prognosis, whereas HIF-1-_L had higher tumor purity and stromal score. In the functional enrichment analysis, HIF-1_H had many subtype-specific pathways, including apoptosis, TNF signaling pathway, PI3K-Akt signaling pathway, prostate cancer Th1 and Th2 cell differentiation, Leukocyte trans-endothelial migration, B cell receptor signaling pathway, and T cell receptor signaling pathway. In contrast, the HIF-1_L subtype was enriched in the ribosome, cell cycle and cell repair, cell adhesion, and adherens junction function. The HIF pathway may trigger a hyperactivated immune-related pathway, which may be involved in the pathogenesis of cancer. For example, HIF-1α exerts important functional roles in both innate and adaptive immune cells, including macrophages (40), neutrophils (41), dendritic cells (42), and lymphocytes (43). It is also is an essential regulator of effector T cells responses in the tumor microenvironment (44).

HIF-1_H has a better prognosis, higher HIF-1 pathway enrichment scores, and lower Gleason score and PSA level than HIF-1_L. The submap and TIDE analysis suggested that HIF-1_H was more promising for CTLA4 treatment. Using the GDSC database, we deduced that HIF-1_H could be more sensitive to commonly used chemotherapies than HIF-1_L. The above implies that Cluster I may benefit from the combination of chemotherapy and immunotherapy (ABT 888, Temsirolimus, and EHT 1864, P < 0.05). Barreto-Andrade et al. (45) found that veliparib (ABT-888) can enhance the response of prostate cancer cells and tumors to ionizing radiation (IR). In a single-arm, open-label, pilot study, oral PARP inhibitor veliparib and the combination [veliparib and temozolomide (TMZ)] were observed to have antitumor activity in patients with metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer (mCRPC) (46). Several studies demonstrate that Temsirolimus maintenance therapy is a potential treatment option for castration-resistant PCa (47–49). Comstock et al. (50) using human PCa models and primary tumors, showed that PD-0332991 (a potent and selective CDK4/6 inhibitor) exerts antitumor properties. These findings indicate that HIF-1a is a major regulator of cellular responses to the hypoxic microenvironment, is elevated in prostate cancer, and is considered a viable target in the treatment of prostate cancer.



CONCLUSIONS

The identification of immunogenomic PCa subtypes based on the HIF-1 signaling pathway has potential clinical implications for PCa treatment. Immunopositive PCa subtypes may help to solve the poor response of PCa to immunotherapy; it is expected that immunotherapy will be used in the personalized treatment of PCa patients.
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Tumor-Secreted GRP78 Promotes the Establishment of a Pre-metastatic Niche in the Liver Microenvironment
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The liver is an immunologically tolerant organ and a common site of distant metastasis for various cancers. The expression levels of glucose-regulated protein 78 (GRP78) have been associated with tumor malignancy. Secretory GRP78 (sGRP78) released from tumor cells contributes to the establishment of an immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment by regulating cytokine production in macrophages and dendritic cells (DCs). However, the role of sGRP78 on tumor cell colonization and metastasis in the liver remains unclear. Herein, we found that GRP78 was expressed at higher levels in the liver compared to other tissues and organs. We performed intravital imaging using a sGRP78-overexpressing breast cancer cell line (E0771) and found that sGRP78 interacted with dendritic cells (DCs) and F4/80+ macrophages in the liver. Importantly, sGRP78 overexpression inhibited DC activation and induced M2-like polarization in F4/80+ macrophages. Moreover, sGRP78 overexpression enhanced TGF-β production in the liver. In conclusion, sGRP78 promotes tumor cell colonization in the liver by remodeling the tumor microenvironment and promoting immune tolerance. The ability of sGRP78-targeting strategies to prevent or treat liver metastasis should be further examined.
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INTRODUCTION

Tumor metastasis remains the major cause of cancer-related deaths. The liver represents a common site of distant metastasis for various cancers, including melanoma, breast cancer, and colorectal cancer. The successful colonization of distant organs by circulating tumor cells (CTCs) is key for cancer metastasis (1), and the local microenvironment of these organs plays decisive roles in this process. Prior to cancer cell dissemination, the primary tumor secretes cytokines and vesicles, which create a pre-metastatic niche in secondary organs and metastatic sites. Myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) and other immune-suppressive cells and secreted factors are essential for the establishment of the pre-metastatic niche. Upon establishment of a pre-metastatic niche, CTCs migrate to and colonize secondary organs. Some of the CTCs survive or become dormant until the microenvironment is suitable for the development of micrometastases and eventually macrometastases (1, 2).

Glucose-regulated protein 78 (GRP78) belongs to a group of highly conserved heat shock proteins (HSP) with important stress response functions (3–5). GRP78 is involved in the unfolded protein response (UPR) and endoplasmic reticulum (ER) stress response (5, 6), as well as in cell metabolism, hypoglycemia, hypoxia, acidosis, viral infections, and DNA damage repair (7). GRP78 is upregulated during ER stress; GRP78 translocates from the ER to the cell membrane (mGRP78) or is secreted as soluble GRP78 (sGRP78) (8). sGRP78 has long been recognized as a resolution-associated molecular pattern, facilitating inflammation resolution (9–11). GRP78 is expressed at higher levels in cancer tissues than in adjacent healthy tissues, and its expression levels have been associated with tumor malignancy (12, 13). Furthermore, GRP78 expression has been associated with cancer cell invasion and drug resistance, hindering the efficacy of anti-tumor treatments (14, 15). However, the role of GRP78 in the tumor microenvironment remains unclear. Rodvold et al. (16) reported a potential role of GRP78 in the activation of antigen-presenting cells (APCs) and subsequent innate and adaptive immune responses. Notably, GRP78-deficient macrophages demonstrated adapted UPR with upregulation of activating transcription factor (ATF)-4 and M2-polarization markers (17). We previously demonstrated that sGRP78 promoted B cell differentiation into IL-10-secreting CD19hi regulatory B cells (18) and dendritic cell (DC) differentiation into regulatory DCs (DCreg) (9–11). Moreover, GRP78-treated DCs facilitated the differentiation of regulatory T cells (Tregs) (11). Hence, targeting GRP78 has emerged as a promising approach to enhance the effects of anti-tumor therapies (19–21). For instance, betulinic acid has been shown to induce apoptosis in breast cancer by binding to the ATPase domain of GRP78 (22). Furthermore, antibodies targeting GRP78 enhanced the efficacy of radiotherapy in human glioblastoma and non-small cell lung cancer cells (20). The anticancer effects of the apoptotic cyclic peptide BC71 have been attributed to its ability to inhibit mGRP78 (23). Besides, GRP78 has been shown to affect tumor progression and therapeutic response by modulating the functions of immune cells found in the tumor microenvironment (24).

The liver contains high numbers of natural killer (NK) cells (25), which play important roles in the immune responses against hepatocellular carcinoma and various other cancer types (26). Andre et al. (27) showed that blockade of the NK inhibitory receptor NKG2A enhanced anti-tumor immunity in mice and humans by enhancing the effector functions of NK and CD8+ T cells. The crosstalk between DC and NK is mediated by the phosphorylation of the signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 (STAT3) (28). Zhou et al. (29) demonstrated that TLR7/8 agonists enhanced the anti-tumor effects of NK cells in hepatocellular carcinoma by augmenting NK-DC crosstalk. Furthermore, DCs and MDSCs inhibited NK cell activation in a TGF-β-dependent manner (30, 31). TGF-β directly inhibited NK cell effector functions and reduced the levels of NKG2D on their cell surface (32, 33). Nevertheless, the role of tumor-secreted GRP78 on the ability of hepatic APCs to regulate the pro-metastatic activities of NK cells is understudied.

Herein, we show that GRP78 is highly expressed in the liver of tumor-free mice. To elucidate the relevance of sGRP78 in the hepatic metastatic niche, we established a sGRP78-overexpressing cell line, which was used to establish an experimental liver metastasis mouse model. Using this mouse model, we found that sGRP78 mediates the formation of a pro-metastatic niche, supporting the rationale of sGRP78-targeting as a liver metastasis prevention strategy.



MATERIALS AND METHODS


Mice

Female C57BL/6 mice were purchased from Hunan SJA Laboratory Animal Co., Ltd (Changsha, Hunan, China). CX3CR1-GFP mice in a C57BL/6 background were purchased from the Jackson Laboratory; in these mice, EGFP is expressed in monocytes, DCs, NK cells, and brain microglia, under the control of the endogenous Cx3cr1 locus. All experiments were performed with mice aged 6–8 weeks. Mice were bred and maintained in specific pathogen-free (SPF) conditions at the Animal Center of Wuhan National Laboratory for Optoelectronics. All procedures involving animals were conducted in compliance with protocols approved by the Hubei Provincial Animal Care and Use Committee of Huazhong University of Science and Technology.



Cell Cultures

The E0771 cell line was kindly provided by Professor Rong Xiang (Nankai University, Tianjin, China) and was authenticated in Beijing Microread Genetics Co., Ltd. by STR analysis. The B16F10 cell line was purchased from the BO STER Company (Wuhan, China). E0771 cells were stably transfected with the PB transposon system (a gift from Dr. Xiaohui Wu, Fudan University, Shanghai, China) (34), which contained a CMV promoter-driven mCherry or mCherry-sGRP78 (GRP78 GeneBank No: NM_001163434.1) coding sequence, and named as E0771-mCherry/E0771-mCherry-sGRP78 cells. B16F10 cells were stably transfected with the PB transposon system, which contained the mCherry-sgGRP78, mCherry or mCherry-sGRP78 coding sequence (B16-mCherry-sgGRP78, B16-mCherry and B16-mCherry-sGRP78 cells). All cell lines were regularly tested for mycoplasma using the MycoProbe Mycoplasma Detection Kit (R&D Systems, Minneapolis, MN, United States). E0771 cells were cultured in DMEM containing 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS), 100 U/mL Sodium Pyruvate, 100 U/mL non-essential amino acids, and 100 U/mL penicillin-streptomycin. B16F10 cells were cultured in ROMI-1640 containing 10% FBS and 100 U/mL penicillin-streptomycin. Cells were maintained at 37°C in a 5% CO2 incubator (Thermo Fisher Scientific, United States).



Protein Quantitation

Tissues and organs of C57BL/6 mice at 8 weeks were harvested and their mass was measured. Tissue samples with the same wet weight were lysed in NP-40 lysis buffer (5 μL/mg) containing a protease inhibitor cocktail (Sigma-Aldrich). Lysates were separated and stored at −80°C until further use. 1 × 106 cells were seeded in the plates and cultured in serum-free culture media for 24 h. Then supernatants and tissue samples were assayed by ELISA using the BiP (C50B12) Rabbit mAb (CST). The purified GRP78 protein was used as the standard sample. Data were analyzed by Welch’s ANOVA.



Cell Proliferation Assay

The 6-well plates were seeded with 104 E0771 tumor cells on day 0, and then the cells were counted for 7 consecutive days. Data were analyzed by Welch’s ANOVA (versus E0771 group).



Wound Healing Assay

The 6-well plates were seeded with 4 × 105 E0771 tumor cells. After the cells adhere to the wall, the wound was scratched as the 0 h. And CCD photographs record the wound healing at 0 and 24 h.



Liver Metastasis Model

The mice were anesthetized by intraperitoneal (i.p.) injection of a mixture of 10 mg/kg xylazine and 100 mg/kg ketamine hydrochloride (Sigma, St. Louis, MO, United States). During anesthesia, body temperature was maintained at 37°C using a warm plate (Thermo Plate, TOKAI HIT, Shizuoka-ken, Japan). Mouse spleens were exposed by a small upper abdomen incision, followed by injection of 1 × 106 E0771 or 5 × 105 B16F10 cells. Seven minutes later, half of the spleen containing the tumor cell injection site was resected. The hepatic metastatic burden was assessed on day 21 for E0771 and day 15 for B16F10 after tumor cell inoculation. Hematoxylin and eosin (H&E) stain was purchased from Servicebio Biotechnology (Wuhan, China) and slides were scanned using a Nikon Ni-E (Nikon, Minato, Tokyo, Japan). Images were acquired using the NIS-Elements software and analyzed using ImageJ. The metastatic burden was calculated by dividing the area occupied by metastatic foci (mm2) by the total surface liver area (mm2).



Isolation of Intrahepatic Leukocytes

Female C57BL/6 mice (7–8 weeks old) were sacrificed by cervical dislocation. The liver was dissected into 1 mm pieces and digested using collagenase IV (Worthington) and DNAase II (Sigma) for 30 min at 37°C. The digested liver extracts were filtered through a 70 μm cell strainer and centrifuged at 500 × g for 5 min. The resulting cell pellet was resuspended in 10 mL 35% Percoll containing 100 U/mL heparin and centrifuged at 700 × g for 15 min at room temperature. The cell pellet containing leukocytes was collected and resuspended in 3 mL red blood cell lysis solution (155 mmol/L NH4CL, 10 mmol/L KHCO3, 1 mmol/L EDTA, 170 mmol/L Tris; pH 7.3). After incubation for 3 min at room temperature, cells were washed twice with RPMI 1640 containing 5% FBS.



Flow Cytometry

Antibodies against CD45 (104), CD3 (17A2), NK1.1 (PK136), CD19 (6D5), CD69 (H1.2F3), CD4 (RM4-4), CD8 (53-6.7), Ki-67 (11F6), CD146 (ME-9F1), Ly6G (1A8), CD11b (M1/70), F4/80 (BM8), CD11c (N418), MHC-II (M5/114.15.2), CD86 (GL-1), CD80 (16-10A1), PD-1 (RMP1-14), and FoxP3 (MF-14) were purchased from BioLegend. The fixable viability dye eFluor506 was purchased from eBioscience. Liver cell suspensions were subjected to surface staining with fluorescently labeled antibodies according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Cell viability was assessed using the fixable viability dye eFluor506 (eBioscience). Subsequently, cells were permeabilized using the Transcription Factor Buffer Set (Biolegend) and stained for Ki-67, FoxP3. Cells were analyzed on a CytoFLEX flow cytometer (Beckman Coulter, United States). Flow cytometry data were analyzed using FlowJo software (FlowJo, Ashland, OR, United States).



Immunofluorescence Analysis

For the immunofluorescence analysis, liver tissues were fixed in 4% paraformaldehyde for 12 h at 4°C and then dehydrated in 30% sucrose solution. The tissues were then frozen in OCT (Sakura, Torrance, CA, United States) compound and sectioned into 20 μm slices using a freezing microtome (Leica, Germany). OCT was removed by washing three times in PBS, and the sections were immunostained with Alexa Fluor 647 anti-mouse F4/80 (BioLegend, Clone: BM8, Catalog: 123122), Alexa Fluor 647 anti-mouse CD11c (BioLegend, Clone: N418, Catalog: 117312) or Alexa Fluor 647 anti-mouse NK1.1 (BioLegend, Clone: PK136, Catalog: 108720) at 1:200 dilution. All the sections were imaged with Olympus IX83 confocal microscope outfitted with an UltraVIEW VoX 3D live cell imaging system (PerkinElmer). Images were analyzed with Image J software (National Institutes of Health).



Cytokine Quantitation

Livers were harvested and their mass was measured at days 4 and 7 after injection. Tissue samples were lysed in NP-40 lysis buffer (5 μL/mg) containing a protease inhibitor cocktail (Sigma-Aldrich). Lysates were separated and stored at −80°C until further use. Samples were assayed using the LEGENDplexTM Mouse Cytokine Panel array (BioLegend) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Data were analyzed with Legendplex software (BioLegend). Mouse TGF-beta ELISA kit (DAKEWE) was used to detect TGF-β levels in the samples.



Intravital Imaging

CX3CR1-GFP C57BL/6 mice (6–10 weeks old) were inoculated with 1 × 106 E0771-mCherry or E0771-mCherry-sGRP78 cells (day 0). On days 4 and 7, mice were anesthetized by i.p. injection of a mixture of 10 mg/kg xylazine and 100 mg/kg ketamine hydrochloride (Sigma, St. Louis, MO, United States). Mice were maintained anesthesia with isoflurane inhalation [1.5–2% (v/v) isoflurane in O2] and placed within a custom-designed imaging box. Throughout the imaging process, mice were placed on a heating pad to maintain a body temperature of 37°C (Thermo Plate, TOKAI HIT, Shizuoka-ken, Japan). Intravital imaging was performed using an Olympus IX83 confocal microscope outfitted with an UltraVIEW VoX 3D live cell imaging system (PerkinElmer). Images were acquired using a 20 × /0.75 NA objective and Volocity 6.3 (PerkinElmer) software. Images were analyzed with Image J software (National Institutes of Health).



Data Analysis

Intravital cell movement was assessed using Image-Pro Plus (Media Cybernetics, Inc., Rockville, MD; RRID:SCR-007369) or Imaris 7.6 (Bitplane AG, Switzerland; RRID:SCR-007370) software. The mean velocity, mean displacement, arrest coefficient, and confinement ratio were determined. The mean velocity was used to determine the migratory speed in μm/min. Cells with a mean velocity of less than 2 μm/min were defined as immotile. The mean displacement was used to determine the initial displacement of the cells. The arrest coefficient was calculated as the percentage of time that the instantaneous velocity of each cell was less than 2 μm/min, as previously described (35, 36). The confinement ratio was calculated as the ratio of the maximum displacement of a given cell to its path length within a given time. Linear fitting was performed on the plotted curves to determine whether the cells underwent random movement.



Statistical Analysis

Statistical analysis was performed using GraphPad Prism 6 (GraphPad Software, CA, United States). A one-way ANOVA followed by a post hoc test was used for multiple group comparisons, and Student’s t-test (two-tailed) was used for comparisons of two groups. Survival data were analyzed using log-rank (Mantel-Cox) test. Values were expressed as mean ± standard error of the mean (SEM). Two-sided P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant (∗P ≤ 0.05, ∗∗P ≤ 0.01, ∗∗∗P < 0.001). The numbers of animals used in each experiment were indicated in the figure legends.




RESULTS


Tumor-Secreted GRP78 Enhances Tumor Invasion and Liver Metastasis

In this study, we established a sGRP78-overexpressing breast cancer cell line (E0771-mCherry-sGRP78). Confocal microscopy showed that, although mCherry primarily localized in the cytoplasm in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78 cells, it was evenly distributed in E0771-mCherry cells (Figure 1A). ELISA assay indicated that the level of sGRP78 in the supernatant of E0771-mCherry-sGRP78 cells was four times higher than that in E0771-mCherry or E0771 control cells (Figure 1B). Cell proliferation assay revealed that overexpression of sGRP78 did not affect the proliferation of E0771 cells in vitro (Figure 1C). To investigate the effect of sGRP78 overexpression on cancer cell migration, we performed a scratch wound healing assay. E0771-mCherry-sGRP78 cells were more migrative than E0771-mCherry control cells (Figure 1D).
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FIGURE 1. Tumor-secreted GRP78 promotes tumor invasion and liver metastasis. (A) sGRP78-overexpressing E0771-sGRP78-mCherry cells were identified by confocal microscopy. Scale bar, 20 μm. (B) The levels of sGRP78 in the cell culture supernatant were determined by ELISA. (C) Tumor growth curves. (D) The migration ability of tumor cells was assessed by wound healing assay. (E) Frequencies of mCherry-positive cells in the liver 4 and 7 days after cell inoculation. Representative flow cytometry dot plots (left) and percentage of positive cells (right) are shown. (F) Representative images of H&E-stained liver sections from mice sacrificed 20 days after tumor cell intrasplenic injection. Scale bar, 2,000 μm. (G) Quantification of liver weight (left panel) and metastatic burden (right panel) in livers (n = 5 mice per group). (H) Representative images of organ tumor burden 20 days after tumor cell intrasplenic injection. (I) Survival curves (n = 6). Error bars represent SEM. Ns, not significant; ∗P < 0.05; ∗∗P < 0.01; ∗∗∗P < 0.001. Statistical significance was determined by Student’s t-test (E,G right), by Welch’s ANOVA (B,C,G left) or by log-rank Mantel-Cox test (I).


We also found that the level of GRP78 in the supernatant (SN) of liver homogenate was two times higher than in the NS from spleen and lung (Supplementary Figure 1). Flow cytometry 4 days after cell inoculation indicated that the percentage of mCherry-positive cells that metastasized to the liver was 0.158% ± 0.020 in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice and 0.121% ± 0.015 in E0771-mCherry-bearing mice; this difference was no statistically significant (Figure 1E). Seven days after cell inoculation, activation of adaptive immune responses was observed in the liver, while the function of innate immune cells was less profound. In E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-injected mice, 0.595% of the living cells expressed mCherry, while the livers of E0771-mCherry-bearing mice contained approximately half as much (Figure 1E). Twenty days after splenic injection of tumor cells, we evaluated the effect of sGRP78 overexpression on liver metastasis by measuring the weight of the liver and histology (Figure 1F and Supplementary Figures 2A,B). Liver weight was higher nearly by a two-fold in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice compared with E0771-mCherry-bearing mice. Histology confirmed the higher metastatic burden in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice (Figure 1G). Additionally, widefield fluorescence imaging of different organs indicated that mCherry-expressing metastatic tumor cells were primarily found in the liver. Interestingly, weak mCherry signal was detected in the kidneys of E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-injected mice but not in E0771-mCherry-injected mice, suggesting that sGRP78 was excreted through the kidneys (Figure 1H). Notably, all E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice died within 40 days after cell inoculation, while 75% of E0771-mCherry-bearing mice were still alive after 50 days (Figure 1I). The B16 cell lines had similar results, showing that GRP78 upregulation promoted more tumor cells (B16-mCherry-sGRP78) metastasizing to liver, while down-regulation of GRP78 (B16-mCherry-sgGRP78) significantly improved the survival ability of mice (Supplementary Figures 2C,D). These findings suggest that tumor-derived sGRP78 promotes tumor cell dissemination and colonization in vivo, accelerating liver metastasis.



Tumor-Secreted GRP78 Induces Tolerogenic Phenotypes in Hepatic Dendritic Cells and Macrophages

Next, we investigated the effects of sGRP78 overexpression on the function of hepatic APCs. Hepatic APCs mainly consist of DCs, Kupffer cells (KCs), macrophages, and liver sinusoidal endothelial cells (LSECs) (37, 38). We performed flow cytometry evaluating the frequencies of different hepatic APCs, as well as quantifying the expression levels of CD86 and MHC-II (Figure 2A). We found that 4 days after cell inoculation, the percentages of F4/80+ macrophages and DCs in the liver differ significantly between the two groups (F4/80+ macrophages were 11.48% in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice vs. 7.98% in E0771-mCherry-bearing mice; P < 0.05; DCs were 0.732% in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice vs. 1.136% in E0771-mCherry-bearing mice; P < 0.01; Figure 2B). This was also the case 7 days after cell inoculation; however, the level of macrophage recruitment was higher compared to 4 days after cell inoculation (Figure 2C). Additionally, 7 days after cell inoculation, the expression levels of the M2-type marker CD206 was profoundly higher in mice with tumor-secreted GRP78 compared with control mice (P < 0.001; Figure 2C). Although we found no difference in the levels of DC recruitment, the expression levels of MHC-II on DCs was significantly lower in the E0771-mCherry-sGRP78 group compared with control mice (P < 0.05; Figures 2B,C). sGRP78 did not affect the expression of CD86 or MHC-II on LSECs (Figures 2D,E). These results suggest that tumor-secreted GRP78 affects the hepatic immune microenvironment by inducing tolerogenic phenotypes in DC and F4/80+ macrophages, but not in LSEC.
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FIGURE 2. Tumor-secreted GRP78 induces tolerogenic phenotypes in hepatic monocytes/macrophages. (A) Gating strategy followed to distinguish the hepatic myeloid cells. Frequencies of hepatic F4/80+ macrophages and DC cells, as well as their expressions of CD86 and MHC-II four (B) and seven (C) days after tumor cell intrasplenic injection. Expression of CD86 and MHC-II on LSEC cells four (D) and seven (E) days after tumor cell intrasplenic injection. Graphs represent the mean ± SEM. Ns, not significant; ∗P < 0.05; ∗∗P < 0.01; ∗∗∗P < 0.001. Statistical significance was determined by Student’s t-test.




Tumor-Secreted GRP78 Binds to Hepatic DCs and F4/80+ Macrophages

Immunofluorescence staining on liver sections from our experimental liver metastasis mouse model was performed to evaluate the ability of sGRP78 to bind to CD11c+ DCs (Figure 3A) and F4/80+ macrophages (Figure 3B). Tumor cells displayed strong mCherry signal, and in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice, sGRP78 was diffusely distributed and partially taken up by CD11c+ DC and F4/80+ macrophages. Although the density of F4/80+ macrophages in metastatic lesions was higher by a 1.3-fold in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice compared with control mice, the numbers of mCherry-positive CD11c+ DCs and F4/80+ macrophages were considerably higher in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice (5.4-fold for CD11c+ cells and 3-fold for F4/80+ cells; Figure 3C). These findings suggest that DCs and macrophages directly bind sGRP78.
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FIGURE 3. Tumor-secreted GRP78 interacts with hepatic DC and F4/80+ macrophages. Mice liver sections showing sGRP78 interacting with CD11c+ cells (A) and F4/80+ cells (B). Scale bar, 100 μm. (C) Numbers of infiltrated DC cells and F4/80+ cells (upper), as well as of mCherry+ DC and F4/80+ cells (lower). sGRP78 was detected to interact with CX3CR1+ cells (D). Scale bar, 50 μm. (E) Numbers of mCherry+ CX3CR1+ cells. Error bars represent SEM. Ns, not significant; ∗P < 0.05; ∗∗P < 0.01; ∗∗∗P < 0.001. Statistical significance was determined by Student’s t-test (C) or by Welch’s ANOVA (E).


CX3CR1 is expressed in various cells, including DCs and macrophages (39, 40). In our CX3CR1-GFP liver metastasis mouse model, tumor-secreted GRP78 was taken up by both F4/80+CX3CR1+ and F4/80–CX3CR1+ cells (Figure 3D). In theory, sGRP78 could also bind on KCs (F4/80+CX3CR1–). Compared to CX3CR1–F4/80+ cells, the numbers of mCherry-positive CX3CR1+F4/80– and CX3CR1+F4/80+ cells were 5 times and 3.5 times higher, respectively (Figure 3E). These results confirm that CX3CR1 transgenic mice are a promising model for analyzing the behavior of DCs and macrophages during the establishment of the pre-metastatic niche in the liver.



Intravital Imaging of Myeloid CX3CR1+ Cell Migration in Metastatic Lesions

To understand the effects of sGRP78 on the motility of hepatic myeloid DCs and macrophages within the tumor microenvironment, we performed intravital imaging using C57BL/6 CX3CR1-GFP mice. Intravital imaging was performed using confocal laser scanning microscopy (CLSM) (Figures 4A,B), followed by CX3CR1+ cell motility quantification (Figure 4C). Four days after tumor cell inoculation, the motility of CX3CR1+ cells in the E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice was significantly increased. The 25-min mean displacement of CX3CR1+ cells was higher in the E0771-mCherry-sGRP78 group compared with the E0771-mCherry group (13.85 ± 1.177 μm vs. 8.759 ± 0.8735 μm; P < 0.001; Figure 4D). In the E0771-mCherry-sGRP78 group, CX3CR1+ cells migrated to the tumor periphery with a mean velocity of 7.350 ± 0.5245 μm/min (n = 175 cells). However, in E0771-mCherry-bearing mice, CX3CR1+ cells migrated with a mean velocity of 2.899 ± 0.2512 μm/min (n = 95 cells). Moreover, in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice, the migration trajectories were more confined (confinement ratio: 0.5610 ± 0.02504; P < 0.01) and the arrest coefficient (percentage of cell resting time) was lower compared with the E0771-mCherry group (36.14% ± 2.446 vs. 79.93% ± 1.858; Figure 4D).
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FIGURE 4. Tumor-secreted GRP78 promotes myeloid CX3CR1+ cell recruitment in metastatic lesions. In vivo imaging of the livers four (A) and seven (B) days after E0771-mCherry (left) and E0771-sGRP78-mCherry (right) injection, using confocal microscopy. Trajectories (C) and motion parameters of CX3CR1+ cells four (D) and seven (E) days after tumor cell intrasplenic injection. Each data point represents a single cell, and the red bars indicate mean values. ∗∗P < 0.01; ∗∗∗P < 0.001; ns: not significant. The data from 3–5 mice in two independent experiments were pooled. Statistical significance was determined by Student’s t-test.


Seven days after tumor cell inoculation, the CX3CR1+ cell motility changed significantly. Although the number of moving CX3CR1+ cells was significantly lower in both groups compared with 4 days after cell inoculation, the velocity of movement was significantly increased in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice (102.9 ± 18.28 μm/min). In contrast, in E0771-mCherry-bearing mice, the velocity of movement did not differ significantly between 4 and 7 days after cell inoculation (6.346 ± 0.7385; n = 46 cells from 4 to 5 mice; Figure 4E). We found no significant differences in the migration trajectories, and arrest coefficient between 4 and 7 days after cell inoculation, suggesting that the effect of sGRP78 was reduced and that CX3CR1+ cells were saturated in sGRP78. These data suggest an association between the level of tumor-secreted GRP78 and the level of CX3CR1+ cell migration in metastatic lesions, particularly during the early stages of cancer cell colonization. The effect of sGRP78 on CX3CR1+ cell motility was less profound 7 days after cell inoculation, suggesting that sGRP78 promotes immune tolerance early during pre-metastatic niche establishment by recruiting CX3CR1+ cells.



Tumor-Secreted GRP78 Inhibits Hepatic NK Cell Activation

NK cells play essential roles in anti-tumor immunity by exerting cytotoxic effects on cancer cells. Hence, we tested the effects of sGRP78 overexpression on NK cells and other effector lymphocytes, including natural killer T (NKT) cells, B cells, CD4+, and CD8+ T cells, as well as on macrophages and neutrophils, during liver metastasis (Figure 5A). The frequencies of infiltrated NK (P < 0.05) and CD19+ B cells (P < 0.01) in E0771-mCherry-sGRP78-bearing mice 4 and 7 days after cell inoculation were lower than those in control mice, respectively (Figure 5B). Four days after cell inoculation, the expression of CD69, which is an important marker for activated effector cells (41, 42), was lower on NK cells in sGRP78-expressing mice than control mice (P < 0.001; Figures 5C,D). However, no differences in CD69 expression were observed 7 days after cell inoculation (Figure 5E). T cells, B cells, and other lymphocytes were not influenced by sGRP78. The effects of sGRP78 on the recruitment and activation of immune cells was reflected on cytokines secretion. Compared with control mice, sGRP78-expressing mice exhibited higher levels of IL-10 at both time points. Nevertheless, no differences were observed on the levels of IFN-γ, TNF-α, IL-2, or IL-6 (Figure 5F). Notably, compared with control mice, TGF-β levels were increased by 1.12-fold in sGRP78-expressing mice; however, TGF-β upregulation was not observed before day 7 (Figure 5G). These results suggest that tumor-secreted GRP78 facilitates tumor metastasis by inhibiting NK activity and inducing the secretion of immune-suppressive cytokines.
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FIGURE 5. Tumor-secreted GRP78 inhibits hepatic NK cell activation. Liver tissues were excised and their mass was measured at days 4 and 7 after injection. The liver was digested and then filtered. The cell pellet containing leukocytes was collected by Percoll centrifugation. Then cells were stained with antibodies for FCM analysis. (A) Gating strategy followed to distinguish the hepatic immune cells. (B) Frequencies of immune cell subsets in the liver four (upper panel) and seven (lower panel) days after tumor cell intrasplenic injection. (C–E) Frequencies of CD69+ and PD-L1+ cells among CD4, CD8 subsets, as well as of CD69+ and Ki-67+ cells in NK1.1 cells. Representative flow cytometry dot plots (C) and percentage of positive cells (D,E) are shown. (F,G) Detection of cytokines. Graphs represent the mean ± SEM. Ns, not significant; ∗P < 0.05; ∗∗P < 0.01; ∗∗∗P < 0.001. Statistical significance was determined by Student’s t-test (B,D,E) or by Welch’s ANOVA (F,G).





DISCUSSION

In this study, we demonstrated that high expression of sGRP78 in the liver promotes immune tolerance. To elucidate the role of sGRP78 in the hepatic pre-metastatic niche, we established an experimental liver metastasis model using sGRP78-overexpressing murine breast cancer cells. We found that tumor-secreted GRP78 reshaping the hepatic microenvironment by recruiting CX3CR1+ myeloid cells. sGRP78 inhibited DC activation by downregulating MHC-II, as well as induced F4/80+ M2-type polarization. Furthermore, sGRP78 affected NK cell infiltration and activation in hepatic metastatic lesions by regulating cytokine production (Figure 6).
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FIGURE 6. Schematic description of the role of tumor-secreted GRP78 in the pre-metastatic niche. Tumor-secreted GRP78 interacts with hepatic DCs and macrophages in the metastatic niche to induce tolerogenic phenotypes. These impair NK cell recruitment and activation, thereby promoting the establishment of a pre-metastatic niche, which fosters tumor cell colonization, invasion, and metastasis.


GRP78 is expressed at higher levels in tumor tissues compared to adjacent healthy tissues, indicating that GRP78 has potential pro-tumorigenic functions (43–45). In order to investigate the effects of sGRP78 on the establishment of the hepatic pre-metastatic niche, we assessed the concentrations of GRP78 in different tissues. GRP78 was highly expressed in the liver, suggesting a potential role in reshaping the hepatic microenvironment to facilitate liver metastasis. sGRP78 has been implicated in immunomodulation by biding to pattern recognition receptors (9, 18). Moreover, intracellular GRP78 levels have been associated with drug resistance and apoptosis in cancers (11, 46). To assess the ability of sGRP78 to reshape the hepatic microenvironment, we established a sGRP78-overexpressing breast cancer cell line (E0771-mCherry-sGRP78) and found that sGRP78 overexpression promoted tumor cell invasion in vitro. In addition, sGRP78 overexpression enhanced the colonization and proliferation of metastatic cells in the liver, suggesting that sGRP78 expression in cancer cells promotes invasion and liver metastasis by modulating the hepatic microenvironment.

The establishment of a pre-metastatic niche is a prerequisite for tumor cell colonization and growth in secondary organs (1). In this study, we found increased numbers of tumor cells in the liver 4 days after cell inoculation when sGRP78 was overexpressed, suggesting that the high levels of GRP78 contributed to the establishment of immune tolerance and pre-metastatic niche in the liver. The mechanisms underlying the sGRP78-mediated immune cell recruitment into the liver during the establishment of the pre-metastatic niche merits further investigation. Zhuoyu Li et al. (47) proposed that tumor-secreted GRP78 facilitates macrophage infiltration into the tumor by binding to intracellular Ca2+, leading to cytoskeleton remodeling. Our results supported the role of sGRP78 on the motility of CX3CR1+ cells in the liver, including DCs and macrophages, fostering liver metastasis. We believe that the increased infiltration of DCs and macrophages accompanied by the decreased recruitment and activation of NK cells contributed to the establishment of a microenvironment allowing for tumor cell survival and growth. Nevertheless, future studies are required to determine the mechanisms involved in the sGRP78-mediated NK cell inhibition.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated that sGRP78 promotes tumor cell colonization in the liver. We also identified several mechanisms involved in this phenomenon, including the modulation of DCs and F4/80+ macrophages, induction of TGF-β, and suppression of hepatic NK cells. Thus, sGRP78 promotes tumor growth and metastasis by remodeling the tumor microenvironment and promoting immune tolerance. The ability of GRP78-targeting agents to prevent liver metastasis should be further investigated.
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Nearly 70% of adults in the US are currently overweight or obese. Despite such high prevalence, the impact of obesity on antitumor immunity and immunotherapy outcomes remains incompletely understood, particularly in patients with breast cancer. Here, we addressed these gaps in knowledge using two murine models of breast cancer combined with diet-induced obesity. We report that obesity increases CXCL1 concentrations in the mammary tumor microenvironment, driving CXCR2-mediated chemotaxis and accumulation of granulocytic myeloid-derived suppressor cells (G-MDSCs) expressing Fas ligand (FasL). Obesity simultaneously promotes hyperactivation of CD8 tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs), as evidenced by increased expression of CD44, PD-1, Ki-67, IFNγ, and the death receptor Fas. Accordingly, G-MDSCs induce Fas/FasL-mediated apoptosis of CD8 T cells ex vivo and in vivo. These changes promote immunotherapy resistance in obese mice. Disruption of CXCR2-mediated G-MDSC chemotaxis in obese mice is sufficient to limit intratumoral G-MDSC accumulation and improve immunotherapy outcomes. The translational relevance of our findings is demonstrated by transcriptomic analyses of human breast tumor tissues, which reveal positive associations between CXCL1 expression and body mass index, poor survival, and a MDSC gene signature. Further, this MDSC gene signature is positively associated with FASLG expression. Thus, we have identified a pathway wherein obesity leads to increased intratumoral CXCL1 concentrations, which promotes CXCR2-mediated accumulation of FasL+ G-MDSCs, resulting in heightened CD8 TIL apoptosis and immunotherapy resistance. Disruption of this pathway may improve immunotherapy outcomes in patients with breast cancer and obesity.
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Introduction

Obesity is a major health epidemic in the US, affecting nearly 40% of adults (1). Excess body weight increases the incidence of 13 types of cancer (2), promotes disease progression (3, 4), impairs antitumor immunity (5, 6), promotes resistance to targeted and chemotherapies (7, 8), and worsens survival for cancer patients (9, 10), especially those with breast cancer. However, the impact of obesity on immunotherapy outcomes in patients with breast cancer is unknown.

In 2019, the FDA granted accelerated approval for the treatment of select triple negative breast cancer patients with an immunotherapy/chemotherapy combination based on results reported from the phase III IMpassion130 clinical trial (11). However, despite immunotherapeutics dramatically improving outcomes for a subset of patients with cancer, many still do not respond. As such, research efforts are concentrated on identifying and targeting factors underlying immunotherapeutic resistance. Obesity may be one such factor. Recent findings from a phase I clinical trial of patients with breast cancer treated with atezolizumab (anti-PD-L1) indicate that elevated baseline plasma levels of interleukin 6 (IL-6) and C-reactive protein (CRP) are associated with reduced progression free and overall survival (12). As both IL-6 and CRP are biomarkers of obesity-associated inflammation, this raises the possibility that obesity may impair immunotherapeutic efficacy in patients with breast cancer. In support of this idea, obesity was previously shown to be associated with impaired responses to targeted and chemotherapies in patients with breast cancer (7, 8). However, given the short duration of its clinical use, the impact of obesity on immunotherapy outcomes in patients with breast cancer has not yet been investigated.

Molecular markers of obesity (e.g. IL-6, CRP, leptin, interleukin 1 beta [IL-1β]) increase the generation of myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) (13–16). MDSCs are a heterogeneous immunosuppressive population of cells that function to inhibit protective antitumor immunity to promote tumor growth and progression. To date, only one study has investigated the impact of obesity-associated MDSCs in mediating mammary tumor growth (14). However, this study did not assess the impact of MDSCs on response to immunotherapy. Given that intratumoral accumulation of MDSCs has been identified as a mechanism of immunotherapy resistance (17, 18), we asked if obesity would enhance MDSC-mediated immunotherapy resistance in a preclinical model of breast cancer.



Materials and Methods


Research Resource Identifiers

Research Resource Identifiers (RRIDs) and other detailed identifier information (vendor, clone, catalog number etc.) for antibodies and key reagents used in this study can be found in this text and Supplementary Table 1.



Murine Models of Obesity

Wildtype C57BL/6 female mice were purchased from Charles River at 7–8 weeks of age. Following one week of acclimation, animals were randomized to a NIH31 formulated low-fat diet (LFD; 14% kcal from fat, LabDiet), standard American diet (SAD; 36% kcal from fat, Envigo), or high-fat diet (HFD; 60% kcal from fat, Research Diets) for 16 weeks, thereby generating lean (LFD) or diet-induced obese (SAD and HFD) mice. All animal experiments were conducted as approved by the Animal Resources Program and Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee at the University of Alabama at Birmingham (UAB).



In Vivo Tumor Modeling

The E0771 murine mammary tumor cell line was purchased from CH3 BioSystems (RRID: CVCL_GR23) and engineered to express firefly luciferase (E0771-fluc) via transduction with lentiviral particles (Kerafast) according to the manufacturer’s protocol. Cells were maintained in RPMI1640 complete media supplemented with 10% FBS, 10mM HEPES, 100 units/ml Penicillin, and 100 µg/ml Streptomycin. The Py8119 murine mammary tumor cell line was purchased from ATCC (RRID : CVCL_AQ09) and cells were maintained in F-12K complete media supplemented with 5% FBS. Neither cell line was authenticated after purchase and both were determined to be free of mycoplasma contamination.

Mice were injected with 2.5e5 E0771-fluc or 1e6 Py8119 cells subcutaneously into mammary fat pad number four. Tumor outgrowth was monitored using a dial caliper and bioluminescence imaging. To measure E0771-fluc tumor bioluminescence, tumor-bearing mice were injected intraperitoneally with 1mg of luciferin, anesthetized, and imaged using an IVIS Lumina III imaging system and the Living Image Software Version 4.7.2 (Perkin Elmer).



NanoString and Gene Ontology Analysis of Tumor Immune Microenvironment

At day 28 experimental endpoint, E0771-fluc tumors were excised and a portion was preserved in RNAlater. RNA was batch isolated and submitted to the UAB nanoString facility for interrogation using the nCounter PanCancer Immune Profiling Panel (XT-CSO-MIP1-12) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Data analysis was performed using nCounter Analysis Software (Version 4.0) with the Advanced Analysis (Version 2.0) plugin. Differentially expressed genes were identified as those with a p value < 0.05 and fold change > ± 1.5. Due to the exploratory nature of our study and intent for validation, we used raw p values and did not adjust p values for multiple comparisons.

The nanoString tumor immunogenetic profiling dataset expression matrix from n=72 subjects with triple negative breast cancer (TNBC) was obtained from a previously published manuscript (17). Body mass index (BMI) information for this cohort of subjects was kindly provided by Dr. Xiang “Shawn” Zhang, Baylor College of Medicine. Of the 72 patient tissues evaluated, 4 were excluded from analysis due to lack of BMI data, being underweight, or issues with sample quality control. The final cohort for analysis consisted of n=68 samples. Linear regression analyses were performed for BMI versus log2 expression of each of the 730 genes. Due to the exploratory nature of the study, those with a p<0.1 were investigated further. Of the 730 genes, 73 were associated with BMI; 8 positively and 65 negatively.

From our murine study, differentially expressed genes were separated into groups of upregulated or downregulated genes and subjected to Gene Ontology enrichment analysis using the PANTHER classification system to identify associated biological processes (http://geneontology.org/) (19). This was also done for the clinical analyses using genes positively associated with BMI, identified as described above.



Flow Cytometry

Spleen and tumor tissues were excised and mechanically homogenized using the Miltenyi gentleMACS Dissociator, followed by enzymatic digestion in 5 µg/ml Liberase TM and 37.5 µg/ml DNase I at 37°C with gentle agitation for 15 or 30 min, respectively. Resulting homogenates were filtered (70um) to obtain single cell suspensions. Cells were stained with fixable Zombie Aqua viability dye, Fc blocked, and incubated with fluorophore-conjugated antibodies to surface markers. Evaluation of intracellular markers was conducted using BD’s Cytofix/Cytoperm kit according to manufacturer’s protocol. For evaluation of T cell cytokine production, single cell tumor homogenates were stimulated with anti-CD3 (8 µg/ml) and anti-CD28 (10 µg/ml) for 4 h with the addition of GolgiPlug during the last 2 h. Cells were then harvested and stained as indicated above for surface and intracellular markers. Apoptosis was evaluated using the BD Annexin V Apoptosis Detection Kit according to manufacturer’s protocol.

Samples were analyzed on an Attune NxT cytometer after compensation using BD Comp Beads. Analyses were conducted using FlowJo (Version 10) and all gates were objectively drawn based on fluorescence minus one (FMO) controls for the tissue of interest. Detailed information for the antibodies used in this study is provided in Supplementary Table 1.



Quantification of Soluble Proteins

Tumors were excised and placed in Dulbecco’s Phosphate Buffered Saline (DPBS; 0.2g tissue per 1 ml DPBS) followed by mechanical homogenization using a Miltenyi gentleMACS Dissociator. Tumor homogenates were centrifuged and supernatants were collected and stored for batch analysis of soluble proteins using the Bio-Plex Multiplex Immunoassay (Bio-Rad) according to the manufacturer’s protocols.



In Vivo Anti-CD8β Antibody-Mediated CD8 T Cell Depletion

On days 1, 3, 5, 7, 14, 21, and 27 post tumor challenge, lean and DIO animals received an intraperitoneal injection containing 100 µg of anti-CD8β or isotype control antibody (Bio X Cell). Animals were euthanized on day 28 post tumor challenge, at which time tumor tissues were excised and CD8 TILs were evaluated by flow cytometry.



In Vivo Anti-Gr-1 Antibody-Mediated MDSC Depletion

On day 19 post tumor challenge, DIO animals received an intratumoral injection containing 200 µg of anti-Gr-1 or isotype control antibody (Bio X Cell). On days 20, 21, and 22 post tumor challenge, animals received a follow-up injection containing 100 µg of their respective antibody. Animals were euthanized on day 23 post tumor challenge, at which time tumor tissues were excised and infiltrating leukocytes were evaluated by flow cytometry.



G-MDSC Induction of Apoptosis

CD8+ T cells were positively selected from spleens of naive 8- to 12-week-old C57BL/6 female mice using Miltenyi MACS Enrichment according to the manufacturer’s protocol. Enriched CD8+ T cells were activated in vitro for 72 h using 1 µg/ml anti-CD3 and 1 µg/ml anti-CD28 to induce Fas expression. Tumor-infiltrating G-MDSCs from DIO mice were sort-purified on a BD FACSMelody after being pre-enriched using anti-CD11b MACS beads from Miltenyi, as per the manufacturer’s protocol. Prior to co-culture, purified G-MDSCs were incubated in the presence or absence of 50 µg/ml anti-FasL neutralizing antibody for 1 h. In vitro activated CD8+ T cells were then co-cultured with G-MDSCs in the continued presence or absence of anti-FasL for 24 h. Cells were harvested and stained for flow cytometry to evaluate CD8 T cell apoptosis as indicated above.



Immunotherapy

Mice with established tumors within a 25–100 mm2 range (~50 mm2 on average) were randomized to receive saline or immunotherapy. Immunotherapy consisted of 1x109 PFU of adenovirus (Ad) encoding murine TNF-related apoptosis inducing ligand (TRAIL; AdT) and 50 µg of the TLR9 agonist CpG 1826 oligodeoxynucleotide (AdT+CpG) (20). Saline or AdT+CpG were administered in 50uL volumes via intratumoral injection.

Disruption of CXCR2 signaling was accomplished using the CXCR2 antagonist SB 225002 (Tocris Bioscience). Beginning 2 days prior to tumor challenge and every 2 days after until day 26, 5 mg/kg of CXCR2a was administered intraperitoneally to lean and DIO animals.



Clinical Outcomes

Kaplan-Meier Plotter (KM Plotter; https://kmplot.com/) was used to evaluate the association of CXCL1 expression and overall survival in systemically untreated patients with basal breast cancer (21). The following parameters were used for analysis with regard to CXCL1: auto select best cutoff, overall survival, intrinsic subtype: basal, and systemically untreated patients. Log rank p value and hazard ratio (HR) were calculated as part of the analysis.



Clinical Transcriptomic Analyses

Transcriptomic data were downloaded from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) using the curatedTCGAData package (https://bioconductor.org/packages/release/data/experiment/html/curatedTCGAData.html). The most recent version of TCGA RNASeq data (title “BRCA_RNASeq2GeneNorm-20160128”) was used for analysis. To approximate expression values, RNASeq2 count data were log2 transformed and the mean expression of a previously published multi-gene MDSC signature (22) was calculated. The MDSC expression score was then separated into tertiles and compared to log2 expression values for genes of interest in tumor tissues from n=88 patients with basal breast cancer.



Statistical Analysis

Statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism Version 7.0. Gaussian distribution was assessed using the Shapiro-Wilk normality test. Comparisons of two groups was accomplished using non-parametric Mann-Whitney U tests or parametric two-tailed unpaired t-tests as appropriate. Comparisons of three groups was accomplished using non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis tests with Dunn’s multiple comparisons tests or parametric one-way ANOVAs with Tukey’s or Dunnet’s multiple comparisons tests as appropriate. Analysis of four groups was carried out using non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis tests or parametric one-way ANOVAs with post-hoc pairwise comparisons of group means of interest using non-parametric Mann-Whitney U tests, parametric two-tailed unpaired t-tests, or Tukey’s multiple comparisons test, as appropriate. Differences in tumor growth over time were assessed using repeated measures two-way ANOVAs with Tukey’s multiple comparisons test. Associations between clinical gene expression and BMI were evaluated using linear regression analyses. Statistical differences are denoted throughout as *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001. Non-significant (ns) p values ≤ 0.15 are indicated throughout.




Results


Obesity Promotes Mammary Tumor Growth and Remodeling of the Tumor Immune Microenvironment

To evaluate the impact of obesity on mammary tumor growth, we utilized two models of diet-induced obesity (DIO) wherein animals were randomized to either a standard American diet (SAD; 36% kcal from fat) or high-fat diet (HFD; 60% kcal from fat) for 16 weeks. Low-fat diet-fed (LFD; 14% kcal from fat) animals served as age-matched lean controls. SAD- and HFD-feeding led to significantly increased body weights relative to LFD-fed lean controls, with HFD-fed animals having further increases in body weights relative to SAD-fed animals (Figure 1A). Lean and DIO mice were then challenged with E0771 mammary tumor cells expressing firefly luciferase (E0771-fluc) and tumor growth was monitored via caliper measurements, bioluminescent imaging, and excised tumor weights. All methods indicated that both SAD- and HFD-induced obesity promote accelerated mammary tumor growth (Figures 1B–D).




Figure 1 | Diet-induced obesity promotes mammary tumor growth and remodeling of the tumor immune microenvironment. (A) Body weight of animals 16 weeks after randomization to low-fat diet (LFD; 14% kcal from fat), standard American diet (SAD; 36% kcal from fat), or high-fat diet (HFD; 60% kcal from fat). Following diet randomization, animals were challenged with E0771-fluc mammary tumor cells and tumor growth monitored via (B) caliper measurements, (C) bioluminescent imaging of firefly luciferase expressing E0771 tumor cells (E0771-fluc), and (D) excised tumor weights. (E) Volcano plot showing differentially expressed (DE) genes from tumors of HFD-fed animals vs LFD-fed animals. Dotted lines indicate p = 0.05 and fold change = ±1.5. (F) Gene Ontology (GO) enrichment analysis for biological processes associated with downregulated (purple) and upregulated (green) DE genes from (E). (G) Flow cytometric analysis of day 28 excised mammary tumors for CD3+CD8+ tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes and CD11b+Gr-1+ MDSCs. Data are pooled from multiple independent experiments and presented as means ± SEM. Statistical differences were calculated using parametric one-way ANOVAs or repeated measures two-way ANOVAs, both with Tukey’s multiple comparisons tests (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001).



We next asked how DIO impacted the composition of the tumor immune microenvironment. To this end, we evaluated the immunogenetic profile of tumors from LFD- and HFD-fed animals using nanoString to screen for genes of interest. Doing so revealed differential expression (DE) of 86 of the 730 genes surveyed (Figure 1E and Supplementary Table 2). Gene Ontology (GO) assessment of biological processes involved with downregulated genes largely identified T cell alterations, whereas upregulated genes were associated with neutrophil/granulocyte trafficking and apoptotic signaling (Figure 1F). Flow cytometric analysis confirmed obesity-associated reductions in CD8 tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) and increases in myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), a subset of which are phenotypically synonymous with tumor-associated neutrophils (Figure 1G). Prior studies have shown that these immunologic alterations are associated with negative clinical outcomes in patients with breast cancer, independent of obesity status (23, 24). Most notably, as body weights increased (LFD<SAD<HFD), there were corresponding increases in tumor burden and MDSC abundance, whereas CD8 TIL abundance decreased. Similar obesity-associated alterations to tumor growth and leukocyte composition were also seen in the Py8119 mammary tumor model, indicating that these results were not specific to a single tumor model (Supplementary Figure 1).

We next wanted to explore whether a causal relationship existed between the abundance of CD8 TILs and mammary tumor growth in LFD-fed lean and HFD-fed DIO mice. Following depletion of CD8 T cells, lean mice experienced accelerated tumor growth as expected, demonstrating the critical role of CD8 TILs in mediating antitumor immunity in the E0771-fluc tumor model (Supplementary Figures 2A, B). Unsurprisingly, depletion of CD8 T cells in DIO mice did not impact mammary tumor growth (Supplementary Figure 2A). Quantification of CD8 TILs suggested that this was likely due to the already extremely low levels of CD8 TILs present in the obese tumor microenvironment (Supplementary Figure 2B). Thus these data suggested that obesity-associated reductions in CD8 TIL abundance impair antitumor immunity.



Obesity Promotes CD8 TIL Hyperactivation and Apoptosis in the Mammary Tumor Microenvironment

Given that obesity was associated with reductions in total CD8 TILs, we further sought to identify potential alterations in their phenotype and mechanisms underlying their reduction. Surprisingly, the frequency of CD8 TILs with an effector phenotype increased with obesity while naive CD8 TILs decreased (Figure 2A). Accordingly, increases were seen in the percentages of PD-1+, Ki-67+, and IFNγ+ CD8 TILs, consistent with increased antigen engagement, proliferation, and cytokine production with obesity (Figures 2B–D). Notably, regardless of phenotype, total effector and naive CD8 TIL subsets and intratumoral IFNγ concentration were decreased with obesity (Supplementary Figure 3). Our immunogenetic profiling results indicated that obesity was associated with increased apoptotic signaling (Figure 1F). Thus, we next asked if obesity-associated TIL hyperactivation promoted apoptosis, causing decreased CD8 TIL abundance (Figure 1G). Annexin V staining revealed that obesity was indeed associated with increased percentages of apoptotic CD8 TILs (Figure 2E). Further, DIO animals had reduced percentages of CD8 TILs expressing antiapoptotic Bcl-2 (Figure 2F) and increased percentages of CD8 TILs expressing the death receptor Fas (Figure 2G). These results corroborated our immunogenetic profiling results (Figures 1E, F) and indicated that CD8 TILs were hyperactivated and poised for apoptosis with obesity.




Figure 2 | Obesity promotes CD8 TIL hyperactivation and apoptosis in the mammary tumor microenvironment. Flow cytometric analysis of day 28 excised E0771-fluc mammary tumors for (A) naive (CD44-CD62L+) and effector (CD44+CD62L-) CD8 TILs. Expression of (B) PD-1, (C) Ki-67, and (D) IFNγ by CD8 TILs. (E) Quantification of live (annexin V-) and apoptotic (annexin V+) CD8 TILs. Expression of (F) Bcl-2 and (G) Fas by CD8 TILs. (H) Quantification of FasL+ tumor infiltrating populations. (I) Quantification of live (annexin V-) and apoptotic (annexin V+) splenic CD8 T cells and (J) FasL+ splenic populations. (A–D, F) Data are pooled from multiple independent experiments or (E, G–J) are from a single representative experiment and presented as means ± SEM. Statistical differences were calculated using parametric t-tests or non-parametric Mann-Whitney U tests as appropriate and parametric one-way ANOVAs with Dunnet’s multiple comparisons tests (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001, ns = non-significant).



Having established that a higher percentage of CD8 TILs from DIO animals were expressing Fas and undergoing apoptosis, we next asked what sources of FasL existed within the tumor microenvironment that could potentially promote Fas/FasL-mediated apoptosis of CD8 TILs. In both lean and DIO animals, CD11b+Gr-1+ MDSCs were the largest contributors of FasL expression (Figure 2H). Notably, obesity did not impact the apoptotic phenotype of splenic CD8 T cells where FasL+ MDSCs were minimally abundant (Figures 2I, J). These results suggested that the abundance of FasL+ MDSCs was associated with CD8 TIL apoptosis.



Obesity Promotes the Recruitment and Accumulation of FasL+ G-MDSCs Which Induce Fas/FasL-Mediated Apoptosis of Hyperactivated CD8 TILs

We next sought to identify the mechanism(s) by which obesity promoted MDSC accumulation in murine mammary tumors. Murine MDSCs exist as two main sub-types: monocytic MDSCs (M-MDSCs) and granulocytic MDSCs (G-MDSCs). With obesity, only the G-MDSC subset was increased within tumors (Figure 3A). Our tumor immunogenetic profiling results revealed that obesity significantly increased the expression of Il1b, Cxcl1, Cxcl3, S100a8, and Csf3. These genes encode cytokines and chemokines responsible for the generation and trafficking of G-MDSCs, providing evidence for enhanced MDSC generation and chemotaxis with obesity (Figure 3B). Intratumoral protein concentrations of CXCL1 were further found to be elevated in the obese tumor microenvironment (Figure 3C). CXCL1 and CXCL3 are chemokines that promote G-MDSC chemotaxis via their cognate receptor CXCR2 (25). CXCR2 was highly and equivalently expressed on tumor-infiltrating G-MDSCs from both lean and obese animals (Figure 3D). Thus, these results suggest that obesity enhances generation and CXCL1/CXCR2-mediated G-MDSC chemotaxis.




Figure 3 | Obesity promotes the recruitment and accumulation of FasL+ granulocytic myeloid-derived suppressor cells (G-MDSCs) which induce Fas/FasL-mediated apoptosis of CD8 TILs. Flow cytometric analysis of day 28 excised E0771-fluc mammary tumors for (A) monocytic MDSC (M-MDSCs) (CD45+CD11b+CD11c-I-Ab-Ly6C+Ly6G-) and G-MDSCs (CD45+CD11b+CD11c-I-Ab-Ly6ClowLy6G+). (B) Immunogenetic gene expression fold changes of MDSC-related cyto/chemokines in the tumors of HFD- vs LFD-fed animals. (C) Concentration of CXCL1 in the tumor microenvironment. Percentage of G-MDSCs expressing (D) CXCR2 and (E) FasL. (F) FasL mean fluorescence intensity of G-MDSCs. (G) Percentage of live (annexin V-) and apoptotic (annexin V+) in vitro activated splenic CD8 T cells after 24 h of co-culture with sort-purified tumor-infiltrating G-MDSCs from obese mice in the (top) absence or (bottom) presence of FasL neutralizing antibody. DIO animals were treated with intratumoral anti-Gr-1 or isotype control antibody. Quantification of intratumoral (H) MDSCs and (I) apoptotic (annexin V+) CD8 TILs. Data are pooled from (A–F, I) multiple independent experiments or are from (G, H) a single representative experiment and presented as means ± SEM. Statistical differences were calculated using parametric t-tests or non-parametric Mann-Whitney U tests as appropriate (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ns = non-significant).



We next asked how obesity impacted FasL expression by G-MDSCs and whether MDSCs were, in fact, responsible for CD8 TIL apoptosis. Approximately 90% of G-MDSCs from lean and DIO animals expressed FasL (Figure 3E). Interestingly, although the frequency of G-MDSCs expressing FasL was unchanged, the per cell expression of FasL was elevated with obesity (Figure 3F). We next sought to confirm that FasL+ G-MDSCs could directly induce Fas/FasL-mediated apoptosis of CD8 T cells. Splenic CD8 T cells were activated in vitro to induce expression of Fas then co-cultured with G-MDSCs sort-purified from the tumors of obese mice in the presence or absence of FasL neutralization. FasL neutralization demonstrated that G-MDSCs were not only capable of inducing CD8 T cell apoptosis, but that they did so in a largely FasL-dependent manner (Figure 3G). We also asked whether G-MDSC-induced CD8 TIL apoptosis occurred in vivo. Short-term anti-Gr-1-mediated MDSC depletion in DIO animals resulted in decreased percentages of apoptotic CD8 TILs relative to isotype-treated controls (Figures 3H, I). Thus, these data demonstrate that obesity promotes the recruitment and intratumoral accumulation of FasL+ G-MDSCs that functionally suppress hyperactivated Fas+ CD8 TILs via the induction of apoptosis.



Obesity Promotes Immunotherapy Resistance and Is Associated With G-MDSC Accumulation

Our findings that obesity negatively impacted antitumor immunity via enhanced G-MDSC accumulation and CD8 TIL apoptosis prompted us to ask if these changes impaired immunotherapy outcomes. Because obesity accelerates tumor growth (Figure 1), we first normalized tumor areas at treatment initiation so that tumor burdens were equivalent across groups and thus would not be a confounding variable in comparing outcomes in lean and DIO animals (Figure 4A). When tumors were 25–100 mm2 in area, lean and DIO animals were randomized in parallel to receive an intratumoral injection of saline or immunotherapy consisting of non-replicative adenovirus (Ad) encoding murine TNF-related apoptosis inducing ligand (TRAIL; AdT) co-administered with CpG oligodeoxynucleotide 1826 (AdT+CpG) (20). AdT induces tumor cell death, increasing tumor antigen availability, while CpG induces antigen-presenting cell activation and maturation (20). Collectively this therapy promotes the priming of endogenous CD8 T cells that subsequently mediate tumor control (20). Additionally, CpG administration induces MDSCs to mature into macrophages and dendritic cells, relieving immunosuppression (26). E0771-fluc cells express both the coxsackievirus and adenovirus receptor (CAR) that permits viral binding and the TRAIL receptor (TRAIL-R2) that induces tumor cell death (Supplementary Figure 4). Notably, normalization of tumor burden at immunotherapy administration resulted in equivalent outgrowth of tumors in lean and DIO animals treated with saline (Figure 4B direct comparison not shown, p=0.30). In lean mice, AdT+CpG immunotherapy significantly delayed tumor outgrowth, whereas in DIO animals, tumor growth progressed unchecked, demonstrating immunotherapy resistance (Figure 4B).




Figure 4 | Obesity promotes immunotherapy resistance and is associated with granulocytic myeloid-derived suppressor cell (G-MDSC) accumulation. Lean and DIO mice with established E0771-fluc tumors within a 25–100 mm2 range were randomized to receive saline control or AdT+CpG immunotherapy. (A) Tumor areas at therapy initiation. (B) Resulting tumor growth for lean and DIO animals. Flow cytometric analysis of day 28 excised mammary tumors for (C) effector (CD44+CD62L-) and (D) IFNγ+ CD8 TILs. (E) Percentage of live (annexin V-) and apoptotic (annexin V+) CD8 TILs. Quantification of (F) tumor-infiltrating G-MDSCs (CD45+CD11b+CD11c-I-Ab-Ly6ClowLy6G+). (G) Log2 expression of Cxcl1 in the tumor microenvironment. (A–D,F) Data are pooled from multiple independent experiments (n=6–21 per group) or (E) are from single a representative experiment (n=4-9 per group) and presented as means ± SEM or (B) individual outgrowth is shown, with the bold line indicating mean tumor growth. Statistical differences were calculated using repeated measures two-way ANOVAs with Tukey’s multiple comparison or non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis tests or parametric one-way ANOVAs with post hoc pairwise comparison of group means of interest using non-parametric Mann-Whitney U tests, parametric two-tailed unpaired t-tests, or Tukey’s multiple comparisons tests as appropriate (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ns = non-significant).



To discern underlying causes of AdT+CpG immunotherapy resistance in obese mice, we examined immune responses after therapy administration. In this setting, both lean and DIO animals had statistically equivalent increases in total effector and IFNγ+ CD8 TILs (Figures 4C, D). However, following therapy administration, lean mice displayed reductions in CD8 TIL apoptosis and G-MDSC accumulation, whereas neither parameter changed in DIO animals (Figures 4E, F). Tumor expression levels of Cxcl1 followed a similar trend (Figure 4G), suggesting that G-MDSC recruitment persisted even after therapy administration in DIO mice. Therefore, although DIO mice mounted CD8 TIL responses equivalent to those of lean animals in response to immunotherapy, high levels of CD8 TIL apoptosis, G-MDSC accumulation, and Cxcl1 expression remained, corresponding with immunotherapy resistance.



Disruption of G-MDSC Accumulation Sensitizes Obese Animals to Immunotherapy

To determine if disruption of G-MDSC accumulation would improve immunotherapy response in lean animals and overcome immunotherapy resistance in obese animals, we targeted CXCR2, which is highly and predominantly expressed on G-MDSCs (Figures 3D, 5A). Treatment of lean animals with combinatorial AdT+CpG+CXCR2 antagonist (CXCR2a) provided no benefit over that of AdT+CpG alone with regard to tumor burden or MDSC accumulation (Figures 5B–D). In fact, the combinatorial therapy reduced the proportion of lean animals responding to therapy (7/8 versus 4/9), indicating potential negative effects. Interestingly, no change was seen in G-MDSC accumulation with the addition of the CXCR2a, likely due to the substantial reduction caused by AdT+CpG alone.




Figure 5 | Disruption of granulocytic myeloid-derived suppressor cells (G-MDSC) accumulation sensitizes obese animals to immunotherapy. (A) Representative histogram depicting intracellular expression of CXCR2 in different populations in the E0771-fluc tumor microenvironment. Lean and DIO animals bearing E0771-fluc tumors were treated with saline, CXCR2 antagonist (CXCR2a), AdT+CpG, or AdT+CpG+CXCR2a. Resulting tumor growth in (B) lean and (E) DIO animals is shown. Response thresholds are depicted by the dotted lines which indicate the lower limit of tumor growth in respective saline treated animals. Quantification of (C, F) endpoint tumor areas and (D, G) tumor-infiltrating G-MDSCs (CD45+ CD11b+CD11c-I-Ab-Ly6ClowLy6G+). Data are pooled from multiple independent experiments and presented as means ± SEM or individual outgrowth is shown, with the bold line indicating mean tumor growth. Statistical differences were calculated using parametric one-way ANOVAs with Tukey’s multiple comparisons tests (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ns = non-significant).



Following therapy administration, few beneficial responses were evident in obese animals treated with the CXCR2a (1/5) or AdT+CpG (3/9) alone (Figure 5E). However, the combination of the CXCR2a and AdT+CpG led to substantially improved responses in the majority of animals treated (8/13) (Figure 5E), corresponding with significant reductions in tumor burdens (Figure 5F) and G-MDSC accumulation (Figure 5G). Thus, the combinatorial AdT+CpG+CXCR2a immunotherapy was able to reduce G-MDSC accumulation and improve immunotherapy responses, specifically in obese animals.



CXCL1 Expression in Breast Tumors Is Positively Associated With BMI, Poor Overall Survival, and a MDSC Expression Score

Last, we evaluated the clinical relevance of our findings by utilizing previously published immunogenetic and transcriptomic data from tumor tissues of patients with breast cancer. We first used linear regression analyses to evaluate the association of body mass index (BMI), a metric used to define obesity, with the expression of 730 immune-related genes. In a cohort of 68 patients with triple negative breast cancer (17) 73 of 730 total genes were found to be associated with BMI (p<0.1) (Figure 6A). Of these 73 genes, 65 were negatively associated with BMI and 8 were positively associated with BMI. These 8 genes included CXCL1, S100A8, RELA, CCL20, CDK1, NOD2, SH2B2, and TANK (Figure 6A). GO assessment of biological processes associated with these 8 genes revealed neutrophil/granulocyte chemotaxis/migration, corroborating immunogenetic, protein, and cellular results from our murine study (Figure 6B). Importantly, CXCL1, S100A8, and NOD2 were also found to be positively associated with obesity in our murine study. Increased expression of CXCL1 was not only found to be associated with increasing BMI (Figure 6C), but also decreased overall survival in a cohort of n=54 systemically untreated patients with basal breast cancer (Figure 6D). Analysis of transcriptomic data available from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) allowed us to quantify the relative abundance of MDSCs using a previously published multi-gene MDSC expression score (22). In breast tumor tissues from n=88 patients with basal breast cancer, CXCL1 and FASLG expression were found to increase significantly as the MDSC expression score increased (Figure 6E). These data support the clinical relevance of our murine findings by providing evidence that the expression levels of multiple MDSC chemokines (i.e., CXCL1 and S100A8) were positively associated with BMI in patients with breast cancer. High CXCL1 expression was further associated with poor overall survival and expression-based MDSC abundance. Additionally, this MDSC score was positively associated with expression of FASLG.




Figure 6 | CXCL1 expression in breast tumors is positively associated with BMI, poor overall survival, and a myeloid-derived suppressor cell (MDSC) expression score. (A) NanoString immunogenetic profiling of n=68 triple negative breast tumors. Of 730 genes surveyed, 73 were found to be associated (p<0.1) with body mass index (BMI). Of the 73 genes identified, 8/73 were positively associated with BMI and 65/73 were negatively associated with BMI. (B) Gene Ontology (GO)-identified biological processes associated with the 8 indicated genes. (C) Correlation between BMI and CXCL1 expression from samples used in (A, B). (D) Expression of CXCL1 and overall survival in systemically untreated patients with basal breast cancer. Data were generated using KM Plotter (kmplot.com). (E) The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA)-derived transcriptomics data from breast tumor tissue of n=88 patients with basal breast cancer. Multi-gene MDSC expression score was calculated and samples were separated into low (n=20), medium (n=20), and high (n=48) tertiles. Analysis of myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSC) expression scores versus expression of (left) CXCL1 and (right) FASLG. Data are presented as linear regression, Kaplan-Meier plots, or boxes defining 25th to 75th percentiles with line at median and whiskers extending to minimum and maximum points. Statistical differences were calculated using linear regression, log rank test, or parametric one-way ANOVAs with Tukey’s multiple comparisons tests (*p < 0.05, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001).






Discussion

The prevalence of obesity among adults in the US is currently approaching 40% (1) and is expected to reach 50% by 2030 (27). As many cancer patients are now being treated with immunotherapies, understanding the impact of obesity on antitumor immunity and immunotherapeutic outcomes is critical. Here, we report that, in a preclinical model of breast cancer, obesity impairs antitumor immunity and promotes immunotherapy resistance. Specifically, we have identified a novel pathway wherein obesity drives hyperactivation of and subsequent Fas expression on CD8 TILs, priming them for apoptosis. Concurrently, obesity increases intratumoral CXCL1 concentrations, promoting CXCR2-mediated accumulation of FasL+ G-MDSCs, resulting in heightened Fas/FasL-mediated CD8 TIL apoptosis and immunotherapy resistance (Figure 7). We find evidence of this pathway in lean animals, albeit to a lesser extent (i.e. low levels of both FasL+ G-MDSCs and CD8 TIL apoptosis). Thus we posit that the above mechanism is primarily operative in animals with obesity. The clinical relevance of this pathway is illustrated by our transcriptomic data showing high concordant expression of CXCL1 with increasing BMI, poor survival, and a MDSC expression score in human breast tumors.




Figure 7 | Obesity enhances accumulation of FasL+ granulocytic myeloid-derived suppressor cells (G-MDSCs), driving CD8 TIL apoptosis and immunotherapy resistance. Increased concentration of CXCL1 in the obese mammary tumor microenvironment drives CXCL1/CXCR2-mediated accumulation of FasL+ G-MDSCs. FasL+ G-MDSCs interact with hyperactivated Fas+ CD8 TILs, driving CD8 TIL apoptosis and immunotherapy resistance. Graphic created with BioRender.com.



Our data add to a growing number of reports detailing the complex role of obesity in modulating antitumor immunity and responses to immunotherapy. Recent reports indicate that obesity not only promotes CD8 T cell dysfunction in a preclinical model of melanoma (28), but also leads to reductions in CD8 TILs in murine and human breast tumors (6). In the latter study, TIL reductions occurred in parallel with increased apoptosis of CD45+ leukocytes, although CD8 TIL apoptosis was not specifically examined. We add to this literature by demonstrating that obesity not only drives hyperactivation of CD8 TILs, but also predisposes them to G-MDSC-mediated apoptosis, thereby impeding antitumor immunity and immunotherapeutic efficacy (29).

Obesity and inflammation expand and mobilize MDSCs and their precursors via molecules such as IL-6, CRP, IL-1β, and leptin (13–16, 30), increasing their susceptibility to tumor-derived signals that further drive their recruitment and suppressive capacity. Here, we found that the expression levels of multiple mediators of MDSC development and chemotaxis, including Cxcl1, Cxcl3, S100a8, Csf3 (G-CSF), and Il1β (31), were elevated in the tumors of DIO animals (Figures 1E, 3B and Supplementary Table 1). These results were further supported by our clinical analyses which demonstrated positive associations between BMI and the expression of CXCL1 and S100A8 in human breast tumors (Figure 6). These data provide evidence for redundant mechanisms of MDSC recruitment to the tumor microenvironment in mice and humans with obesity, highlighting the need for further investigation of obesity-associated alterations in the soluble protein milieu of the tumor microenvironment. Here, we targeted CXCR2 for intervention in mice with mammary tumors, disrupting signals from its cognate ligands, CXCL1 and CXCL3. Although a significant therapeutic benefit was observed, chemotactic redundancy (i.e., S100A8) was likely responsible for achieving only a modest reduction in tumor burden. This redundancy may serve as a barrier for the clinical targeting of MDSCs, particularly in the context of obesity. Thus, interventions targeting MDSC generation or function, rather than chemotaxis, may be more efficacious in the clinical setting.

A recent study utilized single cell transcriptomics and the MMTV-PyMT transgenic murine model of breast cancer to identify expression signatures found in G-MDSCs versus their non-suppressive neutrophil counterparts (32). The authors identified genes, including Arg2, Cxcr2, Il1b, Ifitm1, Socs3, Osm, and Cd14 among others, whose expression was elevated in G-MDSCs. These genes identify particular mechanisms of suppression (i.e., Arg2, which encodes arginase 2) and chemotaxis (i.e., Cxcr2) utilized by G-MDSCs (25, 33). In our study, all of the aforementioned genes were increased in expression in the tumors of obese mice (Supplementary Table 2). These data further support the classification of G-MDSCs in our murine model and emphasize the accumulation of G-MDSCs rather than non-suppressive neutrophils.

Recently, tumor-infiltrating MDSCs have been shown to promote immunotherapy resistance in preclinical models of breast cancer and melanoma (17, 18). In studies of inducible and transplantable melanoma, MDSC-mediated immunotherapy resistance was found to occur in part through expression of FasL and subsequent Fas/FasL-mediated apoptosis of CD8 TILs (18). Here, we substantiated those findings and extended them to breast cancer, where we implicate FasL-expressing MDSCs as part of a broader pathway that links host obesity to heightened CD8 TIL apoptosis and immunotherapy resistance. We find that targeting of MDSCs is sufficient to improve immunotherapy response, although the subsequent impact on CD8 TIL dynamics was not evaluated. Obesity is an incredibly complex and multifactorial disease that elicits numerous changes to the breast tumor microenvironment (34). As such, we recognize the potential for additional known, or currently unknown, factors to contribute to our observed outcomes.

Reports indicate that elevated levels of plasma IL-6 and CRP are associated with reduced progression free and overall survival in patients with breast cancer who were treated with anti-PD-L1 immunotherapy (12). Notably, both IL-6 and CRP are elevated with obesity and modulate MDSC dynamics (15, 16). Although the impact of obesity on immunotherapy outcomes in patients with breast cancer has not yet been evaluated, the aforementioned data suggest that obesity may be associated with worse clinical outcomes in breast cancer, which may be linked to MDSC accumulation. This notion is backed by our transcriptomic analyses, which shows a positive correlation between CXCL1 expression and BMI, poor survival, and a MDSC expression score in human breast tumor tissues (Figure 4E). Additional evidence for this hypothesis comes from earlier work implicating obesity in resistance to targeted and chemotherapies in patients with breast cancer (7, 8). Our preclinical findings concur with these outcomes. Conversely, a retrospective analysis of women with melanoma found that obesity did not impact outcomes to anti-PD-1/PD-L1 immunotherapy (35). As this study was retrospective, there was no evaluation of IL-6, CRP, or MDSCs, indicating areas for future prospective analyses. Thus, these data suggest obesity may be associated with worse immunotherapy outcomes in patients with breast cancer, but also that obesity may differentially impact treatment outcomes based on tumor or immunotherapy type, emphasizing the need for continued study of this critical issue.

With nearly 40% of the adult US population presenting with obesity and an additional 30% presenting with overweight (1), it is critical now more than ever that we consider co-morbidities, such as obesity and diabetes, as the new normal. This is especially needed in preclinical modeling where the use of young lean mice starkly departs from our aging and weighty cancer patient population. Forethought will allow us to more considerately and effectively develop therapeutics to treat what continues to be the increasing majority of our population.
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Immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) have brought impressive clinical benefits in a variety of malignancies over the past years, which dramatically revolutionized the cancer treatment paradigm. Monotherapy or in combination with chemotherapy of ICIs targeting programmed death 1/programmed death ligand 1 (PD-L1) has emerged as an alternative treatment for patients with advanced non-small-cell lung cancer (NSCLC). However, constrained by primary or acquired resistance, most patients obtain limited benefits from ICIs and occasionally suffer from severe immune-related adverse events. Moreover, owing to the complexity of the tumor microenvironment and the technical limitations, clinical application of PD-L1 and tumor mutation burden as biomarkers shows many deficiencies. Thus, additional predictive biomarkers are required to further advance the precision of proper patient selection, avoiding the exposure of potential non-responders to unnecessary immunotoxicity. Nowadays, an increasing number of investigations are focusing on peripheral blood as a noninvasive alternative to tissue biopsy in predicting and monitoring treatment outcomes. Herein, we summarize the emerging blood-based biomarkers that could predict the clinical response to checkpoint immunotherapy, specifically in patients with NSCLC.
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Introduction

Immunotherapy has revolutionized the strategy for the treatment of cancer and it aims to activate the immune system to identify and destroy cancer cells. Patients with multiple malignancies, such as melanoma, renal carcinoma, and lung cancer, significantly benefit from immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) (1). Regardless of their use as first- or second-line treatment, ample evidence from several clinical trials demonstrated that ICIs are superior to platinum-based chemotherapy in the treatment of advanced non-small-cell lung cancer (NSCLC) (2–5). Unfortunately, only approximately 20%–40% of patients with advanced NSCLC obtained durable clinical benefits from anti-programmed death (ligand) 1 [anti-PD-(L)1] therapies (2–5). In other words, in most cases, patients have primary or acquired resistance to checkpoint immunotherapy (6, 7). Additionally, non-responders not only suffer from risk of severe immune-related adverse events, but also meaninglessly afford the high cost of anti-PD-(L)1 drug. Therefore, early identification of potential responders versus non-responders is of great clinical significance. In recent years, research studies aim to identify appropriate biomarkers that could stratify patients into potential responders and non-responders prior to the initiation of immunotherapy, as well as monitor clinical response in real time during treatment.

In clinical practice, PD-L1 expression assessed by immunohistochemistry on tumor samples obtained through biopsy is the most extensively used predictive biomarker. It is approved by the Food and Drug Administration as a companion or complementary diagnostic assay for the administration of ICIs in patients with NSCLC (8). Across multiple clinical trials performed in advanced NSCLC patients treated with anti-PD-(L)1 antibody, high pretreatment PD-L1 expression corresponded to superior clinical outcomes. However, the application of tumor PD-L1 expression as a predictive biomarker remains defective and controversial, as numerous patients with PD-L1-negative tumors may also respond to anti-PD-(L)1 therapy. Furthermore, immunohistochemistry analysis of PD-L1 expression remains technically and biologically limited, namely due to the existence of intra-tumoral heterogeneity, different expression levels between primary and metastatic lesions, and a lack of standardization in the detection antibodies and scoring systems (9, 10). Moreover, archival tissue specimens collected in the past may not reflect current PD-L1 expression levels (11), particularly in patients receiving chemotherapy, radiotherapy, or anti-angiogenic therapy after biopsy (12, 13).

Beyond PD-L1 expression, tumor mutation burden (TMB) was also included into the National Comprehensive Cancer Network guidelines recently as an emerging predictor of response to ICIs. TMB is the total number of non-synonymous somatic mutations per megabase in the coding region of the cancer genome (14). In previous clinical studies conducted in patients with NSCLC, TMB showed value in identifying responders to ICIs, with data supporting that higher TMB values correlated with improved progression-free survival (PFS), superior overall response rate (ORR), and better durable clinical benefits. For example, the Checkmate-227 and Checkmate-568 studies demonstrated that TMB ≥ 10 muts/Mb could predict clinical benefits of nivolumab plus ipilimumab in patients with NSCLC, regardless of PD-L1 expression (15, 16). However, the latest data from the Keynote-021 and Keynote-189 studies yielded inconsistent evidence, indicating that the predictive value of TMB in combined immunotherapy is uncertain (17–19). Similar with PD-L1 expression, TMB is also characterized by a few limitations, such as the high cost of whole-exome sequencing, long result turnaround time, and complicated analytical process. Moreover, techniques used to evaluate TMB level are not standardized, and the predictive threshold differ widely across next-generation sequencing platforms. In addition, multiple preanalytical and analytical factors, such as sample collection, fixation methodology, and sequencing depth, may influence the TMB value (20).

Tissue samples are required to detect the aforementioned biomarkers, while tumor biopsy is invasive, occasionally infeasible, and cannot be repeatedly performed to monitor early disease response in most patients. Furthermore, biopsy specimens are difficult to accurately reflect the overall condition of the tumor due to the existence of intra-tumoral heterogeneity (21). Hence, currently approved tissue biomarkers are characterized by these practical limitations. In contrast, peripheral blood is a non-invasive, low-risk, and convenient source for repetitive sampling. Therefore, researchers show increasing interest in developing blood-based biomarkers for patient selection and treatment monitoring. Furthermore, peripheral blood could provide a holistic insight into the host immune status, which is one of the decisive factors for the efficacy of cancer immunotherapy (22). Numerous studies have explored the potential blood-based predictors of response to anti-PD-(L)1 therapy, such as circulating immune cells, circulating tumor cells (CTCs), and cytokines. In this systematic review, we summarize the findings of recent studies utilizing various components of peripheral blood to predict the efficacy of anti-PD-(L)1 therapy in patients with NSCLC.



Routine Peripheral Blood Biomarkers

Owing to the easy accessibility and low cost, numerous studies have investigated the predictive value of blood routine parameters in tumor immunotherapy. In multivariable analysis of NSCLC patients treated with nivolumab, the baseline absolute lymphocyte count ≥ 1,000/μl and absolute neutrophil count (ANC) ≤ 7,500/μl were significantly and independently correlated with both prolonged PFS [hazard ratio (HR) = 0.55, p = 0.04 and HR = 3.97, p = 0.001, respectively] and better overall survival (OS) (HR = 0.36, p = 0.03 and HR = 3.46, p = 0.03, respectively) (23). However, another study observed that a high absolute lymphocyte count did not correspond to favorable OS after anti-PD-1 treatment; meanwhile, an increased ANC only correlated with shorter OS (HR = 1.86, p = 0.02) (24). These data suggested that the absolute lymphocyte count or ANC alone cannot adequately predict clinical outcomes and efficacy of response to checkpoint immunotherapy in patients with NSCLC.

An elevated neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR) indicates the chronic inflammation status, which could be used to reflect the immune status of patients with different malignancies (25). In this regard, several studies investigated the negative prognostic value of high NLR in NSCLC patients receiving immunotherapy. Bagley et al. reported that NLR ≥ 5 at baseline was significantly correlated with worse OS (HR = 2.07, p = 0.002) and PFS (HR = 1.43, p = 0.04) (26). Subsequently, data from Suh et al. also supported that NLR ≥ 5 at 6 weeks post anti-PD-1 treatment was associated with poor PFS (HR = 15.09, p < 0.001) and OS (HR = 3.82, p = 0.003) (27). Furthermore, Cao et al. carried out a meta-analysis including 14 retrospective studies with 1,225 NSCLC patients treated with nivolumab, further confirming that a baseline NLR ≥ 5 was associated with inferior PFS (HR = 1.73, p < 0.05) and OS (HR = 1.76, p < 0.05) (28).

Researchers proposed that the derived NLR [dNLR, ANC/(white blood cell−ANC)] may be more relevant to clinical outcomes than the NLR, as the former also takes monocytes and other granulocyte subpopulations into account. In advanced NSCLC patients treated with anti-PD-(L)1 therapy, an association between baseline dNLR > 3 and shorter OS was revealed (HR = 1.70, p < 0.001). In addition, baseline dNLR together with lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) constituted a lung immune prognostic index, which effectively distinguished three groups of patients with different survival outcomes (median OS: 16.5 vs. 10 vs. 4.8 months; p < 0.01) (29). In another study, the advanced lung cancer inflammation index (ALI) was calculated as body mass index × albumin/NLR, and high systemic inflammation was suspected in patients with a low ALI score. Multivariate analyses indicated that pretreatment ALI < 18 was independently related to poor PFS and higher risk of early progression [odds ratio (OR) = 2.76, p = 0.002] in NSCLC patients receiving nivolumab (30).

Investigation of the absolute eosinophil count, absolute monocytic count, platelet-to-lymphocyte ratio, and lymphocyte-to-monocyte ratio as predictors of response to ICIs also attracted considerable interest over the past years. Clinical studies showed that pretreatment absolute eosinophil count ≥ 150/μl and absolute monocytic count ≥ 630/μl negatively impact PFS (HR = 0.53, p = 0.02 and HR = 1.50, p = 0.02, respectively) in NSCLC patients treated with anti-PD-1 agent (23, 24). In addition, platelet-to-lymphocyte ratio ≥ 169 at 6 weeks correlated with longer OS (HR = 1.56, p = 0.002) (27). Except for the aforementioned parameters, Sekine and colleagues proposed and validated that an increased lymphocyte-to-monocyte ratio was significantly associated with higher ORR (50.0% vs. 20.0%; p = 0.015) and prolonged PFS (not reached vs. 3.1 months; p = 0.0092) (31). Early changes in lymphocyte-to-monocyte ratio could be further explored as an effective marker to evaluate whether anti-PD-1 therapy should be continued.

Finally, several exploratory studies provided a clue that baseline level of serum LDH may contribute to the identification of patients with NSCLC gaining better survival benefits from immunotherapy. Researchers evaluated the LDH level in 94 NSCLC patients treated with ICIs, and discovered that baseline LDH < 400 was related to improved OS (HR = 0.45, p = 0.01) (32). Further studies involving large-scale prospective cohorts may facilitate the progress in confirming the function of elevated LDH in NSCLC and its potential value in predicting efficacy.



Circulating Immune Cell Subsets


Dynamic Changes in T Lymphocytes

Continuous advancements in the application of high-throughput technologies in multi-parametric flow cytometry, single-cell sequencing, and mass cytometry (CyTOF) make it possible to monitor the dynamic changes in different circulating immune cell subtypes from peripheral blood collected during cancer immunotherapy. Previous studies have provided evidence that utilizing the positive surface expression of PD-1 enables the identification of tumor-specific T cells in multiple malignancies, and PD-1+ CD8+ T cells could also be detected in peripheral blood (33–35). The proliferation response of circulating PD-1+ CD8+ T cells is more likely to be tumor-specific, as non-tumor-specific CD8+ T cells do not present an increase in the frequency of Ki-67+ cells after immunotherapy (36, 37). In this regard, researchers speculated that the anti-tumor cytotoxicity of T cells infiltrated in the tumor microenvironment could be reflected by the reinvigoration status of circulating PD-1+ CD8+ T cells during anti-PD-(L)1 immunotherapy. Moreover, circulating PD-1+ CD8+ T cells may be an important determinant of response to ICIs.

Several research studies have paid more attention to the predictive value of the proliferation response of circulating PD-1+ CD8+ T cells. Huang et al. analyzed the clonal overlap between tumor-infiltrating CD8+ T cells and circulating CD8+ T cells in melanoma patients receiving PD-1-targeted immunotherapy with pembrolizumab. The results showed that top-ranked CD8+ T-cell clones in peripheral blood are also present in tumor tissues, all of which were CD38+ HLA-DR+ and mostly Ki-67+ PD-1+ (38). The frequency of Ki-67+ cells among PD-1+ CD8+ T cells 3 weeks post treatment/baseline tumor burden (Ki-67/TB) ratio was applied to predict the clinical efficacy. They found that Ki-67/TB ratio > 1.94 was correlated with increased ORR (p = 0.03), prolonged PFS (p = 0.03), and OS (p = 0.004) in the discovery cohort. However, data from the validation cohort did not show strong association between the Ki-67/TB ratio and survival outcomes (38). Subsequently, Kamphorst et al. observed that the proliferation of peripheral PD-1+ CD8+ T cells within 4 weeks of anti-PD-(L)1 therapy in patients with NSCLC was associated with good clinical response (37). These proliferating CD8+ T cells presented an effector-like phenotype (HLA-DR+ CD38+ BCL-2low) and exhibited increased expression of positive costimulatory molecule CD28, suggesting a vital role in response to anti-PD-(L)1 therapy (37). Similarly, results from Kim et al. supported the idea that early proliferation of peripheral PD-1+ CD8+ T cells could predict response to anti-PD-1 therapy. Fold changes in the frequency of Ki-67+ cells among PD-1+ CD8+ T cells 7 days after treatment (Ki-67D7/D0) were used to evaluate the rate of early proliferation in three independent cohorts. In the validation NSCLC cohort, a Ki-67D7/D0 ≥ 2.8 was closely associated with superior durable clinical benefits (p = 0.001), as well as prolonged PFS (p = 0.002) and OS (p = 0.037) (36). Moreover, this study also indicated that Ki-67D7/D0 was more reliable in predicting non-responders, as its negative predictive value ranged 85%–94%. Taken together, the above independent studies highlighted the predictive value of circulating Ki-67+ PD-1+ CD8+ T cells. Hence, monitoring this T-cell subpopulation during treatment may provide informative data on outcomes. However, further studies are warranted to confirm their practicality as predictors of efficacy.

Conversely, Simoni et al. demonstrated that PD-1 was also expressed on the surface of non-tumor-specific bystander tumor-infiltrating CD8+ T cells, and CD39 could be a more straightforward marker for distinguishing tumor-specific T cells (39). The expansion of the circulating CD39+ T-cell subpopulation might be an early sign of cytotoxic anti-tumor-specific responses and could be exploited for the development of promising biomarkers. In addition to CD8+ T cells, CD4+ T cells also play an important role in determining the efficacy of anti-PD-(L)1 therapy. A recent study, which included NSCLC and renal cell carcinoma patients receiving nivolumab and pembrolizumab, indicated that the differential peripheral change between responders and non-responders was observed in the TIM-3+ T-cell subset. The increase in the frequency of TIM-3+ cells either among CD4+ T cells or CD8+ T cells was independently correlated with lower PFS (12-month PFS: 0% vs. 81.5%; p < 0.001 and 20.8% vs. 85.7%; p = 0.002, respectively) (40). Noteworthy, this study was limited by its small sample size, and its main methodological weakness was that blood was collected only 12 weeks after treatment. Further studies are necessary to evaluate these blood parameters at earlier sampling time points.



Baseline Level of T Lymphocytes

Compared with dynamic biomarkers, the advantage of baseline biomarkers is that they can help predict the response to immunotherapy before the initiation of treatment. Whereas the therapeutic response displays features of a critical state transition involving complex immunological processes; therefore, it is notoriously difficult to predict the response far in advance (41–43). Despite these limitations of static biomarkers, researchers have consistently explored the potential value of baseline immune cells as predictive biomarkers in patients treated with anti-PD-(L)1 agent.

Manjarrez-Orduno et al. discovered that melanoma and non-squamous NSCLC patients with increased transcription of inflammatory genes in tumor tissues always presented a high central memory T cell to effector T cell ratio in peripheral blood. In NSCLC patients treated with nivolumab, a high central memory/effector T cell ratio showed a strong correlation with higher tumor PD-L1 expression and prolonged PFS (91 vs. 215 days) (44). The existence of terminally differentiated T cells might explain this un-expected inverse correlation between the number of effector T cells and response to ICIs. These results are concordant with another contemporaneous research study performed in patients with melanoma, which demonstrated that peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) obtained from responders exhibited lower frequencies of effector memory CD4+ T cells and naïve CD8+ T cells, and higher frequencies of central memory CD8+ T cells (45). Additionally, Kim and colleagues found that lower frequency of effector memory (CCR7− CD45RA−) CD8+ T cells and a higher frequency of severely exhausted population (TIGIT+ cells among PD-1+ CD8+ T cells) at baseline were associated with inferior clinical outcomes and increased risk of hyperprogression disease (HPD) (46). The advantage of this study was the analysis of HPD data from a large population of patients with NSCLC. Prospective validation of these biomarkers in the future will properly guide the selection of patients who will obtain clinical benefits from anti-PD-(L)1 therapy.

Several studies claimed that clinical response to anti-PD-(L)1 therapy requires the existence of functional systemic CD4 immunity. Zuazo et al. reported that NSCLC patients with a higher proportion of highly differentiated (CD27− CD28−) CD4+ T cells are more prone to superior clinical outcomes (47). Further analysis revealed that these highly differentiated CD4+ T cells were mainly composed of non-exhausted memory (CD45RA− CD62L+/−) CD4 cells, which significantly affect T cell proliferation response during immunotherapy (47). Subsequently, this research team conducted a prospective study in 70 NSCLC patients treated with ICIs, indicating that HPD was closely associated with dysfunctional CD4 immunity and an increased number of peripheral CD28− CD4+ T cells (48). Julia et al. also highlighted the importance of functional CD4 T cell immunity for anti-tumor response, and they observed higher baseline proportion of central memory CD4+ T cells in responders (40). Closely consistent with these studies, Kagamu et al. reported that patients showing response to nivolumab generally presented a higher frequency of CD62Llow CD4+ T cells (p < 0.0001) at baseline. In contrast, CCR7− CD4+ T cells did not show a significant difference between responders and non-responders (49). Furthermore, CyTOF analysis revealed that the majority of CD62Llow CD4+ T cells corresponded to double-negative CD27− CD28− T cells, and was significantly correlated with the classical Th1 (CXCR3+ CCR4− CCR6−) subpopulation (p < 0.0001) (49). Regretfully, the sample size of these studies was relatively small, and the concluded potential biomarkers remain to be further investigated.

Regulatory T (Treg) cells constitute a special immunosuppressive subset, which could promote immunosuppression and tolerance in patients with tumor. It has been speculated that a low percentage of Treg cells might contribute to the efficacy of ICI therapy. However, researchers found that the frequency of CD127− CD25+ Treg cells did not show a significant difference between responders and non-responders, either at baseline or post-treatment (45). These results agree well with the observation of Huang et al. that there was no significant correlation between Ki-67+ proliferating Treg cells and clinical outcomes (38). Consistent with the initial hypothesis, Kagamu et al. reported that the baseline proportion of CD25+ FOXP3+ cells among total CD4+ T cells was significantly higher in non-responders (p = 0.034) (49). Based on the ratio of CD62Llow T cells to CD25+ FOXP3+ CD4+ T cells, they further developed a formula for the prediction of non-responders with 85.7% sensitivity and 100% specificity (49). In contrast, several studies found that higher Treg cell counts at baseline was associated with better prognosis in patients receiving anti-PD-(L)1 therapy (50, 51). Researchers evaluated the frequency of lectin-type oxidized LDL receptor 1 (LOX-1+) polymorphonuclear myeloid-derived suppressor cells (PMN-MDSCs) in NSCLC patients treated with nivolumab. They demonstrated that the ratio of Treg cells to PMN-MDSCs could predict clinical outcomes in both discovery and validation cohorts (51). These findings warrant further validation in large cohort studies, and novel strategies should be devised to detect the varying immunosuppressive activity of Treg cells in individual patients. Future exploration of Treg cells as a predictive biomarker should consider the differences in the immunosuppressive function of Treg cells, rather than focusing merely on the Treg cell count.



T Cell Receptor Repertoire

Activation of the host immune system against cancer cells requires the recognition of neoantigen peptides by clonally proliferating T cell receptors (TCRs) (52). The clonality and diversity of TCRs can be assessed by deep sequencing of the complementary-determinant region 3, which depends on the random variable-(diversity)-joining recombination (53). Studies in various tumors have investigated whether peripheral TCR repertoire analysis could serve as a predictive biomarker of response to immunotherapy (54–58). However, the predictive value of the peripheral TCR repertoire remains controversial, likely because the existence of non-tumor-specific TCRs in PBMCs diluted tumor neoantigen-specific TCRs (59).

Several studies confirmed the observation that exhausted neoantigen-specific T cells can be reinvigorated by ICIs, and their subsequent clonal expansion was associated with the anti-tumor immune response (60, 61). In addition, numerous studies have indicated that the PD-1+ CD8+ phenotype represents an exhausted T cell subset, and it could be exploited to monitor dynamic changes in neoantigen-specific cytotoxic T cells in multiple malignancies (33–35). Recently, Han et al. collected PBMCs from NSCLC patients treated with ICIs, and specifically investigated the TCR repertoire in PD-1+ CD8+ exhausted T cells. Patients with higher pretreatment TCR diversity and increased post-treatment TCR clonality in sorted peripheral PD-1+ CD8+ T cells, were more likely to obtain superior survival outcomes (62). This study is of great significance as it marks the first attempt to evaluate the TCR repertoire specifically in PD-1+ CD8+ exhausted T cells instead of total T cells. In addition, the independent validation study also enhances the credibility of these conclusions. Overall, more evidence is needed before utilizing the TCR repertoire as a predictive biomarker for immunotherapy in clinical practice.



MDSCs

MDSCs are groups of highly heterogeneous cells derived from immature myeloid progenitors with potent immunosuppressive properties (63). According to morphological characteristics and phenotypic analysis, human MDSCs are usually divided into PMN-MDSCs and monocytic MDSCs (M-MDSCs). In human peripheral blood, CD11b+ CD14− CD15+ or CD66b+ are generally used to characterize PMN-MDSCs, while CD11b+ HLA-DR−/low CD14+ CD15− cells are equivalent to M-MDSCs (64). It is generally believed that PMN-MDSCs can be separated from peripheral blood by standard Ficoll density gradient centrifugation. However, a recent study suggested that PMN-MDSCs and activated CD15+ neutrophils without suppressive activity can simultaneously appear in PBMC layer after Ficoll gradient separation (65). Fortunately, a study reported that LOX-1 was specifically expressed on immunosuppressive PMN-MDSCs, but not on neutrophils in peripheral blood (66). Thus, the combination of gradient centrifugation with LOX-1 expression helps distinguish circulating PMN-MDSCs from neutrophils in patients with cancer.

MDSCs participate in the regulation of anti-tumor immunity through various immunosuppressive mechanisms, such as inducing nitric oxide synthase and arginase (67), producing reactive oxygen species (68), increasing Treg cells (69) and directly inhibiting the proliferation of T lymphocytes (70). Based on the immunosuppressive functions of MDSCs, several studies explored the specific role of MDSCs in predicting clinical efficacy of PD-1-targeting antibody in patients with NSCLC. A study performed in such patients reported that, after the first dose of nivolumab, the proportion of LOX-1+ PMN-MDSCs was significantly higher in non-responders than responders (51). Patients with a higher post-treatment Treg cells to LOX-1+ PMN-MDSCs ratio showed superior PFS in both discovery and validation cohorts (51). Another study analyzed blood immune parameters in patients with metastatic NSCLC before and during treatment of nivolumab. They noted that high expression of TIM-3 on lymphoid cells and early accumulation of (Lin− CD33+ CD14+ CD15− HLA-DR−) M-MDSC associate with resistance to PD-1 blockade. Moreover, TIM-3+ lymphoid cells and galectin-9 positive M-MDSC impeded the secretion ability of CD8+ T cells and reduced the efficacy of PD-1-targeting antibody (71). Passaro et al. reported that NSCLC patients with high baseline level of PMN-MDSCs and a low CD8 to PMN-MDSC ratio had significantly improved response to immunotherapy (p = 0.02) (72).

These findings suggest that MDSCs have potential in predicting response to anti-PD-(L)1 therapy in patients with NSCLC. However, the underlying mechanisms and interactions involved in this process still require further investigation. Besides, unlike other immunosuppressive cells, various MDSC subsets lack uniform definitions, and the results are inconsistent in different studies. Therefore, more prospective studies yielding solid and definitive evidence are required prior to applying these findings for the guidance of clinical decision.



Monocytes and Natural Killer Cells

Besides T cells and MDSCs, researchers using high-dimensional CyTOF and bioinformatics analysis deeply characterized the peripheral immune cell subsets of melanoma patients treated with immunotherapy. Krieg et al. described that baseline classical monocytes (CD14+ CD16− HLA-DRhi) was a promising immune predictor of response. The results from the independent validation cohort using conventional flow cytometry also confirmed that classical monocytes may aid in guiding treatment decisions (45). However, to date, there are no study investigating whether circulating monocytes could serve as a predictor of response in NSCLC patients treated with anti-PD-(L)1 therapy.

Regarding natural killer (NK) cells, several studies explored the potential relationship between circulating NK cells and response to ICIs. In NSCLC patients treated with ICIs, Cho et al. discovered that the overall activity of NK cells and their count were significantly higher in responders compared with non-responders (73). However, this preliminary study included only nine patients; thus, a large-scale study will be needed in the future to confirm these results. In patients with NSCLC, Mazzaschi et al. observed that the absolute number of circulating CD56+ NK cells at baseline resulted in a two-fold higher change in responders compared with non-responders (p < 0.01). During the administration of nivolumab, the circulating NK cell count progressively increased in responders, while remained stable or slightly decreased in non-responders (74). Conversely, Ottonello et al. recently reported that a relatively high frequency of baseline NK cells was closely related to poor OS and PFS in NSCLC patients treated with nivolumab (75). These results indicate that the specific function of NK cells in immunotherapy and their potential as biomarkers for predicting response to ICIs require further investigation.

These findings emphasized to the importance of the peripheral immune status in predicting response to anti-PD-(L)1 therapy. Nevertheless, all these divergent investigational biomarkers require further confirmation by prospectively designed studies with large cohorts. We summarized the studies exploring peripheral immune cells as predictive biomarkers of response to ICIs in patients with NSCLC (Table 1).


Table 1 | Investigational peripheral immune cell biomarkers of response to ICIs in NSCLC.






CTCs

CTCs derived from the primary tumor and/or metastatic lesion are dispersed into the bloodstream via intravasation, reflecting the genetic and epigenetic variations in tumor tissue. Expression of PD-L1 on CTCs has been extensively demonstrated, and CTCs have emerged as a readily obtainable source for the evaluation of tumor evolution (76–79). According to the available data, PD-L1 expression on NSCLC-derived CTCs and the concordance rate of PD-L1 expression between CTCs and tumor tissue vary markedly in different studies (78, 80, 81). Nonetheless, multiple studies have demonstrated the prognostic value of CTCs in patients with NSCLC, and these studies indicated that dynamic changes in the number of PD-L1+ CTCs may help monitor response to treatment (82–85).

Several studies evaluated the expression of PD-L1 on NSCLC-derived CTCs to investigate its predictive value of selecting patients for immunotherapy. Firstly, Nicolazzo et al. longitudinally evaluated the presence of PD-L1+ CTCs in metastatic NSCLC patients treated with nivolumab. They found that, after 6 months of treatment, all patients with PD-L1+ CTCs experienced disease progression (76). Subsequently, Guibert and colleagues evaluated the expression of PD-L1 on CTCs among 96 patients with NSCLC at the initiation of treatment and time of progression. CTCs were detected in baseline blood samples in 93% of patients, and 83% of those expressed PD-L1 on ≥ 1% of CTCs. In terms of clinical outcomes, responders had lower baseline CTC counts (p < 0.0001) compared with non-responders. A high number of CTCs at baseline (> 30/7.5 ml) was significantly associated with worse clinical outcomes (OS: HR = 2.37, p = 0.0088; PFS: HR = 2.44, p = 0.0004). The presence of pre-treatment PD-L1+ CTCs was not significantly correlated with survival outcomes. Nevertheless, patients with higher frequency of baseline PD-L1+ CTCs (≥ 1%) were more likely to be non-responders (p = 0.04) (78). Similarly, another research investigated the correlation between PD-L1+ CTCs and PFS in 17 patients treated with anti-PD-1 therapy. The results indicated that ≥ 2 PD-L1+ CTCs per ml of blood at baseline was not a predictor of response to immunotherapy (86). Overall, to date, the possibility of utilizing PD-L1+ CTCs as a predictive biomarker has not been solidly demonstrated in patients with NSCLC.

Besides the analysis of PD-L1+ CTCs, a prospective exploratory cohort study (including 104 NSCLC patients receiving ICIs) investigated the predictive value of CTCs and tumor-derived extracellular vesicles. Data showed that the presence of CTCs prior to or during treatment was an independent predictor for the lack of durable response, and it was associated with shorter PFS and OS. Elevated level of tumor-derived extracellular vesicles were correlated with shorter survival, but not with the response rate (87).

Limitations of the aforementioned studies include small research cohorts, non-uniform methodology for the capture of CTCs, use of different antibodies for the staining of PD-L1, and lack of clear cut-off criteria for the definition of positive PD-L1 expression. Multicentral studies are needed to ascertain whether CTCs could serve as a predictive biomarker.



Soluble Serum-Based Biomarkers and Cytokines


Soluble PD-L1

Multiple research studies have demonstrated that both PD-1 and PD-L1 have soluble forms (sPD-1 and sPD-L1) in peripheral blood, and their increasing levels measured by enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay may correlate with the response to immunotherapy (88, 89). Current studies have suggested that lower levels of sPD-L1 may correlate with longer survival in several malignancies (90, 91). Zhou et al. reported that high pretreatment level of sPD-L1 in melanoma patients treated with ICIs was associated with an increased risk of progressive disease (92). However, increased post-treatment level of sPD-1 was associated with favorable clinical responses (92). Consistent with these results, a prospective study involving 39 NSCLC patients treated with PD-1-targeting antibodies also found that higher sPD-L1 level at baseline was related to a shorter OS (93). Furthermore, among patients treated with nivolumab, the ORR was higher in the low sPD-L1 group versus the high sPD-L1 group (59% vs. 25%, p = 0.0069). In addition, another single-center study including 43 NSCLC patients treated with nivolumab yielded similar results (94). Thus, baseline sPD-L1 may represent an immunosuppressive status and indicate poor response to ICIs. However, the underling mechanisms are not fully elucidated.

Recently, a case-control study proposed composite criteria (sCombo) corresponding to sPD-1 and sPD-L1 positivity for the prediction of immune response in individual patients. In the nivolumab group, baseline sCombo positivity was negatively related to PFS (HR = 2.66, p = 0.02) but not OS. Notably, increased or stable sPD-1 levels after two cycles of treatment with nivolumab was correlated with prolonged PFS (HR = 0.49, p = 0.004) and OS (HR = 0.39, p = 0.002) (95). In conclusion, sPD-L1 may represent a novel biomarker for guiding patient selection and predicting clinical outcomes. However, the lack of standardization of measurement and a consistent threshold is the major limitation for the application of sPD-L1 to clinical practice.



Granzyme B

Granzyme B is a serine protease secreted by NK cells and cytotoxic CD8+ T cells, which is involved in mediating target cell apoptosis (96). Preclinical models showed that granzyme B activity can be evaluated through dedicated positron emission tomography imaging, and that tumors with a high signal for granzyme B uptake showed good response to ICIs (97, 98). Furthermore, a clinical study evaluated the concentration of soluble granzyme B in the peripheral blood of NSCLC patients treated with nivolumab. They reported that responders had significantly higher concentration of soluble granzyme B than non-responders at initiation of treatment with nivolumab (p = 0.039) (94). This may reflect an activated and efficient CD8+ cytotoxic immune response, known to be associated with better response to ICIs. During treatment, patients with a stable or decreased concentration of soluble granzyme B had advantages in ORR, OS, and PFS (94). A possible explanation is that the increase in the concentration of granzyme B reflects an expanding, but ineffective T-cell response leading to T-cell exhaustion.



Indoleamine 2,3-Dioxygenase

Indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO) is a key enzyme responsible for catalyzing the conversion of essential amino acid 1-tryptophan to the main metabolite kynurenine. Moreover, it promotes cancer cell survival through enhanced suppression of immunity (99). Growing preclinical evidence indicates that an increase in IDO activity is involved in resistance to ICIs, and IDO activity may serve as a predictor of immunotherapeutic efficacy (100). The serum kynurenine/tryptophan ratio was measured by high-performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry to assess baseline IDO activity. The IDO activity was negatively associated with PFS and OS in advanced NSCLC patients treated with second-line nivolumab (101). These preliminary results suggested that the serum kynurenine/tryptophan ratio may guide the identification of NSCLC patients with intrinsic resistance to anti-PD-1 agents.



Interleukin-6 and Interleukin-8

Various studies have reported that soluble cytokines influence the efficacy of ICIs. For example, Sanmamed et al. demonstrated that early changes in serum interleukin-8 (IL-8) level reflect and predict response to anti-PD-1 therapy in patients with metastatic melanoma and NSCLC. They designed a validation cohort of 19 NSCLC patients receiving anti-PD-1 agents, and they found that responders had significantly decreased levels of serum IL-8 at the best response moment, whereas non-responders presented opposite changes. in patients with NSCLC, an early decrease in serum IL-8 level was associated with longer OS (p = 0.015) (102). In addition, this study showed that serum IL-8 level could discern the appearance of pseudoprogression. Moreover, Kang et al. reported that serum interleukin-6 level at baseline could be used to predict the clinical efficacy of anti-PD-(L)1 therapy in patients with NSCLC. Patients with low interleukin-6 level (< 13.1 pg/ml) at baseline presented significantly superior PFS (6.3 vs. 1.9 months; p < 0.001) and OS (not reached vs. 7.4 months; p < 0.001) than those with high interleukin-6 level (103). Studies with larger cohorts are warranted to validate these results.



Exosomes

Exosomes are extracellular vesicles secreted by various cells (including cancer cells), and contain DNA, RNA, and proteins (104). A study evaluated the PD-L1 mRNA expression in circulating exosomes to monitor the response to PD-1-targeting antibodies in patients with melanoma or NSCLC. The data showed that, after treatment, PD-L1 mRNA expression in exosomes significantly decreased in responders, remained unchanged in those with stable disease, and significantly increased in patieints with progressive disease (105). This study demonstrated that dynamic measurement of PD-L1 expression in circulating exosomes is feasible and might provide useful information regarding response to treatment with ICIs. Future exploration in larger cohorts of patients are required, as well as a comparison of PD-L1 expression in paired tissue and circulating exosomes.

The levels of soluble proteins and cytokines can be easily determined, providing an automated, highly sensitive, accurate, and straightforward approach to simultaneously analyzing multiple samples. Most of the aforementioned studies were exploratory, and further studies are required to verify the efficacy of these biomarkers in patients with NSCLC.




Conclusion and Future Perspectives

The clinical exploration of peripheral blood biomarkers for immunotherapy is important and rapidly developing due to its safety and less invasive nature. In this review, we covered various potential blood-based biomarkers, such as peripheral T lymphocytes, TCR repertoire, MDSCs, CTCs, and soluble proteins. Different assays and platforms were used to monitor peripheral immune status in multiple clinical studies, therefore, demonstrating the potential of these biomarkers in predicting the efficacy of ICIs. Nevertheless, most of the available results are preliminary, so the potential biomarkers in these studies cannot be implemented into routine clinical practice until they are validated in further large-scale prospective clinical trials. Furthermore, more clinical trials should be designed to explore differences in the application of the potential biomarkers alone or in combination, and to standardize thresholds for the guidance of clinical decision making. Despite the inherent challenges, peripheral blood-based biomarkers remain attractive tools for personalized clinical management of immunotherapy for patients with NSCLC.
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Tumor microenvironment (TME) is composed of tumor cells and surrounding non-tumor stromal cells, mainly including tumor associated macrophages (TAMs), endothelial cells, and carcinoma-associated fibroblasts (CAFs). The TAMs are the major components of non-tumor stromal cells, and play an important role in promoting the occurrence and development of tumors. Macrophages originate from bone marrow hematopoietic stem cells and embryonic yolk sacs. There is close crosstalk between TAMs and tumor cells. With the occurrence of tumors, tumor cells secrete various chemokines to recruit monocytes to infiltrate tumor tissues and further promote their M2-type polarization. Importantly, M2-like TAMs can in turn accelerate tumor growth, promote tumor cell invasion and metastasis, and inhibit immune killing to promote tumor progression. Therefore, targeting TAMs in tumor tissues has become one of the principal strategies in current tumor immunotherapy. Current treatment strategies focus on reducing macrophage infiltration in tumor tissues and reprogramming TAMs to M1-like to kill tumors. Although these treatments have had some success, their effects are still limited. This paper mainly summarized the recruitment and polarization of macrophages by tumors, the support of TAMs for the growth of tumors, and the research progress of TAMs targeting tumors, to provide new treatment strategies for tumor immunotherapy.
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Introduction

Macrophages, the dominant cell type in the tumor milieu, account for ~30–50% of the tumor tissue mass, been referred to as TAMs. Degree of TAMs tumor infiltration is intimately related to the poor prognosis of a series of tumors (1). Macrophages are classified into nonpolarized M0 macrophage, classically activated M1 macrophages, and alternatively activated M2 macrophages, which are further sub-categorized into M2a, M2b, M2c, and M2d based on the stimulation of different cytokines (2, 3). There is close crosstalk between TAMs and tumor cells. For example, TAMs are abundant in many cancers. Due to the influence of various signal factors secreted by tumor cells, they are characterized by an immunosuppressive M2-like phenotype that affects the tumor microenvironment and promotes tumor growth and metastasis by secreting a variety of substances (4).



Origin and Recruitment of TAMs


Origin of TAMs

It is traditionally believed that macrophages are released from the bone marrow as immature monocytes and migrate to the tissues after circulation, eventually differentiating into resident macrophages, including Kupffer cells in the liver, alveolar macrophages in the lung, and osteoclasts in the bone (5). However, the main tissue-resident macrophage population, including liver Kupffer cells, alveolar, spleen, and peritoneal macrophages, is derived from the yolk sac precursors and is not dependent on monocytes in the blood (6). TAMs are derived from Ly6C+CCR2+ monocytes in the circulation, which are derived from bone marrow hematopoietic stem cells. Then Ly6C+CCR2+ monocytes are engaged into tumor tissue and differentiated into TAMs (7). In addition, tissue-resident macrophages may also promote tumor growth by switching to TAMs (8). These results suggest that TAMs can be temporarily recruited from the blood circulation or directly transformed from the resident macrophages in tissue where the tumor is located.



Recruitment of TAMs


Tumors Recruit Macrophages by Secreting Cytokines

Tumor cells can secrete some signal molecules and interleukins to recruit macrophages (Figure 1). First, it has been found that the expression of colony stimulus factor 1 (CSF-1) and interleukin-6 (IL-6) in non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) is closely associated with the infiltration of TAMs in tumor stroma and the progression of lung cancer (9). Indeed, tumor cells can recruit macrophages into tumor tissues through CSF1, the main chemokine, and function regulator of macrophages. It is found that CSF1 overexpression in colon cancer cells is associated with macrophage infiltration, and colon cell-derived CSF1 promotes macrophage recruitment and increases IL-8 production bynbsp;macrophages. Furthermore, IL-8 secreted by macrophages, in turn, activates the protein kinase C (PKC) signaling pathway of colon cancer cells, which enhances the production of CSF1 in colon cancer cells (10), indicating that the interaction between tumor cells and TAMs forms a vicious cycle, thus promoting the recruitment of macrophages in tumor tissues. It is worth noting that hypoxia inducible factor-1 (HIF-1)-dependent production of CSF-1 in tumor cells recruits TAMs with hypoxia (11), which also means that improving the TME with hypoxia is beneficial to prevent the recruitment of TAMs. Secondly, the expression of hippo pathway effector protein (YAP) in hepatocellular carcinoma cells results in the recruitment of TAMs by secreting IL-6 (12). Adipose tissue can also recruit macrophage by secreting IL-6 (13). The expression of IL-6 in THP-1 cells enhances its own migration and infiltration into tissues (14). It is worth noting that the recruited TAMs can also secrete high levels of IL-6 (15), further recruiting macrophages to infiltrate the tumor tissue and form a vicious circle. Therefore, it is speculated that increased IL-6 levels in tumor tissues may lead to the infiltration of macrophages in tumor tissues. Also, lung tumor tissue recruits RAW264.7 macrophages and primary peritoneal macrophages to migrate through the high expression of IL-17, the process mediated by IL-17RA and IL-17RC expressed on TAMs (16). IL-34, the newly discovered cytokine in recent years, shares common features with CSF-1. It can be considered with CSF-1 as twin cytokines that are functionally related. In fact, IL-34 expressed by osteosarcoma cells, is regulated by IL-1β and TNF-α, can also recruit macrophages into tumor tissues (17). Finally, the high expression of CSF2 in breast cancer is associated with more CC chemokine ligand 18 (CCL18)+ macrophage infiltration, epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT), enhanced metastasis, and reduced patient survival (18). These results indicate inflammatory TME may be the key for the recruitment of macrophages.




Figure 1 | The recruitment of monocytes in the TME in tumor tissues. Tumor cells secrete a variety of inflammatory factors and chemokines to recruit monocytes to infiltrate tumor tissues, such as IL-6, IL-8, and IL34. In addition, non-tumor stromal cells in tumor tissues can also recruit monocytes to infiltrate tumors by secreting inflammatory factors and chemokines. For example, IL-8 secreted by CAFs, IL-17 secreted by Th17, and CCL2 secreted by MSCs recruit monocytes to infiltrate tumor tissues.



Tumor cells can also secrete chemokines to recruit macrophages to infiltrate the tumors. Tumor cells can also recruit chemokine (C-C motif) receptor 2 (CCR2)-expressing monocytes into tumor tissues by secreting CCL2 (19). This indicates that the CCL2/CCR2 axis participates in the recruitment of TAMs into tumor tissues. Besides, it has been observed that PBMCs in NSCLC patients released higher levels of CCL2 after LPS stimulation compared with non-smokers, supporting the involvement of CCL2 in NSCLC biological processes (20). As we all know, CCL20 is deemed to be produced by intestinal epithelial cells, especially in response to stress. It has been found that colon cancer cells recruit monocytes to infiltrate tumor tissues by secreting CCL20 to bind with the monocyte receptor CCR6 in mouse model of colon cancer (15). Phyllodes tumors of the breast promote malignant progression by secreting CCL5 to recruit macrophages associated with repolarized tumors (21). However, the transfer inhibitor raf kinase inhibitor (RKIP) can regulate TAM recruitment by blocking high mobility group AT-hook 2 (HMGA2), leading to decreased expression of various macrophages chemokines, including CCL5. It is worth noting that the expression of RKIP in tumor cells is decreased in TNBC, which leads to the increase of CCL5 secretion to promote the recruitment of macrophages, thus enhancing the invasion of tumors (22). This also shows that targeted recovery of RKIP expression in TNBC to reduce the secretion of CCL5 in tumor cells is an important strategy to reduce macrophage infiltration. Indeed, in the mouse PDX (patient-derived xenografts) model of human malignant phyllodes tumor, intraperitoneal injection of maraviroc, CCR5 inhibitor, or CCL5 neutralizing antibody prevents the recruitment of monocytes to tumors and dramatically suppress tumor growth (21).

Activation of chemokine receptor CXCR4/CXCL12 signaling is also involved in TAMs recruitment of melanoma (23). Moreover, the invasion of TAMs in tumor tissues and the high expression of CXCL4 in NSCLC cells is intimately related to the development of NSCLC and the higher rate of lymph node metastasis (24). It has been found that glioma cells with PTEN gene deletion can activate transcription factor YAP1, which can lead to a large amount of LOX excretion. Then, LOX recruits macrophages to infiltrate into glioma cells by binding to β1 integrin on macrophages, which secretes SPP1 to support the growth of gliomas (25).

High expression of transcriptional factor Sox2 in breast cancer cells activates nuclear factor of activated T cells (NFAT), signal transducer and activator of transcription 3, (STAT3), and NF-κB signalings to secrete chemokines CCL3 and intercellular adhesion molecule-1 (ICAM-1), which recruit TAMs into the tumor microenvironment and promote tumor metastasis (26). Also, it has been found that the high expression of galectin-3 in tumor cells recruits M2 macrophages to infiltrate tumors and generate blood vessels in mouse melanoma and Lewis lung cancer models (27), but the specific mechanism remains unclear.



Recruitment of Macrophages by Stromal Cellular Compartment in TME

Other cells in the tumor microenvironment can also recruit macrophages into the tumor (Figure 1). For example, tumor cells can also recruit macrophages through tumor-associated neutrophils (TANs). Mechanically, CXCL5 derived from hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) cells is the strongest effector of neutrophil migration under hypoxic conditions. Then, the TANs that are distributed in the HCC stroma, but not in tumor cells or adjacent non-tumor hepatocytes recruit macrophages and Treg cells into HCC by secreting CCL2 and CCL17 to promote the HCC progression (28). Furthermore, the interaction of macrophages, fat cells, and tumor cells in the microenvironment of breast cancer promotes the recruitment of macrophages in tumors and further promotes the development of breast cancer. Specifically, leptin and lauric acid secreted by adipocytes and CCL2 secreted by breast cancer cells together enhance the chemotaxis of macrophages. In addition, leptin also decreases the proportion of M1 TAMs (29). These results also mean that targeting adipocytes in TME may become a new idea for tumor immunotherapy.

Mesenchymal stromal cells (MSCs) are a non-hematopoietic pluripotent progenitor cell derived from bone marrow, capable of differentiating into a variety of cell types, including chondrocytes, adipocytes, and osteocytes. MSCs are an important component of the tumor microenvironment. MSCs can also be recruited into tumors in a CCR2-dependent manner. Moreover, TNFα-pretreated BM-MSCs mimic MSCs from tumors in their chemokine production profile and ability to promote tumorigenesis of lymphoma, melanoma, and breast carcinoma (30). In addition, CAFs recruit macrophages into tumors via IL-8/CXCR2 pathway (31). These results indicate that the inflammatory tumor environment is conducive to macrophage recruitment and tumor growth promotion. In addition, liver tumor-initiating cells (TICs) can recruit macrophages to sustain their growth. It has been found that TICs can recruit M2-type macrophages at the early stage of tumorigenesis. Mechanistically, TICs recruit M2-type macrophages for infiltration through activation of YAP, which induces the expression of CCL2 and CSF-1 (32). Therefore, targeting YAP in tumors may be able to slow tumor growth by reducing the recruitment of TAMs.





Polarization of TAMs in Tumor Microenvironment

Macrophages can be divided into M1-type macrophages and M2-type macrophages according to their functions. M1 macrophages produce inflammatory cytokines such as IL-1, 6, 12, and 23, TNF-α, ROS, and NO. However, M2 macrophages produce IL-10, TGF-β, VEGF, and matrix metalloproteinase 9 (MMP9), and express argininase-1 (ARG-1), scavenger receptors (CD163 and CD204), and C-type lectin (CD301) (33). In fact, TAMs are characterized by an immunosuppressive M2-like phenotype (4). In the presence of interferon-γ (IFN-γ) and lipopolysaccharide (LPS), monocytes differentiate into M1 macrophages. However, monocytes differentiate into M2 macrophages in the presence of CSF-1, interleukin-4, IL-13, glucocorticoid, IL-10, and in the presence of immune complexes induced jointly with IL-1R or TLR ligands (34). After tumor cells recruit macrophages into tumor tissues, in order to avoid being swallowed by macrophages, they can induce M2-type polarization of macrophages in the following ways.


Interleukins and Chemokines

It has been observed that monocytes are recruited into tumors and then differentiated into TAMs through IL-4 and IL-13 induction (35). IL-4 and IL-13, mainly derived from Th2 cells, promote M2-type polarization of macrophages through activation of STAT6 signaling (36). Importantly, tumor cells also secrete IL-4, IL-10 (37, 38), and IL-10 can also induce M2-type polarization of macrophages (39). Thus, tumor cells can induce M2-type differentiation of macrophages by secreting IL-4 and IL-10. In addition, IFN-γ knockout mice show accelerated tumor growth and M2-type TAMs during urethane-induced lung cancer. However, lung tumor growth is inhibited in IL-4R knockout mice and TAMs phenotype presents M1-type (40). These results also indicate that IFN-γ and IL-4 play an antagonistic role in the differentiation of TAMs and that targeting IL-4 in the TME may contribute to lung cancer treatment. Indeed, it has been found that targeting the elevated IL-4 in the TME also alters inflammation in the tumor microenvironment, reducing the generation of immunosuppressive M2 macrophages and myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), which enhances anti-tumor immunity and delays tumor progression (41). Moreover, tumor-derived CSF-1 and IL-4 synergistically induce M2-type polarization of macrophages (42). Except for of the above, myeloma cells can also stimulate macrophage proliferation and TAMs polarization by overexpressing chemokines CCL2, CCL3, and CCL14 (43). Snail expressed tumor cells not only recruited macrophages by secreting cytokines such as CCL2, CCL5, and IL-6, but also secretes tumor-derived exosomes (TEXs) which contains miR-21 to induce M2-type polarization of macrophages (44).



TGF-β

Transforming growth factor β (TGF-β) secreted by tumor cells can also induce M2-type polarization of macrophages. Mechanistically, interleukin-1 receptor associated kinase-M (IRAK-M), an inactive serine/threonine kinase, is mainly expressed in macrophages and a robust negative regulator of TLR signaling. TGF-β secreted by tumor cells induces the expression of IRAK-M in macrophages and promotes the polarization of macrophages toward M2-type, thereby promoting the tumor (45). TGF-β can also induce M2-macrophage polarization by up-regulating Snail expression through smad2/3 and PI3K/AKT signaling pathways (46).



Other Signal Molecules

Tumor cells can also induce M2-type polarization of TAMs through a variety of other signal molecules (Figure 2). For example, tumor cells can release vesicles into the extracellular space to be absorbed by macrophages. These special subcellular vesicles are called MPs, which are between 100 and 1,000 nanometers in diameter and contain nuclear histones, caspases, microRNAs, and DNA. With the absorption of MPs, TAMs polarize into M2-type to accelerate tumor progression (47). In addition, the expression of human leucine leucine 37 (LL-37) and its mouse homologous antimicrobial peptide-related AMP (CRAMP) in both human and mouse prostate cancer is positively correlated with tumor progression. Mechanistically, the CRAMP derived from prostate cancer also mediates M2-type polarization of macrophages (48). Furthermore, lung adenocarcinoma cells secrete phosphoprotein 1 (SPP1) to induce the expression of PD-L1 in M2 macrophages and enhance the M2-polarized effect of macrophages, thus promoting tumor progression (49).




Figure 2 | Monocytes recruited into tumor tissue are polarized into M2 macrophages by a variety of cytokines in the TME. First, tumor cells secrete inflammatory factors, chemokines, and signal molecules to promote the M2 polarization of TAMs, such as IL-4, CCL2, TGF-β, etc. Secondly, tumor cells also promote the M2 polarization of TAMs by shedding sMIC. Finally, the non-tumor stromal cells in the TME also induce M2-type polarization of macrophages. For example, CSF-1, CSF-2, and IL-6 secreted by CAFs; IL-4, IL-10, IL-13 secreted by Th2 cells, and MFG-E8 secreted by MSCs. In addition, Activin A secreted by M1 TAMs can also inhibit the M2 polarization of macrophages. ECs also promote the M2-type polarization of macrophages by secreting LA.



It has been found that the expression of angiogenin-like protein 2 (Angptl2) is significantly elevated in NSCLC cells, which is positively correlated with TAM infiltration, tumor size, and poor patient survival. NSCLC cells promote the polarization of M2 in TAMs by secreting Angptl2 and promote the progression of non-small cell lung cancer (50). Tumor cells also utilize Tyro3, Axl, and Mer receptor tyrosine kinases to reduce inflammation and innate immune responses. It has been found that tumor cells can secrete protein S (Pros1), a Mer/Tyro3 ligand, to suppress M1 polarization and lower anti-tumor immune response (51). PGE2, highly expressed in lung cancer tissues, induces M2-type polarization of macrophages by secretion (16). Furthermore, B7-H3, a member of the B7 family, is expressed in some types of human cancer and plays a significant role in the development of tumors. Elevated expression of B7-H3 in lung cancer tissues of NSCLC patients is found to be significantly associated with shorter overall survival (52). In addition, the elevated expression of B7-H3 in hepatocellular carcinoma is also positively correlated with the number of TAMs. Mechanically, HCC cells can induce M2-type differentiation of monocytes by secreting B7-H3 and inducing the expression of B7-H3 in monocytes, thereby stimulating the STAT3 signaling pathway (53). Importantly, cancer cells can utilize protease-mediated shedding strategies to produce soluble MIC (sMIC) to escape host immune recognition. Furthermore, sMIC also promotes MDSCs amplification by activating STAT3 and causes macrophages to be more inclined to a more immunosuppressive phenotype (54), suggesting that sMIC targeting is a target for cancer immunotherapy. It has also found that tumor tissue hypoxia leads to a large upregulation of sialic acid (SA), which is transported to bind with CD45 of MDSCs to upregulate the activity of CD45 protein tyrosine phosphatase (CD45PTP) and suppress the phosphorylation of STAT3, thus promoting the differentiation of MDSCs to TAMs (55). Thus, it is worth noting that whether the activity of STAT3 is beneficial to the differentiation of M2 macrophages still needs to be elucidated. Furthermore, the extracellular matrix (ECM) component hyaluronic acid (HA) can be produced by tumor cells, which is associated with increased tumor progression. HA released by ovarian cancer cells induces the M2 phenotype of TAMs by promoting macrophage cell-cholesterol effervescent (56).

Intermittent hypoxia significantly promotes the metastasis of Lewis lung cancer (LLC) and increased CD209+ macrophage infiltration in the primary tumor tissues. Mechanistically, hypoxia and IL-6 can promote the m2-like phenotype deflection of the tumor from M1-to enhance the metastasis of LLC. Further studies have shown that the M2 polarization of the macrophage caused by hypoxia depends heavily on the activation of its ERK signaling (57). Malignant fibrous histiocytoma amplified sequence 1 (MFHAS1) is a predictive oncoprotein that shows tumorigenic activity in vivo. It has been found that with the progress of CRC, the expression of MFHAS1 in TAMs increases gradually. Further studies show that CRC cells could induce MFHAS1 expression in macrophages, and subsequently promote TAMs M2 polarization by activating STAT6 and KLF4 to accelerate CRC progression. In addition, they found that the activation drive of PPAR polarizes macrophage M2 through MFHAS1-mediated activation of STAT6 and KLF4 signaling (58). Indeed, ovarian tumor stem cells (OCSCs) promote M2 polarization of macrophages by increasing PPARγ expression and inhibiting NF-κB expression (59). This also suggests that inhibit PPARγ signaling in macrophages may reverse M2-type polarization.



The Polarization of Macrophages by Stromal Cellular Compartment in TME

M2-type macrophages can convert M1-type macrophages to M2-type macrophages by secreting CCL2 in TME. It is found that after TLR stimulation, CSF-2 polarized macrophages (M1-type macrophages) release large amounts of TNF-α and IL-6, and CSF-1 polarized macrophages (M2-type macrophages) produce low levels of pro-inflammatory cytokines and high levels of IL-10. CCL2 is highly expressed by macrophages under the action of CSF-1, while CCR2 is only expressed by CSF-2 polarized macrophages. CCL2 enhances LPS-induced IL-10 production, while CCL2 blockade leads to increased expression of M1-polarization-related genes, and decreased expression of M2-related gene in macrophages. In fact, CCR2-deficient macrophages show an M1-skewed polarization profile at the transcriptomic level and exhibit a high expression of pro-inflammatory cytokines (TNF-α, IL-6) under the stimulation of LPS (60). Furthermore, a large amount of IL-10 produced by TAMs can inhibit the production of self-IL-12, which facilitates the maintenance of TME (61). Macrophage migration inhibitor (MIF) released by macrophages also promotes M2-type polarization in melanoma (62). Moreover, it has been found that malignant tumor cells, such as glioblastomas and melanomas, can recruit mesenchymal stem cells from surrounding tissue or from the circulation into tumor tissue to sustain their growth. Then, the MFG-E8, a powerful angiogenic factor secreted by mesenchymal stromal cells can promote M2-type polarization of macrophages and promote tumor angiogenesis (63). In addition, circulating tumor cell CTC can regulate M2-type polarization of TAMs to increase tumor invasiveness, angiogenesis, and immunosuppression (64). It is to be noted that M1-type macrophages can in turn affect the polarization of M2-type macrophages. It has been observed that activin-A secreted by M1-type macrophages can promote the pro-inflammatory phenotype of macrophages and inhibit the acquisition of the M2-type through smad2/3 phosphorylation (65).

CSF-1 and CSF-2 have different polarization effects on macrophage polarization. CSF-1 co-acts with NF-κB and upregulates c-Jun expression to induce M2-type polarization in macrophages (66). Interestingly, CSF-2 can induce M1-type polarization in macrophages, while CSF-2 and IL-6 derived from tumor-associated fibroblasts (CAFs) can synergistically induce the M2-type phenotype of TAMs (67). The specific mechanism remains unclear. Furthermore, the concentration of lactic acid in the TME can also regulate the polarization of macrophages. In tumor cells, glycolysis is strongly enhanced to meet the high ATP demand of these tumor cells (68). It has been found that the energy metabolism of endothelial cells ECs is mainly dependent on glycolysis, and ECs-derived lactic acid can cause macrophages to be polarized into M2-type. However, the loss of phosphofructokinase-2/fructose-2,6-bisphosphatase isoform 3 (PFKFB3), the glycolytic regulator, reduces lactate secretion by ECs and inhibits M2-type macrophage. In addition, MCT1 knockout inhibits M2-type macrophage differentiation (69). This suggests that the production of lactic acid in the tumor microenvironment can promote M2-type differentiation of macrophages. In addition, the presence of a large number of tumor blood vessels in tumor tissues can provide nutrients for tumor cells. Not only can tumor cells produce lactic acid through glycolysis, but also their vascular endothelial cells can produce lactic acid to polarize TAMs into M2-type. The M2-type macrophages can further promote the formation of blood vessels in tumor tissues and these form a vicious circle. In addition, CAFs can increase ROS content in monocytes by secreting CSF-1, to induce M2-type differentiation of macrophages (70).



Notch Signaling

TAMs terminal differentiation is dependent on RBP-J, a DNA-binding protein, which serves as the central transcriptional regulator of the Notch signaling pathway (71). In addition to the regulation of macrophage polarization by the above methods, the tumor also promotes M2-type polarization by inhibiting the Notch signaling of macrophages. For example, M2-like TAMs have a low level of activation of the Notch pathway in mouse tumor models, while activation of the Notch signaling in macrophages promotes M1-type polarization and enhances the anti-tumor ability of macrophages. Further studies found that RBP-J-deficient macrophages show TAM phenotype, and RBP-J-mediated Notch signaling promotes M1 polarization of macrophages through SOCS3 (72). It is worth noting that although the Notch signaling promotes the differentiation of monocyte into TAMs, the Notch signaling can promote the pro-inflammatory polarization of differentiated TAMs toward M1, which suggests that targeting to enhance the expression of RBP-J of TAMs and enhancing Notch signaling to promote the M1 polarization of TAMs may have potential for tumor treatment.

However, other studies have shown that RBP-J is the key to the M2 polarization of macrophages (73). The specific mechanism of these paradoxes is still unclear. In addition, IL-37 can also inhibit the Notch signaling pathway. In fact, IL-37 inhibits M1 macrophage polarization by suppressing the Notch1 and NK-κB pathways (74). However, it has been found that IL-37 is almost not expressed in non-small cell lung cancer tissues, but is highly expressed in adjacent normal tissues (75). In addition, the expression of IL-37 in liver cancer tissues is also decreased, and its expression level is negatively correlated with tumor size (76). These results suggest that tumor cells may not rely on IL-37 to induce M2-type polarization of macrophages.



The Tumor Inhibits Its Phagocytosis by Binding to the TAMs Receptor

Macrophages can engulf and destroy tumor cells to prevent tumor growth. With the exception for inducing the M2 polarization of macrophages, subtle tumor cells can also inhibit their phagocytic activity by binding directly to the macrophages’ receptors. CD47 is recognized as a key protein expressed on the surface of many cancer cells, allowing them to evade innate immune surveillance and its overexpression is a common feature of leukemia cells and solid tumors. CD47 on tumor cells binds to and activates the signal regulatory protein-α (SIRPα), an inhibitory protein expressed on the surface of macrophages, to initiate a signal cascade and inhibit the phagocytic activity of macrophages (77). Additionally, recent studies have also discovered new targets for tumor cells to express “don’t eat me” signals. In addition to CD47, tumor cells also highly express CD24 molecules to achieve immune escape. CD24 can bind to the inhibitory receptor sialic-acid-binding Ig-like lectin 10 (Siglec-10) highly expressed on TAMs, thereby inhibiting the phagocytic activity of TAM (78). Besides, MHC class I on tumor cells directly protects them from macrophage attack through binding to the inhibitory receptor LILRB1 on the surface macrophages, which is up-regulated by tumor cells (79). Also, tumors also utilize the PD-L1/PD-1 axis to suppress the phagocytosis of TAMs. It has been found that PD-1 is expressed in TAMs in both mice and humans. PD-1 expression in TAM increases with tumor progression in mouse cancer models and primary human cancers. Importantly, this correlates negatively with phagocytic potency against tumor cells (80).




Mechanism of TAMs Promoting Tumor Progression

TAMs can promote tumor progression through a variety of pathways. For example, TAMs secrete TGF-β, vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), fibroblast growth factor 2 (FGF2), FGF10, fibroblast growth factor receptor 2 (FGFR2), and several MMPs to support tumor growth and immune protection (81). Furthermore, it is found that patients with cancers which include pancreas, lung, undifferentiated thyroid, and gallbladder with high TAM density have a lower survival rate (82). In fact, depletion of TAMs slows the growth of urethane-induced lung cancer in mice (83). In addition, the maintenance of TAMs polarization is dependent on the presence of tumor (84), which suggests that tumor cells can maintain the M2-type polarization of TAMs. Tumor tissues are composed of varying numbers of cancer cells and stromal cells, in which the number of macrophages expressing CD204 is associated with lung adenocarcinoma invasion (85). Indeed, the specific location of TAMs in tumor tissues is closely related to tumor progression. An increase in CD204 positive TAMs in the tumor stroma is found to be associated with a poor prognosis of lung adenocarcinoma, rather than the number of TAMs in the tumor islets or alveolar cavity (86). In addition, increased expression of CD163+ TAMs and CXCL12 in tumor stroma (TS) and invasive tumor margin (TM) is intimately associated with tumor progression in GC (87). These studies indicate that the number of TAMs in tumor stroma plays a vital role in promoting tumor progression.


TAMs Promote the Development of Tumors

TAMs in lung tumor tissue also promote lung tumor formation by the activation of NLRP3 inflammasomes that produce IL-1α and IL-1β (88). TAMs also stimulate the expression of IL-1, IL-6, and IL-8 in lung cancer cells through TLR signaling, serving to maintain the inflammatory microenvironment of the tumor and promote the development and progression of lung cancer (89). Indeed, it has been found that infiltrating macrophages secrete inflammatory mediators CCL2, IL-1α, IL-6, and tumor necrosis factor-α (TNF-α) to promote the proliferation of colon cancer cells (15). Furthermore, tumor-derived HSPs activate TLR4 signaling in TAMs to produce cytokines that are beneficial to tumor growth, such as TNF-α and VEGF. Furthermore, TNF-α secreted by TAM leads to the activation of NF-kB in tumor cells. Activation of NF-kB pathway in tumor cells prevents tumor cell death and enhances tumor cell invasion (90).

In fact, there is a large number of inflammatory cell infiltrations in tumors, among which IL-17 produced by Th17 cells and IL-23 produced by TAMs can promote tumor progression. This process may be activated by microbial products in tumors (91). Indeed, recent studies have found a large number of bacteria in tumor tissues (92), which means that inflammation caused by microorganisms in tumors is intimately related to the progression of cancer. How to target and regulate these tumor microorganisms may be the key to the future treatment of tumors.

IL-6 secreted by TAMs encourages the development of HCC through phosphorylation of STAT3 in HCC cells (93). Moreover, with the progression of lung cancer, the high expression of IL-10 in TAMs in NSCLC is associated with poor overall survival, and the expression of IL-10 in lung cancer cells is not changed (94), indicating that IL-10 secreted by TAMs during cancer progression is the key to promote cancer progression. Importantly, IL-10 elevation in TME is intimately associated with TAMs ERK1/2 signaling activation. It is found that the MyD88-dependent pathway in TAMs is selectively blocked. However, LPS and Poly (I:C) can activate downstream ERK-1/2 MAPK activation by TLRs receptors on TAMs independent of MyD88 signal, resulting in phosphorylation of the IL-10 histone promoter region, thereby increasing the expression of IL-10 of TAMs, a process independent of p38MAPK activation. Considering that LPS can induce the activation of p38MAPK and ERK-1/2 activation in normal macrophages, this phenomenon may be specific to TAMs. Additionally, abrogation of ERK1/2 activation significantly reduces IL-10 production in TAM. Moreover, activation of ERK-1/2MAPK leads to enhanced induction of IRAK M in TAM, which negatively regulates the MyD88 signaling pathway, further promoting the immunosuppression function of TAMs. Furthermore, there are also endogenous TLR ligands in tumor sites (95). This also means that these endogenous tumor TLR ligands may maintain the pro-tumor function of TAMs by activating ERK1/2 signaling downstream of the TLR signaling.

IL-6 has long been considered a mediator of tumor cell proliferation by binding to IL-6 receptors (IL-6R) (96). Indeed, IL-6 secreted by TAM acts on glioma cells and promotes 3-phosphoinositide dependent protein kinase 1 (PDPK1) mediated phosphoglycerate kinase 1 (PGK1) phosphorylation (T243), which changed the affinity between PGK1 and the substrate, promoting the activity of the glycolysis direction of PGK1, and the aerobic glycolysis, cell proliferation and tumor growth of glioma cells (97). In mouse and human neuroblastoma cells, TAMs are found to increase STAT3 activation in neuroblastoma cells, and up-regulates MYC oncogenes, a process associated with IL-6 independent expression. However, inhibition of STAT3 activation significantly retards TAMs mediated tumor growth in subcutaneous neuroblastoma in mice (96), which suggests that IL-6 is not the key to the growth of neuroblastoma and may be related to the type of tumor.

Tumor-derived extracellular vesicles (TEVs) include RNA and a variety of cytokines such as TGF-β, activated Src, Wnt3, HIF1α, in which the process also associates with tumor progression. Indeed, studies have shown that TAM can also transfer tumor-derived extracellular vesicles (TEVs) to surrounding stromal cells to make stromal cells become CAF-like cells and forming a pro-tumor microenvironment to promote tumor progression (98).



Tumors Utilize TAMs to Promote Metastasis

TLR4, the receptor mainly expressed on macrophages, its signaling plays an active role in the process of chronic inflammation. Activation of TLR4 on M2-polarized TAMs stimulates an increase in the IL-10, which promotes the EMT of pancreatic cancer cells, specifically in increased the morphology of fibroblasts, up-regulated the expression of mesenchymal markers Vimentin and Snail, and increased the proliferation, migration, and proteolytic activities of MMP 2 and MMP9 in pancreatic cancer cells. M2-polarized TAMs co-culture with pancreatic cancer cells reduce the expression of E-cadherin, an epithelial marker. In turn, pancreatic cancer cells increased TLR4 expression in M2-polarized TAMs (99). Furthermore, M2-polarized macrophages promote HCC migration and EMT through the TLR4/STAT3 signaling pathway (100). These results suggest that TLR4 is an important target for tumor immunotherapy. Also, IL-4 produced by tumor cells not only promotes M2-type polarization of macrophage, but also promotes tumor growth and invasion by enhancing the cathepsin protease activity in TAMs (38).

COX-2 is overexpressed in all metastatic cancers. It has been found that the high expression of COX-2 in breast cancer TAMs enhances the migration and invasion of breast cancer cells. Mechanistically, the overexpression of COX-2 in TAMs activates the AKT pathway in breast cancer cells by releasing IL-6 and PGE2, thereby inducing the expression of MMP-9 and promoting EMT in breast cancer cells (101). In addition, IL-6 secreted by macrophages can up-regulate COX-2 expression and PGE2 secretion in lung cancer cells, and then COX-2 and PGE2 further promote lung cancer cell metastasis by inducing EMT through β-catenin transposition from the cytoplasm to nucleus (102), which indicates that the high expression of COX-2 in TAMs can also up-regulate the COX-2 in tumor cells through the secretion of IL-6 to promote the process of tumor metastasis. Indeed, TAMs have been proven to promote tumor cell migration and invasion by up-regulating COX-2 and MMP9 expression in osteosarcoma (OS) cells, promoting phosphorylation of STAT3 and inducing epithelial-mesenchymal transformation (EMT) (103). Trigger receptor (TREM)-1, a member of the hyperimmunoglobulin family, is primarily expressed in monocytes/macrophages and is highly expressed in colon, liver, and lung cancer tissues. Moreover, it is found that the expression of TREM-1 in tumors is closely related to tumor invasiveness of liver cancer and lung cancer. Mechanistically, lung cancer cells could induce increased expression of TREM-1 in macrophages through COX-2 signaling (104). These findings also mean that targeted inhibition of COX-2 signaling in tumor tissues may be the key to inhibit tumor metastasis.

TGF-β also causes EMT in tumor cells (105). The mechanism is that TGF-β1/Smad signaling directly activates the expression of EMT transcription factors, such as ZEB1, ZEB2, Snail, Slug, and Twist (106). TGF-β secreted by TAMs can stimulate the expression of SOX9 in lung cancer cells by stimulating the c-Jun/smad3 signaling, promote its EMT, and thus promote the proliferation, migration, and invasion of tumors. Therefore, TGF-β/SOX9 axis may represent an effective therapeutic target for lung cancer (107). Besides, fucosyltransferase IV (FUT4) and its synthetic tumor sugar antigen Lewis Y (LeY) are severely elevated in various solid tumors and play an important role in tumor invasion and metastasis. Importantly, FUT4/LeY is essential in cytoskeletal remodeling and EMT and the density of TAMs is intimately correlated with E-cadherin and LeY levels in lung adenocarcinoma. Moreover, M2 macrophages can promote the expression of FUT4/LeY through TGF-β1/Smad2/3 signaling, which mediates the development of EMT in lung adenocarcinoma by Ezrin phosphorylation (108). Tumor cells also promote TAMs secretion of TGF-β, for example, colon cancer cells with high expression of RBP-J secrete CXCL11 to promote TAMs secretion of TGF-β. Further studies show a negative correlation between RBP-J expression and E-cadherin expression, which are beneficial to the metastasis of colon cancer cells (109). ZEB1 in TAMs, a TGF-β downstream transcription factor, induces the expression of CCR2, MMP9, and CCL2 in cancer cells to accelerate tumor growth (110). Moreover, E2F3, a downstream signaling molecule of CSF-1, has been found to increase expression of E2F3 in prostate cancer, ovarian cancer, and lung cancer, and the expression of E2F3 in TAMs can promote lung metastasis of tumors (111). Overexpression of FOXQ1 has been reported in a variety of cancers, including lung cancer cells, pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma, and the transition of intestinal epithelial cells from normal to adenoma and adenocarcinoma in APC mice. TGF-β has been proven to promote FOXQ1 expression to induce EMT. In addition, FOXQ1 directly binds to the promoter region of E-cadherin to inhibit E-cadherin expression (112). Indeed, studies have found that TAMs can induce the expression of FOXO1 protein in gastric cancer cells, thus promoting EMT, invasion, and metastasis of tumor cells (113), which indicates that FOXQ1 repression in tumor cells may be the key to inhibiting tumor metastasis.

CCL18 is mainly secreted by M2-TAMs and promotes cancer progression in a variety of human cancers. High expression of CCL18 in TAMs has been found to be associated with lymph node metastasis, distant metastasis, and poor prognosis in NSCLC patients. Mechanistically, CCL18 increases the invasion of NSCLC by binding to the Nir1 in NSCLC, which induces ELMO1-dependent cytoskeletal recombination through RAC1 activation (114). Moreover, mesenchymal breast cancer cells induce macrophages to present the TAM phenotype by GM-CSF. Similarly, CCL18 derived from TAMs induces cancer cell EMT to form a positive feedback loop (18). Furthermore, the TAMs in breast cancer produce large amounts of CCL18, which promotes breast cancer metastasis through the PITPNM3 receptor (115). In addition, the expression of CCL18 in tumor cells is also associated with enhanced invasion and migration. For example, it has been found that the high expression of CCL18 in tumor cells promotes invasion and migration of ovarian cancer cells by activating their own mTOR signaling (116). Notably, lung cancer cells can induce vimentin expression and EMT in non-cancerous receptor cells by secreting exosomes, leading to their migration, invasion, and proliferation (117), which suggests that tumor cells can also induce peripheral cell EMT to promote tumor metastasis and invasion.



TAMs Promote the Cancer Stemness

M2-type macrophages promote cancer stem cell (CSC)-like properties by stimulating the JAK1/STAT1/NF-κB/Notch1 pathway in NSCLCs by secreting IL-10 (118). Furthermore, MUC1 in various types of cancer is a poor prognostic indicator. However, TAMs also secrete MUC1 to enhance the expression of CSC-related and inflammatory genes in lung cancer cells, such as CD133, SOX2, and NF-κB, thus promoting the generation of lung cancer stem cells (LCSCs) (119). Indeed, studies have found that the number of TAMs is positively correlated with the density of CSCs in the peripheral areas of human HCC. Moreover, TGF-β secreted by M2-type TAMs can promote the cancer stem cell-like properties via inducing EMT (120). Also, IL6 produced by TAMs promotes CSCs expansion in hepatocellular carcinoma (121). In addition, PGE2 levels are associated with colon CSC markers (CD133, CD44, LRG5, and SOX2) in human colorectal cancer samples. Further studies show that PGE2 activates NF-κB by signaling EP4-PI3K and EP4-mitogen-activated protein kinase, which induces proliferation and metastasis of colorectal cancer stem cells (122). In addition, the stemness of glioma cells can in turn recruit microglia cells. Glioma stem cells (GSCs) are the key to tumor drug resistance and heterogeneity. In the GBM study of glioblastoma, it is found that the high expression of CLOCK in GSCs could maintain the stemness of GSCs, which promotes the expression of chemokine OLFML3 as a transcription factor, thus accelerating the infiltration of microglia into GBM, but it did not affect the recruitment of macrophages, and the mechanism remains unclear (123).



TAMs Promote Tumors EscapeImmune Surveillance

TAMs can also promote tumor cells to escape immune surveillance through the following multiple ways. First, TAMs induce the expression of B7-H4 on the surface of lung cancer cells, so that lung cancer cells can escape T cell immune recognition and destruction (124). Secondly, IFN-γ is not  always effective as an anti-tumor agent. Studies have concluded that it can also promote tumor cells to evade immune surveillance. IFN-γ secreted by TAMs can induce the expression of PD-L1 in lung cancer cells through JAK/STAT3 and PI3K/AKT signaling pathways, thereby promoting tumor progression (125). Furthermore, TGF-β secreted by TAMs in Malignant pleural effusion (MPE) can increase the expression of Tim-3, PD-1, and CTLA-4 on the surface of T cells and reduce the production of IFN-γ and granzyme B to inhibit T cell cytotoxic activity in MPE (126). Moreover, TAM-derived TGF-β in MPE can induce CCL22 expression through c-Fos, which promotes the recruitment of regulatory T cells (Treg). Then, the Treg secretes high levels of IL-8 to further induce TGF-β production from TAMs, thus which forms a vicious circle, and leads to the formation of an immunosuppressive microenvironment in MPE (127). Finally, in addition to the IFN-γ mentioned above, TAMs promote the expression of PD-L1 in tumor cells by secreting IL-10 (128). Intriguingly, tumor cells can induce the expression of PD-L1 on the surface of TAMs. Indeed, tumor cells can secrete phosphoprotein 1 (SPP1) to induce the expression of PD-L1 in TAMs (49). Additionally, peripheral blood monocytes with low initial levels of PD-L1 up-regulates the expression of PD-L1, after incubation with primary tumor cells from OSCC patients, which correlates with the increased IL-10 levels in the TME (129). The increase of IL-6 in the TME also enhances the expression of TAMs PD-L1. These studies indicate that improving the inflammatory TME may be the key to reducing PD-L1 expression and reversing the immunosuppressive TME.



TAMs Promote the Formation of Blood and Lymphatic Vessels in Tumor Tissues

TAMs also promote the production of blood and lymphatic vessels in tumor tissue. It has been found that matrix metalloproteinase 9 (MMP9) secreted by TAMs promotes the migration of tumor cells by promoting the migration of endothelial cells, which promotes angiogenesis (130). In addition, there is a cross-talk between TAM and lung cancer cells, in which the CCR2-CCL2 and CX3CR1-CXCL1 signals are the basis for lung cancer growth and metastasis. Specifically, knockout of CCR2 and CX3CR1 in mice can shift TAMs toward M1 polarization, inhibit local neovascularization signals, and the growth and metastasis of Lewis lung cancer (131). In addition, GBM promotes macrophage infiltration by up-regulating LOX, which secretes SPP1 to stimulate angiogenesis in the PTEN-knockout GBM xenograft mouse model to sustain the growth of glioma cells. However, inhibition of LOX reduces macrophage infiltration and tumor growth (25). Finally, it is found that tumor stromal infiltrating inflammatory cells, TAMs, and (MCs) mast cells synergistic promote tumor angiogenesis and promote the occurrence, invasion, and metastasis of NSCLC (132).

Infiltration of tumor tissue TAMs in patients with lung adenocarcinoma is related to tumor lymphangiogenesis, which in turn leads to a lower survival rate in patients with lung adenocarcinoma (133). Furthermore, CCL2 is produced in all types of cancers and plays a particularly important role in cancer metastasis. Lymph node metastasis-associated transcript 1 (LNMAT1), a long-chain non-coding RNA, is significantly up-regulated in bladder cancer cells to enhance the transcription of CCL2, thereby recruiting TAMs to produce VEGF-C which promotes bladder cancer-associated lymphatic metastasis of tumors. Moreover, LNMAT1 is significantly overexpressed in various types of human cancer, such as bladder, prostate, kidney, colon, lung, and liver cancer (19), which also means that LNMAT1 may be a potential therapeutic target for clinical intervention in metastatic cancer.




The Relationship Between Tumor Cells and TAMs and Targeted Therapy

Tumor cells recruit TAMs through a variety of ways, which not only inhibit their phagocytosis, but also utilize them to maintain their growth. How to prevent tumors from manipulating macrophages is also the key to current tumor immunotherapy. Nowadays, the research of tumor macrophage targeted therapy is primarily carried out from two aspects. One is to reduce the number of TAMs in tumor tissues, and the other is to reprogram TAMs into anti-tumor macrophages. Current studies have found that targeting multiple targets in the TME can reverse the M2 phenotype of macrophages (Table 1).


Table 1 | Tumor treatment by targeting TAMs.







Reducing the Accumulation of TAMs in Tumor Tissues

The utilization of liposome-encapsulated clodronate treatment effectively depletes the infiltrating macrophages in the tumor thereby achieving significant inhibition of tumor growth (188). The CCL2/CCR2 axis plays a vital role in the recruitment of TAMs to tumor tissues. After knocking out CCR2 in mice, the macrophages accumulation in tumors is decreased, slowing down the tumor growth (30). In addition, IL-4 activates STAT6 to polarize macrophages to M2 and enhance their CCL2 secretion. However, luteolin inhibits the phosphorylation of STAT6, the main downstream of IL-4, reduces the expression of M2 related genes in macrophages and the secretion of CCL2, and affects the tumor tissue infiltration of M2 macrophages, thereby reducing CCL2-dependent metastasis of Lewis lung cancer cells (153). Furthermore, the expression of PTEN can reduce the secretion of CCL2 and the expression of VEGF-A in macrophages, and inhibit the migration of breast cancer cells. However, NHERF-1 can promote the expression of PTEN on the cell membrane where PTEN performs its function, and NHERF-1 and PTEN cooperate to inhibit the M2-type polarization of macrophages, in which the process is related to the reduction of macrophage CCL2 secretion, which indicates that that targeted enhancement of the expression of NHERF-1 and PTEN of TAMs may be an important strategy to reduce the secretion of CCL2. In addition, treatment with zoledronic acid (ZA) can reduce the expression of CCL2 in MSC cells, thereby reducing the recruitment of TAMs to the tumor site, thereby inhibiting tumor growth (155). However, it has also been found that CCL2 blockade does not inhibit the recruitment of TAMs, but tilts the polarization of TAMs toward M1, showing a stronger anti-tumor phenotype, and activating CD8+ T cells in the tumor to destroy the tumor cell (152). The differences in these studies may be related to the types of different tumors. In addition, these studies also verify the effectiveness of blockade CCL2 in animal models. However, carlumab (CNTO 888) is well-tolerated in phase 2 trial (NCT00992186) but does not block the CCL2/CCR2 axis or show anti-tumor activity as a single agent in metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer (CRPC) (184). The combination with CCR2 inhibitor PF-04136309 and FOLFIRINOX chemotherapy to treat tumors in a phase Ib trial (NCT01413022) to achieve an objective tumor response, with local tumor control achieved in most patients (185), which suggest that inhibition of CCR2 can improve the effect of tumor chemotherapy. Indeed, it was found that although targeting CCR2+ TAMs or CXCR2+ TANs alone can enhance anti-tumor immunity, unfortunately, this leads to a compensatory influx of alternative myeloid subset, which result persistent immunosuppressive TME. It is worth noting that combined treatment with CCR2 inhibitors and CXCR2 inhibitors can overcome this compensatory effect, and augment anti-tumor immunity and improve response to FOLFIRINOX chemotherapy, prolonging the survival of PDAC mice (187). Therefore, targeting CCR2 and CXCR2 combined with FOLFIRINOX chemotherapy may be a very promising treatment for PDAC. Moreover, given that TANs secrete high levels of CCL2 and CCL17 to recruit macrophages. Therefore, in mouse HCC models, intratumoral injection of antibodies targeting CCL2 and CCL17 reduces the migration activity of macrophages and Treg cells, and delays tumor growth (28). Sorafenib is a drug that inhibits tumor angiogenesis. However, although sorafenib treatment reduces the tumor volume in mice, it increases the number of TANs infiltrating the tumor. More importantly, the combination therapy of sorafenib and anti-Ly6G antibody can reduce the number of TANs and neovascularization, which can further inhibit the tumor growth (28).

CSF1 participates in the recruitment of TAMs to tumor tissues and the M2 polarization process of TAMs, and the survival, proliferation, and function of TAMs depend to a large extent on the CSF1R signaling. The signaling of CSF1R depends on two ligands, CSF-1 and IL-34. Indeed, the high expression of IL-34 and CSF-1 in lung cancer tissues is intimately related to the progression of lung cancer (189), which suggests that IL-34 and CSF-1 secreted by tumor cells may activate and maintain the pro-tumor function of TAMs by interacting with the CSF1R receptor on TAMs. Importantly, further studies have found that IL-34 is highly expressed in ovarian cancer cells and tissues, which is associated with poor progression-free survival (PFS) and overall survival, while the expression of CSF-1 has not changed. Moreover, it’s worth noting that compared with CSF-1, IL-34 has a stronger affinity for CSF1R (190). It can be seen that tumor cells may secrete high levels of IL-34 to stimulate the CSF1R signaling of TAMs to promote tumor progression. Therefore, targeting IL-34 may be more effective than CSF-1 for the treatment of cancer. However, studies have shown that the utilization of CSF1R inhibitors to interfere the communication between TAM and tumor cells has not had any delay effect on tumor growth. Surprisingly, it is found that a large number of PMN-MDSC are recruited in tumor tissues after the treatment of CSF1R inhibitors with mice. Mechanistically, CSF1 secreted by tumor cells binds to the CSF1R receptor on CAFs and inhibits the secretion of CXCL1 and other chemokines by CAFs to recruit PMN-MDSCs. CXCR2 is the primary receptor for CXCL1 to function. It is worth noting that CSF1R inhibitor combined with CXCR2 antagonist intervention can block PMN-MDSC infiltration of tumor tissues, and has a strong tumor treatment effect (156). This study provides a novel strategy for tumor immunotherapy. In addition, class IIa histone deacetylase (Class IIa HDAC) inhibitor TMP95 can also induce macrophages to fight tumors. Additionally, ADM3100, a specific antagonist of the CXCR4/CXCL12 pathway, decreases the accumulation of TAMs and prevents B16 melanoma progression in mice (23).



Reprogramming TAMs Into Anti-tumor Macrophages


Blocking Cytokine

The inflammatory TME is the primary cause of immunosuppression of TAMs. Thus, improving the inflammatory TME is an important strategy to restore phagocytic activity of TAMs. CSF-2 and IL6 antibody blockade can inhibit the occurrence and metastasis of colon cancer in vivo, increase the proportion of M1 macrophages in tumor tissues, and reduce the proportion of M2 phenotypic TAMs in tumor tissues (67). It has been observed that TMP95 can affect the response of human monocytes to CSF-1 and CSF-2 in vitro. Further studies have found that TMP95 can induce the M1 polarization of TAMs to phagocytose tumors, normalize tumor vasculature, and prevent tumor cell proliferation and lung metastasis (157). Besides, studies have found that MAPKAP Kinase 2 (MK2), which mediates the synthesis of proinflammatory cytokines, promotes TAMs to the M2 macrophage phenotype and promotes angiogenesis into tumor development, while chemical inhibitors of MK2 in macrophages inhibit M2 polarization and M2 macrophage-induced angiogenesis (168). In addition, in a phase I clinical trial (NCT01736813), CCR5 antagonists leads to TAMs anti-tumor repolarization and mitigates the tumor-promoting inflammation in CRC (186). These studies also show that improving the inflammatory TME is also the key to restoring the anti-tumor polarization of TAMs.

IL-10 secreted by TAMs promotes the expression of PD-L1 in NSCLC cells, while Bufei Decoction can reduce the expression of IL-10 and CD206 in TAMs and PD-L1 in NSCLC cells, delaying the progression of tumors in NSCLC (128), which also means Bufei Decoction reduces the proportion of M2 macrophages in TAMs in tumor tissues to delay tumor progression. In addition, IL-33 is an important carcinogen. It has been found that IL-33 can promote the growth and metastasis of colorectal cancer, breast cancer, gastric cancer, and ovarian cancer. The expression of IL-33 in patients with NSCLC is positively correlated with Ki-67 and the expression of M2 TAMs and Teg related genes. In fact, IL-33 blockade can reduce the polarization of M2 TAMs and the accumulation of Tregs in the tumor microenvironment, thereby inhibiting the growth of NSCLCs (158).

Sialic acid can promote the differentiation of MDSC into TAMs. Theoretically, inhibition of sialic acid can inhibit the differentiation of TAMs. However, intratumoral injection of sialidase in mice alone activates STAT3 in tumor myeloid cells and increased the infiltration of myeloid cells, accelerating the tumor growth. Intratumoral injection of STAT3 inhibitors also does not impede tumor growth, but it is surprising that the combination of sialiadase and STAT3 inhibitor JSI-124 can produce significant anti-tumor effects, which is related to the consumption of MDSCs at the tumor site (55). It suggests that sialidase can sensitize tumor myeloid cells to STAT3 inhibition, and dramatically enhance the anti-tumor effect of STAT3 targeted therapy.



TLR Receptors

Studies have shown that TLR7/8 agonists can be packaged in β-cyclodextrin nanoparticles to be transported to TAM, which can promote the conversion of macrophages from M2 to M1, promoting the antitumor of macrophages (4). In addition, treatment with CpG plus anti-interleukin-10 receptor antibody rapidly transfers TAMs from type M2 to type M1 (145). Moreover, studies have found that the activation of TLR3 alone or IFN-γ in macrophage cannot trigger the anti-tumor activity of macrophages, but the combined intervention of the two can enhance the M1 polarization of macrophages to activate the tumor-killing activity of macrophages (146), which also means that the combined use of IFN-γ and TLR3 agonists may be useful for macrophage-based cancers immunotherapy. Furthermore, nano-iron oxide particles promote the M1 polarization of macrophages (147). Meanwhile, nano-iron oxide particles combined with TLR3 agonists can also induce M1-type polarization of macrophages against tumors (148). The combination with activating TLR7 and inhibiting TGF-β signaling can reprogram TAMs to the M1 phenotype, which can enhance the tumoricidal activity of TAMs and reduce tumor progression (149). Altogether, these results indicate that the activation of TLR7, TLR8, and TLR9 of TAMs can change macrophages from a tumor-promoting effect to an anti-tumor effect.

The TLR4 signaling in TAMs can promote tumor growth. Indeed, blockade of TLR4 in TAMs with antibody reduces the production of cytokines and weakens their pro-tumor activity (90). However, it has been found that the expression of macrophage monoacylglycerol lipase (MGLL) in tumor tissues is reduced, and the lack of monoacylglycerol lipase (MGLL) in TAM can lead to triglyceride lipid overload. Mechanistically, the cannabinoid receptor CB2 can interact with TLR4 and inhibit the pro-inflammatory signaling of TLR4, while lack of MGLL promotes CB2/TLR4-dependent the M2 phenotype in TAMs, thereby inhibiting the function of tumor-related CD8+ T cells and promoting tumor progression. MGLL can inhibit CB2 cannabinoid receptor-dependent tumor progression, and CB2 antagonist treatment can delay tumor progression in mice (150), which indicates that TLR4 activation can also inhibit tumor growth. The specific mechanism still remains to be explored. In addition, MGLL is the switch of CB2/TLR4 dependent macrophage activation. Restoring the expression of MGLL in tumor tissues and targeting CB2 are new strategies for tumor immunotherapy. However, the flavonoid CH625 inhibits CYP4X1 through the CB2 and EGFR-STAT3 axis to reprogram TAMs away from M2 type, and normalizes the blood vessels of gliomas (151). This also indicates that CB2 can inhibit tumor progression, which may be different from tumor types and the specific mechanism deserves further exploration.



STAT3 and STAT6

Tumor cells induce and maintain the M2 phenotype of TAMs in many ways. Nowadays, there are also studies to reprogram TAMs by targeting to block the internal signal molecules of TAMs and restore their anti-tumor activity (Table 1). It is found that inhibiting the expression of STAT3 reprograms TAMs into M1 macrophages to inhibit tumor growth (159). Indeed, liposomes are used to carry corosolic acid (CA), a natural compound that inhibits stat3, to target CD163+ macrophages, thereby reprogramming TAMs to the M1 phenotype and promoting the expression of pro-inflammatory factors (160). The activation of the STAT3 signal is related to ERK5. ERK5 belongs to the family of mitogen-activated protein kinases (MAPKs) and plays an important role in the process of extracellular transduction. It has been found that high expression of ERK5 in human TAMs promotes tumor growth. Mechanistically, ERK5 phosphorylates Tyr705 of STAT3, thereby promoting the M2 phenotype of TAMs. However, knockout ERK5 in TAMs reduces the phosphorylation of STAT3 and inhibits its M2 phenotype, which promotes the anti-tumor activity of TAMs, thereby inhibiting the melanoma growth (161), which suggests that targeting ERK5 is an attractive cancer treatment strategy. It is worth noting that the activation of STAT3 is essential for the M2 differentiation of macrophages. Studies have found that oleanolic acid, a triterpene compound, can inhibit the activation of STAT3 in macrophages and glioblastoma cells to suppress the M2 phenotype differentiation of macrophages and the proliferation of glioblastoma cells (162). In addition, resveratrol inhibits the growth of lung cancer by inhibiting the M2-like polarization of TAMs and inhibiting the activation of STAT3 in tumor cells (163). Indeed, STAT3 is also frequently activated in a variety of human cancer cells, STAT3 signaling transduction promotes the growth and survival of tumor cells. However, studies have found that mice whose macrophages specifically knock out the SOCS3 that has been shown to be a negative regulator of STAT3 survive longer than wild-type mice. Mechanistically, tumor lysates stimulated SOCS3 knockout macrophages in vitro, their STAT3 phosphorylation is enhanced and TNF-α and IL-6 are reduced, and higher levels of MCP2/CCL8 via STAT3 are produced to combat tumor metastasis in contrast to normal macrophages. Therefore, inhibition of SOCS3 activity in macrophages may have a therapeutic effect on inhibiting tumor metastasis (164). These results also indicate that whether the activation of STAT3 in macrophages promotes tumor development remains to be clarified.

STAT6 phosphorylation is important signaling for M2-like polarization of macrophages. It has been found that gefitinib can inhibit IL-13-induced phosphorylation of STAT6 in macrophages to inhibit M2-like polarization in the Lewis lung cancer model (165). Indeed, targeting the STAT6 in TAMs can reduce the growth and metastasis of breast cancer tumors (166). Furthermore, imatinib inhibits STAT6 phosphorylation and nuclear translocation, leading to the arrest of M2-like polarization of macrophages and inhibiting the metastasis of Lewis lung cancer (167). Furthermore, glycocalyx-mimicking nanoparticles (GNPs) can be specifically internalized by TAMs via lectin receptors, resulting in to up-regulation IL-12 and down-regulation of IL-10, arginase 1, and CCL22 expression, reversing TAMs to an anti-tumor phenotype, in which the process is associated with suppressing STAT6 and activating NF-κB phosphorylation. Importantly, the combined treatment of GNPs and PD-L1 antibody can significantly improve the immunosuppressive TME and the efficacy of anti-tumor therapy (183). These studies have shown that targeting STAT6 can suppress the M2 polarization of TAMs and delay tumor growth.



Polypeptide

Melittin, a major polypeptide of bee venom, has been extensively studied due to its cytotoxicity to malignant cells. The melittin selectively reduces the number of CD206+ M2-like TAMs in the lewis lung cancer mouse model, which is manifested in the decreased expression of VEGF and CD206 in M2-like TAMs (178). However, the effect of melittin in the treatment of lung cancer is limited. Therefore, studies have utilized melittin’s affinity for M2 type macrophages and mixed melittin with pro-apoptotic peptide d (KLAKLAK)2 (dKLA) to target TAMs in the lung cancer tissue. Indeed, MEL-dKLA is more able to inhibit tumor growth rate, tumor weight, and angiogenesis compared with melittin (179). In addition, RP-182, the host defense peptide, can also reprogram M2-like TAMs to an antitumor M1-like phenotype, and selectively induce a conformational switch of CD206 on M2-like TAMs, thereby increasing the cancer cell phagocytosis by TAMs (180). Furthermore, previous studies have found that the immune complex of lactoferrin has a very strong pro-inflammatory effect on human monocytes and macrophages (191). Indeed, the immune complex of lactoferrin drives the transformation of human macrophages from M2- to M1-like phenotype (192), and also mediates anti-tumor effects by resetting TAMs to the M1-like phenotype (181). In addition, iron-loaded tumor-associated macrophages (iTAMs) exhibit a pro-inflammatory phenotype, which has anti-tumor activity and the ability to reduce tumor growth in patients with lung adenocarcinoma, and prolong the survival time of patients. However, the iron in TME does not affect the survival of the patients in patients with lung squamous cell carcinoma, indicating that iron has a unique effect on different histological subtypes of NSCLC (193). The specific mechanism needs to be explored.



High Salt Diets

High-salt diets can also encourage macrophages to swallow tumors to slow the growth of tumors. Recent studies have found that high-salt diets inhibit tumor growth in mice by regulating the differentiation of bone marrow-derived cells. The local sodium chloride concentration in tumor tissues results in high osmolality, which reduces the production of cytokines required for the expansion of MDSCs and the accumulation of MDSCs in the blood, spleen, and tumors. Therefore, two types of MDSCs change their phenotypes: monocytes-MDSCs differentiate into anti-tumor macrophages, and granulocytes-MDSCs adopt pro-inflammatory functions, thereby reactivating the anti-tumor actions of T cells (182). Although high-salt diets have pro-inflammatory and anti-tumor effects, it has been found that high-salt diets can induce increased production of pro-inflammatory cytokines, and activate p38 MAPK and STAT1 signaling pathways to promote immune activation of DC cells and accelerate the progression of SLE in mice (194). These results also suggest that a high-salt diet is also a double-edged sword. It can cause excessive inflammation while treating tumors, which may induce autoimmune diseases.



Target Other Signaling Molecules

Tumor cell-derived HA drives cholesterol efflux from macrophages to induce their TAMs phenotype, so knocking out the ABC transporter which mediates cholesterol efflux can reverse the tumor-promoting function of TAMs and reduce tumor progression (56). Scavenger receptor MARCO is expressed in tissue-resident macrophages in the lung, lymph nodes, spleen, and peritoneum. In addition, it has been found that targeting MARCO expression in M2 TAMs in mouse breast cancer, melanoma, and colon cancer can increase the infiltration of M1 type macrophages in tumor tissues, reduce M2 type macrophages, and block tumor growth and metastasis (170). Moreover, metformin also inhibits the M2-like polarization of TAMs, which is associated with the enhanced level of AMPKα1 phosphorylation in macrophages. Similarly, another AMPK activator, AIRCA, can prevent IL-13-stimulated M2-like polarization. However, knocking out AMPKα1 has no effect. In addition, metformin can inhibit the pro-angiogenesis of M2-like macrophages to prevent tumor metastasis (172). However, astragaloside IV blocks the M2 polarization of macrophages by inhibiting the AMPK signaling pathway of macrophages and reduces the growth, invasion, migration, and angiogenesis of lung cancer cells. Astragaloside IV inhibits AMPKα activation in M2 macrophages, but silencing AMPKα partially abolishes the inhibitory effect of AS-IV (173). Therefore, the effect of AMPK activation on macrophage polarization remains unclear.

Malignant fibrous histiocytoma amplified sequence 1 (MFHAS1) is a predicted oncogenic protein that shows tumorigenic activity in vivo. It is worth noting that CRC cells can induce the expression of MFFAS1 in mouse macrophages. However, knocking down the expression of MFHAS1 in macrophages reduces the number of M2 TAMs and delays the progression of CRC (58), which also means that MFFAS1 in macrophages is also one of the most potential targets for tumor immunotherapy. The expression of TREM-1 on TAMs decreases significantly with tumor growth, which is a feature of lung cancer TAMs. In addition, TREM-1 activation can promote TAM to secrete IL-1β in the intervention of LPS (195). This also indicates that the low expression level of TREM-1 in TAMs may affect the pro-inflammatory effect of TAMs, which is beneficial to tumor growth. Complement component 9 (C9) plays a critical role in killing tumors in vitro. C9 is specifically expressed in most alveolar macrophages (AMs) in adjacent lung tissues, but only a few tumor TAMs in NSCLC tissues. More importantly, the percentage of C9 positive cells in AMs or TAMs is related to the increase in tumoricidal activity. In fact, the hypoxic tumor microenvironment can shift the phenotype of macrophages from M1 to M2 and down-regulate the expression of C9 in TAMs (196), which means that improving the hypoxic environment of tumors is an important strategy for tumor treatment. Surfactant protein A (SP-A) is a large multimeric protein that exists in the airways and alveoli of the lung. In addition to performing immunomodulatory functions in infectious respiratory diseases, SP-A can also be used as a marker for lung adenocarcinoma. The deletion of SFTPA1 (alias, SPA) gene in NSCLCs is associated with tumor progression. However, overexpression of SP-A in lung adenocarcinoma cells can inhibit the progression of lung cancer by promoting the M1 polarization of TAMs to recruit and activate NK cells (171). These studies also provide new potential targets for tumor immunotherapy.



Target Interaction Receptors on TAMs and Tumor Cells

After intervention therapy with anti-CD47 antibody, macrophages can be induced to phagocytose tumor cells (77). However, CD47-blocking as a monotherapy shows limited anti-tumor effects in the pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) model, which may be related to the limited phagocytosis of macrophages after CD47 blockade. Fortunately, it has been found that CpG oligodeoxynucleotide, a toll-like receptor agonist, can directly activate TLR9 to trigger an innate immune response. In addition, its stimulation can cause changes in the central carbon metabolism of macrophages to enhance the anti-tumor activity of macrophages (2). It is worth noting that mitochondrial DNA (mtDNA) contains a large number of unmethylated CpG sequences (197). It is speculated that treatment with mtDNA to target macrophages in tumors may enhance their anti-tumor activity. In addition, therapeutic blockade of the CD24 and SIGLEC10 interaction and the MHC class I molecules and LILRB1 interaction accompanied with enhanced TAM phagocytosis towards tumor cells (78, 79). The expression of PD-1 in TAMs is negatively correlated with the phagocytic ability against tumor cells. Blockade of PD-1/PD-L1 axis in vivo can increase macrophage phagocytosis, reduce tumor growth, and prolong the survival time of mice tumor model (80). These results mean that interfering with the interaction of these targets between tumor cells and macrophages can provide new therapeutic strategies for tumor immunotherapy. Furthermore, the latest research found that PSGL-1 is a new macrophage checkpoint. Importantly, targeting PSGL-1 with an antagonist antibody can repolarize M2 macrophages to M1 type (144).




Inhibition of Tumor Angiogenesis

Endostatin has been proven to effectively inhibit the angiogenesis and growth of endothelial cells. Endostatin can reduce the number of M2 macrophages and increase the number of M1 macrophages in tumor tissues, and promote the infiltration of CD8+ T cells into tumors. In addition, endostatin can reduce the expression levels of VEGF, TGF-β, IL-6, and IL-17 in tumor tissues, increase the expression levels of IFN-γ and HIF-1α, suppressing growth and angiogenesis of tumors (174). Besides, QRHX intervention can reduce the infiltration of TAMs in tumor tissues of lung cancer mice, reduce the expression of IL-6, TNF-α, ARG-1, CD31, and VEGF, and increase the expression of inducible NO synthase (iNOS). It is worth noting that CXCL12/CXCR4 and JAK2/STAT3 are important molecules involved in M2 polarization. QRHX also reduces the expression of CXCL12/CXCR4 and the phosphorylation of JAK2/STAT3 in tumor tissues (175). These results also indicate that QRHX may induce the conversion of M2 type macrophages to M1 type macrophages, reducing tumor tissue angiogenesis. Besides, IFNγ and/or celecoxib, the cyclooxygenase-2 inhibitor, treatment constantly suppress tumor growth in mouse lung cancer models. Mechanistically, IFNγ or celecoxib increases the percentage of M1 macrophages and decreases the percentage of M2 macrophages in tumors. In addition, they also reduce the density of MMP-2, MMP-9, VEGF, and microvessels in tumors (176). Furthermore, the IL-6 secreted by tumor cells and stromal cells contributes to tumor progression and angiogenesis, but the expression of cPLA2 in macrophages is critical to the release of IL-6 from tumor cells. The loss of cytoplasmic phospholipase A2 (cPLA2) in macrophages can reduce the secretion of IL-6 by tumor cells and prevent the progression and metastasis of lung cancer (177), which indicates that cPLA2 plays a key role in tumor progression, and targeting the expression of cPLA2 in TAMs can provide new therapeutic strategies for the clinical treatment of tumors.




Summary

There is a complex crosstalk between tumor cells and TAMs in tumors. Macrophages have the function of engulfing and killing tumor cells. However, a large number of TAMs infiltrated in the tumor microenvironment not only kill tumor cells, but also support tumor growth and metastasis. Specifically, first, tumor cells secrete a large number of chemokines to recruit macrophages into tumor tissues, such as CCL2, CCL3, CCL5, and so on. Then, after the macrophages recruited to the tumor tissue, the tumor cells secrete a variety of cytokines to regulate the signaling pathway of the macrophages, and then promote their differentiation into M2 macrophages. Finally, TAMs differentiated into M2 type maintain tumor growth by promoting tumor cell growth, invasion, and metastasis, inhibiting the killing of tumor cells by immune cells, and angiogenesis in tumor tissues. Importantly, these processes are intimately related to the inflammatory TME. How to regulate the inflammatory TME is the key to improving the immunosuppressive TME. Moreover, the large number of bacteria present in tumor tissues may be an important cause of the inflammatory TME. Therefore, targeting microbes in tumors may be the key to restore tumor phagocytosis of TAMs. There are also numerous corresponding strategies to limit the supporting effect of TAMs on tumor growth. The main strategy is to limit the recruitment of monocytes, which reduces the accumulation of TAMs in tumor tissues, and target TAMs receptors or block key cytokines secreted by tumor cells to reprogram TAMs into M1 macrophages with anti-tumor activity. Because a single antibody targeting TAMs therapy may cause other immune cells to compensately infiltrate the tumor tissue, and then continue to maintain the inflammatory TME, there are certain limitations. In the future, multiple methods should be considered to target TAMs. For example, multi-site targeted combined drug therapy or a suitable high-salt diet may have a better therapeutic effect. In addition, the current clinical trials on TAMs-targeted treatments in animals is still in a lagging stage, and further improvement is urgently needed. It is worth noting that recent studies have found that RXRβ is a new marker on the surface of TAMs. Targeting RXRβ can distinguish TAMs from macrophages in other tissues (116). Similarly, it is found that a new type of bivalent glycosylated targeting ligand packaging nanoparticles can utilize CD206 to selectively target anti-inflammatory M2 macrophages (198). These studies provide new drug carrier tools and targeted markers for targeting M2 macrophages. Nowadays, the drug resistance and heterogeneity of cancer stem cells are the fundamental reasons for the failure of radiotherapy, chemotherapy, and immunotherapy. How to eliminate cancer stem cells in tumor tissues is of great importance. In addition, recent studies have concluded that the growth of cancer stem cells is extremely dependent on methionine (199). These research results provide crucial treatment ideas and strategies for cancer treatment.
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Immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) have ushered in a new era of cancer therapy; however, ICIs are only effective in selective patients. The efficacy of ICIs is closely related to the tumor microenvironment. Fever for a long time was thought to directly regulate the immune response, and artificial “fever” from hyperthermia modulates the tumor immune microenvironment by providing danger signals with heat shock proteins (HSPs) as well as subsequent activation of immune systems. Encouraging results have been achieved in preclinical studies focused on potential synergetic effects by combining hyperthermia with ICIs. In this review, we summarized a cluster of immune-related factors that not only make hyperthermia a treatment capable of defending against cancer but also make hyperthermia a reliable treatment that creates a type I-like tumor microenvironment (overexpression of PD-L1 and enrichment of tumor infiltrating lymphocytes) in complementary for the enhancement of the ICIs. Then we reviewed recent preclinical data of the combination regimens involving hyperthermia and ICIs that demonstrated the combined efficacy and illustrated possible approaches to further boost the effectiveness of this combination.
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Introduction

Immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) aim to reverse the immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment (TME) have ushered in a new era of cancer treatment. Efficacy of ICIS-based cancer immunotherapy relies on the immune status in TME. TME is composed of tumor cells, immune/inflammatory cells, stromal cells, blood/lymph vessels, cytokines, secreted proteins, RNAs, and small organelles (1). Through signal transduction and intercellular interactions, TME constitutes and modulates the cancer-immunity cycle (2). Based on the immune status of TME, tumors can be classified as “cold” and “hot” in which “cold” tumors often have a low response rate to anti-PD-1/PD-L1 mAb due to reduced tumor mutation, less T-cell infiltration, less PD-L1 expression and enrichment in immunosuppressive cells (3). Anti-angiogenesis treatment, radiotherapy, or chemotherapy increases the treatment efficacy of ICIs by transforming the immune status of TME through exposure of tumor-specific antigens, normalization of the endothelium, attraction of immune cells, etc. (4–6) Hyperthermia can also modulate the immune status of TME and influence the immune system through cytotoxic effects of high temperatures (7).

Hyperthermia is a method of killing cancer cells or impeding their growth by increasing tissue temperature with an external heat source for a certain period of time. Hippocrates, the father of modern medicine said, “Those who cannot be cured by surgery can be cured by heat. Those who cannot be cured by heat, they are indeed incurable.” Early studies found that fever was correlated with spontaneous tumor regression. Since the last century, hyperthermia has been widely used for patients with both locoregional and advanced cancers in prostate cancer, melanoma, bladder cancer, esophageal cancer, and cervical cancer. The combination of hyperthermia and radio-/chemotherapy has also shown effectiveness for tumor control in numerous clinical studies. Hyperthermia can be classified as local (microwaves, radio waves, or ultrasound), regional (hyperthermic intraperitoneal chemotherapy), and whole body hyperthermia depending on the organ to be targeted. While based on temperature ranges, hyperthermia can be classified as fever-range temperature hyperthermia (39–40°C), mild temperature hyperthermia (heat shock temperature, 41–43°C), and thermal ablation (cytotoxic temperature, >43°C). Magnetic nanoparticle hyperthermia, cryo-thermal therapy, and photothermal therapy are newly developed treatments that also belong to the category of hyperthermia.

Hyperthermia modulates the immune status of tumor microenvironment by providing danger signals with HSPs as well as subsequent activation of immune systems. The immunomodulatory effects not only make hyperthermia a treatment capable of defending against cancer but also make hyperthermia a reliable treatment that creates a type I-like tumor microenvironment (overexpression of PD-L1 and enrichment of tumor infiltrating lymphocytes) in complementary for the enhancement of the ICIs. Below, we summarize a cluster of immune-related factors that are inducible by hyperthermia, highlighting the complementary effect of hyperthermia on immunogenicity and immunoreactivity in the tumor microenvironment for the enhancement of ICIs. Then we reviewed recent preclinical data of the combination regimens involving hyperthermia and ICIs that demonstrated the combined efficacy and illustrated possible approaches to further boost the effectiveness of this combination.



Hyperthermia Increases Tumor DNA Damage

The T cell-based immune system frequently responds to neoantigens that arise as a consequence of accumulated DNA damage, known as the tumor mutation burden (8, 9). High tumor mutation achieves a higher response rate to PD-1/PD-L1 mAb and gets a higher objective tumor remission rate. Hyperthermia directly and indirectly induces DNA damage in addition to interacting and interfering with various DNA repair cascades, all of which contribute to mutations in the tumor genome and the production of neoantigens (8, 10). Briefly, hyperthermia can directly induce the DNA damage response by promoting single stranded break (SBS), double stranded break (DBS), histone H2AX with phosphorylated C-terminal serines (γ-H2AX) foci formation and ataxia-telangiectasia mutated protein(ATM) phosphorylation and decelerating DNA replication and repair (downregulate DNA polymerases and topoisomerases activity), and indirectly activate DNA damage response and induce tumor suppressor alternative reading frame (ARF) by promoting ROS production, cell cycle arrest, cell cycle checkpoint arrest, cell death, decelerate DNA replication. Moreover, hyperthermia can significantly promote DNA damage in tumor stem cells that are resistant to most classical treatment regimens, which would be more effective for the formation of tumor neoantigens (11). In addition, exosomes extracted from heat-stressed tumor cells (HS-TEX) induce a bystander effect that can transform DNA damage from heat-stressed tumor cells to the non-heated ones (12). The enhanced irreversible cellular DNA damage accumulation was further proven by that hyperthermia is applied as a complement in treatment combining chemotherapy or irradiation to induce irreversible cellular DNA damage (13). Nevertheless, the identification of neoantigens requires the mapping of tumor-specific genetic aberrations using whole-exosome sequencing, in silico predictions, mass spectrometry, and T cell assays (9).



Hyperthermia Is a Strong ICD Inducer

Despite mutations and neoantigens for the potential initiation of immunity, only immunogenic characteristic defined by immunogenic cell death (ICD) triggers an immune response. ICD is a novel concept that has emerged during the last decade. ICD depends on the concomitant generation of reactive oxygen species (ROS, Type I) and activation of endoplasmic reticulum stress (ER stress, Type II) (14, 15) to function as “enabler” and “eat me” signals to recruited immune cells (16–18). ICD has emerged as an important sign of a favorable immunogenic TME that provides the various functional immunological cell infiltration and cytokines (15, 19). Clinical studies have suggested that pre-treatment with ICD inducers sensitizes cells to immune checkpoint blockade treatment (20). Though discussed frequently, hyperthermia is a kind of ICD inducer. Below, we will discuss hyperthermia-induced ICD from two aspects including ICD-related biological events (ER stress, ROS, and apoptosis) and the accompanying generated damage-associated molecular patterns (DAMPs) with an emphasis on HSP.


Hyperthermia-Induced ICD Depends on ER Stress and ROS

“Fever”-induced apoptotic, necrotic, or even live cancer cells constitute a relevant natural mode of tumor-associated antigen (TAA) (21, 22). Hyperthermia generates different modes of TAA depending on the temperature change. Generally, temperature at the fever range (37–41°C) leads to a protective function for cancer cells with presentation of their constituents, while temperatures of 41–43°C promote cell death predominantly by apoptosis with a balance between pro-apoptosis and anti-apoptosis. As temperature rises even higher, the pro-apoptosis becomes dominant. While temperatures rise above 43°C (thermal ablation range), tumor cells experience the destruction mainly by necrosis (23).

Thermal ablation induced necrosis is a pathologic cell death that can produce immunogenic inflammatory response (24). Unlike thermal ablation, fever range hyperthermia can only influence cell membrane fluidity and stability, change cell morphology, and influence intracellular sodium–calcium levels (25). At this temperature, the heat shock response and ER stress can occur simultaneously. Heat shock response-induced HSPs can either diminish the activation or relieve ER stress by activating a negative feedback system of the unfolded protein response (UPR) to avoid excessive activation (26) and can protect tumor cells against both caspase-dependent and caspase-independent apoptosis triggered by oxidative stress (27). Additionally, eIF2α phosphorylation, the hallmark of ICD (28, 29), was rarely induced at this temperature (30). While temperature rises between the “fever range” and “thermal ablation range” at 41–43°C, tumor cells died predominantly by apoptosis with a balance between pro-apoptosis and anti-apoptosis. This process involves the induction of CHOP, the alterations in calcium levels and the activation of ER proteases, calpain–calpastatin proteolytic system and caspase mediated apoptosis (30, 31). This process also accompanies with the upregulation of eIF2α phosphorylation. While both low (43°C) and high (45°C) hyperthermic exposures were capable of inducing cell death by activating apoptotic pathways, mild hyperthermia (43°C) triggers the apoptotic response in a more regulated manner in order to sustain apoptotic cell death (31).

Traditional view holds that apoptosis is non-immunogenic and does not induce an inflammatory response. However, recent studies have suggested that certain kinds of treatment that induce tumor cell apoptosis can also release DAMPs and induce ICD. Calreticulin (CRT) exposure, high mobility group box 1 (HMGB1) release, and adenosine triphosphate (ATP) secretion are essential factors for cell death to be considered ICD (32). In fact, heat-shock conditioning of cancer cells increased their CRT plasma membrane translocation and induced the release of HMGB1 protein. Moreover, both CRT and HMGB1 mobilization were associated with enhanced antigen cross-presentation and antigen present cell maturation after hyperthermia at mild temperature range of 41–43°C (33, 34). It remains to be elucidated that hyperthermia related apoptosis can induce ICD, but apoptosis induced by hyperthermia is involved in the ICD generation (35–37). Nevertheless, considering the ICD-related biological events of ER stress, ROS, and apoptosis and the accompanying generated DAMPs, hyperthermia can be regarded as an ICD inducer as well as other treatments (32, 38). Whereas, it should be noted that hyperthermia-induced ER stress or apoptosis is fostered by focused ROS rather than by secondary or collateral ER stress effects, which were thought to be more effective for ICD-associated immunogenicity (15). Moreover, this referred ICD is different from pathologic necrosis cell death caused by tumor ablation (39).



HSPs Are Among the Most Important DAMPs Induced by Hyperthermia

Hyperthermia induces various kinds of DAMPs, including HMGB1, CRT, and ATP. In addition, study by proteomic profiling found quantitative proteins regulated by heat shock treatment that can be described as potential DAMPs or candidates for further immunological analysis (40). However, the current paradigm of the immunogenicity of hyperthermia mainly relies on HSPs and activated Toll-like receptor-4 (TLR-4) signaling pathways for the initiation of tumor-specific immune responses (38, 41). Here, we discuss various forms of HSPs and the suitable temperature for maximized immunity.

HSPs are a group of highly conserved chaperone proteins synthesized under pressure in a wide range of tumor cells containing HSP70, HSP60, HSP90, and small HSPs. Elevated HSPs are usually associated with poor prognosis in most cancer types. However, these overexpressed HSPs after hyperthermia are also associated with enhanced immune response. There are three forms of HSP: intracellular, membrane, and extracellular HSPs. Intracellular HSPs promote the maintenance of the innate structures and functions of their client proteins by facilitating protein folding when the cells are under homeostatic challenges (42). Unlike intracellular HSPs, studies found that small fractions of several heat-stress cognates are located at or near the cytoplasm inside the membrane along with cytoskeletal proteins, and that additional submembranous localization of HSPs may be a part of cellular responses to heat that associated with membrane damage (43). Whereas, later research found that this membrane HSP70 might also serve as a tumor-specific target for the cytolytic attack of CD56bright/CD94+ natural killer (NK) cells (25, 44). While, extracellular HSPs released from tumor cells are regarded as potent adjuvants to facilitate the presentation of tumor antigens and the induction of anti-tumor immunity (45, 46).

In accordance with relationship between biological events and temperature, HSPs start to release at 41°C and reach a maximum at 43°C but begin to diminish at 45°C (47). To achieve the optimal extracellular HSP synthesis for anti-tumor immune activation, Lin et al. developed a model to predict the optimal temperature and exposure time by involving factors such as different cell lines, cell incubation times, and heat administration methods into the model. They found that the maximum extracellular HSP synthesis was at 43°C, so was the maximum modulatory effect for tumor regression and decreased metastasis. When the temperature was further increased, HSP synthesis decreased, and the immune modulatory effect of hyperthermia was also downregulated (48). Whereas, through bioinformatic approach, Duzgun et al. identified a series of molecules that determine the thermoresistance and immunogenic cell death in thermotherapy through estimating the percentage of the two kinds of denatured proteins. They found that thermoresistance along with ICD both existed in a broad temperature windows, and that average Tm (50% of the protein is unfolded) of DAMPs (63.42°C) is remarkably higher compared to the thermal ablation temperature due to the function to interact with their pattern recognition receptors (PRRs) even under thermal stress (49). Although the suitable temperature for maximized immunity remains unclear, these models offer ways to rationally explore suitable conditions to exploit hyperthermia.




Hyperthermia Enhanced the Immune Response in Multiple Steps

With increased tumor mutation burden and ICD, immunity is either activated or enhanced by hyperthermia for the subsequent immune response in multiple steps of the cancer-immunity cycle. Hyperthermia-activated immunity appears to be specific, persistent, and memorable. This activated immunity not only makes hyperthermia a capable treatment to defend against cancer but also orient it as a reliable treatment that can facilitate the efficacy of ICIs.


Hyperthermia Promotes APCs’ Activation

It has been established for years that mild thermal stress regulates DCs’ activities to control infections and tumor growth (50, 51). Although APCs’ activation is not directly associated with the prognosis of PD-1/PD-L1 mAb treatment, APCs’ activation directly influences tumor-specific T cell responses. APCs’ activation includes antigen presentation and APC maturation. During the process of antigen presentation, hyperthermia mainly regulates “phagocytosis checkpoints” by enhancing the immunogenic “eat me” signals and repressing tolerogenic “eat me” signals as well as “do not eat me” signals (52). Specifically, phagocytosis of APCs is mainly enhanced by immunogenic “eat me” signals of DAMPs through receptor-mediated endocytosis via PRR. Moreover, hyperthermia represses the “do not eat me” signal through decreasing the expression of CD47 in the cell surface (53). In addition, hyperthermia can also inhibit tolerogenic “eat me” signals by transforming immature APCs and/or APCs exhibiting immunosuppressive phenotypes (M2 macrophages, N2 neutrophils, myeloid-derived suppressor cells) to a relatively mature one (54, 55). This transformations include infiltrating activated monocytes into the tumor microenvironment (56), inducing immature DCs to differentiate into DCs (45), promoting macrophage polarization to the M1 type that exerts pro-inflammatory effects, and promoting the release of inflammatory factors (57, 58). In fact, significantly increased phagocytosis rates of macrophages and DCs have been seen; moreover, this process seems to be temperature sensitive (>43°C).

Along with antigen presentation, APCs initiate a process of maturation by increasing the expression of MHC I, MHC II molecules and costimulatory molecules, and migrating to the draining lymph node. This process can be mediated by antigen presentation, TLR agonists, the standard maturation cocktail of pro-inflammatory cytokines (59), and physiological temperature stress of 40–41°C (50, 51). Traditional views hold that hyperthermia-induced ICD is among the strategies to improve the efficacy of dendritic cell-based immunotherapy for specific cancer types (60). However, studies have suggested that merely heating tumor cells cannot activate immature DCs. Only when tumor cells and immature DCs are both under sequential hyperthermia treatment, can the immature DCs be effectively activated. This result suggests that DCs’ maturation not only depends on danger signals with HSPs but also on hyperthermia itself independently (61). Further studies proposed that fever-range hyperthermia promote DCs from a quiescent status to an activated status by promoting the metabolic reprogramming in them (62, 63). The authors proposed that hyperthermia increased the expression of insulin-like growth factor binding protein 6 (IGFBP-6) and HSP70, whose autocrine mechanism increases the glycolysis, decreases the activity of the mitochondrial respiratory chain and consequent oxidative phosphorylation (OxPhos), enhances the production of NO and ROS, and promotes the mitochondrial Ca2+ overload. It should also be noted that this metabolic reprogramming of DCs functions more like a kind of checkpoint in DCs’ activation or maturation, and this process is an early event for the accomplishment of cell-specific immunologic adaptation.



Hyperthermia Corrects Dysfunctional CD4 T Cell Immune Response

CD4 T cells display a large degree of plasticity to differentiate into Th1, Th2, Th17, and regulatory T cells (Tregs) in response to different tumor environments (64, 65). Th1 cells along with its generated chemokines exert prominent anti-tumor activity by blocking the formation of new blood vessels as well as promoting recruitment of tumor-killing immune cells. Intra-tumoral FoxP3 + Tregs impede effective immune response against cancer and impaired the efficacy of PD-1/PD-L1 mAb. In contrast to function of Tregs, Th17 cells may be prominent candidates for adoptive T-cell therapy (66–68). Functional systemic CD4 T cell immunity is essential for effector cytotoxic T lymphocyte (CTL) priming, memory CTL development, and effective PD-1/PD-L1 blockade (69, 70). Hyperthermia showed the potential of correcting dysfunctional CD4 T cell immune response by drifting CD4 T cells to Th1 and transforming Treg cells into Th17 cells to rebuild a favorable TME that can effectively respond to anti-PD-1/PD-L1 mAb.

DC maturation induced by thermal therapy is a prerequisite for CD4 T cell differentiation (57, 71). Besides fever-range hyperthermia (39–40°C) inhibits Th2 and Treg growth, induces spleen Th1 and Tc1 proliferation, and promotes Th1 cell-associated secretion of IL-2, IFN-γ and TNF-α in spleen (72). While cryothermal therapy not only reduced the percentage of Tregs and myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) in spleen, lung and blood but also promoted CD4+ T cell’s differentiation into predominant CD4+ CTL, Th1, Th2, and Tfh subsets (73). Moreover, compared with radiotherapy alone, combined radiotherapy with hyperthermia regulated the tumor microenvironment and upregulated the Th1/Th2 ratio (74). In addition, HS-TEX can elicit Th1-polarized immune responses by increasing the production of IgG2a and IFN-γ in sensitized tumors (75). Besides, preclinical studies have shown the potential of hyperthermia to promote Th1-related immunity and repress the function of Treg cells. Last, the correcting of dysfunctional CD4 T cell by hyperthermia has also been proven by that patients with tumor treated with hyperthermia showed increases in Th17 cells and decreases in Tregs in the peripheral blood (76).



Hyperthermia Creates a Favorable Inflammatory Tumor Microenvironment

It is highly dependent on cytokines and chemokines for “cold” tumors with low response rate to PD-1/PD-L1 mAb to transform to a “hot” one that is infiltrated with immune cells in tumor sites. Serum cytokine analysis revealed that hyperthermia at 41°C for 30 min induces an intratumoral inflammatory cytokines and chemokines to increase in enhanced T-cell trafficking (77). Specifically, mild hyperthermia increases the expression of L-selectin, P-selectin, and intercellular cell adhesion molecule-1(ICAM-1) in the vessel wall (78–80) and drives the production of a number of pro-inflammatory cytokines and chemokines (i.e. interleukin−1β, IL-6, IL-8, IL-10, and CCL22) (77, 81). This inflammatory cytokines and chemokines act at multiple discrete steps that favor lymphocyte infiltrate to the tumor microenvironment and attack solid tumors in the immune cascade.

Among cytokines and chemokines induced by thermal stress, IL-6 plays a pivotal role in the tumor immune microenvironment. Specifically, cryo-thermal therapy-induced IL-6-rich acute pro-inflammatory response promotes DC phenotypic maturation, CD4(+) T cell differentiation, and Th1 anti-tumor immunity (71, 82). In addition, hyperthermia induces M1 macrophages to secrete CXCL10 and IL-6 to induce CD4 T cell differentiation into Th1 and CD4 CTL cells, and reduce MDSC aggregation (57). Moreover, IL-6 stimulated by HS-TEX promotes Treg transformation to Th17 cells and induces CD4 T and CD8 T cell-dependent immune responses (76). Though IL-6 also drives tumor growth and promotes survival of neoplastic cells, these tumor-promoting activities are completely counteracted by the effect of T lymphocyte infiltration into the tumor site with a result of tumor cell killing and tumor regression (81, 83). However, most of the research was conducted under physiological temperature stress of 40–41°C. Moreover, hyperthermia alone seems insufficient for tumor cell regression for the result that combination of an artificial cytokine storm and hyperthermia rather than hyperthermia itself can effectively promote the anti-tumor response (84).



HS-TEX Extracted After Hyperthermia Acts as Tumor Vaccine

Exosomes are small membrane vesicles of endocytic origin that have a typical bilayer-membrane structure shuttling from donor cells to recipient cells to communicate and transport information between different cells. In response to a variety of stress conditions, cells employ extracellular vesicle to transmit a pro-survival message in the tumor microenvironment for evasion of cell death and transmitting resistance to therapy (85). Heat stress not only promotes the release of TEX (quantity) (86) but also promotes TEX to pack with more positive immunomodulators (HSP70, adhesion molecules, chemokines) rather than negative regulators (fasL, TGF-β) (87).

HS-TEX is a reliable tumor vaccine for tumor-specific immune response. A study suggested that HS-TEX extracted from ascites of gastric cancer can induce DCs’ differentiation and promote tumor-specific immune response (88). Whereas, intra-tumoral injection of HS-TEX derived from colon cancer cells and B lymphoma with hyperthermia efficiently induced tumor-specific anti-tumor immunity in mouse models (89, 90). Besides, HS-TEX can activate DCs to release IL-6 to trigger subsequent transformation of the immune microenvironment to reduce Tregs and promote the chemotaxis of T cells to tumors (76). Contents in the HS-TEX plays an important role for its function in TME. HSP-70 abundant exosomes recruit more NK cells and promote the killing of NK cells better than that of apoptotic fragments and HSP-70 knockout exosomes (91). Chemokines in HS-TEX recruit and activate DCs and tumor-specific T cells through a lipid raft-dependent pathway to promote tumor immune response. Despite the promising role of HS-TEX in TME, a study also suggested a bystander effect induced by HS-TEX from tumor cells that promotes the survival of unstressed ones (12). Moreover, PD-L1 can also express in TEX for immune evasion, but this expression cannot be neutralized by anti-PD-L1 mAb treatment (92). The sophisticated role of HS-TEX in the TME remains to be elucidated in vivo rather than as a vaccine. (Thus, this part is presented in Figure 1 marked with dotted lines.)




Figure 1 | Hyperthermia creates a type I-like tumor microenvironment, and the multifaceted mechanisms make hyperthermia a potent immune checkpoint inhibitor sensitizer. (1) Hyperthermia increases the tumor mutation burden/neoantigen and promotes immunogenic cell death. These two aspects promote DC activation maturation and thus transform the immunosuppressive microenvironment by inhibiting Treg cells and promoting tumor-infiltrating lymphocyte recruitment. (2) Hyperthermia can directly promote DC and T cell maturation. (3) Exosomes extracted from heat-stressed tumor cells (HS-TEX) act as a cancer vaccine to activate DCs and promote cells to secrete IL-6 to transform the immunosuppressive TME (marked with dotted lines) (4) Hyperthermia can upregulate PD-L1 expression in an elevated temperature.





Hyperthermia Promotes CD8 T Cell’s Quantity and Quality

Despite the presence and activation of several immunologic components in the TME, tumor cells are not easily eradicated (93). Mechanisms involved in this impaired response are attributed to the immune suppressive agents in the TME, including the depletion of naïve anti-tumor T cells during thymic lymphocyte development, unresponsiveness of CTLs due to impaired of costimulatory or enhanced coinhibitory molecules, prolonged presence of immunosuppressive cells and along with secreted inhibitory molecules from those cells (94). Consequently, although immune cells are found in the TME, they are not fully effective (95, 96). Hyperthermia can break this barrier by promoting antigen-specific naive CD8 T cell differentiation, enhancing the cytotoxic potential of T cells and promoting memory stem T cell generation.

CD8 T cells’ differentiation and function of cytotoxicity are both temperature-sensitive events. Study researched the number of Melan-A/Mart-1-specific CD8 T cells in patients after isolated limb perfusion with hyperthermia and found a small increase in tumor-specific T-cells in a subpopulation of patients with melanoma, demonstrating the potential of thermal therapy in the activation and differentiation of immune effector cells in the tumor microenvironment (97). Another study showed that heat-shocked pre-treated melanoma cell lysates promote the proportion of a prototypic effector T cells (PD-1loCD8 T cell) in the TME to prevent dysfunctional T-cell accumulation and inhibit tumor growth (98). The result that hyperthermia promotes naive CD8 T cells’ differentiation are also proved by a study that CD8+ T cells under heat stress (39.5°C) can differentiate into effector cells by reversible clustering of GM1(+) CD-microdomains in the plasma membrane, clustering of TCRβ and the CD8 coreceptor, and enhancing the rate of CD8+ T cell-APC conjugate formation in all spleen, lymph nodes, and peripheral blood T cells. While during the phase of cytotoxicity, the ability IFN-gamma production and cytotoxicity effect of effector CD8+ T cell are also enhanced after hyperthermia (99, 100). The enhanced cytotoxicity effect is associated with the expression of HSF1 that upregulates fas ligand expression by translocation of the transcription factors AP-1 and NF-κB (101). Some researchers believe that exhaustion of CTLs is due to impaired formation of memory T cells (102). Studies have shown that hyperthermia induces differentiation of CD8+ T cells into memory stem T cells (TSCM) (103) and could possibly redistribute the memory T cells of patients with tumor (104). Thus based on the results of enhanced T-cell trafficking and promoted CD8 T cell immunity, hyperthermia can effectively target at the TME to edit the immunity for cancer treatment.




Hyperthermia Promotes the Expression of Coinhibitory Molecules

Despite the reliable effects of hyperthermia on the immunogenicity and immunoreactivity of tumors, hyperthermia can also upregulate the expression of coinhibitory molecules. Studies have shown that heating in the range of 37–49°C successively upregulated the expression of PD-L1 and IDO on the surface of tumor cells. They found that with time, the expression of IDO increased at 48 h after the heat treatment and then decreased at 72h. Whereas, the expression of PD-L1 have the highest expression at 72 h. Moreover, the upregulated PD-L1 expression not only showed in tumor margins but also in distant tumors after hyperthermia (ablation temperature) (105–107). It remains to be elucidated that the upregulated coinhibitory molecules of PD-L1, PD-1, and Tim-3 are a cellular protective responses to avoid excessive immune activation or a byproducts from heat shock response when cells under damage. It should be noted that the upregulated coinhibitory molecules on tumor cells can also lead to impaired function of CD8 T cell. However, this upregulated immune checkpoint molecule can be neutralized by ICIs, and synergetic effect has been achieved for the combined hyperthermia and ICIs for tumor remission (see the following section). Thus, based on the foregoing reference that hyperthermia can either activate or enhance the immune response and upregulate PD-L1 in several kinds of tumors, we propose that treatment with hyperthermia creates a type I like tumor immune microenvironment with tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) and upregulates PD-L1 to work in complement with ICIs for cancer treatment (Figure 1).



Preclinical Data Combining Hyperthermia and ICIs

Discussed and researched for centuries, hyperthermia is seldom applied as a mainstream therapy or an adjuvant approach for cancer therapy. Clinical studies have researched the combination treatment of hyperthermia with cytokines and DCs; however, the results are conflicting. The reasons are mainly attributed to tumor tissue selection, antigen load in vitro and in vivo, and whether DCs could be recruited effectively. Despite the conflicting results of hyperthermia with traditional immune treatment and the constraint of antigen masking or shielding, thermoresistance, the bystander effect of HS-TEX and possible high expression of PD-L1 in HS-TEX, preclinical research of the combination regimens involving hyperthermia and ICIs has achieved optimistic results. However, hyperthermia is mainly restricted to nanoparticle-mediated hyperthermia and radiofrequency ablation.

Nanoparticle-mediated hyperthermia is a localized non-invasive treatment with controllable irradiation that has emerged as a new paradigm towards precise cancer therapy. Nanoparticle-mediated hyperthermia includes photothermal therapy and magnetic hyperthermia. Studies have found that the combination of ICIs (CTLA-4, PD-L1, IDO) and nanoparticle-mediated hyperthermia can promote antigen capture, enhance ICD effect, inhibit Treg cells’ function, promote M1 macrophages’ differentiation, recruit several folds of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes, and achieve lasting memory for the inhibition of tumor growth in primary and distant sites (106–114). The synergetic role of heat and ICIs is further confirmed by results that enhanced tumor antigen-specific T cell responses and an increased Teff to Treg ratio in distant tumors with a combination of RFA and anti-PD-1 mAb administration (105). Despite the favorable results, several studies have shown limited results for complete tumor remission for ICIs with hyperthermia. Thus, triple combination strategies including ICIs with radio-/chemotherapy or TLR agonists have been studied, and they have also achieved favorable results with decreased tumor volume, increased metastatic dissemination, prevention of tumor rechallenge, and improved overall survival (115–126). A case report also found that hyperthermia and ipilimumab combined with IL-2 achieved complete clinical remission of stage IV triple-negative breast cancer with lung metastasis (127). Despite the favorable results, a preclinical study combining magnetic iron oxide nanoparticle hyperthermia and anti-PD-1 and anti-CTLA-4 with a 4T1-luc cell mouse model also showed decreased tumor volume but increased metastatic dissemination and no improvement in overall survival (128). In fact, a study has shown that tumors quickly overcame immune responses by inhibiting the function of CD8 and CD4 T cells, driving a shift to a higher Treg/Teff ratio and upregulating PD-L1/PD-1 expression, which result suggested that tumor microenvironment after hyperthermia is variable and is favorable for anti-PD-1/PD-L1mAb treatment for only a narrow time window (105). Thus, compared to similar studies mentioned above, the reasons may partially be attributed to the unsynchronized treatment of hyperthermia and ICIs, for which other reasons should be explored to avoid further clinical failure. Detailed information on the combination therapies is shown in Table 1.


Table 1 | Preclinical studies involving hyperthermia and immune checkpoint inhibitors.





Conclusions and Future Challenges

Providing danger signals and reforming immune cells in the TME, hyperthermia is involved in multiple steps of regulating pathways in the cancer-immunity cycle; the immunomodulatory effect not only makes hyperthermia a treatment capable of defending against cancer but also makes the regimens of hyperthermia and ICIs a promising treatment for clinical use. Two of the major concerns are whether this combination is sufficient for the initiation and clearance of the tumor and that the combination would not drag the result in the opposite direction, i.e., the super-progression of the tumor due to immunotolerance. For the first concern, selective combination with the known treatment would be a way for solution. In fact, both radiotherapy and chemotherapy can directly kill tumor cells, whose cell debris can be recognized as a tumor in situ vaccine that can promote the effect of ant-PD-1/PD-L1 mAb. Moreover, hyperthermia is a potent radio-/chemo-sensitizer via a series of supplementary cytotoxic effect (130). Thus, it is expected for efficacy of the triple combination of anti-PD-1/PD-L1 mAb, hyperthermia and radio/chemotherapy in clinics. Moreover, it also seems promising for PARPi, anti-angiogenesis treatments and other treatments to substitute radio/chemotherapy to combine with PD-1/PD-L1 mAb and hyperthermia for the treatment of tumors with low mutation, fewer neoantigens or disorganized tumor vessels. Thus, rational different combination therapies are promising for the eradication of tumors (131). For the second question, the authors believe that the patients should also be explored and selected for the combination, which point is also important for the first concern. Studies have found that certain gene mutations, such as KRAS, are more sensitive to hyperthermia as they exhibit sustained ERK signaling hyperactivation and increased Wingless/Integrated (WNT)/beta-catenin signalling (132). Moreover, using a bioinformatic approach, a series of molecules have been identified as determinants of resistance/sensitivity to thermotherapy (49). The results of the two studies offer ways for accurate selection when treated with hyperthermia. Last but not least, thermoequipment and procedures should be normalized with schedules based on the model system, the magnitude, the duration of the thermal stress, and the time of recovery after heat exposure (133). However, radiofrequency and local hyperthermia are the most commonly used hyperthermia regimens in clinical practice; they exploit ablation and mild temperature for treatment directly instead of the help of particle media. How they can be properly used with ICIs and whether they can achieve equally promising results remain to be elucidated.
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Background

SIGLEC family genes can also be expressed on tumor cells in different cancer types, and though it has been found that SIGLEC genes expressed by immune cells can be exploited by tumors to escape immune surveillance, functions of tumor derived SIGLEC expression in tumor microenvironment (TME) were barely investigated, which could play roles in cancer patients’ survival.



Methods

Using bioinformatic analysis, mutation status of SIGLEC family genes was explored through the cBioPortal database, and expression of them in different tumors was explored through the UALCAN database. The GEPIA database was used to compare SIGLEC family genes’ mRNA between cancers and to generate a highly correlated gene list in tumors. A KM-plotter database was used to find the association between SIGLEC genes and survival of patients. The associations between SIGLEC family genes’ expression, immune infiltration, and immune regulators’ expression in TME were generated and examined by the TIMER 2.0 database; the differential fold changes of SIGLEC family genes in specific oncogenic mutation groups of different cancer types were also yielded by TIMER 2.0. The networks of SIGLEC family genes and highly correlated genes were constructed by the STRING database, and gene ontology and pathway annotation of SIGLEC family highly correlated genes were performed through the DAVID database.



Results

SIGLEC family genes were highly mutated and amplified in melanoma, endometrial carcinoma, non-small cell lung cancer, bladder urothelial carcinoma, and esophagogastric adenocarcinoma, while deep deletion of SIGLEC family genes was common in diffuse glioma. Alteration of SIGLEC family genes demonstrated different levels in specific tumors, and oncogenic mutation in different cancer types could influence SIGLEC family genes’ expression. Most SIGLEC family genes were related to patients’ overall survival and progression free survival. Also, tumor derived SIGLEC family genes were related to tumor immune cell infiltration and may regulate TME by influencing chemokine axis.



Conclusion

Our computational analysis showed SIGLEC family genes expressed by tumor cells were associated with tumor behaviors, and they may also influence TME through chemokine axis, playing vital roles in patients’ survival. Further experiments targeting tumor derived SIGLEC family genes are needed to confirm their influences on tumor growth, metastasis, and immune environment regulation.





Keywords: pan-cancer, tumor immune microenvironment, tumor genesis, tumor progression, bioinformatic analysis



Introduction

SIGLEC family genes translate a group of proteins belonging to the immunoglobulin superfamily in mammal animals, and they can be divided into conservative (SIGLEC1, SIGLEC2, SIGLEC4, and SIGLEC15) and highly evolved (SIGLEC3, SIGLEC5, SIGLEC6, SIGLEC7, SIGLEC8, SIGLEC9, SIGLEC10, SIGLEC11, SIGLEC14, and SIGLEC16) teams, which are widely expressed on immune cell populations’ membrane, mainly involving endocytosis and immune regulation in various diseases (1–5). SIGLEC family genes’ protein on immune cells could bind to sialylated oligosaccharides, a type of glycoprotein, expressed by self or non-self cells, which in turn activate or inhibit immune cell function themselves or by binding to other functional kinase protein, providing targets for immune therapy (6).

It has been found that tumor cells can express sialylated ligands for SIGLEC receptors on immune cells, depressing immune cell function to escape immune surveillance, such as SIGLEC7 and SIGLEC9 on natural killer cell (7–12). However, SIGLEC family genes can also be expressed by tumor cells across cancer types, and recently, studies have found SIGLEC15 expressed by tumor cells or macrophages in mouse melanoma model could directly depress CD8+ T cell infiltration and function in tumor microenvironment through binding to presumptive target on CD8+ T cells (13–15). The explicit roles of tumor intrinsic SIGLEC family genes’ expression on patients’ survival, disease progression, and immune regulation in tumor microenvironment were still unknown, and we used bioinformatic analysis to find whether tumor derived expression of SIGLEC family genes played roles in those aspects, which could provide new thoughts for cancer immune therapy.



Materials and Methods


Mutation and Alteration Frequency of SIGLEC Family Genes

cBioPortal database (https://www.cbioportal.org) was used to explore the mutation frequency of SIGLEC family genes in 33 types of tumors (melanoma, endometrial carcinoma, esophagogastric adenocarcinoma, non-small cell lung cancer, colorectal adenocarcinoma, ovarian epithelial tumor, cervical squamous cell carcinoma, bladder urothelial carcinoma, esophageal squamous cell carcinoma, sarcoma, head and neck squamous cell carcinoma, pancreatic adenocarcinoma, hepatocellular carcinoma, leukemia, prostate adenocarcinoma, invasive breast carcinoma, ocular melanoma, diffuse glioma, non-seminomatous germ cell tumor, renal non-clear cell carcinoma, pleural mesothelioma, adrenocortical carcinoma, glioblastoma, renal clear cell carcinoma, cervical adenocarcinoma, cholangiocarcinoma, mature B-cell neoplasm, pheochromocytoma, miscellaneous neuroepithelial tumor, undifferentiated stomach adenocarcinoma, seminoma, well-differentiated thyroid cancer, thymic epithelial tumor), which is an integrative database for analysis of mutation in various cancer types, containing somatic mutation and copy number variation data from the cancer genome atlas (TCGA) database (https://www.cancer.gov/about-nci/organization/ccg/research/structural-genomics/tcga) and other published articles (16, 17). The data of each tumor in TCGA Pan-Cancer projects were selected for analysis and demonstration. The data of alteration frequency (amplification, deletion, mutation, fusion, log2 transformed expression>=2 or log2 transformed expression<=-2) of each SIGLEC family gene were also generated and downloaded from the official website for further analysis (Figure 1).




Figure 1 | Workflow of this study.





mRNA Expression Levels of SIGLEC Family Genes and Comparison Between Normal and Tumor Tissues

mRNA expression levels of SIGLEC family genes were compared between normal and tumor tissues of each cancer type, using the UALCAN database (http://ualcan.path.uab.edu), which is an official website for comprehensive analysis of cancer data from the TCGA database (18). The corresponding significance of examination in each comparison test was generated by website, and the results were marked with asterisks for illustration.



Influence of SIELCE Family Gene mRNA Expression on Patients’ Overall Survival and Progression Free Survival

The KM-plotter database (http://www.kmplot.com/analysis/index.php?p=service) was used to analyze the association between SIGLEC family genes’ mRNA expression and patients’ overall survival (OS) and progression free survival (PFS). KM-plotter database is an portal website for analysis of association between gene expression and patients survival, using data from previous performed analysis, such as data from TCGA Pan-cancer projects and GEO database, covering micro RNA, long non-coding RNA, mRNA, and epigenetic information (19). The hazard ratio, 95% confidence interval, and p value of each analysis were generated by website, and in this analysis, best cutoff p values were deployed to subgroup patients into high- and low-expression groups.



mRNA Expression of SIGLEC Family Genes in Single Tumor and the List of SIGLEC Family Highly Correlated Genes

The Gene Expression Profiling Interactive Analysis (GEPIA) database (http://gepia.cancer-pku.cn) is a comprehensive database for tumor gene expression analysis, providing a portal for analyzing specific genes in 32 types of cancer, using data from TCGA Pan-Cancer project and GTEx database (https://www.gtexportal.org) (20, 21). In this analysis, median expression of SIGLEC family genes (transcript per million base, TPM) in each tumor type were downloaded from the website for demonstration, and the first 50 highly correlated genes of each SIGLEC family gene in tumor were generated through the website and were combined as SIGLEC family highly correlated genes for further analysis.



Correlation Between SIGLEC Family Genes, Immune Infiltration, and Immune Regulators

TIMER 2.0 (http://cistrome.shinyapps.io/timer) is a web-derived tool for analysis of tumor immune infiltration, which provides scores of 6 types of infiltrating immune cells (B cell, CD4+ T cell, CD8+ T cell, myeloid-derived dendritic cell, macrophages, and neutrophils) in tumors (22, 23). The correlation between SIGLEC family genes and six types of infiltrating immune cell were examined in each of 32 cancers, the data of which were from the TCGA database, and the results of examination were downloaded for demonstration. The correlation between SIGLEC family genes and well-known immune regulators were also analyzed through TIMER 2.0 for demonstration. TIMER 2.0 can also analyze differentially expressed genes between specific oncogene mutation groups, and SIGLEC family genes were input for analysis of well-known oncogenic mutation in specific tumors.



Network of SIGLEC Family Genes and Highly Correlated Genes in Tumors

The networks of SIGLEC family genes and highly correlated genes were yielded by STRING database (https://string-db.org), which can construct network of selective genes given results of formerly examined correlation in articles (24). The results were downloaded from the website, and Cytoscape (version: 3.7.1) was used to illustrate the correlation (25). The cytoHubba tool in Cytoscape was used to procure the core network and the top-10 leading node genes (26).



Gene Ontology of SIGLEC Family Highly Correlated Genes

The DAVID database (https://david.ncifcrf.gov) was used for gene ontology annotation of SIGLEC family highly correlated genes, which is a useful web tool for functional annotation (biological process, cellular compartment, and molecular function) of gene lists, and is also a tool for gene symbol transformation (27). It can link to the KEGG database (https://www.kegg.jp) for pathway annotation (28).



Statistics

All statistical examinations were performed by database derived tools, and p value under 0.05 was considered significant. All heat maps in this analysis were constructed in R environment (version: 3.6.1), using R studio (version: 1.2.1335) and pheatmap (29–31). R package of graphics was used to construct a forrest graph of hazard ratio in survival analysis, and ggplot2, topGO, and clusterProfiler were used to generate the gene ontology graph (32–34).




Results


Alteration Frequency of SIGLEC Family Genes Across Different Cancer Types

SIGLEC family genes (SIGLEC1 or CD169, SIGLEC2 or CD22, SIGLEC3 or CD33, SIGLEC4 or MAG, SIGLEC5, SIGLEC6, SIGLEC7, SIGLEC8, SIGLEC9, SIGLEC10, SIGLEC11, SIGLEC14, SIGLEC15, SIGLEC16) were also expressed in tumor cells, and we used the cBioPortal database to find mutation status of SIGLEC family genes in different cancer types. Results showed mutation frequencies of SIGLEC1, SIGLEC2, and SIGLEC10 were relatively high among all SIGLEC family genes, and SIGLEC family genes were highly mutated in melanoma (except SIGLEC15 and SIGLEC16). However, in ocular melanoma, miscellaneous neuroepithelial tumor, seminoma, cholangiocarcinoma, undifferentiated stomach adenocarcinoma, pheochromocytoma, well-differentiated thyroid cancer, non-seminomatous germ cell tumor, cervical adenocarcinoma, and pheochromocytoma mutation of SIGLEC family genes were rare. Of notice, while most SIGLEC family genes rarely mutated in cholangiocarcinoma and undifferentiated stomach adenocarcinoma, SIGLEC10 and SIGLEC7 were respectively highly mutated in each of them. Alteration frequencies (mutation, amplification, deep deletion, and multiple mutation) of SIGLEC family genes were also high in endometrial carcinoma, non-small cell lung cancer, bladder urothelial carcinoma, and esophagogastric adenocarcinoma. For endometrial carcinoma, non-small cell lung cancer and bladder urothelial carcinoma, mutation, and amplification of SIGLEC family genes were both high; for esophagogastric adenocarcinoma, mutation, amplification, and deep deletion of SIGLEC family genes were all common. Also, in diffuse glioma, deep deletion of SIGLEC family genes was common in comparison to 32 other types of tumor, and SIGLEC15 seemed to be deeply deleted in various tumors, while SIGLEC16 was amplified in mutating cancer types (Figure 2).




Figure 2 | Mutation frequency of SIGLEC family genes across different cancer types in cBioPortal database. (A). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC1 across cancers. (B). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC2 across cancers. (C). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC3 across cancers. (D). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC4 across cancers. (E). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC5 across cancers. (F). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC6 across cancers. (G). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC7 across cancers. (H). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC8 across cancers. (I). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC9 across cancers. (J). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC10 across cancers. (K). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC11 across cancers. (L). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC14 across cancers. (M). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC15 across cancers. (N). Mutation frequency of SIGLEC16 across cancers.





Expression Levels of SIGLEC Family Genes Between Normal and Tumor Tissues Across Cancer Types

We wondered whether SIGLEC family genes were differentially expressed between normal and tumor tissues in various cancer types, and we used the UALCAN database to examine their expression levels. We found mRNA expression levels of SIGLEC family genes were different between normal and tumors tissues, and extremely in breast invasive carcinoma (BRCA), colon adenocarcinoma (COAD), head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSC), kidney renal clear cell carcinoma (KIRC), kidney renal papillary cell carcinoma (KIRP), liver hepatocellular carcinoma (LIHC), lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD), lung squamous cell carcinoma (LUSC), thyroid carcinoma (THCA), stomach adenocarcinoma (STAD), and uterine Corpus Endometrial Carcinoma (UCEC), almost all expressional difference of SIGLEC family genes achieved significance. In glioblastoma multiform (GBM), HNSC, KIRC, KIRP, THCA, and STAD, most SIGLEC family genes were highly expressed in tumor samples, while in COAD, LIHC, LUAD, and LUSC, most SIGLEC family genes were down-regulated in tumors. Also, SIGLEC11 mRNA expression was down-regulated in 19 out of 24 cancer types (except GBM, HNSC, THCA, and sarcoma [SARC], prostate adenocarcinoma [PRAD]), and SIGLEC15 was up-regulated in 18 out of 24 cancer types (except BRCA, KIRC, LUSC, PRAD, thymoma [THYM], and skin cutaneous melanoma [SKCM]) (Figure 3).




Figure 3 | SIGLEC family genes were differentially expressed between different tumor and corresponding normal tissues. (A). Expression of SIGLEC1 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (B). Expression of CD22 (SIGLEC2) in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (C). Expression of CD33 (SIGLEC3) in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (D). Expression of MAG (SIGLEC4) in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (E). Expression of SIGLEC5 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (F). Expression of SIGLEC6 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (G). Expression of SIGLEC7 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (H). Expression of SIGLEC8 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (I). Expression of SIGLEC9 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (J). Expression of SIGLEC10 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (K). Expression of SIGLEC11 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (L) Expression of SIGLEC14 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (M). Expression of SIGLEC15 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (N). Expression of SIGLEC16 in normal and cancer tissues of TCGA database. (*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001; Bladder Urothelial Carcinoma, BLCA, normal=19, tumor=408; Breast invasive carcinoma, BRCA, normal=114, tumor=1097; Cervical squamous cell carcinoma and endocervical adenocarcinoma, CESC, normal=3, tumor=305; Cholangiocarcinoma, CHOL, normal=9, tumor=36; Colon adenocarcinoma, COAD, normal=41, tumor=286; Esophageal carcinoma, ESCA, normal=11, tumor=184; Glioblastoma multiforme, GBM, normal=5, tumor=156; Head and Neck squamous cell carcinoma, HNSC, normal=44, tumor=520; Kidney Chromophobe, KICH, normal=25, tumor=67; Kidney renal clear cell carcinoma, KIRC, normal=72, tumor=533; Kidney renal papillary cell carcinoma, KIRP, normal=32, tumor=290; Liver hepatocellular carcinoma, LIHC, normal=50, tumor=371; Lung adenocarcinoma, LUAD, normal=59, tumor=515; Lung squamous cell carcinoma, LUSC, normal=52, tumor=503; Pancreatic adenocarcinoma, PAAD, normal=4, tumor=178; Prostate adenocarcinoma, PRAD, normal=52, tumor=497; Pheochromocytoma and Paraganglioma, PCPG, normal=3, tumor=179; Rectum adenocarcinoma, READ, normal=10, tumor=166; Sarcoma, SARC, normal=2, tumor=260; Skin Cutaneous Melanoma, SKCM, normal=1, tumor=472; Thyroid carcinoma, THCA, normal=59, tumor=505; Thymoma, THYM, normal=2, tumor=120; Stomach adenocarcinoma, STAD, normal=34, tumor=415; Uterine Corpus Endometrial Carcinoma, UCEC, normal=35, tumor=546. Blue boxplot: normal expression; red boxplot: tumor expression.)





mRNA Expression of SIGLEC Family Genes Differed in Different Tumors, and Oncogenic Mutation Changes of Different Tumors Were Related to SIGLEC Family Genes

We compared the median TPM expression of SIGLEC family genes between cancer types (from GEPIA database), and results showed some SIGLEC family genes were highly expressed in specific tumors (Figure 4). Using TIMER 2.0 database, we found tumor specific oncogenic mutation could influence expression levels of SIGLEC family genes. In APC mutation groups of COAD and rectum adenocarcinoma (READ), most SIGLEC family genes were significantly down-regulated; in the CTNNB1 mutation group of LIHC, all SIGLEC family genes were down-regulated (10 out of 14 achieved significance). In other common mutations of tumors, such as PTEN, TP53, KRAS, and PIK3CA, SIGLEC family genes also demonstrated significant expressional changes in mutation groups of different cancer types (Figure 5).




Figure 4 | mRNA Expression of SIGLEC family genes differed in various tumors. Average mRNA expression (TPM) of SIGLEC family genes in different tumors from GEPIA database.






Figure 5 | Tumor specific oncogenic gene mutation was related to SIGLEC mRNA expression in tumors of different origin. Fold changes of log2-transformed differential expression of SIGLEC family genes in specific oncogene mutation groups of different tumors (calculated by TIMER 2.0 database). Fold changes with significance were marked with bright colors, and non-significant fold changes were marked with grey background. (p<0.05 was considered significant.)





Tumor Derived mRNA Expression of SIGLEC Family Genes Were Highly Correlated to Patients’ Overall Survival and Progression Survival Across Cancer Types

We associated mRNA expression of SIGELC family genes with patients’ survival, using the KM-plotter database, and found SIGLEC family genes were related to patients’ overall survival (OS) and progression free survival (PFS) in most cancer types (Figures 6A, B). Concerning OS of patients with various tumors, most SIGLEC family genes in LUAD, THYM, KIRC, and HNSC showed significant correlation, and in HNSC and LUAD, most SIGLEC family genes showed protective roles, while in THYM and KIRC, most SIGLEC family genes were risk factors (Figures 6C–F). In LIHC and pancreatic adenocarcinoma (PAAD), only one (SIGLEC6) and three (SIGLEC2, SIGLEC15, and SIGLEC16) SIGLEC family genes were related to patients’ OS, respectively; however, when it comes to PFS, most SIGELC family genes changed to protective and risk factors in LIHC and PAAD, correspondingly. Also, in bladder urothelial carcinoma (BLCA) and UCEC, most SIGLEC family genes were significant protecting factors for PFS, and only MAG (SIGLEC4) was a risk factor for PFS in UCEC (Figures 6G–K).




Figure 6 | mRNA expression levels of SIGLEC family genes in different tumors were related to patients’ overall survival and progression free survival. (A). Hazard ratio (HR) for patients’ overall survival (OS) of different tumors (calculated by KMplotter database). (B). Hazard ratio (HR) for patients’ progression free survival (PFS) of different tumors (calculated by KMplotter database). (HRs less than 1 with significance were marked with green background as protective factors, and HRs over 1 were marked with red background as risk factors. Non-significant HRs were marked with grey background. HRs over 50 were replaced with “high.”) (C–F). HRs, 95% confidence interval and p value for SIGLEC family genes in association with patients’ OS in LUAD, THYM, KIRC, and HNSC. (G–J). HRs, 95% confidence interval and p value for SIGLEC family genes in association with patients’ PFS in BLCA, LIHC, PAAD, and UCEC. (Green dots represented protective factors, while red dots represented risk factors.) (K). Survival curves for SIGLEC family genes in association with patients’ PFS in LIHC.





Tumor Intrinsic mRNA Levels of SIGLEC Family Genes Were Closely Related to Tumor Immune Cell Infiltration

Former studies showed SIGLEC family genes were expressed on immune cells and were involved in immune cell activation and adaptation; also, recently, SIGLEC15 was found to be able to dampen CD8+ T cell infiltration and function in mouse melanoma model. We wondered whether tumor intrinsic expression of SIGLEC family genes could influence immune infiltration in a tumor microenvironment. Using TIMER 2.0 to examine the correlation between SIGLEC family genes and six types of infiltrating immune cells (B cell, CD4+ T cell, CD8+ T cell, myeloid dendritic cell, macrophage, and neutrophil), we found in specific tumors, such as HNSC, THCA, and THYM, SIGLEC family genes were negatively correlated with B cell and CD8+ T cell infiltration, while in cervical squamous cell carcinoma and endocervical adenocarcinoma (CESC), esophageal carcinoma (ESCA), and KIRP, most SIGLEC family genes were positively correlated with B cell and CD8+ T cell (Figures 7A–C). Also, it turned out that SIGLEC family genes were highly correlated with dendritic cell, macrophage, and neutrophil in various cancer types (Figures 7D–F). Of notice, in brain lower grade glioma (LGG), most SIGLEC family genes were highly correlated with CD4+ T cell and negatively correlated with CD8+ T cell infiltration; in LIHC, LUAD, LUSC, PAAD, READ, SARC, SKCM, and stomach adenocarcinoma (STAD), most SIGLEC family genes were positively correlated with CD8+ T cells. Besides, in comparison to READ, COAD tissues additionally showed negative correlation between SIGLEC family genes and B cell infiltration.




Figure 7 | Coefficients for correlation between SIGLEC family genes and immune cell infiltration of different tumors in TIMER database. (A). Coefficients for correlation between B cell infiltration score and SIGLEC family genes in different tumors. (B). Coefficients for correlation between CD4+ T cell infiltration score and SIGLEC family genes in different tumors. (C). Coefficients for correlation between CD8+ T cell infiltration score and SIGLEC family genes in different tumors. (D). Coefficients for correlation between myeloid dendritic cell infiltration score and SIGLEC family genes in different tumors. (E). Coefficients for correlation between macrophage infiltration score and SIGLEC family genes in different tumors. (F). Coefficients for correlation between neutrophil infiltration score and SIGLEC family genes in different tumors. (Coefficients with significance were marked with bright colors, while non-significant coefficients were marked with grey background. P value under 0.05 was considered significant. The association was generated with tumor purification adjusted.)





SIGLEC Family Genes Expressed in Tumor Cells Could Influence Immune Regulators in Tumor Microenvironment, Such as Chemokine Axis, Immune Stimulator, Immune Inhibitor, and MHC Molecular

After finding SIGLEC family genes expressed by tumor cells of various cancer types were closely related to tumor immune infiltration, we further examined the correlation between SIGLEC family genes and immune regulators in tumor. Since former studies have found SIGLEC1 (CD169), SIGLEC2 (CD22), SIGLEC3 (CD33), SIGLEC7, SIGLEC9, and SIGLEC15 expressed by immune cell populations could be manipulated by tumor cells to escape immune surveillance, we focused on the five SIGLEC family members. We found SIGLEC family genes were significantly correlated to a wide spectrum of immune regulators, including chemokine axis, immune stimulators, inhibitors, and MHC molecular, such as CD28, CD40, CD40LG, ICOS, LAG3, PDCD1, CD274, and CTLA4. Though some SIGLEC genes showed non-significant correlation with immune regulators, most coefficients were significant with absolute value over 0.5, indicating their active roles of immune regulation in tumor microenvironment (Figure 8).




Figure 8 | Correlation between mRNA expression of SIGLEC family genes (SIGLEC1, CD22 & SIGLEC2, CD33 & SIGLEC3, SIGLEC7, SIGLEC9, SIGLEC15) and immune regulators. (Coefficients with significance, calculated by TIMER 2.0 database, were shown with gradient color changes, and non-significant coefficients were replaced by blank space. P value under 0.05 was considered significant. The association was generated with tumor purification adjusted.)



Additionally, we generated a list of SIGLEC family highly correlated genes in tumor through GEPIA database, and we constructed a network of them through the STRING database (Figures 9A–B). The top ranked 10 node genes were TYROBP, ITGAM, ITGB2, FPR2, C3AR1, LILRB2, FCER1G, FCGR2A, GNGT2, and FPR1. Further gene ontology and pathway enrichment of SIGLEC family highly correlated genes, through DAVID database, showed those genes were most immune function related and enriched in cytokine-cytokine receptor interaction, chemokine signaling pathway, and leukocyte transendothelial migration (Figure 9C).




Figure 9 | Genes highly correlated with SIGLEC family in tumors were enriched in immune regulation of tumor microenvironment. (A) Correlation between SIGLEC family genes. The correlation was calculated by STRING database, and transparency of edges between different genes reflected combined score between two-linked genes. (B) Highly SIGLEC family correlated genes (provided by GEPIA database) were calculated by STRING database, and top 10 connecting genes were selected by CytoHuba software. (The rank of genes was demonstrated by color changes, and the first ranked gene was marked with red bubble.) (C). Gene ontology of highly SIGLEC family correlated genes. (Terms with gene count over 6 were shown, and p value under 0.05 was considered significant.)






Discussion

In our analysis, the alteration status of SIGLEC family genes differed in different cancer types. In melanoma, endometrial carcinoma, non-small cell lung cancer, bladder urothelial carcinoma, and esophagogastric adenocarcinoma, mutation and amplification of SIGLEC family genes were high, while deep deletion was commonly seen in diffuse glioma. We believed that in epithelium derived tumors, high proliferation status of tumor tissue may cause high frequencies of mutation and amplification of SIGLEC family genes in tumor cells; however, in diffuse glioma, the tumor microenvironment was different from other cancer types, which may redirect the adaptation of tumor cells. SIGLEC family genes were further associated with specific oncogene mutation in different cancer types and were differentially expressed between patients of mutation and non-mutation groups, such as APC in COAD and READ, or CTNNB1 in LIHC. Those mutations were formerly found to be related to degrees of tumor malignant behaviors or carcinogenesis, and we thought evolution of tumor cells may somehow drive expression changes of SIGLEC family genes.

SIGLEC family genes were highly correlated with patients’ OS and PFS across cancer types. Especially in LUAD, THYM, KIRC, and HNSC, most SIGLEC family genes were related to OS with significance, while in LIHC and PAAD, most of them were involved in PFS of patients. The hazard ratio for SIGLEC family genes differed in different cancer types: most SIGLEC family genes showed protective roles in some cancer types, while they demonstrated risking roles in the other. Also, though the hazard ratios for OS and PFS were consistent for most SIGLEC genes, in a few tumors, some SIGLEC family members were both risk factors and protective factors for OS and PFS. We thought expression levels of SIGLEC family genes in different cancer types may influence tumor malignant traits through different mechanisms, and their involvement in a special tumor microenvironment of different cancer types may also cause the survival difference across cancer types.

Former studies of SIGLEC family genes in tumors were mainly about their functional roles on immune cell populations, facilitating tumor growth, and immune escape in different cancer types, such as inhibitory SIGLEC9 and SIGLEC7 expressed on natural killer cells, or SIGLEC6 expressed on mast cells in colorectal cancer, which could be exploited by tumor cells through increased sialylation and glycosylation (7, 35–41). A recent study concerning SIGLEC15 also showed expression of SIGLEC15 by macrophages or tumor cells could directly depress function of CD8+ T cells in a melanoma model (15). Though some studies mentioned the expression difference of SIGLEC family members between normal and tumor tissue, functions of tumor derived SIGLEC gene expression on tumor growth and progression were rarely investigated. Our results showed all SIGLEC family genes expressed by tumors were survival (OS and PFS) related in various cancer types, and mutation frequencies or expression levels of them differed according to origin or tissue types of tumor, which needs further experiments to undermine the detailed mechanisms in different cancer types. Since SIGLEC genes expressed on immune cells can stimulate or inhibit immune cell function, we examined the correlation between tumor expressed SIGLEC genes and immune infiltration score, as well as immune regulators in tumor microenvironment. Enrichment of SIGLEC family highly correlated genes was also performed. It seemed tumor-expressed SIGLEC genes also were highly correlated with immune microenvironment of tumor, and they may regulate immune infiltration by influencing chemokine axis. SIGLEC family genes were correlated with macrophage, neutrophil, and dendritic cell infiltration in broad cancer types, and in specific tumors, correlation with B cell, CD4+ T cell, and CD8+ T cell infiltration levels were high. Former studies showed expression of SIGLEC genes on immune cells were positively correlated with immune checkpoints, such as PD1, and in our study, tumor expressed SIGLEC genes were also positively correlated with various immune stimulators and inhibitors (8, 36, 38, 42). Also, the recent study about SIGLEC15 additionally demonstrated the similar structure of SIGLEC15 and PDL1, which makes us wonder whether SIGLEC family genes expressed on tumor cells may directly influence immune cell infiltration and function in tumor microenvironment by binding to potential targets on immune cells, since SIGLEC15 has a relatively conservative structure among them (15, 43–45). Those results shed new light on immune blockade therapy to improve patients’ prognosis by neutralizing SIGLEC receptors on tumor cells or immune cells (12, 15, 46, 47).

There are several limitations of our study. First, the analysis was performed by using data from online databases, which needs further experiments for validation. Second, the immune infiltration status of different cancer types was calculated by computational methods. Though calculation was performed by multiple algorithms and correlation analysis was performed with tumor purification adjusted, the sequencing data may contain information from other cell sources, which requires tissue sample confirmation.



Conclusion

Our computational analysis showed SIGLEC family genes expressed by tumor cells in different cancer types were related to tumor formation and patients’ survival, and they could regulate tumor immune microenvironment by influencing chemokine axis. Targeting tumor derived SIGLEC genes may benefit patients’ survival by both interfering with tumor malignant behaviors and improving tumor immune microenvironment.
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Background

Interleukin-9 (IL9) plays a critical role in immunity and the pathogenesis of endometrial cancer (EC), especially endometrioid EC (EEC). This study aimed to identify the IL9+ immune cell subsets and their pleiotropic functions and establish an optimized prognostic nomogram towards the promotion of personalized treatment of EEC.



Methods

1,417 EC patients were involved in the present study. 143 patients from the tertiary gynecology centers in Shanghai between 2013 and 2019 were recruited, and the study protocol was approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of Shanghai First Maternity and Infant Hospital. The genomic data of the other 1,274 patients were extracted from the TCGA and the MSKCC datasets, respectively. Immune and stromal scores were calculated using the ESTIMATE R tool, and the tumor infiltration of immune cells was analyzed using the TIMER platform. Metascape and GEPIA datasets were used for bioinformatic analysis. P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant. All statistical analyses were performed with GraphPad Prism and R studio.



Results

552 genes that were correlated with leukocyte infiltration, lymphocyte activation, and regulation of innate immune response were up-regulated in the high immune score group. More IL9+ cell infiltration was detected in the highly and moderately differentiated EC (p = 0.04). High IL9+ lymphocyte infiltration was related to a better overall survival (p = 0.0027). IL9 positive cell clusters included ILC2s, Vδ2 γδT cells, mast cells, macrophages, and Th9 cells. Parameters such as FIGO stage, IL9 score, Vδ2 + γδT cell infiltration, classification of differentiation,  and diabetes mellitus were assigned a weighted number of points in the nomogram for a specific predicted 3-, 5- and 10-year overall survival (OS). IL9–IL9R axis played a vital role in EEC, IL9R positive cell subgroups were also identified, and the related function was analyzed in the present study. Additionally, PR (Progesterone Receptor, or PGR) expression was relevant to a higher density of IL9+ lymphocyte infiltration. However, PGRMC1 (Progesterone Receptor Membrane Component 1) was negatively relevant to IL9R (p = 4.26e-8).



Conclusion

We observed a significant infiltration of IL9+ cells and the overrepresentation of IL-9R in tissue specimens of patients in EC cases. The nomogram incorporating the IL9 could accurately predict individualized survival probability in EEC. Additionally, this study not only established a prognostic nomogram but also assist in the firmer understanding of the relevance of the IL9-IL9R axis and IL9-producing cells in EC immunity.
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Introduction

Endometrial carcinomas (ECs) are the most common gynecologic malignancies and the majority of uterine corpus cancers globally (1). Moreover, endometrioid endometrial carcinoma (EEC) is the most common subtype of endometrial cancer (EC), representing approximately 87% of all diagnosed ECs (2). EECs are usually diagnosed at early stages and are associated with a favorable prognosis (3). However, for those patients with advanced stages or tumor recurrence, the prognosis is relatively poor, with 5-year overall survival rate of approximately 20% for stage IV EEC (4, 5). The routine treatments of the EC include surgery, hormonal therapy, chemotherapy, and immunotherapy. Recently, biomathematical modeling and recurrence risk estimation basing on patient-related characters have opened a new era of care oriented towards the promotion of personalized medicine.

Additionally, it is more and more apparent that the prognosis of cancer patients is not solely determined by tumor characters, but also the circumstance, particularly the immune microenvironment, which plays an essential role in cancer biology. Interleukin-9 (IL-9) was initially defined as a TH2-type cytokine but was reported to have pleiotropic functions, inducing the proliferation, differentiation, and effector functions of numerous immune cell subsets and plays a critical role in immunity and the pathogenesis of cancers (6, 7). Most recently, much attention has been focused on a major population of TH cells that produce IL-9, namely TH9 cells, which have been reported to have potent abilities in eradicating advanced tumors. The majority of IL-9-producing cells in cancer are TH9 cells; however, IL-9 can also be secreted by Vδ2+ γδ T cells (the dominant γδT-cell subset), group 2 innate lymphoid cells (ILC2s), and some cytotoxic T cells. ILC2 is a subset of innate lymphoid cells (ILCs), its role in cancer immune response is dependent on cytokine context. ILC2s could produce IL-5, leading to eosinophil activation and an increased anti-tumor immune response in solid cancers (8). In the endometrium, Interleukin-9 (IL-9) plays a unique position in the human endometrial function and embryo implantation (9). However, the presence and role of IL9 within EEC were not thoroughly investigated. Herein, we investigated the expression of IL9, IL9R, and IL9 producing immune cells and proposed a nomogram to predict the prognosis of EEC.



Methods


Study Population, Data Collection, and Follow-Up

In total, data from 1,417 EC patients were analyzed in the present study (Supplementary Figure 1). 143 patients with EC from two tertiary gynecology centers in Shanghai were recruited in the present study. Inclusion criteria included: (1) patients who underwent an operation for EC from 2013 to 2019, (2) patients with final histopathological diagnosis of EC. Exclusion criteria included patients with histologically proven uterine sarcoma or other types of tumors. Tumor tissues and adjacent healthy tissues retrospectively collected from 127 consecutive patients were used for the tissue microarray (TMA, Superbiotek, Shanghai). Tissues of the other 16 patients were prospectively collected for CyTOF (cytometry by time-of-flight) analysis and immunofluorescence staining. Pathological parameters such as the quality, grading, tumor stages of the specimens were evaluated according to FIGO 2009 edition. This study was approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of Shanghai First Maternity and Infant Hospital.

The cohort containing the genomic data (e.g., mRNA, mutation frequency) of 1,274 patients were extracted from the TCGA database (Firehose, Legacy, 548 patients; PanCancer atlas, 529 patients) and the MSKCC dataset (197 patients), respectively. cBioPortal platform (www.cbioportal.org) was used for bioinformatics analysis (10). In the present study, disease-free survival (DFS) was defined as the time for any recurrence. Overall survival (OS) was defined as the time for death from any cause. If the postoperative margin was negative, the operation was considered as R0 resection. Follow-up consisted of serum tumor marker measurements every one to three months and computed tomography (CT) every six months. Complete follow-up was conducted for the entire cohort of patients.



Characteristic of Immunohistochemistry and Immunofluorescence

Slides of TMA and other samples were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde for 15 min, permeabilized with 0.1% Triton X-100 for 5 min, blocked with 5% BSA, incubated with indicated primary antibodies: Anti-TCR Vδ2(Catalog-Nr:130-099-664, Miltenyi Biotech, Auburn,CA, USA) and Anti-IL-9 antibody-C-terminal (Catalog-Nr: ab181397, Abcam, Cambridge, UK), human anti-IL5 (Catalog-Nr: 562048) and anti-CD3 (BD Pharmingen, Munich, Germany), at 4°C overnight and followed by anti-rabbit Alexa fluor 488 secondary antibody(CST,4412S) and anti-mouse Alexa Fluor 594-conjugated secondary antibody(CST,8890S). The slides were then stained with anti-fade DAPI (Catalog-Nr: ab104139, Abcam, Cambridge, UK) for nuclear staining. The images were acquired with Fluorescence images and were obtained using confocal microscopy (TCS SP8; Leica, Wetzlar, Germany). Immunohistochemistry staining profiles of EEC tissues were collected from Shanghai First Maternity and Infant Hospital and Human Protein Atlas database [www.proteinatlas.org, (11)]. ULI RNA-seq data of IL9 and IL9R were also extracted from the Human Protein Atlas database.



Calculation of Immune/Stromal Scores and Identification of Differentially Expressed Genes

ESTIMATE (Estimation of STromal and Immune cells in MAlignant Tumor tissues using Expression data) algorithms calculated the immune and stromal scores (12) using Pearson’s correlation coefficient. Then, these data were divided into high and low immune/stromal score groups. The selection of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) was performed by using the “limma” R package with p-value <0.05 and log fold change >1 as a filter (13).



CyTOF Staining and Barcoding

Single cells isolated from endometrial tumor tissues were washed with complete RPMI (Sigma) followed by three washes in Barium-free PBS (Sigma) by spinning at 1,800 rpm for 3 min. Cells from each sample were stained with intercalator-103Rh to label dead cells. After one wash in the MaxPar staining buffer, living cells were fixed in Fix I Buffer followed by permeabilization. Each sample was labeled with barcodes from Cell-ID™ 20-plex Pd barcoding kit. Barcoded samples were washed twice in the MaxPar staining buffer and pooled into one sample. Human TruStain FcX Fc receptor blocker (BioLegend) was used to block Fc receptors of cells, which were then incubated with cell-surface antibodies as listed in Supplemental Table 1 at 4°C for 30 min. After incubation, cells were washed twice in the MaxPar staining buffer and fixed as described above, followed by two washes in Perm-S buffer. Antibodies against intracellular targets were incubated with permeabilized cells in Perm-S buffer for 30 min at 4°C. At the end of the staining, cells were washed twice in MaxPar staining buffer and stored in 1 ml of MaxPar Fix and Perm Buffer containing 125 nM MaxPar Intercalator-Ir (191Ir and 193Ir) at 4°C. After 12 h, cells were washed twice in MaxPar staining buffer and stored as a pellet in MaxPar staining buffer at 4°C until analysis. To minimize the batch effect, samples were stained all in one batch then analyzed by CyTOF in two consecutive days (the day after cell staining). On the day of analysis, cells were washed twice in MaxPar water and re-suspended in MaxPar water containing 10% EQ™ four-element calibration beads followed by acquisition on CyTOF.



Immune Cell Infiltration Analysis

The infiltration of six types of immune cells (CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells, B cells, neutrophils, macrophages, and dendritic cells) based on RNA-Seq expression profile data was calculated by using the TIMER (Tumor IMmune Estimation Resource) algorithm (14). The correlation between IL9, IL9R, and immune cells was calculated by Spearman’s correlation analysis by TIMER. The correlation coefficient >0.3 indicates a positive/negative correlation.



Enrichment Analysis

Metascape (http://metascape.org/gp/index.html) is an effective and efficient tool for experimental biologists to comprehensively analyze and interpret OMICs-based studies in the big data era. The database was used to perform the Gene Ontology (GO) and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) pathway enrichment analysis, which is used to predict the potential biological functions of the overlapping genes of the DEGs and target genes. Then, verification was performed by the GEPIA database (http://gepia.cancer-pku.cn) to identify hub genes (15–23).



Statistical Analysis

Pearson’s Chi-square test for categorical variables and the Wilcoxon rank-sum test for continuous variables were used to compare various parameters in different groups divided by IL9/IL9R expression. The Kaplan–Meier method was used to estimate OS, DFS, or PFS. Differences in survival outcomes were assessed by the log-rank test. Results were presented as hazard ratios (HRs) and 95% confidence intervals (CIs). p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant except in logistic regression (p < 0.1) for the coefficient analysis. All statistical analyses were performed with GraphPad Prism (version 8.0; GraphPad Software, La Jolla, California) and R studio (version 3.6.1; R studio, Boston, Massachusetts).




Results


Immune/Stromal Scores, DEGs, and Enrichment Analysis of DEGs in EC

By using ESTIMATE algorithm, immune and stromal scores were calculated for 529 EC patients whose clinical data were extracted from the TCGA Pan-Cancer dataset. And immune-related and stromal related genes were further identified (Supplemental Table 2); 552 genes were up-regulated in high immune score group and were selected for enrichment analysis. The correlation includes IFNγ production, B cell activation, lymphocyte activation, and regulation of innate immune response (Figure 1A). Both CD4 and CD8 T cells are the primary sources of IFNγ. Next, the tumor infiltration with six types of immune cells was analyzed by TIMER to investigate the consistency of the enrichment analysis. These analyses above showed that EC patients with high immune scores might experience multiple immune cell infiltration and activation. In contrast, only B cells and CD8+ T cell infiltration, instead of macrophages, dendritic cells (DCs), CD4+ T cells, or neutrophil, were found relevant to the OS of EC patients (Figure 1B).




Figure 1 | Immune Scores and Enrichment Analysis of DEGs in EC. (A) The correlation between high immune score related differentially expressed genes (DEGs) and biological processes GO terms; (B) The tumor infiltration with six types of immune cells and cumulative survival rates.





The Component of IL-9 Producing Immune Cells in EC

Based on the Pan-cancer clinical data extracted from the TCGA dataset and TIMER platform, we found that IL9 was up-regulated in various cancer types, including EC (Supplementary Figure 2A). However, the expression of IL9 did not correlate with the infiltrating levels of any of the six types of immune cells (Supplementary Figure 2B). Through immunofluorescence staining of 143 tumor tissues of EC patients, we found that nearly all the Vδ2 + γδT cells were IL9 positive. However, although most of the IL5+ cells (mostly ILC2 or TH2) secreted IL9, they only presented as a small subgroup of IL9 positive cells in EC (Figure 2A). Figure 2B showed the gene skyline presenting the expression profiles of IL9 and its receptor IL9R in the majority of immune cell types through microarray and ULI RNA-seq data. Consistently, IL9 was enriched in ILC2, Vδ2 + γδT cells, memory B cells, CD4+/CD8+ T cells, macrophages, and mast cells. Similarly, the IL9R gene was also up-regulated in B cells. Moreover, IL9R was also found up-regulated in mast cells, dendritic cells, Vδ2 + γδT cells, and ILC2s, with ILC2 expressing a significantly higher level of IL9R compared to other immune cells. To further investigate the component of IL9+ immune cells in EEC, CyTOF was performed for the specimens from eight patients with EEC. The t-SNE map showed that in EEC, IL9 positive cells were TH9 (cluster 37), Vδ2+γδT cells (cluster 9), macrophages (cluster 8), myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs, cluster1), and innate immune cells (cluster 14, 34) (Figure 2C).




Figure 2 | The Component of IL-9 Producing Immune Cells in EC. (A) Immunofluorescence staining of IL9 + Vδ2 γδT cells and IL9 + ILC2 cells in EECs. (B) This panel showed the gene skyline presenting the expression profiles of IL9 and IL9R in the majority of immune cell types through microarray and ULI RNA-seq data. IL9R was found up-regulated in B cells, mast cells, dendritic cells, Vδ2 + γδT cells, and ILC2, with ILC2 expressing a significantly higher level of IL9R compared to other immune cells. Similarly, it’s ligand IL9 was also enriched in ILC2, Vδ2 + γδT cells, memory B cells, and CD4+/CD8+ T cells. (C) The tSNE map generated by CyTOF, the IL9 was enriched in cluster 37 (TH9 cells) , cluster 9 (Vδ2 + γδT cells), cluster 14 (NK cells), cluster 8 (macrophage), cluster 1 (MDSC), and ILC2s. C1–42 means Cluster1–42.





Clinicopathologic Features and IL9 Expression in Patients With EC

RNA-seq data were reported as median FPKM (number Fragments Per Kilobase of exon per Million reads) extracted from 541 patients out of 548 patients (lack of data for the other seven patients) from the TCGA database (Firehose, Legacy, 548 patients). DEGs were generated from IL9 high and IL9 low subgroups (cutoff: FPKM 0.1, Supplementary Figure 2C). The top 10 of biological processes, cellular component, and molecular function GO terms of IL9-low (Supplementary Figure 2D) or IL9-high (Supplementary Figure 2E) related DEGs. 127 patients with ECs were then included in the current analysis. The mean age of patients at the time of diagnosis was 54 ± 8.7 years. The mean size of the tumor was 7.95 cm2(1–175 cm2). 59% (75 patients) of the patients presented with Figo stage Ia ECC, 17.3% (22 patients) presented with stage Ib; patients presented with stages II, III, and IV were 9.4% (12 patients), 9.4% (12 patients), and 0.8% (one patient), respectively. Five patients were without staging data. The IL9+ lymphocyte count was 83.17 ± 122.1 cells/spot(d = 1.5 mm), the Vδ2 + γδT cell count was 9.85 ± 12.15 cells/spot(d = 1.5 mm).



Prognostic Estimation in EEC Patients

Next, the correlation of the number of IL9+ cells with the expression of the biomarkers was evaluated, respectively (Figure 3A). And we elucidated that up-regulated Progesterone Receptor (PR) expression(p = 0.04) and high/moderate EC differentiation(p = 0.04) were relevant to more IL9+ lymphocyte infiltration. To detect the connection of IL9+ lymphocyte infiltration and survival, we performed a univariate survival analysis of the IL9+ lymphocytes and Vδ2 + γδT cells for 127 patients after a median follow-up of 81.8 months (range, 25–124 months, specimens from 27 patients were not sufficient for staining or met the exclusion criteria). Specifically, high IL9+ lymphocyte infiltration (IL9hi, IL9+ cells ≥100 cells/spot, 0.6 cells/mm2) was positively correlated with a better overall survival (p = 0.0027) (Figure 3B). Vδ2 + γδT cells were reported to be the main resource of IL9 in plenty of solid tumors and also one of the resources of IL9 in EC; however, the present study revealed the opposite that less than high Vδ2 + γδT cell infiltration (Vδ2lo, Vδ2 + γδT cell<18 cells/spot, 0.1 cells/mm2) was related to a better OS (p = 0.0221, HR 7.61) (Figure 3C). It might be because that in EC, Vδ2+γδT cell presented 0.15–0.86% of immune cells, TH9 cells are 3.6–14 times as many as Vδ2 + γδT cells in the present study. Next, all of these covariates were included in the multivariable logistic regression model. Briefly, on multivariable analysis, FIGO stage (Estimate Std. −7.582, Pr(>|t|) = 0.000006), IL9 score (Estimate Std. 8.917, Pr(>|t|) = 0.026), classification of differentiation (Estimate Std. 2.865, Pr(>|t|) = 0.067), and diabetes mellitus (Estimate Std. 9.561, Pr(>|t|) = 0.07) emerged as predictors for the outcome of interest. To predict the overall survival of patients with EC, a prognostic nomogram was established through the Cox regression model analysis. Though the infiltrating Vδ2 + γδT cells did not present as a predictor, it was still considered for the development of the nomogram given its clinical importance in the univariate survival analysis. Each factor in the nomogram was assigned a weighted number of points, and the sum of points for each patient was in accordance with a specific predicted 3-, 5- and 10-year OS (Figure 3D). We also validated the nomograms by using the concordance index (C-index) to assess the predictive accuracy of the nomograms. For the internal validation of the nomogram, the concordance index for our survival model was 0.754(SD = 0.148, p = 0.0006, Figure 3E), which showed a good agreement between the nomogram-predicted survival and actual survival.




Figure 3 | Prognostic Estimation in EC Patients. (A) The association between expression of the biomarkers C-erBB, Ki67, Estrogen Receptor (ER), Progesterone Receptor (PR/PGR)), differentiation, and the number of IL9+ cells/spot. (B) The overall survival rate of EC patients with different IL9 expression. (C) The overall survival rate of EC patients with different density of Vδ2 γδT cells. (D) The nomogram of EC patients. Each factor in the nomogram was assigned a weighted number of points, and the sum of points for each patient was in accordance with a specific predicted 3-, 5- and 10-year OS. IL9 score 1: ~0 cells/mm2, IL9 score 2: <0.6 cells/mm2, IL9 score 3: ≥0.6 cells/mm2; γδT cell score 1: Vδ2 + γδT cell <0.1 cells/mm2; γδT cell score 2: Vδ2 + γδT cell ≥0.1 cells/mm2. (E) Verification plots of 3-year (up) and 5-year (low) overall survival nomogram verification curves. * means p < 0.05.





IL9R Expression Enriched in Endometrium and EECs

The expression of IL9R positively correlated with the infiltrating levels of B cells, DC cells, CD8+ T cells, and CD4+T cells (Figure 4A). Concerning IL9R RNA expression, it is enriched in normal female tissues, especially in the endometrium (Figure 4B). Concerning protein expression in cancer, IL9R significantly enriched in endometrial cancer compared to renal cancer, breast cancer, and other malignancies (Figure 4C). Specifically, although in a few cases, IL9R is only expressed in the tumor cells (Figures 4N, O). However, mostly, IL9R was not only detected in tumor cells but also infiltrated lymphocytes (Figures 4D–M). Thus, we focused on the IL9R RNA expression in immune cells by analyzing Monaco and HPA datasets and found that IL9R up-regulated in Naïve-B cells, TH2 cells, Treg cells, eosinophils, and neutrophils (Figures 4P–R). Firstly, IL9R RNA was found not relevant to the DFS or OS of endometrial cancer based on a small sample size of data(n = 168) from the TCGA dataset (Figures 5A, B). However, in a larger cohort of 541 patients, patients with high IL9R expression showed significantly better OS (p < 0.05, Figure 5C). Similar to IL9, IL9R RNA was also up-regulated in endometrial cancer tissues (UCEC) compared to adjacent normal tissues (n = 265, p < 0.05, Figure 5D). Specifically, the expression level of IL9R RNA was significantly downregulated in Stage IV tumors compared to the early stages (p = 0.0129, Figure 5E).




Figure 4 | IL-9R Expression in Endometrium and EECs. (A) Correlation of IL9R expression level with immune infiltration level. (B) IL9R RNA expression was enriched in normal female tissues, especially in the endometrium; (C) IL9R protein was increased in endometrial cancer compared to renal cancer, breast cancer, and other malignancies. (D–M) In most of the endometrial cancers, IL9R was detected in tumor cells and infiltrated lymphocytes. (N, O) In a few cases, IL9R was only expressed in tumor cells. (P–R) IL9R RNA expression in immune cells was analyzed in Monaco and HPA datasets and found that IL9R was up-regulated in Naïve-B cells, TH2 cells, Tregs, eosinophils, and neutrophils.






Figure 5 | Pathway and Process Enrichment Analysis of IL9R. (A, B) Disease-free survival and overall survival analysis based on the expression status of IL9R RNA and a Kaplan–Meier curve was plotted. (n = 168) (C) Overall survival analysis based on the expression status of IL9R RNA and a Kaplan–Meier curve was plotted (n = 541). (D) The expression of IL9R RNA in tumor and adjacent normal tissue UCEC by analyzing TCGA dataset. UCEC, Uterine Corpus Endometrial Carcinoma (n = 265, p < 0.05). (E) The expression of IL9R RNA in stages I–IV UCEC by analyzing TCGA dataset. UCEC, Uterine Corpus Endometrial Carcinoma. (F) Pathway and process enrichment analysis of IL9R related genes had been carried out in different cell types with the following ontology sources: KEGG Pathway, GO Biological Processes, Reactome Gene Sets, Canonical Pathways, and CORUM. Top 20 clusters with their enriched representative terms were shown here. A subset of enriched terms of T cells and mast cells had been selected and rendered as a network plot of IL9R, where terms with a similarity >0.3 were connected by edges. The network was visualized using Cytoscape, where each node represented an enriched term.





Pathway and Process Enrichment Analysis of IL9R

As IL9R was enriched in B cells, T cells, mast cells, eosinophil, and neutrophils, pathway and process enrichment analysis had been carried out in different cell types with the following ontology sources: KEGG Pathway, GO Biological Processes, Reactome Gene Sets, Canonical Pathways and CORUM. The top 20 clusters with their enriched representative terms were shown in Figure 5F. Specifically, the IL9R related genes were associated with several pathways such as oxidative phosphorylation and cell cycle of B cells, RUNX1 pathways, lymphocyte differentiation and activation, Jak-STAT signaling pathway of T cells, and CD28 costimulation of eosinophils, and leukocyte activation of mast cells and so on. To further capture the relationships between the terms, a subset of enriched terms of T cells and mast cells had been selected and rendered as a network plot, where terms with a similarity >0.3 were connected by edges. The network was visualized using Cytoscape, where each node represented an enriched term.

Intriguingly, similar to IL9, which was relevant to the PR/PGR expression level, IL9R was negatively relevant to PGRMC1 (Progesterone Receptor Membrane Component 1) (p = 4.26e-8, Figure 6A). Progesterone, acting through the progesterone receptors (PR/PGRs), is one of the most critical regulators of endometrial differentiation. Additionally, PR is the most validated prognostic biomarkers for endometrial cancer. In the present study, PR+ cells were DC (cluster 6), macrophages (cluster 8), Vδ2 + γδT cells (cluster 9), and innate immune cells (cluster 34); the majority of PR+ immune cells were CD68 + CD206 + CD14 + tumor-associated macrophages (1.7% of immune cells in EC), which were negatively related to patients’ survival. Then, for these IL9R and PGR associated genes, protein–protein interaction enrichment analysis had also been carried out. Densely connected network components, including YWHAZ, PGRMC1, CD46, PPT1, RCN2, ATXN10, RAB4A, etc. were identified in Figure 6B; the involved network included T cell and B cell activation, TH17 differentiation, leukocyte migration, IL12 pathway, and IFNγ production (Figure 6E). The expression of PGR and PGRMC1 positively correlated with the infiltrating levels of CD8+T cells (Figures 6C, D).




Figure 6 | Protein Interaction of IL9/IL9R. (A) The correlation analysis of IL9R mRNA and PGR/PR, or PGRMC1 (Progesterone Receptor Membrane Component 1) mRNA. PGRMC1 was negatively relevant to IL9R (p = 4.26e-8); (B) protein–protein interaction enrichment analysis of IL9R and PR/PGR associated genes. Densely connected network components, including YWHAZ, PGRMC1, CD46, PPT1, RCN2, ATXN10, RAB4A, etc. (C, D) Correlation of PGR and PGRMC1 gene’s expression with immune infiltration levels. (E) A subset of enriched genes of IL9R and terms had been selected and rendered as a network plot, where terms with a similarity >0.3 were connected by edges. The network was visualized using Cytoscape, where each node represented an enriched term; the involved network included T cell and B cell activation, TH17 differentiation, leukocyte migration, IL12 pathway, and IFNγ production.






Discussions

Endometrioid endometrial carcinomas are frequently estrogen-dependent tumors with heterogeneous prognosis (24, 25). Though biomathematical tools have provided an excellent chance for the promotion of targeted therapies and personalized treatments, a tiny fraction of them is sufficient to yield excellent prognostic results for EECs. This might be owing to the heterogeneity of EEC and the comprehensive characterization of the tumor microenvironment. This inspired us that endometrial immune profile and cytokines might be new parameters for prognostic prediction (26, 27). Investigators have shown that the immune score could predict survival in cancer patients (28, 29). Specifically, cytokines and chemokines have been highlighted owing to their capability of active or suppress immune cascades in the immune microenvironment (30, 31). The common cytokine receptor γ chain (γc) family of cytokines includes interleukin-2 (IL-2), IL-4, IL-7, IL-9, IL-15, and IL-21. This set of cytokines exhibits broad pleiotropic actions on the immune system, bridging both the innate and adaptive immune systems. IL-9 was first discovered around the 1990s as a late T cell growth factor as well as a mast cell growth factor. IL-9 is produced predominantly by helper T cells such as TH2 and TH9 cells; it could also be provided by ILC2 cells, mast cells, and NK T cells. It usually functions on T and B cells, γδT cells, eosinophils, neutrophils, and mast cells (32) through the activation of a JAK/STAT pathway and plays a critical role in immunity and the pathogenesis of cancer.

IL9 yields different responses depending on the cancer type. This cytokine not only has been shown to exhibit anti-tumor activity but also has been presented as a tolerogenic cytokine in most solid cancers to promote T regulatory cell function (33, 34). However, it has not been extensively studied in endometrial carcinoma. In the present study, we found that the high density of tissue-resident IL9+ cells was associated with a better prognosis. Because Vδ2 T cells were considered as a major source of IL-9 (35), we also evaluated the infiltration of Vδ2 T cells in endometrial cancer. We found that elevated Vδ2 T cell infiltration was relevant to worse overall survival, and multivariable analysis showed an attenuated diagnostic value of this cell type. CyTOF and immunofluorescence were performed to explain the discrepancy. The results revealed that IL-9 was also produced by Vδ2 T cell, ILC2, mast cells, eosinophils, M2 macrophages, TH9, and NK/NKT cells in the endometrial cancer tissues. Intriguingly, IL9 positive immune cells were also ESR positive according to CyTOF analysis. Besides, IL9R, the receptor of IL9, was up-regulated in the endometrium tissue and endometrial cancer tissues as well. In the present study, IL-9Ra is not only detected on T cells and B cells but also on other hematopoietic cells such as eosinophils, neutrophils, mast cells, and ILC2s. Recent studies have shown that sex hormone levels regulate tissue-resident populations of some tissue-resident immune cells such as ILC2s in homeostasis (36). Ovariectomy of ERα−/− females and orchidectomy of ERα−/− males restored ILC2 numbers and function to WT levels. For advanced stages and recurrence of endometrial cancer, hormone treatment using progesterone could slower the growth of endometrial cancer cells and govern the immune microenvironment. However, the association between endometrioid resident immune cells and estrogen or progesterone remains unclear (37). The present study provided an initial idea of the association between IL9R and PGRMC1.



Conclusions

In conclusion, we observed a significant infiltration of IL9+ cells and the overrepresentation of IL-9R in tissue specimens of patients in EC cases. Our proposed nomogram, based on FIGO classification, IL9 score, and γδT score, can classify patients into subgroups with different prognosis and will help facilitate personalized strategies for EC patients. We also elucidated that IL9 was relevant to the PR/PGR expression level, IL9R was negatively relevant to PGRMC1. Additionally, this study not only established a prognostic nomogram but also assisted in the firmer understanding of the relevance of the IL9-IL9R axis and IL9-producing cells in EC immunity.
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Background

The amplification or mutation of oncogenes and escape from immune surveillance systems promote tumor metastasis. However, subtle changes in the immune microenvironment and signaling pathways are poorly understood during the formation of lymphovascular space involvement (LVSI) and lymph node (LN) metastasis of endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinoma (EEA).



Patients and methods

We detected tumor immunology-related signaling pathways and immunocyte subtypes according to the mRNA levels of 750 oncogenes and genes relating to the tumor microenvironment and immune response using the Nanostring PanCancer IO 360 Panel in 24 paraffin-embedded tissues of EEAs and benign gynecological diseases. Internal reference genes were used for data normalization.



Results

Angiogenesis and immune cell adhesion signaling pathways were activated during LVSI formation of EEA progression. However, during the development of LVSI to LN metastasis, immune system signaling pathways were significantly inhibited, including antigen presentation, cytotoxicity, lymphoid compartment, interferon signaling, and costimulatory signaling pathways. Immune-related genes (CD69, HLA-DOA, ATF3, GBP1, AP2, DTX3L, EGR1, GBP4, TAP1, EIF2AK2, MX1, ISG15, STAT1, and HLA-DRA) were significantly downregulated in EEA with LN metastasis compared to those in EEA with LVSI. Instead, hypoxia, metabolic stress, epigenetic regulation, matrix remodeling, and metastasis signaling pathways were continuously activated in LN metastasis. We also found that neutrophils, macrophages, and mast cells might be involved in LVSI formation and LN metastasis in EEA.



Conclusions

EEA with metastatic LNs showed significant immunosuppressive effects. Some oncogenes, matrix remodeling- and hypoxia-related genes, and neutrophil signatures showed higher expression, suggesting their potential as therapeutic targets and offering new immunotherapy strategies in EEA during LN metastasis.





Keywords:  lymphovascular space involvement, lymph node metastasis, immune surveillance, neutrophils, macrophages, mast cells, endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinoma



Introduction

Endometrial cancer (EC) is ranked 4th and 6th in morbidity and mortality, respectively, among cancers affecting women in the United States in 2019 (1). Statistically, the mortality rate of EC slowly increased from 2012 to 2016 in China (2). The 5-year survival rates of patients with endometrial carcinoma at FIGO stages III and IV were only 57–66% and 20–26%, respectively (3, 4). Endometrial carcinoma with lymphovascular space involvement (LVSI), myometrial invasion, lymph node (LN) metastasis, and high-grade cancer were associated with significantly higher recurrence rates (5). Accumulated studies have shown that LN metastasis is a strong independent prognostic factor for endometrial carcinoma recurrence (6, 7). Recent studies revealed that LVSI is an independent prognostic factor for lymph node metastasis and non-locoregional recurrence in early-stage endometrial carcinoma (8, 9). However, little is known about the regulation of molecular mechanisms and the tumor microenvironment for LVSI and LN metastasis in endometrial carcinoma.

The immune surveillance system and cancer cells fight a seesaw-like battle from occurrence to the early and advanced stages. In the early stage, the immune system produces an anti-inflammatory microenvironment to fight against cancer cells, whereas in the late stage, tumor cells escape immune surveillance, resulting in distant metastasis and recurrence (10). Antomarchi etal. (11) found that grade 1 ECs showed a strong anti-tumor immune microenvironment; however, the high-grade ECs presented immunotolerance and immunosuppression. Pakish etal. (12) showed increased infiltration of immune cells, including granzyme B+ cells, activated cytotoxic T lymphocytes, and PD-L1+ cells, in endometrial carcinomas with high microsatellite instability (MSI-H) compared to those with microsatellite stability (MSS). These studies suggested that low-grade tumors and MSI-positive endometrial carcinoma might be more sensitive to immunotherapy. However, the regulation of the immune microenvironment and signaling pathways remain poorly understood in relation to LVSI formation and LN metastasis of endometrial carcinoma.

Immune system surveillance has been shown to play a role in type I endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinoma (EEA), while it is inert in type II serous carcinoma (13, 14). This study focused on the construction of the spectrum of tumor immune microenvironments of EEA during LVSI formation and LN metastasis. It was determined that immune system activation was present in EEAs with LVSI formation. However, severe immunosuppression and tolerance were observed in ECs with LN metastasis. Hypoxia, metabolic stress, epigenetic regulation, matrix remodeling, and metastasis signaling pathway-related oncogenes and neutrophil signatures showed higher expression, suggesting their potential as therapeutic targets and offering new immunotherapy strategies for LN metastasis in EEA.



Methods


Patients and Specimens

Paraffin sections from 24 patients with EEA and benign gynecological disease were obtained from the pathology department of Peking University People’s Hospital. LVSI and LN metastasis were important pathological progress indicators of EEA. Cases were separated into 4 groups of 6 cases: Normal control, LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+. The clinicopathological data of 18 EEAs are listed in Table 1. LVSI and LN metastasis of endometrial carcinoma were re-identified by a senior pathologist. The study was approved by the ethics committee of Peking University People’s Hospital (2019PHB031-01).


Table 1 | The clinicopathological characteristics of 18 endometrial cancer patients.





Analysis of mRNA Expression

There or four formalin-fixed, paraffin-embedded curls (10 µm; effective tissue sample area > 1.5 × 1.5 cm) were prepared for RNA extraction using the High Pure RNA Paraffin Kit (Roche Applied Science, Penzberg, Germany). RNAs were at least 300 nt in length, and ≥50% RNA content was obtained. At least 300 ng total RNA was obtained per sample. RNA quality was detected by Nanodrop (A260/A280: 1.7–2.3; A260/A230: 1.8–2.3). The tumor-related signaling pathways and tumor-infiltrating lymphocyte (TIL) counts were examined according to the mRNA levels of 750 genes relating to the tumor microenvironment and immune response as well as internal reference genes for data normalization using the Nanostring PanCancer IO 360 Panel (Agilent 2100 Bioanalyzer and an Agilent RNA 6000 Nano Kit, Nanostring Technologies, Inc., Seattle, WA, USA); (https://www.nanostring.com/products/gene-expression-panels/gene-expression-panels-overview/360-series-panel-collection/pancancer-io360-gene-expression-panel). These 770 genes were classified into13 annotations and selected reference genes as follows: release of cancer cell antigens (74), cancer antigen presentation (101), T-cell priming and activation (150), immune cell localization to tumors (292), stromal factors (102), recognition of cancer cells by T-cells (105), killing of cancer cells (179), myeloid cell activity (260), natural killer (NK) cell activity (28), cell cycle and proliferation (54), tumor-intrinsic factors (155), immunometabolism (101), common signaling pathways (162), and internal reference genes (20).

Genes were classified as 14 immune cell type metagenes (B-cells, CD45, CD8 T cells, cytotoxic cells, dendritic cells [DCs], exhausted CD8, macrophages, mast cells, neutrophils, NK CD56dim cells, NK cells, T cells, Th1 cells, and Tregs). Besides, 39 signaling pathways were analyzed in 13 annotations as follows: release of cancer cell antigens (microsatellite instability/MSI, double strand break repair, chromatin modification/epigenetics, DNA damage repair), cancer antigen presentation (MHC class-I/II genes, non-MHC antigen presentation, antigen processing machinery, proteasome and immunoproteosome, cross-presenting DC genes), T-cell priming and activation (costimulatory molecules), immune cell localization to tumors (chemokines, integrins, selectins, immune cell populations in tumors), stromal factors (extracellular matrix remodeling, collagens, angiogenesis, metastasis), recognition of cancer cells by T-cells (immune checkpoints), killing of cancer cells (interferon signaling, JAK-STAT1/2 pathway, cytolytic activity, phagocytosis), myeloid cell activity (inflammation, Fc-gamma receptor signaling), NK cell activity, cell cycle and proliferation, tumor-intrinsic factors (apoptosis, autophagy, nutrient depletion, metastasis), immunometabolism (oxygen sensing, nutrient regulation), and common signaling pathways (Wnt, Hedgehog, TGF-β, NF-κB, Notch, PI3K-Akt, RAS, MAPK).



Bioinformatics and Statistical Analysis

The raw gene expression values were normalized to those of housekeeping genes using the NanoString nSolver 4.0 software (nanoString, Seattle, WA) and log2 transformation. Differentially expressed genes, along with false discovery rate (FDR) corrected p-values was screened out for signaling pathway analysis according to Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) pathways. Signaling pathway scores were clustered by unsupervised hierarchical clustering, and the 1-euclidean distance was used as the similarity measure. The P-values were adjusted using the Benjamini-Yekutieli (BY) false discovery rate and the Bonferroni correction. The false discovery rate was limited to ≤5% using P-values. Furthermore, the absolute and relative abundance of an immune cell subtype was estimated by simply taking the average log2 expression of the characteristic genes. Along with nanoString n-Solver software, one-way ANONA were used for statistical analysis. P-value for significance was set at p<0.05. Scatter plots charts were obtained using Graphpad Prism 8.



Immunohistochemical Staining

Three-μm-thick slices stained with H&E or immunohistochemical (IHC) were obtained from formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded (FFPE) EEAs tissues, which were the same wax blocks as the previous nanostring analysis. IHC staining of FFPE slides was performed using monoclonal mAbs against BIRC5(ab76424), CD68(ab213363) and CD163(ab213612) (Abcam, Cambridge, UK), with 1:500 working dilution. Paraffin sections are first dewaxed in steps from xylene to different concentrations of alcohol, and finally placed in tap water for washing. The slices were treated with heated citric acid repair fluid for antigen repair. After incubation with 3% H2O2 for 10 min, endogenous peroxidase was removed. Goat serum was used for blocking for 30 min. The first antibody was incubated overnight at 4 degrees. The next day, the second antibody labeled with horseradish peroxidase was incubated for 30 min. In the middle of each step, 1 x PBS should be used for cleaning at 5 min * 3 times. DAB was used for IHC staining observed under the microscope.

Scoring for BIRC5, CD68, and CD163 was evaluated by percentage of cells stained in tumor and stromal tissue compartments by a pathologist.




Results


Heatmap of Signaling Pathway and Differentially Expressed Genes (DEGs) Between EEAs and Benign Gynecological Lesions

HE staining from 24 patients with EEA and benign gynecological disease was showed in Figure 1. Cases were separated into 4 groups of 6 cases: Normal control (Non-cancer), LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+. The clinicopathological data of 18 EEAs are listed in Table 1. First of all, we analyzed the signal pathways and differentially expressed genes between 6 cases of normal control group and 18 cases of EEAs. The data showed that MAPK, Hedgehog signaling, Wnt signaling were significantly suppressed in EEAs. The other 22 signaling pathways, including cell proliferation, DNA damage repair and so on, are greatly activated in EEAs (Figure 2A). Differentially expressed genes (DEGs) between EEAs and normal control were showed in Figure 2B. Top 20 DEGs including MELK, EXO1, SLC7A5, CCNB1, CXCL8, IL2RA, TYMS, CXCL10, CEP55, ANLN, MMP9, IL7R, CXCL9, RRM2, HMGA1, FCGR3A/B, MKI67, CXCL1, CXCL11, CENPF were showed in Table 2.




Figure 1 | HE staining of endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinomas (EEAs) and benign gynecological lesions in 4 groups of 6 cases. LVSI, lymphovascular space involvement; LN, lymph node. (A) Non-cancer group. The black arrow refers to the normal gland; (B) LVSI-LN-group, the black arrow refers to the gland of EEA; (C) LVSI+LN-group, the black arrow refers to the LVSI. (D) LVSI+LN+ group, the black arrow refers to EEAs in LN.






Figure 2 | Heatmap of signaling pathway and differentially expressed genes (DEGs) between endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinomas (EEAs) and benign gynecological lesions. (A) The heatmap of all signaling pathways in EEAs compared to those of the benign gynecological lesions Red, gray bars represent normal and tumor, respectively. The transition between blue, black, and yellow represents the level scores of signaling pathways ranging from −3 to 3. Vertical lines or horizontally focused lines represent unsupervised clustering. In total, 25 signaling pathways are marked on the left side of the heat map. (B) DEGs between EEAs and benign gynecological lesions. Blue and purple dots represent DEGs, and a dot represents a gene. The left side of 0 represents the down regulated mRNA, and the right side of 0 represents the up-regulated mRNA on the X-axis. The log2 expression value of the gene corresponds to the Y-axis. Four different virtual and real lines represent different stages of P value, from P < 0.5 to P < 0.01.




Table 2 | Top 20 differentially expressed mRNA in endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinomas (EEAs) compared to benign gynecological lesions.





Signaling Pathway Characteristics of EEA During LVSI Formation and LN Metastasis

Signaling pathways involved in LVSI formation and LN metastasis compared to LVSI-LN- group were shown in Figure 3. We found significantly different distributions of signaling pathways among the three groups (LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+) in EEA progression. Persistent activation of cell proliferation and PI3K-AKT signaling pathways was observed in the LVSI+LN- group LVSI+LN+ group compared to the LVSI-LN- group without metastasis in EEA progression (Figures 3A, B). Hedgehog signaling pathways were downregulated whereas the angiogenesis, immune cell adhesion, apoptosis, DNA damage repair, and JAK-STAT signaling pathways were upregulated in EEA with LVSI compared to those in the LVSI-LN- group without metastasis (Figures 3C–H). Hypoxia, metabolic stress, epigenetic regulation, matrix remodeling, and metastasis signaling pathways were upregulated in EEA with LN metastasis compared to the LVSI-LN- group without metastasis (Figures 3I–M). However, antigen presentation, cytotoxicity, lymphoid compartment, interferon, and costimulatory signaling pathways were all downregulated in EEA with LN metastasis compared to EEA with LVSI (Figures 3N–Q). Cytokine and chemokine, myeloid compartment, autophagy, TGF-β, MAPK, NF-κB, Notch, and Wnt signaling pathways showed no significant changes in the absence of LVSI, LVSI formation, and LN metastasis during EEA progression (Supplementary Figure 1).




Figure 3 | Changes of signaling pathways in lymphovascular space involvement (LVSI) formation and lymph node (LN) metastasis in endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinomas (EEAs) progression. Points represent the number of cases. Each group has 6 cases. Black, green, and purple represent LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+, respectively. (A) Cell proliferation (B) PI3K-Akt. (C) Angiogenesis. (D) Immune cell adhesion and migration. (E) DNA damage repair. (F) JAK-STAT signaling. (G) Apoptosis. (H) Hedgehog signaling. (I) Hypoxia. (J) Matrix remodeling and metastasis. (K) Metabolic stress. (L) Epigenetic regulation. (M) Antigen presentation. (N) Cytotoxicity. (O) Costimulatory signaling. (P) Interferon signaling. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01.





Regulation of Critical mRNA Expression in EEA During LVSI Formation and LN Metastasis

Compared to the LVSI-LN- group without metastasis, the top 20 genes showing differential mRNA expression in EEA with LVSI were as follows: BIRC5, COMP, CENPF, AXIN1, CCL3/L1, GMIP, CDC20, CCNE1, CCNB1, EZH2, IL21R, MELK, BLM, FANCA, H2AFX, CCL18, BRCA2, VEGFB, BRCA1, and RRM2 (Table 3). For EEA with LN metastasis compared to the LVSI-LN- group, the top 20 differentially expressed mRNAs were: COMP, AXIN1, APH1B, PSMB5, EIF2AK2, ATF3, SLC11A1, MELK, EZH2, BIRC5, CCNE1, ANLN, CENPF, IL1RN, TGFB2, PRLR, AQP9, CCL18, TRIM21, and FGF13 (Table 4).


Table 3 | Top 20 differentially expressed mRNAs in endometrial adenocarcinoma with lymphovascular space involvement (LVSI) compared to expression in the LVSI-LN- group without metastasis.




Table 4 | Top 20 differentially expressed mRNAs in endometrial adenocarcinoma with lymph node (LN) metastasis compared to expression in the lymphovascular space involvement (LVSI-LN-) group without metastasis.



Finally, the top 20 differentially expressed mRNAs in the EEAs with LN group compared with EEAs with LVSI were as follows: ATF3, ARNT2, WNT4, HLA-DOA, DUSP1, CD69, TAP1, IL6, STAT1, TGFB2, GBP4, GBP1, MX1, HERC6, PSMB9, NLRC5, EGR1, TAP2, SAMSN1, and DTX3L (Table 5).


Table 5 | Top 20 differentially expressed mRNAs in endometrial adenocarcinoma with lymph node (LN) metastasis compared to those in endometrial adenocarcinoma with lymphovascular space involvement (LVSI).



Compared with the LVSI-LN- group without metastasis, various regulated signaling pathway-related genes were observed in EEA with LVSI, including those related to the Hedgehog signaling pathways (PSMB5), angiogenesis (CCNE1, EZH2, VEGFB, and MMP9), immune cell adhesion (ICOSLG, ITGA6, and MMP9), cell proliferation and apoptosis (BIRC5, BLM, PSMB5), DNA damage repair (BLM, FANCA, H2AFX, BRCA2, BRCA1, EXO1, POLD1), and JAK-STAT signaling pathways (IL21R, PRLR) (P<0.01) (Figure 4A).




Figure 4 | Regulated genes in endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinomas (EEAs) with LVSI and LN metastasis. LVSI, lymphovascular space involvement; LN, lymph node. Points represent the number of cases. Each group has 6 cases. (A) Seventeen genes with differential expression in LVSI formation (**P < 0.01). EEAh point represents a case number. Gray dots represent the LVSI-LN- group; dark blue dots represent the LVSI+LN- group. (B) Sixteen genes with differential expression in LN metastasis compared to the LVSI-LN- group (**P < 0.01). EEAh point represents a case number. Gray dots represent the LVSI-LN- group; pink dots represent the LVSI+LN+ group. (C) Fifteen genes with differential expression in LN metastasis compared to the LVSI+LN- group (**P < 0.01). EEAh point represents a case number. Green dots represent the LVSI-LN- group; red dots represent the LVSI+LN+ group.



Signaling pathway-related genes identified in EEA with LN metastasis compared to the results of the LVSI-LN- group without metastasis were as follows: genes relating to hypoxia (ERBB2, HK1, PIK3CA), metabolic stress (EZH2, CCNE1, AQP9, ERBB2, HK1, HRAS, H2AFX, HMGA1, ATM, PIK3CA, UBE2C), epigenetic regulation (EZH2, H2AFX, HMGA1), and matrix remodeling and metastasis (COMP, TGFB2, ITGA6, RELN, and NCAM1) (P<0.01) (Figure 4B).

Immune-related genes in EEA with LN metastasis compared to those in EEA with LVSI were as follows: genes relating to antigen presentation (ATF3, HLA-DOA, TAP1, DTX3L, CXCL1, HLA-DRA), cytotoxicity (STAT1, MX1, ISG15), lymphoid compartment (STAT1, MX1, EGR1, ISG15), interferon signaling (STAT1, GBP4, GBP1, MX1, EGR1, ISG15, EIF2AK2, HLA-DRA), and costimulatory signaling (CD69, EGR1, HLA-DRA) (P<0.01) (Figure 4C).



Distribution Characteristics of Immunocyte Subsets in EEA During LVSI Formation and LN Metastasis

The results revealed that immunocyte subtypes and genes relating to immune surveillance and immune escape, such as NK cells, CD8 T cells, Treg cells, DCs, exhausted CD8, TIL count, PD-L1, and CTLA4, showed no significant differences in expression in the absence of LVSI or with LVSI and LN metastasis in EEA progression (Supplementary Figures 2 and 3). However, total neutrophils were upregulated in the LVSI+LN+ group compared to the LVSI-LN- group (P<0.05) (Figure 5B). Total macrophages also showed an upward trend, though not statistically significant. Whereas mast cells showed a downward trend, although there was no statistical significance (P=0.093) (Figures 5A, C). The ratio of neutrophils in TIL was up-regulated in LVSI+LN+ group, compared to LVSI+LN- and LVSI-LN- group (Figures 5E, F). The ratio of macrophages in TIL showed an upward trend in LVSI+LN+ group, compared to LVSI+LN- group and LVSI-LN- group (Figure 5D).




Figure 5 | Changes in the distribution of immunocyte subtypes during LVSI formation and LN metastasis of endometrial adenocarcinoma. LVSI, lymphovascular space involvement; LN, lymph node. Points represent the number of cases. Each group has 6 cases. Black, blue, and pink represent LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+, respectively. TIL: tumor infiltrating lymphocyte. Different scores of (A) total macrophages, (B) total neutrophils, and (C) total mast cells are shown for the three groups (LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, LVSI+LN+). The ratios of (D) macrophages, (E) neutrophils, and (F) mast cells in TILs are shown for the three groups (LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, LVSI+LN+). *P < 0.05.



We further analyzed gene expression relating to macrophages, neutrophils, and mast cells. Macrophage-related gene CD68 was upregulated in the LVSI+LN group compared to the LVSI-LN- group. However, CSFIR and CCL2 were downregulated in the LVSI+LN+ group compared to the LVSI+LN- group (Figure 6A). Neutrophil-related gene FCAR was upregulated in the LVSI+LN- group and LVSI+LN+ group compared to the LVSI-LN- group. Neutrophil-related gene CXCL1 were upregulated in the LVSI+LN+ group compared to those in the LVSI+LN- group (Figure 6B). Among mast cell-related genes, tumor necrosis factor (TNF) was upregulated in the LVSI+LN- group compared to the LVSI-LN- group. Moreover, the mast cell-related genes CAP3, HDC, and MS4A2 were downregulated in the LVSI+LN+ group compared to those in the LVSI-LN- group (Figure 6C).




Figure 6 | Changes in the distribution of immunocyte subtype-related genes during LVSI formation and LN metastasis of endometrial adenocarcinoma. LVSI, lymphovascular space involvement; LN, lymph node. Points represent the number of cases. Each group has 6 cases. Black, orange, and red represent LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+, respectively. The mRNA expression of (A) 5 macrophage-related genes, (B) 6 neutrophil-related genes, and (C) 5 mast cell-related genes is shown in the three groups (LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, LVSI+LN+). *P < 0.05, ** P < 0.01.





HE Staining and Immunohistochemical Staining Confirmed the Expression of Hub Genes and Immunocytes

Compared to the LVSI-LN- group without metastasis, BIRC5 related to cell proliferation was in top 20 gene in LVSI+LN- group and LVSI+LN+ group. So, we further verified the BIRC5 in situ protein expression in EEAs tissues. We observed that the brown black positive granules were expressed in the LVSI+LN- group and LVSI+LN+ group, but were absent in the LVSI-LN- group tissues without LVSI and LN metastasis (Figure 7). The total number of neutrophils was significantly increased in the LVSI+ LN+ group compared with the LVSI-LN- group observed in the HE staining EEAs sections (Figure 8). The expression of macrophage-associated genes CD68 and CD163 was stronger and more positive in LVSI+LN- group, compared to LVSI-LN- group (Figure 9). The expression trends of BIRC5, CD68, CD163, and neutrophiles in tissues detected by immunohistochemistry and HE staining were consistent with the result of nanostring mRNA analysis.




Figure 7 | Immunohistochemical staining of BIRC5 during LVSI formation and LN metastasis of endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinomas (EEAs). (A) LVSI-LN- group. 100X magnification (B) LVSI+LN- group. 100X magnification. (C) LVSI+LN+ group. 100X magnification. (D) LVSI-LN- group. 400X magnification. (E) LVSI+LN- group. 400X magnification. (F) LVSI+LN+ group. 400X magnification. The black arrow indicates brown black positive expression particles.






Figure 8 | HE staining of neutrophils during metastasis of endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinomas (EEAs). (A) LVSI-LN- group. 100X magnification (B) LVSI+LN+ group. 100X magnification. (C) LVSI-LN-group. 400X magnification. (D) LVSI+LN-+group. 400X magnification. The black arrow represents neutrophils.






Figure 9 | Immunohistochemical staining of macrophages-related genes during LVSI formation of endometrioid endometrial adenocarcinomas (EEAs). (A) CD68 protein expression in LVSI-LN- group. 200X magnification (B) CD68 protein expression in LVSI+LN- group. 200X magnification (C) CD163 protein expression in LVSI-LN- group. 200X magnification. (D) CD163 protein expression in LVSI+LN- group. 200X magnification.






Discussion

T cell-mediated adaptive immunity plays an active role in the anti-tumor process. DCs, macrophages, and B cells present tumor antigens to CD4+ helper T cells. In turn, they cooperate to induce CD8+ T cells and B cells as well as activate NK cells and macrophages. These pathways ultimately eliminate tumor cells through the CD8+ cytotoxic T cell-dependent apoptosis pathway. Moreover, an imbalance in T cell-mediated responses plays a negative role in cancer progression, leading to an immunosuppressive environment and tumor escape (15–17). High TIL levels occur in anti-tumor immune response and indicate a good prognosis in gastric cancer and breast cancer (18, 19). Moreover, regulation of lymph node function by NK cells is associated with prognosis in patients with stage II colon cancer (20). Study have shown that the average fluorescence intensity of CD8 staining in peripheral blood of patients with grade 3 EEC is lower than that of healthy donors. Cytotoxic T cells with decreased CD8 expression were positively correlated with EEAs (21). Endometrial tumor microenvironment reduces the recruitment of NK cells and changes the phenotype and function of NK cells (22). The profiles of immune infiltration NK cells, DCs and CD8+T cells showed associated with patients survival in TCGA uterine cancer cohort (23). This study showed that immunocytes (CD8, NK cells and DC) tended to recede in the advanced stage of LN metastasis compared to those in the LVSI+LN- group, leading to immunotolerance or immunosuppression. However, due to the limited sample size, these immune cells did not show significant difference. The obtained expression profile of immune microenvironment regulation during LN metastasis in endometrial carcinoma was consistent with the results of previous studies.

In this study, the ratio of macrophages in TILs showed an upward trend in the LVSI+LN+ group compared to that in the LVSI+LN- and LVSI-LN- groups. Various studies have shown that tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs) in endometrial carcinoma are associated with increases in LVSI and LN metastasis and a poor survival outcome (24). TAMs are polarized M2 macrophages, which secrete cytokines, chemokines, and growth factors to promote EC development and inhibit the anti-tumor immune system. CTHRC1 increases the recruitment of M2-like macrophages, prompting myometrial invasion in endometrial carcinoma by regulating the integrin-Akt signaling pathway (25). TAM reduced the ERα expression in EC cells via HOXB13 by increasing CXCL8 secretion, thus promoting EC invasion and metastasis (26). Invasive macrophages induce ERα expression through epigenetic mechanism mediated by IL17A, which makes endometrial cancer cells sensitive to estrogen (27).

For a long time, the function of neutrophils in the tumor microenvironment has been ignored. Recently, accumulating studies have shown that neutrophils are involved in promoting tumor progression and metastasis (28, 29). Wculek & Malanchi (30) showed that neutrophils are involved in lung metastasis in mouse breast cancer models, whereas drug- or gene-mediated suppression of the leukotriene-generating enzyme arachidonate 5-lipoxygenase abolished neutrophil-associated pro-metastatic functions. During the formation of the tumor metastasis microenvironment, increased secretion of CXCL1 and CXCL2 by endothelial cells and megakaryocytes promotes the release of neutrophils into circulation via the regulation of CXCR2 signaling. Neutrophil-derived MMP9 is more likely to activate and participate in pre-tumor functions (31). Neutrophils produce rEEAtive oxygen species, which cause DNA damage, genomic instability, and gene mutations in precancerous epithelial cells, thus promoting the carcinogenic transformation (32). For the first time, this study found that neutrophils showed a rising trend when LN metastasis develop in EC. Compared to the LVSI-LN- group, VEGFB and MMP9 showed higher expression in the LVSI+LN- group. VEGFB, MMP9, and neutrophils may cooperatively regulate angiogenesis in the primary metastasis of endometrial carcinoma. Moreover, CXCL1 mRNA expression was upregulated in the LVSI+LN+ group compared to that in the LVSI+LN- group, suggesting that the high expression of chemokine CXCL1 may be involved in the recruitment of neutrophils to lymph vessels during the progression of lymph node metastasis in EEA.

Studies have also found that mast cells play a dual role in regulating cancer progression (33, 34). First, mast cells participate in the internal and acquired immune process, promote DC migration and maturation, and interact with T and B cells. Additionally, they can promote the release of inflammatory factors such as TNF-α, MIP, and MCP and participate in the formation of an anti-tumor inflammatory microenvironment. However, tryptases secreted by mast cells can promote angiogenesis and lymphangiogenesis, providing a platform and channel for tumor metastasis (33). Accumulating studies have shown controversial and variable results regarding the role of mast cells in different types of tumors and in different stages of cancer progression. Mast cells derived from adipose tissue promote apoptosis of breast cancer cells by secreting TNF-α and granulocyte-macrophage colony-stimulating factor (35). A previous study revealed that activated mast cells were downregulated in breast cancer tissues of the LN-positive group compared to those of the LN-negative group (36). Conversely, another study found that mast cell density was increased in metastatic LNs in breast cancer (37). In this study, we found downregulated expression of mast cell-related genes in both LVSI formation and LN metastasis, suggesting that mast cells play a negative role in regulating immune response tolerance and LN metastasis in EEA.

The important upregulated genes involved in LVSI were BIRC5, CDC20, CCNE1, EZH2, MMP9, et al. It is clear that cell proliferation, angiogenesis, immune cell adhesion, DNA damage, and JAK-STAT signaling pathways were involved in EC with LVSI formation. Furthermore, the antigen presentation-related genes ATF3, HLA-DOA, TAP1, DTX3L, and HLA-DRA were significantly decreased in the LVSI+LN+ group compared to the LVSI+LN- group. Moreover, genes relating to costimulatory signaling (CD69, EGR1, and HLA-DRA), interferon signaling (STAT1, GBP4, GBP1, MX1, EGR1, ISG15, EIF2AK2, and HLA-DR), and the lymphoid compartment (STAT1, MX1, EGR1, and ISG15) were significantly downregulated in the LVSI+LN+ group compared to the LVSI+LN- group. Overall, the immune surveillance system was devastated during the development of LN metastasis in endometrial carcinoma. However, metabolic stress, matrix remodeling and metastasis, PI3K-AKT, and hypoxia signaling pathways were always activated during LN metastasis.

In conclusion, this study found that ECs with metastatic LNs showed significant immunosuppressive effects. Some oncogenes as well as genes relating to matrix remodeling, hypoxia, macrophages, and neutrophil signatures showed higher expression, suggesting their potential for use as therapeutic targets and offering new immunotherapy strategies in EEA during LN metastasis.
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Supplementary Figure 1 | Some signaling pathways showed no significant changes in the groups without LVSI or with LVSI formation or LN metastasis in endometrial adenocarcinoma progression. LVSI: lymphovascular space involvement; LN: lymph node. Points represent the number of cases. Black, green, and purple represent LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+, respectively. Scores of (A) cytokine and chemokine signaling, (B) myeloid compartment, (C) autophagy, (D) TGF-β signaling, (E) MAPK, (F) NF-κB signaling, (G) Notch signaling, and (H) Wnt signaling are shown in the three groups (LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, LVSI+LN+).

Supplementary Figure 2 | Some immunocyte subtypes showed no significant changes in the groups without LVSI or with LVSI formation or LN metastasis in endometrial adenocarcinoma progression. LVSI: lymphovascular space involvement; LN: lymph node; TIL: tumor-infiltrating lymphocyte. Points represent the number of cases. Black, blue, and pink represent LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+, respectively. Scores for (A) CD8, (B) natural killer cells, (C) dendritic cells, (D) Tregs, and (E) exhausted CD8 cells are shown in the three groups (LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, LVSI+LN+). Ratios of (F) CD8, (G) natural killer cells, (H) dendritic cells, (I) Tregs, and (J) exhausted CD8 cells are shown in the three groups (LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, LVSI+LN+).

Supplementary Figure 3 | TIL counts and PD-L1 expression showed no significant changes in the groups without LVSI or with LVSI formation or LN metastasis in endometrial adenocarcinoma progression. LVSI: lymphovascular space involvement; LN: lymph node; TIL: tumor-infiltrating lymphocyte. Points represent the number of cases. Black, blue, and pink represent LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, and LVSI+LN+, respectively. (A) TIL count scores, (B) PD-L1 mRNA expression, and (C) CTLA4 mRNA expression are shown in the three groups (LVSI-LN-, LVSI+LN-, LVSI+LN+).
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Osteosarcoma is the most common malignant bone tumor in children and adolescence. Multiple immune-related genes have been reported in different cancers. The aim is to identify an immune-related gene signature for the prospective evaluation of prognosis for osteosarcoma patients. In this study, we evaluated the infiltration of immune cells in 101 osteosarcoma patients downloaded from TARGET using the ssGSEA to the RNA-sequencing of these patients, thus, high immune cell infiltration cluster, middle immune cell infiltration cluster and low immune cell infiltration cluster were generated. On the foundation of high immune cell infiltration cluster vs. low immune cell infiltration cluster and normal vs. osteosarcoma, we found 108 common differentially expressed genes which were sequentially submitted to univariate Cox and LASSO regression analysis. Furthermore, GSEA indicated some pathways with notable enrichment in the high- and low-immune cell infiltration cluster that may be helpful in understanding the potential mechanisms. Finally, we identified seven immune-related genes as prognostic signature for osteosarcoma. Kaplan-Meier analysis, ROC curve, univariate and multivariate Cox regression further confirmed that the seven immune-related genes signature was an innovative and significant prognostic factor independent of clinical features. These results of this study offer a means to predict the prognosis and survival of osteosarcoma patients with uncovered seven-gene signature as potential biomarkers.
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Introduction

Osteosarcoma is one of the most common primary malignant bone tumor and the second chief cause of cancer-related deaths in children and adolescence, accounting about 5% of childhood cancers (1, 2). Currently, the chief treatment for osteosarcoma is surgery combined with chemotherapy. Five-year survival rate of osteosarcoma patients has increase to ~70% over the last 30 years (3). However, because of drugs resistance, metastasis or recurrence, prognosis of osteosarcoma patients remains poor (2). Thus, to identify prognostic biomarkers that associate with biological heterogeneity of osteosarcoma is urgently needed to improve prognosis.

Nowadays, immune oncology has attracted much attention for its particular clinical benefits of many cancers. Immuotherapy, a novel treatment, has achieved favorable results for some cancers, such as breast cancer, hepatocellular carcinoma (4, 5). As a cellular environment, tumor microenvironment was composed of mesenchymal cells, endothelial cells, immune cells, inflammatory mediators, and extracellular matrix molecules. The bone microenvironment of osteosarcoma contains osteoblasts, osteoclasts and hematopoietic cells. Macrophages/monocytes were derived from these cells (6, 7). Multiple cytokines and growth factors were released from these cells. Immune-related genes and immune cells infiltration act as an indispensable role in tumor development and progression (8). Therefore, the comprehensive analysis of the relationship between immune-related genes and overall survival maybe provide a new reference for the treatment and prognosis of osteosarcoma.

In this study, we used ssGSEA to assign osteosarcoma patients into high-, middle- and low-immune cell infiltration clusters, and validated by ESTIMATE, CIBERSORT and K-M analysis. Then, we identified a seven immune-related genes signature correlated with the prognosis in differentially expressed genes in both osteosarcoma group and high immune cell infiltration cluster using univariate Cox and LASSO regression analysis. Finally, we assessed the accuracy of immune-related gene prognosis signature. The immune-related gene signature not only can enhance the ability to predict prognosis in osteosarcoma patients but also maybe explain the underlying mechanisms.



Materials and Methods


Collect and Cluster of Osteosarcoma Data

The RNA-sequencing data of osteosarcoma (n = 101) were downloaded from TARGET (Therapeutically Applicable Research to Generate Effective Treatments) (https://ocg.cancer.gov/programs/target). 95 samples of them with corresponding clinical information. The gene expression of GSE42352 were obtained from Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database. GSE42352 is a microarray dataset that contains 15 normal cells/tissues (12 mesenchymal stem cells, 3 osteoblast), 103 osteosarcoma tissues/cells (84 biopsies of osteosarcoma tissue, 19 cell lines). The platform of the dataset is GPL10295. We obtained 29 immune-related cells and types (9). The ssGSEA was applied to explore the different infiltration degrees of immune cell types, immune-related functions, and immune-related pathways in osteosarcoma expression profile of TARGET and GSE42352 database using the R package “GSVA”. By applying unsupervised hierarchical clustering algorithm (cutoff = 1.0), osteosarcoma samples were assigned into three clusters based on immune infiltration. Samples of osteosarcoma in the TARGET and GSE42352 were classified as high immune cell infiltration cluster, middle immune cell infiltration cluster and low immune cell infiltration cluster based on the result of ssGSEA using the R package “sparcl”. Besides, the GSE42352 was applied to analyze the differentially expressed genes between normal tissue/cells and osteosarcoma tissue/cells using the R package “limma”.



Validation of the Effectuality of Immune Clustering

ESTIMATE was designed to count scores for reflecting the infiltration levels of immune cells and stromal cells within the tumor microenvironment on the foundation of the specific genes expression level of immune and stromal cells using the R package “ESTIMATE” (10). First, we used ESTIMATE algorithm based on the expression level of RNA-seq to count the Tumor Purity, ESTIMATE Score, Immune Score, and Stromal Score of 101 osteosarcoma samples in three clusters of TARGET database using the R package “estimate” to validate the effectuality of ssGSEA grouping and to picture clustering heatmap. The vioplots of Tumor Purity, ESTIMATE Score, Immune Score, and Stromal Score in three clusters were presented employing the R package “ggpubr”. Next, to investigate the difference of immune cell subtypes, the R package “CIBERSORT” was applied to count the proportion of 22 immune cells of all osteosarcoma samples on the foundation of expression file (11), and the difference of three clusters was validated again. Besides, we also used K-M analysis and the expression of HLA family and PD-L1 to validate the difference between three clusters applying the R package “survival” and “ggpubr” respectively.



Distinction of Immune-Related Genes in Osteosarcoma

Based on the above-mentioned clusters, mRNA-seq expression data of TARGET and expression profiling of GSE42352 were divided into high immune cell infiltration, middle immune cell infiltration and low immune cell infiltration cluster with the same cutoff. We obtained the differentially expressed genes (|lgFC| > 1 and adj.P.Val/FDR < 0.05) between high immune cell infiltration and low immune cell infiltration cluster in two databases using the R package “edgeR”. The same criterion was applied to obtain the differentially expressed genes associated with tumorigenesis between normal tissue/cells and osteosarcoma tissue/cells using the R package “limma”. Finally, we used Venn analysis to investigate the immune-related genes from the above-mentioned results.



GSEA Enrichment Analysis

Gene set enrichment analysis was conducted between high immune cell infiltration and low immune cell infiltration clusters of TARGET database using the R “clusterprofiler” package. The R “enrichplot” package was used to generate visual gene set enrichment maps with annotations. p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.



Distinction and Confirmation of Immune-Related Gene Prognostic Signature for Osteosarcoma

First, we used univariate Cox regression analysis to distinct immune-related gene in osteosarcoma samples (n = 95) with complete clinical information in TARGET dataset with significant correlation to overall survival using the R “survival” package. We then used LASSO regression analysis to screen survival related genes for significant results of univariate Cox regression analysis using the R “glmnet” package. 1000-round cross-validation for tuning parameter selection was used to prevent overfitting and the partial likelihood deviance met the minimum criteria. Finally, we constructed the prognostic signature of osteosarcoma according to the expression of immune-related genes and their relevant coefficients result from LASSO regression analysis. The formula as follows: risk score = ∑ ∑icoefficient(genei) × expression(genei). The median value of risk score was defined using the “Survminer” package, in which the osteosarcoma patients were divided into high-risk and low-risk groups. The time-dependent receiver-operating characteristic (ROC) and Kaplan-Meier (K-M) curves were used to assess the clinical prognostic capacity of the risk score using the R “timeROC”, “survival”, and “survminer” packages. Further, to assess whether risk score can be regarded as an independent predictor of overall survival of osteosarcoma patients, univariate Cox and multivariate Cox regression analysis were performed with risk score, gender, age and metastasis status as variables using the R “survival” package.



Construction and Verification of Nomogram

The nomogram was designed to predict survival of osteosarcoma patients. Risk score, age, gender, primary tumor site and metastasis status were used to build the nomogram using R “rms” and “survival” packages. The calibration curve was used to evaluate the accuracy of the nomogram in differentiating between patient groups.



Statistical Analysis

All statistical analyses were conducted using the R software version 4.0.1. Kaplan-Meier analysis and log-rank test were applied to assess survival and compare difference in survival between clusters as well as risk groups. p < 0.05 was regarded statistically significant.




Results


Construction and Validation of Osteosarcoma Clustering

We obtained 101 osteosarcoma samples data from the TARGET. The ssGSEA method was applied to the RNA-sequencing data of osteosarcoma samples to assess the immune cells infiltration. Then, the richness levels of 29 immune-related cells and types in osteosarcoma samples was obtained. By applying unsupervised hierarchical clustering algorithm (cutoff = 1.0), osteosarcoma samples were assigned into three clusters based on immune infiltration, which include the high immune cell infiltration cluster (n = 9), middle immune cell infiltration cluster (n = 65), and low immune cell infiltration cluster (n = 27) (Figure 1A and Supplementary Figure 1A). To validate the practicability of the above clustering result, Stromal Score, Immune Score, ESTIMATE Score and Tumor Purity were calculated according to the expression level of osteosarcoma using the ESTIMATE algorithm. The result has shown that Stromal Score, Immune Score, and ESTIMATE Score of high immune cell infiltration cluster were higher than that of other two clusters, but Tumor Purity was opposite (Figure 1A). The violin plot also has shown that Stromal Score, Immune Score and ESTIMATE Score in low-, middle-, high- immune cell infiltration cluster become higher and higher, while Tumor Purity become lower and lower (p < 0.05) (Figure 1B). Besides, boxplot has also shown that the expression of most of HLAs and PD-L1 in low-, middle-, high- immune cell infiltration cluster become higher and higher (p < 0.01) (Figures 1C, D). In addition, we discovered that most of immune cells were displayed in higher proportions in high immune cell infiltration cluster using CIBERSORT algorithm (Figure 1E). Finally, the Kaplan-Meier (K-M) curve has shown that the osteosarcoma patients in low immune cell infiltration cluster have worse survival rate and the survival rate of three clusters have significant difference (p = 0.009) (Figure 1F). Obviously, all of these results demonstrate that the osteosarcoma clustering can be used for further analysis. Similarly, osteosarcoma samples in GSE42352 were also assigned into three clusters based on the richness levels of 29 immune-related cells and types, which include the high immune cell infiltration cluster (n = 44), middle immune cell infiltration cluster (n = 40), and low immune cell infiltration cluster (n = 19) via applying unsupervised hierarchical clustering algorithm with the same cutoff value (Supplementary Figure 1B).




Figure 1 | Construction and validation of osteosarcoma clustering. (A) The enrichment levels of 29 immune-related cells and types in the high immune cell infiltration group (Immunity_H), middle immune cell infiltration group (Immunity_M), and the low immune cell infiltration group (Immunity_L). The Tumor Purity, ESTIMATE Score, Immune Score and Stromal Score of every patient gene were showed combine with the clustering information. (B) The violin plot showed the difference in ESTIMATE Score, Immune Score, Stromal Score, and Tumor Purity between three clusters. (C, D) The expression of most HLAs and PD-L1 was a significant difference in high- (red), middle- (blue), and low- (green) immune cell infiltration cluster. (E) the boxplot showed the proportion of immune cells among the high- (red), middle- (blue), and low- immune cell infiltration cluster(green) using CIBERSORT algorithm. (F) Patients in low immune cell infiltration cluster (green) showed worse overall survival than those in (middle- (blue), and low- (green) immune cell infiltration) cluster. nap > 0.05, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001. ns, no statistically significant.





Identification of Differentially Expressed Genes Between Osteosarcoma and Normal Groups and Between High and Low Immune Cell Infiltration Clusters

PCA 3D plot showed the mesenchymal stem cells and osteoblast are relatively closed compared to osteosarcoma (Supplementary Figure 2). Using a threshold of |lgFC| > 1 and adj.P.Val/FDR < 0.05, we explored the differentially expressed genes between normal group (15 cases) and osteosarcoma group (103 cases) in the GSE42352. Then, 945 differentially expressed genes including 524 up-regulated and 421 down-regulated were obtained (Figure 2A). Basing on the same criterion, we obtained 1075 differentially expressed genes between high immune cell infiltration cluster and low immune cell infiltration cluster in TARGET database, with 245 up-regulated and 597 down-regulated (Figure 2B). Besides, 842 differentially expressed genes were obtained between high immune cell infiltration cluster and low immune cell infiltration cluster in GSE42352, with 808 up-regulated and 267 down-regulated (Figure 2C). Finally, through using Venn analysis of three sets of differentially expressed genes, 108 differentially expressed genes were identified in both high immune cell infiltration cluster and osteosarcoma group (Figure 2D).




Figure 2 | Identification of differentially expressed genes. (A) The volcano plot showed that 524 up-regulated genes (red) and 421 down-regulated genes (green) between osteosarcoma (T) and normal (N) tissues/cells. (B) the volcano plot showed that 808 up-regulated genes (red) and 267 down-regulated genes (green) between high and low immune cell infiltration cluster in TARGET dataset. (C) The volcano plot showed that 245 up-regulated genes (red) and 597 down-regulated genes (green) between high and low immune cell infiltration cluster in GSE42354. (D) Using Draw Venn Diagram to pick up the intersection, 108 differentially expressed genes were obtained.





GSEA Enrichment Analysis

The GO analysis of genes in the high immune cell infiltration cluster and low immune cell infiltration cluster in TARGET database has shown that these associated with MHC class II protein complex, immunoglobulin receptor binding, regulation of apoptotic cell clearance and so on (Figure 3A). The KEGG analysis indicated that the genes correlated with primary immunodeficiency, Intestinal immune network for IgA production, Th1 and Th2 cell differentiation, PD−L1 expression and PD−1 checkpoint pathway in cancer, B cell receptor signaling pathway and so on (Figure 3B).




Figure 3 | GSEA enrichment analysis. (A) The top 10 results of GO analysis in Immunity_H (red) and Immunity_L (green). (B) The results of KEGG analysis in Immunity_H (red) and Immunity_L (green).





Distinction and Evaluation of Seven Immune-Related Genes Prognostic Signature for Osteosarcoma

We selected 95 osteosarcoma patients with complete clinical data for the further analysis. Univariate Cox regression analysis was applied to the expression profiles of 108 genes in osteosarcoma patients. From this analysis, 44 differentially expressed genes were found to have significant association with overall survival (p < 0.05) (Figure 4A). Then, by the LASSO regression analysis, seven genes, including IFITM3, VAMP8, ACTA2, GZMA, CDCA7, EVI2B, and SLC7A7, were identified (Figures 4B, C). The risk score was counted based on the expression level and its coefficient of these seven genes. Risk score = (−0.0297667 *expression of VAMP8) + (−0.0842312 * expression of GZMA) + (−0.3625101*expression of ACTA2) + (−0.3627611 * expression of IFITM3) + (0.15067589*expression of CDCA7) + (−0.0458604 * expression of EVI2B) +(−0.2311853*expression of SLC7A7).




Figure 4 | Construction of immune-related gene prognostic signature. (A) The p-value and HR of selected genes in univariable Cox regression analysis (p < 0.05). (B) The LASSO Cox analysis identified seven genes associated with prognosis. (C) The optimal values of the penalty parameter were defined by 1,000-round cross-validation.



We divided patients into high-risk and low-risk groups based on the median risk score. Kaplan-Meier (K-M) curves demonstrated low-risk group had a noticeably better survival than patients in high-risk group (p = 4.952e−03), showing the risk score has an effective value of prognosis (Figure 5A). Risk score and survival status of all osteosarcoma patients were exhibited in the risk curve and scatterplot. The mortality and risk coefficient of patients in the low-risk group were lower than that of high-risk group (Figures 5B, C). The heatmap of these seven immune-related genes expression level in GSE42352 indicated that five of these genes (CDCA7, GZMA, SLC7A7, VAMP8, and EVI2B) were highly expressed in the osteosarcoma group, but two of these genes (IFITM3 and ACTA2) were highly expressed in the normal group (Figure 5D). Besides, Time-dependent ROC curves was used to assess the precision of the seven immune-related genes signature in predicting overall survival of osteosarcoma patients at 3-, 5-, and 10- year. The area under the ROC (AUC) values of 3-, 5-, and 10- year were 0.750, 0.808, and 0.704, respectively (Figure 5E), showing a good capacity of our seven immune-related genes signature in predicting overall survival. As a whole, all of these analyses identify seven immune-related genes as prognostic signature for osteosarcoma.




Figure 5 | The prognostic value of seven immune-related genes. (A) Patients in the low-risk group (blue) showed better overall survival than those in the high-risk group (red). (B) The risk curve of every sample arranged by risk score. (C) The scatter plot of osteosarcoma samples survival overview. The red and green dots stand for death and survival, respectively. (D) Heatmap showed the expression level of seven genes in the normal group (blue) and osteosarcoma group (red). (E) The ROC curve for 3-, 5-, and 10-year overall survival of osteosarcoma patients.





Assessment of Seven Immune-Related Genes Signature as Independent Prognostic Factor in Osteosarcoma Patients

We applied univariate and multivariate Cox regression analysis to test whether the seven immune-related genes signature was an independent prognostic factor for other features, such as gender, age, and metastasis status. Both univariate and multivariate Cox regression analysis illustrated risk score and metastasis status were the independent prognostic factors (P < 0.001) (Figures 6A, B). Time-dependent ROC curves were used to evaluate the precision of metastasis status in predicting overall survival of osteosarcoma patients at 3-, 5-, and 10- year. The area under the ROC (AUC) values of 3-, 5-, and 10- year were 0.669, 0.667, and 0.64, respectively (Figure 6C) were lower than that of risk score. Both of results indicated that the seven immune-related genes signature was an independent prognostic factor in osteosarcoma patients.




Figure 6 | Assessment of the independent prognostic value. The univariate (A) and multivariate (B) Cox regression analysis of risk score, age, gender and metastasis. (C) The AUC of metastasis model based on ROC curve.





Construction and Validation of Nomogram

In order to predict the 3-year, 5-year, and 10-year overall survival of each patient, a nomogram was designed based on the TARGET. The expression signature for the seven immune-related genes, age, gender, and metastasis status were used as variables (Figure 7A). The calibration curve obtained compared well with the ideal model (Figures 7B, C).




Figure 7 | The nomogram to predict the survival rate of osteosarcoma patients. (A) nomogram of TARGET cohort used to predict the survival time. (B, C) calibration maps used to predict the 3-year (B) and 5-year survival (C).






Discussion

Osteosarcoma derives from mesenchymal stem cells, is the most common malignant bone tumor in children and adolescence, with the highest level of heterogeneity in humans (12, 13). This heterogeneity occurs not only in the macroscopic and microscopic aspects, with heterogeneous tumor microenvironment, but in genotypes and phenotypes aspects (13). Osteosarcoma tissue is not only composed of osteoblastic, chondroblastic and/or fibroblastic but also blended with immune cells and stromal cell (14, 15). That is to say, each sample has different types of cells composition. Thus, we concentrate on the heterogeneity of osteosarcoma and correlation between tumor immune cells infiltration and tumor cells, which was of remarkable meanings to study the mechanism of tumor development and progression, and to discover new approaches of diagnosis and therapy. By using the mRNA sequencing data and clinical data of osteosarcoma obtained from TARGET, we identified and validated the seven gene prognostic signature associated with immune cell infiltration.

In this study, we divided the samples into three clusters based on the enrichment of 29 immune cell types by applying unsupervised hierarchical clustering algorithm. There were significant differences in Immune Score, Stromal Score, ESTIMATE Score and Tumor Purity between the high-, middle- and low- immune cell infiltration cluster. Then, the heterogeneity of immune microenvironment in osteosarcoma was validated by the expression level of HLAs and PD-L1 (16–18). Besides, there were also obviously difference in the proportion of most of 22 immune cells of three clusters using CIBERSORT algorithm. Finally, K-M curve indicated that the osteosarcoma patients in low immune cell infiltration cluster have lower survival rate and the survival rate of three clusters have significant difference. The seven immune-related genes signature for overall survival was constructed on the differentially expressed genes among high immune cell infiltration cluster and osteosarcoma to predict the prognosis of osteosarcoma patients. The samples were assigned into low-risk group and high-risk group based on the median risk score. K-M curve, ROC curve, and score plot and plot of survival status shown that the seven immune-related gene had a favorable predictive ability.

Five of the seven immune-related genes (CDCA7, GZMA, SLC7A7, VAMP8, and EVI2B) were highly expressed in the osteosarcoma group, while two of these immune-related genes (IFITM3 and ACTA2) were lowly expressed. Most of the seven immune-related genes have been found associate with prognosis of different types of cancers. IFITM3 enhanced the invasion and metastasis of hepatocellular carcinoma through regulating expression of MMP9 via the p38/MAPK pathway and promoted proliferation of hepatocellular carcinoma via regulating expression of c-myc through the ERK1/2 signaling pathway (19, 20). Overexpression of IFITM3 was correlated with poor prognosis and associated with some molecules of immune checkpoint and biomarkers of tumor-associated macrophage in head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (21). Previous study identified that high expression of VAMP8 was associated with oncogenesis and metastasis of osteosarcoma (22). High expression of VAMP8 enhanced the cell proliferation of glioma and glioma growth by regulating cell cycle in the G0/G1 phase (23). ACTA2 was associated with maintenance of cell shape and mechanical tension and played an important role in tumor cell migration and invasion (24). Overexpression of ACTA2 had an increased risk of distant metastasis and worse survival for lung adenocarcinoma patients (25). It has been found that immune-related gene (GZMA) is high expressed in endometrial cancer at early stage and associated with prognosis, but the mechanism of tumor progression is unclear (26). As a family member of the cell division cycle proteins, CDCA7 was markedly overexpressed in colorectal cancer and lung adenocarcinoma. CDCA7 enhance cell proliferation in lung adenocarcinoma by mediating G1 phase and regulating apoptosis. besides, colorectal cancer patients with low expression of CDCA7 had better overall survival (27, 28). It has been found that low expression of EVI2B could enhance cell proliferation, invasion and migration in colorectal cancer cells and remarkably promote tumor growth. besides, EVI2B participated in PPIs (protein-protein interactions) of T-cell-mediated system-wide modulation (29). Similarly, EVI2B was a potential prognostic biomarker for colorectal cancer (CRC) (30). SLC7A7 was a significant and independent biomarker for predicting poor prognosis and was a potential prognosis predicter of glioblastoma (31). Mounting evidence showed dysregulation of SLC7A7 was associated with resistance of chemotherapy and radiation in ovarian cancers and non-small cell lung cancer, respectively (32, 33). Studies about the tumor progression part of SLC7A7 are too limited. APOE regulates lipid homeostasis in the systemic circulation and induces inflammatory immune responses in the tumor microenvironment (34).

Then, we investigated the correlation between risk score, gender, age and metastasis status in patients with osteosarcoma by univariate Cox and multivariate Cox regression analysis. Both of results showed that risk score and metastasis status maybe the independent prognostic factors in osteosarcoma patients (p < 0.001). To find out which of the two independent prognostic factors can better predict overall survival in osteosarcoma patients, we constructed a metastasis status model. The AUC values of ROC curve were applied to assess the accuracy of the model. The AUC values of 3-, 5-, and 10- year are obviously lower than those of the immune-related gene signature, suggesting that risk score is an independent prognostic factor and the predictive ability is significantly better than that of metastasis status.

Finally, we designed a nomogram to predict prognosis of osteosarcoma patients based on the risk score of seven immune-related gene signature, age, gender, metastasis status and primary tumor site. From this nomogram we were able to predict the 3-, 5-, and 10-year survival of osteosarcoma. Consistently, the plots of calibration demonstrated that the signature could accurately evaluate the survival of osteosarcoma patients. Although, our prognostic signature had a favorable predictive capability, the prognostic model can be optimized by consolidating with other independent datasets or even improved by optimizing the LASSO results in the future.

Some limitations of our study should be admitted. First, lack of sufficient samples and some other clinical pathological features. Second, the performance of our prognostic signature should be validated in more osteosarcoma datasets. Finally, all the results were based on public datasets and should be further confirmed by actual experiments.

In conclusion, the seven immune-related genes signature identified as the independent prognostic significance for osteosarcoma. These results of this study offer a means to predict the prognosis and survival of osteosarcoma patients and maybe provide promising targets for immunotherapy.



Data Availability Statement

The original contributions presented in the study are included in the article/Supplementary Material. Further inquiries can be directed to the corresponding authors.



Author Contributions

BX had the idea, collected data and wrote the first draft, HL, LL and AL did statistical analysis, BX, CX, and PW created the figures, HL and TX drafted the final manuscript. All authors contributed to the article and approved the submitted version.



Funding

This work was supported by Key Research and Development Program of Hunan Province 2017GK2120 (to TX).



Supplementary Material

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fonc.2020.607622/full#supplementary-material



References

1. Hameed, M, and Mandelker, D. Tumor Syndromes Predisposing to Osteosarcoma. Adv Anat Pathol (2018) 25(4):217–22. doi: 10.1097/PAP.0000000000000190

2. Yan, GN, Lv, YF, and Guo, QN. Advances in osteosarcoma stem cell research and opportunities for novel therapeutic targets. Cancer Lett (2016) 370(2):268–74. doi: 10.1016/j.canlet.2015.11.003

3. Chen, J, Liu, G, Wu, Y, Ma, J, Wu, H, Xie, Z, et al. CircMYO10 promotes osteosarcoma progression by regulating miR-370-3p/RUVBL1 axis to enhance the transcriptional activity of beta-catenin/LEF1 complex via effects on chromatin remodeling. Mol Cancer (2019) 18(1):150. doi: 10.1186/s12943-019-1076-1

4. Liu, Y, Qiao, L, Zhang, S, Wan, G, Chen, B, Zhou, P, et al. Dual pH-responsive multifunctional nanoparticles for targeted treatment of breast cancer by combining immunotherapy and chemotherapy. Acta Biomater (2018) 66:310–24. doi: 10.1016/j.actbio.2017.11.010

5. Guerra, AD, Yeung, OWH, Qi, X, Kao, WJ, and Man, K. The Anti-Tumor Effects of M1 Macrophage-Loaded Poly (ethylene glycol) and Gelatin-Based Hydrogels on Hepatocellular Carcinoma. Theranostics (2017) 7(15):3732–44. doi: 10.7150/thno.20251

6. Winslow, S, Lindquist, KE, Edsjo, A, and Larsson, C. The expression pattern of matrix-producing tumor stroma is of prognostic importance in breast cancer. BMC Cancer (2016) 16(1):841. doi: 10.1186/s12885-016-2864-2

7. Senbabaoglu, Y, Gejman, RS, Winer, AG, Liu, M, Van Allen, EM, de Velasco, G, et al. Tumor immune microenvironment characterization in clear cell renal cell carcinoma identifies prognostic and immunotherapeutically relevant messenger RNA signatures. Genome Biol (2016) 17(1):231. doi: 10.1186/s13059-016-1092-z

8. Gonzalez, H, Hagerling, C, and Werb, Z. Roles of the immune system in cancer: from tumor initiation to metastatic progression. Genes Dev (2018) 32(19-20):1267–84. doi: 10.1101/gad.314617.118

9. Shen, Y, Peng, X, and Shen, C. Identification and validation of immune-related lncRNA prognostic signature for breast cancer. Genomics (2020) 112(3):2640–6. doi: 10.1016/j.ygeno.2020.02.015

10. Yoshihara, K, Shahmoradgoli, M, Martinez, E, Vegesna, R, Kim, H, Torres-Garcia, W, et al. Inferring tumour purity and stromal and immune cell admixture from expression data. Nat Commun (2013) 4:2612. doi: 10.1038/ncomms3612

11. Newman, AM, Liu, CL, Green, MR, Gentles, AJ, Feng, W, Xu, Y, et al. Robust enumeration of cell subsets from tissue expression profiles. Nat Methods (2015) 12(5):453–7. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.3337

12. Geller, DS, and Gorlick, R. Osteosarcoma: a review of diagnosis, management, and treatment strategies. Clin Adv Hematol Oncol (2010) 8(10):705–18.


13. Schiavone, K, Garnier, D, Heymann, MF, and Heymann, D. The Heterogeneity of Osteosarcoma: The Role Played by Cancer Stem Cells. Adv Exp Med Biol (2019) 1139:187–200. doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-14366-4_11

14. Hong, W, Yuan, H, Gu, Y, Liu, M, Ji, Y, Huang, Z, et al. Immune-related prognosis biomarkers associated with osteosarcoma microenvironment. Cancer Cell Int (2020) 20:83. doi: 10.1186/s12935-020-1165-7

15. Heymann, MF, Lezot, F, and Heymann, D. The contribution of immune infiltrates and the local microenvironment in the pathogenesis of osteosarcoma. Cell Immunol (2019) 343:103711. doi: 10.1016/j.cellimm.2017.10.011

16. Koirala, P, Roth, ME, Gill, J, Piperdi, S, Chinai, JM, Geller, DS, et al. Immune infiltration and PD-L1 expression in the tumor microenvironment are prognostic in osteosarcoma. Sci Rep (2016) 6:30093. doi: 10.1038/srep30093

17. Pan, Y, Lu, L, Chen, J, Zhong, Y, and Dai, Z. Identification of potential crucial genes and construction of microRNA-mRNA negative regulatory networks in osteosarcoma. Hereditas (2018) 155:21. doi: 10.1186/s41065-018-0061-9

18. Guan, X, Guan, Z, and Song, C. Expression profile analysis identifies key genes as prognostic markers for metastasis of osteosarcoma. Cancer Cell Int (2020) 20:104. doi: 10.1186/s12935-020-01179-x

19. Min, J, Feng, Q, Liao, W, Liang, Y, Gong, C, Li, E, et al. IFITM3 promotes hepatocellular carcinoma invasion and metastasis by regulating MMP9 through p38/MAPK signaling. FEBS Open Bio (2018) 8(8):1299–311. doi: 10.1002/2211-5463.12479

20. Min, J, Hu, J, Luo, C, Zhu, J, Zhao, J, Zhu, Z, et al. IFITM3 upregulates c-myc expression to promote hepatocellular carcinoma proliferation via the ERK1/2 signalling pathway. Biosci Trends (2020) 13(6):523–9. doi: 10.5582/bst.2019.01289

21. Li, H, Yang, LL, Wu, CC, Xiao, Y, Mao, L, Chen, L, et al. Expression and Prognostic Value of IFIT1 and IFITM3 in Head and Neck Squamous Cell Carcinoma. Am J Clin Pathol (2020) 153(5):618–29. doi: 10.1093/ajcp/aqz205

22. Liu, J, Wu, S, Xie, X, Wang, Z, and Lei, Q. Identification of potential crucial genes and key pathways in osteosarcoma. Hereditas (2020) 157(1):29. doi: 10.1186/s41065-020-00142-0

23. Chen, Y, Meng, D, Wang, H, Sun, R, Wang, D, Wang, S, et al. VAMP8 facilitates cellular proliferation and temozolomide resistance in human glioma cells. Neuro Oncol (2015) 17(3):407–18. doi: 10.1093/neuonc/nou219

24. Gao, X, Chen, Y, Chen, M, Wang, S, Wen, X, and Zhang, S. Identification of key candidate genes and biological pathways in bladder cancer. PeerJ (2018) 6:e6036. doi: 10.7717/peerj.6036

25. Lee, HW, Park, YM, Lee, SJ, Cho, HJ, Kim, DH, Lee, J II, et al. Alpha-smooth muscle actin (ACTA2) is required for metastatic potential of human lung adenocarcinoma. Clin Cancer Res (2013) 19(21):5879–89. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-13-1181

26. Ikeda, Y, Kiyotani, K, Yew, PY, Sato, S, Imai, Y, Yamaguchi, R, et al. Clinical significance of T cell clonality and expression levels of immune-related genes in endometrial cancer. Oncol Rep (2017) 37(5):2603–10. doi: 10.3892/or.2017.5536

27. Li, S, Huang, J, Qin, M, Zhang, J, and Liao, C. High expression of CDCA7 predicts tumor progression and poor prognosis in human colorectal cancer. Mol Med Rep (2020) 22(1):57–66. doi: 10.3892/mmr.2020.11089

28. Wang, H, Ye, L, Xing, Z, Li, H, Lv, T, Liu, H, et al. CDCA7 promotes lung adenocarcinoma proliferation via regulating the cell cycle. Pathol Res Pract (2019) 215(11):152559. doi: 10.1016/j.prp.2019.152559

29. Yuan, Y, Chen, J, Wang, J, Xu, M, Zhang, Y, Sun, P, et al. Identification Hub Genes in Colorectal Cancer by Integrating Weighted Gene Co-Expression Network Analysis and Clinical Validation in vivo and vitro. Front Oncol (2020) 10:638:638. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2020.00638

30. Huang, MY, Wang, HM, Tok, TS, Chang, HJ, Chang, MS, Cheng, TL, et al. EVI2B, ATP2A2, S100B, TM4SF3, and OLFM4 as potential prognostic markers for postoperative Taiwanese colorectal cancer patients. DNA Cell Biol (2012) 31(4):625–35. doi: 10.1089/dna.2011.1365

31. Fan, S, Meng, D, Xu, T, Chen, Y, Wang, J, Li, X, et al. Overexpression of SLC7A7 predicts poor progression-free and overall survival in patients with glioblastoma. Med Oncol (2013) 30(1):384. doi: 10.1007/s12032-012-0384-8

32. Cheng, L, Lu, W, Kulkarni, B, Pejovic, T, Yan, X, Chiang, JH, et al. Analysis of chemotherapy response programs in ovarian cancers by the next-generation sequencing technologies. Gynecol Oncol (2010) 117(2):159–69. doi: 10.1016/j.ygyno.2010.01.041

33. Xie, L, Song, X, Yu, J, Guo, W, Wei, L, Liu, Y, et al. Solute carrier protein family may involve in radiation-induced radioresistance of non-small cell lung cancer. J Cancer Res Clin Oncol (2011) 137(12):1739–47. doi: 10.1007/s00432-011-1050-9

34. An, HJ, Koh, HM, and Song, DH. Apolipoprotein E is a predictive marker for assessing non-small cell lung cancer patients with lymph node metastasis. Pathol Res Pract (2019) 215(10):152607. doi: 10.1016/j.prp.2019.152607



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 © 2020 Xiao, Liu, Li, Xiang, Wang, Li and Xiao. 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.




REVIEW

published: 15 December 2020

doi: 10.3389/fonc.2020.610104

[image: image2]


Myeloid-Derived Suppressor Cells: A New and Pivotal Player in Colorectal Cancer Progression


Kai Yin 1*, Xueli Xia 2, Ke Rui 3, Tingting Wang 4* and Shengjun Wang 2*


1 Department of General Surgery, Affiliated Hospital of Jiangsu University, Zhenjiang, China, 2 Department of Immunology, Jiangsu Key Laboratory of Laboratory Medicine, School of Medicine, Jiangsu University, Zhenjiang, China, 3 Department of Laboratory Medicine, Affiliated Hospital of Jiangsu University, Zhenjiang, China, 4 Department of Laboratory Medicine, Affiliated Wuxi People’s Hospital of Nanjing Medical University, Wuxi Children’s Hospital, Wuxi, China




Edited by: 
Peng Qu, National Institutes of Health (NIH), United States

Reviewed by: 
Anurag Singh, Tübingen University Hospital, Germany

Hua Jiang, Medical University of South Carolina, United States

*Correspondence: 
Kai Yin
 jsyinkai@163.com
 Tingting Wang
 3288689388@qq.com
 Shengjun Wang
 sjwjs@ujs.edu.cn

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


Received: 25 September 2020

Accepted: 10 November 2020

Published: 15 December 2020

Citation:
Yin K, Xia X, Rui K, Wang T and Wang S (2020) Myeloid-Derived Suppressor Cells: A New and Pivotal Player in Colorectal Cancer Progression. Front. Oncol. 10:610104. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2020.610104



Colorectal cancer (CRC) remains a devastating human malignancy with poor prognosis. Of the various factors, immune evasion mechanisms play pivotal roles in CRC progression and impede the effects of cancer therapy. Myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) constitute an immature population of myeloid cells that are typical during tumor progression. These cells have the ability to induce strong immunosuppressive effects within the tumor microenvironment (TME) and promote CRC development. Indeed, MDSCs have been shown to accumulate in both tumor-bearing mice and CRC patients, and may therefore become an obstacle for cancer immunotherapy. Consequently, numerous studies have focused on the characterization of MDSCs and their immunosuppressive capacity, as well as developing novel approaches to suppress MDSCs function with different approaches. Current therapeutic strategies that target MDSCs in CRC include inhibition of their recruitment and alteration of their function, alone or in combination with other therapies including chemotherapy, radiotherapy and immunotherapy. Herein, we summarize the recent roles and mechanisms of MDSCs in CRC progression. In addition, a brief review of MDSC-targeting approaches for potential CRC therapy is presented.
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Introduction

Colorectal cancer (CRC) remains the third most common cancer and the third leading cause of cancer-related deaths in males and females (1). Despite improvements in systemic treatments for advanced CRC in recent years, only 12–14% of patients with metastatic CRC survive for five years (2). Moreover, patients with advanced CRC develop resistance to chemotherapy, radiotherapy, immunotherapy and targeted drug therapy, which results in increasing challenges in treating CRC. Recently, different types of immune cells such as myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), dendritic cells (DCs), tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs), natural killer (NK) cells, and regulatory T cells (Tregs) were shown to impact CRC progression (3, 4).

CRC patients’ responses to chemotherapy, radiation therapy, targeted drugs therapy and immunotherapy are affected by the tumor immune microenvironment (5, 6). Growing evidence has demonstrated that MDSCs accumulate and expand in the peripheral blood and tumor tissues, where they regulate host anti-tumor immune responses (7, 8). Once the MDSC population is expanded and activated in the immune system, it executes its numerous functions in tumor progression. MDSCs not only suppress anti-tumor immunity but also impede the efficacy of therapeutic agents for cancer treatment (9).

Immunosuppression is an important hallmark of most cancer growth and progression (10). In recent years, accumulating data have indicated that MDSCs, as one of the main immunosuppressive cell populations, are pivotal for cancer development (11). MDSCs represent a heterogeneous population of immature myeloid cells (IMCs) that fail to complete their differentiation into macrophages, DCs, or granulocytes (12). MDSCs consist of two large groups of cells: granulocytic or polymorphonuclear MDSCs (PMN-MDSCs) and monocytic MDSCs (M-MDSCs) (13). In general, the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs is regulated by multiple signaling pathways as well as interactions with several immune cell populations and mediators, which directly or indirectly suppress anti-tumor immunity and support cancer progression (7, 9). An increasing number of studies have focused on MDSCs, which are involved in regulation of the immune response in many types of cancer, but are poorly understood in CRC. It has been shown that different populations of MDSCs are observed in the peripheral blood and tumor tissue of CRC patients (14). A positive relationship between MDSCs and CRC progression including growth, metastasis, invasion, and angiogenesis has also been reported (15). Therapeutic agents targeting MDSCs have been proven to promote anti-tumor immunity and enhance the effects of immunotherapy against CRC. In this review, we discuss developments on the role of MDSCs in CRC: (1) MDSCs and their functional correlation with cancer, (2) MDSCs-mediated signaling pathways in CRC progression, and (3) MDSCs-targeting approaches for potential CRC treatment.



Molecular Features and Suppressive Function of MDSCs


Phenotypic Features

Under normal circumstances, IMCs do not have immunosuppressive functions and are believed to be constitutively present in healthy individuals. The generation of IMCs occurs in the bone marrow and is regulated by growth factors including granulocyte colony-stimulating factor (G-CSF), granulocyte macrophage colony-stimulating factor (GM-CSF), and macrophage colony-stimulating factor (M-CSF) (16, 17). During this process, IMCs migrate to the blood and various peripheral organs, where they differentiate into myeloid cells such as macrophages, neutrophils, and DCs. However, in pathological conditions including cancers, chronic infections and autoimmune diseases, IMC differentiation is impaired leading to an accumulation of MDSCs (18–20).

MDSCs are IMCs that expand during the growth and metastasis of malignant tumors and in inflammatory conditions. Their heterogeneity is tumor-dependent, and their phenotype and functions change with cancer progression (21). Recently, neutrophils were distinguished from MDSCs by the expression of the lectin-type oxidized LDL receptor 1 (LOX-1). LOX-1+ neutrophils have been shown to suppress T cells proliferation (22). These cells, also called tumor-associated neutrophils (TANs), were found in the tumor microenvironment (TME) and promote cancer cell migration and invasion (23). However, the main difference between MDSCs, neutrophils, and monocytes is their functions, with MDSCs having the potential to suppress immune activity.

There are two types of macrophages, namely, M1-like macrophage and M2-like macrophage. The macrophages found in the TME are known as TAMs and are predominantly M2 macrophages (24). TAMs are abundant in the microenvironment of CRC and are strong promoters of angiogenesis and lymphogenesis, thus contributing to tumor progression (25). Interferon gamma (IFN-γ), LPS, and GM-CSF induce polarization of M1 TAMs from monocytes, which are involved in antitumor immunity (26). In contrast, CSF-1, interleukin (IL)-4, IL-10, transforming growth factor beta (TGF)-β, and IL-13 contribute to M2 TAM polarization (27). M2 macrophages suppress cytotoxic T cell activities and attract Tregs, which promote tumor growth and immune escape (28). Furthermore, while M1 macrophages express CD64, suppressor of cytokine signaling 1 (SOCS1), indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO) and chemokine (C-X-C motif) ligand 1 (CXCL1), M2 macrophages express mannose receptor C-type 1 (MRC1), CD23, and chemokine ligand 22 (CCL22) (29). Macrophages are highly plastic, and under certain physiological and pathological conditions, M1 macrophages can repolarize into M2 macrophages, and vice versa (30). However, the molecular mechanisms that regulate the macrophage polarization remain poorly understood.

Although TAMs and MDSCs are distinct cell types, they are not clearly distinguishable and have several characteristics in common. In the TME, cytokines and chemokines from tumor cells can influence normal myelopoiesis and increase the differentiation of M-MDSCs into PMN-MDSCs (31). M-MDSCs and inflammatory monocytes migrate to the tumor site via the CCL2/CCR2 pathways and differentiated into TAMs in response to various factors secreted by tumor cells (32). In addition, infiltrating MDSCs can also differentiate into TAMs through a combination of Toll-like receptor (TLR) and cytokine signaling (33, 34). MDSCs are phenotypically distinct from neutrophils, macrophages and monocytes. They can be divided into two major types based on their cell surface markers. In mice, PMN-MDSCs are defined as CD11b+Gr-1+Ly6GhighLy6Clow cells, whereas M-MDSCs are defined as CD11b+Gr-1+Ly6GlowLy6Chigh cells. The frequencies of PMN-MDSCs and M-MDSC subsets differ between tumors and organs in tumor-bearing mice with PMN-MDSCs accounting for 70–80% of MDSCs and M-MDSCs representing 20–30% (35). In humans, PMN-MDSCs are HLA-DR-CD11b+CD14−CD33+ (CD15+ or CD66+) cells and M-MDSCs are HLA-DRlow/−CD11b+CD14+CD15− cells (36). Other cell surface molecules can also be used to identify other subsets of MDSCs, such as CD115, CD80, and CD124 (37, 38). Moreover, M-MDSCs express inducible nitric oxide synthase (iNOS) and generate nitric oxide (NO), while PMN-MDSCs produce reactive oxygen species (ROS) and arginase-1 (39).

In human peripheral blood, early-stage MDSCs (e-MDSCs), which are comprised of more immature progenitors than conventional MDSCs, are defined by Lin− (including CD3, CD14, CD15, CD19, CD56) HLA-DR-CD33+. While e-MDSCs markers for murine cells have yet to be determined (36, 40–42), a subset of e-MDSCs with the phenotype of CD11b+Gr-1−F4/80−MHC-II− has been described in IL-6 high-expressing 4T1 mice mammary carcinoma models (43). Human fibrocytic MDSCs (F-MDSCs), which can be differentiated from umbilical cord blood (UCB) precursors, have been identified as a new MDSCs subset with fibrocytic phenotypes and immunosuppressive functions. They are defined as CD11blowCD11clowCD33+IL-4Ra+ (44, 45). In addition, PMN-MDSCs and M-MDSCs are also phenotypically different from neutrophils. Compared to neutrophils, PMN-MDSCs have fewer granules and low expression of CD16 and CD62L (36, 41, 42, 46). The phenotypes and markers of MDSCs are shown in Table 1.


Table 1 | Summary of commonly expressed markers in mice and human MDSCs.





Recruitment and Expansion of MDSCs

Cytokines can facilitate the recruitment and expansion of MDSCs in the TME. Tumor-induced factors, including prostaglandin E2 (PGE2), IL-6, IL-10, IL-1β, and transforming growth factor beta (TGF)-β have been shown to result in the recruitment and activation of MDSCs in the TME in malignant tumors (47). For example, IL-1β and IL-6 can induce the accumulation and activation of MDSCs at tumor sites (48–50). IL-1β not only promotes the accumulation of MDSCs but also induces expression of other molecules that are necessary for the expansion of MDSCs such as vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), IL-6 and GM-CSF (51). Other cytokines, such as IL-10 and TGF-β have the ability to generate MDSCs populations, as well as mediate their suppressive functions (52, 53). Thus, MDSCs are able to produce TGF-β and create a feedback loop that sustains their antitumor immunity. Furthermore, IL-17, which is secreted by Th17 cells, is overexpressed in cancer cells and promote MDSCs translocation from the periphery to the tumor sites (54).

Chemokines also influence MDSCs expansion and activation. Some of them, such as chemokine ligand 2 (CCL2) can interact with its corresponding receptor C-C chemokine receptor type 2 (CCR2) to promote chemotaxis to areas of inflammation (55, 56). IL-8 is released by cancer cells and binds to G protein-coupled receptors C-X-C motif chemokine receptor 1 and 2 (CXCR1 and CXCR2) on MDSCs (57). Moreover, the CCL3/CCR5 axis has been reported to induce the maintenance of immunosuppressive myeloid cells in tumor areas (55).

Hypoxia is commonly found in the TME and is recognized as an important factor that mediates MDSCs expansion. It has been shown that hypoxia inducible factor 1 alpha (HIF-1α) can induce the expression of ectonucleoside triphosphate diphosphohydrolase 2 (ENTPD2), an ectoenzyme on MDSCs, resulting in MDSCs expansion in the TME (40). In addition, hypoxia can upregulate VEGF and functional molecule expression and lead to MDSCs accumulation in both mice and patients with lung cancer (58, 59). This process is mediated by the VEGF receptor, which is expressed on MDSCs (58).



MDSCs Immunosuppressive Mechanism

Notably, one of the features of MDSCs in TME is the immune suppressive function. MDSCs suppress the activity of immune cells through multiple mechanisms, including the generation of reactive oxygen and nitrogen species (RONS), the degradation of L-arginine, the production of immunosuppressive cytokines such as IL-10 and TGF-β, the inhibition of T cells, and the induction of other immunosuppressive cells (41, 60). Firstly, MDSCs can regulate anti-tumor immune responses through the production of RONS including NO and ROS (61, 62). MDSCs require activation of signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 (STAT3) and increase nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate (NADPH) oxidase activity to produce ROS (13, 41). However, NADPH oxidase may also synthesize reactive nitrogen species (RNS) like NO by metabolizing L-arginine (63). ROS are also activated via the STAT3 transcription factor and are associated with the metabolism of L-arginine (52, 64). Taken together, these data suggest that production of ROS, NO, and RNS are dependent on L-arginine metabolism. Furthermore, these factors can suppress T cell populations, thus rendering them incapable of facilitating an anti-cancer response (65). In the TME, S100A8/A9 has been shown to activate the production of ROS in a STAT3-dependent manner. This leads to nitration of the T cell receptor-alpha-beta (TCRαβ) chain, resulting in T cells that lack the ability to interact with the peptide antigen bound to the major histocompatibility complex class II (MHC-II) and are therefore unable to initiate an anti-cancer response (51). Similarly, iNOS released by MDSCs is an additional mechanism responsible for inducing oxidative stress in the TME. NO produced by iNOS can suppress the T cells’ response and induce T cell apoptosis via various mechanisms, including the inhibition of Janus kinase 3(JAK3), STAT5, and MHC-II expression (11, 13). Synergistically, S100A8/A9 also increases the production of iNOS through activation of STAT1 (66).

Secondly, MDSCs can suppress T cell activation and proliferation by depleting essential amino acids. MDSCs increase arginase-1 activity and induce T cell suppression via the depletion of L-arginine (11, 13, 67). The lack of L-arginine suppresses proliferation of activated T cells and decreases the expression of the T cell receptor-zeta (TCR-ζ) chain (68). As a result, arginase-1 leading to depletion of L-arginine in the TME suppresses the ability of the T cells to exert their anti-tumor functions (69). Indeed, MDSCs have the ability to inhibit T cell proliferation by regulating the G0/G1 phase of their cell cycle (70). Expression of IDO by MDSCs can also suppress T cell proliferation by decreasing tryptophan levels and producing cytotoxic metabolites (71). Furthermore, it was reported that chronic psychological stress can also lead to MDSCs accumulation in the bone marrow of Balb/c mice where they inhibit T cells proliferation (72).

Other mechanisms that result in MDSCs-induced T cell apoptosis have been described. For example, MDSCs can decrease expression level of B-cell lymphoma 2 (Bcl-2) expression and increase FAS (CD95 ligand) expression in T cells. Furthermore, MDSCs express galectin-9, which binds to T-cell immunoglobulin domain and mucin domain 3 (TIM3), an inhibitory surface molecule on lymphocytes, leading to decreased T cell viability (73, 74). Interestingly, different subtypes of MDSCs utilize different mechanisms to mediate immunosuppressive functions in the TME. M-MDSCs produce high levels of NO and immunosuppressive cytokines such as IL-10, which suppress both antigen-specific and non-specific T-cell responses (55). In contrast, PMN-MDSCs suppress T-cell responses by generating ROS based on an antigen-specific approach (75, 76).

Thirdly, MDSCs-mediated lymphocyte trafficking and viability are restricted. MDSCs can suppress T cell movement to the lymph nodes via down-regulation of L-selectin (CD62L) on the surface of T cells by increasing expression of disintegrin and metalloproteinase domain17 (ADAM17). MDSCs can also interrupt the migration of CD8+ T cells to tumor sites by peroxynitrite modification of CCL2 (77, 78). Finally, MDSCs can promote the induction of other immunosuppressive cells. MDSCs have been shown to induce the generation of FoxP3+ Treg cells in vivo through the production of IFN-γ, TGF-β and IL-10. This effect is independent of NO production (38). Furthermore, the CCR5 ligands CCL3, CCL4, and CCL5 were shown to promote CCR5+ Treg cell recruitment in mouse models of melanoma (74). It has been reported that CD14+HLA-DR–/low M-MDSCs could induce CD4+CD25+Foxp3+Treg cells when co-cultured with autologous T cells in hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) patients (79). Moreover, F-MDSCs can inhibit T cell proliferation by releasing IDO and promoting the expansion of Tregs (80). With the exception of Tregs stimulation, MDSCs can also reverse macrophages to an M2-like phenotype with low IL-12 production, thereby promoting tumor growth (81). In addition, MDSCs impair NK cell function and cytotoxicity by suppressing the production of IFN-γ from NK cells and decreasing the expression of natural killer group 2 member D (NKG2D) (82). Induction of MDSCs in a tumor-bearing mouse model of lung cancer can lead to impairment of B cell differentiation and function though an IL-7 and STAT5-dependent manner (83). The MDSCs immunosuppressive mechanisms described above are outlined in Figure 1.




Figure 1 | Main mechanisms of immunosuppression function mediated by MDSCs in the tumor microenvironment.






Roles of MDSCs in Colorectal Cancer


Prognostic Values of MDSCs in CRC

MDSCs play an important role in the immunosuppressive mechanism associated with CRC progression. Several studies have demonstrated that MDSCs in the peripheral blood and tumor tissues are associated with tumor stage, histological grade of cancer and lymph node metastases in CRC (84, 85). It has been reported that the peripheral blood of CRC patients contains a significantly increased percentage and absolute number of CD33+CD11b+HLA-DR−/low MDSCs compared with healthy donors. This increasement was closely correlated with clinical cancer stage and tumor metastasis but not primary tumor size. Interestingly, radical operation can significantly decrease the level of circulating MDSCs in CRC patients (76, 85). Moreover, the proportion of PMN-MDSCs and immature MDSCs (I-MDSCs) was found to be higher in the tumor tissues of CRC patients compared to tumor-adjacent tissues (86).

In a recent study, CD33+ MDSCs and Yes-associated protein 1 (YAP1) were identified as predictors for the prognosis of CRC patients. This study demonstrated that CD33+MDSCs numbers and YAP1 expression levels were increased in tumor tissues compared with those of tumor-adjacent tissues from the same CRC patients (87). Furthermore, CD33+CD11b+HLA-DR−/low myeloid cells were shown to be expanded in the peripheral blood of CRC patients, with the number of circulating MDSCs positively correlating with poor prognosis and low survival rates (88). In addition, a lower lymphocyte-to-monocyte ratio (LMR) was associated with poor prognosis in CRC patients, who were found to have higher levels of circulating MDSCs (89). Unresectable metastatic CRC patients with high M-MDSCs levels in their peripheral blood were also shown to have a significantly shorter progression-free survival (90). Interestingly, it was proven that although Tregs, Th17, and PMN-MDSCs were significantly increased in metastatic CRC, only high levels of PMN-MDSCs were associated with a poor prognosis for CRC patients (91).



Signaling Pathways for MDSCs-Mediated Functions in CRC

The immunosuppressive function of MDSCs relies on the activation of different intracellular signaling pathways. Many studies indicate that MDSCs-associated signaling pathways are involved in CRC development. KRAS mutations, for example, are frequently observed in human CRC and correlate positively with tumor aggressiveness and metastasis (92–94). KRAS-mediated repression of interferon regulatory factor 2 (IRF2) was associated with high expression of CXCL3, which led to MDSCs migration to the TME through binding to CXCR2 on the MDSCs (95). Receptor-interacting protein kinase 3 (RIPK3) is essential for mucosal repair in CRC. It has been reported that reduction of RIPK3 in CRC cells induces expansion of MDSCs and increases cyclooxygenase-2 (COX-2) expression, which then catalyze PGE2 and enhance MDSCs function (96). Similarly, RIPK3 signaling in an I-MDSCs subset promoted intestinal tumor development in MC38 cell tumors by expanding IL17-producing T cells (97).

It has been suggested that down-regulation of mucin 1 (MUC1) in hematopoietic cells increases MDSCs expansion in inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) leading to the development of CRC (98). Moreover, MUC13 promotes colitis-associated colorectal tumors development through the β-catenin signaling pathway and increases MDSCs expansion in the TME (99). In addition, MDSCs can increase the expression levels of ROS and NO, which may result in DNA damage and promote tumor progression in CRC (100). Previous studies have also demonstrated that CRC cells secrete VEGF-A, which leads to TAMs induction and subsequent production of chemokine (C-X-C motif) ligand 1 (CXCL1) in the primary tumor. Increased CXCL1 in liver tissue was shown to recruit CXCR2-positive MDSCs to form a premetastatic niche in CRC (101). In addition, overexpression of CXCR4 has been found to play a crucial role in the invasion of CRC, as well as promoting the epithelial–mesenchymal transition (EMT) and infiltration of MDSCs in colonic tissue, accelerating colitis-associated and Apc mutation-driven colorectal tumorigenesis (102). Recently, Varun Sasidharan Nair et al. reported some genes associated with histone deacetylases (HDAC) activation, DNA methylation, Wnt and IL-6 signaling pathways are upregulated in CRC tumor infiltrating I-MDSCs, and propose that they could be exploited as potential targets for CRC therapy (86).

The JAK/STAT pathway is considered to be a major player in mediating immunosuppression (103, 104). MDSCs isolated from the spleen of CT26 cell-bearing mice exhibited inhibition of phosphorylation of STAT1 (p-STAT1) in response to IFN-α or IFN-γ (105). However, another study demonstrated that IFN-γ is not a key regulator of MDSCs and that targeting it would be unlikely to alter MDSCs accumulation or function in tumor-bearing mice (106). It has been reported that IL-6 activates expansion of MDSCs via the JAK2/STAT3/NF-κB signaling pathway, resulting in AOM/DSS-induced colon tumor development in G protein subunit alpha i1 (GNAI1) and GNAI3 (GNAI1;3) double-knockout (DKO) mice (107). It has also been shown that protease-activated receptor 2 (PAR2) deficiency significantly promotes tumor development in the AOM/DSS-induced colitis-associated colon cancer model through accumulation of MDSCs and enhancement of their immunosuppressive activity via STAT3-mediated ROS production (108). Previous studies have demonstrated that G-CSF could promote MDSCs’ survival and activation through the STAT3 signaling pathway in a mouse colitis-associated cancer model (109). Additionally, CCL2 was initially characterized as a cytokine that was found to be increased in CRC tissues and reported to enhance PMN-MDSCs’ function in a STAT3-mediated manner (110). Xu et al. demonstrated that sphingosine-1-phosphate receptor 1 (S1PR1) and STAT3 are elevated in human CRC tissues and propose that they recruit MDSCs through the S1PR1–STAT3–IL-6 axis to promote tumor growth and liver metastasis niche (111). In addition, STAT6 appears to promote expansion of MDSCs and contributes to intestinal tumor progression in ApcMin/+ mice (112). Finally, S100A8/A9 is another pro-inflammatory molecular that activates the STAT3 signaling pathway, which is responsible for maintaining the MDSCs suppressive function (113).

Of significance, a highly hypoxic environment leads to the accumulation and activation of MDSCs in CRC development. Hypoxia within the TME is associated with increased V-domain Ig suppressor of T-cell activation (VISTA) expression, which promotes MDSCs function. VISTA is highly expressed in the CRC microenvironment, while both VISTA and HIF-1α activity were found to be increased in a cohort of CRC patients (114). Notably, malignant tumors can potentially recruit MDSCs from the bone marrow by releasing exosomes. Previous studies have shown that hypoxia can induce MDSCs to secrete more exosomes in a HIF-1α dependent manner (115). The exosomal contents can reprogram the target cell and increase mobility of MDSCs to the tumor sites. Inhibition of S100A9 was found to suppress the susceptibility of mice to AOM/DSS-induced colitis-associated colon cancer (116).



Targeting MDSCs in CRC Therapy

The safety and efficacy of using MDSCs inhibition as a CRC therapy have been evaluated in an increasing number of studies (Table 2). Here we summarize novel preclinical approaches targeting MDSCs in CRC (Figure 2). Current treatments aim to deplete MDSCs, inhibit their immunosuppressive function, and block their expansion to the tumor site (128). Several studies have proved that depletion of the number of MDSCs and inhibition of their function in tumor tissue are an important strategy for CRC therapy. For example, targeting MDSCs with all-trans-retinoic acid (ATRA) has been shown to decrease their number and suppress their function in tumor bearing mice (117). Consequently, ATRA may consider being a novel immunotherapeutic protocols to target CRC in the future. Similarly, histamine dihydrochloride (HDC), a NADPH oxidase 2 (NOX2) inhibitor, has also been shown to inhibit tumor progression by reducing the accumulation of tumor MDSCs in MC-38 cell-bearing mice (118). Embelin (2,5-dihydroxy-3-undecyl-1,4-benzoquinone) is a non-peptidic small molecule inhibitor of X-linked inhibitor of apoptosis protein (XIAP). Wu et al. found that embelin can significantly reduce the accumulation number of MDSCs in the peripheral lymphoid organ and tumor tissue, and impair the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs by reducing the production of ROS and arginase-1 level in colitis-associated tumorgenesis (119). Naringin (4′,5,7-trihydroxyavanone-7-rhamnoglucoside), a major flavanone glycoside that occurs naturally in citrus fruits, inhibits the severity of colitis and CRC development through regulation of the MDSCs’ immunosuppressive function via the NF-κB/IL-6/STAT3 axis in colorectal tissues (120).


Table 2 | Summary of preclinical studies analyzing the role of MDSCs in CRC and therapeutic agents.






Figure 2 | Novel strategies to target MDSCs in CRC.



Recruitment of tumor MDSCs is dependent on the receptor tyrosine kinase CSF-1R. Thus, inhibition of CSF-1R signaling can significantly block the number of tumor-infiltrating MDSCs number and enhance anti-tumor T cells responses in tumor bearing mice (121). In addition, blocking the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs can be achieved by targeting anti-G-CSF monoclonal antibody. Treatment with an anti-G-CSF monoclonal antibody reduces MDSCs accumulation and decreases the migration, proliferation, and functional maintenance of MDSCs and could therefore become a potential therapeutic agent for colitis-associated cancer (109). Previous results have indicated that DC-HIL+MDSCs are expanded in the blood of metastatic CRC patients. Since, anti-DC-HIL mAb treatment can suppress the function of MDSCs isolated from treated mice, functionally blocking DC-HIL on MDSCs could also be potentially beneficial in the treatment of metastatic CRC (122).

Other treatments include the induction of MDSCs differentiation alone or in combination with radiotherapy, chemotherapy, surgery or other kinds of immunotherapy to target CRC (129). Curcumin has been shown to inhibit the expansion of MDSCs, activate STAT3 and NF-κB in MDSCs, and polarize MDSCs toward a M1-like phenotype in CT26 cell-bearing mice (123). Recently, the TLR7/8 agonist R848, as a new immunologic adjuvant, was found to reverse the functional orientation of MDSCs towards M1 macrophages, suggesting that R848 may be a potential immunologic adjuvant in chemotherapy for oxaliplatin-resistant CRC (124). It has been reported that treatment with anti-CCR2 antibody can alleviate radiation-induced MDSCs infiltration in CRC tumor tissues by activation of the STING pathway (125). Hence, anti-CCR2 antibody treatment may improve radiotherapy for advanced CRC patients. A previous study indicated that IL-6 induces strong immunosuppression in the CRC microenvironment by recruiting MDSCs and impairing T cells infiltration. Interestingly, an anti-IL-6 and anti-PD-L1 combination treatment prolonged tumor-bearing mouse survival, providing a novel strategy to overcome anti-PD-L1 resistance in CRC (126). In addition, blocking the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs can also be achieved by targeting phosphatidylinositol 3-kinase (PI3K)δ/γ. Hence, (-)-4-O-(4-O-β-D-glucopyranosylcaffeoyl) quinic acid (QA), a selective small molecule inhibitor of PI3Kδ/γ, has the ability to reshape the tumor immune microenvironment and promote responses to anti-PD-1 treatment in a colon tumor model (127).

While there is an abundance of preclinical data supporting the theory that suppression of MDSCs could be a beneficial therapeutic tool. Several clinical studies have also indicated that inhibition of MDSCs is beneficial to CRC patients. Metastatic CRC patients treated with a first-line combination regimen of 5-FU, oxaliplatin, and bevacizumab (FOLFOX-bevacizumab) were associated with a better survival outcome. Furthermore, the FOLFOX-bevacizumab treatment was found to decrease the PMN-MDSC population in metastatic CRC patients (91). While docosahexaenoic acid (DHA) has been shown to inhibit caspase-1 activity in 5-fluorouracil (5-FU) treated MDSCs, a negative relationship between the DHA content in plasma and the induction of caspase-1 activity in MDSCs of CRC patients treated with 5-FU-based chemotherapy has been reported (130). Thus, these data provide new insights into the regulation of DHA and its potential benefit in 5-FU-based chemotherapy for CRC patients. Previous studies demonstrated that CD38 is a transmembrane receptor–ectoenzyme expressed by MDSCs in esophageal cancer and multiple myeloma (131, 132). Interestingly, a significant expansion of CD38+M-MDSCs were observed in PBMCs of CRC patients when compared with healthy donors, and CD38+M-MDSCs frequencies were significantly higher in CRC patients who had previously received any form of cancer treatment (surgery, chemotherapy or radiotherapy, targeted therapy, or a combination of these methods) when compared with treatment-naive patients (133). This study supported a method to target M-MDSCs with an anti-CD38 monoclonal antibody could be a valuable therapeutic tool for the treatment of metastatic CRC patients.



Immune Checkpoints

Growing evidence suggests that the immunosuppressive microenvironments in tumors result from the activation of MDSCs, PD-1/PD-L1 and cytotoxic T lymphocyte-associated antigen-4(CTLA-4) pathways (134). PD-1 has been found to bind to its ligand PD-L1 and then induce T cell anergy and apoptosis (135). CTLA-4 is another receptor expressed on the surface of T cells, which inhibits T cells activities by competing with CD28 to bind to the two T cell activation antigens, CD80 and CD86 (136). PD-1 and CTLA-4 are immune checkpoint proteins expressed on activated T cells (Figure 3). Blocking PD-L1 or CTLA-4 signaling has been shown to be beneficial for cancer patient survival. MDSCs express high levels of PD-L1, and this upregulation of PD-L1 has been associated with expression of S100A9 and HIF-1α (69, 137). It has been indicated that PD-L1 expression on MDSCs is increased in CRC patients and colon tumor bearing mice, suggesting that it may be a potent mediator of immunosuppression function (138, 139). Furthermore, PD-L1+MDSCs were significantly decreased after neutralization of IFN-γ in the TME (139). Interestingly, PD-L1+MDSCs are significantly increased in HCC patients, while M-CSF and VEGFA have been shown to induce PD-L1+MDSCs in vitro (140). Compared to responding patients, PMN-MDSCs also expressed high levels of PD-L1 in non-responding melanoma patients treated by ipilimumab (141).




Figure 3 | The expression of PD-L1 in MDSCs causing T cell anergy via binding to its respective receptor.



Several studies found that MDSCs and other molecules such as PD-L1 and CTLA-4 in tumor tissues are sensitive predictive markers for patients’ response to chemoradiotherapy for rectal cancer patients (142). In the latest study, it was demonstrated that blockade of CXCR2 on MDSCs can overcome resistance to anti-PD-1 therapy in CRC-expressing oncogenic KRAS (95). Similarly, MDSCs elimination can reverse resistance to anti-PD-L1 or combination of normo-fractionated radiotherapy plus immunotherapy in CRC (143). Moreover, HDC can reduce the accumulation of intratumoral MDSCs in colon tumor-bearing mice and improve the anti-tumor efficacy of the PD-1/PD-L1 checkpoint blockade (118). Interestingly, IL-6 blockade was also reported to reverse the anti-PD-L1 resistance and inhibit CRC growth by reducing the number of MDSCs (126). MUC13-deficient mice have fewer MDSCs and are sensitive to anti-PD-L1 therapy, suggesting that MUC13 may be useful for in the treatment of colitis-associated cancer (99). Additionally, it has been revealed that treatment using an anti-KIT monoclonal antibody in a mouse colon cancer model enhanced the anti-tumor activity of anti-CTLA-4 and anti-PD-1 therapy by selectively reducing the MDSCs population (144).

Several studies have shown that the increasing number of TAMs in tumor correlates with favorable 5-year overall survival (OS) for CRC patients (145, 146). Increased M2 macrophage numbers in the TME promote the initiation and growth of tumor. However, few strategies are currently available to modulate TAMs by repolarizing the M2 macrophages to become M1 macrophages. A recent study demonstrated that PD-L1+ T cells can engage PD-1+ macrophages, inducing an alternative M2-like program, which have effects on adaptive antitumor immunity (147). In addition, Wang et al. showed that CD30L deficiency promote the accumulation of MDSCs, increase the expression of PD-L1 on MDSCs and TAMs, and enhance immunosuppressive function in an AOM/DSS-induced CAC model, suggesting that CD30L/CD30 signaling could be a potential candidate target for immunotherapy in CAC (148).




Conclusions

In conclusion, numerous studies have documented the important role of immunosuppressive MDSCs in CRC development in mice and cancer patients. During CRC progression, MDSCs-mediated immunosuppressive activity is regulated by many different signaling pathways. MDSCs promote CRC progression by increasing cell proliferation, cancer stemness, enhancing tumor invasiveness and metastasis. Given that the mechanisms controlling expansion and activation of MDSCs in tumor tissues or in the peripheral blood are distinct, it is difficult to devise a therapeutic approach to reduce their numbers or arrest their function. Furthermore, monotherapies targeting MDSCs have shown promising but limited efficacy. Thus, it is important to elucidate novel mechanisms involving different stromal components and myeloid cells such as cancer associated fibroblasts (CAFs), TAMs and neutrophils. Further studies are required to strengthen the knowledge about MDSCs and to better understand the effects in combination with other therapies involving different immunotherapeutic approaches for CRC therapy.
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Tumor-derived extracellular vesicles (TEVs) are important regulators of the immune response in cancer; however, most research so far has been carried out using cell culture systems. Immune-competent murine tumor models currently provide the best platform to assess proposed roles of TEVs using in vivo animal models and therefore are important for examining interactions between TEVs and the immune system. In this review, we present the current knowledge on TEVs using in vivo tumor-bearing animal models, with a focus on the role of TEVs in mediating crosstalk between tumor cells and both adaptive and innate immune cells. In particular, we address the question how animal models can clarify the reported heterogeneity of TEV effects in both anti-tumor responses and evasion of immune surveillance. The potential of TEVs in mediating direct antigen-presenting functions supports their potential as cancer vaccine therapeutics, therefore, we provide an overview of key findings of TEV trials that have the potential as novel immunotherapies, and shed light on challenges in the path toward the first in-human trials. We also highlight the important updates on the methods that continue to enhance the rigor and reproducibility of EV studies, particularly in functional animal models.
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Introduction

Metastatic cancers are among the deadliest diseases worldwide, yet, therapy options remain limited. Escaping the host’s immune response is one of the characteristic properties of tumors that are essential for malignancy, tumor growth and metastasis (1). During the past few decades, immuno-oncology research has focused on deciphering the molecular mechanisms that tumors develop to influence their microenvironment as well as the global immune response. More recently, extracellular vesicles (EVs) released by tumor cells have been studied extensively for their potential as antigen-presenting particles and regulators of immune cells (2). EVs are nanoparticles that are formed intracellularly, and are composed of a proteo-lipid bilayer, and luminal proteins and nucleic acids, which together determine their functionality. The complex mechanism of EVs biogenesis has been recently outlined elsewhere (3). Of note, the packaging of EVs may be altered upon changes of the cellular microenvironment or after therapeutic interventions (4). EVs are categorized by size and the organelle from which they are derived. The three predominant classes of EVs are endosomal-derived exosomes that are 50–150 nm in diameter, microvesicles, or “ectosomes” that are 200–1,000 nm in diameter and are derived from plasma membrane shedding, and apoptotic bodies that have a wide size range of 100–5,000 nm in diameter. Recent work has pointed toward the existence of a plethora of additional EV classes not described above, a prominent example being so-called exomeres. Exomeres were described to be smaller than exosomes (<50 nm) and enriched in metabolism-associated enzymes and antigens, which has led to the assumption that they might influence the metabolic state of recipient cells and take part in tumor-related mechanisms such as metastasis (5, 6).

The heterogeneity of extracellular vesicles is further underscored by studies that continue to refine our understanding of their cargo (7), and challenges with standardized isolation and characterization techniques to define the function of specific subpopulations of EVs. It remains a common approach in the field to focus studies on pellets acquired following ultracentrifugation. These fractions are referred to as “exosomes”, even though the International Society for Extracellular Vesicles (ISEV) is encouraging researchers to use the term “small EVs” to better capture the spectrum of vesicle types (8). To meet the requirements of more precise terminology and biological accuracy, we will use the term “tumor-derived extracellular vesicles” (TEVs), which includes vesicles released by an endosomal pathway (“classical” exosomes), membrane-derived vesicles and apoptotic-derived vesicles since all three are frequently observed in malignancy.

Many investigators have identified and classified TEVs using various cancer cell lines to obtain an insight into their pathophysiological relevance in tumor progression and immune responses, however, the potential of TEVs as immune regulators in immune-competent animal tumor models remains understudied. The importance of an immune-competent model is highlighted by the need to understand tumor-immune cell-crosstalk mediated by TEVs in the complexity of an animal model, which we argue have the greatest potential to provide insight into the TEV-dependent mechanisms relevant to metastasis and translation to humans. We point out where findings from animal studies and cell culture experiments may appear to be contradictory and identify areas for future research on the role of TEVs and the regulation of tumor-associated immune cells.

An understanding of the basis of the most utilized methods, such as direct injection of TEVs and immune cell pulsing by TEVs before injection, is important to consider with respect to their potential influences on experimental outcomes. Work by Andre and colleagues (9) first showed that TEVs carry antigens derived from their cells of origin that are presented by dendritic cells (DCs) to induce the proliferation of specific T cell subsets. The observation that bodily fluids contain TEVs that are reservoirs for tumor antigens demonstrated the relevance of TEVs in tumor immunotherapy research that has been followed by cancer vaccine trials (10) and TEV bioengineering approaches (11, 12). While specific aspects of TEV immunology remain poorly understood, TEVs remain promising targets for future research, with the regulation of their release being a prominent example (13–16). Moreover, the rapid evolution of EV methodologies in general will benefit in vivo studies of TEVs. Progress in these areas will likely lead to new therapy options in cancer, autoimmune disease and many other chronic conditions where EVs can mediate immune activity to distal end organs.



TEV Effects on the Adaptive Immunity: Dendritic Cells and T Cells

Our current understanding of anti-tumor immunity emphasizes the role of CD8+ cytotoxic T-lymphocytes (CTLs) as key protective agents. The presentation of tumor antigens by dendritic cells induces the activation and clonal proliferation of anti-tumor CTLs, however, tumors regularly develop mechanisms and factors to evade this response. It has been recognized that TEVs might carry such factors as a payload or express tumor antigens on their surface. Therefore, both immunosuppressive and immune-stimulatory roles have been proposed and described for TEVs (2).

In terms of the immunosuppressive effects of TEVs, direct as well as indirect effects on cellular immunity have been proposed (17). Ning and colleagues demonstrated in a murine model that TEVs owe the potential to block the differentiation and function of dendritic cells and Th1 CD4+ lymphocytes, whereas the activity of regulatory T cells (Tregs) is increased by TEVs (18). However, functional conclusions should be drawn with caution as certain Treg subtypes may also suppress cancer progression especially in tumors with extended tumor-induced inflammation (19).

Although not much is known about the pathways by which TEVs can directly suppress effector cell function, there is some recent evidence that apoptosis induction, at least in CD4+ T cells, is mediated by miRNA that is associated with TEVs (20), a mode of EV signaling that has been well established since the recognition of various RNA types as a common EV cargo (21). The immunosuppressive effects of TEVs were partially reversible by blockage of PD-L1, allowing the interpretations that either TEVs carry PD-L1 on their surface to interact with PD-1 receptors on activated CTL, or that TEVs induced the expression of PD-L1 on dendritic cells. It was recently demonstrated that tumor cells actively secrete TEVs carrying PD-L1 that are released in a mechanism that is dependent on the EV release regulators such as Rab27a and nSMase2 (22, 23). In mice, the TEV-associated PD-L1 enhanced tumor progression, suppressed T cell activity, and was resistant to antibody therapy. Interestingly, when TEV-associated PD-L1 secretion was blocked, distant secondary tumor growth was inhibited (23). This effect was synergistic with anti-PD-L1 antibody treatments and led the authors to the conclusion that blocking of PD-L1 secretion associated with TEVs could provide an additive treatment to current antibody therapies, which would have a high clinical relevance (24). Interestingly, PD-L1 has been shown to be present in TEVs from various cancer cell lines in different concentrations, which could explain the heterogeneous results obtained from therapeutic PD-L1 antibody treatment (23). Further studies are warranted to clarify whether other tumor-derived ligands are also differentially packaged into TEVs dependent on the cancer cell line.

Another example for a mechanism of CD4+ and CD8+ T cell suppression is arginase-1 carried by TEVs. Such TEVs were isolated from patients with ovarian cancer and inhibited effector cell function after previous uptake into dendritic cells in an ovarian cancer mouse model (25). The resulting tumor progression could be reversed by applying arginase inhibitors, thus underlining the potential for therapeutic manipulation.

Despite suppression of T cell function, it has also been reported that TEVs carry out tumor antigen-presenting functions, similar to antigen-presenting cells. When CD8+ CTL are stimulated in vitro with TEVs, a strong specific anti-tumor effect of these CTL was reported (26). This finding might open up a new strategy for potential tumor vaccines. Additionally, this observation raises the question whether TEVs alone have the capacity to induce T cell responses independently of the contribution by dendritic cells. Indeed, another group has also described a direct antigen-presenting effect of TEVs on CD8+ CTL via transfer of so-called pioneer translation peptides that originate from pre-mRNAs (27). In contrast, others have shown that TEVs alone do not exert T cell-activating functions in the absence of DCs even though they carry MHC cargo (28). This finding has been attributed to the fact that TEVs, due to their small size, might not carry enough MHC molecules to activate the T cell receptor (29). It remains controversial whether TEVs may act as “mini-DCs” to directly promote T cell activation, which can be addressed in the future by comparison of multiple tumor models. The potential role of vesicle size can be addressed by the use of different TEV isolation protocols.

During the last decade, multiple groups have investigated the processes by which TEVs interact with T cells to promote the effects discussed above. Most evidence which is available to date points toward a receptor-ligand interaction between T cells and TEVs which controls cellular homeostasis. For instance, it has been demonstrated that binding of TEVs to target receptors on T cells alters the amount of Ca2+ influx and comes along with transcriptional reprogramming of the targeted cell (30, 31). In this context, the signaling ligands of TEVs may function in the same way as cells carrying the surface molecule (32). However, the proposed transfer of RNA to T cells would require internalization of TEVs and subsequent intracellular cargo release. Indeed, recent work has suggested the existence of a relatively small subpopulation of T cells that is able to internalize TEVs by micropinocytosis, at least in a growth factor-enriched microenvironment such as the tumor bed (33). Given the fact that the variety of TEV uptake mechanisms is thought to be large, other processes, such as receptor-mediated endocytosis, may also play a role, as comprehensively outlined elsewhere (34, 35).

Antigen-presenting cells, such as DCs, are another important target of TEVs, as they largely facilitate the connection between tumor-derived, antigen-containing material, and immune effector cells. TEVs have been described to either induce or decrease the intensity by which dendritic cells are activated, comparable to what is known regarding the TEV effects on T cells. It was reported by several groups that TEVs severely interfere with differentiation of DCs from bone marrow myeloid precursor cells and CD14+ monocytes, resulting in impaired migratory behavior and apoptosis of the precursor cells (18, 36). Moreover, when incubated with TEVs, these cells produce increased amounts of interleukin-6 (IL-6) (36). Interestingly, IL-6 induction was also shown in TEV-activated differentiated DCs and one study reported that this is related to metastasis and tumor invasion in a STAT3-dependent manner (37). However, this trial did not provide evidence that this can be attributed to TEVs in vivo, as IL-6 induction by TEVs was solely demonstrated in vitro. In addition, the effect has been linked to HSP72 on the TEVs, which conversely has been shown by another group to induce IL-12 production and thus increase tumor surveillance (38). It is therefore controversial whether differentiated DCs are also capable of producing immunosuppressive cytokines. Recent work, which applied lymphatic-derived TEVs from melanoma patients, has further supported the theory that DC maturation is targeted by TEV contents. Proteomic profiling of vesicles revealed that this effect might be linked to S100A9, which had been previously described to suppress DC differentiation (39).

The above described findings support the conclusion that the differentiation phase of DCs is particularly susceptible to interference by TEVs. However, when differentiated DCs are incubated in vitro with TEVs, some groups were able to use these DCs as a potent DC vaccine against the tumor after expansion in cell culture, underlining the role of TEVs in antigen presentation and induction of the adaptive immune response (40). This provides some evidence that at least a certain subset of TEVs might be part of a tightly regulated cellular anti-tumor signal, but also allows the hypothesis that fully differentiated DCs are less prone to dysregulation by TEVs than their precursors (41). In a pioneering trial applying human material, it was shown that differentiated DCs pulsed with autologous TEVs isolated from patient ascites can be used for inducing tumor-specific CTL, in some cases even expanding restricted T cell repertoires (9). This was the foundation for further TEV/DC-based vaccine trials. Subsequently, antigen transfer from TEVs to DCs has been well characterized. DCs have the capacity to readily internalize TEVs and process their associated antigens in an MHC-dependent manner (28, 42, 43). The uptake of TEVs into DCs has been shown to be mediated by LFA-1/CD54 and C-type lectin/C-type lectin receptor interactions and is dependent on the actin cytoskeleton (40). After internalization, TEV contents are predominantly recruited to MHCII loading compartments (41). Interestingly, TEVs with luminally loaded antigens induce stronger class I MHC responses than TEVs with antigens located at the outside of the vesicle membrane (44). Moreover, TEVs seem to be the most efficient route of presentation for some tumor antigens. Using MUC1, a well-known tumor antigen, Rughetti et al. were able to demonstrate that TEV-associated MUC1 is translocated from endolysosomes to MHCII loading compartments in DCs. This was however not the case when soluble MUC1 was used (45). TEVs also have the capacity to reprogram the uptaking DC by inducing reactive oxygen species (ROS) and alkalinization in the phagosomal compartment, which enhances antigen processing (46). Apart from this, TEV internalization by DCs was also described to result in an increase in expression of the costimulatory receptors CD40, CD80, and CD54 on the DCs (40).

However, it is probable that not all types of TEVs interact with DCs efficiently. For example, a recent study examined glycocalyxes on TEVs, especially ligands of sialic acid binding Ig-like lectin (Siglec) receptors, to determine the extent to which they mediate internalization (47). Indeed, the authors found evidence that these glycocalyx components directly affect TEV-DC interaction and can be experimentally modified to alter the uptake of TEVs by DCs. This finding could explain differences in DC pulsing efficacy, while also allowing for positive selection or artificial generation of TEV subtypes that are well-suited for immunotherapy.

There is also evidence that certain therapeutic interventions shift the payload of TEVs toward a phenotype that favors anti-tumor immune responses. For example, double-stranded DNA (dsDNA) is shed in TEVs (48, 49), but is markedly increased after radiotherapy (RT). This RT-induced dsDNA can be delivered to DCs by TEVs, increasing the production of type 1 interferon to promote the survival of tumor-bearing mice (50). Another study reported that treatment of tumor cells with IFN-γ results in the release of TEVs which have the capacity to induce IL-12 secretion in cultured DCs, thus promoting tumor surveillance (38). This is particularly interesting as this effect was attributed to TEV-associated HSP72, which has been described by other groups as an inducer of pro-tumoral phenotypes in DCs (37). Moreover, others have argued that IFN-γ upregulates the expression of TEV-associated PD-L1, thus inhibiting CTL (22). Further studies to assess how cancer therapy potentially alters the TEV profile toward immune stimulation or suppression are clearly needed as such approaches owe a potential for biomarkers for therapy response.

Taking all these considerations together, the existing evidence points toward several pivotal effects of TEVs on T cells and dendritic cells. First, TEVs are capable of interfering with DC differentiation. Thereby, they inhibit the recognition of tumor-derived antigens and reduce T cell responses in the tumor microenvironment. This is further augmented by activation of regulatory T cells and targeting of CD4+/CD8+ T cells, in which apoptosis is induced. The potency of TEVs is probably influenced by three factors. First, TEVs circulate within the bloodstream and can therefore reach distant sites of metastasis, where local immunosuppression can contribute to pre-metastatic niche formation (51). Second, a single tumor cell can release thousands of extracellular vesicles during its lifespan and upon undergoing apoptosis. Thereby, the magnitude by which tumor-promoting ligands such as PD-L1 interact with a recipient immune cell is markedly increased compared to single tumor cells (23). Thus, TEVs function like an amplifier of the communication between a tumor and the immune cells in its microenvironment. Third, due to their heterogeneity in biophysical properties and cargo, TEVs can target a large variety of different immune cells, which increases the efficacy by exploiting redundant systems to promote aligned effects. Thus, TEVs largely take part in the cellular reprogramming which is induced by malignant tumors during disease progression (52).

However, as outlined above, it has been also recognized that DCs can process TEV-associated antigens to promote T cell responses. This apparently contradictory finding has prompted irritation in the field whether TEVs are “friends or foes” (53). We aim to answer this question by addressing important experimental differences in the underlying studies in Explanations for the Reported Heterogeneity of TEV Effects section.



TEV Effects on the Innate Immunity: Macrophages and Neutrophils

Few groups have focused on deciphering the interaction of TEVs and the innate immune system. Some evidence exists that macrophages are able to capture TEVs derived from apoptosis from circulation in a CD169 dependent process (54). Knockout of CD169 led to an enhanced immune response after immunization with ovalbumin, suggesting that macrophages eliminate TEVs, thus promoting tolerance. On the other hand, the same group demonstrated that in non-tumor bearing mice, injected TEVs suppress the immune response toward the ovalbumin antigen independent of macrophages (54). In an in vitro approach, Bardi et al. found that TEVs polarize macrophages toward a mixed phenotype of both M1 and M2 macrophages, thus promoting both inflammation and tissue regeneration (55). This could be explained by previous studies on macrophages in cancer that described both tumor-suppressing and tumor-promoting roles (56, 57). However, the authors interpreted the mixed macrophage polarization induced by TEVs as evidence of a certain flexibility a tumor would need to induce a vast subset of tumorigenic processes.

In concert with macrophages, neutrophils perform important tasks in immune response, based on recent studies defining interactions of neutrophils with TEVs. Leal and colleagues reported that TEVs induce the formation of neutrophil extracellular traps (NET) that promote cancer-related thrombosis (58). TEVs from tumor stem-like cells, as well differentiated tumor cells were described to induce a pro-tumoral phenotype in neutrophils. This occurs, for example, by polarization toward the N2 subpopulation, which induces production of several factors that promote angiogenesis, invasion and metastasis (59–62). This effect might be due to the uptake of vesicular RNA that exerts signaling functions or the uptake of circulating oncogenic DNA (63). These findings underline the potential of deciphering TEV-based mechanisms by which neutrophils are altered toward a phenotype that promotes tumor survival and progression.



A Perspective on TEVs in Immunotherapy and Bioengineering

Three leading hypotheses have made TEVs attractive for immunotherapeutic research. First, their potential roles in antigen presentation, possibly owing the potential of an anti-tumor vaccination-like approach, second, their immunosuppressive abilities and, third, their internalization in living cells, making them potential biological vehicles of artificially engineered therapeutic components. Interestingly, as outlined above, immunotherapeutic effects have been described when isolated TEVs are not injected separately into an animal, but are used to educate dendritic cells which are then administered (41). This DC vaccine might be more desirable in terms of therapeutic application compared to the injection of directly tumor-derived material. This approach has been used by several groups to treat cancer in animal models and evaluated in clinical trials that are currently registered using tumor-sensitized autologous dendritic cells or DC-derived EVs (64, 65). However, it remains unknown which tumor antigen source would be most effective for the pulsing of dendritic cells, since it has been reported that certain isolated tumor proteins would be more beneficial than whole tumor cell lysates (66). Gu and colleagues compared tumor lysates and TEVs in a murine model of DC vaccine, finding that the pre-incubation with TEVs is more efficient in terms of tumor growth restriction and survival (41). Furthermore, TEVs could be engineered to have increased MHC expression on the surface of TEVs, and thus enhance the efficacy of DC sensitization (67).

As the field is still at the beginning of exploiting the benefits of EVs for therapeutic purposes, research effort is needed to understand how therapeutic EVs, including TEVs, influence the tumor progression in vivo. We have learned from clinical trials that immunomodulatory EVs derived from mesenchymal stromal cells (MSCs) are sufficient to treat steroid-refractory human Graft-versus-Host-Disease (68). However, the experiences with MSC-EVs also demonstrate that various subsets of EVs differ in their immunomodulatory capacities (69). Taking into account the contradictory functional results from studies on TEVs, translation to the clinics could potentially be aggravated by the lack of techniques which are suitable to reliably predict therapeutic efficiency. Therefore, standardized assays, such as those recently proposed by Kordelas et al. (69), are needed in the field to determine the immunomodulatory properties of EV preparations prior to administration. Likewise, the same group has reported that recipients vary in MSC-EV responsiveness which complicates EV therapy (69). Regarding TEVs, this heterogeneity has not been widely addressed in animal models and requires further study. It was recently reported that an in vitro assay based on a co-culture of TEVs with splenocytes from an experimental model of murine encephalomyelitis detects TEV-mediated activity that distinguishes MSC-EVs from TEVs based on the expression pattern on targeted splenocytes (70). Further development and validation of similar approaches will likely lead to a platform that has the potential for pre-clinical testing and enhance patient safety, which would be a major step toward the first in-human trials based on TEVs.

Engineered EVs are often investigated with a focus on targeting specific tissues or tumors, respectively. Biodistribution analyses have revealed that EVs are rapidly recruited to tumors after intravenous injection, possibly due to the increased vascularization (71). However, the transport of EVs within the bloodstream to tumor sites would still be unspecific. As integrins have been demonstrated to play a pivotal role in organotropic delivery of EVs (72), this observation could support the loading of specific integrins onto EVs to target the tumor bed. Moreover, exosome-mimetic nanoplatforms (EMN) are potentially useful for the generation of vesicles from cultured tumor cells that are customized to contain specific integrins with a therapeutic payload (73). Such tumor cell-derived EMN share relevant biological properties with “natural” TEVs, but are easier to obtain in therapeutically applicable concentrations. Moreover, the patient safety concerns regarding tumor cell-derived EMN could be addressed by using non-tumor cell lines that retain targeting specificity in vivo. For example, Jang et al. reported that monocytes and macrophages can be used for EMN production and that these EMN can be recruited to tumor sites (74), a promising approach avoiding the use of tumor cells.



Explanations for the Reported Heterogeneity of TEV Effects

One of the most enigmatic questions in the study of TEVs remains why TEVs have immunosuppressive as well as immune-stimulatory roles (Figures 1, 2, Tables 1, 2). As outlined above, in vivo, TEVs may suppress functionality of dendritic cells and CD4+ T cells, and increase activation of Tregs and myeloid-derived suppressor cells (81). However, one could hypothesize that the antigen-presenting component of some TEVs might predominate under certain in vitro conditions when the suppressive effect by impaired antigen-presenting cells and supporter cells is lacking. Still, this would not explain why in vivo DC vaccines are quite effective when TEVs are used for antigen delivery (9, 41). As a consequence, neither isolated TEVs + effector cells alone nor isolated TEV-pulsed DCs shift the phenotype toward immunosuppression. Of note, the major difference between studies using pulsed DCs vs. direct injection of TEVs in a living animal, is that there is an in vitro incubation step of TEVs directly with differentiated DCs, suggesting the following two hypotheses:

	In living organisms, TEVs might strongly influence the differentiation phases of immune cells. This effect has been well described for DCs (36). Rather than interfering with fully differentiated immune cells, TEVs might potently suppress the differentiation of precursor cells.

	In immune-competent animal models as well as in human cancer, TEVs may interact directly with Tregs (activation) (18, 30), CD4+ T cells (apoptosis induction) (20), and myeloid-derived suppressor cells (activation) (81). The direct interaction is underlined by the finding that TEV-pulsed dendritic cells do not induce these processes when injected into an animal.






Figure 1 | Overview of selected immune-modulatory tumor-derived extracellular vesicle (TEV) cargo. Both immunosuppressive and immune-stimulating roles have been proposed for TEVs. These effects can be mediated by receptors bound to the surface of TEVs, such as PD-L1, or by nucleic acid or protein contents (e.g., arginin-1, ARG1) encapsulated in the interior of the vesicles (21, 22, 25). However, if uptake occurs, interaction of vesicular and cellular receptors is probably needed (75). Tetraspanins (Tspans) such as CD9, CD63, and CD81 are frequently used for characterization of EVs and are likely involved in fusion of TEVs and recipient cells, similar to what has been described for some viruses (76, 77). While also promoting TEV uptake, integrins and other adhesion molecules are responsible for tissue-specific binding of TEVs (78). Thus, immune responses can be modified by TEVs not only globally, but also influence local local responses. This may promote pre-metastatic niche formation (51). Recently, a role in immune cell targeting has been also revealed for N glycans (47). (Figure created using BioRender.com).






Figure 2 | Experimental design influences the heterogeneity of reported tumor-derived extracellular vesicle (TEV) effects. TEVs are regularly harvested from the supernatants of tumor cell lines (1). They can be either used for in vitro pulsing of immune cells (e.g., differentiated dendritic cells, 2a) or for direct injection (2b). In pulsing experiments, TEV-associated antigens are presented to dendritic cells, which are then injected into an animal and induce strong T cell responses (3a) (41). This promotes tumor growth restriction and increases survival of tumor-bearing mice (4a). On the other hand, when TEVs are injected separately, they interact with a plenitude of other immune cells, such as regulatory T cells, CD34+ dendritic cell precursors and myeloid derived suppressor cells (3b), which are commonly activated by TEVs to enable immune evasion (18, 36). This, in turn, reduces the tumor-specific T cell response and enhances tumor progression (4b). (Figure created using BioRender.com).




Table 1 | Tumor-derived extracellular vesicle (TEV)-associated effects on immune cells promoting immune evasion and tumor progression.




Table 2 | Tumor-derived extracellular vesicle (TEV)-associated effects on immune cells promoting tumor surveillance and immune response.



Taking (a) and (b) together, one can conclude that at least some subtypes of TEVs have the capacity to present tumor antigens to CD8+ T cells and DCs. However, in a living organism, interactions are much more complex. Direct effects of TEVs on T-suppressor cells have to be considered where TEVs themselves are involved in a system of linking regulatory immune pathways. Moreover, naïve immune cells might react substantially differently to TEVs than exhausted T cells or DCs in the tumor microenvironment. Therefore, one explanation for the efficacy of DC vaccines could be that the injected DCs are not excessively reprogrammed toward a pro-tumoral phenotype, unlike the endogenous DCs. Once more, this implicates distinct functions of TEVs under various conditions.

Moreover, the role of TEVs has to be integrated into the complex network of the tumor secretome. This includes soluble factors that are not released in vesicles, but might – due to their biochemical properties – adhere to the surface of vesicles or might as well remain completely unassociated with TEVs (87). Therefore, it might be even harder than expected to match the biological origin of TEVs with their function, and to establish the effect of TEVs that could be over- or underestimated. For example, Madera and colleagues demonstrated that the macrophage-related effects of breast cancer cell conditioned media are partly, but not exclusively, due to TEVs (79). These observations underscore the importance of detailed attention to controls in functional studies, such as the methodology for the collection of conditioned media depleted of TEVs.

Apart from these considerations, another explanation could be the heterogeneity of EVs themselves. However, the question of which subtype of TEVs is most likely involved in the various processes of immunomodulation has not been widely assessed, as there are hardly any well-established markers that could easily distinguish exosomes from microvesicles or apoptotic bodies, respectively. Nevertheless, some groups have targeted this question, including further characterization of the immune-modulatory TEVs. Muhsin-Sharafaldine and colleagues observed that the antigen-presenting role of TEVs is mostly mediated by apoptotic vesicles, as tumor antigens were only detected in the “apoptotic vesicle-enriched fraction” (86). Subsequently, when mice were first immunized by B16-F1 cell line-derived EVs and then subject to B16 melanoma implantation, the group of animals which had been “vaccinated” with apoptotic vesicles were protected for longer from the tumor than animals that were administered exosomes and microvesicles. However, apoptotic bodies were identified as vesicles larger than 200 nm, although it is also accepted that some apoptotic bodies are actually as small as 100 nm (88). Of note, exosomes were – among other markers – characterized by the presence of histones. It is currently extremely controversial whether histone proteins are presents in EVs at all, and the characterization of exosomes by histone payload is therefore not recommended at the moment (7). Regardless, the hypothesis that apoptotic-derived vesicles carry at least a larger amount of tumor antigens than exosomes is consistent with the understanding of exosome biogenesis as a tightly controlled process versus apoptotic vesicle formation as a part of “cell waste” disposal. Moreover, the immunogenicity of apoptotic tumor cells has been well described (89, 90). Indeed, apoptotic vesicles could induce comparably strong anti-tumor immune responses, as the variety of genetic material and tumor-derived protein content is probably the largest among the vesicle types.

Recently, new light was shed on the functional differences between the several types of TEVs. In a study published by Temoche-Diaz et al., two subtypes of small TEVs from a breast cancer cell line were successfully separated by high-resolution density gradient fractionation and then further characterized (91). These authors demonstrated that these two subtypes of small TEVs exploit distinct mechanisms of RNA loading and recruit miRNA in a selective way. As gene ontology analysis revealed different subcellular origins of these vesicles, corresponding to endosomes and the plasma membrane, it can be hypothesized that the rough EV pellet typically obtained by ultracentrifugation contains at least two biologically different populations of TEVs with possibly distinct functions. Given the fact that these subtypes were shown to differ in terms of their density, even minimal differences in ultracentrifugation parameters such as k-factor, speed, time, and rotor (swing-out vs. fixed angle) or tube type used might predominantly enrich one of these subtypes. As a remarkable number of publications do not contain any characterization of the proposed EVs or only provide evidence that significantly falls below the experimental guidelines of the ISEV (8), findings should also be interpreted with a view to the utilized TEV isolation and characterization techniques.

Finally, it is notable that tumor cell lines differ substantially in terms of their invasiveness, apoptosis rate and metastatic potential. All of these factors are probably reflected in the formation of TEVs and therefore contribute to the heterogeneity of reported TEV effects, as well in vitro as in vivo. Of note, it was demonstrated that cancer cell lines differ in the expression of Rab27a, one of the known regulators of EV release (80). Another example is Rab7, which regulates MVB transport toward the plasma membrane and is differentially expressed in ovarian/peritoneal serous carcinoma and malignant peritoneal mesothelioma (92). Differences in the abundance of SNARE proteins, which mediate the fusion of MVBs and the plasma membrane, have been described for various types of hematopoietic and lymphoid neoplasia (93). Apart from release-associated proteins and enzymes, molecules that exert direct signaling functions are differentially expressed in various tumors. For example, PD-L1 is a prominent example that has been linked to TEV-induced immunosuppression and is a promising clinical outcomes marker following immunotherapy (23, 94).

Taking all these considerations together, several lessons have to be learned from functional animal experiments studying the effect of TEVs on the immune response. Obviously, findings from in vivo and in vitro experiments differ notably (Figure 2). Although comparative studies are largely lacking, preliminary evidence suggests that experimental differences in in vitro vs. in vivo trials account for a proportion of the reported heterogeneity of TEV effects (95). Cell culture experiments are especially useful if interactions between well-defined components are studied. These components should be arbitrarily manipulatable by the researcher. However, this is not the case for functional TEV-immunity experiments, as two complex systems – the vesicle population and the immune system – are studied, which are necessarily oversimplified in this experimental setting. Therefore, cell culture trials of immune cell interactions with TEVs resemble a burning lens – they apply a strong focus on specific details but leave the rest blurred out. This is underlined by two major observations that have been outlined above:

First, mouse models have shown that many different immune cells and precursors are influenced by TEVs. The immune cells, in turn, influence each other’s functionality but also the tumor microenvironment. It is therefore conceivable that the TEV composition changes after targeting of the tumor by immune cells. Moreover, tumor progression leads to a substantial reprogramming of cellular functions, thus, in later tumor stages, e.g., the antigen-presenting role of TEVs could be heavily impaired. Certain TEV types themselves could contribute to this process (96). These complex biological crosslinks are impossible to mimic in a cell culture experiment which cannot simulate reciprocal interactions.

Second, any experimental TEV population is highly heterogeneous. Researchers are confronted with two sides of the same coin: on one hand, technical purification of TEVs is necessary for pulsing immune cells in vitro. On the other hand, extreme purification can also mean a significant loss of EV subpopulations. Moreover, the purity of EV preparations is an issue that has led to misinterpretations in terms of cargo (7). Thus, an impact on experimental outcomes cannot be excluded.

From a technical perspective, animal models owe the unique potential to address currently understudied questions more rigorously. For instance, in vivo TEV tracking could provide insight into details on the kinetics of TEV-immune cell interactions. Lipid dyes, including, e.g., CFSE, PKH26/67 and DiR, have been applied in functional mouse models of tumor progression (97), although there are remaining concerns regarding their lack of staining specificity. A main issue is the labelling of non-EV-lipid particles, such as lipoproteins, which surpass EVs in terms of abundancy. Thus, results may not be exclusively attributed to EVs. A comprehensive review of fluorescent dyes for EV staining has been recently published elsewhere (98). The problem of TEV pre-staining has been addressed by multiple groups, who applied transfection of tumor cells with a fluorescent reporter such as green fluorescent protein (GFP) under the regulation of known EV associated proteins like the tetraspanins CD9, CD63, and CD81 (99, 100). Combined with recent advances in high resolution imaging and nanoscale flow cytometry, TEV release and trafficking can be further addressed (101, 102). Another important aspect is the mode of administration of TEVs in laboratory animals. If non-tumor bearing animals are used, immunological effects might differ notably from the effects observed in tumor-bearing animals, in which TEVs are constitutively released. Additionally, the optimal amount of TEVs injected into animals as well as the administration route will likely have an impact on functional results (103). To overcome the problems of TEV pre-isolation, staining, and administration, the above described expression of fluorescent or bioluminescent TEV fusion protein reporters could be further investigated in murine tumors. Bridging techniques, such as a recently reported spheroid co-culture model of PBMCs and tumor cells stably releasing GFP-tagged TEVs (33), offer a valuable chance to assess functional hypotheses before planning such animal trials.



Concluding Remarks

During the past decade, our understanding of tumor-derived EVs has grown tremendously. However, translation into clinical research has been delayed by contradictory findings and the technical complexity of EV studies. As substantial progress has been recently made especially in the field of nanotechnology, further advances in nanoscale bioimaging might ultimately enable rigorous animal trials, which could elucidate the enigmatic dichotomy of TEV functions in cancer immunity. This, in turn, will lead to a more detailed understanding of the mechanisms by which TEVs alter immune responses toward a pro-tumoral phenotype, owing the potential for therapeutic manipulation. We have argued that animal models can much better account for the heterogeneity of both the TEV populations and immune cell functions. They also accurately display physiological phenomena such as immune cell exhaustion, tumor apoptosis and invasion. Moreover, they owe the potential to study alterations of the TEV profile in different phases of tumor development and progression. Given these premises, future research efforts should focus on pathophysiological models in the tumor-bearing living animal rather than characterization of TEV-single-cell-interactions. Multiparametric readouts, using techniques that combine high-resolution imaging and biochemical characterization, e.g., via nanoscale flow cytometry, are valuable to cover a broad spectrum of immune cell interactions.

Moreover, the antigen-carrying functions of TEVs and their role in dendritic cell vaccines will likely cause further research enthusiasm in clinical oncology. However, to fully exploit the undoubted potential of TEVs as immunotherapeutic agents, standardized assays will be necessary to evaluate the biological activity of TEV preparations. Ultimately, ongoing efforts might open the door for TEVs as a novel component of personalized tumor therapy, either as a novel treatment or a therapeutic target.
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Immunotherapies have been accelerating the development of anti-cancer clinical treatment, but its low objective responses and severe off-target immune-related adverse events (irAEs) limit the range of application. Strategies to remove these obstacles primarily focus on the combination of different therapies and the exploitation of new immunotherapeutic agents. Nanomedicine potentiates the effects of activating immune cells selectively and reversing tumor induced immune deficiency microenvironment through multiple mechanisms. In the last decade, a variety of nano-enabled tumor immunotherapies was under clinical investigation. As time goes by, the advantages of nanomedicine are increasingly prominent. With the continuous development of nanotechnology, nanomedicine will offer more distinctive perspectives in imaging diagnosis and treatment of tumors. In this Review, we wish to provide an overview of tumor immunotherapy and the mechanisms of nanomaterials that aim to enhance the efficacy of tumor immunotherapy under development or in clinic treatment.
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Introduction

Nanoparticles have become a promising strategy for anti-cancer treatment due to their inherent properties. To date, the clinical approvals for tumor therapy are organic materials, including liposomes (pegylated or non-pegylated) and albumin, while inorganic materials are used for tracking and molecular imaging functions, and only superparamagnetic iron oxide (SPIO) nanoparticles are approved in clinical (1). Nanoparticles for tumor therapy are mainly used for drug delivery, photothermal therapy, modification and preparation of engineered cells, imaging diagnosis, and lymph node (LN) tracing. Normally, nanoparticles are used as a drug-loading platform to improve the efficacy of existed anti-tumor agents. Nanoparticles loaded chemotherapeutic agents and targeting delivery into tumor sites have been applied to clinical treatment (2). However, the tumor immunotherapy based on nanoplatforms still stay at the stage of pre-clinical research. However, it is noteworthy that nanoparticles themselves trigger immunogenic tumor cell death and elicit both innate and adaptive immune responses for tumor control and metastasis prevention (3), which showed a broad-spectrum anti-cancer mechanism.



Limitations of Conventional Tumor Immunotherapies

Immunotherapy aims to activate immune system to discover and eradicate tumor cells and to inhibit tumor development durable by producing immunological memory (4, 5), while non-specific stimulate immune system directly enhances the reactivity to tumor antigens (6). Until recent years cancer immunotherapies have achieved higher objective response rates (ORR) in patients because of the promotion of T cell function by immune checkpoint blocking (ICB) with monoclonal antibodies (mAbs). Currently, ICB is often chosen as first-line therapy due to the long duration of response in some patients, even after cessation of therapy (Supplementary Table S1 and S2) (7, 8). However, there are two major obstacles in tumor immunotherapies, namely the low response rate and the severe immune-related adverse immunotherapy events (irAEs), which are still insurmountable issues in conventional tumor immunotherapy.


Low Response Rate

Although immunotherapy has shown substantial benefit in treatment of a variety of tumors and exhibit durable response, the majority of patients failed to respond to PD-1/PD-L1 blockers (9–12). 50% patients with PD-L1 positive show tolerance after the initial response to PD-1/PD-L1 blockers, most patients will develop acquired resistance (13). Similarly, Anti-CTLA-4 has low level of ORR (14, 15). Moreover, the ORR of HDIL-2 monotherapy is 10%–19% with complete ORR of 6%–8% (16). Therefore, how to improve the ORR of immunotherapy and how to select appropriate indicators to predict the effectiveness of immunotherapy are the two hotspots of current research. At present, combined therapy is the major way to improve clinical response rate, such as the combination of different ICBs (17–20), the combination of various immunotherapies including tumor vaccines, CAR-T, and IL-2, immunotherapy combined with anti-angiogenic therapies (21) and immunotherapy combined with chemotherapy (12, 22–24). Diverse chemotherapeutics can induce the expression of PD-L1 through distinct mechanisms (25, 26), so the chemotherapy combined PD-L1 inhibitors may produce a synergistic effect. Combining nivolumab with radiotherapy could induce immunosensitization to improve the efficacy of PD-1 blocker (27, 28), while immunotherapy combined with small molecule inhibitors therapies reflects immunomodulatory effects, such as the increase of tumor antigenicity and the promotion of T cell infiltration in tumors (29–31). Overall, given the current clinical projects, except the optimization of the current drug combinative strategies, new platform should be founded to improve the treatment status, reduce side effects and recognize the tumor-specific antigens by engineered lymphocyte.



Immune-Related Adverse Events

Immunotherapy often results in irAEs (14, 32), whose pathogenesis can be comprehended by the immune-pathophysiology that excessive and systemic immune system activation can occur at any point during treatment course (33–35). Generally, irAEs include skin toxicity, diarrhea, colitis, pneumonia, liver toxicity, and endocrine system toxicity, and the severity of irAEs is divided into 1–4 grades (36). Approximately 30% patients with melanoma who had accepted the CTLA-4 blocking strategy developed to toxicity grades 3–4, suggesting that the inhibitor activated the systemic immune response rather than tumor-specific T cells (14). In most cases, the combined therapy increases the incidence of irAEs (17, 31, 37, 38). Patients with asymptomatic can be carefully observed and followed up. If it cannot reach a higher level stage and relieve the patients’ suffering, withdrawal temporarily or permanently and medical interventions including steroids and immunosuppressive agents are required. Notably, the potential risk of toxicity should not outweigh the overall survival (OS) benefit.




Applicable Systems of Nanomodified Immunotherapy

As a versatile platform, nanoparticles can not only be loaded with agents to improve their efficacy but also play a role of therapeutic media themselves (Table 1). In recent years, nanomedicine has continued to solve existing problems and has achieved the desired therapeutic effects in cancer immunotherapy.


Table 1 | The types and functions of nanoparticles commonly used in clinical trials.




Drug Delivery Systems

In terms of ICB and cytokine therapies’ low affinities with the targeted proteins and the obstacle of precise delivery, it is necessary to improve the targeting and the controlled releasing capabilities of anti-cancer drugs to make them work in specific sites and minimize off-target effects (39). Surprisingly, as a drug carrier, nanoparticles increase the biocompatibility and solubility of reagents, prolong their blood circulation time to provide unique advantages in the precise delivery of drugs to target sites (Figure 1). Briefly, the nanomodified immunotherapies reduce peripheral toxicity and side effects, making clinical treatment more compliant and precise.




Figure 1 | Enhanced retention of nanoparticles. Compared to small-molecule drugs, nanoparticles appear to be gradually enriched in tumors and maintained for a longer period of time.



AlbiVax is a novel nanovaccine complex that the antigen is conjugated to Evans blue and can be self-assembled in combination with albumin in vivo. Compared with incomplete Freund’s adjuvant, AlbiVax had an almost 100-fold higher efficacy in delivering antigen to LNs, and its ability to elicit immunological memory of peripheral antigen-specific CD8+ T cells was approximately 10 times higher than that of incomplete Freund's adjuvant. AlbiVax restrains the growth of various tumors, and the combination of AlbiVax with anti-PD-1 agents Abraxane enhances immunotherapy and eradicates most tumors (40). Encapsulation of anti-PD-1 antibodies with PLGA nanoparticles improves the anti-tumor effect but exhibits higher mortality due to the overactivation of T cells, which can be reversed by reducing dose (41). A multifunctional immunoliposomes named CAT@aPDL1-SSLs promoted the delivery and accumulation of anti-PDL1 antibodies in tumor tissues to activate the infiltration of CD8+ T cells at the tumor site with low systemic toxicity (42). In addition to direct drug delivery, nanoparticles package small interfering RNAs (siRNAs) targeting PD-1 and T-cell immunoglobulin mucin 3 (TIM-3) to restore T cell immunity and sensitize the response of cancer cells to T cell killing (43, 44). Loading the PD-L1 trap plasmid into a lipid-protamine-DNA nanoparticle enhanced the local level of PD-L1 trap in tumor microenvironment (TME) but did not induce the appearance of Th17 cells in spleens, indicating that this formulation was better tolerated and had a lower tendency to induce irAEs than the unmodified plasmid (45). Collectively, targeted delivery of agents is based on the enhanced permeability and retention (EPR) effect of nanomaterials and abnormal tumor blood vessels, but the characteristics of nanomaterials have a profound and lasting effect due to their surface modifiability.



Regulation of the Hypoxic Microenvironment

Hypoxia is a hallmark of TME that induces the tumor resistance to immunotherapy (42, 46, 47). Preclinical and clinical data indicate that hypoxia can significantly reduce the efficacy of anti-tumor immunity (48–51). This mechanism includes the following immunity reactions: a) Hypoxia limits infiltration and proliferation of anti-tumor immune cells; b) Hypoxia acts as an intrinsic immunosuppressive for T cells to inhibit tumor-killing function; c) Hypoxia up-regulates the expression of PD-L1, which promotes the binding of HIF-1α to a transcriptionally active hypoxia-response element (HRE) (50, 52); d) Hypoxia induces high expression of forkhead box P3 (FOXP3), transforming growth factor-β (TGF-β) and CC-chemokine ligand 28 (CCL28) that selectively attracts regulatory T cells (Treg) and increases their functions, which results in antigen tolerance and suppression of the response to effector T cells; e) Hypoxia reduces the production of interferon-γ (IFN-γ) and interleukin-2 (IL-2) by both CD4+ and CD8+ T cells (52). Therefore, reverse the hypoxic TME may potentially increase the immune response.

Nanotechnology has been increasingly used to reverse tumor hypoxic microenvironment (42, 53, 54). Modified nanoparticles could attenuate the unfavorable factors by normalizing oxygen levels through tumor vascular normalization (55, 56), external oxygen delivery, capture and delivery of oxygen from the lungs and generation of oxygen through catalysis of water (47).

Vascular function dictates the efficacy of immunotherapy. Tumor vascular normalization is an important measure to reduce the hypoxic microenvironment (57). Some pure inorganic nanoparticles, including gold or silver nanoparticles, can modulate tumor blood vessels (58, 59). Moreover, many reagents (60) and siRNAs (61) targeting blood vessels can be loaded into nanoparticles to retain vascular normalization (62). In addition, the remodeling of blood vessels increases the enrichment and infiltration of anti-tumor drugs and GrzB+ effector T cells in tumors, which sensitize tumor to immunotherapy (63, 64).

Since intelligent nanoparticles respond to TME, they may induce the generation of oxygen. MnO2-based nanoplatforms could react with excessive endogenous H2O2 in TME to generate oxygen in situ and to overcome hypoxia limitations for cancer therapy (65, 66). A novel TiO-porphyrin nanosystem (FA-TiOPs) was designed by encapsulating TiO-porphyrin into folic acid liposomes. FA-TiOPs can photosplit water to produce oxygen, which overcomes hypoxia in TME, boosts specific anticancer effects while being harmless to normal tissues, especially under acidic conditions (67). FeSiAuO contains Fe3O4, mesoporous SiO2 and magnetic Au2O3, which decompose into O2 in TME under light irradiation (68).

Oxygen-carrying is a direct strategy in which nanocarriers load oxygen in oxygen-rich areas and release oxygen in hypoxic areas depending on the partial oxygen pressure (Figure 2) (53). Perfluorocarbon is a safe O2 carrier that has been already demonstrated in clinic, and the encapsulation of perfluorocarbon with albumin enhanced its accumulation in the tumor site and rapidly released the oxygen that was physically dissolved (69). Fluorocarbon-functionalized nanoparticles enhanced the effects of both photodynamic therapy (PDT) (70) and oxygen-sensitive anti-tumor drugs (71) by increasing tumor oxygenation. Besides, perfluorocarbons have entered clinical trials for ischemia and imaging theranostic strategies to ensure that the simple O2 transport system can be rapidly and easily transformed into clinical applications. Hemoglobin (Hb) is another appreciating functional material for the development of oxygen-carrying nanoparticles. Hemoglobin nanoparticles (H-NPs) are assembled after re-emulsion. They are Hb-based oxygen nanocarriers that attenuate the hypoxia-induced decrease in decitabine activity and sensitize renal cell carcinoma to combination therapy of decitabine with oxaliplatin (72). Overall, hypoxic TME is a critical variable for immunotherapy. The development of nanomaterials targeting the hypoxic TME is one of the fastest growing branches of nanomedicine.




Figure 2 | Strategies of nanoparticles to increase tissue oxygen content. Oxygen carriers wrap O2 in vitro, or bind O2 in high oxygen areas in vivo and release them in low oxygen environment. Nanoparticles with catalytic effects react with excessive endogenous H2O2 in the TME to generate oxygen.





Nano-Based Photothermal Therapy Induced Tumor Immune Response

By effectively generating lethal doses of heat under near-infrared (NIR) light irradiation, photothermal therapy adopts material with high photothermal conversion efficiency to kill tumor cells (73, 74). The nanomaterials that initially provided photothermal therapy were mainly precious metals, but they have gradually developed into nanocarbons, metal organic compounds and organic dyes. For instance, PLGA nanoparticles loaded with indocyanine green (ICG) stimulate physicochemical and physiological changes in TME under mild heating, leading to increased infiltration of chondroitin sulfate proteoglycan-4 (CSPG4)-specific CAR T cells (73). Silica sealed by gold nanoshells (AuroShell) is the only inorganic material approved by Food and Drug Administration (FDA) for clinical photothermal therapy (75). AuroShell particles can be passively accumulated in solid tumors through the vasculature and were demonstrated safe when they were used systemically in focal ablations in prostate (74).

Intriguingly, tumor immune effect induced by photothermal therapy has been recognized. Photothermal therapy induces deep tissue immunogenic cell death, potentiates cancer immunotherapy and synergistically enhances immune efficacy (Figure 3). Gold nanostars (GNS) induced the anti-tumor immune response following the highly immunogenic thermal death of cancer cells, and the combination of GNS-mediated photothermal therapy with ICB reversed tumor-mediated immunosuppression (76). Al2O3 nanoparticle coating with polydopamine acts as an adjuvant for photothermal therapy, triggering a series of powerful cell-mediated immune responses to eliminate residual tumor cells and reduce the risk of tumor recurrence (77).




Figure 3 | Immunotherapy induced by photothermal therapy. Photothermal therapy increases the tissue immunogenic cell death and release antigens, which are presented to T cells by DCs and macrophages, enhance the recognition and killing to tumor cells.



The therapeutic outcome of photothermal therapy is limited by the degree of light transmission (78), while the deep internal area of the tumor lacks lymphocytic infiltration and experiences in various immune escape mechanisms (3). However, these issues could be solved by the combined nano-based photothermal therapy with immunotherapy. A multiplex nanoparticle assembled by a NIR photosensitizer named IR780 and an IDO inhibitor named NLG919 enhanced accumulation in the tumor site via passive targeting, increased the infiltration and differentiation of T cells into CD8+ T cells, suppressed the tumor margin beyond the border of effective photothermal therapy and strengthened the immune response to inhibit the distal tumor (78).The assembly of gold nanoparticles into fluid liposomes produced photothermal sensors that have NIR-I and NIR-II biological windows and respond to different absorptions of red light. NIR-II light activates both innate and adaptive immune responses, achieves effective tumor control (3) and triggers more homogeneous and deeper immunogenic cancer cell death than NIR-I light. In addition, photothermal therapy facilitates the accumulative and effective function of CAR-T cells within solid tumors by reducing tumor interstitial pressure, increasing blood perfusion and releasing antigens (73). Briefly, these findings demonstrate the great potential of nano-based photothermal therapy in immunotherapy.



Reprogramming the Immune Microenvironment

The efficacy of immunotherapy depends on the infiltration of immune cells and immune factors in TME. Tumor cells reprogram the microenvironment to facilitate immune escape and induce immunotherapy tolerance. Therefore, reversing the immunosuppressive microenvironment is an insightful perspective for the improvement of immunotherapy. The increasing numbers of multifunctional modified nanoparticles are being created, which shows us a diversity of anti-tumor mechanisms. In addition to a role of carrier, nanoparticles also directly activate immune cells to participate in anti-tumor responses.

At present, most of the nanoparticles that activate immune cells are coupled with immune activators, such as ICB molecules (34, 79, 80) and tumor vaccines. Luo and colleagues first discovered that Fe3O4 NPs act as immunopotentiators to stimulate dendritic cell (DC)-based immunotherapy and to potentially activate macrophages and T cells. Fe3O4-OVA vaccines successfully inhibit the subcutaneous growth and lung metastasis of melanoma (1). Because iron-based nanomaterials have been approved by FDA, they are expected to be used in clinical tumor treatment in future. Nanospheres, as a new vaccine adjuvant, elicited prominent antigen cross-presentation effects on DCs and bone marrow dendritic cells (BMDCs), enhanced humoral and cellular immune responses in vivo (81, 82). Although the application of ICB is impeded by TME, the modified nanoparticles co-loaded with CRISPR/Cas9 and paclitaxel (PTX) to reduce Tregs and repolarize tumor associated macrophages (TAMs), which can reverse the TME and enhance anti-tumor immunity (83). Collectively, we can continuously obtain the optimal efficacy of immunotherapy thanks to the nanomaterials’ function of crosstalk reprogramming and immune cells activation in various ways.

Interestingly, some nondrug-loaded nanoparticles have been shown to directly modulate the immune microenvironment. Zhang et al. assembled ursonic acid with liposomes into nanoparticles to increase the solubility, which modulated TME by reducing CD4+CD25+Foxp3+ Tregs, and this reduction was correlated with the inhibition of STAT5 phosphorylation and the reduction of IL-10 expression (81). Systemic exposure to nanoparticles enabled transient immune recognition of tumor, increased the number of immune cells, such as NK cells, monocytes, CD4+ T cells, and CD8+ T cells, reconfigured TME immune system and delayed tumor growth; Of note, all of these changes were independent of antibody therapeutic activity and therapeutic payload (84). Natural nanoparticles can be easily obtained with their application prospects. Nanoparticles extracted from cuttlefish ink (CINPs) increase CD8+ T cells and repolarize M2 macrophages to the M1 phenotype through activation of the MAPK pathway. CINPs almost completely restrained tumor growth when synergizing with the photothermal effect, which induces tumor-specific antigen release (85). In general, the immunosuppressive microenvironment of solid tumors represents a severe obstacle for immunotherapy. However, nanomedicine potentiates the effects of TME modulation by activating immunosupportive cells and inhibiting immunosuppressive cells.

In addition to tumor tissues, LN is another important target for nanoparticles to produce anti-tumor effects. For instance, compared with its parent compound, the structure-optimized CpG-DNA/peptide vaccine increases the efficiency of T cell initialization and improves anti-tumor function and reduces systemic toxicity due to its advantages of a significant increase in LN accumulation and a decrease in systemic diffusion (86). Nanoparticle-bound tumor-associated antigens can transform immunosuppressive environment of the LNs draining the tumor into the more immunogenic environment. Compared with non-targeted vaccines, vaccines that target tumor draining lymph nodes (tdLN) can regress tumors and retain a higher host survival rate, because they induce intense cytotoxic CD8 + T cells reactions (87).

Nanomaterials increase anti-tumor effects in the progress of both cell-mediated immunity and humoral immune regulation. For one thing, multiple nanoparticles effectively stimulate the proliferation of CD4+ and CD8+ T cells, thereby further promote the production of antibodies, which together trigger more dramatic humoral and cellular immune responses than free antigen alone (88). For another, some nanoparticles can directly increase the binding robustness of antibodies. As a result, manipulating the chemistry of polyanhydride nanoparticles promotes the differential kinetics of antibody titer, affinity and epitope specificity development, and eventually, induces continuous and mature antibody responses (89).



Nano-Engineered Cells

Currently, viral delivery vector is a major medium of chimeric antigen receptor (CAR)-engineered T cells, which induce permanent expression of CAR but may cause serve adverse reactions (90). Nanotechnology promotes the adoptive T cell therapy, effectively delivers CAR cargo to T cells or other effector cells, and then quickly programs T cells to recognize tumor cell antigens (91). Nanocarriers present TCR stimulation signals or pro-survival cytokines, accelerate T cell transduction in vivo and improve their survival rate (91). Biodegradable nanomaterials take advantages of structural flexibility, the ability to deliver soluble paracrine to T cells and surface-bound molecules will be lost over time, which prevents excessive activation of T cells (92). In a word, nanotechnology-based CAR T cell modification is a promising approach to improve the efficacy of adoptive cell therapy (Figure 4).




Figure 4 | Nanomaterials activate and expand adoptive T cells. Nano-modified CAR-T cells increase the expression of CAR antigens and improve the recognition of tumor cells.



Nanotechnology efficiently delivers pEGFRvIII-CARs to Jurkat T cells transiently and expresses EGFRvIII-CAR on the transfected cell membrane, enabling Jurkat T cells specifically to recognize and bind to EGFRvIII-positive tumor cells (93). Nanoparticles which encapsulated with an A2aR-specific small molecule antagonist attached to the surface of CAR-T cells in vitro had no effect on the recognition of target cells, IFN-γ secretion, cell cytotoxicity or migration but increased the active targeting of the tissue of interest and ameliorated intratumoral T cell hypofunction (94).

Therapeutic nanoparticles click into the surface of CAR-T cells modified with IL-13 targeting quadruple mutant (TQM-13), which increases the affinity with glioblastoma (95). Nanoparticles encoding FOXO1 gene promote the transformation of effector T cells into memory cells (96). Compared with traditional methods, ionizable lipid nanoparticles deliver mRNA to T cells to induce CAR expression in an equal level, but decrease cytotoxicity and enhance the potential of mRNA-based CAR-T cell engineering methods (90). Conjugating IL-2 to liposomes is inclined to target adoptive cell therapy (ACT) cells and induce ACT-T cell proliferation in tumor-tolerant mice, proving the feasibility of repetitive functional targeting of T cells in vivo (97). Dextran-coated superparamagnetic iron oxide nanoparticles have been designed for the expansion of T cells, while MHC-Ig antibodies and anti-CD28 antibodies are conjugated to them to provide antigen-specific and co-stimulatory signals. This Nano-aAPC provoked the activation of tumor-specific T cells through “enrichment plus amplification” (98).

In addition, nanoparticles can self-assemble into CAR-like complex which activate T cells while targeting tumors. Bai et al. developed CAR-like multivalent aptamer nanoparticles which were assembled with CD28 RNA aptamer and the tetramer of CTLA-4 RNA aptamer, as well as a folic acid labeled single stranded DNA fragment in a stable nucleic acid three-way junction scaffold. These nanoparticles increase T cell proliferation, reverse the inhibitory effect of IL-2 secreting caused by exogenous B7.1 molecules on T cells in vitro and promise a novel approach to develop a multi-functional design of aptamer drugs with potential CAR-like characteristics to enhance the safety of CAR-T cell immunotherapy (99).

Nanoparticles also harbor both the function of NK cells modification (100) and the potential of CAR-NK therapy achievement. For one thing, nanoparticles promote the transfection of siRNA to NK92 cells which have been used for NK-based cancer immune therapy in clinical trials (101); For another, nanoparticles are used to enhance the expansion of adoptively transferred NK cells. For instance, particles prepared from the plasma membrane of K562-mb21-41BBL cells that express 562BBL and membrane-bound IL-21 (PM21 particles) induce PBMCs from healthy donors and patients with AML to produce specific NK cell expansion (102).



Combination of Nanotechnology With Monoclonal Antibodies Therapy

The combination of Abs with nanomedicine includes nanobiosensors, Ab-based nanomachines and active targeted drug delivery systems (103). Some tumor-specific markers have been discovered, and the usage of corresponding Abs modified nanoparticles can transform the passive targeting into active condition and functionalize them as “guided missiles” to increase the specificity of enrichment in tumor sites and to minimize damage to healthy tissues. For example, anti-CD133 Ab-conjugated SN-38-loaded nanoparticles recognize CD133 on the surface of colorectal cancer cells, thereby increasing the targeting of nanometers (104). CD-340-conjugated DOX-loaded PLGA nanoparticles preferentially deliver drug to breast cancer tissue, and reduce DOX-mediated cardiotoxicity due to its tumor-specific distribution (105). In addition, antibodies for more markers were conjugated to a variety of nanoparticles which have been extensively verified in preclinical studies. Most of them have shown good targeting and anti-tumor activity. For example, daunorubicin-loaded CdTe QDs conjugated to anti-CD123 mAbs (DNR-CdTe-CD123) treatment was designed for high-risk myelodysplastic syndromes (MDS) (106), the nanocomposite displayed higher inhibition rate and apoptosis rate in MDS cells than monotherapy, enhanced the therapeutic efficacy and reduced the side effects of daunorubicin. Genetically engineering cell-derived exosomes with anti-CD3 and anti-HER2 antibodies (aCD3-aHER2 SMART-Exos) dually target T cells and HER2+ breast cancer, selectively inducing HER2-expressing tumor-specific immunity and activating cytotoxic T cells toward attacking breast cancer cells (107).

At present, some clinically approved drugs are gradually being nano-sized to improve their therapeutic effects. Herceptin-conjugated paclitaxel loaded PCL-PEG worm-like nanocrystal micelles (PTX@PCL-PEG-Herceptin) remained relatively stable in the circulation and in TME. PTX@PCL-PEG-Herceptin greatly enhanced the binding robustness of the nanoparticle to the HER2+ breast cancer cells, enriched target cells rapidly and protected normal tissues from the toxic effects (108). The conjugation of HER2 protein 1-146 with cholesteryl pullulan (CHP) nanoparticles (also named CHP-HER2 vaccine) was safer than HER2 protein 1-146 used only, the complex induced HER2-specific CD8+ and CD4+ T cell immune responses in patients who received four to eight vaccinations (109).

Anti-EGFR Abs are mainly used to bind gold nanoparticles based on active targeting function (110, 111), and phase I clinical trials have been launched on the basis of a large number of preclinical studies. For example, anti-EGFR-immunoliposomes loaded with doxorubicin (C225-ILs-dox) were used for patients with relapsed or refractory high-grade gliomas (NCT03603379). Anti-EGFR ILs-dox nanoparticles were designed by pegylated liposomes which encapsulated doxorubicin into antigen-binding fragments (Fab’) of cetuximab, this nanoplatform was well tolerated, and showed more effective than non-targeted liposomes at destroying EGFR-overexpressing target cells because of its active and specific internalization (NCT01702129) (112).




Possibilities of Nanomaterials in Clinical Tumor Immunotherapy

A large number of nanomaterials have been synthesized for tumor treatment in clinical trials (Supplementary Table S3). However, there are few approved in clinical applications. Only liposomes and albumin carriers were formed into stable dosage types. The clinical nanomaterials applied for tumor therapy are listed in Supplementary Table S4.

Liposome is an outstanding drug delivery platform due to its biocompatibility and drug encapsulating efficiency (100), which can be loaded with hydrophobic and hydrophilic molecules. Immunoliposomes directly target tumors to provide a bystander killing effect through diffusion of loading agents to neighboring tumor cells (42, 112). Liposomes have been extensively applied in clinical management of cancers. The first nanomedicine for tumor clinical treatment is doxorubicin (Doxil™), a PEGylated long-circulating liposome loaded with doxorubicin approved in 1995, whose main indications are advanced ovarian cancer, multiple myeloma and HIV-combined Kaposi’s sarcoma (113). Nano-platform based vincristine sulfate liposome (Marqibo™) was proved for treatment of adult patients with Philadelphia chromosome–negative (Ph-) acute lymphoblastic leukemia (ALL) (114, 115) while Irinotecan liposome (Onivyde™) for metastatic pancreatic cancer (116). Other liposome-based nano-drug in tumor treatment includes daunorubicin liposome (DaunoXome®), doxorubicin liposomes, cisplatin liposomes and so on. Furthermore, modification of nano-liposomes increases the functional characteristics of the nano-drug platform with greater targeting effect. Temperature-sensitive liposomes could passively load with gemcitabine and copper complex to release drugs with tumor vasculature in response of ultrasound hyperthermia (117). Oleuropein loaded folate-targeted-PEG liposomes was prepared by the method of film hydration-cum-extrusion technique which enhanced the anti-cancer effect of oleuropein (118).

Albumin is a well-tolerated material with the advantages of highly solution and stability, no toxicity, no immunogenicity and easily chemical function (119). Albumin could protect circulating nanoparticles from the recognition and elimination of mononuclear phagocytic systems with half-life of 19 days, and they can avoid renal clearance because of the reabsorption by receptor-mediated endocytosis in the renal proximal tubule (120), thus albumin-based nanoparticles can be enriched in solid tumor tissues based on their increased consumption by cancer cells and the interaction with TME (121). All of these processes make nanoparticles become helpful carriers for anti-cancer agents. Onafuye and colleagues designed doxorubicin-loaded albumin nanoparticles by desolvation and crosslink using glutaraldehyde which could reverse transporter mediated drug resistance, whereas other nano-carrier systems have not found the similar effect (122). Choi and colleagues prepared inhalable self-assembling doxorubicin albumin nano-system which was treated with tumor necrosis factor (TNF)-related apoptosis-inducing ligand (TRAIL) and was based on albumin, demonstrating synergistic anti-tumor efficacy, and providing a new inhalation-based combination therapies to treat drug-resistant lung cancer with the obvious reduction of the dose of doxorubicin (119). Currently, the most extensively used albumin nanoparticles is nab-paclitaxel (Abraxane™), which approved for the treatment of breast cancer, metastatic non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) and pancreatic cancer. Besides, there are still many clinical trials based on the combination of nab-paclitaxel and other drugs (such as cisplatin, oxaliplatin, toripalimab, and S1) to obtain better therapeutic effect through combination therapy.

Polyethylene glycol (PEG) is the chief ingredient used to synthesize nanoparticles and modify the surface of nanomaterials. PEG-b-PLA micelles are the first-generation platform with a hydrodynamic diameter of 33 nm in the usage of systemic multiple administration of poorly water-soluble anti-cancer agents (123). The combination of PEG-b-PLA micelles with paclitaxel (Genexol-PM®) has been used in clinical cancer treatment with a high response rate in clinical trials in patients with NSCLC, gastric cancer, breast cancer and fewer acute hypersensitivity reactions (123).

Cyclodextrins (CDs) and other polymers were often combined with water-insoluble pharmaceutical drugs to increase their solubility and availability (124). Cyclodextrins- camptothecin (CRLX101) complex optimized the plasma pharmacokinetics and then facilitated drug delivery to tumors (125). The preferential uptake of cyclodextrins and camptothecin conjugation may promote the selective release of tumor antigens into TME and enhance the effect of tumor immune drugs (126). Preclinical studies have proven that CRLX101 could reduce adverse reactions and increase NK cell and T cell populations, which may potentially improve the anti-PD1/PDL1 therapy (127).

Cholesteryl pullulan (CHP) nanogel is a novel antigen delivery system based on CHP nanogel that has been accomplished phase I clinical trials. CHP is conjugated to HER2 and NY-ESO-1 antigen-related cancer vaccine. Additionally, HP-NY-ESO-1 is a safe and promising cancer vaccine. In previous studies, CHP-NY-ESO-1 vaccination showed CD4+ and CD8+ T cell response activities (128). The addition of anti-PD-1 activates NY-ESO-1 specific T cells as well as other tumor antigen-reactive T cells. Afterwards, clinical trials of combined therapies including cancer vaccines, adjuvants and ICBs, are ready to proceed (129). Comparatively, the CHP-HER2 vaccine is well tolerated, and HER2-specific CD8+ and CD4+ T cell immune responses have been detected in patients who had received the vaccine (109).

Autophagy in tumor cells also plays a key role in the cross-presentation of tumor antigens (130). Tumor-derived autophagasomes vaccine named DRibbles is defined as a novel type of multivalent vaccine which was produced by disrupting the ubiquitin proteasome system to degrade intracellular proteins. DRibbles vaccine consists of autophagic vesicles which are rich in defective ribosomal products and short-lived proteins, known tumor-associated antigens, mediators of innate immunity and surface markers that promote phagocytosis and cross-presentation of antigen-presenting cells (131). Human antigen-specific memory T cells can be activated by specific viral antigens during immune monitoring and adoptive immunotherapy. As a result, Dribbles vaccine will be a vaccine for cancer patients in the future (132). In the phase I of clinical trials, DRibbles had been derived from autologous tumor cells and applied to vaccinate patients with NSCLC, following a randomized multi-center phase II clinical trial was initiated to use allogeneic DRibbles vaccine (132). The available evidence supported that DRibbles vaccine is a human treatment strategy in the latest clinical development and it promises to be a delivery mechanism for other vaccines in the future.

Virus-like particles (VLPs) are nanoparticles that self-assembled by one or more viral proteins, with the diameter of about 10-200nm (133). VLPs do not contain nuclei acids which exhibit non-infectious function for the vaccinated individuals. By contrast, the structure of VLPs are similar to the conformation of wild type viruses which can activate adaptive immunity (134). VLPs can be modified by chemical or genetic fusion technologies to express chimeras or targeted delivery of small molecule drugs and nucleic acids as a result of the improvement of bioavailability of the delivered substance (135). Thus, VLPs can restore immune response, cross-present and induce CTL responses. Furthermore, VLPs identify and combine specific pattern recognition receptors on the surface of DCs followed by internalizing into activate DCs, and then present peptides which was loaded into MHC-I/II. Eventually, they in turn initiate CD8+ or CD4+ T cell immunity (134). Collectively, the ability to engineer VLPs with exquisite detail makes them popular candidates for the design of a platform to produce vaccines against various diseases.



Application Prospects of Nanomedicine in Immunotherapy

Immunotherapy has become a vital tool of cancer treatment. The effectiveness of immunotherapy is various in tumor subtypes. The development mechanism of primary tumors and immune regulation mechanisms have been the key to clarify the difference in efficacy of immunotherapy. Even so, the hurdles existed in conventional tumor immunotherapy hindered the progress of tumor immunotherapy. With the advancement of nanotechnology, the use of nanomaterials should not be ignored in tumor therapy due to their intrinsic immune modulation activities. The auxiliary applications of nanomaterials will provide a predictable guarantee for the effectiveness and safety of immune interventions (Figure 5). Nanomedicines take advantages of immunotherapies in four aspects. 1) Immunomodulators, such as immunopharmaceuticals, vaccines, siRNAs, etc. carried by nanomaterials can be slowly released on specific targets to prolong the effect of immunotherapy and reduce systemic side effects. 2) The photothermal effect mediated by nanomaterials triggers immunogenic cell death. 3) The modified nanomaterials can activate cytotoxic T cells and antigen-presenting cells, reverse the polarization of macrophages and inhibit Treg cells, thereby enhancing the tumor killing effect. 4) Regulating tumor blood vessels and tumor hypoxic microenvironment not only enhances the sensitivity of immunotherapy, but also strengthens the therapeutic effect of radiotherapy and chemotherapy. In summary, nanomedicine has extremely high variability in material and particle size selection, surface modification, packaged drug selection, and drug delivery schemes. Therefore, there is extensive optimization space for nanomedicine to improve. In the past decades, the practicality of biomaterials has been verified in the field of tumor therapy. Afterwards, more than ten kinds of nano-based drugs have been approved for tumor or other diseases clinical treatment. And now, the clinical transformation of material-based cancer immunotherapy is accelerating. In the future, the principles we have learned from the existing experience of using nanomaterials will guide us to design more effective cancer immunotherapies, allowing for extend the frontiers of more successful cancer treatment.




Figure 5 | Mechanism of nanoparticles in immunotherapy.
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The tumor microenvironment (TME) is a complex ecosystem, which includes many different types of cells, abnormal vascular systems, and immunosuppressive cytokines. TME serves an important function in tumor tolerance and escapes from immune surveillance leading to tumor progression. Indeed, there is increasing evidence that gut microbiome is associated with cancer in a variety of ways, as specific microbial signatures are known to promote cancer development and influence safety, tolerability, and efficacy of therapies. Studies over the past five years have shown that the composition of the intestinal microbiota has a significant impact on the efficacy of anticancer immunosurveillance, which contribute to the therapeutic activity of cancer immunotherapies based on targeting cytotoxic T lymphocyte protein 4 (CTLA-4) or programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1)–programmed cell death 1 ligand 1 (PD-L1) axis. In this review, we mainly discuss the impact of TME on cancer and immunotherapy through immune-related mechanisms. We subsequently discuss the influence of gut microbiota and its metabolites on the host immune system and the formation of TME. In addition, this review also summarizes the latest research on the role of gut microbiota in cancer immunotherapy.
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Introduction

Cancer is a major public health problem with high rates of incidence and mortality (1). Over the past few decades, significant progress has been achieved in the field of cancer treatment, the main treatment methods included surgery, chemotherapy, radiotherapy, target therapy, and immunotherapy, among them, immunotherapy has become a research hotspot in recent years among these (2, 3). However, the effect of tumor immunotherapy is largely affected by tumor microenvironment (TME) (4, 5). The TME consisted of a variety of different cell types, which plays an important role in tumor tolerance and the evasion of immune surveillance (6). Studies have shown that multiple cells in TME play a significant role in tumor immunotherapy, including T cell, fibroblasts, natural killer (NK) cell, dendritic cells (DCs), and so on (7–9), NK cells stimulate cDC1 to enter into the TME and promote tumor immune control (10). More than 1,000 microorganisms are living in the human gut, called the gut microbiota, which is closely related to a variety of diseases, for example, chronic inflammation, autoimmunity, cancer, and so on (7, 11). Gut microbiota can shape TME by regulating the immune and hormonal factors of the whole host (7), in other words, host gut microbiota is emerging as a critical modulator of the TME. It is also reported that regulating gut microbiota can enhance the effect of cancer immunotherapy (12). It is worth mentioning that the metabolites of gut microbiota [such as short-chain fatty acids (SCFAs), lipopolysaccharide, and Gallic acid] also have effects on TME and tumor immunosuppressive therapy (13–15). Besides, gut microbiota acts tumor immunotherapy directly or indirectly through immune-related mechanisms. The gut microbiota has been found to inhibit the cancer-suppressing effect of p53 mutations, while antibiotic treatment (elimination of gut microbiota) can restore it (16). Exploring roles of gut microbiota and TME in cancer immunotherapy as well as their interaction based on literature survey, which obtains answer of problems existed in cancer immunotherapy, and clarifies the future research direction of tumor immunotherapy. Meanwhile, it provides a theoretical basis for immunotherapy based on TME and gut microbiota.



The Role of TME in Cancer Immunotherapy

TME is composed of immune cells, such as T cells, B cells, and NK cells, a variety of myeloid cell populations including granulocytes, monocytes, macrophages, and DCs, abnormal vasculature and immunosuppressive cytokines, which play different roles in TME (17, 18). The progress of cancer growth, invasion, metastasis, drug resistance, and immune escape are affected by TME (19, 20). For example, TME promotes the occurrence of hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) in many ways, mainly in that NK cells and DCs participate in immune escape mechanisms, macrophages are involved in promotion of angiogenesis and tissue remodeling, and the production of cytokines and chemokines lead to persistent inflammation-related damage (21–23). On the other hand, well expression of co-inhibitory molecules, especially CTLA-4, PD-1 and PD-L1 are associated with immune-system exhaustion and immune tolerance (24, 25). The regulation of the TME could be used as an effective strategy to prevent as well as treat cancer (2). The purpose of tumor immunotherapy is to stimulate tumor-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs) and subsequent transports, to enable them to reach and persist in TME in order to identify and eliminate malignant target cells (26). TME show different important effects and mechanisms in the tumor and its immunotherapy with different channels (Figure 1).




Figure 1 | The role of TME in cancer and its immunotherapy. The main cells of the TME in cancer immunity are NK cells, DC cells, CD8 + T cells, Treg cells, fibroblasts, TAMs, and MDSCs. Among them, NK cells induce the death of tumor cells by the ways of releasing perforin and granzyme, secreting tumor necrosis factor-a, and mediating cytotoxicity by TRAIL and Fasl receptors. CDC1 cells are able to promote the differentiation and maturation of CD8+ T cells, and cDC1 cells can recruit CCL5 and XCL1, which induce the accumulation of cDC1 cells in the TME, thereby improving the immune control of tumors. IL-2 contributes to enhancing the antitumor activity of NK cells. When CD4 + T cells migrate to lymph nodes, cDC2 can activate CD4+ T cell responses. cDC2 resistant CD4 + T cells can be inhibited by Treg cells. VEGFA activates fibroblasts, which secrete FSP1. TAMs can promote the growth and metastasis of tumor cells through multiple pathways, lactate produced by cancer and acidification of the microenvironment increase ARG1 expression in TAMs. MDSCs affect the ability to respond to non-specific stimulation by producing ROS, etc., which leads to the inability of CD8+ T cells combined with pMHC.




Dendritic Cells and T Cells

T cells play an irreplaceable role in tumor immunotherapy. T cells through the T cell receptor (TCR) to identify major histocompatibility complex class I/II (MHC- I/MHC-II) molecules that existed on the surface of the specific antigen peptide of malignant cells, which plays an important role in defense against cancer. Tumor targets are mainly achieved by releasing the content of cytolytic granules containing perforin and granzyme. To destroy their targets, CTLs must first migrate to tumor sites, infiltrate tumor tissue, interact with cancer cells, and eventually eliminate transformed cells due to trigger effector functions (27). It is indicated that a better prognosis of lung, melanoma, brain, breast, colorectal cancer is associated with that infiltration of T cells, particularly CD8+ T cells infiltrate into the TME (28, 29). CD8+ T cell mediated anti-tumor immunity of promising cancer immunotherapy, including DC cancer vaccines, adaptability of reactive T cell tumor cell metastasis (ACT) and free of disease checkpoint blockade, such as resistance to PD-1, PD-L1, and resisting CTLA-4 (26), PD-1 therapy is associated with the abundance of CD8+ T cells that support tumor invasion, tumor mutation load, and interferon signaling (30).

Although tumor cells have directly present tumor antigens to MHC-I playing a strong part in the effector function of CD8+ T cells, it is necessary that primary CD8+ T cells need to be cross-presented by specialized antigen-presenting cells (especially DCs) to maintain the cytotoxic immune response. TME plays a key role not only in initiating the primary immune response, but also in initiating the acquired immune response (31, 32). In fact, DCs in tumors mainly act on T cells and can be divided into two subgroups: conventional DC type 1 (cDC1) and conventional DC type 2 (cDC2) (33). On the one hand, cDC1 can attract T cells in the tumor, to stimulate and magnified the role of tumor specific CD8+ T cells, meanwhile, which can induce the death of tumor cells and the drainage of tumor antigens to lymph nodes (34, 35), where the formation is responsible for the staggered start anti-tumor key DC subtype of CD8+ T cells, so as to achieve the effect of the removal of the tumor (36). On the other hand, conventional type 1 DCs in TME can be induced to support T cell effector function by secreting interleukin-12 (37) and recruiting chemokines such as CCL5 and XCL1 (38, 39).

The response will be activated by cDC2 when CD4+ T cells migrate to lymph nodes. Interestingly, regulatory T cells (Tregs) inhibit tumor-responsive activated CD4+ T cells by inhibiting cDC2, and Tregs also inhibit mature DCs and prevent their migration to draining lymph nodes (40, 41). The DCs, the main companions of T cells, not only are crucial for initiating a primary immune response, but also play a vital role in initiating acquired immune response in TME (31, 32). Many researches provide new evidence for the wider role of DCs in tumors, including maintaining and supporting effect function in T-cell responses (30). DCs and T cells complement each other in the role of cancer immunotherapy and play an anti-tumor role together. But many unknown mechanisms remain to be further studied in order to better grasp prospects in cancer therapy.



NK Cell

Although current tumor immunotherapy mainly focuses on T cells, NK cells also are gradually being considered as the key target of tumor immunotherapy. NK cell-based therapy is becoming a safe and effective treatment for some cancers (42). The enhanced anti-tumor response mediated by CD8+ T cells was associated with altered the acquired immune response, which related to the interaction between NK cells and immune cells (43, 44). In addition, NK cells recognize and mediate direct cytotoxic activity against tumor cells in early cancer (45). NK cells distinguish tumor cells and viral infections of cancer cells by encoding a series of receptor activation and inhibition of receptors (10). The activated receptor and inhibitory receptor signal are balanced to positively promote the activation of NK cells, which induce the target cell death through releasing granzyme and perforin by exocytosis, the cytotoxicity mediated receptor of by TNF-related apoptosis inducing ligand (TRAIL) and Fas ligand (FasL) (46).

PD-1 is mainly expressed on activated T cells, but also on NK cells, called “PD-1+NK cells” accounting for 25% of NK cells, whose expression is increased in a variety of cancers indicating a poor prognosis (47, 48). Blocking the PD-1/PD-L1 interaction with anti–PD-L1 or PD-L1 antibody restores, could reverse the dysfunctional status of PD-1+ NK cells and restore the anti-tumor response of NK cells (49, 50). At the same time, the increase in the frequency and activation of NK cells can enhance the response to anti-PD-1 therapy, and the rescue of NK cell activity can enhance the anti-tumor activity of adaptive T cells, thus increasing the overall survival rate of patients with multiple types of cancer (44). The anti-tumor activity of NK cells can be enhanced by cytokines, especially IL-2, but with toxic (51). IL-12 has a huge potential for increasing ADCC-mediated NK cell killing activity in solid tumors (52). It has been found that immunomodulatory drugs like lenalidomide can enhance the cytotoxicity mediated by NK cell and ADCC (16). However, in most studies, a small number and impaired function of NK cells isolated from primary tumors were observed, which was mainly due to the accumulation of suppressors in the TME, which inhibited the anti-tumor activity of NK cells and reduced the recruitment and persistence of NK cells in tumor nests (53). The complex interaction of cancer cells and the immune system has great limitations to the immunogenicity of cancer and promotes immunosuppression, which is the key factor affecting the drug resistance and validity of NK cell therapy. Therefore, a deeper understanding of the complex interactions between NK cells and TME in solid tumors will open up new prospects for cancer treatment (54).



Tumor-Associated Fibroblasts

Fibroblasts are repeatedly activated by a diverse set of factors secreted from cancer or immune cells, resulting in phenotypic transformation and becoming tumor-associated fibroblasts (CAFs), which are not only the source of immunosuppressive molecules, but also a physical barrier (55). CAFs are indispensable in the immunosuppression within TME and has the role of promoting cancer, thus it has become a target to enhance cancer immunotherapy (56). The occurrence and development of tumors could be inhibited by antifibrotic drugs (57).

CAFs inhibit the activity of CTLs and recruit lymphocytes that produce inflammatory signals to promote cancer progression (58). CAFs can direct or coordinate the infiltration of immune cells directly or through secreted cytokines and surface proteins, or indirectly and coordinate the infiltration of immune cells by depositing various ECM substrates and remodeling matrices, thereby promote cancer (59, 60). For example, the protein-1 (FSP1) secreted by fibroblasts, which cause metastasis of colon and breast cancer, and the factor A (VEGFA) induce the development of cancer cell (61). In addition, CAFs promotes resistance to anticancer drugs or therapies and provides protective or proliferative factors in cancer cells (62). Genetic variation has been found in cancer-associated fibroblasts, which is more genetically stable than tumor cells, making it an alternative target for immunotherapy (63). CAFs have several potential therapeutic targets, such as VEGF, which is the most important signal mediating vascular growth, and several VEGF inhibitors are currently being tested in phase I or II trials for colon and lung cancer (60). Pirfenidone, an orally active synthetic anti-fibrotic, which not only reduces the risk of lung cancer in patients with idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis, but also inhibits tumor growth and distant metastasis of refractory breast and pancreatic cancer (64–66). Anti-fibrosis therapy holds great promise.



Tumor-Associated Macrophages and Myeloid-Derived Suppressor Cells

Tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs), one of the most dominant immune cells in TME, can promote the growth and metastasis of tumor cells in many ways (67). In addition, TAMs in some settings stimulate anti-tumor immunity or kill tumor cells directly (68). Macrophages differentiate into typically activated macrophages (M1), induced by IFN-γ and/or lipopolysaccharide (LPS), which is important to host defense and anti-tumor immunity and activated macrophages (M2), induced by IL-4/IL-13, which play a critical role in fibrosis, promote wound healing, dampen inflammation and tumorigenesis (46, 69). TAMs play an M2 role to produce high levels of reactive oxygen free radicals, promote DNA damage and genomic instability, tumor infiltration and metastasis, participate in the digestion and reconstruction of extracellular matrix (ECM), inhibit anti-tumor immunity and so on (70). IFN-γ and celecoxib inhibits M2 differentiation, thus inhibiting tumor growth (71). Tumor cells release too much tumor-promoting and angiogenic cytokines/chemokines with TAMs and tumor-associated neutrophils (TANs), targeting these mediators and blocking immunosuppressive molecules expressed by tumor cells or tumor-infiltrating immune cells (9).

Myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) are also one of the important components of TME (72). MDSCs are an effective inhibitor of innate and adaptive immunity, especially on T cells (73, 74). MDSCs can induce CD8+ T cell tolerance, this CD8+ T cell tolerance is one of the major mechanisms of tumor escape. The specific manifestation is that MDSCs induce the nitration of TCR/CD8 complex through the excessive production of reactive oxygen species (ROS) and peroxynitrite in the process of cell-cell direct contact, which leads to the inability of CD8+ T cells to bind to peptide-MHC (pMHC) and affect the ability to respond to non-specific stimulation (75). In addition, MDSCs increase the metabolism of L-arginine (L-Arg) by producing arginase I, which inhibits T cell-lymphocyte reaction and block T-cell activation by consuming cysteine (76, 77).

The stimulating factor 1 receptor (CSF1R) is significantly expressed in MDSCs and TAMs, which cause functionally reprogram the response of macrophage and enhance antigen presentation and anti-tumor T cell response. Meanwhile, T cell checkpoint molecules, including PDL1 and CTLA4, are upregulated by CSF1R blockade, thus inhibiting beneficial therapeutic effects, but the combination of PD1 and CTLA4 antagonists could enhance the efficacy of checkpoint-based immunotherapics (78). Other tumor-infiltrating cells of myeloid lineage such as TANs, releasing excessive amounts of pro-tumor and pro-angiogenic cytokines/chemokines. Targeting these mediators, blocking immunosuppressive molecules expressed by tumor cells or tumor-infiltrating immune cells, and promoting anti-tumor immune responses, which can effectively treat a variety of tumors (9). Thus, TAMs and MDSCs affect the growth and metastasis of tumor cells and the efficacy of tumor immunotherapy through a variety of channels.



Cell Metabolism and Other Tumor-Infiltrating Cells

Cellular metabolism also has a critical important effect on the viability and function of both cancer cells and immune cells (79). Cancer cells up-regulate the absorption of nutrients and the production of waste metabolites, thus creating an immunosuppressive TME that allows it to escape and grow, and determines the fate of immune cells (80). Cell metabolism can be regulated using a combination of metabolic disruptors and immune checkpoint blockade (81). In addition to consuming key nutrients, tumors also produce large amounts of waste products such as lactic acid, arginine and tryptophan byproducts, and phosphoenolpyruvate, which can impair T-cell metabolism and function, then lead to a worse prognosis for patients (82). So cell metabolism becomes an attractive target for restoring anti-tumor immunity and developing anticancer therapies (81). Lactic acid is the primary cause of acidic PH and the inhibition of pH-dependent T cell function in the tumor micro-environment. Lactic acid generated by tumors and acidification of the microenvironment improves the expression of ARG1 in TAMs, which is characteristic of the M2-assisted phenotype (83). The inhibition of the production of lactic acid in cancer cells helps to recover active oxygen homeostasis of physiological mitochondrial and restore normal function of cells (84). Therefore, the recovery of the anticancer immune response can be achieved by targeting inhibition of the lactic acid production pathway (85).

To sum up, it is strongly demonstrated that TME plays a critical role in tumor immunotherapy. But solutions to these two problems is that overcome the inherent immunosuppressive tumor environment and stimulate a strong adaptive response (8).




The Effect of Gut Microbiota and Its Metabolites on the Host Immune System Affects TME Shaping

Gut microbiota plays fundamental roles in the development in the function, maintenance and development of the host immune system (86, 87). In the early stage of life, gut microbiota shapes the immune system, and the changes of gut microbiota will affect many aspects of the immune system in the later stage of life (88). Otherwise, the diversity of gut microbiota is crucial for the establishment of immune regulation networks (89). Generally, multiple gut microbiota establishes a symbiotic relationship with the host immune system and promotes the host homeostasis, the perturbation of this relationship will result in chronic inflammatory and autoimmune immunopathology, thereby may causing or aggravating the formation and development of cancer (90). TME is the environment in which tumors grow, it can regulate tumor growth, promote tumor invasion and metastasis, mediate tumor immune escape, and promote or weaken the carcinogenic process (86, 91). The crosstalk between gut microbiomes and microbiome metabolites in TME is continuous and beneficial, that affects the TME by affecting host immunity and intestinal epithelium, and promotes or inhibits the development of tumor (Figure 2) (53, 92). For example, the efficacy of conventional chemotherapy and immunotherapy for pancreatic cancer are affected by the involvement of gut microbiota in the metabolism of TME (93). Based on the close interaction between host microbiota and immune response in TME, it is suggested that manipulating gut microbiota is a feasible strategy for anticancer therapy (94).




Figure 2 | Gut microbiota and its metabolites act on the host immune system to influence the shaping of the TME. TLR4 signaling in tumor cells is able to recruit neutrophils, while TNF released by neutrophils is able to induce metastasis of tumor cells. Gut microbiota is beneficial to reduce the number of neutrophils, which plays a promoting role in the treatment of tumors. Gut microbiota metabolite inosine significantly promotes the differentiation of Th1 cells in the presence of exogenous interferon-γ by acting on the A2A receptor on T cells, while SCFA can regulate the production of cytokines, affect the class conversion of B cells, activate DC cells and macrophages, and affect the differentiation of memory T cells, which also plays an important role in cancer therapy.




Interaction Between Gut Microbiota and Microbiome Metabolites With Host Immunity Affects TME

Normal or pathological immune response will occur in the tumor treatment (95). Gut microbiota modulates the whole host immune, which impacts the distant preneoplastic lesions toward malignancy or regression. The interaction between gut microbiota and host immune enhances the possibility that the TME interacts with broader systemic microbial-immune networks, that reminds that the gut microbiota is emerging as an essential modulator of TME (96–100).

It is known that among immune cells, neutrophils and Treg as key cells in cancer development and growth (98, 101–103). Neutrophils can activate the interaction between cancer cells and endothelial cells in the primary TME, thus promoting tumor metastasis. In melanoma, neutrophils recruited by Toll-like receptor 4 (TLR4) signal can induce cancer cells to migrate to endothelial cells through tumor necrosis factor (TNF), resulting in enhancing cancer metastasis (104). Meanwhile, the adhesion of cancer cells is mediated by neutrophil Mac-1/ICAM-1, thus affecting its metastasis (1). Moreover, cytokines, chemokines, growth factors, and serine proteases of neutrophils shape microenvironment that contribute to the tumor growth (102). Cytokines released by tumor and TME send out an emergency signal to stimulate a large number of neutrophils to enter the blood circulation and accelerate the metastasis of cancer cells (105). However, the number of neutrophils in circulation is reduced by abundant gut microbiota. One research found the mice applying with L.reuteri showed a better capacity of wound healing, which is achieved by reducing the number of neutrophils in circulation through the increase of Foxp3 and Tregs (106). Another research pointed out the same result that the cachexia mice treated with L.reuteri showed decreased systemic inflammation and better tumor inhibition, which also associated with the reduction of neutrophils in the blood (107). And, the neutrophil homeostasis will be affected by microbiota through enterocyte CXCL5-mediated signaling and IL-17 (108).

Treg is essential for maintaining the homeostasis of the immune system and the balance of beneficial inflammatory response during infection (109). Treg regulates the host immune response which gathers near TME, suppresses the anti-tumor inflammatory response and counteracts antigen-specific effector T-cell responses, consequently (109–111). The differentiation and proliferation of Treg, and the secretion and recruitment of immunosuppressive factors will be activated by TME, then contribute to the immunosuppression of tumor tissue (112). Based on the data of animal models, it has been found that the Treg induced by some specific gut microbiota could change the TME, which is beneficial to relieve the induction of cancer. For example, CD4+ CD25+ Treg cells inhibit the occurrence of colon cancer by inhibiting the development of H. hepaticus-induced inflammation and dysplasia (113), the effectiveness of Treg cells will be enhanced by the infection from gut pathogens, thereby inhibiting the occurrence of breast cancer (114). Gut microbiota response mediated by IL22+ innate lymphoid cells, Th17 cells and Treg cells occurred in mice lacking adaptive immunity, indicating that gut microbiota can promote the innate immunity (115). The mechanism of tumor reduction driven by microbiota may induce the anticancer immune response (102, 116).

Otherwise, the intestinal epithelial barrier, a physical barrier, that are extremely essential in maintaining the balance of the intestinal environment (117). On the one hand, the common gut microbiota can enhance immunoglobulin A production in the intestinal tract by regulating the response of B cells to maintain an intact epithelial barrier (118, 119), which also is a key figure in the development of the immune system (92, 120). Once this barrier is broken, the main inflammation-activating transcription factor NF-κB will be activated (121). The activation of NF-κB in ovarian cancer cells responds to inflammatory chemokines and cytokines in the TME, which helps to create an immune escape environment and attract infiltrating immune cells with tumor-promoting phenotypes (122). The origin of tumor-promoting inflammation is quite clear in gastrointestinal cancer, most of which can be attributed to the destruction of epithelial barrier integrity (123). On the other hand, intestinal epithelial cells can activate the NOTCH1 signal and lead to a high penetrating transfer of colorectal cancer (124).

Thus, the interaction between neutrophils and TME accelerates the progression of tumors, and the dynamic balance of neutrophils is affected by gut microbiota. Treg gathers near TME with an immunosuppressive effect, which is induced by specific gut microbiota to changes TME, thereby alleviate cancer. Maintaining the integrity of the intestinal epithelium can be maintained by gut microbiota, which is conducive to reduce e the incidence of cancer.



Interaction Between Gut Microbiota Metabolites and Host Immunity Affects TME

Gut microbiota metabolites enter host cells and mutually interact thereby affecting the immune response and disease risk, promote a variety of tumor inhibitory and immunomodulatory effects, and inhibit inflammation by maintaining the integrity of epithelial barrier and intestinal tract (9, 125). Accumulating evidence suggests that gut microbiota metabolites and products of their metabolic activities influence important metabolic pathways of the host related to food intake, adiposity, lipid and energy homeostasis (114, 126–131).

Some fatty acids and cholic acids are related to inflammation. SCFAs contribute to maintaining intestinal homeostasis and regulating intestines’ barrier function (132, 133). It acts on G protein-coupled receptors (GPCRs) to inhibit the metastasis of breast cancer (134). Butyrate, an SCFAs, produced by Faecalibacterium prausnitzii, which has the ability to suppress angiogenesis and reduce the expression of pro-angiogenic factors, so increasing the concentration of butyrate can play a role in protecting and preventing cancer (135–137). In addition, Deoxycholic acid (DCA) and petrocholic acid (LCA) potentially cause DNA damage by enhancing the production of ROS (138). DNA damage causes cell senescence, chronic inflammation, and tumorigenesis (139). Recent studies have suggested that the metabolite inosine was produced by intestinal bacteria B. pseudolongum, which significantly promoted Th1 cell differentiation in the presence of exogenous IFN-γ and enhanced the therapeutic response of ICB therapy including anti–CTLA-4 and anti–PD-L1, by acting on adenosine A2A receptor on T cells (12). Understanding how the metabolites and sub-metabolites of gut microbiota affect immune cell subsets and their actions to reshape TME may be the direction of future research.

Specific gut microbiota interacts with immune cells to promote tumor clearance, slow metastasis of cancer cells and inhibit chronic inflammation, thus mitigating against cancer. The gut microbiota metabolites, such as SCFAs and inosine, directly or indirectly interact with TME to reshape TME, and affect the cancer process. However, a study has found that some gut microbiota (such as Bacteroides and Ruminococcaceae) can participate in the occurrence of HCC by aggravating hepatocyte inflammation, accumulating toxic compounds and leading to liver steatosis (23). Therefore, a comprehensive understanding of the interaction mechanism between gut microbiota and its metabolites with the host immune system in reshaping and regulating TME through gut microbiota is profound for cancer immunotherapy.




The Effect of Gut Microbiota in Cancer Immunotherapy

Immunotherapy realizes the result of eliminating tumors by suppressing negative immune regulatory factors, activating the immune system and enhancing the recognition, thereby killing of immune cells to tumors (140). With further research, it has been verified that the gut microbiota could regulate the immune response, thus affect the effectiveness of cancer immunotherapy (120, 141). Various mechanisms mediated by gut microbiota affect the therapeutic response and toxicity of immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs), chemotherapy, and stem cell transplant (Figure 3) (142). In fact, some studies indicate that there is a strong correlation between gut microbiota and immune checkpoint response (143–145). Gut microorganisms play a crucial role in cancer treatment by eliminating anticancer effects and mediating toxicity.




Figure 3 | Role of gut microbiota in cancer immunotherapy. Gut microbes can stimulate the body to produce CD47 antibodies by activating STING signaling, thereby promoting immunotherapy. It is reported that the cross-priming of antigen-specific T cells of tumor-resident DCs can be enhanced by anti-CD47 therapy. In addition, type I IFN plays an important role in enhancing the adaptive immune response to anti-CD47 antibody therapy in tumor-resident DCs. Accumulation of Bifidobacteria in the TME can significantly improve the antitumor efficacy of anti-CD47 immunotherapy, which is dependent on STING signaling and type I IFN within DCs. Bifidobacteria may affect activating DC cells, thereby improving the activity of tumor-specific CD8+ T cells. The key role of B. fragilis is to restore the anti–CTLA-4 treatment response associated with Th1 immune responses in tumor-draining lymph nodes.




Anti-CD47 Therapy

Tumor immunotherapy identified and kills tumor cells through the host immune system, and more and more attention has been paid to the research in this field (146–148). CD47, as a signal molecule to help tumor cells escape, conveys the “don’t eat me” signal to immune cells and produces a good effect of tumor immunotherapy by blocking the CD47 (149, 150). CD47 is a kind of transmembrane protein that has interactions with signal regulatory protein (SIRP) expressed on macrophages and DCs (151). It is a hint of a poor prognosis when CD47 can highly express in malignant tumors, for example, leukemia, myeloma, ovarian tumor, and so on (152, 153).

Anti-CD47 antibody therapy makes not only cancer cells swallowed by macrophages but also anti-tumor cytotoxic T cell immune response initiated (154). Researches have shown that CD8+ T cells are essential for anti-CD47-mediated tumor regression, and tumor-resident DCs can enhance anti-CD47 by cross-stimulation of antigen-specific T cells (150). In addition, DC-specific type I IFN plays a critical role in enhancing the adaptive immune response to anti-CD47 antibody therapy (149, 150). A research pointed out that the main anti-tumor effect of anti-CD47 monoclonal antibodies is attributed to the activation of host cGAS-STING pathway mediated by mitochondrial DNA in DC (150).

Anaerobes play a dominant role in the gastrointestinal tract, among common anaerobes, Bifidobacterium is a functional gut microbiota, which is widely used in the treatment of inflammatory gastrointestinal diseases such as ulcerative colitis (155, 156). TME in a low oxygen state creates a good growth environment for anaerobic bacteria (157). A study indicated that the accumulation of Bifidobacterium in TME can significantly improve the anti-tumor effect of anti-CD47 immunotherapy, which depends on the STING signal and the type I IFN within DC (158). CD47 is widely expressed in a variety of solid human tumors. At present, the related mechanism of CD47 has been extensive and in-depth research. However, there are few studies on the influence of gut microbiota on anti-CD47 immunotherapy, which has a great prospect.



Interaction Between Gut Microbiota and ICIs

Immune checkpoints are a type of membrane‐bound molecules, which can impede uncontrolled T‐cell response after initial stimulation. This mechanism can be used for cancer cells to escape immune surveillance. ICIs, however, can reactivate the inefficient T cells and recover the response to tumor antigens (159). Based on the current research background, CTLA-4, PD-1, and PD-L1 are the most in-depth target of immune checkpoint therapy. CTLA-4, PD-1, or PD-L1 have shown strong antitumor activity in the experimental animal models and the long-lasting clinical efficacy in cancer patients, such as melanoma, renal cell cancer, and lung cancer (159). Clinical studies and preclinical trials have shown that the efficacy of ICIs is affected by gut microbiota, which explains the large individual differences in patients’ responses to ICIs (160, 161). At present, a variety of inhibitions about them have been invented and used or used or tested in the clinic (Table 1). Obviously, the response of ICIs is closely decided by the diversity and composition of gut microbiota (160, 162).


Table 1 | Modulatory function of gut microbiome in ICIs therapy.



PD-1 and PD-L1 are members of the immune checkpoint proteins relating to the suppression of the immune system and delivering inhibitory signals to T cells (163). Cancer immunotherapy targeting PD-L1 and PD-1 has been widely carried out, and gut microbiota has been proposed to affect its efficacy and toxicity. Maston et al. analysis of 38 fecal samples from patients with metastatic melanoma who received anti-PD1 therapy, it is found that Bifidobacterium longum, Enterococcus faecalis, and Collinsella aerofaciens contribute to a better prognosis (145). Researchers transferred the fecal material from Jackson Laboratory (JAX) or Taconic Farms (TAC) from one mouse to another by oral gavage before tumor implantation and pointed out that the DCs may be activated by the increasing abundance of Bifidobacterium longum, thus improve tumor‐specific CD8+ T cells activity (160). With researches obtain more attention to identifying the specific bacteria genres that play a critical role in human immunity by clinical experiments. Gopalakrishnan et al. found the melanoma patient respond to anti-PD1 treatment has higher microbial diversity, including the abundance of Ruminococcaceae, Clostridiales, and Faecalibacterium, patients with more Faecalibacterium has a significantly prolonged progression-free survival with a higher level of effector T cells and a stabilized cytokine response to PD-1 blockade, simultaneously, systemic and anti-tumor immunity are also enhanced (144). Another research also achieved the same opinions, they found the Alistipes putredinis, Bifidobacterium longum, and Prevotella copri were enriched in responsive patients with advanced non-small-cell lung carcinoma who were being treated with PD-1 blockade therapies, expectedly, a greater frequency of memory CD8+ T cell and NK cell subgroups was observed in the periphery blood of responding patients (164). The abundance of the gut microbial flora acting as immune adjuvants in the immunotherapy of PD-1 and the T cell response may deeply connect with the PD-1/PD-L1 immunotherapy, and relevant researches have shown that the patients with endogenous T cell response in TME are more effective in immunotherapy (165, 166). The hot tumor with a large number of T cell infiltration, which has the highest response rate to tumor immunotherapy (167). Targeted inhibition of Vps34, can transform “cold tumor” into “hot tumor”, thus enhancing the efficacy of PD-L1/PD-1 blocking therapy (168).

CTLA-4, also known as CD152, is constitutively expressed in Tregs and acts as an immune checkpoint that decreases immune responses (169). Vetizou et al. found that a key role of Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron or Bacteroides fragilis restores response to the anti–CTLA-4 therapy associated with T-helper 1 immune responses in tumor-draining lymph nodes and maturation of intratumoral DCs, activation of effector CD4+ T cells and TILs elicited by CTLA-4 blockade was considerably dampened in germ-free or antibiotics mice, otherwise, the intestinal reconstitution of antibiotic-treated mice with Bacteroides and Burkholderia genres could restore the CTLA-4 blockade-mediated anticancer responses (161). The abundance of Bacteroides in patients with new immune-mediated colitis treated with anti–CTLA-4 was significantly lower than that in patients without colitis treated with ipilimumab. Meanwhile, the response of mice to anti-CTLA4 antibody could be restored and the degree of immune-mediated colitis could be significantly reduced by taken orally administration of Bacillus fragilis and Bacillus cepacia (170). However, a single dose of Bacillus fragilis or B.thaiotaomicron could not receive the same effect (161, 171). Vancomycin enhances the blocking effect of CTLA-4 by increasing the proportion of Gram-negative Burkholderia and Bacteroides in the intestines (161). It may prove that Bacillus can be used to regulate the efficacy of anti–CTLA-4 therapy.

Another research suggested that the special gut microbiota contributes to both CTLA4 and anti–PD-L1 immunotherapy. Three bacteria from the intestinal tract, Bifidobacterium pseudolongum, Lactobacillus johnsonii, and Olsenella from the intestinal tract significantly enhanced the efficacy of anti-CTLA4 and anti–PD-L1 immunotherapy in four different cancer mice when they were introduced into aseptic mice with ICIs, and the Bifidobacterium pseudolongum in the intestine contributes to regulating and enhancing the immunotherapeutic response by producing inosine (12). Based on these reports suggest that the commensal microbiome may have a mechanistic impact on antitumor immunity in cancer patients, and a growing number of studies have also emphasized that the gut microbiota could modulate response to cancer immunotherapy. Consequently, the further research about the effect and the potential mechanism of gut microbiota in ICIs is profound for cancer treatment. Innovative treatments were used to study and not widely applicate in patients, so it is necessary that further works must unlock the mystery of microbial modulation in various anticancer immunotherapies.



Gut Microbiota Affect the Efficacy of Cancer Immunotherapy

Abundant gut microbiota plays a regulatory role in tumor therapy, which has a critical role in regulating the efficacy and toxicity of cancer immunotherapy (172). The effect of gut microbiota on the efficacy and interaction of ICIS has been verified in melanoma, non-small cell lung cancer, urethral epithelial carcinoma, and renal cell carcinoma (144, 145, 173). Lukas F Mager et al. found that Bifidobacterium pseudolongum, Lactobacillus johnsonii, and Olsenella enhanced efficacy quadrupled of ICIs in four mouse models of cancer (12). It is suggested that selective regulation of gut microbial population may help to overcome the resistance to ICIs (159, 167).

Among radiotherapy, ionizing radiation therapy (RTX) is an effective method for tumors treatment, but severe oral mucositis and bowel disease caused by RTX may limit the completion of treatment, fortunately, the probiotics such as Lactobacillus casei, Rhamnose and Bifidobacterium have been shown to reduce radiotherapy-associated diarrhoea in mouse models by inhibiting the expression of TNF, IL1b, and IL6mRNA (174–176). It is reported that complete response of tumor cells with local temperature causing by infrared radiation of a specific wavelength, and the formation of the tumor specific thrombus can achieve effective photothermal immunotherapy of cancer through the action of attenuated Salmonella in an innovative photothermal therapy (177). On the other hand, gut microbiota may reduce the side effects of a variety of chemotherapy. In chemotherapy, cyclophosphamide (CTX), one of the most commonly used chemotherapeutic drugs in treating lymphomas and solid tumors, inducing immunogenic cancer cell death and immunomodulatory effects (178). Orally administrated with Enterococcus hirae cause a restoration of CTX anti-tumor efficacy by inducing differentiation of TH17 and pathogenic TH17 cells, promoting tumor-specific Th1 and CTL activity (179). Abiraterone acetate is both an inhibitor of androgen biosynthesis and a highly effective drug of prostate cancer, which reduces the harmful microorganisms and promotes the growth of anticancer microorganisms through metabolizing the gut microbiota (180). Otherwise, Pushalkar et al. suggested that bacterial ablation can reshape TME in the orthotopic mouse model of pancreatic cancer (PDAC), induce activation of T cell and increase the sensitivity of immunotherapy (181).

Excepting the related advantages, the correlation between the composition of intestinal microbial community and the degree of TNF shows that some Lactobacillus strains, such as fermented Lactobacillus, are considered as weakening the response to immunotherapy (182). The composition of gut microbiota is related to the different development of graft-versus-host disease (GVHD). It has high morbidity and mortality, when the cross reaction occurs between the donor cells (usually T cells) the graft and the patient’s major histocompatibility. On the contrary, it was found that increased bacterial diversity and increased amounts of Blautia to be related to reduce GVHD mortality and improve survival (183).

At present, research has moved away from the approach based on association toward mechanism as the advances in sequencing technology and the development of powerful computing tools. Elucidating the relationship between the gut microbiome and cancer as well as the potential mechanism has become the priorities of further research, which also the main method for cancer immunotherapy.




Conclusion and Future Perspective

The gut microbiota activates the host immune system further and has an anti-cancer effect, and more superiority than the traditional way of treating cancer. In addition, the interaction between gut microbiota and cancer ICIs play an antitumor immune therapy, this way of targeted therapy in cancer immunotherapy is getting more and more recognition. Targeting and manipulating cells and factors in TME during cancer therapy, which contribute to control malignancies and obtain positive health outcomes (132). An in-depth understanding of TME, its role and related molecules will provide important insights into the biological behavior of different tumor types. Molecules and tumorigenic processes in TME are considered as the key targets of the new therapy strategy of cancer (86, 184). The refining of molecular cells and immune regulation of therapeutic targets is increasing in the TME, and the clinical application also is growing more and more widely, for example, that resistance to PD-1/PD-L1 plays multiple roles in tumor immunotherapy, however, the test of limited activity PD-1 of resisting tumor types may have a good therapeutic effect in the strategy of reshaping the tumor inert environment in the future. Namely the possibility of immunotoxicity and immunotherapy to enhance antitumor immunity, in other words, use reasonable and selective combined immunotherapy in a limited TME to reactivate the anti-tumor immune response (185).

In the previous introduction, we have known that gut microbiota is essential in maintaining the host balance, promoting physiological responses including the protection of pathogen, host metabolism, host immunity response, and so on. More and more scientific evidence showed that broken the delicate balance of gut microbiota can lead to the occurrence of cancer and other diseases, which indicates that modulating strategy is very important. In fact, gut microbiota has great inter-individual heterogeneity due to the impact of host, including the age, living environment, genetic factor, and diet habit. Among them, diet habit and host age are the main determinants of gut microbiota according to the biological relationship between gut microbiota and host in nutrient digestion (186). It is reported that the diversity of gut microbiota and its metabolites were changed by diet habit (187). The overall richness of gut microbiota decreases with age, and some microbial taxa related to unhealthy aging appear, which leads to the malnutrition of gut microbiota, then finally affect the host’s innate immune response (188). Fecal microbiota transplant (FMT), live biotherapeutics, diet habits, and prebiotics are the main strategies to regulate gut microbiota, making it more healthy (189). For example, patients with colon cancer have obvious characteristics and diversity of gut microbiota in tumor tissue and nearby mucosa. After taking probiotics, the abundance of butyrate-producing bacteria in tumors, non-tumor mucosa, and fecal flora increased in these patients, that helps maintain the intact intestinal barrier to avoid the activation of inflammation-related factors in TME (190, 191). The report pointed out that non-responders lack beneficial bacteria which are critical to the anti-tumor effect of immunotherapy, however, the effect of them on ICIS can be restored by transplanting these bacteria from responders to non-responders by some means, such as FMT, probiotic therapy, and so on (192).

In addition, determining the composition of individual gut microbiota is also a way to solve the huge heterogeneity among individuals in the gut microbiota. Searching for microbial signals to determine the degree of response to cancer treatment may help determine gut microbiota composition associated with specific treatment categories or overlapping signals, which is suitable for a wide range of immune therapy. But the microbe signal is a continuous work, the differences of sequencing technology and patient cohort were all factors that affect microbial expression (193). The composition of gut microbiota havs undergone a similar change during cancer progression and treatment, and this change causes more additional challenges. Cancer cells grow and evolve under the therapy of selective pressure. Molecular evolution of tumors may still occur when gut microbiota is manipulated to maximize immunotherapeutic efficacy. Therefore, future research may be able to use DNA sequencing, metabolomics technologies and high-dimensional data, as well as to give them intervention, the interdependence of individual host-intestinal microflora can provide more effective treatment and greatly promote the development of microbial alliance to treat specific disease (194). More challenges need to be overcome by combination with basic experimental and clinical research. Therefore, we look forward to getting more precise therapies targeted cancer coming from gut microbiota and the TME in the future. It is also suggested that further studies should focus on the precise targets and mechanisms of action in this field.
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IDO1-mediated immune escape can lead to the malignant progression of tumors. However, the precise mechanism of IDO1 remains unclear. This study showed that IDO1 can bind to GBP1 and increase the extracellular secretion of IDO1 with the assistance of GBP1, thereby promoting the malignant proliferation and metastasis of lung cancer. In vitro study showed that the high expression levels of IDO1 and GBP1 in lung cancer cells promoted cell invasion and migration. In vivo study revealed that knock-down of IDO1 and GBP1 inhibited tumor growth and metastasis. In addition, Astragaloside IV reduces the extracellular secretion of IDO1 by blocking the interaction of IDO1 and GBP1, thereby reducing T cell exhaustion and inhibiting tumor progression. These results suggest that blocking the extracellular secretion of IDO1 may prevent T cell exhaustion and thereby enhance the effect of PD-1 inhibitors on cancer treatment.
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Introduction

Lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer deaths in the world. Non-small cell lung cancer accounts for 80% of all lung cancers. It is usually diagnosed in the advanced stage, and the 5-year survival rate is very low (1, 2). Non-small cell lung cancer includes squamous cell carcinoma, adenocarcinoma and large cell carcinoma. Compared with that of other subtypes of lung cancer, the incidence of lung adenocarcinoma is relatively low, but the prevalence has increased, and blood metastases often occur early (3, 4). Surgery remains the standard method to treat lung cancer. Chemotherapy drugs and targeted drugs for EGFR mutation, BRAF mutation and ALK translocation are also used in the treatment of lung cancer. In addition, the development of programmed cell death 1 (PD-1)/PD-1 ligand 1 (PD-L1) checkpoint inhibitors has changed the pattern of non-small cell lung cancer treatment and achieved certain therapeutic effects (5).

Indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO) is a home-containing enzyme that is highly expressed in myeloid cells and catalyzes the initial step of tryptophan degradation. Tryptophan starvation caused by IDO inhibits T cell function through several mechanisms (6, 7). An increasing number of studies linked the overexpression of IDO with cancer progression. High levels of IDO have been found in patients with ovarian cancer, hepatocellular carcinoma, invasive cervical cancer, non-small cell lung cancer, and are associated with poor prognosis (8–12). Although some studies support that blocking IDO exerts a positive anti-tumor effect, the mechanism of how to regulate IDO in tumor cells remains unclear.

This study showed that IDO1 can bind to GBP1. With the assistance of GBP1, the extracellular secretion of IDO1 increased. In vivo and in vitro experiments showed that the simultaneous overexpression of IDO1 and GBP1 can promote the migration and invasion of lung cancer cells. In addition, astragaloside IV can block the combination of IDO1 and GBP1 to inhibit the progression of lung cancer. These results provide a certain theoretical basis for the combined targeted therapy of IDO1 and PD-1 and may provide a new idea for the clinical treatment of lung cancer.



Materials and Methods


Cell Culture

Lung cancer cell lines NCI-H460, A549 were purchased from cell resource center of Chinese academy of medical sciences, and NCI-H345, NCI-H1299, NCI-H146, NCI-H1341 cells were purchased from ATCC. Mouse Lewis Lung Cancer cell LLT was obtained from cell resource center of Chinese academy of medical sciences. NCI-H345, NCI-H1299, NCI-H146, NCI-H1341 cells were purchased from ATCC. Cells were maintained in RPMI-1640 (Gibco, USA) or DMEM (Gibco, USA) medium supplement with 10% FBS (Gibco, USA). All cells were cultured at 37°C under a humidified atmosphere of 5% CO2.



Silver Staining

At 48 h after cell transfection, cell extracts were obtained using lysis buffer (0.2 mM EDTA, 50 mM Tris-HCl, 150 mM NaCl and 0.3% NP-40). The anti-Flag tag affinity beads (Sigma, USA) were incubated with cell extracts at 4°C overnight. After washing the beads with a cold lysis buffer containing 0.1% NP-40, Flag peptide was applied to the beads to elute the Flag protein complex. The obtained protein was separated via 10% SDS-PAGE and then identified using a silver staining kit (Beyotime, China). After the electrophoresis, the gel was placed in the fixative for about 1 h, washed with 30% ethanol for 10 min and then washed with 200 ml of pure water for 10 min. Then, silver solution was added for 10 min and then rinsed with ice and water until color developed. Finally, a stop solution was added to stop the reaction and obtain different bands.



Colony Formation Assay

After reaching the logarithmic growth phase, the transfected cells were digested with 0.25% trypsin and gently pipetted to make them single cells. After the cell count, the cells were seeded into a six-well plate at a density of 1000 cells per dish and placed in a 37°C 5% CO2 incubator for 15 days. When macroscopically visible clones were present, the supernatant was discarded, and the cells were washed twice with PBS. The cells were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde for 15 min and then stained with GIMSA staining solution for 20 min. After washing with running water and drying, the number of colonies that formed was counted.



Transwell

Cells with a 1:6 dilution of 50 mg/L Matrigel (BD, USA) were inoculated with a final concentration of 1 × 105 cells per well and then cultured in top chamber (Corning, USA) with serum-free medium (Gibco, USA). The complete medium containing 10% FBS was added to bottom and then cultured for 16 h. Then, the cells were removed, and those cells that have not passed were wiped off with a cotton swab. After fixing with formaldehyde for 30 min at room temperature, the cells were stained with 0.1% crystal violet for 20 min. After washing three times with clean water, the cells were observed under a microscope (Nikon, Japan) and then counted.




Wound Healing

The cells were seeded into six-well plates. When the cell confluence reached 90% after transfection, a straight scratch was made with a 100-μl pipette tip. The cells were washed with PBS three times to remove the suspended cells, added with medium and then placed in a 37°C, 5% CO2 incubator. After 24 h, photographs of the cells were taken, and then the cell migration rate was calculated.


Plasmid and Lentivirus

Wild-type GBP1 and IDO1 overexpression plasmids were purchased from Sinobiogical (Beijing, China). The mutant IDO1 plasmid was synthesized by Genwiz (Suzhou, China) and inserted into the pCMV3-N-FLAG vector and was verified by DNA sequencing. The synthesized NRP1 and IDO1 shRNA sequences were annealed and inserted into the pLKD-CMV-Puro-U6-shRNA vector, and finally packaged into lentivirus in 293FT cells. shRNA sequences were as follows: GBP1-top: 5′-CACCGCCTCATTGAGAACACTAATGCGAACATTAGTGTTCTCAATGAGGC-3′, GBP1-bot: 5′-AAAAGCCTCATTGAGAACACTAATGTTCGCATTAGTGTTCTCAATGAGGC-3′, IDO1-top: 5′-CACCGCCAAGAAATATTGCTGTTCCCGAAGGAACAGCAATATTTCTTGGC-3′, IDO1-bot: 5′-AAAAGCCAAGAAATATTGCTGTTCCTTCGGGAACAGCAATATTTCTTGGC-3′. All plasmid transfections were performed using Lipofectamine 3000 in accordance with the instructions. A lentivirus was constructed and used in the in vivo experiments.



Molecular Docking

The GBP1 and IDO1 protein crystal structures were downloaded from the PDB database (http://www.rcsb.org). HEX software was used for molecular docking, and the binding force was analyzed based on protein surface potential and surface structure. On the basis of the docking results, the protein interaction interface was used as the active pocket for the high-throughput screening of inhibitors.



Western Blot

After discarding the medium and washing with 1× PBS, the cells were treated with PMSF-containing lysis solution (50 mM Tris, 150 mM NaCl, 1% Triton X-100, 1%sodium deoxycholate, 0.1% SDS) and incubated for 30 min. For the detection of the IDO1 protein level in the medium, we collected 60 ml of the medium and centrifuged at 3,000g for 20 min using a 30-kDa protein concentrator (Millipore, USA) to obtain a protein mixture. The total protein obtained was harvested, quantified by BCA method, separated through SDS-PAGE and then transferred onto the PVDF membrane (Millipore, USA). After blocking with 5% BSA for 2 h, the membrane was incubated with primary antibodies for 4 h at room temperature and then with HRP-labeled secondary antibodies for 2 h at room temperature. Finally, the band was visualized using an enhanced chemiluminescence system (Millipore, USA) in accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions. Primary antibodies were as followed: IDO1 (Abcam, USA, ab134197, 1:1000), GBP1 (Proteintech, China, 67161-1-Ig, 1:500). GAPDH (Abcam, USA, ab8245, 1:3000). Each experiment was repeated three times.



Immunofluorescence

The treated cells were seeded on a glass slide in a 24-well plate and cultured at 37 ℃ and 5% CO2 for 48 h. After immersion in 1× PBS for three times, the cells were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde (Beyotime, China) for 15 min. Then, the cells were treated with 0.5% Triton X-100 at room temperature for 20 min, washed with 1× PBS, added with normal goat serum (Solarbio, Beijing, China) and blocked for 30 min at room temperature to remove non-specific binding. The slides were incubated with the following primary antibodies at 4°C overnight. GBP1 (Proteintech, China, 67161-1-Ig, 1:500), IDO1 (Abcam, USA, ab134197, 1:1000). After washing with PBST for three times, the cells were added with the diluted fluorescent-labeled secondary antibody (Santa Cruz, USA), incubated at 37°C for 1 h and finally incubated with DAPI for 5 min in the dark. The collected images were observed under a fluorescence microscope (Nikon, Japan).



Xenograft Model

Thirty-two 6-week-old Balb/c nude mice were randomly divided into four groups. NCI-H1299 cells were inoculated subcutaneously at a concentration of 5×106 cells per mouse. When the diameter of the tumor reaches 5 mm, GBP1 and IDO1 knock-down lentivirus were used for intertumoral injection. For the metastasis model, luciferase-labeled NCI-H1299 cells were injected into the tail vein to establish a tumor metastasis model. Ten days later, GBP1 and IDO1 knock-down lentivirus were used for intertumoral injection. In order to test the synergistic effect of astragaloside IV and PD-1 inhibitors, C57 mice inoculated with Lewis lung cancer cells. 9 days after inoculation, the tumor diameter reaches 5 to 7 mm, mice were injected with either astragaloside IV (5 mg/kg), anti-PD-1 antibody (BioXCell, 200 μg/mouse, intraperitoneally administered) or the combination of both agents. The tumor volume and animal survival status were monitored every 3 days. Thirty days after cell inoculation, the animals were euthanized by intravenous injection of pentobarbital sodium at the final concentration of 100 mg/kg. The solid tumors were harvested and fixed with formalin for immunohistochemical detection. The tumor volume was calculated as follows: V(volume)=(length × width2)/2. All animal experiments were conducted in accordance with the ethical standards of the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee of the Affiliated Taizhou hospital of Wenzhou Medical University.



Flow Cytometry

Solid tumors were digested in collagenase and DNase I and dissociated according to the instructions of tumor dissociation kit (Miltenyi Biotec, Auburn, CA). Tumor-infiltrating lymphocyte were enriched and harvested separately by Percoll gradient (Sigma, USA). The lymphocytes were then washed and subsequently blocked with Fc antibody (BD Pharmingen) for 10 min on ice followed by incubation or staining with cell surface antibodies: CD3-APC (Biolegend, USA), CD8-PE (Biolegend, USA) for a 30-min incubation on ice. Cells were washed with Fix/Perm buffer and assayed on a guava easyCyte flow cytometer (MILLIPORE, USA).



Immunohistochemistry

After deparaffinization of 4-μm paraffin sections, 0.3% H2O2 was added to inhibit endogenous peroxidase activity. The slices were placed in 0.01 M sodium citrate buffer solution (pH 6.0) and then heated in a microwave oven for antigen retrieval. Subsequently, the slices were added with 5% negative serum to block non-specific proteins and with the corresponding primary antibodies and then incubated overnight at 4°C. After discarding the primary antibodies and washing with 1× PBS, the slices were added with the diluted secondary antibody and incubated at 37°C for 30 min. Finally, DAB was added for color visualization, and the staining intensity was recorded under a microscope.



Statistical Analysis

All statistical analyses were performed using SPSS 19.0 (SPSS, Chicago, USA). The results are expressed as mean ± standard deviation (SD). Student’s t test was used to compare the significant differences between the two groups. Comparisons between three or more groups were performed using ANOVA and Dunnett’s post-test. Statistical significance was considered at P < 0.05 and marked with *.




Results


Indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1 Interacts With GBP1 in Lung Cancer Cells

Flag-tagged IDO1 overexpression plasmid was transfected into A549 cells. Anti-flag magnetic beads were used to obtain the IDO1 binding protein complex and separated by PAGE gel. After silver staining, it was found that there was an obvious band near 65 kDa, which was identified as GBP1 by mass spectrometry (Figure 1A). In order to confirm the interaction between IDO1 and GBP1 in vivo, Co-immunoprecipitation was performed. Results showed that GBP1 signal could be detected in the protein complex obtained with anti-flag magnetic beads after transfection of Flag-IDO1. Similarly, GBP1 could also capture IDO1 in cell lysates (Figure 1B). GST pull-down experiment was used to detect the interaction between IDO1 and GBP1 in vitro. It was found that GST fused IDO1 and transcribed GBP1 in vitro can indeed bind to each other (Figure 1C). In addition, we used immunofluorescence to determine the co-localization of IDO1 and GBP1 in A549 cell species. The results showed that IDO1 and GBP1 had colocalization signals (Figure 1D).




Figure 1 | IDO1 binds GBP1 in A549 cells. (A) Identification of IDO1 binding protein by silver staining. (B)  Use Co-IP to detect the interaction between IDO1 and GBP1. (C) GST pull-down was performed to analyze the interaction between IDO1 and GBP1 in vitro. (D). Immunofluorescence confirms the co-localization of IDO1 and GBP1 in A549 cells.





Indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1 and GBP1 Promotes Lung Cancer Cell Migration and Invasion

In order to verify the role of IDO1 and GBP1 in lung cancer species, western blot was performed to detect the expression levels of IDO1 and GBP1 in 6 lung cancer cell lines. The results showed that the protein levels of IDO1 and GBP1 were the highest in NCI-H1299 cells and the lowest in A549 cells (Figure 2A). Therefore, we selectively overexpressed IDO1 and GBP1 in A549 cells (Figure 2B) and knock down IDO1 and GBP1 in NCI-H1299 cells (Figure 2C). We found that GBP1 contributed to the extracellular secretion of IDO1. Then the effects of IDO1 and GBP1 on the invasion, migration and colony formation ability of lung cancer cells were tested by transwell (Figure 2D), wound healing (Figure 2E) and colony formation (Figure 2F) assay. Results showed that overexpression of IDO1 or GBP1 promoted the invasion, migration and colony formation ability of A549 cells compared that of control vector group. Compared with the overexpression of IDO1 or GBP1 respectively, co-overexpression of IDO1 or GBP1 promoted the cells more obviously. In NCI-H1299 cells, knocking down IDO1 or GBP1 could inhibit cell invasion, migration. These experiments indicated that IDO1 and GBP1 contributed to the malignant progression of lung cancer, which may due to the interaction between IDO1 and GBP1.




Figure 2 | DO1 and GBP1 promotes lung cancer cell invasion, migration and colony formation ability. (A) Western blot to detect the protein of IDO1 and GBP1 in 6 lung cancer cell lines. (B) Protein levels of GBP1 and IDO1 in cell and culture medium after ectopic expression of IDO1 and GBP1. (C) Protein levels of GBP1 and IDO1 in cell and culture medium after knocking down of IDO1 and GBP1. (D) Transwell to analyze cell invasion ability after GBP1 and IDO1 overexpression. (E) Wound healing to analyze cell migration ability after GBP1 and IDO1 ectopic expression. (F) Detection of cell colony formation ability. Statistical significance was considered at P < 0.05 and marked with *.





GBP1 Contributes to the Extracellular Secretion of Indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1

In order to verify the precise mechanism of GBP1 and IDO1 interaction and its role in lung cancer cells, we simulated the interaction between GBP1 and IDO1 using molecular docking. The results showed that IDO1 protein have strong binding capacity to GBP1 (Figure 3A). Next, we performed in GST pull-down between truncated GST-fused IDO1 proteins and in vitro transcribed GBP1 proteins. The results showed that after removing the 45 amino acids at the N-terminus, the binding ability of the truncated IDO1 and GBP1 was weakened (Figure 3B). In addition, we co-express wild-type or mutant IDO1 with GBP1 in A549 cells. The results showed that GBP1 could assist the secretion of wild-type IDO1 out of the cell. However, after IDO1 mutation, GBP1’s carrying effect is weakened (Figure 3C). These results suggest that the interaction with GBP1 may contribute to extracellular localization of IDO1 is closely related to GBP1.




Figure 3 | GBP1 contributes to IDO1 extracellular secretion. (A) Molecular docking simulates the binding between IDO1 and GBP1. (B) Interaction of truncated IDO1 and GBP1 in vitro. (C) Expression of GBP1 and IDO1 in cells and culture media. Statistical significance was considered at P < 0.05 and marked with *.





Indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1 and GBP1 Promotes Tumor Genesis and Metastasis In Vivo

The above results suggested that GBP1 can promote the extracellular secretion of IDO1, which may be involved in the malignant progression of lung cancer in vitro. Here we inoculated NCI-H1299 cells into Balb/c nude mice by subcutaneous inoculation and tail vein injection at a concentration of 106 cells per mice. Seven days after inoculation, sh-IDO1 and sh-GBP1 lentiviruses were injected into tumors individually or jointly every 5 days. For tail vein inoculated animals, after 7 days of inoculation, sh-IDO1 and sh-GBP1 lentiviruses were injected through the tail vein alone or jointly transfected with two retroviruses every 5 days. After 35 days, all the mice were euthanized by carbon dioxide asphyxiation. Then tumor volume was measured, and the tumor tissue was formalin fixed and used for immunohistochemical staining to detect the protein expression of IDO1 and GBP1. The results showed that after IDO1 and GBP1 were knocked down, tumor volumes were decreased, and the tumor volume was the smallest in the IDO1 and GBP1 group (Figure 4A). The results of immunohistochemistry showed that knocking down IDO1 and GBP1 can reduce the extracellular secretion of IDO1, while knocking down IDO1 and GBP1 simultaneously prevented the extracellular secretion of IDO1 to a greater extent (Figure 4B). In tail vein mice, knocking down IDO1 and GBP1 can inhibit the metastasis of lung cancer cells (Figure 4C).




Figure 4 | Knock-down of IDO1 and GBP1 inhibits lung cancer tumorigenesis and metastasis. (A) Pictures of tumor-bearing mice and tumor volume. (B) The expression and subcellular location of IDO1 and GBP1 detected by immunohistochemistry. (C) Images of lung metastases and relative fluorescence intensity of metastatic tumor. Statistical significance was considered at P < 0.05 and marked with *.





Astragaloside IV Blocks Indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1 and GBP1 Interaction and Inhibits Lung Cancer Cell Progression

Based on the above results, we speculate that GBP1-mediated extracellular secretion of IDO1 enhances the malignancy of tumor cells. According to the results of molecular docking, the interaction region of GBP1 and IDO1 was used as the active pocket for screening of interface inhibitors. The results showed that astragaloside IV has a stronger binding force in the interaction area and may block the combination of IDO1 and GBP1 (Figure 5A). Considering that the existing studies have proved the anti-tumor effect of astragaloside IV, we selected astragaloside IV as a candidate interface inhibitor for IDO1 and GBP1. After treating NCI-H1299 cells with 5 and 10 µM astragaloside IV, the binding ability of the truncated IDO1 and GBP1 was weakened (Figure 5B). To detect the protein expression of GBP1 and IDO1, we found that astragaloside IV can prevent the extracellular localization of IDO1 (Figure 5C). Next, we use transwell, wound healing and colony formation assays to analyze the effects of astragaloside IV on the invasion, migration of lung cancer cells. The results show that compared with control group, Astragaloside IV (5 and 10 μM) can inhibit cell invasion (Figure 5D), migration (Figure 5E) and colony formation ability (Figure 5F). This indicated that inhibiting the extracellular secretion of IDO1 by blocking the interaction of IDO1 and GBP1 can also inhibit the malignant progression of lung cancer cells.




Figure 5 | Astragaloside IV blocks the interaction of IDO1 and GBP1. (A). Screening of interface inhibitors and the binding of astragaloside IV to IDO1 and GBP1 interaction regions. (B) Co-IP was performed to detect the effect of astragaloside IV between IDO1 and GBP1 binding. (C) Western blot detects the expression of GBP1 and IDO1. (D) Transwell to evaluate the role of astragaloside IV on cell invasion. (E) Cell migration was detected by wound healing assay. (F) The role of astragaloside IV on cell colony formation ability. Statistical significance was considered at P < 0.05 and marked with *.





Astragaloside IV Inhibits Tumor Genesis and Metastasis In Vivo

Because IDO1 can inhibit the anti-tumor effect of T cells by degrading tryptophan. Therefore, blocking the extracellular secretion of IDO1 may enhance the anti-tumor effect of PD-1 inhibitors. Here we inoculate Lewis lung cancer cells into C57 mice by subcutaneous injection. After combined treatment with astragaloside IV and PD-1 antibody, the effect on tumor growth was evaluated. The results showed that astragaloside IV can enhance the inhibitory effect of PD-1 inhibitors on tumor growth (Figure 6A). By using IHC, it was found that astragaloside IV had no effect on the expression of GBP1, but the amount of extracellular secretion of IDO1 was reduced (Figure 6B). This can further confirm that astragaloside IV blocks the extracellular localization of IDO1 to enhance the anti-tumor effect of PD-1 inhibitors. In addition, the use of flow cytometry analysis found that the proportion of CD3+CD8+ T cells increased after treatment with astragaloside IV (Figure 6C). This showed that astragaloside IV can promote the activation of T cells and enhance the effect of anti-tumor immunotherapy. All the above experiments showed that GBP1 combined with IDO1 to increase the secretion of IDO1 and promotes the malignant progression of lung cancer. And astragaloside IV can assist the anti-tumor effect of PD-1 by blocking the binding of GBP1 and IDO1 (Figure 6D). These results indicate that astragaloside IV can block the combination of IDO1 and GBP1 and reduce the secretion of IDO1, and further enhance the anti-tumor effect of PD-1 inhibitors by reducing T cell exhaustion.




Figure 6 | Astragaloside IV combined with PD-1 inhibitor represses tumor growth of lung cancer. (A). The effect of astragaloside IV combined with PD-1 inhibitors on tumor growth. (B). Detection of IDO1 and GBP1 expression by immunohistochemistry. (C). Percentage of tumor infiltrating CD3+CD8+ T cells. (D). Schematic diagram of this study. Statistical significance was considered at P < 0.05 and marked with *.






Discussion

The combination of surgical resection and chemotherapy improves the prognosis of patients with lung cancer. However, additional chemotherapy and targeted therapies remain ineffective in improving the prognosis of patients with metastasis (5, 13). Although the application of immune checkpoint inhibitors has brought hope for cancer immunotherapy, many patients still do not respond to the therapy (14, 15). This phenomenon may be related to the expression of PD-L1 in tumor cells and the tumor microenvironment. Previous study found that inhibiting IDO1 can restore the activity of T cells and improve the ability to kill tumor cells (16–18). Hence, a variety of drug candidates have been developed and are in clinical trials. Most laboratories researching IDO1 agree that it is a cytoplasmic protein. Only Rita Romani’s research has shown that human amniotic fluid stem cells exert immunoregulatory functions through secreted IDO1 (19). However, the role of extracellular secretion of IDO1 in cancer progression has not yet been described. The present study showed that IDO1 can bind to GBP1 and then be secreted outside the cell with the assistance of GBP1. This phenomenon may explain why the high expression of IDO1 alone is not significantly related to the prognosis of patients with lung adenocarcinoma.

GBP1, as a member of the GTPase superfamily, participates in membrane, cytoskeleton and cell verification reactions (20–22). However, in tumors, GBP1 is a double-edged sword. High GBP1 expression has been previously related to better or worse prognosis in different human tumors. In colorectal cancer, GBP1 can inhibit tumor cell proliferation (23). However, in oral squamous cell carcinoma and ovarian cancer, GBP1 confers tumor cells with stronger drug resistance, and its expression level is related to the poor prognosis of patients (24–26). The expression and activity of GBP1 are closely related to the tumor microenvironment (27). Stimulation of inflammatory factors can induce the expression of GBP1, 2 and 5, but only GBP1 is secreted outside the cell (25, 28). In the present study, GBP1 can bind IDO1, thereby transporting IDO1 to the extracellular matrix during the secretion of GBP1. This result suggests that IDO1 only responds to IDO1 inhibitors after it is secreted into the cell matrix through a similar pathway. However, how GBP1 is secreted out of cells in the body and its relationship with tumor microenvironment and inflammation warrant further verification.

The recognition of tumor cells by T cells must be enhanced and T cells must have strong killing ability to promote the clinical application of immune checkpoint inhibitors. If IDO1 is secreted into the extracellular matrix with the assistance of GBP1, it is bound to have a certain inhibitory effect on the activity of T cells (29, 30). In animal models of glioma, the combination of IDO1 and PD-1 inhibitors prolongs the survival time of animals (31, 32). These seem to indicate that inhibiting the activity of IDO1 can enhance the anti-tumor effect of PD-1 inhibitors. In the present study, we used interface inhibitors to break the combination of GBP1 and IDO1, avoid the extracellular localization of IDO1 and solve the root cause of IDO1’s inhibitory effect on T cell activity. Astragaloside IV can block the combination of IDO1 and GBP1 to prevent the exhaustion of T cells caused by the extracellular secretion of IDO1, and further enhance the inhibitory effect of PD-1 inhibitors in lung cancer. Studies have shown that Astragaloside IV has anti-inflammatory and chemotherapy sensitization effects (33–35). Here we found the synergistic anti-tumor effect of astragaloside IV combined with PD-1. Of course, other effects of astragaloside IV may play a certain role in tumor growth in this experiment. However, we did detect that astragaloside IV can block the combination of IDO1 and GBP1. In addition, studies have suggested that astragaloside IV can inhibit the expression of IDO1, which may be inconsistent with our conclusions (36). Our results prove that blocking the extracellular secretion of IDO1 can enhance the therapeutic effect of PD-1.

The interaction of GBP1 and IDO1 induced the extracellular secretion of IDO1 promote lung cancer cell progression. In addition, astragaloside IV can block the interaction between GBP1 and IDO1 and enhance the inhibitory effect of PD-1 inhibitors of lung cancer cell in vivo and in vitro. These results explain the mechanism of IDO1 in regulating T cell infiltration in lung cancer and provide a certain possibility for its clinical combination therapy with PD-1 inhibitors.
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The Nocardia rubra cell wall skeleton (Nr-CWS) for external use is an immune enhancer, which has been widely used in human cervix diseases such as cervical erosion, but the mechanism of Nr-CWS enhancing immunity is still unclear. The purpose of this study was to explore the effect and mechanism of Nr-CWS on the local immune status of cervical tissue in patients with high-risk human papillomavirus (HR-HPV) infection and cervical precancerous lesion, cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN). The recruited patients with HR-HPV infection and CIN were treated with Nr-CWS. The specimens were taken from these patients before and after local application of Nr-CWS respectively. The normal control specimens were tested simultaneously. Serial section analysis of immunohistochemistry and co-expression analysis were performed to characterize populations of T cells and the expressions of programmed cell death-1 (PD-1) and programmed cell death-ligand 1 (PD-L1). The levels of cytokines in local cervical tissue were also detected. Nr-CWS significantly increased T cells including CD4+, CD8+ T cells, and reduced the expression of PD-L1 in the patients’ local cervical tissues. Co-expression analyses showed that the proportions of PD-1+CD4+ cells in CD4+ T cells and PD-1+CD8+ cells in CD8+ T cells decreased after Nr-CWS application. Furthermore, the increase in the number of immune cells was accompanied by increased pro-inflammatory cytokines interleukin-12 (IL-12), interferon-γ (IFN-γ), tumor necrosis factor-α (TNF-α), and decreased suppressive cytokine IL-10. The results indicate that Nr-CWS, as an immunotherapeutic agent for HR-HPV infection and CIN, plays an immune promoting role related to the upregulation of T cell subsets and the inhibition of PD-1/PD-L1 pathway.




Keywords: Nocardia rubra cell wall skeleton, high-risk human papillomavirus, cervical intraepithelial neoplasia, CD4+ T cell, CD8+ T cell, programmed cell death-1, programmed cell death-ligand 1



Introduction

Cervical cancer is the fourth most common cancer in females worldwide. China together with India, contributed more than one-third of the global cervical burden in 2018, with 106,000 cases and 48,000 deaths in China (1). Cervical cancer is still an important cause of mortality among females in developing countries (2). It has been well known that human papillomavirus (HPVs) are the etiological agents of cervical cancer and its premalignant precursor cervical intraepithelial neoplasia (CIN) (3). However, not all women who harbor HPV infection will develop cervical cancer. With normal immune function, most HPV infections can be cleared by an incompletely understood immune response within 6–18 months (4). Nevertheless, the risk of CIN increases with the type of HPV, duration of infection, immunosuppression, and environmental factors like cigarette smoking in the patient. The presence of persistent infection with high-risk HPV (HR-HPV) (5) and those who have associated cofactors like immunodeficiency or smoking are at higher risk for the progression of lesions to the development of invasive cancer. In China, the reported HR-HPV persistent infection rate among women (ages 16–69) was 13.30%–22.94% (6). It was reported that 21% of patients progressed to CIN 2 or higher, if HR-HPV infection persisted for more than 1 year (7).

The host immune response serves a pivotal role in eliminating HR-HPV and determining the regression of a cervical abnormality or persistence and progression to a malignancy (8). Improving body’s immunity to HR-HPV and avoiding immune escape should be important methods for the treatment of CIN and even cervical cancer.

The Nocardia rubra cell wall skeleton (Nr-CWS) is the cell wall skeleton obtained from N. rubra, a gram-positive bacterium, and mainly contains arabinogalactan, muramic acid and mucopeptide. Nr-CWS was first reported by Azuma et al. in 1976 (9) and was subsequently shown to exert antitumor effects and affect the complex immune network formed by interactions of immunocompetent cells (10). Recently, it has been proved in vitro that Nr-CWS could stimulate macrophages (11), dendritic cells, natural killer cells (12), CD4+ T cells (13), and CD8+ T cells (14), which imply its potential application in immunotherapy.

As an approved National Category II New Drug in China, the Nr-CWS for external use has been used for human cervix diseases, but the mechanism of Nr-CWS enhancing immunity in cervix is still unclear. The purpose of this study was to explore the effect and mechanism of Nr-CWS on the local immune status of cervical tissue in patients with HR-HPV infection and CIN, revealing its potential broad application prospects in the immunotherapy of cervical precancerous lesions and even cancer.



Materials and Methods


Reagents

The Nr-CWS for external use (Drug approval number: S20030009) was provided by Weihai Greatest Pharmaceutical Research Institute Co., Ltd. (China).



Samples and Patients

After obtaining ethical approval from the First Hospital and the Fourth Hospital of Hebei Medical University, People’s Republic of China, the study participants were recruited from these two hospitals in 2019 and 2020. All participants gave written informed consent. Available clinical information included the Pap smear report, histology diagnosis, HPV DNA genotyping, prior cervical pathology, and HPV history.

Twenty-three patients suffered with CIN and HR-HPV infection in female lower genital tract were recruited and treated with Nr-CWS. HPV DNA genotyping and biopsy report were the gold standards for defining final disease status. Participants with the following conditions were excluded from the study: pregnancy, women with any signs and symptoms of sexually transmitted infections, severe heart, lung, liver and kidney disease, any other neoplastic diseases, immunocompromised state, and those under any anti-inflammatory or immunosuppressive treatment. The cervical specimens were taken from these patients at the times before and 1 and 3 months after local application of Nr-CWS respectively. During the re-examination 3 months after Nr-CWS treatment, HPV DNA genotyping and biopsy were detected.

Five normal control cervical specimens were taken from the patients without HPV infection who underwent hysteroscopic endometrial electrotomy or hysteroscopic transcervical resection of myoma because of their endometrium polyp or submucosal myoma of uterus.



Nr-CWS Administration Method

The patients were given Nr-CWS on the 3rd day after menstruation. The drug was administered once every other day at a dose of 120 μg for 10 times. The cervix was exposed and cleaned with a cotton ball soaked with normal saline, and wiped repeatedly with a dry gauze to form minor wounds. The Nr-CWS solution (60 μg Nr-CWS dissolved in 0.5 ml normal saline) was injected into the cervical canal with a Pasteur pipette. The Nr-CWS solution (60 μg Nr-CWS dissolved in 2 ml normal saline) was soaked with a cotton ball with tail thread and then pressed on the cervical surface with forceps for 1 min. After Nr-CWS application, the patient can move freely after lying down for 10 min. The cotton ball with tail thread was kept in the body for 24 h and then taken out.



Immunohistochemical Method

Immunohistochemical method was performed to detect the infiltration of T cells and the expressions of programmed cell death-1 (PD-1) and programmed cell death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) in the local cervix. Cervical tissue samples were fixed in 10% formalin. Immunohistochemistry was performed using our previously published protocol (15). In brief, tissue sections were incubated with one of the following primary antibodies: anti-CD3 (1 : 500; ZsBio, Beijing, China), anti-CD4 (1 : 500; Abways Technology, Shanghai, China), anti-CD8 (1 : 500; Abways Technology), anti-PD-1 (1 : 1000; Abcam, Cambridge, Massachusetts, USA) and anti-PD-L1 (1 : 1000; Abcam). Immunodetection was performed using an appropriate biotinylated immunoglobulin and a horseradish peroxidase-labeled avidin kit (ZsBio) with diaminobenzidine (DAB) as the substrate. Finally, the sections were lightly counterstained with hematoxylin for 30 s.



Scoring System and Analysis of Immunohistochemical Method

The modified McCarty’s “H” scoring system was used to evaluate the immunohistochemistry method (16).

	

One hundred cells were counted sequentially and percentage of immunohistochemical positive cells was calculated. In order to make intensity assessments more objective, the intensity of immunohistochemical positive was not assessed visually, but measured as mean grey value (MGV). The MGV was analysed using Image-J software (NIH, Bethesda, MA, USA). The following MGV ranges were used to grade the intensity of staining (191.5–255, 0 = negative; 127.5–191.5, 1 = weak positive; 63.5–127.5, 2 = moderate intensity; < 63.5, 3 = strong positive). With values obtained, the total modified H-scores were calculated. Ten fields were chosen randomly in each specimen.



Co-Expression Analysis

In order to detect the co-expression characteristics of PD-1 and T cell subsets, serial section immunohistochemistry and analysis of the percentage of CD4, CD8, and PD-1 positive cells were carried out. Patient specimens before and 1 month and 3 months after administration of Nr-CWS were immersed into 10% formalin for 24 h at room temperature and then embedded with paraffin. Consecutive 4-μm sections were cut from each paraffin-embedded block. Adjacent consecutive sections were used to detect the expressions of CD4, CD8 and PD-1 using immunohistochemical method. Ten fields of the same position in each specimen of the three indexes were randomly selected and the percentages of CD4, CD8, and PD-1 positive cells were calculated respectively.

Then we used double label immunofluorescence histochemical method and laser scanning confocal microscopy (LSCM) to analyze the co-expression of PD-1 and CD4 or CD8 in patient specimens before and 1 month and 3 months after administration of Nr-CWS. The 4-µm paraffin-embedded sections were subjected to the following treatments: Gradual alcohol dewaxing, PBS rinsing, incubation in 3% H2O2, PBS rinsing, antigen repair in 0.01 Mol/L citrate buffer and PBS rinsing. Sections were incubated with two primary antibodies of anti-PD-1 (1 : 200; Abcam) and anti-CD4 (1 : 200; Abways Technology) or anti-CD8 (1 : 200; Abways Technology). Subsequently, sections were incubated with secondary antibodies of goat anti-mouse IgG Alexa Fluor 594 (1 : 200; Abways Technology) and goat anti-rabbit IgG Alexa Fluor 488 (1 : 200; Abways Technology) and mounted. LSCM was performed on an Olympus FV1200MPE LSCM. For the results of double label staining, the PD-1+CD4+ cells/CD4+ cells ratio and PD-1+CD8+ cells/CD8+ cells ratio in the cervical epithelium and stroma were calculated.



Total RNA Isolation and qRT-PCR

To analyze the mRNA levels of cytokines including interleukin-10 (IL-10), interleukin-12 (IL-12), interferon-γ (IFN-γ) and tumor necrosis factor-α (TNF-α), total RNAs were extracted from cervical tissue samples using TRIzol and reverse transcribed with a PrimeScript® RT reagent Kit (TaKaRa Biotechnology, Dalian, China) for qRT-PCR using SYBR® Premix Ex Taq™ (TaKaRa Biotechnology) following the manufacturer’s instructions. The purity and amount of RNA were determined by measuring the OD260/280 nm ratio. The mRNA levels were normalized using β-actin as the housekeeping gene and analyzed by the 2-δδCt method. The primers were provided by Invitrogen (Carlsbad, CA, USA) (Table 1).


Table 1 | Forward and reverse primers of cytokines and their oligo sequences.





Statistical Analysis

Data are presented as means ± SDs. Statistical analysis was performed with SPSS version 19.0 (SPSS, Inc., Chicago, IL, USA). Statistical significance was determined by independent samples T-test or one-way Analysis of Variance (ANOVA). A P value less than 0.05 was considered to be significant.




Results


Subject Characteristics of the Study Groups

The subject characteristics of the study groups are summarized in Table 2. The 23 recruited patients for Nr-CWS treatment were aged between 22 and 56 years old (mean 37.39 ± 9.15 years old). In these 23 patients, a single HR-HPV type was detected in 11 (47.83%, 11/23), and two or more HR-HPV types were found in the same sample from 12 (52.17%, 12/23) women. The 5 patients in the normal control group were aged between 32 and 39 years old (mean 35.6 ± 2.61 years old), and no significant differences were found compared with the Nr-CWS treatment group. No HR-HPV infection was detected in these normal control patients.


Table 2 | Subject characteristics of the study groups.



At 3 months after Nr-CWS treatment, the results of HR-HPV detection in 14 out of the 23 cases became negative, and HR-HPV overcast rate was 60.87% (14/23). Besides, HR-HPV types were reduced in 3 other patients with multiple HR-HPV infections. Pathological efficient changes were observed in 21 out of the 23 cases, and the effective rate was 91.3% (21/23) at 3 months after Nr-CWS treatment.



Expressions of CD3+ T, CD4+ T and CD8+ T Cell Detected by Immunohistochemistry

The CD3+ T, CD4+ T, or CD8+ T cells were found both in human cervical squamous epithelium and in the underlying stroma in each group (Figures 1A–L). The brownish-yellowish deposits were distributed in the cytoplasm and on the cell membrane of the positive cells. The positive cells in human cervical epithelium were mainly located in the basal or intermediate layers and rarely appeared in the superficial layers.




Figure 1 | Expressions of CD3, CD4, and CD8 detected by immunohistochemistry. The expressions of CD3 were detected in cervical tissues of the normal control group (A), recruited patients before Nr-CWS treatment (B), 1 month after Nr-CWS (C), and 3 months after Nr-CWS (D). Statistical data of CD3 (M: *P < 0.05). The expressions of CD4 were detected in the normal control group (E), recruited patients before Nr-CWS treatment (F), 1 month after Nr-CWS (G), and 3 months after Nr-CWS (H). Statistical data of CD4 (N: *P < 0.05). The expressions of CD8 were detected in the normal control group (I), recruited patients before Nr-CWS treatment (J), 1 month after Nr-CWS (K) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (L). Statistical data of CD8 (O: *P < 0.05). (A–L, scale bars = 50 μm).



Figures 1M–O showed that in the human cervical epithelial tissues of these recruited patients at 1 month after Nr-CWS administration, the modified H-scores of CD3+ T, CD4+ T, and CD8+ T cells were significantly higher than those before Nr-CWS treatment (P < 0.05). At 3 months after Nr-CWS treatment, the CD3+ T and CD8+ T cells expression scores continued to increase and reached the highest level (P < 0.05). The CD4+ T cells scores peaked at 1 month and dropped at 3 months. In the stroma underlying human cervical epithelium, the scores of CD3+ T, CD4+ T, and CD8+ T cells were significantly higher at 1 month than those before Nr-CWS (P < 0.05) and reached the highest level. At 3 months, CD3+ T, CD4+ T, and CD8+ T cells expression scores dropped, but were still significantly higher than those before treatment (P < 0.05).



Expressions of PD-1 and PD-L1 Detected by Immunohistochemistry

Figures 2A–D, I showed the PD-1 expression in normal control and recruited patients. The PD-1+ cells with brownish-yellowish deposits in cytoplasm and cell membrane were distributed in human cervical epithelium and stroma. In the normal control group, PD-1 expression was almost absent. Before these patients were treated with Nr-CWS, the expression scores of PD-1 in human cervical epithelium and stroma were significantly higher than those of normal controls (P < 0.05). After Nr-CWS treatment, the PD-1 expression in the human cervical epithelial tissue decreased gradually with the extension of repair time, which was statistically significant compared with that before Nr-CWS treatment (P < 0.05). However, in human cervical stroma, the expression of PD-1 increased after Nr-CWS treatment (P < 0.05), which might be due to increased lymphocyte infiltration.




Figure 2 | Expressions of PD-1 and PD-L1 detected by immunohistochemistry. The expressions of PD-1 were detected in cervical tissues of the normal control group (A), recruited patients before Nr-CWS treatment (B), 1 month after Nr-CWS (C) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (D). Statistical data of PD-1 (I: *P < 0.05). The expressions of PD-L1 were detected in the normal control group (E), recruited patients before Nr-CWS treatment (F), 1 month after Nr-CWS (G) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (H). Statistical data of PD-L1 (J: *P < 0.05). (A–D, scale bars = 50 μm; E–H, scale bars = 20 μm).



Figures 2E–H, J showed the PD-L1 expression in normal control and recruited patients. No PD-L1 expression was detected in human cervical tissue of the normal control group. Before the Nr-CWS treatment of these patients, PD-L1 expression was detected in human cervical epithelial cells, mainly in the basal layer of epithelium. The brownish-yellowish deposits were located in the cytoplasm and membrane of the PD-L1 positive cells. After administration of Nr-CWS, the expression level of PD-L1 strikingly reduced (P < 0.05) as the repair time prolonged.



Co-Expression Analysis of PD-1 and CD4 or CD8

The immunohistochemical results of co-expression analysis revealed the expressions of CD4, CD8 and PD-1 at the same position in the serial sections of human cervical tissue (Figures 3A–I). Figure 3J showed that in the human cervical epithelial tissue, the percentage of CD4 positive cells increased significantly after Nr-CWS treatment from 5.14% to 12.5% at 1 month (P < 0.05) and 7% at 3 months (P < 0.05), and reached a peak at 1 month. The percentage of CD8 positive cells kept increasing significantly after Nr-CWS treatment from 3% to 7.4% (at 1 month) (P < 0.05) and 9.29% (at 3 months) (P < 0.05), and peaked at 3 months. However, after Nr-CWS treatment, the percentage of PD-1+ cells showed a continuous downward trend, from 6.2% before Nr-CWS treatment to 4.2% at 1 month and 1.71% at 3 months, and was significantly lower at 3 months than before Nr-CWS treatment (P < 0.05). In human cervical stroma (Figure 3K), the percentages of CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells increased significantly from 9.75% and 5.6% respectively after Nr-CWS treatment, reaching their respective peaks of 29.25% (P < 0.05) and 23.75% (P < 0.05) at 1 month. The percentages of CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells at 3 months were 22.33% and 16% respectively, both of which were significantly higher than those before Nr-CWS treatment (P < 0.05). The percentage of PD-1 positive cells was 5.33% before treatment, and significantly increased to 13.25% (at 1 month) (P < 0.05) and 13% (at 3 months) (P < 0.05) after Nr-CWS treatment.




Figure 3 | Co-expression analysis of PD-1 and CD4 or CD8 by serial section immunohistochemistry. The immunohistochemistry results of co-expression analysis revealed the expressions of CD4, CD8, and PD-1 at the same position in the serial sections. CD4 expression in recruited patients before Nr-CWS (A), 1 month after Nr-CWS (B) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (C); CD8 expression in recruited patients before Nr-CWS (D), 1 month after Nr-CWS (E) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (F); PD-1 expression in recruited patients before Nr-CWS (G), 1 month after Nr-CWS (H) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (I). Statistical data of CD4, CD8, and PD-1 in the cervical epithelial tissue (J: *P < 0.05 vs Before Nr-CWS, # P < 0.05 vs 1-month after Nr-CWS). Statistical data of CD4, CD8 and PD-1 in the cervical stroma (K: *P < 0.05 vs Before Nr-CWS, # P < 0.05 vs 1-month after Nr-CWS). (A–I, scale bars = 50 μm).



Figures 4 and 5 showed the results of PD-1 and CD4 (or CD8) double label immunofluorescence histochemical method. Besides PD-1+CD4 + (or PD-1+CD8+) cells, much more PD-1-CD4+ (or PD-1-CD8+) cells appeared in human cervical epithelium and stroma after Nr-CWS treatment. In addition, some PD-1+CD4- (or PD-1+CD8-) cells were observed in human epithelium and stroma before treatment. The PD-1+CD4+ cells/CD4+ cells ratio and PD-1+CD8+ cells/CD8+ cells ratio in human cervical epithelium and stroma were calculated separately. After Nr-CWS treatment, the PD-1+CD4+ cells/CD4+ cells ratio significantly fell from 89.26% to 35% at 1 month (P < 0.05) and 5% at 3 month (P < 0.05) in the cervical epithelium, from 73.15% to 7% at 1 month (P < 0.05) and 14.7% at 3 month (P < 0.05) in the cervical stroma. The PD-1+CD8+ cells/CD8+ cells ratio significantly fell from 85.16% to 30.14% at 1 month (P < 0.05) and 8.74% at 3 month (P < 0.05) in the cervical epithelium, from 89.83% to 32.03% at 1 month (P < 0.05) and 6.69% at 3 month (P < 0.05) in the cervical stroma.




Figure 4 | Co-expression analysis of PD-1 and CD4 by double label immunofluorescence histochemical method. The co-expression of PD-1 and CD4 was detected by double label immunofluorescence histochemical method: the co-expression of PD-1 and CD4 in human cervical epithelium of the recruited patients before Nr-CWS treatment (A), 1 month after Nr-CWS (B) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (C); the co-expression of PD-1 and CD4 in human cervical stroma of the patients before Nr-CWS treatment (D), 1 month after Nr-CWS (E) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (F); statistical data of co-expression of PD-1 and CD4 (G, H: *P < 0.05 vs Before Nr-CWS, #P < 0.05 vs 1-month after Nr-CWS) (A–F, scale bars = 20 μm).






Figure 5 | Co-expression analysis of PD-1 and CD8 by double label immunofluorescence histochemical method. The co-expression of PD-1 and CD8 was detected by double label immunofluorescence histochemical method: the co-expression of PD-1 and CD8 in human cervical epithelium of the recruited patients before Nr-CWS treatment (A), 1 month after Nr-CWS (B) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (C); the co-expression of PD-1 and CD8 in human cervical stroma of the patients before Nr-CWS treatment (D), 1 month after Nr-CWS (E) and 3 months after Nr-CWS (F); statistical data of co-expression of PD-1 and CD8 (G, H: *P < 0.05 vs Before Nr-CWS, #P < 0.05 vs 1-month after Nr-CWS) (A–F, scale bars = 20 μm).





Detection of Cytokine Levels in Human Cervical Tissue by qRT-PCR

The effect of Nr-CWS on cytokines in human cervical tissues was analyzed by qRT-PCR (Figure 6). Results showed that compared with those in the normal control, the mRNA levels of local pro-inflammatory cytokines (IL-12, IFN-γ, and TNF-α) were higher and the mRNA level of suppressive cytokine IL-10 was lower in the cervical tissues of these patients before Nr-CWS treatment. At 3 months after Nr-CWS, the mRNA levels of IL-12, IFN-γ, and TNF-α elevated significantly (P < 0.05) while the level of IL-10 decreased significantly (P < 0.05).




Figure 6 | Detection of cytokine mRNA levels in cervical tissue by qRT-PCR. Statistical data of the mRNA levels of local pro-inflammatory cytokines: IL-12 (A), IFN-γ (B), TNF-α (C); Statistical data of the mRNA level of suppressive cytokine IL-10 (D) (*P < 0.05 vs Normal control, #P < 0.05 vs Before Nr-CWS).






Discussion

Over 100 subtypes of HPV exist with 15 being identified as high risk. Persistence of HR-HPV infection in tissues is critical factor in the development of CIN and ultimately, carcinoma. Therefore, in this study, patients with HR-HPV infection and CIN were selected as research objects to detect the therapeutic effect of Nr-CWS on cervical cancer-related precancerous lesions, so as to prevent the occurrence of human cervical cancer. Nevertheless, the standard-of-care management of CIN 2 and CIN 3 is mainly surgical therapy which ablates or excises in human cervical transformation zone (17). So in this study, the subjects recruited in the actual clinical practice were mainly CIN 1 and few CIN 2 or higher patients.

The surgical therapy carries potential risks such as preterm birth (17). For patients with fertility requirements, there has been a long-standing and continued interest in the development of a safe, effective topical therapy. In the present study, Nr-CWS was applied locally in cervical tissues of patients with HR-HPV infection and CIN. Tissue samples from recruited patients were collected at 1 month after the application of Nr-CWS to detect short-term changes in cervical local immunity, and cervical tissue samples were collected at 3 months after Nr-CWS to detect local immune changes after repair for a period of time. For some reasons of clinical application, the placebo group was not set in this study, but the cervical local immune status of the patients before Nr-CWS treatment was compared with that of the normal control group. The former reflected the immune status in the absence of drug treatment for HR-HPV infection. The results showed that the HR-HPV overcast rate was about 60.87% after 3 months of repair, which was higher than the natural HPV negative conversion rate (26.9%) within 3 months (18). Meanwhile, the effective rate of pathological changes by removing dysplastic cells was 91.3% at 3 months after Nr-CWS treatment. The results showed that clinical application of Nr-CWS had a good clinical effect and may eliminate the HR-HPV infection and dysplastic cells in cervix of a considerable proportion of patients.

Cell-mediated immunity of an individual is considered to be a vital mechanism in protection against the virus and elimination of virus-infected cells. The activation of CD4+ T cells and consequently synthesis of cytokines are essential in the immune response because these mediators could activate or inhibit other cells types including cytotoxic CD8+ T cells (19). Cytotoxic CD8+ T cell infiltrates appear to be principal effectors in eliminating HPV infected pre-neoplastic human cervical epithelial cells and severe dysplastic cells (20). An increasing number of documents have described the relationship between CIN and T cell subsets. The women presenting CIN had a higher CD4+ T and CD8+ T cell infiltrates than the healthy ones (21), which was consistent with our results. The presence of CD4+ T cells in the stroma of women with CIN 2/3 was predictor for the regression of lesions (22). The patients with regressed CIN 2/3 had higher CD8+ T cells than patients that presented persistent lesions (23). Low CD3+ T and CD8+ T cells infiltrates were reported as being predictive markers of progressive cervical disease (24). In this study, after administration of Nr-CWS treatment, the infiltrates of CD3+ T, CD4+ T, and CD8+ T cells improved significantly both in human cervical epithelium and stroma, suggesting an improvement in local cell immunity by Nr-CWS. Additionally, T cells infiltrate from human cervical stroma to the epithelium, which is matched by our results. We found the positive cells in epithelium were mainly located in the basal or intermediate layers and rarely appeared in the superficial layers. Under the stimulation of Nr-CWS, T cells in human cervical stroma changed more rapidly than those in human cervical epithelium, and the increase was higher than that in human cervical epithelium. Furthermore, cytotoxic CD8+ T cells are orchestrated by CD4+ T cell responses. The activation of CD4+ T cells occurs earlier, with the production of cytokines that are essential to the recruitment and activation of CD8+ T cells. In line with this, we found that the CD4+ T cells in the epithelium reached the highest level at 1 month after Nr-CWS, while the CD8+ T cells gradually increased and peaked at 3 months after Nr-CWS. In addition, the results showed that the scores of CD3+ T, CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells in the stroma increased significantly at 1 month, indicating a strong local immune response, while the decrease in the scores of immune cells at 3 months indicated a decrease in the intensity of the immune response. This may be related to the reduction of HPV, the improvement of the condition, and therefore the corresponding weakening of the immune response. The changes of T cells in the cervical epithelium were slower than those in the stroma, and only CD4+ T cells showed a similar trend, while the CD8+ T cells showed a later change than CD4+ T cells, reaching a peak at 3 months.

Inhibitory receptors are crucial negative regulatory pathways, controlling autoreactivity and immunopathology. Although inhibitory receptors are transiently expressed in functional effector T cells during activation, their sustained high expression are hallmarks of exhausted T cells (25). PD-1 is illustrated as an important negative costimulatory molecule. The binding of PD-1 and PD-L1 can block TCR and its co-stimulus signal transduction, inhibit the activation and proliferation of T cells, deplete the function of effector T cells. The PD-1/PD-L1 pathway has been revealed to inhibit a wide range of immune responses against pathogens, tumors and self-antigens (26).

PD-L1 is widely expressed in activated T and B cells, antigen presenting cells and thymic cortical epithelial cells (27). Relevant studies have found abnormal PD-L1 expression in various cancers including cervical squamous cell carcinoma (CSCC). Mezache et al. reported that PD-L1 was a solid biomarker of productive HPV infection in cervix and was significantly upregulated in both cancer cells and surrounding inflammatory cells in human cervical cancer (28). As for CIN, Yang et al. proved that increase in PD-L1 and PD-1 expression negatively regulated cervical cell immunity to HPV, and contributed to the progression of HR-HPV related CIN (29). The expressions of PD-1 and PD-L1 in CIN and CSCC were of prognostic value and associated with HPV status (30). In the study of Mezache et al (28), the percentage of cases with high PD-L1 expression in the abnormal squamous cells of CIN 1-2 lesions was 95%. PD-L1 positive mononuclear cells, which were abundant in the invasive squamous cell nests of CSCC, were rarely evident in the epithelial layer of CIN 1-2. Consistent with that, because the participants were mainly CIN 1 or CIN 2 patients, our results showed that PD-L1 was expressed in the cervical epithelial cells. However, PD-L1 expression was not detected in other cells such as mononuclear cells, which may be related to the relatively mild lesion level of the recruited patients. In addition, similar to previous findings, the PD-L1 expression was located mainly toward the basal layer of epithelium, where E6 and E7 RNAs might be relatively abundant (28). After treatment with Nr-CWS, the expression of PD-L1 decreased significantly, demonstrating that Nr-CWS had a certain inhibitory effect on the PD-1/PD-L1 pathway.

PD-1 is expressed on activated T cells, B cells and some myeloid cells, though its functions are best characterized for T cells. PD-1 interacts with its ligands, PD-L1 and PD-L2. There is accumulating evidence indicating the relationship between PD-1 expression and impaired cellular immunity. The sustained upregulation of PD-1 in CD4+ T cells and CD8+ T cells was one of the characteristic features of T cell exhaustion during chronic infection or cancer (25, 31). As for HPV infection and CIN, PD-1 expression on cervical T cells was associated with HR-HPV positivity and increased in parallel with increasing CIN grade (29). The PD-1 expression levels on peripheral CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells were significantly elevated in samples from patients with cancer and CIN (26). As for the function of exhausted T cells, the exhausted CD8+ T cells lose effector functions including production of IL-2, IFN-γ, TNF-α and β-chemokines, high proliferative capacity, ex-vivo cytolytic activity and degranulation (32). The exhaustion of CD4+ T cells shares many characteristics with CD8+ T cell exhaustion, including impaired production of effector cytokines (e.g. IFN-γ, TNF-α) (33). On the other hand, soluble molecules are also important signals in regulating T cell exhaustion, including suppressive cytokines such as IL-10 and transforming growth factor-β (TGF-β) and pro-inflammatory cytokines such as type I IFN and IL-6 (25).

The present study first demonstrated that Nr-CWS treatment remarkably raised the percentages of CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells in both the cervical epithelium and the stroma of the patients, and the percentage of PD-1+ cells decreased in human cervical epithelium. However, the percentage of PD-1+ cells in human cervical stroma increased after Nr-CWS treatment. In order to find out the exact effect of Nr-CWS on PD-1 and T cells, we designed a co-expression analysis experiment. The results showed that PD-1+CD4+ cells/CD4+ T cells ratio and PD-1+CD8+ cells/CD8+ T cells ratio decreased both in cervical epithelium and stroma, suggesting that Nr-CWS treatment reduced local exhausted CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells and more uninhibited CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells were present in human cervix. The increase in the percentage of PD-1+ cells in the stroma after Nr-CWS treatment may be caused by the significant increase in the percentages of CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells. Additionally, PD-1 is also expressed on other immune cells besides CD4+ T and CD8+ T cells. We found some PD-1+CD4- (or PD-1+CD8-) cells in the image of double label staining, which may be other cells expressing PD-1 except CD4+ T or CD8+ T cells. On the other hand, the mRNA levels of local pro-inflammatory cytokines (IL-12, IFN-γ, and TNF-α) were elevated while the mRNA level of suppressive cytokine IL-10 decreased after Nr-CWS treatment, which also verified the efficient role of Nr-CWS in reversal T cell exhaustion. The role of Nr-CWS in regulating cytokines may also be caused by affecting other immune cells. In short, the mechanisms of Nr-CWS in subverting T cell exhaustion and revitalizing host immunity are complex. Much more researches are needed to clarify the immune enhancing effect of Nr-CWS.



Conclusion

In light of these results, we propose that Nr-CWS, as an immunotherapeutic agent for HR-HPV infection and CIN, plays an efficient part in immune enhancement and treatment, through upregulating T cell subsets and inhibiting PD-1/PD-L1 signal pathway.
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Treatment of malignant tumors encompasses multidisciplinary comprehensive diagnosis and treatment and reasonable combination and arrangement of multidisciplinary treatment, which is not a simple superimposition of multiple treatment methods, but a comprehensive consideration of the characteristics and specific conditions of the patients and the tumor. The mechanism of tumor elimination by restoring the body’s immune ability is consistent with the concept of “nourishing positive accumulation and eliminating cancer by itself” in traditional Chinese medicine (TCM). The formation and dynamic changes in the tumor microenvironment (TME) involve many different types of cells and multiple signaling pathways. Those changes are similar to the multitarget and bidirectional regulation of immunity by TCM. Discussing the relationship and mutual influence of TCM and antitumor therapy on the TME is a current research hotspot. TCM has been applied in the treatment of more than 70% of cancer patients in China. Data have shown that TCM can significantly enhance the sensitivity to chemotherapeutic drugs, enhance tumor-suppressing effects, and significantly improve cancer-related fatigue, bone marrow suppression, and other adverse reactions. TCM treatments include the application of Chinese medicine monomers, extracts, classic traditional compound prescriptions, listed compound drugs, self-made compound prescriptions, as well as acupuncture and moxibustion. Studies have shown that the TCM functional mechanism related to the positive regulation of cytotoxic T cells, natural killer cells, dendritic cells, and interleukin-12, while negatively regulating of regulatory T cells, tumor-associated macrophages, myeloid-derived suppressive cells, PD-1/PD-L1, and other immune regulatory factors. However, the application of TCM in cancer therapy needs further study and confirmation. This article summarizes the existing research on the molecular mechanism of TCM regulation of the TME and provides a theoretical basis for further screening of the predominant population. Moreover, it predicts the effects of the combination of TCM and antitumor therapy and proposes further developments in clinical practice to optimize the combined strategy.
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Introduction

Cancer is one of the major noncommunicable chronic diseases that seriously affect human health (1–3). Although treatment methods and drug research and development continue to improve, many problems such as drug resistance and recurrence still hinder progress (4–9). The treatment of malignant tumors encompasses multidisciplinary comprehensive diagnosis and treatment (10–12) and reasonable combination and arrangement of multiple treatment methods including surgery, radiotherapy, chemotherapy, targeted therapy, immunotherapy, endocrine therapy, interventional therapy (13–19). Multidisciplinary treatment is not a simple superimposition of multiple treatment methods, but a comprehensive consideration of the characteristics and specific conditions of the patients and the tumor, leading to a planned and reasonable choice (20). While pursuing prolonged survival (21), attention should also be given to improving the quality of life of the patients (22).

Due to its huge population, China accounts for about a quarter of the world’s new tumors and deaths, leading to a serious disease burden (23–25). Traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) is a unique diagnosis and treatment method with thousands of years of history (26, 27). It is reported that most Chinese cancer patients have used TCM during the diagnosis and treatment process (28, 29). TCM is mostly used in the form of compound prescriptions in clinical oncology, including oral herbal medicines, granules or capsules, and injections (30). There are many pieces of research on Chinese medicine monomers and their active ingredients (31). Many researches have shown that TCM combined with antitumor therapy can achieve significant tumor suppression effects, reduce drug resistance, and improve adverse reactions and patient quality of life (32–36). In recent years, targeting the immune checkpoints CTLA-4, PD-1, and PD-L1 has led to breakthroughs in a variety of cancer types (37–39). The mechanism of tumor eradication by restoring the body’s immune ability is consistent with the concept of “nourishing positive accumulation and eliminating cancer by itself” or “strengthening vital Qi to treat cancer” in TCM (40, 41).

The tumor microenvironment (TME) (42, 43) is formed by the structural components such as tumor cells, endothelial cells, fibroblasts, immune cells, extracellular matrix, and secreted cytokines. It has three main roles: inhibiting the immune response, promoting angiogenesis, and growing cancer stem cells. Chronic inflammation (44, 45) and immunosuppression (46, 47) are the core features of the TME. Chronic inflammation leads to low oxygen levels, low pH, high pressure in the microenvironment, and the prolonged existence of inflammatory factors such as tumor necrosis factor (TNF) that maintain and continuously aggravate the inflammatory features of the TME. The hypoxic microenvironment increases hypoxia inducible factor (HIF) levels, induces the formation of new blood vessels, modifies the vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), and recruits bone marrow-derived endothelial progenitor cells to form new blood vessels. The TME enables a large number of regulatory T cells (Tregs) that penetrate and accumulate in tumor tissues, inhibit the differentiation and maturation of effector cells such as lymphocytes, macrophages, dendritic cells (DC), and isolate them from tumor tissues to inhibit immune responses. The immunosuppressive microenvironment is closely related to the “deficiency of vital Qi” in Chinese medicine (48). The “syndrome” of TCM involves multiple systems and levels of Western medicine. TCM treatment of cancer pays attention to overall regulation whether it is to strengthen the body (Fu Zheng) or eliminate evil (Qu Xie). Its advantage lies in regulating the tumor-host microenvironment, allowing normal immune cells to perform their duties, so that there is no environment for tumor cells to survive, and causing apoptosis or autophagy (49–51).

In this review, we mainly discuss, from the perspective of TME regulation, the studies on the combined application of TCM and anticancer treatments. Further screening of dominant populations and predictors will help optimize the joint strategy and provide a theoretical basis for clinical practice.



TCM Combined With Chemotherapy

Chemotherapy is still the cornerstone of anticancer therapy. As one of the most important treatments for advanced stage cancer, chemotherapy compatibility ensures the correct combination of chemotherapeutic drugs and the combination of chemotherapy and other types of treatment. There are many clinical and preclinical studies on the combination of TCM treatment and chemotherapy.

The clinical studies on TCM combined with chemotherapy for anticancer treatment research have been mainly published in Chinese journals (Table 1). The studied cancer types include lung cancer (52–58), digestive system cancer (gastric/liver/esophageal cancer) (59–63), gynecological cancer (ovarian cancer, choriocarcinoma, breast cancer) (64–68), and bladder cancer (69). The observed drugs are mainly compound herbal medicines, including classic prescriptions [Baihe Gujin decoction (52), Yanghe decoction (61)], listed drugs [Shenqi Fuzheng injection (57, 64, 67), Kanglaite injection (58), compound Kushen injection (59), Aidi injection (59), Jinfukang oral liquid (54), Yifei Qinghua granules (55)], a variety of self-made empirical formulas (53, 56, 60, 62, 63, 65, 66), and monomeric Chinese medicines or their components (matrine) (68, 69). The results consistently show that TCM can help improve the sensitivity to chemotherapeutic drugs, enhance tumor-suppressing effects, and significantly improve cancer-related fatigue, bone marrow suppression, and other adverse reactions. The quality of life self-report scores also show significant improvement. Regarding the regulation of tumor immune function, clinical studies mainly detected immune-related factors in peripheral blood. The results concluded that TCM combined with chemotherapy can upregulate CD3+, CD4+, and CD4+/CD8+ (52, 55, 59, 60, 64, 65, 67, 68), interleukin-2 (IL-2) (52, 62, 66), interferon-gamma (INF-γ) (52, 61, 66, 68), natural killer cells (NK) (55, 69), and cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTL) (69), while downregulating IL-6 (55, 59, 66, 68), IL-10 (52, 61), transforming growth factor-β1 (TGF-β1) (59, 61), vascular endothelial growth factor(VEGF) (58, 62), matrix metalloproteinase-2 (MMP-2), MMP-9 (54, 56, 62), Forkhead box protein 3 (Foxp3), and B7-H3 (53), and Tregs (57, 61, 69). However, there are also inconsistencies between different research results for some indicators.


Table 1 | Influence of traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) Combined Chemotherapy (CT) on tumor microenvironment (TME)-Clinical Study.




Experimental studies were conducted through in vivo and in vitro research (Table 2). Cell and animal experiments present more in-depth research on the mechanism of TCM improvement of chemotherapeutic efficacy. The observed drugs include Chinese medicine monomers [curcumin (70–73), ginsenoside Rg3 (74)], extracts [Ginseng and Astragalus (75)], classic traditional compound prescriptions [Huangqin decoction PHY906 (76, 77), Shiquan Dabu decoction (78)], listed compound drugs [Shexiang Baoxin pill (79)], and self-made compound prescriptions (80, 81). The most representative ones are curcumin, PHY906, and tonic Chinese medicines. The combination of curcumin and chemotherapy has been proven to overcome multidrug resistance [FOLFOX (70), oxaliplatin (71, 73), 5-Fu (72)] through a number of in vivo and in vitro studies. The effect of this combined therapy may upregulate Bax, caspase-3, and PARP and downregulate EGFRs (such as IGF-1R), Bcl‐2, survivin, HSP70, Nrf2, Bcl-2/Bax, NF-κB, p-p65, and TGF-β/Smad2/3. PHY906 is derived from the classic formula prescription Huangqin decoction; however, instead of the separation and purification of the possible active compounds, it is taken as a whole. In-depth research via animal experiments, clinical trials, and quality control of PHY906 have been conducted. Results showed that PHY906 could significantly increase the antitumor activity of CPT-11, decreasing toxicity in normal tissues while promoting cell death within the TME, and that its effect may be upregulated by IRF-1, IRF-5, CCL-2/MCP-1, and CCL-5/RANTES. Tonic Chinese medicines include monomers, water extracts, the classic compound Shiquan Dabu decoction, or self-made prescriptions, and their mechanism of action may be related to the regulation of macrophage polarization, the reduction of epithelial cell-mesenchymal transition, and cell stemness.


Table 2 | Influence of traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) Combined Chemotherapy (CT) on tumor microenvironment (TME) - Experimental Study.





TCM Combined With Targeted Therapy or Immunotherapy

Unlike the destructive antitumor effects of traditional chemotherapy, new molecular targeted therapies target specific molecular changes in cancer (16). They have achieved significant effects in clinical practice in recent years and have also triggered a change in the concept of anticancer treatment. The immunotherapeutic approach involves the restart and maintenance of the tumor immune cycle, the restoration of the body’s normal antitumor immune response, and the control and elimination of cancer, by means such as monoclonal antibody immune checkpoint inhibitors, therapeutic antibodies, tumor vaccines, cell therapy, and small molecule inhibitors. Among them, PD-1 inhibitors lead the treatment of malignant tumors into a new era of immunotherapy (17, 38, 39). There are currently many studies on the combined application of TCM and targeted drugs or immunotherapy, focusing on improving efficacy, reversing drug resistance, and reducing adverse reactions. Some research results describing the impact of TCM combined with targeted drugs (Table 3) and immunotherapy (Table 4) on the TME have been released; however, there are still more treatment aspects that need further clarification.


Table 3 | Influence of TCM Combined Targeted therapy.




Table 4 | Influence of traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) Combined Immunotherapy.



In addition to evaluating the immune function of peripheral blood, some studies involved the detection of tumor-specific markers and tumor tissue-related factors to evaluate the invasion ability of tumors. Clinical studies on non-small-cell lung carcinoma (NSCLC) (82), hepatocellular carcinoma (83), and ovarian cancer (84) use compound preparations, including classic traditional formula Xuefu Zhuyu decoction (82) and listed compound herbal medicine Shenqi Fuzheng injection (83). During in vitro and in vivo studies, apart from observing the effects on tumor cell proliferation, the related signaling pathways were explored, including the NF-κB and p38 MAPK signaling cascades mediated by TNFR1 in hepatocellular carcinoma cells (compound Kushen injection) (85) and the AKT pathway in gastric cancer and pancreatic cancer cells (Astragalus polysaccharide) (86, 87). YIV-906, which is based on PHY906 (88), is a clinical observation drug that ensures >90% consistency in product quality (89). It is also the first Chinese medicinal project to be awarded a grant from the PO1 program of the National Cancer Center of the United States. Animal experiments show that PHY906 may potentiate sorafenib action and that its mechanism of action involves an increase in hMCP1 expression, enhanced infiltration of macrophages into tumors with a higher M1/M2 expression pattern, and upregulation of AMPKα-P and ULK1-S555-P. Computer simulation methods have also been used in the analysis of its mechanism of action and key components (90).

Whether tonic herbal medicine be used in combination with immunotherapy is one of the issues that Chinese cancer patients are extremely concerned about; moreover, it is a very controversial issue for cancer clinicians. Research on the combination of TCM and immunotherapy mainly includes in vivo and in vitro studies, while clinical studies are rarely conducted. The TCM studied mostly include tonic drugs or their components: Astragalus (91), ginsenoside Rg3 (92), Glycyrrhiza uralensis water extract (93), and bisdemethoxycurcumin (94). Most of the compound prescriptions are classic medicines, including Gegen Qinlian decoction (95), Renshen Yangrong decoction (96), Shiquan Dabu decoction (97), Guipi decoction (98), and Buzhong Yiqi decoction (99). The components of Astragalus can downregulate PD-L1 on the tumor cell surface, which may be related to the AKT/mTOR/p70S6K pathway (91). In vivo studies have shown that TCM combinations have a positive effect on therapeutic curative potential and tumor inhibition. Some studies also explored the intestinal flora; however, in clinical observation, the main observed effect remains the improvement of symptoms. Both TCM treatment and immunotherapy have systematic and complex characteristics. Determining whether TCM affects the efficacy or the adverse effects of immunotherapy by regulating the TME and related factors necessitates further research.



TCM Combined With Local Treatment

Malignant tumors require different treatment strategies according to the different stages of the disease. Additionally, local treatment plays an important role in the treatment of cancer. Early radical surgery is the most effective way to obtain a curative effect and long-term survival. Radiotherapy and interventional therapy can obtain survival benefits and symptom improvement through the control of local lesions. The combined citation of TCM and local treatment have been clinically observed to reduce perioperative complications, promote the recovery of immune function, reduce recurrence and metastasis, and improve long-term prognosis. The TCM involved are mostly listed drugs (Table 5), and research on their mechanism of action is relatively lacking and limited to peripheral blood immune function detection.


Table 5 | Influence of traditional Chinese medicine (TCM) Combined Local treatment (Peri-operation, γ-knife, interventional therapy).





Discussion

The clinical application of TCM has a long history, and its treatment principles and philosophy have a unique system. With the continuous improvement of research methods, our understanding of TCM is deepening. The study of herbal medicine monomers and their components is relatively easy to explain; however, compound prescription and compatibility are more characteristic of TCM holistic thinking. TCM has its advantages and specifics in the treatment of cancer. In addition to reducing the side effects of antitumor treatment and improving the symptoms and patient quality of life, it also “supports the healthy Qi” and restores the body’s own immune system. It can improve efficacy and prolong survival in the comprehensive treatment of cancer.

Many studies on the monomers or components of herbal medicine have confirmed that they affect related factors in the TME; however, their effects in a more complex system are relatively unexplored. This review summarizes and analyzes the influence and effect of TCM in combination with antitumor therapy, including chemotherapy, targeted therapy, immunotherapy, the perioperative period, radiotherapy, and interventional therapy. Relevant Chinese medicines include marketed drugs (injections, oral liquids, and tablets), traditional prescriptions, and self-developed experiential prescriptions, as well as many Chinese medicinal monomers or ingredients. Tonic drugs are the main active agents, including multiple treatments such as replenishing Qi, invigorating the spleen, promoting blood circulation, eliminating phlegm, clearing heat, and dispelling stagnation. It is well known that the immune system of body, plays defensive, protective and eliminative roles on tumor cells. For example, NK cells can directly recognize and eradicate tumor cells; Dendritic cells (DCs) can activate adaptive immunity; macrophages (M) can kill tumor cells by generating cytotoxicity, which related to the production of effector molecules and accompanying phagocytosis. Clinical studies have shown that adding TCM to the treatment strategy can significantly improve patient symptoms without increasing adverse reactions, with a tendency to prolong survival. The detection of peripheral blood-related immune factors suggests that TCM has a regulatory effect on immune function and that it can promote a healthy Th1/Th2 balance and regulate the polarization of macrophages. Peripheral blood is the most commonly used medium for disease diagnosis and has been widely accepted by patients for noninvasive molecular diagnosis. In addition, compared with the tumor tissue sample, the dynamic change of microenvironment is ignored, and the peripheral blood can be sampled for many times regularly, which is convenient for monitoring. In relevant in vivo and in vitro studies, possible mechanisms of action have been discussed, including the classical NF-κB, AKT, and TLR4 signaling pathways and the intestinal flora. However, TCM treatment still needs to go through top-level design, good quality control, reverse verification, and in-depth research that can reproduce results to demonstrate the role of TCM in the comprehensive treatment of tumors and clarify its therapeutic mechanism.



Conclusions

Cancer treatment has multiple stages and high complexity, and the optimal approach includes multidisciplinary comprehensive diagnosis and treatment. TCM has its unique advantages and characteristics that are different from other types of antineoplastic treatment, and these should not be ignored. However, current research results cannot clearly explain the dominant population and mechanism of effect of TCM combined with antitumor therapy; however, the impact on the TME may be the core principle of this approach. More evidence-based experimental research is still needed to provide a basis for formulating better combined strategies for cancer treatment.
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Background and Purpose

To directly reveal the change in genome mutation, RNA transcript of tumor cells, and tumor microenvironment (TME) after stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT) in paired human lung tumor specimens.



Materials and Methods

Paired tumor samples were collected from 10 patients with non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) or lung metastatic carcinoma within a week before and after SBRT. DNA and RNA of tumor tissues was extracted from the paired samples. Whole-exome and RNA sequencing assays were performed by next-generation sequencing. Gene mutation, genomic expression, T-cell receptor (TCR) repertoire, and profiling of tumor-infiltrating immune cells were analyzed through bioinformatics analysis in paired tumor samples. CD8+ T-cell infiltration and PD-L1 expressions were detected by immunostaining in tumor tissues.



Results

The diversity of TCR repertoire and PD-L1 expression increased significantly in the TME, and the most enriched term of the gene ontology analysis was the immune response gene after receiving SBRT. SBRT induced neo-mutation of genes in tumor cells but did not increase tumor mutation burden in tumor tissues. TME displayed complex immune cell changes and infiltration and expression of immune-regulating factors such as C-X-C motif chemokine (CXCL) 10, CXCL16, interferons (IFNs), and IFN receptors. CD8+ T-cells in tumor tissues did not improve significantly after SBRT while the infiltrating TH1 and TH2 cells decreased remarkably.



Conclusion

SBRT improved the TCR repertoire diversity and PD-L1 expression in the TME and induced neo-mutation of genes in tumor cells but did not increase CD8+ T-cell infiltration and IFN expression in the tumor tissue within a week.
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Introduction

Significant synergy between radiotherapy and treatment with immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) would potentiate the effect of irradiation on antitumor immune response. Immunotherapy combined with radiotherapy is more effective than monotherapy alone for various types of tumors (1–3). Radiotherapy could even rescue a nivolumab-refractory immune response in patients with metastatic lung carcinoma (4). Radiation-induced antitumor immune response in patients varied widely depending on the doses delivered, fraction, and irradiation site of radiotherapy (5). Several reports confirmed that stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT) is more potent in terms of improving ICI anti-tumor response compared with conventional fraction radiation in patients with non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) (6, 7).

Although numerous reports demonstrated that radiotherapy enhanced the therapeutic effect of immunotherapy (8), the direct impact of SBRT on the tumor cell genome and the tumor microenvironment (TME) remains unclear in patients with cancer. Here, we examined the genomic variance of cancer cells, immune cell infiltration, and immune-regulating factor expression of the TME in 10 patients with lung tumors who received SBRT.



Materials and Methods


Study Patients

Thirteen patients aged 43–68 years were included. They had histologically documented malignant tumor, recurrent or metastatic; World Health Organization (WHO) performance status score of 0 to 2; life expectancy of at least 3 months at day 1; and indication for local radiotherapy. Four patients had metastatic lung tumor from colorectal carcinoma (CRC), seven had NSCLC, one had metastatic esophageal carcinoma in the lungs, and one had metastatic cervical cancer in the lungs. The medical ethics committee of Xinqiao Hospital of Army Medical University approved the study (Ethical No: 2019-Res 032-1). All patients provided informed consent.



Biopsy and Radiotherapy

Computed tomography-guided puncture biopsy of the lung deposit was performed a week before SBRT. Peripheral blood samples were collected in ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid vacutainer tubes at the same time. Mononuclear cells separated by centrifugation at 1,600 g were transferred to a new microcentrifuge tube and were fixed with a preserving buffer (Geneplus Biotech, China) for 24 h at 4°C and were then placed in the refrigerator (−80°C) to preserve sample integrity. Lung targeted tumors received 60 Gy irradiation in 10 fractions using Varian Triology Linear Accelerator (Varian Medical System Inc, USA). The second samples of irradiated tumors and peripheral white blood cells were collected within a week after radiotherapy in the same manner as the first collection. Three pieces of tissue were taken from each tumor biopsy. One piece was fixed with formalin for pathological examination and was set for quality control (QC) to ensure samples have adequate tumor cells. Two pieces were fixed with a preserving buffer (Geneplus Biotech, China) for 24 h at 4°C and were then placed in a refrigerator (−80°C) for RNA extraction and DNA extraction, respectively.



Nucleic Acid Extraction, Library Construction, and Sequencing

Paired tumor samples and lymphocytes were submitted for next-generation sequencing (NGS) in Zhongyuan-Vcan Genetic Technology Co., Ltd (Tianjing, China). Genomic DNA was extracted from tumor tissues and blood cells using the TIANamp Genomic DNA Kit (Tiangen) for whole-exome sequencing (WES). Paired analysis of tumor and matched-lymphocyte samples was performed for definitive identification of somatic variations. DNA integrity was assessed by agarose gel electrophoresis. DNA concentrations were measured using a Qubit fluorometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific). WES libraries were constructed using the KAPA HyperPrep Kits (KAPA) and enriched using Agilent SureSelectXT target enrichment kit ILM (Agilent). Genomic DNA from tumor paired samples and matched-lymphocyte samples were sequenced using the NextSeq 500 platform. Exome capture was performed using SureSelectXT Human All Exon 60 MB (Agilent). Tumor exomes were sequenced at 200× coverage, while blood cell exomes were sequenced at 100×. Burrows-Wheeler Aligner (BWA) (version 0.7.15-r1140) was used to align sequences over the human reference genome HG19.

Total RNA was extracted from tumor tissues using TRIzol™ Reagent (Life Technologies) for transcriptome analyses. RNA integrity, purity, and concentration were evaluated using an Agilent 2100 Bioanalyzer (Agilent Technologies). Nanodrop and Qubit 3.0. RNA-seq libraries were constructed using KAPA mRNA HyperPrep Kit. WES and RNA-seq were performed in the Illumina Novaseq System. All libraries were sequenced on the Novaseq using 2×150 bp paired-end sequencing. Adaptor sequences were trimmed, and reads were processed into clean reads. Each RNA-seq data required approxiimately 10 G.



Analysis of Gene Expression, Fusion Gene, Tumor-Infiltrating Immune Cells, and TCR Repertoire

The paired-end clean reads were mapped to the human reference genome GRCh37.75 using STAR (version 020201) with default parameters (9). A novel network flow algorithm used in StringTie (version 2.2.1) (10) was applied to perform transcript assembly and quantify gene expression in fragments per kilobase of transcript per million fragment mapped units for RNA-seq. Then, DESeq (version 1.24.0) (11) was used to identify differentially expressed genes (DEGs). Results were considered significant if the Benjamini–Hochberg adjusted p-value, represented by false discovery rate, was <0.01 and fold change was >2. DEGs were used in the enrichment analysis and significance was detected using Fisher’s exact test. The cases were grouped by cancer type, and the differential gene expression characteristics were analyzed before and after SBRT. Then, we further analyzed the differential expression of each case before and after SBRT. Based on paired-end RNA-seq data, we aligned the fastq files that passed QC to the reference genome using the STAR software program and prepared a count matrix, which tallies the number of RNA-seq reads/fragments within each gene for each sample using StringTie and DESeq.

Fusion gene analysis was performed based on the RNA-seq data. The fusion point of each gene and the 5′- and 3′-chromosomal ends were examined. The count of read pairs supported the fusion including the multi-mapping reads and count of unique mapped reads on the fusion junction. Then, all reads were counted as maps on the fusion junction minus the polymerase chain reaction duplicated reads. In this study, fusion genes were detected using FusionCatcher. It is a tool used for finding novel and known somatic fusion genes in paired-end RNA-seq data in diseased samples collected from vertebrates that had available annotation data in the Ensembl database (12).

The T-cell receptor (TCR) comprises a heterodimer of two chains (αβ or γδ), both of which are products of variable (V), diversity (D), and joining (J) (V(D)J) recombination. This somatic rearrangement occurs only in the T-cell genome and produces an extremely diverse repertoire of TCRs. The most variable region in TCR is CDR3, which has a critical role in antigen recognition. In this study, we utilized a method to assemble de novo the CDR3 sequences generated from TCR locus transcripts in paired-end RNA-seq data by deep sequencing. This method first maps the reads to the human genome and searches for read pairs, with one mate properly mapped to a TCR gene and the other mate unmappable to the genome, potentially owing to the V(D)J recombination. It then initiates pairwise comparisons between the unmapped reads and constructs a read-overlap matrix, represented by an undirected graph, with each node corresponding to a read and edges indicating partial sequence overlap between the two connected reads. This graph is further divided into disjoint cliques to represent potentially different CDR3 sequences. Finally, all reads in each clique were assembled to obtain the contigs of DNA sequence and annotate them with information, including amino acid sequence and the associated V and J genes. TCR repertoire analysis was performed using iXCR (version 3.0.5) that processes large immune data from raw sequences into quantitated clonotypes (13).

Tumor-infiltrating immune cell analysis was performed using xCell (14), which is a gene signature-based method learned from thousands of pure cell types from various sources and applies a novel technique to reduce the associations between closely related cell types. Based on transcriptome sequencing data, a cell-type enrichment analysis of gene expression data for 64 immune cell types was performed using xCell.



Exome Sequencing

WES assays of tumor biopsy samples and peripheral white blood cells were performed to analyze genomic mutations, copy-number alterations, and select fusions involving cancer-associated genes. The paired-end reads were mapped to the human reference genome GRCh37.75 using BWA (version 0.7.15-r1140) with default parameters. Variant calling was executed using GATK MuTect2 (v3.7-0-gcfedb67), Verdict (v1.4.8-0), and VarScan (v2.4.2). Variants were annotated with ANNOVAR (2016-02-01), according to the genomic coordinates GRCh37.75, and complex variants were further annotated with SnpEff (v4.3). Then, we examined whether the variants were present in the dbSNP (v147) common database. Variants not found in the dbSNP database were further filtered using the ClinVar (20181028) database, Cosmic (70), 1000g_EAS, ExAC_ALL, and ExAC_EAS. Pathogenic variants were annotated as “likely pathogenic,” “pathogenic,” or “drug response” in the ClinVar database. Raw exome sequencing data were also used to analyze the copy-number variation (CNV), which was performed using the CNVkit (v0.9.6).

Tumor mutational burden (TMB) assay was performed to examine the number of base substitutions, deletions, and insertion mutations in the protein coding region. The variations determined on NGS analysis include three parts: germline variation, somatic variation, and sequencing error. The original somatic variation set must be filtered before performing subsequent analysis. The filtration criteria are as follows:

	The ratio is greater than 3% for mutations present in the Cosmic database and greater than 5% for mutations absent in the Cosmic database.

	1000g2015aug_all, ESP6500si, 1000g_EAS, ExAC_ALL, and ExAC_EAS mutation rate in the five normal human mutation databases is less than 1%.

	Synonymous mutations must be removed from the dataset, and the mutation site is controlled only in the exonic and splicing regions.



When the above filtration criteria are met, it can be ensured that the mutations for subsequent analysis are rare in the normal population. The TMB value was obtained in accordance with the TMB algorithm from FMI①. The FMI method (FoundationOne CDx™) was approved by the Food and Drug Administration in 2017 for clinical drug selection decision making. Furthermore, raw exome sequencing data were also used to search for CNVs and single-nucleotide variants (SNVs)/Indel analysis.



Immunohistochemical Analyses

The biopsy specimens were embedded in paraffin, and immunohistochemical (IHC) staining was performed on 5-μm-thick tissue sections using affinity mouse monoclonal antibodies against CD8 (clone C8-144B, dilution 1:1; Maixin Biotech, Fuzhou, China) and PD-L1 (clone 22c3, dilution 1:40, Agilent Tech, Inc., USA). Tissue sections were deparaffinized and stained using the Ventana BenchMark ULTRA in automatic mode (Roche Diagnostics GmbH, Germany) for analyzing CD8+ T-cell infiltration and PD-L1 expression in tumor cells.



Statistical Analysis

The difference between the two groups was analyzed using Student’s t-test, and the comparisons were two-sided, with a significance level of 0.05. Pearson’s correlation coefficients between TMB and neoantigen, TCRseqs, and T cell were calculated as follows: γ<0.30=low, 0.3<γ<0.60 =moderate, and γ>0.60=high.




Results

Two paired samples did not meet the QC for pathological examination because of not enough tumor cells. One paired sample for lung metastasis from rectal cancer could not be analyzed using WES and RNA-seq due to the bad quality or quantity of DNA/RNA. Ten paired samples were analyzed with WES, and RNA-seq was detected in nine paired samples except in case 2 (Supplementary 1). Clinical and pathologic characteristics of ten patients whose samples underwent WES and RNA-seq analysis are shown in Table 1.


Table 1 | Clinical and pathologic characteristics of patients.




SBRT Causing New Genomic Mutations but Not Increasing TMB

Radiation can trigger new mutations. Whether SBRT could improve TMB remains unclear. WES as a standard method for TMB analysis can detect somatic mutations present within the entire exome. We analyzed a series of genomic variations including CNVs, SNVs, and fusion genes using WES in tumor tissue before and after SBRT. Surprisingly, the TMB value of the tumor tissue did not increase coincidentally in 10 samples treated with SBRT (Figure 1A, P=0.612). However, all 10 tumor samples showed new mutations after radiation (Figures 1B, C). Then, we analyzed the mutations or aberrations of the genome in detail. The results (Figure 1D) showed that SNV in tumor deposits had no significant difference before and after irradiation (P=0.518); the CNV of tumor specimens that received SBRT decreased significantly (P=0.031). In contrast, the fusion genes increased significantly in tumor samples after receiving radiation (P=0.017). The absence of significant changes in TMB may be due to inconsistent changes in CNVs and fusion genes. The changes in neoantigen number was similar to TMB in paired samples (Figure 1E, r=0.63, P=0.003). Moreover, the neoantigen number in paired samples had no obvious changes (Figure 1F, P=0.522). These results implied that SBRT can trigger only new mutations and induce neoantigen rather than increasing the TMB in the TME.




Figure 1 | Gene mutations, fusion genes, and neoantigen prediction were analyzed by whole-exome sequencing and RNA-seq in paired tumor samples before and after stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT). *_B indicates the values before SBRT, *_A indicates the values after SBRT. (A) Changes in the tumor mutation burden (TMB) value after SBRT (P=0.612). (B) The number of variants in each sample is shown in a stacked bar plot and the variant types in a boxplot and summarized based on variant classification. (C) Number of unique mutations owned in paired tumor samples compared to the somatic mutations of peripheral white blood cells and number of unique mutations in Venn plots for each patient. The left number indicates unique mutations in tumor tissue after SBRT compared to those in the paired sample before radiation treatment, while the right number shows unique mutations in the tumor tissue before SBRT compared to the paired sample after receiving SBRT. The middle number specifies co-owned mutations in paired samples before and after SBRT. (D) Differences in copy-number variation (CNV; P = 0.031), single-nucleotide variant (SNV; P = 0.518), and fusion gene (P = 0.017) in the tumor microenvironment (TME) before and after SBRT. (E) Linear relationship between TMB and neoantigen and the value of neoantigen prediction (r = 0.63, P = 0.003). (F) Comparison of neoantigen number before and after radiotherapy (P = 0.522).





Increased PD-L1 Expression With No Significant Change in CXCL10, CXCL16, MHC-I, IFNs, and IFNs Receptors in the TME After SBRT

In addition to WES analysis, whole transcriptomes in TME were detected with RNA-seq. We analyzed the differential expression characteristics of the tumor tissue before and after radiation treatment, and DEGs were analyzed using paired-sample t-test. The top 50 DEGs are listed in the heat map (Figure 2A). Then, we performed gene ontology (GO) enrichment analysis of these altered genes by biological process classification. The most enriched term was the immune response gene (six genes, P=4.67E-05), followed by gene of DNA repair (five genes, P=2.55E-06) and regulating gene of signal transduction by p53 class mediator (five genes, P=7.71E-05) (Figure 2B). The differential genes of immune responses included many TCRs and immunoglobulin superfamily as listed in Figure 2C. Moreover, PD-L1 (CD274) expression in the TME significantly increased after SBRT than before radiation (Figure 2D, P=0.012). To confirm this result, we performed an IHC assay and found that PD-L1expression in tumor tissue increased significantly after SBRT (Figure 2E).




Figure 2 | Gene expression analysis of the paired samples before and after stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT) by RNA-seq. *_B indicates the values before SBRT; *_A indicates the values after SBRT. (A) Heatmap of 50 differentially expressed genes abundant in nine paired tumor samples. (B) Gene ontology (GO) enrichment pathway analysis of nine paired tumor samples. (C) Heatmap of the expression of 36 immune responsive genes abundant in nine tumor samples before and after SBRT. (D) Differences in PD-L1 expression in the tumor microenvironment (TME) before and after SBRT (P = 0.012). (E) PD-L1 expression was detected in tumor tissue using IHC and it increased significantly in tumor cells after SBRT compared to before SBRT. (F) Comparison of the expression of CXCL10, CXCL16, IFN I receptor, IFN II receptor, IFN I, IFN II, MHC-1, and PD-1 in the TME before and after SBRT.



Furthermore, several studies have revealed that chemokines and pro-inflammatory factors such as CXCL10, CXCL16, IFNs, and its receptors could be induced by radiation in mice models and were essential for recruiting and activating CD8+ T cells (15, 16). However, in this study, expression of IFN-I, IFN-II, CXCL10, CXCL16, IFN-I receptor, and IFN-II receptor did not show significant differences in paired samples before and after SBRT (Figure 2F). MHC-I expression in tumor tissues that received SBRT also showed no significant differences when compared to that before radiation (Figure 2F), although it can be enhanced by radiation, thus inducing antitumor immunotherapy in murine tumor transplant models (17). Furthermore, there was no significant difference in PD1 expression in the TME before and after SBRT (Figure 2F).



Effect of SBRT on the Diversity of TCR Repertoire and Frequency of TCR in the TME

The landscape of neoantigens is thought to determine the immunogenicity of cancers, and in particular, the antitumor responses mediated by T-cells. Therefore, we characterized the TCR repertoire in the TME. The diversity and frequency of TCRs, including TRA, TRB, TRD, and TRG, reflect the diversity and activity of cellular immunity. We amplified and sequenced the TCR repertoire including approximately 260 distinct TCR genes in paired samples. The results showed that TCR gene expression in the TME was modified by SBRT (Figures 3A, B). However, no significant difference was observed in the frequency of TCRs in tumor tissues after receiving SBRT when compared with that before irradiation (Figures 3C, D, P=0.877), although the frequency of TCRs in the tumor samples increased in five cases that underwent SBRT.




Figure 3 | Transcript abundance and repertoire diversity of T-cell receptor (TCR) in nine patients before and after stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT). TRA, TRB, TRD, and TRG mean Vα, Vβ, Vγ, and Vδ segment usage of TCR, respectively. *A represents samples after SBRT, while *B represents samples before SBRT. (A) Frequency and distribution of TRA, TRB, TRD, and TRG gene usage and productive sequences in all samples. (B) The heatmap shows the difference in abundance in TRA, TRB, TRD, and TRG transcripts in each case after SBRT compared to that before radiation. (C) Transcript abundance of TCRs comprising TRA, TRB, TRD, and TRG in each sample on the x axis; the value on the y axis represents the number of TCRseqs. (D) Comparison of TCR transcript abundance in the tumor microenvironment (TME) before and after SBRT (P = 0.877). (E) Diversity of TCR repertoire in each sample. (F) Diversity of TCR repertoire assessed by CPKV value after SBRT increased significantly (P = 0.046). The values on the y axis represent the diversity of TCRseqs. (G) Relationship between the amount of TCRseqs and the relative amount of T cell (R2 = 0.594). Each point represents one sample. The value on the x axis represents the amount of TCR clones, while the value on the y axis represents the amount of TCRseqs.



The diversity of TCR repertoire was analyzed using the ratio of the number of unique TCRseqs to the number of total TCRseqs as an indicator. The indicator was defined as the CPKV value and was more accurate than the CPK value (18). The results demonstrated that the diversity of TCR repertoire in samples treated with SBRT was significantly higher than that before irradiation (Figures 3E, F, P=0.046). This finding indicated that SBRT might promote T-cell-mediated immune responses against tumors by increasing the diversity of TCR repertoire in the TME. Lastly, we analyzed the consistency between TCRseqs and T cell and found a high consistency between them (Figure 3G, r=0.77, P=0.015).



Profiling Tumor-Infiltrating Immune Cells in the TME Before and After SBRT

Tumor-infiltrating immune cells are associated with promoting or inhibiting antitumor immune response, which corresponds to good or poor outcomes in different cancers (19). We analyzed tumor-infiltrating immune cells including 34 subsets in paired tumor samples. The results revealed striking differences in the immune cells in the TME in different patients after SBRT (Figures 4A, B). There were no significant changes in the number of tumor-infiltrating NK and Treg cells in most paired samples before and after irradiation. The number of tumor-infiltrating CD8+ T cells in the TME did not increase remarkably a week after SBRT (P=0.753). On the contrary, it reduced in five samples after radiotherapy (Figure 4C, P=0.753). The result was confirmed by the IHC detection of CD8+ T cells in TME (Figure 4D). In addition, only a significant reduction in TH1 and TH2 cells was observed in tumor deposits receiving SBRT (Figure 4E). The changes in tumor-infiltrating immune cell number implied that the responses of immune cell subsets vary in different patients after SBRT.




Figure 4 | Analysis of tumor-infiltrating immune cells in nine paired samples before and after stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT). (A) Inferred composition of 34 immune cell subsets in samples of each patient before and after SBRT. The results were generated from gene expression data for 64 immune cell types using xCell. (B) Differences in the number of tumor-infiltrating immune cell subsets before and after SBRT in nine patients. (C) Differences in CD8+ T-cell infiltration in the tumor microenvironment (TME) before and after SBRT (P = 0.753). (D) CD8+ T cells infiltration were detected by IHC in tumor tissues before and after SBRT. (E) Differences in TH1 cell (P = 0.031) and TH2 cell (P = 0.035) infiltration in the TME before and after SBRT.






Discussion

The success of ICIs combined with radiotherapy in several types of cancers ignited the interest of oncologists to explore the effects of immunotherapy fueled by radiotherapy. This phenomenon has also been verified indirectly in mouse tumor models (20, 21). Thus, understanding the immunologic effects induced by radiation is important to design rational combination strategies of radiotherapy and immunotherapy.

Irradiation may increase nonsynonymous mutation burden and trigger neoantigen production in cancer cells, possibly favoring in situ vaccine development and TME reprogramming (22). Rizvi et al. found that a higher TMB in tumors was associated with an improved pembrolizumab effect in NSCLC patients (23). Therefore, we detected the genomic variance of tumor tissues a week after SBRT. Beyond our conjecture, SBRT did not promote TMB increase in the TME, although the CNV decreased significantly and the fusion genes increased markedly after radiation. The changes in TMB, CNV, and fusion genes could be due to double-strand breaks (DSBs) of DNA induced by SBRT in cancer cells, leading to the repair of DNA DSBs. While the radiation-induced production of DNA damage is linear, the radiobiological effects are generally non-linear. Cancer cells repair DNA damage and survive by inducing DNA repair and cell cycle arrest or start cellular death without DNA repairing after irradiation treatment (24). New nonsynonymous gene mutations were observed in each patient. Thus, SBRT may not improve the quantity of TMB and neoantigen in the TME but trigger new nonsynonymous mutations, possibly inducing tumor-specific neoantigen development.

Biological responses of cancer cells to radiation involved damage, repair, apoptosis, or necrosis, leading to the activation or inhibition of signal transductions of DNA repair, metabolism, and cell cycle arrest (25). In this study, RNA-seq results demonstrated that several genes regulating cancer proliferation, invasion, and immune response might be under-expressed or over-expressed in tumor tissues after SBRT. Expression of a large number of immune-related genes has changed. Tumor immune microenvironment comprises inflammatory factors, infiltrating immune cells, and stroma cells and can be reprogrammed by radiotherapy (26). Expression of CXCL10, CXCL16, IFNs, and IFN receptors could be induced by irradiation in an experimental animal model (15, 16, 27, 28). However, expression of CXCL10, CXCL16, IFNs, and IFN receptor showed various changes, including an increase and decrease in the TME after SBRT. There was no significant difference in the expression of CXCL10, CXCL16, IFNs, and IFN receptors before and after SBRT. This result was contrary to that of other experimental animal studies but was similar in relation to that of tumor-infiltrating immune cells in this study.

Tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) are integral components of the TME and correlate with response to immune therapy (29, 30). Neoadjuvant chemoradiation therapy increased the density of TILs in post-treatment resected rectal cancer specimens (31). However, our results showed that SBRT did not promote CD8+ T-cell and NK-cell infiltration in the TME. With regard to infiltrating immune cells in the TME in this study, which were different from that reported in other studies, the discrepancy might be due to the differences in the fractionated dosage of radiotherapy or time point of sample collection.

The antitumor responses of effector T-cells comprised recognizing tumor antigen and attacking cancer cells, which are associated with MHC-I, PD-1/PD-L1 axis, and TCR. The increase in MHC-I expression in tumor tissues after SBRT promoted recognition of in situ tumor-specific antigen to CD8+ T cells. It was supported by the improvement in the diversity of TCR repertoire in the TME after SBRT. The high diversity of TCR repertoire reflected a better immune status, which indicated clinical benefit in cancer patients (32). Based on the result of MHC-I and TCR repertoire diversity, this study supported that SBRT promoted the antitumor immune response. An important study finding was the upregulation of PD-L1/PD-1 expression in the TME, which was supported by the results of Sato’s research that revealed that DNA DSBs upregulated PD-L1 expression in an ATM/ATR/Chk1-dependent manner (33).

This is the first study to report the direct effect of SBRT on genomic mutation, differences in gene expression, and tumor immune microenvironment. Notably, the diversity of TCR repertoire increased and PD-L1 expression upregulated in the TME after SBRT. SBRT induced neo-mutation and new fusion gene in cancer cells, which induced the generation of tumor-specific neoantigen but did not increase TMB in tumor tissues. It displayed complex changes in tumor-infiltrating immune cells and expression of immune-regulating factor in the TME after receiving SBRT. However, SBRT did not increase CD8+ T-cell infiltration and IFN-I/II expression in tumor tissues a week after radiation. Certainly, this study had some limitations. The study used a small sample size and did not perform a dynamic observation of the TME after SBRT. A few metastatic tumors to lung was grouped in analysis of this study. The changes of genome and tumor immune microenvironment induced by SBRT could not be considered as a specific results of SBRT because it lacked of a control group for conventional radiotherapy. Hence, further studies are warranted to address these concerns.
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Hypofractionated radiotherapy is external beam irradiation delivered at higher doses in fewer fractions than conventional standard radiotherapy, which can stimulate innate and adaptive immunity to enhance the body’s immune response against cancer. The enhancement effect of hypofractionated irradiation to immune response has been widely investigated, which is considered an approach to expand the benefit of immunotherapy. Meanwhile, increasing evidence suggests that hypofractionated irradiation may induce or enhance the suppression of immune microenvironments. However, the suppressive effects of hypofractionated irradiation on immunomicroenvironment and the molecular mechanisms involved in these conditions are largely unknown. In this context, we summarized the immune mechanisms associated with hypofractionated irradiation, highlighted the advances in its immunosuppressive effect, and further discussed the potential mechanism behind this effect. In our opinion, besides its immunogenic activity, hypofractionated irradiation also triggers homeostatic immunosuppressive mechanisms that may counterbalance antitumor effects. And this may suggest that a combination with immunotherapy could possibly improve the curative potential of hypofractionated radiotherapy.
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Introduction

Radiation therapy (RT) is the mainstay of treatment in cancers, and up to 50% of cancer patients receive radiotherapy to improve local control, survival, or quality of life (1). Conventional fractionated radiotherapy usually delivers in small fractions (1.8–2.0Gy per fraction) over a number of weeks, while hypofractionated radiotherapy delivers higher dose (3–20Gy) in fewer fractions (2, 3). Emerging evidence suggests that hypofractionated radiotherapy—clinically called stereotactic body radiotherapy (SBRT) or radiosurgery (SRS)—may elicit a pronounced anti-tumor effect (4, 5). In addition to directly killing tumor cells, hypofractionated irradiation can induce tumor cells death via antitumor immunity (6) and vascular damage (7). There are two types of RT-induced nontargeted effects: (1) the bystander effect, which describes the additional regression of nonirradiated surrounding tumor sites after local radiation therapy (8, 9), and (2) the abscopal effect, which describes the tumor regression of distant unirradiated tumor site (10, 11). Preliminary studies suggest that radiation-induced immune responses are probably dose-dependent (12, 13). Substantial work has demonstrated that the nontargeted effects are attributed to the interaction between tumor irradiation and the host immune system (14, 15).

The tumor microenvironment (TME) is the stroma surrounding cancer cells that modulates the progression of cancer (16, 17). The TME consists of immune cells, tumor blood vessels, fibroblasts, and epithelial cells (18–21). Immune cells—such as tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs), tumor-associated neutrophils (TANs), myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), mast cells, and natural killer (NK) cells—can produce a variety of factors (chemokines, cytokines, and enzymes) that directly or indirectly act as initiator or coordinator of the cellular immune responses to irradiation. Among all the stromal cells present in the TME, cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAFs) are one of the most abundant components of the tumor mesenchyme, which play a key role in promoting or retarding tumorigenesis in a context-dependent manner (22). In addition, radiotherapy may induce vascular damages or stimulate angiogenesis according to different regimens (23).

A large number of studies have shown that hypofractionated radiotherapy exerts a stimulating effect on the anti-tumor immune responses by inducing tumor cell death, normalizing aberrant tumor vasculature, releasing tumor associated antigens (TAAs) and inflammatory cytokines (24, 25). However, pre-clinical studies in some tumor models have suggested that radiotherapy-induced changes in the TME may induce an immunosuppressive TME, which may promote tumor invasion and spread in some situations (26, 27).

In this review, we summarized the immune mechanisms associated with hypofractionated radiotherapy, highlighted the advances in its immunosuppressive effect, and further discussed the potential mechanism behind this effect.



Hypofractionated Irradiation Influences Immunological Responses

Higher physical or biologic dose is associated with better local control and with better survival in some cases (28–30). In clinical practice, a typical example of hypofractionated radiotherapy is stereotactic body radiation, which delivers one to five fractions of doses above 6Gy per fraction to small target volumes (31). SBRT achieved high local control in the treatment of many cancers, such as early lung cancer, brain metastases, spinal metastases, and so on. The excellent efficacy of SBRT mainly attributed to the precisely delivered high dose to tumor site and the minimized dose to adjacent normal tissue. Besides this, SBRT can induce tumor cell death and tumor size reduction in non-radiotherapy sites, named bystander effect and abscopal effect (8–11).

The radiobiological mechanisms of hypofractionated radiotherapy are largely different from that of conventional radiotherapy. The reoxygenation, repopulation, repair, and redistribution (4Rs) are important components in the response of tumor to conventional fractionated radiotherapy (32, 33), and tumor cells are killed directly through irreparable DNA double-strand breaks in the forms of mitotic catastrophe and cellular apoptosis (34). Low-dose irradiation induces DNA damage and initiate apoptosis by activation of p53-dependent mechanisms, upregulating plasma membrane death receptor, and activation of the pro-apoptotic SAPK/JNK pathway (35, 36). However, in the setting of high dose irradiation, tumor cells may be eliminated in the form of necrosis (32). Necrosis is considered an immunogenic pathway and often accompanied by the release of pro-inflammatory cytokines and damage-associated molecular patterns, which promote tumor cell killing by anti-tumor T cell response (37).

Hypofractionated radiotherapy may change the tumor cell phenotype and the tumor microenvironment. After hypofractionated irradiation, tumor cells demonstrate increased cell-surface expression of immunogenic molecules, such as adhesion molecules, death receptors, stress-induced ligands, heat shock proteins, and stimulatory molecules (such as MHC-I and CD80) (38, 39). These immunophenotype changes make human tumors more amenable to be recognized by immune system and more sensitive to T cell-mediated cytotoxicity (40). Additionally, pro-inflammatory molecules and danger signals increase in the tumor microenvironment (41–43). Immune cells, such as CD8+ T cells and dendritic cells, are activated and recruited into the tumor and play an important role in anti-cancer immunity (44).



TME Plays a Central Role in Response to Radiotherapy

The tumor microenvironment is the internal environment which tumors depend on survival and development. TME is associated with tumor growth, progression, and metastasis (16, 17). Cancer is an extremely complex and heterogeneous disease. Cancer cells present distinct features and various mutations, which is an important clinical determinant of patient outcomes. Dynamic changes occurring in the TME cause tumor cell variants selection, which may promote the complexity of cancer heterogeneity and impact the response to different treatment strategies (45, 46).

The TME consists of tumor stroma cells, immune cells, and a variety of factors produced by these cells (chemokines, cytokines, and enzymes) (47–49). Tumor stroma cells include cancer-associated fibroblasts, epithelial cells (ECs), and mesenchymal stromal cells (MSCs). CAFs are the most abundant cells in TME and play an important role in angiogenesis and tumor growth after irradiation (22). The damage of ECs has been shown to be a major factor in the biological mechanism in response to SBRT (50, 51). Cells of the immune system include tumor-associated macrophages, tumor-associated neutrophils, myeloid-derived suppressor cells, natural killer cells (NKs), T cells, B cells, dendritic cells (DCs), and mast cells. These cells significantly differ in radiosensitivity. In general, NKs and B lymphocytes are the most radiosensitive immune cells, while DCs, CAFs, and ECs are more radioresistant cells (27). Among the immune cells, regulatory T cells (Tregs) are more radioresistant than any other kinds of T cells (such as CD8+ T cells) and B cells (27). As a result, the response of TME after irradiation varies according to the dose and fractionation schedule, which causes different outcomes in different cell types in TME.

Radiotherapy is a double-edged sword that can activate or suppress the immune response of TME under different conditions. The “hot” TME refers to a “inflamed” phenotype with highly infiltration of T cell lymphocytes (52, 53). Typical features for a hot TME include high number of effector cells (NK cells, CD8+ T cells, and Th1 cells) and functional antigen-presenting cells (APCs), and TAMs with the M1 phenotype. On the contrary, the “cold” TME refers to a “noninflamed” phenotype lack of T cell lymphocytes infiltration (52, 53). Characteristics of a cold TME include high numbers of Treg cells and MDSCs, lack of effector cells, and enrichment of immunosuppressive cytokines (47, 54). Activated NK cells and CD8+ T cells can eliminate tumor cells, while immunosuppressive TME is associated with enhanced metastasis and poor prognosis in patients (55, 56). Currently, it is not fully understood what dose and fractional radiotherapy induces the immune activated TME, and what dose and fractional radiotherapy causes the immunosuppressive TME.



Hypofractionated Irradiation Induces Anti-Tumor Immune Responses

Emerging evidence demonstrates that hypofractionated radiotherapy can induce a pronounced anti-tumor effect ((57–62), Figure 1). The immunoreactive effect of radiation therapy is dose-dependent, and preclinical studies revealed that more than 8–10Gy per fraction are more effective in enhancing the anti-tumor immune response (63). In addition to the direct killing effects, hypofractionated radiotherapy can induce immunogenic death of tumor cells and orchestrate a spectrum of cellular and molecular alterations in the anti-tumor immune response (64).




Figure 1 | Immune-suppressor effects and immune-stimulatory effects of radiotherapy on tumor microenvironment. Radiotherapy, especially hypofractionated irradiation, contributes to the induction of anti-tumor immune responses, which promote tumor control. Besides the immune-suppressor effects, radiotherapy also induces immunosuppression of TME, resulting in tumor progression and recurrence. The high infiltration of T cell lymphocytes in TME, known as immune hot or inflamed phenotype, is characterized by high number of effector cells (NK cells, CD8+ T cells, and Th1 cells) and functional antigen-presenting cells (APCs), and TAMs with the M1 phenotype. On the contrary, the lack of T cell lymphocytes infiltration in TME, known as immune cold or noninflamed phenotype, is characterized by high numbers of Treg cells and MDSCs, lack of effector cells, and enrichment of immunosuppressive cytokines. However, it is not fully understood what dose and fractional radiotherapy induces the immune activated TME, and what dose and fractional radiotherapy causes the immunosuppressive TME. Combination therapy targeting TME may help to improve the therapeutic benefit of radiotherapy. TME tumor microenvironment, Tregs regulatory T lymphocytes, MDSCs myeloid-derived suppressor cells, M2-TAMs tumor-associated M2 macrophages, NK cells natural killer cells, APCs antigen-presenting cells, M1-TAMs tumor-associated M1 macrophages.



After high-dose irradiation, cellular and DNA damage facilitate the generation and release of tumor-associated antigens, while necrosis or apoptosis cancer cells can generate pro-inflammatory “danger” signals and damage associated molecular patterns (DAMPs) (24, 62, 65). DAMPs and “danger” molecules stimulate dendritic cells via toll-like receptors (TLRs), and facilitate the uptake of TAAs and their presentation on major histocompatibility complex class 1 (MHC-1) to activate the tumor-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes (24, 66). Dendritic cells are the major antigen-presenting cell that can process antigenic materials and present TAAs to CD8+ T cells (57, 65–67). Many preclinical studies have demonstrated that hypofractionated irradiation can increase presentation of TAAs to CD8+ T cells and enhance the antitumor T-cell-mediated immune response (68).

Irradiation also increases MHC-I expression by tumor cells, which presents TAAs to specific cytotoxic T cells, leading to the lysis of tumor cells (69). Garnett et al. (70) reported that, when irradiated by a single dose of 10–20Gy, colon and lung cell lines up-regulated the expression of MHC-I, while all of 4 prostate cancer cell lines did not. These results may suggest that the antitumor immunity response induced by hypofractionated radiotherapy differs among different cancer types.

In addition, radiation therapy exerts an immunostimulating activity by increasing NK cell cytotoxicity, facilitating the infiltration and accumulation of CD8+ T cells and tumor-associated M1 macrophages (inhibiting tumor growth), reducing the infiltration of Tregs (71), enhancing the expression of Fas and IFN-γ, and inhibiting the PD-1/PD-L1 pathway (24, 27).

Clinical evidences of the effect of radiation on TME include bystander effect and abscopal effect, in which local irradiation can induce regression in non-irradiated tumor or metastasis. Clinical reports of bystander or abscopal effects induced by radiation alone are relatively rare, and these phenomena are mainly observed in relatively high-dose radiotherapy (10). Tubin et al. (8, 9, 72, 73) conducted a series studies to explore the by stander and abscopal effects in unresectable stage IIIB/IV bulky non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC), which were inoperable or unsuitable for radical radio-chemotherapy. They delivered 1–3 fractions each of 10–12Gy to 30% of the bulky tumor. As a result, they observed that the bystander and abscopal effects induced by partial irradiation were 95% and 45% (8), respectively. Furthermore, partial irradiation improved survival and tumor control compared to the standard of care. The researchers speculate that the induction of the bystander and abscopal effect are attribute to the irradiation to the hypoxic clonogenic cells and the sparing of peritumoral immune microenvironment and regional circulating lymphocytes. These results imply that irradiating a partial tumor may be enough to initiate immune modulation.



Hypofractionated Irradiation Induces Immunosuppressive TME

Preclinical studies have suggested that irradiation-induced changes in tumor microenvironment may favor tumor growth, promoting tumor invasion and metastasis ((74, 75), Figure 1). This issue must be taken seriously, because suppression of the immune microenvironment not only leads to worse prognosis, but it may also be a legitimate therapeutic target.

Radiotherapy could eliminate radiosensitive immune cells, while radioresistant immune cells survive from it, thereby changing the proportion of immune cells in TME and causing suppression of the immune microenvironment. In the immune system, NK cells are the most radiosensitive immune cells (25, 76). On the contrary, immunosuppressive Tregs and MDSCs are more radioresistant than other population of T cells (27, 77). Kachikwu et al. (78) evaluated the impact of 0, 10, or 20Gy irradiation on Treg cells in murine model of prostate cancer. They found that Treg cells are more resistant to radiation than other lymphocytes, resulting in their preferential increase. In addition, Shi et al. (79) demonstrated that local irradiation with 10, 20, or 30Gy in cervical cancer patients significantly decreases CD8+ T cells, while having no effects on Tregs. Similarly, the MDSCs have been shown to accumulate in TME and suppress the activation of CD4+ and CD8+ T-cells (80, 81). Therefore, after certain doses and fractionated irradiation, NK cells and CD8+ T cells with anti-tumor effects are eliminated, while Treg cells and MDSCs with immunosuppressive effects are left. Changes in the types and numbers of immune cells result in the TME transformation from sensitive to resistant for response to radiotherapy (27).

High dose irradiation induces tumor vascular damage, which limits the infiltration of cytotoxic T lymphocytes into the tumor and increases the area of hypoxia (82, 83), leading to the resistance to radiotherapy (84, 85). Tumor blood vessels are more permeable and morphologically immature, and they are more sensitive to radiation (86). Vascular destruction is mainly observed at dose greater than 5 to 10Gy (27, 87), which drastically reduces the blood flow and induces hypoxia. Sonveaux et al. (88) reported that irradiation by a 6Gy dose up-regulates the expression and activity of endothelial nitric oxide synthase (eNOS). This activates the nitric oxide (NO) pathway in ECs and generates tumor angiogenesis. The process of vasculogenesis leads to the recruitment of radioresistant suppressor cells, including MDSCs, Tregs, and TAMs with the M2 phenotype (87, 89).

CAFs are the most abundant cells in the tumor stroma and play an important role in tumor angiogenesis, growth, and metastasis (90–94). CAFS are radioresistant, being able to survive at doses of up to 50Gy (95–97). CAFs can stimulate the recruitment of cells, which promotes tumor blood vessel formation and facilitates tumor recurrence (98, 99). The CAFs also secrete enzymes such as matrix metalloproteinases, which degrade the extracellular matrix, promote the migration of CAFS, and facilitate the invasion of tumor cells (90, 100). Furthermore, in vitro studies have demonstrated that a dose >10Gy to fibroblasts induces an irreversible senescent phenotype. Metabolically activated CAFs release growth factors, proteolytic enzymes, and cytokines, inducing an environment that promotes tumor growth and spread (82, 96, 101–103). However, the cancer promoting effects of senescent fibroblasts may depend on the dose and fraction of radiotherapy and vary in different tumor types (104).

Understanding the immunosuppressive effects of hypofractionated radiotherapy on the TME may help to explore new treatment strategies to block the immunosuppressive responses of radiotherapy and augment the antitumor effects (105). Previous studies suggested that both enhancing the function of tumor suppressor cells and inhibiting the function of tumor promoting cells could improve the therapeutic efficiency of radiotherapy (106–109). For example, the combination of radiotherapy and immunotherapy may prevent early exhaustion of anti-tumor immunity by boosting the activation of NK cells and cytotoxic T lymphocytes (106, 107). Moreover, inhibiting the immunosuppressive cells like Tregs, MDSCs, and TAMs can induce durable anti-tumor immunity and prevent tumor progression. A previous study by Xu et al. (108) showed that inhibition of macrophage colony-stimulating factor CSF-1 could reduce the recruitment of both TAMs and MDSCs, thereby suppressing tumor growth more effectively than irradiation alone. Furthermore, vascular-targeted agents are demonstrated to alter the tumor microenvironment to increase the radiosensitivity of tumor (110). Targeting the tumor immune microenvironment is an interesting strategy to enhance the efficacy of radiotherapy, and much remains to be investigated before realizing its potential therapeutic effects clinically.



Discussion

Recent technological advances in external beam radiotherapy have allowed larger doses per fraction delivered to tumor, while minimizing doses to normal tissues adjacent. However, despite the increasing effectiveness of hypofractionated radiotherapy, we still can’t completely avoid tumor recurrence and progression. A large number of studies have shown that hypofractionated radiotherapy can induce immune-activated TME and improve treatment efficacy. However, increasing studies have suggested that hypofractionated radiotherapy can promote immune-suppressive TME and play a significant role in radioresistance and tumor recurrence. There is a delicate balance between TME suppression and activation triggered by hypofractionated irradiation. We still don’t know which doses and fractionation schedule activate the anti-tumor immune response and which induce the immune suppression. Moreover, different sites and types of tumors may respond differently to the same dose and fractionated irradiation. More knowledge is needed to optimize the radiotherapy strategy. Understanding the immune effects of hypofractionated radiotherapy on the TME may help to improve therapeutic benefit and explore new combination therapy strategies.
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Blocking the immune evasion mechanism of tumor cells has become an attractive means for treating cancers. However, the usage of a drug such as nivolumab (αPD-1), which blocks programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1), turned out to be only effective against certain types of cancer. Especially, vascular abnormal structures of which deter delivery route by leakage and cause the poor perfusion were considered to be environment unfavorable to T cells and immune checkpoint blockade (ICB) delivery within the tumor microenvironment (TME). Herein, we report stabilization of tumor blood vessels by endothelial dysfunctional blocker CU06-1004, which modified the TME and showed synergistic effects with immunotherapy anti-PD-1 antibody. CU06-1004 combination therapy consistently prolonged the survival of tumor-bearing mice by decreasing tumor growth. T-cell infiltration increased in the tumors of the combination group, with cytotoxic CD8+ T cell activity within the tumor parenchyma upregulated compared with anti-PD-1 monotherapy. Tumor inhibition was associated with reduced hypoxia and reduced vessel density in the central region of the tumor. These effects correlated significantly with enhanced expression of IFN gamma and PD-L1 in tumors. Taken together, our findings suggest that CU06-1004 is a potential candidate drug capable of improving therapeutic efficacy of anti-PD-1 through beneficial changes in the TME.
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Introduction

Immunotherapy is an innovative way of treating cancers. However, response rates and effects vary among tumors expressing specific biomarkers (1, 2). Therefore, immunosuppression may be a critical factor contributing to tumor growth (3). Tumors can also evade T cells by expressing immunosuppressive molecules or receptors, such as programmed death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) (4). Programmed cell death 1 (PD-1) binds PD-L1 and is expressed on the surface of immune cells, including activated T cells, B cells, monocytes, natural killer (NK) cells, and dendritic cells (5). PD-1/PD-L1 interactions trigger intracellular signaling, preventing immune cell activation and cytokine secretion (6). Immune checkpoint blockade (ICB) targeting PD-L1/PD-1, galectin-9/TIM-3, IDO1, LAG-3, and CTLA4 seeks to increase the number and activity of CTLs in tumors (7). These therapies share some properties but commonly face drug delivery challenges (8, 9). Enhanced delivery technologies, increased interactions of drugs with target proteins, and reduced extratumoral drug release, may improve efficacy (10).

The solid tumor microenvironment (TME) is a major cause of tumor progression and treatment resistance (11). Oncotic pressure, acidosis, and hypoxia interfere with normal functions and promote immunological and metabolic changes (12, 13). TME changes are strongly associated with abnormalities in tumor vessels, including reduced vascular density and structurally disordered expansion (14). These changes may result in hyper-permeable vasculature (15). Endothelial cells support tumor cell apoptosis by accommodating the movement of CTLs and oxygen to the TME (16). Immunosuppression created by the abnormal TME vasculature cannot be modified by anti-PD-1 therapy (17), which may restore TME structure but does not abolish blood vessels (18). Thus, vascular stabilization by cancer treatment may increase the efficacy of immunotherapy by normalizing blood vessel perfusion (19).

CU06-1004 is a small molecule that sustains vascular stabilization and prevents endothelial loss (20–22). CU06-1004 forms cortical actin rings through cAMP/Rac/Cortactin and strengthens the endothelial barrier, inhibiting vascular leakage (20). In addition, CU06-1004 regulates various factors such as vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), histamine, and thrombin and decreases IL-1β cytokine level. CU06-1004 also reduces vascular hyper-permeability and tumor hypoxia (21). In an in vivo model of ischemic stroke, injection of CU06-1004 inhibited IL-1β-induced endothelial permeability and NF-κB activation, significantly reducing neurological deficits, cerebral infarction, and glial activation (22). Additionally, in a model of tumor angiogenesis, CU06-1004 normalized the tumor vasculature and improved delivery and efficacy of the anti-angiogenesis drug sunitinib (20). This drug combination, which directly regulates expression of vascular junction proteins, pericytes, and smooth muscle actin to induce vascular normalization, may overcome tumor progression and treatment resistance (20). Surprisingly, CU06-1004 injection improved direct drug delivery to tissue by blocking disruption of vascular structure and maximizing binding to target proteins (20–22).

Here, we examine the impact of CU06-1004, an endothelial dysfunctional blocker, on the TME in MC38 tumor models in combination with an anti-PD-1 antibody. We demonstrate that direct drug delivery of CU06-1004 results in tumor-infiltrating immune cell populations containing NK and T cells and tumor apoptosis induced by increased CD8+ T cell activity. Analysis of tumor cytokines showed that IFNγ expression was highly regulated within the TME. Conversely, NK and T cell depletion experiments showed that the CD8+ T cell population in the tumor was important for the combination of CU06-1004 and ICB therapy. Our findings indicate that CU06-1004, which blocks endothelial dysfunction, improves efficacy of ICB in the TME compared with anti-PD-1 therapy alone.



Materials and Methods


Mice

Male C57BL/6 mice, aged 7–8 weeks, were purchased from DBL Korea under semi-SPF conditions. All experiments were approved by the committee (IACUC-A-20201015-117).



Drugs

Anti-PD-1 immunotherapy (InVivoMAb anti-mouse PD-1 (CD279); RMP1-14; BE0146) and IgG2a control antibody (InVivoMAb rat IgG2a isotype control; 2A3; BE0089) were purchased from BioXcell Korea. A stock solution of anti-PD-1 and isotype control (2 mg/ml) in PBS was used for dilutions. CU06-1004 was previously reported (20–22). To synthesize CU06-1004, a tetrahydropyran analog was prepared by reacting dihydropyran and pregnenolone in p-toluenesulfonic acid. After Wittig olefination using 4- (carboxybutyl) triphenylphosphonium bromide, acid-moiety methylation was performed by trimethylsilyl diazomethane. CU06-1004 was synthesized via tetrahydropyran deprotection with subsequent glycosidation with 4, 6-di-O-acetyl-2, 3-didieoxyhex-2-enopyran in the presence of acid (23).



Cell Culture

MC38 colon adenocarcinoma cells (kind gift from Prof. Sang-Jun Ha; Yonsei University, Seoul, Korea) were cultured in complete Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s media (DMEM; Hyclone; SH30022.01) supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS; GE Healthcare UK Ltd) and 1% penicillin/streptomycin (Gibco Laboratories) at 37°C in a 5% CO2 incubator in a humidified atmosphere.



In Vivo Models

Tumors were subcutaneously implanted into the right flanks of 7- to 8-week-old C57BL/6 mice. Tumor volumes were measured every 2 or 3 days according to the formula (0.523 x (length x width2)). The drug was injected approximately 1 week after the tumor was implanted.



Anti-PD-1 and CU06-1004 Treatment

InVivoMab rat IgG2a isotype control antibody 200 μg/dose was injected intraperitoneally (i.p.) in vehicle and CU06-1004-alone groups on days 0, 3, and 6 after all tumors were visible. Similarly, InVivoMab anti-mouse PD-1 antibody 200 μg/dose was injected i.p. in the anti-PD-1-alone and combination anti-PD-1 plus CU06-1004 groups on days 0, 3, and 6 after all tumors were visible. CU06-1004 1mpk (1 mg/kg) was injected intravenously (i.v.) in the CU06-1004-alone and combination group during daily a week at the same time point as the anti-PD-1 drug.



Immunofluorescence Staining

Mice were anesthetized with i.p. 2.5% avertin and then perfused with 50 ml PBS or saline via the left ventricle of the heart. Whole tumors were collected, fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde (PFA) for 16 hours (h), dehydrated in 15% sucrose solution, and followed by a 30% sucrose solution until tumors sank to the bottom of the container. Mouse tumor tissues were sectioned 20–30 μm thick using a cryostat (Leica, Wetzlar, Germany). One of every 7 to 10 slices was collected. Sections were stored at -80°C. To examine vascular leakage, tumor tissue slices were permeabilized in 0.5% PBS Triton X-100 (PBST) for 5 minutes (min), incubated in blocking solution at room temperature (RT) for 1 h, and incubated with primary antibodies for double staining of CD31/PECAM1 (R&D systems; AF3628; 1:200, Santa Cruz, SC-1506; 1:200) with VE-cadherin (Santa Cruz; SC-9989; 1:200), α-SMA (Abcam; ab7817; 1:200), NG2 (Millipore; 92950; 1:200), or collagen IV (Millipore; 1982483; 1:200) at 4°C for 16 h and then at RT for 1 h. To examine increased T cells in the tumor, double staining of CD31/PECAM1 with CD8 (Abcam; ab22378; 1:200) or CD3 (Abcam; ab16669; 1:200) was performed at 4°C for 16 h and then at RT for 1 h. After washing, slides were incubated with the appropriate Alexa-Flour 488-, 594-conjugated secondary antibodies (1:500) at RT for 1 h. For nuclear staining, slides were treated with DAPI (1:1000) for 20 min before mounting. Immunofluorescence was imaged using confocal microscopy (Carl Zeiss 700, Germany). Quantification of fluorescence intensity and cell counting were performed using Image J (NIH) or Photoshop version CS6 (Adobe Systems, San Jose, CA). Data represent twice independent experiments.



Phycoerythrin-Anti-PD-1 Staining

CU06-1004 was injected daily i.v. for a week in the CU06-1004-treated group, and PE anti-mouse CD279 (PD-1) (BioLegend; RMP1-14; 114118) 100 μg/dose was injected i.v. in vehicle and CU06-1004-alone groups. Mice were harvested and perfused on day 7. All tumors were fixed in 4% PFA and dehydrated in 15% sucrose solution, 30% sucrose solution, and followed by sectioning (20–30 μm thick). Nuclei in tumor tissue slices were stained with DAPI (1:1000) for 20 min and mounted. Immunofluorescence was imaged using confocal microscopy (Carl Zeiss 700, Germany). Quantification of fluorescence intensity and cell counting were performed using Image J (NIH).



In Situ Apoptosis Detection

Fresh tumor tissue was immediately frozen in optimal cutting temperature (OCT) compound and sectioned onto a silanized slide. Tumor tissue slices were washed with PBS for 20 to 30 min. Labeling reaction mixture plus 100 μl permeabilization buffer was maintained on ice for 2 to 5 min. The labeling reaction mixture (50 μl) consisting of 5 μl TdT enzyme and 45 μl labeling-safe buffer was incubated on the slide at 37°C for 60 to 90 min. To prevent drying, the glass slide was covered with a plastic coverslip. The reaction was terminated, and the slide was washed 3 times in PBS for 5 min each time. The tumor tissue slide was analyzed by confocal microscopy (Carl Zeiss 700, Germany).



Cell Preparation

Cells from spleen and peripheral blood were isolated as described (24). Spleens were passed through a 70-µm cell strainer (BD Falcon), and red blood cells were lysed using ACK lysing buffer (Gibco Laboratories). Peripheral blood from the retro-orbital sinus was underlaid with Histopaque-1077 (Sigma-Aldrich). The gradient was centrifuged at 2000 rpm without braking for 20 min at 20°C, and mononuclear cells were recovered from the interface. To isolate tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes, tumors were removed, weighed, and chopped into small pieces. Following incubation in 1 mg/ml collagenase IV (Worthington Biochemical Corp.) and 0.01 mg/ml DNase (Sigma-Aldrich) in RPMI containing 10% FBS and 1% penicillin/streptomycin at 37°C for 30 min, digested cells were passed through a 70-µm cell strainer (BD Falcon), and red blood cells were lysed using ACK lysing buffer (Gibco Laboratories). After washing with RPMI containing 2% FBS and 1% penicillin/streptomycin, cells were counted using a hemocytometer.



Flow Cytometry and Antibodies

For flow cytometry analysis, cells in single-cell suspension were plated in each well of 96-well plate(round-bottom) which also contains PBS consisting of 2% FBS. The cells were stained with fluorochrome-conjugated antibodies for 20 min in 4°C. Antibodies used for cell labelling were BV605 anti-CD45.2 (BioLegend Cat. No. 109841, clone: 104), BV421 anti-CD4 (BioLegend Cat. No. 100544, clone: RM4-5), BV421 anti-CD11c (BioLegend Cat. No. 117329, clone: N418), APC anti-PD-L1 (BioLegend Cat. No. 124312, clone: 10F.9G2), PerCP-Cy5.5 anti-CD107a (BioLegend Cat. No. 121626, clone: 1D4B), PE-Cy7 anti-CD25 (eBioscience Cat. No. 25-0251-82, clone: PC61.5), PE-Cy7 anti-CD8a (eBioscience Cat. No. 25-0081-82, clone: 53-6.7), PerCP-Cy5.5 anti-CD8a (eBioscience Cat. No. 45-0081-82, clone: 53-6.7), FITC anti-F4/80 (eBioscience Cat. No. 11-4801-82, clone: BM8), PE anti-Foxp3 (eBioscience Cat. No. 12-4771-80, clone: NRRF-30), PE-Cy7 anti-CD11b (BD Biosciences Cat. No. 552850, clone: M1/70), APC anti-NK1.1 (BD Biosciences Cat. No. 554420, clone: PK136), PerCP-Cy5.5 anti-Ly6G (BD Biosciences Cat. No. 565797, clone: 1A8), Alexa Fluor 488 anti-Ki-67 (BD Biosciences Cat. No. 561165, clone: B56), PE anti-NK1.1 (BD Biosciences Cat. No. 553165, clone: PK136) FITC anti-IFNγ (BD Biosciences Cat. No. 554411, clone: XMG1.2), and APC anti-TNF (BD Biosciences Cat. No. 554420, clone: MP6-XT22). The LIVE/DEAD fixable dead cell stain kit (Invitrogen) was used to remove the dead cell population in all staining procedures. Additionally, for intracellular staining process, cells were first stained with surface antigens followed by permeabilization and fixation with either Foxp3 Fixation/Permeabilization Kit and Protocol (eBioscience) or Cytofix/Cytoperm Kit (BD Biosciences) according to the manufacturer’s instructions before the appropriate antibodies were added. All the stained samples were analyzed using FACSCantoII instrument (BD Biosciences) and FlowJo software (Tree Star).



Cytokine Analysis

To detect cytokines, spleen and tumor cells were either stimulated with MC38 epitope peptide (p15E, KSPWFTTL) or with 25 ng/ml phorbol myristate acetate (PMA) and 1 μM ionomycin (Sigma-Aldrich) in the presence of Golgi plug/Golgi stop (BD Biosciences) and CD107a (BioLegend; clone: 1D4B) antibody at 37°C for 5 h. Subsequently, surface staining was performed, and cells were permeabilized with Cytofix/Cytoperm Kit (BD Biosciences) solution to stain intracellular cytokines.



Reverse Transcriptase-Polymerase Chain Reaction and Quantitative PCR

Tumor tissue was harvested in 1 ml Trizol and stored at −80°C until processing. Total RNA was isolated from tumor tissues, and cDNA was synthesized using Moloney murine leukemia virus reverse transcriptase. RT-PCR was performed with a cDNA template, primer, dNTP, 10χ buffer, and Taq polymerase. And qRT-PCR was performed with SYBR Green (Invitrogen) in a Bio-Rad real-time PCR detection system. Data represent three independent experiments. Primers were: Ifnγ, 5’-GCTTTGCAGCTCTTCCTCAT-3’, 5’-GTCACCATCCTTTTGCCAGT-3; Tnfα, 5’-CCAGACCCTCACACTCACAA-3’, 5’-GTGGGTGAGGACACGTAGT-3; Il-1β, 5’-GGGCCTCAAAGGAAAGAATC-3’, 5’-TACCAGTTGGGGAACTCTGC-3’; Ifnα&β, 5’-ATGGGCAGTGTGACCTTTTC-3’, 5’-CCCTTCCTCTGCTCTGACAC-3’; Tgfβ, 5’-TGCGCTTGCAGAGATTAAAA-3’, 5’-CTGCCGTACAACTCCAGTGA-3’; Gapdh, 5’-ACCCAGAAGACTGTG GATGG-3’, 5’-CACATTGGGGGTAGGAACAC-3’.



Western Blotting

Tumor tissues were washed with cold PBS, harvested in cytosolic buffer (10 mM Tris [pH 7.5], 0.05% NP-40, 3 mM MgCl2, 100 mM NaCl, 1 mM EGTA, 1 mM Na3VO4), and centrifuged at 15,000 rpm for 15 min. After centrifugation, nuclei were pelleted and suspended in nuclear buffer (1 mM EDTA, 3.5% SDS, 10% glycerol, and 70 mM Tris-Cl) as previously described. Proteins were separated by SDS polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis. Immunoblotting was performed with antibodies to VE-cadherin, α-SMA, pSTAT1, STAT1, PD-L1, and β-actin (Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Santa Cruz, CA). Data represent three independent experiments.



In Vivo Depletion of Immune Cells

To deplete NK, CD4+, or CD8+ T cells, 200 μg InVivoMAb anti-mouse NK1.1 (BioXCell; PK136; BE0036), 200 μg InVivoMAb anti-mouse CD4 (BioXCell; GK1.5; BE0003-1) or 200 μg InVivoMAb anti-mouse CD8a (BioXCell; 2.43; BE0061) was injected i.v. twice for 2 weeks before tumor injection and before drug injection. Depletion was evaluated by flow cytometry 7 days after drug treatment. Data represent twice independent experiments.



Live Imaging of Lewis Lung Cancer -Green Fluorescent Protein Tumor-Bearing Mice

A dorsal skinfold chamber model was constructed by injecting 1 χ 106 LLC-GFP mouse lung carcinoma cells into BALB/c-nu/nu mice. Diameter and density were measured daily in groups injected with drugs and vehicle 7 days after tumor injection, and permeability was measured daily 10 days after tumor injection. Anti-CD31 antibody conjugated to a fluorescent dye was injected i.v. Vessel diameter and density were measured before drug and vehicle treatment and after 4, 24 h, 3, and 7 days. Permeability was measured 4 days after drug or vehicle injection.



In Vitro Cell Cytotoxicity

Cell viability and proliferation were compared by 3- (4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl) -2,5-diphenyl tetrazolium-bromide (MTT) assay. MC38 cells were seeded in 24-well plates (2 χ 104 cells/well). After treatment with CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1 or isotype control, cells were maintained for 48 h in media containing 0.2% FBS. MTT (0.5 mg/ml) was added to each well, and cells were incubated at 37°C for 3 h. The supernatant was removed, and 200 μl DMSO + isopropyl alcohol was added to dissolve the formazan product. Absorbance, which is proportional to the number of living cells and proliferation rate, was measured at 540 nm on a microplate reader (FLUOstar Omega, BMG LABTECH). Data represent four independent experiments.



Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay

To analyze cytokine levels between drug-treated groups, protein was collected from each tumor tissue. Quantification was performed with BCA protein reagent (SMART™ BCA Protein Assay Kit Solution A and B; iNtRON BIOTECHNOLOGY; 21071) and RIPA buffer assay (cOmplete ULTRA Tablets; Roche). IFNγ (Mouse IFN-gamma DuoSet ELISA; R&D Systems; DY485) and TNFα (Mouse TNF-alpha DuoSet ELISA; R&D Systems; DY410) were measured by ELISA kit. Data represent three independent experiments.



Survival Analysis

Standard Kaplan–Meier survival analysis was used to determine associations with survival, with 1 indicating alive and 0 dead. Data represent three independent experiments.



Statistical Analysis

Data are presented as mean ± standard error of the mean (SEM). All statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism (version 8; GraphPad Software, La Jolla, CA). The mean difference between groups was analyzed by two-way ANOVA to reveal differences in tumor growth rates. The mean difference between groups was also analyzed by one-way ANOVA. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001; ****p < 0.0001. ns, not significant.




Results


CU06-1004 Aids Anti-PD-1-Mediated Tumor Growth Inhibition and Overall Survival

To observe the synergistic effect of using immune checkpoint blockade drug and CU06-1004, which is a drug known for its high ability to normalize blood vessel, we conducted monotherapy or combinatory therapy to MC38 tumor-bearing mice with anti-PD-1 and CU06-1004. Four different treatment groups were decided depending on types of drug administered (Figure 1A). As treatment began, tumor volumes were measured, and some mice were sacrificed seven days after the day of initial treatment to further measure the tumor weight difference. The growth of tumor volume between these groups of mice showed that the combination therapy effectively controlled the tumor progression compared to the other three groups (Figures 1B–D). Since the tumor volume of mice in combination group were maintained in small volume, the size and the weight were the lowest as well (Figures 1E, F). As it can be expected from the increment of tumor volume and weight, the mouse that were treated with both CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1 showed higher survival rate than any other mouse groups (Figure 1G). The suppression of tumor growth using combination therapy was also observed when the drugs were administered for longer period of time (Figure S1A). In the case of anti-PD-1 monotherapy, the rate of tumor growth increased significantly after 12 days, which indicated loss of drug efficiency. However, in combination group it inhibited the tumor progression considerably (Figure S1B). Also looking at the survival outcome, while anti-PD-1 monotherapy did not show any differences between short- and long-term treatment, group that received combination therapy showed noticeable survival benefit even in long-term treatment period (Figure S1C). In addition to MC38 tumor model, CT26 tumor model was also used to demonstrate the effect of CU06-1004 in other tumor model that do not respond to anti-PD-1(Figure S2). This became the basis for showing the importance of blocking blood vessel leakage and vascular normalization in the early stages in changing the tumor microenvironment.




Figure 1 | Combined Vascular leakage blocker, CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1 delayed MC38 tumor growth and extended mice survival. MC38 tumor cells (5 × 105 cells/mouse) were injected subcutaneously into the right flank of C57BL/6 mice. At 7 days post tumor inoculation (tumor size <100 mm3), tumor-bearing mice were treated with control IgG, anti-PD-1, CU06-1004, or anti-PD-1 + CU06-1004. The control IgG or anti-PD-1 was treated 200ug intraperitoneally once every 3 days (total 3 times), and CU06-1004 was treated intravenously at 1 mg/kg daily. (A) Schematic diagram depicting treated schedule for the MC38 tumor-bearing mice model. (B, C) Tumor size was measured every 3 days from the start of the treatment. Growth curve graphs show mean (top) and individual (bottom) tumor growth and bar graphs show tumor volume on 6-days post treatment. B, n = 10–14 per group and C, n = 23–28 per group (Data are pooled from three B, or six C, independent experiments). Statistical analysis by two-way B, or one-way C, ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (D, E) At 7 days post treatment, Body weight were measured from each group of mice. Scale bars indicate 1 cm. n = 5-6 per group (Data are representative of at least four independent experiments). Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (F, G) At 7 days post treatment, tumor weight were measured from each group of mice. Scale bars indicate 1 cm. n = 7–16 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (H) Kaplan-Meier survival curves of MC38 tumor-bearing mice treated as indicated. Mice were euthanized when the mean tumor size reached 2000mm3. n = 9-13 per group. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001. ns, not significant. Data represent ± SEM.





CU06-1004 Obstructs Vascular Collapse by Maintaining Blood Vessel Structure and Prevents Uncontrolled Angiogenesis Within Central Tumor Region in MC38 Tumors

Tumor regression observed in combination group showed that CU06-1004 can complement the effect of anti-PD-1 treatment significantly. Thus, these results prompted us to see if blood vessel normalization effect of CU06-1004 can also be observed in MC38 tumor model which may be the reason for improved immunotherapy response. We previously reported that CU06-1004 inhibits vascular leakage in endothelial cells and maintains stabilization of human umbilical vein endothelial cells (20). The effect of CU06-1004 was measured using immunofluorescence staining and first, the markers for vessel and adherent junctions were selected which included CD31/PECAM1, and VE-Cadherin, respectively. CD31 and VE-Cadherin were clearly detected and seem to form a normal vessel structure only when CU06-1004 is given (Figure 2A). Additionally, other markers that are related to vessel structures such as α-SMA, NG2, and collagen IV were measured. The fluorescent figures indicate that intact vessel structures are present only in groups that are treated with CU06-1004 (Figures 2B–D). To further confirm these fluorescent data, western blot was conducted and showed significant increase in VE-Cadherin and a-SMA (Figure 2E). Lastly, by injecting Evans blue into the tumor tissue of CU06-1004 untreated and treated group, 20-s time-lapse movie was made. The perfusion of Evans blue into the vessels showed that in CU06-1004 treated group, the chemical is dispersed following the blood vessel without any leakage (Figure S3 and Figure SV1). These results showed that vascular leakage was prevented by inhibiting structural deformation. Treating CU06-1004 not only kept the vessels intact but also seem to have prevented abnormal and uncontrolled angiogenesis. Vessel density within the tumor central region was significantly decreased when CU06-1004 was treated. In contrast, the blood vessel density in peripheral region did not show any difference (Figures 2F, G). Since the abrupt angiogenesis and vessel breakage were prevented, we postulated that transportation of substances such as oxygen would be more effective. In fact, assessment of HIF1α protein marker which indicates hypoxia level showed that the level of hypoxia decreased in CU06-1004 treated group (Figure 2H).




Figure 2 | CU06-1004 improved tumor vascular normalization and decreased hypoxia and abnormal vessel density. (A) Representative immunofluorescence staining for adherent junction coverage (the ratio VE-cadherin+CD31+/CD31+ area) on day 7. Red, CD31 staining; green, VE-cadherin staining; blue, DAPI staining, Scale bars; 20 µm. n = 5-8 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (B) Representative immunofluorescence staining for α-smooth muscle actin coverage (the ratio αSMA+CD31+/CD31+ area) on day 7. Red, CD31 staining; green, αSMA staining; blue, DAPI staining, Scale bars; 20 µm. n = 4-6 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (C) Representative immunofluorescence staining for pericyte coverage (the ratio NG2+CD31+/CD31+ area) on day 7. Red, CD31 staining; green, NG2 staining; blue, DAPI staining, Scale bars; 20 µm. n = 6-8 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (D) Representative immunofluorescence staining for collagen IV (the ratio Collagen IV+ CD31 +/CD31+ area) on day 7. Red, CD31 staining; green, Collagen IV staining; blue, DAPI staining, Scale bars; 20 µm. n = 5-6 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (E) Western blotting for adherent junction protein of VE-cadherin and αSMA protein in tumor tissue on day 7. (F) The entire blood vessel density was stained in the tumor center region and periphery region. Red, CD31 staining, Scale bars; 100 µm. (G) Quantification of the vessel density in the MC38 tumor center region and periphery region. n = 4–7 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (H) Representative images of HIF1α+ area in core tumor region on day 7. Green, HIF1α staining; blue, DAPI staining, Scale bars; 100 µm. Quantification of the hypoxic area on day 7. n = 4-6 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001; ****p < 0.0001. ns, not significant. Data represent ± SEM.





Effective Trafficking of Anti-PD-1 Drug Through Normalized Blood Vessels Expands Tumor Infiltrated Lymphocytes

Next, in order to see whether tumor vessel normalization induced by CU06-1004 enhanced the infiltration of lymphocyte from periphery into tumor central region, we conducted flow cytometry analysis of tumor infiltrating lymphocyte (TIL) retrieved from mice sacrificed at 7 days after the treatment. Compared to the control group, the percentage of CD4, CD8 and NK cells was significantly increased in the anti-PD-1 monotherapy group and combination treatment group, but not in the CU06-1004 monotherapy group. Additionally, the comparison between anti-PD-1 monotherapy group and combination therapy group showed increased frequency of CD8 T cell in combination treatment group, excluding CD4 and NK cells (Figure 3A). Immunofluorescence staining data also supported the flow cytometry data by showing accumulation of CD3+ and CD8+ T cell in tumor site in anti-PD-1 monotherapy group and combination treatment group, but not in the monotherapy group. (Figures 3B, C). The frequency of T cell in the tumor center region with many abnormal blood vessels showed a significant difference by combination treatment, but the frequency of T cell in the relatively stable structure of the tumor periphery region did not show a significant difference between groups (Figure 3B and Figure S4). In contrast to the effective transportation of oxygen to the tumor site through normalized blood vessels (Figure 2), the accumulation of T cells in tumor site between the CU06-1004 monotherapy group and the control group was slight difference, indicating that CU06-1004 treatment alone does not lead to significant infiltration of immune cells into tumor site. Thus, we hypothesized that treatment of CU06-1004 allows the trafficking of anti-PD-1 into tumor central region via normalized vessels which leads to the expansion of tumor infiltrated lymphocytes instead of increasing the ability of effective infiltration of immune cells. To assess the trafficking efficacy of anti-PD-1 drug via normalized blood vessel, immunofluorescence staining was conducted with tumor tissue that was injected with PE-tagged anti-PD-1 antibody at the 6 days instead of anti-PD-1 treatment. Based on the data, more anti-PD-1 drug was detected in CU06-1004 treated group than that of control group and anti-PD-1 antibody implied that vessel normalization by CU06-1004 treatment induces increased trafficking of drug to the lymphocyte within the tumor site. (Figure 3D). Since anti-PD-1 drug has been known to rejuvenate and induce expansion of lymphocyte within tumor, the proliferation of T cells was assessed by analyzing Ki67 expression level. As expected, the increased Ki67 expression level of T cells in combination treatment group was observed which indicated proliferation of T cells by anti-PD-1 drug (Figure 3E). Additionally, TUNEL assay was conducted and the results indicated that the number of apoptotic cells were increased in combination therapy group which suggests that increment of cytolytic immune cells could lead to induction of apoptosis in cancer cells (Figure 3F). Additionally, neither CU06-1004 nor anti-PD-1 alone affected tumor cell viability (Figure S5).




Figure 3 | Combined CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1 treatment promotes the accumulation of specific CD8+ T cells and apoptosis in tumors. (A) Flow cytometry analysis of the CD4+(CD45.2+CD3+NK1.1-CD8-CD4+), CD8+ (CD45.2+CD3+NK1.1-CD8+CD4-), T and NK cells (CD45.2+CD3-NK1.1+), in subcutaneous MC38 tumors from each group of mice on 7 days post treatment. Numbers in the representative flow cytometric plots indicate the percentages of each cell type among CD45.2+ cells. Data are pooled from two independent experiments (Control, n = 7; αPD-1, n = 11; CU06-1004, n = 13; Combination, n = 7). Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (B) Representative immunofluorescence staining for CD3+T cells infiltration in the center region on day 7. Green, CD3 staining; blue, DAPI staining, Scale bars; 50 µm. Quantification of infiltrated T cells on day 7. n = 4–6 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (C) Representative immunofluorescence staining for CD8+ T cells infiltrating MC38 tumor on day 7. Red, CD31 staining; green, CD8 staining; blue, DAPI staining, Scale bars; 50 µm. Quantification of infiltrated CD8+ T cell numbers in MC38 tumor on day 7. n = 4–6 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (D) Representative immunofluorescence staining for PE-conjugated anti-PD-1 in the tumor on day 7. Yellow, PE-anti-PD-1; blue, DAPI staining, Scale bars; 20 µm. PE-conjugated anti-PD-1 intravenously treated one day before harvesting a tumor. n = 3 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (E) Representative graph showing the percentages of Ki-67+ cells among CD4+, CD8+ T and NK cells. Data are pooled from five independent experiments (Control, n = 16; αPD-1, n = 17; CU06-1004, n = 19; Combination, n = 18). Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (F) Representative immunofluorescence staining for apoptotic areas in the tumor on day 7. Green, TUNEL staining, Scale bars; 50 µm. n = 6–8 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001. ns, not significant. Data represent ± SEM.





Combination Therapy Enhances the Function of Tumor Infiltration CD8+ T Cells

Increased frequency of CD8+ T cells within the tumor of combination therapy group led us to analyze the functionality of TIL by measuring intracellular cytokines and cytotoxic marker CD107a. Lymphocytes from spleen and tumor were re-stimulated with either p15E peptide, which is a known CD8+ T cell-specific antigen of MC38 tumor, or with PMA and Ionomycin. Although the expression level was not significant between anti-PD-1 and combination group, stimulating these two groups of spleen cells with p15E showed statistically significant IFNγ expression compared to control group. In contrast to the splenocytes, when tumor infiltrated lymphocytes (TIL) are stimulated with p15E, much higher percentage of IFNγ and CD107a expressing cells were observed. Also, TILs retrieved from combination therapy group showed the highest frequency of IFNγ+ and IFNγ+CD107a+CD8+ T cells compared to other treatment groups (Figure 4A). These results indicate that combination therapy allows tumor antigen-specific T cells to be maintained in the tumor site while keeping their cytolytic activity and restrains from entering exhausted state. Stimulating the same immune cells with PMA and Ionomycin showed similar trend compared to p15E peptide stimulation. In splenic T cells, although every group expressed quite amount of IFNγ as PMA/Ionomycin was treated, the combination treatment group showed evidently higher percentage of expression. IFNγ, TNFα and CD107a expression levels in TILs were dramatically increased compared to expression levels in splenic T cells. In addition, CD8+ T cells in combination treatment group not only higher expression level of IFNγ but also showed higher frequency of CD8+ T cells expressing TNFα or CD107a with higher frequency than CD8+ T cells retrieved from other treatment groups. (Figure 4B). In sharp contrast to the effect of combination therapy, monotherapy of either drug had not shown such expression level of cytokines from CD8+ T cells. In addition, expression of IFNγ was also measured in CD4+ T cells and in NK cells in the spleen and tumor. CD4+ T cells in the spleen and tumor did not show a significant difference in IFNγ expression between each group. Similarly, there was no difference in the expression level of IFNγ in NK cells from the spleen, but NK cells retrieved from tumors treated with combination therapy showed some different expression level (Figure S7A). These results indicates that many functional CD8+ T cells are present in tumor due to combination therapy of CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1. We also observed high expression level of IFNγ in tumor from combination therapy group by performing RT-PCR, QPCR and ELISA (Figures 4C, D and Figure S6). Looking at IFNγ down signaling markers by western blot showed that p-STAT1, STAT1 and PD-L1 were prominently higher in combination group where expression level of IFNγ were very high (Figure 4E and Figure S8). These results indicate that the secretion of IFNγ by T cells in the tumor from combination group is physiologically increased.




Figure 4 | Combination therapy improves tumor specific CD8+ T cell response in spleen and tumor tissue. (A, B) Lymphocytes isolated from the spleen and tumor of each group of mice at 7 days post treatment were re-stimulated in vitro with MC38 epitope peptide (A) or PMA/Ionomycin (B). Representative plots (left) are shown for co-expression of IFNγ and CD107a or IFNγ and TNFα on CD8+ T cells; summarized graph (right) for the frequency of IFNγ+, IFNγ+TNFα+ and IFNγ+CD107a+ cells among CD8+ T cells. Data are pooled from three independent experiments (Control, n = 7; αPD-1, n = 9; CU06-1004, n = 13; Combination, n = 9). Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (C) RT-PCR analysis for cytokine and chemokine expression in tissue after drug-treated tumor harvest. (D) qRT-PCR analysis of inflammatory cytokines Ifnγ, Tnfα, Il-1β, Ifnα&β, and Tgfβ in tumor tissue. n = 5–6 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (E) Western blotting analysis of p-STAT1, STAT1, and PD-L1 expression in tumor tissue. n = 5-6 per group. Statistical analysis by one-way ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001; ****p < 0.0001. ns, not significant. Data represent ± SEM.





CD8+ T Cells Are Directly Involved in Controlling Progression Tumor Growth

Since we have seen that combination therapy led to the expansion of functional CD8+ T cells in the tumor, we sought to determine if tumor suppression is indeed dependent on CD8+ T cells by depleting each immune cell type including CD4+ T, CD8+ T cells, and NK cells. The experiment was conducted using same scheme as previous experiments except depletion antibody was injected twice, once a day before tumor injection and the other on the day before drug injection (Figure 5A). After seven days of first depletion antibody injection, we confirmed depletion efficacy of corresponding cell types in PBMC (Figure 5B). In combination treatment group, the depletion of any immune cell subtypes led to more rapid tumor growth compared to the non-depleted group, of which the most accelerated tumor growth rate was observed when the CD8+ T cells were depleted (Figures 5C, D). Such increment of tumor volume inevitably induced very poor survival rate for the group that was depleted of CD8+ T cells (Figure 5E). Additionally, we performed QPCR to determine how changed expression of IFNγ in the combined group was changed after depleting CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells, and NK cells. Interestingly, the results showed that the expression of IFNγ, which was increased in the combination group, was significantly reduced in the group depleted of CD8+ T cells, there was no difference in the group depleted of CD4+ T cells, and slightly different in the group depleted of NK cells (Figure S7B). Comprehensively, these data illustrate that tumor regression observed when treating both CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1 are caused by CD8+ T cells which were actively participating in controlling the tumor growth.




Figure 5 | Specific CD8+ T cells are indispensable for suppressing tumor growth by combination therapy. (A) αCD4, αCD8 or αNK1.1-depleting mAb was administrated intravenously into each group of mice prior to tumor injection (0.2 mg) and prior to treatment (0.2 mg). (B) At day 7 after first depletion, CD4+, CD8+ T cells, and NK cells were analyzed in the PBMC from each group of mice. Representative flow cytometric plots and graphs show the frequencies of CD4+, CD8+ T cells, and NK cells in PBMC. (C, D) Tumor size was measured every 3 days from the start of the treatment. Growth curve graphs show mean tumor growth and bar graphs show tumor volume on 6-days post treatment. n = 5–6 per group. Statistical analysis by two-way (C) or one-way (D) ANOVA with Tukey’s multiple comparisons. (E) Kaplan-Meier survival curves of MC38 tumor-bearing mice treated as indicated. Mice were euthanized when the mean tumor size reached 2000mm3. n = 7–10 per group. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001. ns, not significant. Data represent ± SEM.






Discussion

Cancer immunotherapies that enhance T cells using blocking antibodies are more effective than chemo- or radiotherapy due to low toxicity and higher response rates (2, 25, 26). However, tumor heterogeneity, including PD-L1 expression, anti-PD-1 resistance, and TME, causes variability in treatment response (27). Leaky and hyper-permeable tumor vessels are inefficient in anti-PD-1 antibody delivery, resulting in low infiltration and activation of T cells at the tumor site (28). Despite attempts to overcome immuno-suppression by the TME, the problems remain unresolved (3, 29). In this study, CU06-1004, which normalizes the TME vasculature, was combined with ant-PD-1 immune checkpoint blockade therapy. The modified TME induced T-cell recruitment and activation, which increased the anti-tumor response. This effect was mediated by IFNγ signaling directly induced by cytotoxic CD8+ T cells. These effects may improve current drawbacks of PD-1/PD-L1 treatment by enhancing drug delivery and T-cell infiltration and function. Thus, combination therapy consisting of anti-PD-1 plus CU06-1004 has potential value compared with existing combination therapy (Figure 6B).




Figure 6 | CU06-1004 enhanced the therapeutic efficacy of anti-PD-1 antibody in MC38 tumors. (A) In the absence of CU06-1004, the center region in the tumor had a lower O2 concentration and induced abnormal vascular density than the periphery region. However, when CU06-1004 was injected into the tumor, it maintained the proper O2 concentration in the center region as well as the periphery region, and changed it into a stable center region by reducing the relatively abnormal vascular density. (B) In the TME without CU06-1004 treatment, migration of immune cells was suppressed by blood vascular leakage in the tumor. When CU06-1004 was injected into the tumor, the blood vessel was normalized in tumors, decreasing vascular leakage. Penetration of immune cells was successfully achieved by the CU06-1004 injection. Production of pro-inflammatory cytokine Ifnγ was enhanced by CD8+ T cell populations after CU06-1004 injection. In conclusion, the combination of CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1 increased therapeutic efficacy in MC38 tumors.



TME contributes to the abnormal proliferation, angiogenesis, and secretion of chemicals that promote drug resistance and induce vascular leakage and inhibition of drug delivery (15, 30, 31). Tumor vessels are irregular and highly permeable, resulting in intratumoral protein loss and fluid increase (19). Uncontrolled angiogenesis due to vessel breakage creates a favorable environment for tumor progression, including increased hypoxia (13, 32–34). However, when vascular leakage was blocked with CU06-1004 in the B16F10 melanoma mouse model, vessels were normalized, reducing hypoxia (20). Combination treatment with other anti-tumor drugs, such as doxorubicin and sunitinib, reduced tumor progression (20). Based on this observation, we used the MC38 tumor model, which is respond to anti-PD-1 therapy, and the CT26 tumor model, which is not respond to anti-PD-1 therapy and examined combination therapy using anti-PD-1 and CU06-1004. In groups treated with CU06-1004, the number of aggressive blood vessels located in the central region of the tumor mass was greatly reduced. Structural differences between the central and peripheral regions of solid tumors were significant. Vessels in the central region of solid tumors are generally unstable compared with peripheral vessels (35), reducing oxygen levels and drug transport in the central region. However, CU06-1004 reduced non-functional vessels and reduced hypoxia within the central region of the tumor mass (Figure 6A). These effects were observed in the MC38 cancer model and in BALB/c-nu/nu mice injected with LLC-GFP. CU06-1004 induced an anti-tumor effect similar to anti-PD-1 monotherapy. CU06-1004 did not directly affect MC38 tumor growth but caused changes in the TME that increased the number of activated cytotoxic T cells. Immune activity in tumor tissue was related to the TME changes, with hypoxia playing an important role (36). TME has a wide variety of structures depending on the type of tumor, and these TMEs are closely related to tumor vessel normalization (23). Perhaps, in ICB treatment, the difference in anti-cancer efficacy according to the type of tumor is related to differences in vascular structure (37).

Changes in T-cell function are related to increased intratumoral delivery of anti-PD-1 therapy (34). Here, we have shown that the number of cells bound to anti-PD-1 drug was lower in groups that were not treated with CU06-1004. By contrast, CU06-1004 treated groups increased the number of anti-PD-1-bound cells. CU06-1004 normalizes the vessels within the tumor mass and allows seamless movement for both the drug and immune cells. We examined changes in the T-cell population within the tumor of groups treated with both anti-PD-1 and CU06-1004. Anti-PD-1 alone can prevent PD-1/PD-L1 signaling, but only allows a portion of activated T cells to infiltrate (36). When CU06-1004 is added with anti-PD-1, the number of T cells within the tumor significantly increased due to changes in the TME. Although changing TME can influence the amount of infiltrated T cells within the tumor, it is important to assess that increased T cell population is indeed activated CD8+ T cells. In particular, among many T cells, CD8+ Tcells have been reported to directly kill tumor cells by inducing perforin/granzyme, FasL/Fas binding, or secreting cytokine/chemokine (23). Our results predict that activated CD8+ T cells are responsible for significant tumor suppressive effects. In order to prove that infiltrated T cells are cytotoxic CD8+ T cells, we analyzed FACS and fluorescence data. CU06-1004 plus anti-PD-1 increased activated T cells more than any other treatment method while unaffecting the number of regulatory T cells. Thus, combination treatment with CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1 increased the number of activated CD8+ T cells and improved the efficacy of immune therapy.

Generally, activated CD8+ T cells inhibit tumor progression by increasing the secretion of cytokines and chemokines. Cytokines secreted from CD8+ T cells include IFNγ, TNFα, and IL-2 (38, 39). We examined if combination treatment induced activated CD8+ T cells to express pro-inflammatory cytokines, such as IFNγ, TNFα, and IL-1β. We also checked other cytokines, such as anti-inflammatory markers IFNα, IFNβ, and TGFβ, using RT-PCR, qPCR, and ELISA. As already documented, treatment using anti-PD-1 alone can reactivate CD8+Tcells and induce cytokine secretion of tumor-antigen specific T cells. In contrast, experiments using only CU06-1004 caused lower levels of cytokine secretion compared to the anti-PD-1 treated group. Lower secretion of cytokines in the CU06-1004-treated group may be due to less activation of CD8+ T cells, in contrast to anti-PD-1, with only movement and infiltration enhanced. Indeed, expression of cytokines was higher in the combination group compared with the anti-PD-1 mono-treatment group, thus enhancing the anti-tumor activity of CD8+ T cells by combination treatment.

Defining mechanisms that affect immune response in cancer patients is important (40). Anti-PD-1 therapy strengthens T cell-derived immune responses by binding IFNγ receptors (IFNGR) in tumors, increasing PD-L1 expression through JAK1 and JAK2 activation and mobilizing surrounding STAT1 (41–43). Combination therapy compared with anti-PD-1 monotherapy showed higher expression levels of PD-L1 on cancer cells due to increased secretion of IFNγ, which increased recruitment of STAT1. Although the increase in PD-L1 on cancer cells can increase immune evasion, anti-PD-1 treatment prevented immune evasion by cancer cells and allowed T cells to mediate anti-tumor responses in our studies. A modified TME allows drugs and activated T cells to move efficiently into the central tumor region. Anti-tumor activity by these cells was supported by IFNγ expression and signaling.

Combination therapy with an immune checkpoint blocker and anti-VEGF drug inhibits angiogenesis (44, 45). Although the effect of anti-VEGF treatment may seem similar compared with CU06-1004 in that it stabilized the tumor vessels in early stage, anti-VEGF can induce hypoxia by eliminating vessels inside the tumor. By contrast, CU06-1004 normalizes vessels to yield long-lasting effects by raising oxygen and T-cell infiltration. Anti-VEGF treatment may occasionally normalize vessels, but the steady increase in hypoxia promotes tumor progression (46–48). Therefore, anti-VEGF may be effective only during early stages when a tumor is small. Combination treatment with CU06-1004 showed favorable responses at early time points of tumor development and maintained effects for a longer period. Thus, the novel combination therapy examined in this study may be effective for cancer patients, including those who require long-term treatment.

We showed that combination treatment including CU06-1004 can normalize vessels and directly change the TME, enhancing drug transfer and T-cell activity. Further, changes in IFNγ and PD-L1 expression indicate that the combination therapy is highly effective in generating an anti-tumor response. Finally, these data suggest that the combination of CU06-1004 and anti-PD-1 is highly synergistic and long-lasting with potential benefits for early and late stages of cancer.



Conclusions

We demonstrate that the antitumor effects of CU06-1004 combined ICB through enhanced specific CD8+T cell activity and increased antitumor cytokine, Ifnγ. CU06-1004 used for the treatment of cancer by changing the TME and had a new promising candidate drug efficacy.
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Purpose

N6-methyladenosine (m6A) methylation plays a critical role in diverse biological processes. However, knowledge regarding the constitution of m6A on tumor microenvironment (TME) and tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) across cancer types is still lacking. We performed comprehensive immuno-genomic analyses to reveal molecular characterization of the m6A regulators and immune-related genes (IRGs) across TME and TIL heterogeneity.



Methods

We comprehensively analyzed the properties of m6A regulators in genomic profiles from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) according to expression perturbations of crucial IRGs, CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1. The four IRGs were proved to be reliable biomarkers of TILs and TME via CIBERSORT and ESTIMATE analyses, and their co-expression relationship was certified by TIMER analysis. Based on their median values, the samples from the pan-cancer tissues (N = 11,057) were classified into eight TME types. The RNA expression levels of 13 m6A regulators were compared across TME subtypes. Single-sample Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (ssGSEA) was also used to classify TME clusters, expression variants of IRGs and m6A regulators were verified among TME clusters. Meanwhile, the correlation between m6A regulators and tumor mutational burden (TMB) were tested. Finally, the impacts of IRGs and TME clusters in clinical characteristics and outcomes were revealed.



Results

CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1 showed similar TILs’ characteristics, of which the level of T cells CD8 and T cells CD4 memory activated are consistent with the expression levels of the four IRGs and higher immune infiltration. Besides, CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1 were positively correlated with the stromal score or immune score in almost all 33 tumor types. All of four IRGs showed impact between tumor pathological stages or clinical outcomes. Among TME type I to type IV, m6A regulators’ expression drift changed from high-level to low-level in ESCA, BLCA, HNSC, CESC, BRCA, and GBM. However among TME type V to type VIII, m6A regulators drew a shift from low-level to high-level expression in CESC, BLCA, ESCA, KIRP, HNSC, BRCA, KIRC, COAD, LAML, GBM, and KICH. In ssGSEA analyses, IRGs’ expression levels were elevated with the immune infiltration degree and m6A regulators’ expression level varied among three TIL subgroups. With different TMB levels, expression differences of m6A regulators were observed in BLCA, BRCA, COAD, LGG, LUAD, LUSC, STAD, THCA, and UCEC.



Conclusion

We identified four crucial IRGs affecting TILs, TME characteristics and clinical parameters. Expression variants of m6A regulators among the subgroups of TME types and ssGSEA clusters suggested that m6A regulators may be essential factors for phenotypic modifications of IRGs and thus affecting TME characteristics across multiple tumor types.





Keywords: N6-methyladenosine methylation, tumor microenvironment, tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes, The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA), pancancer analysis



Introduction

Immunotherapy, as a viable treatment for multiple cancers, has recently received extensive attention. T cell-based immunotherapy has been called as immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs), such as anti-cytotoxic T-lymphocyte-associated protein 4 (CTLA4), anti-programmed death protein-1 (PD-1), or anti-programmed death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) antibodies (1–3). Immune-related treatments targeting T cell exhaustion markers can improve cancer outcomes by enhancing antitumor immunity (1), which have shown significant clinical efficacy in immunogenic tumors such as melanoma, renal cell carcinoma, bladder cancer, non-small cell lung cancer, and hodgkin’s lymphoma (2, 4–6). However, not all patients respond well to ICIs therapy. The variable response is also associated with patients’ genomic characteristics such as tumor microenvironment (TME) and tumor mutation burden (TMB) (7–9). Accumulating researches have shown that tumor cells could change the TME to serve as contributors that ensure rapid cell proliferation (10). The dynamic alteration of molecular and cellular processes in TME relying on the interactions between tumor cells and immune cells (11), which highlights the role of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) in the context of protumorigenic inflammation and anticancer immuno-surveillance (12). Hence, researchers have attempted to analyze the detailed composition, density, and function of TILs in TME context, which turn out to be challenging.

Several studies have shown that the mRNA-seq value of some crucial immune-related genes (IRGs) could constitute appropriate models for assessing TME. Rooney et al. reported a quantitative measure of immune cytolytic activity (CYT) based on the expression levels of granzyme A (GZMA) and perforin 1 (PRF1), which was also a model to assess TME (13). A study used the median PD-L1 (assessed by CD274 expression) and CD8A expression levels as the cut-off values to define subgroups in TME, of which the response to ICIs treatment was proved to differ among subgroups (14). Another published research proposed to classify TME depending on PD-L1 status and presence or absence of TILs, which also indicated specific TILs with PD-L1 positive would benefit more from anti-PD-L1/PD-1 therapies (15).

In most eukaryotes, m6A methylation is the most abundant internal chemical modification around the 3′ untranslated region (3′ UTR) of mRNA (16). Protein complexes and related coding genes have been classified as methyltransferases (“writers”), binding proteins (“readers”), and demethylases (“erasers”). Based on current research, the writers mainly include WT1-associated protein (WTAP), methyltransferase like 3 (METTL3), methyltransferase like 14 (METTL14), RNA binding motif protein 15 (RBM15), zinc finger CCCH-type containing 13 (ZC3H13), and the readers include YTH domain-containing 1 (YTHDC1), YTH domain-containing 1 (YTHDC2), YTH N6-methyl-adenosine RNA binding protein 1 (YTHDF1), YTH N6-methyladenosine RNA binding protein 2 (YTHDF2), YTH N6-methyladenosine RNA binding protein 3 (YTHDF3) and heterogeneous nuclear ribonucleoprotein C (HNRNPC). The erasers contain fat mass- and obesity-associated protein (FTO) and α-ketoglutarate-dependent dioxygenase alkB homolog 5 (ALKBH5) (17–19). M6A methylation controls many mRNA features, such as structure formation, maturation, stability, splicing, export, translation, and decay (20). It also regulates cell fate, cell cycle arrest, cell differentiation, eventually leading to the occurrence of cancer (21, 22). Recently, it has been recognized as a crucial factor in T cell homeostasis (23). Selectively altered m6A regulator levels may be effective adjuvant therapy strategies in a variety of immunological diseases (24–26). But knowledge regarding the fluctuation of m6A regulators in TILs, TME, and immunotherapies has not been clearly elucidated. Research based on the heterogeneity of m6A regulators to identify distinct subtypes of sepsis (27), of which the GSEA and CIBERSORT analyses found different immunocompetent status (such as Th1 cells, T cells CD4 activated, NK cells activated and B cells activated) among subtypes and indicated the potential relation among m6A regulators and leukocyte infiltration. Studies also have shown that m6A regulators contribute to TME formation (28) and affect the abundance of TILs (29) as well as response to ICIs treatment (30).

In our study, we performed comprehensive immuno-genomic analyses to provide a thorough understanding of the m6A regulator alterations and IRGs expression perturbations across TME and TILs heterogeneity. We extracted the data of patients with 33 tumor types from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database and systematically characterized them into subgroups depending on TME or TILs characteristics. We found specific and widespread genetic alteration patterns in m6A regulators and IRGs in this context. We also assessed the relationship between TMB and m6A regulators and explored the prognostic value of IRGs or TME clusters. Our analysis emphasizes the vital effect of m6A regulators on the crucial IRGs, which lays a foundation for further research to improve ICIs treatment strategies.



Materials and Methods


Data Availabilities

The original contributions presented in the study are publicly available in the TCGA database (https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/). This data can be found in the UCSC Xena browser (https://xenabrowser.net);. Tumor gene expression data, TMB data, and corresponding clinical data, including survival time (overall survival, OS; disease-specific survival, DSS; progression-free interval, PFI), survival status, age, and tumor stages, as well as the somatic mutation (SNPs and small INDELs) data, were obtained across 33 tumor types. Data of TMB in this study were directly generated from the somatic mutation data. A total of 11,057 tumor samples in the TCGA cohort were included, and gene expression levels were presented as the log 2-transformed (FPKM+1) values.



Cancer Types Investigated in this Study

Adrenocortical carcinoma (ACC), Bladder Urothelial Carcinoma (BLCA), Breast invasive carcinoma (BRCA), Cervical squamous cell carcinoma and endocervical adenocarcinoma (CESC), cholangiocarcinoma (CHOL), Colorectal adenocarcinoma (COAD), Diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBC), Esophageal Carcinoma (ESCA), Glioblastoma multiforme (GBM), Head and Neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSC), kidney chromophobe (KICH), Kidney renal clear cell carcinoma (KIRC), Kidney Renal Papillary Cell Carcinoma (KIRP), Acute myeloid leukemia (LAML), Brain Lower Grade Glioma (LGG), Liver hepatocellular carcinoma (LIHC), Lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD), Lung squamous cell carcinoma (LUSC), mesothelioma (MESO), Ovarian serous cystadenocarcinoma (OV), pancreatic adenocarcinoma (PAAD), Pheochromocytoma and Paraganglioma (PCPG), Prostate Adenocarcinoma (PRAD), rectum adenocarcinoma (READ), Sarcoma (SARC), Skin Cutaneous Melanoma (SKCM), Stomach adenocarcinoma (STAD), Testicular germ cell tumors (TGCT), Papillary Thyroid Carcinoma (THCA), Thymoma (THYM), Uterine Corpus Endometrial Carcinoma (UCEC), Uterine carcinosarcoma (UCS), Uveal Melanoma (UVM).



Tumor Immune Estimation Resource

TIMER is a comprehensive resource (http://timer.cistrome.org/) that consists of six major analytic modules that allow users to explore the association of TILs abundance with gene expression, overall survival, somatic mutations, and DNA somatic copy number alterations (SCNAs), as well as analysis of differential gene expression (DiffExp) and gene–gene correlations (31, 32).



CIBERSORT

The proportions of the 22 tumor-infiltrating immune cells from each sample were determined by using the “CIBERSORT” (R package) (33), and gene expression profiles were transformed into the proportion of 22 TILs, namely: B cells naive, B cells memory, Plasma cells, T cells CD8, T cells CD4 naive, T cells CD4 memory resting, T cells CD4 memory activated, T cells follicular helper, T cells regulatory (Tregs), T cells gamma delta, NK. cells resting, NK. cells activated, Monocytes, Macrophages M0, Macrophages M1, Macrophages M2, Dendritic cells resting, Dendritic cells activated, Mast cells resting, Mast cells activated, Eosinophils, and Neutrophils. The relative expression of 22 tumor-infiltrating immune cells in each sample was determined. Significant results (P < 0.05) were selected for subsequent analysis.



Estimation of Stromal and Immune Cells in Malignant Tumor Tissues Using Expression Data Scores and Immune Subtype Analyses

ESTIMATE (Estimation of Stromal and Immune cells in Malignant Tumor tissues using Expression data) is a newly developed algorithm that takes advantage of the unique properties of the transcriptional profiles of cancer tissues to infer tumor cellularity as well as the different infiltrating normal cells (34). The algorithm imputes stromal and immune scores to predict the level of infiltrating stromal and immune cells based on specific gene expression signatures of stromal and immune cells. Stromal and immune scores were calculated by using the “estimate” package with default parameters.

The immune-related prognostic signature was generated by a previously conducted TILs study (9). The aforementioned previous study comprehensively described the immune landscape of >10,000 samples, comprising 33 different cancer types, and integrated 160 immune-related signatures containing 2,995 immune genes. Six immune subtypes were defined as Wound Healing (Immune C1), IFN-gamma Dominant (Immune C2), Inflammatory (Immune C3), Lymphocyte Depleted (Immune C4), Immunologically Quiet (Immune C5), TGF-beta Dominant (Immune C6), measuring immune infiltrates in TME.



Gene Enrichment Analysis

Single-sample Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (ssGSEA) is used to analyze TME features. It is an extension of Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA), which calculates separate enrichment scores for each pairing of a sample and gene set (35). Pearson’s correlation coefficient was used to calculate the correlation of the ssGSEA scores across the gene sets. The ssGSEA scores for most immune cell populations obtained using the gene sets from Angelova et al. (36). Those with ssGSEA scores consistent with known immune cell markers were retained for the gene sets included in no less than two published studies. Finally, a total of 29 gene sets representing distinct immune cell populations were selected, and the ssGSEA scores of each were calculated across 11,057 samples in the pan-cancer cohort. The following 29 types of immune-related gene sets were obtained: aDCs, APC co-inhibition, APC co-stimulation, CCR, CD8+ T cells, Check-point, Cytolytic activity, DCs, HLA, iDCs, Inflammation-promoting, Macrophages, Mast cells, MHC class I, Neutrophils, NK cells, Parainflammation, pDCs, T cell co-inhibition, T cell co-stimulation, T helper cells, Tfh, Th1 cells, Th2 cells, TIL, Treg, Type I IFN Reponse, Type II IFN Reponse. In this manner, ssGSEA transforms a single sample’s gene expression profile to a gene set enrichment profile. The enrichment scores calculated by ssGSEA analysis were utilized to represent the relative abundance of TME infiltrating cells in each sample.



Statistical Analyses

Statistical analyses and data plotting were performed using R program (3.6.2). Unless noted otherwise, Fisher’s exact and equal-variance t-tests were, respectively, used in group comparisons for categorical and continuous variables. Spearman’s correlation analysis test was used to analyzed the correlation relationship in different cancer types. A threshold of 0.05 was used to deem significance from p values of statistical tests.




Results


The Tumor-Infiltrating Lymphocytes’ Distribution Related to Immune-Related Genes

According to previous studies we mentioned above, CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1 were chosen as the crucial IRGs to represent TILs’ characteristics in TME. To evaluate whether the four IRGs could tell the TILs’ characteristics, we further focused on TILs’ distribution in patients with differential expression of CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1. By taking the median value as threshold and using CIBERSORT as TILs component analysis, T cells CD4 memory activated (in 26 tumor types) expressed the most extensive infiltration differences in pan-cancer tissues and followed by Macrophages M1 (in 24 tumor types), T cells CD8 (in 20 tumor types), Macrophages M0 (in 15 tumor types) between the high- and low-expression groups of CD274 (Supplement Figure 1). A comparable result could be observed in high- and low-expression groups of CD8A, T cells CD8 (in 31 tumor types), T cells CD4 memory activated (in 26 tumor types), Macrophages M1 (in 26 tumor types), Macrophages M0 (in 24 tumor types) were also identified as differential infiltrated TIL types (Supplement Figure 2). Further analyses suggested that the TILs’ features did not change much in high- and low-expression groups of GZMA and PRF1. T cells CD8 (31 tumor types versus 32 tumor types), T cells CD4 memory activated (26 tumor types versus 26 tumor types), Macrophages M1 (26 tumor types versus 23 tumor types), Macrophages M0 (23 tumor types versus 20 tumor types) turned to be the consistent TILs pattern of inter-group differences (Supplement Figures 3 and 4). Additionally, T cells CD8 and T cells CD4 memory activated were always co-expressed with gene expression level. The high-expression groups of CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1 always tended to show higher infiltration of T cells CD8 and T cells CD4 memory activated. On the contrary, Macrophages M0 always showed higher infiltration in low-expression groups of CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1. There were no consistencies observed in Macrophages M2, Macrophages M1, NK cells resting, and Mast cells activated in groups of various tumor types.



Relationship Between Estimation of Stromal and Immune Cells in Malignant Tumor Tissues Using Expression Data Scores and Immune-Related Genes

The ESTIMATE immune score and stromal score were used to analyze the infiltration levels of immune cells and stromal cells in different tumors. The correlation between the four IRGs and immune or stromal score was analyzed by Spearman’s correlation analysis. The results suggested a surprising degree of consistency, CD274 (in 32 tumor types, except THYM, Supplement Figure 5), CD8A (in 32 tumor types, except UCS, Supplement Figure 6), GZMA (in 33 tumor types, Supplement Figure 7), and PRF1 (in 33 tumor types, Supplement Figure 8) were all positively correlated with the stromal score or immune score in almost all 33 tumor types, which gave us the basis for continued classification of samples according to the IRG characteristics.



M6A Regulators Distribution Across Immune Subtype of Tumor Microenvironment and Relationship With Immune-Related Genes Across Cancer Types

The differential expressions of m6A regulators were tested across the six immune subtypes (C1 to C6) reported by Thorsson, V. et al. METTL3, METTL14, WTAP, RBM15, ZC3H13, HNRNPC, FTO, ALKBH5, YTHDC1, YTHDC2, YTHDF1, YHDF2, and YTHDF3 were all significantly differentially expressed among six immune subtypes (p < 0.001) (Figure 1). Across 33 tumor types, CD274 and CD8A had broader positive correlations with m6A regulators (Figures 1B, C). By contrast, GZMA and PRF1 presented broader negative correlations (Figures 1D, E). By taking the median of the log 2-transformed (FPKM+1) values, we compared the expressions of m6A regulators between high- and low-expression groups of CD274 (Supplement Figure 9), CD8A (Supplement Figure 10), GZMA (Supplement Figure 11), and PRF1 (Supplement Figure 12) respectively. The results showed that m6A regulators’ levels had vast differences among these groups across various tumor types, of which KIRC, PAAD, and UVM are the top three tumor types showed the widest differences.




Figure 1 | (A) The differential expression of m6A regulators was tested across the six immune subtypes (C1 to C6). (B–E) The correlations between IRGs and m6A regulators. * represents P < 0.05, ** represents P < 0.01, *** represents P < 0.001.





M6A Regulator Distribution Across Immune-Related Gene Immune Types in Pan-Cancer Types

Through TIMER analysis, we observed positive correlations between CD274 and CD8A across 29 tumor types (more specifically, ACC, BLCA, BRCA, CESC, CHOL, COAD, DLBC, ESCA, HNSC, KIRC, KIRP, LGG, LIHC, LUAD, LUSC, MESO, OV, PAAD, PCPG, PRAD, READ, SARC, SKCM, STAD, TGCT, THCA, UCEC, UCS, UVM) (Supplement Figure 13). Moreover, GZMA and PRF1 also showed a tightly co-expressed correlation in 32 of the 33 tumor types (except for LAML) (Supplement Figure 14), which is consistent with the previous study (13). Based on the co-expression relationship of the four IRGs, it is suggested that by dividing four IRGs into two groups (CD274 and CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1, respectively), we may reveal a certain TME commonality and TILs similarity. After merging log 2-transformed values of the (FPKM+1) of CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1, we divided all of the TCGA samples into four groups as follows: type I, CD274 expression higher than the median and CD8A expression higher than the median; type II, CD274 expression higher than the median and CD8A expression lower than the median; type III, CD274 expression lower than the median and CD8A expression higher than the median; and type IV, CD274 expression lower than the median and CD8A expression lower than the median. Between type I and type II, tumor tissues showed higher m6A regulators expressions compared with normal tissues across multiple tumor types (Figure 2A). A similar analysis in type III and type IV revealed that m6A regulators turned to expressed in lower level (Figure 2B). More specifically, m6A regulators’ expression drift changed from high-level to low-level in ESCA, BLCA, HNSC, CESC, BRCA, and GBM.




Figure 2 | (A) Expression of m6A regulators between tumor tissues and normal tissues in type I and type II groups, which showed a higher expression tendency in tumor tissues. (B) In type III and type IV, m6A regulators tended to show a lower expression tendency in tumor tissues. (C) M6A regulators in tumor tissues showed a lower expression level between type V and type VI. (D) Between type VII and type VIII, m6A regulators showed a higher expression level in tumor tissues.



In the same way, we divided all of the TCGA samples into four groups as follows: type V, GZMA expression higher than the median and PRF1 expression higher than the median; type VI, GZMA expression higher than the median and PRF1 expression lower than the median; type VII, GZMA expression lower than the median and PRF1 expression higher than the median; and type VIII, GZMA expression lower than the median and PRF1 expression lower than the median. Compared with type V and type VI, m6A regulators drew a shift from lower expression level to higher level in type VII and type VIII between tumor tissues and normal tissues in CESC, BLCA, ESCA, KIRP, HNSC, BRCA, KIRC, COAD, LAML, GBM, and KICH (Figures 2C, D). Only in CHOL, m6A regulators changed from higher to lower expression tendency. Overall, when we grouped the patients depending on the expression levels of IRGs, m6A regulators reflected dramatic contrast changes among groups. The considerable expression fluctuation among groups revealed that m6A regulators might be the crucial factors affecting IRGs expression and thus affecting TME immune infiltration.



The Relevance of Immune-Related Genes and m6A Regulators With Tumor Microenvironment Features

Based on the ssGSEA scores of infiltrated immune cells, the hierarchical clustering method divided the samples across 33 tumor types into three subgroups as immunity-high, immunity-medium, and immunity-low, representing the density of TILs (Figures 3–5). Meanwhile, by combining ESTIMATE analysis, we revealed the distribution of immune score, stromal score, ESTIMATE score, and tumor purity between the three immune subgroups. We found that the subgroup’s immune infiltration degree was remarkably consistent with its immune score, stromal score, and ESTIMATE score. Conversely, high immune infiltration, observed in the immunity-high group, was related to low tumor purity, which indicated that we successfully divided all samples into subgroups depending on their TILs and TME characteristics. The next, we found some commonalities between the four IRGs and TILs once again. High immune infiltration was strongly related to high expressions of CD274 (Figure 6), CD8A (Figure 7), GZMA (Figure 8), and PRF1 (Figure 9). Almost all the four IRGs showed the rising expression trend with the degree of immune infiltration in 18 tumor types (ACC, BLCA, CESC, CHOL, COAD, DLBC, ESCA, GBM, HNSC, KICH, KIRP, LGG, LIHC, LUAD, LUSC, MESO, OV, PAAD, PRAD, READ, SARC, SKCM, STAD, TGCT, THCA, UCEC, UCS, and UVM). Additionally, we measured the diversity of m6A regulators among three subtypes (Figures 10–12). METTL3 showed vast expression differences in 22 tumor types (ACC, BLCA, BRCA, CESC, CHOL, COAD, GBM, HNSC, KIRC, KIRP, LAML, LGG, LUAD, LUSC, OV, PRAD, SARC, SKCM, STAD, THCA, UCEC, and UVM), although no uniform expression trend was observed among the three subgroups. YTHDF1 and YTHDC1 followed it, showing subgroup-to-group expression varieties in 21 and 19 tumor types. Similarly, no significant expression tendency was observed among subgroups. Besides, high immune infiltration indicated better prognosis in CESC, LGG, OV, SARC, SKCM, THYM, UCEC, and UVM (Figure 13). These results showed that m6A regulators may affect TILs and result in heterogeneous prognostic outcomes by affecting the expression of IRGs.




Figure 3 | Three subgroups were defined as immunity-high, immunity-medium, and immunity-low by ssGSEA scores across 33 tumor types.






Figure 4 | Three subgroups were defined as immunity-high, immunity-medium, and immunity-low by ssGSEA scores across 33 tumor types.






Figure 5 | Three subgroups were defined as immunity-high, immunity-medium, and immunity-low by ssGSEA scores across 33 tumor types.






Figure 6 | High expression level of CD274 was presented in high immune infiltration across 33 tumor types.






Figure 7 | High expression level of CD8A was presented in high immune infiltration across 33 tumor types.






Figure 8 | High expression level of GZMA was presented in high immune infiltration across 33 tumor types.






Figure 9 | High expression level of PRF1 was presented in high immune infiltration across 33 tumor types.






Figure 10 | The expression diversity of m6A regulators among high, medium, and low immune infiltration levels. * represents P < 0.05, ** represents P < 0.01, *** represents P < 0.001, ns represents P ≥ 0.05.






Figure 11 | The expression diversity of m6A regulators among high, medium, and low immune infiltration levels. * represents P < 0.05, ** represents P < 0.01, *** represents P < 0.001, ns represents P ≥ 0.05.






Figure 12 | The expression diversity of m6A regulators among high, medium, and low immune infiltration levels. * represents P < 0.05, ** represents P < 0.01, *** represents P < 0.001, ns represents P ≥ 0.05.






Figure 13 | The patients that grouped into high immune infiltration showed better prognosis in CESC, LGG, OV, SARC, SKCM, THYM, UCEC, and UVM.





Correlation Between Tumor Mutational Burden and m6A Regulators in Pan-Cancer Tissues

TMB has been reported to closely influence immunotherapy’s effectiveness across tumor types (8, 37, 38). Tumors with highly mutated burdens are more susceptible to immune cells because of the neoantigens making them respond to ICIs better (8, 39). Considering the close ties between TMB and immune infiltration, TMB could be a predictor of multiple tumors with either anti-CTLA-4 or anti-PD-L1 treatment. Besides, CYT has also been reported to positively correlate with somatic mutations of IRGs (13). Furthermore, high-level co-expression of CD274 and CD8A is usually associated with higher tumor mutation and oncogenic viral infection (14, 40). Nevertheless, we do not know much about the impact of TMB on m6A regulators. Since we have demonstrated in the foregoing process that m6A regulators’ impacts on IRGs may extend to the whole TILs and TME, we analyzed the correlation between TMB and m6A regulators in pan-cancer tissues. By taking the median value of TMB, patients’ profiles were divided into high and low TMB groups in each tumor type. It could be seen that large inter-group differences of m6A regulators were observed in BLCA, BRCA, COAD, LGG, LUAD, LUSC, STAD, THCA, and UCEC (Figure 14). Especially, FTO (in all of nine tumor types), RBM15 (in seven of nine tumor types), and YTHDF1 (in six of nine tumor types) showed a wide range of inter-group expression differences.




Figure 14 | Inter-group differences of m6A regulators between high- and low-TMB levels. * represents P < 0.05, ** represents P < 0.01, *** represents P < 0.001.





Relationship Between Immune-Related Genes and Clinical Parameters

Chi-square test and Wilcoxon test analyses were performed to explore the associations between clinical parameters and expression levels’ values. The results showed that the level of CD274 varies at tumor stages in COAD, ESCA, READ, SKCM, and THCA, mostly between early (stage I and II) and late-stage (stage III and IV) patients (Figure 15). Meanwhile, CD8A and GZMA also had similar expression variants in several tumor types such as COAD, SKCM, STAD, KIRC, and THCA (Figure 15). As for PRF1, we only observed this expression differences between stages in ACC and SKCM (Figure 15). Overall, the differences of IRGs’ expression levels between early and late-stage patients are more evident in COAD, SKCM, KIRC, THCA, and SKCM. We still used the mean expression value of IRGs as the threshold to compare whether there are differences in OS, DSS, and PFI in various tumor types. The high-expression group of CD274 performed better at OS, DSS, and PFI in ACC and SKCM (Supplement Figure 15). The high-expression group of CD8A showed better OS, DSS, and PFI performance in CESC, SKCM, and UCEC (Supplement Figure 15). The high-expression group of GZMA had longer survival time, DSS, and PFI in BRCA, SKCM, and UCEC (Supplement Figure 15). The high-expression group of PRF1 showed better survival performance or longer PFI in ACC, SKCM, and UCEC (Supplement Figure 15).




Figure 15 | The levels of CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1 varied between early (stage I and II) and late-stage (stage III and IV) patients.






Discussion

Immunotherapy has recently received extensive attention and shows efficacy in many cancers (1). However, the variable clinical response has been associated with patients’ immune genomic characteristics as much as other features such as TME and TILs (7, 9, 41, 42). Due to the regulation of the m6A, modifications are associated with almost any step of mRNA metabolism. There is convincing evidence that m6A modification is particularly critical in a variety of pathological and physiological immune responses, including T cell homeostasis and differentiation, dendritic cell activation (43–45).

Our study intends to prove that m6A regulators could alter TME properties by influencing key IRGs and TILs. Based on the previous researches, CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1 were selected for further analysis as being iconic targets of ICIs and key genes affecting TILs. CD274, also known as PD-L1, was found to have high expression on the surface of various tumor cells (46, 47), involving the development of tumors and affecting response to ICIs’ treatment and clinical outcomes (48). CD8A encodes part of cell surface glycoprotein on most cytotoxic T lymphocyte, which includes adaptive immune response-induced CD8+ cytolytic T cells (49, 50), plays a crucial role in the antitumor activity of anti-PD-L1 (51). GZMA and PRF1 serve as two key cytolytic effectors, which are proved to bond with CD8+ T cell activation and affect clinical responses to ICIs (13). All four IRGs were proved to have impacts on pathological stages and clinical outcomes. Furthermore, they showed similar TILs characteristics, of which it is worth noting that the expression tendency of T cells CD8, T cells CD4 memory activated is consistent with the expression levels of all four immune-related genes. Not surprisingly, ICIs had been proved to rely heavily on functional T cells CD8 (CD8+ T cells) (52). Moreover, activated memory CD4 T cells also play a crucial role in effective antitumor immunity (53). And ssGSEA analyses revealed expression levels of CD274, CD8A, GZMA, and PRF1 were positively correlated with high immune infiltration in 18 tumor types, which was consistent with the result of ESTIMATE analyses that all the four IRGs were positively expressed with the immune score or stromal score in almost all of 33 tumor types. High immune infiltration and high-level of the four IRGs were found to predict better prognosis in multiple tumor types like CESC, SKCM, THYM, and UCEC. So far, we believed that the four IRGs could represent the TILs characteristics of tumor tissues and to be used to classify TME. Based on the co-expression correlation between CD274 and CD8A in 29 tumor types, and between GZMA and PRF1 in 32 tumors, we further classified TME into eight groups according to IRGs’ expression level. The exact opposite expression tendency of m6A regulators was found among the subgroups of type I to type VIII, suggesting that m6A regulators may be essential for phenotypic modifications of IRGs. To further confirm this correlation, the ssGSEA method was used to classify immuno-subtypes and genomic expression diversities. IRGs and m6A regulators were proved to vary with immuno-subtypes in different TME characteristics.

Neoantigens are carried by highly mutated tumors, which are susceptible to immune cells and own a better response to ICIs (38). Previous studies have shown that TMB could predict patients’ survival in diverse tumor types with either anti-CTLA-4 or anti-PD-1 treatment (8, 39). We further evaluated the correlation between TMB and m6A regulators. In nine tumor types (BLCA, BRCA, COAD, LGG, LUAD, LUSC, STAD, THCA, and UCEC), m6A regulators’ expressions also differ along with TMB levels. In conclusion, we have demonstrated the prevalent genetic expression alterations of the crucial IRGs are related to m6A regulators across tumor types. Both of IRGs and m6A regulators are tightly correlated with TME characteristics and TILs features. Our systematic and comprehensive analyses in the landscape of molecular alterations and clinical relevance provide a foundation for understanding the internal mechanisms of TME and its overall prognosis and the development of potential therapeutic targets.
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Cancer immunotherapy has revolutionized the treatment landscape in medical oncology, but its efficacy has been variable across patients. Biomarkers to predict such differential response to immunotherapy include cytotoxic T lymphocyte infiltration, tumor mutational burden, and microsatellite instability. A growing number of studies also suggest that baseline tumor burden, or tumor size, predicts response to immunotherapy. In this review, we discuss the changes in immune profile and therapeutic responses that occur with increasing tumor size. We also overview therapeutic approaches to reduce tumor burden and favorably modulate the immune microenvironment of larger tumors.
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Introduction

Nearly 50 years ago, Whitney and colleagues reported that mice bearing large carcinogen-induced sarcomas displayed defective spontaneous immune responses (1). These immunological defects were reversible with tumor resection, providing a link between tumor burden and dysfunctional immune responses. In the intervening decades, further interrogation into the immunobiology of the tumor microenvironment (TME) reveals significant local and systemic impacts on immune responses (2, 3). With the advent and success of immune checkpoint blockade (ICB) in patients with advanced disease (4), there is a need to understand biomarkers of response to improve outcomes in patients that remain resistant to immunotherapy. Despite the identification of several correlates of response to ICB, including CD8 T cell infiltration of the tumor site, tumor mutational burden, and cytolytic T cell gene expression profiles (5–7), these metrics are not universal predictors of response across all tumor types and patient subsets. Here, we review the literature with regard to total tumor burden as an important negative correlate of response and explore potential mechanisms to mitigate the local and systemic impact of high tumor burden on immune interventions.



Tumor Burden Impacts Baseline Immunity

The complex immunobiology of the TME is regulated by a number of factors, including tumor cell-intrinsic determinants of immune cell infiltration (8), the tissue in which the tumor is located (9), and the stromal and vasculature content of the tumor [reviewed elsewhere (10, 11)]. Immune cell intrinsic defects also contribute to tumor progression, including T cell exhaustion or tolerization to high avidity tumor antigens (12). This multitude of factors contribute to tumor progression, but preclude mechanistic insight in heterogeneous clinical samples, even across tumors harvested from a single patient (13). Mouse models provide crucial insight into the impact of tumor burden on immune features in the TME by allowing for isolation of the impact of tumor size as a variable regulating immune infiltration and immunotherapy sensitivity. Preclinical data support the clinical findings that large tumors are more immunosuppressive compared to small tumors on both the local and systemic level, directly impacting the ability of the host immune system to effectively mount natural or immunotherapy-induced immune responses.

The immunosuppressive nature of the tumor site is locally enforced via immune cell subsets recruited or induced within the TME. Pro-tumorigenic myeloid derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) mediate T cell suppression through a variety of mechanisms including depletion of arginine, oxidative stress of target cells, and release of the dicarbonyl radical methylglyoxal (14–16). MDSCs have been found to increasingly infiltrate the TME in a murine model of renal adenocarcinoma (RENCA) even as the populations of other immune cells (including T cells and dendritic cells; DCs) decreased (17, 18). Similarly, in a murine model of pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC), MDSCs and tumor-associated macrophages have been shown to increasingly infiltrate the TME as tumors progress (19). The same trends are observed in regulatory T cells (Tregs) in multiple tumor types, concurrent with a decrease or even absence of CD8 T cells, NK cells, and DCs during tumor progression (17, 19–22). These data suggest that targeting suppressive immune cell populations may help convert the TME of large tumors to more closely resemble the immune infiltrate of small tumors, augmenting the impact of immunotherapeutic interventions.

In addition to increased proportions of immunosuppressive cells in the TMEs, the cytokine production in large tumors is also skewed to a more suppressive profile as compared to small tumors. Transforming growth factor-β (TGF-β), a pleiotropic cytokine shown to exert anti-tumor effects in early-stage cancer but tumor-promoting effects in late-stage cancer (23), is amplified in large murine T cell leukemia and RENCA tumors (17, 24). IL-10 and nitric oxide synthase 2 (NOS2) similarly increase as tumors progress (17, 24). This likely reflects progressive increases of MDSCs and Tregs in growing tumors (19–22), as both cell populations are major producers of these suppressive cytokines.

However, not all TMEs follow the same positive correlation between suppressor cell infiltration and increased tumor size. In patients with colorectal cancer, CXCL9 – an IFN-γ inducible chemokine that recruits CD8 T cells – is not differentially expressed according to high or low tumor burden (25). In a mouse model of melanoma, B16 tumors show very little perturbation in the relative frequencies of effector or regulatory T cell subsets as tumors increase in size (17). Similarly, CD8 T cells are actually increased (while Tregs are decreased) in large vs. small tumors in a mouse model of colon carcinoma (17). However, chronic antigen exposure has the potential for tumor-specific T cell deletion, resulting in functional “holes” in the immune cell repertoire, a mechanism first reported in the context of chronic viral infections (26). High avidity T cell interactions also have the potential for deletion, as observed in a mouse model of lymphoma where tumor-specific T cells were rapidly lost in the context of a highly immunogenic tumor antigen when the number of target tumor cells was above a certain threshold (27). The failure of these effector cells in large tumors highlights the contribution of other suppressive mechanisms – beyond those mediated by sheer numbers of suppressive MDSC or Treg populations – in established and progressing tumors.

One such mechanism by which tumors escape T cell-mediated destruction is via negative immune checkpoints including programmed death-1 (PD-1) or cytotoxic T lymphocyte-associated protein 4 (CTLA-4). Ligation of immune checkpoints on T cells drives exhaustion and dysfunction, preventing autoimmunity and immunopathology in the context of extenuating immune activation, but usurped by the tumor to disable anti-tumor immunity. Immune checkpoint ligands such as programmed death ligand 1 (PD-L1) are abundant in the TME of many tumor types, independently of tumor mutation burden (28). Multiple tumor types exhibit increased PD-L1 expression as a direct correlate with tumor size including gastroenteropancreatic neuroendocrine tumors (29), advanced gastric cancer (30), and meningiomas (31). Furthermore, in primary and metastatic melanoma samples, PD-L1 levels are higher in primary and local metastases and lower in distant metastases (32) with similar findings in cutaneous squamous cell carcinoma (33) suggesting that expression of checkpoint ligands may be linked to tumor progression.

The immunosuppressive impacts of bearing a large tumor are often not limited to the local TME. Recently, Allen and colleagues revealed that the presence of a tumor negatively impacts the systemic immune landscape, including a global suppression of T cell responses to tumor-unrelated antigen challenges as a result of increased IL-1 and G-CSF (3). Similarly, conventional dendritic cells responsible for priming CD8+ T cells were found to be systematically and progressively dysregulated in mice bearing PDAC, leading to deficient T cell priming even in the presence of strong tumor neoantigens (34, 35). In murine PDAC, tumor cell-derived G-CSF impaired differentiation of type 1 conventional dendritic cells in the bone marrow and blood (36), and elevated serum levels of the cytokine IL-6 in tumor-bearing mice induced apoptosis of conventional dendritic cells (34). Thus the findings of failed systemic immunity in mice bearing large tumors have come full circle (1), revealing that both local and global suppression of the immune response is heightened in the context of increased tumor burden. Targeting both deficits may provide the signal necessary to drive immune responses in currently treatment-resistant tumor types.



Impact of Tumor Burden on Therapy-Induced Immune Responses

Spontaneous or natural cancer-immunity cycles have failed by the time a tumor is detected in the clinical setting, requiring therapeutic interventions to drive immune-mediated rejection of tumors. ICB has thus far garnered the most success and has shown remarkable clinical benefit in patients with aggressive disease (4), but gene therapy approaches such as chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) T cells have become standard-of-care for some patients with previously incurable malignancies (37), and oncolytic viruses have shown great promise in treatment-refractory brain tumors (38). Integrating knowledge about the impact of tumor burden on the efficacy of these therapies may enhance clinical outcomes.


Immune Checkpoint Blockade

Immune checkpoints such as PD-1/PD-L1 or CTLA-4 are negative regulators of activated T cells. Using monoclonal antibodies (mAbs) to disrupt the ligand/receptor pairing of these immune checkpoint molecules enables tumor-associated T cells to overcome immunosuppression and effectively perform anti-tumor functions (39). ICB has drastically improved clinical outcomes for patients with advanced disease including metastatic melanoma (40–42) and non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) (43–45).

Despite the immense positive impact of ICB in the clinical setting, many patients do not respond, and tumor burden is one metric that negatively correlates with ICB efficacy. Preclinical data reveals that PD-1 blockade is more effective in mice bearing smaller lung squamous cell tumors (22). Similarly, mice with advanced ovarian tumors are more resistant to PD-L1 blockade than mice with earlier stage tumors (21, 46). This negative correlation of tumor size and ICB sensitivity is borne out in patients where total tumor volume is predictive of response to αPD-1 with local or metastatic melanoma (47, 48). In patients with NSCLC, metabolic tumor volume was also a prognostic factor for sensitivity to PD-1 blockade in both retrospective and prospective studies (22, 49). Furthermore, dual ICB, which targets both PD-1 and CTLA-4 at the same time, has shown greater efficacy than single ICB in patients with metastatic NSCLC and melanoma (40, 43), and is more effective in melanoma patients with smaller baseline tumor diameters (50). Despite the plethora of studies correlating tumor size and ICB outcomes, the threshold of tumor burden at which ICB efficacy is reduced has not been defined. Given this, a dynamic metric, such as the ratio of proliferating T cells specifically reinvigorated by anti-PD-1 compared to the total tumor burden (51) may be the best approach for identifying patients that are resistant to ICB and would benefit from additional therapeutic interventions.



T Cell Costimulation

In contrast to alleviating suppressive signals via ICB, direct co-stimulation of T cells using mAbs targeting molecules such as OX40 and 4-1BB has also been explored. OX40 is a member of the TNF receptor superfamily expressed by activated T cells, and agonistic OX40 mAbs have direct stimulatory activities on effector T cells with the benefit of inhibiting Treg function in the tumor site, showing early promise in clinical trials (52). Preclinical studies reveal that small MCA205 fibrosarcoma tumors and CT26 colon carcinomas are sensitive to OX40 agonism as a single agent, but larger tumors (50–120 mm2) require the addition of transforming growth factor-β (TGF-β) receptor antagonists to further reduce immune suppression (53). Similar to OX40, 4-1BB is a co-stimulatory receptor expressed on T cells and antigen-presenting cells, and 4-1BB agonists enhance the anti-tumor effector functions of cytotoxic T cells (54). In preclinical studies using an MC38 colon carcinoma model, 4-1BB agonist therapy had little impact on tumor progression when administered early (less than 48 h after tumor implantation), while the combination of 4-1BB and anti-CTLA-4 together was effective even in established tumors (14 days after implantation) (55). However, this approach failed in B16 melanoma tumors (55), suggesting that the unique tumor microenvironment, in addition to tumor size, dictates therapeutic efficacy.



Cancer Vaccines and Oncolytic Viruses

In contrast to ICB, where T cells are indiscriminately “rescued” from exhaustion regardless of antigen specificity, cancer vaccines aim to induce a tumor-specific adaptive immune response through delivery of whole tumor cells or tumor-derived antigens (56). Preclinical mouse models reveal cancer vaccine platforms are efficacious in small, but not large, tumors (21, 57). Coupling a bacteria Type II secretion protein with the model antigen ovalbumin (OVA), Binder and colleagues show that tumor rejection cannot be fully rescued in late stage B16 melanoma tumors, even with a strong OVA-specific CD8 T cell response (57). Similarly, two reports using killed tumor cells to vaccinate tumor-bearing mice find that late stage ovarian cancer or mammary tumors cannot be controlled, even with the addition of costimulatory or ICB mAbs (21, 58). These reports highlight the existence of a threshold of tumor burden below which the tumors are sensitive to immunotherapy, but above which the tumors are highly resistant.

Oncolytic vaccines offer the ability to prime T cell responses against tumor antigens via robust stimulation of the innate immune system. However, an adenovirus vaccine encoding tumor-specific somatic mutations (Gad-CT26-31) that works prophylactically or as a very early therapeutic intervention for small CT26 colon carcinomas was insufficient to eradicate large (>70mm3) established tumors (59). Similarly, a HPV vaccine resulted in the cures of small herpes poliovirus (HPV)-expressing TC-1 tumors whereas large tumors were more resistant, failing to achieve complete clearance (60). The inverse relationship between the success of viral vaccines or oncolytic viruses and high tumor burden holds true for patients with melanoma: treatment with the oncolytic virus talimogene laherparepvec, or T-VEC (which drives tumor cell killing and in situ priming against tumor antigens via cytokine release), results in better outcomes if tumor burden is low at the start of therapy (61). However, rational pairing of oncolytic viruses with ICB may hold promise: PD-1 blockade rescued anti-tumor immunity in mice bearing large tumors in both colon cancer and HPV models (59, 60). The potential beneficial impact of oncolytic viruses for diseases such as glioblastoma highlight the need to better understand the TME, to optimally pair treatment modalities for improved outcomes.



Direct Antigen-Presenting Cell Activation

Cancer vaccines are often utilizing ex vivo DC activation, or in vivo innate immune sensors for activation of antigen presenting cells (APCs) to improve T cell priming, with the underlying hypothesis that insufficient T cell priming is one reason for the failure of ICB or co-stimulation mAbs to “rescue” T cell responses in the TME (62). However, direct activation of APCs such as by using an agonist CD40 mAb is another option for driving newly primed T cell responses against tumors. Ligation of CD40, expressed on APCs, promotes the rapid licensing and maturation of dendritic cells and other APC subsets independently of CD4 T cell help (the natural source of CD40 ligand) (63–65) normally provided upstream of immune checkpoint expression. We have shown that CD40 stimulation drives T cell immunity in a genetically engineered mouse model of PDAC when used in combination with chemotherapy (66), ICB (67), or combinations of chemotherapy and radiotherapy with ICB (68, 69), and there are promising data from a clinical trial in patients with metastatic PDA receiving agonistic CD40 in combination with chemotherapy (70). To assess the impact of tumor size in response to agonistic CD40 mAb therapy, we segregated tumor-bearing mice from previous studies according to therapeutic response and assessed the baseline tumor size in each group (66, 67). As shown in Figure 1, mice that responded to anti-CD40 in combination with chemotherapy (gemcitabine, Gem; and nab-paclitaxel, nP) or dual ICB had smaller baseline tumors than mice that were resistant to treatment. Mice with smaller tumors also survived longer in both treatment cohorts, although treatment with CD40/ICB resulted in slightly larger tumors responding to therapy as compared to mice treated with chemotherapy and CD40, supporting findings in cancer vaccine studies where a multi-pronged approach is more effective. Thus, non-redundant methods of stimulation T cell priming—directly via costimulatory mAbs, or via activation of APCs via CD40 mAb—still reveal the baseline tumor size as a major determinant of response.




Figure 1 | Efficacy of tumor rejection after combination treatment with agonistic CD40 antibody correlates with tumor size. Graphs from studies reported in (66) (A) and (67) (B), reported here stratified by tumor response (defined as cured of primary tumor; scatter plots) or baseline tumor size (survival curves). Briefly, C57Bl/6 mice were implanted subcutaneously with 2.5x105 4,662 pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) cell lines and treated with (A) agonistic CD40 (αCD40) in combination with chemotherapy (gemcitabine, Gem; and nab-paclitaxel, nP) as described in (66), or treated with (B) αCD40 in combination with αPD-1 and αCTLA-4 (ICB) as reported in (67). Each symbol represents a single mouse, horizontal lines indicate mean (also denoted below graph), and error bars indicate standard deviation. **** indicates p value < 0.0001 and * p < 0.05 as determined by an unpaired t test. For survival curves analysis was performed using log-rank test with indicated p values, HR indicates Hazard Ratio according to the size cutoff of 50mm3, calculated using log-rank. Analyses were performed using Graphpad Prism.





Adoptive and CAR T Cell Therapies

Given the systemic inhibition of immune responses in the presence of large tumors, adoptive cell therapy (ACT) is an appealing therapeutic option that bypasses the requirement for in vivo T cell priming or reactivation. Tumor-specific T cells are enriched via ex vivo expansion and activation before reinjection into the patient, and ACT of tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) has shown promise in metastatic melanoma (71, 72). However, tumor burden presents an issue even with antigen specific T cell therapies, as shown in a mouse model of lymphoma where ACT is effective only against small tumors (27). In large tumors, the authors found functional impairment and rapid deletion of the transferred CD8+ T cells, which was reversed via pretreatment with chemotherapy to reduce tumor size (27). Similar observations were made in a mouse model of sarcoma, where small tumors regressed after ACT, but large tumors on the contralateral flank did not (73). Recent studies show that the impairment and deletion of ACTs observed in large (but not small) tumors is reflective of suppressive local TME, as T cell affinity and expression of the tumor specific antigen was similar in both tumor sizes (74).

In addition to TILs, genetically modified T cells can also be used for ACT, including CAR T cells, where success has been made in many hematological malignancies, but solid tumors remain a more difficult problem (37). Hematological cancers such as acute lymphoblastic leukemia have a direct correlation between total tumor burden and response to CD19 CAR T cell treatment (75). In a mouse model of hepatocellular carcinomas, CAR T cells targeting glypican 3 were sufficient to drive regressions of small tumors but had no effect on large tumors, which was reversed upon the addition of sorafenib as a result of increased IL-12 production from intratumoral macrophages (76). In contrast, CAR T cells targeting glypican 1 were sufficient to drive tumor regressions in both large and small murine colorectal tumors (77). Thus the local TME can impact treatment efficacy (and can be targeted with rational therapeutic combinations) but the systemic impact on the immune response as a result of bearing large tumors is a significant barrier to treatment outcomes.




Strategies to Reduce Tumor-Burden Associated Impacts on Immunity

Given that large tumors are more resistant to immunotherapy and harbor greater populations of suppressive cells, targeting tumor burden-associated alterations in the tumor microenvironment may exert therapeutic effects. Here, we briefly cover two major categories of approaches that may improve immune responses against tumors: directly reducing tumor size and modulating the tumor immune microenvironment.


Traditional Interventions


Surgery

Tumor resection is the oldest method of treating cancer, and one of the original methods of restoring defective tumor surveillance in mouse models (1). The use of tumor resection prior to administration of immunotherapy improves control of tumor growth in multiple mouse models (3, 22, 78). This “resetting” of the immune response has been linked to the alleviation of immune suppression by tumor-derived IL-1 and granulocyte colony-stimulating factor (G-CSF) and could be phenocopied by mAb blockade of either cytokine (3). However, the trauma of surgical resection and the ensuing wound-healing process can lead to the outgrowth of otherwise immune-controlled metastases (79–81), which can be reversed by neoadjuvant administration of immunotherapies in some settings (81, 82). For example, patients with metastatic renal cell cancer benefited when surgery was combined with IFNα-2b treatment, resulting in a three-month increase in median survival with combination treatment compared to IFN treatment alone (83). In addition to immunotherapies, anti-inflammatory medication also prevents surgery-induced outgrowth of metastases by reducing the proportion of suppressive tumor-associated macrophages (82). Thus, surgical resection with careful management of the immunosuppressive wound-healing process could be considered prior to adjuvant immunotherapy.



Chemotherapy

Cytotoxic chemotherapy is another viable strategy to reduce tumor size that has been employed in the clinic for decades. Moreover, some chemotherapy regimens drive immunogenic cell death of tumor cells, leading to release of tumor antigens that can be presented by APCs to prime cytotoxic T cells (84). In this way, chemotherapy can exert both a local anti-tumor effect as well as systemic positive pressure on the immune system; these two outcomes are not mutually exclusive but highly interdependent. For example, a pre-clinical study showed that administering a low dose of the chemotherapy cyclophosphamide (CTX) one day before ACT of tumor-specific CD8 T cells is effective in reducing tumor burden and thereby prevents deletion of the transferred CD8 T cells in a murine lymphoma model (27). In the clinic, combination chemo-immunotherapy regimens have shown increased efficacy over chemotherapy alone in patients with advanced NSCLC (44) and metastatic melanoma (85).

However, given the cytotoxic nature of chemotherapy on any proliferating cell including T cells (86, 87), the impact of combination chemo-immunotherapy has variable results. The use of CTX followed by αCTLA-4 resulted in significant tumor regressions in a mouse model of colon cancer, while reversing the order resulted in apoptosis of tumor-reactive T cells (88), and we and others have observed similar detrimental impacts on sequencing gemcitabine with αCD40 in a mouse model of PDAC (89, 90). Furthermore, we have reported that the addition of the chemotherapy to agonistic CD40 and dual ICB significantly reduced the long-term survival of tumor bearing mice compared to immunotherapy alone (67). These findings suggest that chemotherapy, while important to restrain tumor growth, may not synergize with some types of immunotherapy. Additional investigations are necessary to determine optimal sequencing strategies such that chemotherapy can be employed to shrink large tumors without negatively impacting a developing immune response.



Radiation Therapy

Radiotherapy delivers high-energy rays directly to tumor sites as a form of curative control locally at the tumor, and the resultant abscopal effect can be beneficial for immune responses. The administration of radiation treatment completely ablates the tumor and surrounding stroma, effectively debulking the tumors. The immune impact is therefore complex—immune suppression may be alleviated by the eradication of the local tumor, while increased tumor cell death enhances systemic anti-tumor T cell response by generating novel tumor antigens presented on major histocompatibility complex (MHC)-I (91). In preclinical and clinical studies, the addition of radiotherapy to immunotherapy treatments such as ICB (92–94) and/or αCD40 (68) significantly improved immune response and survival. Mechanistically, radiation can upregulate expression of neoantigens (94), diversify the T cell repertoire (92), and enhance antigen presentation and co-stimulation on dendritic cells (68). Thus, in contrast to the detrimental immune impact of chemotherapy, radiation may promote immune cell activation while reducing tumor burden as a rational therapy partner for many immunotherapies.





Simulating a “Small” Immune Microenvironment


Physical Barriers to Immune Infiltration

Some of the highest hurdles for immune cell infiltration of the TME are the physical barriers of entry to the tumor site. Large tumors have reduced vascularization which creates regions of hypoxia that are particularly prominent in large tumors (95, 96), but reduced vascularization also compromises the delivery of a number of different types of therapies into the TME itself (97). This is further compromised when the TME is highly fibrotic, as is the case with PDAC and reviewed elsewhere in greater detail (98). While several mechanisms to target the stroma, such as inhibition of fibroblast activation protein (99), inhibition of Hedgehog signaling (100), or the use of chemotherapeutic agents such as nab-paclitaxel (101–103) have been devised, immune therapies can also be modified to overcome this barrier. For example, Maute et al. engineered a PD-1 ectodomain capable of blocking PD-1:PD-L1 interactions that is an order of magnitude smaller than anti-PDL1, and able to more effectively penetrate the TME (104). As a result, the PD-1 ectodomain was more effective against both large (150 mm3) and small (50 mm3) mouse CT26 colon carcinomas as compared to anti-PD-L1, which was only effective against small tumors (104). Thus, designing drugs with a higher degree of tumor penetration is a feasible approach for improved delivery of some immunotherapies.



Overcoming Tumor-Associated Suppressive Cells

As discussed in Part I, the proportions of suppressive cell populations such as MDSCs are increased in large and progressing tumors. Blocking MDSC recruitment to or activity in the TME renders the tumor sensitive to immunotherapy [reviewed in depth elsewhere (105)]. We and others have shown that MDSCs are rapidly recruited to the PDAC TME via multiple chemokine and cytokine axes including CXCR2 (8, 106, 107), GM-CSF (108, 109), and G-CSF (8). Perturbation of these pathways reduces MDSC recruitment to the tumor site (8, 107, 108), increases CD8 T cells in the TME (8, 107, 108), and converts the tumor to immunotherapy-sensitive (8). MDSC reduction can be achieved via depletion, using CD33-specific immunotoxin Gemtuzumab ozogamicin (110) or ADH-503, a small-molecule agonist for CD11b (111), while the immunosuppressive activity of MDSCs can be blunted using anti-TIGIT (112) or CD73 blockade (113).

Tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs) play a similarly suppressive role in the TME and can also be targeted using depletion strategies. Colony-stimulating factor-1 (CSF-1), a key regulator of macrophage differentiation, can be blocked via CSF-1R mAb or antagonists, resulting in a sensitization of the TME to immune cell killing (114). Skewing TAMs to an anti-tumor functional profile also reduces the immunosuppression in hosts bearing large tumors. For example, pharmacological inhibition of PI3K-γ, which is highly expressed on myeloid cells, shifted TAMs from a M2-like immunosuppressive phenotype to an inflammatory M1-like phenotype in the murine 4T1 mammary carcinoma and B16 melanoma models (115). Paradoxically, reducing TAMs can result in a compensatory increase of MDSCs (116, 117). However, this effect can be overcome by blocking both TAMs and gMDSCs, which augments the efficacy of PD-1 blockade in a mouse model of cholangiocarcinoma (116) and bolsters chemotherapy in a mouse model of PDAC (117). The suppressive myeloid and macrophages subsets in the TME are thus a major immune cell barrier that must be overcome to generate effective anti-tumor responses.

Suppression in the TME is also closely regulated by Tregs, including both natural Tregs and tumor-induced Tregs. Selective depletion of Tregs by αCD25 shows promise in preclinical tumor-bearing animal models [reviewed in (118)], but can have unintended consequences of deleting effector CD25+ CD4 T cells. While effector CD4 T cell depletion does not negatively impact all immunotherapies (119), there is a growing appreciation of the contributions of CD4 T cells in mediating anti-tumor responses (67, 120–122). Some data suggest that αCTLA-4 specifically depletes CTLA-4+ Tregs in mouse models (123), but not in patients (124). Similarly, targeting glucocorticoid-induced TNFR family related protein (GITR) via agonistic antibody has also been shown to deplete Tregs in mouse models (125), while agonistic CD40 administration results in a drastic reduction in Tregs in the murine PDAC TME (66). These findings support targeting Tregs as well as other suppressive cell populations in the large TME to render the ratio of effector cell to suppressive cell more in alignment with ratios found in small tumor sites.



Stimulating Immune Responses

In contrast to removing suppression, many immunotherapies specifically aim to promote immune activation and, to a certain extent, inflammation. The stimulation of innate immune signaling pathways is the original immunotherapy approach, used by William Coley in the early 1900s. “Coley’s Toxins” included a mix of bacterial products that he applied to the tumor lesions of patients, and he observed striking tumor regressions (126). Over the next century, immunologists deconstructed the immune response, resulting in the identification of cell types, receptors, and ligands that can be utilized to mount immune reactions.

Toll-like receptors (TLRs) are canonical pattern recognition receptors, and ligation by toll-like agonists stimulate the innate immune sensing pathways. In the context of the cancer-immunity cycle, providing TLR agonists licenses APCs to enhance antigen presentation and production of inflammatory cytokines (127). TLR agonists have significant anti-tumor roles by driving polarization of TAMs toward an anti-tumor, pro-inflammatory M1 phenotype (128). This conversion of TAMs to an M1 phenotype renders the TME more permissive to downstream activation of CD8+ T cells and infiltration to the tumor site naturally or via orthogonal combinations (129). Furthermore, TLR2 agonists alleviate the immunosuppression mediated by Tregs by reprogramming the Tregs to effector Th17 cells (130).

Despite these positive changes in the TME after TLR agonist administration, there are some tumor cells that express—and are activated—by TLR ligation (127, 131), which promotes tumor growth and chemoresistance in TLR7/TLR8 overexpressing human pancreatic cancer cells (132) and production of immunosuppressive cytokines (TGF-β, vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), IL-8) and resistance to apoptosis in human lung cancer cells (133). Implementation of TLR agonists may therefore have a number of benefits to reducing tumor suppression, but the type of TLR stimulated and the downstream impact may be regulated by the immunobiology of a specific TME.

A second class of innate immune sensor stimulation bypasses the binding of TLRs and instead directly stimulates the cyclic GMP-AMP synthase (cGAS) - stimulator of IFN genes (STING) pathway, which is triggered in the presence of cytosolic DNA (134). Activation of the cGAS-STING pathway in cancer cells leads to secretion of pro-inflammatory molecules that attract immune cells and restrict tumorigenesis (135, 136). Furthermore, tumor-cell derived DNA is transferred to APCs, activating the cGAS-STING pathway and production of type I interferons, leading to improved CD8 T cell priming (137, 138). STING activation has also been shown to act on tumor endothelial cells, leading to potent production of type I IFNs (139), further enhancing the anti-tumor response. STING agonists therefore offer an effective method of increasing CD8 T cell infiltration in the TME of large tumors, and have the potential to synergize in combination with a number of treatment modalities including ICB (140), VEGF receptor 2 blockade (141), and chemotherapy (142).

The TLR and STING agonist pathways are dependent downstream on signaling via type I IFNs. In contrast, CD40 stimulation bypasses the use of innate immune sensors and Type I IFN signaling, thus presenting an alternate bridge between innate and adaptive immunity (66, 67). Agonistic CD40 can drive the priming of a robust anti-tumor T cell response dependent on IFN-γ and Batf3 expression (8, 66, 67), while CD40 ligation on TAMs drives a tumoricidal response that depletes the stroma in the TME (143). As such CD40 activation is an important mechanism of increasing effector T cell trafficking to immunologically cold tumors, a finding that can be extended to treatment of large tumors that harbor more immunosuppressive cells and fewer effector immune cells.



Oncolytic Viruses

Oncolytic viruses (OVs), originally designed to specifically kill tumor cells, have more recently been utilized as potent activators of local and systemic immune responses. OVs drive tumor cell death, resulting in the release of inflammatory signals (cell stress danger-associated molecular patterns or DAMPS) and the liberation of tumor-associated antigens to promote anti-tumor immunity. Most recently, clinical trials in patients with brain tumors have shown promising results using OVs (144), such as PVSRIPO (a modified poliovirus OV) in patients with glioblastoma, where some patients have shown complete and durable remissions (145). Future investigations into combinatorial approaches may further enhance the outcomes of OVs in tumors and help delineate which patients with brain tumors may require additional resections vs. orthogonal treatment combinations.

The immunostimulatory impacts of OVs can also be modulated by “cytokine-arming,” whereby the virus also contains a cytokine payload that re-educates, recruits, or stimulates immune cells locally in the TME [reviewed in (146)]. One highly successful example of a cytokine-armed OV is T-VEC, which selectively targets tumor cells while also producing GM-CSF (147). Mechanistically, T-VEC modulates the TME by activating and attracting tumor-specific CD8 T cells (148) via tumor cell lysis (resulting in the liberation of tumor antigens and DAMPs) and the recruitment of DCs [reviewed in (149)]. T-VEC has shown remarkable efficacy in clinical trials for patients with advanced melanoma both as monotherapy (150) and in combination with anti-CTLA-4 (151, 152). OVs thus have the potential to specifically target tumor cells for destruction while delivering a payload that promotes immune activation, a multi-pronged approach that may be ideal for large tumors that are otherwise not amenable to traditional tumor debulking approaches.



Tumor Cell Intrinsic Mechanisms of Immune Regulation

In addition to contributing to aberrant tumor cell growth, oncogenic signaling pathways have the potential to regulate immune responses within the TME, suggesting that precision medicine in combination with immunotherapy should be explored for improved outcomes. For example, the Wnt/β-catenin signaling in a mouse model of melanoma hindered T-cell infiltration and established an immune “cold” TME by downregulating the expression of the chemokine CCL4 (153). Targeting the gene encoding β-catenin via RNA interference synergizes with dual ICB in a mouse model of breast cancer mice and results in complete tumor regressions (154), and small molecule inhibitors of Wnt signaling are being explored for potential application in tumor-bearing hosts (155). Similarly, we found increased expression of MYC in immune “cold” tumors, resulting in increased CXCL1 production and MDSC recruitment concomitant with a lack of T cells in the TME (8). JQ1 is a small molecule that binds competitively to bromodomains and inhibits MYC gene transcription by displacing bromodomain 4 (BRD4) (156), and has the added benefit of reducing PD-L1 expression by tumor cells and APCs (157) while also directly promoting T cell persistence and effector functions in the TME (157, 158). Although JQ1 shows promise in driving tumor responses when used in combination with ACT and ICB (158, 159), it has also been shown to activate and promote tumor invasion and metastasis pathways in mouse models of prostate cancer (160), suggesting further investigation is necessary for optimal application in the clinical setting.

There has been significant effort to develop effective inhibitors against the mitogen-activated protein kinase (MAPK) signaling pathway, given that it is one of the most commonly mutated pathways across all types of cancer (161). RAS proteins are activated upstream of MAPK and direct the establishment of the immunosuppressive TME via GM-CSF production (108) and upregulation of PD-L1 (162), but have proved difficult to target [reviewed elsewhere in detail (163)]. Interestingly, using ACT of T cells specific for an MHC I epitope derived from mutated Kras controlled tumor growth in a patient with metastatic colorectal cancer (164) and is being further investigated preclinically (165) and via Kras-directed cancer vaccine trials (163). Recently, the clinical development of Sotorasib, an inhibitor to mutant G12C KRAS, has yielding promising results in a phase I clinical study performed on patients with advanced solid tumors harboring the KRAS p.G12C mutation (166). It has also been shown to increase T cell, dendritic cell, and macrophage infiltration into the tumor site of CT26 KRAS G12C colon carcinoma-bearing mice, either alone or in combination with anti-PD-1 therapy (167). However, it is likely that tumor burden will continue to be a major barrier to these approaches as discussed above, and thus targeting RAS via immune-mediated mechanisms may require combinatorial approaches for optimal outcomes.

Targeting proteins downstream of RAS in the MAPK pathway has been more successful. BRAFV600E is one of the most common mutations, and a class of RAF monomer inhibitors specifically target this mutation to block mutant BRAF signaling (161). Vemurafenib is one such small molecule and administration significantly enhanced the survival of patients with metastatic melanoma harboring the BRAFV600E mutation (168). Critically, vemurafenib directly alters immune-associated features of malignant cells, such that blocking mutant BRAF signaling results in the reduction of suppressive cytokine production and increased MHC expression by tumor cells (169). This alters the local TME, resulting in decreased recruitment and survival of suppressive MDSCs (170) and Tregs (20), with a concomitant increase in MHC expression of melanocyte differentiation antigens [known targets of the endogenous T cell response against melanoma (171)] and with some BRAFi, T cell infiltration in to the TME (172). Thus BRAF inhibition controls tumor progression while also altering the tumor site toward a “small” TME, suggesting combination with other immune interventions may be highly effective.

Similar to BRAFi, mitogen/extracellular signal regulated kinase (MEK) inhibition controls tumor progression, but has been shown to negatively impact T cell priming and proliferation in vitro and in lymph nodes (173). However, MEKi appears to have a negligible negative impact on the local immune response against the tumor when administered in vivo (173). Indeed, MEKi increases infiltration of antigen-specific CD8 T cells into CT26 colon carcinoma tumors and protects intratumoral T cells from TCR-driven exhaustive apoptosis (174). These findings support the rational combination of MEKi with ICB, and accordingly, MEKi augments PD-1 or PD-LI blockade in mouse models of colon carcinoma and melanoma (174–176).

Despite the positive immune impacts of inhibiting mutant BRAF or MEK, many patients still progress after a period of tumor control, leading to the combination of BRAF/MAPKi in the clinical setting (177). This combination rendered tumors more sensitive to ICB, and adding PD-1 blockade further potentiated BRAF/MEKi in a mouse model of melanoma (178), and has been translated to the clinic for patients with mutant BRAF (179). Given the potential negative impact of MEKi on T cell priming in tumor-draining lymph nodes, rational immunotherapy combinations are crucial – e.g., pairing with CD40 stimulation may not be ideal while ICB or certain types of ACT may work very well with MEKi and these early combination trials are very promising.



Epigenomic Modifiers

Abnormal gene expression is a hallmark of cancer progression, and histone deacetylases (HDAC), which regulate chromatin remodeling, are aberrantly expressed in many cancer types. HDACi results in cytostatic or cytotoxic effects on tumor cells, but this approach has been more effective in hematological malignancies than in solid tumors when used as a monotherapy or combined with other drugs including chemotherapy, reviewed by Suraweera and colleagues (180). Despite this, HDACi does reverse some of the gene repression found in tumor cells, thereby increasing expression of MHC and costimulatory molecules for both T and NK cells on tumor cells in the TME (181). In addition to tumor cell intrinsic effects, HDACi can also have direct effects on lymphocytes in the TME, similar to MEKi. Here the data are somewhat contradictory, as HDACi has differential impacts on T cell subsets, alternatively promoting IFN-γ production (182) and survival (183), while also restraining proliferation and cytotoxic functions in vitro (184). Importantly, tumor-associated Tregs are sensitive to Class I HDACi, with reductions in frequencies and suppressive function in a dose-dependent manner in a mouse model of renal cell carcinoma or prostate cancer (185). The impact of HDACi on APC subsets in the TME remains less clear, with some TAM subsets becoming less suppressive, other subsets acquiring an alternatively activated phenotype and DCs losing licensing and activation markers (181). These studies support the use of HDACi to help remodel the TME and associated immune response, but preclinical modeling will be crucial to elucidate the impact of HDACi on the initiation and maintenance of tumor immunity.



Autophagy Inhibition

Autophagy is a mechanism by which cancer cells (and other cell types) degrade intracellular organelles as a source of nutrients under both basal and stress-induced conditions (186). Two FDA-approved drugs developed to treat malaria – chloroquine (CQ) and hydroxychloroquine (HCQ) – have been used extensively in the clinical setting but are also potent autophagy inhibitors. Initial in vitro studies revealed a cytotoxic impact after blocking autophagy in cancer cells and the first clinical trial was run in glioblastoma where patient survival was significantly extended when CQ was combined with radiation and chemotherapy (187), and CQ or HCQ have now been studied in the context of a number of different tumor types with somewhat variable results (186). In a mouse model of pancreatic cancer, a recent study highlighted the autophagy-mediated downregulation of MHC expression by tumor cells, which was reversible upon autophagy inhibition (188). Combining CQ with dual ICB drove potent tumor regressions and responses (188), revealing autophagy as a determinant of tumor cell immunogenicity. While this alone helps skew the TME toward a “small” TME phenotype with increased T cell infiltration (188), the benefits of systemic autophagy inhibition are much broader (186). CD8 T cells display enhanced anti-tumor effector function (189), while DCs upregulate MHC I expression after autophagy inhibition. However, tumor-intrinsic autophagy may be required for chemotherapy-induced tumor cell death, which can be a potent immune stimulator (190), highlighting the need for preclinical investigations to identify rational therapeutic partners for autophagy inhibition and successful immune responses against cancer.




Concluding Remarks

Clinical and pre-clinical data indicate that tumor burden negatively correlates with response to a range of immunotherapies that include ICB, adoptive T cell therapy, and activation of antigen-presenting cells. Mechanistically, large tumors exert greater local and systemic changes to the immune system, and harbor more immunosuppressive cells and molecules that dampen antitumor activity. Many of the alterations locally and systemically reflect a more immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment; however, integrating this within the context of tumor burden may help stratify patients for optimally designed combination therapy approaches. Targeting features of the “large” TME can skew the immune microenvironment more toward phenotype of a “small” TME, rendering the tumor more sensitive to immunotherapeutic interventions as highlighted in Figure 2. A patient presenting with a large tumor burden that is amenable to debulking or size reduction to help alleviate system immunosuppression may require one approach, while a patient presenting with a relatively small but highly immunosuppressive tumor may require an entirely different therapeutic intervention. Small tumors that display an immunosupportive phenotype and are, at baseline, more amenable to immune interventions may require less invasive treatments than large tumors of the same type. Further studies interrogating the impact of bearing a large vs. small tumor are warranted, including investigations into the systemic impact on the immune response, the spatio-temporal localization of immune cell subsets within the TME as tumors progress, and opportunities to harness precision medicine with personalized immunotherapies. These investigations may reveal novel combinations of interventions that have the greatest impact on therapeutic outcome for patients with the greatest unmet clinical need.




Figure 2 | Strategies for skewing immune aspects of the large tumor microenvironment to a small tumor microenvironment. Representative cell populations frequencies found in large or small tumor microenvironments (TMEs) are shown (cell identities labeled on figure according to colors as shown). Strategies to target the TME are listed under cell populations known to response to specific interventions, with the outcomes indicated by an arrow or an inhibitory symbol.
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Increasing evidence has indicated that current tumor-node-metastasis (TNM) stage alone cannot predict prognosis and adjuvant chemotherapy benefits accurately for stages II and III gastric cancer (GC) patients after surgery. In order to improve the predictive ability of survival and adjuvant chemotherapy benefits of GC patients after surgery, this study aimed to establish an immune signature based on the composition of infiltrating immune cells. Twenty-eight types of immune cell fractions were evaluated based on the expression profiles of GC patients from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database using single-sample gene set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA). The immunoscore (IS) was constructed using a least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) Cox regression model. Through the LASSO model, an IS classifier consisting of eight immune cells was constructed. Significant difference was found between high-IS and low-IS groups in the training cohort in disease-free survival (DFS, P < 0.0001) and overall survival (OS, P < 0.0001). Multivariate analysis showed that the IS classifier was an independent prognostic indicator. Moreover, a combination of IS and TNM stage exhibited better prognostic value than TNM stage alone. Further analysis demonstrated that low-IS patients who had more tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes had better response to adjuvant chemotherapy. More importantly, we found that patients with high-IS were more likely to benefit from a Xeloda plus cisplatin regimen after surgery. Finally, we established two nomograms to screen the stage II and III GC patients who benefitted from adjuvant chemotherapy after surgery. The combination of IS classifier and TNM stage could predict DFS and OS of GC patients. The IS model has been proven as a promising tool that can be used to identify the patients with stages II and III GC who may benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy.
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Introduction

Gastric cancer (GC) is the fifth most common malignant cancer and the third leading cause of cancer-related deaths around the world (1). Although treatments for GC have improved rapidly, for patients with resectable GC, as stage I, II, and partial III GC, surgical resection is the preferred treatment. As the rates of recurrence for GC patients following surgery range from 25% to 40% (2–5), adjuvant chemotherapy is important; however, much research has revealed variations in clinical outcomes in patients with similar treatments at the same TNM stage (5, 6), indicating the insufficient clinical information provided by TNM stage which is the most useful staging system for cancers in clinical practice (7–9). Although several studies have developed models to reinforce the prognostic ability of TNM stage (10, 11), most of which are established with the expression of proteins in cancer cells detected by immunohistochemistry based on the OS of patients (11, 12), ignoring the effects of tumor microenvironment (TME) and DFS.

The concept, immunoscore (IS), was proposed for use in analysis of colon cancer at the first time, consisting of two markers of cytotoxic and memory T cells (13). Consequently, studies have reported that the scores assessed by immune cell markers could predict recurrence, DFS and OS of patients with stage I-IV colon cancer (14, 15). Moreover, a recent investigation demonstrated the predictive value of IS in oxaliplatin-based adjuvant chemotherapy. The International Duration Evaluation of Adjuvant Therapy (IDEA) France cohort study showed that 3-year DFS rates of patients who received mFOLFOX6 for 6 months were not dramatically superior to those treated for 3 months (72% vs. 76%; HR, 1.44; 95% CI, 1.14–1.82) (16), however, a follow-up study on IS, consisting of CD3 and CD8, revealed that patients whose tumor had been infiltrated by more lymphocytes (IS-Intermediate+ High) benefited more from 6 months of oxaliplatin-based adjuvant chemotherapy compared with those treated with 3 months of adjuvant chemotherapy (HR, 0.528; 95% CI, 0.372-0.750; P = 0.0004), indicating that tumor-infiltrating immune cells (TIICs) have critical effects on DFS and adjuvant chemosensitivity in cancers (17).

Like colon cancer, adjuvant chemotherapy has been verified to improve DFS and OS compared with surgery alone in GC in many studies (5, 18–20). Results of CLASSIC trial showed that the 5-year DFS in adjuvant chemotherapy group was 68% versus 53% in the observation group though the median OS was only a moderate benefit of 9% (5), indicating that adjuvant chemotherapy could significantly improve DFS of GC patients; however, subgroup analysis of the Adjuvant Chemotherapy Trial of TS-1 Gastric Cancer (ACTS-GC) revealed that adjuvant chemotherapy did not improve OS in stage III patients compared with observation alone, but conversely increased adverse effects (21). Therefore, it is necessary to improve patient selection for adjuvant chemotherapy and outcome prediction for individual treatment. Recent studies have developed models with protein markers in GC cells detected by immunohistochemistry (10, 22). However, in these studies, tumor microenvironment (TME) was ignored, which plays a critical role during tumorigenesis, progression, and therapeutic efficacy (23–25).

In this study, we described the landscape of 28 immune cells in GC applying ssGSEA and established a novel immune cells-based model using LASSO Cox regression, IS, to predict DFS and OS in patients after surgery. Moreover, the model could select the patients who might benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy. To apply the IS classifier to clinical practice, we constructed two nomograms to screen benefit population for adjuvant chemotherapy with accurate clinicopathological risk factors.



Materials and Methods


Patients Selection and Data Collection

Microarray dataset GSE62254, used as a training cohort for its complete clinicopathological and survival information, was downloaded from GEO database (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/). GSE26253 dataset, which included 432 GC patients with complete survival information, was used as a testing cohort. The inclusion and exclusion criteria were exhibited in Figure 1. The patients diagnosed as IV stage after surgery were filtered by the criteria since DFS was the main endpoint in this study.




Figure 1 | The flowchart through the identification procedure and analyses. LASSO least absolute shrinkage and selection operator.





Estimation of Immune Cell Type Fractions

Gene expression profiles of GSE62254 and GSE26253 datasets downloaded from GEO database were analyzed by ssGSEA, which classifies gene sets with common physiological regulation, chromosomal localization and biological functions (26). Gene markers of 28 immune cells [activated CD4+ T cells (CD4+ Ta), activated CD8+ T cells (CD8+ Ta), activated dendritic cells (aDC), CD56bright natural killer cells (CD56+ NK), CD56dim natural killer cells (CD56− NK), activated B cells (Ba), central memory CD4+ T cells (CD4+ Tcm), central memory CD8+ T cells (CD8+ Tcm), effector memory CD4+ T cells (CD4+ Tem), effector memory CD8+ T cells (CD8+ Tem), eosinophils, gamma delta T cells (γδT), immature B cells (Bi), immature dendritic cells (DCi), mast cells, myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSC), memory B cells (Bm), monocytes, natural killer cells (NK), natural killer T cells (NK T), neutrophils, plasmacytoid dendritic cells (pDC), macrophages, regulatory T cells (Tregs), follicular helper T cells (Tfh), type-1 T helper cells (Th1), type-17 T helper cells (Th17), and type-2 T helper cells (Th2)] were obtained from a previous study (27). On the basis of the expression of these markers, the infiltration levels of immune cell types were quantified by ssGSEA in the R package GSVA (28).



The Construction of Immunoscore Using LASSO Algorithm

To select the most useful prognostic immune cells, the “glmnet” package in R was utilized to perform the COX regression analysis with LASSO algorithm (29). Eight immune cells were selected from candidate cells by LASSO algorithm, where the data were subsampled and the tuning parameters were determined according to the expected generalization error estimated from 10-fold cross-validation. The optimal cut-off values were evaluated based on the association between DFS and cell fraction in the training cohort using the “survminer” package, dividing the patients into low-IS and high-IS groups.



Construction of Nomograms

Following the multivariate Cox regression analysis for the selection of independent prognostic factors, IS and other clinical pathological characteristics were used to generate the nomograms and calibration plots by “rms” package in R. In this model, each factor was assigned a weight score based on the results of the multivariate Cox regression analysis. Calibration was used to assess the performance of the nomograms. Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) analysis was also performed to estimate the accuracy of the nomograms for survival prediction using the “survival ROC” package of R. In addition, C-index was calculated with “survival” package.



Statistical Analysis

Group comparisons were performed for continuous and categorical variables using one-way ANOVA and the χ2 test. Survival curves were constructed by the Kaplan–Meier method and compared by means of the log rank test. Hazard ratios for univariable analyses were calculated using a univariable Cox proportional hazards regression model. A multivariable Cox regression model with the enter method was used to determine independent prognostic factors. Correlations between the immunoscore and mRNA expression of genes were analyzed by means of Pearson’s correlation test. The sensitivity and specificity of the survival prediction based on the immunoscore were depicted by a time-dependent receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve, with quantification of the area under the ROC curve using the “timeROC” package. All statistical tests were two-sided and P < 0.050 was considered statistically significant. Statistical analyses were conducted using R software and SPSS® version 19.0 (IBM, Armonk, New York, USA).




Results


Patient Characteristics

As shown by the flowchart (Figure 1), 273 patients from the GSE62254 dataset and 365 patients from the GSE26253 dataset with DFS and OS information were included after applying the exclusion criteria. The patients’ clinicopathological characteristics are detailed in Table 1. Of the 273 patients in the training cohort, 186 (68.1%) were men and the median age was 64 (28–84) years. In addition, the median DFS was 35.7 months and OS was 53.3 months. Of the 365 patients in the testing cohort, 239 (65.5%) were men and the median age was 53 (23–74) years. The median DFS and OS were 60.4 and 69.6 months, respectively, in the testing cohort. Figure S1 shows the distribution of the immune cells in patients in the training cohort (Figure S1A) and the relationship between 28 TIICs (Figure S1B).


Table 1 | Characteristics of patients in the training (GSE62254) and testing (GSE26253) cohorts.





Construction of IS Model

Based on the relationship between 28 TIICs and DFS, we then constructed an immune-cell model. The forest plot in Figure 2A calculated by univariate Cox analysis shows the association between each immune cell subset and DFS. In general, CD4+ Ta (HR = 0.21, P < 0.001), aDC (HR = 0.44, P = 0.047), Th17 (HR = 0.35, P = 0.013), and CD56- NK (HR = 0.21, P < 0.001) are protective factors for DFS. On the contrary, mast cell (HR = 2.6, P = 0.019) and pDC (HR = 2.3, P = 0.038) are risk factors. Then through LASSO Cox regression model eight immune cells were selected to build the IS and the formula was as follows: IS = 0.20810997 × DC + 0.79762920 × Mast cell - 0.8729771 × CD4+ Ta - 0.37309914 × CD8+ Tem - 0.04459008×Th17 - 0.88370283 × CD56+ NK - 0.12005145 × Ba-0.39656416×Bm (Figures 2B, C). We calculated an IS for each patient based on their personalized levels of the eight cells. The predictive accuracy of the model in the training cohort was assessed by time-dependent ROC analysis at 1, 2, and 3 years where AUC values were 0.733, 0.779, and 0.784, respectively (Figure 2D).




Figure 2 | Construction of the IS model. (A) Forest plots of HRs for tumor infiltrating cells by univariate Cox analysis; (B) LASSO coefficient profiles of the 28 immune cell fractions; Immune cell types: 1.CD4+Ta; 2.CD8+Ta; 3.aDC; 4.CD56+ NK; 5.CD4+ Tcm; 6.CD8+ Tem; 7. CD4+ Tem; 8.CD8+Tcm; 9.NK; 10.NKT; 11.Th1; 12.Th17; 13.CD56−NK; 14.DCi; 15. Macrophages; 16.MDSC; 17.Neutrophils; 18.pDC; 19.Tregs; 20.Th2; 21.Ba; 22.Eosinophils; 23.γδT; 24.Bi; 25.Mast cells; 26.Bm; 27.Monocytes; 28.Tfh; (C) Ten-fold cross-validation for tuning parameter selection in the LASSO model. Error bars represent confidence intervals for partial likelihood deviance as Λ was changed. The dotted line indicates the optimal values; (D) The IS measured by time-dependent ROC curves in the training cohort. The area under the ROC curve is defined as AUC. HR, hazard ratio; LASSO, least absolute shrinkage and selection operator; ROC, receiver-operating characteristic.





IS and Prognosis

Using the optimum cut-off value (IS = -0.65) obtained by the “survminer” package, patients in the training cohort were divided into high-IS and low-IS groups. Figure 3A shows the distribution of clinicopathological characteristics between high-IS and low-IS groups. The Kaplan-Meier curve in the training cohort revealed that patients in the low-IS group had longer DFS (P < 0.001) as well as OS (P < 0.001) compared with the high-IS group (Figures 3B, C). The 5-year DFS and OS for low-IS group were 28.2% and 60%, respectively and 14.1% and 22.5% respectively, for high-IS group. Similar results were observed in the testing cohort (P < 0.001 for both DFS and OS, Figures 3D, E and Figure S2).  The ROC analysis of the testing cohort indicated that the model could predict the prognosis of GC patients accurately (Figure 3F). The multivariate Cox regression analysis showed that high-IS and TNM stage were independent prognostic indicators for both poor DFS and OS in either training cohort (Table 2, Table S1) or testing cohort (Tables S2 and S3). Additionally, different distributions of immune cells between high-IS and low-IS groups are illustrated in Figure 3G. The infiltration of CD4+ Ta, CD8+ Ta, aDC, Th17, and CD56- NK cells in the TME of low-IS patients was significantly greater than that in high-IS patients. These data demonstrated that the eight-immune cells model, IS, could precisely predict the DFS and OS of GC patients with surgery.




Figure 3 | The predictive value of IS for GC patients with surgery. (A) Heatmaps summarizing the distribution of IS and clinical pathological characteristics in the training cohort; (B, C) Kaplan-Meier analysis for the DFS and OS of GC patients in the GSE62254 dataset; (D, E) Kaplan-Meier analysis for the DFS and OS of GC patients in the GSE26253 dataset; (F) The IS measured by time-dependent ROC curves in the testing cohort. The area under the ROC curve was defined as AUC; (G) Distribution of 28 immune cells transformed using ssGSEA in high-IS and low-IS groups. ADJC, adjuvant chemotherapy; Intraabd_LN intraabdominal lymph nodes; DFS, disease free survival; OS, overall survival; GC, gastric cancer; ssGSEA single-sample gene set enrichment analysis; IS, immunoscore; ROC, receiver-operating characteristic. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ****P < 0.0001.




Table 2 | Univariable and multivariable association of IS classifier, clinicopathological characteristics with DFS in the training cohort.



We also assessed the relationships between IS, the status of relapse and survival, and the distribution of the eight cells in the training and testing cohorts. Figure S3 shows that patients in the high-IS group had more recurrence and death events than among those in the low-IS group, which further verified the accuracy of the model.



IS and TNM Stage

So far, the TNM stage has been regarded as a powerful indicator to predict the outcomes of patients with cancers, however, variable prognosis of patients was observed in clinical practice due to the heterogeneity. Here, to examine the value of the model, we respectively performed stratified analysis of the patients in stages I, II, and III in both the training and testing cohorts. Consistently, DFS and OS were all much longer in low-IS patients with stages I, II, and III GC than high-IS patients in either the training or testing cohort (Figures 4A–C, Figures S4A–C). Cox regression and forest plots were used to demonstrate that high-IS was a risk factor for both DFS and OS in stages I, II, and III (Figure 4D). Moreover, Figure S5A demonstrates that IS showed a better prognostic accuracy for DFS in GC patients with surgery than the TNM stage in the training cohort. Meanwhile, compared with the TNM stage alone, combining the data with IS showed a better prognostic value for DFS and OS in two cohorts (Figure S5). In conclusion, the prognostic value of IS is independent of TNM stage. For GC patients with surgery, the combination of IS and TNM stage for prediction of DFS and OS is superior to that of TNM alone.




Figure 4 | Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of DFS (left pane) and OS (right pane) according to IS in subgroups of patients with GC in the training cohort. (A) Stage I (n = 30); (B) Stage II (n = 97); (C) Stage III (n = 146); (D) The survival impact of IS in TNM stage subgroup. HR, hazard ratio; IS, immunoscore; DFS, disease free survival; OS, overall survival.





IS and the Subtype of GC

For GC patients, Lauren subtype and the status of microsatellite are the two recognized indicators to predict the outcomes and the efficacy of treatments. Therefore, we identified the value of IS based on Lauren classification and the status of microsatellite by using stratified analysis. Figures S6A, B show that low-IS patients had longer DFS (all P < 0.001 for intestinal and diffuse subtypes) and OS (P = 0.00046 for intestinal subtype, P < 0.001 for diffuse subtype, respectively) than high-IS patients. However, this phenomenon was not observed in mixed subtype patients (Figure S6C). Forest plots revealed that high-IS was the risk factor for DFS and OS simultaneously in both intestinal and diffuse subtypes (Figure S6D). Similarly, for patients with MSI, DFS and OS of high-IS patients were significantly shorter than those of low-IS patients (all P < 0.001, Figure S7A). Similar results were obtained in patients with microsatellite stability (MSS) on DFS (P < 0.001) and OS (P < 0.001) (Figure S7B). Meanwhile, high-IS was also a risk factor for DFS and OS regardless of the status of microsatellite stability (Figure S7C). Taken together, IS remains a statistically and clinically significant prognostic model when stratified by GC subtypes.



IS and Adjuvant Chemotherapy

For patients with surgery, especially stages II and III, adjuvant chemotherapy is indispensable. In the current study, the patients’ clinicopathological characteristics distributing in the group accepting adjuvant chemotherapy were similar to that in the group without chemotherapy after surgery (Figure S8). As shown in Figure 5A, adjuvant chemotherapy could improve DFS and OS simultaneously in the total cohort (P = 0.00047 for DFS). For patients in the low-IS group, adjuvant chemotherapy improved DFS (P = 0.0061), which was not observed in the high-IS group (P = 0.19; Figure 5A). The results from subset analysis in stage I showed no difference in DFS between patients receiving adjuvant chemotherapy and not receiving adjuvant chemotherapy (Figure 5B). However, the subset analysis in stages II and III patients demonstrated that adjuvant chemotherapy significantly improved DFS in the low-IS group (P = 0.0041), but no significant effect was found in the high-IS group (P = 0.071; Figure 5C). Stages II and III GC patients with low-IS would obtain longer DFS by receiving chemotherapy after surgery. To explain this phenomenon, we performed the relationship between IS value and the expression of immune checkpoint regulators and inflammatory mediators. Notably, IS value was shown to be negatively correlated with PD-L1 (P < 0.001, r = -0.19), CD40 (P < 0.001, r = -0.23), CD47 (P < 0.001, r = -0.42), CTLA4 (P < 0.001, r = -0.37), GZMB (P < 0.001, r = -0.52), Tim-3 (P < 0.001, r = -0.29), ICOS (P < 0.001, r = -0.30), IDO1 (P < 0.001, r = -0.53), LAG3 (P < 0.001, r = -0.55), and IFNG (P < 0.001, r = -0.56), whereas the interleukin family and TGF showed no statistical correlation (Figure 5D). Further, we compared the expression of these immune checkpoint regulators and inflammatory mediator between low-IS and high-IS groups. As Figure S9 shown, the expression of PD-L1 (P<0.001), CD40 (P=0.001), CD47 (P<0.001), CTLA-4 (P<0.0001), GZMB (P<0.0001), Tim-3 (P<0.0001), ICOS (P<0.0001), IDO1 (P<0.0001), LAG3 (P<0.0001), and IFNG (P<0.0001) in low-IS group were all higher than that in high-IS group. In summary, these results indicated that IS could identify candidate stages II and III patients with surgery who would benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy.




Figure 5 | Comparing adjuvant chemotherapy benefit by DFS in total and TNM stage subgroups. Kaplan-Meier curves of (A) total cohort, (B) stage I and (C) stages II and III patients with GC stratified by the receipt of adjuvant chemotherapy; (D) Bubble diagrams describing the association between IS value and immune checkpoint regulators (left pane) and inflammatory cytokines (right pane). Bubble size represents the degree of correlation, bubble color denotes P-value. DFS, disease free survival; GC, gastric cancer.



It is generally known that patients with stage II-III should receive adjuvant chemotherapy after surgery according to NCCN guidelines. Next, we investigated the effects of chemoregimen in the training dataset. Patients with stage II-III GC were divided into two groups, patients with Xeloda plus cisplatin (XP, 83 patients) and patients with chemoregimen based on fluorouracil (5-Fu, 44 patients), according to the adjuvant chemoregimen. As shown in Figure 6A, patients with low-IS had significantly longer DFS regardless of the adjuvant chemoregimen (P = 0.0021 and P = 0.00011 for the XP group and 5-Fu group, respectively). However, as patients were divided into low-IS and high-IS groups based on the IS classifier, we found that in high-IS group patients who received XP regimen after surgery had longer DFS compared with patients who received regimen 5-Fu (Figure 6B, P = 0.042), while in low-IS group patients there was no difference between two chemoregimen (Figure 6B, P = 0.9). Cox regression analysis notably demonstrated that patients with high-IS might benefit from XP rather than 5-Fu after surgery (Figure 6C).




Figure 6 | Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of DFS stratified by types of adjuvant chemotherapy among stages II and III patients. (A) Kaplan-Meier curves of patients in XP group (left panel) and 5-Fu group (right panel) stratified by IS; (B) Kaplan-Meier curves of patients in Low-IS group (left panel) and high-IS group (right panel) stratified by chemotherapy regimen; (C) Forest plot describing the benefit of chemotherapy regimen in different IS groups. IS, immunoscore; XP, Xeloda plus cisplatin; 5-Fu 5-fluorouracil.



To provide a quantitative method in clinical practice to predict the probability of 1-, 2-, and 3-year DFS in patients with stages II and III GC after surgery, we established two nomograms integrating clinicopathological factors and IS on the basis of multivariate Cox regression analysis (Figure 7). The c-index values were 0.7 and 0.677 for the nomograms with adjuvant chemotherapy and without adjuvant chemotherapy after surgery respectively, indicating a satisfactory overlap with actual observations. The two nomograms based on IS could be used to predict the prognosis of patients with or without adjuvant chemotherapy in clinical practice.




Figure 7 | Treated and untreated nomograms to predict the probability of 1, 2, and 3-year recurrence with or without adjuvant chemotherapy in GC. (A) Treated nomogram predicting 1-, 2-, and 3-year DFS for GC patients after surgery with adjuvant chemotherapy; (B) Calibration curves to validate treated nomogram for 1-, 2-, and 3-year DFS; (C) Untreated nomogram predicting 1-, 2-, and 3-year DFS for GC patients after surgery without adjuvant chemotherapy; (D) Calibration curves to validate untreated nomogram for 1-, 2-, and 3-year DFS. DFS, disease free survival; OS, overall survival; GC, gastric cancer.






Discussion

In the present study, we analyzed the pattern of TIICs by using ssGSEA and constructed an eight-immune cells model through LASSO Cox regression based on DFS. In recent years, many immune score models have been generated to predict the prognosis and the therapeutic efficacy by immunohistochemical method (10, 22, 30); however, the results of immunohistochemistry would be limited by the small quantity of cell types and sample size. In our study, immune cells were assessed by high-throughput gene expression generated through ssGSEA which supplied an expanded view of immune contexts, allowing us to investigate more tumor subtypes with greater precision within a larger patient cohort. Moreover, other than previous studies which generated models mostly based on OS (11, 31, 32), our study mainly focused on the DFS of GC patients. Though OS is a recognized and widely used outcome measure for patients with tumors, its use as a marker of therapeutic benefit remains controversial (33, 34). Recurrence and metastasis are the two important factors shortening the OS of patients, indicating that it is essential to assess the relapse risk accurately to improve prognosis. In this study, our data demonstrated that patients in the low-IS group whose tumors are infiltrated more lymphocytes have longer DFS than those in the high-IS group and the same results were obtained in stages I, II, and III, respectively, by way of stratification analysis. Furthermore, ROC analysis showed that the predictive accuracy for DFS of this IS classifier was superior to TNM stage. In contrast with TNM staging system which is described based on anatomical characteristics, the IS model could provide the immunological information in the microenvironment of GC. According to our analysis, the combination of TNM stage and IS classifier had better predictive ability than TNM alone. In general, GC patients at the same TNM stage could be divided into different risk groups based on IS for receiving appropriate treatments to improve the outcome.

According to National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) guidelines and previous studies, adjuvant chemotherapy is regarded as a standard treatment for stage II and III patients (35). However, results of the ACTS-GC trial implied that adjuvant chemotherapy did not improve OS in stage III patients compared with observation alone, conversely it increased adverse effects (21). Therefore, many studies have been committed to identify low-risk patients with stage II and III GC who might not need adjuvant chemotherapy. In present study, the results demonstrated that DFS and OS of patients with low-IS were significantly longer than patients with high-IS, indicating that low-IS patients are more likely benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy. Previous research has found that TIICs are essential for chemotherapy response in various cancers (36), indicating that patients with more immune-cell infiltration are chemotherapy-sensitive (37). Consistently, our results stated that low-IS patients who are more likely to benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy had more activated CD4+ T cell, activated CD8+ T cell, aDC, Th17, and CD56- NK cells infiltrating in their tumors. The underlying mechanisms might be that chemotherapy exerts an anti-tumor effect by triggering immunogenic cell death (ICD) beyond cytotoxicity via TIICs (37–39). The immune cells activated by chemotherapeutic agents secrete cytokines, such as interferon and interleukin, leading to the death of cancers. Coincidently, the results revealed that the expression of IFNG in the low-IS group was dramatically higher, indicating that IFNG might participate in the process of chemotherapy sensitization in low-IS GC patients whose tumors have more TIICs. Further studies were needed to investigate the underlying mechanisms of action between IS and chemosensitivity in GC.

Additionally, to further explore why there was no difference between patients receiving adjuvant chemotherapy or not in high-IS group, we analyzed subsets according to chemotherapy regimens. Interestingly, the results demonstrated that patients with high-IS are more likely to benefit from the XP regimen after surgery. Recent decade, studies have verified the advantage of postoperative chemotherapy in GC compared with surgery alone (4, 40). ACTS-GC and CLASSIC, two randomized phase III trials, showed that postoperative chemotherapy with S-1 or capecitabine plus oxaliplatin could decrease the risk of recurrence (5, 21). Similarly, the Intergroup 0116 (INT-0116) trial (4) and the Adjuvant Chemoradiation Therapy in Stomach Cancer (ARTIST) trial (2) demonstrated the efficacy of 5-Fu plus leucovorin (LV) and XP regimens in patients after surgery, however, little evidence has been supplied to compare these regimens to screen the patients who can benefit from each regimen. Similar to colon cancer that the MSI status is a biomarker to predict the lack of efficacy of adjuvant 5-Fu chemotherapy and recommend an adjuvant chemotherapy combining fluoropyrimidine and oxaliplatin for stage III patients (41), our IS classifier offers a method with which to select patients who benefit from XP and 5-Fu regimens respectively. Generally speaking, in our opinion patients with low-IS are always sensitive to adjuvant chemotherapy no matter the regimens after surgery. For patients with high-IS, we suggested XP regimen as their adjuvant chemotherapy after surgery.

In recent years, immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) have opened a new era of immunotherapy in vary cancers, represented by anti-CTLA-4 and anti-PD (42–44). The concept of “immune checkpoints” was regarded as the important immune switch regulating the “activity” and “inhibitory” state of immune cells (45, 46). Increasing evidence has demonstrated that the expression of immune checkpoints genes could be used as predictive biomarkers for therapeutic response of ICIs (47, 48). In this study, we found a significantly negative correlation between IS value and several important immune checkpoint biomarkers. PD-L1 has been regarded as the most useful biomarker to predict the immunotherapeutic efficacy in clinical practice. Several studies have reported that PD-L1 expression could be induced by IFNγ as an exogenous regulation which is consistent with our result that low-IS patients with high expression of PD-L1 secreted more IFNγ (49). Therefore, we speculate that patients with low-IS might also benefit from immunotherapy, which warrants further investigation.

Our study has some limitations. Firstly, it was a retrospective study based on publicly available datasets, the potential bias inferring to unbalanced clinicopathological characteristics cannot be ignored. Secondly, due to the incompleteness of the information we obtained, it is possible that patients with immune system disorders or acute infection were included in our study, which ideally should have been excluded. Thus, further prospective studies are needed to validate our findings.



Conclusions

In summary, the IS classifier is a novel prognostic tool based on the presence of eight immune cells that could significantly improve the prediction of recurrence and survival in GC patients with surgery. Moreover, the IS classifier is a useful model to identify patients who would be more likely to benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy. Stages II and III GC patients with low-IS could benefit from either 5-Fu or XP regimens as adjuvant chemotherapy, however, patients with high-IS are more sensitive to XP regimen. In conclusion, the IS might help make decisions that improve individual treatment regimes in clinical practice.
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Supplementary Figure 1 | The distribution of tumor-infiltrating cells in GC patients in the training cohort. (A) The tumor-infiltrating cell composition profile for each GC sample. (B) The correlation between different infiltrating immune cells. GC, gastric cancer.

Supplementary Figure 2 | Heatmap summarizing the correlation between IS and clinicalpathological characteristics in the testing cohort.

Supplementary Figure 3 | IS analysis of GC patients. (A) IS distribution, status of recurrence and survival, distribution of eight immune cells of 273 training cohort patients. (B) IS distribution, status of recurrence and survival, distribution of eight immune cells of 365 testing cohort patients. DFS, disease free survival; OS, overall survival; GC, gastric cancer.

Supplementary Figure 4 | Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of DFS (left pane) and OS (right pane) according to IS in TNM subgroups of patients with GC in the testing cohort. (A) Stage I (n = 68); (B) Stage II (n = 167); (C) Stage III (n = 130). DFS, disease free survival; OS, overall survival; GC, gastric cancer.

Supplementary Figure 5 | ROC curves compare the prognostic accuracy of the IS with TNM in the training and testing cohorts. (A) Comparison of the accuracy of DFS by IS and TNM in the training and testing cohorts. (B) Comparison of the accuracy of OS by IS and TNM in the training and testing cohorts. ROC, receiver operator characteristic; AUC, area under curve.

Supplementary Figure 6 | Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of DFS (left pane) and OS (right pane) according to IS in Lauren subtype of the training cohort. (A) Intestinal subtype (n = 142); (B) Diffuse subtype (n = 115); (C) Mixed subtype (n = 16); (D) The survival impact of IS in Lauren subtype. HR, hazard ratio; DFS, disease free survival; OS, overall survival.

Supplementary Figure 7 | Kaplan-Meier survival analysis of DFS (left pane) and OS (right pane) according to IS in MSS/MSI subtypes of the training cohort. (A) MSI subtype (n = 67); (B) MSS subtype (n = 206); (C) The survival impact of IS in MSI/MSS subtypes. HR, hazard ratio; MSS, microsatellite stability; MSI, microsatellite instability; DFS, disease free survival; OS overall survival.

Supplementary Figure 8 | Effects of adjuvant chemotherapy on DFS in different subgroups.

Supplementary Figure 9 | PD-L1, CD40, CD47, CTLA4, GZMB, Tim-3, ICOS, IDO1, LAG3, and IFNG mRNA expression between the low- and high-IS groups. * P < 0.05
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Background

Lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD) is a common malignant tumor with the highest morbidity and mortality worldwide. The degree of tumor immune infiltration and clinical prognosis depend on immune-related genes, but their interaction with the tumor immune microenvironment, the specific mechanism driving immune infiltration and their prognostic value are still not very clear. Therefore, the aim of this work was focused on the elucidation of these unclear aspects.



Methods

TCGA LUAD samples were divided into three immune infiltration subtypes according to the single sample gene set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA), in which the associated gene modules and hub genes were screened by weighted correlation network analysis (WGCNA). Four key genes related to immune infiltration were found and screened by differential expression analysis, univariate prognostic analysis, and Lasso-COX regression, and their PPI network was constructed. Finally, a Nomogram model based on the four genes and tumor stages was constructed and confirmed in two GEO data sets.



Results

Among the three subtypes—high, medium, and low immune infiltration subtype—the survival rate of the patients in the high one was higher than the rate in the other two subtypes. The four key genes related to LUAD immune infiltration subtypes were CD69, KLRB1, PLCB2, and P2RY13. The PPI network revealed that the downstream genes of the G-protein coupled receptors (GPCRs) pathway were activated by these four genes through the S1PR1. The risk score signature based on these four genes could distinguish high and low-risk LUAD patients with different prognosis. The Nomogram constructed by risk score and clinical tumor stage showed a good ability to predict the survival rate of LUAD patients. The universality and robustness of the Nomogram was confirmed by two GEO datasets.



Conclusions

The prognosis of LUAD patients could be predicted by the constructed risk score signature based on the four genes, making this score a potential independent biomarker. The screening, identification, and analysis of these four genes could contribute to the understanding of GPCRs and LUAD immune infiltration, thus guiding the formulation of more effective immunotherapeutic strategies.





Keywords: lung adenocarcinoma, tumor immune infiltration, single sample gene set enrichment analysis, weighted correlation network analysis, prognosis



Introduction

Lung cancer is a common malignant tumor worldwide. More than 2 million new lung cancer cases and nearly 1.8 million deaths occurred in 2018 (1). The incidence and mortality of lung cancer rank first among all malignant tumors (2). Lung cancer is mainly divided into two pathological forms: small cell lung cancer (SCLC) and non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC), the latter being the prevalent one, accounting for 85~90% of lung cancers. NSCLC is mainly divided into lung squamous cell carcinoma and lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD), which is the most common lung cancer subtype. About half of patients with LUAD are at an advanced stage at the time of diagnosis, with an average 5-year survival rate of only 4% (3).

In recent years, immunotherapy based on blocking strategies of immune checkpoints (PD-1/PD-L1/CTLA-4) revealed considerable survival benefits in a variety of solid tumors, including LUAD (4–6), although only a small number of tumor patients showed a sustained response to immunotherapy (7). More and more evidence is available on the importance of tumor microenvironment (TME) in tumor proliferation, metastasis, and resistance to immunotherapy (8–10). The interaction between tumor cells and immune modulatory factors in TME is the key factor influencing the positive response of tumor patients to immunotherapy (11, 12).

TME represents the environment around tumor cells, composed of extracellular matrix, blood vessels and immune cells, all playing an important role in tumor immunity and closely related to tumor progression and treatment results (13, 14). Many studies confirmed the involvement of TME in the response of immunotherapy and resistance to different drugs in different types of cancer, including LUAD, thus compromising the prognosis of patients (15–17).

However, at present, most of the studies on prognostic models of LUAD only have focused on the changes of gene expression, while the relationship between differentially expressed genes and different levels of immune infiltration is not yet well understood because of the limitation of the existing literature. In addition, the articles available did not study the specific mechanism involved in the aforementioned relationship, and there are too many screening genes involved in the models that maybe lead to overfitting, thus preventing satisfactory results from being achieved (18–20). In this study, our aim was to identify genes that are highly associated with different immune infiltration conditions in LUAD using the RNA-seq data downloaded from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database, and to analyze the potential pathways in which these genes are involved when regulating the immune infiltration by the use of bioinformatics. Furthermore, a prognostic model was constructed based on these genes, the applicability, and the value of the model in LUAD were evaluated, and the universality of the model was investigated by the external validation of multiple data sets from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database. The results of this study might highlight a potentially useful systematic and comprehensive screening process of immune infiltration-related genes resulting in the discovery of potential targets for immunotherapy, and a model for predicting the prognosis of LUAD.



Material and Methods


LUAD Data Download

The RNA-seq data and clinical information of 487 LUAD patients were downloaded from the TCGA database through the GDC website (https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/). The RNA-seq data include HTSeq-FPKM data and counts data (the latter used only for the identification of differentially expressed genes). After data cleaning consisting of the removal of the repeated samples, paraffin section samples and samples with missing prognostic data, a total of 426 LUAD samples with complete clinical data were included in this study (Training cohort, Table 1). Five microarray datasets were downloaded from the GEO database to confirm the results, and two of them were used as validation cohorts by incorporating them into the external validation of the prognostic model (Tables 1 and 2).


Table 1 | Clinical data of LUAD patients.




Table 2 | Validation cohorts from GEO database.





Identification of the Immune Infiltration Subtypes in LUAD

A total of 29 gene sets associated to tumor immune cells and immune functions were obtained from several articles (21–25). The “GSVA” R package was used to perform the single sample gene set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA) on these 29 immune-related gene data sets to obtain the immune infiltration score in each sample to allow the clustering of all samples into three immune infiltration subtypes (26). Next, the “ESTIMATE” R package was used to calculate the tumor purity (representing the proportion of cancer cells in the tumor), the immune score (representing the infiltration of immune cells in the tumor), the stromal score (capturing the presence of stroma in the tumor), and the ESTIMAT score (sum of immune and stromal score) of each sample, which were included in the heat map of ssGSEA to verify the relationship between these subtypes and tumor purity (27). Finally, the relative fractions of 22 kinds of tumor immune cells were calculated in the subgroups by a deconvolution algorithm using the “CIBERSORT” R package (28).



Screen of Coordinated Expression Genes Related With Immune Infiltration

The coordinated expression genes related with clinical traits and immune infiltration subtypes of LUAD were screened out using weighted correlation network analysis (WGCNA) of the “WGCNA” R package (29). A scale-free topological network model was built using 18,748 genes obtained after data filtering (removing the duplicate genes and genes with average FPKM <5 in total samples), by calculating the correlation of the expression of these genes among each other. TOM-based differences through dynamic tree cutting were used to form modules related to traits (patients’ clinical phenotype and immune infiltration). The minimum module size in this WGCNA network was set at 30 and the height was set at 0.25. The coordinated expression gene network was plotted based on the evaluation of the module eigengenes (MEs), gene significance (GS), and module membership (MM).



Construction of the Protein-Protein Interaction (PPI) Network and GO/KEGG Enrichment Analysis

Top 300 gene pairs in the two modules screened by WGCNA with the highest GS in each module were selected to construct the PPI network using the “Cytoscape” software (Version 3.8.0). The immune infiltration key genes finally screened were analyzed by inputting the names into the “STRING” website (https://STRING-db.org/) (30). The minimum required interaction score was set as 0.4 during the STRING PPI analysis, while the max number of interactions was set as no more than 10, the line color was set to indicate the type of interaction and the node color was set to indicate the gene ontology (GO) terms to which the gene belongs. The “ClusterProfiler” R package was used to perform GO and the Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) enrichment analysis (31). Three aspects were mainly investigated by the GO analysis: biological process, molecular function, and cellular component.



Construction and Validation of the Risk Score Signature and Nomogram Model

The “Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator” (Lasso)-Cox algorithm in “glmnet” R package was used to screen the independent prognostic genes (32) and the selected ones were subsequently used to construct a risk score signature according to a coefficient calculated by Lasso regression. Univariate/multivariate COX regression analysis was performed, a Nomogram prediction model was established, and an external validation in GEO datasets was carried out, all of them using the “Survival” R package. The Time-dependent receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve was plotted by the “survivalROC” R package.



Statistical Analysis

The differentially expressed genes (based on counts data) between high immune infiltration subtype and medium-low immune infiltration subtype were found using the “DEseq2” R package. Genes with a false discovery rate (FDR) less than 0.05 were defined as differentially expressed genes (DEGs). The “networkD3” R package was used to perform the principal component analysis (PCA) and to plot the Sankey diagram. The Kaplan-Meier survival curves were tested by the log-rank method, the data in two groups were compared by Mann–Whitney test, the data in multiple groups were compared by Wilcox test, and the Pearson correlation coefficient test was performed to the linear relationship between two quantitative measures. The P values (or adjusted P-values, Padj) of all statistical analysis were calculated using R software (Vision 4.0.2), and a value less than 0.05 was considered statistically significant.




Results


Immune Infiltration Subtypes in LUAD

Immune cells and immune-related pathways cause a different immune infiltration and anti-tumor effect in the immune TME. The immune infiltration status of the transcriptome LUAD data was evaluated using the ssGSEA algorithm. A total of 575 immune-related genes included in 29 immune-related gene sets were used to evaluate the immune infiltration in LUAD. The samples in the training cohort were clustered into three immune infiltration subtypes using the hierarchical and K-means clustering method as follows: 44 cases with low immune infiltration, 265 cases with medium immune infiltration, and 118 cases with high immune infiltration (Figures 1A and S1A). The relationship between the immune infiltration status and tumor purity was evaluated using the ESTIMATE algorithm, and the tumor purity, ESTIMATE score, stromal score, and immune score of the TCGA cohort were calculated. The heatmap and violin plots revealed that the LUAD cases with high immune infiltration were often with lower tumor purity and higher ESTIMATE, stromal and immune scores compared with the cases with low and medium immune infiltration (Figures 1A, B and S1B–D). The CIBERSORT algorithm was used to quantify the relative fractions of immune cells in the LUAD samples to evaluate more accurately the infiltration status of immune cells in the different immune infiltration subtypes (Figure S1E). Fourteen types among the 22 types of immune cells defined by the algorithm were present in different counts in the immune infiltration subtypes (P < 0.05). Six types of immune cells, such as immature B cells, CD8 T cells, activated memory CD4 T cells, M1 macrophage cells, and dendritic cells, have the highest significances of infiltration degree in different immune infiltration subtypes (P < 0.001), and showed a progressive increasing or decreasing trend (Figure 1C). The Kaplan-Meyer survival curve of the three immune infiltration subtypes in the TCGA cohort showed that the 5-year overall survival rate of the high immune infiltration subtype was significantly higher than that in the medium and low immune infiltration subtypes (P = 4.394000e-4, Figure 1D).




Figure 1 | Identification of the immune infiltration subtypes in LUAD in the TCGA cohort. (A) According to 29 immune-related gene sets, three immune infiltration subtypes were identified in LUAD samples by ssGSEA. The results of the ESTIMATE algorithm are also shown in the heatmap. (B) The immune score calculated by the ESTIMATE algorithm in different immune infiltration subtypes. (C) Relative fractions of 14 immune cells in different immune infiltration subtypes. The red box indicated that the relative expression of immune cells increased or decreased in the three immune infiltration subtypes. (D) Kaplan-Meyer survival curve of the three immune infiltration subtypes in the TCGA cohort. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001.





Screen of the Coordinated Expression Genes Related With Immune Infiltration by WGCNA

The WGCNA algorithm was used to construct a weighted correlation gene network to screen the coordinated expression genes associated with immune infiltration. A total of 18,748 genes were included in the WGCNA analysis after the removal of the duplicate genes and genes with low expression. WGCNA clustered all these genes into 14 gene modules by selecting the appropriate soft threshold (Figures S2A, B) according to the coordinated pattern (Figure 2A). These gene modules were associated with both the clinical traits and the immune infiltration subtypes of LUAD patients. The results revealed that the red module (containing 1,028 genes) and the light yellow module (containing 643 genes) showed a high correlation with the immune infiltration subtypes (r = 0.62, P = 9e-47; r = 0.69, P = 2e-60, respectively; Figure 2B). A high correlation between red modules and bright yellow modules was also revealed by the correlation cluster heatmap (Figure 2C). In addition, the high reliability of the WGCNA result was confirmed by the high correlation between GS and MM inside the modules (Figures S2C, D). The gene pairs with the Top 300 GS weighted coefficients in the two modules aforementioned were extracted, and the gene-related PPI map was constructed and plotted using the “Cytoscape” software. The PPI showed that the genes with the largest number of associated nodes in the weighted network of the two gene modules, such as NCKAP1L, CD53, SASH3, and CD3E, were present in the ssGSEA gene set (Figures 2D, E), and it revealed a strong correlation between the screened genes by WGCNA and the immune infiltration subtypes. The total 1,671 genes in the two modules were then analyzed by GO and KEGG pathway. The GO terms T cell activation, regulation of lymphocyte activation, external side of plasma membrane, and cytokine receptor binding were the enriched GO terms (Figures 2F, S2E and S2G). The cytokine−cytokine receptor interaction and chemokine signaling pathways were also enriched in the two modules as revealed by the KEGG pathway analysis (Figures 2G, S2F and S2H). These results confirmed that the genes in the two modules were immune related genes.




Figure 2 | Detection of the immune infiltration related modules and genes by WGCNA. (A) The gene dendrogram obtained by the different clusters based on scale-free topological network corresponding to the module represented by the colors in the row. Each colored module contains a group of highly coordinated expression genes. (B) Relationship between the gene modules and the different clinical traits of LUAD in the TCGA cohort. (C) Dendrogram and heatmap of the correlation of modules. The red box shows the high correlation between the red module and light-yellow module. (D, E) The PPI network of the top 300 gene pairs with the highest GS in the red module (D) and in the light-yellow module (E). The intensity of the red color of the nodes represents the number of coordinated expression genes in this node gene. (F) GO enriched analysis of the coordinated expression genes in red and light-yellow modules. (G) KEGG pathway analysis of the coordinated expression genes in red and light-yellow modules.





Further Screening and Identification of Immune Infiltration Related Genes

DESeq2 standard procedure was used to screen DEGS in LUAD patients with high immune infiltration in comparison with patients with low or medium immune infiltration to further define the genes related to immune infiltration and their prognostic survival in LUAD patients (Figures S3A, B). In addition, a total of 2,601 genes related to the prognosis of LUAD were screened by univariate log-rank test. The coordinate expression genes associated to immune infiltration screened by WGCNA were intersected with DEGs and prognosis-related genes, and 325 genes were found as common genes (Figure 3A). The genes already included in ssGSEA analysis, non-coding genes (lincRNA and miRNA), pseudogenes, and antisense chains of coding genes were removed and a total of 178 genes remained that were used to construct a PPI network by the “STRING” website (which does not show single-node genes). In this network, some members of the G-protein coupled receptor pathway, such as GNG2, GNB2, and P2RY13, as the central nodes, had more associated genes, and the evidence of gene association is also more sufficient (thicker the lines, more sufficient the evidences) (Figure 3B). The GO analysis of the 178 genes revealed three molecular functional GO terms with the highest enrichment degree, such as non−membrane spanning protein tyrosine kinase activity, carbohydrate binding, and G protein−coupled purinergic nucleotide receptor activity (Figure 3C). The biological process and cellular component of the GO analysis revealed that immune response−activating related signaling pathways and cell membrane component were the mainly enriched GO terms (Figures S3C, D). The KEGG pathway analysis revealed that chemokine signaling pathway and B cell receptor pathway were the mainly enriched pathways (Figure 3D). Finally, the lasso-cox algorithm applied to these 178 genes revealed that CD69, KLRB1, PLCB2, and P2RY13 were independent prognostic genes (Figure 3E). These four genes showed specific interactions with various immune-related genes or immune-related signaling pathways as revealed by the PPI network (Figures S3E–H). The LUAD patients were divided into high expression group and low expression group according to the median expression value of these four key genes used as the cutoff value. The results showed that the 5-year survival rate in LUAD patients with high expression of these four genes was significantly higher than that in patients with low expression of these genes (Figure 3F).




Figure 3 | Further screening and identification of immune infiltration related genes. (A) Venn diagram showing the intersection (315 genes) of the genes related with immune infiltration screened by WGCNA and DEGs in different immune infiltration subtypes and the prognostic genes screened by log-rank test. (B) PPI network of the 178 genes. The line thickness indicates the strength of the data supporting the interaction. (C) A Chord graph showing the genes in the top 10 enriched GO terms in the molecular function level. (D) KEGG pathway analysis of the 178 genes. (E) Lasso-Cox regression showing the independent prognostic genes. The top graph shows the coefficient shrinkage, the bottom graph shows the 10-fold cross-validation. (F) The Kaplan-Meyer survival curves of the four genes (CD69, KLRB1, PLCB2, and P2RY13) screened by the Lasso-Cox regression.





Relationship Between the Four Key Genes and LUAD Immune Microenvironment

The expression of these four genes in different immune infiltration subgroups were analyzed to further explore the relationship between the four key genes and LUAD immune microenvironment and the potential mechanism regulating this relationship. A significant difference in the expression of these genes among the three immune infiltration subgroups was found (Figure 4A), all showing a progressive increase in their expression from the low immune infiltration subgroup to the high one. The PCA suggested that different immune infiltration states could be distinguished to some extent just only using the expression of these four key genes (Figure 4B). A correlation between the expression of these key genes and the infiltration of various immune cells was indeed found (Figures 4C and S4A). CD69 is a marker of macrophage activation and, as such, is negatively correlated with the relative number of M0 cell. KLRB1 expression was positively correlated with the activation of CD8 positive T cells, PLCB2 expression was positively correlated with monocyte infiltration, and P2RY13 expression was negatively correlated with the number of naive B cell, but positively correlated with the number of resting dendritic cells. A correlation between the expression of the four key genes and immune checkpoint genes was also found, as shown in Figures 4D and S4B–J, in which the correlation between KLRB1 and PD-1, as well as P2RY13 and PD-L2 was significant (Figures 4E, F). The potential interaction between these four key genes was also evaluated. The use of the STRING website revealed that both P2RY13 and PLCB2 belong to the G-protein coupled receptor pathway, while CD69 and KLRB1 belong to the signal transduction pathway, but these four genes had a common interaction gene, such as S1PR1, which is a member of both the G-protein coupled receptor pathway and the signal transduction pathway (Figure 4G). The subsequent investigation of S1PR1 revealed that it might also be a prognostic gene in LUAD (in TCGA cohort and GSE72094), with interactions with some well-known tumor genes such as AKT1, STAT3 and CXCR4 (Figures 4H, S4K–4N).




Figure 4 | Relationship between the four key genes and LUAD immune microenvironment. (A) The boxplot shows the expression trends of the four key genes in different immune infiltration subtypes. (B) 3D PCA of the four key genes shows the spatial distribution of different immune infiltrations. (C) Correlation between the four key genes and 22 immune cell types. The blue box indicates a negative correlation, the red box indicates a positive correlation, and the increase of the color indicates the increase of the correlation coefficient. (D) Correlation between the four key genes and the four immune checkpoints. The increase of the color indicates the increase of the correlation coefficient. (E) Correlation between KLRB1 and PD-1. (F) Correlation between P2RY13 and PD-L2. (G) PPI network of the four key genes. The colors of the lines indicate the types of interaction, the colors of the node indicate which GO term the gene belong to. The node in the red box (S1PR1 gene) was the common interaction of the four key genes. (H) The Kaplan-Meyer survival curve of S1PR1 in LUAD. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001.





Establishment of a Prognostic Model Based on Four Immune-Related Genes

A risk score signature was constructed to integrate the roles of these four key genes by the coefficients of LASSO-Cox regression in view of their role in the prognosis and immune infiltration in LUAD (Figure 5A). The coefficients are shown in Table S1. The LUAD patients were divided into high-risk group and low-risk group according to the median value of the risk score. The survival rate of the patients in the low-risk group was significantly higher than that of the patients in the high-risk group, with a 5-year survival rate of 46.0 and 29.0%, respectively (Figure 5B). The combination of the risk score with the clinical baseline index of LUAD by univariate COX analysis revealed that tumor stage, TNM stage, and risk score were prognosis predictors, but after the correction by multivariate COX, only the tumor stage and risk score resulted as independent predictors of LUAD prognosis (Figures 5C, D). The result of the multivariate COX model was then quantified and visualized through the construction of a Nomogram to predict the 3-year and 5-year survival rates of LUAD patients (Figure 5E). A high coincidence rate between the predicted probability and the actual probability in the 3-year and 5-year survival prediction of LUAD was found through the internal calibration curves (Figure 5F). The time-dependent ROC curve showed that the area under the curve (AUC) of the Nomogram to predict the 3-year survival rate was 0.715, which was higher than that of the TNM stage (0.618), while the AUC to predict the 5-year survival rate was 0.829, also higher than 0.699 of the TNM (Figures 5G, H). The Sankey diagram visualized the relationship between the risk score and the final outcome of patients with different immune infiltration subtypes (Figure 5I).




Figure 5 | Prognostic value of the four key genes. (A) Risk score signature based on the four key genes. The top graph shows the calculation formula and the value of the risk score; the middle graph shows the distribution of the survival status based on the risk score; the bottom graph shows the cluster heatmap of the four key genes. (B) The Kaplan-Meyer survival curve shows the different survival rate between LUAD patients with high-risk score and low-risk score. (C) The forest plot shows the result of the univariate cox regression for the overall survival in TCGA cohort. (D) The forest plot shows the result of the multivariate cox regression for the overall survival in the TCGA cohort. (E) Nomogram based on the multivariate cox regression for the prediction of the 3-year and 5-year survival rates in the TCGA cohort. (F) An internal calibration curve shows the fitness between the actual overall survival probability and the nomogram-predicted overall survival probability. (G, H) The time-dependent ROCs show the accuracy of the Nomogram and TNM for the 3-year overall survival prediction (G) and 5-year overall survival prediction (H). (I) The Sankey diagram shows the final survival status of LUAD patients with different immune infiltrations and with different risk scores. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001.





Validation of the Prognostic Value of the Four Immune-Related Genes in GEO Datasets

Universality is an important index to evaluate a prognostic model, thus, it is necessary to use data from different sources to externally verify the Nomogram (33). Five GEO datasets using different chip platforms were selected to confirm the prognostic prediction ability of the immune-related genes and the Nomogram. All the four key genes had a prognostic significance in both GSE41271 and GSE72094 (Figures S5A, B). As regard the other GEO datasets, CD69 and KLRB1 in GSE50081, KLRB1 and PLCB2 in GSE68465, and PLCB2 and P2RY13 in GSE42127 also had a prognostic significance. The risk score constructed by the four key genes in GSE41271 and GSE72094 had a significant prognostic value (Figures 6A, B and S5C, D). The external calibration curves of the Nomogram to predict the two GEO datasets showed that the prediction of the 3-year and 5-year survival rate was in good agreement with the actual survival rates (Figures 6C, D). The ROC curves also revealed that the predicted AUCs of other survival periods were higher than 0.7, except for the AUC of the 5-year survival in GSE41271 (Figures 6E, F).




Figure 6 | Validation of the prognostic value of the four key genes in the GEO datasets. (A, B) The Kaplan-Meyer survival curves show the different survival rate between high-risk group and low-risk group in GSE 41271 (A) and GSE 72094 (B). (C, D) The external calibration curves show the fitness of the overall survival probability in GSE 41271 (C) and in GSE 72094 (D). (E, F) The time-dependent ROCs show the accuracy of the 3-year overall survival prediction and 5-year overall survival prediction in GSE 41271 (E) and in GSE 72094 (F).






Discussion

The continuous development of high-throughput sequencing technology allowed a deeper understanding of the genetic and epigenetic pathological characteristics of tumors, including LUAD. A variety of clustering and deconvolution algorithms are used to determine the state of TME (especially the immune TME) through the high-throughput RNA sequencing data, resulting in a great improvement of tumor treatment and prognosis (34). Moreover and more importantly, the potential association of the changes in tumor immune microenvironment with the gene expression changes may be helpful in finding the key genes leading to tumor immune infiltration. These key genes may represent novel biomarkers to predict the clinical outcome of patients or potential immunotherapeutic targets to develop effective anti-tumor drugs. However, most of the studies available based on bioinformatics only focus on algorithms to screen DEGs, lacking the in-depth investigation of the interaction network among these key genes, or single-source data creating an overfitting model with a weak universal survival prediction.

In this work the tumor immune status of LUAD patients in the TCGA database at the genetic level was considered. Based on ssGSEA algorithm, LUAD patients were divided into high, medium, and low immune infiltration subtype, and the Kaplan-Meyer analysis revealed a better prognosis of the patients with high immune infiltration subtype. These results suggested that a high immune infiltration specifically localized in the tumor might be considered as an anti-tumor factor. The expression of genes implicated in immunotherapy and specific genes of immune cells, along with the abundance of immune cell infiltrates in a tumor, is substantially inversely correlated with tumor purity (35). This aspect underlines the need to consider tumor purity when evaluating the gene expression of markers obtained from tumor transcriptome data. The ESTIMATE algorithm was used to calculate the tumor purity and the immune and stromal score in LUAD, thus, the negative regulation relationship between the immune infiltration state and tumor burden in LUAD was confirmed. Unlike the ssGSEA, CIBERSORT deconvolution algorithm, only focus on the proportion of immune cells in tumors. The CIBERSORT results showed that mainly CD8+ cells, activated CD4 memory cells and M1 macrophages are the ones highly infiltrated in a tumor in a condition of high immune infiltration, and these cells are important anti-tumor immune cells (36).

Whether it is tumor immune cells or tumor immune-related genes, there is often a network-based synergistic relationship between them often exists (37–39). If the immune infiltration state of LUAD is classified and confirmed, it is important to evaluate which are the coordinate expression genes, and the correlation between them and the immune infiltration in LUAD. For this reason, the immune infiltration of LUAD in this work was considered as a clinical trait, and the WGCNA algorithm was used to screen the coordinate expressed genes in the form of gene modules that were associated with the immune infiltration of LUAD. A total of 1,671 genes included in two gene modules were screened and the PPI network analysis showed that the hub gene in the two modules were included in the gene set of ssGSEA algorithm. GO and KEGG analysis also confirmed that these genes were mainly enriched in immune-related pathways. These results suggested that the WGCNA method used in our study to screen immune-related genes was effective and reliable.

A further cleaning of the aforementioned 1,671 genes resulted in the selection of 178 genes and their PPI network was constructed by “STRING” website. In this network, some hub genes such as GNB2, GNB4, GNG2, GNGT2, and P2RY13 had more interactional genes and more sufficient evidences of the interactions. These hub genes are all members of the G protein-coupled receptor pathway. The GO enriched analysis revealed that the G protein-coupled purinergic nucleotide receptor activity pathway also ranked third in the molecular function Go terms. The G protein-coupled receptor pathway is nowadays a hot spot in cancer immune research, and some members of GPCRs are actually demonstrated as having a role as prognostic factors in a variety of cancers (40–42).

The LASSO algorithm was used to find independent prognostic molecules and avoid co-linearity between genes since the genes screened by WGCNA are often coordinate expression genes, and four key genes such as CD69, KLRB1, PLCB2, and P2RY13 were finally found. The relationship between CD69 and tumor immunity is known, although it was initially considered as a marker of early activation of T cells and macrophages, but the latest research revealed that it is a surface marker of tissue resident memory T cells, and high infiltration of these cells often indicates a better tumor outcome (43, 44). KLRB1 (also called CD161) is a gene encoding for a surface marker of many subtypes of T cells and NK cells, and its widespread expression is associated with a better prognosis of NSCLC (45, 46). PLCB2 and P2RY13 are members of the phosphatidyl C family and purine subunit family, respectively (47, 48). These two genes are classified as belonging to the GPCRs pathways that are closely related to tumor immunity and despite reports on the relationship between these two genes and tumor immunity are still rare, new progress has been made revealing their relationship with macrophages and NK cells (49, 50). In this study, the expression of these four genes was increased with the increase of LUAD immune infiltration level. The important aspect was that these four genes were correlated with the amount of immune cell infiltration (such as CD69 and M0 macrophage), but also with the expression of immune checkpoint genes (such as KLRB1 and PD-1, P2RY13, and PD-L2) suggesting that these four genes might predict the immunotherapy response and could be potentially considered as new immunotherapeutic targets. These four genes interact with a gene common to all of them, such as S1PR1, which is a core gene of the G protein coupled pathway (51). S1PR1 is usually considered as an oncogene, since it promotes the proliferation, invasion, and metastasis of tumor cells through the STAT3, PI3K/AKT, and CCR signaling pathway in many types of malignant tumors (52–54). However, some recent studies revealed that S1PR1 is also able to promote tumor cell apoptosis, thus, its high expression is an indicator of a good prognosis (55–57). In the present study, our hypothesis was that an interacting gene network was formed among CD69, KLRB1 and GPRCs family members PLCB2, P2RY13, and S1PR1. This gene network further activated the downstream genes in GPRCs signaling pathway, promoting the immune infiltration in LUAD tissues and the consequent anti-tumor effect of immune cells. This finding provided a new basis clarifying the mechanism of immune infiltration in LUAD, and providing a potential therapeutic target for the immunotherapy against LUAD.

Finally, these four genes were used to construct a risk score signature in training cohort to explore the role of these four genes in the clinical prognosis of LUAD. This risk score signature allowed the identification of high-risk LUAD patients with poor prognosis. This score signature was also used as an independent prognostic index to construct an effective Nomogram prediction model combined with the tumor stage in LUAD TCGA cohort. This model could predict the 3-year and 5-year survival rates of TCGA LUAD with a high accuracy. The ROC curves revealed that the AUC of the Nomogram were better than AUC of the TNM stage. Tumor heterogeneity is an unavoidable problem, thus, it should be considered in all tumor studies, being also a problem in the prognostic prediction of LUAD patients (58, 59). The model was externally validated in two GEO datasets using different microarray platforms to further improve the universality and robustness of the Nomogram in LUAD samples. The validation further confirmed the prognostic value of these four genes and the ability of the Nomogram to predict the survival rates in LUAD patients. These results indicated that these four LUAD genes had a universal prognostic value, thus, they might be potentially considered for further clinical applications.

Our study had several limitations that should be acknowledged while indicating necessary future studies in the relevant areas. As shown in the results, the prognostic significance of the four genes and S1PR1 were found in some of the examined GEO datasets, not all. It may be due to the limitations of the data obtained from open datasets. The data were shared by studies using inconsistent experimental study design, such as different detected objects, various detected platforms, and diverse sample sizes. For example, the GSE50081 only focused on early-stage NSCLC, and the GSE41271 and the GSE42127 did not contain S1PR1 detection probes. The heterogeneity of tumors, which was also hard to control using open data, may have impacted and resulted in these inconsistent findings among datasets as well. Specifically, the individual differences, difference of tumor development stages, and difference of tumor sites could all affect the analysis results of immune cell infiltration and gene expression levels. All these factors can be impactful to the data analysis, lower the validation of the prognostic value of these genes, and thus affect the universality of the prognostic prediction model. For future studies, the clinical application value of this gene signature needs to be further verified in more independent LUAD cohorts. Our research team has just launched a new validation study at the protein level based on an independent cohort of which the samples are being collected from our own hospital. Meanwhile, a larger sample size should be considered in future studies to help reduce the interference caused by tumor heterogeneity and ensure statistic power.



Conclusions

Our study identified four key genes significantly correlated with tumor immune infiltration and in LUAD and its prognosis. These four genes formed a network with S1PR1, which is a mutual interaction gene, activating the downstream genes in GPRCs to promote the immune infiltration in LUAD. The constructed risk score signature based on the key genes could be used as an independent biomarker to predict the prognosis of LUAD. Therefore, the screening, identification, and analysis of these four genes made a contribution in the understanding of GPCRs and the immune infiltration in LUAD, opening up new perspectives for more effective immunotherapeutic strategies.
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The tumor microenvironment (TME) plays a critical role in the initiation and progression of cancer. However, the specific mechanism of its regulation in head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSCC) remains unclear. In this study, we first applied the ESTIMATE method to calculate the immune and stromal scores in patients’ tumor tissues from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database. GSE41613, GSE30784, and GSE37991 data sets from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database were recruited for further validation. Differentially expressed genes (DEGs) were identified and then analyzed by Cox regression analysis and protein-protein interaction (PPI) network construction. DEGs significantly associated with prognosis and TME will be identified as hub genes. These genes were also validated at the protein level by immunohistochemical analysis of 10 pairs of primary tumor tissues and the adjacent normal tissues from our institution. The relationship between hub genes expression and immune cell fraction estimated by CIBERSORT software was also examined. 275 DEGs were significantly associated with TME. CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14 have then identified as hub genes by intersection Cox and PPI analysis. Further investigation revealed that the expression of CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14 was negatively correlated with clinicopathological characteristics (clinical stage, T stage) and positively associated with survival in HNSCC patients, especially in male patients. The expression of CCR8 and P2RY14 was lower in males than in females. CCR8 and P2RY14 were differentially expressed in tumor tissues than normal tissues, and the results were validated at the protein level by immunohistochemistry experiments. Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) showed that the high expression groups’ hub genes were mainly enriched for immune-related activities. In the low-expression groups, genes were primarily enriched in metabolic pathways. CIBERSORT results showed that the expression of these genes was all negatively correlated with the fraction of memory B cells and positively correlated with the fraction of the other four cells, including naive B cells, resting T cells CD4 memory, T cells follicular helper, and T cells regulatory (Tregs). The results suggest that CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14 may be responsible for maintaining the immune dominance of TME, thus leading to a better prognosis.
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Introduction

The most common pathologic type of tumor occurring in the head and neck region is mucosal squamous cell carcinoma, which mainly affects the oral mucosa, palate, tongue, oropharynx, hypopharynx, larynx, and other parts (1). The global incidence of head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSCC) has risen significantly and is estimated to increase by 30% until 2030 (1.08 million new cases annually) (https://gco.iarc.fr/) (2, 3). The 5-year survival rate for patients with HNSCC is less than 50% before 2014 (4), primarily because approximately 80% to 90% of patients with advanced HNSCC develop local recurrence or distant metastasis (5, 6). Besides, patients with HNSCC have the second-highest suicide rate, less than patients with pancreatic cancer, which may be attributed to excessive stress and low life quality (7). Treatment strategies for HNSCC vary depending on the site of disease, disease stage, etc., and mainly include surgery (8), local radiotherapy (9), and systemic chemotherapy (10). Immunotherapy, especially immune checkpoint inhibitors, have also shown encouraging results in the advanced tumor (11, 12). However, for advanced squamous cell carcinoma, the currently existing therapies were of limited benefit.

Tumor microenvironment (TME) is the internal environment for the production and growth of tumor cells, which provides conditions for the initiation, proliferation, invasion, and metastasis of the tumor. It is closely related to the survival of tumor cells (13, 14). These immune cells and related stromal components, recruited and activated by tumor cells, form a tumor-suppressive inflammatory microenvironment in the early stages of tumor colonization or growth, thereby impeding tumor progression. However, after continuous tumor antigen stimulation and immune activation, the relevant effector cells in the microenvironment are in a state of depletion or remodeling. They cannot perform their normal functions or even promote tumors’ malignant manifestation, resulting in an immunosuppressive microenvironment (15). According to most previous studies, multiple immune cells and cytokines in the tumor microenvironment are closely associated with tumor prognosis (16). Currently, immunotherapy has achieved great success and long-term clinical benefits in treating various types of cancer. However, a significant proportion of patients still have limited or no response to immunotherapy. Strong immunosuppressive TME will cause tumor-reactive CD8+ T cells exhausted and lose their ability to eliminate cancer cells, thus reducing the effect of immunotherapy (15).

To investigate the TME status in patients with HNSCC and the underlying mechanism of prognostic influence, a series of analyses have been conducted around the relationship between TME and prognosis. In the present study, we used ESTIMATE software to analyze immune and stromal components’ scores in tumor tissues. The relationships between microenvironment and tumor prognosis in HNSCC were further explored through prognostic-related Cox regression analysis and TME-associated protein interaction networks (PPI) to search for predictive hub genes significantly associated with TME. CIBERSORT software was used to analyze the relative fraction of 22 immune cells in tumor tissues. The relationships between the expression of hub genes and the fraction of these tumor-infiltrating immune cells were also further analyzed.



Materials and Methods


Data Sources

The level 3 HTSeq-FPKM RNA-seq expression data and corresponding clinical data of HNSCC patients were retrieved from a data set of the Cancer Genome Atlas database (TCGA-HNSC) (https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov). A total of 546 RNA-seq expression data, including 502 tumor tissues and 44 normal tissues, were included in TCGA-HNSC data set, and were applied in the following analyses. A total of 499 patients had both clinical data containing survival information and gene expression data included for survival analysis (Table S1). GSE41613 data set retrieved from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo) with both expression data and the corresponding survival information of 97 patients were recruited for external survival validation. However, GSE41613 data set does not include gene expression data from normal tissues. Therefore, GSE30784 and GSE37991 data sets from the GEO database with the expression data of both tumor and normal tissues were then used for external RNA-seq expression validation. The GSE30784 data set includes gene expression data from 167 tumor tissues and 45 normal controls. A total of 80 tumor and non-tumor pair-wise samples obtained from 40 male oral squamous cell cancer (OSCC) patients were recruited in the GSE37991.



Clinical Samples for Immunohistochemical Staining

To validate the target genes’ protein levels, we obtained a total of 10 pairs of primary tumor tissues and the corresponding adjacent normal tissues from OSCC patients who underwent surgical resection at the Department of Stomatology, Chinese PLA General Hospital, between March 2020 and July 2020. The location of tumor occurrence in 10 patients included six cases of the mouth’s fundus, 4 cases of the gingiva. There were seven cases in males and three cases in females. All patients had postoperative pathology confirmed as oral squamous cell carcinoma. All patients underwent surgery prior to chemotherapy or radiotherapy. All samples were used for immunohistochemical staining. Our study was conducted following the Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Chinese PLA General Hospital’s Ethics Committee. All patients signed an informed consent form.



Scores for TME Using ESTIMATE Package

The ratio of immune and stromal cells in the TME of each sample was calculated using the ESTIMATE package (Version 1.0.13) based on the R software version 3.6.1. The data used were HTSeq-FPKM RNA-seq expression data. Results are presented in the form of three scores, including ImmuneScore, StromalScore, and ESTIMATEScore.The higher the respective score, the greater the ratios of the corresponding components in the TME. If the overall score is higher, the proportion of tumor cells in the tumor tissue is lower with lower tumor purity.



DEGs Between High- and Low-Score Groups Regarding ImmuneScore and StromalScore

The 502 tumor samples were labeled as high scores or low scores based on the median value of ImmuneScore or StromalScore, respectively. DEGs were obtained by performing differential analysis of gene expression between groups using the “limma” package based on R software. DEGs with a log2(folder change) >1 and a false discovery rate (FDR) adjusted P-value < 0.05 were considered statistically significant. Genes that were differentially expressed in both immune and stromal components were included in the next step of the analysis. A total of 275 DEGs associated with changes in the TME were included in the next stage of analysis after matching.



Survival Analysis

Survival analysis was performed by applying the R software package “survminer” (Version 0.4.7) and “survival” (Version 2.44.1.1). Patients included in the survival analysis must have both gene expression data and corresponding survival clinical data. A total of 499 individuals were eventually included in the survival analysis. Tumors were categorized into high and low scoring groups based on the above microenvironmental scores, and the survival differences between the groups were compared. Also, patients were grouped according to their gender, followed by survival analysis. Survival curves were plotted using the Kaplan-Meier method. A P value < 0.05 of the log-rank test was considered statistically significant.



Gene Ontology (GO) and The Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) Pathway Functional Enrichment Analysis

GO and KEGG enrichment analysis was performed utilizing DEGs. We completed the GO and KEGG pathway analysis using R packages (“enrichplot,” “clusterProfiler,” and “ggplot2”) (17). We used both P-value < 0.05 and FDR adjusted P-value < 0.05 as the threshold for GO and KEGG enrichment analysis.



Protein-Protein Interaction (PPI) Network of DEGs and Hub Genes

DEGs that are significantly associated with TME were used to construct the PPI network to analyze the model’s intrinsic function. The PPI network construction was based on the STRING database (https://string-db.org/), and we subsequently applied Cytoscape software (version:3.8.0) for the reconstruction and visualization of the network. Nodes with the confidence of an interactive relationship > 0.7 were used for building the network.

After constructing the PPI, the core genes of the network need to be identified. We counted the number of neighboring nodes for each gene and selected the top 30 genes with the most neighboring nodes as the PPI network’s core genes.



Prognosis-Related Genes in DEGs

First, Univariate Cox regression analysis was used to identify the genes associated with prognosis. A forest plot was constructed based on the Cox analysis. P <0.05 indicated a significant association with prognosis. Hazard Ratio (HR) >1 indicated a high-risk gene. Kaplan–Meier test was also used. Patients were divided into two groups with high and low expression according to the median value of gene expression to compare whether there was a difference in survival between them. The genes that were significant by both methods were used as the final prognosis-related genes.



Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA)

GSEA is used to assess genes’ distribution trends in a predefined set of genes in a gene set sequenced for phenotypic relevance and determine their contribution to the phenotype (18). We applied the GSEA software (Version 4.0.3, http://software.broadinstitute.org/gsea/) with 1,000 phenotype permutations for GSEA enrichment analysis. The statistically significant gene sets threshold was set to Nominal P-value < 0.05 with an FDR adjusted P-value < 0.25. We classified the patients into two groups according to the median value of a target gene. We then performed a GESA analysis to compare the pathways of differential enrichment between the two groups. MSigDB oncogenic signatures gene sets (version 7.1, https://www.gsea-msigdb.org/gsea/downloads.jsp) was applied in the GSEA analysis.



Estimation of Immune Cell Abundance in Tumor Tissue

To analyze whether there were differences in the immune cell abundance of tumor tissue between High and low expression groups of hub genes, we used CIBERSORT (https://cibersort.stanford.edu/) to evaluate the relative abundance of predefined cell types in mixed solid tissues. The data used were normalized FPKM gene expression data of tumor tissue. We used the default LM22 leukocyte gene signature matrix from the CIBERSORT website. LM22 contains 547 genes distinguishing 22 types of immune-related cells. Disabling quantile normalization was checked. We set the number of permutations to 1000 for robust analyses. CIBERSORT enumerated the relative proportions of the 22 infiltrating immune cells, including B cells, dendritic cells, T cells, natural killer cells, macrophages, and others.



Differential Expression Analysis of Target Genes

The Wilcox rank-sum test was used to compare the differences in the expression of target genes between tumor and normal tissues. The R package “beeswarm” was used to generate the corresponding expression figures. Besides, we then performed paired differentiation analyses of target gene expression in tumor and normal samples from the same patient using the Wilcoxon rank-sum test. Statistical thresholds were set at P<0.05. The figures were generated using the “ggpaired” command of the R package “ggpubr.”



Data Sets Validations of the Hub Genes

The relationships between hub genes and prognosis were analyzed in TCGA-HNSC and were validated using the GSE41613 external data set (n = 97) and two randomly generated subsets of TCGA-HNSC (n = 250 and n = 249). Another two external data sets (GSE30784 (n = 212) and GSE37991 (n = 80)) were used to validate the expression of hub genes (CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14) between normal and tumor tissues. To validate the gender differences, we then divided TCGA-HNSC data set into two sub-data sets by gender (male = 366, female = 133).



Correlation of Target Gene Expression With Clinicopathological Characteristics

The Kruskal-Wallis rank-sum test was used to compare statistical differences between multiple groups. Wilcoxon rank-sum test was used to perform statistical analysis for comparison between two groups. P <0.05 was considered statistically significant. Subsequently, both univariate and multivariate Cox proportional hazards regression analyses of the hub genes and other clinical factors for the overall survival (OS) time were performed in the TCGA cohort.



Immunohistochemical Staining

Tumor tissues and control tissues were fixed with formalin, dehydrated, paraffin-embedded, and cut into 5-μm-thick continuous sections. After dewaxing and hydration, the sections were infiltrated with closed permeabilization solution for 30 min, washed three times with 0.01 mol/L PBS for 3 min each time, blocked with 5% BSA for 1 h, and treated with anti-CCR8 antibody (ZENBIO, No. 860154) or anti-P2RY14 antibody (Bioss, Bs-15356R) (diluted to 1:250) in 4°C overnight incubation. After a brief wash with PBS, the antibody was incubated with a horseradish peroxidase-conjugated anti-rabbit IgG antibody (1:500) for 2 h, and the staining was then developed with 0.003% H2O2 and 0.03% 3,3′-diaminobenzidine in 0.05 mol/L Tris-HCl. The staining was observed, the dye was poured off, and the color development time was controlled for about 3 to 10 min. The neutral resin was used to seal the slices and then observed and photographed under the microscope. For the quantification, 10 non-overlapping cortical section at a magnification of 400× (high power field, HPF) were counted using Image-pro plus software. Multiple t-test was used to evaluate the difference between tumor and normal samples. The statistical threshold was set at P<0.05.




Results

The flowchart for the entire analysis is shown in Figure 1.




Figure 1 | Flowchart of the entire analysis.




Clinical Relevance of TME Scores

According to the median value of the TME scores, respectively, 502 patients in TCGA-HNSC data set were stratified into the high- or low-score group. All TME scores analyses did not find a significant correlation with survival (P > 0.05) (Figures 2A–C). However, we can observe a tendency that patients with higher immune scores have a better prognosis (Figure 2A). In addition, we found that female patients had a significantly worse prognosis than male patients (P < 0.05) (Figure 2D). There was a significant correlation between immune score and T stage (P < 0.05) (Figure 2E). Immune scores of tumor tissues were significantly lower in male patients than in female patients (P < 0.05) (Figure 2F). No correlation between tumor immune score and lymph node metastasis in patients was found (Figure S1A). No significant correlation between tumor StromalScore and any clinical features was found in TCGA-HNSC data set (P > 0.05) (Figures S1B–D).




Figure 2 | Correlation of tumor microenvironment (TME) with survival and clinical characteristics. (A–C) According to the median value of the immune score, stromal score, or estimate score, 502 patients were stratified into the high- or low-score group. Kaplan-Meier curves were used for survival analyses between different score groups in the TCGA-HNSC data set. (D) Females have a worse prognosis than male patients with an OS<5 years (P<0.05). (E) There was a significant correlation between immune score and T stage (P<0.05). (F) Immune scores of tumor tissues were significantly lower in male patients than in female patients (P<0.05).





DEGs Between High- and Low-Score Groups Regarding ImmuneScore and StromalScore

The 502 tumor samples were labeled as a high-score or low-score based on the median value of ImmuneScore or StromalScore, respectively. Regarding ImmuneScore, 776 genes were up-regulated, and 161 genes were down-regulated in the high-score group compared to the low-score group. For the stromal component scores, 985 genes were up-regulated, and 63 genes were down-regulated in the high-score group compared to the low-score group. There were 275 genes whose expression was simultaneously and significantly correlated with either the immune component or the stromal component (Figures 3A, B).




Figure 3 | Analysis of genes affecting the TME and their associated GO and KEGG enrichment. (A, B) Venn plots showing 260 up-regulated DEGs and 15 down-regulated DEGs shared by ImmuneScore and StromalScore (thresholds for differential gene expression set at an FDR adjusted P-value <0.05 and log2FC>1). (C, D) GO enrichment analysis for 275 microenvironmentally relevant DEGs, the statistical threshold set at P-value < 0.05 with an FDR adjusted P-value < 0.05. (E, F) KEGG enrichment analysis for 275 microenvironmentally relevant DEGs, the statistical threshold set at P value < 0.05 with an FDR adjusted P-value < 0.05.





GO and KEGG Pathway Analyses of the DEGs

Since these 275 DEGs were significantly associated with TME status, we sought to explore these genes’ function through GO and KEGG enrichment analysis. Results of GO enrichment analysis revealed that DEGs were enriched significantly in neutrophil activation, neutrophil degranulation, neutrophil-mediated immunity, leukocyte chemotaxis, regulation of inflammatory response, lymphocyte proliferation (P<0.05 and FDR adjusted P<0.05) (Figures 3C, D, Figure S2A). Results of KEGG functional enrichment analysis revealed that DEGs were significantly enriched in Cytokine−cytokine receptor interaction, Chemokine signaling pathway, Staphylococcus aureus infection, and others (P < 0.05 and FDR adjusted P<0.05) (Figures 3E, F, Figure S2B).



Prognosis-Related Genes in DEGs

Univariate Cox regression analysis and the Kaplan–Meier method were both used to identify the genes associated with prognosis. A total of 27 genes were found to be significantly associated with prognosis (P<0.05 in both Cox regression analysis and Kaplan–Meier analysis) (Figure 4A).




Figure 4 | Screening of target genes by PPI network and survival analysis. (A) Univariate Cox regression analysis of 275 microenvironment-associated DEGs. (B) Core genes with the highest number of neighboring nodes in the PPI network. (C) The Wayne plot shows three hub genes that belong to both the PPI network and prognosis-related genes.





PPI Network and Hub Genes

With the 275 DEGs, the PPI network construction was based on the STRING database, and we subsequently applied Cytoscape software for the reconstruction and visualization of the network. A total of 182 network nodes with the confidence of an interactive relationship larger than 0.7 existed in the PPI network. We counted the number of neighboring nodes for each gene and selected the top 30 genes with the most neighboring nodes as the hub genes of the PPI network (Figure 4B).



Hub Genes Related to TME and Prognosis

To further explore the relationship between TME and prognosis, the intersection analysis between the critical nodes in the PPI network and the prognosis related DEGs was carried out, and only three genes, CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14, were overlapping from the above analyses (Figure 4C).



Differential Expression of Key Genes Between Tumor and Normal Tissues

A total of 502 tumor tissues and 44 normal tissues were included in TCGA-HNSC data set. We used the “limma” package to analyze the expression of these three key genes and found that CCR8 and P2RY14 were differentially expressed in tumor tissues compared with normal tissues (P<0.01), while CCR4 exhibited no significant difference in expression between tumor and normal tissues (Figures 5A–C). Paired differentiation analyses using the Wilcoxon rank-sum test exhibited similar results. A total of 43 pairs of tumors and normal tissues from 43 patients were included in this analysis. CCR8 and P2RY14 were significantly differentially expressed in tumor tissues compared with normal tissues, while CCR4 was not significantly different (Figures 5D–F).




Figure 5 | Differential expression analysis of hub genes in tumor and normal tissues in TCGA-HNSC data set. (A) There was no significant difference in the expression of CCR4 in tumor and normal tissues. (B, C) Significant differences were observed in the expression of CCR8 and P2RY14 in tumor and normal tissues (P<0.01). (D–F) A paired analysis of tumor and normal tissues from the same patients confirmed the previous analysis results.



GSE30784 and GSE37991 were used to validate the above-mentioned expression results of hub genes. According to the results from TCGA-HNSC data set, compared to normal tissues, CCR4 exhibited a similar expression level in the tumor tissues (P>0.05) (Figures 6A, D). The expression of CCR8 was significantly increased in tumor tissues (P<0.001) (Figures 6B, E), while the expression of P2RY14 was significantly decreased (P<0.001) (Figures 6C, F).




Figure 6 | Differential expression analysis of hub genes in tumor and normal tissues in GEO data sets. (A) There was no significant difference in the expression of CCR4 in the GSE30784 data set. (B, C) Significant differences were observed in the expression of CCR8 and P2RY14 between tumor and normal tissues in the GSE30784 data set (P<0.001). (D) No significant difference in CCR4 was observed in the GSE37991 data set. (E, F) In the GSE37991 data set, CCR8 expression was increased in tumor tissues compared to normal tissues, while P2RY14 expression was significantly decreased.



To validate the gender differences, we then divided TCGA-HNSC data set into two groups by gender. We found no significant correlation between higher or lower immune scores and tumor prognosis in either the male or female groups (P>0.05) (Figures S3A, B). However, in the male group, there was a trend for better prognosis in the higher immune score group (Figure S3A). Within these two groups, respectively, we performed survival analysis based on the high and low expression of the hub genes. Interestingly, in the male group, the expression of all genes was significantly correlated with survival (P<0.005), while in the female group, the expression of all hub genes was not correlated with survival (P>0.05) (Figures S3C–H).

Immunohistochemical analysis of HNSCC specimens and adjacent normal tissues for CCR8 and P2RY14 proteins revealed that CCR8 was significantly over-expressed in HNSCC specimens, whereas P2RY14 was significantly lower expressed than in normal tissues (P<0.05) (Figures 7A, B).




Figure 7 | Immunohistochemical analysis of oral squamous cell carcinoma specimens and adjacent normal tissues for CCR8 and P2RY14 protein. (A) CCR8 was highly expressed in tumor specimens of HNSCC patients compared to normal tissues. P2RY14 was highly expressed in normal tissues compared to tumor specimens. (B) The quantification of IHC results (FDR adjusted P-value < 0.05).





The Correlation of Gene Expression With the Survival and Clinical Characteristics

CCR4 showed a significant correlation with survival in TCGA-HNSC data set (P<0.001), and the higher the gene expression, the better the patient’s prognosis (Figure 8A). To eliminate the non-proportional hazard, according to the survival period of the patients, we classified those with less than 5 years as a group and those with more than 5 years were included in another group for separate analysis of CCR8 and P2RY14. We found the vast majority (447/499) of patients with a survival of less than 5 years. The results of the survival analysis showed that the expression of CCR8, P2RY14 were significantly associated with survival in patients with OS less than 5 years (Figures 8B, C). However, the results were not significant in patients with OS more than 5 years (n=52) (Figures S4A, B).




Figure 8 | Results of survival analyses of hub genes. The expression of CCR4 (A), CCR8 (B), and P2RY14 (C) were all significantly correlated with patient prognosis in the TCGA data set, and the higher the level of gene expression, the better the patient’s prognosis. (D–I) Survival analysis of two randomly distributed subsets showed results consistent with the original data set, with the expression of all of the three hub genes significantly correlated with survival. (J–L) Survival analysis was performed on another validation data set GSE41613.



In the two randomly generated sub-data sets of TCGA-HNSC, we obtained results from the survival analysis that were highly consistent with previous results, with higher expression of the hub genes predicting a better prognosis (P<0.05) (Figures 8D–I).

We also validated the results on the external GSE41613 data set and found that no significant differences were found for any of the three genes, but CCR8 and P2RY14 showed highly identical trends to those in TCGA-HNSC (Figures 8J–L).

CCR4 gene expression was significantly correlated with pathological tumor stage and T-stage (P<0.05) (Figure 8). Both CCR8 and P2RY14 gene expression was significantly correlated with pathological tumor stage, T-stage, and gender (P<0.05) (Figure 9).




Figure 9 | Relationship between the expression levels of hub genes in tumor tissues and clinical characteristics of patients. (A–C) The expression of CCR4 (A), CCR8 (B), and P2RY14 (C) were all significantly correlated with the T staging. The expression levels of these genes all decreased gradually with the progression of the T stage. (D–F) Similar results were seen with the pathological staging in all three hub genes, but not as significant as for T staging. (G–I) All of these genes were less expressed in males than in females, with no significant difference was shown in CCR4 (P>0.05), and significant differences were demonstrated in both CCR8 and P2RY14 (P<0.05).



CCR4 demonstrated its independent predictive value of OS in the univariate Cox regression analysis in TCGA-HNSC data set (P<0.05). In the multivariate regression analysis of CCR4, although not significant, it showed a predictive value that was not weaker than that of the T-stage (P = 0.057) (Figure 10A). CCR8 expression did not reveal its independent prognostic value over other factors in the regression analyses (Figure 10B). Notably, compared to gender and stage, we found the expression of P2RY14 exhibits an independent prognostic value in both the univariate and multivariate Cox regression analyses (P <0.05) (see in Figure 10C).




Figure 10 | Forest plots of univariate and multivariate Cox regression analyses in TCGA-HNSC. (A) Cox regression analyses on the relationship between CCR4 expression and prognosis. (B) Cox regression analyses of CCR8. (C) Cox regression analyses of P2RY14. HR, hazard ratio.





Pathways Enriched for These Hub Genes as Revealed by GSEA Analysis

Given that the expression levels of all three key genes mentioned above were significantly correlated with the survival and T stage of patients in TCGA-HNSC data set, we categorized the patients into high and low expression groups according to their median expression levels and then performed GSEA analysis. The results showed that in the high-expression group, all three hub genes were significantly enriched in immune-related pathways such as “CYTOKINE_CYTOKINE_RECEPTOR_INTERACTION,” “JAK_STAT_SIGNALING_PATHWAY,” “CHEMOKINE_SIGNALING_PATHWAY,” “NATURAL_KILLER_CELL_MEDIATED_CYTOTOXICITY” (Figures 11A–C). In the low-expression group, all three genes are significantly enriched in metabolism-related pathways, including “OXIDATIVE_PHOSPHORYLATION,” “RNA_POLYMERASE,” “RIBOSOME,” and so on (Figures 11D–F).




Figure 11 | Functional enrichment analyses regarding the expression of the hub genes. (A–C) Results of enrichment analysis with higher expression of the hub genes. (D–F) Results of enrichment analysis with lower expression of the hub genes. The threshold was set to Nominal P-value < 0.05 with an FDR adjusted P-value < 0.25.





Correlation Between Gene Expression and Immune Cell Infiltration

CIBERSORT was used to estimate the fractions of 22 infiltrated immune cells using the RNA-sequence data. The relative abundance of parts of the 22 infiltrated immune cells exhibited significant differences between the high- and low-expression groups. Combining the results of differential analysis (Figure 12A, Figure S5A, Figure S6A) and correlation analysis (Figure 12B, Figure S5B, Figure S6B), we found that the content of a total of 14 immune cells was significantly correlated with the expression of CCR4, 11 with the expression of CCR8, and 13 with the expression of P2RY14 (Figure 12C). For example, six immune cells were positively correlated with the expression of CCR8, including naive B cells, T cells regulatory (Tregs), T cells CD4 memory resting, T cells follicular helper, resting Mast cells, and activated T cells CD4 memory. Five cells were negatively correlated with CCR8 expression, including memory B cells, Macrophages M0, activated Mast cells, Eosinophils, and activated NK cells. Notably, five of the infiltrating cells had similar correlations with all three hub genes. The expression of these genes was negatively correlated with the fraction of memory B cells and positively correlated with the fraction of the other four cells, including naive B cells, resting T cells CD4 memory, T cells follicular helper, and Tregs. These results further support that the expression of CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14 affect the immunoreactivity of TME.




Figure 12 | Correlation of CCR8 expression with immune cell fraction in tumor tissues in TCGA-HNSC. (A) Patients were divided into high- and low-expression groups based on the median value of CCR8 gene expression. There were significant differences in the fraction of some immune cells in the tumor tissue (P<0.05). (B) Correlation analysis of CCR8 and immune cell content was used to validate the above differential analysis results. (C) Wayne plots showed that the expression of CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14 was associated with the fraction of several immune cells, respectively.






Discussion

In this study, we identified three hub genes (CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14) that were significantly associated with both TME and prognosis through a combination of correlation analysis and survival analysis for the TME related DEGs. Among them, there were significant differences in the expression of CCR8 and P2RY14 in tumor tissues and normal tissues. Enrichment analysis revealed that the functions of these genes are primarily associated with the immune system. In a subsequent analysis of tumor-infiltrating cells, we found that the expression of these genes was all significantly correlated with the fraction of multiple immune cells in the tumor tissue. This is further evidence that these genes influence the immune system and the tumor microenvironment by influencing the immune system and, thus, tumorigenesis, progression, and prognosis. They can also be used as reliable predictors of the tumor microenvironment and prognosis.

A great number of studies have confirmed that TME plays an essential role in tumor initiation and development (19–21). An aggressive TME may support continued tumor growth, invasion, and metastasis. The interactions between numerous components of TME may result in different tumor growth patterns and prognosis, but the precise mechanisms remain to be elucidated and thoroughly investigated. Li et al. recently found that three immune-related genes (COL1A1, COMP, and SERPINE2) are significantly correlated in both TME and tumor prognosis, thus revealing the possible effects and pathways of microenvironment on tumor prognosis (22). Huo et al. analyzed the scores of 22 immune cells in tumor tissues using gene expression data from 816 HNSCC patients and developed a TME score-based prognostic risk model accordingly. The model was significantly correlated with tumor stage, grade, HPV infection, and prognosis (23).

Both CCR4 and CCR8 belong to chemokine receptors, and the proteins encoded by these genes belong to the family of G-protein-coupled receptors (24). Chemokines consist of a set of small polypeptides that regulate cellular transport in various types of leukocytes. Chemokines also have essential roles in the development, homeostasis, and function of the immune system, and they have effects on endothelial cells involved in angiogenesis or vasorelaxation (25). Besides, these genes are also strongly associated with tumor development. Xu et al. found that CCR4 and CCR6 are independent prognostic indicators for patients with lung adenocarcinoma (26). One animal study in canines confirmed that the expression of CCR4 was significantly higher in tumor tissues than in normal tissues and was significantly correlated with the content of Treg cells. They suggest that the CCL17/CCR4 axis may drive Treg recruitment in a variety of canine cancers. CCR4 blockade may be a potential therapeutic option to eradicate tumors through Treg depletion (27). Based on the mechanism of CCR4, Mogamulizumab is a new humanized anti-CCR4 antibody that is currently being used in the clinical treatment of advanced cutaneous T-cell lymphoma (CTCL) (28).

P2RY14 is a purinergic receptor for UDP-glucose and other UDP-glycans coupled to G-proteins. It plays a role in the immune system by participating in the regulation of the stem cell compartment (29). P2RY14 is now thought to be closely associated with tumorigenesis and development. For instance, Wang et al. found that P2RY14 is significantly down-regulated in lung cancer tissues based on analysis of different data sets, and the higher the expression level of this gene, the better the patient’s prognosis (30). Similar to the results we obtained in TCGA-HNSC data set, the higher the expression of P2RY14 in the tumor tissue, the better the prognosis of the patient (Figure 8C). And in tumor tissues, the levels of the gene are significantly down-regulated compared to normal tissues (Figures 5C, F). Immunohistochemical analysis also validated the results of these genetic analyses.

In addition, we analyzed the correlation between these hub genes and clinical features, and several meaningful results were obtained. The first was that the expression of these genes was significantly correlated with the T-stage, with differences in the expression of the genes in the different stages. In all three genes, this significance was observed, and the difference in their expression between T1 and all other stages became increasingly significant with increasing staging. We also observed such differences in pathological staging. This supports that the expression of these genes was significantly correlated with tumor progression. Interestingly, the expression levels of CCR8 and P2RY14 in tumor tissues were significantly correlated with gender, with women showing significantly higher levels of gene expression than men. The expression of CCR4, although non-significant, showed a similar tendency. However, these findings have not been reported in previous studies. Notably, a similar result was seen in a previous analysis of TME scores, with male patients having significantly lower immune scores than females. Related studies have found significant differences in incidence, outcome, and response to immunotherapy across tumors (31, 32). For example, in urothelial bladder carcinoma, although the incidence was lower in women than in men, the disease’s aggressiveness and mortality were higher in women than in men (33). Similar to these studies, we grouped the data by gender in this study and found that female patients had a poorer prognosis than male patients (P < 0.05, HR= 1.328 (0.981 to 1.799)) (Figure 2D). Although we found that immune scores were higher in women than in men, the results showed that the prognosis of female patients was not better than men as expected from the immune scores. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that although females have more immune infiltrates and highly expressed hub genes than males, this is not sufficient to have a decisive impact on the survival prognosis. The reasons for this may be related firstly to the smaller sample size of women and more likely, to the fact that female HNSCC patients differ significantly from men at the molecular level (34). These results suggest that there may be differences in TME between male and female patients. No significant gender-related pathways were also found in the results of the KEGG enrichment analysis. We may need to do more gender-related studies to reveal the possible underlying mechanisms.

The relative fraction of tumor infiltrated immune cells are estimated by Cibersort software using the FPKM RNA-seq expression data. By correlation and differential analyses, we found that the content of these immune-related cells in tumor tissues was closely associated with the three hub genes’ expression. We found that both in CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14, the abundance of CD8 T-lymphocytes was significantly higher in the group with high expression of these genes than in the lower expression group. T cells expressing CD8 usually differentiate into cytotoxic T-lymphocytes after being activated and are able to kill tumor cells specifically. Therefore, studies have confirmed that the higher the level of CD8+ T cells, the stronger the body’s anti-tumor immune response and the better the prognosis of patients (35, 36). In all of the three hub genes, we also found that the content of M0 macrophages was significantly lower in the high-expression group of the gene. The primary function of macrophages is phagocytosis and digestion of cellular debris and pathogens, and activation of other immune cells. M0 macrophages are non-activated macrophages without any inflammatory or tumor-associated function and can be transformed into classically activated M1 macrophages and alternatively activated M2 macrophages (37, 38). M1 macrophages have a primary anti-tumor role, distinguishing tumor cells from healthy cells, recognizing and then killing tumor cells by mediating cytotoxic effects. In contrast, the role of M2 macrophages is to promote the growth and metastasis of tumors. In this study, we found that the content of M0 macrophages was significantly reduced in the high expression group while M1 macrophages were increased although there was no significant difference, while there was no significant change in M2 macrophages, which suggested an enhanced anti-tumor immune response in the high expression group. These results are also consistent with the changes in immune status caused by altered CD8 T cells. Furthermore, in the present study, we found that, like the other two key genes, high expression of the CCR8 gene was significantly associated with an enrichment of Tregs in tumor tissue, which in turn predicted a better prognosis. This is consistent with previous findings in colorectal cancer, which suggested that enrichment of Tregs in tumors favors a better prognosis (39, 40). Salama et al. found that improved survival associated with a high density of tumor-infiltrating FOXP3(+) Tregs in colorectal cancer (40). These results confirm the influence of hub genes on different types of tumor immune cells and also preliminarily reveal possible mechanisms that may influence the microenvironment and prognosis.

There are several limitations to this study. Firstly, this study calculated the TME score of tumor tissues based on mRNA expression data using the ESTIMATE algorithm and the fraction of the immune cells using the CIBERSORT algorithm. These algorithms are still in the exploratory stage. More optimization of the algorithms is needed in the future to be closer to the real world. Second, we found three hub genes, but it is unclear through what functions and pathways these genes affect TME and prognosis, and further studies are needed in the future. In addition, we included a limited number of patients for IHC validation. The sample size should be enlarged in future studies.



Conclusion

In the present study, we identified three hub genes (CCR4, CCR8, and P2RY14) that are significantly associated with TME and prognosis. We found that these genes are essential in building a microenvironment that stimulates anti-tumor immune responses and thus inhibits tumor growth and migration. These findings may shed new light on future anti-tumor therapies that target TME status.
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Blockade of the immunosuppressive tryptophan catabolism mediated by indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1 (IDO1) and tryptophan 2,3-dioxygenase (TDO) holds enormous promise for sensitising cancer patients to immune checkpoint blockade. Yet, only IDO1 inhibitors had entered clinical trials so far, and those agents have generated disappointing clinical results. Improved understanding of molecular mechanisms involved in the immune-regulatory function of the tryptophan catabolism is likely to optimise therapeutic strategies to block this pathway. The immunosuppressive role of tryptophan metabolite kynurenine is becoming increasingly clear, but it remains a mystery if tryptophan exerts functions beyond serving as a precursor for kynurenine. Here we hypothesise that tryptophan acts as a rheostat of kynurenine-mediated immunosuppression by competing with kynurenine for entry into immune T-cells through the amino acid transporter called System L. This hypothesis stems from the observations that elevated tryptophan levels in TDO-knockout mice relieve immunosuppression instigated by IDO1, and that the vacancy of System L transporter modulates kynurenine entry into CD4+ T-cells. This hypothesis has two potential therapeutic implications. Firstly, potent TDO inhibitors are expected to indirectly inhibit IDO1 hence development of TDO-selective inhibitors appears advantageous compared to IDO1-selective and dual IDO1/TDO inhibitors. Secondly, oral supplementation with System L substrates such as leucine represents a novel potential therapeutic modality to restrain the immunosuppressive kynurenine and restore anti-tumour immunity.
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Introduction

The human immune system can recognise and eradicate tumour cells. Thus, the immunity plays a key role in reducing cancer incidence (1). However, the immunity is a double-edged sword. Elimination of immune-sensitive tumour cells drives evolution of tumours towards the immune-resistant phenotype in a process called cancer immune-editing (2). This, in turn, leads to malignant and clinically apparent cancer. It is of utmost importance to identify and silence tumoural immune escape mechanisms to restore the patient’s anti-tumour immunity. Inhibiting the T-cell regulatory checkpoints, such as the programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1) axis, by monoclonal antibodies have shown remarkable clinical responses (3). Some patients on the anti-PD-1 inhibitors experience durable tumour regressions but a sizeable fraction of patients do not benefit from these agents (4). This has triggered a search for mechanisms that could be modulated to optimise cancer patients’ responses to immune checkpoint inhibitors (5, 6). One of the key candidates are enzymes IDO1 and TDO that accelerate immunosuppressive tryptophan catabolism along the kynurenine pathway (7).

Initially thought of as a “holy grail” for potentiating cancer immunotherapy, the disappointing outcomes of IDO1 inhibitors in clinical trials (8–10) have generated scepticism (11–13). However, the evidence indicates that the concept of blocking the kynurenine pathway for potentiating immunotherapy is sound and holds true in preclinical models. It is likely that the most optimal therapeutic approaches to silence the kynurenine pathway have not yet been identified. We envision that improved understanding of the immunosuppression induced by the kynurenine pathway will yield insights into optimised therapeutic strategies.

In this perspective, we summarise the current knowledge about the mechanisms mediating immunosuppression by IDO1/TDO, propose a novel immune-regulatory function for the IDO1/TDO’s substrate tryptophan, and discuss the potential impact of this novel function on therapeutic strategies to block the immunosuppressive tryptophan catabolism.



Immunosuppressive Tryptophan Catabolism

Mammals metabolise more than 90% of tryptophan via the kynurenine pathway (KP) (14). The resulting tryptophan metabolites are involved in essential biological processes such as immune regulation, energy metabolism and production of an important enzyme co-factor NAD (15–17). The first and rate limiting step of the KP, tryptophan oxidation, is catalysed by intracellular enzymes IDO1 and TDO (18). There is also a third enzyme called IDO2, but its low catalytic activity suggests that its principal role is unlikely to oxidise tryptophan (19, 20).

Although both IDO1 and TDO catalyse the identical biochemical reaction, their physiological roles differ. IDO1 regulates peripheral immunity (21) and is induced by pro-inflammatory molecules including type I and II interferons, TNF-α, lipopolysaccharide, and prostaglandin E (22–25) in a wide range of cells including myeloid cells, fibroblasts, and cancer cells (26). Due to its inducible nature, IDO1 is absent in most tissues except for the sites where the body is exposed to non-self antigens such as lung, intestine, pregnant placenta, and lymphoid organs (27). In contrast, the evolutionarily older TDO is primarily expressed in the liver where it degrades excess dietary tryptophan (28–30). TDO can be induced by corticosteroids and activated by excess tryptophan (31–33).

The immunosuppressive role of the KP came to the fore in 1998 as a mechanism that confers an allogeneic foetus the ability to evade destruction by the mother’s T-cells (34). Researchers soon realised that the powerful immunosuppressive effect of KP could be co-opted by cancers to escape immune destruction (35, 36). It is now well established that a wide range of different cancer types thrive on accelerated tryptophan catabolism (27, 37–39). However, the mechanisms whereby KP regulates immunity are not completely understood.


Mechanisms Involved in Immunosuppression Mediated by Accelerated Tryptophan Catabolism

As KP is a metabolic pathway, its immune regulatory role has been attributed mainly to tryptophan deprivation and the accumulation of the kynurenine pathway metabolites (Figure 1) (40). However, IDO1 also has a non-enzymatic function in which the enzyme acts as a signalling protein in a non-canonical NF-κB pathway driven by immunosuppressive cytokine TGF-β (41–43). The contribution of each of these mechanisms to the immune regulation is actively discussed in the research community but accumulating evidence suggests that kynurenine is likely the main culprit (44). Increased kynurenine levels have been associated with reduced function of Natural Killer cells (45) and T-cells (46, 47). Mechanistically, kynurenine’s immune regulatory function is primarily linked to a transcription factor called aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AhR). Binding of kynurenine to AhR induces differentiation and activation of immunosuppressive T-regulatory cells (48–53), contributes to the recruitment of tolerogenic myeloid cells such as macrophages (54), and increases expression of the immune checkpoint molecule PD-1 on tumour-specific CD8+ T-cells (Figure 1) (55).




Figure 1 | The immunosuppressive functions of IDO1/TDO-mediated tryptophan catabolism. Extrahepatic and hepatic cells express indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1 (IDO1) and tryptophan 2,3-dioxygenase (TDO) to consume tryptophan and give rise to numerous bioactive metabolites such as kynurenine. Elevated expression of IDO1 or TDO, such as in cancer, increases the relative kynurenine levels while reducing tryptophan content. Kynurenine enters cells via System L transporters. (A) Increased kynurenine levels inhibit proliferation of T-cells and natural killer (NK) cells by interacting with aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AhR) to express programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1). Previous studies have suggested the involvement of the general control non-deprepressible-2 (GCN2) kinase and mammalian target of rapamycin (mTOR) in proliferation inhibition but the exact mechanism through which this occurs still remains unresolved. (B) Kynurenine induces differentiation of naïve CD4+ T-cells to immunosuppressive T-regulatory cells by activation of AhR and induction of the FoxP3 transcription factor. Taken together, an immune suppressed tumour microenvironment is created that promotes survival of cancer cells.



In contrast, the role of tryptophan deprivation in immune regulation is somewhat controversial. An earlier study has demonstrated that tryptophan deprivation inhibits proliferation and induces apoptosis in T-cells (56). But these experiments have been mostly carried out in the dish where tryptophan can get depleted. As tumours accelerating tryptophan catabolism still contain sufficient levels of tryptophan (57–59), it is likely that tumoural tryptophan levels cannot reach levels sufficiently low to activate the stress response pathways to low amino acid levels such as the general control non-derepressible-2 (GCN2) and the mammalian target of rapamycin (mTOR) (Figure 1). The key protagonist involved in regulation of T-cell responses to tryptophan deprivation was initially suspected to be the GCN2 kinase (60). GCN2 mediates conserved stress response pathway to amino acid deprivation in eukaryotes and was shown to be activated in T-cells in response to tryptophan deprivation (60, 61). However, this finding was recently challenged by two studies. Sonner and colleagues demonstrated no difference in the level of immune responses between the GCN2-proficient and GCN2-deficient T-cells against B16 melanomas (59). Similarly, tryptophan deprived T-cells ceased proliferation even in the absence of the GCN2 gene (62). The unlikely role of GCN2 as a low tryptophan sensor in immune cells is further corroborated by studies questioning the canonical role of GCN2 as a sensor of amino acid deficiency in mammals. GCN2 stress response pathway has been widely accepted as a mechanism for maintenance of amino acid homeostasis by controlling the feeding behaviour of omnivores (63). However, more recent studies challenged this paradigm as no significant difference in feeding behaviour was observed between the GCN2-deficient and GCN2-proficient mice that were amino acid-deprived (64). Complementary to GCN2, the mTOR senses amino acid sufficiency (65) and was proposed as a mediator of cellular stress response to low tryptophan levels. Metz and colleagues reported the repression of mTOR kinase activity in tryptophan-deprived HeLa cells, which eventually led to cell cycle arrest and apoptosis (66). It is not yet understood if mTOR could sense low tryptophan levels in immune cells.

The collective evidence accumulated to date tends to favour the conclusion that tryptophan serves primarily as a kynurenine precursor rather than inducing stress by its deprivation  in vivo (67). However, a recent study by Schramme and colleagues provides a clue to a new immune regulatory function of tryptophan (57). In this study, elevated (5 to 10-fold) systemic tryptophan levels reaching 500 µM in TDO2- knockout mice overturned tumoural immune suppression induced by IDO1. Consequently, anti-PD1 immune checkpoint therapy alone was sufficient to impede the growth of IDO1-proficient MC38 colon tumours in these TDO2-knockout mice (57). That is a striking observation but how can it be explained mechanistically? How can elevation in circulating tryptophan levels overcome IDO1-mediated immunosuppression in the tumour? We posit that elevated tryptophan levels reverse the immunosuppression by outcompeting kynurenine for entry into T-cells through a shared amino acid transporter.



Tryptophan and Kynurenine: Transporter Competitors

IDO1 and TDO are intracellular enzymes; hence they require the cells to import tryptophan from the extracellular space. Import of large amino acids such as tryptophan typically occurs through the transporter called System L (68, 69). System L transporters are heterodimeric transmembrane proteins comprising a glycoprotein heavy chain (CD98) and a catalytic light chain (LAT1 or LAT2). Kynurenine can also be transported into cells through the System L transporters (70). It has been suggested that the transporters are bidirectional and can exchange tryptophan for kynurenine in cancer cells (71). This would explain the ability of cancer cells to siphon tryptophan from the microenvironment and enrich it with kynurenine to create an immunosuppressive milieu. As System L transports a broad range of amino acids, the transporter substrates compete with each other, and the probability of interacting with the transporter depends on the relative levels of the specific amino acid and their respective affinity for the transporter (72).

This observation indicates that the relative ratio of tryptophan to kynurenine will influence the amount of kynurenine entering T-cells. Therefore, tryptophan concentration can be viewed as a rheostat that modulates kynurenine entry into T-cells and the resulting immunosuppression (Figure 2). This concept is supported by literature evidence. The vacancy of System L transporter influences the ability of kynurenine to enter the CD4+ T-cells and activate AhR (73). Further, both low tryptophan levels and kynurenine accumulation appear to be pivotal for immunosuppression mediated by tryptophan catabolism (47), and tryptophan supplementation reverses the proliferation arrest of IDO1-mediated tryptophan deprivation in T-cells (60, 74). Tryptophan acting as a rheostat of kynurenine-mediated immunosuppression has two important therapeutic implications. Firstly, it can aid to resolve the conundrum whether the IDO1-selective, TDO-selective or dual IDO1/TDO inhibitors would be the most optimal therapeutic agents to block KP. Secondly, it can serve as a basis for a new approach to silence kynurenine-mediated immunosuppression by oral supplementation with System L transporter substrates. We will discuss these two areas in the following section.




Figure 2 | Reversing IDO1/TDO-mediated immunosuppression by increasing the levels of System L transporter substrates to limit kynurenine entry into T-cells. (A) In tumour microenvironment rich in indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1 (IDO1) and tryptophan 2,3-dioxygenase 2 (TDO), the tryptophan to kynurenine ratio is typically low leading to the suppression of T-cell activity and tumour killing. Blockade of TDO enzymatic activity by small molecule inhibitors (2) and/or supplementation with System L substrates such as leucine (1) is expected to increase their blood levels. Hence, the ratio of System L substrates to kynurenine in the tumour microenvironment (B) will also be increased. Elevated System L substrate levels competitively inhibit kynurenine entry into T cells so that T cell suppression is reduced.






Discussion


Efficient Silencing of Kynurenine Pathway May Require Only TDO-Selective Inhibitors

Many cancer types co-opt IDO1, TDO or both enzymes (27, 39, 75) to accelerate tryptophan catabolism and escape immune destruction. Upregulation of IDO1 or elevated kynurenine levels associate with poor patient outcomes (37, 76–79) and resistance to immune checkpoint therapy such as anti-PD-1 inhibitors (80, 81). Moreover, anti-PD-L1 therapy promotes tryptophan catabolism as a consequence of IDO1 upregulation by IFN-γ secreted by re-invigorated tumour-infiltrating lymphocytes (82). These observations provide a strong mechanistic rationale for combining the tryptophan catabolism blockade with immune checkpoint inhibitors and potentially other cancer immunotherapies. Targeting the KP also offers certain advantages over targeting cell surface immune-regulatory molecules such as PD-1. Proteins on the KP including IDO1 and TDO are intracellular enzymes (40, 83) that harbour active sites easily targetable with inexpensive and non-immunogenic small molecules. Such molecules are stable on storage, can be administered orally, and penetrate into the brain. This is in contrast to immune checkpoint molecules such as PD-1 that do not catalyse a biochemical reaction hence lack an active site, and typically require costly antibodies for therapeutic modulation. Due to their size and instability, antibodies need to be administered by injection and cannot pass the blood brain barrier. Of note, small molecules that disrupt PD-1/PD-L1 interaction are currently in development (84, 85).

Major effort has been devoted to disable tryptophan catabolism using IDO1 inhibitors (7, 86, 87). Whilst IDO1 inhibitors can boost immunotherapy in mouse cancer models (88–91), the most advanced IDO1 inhibitor Epacadostat (INCB024360) could not potentiate anti-PD1 inhibitor pembrolizumab in a recent Phase III trial involving about 700 advanced melanoma patients (9, 92). Reasons for this negative outcome are unclear and discussed extensively elsewhere (11–13, 93, 94) but poor target engagement, compensatory expression of TDO or IDO2, dose-limiting toxicities or the lack of selection for IDO1-positive patients are likely one of the contributing factors.

Unlike IDO1 inhibitors, no TDO-specific inhibitor has yet reached clinical trials. This is not surprising given the paucity of potent TDO-selective inhibitors. High affinity TDO inhibitors seems to be much more difficult to develop than IDO1 inhibitors. That is likely because the TDO’s active site is less flexible than that of IDO1 and thus cannot accommodate bulky ligands (7, 95). As a consequence, the majority of TDO-specific inhibitors [reviewed in (7, 96)] mimic tryptophan (28, 36, 97–100). Currently, the most promising TDO inhibitors appear to be the derivatives of IDO1-specific clinical candidate Navoximod (100) reported by Genentech, and PF06845102 (57) developed by iTeos Therapeutics. These inhibitors display submicromolar potencies, up to 100-fold TDO selectivity over IDO1, good metabolic stability and ability to raise systemic tryptophan levels in mice (57, 100). PF06845102 has also been shown to potentiate anti-tumour activity of the anti-CTLA4 immune checkpoint inhibitor in a mouse model of colorectal cancer (57). These promising data support further development of next-generation TDO inhibitors.

The hypothesis presented in this perspective suggests that TDO inhibition can be advantageous to IDO1 inhibition. Firstly, TDO inhibition is expected to indirectly inhibit the immunosuppressive action of IDO1 by raising the systemic levels of tryptophan and limiting entry of IDO1-generated kynurenine into T-cells (Figure 2). This concept assumes relatively low contribution of non-enzymatic signalling function of IDO1 to the overall immunosuppression. Secondly, unlike IDO1 inhibitors, TDO inhibitors do not require tumoural TDO expression because TDO is constitutively expressed in the liver. This is clearly demonstrated in studies where TDO2-knockout mice but not IDO1-knockout mice have markedly increased plasma tryptophan levels compared to their respective wild-type counterparts (29, 57). Therefore, TDO inhibition is anticipated to silence kynurenine-mediated immunosuppression in a greater subset of patients. The potential toxicity of hepatic TDO blockade in humans still remains unresolved. However, the absence of serious clinical pathologies of a woman diagnosed with hypertryptophanaemia due to TDO deficiency (101) suggests that TDO inhibition will be well tolerated in humans.

As cancers can express both IDO1 and TDO, the industry has been pursuing the development of dual IDO1/TDO inhibitors. This concept has not yet been supported by strong evidence but some dual inhibitors are in preclinical development or Phase I trials (40, 102, 103) including Navoximod (89) which was originally thought to be an IDO1-selective inhibitor. Similarly to IDO1 inhibitors, we contend that development of dual inhibitors may be unnecessary. However, it cannot be excluded that IDO1 inhibition will be needed to complement TDO blockade. Inhibition of hepatic TDO may not increase tryptophan levels significantly in humans. Further, it is possible that kynurenine enters cells through a transporter other than System L or triggers the immunosuppressive effect in the absence of secretion from the IDO1/TDO-expressing cells.



Can High-Dose Amino Acid Supplementation Reverse Kynurenine Mediated Immunosuppression and Potentiate Immunotherapy?

We propose that any strategy that safely increases the levels of circulating System L substrates to out-compete kynurenine has potential to reverse the IDO1/TDO mediated immunosuppression. One additional possibility to TDO inhibition is oral supplementation with amino acids that are System L substrates (Figure 2) such as leucine, isoleucine, valine, phenylalanine, tyrosine, tryptophan, methionine, or histidine. Whilst tryptophan supplementation emerges as a possibility, it is unlikely to increase systemic tryptophan levels because hepatic TDO efficiently breaks down excess tryptophan. This is consistent with the study of Schramme et al. showing that three-fold increase of tryptophan in the diet from 0.06 to 0.18% did not increase circulating tryptophan levels of the mice (57). Further, tryptophan supplementation (30 mg per mouse) did not significantly impede growth of mouse CT26 colon tumours (104). On the other hand, there are preclinical data showing that leucine, a high affinity substrate of System L, limits System L-mediated entry of kynurenine into brain (105). There are no data available to show if high-dose dietary supplementation with leucine or any other amino acid would translate into improved tumour control or blockade of kynurenine-mediated immunosuppression. However, the above-mentioned study strongly supports the feasibility of limiting kynurenine transport in vivo at leucine doses that are well tolerated by an organism.

The safety of high dose amino acid supplementation raises a potential concern. It is generally assumed that amino acids do not pose serious health hazards as they are natural substances produced endogenously and part of human diet and supplements (106). Perhaps not surprisingly, toxicities associated with high dose amino acid supplementation to mammals differ significantly (107) but leucine appears to be the least toxic amino acid. Oral or intravenous supplementation of leucine (5 g–6 g) increased systemic leucine levels in humans in the absence of overt toxicities (108, 109). Similarly, as stated in the preceding paragraph, elevated leucine levels sufficient to prevent kynurenine transport are well tolerated by mice. This is in contrast to methionine and histidine which, at high doses, appear to be one of the most toxic amino acids to humans (110–112). However, the toxicity of a substance depends on its dose. It is therefore likely that even the seemingly most toxic amino acids may prevent kynurenine entry into T-cells at levels which are well tolerated by an organism. Experimental studies will be necessary to rigorously investigate this concept and determine which amino acids and at what doses will provide therapeutic benefit, if any.

Overall, the therapeutic supplementation with a high dose of amino acids with the intent to inhibit kynurenine-mediated immunosuppression appears like a highly feasible and exciting research prospect. It offers a simple and economical alternative to synthetic drugs inhibiting tryptophan catabolising enzymes or downstream kynurenine targets such as AhR.




Summary

The disappointing outcome of the Phase III trial of Epacadostat (9) has stimulated search for alternative approaches to silence the KP. Such approaches include kynurenine depletion by kynureninase (44), small molecule inhibitors to the kynurenine’s downstream target AhR (81, 94), and perhaps we will see small molecule inhibitors to a recently discovered tryptophan metabolising enzyme IL4I1 that produces AhR agonists (113). This perspective proposes a novel function for the IDO1’s substrate tryptophan that could lead to an additional therapeutic strategy to block KP. We posit that tryptophan acts as a rheostat of kynurenine-mediated immunosuppression, i.e., high tryptophan to kynurenine ratio limits kynurenine’s entry into immune T-cells through the shared System L amino acid transporter.

Therefore, increasing circulating levels of System L substrates can relieve kynurenine-induced immunosuppression. One way to achieve this is via inhibition of hepatic kynurenine pathway by TDO inhibitors. This supports the development of TDO-selective inhibitors that, unlike IDO1 inhibitors, are not contingent on tumoural TDO expression. Alternatively, kynurenine can be out-competed by therapeutic supplementation of amino acids such as leucine which is a high-affinity System L substrate. Leucine supplementation appears highly feasible. Leucine has low toxicity to mammals and was shown to block kynurenine entry into the mouse brain. If confirmed, we envision the amino acid supplementation strategy will enrich the armamentarium of therapeutic approaches modulating KP, and increase the likelihood of realising the prospect of silencing the KP for cancer immunotherapy.
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Objective

Transarterial chemoembolization (TACE) stands for an ideal therapy for patients with intermediate stage HCC. This study was carried out to observe the effect of microparticles-transarterial chemoembolization (microparticles-TACE, m-TACE) on the immune function of hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) patients by detecting the proportion of regulatory (Treg) cells in the peripheral blood of HCC patients before and after m-TACE, and to determine whether m-TACE has a positive regulatory effect on the immune function of HCC patients.



Methods

33 HCC patients treated with Gelatn Sponge Microparticles (GSMs-TACE) were enrolled. Flow cytometry was used to determine the proportion of Treg cells and CD4+/CD8+ T cells in peripheral blood of HCC patients 1 day before GSMs-TACE, 1 to 2 weeks and 3 to 5 weeks after GSMs-TACE, respectively.



Results

The Tregs cell proportion of HCC patients was significantly higher than that of the healthy and cirrhosis controls and was associated with various clinical indicators of HCC patients. The Treg cell proportion in HCC patients with BCLC stage C was higher than that of stage B patients; The Treg cell proportion at 1 to 2 weeks postoperatively was 8.54 ± 1.27%, which was significantly lower than that before the GSMs-TACE. The Treg cell proportion at 3 to 5 weeks postoperatively was 7.59 ± 1.27%, which continued to decline. The ratio of CD4+/CD8+ T cells was 1.31 ± 0.56, 1.86 ± 0.73, 1.76 ± 0.58% (P<0.01) respectively.



Conclusion

These results indicated that m-TACE could exert a positive regulatory effect on the anticancer immune function of HCC patients, which may be used in combination with immune adjuvant therapies to enhance the efficacy of HCC.





Keywords: hepatocellular carcinoma, Treg cells, m-TACE, tumor immunity, flow cytometry



Introduction

Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) is the most common malignancy worldwide. Currently, liver transplantation and surgical resection remain the primary choice for HCC, but the overall survival of HCC patients is still depressing mainly due to local recurrence, distant metastasis, treatment resistance, and the lack of early diagnosis (1–3). TACE is one of the first-line treatment choices for HCC patients with specific clinical characteristics, such as stage B according to Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer (BCLC) (4). The transcatheter delivery of both chemotherapeutic agents and embolizing agents contributes to a dual effect of cytotoxicity and ischemia in tumor tissues (4). Currently, there are many TACE modalities in clinical practice, such as conventional TACE (c-TACE), m-TACE and Doxorubicin Eluting Beads TACE (DEB-TACE) (4).

As the representative of absorbable particles, Gelatn Sponge Microparticles(GSMs) are characterized by chemical cross-linking and physical adsorption since they can be absorbed 7–15 days after arterial embolization. Since 2009, satisfactory efficacy and safety of GSMs-TACE in the treatment of HCC patients at stage B and C (BCLC classification) with a diameter of 150–350 μm/350–560 μm GSMs have been achieved in our team (5, 6). During GSMs-TACE procedures, under the premise of good liver function, the standard of terminating embolization is that the tumor blood supply artery is completely embolized. Compared with c-TACE, the application of TACE combined with different diameters microparticles in the treatment of HCC can lead to more significant tumor necrosis, especially the huge HCC.

Since the identification of tumor antigens, various approaches manipulating the immune system have been developed for cancer therapies (7). However, not all patients respond to immunotherapies, and one of the major obstacles is the formation of immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment which is filled with immunosuppressive cells such as Treg cells (8). Treg cells are a T-lymphocyte subset and help maintain immune homeostasis by controlling abnormal/excessive immune responses. Studies have found that Treg cells are also involved in development and progression of tumors via acting as s suppressor of effective antitumor immunity (7, 9). High infiltration by Treg cells into TME was observed in various types of tumors including HCC and was found to be correlated with poor prognosis (8–10). Therefore, strategies to reduce Treg cells and control the functions of Treg cells would be potentially effective anticancer therapies.

Many studies have confirmed the efficacy and safety of TACE procedures in treating HCC, and it was considered that the effects were mainly attributed to the blood supply blockade and the cytotoxic effects (11, 12). Except for the tumor necrosis, it was also observed that extrahepatic metastasis were reduced or even disappeared after GSMs-TACE in our clinical practice. Considering the close relationship between tumor metastasis and the immunosuppressive TME, these findings prompted us wonder if the effect of m-TACE was also partly lead to tumor necrosis, which promoted the positive regulatory effects on the anticancer immunity. However, there have been no related studies to testify this hypothesis. Thus, this study aimed to determine the changes in immune function indicated by the peripheral blood Treg cell proportion in HCC patients after m-TACE. The results of this study provided a piece of preliminary evidence that m-TACE may be used in combination with immune adjuvant therapies to increase the efficacy of HCC treatment.



Patients and Methods


Patients

Seventy-nine patients with HCC diagnosed in our hospital from July 2017 to June 2020 were enrolled (Figure 1, Table 1). All patients were confirmed as HCC by two or more imaging examinations or liver tumor biopsy, according to the Expert Consensus on Regulation of Standardized Diagnosis and Treatment of Primary Liver Cancer. Thirty-three patients were followed up regularly after GSMs -TACE treatment for 3 to 5 weeks and the Treg cells proportion in peripheral blood was examined. Twenty healthy volunteers and 20 cirrhosis were selected as control group.




Figure 1 | Flow chart of the enrollment of 33 HCC patients treated with GSMs-TACE. (RFA, radiofrequency ablation; HCC, hepatocellular carcinoma; GSMs-TACE, transarterial chemoembolization with gelatin sponge microparticles).




Table 1 | Characteristics of 79 patients with HCC and 33 patients treated by GSMs-TACE who had regular Tregs test.





The Standardized GSMs-TACE

The enrolled patients were treated with GSMs-TACE, all the blood supply arteries of the tumors were identified according to the location, size and staining integrity of the tumors. Microparticles of different sizes (150μm, 350–560 μm, and 560–710 μm) were selected during the procedure according to the tumor size and degree of staining. The appropriate dose of epirubicin (30–50 mg) was decided according to the tumor volume, and the dose of GSMs embolic agent (50–200 mg) was selected according to the tumor volume and degree of staining. Epirubicin was diluted with 50–100 mL of saline and then mixed with embolic agents of GSMs evenly. When the GSMs achieved a uniform and sparse suspension in epirubicin dilution, the mixture was used to slowly embolize the feeding artery of the tumor until the tumor staining disappeared completely, and the embolization usually lasted for 20–30 min.



Collection and Process of Blood Sample

All patients signed the informed consent. Functions of liver and kidney, blood test and tumor marker (AFP and PIVKA-II) were routinely examined 1 day before GSMs-TACE and 4, 10, and 30 days after TACE. Upper abdominal CT plain scan was performed 4 days after operation, and enhanced CT or MRI was performed 30 days after TACE. Two milliliter forearm venous blood was collected from all patients with HCC 1 day before GSMs-TACE, 1 to 2 weeks and 3 to 5 weeks after TACE using blood collection tube treated with heparin sodium anticoagulant. Flow cytometry was used to determine Treg, CD4+T, CD8+T and NK cell proportions in peripheral blood. Two milliliter of forearm venous blood was also collected from the healthy and cirrhosis control group, and the data were collected for statistical analysis.



Blood Preparation and Determination of Treg Cell Proportion by Flow Cytometry

	Venipuncture blood was collected using anticoagulant tube;

	One hundred milliliter whole blood was added to the bottom of the dry powder reagent tube which has antibodies of CD25/CD4/CD127/CD3 in the bottom;

	the tube was vortexed for 0.5-1 s to mix well and incubated for 15 min at room temperature with light avoided;

	Five hundred microliter of erythrocyte lysate was added to the tube. The tube was then incubated for 15 min at room temperature with light avoided;

	Two milliliter PBS solution was added to each tube, and then oscillate the tube. Then the mixture was centrifuged at room temperature for 5 min with a centrifugal force of 300 g;

	the supernatant was removed, and then step 5 was repeated for one more time.

	the supernatant was removed, and then 500 mL PBS solution was added to each tube. The sample was then used for flow cytometry within 1 h;

	the gating strategy of flow cytometry was set as follows: Treg: cell population of ①CD4+ and CD3+; ②CD25+ and CD127+ low.





Flow Cytometry for CD4+T CD8+T in Peripheral Blood

The cell surface expression levels of CD4, CD8 were evaluated using flow cytometry, followed by incubation with PE-CY5-conjugated anti-CD4 antibody and FITC-conjugated anti-CD8 antibody at room temperature. After 10 min, red cells were removed using lysis buffer, and were washed twice with PBS. The cells were resuspended in 0.5 ml PBS. Analysis was performed on the results obtained from at least 10,000 cells, which were acquired on a CytoFLEX (Beckman Coulter).



Statistical Analysis

The statistical analysis was conducted by SPSS software (provided by IBM, version 20.0). Results were expressed as mean ± SD. The t test was used to compare the data of different groups. The test level was α=0.05, and P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.




Results


The Increased Proportion of Treg Cells in Peripheral Blood of Cirrhosis and HCC Patients

The proportion of Treg cells (CD25+, CD127+ Low) in Th cells (CD3+, CD4+) was 11.74 ± 1.67% in HCC patients, 5.51 ± 1.22% in healthy group and 7.69 ± 1.07 in Cirrhosis. The proportion of Treg cells in peripheral blood of Cirrhosis and HCC patients was significantly higher than that of healthy group (P < 0.01). See Figure 2A.




Figure 2 | (A) Comparison of Treg Cell proportions in Health, Cirrhosis and HCC patients. (B) Changes of Treg cell proportions in peripheral blood of HCC patients before and after GSMs-TACE.





The Association Between the Treg Cells Proportion and Clinical Characteristics of HCC Patients

The peripheral blood Treg cell proportion in HCC patients was associated with tumor stage, AFP, PIVKA-II, tumor size, tumor encapsulation, vascular invasion. The proportion of Treg cells in peripheral blood of HCC patients at stage C was higher than that of patients at stage B. The Treg cells proportion in AFP and PIVKA-II positive (≥400 ng/mL; ≥1,000 mAU/ml) HCC patients was higher than that in AFP and PIVKA-II negative patients. In addition, the larger the tumor size (>10cm), the higher the Treg cell proportion in peripheral blood (P < 0.05). According to the enhanced CT examination and Digital Subtraction Angiography(DSA) tumor staining, the Treg proportion in HCC patients without tumor encapsulation or with vascular invasion was higher than that with tumor encapsulation or without vascular invasion (P < 0.01) (Table 2). Analysis showed the number of tumor, extrahepatic metastasis, hepatitis B virus-related was not positively correlated with the Treg cell proportion (P>0.05).


Table 2 | The association between the Treg cell proportion with clinical characteristics of HCC patients.





The Treg Cell Proportion in Peripheral Blood of 33 HCC Patients Before and After GSMs-TACE

In this study, the Treg cell proportion in HCC patients before and at 1 to 2 weeks, 3 to 5 weeks after GSMs-TACE showed a decreasing trend, 11.74 ± 1.67% before GSMs-TACE to 8.54 ± 1.27% at 1 to 2 weeks and 7.59 ± 1.27% at 3 to 5 weeks after GSMs-TACE, which was statistically significantly lower after GSMs-TACE (P < 0.01) (Table 3, Figure 2B). Representative profiles of high CD25 and low CD127 expressions in the peripheral blood of a HCC patient are shown in Figure 3A.


Table 3 | Comparison of Treg cell proportions in 33 HCC patients before and at 1 to 2 weeks, 3 to 5 weeks after GSMs-TACE.






Figure 3 | (A) Flow Cytometry Chart: The Treg cell proportion of a HCC patient before GSMs-TACE and at 1 to 2 weeks and 3 to 5 weeks after GSMs-TACE was 12.84, 10.16, 7.55%, respectively. (B) Flow Cytometry Chart: The Treg cell proportion of healthy people, cirrhosis and HCC patient was 5.10, 7.54, 12.54%, respectively.



Moreover, the analysis of the BCLC subgroup showed that the Treg proportion of both stage B and stage C patients decreased significantly at 1 to 2 weeks and 3 to 5 weeks after GSMs-TACE (P < 0.01) (Table 4).


Table 4 | Comparison of Treg Cell proportions in HCC patients with BCLC staging B and staging C HCC before and after GSMs-TACE.





The CD4+ CD8+ and NK Cell Proportions in Peripheral Blood of 33 Patients With HCC Before and After GSMs-TACE

The comparison between prior to and after GSMs-TACE is demonstrated in Table 5, Figure 4. The proportion of CD4+T cells of HCC patients was 31.45 ± 6.82, 39.87 ± 8.96, 39.64 ± 8.83% respectively prior to and 1–2 weeks and 3–5weeks after GSMs-TACE (P<0.01), CD8+T cells was 28.01 ± 7.56, 22.64 ± 5.59, 25.47 ± 7.70% respectively. The ratio of CD4+/CD8+T cells was 1.31 ± 0.56, 1.86 ± 0.73, 1.76 ± 0.58% (P<0.01) respectively. These results suggested that the partial T lymphocytes immune function was restored in HCC patients following GSMs-TACE.


Table 5 | Comparison of CD4+T, CD8+T, CD4+/CD8+T and NK cell proportions in the peripheral blood of HCC patients before GSMs-TACE and at 1 to 2 weeks, 3 to 5 weeks after GSMs-TACE.






Figure 4 | (A) Flow Cytometry Chart: Changes of CD4+T, CD8+T, CD4+/CD8+T and NK cell proportions in peripheral blood of HCC patients before and after GSMs-TACE. (B) Changes of CD4+T, CD8+T cell proportions in peripheral blood of a representative HCC patient before and after GSMs-TACE detected by flow cytometry.





Imaging Changes of HCC Patients Before and After GSMs-TACE

DSA imaging during GSMs-TACE procedures showed intrahepatic tumor staining, and the feeding artery came from the right hepatic artery. After GSMs-TACE, the blood supply artery of the tumor was blocked, and the tumor staining disappeared according to the angiography. On the 4th day after interventional therapy, CT scan of the upper abdomen of 33 patients with HCC showed honeycomb necrosis to different degrees (Figure 5).




Figure 5 | (A) Enhanced upper abdominal CT(Arterial phase) showed that the obviously enhanced of irregular tumor and tumor thrombi in the left and right branches of portal vein, which extending to the main portal vein and the opening of splenic vein. (B) One month after GSMs-TACE, enhanced CT of the upper abdomen showed that reduction and necrosis of intrahepatic tumor and portal vein tumor thrombus. (C) Early and late arterial phase angiography showed arterial staining of intrahepatic tumor and tumor thrombi of portal vein and no distinct boundary with normal liver tissue. Angiography after embolization showed staining of intrahepatic tumor and thrombi disappeared and local arterial blood stasis.






Discussion

Currently, HCC is still one of the primary causes of cancer deaths, although the survival rates and prognosis of HCC have been greatly improved by liver transplantation and surgical resection (2). TACE procedures are currently widely used for various cases of HCC, mostly patients at BCLC stage B. Gelatin sponge microparticle (GSM) is an effective embolization agent, and a study reported that when compared with the ethiodized oil which is a permanent embolization agent, GSMs had many advantages, such as a higher tumor response rate at 1 month after treatment, especially in large tumors (13). Our previous clinical practices have confirmed the safety and efficacy of GSMs-TACE (5, 14, 15). It was found that 350–560 μm GSMs combined with single chemotherapy drug TACE procedures was effective and safe in treating elderly HCC without surgical resection, and more elderly patients may have better prognosis (5). GSMs combined with trans-arterial p53-gene-embolization also achieved satisfactory efficacy in treating BCLC stage B HCC as evidenced by favorable survival rates (100% for both 6 and 12 months) and no significant complications (14). Therefore, GSMs were adopted in this study, and imaging scan confirmed the efficacy of GSMs-TACE. DSA angiography during the procedure revealed that after GSMs embolization, the blood flow velocity of tumor feeding arteries, slowed down, and the tumor staining basically disappeared. Moreover, 4 days after GSMs-TACE, CT plain scan showed some honeycomb-like low-density changes in tumors compared with before the procedure. In addition, in a previous study, after analyzing the data of 37 patients who received GSMs-TACE for liver metastases after gastrointestinal tumor surgery, it was observed that the treatment produced various degrees of necrosis and shrinkage of lesions, and even 2 patients achieved a complete response (16). Considering the close relationship between tumor metastasis and the immunosuppressive TME, these findings prompted us to wonder whether tumor necrosis after GSMs-TACE improved the therapeutic efficacy via regulating the immune-mediated elimination of tumor cells.

Regulatory T (Treg) cells are a subset of CD4+ T cells in immune system known to function as “immune-suppressor”. It is well recognized that Treg cells play an important role in protecting against excessive inflammation and immune response in physiological or some pathological conditions. Furthermore, it has been noticed that Treg cells are involved in liver diseases including HCC (17). The infiltration of Treg cells into tumor sites can exert a suppressive effect on host anticancer immunity and thereby become an obstacle to curative anticancer therapy (10, 18, 19). In the current study, we first compared the Treg cell proportion in peripheral blood in HCC patients, healthy volunteers and Cirrhosis (11.74 ± 1.67%, vs. 5.51 ± 1.22%, vs. 7.69 ± 1.07%, p<0.01), which was in accordance with the previous study (19). Besides, we analyzed the association between the Treg cell proportion and various clinical indicators of HCC, and it was found that the Treg cell proportion was closely related to tumor stage, tumor markers:AFP and PIVKA-II, tumor diameter, tumor encapsulation and vascular invasion, which further confirmed the association between the Treg cell proportion and HCC. However, the mechanism of the association between circulating Treg cells and HCC pathophysiological characteristics has not been fully elucidated. Shi et al. proposed that Tregs could modify HCC in the way that potentiates the metastasis since it was found that Treg cell proportions in HCC patients were significantly correlated with biomarkers of tumor cell metastasis such as E-cadherin, vimentin and SNAIL, although these findings were based on the analysis of limited cases (20). In addition, tumor encapsulation was an important clinicopathological invasive marker of HCC, and it was observed that the high Treg cell proportion in HCC patients was significantly correlated with the presence of tumor encapsulation, which was inconsistent with the published literature, where Gao et al. reported that a high Tregs proportion was associated with the absence of tumor encapsulation (21). Nevertheless, these await further studies.

The 33 patients enrolled in this study received GSMs-TACE, and the imaging techniques confirmed the success of the procedure. To testify our hypothesis that TACE procedures may also have an impact on anti-cancer immunity, the Treg cell proportion in peripheral blood was determined before and at 1 to 2 weeks and 3 to 5 weeks after GSMs-TACE. It was found that circulating Treg cell after TACE was significantly lower than that of before the TACE. These results indicated that GSMs-TACE may have a positive regulatory effect on immune function. The possible reason is that after the effective embolization of tumor feeding artery, the tumor cell necrosis is induced significantly in a short time, and the tumor load is also significantly reduced, which is related to the significant reduction of the immunosuppressive effect on the body. It is well recognized that many tumors bear tumor antigens and can induce T-cell cytotoxic responses (22). The release of tumor antigens then led to local microenvironment immune response and a subsequent reduction of Treg cells. We considered that the “reduction of Tregs” seen in these studies was a relative reduction in frequency reflecting the heightened generation and effectors potentially stimulated by immune-stimulating damage to the tumor itself. The comparison between prior to and after GSMs-TACE, the ratio of CD4+/CD8+T cells increased in HCC patients. These results suggested that the partial T lymphocytes cellular immune function was restored in HCC patients following GSMs-TACE. Our results showed that the improvement of immune function can be maintained within at least one month, which indicated that it may be the optimal time for immunoadjuvant therapy. Therefore, the follow-up treatment including TACE, targeted therapy and immunotherapy can further reduce the burden of tumors in order to better restore and enhance the body’s anti-tumor immunity.

In recent years, tumor immunotherapies have gained promising results. Programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1), expressed by various activated immune cells, is an immune checkpoint and can protect against autoimmune responses. It has been revealed that in cancer immunity, tumor cells express PD-L1, the ligand of PD-1, and combine with PD-1 in T cells, thereby suppressing T cell activities and promoting the differentiation of Treg cells (23). As a result, the anticancer immune responses are inhibited in tumor microenvironment. The immunotherapies targeting PD-1/PD-L1 have successfully improved the outcomes of various types of cancer worldwide, including HCC (24). A pioneering study analyzed the PD-L1 expression in 240 HCC patients who received surgical resection, and it was found that patients who were positive for PD-L1 showed significant shorter disease-free survival or overall survival than those PD-L1 negative patients (25). Antibodies of PD-1 or PD-L1 in HCC immunology have shown promising efficacies (26). However, there are still unmet clinical needs considering that many patients show no response. Since one of the important mechanisms of PD-1/PD-L1 pathway is the promotion of Treg cells differentiation, an interesting and promising suggestion was drawn from this study that GSMs-TACE has the potential to be used in combination with immune adjuvant therapies such as PD-1/PD-L1 pathway targeting therapies to increase the efficacy of HCC treatment.

In conclusion, the Treg cell proportion of HCC patients was higher than that of healthy and cirrhosis controls and was closely related to the clinical characteristics of HCC. The GSMs-TACE procedure significantly reduced the peripheral blood Treg cell proportions at 1 to 2 weeks and 3 to 5 weeks days after TACE. These results indicated that GSMs-TACE could exert a positive regulatory effect on the Treg, CD4+, CD8+T cell immune function of HCC patients. This study provides a piece of preliminary evidence that GSMs-TACE has the potential to be used in combination with immune adjuvant therapies such as therapies targeting PD-1 or PDL-1 to increase the efficacy of HCC treatment.

However, there are also some limitations of this study, the subgroups of nTreg, iTreg, and tTreg were not detected in detail. Next we’re going to expand our research to supplement data on the activation status of Tregs and the expression of its markers (such as tumor invasion potential, inhibitory medium level). The expression of other molecules or biomarkers involved in tumor immunity should be assessed along with the Treg cell proportion to better explain the mechanism of GSMs-TACE procedures affecting tumor immunity, so as to provide references for the treatment design of HCC patients.
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Myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) are immature heterogeneous cells derived from the bone marrow and they are the major component of the tumor-induced immunosuppressive environment. Tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor 6 (TRAF6), an E3 ubiquitin ligase, catalyzes the polyubiquitination of target proteins. TRAF6 plays a critical role in modulating the immune system. However, whether TRAF6 is involved in the regulation of MDSCs has not been thoroughly elucidated to date. In this study, we found that the expression of TRAF6 in MDSCs derived from tumor tissue was significantly upregulated compared with that of MDSCs from spleen of tumor-bearing mice. Knockdown of TRAF6 remarkably attenuated the immunosuppressive effects of MDSCs. Mechanistically, TRAF6 might improve the immunosuppression of MDSCs by mediating K63-linked polyubiquitination and phosphorylation of signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 (STAT3). Additionally, it was discovered that the accumulation of MDSCs was abnormal in peripheral blood of lung cancer patients. TRAF6 and arginase 1 were highly expressed in MDSCs of patients with lung cancer. Taken together, our study demonstrated that TRAF6 participates in promoting the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs and provided a potential target for antitumor immunotherapy.
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INTRODUCTION

The tumor microenvironment provides a suitable environment for the survival and development of tumor cells. There are a large number of cytokines and chemokines in the tumor microenvironment that recruit immunosuppressive cells to accumulate in local tumors and promote tumor immune escape (1–3). Myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) are crucial immunosuppressive cells in the tumor microenvironment, which have powerful suppressive effects (4–6). In mice, MDSCs are immature myeloid cells that co-express CD11b and Gr1, which are further divided into 2 subsets: CD11b+Ly6G+Ly6Clow polymorphonuclear MDSCs (PMN-MDSCs) and CD11b+Ly6G−Ly6Chi mononuclear MDSCs (M-MDSCs) according to the expression of LY6G and LY6C (7–10). However, human MDSCs have a more complex phenotype and are usually characterized by CD11b+CD33+HLA-DRlow/− expression (9, 11). In tumor-bearing mice, the proportion of MDSCs is significantly increased compared with that in wild type mice. MDSCs reach 20 to 40% in the spleen in tumor-bearing mice, and the massive aggregation of MDSCs in tumor tissue is particularly obvious (12). Studies have shown that the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs derived from tumor tissue was stronger than that of spleen-derived MDSCs from tumor-bearing mice (13–15).

Accumulating evidence has indicated that the suppressive function of MDSCs is correlated with the high production of arginase 1 (Arg1), inducible nitric oxide synthase (iNOS) and reactive oxygen species (ROS), which can inhibit T cell proliferation and antitumor responses (16–18). The two subsets of MDSCs exert immunosuppressive effects in different ways. Although both PMN-MDSCs and M-MDSCs highly express Arg1, the expression of iNOS and ROS are notably different (19, 20). Signal transducer and activator of transcription 3 (STAT3) is one of the key transcription factors regulating the expansion, activation and function of MDSCs (21–24). Abnormal activation of STAT3 signaling hinders the normal differentiation of myeloid cells, leading to the expansion and activation of MDSCs (25–27). STAT3 activation is mainly affected by posttranslational modifications. In addition to phosphorylation modification, ubiquitination also plays a critical role in modulating the activity of STAT3 (28, 29).

Tumor necrosis factor receptor-associated factor 6 (TRAF6) is an important member of the TRAF family (30). Unlike other TRAF members, TRAF6 is both an adaptor protein and E3 ubiquitin ligase (31–33). As a non-conventional E3 ubiquitin ligase, TRAF6 catalyzes the K63-linked polyubiquitination of target proteins further affecting functions. Studies have shown that the E3 ubiquitin ligase TRAF6 binds to STAT3 (28, 34). Moreover, TRAF6 promotes STAT3 phosphorylation by mediating the K63-linked polyubiquitination of STAT3 (29). However, whether TRAF6 affects the function of MDSCs by mediating STAT3 activity is unclear.

In this study, we explored the role of TRAF6 in modulating the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs and elaborated the potential molecular mechanism. Our research pointed out that the expression of TRAF6 is significantly increased in MDSCs derived from the tumor tissue of tumor-bearing mice. TRAF6 promoted the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs by mediating the activation of STAT3. These data elucidate a novel mechanism of the regulation of MDSCs in the tumor microenvironment and propose new ideas for therapeutic strategies targeting TRAF6.



METHODS


Cell Line, Mice, and Tumor Models

Male C57BL/6 mice, aged 6–8 weeks, were purchased from the Laboratory Animal Center of Jiangsu University (Zhenjiang, China). Murine Lewis lung carcinoma (LLC) cells were obtained from the Cell Bank of Shanghai Institutes for Biological Sciences (Shanghai, China). The cells were cultured in DMEM (Gibco, Carlsbad, CA) with 10% fetal calf serum (Gibco, Carlsbad, CA) at 37°C in a humidified 5% CO2 atmosphere. 1 × 106 LLC cells were injected subcutaneously into the mice to establish tumor-bearing mouse model. All animal experiments were approved by the Committee on the Use of Live Animals in Research and Teaching of Jiangsu University.



Preparation of Single-Cell Suspensions

The murine spleen was ground and treated with ACK buffer. After centrifugation, PBE buffer was added to obtain a spleen cell suspension. In addition, the tumor tissue was stripped and cut into pieces, and then collagenase, hyaluronidase and DNase I (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO) were used to digest the tissue in a water bath at 37°C for 2 h. The filtrate was collected through a 70 μm cell strainer. After centrifugation, PBE buffer was added to obtain single-cell suspensions.



Isolation of MDSCs and CD4+ T Cells

Murine Gr1+ CD11b+ MDSCs were isolated using a mouse MDSC kit (Miltenyi Biotec, Auburn, CA) according to the manufacturer's instructions. To improve the purity of MDSCs isolated from tumor tissues, enriched MDSCs were subsequently isolated using flow cytometry (FCM).

Simultaneously, murine CD4+ T cells were isolated from the spleens of wild-type C57BL/6 mice via using a mouse CD4+ T cell isolation kit (Miltenyi Biotec, Auburn, CA). The purity of MDSCs and CD4+ T cells were determined by FCM.



Flow Cytometry

Single-cell suspensions were stained with relevant fluorochrome-conjugated anti-mouse/human CD11b, anti-mouse Gr-1, Ly6G, and Ly6C antibodies (Biolegend, San Diego, CA) and anti-human-CD33 and HLA-DR antibodies (eBioscience, San Diego, CA). To examine cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs) and T helper 1 (Th1) cells, single-cell suspensions derived from tumor tissues of tumor-bearing mice were treated with 1 μg/mL ionomycin, 2 ng/mL monensin (eBioscience, San Diego, CA), and 50 ng/mL PMA (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO) for 5 h. After resuspending in PBS, the cells were stained with anti-mouse CD3e, anti-mouse CD8a or anti-mouse CD4 mAb (eBioscience, San Diego, CA). The cells were incubated at 4°C for 30 min, fixed, permeabilized, and stained with anti-mouse IFN-γ mAbs (BD Pharmingen™) according to the instructions in the intracellular cytokine staining kit (eBioscience, San Diego, CA). Flow cytometry (BD FACSCalibur) was used to determine the proportion of cells.



Quantitative Real-Time PCR (qRT-PCR)

Total RNA was extracted by using TRIzol reagent (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA) and reverse-transcribed to cDNA with a PrimeScript RT reagent kit (Takara, Osaka, Japan) according to the manufacturer's instructions. Quantitative PCR was performed by using SYBR Premix Ex Taq (Tli RNaseH Plus) (Takara, Osaka, Japan). The primer sequences are listed in Table 1.


Table 1. The gene primer sequences.
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Immunoprecipitation and Western Blotting

MDSCs were lysed by immunoprecipitation cell lysis buffer. After centrifugation, the supernatant was collected and incubated with anti-STAT3 Abs (Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Santa Cruz, CA) or IgG Abs (Cell Signaling Technology, Beverly, MA) for 30 min at 4°C. Then, Protein A/G plus-agarose beads (Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Santa Cruz, CA) were added and blended on a shaker overnight at 4°C. After being washed 3 times, the lysates were boiled in SDS-PAGE protein loading buffer. TRAF6 and STAT3 protein were detected by Western blotting.

Proteins extracted from cells were denatured and subsequently separated by SDS-PAGE. Then, the proteins were transferred to PVDF membranes (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA), and the membranes were incubated in primary antibodies overnight at 4°C, followed by incubation with HRP-conjugated secondary antibodies. Detection was performed by using LAS4000 chemiluminescence gel imaging and analysis system (Champion Chemical, Whittier, CA). Rabbit anti-TRAF6 mAb, rabbit anti-ubiquitin (linkage-specific K63) mAb, and HRP-conjugated goat anti-rat IgG Ab were purchased from Abcam (Cambridge, UK). Rabbit anti–p-STAT3 (Y705) mAb and rat anti-β-actin mAb were obtained from Cell Signaling Technology (Beverly, MA).



Transfection

Tumor tissue-derived MDSCs were cultured in 24-well plates with RPMI 1640 medium containing 10% FBS. MDSCs were transfected with TRAF6 siRNA or negative control siRNA using Lipofectamine ™ 2,000 transfection reagent (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA) according to the manufacturer's instructions. The siRNA transfection efficiency was determined by qRT-PCR and Western blotting. TRAF6 siRNA and negative control siRNA were purchased from RiboBio (Guangzhou, China).



Assessment of MDSCs Suppressive Activity

In order to determine the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs, the sorted MDSCs were co-cultured with CFSE-labeled splenic CD4+ T cells in the study. Splenic CD4+ T cells were stained with fluorescent dye CFSE (5 μM, Invitrogen) for 10 min at 37°C protected from light. RPMI 1640 medium (Gibco, Carlsbad, CA) containing 10% fetal calf serum (Gibco, Carlsbad, CA) was added to wash the cell pellets for 3 times. Sorted MDSCs were co-cultured with CFSE-stained CD4+ T cells at a ratio of 1:1 in 96-well round-bottomed plates (Costar, Corning, NY) in the presence of anti-CD3 mAbs and anti-CD28 mAbs (Biolegend, San Diego, CA). The cells were incubated in RPMI 1640 medium supplemented with 10% fetal calf serum at 37°C in a humidified 5% CO2 atmosphere for 72 h protected from light. The proliferation of CD4+ T cells was detected by flow cytometry at 488 nm excitation light to determinate the suppressive activity of MDSCs.



Measurement of Arginase 1 Activity and NO Content

MDSCs were lysed with an appropriate amount of RIPA buffer for 30 min, and the lysate supernatant was collected after centrifugation. A QuantiChrom arginase assay kit (BioAssay systems, Hayward, CA) was used to determine the Arg1 activity in the lysate supernatant.

The content of NO was measured by the Griess reagent system kit (Promega, Madison, WI) according to the manufacturer's instructions.



In vivo Experiments

To study the effect of TRAF6 on the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs in vivo, C57BL/6 mice were divided into siRNA control group and siTRAF6-MDSC group. The mice in the siRNA control group were subcutaneously injected with 1 × 106 MDSCs transfected with siNC mixed with 1 × 106 LLC cells, and the mice in the siTRAF6-MDSC group were subcutaneously injected with 1 × 106 MDSCs transfected with siTRAF6 mixed with 1 × 106 LLC cells. We constantly monitored the length and width of the tumor, and the tumor volume was calculated using the formula V = 1/2 × a2 × b (“a” represents the width and “b” represents the length). The mice were sacrificed on the 28th day after inoculation with LLC cells and MDSCs. The proportions of Th1 cells and CTLs from tumor tissue were analyzed by FCM.



Patients and Sampling

Fresh peripheral blood samples from 33 patients with lung cancer and healthy controls were collected at the Affiliated People's Hospital, Jiangsu University. The peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) were isolated by density-gradient centrifugation via using Ficoll-Hypaque solution (Haoyang Biological Technology Co.) and subsequently analyzed by flow cytometry. The protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of the Affiliated People's Hospital of Jiangsu University (Zhenjiang, China). Written informed consent was obtained from all patients before study enrollment.



Statistical Analysis

The experimental data are expressed as the mean ± SD. Student's t-test and ANOVA were used to determine significant differences. Correlations were determined by the Spearman correlation coefficient. Differences were considered significant at a p < 0.05.




RESULTS


TRAF6 Is Highly Expressed in MDSCs Derived From Tumor Tissue of Tumor-Bearing Mice

To investigate whether TRAF6 is involved in regulating MDSCs, we evaluated the expression of TRAF6 in MDSCs. The purity of MDSCs isolated from the spleen or tumor tissue of mice was >90% (Figure 1A). Compared with that of MDSCs from the spleens of wild-type (WT) mice or tumor-bearing (TB) mice, the expression of TRAF6 in MDSCs from tumor tissue was significantly increased (Figures 1B,C). The expression of TRAF6 in PMN-MDSCs and M-MDSCs were determined by qRT-PCR, and the results showed that there was no difference in the mRNA expression of TRAF6 in the two subgroups of MDSCs (Figures 1D,E).
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FIGURE 1. TRAF6 is highly expressed in MDSCs derived from the tumor tissue of tumor-bearing mice. Approximately 1 × 106 LLC cells were s.c. injected in the backs of C57BL/6 mice for 28 d to establish a tumor-bearing (TB) mouse model. MDSCs were isolated by immunomagnetic beads from the spleens of TB mice, the tumor tissue of TB mice or the spleens of wild-type (WT) mice. (A) The purity of the isolated MDSCs was determined using flow cytometry via the detection of the CD11b+Gr1+ phenotype. The expression of TRAF6 in MDSCs derived from different sources was determined by qRT-PCR (B) or Western blotting (C). The mRNA expression of TRAF6 in PMN-MDSCs and M-MDSCs derived from the spleen (D) or tumor tissue (E). (F) CFSE-labeled CD4+ T cells were co-cultured with MDSCs derived from the spleen or tumor tissue in the presence of CD3 and CD28 stimulation. After 72 h, the proliferation of CD4+ T cells was tested via flow cytometry. (G) Statistical analyses of the percentage of proliferating CD4+ T cells co-cultured with MDSCs derived from the spleen or tumor tissue of TB mice. The mRNA expression levels of Arg1 (H) and iNOS (I) in MDSCs were measured by qRT-PCR. ***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05; ns, no significance; TB-TU-MDSCs, MDSCs derived from the tumor tissue of tumor-bearing mice; TB-SP-MDSCs, MDSCs derived from the spleens of tumor-bearing mice; WT-SP-MDSCs, MDSCs derived from the spleens of wild-type mice.


In addition, we analyzed the suppressive function of tumor tissue-derived MDSCs. Compared with MDSCs from spleen of TB mice, tumor tissue-derived MDSCs had stronger suppressive effects on the proliferation of CD4+ T cells (Figures 1F,G). Moreover, the expressions of Arg1 and iNOS in tumor tissue-derived MDSCs were higher than that in splenic MDSCs (Figures 1H,I). These results indicated that the immunosuppressive function of MDSCs derived from tumor tissue was stronger than those of splenic MDSCs from TB mice, which was consistent with previous reports (1).



TRAF6 Knockdown Impairs the Immunosuppressive Activity of MDSCs in vitro

To evaluate whether TRAF6 is involved in the suppressive effects of MDSCs, specific siRNA was used to knock down TRAF6 in MDSCs. After treatment with TRAF6-specific siRNA, the expression of TRAF6 in MDSCs from tumor tissue was effectively decreased (Figures 2A,B). Remarkably, the inhibitory effect of MDSCs transfected with siTRAF6 on CD4+ T cell proliferation was significantly attenuated (Figures 2C,D). Consistently, knockdown of TRAF6 distinctly decreased the activity of Arg1 in MDSCs (Figure 2E), although the content of NO did not noticeably altered (Figure 2F). These data indicate that knockdown of TRAF6 impairs the immunosuppressive effects of MDSCs in vitro.
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FIGURE 2. TRAF6 knockdown impairs the immunosuppressive effects of MDSCs in vitro. Specific siRNA (siTRAF6) was used to knockdown the expression of TRAF6 in MDSCs, and the efficiency of siTRAF6 knockdown was validated by qRT-PCR (A) and Western blotting (B). (C) Tumor-derived MDSCs were transfected with siTRAF6 and cocultured with CFSE-labeled CD4+ T cells, and proliferation was measured by flow cytometry after 72 h. (D) Statistical analyses of the percentage of proliferating CD4+ T cells co-cultured with MDSCs transfected with siTRAF6. After TRAF6 knockdown, the activity of Arg1 was measured by a QuantiChrom arginase assay kit (E), and the concentration of NO was determined via a Griess reagent system kit (F). ***p < 0.001, *p < 0.05; ns, no significance.




TRAF6 Alters the Activity of STAT3

Next, we explored the potential molecular mechanism by which TRAF6 regulates MDSC function. It is widely known that the transcription factor STAT3 plays a dominant role in MDSC expansion, activation and function. Recent studies have revealed that the E3 ubiquitin ligase TRAF6 mediates the K63-linked polyubiquitination of STAT3 but has no effect on STAT3 degradation (34). To determine whether TRAF6 impacts the function of MDSCs by STAT3, we conducted the interaction between TRAF6 and STAT3 in MDSCs by co-immunoprecipitation (Co-IP) assays. The results of Co-IP showed that TRAF6 was co-immunoprecipitated with STAT3, suggesting that endogenous TRAF6 binds to endogenous STAT3 in MDSCs (Figure 3A). Furthermore, we examined the regulation of TRAF6 on the posttranslational modification of STAT3. After knockdown of TRAF6 in MDSCs, the K63-linked polyubiquitination of STAT3 was significantly downregulated (Figure 3B). Moreover, silencing of TRAF6 remarkably decreased the levels of phosphorylated STAT3 in MDSCs from tumor tissue of TB mice (Figure 3C).


[image: Figure 3]
FIGURE 3. TRAF6 alters the activity of STAT3 by mediating the K63-linked polyubiquitination of STAT3 in MDSCs. (A) The interaction between TRAF6 and STAT3 in tumor-derived MDSCs was determined by co-immunoprecipitation (Co-IP) assays. (B) After knockdown of TRAF6 in MDSCs, the level of STAT3 K63-linked polyubiquitination was measured by Co-IP assays. (C) After knockdown of TRAF6 in MDSCs, the level of STAT3 phosphorylation was assessed by Western blotting.




TRAF6 Knockdown Attenuates the Ability of MDSCs to Accelerate Tumor Progression in Tumor-Bearing Mice

As shown in the in vitro experiments, knockdown of TRAF6 impaired the immunosuppressive activity of MDSCs. Thus, we further investigated the effects of TRAF6 on the suppressive effects of MDSCs in vivo. 1 × 106 Lewis lung carcinoma cells and 1 × 106 MDSCs transfected with TRAF6 siRNA or negative control siRNA were subcutaneously injected into C57BL/6 mice. As shown in Figure 4A, the tumor growth of mice injected with siTRAF6-transfected MDSCs (siTRAF6) group was evidently delayed. Furthermore, the tumor volume and weight were significantly less than those of the control (siNC) group (Figures 4B,C). Given that MDSCs mainly suppress the function of T cells in the tumor microenvironment, we measured the proportion of CD4+ Th1 cells and CD8+ CTLs from tumor tissue of TB mice. Compared with that of the control group, the proportion of Th1 cells was no significant difference in the siTRAF6 group (Figure 4D), while the proportion of CTLs in the siTRAF6 group was significantly increased (Figure 4E). Our data showed that knockdown of TRAF6 attenuated the ability of MDSCs to accelerate tumor progression and partly suppressed the antitumor T cell response.
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FIGURE 4. TRAF6 knockdown attenuates the ability of MDSCs to accelerate tumor progression in tumor-bearing mice. To investigate the effects of TRAF6 on the suppressive activity of MDSCs in vivo, 2 groups of wild-type C57BL/6 mice were s.c. injected with 1 × 106 LLC cells and 1 × 106 MDSCs transfected with siTRAF6 (siTRAF6 group) or MDSCs transfected with siNC (control group). (A) Tumor growth was constantly monitored. The width “a” and length “b” were measured, and tumor volume was calculated. (B,C) On the 28th day after the inoculation of LLC cells, the mice were sacrificed, and the tumor image and weights were showed in both groups. (D) The proportion of CD4+IFN-γ+ Th1 cells in the tumor tissue of both groups was analyzed by FCM. (E) The proportion of CD8+IFN-γ+ CTLs in the tumor tissue of both groups was analyzed by FCM. *p < 0.05; ns, no significance.




TRAF6 Expression Was Augmented in MDSCs From the PBMCs of Lung Cancer Patients

Considering that TRAF6 improves the function of MDSCs in mice, we examined whether TRAF6 had similar characteristics in MDSCs from lung cancer patients. We performed flow cytometry to analyze the proportion of CD11b+CD33+HLA-DR− MDSCs in PBMCs from lung cancer patients. The percentage of MDSCs in PBMCs from lung cancer patients was higher than that from healthy controls, which indicated that the abnormal accumulation of MDSCs in peripheral blood was correlated with lung cancer (Figure 5A). We further examined the expression of TRAF6 in human MDSCs. Compared with that of healthy control, the expression of TRAF6 was markedly augmented in MDSCs from PBMCs of lung cancer patients (Figure 5B). In addition, Arg1 is the important immunosuppressive molecule in MDSCs, which was also upregulated in MDSCs from PBMCs of patients (Figure 5C). Furthermore, there was a positive correlation between the expression levels of TRAF6 and Arg1 (Figure 5D), indicating that TRAF6 may be participate in the regulation of Arg1 expression in MDSCs.
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FIGURE 5. TRAF6 expression was augmented in MDSCs from lung cancer patients. To examine the modulation of TRAF6 in MDSCs from lung cancer patients, the level of TRAF6 in MDSCs was measured in the lung cancer patient group (LC) and healthy control group (HC). (A) The proportions of MDSCs in the PBMCs of lung cancer patients and healthy persons were analyzed by flow cytometry. Representative dot plots of CD11b+CD33+HLA-DR− MDSCs in the blood of patients with LC and healthy controls are shown. (B) The mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) of TRAF6 in MDSCs was determined by flow cytometry. (C) The MFI of arginase-1 in MDSCs was determined by flow cytometry. (D) The correlation between TRAF6 and arginase-1 in MDSCs was analyzed. ***p < 0.001.





DISCUSSION

As an adaptor protein and E3 ubiquitin ligase, TRAF6 is involved in mediating various cellular signaling pathways and regulating a series of physiological process (35–40). In addition, the oncogenic role of TRAF6 in tumors has been widely reported. TRAF6 is abnormally highly expressed in multiple tumor tissues and modulates the malignant behavior of tumor cells (41–46). Furthermore, mounting evidence has revealed that TRAF6 plays a critical role in the development and activation of lymphocytes and myeloid cells (42, 47, 48). However, whether TRAF6 regulates MDSCs which are pivotal immunosuppressive cells has not been reported to date.

To shed light on the potential effect of TRAF6 on MDSC functions, we constructed murine Lewis lung carcinoma models. Our research suggested that the expression of TRAF6 was higher in MDSCs from tumor tissue than that in MDSCs from spleen. Consistent with previous research, we noted that the suppressive function of MDSCs derived from tumor tissue was stronger than that of spleen-derived MDSCs. Thus, we hypothesized that the strong suppressive activity of MDSCs from tumor tissues may be attributed to the high expression of TRAF6. After TRAF6 knockdown, the inhibitory effect of MDSCs on CD4+ T cell proliferation was significantly decreased, with reduced Arg1 activity. Moreover, knockdown of TRAF6 attenuated the ability of MDSCs to accelerate tumor progression in tumor-bearing mice. Many clinical studies have demonstrated that increased levels of both circulating and tumor-infiltrating MDSCs were associated with poor prognosis in cancer patients. We further confirmed that the percentage of MDSCs was markedly increased in lung cancer patients. In addition, the expression of TRAF6 was increased in MDSCs from lung cancer patients, which was positively correlated with the level of Arg1 in MDSCs. These results highlighted the key role of TRAF6 in enhancing the function of MDSCs in vitro and in vivo.

STAT3 is one of the most important transcription factors regulating the expansion, activation and function of MDSCs. STAT3 is abnormally activated in MDSCs in the tumor microenvironment (23, 24, 49, 50). In addition to phosphorylation, ubiquitination is also involved in STAT3 activation. In our study, we demonstrated that TRAF6 binds to STAT3 in MDSCs. TRAF6 knockdown markedly reduced the K63-linked polyubiquitination and phosphorylation of STAT3 in MDSCs, indicating that TRAF6 elevated the suppressive function of MDSCs by interacting with STAT3. Indeed, it has been reported that TRAF6 mediates K63 ubiquitination via the SH2 domain of STAT3, which is an essential step for STAT3 phosphorylation in response to bacterial infections (29). Thus we assumed that TRAF6 fosters the suppressive effect of MDSCs by inducing STAT3 K63 ubiquitination and subsequent STAT3 phosphorylation. However, further studies are required to reveal the detailed molecular mechanism by which TRAF6 affects the function of MDSCs via STAT3.



CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we demonstrate that TRAF6 regulates the immunosuppressive activity of MDSCs by modulating the K63-linked polyubiquitination and phosphorylation of STAT3. Targeting of TRAF6 might be a potential clinical therapeutic strategy for enhancing antitumor immune response.
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The clinical application of immunotherapy is the milestone of cancer treatment. However, some patients have bad reaction. Cyclooxygenase-2 (COX-2) is frequently expressed in multiple cancer cells and is associated with poor prognosis. It is the key enzyme of prostaglandin E2 (PGE2) that has been proved to promote the development, proliferation and metastasis of tumor cells. Recent studies further find the PGE2 in tumor microenvironment (TME) actively triggers tumor immune evasion via many ways, leading to poor response of immunotherapy. COX-2 inhibitor is suggested to restrain the immunosuppression of PGE2 and may enhance or reverse the response of immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs). This review provides insight into the mechanism of COX-2/PGE2 signal in immunosuppressive TME and summarizes the clinical application and trials in cancer treatment.
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Introduction

Cancer is a global health problem. In recent years, immunotherapy has become a hot spot. ICIs, the most popular kind of immunotherapy, for variety of cancers have shown better efficacy than conventional chemotherapy. However, there are remaining questions needed to be resolved. The main two important questions were: Why the response to ICIs are different in different patients? How to increase the population benefiting from immunotherapy? Programmed death receptor-1 (PD-L1) expression, tumor infiltration lymph cells (TILs) and tumor mutation burden (TMB) are considered to be associated with ICIs efficacy (1). But even though the expression of PD-L1, the rate of TILs and the TMB are high in some patients, the efficacy of ICIs is still limited, which points out a non-PD-1/PD-L1 axis mediated immunosuppression (2). The leading theory explaining this phenomenon includes two aspects. One is the intrinsic factors, such as cancer-driven signaling pathways, MHC downregulation, microsatellite stability, etc. (3, 4). The another is extrinsic factors, known as TME. Cancer cells are closely related to extracellular matrix, stromal cells, and immune cells, which together constitute TME (5) and these components in TME impact the efficacy of ICIs, for example, the number of regulatory T cells (Tregs), myeloid suppressor cells (MDSCs), dendritic cells (DCs) and the activity of indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO). TME is closely associated with inflammatory response and the inflammatory mediators in TME can be produced by stroma, TILs or cancer cells themselves. Prostaglandin E2 (PGE2) is one of the most important inflammatory factors in TME, which is related to the survival, growth, migration, invasion, angiogenesis and immune evasion of cancer cells (6). Cyclooxygenase (COX) is the rate-limiting step enzyme that produces PGE2. There are three isoforms: COX-1, COX-2, COX-3 (7). COX-1, constitutively expressed in a wide range of normal tissues, works as a housekeeping enzyme responsible for maintaining tissue homeostasis. COX-3 is a splice variant of COX-1, which is also called COX-1b or COX-1v. COX-2 barely presents in most normal cells, but can be highly induced by inflammation and cancer (8). Previous studies have shown that COX-2 is overexpressed in most cancers and is associated with poor prognosis (9, 10). With the rise of immunotherapy, more and more studies have shown that COX-2 mediates immunosuppression via multiple ways. This review summarizes the roles of COX-2 in the resistance of ICIs and proposes a position and opportunity for COX-2 inhibitors in combination with immunotherapy in cancers.



The Activation of COX-2/PGE2 Pathway in Cancer

Gene encoding COX-2 is located on the chromosome 1q25.2‐q25.3 in human, known as PTGS2. COX-2 is a membrane-bound enzyme that plays a key role in synthesis of important biological hormones-prostaglandins (PGs), such as PGE2, PGF2α and thromboxane (11). COX-2 is usually negligible in normal cells except basal expressed in a few organs, such as stomach, kidney, central nervous and female reproduction. While it is frequently expressed in most types of cancers, including lung cancer (12), gastrointestinal cancer (13), breast cancer (14), head and neck carcinoma (15), hepatocellular carcinoma, and etc (16). COX-2 overexpression is linked to many properties of malignant cells including promoting carcinogenesis, increasing the rate of cancer recurrence, reducing survival and mediating resistance of tumor cells to treatment, through overproduction of PGs (17).

Oncogenic viruses, inflammatory cytokines can elevate the expression of COX-2. Tumor intrinsic factors also upregulate COX-2/PGE2 axis. Markosyan and his colleagues identified PTGS2 was upregulated by EPHA2, a candidate tumor intrinsic driver of immunosuppression, through TGF-β pathway in pancreatic cancer (18). The reduction of RIPK3 in colorectal cancer cells and MDSCs elicited NF-κβ-transcribed COX-2, thus to exacerbate the immunosuppressive activity of MDSCs (19). In breast cancer, HDAC6 was frequently upregulated in the cancer-associated fibroblasts(CAFs) and increased the expression of COX-2/PGE2 by regulating STAT3 activation (20), leading to poor survival outcomes. In addition, the aberrant activation of EGF (21), KRAS (22), p38MAPK (23, 24) signals, which frequently present in cancers, also induce COX-2 expression, thus to mediate immunosuppression.



The Mechanism of Immunosuppression Mediated by COX-2

Malignant cells can escape immune-surveillance by exhaustion of CD8+ T cells expressing programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1) and cytotoxic T-lymphocyte-associated protein (CTLA-4). ICIs are a class of inhibitors that targeted immune checkpoint proteins marked on the surface of cancer cells, like CTLA-4 receptor and programmed cell death protein ligand 1 (PD-L1), so that to remove the inhibition of T cells by cancer cells. Previous evidences suggested that the impact of COX-2/PGE2 signal pathway in TME plays an important role in immunosuppression and further induces ICIs resistance. Long before the advent of immunotherapy in clinic, the role of COX-2/PGE2 in immunosuppression was deeply studied in laboratory.


COX-2/PGE2 Signal Inhibits T Cell Infiltration

T cells infiltrated to tumors recognize and fight against antigen-targeted tumor cells. The non-T cell inflamed tumors are usually difficult to treat with ICIs (25). Markosyan showed that compared with wild-type, the onset of breast tumors in ErbB2 transgenic mice with mammary epithelial cell COX-2 deficiency (COX-2MEKKO) was delayed. COX-2MEKKO TME contained more CD4+ T helper cells and CD8+ cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTL). The Th1 marker Tbet and Th2 marker GATA3 were overexpressed, while Retnla, the marker of M2 macrophage cell was lower expressed in COX-2MEKKO tumor than the wild-type, suggesting an enhanced immune-surveillance (26).

Analysis of samples from human and mouse cancer cells with low or high TIL density again confirmed the association between COX-2 expression and T cell exclusion. In pancreatic cancer (18), the intrinsic TGF-β signaling of tumor cells drives the upregulation of EPHA2 on cell surface, which promotes the overexpression of PTGS2. In vivo study, researchers inoculated control and Ptgs2-knockdown (Ptgs2-KD) cells into immunocompetent mice, with or without CD4+ and CD8+ T cell depletion, resulting in a higher rate of tumor formation in control cells. T cell depletion abolished the tumor growth suppression afforded by Ptgs2 KD or celecoxib, which indicates that the tumor suppression of PTGS2 is T cell dependent. In PTGS2 overexpression tumors, the proportion of CD4+ and CD8+ T cells and the percentage of activated CD8+ T cells were significantly reduced. In addition, PTGS2 overexpression increased the proportion of infiltrated myeloid cells, especially myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs), with a decrease in the dendritic cells (DCs) population.

A series of human cancer cells constitutively express indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase 1 (IDO1) that degrades tryptophan and produces equimolar amounts of kynurenine, also mediates immunosuppression. Marc Hennequart’s study indicated that COX-2 expression drives the constitutive expression of IDO1. In human tumor cell lines, constitutive IDO1 expression depends on COX-2 and PGE2 via EP receptor through PKC and PI3K pathways. Celecoxib treatment decreased IDO1 expression and increased CD3+ and CD8+ cells infiltration in ovarian SKOV3 tumors (27).



COX-2/PGE2 Signal in NK-DC Crosstalk

Nature kill (NK) cell as a part of innate immunity plays an important role in tumor immune surveillance. NK cells not only directly recognize and kill tumor cells, but also release cytokines that promote CTL activation and proliferation. Park. A and his colleagues showed thyroid cancer-derived PGE2 represses NK maturation and the expression of NK receptors, such as NK44, NK30, TRAIL and NKG2D (28). Inhibition of COX-2/PGE2 signal pathway can recover the activation of NK cells in tumor-bearing mice (29). Besides, Böttcher revealed the intercommunication between NK cell and dendritic cells (DCs) (30). NK cells recruit conventional type 1 DCs (cDC1) by release of CCL5 and XCL1. Tumor-derived PGE2 impairs NK cell viability and chemokine production, then decreases the recruitment of cDC1s to TME. DCs, especially Batf3+ CD103+ cDC1, are essential in presenting tumor antigen and secreting cytokines, such as CXCL9, CXCL10, that regulate T cell function (31). CD103+ DCs were selectively absent in tumor expressing COX-2. In an obesity-associated hepatocellular carcinoma mice model, the daily systemic therapy of PGE2 receptor inhibitor for 3 weeks showed significant induction of cDC1 (CD103+ DC) frequency (32).



COX-2/PGE2 Signal Induces MDSCs

MDSCs can inhibit CTL activation by overexpression of argininase 1 (ARG-1), inducing nitric oxide synthase (iNOS or NOS2) and reactivating oxygen species (ROS), thus inducing immune escape. COX-2/PGE2 signal pathway is associated with the accumulation of MDSCs. In colorectal cancer, the reduction of PIRK3 elicited NF-κβ transcribed COX-2 expression and boosted the synthesis of PGE2. Inhibition of COX-2 or PGE2 receptors reversed the immunosuppressive activity of MDSCs and dampened tumorigenesis (19). Porta et al. (33) also demonstrated tumor-derived PGE2 mediated induction of nuclear p50 NF-κB epigenetically reprograms the response of monocytic cells to IFN-γ toward an immunosuppressive phenotype, thus retrieving the anticancer properties of IFN-γ. Inhibition of the PGE2 axis can prevents MDSC suppressive functions and restores the efficacy of anticancer immunotherapy.

Multiple tumor cell lines, like Braf V600E melanoma, 4T1 breast cancer, CT26 colorectal cancer, Nras G12D-drive mouse melanoma, methylcholine-induced fibrosarcoma (34, 35) aberrant expressed COX-2/PGE2. The conditional medium of Braf V600E melanoma cells regulated the function of myeloid cells by expressing COX-2 and PGE2. COX-2 deficiency resulted in low expression of immunosuppression factors like IL-6, IL-10, and CXCL1, while the mRNA of anti-tumor immune mediators are significantly increased, such as IFN-γ, T-bet, CXCL10, and IL-12 (36).

MDSCs can also negatively regulate NK function. MDSCs from patients with advanced melanoma inhibited the activity of co-cultured NK cells. PGE2 binding to EP2 and EP4 receptors on MDSC activates p38MAPK/ERK pathway, leading to TGF secretion and thereby inhibiting NK cells (37).



COX-2/PGE2 Signal Induced M2

Macrophages are the most plastic cells in the hematopoietic system, which are found in all tissues, and they also have strong functional diversity. There are at least two subtypes of macrophages, namely M1 and M2. M1 macrophages are involved in the pro-inflammatory response and play a central role in the host’s defense against bacterial and viral infections. M2 macrophages are associated with resolution of inflammatory response, parasite infection, tissue remodeling, fibrosis, and tumor disease development. Previous studies had pointed out an important role of PGE2 in the polarization of macrophage to M2, leading to an immunosuppression TME. In vitro experiments, a human peripheral blood mononuclear cell primary culture in the presence of GM-CSF plus IL-4 promoted differentiation to DCs. An addition of PGE2 in this culture suppressed the formation of DCs and skewed the differentiation into the M2-like macrophage (38, 39). PGE2 also induces the differentiation from MDSC to M2 macrophage. The cross-talk between miR-21 and PGE2 may be a determining factor in macrophage polarization. PGE2 and its downstream effectors PKA and Epac inhibited mRNA-21 and enhance the expression of M2 gene (40).

Based on previous studies, COX-2 derived PGE2 helps TME transformed from an anti-tumor response to an immunosuppressive response in a variety of ways, becoming an accomplice of cancer cell immune escape (Figure 1).




Figure 1 | Extrinsic or intrinsic factors lead to COX-2 overexpression and PGE2 over production in tumor cells, formatting an immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment through multiple ways.






Clinical Application of COX-2 Inhibitors in Cancer Treatment

The current focus of immunotherapy is to improve the therapeutic response of ICIs by simultaneously stimulating immune function and targeting immunoregulatory factors in TME. A variety of combinations are in clinical trials, such as ICIs combined with GM-CSF, targeted drugs, oncolytic virus, chemotherapy, radiotherapy, IDO inhibitor, etc. (41, 42).

Researchers have long noticed the important role of COX-2 in the occurrence and development of cancer. Once upon a time, the clinical trials of COX-2 inhibitor combination therapy in cancers were popular. However, no satisfactory results were obtained in such combinations. A phase II clinical trial of COX-2 inhibitor combined with erlotinib, one of the epidermal growth factor receptor tyrosine kinase inhibitor (EGFR TKI), seemed to have an increase trend in time to progression (TTP) and overall survival (OS) in non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) (43). While compared with conventional chemotherapy regiments, combined with COX-2 inhibitor did not achieve survival improvement (44, 45). The conclusion was controversial. Csiki et al. (46) performed a stratified analysis of the decreased levels of urine PGE-M (the main urinary metabolite of PGE2) after using celecoxib, and showed that patients with a large decline rate obtained a longer survival (14.8 months, 6.3 months, 5.0 months, respectively). Are COX-2 inhibitors really useful in cancer treatment? COX-2 expression level, metabolites or COX-2-dependent inflammatory mediators may be useful biomarkers for predicting prognosis and outcomes of combination therapy. Based on the mechanism of COX-2 and PGE2 in TME described above, the combination of COX-2 inhibitor and ICI is a potential choice. This idea has been further verified in animal experiments (36). The combination of COX inhibitors (including aspirin and celecoxib) with anti-PD-1 antibodies can promote tumor regression more than the single use of anti-PD-1 antibodies. What’s more, it has been known that ICI combined with chemotherapy would increase disease control, because of the antigen release induced by chemotherapy. So the benefit of COX-2 inhibitor might be based on the immune activation combined with ICI and chemotherapy plays a supporting role in it, which need to be further study in clinical practice.

In order to further find patients who may benefit from this combination, the relationship between COX-2 and cancers in previous studies were also reviewed. An analysis of 170 cases of surgically resected lung adenocarcinoma showed that high COX-2 expression accounted for 46%, and the number of CD8+ T lymphocytes in tumors with high COX-2 expression was significantly less than that in the low expression group, while the Treg count was in the opposite (47). Shimizu et al. reported correlations between COX-2 and immune checkpoint proteins. Double fluorescence staining showed co-localization of PD-L1 and COX-2 expression in resected lung cancer specimens (48). Besides, Kim’s study analyzed the relationship between PD-L1 RNA and COX-2 expression in 60 human melanoma cell lines in CCLE database and also showed a significant correlation (r=0.312, P=0.014). But in vitro, COX-2 inhibitor, celecoxib did not affect the expression of PD-L1 induced by IFN-γ in melanoma cell lines, A375, SB2 and LOX-IMVI (49). So, COX-2 might be an intrinsic characteristic of certain cancer cells, and mediates immunosuppression via not only PD-1/PD-L1 axis.

In terms of the safety of ICI combined with COX-2 inhibitor, several aspects should be taken into consideration. First of all, ICIs are a kind of monoclonal antibody. Their metabolic pathways are similar to that of endogenous IgG, not go through the cytochrome P450 enzyme metabolic pathway. While celecoxib is mainly metabolized by CYP2C9 (50), so there might be no drug interaction between them theoretically. Secondly, we take Celecoxib, the most representative selective COX-2 inhibitor, as an example, to illustrate the side-effects of COX-2 inhibitor. The most common side-effects of Celecoxib at a dose of 400–800 mg/day for 3 years are diarrhea (10.5% in Celecoxib group vs. 7.0% in placebo), Gastroesophageal reflux (4.7% in Celecoxib group vs. 3.1% in placebo), nausea (6.8% in Celecoxib group vs. 5.3% in placebo), vomit (3.2% in Celecoxib group vs. 2.1% in placebo), dyspnea (2.8% in Celecoxib group vs. 1.6% in placebo), hypertension (12.5% in Celecoxib group vs. 9.8% in placebo). The occurrence of heart abnormalities and thrombotic event were between 0.1% and 1%. The previous trials of celecoxib combined chemotherapy regimens were well tolerated and did not show an increase in serious adverse events (45, 51). Especially when compared with the placebo group, there was no increase in cardiovascular events in celecoxib group (45). Finally, it is very likely that the main risks of the combination therapy of COX-2 inhibitor and ICI come from their own separately. According to the dose of celecoxib used in CLASS study, the incidence of complicated and symptomatic ulcers was only 0.78% and the incidence of severe cardiovascular thromboembolic events was only 1.2% continuously taking 400 mg twice daily for 9 months (52). And Csiki et al. (46) have also shown that at this dose intensity, urine PGE-M is significantly reduced, indicating that COX-2 and its derived PGE2 are significantly restrained.

Some clinical trials about COX-2 inhibitor combination therapies are ongoing (Table 1). In colorectal cancer, trials to evaluate PD-1 inhibitors with celecoxib as neoadjuvant therapy are recruiting (NCT03026140, NCT03926338). In breast cancer, NCT04188119 and NCT04348747 are registered. There are also some other combined treatments in progress. For example, RACIN (NCT03728179) is designed to explore the combination of PD-1 inhibitor with or without CTLA-4 inhibitor, aspirin (non-selective COX inhibitor) or celecoxib (selective COX-2 inhibitor) and low-dose radiotherapy in TIL negative solid tumors, which might answer the immunomodulation effect of aspirin or celecoxib. Selective COX-2 inhibitor induces less gastrointestinal reaction, one of the most common side-effects of COX inhibitors, like gastric ulcer. What’s more, a large clinical study in 2017 showed that compared with the COX-2 selective inhibitor Celecoxib, the non-selective COX inhibitors ibuprofen and naproxen significantly increased the systolic blood pressure, and the occurrence of new hypertension was higher (53). In fact, taking Celecoxib or non-selective ones (such as ibuprofen) for up to three years have shown that the risk of cardiovascular events increases. So, theoretically, selective or non-selective COX inhibitor, as long as drugs targeting COX2/PGE2 signal pathway, could be further studied in clinical practices, but selective one at least reduces gastrointestinal reaction. Thus the side effect of COX-2 inhibitor should be taken into consideration carefully and exclude patients that have contraindications. The appropriate dose of these drugs is uncertain by now. Some scientists considered that whether PGE2 receptor inhibitor, instead of COX-2 inhibitor, could also combined with immunotherapy. The COX-2 product PGE2 binds to four G-protein-coupled EP receptors designated EP1-EP4. Recent drugs7nbsp;only designed to block EP4. EP4 is commonly upregulated in cancers, while MDSCs are induced by PGE2 acting on myeloid-expressed EP2 and EP4 (54). So, the effect of EP4 inhibitor combined with ICI remains to be seen. Anyway, the COX-2/PGE2 signal is a promising target in combination with immunotherapy.


Table 1 | The clinical trials that study the COX inhibitor and immunotherapy registered in clinicaltrial.gov.





Conclusion

Given that COX-2/PGE2 axis promotes immunosuppression, it is conceivable that COX inhibitors have a role in anti-tumor therapy. Unfortunately, former clinical attempt of combination COX inhibitor with chemotherapy or targeted therapy failed. But COX inhibitor might enhance or expand the response of immunotherapy in consideration of its mechanism. Several clinical trials are ongoing. They will provide us a new thought of therapeutic approach in cancer immunotherapy.
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Background

Imbalanced nutritional supply and demand in the tumor microenvironment often leads to hypoxia. The subtle interaction between hypoxia and immune cell behavior plays an important role in tumor occurrence and development. However, the functional relationship between hypoxia and the tumor microenvironment remains unclear. Therefore, we aimed to investigate the effect of hypoxia on the intestinal tumor microenvironment.



Method

We extracted the names of hypoxia-related genes from the Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA) database and screened them for those associated with colorectal cancer prognosis, with the final list including ALDOB, GPC1, ALDOC, and SLC2A3. Using the sum of the expression levels of these four genes, provided by The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) and Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) databases, and the expression coefficients, we developed a hypoxia risk score model. Using the median risk score value, we divided the patients in the two databases into high- and low-risk groups. GSEA was used to compare the enrichment differences between the two groups. We used the CIBERSORT computational method to analyze immune cell infiltration. Finally, the correlation between these five genes and hypoxia was analyzed.



Result

The prognosis of the two groups differed significantly, with a higher survival rate in the low-risk group than in the high-risk group. We found that the different risk groups were enriched by immune-related and inflammatory pathways. We identified activated M0 macrophages in TCGA and GEO databases and found that CCL2/4/5, and CSF1 contributed toward the increased infiltration rate of this immune cell type. Finally, we observed a positive correlation between the five candidate genes’ expression and the risk of hypoxia, with significant differences in the level of expression of each of these genes between patient risk groups.



Conclusion

Overall, our data suggest that hypoxia is associated with the prognosis and rate of immune cell infiltration in patients with colorectal cancer. This finding may improve immunotherapy for colorectal cancer.





Keywords: colorectal cancer, hypoxia, immune cell infiltration, tumor microenvironment, risk score



Introduction

Since Stephen Paget proposed the “seed and soil” theory of cancer development and tumor metastasis (1), the understanding of the tumor microenvironment has gradually deepened. Several components of the tumor microenvironment contribute toward tumor occurrence and development (2, 3). An imbalance between nutrient supply and demand within the tumor often leads to hypoxia, glucose deficiency, and consequently an acidic tumor microenvironment (4). Specifically, tumor cells can use immune escape mechanisms to drive metastasis and invasion in anoxic environments (5). This has increased research interest into the relationship between hypoxia and the tumor immune microenvironment.

Hypoxia can reduce the activity of various immune cells in the tumor microenvironment and the production of corresponding immune stimulators to increase the release of suppressors and the expression of immune checkpoint inhibitors (5, 6), suggesting a close relationship between hypoxia and immune cells.

This study aimed to investigate the relationship between hypoxia-related genes and the immune microenvironment of colorectal cancer by (1) quantifying the influence of these genes on the tumor immune microenvironment, (2) screening hypoxia-related genes associated with intestinal tumor prognosis, (3) developing a hypoxia risk score model, (4) validating the model’s ability to predict patient prognosis and risk using data from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) and Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) databases, (5) identifying the enrichment of model-related pathways, (6) using the hypoxia risk score as the entry point to explore differences in the infiltration rate of immune cells, and (7) identifying genes that affect immune cell infiltration to evaluate the relationship between hypoxia risk score and the tumor immune microenvironment.



Materials and methods


Raw Data

The intestinal cancer-related RNA-sequencing and clinical data used in this study were obtained from TCGA (https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/) and GEO (gse39582) databases.



Construction and Grouping of the Hypoxia Model

The screening of hypoxia-related genes identified the genes independently related to the prognosis of intestinal cancer. We then multiplied the expression levels of each gene in TCGA and GEO databases by their respective expression coefficients, with the resulting sum defined as the risk score for each patient. Based on the median risk score value, the patients in the two databases were divided into high- and low-risk groups for the follow-up evaluations.



Survival Analysis

The survival and survminer R packages (The R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria) were used to analyze the prognosis of 445 and 579 patients in TCGA and GEO databases, respectively. Patients in TCGA database were followed up for 12 years, while those in the GEO database were followed up for 16 years. The Kaplan–Meier method was used to plot the survival curves, and the log-rank test was used to evaluate the statistical significance between them, with p-values <0.05 considered statistically significant.



ROC Curve Analysis

ROC curve analysis was conducted using the survival, survminer, and timeROC packages in R. The 1-, 3-, and 5-year survival rates of patients in TCGA and GEO databases were evaluated. The area under the ROC curve for the 1-, 3-, and 5-year survival rates increased gradually and exceeded 0.5, which was defined as the threshold for the accurate prediction of survival by the model. Survival for each group is shown as risk columns and risk curves in Figures 2A, B.




Heat Maps

In this study, heat maps of gene expression were drawn using the pheatmap package in R.



PPI Network Analysis

A network of anoxic genes was constructed using the STRING database. R software was used to select the 50 genes with the largest numbers of adjacent nodes for subsequent analysis.



Cox Regression Analysis

We applied the “survival” package in R and performed univariate Cox regression analysis to identify hypoxia-related genes that were closely related to prognosis. Univariate and multivariate prognostic analyses included factors such as age, sex, TNM stage, and the proposed risk score.



Correlations Between Gene Expression and Hypoxia Risk

After screening for genes that play a key role in immune cell regulation, the ggplot2, GGPUBR, and ggExtra packages in R were used to analyze the correlations between gene expression and the risk of hypoxia, and the differences in expression levels between patients at high- and low-risk of hypoxia.



Gene Set Enrichment Analysis

We downloaded the HALLMARK gene set and gene symbols from the GSEA website (https://www.gsea-msigdb.org/gsea/index.jsp) to extract hypoxia-related genes. The entire transcriptome of all tumor samples was used for GSEA, and only gene sets with nominal p-values <0.05 and FDR q values <0.06 were considered significant.




Results


Extraction and Screening of Hypoxia-Related Genes

We first downloaded the HALLMARK gene sets. The gene symbol set was obtained from the Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA) website (https://www.gsea-msigdb.org/gsea/index.jsp), which provides the names of all hypoxia-related genes. We then used the Search Tool for the Retrieval of Interacting Genes/Proteins (STRING) (http://string-db.org/cgi/input.pl), a protein-protein interaction (PPI) network database, to construct a model of PPIs between hypoxia-related genes (Figure 1A). By counting the number of adjacent nodes for each protein, we identified the core genes. The top 50 core genes with adjacent nodes are presented in Figure 1B. We then downloaded the intestinal tumor gene expression data and associated clinical information available from TCGA database. We extracted the data on hypoxia-related gene expression and screened genes associated with prognosis using univariate Cox regression analysis (Figure 1C). Among the identified genes, ALDOB was associated with a low risk, while five genes (GPC1, ALDOC, ENO2, SERPINE1, and SLC2A3) were associated with a high risk of developing tumor malignancy. The multivariate Cox regression analysis of genes associated with patient prognosis revealed four genes (Figure 1D) that were then used to construct prognostic models. These four genes (ALDOB, GPC1, ALDOC, and SLC2A3) had model coefficients of −0.1574, 0.2994, 0.2647, and 0.2074, respectively.




Figure 1 | Screening for hypoxia-related genes and their relationship with patient prognosis. (A) Protein-protein interaction network containing members with interaction confidence values >0.4. (B) The top 50 genes selected based on the number of nodes and their sub-nodes. (C) Univariate Cox regression analysis identified candidate genes with p-values <0.05. (D) Among the genes related to colorectal cancer prognosis, the genes shown are those independently related to patient prognosis in a multifactor prognostic model of hypoxia.





Effects of Hypoxia-Related Genes on Prognosis

Multivariate Cox regression analysis identified four hypoxia-related genes associated with intestinal tumor prognosis, which were used for modeling. We multiplied the expression levels of these genes (as reported in TCGA and GEO databases) by the corresponding coefficients to obtain the risk score for each patient. The median risk score value was then used to divide the patients in TCGA database into high- and low-risk groups. The subsequent survival analysis revealed significant differences between the high- and low-risk groups (p < 0.05; Figures 2A, B). Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis was used to verify the accuracy of the survival estimates derived from the present model, showing a gradually increasing accuracy of predicting the 1-, 3-, and 5-year survival rates of patients included in TCGA database (Figure 2C). The area under the ROC curve for the GEO database was > 0.05 (Figure 2D), indicating that the model accurately predicted the survival rate. To value the survival rate of patients more intuitively in the high- and low-risk groups, we used risk histograms to show the differences in survival status between the two databases (Figures 3A, B). We observed a higher proportion of surviving patients in the low-risk group than in the high-risk group. These results further demonstrated that our model effectively distinguished between high- and low-risk patients. We also analyzed the interactions between the hypoxia-related genes that were identified as affecting patient prognosis in the model (Figures 3C, D). We further demonstrated the relationship between patient risk and survival using risk curves, in which the risk scores for both groups of patients were plotted (Figures 3E, F). We observed a longer survival time in the low-risk group than in the high-risk group. Moreover, the number of deaths in the low-risk group decreased over time (Figures 3G, H). Finally, we compared the expression level of each gene included in the model between the high- and low-risk groups using thermography (Figures 3I, J).




Figure 2 | Effects of the hypoxia model on patient prognosis. (A, B) Kaplan–Meier survival curves for patients with colon cancer in The Cancer Genome Atlas and Gene Expression Omnibus databases, stratified according to risk scores (high vs. low); comparisons of the median survival time in both groups with log-rank tests (p<0.01 and p = 0.043, respectively). (C, D) Receiver operating characteristic curve analysis of the prognostic accuracy of the model.







Figure 3 | Prediction of patient risk in the hypoxia model and the expression levels of the genes included in the model. (A, B) Patient survival in The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) and Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) databases. (C, D) Correlations between the genes included in the risk model based on TCGA and GEO databases. Positive and negative correlations are indicated in red and green, respectively. (E, F) Patient risk scores in TCGA and GEO databases. (G, H) Survival rates in the high- and low-risk patient groups in TCGA and GEO databases. (I, J) Heat maps of gene expression levels in the risk model for the high- and low-risk groups in TCGA and GEO databases.





Effects of Different Clinical Characteristics on Intestinal Tumor Prognosis

Clinical characteristics differ in the impact they have on patient prognosis. Thus, we analyzed the impact of clinical characteristics on the prognosis of patients included in TCGA and GEO databases. We first used univariate Cox regression analysis to evaluate the impact of clinical characteristics on the survival time and prognosis of patients included in the two databases (Figures 4A, B). We found that patient sex affected neither survival nor prognosis, while other factors affected survival and prognosis and were associated with increased risk. However, the p-value of the risk score in our model was <0.05 for patients in TCGA database, indicating that the risk score also affected patient prognosis and survival. In contrast, the p-value was >0.05 for patients in the GEO database. Multivariate analysis of these factors showed that the p-values for age and tumor–node–metastasis (TNM) stage were both <0.05, indicating that these variables were independent prognostic factors (Figures 4C, D). We also observed differences in the expression levels of hypoxia-related genes between patients with different T stages included in the two databases (Figures 4E–H). The expression level of SLC2A3 in different T stages (T1, T2, T3, and T4) differed significantly between patients in TCGA and GEO databases (p < 0.05).




Figure 4 | Relationship between the risk model and clinical factors. (A, B) Single-factor prognostic analysis included age, sex, tumor–node–metastasis (TNM) stage, and the risk scores of patients with colorectal cancer in The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) and Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) databases. (C, D) Multifactor prognostic analysis included age, sex, TNM stage, and the risk scores of patients with colorectal cancer in TCGA and GEO databases. (E, F) Comparisons of the expression levels of various genes in the hypoxia model in TCGA and GEO databases for different T stages. (G, H) Heat maps showing the expression levels of genes in the risk model in TCGA and GEO databases for different T stages.





Enrichment of Pathways in Hypoxia-Related Risk Groups

We observed differences in the enrichment level of hypoxia-related genes and associated pathways between the high- and low-risk groups. To understand the level of pathway enrichment, we used GSEA software (UC San Diego, San Diego, CA, USA; Broad Institute, Cambridge, MA, USA) to compare the pathways between different risk groups. The high-risk group in TCGA database showed many enriched pathways related to apoptotic and immune functions (Figure 5A) compared with the low-risk group. Among these were apoptosis, hypoxia, interleukin (IL) 2/signal transducer and activator of transcription (STAT) 5 signaling, IL6-STAT3 signaling, and the inflammatory response pathways. The other related pathways are shown in Table 1. In contrast, the pathways enriched in the low-risk group mainly included those associated with oxidative phosphorylation and lipid metabolism, among others. The pathways with false discovery rate (FDR) q values >0.05 are shown in Table 2. The low-risk group of patients in the GEO database also showed the enrichment of apoptosis and IL2-STAT5 signaling pathways, in addition to, the p53 and peroxisome and phosphatidylinositol 3-kinase-mammalian target of rapamycin serine/threonine protein kinase B signaling pathways (Figure 5B). The enrichment of other pathways is shown in Table 3. The high-risk group also showed the enrichment of the Hedgehog and Wnt/beta-catenin signaling pathways. Pathways with FDR values >0.05 are shown in Table 4.




Figure 5 | Enrichment of hypoxia pathways and infiltration of hypoxia-related immune cells. (A) Enriched gene sets in the HALLMARK collection according to high-risk scores in The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database. Each line represents one particular gene set with a unique color, with upregulated genes appearing on the left side approaching the origin of the coordinates and downregulated genes appearing on the right side of the x-axis. Only gene sets with nominal (NOM) p-values <0.05 and false discovery rate (FDR) q values <0.06 were considered statistically significant. A selection of leading gene sets is shown in the plot. (B) The enriched gene sets in the HALLMARK collection by low-risk scores in the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database. Only gene sets with NOM p-values <0.05 and FDR q values of <0.06 were considered statistically significant. A selection of leading gene sets is shown in the plot. (C, D) Heat map of hypoxia risk and immune cell infiltration in TCGA and GEO databases. (E) Immune cells whose infiltration is significantly associated with the risk of hypoxia in TCGA database (p < 0.05). (F) Immune cells whose infiltration is significantly associated with the risk of hypoxia in the GEO database (p < 0.05).




Table 1 | Pathway enrichment in the group of patients at high risk of hypoxia in The Cancer Genome Atlas database.




Table 2 | Pathway enrichment in the group of patients at low risk of hypoxia in The Cancer Genome Atlas database.




Table 3 | Pathway enrichment in the group of patients at high risk of hypoxia in the Gene Expression Omnibus database.




Table 4 | Pathway enrichment in the group of patients at low risk of hypoxia in the Gene Expression Omnibus database.





Immune Cell Infiltration

The results of the pathway enrichment analysis of hypoxia-related genes for both risk groups in TCGA and GEO databases showed the enrichment of pathways related to inflammation, immunity, and other factors. Based on these findings, we assessed the rate of immune cell infiltration in each risk group according to the constructed hypoxia-related gene model. Figures 5C, D shows the infiltration rate of immune cells in the high- and low-risk groups in TCGA and GEO databases, respectively. TCGA database showed differences in the infiltration rate of two types of immune cells in the high- and low-risk groups (Figure 5E; p < 0.05). In contrast, the rate of infiltration of 10 types of immune cells differed between the high- and low-risk groups in the GEO database (Figure 5F; p < 0.05). Among them, the infiltration rate of activated M0 macrophages differed between the high- and low-risk groups in both databases. Using the Tracking Tumor Immunophenotype online platform (http://biocc.hrbmu.edu.cn/TIP/index.jsp), we screened the immune-related genes for those that played important roles in the regulation of this immune cell type. Heat maps were then drawn to visualize the expression of these genes relative to that of hypoxia-related genes in the high- and low-risk groups of patients in TCGA and GEO databases (Figures 6A, B). The expression levels of CCL2/4/5, CSF1, and CX3CL1 were significantly different between the high- and low-risk groups in both databases (p < 0.05). Next, we plotted the correlation curves between the expression levels of these four genes and the risk scores, which showed that the expression levels of these four genes were positively correlated with the patients’ risk score. We also observed differences in the expression levels of these four genes between the high- and low-risk groups (Figures 6C–L).




Figure 6 | Relationships between genes regulating immune cell behavior and hypoxia risk. (A, B) Heat maps showing the expression levels of genes regulating activated CD4 memory T cells and M0 macrophages in different hypoxia risk groups (**p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001). (C–L) Scatter plots showing the correlations of the expression of four genes from The Cancer Genome Atlas and Gene Expression Omnibus databases with immune cell regulation, showing differences in the expression levels between the different hypoxia risk groups (p < 0.05). The blue line in each plot is a fitted linear model indicating the relationship between gene expression and the risk of hypoxia. Pearson coefficients were used to assess the correlation between the two factors. The box plots show the differences in the levels of gene expression between groups at risk of hypoxia (p < 0.05).






Discussion

Hypoxia is a feature of tumor physiology specifically that of mechanisms associated with the acquisition of some malignant attributes, such as metastasis, invasion (7–9), and drug resistance (10). In these processes, hypoxia-related genes act on the corresponding pathways or on the regulating immune cells. Hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF) is activated during hypoxia. Some immunosuppressive factors, such as vascular endothelial growth factor, are HIF target genes, which affect both angiogenesis and immunosuppression (11). Hypoxia also results in upregulated EGFR expression, which promotes ligand-independent epidermal growth factor receptor signaling (12, 13). This process increases the rate of tumor glycolysis, resulting in metabolic competition (14). In our study, we screened for hypoxia-related genes in the gut and found that the core genes (ALDOB, GPC1, ALDOC, and SLC2A3) were closely related to patient prognosis. The rate of aldolase-B and fructose-bisphosphate B-driven fructose metabolism is significantly increased in patients with colon cancer and liver metastasis, and in those with colorectal villous polyps (15, 16). GPC1 has also been shown to be overexpressed in various malignancies (17, 18). A recent study has reported GPC1 enrichment in tumor-derived exosomes (17). In melanoma, NME1 has been shown to inhibit metastasis by activating ALDOC transcription (19). Solute carrier family 2, member 3 can increase glucose uptake in anoxic cells and, thus, increase the rate of glycolysis. These findings suggest that hypoxia-related gene expression levels are closely related to tumor development and metabolism (20); therefore, they were included in our hypoxia-related gene model.

With a deepening understanding of the mechanisms of hypoxia, its influence on tumor prognosis is also increasingly being understood (21, 22). To further investigate the relationship between the expression of hypoxia-related genes and patient prognosis, we evaluated patient prognosis by taking the product sum of the expression levels and the coefficients of ALDOB, GPC1, ALDOC, and SLC2A3 in TCGA and GEO databases as the risk score. The prognosis of patients in the high- and low-risk groups differed significantly; the survival rate of patients in the low-risk group was significantly higher than that of their counterparts. However, the ROC curve analysis, which aimed to evaluate the accuracy of the survival estimates, showed that the curves obtained from the GEO database corresponded poorly to the observed prognosis. Thus, we also analyzed the influence of other factors, including age, sex, TNM staging, and our proposed risk score, on patient prognosis. We concluded that our proposed risk score showed a good correspondence with patient prognosis. However, the results of the multivariate analysis in the GEO database were not statistically significant. This finding suggests that the risk score alone cannot be used as an independent prognostic factor. The samples in the GEO database were all colorectal adenocarcinoma samples that had been obtained in France. Because the tumor type and region are very specific, these samples may not accurately reflect the relationship between hypoxia and colon cancer prognosis. Moreover, the prognosis of colon cancer is related to disease stage and clinical, histological, genetic, and molecular factors, among others. These factors should be considered in future studies.

We next applied GSEA to identify pathways enriched in the high- and low-risk groups in the two databases. We found that most of the enriched pathways were related to inflammation, immune response, and apoptosis. Hypoxia and cell death in tumor tissue produce large amounts of cell debris and trigger the release of inflammatory factors, which can attract macrophages and monocytes, and can induce macrophage polarization. After polarization, macrophages secrete inflammatory factors (23). These findings suggest a close relationship between hypoxia, inflammation, and the immune response. In addition, some apoptosis-related genes, such as p53, which is a tumor suppressor gene, are closely related to tumor apoptosis. Nilay et al. (24) found that mutations in p53 in gastric and esophageal cancer cells can induce hypoxia signaling. This finding was confirmed in a study involving nude mice.

The results of many previous studies and those of the present study have shown that hypoxia can recruit immune cells into the tumor microenvironment. Hypoxia-induced tumor-derived cytokines, such as IL-10 and transforming growth factor-beta, can induce tumor-associated macrophages to differentiate into M2 macrophages with immunosuppressive effects (25). When monocytes are stimulated by inflammatory factors, such as interferon-gamma and lipopolysaccharide, they activate M1 macrophages, which can secrete inflammatory factors, such as IL-6 and tumor necrosis factor-alpha, and can phagocytize invasive pathogens and tumor cells (23, 26). Hypoxia can also lead to immune escape through the role of immune cells (5); for example, hypoxia can reduce T-cell activity (27). Hypoxia is closely related to immune cell function. In our study, we observed significant differences in the level of activated M0 macrophages between the high- and low-risk groups in TCGA database. In the GEO database, the level of infiltration of activated CD4 memory T cells and M0 macrophages, activated and resting mast cells, and neutrophils differed significantly between the high- and low-risk groups. Both databases showed significant differences in the infiltration rate of activated M0 macrophages between the high- and low-risk groups. When we screened the genes that regulated this immune cell type, we found different levels of CCL2/4/5 and CSF1expression between the high- and low-risk groups. Further analyses confirmed the significant correlation between the expression level of each of these genes and the risk of hypoxia.

Three of these four genes encode chemokines, which play a chemotactic role in immune cells, such as natural killer cells and monocytes, which are closely related to tumor development. CCL2 and CCL5 play important roles in prostate cancer metastasis and drug resistance (28, 29), while CCL4 is associated with the clinical characteristics of breast cancer (30). CSF1 is expressed in almost all tumors (31, 32). It recruits macrophages other than alveolar macrophages through CSF1 receptors and regulates their differentiation (31, 33). Macrophages, a major component of the tumor microenvironment, contribute to tumorigenesis by promoting angiogenesis, immunosuppression, invasion, and metastasis (34, 35).

In conclusion, hypoxia plays an important role in the tumor microenvironment. Screening for genes that can affect the rate of immune cell infiltration revealed a correlation between these genes and the hypoxia risk score. Our findings show that hypoxia-related genes can affect the prognosis of intestinal cancer and may play a role in immune infiltration in intestinal cancer. Analysis of the relationship between hypoxia and immune cells may improve immunotherapy and tumor treatment.
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Adrenocortical carcinoma (ACC) is a rare endocrine malignancy with a high rate of mortality and recurrence. N6-methyladenosine methylation (m6A) is the most common modification to affect cancer development, but to date, the potential role of m6A regulators in ACC prognosis is not well understood. In this study, we systematically analyzed 21 m6A regulators in ACC samples from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) and the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database. We identified three m6A modification patterns with different clinical outcomes and discovered a significant relationship between diverse m6A clusters and the tumor immune microenvironment (immune cell types and ESTIMATE algorithm). Additionally, Gene Ontology (GO), Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG), and Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA) revealed that the m6A clusters were strongly associated with immune infiltration in the ACC. Next, to further explore the m6A prognostic signatures in ACC, we implemented Lasso (Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator) Cox regression to establish an eight-m6A-regulator prognostic model in the TCGA dataset, and the results showed that the model-based high-risk group was closely correlated with poor overall survival (OS) compared with the low-risk group. Subsequently, we validated the key modifications in the GEO datasets and found that high HNRNPA2B1 expression resulted in poor OS and event-free survival (EFS) in ACC. Moreover, to further decipher the molecular mechanisms, we constructed a competing endogenous RNA (ceRNA) network based on HNRNPA2B1, which consists of 12 long noncoding RNAs (lncRNAs) and 1 microRNA (miRNA). In conclusion, our findings indicate the potential role of m6A modification in ACC, providing novel insights into ACC prognosis and guiding effective immunotherapy.

Keywords: adrenocortical carcinoma, M6A, tumor immune microenvironment, prognostic signatures, HNRNPA2B1


INTRODUCTION

Adrenocortical carcinoma (ACC) is an uncommon endocrine malignancy with an annual incidence of 0.7–2.0 cases per million (1). Despite its rarity, the 5-year survival rate in most series is <35% (2). Currently, the only curative therapy for localized ACC is surgery. Even with complete excision, rates of local recurrence typically range from 19–34% (3, 4). Adjuvant treatments which aim to decrease recurrence, including chemotherapy and radiotherapy, show limited therapeutic effectiveness (5). Nevertheless, the most widely used tumor, lymph node, and metastasis (TNM) classification system remains unacceptable for heterogeneous outcomes and poor survival (6, 7). Therefore, unraveling the genomic properties underlying ACC is crucial for developing effective treatments and predicting individual survival and recurrence risk.

N6-methyladenosine (m6A), which was first discovered in the 1970s, is recognized as the most prominent and abundant form of internal modification that occurs in messenger RNAs (mRNAs) and long non-coding RNAs (lncRNAs) in many eukaryotic species (8, 9). m6A methylation is thought to affect every aspect of RNA metabolism, including RNA splicing, translocation, stability, and translation into protein (10). The m6A modification is dynamically deposited by three types of homologous factors: methyltransferases (“writers”), demethylases (“erasers”), and m6A binding proteins (“readers”) (11). Methyltransferases, with core members, METTL3, METTL14, WTAP, ZC3H13, RBM15, and RBM15B, catalyze the methyl group directly attached to the nitrogen on the sixth carbon of the aromatic ring of an adenosine residue (12). Demethylases, which mediate the m6A removal process, with core members FTO and ALKBH5, selectively remove the methyl code from specific mRNAs (11). m6A binding proteins, including the YTHDF family (YTHDF1/2/3), nuclear heterogeneous riboprotein family (HNRNPA2B1 and HNRNPC), and eukaryotic initiation factor (eIF or EIF1A), aim to decode RNA methylation and recognize the m6A motif (11).

To date, N6-methyladenosine, a potential biomarker, has been reported to actively participate in various important physiological processes such as stem cell differentiation, circadian periods, and DNA damage response in vivo (13–15). Aberrant expression and mutation of m6A were confirmed to result in the abnormal processes, including dysregulation of cell death and proliferation, developmental defects, and impaired self-renewal capacity (16, 17). Recent studies have demonstrated that abnormal m6A methylation modification is closely associated with a variety of human diseases, especially cancer, including bladder cancer, head and neck squamous cell carcinoma, gastric cancer, breast cancer, hepatocellular carcinoma, and colorectal cancer (18). For instance, in breast cancer, high FTO levels are significantly associated with poor survival rates. Furthermore, in a series of in vitro and in vivo assays, FTO dramatically alleviated and degraded BNIP3 (a tumor suppressor) via a YTHDF2-independent mechanism to induce cancer cell proliferation, colony formation, and metastasis (19). Additionally, Zewei Tu reportedly built a ceRNA network and established a 9 m6A-related lncRNA prognostic model in lower-grade glioma patients (20). Accumulating evidence has shown that m6A-related mRNAs and lncRNAs can serve as novel potential targets for predicting prognosis and developing personalized treatments for many types of cancer. However, little is known about the relationship between the effect of m6A methylation modification and ACC.

The tumor microenvironment (TME), which includes cancer cells, stromal cells, and distant recruited cells, such as infiltrating immune cells (myeloid cells and lymphocytes), bone marrow-derived cells (BMDCs), and secreted factors such as cytokines and chemokines, play a crucial role in tumor progression and affect the clinical benefit from novel strategies of immunological checkpoint blockade (ICB, PD-1/L1, and CTLA-4) (21, 22). In advanced ACC, no investigated therapy has offered long-term disease control, except for immune checkpoint blockade. A phase II study indicated that pembrolizumab (an anti-PD-1 monoclonal antibody) can provide meaningful and durable antitumor activity (23). Emerging studies have focused on research interests that enhance the in-depth understanding of the heterogeneity and complexity of the TME to improve immunotherapy strategies by comprehensive analysis of particular m6A regulators (24, 25). For instance, inhibiting ALKBH5 may enhance the efficacy of anti-PD-1 therapy in melanoma patients by mediating the level of Mct4/Slc16a3, which is involved in regulating suppressive lymphocyte Treg and myeloid-derived suppressor cell accumulations in the TME (24). Currently, none of these studies have extended their research into the frontiers of knowledge in ACC.

In this study, we performed a retrospective analysis based on The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) and the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) databases to estimate the effect of m6A-related genes on the prognostic value. We identified multiple m6A regulators and related lncRNAs or microRNAs (miRNAs) as potential biomarkers by shaping individual TME characterizations.



MATERIALS AND METHODS


Data Processing of the ACC Dataset

The public RNA sequencing, mutation expression, and full clinical information of ACC were downloaded from TCGA and GEO. Patients without survival information were excluded from further evaluation. The RNA sequencing data (FPKM value) and somatic mutation data from TCGA-ACC (The Cancer Genome Atlas - Adrenocortical carcinoma) were downloaded from the Genomic Data Commons (GDC; https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/) and gathered as a training set for further analysis. In total, six eligible data from GEO (GSE10927, GSE19750, GSE33371, GSE76019, GSE76021, and GSE49280) were downloaded and an averaging method with the affy and simpleaffy packages was used to perform background adjustment and quantile normalization.



Consensus Clustering of m6A Regulators

We first selected 21 m6A RNA methylation regulators from previously published articles (26, 27). These 21 m6A regulators included 8 writers (METTL3, METTL14, RBM15, RBM15B, WTAP, KIAA1429, CBLL1, and ZC3H13), 2 erasers (ALKBH5, FTO), and 11 readers (YTHDC1, YTHDC2, YTHDF1, YTHDF2, YTHDF3, IGF2BP1, HNRNPA2B1, HNRNPC, FMR1, LRPPRC, and ELAVL1). Based on the expression of the 21 m6A modulators, the patients were classified into three groups using the optimal k-means clustering (“kmeans” function in R). Cluster analysis was performed using the ConsensusClusterPlus R package with cycle computation 1,000 times to ensure stability and reliability (28). The overall survival (OS) between different clusters was calculated using the Kaplan-Meier method.



Identification of Differentially Expressed Genes (DEGs) Between m6A Patterns

To identify the DEGs between three clusters in the TCGA-ACC cohort, the empirical Bayesian approach of the limma R package was applied in the standard comparison mode. The significance criteria for determining DEGs was set to | logFC | > 1 and P-value < 0.05. To investigate the pathways enriched in the different subgroups, we performed Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) pathway analysis and Gene Ontology (GO) biological processes by applying a threshold P-value < 0.05, minimum count of 5, and enrichment factor > 0.15. Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) was used to evaluate all genes based on their log2 fold change and assess the functions associated with subtypes by implementing the clusterProfiler R package.



Comparison of Immune Cell Infiltration Among m6A Patterns

To explore the degree of immune cell infiltration among the three subgroups, we applied the ESTIMATE algorithm, in which R script was downloaded from the website (https://sourceforge.net/projects/estimateproject/) to calculate the estimate scores, immune scores, and stromal scores for further predicting tumor purity and analyzing the TME (29). To explore the differences in immune cell subtypes among multiple clusters, we utilized the CIBERSORT package to assess the proportions of 22 immune cell subtypes based on TCGA-ACC samples. The results with P < 0.05 in CIBERSORT analysis were used for further analysis. The Mann-Whitney U test was used to compare the differences among the three subgroups.



Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator Cox Regression and Validation of the Prognostic m6A Signatures

To enhance the prediction accuracy and interpretability of the statistical model, Lasso Cox regression analysis was carried out to examine the relationship between m6A prognosis signatures and ACC risk. Using the “glmnet” software package of R, 8 m6A-related genes were screened to construct the best prognostic model. The risk score was generated using the following formula: risk score = ExpressionmRNA1 × CoefficientmRNA1 + ExpressionmRNA2 × CoefficientmRNA2 +…ExpressionmRNAn × CoefficientmRNAn. According to the predictive model, the patients were divided into high-risk and low-risk groups using the median cutoff of risk score. The Cox proportional hazard regression model includes age and TNM stage. The hazard ratio (HR) from Cox regression analysis was used to distinguish the prognostic factors positively or negatively. A gene with HR > 1 was considered a risk gene, and a gene with HR < 1 was considered a protective gene. Subsequently, the Kaplan-Meier survival method was used to evaluate the availability of the prognostic model, and the sensitivity and specificity of the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve were used to evaluate the prognostic accuracy of the signature building. Similarly, the five validated GEO cohorts were further calculated to validate the prognostic value of selected m6A-related genes by OS and PFS (progression-free survival) analyses.



Gene Mutation Screening and Analysis

The SNP dataset was based on VarScan2 variant aggregation and masking data in TCGA. Here, we analyzed the SNP mutation and carried out visualization using the R maftools package (30). The SNP2APA database was designed to explore the effects of single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) and provided OS across different cancer types (31). Based on this database, we searched for specific SNPs that have prognostic value in ACC, and assessed the relationship between these SNPs and key m6A-related genes.



Construction of the ceRNA Network

Using the TCGA cohort, differentially expressed genes between m6A patterns were identified with the standards of | log2(Fold change) | > 1 and P < 0.05 using the R package “limma.” Perl programming language was applied to target miRNAs-lncRNAs and miRNAs-mRNAs in the prediction analysis. Furthermore, miRcode was used to collect and target experimentally validated lncRNAs (32). StarBase v3.0 was used to predict miRNA-mRNA interactions (http://starbase.sysu.edu.cn/) (33). The ceRNA network was visualized using the “Cytoscape” software (34).



Statistical Analysis

Most analyses were performed using R software (version 3.6.1, http://www.R-project.org). Kaplan-Meier curves and the log-rank test were used to compare the OS between various subgroups based on the expression of m6A-related genes. Univariate and multivariate Cox proportional hazard regression analyses were used to evaluate the independent prognostic value of the clinical characteristics of OS. The prognostic ability of the predictive models for 1/3/5-year OS was evaluated by ROC curves (R package “timeROC”) and the area under the curve (AUC) values. In all analyses, all statistical P-values were bilateral, and P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.



Clinical Specimens

Adrenocortical carcinoma tissues and normal adrenocortical tissues were obtained from five patients who received operation at the Third Xiangya Hospital (Changsha, Hunan, China) from January 2016 to December 2020. The patients were diagnosed by pathological analysis and were not subjected to chemotherapy or radiotherapy. The Institutional Review Board of the Ethics Committee of Third Xiangya Hospital approved the consent procedure, and written informed consent was provided by all patients in this research.



Immunohistochemistry

Paraffin-embedded ACC tissues and normal tissues were sliced, dewaxed, hydrated, and antigen-repaired, then endogenous peroxidase was blocked; anti-HNRNPA2B1 (1:100, 14813-1-AP, Proteintech Group, Wuhan, China), anti-LRPPRC (1:100, 21175-1-AP, Proteintech Group), and anti-ELAVL1 (1:100, 11910-1-AP, Proteintech Group) were added and incubated them together at 4°C overnight, respectively. Polymer enhancers were incubated for 30 min at room temperature, then biotinlabeled secondary antibodies were added and incubated for 30 min at room temperature. Next, the sections were stained by using diaminobenzidine staining solution, followed by counterstaining with hematoxylin, and then the sections were mounted in glycerol-vinyl-alcohol. Two independent professional pathologists were blinded to analysis the data and histopathological features of the patients, and also evaluated the IHC scores according to the scoring standards.




RESULTS


Consensus Clustering of m6A Genes in Three Clusters With Different Clinical Outcomes of ACC

Here, the clinical data and corresponding gene expression profiles of ACC patients were downloaded from the TCGA and GEO databases. The workflow is shown in Figure 1. We first analyzed 21 m6A regulators and mapped the correlation between m6A patterns and ACC survival. As a result, the expression levels of m6A regulators and clinical characteristics were obtained from TCGA and GEO. Pearson correlation analysis was performed to determine the relationship between m6A regulators (Figure 2A). Some highly correlated (|correlation coefficient| ≥ 0.5, P < 0.05) m6A regulators were identified, such as YTHDF1, YTHDF2, HNRNPC, KIAA1429, ELAVL1, HNRNPA2B1, CBLL1, and YTHDF3. Based on the ConsensusClusterPlus R package, the TCGA-ACC cohort was clustered into different groups by consensus expression of m6A regulators. When the consensus matrix k value was equal to 3, there was the least crossover between the ACC samples (Figures 2B,C and Supplementary Figure 1). The OS difference between different clusters was calculated using the Kaplan-Meier method. Significantly better OS was found in patients specifically in cluster1 compared with other clusters (Figure 2D). Further, we plotted a boxplot (Figure 2E) and heatmap (Figure 4A) for visualizing the expression of the 21 m6A regulatory factors in clusters and found that the expression of CBLL1, ELAVL1, HNRNPA2B1, HNRNPC, KIAA1429, LRPPRC, RBM15, RBM15B, WTAP, YTHDF2, and YTHDF3 in cluster3 was higher than that in other clusters (P < 0.01), while the expression of ALKBH5, IGF2BP1, METTL3, and YTHDF1, was higher in cluster2 than in other clusters.


[image: Figure 1]
FIGURE 1. Study flow chart.
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FIGURE 2. Consensus clustering of m6A genes. (A) The Pearson correlation analysis was used to search the relationship among m6A regulators. (B) Consensus clustering matrix for k = 3. (C) Consensus clustering cumulative distribution function (CDF) and relative change in area under CDF curve for k = 2 to 5. (D) Kaplan-Meier curves of OS for three clusters in ACC. (E) The expression of the 21 m6A regulatory factors in clusters (***P < 0.001; **P < 0.01; *P < 0.05).




The Interaction and Correlation Among the m6A Regulators in Three Patterns

To explore the potential biological differences among the three different m6A modification patterns, we identified DEGs by comparing clusters with the threshold of |logFC (fold change)| ≥ 1 and adj. P < 0.05. When comparing cluster1 and cluster2, there were 371 up-regulated and 292 down-regulated genes. GO analysis of biological processes showed that the DEGs were enriched in extracellular structure organization, matrix organization, and humoral immune response. Cellular component analysis indicated that DEGs were abundant in the extracellular matrix and collagen-containing extracellular matrix. Molecular function analysis indicated that DEGs were mainly located in receptor regulator and ligand activities. Furthermore, KEGG analysis showed that the DEGs were enriched in tyrosine metabolism, viral protein interaction with cytokine and cytokine receptor, and IL-17 signaling pathways (Figures 3A–C). Additionally, GSEA was performed for further signaling pathway enrichment analysis, and in a comparison between clusters1 and cluster2, the IL-17 signaling pathway, TNF, and NF-kappa B signaling pathway were enriched relative to cluster2 (Figure 3D). These signaling pathways are related to core biological carcinogenic processes, most of which are involved in the regulation of immune checkpoint expression, and have potential for further exploration of the effect of m6A modifications on immunotherapy (25, 35, 36).


[image: Figure 3]
FIGURE 3. The interaction and correlation among clusters. (A) The GO and KEGG analysis of DEGs between cluster1 and cluster2. (B) The GO and KEGG analysis of DEGs between cluster1 and cluster3. (C) The GO and KEGG analysis of DEGs between cluster2 and cluster3. (D) The GSEA analysis of DEGs between cluster1 and cluster2.




Immune Landscape in ACC Patients

The ESTIMATE algorithm provided stromal and immune scores, and tumor purity for all ACC samples. The heatmap of m6A-related gene expression and the stromal, immune, and ESTIMATE scores, and tumor purity are shown and clustered in Figure 4A. From the clustering, we found that such m6A genes showed a similar expression trend with tumor purity, and an opposite trend with stromal, immune, and ESTIMATE scores, indicating that the m6A pathway plays an important role in the tumor immune microenvironment and determines tumor progression and metastatic dissemination. Moreover, the density and location of immune cells can be quantified as a tangible indicator by an immune score. Here, there was a significant difference in the immune scores between the m6A clusters, and cluster1 showed the highest immune score. Furthermore, the ESTIMATE and stromal scores were also calculated, and the expression of cluster1 was higher than that of cluster2. Conversely, the distribution of tumor purity was different from the stromal, immune, and ESTIMATE scores, and cluster1 showed a lower tumor purity score than the others (Figure 4B).


[image: Figure 4]
FIGURE 4. Immune characteristics among three m6A patterns. (A) The heatmap of m6A regulators from 3 clusters and ESTIMATE algorithm. (B) Different expression of ESTIMATE score, immune score, stromal score, and tumor purity in three m6A Patterns. (C) Differences in the levels of infiltration of the 22 immune cells in three m6A patterns (***P < 0.001; **P < 0.01; *P < 0.05).


The 22 different immune cell types among different clusters were analyzed using the CIBERSORT algorithm. The results revealed that the macrophages M0, MI, M2 macrophages, dendritic cells activated, dendritic, cells resting, eosinophils mast cells resting, natural killer (NK) cells activated, and NK cells resting accounted for a large proportion of immune cell infiltration. Furthermore, cluster1, which had better survival, displayed a greater number of M1, M2 macrophages, and NK cells activated compared with other clusters with worse prognosis (Figure 4C). In addition, we found that the levels of dendritic cells, macrophages M0, and NK cells activated in cluster1 were significantly lower than those in cluster2 and cluster3. The outcome revealed that m6A-related patterns may remarkably suppress or strengthen the expression of specific immune cell types, thus potentially influencing the response to immunotherapy.



Prognostic Analysis of Risk Model and m6A Genes

To develop a signature for prognosis prediction of ACC, we performed Lasso Cox regression analysis on 21 m6A-related genes based on the TCGA database. Next, we obtained eight genes (METTL14, ZC3H13, FTO, YTHDF1, YTHDF3, HNRNPA2B1, LRPPRC, and ELAVL1) to build the risk model, and the coefficients of these genes were used to calculate the risk score (Figure 5A). The risk score = METTL14 × (−0.1750) + ZC3H13 × (−0.0212) + FTO × (−0.0984) + YTHDF1 × 0.0159 + YTHDF3 × (−0.0073) + HNRNPA2B1 × 0.0405 + LRPPRC × 0.0437 + ELAVL1 × 0.0376. Patients with ACC were separated into low-risk or high-risk groups with the median cutoff of risk score. As shown in Figures 5B,C, we found that as the risk score increased, high-risk patients had significantly worse OS than low-risk patients (P = 1.617e−08). Univariate and multivariate analyses were used to evaluate the prognostic value of age, sex, M, N, T, and clinical stage (Supplementary Figure 2); however, only T stage was significantly correlated with OS. The ROC curve showed that the risk score had strong predictive ability, with an AUC of 0.844, 0.945, and 0.893 in 1, 3, and 5 years compared with other factors (Figure 5D). These results indicate that the risk model may serve as an important indicator for evaluating the prognosis of ACC.


[image: Figure 5]
FIGURE 5. Risk model from m6A-related genes. (A) Lasso Cox regression analysis of 21 m6A-related genes. (B) Overall survival analysis for patients in high/low risk. (C) The distributions of risk scores, alive/dead status, and expression of three m6A-related genes. (D) The ROC curve of risk score and clinical characteristics.




Validation of the m6A-Genes in the GEO Dataset

To verify and identify the key genes of m6A patterns, we evaluated the prognostic values of the eight genes and the risk model in the GEO datasets. Three datasets (GSE10927, GSE19750, and GSE33371) containing OS statistics and two datasets (GSE76019 and GSE76021) containing event-free survival (EFS) statistics were selected for further validation. Fortunately, the results indicated that the risk model have potential value of prediction in all GEO datasets (Supplementary Figure 3). Considering the similarities of identified genes in the TCGA and GEO data, it is believed that the overlapping m6A regulators might be significant, including HNRNPA2B1, LRPPRC, FTO, YTHDC1, and ELAVL1 (Supplementary Table 1). HNRNPA2B1 was validated as a significant indicator of poor OS and EFS based on all GEO datasets (Figure 6A). LRPPRC might be regarded as a crucial biomarker of poor survival, which was successfully validated on four GEO datasets (GSE10927, GSE33371, GSE76019, and GSE76021) (Figure 6B). Furthermore, ELAVL1 was re-verified as a potential biomarker based on two GEO containing EFS data (Figure 6C). However, other m6A-related genes received a failed verification on most GEO datasets (Supplementary Figures 3, 4). Subsequently, compared with the normal tissue, the expression of these three m6A regulators was upregulated in ACC by performing IHC (Supplementary Figure 5).


[image: Figure 6]
FIGURE 6. Identifying the key gene of m6A patterns. (A) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in HNRNPA2B1. (B) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in LRPPRC. (C) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in ELAVL1.




SNP Analysis of m6A Genes Among Three Patterns

Tumor mutational burden (TMB) was considered a promising indicator and exhibited predictive utility in identifying responders and non-responders to immune checkpoint inhibitors (37, 38). Here, the most frequent variants were missense mutations, followed by nonsense mutations and splice sites. SNP was responsible for most variants, and single nucleotide variants (SNVs) mostly occurred as C > T and C > A. The top ten mutated genes in ACC samples were TTN, MUC16, PKHD1, TP53, CTNNB1, CNTNAP5, SVEP1, LRP1, HMCN1, and ASXL3 (Figure 7A). However, we failed to observe significant differences in these genes among the three clusters and other clinical characteristics (Figure 7B).


[image: Figure 7]
FIGURE 7. Landscape of TMB in ACC. (A) The summary plot of genetic alteration in ACC. (B) The oncoplot of genetic alteration in ACC.


To further analyze the relationship between m6A key genes and SNPs, we sorted out all the positive polymorphisms based on the SNP2APA database. Eight polymorphisms from four mRNAs (MID1IP1, CEBPZ, CNPY2, and TIPRL) were considered positive by the Kaplan-Meier survival method (Supplementary Table 2). The results of Pearson's correlation analysis indicated that these mRNAs were significantly correlated with the expression level of key m6A-related mRNAs, especially HNRNPA2B1, LRPPRC, and ELAVL1 (Supplementary Figure 6).



ceRNA Network Construction Based on the Key Gene

To reveal the function regulated by the m6A regulator pathway, we obtained 318 lncRNAs and 138 miRNAs in cluster2 compared with cluster1 (Supplementary Tables 3, 4). The heatmap of DEGs with |logFC (fold change)| ≥ 2 and FDR < 0.05 is shown in Figures 8A,B. To further understand how m6A-related lncRNAs mediate mRNA expression by sponging miRNAs, we constructed a ceRNA network based on m6A-related lncRNAs. Twenty-nine lncRNAs were selected from the miRcode database, which targeted 85 miRNAs and 19 miRNAs, were further identified after taking the intersection of DEGs of miRNAs. We then used StarBase to search for mRNAs, and a total of 455 mRNAs were selected based on three databases (miRTarBase, miRDB, and TargetScan) (Supplementary Table 5). Furthermore, taking the intersection of these mRNAs and 21 m6A-related genes as potential functional molecules, these data indicated that 12 lncRNAs (C17orf100, C8orf31, SNHG14, PLCL2-AS1, HCG11, HOTAIR, LINC00332, IDI2-AS1, ZFY-AS1, TTTY15, LINC00461, and DIO3OS) may dysregulate the behavior of hsa-mir-211 so that it promotes the expression of key m6A gene HNRNPA2B1 (Figures 8C,D).


[image: Figure 8]
FIGURE 8. ceRNA network construction of key m6A-related gene. (A) The heatmap of significant differential expression lncRNAs. (B) The heatmap of significant differential expression miRNAs. (C) The Venn plot of 455mRNAs and 21 m6A regulators. (D) The ceRNA network of the 12 m6A-related lncRNAs (blue) and target miRNAs (purple) and mRNAs (red).




Pan-Cancer Analysis of the Key Gene

To further confirm the key role of HNRNPA2B1 in the m6A modification process, we adopted a pan-cancer analysis and downloaded all the data from the UCSC Cancer Genomics Browser (https://genome-cancer.ucsc.edu), which offers interactive visualization and exploration of TCGA genomic and clinical data. HNRNPA2B1 expression was re-evaluated and was notably found to significantly impact prognosis in ACC. High HNRNPA2B1 expression was associated with decreased disease-specific survival (DSS) (P < 0.001), disease-free interval (DFI) (P = 0.034), and progression-free interval (PFI) (P < 0.001) (Figures 9A–C). In addition, as shown in Figure 9D, the expression of HNRNPA2B1 was significantly correlated with TNM stage. Furthermore, we analyzed the correlation among HNRNPA2B1 expression, ESTIMATE score, and infiltrating immune cells. The results showed that HNRNPA2B1 levels were significantly negatively correlated with immune score (r = −0.43, P = 0.00011), stromal score (r = −0.40, P = 0.00033), and resting mast cells (r = −0.56, P = 0.00012) (Figure 9E). Additionally, increased TMB has been linked to PD1/PD-L1 therapeutic response, and we found that HNRNPA2B1 mRNA levels were correlated to multiple types of cancers, including ACC, stomach adenocarcinoma (STAD), thymoma (THYM) etc. Microsatellite instability (MSI) is a pattern of hypermutation caused by defects in the mismatch repair system and has been known to be both predictive and prognostic to better profile responses to anti-PD-1 immunotherapy (39). Next, we found that HNRNPA2B1 was associated with diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DBLC) and lung squamous cell carcinoma (LUSC), but not ACC, as shown in the radar plot (Figure 9F). Moreover, Spearman's correlation was used to show the relationship between HNRNPA2B1 and immune-related mRNAs in 33 cancer types (Figure 9G).


[image: Figure 9]
FIGURE 9. The pan-cancer analysis of HNRNPA2B1. (A) The relationship between HNRNPA2B1 expression and DSS. (B) The relationship between HNRNPA2B1 expression and DFI. (C) The relationship between HNRNPA2B1 expression and PFI. (D) The HNRNPA2B1 expression was significantly correlated with TNM stage. (E) The correlation among HNRNPA2B1 expression and immune landscape. (F) Pan-cancer analysis of the relationship between HNRNPA2B1 expression and TMB (above) or MSI (below). (G) The correlation among HNRNPA2B1 expression and immune-related mRNAs.





DISCUSSION

With a heterogeneous clinical characteristic and poor OS, treating this complex malignant tumor, adrenocortical carcinoma, is a substantial clinical challenge (40). Further, the current TNM classification system remains inapplicable to predict prognosis. Here, we used univariate and multivariate analyses to evaluate the clinical prognostic value, and the results indicated that most clinical characteristics, including M stage and N stage, failed to guide treatment options. Previous studies have shown that the invasion and proliferation of ACC is regulated by genomic molecular characteristics (41). m6A is the most common and plentiful modification to affect cancer development through the regulation of m6A methyltransferases, demethylases, and binding proteins, but to date, the potential role of m6A regulators in ACC prognosis is not well-understood. Based on the TCGA dataset, we identified three clusters according to the optimal k-means clustering, and we observed a significant difference in OS among the three clusters, suggesting that the expression of m6A-related regulators is intimately related to the prognosis and malignancy of ACC.

Accumulating studies have focused on the tumor immune microenvironment and ACC is characterized as a highly immunogenic tumor, with 86.3% of ACC specimens showing high rates of tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) (42). Here, GO, KEGG, and GSEA analyses revealed that the DEGs among clusters were enriched in immune-related signaling pathways, such as IL-17 signaling pathway. Furthermore, the ESTIMATE score, especially the immune score, was significantly correlated with the expression of m6A patterns. Similarly, the infiltration of immune cells (M1, M2 macrophages, and NK cells activated) was significantly increased and the infiltration of immune cells (dendritic cells, macrophages M0, and NK cells activated) was significantly decreased in the low-risk score group (cluster1) compared with the high-risk score groups (cluster2 or cluster3). These results indicate a comprehensive evaluation of the m6A modification patterns that will facilitate understanding the characteristics of TME cell infiltration and promote individualized novel therapies by determining the response to immunotherapy.

Here, we systematically explored the effects of multiple m6A regulators on OS in ACC and attempted to construct a risk model for prediction. Next, we distinguished a prognostic risk signature with eight identified m6A regulators (METTL14, ZC3H13, FTO, YTHDF1, YTHDF3, HNRNPA2B1, LRPPRC, and ELAVL1), which divided the OS in ACC into high-risk subgroups with high mortality and low-risk subgroup with remarkably better survival. Notably, compared with the previous prognostic markers (T, N, M clinical stage), our prognostic risk signature can achieve higher accuracy, with AUC values >0.8. In summary, the risk signature we constructed might be viewed as a new potential and promising biomarker that can provide more precise clinical applications and an efficient guide for treatment. However, owing to the limited number of samples in most GEO databases, this model needs to be re-confirmed in other databases with large populations. Meanwhile, we applied survival analysis to further detect the eight identified genes in the TCGA and GEO datasets, and we served overlapping m6A regulators as significant biomarkers, particularly HNRNPA2B1, which was proven to have a positive association with poor OS, EFS, DSS, DFI, and PFI in TCGA and all GEO datasets.

The role of HNRNPA2B1 in cancer has recently garnered increasing attention. On the one hand, HNRNPA2B1 acted as a nuclear m6A reader that recruited the miRNA microprocessor complex protein DGCR8 to a subset of precursor miRNAs and mediated the mature miRNA processing (43). On the other hand, HNRNPA2B1 functioned as an adaptor and modulated the molecular changes to alternative splicing combined with METTL3 (44). Here, the results showed that lower immune scores, stromal scores, and ESTIMATE scores were significantly associated with higher HNRNPA2B1 expression, which demonstrated that this m6A gene signature played a non-negligible role in shaping diverse stromal and immune TME landscapes, implying that HNRNPA2B1 may affect the therapeutic efficacy of immune checkpoint blockade. Moreover, using the CIBERSORT algorithm, we found that HNRNPA2B1 mediated the TME infiltration patterns to accelerate ACC progression partly by regulating macrophages M0. Tumor mutational burden, defined as the total number of somatic coding mutations per million bases, has emerged as a notable biomarker of response to immunotherapy (45). Recent studies showed that HNRNPA2B1 with high frequency of mutation may have an influence on promoting tumorigenesis in melanoma (46). Similarly, by analyzing the mutation annotation files of the TCGA cohort, the results showed that HNRNPA2B1 has a close correlation with TMB in multiple types of cancer, particularly ACC. Based on the SNP2APA database, we identified four highly variant mutated genes, most of which were highly correlated with the HNRNPA2B1 expression level. These findings indicated that high HNRNPA2B1 expression is related to dysregulation of the TME landscape and a sharp accumulation of gene mutations, thus becoming a promising therapeutic target for ACC.

Furthermore, several selected lncRNAs were reported to be associated with cancer progression (47), but there have been few reports on lncRNAs regarding ACC progression, and how m6A-related genes act in an lncRNA-miRNA-dependent manner during ACC progression is still unknown. In our research, we constructed a ceRNA network to target m6A-related miRNA and lncRNAs, which consist of twelve lncRNAs and one miRNA. Therefore, we should pay more attention to filter key lncRNAs that could predict OS and EFS and have a close relationship with HNRNPA2B1. Finally, we identified two lncRNAs, HOTAIR and IDI2-AS1, according to the above-mentioned conditions. Located on chromosome.12q13.13, lncRNA HOTAIR (HOX Transcript Antisense Intergenic RNA) was regarded as a regulator of chromatin states (48). In immune cells, HOTAIR has the ability to interfere with the TME landscape by inducing IκBα degradation, with the consequent activation of NF-κB pathways and secretion of pro-inflammatory cytokines (49, 50). Moreover, HOTAIR also led to the downregulation of the tumor suppressor gene SETD2, promoting MSI and high TMB (50, 51). In ACC, HOTAIR is overexpressed in tumor tissues compared with normal tissues. For in vitro experiments, HOTAIR can prompt the progression of ACC by shortening the cell cycle and promoting the proliferation of ACC cells (52). Hence, we planned to take the next step to deeply explore the interaction of HOTAIR and HNRNPA2B1 in vitro. In our study, IDI2-AS1 was also found to play a significant role in ACC. However, there are few reports on how IDI2-AS1 acts as an oncogene. Thus, we carried out a pan-cancer analysis of IDI2-AS1 and hoped our results help to identify the prognostic value. We found that high IDI2-AS1 expression was obviously associated with poor DSS, DFI, PFI, and high TMB rate. Furthermore, the findings revealed that IDI2-AS1 had a stable association with the expression of PD1 (PDCD1) and PD-L1 (CD274) to serve as a potential prognostic marker or therapeutic targets of cancers integrated with m6A-related regulators (Supplementary Figure 7). Moreover, previous studies have reported the different functions of miR-211, which can facilitate platinum chemosensitivity by blocking the DNA damage response (53) or by stimulating the emergence of BRAF inhibitor resistance (54). Most speculations that miR-211 may regulate the m6A modification pathway need to be confirmed by further validation or experiments.

In conclusion, this study is the first to comprehensively identify and systematically profile the gene signatures of m6A-related regulators in ACC. The different m6A modification patterns played an important role in the heterogeneity and complexity of the TME. We also developed an eight-gene-signature prognostic model, in particular HNRNPA2B1, which might determine the clinical progression of ACC. Moreover, we constructed a ceRNA network to further decipher the molecular mechanisms based on HNRNPA2B1. Our results indicate that m6A genes are promising predictive indicators that may provide novel insights into ACC therapeutic strategies and guide effective immunotherapy.
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Supplementary Figure 1. Consensus clustering matrix for k = 2 to 5.

Supplementary Figure 2. (A) The univariate analysis of age, sex, M, N, T, and clinic stage. (B) The multivariate analysis of age, sex, M, N, T, and clinic stage.

Supplementary Figure 3. Prognostic value of risk model, YTHDF1 and YTHDF3. (A) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in risk model. (B) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in YTHDF1. (C) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in YTHDF3.

Supplementary Figure 4. Prognostic value of FTO, METTL14 and ZC3H13. (A) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in FTO. (B) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in METTL14. (C) Kaplan-Meier OS curves and EFS curves for patients in ZC3H13.

Supplementary Figure 5. Verification of key m6A regulators expression in immunohistochemistry. (A) The expression of HNRNPA2B1 in tumor and normal tissue. (B) The expression of LRPPRC in tumor and normal tissue. (C) The expression of ELAVL1 in tumor and normal tissue. (***P < 0.001; **P < 0.01).

Supplementary Figure 6. Pearson's correlation analysis of positive polymorphisms and key m6A regulators.

Supplementary Figure 7. The pan-cancer analysis of IDI2-AS1. (A) The relationship between IDI2-AS1 expression and OS. (B) The relationship between IDI2-AS1 expression and DSS. (C) The relationship between IDI2-AS1 expression and DFI. (D) The relationship between IDI2-AS1 expression and PFI. (E) The correlation among IDI2-AS1 expression and immune landscape. (F) Pan-cancer analysis of the relationship between IDI2-AS1 expression and TMB. (G) The correlation among IDI2-AS1 expression and PD1/PD-L1 from starBase V3.0 project.

Supplementary Table 1. Cox analysis of 21 m6A genes in ACC patients.

Supplementary Table 2. Positive polymorphisms based on SNP2APA database.

Supplementary Table 3. All differential expression lncRNAs in cluster2 compared with cluster1.

Supplementary Table 4. All differential expression miRNAs in cluster2 compared with cluster1.

Supplementary Table 5. Targeted mRNAs base on miRTarBase, miRDB, and TargetScan databases.
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ACC, adrenocortical carcinoma; TNM, tumor, lymph node, and metastasis; m6A, N6-methyladenosine; TME, the tumor microenvironment; BMDCs, bone marrow-derived cells; TCGA, the cancer genome atlas; GEO, the gene expression omnibus database; GDC, genomic data commons; OS, the overall survival; DEG, differentially expressed gene; GSEA, gene set enrichment analysis; LASSO, the least absolute shrinkage and selection operator; HR, the hazard ratio; ROC, the receiver operating characteristic; SNP, single nucleotide polymorphism; AUC, the area under the curve; EFS, the event-free survival; TMB, the tumor burden; SNV, single nucleotide variants; DDS, the disease-specific survival; DFI, the disease-free interval; PFI, the progression-free interval; TILs, tumor infiltrating lymphocytes; HOTAIR, HOX transcript antisense intergenic RNA.
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Immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) are currently a first-line treatment option for clear cell renal cell carcinoma (ccRCC). However, recent clinical studies have shown that a large number of patients do not respond to ICIs. Moreover, only a few patients achieve a stable and durable response even with combination therapy based on ICIs. Available studies have concluded that the response to immunotherapy and targeted therapy in patients with ccRCC is affected by the tumor immune microenvironment (TIME), which can be manipulated by targeted therapy and tumor genomic characteristics. Therefore, an in-depth understanding of the dynamic nature of the TIME is important for improving the efficacy of immunotherapy or combination therapy in patients with advanced ccRCC. Here, we explore the possible mechanisms by which the TIME affects the efficacy of immunotherapy and targeted therapy, as well as the factors that drive dynamic changes in the TIME in ccRCC, including the immunomodulatory effect of targeted therapy and genomic changes. We also describe the progress on novel therapeutic modalities for advanced ccRCC based on the TIME. Overall, this review provides valuable information on the optimization of combination therapy and development of individualized therapy for advanced ccRCC.
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INTRODUCTION

As one of the most common malignancies of the genitourinary system, renal cell carcinoma (RCC) affects ~400,000 people worldwide each year, resulting in ~175,000 deaths (1). The most common histological type of RCC is clear cell RCC (ccRCC), accounting for about 80% of all cases (2, 3). Unlike other urinary tumors, ccRCC is insensitive to chemotherapy. In 2005, sorafenib, the first anti-angiogenic drug, was approved by the US Food & Drug Administration (FDA) to treat patients with advanced RCC. Although anti-angiogenic agents have been continuously optimized over the last decade to improve response rates and safety, many patients will still develop primary or acquired resistance. Therefore, the use of immunotherapy has been explored for metastatic renal cell carcinoma (mRCC) patients who have developed resistance to anti-angiogenic drugs, including immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs).

ICIs can achieve excellent therapeutic outcomes in several cancer types, including ccRCC (4–6). However, only a small proportion of patients responded to ICI monotherapy, and the improvement in overall survival (OS) as a result of ICIs is largely attributed to the long-term survival in a minority of patients (7). Additionally, several studies have shown that vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) inhibitors promoted T cell infiltration and reversed the inhibitory effect on antigen-presenting cells (APCs) (8–10). These findings provided the theoretical foundations for combination therapy involving anti-angiogenic drugs and ICIs. However, not all patients benefit from the current combination regimens. Therefore, as more therapeutic options for mRCC become available, individualized treatment (i.e., using different combinations and sequences of treatments for different patients) will be critical for optimizing clinical outcomes.

Of note, the therapeutic effects of anti-angiogenic drugs and ICIs are influenced by the tumor immune microenvironment (TIME). Several studies suggest that high levels of tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs), interleukin-8 (IL-8), and IL-6 in the TIME are related to the poor therapeutic effect of anti-angiogenic drugs (11–18). Moreover, high levels of myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) and overexpression of immune checkpoints (e.g., LAG-3 and Tim-3) can lead to resistance to ICIs (14–18). Furthermore, a dynamic change in the TIME was observed during treatment with VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors and mammalian target of rapamycin (mTOR) inhibitors (19, 20). Indeed, relatively unique genomic alterations in ccRCC (e.g., VHL mutations and PBRM1 mutations) may also impact the TIME (21, 22). Therefore, ccRCC with different genomic signatures may respond differently to various treatments. The abovementioned results may partially explain the inconsistent efficacy of ICIs or combination therapy for ccRCC.

Herein, we briefly describe the characteristics of the TIME in ccRCC and present detailed analysis of the mechanism by which the TIME influences immunotherapy response. In particular, we discuss the bidirectional relationship between targeted therapy and TIME, and the tumor genomic signature that manipulates the TIME. Finally, we present the progress in the treatment of advanced ccRCC based on the TIME. Overall, this review provides some insights into the optimization of combination therapy and development of individual treatment options for patients with advanced ccRCC.


The Relatively Unique TIME in ccRCC

In contrast to other tumor types, the TIME in ccRCC is characterized by a high level of immune cell infiltration and a high degree of angiogenesis. Several pan-cancer analyses have shown that ccRCC have prominent inflammatory profiles, which is one of the tumor types with the highest degree of T-cell infiltration (23–25). Chevrier and colleagues showed the major immune cell subsets in ccRCC were T cells (22 different phenotypes) and TAMs (with 17 phenotypes), accounting for ~51 and 31% of immune cells, respectively (26).

High numbers of CD8+ tumor-infiltrating T lymphocytes (TILs) typically correlate with a favorable prognosis in most tumors (including prostatic adenocarcinoma, bladder cancer and breast cancer, etc.), except ccRCC (27). Indeed, CD8+ TILs in ccRCC are characterized by exhaustion and functional deficiency rather than defective recruitment, and express high levels of immune checkpoint molecules and low levels of Ki-67, which fail to efficiently activate anti-tumor immune responses (26, 28–31). TAMs, MDSCs, and regulatory T cells (Tregs) are the main immunosuppressive cells in the TIME. In ccRCC, the TAMs are mostly similar to CD163+ and CD206+ M2 macrophages, which have immunosuppressive actions (32). Meanwhile, MDSCs are generated in the bone marrow under pathological conditions such as tumorigenesis (33), and migrate to tumor tissues or peripheral lymphoid organs mainly under the influence of various chemokines secreted by the tumor cells (34). MDSCs are primarily divided into mononuclear MDSCs (M-MDSCs) and polymorphonuclear MDSCs (PMN-MDSCs), with PMN-MDSCs the predominant type in ccRCC (34). Many studies have shown that M2-like TAMs, MDSCs, and Tregs are associated with poor prognosis in ccRCC (35–37).

Tertiary lymphoid structures (TLS) in the TIME are sites of adaptive immune activation, where dendritic cells (DCs) present local cancer antigens to T cells and induce B cell-mediated humoral immunity and differentiation of effector T (Teff) cells (38, 39). Increasingly, researchers have found that a high density of TLS is related to good prognosis in several cancers, including ccRCC (40–42). However, the density of TLS in ccRCC is lower than in other tumors including non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC), melanoma, and prostate cancer, in both primary and metastatic cases, suggesting that ccRCC cells may impede the formation of TLS (40, 42, 43).

The reduced TLS formation in ccRCC may be due to the influence of the tumor on DCs. DCs have a great degree of functional plasticity, and different microenvironmental signals can determine the functional phenotypes of DCs by affecting their differentiation, maturation, activation, and polarization (44). DCs can be roughly divided into two categories in ccRCC: TLS-DCs, which are characterized as HLA-DRhi CD83+ DC-LAMP+, and non-TLS-DCs (NTLS-DCs) in the tumor core, characterized as CD209+ CD83− (45). Further studies have shown that these two DC subsets have opposite effects on the clinical outcomes of patients with ccRCC, namely, a high density of TLS-DCs and NTLS-DCs correspond to favorable and poor clinical outcomes, respectively (40, 45). Similarly, Figel et al. found that DCs were dominated by CD209+ NTLS-DCs in RCC, while CD83+ DC-LAMP+ TLS-DCs were rare, which indirectly confirms the low density of TLS in ccRCC (46).

In summary, the majority of ccRCC are inflammatory neoplasia showing a high degree of infiltration of exhausted CD8+ TILs, which is a prerequisite for the response to ICIs (47). However, immunosuppression from M2-like TAMs, Tregs, MDSCs, and NTLS-DCs in the TIME may also lead to an insensitivity of ccRCC toward immunotherapy, which makes the tumor microenvironment in a proportion of ccRCC patients have immunosuppressive properties. Additionally, the permeability of abnormal neovascularization in ccRCC limits the Teff cell infiltration, which promotes the formation of an immune-silenced microenvironment (8, 48, 49). Indeed, a multi-omics analysis by Clark et al. found that the TIME of ccRCC can be classified into different subtypes, namely the immunoinflammatory subtype with infiltration of CD8+ T cells that have high expression of immune checkpoint molecules, the immunosuppressive subtype with predominant infiltration of suppressor cells such as TAMs, and the immune-silenced subtype with active angiogenesis and the lack of immune cell infiltration (50). Different TIME subtypes of ccRCC have different prognoses and may also have different degrees of sensitivity to systemic therapy (50). Several studies have found that ccRCC which responded better to anti-VEGF treatment showed lower levels of immune checkpoint molecules, similar to the immune-silenced subtype of ccRCC described above (51, 52). Thus, the high level of immune infiltration and angiogenic features together build a relatively unique and dynamic TIME in ccRCC, making it an ideal target for precision-targeted immunotherapy or combination therapy.



Potential Mechanisms Affecting the Efficacy of Immunotherapy in the TIME in ccRCC

Immunotherapy that have been approved and recommended for advanced ccRCC currently includes cytokines and ICIs. In the 1990s, cytokines such as interferon-α (IFN-α) and interleukin-2 (IL-2) that non-specifically activate the anti-tumor immune response began to be used to treat metastatic ccRCC (53). However, high doses of IL-2 can result in capillary leak syndrome and cause multiple organ damage (53). As immune checkpoints are important components in maintaining the immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment, they are an ideal target for immunotherapy. Nowadays, the PD-1/PD-L1 and CTLA-4/CD28 pathways have been extensively studied, and multiple ICIs targeting these pathways have been approved for systemic therapy of advanced ccRCC. Nevertheless, there are still a large proportion of patients have tumor progression after receiving ICIs (5, 54). As opposed to targeted therapies that directly affect tumor cell survival, the anti-tumor effects of immunotherapy are based on the TIME. Reversing the immunosuppressive nature of the TIME and stimulating tumor-infiltrating NK cells and cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs) are key steps in immunotherapy. Thus, the TIME may be a critical factor affecting immunotherapeutic response, particularly the resistance to immunotherapy. This section discusses the mechanism of resistance to cytokines and ICIs in ccRCC from the perspective of the TIME.



Cytokines

IL-2 exerts its anti-tumor effect mainly by driving the proliferation and activation of NK cells and CD8+ TILs (Figure 1A) (55). However, low-dose IL-2 can induce the preferential amplification of CD4+ Foxp3+ Tregs, which mainly manifested as a reduction in autoimmune response (Figure 1B) (56, 57). Although high-dose IL-2 has certain ability to activate the anti-tumor immune response, the consequent severe adverse effect and high levels of Tregs significantly limit its clinical benefit. Additional studies have demonstrated that low levels of CD57+ NK cells were found to be an independent immune risk factor affecting the prognosis of mRCC patients treated with IL-2, indicating that activated NK cells may be critical for IL-2 to exert its anti-tumor activity (58). Immunosuppressive factors in the tumor microenvironment, including IL-6, TGF-β, PGE2, and indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO), can block NK cell activation (59, 60). Moreover, under hypoxic conditions, metabolites in the tumor microenvironment, such as lactate and adenosine, can attenuate the cytotoxic effects of NK cells (Figure 1B) (61, 62). Studies on immunometabolism also revealed that the excessive consumption of glucose and amino acids caused by tumor cell proliferation impairs NK cell proliferation and IFN-γ secretion (60, 63, 64). Prinz et al. verified that tumor-infiltrating NK cells show phenotypic alterations and dysfunction in RCC (primarily poor degranulation activity) compared with those in normal and para-cancerous tissues (65). Based on the above findings, we speculate that the dual immunomodulatory effects of IL-2 and dysfunctional NK cells influenced by the immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment contribute to the insensitivity of ccRCC to IL-2 treatment. Therefore, improving the therapeutic targeting of IL-2 and the activity of NK cells may be effective ways to optimize cytokine therapies.


[image: Figure 1]
FIGURE 1. Potential mechanisms influencing immunotherapy response in the TIME in ccRCC. (A) The anti-tumor activity of cytokine (IL-2) therapies was primarily mediated by driving the proliferation and activation of NK cells and CD8+ TILs. (B) Resistance to cytokine (IL-2) therapies was correlated with the amplification of Tregs level mediated by IL-2 and NK cell dysfunction. IL-6, TGF-β, PGE2, and IDO, as well as lactate and adenosine generated under hypoxic conditions, inhibit the cytotoxic effects of NK cells. (C) The anti-tumor mechanisms of immune checkpoint inhibitors that contribute to the reactivation of CD8+ T cells were mediated by blocking the PD-1/PD-L1 and CTLA-4/CD28 pathways. (D) Resistance to immune checkpoint inhibitors is mainly mediated by CD8+ TILs anergy, which abundantly express immunosuppressive molecules (e.g., PD-1, CTLA-4, Tim-3, and LAG-3). Tregs and M2-like TAMs secrete IL-10 and TGF-β, which inhibit the cytotoxicity of CD8+ TILs and recruit Tregs. Tregs present a stronger immunosuppressive capacity under the action of PD-1 inhibitors. Ligands expressed on M2-like TAMs (including PD-L1/L2, CD80/86, and VISTA) can also promote exhaustion of CD8+ TILs. NO, ROS, and Arg-1 produced by MDSCs inhibit the anti-tumor immune function of CD8+ TILs, and promote differentiation into M2-like TAMs. Regulatory DCs can also inhibit CD8+ T-cell function via the L-arginine metabolic pathway and promote Tregs proliferation.




Immune Checkpoint Inhibitors

Reversing the exhaustion of CD8+ TILs is a key step in the anti-tumor effects of ICIs (Figure 1C) (66). O'Donnell et al. found that exhausted CD8+ TILs that only mildly express PD-1 could be reactivated by PD-1/PD-L1 blockade, while over-exhausted CD8+ TILs were unresponsive to PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors (67). The reasons for this phenomenon can be summarized as follows: first, severely exhausted CD8+ TILs overexpress PD-1, and thus PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors cannot completely block the PD-1/PD-L1 signaling pathway to reactivate the T cells. Second, severely exhausted CD8+ TILs overexpress other immune checkpoints such as CTLA-4, LAG-3, and Tim-3 (Figure 1D) (67). LAG-3 on CD4+ T cells can bind to major histocompatibility complex class II (MHC-II) molecules with a higher affinity than CD4, and directly block T cell receptor signaling, resulting in T cell dysfunction (16). Additionally, LAG-3 on CD8+ TILs inhibits the secretion of IFN-γ by binding to two other ligands, galectin-3 and liver sinusoidal endothelial cell lectin (68). Moreover, the binding of Tim-3, a type I transmembrane protein, with a galectin-9 molecule from MDSCs induces dysregulation and apoptosis of CD8+ TILs (18). Therefore, in the presence of other upregulated immune checkpoints, only blocking the PD-1/PD-L1 pathway would not reverse T-cell exhaustion.

The current evidence also indicates that severely exhausted Teff cells cannot fully restore effector function even under the influence of ICIs, but can promote resistance to ICIs. An animal model study confirmed that ICIs could rejuvenate T cells that express relatively low levels of PD-1, while relatively high levels of PD-1 were associated with severe T-cell exhaustion and a poor response to ICIs (69). In the phase III JAVELIN renal 101 trial, increased numbers of CD8+ TILs in mRCC were associated with improved PFS in the avelumab plus axitinib arm and worse PFS in sunitinib arm (70). Likewise, the phase II IMmotion150 and phase III IMmotion151 trials showed that atezolizumab plus bevacizumab improved PFS compared with sunitinib in mRCC with a high level of Teff cells (14, 71). The findings of these three clinical trials confirm the view that Teff cells play an important role in the therapeutic response to ICIs in mRCC.

In contrast, other studies found no significant correlation between PD-1 levels in mRCC and the benefit of ICIs alone or as a combination therapy, which was not observed in NSCLC and melanoma (14, 54, 70–76). We speculate that severely exhausted CD8+ TILs that overexpress PD-1 exist in mRCC, which is in line with the observation that a high infiltration of CD8+ TILs is related to poor prognosis in ccRCC. This severe exhaustion of CD8+ TILs is likely responsible for resistance to ICIs in mRCC, and also explains why PD-1 status cannot be used alone as a predictor of response to ICI therapy.

Tregs can block the function of T cells and APCs by producing IL-10 and TGF-β to mediate immunosuppression (Figure 1D) (77, 78). Surprisingly, Tregs are activated and proliferate in the presence of PD-1 inhibitors, which confers a poor prognosis (79). In addition, an animal model study found that exhaustion of Tregs could improve the therapeutic response of ICIs (80). Thus, the immunosuppressive properties of Tregs may also contribute to drug resistance or progression in patients treated with PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors.

IL-10 and TGF-β secreted by M2-like TAMs can also recruit Tregs and directly inhibit the function of CD8+ TILs (Figure 1D) (81). M2-like TAMs can also induce T-cell exhaustion by expressing PD-1 ligands (PD-L1 and PD-L2), CTLA-4 ligands (CD80 and CD86), and VISTA (a potent negative regulator of T cell function) (Figure 1D) (81). A recent retrospective study confirmed that high infiltration of M2-like TAMs was associated with poor OS in mRCC patients treated with ICIs (82). Moreover, several animal model studies have found that targeting M2-like TAMs can improve the response to ICIs in various tumors, including pancreatic cancer, colon cancer, breast cancer, and glioblastoma (83). Collectively, M2-like TAMs counteract the anti-tumor effects of ICIs by expressing and secreting immunosuppressive molecules, and participating in immune escape.

MDSCs in ccRCC can significantly inhibit the T cell-specific immune response by producing large amounts of nitric oxide (NO), reactive oxygen species (ROS), and arginase-1 (Arg-1) (Figure 1D) (84). Additionally, MDSCs can also differentiate into M2-like TAMs to mediate immunosuppression (Figure 1D) (85). A significant correlation has been found between high levels of MDSCs and poor treatment response to ICIs in melanoma and prostate cancer (86). Furthermore, the IMmotion150 trial showed that in mRCC patients with a high level of myeloid cells, the combination of atezolizumab and bevacizumab or bevacizumab monotherapy was superior to atezolizumab monotherapy (14). These findings indicate that myeloid cells could lead to the development of resistance to ICIs in mRCC.

Finally, DCs with complex immune function phenotypes may also influence the efficacy of ICIs. HLA-DRhi CD83+ DC-LAMP+ TLS-DC subpopulations, which belong to the immune-activated phenotype, activate CD4+ T cells and CD8+ TILs by processing and presenting antigens, as well as inducing their clonal proliferation and immune response (38). However, as mentioned above, TLS-DCs were less abundant in ccRCC. In contrast, the CD209+ CD83− NTLS-DC subpopulation has an immunosuppressive phenotype and develops under the stimulation of various tumor-derived factors, including IL-10, TGF-β, prostaglandin E2 (PGE2), and chemokines (44). NTLS-DCs, the major DC subpopulation in ccRCC, secrete high levels of MMP-9 and tumor necrosis factor-α, which promote tumor cell growth and invasion (46, 87). NTLS-DCs can selectively promote the proliferation of Tregs in a TGF-β-dependent way, but also inhibit the function of effector CD8+ TILs through the L-arginine metabolic pathway (Figure 1D) (88–90). Therefore, we speculate the large ratio of NTLS-DCs to TLS-DCs in ccRCC enhances the robustness of the immunosuppressive microenvironment, which interferes with the activity of ICIs. Finally, it should be noted that the density of a single DC subpopulation may not fully represent the immune status of the tumor microenvironment, as different DC subpopulations may have different immunophenotypes and function in ccRCC.



The Bidirectional Relationship Between Targeted Therapies and TIME in ccRCC

The effectiveness of targeted therapies is largely dependent on mutations of the drug target and the corresponding signaling pathway. However, the TIME can also influence angiogenesis in ccRCC and eventually lead to resistance to anti-angiogenic agents. In contrast to the cell-autonomous resistance of tumors caused by genomic or epigenetic changes, the non-cell-autonomous resistance caused by the TIME may be more dynamic and complex. Furthermore, besides immunotherapy, targeted therapies (including VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors and mTOR inhibitors) may have immunomodulatory effects on ccRCC and may remodel the TIME. Therefore, understanding the mutual influences between targeted therapies and the TIME is instructive for optimizing the first-line combination therapy or second-line regimens for patients with advanced ccRCC.



Resistance to VEGF/VEGFR Inhibitors in TIME

Growing evidence suggests that MDSCs enhance resistance to anti-angiogenesis via a range of non-immune related pathways in multiple tumors, including ccRCC (91). Specifically, MDSCs activate alternative pro-angiogenic pathways by producing multiple pro-angiogenic factors, including VEGF and fibroblast growth factor 2 (FGF2) (Figure 2A) (91, 92). VEGF and FGF2 stimulate the migration and proliferation of tumor-associated endothelial cells, leading to tumor angiogenesis and stability in RCC (93, 94). In addition, granulocyte-macrophage colony-stimulating factor (GM-CSF) secreted by tumor cells mediates the proliferation of MDSCs through the pSTAT5 pathway, and induces them to secrete pro-angiogenic proteins including IL-8 and matrix metalloproteinase-9 (MMP-9), resulting in reduced sensitivity to VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors in RCC (Figure 2A) (95). Besides dynamically remodeling the extracellular matrix, MMP-9 can enhance the pro-angiogenic effect of VEGF (96). Therefore, the presence of MDSCs in the TIME causes RCC to become unresponsive to anti-angiogenic drugs.
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FIGURE 2. The Bidirectional Relationship between targeted therapies (VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors) and TIME in ccRCC. (A) Resistance to VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors is due to a complex network of pro-angiogenic factors (IL-1, IL-6, IL-8, MMP-9, VEGF, and FGF2), which promote excessive tumor angiogenesis. IL-1 promotes the production of IL-6, IL-8, and MMP-9, and enhances the expression of VEGF and VEGFR via the Notch pathway. IL-6 upregulates MMP-9 and VEGF levels via the JAK-STAT3 pathway. IL-8 promotes the secretion of VEGF and the self-activation of the VEGFR. MMP-9 enhances the angiogenic effect of VEDF. Tumor produced GM-CSF can also promote MMP-9 and IL-8 production. Finally, HIF-α promotes VEGF secretion. (B) The role of VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors in stimulating the immune response was achieved by blocking the immunosuppressive effect of VEGF. VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors can prevent VEGF-mediated recruitment of TAMs and Tregs, restore DC maturation and antigen presentation, and promote Teff cell migration to tumor microenvironment. (C) Immunosuppression mediated by VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors may have resulted from hypoxia. High doses of VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors can excessively prune tumor vessels, leading to hypoxia in the tumor microenvironment, which facilitates recruitment of Tregs, TAMs and MDSCs.


M2-like TAMs have also been shown to promote tumor vascularization by producing multiple angiogenic factors. In a hypoxic tumor microenvironment, M2-like TAMs can produce high levels of VEGF-A and hypoxia-inducible factor (HIF)-1α. VEGF-A activates tumor angiogenesis by binding to VEGFR, and HIF-1α enhances this process by upregulating VEGF expression (Figure 2A) (97). In breast and colon cancers, high levels of TAM infiltration were associated with increased expression of proteins related to the Wnt pathway (i.e., Wnt5a and Wnt7b), which is involved in the regulation of angiogenesis (98–100). M2-like TAMs can also secrete MMP-9 to mobilize VEGF (Figure 2A) (101). Indeed, the phase 3 COMPARZ study showed that high infiltration of TAMs was associated with poor prognosis in mRCC patients treated with VEGFR-TKIs, suggesting that TAMs may contribute to the resistance of RCC to anti-angiogenic agents (102).

Cytokines in the tumor microenvironment, which are mainly secreted by MDSCs and tumor cells, are also thought to assist tumor angiogenesis. For example, the pro-inflammatory cytokines IL-1α and IL-1β can induce VEGF and VEGFR2 expression via the Notch pathway, and upregulate MMP-9, IL-6, and IL-8 levels, to form a pro-angiogenic factor network (Figure 2A) (103). Significantly increased levels of IL-1α and IL-1β were observed by Carbone et al. in pancreatic cancers that were resistant to VEGF inhibitors (104). Alternatively, IL-6 can promote the expression of downstream genes, including VEGF and MMP-9, by activating the JAK/STAT3 cascade (Figure 2A) (105, 106). IL-8 interacts with its receptor (CXCR2) to activate NF-κB and promote VEGF expression and VEGFR2 autocrine activation (Figure 2A) (11). Ishibashi et al. confirmed that RCC overexpressed IL-6 and showed drug resistance under VEGFR-TKI treatment, and significant tumor regression was observed after blocking the IL-6 receptor (12). Likewise, Huang et al. demonstrated that IL-8 is an important factor for the resistance of ccRCC to VEGFR-TKI (107). Therefore, the presence of IL-1, IL-6, and IL-8 in the TIME may promote the resistance of ccRCC to VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors by multiple non-redundant pathways.



Immunomodulatory Effects of VEGF/VEGFR Inhibitors

Numerous preclinical studies have found that VEGF serves a dual function in angiogenesis and immunosuppression. VEGF recruits CD4+ Foxp3+ Tregs to the tumor microenvironment by interacting with neuropilin 1 on their cell surface (108). Similarly, VEGF promotes the migration of CD11b+ MDSCs and TAMs into the tumor microenvironment by binding to the VEGFR on the surface of these cells (Figure 2B) (109, 110). In a ccRCC xenograft model, the binding of VEGF to VEGFR-1 prompted tumor cells to secrete CCL2, which mediated the infiltration of TAMs (111). Besides, binding of VEGF to its receptor inhibits the maturation of DCs and antigen presentation, primarily by blocking the activation of NF-κB (Figure 2B) (110). VEGF also restricts the migration of Teff cells into the tumor microenvironment by downregulating the expression of adhesion molecules including ICAM-1 and VCAM-1 on tumor-associated endothelial cells (Figure 2B) (112).

Overall, the evidence suggests that VEGF recruits immunosuppressive cells to the tumor microenvironment, thereby reducing the anti-tumor immune response. Therefore, VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors may reverse the immunosuppressive nature of the TIME. Indeed, in a clinical trial of bevacizumab combined with atezolizumab for the treatment of mRCC, Wallin et al. found that bevacizumab promoted tumor-specific T-cell infiltration and enhanced the tumor-specific immune response (9). Interestingly, sunitinib has also been shown to improve the anti-tumor response of Teff cells and reduce the recruitment of Tregs and MDSCs (113, 114). Zizzari et al. also found that pazopanib promotes DC activation in mRCC by inhibiting the p-Erk and Wnt-β-catenin pathways (19). Therefore, VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors can inhibit the recruitment of immunosuppressive cells to the tumor microenvironment, restore the function and phenotype of APCs, and promote infiltration of Teff cells, which supports the synergistic effect of immunotherapy and anti-angiogenic therapy. Several phase III clinical trials showed that PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors combined with anti-angiogenic agents significantly improved survival and therapeutic response in untreated patients with advanced ccRCC compared with anti-angiogenic monotherapy (70, 71, 76). Currently, the latest National Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) and European Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO) guidelines recommend pembrolizumab combined with axitinib as the first-line treatment for mRCC patients from all International Metastatic RCC Database Consortium (IMDC) risk categories (115, 116). Likewise, the combination of VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors with IFN-α had also yielded favorable results. A multicenter phase III trial (AVOREN) of mRCC showed that, when compared with single-agent IFN-α, IFN-α combined with bevacizumab significantly increased PFS (10.2 vs. 5.4 months; hazard ratio [HR] = 0.63, 95% confidence interval [95% CI] 0.52–0.75; p = 0.0001) and objective response rates (ORR) (31 vs. 13%; p = 0.0001), and did not lead to significantly increasing or new adverse reactions (117). Therefore, the combination of IFN-α and bevacizumab is currently recommended by the European Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO) guidelines as a first-line option for mRCC patients with favorable risk (category 3B) or intermediate risk (category 2C) (116).

Despite this, VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors may also have immunosuppressive effects in some cases. For example, increased infiltration of CD4+ Foxp3+ Tregs and upregulation of PD-L1 expression were observed in primary RCC patients treated with sunitinib (118). Several studies have also shown that high doses of anti-angiogenic agents could lead to hypoxia of the tumor microenvironment and upregulation of the CXCR4/CXCL12 axis and HIF-α levels due to excessive pruning of tumor vessels, which facilitates the recruitment of TAMs, MDSCs, and Tregs (Figure 2C) (119, 120).

Based on these observations, we propose the following conjecture: moderate doses of VEGF/VEGFR inhibitors are beneficial for enhancing anti-tumor immune responses, while excessive doses can cause hypoxia-induced immunosuppression, which could partially explain the development of acquired resistance and progression in some mRCC patients treated with anti-angiogenic agents alone. Therefore, the dual modulatory effects of anti-angiogenic drugs on the TIME should be considered when choosing the individualized treatment in patients with advanced ccRCC. It is also worth exploring how to determine the optimal dose of anti-angiogenic drugs and how to reduce their immunosuppressive effects.



Immunomodulatory Effects of mTOR Inhibitors

As a downstream effector of the PI3K/Akt pathway, mTOR regulates various modulators of cell growth (e.g., eIF4E, S6K1, and cyclin-D) and pro-angiogenic factors (e.g., HIF, bFGF, and VEGF) (121, 122). Several studies have shown that the levels of mTOR pathway-related proteins (including p70S6K, p-mTOR, PI3K, and pAkt) in RCC were significantly higher than those in normal kidney tissues, and positively correlated with tumor progression (122). mTOR inhibitors can effectively inhibit tumor proliferation and angiogenesis in RCC and are recommended as second-line therapies for patients with mRCC (115). In fact, mTOR inhibitors were first approved for the prevention of immune rejection in solid organ transplant recipients because of their immunosuppressive properties (123). Thus, it is hypothesized that mTOR inhibitors may also have immunomodulatory functions in the tumor microenvironment.

An increased percentage of Tregs and MDSCs, as well as a decreased frequency of CD56bright NK cells and DCs, were found in mRCC patients treated with the mTOR inhibitor everolimus (124). These results suggest that mTOR inhibitors can promote immunosuppression of the tumor microenvironment in RCC, which limits their anti-cancer efficacy. As cyclophosphamide (CTX) was previously shown to selectively suppress Tregs and restore effector function of Teff cells and NK cells (125), a phase I clinical study attempted to assess whether CTX can counteract the immunosuppression of everolimus (126). CTX combined with everolimus significantly reduced the percentage of Tregs and MDSCs and increased the frequency of CD8+ T cells and DC subsets in mRCC patients (126). Currently, the efficacy and safety of this combination therapy are being evaluated in a phase II trial. Thus, using treatments that modulate immunosuppressive cells or enhance the immune response may improve the therapeutic effect of mTOR inhibitors in mRCC.



Genomic Changes in ccRCC that Influence the TIME

ccRCC has relatively unique genomic features compared to other RCC types, namely chromosomal 3p deletion (>90%), chromosomal 5q gain (>67%), and somatic mutations closely related to 3p deletion events, including mutations in VHL, PBRM1, SETD2, and BAP1 (127). Other common genomic alterations in ccRCC include chromosome 14q deletions, MTOR mutations, and PTEN mutations (31). Analyses of tumor evolutionary trajectories have shown significant intra-tumor heterogeneity in ccRCC (128); that is, the majority of mutations in ccRCC are subclonal, indicating the existence of significant variations in most trunk mutations from different individuals.

In recent years, the correlation between tumor genomic features and the TIME has received increasing attention. A growing number of studies have found that the TIME of ccRCC presents inherent complexity and individual differences under the manipulation of a heterogeneous genomic landscape, which can partly explain the different responses of advanced ccRCC to immunotherapy or combination therapy.



VHL Mutations

The VHL deletion mutation is located at the short arm of chromosome 3 (3p25.3) and is the most common mutation in ccRCC (found in approximately 80% of cases) (129). The protein encoded by VHL has E3 ubiquitin ligase activity and can degrade HIF-α that modulates glucose metabolism and angiogenesis in a hypoxic environment (130). VHL deficiency in ccRCC will lead to the accumulation of HIF-α (including HIF-1α and HIF-2α) (Figure 3A), which causes ccRCC to present a unique pathologic manifestation, namely glycogen and lipid accumulation and abundant angiogenesis (127). Besides, under conditions of HIF-1α excess, MDSCs secrete more inducible nitric oxide synthase (iNOS) and Arg-1, and have a greater tendency to differentiate into TAMs with an immunosuppressive phenotype (Figure 3A) (85). iNOS participate in immunosuppression by catalyzing NO formation (131). TAMs preferentially inhibit T-cell proliferation and IFN-γ expression under the action of HIF-1α/iNOS (132). HIF-1α, which stably exists in the tumor microenvironment, could also facilitate the recruitment of Foxp3+ Tregs by a TGF-β-independent mechanism (Figure 3A) (133). In addition, using a ccRCC model, HIF-1α and HIF-2α were found to upregulate PD-L1 expression on MDSCs, TAMs, and DCs through directly binding to hypoxia response element (HRE) (Figure 3A) (134, 135). Therefore, overall, VHL deletion mutations in ccRCC lead to a large amount of HIF-α accumulation and indirectly promote the formation of immunosuppressive microenvironment via HIF-α-mediated immunosuppressive cell recruitment and upregulation of immunosuppressive molecules.
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FIGURE 3. Genomic characteristics of ccRCC for manipulating the TIME. (A) VHL mutations result in reduced pVHL production and reduced HIF-1α/2α degradation. Excess HIF-1α/2α upregulates the expression of PD-L1 on MDSC, M2-like TAMs, and DCs by binding to the hypoxia response element (HRE). HIF-1α promotes MDSCs to produce iNOS and Arg-1 and to differentiate into M2-like TAMs. HIF-1α promotes the recruitment of Tregs, and mediates the inhibitory effect of M2-like TAMs on the effector function of CD8+ TILs. (B) PBRM1 mutation leads to PBAF complex dysfunction, which upregulates interferon-stimulated gene (ISG) expression, thereby enhancing the tumor killing effect mediated by IFN-γ signaling. PBAF inactivation also promotes the secretion of CXCL9 and CXCL10 by tumor cells. BAP1 mutations are associated with the immuno-exhausted tumor microenvironment. SETD2 mutations are associated with the immune-silenced tumor microenvironment. (C) PTEN mutations activate the P13K-Akt pathway, resulting in upregulation of VEGF, CCL2, and IL-23 expression, which contribute to the recruitment of Tregs, DCs, and MDSCs. (D) Frameshift INDELs and HERV expression can generate abundant neoantigens, which stimulate the production of neoantigen-specific T cells. Arm level SCNA can disrupt the antigen-presenting capacity of MHC on tumor cells, resulting in inactivation of tumor-specific immune responses.




PBRM1, BAP1, and SETD2 Mutations

In ccRCC, somatic mutations in PBRM1 (38.0%), STED2 (13.2%), and BAP1 (11.0%) located on the short arm of chromosome 3 are strongly associated with 3p deletion events (31). The bromodomain-containing proteins encoded by the PBRM1 gene participate in the construction of the PBRM1-Brg1/Brm-associated factors (PBAF) chromatin remodeling complex that is involved in DNA repair processes (136). Meanwhile, histone methyltransferase encoded by the SETD2 gene is involved in the methylation of histone H3 lysine 36 (H3K36), which plays a role in homologous recombination repair and genome stabilization (137). Indeed, loss of SETD2 has been shown to cause an increased frequency of deletion-associated mutations (137). The BAP1 gene encodes the BRCA1 associated protein-1, which influences the cell cycle by regulating the activity of key proteins involved in various cellular processes (138). All three genes are involved in the biological pathways related to tumorigenesis and have frequent mutations, supporting their role as tumor suppressors in ccRCC (139).

The loss of PBAF function caused by PBRM1 deletion mutations has an impact on the TIME (22). On the one hand, PBAF inactivation enhances the chromatin accessibility of transcription factors on the promoters or enhancers of IFN-γ-inducible genes, leading to increased sensitivity of tumor cells to IFN-γ (Figure 3B). On the other hand, PBAF inactivation promotes the secretion of chemokines CXCL9 and CXCL10 by tumor cells, which contributes to the increased recruitment of Teff cells to the tumor microenvironment (Figure 3B) (22). Furthermore, follow-up results from the CheckMate 025 trial showed that PBRM1 mutations were strongly associated with improved PFS and OS in advanced ccRCC patients treated with nivolumab, which was not observed in the everolimus group (140, 141). Similar results were reported by Sarah et al. (142). We thus speculate that the PBRM1 mutation makes tumor cells more sensitive to T-cell-mediated cytotoxicity, and may help improve the therapeutic response to PD-L1/PD-1 blockade therapies. However, no correlation between PBRM1 mutations and OS was observed in a study including 143 patients with metastatic ccRCC treated with ICIs (143). These seemingly conflicting results suggest that the immunostimulatory effects of PBRM1 mutations may be confounded by their direct effects on the biological behavior of ccRCC. Besides, several studies have shown that PBRM1 loss was associated with enhancement of angiogenesis (144, 145), which may affect the response to ICIs of ccRCC by preventing immune cell infiltration. However, it is noteworthy that the above evidence indicated no adverse effects of PBRM1 mutations in patients with advanced RCC treated with ICIs. Overall, further prospective studies to clarify the predictive value of PBRM1 mutations for the therapeutic effects of immunotherapy are warranted given the discrepancy in the results of different studies.

Beuselinck et al. carried out unsupervised clustering analysis for the molecular characteristics of 53 patients with advanced ccRCC and classified them into four four subtypes (ccRCC1 to ccRCC4) (146). The results showed that SETD2 mutations were related to the immune desert subtype with the poorest T-cell infiltration and lower expression of immunosuppressive markers (ccRCC1). In contrast, BAP1 mutations were related to the inflammatory subtype with the highest T-cell infiltration (ccRCC4). Among these subtypes, ccRCC4 tumors had the poorest prognosis, which correlated with a high expression of immunosuppressive markers (including PD-L1, PD-1, LAG-3, and TIM-3) and excessive T-cell exhaustion. Besides, ccRCC4 tumors showed no response to sunitinib, which was related to high levels of expression of markers of Tregs (i.e., FOXP3, IL-10., and TGF-β). Similar results were obtained in a study on the immune characterization of ccRCC tumor grafts (147), in which BAP1 mutations were associated with a highly inflammatory immune phenotype with abundant T-cell infiltration and poor prognosis. Taken together, we speculate that SETD2 mutations may mediate immune silencing, while BAP1 mutations may be involved in regulating T-cell infiltration and exhaustion in the TIME in ccRCC (Figure 3B). However, the above conclusions on SETD2 and BAP1 mutations were solely observational in nature, and further investigations were required to determine the immunomodulatory mechanism of them.



PTEN Mutations

The PTEN gene is one of the most commonly mutated tumor suppressor genes in human cancer, and negatively regulates the PI3K/AKT pathway by encoding a protein with phosphatase activity (148). PTEN mutations, which occur in approximately 4.5% of cases of ccRCC, remove the inhibitory effect on the PI3K/AKT pathway, leading to increased proliferation and migration of tumor cells (31, 148). Several studies have found that the sustained activation of the PI3K/AKT pathway caused by PTEN mutation upregulates the secretion of several immunosuppressive cytokines, including VEGF, IL-23, and CCL2 via NF-κB-JAK/STAT3 signaling (Figure 3C) (149–152). In addition to its role in angiogenesis, VEGF can recruit immature DCs, MDSCs, and Tregs to help sustain the immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment (153, 154). Moreover, PTEN loss can increase tumor cell resistance to T-cell killing by significantly upregulating CCL2 and VEGF (155). Besides, PTEN-deficient metastatic uterine smooth muscle sarcoma, accompanied by increased expression of VEGF-A and STAT3, were resistant to PD-1/PD-L1 therapy (156). More critically, PTEN mutations observed in ccRCC correlated with high infiltration of M2-like TAMs (157). Overall, PTEN mutations may upregulate the expression of multiple immunosuppressive factors by eliminating the negative regulation of the downstream PI3K/AKT pathway, thus inducing the immune escape of tumor cells.



Human Endogenous Retroviruses

HERVs form about 8% of the human genome, and are predominantly located in heterochromatin (158). Throughout millions of years of evolution, exogenous retroviruses have repeatedly infected hosts and integrated into their genomes, leading to the formation of HERVs. Under normal physiological conditions, most HERVs are usually inactive because of the presence of epigenetic silencing. However, HERV expression can be induced due to the lack of CpG methylation in tumor tissues (159). In a pan-cancer analysis of HERVs, Smith et al. found that HERV-derived proteins could participate in the regulation of the TIME and correlated with prognosis, particularly in ccRCC (160). Significant upregulation of HERV expression was observed in ccRCC that were responsive to PD-1 blockade, and positively correlated with Teff cell infiltration and the level of cytotoxic markers. Further studies revealed that HERV expression products could serve as tumor-specific antigenic epitopes to induce HERV-specific T cell production (Figure 3D) (160). Taken together, HERVs could be a source of neoantigens and contribute to the cytotoxic effects of Teff cells, thereby shaping the TIME.



Tumor Mutational Burden and Somatic Copy-Number Alterations

The observation that patients with higher TMB are more likely to respond to PD-1/PD-L1 blockade has been reported in a variety of malignant tumors (161). High TMB indicates the presence of more mutation-associated antigens (MANA) in the tumor microenvironment, which facilitates the induction of MANA-specific T cells and activation of the adaptive anti-tumor immune response (162). However, it has been found that ccRCC has a lower TMB than other malignancies that were responsive to immunotherapy, which seems inconsistent with the above point (163).

The TMB mainly depends on the reads of non-synonymous single nucleotide variation (nsSNV) in the tumor cell genome. Frameshift mutations caused by insertional or deletion mutations (INDELs) can similarly produce immunogenic neoantigens (Figure 3D) (164). In a pan-cancer analysis, ccRCC had the highest frequency of frameshift INDELs, which seems to explain the phenomenon that PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors are effective for the treatment of ccRCC with low TMB. However, in the genomic analysis of the IMmotion150 trial, no significant association was found between TMB or frameshift mutation burden (FMB) and the response to atezolizumab alone (anti-PD-L1) or in combination with bevacizumab (anti-VEGF) (14). Similarly, there was no significant correlation between TMB or FMB and the gene signature of Teff cells in the TIME.

In tumor genome aneuploidy studies, Davoli et al. showed that the expression levels of genes associated with adaptive immunity and the ratio of pro-inflammatory cytokines to immunosuppressive molecules were significantly reduced in tumors with high levels of arm-level SCNA (including ccRCC) (165). This finding indicates that tumors with high levels of SCNA may have more significant immunosuppressive properties. The authors hypothesized that arm-level SCNA could impair the antigen-extraction capacity of MHC or affect the balance of proteins associated with cytotoxic immune cell infiltration, resulting in blocking the activation of the tumor-specific immune response (Figure 3D) (165). Overall, frameshift INDELs and arm-level SCNA in ccRCC appear to exert diametrically opposed effects on the TIME, and thus, their underlying mechanisms should be further explored.



Novel Therapeutic Strategies for Advanced ccRCC Based on the TIME

As emphasized above, various immune cell subsets and immunomodulatory molecules in the TIME impact on the response to immunotherapy and targeted therapy. Moreover, with the in-depth study of the TIME, multiple immune regulation pathways have been found to affect tumor cell survival. Therefore, by targeting different immune microenvironment components or non-redundant immunomodulatory pathways, we may be able to overcome the therapeutic resistance of advanced ccRCC.



Other Immune Checkpoint Molecules

Besides PD-1 and CTLA-4, other immune checkpoints (e.g., LAG-3 and Tim-3) are involved in the immune escape of tumor cells and resistance to ICIs. Therefore, strategies targeting these other immune checkpoints have great therapeutic potential. Indeed, several early clinical trials of anti-LAG-3 monoclonal antibodies or anti-Tim-3 monoclonal antibodies combined with PD-1 inhibitors are being conducted in several tumor types, including RCC (Table 1). Besides, a bispecific antibody (bsAb) that combines two two immune checkpoints is receiving increasing attention, which can reactivate Teff cells more efficiently by blocking different immunosuppressive pathways. Currently, XmAb22841 (a bsAb targeting CTLA-4 and LAG-3) is being evaluated in a phase I trial in mRCC patients (Table 1). Stimulatory checkpoint molecules, including OX40 (also known as CD134) and CD27, are also potential therapeutic targets for the treatment of tumors such as RCC. OX40, mainly expressed on activated T cells, stimulates T cell proliferation and enhances effector function when binding to its ligand (OX40L) expressed on antigen-presenting cells (166). CD27, mainly expressed on T cells and NK cells, enhances NK cell-dependent and T cell-dependent anti-tumor immunity when binding to CD70 (166). Thus, activating co-stimulatory molecules can enhance the anti-tumor immune response by a mechanism distinct from inhibitory checkpoint molecules, which is a novel immunotherapeutic strategy for mRCC (167). Indeed, PF-04518600 (an OX40 agonist) combined with axitinib and varlilumab (a CD27 agonist) combined with nivolumab are currently in clinical development for mRCC (Table 1).


Table 1. Novel treatment strategies for advanced ccRCC based on the tumor immune microenvironment.
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Modified Cytokine Therapies

NKTR-214 (also called bempegaldesleukin) is a PEGylated IL-2 that drives proliferation and activation of CD8+ TILs and NK cells within the TIME by binding to the dimeric IL2Rβγ (CD122). Compared to traditional IL-2, NKTR-214 does not cause significant amplification of CD4+ Foxp3+ Tregs, and thus, has greater anti-tumor activity and fewer adverse effects (168). This is because NKTR-214 has a limited affinity for IL2Rα subunit, and thus, cannot bind to the IL2Rαβγ heterotrimer on Tregs (169). Currently, NTRK-214 combined with nivolumab is being evaluated in mRCC in the phase III PIVOT-09 trial (Table 1). AM0010 (also called pegilodecakin) is a modified PEGylated IL-10 that may enhance the anti-tumor immune response by harnessing the immunostimulatory function of IL-10. The latest results from the ongoing phase I/Ib IVY study confirm that second-line treatment with AM0010 in combination with a PD-1 inhibitor has a good response rate in mRCC (ORR: 33–43%), which is even better than the currently recommended second-line regimen (Table 1) (170).



Small-Molecule Immunomodulators

Activation of the CXCR4/CXCL12 pathway is associated with the formation of an immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment (171), and X4P-001 (a CXCR4 antagonist) can block excessive activation of this pathway to reverse tumor immune escape (172). Preclinical studies have demonstrated that CXCR4 antagonists could reduce the inhibitory effect of immunosuppressive cells on Teff cells and increase T-cell sensitivity to tumor antigens (173, 174). Currently, combination of X4P-001 with other anticancer therapies are in development (Table 1). Another potential target is the stimulator of interferon genes (STING), which is activated upon binding to cyclic dinucleotide (CDN), and initiates Teff cell-mediated adaptive immunity by inducing type I IFN production and DC activation (175). The STING agonist MIW815 (also called ADU-S100) was found to activate an anti-tumor immune response in preclinical trials (176), and phase I trials of MIW815 alone or in combination with ipilimumab are currently evaluating the efficacy and safety in multiple cancer types, including RCC (Table 1).



Targeting Immunometabolism

Hypoxia, the rapid proliferation of tumor cells, and upregulated expression of CD39 and CD73 can accelerate adenosine production in the tumor microenvironment (177). Several studies have shown that adenosine inhibits the proliferation and effector function of Teff cells, as well as the maturation and antigen-presenting ability of DCs by binding to A2a receptors (A2AR) (177, 178). Adenosine also upregulates the expression of FOXP3 and immune checkpoints, including PD-1, CTLA-4, and LAG-3 (178). CPI-444 (also called ciforadenant) is a selective inhibitor of the A2AR that reverses the immunosuppressive effect by blocking adenosine signaling. Early results from an ongoing phase I/Ib clinical study showed disease control rate of 75% and 100% for CPI-444 alone and in combination with atezolizumab in mRCC, respectively (Table 1) (179). Additionally, an anti-CD73 antibody (BMS-986179) that targets the pathway toward adenosine production is currently being evaluated in a phase 1 clinical trial (Table 1) (177).




CONCLUSION AND FUTURE PERSPECTIVES

Although ICI-based combination therapies have improved the prognosis of patients with advanced ccRCC, some patients show no response or progress during the treatment process. Increasing evidence suggests that the TIME is an important factor affecting therapeutic response in such cases. Both genomic characteristics and immunomodulatory effects of systemic therapy cause dynamic changes in the TIME in advanced ccRCC, which, in turn, impacts the therapeutic response. Several novel therapeutic strategies optimized according to the components of the TIME are under development to improve outcomes for patients with advanced ccRCC. However, the integration of tumor genomic and immune signatures to more accurately predict therapeutic response is an important task to be refined in the future. Moreover, there are obvious unmet needs in developing the optimal treatment sequencing and combination strategy based on the interaction between the TIME and systemic therapy. We believe that comprehensive correlation analysis combining the TIME, tumor genome, and therapeutic modalities could provide more accurate prediction and decision-making for the individualized treatment of advanced ccRCC patients in the near future.
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Background: The treatment modalities for pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) are limited and unsatisfactory. Although many novel drugs targeting the tumor microenvironment, such as immune checkpoint inhibitors, have shown promising efficacy for some tumors, few of them significantly prolong the survival of patients with PDAC due to insufficient knowledge on the tumor microenvironment.

Methods: A single-cell RNA sequencing (scRNA-seq) dataset and seven PDAC cohorts with complete clinical and bulk sequencing data were collected for bioinformatics analysis. The relative proportions of each cell type were estimated using the gene set variation analysis (GSVA) algorithm based on the signatures identified by scRNA-seq or previous literature.

Results: A meta-analysis of 883 PDAC patients showed that neutrophils are associated with worse overall survival (OS) for PDAC, while CD8+ T cells, CD4+ T cells, and B cells are related to prolonged OS for PDAC, with marginal statistical significance. Seventeen cell categories were identified by clustering analysis based on single-cell sequencing. Among them, CD8+ T cells and NKT cells were universally exhausted by expressing exhaustion-associated molecular markers. Interestingly, signatures of CD8+ T cells and NKT cells predicted prolonged OS for PDAC only in the presence of “targets” for pyroptosis and ferroptosis induction. Moreover, a specific state of T cells with overexpression of ribosome-related proteins was associated with a good prognosis. In addition, the hematopoietic stem cell (HSC)-like signature predicted prolonged OS in PDAC. Weighted gene co-expression network analysis identified 5 hub genes whose downregulation may mediate the observed survival benefits of the HSC-like signature. Moreover, trajectory analysis revealed that myeloid cells evolutionarily consisted of 7 states, and antigen-presenting molecules and complement-associated genes were lost along the pseudotime flow. Consensus clustering based on the differentially expressed genes between two states harboring the longest pseudotime span identified two PDAC groups with prognostic differences, and more infiltrated immune cells and activated immune signatures may account for the survival benefits.

Conclusion: This study systematically investigated the prognostic implications of the components of the PDAC tumor microenvironment by integrating single-cell sequencing and bulk sequencing, and future studies are expected to develop novel targeted agents for PDAC treatment.

Keywords: single cell sequencing, immune microenvironment, pancreatic cancer, prognosis, tumor immune


INTRODUCTION

Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC) is the most aggressive gastrointestinal tumor, with a 5-year overall survival (OS) rate of ~9% (1). Unfortunately, the treatment modalities for PDAC remain limited and unsatisfactory (2, 3). Although many novel drugs targeting the tumor microenvironment, such as immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs), have shown promising efficacy in the clinic for some tumors (4–6), few significantly prolong the survival of patients with PDAC due to insufficient knowledge on the tumor microenvironment (7).

In fact, the crosstalk between tumor cells and stromal components could inspire many initiatives for novel treatment modalities. For example, a recent study showed that CD8+ T cells could induce ferroptosis, which is a non-apoptotic cell death mechanism, in multiple tumor cells, and this antitumor efficacy could be expanded by combination with ICIs (8). Similarly, CD8+ T cells and NKT cells could induce pyroptosis in tumors, and pyroptotic tumor cells reciprocally trigger more robust anticancer immunity (9–11). In addition, many studies have demonstrated that cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAFs) promote tumor proliferation and metastasis via the secretion of various cytokines (12, 13). These studies suggested that enhanced treatment efficacy could be achieved when targeting the crosstalk between tumor cells and stromal components.

Hence, elucidating the role of the components and signatures of the tumor microenvironment is significant and imperative. The advancement of single-cell sequencing technology has provided researchers with a high-throughput method for interpreting intratumoral heterogeneity by presenting the molecular characteristics of various cell components. However, a stringent limitation of single-cell sequencing is the difficulty of correlating the sequencing findings with patients' clinical information, such as survival expectancy. In this context, appropriate combination with the strength of single-cell and bulk sequencing results would optimize the utilization of sequencing data, given the availability of complete clinical information in bulk sequencing cohorts. Many single-cell sequencing-based studies have realized this limitation and tended to confirm their findings in traditional bulk sequencing cohorts (14, 15).

An increasing number of algorithms have been generated to estimate the percentage of intratumorally infiltrated stromal cells using transcriptome data (16–18). However, the association between infiltrated stromal cells in the tumor microenvironment and patient prognoses has not yet been well-established in PDAC, especially for some immune cells that theoretically exert antitumor functions. A major reason that potentially accounts for this phenomenon might be that each type of stromal cell is subdivisible and that different subtypes of a specific cell cluster may mediate contrary functions (19, 20). A classic example is the opposite roles of M1- and M2-polarizing macrophages—the former suppress tumor development, while the latter promote tumor progression in some kinds of tumors (21, 22).

Here, we annotated the cell clusters in PDAC using single-cell sequencing data and comprehensively analyzed their prognostic implications with bulk sequencing data. Multiple bioinformatic methods and ex silico experiments were used to identify the prognosis-related molecular traits and potential treatment targets of PDAC.



METHODS


Sources of Datasets

A single-cell sequencing dataset (GSE155698) including 16 PDAC and 3 adjacent normal samples was obtained from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO). The bulk sequencing datasets were derived from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) (TCGA-PAAD), International Cancer Genome Consortium (ICGC) (ICGC-AU), GEO (GSE21501, GSE57495, GSE71729, and GSE85916), and ArrayExpress (E-MTAB-6134) databases. Both the transcriptome information and clinical information of each dataset were concurrently downloaded from the respective websites. The transcriptome data were transformed to the format of Log2[transcripts per million (TPM) + 1]. Only PDAC tissues were included in the subsequent analysis, while other histological subtypes, such as neuroendocrine tumors, acinar cell carcinoma, and intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasms, were excluded. T-exhaust and immune checkpoint blockade (ICB) resistance signatures were downloaded from the Tumor Immune Dysfunction and Exclusion (TIDE) database.



Bioinformatics Analysis


Estimation of Intra-Tumoral Infiltrated Immune Cells

The fractions of six infiltrated immune cells, namely, CD8+ T cells, CD4+ T cells, B cells, macrophages, neutrophils, and dendritic cells, were estimated using Tumor IMmune Estimation Resource (TIMER) 2.0 (23). We also estimated the proportions of infiltrated immune cells using other algorithms, such as XCELL, CIBERSORT, and MCP-counter, in TIMER 2.0 (23). Univariate Cox regression was performed using the R package “survival.”




Meta-Analysis of the Prognostic Implications of Infiltrated Immune Cells for PDAC

The hazard ratio (HR) for each infiltrated immune cell against the OS of PDAC was computed with the log-rank test. The HRs of each immune cell in different bulk sequencing-based cohorts were pooled in a fixed-effects model if no robust heterogeneity was observed (I2 < 50% and P > 0.05). The meta-analysis was performed using Stata 15.1, and the forest plot was depicted via GraphPad Prism 7.0.



Processing of Single-Cell RNA Sequencing (scRNA-seq) Data

The “Seurat” package was used to perform the single-cell sequencing analysis. The batch effect of studies was removed through regularized negative binomial regression by the “Seurat” package (24). Genes detected in <3 cells were excluded, and cells with <200 total detected genes were excluded. Afterwards, we calculated the standardized variance of each gene across different cells, and only the top 2,000 variable genes were selected for subsequent analysis. Principal component analysis (PCA) was performed to identify significant dimensions with P < 0.05 (25). Then, the t-distributed stochastic neighbor embedding (tSNE) algorithm was applied for dimensionality reduction with the 20 initial PCs and for performing cluster classification analysis across all cells (26). Non-linear dimensional reduction was also performed with the UMAP method. Then, different cell clusters were determined and annotated by the “singleR” package according to the composition patterns of the marker genes and were then manually verified and corrected with the CellMarker database (27, 28). Given that both “singleR” and CellMarker could only classify cell clusters into basic types, we also referred to previously published scRNA-seq analyses to further classify each cell cluster into more precise subtypes (14, 15, 29–31).



Single-Sample Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (ssGSEA)

The enrichment scores of the hallmark genes were evaluated using ssGSEA with the R package “GSVA” (32). Hallmark genes were defined as the top 50 genes with the largest fold change (FC) in each cluster. Using ssGSEA, each sample with complete bulk sequencing data and clinical information was labeled with an enrichment score of the specific hallmark gene signature. The samples were divided into two groups based on the median enrichment score. Then, a Kaplan-Meier curve was plotted to visualize the survival difference between the two groups. The log-rank test and Gehan-Breslow-Wilcoxon test were performed to verify the statistical significance of the survival difference. A P < 0.05 was regarded as indicative of a significant difference.



Weighted Gene Co-expression Network (WGCNA)

We utilized the transcriptome profile of the E-MTAB-6134 cohort, which was the largest PDAC cohort with transcriptome and clinical data, to qualify and construct the co-expression network by the “WGCNA” package in R (33). Next, Pearson's correlation matrices were constructed for pairwise genes. We constructed a weighted adjacency matrix using a power function: amn = |cmn|β (cmn = Pearson's correlation between gene m and gene n; amn = adjacency between gene m and gene n). The β value emphasizes strong correlations between genes and penalizes weak correlations. After choosing the appropriate β value, the adjacency matrix was transformed into a topological overlap matrix (TOM), which measures the network connectivity of a gene defined as the sum of its adjacency with all other genes for network construction. To divide genes with similar expression patterns into gene modules, average linkage hierarchical clustering was performed according to the TOM-based dissimilarity measure with a minimum size of 50 for the gene dendrogram. Then, we further calculated the dissimilarity of module eigengenes (MEs), chose a cut line for the module dendrogram and merged some modules.

MEs were regarded as the major component in PCA for each gene module. We calculated the correlation between MEs and clinical traits or hallmark gene signatures to identify the relevant modules. Gene significance (GS) was defined as the log10 transformation of the P value in the linear regression between the gene expression level and clinical data. In addition, module significance (MS) was defined as the average GS for all the genes in a module. When the modules of interest were established, the core genes in a module were identified by GS > 0.2 and MS > 0.8. Specifically, in the present study, we also compared the expression levels of the selected core genes between tumor and normal tissues using GEPIA 2.0 (34), which incorporates the transcriptome data of normal pancreas tissue and thus facilitates the identification of differentially expressed genes.



Trajectory Analysis and Consensus Clustering

The single-cell pseudotime trajectories of the scRNA-seq data were constructed using the Monocle 2 algorithm (35). This algorithm uses a machine learning technique, learning a parsimonious principal graph to reduce the given high-dimensional expression profiles to a low-dimensional space. Single cells were projected to this space and ordered into a trajectory with branch points. For data interpretation, the cells that were located in the same branch were thought to be in the same differentiation state, while cells located in different branches were thought to have different cell differentiation characteristics. Differentially expressed genes between different differentiation states were identified by the R package “limma” (36). Unsupervised consensus clustering based on the differentially expressed genes was conducted using the “ConsensusClusterPlus” package. The clustering procedure included 1,000 iterations, and 80% of the data were sampled in each iteration. The optimal number of clusters was determined by the relative change in the area under the cumulative distribution function (CDF) curves of the consensus score.



Cell Culture and qRT-PCR

CAFs were first separated and purified from human pancreatic cancer tissues in our laboratory based on the study by Walter et al. and then subjected to immortalization treatment (37). Fresh pancreatic cancer tissue was minced into 1–3 mm3 fragments and digested with 0.25% trypsin at 37°C for 30 min. The resulting fragments were centrifuged at 600 × g for 5 min and washed once with Dulbecco's modified Eagle's medium (DMEM) containing 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS). The tissue fragments were then plated and allowed to adhere. After incubation at 37°C for several days, fibroblast outgrowth from the tissue fragments occurred. The fibroblasts were sub-cultured by trypsinization for 2–3 passages until free of epithelial cell contamination and maintained in DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS, 2% penicillin, and streptomycin (Invitrogen). The cells were grown at 37°C in a humidified atmosphere containing 5% CO2. CAFs and the pancreatic cancer cell line SW1990 were cultured in DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS. The non-cell supernatant from SW1990 cultures was extracted through centrifugation at 800 rpm/min. Then, CAFs were treated with SW1990-derived supernatant during medium changing. TGF-beta (3 ng/ml) was added to CAF cultures as a positive control.




RESULTS


A Meta-Analysis Revealed the Correlation Between Infiltrating Immune Cells and the OS of Patients With PDAC

In past decades, many approaches have been developed to estimate or quantify the infiltration level of immune cells in tumor tissues, such as immunohistochemical staining and transcriptome-based estimation (16–18, 38, 39). We applied six algorithms, TIMER, CIBERSORT, XCELL, EPIC, QUANTISEQ, and MCP-counter, to estimate the infiltration percentage of immune cells (Supplementary Table 1). Then, we integrated the survival data of patients in seven PDAC cohorts with the infiltration level of each immune cell and performed univariate Cox regression to screen prognosis-related components (Supplementary Table 1). Given the difficulty of pooling the Cox regression-derived HR values due to the large confidence interval (CI) in this case, we performed a meta-analysis using the log-rank test-derived HR values. Six basic immune cell types (CD8+ T cells, CD4+ T cells, B cells, macrophages, neutrophils, and dendritic cells) estimated by the TIMER algorithm were selected for meta-analysis. Null or only minor heterogeneity was detected in the fixed effect model; hence, we generated the results of the meta-analysis with low bias. The results showed that neutrophil infiltration was associated with worse OS for PDAC, while CD8+ T cell, CD4+ T cell, and B cell infiltration was related to prolonged OS for PDAC with marginal statistical significance (Figure 1).


[image: Figure 1]
FIGURE 1. A meta-analysis revealed the association between infiltrated immune cells and PDAC patient OS. (A) B cells, (B) CD4+ T cells, (C) CD8+ T cells, (D) dendritic cells, (E) macrophages, and (F) neutrophils.




Single-Cell Sequencing Results Delineated the Heterogeneity of Stromal Cells in the PDAC Microenvironment

Interestingly, many theoretical anticancer cells, such as CD8+ T cells, did not show obvious survival relevance in the meta-analysis. We assumed that at least some of these anticancer immune cells were exhausted or experienced differentiation into protumoral cells, which deprived them of their tumor-killing capability. To investigate the alteration of stromal cells in PDAC, we reanalyzed the scRNA-seq dataset and annotated cell types according to their perturbation in the transcriptome. After carrying out the quality control procedures described in the Methods section (Supplementary Figures 1A,B), the top 2,000 variable genes were used in cell clustering (Figure 2A; Supplementary Figures 1C,D), which identified 26 clusters (Supplementary Figures 1E,F) and then classified these clusters into 17 cell types (Supplementary Figure 1G). The proportions of each cell type are shown in Figure 2B, and their clustering distribution is presented in Figures 2C–E; Supplementary Figure 1H. For some clusters, we took a conservative approach and annotated them as basic cell categories, such as T cells and myeloid cells. However, when specific cell markers were highly overexpressed in a cluster, we tended to annotate them into more precise clusters, such as NKT and CD8+ T cells. The significant gene markers are presented in Supplementary Table 2.


[image: Figure 2]
FIGURE 2. scRNA-seq identified 17 cell types in the PDAC microenvironment. (A) The top 2000 variable genes with large, standardized variances were selected for subsequent analysis. (B) The percentage of each cell type in PDAC tissues and normal adjacent tissues. (C–E) tSNE algorithm classified cell clusters based on transcriptome data.




T Cells With a Cytotoxic Signature Predict Prolonged Survival Only in PDAC Patients With the Presence of “Targets” for Pyroptosis and Ferroptosis Induction

NKT and CD8+ T cells are theoretically capable of killing tumor cells through cytotoxic effects; however, most of these cells seem to lose their anticancer ability in the real tumor microenvironment. Through scRNA-seq, we verified that these T cells with a cytotoxic signature universally expressed exhaustion-related or ICB resistance markers (Figures 3A,B), which not only produced immune evasion among tumor cells but also caused a low response to immunotherapy, such as ICB. Then, we tested whether such signatures of exhausted cytotoxic T cells were associated with patient prognoses. As expected, no obvious association was observed between the signature of CD8+ T cells and OS in most cohorts except for GSE57495 (Supplementary Figure 2; Figure 3C). Then, we explored why the signatures of exhausted CD8+ T cells could still predict prolonged OS in some patients. Several recent studies suggested a novel mechanism by which cytotoxic cells trigger tumor cell death, as we reviewed previously (10). These studies demonstrated that cytotoxic T cells, including CD8+ T cells and NKT cells, could kill tumor cells through ferroptosis and pyroptosis induction. Then, we validated this hypothesis in GSE57495, which was the only dataset that showed a correlation between exhausted cytotoxic T cell signatures and patient prognoses. Survival analysis showed that the signature of CD8+ T cells was positively associated with prolonged OS only in samples harboring overexpression of targets for ferroptosis (SLC7A11) and pyroptosis (GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDME) induction (Figure 3C). We continued to investigate the association between the NKT cell signature and patient OS and found that the NKT signature predicted better OS in only two datasets (E-MTAB-6134 and GSE57495). We generated a new index called the target score, which is defined as [image: image]. In this equation, HR(targets high expression) reflects the influence of the NKT signature on patients' OS in PDAC samples with overexpression of specific targets for ferroptosis or pyroptosis, while HR (targets low expression) reflects the influence of the NKT signature on patients' OS in PDAC samples with downregulation of specific targets for ferroptosis or pyroptosis. A heatmap was generated to visualize the Target_score of different targets across various datasets (Figure 3D), which suggested universal survival benefits caused by high NKT signature expression in samples with high target expression. Survival analysis further demonstrated that the high expression of some ferroptosis and pyroptosis targets was a precondition for the NKT signature predicting a benefit in terms of OS (Figures 3E–H). Then, we determined the independency of the prognostic implication of the NKT signature from other infiltrated immune cells. Multivariate Cox regression showed that the cytotoxic T cell signature was associated with prolonged OS, independent of other components in the PDAC microenvironment (Supplementary Table 3).


[image: Figure 3]
FIGURE 3. Exhausted cytotoxic T cells predict prolonged survival only in PDACs with the presence of “targets” for pyroptosis and ferroptosis induction. (A,B) Intratumorally infiltrated cytotoxic T cells universally expressed exhaustion markers and ICB resistance signatures. LogFC refers to log2 (fold change); fold change equals the ratio between the mRNA level of a specific gene in one cell cluster and that in the other cell clusters. PCT1 refers to the percentage of cells that express a specific gene. (C) CD8+ T cell infiltration predicts prolonged OS only in samples overexpressing GSDMB, GSDMC, GSDME and SLC7A11, which are targets for cytotoxic T cells to induce pyroptosis and ferroptosis. (D) Heatmap showing the distribution of target scores among different PDAC cohorts. (E–H) NKT cell infiltration predicts prolonged OS only in samples overexpressing GSDMB-D and SLC7A11, which are targets for cytotoxic T cells to induce pyroptosis and ferroptosis.




T Cells With Increased Ribosome-Related Protein Signatures Predict a Better Prognosis in PDAC

An LTB(+)IL-7R(+)CD3(+) cell cluster was identified by scRNA-seq (cluster 0). We analyzed the top 100 upregulated genes in this cluster and showed that 51 genes were ribosome-related proteins (Figure 4A). Then, we performed survival analysis and found that the cluster 0 signatures could predict prolonged OS in PDAC in multiple datasets (Figures 4B–E).


[image: Figure 4]
FIGURE 4. T cells with increased ribosome-related protein signatures predict better prognoses for PDAC. (A) Approximately 50% of the markers of this T cell cluster were ribosome-related proteins. (B–E) High infiltration of this T cell cluster predicts prolonged OS in GSE21501, GSE57495, TCGA, and MTAB.


In addition, we investigated the prognostic implications of the three states of B cells in PDAC. Overall, these signatures predict prolonged OS in only some cohorts (Supplementary Figure 3A). Notably, plasma cell infiltration predicted better OS in the three cohorts (MTAB, ICGC, and GSE57495) (Supplementary Figure 3B).



Increased Hematopoietic Stem Cell (HSC)-Like Signatures Predict Better Prognoses in Patients With PDAC

The XCELL algorithm calculated the infiltration percentage of HSCs in the PDAC microenvironment; however, no direct evidence indicated the existence of intratumoral HSCs in previous studies, and scRNA-seq was performed here. It is biologically plausible that some cell clusters retain parts of the molecular signatures of HSCs. For example, we found that CD34, as a classical marker of HSCs, was significantly upregulated in cluster 19, which we identified through scRNA-seq (logFC = 1.48). Furthermore, we conducted a meta-analysis to investigate whether the HSC signature was associated with the patient prognosis. The results showed that increased HSC signatures significantly predicted prolonged OS in PDAC (HR = 0.72, 95% CI 0.61–0.85) (Figure 5A). To further analyze the mechanism by which HSC signatures could predict prolonged OS in PDAC, we performed WGCNA to explore the gene modules associated with HSC signatures in the MTAB cohort, which is the largest PDAC cohort with completed transcriptome and follow-up data (Figure 5B). Interestingly, the dark turquoise module was negatively associated with HSC signatures and the OS and DFS of patients (r = −0.47, r = −0.31, and r = −0.28, respectively) (Figure 5C). According to the criteria GS > 0.2 and MS > 0.8, we identified 5 core genes associated with HSC signatures (Figures 5D,E) and patient prognoses (Figure 5F). Given that all five genes were related to unfavorable prognoses, we speculated that these genes may be differentially expressed between tumor and normal tissues. Then, we validated the prognostic implications of these five hub genes in six other cohorts, where each gene was associated with unfavorable OS in at least two validation datasets (Supplementary Figure 4). Using the integrated data of the tumor transcriptome from the TCGA database and the normal pancreas transcriptome from the Genotype-Tissue Expression (GTEx) database, we showed that LDHA, SLC2A1, and PGK1 were upregulated in tumor samples (logFC > 2, P < 0.05).


[image: Figure 5]
FIGURE 5. Increased hematopoietic stem cell-like signatures predict better prognoses in patients with PDAC. (A) A meta-analysis revealed that HSC-like signatures predict prolonged OS in PDAC patients. (B) WGCNA identified gene modules with high coexpression correlation. (C) The correlations between 25 coexpressed gene modules and HSC-like signatures and clinical characteristics. (D) The linear correlations between the expression of five core genes and HSC-like signatures. (E) Comparison of the expression levels between groups with high or low levels of HSC-like signatures. (F) The survival implications of five core genes in PDAC. (G) The differential expression of core genes between tumor and adjacent normal tissues. *P < 0.05.




The Evolutionary Trajectory and Prognostic Implications of Myeloid Cells in PDAC

Myeloid cells are important components in the PDAC microenvironment and consist of macrophage cells, myeloid derived suppressive cells, dendritic cells, and granulocytes. Through scRNA-seq, we identified nine myeloid cell clusters (clusters 3–6, 10, 12, 22–23, and 25) and further annotated them as macrophages, mast cells, plasma dendritic cells, and other myeloid cells. Pseudotime trajectory analysis revealed seven different cell states (Figure 6A) and showed the distributions of cell states along with pseudotime flows (Figure 6B). We also mapped cell classifications to pseudotime trajectories (Figure 6C). The difference in the transcriptome between the two cell states with the longest pseudotime span was compared, wherein many antigen-presenting molecules and complement-associated genes were lost along the pseudotime flow (Figure 6D). Unsupervised consensus clustering identified two independent clusters based on the pseudotime-related differentially expressed genes in the MTAB cohort (Figures 6E–G). Notably, the OS of patients in cluster 1 was significantly better than that of patients in cluster 2 (P < 0.05) (Figure 6H). This result was marginally confirmed in the ICGC cohort (Supplementary Figure 5). Next, we compared the activity of 29 immune signatures between cluster 1 and cluster 2. The results showed that cluster 1 harbored more activated immune signatures, which may account for its survival advantage (Figures 6I,J; Supplementary Figure 4).


[image: Figure 6]
FIGURE 6. Pseudotime trajectory analysis revealed the evolutionary characteristics of myeloid cells. (A) Pseudotime trajectory analysis revealed 7 different states of myeloid cells. (B) The gradation of color reflects pseudotime flows. (C) The pseudotime trajectory of each cell type in PDAC. (D) The volcano plot shows that many antigen-presenting molecules and complement-associated genes were lost along the pseudotime flow. (E–G) Unsupervised consensus clustering identified two independent subclusters based on the expression levels of the differentially expressed genes between two cell states spanning the longest pseudotime. (H) Survival analysis showed that the prognosis of patients in subcluster 1 was significantly better than that of patients in subcluster 2. (I) Comparison the expression of immune-check point between subcluster 1 and subcluster 2. (J) Comparison of the activity of 29 immune signatures between subcluster 1 and subcluster 2.




Differentially Expressed Genes Between CAFs in PDAC Tissues and Fibroblasts in Normal Pancreas Tissues

Fibroblasts or pancreatic satellite cells exist in normal pancreatic tissues; however, many studies have suggested that the formation of tumors alters the states and function of these cells. Through scRNA-seq analysis, we compared the mRNA expression landscape of fibroblasts and satellite cells between PDAC and normal pancreas tissues (Figure 7A). We found that multiple genes involved in stromal formation, such as COL1A2, COL3A1, COL1A1, FN1, TIMP1, DCN, and LUM, were upregulated in CAFs (logFC > 2, adjusted P < 0.05). However, the genes that were downregulated in CAFs have rarely been investigated in CAFs. Hence, we investigated whether PDAC cells could induce alterations in these genes using in vitro experiments. Given that TGF-beta is an important mediator regulating the crosstalk between CAFs and PDAC cells, we also established a positive control group using TGF-beta to mimic the activated states of CAFs. Our results showed that the relative mRNA expression of ADIRF, MT2A, MT1M, and JUNB was downregulated after TGF-beta treatment and/or tumor stimulation, while the expression level of C11orf96 was upregulated, even after tumor stimulation (Figure 7B). Gene Ontology (GO) analysis indicated that the upregulated genes in CAFs were mainly related to the extracellular matrix and structural organization, while the downregulated genes in CAFs were associated with the response to mental ions (Figure 7C). Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) analysis also showed that the differentially expressed genes were enriched in mineral absorption and the extracellular-receptor interaction (Figure 7D).


[image: Figure 7]
FIGURE 7. Differences in the transcriptome between CAFs and fibroblasts/PSCs. (A) Volcano plot showing differentially expressed genes between CAFs and fibroblasts/PSCs in PDAC tissues and adjacent normal tissues. (B) Validation of the downregulated genes in CAFs using tumor supernatant or TGF-beta followed by qPCR. (C,D) GO and KEGG analyses revealed the functions of the differentially expressed genes.





DISCUSSION

The treatment modalities for multiple cancers, except for PDAC, have entered a new era of targeted and immunological therapy (40). A stringent obstacle in optimizing the efficacy of PDAC treatment is its immunosuppressive and desmoplastic microenvironment, which causes difficulties in drug delivery and low responses to targeted therapy, including ICI-based immunotherapy (41). The key to exploring optimized treatment modalities is the comprehension of the intratumoral heterogeneity of PDAC. Next-generation sequencing (NGS) techniques have led to a rush of researchers exploring cancer genomics or transcriptomes (42). Although NGS interprets numerous biological behaviors of PDAC by defining the dysregulation of oncogenic or tumor-suppressive pathways, it is hard for NGS to decipher the role of each cell type in PDAC development, given that bulk sequencing only reflects the average levels of the tissue being detected (43). Even the same cell type sometimes has a different state and manifests distinguished functions. The development of scRNA-seq has provided researchers with an opportunity to explore intratumoral heterogeneity (44). The expression levels of markers could reflect the infiltration of specific cell types in tumor tissues using algorithms such as ssGSEA and TIMER. In addition, the correlation between the relative infiltration level of a specific cell type and patient survival could be established with complete follow-up data in multiple PDAC cohorts.

In the present study, we first observed the paradox that multiple theoretically tumor-suppressive cell types were not associated with patient prognoses. Then, we tried to explore the underlying mechanism by analyzing the intratumoral heterogeneity in PDAC using scRNA-seq data and 7 PDAC cohorts with bulk sequencing. We found that cytotoxic T cells, including CD8+ T cells and NKT cells, predict prolonged OS only in samples with overexpression of targets for pyroptosis and ferroptosis induction, which was the recently reported potential mechanism by which cytotoxic T cells mediate tumor cell killing (8, 11, 45–47). In addition, a specific state of T cells with overexpression of ribosome-related proteins is associated with a better prognosis. Previous studies have shown the importance of function-intact ribosomes in allowing T cells to execute immune effects (48, 49), while ribosome-targeting antibiotics impair T cell effector function and ameliorate autoimmunity by blocking mitochondrial protein synthesis (50). Hence, maintaining normal ribosome function in intratumoral T cells may contribute to their antitumor efficacy and further improve patient prognoses. In addition, an HSC-like signature predicts better OS in PDAC. WGCNA identified 5 hub genes (LDHA, VEGFA, SLC2A1, ADM, and PGK1) whose downregulation may mediate the observed survival benefits of the HSC-like signature. Interestingly, among these core genes, SLC2A1, LDHA, and PGK1 are classical oncogenic glycolytic enzymes in PDAC (51–53), and glycolytic products such as lactate acids could upregulate the level of VEGFA (54), suggesting that the negative correlation between the HSC-like signature and glycolytic activity may account for the survival benefit associated with high HSC-like signature expression. Moreover, pseudotime trajectory analysis uncovered myeloid cells evolutionarily consisting of 7 states, and antigen-presenting molecules and complement-associated genes were lost with the pseudotime flow. Consensus clustering based on the differentially expressed genes between two states harboring the longest pseudotime span identified two PDAC groups with prognostic differences, and more infiltrated immune cells and activated immune signatures may account for the survival benefits.

This study has some strengths that are noteworthy. On one hand, we integrated the scRNA-seq and bulk sequencing data from 7 PDAC cohorts with complete follow-up data to investigate the prognostic implications of cell components, which is a heavy task with a large sample size. Using the cell markers identified in single-cell sequencing for the same cancer type to calculate the cell fractions in tissues through bulk sequencing has distinguished benefits in avoiding the bias derived from cell heterogeneity among different cancer types. In addition, we yielded several findings that might be implicated for future study and clinical translation. For example, we proposed that cytotoxic T cells, including CD8+ T cells and NKT cells, predict prolonged OS only in samples with overexpression of targets for pyroptosis and ferroptosis induction. Given that we have shown that most intratumorally infiltrated T cells were exhausted using scRNA-seq, this novel tumor-killing approach might also help theoretically exhausted T cells defend against tumor cells. Certainly, the present manuscript also has several limitations. On one hand, we analyzed only transcriptome data; however, proteome data would be an appropriate supplement for validating our conclusions. On the other hand, this is a horizontal bioinformatics study lacking longitudinal mechanistic investigation. Notably, certain signatures predict prolonged OS only in some cohorts not in all cohorts. Several reasons could explain it as follows. First, the transcriptome of tissue samples is easily disturbed, especially when preservation measures are inappropriate. Additionally, the inherent systemic error in RNA sequencing also leads to some unexpected bias. Therefore, the expression levels of some genes may not be accurate in all cohorts. Second, the follow-up OS was in fact influenced by many factors, such as chemotherapy modalities, surgical factors, loss of follow-up bias, etc. As a result, even if a gene is associated with the pathophysiological behavior of PDAC, the association of its gene expression level may not tightly reflect OS in some cases. Third, we defined signature_high and signature_low groups based on the median value, which is a common method that has been widely applied in published studies (55–58).

In conclusion, this study systematically investigated the prognostic implications of the components of the PDAC tumor microenvironment by integrating single-cell sequencing and bulk sequencing, and future studies are expected to develop novel targeted agents for PDAC treatment.
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Supplementary Figure 1. scRNA-seq identified 26 independent cell clusters in PDAC. (A) The mitochondrial RNA level is not associated with increased read counts, while qualified RNA is positively correlated with increased read counts. (B) The distribution of qualified RNA, total read counts and mitochondrial RNA levels in tumor and adjacent tissues. (C) The standard deviation and the number of principal components. (D) PDAC and adjacent normal tissues could be distinguished by two principal components. (E,F) The tSNE and UMAP algorithms classified PDAC samples into 26 independent clusters. (G) The 26 clusters were annotated into 17 cell types according to specific cell markers.

Supplementary Figure 2. Null survival benefits of CD8+ T cells were detected in six PDAC cohorts.

Supplementary Figure 3. The association between B cell signatures and the OS of PDAC patients. (A) The whole landscape. (B) The survival curve showed results with statistical significance.

Supplementary Figure 4. Validation of the prognostic implications of the hub genes identified from WGCNA.

Supplementary Figure 5. Validation of the consensus clustering results in another dataset (ICGC). (A–C) Unsupervised consensus clustering identified two independent subclusters based on the expression levels of the differentially expressed genes between two cell states spanning the longest pseudotime. (D) Survival analysis showed that the prognosis of patients in subcluster 1 was marginally better than that of patients in subcluster 2.

Supplementary Table 1. The raw data and univariate COX analysis for the 119 cell signatures and PDACs' survival in 7 cohorts.

Supplementary Table 2. The gene markers of different cell clusters.

Supplementary Table 3. Multivariate cox regression validates the association between OS and cytotoxic T cell signatures in targets_high group is independent of other infiltrated cell components.
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Emerging reports show that metabolic pathways can be targeted to enhance T cell-mediated immunity to tumors. Yet, tumors consume key metabolites in the host to survive, thus robbing T cells of these nutrients to function and thrive. T cells are often deprived of basic building blocks for energy in the tumor, including glucose and amino acids needed to proliferate or produce cytotoxic molecules against tumors. Immunosuppressive molecules in the host further compromise the lytic capacity of T cells. Moreover, checkpoint receptors inhibit T cell responses by impairing their bioenergetic potential within tumors. In this review, we discuss the fundamental metabolic pathways involved in T cell activation, differentiation and response against tumors. We then address ways to target metabolic pathways to improve the next generation of immunotherapies for cancer patients.
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Introduction

It has long been appreciated that glycolysis and mitochondrial respiration work together to satisfy the long-term energetic demands of T cells in the host (1). As T cell survival is often impaired in patients with cancer and chronic infectious disease (1, 2), it is necessary to have an effective metabolic capacity for a productive immune response (1). For example, in patients, one reason T cells do not thrive amidst tumor cells is that they compete for the same energy sources (1). Herein, we review the fundamental metabolic requirements for T cells to survive, proliferate and mount antigen-specific responses in the context of effector and memory responses. We then outline how the harsh tumor microenvironment manipulates T cell metabolism to impair effector functions. Finally, we contemplate emerging data where metabolic manipulations have been performed and have shown promise for augmenting T cell-based immunotherapies for patients with cancer.



A Brief History of T Cell Metabolism

Studies in the mid-20th century first detailed the nutrient requirements for quiescent and activated T cells to survive. It was discovered that energy production and nutrient uptake shifts when a resting T cell is activated via signaling cues (3, 4). In the 1960’s, work by Hedeskov et al. initially described the metabolism of T lymphocytes at the resting state. Surprisingly, resting T cells largely depended on oxidative phosphorylation (OXPHOS) to survive. Additional investigations, published nearly a decade later, uncovered that resting T cells shift from OXPHOS to avid glycolysis and amino acid consumption upon TCR-mediated recognition of antigen (5). While this finding is obvious now, it was unexpected at the time, especially given that exploiting glycolysis for energy was largely thought less efficient than OXPHOS for T cells to generate ATP (3). For many years, these observations remained as descriptive findings of the highly dynamic ways T cells use bioenergetics to thrive. However, from the 1980’s to present day, the significance of bioenergetic requirements for the activation, effector functions and lasting memory of T cell responses against tumors have begun to be elucidated and exploited to improve medicine.

T cells use different metabolic pathways based on their differentiation and memory status (6–8). Figure 1 visually portrays how T cells exploit distinct metabolic pathways throughout their lifetime and during encounters with foreign antigen, such as viruses or transformed cells (9–11). As mentioned, naïve T cells rely on OXPHOS to survive in their resting state (12, 13). However, upon primary exposure to antigen, naïve T cells differentiate into effector cells and use glycolysis to help them effectively secrete cytokines, such as IFN-gamma and TNF-alpha (14–17). Following activation, naïve T cells shift from mostly oxidizing glutamine to lactate (75% of lactate produced from glutamine oxidation) through OXPHOS towards mostly using anaerobic glycolysis and partial glutamine oxidation (67% of all lactate from glucose metabolism, and 33% from glutamine), surprisingly without significantly changing their ATP production (5). After effector T cells encounter an antigen challenge, many of them die (18). However, a few prevail and survive long-term to battle re-infections or tumor relapse (17, 19, 20). These T cells are termed memory T cells. When memory T cells encounter the same antigen, they can more rapidly induce their effector functions to clear the insult (6, 21). These T cells are termed effector memory cells (EM) (22, 23). Effector T cells derived from memory rather than antigen naïve precursors more efficiently produce cytolytic cytokines by improving the coupling of glycolytic enzymes and mitochondrial machinery to rapidly utilize glucose following a secondary encounter with antigen (11, 24). Most effector memory T cells perish, but the few survivors employ OXPHOS to persist (8, 25). Below, we elaborate on the metabolic requirements of T cells at various stages of differentiation.




Figure 1 | 1) Naive T cells breakdown glucose and efficiently break it down through the tricarboxylic acid (TCA) cycle and oxidative phosphorylation (OXPHOS) to survive, until they encounter their antigen. 2) Upon a primary exposure to antigen, naïve T cells differentiate into effector T cells. As effectors they shift towards the use of amino acids as well as glucose, both required for their proliferation and cytolytic activity. 3) After clearing their inciting antigen, many effector T cells die. However, a fraction of surviving T cells can form memory T cells, which adapt towards improved mitochondrial biogenesis and OXPHOS. 4) These memory T cells can survive for many months to years until they encounter a similar antigen. 5) If these memory T cells re-encounter the same antigen, they rapidly become effectors and more efficiently engage in glycolysis and amino acid usage to robustly proliferate and secrete cytokines. 6) The T cells that survive maintain their usage of OXPHOS to persist long-term within hosts.





Metabolic Requirements Distinguish Effector and Memory T Cell Subsets


Naïve T Cell Metabolism

Naïve T cells can live for the entire duration of the host’s life. In fact, naïve T cells can be detected in humans as old as 100 years (26). Only after they encounter their respective antigens, do they either become effector T cells that perish or transition into memory T cells that continue to thrive (19). But how do naïve cells remain viable for so long? As in Figure 2A, naïve T cells can only survive when homeostatic cytokines, like interleukin 7 (IL-7) provide signaling cues (27). IL-7 provides the signaling necessary to enable the mechanisms that nurture the survival of naïve T through Akt signaling (28). This pathway, in naïve T cells promotes the translocation of the glucose transporter 1 (Glut1) to take up glucose. Glucose is then broken down into pyruvate, a substrate that enters the mitochondria to activate the synthesis of triacyl glycerol, which serves as a source of lipids that fuels into the fatty acid oxidation (FAO) pathway (28–30). In contrast to this maintenance phase, many nutrients (glucose, glutamine, L-arginine, and other amino acids) are needed to differentiate naïve T cells into the effector phenotype upon antigen encounter (5). We next will detail how activated T cells engage in transcriptional and metabolic changes to license them to proliferate and secrete effector cytokines.




Figure 2 | Different metabolic programs between naïve, memory and effector T cells. (A) Naïve T cells rely on the full oxidation of glucose through OXPHOS, in the absence of TCR stimulation. (B) Upon T cell stimulation T cells undergo protein and transcriptional changes in metabolism that allow the sustained activity of glycolysis and other amino acid uptake and usage. Glycolysis by products in effector T cells mediate changes that help sustain effector cytokine release and cytolytic function. Effector T cells that clear antigen either die or contract to form memory T cells. (C) Compared to effectors, memory T cells possess an enhanced metabolic profile dependent on mitochondrial biogenesis, mitochondrial fusion and reliance on fatty acid oxidation.





Glycolysis in Effector T Cell Function

Naïve T cells become activated upon TCR engagement with an antigen presented via the major histocompatibility complex (MHC) on antigen presenting cells (signal 1). However naïve T cells require a second signal via costimulatory molecules (signal 2) to become fully activated and proliferate (31–33). Along with these two signals, cytokines in the host play a key role in fine tuning the fate and metabolic profile of naïve T cells into either an effector or memory phenotype (Figure 2B) (12, 34–36). Effector T cells secrete cytotoxic cytokines, such as interferon-γ, TNF-α and granzyme B. These cytokines and cytotoxic molecules destroy cancer cells or clear viruses (37–39). T cells require many metabolic resources to mediate clearance of these foreign antigens. However, instead of engaging in the highly energetically favorable OXPHOS pathway, effector T cells use Warburg metabolism to proliferate and to produce cytokines (24, 40, 41). Warburg metabolism, initially discovered as an important pathway for the survival of malignant cells, is characterized by an extraordinary ability to breakdown glucose by anaerobic glycolysis and amino acids such as glutamine (as in Figure 2B) (42, 43). In contrast to naïve T cells, effectors break down glucose to pyruvate and lactate with minimal engagement of mitochondrial respiration (44–46).

Although the metabolic adaptations T cells undergo when activated may appear obvious given the increased energetic demand to proliferate and synthesize proteins, recent findings suggest that these changes are tightly coupled to T cell differentiation and acquisition of effector function. Interestingly, two key enzymes in the anaerobic glycolysis pathway— GAPDH and LDHA—are critical in regulating cytokine production in T cells. Glyceraldehyde 3-phosphate Dehydrogenase (GAPDH), aside from its role in metabolizing glucose, can directly bind the mRNA of key cytokines such as IL-2, IFNG and TNFA in CD4+ effector T cells to prevent their protein translation in the absence of glucose (right side of Figure 2B) (41). In contrast to preventing the direct protein translation of cytokines by GAPDH in CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells instead utilize lactate dehydrogenase (LDHA), the key enzyme in the conversion of pyruvate into lactate for anaerobic glycolysis, to enforce effector gene expression via histone acetylation (46, 47). Genetic loss of LDHA prevents acetylation at the promoters of effector genes such as IFNG and PDCD1, without compromising proliferation (41, 48). Although glucose is a critical metabolite for T cell function, the enzymes involved in anaerobic glycolysis are also tightly coupled to effector function in both CD4+ and CD8+ T cells (49). A potential mechanism explaining the functional effect of using glycolysis to promote effector functions may lie in production of citrate downstream of glucose breakdown. Citrate is shuttled from the mitochondria where it is converted into acetyl-coA by the action of cytosolic ATP Citrate Lyase (ACL) (50). ACL is an enzyme that is upregulated in both CD4+ and CD8+ effector T cells that can translocate from the cytoplasm to the nucleus and has the ability to directly acetylate histones of effector gene promoters (49). Thus, glycolysis regulates effector T cell functionality; while CD4+ T cells moonlight GAPDH to regulate cytokine translation, both CD4+ and CD8+ T cells use acetyl co-A to regulate histone acetylation of effector genes (left side of Figure 2B).

In addition to glucose, amino acids are critical for T cell proliferation and function. For example, glutamine breakdown in T cells is required for their proliferation but not for their cytokine production (48, 51). In fact, in the absence of L-Glutamine, T cells are unable to proliferate but can still secrete cytokines (48, 52). These findings suggest synergism from the breakdown of glucose and amino acids (such as glutamine) for T cell proliferation and effector functions. How other amino acids regulate T cell function under nutritional stress remains poorly understood, but is likely to be essential for immunity to tumors as we will discuss in later sections.

Because malignant cells use the same nutrients as effector T cells, they compete form them to thrive. Deprivation of glucose or glutamine in the tumor microenvironment vastly impairs T cell proliferation, function and survival (53–57). Although there may be recent findings that suggest inhibiting glutamine metabolism in the tumor may benefit T cells while impairing tumor metabolism (58). Often this tug of war forces effector T cells to use alternative carbon sources to survive (59–61). It is now clear that T cells use glycolysis to sustain their inflammatory potential, not only as a means to an end, but also as a regulatory component in T cell immunity.

Although metabolic changes permit effector T cells to become highly inflammatory, they come at the price of compromising their mitochondrial quality and capacity to self-renew (36, 62). However, the small T cell fraction that survive the initial antigen encounter acquire a different set of metabolic adaptations to prevail longer-term (63). Next, we discuss how changes to mitochondrial metabolism and morphology impact the development of memory T cells and their recall capacity.



Mitochondrial Properties of Effector and Memory T Cells

Memory T cells develop after a primary antigen challenge, persisting from the pool of lymphocytes with specific metabolic adaptations permitting self-renewal and survival long-term (Figure 2C) (64). Given the vast differences in function comparing effector and memory cells, alteration of mitochondrial networking and morphology is critical to fulfill the metabolic needs of these T cells. For example, mitochondria are recruited to the immune synapse after an antigen encounter in effector cells following cleavage from mitochondrial-endoplasmic reticulum (ER) contact sites to enable calcium influx and T cell activation (Figure 2B) (65). In contrast, as memory T cells develop they re-organize their mitochondria to associate tightly with the ER, a feature lacking in terminal effector and naïve T cells (66), which provides a pool of mitochondria primed to sustain aerobic glucose metabolism (67), directly enhancing IFN-gamma production during a secondary response to antigen.

Further, remodeling of mitochondrial morphology is critical for the specialized metabolic needs of effector versus memory T cells. In effector cells, mitochondrial fragmentation, also called fission, produces mitochondria with loose cristae and poorly efficient electron transport but high capacity to buffer calcium (68–71). This morphological and functional change enables the production of reactive oxygen species (ROS) and upregulation of anaerobic glycolysis, needed for the expression of NFAT, a transcription factor required for T cell activation (70, 72–74). In contrast to effectors, memory T cells adapt their mitochondrial morphology for cell-intrinsic usage of lipids and FAO (25). Memory T cells undergo mitochondrial fusion to protect against DNA damage from accumulated ROS to sustain survival under nutritional restriction (71, 75). Cells that acquire the tubular network of fused mitochondria produce less ROS, have tight cristae arrangement and electron transport complexes in close proximity to each other, indicating efficient mitochondrial respiration (70, 76). For example, spare respiratory capacity (SRC) and ATP production is elevated in memory T cells, indicating that they shift towards OXPHOS metabolism with reduced mtROS (36).

Due to these robust differences in metabolic state, manipulation of mitochondrial properties is an active area of research to direct T cells to specific phenotypes. Mitochondrial respiration can be driven by many different types of fuel. For example, IL-7 and IL-15 support the survival of memory T cells, in part, by inducing mitochondrial biogenesis and allowing utilization of alternative substrates to glucose for FAO, such as long chain fatty acids and triacylglycerols (Figure 2C) (11, 35). Seminal work by the Pearce group and others demonstrated that spare respiratory capacity and FAO was key for the development of T cell memory (8, 11, 36). Importantly, memory T cell formation could be induced by AMP-dependent-Protein Kinase (AMPK) activity via metformin, an FDA approved drug for diabetes (8).

AMPK is a serine threonine kinase responsive to AMP production or energy depletion and has critical function in the development of memory T cells without compromising a primary antigen challenge (77, 78). Mitochondrial respiration and memory formation are compromised in T cells deficient in the catalytic subunit of AMPK (63). In fact, AMPK is a critical regulator of the mitochondrial biogenesis transcription factor, peroxisome proliferator-activated coactivator 1α (PGC1α), which bolsters mitochondrial formation (Figure 2C) (79, 80). The importance of mitochondrial biogenesis and function has been recently highlighted by studies showing that either induction of PGC1α through 4-1BB signaling or genetic its overexpression in T cells enhances memory formation against tumors (81, 82). Based on our understanding of how metabolism and mitochondrial homeostasis changes through a T cell’s lifetime, under nutrient competent environments, we next discuss how T cell metabolism is altered in the tumor.




Nutritional Tug of War: T Cells vs the Tumor Microenvironment


Nutrient Competition

It has long been appreciated that the cytotoxic potential of CD8+ (CTL) T cells is impaired in the tumor (83). Emerging reports reveal that tumors and activated T cells share common metabolic programs to survive, thus setting the stage for a continuous battle (or tug of war) for nutrients (40, 42, 84). Several lines of evidence support this notion as tumors with gain-of-function mutations in enzymes involved in glycolysis have increased resistance to T cell mediated immunity. This feature presides independent of checkpoint inhibitory receptor expression (84). For example, in renal cell carcinoma, Glut1 expression in tumors is inversely correlated to CD8+ T cell infiltration and cytolytic capacity (43). Moreover, solid tumors are composed of heterogenous populations with differing metabolic adaptations that outcompete T cells in consuming glutamine, glucose and amino acids (Figure 3A). Within hypoxic regions, tumors use glucose and glutamine via the action of HIF-1α, a hypoxia inducible transcription factor, critical for maintaining glucose and glutamine breakdown under oxygen stress (84, 85). The same mechanism that allows tumors to thrive can further hinder the anti-tumor potential of T cells as hypoxia sensed by prolyl-hydroxylase (PHD) proteins can prevent T cell protection against metastatic lesions in the lungs by downregulating glycolysis genes (86). Because of the heterogenous nature of the tumor mass, areas of hypoxia allow for the development of highly glycolytic tumor regions that contribute to the acidic tumor microenvironment (TME) (87, 88). This contribution can be attributed, in part, to lactate secretion, which relies in proton co-transporters and can be detrimental to T cell activation (89, 90). Lactate must be exported out of the cell along with H+ ions to maintain homeostasis and to sustain glycolysis (91). When exported by tumor cells, lactate hinders T cell activation by altering the gradient across lactate transporters, thereby preventing recycling of glycolytic byproducts and preventing glycolysis in T and NK cells (87–89, 92). Lactate and proton build up leads to acidification (pH <6.4) of the tumor, in turn blunting T cell effector functions (93, 94). Furthermore, recent evidence suggests that lactate can serve as a substrate to promote immunosuppressive populations of regulatory T cells (Tregs) present in the TME (95, 96).




Figure 3 | Metabolic and immunological checkpoints that hinder T cell mediated tumor immunity. (A) Tumors can adapt their metabolism in response to nutritional stress to better compete and scavenge for glucose and amino acids to suppress T cell bioenergetics. (B) Chronic stimulation in the tumor bed leads to the expression of immune checkpoint receptors such as PD-1/PD-L1, CTLA-4, LAG-3, and they exert negative metabolic functions in T cells. (C) Furthermore, Ionic imbalances, oxygen availability, and metabolites impact the function of T cells. By products of immunosuppressive immune cells, cell debris and tumor metabolites create the conditions that contribute to the metabolic exhaustion of tumor specific T cells.





Metabolism of Intratumoral Tregs

Regulatory T cells (Tregs) can directly and indirectly blunt cytotoxic CD8+ T cell response against the tumors (97). Similarly to conventional inflammatory CD4 T cells, Tregs can induce the glycolytic machinery upon TCR engagement, however Tregs complement their metabolism by inducing fatty acid biosynthesis and oxidative phosphorylation which allows them to survive longer than their inflammatory counterparts (98). In fact, Tregs rely on the expression and function of the electron transport chain complex III to sustain their suppressive function, as deletion of components of complex III leads to fatal autoimmunity within 25 days in mice and promote tumor immunity in B16 melanoma tumors after inducible deletion (99). The reliance on fatty acid metabolism and the respiratory chain provides Tregs with a metabolic advantage to thrive within tumors as they have scarce levels of glucose available and produce high lactate levels, a metabolic state that not only blunts cytotoxic activity but also provides an alternative fuel source to tumor infiltrating Tregs (100). As noted with deletion of complex III, a targetable vulnerability of tumor infiltrating Tregs exists and can be exploited to destabilize their suppressive function. Indeed, Tregs stability can be perturbed when CTA-4 blockade is used in glycolysis impaired tumors, through metabolic reprograming of Tregs towards glycolysis and a skewing towards an inflammatory phenotype, a process that is inhibited when tumors have high glycolytic capacity (101). This finding has tremendous potential for translation into the clinic, as it can be targeted using pharmaceutical agents.



Immunosuppressive Compounds

Tumors indirectly deprive effector CD8+ and helper CD4+ T cells of the metabolic nutrients required for their function and survival. One example of this scarcity of nutrients for immune cells is driven by the accumulation of potassium [K+] in the interstitial fluid of the tumor, which acts to suppress transporters for amino acid and glucose in T cells (Figure 3B) (102). Nutrient deprivation depletes the nucleocytosolic pools of acetyl CoA in T cells, preventing the acetylation of the IFNG promoter and therefore impairing their production of IFNγ (49, 103). This pathway plays a key role in modulating the epigenetic landscape of effector T cells.

Another mechanism of indirect nutrient deprivation is mediated by the byproducts of suppressive Treg cells, tumor cells, and other suppressive immune cells within the TME. Tregs produce adenosine in tumors by CD39/CD73-mediated catalysis (ATP → ADP → Adenosine, as shown in Figure 3B. Adenosine is a suppressive molecule that binds to adenosine receptors (A2AR) on cytotoxic T cells and suppresses their function via reducing NfkB signaling (104) or by inducing suppressive function on regulatory T cells (105). Furthermore, tumor metabolic byproducts, such as cholesterol, can induce metabolic stress in T cells. Specifically, tumor derived cholesterol induces ER stress which prevents the ability of T cells to secrete cytokines. Furthermore, the ER stress response promotes the factor XBP-1 which can directly increase PD-1, TIM-3, and LAG-3 expression, important immunosuppressive molecules that mediate T cell exhaustion (106). Not only do tumors secrete immunosuppressive molecules, but also other immune cells take up nutrients that are beneficial to T cells and can produce immunosuppressive metabolites. For example, M2 type macrophages in the tumor consume L-arginine in an arginase-1 dependent manner and can deplete tryptophan by breaking it down into immunosuppressive kynurenine derivatives through indoleamine-2,3-oxygenase (IDO) (56). These are just a few of the mechanisms that drive metabolic cross talk between tumors and immune cells. Thus, many byproducts of cellular metabolism synergize in the tumor to suppress T cells from fulfilling their potential to eradicate tumors and are likely to also play an obstacle in the growth of TILs from tumor biopsies (Figure 3B). In addition to this metabolic tug of war, the effector functions of T cells are limited by inhibitory receptor on tumors and immunosuppressive host elements, such as myeloid and Tregs cells.




Immune Checkpoints in T Cell Metabolism

Tumors evade the immune system in order to survive in the host. Tumors do this in many ways, as depicted in Figure 3C. One such mechanism is by promoting T cell exhaustion (107). T cells that become exhausted had a reduced capacity to survive, proliferate and secrete cytokines (108). T cell dysfunction is marked by the progressive acquisition of inhibitory receptors (IRs), including programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1), lymphocyte activation gene-3 (LAG-3), cytotoxic T-lymphocyte association protein 4 (CTLA4), and T cell immunoglobulin and mucin domain-containing protein 3 (TIM3) (109–111). These IRs alter T cell responses against tumors in part by perturbing their metabolism.

T cell function and proliferation are compromised via immune checkpoint inhibitory pathways in the tumor (15, 112). PD-1 impairs effector function by downregulating glycolysis and increasing the FAO rate limiting enzyme CPT1α, a feature that supports T cell persistence in the tumor but prevents their cytotoxic potential (112). Although mitochondrial FAO supports T cell persistence but not function, PD-1+ T cells exhibit markedly decreased mitochondrial respiration (Figure 3C) (112, 113). Furthermore, Akt signaling is elevated in tumor infiltrating lymphocytes experience, which potent inhibits PGC1α, a key regulator of mitochondrial biogenesis (81, 113). This data suggests that part of the suppressive mechanism of PD-1 and chronic antigen stimulation is attributed to their negative effect on T cell mitochondrial biogenesis, substrate utilization and glycolytic capacity (Figure 3C). Conversely, PD-L1 on tumor cells enhances glucose uptake, further depriving T cells use of this critical energy substrate (84). Collectively this body work suggests that PD-1/PD-L1 blockade can bolster T cell glycolysis to support their antitumor activity (84, 114).

CTLA-4 is a member of the immunoglobulin family on APCs and tumors that antagonizes CD28 on T cells. CTLA-4 activation on T cells suppresses their function and nutrient acquisition (115–118). Moreover, CTLA-4 downregulates the glutamine transporters (SNAT1, SNAT2) and Glut1, ultimately diminishing the bioenergetic potential of T cells in the tumor (112). LAG-3 also impaired T cell activation and proliferation (111, 119). It has been reported that LAG-3 specifically perturbs calcium influx downstream of CD3/TCR signaling, in turn preventing the differentiation of naïve T cells into effectors (120). As checkpoint blockade mediates remarkable responses in patients with a wide variety of malignancies (121, 122), it is critical to understand how IRs regulate T cell biology. Expanding our knowledge on these mechanisms will inform intelligent design of tumor immunotherapies.

T cells face many challenges to sustain effective immunity to tumors. However, it has become evident that modulating the nutritional demands of the tumor is key for sustaining proper anti-tumor T cell potential. Below we highlight the most exciting findings demonstrating how metabolically manipulating T cell ex vivo for adoptive immunotherapy can enhance and improve future immunotherapies.



Modulating Metabolism to Enhance Adoptive T Cell Therapy


Introduction to Adoptive T Cell Transfer Therapy

Some patients become resistant to checkpoint inhibition therapy. Consequently, many investigators are trying alternative therapeutic approaches that can prevent resistance or relapse, including the transfer of tumor specific T cells. Cellular therapies, such as autologous tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TIL) or engineered chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) T cell approaches have demonstrated great potential in mediating long-lasting responses against tumors (2). Generally, whether TIL or CAR adoptive T cell therapies rely on three basic principles, a) conditioning of host with nonmyeloablative chemotherapy or total body irradiation, b) growth of T cells to large therapeutic doses and 3) treatment post-transfer with high dose IL-2 (123). This therapeutic approach holds the promise of vastly improving cancer treatment, especially for tumors rich in neoantigens, as reported for epithelial cancers such as ovarian and triple negative breast cancer (124–126). However, two major limitations for this approach are the ability to generate enough tumor specific T cells for infusion into patients and the capacity of the infused T cell products to persist long-term.

In situations where naturally arising TILs cannot be generated from a patient, gene therapy has opened the door for synthesizing T cells by directing them against tumors with chimeric antigen receptors (CAR). CD19-specific CAR T cells, designed to recognize B cell malignancies, have mediated long-lasting responses in some patients that have exhausted all other treatment options (127–129). The efficacy of these CAR T cells resulted in FDA approval of three different CD19-CAR T cell preparations thus far: two with CD28 costimulatory domains (axicabtagene ciloleucel and brexacabtagene autoleucel), and one with 4-1BB as a costimulatory domain (tisagenlecleucel). Although both TIL and CAR therapy have shown promise, sustaining prolonged and durable responses in all patients remains a challenge. Yet, the manipulation of T cells in an ex vivo setting provides a unique opportunity to specifically empower T cells with antitumor properties, including remodeling their metabolism, without indirect effects on the tumor. Herein we describe new advances in how TIL, CAR and TCR-based cellular therapies have been improved by altering both T cell and tumor bioenergetics.



Metabolic Reprogramming in the Design of CAR T Cells

CAR T cell construct design has evolved to include many flavors of signaling domains, kill switches, switch receptors and regulatory functions. These factors in CAR design have been reported to exquisitely control T cell functionality and selectivity against tumor targets, as reviewed previously (130). Results from early trials of CD28ζ and 4-1BBζ CAR T cells made functional differences between these cells apparent; while the CD28ζ CAR had high incidence of cytokine release syndrome and persistence on the order of months (131), the 41BBζ CAR T was able to persist on the order of years after treatment (132) and exhibited lower rates of T cell exhaustion (133). Early on, understanding of these differences was unclear; however, the June lab discovered a mechanism relating these functional differences to effects of the costimulatory domain on mitochondrial function and bioenergetics (82). 4-1BB signaling enhanced T cell bioenergetics by directly upregulating PGC1α, a transcription factor that promotes increased mitochondrial biogenesis and OXPHOS of T cells (82), supporting their long-term persistence (Figure 4A). In contrast, CD28ζ CAR T cells were highly glycolytic and were driven to a terminal effector phenotype (82). Further, reports have also shown that strong and chronic signaling from the CAR domain impaired T cell persistence and function due to impaired mitochondrial metabolism (133). Given these results, it is clear that the costimulatory domains incorporated into CAR T cell designs have functional and metabolic consequences which could be harnessed based on the needs of the patient. 4-1BB is part of the tumor necrosis factor related super family (TNFRSF), which consists of many other members that can be expressed in T cells such as ICOS, OX40, GITR, and CD27. Although their signaling mechanisms are known, whether they affect metabolic fitness or could empower CAR T cell persistence in patients is an active area of study.




Figure 4 | Manipulating the ability of T cells to withstand metabolic stress or altering the metabolism of tumors can enhance the therapeutic potential of T cell-based therapies. (A) Identifying markers that identify metabolically competent T cells, as well as understanding how small molecule compounds, biologics or receptor ligands could improve T cell metabolism will bring new targets to improve the efficacy of T cell products. (B) Better understanding of how the tumor microenvironment is affected by current therapies could provide new avenues to target both T cell and tumor metabolism to bolster immunotherapies. Enriching metabolically fit T cells during T cell isolation from whole blood or including metabolism modulating agents during TIL and CAR T cell expansion or altering CAR design of T cells could improve the survival of patients treated with cellular therapies.





Cytokine Priming and Metabolic Re-Programming

The generation of TIL products is possible through the use of high dose IL-2 in tumor digests. Current protocols promote the proliferation of T cells from tumor biopsies and can yield billions of cells after weeks to months of manufacturing. However, TIL products expanded in vitro are fully differentiated and show features of senescence, which impairs their persistence and antitumor capacity (2, 108). In contrast, T cells generated with central or stem-cell memory properties in vitro have increased potential for antitumor immunity (20, 39, 134). It has long been appreciated that priming T cells with the common γ chain cytokines IL-7, IL-15 or IL-21, can generate and sustain memory T cells and have shown promise in preclinical models of adoptive T cell therapy (135). In fact, expansion of TIL from patient biopsies using a combination of the common γ chain cytokines have yielded less differentiated T cells with improved stemness features, however whether they synergize in combination to improve T cell bioenergetics remains to be fully elucidated (136, 137). Compared to IL-2 conditioning, expanding T cells with IL-15 vastly improves mitochondrial fitness, prevents overt T cell differentiation and improves tumor immunity (12, 36). Furthermore, when compared with IL-15, IL-21 appears to be most effective at preventing T cell differentiation prior to ACT and promotes greater tumor immunity than IL-15 (138); however, whether IL-21 alters T cell metabolism in a similar manner as IL-15 remains to be determined. Recently two independent reports showed that targeting IL-21 directly to T cells rather than systemic delivery in combination with PD-1 therapy improved tumor immunity. They also showed that systemic delivery of soluble IL-21 did not improve the therapeutic efficacy of PD-1 blockade, however when the anti-PD-1 antibody was fused to IL-21 synergetic improvement in tumor immunity was noticed (139, 140). There are currently many efforts to translate the use of single and combinations of these cytokines to expand TIL and CAR products for ACT, as well as novel ways to incorporate cytokine releasing switches in CAR constructs and fusion proteins. However, these studies highlight a need to better understand how and when to use these modulatory cytokines, as they may compromise T cell growth or functionality due to their effect on other immune cells within tumors.



Inhibiting Signaling Pathways to Improve T Cell Therapies

Engagement of TCR, costimulatory molecules and cytokines mediate many internal cascades that contribute to T cell differentiation. These signals promote immunological memory; however, depending on the type and strength, these signals can also drive to T cell differentiation and exhaustion (141). An attractive approach is to use pharmacologic inhibitors against signaling cascades downstream of these signaling cues (Figure 4A) to generate antitumor T cells with durable memory traits. Canonical signaling downstream of T cell activation turns on the PI3K/ATK/mTOR signaling pathway and leads to T cell effector differentiation (142). This signaling axis is critical for rewiring metabolism to enable growth, protein translation and function in all proliferating cells, thus using compounds that target components of this pathway is a sensible approach to modulate T cell biology to improve their anti-tumor potential. Our lab and others have shown that targeting the delta subunit of PI3K, which is expressed specifically in lymphocytes, generates T cells with a less differentiated state (143), including murine and human antitumor CD8+ CTLs or CD4+ Th17 cells (144, 145). In fact, Dwyer et al. reported that blocking the PI3Kδ or PI3Kγ subunits were most advantageous for the production of highly effective anti-tumor T cells compared to those treated with drugs that inhibited both PI3Kδ and PI3Kγ subunits (146). Although is predicted that PI3K inhibition should dampen glucose metabolism and reciprocally improve T cell mitochondrial function it is still to be explored if selectively inhibiting the delta or gamma subunit have lasting effects on T cell metabolism reprograming or mitochondrial fitness (146). Downstream of PI3K, Akt blockade was also found to increase T cell stemness as well as FAO metabolism without perturbation of glycolysis upon restimulation (147, 148). Furthermore, inhibition of mTOR with rapamycin generates T cells that resemble a rare stem-memory like T cell population with enhanced survival capacity, mitochondrial respiration and lasting persistence in hosts (149–151). These findings reveal an interesting approach in modulating T cell differentiation and metabolism, which endow T cells with enhanced tumor-killing capacity. However, the question is raised as to which approach is most effective and what mechanisms govern the efficacy of this therapeutic inhibition during ACT expansion. A potential mechanism is that inhibiting the PI3K/Akt/mTOR pathway leads to enhanced autophagy, which is a well described homeostatic process involved promoting T cell memory and mitochondrial fitness (152, 153). This idea is further strengthened by a new report shown an important role for T cell intrinsic mitochondrial regulation by autophagy as an important part sustained immunity against tumors (154).

Another clue as to how blocking signaling cascades may overlap to improve T cell therapies was recently identified by the Restifo group (155). They used a multi-phenotype CRISPR screen to identify more than 25 targets downstream of T cell activation. They identified the stress response p38 MAP kinase as a key driver involved in preventing T cell mediated tumor immunity (155). This finding reinforces previous studies that elegantly demonstrated that ER stress, a target regulated by p38, impairs intratumoral T cell protein translation of cytotoxic molecules and regulates mitochondrial and T cell exhaustion (156–159). Nonetheless, the current efforts exploring inhibition of these key signaling pathways in vitro may provide TIL and CAR T cell with enhanced bioenergetics, persistence and anti-tumor capacity during their expansion. A potential benefit of using inhibitors of these key proliferation pathways is their effect on tumor and other suppressive immune cells, such as Tregs (160, 161) and myeloid cells (162) as they are sensitive to PI3K inhibition and may enhance the expansion of TIL. Based on current the literature, inhibition of growth and differentiation pathways such as the PI3K/AKT/mTOR signaling axis directly alters the development and metabolic programing of T cells in vitro, which improves their bioenergetics and persistence in vivo (Figure 4A).



Exploiting Nutritional Stress in Vitro for Beneficial Metabolic Adaptations

Recent reports show that T cells expanded in the presence of metabolic stress are surprisingly better at delaying tumor growth (103, 163). Although this finding is counterintuitive, this discovery may be explained by the ability of T cells to adapt to scarce environments by upregulating alternative sources of fuel through metabolic adaptations. For example, Sukumar et al. found that depriving T cells of glucose in vitro increased the number of less differentiated CTLs and supported their stem and central memory profile. These glucose-starved T cells regained potent effector functions in the tumor when infused into mice (163). Moreover, these cells upregulated AMPK activity, known to enhance mitochondrial respiration and fatty acid usage, and mediated robust regression of melanoma compared to conventionally cultured T cells (163). Most recently this finding has been supported by transient glucose restriction which improves T cell immunity against tumors via increased pentose phosphate pathway activity (164). Note that this study is not diminishing the importance of glucose for T cell survival and effector functions. Instead, it highlights the unexpected finding that the biology of T cells can be altered simply by transiently denying them this metabolite in vitro, an adaptation likely to be driven by mitochondrial compensation (62). In fact, T cells engineered to overexpress the gluconeogenesis enzyme phosphoenolpyruvate carboxykinase (PCK) can improve antitumor immunity, putatively by increasing the pool of glucose available to enter glycolysis and other ancillary pathways like the pentose phosphate pathway (165).

Glucose availability is a requirement for T cell mediated immunity in vivo, so how does depriving T cells of glucose in vitro enhance tumor immunity? An explanation could be provided by recent work showing that nutritional deprivation can be a double-edged sword depending on the context. In this work, priming T cells in vitro with high potassium concentrations lead to metabolic reprogramming to increase Acetyl Co-A Synthase (ACCS1) which enhanced mitochondrial respiration, conferred stem memory qualities in T cell and enhanced tumor immunity in vivo (49, 153). This data revealed that priming T cells in vitro with nutritional deprivation can improve antitumor activity, in part due to improved bioenergetic plasticity in a similar fashion as depriving glucose in vitro. Pressuring T cells to undergo metabolic adaptations that allow survival under cellular stress, such as promoting mitochondrial biogenesis, enhancing mitochondrial respiration, or enhancing ancillary pathways such as PPP or gluconeogenesis can benefit tumor control.



Nutritional Support for Anti-tumor T Cells

Collectively, this rich body of work on T cell metabolism highlights the need for T cells to adapt and use alternative fuel sources to thrive in the harsh tumor microenvironment. So, the question is posed, which fuels are most effective at supporting T cell antitumor activity? Recent work suggests that select amino acids and nucleotides may contribute. For example, supplementation of L-arginine in vitro and in vivo improves T cell tumoricidal activity by enhancing their memory formation and mitochondrial respiration (166). Additionally, supplementing inosine (a nucleoside capable of entering the central carbon pathways of glycolysis and the pentose phosphate pathway) under glucose deprivation enhanced the ability of T cells to clear tumors in mice (59). Identifying unique metabolites to augment cancer immunotherapy is attractive, as they can be delivered directly into T cell cultures or in vivo without overt expected side effects. A recent report suggests that highly therapeutic CD26high T cells might have those properties (167), as CD26 docks adenosine deaminase (ADA), which cleaves suppressive adenosine [produced by tumors and Tregs (105)] into inosine an important precursor for nucleotide synthesis and feedback into one carbon metabolism (59). This idea is particularly attractive given how potent CD26high T cells are at ablating large tumors, and suggest that ADA-induced inosine might play a role in their potency. Furthermore, methionine is a metabolite that enters the central carbon cycle and is a required amino acid for supporting T cells with effector properties (60, 61). In vivo, supplementing T cells with surplus L-arginine, inosine or potentially methionine could be an attractive way to enhance tumor immunity by providing alternative fuels for T cells exogenously (Figure 4B).



Direct Mitochondrial Agonists to Enhance Anti-tumor T Cells

Modulating nutrients to directly fuel T cells within tumors may not be the most efficient way to help their support their bioenergetic needs. Instead, directly stimulating the mitochondrial function of T cells using pharmacologic agonists might be more effective (Figure 4B). In fact, several reports have shown that small molecule agonists of AMPK, mTOR and PPARα or γ in combination with immune checkpoint blockade (ICB) therapy can promote mitochondrial function in T cells, leading to a positive immune response against tumors (168). For example, PD-L1 blockade in combination with an agonist of peroxisome proliferator–activated receptor γ and co-activator of PGC1α was remarkably effective at mediating curative responses in mice with melanoma (169). This approach is supported by a recent study revealing that T cell mitochondrial function is a marker for responsiveness in patients treated with ICB (168). Thus, it is likely that mitochondrial T cell health and regulation may play an important role in patient responses to immunotherapy (62, 68). Also, survival cues (such as AMPK, PKA and the Sirtuin family of acetylating enzymes) regulate T cell metabolism under energetic stress. This action improves T cell survival via bolstering mitochondrial biogenesis (PGC1a), remodeling (fused mitochondria) and recycling (i.e. mitochondrial autophagy) (70, 81, 154). However, direct perturbation of the tumor itself is also likely to modulate metabolites that promote T cell immunity (Figure 4B). Many investigators are thus focused on combining radiation or chemotherapy with ICB to help patients, but exactly how these therapies impact the nutrient tug of war between tumor and T cells is still up for debate as well as whether these approaches can be exploited for the expansion of TIL and CAR T cells.




Manipulation of Tumor Cell Metabolism

New insights into the metabolic requirements for tumors has sparked interest in manipulating their metabolism to improve immunity (54, 102). Nonetheless, there is limited but promising data regarding the benefit of combining current chemotherapeutic strategies or inhibition of tumor metabolism. Although glucose availability is a key determinant of T cell response, the heterogenous nature of the tumor warrants exploration of multiple targets (55, 57).

Preventing tumors from using the nutrients they need to survive can provide an advantage for T cell effector functions. For example, targeting the lactate dehydrogenase (LDHA), an enzyme that converts pyruvate to lactate and regeneration of NAD+ in tumors, improves T and NK cell function (47, 170, 171). Additionally, altering the hypoxic tumor environment can improve the therapeutic potential of ICB and adoptive transfer therapies, given the critical role of HIF1-α in altering the metabolic requirements of tumors under oxygen stress (172). For example, metformin plus PD-1 therapy enhanced the antitumor capacity of endogenous T cells in mice, in part by reducing the hypoxic nature of the melanoma (173). Another approach to target the tumor to augment immunity has been the neutralization of the highly acidic TME with sodium bicarbonate or other proton pump inhibitors prior to ICB or ACT (174). Combination of tumor metabolism inhibition and chemotherapeutic regiments may relieve the nutritional tug of war between tumors and T cells (93, 175). One promising strategy is to block glutamine metabolism within tumors, as this can also empower T cell immunity, a remarkable feat for single chemotherapy agents (58). Finally, another example of targeting the tumor to augment outcomes is found in pre-conditioning patients with systemic cisplatin to enhance T cell immunity at a secondary tumor site following radiotherapy, also known as the abscopal effect (176, 177). Thus, identifying FDA approved chemotherapeutics that alter tumor metabolism to augment the therapeutic potential of immunotherapies will be key to improve current therapeutic approaches (Figure 4).



Summary and Perspectives

It has 70 years since the first studies on T cell metabolism (178). The importance of T cell bioenergetics and its effect on immunity are gaining a new level of appreciation today and are being explored by multiple investigators. Yet, many key questions remain unanswered about how T cell metabolism impacts immunotherapy. For example, how do expression of inhibitory receptors and co-stimulatory molecules [such as LAG-3, TIM3, ICOS and other TNFRSF receptors (i.e. OX40, 4-1BB] impact T cell and tumor metabolism? Moreover, how do “suffering” T cells preconditioned under nutritional deficits gain antitumor activity in vivo? Insights into these mechanisms will be critical to design optimal therapies as mono- or combination approaches.

Herein, we have highlighted the myriad of ways metabolism is emerging as a major target for next generation immunotherapies. While the optimal therapeutic approach is unclear, promising strategies include targeting the tumor/immune axis either altogether or as individual branches. Chemotherapy and irradiation as preconditioning agents hinder the tumor directly, permit release of antigens and host immune activation. After effective tumor priming, administration of potent immune activating agents can help overcome immune evasion by the tumor. These immune therapies include checkpoint inhibitors, costimulatory agonists, and adoptively transferred T cells, each have the potential to harness a metabolic advantage for antitumor immune cells. Additionally, direct administration of agents which alter nutrient plasticity or promote metabolic adaptation of T cells over tumors could also synergize. However, as highlighted by the effect of tumor glycolysis and CTLA-4 blockade and the ability of other immunosuppressive cells to benefit from metabolism modulators there is always a possibility that fostering a metabolic advantage for the T cells in the tumor could also benefit the immunosuppressive microenvironment of the tumor, thus defining the timing and sequence of intervention is a challenge that needs to be addressed. One advantage of adoptive T cell therapy as an alternative, is the flexibility to manipulate the T cell directly obviating the challenge of competing immunosuppressive cells and the tumor. However, there are challenges that remain in designing optimal methods to reliably and potently alter the metabolism and function of ex vivo expanded T cells. This body of work suggest that by using inhibitors of key differentiation/stress pathways or conditioning with cytokines or co-receptors that improve metabolic function, we could provide the competitive advantage needed to ablate tumors long-term in patients. Regardless of the specific method, metabolic rewiring is likely to play a significant role in eliciting durable and long-lasting immunity in tumors resistant to conventional therapies.
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This review provides insight into the role of engineered T-cell receptors (TCRs) in immunotherapy. Novel approaches have been developed to boost anticancer immune system, including targeting new antigens, manufacturing new engineered or modified TCRs, and creating a safety switch for endo-suicide genes. In order to re-activate T cells against tumors, immune-mobilizing monoclonal TCRs against cancer (ImmTAC) have been developed as a novel class of manufactured molecules which are bispecific and recognize both cancer and T cells. The TCRs target special antigens such as NY-ESO-1, AHNAKS2580F or ERBB2H473Y to boost the efficacy of anticancer immunotherapy. The safety of genetically modified T cells is very important. Therefore, this review discusses pros and cons of different approaches, such as ImmTAC, Herpes simplex virus thymidine kinase (HSV-TK), and inducible caspase-9 in cancer immunotherapy. Clinical trials related to TCR-T cell therapy and monoclonal antibodies designed for overcoming immunosuppression, and recent advances made in understanding how TCRs are additionally examined. New approaches that can better detect antigens and drive an effective T cell response are discussed as well.
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Introduction

In 2018, GLOBOCAN reported 18.1 million new cancer cases and 9.6 million related deaths worldwide (1). Recent studies have examined the role of neo-antigens in promoting immunotherapy pointing to their promising potential to treat cancer and increase overall survival rates of patients (2). Antibodies which inhibit T-cell inhibitory receptor, programmed death 1 (PD-1), and target its ligand on tumor surface, PD-L1, in order to decrease T cell tolerance in the tumor microenvironment (TME), have recently been approved by US Food and Drug Administration (FDA) (3). Suppression of PD-1 and PD-L1 has achieved promising antitumor effects in metastatic bladder, pancreatic, ovarian, breast, gastric, and renal-cell cancers (4–9). However, more potent and targeted approaches are crucial to combat certain cancers resistant to conventional therapies (10).

The one of most powerful therapeutic strategy in immunotherapy is adoptive cell transfer (ACT) (Figure 1). Chimeric antigen receptors (CAR) and engineered T cell receptors (TCRs) are recent therapeutic manufactured receptors of T cells which are used in adoptive T-cell immunotherapy (11, 12). The TCR-engineered T cells express tumor antigen-specific receptors with α and β chains which are produced from high-quality and high-avidity antigen-specific T-cell clones. They are utilized to develop antigen-specific immunotherapy (13). Recent clinical trials assessing the effectiveness of ACT therapy, TCR modified T (TCR-T) cells, and immune checkpoint inhibitors showed good outcomes. The high affinity and cellular avidity of TCR-T cells determine specific binding of several cellular proteins, which mean TCRs play a key role in activating T cellular avidity. In contrast to low affinity of TCRs which reduce the efficiency of TCR-based therapy, the high-affinity TCRs (Affinity ≥ 2.5nM) are specific and sensitive for targeting cell-surface human leukocyte antigens (HLAs) (14). The TCR molecules belong to a superfamily of immunoglobulin and they consist of two covalently-bound polymorphic subunits, each of which is antigen-specific, and they are related to at least four different types of signal transduction chains.




Figure 1 | Adoptive T cell therapy. In adoptive cell therapy (ACT), cells are collected from cancer tissues/T cells which are then isolated from other cells, genetically manipulated by engineered TCR or CAR, co-cultured and proliferated, and eventually sent back into circulation.



In order to activate T lymphocyte, there has to be an interaction between TCR and major histocompatibility complex (MHC) (Figure 2). The strength of interaction between TCRs and pMHC (peptide-MHC) determines the fate of immature thymocytes, which is very important for the survival of naive T cells. Thus, TCR-T immunotherapy technique activates the host’s immune system through efficient interaction with MHC, especially class II molecules; the latter are specifically recognized by TCR-T cells and CAR-T cells (15). The TCR-T cells penetrate tumors but CAR-T cells are mainly distributed on the tumor periphery to access surface antigens. This makes TCR-T cells more efficient in cancer treatment (16).




Figure 2 | The interaction between peptide MHC and T cells. Cytotoxic T cells (CD8+) recognize MHC-I, CD3 coupled TCRs which activate T cell signaling cascade, including calcium-dependent and protein kinase C signaling pathways (PKC). Calcium is required for activation of nuclear factor of activated T cells (NFAT) leading to expression and secretion of Interleukin (IL)-2 and activation of PKC leading to tuning and regulating the production and secretion of ILs, including IL-2, T cell migration, T cell proliferation, and autoimmunity and graft rejection. CD4+ T cells are able to switch off the immune system by promoting regulatory T cells (Treg). In order to activate T cell proliferation, TCR also triggers p38MAPK and PI3K/Akt pathways. Once CD4 or CD8 activates TCR, it then activates Lymphocyte-Specific Protein-Tyrosine Kinase (Lck) which triggers phosphorylation of CD3 ζ chains.



This review provides insights into TCR-T cells with a special focus on its role in clinical anticancer immunotherapy. It also discusses advantages and disadvantages of different approaches in anticancer immunotherapy, including immune mobilizing monoclonal T-cell receptors against cancer (ImmTAC), inducible caspase-9, and Herpes simplex virus-thymidine kinase (HSV-TK) systems. Clinical trials on TCR-T cell therapy are discussed as well. Further, various strategies in anticancer immunotherapy with a special focus on TCR-T cell therapy are examined, highlighting efficacy and safety of each method in diagnostic and targeted cancer immunotherapy.



Comparison of CAR and TCR Therapies

In ACT, TCRs and CARs therapies, modified T cells have been successfully used as a paradigm-shifting clinical immunotherapy to treat solid tumors (17) (Figure 3). CAR T cells were engineered to transfer arbitrary specificity onto an immune effector cell, like T cell, which specifically eliminates antigen-bearing tumor cells (17). The CAR has scFv derived from antibody, CD3ζ and transmembrane domain (so-called first-generation CARs) (18). In this way, engineered CAR is able to recognize specific tumor associated-antigens (19). Therefore, the CAR has the ability to bind unprocessed tumor surface antigens without MHC processing (20) while TCRs engage with both tumor intracellular and surface antigenic peptides embedded in MHC (Table 1) (21). Generally, CAR scFv domain is used to engage with cell surface antigens (22). The scFv fragments could guide the constitutive activation and proliferation of T cells in an antigen-dependent mechanism; however, some scFv may guide T cells into an antigen-independent mechanism which lead to an unsuccessful treatment (23).




Figure 3 | TCRs vs CAR and genetically modified T cells in immunotherapy. Cancer targeting receptors, TCR and CAR, are introduced to the activated T cells to empower them against special type of cancer. ζ subunit of CD3 on the surface of T cell is essential for triggering signaling cascade of T cells. In contrast to TCR which needs to be activated by endogenous CD3, CARs are hybrid receptors manufactured from a single-chain variable fragment (scFv) attached to ζ subunit of CD3. Both introduced and endogenous TCRs recognize HLA peptides on cancer cells. The CARs, instead, do not recognize HLA directly which trigger T cell signaling cascade in a TCR-independent manner.




Table 1 | Comparative characteristics of TCR and CAR.



Furthermore, first-generation CARs T cells showed limited expansion and relatively short persistence, which failed to evoke robust anti-tumor activity in the clinical studies (24, 25). The ‘second-generation’ CARs clinical activity can be induced by the CD3ζ domain insertion, namely co-stimulatory receptors CD28 (28ζ), 4-1BB/CD137 (BBζ) and OX40 (OX40ζ) CARs (26–28). The CD28 or CD137/4–1BB was added to CD3ζ endodomain of CAR-T cells which then promotes a more robust and durable T cells response (29, 30). Moreover, these second-generation CARs, which target CD19 antigen (CD19-specific scFv), are highly active against B cell malignancies and have promising clinical benefit (31, 32). In order to overcome the limitations of each individual costimulatory domain, the third generation CARs were proposed to simultaneously combine two co-stimulatory signaling (CD28 and 4-1BB), which presents a superior expansion and longer persistence than second-generation (33).

In contrast, TCRs are α/β heterodimers that bind to the MHC-bound antigens (Figure 3). As discussed above, CARs recognize tumor antigen which led to T cell activation with different functions compared with TCR. CAR-T cell therapy has certain disadvantages like off-tumor toxicities when targeting tumor-specific antigen (34). Compared with CARs, TCRs have several structural advantages in T cell-based therapy because they, such as more subunits in their receptor structure (ten subunits vs one subunit), greater immunoreceptor tyrosine-based activation motif (ITAMs) (ten vs three), less dependence on antigens (one vs 100), and more co-stimulate receptors (CD3, CD4, CD28, etc.) (20). The TCRs with low MHC interaction affinity range (104-106M-1) have been suggested for efficient T-cell stimulation (35). On the contrary, CARs possess a higher affinity range of (106-109M-1) and off-rates to recognize cell surface antigen (20). In order to maintain high-antigen sensitivity and to recognize pMHCs, exclusively monomeric TCR-CD3 complexes have been suggested (21). In contrast, the CAR-mediated cell sensitivity depends on higher density of cell surface antigen (36). Furthermore, T cell/antigen interaction is initiated in an immune synapse (IS) structure in which the TCR presents a ring region with peripheral LFA-1 adhesion, while CAR shows diffuse LFA-1 distribution without ring region (37). As a result, TCR-IS initiates a slower but longer duration signaling than that of CAR-IS. Meanwhile, the CAR-T cells presents faster killing function and move on to the next tumor target (serial killing), this was in stark contrast to the TCR-T cells protracted signaling and more extended killing.

Clinical trials involving with TCRs and CARs therapies have potential to suppress tumors progression. The CARs have been unable to effectively suppress malignant cells of some solid tumors and this is due to the presence of various types of antigens, their expression level, immunosuppressive environment, and construction of CARs. However, TCR-T cell transfer therapy has effectively treated some solid and hematological tumors (37).



Recombinant TCRs

The TCR is one of the body’s most complex receptors, which contain six different receptor subunits to its very broad signaling activities in T cells (38). Tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs)-TCR changes dramatically influence the tumor-dominant T cells (39). Among which, the changes in TCR will contribute to the expansion/proliferation of T cells. The TCR diversity and increased TILs were associated with anti-tumor effects, and TCR engineering in selective TILs is optimal therapy for the tumor rather than periphery (40). The TCR is composed of α and β chains that together bind to the peptide-MHC ligand, and signaling subunits of CD3 complex (ϵ, γ and δ) as well as the CD3ζ homodimer (41). All subunits except CD3ζ have extracellular immunoglobulin (Ig) domains. Based on these structures, the immune mobilizing monoclonal modified T-cell receptors (ImmTAC) were designed so that can specifically recognize the target HLA-peptide. There are some emerging techniques that utilize signaling subunits of the TCR and improve immunotherapy efficiency in HLA-independent manners, such as ImmTAC, TRuCs and TAC.


Immune Mobilizing Monoclonal T-Cell Receptors (ImmTAC)

The ImmTACs were designed using engineered, soluble, and affinity-enhanced monoclonal TCRs (mTCRs). ImmTACs are basically fusion proteins which combine an engineered TCR-based targeting system with a single chain antibody fragment (scFv) effector function. In the construction of ImmTACs, TCRs was deemed as antibodies which possess antigen recognition within the immune system. However, while antibodies only target cell surface or secreted proteins, TCRs are able to recognize peptides derived from intracellular targets presented by human leukocyte antigen (HLA) (42)(Figure 4).




Figure 4 | The mechanism of ImmTAC action. ImmTACs are designed to activate T cells against cancer and virus-infected cells. ImmTAC is specific to both MHC-peptides (pHLA) located on the surface of the tumor and CD3s located on T cells. The ImmTAC is able to directly activate CD3 and its corresponding pathways in activated T cells. In fact, the specific role of CD4 and CD8 is to stabilize the immune synapse, an important process of T cells shortened and empowered by ImmTACs.



ImmTACs have the potential to suppress tumor growth as they exert their activity through T cell redirection. Generally, ImmTACs comprising tumor-associated antigen-specific monoclonal TCR which strongly boost the affinity to pMHC (43). They effectively redirect these cells to eliminate cancer cells (44). The ImmTAC binds to the cancer cell through specific targeting of HLA-peptide complexes on their cell surface. The picomolar affinity of TCR to pMHC results in the coating of target cells by ImmTACs, and facilitates T-cell mediated effector function via interaction between scFv antibody fragments and CD3. Moreover, ImmTAC also activates CD8+ T cells in a dose-dependent manner with a low picomolar range of EC50 values (45). It has been shown that an ImmTAC, IMCgp100 effectively redirects and activates effector and memory CD8+ and CD4+ cells (46). The ImmTAC exhibits a polyfunctional response through secretion of several types of cytokines, such as tumor necrosis factor-α (TNF-α), interferon-γ, IL-6 pro-inflammatory cytokines, macrophage inflammatory protein-1α-β (MIP1α-β) and IFN-γ-inducible protein-10. The TNF-α and IFN-γ are highly effective inflammatory agents which promote apoptosis of tumor cell and stimulate inflammation of endothelial cells to enhance immune cell adhesion and extravasation in TME (47). MIP1α-β proteins involved in tumor proliferation or associated inflammation are potent chemo-attractants for monocytes. The MIP1α-β proteins are only secreted by CTLs and are mainly modulated by CD4+ T lymphocytes. An earlier study has shown IMCgp100-redirected T cells have a polyfunctional phenotype, a powerful anti-cancer response (46).

Furthermore, selecting appropriate target antigens is crucial for manufacturing ImmTACs. Certain dysregulated non-mutated proteins are presented as a tumor-associated antigen. Two decades ago, it was necessary to distinguish whether these targets are useful for immunotherapy by comparing their expression levels between tumor and normal tissues. Mass spectrometry has been used to identify low-abundance peptides because it has the sensitivity and ability to identify post-translational modifications for tumor antigens. While, failure to detect a pHLA complex using mass spectrometry does not mean it is absent. A pHLA target has the ability to induce an antigen-specific T cell response. The MHC-multimer technology can be used to profile T cell responses from immuno-stimulated patients. It also facilitates identification of suitable antigens (46). In order to compare ImmTAC targets, antigen expression, which is correlated with ImmTAC-mediated response, can be analyzed in vitro and in vivo studies (48). Of note, unexpected off-target reactivity of TCR-engineered T cells has been led to fatal cardiac toxicity, which was observed to recognize both epitope of MAGE-A3 and unrelated muscle protein titin in cardiac tissue in two series of clinical events (49). Hence, natural presentation of off-target peptide must be first confirmed using mass spectroscopy, and then followed by in vitro assessment of ImmTAC recognition. Since the therapeutic window maybe affected by ImmTAC off-target interactions, their affinity should be estimated (44). Overall, ImmTACs have been shown to enhance TCR-T cell anti-tumor response, but its safety needs further scrutiny.



T Cell Receptor Fusion Constructs (TRuCs)

More recently, reprogrammed TCR-T cells with a new target specificity and the potential for HLA-independent cells was developed. T cell receptor fusion constructs (TRuCs), antibody-based binding domain fused to T cell receptor (TCR) subunit, which was designed for effective recognition of tumor surface antigens (29, 50). The TRuCs, consisted of specific ligand antibody fused to the extracellular N-termini of five TCR subunits (TCRα, TCRβ, CD3ϵ, CD3γ and CD3δ), provide the engineered T cell with new target specificity and HLA-independent target cell elimination ability which can be activated by corresponding target cells (51). Upon lentiviral transduction, the TRuCs will be integrated into native TCR complex on the T cells surface. Therefore, activation and effector function of T cells are retained. This method on TCR engineering showed better anti-tumor effect compared to the second-generation CAR-T cells. Moreover, the TRuCs dominate full signaling machinery of the TCR complex, while CARs only utilized limited signaling of isolated CD3ζ cytoplasmic tail (50).



T Cell Antigen Coupler (TAC)

The T cell antigen coupler (TAC) is another platform that co-opts the endogenous TCR with MHC-independent manner to induce more efficient anti-tumor responses and reduces toxicity (52). The TAC chimeric proteins coupled the TCR to recognize antigen via CD3 domain binding, resulting in a TCR/CD3 complex formation and achieving more T cell responses (52). In addition, the activity of TAC receptor was critically dependent upon the choice of CD3-binding domain; hence, the appropriate scFvs improve the combination of phenotypic and functional characteristics. For example, the scFv derived from OKT3 (muromonab-CD3), one of the most commonly used agonistic anti-CD3 antibodies has lower cytokine production and cytotoxicity compared to UCHT1 (53). Thus, the delicate difference in integrating with the CD3 complex may contribute to substantially different functional outcomes. Compared to the second-generation CARs, the TAC engineered T cells did not merely favor the greater infiltration of solid tumors after adoptive injected but also reduced T cells expansion in healthy tissues that express antigens and off-tumor toxicities.



Others

Recently, several novel ACT technologies have been proposed. The Natural killer cells (NKs) were emerged as a promising source of CAR-based therapies (CAR-NKs), which is safety and availability (54). The NKs initiate innate immune responses against infections and malignancies with natural cytotoxicity (55). The CAR modified NKs shown specific and potent cytotoxic activity against target cells (56), and the CAR-NKs treatment significantly reduced the tumor growth (57, 58). Some preclinical data indicated that CAR-NKs may be advantageous over CAR-T cells in T-lymphoid malignancies, as the shared expression of targetable antigens on both malignant and normal T lymphocytes (e.g. CD5 and CD28) (54, 59). Moreover, recent studies have demonstrated that stem cells can differentiate into functional immune cells and/or crosstalk with immune cells to modulate the tumor immune environment (60). The pluripotent stem cells differentiated Cytotoxic T cells and NKs shown several advantages compared to primary immune cells, such as improved anti‐tumor activity and produced in essentially unlimited numbers (61). Meanwhile, induced pluripotent stem cells (iPSC) as a novel cancer vaccine achieved a promising preventive and therapeutic effects to various types of cancers (62). Kooreman et, al. indicated that autologous iPSC-based vaccine can elicit anti-tumor responses in breast cancer, mesothelioma, and melanoma models and reduce the local or distant relapse after primary tumor resection (63). Among which, in melanoma, iPSC vaccine is associated with fewer Th17 cells and promoted antigen-specific anti-tumor T cells response. Furthermore, the iPSC plus CpG vaccine can evoked a strong cancer-immunity by upregulating mature APCs, effector T cells and cytotoxic T cells, as well as decreasing the amount of regulatory T cells (Tregs) (62).




TCRs Side-Effects

The ACT with genetically engineered T cells has shown high sensitivity but with some severe adverse events in some clinical studies (11). Optimal TCR affinity in engineered T cells is vital and accordingly, receptor avidity is able to determine the safety/efficacy of T cell therapy (64). For example, in melanoma and neuroblastoma, some preclinical studies indicated the advanced intensity and durable antitumor effect of T cells. In a recent multi-target cell-based immunotherapy, patients were treated with CAR-Ts/TCRs against certain tumorigenic antigens, such as interventional studies of 10 and 4 tumor specific CAR-T/TCR in combination with cyclophosphamide or fludarabine (NCT03638206; NCT03941626). Meanwhile, the treatment-related adverse events were monitored based on Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE) v4.03 within 30 days after the last infusion. Not surprising, increased TCR expression and high frequency of TCR modified T cells within the graft improved TCR-modified T cells anti-tumor potency. In addition, combing the TCR therapy with irradiation therapy further improves efficiency of TCR therapy (65) (Table 2).


Table 2 | Clinical trials activated on engineered TCR-T cells.




With on-target off-tumor toxicities, avidity becomes a main obstacle to the clinical success of ACT. When an antigen-specific receptor is used, in terms of efficacy, the avidity should be high enough for proper T cell activation (66). On the other hand, low avidity TCR interaction is sufficient to activate T cells, but strong avidity is required to sustain T-cell expansion (67). In phase I/II ACT clinical trial, the low-avidity engineered T cells showed safer profile, but they had a weaker anti-tumor response (68). Therefore, optimal avidity is a key factor in safety/efficacy of ACT. Recently, the reversible Ni2+-nitrilotriacetic acid histidine tags (NTAmers) technique was developed to efficiently separate high-avidity cytotoxic T-cells (69). Through recognizing TCR–pMHC interaction of T cells, engineered T cells can be isolated into high and low-intermediate avidity subtypes. Herein, an advance technology for avidity monitoring is necessary to ensure safe treatment.


Herpes Simplex Virus Thymidine Kinase

Immunotherapy using T lymphocytes is an attractive strategy to treat many types of malignancies. However, the side-effects and off-target of T cell immunotherapy necessitates finding a safety switch mechanism which should be based on engineered T cells. Many clinical trials tried to eliminate potentially harmful cells using suicide genes (70). Thymidine kinase gene derived from herpes simplex virus I (HSV-TK) is one of the most common suicide genes. Therefore, transcriptional connection between HSV-TK and cell-division gene (CDK1) has been engineered and quantified based on mathematical models to determine the safety of this therapy (71). Cell batches in the suicide system and a homozygous HSV-TK-CDK1 boost safe-cell level (SCL) while ensuring a clinically validated safety range.

A serious complication related to hematopoietic allografts can happen when the Graft-versus-host disease (GvHD) is occurred. This, as a result of T cell transplantation, can cause tissue and organ damage. Transplantation of T cells recognizes the host’s histocompatibility in about 80% of patients (72). In order to prevent GvHD, T cells have been genetically modified with suicide gene HSV-TK using prodrug ganciclovir (GCV) (73)(Figure 5). Safety switches (suicide genes) are of particular value in long-term cell-dependent immunotherapies. They also avoid T cell off-target interactions. Herein, the suicide genes were able to control therapeutic process and can be initiated by early clinical interventions. For example, in clinical trial, HSV-TK modified T cells can be monitored by positron emission tomography (PET)/CT when they are migrating to an unexpected location (74).




Figure 5 | HSV-TK/GCV system vs inducible caspase-9 system. The herpes simplex virus–Thymidine Kinase/ganciclovir (HSV-TK/GCV) system eliminates tumorigenic cells and it is efficient and specific against inducible pluripotent stem cells (iPSC) that can kill the cells whose HSV-TK expression has been silenced. The HSV-TK/GCV system is used as a safety switch and it produces a toxic compound that kills the transduced cells. Another method in suicide gene therapy is introducing inducible caspase-9 (iC9) into iPSC. The iC9 dimerization activates iC9 which then triggers a caspase cascade leading to elimination of tumors originating from iPSC. Specific chemical inducers of dimerization (CID) induce iC9.



There are several limitations. First, previous studies observed a small number of patients with HSV-TK engineered T cells had lost sensitivity to GCV. Second, the pro-drug GCV not only activates HSV-TK which precludes its administration, but it also acts as an anti-viral drug for other indications like cytomegalovirus (CMV) infections (75). Finally, HSV-TK engineered T cells have potential immunogenic activity. Autologous immune response to activate the suicide gene may result in transduced T-cell elimination, and therefore, reduces their therapeutic efficiency (76). Non-immunogenic suicide genes with low toxicity, stable expression, and high eliminating strength are urgently required in newly engineered transduced T cells.



Inducible Caspase-9

Although HSV-TK shows safety in cell-based immunotherapy, the phosphorylated nucleoside analogs into DNA synthesis is required to complete elimination of tumor cells (77). Specifically, a quick elimination of the infused cells is required for cancer cellular therapies and regenerative medicine. An original inducible T-cell safety switch is brought to the donor T cell called caspase-9 (78) (Figure 5). Inducible caspase-9 is a fusion of human induced caspase-9 (iC9) which is a modified human FK-binding protein and it can be activated via a small-molecule compound AP1903 (79). This process depends on mitochondrial apoptotic pathway. After the pro-drug administration, the iC9-mediated cell clearance ratio was raised to ninety percent in half an hour (79). The iC9 suicide gene is less immunogenic, triggering reduced immune response against transgenic cells. This is to maintain a stable cell level in patients. After AP1903 treatment for one or two weeks in one study, polyclonal iC9-positive T cells were detected in peripheral blood with specific reactivity (79). Thus, the iC9 cell-suicide system is proven to be activated to guard T-cell-based immunotherapies and expand their clinical applications. The iC9-based safety switch has been shown to have better potential than the preexisting suicide genes for cellular therapy. In previous studies, iC9-T cells have been reported which deplete their alloreactive components ex vivo (80). A new study showed iC9 allodepletion could be done in vivo instead, and iC9-T cells can be eliminated within 30 minutes of AP1903 absorption (81).

The transferred T cells can also secrete pro-inflammatory cytokines leading to life-threatening GvHD-associated cytokine release syndrome (CRS) (82). The CRS is caused by increased levels of cytokines including IL-6 and IFN-γ. Immunosuppressants, for example tocilizumab as an anti-IL-6 receptor, with or without corticosteroids, can reverse this situation (83). The results indicate iC9 activation is sufficiently potent to promote allodepletion and treat GvHD, which leads to rapid resolution of CRS. Despite the iC9 system is engineered to prevent side-effect of T cell immunotherapy, integration of any transgene is mutagenic and potentially oncogenic. Hence, it is vital to assess its potential risks and benefits.




Discussion and Concluding Remarks

Tyrosine kinases belong to a key category of oncogenic proteins including Her2, EGFR, and VEGFR which are targeted by tyrosine kinase inhibitors (TKIs), such as lapatinib, gefitinib and sunitinib (84, 85). However, treatment with TKIs showed acquired resistance to chemotherapy after a few weeks of administration (86). Hence, lower toxicity and higher efficacy in anticancer therapeutic strategy are vital. Recently, gene-modified T cells with least adverse effects have been shown as extremely effective in treating solid and liquid tumors. Therapies which activate the immune system, such as those using antibodies against immune checkpoint PD-1, were shown to have a great potential (87). In addition, antigen-targeted approaches of monoclonal antibodies, CAR-T cell therapy, and TCR-based therapy have shown varied successes against specific tumors (11, 88). Therapies that use modified TCR-T cells for preclinical and clinical investigations have tremendous potential (89, 90). In lung cancer, however, solo use of ImmTAC therapy has failed. In order to recovery ImmTAC potency and tumor regression, the anti-PD-1 monoclonal antibody showed beneficial effects (91). ImmTAC efficiently redirects and activates effector and memory T cells within the CD8+ and CD4+ repertoires. This results in cytotoxic activity against melanoma cells. Apart from its direct therapy effect, ImmTAC can redirect lymphocytes to secrete several key cytokines and chemokines in T cells, such as IFN-γ, ILs (IL-2 and IL-6) and TNF-α, which result in a sustained anti-tumor defense in ACT (46).

The TME is known to suppress TILs (92). Engineered TCRs are able to boost T-cell trafficking and activation in TME (93, 94). Recently, E7 TCR gene therapy showed potential therapeutic value against HPV cancers (89). The ACT from TCR engineered human T cells has shown encouraging results. However, these approaches need further validation (95). In ACT, GVHD maybe observable with different and unpredictable kinetics (96). It has also been shown TCR/CD3 inhibition triggers T cell apoptosis (97).

A quick elimination of infused cells is important for cancer cellular therapies as engineered T cells expressing suicide genes with a specific prodrug are rapidly eliminated by apoptosis. Caspase-9 is a key element in apoptosis and is involved in various chemotherapy stimuli (78). Incorporating NK cells with an iC9 suicide switch enhances safety of anti-leukemia approaches which allows for their safe clinical application (98). However, this method also leads to a rapid inactivation of effector T cells in the event of adverse reactions (99). Anti-cancer and suicide mechanisms can co-exist without effects on cells and hamper tumoricidal activity (100). The iC9 safety switch of transduced T-cells also proved to be reliable in Phase I trial involving patients undergoing haplo-identical stem cell transplantation (90). Furthermore, HSV-TK has been observed to be another safety switch to trigger apoptosis in the cell line of head and neck carcinoma (101). Novel and highly efficient technique called TransfeX delivers HSV-TK into cervical, oral and pharyngeal with tumoricidal effects (102). Hence, TCR-T cell engineered with HSV-TK suicide gene may also enhance oncotherapy. It is evident therefore that TCR-T-cell immunotherapy has the potential to eradicate tumors in addition to lowering risks associated with immunotherapy (103).

In conclusion, TCR-T ACT has a good potential to treat cancers. TCR tuning is vital for T cell re-activity, immune responses, and its clinical effects on foreign antigens. The engineered TCRs targeting special antigens also boost efficiency of immunotherapy. The safety of genetically modified T cells for ACT is also vital. The present article reviewed advances of TCR T cell immunotherapy and proximal new techniques which can detect antigens and drive a T cell response. However, there are some limitations which need to be addressed in future research.
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Granzyme B is a renowned effector molecule primarily utilized by CTLs and NK cells against ill-defined and/or transformed cells during immunosurveillance. The overall expression of granzyme B within tumor microenvironment has been well-established as a prognostic marker indicative of priming immunity for a long time. Until recent years, increasing immunosuppressive effects of granzyme B are unveiled in the setting of different immunological context. The accumulative evidence confounded the roles of granzyme B in immune responses, thereby arousing great interests in characterizing detailed feature of granzyme B-positive niche. In this paper, the granzyme B-related regulatory effects of major suppressor cells as well as the tumor microenvironment that defines such functionalities were longitudinally summarized and discussed. Multiplex networks were built upon the interactions among different transcriptional factors, cytokines, and chemokines that regarded to the initiation and regulation of granzyme B-mediated immunosuppression. The conclusions and prospect may facilitate better interpretations of the clinical significance of granzyme B, guiding the rational development of therapeutic regimen and diagnostic probes for anti-tumor purposes.
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Introduction

Granzyme B (GrB) is a serine protease famous for its activity in proteolysis-mediated apoptosis and works as a critical effector molecule of cytotoxic lymphocytes (CLs) against pathogens during immunosurveillance (1). Upon being properly activated, CLs could recognize the ill-defined cells and secrete cytotoxic granules into an immunological synapse where granzyme B is endocytosed into the cytosol of target cells and triggers the downstream apoptotic pathways (2).

For a long time, granzyme B has been well-accepted as a representative marker for the priming of immunity and efficient killing of tumor cells. In light of the anti-tumor reputation of granzyme B, the development of GrB-based/targeted theranostics has been advanced rapidly in recent years (3, 4). However, the expression of granzyme B is not always positively correlated with anti-tumor performance. Some researchers even noticed that GrB-deficient mice demonstrated better eradication ability of either allogeneic or syngeneic tumor cells than did wild-type mice (5). Although granzyme B is selective on conserved amino acid sequences of its substrates, its cytotoxicity is non-specific to tumor cells, suggesting that granzyme B in active form, especially the one released to extracellular space, might harm both parties of the immune responses within the tumor microenvironment (TME) (5). These observations and hypothesis bring up a question: is granzyme B always a noteworthy ally against tumors or a waverer that sometimes works in the opposite way.

Increasing evidence has emerged to support the pleiotropic roles of granzyme B within which the immunosuppressive effects being highlighted. Aside from CD4+/CD8+ T cells and NK cells, the expression of active granzyme B is observed in many other types of cells such as B cells, dendritic cells, macrophages, mast cells, basophils, keratinocytes and chondrocytes etc., some are even the bystanders of lymphocytes (6). One part of them constitutively expresses granzyme B, while the other part only expresses it under proper stimulations. The significance of granzyme B expressed by these cells lies in not only their intrinsic feature but also the context that defines their roles. So far, several cell types, exemplified by T regulatory cells (Tregs), B regulatory cells (Bregs), and plasmacytoid dendritic cells (pDCs) are discovered to secrete granzyme B for immunosuppressive purposes as demonstrated in Figure 1, though the regulation networks are yet to be established (5, 7–9).




Figure 1 | Suppressor cells that secrete granzyme B for immunosuppressive purposes. MDSCs, Myeloid-derived suppressor cell; ESCs, Embryonic stem cell; MSCs, Mesenchymal stem cells; PRF, Perforin.



The immunosuppressive role of granzyme B was initially observed in the degradation of T cell receptor (TCR) zeta chain that is essential to the surface expression of TCRs for T cell development (10). The loss of TCR zeta chain seems to be a common phenomenon in tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes, especially the ones suffering from immune exhaustion. Although several mechanisms might involve the loss of TCR zeta chain, the degradation caused by granzyme B practically linked granzyme B with the immunosuppressive components in TME. Nevertheless, the degradation of TCR zeta chain is not the only way in which granzyme B suppresses the priming immunity. More mechanisms and participants have been unearthed in association with immunosuppressive roles of granzyme B, summing up a clearer picture of the GrB-expressing niches in TME, which we are going to discuss detailly in this review.



GrB+ Suppressor Cells


T Regulatory Cells

Tregs are a suppressive subset of T cells with the typical hallmarks of CD25 and Foxp3 expression. Although Tregs only occupy a small proportion of CD4+ T cells, they play central roles within the whole immunosuppressive microenvironment either in healthy or ill-defined conditions (11). They are essential to maintaining peripheral tolerance and immune homeostasis in the setting of autoimmune diseases while suppressing beneficial anti-tumor immunity in TME to facilitate tumor evasion and metastasis.

Varied stimulatory molecules induce the differentiation of Tregs into diversified subsets, thereby exerting their immunosuppressive functions against different immune cells via multiple pathways (12). For instance, Tregs competitively consume interleukin 2 (IL-2) with weakly activated T effector cells (Teff), causing the suppression of adaptive immune responses (13). Moreover, Tregs secrete IL-10, IL-35, adenosine, and transforming growth factor-β (TGF-β) while express surface molecules, such as cytotoxic T-lymphocyte antigen 4 (CTLA-4), lymphocyte activation gene 3 (LAG-3), and programmed death-1 (PD-1) for general immunosuppressive purposes (14). Other than inhibiting cell function or decreasing cell viability, Tregs can directly induce apoptosis or cytolysis of B cells, antigen-presenting cells (APCs) and Teff, etc., through a GrB-mediated manner (15, 16). This immunosuppression pattern may or may not require cell-to-cell contact, indicating different mechanisms that trigger granzyme B attack.

The association between granzyme B and immunosuppressive effects in Tregs was initially established based on the frequent presence of GrB+ Tregs in malignant tumor lesions (17). Also, high levels of GrB+ Treg was found to negatively correlated with the occurrence of acute graft-versus-host disease after hematopoietic stem cell transplantation, implying a regulatory effect on active participants of adaptive immunity (18). The expression and secretion of granzyme B by Tregs seem to be context-dependent, as evidenced by the disproportionate level of granzyme B in naturally occurring Tregs (nTregs) from thymus comparing to stimuli-inducible Tregs (iTregs) in TME (19).

CD4+CD25+FoxP3+ Treg is a typical phenotype that bears granzyme B for immunosuppressive purposes. In contrast to CD4+CD25+ Tregs, they present an elevated expression of CD275 (ICOSL), CD278 (ICOS), major histocompatibility complex (MHC) II and loss of CD73, which could suppress primed T cells in vivo via a GrB-dependent way (5, 20, 21). Unlike tumor-infiltrating Tregs, the circulating Tregs demonstrate very few GrB+ cells with frequencies of lower than 0.3% in all subtypes, further highlights the latent stimuli in specific niches that determine the presence of GrB+ Tregs (15).

Generally, the expression of granzyme B in T cells can be activated by prolonged TCR stimulation through CD3/CD28. However, the generation of GrB+ Tregs needs the participation of IL-2, as either TCR stimulation or IL-2 treatment alone would fail to induce granzyme B in Tregs (22). In addition to CD3/CD28, stimulation of naive CD4+ T cells with anti-CD46 monoclonal antibodies could convert them into granzymes/perforin/IL-10 producing Tregs that kill allogeneic cells as well as autologous immune cells (23, 24).

The induction of other immunosuppressive molecules often accompanies the generation of granzyme B in Tregs. Latency-associated peptide (LAP), the N-terminal pro-peptide of the TGF-β precursor, could facilitate the conversion of naive Tregs to iTregs. Studies have shown that these iTregs expressed more granzyme B and TGF-β than their LAP negative counterpart, exerting their immunosuppressive effects via both granzyme B and TGF-β mediated mechanisms (25–28). In another case, the up-regulation of granzyme B was observed in a “self-feeding” process of Tregs caused by an intercellular CC motif ligand (CCL) 1-CC chemokine receptor (CCR) 8 interaction, leading to synchronized up-regulation of FoxP3, CD39 and IL-10, which substantiated the in vivo proliferation and immunosuppressive activities of these Tregs (29). Even when encountered with OX40 agonist, potential immunotherapy that enhances anti-tumor immune responses, it did not harm the regulatory ability of Tregs due to the simultaneous increase in granzyme B, IFN-γ, and T-bet expression.

Although the immunosuppressive ability of Tregs would sometimes be reprogrammed or overwhelmed by a subtle environment, the expression and secretion of active granzyme B in Tregs could be a valuable prognostic for immunosuppressive status (30).



B Regulatory Cells

B cells have been classically associated with antibody secretion, antigen presentation, and T cell activation. However, the presence of B cell-mediated immune response does not always positively correlate with a benign prognosis during anti-tumor therapy. Some subsets of B cells, particularly the ones from tumor-derived lymph node (TDLN), exhibit regulatory phenotype and inhibitory activity toward other anti-tumor participants, probably contributing to the immunological tolerance of malignancies (31). These B cells with regulatory effects are termed as Bregs though there are no consensus markers about this classification (32).

The typical phenotype that different Bregs share is the secretion of IL-10 and expression of CD1d and CD5, although subsets of Bregs are known to express not only IL-10 but also other inhibitory molecules, including PD-L1, granzyme B, and TGF-β. Bregs express these cytokines for specific reasons. For instance, TGF-β from Bregs could induce iTregs which would, in turn, facilitate the differentiation of immature B cells into Bregs, hence synergistically controlling the inflammatory responses (33). GrB+ Breg is a special and potent regulatory subtype phenotypically and functionally distinct from IL-10-producing Bregs (B10 cells) in humans. In human GrB+ Bregs, most of the regulatory molecules are expressed primarily on GrB+, but not GrB- B cells. This suggests that granzyme B might be an important novel marker indicative of immunosuppressive effects of human Bregs (34). IL-21 derived from CD4+ T cells was found to dominantly drive the generation of GrB+ B cells, during which CD40L was identified as an important determinant for the differentiation of B cells into either plasma cells or GrB+ B cells (35). Only when cultured with IL-21+ CD40L- Th cells would B cells directly differentiate into GrB+ Bregs (36). The population of GrB+ Bregs is also positively correlated with IL-21 production. B cells from tolerant recipients but no other patients could regulate both the number of IL-21+ T cells and IL-21 production, suggesting a feedback loop that increases excessive B cell activation and endows the regulatory ability (37). Subsequently, GrB+ Bregs potently suppress the proliferation of co-cultured CD4+ T cells in a GrB-dependent manner. Aside from IL-21 producing cells such as CD4+ T cells, follicular helper T (Tfh) cells, and Natural killer T (NKT) cells, GrB+ Bregs also target excessive B cells for self-regulatory purposes as well as other bystander immune cells via paracrine mechanisms (7).

GrB+ B cells were unveiled to have pleiotropic roles in immune responses. One is the regulatory role that could maintain allospecific tolerance, and the other is the effector role against infected or ill-defined intruders (38). Within peripheral circulation, B cells from healthy individuals could produce and secrete granzyme B while encountering sufficient IL-21 and the stimulation of B cell receptors. A higher frequency of GrB+ B cells in peripheral blood often correlated with immune tolerance in the settings of autoimmune diseases, viral infection, and tumor progression (39). On the other hand, some GrB+ B cells were evidenced to initiate an attack against tumor cells due to its MHC-independent recognition of antigens. Such phenomenon often occurred in the early stage of neoplastic process, and, as the oncogenesis progressed, GrB+ B cells were gradually polarized into Bregs that might lead to malignancies during late-stage cancer (7, 38). That explains why GrB+ B cells found within the microenvironment of different tumor types were usually associated with the progress and metastasis of tumors.

The immunosuppressive mechanism exerted by GrB+ Bregs mainly converged on the GrB-dependent degradation of T cell receptor zeta-chain, which is similar to that by Tregs and pDCs. However, the ways Bregs work on other immunological participants for suppressive goals, especially those independent of T cell receptors for activation, still remain obscure (40, 41). In addition to direct inhibition of effector cells, Bregs with activated STAT3 are found in proximity to tumor vasculature and proved to be proangiogenic and positively correlated with tumor progression. Considering that STAT3 is a critical upstream transcription factor for granzyme B expression, such tumorigenic effects of B cells might partially attribute to either the cytotoxicity of granzyme B toward ambient effector cells or the proteolysis of extracellular matrix (ECM) by granzyme B (42).

Some researchers have tried to decipher the phenotypic signature of Bregs that could signify the expression level of GrB, leading to a few meaningful results as presented in Table 1 (33, 34). Nevertheless, puzzles delineating the phenotypes of GrB+ Bregs are yet to be settled. The ambiguity might relate to the origin of B cells which confer different phenotypes to Bregs in TDLNs, peripheral blood, and tonsil (43).


Table 1 | General information of GrB+ Bregs documented.





Plasmacytoid Dendritic Cells

Dendritic cells comprise versatile subsets designated to carry out different missions in response to immunologic stimuli. Some of them are determined effector cells against pathogen while others exert pleiotropic effects under different circumstances (44). Plasmacytoid dendritic cells (pDCs) play a crucial role during innate immunity by secreting bulk amounts of type I interferons (IFNs) in response to Toll-like receptor (TLR)–mediated pathogen recognition. Besides, pDCs can contribute to adaptive anti-tumor immunity by activation of antigen-specific T cells (45).

However, the presence of pDCs is not always beneficial to the boost of immunities. It has been evidenced in some cases that the complex interaction of pDCs with tumor cells and their microenvironment might lead to immunologic tolerance (46). For instance, factors such as TNF-α, TGF-β and IL-10 would abrogate the anti-tumor responses from pDCs and facilitate their pro-tumorigenic effects (47). The immunosuppressive roles of pDCs are closely associated with the functionality of Tregs because pDCs are one of the main driving forces for the development of Tregs in T-lymphocyte-rich areas of lymphatic organs (48). Hence an increase in intratumoral pDCs was often observed with simultaneous increase of Foxp3+ regulatory T cells in the same lesion and positively correlated with tumor vascular density (49). In a resting state, pDCs might induce unbiased Th1, Th2, or Treg responses, whereas, upon being activated with CD40 ligand (CD40L) and interleukin-3, pDCs specific of ICOS ligand (ICOSL) expression preferentially enhanced the generation of IL-10-secreting nTregs in periphery blood (47, 50). Such CD40-CD40L-mediated interaction between pDCs and nTregs established a feedback loop critical to pDC maturation and nTreg differentiation in the steady-state human thymus (51). In addition to the indirect immunosuppressive effect relating to Tregs, pDCs could directly participate in the immunomodulatory process via autocrine and/or paracrine mechanisms, such as via the secretion of IDO, ICOSL and Granzyme B, etc (8, 52, 53). Unlike effector T cells and NK cells which express and secrete perforin and granzyme B synergistically to fight against cancer, pDCs can produce and utilize a bulk amount of granzyme B independent of perforin. pDCs secrete granzyme B to the extracellular area, where it plays dual roles for anti-tumor immunity as it would help process peptide antigen to facilitate cross-presentation while generally suppress T cell activation and expansion through degrading the zeta chain of its TCR (54, 55).

Some researchers thought only specific subtypes of pDCs highly express and secrete granzyme B, as evidenced in a squamous carcinoma model (56). Another well-accepted notion suggested that the production of granzyme B could be induced and promoted in pDC precursors by certain immunosuppressive cytokines, including IL-3, IL-10, and IL-21. IL-3 was proved to be pivotal to GrB induction in pDCs (8). Literature has reported that IL-3 stimulated pDCs were able to decrease the population of both CD4+ and CD8+ T cells in a GrB-dependent manner. Such immunosuppressive effect of pDCs was further enhanced by IL-10, probably due to its contribution to granzyme B production, but inhibited by TLR stimulation which would downmodulate granzyme B expression in pDCs and polarize them into tumoricidal phenotypes (34, 57). IL-21 is a pleiotropic cytokine with a broad range of actions converging on immunogenicity (58). However, it could also induce the expression and secretion of granzyme B in pDCs, which is partially responsible for the pDC-mediated downregulation of CD4+ T cell proliferation (45). The regulatory side of IL-21 induced pDC can be reversed by the autocrine of type I IFNs which is consistent with the observation that TLR stimulation would convert GrBhigh pDCs into its GrBlow counterpart with immunogenic feature (59).



Other Cell Types

Expression of granzyme B is not specific to cytotoxic lymphocytes as many other cell types have been proved to express and secrete granzyme B under defined circumstances.

Except for conventional participants in immune responses (dendritic cells, macrophages, myeloid-derived suppressor cells, mast cells, basophils and B cells, etc.), these GrB expressing cells also include non-lymphocytes such as keratinocytes, platelets, human articular chondrocytes, and even cancer cells (60). Some cell types express GrB with perforin and other members of the granzyme family, which are often regarded as effector cells against cancer, while others express GrB independent of those cytotoxic components that might lead to pleiotropic effects (6).

Myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) are one of the critical immunosuppressive cells against effector T cells, NK cells, dendritic cells and macrophages in the TME (61, 62). Even though their mechanisms of action are yet to be established, the clinical and experimental practice has demonstrated that tumors densely infiltrated with MDSCs are associated with poor prognosis and resistance to immunotherapies (63). Previous studies unearthed the metabolism of L-arginine and the generation of excessive ROS as major strategies that MDSCs invited to suppress immunological responses (64, 65). In recent years, some researchers had noticed a contact-dependent suppression of T lymphocytes by MDSCs and linked such phenomenon to the way cytotoxic T cells kill their targets via granzyme B/perforin (66). Then the expression of perforin and Granzyme B was validated in in vitro model of MDSC culture, ex vivo experiments of MDSCs isolated from tumor-bearing mice, and MDSCs from human. After deleting perforin/GzmB in MDSCs in vivo, an increased amount of CD8+ T cells appeared in the tumor lesion together with better therapeutic performance, suggesting an immunosuppressive role of granzyme B from MDSCs. Nevertheless, the detailed interaction between Granzyme B in MDSCs and the promotion of tumor growth still keep in the dark and warrant further investigation (9).

Sometimes seemingly innocent bystanders in body fluid could be educated into “granzyme B-armed killers” toward active lymphocytes. As in the case of sepsis, platelets were found accumulating in lymphoid microvasculature and suspicious of contributing to sepsis-related lymphoid apoptosis. Granzyme B, independent of perforin, secreted by these platelets, was a prerequisite to the lymphodepletion process, which required cell-to-cell contact with healthy lymphocytes. The immunosuppressive roles of GrB+ platelets were further substantiated in either the in vivo experiment that the absence of granzyme B slows sepsis progression or the ex vivo proof that platelets from septic mice radically decrease the population of healthy splenocytes through GrB-induced apoptosis (67, 68). Such unique platelets originated from septic megakaryocytes with an upregulated Itga2b gene which altered the mRNA profiles of the platelets and empowers them with the functions of granzyme B (69).

Embryonic stem cells (ESCs) and mesenchymal stem cells (MSCs) are long known to possess immunosuppressive potential, though the mechanisms are still unclear. ESCs could increase the proportion of FoxP3+ Tregs during alloimmunity as well as direct their regulatory effects toward CD4+ T cells through expression and secretion of granzyme B. The immunosuppressive process mediated by these stem cells requires cell-to-cell contact and is independent of perforin, PDL-1, or Fas ligand, etc. (70). While in the case of MSCs, the situation is more complicated and debatable. MSCs freshly isolated from healthy donor bone marrow were found to express and secrete a bulk amount of enzymatically active granzyme B, which was initially hypothesized to be a major suppressive molecule. Nonetheless unambiguous immunosuppression occurred in a co-culture of MSCs and CD4+ T cells, researchers failed to validate the immunosuppressive roles of granzyme B by one of its inhibitors. Therefore further studies are necessary to elucidate the genuine suppressive mechanisms of MSCs and whether or not they have any relationship with the regulation of granzyme B as presented in ESCs.




Immunosuppressive Mechanisms of Granzyme B


Activation Induced Cell Death of T Lymphocytes

Activation-induced cell death (AICD) is a regulatory program co-opted for maintaining the population of activated T lymphocytes induced by repeated stimulation of TCRs (59, 71).

It had been widely accepted that AICD was mediated through the Fas-Fas ligand death pathway until recent literature found granzyme B could promote such process in patients with nonfunctioning Fas (1). Further investigations unveiled a relationship between GrB-induced AICD and the degradation of T cell zeta-chain, a critical component of TCR complex that works with TCR and CD3 molecules to activate both cytotoxic T cells, T helper cells and NK cells (72). Tregs, pDCs and Bregs are frequently witnessed with such consequences. While these suppressor cells making contact with effector lymphocytes, their granzyme B could enter into the target cells via three potential pathways: a) passes through membrane pores formed by perforin; b) being endocytosed by membrane repair response during perforin-mediated Ca2+ influx; c) adsorbes onto the surface of target cell by electrostatic force that triggers endocytosis (2). Thereafter granzyme B could either directly degrade T cell zeta-chain at multiple sites or trigger the caspase cascade to indirectly cleave it, because T cell zeta-chain is a direct substrate for both caspase 3 and granzyme B. Either way it can abrogate the surface expression of TCR, resulting in malfunctioning T cell activation. Considering the predominance of effector T cells in the setting of anti-tumor immunity, AICD is supposed to be a primary cause for granzyme B-mediated immunosuppression.

Within cytotoxic lymphocytes, granzyme B was expressed and stored in a lysosomal granule if being properly stimulated. However, lysosomal membrane permeabilization (LMP) happens in proliferating and activated lymphocytes and leaks granzyme B into the cytosol, especially when host cells encounter excessive stimulation by TCR. Thereafter, serpin proteinase inhibitor 9 (SERPINB9) would counteract with active granzyme B, preventing it from damaging its host. The competition between SERPINB9 and granzyme B determines the destiny of host cells. If granzyme B overwhelms SERPINB9, it would consequently trigger a series of adverse effects such as direct Bid to the mitochondrial membrane as well as activate caspase 3 and other death substrates, thereby executing AICD (73, 74). Hence AICD is like a suicide program hardwired into cytotoxic lymphocytes that contribute to auto-regulatory apoptosis. This is an important mechanism of self-tolerance to control the size of the lymphocyte pool during and after immunological responses (75).



GrB-Mediated Cell Death in a Paracrine Manner

In addition to AICD-induced “suicide,” granzyme B could be either intentionally secreted to extracellular space or randomly escape from the immunological synapse between cytotoxic lymphocytes and their target cells during immune surveillance. This diffusive granzyme B would adsorb onto the cell membrane of other bystanders and being endocytosed inside the cells by different mechanisms to induce cell death (76, 77). The randomly escaped granzyme B would flow with body fluid and initiate an indiscriminate attack to any cells it makes contact with, leading to the increased inflammatory status, which might facilitate tumor progression (6). In contrast, vectorial granzyme B secretion is programmed under specific stimulation and often conducted in a contact-dependent manner. For instance, granzyme B can be released from Tregs due to prolonged IL-2 stimulation and non-specific TCR signaling and kills target DCs via a perforin-dependent way to undermine adaptive immunity. By analyzing the mobility of Tregs and DCs in TDLNs, a positive correlation between the death rate of DCs and their duration of contact with GrB+ Tregs was established, further highlighting the contact-dependent killing mode of extracellular granzyme B (78). Paracrine signaling of granzyme B is a “double-edged sword” that contributes to either immunogenic or immunosuppressive responses, which depends on the origin of those granzymes. Both cytotoxic lymphocytes and suppressor cells (including cancer cells) could fight against each other via paracrine granzyme B. Thus results from the overall detection of granzyme B are hard to be interpreted and need scrutinization on the components of specific niche where granzyme B is presented.



Emperitosis

Secreted granzyme B can be taken back up by its host with potential harm, especially if it were trapped in a confined space (79). During immune surveillance, cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs) could be engulfed into the vacuoles of tumor cells where granzyme B was degranulated. Due to the vacuole restriction, granzyme B cannot be transferred to the cytosol of tumor cells, hence being re-uptaken by its host and initiate a suicide-like death. Such cell-in-cell death is termed Emperitosis (80). It occurred in a variety of tumor types and promoted tumor progression in most cases, which could be leveraged to probe the stages of tumor development (81). Ex vivo and in vitro experiments revealed that IL-6 could enhance the adsorption between colon cancer cells and CTLs by upregulating the expression of cell adhesion molecule ICAM1 and polarize CTLs into cancer cells through STAT3, STAT5, ERK, and Rho-ROCK signaling pathways, both of which facilitated the formation of cell-in-cell structure. Furthermore, IL-6 could promote the autophagic activity of target cancer cells after engulfing CTLs, so that protect them from toxic effects and help them survive immune surveillance (82, 83). These results suggested a unique mechanism for immune evasion of cancer cells in TME.



Facilitate Tumor Angiogenesis

As a potent serine protease, granzyme B can modulate the configuration and components of ECM by degrading vital conjunctions and proteins, which releases some proinflammatory cytokines initially inert or sequestered in ECM. These cytokines would then underlie a favorable TME (84). The immunosuppressive effects that granzyme B enforces through ECM degradation and remodeling were suggested in some reports. For example, granzyme B could release VEGF and TGF-β by cleaving a number of glycoproteins, their anchors to ECM, thereby promoting vascular permeability and tumor angiogenesis during chronic inflammation. Such a process is similar to that presented in the case of MMP-2 and MMP-9 induced tumor angiogenesis (85, 86). Besides, extracellular granzyme B could directly degrade IL-1α within ECM into its fragments that favor the chronic inflammatory environment (87). Therefore, targeting granzyme B in ECM could be a promising strategy to attenuate tumor angiogenesis and mitigate the inflammatory response in TME.



Potential Determinants for the Immunosuppressive Roles of GrB in TME

Granzyme B expression within TME always experiences dynamic variation along with the pathophysiological changes (88). Except for the aforementioned cells that could express active granzyme B for immunosuppressive purposes, many factors potentially involved in switching the tumoricidal/tumorigenic roles of granzyme B, predisposing a specific niche within TME.

At the initiation phase of carcinogenesis, first responders in the immune system such as macrophages and NK cells recognize and eliminate the immunogenic cancer cells. Within this stage, these first arrivals not only play a direct tumoricidal role but also secrete chemokines like CCL5 and X-C Motif Chemokine Ligand (XCL) 1, which, combining with dangerous signals generated from necrotic cancer cells, recruit other active participants to enhance anti-tumor immunity (89). Once cytotoxic NK cells and effector T cells all got involved, a cytokine storm of granzyme B would show up and is presented as a tumoricidal molecule accompanied by perforin (90). However, the first wave of attack from the immune system is often inadequate for eradicating the cancer cell variants that are less immunogenic. These escaped cancer cells would utilize every resource they have to instigate their bystander cells to establish immune tolerance in a way termed as cancer immunoediting (91, 92). Subsequently, suppresser cells, including tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs), tumor-associated neutrophils (TANs), Tregs, Bregs, MDSCs, and pDCs, etc. are assembled in context-dependent manners and intervene with the anti-tumor immunity shaped by effector cells, where granzyme B possesses dual opposing roles depending on the cell source and relative abundance of those cells in TME (88, 93).

Mechanisms regarding the recruitment of potential immunosuppressive cells into TME have been explicitly described elsewhere. However, a comprehensive understanding of the induction and regulation of granzyme B in these cells is yet to be clarified (94). Though crosstalk between GrB-secreting cells and other players in TME is rather complicated considering the individual differences of host immunity and tumor heterogeneity, GrB+ Tregs are generally accepted as central suppressor cells to form the immunosuppressive environment (95, 96). Actually, Tregs share some common routes with effector T cells in the production of granzyme B, such as the JAK/STAT pathway (97). Opposing to the tumor-killing nature of effector T cell-derived GrB, high levels of Treg-derived GrB are confirmed to promote tumor growth (2). Since tumor-specific antigens could both recruit effector T cells and promote the activation and proliferation of autologous Tregs in TME, whatever breaks the balance between Tregs and effector T cells would greatly influence the tumor fate (19).

During immunosurveillance, unconventional TCR stimulation, as well as specific costimulatory molecules and cytokines, could drive the differentiation of CD4+ Foxp3− conventional T cells into CD4+ Foxp3+ iTregs with elevated granzyme B level comparing to nTregs (25, 98). Such iTregs can induce NK cell death in a GrB- and perforin-dependent fashion and inhibit the priming of T helper and effector T cells by GrB-mediated cleavage of their T cell zeta chain (5). Besides, they can kill DCs within TDLNs and TME in a contact-dependent way where Tregs recognize tumor-specific antigens presented by class 2 MHC ligand on DCs and release granzyme B/perforin granules to eliminate them. Hence GrB+ Tregs could both impair autoimmunity and prevent the onset of DC-mediated adaptive immunity (77).

IL-2 has an essential impact on the differentiation and proliferation of both regulatory and effector T cells, hence playing important roles in the tradeoff between anti-tumor tolerance and immunity (99). It could also enhance the expression of granzyme B in both cell types and trigger a GrB-mediated reciprocal death between them, as illustrated in Figure 2 (100). Detailed investigations of different IL-2 concentrations fed to the co-culture of autologous Tregs and responder T cells (RC) revealed a favorable RC killing toward Tregs under low concentration of IL-2 (150 IU/mL) in opposite to a reverse scenario when its concentration reached 1000 IU/mL. Combined with the fact that IL-2 concentration would experience a phased increase during immune responses, the results above could partially explain T cell exhaustion within TME in the case of malignancies and underline the significance of granzyme B in the setting of immunosuppression (101, 102). Some Tregs, such as Gata3+IRF4+IL4+Foxp3+ Th2-like Tregs, are hardwired with enhanced autocrine IL-2-mediated activation so that they could express more granzyme B than other subsets, which helps them survive effector T cells in TME and maintains a tumorigenic environment (103).




Figure 2 | GrB+ Treg is a central orchestrator in the GrB-mediated immunosuppressive niche within TME. Tumor cells conjugate with naive T cells via PD-L1/PD-1 ligation and convert them into Tregs with the assist of TEX and TGF-β. No matter derived from TME or periphery, Tregs orchestrate the generation of other GrB+ suppressor cells as well as the attack against Teffs through the secretion of IL-2, IL-3, and IL-21.



IL-3 is another promotive factor for the differentiation of Tregs and often works with IL-2 to facilitate granzyme B expression. After being secreted by activated T cells, monocytes, and/or tumor-associated stromal cells, IL-3 could induce a concomitant increase in the percentage of both Foxp3+ Tregs and IL-2 secreting Th cells in a dose-dependent manner (104, 105). The resulting IL-2 would enhance the differentiation of naive T cells into iTregs with high levels of granzyme B. Intriguingly, Tregs could express IL-3 themselves in response to TGF-β, which would further increase the concentration of IL-2 in TME and forms a self-feeding loop to stall anti-tumor immunity (106).

In addition to cytokines, CCL1, a potent chemokine for Treg recruitment in TME, was recently proved to be closely related to granzyme B expression in Tregs (29, 107, 108). It could be secreted by activated monocytes, macrophages, T lymphocytes, endothelial cells, and tumor cells (109, 110). After being released, it can bind with its specific receptor, namely CCR8, on peripheral Tregs and attract them to tumor sites where it induces a STAT3-dependent elevation of granzyme B level that would confer Tregs with a powerful weapon against their targets (29). Other chemokines that could draw Tregs into tumor lesions, such as the ligands for CCR4 and CCR10, are also largely produced in TME, whereas their contribution to granzyme B expression in Tregs is yet to be established (107).

Except for secreting granzyme B themselves, Tregs could underlay GrB-mediated suppression in several indirect ways (Figure 3). Tumor-infiltrating Tregs were often found in aggregates of other suppressor cells exemplified by TAMs, Bregs, pDCs, and MDSCs, etc. (32, 34). Within the aggregates, Tregs could secrete IL-3, IL-10, and IL-21 that empowers their neighbors with elevated levels of granzyme B. These cytokines are vital factors to granzyme B expression in pDCs, among which IL-21 is the dominant driving force for the generation of GrB+ Bregs (8).




Figure 3 | Potential interaction networks that indirectly elevate GrB levels in suppressor cells within TME. Stimulation of TLR would trigger Type I IFN signaling that counteracts with GrB expression in pDCs. Tumor cells recruit TAMs to competitively consume TLR agonists and work with IL-10 from Tregs and Bregs to impair Type I IFN signaling, which indirectly increases the GrB level in pDCs. Tumor cells could consume CD40L and bring down the CD40-CD40L mediated inhibition of GrB expression in Bregs and pDCs. IDO from pDCs and Bregs could enhance GrB expression in Tregs through the catabolite of tryptophan.



However, some immunogenic components could counteract the granzyme B expression in suppressor cells where these cells have been adapted to fight against such adversities. TLR-mediated stimulation is a general response in leukocytes encountering pathogen-associated molecular patterns (PAMPs) derived from cellular components (111). When pDCs recognize PAMPs, the upcoming stimulation will activate their type I IFN signaling pathway and quench the granzyme B expression, thereby converting tolerogenic pDCs into immunogenic pDCs. Interestingly, type I IFNs generated from pDCs could promote IL-10 production in Tregs, which would, in turn, abrogate the type I IFN signaling pathway in pDCs and gradually restore their expression of granzyme B (112, 113). To add fuel to the fire, TLR stimulated pDCs could express the inducible costimulatory molecule (ICOS) ligand, which binds with ICOS on Tregs to promote their expansion and IL-10 secretion (114). Meanwhile, pDC-derived IDO can catabolize surrounding tryptophan into kynurenine derivatives which work on the aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AhR) of Tregs and stabilize their suppressor phenotype with productive granzyme B expression (115–117).

In another respect, IL-21-induced GrB+ Bregs contribute to the granzyme B regulation networks within these suppressor cells in similar ways as described above. Put aside whether or not GrB+ Bregs could express TGF-β, which still remains to be determined, they are definitely capable of IL-10 and IDO secretion, which positively relate to granzyme B production in both Tregs and pDCs (32, 118). Some components in TME, even not directly linked with granzyme B expression, can skew the immune homeostasis in favor of suppressor cells, facilitating the GrB-mediated immunosuppressive responses. CD40 and CD40 ligand (CD40L) are pivotal costimulatory molecules to the licensing of DCs and activation of effect T cells (119–121). Suppressor cells such as pDCs and Bregs also express CD40 and interact with CD40L on effector cells (122, 123). Unfortunately, CD40-CD40L interaction between regulatory and effector cells is most likely detrimental to granzyme B expression in the regulatory types and even transforms them into tumoricidal cells (34, 51). But that does not stop tumor cells from fighting a way out from their demise. Some neoplastic cells constitutively express CD40 and competitively consume CD40L from activated T cells, thus protecting granzyme B-expressing regulatory cells from turning anergy (124, 125).

Tumor-derived exosomes (TEX) are another powerful weapon tumor bears to inhibit the proliferation and viability of multiple immune effector cells. Researches indicated that exosomes from either the in vitro culture of tumor cells or the peripheral blood of tumor-bearing patients could educate CD4+CD25- T cell into iTregs with elevated granzyme B level, which effectively suppressed the immune responses against tumors (126, 127). But the understanding of what in TEX and how these components elicit such effect keeps limited.

In contrast, TGF-β is a common regulatory factor in immune response and could explicitly increase granzyme B level in Tregs (128). Tumor cells, TAMs, tumor-associated neutrophils (TANs), Tregs, and MDSCs generally secrete TGF-β while express surface PD-L1 that binds with PD-1 on T cells, which all together promote the expression of FoxP3, thus differentiating T cells into GrBhigh iTregs (129).

Tumors in both mice and humans secrete high levels of macrophage colony-stimulating factor (M-CSF) and CCL2, potent chemoattractants that could recruit macrophages to tumor sites where they would be educated into TAMs (130, 131). In malignant tumors, TAMs are the most densely populated cell type among all white blood cells, therefore deemed as the major driving force for TME formation (132). Other than direct suppression on T cell function through the surface presentation of several immunosuppressive ligands, TAMs are an abundant source of IL-10 and TGF-β, both of which crosslink with the regulation network of granzyme B and might boost its levels in Tregs, Bregs, and pDCs (133). Although they act aggressively in ingesting tumor antigens, they have been proved relatively inert to trigger adaptive immunity in contrast to effector DCs (134). Given the high density of TAMs in TME, they are speculated to consume most of the immunogenic cellular segments, including TLR agonists, so that might alleviate TLR-mediated granzyme B reduction in pDCs.

The last concern regarding the immunosuppressive roles of granzyme B might focus on its attack mode against effector cells. Since cell-to-cell contact is not necessary to all GrB-mediated immunosuppressive processes, one may wonder if the secreted granzyme B would escape from its original mission and harm adjacent tumor cells instead. Theoretically, the ubiquitous secretion of granzyme B into extracellular space is somehow harmful to every cell that it gets in contact with. That might explain the contradictory discoveries on some GrB-expressing suppressor cells that also pose threats to tumor cells in a GrB-dependent manner (135–137). Among the strategies that tumor cells employ to survive the adversities caused by effector lymphocytes, the one for overcoming GrB-mediated apoptosis is unique and convergent on SERPINB9, the well-defined granzyme B inhibitor that protects its host from being killed by this cytotoxic molecule (138, 139). While upregulation of SERPINB9 has been observed in several tumor types and linked with their resistance to T cell-mediated killing, a comprehensive understanding of SERPINB9 regulation in tumor cells within TME remains in the dark (140–143).

Some researchers confirmed increasing concentrations of estrogen, as well as elevated expression of estrogen receptor alpha (ERα), significantly elevated SERPINB9 level in breast cancer cells, thus effectively deactivated granzyme B and mitigated NK cell-induced cell death. Such effect might be tissue- and/or cell-line-specific due to the causation between estrogen and breast cancer, which is doubtful if it could apply to the increased expression of SERPINB9 in other cancers (144). Another meaningful discovery unearthed that type I IFNs could upregulate SERPINB9 in certain cancer cells, thereby blocking GrB-mediated apoptosis and leading to a subsequent insusceptibility to T cell killing after radiotherapy. Since type I IFNs are frequent participants in TME and most cancer cells express their receptors, induction of SERPINB9 should be a more plausible mechanism underlying the evasion of tumor cells from GrB-dependent proteolysis (145).




Conclusion

Though granzyme B demonstrates pleiotropic effects in different hosts, excessive expression of granzyme B within the same context has been proved to culminate in anti-tumor propensity due to its innate cytotoxicity (89). In many cases, the GrB-mediated immunosuppression had been treated as collateral events to the interaction between the immune system and pathogens. However, if we zoom in on the battlefield of tumor immune microenvironment (TIME), granzyme B could be evidenced in most fights. The truth is we focused too much on the tumoricidal effects of granzyme B and somehow neglected what it can do to other participants in immunosurveillance. In this review, we introduced several suppressor cells that could secrete active granzyme B for immunosuppressive purposes and discussed possible mechanisms involved in the occurrence of such effects based on what has been documented. Cells with a sporadical expression of granzyme B were not included because little is known about what they utilize granzyme B for. Besides, the gene expression of granzyme B in some suppressor cells is not parallel to the actual level of secreted protein, suggesting the involvement of post-transcriptional regulation (146, 147). All we know now is the signaling pathways of granzyme B in suppressor cells are similar to those seen in effector cells, which converged on the transcription factors of JAK1, STAT3, and STAT5 (8, 148). Recent studies demonstrated that JunB, the AP-1 transcription factor, was essential to the differentiation of effector Tregs and the expression of their effector molecules, including granzyme B (149, 150). But that study did not go deep into detailed investigations of regulation networks around granzyme B. Another noteworthy issue is some tumor cells are observed with endogenous granzyme B and suspect of expressing such proteinase themselves. Nonetheless, the reason why tumor cells evolved to produce granzyme B, which might lead to their suicide, is still unknown (151, 152). Further researches are encouraged to address these issues and should include the GrB+ suppressor cells developed from all organs of the immune system for a comprehensive understanding of the immunosuppressive roles of granzyme B.
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Reports indicate that the use of anti-programmed cell death-1 (PD-1) and death ligand-1 (PD-L1) monoclonal antibodies for the treatment of patients diagnosed with melanoma has demonstrated promising efficacy. Nonetheless, this therapy is limited by the resistance induced by the tumor microenvironment (TME). As such, understanding the complexity of the TME is vital in enhancing the efficiency of immunotherapy. This study used four different methods to estimate the infiltrating level of immune cells. Besides, we analyzed their infiltration pattern in primary and metastatic melanoma obtained from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database. As a consequence, we discovered a significantly higher infiltration of immune cells in metastatic melanoma compared to primary tumor. Consensus clustering identified four clusters in melanoma with different immune infiltration and clusters with higher immune infiltration demonstrated a better overall survival. To elucidate the underlying mechanisms of immune cell infiltration, the four clusters were subdivided into two subtypes denoted as hot and cold tumors based on immune infiltration and predicted immune response. Enrichment analysis of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) revealed different transcriptome alterations in two types of tumors. Additionally, we found tyrosinase-related protein1 (TYRP1) was negatively correlated with CD8A expression. In vitro experiments showed that knockdown TYRP1 promoted the expression of HLA-A, B, and C. Eventually, we constructed a prediction model which was validated in our external cohort. Notably, this model also performed effectively in predicting the survival of patients under immunotherapy. In summary, this work provides a deeper understanding of the state of immune infiltration in melanoma and a prediction model that might guide the clinical treatment of patients with melanoma.
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Introduction

Malignant melanoma is one of the most prevalent cancers accounting for up to 1.5% of all cancer-related deaths (1). Melanoma arises from melanocytes, which are found on the skin and mucosal membranes (2). Based on primary tumor location, melanoma is broadly subdivided into cutaneous and non-cutaneous tumors. The former is a rare subtype with an extremely poor prognosis attributed to delayed diagnosis and the aggressive nature of these tumors (3–5). The treatment options for melanoma ranges from surgical excision with free margins, to radiotherapy and chemotherapy (6, 7). In recent years, strides made in the genomic, transcriptomic, and immunological structure of melanoma has enabled the development of novel therapies, thereby causing changes in the paradigm of therapeutic interventions (8, 9).

The current approaches for cancer immunotherapies, led by immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs), have shown significant efficacy in patients diagnosed with various cancers (10–12). Malignant melanoma is one of the most immunogenic tumors because of high genomic mutational load, which is considered a benefit from immunotherapy (13–15). An increase of high tumor mutation load produces immunogenic neoantigens, which stimulate immune response (16, 17). Notably, the first immune checkpoint inhibitors, anti-T-lymphocyte-associated protein 4 (Ipilimumab), and programmed cell death legend-1 (Nivolumab) were approved by the US Food and Drug Administration (FDA) in 2011 and 2014, respectively, for the treatment of unresectable or metastatic melanoma (18, 19). Data from clinical trials revealed that the use of immune checkpoint inhibitors prolonged the survival of the patient. A 3-year overall survival rate of patients treated with anti-PD-1 alone or in combination with ipilimumab and a 4-year survival rate for nivolumab plus ipilimumab exceeded 50%. Of note, the 5-year survival rate of patients treated with PD-1 alone could reach 35–40% (20–22).

Although the remarkable benefits of immunotherapy are evident, evidence from recent studies demonstrated that ICIs are associated with acquired or innate resistance (23). Immunotherapy focuses on harnessing the immune system to target and eradicate malignant cells. In melanoma, the level of infiltrating T cells correlate with immune response (24, 25). However, in most cases, the intro-tumoral immune response cannot be effectively activated due to the tumor microenvironment (TME) (26, 27). Notably, TME is an integral part of cancer forming an “ecosystem” to support tumor growth. It comprises numerous different cells and non-cellular factors at different stages of tumor development (28). TME is characterized by hypoxia and nutritional deficiency, i.e., conditions that limit the survival and function of effector T cells, but promote the formation of immunosuppressive cells, including myeloid-derived suppressor cell (MDSC), regulatory T cells (Tregs), and tumor-associated macrophages (29–31). Thus, understanding and targeting the TME is a promising approach for enhancing immunotherapy.

Herein, we performed a comprehensive analysis to explore immune infiltration in melanoma using four methods and constructed a prediction model. Consequently, we observed a higher infiltration and correlation of immune cells in metastatic tumors compared to primary tumors. Besides, patients with higher immune infiltration demonstrated a better survival. To uncover the underlying mechanisms of immune infiltration, the tumor was subdivided into hot and cold tumors then we calculated the DEGs between the two types of tumors. We found that TYRP1 was negatively correlated with CD8A expression while knockdown of TYRP1 promoted the expression of HLA-A, B, and C in tumor cells. Additionally, the prediction model performed efficiently in predicting the overall survival of patients with melanoma under immunotherapy.



Methods and Materials


Ethics Statement

Treatment naïve melanoma specimens were obtained after surgical treatment in the Second Affiliated Hospital of Zhengzhou University. All specimens were frozen in the biobank, and patients received conventional chemotherapy and were followed up every 6 months. All participants signed an informed consent form approved by the ethics committee of Second Affiliated Hospital of Zhengzhou University (Ethics number: 2020026).



Cell Culture

Human melanoma cell line RPMI 1846 was purchased from the Chinese Academy of Sciences Cell Repertoire (Shanghai, China). Cells were cultured using a complete Roswell Park Memorial Institute (RPMI)-1640 medium containing 10% fetal bovine serum, 100 units/ml of penicillin, and 100 μg/ml of streptomycin (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) in a humidified incubator at 37°C with 5% CO2.



Data Collection

The level 3 RNA-sequencing data and clinical information of skin cutaneous melanoma were downloaded from the online website UCSC Xena (https://xenabrowser.net/) (32), as in log2(x+1) transformed RSEM normalized count. Besides, the count data and survival information of metastatic urothelial cancercancer were downloaded from the platform supplied in the article (http://research-pub.gene.com/IMvigor210CoreBiologies/) (33). The RNA sequencing data and survival information of the melanoma were downloaded from the GEO database (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) with accession numbers: GSE78220, GSE91061 (9, 34).



Immune Estimation

Further, ssGSEA (Single-Sample Gene Set Enrichment Analysis) was performed to derive the enrichment score of each immune-related term using an R package “GSVA” (35). Online web tool CIBERSORT (http://cibersort.stanford.edu/) algorithm was used to estimate the proportion of 22 immune cell types. Samples with CIBERSORT output p-value <0.05 were considered eligible for further analysis (36). The infiltrating level of CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells, B cells, macrophages, Dendritic Cells, and Neutrophils was downloaded from an online website, TIMER (https://cistrome.shinyapps.io/timer/) (37). The “MCP-Counter” package in R was used for analysis of microenvironment cell populations (MCPs) and quantification of immune cells (38). The immune score, stromal score, and tumor purity were calculated by R package “ESTIMATE.”



Analysis of Differently Expressed Genes (DEGs)

Based on the immune score and immune cell infiltration, the samples were subdivided into two groups, i.e., hot and cold tumors. Subsequently, the differential expression analyses were conducted between the two groups using the R package “Limma,” with parameters of logFC >1.5 or <−0.5 and p value <0.05. Volcano diagram and heatmap were used to visualize the DEGs using R packages”ggplot2” and “pheatmap.”



Enrichment Analysis and Protein-Protein Network Analysis

For the enrichment analysis, this study selected genes with p < 0.05 differently expressed in hot and cold tumors. R packages “clusterprofile” were used to analyze gene ontology (GO) terms and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) enrichment analysis. P < 0.05 and q < 0.05 showed statistical significance. Genes with p < 0.05 and logFC > 2 and logFC < −0.5 were utilized to perform protein-protein interaction (PPI) network via online tool STRING (https://string-db.org/) with 0.9 confidence (39). For upregulated genes in PPI network, we used k means method to cluster the network. Nodes with less than two links were excluded for visualization.



Consensus Clustering

The consensus clustering value method provides quantitative and visual stability evidence for estimating the number of unsupervised classes in a dataset (40). ConsensusClusterPlus implements the CC method in R extending it with new functionality and visualizations including item tracking, item-consensus, and cluster-consensus plots. Clustering was performed using the cluster Cons package with 100 iterations using a Manhattan distance metric then the most robust number of clusters was selected. The optimal number of clusters was established by the heat map and dela diagram.



siRNA Transfections

The siRNA sequence was designed by BIODEV (http://biodev.cea.fr/DSIR/) and synthesized by Sangon Biotech (Shanghai, China). The sequence of si 1F: 5′-GGUCUUAACUACUAUGUUAUA-3′, R:5′-UAACAUAGUAGUUAAGACCAG-3′andsi2F:5′-GGUUCUGAUUAUUACGUUAAU-3′, R:5′-UAACGUAAUAAUCAGAACCUG-3′. Sangon Negative Control siRNA was used as control. The cells were seeded in an antibiotic-free complete medium at a density of 5 × 105 cells and cultured for 24 h. Transient transfection of cells with siRNA for 24 h was performed using Lipofectamine 2000 based on the manufacturer’s protocol. At 24 h after transfection, the medium was changed and the cells were allowed to recover.



Quantitative Real-Time PCR

The fresh tumor specimens were obtained after the surgery then washed three times using PBS. Thereafter, tumor tissues were cut using scissors and added with Trizol (TaKaRa, Tokyo, Japan). To detect mRNA expression in tumor cell lines, tumor cells were transfected with siTYRP1 for 48 h then cells were obtained. The concentration and purity of total RNA were detected by NanoDrop 2000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, MA, USA). Exactly 1 ug of total RNA was used to reverse into cDNA using ReverTra Ace qPCR RT Kit (TOYOBO, OSAKA, Japan). The primers used were designed and purchased from Sangon Biotech (Shanghai, China) (Supplementary Table 1). Glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase (GAPDH) was used as control.



Correlation Analysis

The spearman correlation of immune cells was performed by R packages,”ggcor.” The spearman correlation of CD8A expression and TYRP1 expression in the TCGA database and clinical samples was performed by GraphPadPrism (version 7.00).



Construction of Prediction Model

The RNA-sequencing data with survival information of melanoma was randomly divided into training and testing cohort by R package “caret.” Genes differently expressed in hot and cold tumors were used to perform univariate survival analysis, and genes with p < 0.05 were selected. Then, R packages”glmnet” was used to perform LASSO analysis with maix = 20,000. To optimize the model, this work used a step-wise proportional hazards model. The survival analysis was analyzed by R package “survival,” while AUC was analyzed by R package” survivalROC.” To validate the model, clinical samples with survival information were obtained and the expression of genes in the model was calculated by RT-PCR. The RNA-sequencing data and survival information of patients under immunotherapy treatment were obtained from the GEO database or supplied in the article. The count and FPKM data were transferred into TPM and made a log2(x+1) normalization.



Statistical Analysis

All analyses were performed using R version 3.6.1. WilcoxTest was used to compare the infiltration of immune cells in primary and metastatic melanoma, as well as in hot and cold tumors, whereas ANOVA was used to compare immune score, stromal score, and tumor purity among the four clusters. For the survival analysis, the p-value was calculated with a log-rank test. In all analyses, P < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.




Results


Infiltration Patterns Between Primary and Metastatic Melanoma

To dissect the difference of the immune infiltration between primary and metastatic melanoma, the proportion of immune cells was calculated using four different methods, including ssGSEA, CIBERSORT, TIMER, and MCP-Counter. The four methods exhibited various algorithms focusing on different sets of immune cells. ssGSEA, TIMER, and MCP-Counter demonstrated consistent results, while CIBERSORT results differed from others (Figures 1A–D). The proportion of the most of immune-related cells in metastatic melanoma was higher than in primary melanoma, specifically B cells, CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells, and DCs. These findings indicate a stronger immune response in metastatic melanoma compared to primary melanoma. Also, a few immune immunosuppressive cells were enriched in metastatic tumors, including myeloid-derived suppressive cells (MDSCs), regulatory T cells (Tregs). Moreover, neutrophils and CD56 bright natural killer (NK) cells were enriched in primary melanoma, indicating the significance of innate immunity in primary tumors. Additionally, a higher infiltration of mast cells was noted in metastatic tumors (Figures 1A, B). Notably, mast cells exhibit an important role in connecting innate and adaptive immunity, but also with pro-tumor function in TME (41). Nevertheless, its role in metastatic melanoma remains unclear hence warrants further investigation.




Figure 1 | The difference of immune infiltration between primary and metastatic tumors. (A–D) Violin plot showed the score of immune cells estimated by ssGSEA, CIBERSORT, TIMER, and MCP-Counter. P represents primary, M represents metastatic.





Correlation of Immune Cells in Primary and Metastatic Melanoma

Notably, immune infiltration requires synergic activity of multiple cells in tumor tissues. To this end, we performed a correlation analysis of immune cells in melanoma, where the results of ssGSEA, TIMER, and MCP-Counter revealed that immune cells exhibited a relatively strong correlation (Figures 2A, C, D). However, this phenomenon was not observed with the immune cells estimated by the CIBERSORT method (Figure 2B). Specifically, CD8+ T cells were positively correlated with follicular helper T cells (Tfhs), activated NK, and DCs, indicating a cooperation across these cells in immune response. Further, it was observed that activated CD8+ and CD4+ T cells were positively correlated with macrophages M1, while negatively associated with M0 and M2 macrophages, demonstrating that M1 exhibits the function of antigen presentation (Figure 2B). Besides, neutrophils were negatively correlated with T cells. Furthermore, a correlation analysis was performed in metastatic melanoma and primary melanoma, respectively. Consequently, a higher correlation of immune cells was discovered in metastatic tumors compared to primary tumors (Supplementary Figures 1A–D).




Figure 2 | Correlation of immune cells in melanoma. (A–D) Spearman correlation analysis of immune cells estimated by ssGSEA, CIBERSORT, TIMER, and MCP-Counter. N represents number of patients.





Immune Subtyping of Melanoma

To further characterize the immune infiltration in melanoma, we performed a consensus clustering analysis of immune cells calculated by ssGSEA. The heatmap revealed that the melanoma could be divided into four clusters (Figure 3A). From clusters 1 to 4, there was a gradual increase of immune infiltration in tumor tissue. Cluster1 lacked infiltration of immune cells, clusters 2 and 3 had modest infiltration of immune cells, while cluster 4 showed a phenotype of abundant immune infiltration. This was also reflected by the immune and stromal scores across four clusters (Figure 3B). Consistently, activated B cells, CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells, and DCs had the highest score in cluster 4 (Figure 3C). Notably, a few innate immune cells, including NK cells and neutrophils, showed no changes in four clusters. On other hand, clusters 3 and 4 had high infiltration of Tregs, MDSCs, and immature DCs, which inhibited immune response in tumors. These findings potentially suggest that immune activation is also accompanied with immune suppression mediated by the TME. Survival analysis revealed that clusters 3 and 4 had better survival relative to clusters 1 and 2 (Figure 3D). These outcomes indicate that the degree of immune infiltration positively correlates with patient survival.




Figure 3 | Different patterns of immune cell infiltration in normal and tumor tissue. (A) Heatmap showing the consensus clustering of immune cells. (B) Heatmap showing the distribution of 28 immune cells across four clusters. (C) The infiltration of activated B cells, CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells, and DCs across four clusters. (D) Kaplan-Meier survival curve showing overall survival of patients across four clusters.





The Difference of Immune-Related Genes in Four Clusters of Melanoma

To further reveal the mechanisms of cellular immunity among the four clusters, the expression of immune checkpoints, antigen presentation, cytokines, and chemokine-related genes were analyzed in four clusters. Results revealed that these molecules showed a higher expression in clusters 4 and 3 relative to clusters 1 and 2. Nevertheless, the expression of CD276 gradually showed the opposite trend, being highly expressed in clusters 1 and 2, while downregulated in clusters 3 and 4. The mutually exclusive expression pattern of CD276 and other immune checkpoints might provide potential treatment options for patients who do not respond to anti-PD-1, PD-L1, and CTLA-4 treatment (Figures 4A–D).




Figure 4 | The difference of central immune molecules in melanoma. (A–D) The expression of immune checkpoint, antigen presentation, cytokine and chemokine-related genes across four clusters.





Alterations of Signaling in Hot and Cold Tumor

To predict the response of four clusters to immunotherapy, an online website Tumor Immune Dysfunction and Exclusion(TIDE) was used to calculate the tumor immune dysfunction and exclusion score. As a consequence, clusters 4 and 3 had significantly lower scores compared to clusters 1 and 2 (Figure 5A). In line with these findings, clusters 4 and 3 had a higher rate of responders to immunotherapy estimated by TIDE (Figure 5B). To further explore the mechanisms of immune infiltration, melanoma was subdivided into two subtypes, i.e., hot and cold tumor, with hot tumor comprising clusters 3 and 4, while cold tumor comprising clusters 1 and 2. Survival analysis revealed that hot tumor was expected to exhibit a better survival (Figure 5C). Subsequently, the difference between the two types of tumors was analyzed at the transcription level. Hot and cold tumors demonstrated distinct transcription patterns as illustrated by the volcano map and heatmap (Figures 5D and Supplementary Figure 2). The top 10 DEGs between hot and cold tumors were marked in the volcano map. Several genes related to immune activation enriched in hot tumors have been reported, including CD3D, PLA2G2D, NKG7, CXCL13, CD79A, and CXCL9. Additionally, tyrosinase-related protein1 (TYRP1) was upregulated in cold tumors and negatively correlated with CD8A expression (Figure 5E). In vitro experiments revealed that knockdown TYRP1 promoted the expression of HLA-A, B, and C. These findings indicate that inhibition of TYRP1 potentially promote the antigen presentation of MHC class I in tumor cells (Figures 5F, G). To investigate the interactions of DEGs, a PPI network of DEGs was performed. As a consequence, the PPI network in hot tumors formed four groups. Group 1 comprised genes in HLA families and B cell lineage, such as FCER1G, FCGR3A, CD79, CD19, which represent antigen presentation. Group 2 were genes implicated in T cell stimulation and recruitment, etc. Group 3 included cytokine and exhausted-related genes, such as GZMB, PRF1, HAVCR2, etc. Group 4 also contained several T cells-related chemokines and activated genes, including CCL4, CXCL9, SLAMF1, etc. The PPI network in cold tumor comprises a cluster of small proline-rich proteins (SPRR) family, while its role in melanoma is unclear (Figures 5H).




Figure 5 | Alterations of signaling in hot and cold tumor. (A) Boxplot showed the TIDE score of four clusters. (B) Ring plot showed the response rate of immunotherapy across four clusters. (C) Kaplan-Meier survival curve showed the survival of patients in hot and cold tumor. (D) Volcano showing DEGs between hot and cold tumor. (E) Correlation analysis of TYRP1 in TCGA (upper) and clinical samples (lower). (F) RT-PCR analyzed the efficiency of knockdown FABP6. (G) RT-PCR analyzed the expression of HLA-A, B, and C transfected with si-TYRP1. (H) The PPI network of DEGs in hot tumor and cold tumor.





GO and KEGG Pathway Enrichment Analysis of DEGs

To further explore the function of DEGs, GO and KEGG enrichment analyses were performed. In line with the above results, GO analysis revealed that DEGs in hot tumors were primarily enriched in the regulation of leukocyte activation and leukocyte cell-cell adhesion. On the other hand, DEGs in cold tumors were significantly enriched in epidermis development, epidermal cell keratinocyte differentiation, structural constituent of cytoskeleton, structural constituent of epidermis, and ion antiporter activity. These outcomes suggest that the immunity was comprehensively activated in hot tumors, particularly leukocyte-mediated immune responses. In contrast, it was inclined to form a tough structure, including cytoskeleton and cornified envelope in cold tumor, which might prevent the infiltration of immune cells (Figures 6A, B). Moreover, the results of KEGG pathways enrichment analysis confirmed that activated immune response was observed in hot tumors (Figure 6C). Notably, the KEGG pathway in cold tumor was melanogenesis (Figure 6D).




Figure 6 | GO terms and KEGG enrichment analysis of DEGs. (A) GO enrichment analysis of upregulate DEGs. (B) GO enrichment analysis of downregulate DEGs. (C) KEGG pathway enrichment analysis of upregulate DEGs. (D) KEGG pathway enrichment analysis of downregulate DEGs.





Construction and Validation of Prediction Model for Overall Survival

The above results revealed that immune infiltration was correlated with the survival of patients. Therefore, the value of DEGs in predicting the overall survival of melanoma patients in TCGA and our external validation cohort should be explored. The detailed information of patients in TCGA and our clinical samples is shown in Table 1. Based on equal mortality rates, patients from the TCGA dataset were randomly divided into training and testing cohorts. Then, a LASSO regression model was used to identify the best gene sets for predicting OS in the training cohort (Supplementary Figures 3A, B). To optimize the model, a stepwise multi-Cox regression model was performed to select the most predictive gene sets (Supplementary Figure 3C). Eventually, a gene set containing seven genes was identified; where six of seven (CALHM1, OCSTAMP, HRASLS2, CEBPB, ICAM1, IFITM1) genes were upregulated in the low-risk group, one of seven (TTYH3) was upregulated in the high-risk group (Supplementary Figures 4A–C). Then, a risk value was calculated based on the expression levels of selected genes and the corresponding regression coefficients: Risk score = 0.2577 × TTYH3 expression −3.3455 × CALHM1 expression − 1.3156 × OCSTAMP expression − 0.7372 × HRASLS2 expression − 0.2322 × CEBPB expression − 0.1963 × ICAM1 expression − 0.1219 × IFITM1 expression in three cohorts (Supplementary Figures 4D–F). Results revealed that the risk score effectively distinguished the survival time of patients in training, testing, and validating cohorts (Figures 7A–C). Consistent with these findings, patients with high risk predicted a poor survival (Figures 7D–F). The AUC of the predicting model for the training dataset at 1st year, 2nd year, and 3rd year was 0.73, 0.76, 0.75, while 0.64, 0.6, and 0.63 for the testing cohort (Figures 7G, H). The AUC in the validating cohort were 0.73, 0.77, and 0.81 at 1st, 2nd, and 3rd year, respectively, indicating a satisfactory value for predicting the overall survival of patients (Figure 7I). For further analysis, the seven gene signatures were subsequently evaluated in predicting survival of patients receiving immunotherapy in three independent cohorts, where one was metastatic urothelial cancer cancer and the other two were melanoma. Results revealed that patients with high risk had an unfavorable overall survival in two cohorts, showing no significant difference in a melanoma cohort (Figures 7J–L). Generally, these findings suggest that the prediction model performed efficiently in predicting overall survival and can guide the clinical treatment of patients with melanoma.


Table 1 | Clinical and pathologic characteristics of the patients in TCGA and external validation cohort analyzed in this study.






Figure 7 | Construction and validation of predicting model for overall survival (A–C) Distribution of survival time in the training cohort, testing cohort, and external validation cohort. (D–F) Kaplan-Meier survival curve showed the survival of patients with high and low risk in the training cohort, testing cohort, and external validation cohort. (G–I) AUC curve of 1, 3, and 5 years for training cohort, testing cohort, and external validation cohort. (J–L) Kaplan-Meier survival curve showed the survival of patients under immunotherapy treatment with low and high risk in bladder cancer and melanoma.






Discussion

Melanoma is evolving as the most threatening form of skin tumor with its global incidence rapidly increasing. In the early stages, surgery is the effective treatment option for melanoma where the survival rates are significantly high, however, they significantly drop after metastasis. Reports indicate that the median overall survival of metastatic melanoma was less than 1 year (42). Early misdiagnosis of melanoma minimizes the survival of melanoma patients, causing metastasis which accounts for the majority of mortalities (43). Considering tumor recurrence and resistance manifesting within a relatively short time for most patients (44, 45) and elevated mutation load of melanoma (46), the treatment with new drug combinations has become a vital strategy in achieving a sustainable effect. Data from clinical trials revealed that advanced melanoma patients treated with ICIs alone or in combination prolonged the survival and demonstrated a higher objective response rate (20). Nonetheless, accumulated data reveals several patients with zero response to treatment, and a few patients initially responding to treatment but eventually develop resistance due to the complex TME (47). As such, an in-depth understanding of immune status in melanoma is essential to guide its clinical treatment.

This study used four methods to investigate the immune infiltration in melanoma. Specifically, we compared the immune infiltration in primary and metastatic melanoma, respectively, as a result, metastatic melanoma showed a higher immune infiltration. Also, previous studies demonstrated that metastatic melanoma is considered a perfect example of an immunogenic tumor since it is characterized by the consistent presence of lymphoid infiltrate (48). While, most of cells estimated by these four methods are different, although same cells are belong to the same cell linage, such as T cell lineage (CD4 and CD8+ T cells), B cell lineage, and macrophage lineage. For a single cell type, it may be difficult to draw a consistent conclusion from these four methods. But different cell types also provide more information for exploring the heterogeneity of the tumor microenvironment. Meanwhile, a strong correlation of immune cells was noted in metastatic melanoma. Besides, mast cells were enriched in metastatic tumors as showed by ssGSEA. Notably, mast cells play critical roles in both innate and adaptive immunity producing large subsets of mediators and reshaping the tumor microenvironment of melanoma. Several case reports and studies have confirmed an enhanced incidence of melanoma among patients with mastocytosis (49–51). Mast cells act as pro-tumor in the TME (52–54). Targeting mast cells infiltrated in TME combined with immune checkpoint inhibitors or turning tumor-promoting mast cells into tumor-inhibiting mast cells might be an effective approach for the treatment of melanoma (55). Here, we calculated the relative expression level of immune cells in each sample using CIBERSORT. Notably, the immune levels estimated by CIBERSORT were not similar to other methods. This method effectively reflects the ratios of cells in each sample but it cannot represent the absolute number of cells. The CIBERSORT algorithm considers a signature matrix built from microarray data, comprising 22 immune cell types, and estimates the cell fractions using nu support vector regression (36). Unlike CIBERSORT, TIMER estimates six immune cell types based on immune-specific markers. However, TIMER cannot used to compare across different cell types (56), and both of the two methods use deconvolution. ssGSEA and MCP-counter calculate score based on marker genes and ranks the genes via their absolute expression in a sample and computes enrichment score for each cell type. This method has been widely used since individual gene sets can be defined. MCP-counter is computed as the geometric mean of the expression values of cell-type-specific genes. Different methods have their advantages and disadvantages. CIBERSORT focuses on the ratios of each cell in each sample, thus, cell comparisons between different samples may bring a relatively large deviation. The data analyzed by CIBERSORT can be microarray and RNA-seq, but for RNAseq, the data in Transcripts Per Kilobase of exonmodel per Million mapped reads (TPM) format is more accurate. Although the online webtool TIMER only score six cell types, the markers used in this method contain specific genes in each tumor. Therefore, it may be more accurate to assess the degree of cell infiltration. ssGSEA has fewer restrictions on the format of the data, and the calculated cell score can be used for comparison of different samples. At the same time, it can be more flexible to calculate the cell composition in the microenvironment based on the accurate marker gene (35, 38). Therefore ssGSEA may be a better choice for most sequencing data. Nevertheless, among the above, an effective method remains controversial.

Several distinguishable subtypes of melanoma from clinical and pathology have been reported. Also, studies have reported that these subtypes usually exhibit distinct genetic characteristics in molecular biology (5). Recent empirical studies and reviews have revealed that the efficacy of immune checkpoint inhibitors differ depending on the subtype of melanoma. Moreover, studies have found that tumors with a higher mutation burden usually obtain more benefit from immune checkpoint inhibitors.

This paper clustered melanoma samples based on immune infiltration, and consequently, patients with higher immune response demonstrated better survival, affirming our definition of clusters. Additionally, immune-related genes were upregulated in clusters 4 and 3 relative to clusters 1 and 2, however, this did not include CD276. CD276, known as B7-H3, belongs to the B7 family of immunoregulatory proteins and has been implicated in cancer progression and metastasis. Research has confirmed the expression of CD276 in primary and metastatic melanoma as well as its significant role in the progression of melanoma and events of metastasis (57, 58). Additionally, our findings suggest that CD276 might serve as a potential target for patients with zero response to immunotherapy.

TIDE is a computational method that predicts the outcome of tumor patients treated with anti-PD1 or anti-CTLA4 and calculates the score by evaluating the degree of T cell dysfunction (59). The patients with a high score of TIDE imply a high possibility of tumor immune evasion and lower benefits from immunotherapy. In line with immune states across all the four clusters, clusters 4 and 3 had lower scores compared to clusters 1 and 2. Notably, the TIDE score of cluster 1, cluster 2, and cluster 3 had two clear subsets, particularly in cluster 2, indicating that these clusters still exits distinct subtypes and need further exploration. To explore the mechanisms of immune infiltration, the four clusters were divided into two major types, i.e., cold and hot tumors. We found that TYRP1 negatively correlated with CD8A expression. In vitro experiments revealed that the knockdown of TYRP1 promoted the expression of MHC class I. TYRP1 correlated with the formation of melanogenesis and was a cancer antigen of melanoma (60). Previous studies demonstrated that TYRP1 is linked to a poor clinical outcome for patients diagnosed with metastatic melanoma (61). Besides, it acts as a biomarker candidate for response and survival to checkpoint inhibitors in melanoma patients (62). Nonetheless, the mechanism of TYRP1 in regulating the immune response warrants further investigation.

Eventually, a prediction model based on the DEGs between hot and cold tumors was constructed, and this model could predict the overall survival of patients with treatment naïve melanoma. The model comprises seven genes which can be easily detected and guide the clinical treatment of melanoma. Notably, we found that this model performed efficiently in predicting the survival of patients under immunotherapy. However, the model has a few limitations; first, we only used one data set as an external validation cohort with a limited number of patients. Secondly, an optimal cut-off of risk score was used to divide the patients into high and low-risk scores, potentially reducing the predictive performance of the model. Thirdly, this model did not apply to melanoma patients under all types of therapies.



Conclusion

In this conclusion, we performed a detailed analysis of immune infiltration in melanoma. Our findings revealed that patients with high immune infiltration had a better survival and immune response. Moreover, the knockdown of TYRP1 promoted the expression of MHC class I and serving as a potential target. We constructed a prediction model with seven genes, which performed effectively in predicting survival of treatment naïve melanoma patients or untreated with anti-PD1. This work provides an in-depth insight into immune infiltration and the prediction model can used to guide the treatment of patients with melanoma.
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Background: Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) is one of the most common malignant tumors in the world. The efficacy of immunotherapy usually depends on the interaction of immunomodulation in the tumor microenvironment (TME). This study aimed to explore the potential stromal-immune score-based prognostic genes related to immunotherapy in HCC through bioinformatics analysis.

Methods: ESTIMATE algorithm was applied to calculate the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity of HCC using the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) transcriptome data. Functional enrichment analysis of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) was analyzed by the Database for Annotation, Visualization, and Integrated Discovery database (DAVID). Univariate and multivariate Cox regression analysis and least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) regression analysis were performed for prognostic gene screening. The expression and prognostic value of these genes were further verified by KM-plotter database and the Human Protein Atlas (HPA) database. The correlation of the selected genes and the immune cell infiltration were analyzed by single sample gene set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA) algorithm and Tumor Immune Estimation Resource (TIMER).

Results: Data analysis revealed that higher immune/stromal/Estimate scores were significantly associated with better survival benefits in HCC within 7 years, while the tumor purity showed a reverse trend. DEGs based on both immune and stromal scores primarily affected the cytokine–cytokine receptor interaction signaling pathway. Among the DEGs, three genes (CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5) were found most significantly associated with survival. Moreover, the expression levels of CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 genes were significantly correlated with immune/stromal/Estimate scores or tumor purity and multiple immune cell infiltration. Among them, GBP5 genes were highly related to immune infiltration.

Conclusion: This study identified three key genes which were related to the TME and had prognostic significance in HCC, which may be promising markers for predicting immunotherapy outcomes.

Keywords: tumor microenvironment, Hepatocellular carcinoma, TCGA, ESTIMATE algorithm, Prognosis


INTRODUCTION

Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC), one of the digestive tract cancers, is also the most common primary liver cancer (1). Hepatocarcinogenesis is a multistep and complex biological process in which many signaling cascades are altered, resulting in heterogeneous molecular profiles and ultimately in tumorigenesis, progression, and metastasis (2). Surgical treatment and chemotherapy are the main therapies for HCC (3), but incidence rates of HCC are continuing to grow, and the probability is rising faster than any other cancer in both men and women (4). A systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study (GBD) has shown that the incidence and mortality of HCC rank among the top 10 cancers, and death in adults with cirrhosis is the leading cause for the mortality of HCC (5). With the improvement of medical standards, the treatment of HCC has indeed made progress. But currently, HCC treatment is still a global research hotspot, and more and more attention has been paid to cancer immunotherapy, one of the most promising methods for cancer treatment (6). Besides, studies have shown that immune tolerance and escape in the immunosuppressive microenvironment of HCC can be promoted by multiple mechanisms (7, 8). Therefore, it is essential to understand the microenvironment of HCC.

The tumor microenvironment (TME), which is comprised of a mixture of immune cells, stromal cells, cancer cells, the intricate cytokine and chemokines environment, and other components (6, 9), is a dynamic system. Immune cells and stromal cells within the TME are the two main types of non-tumor components which are considered to play important role in the diagnosis and prognosis of tumors (10). Evidence from studies indicates that stromal cells within the TME are genetically stable and are attractive therapeutic targets with reduced risk of resistance and tumor recurrence (11). In addition, due to the dysregulation of the metabolic activity of tumor cells, tumor-infiltrating immune cells usually experience metabolic stress, resulting in an impaired anti-tumor immune response (12). A multi-target approach that simultaneously suppresses TME components may provide a more effective method of treating cancer (13). Therefore, understanding the TME is critical for inhibiting tumorigenesis, invasion, and metastasis, and in effectively managing the immune response (14–16).

Bioinformatics resolve the problems of biology through the methods of applied mathematics, informatics, statistics, and computer science (17, 18). At the same time, with the growth of the amount of biological tumor data, bioinformatics is essential for the storage, analysis, and visualization of cancer immunotherapy data (19, 20). Its rapid development has provided a user-friendly and convenient platform for researchers, guiding the implementation of basic experiments (21, 22). In 2013, Yoshihara et al. created a method to infer the ratio of stromal cells and immune cells in malignant tumors through gene expression signatures that can be derived from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA)–ESTIMATE algorithm. In addition, the algorithm can also predict tumor purity, which helps understand the influence of the microenvironment on neoplastic cells (23). Researchers have extensively verified and confirmed the accuracy of the prediction. In recent years, the ESTIMATE algorithm has been applied to glioblastoma (10), gastric cancer (16), clear cell renal cell carcinoma (9), colon cancer (24), and so on. However, the application of HCC remains to be elucidated.

In this study, we obtained transcriptome data of HCC from the TCGA database, and analyzed the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity within the microenvironment using the ESTIMATE algorithm. The relationship between immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity with survival and clinical parameters were explored. Hub genes associated with immune and stromal scores and with prognostic values were chosen.



MATERIALS AND METHODS


Data Processing

RNA sequencing (RNA-Seq) and clinicopathological data of patients with HCC were downloaded from Genomic Data Commons

(GDC) database (https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/) (25, 26). About 374 tumor samples were used for the analysis. ESTIMATE algorithm was used to calculate the stromal/immune/Estimate scores and tumor purity using “estimate” package through the R project (http://r-forge.r-project.org; repos=rforge, dependencies=TRUE) (23). The Human Protein Atlas (HPA) (https://www.proteinatlas.org/about/download) was used to verify the immunohistochemistry staining of genes. Kaplan–Meier plotter (http://kmplot.com/analysis/) was applied to assess the prognostic value of the biomarkers.



Differential Expression Analysis

The median was set as the cut-off value of the immune and stromal scores. Patient samples were divided into two groups, respectively, namely the high-score group and the low-score group. Differential expression analysis was analyzed on the matrix of the sample using the R package, LIMMA. The filtering conditions for the differential genes were as follows: Fold Change > | ±1|, with adjusted p < 0.05.



Enrichment Analysis

The differentially expressed genes (DEGs) from differential expression analysis that meet the conditions were used for enrichment analysis, including Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) and Gene Ontology (GO) enrichment analysis via Database for Annotation, Visualization, and Integrated Discovery database (DAVID) function annotation tool (https://david.ncifcrf.gov) (27). GO contains biological processes (BPs), cell components (CCs), and molecular functions (MFs), and the signaling pathways were identified by considering both p-value and count number.



Prognostic Gene Selection by Cox Regression Analysis and Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator (LASSO)

In order to select the survival-related genes, univariate Cox regression analysis was performed on DEGs. At the same time, in order to prevent overfitting and increase the credibility of selecting core genes, we used the least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) Cox regression model for signature construction (28, 29). LASSO regression modeling was conducted using the R package, glmnet (30). Finally, multivariable Cox regression analyses were used for feature selection, and calculating hazard ratios (HRs) with 95% confidence intervals (CIs) (31). Genes with p < 0.05 was chosen for further analysis.



Tumor Immune Infiltration Through RNA-Sequencing Expression Profiling Data

Single sample gene set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA) algorithm (https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2016.12.019, https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-33230/v1) is scored based on 29 published immune-related genes (the immune gene set includes immune cell types, functions, and pathways) to quantify the immune infiltration level of 29 immune signatures in each HCC sample using the R package, GSVA (32), and the scores were standardized for each individual immune cell type. Besides, Tumor Immune Estimation Resource (TIMER, https://cistrome.shinyapps.io/timer/) was used to analyze the correlation between six kinds of tumor-infiltrating immune cells and selected hub genes.



Statistical Analysis

Student's t-test is analyzed for comparison between two groups and one-way ANOVA is used to compare multiple groups. Survival analysis was performed using Kaplan–Meier curve by using the R packages, such as survival and survminer, and the p-value was calculated using the log-rank test. Chi-square test was applied to test the association of the expression of the three hub genes with clinicopathological parameters. The value of p < 0.05 was considered statistically significant.




RESULTS


Stromal/Immune/Estimate Scores and Tumor Purity Were Significantly Associated With Prognosis and Tumor Mutation Burden

Transcriptome data and clinical information of HCC were downloaded from the TCGA database and integrated. Totally, 369 cancer samples were used for survival analysis (Supplementary Table 1). At the same time, in order to better understand the impact of tumor infiltrating immune and stromal cells on prognosis, we calculated the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity based on the ESTIMATE algorithm, which helps to quantify the immune and stromal components in HCC. Sample information of overall survival (OS), disease-specific survival (DSS), disease-free interval (DFI), and progression-free interval (PFI) were collected (Supplementary Table 2). The results in Figure 1A showed that the four survival periods were significantly correlated with stromal/immune/Estimate scores and tumor purity. Elevated stromal, immune, and Estimate scores were significantly correlated with better prognosis, while higher tumor purity was significantly associated with poor patient survival rate. In addition, we also combined the clinicopathological parameters of HCC to analyze the correlation with immune score, stromal score, Estimate score, and tumor purity (Supplementary Table 3). As can be seen from Supplementary Figure 1, patients with metastasis tended to have higher immune and Estimate scores and lower tumor purity. For tumor and pathological stage, patients with increased stage tended to have high stromal, immune and Estimate score and lower tumor purity.


[image: Figure 1]
FIGURE 1. Analysis of survival and Tumor mutation burden (TMB) associated with immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity. (A) Kaplan–Meier survival analysis based on immune/stromal/Estimate/scores and tumor purity. Overall survival (OS), disease-specific survival (DSS), disease-free interval (DFI), progression-free interval (PFI). (B) The relationship of immune/stromal/Estimate/scores and tumor purity with tumor mutation burden (TMB). The samples were divided into high and low groups according to the median of score. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, and ***p < 0.001 between the two groups.


Tumor mutation burden (TMB) is the total number of somatic gene coding errors, base substitutions, gene insertion, or deletion errors detected per million bases (33). It is a quantitative biomarker that reflects the total number of mutations carried by tumor cells (34). In order to explore the relationship between TMB and immune/stromal/Estimate scores, tumor purity, and the mutation data of HCC from the TCGA database was downloaded for calculating the TMB. Then we divided the tumor samples into high and low groups according to the median of immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity, respectively. As can be seen from Figure 1B, TMB was significantly higher in the immune/stromal/Estimate scores in the low group, whereas it was higher in tumor purity in the high group.



DEGs Based on Immune and Stromal Scores and Their Associated Pathways Were Identified

To find out novel genes in HCC microenvironment associated with both immune and stromal scores, we performed RNA sequencing (RNA-Seq) differential expression analysis of 374 HCC cases from TCGA cohort. First, we grouped the samples based on the median of the immune score and the stromal score, and then we conducted a difference analysis between the high and low group samples. The DEGs were displayed in the heatmap and volcano plot in Figures 2A,B. The results showed that there were 1,065 significantly upregulated genes and 105 significantly downregulated genes between high and low immune scores. Based on the difference analysis between the high and low stromal scores, 1,597 significantly upregulated genes and 112 significantly downregulated genes were obtained. By overlapping the DEGs of immune and stromal scores, we obtained a total of 896 genes (850 upregulated genes and 46 downregulated genes) for functional enrichment analysis including GO and KEGG (pathways; Figure 2C). The top 10 functional annotations of GO analysis are shown in Figure 2D. DEGs were mostly enriched in receptor activity, plasma membrane, and immune response. In addition, the enriched pathways of DEGs are displayed in Figure 2D. Considering the number of genes enriched in each pathway and the FDR value, the most important pathway was cytokine–cytokine receptor interaction (FDR = 4.24E-19). The interaction of DEGs enriched in the cytokine–cytokine receptor interaction signaling pathway is shown in Figure 3.


[image: Figure 2]
FIGURE 2. Differentially expressed genes (DEGs) based on immune and stromal scores of tumor microenvironment (TME) and their functional annotations in HCC. (A) Heatmaps and volcano plot of the DEGs of stromal scores (p < 0.05, fold change > |±1|). (B) Heatmaps and volcano plot of the DEGs of immune scores (p < 0.5, fold change > |±1|). (C) 46 common downregulated genes and 850 common upregulated genes of both stromal and immune scores were shown by a Venn diagram, and a total of 896 significantly different genes were obtained. (D) The selected DEGs were used for Gene Ontology (GO)-enrichment analysis, biological process (BP), cellular component (CC), and molecular function (MF). Top 10 GO terms were displayed, respectively. (E) The selected DEGs were used for Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) enrichment analysis via Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (DAVID). Considering both the p-value and count number, the optimal pathway was determined.



[image: Figure 3]
FIGURE 3. Pathway diagram showing the interaction of DEGs in the cytokine–cytokine receptor interaction pathway. Alteration frequencies of each gene were represented by the color intensity.




Identification and Validation of Optimal Prognostic Biomarkers in HCC

Through a well-known mathematical model, the prognostic DEGs related to the stromal–immune score that can be used as independent prognostic factors in patients with HCC was identified. We performed a univariate Cox regression analysis on the 896 DEGs related to both stromal and immune scores. Eighty-nine genes with a p < 0.5 were included for further analysis (Supplementary Table 4). To avoid overfitting the variables, 18 genes were screened using LASSO regression analysis (Figure 4A). Finally, three genes including guanylate binding protein 5 (GBP5), adhesion G protein-coupled receptor E3 (EMR3) and CASK interacting protein 1 (CASKIN1) were found significantly associated with HCC prognosis by multivariate Cox regression analysis (Figure 4B).


[image: Figure 4]
FIGURE 4. Screening and verification of prognostic genes in HCC. (A) Least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) regression analysis was used to screen for genetic variables. The dotted line indicates the number of genes after screening. (B) Multivariate Cox regression analysis was used to further screen genes that can be used as independent prognostic factors. The value, p < 0.5 was considered statistically significant. (C) Survival verification of the three selected genes by Kaplan–Meier plotter database in HCC. Prognostic indicators include overall survival (OS), progression-free survival (PFS), relapse-free survival (RFS), disease-specific survival (DSS).


We then further verified the prognostic value of the three genes in Kaplan– Meier plotter. Survival analysis of OS, PFS, relapse-free survival (RFS), and DSS according to the expression level of the three genes were performed (Figure 4C). Our results showed that all three genes were significantly associated with the four survival parameters. High expression of the three genes predicted prolonged PFS, RFS, and DSS. High expression of EMR3 was also associated with better OS, while high expression of GBP5 was associated with better OS within 80 months and high expression of CASKIN1 was associated with worse OS before 80 months. To further validate the results, we downloaded and sorted out the GSE76427 gene expression and clinical data of a cohort of 115 HCC cases and 52 adjacent non-tumor tissue from the gene expression omnibus (GEO) database. In addition, we also collected the LIRI–JP dataset in the International Cancer Genome Consortium (ICGC) database, including 243 HCC samples and 202 adjacent samples. Similar to TCGA results, the expression of CASKIN1 gene in HCC is significantly higher than that of normal tissues, and the high expression of GBP5 gene is associated with good OS in the GEO and ICGC data analysis (Supplementary Figure 2).



The Expression Level of GBP5, EMR3, and CASKIN1 and Their Association With Clinicopathological Parameters in HCC

To further confirm the importance of GBP5, EMR3, and CASKIN1 in HCC, Human Protein Atlas (HPA) database was used to compare their protein expression in normal and HCC tissues. As demonstrated in Figure 5A, GBP5 and CASKIN1 were highly expressed in HCC tissue, while EMR3 was downregulated in HCC. At the same time, we also used TCGA database to compare their expression level. CASKIN1 and GBP5 mRNA expression level was significantly increased in HCC tissue compared to adjacent normal tissues, while significantly decreased EMR3 mRNA expression was found in HCC samples compared to normal samples (Figure 5B). Moreover, we also analyzed the association of the three genes with clinicopathological parameters of HCC according to the median of their expressions (Figure 5C). Low expression of EMR3 was often found in low tumor and pathological grade and there was increased proportion of its high expression in late stage. Similar result was observed for pathological stage and tumor grade for CASKIN1 expression.


[image: Figure 5]
FIGURE 5. The expression level of three genes in HCC. (A) The immunohistochemistry (IHC) results from the Human Protein Atlas (HPA) was used to detect the protein level of three genes in normal and tumor tissues. (B) Comparison of the expression levels of CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 genes in HCC tissues and adjacent normal tissues form the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database. The values of *p < 0.5, **p < 0.01, and ***p < 0.001 between the two groups. (C) Chi-square test of the clinical parameters according to the median of the expressions of the three genes.




The Association of GBP5, EMR3, and CASKIN1 Expression With Immune Cell Infiltration

After identifying the prognostic value and expression level of CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5, we performed correlation analysis between CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 expression levels and immune/stromal/Estimate scores, and tumor purity in HCC, respectively. As shown in Figure 6A, CASKIN1 expression was negatively correlated with the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and positively correlated with tumor purity. In contrast, the expression of both EMR3 and GBP5 were positively correlated with immune/stromal/Estimate scores, while negatively correlated with tumor purity. Moreover, the association of GBP5 expression with immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity was stronger than the other two genes.


[image: Figure 6]
FIGURE 6. Immune infiltration related to CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5. (A) Correlation analysis between CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 mRNA expression levels and immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity in hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC). (B) The relationship between the CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 gene expression and the infiltration level of six types of immune cells in HCC via Tumor Immune Estimation Resource (TIMER) database. Partial Spearman's correlation and statistical analysis were performed. (C) Single sample gene set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA) algorithm was used to obtain the immune-infiltration levels of 29 immune cells. The correlation between the expression levels of CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 expression levels and the infiltration levels of 29 immune cells was displayed using Lollipop Chart.


To study the relationship between the expression of the three genes and immune infiltration level for HCC, scatter plots are shown with partial Spearman's correlation and statistical significance in Figure 6B. The expression of GBP5 was significantly associated with purity (R = −0.461). In addition, elevated EMR3 and GBP5 were significantly correlated with B cell, CD4+ T cell, macrophage, neutrophil, and dendritic cell infiltration (p < 0.05) and a general increase in the immune infiltration level (R > 0.3). It is worth noting that there is a significant positive correlation between the infiltration levels of six kinds of immune cells and the GBP5 gene expression level. Then, based on the gene expression data, we enriched the proportion of 29 immune cells in each patient with HCC through the ssGSEA algorithm, and finally obtained the infiltration level of various immune cells. The correlation of the infiltration level of the immune cells with the expression levels of three genes was calculated. As shown in Figure 6C, the CASKIN1 gene was mainly negatively correlated with immune cell infiltration and the GBP5 gene showed a positive correlation with 29 immune cells and was highly correlated with 12 immune cells (R > 0.3), including T-cell co-inhibition, CD8+_T cells, check-point, inflammation-promoting, TIL, Th1 cells, APC co-inhibition, cytolytic activity, HLA, pDCs, Treg, and Th2 cells. EMR3 gene showed both positive and negative correlation with 29 immune cells.




DISCUSSION

A large number of studies have shown that the TME plays a significant role in the occurrence, development, and metastasis of tumors (11, 13, 35). With the rapid development of bioinformatics based on tumor immunotherapy and microarray sequencing, researchers are increasingly using statistical algorithms to explore new targets for immunotherapy of HCC (19, 36, 37), including ESTIMATE algorithm, and some progress has been made (38–41).

In this study, the ESTIMATE algorithm was used to obtain the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity of TME in (HCC). To explore the impact of the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity on survival, we collected four types of survival data: OS, DSS, DPI, and PFI. The results showed that the differential immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity scores significantly affect survival rates. Remarkably, the high score groups of stromal/immune/Estimate scores were significantly associated with longer OS in patients with HCC among the four survival types within 7 years (Figure 1A). These findings are consistent with previous studies showing that the immune/stromal scores were significantly related to OS (40, 42). Findings in multiple cancer types revealed that TMB may play an important role in tumor immunotherapy (43–45), including bladder cancer, colorectal cancer, and non-small cell lung cancer. Therefore, we expect that the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity in the microenvironment of HCC are related to TMB. We divided the samples into high and low groups according to the median of the TMB value to compare the correlation between the immune/stromal/Estimate scores, tumor purity, and TMB. The results showed that the higher the immune/stromal scores, the lower is the TMB value. However, the result for tumor purity was the opposite (Figure 1B). This means that the more immune/stromal cells in HCC, the harder it is to identify cancer cells (46). Previous studies have revealed that high TMB predicted worse patient outcomes than those with low TMB in patients with HCC. This is consistent with our survival results (47). In addition, we combined the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity with the clinical parameters of HCC, such as metastasis, OS, and grade. However, there was no significant difference (Supplementary Figure 1).

Next, we grouped the samples according to the median of immune score and stromal score to find DEGs. Based on the stromal score, we got 1,579 significantly upregulated and 112 downregulated genes, and based on immune score, 1,046 significantly upregulated genes and 105 significantly downregulated genes were found (Figures 2A,B). We collected 46 DEGs that were jointly downregulated and 850 DEGs that were jointly upregulated in both immune and stromal scores for functional enrichment analysis (Figure 2C), including GO functional annotation analysis (Figure 2D) and KEGG pathway enrichment analysis (Figure 2E). The results indicated that these genes were mainly enriched in receptor activity, plasma membrane, and immune response. It can be seen from the biological process (BP), that the DEGs were closely related to immune response. Consistent with previous studies (48–50), this evidence proved that TME plays a vital role in the immunotherapy of HCC. At the same time, these genes were significantly enriched in the cytokine–cytokine receptor interaction pathway. A simplified pathway diagram in Figure 3 showed DEGs enriched in the pathway.

To evaluate the prognostic significance of these DEGs in HCC, univariate Cox regression analysis, LASSO regression analysis (Figure 4A), multivariate Cox regression analysis (Figure 4B), and Kaplan–Meier survival analysis (Figure 4C) were performed. The results demonstrated that CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 were the most significant prognostic markers. Previous study has demonstrated that EMR3 is one of the adhesion G protein-coupled receptors (aGPCRs), which can be used as a modulator of immune cell function (51). It has prognostic significance in Dukes'B colon cancer (52) and glioblastoma (53). Besides, the GBP5 gene has been studied in a variety of cancers, including gastric adenocarcinoma (54), skin cutaneous melanoma (55, 56), pancreatic adenocarcinoma (57), and HCC, and GBP5 was one of the key genes in the malignant transformation induced by microcystin-LR (MC-LR) in the cell of HCC (58). In addition, GBP5 promotes immunity in mammals. It also plays an important role in regulating human macrophage pyroptosis and uniquely regulates the induction of apoptosis (59). However, the involvement of CASKIN1 gene in cancer has rarely been studied.

Besides, we tested whether these three genes are abnormally expressed in HCC. The results indicated that the expression of CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 showed significant difference between the tumor and normal samples in both TCGA database and HPA (Figures 5A,B). Then, the relationship of the expression of the three genes and their clinical parameters were analyzed via the Chi-square test (Figure 5C). Among them, the expression of EMR3 showed significant difference in the clinical parameters of tumor and pathological stage. There was also significant difference for CASKIN1 in the pathological stage and grade. These results indicated that CASKIN1 and EMR3 were possibly involved in the progression of HCC. At the same time, we also verified the significance of the three prognostic genes in the GEO and ICGC database (Supplementary Figure 2).

Finally, to further analyze the significance of the three genes in tumor immune infiltration, we analyzed the correlation between the three genes and the immune/stromal/Estimate scores and tumor purity, respectively (Figure 6A). At the same time, the TIMER database was applied to assess the correlation between the expression of the three genes and the infiltration scores of six immune cell types. In both the analyses, the GBP5 gene showed a strong correlation with the degree of immune infiltration (Figure 6B). Next, the ssGSEA algorithm was used to evaluate RNA-Seq expression profile data to detect the infiltration of immune cells in tumor tissues of HCC. The correlation analysis between the expression of CASKIN1, EMR3, and GBP5 genes and the immune infiltration scores of 29 immune cell types was performed (Figure 6C). The results showed that GBP5 gene expression exhibited strong positive correlation with 12 kinds of immune cells (R > 0.3, p < 0.5), which verified the results in Figures 6A,B, suggesting that GBP5 may be an important target for targeted immunotherapy of HCC.

In summary, our study identified three TME-related prognostic markers in HCC. CASKIN1 was overexpressed in tumor and its high expression was associated with poor OS, while high expression of EMR3 and GBP5 were associated with better survival. However, the prognostic value of the three genes warrants further validation by more clinical data. Importantly, the GBP5 gene was highly expressed in HCC and strongly correlated with immune cell infiltration. It holds a great potential as a candidate for targeted immunotherapy of HCC.
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Tumor microenvironment (TME) is vital for the occurrence and development of breast cancer (BRCA). However, it remains challenging to understand the dynamic modulation of the stromal and immune components comprehensively in TME. Herein, we used ESTIMATE and CIBERSORT algorithm to estimate the number of stromal and immune components and the abundance of tumor-infiltrating immune cells (TICs) in 582 BRCA cases from gene expression omnibus (GEO) database. We employed three regression models including univariable Cox proportion, LASSO regression model and multivariate Cox regression, and identified 7 immune-specific genes related to BRCA survival. Of 7 genes, ATPase Secretory Pathway Ca2+ Transporting 2 (ATP2C2) attracts our attention for significantly predicting prognosis of BRCA patients. Further analysis indicated that ATP2C2 expression was closely related to the clinicopathological features (age, T- and N-staging) and negatively correlated with patients’ survival in BRCA. Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA) was performed to reveal pathway enrichment between ATP2C2high and ATP2C2low groups. The low ATP2C2 expression groups’ genes were mainly enriched for immune-related activities, while those in the ATP2C2 high-expression group were largely enriched in metabolic-related pathways. Notably, Pearson’s correlation analysis identified that ATP2C2 expression was positively correlated with T follicular helper (Tfh) cells, and negatively correlated with gamma delta (γδ) T cell, suggesting that ATP2C2 might be accountable for the maintenance of immune-dominant status for TME. To sum up, this study comprehensively analyzed the TME and shed light on prognostic immune-related biomarkers for BRCA. In particular, ATP2C2 might be helpful for predicting the prognosis of BRCA patients, which provided an extra insight for BRCA treatment.




Keywords: breast cancer, ATP2C2, tumor microenvironment, tumor-infiltrating immune cells, LASSO, nomogram ATP2C2 modulates TME in BRCA



Introduction

Breast cancer (BRCA) with high aggressiveness is one of the most common malignant tumors that seriously endanger women’s health (1). However, the mechanism of its occurrence and development is not yet fully understood. Therefore, in-depth study of the molecular mechanisms of BRCA development and finding effective therapeutic targets are of great significance for improving the prognosis of BRCA patients.

The “seed-soil” theory of tumors believes that the growth of tumor cells requires the surrounding normal cells and extracellular matrix to provide a permissive environment, that is, the tumor microenvironment (TME) (2). TME is the local environment for tumor cells to survive. In addition to tumor cells, it also contains resident stromal cells and recruited immune cells. These components are crucial in the occurrence, development, and immune evasion of tumors (3). Although stromal cells can promote tumor angiogenesis, cancer cell proliferation, invasion and metastasis, the detailed molecular mechanism to promote cancer progression has not been fully elucidated. Meanwhile, increasing attention has been paid to the influence of the immune cells in TME on tumor development. It was revealed that high levels of immune cell infiltration into cancer tissues were correlated with favorable outcomes, suggesting that valuing TME heterogeneity and remodeling the immune microenvironment may hold promise for cancer treatment (4). Immune cells in the TME can affect the host immune response by secreting chemokines, cytokines and other factors that directly or indirectly suppress or support tumor progression (5). Therefore, to better understand the immune status of the TME and investigating the distribution pattern and function of immune cells are essential for improving the effectiveness of cancer immunotherapy.

In the present study, we used ESTIMATE and CIBERSORT algorithm to quantify the tumor-infiltrating immune cell (TIC) proportion and the ratio of immune and stromal components of BRCA samples from the gene expression omnibus (GEO) database and identified a novel predictive biomarker, ATPase Secretory Pathway Ca2+ Transporting 2 (ATP2C2). Gene dysregulation of ATP2C2 has been linked to breast cancers: ATP2C2 (also known as SPCA2) promotes tumor growth by increasing Ca2+ entry through activation of the Orai1 calcium channel (6). Recently, the literature has demonstrated a novel association among ATP2C2, Kv10.1 and Orai1 involved in mediating transduction signals from TME to the BRCA cells, suggesting that ATP2C2 may play an important role in TME (7). Here we set out to compare differentially expressed genes (DEGs) produced by comparison between stromal components and immune components in BRCA cases, revealing that the ATP2C2 may be a potential indicator for the alteration of TME status in BRCA.



Materials and Methods


BRCA Datasets and Samples

mRNA expression data for breast cancer (BRCA) were procured from GEO (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/). The keywords “Breast cancer” and “Survival” were used for retrieval. Finally, five gene expression microarray datasets were chosen as a training set, including (GSE42568, n=121), (GSE88770, n=117), (GSE16446, n=120), (GSE37751, n=108), and (GSE7390, n=198). 582 samples with the survival status and survival time were downloaded for DEG analysis from the five datasets. In addition, the GSE20711 cohort (n = 88) were used as a validation set.

Harmonized RNA sequencing data and related clinical information for BRCA were downloaded for clinical correlation and GSEA analysis from TCGA (https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/, up to July 30, 2020), which included 1222 samples, 113 normal tissue samples, and 1109 tumor samples.



ESTIMATE

The stromal, immune and ESTIMATE scores were outputted by the R package “estimate” (8).



DEGs Identification Based on StromalScore and ImmuneScore

Based on the comparison with the median scores of StromalScore and ImmuneScore, 582 BRCA cases were divided into high or low score groups. Limma R package was applied to determine DEGs between high-scoring samples and low-scoring samples. Genes with p < 0.05 and |log2 FC (fold-change)| > 1 were screened DEGs. A flowchart for constructing DEG signature is displayed in Figure 1.




Figure 1 | Experimental technical roadmap.





Heatmaps

Heatmaps were plotted with the R package pheatmap (9).



Functional Enrichment and Pathway Analysis

To understand the potential function of the common DEGs that stemmed from the immune scores and stromal scores, Gene Ontology (GO) and the Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) pathway enrichment analysis were performed by “clusterProfiler” package in R. GO and KEGG terms with a p- and q-value of both <0.05 were considered significantly enriched.



Construction and Validation of the Prognostic Prediction Models

A univariate Cox model was conducted to screen potential prognostic immune-related genes (IRGs) and TICs. A LASSO Cox regression model was further applied to narrow the range of prognostic IRGs and TICs. Next, a multivariate Cox regression model was utilized to select IRGs and TICs most closely related to survival, and those IRGs and TICs were used to construct two risk models. Two formulas for the IRGs risk score and TICs risk score was established to predict patient survival: IRGs risk score = (−0.212 × expression level of ADRB2) + (0.208 × expression level of ATP2C2) + (−0.287 × expression level of CELF2) + (−0.129 × expression level of CXCL12) + (0.257 × expression level of LGMN) + (−0.204 × LIPA) + (0.214 × expression level of SLCO2B1), TICs risk score = (3.359 × abundance of naïve B cells) + (4.957 × abundance of T follicular helper (Tfh) cells) + (−4.349 × abundance of gamma delta (γδ) T cells) + (−3.966 × abundance of resting mast cells). The individual IRGs risk score and TICs risk score in both training set and validation set were calculated according to the formulas accordingly.

The Kaplan-Meier method and the ROC curves were used to analyze OS and to assess signature’s sensitivity and specificity of the models.



Construction and Validation of Nomograms

Based on seven IRGs and four TICs, we separately plotted the nomograms to predict the probability of 1-, 2-, and 3-OS of BRCA patients. Validation of the nomograms was evaluated by the discrimination and calibration.



Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA)

GSEA was performed between high- and low-ATP2C2 expression (10). The number of random sample permutations was set at 1000, and NOM p-value < 0.05, FDR q-value < 0.25, and | NES | > 1 were set as the significance threshold.



Estimation of TIC Types

CIBERSORT algorithm was utilized to evaluate the relative abundance of 22 types of TICs. After the quality filtering (p-value < 0.05), 545 BRCA samples were selected for following analysis.



Tumor Immune Dysfunction and Exclusion (TIDE) Analysis

TIDE is a computational framework construct to predict immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) response (11).




Results


DEGs Based on ImmuneScore and StromalScore Were Mainly Presented as the Enrichment of IRGs

To explore the accurate alterations of gene profile in TME regarding immune and stromal components, a comparative analysis of high- and low-scoring samples was performed. A total 1091 DEGs including 692 upregulated and 399 downregulated genes were obtained from ImmuneScore (Figure 2A). Similarly, a total of 1261 DEGs including 852 upregulated and 409 downregulated genes were obtained from StromalScore (Figure 2B). By intersecting these DEGs from ImmuneScore and StromalScore, a total of 246 up-regulated genes and 47 down-regulated genes (Figures 2C, D). These DEGs were probably key factors for the status of TME. GO enrichment analysis showed that the functions of the DEGs were predominantly associated with the immune response, such as leukocyte proliferation and leukocyte migration (Figure 2E; Figure S1A). The KEGG enrichment analysis also indicated that the DEGs were involved in hematopoietic cell lineage, Th1 and Th2 cell differentiation, and cytokine–cytokine receptor interaction (Figure 2F; Figure S1B). Therefore, immune-related activities tended to represent the main functions of DEGs, implying that the involvement of immune components was a predominant feature of TME of BRCA.




Figure 2 | Comparison of gene expression profile with stromal and immune scores of BRCA. (A, B) The heatmap presenting the top 20 upregulated and downregulated DEGs in ImmuneScore and StromalScore. DEGs were detected by Wilcoxon rank sum test (q < 0.05 & |log2FC| > 0.5). (C, D) Venn diagram analysis of aberrantly expressed genes based on stromal and immune scores. (E, F) DEGs-related biological functions and pathways in BRCA, terms with p and q < 0.05 were considered to be significantly enriched.





Screening of Prognosis-Specific IRGs and Construction of Prognosis Prediction Model

293 differentially expressed IRGs were further subjected to the univariate Cox regression model; we identified 67 IRGs significantly related with OS (Table S1). Then, these 67 IRGs were used in the LASSO regression for feature selection. A set of seventeen genes (ADD3, ADRB2, ALDH1A1, ATP2C2, CCR2, CELF2, CRTAM, CXCL12, EPN3, HOXC8, IL2RB, ITM2A, KLRG1, LGMN, LIPA, SLCO2B1, and TMEM243) and their coefficients were computed (Figures 3A, B). Then, the Akaike information criterion (AIC) was utilized to screen significant prognostic IRGs in multivariate Cox regression models (Figure 3C).




Figure 3 | Signature-based risk score is a promising marker of survival in BRCA patients. (A, B) LASSO Cox analysis identified seven genes most correlated with OS, and 10-round cross validation was performed to prevent overfitting. (C) Multivariate Cox analysis of 7 immune-related hub genes. (D, G) Risk score distribution in training set (D) and validation set (G). (E, H) Survival overview in training set (E) and validation set (H). (F, I) Expression profile of 7 immune genes in training set (F) and validation set (I). (J, K) Kaplan–Meier estimates of OS according to the seven-immune-related gene signature in training set (J) and validation set (K). The differences between the two curves were evaluated by the two-side log-rank test. (L, M) The ROC curve analysis of the seven-immune-related gene signature for predicting OS in training set (L) and validation set (M).



The risk score of each BRCA patient was calculated, and the patients were classified into the high-risk (n = 291) or low-risk (n = 291) group by the median cut-off value (Figure 3D). Remarkably, the number of deaths was significantly higher in the high-risk group (Figure 3E). A heatmap revealed that patients in the high-risk group tended to have increased LGMN, ATP2C2, and SLCO2B1 expression levels, as well as decreased expression levels of CXCL12, LIPA, ADRB2 and CELF2 (Figure 3F). The Kaplan–Meier analysis indicated that low-risk patients had a better OS than high-risk patients (P < 0.001) (Figure 3J). The accuracy of the prognostic model was displayed in the ROC curve. The AUCs under ROC curve for predicting OS in the first, third, and fifth year were 0.831, 0.731, and 0.723, respectively (Figure 3L). To demonstrate the robustness of the prognostic signature, the predictive ability was assessed in a GSE20711 cohort. The risk score for each patient was calculated based on the same formula, and the best threshold was chosen as the cut-off for patients stratified as high- and low-risk. The risk score profiles and gene expression are displayed in Figures 3G–I. Patients in high-risk group had a shorter OS than patients in the low-risk group in the GSE20711 cohort, which was consistent with the results of the training set (Figure 3K). The AUC of the signature for OS was 0.92, 0.668 and 0.693 at 1, 3 and 5 years, respectively (Figure 3M).

Based on the multivariate Cox analysis results, seven IRGs were integrated in the nomogram to predict the OS of BRCA patients (Figures 4A, B). The calibration curves revealed acceptable accuracy. These results indicated that the IRGs risk model nomogram had very appropriate calibration.




Figure 4 | Nomogram predicting OS for BRCA patients based on risk score. (A) Nomogram model for predicting the probability of 1-, 2-, and 3-year OS of BRCA. Points are assigned for seven features. The sum of these points is located on the total points axis. The total points on the bottom scales correspond to the predicted 1-, 2-, and 3-year survival. (B) Calibration plots of the nomogram for predicting the probability of OS at 1, 2, and 3 years. The X-axis represents nomogram-predicted survival, and the Y-axis represents actual survival.





ATP2C2 Is Highly Expressed in BRCA and Correlates With Unfavorable Prognosis

Ion channels have a key role in mediating TME signal (12). Previous studies had shown that ATP2C2 can regulate the localization and the activity of Kv10.1 and Orai1 channels, mediating transduction signals from TME to the BRCA cells (7). However, the clinical role of the ATP2C2 has not yet been determined. Here we divided all BRCA samples into ATP2C2 high and low expression groups based on ATP2C2 median expression. The Kaplan–Meier analysis elucidated that BRCA patients with ATP2C2 low expression had longer survival than those with ATP2C2 high expression (Figure 5A). In addition, we further found that ATP2C2 levels are associated with poor prognosis of various cancers, including thyroid carcinoma (THCA), head-neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSC), kidney renal clear cell carcinoma (KIRC), lung squamous cell carcinoma (LUSC), and esophageal squamous cell carcinoma (ESCC) on a web platform Kaplan–Meier Plotter (http://kmplot.com/analysis/) (Figures S2A–E). After that, clinical pathologic features and ATP2C2 expression were downloaded from the TCGA database. The expression of ATP2C2 in the BRCA samples was significantly higher than that in normal breast tissues or paired breast non-tumor by Wilcoxon rank sum test (Figures 5B, C). We also observed a similar up-regulation of ATP2C2 expression in BRCA in the HPA dataset (https://www.proteinatlas.org/) (Figures S3A–F). Collectively, these outcomes clearly demonstrated that high ATP2C2 expression in TME was correlated with worse prognosis of BRCA patients. Remarkably, the levels of ATP2C2 were increased along with the progression of age, T- and N- staging (Figures 5D–I).




Figure 5 | The expression of ATP2C2 and correlation with OS and clinicopathological features of BRCA patients revealed by bioinformatic analysis. (A) Survival outcome for BRCA patients with different ATP2C2 expression. The differences between the two curves were detected by the two-side log-rank test. (B) ATP2C2 mRNA is highly expressed in BRCA tissues. Statistical significance was evaluated using Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney test. (C) ATP2C2 mRNA levels in the paired BRCA tissues were evaluated. P-values are based on the Wilcoxon Test. (D–I) The correlation of ATP2C2 expression with clinicopathological features. Statistical significance was evaluated using Wilcoxon rank sum test.





ATP2C2 Had Potential to Be an Indicator for TME Modulation

Given the expressions of ATP2C2 were negatively associated with the OS, T- and N- staging of patients with BRCA, GSEA was performed to explore the gene sets enriched in different ATP2C2 subgroups. As shown in Figure 6A, ATP2C2 low-expression group’ genes were significantly enriched in immune-related activities, such as cytokine–cytokine receptor interaction, hematopoietic cell lineage and primary immunodeficiency, while those in ATP2C2 high-expression group were mainly enriched in metabolic pathways, including citrate cycle TCA cycle, amino sugar and nucleotide sugar metabolism, and fructose and mannose metabolism (Figure 6B). Together, these findings implied that ATP2C2 might be a potential indicator for the status of TME.




Figure 6 | GSEA revealed biological pathways correlated with ATP2C2 in the cohort from TCGA. (A) Gene sets enriched in ATP2C2 high-expression group. (B) Gene sets enriched in ATP2C2 low-expression group. NOM p < 0.05, FDR q < 0.25, and |NES| > 1 are set as the significance threshold.





ATP2C2 Predicts the Infiltration of Immune Cells Into BRCA Microenvironment

To further explore the indicative roles of ATP2C2 on TME, we used the CIBERSORT algorithm to detect the proportions of 22 kinds of immune cells in the BRCA microenvironment (Figure 7A). Besides, the results of the Wilcoxon-Mann-Whitney test showed that the fractions of the naïve B cells, γδ T cells, activated memory CD4+ T cells, naïve CD4+ T cells, monocytes, M0 macrophages, M2 macrophages, and activated dendritic cells in ATP2C2 high-expression group was relatively less than that in ATP2C2 low-expression group, and regulatory T cells (Tregs), activated NK cells, and M1 macrophages were relatively greater in ATP2C2 high-expression group (Figure 7B).




Figure 7 | Analysis of immune cell infiltration. (A) Fraction data of the 22 types of immune cells. (B) Differential immune cell type expression was observed between the high and low-ATP2C2 groups. Significant statistical differences between the two subgroups were assessed using the Wilcoxon test.





ATP2C2 Was Correlated With Distribution Pattern of T Cell Subsets

All TICs were integrated into a univariate Cox regression model (Table 1). The significative TICs, screened by univariate Cox regression analysis were subjected to LASSO Cox regression analysis. The results of the Lasso regression suggested that the model was not overfitting (Figure S4A, B). After that, multivariate Cox regression analysis revealed that the model composed of naïve B cells, Tfh cells, γδ T cells, and resting mast cells had the smallest AIC (Figure S4C). According to the median cut-off value of TICs risk score, BRCA patients were classified into high- and low-risk groups. The distribution of risk score, survival status and expression profile of the four TICs of each patient are presented in Figures S4D–F (training set) and Figures S4G–I (validation set). The Kaplan–Meier survival analysis in the two datasets revealed significantly worse prognosis in the high-risk group (Figures S4J, K). Next, the prognostic accuracy of the TICs risk score was examined in the training set and validation set by using time‐dependent ROC curves analysis (Figures S4L, M).


Table 1 | Univariate analysis showing associations between different immune cell subsets and OS in BRCA. Unadjusted HRs are shown with 95 percent confidence intervals.



To further improve the accuracy of the prognostic, the nomogram based on the multivariate analysis was constructed (Figure S5A). In addition, the calibration curve and the ROC demonstrated good discrimination and concordance (Figure S5B).

Pearson analysis was applied to demonstrate the co-expression patterns among diversified immune cells (Figure 8A). Likewise, correlation relationship between immune cells and key genes was further analyzed and illustrated (Figure 8B). Here we emphatically analyzed the correlation between T cells and ATP2C2. Among them, Tfh cells were positively correlated with ATP2C2 expression (R = 0.12, P = 0.0059) (Figure 8C); γδ T cells was negatively correlated with ATP2C2 expression (R = -0.18, P = 1.9e-05) (Figure 8D). These outcomes further verified that the expressions of ATP2C2 influenced the immune activity of TME.




Figure 8 | Correlation of TICs proportion with ATP2C2 expression. (A, B) Correlation analysis of different TICs and the relationships between different TICs and DEGs in tumor tissues of BRCA. Pearson’s correlation coefficient (r) was used for the significance test. (C, D) Correlation between Tfh cells, γδ T cells and ATP2C2 expression. Correlation test is conducted by the Pearson coefficient. p-value < 0.01 is the significance threshold.





ATP2C2 Promotes Immune Evasion and Resistance to ICIs

Accumulating evidence suggests that the level of cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTL) is correlated with a better prognosis of patients. Through the analysis of the TIDE algorithm, we found that in BRCA patients with low ATP2C2 expression levels, high CTL levels indicate a better prognosis, while the above phenomenon is not observed in BRCA patients with high ATP2C2 expression levels (http://tide.dfci.harvard.edu/) (Figure 9). Similar results are observed in acute myeloid leukemia (AML), lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD), and ovarian serous cystadenocarcinoma (OV) patients (Figures S6A–C). In addition, we further used the TIDE algorithm to predict the efficacy of patients with ICIs. We found that the expression level of ATP2C2 is related to the enhanced efficacy of ICIs treatment in melanoma and KIRC (Figures S6D, E). These results suggested that ATP2C2 may be appropriate candidates for immunotherapy, especially ICIs.




Figure 9 | Validation of ATP2C2 as a regulator of tumor immune escape. The association between the CTL level and OS for BRCA with different ATP2C2 levels.






Discussion

Herein, we sought to mine TME-related genes that contributed to the classification of TNM stages and the OS in BRCA patients from the GEO and TCGA-BRCA datasets. ATP2C2 was determined to be involved in immune activities. Interestingly, we found that ATP2C2 might be an indicator for the status of TME in BRCA patients through bioinformatics analysis.

TME is the key regulator of carcinogenesis and consists of tumor cells, stromal cells, and immune cells (13, 14). TICs are closely associated with tumorigenesis, angiogenesis and the growth and metastatic potential of tumor cells, which could alternately modulate the pattern of immune cells (15–18). Now, immunotherapy has been widely used to treat a broad spectrum of cancers including BRCA (19–22). However, not all patients can benefit from it. Thus, it is of crucial significance to improve treatment efficacy of BRCA and to uncover strong prognostic biomarkers for BRCA. Here, 7 prognosis-specific IRGs were identified by a series of bioinformatics analysis. The risk score calculated using the 7 IRGs was an independent prognostic factor for BRCA. Among all 7 prognosis-specific IRGs, four (e.g., ADRB2, CXCL12, LGMN, LIPA) have been reported to be involved in the immune microenvironment-associated pathogenesis of BRCA, implying that our bioinformatics analysis using GEO cohorts has prognostic value. The remaining three genes including ATP2C2, CELF2, and SLCO2B1 have not been formerly reported to be associated with BRCA patients’ prognosis and could serve as novel potential biomarkers for BRCA. Here we gave special attention to ATP2C2 and then embarked from the transcriptomic analysis of BRCA in TCGA database, which revealed that increased ATP2C2 expression was significantly correlated with the advanced clinicopathological characteristics (age, T‐ and N‐staging) and unfavorable prognosis of BRCA patients.

ATP2C2 is mainly expressed in salivary glands, gastrointestinal and respiratory tracts, and mammary gland, and participates in Ca2+ transport in secretion (23). ATP2C2 has been shown to be involved in many important biological functions, such as the regulation of calcium homeostasis, and modulation of phonological short-term memory in language impairment (24, 25). In addition, it was shown that ATP2C2 helps colon cancer cells adapt to hypoxia, prevents cancer cells death, increases proliferation capacity and promotes tumor growth (26). ATP2C2 can serve as an independent prognostic factor and has better prediction for the survival of thyroid cancer patients (27). Therefore, ATP2C2 seems to play an antitumor role in BRCA. Here, relationship between ATP2C2 expression and TME were further studied. GSEA results revealed that high ATP2C2 expression was associated with metabolic-related signaling pathways, such as fructose and mannose metabolism, citrate cycle TCA cycle, and amino sugar and nucleotide sugar metabolism. In the ATP2C2 low-expression group, immune pathways including cytokine–cytokine receptor interaction, hematopoietic cell lineage and primary immunodeficiency were significantly enriched. Previous studies have validated that hypoxia-reprogrammed TCA cycle promotes breast tumorigenic cells growth (28). The expression of ATP2C2 is highly related to the TCA cycle, which may affect the prognosis of BRCA patients through the TCA cycle. Changes in cytosolic Ca2+ trigger events critical for tumorigenesis, such as cellular motility, proliferation, and apoptosis (6). Suppression of ATP2C2 attenuates basal intracellular Ca2+ levels and breast tumorigenicity (6). ATP2C2 can regulate Ca2+ metabolism and affect the prognosis of BRCA patients. Consistent with this, our analysis verified that BRCA patients with higher ATP2C2 expression had shorter OS time. In another study, the authors concluded that ATP2C2 antagonizes epithelial mesenchymal transition and suppresses BRCA cell migration and tumor metastasis (29). This study is inconsistent with our present observations and other studies (6, 7, 30). Perhaps it emphasizes that ATP2C2 can regulate epithelial to mesenchymal transition and BRCA metastasis, rather than studying the effect of ATP2C2 on the growth of BRCA. Together, our results suggested that ATP2C2 could participate in the conversion of TME from immune-dominant to metabolic-dominant status.

Considering the importance of immune cell infiltration in tumors (31–33), CIBERSORT was further applied to evaluate the abundance ratios of 22 types of immune cells in each BRCA specimen from GEO. Mounting evidence suggests that the interaction between the tumor and the microenvironment plays an important role in the progression of BRCA and immunotherapeutic efficacy. Therefore, we evaluated the potential of ATP2C2 to reflect the infiltration of immune cells. We found out the different proportions of numerous immune cells in different ATP2C2 subgroups. ATP2C2 low-expression group had significantly higher proportions of the naïve B cells, naïve CD4+ T cells, activated memory CD4+ T cells, monocytes, γδ T cells, M0 macrophages, M2 macrophages, and activated dendritic cells and significantly lower proportions of M1 macrophages, activated NK cells, and Tregs than ATP2C2 high-expression group. Tumor-infiltrating macrophages play a crucial role in tumor behavior and clinical outcome. Classically (M1) and alternatively activated (M2) macrophages exhibit different phenotypes and functions. M1 macrophages secrete cytokines, including TNF-α, IL-6, and IL-12 (34), killing tumor cells in the TME (35). M2 macrophages can secrete anti-inflammatory factors such as TGF-β and IL-10, and promote tumor growth and metastasis (36). We found that more M1 macrophages infiltrated in ATP2C2 high-expression group compared with ATP2C2 low-expression group, implying that tumor infiltrated macrophages exert immune response functions and exhibit anti-tumor effects.

With further use of LASSO Cox regression models, as a statistical method for screening cell variables to establish the TICs risk model, the predictive accuracy could be improved significantly. Moreover, a nomogram was made based on four immune infiltrating cells to establish a more accurate prognostic prediction model for BRCA. Finally, the correlation analysis revealed that there was a significantly positive correlation between Tfh cells and ATP2C2 expression, and a negative correlation between γδ T cells and ATP2C2 expression. The main function of Tfh cells is to help B cells produce antibodies. As early as 2013, Tfh cells were first found in BRCA (37). However, the role of these Tfh cells in BRCA is not clear. It is discovered that the original Tfh cells in BRCA secrete CXCL13 to promote the accumulation of Tregs in the tumor, inhibit the body’s anti-tumor immunity, and ultimately promote the development of BRCA (38). One small component of this microenvironment in humans is γδT lymphocytes, which display both innate and adaptive functions (39). Early studies have shown that γδ T lymphocytes in the BRCA cell lines have anti-tumor activity (40). Previous studies have shown that γδ T lymphocytes inhibit angiogenic signalling pathways associated with AKT and ERK, and increase apoptosis (41, 42). Interestingly, ATP2C2 promotes BRCA cell-cycle progression and cell proliferation via RAS-ERK pathway (6). Therefore, ATP2C2 might be responsible for the preservation of immune-active status in TME.
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The immunoregulatory enzyme, indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO1) and the PD-1/PD-L1 axis are potent mechanisms that impede effective anti-tumor immunity in ovarian cancer. However, whether the IDO pathway regulates PD-1 expression in T cells is currently unknown. Here we show that tumoral IDO1 expression led to profound changes in tryptophan, nicotinate/nicotinamide, and purine metabolic pathways in the ovarian tumor microenvironment, and to an increased frequency of PD-1+CD8+ tumor infiltrating T cells. We determined that activation of the aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AHR) by kynurenine induced PD-1 expression, and this effect was significantly abrogated by the AHR antagonist CH223191. Mechanistically, kynurenine alters chromatin accessibility in regulatory regions of T cell inhibitory receptors, allowing AHR to bind to consensus XRE motifs in the promoter region of PD-1. These results enable the design of strategies to target the IDO1 and AHR pathways for enhancing anti-tumor immunity in ovarian cancer.
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Introduction

Epithelial ovarian cancer (EOC) is the most lethal gynecologic malignancy in the U.S (1). Despite initial response to frontline treatments (i.e. surgery and platinum-based chemotherapy), the majority of patients relapse and ultimately die from their disease within five years (2, 3). Although several studies have demonstrated a positive correlation between EOC prognosis and magnitude of tumor-infiltrating effector T lymphocytes (TIL) (4–6), the clinical benefit of TIL-promoting immunotherapies – such as immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICI), vaccines, and adoptive cell therapy – is limited by the presence of multiple tolerogenic mechanisms within the ovarian tumor microenvironment (TME).

Among several immunosuppressive mechanisms, indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase (IDO1) has emerged as a key targetable pathway impacting the anti-tumor function of TIL. IDO1 is a heme enzyme which catabolizes the first and rate-limiting step of tryptophan (Trp) catabolism along the kynurenine pathway (KP) to generate active immunosuppressive metabolites. Depletion of tryptophan leads to arrest of T cell proliferation (7), and inducing a stress response via activation of the general control nondepressible-2 (GCN2) kinase (8). In addition, kynurenine (Kyn) promotes the differentiation of CD4+ T cells into immunosuppressive regulatory T (Treg) cells via activation of the aryl hydrocarbon receptor (AHR) (9, 10). In EOC patients, elevated IDO1 expression correlated with a lower Trp:Kyn ratio in the ovarian tumor microenvironment (11), reduced CD8+ TIL frequency (12), poor prognosis (13, 14), and suppression of T cell responses (15). The vital role of targeting IDO1 for effective immunotherapeutic control of established tumors was observed in pre-clinical models by the synergistic effect of IDO1 inhibition and immune checkpoint inhibitors to mediate the rejection of poorly immunogenic tumors, indicating that IDO1 may be a major mechanism of immunotherapy resistance (16).

Although these observations support therapeutic targeting of the IDO1 pathway, EOC patients treated with epacadostat, an IDO1 inhibitor, did not exhibit objective responses with a median progression-free survival (PFS) of 3.75 months versus 5.56 months for the control group receiving tamoxifen (17). Moreover, a subsequent randomized phase 3 clinical trial in patients with unresectable metastatic melanoma (18) failed to demonstrate improvement in clinical responses when epacadostat was added to pembrolizumab (19–21). These findings suggest that a gap still exists in understanding the full biological consequences of IDO1 enzyme activity in the TME.

Since high IDO1 enzyme activity (11) occurs concomitantly with elevated PD-1 expression on antigen-specific CD8+ T cells as a marker of exhaustion and dysfunction (22), we reasoned that IDO1 may play a role in regulating the expression of PD-1 and other T cell inhibitory receptors in EOC. As the IDO1 metabolite Kyn is an endogenous ligand of AHR transcription factor (23), we investigated a possible role for AHR as the mechanism by which IDO1 facilitates TIL dysfunction associated with inhibitory checkpoint receptor upregulation. In this study, we observed profound IDO1-mediated metabolic and immunoregulatory changes in the ovarian TME, and importantly, induction of inhibitory receptors on CD8+ TIL via Kyn-mediated AHR signaling. These data implicate a novel role for Kyn in regulating the exhausted phenotype of CD8+ T cells.



Results


IDO1 Reduces the Prognostic Benefit of TIL in Human EOC and Impacts Overall Survival

We evaluated the clinical outcome of 265 patients with high-grade serous ovarian cancers available in The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) stratified by TIL expression and 44 genes (Supplemental Table 1) related to tryptophan catabolism and AHR signaling. TCGA EOC patient cohorts stratified into four distinct populations (TILHigh/IDOLow, TILLow/IDOLow, TILLow/IDOHigh, and TILHigh/IDOHigh) (Figure 1A). TILHigh/IDOLow patients had a significantly improved disease-free survival (DFS) and overall survival (OS) compared with the other groups (Figure 1B). Additionally, elevated IDO1 and AHR pathway expression negated the beneficial impact of increased TIL signature (TILHigh/IDOHigh patients), further highlighting a critical role for this pathway. These data suggest that the relationship between IDO1 expression and TIL infiltration is critical in shaping EOC patient outcomes.




Figure 1 | IDO1 reduces the prognostic benefit of tumor infiltrating CD8+ T cells in human ovarian cancer and reduces overall survival in a murine model of ovarian cancer. (A) Scatterplot and (B) Kaplan-Meier curves of 4 distinct populations comprised of 265 high grade serous ovarian cancer patients from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) data set. RNA-seq data was analyzed in the context of 44 genes from the tryptophan metabolism and AHR(Aryl Hydrocarbon Receptor) signaling pathways, and CD3E, CD8A, IL2, and Granzyme B. Confidence intervals for the stratified population of patients include OS (Overall Survival): black line median 42.0[38.0, 46], red line median 48.7[31.2, NA] and green line median NA[57.4, NA] p=0.02; DFS (Disease Free Survival): black line median 17.3[15.1, 19.9], red line median 18.2[13.0, 48.5], and green line median 29.9[18.2, NA] p=0.03). (C) 6- to 8- week old WT C57BL/6 mice challenged i.p. with 1x107 IE9mp1-EV (n=10) or IE9mp1-mIDO1 (n=12) tumor cells. Tumor progression was quantified by measuring the abdominal circumference of tumor-bearing mice. (D) Kaplan-Meier curves of the survival analysis of IE9mp1-EV (n=14) and IE9mp1-mIDO1 (n=15) tumor-bearing WT C57BL/6 mice. *p < 0.05, ***p < 0.001, by the Log-rank (Mantel-Cox) test (B, D), or Student’s t test (C). NA, Not available.



To delineate the mechanisms by which IDO1 mediates immune suppression, we generated a stable IDO1-expressing EOC cell line by retroviral transduction (Supplemental Figure 1A) of an aggressive ID8 variant, IE9mp1 (24, 25). IE9mp1-mIDO1 tumor cells expressed the murine IDO1 (mIDO1) gene (Supplemental Figure 1B) and the gene product demonstrated functional enzyme activity, as measured by elevated Kyn production compared to empty vector (IE9mp1-EV) controls (Supplemental Figure 1C). The addition of the mIDO1 gene did not alter in vitro cell viability compared with EV control (Supplemental Figure 1D). Consistent with the TCGA EOC data, syngeneic wild-type (WT) C57BL/6 mice challenged with IE9mp1-mIDO1 displayed earlier onset of tumor burden (Figure 1C) and a significant decrease in overall survival compared with tumors that lack IDO1 expression (Figure 1D).



Expression of IDO1 Profoundly Alters the Metabolic Profile of Ovarian Tumors

Dynamic changes in the metabolic profile of intraperitoneal IDO1-expressing ovarian tumors were evaluated by LC-MS measurement of Kyn and its downstream catabolites (26). IDO1 expression at endpoint (Day 47) had the largest effect on the tryptophan, nicotinate/nicotinamide, and purine metabolism pathways (p<0.05; Global-ANCOVA) (Figure 2 and Table 1). As expected, IDO1-expressing tumors demonstrated lower levels of tryptophan compared to EV tumors, alongside elevated expression of downstream Kyn metabolites (Figure 2A). The metabolite signature also revealed elevation in nicotinic acid, nicotinamide, and quinolinic acid (Figure 2B), consistent with enhanced de-novo nicotinamide generation via the Kyn pathway (27, 28). Nicotinate and nicotinamide metabolites (which include adenosine and thymine) were increased in the IE9mp1-mIDO1 tumors compared with IE9mp1-EV tumors on day 47 (Figures 2C, D). Altogether, the impact of tumoral IDO1 expression in ovarian cancer was not only confined to the kynurenine pathway, but also affected nicotinamide, purine and pyrimidine metabolic pathways, and the magnitude of change was influenced by the tumor burden.




Figure 2 | Metabolites levels from the kynurenine, nicotinamide, purine and pyrimidine metabolic pathways are affected by IDO1 expression by the tumor. On Day 28 of tumor progression, whole tumor was harvested from IE9mp1-mIDO1 (n=4) and IE9mp1-Empty Vector control (n=4) tumor-bearing mice. On Day 47 of tumor progression, whole tumor was harvested from IE9mp1-mIDO1 (n=4) and IE9mp1-Empty Vector control (n=5) tumor-bearing mice. Mean log 2 fold changes in metabolites from (A) tryptophan amino acid degradation, (B) NAD, (C) purine and (D) pyrimidine metabolism pathways measured in IE9mp1-mIDO1 and IE9mp1-EV tumor from WT C57BL/6 mice on Days 28 and 47. These data presented are the relative abundance measurements of the metabolite level and sample t test statistical analysis reveals the 95% confidence interval of the mean log-fold change in metabolites. The p-values of all the metabolites are listed in Supplemental Table 1.




Table 1 | Impact of IDO1 on metabolism pathways.





Host- and Tumor-Derived IDO1 Expression Drive an Immunosuppressive Cell Profile in the Ovarian TME

To delineate the relative contribution of host- versus tumor-derived IDO1 on the TME immune cell profile, IDO1-sufficient C57BL/6 (WT) mice and IDO1-knockout mice (IDOKO, C57BL/6 background) were challenged intraperitoneally with either IE9mp1-EV or IE9mp1-mIDO1. WT mice bearing IE9mp1-mIDO1 tumors exhibited a non-significant decrease in CD8+ TIL frequency at all time points of tumor growth compared to animals whose tumors lack IDO1 expression (Figure 3A, left panel). IDO1 deficient mice also exhibited diminished CD8+ TIL frequency (Figure 3A, right panel), but the complete absence of IDO1 expression in tumor and host significantly increased CD8+ TIL frequency on Day 57, indicating that both host- and tumor-derived IDO1 contribute to reduced TIL accumulation in the ovarian TME. Confocal microscopy of IE9mp1-mIDO1 and IE9mp1-EV tumors also confirmed that tumor-derived IDO1 inversely impacted CD8+ TIL frequency (Figure 3B).




Figure 3 | Expression of IDO1 leads to poor tumor infiltration by CD8+ T cells and increased infiltration of suppressive immune cells in the ovarian tumor microenvironment. (A) Frequency of CD8+ TILs on Days 28 and 57 from WT C57BL/6 (left panel n=6) and IDOKO (right panel n=6) mice challenged i.p. with 1x10e7 IE9mp1-mIDO1 or IE9mp1-EV tumor cells. (B) Immuno-stained IE9mp1-mIDO1 and IE9mp1-EV tumor from WT C57BL/6 mice on Day 48 with anti-IDO1 (green), CD8+ T cell (red), and DAPI (blue). Quantification of CD8+ T cells from 3 field images per tissue slide, (n=11 IE9mp1-EV and n=8 IE9mp1-mIDO1). Total original magnification is 63x. (C) Flow cytometry analysis of tumor ascites for CD4+CD25+FoxP3+ T cell frequency in IE9mp1-mIDO1 (n=7) and IE9mp1-EV (n=5) tumor-bearing WT C57BL/6 mice on Day 48. (D) Frequency of Ly6G+in CD11b+ cell IE9mp1-EV (n=5) or IE9mp1-mIDO1 (n=5) tumor-bearing WT C57BL/6 mice on Day 28. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, using Student’s t test (B–D). The data represent means ± SEM of three independent experiments.



As IDO1 is known to induce Tregs (8, 10, 29), ovarian TME CD4+CD25+FoxP3+ Treg frequency was examined in IDO1-sufficient C57BL/6 mice. Treg frequency was significantly elevated on Day 48 in IE9mp1-mIDO1 tumor-bearing mice (Figure 3C) along with increased levels of CD11b+Ly6Ghigh myeloid cells (Figure 3D). To address potential mechanisms regulating the influx and retention of Tregs and myeloid cells in the ovarian TME, chemokines were measured in cell-free tumor ascites fluid from C57BL/6 mice (30). The Treg-attractant MIP-1B/CCL4 (31) was significantly increased in IDO1-expressing tumors (Supplemental Figure 2A). Similarly, IDO1-expressing tumors exhibited significant increases in monocyte/macrophage attracting MCP-3/CCL7, eotaxin/CCL11, MCP-1/CCL2, and G-CSF (Supplemental Figures 2B–E) (32, 33). These results indicate that tumoral IDO1 expression regulates the ovarian TME chemokine signature for enhanced recruitment of immunosuppressive cells resulting in reduced CD8+ TIL frequency.



Kynurenine Mediates Induction of Inhibitory Receptors on CD8+ T Cells

To assess whether host- or tumor-derived IDO1 expression leads to upregulation of inhibitory receptors, we analyzed the phenotype of CD8+ TILs isolated from WT and IDOKO mice bearing either IE9mp1-mIDO1 or IE9mp1-EV tumors. In both IDO1-sufficient and IDO1KO TIL, tumoral IDO1 expression significantly increased the frequency of PD-1+ CD8+ TIL on Day 48 compared with those from IE9mp1-EV challenged mice (Figure 4A). Notably, in the absence of host- and tumor-derived IDO1 this effect was abrogated and there was no significant upregulation of PD-1 on CD8+ TIL at the same time point (Day 48) in IE9mp1-EV tumor-bearing IDOKO mice, indicating that regardless of the cellular source of IDO1 expression, presence of IDO1 enzyme activity contributes to PD-1 upregulation on ovarian CD8+ TIL.




Figure 4 | Kynurenine mediates upregulation of inhibitory receptor on CD8+ T cells. (A) Frequency of PD1+CD8+ T cells in tumor ascites from WT C57BL/6 or IDOKO mice challenged i.p. with 1x10e7 IE9mp1-EV (n=5) or IE9mp1-mIDO1 (n=6) tumor cells on Day 48, as determined by flow cytometric analysis. (B, left) Kynurenine concentrations measured in IE9mp1-EV and IE9mp1-mIDO1 tumor cell culture supernatant by colorimetric assay. (B, right) Frequency of PD1+CD8+ T cells, from WT C57BL/6 mice spleens, co-cultured with 1µg/mL anti-CD3/CD28 in IE9mp1-mIDO1 or IE9mp1-EV tumor cell culture supernatant for 48 hr. PD1+CD8+ T cell frequency was determined by flow cytometric analysis. (C) PD-1, (D) KLRG1, and (E) TIM3 expression analyzed by flow cytometric analysis on T lymphocytes from WT C57BL/6 mice activated with 1µg/mL anti-CD3/CD28 and with treated kynurenine. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ****p < 0.0001, by Student’s t test (A–E). The data represent means ± SEM of three independent experiments performed in triplicate.



The contribution of IDO1-induced KYN generation by tumor cells on PD-1 expression was evaluated using anti-CD3/anti-CD28 activated CD8+ lymphocytes. IE9mp1-mIDO1 cell culture supernatant allowed for a controlled system where IDO1-mediated Trp catabolism into KYN could be quantified (Figure 4B, left). CD8+ T cells significantly upregulated PD-1 expression in the presence of elevated tumor-produced KYN (Figure 4B, right). Activation of CD8+ T cells in varying KYN concentrations resulted in upregulation of not only PD-1 (Figure 4C), but also additional inhibitory receptors such as Klrg1 (Figure 4D) and Tim3 (Figure 4E), although the effect was more pronounced at higher KYN concentrations. Taken together, these results demonstrated that kynurenine contributed to the upregulation of co-inhibitory receptors expression on CD8+ T cells in vivo and in vitro.



PD-1 Gene Contains Putative AHR Binding Sites

Upon activation by its natural endogenous agonist, KYN, AHR translocates into the nucleus and regulates target gene expression in T cells (9, 10), including a tumor-promoting role via suppression of anti-tumor immunity (23). To account for this observation, we hypothesized that the genes encoding T cell inhibitory receptors contain AHR binding sites responsible for transcriptional regulation upon sequential KYN ligation and AHR activation. Therefore, we performed computational analysis of promoter regions of T cell inhibitory receptor genes for the consensus AHR xenobiotic response elements (XRE) binding motifs (Figure 5A). We identified multiple AHR binding sites in the upstream gene promoter region of murine (Figure 5B) and human Pdcd1 (PD-1) gene (Supplemental Figures 3 and 4). AHR binding sites were also present in the upstream promoter regions of additional inhibitory receptors such as Lag3, Tim3, Klrg1, Ctla4, Btla, 2B4, CD160 and TIGIT
(Supplemental Figures 3 and 4
).




Figure 5 | PD-1 gene contains putative aryl hydrocarbon receptor binding sites. (A) Motif Logo depicting the position specific weight matrices of the AHR binding site [xenobiotic response element (XRE)]. (B) Schematic representation of the identified AHR binding site in the Pdcd1 promoter. (C) Anti-CD3/CD28 activated CD8+ T cells from spleens of WT C57BL/6 mice were treated with IL-2 (50U/mL), KYN (50µM) or TCDD (10nM) for 6 days. AHR and (D) Cyp1a1 mRNA was determined. (E) AHR nuclear translocation was measured in anti-CD3/CD28 bead-activated CD8+ T cells from spleens of WT C57BL/6 mice treated with KYN (50µM) or TCDD (10nM) for 0,0.5,1,2 and 4hrs as indicated. CD8+ T cells were immuno-stained for AHR (green) and DAPI (red). Mean pixel intensity (MFI) of AHR nuclear translocation was calculated (bar graph) using Image J Total original magnification is 189x. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001, ns, not significant, by Student’s t test (D, E). The data represent means ± SEM of three independent experiments performed in triplicate.



To address the mechanism by which KYN mediates PD-1 expression, we next evaluated AHR expression in activated CD8+ T cells. AHR gene expression in T cells was not altered by their activation in the presence of KYN or another well characterized exogenous AHR ligand, 2,3,7,8-tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin (TCDD) (Figure 5C) (34). Although KYN ligation did not impact AHR expression in T cells, it did result in AHR target gene transcription, specifically the cytochrome P40 enzyme, Cyp1a1 (Figure 5D) (35), confirming KYN-mediated AHR activation. As Cyp1a1 expression requires nuclear translocation of the active AHR-KYN complex (36, 37), we evaluated the kinetics of KYN-mediated AHR nuclear translocation in activated CD8+ T cells. At 2 hours post-activation in the presence of KYN and TCDD, AHR was observed in the nucleus (Figure 5E, green) and thus provides a mechanism by which AHR directly mediates PD-1 expression in CD8+ T cells.



Kynurenine Permits Genome-Wide Chromatin Accessibility In Regulatory Regions of PD-1 Gene

As KYN-mediated upregulation of inhibitory receptors requires AHR interaction with XRE sequences in the promoter regions, we next evaluated how KYN treatment alters the dynamics of CD8+ T cell genome-wide chromatin accessibility by ATAC-seq (38). Increases of chromatin accessibilities in KYN-treated activated CD8+ T cells were observed for two regulatory elements of the Pdcd1 (Figure 6A) and Lag3 (Supplemental Figure 5) genes, indicating that KYN treatment mediates the extent of chromatin accessibility for key T cell inhibitory receptors leading to their upregulation. Moreover, these data also suggest an epigenetic role for IDO1 in regulating the transcriptional activity of CD8+ TIL.




Figure 6 | Kynurenine induces PD-1 expression on CD8+ T cells in an AHR-dependent manner. (A) UCSC Genome Browser plot of open chromatin accessible regions in two DNA regulatory elements in the PD1 gene identified by ATAC-seq analysis of CD8+ T cells, from WT C57BL/6 mice, activated by anti-CD3/CD28 and treated with KYN (50µM) or TCDD (10nM) for 2 and 48 hrs. (B) CHIP-qPCR Pdcd1 analysis in anti-CD3/CD28 bead-activated and KYN (50µM) treated CD8+ T cells for 2 hours from spleens of WT C57BL/6 mice with AHR antibody and pdcd1 promoter primers. (C) Anti-CD3/CD28 activated CD8+ T cells from spleens of WT C57BL/6 mice were treated with KYN (50µM) and CH223191(AHR antagonist) (3μM) for 6 days. Cyp1a1 and (D) PD-1 mRNA was determined. **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001 by Student’s t test (B–D). The data represent means ± SEM of three independent experiments performed in triplicate (B–D).





KYN Induces PD-1 Expression on CD8+ T Cells in an AHR-Dependent Manner

Direct evidence for KYN-mediated AHR binding to XRE motifs in the PD-1 promoter was evaluated by chromatin immunoprecipitation of activated CD8+ T cells (Supplemental Figure 6). ChIP-qPCR using anti-AHR bound to genomic DNA confirmed enrichment of AHR binding to XRE motifs within the murine Pdcd1 gene promoter region by KYN treatment but not by TCDD (Figure 6B). Furthermore, ChIP-qPCR verified PD-1 gene expression was upregulated in the presence of KYN. The requirement for AHR-mediated PD-1 expression following KYN treatment was tested by utilizing the AHR antagonist CH223191 (39). In addition to inhibiting its downstream target gene Cyp1a1, AHR antagonism severely diminished KYN-mediated PD-1 upregulation on CD8+ T cells (Figures 6C, D). These data confirm that AHR interaction with responsive elements in the PD-1 promoter facilitates its transcription upon treatment with KYN and suggests an approach in which AHR antagonism can be coupled with IDO1 blockade to synergistically prevent PD-1 mediated T cell dysfunction.




Discussion

Tryptophan catabolism by IDO1 has been firmly established as a powerful mechanism of innate and adaptive immune tolerance in EOC and other solid tumors (13, 14, 16, 40). However, efforts to target this pathway in the clinic has met with limited success (17, 18), probably because the full biologic consequences of IDO1 on the TME remain incompletely characterized. In this study, we fill a major gap in knowledge by demonstrating that (1) the metabolic re-wiring of the TME by IDO1 is profound and goes beyond KYN accumulation by also affecting nicotinate/nicotinamide and purine metabolism; (2) KYN differentially alters frequencies of CD8 T vs regulatory T cells (Treg)/Myeloid derived suppressor cells (MDSC) cells in tumor; (3) KYN alters chromatin accessibility in regulatory regions of inhibitory receptors leading to their upregulated expression; and (4) AHR binding to consensus XRE motifs is the mechanism by which IDO1 activity mediates T cell dysfunction. These results support the design of strategies to target the IDO1 and AHR pathways for improving anti-tumor immunity in EOC. While we focused here on the impact of IDO1 on adaptive immunity, its tumor intrinsic role would need to be clarified in future studies.

To study the consequences of the metabolic microenvironment imposed by IDO1, we first investigated quantitative and qualitative changes in CD8+ T cell infiltration. In addition to the effect of IDO1 in reducing intra tumoral accumulation of CD8+ TIL, the cytokine milieu of the TME was noted to favor the recruitment of immunosuppressive Tregs and myeloid cells. Tumoral IDO1-induced KYN was sufficient to upregulate PD-1 on CD8+ T cells in vivo and in vitro. Moreover, we established AHR activation by KYN as the mechanism by which CD8+ T cells acquired an exhausted phenotype of PD-1 expression.

Although our bioinformatics analyses identified AHR XRE binding sites in the promoter region of several human and murine checkpoint receptor genes, chromatin accessibility by ATAC-seq indicated the potential for AHR transcription factor occupancy in Pdcd1 and Lag3 of inhibitory receptor genes. Since ATAC-seq alone cannot decide which transcription factor binds to accessible chromatin (38), we utilized ChIP-qPCR and demonstrated specific binding of AHR to DNA in the Pdcd1 gene. Thus, KYN increased the accessibility of AHR to XRE sequences in the PD-1 gene promoter of CD8+ T cells. Further support for an AHR-dependent mechanism for kynurenine upregulation of PD-1 gene expression is provided by abrogation of gene expression in the presence of the AHR antagonist CH223191. These findings establish that kynurenine activation of AHR is a critical mechanism by which IDO1 impacts the upregulation of checkpoint receptors on CD8+ T cells in the ovarian TME. Although PD-1 expression was shown to be mediated by non-physiological concentrations of KYN in a recent study (41), the downstream transcriptional events that regulate this dysfunctional TIL phenotype were not identified. Our study provides a targetable mechanism by which IDO1 regulates inhibitory checkpoint receptors on CD8+ TIL via kynurenine activation of AHR.

A notable limitation of the present study is that while we have uncovered alterations in metabolic pathways beyond kynurenine, their contribution to induction of T cell inhibitory receptors or other mechanisms of immune suppression were not fully examined. For example, NAD is able to regulate CD4 T cell differentiation and promotes IL-10 and TGF-B1 production by Th1 and Th17 cells, respectively (42). In addition, it will be important to confirm whether AHR mediated upregulation of inhibitory T cell receptors is a general mechanism for other metabolites along the kynurenine pathway. Moreover, while murine studies can yield valuable insights into AHR function, there are differences between the human and mouse AHR, such as differences in the affinity to ligand activation (43) indicating that future human studies will need to be conducted with this caveat in mind. In addition, a report by Eleftheriadis et al. (44) indicated that IDO decreased glycolysis and glutaminolysis by activating GCN2K, and IDO−induced activation of AhR increased the expression of all carnitine palmitoyltransferase I isoenzymes, leading ultimately to increased free fatty acid (FFA) oxidation and preservation of CD4+ T−cell survival and proliferation. This implies that in a normal environment containing fatty acids, CD4+ T−cell survival and proliferation may not be reduced since IDO-mediated supply of FFA would provide the required energy for cell survival and proliferation. Since this was not a focus of our study, future studies are warranted to examine the potential impact of any IDO-mediated effects on FFA generation on CD4+ T cells. We acknowledge that these results are described in an overexpressing IDO1 tumor model. Intrinsically, parental ID8 tumor cells do not produce appreciable levels of IDO1 (data not shown), therefore, we generated a stable IDO1-expressing EOC cell line by retroviral transduction. Also, ID8 by its nature is not a typically inflammatory tumor model, however, we show in these studies that the TILs that enter the tumor can be modulated by IDO1 and has an impact on efficacy.

Despite these limitations, our current study sheds some light on potential reasons for the limited efficacy of ECHO-301/KEYNOTE-252 (NCT02752074), the first phase 3 randomized double-blind study of epacadostat in combination with anti-PD-1 antibody pembrolizumab in patients with unresectable or metastatic melanoma (19–21). First, KYN activation of AHR may be a major resistance mechanism via upregulation of several immune checkpoint receptors, with the implication that PD-1 blockade monotherapy may be insufficient to derive benefit from IDO1 blockade. We demonstrate that Lag3 gene expression on CD8+ TILs are similarly impacted by KYN, and therefore Lag3 may serve as a compensatory escape pathway when the PD-1/PD-L1 pathway is blocked. Second, the impact of tumoral IDO1 expression in ovarian cancer was not confined to the kynurenine pathway, but also mediated metabolic changes downstream of kynurenine, demonstrating a role for nicotinate, nicotinamide, purine and pyrimidine metabolic pathways. Lastly, AHR antagonists have been identified and examined as potential therapeutic tools to study the role of AHR in tumorigenesis (34). Preclinical studies in multiple myeloma, suggest that therapeutic targeting of the AHR, with an inhibitor such as the FDA-approved clofazimine (45), may improve clinical outcomes.

Altogether, this study demonstrates that IDO1-induced KYN activates AHR nuclear translocation where its direct binding to XRE motifs in the PD-1 gene promoter (Supplemental Figure 7) results in T cell dysfunction. Strategies to concomitantly target the IDO1 and AHR pathways may overcome immune suppression and enhance anti-tumor immunity in EOC and other solid tumors.



Methods


The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) Data Analysis

Gene expression data were downloaded from cBioportal. Immune and IDO signature scores were calculated using the sum of the gene expression selected genes (Supplemental Table 1) divided by the square root of the number of genes. Patients were then divided in four groups: TILHigh/IDOLow, TILLow/IDOLow, TILLow/IDOHigh, and TILHigh/IDOHigh based on immune and IDO score values. Survival analysis across groups was calculated using clinical information available on cBioportal using log rank test at a significance threshold of 0.05.

Animals. Female and male WT C57BL/6 mice and IDOKO mice (stock no. 005867) were purchased from Jackson Laboratory (Bar Harbor, ME), and bred in our facility (Roswell Park Comprehensive Cancer Center) according to an approved protocol. All animals were maintained in the Laboratory Animal Shared Resource under specific pathogen-free conditions. All animal experiments were carried out according to protocol guidelines approved by the Institute Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) of Roswell Park Comprehensive Cancer Center (Buffalo, NY).

Cell Lines. The murine Ido1 (mIDO1) gene was overexpressed in mouse ovarian surface epithelial cell (MOSEC) lines by retroviral transduction. Full-length mIDO1 gene was PCR amplified from cDNA of IFNG treated ID8 cell line (25) and inserted into the first cloning site in a retrovirus backbone vector (pQCXIX, Clontech-TaKaRa). A fusion gene of codon-optimized Luciferase (Luc2) and tandem-dimeric Tomato (tdT) gene was PCR amplified from the pcDNA3.1(+)Luc2=tdT (Addgene plasmid # 32904) (a gift from Christopher Contag at Stanford University, Stanford, California) (46) and inserted into the second cloning site. The parental IE9 cell line was provided to our lab by Dr. Tahiro Shin at the University of Texas Health Sciences Center (San Antonio, Texas). A control empty vector was constructed by inserting Luc2=tdT gene alone. The retroviral transfer vector was co-transfected with pVSV-G retroviral envelope-expressing plasmid into the GP2-293 cell line (Clontech-TaKaRa) using Lipofectamine 2000 reagent (Invitrogen) to produce retrovirus supernatant. Parental ID8 (25), IE9 (47) or IE9mp1 (24) tumor cell lines were transduced by retroviral vectors in the presence of 8mg/ml polybrene (Sigma-Aldrich). Stable cell lines were established after flow cytometry cell sorting of tdT-expressing cells using a FACSAria 2 (BD Biosciences). Expression of tdT in established cell lines was periodically monitored by flow-cytometry and confirmed that >99% cells expressed tdT before experiments. All cell lines were cultured in complete culture medium: RPMI1640 (Corning Cellgro®) supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (VWR), 1% sodium pyruvate (100mM), 1% L-glutamine (200mM), 1% MEM nonessential amino acid (100x), 1% penicillin/streptomycin (100x), 2.5% Hepes, and 0.1% beta-2-mercaptoethanol (50mM) in an incubator at 37oC and 5% CO2.



Tumor Challenge and Measurement

WT C57BL/6 and IDOKO mice were challenged intraperitoneally (i.p.) with 1x107 IE9mp1-mIDO1 or IE9mp1-EV tumor cells in a final volume of 500µl Dulbecco’s PBS (Corning Cellgro®). Tumor progression and the amount of tumor burden were monitored by measuring abdominal distension to track the accumulation of peritoneal ascites formation. Mice were euthanized by CO2 asphyxiation and/or cervical dislocation when the abdominal circumference of i.p. tumors reached a 50% girth increase and/or upon detection of declining health conditions as described in our standard operating procedure for Body Scoring, according to IACUC guidelines.



IDO Enzyme Activity Measurement

Kynurenine was measured in cell culture supernatants by incubating the sample with a 30% w/v Trichloroacetic acid (Sigma-Aldrich) solution prepared in water, and Ehrlich reagent (2% PDAB) prepared fresh for each assay by dissolving p-dimethylaminobenzaldehyde (PDAB) (Sigma-Aldrich) in acetic acid. The colorimetric reaction was measured using a microplate reader at OD 490nm. The OD values were measured and calculated against standard dilution curve of L-kynurenine (Sigma-Aldrich).



Flow Cytometry Antibodies and Reagents

LIVE/DEAD™ Fixable Yellow Dead Cell Stain Kit, for 405nm excitation catalog no. L34959 was purchased from Thermo Fischer Scientific. Mouse-specific FITC-anti-CD45 (clone 30-F11) catalog no.11-0451-82, eFluor 450-anti-CD11b (clone M1/70) catalog no. 48-0112-82, APC-anti-TIM3 (clone 8B.2C12) catalog no. 17-5871-80, APC-anti-CD25 (clone PC61.5) catalog no.17-0251-82, PerCP-eFluor 710-anti-CD8A (clone 53-6.7) catalog no.46-0081-82, PE-anti-Foxp3 (clone FJK-16s) catalog no. 12-5773-82, and PE-Cy7-anti-CD4 (clone GK1.5) catalog no. 25-0041-82 were purchased from eBiosciences. BV421-anti-PD-1 (clone 29F.1A12) catalog no. 135218 was purchased from BioLegend. Anti-CD16/CD32 FcBlock (clone 2.4G2) catalog no.553142, PE-Cy7-anti-Ly6G/Ly6C (clone RB6-8C5) catalog no.565033, BV450-anti-CD45 (clone 30-F11) catalog no. 560501, FITC-anti-CD8A (clone 53-6.7) catalog no. 553031, PerCP-Cy5.5-anti-Ly6G/Ly6C (clone RB6-8C5) catalog no. 561103, PerCP-anti-CD8A (clone 53-6.7) catalog no.553036, PE-anti-CD3E (clone 145-2C11) catalog no.553064, PE-anti-CD11b (M1/70) catalog no. 557397, and PerCP-anti-CD4 (clone RM4-5) catalog no. 553052 were purchased from BD Biosciences. Foxp3/Transcription Factor Fixation and Permeabilization Concentrate and Diluent kit, catalog no. 00-5523-00 (eBiosciences) was used for intracellular Foxp3 staining. Flow cytometry data were acquired using a BD Biosciences LSR 2 flow cytometer and BD FACSDiva software, and analyzed using FlowJo v10 software (TreeStar).



RNA Isolation and Quantitative Real-Time Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) Analysis

Total RNA was isolated using the RNeasy mini kit (Qiagen). cDNA was prepared using iScript cDNA Synthesis kit (BioRad) and reverse transcription was carried out on the T100 Thermal Cycler (BioRad). Quantitative real-time PCR was performed using iQ SYBR Green Supermix (BioRad) on the C1000 Touch Thermal Cycler, CFX96 Real-Time System (BioRad). Primer sequences used include Ido1 forward 5’-TCTGCCTGTGCTGATTGA-3’, reverse, 5’-CTGTAACCTGTGTCCTCTCA-3’; AHR forward 5’-CCACTGACGGATGAAGGA-3’, reverse, 5’-ATCTCGTACAACACAGCCTCT-3’; CYP1A1 forward 5’-GACACAGTGATTGGCAGAG-3’, reverse, 5’-GAAGGTCTCCAGAATGAAGG-3’; Pdcd1 forward 5’-CTCGGCCATGGGACGTAGGG-3’, reverse, 5’-GGGTCTGCAGCATGCTAATGGCTG-3’; and Gapdh forward 5’-GCCTTCCGTGTTCCTACCC-3’, reverse, 5’-CAGTGGGCCCTCAGATGC-3’. PCR data were analyzed using CFX Manager 3.1 (BioRad). Experiments were performed in triplicates.



Purification of CD8+ T Cells From Splenocytes

CD8+ T cells were isolated from spleens of WT C57BL/6 mice by negative selection using the EasySep™ Mouse CD8+ T cell isolation kit (Stem Cell Technologies) according to the manufacturer’s protocol and cultured in complete media. Isolated CD8+ T cells were activated with either plate-bound (1µg/mL) anti-CD3 and soluble (1µg/mL) anti-CD28, or Dynabeads™ Mouse T-Activator CD3/CD28 beads (Thermo Fischer Scientific) and co-cultured in the presence or absence of 50U/mL IL2, 50µM kynurenine (Sigma Aldrich), 3µM CH223191 (Sigma-Aldrich) or 10nM 2,3,7,8-tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin (TCDD, Thomas Scientific).



Tumor Tissue Processing

Liberase Thermolysin Medium Research Grade solution (Roche) was used for the digestion of IE9mp1-mIDO and IE9mp1-EV tumor tissues harvested from WT C57BL/6 and IDOKO mice. Following digestion, direct ex vivo analysis by flow cytometry was performed in order to phenotype immune cell infiltration into the tumor. To lyse red blood cells in hemorrhagic tumor ascites fluids in order to perform phenotypic immune cell analysis, ACK lysis buffer was used. Ammonium-Chloride-Potassium (ACK) lysing buffer was added to ascites fluid and incubated at room temperature, then washed with 1x PBS before staining for surface and intracellular markers.



Cytokine and Chemokine Analysis

Cell-free tumor ascites fluid from IE9mp1-EV or IE9mp1-mIDO1 tumor-bearing WT C57BL/6 mice on Days 28 and 48 were harvest and analyzed for cytokines and chemokine levels using the 36-Plex Mouse ProcartaPlex Panel 1A Multiplex Luminex immunoassay kit (eBioscience). Data were collected using the Luminex-100 system and analyzed using StarStation Version 1.8 software (Applied Cytometry).



Confocal Microscopy

IE9mp1-mIDO1 or IE9mp1-Empty Vector tumor excised from WT C57BL/6 mice on Day 48 of tumor progression, or naïve CD8+ T cells from WT C57BL/6 mice activated with anti-CD3/anti-CD28 and treated with kynurenine (50µM) or 2,3,7,8-tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin (TCDD, 10nM) alone for 0 minutes, 30 minutes, 1 hour, 2 hours and 4 hours, were embedded in Tissue Freezing Medium (Ted Pella, Inc.) containing cryomolds and immediately frozen in 2‐methyl‐butane (Sigma-Aldrich). 5µm frozen sections of the tissues were made using the cryostat and layered on Superfrost™ Plus Slides (Thermo Scientific). The slides were fixed in 4% para‐formaldehyde for 15 minutes, washed and blocked for 60 minutes at room temperature. The slides were then stained for 3 hours at room temperature with mouse-specific antibodies anti-IDO (D7Z7U, Cell Signaling Technologies catalog no. 68572S), anti-CD8 (clone 53-6.7, BioLegend catalog no. 100702), anti-PD-1 (clone J43, BD Biosciences, catalog no. 551892), anti-AHR (clone W16012A, BioLegend, catalog no. 694502), and Hoechst 33342 nucleic acid stain (ThermoFisher Scientific, catalog no. H3570). Confocal analyses of stained slides were performed using a TCS SP8 Laser Scanning Spectral Confocal Microscope (LEICA Microsystems). For enumeration of cells positive for the individual markers, photographs of 10 fields (at 63x magnification) of stained tumors or cells were taken and each field was counted using ImageJ 1.74v software (NIH). Mean cell counts of total 10 fields were plotted. To ascertain AHR translocation to nucleus, Mean pixel intensity of AHR within the nucleus is calculated using Image J software.



Reagents and Internal Standards for High-Performance Liquid Chromatography (HPLC)

Sources for reagents were: HPLC-grade acetonitrile and water (Burdick & Jackson); mass spectrometry-grade formic acid and ammonium acetate (Sigma-Aldrich); calibration solution containing multiple calibrants in a solution of acetonitrile, trifluroacetic acid, and water (Agilent Technologies); metabolite standards and internal standards, including N-acetyl Aspartic acid-d3, Tryptophan-15N2, Sarcosine-d3, Glutamic acid-d5, Thymine-d4, Gibberellic acid, Trans-Zeatine, Jasmonic acid, 15N Anthranilic acid, and Testosterone-d3 (Sigma-Aldrich).



Sample Preparation for Mass Spectrometry and Metabolomics Analysis

Metabolites were extracted from cell lines and the extraction procedure was previously described (48). Briefly, mouse liver tissue pool was used as quality controls in the extraction procedure. The extraction step started with the addition of 750µL ice-cold methanol:water (4:1) containing 20µL spiked internal standards to each tissue and quality control samples. Ice-cold chloroform and water were added in a 3:1 ratio for a final proportion of 2:4:3 water:methanol:chloroform. The organic (methanol and chloroform) and aqueous layers were collected, dried and resuspended with 500µL of 50:50 methanol:water. The extract was deproteinized using a 3kDa molecular filter (Millipore Corporation) and the filtrate was dried under vacuum (Gardiner). Prior to mass spectrometry, the dried extracts were re-suspended in 100µL of injection solvent composed of 1:1 water:methanol and were subjected to liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry. The injection volume was 10µL.



Liquid Chromatography–Mass Spectrometry (LC-MS) Methods

For IDO pathway metabolites, ESI positive mode was used and analyzed using a 6495B triple quadrupole mass spectrometer (Agilent Technologies) coupled to a HPLC system (Agilent Technologies) via single reaction monitoring (SRM). Source parameters were gas temperature-290°C; gas flow 14L/min; nebulizer 20psi; sheath gas temperature 350°C; sheath gas flow 12L/min; capillary 3000V positive and 3000V negative; nozzle voltage 1500V positive and 1500V negative. Approximately 8–11 data points were acquired per detected metabolite. The HPLC column used was Zorbax eclipse XDB C-18, 1.8µm, 4.6×100mm (Agilent Technologies). Mobile phase A and B were 0.1% formic acid in water and acetonitrile respectively. Gradient used was: 0 min at 2% B; 2 min at 10% B, 12 min at 80% B, 18 min at 2% B followed by re-equilibration till end of the gradient 25 min to the initial starting condition (2% B). Flow rate used was 0.3mL/min. For purines and pyrimidines metabolites ESI positive mode was used and analyzed using a 6495B triple quadrupole mass spectrometer (Agilent Technologies) coupled to a HPLC system (Agilent Technologies) via single reaction monitoring (SRM). Source parameters, flow rate, and number of data points collected for purine/pyrimidines were similar to IDO pathway metabolites. A Waters X-bridge amide 3.5µm, 4.6×100mm column was used. Gradient used was: 0 min at 2% B; 6.50 min at 30% B; 7 min at 90% B; 12 min at 95%; 13 min at 2% B followed by re-equilibration till end of the gradient 20 min to the initial starting condition (2% B). The significance differences in levels of metabolites from various pathways between the IE9mp1-EV and -mIDO1 tumors and their importance are ascertained by p value (<0.05) and by impact score. The impact scores represent the importance of the metabolites in the metabolic network. They were calculated based on the centrality measures of a metabolite in a given metabolic network. Centrality is a local quantitative measure of the position of a node relative to the other nodes and is often used to estimate a node’s relative importance or role in network organization. Specifically, we used relative betweenness centrality to calculate compound importance. The pathway impact is calculated as the sum of the importance measures of the matched metabolites normalized by the sum of the importance measures of all metabolites in each pathway (49)



Assay for Transposase Accessible Chromatin Sequencing (ATAC-seq)

50,000 isolated CD8+ T cells were activated with Dynabeads™ Mouse T-Activator CD3/CD28 beads (Thermo Fischer Scientific), and co-cultured in the presence of 50µM kynurenine (Sigma-Aldrich) or 10nM TCDD (Thomas Scientific) for 2 or 28 hours, and ATAC-seq DNA libraries were prepared as previously described (38, 50). The final libraries were purified using AmpureXP beads, and validated for appropriate size on a 4200 TapeStation D1000 Screentape (Agilent Technologies). The DNA libraries were quantitated using KAPA Biosystems qPCR kit, and were pooled together in an equimolar fashion, following experimental design criteria. Each pool was denatured and diluted to 350pM with 1% PhiX control library added. The resulting pool was then loaded into the appropriate NovaSeq Reagent cartridge for 100 cycle paired-end sequencing and sequenced on a NovaSeq6000 following the manufacturer’s recommended protocol (Illumina). ATAC-seq data in raw FASTQ format were processed uniformly through ENCODE ATAC-seq pipeline version 1.4.0. The sequences in FASTQ file were aligned to mouse genome version mm10 using BOWTIE2 in Paired-end mode. The mitochondria reads, the duplicated reads and the reads with mapping quality less than 30 were removed from downstream analysis. Then MACS2 (–extsize73 –shift 37) was used to call accessible regions and to generate genome-wide insertion sites profiles for visualization. The insertion sites profile shows number of insertion events found in certain genomic location normalized by sequencing depth by million reads. ATAC-seq data quality was controlled by estimating signal-to-noise ratio, transcription start sites (TSS) enrichment, and enrichment in the universal DHS regions combined by ENCODE project.



Transcription Factor Binding Site Analysis

The core xenobiotic response element (XRE) sequence recognized by the AHR is 5’-T/GCGTG-3’. Position specific weight matrices (PWM) of XRE were extracted from the database TRANSFAC 7.0. The Transcription Element Search System (TESS) was used with default setting to search for AHR binding sites in the promoter region of each inhibitory gene (51).



Chromatin Immunoprecipitation Assay

Chromatin immunoprecipitation assay was performed on CD8+ T cells activated with anti-CD3/anti-CD28 in the presence of kynurenine (50µM) or TCDD (10nM), using the EpiTect ChIP kit (Qiagen) according to the manufacturer’s protocol. Cells were crosslinked in 1% formaldehyde at 37°C for 10 minutes. After chromatin shearing by sonication, the sheared chromatin was precleared with Protein A beads, and then incubated overnight with a purified anti-AHR antibody clone W16012A (BioLegend, catalog no. 694502) while rotating at 4°C. After DNA isolation and purification, the IP-DNA was quantified by real-time PCR. The following primer sequences were used for analysis of AHR binding to DNA: Pdcd1 forward 5’-TATTTGAGGAAGGCATGAGC-3’, reverse, 5’-TCTTAACACACACGCAATCC-3’.



Statistics

Flow cytometry, PCR, and confocal microscopy results are expressed as mean ± SEM and analyzed by two-tailed, Student’s t-test, or one- and two-way ANOVA. Kaplan-Meier curves for survival analysis were analyzed by the Log-rank Test. Statistical significance was determined by a p<0.05. GraphPad Prism 7 software was used to perform analyses. The Metabolomics data was log2-transformed and normalized with internal standard per-sample, per-method basis. For every metabolite in the normalized dataset, two-sample t-tests were conducted to compare expression levels between different groups. Differential metabolites were identified by adjusting the p-values for multiple testing at an FDR<0.25 and generated a heat map. The transformed and normalized levels of metabolites were visualized by heat map. Metabolites were grouped by hierarchical clustering using Euclidean distances and complete linkage. Comparison of group means was performed by independent sample t-tests and two-way ANOVA. Metabolic pathways were obtained from Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) data base (52). The overall difference of groups of metabolites between conditions was analyzed by GlobalANCOVA. The Luminex measurement of cytokines and chemokines were log-transformed before analysis. For each mice strain, the mean levels of each group were compared by two-way ANOVA, with treatment group and time as the two factors. All tests were two-sided.



Study Approval

All animal experiments were carried out according to protocol guidelines reviewed and approved by the Institute Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) of Roswell Park Comprehensive Cancer Center (Buffalo, NY).
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Although many cancer patients are administered radiotherapy for their treatment, the interaction between tumor cells and macrophages in the tumor microenvironment attenuates the curative effects of radiotherapy. The enhanced activation of mTOR signaling in the tumors promotes tumor radioresistance. In this study, the effects of rapamycin on the interaction between tumor cells and macrophages were investigated. Rapamycin and 3BDO were used to regulate the mTOR pathway. In vitro, tumor cells cocultured with macrophages in the presence of each drug under normoxic or hypoxic conditions were irradiated with γ–rays. In vivo, mice were irradiated with γ–radiation after injection with DMSO, rapamycin and 3BDO into tumoral regions. Rapamycin reduced the secretion of IL-4 in tumor cells as well as YM1 in macrophages. Mouse recombinant YM1 decreased the enhanced level of ROS and the colocalized proportion of both xCT and EEA1 in irradiated tumor cells. Human recombinant YKL39 also induced results similar to those of YM1. Moreover, the colocalized proportion of both xCT and LC3 in tumor tissues was elevated by the injection of rapamycin into tumoral regions. Overall, the suppression of mTOR signaling in the tumor microenvironment might be useful for the improvement of tumor radioresistance.
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Introduction

Radiation therapy aims to kill cancer cells through direct damage to DNA and indirect reactive oxygen species (ROS)-induced damage to cellular organelles (1, 2). However, since tumor resistance to γ-radiation is observed in various tumor types, radioresistance factors should be considered to ensure effective radiotherapy (3). In particular, the crosstalk between tumor cells and macrophages in the tumor microenvironment has been regarded as an important factor among the tumor radioresistance factors that make radiotherapy challenging (4). Macrophages can be polarized into antitumoral M1 or protumoral M2 populations depending on their microenvironment (5). Unlike the M1 phenotype, the M2 phenotype has been reported to have resistance against γ-irradiation (6). Therefore, functional inhibition of M2 macrophages in the tumor microenvironment may be an alternative strategy for effective radiotherapy (7).

Tumor-secreted factors, such as IL-4, IL-10, and M-CSF, can induce the polarization of macrophages into M2-like tumor-associated macrophages (M2-like TAMs) (8, 9). Among these factors, IL-4 is a typical TH2 cytokine that promotes the expression of YM1, arginase-1, PPARγ, Fizz1 and VEGF in macrophages (10). IL-4 is found in various melanoma cells, including the human SK-MEL-28 and mouse B16F10 cell lines (11). Thus, it should be investigated whether M2-like TAMs induced by IL-4 released from tumor cells enhance tumor radioresistance. YM1 is a chitinase-like protein (CLP) found in mammals (12). Most CLPs can be combined with chitin, but they are unable to decompose chitin due to a lack of chitinolytic enzymatic activity (13). Increased levels of CLPs in a host are relevant to TH2-related diseases (14). Chitinase 3-like 1 (CHI3L1, YKL40/BRP39) has been reported to accelerate the recruitment of macrophages into tumor tissues and to promote tumor angiogenesis in colorectal patients (15). CHI3L1 is also known to promote the invasion and migration of non-small cell lung cancer via activation of mTOR signaling (16). However, there has been little research on YM1, which is a CLP expressed only in mice.

Ionizing radiation can cause cell death in tumors through ROS-induced damage (17). However, a high antioxidant capacity is observed in various cancer types, which in tumors can be an obstacle to efficient radiotherapy (18). The mechanism of glutathione (GSH) synthesis is one of the antioxidant pathways in tumors (19). The heterodimeric glutamate-cystine transporter composed of SLC7A11 (xCT) and CD98 mediates the import of extracellular cystine into the cytoplasm during GSH biosynthesis (20). xCT expression can be controlled by the KEAP1-NRF2 pathway, and the transcriptional activity of NRF2 can depend on mTOR signaling (21). However, little is known regarding the direct control of xCT expression by mTOR signaling in tumors under γ-irradiation. In many tumor studies, inhibition of mTOR signaling has been shown to improve the efficacy of radiotherapy (22, 23). Therefore, the inhibitory effects of mTOR signaling on tumor radioresistance induced by the interaction between macrophages and tumor cells were investigated in the B16F10-derived microenvironment during γ-irradiation.



Materials and Methods


Cell Lines and BMDM Differentiation

All cell lines were obtained from the Korean Cell Line Bank (KCLB). The following cell lines were used in this study: B16F10 (KCLB Cat# 80008, Seoul, Republic of Korea) and L929 (KCLB Cat# 10001, Seoul, Republic of Korea). B16F10 cells were cultured with DMEM supplemented with 10% FBS and 1% penicillin/streptomycin in cell culture plates at 37°C and 5% CO2 until confluent (~90%) (24). L929 cells were maintained in complete RPMI medium for 5 days before harvesting cell supernatants (25). The supernatant, which was used as a source of M-CSF, was filtered through a 0.2-μm filter and then aliquoted for storage at -20°C until use. To differentiate BMDMs, the tibia and femur of each hind leg were obtained from C57BL/6 mice (Nara Biotech, Seoul, Republic of Korea). The whole bone marrow was flushed out using a 1-ml syringe with a 26-G needle. The cells were cultured with DMEM containing 20% FBS and 30% L929-conditioned medium in 100-mm petri dishes for 5 days.



Reagents

Rapamycin (914.18 g/mol) and 3BDO (327.33 g/mol) were purchased from Selleckchem (Houston, TX, USA). To control mTOR signaling, cells were treated with 100 nM rapamycin (mTOR inhibitor/autophagy activator) or 100 nM 3BDO (mTOR activator/autophagy inhibitor). DPI (10 μM; NADPH oxidase inhibitor; Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA) was used to deplete intracellular ROS.



Animal Studies

The animal experiments in the present study were approved and confirmed by the Ethical Guidelines for Animal Experiments of Kangwon National University (KW-181214-1). B16F10 cells (5 × 105) were inoculated subcutaneously into C57BL/6 male mice (5–8 weeks old, n=5/group) (26). After 7 days, when palpable tumors (5 mm in diameter) developed, the mice were treated with intratumoral injections of DMSO, rapamycin (0.1 mg/kg/day) or 3BDO (0.036 mg/kg/day) on days 7-14. Whole-body irradiation was performed once on day 7 after drug injections at 3 h. All tumor samples were harvested on day 14. Tumor volumes were measured using calipers and calculated based on the ellipsoid formula (a × b × c × π × 4/3).



In Vitro Coculture Experiments

To understand the radioresistance roles of macrophages in the tumor microenvironment, Transwell permeable supports (0.4-μm pore size, Costar 3450, Corning Inc., Kennebunk, ME, USA) were utilized. B16F10 cells (3 × 105) were seeded in the bottom chamber, and bone marrow-derived macrophages (BMDMs) (1 × 105) were plated in the upper chamber. Each cell type was incubated separately at 37°C and 5% CO2 for 24 h. After washing, the cells were cocultured under various experimental conditions.



Hypoxic Incubation

A hypoxia chamber (PDS-1000, COY Laboratory Products, Inc., Grass Lake, MI, USA) was filled with a mixture of 95% N2 and 5% CO2 gas at 2 p.s.i. for 1 h. Cells were incubated at 37°C in a humidified atmosphere containing 1% O2 and 5% CO2 for 24 h.



γ-Irradiation

To evaluate the effects of γ-radiation on the tumor microenvironment, each sample was irradiated with γ-rays using a Cs-137 source (Gammacell 40 Extractor, Best Theratronics Ltd., Ottawa, Canada). Cells were irradiated with 3 Gy in vitro, and mice were exposed to whole-body irradiation at doses of 0, 1, 3, 5, 7 or 9 Gy in vivo.



Western Blot Analysis

B16F10 cells were homogenized with RIPA buffer supplemented with Halt protease and a phosphatase inhibitor cocktail (Thermo Scientific Pierce, Rockford, IL, USA). Samples were separated by SDS-PAGE (27). The membranes were incubated with specific primary and secondary antibodies, which were washed three times with TBS-T. The membranes that were activated using an ECL solution (Advansta, Menlo Park, CA, USA) were developed with AGFA X-ray film (Agfa-Gevaert NV, Mortsel, Belgium).



Confocal Microscopy

Confocal microscopy was performed as previously described (28). Briefly, B16F10 cells were plated onto coverslips (1 × 105 cells per coverslip; Paul Marienfeld GmbH & Co., KG, Lauda-Könighofen, Germany) in 12-well plates. The cells were treated with various stimuli as described in the figure legends. The cells were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde and permeabilized with 0.2% Triton X-100 in PBS. After blocking, specific antibodies were used for intracellular staining. The samples were mounted and observed under a confocal microscope (FV1000; Olympus Corporation, Tokyo, Japan). The quantification of all images was performed by using ImageJ (version 1.48, National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD, USA).



ELISA

ELISA was performed as previously described (29). IL-4 and YM1 levels were measured by using the Murine IL-4 Mini ABTS ELISA Development Kit (PeproTech EC Ltd, London, UK) and the Mouse YM1/Chitinase 3-like 3 DuoSet ELISA Development Kit (R&D Systems, Minneapolis, MN, USA) according to the instructions of the manufacturer.



Determination of Cell Numbers

The number of viable cells was assessed by trypan blue exclusion assay. The trypan blue exclusion assay was performed as previously described (29). The determination of cell numbers was performed with the Countess Automated Cell Counter (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA).



Evaluation of GEO Profiles

The Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) database was utilized in this study. GSE29074 (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/query/acc.cgi?acc=GSE29074) data sets were used to compare the expression values of IL-4, xCT, and YM1 in wild-type mouse tissues or in melanoma tissues derived from the iMet model (metastatic melanoma, Tyr-rtTA;Tet-Met;Ink4a/Arf-/-) and iHRAS model (non-metastatic melanoma, Tyr-rtTA;Tet-HRASV12G;Ink4a/Arf-/-) (30). For the human study, the expression values of IL-4, xCT, and YKL39 from 70 melanoma patients (7 normal skin, 18 benign skin nevi and 45 primary malignant melanoma profiles) were obtained from GSE3189 (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/query/acc.cgi?acc=GSE3189) (31). Gene expression values are presented in a scatter plot graph created with GraphPad Prism 5 software (GraphPad Software, Inc., La Jolla, CA, USA).



Statistical Analysis

In this study, all data are presented as the mean ± standard deviation. Statistical analysis was performed with one-way or two-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) followed by the Bonferroni test to compare all pairs of columns (95% confidence intervals). Analyses were performed with GraphPad Prism 5. P values < 0.05 were considered significant. Experiments were repeated a minimum of 3 times for each condition.




Results


Rapamycin Promotes Radiation-Induced Cell Death in Mouse Melanoma In Vivo

In radiotherapy, it is important to determine the minimum dose that delivers maximum energy to cancer cells and causes minimal damage to surrounding healthy tissues (32). B16F10 tumor-bearing mice were irradiated with γ-radiation to determine the minimum dose that could significantly affect tumor volume, and a 3-Gy dose was selected (Supplementary Figures 1A, B). To elucidate the roles of mTOR signaling in the tumor microenvironment during radiotherapy, rapamycin and 3BDO were used to pharmaceutically control mTOR activation in the B16F10 tumor model (Supplementary Figure 1C). Compared with DMSO, rapamycin reduced tumor size, whereas 3BDO increased the volume of tumors (Supplementary Figure 1D and Figure 1A). Rapamycin also promoted a reductive effect of γ-radiation on tumors (Figure 1A). Rapamycin and 3BDO, as pharmaceutical regulators of mTOR activation, worked effectively in tumor tissues (Figure 1B). These results suggest that pharmaceutical control of mTOR signaling affects tumor development and efficient radiotherapy. Tumor development is closely related to tumor proliferation and cell death in the tumor microenvironment (33). Rapamycin reduced the proportion of Ki67+ cells in tumor tissues (Figure 1C). To determine the relationship between the difference in tumor volume and the cell death mechanism related to the mTOR pathway, the expression levels of autophagy-related (Beclin1, Atg12-5 complex, and LC3) or apoptosis-related proteins (Bcl-2, Bax, and PARP) were examined (Figure 1D). Compared to other groups, enhanced LC3 expression was detected in rapamycin-injected tumor tissues, and the expression levels of other autophagy-related genes, Beclin1 and Atg12-5 complex, were not changed significantly. The expression levels of Bcl2 and Bax were also enhanced in rapamycin-treated tissues, however, γ-radiation reduced the expression levels of those genes. Rapamycin also increased the ratio of cleaved PARP (cPARP) to total PARP (tPARP) in nonirradiated tumor tissues and promoted this ratio in irradiated tumors even further than other groups (Figure 1D). To clarify the types of regulated cell death leading to PARP cleavage in tumor tissues, autophagic (LC3+PI+) and apoptotic (Caspase-3+PI+) cell death was evaluated using confocal microscopy. Under γ-irradiation, the proportion of LC3+PI+ cells was significantly increased in rapamycin-injected tissues compared to other groups (Figure 1E). However, the patterns of apoptotic cell death induced by drugs and radiation were shown to be different from the tumor development patterns in Figure 1A (Supplementary Figure 1E). Overall, the pharmaceutical inhibition of mTOR signaling by rapamycin not only inhibits tumor development but also promotes the reductive effect of γ-radiation on tumor volumes.




Figure 1 | Pharmaceutical regulation of mTOR activation affects B16F10-tumor development. (A) After tumor resection, all tumors were measured with calipers to calculate tumor volumes (left). To evaluate tumor radiosensitivity, percentages were calculated by dividing the volume of irradiated tumors (IR) by the volume of nonirradiated tumors (NIR) in each group (right). (B) The protein levels of p70 S6K, phospho-p70 S6K, and β-actin in homogenized tumor tissue samples were evaluated by western blotting. The relative density of phosphorylated forms was measured using ImageJ. (C) Intratumoral levels of Ki67 were analyzed by confocal microscopy. Nuclei (blue) and proliferating cells (green) were stained with DAPI and an anti-Ki67 antibody, respectively. Scale bars, 30 μm. (D) The protein levels of Beclin1, Atg12-5, LC3, Bcl2, Bax, PARP, and β-actin in homogenized tumor tissue samples were evaluated by western blotting. (E) Intratumoral levels of LC3 (green) were assessed by confocal microscopy. Nuclei (blue) and damaged cells (red) were stained with DAPI and propidium iodide, respectively. Scale bars, 100 μm. The bars and error bars represent the mean ± SD; *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, not significant.





Rapamycin Promotes Radiation-Induced Cell Death in Melanoma Cells Cocultured With Macrophages In Vitro

Macrophages in the tumor microenvironment have been reported to promote tumor development and contribute to tumor radioresistance (34). Thus, an in vitro coculture system was established to investigate whether macrophages in the tumor microenvironment affect the viability of tumor cells under γ-radiation during the pharmaceutical control of mTOR signaling. In addition, various oxygen conditions, such as normoxia and hypoxia, were introduced to mimic the tumor microenvironment (35). The viability of B16F10 cells cocultured with BMDMs was higher than that of single-cultured B16F10 cells, excluding the rapamycin-treated groups (Figure 2A). Compared to both the DMSO- and 3BDO-groups in single culture conditions, rapamycin reduced the viability of single-cultured-B16F10 cells, regardless of oxygen and radiation conditions (Figure 2A). These results indicate that the inhibitory effect of rapamycin on mTOR signaling could not only directly decrease the viability of B16F10 cells but also attenuate the macrophage-mediated increase in B16F10 cell viability. In Figure 2A, because rapamycin affected the cell viability of B16F10 cells under various culture conditions, the ratio of cPARP/tPARP was assessed in B16F10 cells under the same conditions. As a result, the effects of mTOR inhibition by rapamycin on the cleavage patterns of PARP in B16F10 cells were different between single and coculture conditions (Figures 2B, C). In other words, rapamycin increased the cleaved levels of PARP in B16F10 cells cocultured with BMDMs relative to those in tumor tissues, regardless of oxygen conditions during irradiation. Overall, these results indicate that macrophages may play beneficial roles in tumor survival under γ-irradiation and that rapamycin can interfere with the interaction between macrophages and tumor cells in the tumor microenvironment.




Figure 2 | Pharmaceutical regulation of mTOR activation affects macrophage-mediated B16F10 cell survival. B16F10 cells cultured alone or cocultured with BMDMs were incubated in the presence of 100 nM rapamycin or 100 nM 3BDO at 37°C/5% CO2 in a normoxic (Nx) chamber or 37°C/1% O2 in a hypoxic (Hx) chamber for 3 h. After 3-Gy γ-irradiation, B16F10 cells were incubated under the indicated conditions for 21 h. (A) Cell viability was measured by an automated cell counter. (B, C) The protein levels of p70 S6K, phospho-p70 S6K, Beclin1, LC3, Bcl2, Bax, and PARP in B16F10 cells were evaluated by western blotting. β-actin was used as an internal control. The band density of each sample was measured with ImageJ. The bars and error bars represent the mean ± SD; *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, not significant.





Rapamycin Attenuates the Expression and Secretion of YM1 in Macrophages Cocultured With Melanoma Cells

In the tumor microenvironment, antitumoral M1-like TAMs and protumoral M2-like TAMs are distributed according to the surrounding environmental conditions (36). First of all, the effects of tumor cells on macrophages were investigated because tumor-secreted factors can induce the polarization of macrophages. The changes in polarization markers were evaluated in BMDMs under the indicated conditions (Supplementary Figure 2 and Figure 3). M1 macrophages have been reported to express nos2 and cxcl10; otherwise, M2 macrophages express fizz1, arg1, pparγ, and ccl22. LPS plus INF-γ induced the polarization of M0 to M1 macrophages, and IL-4 induced polarization to the M2 types (Supplementary Figures 2A, B). In addition, unique metabolic patterns were observed in M1 and M2 macrophages (Supplementary Figures 2C, D), and these results were consistent with those of a previous study (37). In M1-polarized cells, compared with DMSO treatment, rapamycin inhibited the attenuation of NOS2 expression after γ-radiation under normoxia and inhibited the increase in NOS2 expression after γ-radiation in the cells under hypoxia (Supplementary Figure 2E). However, 3BDO decreased the expression of NOS2 in M1 BMDMs under all conditions (Supplementary Figure 2E). In M2-polarized cells, compared with DMSO treatment, rapamycin attenuated the expression of M2 markers, excluding Fizz1, under all conditions (Supplementary Figure 2F). These results suggest that the pharmaceutical inhibition of mTOR signaling by rapamycin might attenuate the polarization of macrophages into the M2 phenotype. Meanwhile, because tumor-secreted factors could also stimulate the polarization of macrophages into an M2-like phenotype in the tumor microenvironment (38), the polarized characteristics of macrophages were investigated in BMDMs cocultured with B16F10 cells. In BMDMs cocultured with B16F10 cells, the glycolytic proton efflux rate (glycoPER) and the oxygen consumption rate (OCR) were similar to those in M2-BMDMs (Figures 3A, B). Although marker proteins of polarized macrophages were not detected in single-cultured BMDMs, the expression and secretion of YM1 were observed in BMDMs cocultured with B16F10 cells (Figures 3C-F). In addition, rapamycin attenuated the expression and secretion of YM1 in the cells (Figures 3E, F). To clarify the source of released YM1, the expression of YM1 was analyzed in B16F10 cells. The results showed that YM1 was not derived from B16F10 cells (Supplementary Figures 2G, H). Among the M2-related proteins, YM1 might be specifically expressed in macrophages stimulated by TH2 cytokines (39). To identify the prominent expression of YM1 in BMDMs cocultured with B16F10 cells, BMDMs were treated with various concentrations of IL-4. Only YM1 was expressed in BMDMs stimulated with 0.02 ng/ml IL-4 (Supplementary Figure 2I). These results in vitro were also observed in vivo. The proportion of CD206+YM1+ cells was reduced by rapamycin injection and was decreased by γ-irradiation even further than those in the other groups (Figure 3G). Overall, rapamycin attenuated the polarization of macrophages by B16F10 into YM1-producing cells with M2-like metabolism.




Figure 3 | Pharmaceutical regulation of mTOR activation affects YM1-expressing macrophages cocultured with B16F10 cells. (A, B) BMDMs were treated with 100 ng/ml LPS plus 20 ng/ml IFN-γ or 20 ng/ml IL-4, or were cocultured with B16F10 cells for 24 h, and then the glycolytic proton efflux rate (GlycoPER) (A) or the oxygen consumption rate (OCR) (B) in the cells was analyzed. (C–F) BMDMs were polarized into the M1 (LPS+IFN-γ) and M2 (IL-4) phenotypes. M1-, M2-, M0- and B16F10-cocultured BMDMs were incubated under the indicated conditions. The protein levels of p70 S6K, phospho-p70 S6K, LC3, NOS2, Arginase-1, PPAR-γ, YM-1, Fizz-1, and β-actin in BMDMs were evaluated by western blotting. Secreted YM-1 in the supernatant was detected by western blot and ELISA. (G) Intratumoral levels of CD206 and YM-1 were analyzed by confocal microscopy. CD206+YM1+ cells in tissue samples were assessed by ImageJ. The bars and error bars represent the mean ± SD; *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, not significant.





Rapamycin Attenuates the Expression and Secretion of IL-4 in Tumor Cells

The production of YM1 in macrophages can be induced by TH2 cytokines, such as IL-4 and IL-13 (40). In previous studies, IL-4 has been reported to be produced in various melanoma cells, including B16F10 cells (11, 41). Therefore, IL-4 expression was investigated in B16F10 cells. B16F10 cells showed considerable expression of IL-4 at the basal level, and its expression was attenuated by rapamycin (Figure 4A). Although various culture conditions, such as irradiation and oxygen status, affected the expression and secretion of IL-4 in B16F10 cells, rapamycin significantly attenuated the levels of IL-4 production in the cells (Figures 4B–E). In addition, the expression and secretion of IL-4 in B16F10 cells under various culture conditions were independent of the presence or absence of macrophages (Figures 4B–E). These results suggest that IL-4 released by tumor cells may be an important factor for skewing macrophages toward the M2 population and that mTOR inhibitors may be effective drugs for blocking IL-4-mediated signaling in the tumor microenvironment.




Figure 4 | Pharmaceutical regulation of mTOR activation affects the expression and secretion of IL-4 in B16F10 cells. (A) B16F10 cells were treated with DMEM containing DMSO, 100 nM rapamycin or 100 nM 3BDO for the indicated times. Intracellular IL-4 levels were detected by western blotting. (B–E) B16F10 cells cultured alone or cocultured with BMDMs were incubated in the presence of 100 nM rapamycin or 100 nM 3BDO under the indicated conditions for 21 h. Intracellular IL-4 levels were detected by western blotting (B, C), and secreted IL-4 was analyzed by ELISA (D, E). The bars and error bars represent the mean ± SD; *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, not significant.





YM1 Rescues the Decreased Viability of Melanoma via Attenuation of Radiation-Induced ROS

A large amount of intracellular ROS induced by γ-radiation could contribute to cell death in tumors (42). However, various cancer cells might be resistant to γ-ray-induced ROS because of high levels of antioxidant mechanisms in the cells (43). Therefore, the levels of intracellular ROS induced by a 3-Gy-dose of γ-irradiation were investigated in B16F10 cells. In addition, since B16F10 induced YM1 expression in BMDMs during coculture, the effect of recombinant mouse YM1 on ROS levels was also analyzed in B16F10 cells. 3-Gy-irradiation induced intracellular ROS in B16F10 cells and the levels of γ-ray-induced ROS were attenuated by pretreatment with diphenyleneiodonium chloride (DPI), known as a ROS scavenger (Figures 5A, C). Recombinant YM1 diminished the levels of γ-ray-induced ROS not only in DMSO-B16F10 cells but also in rapamycin-B16F10 cells (Figures 5B, C). Since recombinant YM1 attenuated ROS levels in γ-irradiated B16F10 cells, the effect of YM1 on the cell viability of B16F10 cells was investigated. As a result, DPI restored the reduced viability of B16F10 cells treated with 3 Gy irradiation in DMSO- and rapamycin-B16F10 cells (Figure 5D). DPI also decreased the ratio of cPARP/tPARP promoted by irradiation in the same groups (Figure 5E). This means that a 3-Gy-dose of γ-irradiation could induce the death of B16F10 cells through the generation of intracellular ROS. Meanwhile, recombinant YM1 rescued the cell viability and reduced the increased ratio of cPARP/tPARP in the rapamycin groups during irradiation (Figures 5D, E). Overall, these results suggest that inhibition of mTOR signaling in tumor cells may promote their sensitivity to γ-ray-induced ROS.




Figure 5 | YM1 affects ROS-induced cell death in B16F10 cells under γ-radiation. (A–E) After pretreatment with diphenyleneiodonium (DPI) for 1 h, B16F10 cells were treated with DMSO or 100 nM rapamycin for 3 h. B16F10 cells were washed with PBS and then incubated with DMEM and rapamycin in the presence or absence of 125 ng/ml rmYM-1 for 3 h before receiving 3-Gy γ-irradiation. After γ-irradiation, B16F10 cells were incubated with 5 μM CellROX for 30 min. (A–C) Intracellular ROS were assessed by confocal microscopy. Scale bars, 50 μm. (D) Cell viability was measured by an automated cell counter. (E) The protein levels of p70 S6K, phospho-p70 S6K, LC3, Bcl2, Bax, and PARP in B16F10 cells were evaluated by western blotting. β-actin was used as an internal control. The bars and error bars represent the mean ± SD; *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, not significant.





Rapamycin Attenuates the Functional Expression of YM1-Induced xCT in Melanoma Cells

The intracellular ROS in tumor cells can be regulated by the xCT system, a major pathway of GSH synthesis (44). Therefore, the effect of YM1 on xCT expression was investigated because recombinant YM1 attenuated the levels of ROS in B16F10 cells during irradiation. Compared with xCT expression in single cultured DMSO-B16F10 cells, BMDMs continued to induce its expression in DMSO-B16F10 cells under various stimuli during coculture (Figures 6A, B). Rapamycin attenuated xCT expression in B16F10 cells under both single- and cocultured conditions but not in other groups (Figures 6A, B). Recombinant YM1 stimulated mTOR signaling and also promoted xCT expression in B16F10 cells (Figure 6C). Rapamycin can promote EEA1 expression and induce the formation of amphisomes through the fusion of autophagosomes with early endosomes (45). The degradation of CD98, a component protein in the xCT system, can be induced by EEA1-mediated capture during its recycling process (46). Therefore, the effects of recombinant YM1 on the colocalization of LC3 and EEA1 (or EEA1 and xCT) were assessed in B16F10 cells. Compared to the nonirradiated groups, γ-radiation increased the proportions of LC3+EEA1+ and xCT+EEA1+ cells (Figures 6D, E). On the other hand, YM1 significantly reduced the proportions of LC3+EEA1+ and xCT+EEA1+ cells in the irradiated groups (Figures 6D, E). Rapamycin enhanced the proportions of LC3+EEA1+ and xCT+EEA1+ cells in the YM1-treated groups (Figures 6D, E).




Figure 6 | Pharmaceutical regulation of mTOR activation affects the functional expression of xCT in B16F10 cells. (A, B) B16F10 cells cultured alone or cocultured with BMDMs were treated with DMSO, 100 nM rapamycin or 100 nM 3BDO under the indicated conditions. Intracellular levels of Keap1, phospho-NRF2, NRF, xCT, and β-actin in B16F10 cells were evaluated by western blotting. (C–E) B16F10 cells were treated with DMSO, 100 nM rapamycin or 100 nM 3BDO for 3 h and then stimulated with the indicated concentrations of recombinant mouse YM-1 for 21 h. (C) The expression levels of phospho-p70 S6K, p70 S6K, Keap1, phospho-NRF2, NRF, xCT, and β-actin in B16F10 cells were detected by western blotting. (D, E) Intracellular levels of LC3, EEA1, and xCT were assessed by confocal microscopy. Scale bars, 30 μm. (F) Intratumoral levels of xCT and LC3 were analyzed by confocal microscopy. All images were quantified using ImageJ. Scale bars, 200 μm. The bars and error bars represent the mean ± SD; *P < 0.05; ***P < 0.001; ns, not significant.



As mentioned in Figure 1E, rapamycin enhanced the proportion of LC3+PI+ cells in tumor tissues. Therefore, the relationship between LC3+ dots induced by rapamycin and xCT expression in tumor tissues was analyzed. Rapamycin decreased the proportion of xCT+ cells but increased the proportion of LC3+xCT+ cells in tumor tissues (Figure 6F). The effect of YM1 on the expression of metastasis-related proteins in B16F10 cells was investigated. As a result, rapamycin attenuated the expression of MMP2 and MMP9, but the effects of macrophages on their expression were not observed in B16F10 cells under coculture conditions compared with those in single-culture conditions (Supplementary Figures 3A, B). In addition, YM1 also failed to affect the expression of metastasis-related proteins (Supplementary Figure 3C). These results mean that YM1 might not be involved in melanoma metastasis. Overall, however, these results suggested that YM1 produced by macrophages may contribute to promoting xCT expression and attenuate the EEA1-mediated capture of intracellular xCT in tumor cells during irradiation. Meanwhile, among human CLPs, YKL39 and YKL40 can promote tumor development (47, 48). To investigate the effect of CLPs on xCT expression in human melanoma cell lines, Malme-3M and SK-MEL-2 cells were treated with YKL39 and YKL40 (Figures 7A–C). YKL39 increased the expression of xCT in nonirradiated Malme-3M cells (Figure 7A). Although YKL39 did not affect the expression of xCT in γ-irradiated Malme-3M cells, it decreased the proportion of xCT+EEA1+ cells regardless of rapamycin treatment under γ-radiation (Figures 7A, C). The effect of YKL40 on the expression of xCT was not observed in Malme-3M cells (Figure 7A). Meanwhile, YKL39 and YKL40 did not affect the expression of xCT in SK-MEL-2 cells (Figure 7B).




Figure 7 | Human YKL39 affects γ-ray-induced colocalization of xCT and EEA1 in Malme-3M, a human melanoma cell line. (A–C) Malme-3M and SK-MEL-2 cells were treated with DMSO or 100 nM rapamycin for 3 h. After 3-Gy γ-irradiation, each cell line was stimulated with recombinant human YKL39 and YKL40 for 21 h. (A, B) The expression levels of phospho-p70 S6K, p70 S6K, Keap1, phospho-NRF2, NRF, xCT, and β-actin in the cells were detected by western blotting. (C) Intracellular levels of xCT and EEA1 were assessed by confocal microscopy. Scale bars, 50 μm. The bars and error bars represent the mean ± SD; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001; ns, not significant.



Finally, the expression values of IL-4, xCT, and YM1 in control or melanoma tissues derived from metastatic (iMet model) and non-metastatic (iHRAS model) tissues were compared using Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) data (GSE29074). Only mRNA of YM1 was significantly increased in both melanoma tissues compared with that in normal tissues (Supplementary Figures 4A–C). To evaluate the associations between tumorigenesis and target genes (IL-4, xCT, and YKL39) in melanoma patients, clinical data in GEO profiles (GSE3189) were used. As a result, only xCT expression was significantly associated with tumor progression (Supplementary Figures 4D–F). These results imply that xCT could be closely associated with melanoma malignancy in humans. The cBioPortal database (Skin Cutaneous Melanoma, TCGA, PanCancer Atlas, 448 samples) was used to analyze the correlation between xCT expression and selected genes (KEAP1, NRF2, and YKL39) in melanoma patients. Although trends of negative (KEAP1) and positive (NRF2 and YKL39) regression lines were observed, they did not appear to show a correlation between xCT and each gene (Supplementary Figures 4G–I).




Discussion

It is important to understand the interaction between macrophages and tumor cells in the tumor microenvironment as a strategy to increase the efficiency of cancer radiotherapy (3). Moreover, finding a radiotherapy adjuvant that can reduce side effects in hosts receiving γ-irradiation is crucial. Since the contribution of mTOR signaling to tumorigenesis has been revealed in many tumor studies, targeting mTOR as a radiosensitizing strategy may be a reasonable approach.

Rapamycin is a widely used drug that can effectively block the mTOR pathway (49). Rapamycin works as an allosteric inhibitor of the FRB domain of mTORC1 through the formation of a complex with FKBP12 (also known as FKBP 1A), and it can also activate autophagy (50). 3BDO can directly activate mTOR via hydrogen bonding to FKBP1A and can be used as an autophagy inhibitor (51). Therefore, these two agents are suitable drugs to study the pharmaceutical effects of mTOR control on the tumor microenvironment because they can cause conflicting results by targeting the same protein. In this study, the effects of these drugs on the interaction between macrophages and tumor cells during irradiation were evaluated.

Inhibiting antioxidant activity in tumor cells during radiotherapy can be a major therapeutic strategy for increasing radiosensitivity (18). In this study, the reduction in xCT expression by mTOR inhibition was observed. In addition, the EEA1-mediated capture of intracellular xCT was newly discovered. The regulation of xCT activity in tumor cells via mTOR inhibition in this study can be supported by recently published studies (52, 53). Therefore, inhibiting functional xCT in tumors through the suppression of mTOR signaling might be an alternative strategy for efficient radiotherapy (21).

In this study, experiments using neutralizing antibodies against IL-4 and YM1 were not performed both in vitro and in vivo. These experimental approaches are essential for understanding the interaction between macrophages and tumor cells in the tumor microenvironment. However, the contribution of the interaction between the cells to tumor radioresistance was indirectly confirmed through recombinant proteins, such as IL-4 and YM1.

YM1 produced by macrophages may promote the expression of functional xCT via mTOR signaling in melanoma while mTOR inhibitors, including rapamycin, may promote the sensitivity of tumor cells to γ-ray-induced ROS via the functional attenuation of xCT in tumors. Although various culture conditions were utilized in vitro to mimic the tumor microenvironment, several ambiguous results, such as the levels of phosphorylated S6K, were observed among various conditions. These unexpected results should be clarified through further studies.

YKL40 is the human homologue for mouse breast regression protein 39 (BRP39), but there is no corresponding homologue of human YKL39 in mice (14). In addition, YM1 is expressed only in mice (39). Therefore, the effect of YKL39 on human melanoma was evaluated, as there are no alternative CLPs for YM1 in humans. In this study, human recombinant YKL39 attenuated radiation-induced colocalization of xCT and EEA1 in Malme-3M, similar to mouse recombinant YM1. However, the effect of YKL39 on xCT expression was observed to be different depending on the cell line. Thus, further research is needed to determine whether YM1 and YKL39 attenuate EEA1-mediated xCT capture via the same mechanism in various tumor cases under γ-radiation. Our study shows that mTOR inhibition in the tumor microenvironment can attenuate the interaction between tumor cells and macrophages during radiotherapy (Figure 8). This study also provides a new strategy to enhance tumor radiosensitivity by blocking the system of maintaining ROS homeostasis in tumors.




Figure 8 | Activated mTOR signaling induces the secretion of IL-4 in melanomas and YM1 in macrophages in the tumor microenvironment. Secreted YM-1enhances the EEA1-mediated xCT capture via the KEAP1/NRF2 signaling pathway to promote antioxidant mechanisms through GSH in radiotherapy. Therefore, the regulation of mTOR activity using rapamycin could increase tumor sensitivity to γ-radiation-induced ROS by inhibiting the interaction between melanoma and macrophages.
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The tumor microenvironment (TME) is an intricate system within solid neoplasms. In this review, we aim to provide an updated insight into the TME with a focus on the effects of tumor necrosis factor-α (TNF-α) on its various components and the use of TNF-α to improve the efficiency of drug delivery. The TME comprises the supporting structure of the tumor, such as its extracellular matrix and vasculature. In addition to cancer cells and cancer stem cells, the TME contains various other cell types, including pericytes, tumor-associated fibroblasts, smooth muscle cells, and immune cells. These cells produce signaling molecules such as growth factors, cytokines, hormones, and extracellular matrix proteins. This review summarizes the intricate balance between pro-oncogenic and tumor-suppressive functions that various non-tumor cells within the TME exert. We focused on the interaction between tumor cells and immune cells in the TME that plays an essential role in regulating the immune response, tumorigenesis, invasion, and metastasis. The multifunctional cytokine, TNF-α, plays essential roles in diverse cellular events within the TME. The uses of TNF-α in cancer treatment and to facilitate cancer drug delivery are discussed. The effects of TNF-α on tumor neovasculature and tumor interstitial fluid pressure that improve treatment efficacy are summarized.
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Introduction

The tumor microenvironment (TME) is a complex biological ecosystem of solid tumors encompassing all the cells and structures found in healthy organ tissue (1). These include, but are not limited to, blood vessels, immune infiltrates, fibroblasts, and the extracellular matrix. Tumor cells, immune cells, fibroblasts, myofibroblasts, and microvascular structures such as vascular endothelial cells and pericytes found within the TME play various critical roles in regulating tumor initiation and progression (1–3). These cell types can control tumor growth through their normal regulatory functions. However, the dysregulation of these cells can promote tumor growth and metastasis. Recent studies demonstrate that the relationships between cancer cells and their surrounding microenvironments affect cancer cell survival, growth, proliferation, epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT), and metastasis (4). Thus, the modulation of the TME as a target for clinical applications is an area of interest in cancer treatments. Communication between neoplastic cells and the TME is conducted mainly through standard mechanisms observed in communication between healthy cells in normal organ tissue: through intercellular junctions and receptor-signal pathways encased in a three-dimensional extracellular matrix (ECM). Glycoproteins, proteoglycans, cytokines, and growth factors provide structural support and information exchange (5). In both normal tissue and solid cancers, TNF-α has diverse regulatory roles in the TME depending on the type of cells.

TNF-α is, to a large degree, produced by macrophages but also by other immune cell types, including lymphoid cells, mast cells, and by non-immune cells such as endothelial cells, fibroblasts, and smooth muscle cells (6–9). The members of the TNF-α family exert their effects through two distinct receptors, TNFRSF1A (TNFR1) and TNFRSF1B (TNFR2). TNFR1 is ubiquitously expressed and found in all cell types. Among many diverse effects induced by TNF-α, the major role of TNFR1 is the initiation of apoptosis through its death domain, which is not found on TNFR2 (9). Seemingly contradictory to its apoptotic signaling function, activation of TNFR1 also can induce cell survival mechanisms (9). The determination of the final downstream activity of this receptor is based on the concentration of TNF-α in the microenvironment as well as the effects of other involved cytokines. TNFR2 is mostly found on immune cells, where its pathway activation by TNF-α assists in regulating the immune response and inflammation. TNFR2 activation on immune cells within the TME and cancer cells themselves can promote tumor growth and progression (10). Increased TNFR2 expression found on regulatory T cells within the TME can suppress the immune response and prevent activation of cytotoxic T cells, which decreases the ability of the immune response to suppress the tumor (10, 11). Myeloid-derived suppressor (MDSC) are a group of immature cells that can differentiate into several different immune cell types, but in their immature state, are potently immunosuppressive (10). TNF-α can suppress the MDSC differentiation and induce accumulation of MDSC, which enhances their immunosuppressive effects in the TME through TNFR2 signaling (10, 12, 13).

Through its roles in apoptosis, angiogenesis, and immune cell recruitment and regulation, as well as its function in assisting with the construction of the ECM, this review summarizes many roles of TNF-α and its relation to the various components of the TME. Many cell-signaling mechanisms are involved in these functions, and we attempt to explain the roles of these pathways in relation to this versatile cytokine. Through the understanding of these pathways, scientists and clinicians are finding ways to exploit them as therapeutic targets. For example, inhibition of endogenous TNF-α is a standard of care for chronic inflammatory diseases such as ulcerative colitis, Crohn’s disease, rheumatoid arthritis, and several other diseases. In addition, TNF-α was previously used with good efficacy in patients with limb soft tissue sarcomas (STS) and in-transit melanoma by targeting the hap-hazard neovascular growth within the TME of these lesions (14–16). In this review, it is evident that there are many potential applications to manipulate TNF-α pathways, specifically in its role in the TME for cancer therapy.



TNF-α Pathway at Glance

Research dating back more than twenty years has shown that the TNF-α superfamily comprises at least 19 members that signal through 29 receptors (17). It is a pleiotropic cytokine, binds two receptors – TNFR1(receptor type 1: CD120a; p55/60) and TNRFR2 (TNF receptor type 2; CD120b; p75/80) – and is produced by many different types of cells (17). Unlike the TNFR2 expression which is limited to immune cells and a few other cell types, TNFR1 expression is present in various cell types (18–20). TNF-α binds to these receptors resulting in several diverse effects, cell proliferation, survival, and apoptosis (21–23). Abnormal production of TNF-α and TNF receptor signaling has been associated with the pathogenesis of several inflammatory diseases including rheumatoid arthritis, Crohn’s disease, atherosclerosis, psoriasis, and cancer (24). TNF-α has both tumor-promoting and tumor-suppressing roles in the TME. It is well reported that the tumor parenchyma and the TME continuously produce endogenous TNF-α, which induces tumor angiogenesis and promotes progression. The innate immune cells of the TME secrete various cytokines such as TNF-α and interleukin-6 (IL-6), which can promote cancer cell survival (25) and induce the expression of vascular endothelial cell adhesion molecules (CAM) that facilitate extravasation of leukocytes (26). TNF-α mediated matrix metalloproteinase (MMP) production in tumor cells or the TME also promotes tumor expansion (27, 28).

TNF-α plays an important role in tumor metastasis. It increases the expression of angiogenic factors such as basic fibroblast growth factor (bFGF), interleukin-8 (IL-8), and vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) in endothelial cells of the TME. TNF-α induced the expression of adhesion molecules such as intracellular adhesion molecule (ICAM)-1, E-selectin, and VCAM-1 in liver sinusoidal endothelial cells and induced tumor metastasis (29). So far, several FDA-approved TNF-α inhibitors, such as infliximab, etanercept, and adalimumab have been used to treat various human illnesses (30). We have summarized the multiple roles of TNF-α in different solid cancers based on preclinical studies (Table 1).


Table 1 | The roles of TNF-α in different cancer types.





TNF-α Mediated Signaling Pathways in the TME

Two different forms of TNF-α have been identified: (i) soluble TNF-α (sTNF-α) and (ii) transmembrane TNF-α (mTNF-α) (42). The mTNF-α is the precursor of sTNF-α. TNF-α converting enzyme (TACE) can cleave mTNF-α, releasing sTNF-α. Previous findings reported dual roles of TNF-α based on the exposure time and cytokine levels reached within the TME (33). Soluble TNF-α mostly binds with TNFR1 and controls the inflammatory immune response, whereas mTNF-α mostly binds with TNFR2 and controls cell proliferation, survival, and other biological activities. The interaction between mTNF-α and TNFR2 is dependent on responses to different signaling pathways. In colorectal cancer, TNFR2 modulates the expression of Ki67, influences fibroblast associated protein and α-smooth muscle actin, and increases cellular proliferation and migration (43). Anti-TNFR2 antibodies suppress tumor-associated regulatory T cells (Tregs) and inhibit ovarian cancer cell proliferation (44). Ligand binding to TNFR2 leads to the activation of NF-κB and several kinase pathways, including JNK, p38, MAPK, ERK, and PI3K (45). Apart from NF-κB and kinase pathways, other processes and signaling pathways, such as EMT and TGF-β receptor-mediated signaling, are also critically regulated through TNF-α signaling (described in detail below). We have summarized different oncogenic signaling pathways such as β-catenin, STAT3, PI3K/PTEN/AKT/mTOR, p53, which are directly or indirectly regulated by TNF-α in Table 2.


Table 2 | The roles of TNF-α in different transcription factors, cytokines, and signaling pathways by cancer type.





Role of TNF-α in TGF-β Receptor Mediated Signaling Pathways

The multifunctional cytokine transforming growth factor-beta (TGF-β) regulates cell growth, extracellular matrix protein synthesis, and immune cell functions (53). In normal and premalignant cells, TGF-β acts as a tumor suppressor through the induction of apoptosis. However, when cancer cells have mutations or lose tumor suppressor genes, cells become resistant TGF-β mediated growth arrest. The crucial role of the TGF-β signaling pathway in the TME has been demonstrated in several studies. Several molecules regulate the TGF-β pathway, among them, TNF-α is of significant importance. However, it is not clear whether TNF-α directly or indirectly interacts with the TGF-β pathway. Understanding the molecular mechanisms of the antagonistic activities of TNF-α against TGF-β is critical. Studies have demonstrated that TNF-α inhibits TGF-β and ECM production, such as type I collagen and elastin in cancer cells and fibroblasts (47, 54, 55). TGF-β inhibits cancer growth through the activation of tumor angiogenesis and regulates prominent compounds involved with cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAF) in TME (56). Fibroblasts have been shown to facilitate cancer progression by supporting tumor growth, extracellular matrix remodeling, angiogenesis and by mediating tumor-promoted inflammation (57). Recent research has clarified the relationship between TGF-β regulation mediated by TNF-α and CAF. In brief, TNF-α triggers the downregulation of TGF-β receptor II leading to desensitization of human dermal fibroblasts toward TGF-β. Additionally, TNF-α impaired the response of the cells to TGF-β by regulating the turnover of TRII (47). Normal fibroblasts acquire characteristics of CAFs when stimulated with TNF-α. The most widely used marker for CAFs is α-smooth muscle actin (α-SMA). TGF-β induces α-smooth muscle actin expression in fibroblasts (58).



Role of TNF-α in NF-κB Pathways

The TME contains various types of cells, including tumor-associated macrophage (TAMs), dendritic cells, myeloid-derived suppressor cells, neutrophils, mast cells, natural killer T (NKT) cells, cancer-associated fibroblast (CAFs) and endothelial cells (59). The nuclear factor kappa-light chain enhancer of activated B cells (NF-κB) functions in these cell types and modulates inflammation, tumorigenesis, and metastasis. NF-κB activates several inflammatory genes in response to cytokines like TNF-α and IL-1, as well as to bacterial endotoxin and physical stress. Whiteside reported NF-κB activation in myeloid cells enhances inflammation in the TME (60). When cells are stimulated by an extracellular signal such as TNF-α, NF-κB is activated and enters the nucleus to bind to target genes and promotes cell death or increases cell survival in a context-dependent manner (61). In lung carcinoma cells, deoxynivalenol induces dependent proteolytic cleavage of TNFR1 through the activation of ERK and p38 MAPK, and subsequently inhibits the TNF-α-induced NF-κB signaling pathway (62). Tang et al. reported that in oral squamous cell carcinoma, TNF-α activates the NF-κB pathway, which promotes invasion and metastasis (63). In addition, NF-κB is also an important player in modulating the tumor-associated macrophages (TAM). The NF- κB pathway regulates anti and pro-inflammatory signaling pathways in the TME through tumor-associated macrophage (TAM) regulation.



Role of TNF-α in the Receptor Tyrosine Kinase Pathway

Receptor tyrosine kinases (RTK) act as a mediator between the extracellular and intracellular compartments by transferring signals from the TME into the tumor cells (64). So far, 58 different RTKs have been discovered in humans and classified into 20 different subfamilies based on their structural features, and activation of these enzymes is well defined to regulates various cellular processes (64). Mutations in RTKs and their associated downstream signaling pathways have oncogenic roles in many solid cancers, hence the development of targeted therapy specifically for these RTKs (64). However, many cancer types often acquire treatment resistance to various RTK inhibitors such as VEGFR inhibitors (bevacizumab), EGFR inhibitors (gefitinib), and FGFR inhibitors (AZD4547) (65). The mechanism associated with RTK inhibitors to disrupt neoplastic cellular growth are (i) immunogenic modulation of the TME and (ii) immune subset conditioning (66). RTK inhibitors induce immunogenic modulation via tumor cell sensitivity to immune cells-mediated lysis through an alternation in tumor cell phenotype and cause immune subset conditioning by activating immune cells and suppressing the immune suppressor cells in the TME (66).

TNF-α regulates multiple RTK pathways, including mitogen-activated protein kinases (MAPK) (i) extracellular-signal-regulated kinases (ERKs); (ii) cJun NH2-terminal kinases (JNK); and (iii) p38 MAP kinases pathways. Downregulation of MAP2K isoforms MKK4 and MKK7 in mice model prevents TNF-α mediated JNK activation (67, 68).

Apart from MAPK pathways, TNF-α signaling also controls vascular endothelial growth factor receptor (VEGFR), an RTK, which influences angiogenesis in the TME (69). This happens through TNFR1 signaling inflammatory macrophages to upregulate expression of vascular endothelial growth factor receptor 3, which causes increased production of vascular endothelial growth factor-C, and in turn, induces angiogenesis (69). The result was validated in vivo in mice with loss of function of TNFR1 (Tnfr1(-/-)) which reduced lymphangiogenesis and lymphatic metastasis (69). Tumor-mediated TNF-α and VEGF production is also associated with integrin receptor alpha V and beta 3 and beta 5 (αvβ3/αvβ5) mediated neovascularization, which shows an active interaction between tumor cells and endothelial cells through TNF-α (70). Another study demonstrated that a weakness of Akt/NF-κB signaling from TNF-α-mediated cross-talk signaling via EGFR causes the collateral sensitivity to TNF-α in a gefitinib resistant cell line (71). For instance, the over-expressions of EGFR and platelet-derived growth factor receptor α/β have been explored in tumor growth and progression (72). Sasi et al. confirmed that blocking of TNFR2/p75 with short-hairpin RNA in a Lewis Lung Carcinoma cell line induced apoptosis and decreased expression of the angiogenic growth factors VEGF, HGF, and PLGF (73). The VEGF inhibitor bevacizumab regulates a process called vessel normalization during angiogenesis through the upregulation tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes such as CD4+ and CD8+T cells in the TME (73). Below we more thoroughly discuss how TNF-α regulates T cells in the TME.



TNF-α and Epithelial-Mesenchymal Transition Regulatory Molecules

The epithelial to mesenchymal transition (EMT) is a process whereby epithelial cells lose epithelial features and acquire properties of mesenchymal cells. The EMT is classified into three main types depending upon the biological context. Type I EMT is observed during embryonic development, Type II occurs during wound healing and tissue regeneration, and Type III occurs during cancer progression. Previous findings demonstrated that TNF-α had been implicated as a major factor in EMT through cancer initiation and progression in the TME (6, 41, 74). Wang et al. showed that TNF-α induces EMT in human HCT116 cells and promotes colorectal cancer invasion and metastasis (75). The zinc finger protein SNAI1 plays a crucial role in TNF-α induced EMT. TNF-α treatment increased the expression of SNAI1 but not SLUG, ZEB1or Twist. Overexpression of SNAI1induced a switch from E-cadherin to N-cadherin expression in HCT116 cells, which is a characteristic of EMT. Recent findings from Li et al. showed that TNF-α mediated NF-κB activation upregulates EMT regulatory gene TWIST1 expression in breast cancer cells (76). Mikesh et al. discovered the expression of molecular markers of mesenchymal phenotype in melanoma. Melanoma cells were treated with TNF-α in a 3-dimensional culture system, and the changes in the expression of E-cadherin, N-cadherin, vimentin, and fibronectin were assessed. Melanoma cells treated with TNF-α reduced the epithelial marker E-cadherin and induced mesenchymal markers N-cadherin, vimentin, fibronectin (77). The role of TNF-α in regulating the EMT in hepatocellular carcinoma cells (SMMC-7721) was studied by Chen et al. TNF-α is elevated in the supernatants of M2-tumor-associated macrophages (M2-TAMs), promoting the EMT of SMMC-7721 cells in vitro (78).



Extracellular Matrix and Tumor Microenvironment

The TME comprises various cell types embedded in an altered extracellular matrix (ECM). The ECM is a major structural component of the TME and is mainly produced by cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAF) (79). It is largely composed of fibrous proteins, glycoproteins, proteoglycans and polysaccharides (79). The ECM in solid tumors differs significantly from normal organs. During cancer progression, cancer cells cross the ECM and basement membrane. MMPs are a large family of calcium-dependent, zinc-containing endopeptidases which are proteolytic enzymes capable of degrading the macromolecules of the ECM (80). Cancer cells secrete many members of the MMP family that facilitate the cellular migration into the ECM and thereby causing local invasion and can lead to metastasis (80). This process is largely regulated by TNF-α. Dilshara et al. reported that mangiferin inhibits TNF-α induced MMP9 expression and cellular invasion by suppressing the NF-κB activity in human LNCaP prostate carcinoma cells (81). An isoquinoline derivative compound, berberine inhibits TNF-α induced MMP9 and cell invasion through the inhibition of AP-1 activity in MDA-MB-231human breast cancer cells (82).

Several studies demonstrated that the biologic phenotype of cancers not only depends upon the activities of cancer cells but also tumor-infiltrating immune cells in the TME. TNF-α is produced by macrophages and other immune cells, including dendritic cells, B cells, activated natural killer cells, and activated T cells (83, 84). We summarized the effects of TNF- α on various non-cancerous cells in the TME below (Table 3).


Table 3 | The effect of TNF-α on various cell types in the TME.





Macrophages

The main function of a macrophage is to engulf and digest foreign substances, cellular debris, and other components of the TME. Once macrophages are recruited into the TME, they are polarized into M1 or M2 TAMs depending on the varying concentrations of cytokines in the TME. A high density of TAMs can be found in several cancers such as pancreatic (85), breast (86), ovarian (87), and esophageal (88) and is associated with adverse prognostic features (86, 89, 90). However, the story of TAMs is more sophisticated than simply the number of cells in the TME. There are two types of mature macrophages: (i) classically activated macrophages (M1) and (ii) alternatively activated macrophages (M2). M1 and M2 macrophages play an important role in immune regulation in the TME. TAMs are a significant producer of TNF-α within the TME and interestingly are also highly responsive to TNF-α. The M1 macrophage can be stimulated to secrete a high level of TNF-α, resulting in high concentrations of superoxide, free oxygen, and nitrogen radicals (91) which promotes cell death in TME. M2 TNF-α secretion has been shown to promote EMT and induce “stemness” in an in vitro hepatocellular carcinoma model (78). Porta et al. reported that the p50 subunit of NF-κB plays an important role in macrophage polarization both in vitro and in vivo. They concluded that the p50 homodimer inhibited the NF-κB signaling pathway and induced macrophages to display an M2 phenotype with reduced expression of TNF-α and inducible nitric oxide synthases (iNOS) (92). M2 macrophages produce anti-inflammatory cytokines such as IL-10, IL-13, and TGF-β that may facilitate tumor development in TME. Experimental therapies to date have focused on depletion of M2 macrophages in the TME, specifically in glioblastoma through the inhibition of the colony-stimulating factor-1 receptor, which skewed macrophage polarization in the TME away from M2 and toward M1 in vivo (93). Data from another group using multiple different tumor models in vitro and in vivo showed higher TNFR activation shifts the balance toward the M1 phenotype and partially inhibited gene expression, specifically characteristic of M2 TAMs (94).



Neutrophils

Like macrophages, two types of neutrophil populations have been identified within the TME. First described by Fridlender et al. in mesothelioma in vitro and xenograft model, the tumor-associated neutrophils (TAN) are polarized into a subpopulation of anti-neoplastic (N1) or, through induction by TGF-β within the TME, pro-neoplastic (N2) neutrophils (95). While TNF-α has not been directly implicated in this polarization, its role in TGF-β pathway and the other pathways in which it modulates neutrophil activity described below highlights the importance of neutrophil-neoplasm interaction. In normal vasculature in vivo, TNF-α increases neutrophil recruitment and endothelial adhesion via cytoskeletal remodeling (96, 97). TNF-α also has a “priming” effect on neutrophils, causing them to be more responsive to stimuli (98). This priming causes a respiratory burst and the generation of intracellular reactive oxygen species (ROS) and reactive nitrogen species (RNS) for neutrophils to interact with pathogens and to modulate local inflammation. In in vitro model of pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma, neutrophils promoted EMT and metastasis in co-culture (99). In these experiments, cancer cells caused neutrophils to secrete large amounts of TNF-α and TGF-β in a co-culture model, indicating that the cytokines were responsible for regulating the EMT and the metastasis (99). A recent study demonstrated higher levels of circulating TNF-α in patients with breast cancer. The neutrophils from these patients exhibit more cytotoxicity against breast cancer cell lines ex-vivo than that of the neutrophils from patients without breast cancer (100). This work also showed that neutrophils from patients with and without breast cancer exposed to TNF-α ex-vivo exhibited enhanced cytotoxicity, with even further cytotoxicity seen in patients with breast cancer (100). TNF-α and TANs interact in many ways: 1) TANs are recruited into tumors partially from the influence of TNF-α 2) T cells attract and prime TANs with TNF-α 3) N1 TANs can attract cytotoxic T cells by TNF-α secretion 4) TANs can activate dendritic cells with TNF-α and assist CD4+ T cells with anti-neoplastic memory (101). In summary, neutrophil secretion of and reaction to TNF-α causes many interactions in the TME may be exploited as potential targets in cancer therapy.



T Cells

A heterogeneous population of tumor‐infiltrating lymphocytes, CD8+ cytotoxic T cells, CD4+ helper T cells, and regulatory T cells (Tregs) are present in the TME. As with both TAMs and TANs, these tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes either suppress or enhance tumor growth. Previous studies demonstrated that T cell responses are regulated by TNFR activation and mediated cross-talk between T cells and other cell types. The TNFR superfamily (TNFRSF) OX40, 4-1BB, CD27, and DR3 are associated with TNFR associated factors (TRAF). In detail, TRAFs can bind with the α subunit of NF-κB and I Kappa B Kinase Beta (IkB kinase-β) to assist in the activation of both canonical and non-canonical NF-κB signaling pathways. OX40, 4-1BB, and CD27 mediated activation of signaling pathways in CD4+ and CD8+ T cells increase the expression of the anti-apoptotic molecule BCL-2, which correlates with the promotion of T cell survival (102). Prior work has demonstrated that the treatment with recombinant human TNF-α in a B16F10 melanoma mouse model of lung metastasis increased tumor burden and metastatic foci and was associated with increased numbers of pulmonary regulatory CD4+/Foxp3+ T cells. TNF-α activates TNFR2 on Tregs which helps expand the immunosuppressive role of the immune cell population by inducing CD8+ and CD4+ T cells. But the accumulation of Tregs can be prevented through dysregulation of TNF-α or TNFR2 which creates less tolerogenic environment and prevents B16F10 tumor metastasis and growth (103). Hu et al. reported that TNFR2 progranulin induced the proliferation of suppressive mouse CD4+/Foxp3+ regulatory T cells (104). Therefore, the targeting of T cell-associated mechanisms has been considered a major strategy for cancer immunotherapy.



Dendritic Cells

The antigen-presenting cells (APC), dendritic cells (DC) can take up, process, and present different types of antigens, including tumor antigens, to naïve T cells. This antigen presentation can induce the creation of tumor-specific cytotoxic T cells (105). DC can also downregulate the immune response or induce immune tolerance in the TME through exposure to different stimuli. For example, when exposed to thymic stromal lymphoprotein from tumor or thymus (105), or TNF-α (106), DC express OX40 ligand, which is a member of the TNF superfamily (TNFSF4). The T cell membrane OX40 binds to OX40L on DC and induces a phenotypic subtype of CD4+ T cells, promoting tumor growth (105). DC induced CD4+ T cells to polarize to this subtype which highly secreted IL-13, which promoted breast cancer progression in vivo (107). Conversely, a subset of inflammatory DC which secrete TNF-α and produce nitric oxide are known to be tumor suppressive (108, 109). In vivo adjunctive use of this inflammatory DC subtype was shown to potentiate the effect of adoptive cell transfer, allowing for a more potent treatment strategy for cancer immunotherapy (108).



Role of TNF-α in Cancer Stem Cells

The cancer stem cells (CSC) is a subpopulation within a primary cancer that have the potential to differentiate into a more mature phenotype and exhibit properties of self-renewal and immortality. CSC were first described in acute myeloid leukemia (AML) from the identification of a subset of specific surface proteins, which were found to regenerate AML in vivo (110). Since this initial description, they have been described in many different solid cancers in addition to hematologic malignancies and are implicated in chemotherapy resistance and progression to metastasis (111). Accumulating evidence suggests that TNF-α has a role in CSC regulation. TNF-α increased the breast CSC population through NF-κB/HIF1α/Slug (112). Zhao et al. reported that TNF-α treatment in a colon cancer cell-line (NCM460) derived spheroids induced NF-κB and Wnt/β-catenin pathways which can accelerate malignant transformation in intestinal stem cells (113). Additionally, using an osteosarcoma cell line in vitro, Yao et al. showed TNF-α exposure upregulated a specific microRNA (miR-155) and found that miR-155 produced a stem cell-like phenotype which promoted cancer progression (114). Suggested by these studies, the role of TNF-α in CSC may contribute to tumorigenesis and progression. However, other TNF-α-related tumor-suppressive effects may counter the effects of TNF-α on CSC.



TNF-α Mediated MicroRNA Regulation

MicroRNAs (miRNA) are short non-coding RNAs that regulate gene expression at the post-transcriptional level by binding to the 3’-untranslated region of their targeted mRNA resulting in the suppression of protein production. miRNAs are dysregulated in several cancer types. Thus, understanding the role of miRNAs in the TME is crucial (115). The remodeling of miRNAs in the TME has a role in tumor growth, metastasis, and resistance to treatment. Several miRNAs are released from neoplastic cells into the TME and regulate the functions of endothelial cells, immune cells, and fibroblasts. Previous studies from several groups reported that miR-145, miR-15a, miR-29a, miR-181A, miR-19a, miR-130a, miR-21, miR-765 are regulated by TNF-α in several cancers produced by both cancer cells and TME-related immune cells. Eleven miRNAs were shown to be differentially expressed between cancer-associated fibroblasts and healthy tissue, and 114 upregulated and 85 downregulated miRNAs have been identified in gastric cancer mesenchymal stem cells (GC-MSCs) (116). Zeng et al. showed that the tumor suppressor miR-145 is downregulated in triple-negative breast cancer cell lines MDA-MB-231, and when treated with TNF-α, this miRNA is overexpressed and induces apoptosis (117). Co-immunoprecipitation data revealed that miR-145 facilitates the formation of RIP1-FADD -caspase 8-mediated apoptotic complex with TNF-α treatment (118). Huang et al. showed that miR-19a is associated with lymph node metastasis and mediates TNF-α induced EMT in colorectal cancer (119). Furthermore, miR-19a is upregulated by TNF-α and miR-19a is required for TNF-α induced EMT and metastases in CRC cells (120). TNF-α also has a role in nuclear translocation of NF-κB followed by induction miR-130 and expression and downregulation of TNF-α (121). Higher levels of TNF-α have been observed in B-cell chronic lymphocytic leukemia (CLL) (122). Some miRNAs can regulate the TNF/TNFR gene superfamily in CLL (122). Therefore, the identification of the cross-talk between TNF-α and miRNAs could show promising effects for chemotherapeutic agents to control the TME.



Clinical Uses of TNF-α and Its Importance in Drug Delivery

Carswell et al. discovered in 1975 TNF in the serum of bacilli Calmette-Guérin infected mice inoculated with endotoxin and found that “the substance” induced in vivo hemorrhagic necrosis in sarcoma. The substance was named “tumor necrosis factor” (123). Since then, the clinical utility of TNF-α is limited due to its severe systemic toxicity. To mitigate systemic toxicities, the application of TNF-α in cancer treatments became significantly more sophisticated. Its combined use with chemotherapeutic agents in isolated limb perfusion (ILP) has shown good results in tumor response and limb salvage in patients with soft tissue sarcomas (15) and regression in locoregional metastatic melanoma of a limb (14). Because ILP uses arterial and venous canulation with a closed extracorporeal circuit, high doses of TNF- α and chemotherapy can be used in the limb with minimal systemic toxicity. However, the ILP system is cumbersome and does not address its limitation to use TNF-α systemically to improve the efficacy of cancer treatments. The work by our group has shown that when attached to gold nanoparticles (CYT-6091), recombinant human TNF-α (rhTNF) can be given systemically without dose-limiting toxicities up to 3 times that of intravenously-administered unbound rhTNF in phase I clinical trial (124). Although we demonstrated the safety of gold nanomedicine carrying TNF-α in humans, the anti-cancer efficacy was limited, with only a partial response in 27 evaluable participants with advanced solid cancers (124). To prove the concept that this cytotoxic agent was needed to improve the treatment efficacy, paclitaxel analog was added to the gold nanomedicine carrying rhTNF (CYT-21625) and the treatment efficacy, drug delivery efficiency, and systemic toxicities were assessed in multiple mouse models with pancreatic neuroendocrine tumors (pNET) and metastatic aggressive thyroid cancers. We demonstrated significantly improved treatment efficacy across all mouse models treated with CYT-21625 compared to mice treated with intravenous paclitaxel or CYT-6091, with no detectable systemic toxicities or histologic evidence of normal tissue damage or vascular leakage (125). The principle behind its efficacy is related to its effect on tumor vasculature and overcoming high intratumoral interstitial fluid pressure (IFP), allowing for more efficient drug delivery and resulting in markedly increased intratumoral concentrations of paclitaxel (126).

TNF-α has a dose-dependent effect on vascular endothelial cells, inducing angiogenesis at low levels and inhibiting or disrupting it at high levels (127). Neoplasms, just as do healthy tissues, require a blood supply to provide nutrients and allow for growth. In contrast with normal healthy vasculature, neovascular growth in cancers is imperfect, exhibiting a non-continuous endothelium and a sporadically present or absent basement membrane, which increases vessel permeability (16). This increased permeability, along with high cell density, poor venous and lymphatic outflow, and an abnormal ECM contribute to high intratumoral hydrostatic and osmotic IFP (128, 129). Elevated IFP is a barrier to efficient drug delivery in solid tumors as drug cannot effectively travel against a pressure gradient to achieve local therapeutic levels. TNF-α mitigates this barrier by disrupting tumor vasculature, reducing tumor IFP, and allowing chemotherapeutic agents to diffuse into the TME. It disrupts the vasculature by inducing endothelial cell apoptosis, specifically in the tumor while having minimal effect on native healthy vessels due to the differential expression of TNF-R1 in the cancer neovascular network. Increased levels of TNF-R1 in neovascular endothelium has been shown in several tumor types, including thyroid cancer and pNET (125).

Vascular disruption leading to the reduction in intratumoral IFP is the key concept behind the therapeutic uses of TNF-α to improve drug delivery efficiency in cancer treatments. Its most common clinical application is in ILP for locoregionally metastatic melanoma or soft tissue sarcomas of the limb. In this procedure, the limb is isolated with a tourniquet and perfused with oxygenated blood from an extracorporeal circuit, similar in concept to extracorporeal membrane oxygenation for cardiopulmonary failure. Within the perfusion circuit, hyperthermic high-dose chemotherapy (typically the alkylating agent melphalan) is infused with TNF-α. TNF-α serves two functions – inducing hemorrhagic necrosis of the tumor by disrupting the vasculature and allowing the melphalan to locally accumulate in higher levels that would otherwise cause severe systemic toxicities. The limb isolation minimizes the systemic toxicity of both the chemotherapeutic agent and TNF-α –as TNF-α is an acute phase reactant and inflammatory cytokine and can lead to distributive shock – and allows for a several-fold increase in concentration. ILP with melphalan and TNF-α was initially shown to be effective in a phase II trial, which resulted in 21 of 23 complete responses and two partial responses with no patient experiencing treatment failure (130). This cumbersome treatment strategy is only feasible in limb lesions and is not an option for primary or metastatic cancers in solid organs.

Recent work by our group has employed the concept of TNF-α as a facilitator of systemic drug delivery with a novel use of gold nanomedicine. Gold nanoparticles passively target solid tumors by the enhanced permeability and retention effect, preferentially accumulating in their tissue through a combination of highly permeable vasculature and the larger size of the particles compared to molecules dissolved in plasma (131, 132). Gold nanomedicine has a harder time passing through the tight junctions of normal vascular endothelium in non-neoplastic tissue and selectively extravasates into the TME, where it accumulates (132). In addition, the gold nanoparticles carrying rhTNF actively targets cancer neovasculature by binding to the differentially expressed TNF receptors on tumor neovascular endothelium (125). As is the case for ILP, this modality of TNF-α delivery reduces its toxic systemic effects through both active and passive tumor-specific targeting and allows for higher concentrations to be delivered. To improve treatment efficacy in cancers, we demonstrated a significantly lower tumor burden across multiple in vivo models using combined rhTNF and paclitaxel analog bound nanomedicine over both rhTNF nanomedicine alone and IV paclitaxel alone in anaplastic thyroid cancer and pNET with no apparent systemic toxicity, further indicating increased efficacy (125). In addition, radiographic imaging studies and histology showed the gold nanomedicine carrying rhTNF only and rhTNF with paclitaxel analog preferentially and specifically targeted tumor tissue and induced vascular leakage only in tumor tissue (125). The transgenic mouse model with pNET showed selective extravasation of MRI contrast in the pancreatic area, corresponding with 18F-FDG-avid lesions, from mice treated with rhTNF bound nanoparticles but not in mice treated with paclitaxel alone and vehicle control. We observed no evidence of extravasation in normal tissue, indicating that the TNF-α induced tumor-specific vascular damage (125). To demonstrate the applicability in a broader range of cancer, a pilot study showed 100% survival in vivo in mice with pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma treated with gold nanomedicine carrying rhTNF-followed by intravenous (IV) paclitaxel compared to 50% survival in the IV paclitaxel only group and 0% in the control group at 42 days (126).



Conclusion

TNF-α plays a critical role in tumor signaling pathways and immune cell manipulation within the TME. Since Carswell discovered the cytokine in 1975, our understanding of its role in cancers and chronic inflammatory diseases has improved, resulting in the development of treatments that specifically target systemic and TME-related immune cellular response. However, the clinical application such as TNF receptor blockade is only limited to the treatment of chronic inflammatory diseases. Although preclinical data of TNF-α treatment in cancers to improve drug delivery is promising, the treatment efficacy in cancers is not known due to the lack of phase II clinical trials. Because TNF-α induces diverse effects in TME, both oncogenic and tumor-suppressive effects, further studies are warranted to fully understand and selectively induce the anti-tumor effect to improve treatment efficacy in patients with TNF-α sensitive cancers.
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Background

The tumor microenvironment (TME) involves infiltration of multiple immune cell subsets, which could influence the prognosis and clinical characteristics. The increasing evidence on the role of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) in primary and metastatic melanomas supports that the immune system is involved in the progression and outcomes of melanoma. However, the immune infiltration landscape in melanoma has not been systematically elucidated.



Methods

In this study, we used CIBERSORT and ESTIMATE algorithms to analyze immune infiltration pattern of 993 melanoma samples. Then we screened differential expression genes (DEGs) related to immune subtypes and survival. The immune cell infiltration (ICI) score was constructed by using principal-component analysis (PCA) based on immune signature genes from DGEs. Gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) was applied to explore high and low ICI score related pathways. Finally, the predictive ability of ICI score was evaluated in survival prognosis and immunotherapy benefit.



Result

We identified three ICI clusters and three gene clusters associated with different immune subtypes and survival outcomes. Then the ICI score was constructed, and we found that high ICI score exhibited activated immune characteristics and better prognosis. High ICI score was significantly enriched in immune pathways and highly expressed immune signature genes. More importantly, we confirmed that melanoma patients with high ICI score had longer overall survival and rate of response to immunotherapy.



Conclusion

We presented a comprehensive immune infiltration landscape in melanoma. Our results will facilitate understanding of the melanoma tumor microenvironment and provide a new immune therapy strategy.
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Introduction

Malignant melanoma is one of the most severe skin cancers, with a higher risk of metastasis and mortality rates. Approximately 324,635 incident cases and 57,043 related deaths were reported worldwide in 2020 (1). In the past decades, immune checkpoint inhibitor therapy targeting cytotoxic T-lymphocyte antigen 4 (CTLA-4), programmed cell death receptor 1 (PD-1), and programmed cell death ligand 1 (PD-L1) have resulted in impressive outcomes in patients with malignant melanoma (2). However, approximately 40–65% of melanoma patients have no response to or develop relapse after anti-PD-1 therapy due to primary or acquired resistance, and over 70% of patients experience anti-CTLA-4 treatment failure (3).

Currently, PD-L1 expression, tumor mutation burden (TMB), and microsatellite instability-high (MSI-H) are the primary biomarkers for guiding the clinical practice of immune therapy and predicting survival benefit in several types of cancer (4, 5). However, neither PD-L1 expression nor TMB is a perfect biomarker for immune therapy prediction in melanoma, as responses are also observed in PD-L1-negative and low TMB patients. Despite efforts to identify new biomarkers predictive of the benefits of immune therapy, such as ARID2 and tumor MHC-I expression (6, 7), no robust biomarker has been established to drive clinical practice. Therefore, identification and characterization of potential biomarkers and their application in combination with immune therapy are urgently needed.

The tumor microenvironment (TME) involves infiltration of multiple immune cell subsets, and the pattern of immune cell infiltration (ICI) could influence the prognosis and clinical benefit of melanoma immune therapy (8, 9). TME is a vital factor that determines the efficacy of anti-tumor immune therapy (10). Studies have reported that acral and mucosal melanoma patients with a lower number of total tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) have a poorer response to immune checkpoint inhibitors than does their cutaneous melanoma counterparts (11, 12). Primary and acquired resistance to immune checkpoint blockade commonly occurs due to a tumor immune escape mechanism regulated by the TME (13). One study proposed the degree of lymphocyte infiltration as an independent prognostic factor of disease-free survival (DFS) in melanoma patients, with a higher TIL grade associated with a lower risk of death (14). The characteristics of ICI can serve as an effective prognostic biomarker and predictive indicator of response to immune therapy (15). Therefore, it is necessary to gain a comprehensive understanding of the immune infiltrate characteristics in melanoma.

This study aimed to characterize the ICI landscape of melanoma. Toward this goal, we used two algorithms, namely, CIBERSORT and ESTIMATE, and further constructed ICI scores that can be used to predict survival prognosis and immune therapy benefit, based on the immune infiltration pattern and immune signature genes.



Materials and Methods


Melanoma Datasets and Processing

Melanoma microarray datasets were searched and downloaded from the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) (https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/) and the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/). The inclusion criteria were as follows: 1) human malignant melanoma sample, except mucosal and uveal melanomas; 2) mRNA expression profiling by microarray; 3) sample size ≥40; and 4) complete clinical information including overall survival time and state. After excluding repetitive samples, the following six datasets that included 993 melanoma samples were analyzed: GSE65904, GSE59455, GSE54467, GSE465517, GSE19234, and TCGA-SKCM cohorts. Detailed information on the microarray datasets is shown in Table S1.

The raw data from the GEO database was performed normalized including quality control, background correction, logarithmic conversion and remove batch effects, then the gene probes were annotated. The RNA-sequencing data (FPKM values) downloaded from the TCGA database were transformed into transcripts per kilobase million values, which were more similar to the microarray results facilitated to analysis.



Consensus Clustering of Tumor-Infiltrating Immune Cells

The levels of ICI for melanoma were quantified using the CIBERSORT algorithm and LM22 gene signature. CIBERSORT is a deconvolution algorithm that uses a set of reference gene expression values (a signature with 547 genes) to evaluate cell type proportions in data from bulk tumor samples with mixed cell types (16). The LM22 gene signature could discriminate 22 human immune cell phenotypes, including B cells, T cells, natural killer (NK) cells, macrophages, dendritic cells (DCs), and myeloid subsets (16). The immune and stromal scores of each melanoma sample were calculated using the ESTIMATE method (17). Unsupervised clustering was carried out to identify patterns of ICI. The analysis was performed R package “ConsensuClusterPlus,” and iteration was 1,000 times to ensure classification stability.



Identification of Differentially Expressed Genes and Generation of ICI Gene Signatures

Based on the clustering results of ICI, all samples were grouped into three clusters to identify differentially expressed genes (DEGs) associated with the immune subtypes. The analysis was performed using the R package “limma”, and the threshold value was an absolute fold-change >1 and an adjusted P value of <0.05.

The unsupervised clustering method was performed to group samples according to the DEG values. The DEGs that were positively and negatively correlated to the clusters were defined as the ICI signature genes A and B, respectively. Signature genes A and B have differential expressions in different gene clusters, and differential expression pattern also exits between signature genes A and B in one gene cluster.

The Boruta algorithm was applied to reduce the dimensions of the ICI gene signatures A and B. We applied principal component analysis (PCA) to construct the ICI score. The algorithm chooses best feature genes sets by a feature selection and extraction method, which has proven better statistical power. Without loss of generality, the first principal component (PC1) of matrix is selected for analysis as a signature score (18). We performed PCA to score signature genes A or B for each sample, and got two PC1 values for each sample, as PC1A and PC1B. We then used a method similar to the Gene expression grade index (19) to define each sample ICI score:

	



Functional Enrichment Analysis

ICI signature genes A and B were subjected to Gene Ontology (GO) enrichment analysis. All the samples were subjected to gene set enrichment analysis (GSEA) and were divided into the ICI high score group and the ICI low score group. The GSEA software was downloaded from the GSEA website (http://software.broadinstitute.org/gsea/index.jsp). Enrichment results were visualized using the R package “ggplot2”.



Somatic Alteration Data Download and Analysis

The melanoma mutation data were downloaded from the TCGA database (https://www.cancer.gov/tcga/). The raw data were extracted and also grouped by high and low ICI scores. We evaluated the total number of non-synonymous mutations in all melanoma samples, and the somatic alterations in melanoma driver genes in the high and low ICI score groups. The R package “maftool” was used to identify driver genes.



ICI Scores and Clinical Characteristics Immune Therapy Benefit

Data from three immune therapy cohorts, that is, GSE78220, CA209308 and GSE19423 were downloaded to validate the value of the ICI score for predicting the immune therapy benefit. From the GSE78220 cohort, 27 melanoma samples treated with the anti-PD1 drug pembrolizumab were included. From the CA209038 cohort, which was downloaded from https://github.com/riazn/bms038_analysis, 68 melanoma samples treated with the anti-PD1 drug nivolumab were included. After excluding repetition or samples without clinical information, 50 samples were included in the analysis. From the GSE19423 cohort, 48 primary bladder cancer samples treated with Bacillus Calmette–Guérin (BCG) immunotherapy were included. A metastasis melanoma cohort GSE22154 was downloaded to validate the predictive value of the ICI score in metastasis, which included 22 metastatic melanoma samples.



Statistical Analyses

Between-group comparisons were performed using the Wilcoxon test, while comparisons among more than two groups were conducted using the Kruskal-Wallis test. Survival curves were generated using the Kaplan-Meier method and compared using the log-rank test. The R package “survminer” was used to evaluate the best cutoff values of dataset based on the relation between overall survival and ICI score. The heatmap was constructed using the R package “pheatmap.” The correlation between the ICI score group and somatic mutation frequency was analyzed using the chi-square test, and the correlation coefficient was evaluated with Spearman analysis. All statistical analyses were performed using R (version 4.0.3) or GraphPad Prism (version 6.01), and two-tailed P<0.05 was considered statistically significant




Results


Landscape of Immune Cells Infiltration

We searched public databases and screened microarray datasets, six melanoma microarray datasets including 993 melanoma samples were brought into analysis. Mucosal and uveal melanomas samples were excluded for significant difference from cutaneous melanoma in presentation, genetic profile, staging, response to treatment and patterns of progression (20, 21). Detailed information of the included datasets is shown in Table S1. We employed the CIBERSORT and ESTIMATE algorithms to calculate the levels of ICI, immune score, and stromal score of each melanoma sample (Table S2). The ICI pattern was analyzed using unsupervised clustering. The optimal cluster pattern was three immune subtypes, that is, ICI clusters A-C (Figures S1B–E). The ICI heatmap showed that the immune cells were composed of different immune clusters (Figure 1A). The correlation coefficient heatmap showed the landscape of immune cell interaction in melanoma TME (Figure 1B). Cluster A was characterized by a high immune score with increased infiltration of CD8 T cells, activated NK cells, CD4 T memory activated cells, and T follicular helper cells. Cluster B exhibited low infiltration levels for most immune cells, but with a high density of M0 macrophages, activated mast cells, and resting NK cells. ICI cluster B had minimum immune score and stromal score. ICI cluster C showed high infiltration of naive B cells, memory B cells, Tregs, M1 macrophages, and M2 macrophages.




Figure 1 | Landscape of immune cells infiltration in melanoma. (A) Unsupervised clustering heatmap of immune cells infiltration for all melanoma samples. Rows represent tumor-infiltrating immune cells, and columns represent samples. (B) The correlation coefficient heatmap of immune cell interaction. (C) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for ICI cluster A–C. Log rank test P = 0.007. (D) The box plot of immune cells fraction in ICI cluster A–C. *P<0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P<0.001; ****P<0.0001; ns: no significance. (E) The box plot of immune activity related signature genes expression (CXCL9, CXCL10, TNF, IFNG, CD8A, GZMA, GZMB, PRF1) between ICI cluster A–C, ****P<0.0001. (F) The box plot of immune checkpoint signature genes expression (CTLA4, PDCD1, PDCD1LG2, LAG3) between ICI cluster A-C, ****P<0.0001.



Survival analysis to explore the prognostic value of the ICI clusters showed that ICI cluster A had better survival outcomes. Meanwhile, ICI cluster B was associated with a worse prognosis. Cluster C was characterized by an intermediate overall survival (log-rank test P=0.007, Figure 1C). A consistent result was observed in the boxplot of immune cell fraction for the three ICI clusters, and this was further confirmed with the Kruskal-Wallis test (Figure 1D). The expression of immune activity-related signature genes (CXCL9, CXCL10, TNF, IFNG, CD8A, GZMA, GZMB, and PRF1) and immune checkpoint signature genes (CTLA4, PDCD1, PDCD1LG2, and LAG3) were the highest in ICI cluster A and the lowest in ICI cluster B (P<0.0001, Figures 1E, F).



Identified Immune Gene Subtype

To identify the difference in gene expression between immune subtypes, we analyzed gene expression among the three ICI clusters using the R package “limma”. Unsupervised clustering analysis was performed for 266 DEGs. The consensus matrix and gene cluster heatmap indicated that three gene clusters were optimal patterns (Figures S2A–D). Thus, DEGs were grouped into gene clusters A, B, and C (Figure 2A). These clusters showed significant differences in overall survival. Cluster C had better prognosis, whereas cluster A showed poor outcomes (log-rank test, P<0.001; Figure 2B). There was also a significant difference in ICI among gene clusters A-C (Figure 2C). Cluster C had a high immune score and stromal score and showed high infiltration of anti-tumor immune cells, such as CD8 T cells, NK cells, B cells, and M1 macrophages. Cluster A was characterized by low immune score and stromal score, thus showing worse prognosis. With respect to the expression of immune activity-related signature genes and immune checkpoint signature genes, Cluster C showed obvious superiority among the three groups (P<0.0001, Figures S2E, F).




Figure 2 | Immune gene subtype (A) Unsupervised clustering heatmap of differential expression genes among three ICI cluster. (B) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for gene cluster A-C. Log rank test P <0.001. (C) The box plot of immune cells fraction in gene cluster A-C. **P < 0.01; ***P<0.001; ns, no significance. (D, E) GO enrichment analysis for ICI signature gene A and B.



For DEGs based on immune subtypes, genes positively and negatively associated with the gene cluster were defined as ICI gene signature A and ICI gene signature B, respectively. Gene dimension reduction using the Boruta algorithm obtained 211 signature genes (Table S4). In GO functional enrichment analysis, ICI gene signature A was significantly enriched in immune-related functions, while ICI gene signature B was mainly associated with biosynthesis and metabolism (Figures 2D, E).



Construction of ICI Score

PCA was applied to calculate two aggregate scores: ICI scores A and B from ICI gene signature A and B. We computed ICI score A and ICI score B for each melanoma sample as the sum of the relevant individual scores. The prognostic signature score was then defined as the ICI score. All samples were grouped into the high or low ICI score group based on the optimal cutoff value (Table S5). The alluvial diagram displayed the distribution of the ICI score groups under different gene clusters and survival outcomes (Figure 3A). The low ICI score group was mostly composed of gene cluster A, which had a poor prognosis. Gene cluster C, related to better outcomes, was included in the high ICI score group. Survival analysis to identify the prognostic value of the ICI score showed that for all melanoma samples, the high-score group had superior overall survival over the low-score group (log-rank test, P<0.001; Figure 3B). Moreover, the prognostic value of the ICI score was validated in most datasets. The high ICI score group showed superior prognosis in the TCGA (log-rank test P<0.001, Figure 3C), GSE19234 (log-rank test P=0.049), GSE46517 (log-rank test P<0.001), GSE54467 (log-rank test P=0.033), and GSE65904 (log-rank test P=0.047) (Figure S3) datasets. These results confirm the value of the ICI score for prognostic prediction. GSEA showed that the high ICI score group had prominently enriched immune-related pathways, including innate immune response, positive regulation of innate immune response, T cell differentiation, and response to cytokine stimulus. Meanwhile, the low ICI score group mainly showed enriched biosynthesis (Figure 3D). The high ICI score group showed significant immune activity, with higher expression of immune activity signature genes and immune checkpoint signature genes compared with that of the low ICI score group (Figures 3E, F).




Figure 3 | Analysis of ICI score. (A) Alluvial diagram of ICI scores groups distribution in different gene cluster, and survival outcomes. (B) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for high and low ICI score cluster in all sample. Log rank test P <0.001. (C) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for high and low ICI score cluster in TCGA cohort. Log rank test P <0.001. (D) GSEA of high and low ICI score groups for all melanoma samples. (E) The box plot of immune activity related signature genes expression (CXCL9, CXCL10, TNF, IFNG, CD8A, GZMA, GZMB, PRF1) in high and low ICI score, ****P<0.0001. (F) The box plot of immune checkpoint signature genes expression (CTLA4, PDCD1, PDCD1LG2, LAG3) in high and low ICI score, ****P<0.0001.





ICI Score and Cancer Somatic Variants

Tumor genomic mutations lead to the occurrence of neoantigens, which are favorable for immune therapy (22). TMB is a predictive factor for treatment response to immune therapy (23). To investigate the intrinsic correlation between TMB and ICI scores, we downloaded the data of melanoma somatic variants from the TCGA database. We compared the TMB between melanoma samples with high ICI scores and those with low ICI scores. The box plot showed a difference in mutation frequency between the high and low ICI score groups, but the difference was not significant (Figure 4A). Correlation analyses showed that ICI scores were negatively correlated with TMB (Spearman coefficient: R=-0.11, P=0.023, Figure 4B). High TMB patients had better survival outcomes than did low TMB patients (log-rank test P<0.001, Figure 4C). We then evaluated the synergistic effect of ICI scores on prognostic stratification. Stratified survival analysis showed significant differences in survival according to the ICI scores among the TMB subgroups (log-rank P<0.001, Figure 4D). These results indicate that the ICI score could be a predictor of survival independent of the TMB.




Figure 4 | The correlation between ICI score and cancer somatic variants. (A) TMB difference among the high and low ICI score groups. (B) The correlation Scatter plots between TMB and ICI score. (C) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for high and low TMB group. Log rank test P <0.001. (D) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival stratified by both TMB and ICI scores. Log rank test P <0.001. (E, F) The oncoPrint of high (left) and low (right)ICI score. Individual patients represented in each column. Missense mutation: green; Nostop mutation: gray; Nonsense mutation: red; Multi-hit: black. The top bar plot represented TMB. The right bar plot shows the mutation frequency of each gene in separate ICI score groups. The below bar represented ICI cluster, gene cluster and survival outcome.



The distribution of melanoma somatic variants between the low and high ICI score groups was accessed by R package “maftools.” The top 20 driver genes with the highest alteration frequency are shown in Figures 4E, F. The alteration frequencies of FAT4, LRP1B, and ANK3 were significantly different between the low and high ICI score groups (Table 1).


Table 1 | The Correlation between the ICI Scores and Somatic Variants.





Predictive Value of the ICI Scores for Clinical Characteristics and Immunotherapy Benefit

We then assessed the predictive value of the ICI score for the clinical characteristics and immune therapy benefit in melanoma. Combining the ICI score and clinical information, we analyzed the main clinical indicators, including age, sex, TMN stage, Breslow depth, Clark level, ulceration and tumor site. A forest plot was created for the stratified survival analysis based on ICI score, and significant differences were observed (Figure 5A). In all factors, except for M1, N1, and <4 mm Breslow depth, those with high scores had significantly superior overall survival to those with low scores. Breslow depth, Clark level, and ulceration are specific factors for melanoma (23). In the metastatic melanoma GSE22154 cohort, the high ICI score group had a higher survival (Figure S4G). Our results support that the ICI score could predict survival independent of these clinical indicators.




Figure 5 | The role of ICI scores in the evaluation of melanoma clinical characteristics and immune therapy benefit. (A) The forest plot of stratified survival analysis for clinical indicator based on ICI score. The length of the horizontal line represents the 95% CI for each group, the sample number, HR and 95%CI as well as P value of each group were listed. (B) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for high and low ICI score cluster in GSE19423 cohort. Log rank test P =0.026. (C) The predictive value of the ICI score measured by ROC curves in GSE19423. (D) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for high and low ICI score cluster in GSE78220. Log rank test P =0.014. (E) The predictive value of the ICI score measured by ROC curves in GSE78220. (F) Rate of clinical response to anti-PD1 treatment in high and low ICI score groups in GSE78220. (G) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for high and low ICI score cluster in CA209038 cohort. Log rank test P =0.0449. (H) The predictive value of the ICI score measured by ROC curves in CA209038. (I) Rate of clinical response to anti-PD1 treatment in high and low ICI score groups in CA209038 cohort. (J) Mutation frequency between high and low ICI score group in CA209038 cohort.



For the prognostic value of the ICI score with respect to the immune therapy benefit, three cohorts were evaluated. In the GSE19423 cohort, the high ICI score group had a higher overall survival after immune therapy (log rank test P=0.026, Figures 5B, C). In the GSE78220 cohort, the high ICI score group had better survival outcomes than did the low score group (log rank P=0.014, Figures 5D, E). The partial response rate to anti-PD-L1 therapy was also higher in the high ICI score group than that in the low score group. Further, the rate of progressive disease was significantly lower in the high ICI score group. Notably, some patients in the high ICI score group exhibited complete response, while none of the patients in the low score group achieved complete response (Figure 5F). The CA209038 cohort showed similar results. The high ICI score group had a greater survival benefit from immune therapy (log rank P=0.0449, Figures 5G, H) and a higher response rate to therapy (Figure 5I). The low ICI score group exhibited higher mutation frequency, consistent with our previous result (Figure 5J).

We compared the predictive ability of the signature genes in our study and other models in terms of the immunotherapy benefit. We selected signature genes identified by the INF model and the HNSC model (15, 24). The Kaplan-Meier curves and the ROC curves of the ICI score of the other two models are shown in Fig S4A-F. For the other two models, there were no statistically significant differences in the overall survival between those with high and low ICI scores, and the prognosis differed among the cohorts. The ROC curve showed that the predictive value was low. The result indicated that the signature genes that we used had better predictive value and robustness in terms of clinical outcomes among melanoma patients.




Discussion

Melanoma is one of the most immunogenic tumors because of its high genomic mutational burden, thus its great potential to respond favorably to immune therapy (25). Immune checkpoint blockade therapy, including anti-PD1, anti-PDL1, and anti-CTLA-4, has been proven to improve the overall survival of patients with advanced melanoma (26, 27). PD-L1 and TMB have been shown to be independent, not correlated, predictive variables of the benefit of immune therapy (23). However, no single factor has been validated to adequately predict the treatment benefit of immune therapy (28). The interaction between tumor cells and the microenvironment leads to a tumor-driven immune response (9). The increasing evidence on the role of TILs in primary and metastatic melanomas supports that the immune system is involved in the progression and outcomes of melanoma (29, 30). Thus, algorithms for identifying melanoma prognosis and treatment benefit based on qualitative and quantitative characteristics of tumor and immune cells are expected (31). In this study, we analyzed the melanoma immune landscape and constructed an ICI score based on the immune microenvironment to evaluate prognosis and immune therapy benefit.

Three major immune phenotypes have been proposed in cancer, namely the immune-inflamed, immune-excluded, and immune-desert phenotypes (10, 32). In our study, ICI cluster A exhibited the immune-inflamed phenotype which is characterized by the presence of CD4 and CD8 T cells in the tumor parenchyma (33). ICI cluster B exhibited the immune-desert phenotype, which is characterized by an absence of ICI in the tumor parenchyma and stroma. This phenotype is considered to be a non-inflamed tumor (34). ICI cluster C exhibited the immune-excluded phenotype, with a high level of infiltration by B cells, naive and conventional T cells, Treg cells, and dendritic cells, as well as the highest stromal score. However, another study found that many immune cells only infiltrated the tumor margins due to the paucity of tumor stroma (35). ICI cluster C was similar to tertiary lymphoid structures (TLSs) which were present along the invasive tumor margin and stroma, and worked as sites of immune cell recruitment and activation (10). This may explain why ICI cluster C had a poorer prognosis than ICI cluster A. The results showed that the immune-inflamed phenotype had better overall survival, which is consistent with previous research which has shown that the presence of high levels of ICI is associated with favorable outcomes (29). We then analyzed the DEGs from the ICI cluster and defined three gene clusters related to immune activity. Similar to ICI clusters, gene clusters function better in distinguishing immune activity and survival outcomes. Gene clusters related with longer overall survival showed activated immune function, whereas gene clusters related to poor outcome had low levels of anti-tumor immune cells and low expression of immune signature genes. These findings on the immune landscape of melanoma warrant further studies considering the lack of independent biomarkers in this malignancy.

Some researchers have proposed the phenotype of T cell infiltration as a predictor of response to immune therapy (36). Considering the correlation between the immune subtypes of melanoma and survival, we constructed ICI scores to evaluate survival prognosis, clinical characteristics, and immune therapy benefit. The ICI score was defined by immune signature genes from gene cluster results. The high ICI score group showed prominent enrichment of immune-related pathways and high expression of immune signature genes, exhibiting a “hot” tumor phenotype. In addition, the immune phenotype was associated with better prognosis. Somatic mutations in tumors lead to neoantigens that are recognized and targeted by the immune system (22). It has been reported that low TMB conferred poor survival outcomes in melanoma and was associated with lower age and advanced pathological stage (5). Similarly, our results showed that high TMB conferred a survival benefit. Interestingly, we found that the ICI score was negatively correlated to TMB. A previous study found that a higher mutation frequency was not indicative of a higher level of ICI (37). Thus, a high TMB does not necessarily result in a high ICI score. Our stratified survival analysis showed that the ICI score could be used to evaluate prognosis. Particularly, both ICI score and TMB were independent predictors of outcome.

TMB and PD1 have been reported as predictive variables of the benefit of immune therapy (23). In our research, the ICI score was an effective factor to predict the benefit of immune therapy for melanoma patients. A clinical trial reported that the presence of CD8+ T cells was favorable for DFS in immune therapy (38). In our study, the high ICI score group benefited more from immune therapy and exhibited activated immune status than did the low ICI score group. This demonstrated that the effect of immune therapy relied on the tumor immune microenvironment. The malignant phenotypes of cancers are determined not only by the intrinsic properties of cancer cells, but also by components of the TME (39). In melanoma, tumor stage, tissue site, ulceration, thickness, and patient age and sex are associated with immune infiltration (40). Our result is in accordance with those of a previous study. Further, stratified survival analysis showed that in all primary clinical characteristics, those with high ICI scores had superior prognosis to those with low scores. In the Clark level, Breslow depth, and ulceration, three tumor-specific factors, the ICI score also robustly predicted the clinical benefit of immune therapy (41, 42). Collectively, these findings support that the ICI score is an independent prognostic biomarker. There are some limitations to the study. As the clinical information in the datasets had limited information on surgery and radiation therapy, we were unable to include these two clinical characteristics in the assessment of the predictive value of the ICI score. More clinical data was needed to support the current conclusions.

In summary, we analyzed the immune microenvironment landscape and developed an ICI score for predicting survival and immune therapy benefit in patients with melanoma, by assessing the immune microenvironment. Our results will facilitate understanding of the melanoma tumor microenvironment and provide a new immune therapy strategy.
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Supplementary Figure 1 | (A) Overview of study design. (B–E) Consensus matrixes (K=3-6) of ICI cluster for all melanoma sample. (F) Unsupervised clustering heatmap of immune cells infiltration for TCGA cohort. Rows represent tumor-infiltrating immune cells, and columns represent samples.

Supplementary Figure 2 | (A–D) Consensus matrixes (K=3-6) of gene cluster for all melanoma sample. (E) The box plot of immune activity related signature genes expression (CXCL9, CXCL10, TNF, IFNG, CD8A, GZMA, GZMB, PRF1) between gene cluster A-C, ****P<0.0001. (F) The box plot of immune checkpoint signature genes expression (CTLA4, PDCD1, PDCD1LG2, LAG3) between gene cluster A-C, ****P<0.0001.

Supplementary Figure 3 | Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for high and low ICI score cluster in each datasets. (A), GSE19234; (B), GSE45617; (C), GSE54467; (D), GSE59455; (E), GSE69504.

Supplementary Figure 4 | Systematic Comparision. (A) Kaplan-Meier curve and ROC curve of INF model in GSE19423 cohort. (B) Kaplan-Meier curve and ROC curve of INF model in GSE78220 cohort. (C) Kaplan-Meier curve and ROC curve of INF model in CA209038 cohort. (D) Kaplan-Meier curve and ROC curve of HNSC model in GSE19423 cohort. (E) Kaplan-Meier curve and ROC curve of HNSC model in GSE78220 cohort. (F) Kaplan-Meier curve and ROC curve of HNSC model in CA209038 cohort. (G) Kaplan-Meier curve and ROC curve of ICI score in GSE22154 cohort.

Supplementary Figure 5 | The box plot of immune cells fraction in ICI cluster A-C estimated by xCell Algorithm.
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Accumulating evidence suggests that tumor-infiltrating immune cells (TICs) in the tumor microenvironment (TME) serve as promising therapeutic targets. CXCL8 (IL-8) may also be a potential therapeutic target in cancer. CXCL8 is a potent chemotactic factor for neutrophils, myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) and monocytes, which are considered immunosuppressive components in cancer-bearing hosts. Here, we identified the TME-related gene CXCL8 in a high-ImmuneScore population that contributed to better survival in colorectal cancer (CRC) patients from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database. An integrated gene profile and functional analysis of TIC proportions revealed that the dendritic cell (DC) activation markers CD80, CD83, and CD86 were positively correlated with CXCL8 expression, suggesting that CXCL8 may be functional as antitumor immune response status in the TME. The gene signature was further validated in independent GSE14333 and GSE38832 cohorts from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO). To test the differential contributions of immune and tumor components to progression, three CRC cell lines, CT26, MC38 and HCT116, were used. In vitro results suggested no significant growth or survival changes following treatment with an inhibitor of the CXCL8 receptor (CXCR1/2) such as reparixin or danirixin. In vivo treatment with danirixin (antagonists of CXCR2) promoted tumor progression in animal models established with CT26 cells. CXCR2 antagonism may function via an immune component, with CXCR2 antagonist treatment in mice resulting in reduced activated DCs and correlating with decreased Interferon gamma (IFN-γ) or Granzyme B expressed CD8+ T cells. Furthermore, CXCL8 induced DC migration in transwell migration assays. Taken together, our data suggested that targeting the CXCL8-CXCR2 axis might impede DC activation or recruitment, and this axis could be considered a favorable factor rather than a target for critical antitumor effects on CRC.
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Introduction

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is the second most commonly diagnosed malignant tumor worldwide (1). CRC is usually characterized by a lengthy and very complicated process, including multiple steps leading to the normal epithelium’s malignant transformation into cancer cells. It usually involves numerous genetic changes that lead to multiple phenotypic changes (2). In addition, chronic inflammation contributes significantly to tumor formation and progression. Inflammation seems to be a key process that mediates the relationship and dual functions of cancer cells and immune cells in the tumor microenvironment (TME). Current studies have evaluated the expression of various cytokines, chemokines and their receptors in CRC (3). Many studies have aimed to delineate the differential roles of cytokines, chemokines, and the TME in CRC relative to these components’ antitumor status through evaluation of subsets of immune cells.

Chemokines are signaling proteins secreted by cells that are crucial for mediating the recruitment of immune cells to inflammation sites. Chemotaxis involves the coordination of cells expressing appropriate chemokine receptors that can migrate along with chemokine concentration gradient, thereby promoting the localization of individual cells to specific tissues, such as tumor sites (4). Chemokines have dual functions: in T-cell-mediated reaction with tumor cells that play as antitumor immune responses, and in recruiting neutrophils, myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) and monocytes to play immunosuppressive roles to promote tumor progression (4). C-X-C motif chemokine 8 (CXCL8), also known as interleukin 8 (IL-8), is mainly produced by macrophages. Furthermore, it is primarily responsible for neutrophil chemotaxis during the inflammatory process (5). CXCL8 is a chemokine whose signal transduction is mediated by the extracellular binding of two G-protein coupled receptors (GPCR), acting through CXC chemokine receptor type 1 (CXCR1) and CXC chemokine receptor type 2 (CXCR2) (6). The interaction between CXCL8 and CXCR1/2 regulates the trafficking of cells for cancer progression in the TME. Tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs) also express CXCR1 and CXCR2 (6), which led the CXCL8-CXCR1/2 axis to show the critical involvement for recruiting TAM to the TME and to play a crucial role in tumor immune escape (7). The CXCL8-CXCR1/2 interaction also regulates the processes of angiogenesis, tumor growth, proliferation as well as the survival of malignant cells (5). Numerous studies have shown that CXCL8 is expressed on endothelial cells, tumor-related macrophages and cancer cells, including CRC cells (8). In the sight of the clinical significance and biological function of the CXCL8-CXCR1/2 signal transduction axis in cancer, it has been suggested that CXCL8 and its receptors are considered as attractive targets for cancer treatment (6).

Overexpression of CXCL8 promotes the proliferation, migration and invasion of CRC cells. It is also closely related to CRC angiogenesis, metastasis, poor prognosis and poor disease-free survival (9). On the other hand, high expression of CXCL8 may protect against CRC liver metastasis, producing a good prognosis (10). Objectively, the role of CXCL8 is still controversial. This study confirms that CXCL8 is related to prognosis and suggests that high CXCL8 expression is associated with a better prognosis than low expression (11). However, there is controversy regarding the relevance of CXCL8 in cancer biology, which led us to investigate further whether chemokines in the CXCL8-CXCR1/2 signaling axis have a favorable role in the antitumor immune function or promote protumor behaviors.

Dendritic cells (DCs) are specialized antigen-presenting cells responsible for activating T cells, thereby coordinating the antitumor response (12). DC activation begins with taking up the antigens and migrating from peripheral tissues to the lymph organs. During antigen presentation, DCs upregulate the costimulatory receptor molecules CD86, CD80 and CD83 on their plasma membrane. CD86 is expressed during the early stages of DC activation. Besides, CD80 and CD83 are upregulated in activated DCs. Those makers have been established as hallmarks of DC activation during immune responses (13). DC activation is a crucial factor in the effective activation of T cells (14), whose various inflammatory mediators trigger in response to immune responses. However, the differential kind of specific inflammatory mediators and cytokines and chemokines correlated with DC activation in CRC are still unknown.

The immune and stromal classification of CRC can be linked to the molecular subtypes relevant to precision immunotherapy. In the current study, using the ESTIMATE algorithm to quantify the immune and stromal cellular components in tumors, we characterized the TME-related genes in CRC by functional enrichment analysis from CRC tissue specimens in The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) database. We further identified that the TME-related gene CXCL8 and a high ImmuneScore contributed to better survival in CRC patients from the TCGA database. An integrated gene profile and functional analysis of tumor-infiltrating immune cell (TIC) proportions revealed that DC activation markers (CD80, CD83, CD86) were positively correlated with CXCL8 expression. Interestingly, we also identified the TME-related gene CXCL8 as contributing to better survival in CRC patients. Then, we used a small-molecule pharmacologic CXCR1/2 antagonist to block the CXCL8 receptor in murine tumor models established with CT26 or MC38 CRC cell to determine the effect of tumor-specific CXCL8-CXCR1/2 signaling impact on tumor behavior. In addition, we also investigated the role of host immune response by the therapeutic effects mediated through CXCR1/2 antagonism.



Materials and Methods


Gene Expression Profile Data and Clinical Parameters

The transcriptome of RNA-seq data and clinical parameters of CRC cases (normal samples, 41 cases; tumor samples, 473 cases) were downloaded from The Cancer Genome Atlas Program (TCGA) repository of the National Cancer Institute (https://cancergenome.nih.gov/). The data parameters were as follows: primary site (colon), data category with transcriptome profiling with gene expression and quantification with FPKM and counts, experimental strategy with RNA-Seq analysis and workflow type with HTSeq-FPKM and HTSeq-Counts. Default settings were used for the other filters.

In order to test and verify the discovery in the TCGA cohort, we downloaded GSE14333 and GSE38832 from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/). Expression series matrix files of both datasets were based on GPL570. The former included 290 samples of primary colorectal cancer patients, while the latter had expression data of 122 human samples. To get a larger size of samples, two cohorts were combined for analyses.



Identification of Differentially Expressed Genes (DEGs) Between Tumor and Normal Tissues

The “edgeR” (15) R package (version 3.30.3) of the Bioconductor project in R software (version 4.0.2) was applied to discover the differentially expressed genes (DEGs). The genes expression with |log2 fold change (FC)| ≥3 and false discovery rate (FDR) <0.05 were considered to be significantly differentially expressed between tumor and normal tissues.



Kyoto Encyclopedia of Gene and Genomes (KEGG) Pathway Enrichment Analysis

The KEGG pathway enrichment analysis was completed by the Database for Annotation, Visualization and Integrated Discovery (DAVID) database (http://david.ncifcrf.gov, version 6.8). Pathways with p Values <0.05 were considered statistically significant.



Survival Test of Enriched KEGG Pathways Test

“GSVA” R package (16) (version 1.36.2) was applied to calculate single-sample GSEA (ssGSEA) scores of each pathway in each sample. The ssGSEA scores were used for the survival test of each pathway.



Prediction of Stromal and Immune Components in Tumor Tissues

The ESTIMATE algorithm in the “estimate” R package (version 1.0.13) of R language version 4.0.2 was used to estimate the proportions of immune and stromal cellular components in the TME for each sample. A higher score estimated by the ImmuneScore or StromalScore indicated a larger number of immune or matrix cellular components in the TME. The ESTIMATE score was calculated as the sum of combination the ImmuneScore and StromalScore, representing the combined proportions of these two components in the TME (17).



Identification of Differentially Expressed Genes (DEGs) in CRC

473 tumor tissue samples were divided into high-score and low-score groups based on separate comparison of the ImmuneScore and StromalScore to 0. The “edgeR” R package of the Bioconductor project of R software was applied to identify DEGs. The genes expression with a |log2 fold change (FC)| ≥1 and false discovery rate (FDR) <0.05 were considered to be significantly differentially expressed.



Fraction of Tumor-Infiltrating Immune Cells (TICs)

Levels of immune cells infiltrating tumors were evaluated by CIBERSORT (18) (http://cibersort.stanford.edu/). As samples with a p Value >0.05 were ignored when analyzing TICs, 208 statistically significant samples were used for analysis.



Cell Lines and Cell Culture

The colon carcinoma cell lines: MC38 Cell Line derived from C57BL6 murine colon adenocarcinoma cells, and CT26 is a murine colorectal carcinoma cell line from a BALB/c mouse. HCT116 is a human colorectal carcinoma cell line. All cells were cultured in RPMI 1640 with 10% FBS and 1% Penicillin-Streptomycin and were used within 10 generations. Mycoplasma contamination testing was performed to confirm that no mycoplasma contamination was present. Cells were cultured at 37°C with 5% CO2 under humidified conditions.



Mice and Tumor Models

C57BL/6 and BALB/c mice were purchased from Charles River (Beijing, China). A total of 1×106 CT26 or MC38 cells in 200 μl of PBS were implanted subcutaneously into the right flank region of each 6- to 8-week-old Balb/c (for CT26) or C57BL/6 (for MC38) mouse on day 0, and the treatment started on the same day after injection of tumor cells. Reparixin (HY-15251) and danirixin (HY-19768) were purchased from MedChem Express (MCE, NJ, USA) and dissolved in DMSO for storage. Reparixin and danirixin were dissolved in DMSO for storage. Reparixin was injected intraperitoneally at 15 mg/kg dissolved in a mixture of PEG300, Tween 80 and saline. Danirixin dissolved in PEG400 and ddH2O was administered by oral gavage at 15 mg/kg. All groups were treated every two days until the completion of the study. Tumor volume was measured every two days with a caliper and calculated as width2×length/2.



Cell Proliferation Assays

The proliferation of CT26, MC38 and HCT116 cells was determined with a Cell Counting Kit-8 (CCK8; Dojindo, Japan) assay. Cells were plated in 96-well plates overnight and then treated with DMSO, reparixin or danirixin for 12, 24, 36, 48, and 60 h (37°C, 5% CO2). Ten microliters of CCK-8 solution were added to each well in the 96 well plates and incubated at 37°C for 1 hour. Cell proliferation was quantified by measuring the absorbance at 450 nm.



Isolation of Immune Cells From Spleen

The mouse spleen was stripped and dipped in PBS solution. Spleen was ground to white through a nylon mesh screen in sterile PBS buffer and then filtrated. The solution was centrifuged at 300g for 5 minutes and the supernatant was discarded. 3ml of red blood cell lysis buffer (C3702, Beyotime, Shanghai, China) was used to lyse erythrocytes. Cells were washed then re-suspended in RPMI 1640 with 10% FBS and 1% Penicillin-Streptomycin. Live cells were counted using trypan blue dye exclusion (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, USA) and diluted to 2 × 106 cells/50uL for further use.



DC Migration Assay

For transwell migration assays, freshly isolated mouse spleen cells were seeded in the upper well of a 24-well transwell plate (pore diameter 5 μm, Corning, NY, USA), which was pre-coated by matrigel (Corning). Lower chambers of the transwell were filled with 600 μl in the absence or presence of 10, 25, 50, 100 ng/ml of CXCL8 (200-08M, PeproTech), or 100ng/ml CXCL7 (300-14, PeproTech) as a negative control. To see whether the CXCR2 inhibitor can inhibit DC migration in vitro, 50 ul isolated immune cells from spleen and 25ug/ml danirixin (or vehicle control) were added in the upper chamber, while 600 ul CT26 cell culture supernatant fluids were added in the lower chamber. After 6 hours, the migrated cells were harvested from the lower chamber and further analyzed by flow cytometry.



Flow Cytometry

Tumor tissue was immediately collected on the day when mice were sacrificed. Tumors were minced and digested with collagenase IV (Sigma-Aldrich, 300 U/mL) and a hyaluronidase solution (Sigma-Aldrich, 200 U/mL) in RPMI 1640 medium (Servicebio, Wuhan, China) supplemented with penicillin and streptomycin at 37°C for 1 hour. The cell suspension was centrifuged at 1,200 rpm for 5 min and mechanically dissociated through a nylon mesh filter. The antibodies used included anti-CD45-FITC (109806), anti-CD11c-PECy7 (117318), anti-MHC-II (IA/IE)-BV510 (107635), anti-CD8-PerCP-Cy5.5 (100734), anti-CD3-PE (100220), anti-CD19-APC (152409), anti-IFN-γ-APC (505810) and anti-GzmB-Pacific Blue (515407) purchased from BioLegend (San Diego, CA, USA). The Zombie NIR Fixable Viability Kit (BioLegend) was used to discriminate live and dead cells. To identify apoptotic and necrotic tumor cells after incubated with danirixin or reparixin, a BioLegend FITC Annexin V apoptosis detection kit with propidium iodide (PI) were used according to the manufacturer’s protocol. Data were acquired with an LSR-II system (BD Biosciences, Vianen, The Netherlands) and then analyzed with FlowJo software (version V10, Becton Dickinson, Ashland, OR, USA). To ensure single-cell gating, doublets were excluded with FSC-A and FSC-H linearity.



Quantitative Real-Time PCR

Total RNA was extracted by TRIzol reagent (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA). The concentration was analyzed by Nanodrop spectrophotometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, MA, USA). PrimeScript RT Master Mix (TaKaRa, Japan) was used for reverse transcription. Mir-X™ RNA first-strand synthesis kit (TaKaRa) was used for transcribing and then for RNA expression analysis. SYBR Premix Ex Taq (TaKaRa) was used for real-time PCR in a 7900 HT Real-Time PCR system (Applied Biosystems, USA). The expression level of β-actin was used for endogenous control. The expression level was quantified using the 2-ΔΔct method. Primer information is accessible in Supplementary Table 1.



Statistical and Survival Analyses

Data were analyzed using R software (version 4.0.2) and GraphPad Prism 8 software. One-way ANOVA and Student t test were used to determine significant differences, and p Values <0.05 were considered significant. Survival analyses were performed to assess the prognostic value of the indexes used in the study. The Kaplan-Meier (K-M) analysis was used to plot survival curves via the log-rank test.




Results


Identify Key Genes and Pathways in CRC

In the past few years, cancer’s immune classification has provided new ideas for the treatment of patients and prognostic and predictive factors for chemotherapy and immunotherapy (19). CRC has been a paradigmatic tumor for immune classification. We intended to identify the differentially expressed genes (DEGs) between tumor and normal tissues from patients, establish clinically relevant molecular subtypes, and identify significant CRC signatures (20). First, RNA-Seq data from the TCGA database were used to identify DEGs. Eventually, 620 DEGs were found, including 384 upregulated genes and 236 downregulated genes (Figure 1A). To explore these genes’ potential biological effects, Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) pathway analysis was then conducted using the DEGs from the dataset. KEGG analysis showed that the statistically significant 7 upregulated and 14 downregulated pathways were enriched in the CRC group (Figures 1B, C). Then, the total 21 pathways with their ssGSEA scores were further filtered by survival analysis, and two upregulated pathways shown in Figure 1D (rheumatoid arthritis and cytokine-cytokine receptor interaction) were statistically significant by survival test. These two pathways were connected by CXCL8, CXCL5, IL11, IL1A and IL23A in PPI network analysis (Figure 1E), which was completed by ClueGo (version 2.5.7) in Cytoscape (version 3.7.1). The above results suggested that the highly expressed cytokine and chemokine components in tumors were relevant to prolonged survival in CRC patients.




Figure 1 | Identification of key pathways in colorectal cancer (CRC). (A) Analysis of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) of transcriptome profiling from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) cohort of CRC patients. (B, C) Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) pathway enrichment analysis of the DEGs in the TCGA cohort, with upregulated pathways (B) and downregulated pathways (C) shown. (D) Patients with CRC had significant survival differences between the high and low expression groups for rheumatoid arthritis (p=0.0370) or cytokine-cytokine receptor interaction (p=0.0081) (total patients n=440). (E) KEGG pathway enrichment analysis of the genes in the protein-protein interaction (PPI) module. ns: p > 0.05, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.





Identification of CXCL8 as a Key Regulator in Immune-Mediated CRC

To investigate the prognostic value of the estimated proportions of immune and stromal cells in tumors, the ESTIMATE algorithm was employed to estimate the proportions of immune and stromal components in the TME for each sample. Higher scores estimated by the ImmuneScore or StromalScore represented larger amounts of immune or stromal cellular components in the TME. Here, we evaluated the associations of the ImmuneScore and StromalScore with overall survival. CRC patients were split into high- and low-score groups based on the ImmuneScore and StromalScore with a cut-off of 0. A high ImmuneScore value resulted in prolonged survival (Figure 2A), while the StromalScore was not related to the overall survival rate (Figure 2B), and a total ESTIMATEScore created by combining the ImmuneScore and StromalScore did not contribute to survival rates (Figure 2C). Furthermore, a high ImmuneScore was correlated with subset chemokines, including CXCL8 and CXCL5 through heatmap analysis (Figure 2D). We further assessed the genes from the rheumatoid arthritis and cytokine-cytokine receptor interaction pathways that were identified earlier (Figures 1D, E) to define overlapping subset chemokines that were enriched by ImmuneScore analysis (Figure 2D). Interestingly, the results indicated that CXCL8 and CXCL5 were genes in the overlapping enriched pathways (Figure 2E). To investigate the prognostic value of CXCL8 and CXCL5, we calculated the survival rates of patients in different subgroups. All tumor samples were divided into two groups based on the median expression of CXCL8 or CXCL5 and compared. High expression of CXCL8 was associated with a better prognosis (Figure 2F, p=0.0103). There was no survival advantage associated with CXCL5 expression (Figure 2G, p=0.4188). In order to further confirm the prognostic value of CXCL8 we discovered in TCGA cohort, we picked the corresponding probes of CXCL8 (202859_x_at) for survival test in GSE14333 and GSE38832 cohorts, which also showed a better prognosis in patients with higher CXCL8 expression (Figure 2H, p=0.0244). These results indicated that CXCL8 in the TME had a positive correlation with CRC patients’ overall survival rate.




Figure 2 | Identification of immune subtype genes. (A) Survival analysis of high and low scores for the ImmuneScore. (B) Survival analysis of high and low scores for the StromalScore (total patients n=446). (C) Survival analysis of high and low ESTIMATEScores. (D) Heatmap showed the levels of different chemokines in CRC patients classified into the high and low ImmuneScore groups. (E) Venn diagrams for rheumatoid arthritis or cytokine-cytokine receptor interaction pathway after filter survival analysis showing with overlap with upregulated chemokine genes from the high-ImmuneScore group. (F, G) The overlapping genes CXCL8 (F, p=0.0103) and CXCL5 (G, p=0.4188) identified with a K-M survival plot (total patients n=446). (H) The survival test for CXCL8 in GSE14333+GSE38832 confirmed the prognostic value of CXCL8 (total patients n=319, p=0.0244). *p < 0.05.





Dendritic Cells (DC) Activation Gene Signatures Were Positively Associated With CXCL8 Expression

As CIBERSORT returned the result, we analyzed the difference of cell fraction between CXCL8 high and low group, whose p Value of Student t test <0.05 was considered statistically significant. As shown in Figure 3A samples expressing higher CXCL8 had more infiltrated M2 macrophages, activated dendritic cells, activated mast cells, eosinophils, neutrophils and less infiltrated plasma cells, T cells regulatory (Tregs), monocytes, resting dendritic cells, resting mast cells. While MDSCs are known to be recruited by CXCL8, fraction of MDSCs is inaccessible in CIBERSORT algorithm, which limited us to study the potential effect of CXCL8 attracting MDSCs in TME through bioinformatic analyses (4, 18). Furthermore, significant immune cells were further filtered by survival test, in which only activated DCs had prognostic significance (Figure 3B and Supplementary Figure 1). According to previous studies, the TME in CRC contains a rich cytokine/chemokine milieu regulating tumorigenesis (21). Strikingly, the expression of DC activation gene signatures, such as CD80, CD83, and CD86 was positively correlated with CXCL8 expression (Figure 3C). Additionally, the correlation tests in GSE14333 and GSE38832 cohorts showed the similar result that CD80 (1555689_at and 1554519_at), CD83 (204440_at) and CD86 (205685_at and 210895_s_at) expressed higher as CXCL8 expression rose (Figure 3C). The estimates of immune cell population abundance across human tumors led us to hypothesize that CXCL8 might promote the recruitment of inflammatory cells, including neutrophils, mast cells, eosinophils, M2 macrophages, and especially activated DC, and thus CXCL8 improve patients’ prognosis through the recruitment of DC.




Figure 3 | CXCL8 expression correlates with activated dendritic cells and their gene expression. (A) Comparison of immune cells fraction estimated by CIBERSORT between CXCL8 high and low group. (B) Survival test for more infiltrated activated dendritic cells (total patients n=196) with higher CXCL8 expression (C) Scatterplots representing the relationships between the expression of the dendritic cell activation genes CD80, CD83, and CD86 compared with CXCL8 expression in the TCGA cohort and GSE14333 and GSE38832 cohorts. ns: p > 0.05, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.





CXCL8 Contributed to DC Recruitment in Ex Vivo Experiments

To explore which cytokines/chemokines may contribute to the recruitment of DCs ex vivo, we compared the ability of CXCL8 to attract DCs among splenocytes isolated from mice. We also figured out that CXCL7 as an irrelevant chemokine didn’t contribute to DC attraction (Figure 4A). A significant (p<0.01) enrichment of DC was observed with both low (10 ng/mL) and high doses (100 ng/mL) of CXCL8 treatment using CD11c and MHC-II gating strategies for DCs (Figure 4A). Additionally, the results showed a significantly increased recruitment of DCs toward dose dependent manner (Figure 4B). Taken together, these results implied a robust association between DC infiltration and CXCL8 expression in CRC patients from (DC) activation gene signatures with CXCL8 expression.




Figure 4 | Determination of the CXCL8 chemokine that might attract DC. A transwell migration assay was performed. Splenocytes from mice were exposed to different concentrations of CXCL8 (0, 10, 25, 50 and 100 ng/mL) for 6 hours before quantifying DCs by flow cytometric analysis. (A, B) Flow cytometry was performed using CD11c and MHC-II gating strategy (A) to quantify DC (B). Significant migration of DCs was observed upon treatment with CXCL8. For each treatment, the populations of DCs in the low- and high-dose groups were compared to the untreated group population.





Antagonism of CXCR2 Promotes Tumor Progression In Vivo

From the above studies, we found that CXCL8 might affect antitumor activity through DCs. We further investigated whether CXCL8 could regulate tumor progression in vivo. Since CXCL8 is a ligand for CXCR1/CXCR2 and their expression levels are related, lack of CXCL8 (IL-8) in the mouse genome has been an essential limiting factor regarding the further investigation of targeting, so we examined the function of the chemokine receptor CXCR1/CXCR2 in two colon tumor models. To determine whether the CXCL8-CXCR1/CXCR2 axis would benefit antitumor activity, we employed a small-molecule antagonist of CXCR1/CXCR2, reparixin, and a small-molecule antagonist of CXCR2, danirixin. Danirixin were found to promote tumor growth in CT26 model, but not reparixin treated mouse in either CT26 or MC38 model (Figure 5A). Next, we questioned whether reparixin or danirixin treatment could affect tumor cell proliferation in vitro. It has been reported that inhibition of CXCL8 has been found to inhibit the migration of human colon tumor cell line (HCT116 cells) (22), so we selected HCT116 for our in vitro study. In CCK-8 experiments, the proliferation of reparixin- and danirixin-treated tumor cells did not change significantly (Figure 5B). In addition, reparixin or danirixin treatment did not obviously change the percentage of apoptotic cells (Figure 5C). Different immune behaviors found in CT26 and MC38 colon cancer model was mainly caused by higher immune infiltration in CT26 than MC38 (23). CT26 model also provided CXCR2 dependent mediated the trafficking and function of tumor-infiltrating immune cells in the TME (24). Taken together, these results indicated that targeting CXCR2 can promote tumor growth in vivo but had little or no direct effect on the proliferation of CRC tumor cells in vitro, which may be attributed to the difference between extracellular factors and intracellular factors in the tumor process.




Figure 5 | Antagonism of CXCR2 promotes the growth of CRC in vivo. (A) BALB/c mice were inoculated with CT26 cells, and C57BL/6 mice were inoculated with MC38 cells subcutaneously. The mice had been treated with DMSO (control), reparixin or danirixin for 2 weeks since the day tumor cells were inoculated. Mean and individual tumor volumes were measured every two days (n=4 per group). Tumor growth was evaluated by measuring tumor size and compared statistically by Student t test (*p < 0.05, ns: p > 0.05). (B) Proliferation of CT26, MC38 and HCT116 cells after reparixin or danirixin treatment as determined using a CCK-8 assay. Data are shown as the mean ± SEM. (C) Apoptosis of CT26, MC38 and HCT116 cells after reparixin or danirixin treatment as determined using FACS analysis of annexin V staining. All experiments were repeated at least three times.





Antagonism of CXCR2 and Reduces DC and CD8+ T Cell Infiltration

Next, we were interested in which CXCL8 influences immune cell subsets in the regulation of antitumor immunity. It has been reported that vivo DC vaccine treatment on CT26 mouse, suggested that DC enhanced antitumor activities through the induction of CD8+ T cell and modulation of the tumor microenvironment (25). Using CT26 tumor tissues, we analyzed the DC activation genes by qRT-PCR, and the results supported the relationship between CXCL8 and DCs activation marker in TCGA cohort. As expected, expression of DCs activation genes such as CD54, CD83 and CD86 were declined significantly in the group treated with danirixin in comparison to the untreated group (Figure 6A). As expected, the percentage of CD11c+ and MHC-II+ DCs was significantly decreased in the antagonist groups compared to the control group (Figure 6B). To further validate our finding on danirixin inhibit DCs infiltration, transwell migration assays were carried out. Flow cytometric analyses showed a significant decrease of DCs among total splenocytes migrating toward CT26 cell culture supernatant fluids after treated with danirixin (Figure 6C). In addition, CXCR2 antagonist treatment reduced the IFN-γ expressing CD8+ T cells (Figure 6D), as well as Granzyme B-expressing CD8+ T cells in the TME of tumors generated with CT26 mice (Figure 6E). Those subset CD8+ T cells expressing IFN-γ marker associated with Cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTL), Granzyme B expression also serve as a signature of CTL activation, which can directly kill tumor cells and play a very important role in antitumor immunity. Additionally, in the complex tumor micro environment, CXCL8 as a chemokine may act as an antitumor factor through other subtypes of cells. Therefore, we analyse other subtypes of cells such as NK cells and MDSCs in CT26, which didn’t show any statistical difference between the treated group and the control group (Supplementary Figure 4). Thus, we can conclude that CXCL8-mediated antitumor effect mainly depends on activated dendritic cells instead of other types of immune cells. The results above brought us to the conclusion that antagonizing CXCL8-CXCR2 axis could inhibit the recruitment of DC in CRC tissue. All the results collectively indicated that antagonism of CXCR2 could impacted functional CD8+ T cell and DC infiltration into tumor sites in the CRC mouse model, which indicated that these treatments could change the TME in the CRC mouse model into a worse situation.




Figure 6 | Antagonism of CXCR2 inhibits DC activation and prevents CD8+ T cell and DC infiltration in the TME. (A–E) CT26 murine colon tumor cells were subcutaneously injected into BALB/c mice. Since the day tumor cells were inoculated, the mice were treated with DMSO (control) and danirixin for 2 weeks. (A) The qRT-PCR analysis showed the statistical significance of three DC activation genes, CD54, CD83, CD86 between the group treated with danirixin and the control group. (B) Flow cytometric analysis of the tumor-infiltrated DC (CD11c+ MHC-II+) proportion in CT26 tumors after treatment with danirixin, (C) Flow cytometric analysis of DCs migration with or without danirixin treatment, (D) flow cytometry analysis of IFN-γ expressing CD8+ T cell and (E) Granzyme B-expressing CD8+ T cells in the TME of tumors generated with CT26 with or without treated with danirixin. Data are shown as the mean ± SEM. Statistical analyses were performed by a pairwise Student t test (n=4 per group). ns: p > 0.05, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.






Discussion

In the era of targeted therapy, especially immunotherapy that relies on the composition of the TME, we are committed to integrating the molecular and immune classification of CRC by solving the problems related to inflammation and the immune cell composition of molecular subtypes of CRC. To achieve this purpose, we applied a computational ESTIMATE algorithm to infer the abundances of immune cell populations and cytokines/chemokines from transcriptomic data. Using this method, we found that a high ImmuneScore value produced better survival. Among the chemokines upregulated in high-ImmuneScore group, CXCL8 had a prognostic value. Afterwards, We first identified that CXCL8 expression was correlated with the DC subtype compared with the other subtypes. CXCL8 was also associated with DC activation and recruitment, which indicated a favorable outcome for CRC. Treatment with a small-molecule antagonist of CXCR1/2, the receptor of CXCL8, was demonstrated to promote tumor progression in animal models established with CT26 cancer cells. Therefore, Targeting CXCL8 and the CXCR2 axis as a therapeutic strategy might impede DC activation or recruitment, which could lead to the opposite effect of antitumor immunity.

A few clinical data have indicated that the elevated levels of CXCL8 in patients’ serum or tissues from a cohort study of patients with CRC related to clinical characteristics such as grade, stage and metastasis. CXCL8 is secreted by monocytes and macrophages, which exerts potent angiogenic properties on endothelial cells through interaction with CXCL8 receptors CXCR1 and CXCR2 for regulating angiogenesis in colorectal cancer (26). Recent studies have documented that CXCL8 promoted migration, invasion, and proliferation of human cancer cells through EMT induction through the PI3K/AKT/NF-κB signaling axis (6, 27). Besides, CXCL8 is a potent chemotactic factor for neutrophils, MDSCs and monocytes, which are considered immunosuppressive components in cancer-bearing hosts (28, 29). All these data have identified CXCL8 as a poor prognostic marker that can be a promising therapeutic target.

However, little was known about the significance of CXCL8 expression correlated to the antitumor immunity induced by functional DCs. DCs are essential cells for generating antitumor immunity, but tumors can disable DCs through either to avoid immune recognition or to disable effector T-cells for escaping immune surveillance. DC activation can be induced and tested by conditioned media from number of colorectal cancer (CRC) cell lines, as reported by Michieisen AJ et al. (30). In a study, tumor conditioned medium (TCM) from a CRC line inhibited five DC markers: MHC-II, CD80, CD83, CD86 and CD54 (31). Increased expression of some activation markers on dendritic cell surface stimulates T cell activation with an antitumor immunity functional response (12). CD83 is one of the most characteristic cell surface markers of fully activated DC, which can enhance the T cell stimulation ability of DC. CD86 and CD80 are also costimulatory molecules binding to T cells while expressing a high level of MHC class II and can present antigens to the T cells (32). Altered MHC II ubiquitination reduces the ability of DC to present antigen in many types of cancer, a mechanism by which tumor cells evade T cell responses (33).

Our study revealed that CXCL8 was a good prognostic biomarker, since it contributed to DCs recruitment and related to DC activation. First, we found that a high ImmuneScore was correlated with prolonged survival, which indicated that favorable factors such as certain cytokines, chemokines and immune cell subsets played important roles in antitumor immunity. Second, CXCL8 was identified as a key regulator of immunity in CRC by many overlapping signaling pathways. Third, CXCL8 was found to have prognostic value compared with other cytokines and chemokines. Fourth, CXCL8 was associated with DC activation and recruitment. Fifth, targeting the CXCL8-CXCR1/CXCR2 axis by antagonizing CXCR2 promoted tumor progression in vivo by impeding DC activation or recruitment, leading to the opposite effect of antitumor immunity. Thus, CXCL8 might be considered a favorable factor for significant antitumor effects in CRC-bearing hosts, at least in our study.

Since in vitro DC activation experiments may not reflect a patient’s tumor DC activation status, we did not perform such experiments; instead, we assessed DC activation markers in larger cohort samples. We found that CXCL8 expression was positively correlated with the expression of DC activation genes such as CD80, CD83, and CD86 (Figure 3C). Furthermore, higher infiltration of activated DCs was strongly linked with an increased survival rate in CRC patients, to a similar extent as elevated CXCL8 expression. In addition, DC activity and migration were analyzed by FACS in CT26 tumor tissues. In targeting the CXCL8-CXCR1/CXC2 axis, the lack of CXCL8 in the mouse genome limited us to targeting CXCL8 to antagonize CXCR1/2 instead of CXCL8. Antagonism of CXCR2 could effectively prevent functional CD8+ T cells and DCs activation from infiltrating tumor sites in a CRC mouse model, which could change the CRC mouse’s antitumor immunity model to promote tumor progression rather than regression.

We found that the alter of the immune behavior was only found in CT26 colon cancer model, not in MC38 mice, mainly because CT26 had the higher immune infiltration than the MC38 model (23). Additionally, antagonism of CXCR2 (danirixin) could promote tumor progression more effectively than CXCR1/2 (reparixin) in CT26 tumor model. Furthermore, main reasons why reparixin and danirixin behavior different on the antitumor role are as follows. 1) CXCL8 (IL-8) and its receptor CXCR2 in the tumor microenvironment for prompted colon cancer progression and metastasis have been reported (8), which was opposite to our findings of suppression tumor progression. However, that study have suggested that the regulation of IL-8 within the tumor and microenvironment play a critical role, but the impact of tissue microenvironment-derived CXCL8 and CXCR2 to date remains difficult to evaluate. Since they targeted the cancer cell rather than immune cells, the mouse colon carcinoma cell line CT26 and human CRC cell line HCT116 confirmed the high expression of CXCR2 in the two cell lines. 2) Interestingly, Mice bearing MC38 tumor cells treated with CXCR2-transduced pmel-1 T cells showed enhanced tumor regression and survival compared with mice receiving control, which implicated that the introduction of the CXCR2 gene into tumor-specific T cells could enhance their localization to tumors and improve antitumor immune responses, and it was correlated our results with CXCR2 mediated DC to suppression role in tumor growth (34). In addition, it has been reported that increased tumor-infiltrating DCs and upregulated their CD86 expression in vivo lead to increased tumor-infiltrating CD8+ T cells and enhanced PD-L1 and MHC class I expression on tumor cells (35). More importantly, in CT26 colon cancer–bearing mice, the combinational use of imiquimod (TLR7) with autologous GVAX therapy displayed increased expression levels of DC marker CD86 and CD9, which led to decreased Foxp3+ regulatory T cells in TDLNs and increased CD8+ T cells which correlate with an antitumor phenotype (36). Collectively, these findings indicate that activate DCs as a positive regulator of T-cell priming, could enhance the immunologic antitumor effects.

As we discussed above CXCL8/CXCR2 had a role in DC-mediated anticancer immunity remains unclear, and all depend on targets specific for CXCL8, CXCR1/CXCR2, or CXCR2 alone. The different behaviors of reparixin or danirixin depend on the specific target, such as targeting CXCL8, CXCR1/CXCR2 or CXCR2, or depend on the specific target cells, such as tumor cells or different immune cell subpopulations. The efficacy of inhibition of CXCR2 has been widely investigated in preclinical experiments. Current inhibitors of CXCR is well discussed, and CXCR2 antagonists have been initially considered administrated in respiratory diseases and gradually in cancer for more insights into tumor microenvironment. Reparixin is a non-competitive CXCR1/2 antagonist. It has shown in a phase Ib trial for HER-2-negative metastatic breast cancer. Danirixin, another oral selective CXCR2 antagonist, has been investigated in patients with virus infection disease (influenza), which had small-sample clinical trial (NCT02469298). CXCR2-mediated neutrophils play an important role in anti-infection and control pathogen invasion (37).Current evidence suggests that TICs in the TME serve as promising therapeutic targets. It has also been proposed that CXCL8 may be considered as a therapeutic target for cancer treatment. CXCL8 is a potent chemotactic factor for neutrophils, MDSCs and monocytes, leading to immunosuppression. Our data suggested that targeting the CXCL8-CXCR1/2 axis as a therapeutic strategy might impede DC activation or recruitment. This axis could be considered a favorable factor for important antitumor effects in CRC rather than a target. Considering the multiple mechanisms used by tumors to evade the immune response, the use of modified DCs for cancer immunotherapy has achieved promising results. Experiments investigating DC immunotherapy using mouse models have shown that the growth rate of tumors is reduced, and the number of metastases is diminished. The survival rate of tumor-bearing animals is increased and the tumor-specific cytotoxic T lymphocyte (CTL) response is initiated (38, 39). Despite proven immunotherapies as a favorable safety profile, antitumor DC-based treatment has not succeeded with significant objective of clinical responses in clinical trials (40). A rational reason is that the low efficacy of DC vaccines may be related to the fact that the human immune system is suppressed to a relatively great extent by tumors. We need to think about the reasons for these impacts, such as 1) the chemotactic properties of DCs in response to specific chemokines being strictly regulated during DC development, 2) MHC I/II molecules on the DC surface and the weak polarization of antitumor immune responses, and 3) DC activation markers and activation status in tumors. Generally, CXCL8-CXCR1/2 axis-associated DC activation and recruitment might indicate the modulation of the DC system at the tumor site by the cytokine and chemokine network.



Conclusions

In summary, it was previously reported that CXCL8 acts as a key multifunctional chemokine to modulate tumor cells for proliferation, invasion, migration, and as a chemotactic factor for neutrophils, MDSCs and monocytes, which served as immunosuppressive components in cancer-bearing hosts and led to a poor prognosis. CXCL8 is considered a potential attractive target for cancer treatment. However, our data suggest that CXCL8 is a key regulator of immunity in CRC that acts through associated DC activation gene expression, probably indicators of favorable outcomes of this particular subtype of CRC. Targeting the CXCL8-CXCR1/CXCR2 axis by antagonizing CXCR2 promotes tumor progression in vivo by impeding DC activation or recruitment, leading to the opposite effect of antitumor immunity. The CXCL8-CXCR2 axis could be considered a favorable factor for important antitumor effects on CRC rather than a target.
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Background

Gastric cancer (GC) still represents the third leading cause of cancer-related death worldwide. Peritoneal relapse (PR) is the most frequent metastasis occurring among patients with advanced gastric cancer. Increasingly more evidence have clarified the tumor immune microenvironment (TIME) may predict survival and have clinical significance in GC. However, tumor-transcriptomics based immune signatures derived from immune profiling have not been established for predicting the peritoneal recurrence of the advanced GC.



Methods

In this study, we depict the immune landscape of GC by using transcriptome profiling and clinical characteristics retrieved from GSE62254 of Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO). Immune cell infiltration score was evaluated via single-sample gene set enrichment (ssGSEA) analysis algorithm. The least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) Cox regression algorithm was used to select the valuable immune cells and construct the final model for the prediction of PR. The receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve and the Kaplan-Meier curve were used to check the accuracy of PRIs. Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA) and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) analysis were performed to explore the molecular pathways associated with PRIs.



Results

A peritoneal recurrence related immune score (PRIs) with 10 immune cells was constructed. Compared to the low-PRIs group, the high-PRIs group had a greater risk. The upregulation of the focal adhesion signaling was observed in the high-PRIs subtype by GSEA and KEGG. Multivariate analysis found that both in the internal training cohort and the internal validation cohort, PRIs was a stable and independent predictor for PR. A nomogram that integrated clinicopathological features and PRIs to predict peritoneal relapse was constructed. Subgroup analysis indicated that the PRIs could obviously distinguish peritoneal recurrence in different molecular subtypes, pathological stages and Lauren subtypes, in which PRIs of Epithelial-Mesenchymal Transitions (EMT) subtype, III-IV stage and diffuse subtype are higher respectively.



Conclusion

Overall, we performed a comprehensive evaluation of the immune landscape of GC and constructed a predictive PR model based on the immune cell infiltration. The PRIs represents novel promising feature of predicting peritoneal recurrence of GC and sheds light on the improvement of the personalized management of GC patients after surgery.
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Introduction

Gastric cancer (GC) ranks the fifth in prevalent lethal malignancies and the third in cancer-related death worldwide (1). Of the patients with advanced-stage GC, most of them develop liver, lymph nodes and peritoneum metastasis within 5 years after radical surgery. Among these metastases, peritoneal dissemination is the most frequent and lethal, especially in the serosa-invasive gastric cancers (2). Although the conventional clinicopathological detections such as medical imaging and cytological examination of peritoneal effusion have been applied to assess the relapse, the prediction of PR is not accurate and sensitivity enough (3). Despite optimal treatment including corrective surgery (CRS), systemic chemotherapy, intraperitoneal chemotherapy and hyperthermia intraperitoneal chemotherapy (HIPEC), they are not adopted as the first-line strategy due to the controversial outcomes after long-term follow-up (4–6). In summary, it is urgently needed to construct an individual approach or model for predicting the PR risk of GC.

The tumor immune microenvironment (TIME) is the environment of malignant tumor progression, in which the host antitumor immune response and normal tissue destruction occur (7–12). Accumulating evidence indicated the key role of immune cells infiltration in the peritoneal metastasis of different cancers including GC (13–16). It is observed that GC patients with peritoneal metastasis had increased levels of alternatively activated macrophages in the peritoneum compared to those without dissemination. The underlying mechanism is that macrophages in the peritoneum of GC patients play a supportive role in peritoneal metastasis by producing EGF and VEGF (17). Besides, Rihito Kanamaru reported that neutrophil extracellular traps (NETs) on peritoneal surface can promote the clustering and growth of free tumor cells disseminated in abdomen, which was assisted by low-density neutrophils in postoperative abdominal cavity. Although several studies have explored the relationship between immune infiltration and prognosis of GC, to date, the probable correlation between peritoneal metastasis and the landscape of immune cells infiltrating has not yet been exclusive (18–20).

With the goal of improving precise prediction of PR after curative surgery of gastric cancer, in the current study, we applied the algorithm ssGSEA, which has been deemed to be the most accurate method available (21). ssGSEA is a newly proposed computational algorithm for enumeration of immune cell subsets using RNA specimens from multiple tissue types, including solid tumors, and has outperformed other methods regarding noise, unknown mixture content and closely related cell types. This study aims to construct a novel prediction system specific to PR, showing the immune infiltration landscape of patients with or without peritoneal relapse after surgery. As a result, we established a methodology to quantify the PR related immune score (PRIs) with an integrated analysis of the infiltration status of 24 immune cells, which was found to be a robust predictor of PR. Therefore, the PRIs represents novel promising signature for predicting peritoneal recurrence of GC after surgery.



Material and Methods


Search and Collection of Cohort With the Pathological Data of Peritoneal Relapse

To identify gastric cancer gene expression profile data with clinical pathological data of PR, a systematic search was performed on the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) data set (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/). The search strategy is (((“peritoneum”[MeSH Terms] OR peritoneal[All Fields]) AND (“neoplasm metastasis”[MeSH Terms] OR metastasis[All Fields])) OR ((“peritoneum”[MeSH Terms] OR peritoneal[All Fields]) AND (“recurrence”[MeSH Terms] OR relapse[All Fields])) OR ((“peritoneum”[MeSH Terms] OR peritoneal[All Fields]) AND (“recurrence”[MeSH Terms] OR recurrence[All Fields]))) AND (“stomach neoplasms”[MeSH Terms] OR (((((((gastric cancer[Title] OR gastric adenocarcinoma[Title]) OR gastric tumor[Title]) OR gastric carcinoma[Title]) OR stomach cancer[Title]) OR stomach adenocarcinoma[Title]) OR stomach tumor[Title]) OR stomach carcinoma[Title])). A total of 45 items were obtained from the initial screening. After further manual identification, and under the premise that the number of cases is not less than 100, Finally, the two cohorts GSE62254 and GSE10581 passed the review and their corresponding raw data were downloaded. All 300 samples of GSE62254 and 108 samples of GSE15081 with clear clinical parameters of peritoneal relapse were selected for further analysis. The corresponding clinicopathological parameters are summarized in Table S1.



Analysis of Immune Cell Infiltration

The Single sample gene set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA) method is a further extension of the GSEA method (21), it can define the absolute enrichment score of a certain immune cell marker genes dataset in a particular patient. We used ssGSEA to calculate the immune infiltration score for each immune cell in each patient and normalized enrichment scores were used for subsequent analysis. The markers genes of immune cells were obtained from the work of Jérôme Galon et al. (22) (Table S2). The above is achieved by the R package GSVA (23).



Establishment of the Lasso-Cox Model

The process of establishing and verifying the PRIs model is displayed in Supplement Figure 1A. Firstly, a total of 300 patients of GSE62254 cohort included in the study were randomly assigned to a 1:1 training set and validation set. Secondly, the hazard ratio of PR of immune cells in the training set was calculated using the univariate cox proportional hazard regression model. Then Immune cells that were meaningful for univariate analysis in the training set are included in the penalized Cox regression model with least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) Cox regression model for ten-fold cross validations to select the most significant immune cells for PR (24). Finally, a PR-related immune model was constructed based on the immune cells.



ROC Curve

Receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC), area under the curve (AUC) and calibration curve were obtained using R packages “pROC” and “rms”.



KEGG Analysis Based on PRIs

Kyoto Gene and Genomic Encyclopedia (KEGG) analysis was used to determine the biological pathways in which genes associated with PRIs were significantly enriched. Pathways with adv. less than 0.5 were considered meaningful. The above is achieved by the R package clusterProfiler (25).



Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA)

GSEA v2.2.2 (http://www.broadinstitute.org/gsea) was used to investigate the biological difference between patients with high or low PRIs. C2:CP KEGG gene sets from MSigDB were used as the reference gene sets. All other parameters were set to default.



Construction and Validation of PRIs Related Nomogram

The PRIs and pStage with the stable value of predicting PR were used to construct the final nomogram. R package nomogramEx was used to calculate and plot. DCA was used to identify the clinical benefit of PRI-related nomogram.



Statistical Analysis

Continuous variables were analyzed using Student’s t-tests or nonparametric tests. Categorical variables were analyzed using Chi-squared tests or Fisher’s exact tests. R package survival and survminer was used for survival analysis. R package coxph was used for univariate and multivariate analyses. The ROC curve was plotted by R package survivalROC. All data were analyzed by SPSS and R software (http://www.r-project.org/). The results with P < 0.05 were considered statistically significant.




Results


Overview of Differential Patients’ Outcomes Between PR+ and PR- Patients in GSE62254 Cohort

In order to clarify the effect of PR on the overall survival (OS) and progression free survival (PFS) of gastric cancer patients after surgery, we verified it in GSE62254 cohort. 300 patients were divided into PR- and PR+ groups according to their PR status after surgery. As expected, patients in PR+ subgroup demonstrated a worse prognosis (Figure 1A) and a higher recurrence rate after surgery (Figure 1B).




Figure 1 | Association between PR status and patients’ outcomes. (A) for OS and (B) for PFS.





Immune Landscape and the TME Characteristics in GSE62254 Cohort

Immune cells infiltration status was calculated using R package “GSVA”. A total of 24 immune-related cells were included to evaluate the immune infiltration status of tumor tissues. Immune infiltration landscape and corresponding clinical parameters are shown in Figure 2A. As can be seen from the heatmap, patients with PR+ conducted different immune infiltration status from patients with PR-, and the infiltration abundance of different immune cells in the same patient is different. To better understand the relationship between various immune cells in gastric cancer tissues, we constructed a correlation analysis among the 24 immune cells (Figure 2B). The results showed that T cells, cytotoxic cells, helper T cells and CD8+T cells were highly correlated. There is also a high correlation between Th2 cells and Treg cells. Besides, Mast cells, eosinophils and IDC cells were highly correlated. Moreover, there is a high correlation between NK cells and Tem cells. Therefore, this suggests that they may be involved in the same biological behavior in the immune microenvironment of gastric cancer that promotes peritoneal recurrence of gastric cancer. In order to verify whether the immune infiltration status of patients with different PR status is different, we divided 24 immune cells into PR+ and PR- groups according to the PR status. As Figure 2C showed, 15 out of 24 immune cells presented different immune infiltration status between PR+ and PR- groups. Consistent with the results of Figure 2B, NK cell and Tem were consistently highly infiltration in PR+ patients, PR+ patients also possessed consistently lower Th2 and TReg cells infiltration, and consistently higher infiltration of mast cell, eosinophils and iDC. Then we verified the infiltration scores of 24 types of immune cells in PR+ and PR- groups in GSE15081, and the results were similarly (Supplement Figure 1B). This makes us realize that immune cells may play an important role in PR, and the infiltration of immune cells can reflect the PR of patients.




Figure 2 | Immune landscape of GC and the TME characteristics. (A) Unsupervised clustering of GC patients from the GSE62254 using ssGSEA score calculated from immune cells. (B) Correlation of the TME immune cells. (C) The Relative immune infiltration score of 24 immune cells between PR- and PR+ gastric tissues. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001, ****P < 0.0001, ns: no significance.





Feature Selection and Construction of PRIs Signature

First of all, all 300 patients in GSE62254 cohort were randomly divided into training cohort and validation cohort according to the ratio of 1 to 1. The survminer package in R software was used to calculate the optimal cutoff value for each immune cell in the training cohort (Table S3). Based on the cutoff, the Infiltration fraction score of each immune cell was valued as 0 or 1. Next, univariable analysis of the immune cells in the training cohort was performed to calculate the association between each immune cell and the risk of PR (Figure 3A). Finally, ten-fold cross validation LASSO Cox regression analysis was used to build a PR risk evaluation model (PRIs) in the training cohort using the immune cells associated with peritoneal recurrence (Figures 3B, C) and we constructed an PRIs formula:

	




Figure 3 | Construction and validation of PRIs signature. (A) Forest plots showing associations between different immune cells and PR risk in the training cohort. (B) LASSO coefficient profiles of the fractions of immune cells. (C) Parameter selection for tuning by 10-fold cross validation in the LASSO model. (D–F). PRIs measured by time-dependent receiver–operating characteristic (ROC) curves in the training cohort, validation cohort, entire cohort at 1, 3 and 5 years respectively. (G–I) KM-curve for patients with high and low PRIs in the training cohort, validation cohort, entire cohort respectively.



In the training cohort, the accuracy of PRIs was investigated at time points 2, 3, and 5 years and the AUC is 0.725,0.811,0.846 respectively (Figure 3D), while in the validation cohort is 0.676,0.726,0.750 respectively (Figure 3E). In all 300 patients, the AUC of PRIs at time points 2, 3, and 5 years is 0.689,0.762,0.793 respectively (Figure 3F). In addition, we further applied the obtained PRIs score formula to the external validation cohort, due to the limitation of the external validation cohort itself, we can only get the PR status at time point 3 years. ROC at time point 3 was 0.690, which shows that the PRIs has a significant stability (Supplement Figure 1C). According to the cutoff value (-0.508) obtained through the survminer package, the patients in the training cohort were divided into high and low PRIs groups. Patients with high PRIs accumulate more PR events and had a worse prognosis (Figure 3G). When applying the cutoff value to the validation cohort and all patients in GSE62254, the conclusion is consistent (Figures 3H, I).



Association Between PRIs and Clinicopathological Parameters

It has been reported that the specific clinical factors, including tumor size, histopathology of biopsy sample, and tumor morphology, were significantly correlated with peritoneal relapse. CA19-9, lymphocyte count and NLR were also predictive factors for peritoneal relapse (26), we further explored the association between PRIs and valuable clinicopathological parameters (Figure 4A). As we can see, most of the patients with EMT molecular subtype, diffuse type of Lauren classification or pSTAGE in stage III to IV were considered to be in the high PRIs group and these patients occurred PR more frequently. In the Alluvial diagram, we can more intuitively see that most EMT group patients are considered to be in high-risk group of PR (Figure 4B and Supplement Figure 1D). Moreover, patients possessed PR+ have higher PRIs in patients with EMT molecular subtype (Figure 4C). So more attention should be paid to patients with EMT molecular subtypes, especially these with high PRIs. Similarly, patients with pStage III, IV had a much higher proportion patients proportion that were considered to be at high risk (Figure 4D and Supplement Figure 1E). Further analysis of patients with pstage III and IV showed that patients possessed PR+ had higher PRIs (Figure 4E). The Log-rank text and Kaplan-Meier curves showed within pstage III (Figure 4G) and pstage IV (Figure 4H) patients, patients with high PRIs did occur more peritoneal recurrence. Patients with diffused subtype possessed higher PRIs than intestinal subtype (Figure 4F and Supplement Figure 1F). Within patients with diffused type (Figure 4I) and intestinal type (Figure 4J), peritoneal relapse did occur more frequently in patients with high PRIs. Overall, PRIs showed general applicability in different subgroups.




Figure 4 | Association between PRIs and clinicopathological parameters (A) Summarizing the distribution of PRIs, and clinical characteristics. (B) Alluvial diagram of PR status in groups with different ACRG subtypes and PRIs. (C) Box diagram of PRIs in PR+ and PR- crowd in patients with EMT molecular subtypes. (D) Box diagram of PRIs with different pStage groups. (E) Box diagram for the differences in PRIs among PR+ and PR- people in pStage III and IV. (F) Differences in PRIs among PR+ and PR- people with different lauren types. (G) KM-curve for patients with high and low PRIs in stage III. (H) KM-curve for patients with high and low PRIs in stage IV. (I) KM-curve for patients with high and low PRIs in diffuse subtype. (J) KM-curve for patients with high and low PRIs in intestinal subtype.





Pathway Enrichment Analysis Based on PRI

To elucidate the different biological characteristics between high risk and low risk patients, based on PRIs, we identified 214 genes with a spearman correlation with PRIs greater than 0.5 (Table S4), Further, the KEGG enrichment analysis, which was conducted by a cluster profile in R software, showed that the 214 genes were significantly enriched in MAPK signaling pathway, focal adhesion, cGMP-PKG signaling pathway, etc. (Figure 5A). In addition, visualized specifically enriched genes were presented in each KEGG term (Figures 5C, D). Next, we divided the patients into high and low groups according to PRIs for GSEA analysis, Focal adhesion and leukocyte transendothelial migration pathways were also enriched (Figure 5B). These results may demonstrate that focal adhesion and leukocyte transendothelial migration play a vital role in the occurrence of PR of GC. In order to explore whether immune cells can affect the activation of PR-related pathways, we further analyzed the relationship between the 10 PR-related immune cells and the 39 genes in the PR-related pathways obtained from Figure 5D. As shown in Figure 5E, DC, Mast cell, Tgd and T helper cell possessed strong positive correlation with most genes, while NK.CD56dim cells, Tregs, Th2 cells possessed strong negative correlation with these genes. This indicates that in the microenvironment of gastric cancer tumors, immune cells may regulate PR of gastric cancer by affecting the expression of these genes.




Figure 5 | Pathway enrichment analysis based on PRIs. (A) Genes with spearman correlation for PRIs greater than 0.5 were used for KEGG analysis. These genes enriched in KEGG pathways “MAPK signaling pathway,” “Focal adhesion,” “cGMP-PKG signaling pathway,” and “Fas signaling pathway,” etc. Fold enrichment of each KEGG term is indicated by the x-axis and bar color. (B) GSEA terms that are significantly enriched in GSE62254 cohort. “KEGG_ECM_RECEPTOR_INTERACTION”,”KEGG_FOCAL_ADHESION”, “KEGG_LEUKOCYTE_TRANSENDOTHELIAL_MIGRATION”, “KEGG_MISMATCH_REPAIR”,”KEGG_NOTCH_SIGNALING_PATHWAY,” and “KEGG_TGB_BETA_SIGNALING_PATHWAY” was significantly enriched. (C) Hierarchical clustering of gene expression profiles of each KEGG pathways. (D) Chord plots show the relationship between genes and the KEGG pathways. (E) Correlation between the PR-related immune cells and genes in the KEGG pathways. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01.





Development and Validation of PRIs-Related Nomogram

In order to provide patients with more accurate prediction of PR, we included PRIs and clinical parameters with predictive value for PR in univariate analysis into multivariate analysis. The results showed that both in the internal training cohort and the internal validation cohort, only PRIs and pStage have stable predictive effect (Table 1 and Table S5). Taking the principle of simple for patient measurement into account, our subsequent studies had excluded other clinical parameters. Based on PRIs and pStage, we constructed a PR nomogram (Figure 6A). The calibration curve shows that nomogram has stable predictive value at the time point of 1 year, 3 years and 5 years (Figures 6B–D). The DCA curve showed that combining PRIs and pStage can better provide medical decisions for patients (Figure 6E).


Table 1 | Univariate and multivariate Cox analysis among PRIs and clinical features in training cohort.






Figure 6 | Development and Validation of the PRIs-related Nomogram (A) The peritoneal relapse related nomogram based on two predictors include PRIs and pStage. Each factor corresponds to its own score, and each score is added to obtain a total score. The total scores in 1-year, 3-year, 5-year PR probability represent the peritoneal relapse possibility within 1-year, 3-year and 5-year. (B–D) Calibration curve at the year of 1,3,5. The calibration curve describes the calibration of the fitting model according to the consistency between the predicted peritoneal relapse risk and the actual observations. The X axis represents the predicted peritoneal relapse risk, and the y axis represents the actual peritoneal relapse rate. Solid blue lines indicate the performance of nomogram. (E) Decision curve analysis for the PRIs-related nomogram. The Y axis measures net benefit. The blue line, yellow line, red line represent the PRIs-nomogram, pStage and PRIs separately, green line represents the assumption that all patients occurred peritoneal relapse, and the black line at the bottom represents the assumption that no patient occurred peritoneal relapse. The proportion of all false positive patients was subtracted from the proportion of true positive patients, and the net benefit was calculated by weighting the relative harm of abandoning treatment and the negative consequences of unnecessary treatment. Relative damage is calculated in terms of Pt/(1-Pt). Pt means that the expected benefit of treatment is equal to the expected benefit of avoiding treatment, at this point, the patient will choose treatment. The decision curve shows that even if the threshold probability of the patient or doctor is really small, using the PRIs nomogram in this study to predict peritoneal relapse brings more benefits than other methods.





Potential of PRIs as an Indicator of Immunotherapy Response in Patients With GC

Previous studies have shown that immune checkpoint inhibitory (ICI) genes and immunomodulatory genes can regulate immune infiltration. We further compared the expression patterns of ICI genes (TIM-3, PD-L1 and CTLA-4) and immunomodulatory gene (IL6, IL10, TGFB1) in patients with different PRIs stratification to reveal the complex crosstalk. Compared with patients with low PRIs, patients with high PRIs tend to express high ICI genes and immunomodulatory genes (Supplement Figure 1G). This trend further proves that the higher expression of ICI genes and immunomodulatory genes may be associated with frequent peritoneal recurrence in patients with gastric cancer and PRIs can serve as an indicator of immunotherapy response.




Discussion

The presence of PR is related to poor prognosis in patients with GC. Although conventional imaging techniques have been applied to assess the metastasis, variation of sensitivity and specificity leads to limitation. Computed tomography (CT) is currently the primary imaging modality with a relatively low sensitivity for peritoneal metastasis of GC (27). Endoscopic ultrasonography (EUS) is invasive, highly operator-dependent and has a low detection rate of distant metastasis (28). The continuous technical improvements have shown that it can enhance high contrast resolution and characteristic soft-tissue of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), especially the diagnostic value of small liver metastases (≤10mm) and peritoneal implantation (29–31). However, MRI is usually associated with higher costs, longer acquisition time and a lower robustness with no major oncology guidelines to recommend preoperative evaluation of GC (32–35). In contrast, the predictive value of 18F FDG PET/CT was high in several metastasis from GC including peritoneal metastasis, however, its limited usability and high costs would only make PET an alternative imaging modality (36). Besides, the peritoneal metastasis associated with serum biomarker, including CEA, CA125, CA199 and CA724 could only suggest the potential of metastasis with low specificity (37). Overall, a predictive approach or model for the PR risk after curative surgery of GC is urgently needed, making decision for the convenient scheme and dosage for GC patients with high risk of PR.

Multiple types of immune cells in TME promote tumor metastasis, either because they establish an immunosuppressive microenvironment within primary lesions or because they contribute to conditioning the pre-metastatic niche (38). These include Treg cells, myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) (39), conventional CD11b+Ly6G+ neutrophils (40, 41) as well as macrophages (42). Instead, CD8+ T cells could directly suppress peritoneal metastasis by secreting cytokines including IFN-γ and GZMB (43–45), and Th1 CD4+ T cells T cells indirectly suppress metastasis by preventing vessel normalization (46). While Ly6G-neutrophils (47) and NK cells (48, 49) could develop innate anti-metastatic effects. Considering that recurrence and metastasis are the key factors affecting OS of patients with GC, several predictive models based on tumor- infiltration immune cells scores have been established to quantify the immune contexture and provide a statistical parameter for the prognosis of GC patients (16, 18, 19, 50). However, insufficient attention has been paid to the direct prediction of highly malignant event of PR for patients with GC.

Then, we established the PR risk immune predictive model (PRIs) of GC using LASSO-Cox regression algorithm (24). To the best of our knowledge, this study was the first bioinformatics model to predict the risk of PR for GC patients after surgical surgery. The final formula of the PRIs was composed of 10 types of immune cells including Th2 cells, mast cells, DCs, NK.CD56dim cells, Tregs, Tgd, Th17 cells, Neutrophils, αDCs and T helper cells. Similar to the previous research, CD56dim NK cells and neutrophils could directly exert the function of preventing PR (47–49, 51, 52). Besides, αDCs, as the important cells processing and presenting antigens to T cells (53), could elevate IL-1β and decreased IL-10 production to affect the metastatic ability of GC cells further (54–56). Zhao et al. reported a positive feedback that effects through TGFβ1 and IL-9 allowing cross-talk between Tregs and mast cells recently (57). The cross-talk suggests the underlying mechanism of nodes metastasis mediated by mast cells, which is in line with the findings of a previous study and ours (58). However, some inconsistency inevitably exists in this study, such as the suppressive roles of Tregs, Th2 and Th17 cells on PR (53, 59–61). The possible explanation is that CD4+ T helper cells are complex and heterogeneous at different developmental stages in GC (62). In the immune response, different subsets of CD4+ T helper cells communicate with other immune cells in TME to regulate the metastasis of GC, so the dynamic process and procedure may have effect on the multiple roles of T helper cells. Hence, to some extent, the integrated analysis of TME may better elucidate comprehensive interactions between the clinical characteristics of GC and infiltrating immune cells. With the help of ssGSEA algorithms, the results showed the PR risk of patients with high PRIs was higher than that of patients with low PRIs. Importantly, multivariate analysis demonstrated that PRIs was an independent predictor for PR, which was also verified by the nomogram integrated of PRIs, pStage and other clinical parameters. These results not only effectively certificated the efficacy and accuracy of our proposed immune predictive model, but also revealed the potential biological relationship between PR and immune infiltration landscape in GC.

We also uncovered a significant difference regarding the PRIs value in GC molecular subtypes and Lauren classification, with a higher value in the EMT subtype and diffuse type than other subtypes. Interestingly, it was also found that most patients with EMT subtype were allocated to the high risk subgroup with a higher percentage of relapse to peritoneum. Besides, the PRIs value was significantly higher in the III-IV pstage GC patients, and the PR subgroup in the III-IV pstage patients indeed had a higher PRIs. In addition, the Kaplan-Meier survival analysis showed a significantly better PR-free survival curve for patients with III stage and non-diffuse type than those with IV stage and diffuse type. Therefore, the results of biological function and clinical significance based on our PRIs value were basically consistent with the expert consensus (37). suggesting that our methodology to evaluate the risk of PR is a more predictive biomarker of gastric cancer.

Since the high-throughput sequence technology has been well improved currently, we further investigated the gene and pathway enrichment for in-depth understanding the underlying mechanism of our results. In previous researches, a large number of studies have elucidated the MAPK signaling, focal adhesion pathway, cGMP-PKG signaling pathway and etc. were closely or partially related to peritoneal metastasis of GC (63–67). Similar to the findings, the present study observed that 214 genes positively associated with PRIs enriched mainly in MAPK and focal adhesion pathway (Figure 5A), suggesting the major role of these two pathways taking on the peritoneal relapse of GC. Consistent with the results of our team before, several key molecules responsible for focal adhesion, including the family of integrin receptors and caveolin-1 (CAV-1) (68–70), involved in the peritoneal metastasis of GC, which were also shown in Figure 5D. Furthermore, by applying GSEA pathway enrichment, we also demonstrated the focal adhesion pathway, ECM receptor interaction, leukocyte transendothelial migration and TGF-β signaling pathway enriched almost in the patients with high PRIs (Figure 5B). In line with our findings, a previous research has indicated that peritoneal fibrosis induced by TGF-β provide a favorable environment for the dissemination of gastric cancer cells (67). In addition, the impaired cell-cell adhesion and enhanced cell-extracellular matrix (ECM) adhesion due to ECM remodeling and accumulation, has been recognized as an advancing factor of GC metastasis (71). This resource may offer mechanistic insights into the peritoneal metastasis of GC, suggesting the complex process is not only related to alteration of adhesive protein of tumors, but is also associated with microenvironment around the malignant tumor cells.

In particularly, patients with higher PRIs have higher expression levels of ICI genes (TIM-3, PD-L1 and CTLA-4). However, it is still controversial that PD-L1 expression is a favorable or adverse prognostic factor in GC according to previous researches (72–77). As illustrated before, TGF-β, IL-6, IL-10 and TIM3 could directly or indirectly promote EMT or peritoneal metastasis which was in line with our findings (78, 79), and it is reasonable to speculate that antibodies targeting these molecules may be a preferable choice for PR high risk subgroup. In fact, the experimental results have indicated the effect of anti-TIM-3 on the TME in variety tumors. A recent study illustrated the percentage of IFN-γ producing CD8+ T cells increased following anti-Tim-3 treatment to MC38 tumor bearing C57B6 mice, suggesting the enhancement of CD8+ T cell function in TME (80). Moreover, extensive data in preclinical tumor models and on-going I/II phase clinical trials in multiple tumors have shown the restoration of anti-tumor immunity by targeting Tim-3 (81), especially in combination with PD-1 blockade (82–84). Hence, based on our analysis about expression of immune related genes, emerging role of ICIs on application in the patients with GC, especially for the ones with high PR risk, are warranted to explore in the future.

Nevertheless, there are a few limitations that should be acknowledged. First, the study was based on publicly available datasets, and it was not possible to obtain the complete clinicopathologic parameters. This indicates the possibility that some patients with acute infection or immune system disorders, were inevitably included in this study. Ideally, such patients should have been excluded. Second, the public datasets in this study were based on two different platforms, though the RMA express were normalized, caution should be exerted when applying the conclusion of this study to samples tested using platforms other than GPL96 or GPL570. Finally, as all patients in the study were collected retrospectively, the potential bias due to unbalanced clinic characteristics with treatment heterogeneity could not be ignored. Thus, the results of our study should be validated in a prospective cohort of patients further.

In conclusion, this study illustrates the utility of immune cells infiltration in the prediction of PR of gastric cancer after surgery. The proposed PRIs model might provide more clinical information for shedding light on the improvement of personalized management of GC patients.
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Interleukin-35 (IL-35) is a heterodimeric cytokine composed of Epstein-Barr virus-induced gene 3 (EBI3) and IL-12p35 that has recently been shown to play diverse and important roles in the tumor microenvironment (TME). Owing to its immunosuppressive activity and ability to promote tumor growth and progression, IL-35 is widely recognized as a key mediator of TME status. Immune cells are key mediators of diverse tumor-related phenotypes, and immunosuppressive cytokines such as IL-35 can promote tumor growth and metastasis in TME. These influences should be considered together. Since tumor immunotherapy based on immune checkpoint blockade remains ineffective in many patients due to tumoral resistance, a new target or efficacy enhancing factor is urgently needed. Suppressing IL-35 production and activity has been demonstrated as an effective factor that inhibits tumor cells viability, and further investigation of this cytokine is warranted. However, the mechanistic basis for IL-35-mediated regulation of immune cells in the TME remains to be fully clarified. In the present review, we explore the roles of IL-35 in regulating immune cells within the TME. In addition, we highlight IL-35 as a specific immunological target and discuss its possible relevance in the context of immunotherapy. Lastly, we sought to summarize potential future research directions that may guide the advancement of current understanding regarding the role of this important cytokine as a regulator of oncogenesis.
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Introduction

The tumor microenvironment (TME) is a primary mediator of tumor progression, and its immunosuppressive characteristics represent a significant obstacle to solid tumor immunotherapy. The TME is composed of extracellular matrix (ECM) and non-malignant stromal cells (1). Tumor cells can readily respond to external factors and interact in a dynamic fashion with other cells within the TME (2), and the cells and cytokines within this environment can profoundly impact immune cell infiltration and proliferation and reduces the anti-cancer activity of endogenous tumor-infiltrating immune cells. Tumor-infiltrating immune cells are closely linked to tumor proliferation, angiogenesis, and metastasis (3, 4), with growth factors, chemokines, and matrix-degrading enzymes derived from these cells being conducive to aggressive tumor growth and immune responses (5–7). Immune checkpoint blockade (ICB) therapies are now used to clinically treat a range of advanced cancer types, and enhancing immune cell activation represents a novel approach to killing tumor cells (8–10). In addition, tumor cells can suppress immune responses to thereby evade detection and clearance through mechanisms including immunosuppressive regulatory cell recruitment and/or the production of inhibitory cytokines (11).

Interleukin-35 (IL-35) is an IL-12 family cytokine (12), with other members of these family consisting of heterodimeric combinations of α (p40 and EBI3) and β (p19, p28 and p35) chain subunits, including IL-12 (p35 and p40), IL-23 (p19 and p40), IL-27 (p28 and EBI3), IL-35 (p35 and EBI3), and the newly discovered member IL-39 (IL-23p19 and EBI3) (13, 14). Unlike other IL-12 family members, IL-35 has been shown to exhibit immunosuppressive activity (15). First identified by Collison et al. (16), IL-35 has since been shown to be an important regulator of tumor progression owing to its ability to drive the establishment of an immunosuppressive microenvironment (15, 17, 18). IL-35 expression within the TME can promote primary tumor cell growth and metastatic colonization at a secondary site (19, 20), signaling through a receptor composed of gp130 and IL-12Rβ2 to induce downstream Ebi3 and IL-12a transcription and the activation of a classical JAK-STAT signaling pathway (15, 21). STAT1 phosphorylation occurs upon IL-35 binding to gp130, whereas STAT4 phosphorylation occurs upon IL-35 binding to IL-12Rβ2 (22). IL-35 exert immunosuppressive action through STAT1/STAT4 in T cells and STAT1 in B cells (23, 24). IL-35 is a cytokine that is responsible for immune system maintenance and for this inhibition of immune responses, functioning by promoting the expansion of regulatory T cells (Tregs) and regulatory B cells (Bregs) while simultaneously suppressing effector T cells, Th1 cells, Th17 cells, and macrophages (25). IL-35 can control the activity of immune cells within the TME, and these cells can, in turn, regulate local IL-35 expression and function (8, 15). For example, Tregs and Bregs produce IL-35 to regulate the immune response and to facilitate tumor growth by constraining the activation of innate and adaptive immune cells (26, 27). In this review, we explore the association between IL-35 and immune cells in the TME in order to demonstrate the broad applicability of IL-35 in tumor immunology.



The Role of IL-35 in Promoting Tumor Growth in the TME

IL-35 has been shown to play an essential role in development of benign and malignant tumors, including hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC), advanced breast cancer (BRCA), pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC), nonsmall cell lung cancer (NSCLC), and prostate carcinoma (PCA) (19, 20, 28, 29). Previously, Collison et al. proved that IL-35 was mainly produced by Tregs, and the expression of IL-35 in tumor cells has been gradually confirmed by Western Blot (WB) and RT-PCR analysis in recent years (19, 23). Zhu et al. found that rIL-35 can enhances malignant biological behavior of RM−1 cells in vitro compared with IL-35 neutralizing antibody treatment (19). In vivo, IL-35 has been demonstrated to promote tumor growth, progression and metastasis by enhancing the secretion of other cytokines, such as IL-6 and G-CSF (granulocyte colony stimulating factor) (30). Liu et al. confirmed that IL-35 also inhibit several cytokines including IFN-γ to achieve pro-tumor effect (31). Accumulated data indicated that IL-35 can participate in the interactions between malignant tumor cells and the surrounding immune cells in the TME, inducing an immunosuppressive environment and constraining the engagement of effective anti-tumor immune responses (32). As multiple IL-35+ immune cell types like M1-TAMs and DCs have been discovered and isolated, current evidence indicates that tumor-derived IL-35 has been widely implicated in pro-tumorigenic properties of different cellular contexts, likely via suppressing tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) infiltration and effector cell proliferation (20, 32, 33). Overall, IL-35 produced by the malignant tumor cells as well as surrounding stromal cells contributes to immunosuppression within the tumor microenvironment thereby supports sustained tumor growth and metastasis.



IL-35 and Immune Cells in the TME

TME consist of functional altered stromal cells [cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAFs), vascular endothelial cell (VEC)], myeloid populations [dendritic cells, macrophages, and myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs)], and TILs [T cells, B cells, monocytes, tumor-associated neutrophils (TANs) and natural killer (NK) cells)]. In early 2016, Pylayeva-Gupta et al. have mentioned that one of the IL-35 receptors, gp130, has been found on multiple immune cell types and the potential role of IL-35 was conceived through association involving tumor and stromal cells (34). In addition to the widespread expression of IL-35, immune cells are the main producers of IL-35 compared with tumor cells. While previous articles regarded Tregs or iTr35 cells as significant IL-35 producers (Collison et al.), IL-35 is also secreted by B cells, DCs, endothelial cells and macrophages (16, 35). In addition, NK cells, Tans, monocytes and MDSCs can also participate in bidirectional interactions between IL-35 and immune cells above (36). At the same time, IL-35 is involved in the myeloid cells recruitment and suppress differentiation of anti-tumor cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs), NK cells and other effector immune cells at the tumor site (36, 37).


Interactions Between IL-35 and T Cells in the TME

T cell interactions with tumor cells in the TME has the potential to result in T cell activation and spontaneous anti-tumor immunity (38). IL-35 can influence the transcription and expression of T cell immune response-related differentially expressed genes in tumor tissues (31), but the immunosuppressive activity of this cytokine is primarily attributable to its inhibition of CD4+ and CD8+T cells and of anti-tumor immune responses (Figure 1) (39). IL-35 derived from Tregs within tumors can induce CD4+and CD8+ T cell exhaustion, reducing their effector functionality and impairing the generation of CTLs (31, 40). However, IL-35 does not directly suppress these CTLs, instead downregulating the costimulatory molecule CD28 on the surface of immature CD8+ T cells and thereby interfering with their ability to differentiate into anti-tumor CTLs. IL-35 can also disrupt Th1 cell activation to suppress differentiated anti-tumor CTL activity (41). IL-35 does not alter the survival of the A549 ADC cell line or the H520 SCC cell line cultured with IL-35, suggesting that the immunosuppressive functions of IL-35 necessitate the presence of the TME in vivo, as this cytokine does not seem to influence tumor cells in vitro (39). Together, these results suggest that IL-35 can suppress the activation of tumor-infiltrating T cells and anti-tumor CTLs, specifically promoting tumor development within the TME (31, 39, 41).




Figure 1 | The anti- and pro-tumor effects of T-cell subsets in response to IL-35. Recent insight into the biology of IL-35 suggests that it can both suppress naive T cells (Tconv cells) and convert these naive Tconv cells into strongly suppressive induced Treg cells (iTr35 cells). Through a positive feedback loop associated with the expression of IL-35, Treg cells can inhibit the differentiation of CD4+ T cells into Th17 and Th1 cells. In addition, IL-35 is dispensable for the control of CD8+ T cells, and IL-3- dependent transcription signal depletion as well as the inhibitory receptor activation of CD8+ T cells play key roles in reducing CTL effector functions, which are critical for cellular anti-tumor responses. Given its broad immunoregulatory properties and its pro-tumor functions, IL-35 represents an important functional cytokine for Tregs that is secreted by multiple immunosuppressive cell subsets.



Tregs are key immunomodulatory cells within the TME, wherein the control tumor growth, migration, and local immunity (42, 43). Tregs have been shown to secrete both IL-10 and IL-35 (16, 44), and are present within tumor-draining lymph nodes wherein they can be stratified into Treg subsets secreting either IL-10 or IL-35. Cooperation between these two cytokines can drive conventional T cell failure and BLIMP1 upregulation-mediated transcriptional signal depletion in tumor-infiltrating CD8+T cell (45, 46). IL-35 can influence the function of T cells by modulating their expression of inhibitory cell surface receptors (IRs) and their ability to secrete effective cytokines (31). Inhibitory receptors including CTLA4 (cytotoxic T lymphocyte-associated protein 4), PD-1 (programmed cell death ligand 1 or CD279), Tim-3 (T-cell immunoglobulin and mucin-domain containing 3), and LAG-3 (lymphocyte activation 3) have been identified as hallmarks of dysfunctional T cells (47). IL-35 can specifically increase the expression of these receptors on CD4 and CD8+ tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) within the TME, thereby depleting local T cells (45, 46). Tregs can also convert between the expression of IL-10 and IL-35, enabling them to adapt to the dynamic TME (40). Conventional T cells can differentiate into Tregs in response to IL-35-mediated STAT1/STAT3 signaling, yielding so-called iTr35 cells (48), which can mediate the relationship between IL-35 and tumor cells in TME, accelerating tumor cell growth and metastasis (22, 28). In addition, iTR35-derived IL-35 can drive the differentiation of other Tregs towards an iTr35 phenotype, creating a positive feedback loop that can control TME activity over extended periods of time (48, 49). Notch signaling blockade can also alleviate the inhibitory functions of purified Tregs from gastric carcinoma patients, which can increase the secretion of IL-35, confirming the close feedback relationship between IL-35 and Tregs (50).

Intriguingly, IL-35 improve anti-tumor activity via the WNT/β-catenin pathway, suggesting that IL-35 plays distinct roles in different signaling pathways (51). The activation of the β-catenin pathway has recently been shown to be associated with most human tumors exhibiting spontaneous T cell infiltration (52). β-catenin maintains Treg function and contributes to regulated IL-10 production within the TME, and its expression is inhibited by IL-35 (53–55). Overexpressing IL-35 inhibits colon cancer cell migration, invasion, proliferation, and colony formation by suppressing this β-catenin pathway (51). The WNT/β-catenin pathway may thus represent a novel mechanism whereby IL-35 can influence tumor progression, highlighting this as an additional avenue for the study of IL-35 use in the context of tumor immunotherapy.



Interactions Between IL-35 and B Cells in the TME

The role of B cells within the TME remains a matter of controversy, with some evidence suggesting that these cells can promote or inhibit tumor progression via a range of immunomodulatory mechanisms (8, 56). B cells are known to regulate immunity by producing specific antibodies, forming antibody-antigen complexes, secreting cytokines, and serving as antigen-presenting cells to promote cytotoxic T cell responses (57, 58). Tumor-infiltrating B cells in the TME have been shown to promote tumor progression through interactions with macrophages, MDSCs, and other immune cells by secreting cytokines such as IL-10, TGF-β, and IL-35 (56, 59). B cells also exhibit distinct phenotypes under different TME conditions, with Bregs being a recently identified B cell subtype exhibiting immunosuppressive functions (60, 61). Much like Tregs, Breg recruitment can result in the modulation of local cellular responses through the production of IL-35 and other regulatory cytokines (62). In mouse models of breast cancer, Bregs induce T cell differentiation into Tregs and thereby accelerate tumor growth and lung metastasis (63).

Several early studies of Breg-like cells that produce IL-10 (B10 cells) were conducted, underscoring the regulatory roles of these cells in a range of different tissues and immunological contexts (64, 65). However, recent evidence suggests that IL-35 is a key Breg cytokine that can drive conventional B cells and B10 cells towards an IL-35-producing B cell (i35-Breg) phenotype (57, 66). In the TME associated with gastric and pancreatic tumors, these i35-Bregs are significantly more abundant and can promote tumor progression (Figure 2) (37, 67). In pancreatic tumors, inhibition of the Bruton’s tyrosine kinase (BTK) signaling pathway reduces IL-35 and IL-10 expression and decreases i35-Breg cell function, suppressing tumor cell growth (67). Wang et al. determined that numbers of i35-Bregs were significantly increased in those with advanced gastric cancer, and found that the amount of these cells was associated with quantities of Tregs, MDSCs, B10 cells, and CD14+ monocytes in the patients (37). As a specific B cell subtype, i35-Bregs can regulate other stromal cells within the TME including effector T cells, tumor-infiltrating MDSCs, NK cells, and macrophages (35, 37). As the specific molecular markers of Bregs are unclear, however, future in-depth analyses of IL-35 and Bregs are required to understand the immunological effects of i35-Bregs (37, 62).




Figure 2 | Interactions between IL-35 and other immune cells in TME. IL-35 regulates the activity of immune cells in the tumor microenvironment, and is mainly produced by Bregs, DCs, NK cells, TAMs, MDSC, and N2 neutrophils. Much like the differentiation of Treg cells, IL-35 can convert Bregs to an active subset (I35-Bregs) which secrete IL-35 to promote tumor growth. With increased inhibitory receptor expression and T cell depletion, IL-35+ DCs can slow primary tumor growth rates, unlike other IL-35+ immune cells. Furthermore, IL-35 mediates diverse functions in NK cells and is obligatory for promoting the early NK cell-mediated responses to enhance primary anti-tumor immunity. TAMs, MDSCs, and N2 cells recruited by IL-35 can similarly potentiate primary tumor growth and metastatic colonization in the tumor microenvironment.





Interactions Between IL-35 and Dendritic Cells in the TME

Dendritic cells (DCs) are key professional antigen-presenting cells (APCs) that promote antitumor immune responses by regulating T cell activation and proliferation, modulating immunological homeostasis within the TME. The migration of activated DCs into lymphatics can efficiently present antigens to T cells (68). DCs play a critical role in the initial activation of antitumor immunity by serving as an essential interface between antigen-independent innate immunity and antigen-specific adaptive immunity (69). Restoring the antigen-presenting activity of DCs thus represents an important approach to achieving efficacious tumor immunotherapy outcomes (69, 70). Seyerl et al. were the first to show that human rhinovirus-activated DCs (R-DCs) produced IL-35, driving CD4+ T cell development into ITR35 cells (33). DCs have also been shown to markedly upregulate IL-35 in response to lipopolysaccharide (LPS) stimulation, and there is evidence that IL-35 can suppress such LPS-triggered DC maturation and can influence the ability of DCs to produce factors including IL-10 and TGF-β (71, 72). IL-35+ DCs and interacting T cells enrich P35 and Ebi3 expression, and mice vaccinated using IL-35+ DCs exhibit enhanced tumor growth and reductions in T cells within the TME, consistent with the ability of this cytokine to constrain intratumoral immune responses (73, 74). Cytokine-induced killer (CIK) cells, a type of MHC-unrestricted CD3+CD56+ cytotoxic T lymphocytes, have also been found to exhibit anti-tumor activity as an immunotherapy target in certain malignancies (75, 76). Tregs and IL-35 levels increase in a time-dependent fashion in the context of CIK cell production, whereas DCs can inhibit such increases and enhance CIK cell cytotoxicity (77). As dendritic cell (DC)-CIK-mediated immunotherapy is an effective method for adoptive cell therapy, the potential role of IL-35 in combined CIK/DC-CIK therapy and chemotherapy warrants additional consideration (78, 79). IL-35 can also convert immunogenic CD8α-DCs into tolerogenic DCs. Such tolerance-induced DCs (TolDCs) also express IL-12p35 and Ebi3, and can upregulate Ebi3 and IL-12p35 when stimulated with IFN-γ, LPS, or CD40L (71). Such TolDCs may thus represent an important focus for future studies of interactions between IL-35 and DCs. Arginase-1 (Arg1) is a metabolic enzyme specifically expressed by DCs that functions as an immune checkpoint molecule associated with tumor immune escape, and it is also a downstream effector of IL-35 (39, 77). Downregulation of IL-35 within the TME can inhibit Arg1 expression and immunomodulatory activity, inducing immune escape and tumorigenesis (77).



Interactions Between IL-35 and Macrophages in the TME

Macrophages are among to most abundant immune cells within the TME, and they are broadly classified into the inflammatory, classically-activated M1 subtype and the pro-tumorigenic, alternatively-activated M2 subtype, which are referred to as tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs). TAMs, together with DCs, are members of APC populations in the TME and play important roles in tumor growth and progression, depending on their relative M1 or M2 polarization, respectively (80, 81). Relative to metastatic tumors, M2 markers are less abundant within primary tumors, wherein macrophages exhibit distinct activity. EBI3 and IL-12a, two subunits of IL-35, have been shown to be highly expressed in metastatic tumor-associated TAMs together. M2 cells in both humans and animal models express the IL-35 EBI3 subunit, which promotes macrophage differentiation, survival, and recruitment into the TME and maintains M2-like TAM cell functionality (20, 39, 82). Recruited by IL-35 from PDAC cells, macrophage express CXCL1 and CXCL8 to promote angiogenesis (83). Deletion of EBI3(EBI3L/L-Tom) induced a decrease of M1-TAM population, while Sawant et al. observed a comparable advancement of it in IL-10-deficient mice (IL-10L/L) (46). The biological interaction between IL-35 and M2 is also affected by some factors. IL-35 of M2 macrophages was suppressed by NRP1 expression in Stomach Adenocarcinoma (STAD), and the expressed cytokine was served as a major signal in the immune suppression mechanism of STAD (84). In the context of NSCLC, Heim et al. found that increased Arg1 mRNA expression was positively correlated with levels of IL-35+ M2 cells and Tregs, whereas TNF-α expression fell as IL-35 expression increased. This suggests that IL-35+ M2 cells produce Arg1 mRNA to induce or attract the production of iTr35 cells, thereby driving IL-35 production and associated responses (39). The number of CD68+ macrophages in tumors has also been shown to decline and to be positively correlated with IL-35 levels in normal tissue, suggesting that there may be a distinct subset of macrophages expressing IL-35 within the TME (39). TAMs within primary tumors mainly secrete TNF-α to induce the process of epithelial-mesenchymal transition (EMT) which is an indispensable process that enhances the migratory and invasive abilities of tumor cells (20, 85). At metastatic sites, in contrast, TAMs produce IL-35 to reverse the EMT by activating JAK2-STAT6, GATA3, and other signaling pathways, thereby facilitating metastatic tissue colonization (20). Such TAM-mediated activity is believed to be a primary driver of NSCLC metastatic colonization of distal tissue sites (20).



Interactions Between IL-35 and Endothelial Cells/Monocytes in the TME

Angiogenesis, this process of tumor vascular growth is an inevitable program of tumor progression in the TME. It can promote the proliferation of epithelial cells by releasing several immunosuppressive cytokines and angiogenic growth factors. While secreted by endothelial cells and monocytes to less extent, the key role of IL-35 in angiogenesis should not be ignored. Wang et al. established a J558 mouse model and determined that IL-35 can induce the expression of CD31 and vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), inducing angiogenesis and endothelial cell activation (86).IL-35 also facilitates PDAC endothelial adhesion and transendothelial migration in vitro via the endothelial adhesion molecule, ICAM1 (29). With establishing a model system similar to the TME, Liao et al. confirmed that IL-35 from tumor cells, Tregs, and MDSCs promote the secretion of VEGF to attracts endothelial cells. In addition, monocytes are central players in angiogenesis and the source of pro-angiogenic cytokines. In early 2018, Huang et al. discovered that IL-35 increased the recruitment of monocytes to promote PDAC progression and monocyte-induced angiogenesis through IL-35-CXCL5 axis (C-C motif chemokine ligand 5) by RNA-seq and immunohistochemical analyses in xenograft mouse models (83). In PDAC samples from patients, they measured markers that can reflect the expression level of IL-35, such mRNA and protein. Not unexpectedly, the markers correlated with microvessel density and infiltration of monocyte lineage cells (83). Subsequently, Wang et al. identified that numbers of i35-Bregs were remarkably increased with the accumulation of CD14+ monocytes (37). Moreover, IL-35 suppressed CD14+ monocytes induced naive CD4+ T cell activation and the production of TNF-α and granzyme B, inhibiting cytotoxicity of them, whereas this effect has not been reported in TME (87). Further studies are needed to elucidate that function of IL-35 in the complex role of endothelial cells and monocytes during the angiogenesis in the TME.



Interactions Between IL-35 and Other Immune Cells in the TME

Prior studies have explored the interactions between IL-35 and other intratumoral immune cell populations not discussed above, such as neutrophils, MDSCs, and NK cells (88–90), although more research on these interactions is warranted. Anti-tumorigenic N1 neutrophils and pro-tumorigenic N2 neutrophils are two different subsets of neutrophils identified in previous studies (91). IL-35 has been shown to promote N2 neutrophil polarization by increasing G-CSF and IL-6 production, thereby enhancing the ability of these N2 cells to promote angiogenesis and to suppress immune responses, thereby enabling invasion of N2 cells into tumor tissue (30). MDSCs within the TME can secrete a range of immunosuppressive factors including IL-35, and in PCA model mice, high IL-35 levels were associated with increases in MDSC and Treg levels and reductions in CD4+ and CD8+ T cell frequencies within the spleen, blood, and TME, and with alterations in tumor growth, metastasis, and worse survival outcomes (19). Moreover, tumor-cell derived IL-35 was reported to promote tumor growth and angiogenesis through the enhancement of myeloid cell accumulation in the TME (92, 93). NK cells are important mediators of anti-tumor immune responses, and cytokines including IL-35, IL-12, IL-23, and IL-27 can modulate DC, macrophage, and NK cell functionality to directly and indirectly control NK cell immune responses (36, 94). While the mechanistic basis for these interactions remains to be clarified, there is clear evidence that IL-35 is likely to regulate a range of immune cell functions within the TME.




Exploration of IL-35 and PD-1/PD-L1 in Cancer Immunotherapy

Programmed cell death protein 1 or its ligand (PD-1/PD-L1) are both important regulators of the TME (95, 96), and the emergence of antibody-based ICB therapies against PD-1/PD-L1 has led to an improved immunotherapy method of several cancer types (97). However, these treatments are effective only in a minority of cancer patients. In the present study, scholars sought to address those issues, and the interaction between IL-35 and PD-1/PD-L1 discovered by animal models or clinical samples may be a potential solution of it. Through Treg-restricted deletion of Ebi3 (subunit of IL-35), Turnis et al. originally demonstrated that IL-35 in tumor-infiltrating Treg cells can promote expression of PD-1 on the surface of the B16 tumor model T cells, leading to exhaustion of them (32). Sawant et al. similarly produced a loss of Treg cell-derived IL-10 or IL-35 model mice and observed a comparable reduction of PD-L1 expression to confirm that these cytokines can drive coordinated conventional T cell failure up regulating expression of PD-1. Yang et al. proved that IL-35 also stimulates PD-1 in peripheral CD8+T cells in addition to tumor-infiltrating CD8+T cells in HCC (98), and Dong et al. pointed-out that PD-L1 promotes the expansion of regulatory T cells and recruit more IL-35 in the TME, leading to AML cell proliferation (99). The connection between IL-35 and PD-1/PD-L1+ non-T cells was also found beyond PD-1/PD-L1+ T cells. Takahashi noticed that depletion of IL-35 decreased the number of PD-L1+ B cells and constrains pancreatic tumor cell growth in the pancreata of Kc-IL-1β mice, an artificially constructed hybrid mouse overexpressing IL-1β (100).

Subsequently, the clinical samples confirm the above findings again. In NSCLC patient tumor tissues, IL-35+ Tregs have been found to be positively correlated with TTF-1+ (Thyroid transcription factor) PD-L1+ cells confirmed by immunohistochemistry (IHC) staining (39). However, under conditions of growth factor-deprivation that yield cells sensitive to EGF (epidermal growth factor), IL-35 can inhibit expression of PD-L1+ in the ADC (lung adenocarcinoma) tumor cell line without impacting EGFR (epidermal growth factor receptor) (Figure 3) (39). The above researchers have verified, extended and summarized the interaction between IL-35 and PD-1/PD-L1 on the surface of immune cells. However, in the DLBCL cases analyzed by Larousserie et al, a positive correlation between expression of IL-35 and PD-1 was not observed (101). This suggests that the administration of an anti-IL-35 antibody may be of value in the context of anti-PD-1 treatment, but it still needs to be further studied (39). Anti-PD-1 treatment can drive the activation of TILs that have otherwise lost their immunoreactive functionality, thereby restoring their proliferation and cytotoxicity such that the prognosis of treated treatment of NSCLC patients can be significantly improved (102, 103). Checkpoint inhibitor pneumonia (CIP) is a particularly dangerous form of immune-related adverse events (IrAE) that can arise in NSCLC patients receiving anti-PD-1/PD-L1 therapy (104, 105). Wang et al. discovered that the occurrence of CIP changes the proportion of T cell subsets in plasma, thereby promoting increased secretion of IL-35 in plasma and BALF (106). As such, measuring IL-35 levels may offer insight into the risk of developing CIP, and IL-35 may also represent a viable therapeutic target in patients undergoing tumor immunotherapy.




Figure 3 | IL-35 and PD-L1 in NSCLC immunotherapy. PD-L1 expression on tumor cells is the most studied biomarker in the context of predicting NSCLC patient immunotherapy outcomes. Further studies are needed to explore the relationship between IL-35 and PD-L1. Under conditions of EGF deprivation, IL-35 can reduce the expression of PD-L1 without impacting EGFR, which is also a target of NSCLC immunotherapy. A positive correlation between IL-35+Tregs and TTF-1+PD-L1+ cells has been observed in the TU region, and TTF-1 is a good prognostic factor associated with survival in NSCLC. In addition, CIP generation is often observed in patients undergoing PD-1 or PD-L1 antibody therapy. CIP patients have higher mean amounts of Th1 and Th17 cells and lower levels of Tregs in serum as compared to normal subjects, thus inducing IL-35 secretion in the plasma and BALF. The levels of IL-35 in the plasma and BALF can be measured for the diagnostic evaluation of CIP patients. Overall, the complex relationship between IL-35 and PD-L1 must be considered when discussing the potential role of IL-35 in tumor immunotherapy.





Conclusion

Undoubtedly, IL-35 is a regulator of tumor progression via the control of immune cell activities within the TME. IL-35 is primarily secreted by iTR35, and also secreted by tumor cells and other non-T immune cell subsets. IL-35 expression is evident on the surfaces of many immune cell types, potentially further influencing its ability to impact oncogenesis. Previous studies have revealed that tumors escape immune surveillance and immune attack to achieve tumor progression and metastasis by IL-35 in conjunction with regulatory immune cells (86). As discussed above, IL-35 is thought to be an important mediator of the host immune response and tumor survival which has specific immunosuppressive activity, functioning by modulating local inflammatory responses and anti-tumor immunity in the TME (32). The discovery that IL-35 can induce the angiogenesis by monocyte/macrophage which secrete this cytokine offers key insights that can guide future studies of the role of IL-35 in cancer and immunotherapeutic treatment. The expression and promoting effect of IL-35 in tumor have been described in plenty of malignant tumors, such as HCC, PDAC & PCA (19, 20, 29). As a result of the “cold” nature of these tumors, patients receive little benefit from conventional immunotherapy treatments, and by developing a more comprehensive understanding of the mechanisms governing the production and signaling activities of IL-35 it may be possible to develop better targeted anti-tumor treatment strategies for these patients. Controlling the expression of IL-35 so as to prevent it from driving tumor proliferation and metastasis thus represents a promising direction for immunotherapeutic efforts.

While we herein systematically discussed important findings pertaining to regulation of the TME or immune cells by IL-35 that have been published over the past decade, these two IL-35-dependent activities are inextricably linked to one another but the degree to which these activities influence tumor progression in different tumor types remains to be clarified. In addition, the specific roles of various immune cell types in the context of IL-35-mediated interactions within the TME remain to be fully elucidated. Studies regarding the immunosuppressive functions of IL-35 are also at a very early stage, and further preclinical research is warranted. Future studies should place more emphasis on the development of IL-35 as a therapeutic target to interfere with tumor growth and to assess the physiological impact of IL-35 on the primary tumors in human clinical trials. In this review, we systematically discussed the recent advances in our understanding of IL-35 as a regulator of immune cell regulation and proliferation, thereby highlighting a potential target for tumor immunotherapy. Given the novel role of IL-35 in creating an immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment, the tumor-related mechanisms whereby this cytokine and other IL-12 family members function warrant additional detailed research, as they may generate novel immunotherapeutic approaches and give rise to exciting clinical applications.
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Fusobacterium nucleatum (Fn) has been considered as a significant contributor in promoting colorectal carcinoma (CRC) development by suppressing host anti-tumor immunity. Recent studies demonstrated that the aggregation of M2 macrophage (Mφ) was involved in CRC progress driven by Fn infection. However, the underlying molecular mechanisms are poorly characterized. Here, we investigated the role of Fn in Mφ polarization as well as its effect on CRC malignancy. Fn infection facilitated differentiation of Mφ into the M2-like Mφ phenotype by in vitro study. Histological observation from Fn-positive CRC tissues confirmed the abundance of tumor-infiltrating M2-like Mφ. Fn-induced M2-like Mφ polarization was weakened once inhibiting a highly expressed damage-associated molecular pattern (DAMP) molecule S100A9 mainly derived from Fn-challenged Mφ and CRC cells. In addition, Fn-challenged M2-like Mφ conferred CRC cells a more malignant phenotype, showing stronger proliferation and migration characteristics in vitro and significantly enhanced tumor growth in vivo, all of which were partially inhibited when S100A9 was lost. Mechanistic studies further demonstrated that activation of TLR4/NF-κB signaling pathway mediated Fn-induced S100A9 expression and subsequent M2-like Mφ activation. Collectively, these findings indicate that elevated S100A9 in Fn-infected CRC microenvironment participates in M2-like Mφ polarization, thereby facilitating CRC malignancy. Furthermore, targeting TLR4/NF-κB/S100A9 cascade may serve as promising immunotherapeutic strategy for Fn-associated CRC.




Keywords: Fusobacterium nucleatum, colorectal carcinoma, macrophage, S100A9, TLR4



Introduction

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is a common digestive system neoplasm, ranking the third most common cancer worldwide and the fourth most frequent cause of cancer death following lung, liver, and stomach cancer (1). Over the past two decades, although early screening and detection have significantly reduced the incidence and mortality of adults aged 50 years with CRC, CRC still maintains a steadily rising trend in younger individuals (2, 3). Recently, accumulating evidence by metagenome-wide association studies indicated an association between gut microbiota dysbiosis and CRC, and enteropathogenic microorganism plays a role in shaping the inflammatory environment and promoting tumor initiation and progression (4, 5). Nevertheless, some key pathogenic bacteria as well as their promoting effect on CRC still need to be further clarified.

Fusobacterium nucleatum (Fn), a Gram-negative oral commensal anaerobe, has been found highly enriched in inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) and was regarded as a potential risk indicator of inflammation-associated CRC (6, 7). Colonization of Fn contributed to carcinogenesis and was associated with the poor prognosis and short-term survival of clinical CRC patients (8–10). Previous studies have reported a direct regulating effect of Fn on human multi-type immunocyte, including lymphocytes and NK cells, facilitating periodontitis severity (11, 12). In CRC, involvement of Fn in mediating tumor immune escape occurrence by regulating NK cell cytotoxicity and tumor-infiltrating T lymphocyte cell activities has also been reported (13). Recently, Fn infection was reported to increase tumor-associated macrophage (TAM) infiltration and participated in mediating M2-Mφ polarization, facilitating CRC progression, suggesting a crucial anti-tumor effect of tumor-associated macrophages elicited by Fn infection (8). Nevertheless, detailed mechanistic investigations about the presence and activation state of Mφ within Fn-infected CRC are scarce.

Inflammatory mediator S100A9 was secreted as a damage-associated molecular pattern (DAMP) in the tumor microenvironment (TME) of many inflammatory tumors, including gastric cancer, prostate cancer, and liver cancer (14–16). By binding its main TLR4 and RAGE receptors, S100A9 participated in regulating inflammatory-immune response and tumor progression (17). We previously found that elevated S100A9 in TME promotes CRC development by directly acting on the CRC cells and indirectly regulating myeloid-derived suppressor cell (MDSC)-mediated T cell immunosuppression (18, 19). However, the regulatory mechanism of high levels of S100A9 in TME and whether S100A9 acts on other types of cells in the microenvironment remain elusive.

Recently, S100A9 has been reported to be regulated by some pathogen infection and exerted a promoting role in several types of cancer such as Hepatitis B virus (HBV)-related hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) and HPV-infected skin lesions and cancer (16, 20). It is well-established that TLR4, an important receptor for pathogen-associated molecular pattern (PAMP), mediated downstream NF-κB activation in Fn-infected CRC cells, and was involved in the oncogenic cascade of CRC (21). S100A9, a newly identified NF-κB target gene identified in multi-type of cancer, was also demonstrated to be involved in myeloid cell differentiation into M2-like Mφ in CRC (22, 23). Thus, these observations led us to explore whether gut microbe Fn is involved in Mφ activation by inducing the NF-κB/S100A9 cascade in a TLR4-dependent manner in Fn-infected CRC.

In the current study, we explored the impact of Fn on Mφ polarization in the TME of CRC and the consequences on tumor growth in subcutaneous tumor formation in nude mice. We found that activation of TLR4-mediated NF-κB/S100A9 signaling pathways is involved in Fn-induced M2-like Mφ polarization, which further promotes the progression of CRC. Our findings highlight the significance of S100A9 in regulating M2-like Mφ polarization in Fn-infected CRC and implicate that S100A9 may serve as a potential intervention target in Fn-associated CRC patients.



Materials and Methods


Bacterial Strains and Culture Methods

Fn strain ATCC 25586 was purchased from the American Type Culture Collection (ATCC; Manassas, VA), and bacteria were cultured in brain heart infusion (BHI) containing hemin, K2HPO4, Vitamin K1, and L-Cysteine under anaerobic conditions at 37°C as previously described (24). E. coli was cultured for 24 h in Luria–Bertani (LB) medium overnight at 37°C in an orbital shaker incubator. Both bacteria were collected by 4°C centrifugation at 6,000×g for 8 min, and bacterial suspension was prepared after washing three times with sterile PBS. Turbidimetry was used to determine the turbidity of bacterial suspensions and adjust its concentration to 1 × 108 CFU/ml. The following experiments were all processed at a multiplicity of infection (MOI) of 100:1.



Cell Line Culture and Mφ Differentiation of THP-1

Human CRC cell lines HCT116 and SW480 and human monocyte THP-1 were presented by the Chongqing Key Laboratory of Molecular Oncology and Epigenetics, the First Affiliated Hospital of Chongqing Medical University. HCT116 and SW480 cells were cultured in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (DMEM), and THP-1 cells were cultured in Roswell Park Memorial Institute (RPMI)-1640 medium. Both media were supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS) (Gibco, USA). The final concentrations of penicillin and streptomycin (Hyclone, USA) in these two media were 100 U/ml and 100 µg/ml, respectively. Cell culture was maintained at 37°C in an incubator containing 5% CO2, 95% air.

THP-1 cells were treated with PMA (50 ng/ml) (Sigma, USA) for 24 h to obtain differentiated Mφ as demonstrated previously (25). Successfully differentiated Mφs were washed twice with PBS and incubated in fresh medium to be used for the following experiments.



Clinical Specimens

CRC and matching distal normal tissues were collected from 16 patients who had undergone colorectal resection at the First Affiliated Hospital of the Chongqing Medical University. The clinicopathological data of the subjects including gender, age, Dukes staging, and lymphatic metastasis at initial diagnosis are shown in Table S1. The patients received no chemotherapy, hormonal therapy, or radiotherapy before surgery, and written informed consent was received from all participants. This study was approved by the Ethics Committee of Chongqing Medical University (protocol number 2012-19).



Preparation of the Recombinant Proteins

Recombinant S100A9 (rS100A9) proteins used in this study have been described previously (18). Briefly, the pGST-moluc and pGST-moluc-S100A9 were transformed into BL21 bacteria following the instructions for calcium chloride transformation. Isopropylthio-β-D-galactoside was used to induce the expression of GST and GST-S100A9 proteins. The supernatant of sonicated bacteria was collected, and then incubated with glutathione-sepharose 4B beads. Then, rS100A9 and control GST on the beads were eluted using elution buffer with reduced glutathione. Finally, the two recombinant proteins were filtered with 0.22 μm membrane and stored at −80°C.



Preparation of Conditioned Medium From Cells With Various Treatments

Mφ or CRC cells were seeded in six-well plates and then infected with bacteria. After 48 h, the supernatant was harvested and clarified by centrifugation to remove the bacteria, cells and their debris, and then stored at −80°C refrigerator for later use.

Mφ or CRC cells were transfected with non-specific siRNA (siNC) or S100A9-siRNA (siS100A9) (GenePharma, China) (Table 1) at a final concentration of 100 pM with lipofectamine 2000 reagent (Invitrogen, USA) in serum-free medium. The medium was replaced with fresh medium containing 10% FBS after 6 h of transfection and Fn was added to each group. The supernatant was collected after 48 h in the same manner as before.


Table 1 | The primers and siRNA used in this study.



Mφ or CRC cells were treated with TAK-242 (5 µM) and BAY 11-7082 (10 µM) for 1 h prior to Fn stimulation. The supernatant was collected after 48 h in the same manner as before.

Mφ cells were treated with GST (10 µg/ml) or rS100A9 (10 µg/ml). After 24 h, we changed the media with fresh media and collected the supernatant after incubating for another 48 h in the same manner as before.

ALL mentioned conditioned medium (CM) was finally made up by mixing the supernatant with 10% FBS-supplemented fresh medium in a 1:1 ratio to make 5% FBS-containing CM.



ELISA

Concentration of S100A9, TNF-α, and IL-10 in the above-mentioned Conditioned media (CM) with different treatments was measured with specific ELISA kits (JYM, China) according to the manufacturer’s instructions.



Cell Proliferation Assay

Cell proliferation was assessed by CCK-8 assay using a Cell Counting Kit (Dojindo, Japan) following the manufacturer’s protocol. Briefly, HCT116 and SW480 cells were seeded in 96-well plates at 3,000 cells/well and cultured for described hours. Then CCK8 solution was added. Finally, the absorbance at 450 nm of each well was measured daily using a microplate reader. Each condition was done in quintuplicate, and the experiment was repeated thrice.



Cell Migration Assay

Cell migration assay was examined to assess the cell migratory capacity of CRC cells using 24-well Transwell cell culture chambers (pore size, 8 μm). Briefly, CRC cells were seeded at a density of 2 × 104 cells per well in serum-free medium at the upper chamber, and the corresponding CM was added in the lower chamber to establish co-culture systems. After incubating at 37°C for 24 h, the transmembrane cells were dried, fixed with methanol, and stained with commercialized crystal violet staining solution (Beyotime, China) and the migration cell number in five to eight fields of each insert was counted under an inverted microscope at a magnification of ×100. The experiment was repeated thrice.



RNA Isolation and Quantitative Real-Time PCR

Total RNA extraction from the treated cells or tumor tissues was performed with TRIzol reagents (Invitrogen). cDNA samples were synthesized using random primers from 1 mg total RNA with a Reverse Transcription kit (Takara, Japan). The mRNA levels of S100A9, iNOS, TNF-α, IL-10, CD206, E-cadherin, N-cadherin, Vimentin, TGF-β, VEGF, and TLR4 were analyzed and normalized to the GAPDH with the CFX96 real-time PCR detection system (Bio-Rad, USA) using SYBR Green dye (Biomake, China) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. The primers in this study were synthesized by Genscript, and the primer sequence information is shown in Table 1.



Western Blot

The cells of different treatment groups were collected, and total cellular protein was extracted with RIPA buffer containing phosphatase/protease inhibitor after washing three times with ice-cold PBS. The cell lysates were collected after centrifugation, and the concentration of protein was determined by BCA assay. The extraction of xenograft tumor protein was carried out with reference to the kit instructions (BestBio, China) according to the manufacturer’s instructions. Samples containing equal amount of proteins were separated using SDS–PAGE according to the molecular weight of different proteins and transferred to PVDF membranes. Then the membranes were blocked with 5% non-fat dry milk and incubated with anti-S100A9 (Abcam, UK), anti-CD86 (Bioss, China), anti-CD206 (Proteintech, China), anti-total NF-κB p65 (Cell Signaling Technology, USA), anti-Phospho-NF-κB p65 (p-p65) (Ser536) (Cell Signaling Technology, USA), anti-E-cadherin (Immunoway Biotechnology, USA), anti-N-cadherin (Cell Signaling Technology, USA), anti-PCNA (Wanleibio, China), anti-VEFG (Santa Cruz Biotechnology, USA), anti-TGF-β (Abcam, UK) or anti-β-actin (Cell Signaling Technology, USA), followed by incubation with secondary antibodies conjugated with horseradish peroxidase. The proteins of interest were detected using the SuperSignal West Pico Chemiluminescent Substrate kit. The results were recorded by Bio-Rad Electrophoresis Documentation (Gel Doc 1000, Bio-Rad, USA) and Quantity One Version 4.5.0.



Flow Cytometry

To investigate Mφ differentiation, M1 marker (CD86) and M2 marker (CD206) in different treatment groups were analyzed by flow cytometry. Briefly, the prepared cells were collected and washed with PBS and then stained with PE-mouse anti-human CD86 (BioLegend, USA) or PE-mouse anti-human CD206 (BioLegend, USA) for 30 min at 4°C. Cells were then washed and analyzed using FACSVantage SE flow cytometer (Becton-Dickinson, USA).



Immunofluorescence

Mφs on the climbing piece in 24-well culture plates were treated with or without bacterium infection or treated with relevant CM for 48 h. Then the cells were fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde for 20 min, washed with PBS, and permeabilized with 0.01% Triton X-100 for 10 min. After being washed with PBS, the cells were blocked with 10% goat serum for 30 min at room temperature and incubated with anti-CD86 monoclonal antibodies (Santa Cruz, USA) and anti-CD206 antibodies (Proteintech, China) at 4°C overnight. The next day, the cells were rinsed with PBS for clearing the primary antibody, and then incubated with Alexa Fluor 488-conjugated goat anti-mouse secondary antibody (Beyotime, China) or Cy3-conjugated goat anti-rabbit secondary antibody (Beyotime, China) at room temperature for 1 h in the dark, and then washed with PBS, and counterstained the nucleus with DAPI for 10 min. After washing again with PBS and mounting with antifade polyvinylpyrrolidone mounting medium (Beyotime, China), the fluorescent images were observed using confocal microscope (Lecia, Germany).



Xenograft

Four-week-old female BALB/c nude mice were purchased from Beijing Huafukang Biotechnology. For the xenograft experiments, mice were randomly divided into four groups (n = 3 in each group). HCT116 cells were mixed with equal proportion of Mφ treated with control E. coli, Fn, Fn + siNC or Fn + siS100A9 for 48 h and suspended in 100 µl PBS for the subsequent use. Then the mixed cells (1 × 107) in 100 µl PBS were injected subcutaneously into the posterior flank of each nude mouse to establish the xenograft model. The length and width of a tumor were detected using a caliper every three days. Tumor volumes were calculated according to the following formula: Volume = (width)2 × length/2. The mice were sacrificed after 21 days, and the tumor tissues were removed, weighed, fixed in 4% buffered formaldehyde, embedded in paraffin, and sectioned for further immunohistochemical analysis. All the in vivo experiments were approved and conducted in accordance with the guidelines established by the University Animal Care and Use Committee for Laboratory Animal Research in Chongqing Medical University (protocol number 2018-003).



Microbial Fluorescence In Situ Hybridization Analysis

The analysis for detecting invasive Fn in CRC tissue used Fn-targeted probe, FUS664 (FITC-labeled), 5′-CTT GTA GTT CCG C(C/T) TAC CTC-3′ (26). Paraffin-embedded slides were prepared and hybridized with reference to previously described methods (26). Bacteria were counted in five random fields per slide at a magnification of ×100 by an observer blind to the sample status, and the number of bacteria per field was calculated on average. The average number of Fn in each field in the case of <5, between 5 and 20, and >20 visualized FUS664 probes was defined as negative, weak, and positive Fn abundance, respectively.



Immunohistochemical Procedures

Indirect immunohistochemistry (IHC) analysis of formalin-fixed and paraffin-embedded tissue sections was performed. In brief, the sections were deparaffinized, dehydrated, boiled in 0.01 M citrate buffer for 10 min, and then incubated with 0.3% H2O2 in methanol for 10 min to block endogenous peroxidase activity. The sections were incubated with anti-S100A9 (Abcam, UK), anti-CD68 (Santa Cruz, USA), anti-CD86 (Santa Cruz, USA), anti-CD206 (Proteintech, China), anti-E-cadherin (ImmunoWay Biotechnology, USA), and anti-N-cadherin (Cell Signaling Technology, USA) following incubation with secondary antibody tagged with the peroxidase enzyme for 30 min at room temperature and were visualized with 0.05% DAB till the desired brown reaction product was obtained. All slides were counterstained with hematoxylin and then observed using Nikon E400 Light Microscope, and representative photographs were taken.

For double immunofluorescence staining, the sections were incubated with anti-S100A9 together with anti-CD68 (HUABIO, China), anti-CD86 (Santa Cruz, USA), anti-CD206 (Proteintech, China), or anti-cytokeratin 20 (Proteintech, China) antibodies, followed by incubation with secondary antibodies Alexa fluor 647-conjugated anti-mouse IgG and Alexa fluor 488-conjugated anti-rabbit IgG. These sections were also stained with 10 μg/ml DAPI. The fluorescent images were then observed and analyzed using a multi-laser confocal microscope.



Statistical Analysis

Data from the two groups were analyzed with the two-tailed Student’s t-test and data from three or more groups using one-way ANOVA followed by Newman–Keuls’ multiple comparison test. All experiments were independently repeated three times. The statistical analyses were carried out using SPSS version 13.0. Statistical differences are presented at probability levels of p <0.05, p <0.01, and p <0.001.




Results


Involvement of Fn in M2-Like Polarization of Mφ

To investigate whether the phenotypic differentiation of Mφ is affected by Fn infection in vitro, M1 markers (inducible nitric oxide synthase, iNOS; tumor necrosis factor, TNF-α; the B7-related cell surface proteins B7-2, CD86) and M2 markers (interleukin-10, IL-10; the mannose receptor, MRC/CD206) were determined. Compared to the control E. coli-challenged Mφ, Fn-challenged Mφ harbored significantly lower mRNA level of M1 markers iNOS and TNF-α but significantly higher mRNA level of M2 markers IL-10 and CD206 (Figures 1A, B). Similar tendency for protein levels of TNF-α and IL-10 in the supernatants was confirmed by ELISA (Figure S1). These results suggested that Fn may be involved in M2-like polarization. Marked CD206 expression but less CD86 expression was detected in Fn-challenged Mφ by western blot (Figure 1C). High intensity of the signal for CD206 but low intensity of signal for CD86 was also confirmed by immunofluorescence and flow cytometry analyses (Figures 1D–F). Collectively, these findings indicated that Fn might contribute to M2-like Mφ differentiation.




Figure 1 | Fn promotes M2-like polarization of Mφ in vitro. (A, B) qPCR analysis for mRNA levels of M1 markers (iNOS and TNF-α) and M2 markers (IL-10 and CD206) in Mφ co-cultured with control E. coli i or Fn for 24 h. (C) Western blot analysis of M1 marker (CD86) and M2 marker (CD206) expression in Mφ co-cultured with control E. coli or Fn for 48 h. (D, E) Representative immunofluorescence images of CD86+ and CD206+ Mφ after treatment with control E. coli or Fn for 48 h. CD86 was stained with Alexa Fluor 488 (green), CD206 was stained with Cy3 (red). Scale bars: 50 µm. (F) Flow cytometry analysis was performed to detect CD86+ and CD206+ Mφ after treatment with control E. coli or Fn for 48 h. A statistical mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) for CD86+ and CD206+ Mφ is shown in the right panel. Data were expressed as means ± SD in three independent experiments. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.





Elevated S100A9 Expression in Fn-Challenged Mφ and CRC Cells

Increased level of S100A9 is related to the infection of multiple pathogens and participates in disease progression by regulating inflammatory immunity (27, 28). Therefore, we analyzed the S100A9 level in Fn-challenged Mφ and CRC cells. The mRNA level of S100A9 was significantly up-regulated in the Fn-challenged Mφ (Figure 2A). Consistently, its protein level in Fn-challenged Mφ as well as the supernatant was also markedly increased compared to the control groups (Figures 2B, C). In line with the finding, Fn-infected CRC cells as well as the supernatant also showed high level of S100A9 than the control group (Figures 2D–F). These data suggested that S100A9 may be elevated in the microenvironment of CRC with Fn infection. Next, we evaluated the enrichment of Fn and detected CD68+ Mφ, CD86+ M1-like Mφ, CD206+ M2-like Mφ, and S100A9 expression in CRC tissues. As expected, there was more Mφ infiltration in Fn-positive CRC tissues compared to Fn-negative CRC tissues, and most of them were M2-like Mφs accompanied by higher levels of S100A9 in the TME (Figures 2G and S2). The results suggested that S100A9 expression is elevated in Fn-infected Mφ and CRC cells, which may be associated with M2-like Mφ polarization in CRC tissues.




Figure 2 | S100A9 expression is up-regulated in Fn-challenged Mφ and CRC cells. (A–F) Mφ and CRC cells were co-cultured with control E. coli or Fn. S100A9 levels were detected by qPCR (A, D), Western blot (B, E) and ELISA (C, F). (G) Representative images of CD68+ Mφ, CD86+ Mφ, CD206+ Mφ, and S100A9 expression in the TME of Fn-positive CRC tissues. White arrow: Fn; blue arrow: CD68+ Mφ; red arrow: CD86+ Mφ; black arrow: CD206+ Mφ. Scale bars: 50 µm. Data were expressed as means ± SD in three independent experiments. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.





S100A9 Is Involved in M2-Like Mφ Polarization in the Inflammatory Microenvironment of CRC With Fn Infection

The results above showed that S100A9 was highly expressed in Fn-infected CRC, but the direct evidence about the relation of higher S100A9 and M2-like Mφ polarization needs to be further studied. Therefore, we analyzed the Mφ polarization status in siS100A9-transfected Mφ cultured with Fn. As expected, S100A9 expression was successfully reduced in the supernatant of siS100A9-transfected Mφ with Fn infection (Figure S3). Knockdown of S100A9 expression obviously blocked Fn-induced increase of mRNA levels of M2 markers IL-10 and CD206 but improved Fn-induced decrease of mRNA levels of M1 marker iNOS and TNF-α (Figures 3A, B). The protein levels of TNF-α and IL-10 in the supernatants were confirmed by ELISA (Figure S4). Consistently, down-regulated M2 marker CD206 and up-regulated M1 marker CD86 were observed in siS100A9-transfected Mφ infection with Fn by western blot (Figure 3C). Low intensity of signal for CD206 but high signal for CD86 was also confirmed in siS100A9-transfected Mφ infection with Fn by immunofluorescence assay (Figure 3D). To better illustrate the effect of S100A9 on M2-like Mφ polarization in the Fn-infected CRC inflammation microenvironment, CRC cells were transfected with siS100A9 followed by Fn infection, and then CM was collected for further culturing with Mφ (Figure 3E). siS100A9 transfection significantly inhibited the secretion of S100A9 protein in Fn-infected CRC cells compared to the control groups (Figure 3F). Moreover, Mφ tended to be polarized towards M1-like Mφ (mRNA levels: iNOShigh, TNF-αhigh, IL-10low, CD206low; protein levels: CD86high, CD206low) after culturing with the CM from CRC cells transfected with siS100A9 followed by Fn infection (Figures 3G–I). In contrast, after treatment with rS100A9 at a final concentration of 10 μM for 48 h, Mφs were apt to be M2 activated (mRNA levels: iNOSlow, TNF-αlow; IL-10high, CD206high; protein levels: CD86low, CD206high) (Figures 3J–L). In conclusion, these results directly supported that elevated S100A9 favors the M2 polarization of Mφ in the TME of Fn-infected CRC.




Figure 3 | S100A9 is involved in M2-like Mφ polarization in the presence of Fn in CRC. (A–C) Mφs were transfected with siNC or siS100A9 and subsequently co-cultured with Fn. The levels of M1 markers and M2 markers in Mφ were detected by qPCR (A, B) and Western blot (C). (D) Representative immunofluorescence images of CD86+ and CD206+ in Mφ infected with Fn and then transfected with siNC or siS100A9. CD86 was stained with Alexa Fluor 488 (green); CD206 was stained with Cy3 (red). Scale bars: 50 µm. (E, F) HCT116 and SW480 cells were transfected with siNC or siS100A9 and then infected with Fn. After 48 h, the supernatant of each group was collected and used to culture Mφ in the next experiment (E). ELISA analysis for S100A9 expression in the supernatant of HCT116 and SW480 cells (F). (G–I) Mφs were co-cultured with the CM from CRC cells. The levels of M1 markers and M2 markers in Mφ were detected by qPCR (G, H) and Western blot (I). (J–L) Mφs were treated with GST or rS100A9. The levels of M1 markers and M2 markers in Mφ were detected by qPCR (J, K) and Western blot (L). Data were expressed as means ± SD in three independent experiments. ns, not significant. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01; ***p < 0.001.





Fn-Challenged M2-like Mφ, Which Is Mediated by S100A9, Promotes the Proliferation and Migration of CRC Cells

To further investigate the effects of Fn-challenged Mφ on the proliferation and migration ability of HCT116 and SW480 cells, CCK8 and Transwell assays were conducted after CRC cells were treated with various Mφ CM. There was a significant increase in the proliferation (Figures 4A, B) and migration (Figure 4C) abilities of HCT116 and SW480 cells cultured with Fn-challenged Mφ CM [(Mφ + Fn)-CM], while the effect would be reversed after silencing S100A9 expression in Fn-challenged Mφ CM [(Mφ + siS100A9 + Fn)-CM)] (Figures 4D–F). The remarkably enhanced ability of proliferation (Figures 4G, H) and migration (Figure 4I) of HCT116 and SW480 cells was confirmed again when these cells were cultured with rS100A9-treated Mφ CM [(Mφ + rS100A9)-CM). In addition, epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition (EMT)-related genes N-cadherin and Vimentin were up-regulated, but E-cadherin was decreased in HCT116 cells cultured with (Mφ + Fn)-CM (Figure S5). These results, along with those aforementioned, suggested that Fn-challenged M2-like Mφ, which was mediated by S100A9 in the TME, confers onto CRC cells a more malignant phenotype.




Figure 4 | Fn-challenged M2-Mφ, which was mediated by S100A9, promotes the proliferation and migration of CRC cells. (A, B) CCK8 assay was used to determine the proliferation ability of CRC cells co-cultured with (Mφ + E. coli)-CM or (Mφ + Fn)-CM for 24, 48, and 72 h. (C) Transwell assay was used to determine the migration ability of CRC cells co-cultured with (Mφ + E. coli)-CM or (Mφ + Fn)-CM for 24 h. Magnification, 100×. (D, E) CCK8 assay was used to determine the proliferation ability of CRC cells co-cultured with (Mφ + Fn)-CM, (Mφ + siNC + Fn)-CM, (Mφ + siS100A9 + Fn)-CM for 24, 48, and 72 h. (F) Transwell assay was used to determine the migration ability of CRC cells co-cultured with (Mφ + Fn)-CM, (Mφ + siNC + Fn)-CM, (Mφ + siS100A9 + Fn)-CM for 24 h. Magnification, 100×. (G, H) CCK8 assay was used to determine the proliferation ability of CRC cells co-cultured with untreated Mφ-CM, (Mφ + GST)-CM and (Mφ + rS100A9)-CM for 24, 48, and 72 h. (I) Transwell assay was used to determine the migration ability of CRC cells co-cultured with untreated Mφ-CM, (Mφ + GST)-CM and (Mφ + rS100A9)-CM for 24 h. Magnification, 100×. In (A, B, D, E, G, H), data shown are mean absorbances ± SD. In (C, F, I), data shown are mean migrating cells ± SD. ns, not significant. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.





Fn Up-Regulates S100A9 Expression and Promotes M2-Like Polarization via the TLR4/NF-κB Pathway

To further examine the mechanisms by which Fn engages in S100A9 expression and M2 polarization, we focused on TLR4/NF-κB pathway, which is substantially activated in CRC with Fn enrichment (21) and determine whether it takes part in the effect. The mRNA levels of TLR4 in Mφ, HCT116, and SW480 cells were obviously increased in response to Fn infection (Figure 5A). Phospho-NF-κB p65 (p-p65) levels in Mφ, HCT116, and SW480 cells were also increased with time and reached a peak almost at 120 min, while there was no obvious change in the total p65 (Figure 5B). Fn-induced p-p65 in the three cell lines was inhibited after TLR4 inhibitor TAK-242 stimulation (Figure 5C), suggesting TLR4 mediated Fn-mediated NF-κB activation. Especially, treatment with TLR4 inhibitor TAK-242 and NF-κB inhibitor BAY 11-7082 also inhibited S100A9 protein levels in Fn-challenged Mφ and CRC cells (Figure 5D) as well as its levels in cell supernatant (Figures 5E–G). Exposure of Fn-challenged Mφ to the TAK-242 or BAY 11-7082 failed to induce M2-like Mφ (mRNA levels: iNOShigh, TNF-αhigh, IL-10low, CD206 low) (Figures 5H, I). Consistently, this change in Mφ phenotype was again proved when cultured with the CM from Fn-challenged CRC cells, which were pretreated with TAK-242 and BAY 11-7082 (Figures 5J, K). Altogether, these results indicated that the TLR4-mediated NF-κB pathway is partially responsible for M2-like polarization induced by S100A9 in response to Fn infection in CRC.




Figure 5 | Expression of S100A9 and M2-like Mφ polarization is regulated by TLR4/NF-κB activation caused by Fn. (A) qPCR analysis of TLR4 expression in Mφ and CRC cells co-cultured with control E. coli or Fn for 48 h. (B) Western blot analysis of p65 and p-p65 expression in Mφ and CRC cells co-cultured with Fn for 0,15, 30, 60, 120 and 360 min. (C) Western blot analysis of p-p65 level in Mφ and CRC cells pretreated with or without inhibitor TAK-242 for 60 min and then co-cultured with control E. coli or Fn for 120 min. (D) Western blot analysis of S100A9 level in Mφ and CRC cells pretreated with or without inhibitors TAK-242 and NF-κB for 60 min and then co-cultured with control E. coli or Fn for 48 h. (E–G) ELISA analysis of S100A9 level in the CM of Mφ and CRC cells pretreated with or without inhibitors TAK-242 and Bay 11-7082 for 60 min and then co-cultured with control E. coli or Fn for 48 h. (H–K) qPCR analysis for mRNA levels of M1 markers (iNOS and TNF-α) and M2 markers (IL-10 and CD206) in Mφ. The cells were pretreated with or without inhibitors TAK-242 and Bay 11-7082 for 60 min and then co-cultured with control E. coli or Fn for 24 h (H, I) or co-cultured with the CM of HCT116 cells for 24 h (J, K). The CM of HCT116 cells were pretreated with or without inhibitors TAK-242 and Bay 11-7082 for 60 min and then co-cultured with control E. coli or Fn for 48 h. Data were expressed as means ± SD in three independent experiments. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01.





Accelerated Growth of the Subcutaneous Tumor by M2-Like Mφ Induced by Fn

In the xenograft nude mouse models, HCT116 and differently treated Mφ were inoculated into nude mice. The results from the nude mouse xenograft model showed that co-injection with HCT116/Fn-treated Mφ significantly accelerated the tumor growth, and this effect was partially blocked by silencing S100A9 expression in Mφ in the nude mice co-injected with HCT116/(Fn + siS1A00A9)-treated Mφ (Figure 6A). Tumor growth curve and the average weight of each group also showed the same tendency (Figures 6B, C). In addition, IHC results showed that the protein levels of proliferation-related marker PCNA, EMT-related marker E-cadherin and N-cadherin, and tumor-promoting molecules VEGF and TGF-β were higher in tumors of nude mice co-injected with HCT116/Fn-treated Mφ than those of the compared control groups, while these protein levels were decreased in the nude mice co-injected with HCT116/(Fn + siS1A00A9)-treated Mφ (Figure 6D). Western blot and qPCR results about the levels of PCNA, E-cadherin, N-cadherin, VEGF, TGF-β in each xenograft tumor were also consistent with the result of IHC (Figures 6E–I). These data suggested that the interaction between HCT116 and Fn-treated Mφ promotes tumor growth in nude mice in vivo, which may be involved in Fn-induced M2-like polarization mediated by S100A9.




Figure 6 | Fn-caused M2 polarization mediated by S100A9 promotes the growth of subcutaneous tumor. (A) Representative images of tumors in mice co-injected with equal amount of HCT116 cells and control E. coli -treated, Fn-treated, (Fn + siNC)-treated or (Fn + siS100A9)-treated Mφ. (B) Images of tumor weights in different groups, n = 3/group. (C) Statistical analysis of tumor volumes in different groups, n = 3/group. (D) Representative immunohistochemistry images of PCNA, E-cadherin, N-cadherin, VEGF, and TFG-β proteins in representative xenograft tumor sections. Scale bars: 50 µm. (E) Western blot analysis of PCNA, E-cadherin, N-cadherin, VEGF, and TFG-β protein levels in representative xenograft tumor. (F–I) qPCR analysis of E-cadherin, N-cadherin, VEGF, and TGF-β expression in each xenograft tumor, n = 3/group. Data were expressed as means ± SD in three independent experiments. ns, not significant. **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.






Discussion

Identifying specific carcinogenic microorganisms remains the focus of CRC research (29). Recently, among these identified and published CRC-related gut microbes, Fn has attracted the most attention. Although involvement of Fn in immunosuppressive TME has been indicated, the detailed mechanisms by which Fn participated in regulating the activation of immune cells have not been well-elucidated. Here, we demonstrated a regulatory role of Fn in CRC TME on M2-like polarization, which is mediated by activation of TLR4-dependent NF-κB/S100A9 signaling pathway in Mφs and CRC cells (Figure 7).




Figure 7 | Schematic diagram of the relationship among Fn, M2 polarization, and CRC progression. Activation of the TLR4/NF-κB cascade in Mφ and CRC cells by Fusobacterium nucleatum infection mediated high levels of S100A9 in CRC microenvironment, which led to M2-like Mφ phenotype showing increased IL-10 and CD206 levels, contributing to CRC malignance.



Mφs are dynamic and heterogeneous cells whose differentiation, tissue distribution, and responsiveness to stimuli are governed by different mechanisms (30). Based on their response to different microenvironmental signaling factors, Mφs can be differentiated into two classifications, namely, M1-like Mφ sand M2-like Mφs. M1-like Mφ mainly plays a pro-inflammatory and anti-tumor role, while M2-like Mφ is often considered to be tumor-promoting (31). Viral, parasitic, fungal, and bacterial pathogens can induce M2 activation in Mφ and further promote pathogen-induced inflammatory injury and even canceration (32). Numerous studies have elucidated Fn, a Gram-negative oral commensal anaerobe, which is one of the most prevalent species in oral inflammation diseases and extraoral infections (33, 34). At the same time, Fn has been reported to be highly enriched in CRC tissues and helps tumor cells to achieve immune evasion by inhibiting immune cell activity in TME (13, 35–37). However, the presence and activation state of Mφ in Fn-infected CRC remain to be elucidated. In this study, we determined that Fn-challenged Mφs were inclined to M2-like activation, which in turn enhances the proliferation and migration of CRC cells in vitro. Furthermore, our results from the xenograft nude mouse also supported a positive association between Fn-challenged M2-like Mφ and tumor growth. Altogether, our results suggest that Fn-induced M2-like polarization facilitated CRC progression.

Compelling links are beginning to appear among bacteria, immune escape, and CRC. Base on Fn abundance in CRC along with weaken host anti-tumor immunity, there is a great need for further mechanistic understanding of CRC to find a novel target molecule. S100A9, originally known as immunogenic protein, is mainly expressed by bone marrow-derived cells such as mononuclear, Mφ, and neutrophils (17). Besides, S100A9 induces positive feedback and promotes further leukocyte recruitment under pathological conditions associated with inflammatory infection (38). Experimental data indicated that S100A9 presents abundant expression in various inflammation-associated human cancers, no doubt including CRC (17, 18). Our previous work confirmed elevated S100A9 levels in CRC, stimulating survival and migration of CRC cells (18). Here, we further determined that high S100A9 levels in CRC may be associated with Fn infection. Moreover, the number of tumor-infiltrating M2-like Mφ was more in Fn-positive CRC tissues accompanied by higher S100A9 expression than that in Fn-negative tissues with lower S100A9 expression. These results further prompt us to infer that S100A9 may play a potential role in regulating Mφ toward M2-like phenotype. Previously, tumor-infiltrating S100A9-positive inflammatory or immune cell tissues were closely related to the pathological stage of CRC (22). S100A9 was also reported to be involved in THP-1 cells differentiated into MDSCs or M2-like Mφ stimulated by myofibroblast-based CM (39). Here, our results demonstrated that up-regulation of S100A9 expression from Fn-infected Mφ and CRC cells in the TME was partially responsible for M2-like Mφ activation state. Not surprisingly, the proliferation and migration ability of CRC cells co-cultured with Fn-treated Mφ would be weakened by silencing S100A9 expression in the TME of CRC.

In this study, we attempted to uncover the mechanism for regulation of S100A9 expression and M2-like Mφ polarization by Fn infection. As an inflammation/immunity mediator, high levels of S100A9 have been indicated and aggravated mutiple pathogen infections, including coxsackievirus B3 (CVB3)-induced myocarditis (27), streptococcus pneumoniae (SP)-related otitis media (OM) (40), and influenza A virus-related pneumonia (28). The TLR4/NF-κB signal is often activated in pathogen infection. Influenza A virus could up-regulate S100A9 expression and synergistically activate TLR4 signaling cascade in lung Mφ and endothelial cells, exaggerating pro-inflammatory response, cell-death, and virus pathogenesis (28). Our previous study also found HBV-induced NF-κB activation enhances transcription of S100A9 by binding to its promoter, contributing to HCC malignancy (16). In human cytomegalovirus (HCMV)-related inflammatory breast cancer, NF-κB activation could result in M2-like Mφ polarization accompanied with the secretion of tumor-promoting M2-like cytokines (41, 42). Thus, we speculated that Fn infection may facilitate CRC malignancy involving Mφ activation, either directly or indirectly, via activating specific signal pathways such as that of TLR4-dependent NF-κB. Now we have shown that PAMP extracted from Fn and Fn itself could be recognized by TLR4, which further activates its downstream signaling cascade in CRC (8, 21). Also, NF-κB, as a widely acknowledged downstream effector of TLR4 signaling, is highly activated in Fn-associated CRC (6). Interestingly, we found a significant increase in the expression of TLR4 and time-dependent activation of NF-κB caused by Fn infection in Mφ and CRC cells, which was inhibited by TLR4 inhibitor TAK-242. In addition, S100A9 expression and M2 activation were also significantly suppressed when the TLR4/NF-κB pathway was blocked. All the evidence above suggested that interference with TLR4/NF-κB/S100A9 cascade should be given enough attention in the treatment of Fn-associated CRC.

In conclusion, the current findings demonstrate that S100A9 plays a critical role in regulating M2-like Mφ polarization in Fn-infected CRC microenvironment, and targeting TLR4/NF-κB/S100A9 cascade may attenuate the immunosuppressive effect and serve as promising immunotherapy strategy for Fn-associated CRC.
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Acute myeloid leukemia (AML) is one of the most common hematopoietic malignancies that has an unfavorable outcome and a high rate of relapse. Autophagy plays a vital role in the development of and therapeutic responses to leukemia. This study identifies a potential autophagy-related signature to monitor the prognoses of patients of AML. Transcriptomic profiles of AML patients (GSE37642) with the relevant clinical information were downloaded from Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) as the training set while TCGA-AML and GSE12417 were used as validation cohorts. Univariate regression analyses and multivariate stepwise Cox regression analysis were respectively applied to identify the autophagy-related signature. The univariate Cox regression analysis identified 32 autophagy-related genes (ARGs) that were significantly associated with the overall survival (OS) of the patients, and were mainly rich in signaling pathways for autophagy, p53, AMPK, and TNF. A prognostic signature that comprised eight ARGs (BAG3, CALCOCO2, CAMKK2, CANX, DAPK1, P4HB, TSC2, and ULK1) and had good predictive capacity was established by LASSO–Cox stepwise regression analysis. High-risk patients were found to have significantly shorter OS than patients in low-risk group. The signature can be used as an independent prognostic predictor after adjusting for clinicopathological parameters, and was validated on two external AML sets. Differentially expressed genes analyzed in two groups were involved in inflammatory and immune signaling pathways. An analysis of tumor-infiltrating immune cells confirmed that high-risk patients had a strong immunosuppressive microenvironment. Potential druggable OS-related ARGs were then investigated through protein–drug interactions. This study provides a systematic analysis of ARGs and develops an OS-related prognostic predictor for AML patients. Further work is needed to verify its clinical utility and identify the underlying molecular mechanisms in AML.
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Introduction

AML is one of the most aggressive blood malignancies that is characterized by a heterogeneity of molecular abnormalities and the accumulation of immature myeloid progenitors in the bone marrow and peripheral blood (1, 2). An estimated 19,940 new cases of AML were diagnosed in the US in 2020, with 11,180 deaths (3). The mainstream treatment for AML patients is chemotherapy, but most patients relapse or succumb to the disease after initial remission. Although extensive efforts have been made to develop targeted therapy and/or combined therapy for it (4), the 5-year survival rate of patients of AML is still less than 30%. Thus, it is critical to identify novel prognostic biomarkers to monitor patients’ prognoses and better understand the pathogenesis of AML.

Autophagy is a complex multistep self-digestive cellular process that is essential for the survival, differentiation, and homeostasis of cells (5). It sequesters damaged organelles/proteins, invading pathogens, and macromolecules in an autophagosome coated with a double membrane. Following the fusion of the autophagosome with lysosome, these materials are degraded to maintain the recycling balance between the synthesis and the consumption of the cellular components (6). In normal conditions, autophagous activity is too low to require essential nutrients of the cell by removing unfolded and excessively aged proteins, while the dysregulation of autophagy is involved in a diversity of pathologies, including tumorigenesis, infections, aging, and heart disease (7). Autophagy can be a double-edged sword for organisms in that it can prevent the formation of tumors but can also promote the survival and proliferation of cancer cells by providing them with nutrients (8). A variety of roles of autophagy have been identified in hematopoietic disease. It is required for maintaining the functions of hematopoietic stem cells (9) and T-lymphoid lineages (10, 11), and for responses to extracellular cytokine stimuli (12). Increasing evidence has shown that autophagy is a key mechanism in leukemogenesis and chemoresistance, and this has made it an attractive therapeutic target in research in recent years (13, 14). A number of autophagy-inducing agents, such as arsenic trioxide, vitamin D3, eupalinin A, APO866, and platonin, have been developed to initiate the death of leukemic cells (15). A variety of essential genes are involved in the machinery of autophagy to control the balance of catabolic processes (16). Research on the role of autophagy in the progression of AML and responses to the treatment of patients has focused on one or more autophagy-related genes (ARGs) (15), and few studies have sought to systematically clarify the potential roles of expressions of these ARGs in predicting the prognoses of AML patients.

In this study, we identified survival-related ARGs in the context of AML and develop a prognostic signature for AML patients to profile their expressions. Transcriptomic datasets of AML were downloaded from publicly accessible databases, and were divided into training and validation sets. Univariate Cox regression analysis was used to assess the prognostic effects of these ARGs for AML. Least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) Cox regression were performed to determine the key variables and construct an ARG-related risk signature for the AML patients. The predictive accuracy of the risk signature was analyzed on the validation set, and the results suggest that it is an effective predictor of patient outcomes that is independent of the clinical parameters used to monitor them. The abundance of tumor-infiltrating immune cells defined by the signature reflected the distinct microenvironmental landscape of the tumor, and potential druggable ARGs were identified. A general analysis workflow is diagrammed in Figure S1.



Materials and Methods


Data Collection and Processing

The transcriptomic profiles of three AML cohorts along with detailed clinicopathological information on them were downloaded from public databases. Raw microarray datasets of GSE37642 (17) and GSE12417 (18) were downloaded from the GEO (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/) and normalized by the robust multiarray average (RMA) algorithm using the affy package (19) between arrays. Batch effects were removed by the combat algorithm in the sva package (20). The AML RNA-seq dataset was downloaded from the UCSC Xena database (https://xenabrowser.net/datapages/). The available clinical information of samples used in this study was shown in Table S1.



Acquisition of ARGs

A total of 232 autophagy-related genes (ARGs) were derived from the Human Autophagy Database (HADb, http://autophagy.lu/clustering/index.html). The HADb provides a complete and an up-to-date list of human genes and proteins involved in the biological processes of autophagy reported in the literature (21). A total of 187 ARGs were available in the expression profiles obtained from GSE37642 (Table S2).



Identification of Overall Survival (OS)-Related ARGs

The GSE37642 (n=553) was used as the training set to clarify the potential prognostic significance of these ARGs in the AML patients. OS-related ARGs with P < 0.05 were identified using univariate Cox hazard regression analysis.



Functional Enrichment Analysis of OS-Related ARGs

Functional enrichment analysis, including gene ontology (GO) and the Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG), was performed to unravel the main functions of OS-related ARGs in AML by using the clusterProfiler package (22). The Benjamin–Hochberg adjusted P < 0.05 was regarded as statistically significant.



Molecular Characteristics of OS-Related ARGs

To investigate potential regulatory interactions among these ARGs, a protein–protein interaction (PPI) network was formulated using the STRING database (23) and displayed in Cytoscape (version 3.8.0) (24). To identify the hub modules in the network, the Molecular Complex Detection (MCODE) plugin (25) in Cytoscape was used to extract densely connected modules with the default parameters “Degree Cutoff = 2,” “Node Score Cutoff = 0.2,” “K-Core = 2,” and “Max.Depth = 100.” The CytoNCA plugin (26) was used to calculate the nodes with the highest degree scores.

The key regulatory factors (TFs) of these OS-related ARGs were identified using the Transcriptional Regulatory Relationships Unraveled by Sentence-based Text mining (TRRUST) database, which is an online tool curated to explore transcriptional regulatory interactions in humans and mice (27).



Construction and Validation of ARG-Related Prognostic Signature for AML Patients

To avoid overfitting the prognostic risk signature, we used the least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO)-based Cox regression (28) on the training dataset to identify the most significant features within the OS-related ARGs. These candidates were subjected to a multivariate Cox proportional hazards regression with the stepwise selection of variables based on the Akaike information criterion (29). The risk score of final optimized prognostic signature was calculated as follows:

	

where Coef is the regression coefficient, “i” represents the ARG that comprised of the signature, A represents the relative value of the expression of the individual ARG in the signature, and n represents the number of genes in the signature. The patients were divided into high- and low-risk groups based on median risk score as cutoff value. The differences in the OS of patients were assessed by Kaplan–Meier analysis and the log-rank test. The time-dependent receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve (30) was employed to evaluate the predictive capacity of the ARG-based signature.

To test the predictive accuracy of the signature, two external AML cohorts—TCGA-LAML (n=149) and GSE12417 (n=242)—were downloaded and used as validation sets. The risk score for each patient was calculated by using the signature, and the Kaplan–Meier curve was used to reflect its discrimination-related performance.



Identification and Enrichment Analysis of Differentially Expressed Genes (DEGs)

The differentially expressed genes (DEGs) between the high- and low-risk groups were identified using the limma package (31). To better understand the functions of the DEGs in AML, we used the clusterProfiler package (22) for enrichment analysis, including the GO terms, including biological process (BP), molecular function (MF) and cellular component (CC), and KEGG pathways. The DEGs were clustered and a heatmap for them was generated via ClustVis (32).



Gene Set Enrichment Analysis (GSEA)

The patients were divided into high- and low-risk groups according to the median risk score, as mentioned above. GSEA was performed to identify the primarily enriched pathways using GSEA 4.02 (http://www.broad.mit.edu/gsea/) (33). Pathway with the nominal P < 0.05 and FDR < 0.25 were considered statistically significant.



Development of Autophagy Clinicopathologic Nomogram

To predict the OS of each AML patient, an autophagy clinicopathologic nomogram that incorporated the prognostic signature into the clinicopathologic parameters available in the training set was conducted through the rms package (34). The final nomogram was extracted using the Akaike information criterion (AIC) for variable selection. The calibration curve was used to assess the predictive discrimination of the signature for AML patients (35).



Tumor-Immune Microenvironment Landscape and Potential Implications for Immunotherapy Defined by the Signature

CIBERSORT was used to calculate the abundance of infiltration of 22 immune cell types within a complex mixture of the gene expression data of the AML patients (36), including seven types of T cells, naïve and memory B cells, plasma cells, and NK cells, in the high- and low-risk groups. Samples with P < 0.05 were chosen for further analysis.

Recent years have witnessed a rise in immunotherapy and targeted therapy for AML patients. We predict the potential effect of treatment according to risk score here by analyzing the correlation between risk score and therapeutic targets in clinical trials or clinical practice using Pearson’s correlation analysis (37, 38). The targets of therapy were as follows: programmed cell death ligand (PD-1), ASXL1, BCL2, CD33, CD47, CHEK1, PLK1, DOT1L, FMS-like tyrosine kinase 3 (FLT3), Cytotoxic T-Lymphocyte-associated Protein 4 (CTLA4), IDH1, IDH2, MCL1, and MDM2.

To find potential drug targets, protein–drug interactions were analyzed in the survival-related ARGs using NetworkAnalyst 3.0 (https://www.networkanalyst.ca/). Information on the protein and drug contents of the targets were retrieved from DrugBank (version 5.0, https://go.drugbank.com/) (39).




Results


Identification and Functional Enrichment Analysis of OS-Related ARGs in AML

To discover the potential prognostic significance of each available ARG in the AML training set, a univariate Cox proportional hazard regression analysis was used to screen out ARGs with a P-value less than 0.05. The expressions of 32 ARGs were thus found to be significantly associated with the OS of the AML patients (Table 1). GO functional analysis of the OS-related ARGs showed that they were primarily active in processes that utilized autophagy-related mechanisms (Figure 1A). These ARGs were involved in autophagy, human cytomegalovirus infection, the p53 signaling pathway, AMPK signaling pathway, and apoptosis (Figure 1B).


Table 1 | Overall survival-related ARGs in the AML patients (P < 0.05).






Figure 1 | Significantly enriched GO terms and KEGG pathways of OS-related autophagy-related genes (ARGs) (adjusted P < 0.05). (A) Significantly enriched GO terms of OS-related ARGs. (B) Significantly enriched pathways of OS-related ARGs. (C) Two modules (CASP3 and BECN1 modules) identified through protein–protein interaction network analysis of OS-related ARGs. The color of the node in each module reflects its degree score.



To discover interactions among these OS-related ARGs, two significant modules were identified, using PPI network analysis, with more than four nodes: CASP3 and BECN1 (Figure 1C). The BECN1 module contained eight nodes with 28 edges, whereas GAPDH, CDKN2A, and P4HB were the three nodes of the CASP3 module. These ARGs might have important implications for the pathogenesis of AML.

To identify the transcriptional regulators of the OS-related ARGs, 16 TFs were identified in the TRRUST database (Table S3), including nuclear transcription factors (NFYC, NFYB, NFYA, SP1, HSF1, E2F1), a signal transducer and an activator of transcription (STAT1, STAT3), TP53, and key members of NF-κB signaling (NFKB1, RELA). The gene expressions of several ARGs were significantly regulated, such as those of the important nodes CASP3, BECN1, ATG7, BAG3, and UKL1.



Development and Validation of ARG-Related Prognostic Signature

To avoid potential overfitting, LASSO Cox regression analysis was used to select the key OS-related ARGs for modeling (Figures S2A, B). Eight ARGS were identified and used to develop an optimal prognostic signature for the OS of patients by multivariate Cox proportional hazards regression analysis by using forward and backward algorithms (Figure 2A). The patients’ risk scores were defined as follows:

	




Figure 2 | Development of the prognostic signature based on OS-relevant ARGs. (A). The hazard ratio of model genes. (B) Distribution of the patients’ risk scores. (C) Patients’ survival times along with their risk scores. (D) The expressions of the eight model genes in the high- and low-risk groups.



The patients were divided into high- and low-risk groups according to the median value of risk score. As the risk scores of patients increased in both groups, the number of deaths increased (Figures 2B, C). With regard to expressions of the eight ARGs, BAG3 and DAPK1 were highly expressed in the high-risk group (Figures 2D, S3A, B), and CALCOCO2, CAMKK2, CANX, P4HB, TSC2, and ULK1 were expressed high in the low-risk group (Figures 2D, S3C–H). This is consistent with evidence that blasts in AML show reduced expressions for most ARGs, indicating that low autophagy-related activity promotes leukemic development (40). To determine the predictive performance of the signature, the Kaplan–Meier analysis showed that patients in the high-risk group had significantly shorter OS than patients in the low-risk group (P < 1.0E-07, Figure 3A). To assess the predictive accuracy of the signature, the AUC of our signature for a 5-year OS was 0.76. In addition, the AUCs for 1-year and 3-year OS were 0.68 and 0.75, respectively, and indicated high predictive capacity of the signature (Figure 3B).




Figure 3 | Evaluation of prognostic signature to predict the OS of AML patients. (A). Patients in the high-risk group had significantly shorter OS than those in the low-risk group. (B) The AUC curves of the signature for 1, 3, and 5 years. (C) Univariate Cox regression analysis of the risk scores and clinical parameters. (D) Multivariate Cox regression analysis of the risk scores and clinical parameters. (E) Development of autophagy clinicopathologic nomogram for predicting 1-, 3-, and 5-year OS for AML patients by incorporating risk score, age, runx1 and runx1t1 fusion, and mutations in runx1. (F–H) Calibration curves of the autophagy clinicopathologic nomogram-predicted and observed 1-, 3-, and 5-year survival of AML patients. The dashed line represents the ideal performance, and the actual performance of the signature is represented by the blue lines.



To calculate the predictive independence of the signature for AML patients, univariate Cox regression analysis showed that age, runx1 and runx1t1 fusion, mutations in runx1, and risk score were significantly correlated with the OS of the patients (Figure 3C). The multivariate Cox regression analysis showed that the risk score was an independent predictor for AML patients after adjusting for these clinical parameters (Figure 3D), although age and mutations in runx1 were also independent. A comparison of the capability of OS predictions for AML patients based on the risk score and clinical factors showed that the AUCs of 1-year, 3-year, and 5-year OS of the clinical variables were inferior to those patients of the risk scores (Figures S4A–C).

For a more accurate evaluation of the signature, a nomogram that integrated the risk score, age, runx1_runx1t1 fusion, and runx1 mutations, was constructed (Figure 3E). The calibration curves showed that it could accurately predict the utility of 1-year, 3-year, and 5-year OS for AML patients (Figures 3F–H). This indicates that combining our risk scores and the clinical variables can improve OS prediction.



Gene Set Enrichment Analysis

The distinct OS rates of patients in the high- and low-risk group were observed, and GSEA was used to investigate the potential molecular functional difference between them. mTOR-related signaling, AKT1 signaling, and relapse prognosis for AML relapse were significantly abundant in the low-risk group (Figure S5). Previous studies have shown that mTOR regulates cell growth and proliferation by controlling the biological processes of mRNA translation, autophagy, and metabolism, or dual interactions with AKT family signaling to activate or deactivate mTOR-dependent processes (41). These data highlight that autophagy-related events were mainly implicated in low-risk AML patients.



Validation of Prognostic Signature in External AML Cohorts

To test the predictive utility of the prognostic signature of the patients’ OS in the external AML cohorts (GSE12417 and TCGA-LAML), the risk score for each patient was calculated based on the formula for the signature. The patients were divided into high- and low-risk groups according to median risk score. The OS times of patients in the high-risk group were significantly shorter than patients in the low-risk group (P = 3.797E-03, Figure 4A) in the GSE12417 cohort. The AUC of the 3-year OS for this cohort was 0.66 (Figure 4B). In addition, the prognosis of patients in the high-risk group was worse than that of patients in the low-risk group in the TCGA-LAML set (P = 8.864E-03, Figure 4C). Similarly, the AUC of the 3-year OS was 0.612 (Figure 4D). Overall, these data show that the signature could be used to independently predict the OS for AML patients.




Figure 4 | Validation of the autophagy-related prognostic signature on external AML cohorts. (A) Kaplan–Meier curve of the prognostic signature in the GSE12417 cohort. (B) The AUC curve of the signature for 3 years in the GSE12417 cohort. (C) Kaplan–Meier curve of the prognostic model in the TCGA cohort. (D) The AUC curve of the signature for 3 years in the TCGA cohort.





Identification and Enrichment of Differentially Expressed Genes (DEGs)

We noted the differences in OS between patients in the high- and low-risk groups. To delineate the DEGs of the two groups, 34 DEGs were identified using the limma package, with 15 up-regulated genes and 19 down-regulated genes (Figure 5A). A distinct pattern of gene expression was observed in patients in the high- and low-risk groups (Figure 5B). The GO term analysis showed that these DEGs were significantly involved in the biological processes of neutrophil-related activities (activation, degranulation, and response to immunity), the cellular components that occur in secretory and cytoplasmic lumen and lysosome, and various peptidase activities (Figure 5C). The pathways referenced from the KEGG database showed that the DEGs highly expressed in the high-risk group were mainly involved in acute myeloid leukemia while the DEGs down-regulated in the low-risk group were markedly involved in signaling pathways for IL-17, viral protein interactions with cytokine and cytokine receptor, NF-kappa B signaling, and the TNF signaling pathway (Figure 5D). The data indicate that these DEGs might play important roles in AML progression and immune response.




Figure 5 | Differentially expressed genes (DEGs) between the high-risk and the low-risk groups. (A) Volcano plot of the DEGs. (B) Heatmap of the DEGs. (C) Significantly enriched GO terms of the DEGs. (D) Significantly enriched pathways of the DEGs.





Potential Relevance of Signature in Tumor-Immune Microenvironment

Tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) in the tumor microenvironment (TME) are involved in cancer progression, drug resistance, and clinical outcomes. As displayed in Figure 6, an analysis of immune cell-infiltration in the TME as defined by our signature in training set showed that CD8 T cells, resting and activated NK cells, monocytes, and mast resting cells had significantly increased in the low-risk group, while CD4 T memory resting and activated cells, T cells gamma delta, regulatory T cells, and dendritic cells had been activated at high levels in the high-risk patients. Similar trends of tumor immune infiltration have been found in the two external validation sets (Figure S6). In addition, the expression analysis of exhausted cytotoxicity T cells markers indicated that GZMB and Interferon gamma are significantly increased in patients in high-risk group than those patients in low-risk group (Figure S7). This suggests a strong immunosuppressive TME that might weaken the capacity to defend against cancer in the high-risk group.




Figure 6 | Tumor-immune microenvironment analysis of the high- and low-risk groups. (A) Correlation heatmap of the ratio of tumor-infiltrating immune cells. (B) Difference between tumor-infiltrating immune cells. The blue violin reflects the low-risk group and the red violin represents the high-risk group.



Emerging molecules for immunotherapy and targeted therapy, such as immune checkpoint inhibitors, were recently identified and tested in pre- or clinical trials for the treatment of patients with AML. As shown in Figure 7, a Pearson correlation analysis showed that the risk score was significantly negatively correlated with the mRNA expressions of CD33 (cor = -0.2573, P < 0.0001), CD47 (cor = -0.1518, P = 0.0003), DOT1L (cor = -0.2451, P < 0.0001), and IDH2 (cor = -0.2718, P < 0.0001), and was positively related with those of CTLA4 (cor = 0.2222, P < 0.0001), FLT3 (cor = 0.1043, P = 0.0142), and MDM2 (cor = 0.1170, P = 0.0059). This suggests that patients with high risk scores might better respond to therapies targeting CTLA4, FLT3, and MDM2.




Figure 7 | Pearson correlation of the risk scores of the targets of immunotherapy and targeted therapy. (A) ASXL1. (B) BCL2. (C) CD33. (D) CD47. (E) CHEK1. (F) PLK1. (G) CTLA4. (H) DOT1L. (I) FLT3. (J) IDH1. (K) IDH2. (L) MCL1. (M) PD-1. (N) MDM2.





Multiple Survival-Related ARGs Are Potential Druggable Targets

To determine whether any of the available survival-related ARGs were druggable targets, a protein–drug interaction analysis of these ARGs was conducted through NetworkAnalyst 3.0, using data from the DrugBank database. The protein products of eight ARGs were identified as drug targetable (Table 2). A majority of these ARGs have been demonstrated to be implicated in tumorigenesis, including CASP3 (Caspase 3) (42), EEF2 (eukaryotic translation elongation factor 2) (43), GAPDH (glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase) (44), CAPN1 (Calpain 1) (45), DAPK1 (death-associated protein kinase 1) (46), SERPINA1 (serpin family A member 1) (47), and CCL2(C-C motif chemokine ligand 2) (48). Caspase-3 controlled AML1-ETO-induced leukemogenesis through autophagy modulation in a ULK1-dependent pattern, which indicates that the balance and selectivity among its substrates regulated disease progression (42). Eleven candidate drugs targeting Caspase-3 were identified. Caspase-3 inhibitors may be carboxylic acids and derivatives, such as 2-hydroxy-5-(2-mercapto-ethylsufamoyl)-benzoic acid and (1S)-2-oxo-1-phenyl-2-[(1,2,3,4-tetrahydroisoquinolin-5-yl)amino]ethyl acetate.


Table 2 | Eight OS-related ARGs targeted by the drugs available from DrugBank.






Discussion

Acute myeloid leukemia (AML) is one of the most prevalent hematological cancers that is characterized by the accumulation of immature clones of myeloid progenitors (49). Patients with AML have benefited from advances in targeted molecular and immunotherapy, but the 5-year prognosis for AML remains unsatisfactory owing to high relapse rates. An accurately predicted prognosis improves the decision-making capacity of the physician to select personalized treatment by stratifying the patient into a high- or low-risk group based on a reliable signature. In this study, OS-related ARGs were identified by using profiles of AML patients, and a signature comprising eight ARGs that can accurately predict the OS of patients was developed. The results of external validation suggest that this signature is a steady and independent predictor for the risk stratification of AML patients. In addition, distinct tumor-immune infiltrating landscapes between the high- and low-risk patients as well as potential druggable ARGs were identified through computational biology.

The complex autophagy-related machinery assembled by dozens of known proteins plays a critical role in maintaining essential cellular homeostasis by removing unfolded, excessive, or aged proteins as well as and organelles damaged through stress (50). The dysregulation of autophagy can be a driver of oncogenic transformation (51). Increased activities related to autophagy in cancer cells, resulting from large ratios of compromised cytosol and organelles that can cause the irreversible collapse of vital cellular functions, have been used in anti-cancer therapies. Many autophagy-related genes and signaling pathways have been shown to be key regulators in tumorigenesis and progression, and have been used to target rapamycin complex 1 (mTORC1) and AMP-activated protein kinase (AMPK) signaling pathways that control the induction of phases in mammals (52). The loss of functional mutations in negative regulators, TSC1, TSC2, and PTEN, are recognized for these signaling pathways. The heterozygosity of Beclin1, a key autophagy gene, can significantly promote the possibility of canceration owing to genomic instability in the context of reduced autophagy (53). Autophagy-related processes have been highlighted in AML, and represent an attractive druggable target. Various molecular targets and chemotherapeutic inhibitors of autophagy have been identified (8). The profiling of autophagy-related genes in AML contributes to finding additional prognostic biomarkers, and stratifying high- and low-risk patients.

In this study, 32 ARGs were found to be significantly associated with the OS of patients using univariate Cox proportional hazards regression, and further protein–protein interaction analysis showed that CASP3 and BECN1 were the leading modules correlated with the other ARGs. Previous studies have shown that some of these nodes are involved in the progression of AML through autophagy modulation (42). For example, CASP3 can control AML1-ETO-driven leukemogenesis in a ULK1-dependent pattern (42), and BECN1 plays a vital role in the initiation and progression of autophagy. Consistently with our observations, the reduced expression of BECN1 was correlated with unfavorable prognoses of AML patients (54). TSC2 has been reported to suppress mTOR signaling via phosphorylation and inhibition by AKT (55), while mTOR signaling is associated with neoplastic leukemic proliferation by mediating cellular energy response (56). The roles of some OS-related ARGs, such as BAG3, CANX, ERN1, EEF2, CAPN1, P4HB, CCL2, ITGB4, and FAS, in the regulation of autophagy in AML have not been reported. These ARGs may be important markers in AML as they have been implicated in different cancers (57, 58), while further work is needed to examine the underlying molecular mechanisms. Consistent with previous studies (52), we identified autophagy, p53 signaling, AMPK signaling, and apoptosis as significantly enriched pathways. As an intracellular energy sensor, multiple sites of ULK1 were directly phosphorylated by activated AMPK, and the enhanced activity of ULK1 activated the TSC2, a negative regulator of mTORC1 activity (59). This was in line with the fact that the AMPK signaling pathway plays a crucial role in the positive regulation of autophagic processes.

The identification of gene signatures based on transcriptomic profiles is a promising approach to monitor the prognostic risk of cancers (60). We developed an autophagy-related risk signature here consisting of eight OS-related ARGs to predict patients’ outcomes using LASSO Cox regression analysis. Patients in the high-risk group had significantly shorter OS than those in the low-risk group, even when adjusted for clinical variables by using univariate and multivariate Cox regression analyses. In addition, the signature was validated as an independent predictor on two external AML datasets. The AUC values of the ROC curves for 3-year and 5-year OS were 0.75 and 0.76, respectively. The calibration curve also confirmed its capacity for efficient prediction of patient’s outcome. A nomogram that incorporates risk scores and accessible clinical parameters provided the possibility of individual personalized utility to monitor patient’s prognosis. The predictive performance of our signature is comparable to that of a signature related to six autophagies (61), although it can better reveal the potential landscape for immunoregulatory and promotes the discovery of druggable targets for AML patients.

The differentially expressed genes analyzed in the high- and low-risk groups were significantly enriched in the regulation of immune responses, including neutrophil activation, receptor ligand activity, and chemokine activity, and the main immunity-related pathways, such as acute myeloid leukemia, IL-17 signaling pathway, NF-kappa B, and TNF signaling pathways, confirmed that differentiated immune regulators were involved in these two groups. IL-17 induced the sustained production of inflammatory cytokines, such as TNF-a and IL-6, and chemokines (CXCL1, CXCL2) to promote the pathogenesis of AML (62). Furthermore, IL-17 has been shown to activate some common pro-inflammatory signaling pathways, including NF-kB, JNK/P38/ERK, and PI3K. Inflammation can cause immune cells to assemble at the site of a tumor to fight against leukemic cells. An increasing number of pre-clinical studies have shown that tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) have a major influence on disease progression and therapeutic response in many cancers (63, 64). The increased infiltration by cytotoxic T cells, memory T cells, and T helper cells is associated with extended predicted survival (65). An analysis of the tumor-infiltrating immune cells showed significantly decreased abundance of CD8+ T cells, resting and activated NK cells, and enhanced rates of resting and activated CD4+ T cells, regulatory T cells, and gamma delta T cells in the high-risk group. This suggests that a strong immunosuppressive microenvironment, featuring immune checkpoint inhibitors, in high-risk patients might lead to a poor response to immunotherapies.

Most patients with AML exhibit resistance to conventional chemotherapy, especially older patients who cannot endure intensive chemotherapy. In such cases, targeting molecular inhibitors combined with therapy offers promising prospects for treatment (66). The levels of expression of CD47, CD33, DOT1L, and IDH2 were negatively correlated with the signature-defined risk score, and patients might respond poorly to inhibitors targeting these genes but might benefit from the blockade of CTLA4 and MDM2. Thus, the autophagy-related signature can reflect the status of immunity of patients with AML and highlight potential immunotherapeutic implications while the underlying mechanisms need to be investigated.

Drug repurposing contributes to the identification of additional uses for approved or experimental chemicals that can accelerate the development of new drugs (67). OS-related ARGs were employed here to explore potential therapeutic candidates by calculating protein-drug interactions in the DrugBank database. A total of 32 druggable chemicals were retrieved to target eight ARGs. The results showed that a Caspase-3 deficiency impairs the self-renewal of leukemic stem cells and delays AE9a-induced leukemogenesis through autophagy by regulating the cleavage of ULK1. This suggests that Caspase-3 has multiple roles in the hematopoietic development and pathogenesis of AML (40). Eleven drugs were obtained to potentially target Caspase-3. For example, minocycline has been reported to induce apoptosis in patients of acute lymphoblastic leukemia, and alleviate harm to human peripheral blood lymphocyte cells (68). This indicates that it might have an effect on AML. Resistant AML cells frequently have deficiencies in the diphthamide synthesis pathway that impairs the ability of tagraxofusp to ADP-ribosylate cellular targets. This is owing to the reduced expression of DPH1, which encodes a diphthamide pathway enzyme, through DNA CpG methylation (69). Diphthamide that targets eEF2 might be a candidate drug for AML (70). The correlation between these ARGs and drugs needed to be investigated in future work.

This study conducted a systematic analysis of autophagy-related transcriptomic profiling and developed a risk prognostic signature based on the survival-related ARGs in AML patients. There remain several limitations that should be taken into consideration when interpreting the findings, however. The enrolled ARGs were identified from the available evidence of their involvement in disease progression, but prospective data are needed to verify their clinical value. The signature was developed and validated by using retrospective, publicly accessible datasets, and requires independent external validation to assess its potential clinical relevance.



Conclusions

Our study established a prognostic autophagy-related signature comprising eight ARGs for OS prediction in AML patients. The signature was found to be independently associated with OS in the training and validation cohorts. The distinct molecular landscape defined by it, including the pathways, immune infiltration, correlation between targeted therapies, and potential druggable targets, was systematically explored. The underlying molecular mechanisms require further experimental investigation.



Data Availability Statement

The original contributions presented in the study are included in the article/Supplementary Material, further inquiries can be directed to the corresponding authors.



Author Contributions

Conceptualization and design: DF and HJ. Data acquisition: BZ, YZ, JX, and SW. Methodology: BZ and DF. Data analysis and interpretation: DF and BZ. Writing (original draft): BZ and DF. Writing (review and editing): DF, WN, and HJ. All authors contributed to the article and approved the submitted version.



Funding

This study was supported by the Science and Technology Research Project of the Jiangxi Province Department of Education (GJJ201837), and the Natural Science Foundation of Jiangxi Province (20192BAB215001).



Acknowledgments

We are grateful to the contributors to the public databases used in this study.



Supplementary Material

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fimmu.2021.695865/full#supplementary-material

Supplementary Figure 1 | General analysis workflow of this study.

Supplementary Figure 2 | Identification of key variables via LASSO regression analysis. (A) One thousand-fold cross-validation for variable selection in LASSO regression. (B) LASSO coefficients of key autophagy-related genes. Each curve represents an autophagy-related gene.

Supplementary Figure 3 | Expression of the model genes in the high- and low-risk groups (P < 0.05). (A) BAG3, (B) DAPK1, (C) CALCOCO2, (D) CAMKK2, (E) CANX, (F) P4HB, (G) TSC2, (H) ULK1.

Supplementary Figure 4 | Multiple AUCs of risk score and clinical parameters. (A) Multiple AUCs for 1 year. (B) Multiple AUCs for 3 years. (C) Multiple AUCs for 5 years.

Supplementary Figure 5 | Gene set enrichment analysis of autophagy-related signature in high- and low-risk groups.

Supplementary Figure 6 | Tumor-immune microenvironment analysis of the high- and low-risk groups in two validation sets. (A) GSE12417. (B) TCGA. The blue violin reflects the low-risk group and the red violin represents the high-risk group.

Supplementary Figure 7 | The expression analysis of exhausted T cells markers in high- and low-risk group. (A) GZMB. (B) IFNG. (C) PRF1. (D) TNF.

Supplementary Table 1 | The characteristics of samples used in this study.



Abbreviations

AML, Acute Myeloid Leukemia; DEGs, Differentially Expressed Genes; ARGs, Autophagy-related Genes; TCGA, The Cancer Genome Atlas; GEO, Gene Expression Omnibus; RMA, Robust Multi-array Average; HADb, Human Autophagy Database; TRRUST, Transcriptional Regulatory Relationships Unraveled by Sentence-based Text mining; PPI, Protein–Protein Interaction; MCODE. Molecular Complex Detection; AUC, Area Under Curve; ROC, The Receiver Operating Characteristics Curve; GSEA, Gene Set Enrichment Analysis; TFs, Transcription Factors; BP, Biological Process; CC, Cellular Component; MF, Molecular Function; KEGG, Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes; MSigDB, Molecular Signatures Databases; AIC, Akaike Information Criterion; OS, Overall Survival; PD-1, Programmed Cell Death Ligand; FLT3, FMS-like Tyrosine Kinase 3; CTLA4, Cytotoxic T-Lymphocyte-associated Protein 4.



References

1. Marando, L, and Huntly, BJP. Molecular Landscape of Acute Myeloid Leukemia: Prognostic and Therapeutic Implications. Curr Oncol Rep (2020) 22(6):61. doi: 10.1007/s11912-020-00918-7

2. Thomas, D, and Majeti, R. Biology and Relevance of Human Acute Myeloid Leukemia Stem Cells. Blood (2017) 129(12):1577–85. doi: 10.1182/blood-2016-10-696054

3. Siegel, RL, Miller, KD, and Jemal, A. Cancer Statistics, 2020. CA Cancer J Clin (2020) 70(1):7–30. doi: 10.3322/caac.21590

4. Tamamyan, G, Kadia, T, Ravandi, F, Borthakur, G, Cortes, J, Jabbour, E, et al. Frontline Treatment of Acute Myeloid Leukemia in Adults. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol (2017) 110:20–34. doi: 10.1016/j.critrevonc.2016.12.004

5. Mizushima, N, Levine, B, Cuervo, AM, and Klionsky, DJ. Autophagy Fights Disease Through Cellular Self-Digestion. Nature (2008) 451(7182):1069–75. doi: 10.1038/nature06639

6. Ouyang, C, You, J, and Xie, Z. The Interplay Between Autophagy and Apoptosis in the Diabetic Heart. J Mol Cell Cardiol (2014) 71:71–80. doi: 10.1016/j.yjmcc.2013.10.014

7. Kim, S, Eun, HS, and Jo, EK. Roles of Autophagy-Related Genes in the Pathogenesis of Inflammatory Bowel Disease. Cells (2019) 8(1):77. doi: 10.3390/cells8010077

8. Evangelisti, C, Evangelisti, C, Chiarini, F, Lonetti, A, Buontempo, F, Neri, LM, et al. Autophagy in Acute Leukemias: A Double-Edged Sword With Important Therapeutic Implications. Biochim Biophys Acta (2015) 1853(1):14–26. doi: 10.1016/j.bbamcr.2014.09.023

9. Mortensen, M, Soilleux, EJ, Djordjevic, G, Tripp, R, Lutteropp, M, Sadighi-Akha, E, et al. The Autophagy Protein Atg7 Is Essential for Hematopoietic Stem Cell Maintenance. J Exp Med (2011) 208(3):455–67. doi: 10.1084/jem.20101145

10. Xu, X, Araki, K, Li, S, Han, JH, Ye, L, Tan, WG, et al. Autophagy Is Essential for Effector CD8(+) T Cell Survival and Memory Formation. Nat Immunol (2014) 15(12):1152–61. doi: 10.1038/ni.3025

11. Le Texier, L, Lineburg, KE, Cao, B, McDonald-Hyman, C, Leveque-El Mouttie, L, Nicholls, J, et al. Autophagy-Dependent Regulatory T Cells Are Critical for the Control of Graft-Versus-Host Disease. JCI Insight (2016) 1(15):e86850. doi: 10.1172/jci.insight.86850

12. Leveque-El Mouttie, L, Vu, T, Lineburg, KE, Kuns, RD, Bagger, FO, Teal, BE, et al. Autophagy Is Required for Stem Cell Mobilization by G-CSF. Blood (2015) 125(19):2933–6. doi: 10.1182/blood-2014-03-562660

13. Auberger, P, and Puissant, A. Autophagy, a Key Mechanism of Oncogenesis and Resistance in Leukemia. Blood (2017) 129(5):547–52. doi: 10.1182/blood-2016-07-692707

14. Liu, Q, Chen, L, Atkinson, JM, Claxton, DF, and Wang, HG. Atg5-dependent Autophagy Contributes to the Development of Acute Myeloid Leukemia in an MLL-AF9-driven Mouse Model. Cell Death Dis (2016) 7(9):e2361. doi: 10.1038/cddis.2016.264

15. Du, W, Xu, A, Huang, Y, Cao, J, Zhu, H, Yang, B, et al. The Role of Autophagy in Targeted Therapy for Acute Myeloid Leukemia. Autophagy (2020), 1–15. doi: 10.1080/15548627.2020.1822628

16. Yun, CW, and Lee, SH. The Roles of Autophagy in Cancer. Int J Mol Sci (2018) 19(11):3466. doi: 10.3390/ijms19113466

17. Li, Z, Herold, T, He, C, Valk, PJ, Chen, P, Jurinovic, V, et al. Identification of a 24-Gene Prognostic Signature That Improves the European LeukemiaNet Risk Classification of Acute Myeloid Leukemia: An International Collaborative Study. J Clin Oncol (2013) 31(9):1172–81. doi: 10.1200/JCO.2012.44.3184

18. Metzeler, KH, Hummel, M, Bloomfield, CD, Spiekermann, K, Braess, J, Sauerland, MC, et al. An 86-Probe-Set Gene-Expression Signature Predicts Survival in Cytogenetically Normal Acute Myeloid Leukemia. Blood (2008) 112(10):4193–201. doi: 10.1182/blood-2008-02-134411

19. Gautier, L, Cope, L, Bolstad, BM, and Irizarry, RA. Affy–Analysis of Affymetrix GeneChip Data At the Probe Level. Bioinformatics (2004) 20(3):307–15. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/btg405

20. Leek, JT, Johnson, WE, Parker, HS, Jaffe, AE, and Storey, JD. The Sva Package for Removing Batch Effects and Other Unwanted Variation in High-Throughput Experiments. Bioinformatics (2012) 28(6):882–3. doi: 10.1093/bioinformatics/bts034

21. Deng, Y, Zhu, L, Cai, H, Wang, G, and Liu, B. Autophagic Compound Database: A Resource Connecting Autophagy-Modulating Compounds, Their Potential Targets and Relevant Diseases. Cell Prolif (2018) 51(3):e12403. doi: 10.1111/cpr.12403

22. Yu, G, Wang, LG, Han, Y, and He, QY. clusterProfiler: An R Package for Comparing Biological Themes Among Gene Clusters. OMICS (2012) 16(5):284–7. doi: 10.1089/omi.2011.0118

23. Szklarczyk, D, Gable, AL, Lyon, D, Junge, A, Wyder, S, Huerta-Cepas, J, et al. String v11: Protein-Protein Association Networks With Increased Coverage, Supporting Functional Discovery in Genome-Wide Experimental Datasets. Nucleic Acids Res (2019) 47(D1):D607–13. doi: 10.1093/nar/gky1131

24. Shannon, P, Markiel, A, Ozier, O, Baliga, NS, Wang, JT, Ramage, D, et al. Cytoscape: A Software Environment for Integrated Models of Biomolecular Interaction Networks. Genome Res (2003) 13(11):2498–504. doi: 10.1101/gr.1239303

25. Bader, GD, and Hogue, CW. An Automated Method for Finding Molecular Complexes in Large Protein Interaction Networks. BMC Bioinf (2003) 4:2. doi: 10.1186/1471-2105-4-2

26. Tang, Y, Li, M, Wang, J, Pan, Y, and Wu, FX. CytoNCA: A Cytoscape Plugin for Centrality Analysis and Evaluation of Protein Interaction Networks. Biosystems (2015) 127:67–72. doi: 10.1016/j.biosystems.2014.11.005

27. Han, H, Cho, JW, Lee, S, Yun, A, Kim, H, Bae, D, et al. Trrust v2: An Expanded Reference Database of Human and Mouse Transcriptional Regulatory Interactions. Nucleic Acids Res (2018) 46(D1):D380–6. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkx1013

28. Fontanarosa, JB, and Dai, Y. Using LASSO Regression to Detect Predictive Aggregate Effects in Genetic Studies. BMC Proc (2011) 5(Suppl 9):S69. doi: 10.1186/1753-6561-5-S9-S69

29. Vrieze, SI. Model Selection and Psychological Theory: A Discussion of the Differences Between the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and the Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC). Psychol Methods (2012) 17(2):228–43. doi: 10.1037/a0027127

30. Heagerty, PJ, Lumley, T, and Pepe, MS. Time-Dependent ROC Curves for Censored Survival Data and a Diagnostic Marker. Biometrics (2000) 56(2):337–44. doi: 10.1111/j.0006-341x.2000.00337.x

31. Ritchie, ME, Phipson, B, Wu, D, Hu, Y, Law, CW, Shi, W, et al. Limma Powers Differential Expression Analyses for RNA-sequencing and Microarray Studies. Nucleic Acids Res (2015) 43(7):e47. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkv007

32. Metsalu, T, and Vilo, J. ClustVis: A Web Tool for Visualizing Clustering of Multivariate Data Using Principal Component Analysis and Heatmap. Nucleic Acids Res (2015) 43(W1):W566–70. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkv468

33. Subramanian, A, Tamayo, P, Mootha, VK, Mukherjee, S, Ebert, BL, Gillette, MA, et al. Gene Set Enrichment Analysis: A Knowledge-Based Approach for Interpreting Genome-Wide Expression Profiles. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (2005) 102(43):15545–50. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0506580102

34. Zhang, Z, and Kattan, MW. Drawing Nomograms With R: Applications to Categorical Outcome and Survival Data. Ann Transl Med (2017) 5(10):211. doi: 10.21037/atm.2017.04.01

35. Alba, AC, Agoritsas, T, Walsh, M, Hanna, S, Iorio, A, Devereaux, PJ, et al. Discrimination and Calibration of Clinical Prediction Models: Users’ Guides to the Medical Literature. JAMA (2017) 318(14):1377–84. doi: 10.1001/jama.2017.12126

36. Newman, AM, Liu, CL, Green, MR, Gentles, AJ, Feng, W, Xu, Y, et al. Robust Enumeration of Cell Subsets From Tissue Expression Profiles. Nat Methods (2015) 12(5):453–7. doi: 10.1038/nmeth.3337

37. Valent, P, Sadovnik, I, Eisenwort, G, Bauer, K, Herrmann, H, Gleixner, KV, et al. Immunotherapy-Based Targeting and Elimination of Leukemic Stem Cells in AML and CML. Int J Mol Sci (2019) 20(17):4233. doi: 10.3390/ijms20174233

38. Winer, ES, and Stone, RM. Novel Therapy in Acute Myeloid Leukemia (AML): Moving Toward Targeted Approaches. Ther Adv Hematol (2019) 10:2040620719860645. doi: 10.1177/2040620719860645

39. Wishart, DS, Feunang, YD, Guo, AC, Lo, EJ, Marcu, A, Grant, JR, et al. DrugBank 5.0: A Major Update to the DrugBank Database for 2018. Nucleic Acids Res (2018) 46(D1):D1074–D82. doi: 10.1093/nar/gkx1037

40. Staib, P, Tiehen, J, Strunk, T, and Schinkothe, T. Determination of Caspase-3 Activation Fails to Predict Chemosensitivity in Primary Acute Myeloid Leukemia Blasts. BMC Cancer (2005) 5:60. doi: 10.1186/1471-2407-5-60

41. Guertin, DA, and Sabatini, DM. Defining the Role of mTOR in Cancer. Cancer Cell (2007) 12(1):9–22. doi: 10.1016/j.ccr.2007.05.008

42. Man, N, Tan, Y, Sun, XJ, Liu, F, Cheng, G, Greenblatt, SM, et al. Caspase-3 Controls AML1-ETO-Driven Leukemogenesis Via Autophagy Modulation in a ULK1-Dependent Manner. Blood (2017) 129(20):2782–92. doi: 10.1182/blood-2016-10-745034

43. Wang, RX, Xu, XE, Huang, L, Chen, S, and Shao, ZM. eEF2 Kinase Mediated Autophagy as a Potential Therapeutic Target for Paclitaxel-Resistant Triple-Negative Breast Cancer. Ann Transl Med (2019) 7(23):783. doi: 10.21037/atm.2019.11.39

44. Xu, JY, Zhang, C, Wang, X, Zhai, L, Ma, Y, Mao, Y, et al. Integrative Proteomic Characterization of Human Lung Adenocarcinoma. Cell (2020) 182(1):245–61.e17. doi: 10.1016/j.cell.2020.05.043

45. Chen, Y, Tang, J, Lu, T, and Liu, F. CAPN1 Promotes Malignant Behavior and Erlotinib Resistance Mediated by Phosphorylation of c-Met and PIK3R2 Via Degrading PTPN1 in Lung Adenocarcinoma. Thorac Cancer (2020) 11(7):1848–60. doi: 10.1111/1759-7714.13465

46. Steinmann, S, Kunze, P, Hampel, C, Eckstein, M, Bertram Bramsen, J, Muenzner, JK, et al. DAPK1 Loss Triggers Tumor Invasion in Colorectal Tumor Cells. Cell Death Dis (2019) 10(12):895. doi: 10.1038/s41419-019-2122-z

47. Ercetin, E, Richtmann, S, Delgado, BM, Gomez-Mariano, G, Wrenger, S, Korenbaum, E, et al. Clinical Significance of SERPINA1 Gene and Its Encoded Alpha1-Antitrypsin Protein in NSCLC. Cancers (Basel) (2019) 11(9):1306. doi: 10.3390/cancers11091306

48. Qian, BZ, Li, J, Zhang, H, Kitamura, T, Zhang, J, Campion, LR, et al. CCL2 Recruits Inflammatory Monocytes to Facilitate Breast-Tumour Metastasis. Nature (2011) 475(7355):222–5. doi: 10.1038/nature10138

49. Cai, SF, and Levine, RL. Genetic and Epigenetic Determinants of AML Pathogenesis. Semin Hematol (2019) 56(2):84–9. doi: 10.1053/j.seminhematol.2018.08.001

50. Jin, M, and Klionsky, DJ. Regulation of Autophagy: Modulation of the Size and Number of Autophagosomes. FEBS Lett (2014) 588(15):2457–63. doi: 10.1016/j.febslet.2014.06.015

51. Lalaoui, N, Johnstone, R, and Ekert, PG. Autophagy and AML–Food for Thought. Cell Death Differ (2016) 23(1):5–6. doi: 10.1038/cdd.2015.136

52. Yang, Z, and Klionsky, DJ. Mammalian Autophagy: Core Molecular Machinery and Signaling Regulation. Curr Opin Cell Biol (2010) 22(2):124–31. doi: 10.1016/j.ceb.2009.11.014

53. Mathew, R, Kongara, S, Beaudoin, B, Karp, CM, Bray, K, Degenhardt, K, et al. Autophagy Suppresses Tumor Progression by Limiting Chromosomal Instability. Genes Dev (2007) 21(11):1367–81. doi: 10.1101/gad.1545107

54. Aasebo, E, Berven, FS, Bartaula-Brevik, S, Stokowy, T, Hovland, R, Vaudel, M, et al. Proteome and Phosphoproteome Changes Associated With Prognosis in Acute Myeloid Leukemia. Cancers (Basel) (2020) 12(3):709. doi: 10.3390/cancers12030709

55. Inoki, K, Li, Y, Zhu, T, Wu, J, and Guan, KL. TSC2 Is Phosphorylated and Inhibited by Akt and Suppresses mTOR Signalling. Nat Cell Biol (2002) 4(9):648–57. doi: 10.1038/ncb839

56. Tabe, Y, Tafuri, A, Sekihara, K, Yang, H, and Konopleva, M. Inhibition of mTOR Kinase as a Therapeutic Target for Acute Myeloid Leukemia. Expert Opin Ther Targets (2017) 21(7):705–14. doi: 10.1080/14728222.2017.1333600

57. Rapino, F, Jung, M, and Fulda, S. BAG3 Induction Is Required to Mitigate Proteotoxicity Via Selective Autophagy Following Inhibition of Constitutive Protein Degradation Pathways. Oncogene (2014) 33(13):1713–24. doi: 10.1038/onc.2013.110

58. Macanas-Pirard, P, Quezada, T, Navarrete, L, Broekhuizen, R, Leisewitz, A, Nervi, B, et al. The CCL2/CCR2 Axis Affects Transmigration and Proliferation But Not Resistance to Chemotherapy of Acute Myeloid Leukemia Cells. PLoS One (2017) 12(1):e0168888. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0168888

59. Dunlop, EA, and Tee, AR. The Kinase Triad, AMPK, mTORC1 and ULK1, Maintains Energy and Nutrient Homoeostasis. Biochem Soc Trans (2013) 41(4):939–43. doi: 10.1042/BST20130030

60. Fu, D, Zhang, B, Yang, L, Huang, S, and Xin, W. Development of an Immune-Related Risk Signature for Predicting Prognosis in Lung Squamous Cell Carcinoma. Front Genet (2020) 11:978. doi: 10.3389/fgene.2020.00978

61. Chen, XX, Li, ZP, Zhu, JH, Xia, HT, and Zhou, H. Systematic Analysis of Autophagy-Related Signature Uncovers Prognostic Predictor for Acute Myeloid Leukemia. DNA Cell Biol (2020) 39(9):1595–605. doi: 10.1089/dna.2020.5667

62. Qian, Y, Kang, Z, Liu, C, and Li, X. Il-17 Signaling in Host Defense and Inflammatory Diseases. Cell Mol Immunol (2010) 7(5):328–33. doi: 10.1038/cmi.2010.27

63. Al-Shibli, KI, Donnem, T, Al-Saad, S, Persson, M, Bremnes, RM, and Busund, LT. Prognostic Effect of Epithelial and Stromal Lymphocyte Infiltration in Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer. Clin Cancer Res (2008) 14(16):5220–7. doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-08-0133

64. Takemoto, N, Konishi, F, Yamashita, K, Kojima, M, Furukawa, T, Miyakura, Y, et al. The Correlation of Microsatellite Instability and Tumor-Infiltrating Lymphocytes in Hereditary Non-Polyposis Colorectal Cancer (HNPCC) and Sporadic Colorectal Cancers: The Significance of Different Types of Lymphocyte Infiltration. Jpn J Clin Oncol (2004) 34(2):90–8. doi: 10.1093/jjco/hyh018

65. Bremnes, RM, Busund, LT, Kilvaer, TL, Andersen, S, Richardsen, E, Paulsen, EE, et al. The Role of Tumor-Infiltrating Lymphocytes in Development, Progression, and Prognosis of Non-Small Cell Lung Cancer. J Thorac Oncol (2016) 11(6):789–800. doi: 10.1016/j.jtho.2016.01.015

66. Ramos, NR, Mo, CC, Karp, JE, and Hourigan, CS. Current Approaches in the Treatment of Relapsed and Refractory Acute Myeloid Leukemia. J Clin Med (2015) 4(4):665–95. doi: 10.3390/jcm4040665

67. Shah, RR, and Stonier, PD. Repurposing Old Drugs in Oncology: Opportunities With Clinical and Regulatory Challenges Ahead. J Clin Pharm Ther (2019) 44(1):6–22. doi: 10.1111/jcpt.12759

68. Ruiz-Moreno, C, Velez-Pardo, C, and Jimenez-Del-Rio, M. Minocycline Induces Apoptosis in Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia Jurkat Cells. Toxicol In Vitro (2018) 50:336–46. doi: 10.1016/j.tiv.2018.03.012

69. Togami, K, Pastika, T, Stephansky, J, Ghandi, M, Christie, AL, Jones, KL, et al. DNA Methyltransferase Inhibition Overcomes Diphthamide Pathway Deficiencies Underlying CD123-Targeted Treatment Resistance. J Clin Invest (2019) 129(11):5005–19. doi: 10.1172/JCI128571

70. Gondek, LP. Hitting the Bullseye With a Nonlethal Payload: Resistance in CD123-Positive Malignancies. J Clin Invest (2019) 129(11):4590–2. doi: 10.1172/JCI132443



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 © 2021 Fu, Zhang, Wu, Zhang, Xie, Ning and Jiang. 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.




REVIEW

published: 08 June 2021

doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2021.705260

[image: image2]


CD58 Immunobiology at a Glance


Yalu Zhang †, Qiaofei Liu †, Sen Yang and Quan Liao *


Department of General Surgery, State Key Laboratory of Complex Severe and Rare Diseases, Peking Union Medical College Hospital, Chinese Academy of Medical Science and Peking Union Medical College, Beijing, China




Edited by: 
Peng Qu, National Institutes of Health (NIH), United States

Reviewed by: 
Lucas Ferrari De Andrade, Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai, United States

Alex Michael Abel, LEAH Labs, Inc., United States

*Correspondence: 
Quan Liao
 lqpumc@126.com


†These authors have contributed equally to this work


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


Received: 05 May 2021

Accepted: 24 May 2021

Published: 08 June 2021

Citation:
Zhang Y, Liu Q, Yang S and Liao Q (2021) CD58 Immunobiology at a Glance. Front. Immunol. 12:705260. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2021.705260



The glycoprotein CD58, also known as lymphocyte-function antigen 3 (LFA-3), is a costimulatory receptor distributed on a broad range of human tissue cells. Its natural ligand CD2 is primarily expressed on the surface of T/NK cells. The CD2-CD58 interaction is an important component of the immunological synapse (IS) that induces activation and proliferation of T/NK cells and triggers a series of intracellular signaling in T/NK cells and target cells, respectively, in addition to promoting cell adhesion and recognition. Furthermore, a soluble form of CD58 (sCD58) is also present in cellular supernatant in vitro and in local tissues in vivo. The sCD58 is involved in T/NK cell-mediated immune responses as an immunosuppressive factor by affecting CD2-CD58 interaction. Altered accumulation of sCD58 may lead to immunosuppression of T/NK cells in the tumor microenvironment, allowing sCD58 as a novel immunotherapeutic target. Recently, the crucial roles of costimulatory molecule CD58 in immunomodulation seem to be reattracting the interests of investigators. In particular, the CD2-CD58 interaction is involved in the regulation of antiviral responses, inflammatory responses in autoimmune diseases, immune rejection of transplantation, and immune evasion of tumor cells. In this review, we provide a comprehensive summary of CD58 immunobiology.




Keywords: CD58, lymphocyte functional antigen-3, LFA-3, CD2, T cell activation, immune evasion



Introduction

Intercellular adhesion is vital for a range of immunological responses, including the interaction between T lymphocytes and target cells. Conjugate formation of T cells with antigen-negative targets is nearly as efficient as with specific target cells without causing lysis of target cells. Therefore, on specific target cells, adhesion in an antigen-independent manner may occur simultaneously with or prior to antigen recognition (1).

The immune adhesion molecule CD58, also known as LFA-3, is a heavily glycosylated, distributed surface glycoprotein of 40-70 kDa and extensively expressed on hematopoietic and nonhematopoietic cells (2, 3). CD58 on the cell surface participates in potentiating effector-target adhesion during antigen-specific recognition (4). Cell-cell adhesion is crucial for leucocyte-mediated chemotaxis, phagocytosis, cytotoxicity, and induction of lymphocyte differentiation and proliferation. In terms of the antigen-presenting process, the CD58 molecule offers an effective second signal for T cell activation, thereby optimizing and replenishing the proliferative response mediated through TCR/CD3 signaling (Figure 1A) (5, 6).




Figure 1 | The structure diagram with regard to T cell activation, T cell rosette, and immunological synapse (IS). (A) The left panel displays that the CD2-CD58 interaction facilitates the T cell activation through offering the necessary second signal and assisting TCR-mediated stimulation. (B) The middle panel exhibits the formation of T cell rosette mainly mediated by the binding of CD2 with CD58. (C) The IS can be classified into different supramolecular activation complexes (SMAC), central, peripheral, and distal SMAC (c, p and dSMAC, respectively). In addition to the cSMAC, the CD2-CD58 interactions exist between pSMAC and dSMAC, and form a ring-like structure, called “corolla”. The right panel shows the longitudinal and cross section of IS.



CD2, also known as T11, LFA-2, the erythrocyte (E) rosette receptor, is the natural ligand of CD58. It is a surface glycoprotein restricted to T lymphocytes, NK cells, thymocytes, and a subset of bone marrow cells (7, 8). Both CD2 and CD58 are members of the immunoglobulin supergene family and their amino acid sequences on the extracellular domain are significantly similar (9). The amino-terminal domain of CD2 is responsible for target cell adhesion and binds to CD58 on target cells or antigen-presenting cells (APC) with high affinity (10–12). As an important adhesion pathway between T cells and target cells, CD2-CD58 interaction is not only a crucial costimulatory signal for optimal T cell activation in response to antigens, but also induction of a series of essential signal transduction events to participate in the modulation of T cell responses (13, 14). For example, incubation of B lymphoblastoid cell with immobilized anti-CD58 mAbs causes broad tyrosine phosphorylation and increases TNF-α production (15). Accumulating evidence has demonstrated that the CD2-CD58 interaction plays a critical role in lymphocyte activation, recirculation, and effector function, e.g., cytolytic activity on neoplastic cells (16, 17).

Herein, we have collated almost all of the published literature from discovery to the present and elaborately summarized the CD58 immunobiology in a systematic and comprehensive manner, including CD58 isoforms, sCD58, IS formation, CD58 polymorphisms, CD2-CD58 interaction, their structures of interface, and related functions; simultaneously dissected the important effects of CD58 for T/NK cell-mediated immune response in tumor-related and immune-related diseases.



Two Isoforms of CD58

There are two isoforms of CD58 derived from divergent mRNA splicing: a type-I transmembrane and a glycosylphosphatidylinositol (GPI)-anchored form (Figure 2A) (18). The former has an extracellular domain with six N-linked glycosylation sites sequentially linked to a hydrophobic transmembrane region and a 12-amino acid cytoplasmic segment; The latter is anchored to the outer side of the cell membrane by a GPI tail without transmembrane region and cytoplasmic domain (18, 19). They are located in different membrane compartments. The GPI-anchored isoform resides in lipid raft, whereas the transmembrane isoform localizes in a non-raft microdomain (20). Despite the transmembrane CD58 outside lipid rafts, it can trigger signaling independently of the GPI-anchored isoform, such as induction of tyrosine phosphorylation of PLCγ, SYK and BLNK, and activation of AKT and ERK (20, 21). Cell adhesion is dependent on the density of CD58. At lower densities, GPI-linked isoform is crucial for enhancing adhesion, instead of the transmembrane isoform (22). Accordingly, unlike the well-accepted concept that the GPI-anchor is indispensable for signaling, the GPI-anchored CD58 is more effective in enhancing adhesion, whereas the transmembrane form is more critical for signal transduction. This kind of structural distribution is of great significance to CD58 adhesion and transmembrane signaling (23).




Figure 2 | Schematic of CD58 isoforms and CD2-CD58 interface. (A) Schematic diagram of two CD58 isoforms, a GPI-anchored and a type-I transmembrane form. (B) Structure diagram of the interface in CD2-CD58, which is mainly supported by electrostatic complementarity instead of shape matching.





CD2-CD58 Interaction

Human peripheral blood T lymphocytes have sheep red blood cells (SRBC) receptors on their surface. Human T lymphocytes are mixed with SRBC to form a rosette centered on T cells and surrounded by SRBCs in vitro, known as the “E-rosette test”, which reflects the immunological activity of T lymphocytes (Figure 1B). The formation of E-rosette is dependent on the binding of CD2 in T lymphocytes with T11 target structure (T11TS) on SRBC, which is a functionally homologous ligand for CD58 on human erythrocytes (24, 25). The anti-CD58 and anti-CD2 mAbs can inhibit rosette formation through acting on the erythrocyte and the T lymphocyte, respectively (26). In Hodgkin’s lymphoma (HL) tissue, spontaneous rosette formation of T cells with Reed-Sternberg cells is also mediated via CD2-CD58 interaction (26).

The interaction between CD2 in T cells and CD58 in target cells is subtle and unique. Activated human T lymphocytes can form rosettes with autologous erythrocytes, while resting T cells cannot (18, 27). Moreover, the interaction of CD2-CD58 is enthalpy-driven, accompanied by adverse entropic changes and energetically remarkable conformational adjustments (28). Unlike the other adhesion, CD2-CD58 interaction does not depend on cellular metabolism and cytoskeletal involvement, insensitive to ambient temperature, and its rate constant and average affinity not influenced by variations in ionic strength such as extracellular Mg2+/Ca2+ (26, 28).



Structure of Interface in CD2-CD58

There are four discrete epitopes on the membrane-distal domain (domain 1) and two overlapping epitopes on the membrane-proximal domain (domain 2) in the CD58 molecule (Figure 2B) (29, 30). The N-terminus of the CD58 epitopes are functional sites involved in the interaction site with CD2, while domain 2 connects CD58 to membrane anchor independent of CD2 binding and CD58-mediated activation (29, 30). In addition, all epitopes exist in the same numbers on a wide variety of CD58-positive cells and show a uniform trend of increase/decrease after cell activation or malignant transformation (30). Protein-protein interface interactions are fundamentally supported by shape matching and electrostatic complementarity. The crystal structure between the binding interface of CD2 and CD58 is an orthogonal, asymmetric, and face-to-face interaction involving the main β-sheets of the respective N-terminal domains (31). The binding domain of CD58 is a localized and densely charged surface region on the AGFCC’C” face of the CD2 adhesion site (32). Through disrupting the highly acidic surface of the AGFCC’C” β-sheet of CD58, it was unexpectedly found that the CD2-CD58 interface lacks significant shape complementarity (33). The electrostatic potential on the CD2 surface is primarily positive because of arginine and lysine residues, whereas CD58 exhibits negative charge at the interface with CD2 due to the presence of glutamate and aspartate residues (Figure 2B) (34). Specifically, the CD2-CD58 binding site is composed of β-strands C and F with charged residues (34). Therefore, electrostatic attraction, rather than shape complementarity, plays a dominant role in the binding of CD2 to CD58 (35). This pattern of binding and recognition is strikingly different from the well-known interactions of other proteins, e.g., antibody-receptor or cytokine-cytokine receptor interactions (33). Under conditions of little hydrophobicity, the interlaced, charged amino acid side chains shape salt and hydrogen bonds at the interface, generating a high degree of specificity despite with low affinity that weaker than initial expectation, which satisfies the special requirements for such interaction to be easily reversible (36, 37). Selective binding, weak, reversible, these features are particularly suitable for CD2-CD58 interaction to initiate and sustain dynamic bindings between T/NK cells and target cells (36, 37). In addition, structural analysis shows that CD2-CD58 adhesion has strong conformational flexibility and some unnatural helical conformations under organic solvents or high-temperature conditions (38). The conformational state of the adhesion proteins is beneficial to the modulation of CD2 folding and cell adhesion (38).

As a costimulatory pathway, CD2-CD58 interactions provide a series of favorable conditions for signal recognition of T/NK cells with their targets. Firstly, substantial CD2-CD58 interactions contribute to overcoming intercellular charge repulsion, thereby eliminating bond strain on the interactions of TCR-ligand (39). Secondly, on account of the membrane gap of the CD2-CD58 complex is equal to that of the TCR peptide-MHC complex, numerous CD2-CD58 interactions would place the distance between T/NK cell and target cell within an optimal range for the T/NK cell receptor-ligand interaction (40). Thirdly, the cytoplasmic domain of CD2 is large and conserved, which facilitates the recruitment of cytoskeleton and signaling molecules into the contact cap (41–43).

Additionally, glycosylation plays a crucial role in intercellular adhesion and regulates the stability and dynamics of proteins in a subtle way (44), which is likewise involved in the regulation of human CD2/CD58-mediated cell-cell adhesion by conformational adjustment (45). Fully glycosylated CD58 is more effective in suppressing the formation of E-rosette than the deglycosylated form, so the maintenance of CD58 glycosylation is essential for the exertion of its functional activity (46). The CD2-CD58 interaction is largely administrated by three hot spots forming a binding triangle, the topology of which is fundamental for the stability of CD2-CD58 binding. The topology of CD2 conformation is remarkably tuned and induced by glycosylation into a specific structure to energetically stabilizes the CD2-CD58 complex. Therefore, CD2 glycosylation facilitates CD2-CD58 binding via conformational adjustment (45).

According to the relevant structure epitopes, drugs or agents are designed to influence CD2/CD58-mediated intercellular adhesion to regulate the immune response. In the CD2-CD58 interface, CD58 Lys34 and CD2 Tyr86 residues are functional hot spots (47). Therefore, short peptide drugs can be constructed from the hot spot β-strand area of CD2 molecule with CD58 binding site. For example, structural constraints from CD2 are inserted into the peptides via the dibenzofuran moiety to nucleate β-strand conformation in the peptides, thus regulating the binding of CD2 to CD58 (48). In the collagen-induced arthritis (CIA) mouse model, a peptidomimetic designed to disrupt the interface of CD2-CD58 interaction can inhibit the T/NK cell-mediated immune response through interfering with the binding of CD2 with CD58 (49). Besides, a kind of nonimmunogenic compound 7 is successfully synthesized to act as a lead compound for immunoregulation, accompanied by a reduction of IFN-γ and anti-collagen antibody levels in the CIA model, and thus it may be an effective therapeutic drug for the autoimmune disease (50). These results indicate that peptides targeting costimulatory molecule CD2/CD58 can be used to regulate immune responses and contribute to the development of therapeutic drugs for autoimmune and inflammatory diseases.

Previously published studies have demonstrated that using the CD58 fusion protein Alefacept to disrupt the CD2-CD58 interaction can inhibit T cell activation (51). More importantly, it was found that alefacept could specifically eliminate effector memory T cells in the peripheral blood and attenuate clinical symptoms in type-I diabetes and psoriasis (52, 53). Although the constructed peptides have biological activities in vitro and in vivo, their stability in vivo has limitations as most other peptides (54). Sable et al. adopted a novel approach to reinforce its stability via integrating the CD2 adhesion domain sequence from peptide 6 into the framework of rhesus theta defensins and sunflower trypsin inhibitor (55). The constructed cyclic peptides exhibit potent resistance toward enzymatic degradation and thermal denaturation. Among them, SFTI-a possesses a strong inhibitory activity of cell adhesion in the low nanomolar range to repress T cell-mediated immune responses from humanized arthritic mice (55).



Soluble CD58

It was first discovered in 1993 by Hoffmann et al. that the presence of a soluble form of CD58 in human serum, urine, and cell supernatant in vitro (29). At high concentrations, sCD58 can bind to CD2-positive cells and restrain rosette formation of human T cells with sheep and human erythrocytes (29). The mixed lymphocyte reaction could also be profoundly dampened by sCD58 (46). Therefore, local release of large amounts of native sCD58 may disturb cell-cell adhesion and recognition in vivo. Besides, similar to suppression by CD58 mAbs, sCD58 alleviates the cytotoxicity of human NK clones (CD2+ CD3−). In contrast, sCD58 and mitotic CD2R mAb act synergistically in the triggering of T cell activation (46). These findings reveal that sCD58 modulates intercellular adhesion and T/NK cell-mediated immune responses by acting as a biological immunoregulator.

It has been shown that sCD58 can curb the lysis of neoplastic cells through competitively suppressing the binding to CD2. The release of substantial sCD58 from melanoma cells results in their accumulation within the tumor tissue at high concentrations sufficient to inhibit cellular immune responses and immunotherapeutic sensitivity (56). Hollander et al. found sCD58 was constitutively secreted into the supernatant of human B lymphoblastoid cells and the GPI-deficient mutant cells generated more sCD58 than wild-type cells (57). A similar phenomenon can be observed in lymphocytes from patients with paroxysmal nocturnal hemoglobinuria (PNH), which is characterized by a defect in the GPI-anchoring pathway. Therefore, lymphocytes in PNH patients generate more sCD58 than normal cells as the absence of GPI anchoring (58).

Although alternative splicing, direct secretion, and proteolytic shedding have not yet been corroborated as possible mechanisms of sCD58 production, the sCD58 release is likely to be derived from enzymatic cleavage of membrane-anchored CD58, since lack of a distinct mRNA for sCD58 and the downregulation of CD58 surface expression is always accompanied by the accumulation of sCD58 in the cellular supernatant (58–60). Furthermore, subsequent studies have revealed that the expression of surface CD58 is decreased following the treatment of PI-specific phospholipase C (PI-PLC) (61). Those changes between membranous CD58 and sCD58 may significantly affect adhesion/deadhesion processes, because the CD2-CD58 axis is one of the dominant pathways to mediate the interaction between T/NK cells and other cells (62, 63). Thus, cleavage of membranous CD58 may be responsible for the production of its soluble form, which plays a crucial role in the deadhesion of T/NK cells with target cells.

Regarding the immune function of sCD58, it was found that the dimeric and multimeric forms of synthetic sCD58 have a stronger potency than the monomeric biological form. The dimeric sCD58 inhibits antigen-stimulated proliferation of T lymphocytes to exert its immunosuppressive capacities via inducing regulatory T cells (64). The multimeric sCD58 is more effective than the monomer in refraining the proliferation of T lymphocytes in response to allogeneic cells, tetanus toxoid, or purified protein derivative (65). This inhibitory effect is not only due to physical blockage of intercellular interactions, but may also involve negative signaling generated via multimeric sCD58-CD2 interactions (65). Accordingly, it owns a strong potential as an immunomodulatory agent to suppress antigen-specific T cell responses for the treatment of inflammatory and autoimmune diseases. So far, the role of sCD58 in the tumor microenvironment has not been explored. With regard to the potential competitive inhibition of sCD58 between T/NK cells and target cells, sCD58 may be involved in cancer cell-induced immunosuppression, which has potential clinical implications and needs to be further mined and demonstrated.



Effects of Cytokines and Drugs on CD58 Expression

The regulation of CD58 expression by cytokines is cell-dependent. In colonic epithelial cells, breast cancer cells and normal hepatocytic cells, the expression of CD58 is unresponsive to cytokine stimulation, including TNF-α, IFN-γ, IL-1, and IL-6 (66–68). There was no change in CD58 expression after stimulation of bronchial epithelial cells with TNF-α or IFN-γ (69). Similarly, TNF-α and IFN-γ do not influence the expression of CD58 in embryonic brain astrocytes (70). In contrast, the expression of CD58 was sensitively increased after incubation with IL-4 in human B-lymphoma cells and Burkitt’s lymphoma cell lines (68, 71, 72). Stimulation of cultured leukemic blasts with TNF-α increases CD58 expression, in turn facilitating susceptibility to lymphocyte-mediated lysis (73). After exposure to GM-CSF, CD58 expression is significantly upregulated in acute myelogenous leukemia (AML) cells (74). Besides, ultraviolet (UV)-B irradiation decreases the expression of CD58 on Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)-transformed B cells (75).

Notably, CD58 expression is significantly affected by some exogenous stimuli or drugs. The expression of CD58 on the surface of hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) cells is dramatically elevated after anisomycin treatment and blockade of CD58 can potently impair the anisomycin-mediated enhancement of NK cytotoxicity (76). Thus, the adhesion molecule CD58 is likely to be critical for NK-mediated immunotherapy (76). Furthermore, β-interferon can significantly enhance the proportion of CD58 positive endothelial cells (77). All-trans retinoic acid (ATRA) and dexamethasone robustly diminish the surface expression of CD58 in vitro, which probably explains the efficacy of these drugs in treating inflammation-related diseases in vivo to some extent (78, 79). Moreover, long-term lead exposure reduces the expression of the erythrocyte adhesion molecule CD58, weakening the sensitivity to IFN-γ, in preschool children (80).

The surface CD58 appears to be unresponsive to cytokines, but the production of sCD58 is relatively sensitive to cytokines such as IL-1β, IFN-γ, and TNF-α. Albeit this, the generation of sCD58 varies from cell to cell, as demonstrated by its release from some, but not all, tumor cell lines. The sCD58 is only released in 6 out of 10 melanoma cell lines. Among them, sCD58 production can be potently affected by IFN-γ in all lines and by TNF-α in one (56). The sCD58 in the adenocarcinoma cell supernatant can be detected only after IL-1β stimulation (29). Both PMA and TNF-α can augment the release of sCD58 in HCC cells, but the production of sCD58 is unaffected following IL-1β stimulation (29). Thus, different cells exhibit different susceptibility to TNF-α and IFN-γ (29, 56). This regulation is cell-specific, especially IFN-γ, which inhibits the release of sCD58 in larynx epidermoid carcinoma cells but promotes the production of the soluble form in lung epidermoid carcinoma cells (60). In fact, CD58 is also present in a cytoplasmic “pool” of each cell; meanwhile, cleavage of surface CD58 by PLC can result in an increase of intracellular CD58 (60). Therefore, the cytoplasmic, membranous, and soluble form of CD58 is likely to be interrelated and dynamic. Apart from the expression level of CD58, activation status, secretory activity, and endogenous protein sheddase levels may be the major reasons for the cell-dependent differences in the production of sCD58 (60).



CD2/CD58/CD48/CD59

CD2, CD48, CD58, and CD59 are tightly associated members of the immunoglobulin superfamily and they have similar structures in extracellular regions (81). CD58 is the primary natural ligand for human CD2; CD48 and CD59 are two additional, low-affinity ligands for human CD2, and their interactions in the human are limited and independent of glycosylation (82, 83).

The CD2 binding sites with CD58 and CD59 are overlapping, but not exactly identical (84). In murine T cell hybridomas expressing human CD2, anti-CD59 mAbs suppress CD2-mediated T cell activation, indicating that direct interaction of CD2 with CD59 likewise facilitates T cell-specific immune responses (84). Thus, CD59 is considered as the second ligand for CD2 and synergizes with CD58 to promote the adhesion and activation of T lymphocytes (85, 86). Notably, CD59 promotes CD58-mediated T cell proliferation and IL-2 production, whereas in the absence of CD2-CD58 interaction, the CD59 molecule itself cannot stimulate T cell proliferation alone even in the presence of exogenous recombinant cytokines such as IL-1, IL-6 (82).

Although CD58 is distributed on a wide range of human cells and tissues, the CD58 gene has not yet been found in murine, and the only counter-receptor for CD2 identified heretofore is CD48 (87). CD48 is considered to be a homologue of human CD58 in murine since its high similarities in distribution and structure (88). Arulanandam et al. surmise that CD58 may have evolved at the later stage of mammalian evolution due to gene duplication from CD48 to become an exclusive counter-receptor for CD2 after divergence from murine (89–91). The species-specific differences in the CD2/CD58/CD48/CD59 system are summarized in Figure 3A (91).




Figure 3 | Schematic diagram regarding CD2/CD58/CD48/CD59 system, CD2-CD58 immobilization in T cell activation, and IL-12/IFN-γ feedback loop. (A) Specific differences of reciprocal adhesion molecule between human and murine in the CD2/CD58/CD48/CD59 system. CD2 and CD244 (2B4) are presented at the surface of T/NK cells in human and murine. Specifically, CD2-CD58 is the principal ligand-receptor pair. CD48 and CD59 are two additional and low-affinity ligands of CD2 in human. The CD48 receptor binds both CD2 and CD244, while the CD58 gene is absent in murine. (B) The immobilization of CD2-CD58 following T cell activation. This process consists of three important features, increased CD2 surface expression, the high affinity of CD2-CD58, and rapidly lateral mobility; a series of conformational changes is beneficial to strengthen intercellular adhesion and aid recognition. (C) The important role of CD2-CD58 interaction in the IL-12/IFN-γ positive feedback loop between monocytes and activated T cells.



In humans, T/NK cell adhesion molecule CD2 interacts with diverse ligands, such as CD58, CD48, CD59, and even the novel carbohydrate structure (92). However, there is no additional ligand for the adhesion pair of CD2-CD48 in murine (93). The interaction affinity of mouse CD2-CD48 is lower than that of human CD2-CD58. Murine CD48 is also involved in the modulation of T cell activation, and CD48 binds to the T11 (1) region of CD2, the identical area of CD2 interacts with CD58 (94). Application of anti-CD48 mAb can effectively restrain not only weak, hapten-specific responses, but also strong, alloantigen-specific responses of cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs) in vivo (95). Besides, anti-CD48 mAb interferes with CD4+-dependent pathways in vivo, and the maximal effect of it concentrates on the immune efferent stage (95). Of note, combined administration of CD48 with CD2 mAbs cannot heighten the immunosuppressive effect generated by CD2 mAb alone, indicating that regulation of the CD2 receptor, rather than a disturbance of the CD2-CD48 interaction, is the primary effect of CD2-mediated immunosuppression in the murine (96).



Immunological Synapse

After successful recognition of APCs by T cells, a specialized nanoscale structure is formed in the contact area through cytoskeletal remodeling and receptor rearrangement, known as the IS (97). Specifically, the IS consists of three layers of supramolecular activation complexes (SMAC), classified into central, peripheral, and distal SMAC (c, p and dSMAC, respectively) (98). The CD2-CD58 interactions are important components of the IS and contribute to the maintenance of high intracellular calcium levels (99). In addition to localizing to cSMAC together with other molecules, including CD28/CD80/86 and TCR-peptide-MHC complexes, the clusters of CD2-CD58 complexes also shape a ring-like framework between pSMAC and dSMAC at the outer edge of the mature IS, termed “corolla” (Figure 1C) (100). The corolla amplifies the activity of p-SFK/LAT/PLC-γ superior to TCR alone. The CD2-CD58 interactions in corollas are more signal-enhancing than central CD2-CD58 interactions. The corolla boosts CD2-dependent amplification of TCR signaling but can be buffered by PD-1 invaded the corolla (101). Chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) T-cell transfer is a novel and promising approach of adoptive T-cell immunotherapy in tumors. When in contact with the target cancer cell, CAR-T cell form an important IS with cancer cell, in turn dynamically coordinating multifarious forces to execute its cytotoxic function (102). Strategies to assist CAR-T-mediated IS with tumor cells by strengthening CD2-CD58 interaction may be beneficial for cancer immunotherapy.



CD2-CD58 in T Cells

T cell activation results in increased CD2 surface expression, affinity, and lateral mobility, allowing the CD2 molecules to diffuse from the lateral area into the contact interface and engage CD58 (103, 104). Afterwards, this process causes the CD2 that binds CD58 to be recognized and immobilized at the region of intercellular contact via CD2 conformational change, thus elevating the number of CD2-CD58 ligations and strengthening adhesion (103). This pattern combines passive diffusion with active recognition of conformational alteration to potentiate intercellular adhesion by CD2-CD58 interactions (Figure 3B).

In the absence of costimulatory signaling, stimulation of T cells by TCR/CD3 alone results in T cell anergy (105), thus the activation of T lymphocytes requires at least two signals. The first signal provided by ligation of the TCR with a specific MHC, and the second signal involves the ligand-receptor pair interactions of costimulatory adhesion (106–108). CD2 is one of the most important adhesive receptors presented on almost all of T lymphocytes and it offers costimulatory signal after interacting with CD58 on target cells (12, 109). The purified CD58 possesses a clearly mitogenic effect for human resting T lymphocytes (110). The anti-CD2 and anti-CD58 mAbs induce T cell unresponsiveness to mitogenic or antigenic stimuli and inhibit CTL-mediated killing by binding to the T cells and target cells, respectively (111). These results reveal the critical role of the CD2-CD58 interaction in T cell stimulation.

Although the CD2 engagement by CD58 alone is not sufficient for T cell activation (111–113), the CD2-CD58 interaction without other stimuli can still trigger intracellular biochemical alterations, that is, modulation of T cell function by inducing remarkable, transient upregulation of intracellular cAMP concentration (114). In the absence of TCR stimulation, CD58-bound CD2 induces signaling into microdomains via the actin-dependent aggregation of signaling molecules, such as LAT, Lck, and TCR-ζ chain (115). When stimulated together, TCR and CD2 were separated to different regions after transient colocalization in small microdomains; this spatial segregation is likely to allow the two receptors to synergistically strengthen signal transduction (115). Both receptors with different structures induce a fast spatial reconstruction of molecules in the cell membrane, indicating a pattern that local accumulation of signaling molecules initiates T cell signaling (115). Moreover, CD2-CD58 interaction renders the generation of a close adhesion zone between T cell and APC, in which the binding of TCR to peptide-MHC complexes is potentiated (116). TCR drives PLCγ1 phosphorylation and increases the enzymatic activity of PLCγ1, resulting in phosphoinositide cleavage and continuous Ca2+ mobilization, which is necessary for T cell proliferation and cytokine production (117, 118). The CD2-CD58 interaction is able to maintain and reinforce antigen-mediated Ca2+ influx in T lymphocytes interacting with APCs. CD2 and TCR is synergistic, and their signals converge to activate the PLCγ1/Ca2+ pathway at the IS (99).

The costimulatory signaling of CD58 activates CTLs to proliferation, cytotoxicity, and cytokine secretion, including IFN-γ, TNF, and IL-2 (119). IL-2 is the main T cell growth factor transcribed in resting T lymphocytes (120). As an important secondary signal of T cell activation in response to CD58-positive antigen-bearing stimulator cells, CD2-CD58 signaling induces IL-2 secretion through influencing nuclear factor (NF)-mediated the transcription of the IL-2 promoter-enhancer (121, 122), which maintains autocrine T cell growth and the generation of IFN and TNF (123). Furthermore, in the presence of CD58-like signals, such as human rCD58, T cell responsiveness to both IL-6 and IL-1 is promoted by CD2-CD58 interaction, suggesting it exerts a significant function in T cell/monocyte interactions during the initial immune responses via increasing T cell sensitivity to monocyte-secreted cytokines (124). Costimulation of T lymphocytes by CD58 effectively facilitates IFN-γ and IL-10 secretion in a calcineurin-dependent manner, and both IFN-α and IL-12 can further increase CD58-mediated IL-10 secretion (125). In contrast, TNF-α, IL-2, IL-4, IL-5, IL-13 production is low or even absent following CD58 costimulation, which was not an inhibitory effect of endogenously produced IL-10 (125). Furthermore, T regulatory cells (Tregs) are relatively poor in terms of mediation of Th1/Th2 immune responses, secretion of IL-10, and proliferation responses in vivo (126). CD2-CD58 interaction can induce the of non-proliferative Tregs with the production of large quantities of IL-10. This effect is unique to CD2 signaling since it is not acquired or even suppressed via mobilizing other costimulatory (127).

Of note, the CD2-CD58 interaction can particularly improve the T lymphocyte response to IL-12, which possesses a series of immunoregulatory effects on activated T/NK cells, like proliferation stimulation, IFN-γ secretion, and cytotoxicity (128). IL-12 responsiveness to APC-depleted T lymphocytes is restored by the Chinese hamster ovary (CHO) cells expressing CD58 (129). More importantly, the CD2-CD58 interaction offers the central functional connection in the IL-12/IFN-γ positive feedback loop between monocytes and activated T cells (Figure 3C) (130). During antigen presentation, a sufficient number of CD58 molecules on monocytes bind to the amino-terminal domain of CD2 on T cells. Relating intracellular signals by CD2 subsequently generates and initiates optimal T cell responsiveness to IL-12 (131). Monocyte-secreted IL-12 induces Th1 differentiation and significantly increases cytokine secretion, including IL-2 and IFN-γ (129). In turn, T cell-derived IFN-γ motivates monocytes to produce IL-12 and boosts the expression of CD58 in monocytes, thus further strengthening CD2-mediated signaling and maintaining T cell responsiveness to IL-12 (131). Moreover, IFN-γ provokes monocyte to kill the intracellular pathogen, whereas IL-12 and IL-2 facilitate non-MHC-restricted NK cell killing. Therefore, the CD2-CD58 interaction may be regarded as an important part of innate and acquired immune responses.

One of the most important factors causing activation-induced cell death (AICD) of T cells, an essential sustainer for lymphoid homeostasis, is triggered by the ligation of Fas (Fas-L) (132). Fas-induced AICD of activated T cells is effectively protected by dendritic cells (DC) in a CD58-dependent fashion (133). More importantly, CD2-CD58 interaction potently refrains the apoptosis of T cells through blocking the CD3-mediated Fas/Fas-L upregulation (134). CD58 costimulation increases the number of effective nuclear NF-ATp and maximizes the induction of NF-AT complexes, implying CD2-CD58 signaling is implicated in the regulation of NF-AT translocation from cytosol to nucleus (122). In addition, costimulation of CD2-CD58 on primary T cells results in STAT1 phosphorylation and nuclear translocation (135). Notably, cytokine-driven STAT phosphorylation is usually transient, whereas STAT1 phosphorylation upon CD2-CD58 stimulation can sustain several days. Transcription of pivotal target genes, including c-fos and IRF1, undergoes prolonged and delayed effects after CD2 stimulation, hinting that the special model of STAT activation may incur a unique cellular response following CD2 stimulation by CD58. Interestingly, this signaling seems to be exclusive to T cells, CD2 stimulation on NK cells cannot evoke STAT1 phosphorylation (135).

A small fraction of human CD3+ T cells are known to co-express CD56 (136), an antigen generally restricted to NK cell expression. It has been demonstrated that CD3+ CD56+ T cells have strong MHC-unrestricted cytotoxicity against neoplastic cells in vitro and in vivo (137). The CD2-CD58 interaction precisely provides the strong activation signals for expansion and differentiation of CD3+ CD56+ T cells (138). In adults, a considerable proportion of CD8+ T lymphocytes lack the expression of CD28, which is one of the characteristics of T cell senescence, meaning a low proliferative capacity and functional impairment (139). The majority of costimulators have a low ability to activate CD28-deficient T cells, while the CD2-CD58 interaction strongly induces the proliferation and cytokine production, as well as enlarges TCR signals in CD28− CD8+ T cells (140). Blocking CD58 significantly dampens the response of CD28− CD8+ T cells to allogeneic DCs and viral antigens (140). These results reveal that CD2-CD58 signal is an important costimulatory pathway to facilitate the control of chronic infection by maintaining the persistent expansion of CD28− CD8+ T cells.

Apart from T/NK-mediated cellular immunity, it is worth noting that CD2-CD58 interaction also participates in the immunoregulation of humoral immunity. Recently, the CD2 and CD58 homologs in the model species zebrafish have been identified, which have the same conserved structural characteristics as mammals (141). After antigen stimulation, CD2 and CD58 on CD4+ T cells and APCs are increased, respectively. Loss function of CD2 and CD58 strikingly restrains the activation of mIgM+ B cells and antigen-specific CD4+ T cells, and subsequently suppresses the production of antibody and host defense against pathogens. The CD2-CD58 interaction offers a major costimulatory signal for the sufficient activation of CD4+ Th-mediated adaptive humoral immunity in zebrafish (141). Given the absence of CD58 in rodents, zebrafish is anticipated to serve as an animal model for immunological research to make up for the shortcomings of mouse models.



CD58 in Thymocyte Development

During the differentiation and development of thymocytes, CD2 is one of the earliest molecules expressed; its surface density gradually reduces as thymic maturation (7). The CD2-CD58 interactions influence the affinity between TCR and peptide-MHC at the stage of positive and negative selection, which confers the ability of immature thymocytes to resist the high affinity of TCR-pMHCs to escape negative selection (100). Thymocyte proliferation needs the induction of CD58-positive L cells and phytohemagglutinin (PHA), which could be repressed by CD2 or CD58 mAb (142). Receptors for CD2 antigens situated on reticular epithelial cells, which can initiate the induction of proliferative wave of immature cortical thymocytes through interacting with the CD58 molecule (143). The anti-CD2 and anti-CD58 mAbs impede the binding of thymocyte with thymic epithelial cells, and thus suppress thymocyte activation in thymic epithelial cell-dependent manner, meaning that the natural ligand CD58 presented on human thymic epithelial cells contributes to the T cell mature and activation via the CD2 molecule (62, 144). Collectively, these results outline a crucial role for the CD2-CD58 pathway in T cell maturation and thymic differentiation.



CD58 in NK Cells

At a study of the mechanism that NK-mediated cytotoxicity to breast cancer targets, unexpectedly, anti-CD58 mAb failed to inhibit NK-mediated killing but instead mediated the enhanced cytotoxicity associated with CD58 expression, albeit CD2 blockade mildly reduced cytotoxicity (145). These results indicate NK-mediated cell lysis of breast cancer is potentiated through antibody-dependent cellular cytotoxicity (ADCC) against CD58. More importantly, CD2-CD58 interaction exerts an important function in cytotoxic function and membrane nanotube formation between NK cells and target cells (146), which is a wafery membranous protrusion physically linked two cells and able to perform substantial functions including assisting in cell-to-cell communication (147). It reveals a special role for CD2-CD58 in allowing NK cells to explore the local microenvironment through facilitating nanotube formation.

Notably, CD58 is also expressed in NK cells. Freshly isolated NK cells from human peripheral blood are consistently CD58-positive and activated NK cells with IL-2 in vitro results in an approximately 5-fold increase in surface expression of CD58 (148, 149). Therefore, CD58 appears to exert dual or even multiple functions. However, the exact function of CD58 on NK cells to date is still unclear. Future research should focus on this issue and investigate the functional differences of CD58 in immune cells and target cells, which is critical for therapeutic applications.



CD58 in Other Immune Cells

The surface of memory T cells express high levels of CD58, which has an important role in improving their responsiveness, and the CD58+ subgroup generates more IFN-γ than the CD58− subgroup following PHA stimulation (150). In terms of DCs, the significant role of the CD2-CD58 interaction in DCs is to enable immune and non-immune cells to directly interact with DCs, triggering innate and adaptive immune responses (151). Besides, CD2-CD58 interaction has been reported to participate in B cell differentiation by interacting with T cells and monocytes to some extent, but not in its proliferation (152). The binding of CD2 with CD58 located on the surface of autologous erythrocytes increases B cell responses to mitogens and antigens (153). Antibodies against CD58 can induce IgE secretion in IL-4-activated B cells (154). Thus, CD2-CD58 stimulation provides alternative signaling to modulate IgE production through intercellular contact interaction.



CD58 in Endothelial Cells

CD58 molecule plays a critical role in the interactions between T cells and ECs. Early costimulation by EC facilitates lipid raft clustering in a CD2-CD58 dependent manner, resulting in the enhancement of TCR-triggered pathways (155). Human ECs increase the expression level of CD40 ligand, a vital receptor mediating T cell activation, in activated CD4+ T cells via CD58-induced mRNA stabilization (156, 157). Furthermore, CD58 can fuel T cell adhesion to EC, facilitating the recruitment of circulating T lymphocytes into the inflammation site in vivo (158). The blockade of CD58 dampens T cell-mediated cytotoxicity to allogeneic EC and impairs IL-2 transcription and cytokine synthesis of EC (159–161). Activated T cells can enhance the permeability of ECs by the CD2-CD58 interaction (162).



CD58 in Intestinal Epithelial Cells

It has been found that CD58 is expressed constitutively in the native IEC and IEC lines. Anti-CD58 mAb suppresses IEC-mediated proliferation of CD4+ T cells (163). Specifically, CD58 molecules are highly polarized and confined to the basolateral surface of the IECs in a topological fashion at the contact area of T cells, and act as a costimulator in HLA class II-mediated antigen presentation (163). Moreover, intestinal CD3+ TCRαβ+ CD8+ intraepithelial lymphocytes (IEL) are strongly linked to IECs and CD2-CD58 interaction participates in their crosstalking. Concretely, IELs are stimulated via interacting with IECs by the CD2-CD58 pathway and this process promotes the synergistic synthesis of IL-8, leading to the TNF-α release, which in turn increases IL-8 production and CD58 expression by the IECs (164).



CD58 Polymorphisms

It has reported that CD58 single-nucleotide polymorphisms (SNP), including 6 variations, rs12044852A/C (SNP1), rs2300747A/G (SNP2), rs1335532C/T (SNP3), rs1016140G/T (SNP4), rs1414275C/T (SNP5) and rs11588376C/T (SNP6), related to the risk of neuromyelitis optica (NMO) (165). For instance, rs1016140 G allele can enhance T cell activity and impede the penetration of AQP4 antibody into the central nervous system (CNS), eventually causing NMO progression. The rs2300747 A allele augments NMO risk by reducing the RNA expression of CD58. Furthermore, the percentage of CD58-positive monocytes is markedly lower in healthy controls with each of these risk genotypes of autoimmune thyroid diseases (AITDs), and lower in patients with Graves’ disease and Hashimoto’s disease, compared to healthy individuals (166). Therefore, CD58 SNPs may participate in AITD susceptibility by decreasing CD58 expression. In a large cohort of candidemia, Kumar et al. analyzed more than 110,000 SNPs at 186 loci known to date to be related to immune-mediated diseases and showed a strong correlation between CD58 SNPs and candidemia (167). Altered level of CD58 not only modulates macrophage phagocytosis, but also indirectly affects cytokine production. For example, the SNP rs17035850 of CD58 is relevant in persistent fungemia, a positive blood culture lasted for 45 days albeit sufficient treatment, whereas the SNP rs12025416 of CD58 is linked to lower levels of Candida stimulated TNF-α and IL-6 (167).



Multiple Sclerosis

MS is a genetically complicated autoimmune disease in the CNS. Many published studies have illustrated that CD58 SNPs such as rs12044852 and rs2300747 are tightly related to MS risk in different populations, including European Caucasian, Iranian, Russians (168–172). A recent study found that carriers of the MS risk allele rs1414273 exhibited decreased CD58 mRNA levels but elevated miR-548ac levels through analyzing diverse datasets from global populations (173). In particular, SNP rs1414273 is localized at the miR-548ac stem-loop site of CD58 first intron, which can regulate the cleavage activity of Drosha, thus propelling expression uncoupling between CD58 and miR-548ac from a common original transcript in immune cells (173). Additional evidence for the role of CD58 in MS susceptibility reveals that CD58 expression is reduced in the cerebrospinal fluid of patients with MS (174). Genome-wide association scans demonstrated that CD58 allelic variants were linked to the risk of developing MS via analyzing more than five thousand MS patients (170). The CD58 protective allele (rs2300747) of MS exerts its function on disease risk through elevating CD58 mRNA expression in a dose-dependent fashion in circulating mononuclear cells and lymphoblastic cells from MS patients during clinical remission (170). Mechanistically, protective allele-induced CD58 accumulation increases the expression of the transcription factor FoxP3 via CD2-CD58 interaction, potentiating the function of CD4+ CD25high Tregs that are defective in MS (170). Moreover, the protective allele of rs1335532 is associated with MS and is located in the active enhancer region of the CD58 gene, generating a strong functional binding site of Ascl2, which induces activation of the CD58 promoter via the Wnt pathway in monocytes and lymphoblasts (175). Notably, the Alu insertion facilitates skipping of CD58 exon 3 and drives a frameshifted transcript, suggesting that Alu polymorphism is perhaps a causative factor for elevated MS risk (176).



Chronic Hepatitis

The expression of CD58 in hepatocytes of chronic hepatitis exhibits cytoplasmic and membranous staining and elevated with the severity of chronic HBV infection, the degree of inflammatory activity, and liver damage (177–179). More importantly, the proportion of CD58+ cells in peripheral blood mononuclear cells and the levels of sCD58 in serum of patients with HBV infection are conspicuously higher than that in the healthy individuals and positively associated with serum levels of AST and ALT (178, 179). These findings demonstrate that CD2-CD58 interactions between lymphocytes and hepatocytes exert an essential function in chronic hepatitis (177). Immune adhesion molecule CD58 may strengthen viral elimination via activating T/NK cells and stimulating the cytotoxic immune response. Unfortunately, this also causes the damage of hepatocytes (179).



Rheumatoid Arthritis

The level of CD58 in chondrocytes is higher in arthritic joints than in normal joints; CD58 expression is higher on synovial fluid lymphocytes of RA in comparison with peripheral blood lymphocytes from RA patients or healthy individuals (180). The expression of sCD58 in synovial fluids and serum from patients with RA are remarkably diminished in contrast with that in control subjects and patients with spondyloarthropathy (SpA) or osteoarthritis (OA) (180). Under physiological conditions, the CD2-CD58 interaction could be inhibited by local sCD58 production. Therefore, the insufficient release of sCD58 may lead to accumulation of T cells and continued inflammation in synovitis due to sCD58-mediated deadhesion (181).



Cytomegalovirus Infection

CMV is the main pathogen in AIDS patients and transplant recipients, and the presence of this virus can exacerbate allograft rejection. The surface expression of CD58 augmented after CMV infection in vitro, caused by direct action of virus infection rather than by a secondary induction of cytokine (182). The CD2 interaction with increased CD58 on the surface of CMV-infected cells is a crucial node for antibody-induced activation and NK-mediated cytotoxicity during the antiviral response (183). Blockade of CD2-CD58 interaction causes a reduction in the secretion of TNF-α and IFN-γ by adaptive NK cells following CMV infection. As a virus-encoded downregulation factor of CD58, the CMV glycoprotein UL148 can retain CD58 within the endoplasmic reticulum without being transported to the cell surface, which weakens activation of CTLs and attenuates cell-mediated antiviral response (184). Therefore, CD2-CD58 interaction is critical for the recognition and activation between T/NK cells and CMV-infected cells.



Inflammatory Bowel Disease

Serum levels of sCD58 are profoundly reduced in IBD, including Crohn’s disease and ulcerative colitis, relative to healthy controls. Decrease of sCD58 in sera associated with multiple clinical parameters of disease activity, including CDAI score and erythrocyte sedimentation rate (ESR) (185).



Transplantation

Co-expression of CD58 on the stimulator cells elicits significant potentiation of the primary alloresponse and proliferative response of CD4+ T cells (186). In the rat model of heart transplantation, treatment with CD2-targeting mAbs conspicuously prolong rat survival (187). Although anti-CD48 mAb alone fails to prolong graft survival, anti-CD48 mAb can synergize with anti-CD2 mAb to induce long-term survival of allograft (187, 188). Another xenograft mouse experiment shows that blocking the CD2-CD58 axis effectively prevents human skin allografts from lymphocyte infiltration and inflammation damage (189). Therefore, the CD58 molecule plays a role in lymphocyte-mediated immune rejection, and blockage of CD2-CD58 interaction contributes to alleviating allograft and xenograft responses.



Hematological Malignancies


Acute Lymphoid Leukemia

In ALL, CD58 expression is negatively related to the percent of peripheral blast cells, leukocytosis, and the presence of a clinical tumoral syndrome (190). Leukemia patients with poor prognosis frequently lack the expression of CD58, while the higher expression of CD58 is strongly associated with longer survival time (191). In addition, CD38+ CD58- is an independent poor prognostic factor in pediatric patients with Ph− B-cell ALL, who have shorter survival and higher risk of relapse (192). As nonmalignant B cells differentiate from early to mature stages in the bone marrow, the expression of CD58 gradually reduces, while it is usually upregulated in pediatric and adult B-cell ALL (193). The expression of CD58 is remarkably higher in ALL blasts than that in normal B cells, whereas there is no significant difference between regenerated and normal B cells (194). More importantly, CD58 has high accuracy and stability in minimum residual disease (MRD) detection at different clinical stages, thus CD58 could be used as an effective indicator for monitoring MRD in B-cell progenitor ALL (BCP-ALL) (194, 195). Furthermore, due to the presence of hematogones, it may be difficult to distinguish leukemic lymphoblasts in the diagnosis and follow-up of BCP-ALL. The use of the CD81/CD58 ratio as the discriminating marker enhances the difference between leukemia lymphoblasts and hematogones with high sensitivity and specificity in patients with BCP-ALL (196).



Acute/chronic Myelocytic Leukemia

In AML, CD58 expression is positively correlated with complete remission rate, overall survival, and disease-free survival (191). Progenitor cells from untreated CML patients exhibit diminished CD58 expression, but surface CD58 expression could be at normal levels or even exceed normal levels after IFN-α treatment (197). CML progenitor cells lacking CD58 cannot activate normal proliferation responses of T lymphocytes, resulting in abnormal adhesion of CML progenitor cells and abnormal clonal proliferation (197). Transformed cells are generally killed by lymphokine-activated killing (LAK) cells. Anti-CD58 mAb can significantly block the LAK cell lysis, indicating the loss of CD58 in CML may be an important cause of LAK resistance (198).




Lymphoid Malignancies


Burkitt’s Lymphoma

The absence of CD58 expression is a common feature of BL, which helps tumor cells escape immunological surveillance (199). The BL cells form conjugates with EBV-specific CTLs via the LFA-1/CD45 pathway, but these conjugates fail to evoke target cell lysis in the absence of the CD2-CD58 interaction, suggesting the crucial effect of CD58 in activating EBV-specific CTLs (200). To some extent, the loss of CD58 in EBV-positive BL is the basis for neoplastic cells to evade virus-specific T cell control.



Hodgkin’s Lymphoma

The formation of T cell rosettes in HL relied on the IS, and activation of rosetting T lymphocytes is dependent on the CD2-CD58 interaction (201). Although CD58 mutations in primary Reed/Sternberg (HRS) cells are rare, inactivating mutations in CD58 are common in HL cell lines and relapsed HL patients (202, 203). At the advanced stage of HL, CD58 inactivation of HRS cells located in pleural effusions is extremely prevalent, which provides favorable conditions for the immune escape of tumor cells (202).



Diffuse Large B Cell Lymphoma

Recently, several studies have reported that CD58 plays a key role in the pathophysiology of DLBCL. Genomic inactivation or mutation of CD58 causes loss of surface expression that is an independent adverse prognostic factor in DLBCL (204). An attenuation in T/NK-mediated cell lysis in DLBCL can be restored by re-expression of wild-type CD58 (205), indicating the absence of CD58 is beneficial to disturb recognition between DLBCL cells and T/NK cells in a CD2/CD58-dependent manner to evade immunosurveillance. Besides, EZH2 inhibitor can restore CD58 expression on the surface of lymphoma cells, which in turn increases IFN-γ secretion of T/NK cells against lymphoma cells. Mechanistically, there is a highly trimethylated H3K27 in the promoter region of CD58, which induces CD58 gene silencing and mediates immune escape of lymphoma cells, whereas EZH2 inhibitor can effectively rescue epigenetic repression of CD58 expression through boosting its demethylation and activating CD58 gene transcription (206). In addition to DLBCL, the CD58 gene is also one of the recurrent targets of genetic abnormalities in other lymphoid malignancies, such as acute adult T cell lymphoma and peripheral T cell lymphoma (207, 208). Taken together, these studies support the notion that the CD58 molecule plays a vital role in tumor cell biology and highlight that regulation of the adhesion molecule CD58 on the surface of tumor cells may be a promising immunotherapeutic strategy.



Solid Tumors

An increasing number of studies have revealed that the CD58 molecule plays the crucial roles in immune evasion of solid tumor cells. In neuroblastoma, CD58 is critical for the susceptibility of it to the cytotoxic effects of LAK and NK cells. Blocking CD58 on neuroblastoma cells could attenuate NK and LAK cytotoxicity (209). In colorectal cancer (CRC), Lorenz et al. (210) constructed a recombinant virus bearing CD58 (rv-CD58) to evaluate the role of CD58 on neoplastic cell immunogenicity. CRC cells infected by rv-CD58 were potently positive for CD58 and effectively potentiated intercellular adhesion, stimulated the T cell proliferation, and augmented CTL cytotoxicity. In the immunocompetent C57BL/6 mice model, rv-CD58-infected murine CRC cells significantly refrained tumor growth and induced antitumor immunity (210).

In addition to mediating T immune response in solid tumors, several recent reports have demonstrated that CD58 molecule can serve as stem cell marker or an oncogene in tumor initiation and progression. Xu et al. (211) found that CD58 was highly expressed in CRC, CD58-positive tumor cells were frequently present in primary specimens and CRC cell lines, and demonstrated increased tumorigenicity in vitro and in vivo. More importantly, elevated CD58 facilitated the self-renewal of CRC-initiating cells through activating the Wnt/β-catenin pathway by degradation of Dickkopf 3. Besides, CD58 silence notably dampened sphere formation and tumor growth (211). In gastric cancer (GC), high levels of CD58 are associated with cell dedifferentiation, invasion of tumor cells into lymph and blood vessels, decreased survival time, and cancer recurrence (212). Primary tumors and metastatic lymph nodes showed extensive expression of CD58. Furthermore, distant metastases, such as peritoneum and liver, have consistently high proportions of CD58+ GC cells (212), indicating CD58 provides a selective advantage for GC cells to establish novel distant metastatic sites. Notably, upregulation of CD58 expression in tumors appears to contradict its role as a T cell costimulatory molecule, as high expression of CD58 on the surface of tumor cells may be more readily recognized and killed by T cells. Therefore, the function of CD58 in tumor cells is not simple and isolated, but complex and diverse, and needs to be further investigated in depth.

Although immune checkpoint blockade (ICB) therapy has exhibited unprecedented clinical efficacy in tumor treatment (213, 214), ICB still lacks efficacy in the majority of cancer patients (215). A recent study reported that the surface expression of CD58 was strongly reduced in tumor cells of melanoma patients with ICB resistance compared with that of untreated patients (216). CD58 loss induced immune evasion in different co-culture models with CTLs, and the PD-L1 expression was elevated in CD58-knockout melanoma cells (216). These data illustrated that the loss of CD58 facilitated immune evasion possibly via different mechanisms, including deficiency of T cell costimulation, reduction of T cell adhesion, and even synergy of the corepressor PD-L1. Thus, elevating CD58 expression is likely to contribute to the alleviation of ICB resistance in melanoma patients. In particular, the expression of CD58 was independent of the IFN-γ pathway, and the loss of CD58 led to immune escape without affecting MHC expression (216), indicating that it differs from the known mechanisms of ICB resistance.




Conclusion

Herein, we have comprehensively summarized CD58 isoforms, sCD58, CD2-CD58 interaction, their structure and function, IS formation, CD58 polymorphisms, meanwhile discussed the crucial roles of CD58 as a costimulatory molecule for T/NK cell-mediated immune response in tumor-related and immune-related diseases. Regarding the roles of CD58 in tumor immunology, a looming but promising picture begins to come into sight from current studies (Table 1). On the one hand, loss of surface-related CD58 expression attenuates the susceptibility of tumor cells to CTL-mediated cytolysis; on the other hand, the local accumulation of sCD58 in the tumor microenvironment is likely to interfere with the adhesion and recognition of T/NK cells by serving as a natural immunosuppressor (Figure 4). The sCD58-mediated interference is not only for the recognition of the tumor cells themselves, but also includes T cell interaction with APCs. Only CD3/TCR-related signals alone without CD2-CD58 costimulatory signal may result in T cell anergy. Of note, the inhibitory effect incurred by sCD58 in the microenvironment is not only due to physical blockage of cell-cell interactions, but may also involve negative signaling inside T/NK cells through sCD58-CD2 interactions. These CD58-mediated possible mechanisms facilitate immune evasion and metastasis of tumor cells, although further in-depth studies are needed. The ideal clinical application model of CD58 in cancer immunology is to stimulate the surface expression of CD58 on cancer cells and to inhibit the secretion of sCD58 into the tumor microenvironment, however, there still remains several pending questions (1): the molecular mechanisms of sCD58 production (2); the roles of sCD58 in varieties of cancers (3); values as a therapeutic target in autoimmune diseases and malignant tumors.


Table 1 | Expression, function and clinical significance of CD58 in various malignancies.






Figure 4 | Tumor cells evade immune surveillance by regulating the expression of CD58 on the membrane surface and sCD58 in the microenvironment. PI-PLC, phosphatidylinositol-specific phospholipase C; ATRA, all-trans retinoic acid; UV, ultraviolet; PMA, phorbol-12-myristate-13-acetate; APC, antigen-presenting cell.





Author Contributions

YZ conceived and drafted the manuscript. QFL revised the manuscript. All authors contributed to the article and approved the submitted version.



Funding

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (81872501, 81673023, 81272573, and 81502068) and the Beijing Natural Science Foundation (7172177).



Acknowledgments

We thank Dr. Yunfeng Zhang and Yinuo Zhang for their encouragement and support.



Abbreviations

ADCC, antibody-dependent cellular cytotoxicity; AICD, activation-induced cell death; AITDs, autoimmune thyroid diseases; ALL, acute lymphoid leukemia; AML, acute myelogenous leukemia; APC, antigen-presenting cell; ATRA, all-trans retinoic acid; BL, Burkitt’s Lymphoma; CHO, Chinese hamster ovary; CIA, collagen-induced arthritis; CML, chronic myelocytic leukemia; CMV, cytomegalovirus; CNS, central nervous system; CRC, colorectal cancer; CTL, cytotoxic T lymphocyte; DC, dendritic cell; DLBCL, diffuse large B cell lymphoma; E, erythrocyte; EBV, Epstein-Barr virus; EC, endothelial cell; Fas-L, Fas ligation; GC, gastric cancer; GPI, glycosylphosphatidylinositol; HCC, hepatocellular carcinoma; HL, Hodgkin’s lymphoma; HRS, Reed/Sternberg; IBD, inflammatory bowel disease; ICB, immune checkpoint blockade; IEC, intestinal epithelial cell; IEL, intraepithelial lymphocyte; IS, immunological synapse; LAK, lymphokine-activated killing; LFA-3, lymphocyte-function antigen 3; mAb, monoclonal antibody; MHC, major histocompatibility complex; MS, multiple sclerosis; NF, nuclear factor; NMO, neuromyelitis optica; PHA, phytohemagglutinin; PI-PLC, phosphatidylinositol-specific phospholipase C; PNH, paroxysmal nocturnal hemoglobinuria; RA, rheumatoid arthritis; rv-CD58, recombinant virus bearing CD58; sCD58, soluble CD58; SMAC, supramolecular activation complex; SNP, single-nucleotide polymorphism; SRBC, sheep red blood cell; T11TS, T11 target structure; TCR, T cell receptor; Tregs, T regulatory cells; UV, ultraviolet.



References

1. Shaw, S, Luce, GE, Quinones, R, Gress, RE, Springer, TA, and Sanders, ME. Two Antigen-Independent Adhesion Pathways Used by Human Cytotoxic T-cell Clones. Nature (1986) 323(6085):262–4. doi: 10.1038/323262a0

2. Moller, P, Koretz, K, Schlag, P, and Momburg, F. Frequency of Abnormal Expression of HLA-A,B,C and HLA-DR Molecules, Invariant Chain, and LFA-3 (CD58) in Colorectal Carcinoma and Its Impact on Tumor Recurrence. Int J Cancer Suppl (1991) 6:155–62. doi: 10.1002/ijc.2910470727

3. Krensky, AM, Sanchez-Madrid, F, Robbins, E, Nagy, JA, Springer, TA, and Burakoff, SJ. The Functional Significance, Distribution, and Structure of LFA-1, LFA-2, and LFA-3: Cell Surface Antigens Associated With CTL-Target Interactions. J Immunol (1983) 131(2):611–6.

4. Krensky, AM, Robbins, E, Springer, TA, and Burakoff, SJ. LFA-1, LFA-2, and LFA-3 Antigens Are Involved in CTL-Target Conjugation. J Immunol (1984) 132(5):2180–2.

5. Moingeon, P, Chang, HC, Wallner, BP, Stebbins, C, Frey, AZ, and Reinherz, EL. CD2-Mediated Adhesion Facilitates T Lymphocyte Antigen Recognition Function. Nature (1989) 339(6222):312–4. doi: 10.1038/339312a0

6. Koyasu, S, Lawton, T, Novick, D, Recny, MA, Siliciano, RF, Wallner, BP, et al. Role of Interaction of CD2 Molecules With Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3 in T-Cell Recognition of Nominal Antigen. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (1990) 87(7):2603–7. doi: 10.1073/pnas.87.7.2603

7. Bierer, BE, and Burakoff, SJ. T Cell Adhesion Molecules. FASEB J (1988) 2(10):2584–90. doi: 10.1096/fasebj.2.10.2838364

8. Sanchez-Madrid, F, Krensky, AM, Ware, CF, Robbins, E, Strominger, JL, Burakoff, SJ, et al. Three Distinct Antigens Associated With Human T-Lymphocyte-Mediated Cytolysis: LFA-1, LFA-2, and LFA-3. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (1982) 79(23):7489–93. doi: 10.1073/pnas.79.23.7489

9. Sewell, WA, Palmer, RW, Spurr, NK, Sheer, D, Brown, MH, Bell, Y, et al. The Human LFA-3 Gene Is Located at the Same Chromosome Band as the Gene for Its Receptor Cd2. Immunogenetics (1988) 28(4):278–82. doi: 10.1007/BF00345506

10. Takai, Y, Reed, ML, Burakoff, SJ, and Herrmann, SH. Direct Evidence for a Receptor-Ligand Interaction Between the T-Cell Surface Antigen CD2 and Lymphocyte-Function-Associated Antigen 3. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (1987) 84(19):6864–8. doi: 10.1073/pnas.84.19.6864

11. Selvaraj, P, Plunkett, ML, Dustin, M, Sanders, ME, Shaw, S, and Springer, TA. The T Lymphocyte Glycoprotein Cd2 Binds the Cell Surface Ligand LFA-3. Nature (1987) 326(6111):400–3. doi: 10.1038/326400a0

12. Dustin, ML, Sanders, ME, Shaw, S, and Springer, TA. Purified Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3 Binds to CD2 and Mediates T Lymphocyte Adhesion. J Exp Med (1987) 165(3):677–92. doi: 10.1084/jem.165.3.677

13. Bierer, BE, and Hahn, WC. T Cell Adhesion, Avidity Regulation and Signaling: A Molecular Analysis of CD2. Semin Immunol (1993) 5(4):249–61. doi: 10.1006/smim.1993.1029

14. Miller, GT, Hochman, PS, Meier, W, Tizard, R, Bixler, SA, Rosa, MD, et al. Specific Interaction of Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3 With CD2 Can Inhibit T Cell Responses. J Exp Med (1993) 178(1):211–22. doi: 10.1084/jem.178.1.211

15. Itzhaky, D, Raz, N, and Hollander, N. The Glycosylphosphatidylinositol-Anchored Form and the Transmembrane Form of CD58 Associate With Protein Kinases. J Immunol (1998) 160(9):4361–6.

16. Schirren, CA, Volpel, H, and Meuer, SC. Adhesion Molecules on Freshly Recovered T Leukemias Promote Tumor-Directed Lympholysis. Blood (1992) 79(1):138–43. doi: 10.1182/blood.V79.1.138.138

17. Seed, B. An LFA-3 cDNA Encodes a Phospholipid-Linked Membrane Protein Homologous to Its Receptor Cd2. Nature (1987) 329(6142):840–2. doi: 10.1038/329840a0

18. Springer, TA. Adhesion Receptors of the Immune System. Nature (1990) 346(6283):425–34. doi: 10.1038/346425a0

19. Wallner, BP, Frey, AZ, Tizard, R, Mattaliano, RJ, Hession, C, Sanders, ME, et al. Primary Structure of Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3 (LFA-3). The Ligand of the T Lymphocyte CD2 Glycoprotein. J Exp Med (1987) 166(4):923–32. doi: 10.1084/jem.166.4.923

20. Ariel, O, Kukulansky, T, Raz, N, and Hollander, N. Distinct Membrane Localization and Kinase Association of the Two Isoforms of CD58. Cell Signal (2004) 16(6):667–73. doi: 10.1016/j.cellsig.2003.08.015

21. Ariel, O, Levi, Y, and Hollander, N. Signal Transduction by CD58: The Transmembrane Isoform Transmits Signals Outside Lipid Rafts Independently of the GPI-Anchored Isoform. Cell Signal (2009) 21(7):1100–8. doi: 10.1016/j.cellsig.2009.02.022

22. Chan, PY, Lawrence, MB, Dustin, ML, Ferguson, LM, Golan, DE, and Springer, TA. Influence of Receptor Lateral Mobility on Adhesion Strengthening Between Membranes Containing LFA-3 and CD2. J Cell Biol (1991) 115(1):245–55. doi: 10.1083/jcb.115.1.245

23. Dustin, ML, Selvaraj, P, Mattaliano, RJ, and Springer, TA. Anchoring Mechanisms for LFA-3 Cell Adhesion Glycoprotein at Membrane Surface. Nature (1987) 329(6142):846–8. doi: 10.1038/329846a0

24. Tiefenthaler, G, Dustin, ML, Springer, TA, and Hunig, T. Serologic Cross-Reactivity of T11 Target Structure and Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3. Evidence for Structural Homology of the Sheep and Human Ligands of CD2. J Immunol (1987) 139(8):2696–701.

25. Selvaraj, P, Dustin, ML, Mitnacht, R, Hunig, T, Springer, TA, and Plunkett, ML. Rosetting of Human T Lymphocytes With Sheep and Human Erythrocytes. Comparison of Human and Sheep Ligand Binding Using Purified E Receptor. J Immunol (1987) 139(8):2690–5.

26. Patarroyo, M, and Makgoba, MW. Leucocyte Adhesion to Cells in Immune and Inflammatory Responses. Lancet (1989) 2(8672):1139–42. doi: 10.1016/s0140-6736(89)91498-0

27. Plunkett, ML, Sanders, ME, Selvaraj, P, Dustin, ML, and Springer, TA. Rosetting of Activated Human T Lymphocytes With Autologous Erythrocytes. Definition of the Receptor and Ligand Molecules as CD2 and Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3 (LFA-3). J Exp Med (1987) 165(3):664–76. doi: 10.1084/jem.165.3.664

28. Kearney, A, Avramovic, A, Castro, MA, Carmo, AM, Davis, SJ, and van der Merwe, PA. The Contribution of Conformational Adjustments and Long-Range Electrostatic Forces to the CD2/CD58 Interaction. J Biol Chem (2007) 282(18):13160–6. doi: 10.1074/jbc.M700829200

29. Hoffmann, JC, Dengler, TJ, Knolle, PA, Albert-Wolf, M, Roux, M, Wallich, R, et al. A Soluble Form of the Adhesion Receptor CD58 (LFA-3) Is Present in Human Body Fluids. Eur J Immunol (1993) 23(11):3003–10. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830231142

30. Dengler, TJ, Hoffmann, JC, Knolle, P, Albert-Wolf, M, Roux, M, Wallich, R, et al. Structural and Functional Epitopes of the Human Adhesion Receptor CD58 (LFA-3). Eur J Immunol (1992) 22(11):2809–17. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830221109

31. Wang, JH, Smolyar, A, Tan, K, Liu, JH, Kim, M, Sun, ZY, et al. Structure of a Heterophilic Adhesion Complex Between the Human CD2 and CD58 (LFA-3) Counterreceptors. Cell (1999) 97(6):791–803. doi: 10.1016/s0092-8674(00)80790-4

32. Arulanandam, AR, Withka, JM, Wyss, DF, Wagner, G, Kister, A, Pallai, P, et al. The CD58 (Lfa-3) Binding Site Is a Localized and Highly Charged Surface Area on the AGFCC’c” Face of the Human Cd2 Adhesion Domain. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (1993) 90(24):11613–7. doi: 10.1073/pnas.90.24.11613

33. Ikemizu, S, Sparks, LM, van der Merwe, PA, Harlos, K, Stuart, DI, Jones, EY, et al. Crystal Structure of the CD2-Binding Domain of CD58 (Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3) at 1.8-A Resolution. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (1999) 96(8):4289–94. doi: 10.1073/pnas.96.8.4289

34. Leherte, L, Petit, A, Jacquemin, D, Vercauteren, DP, and Laurent, AD. Investigating Cyclic Peptides Inhibiting Cd2-Cd58 Interactions Through Molecular Dynamics and Molecular Docking Methods. J Comput Aided Mol Des (2018) 32(11):1295–313. doi: 10.1007/s10822-018-0172-4

35. Wang, J, and Reinherz, EL. Structural Basis of Cell-Cell Interactions in the Immune System. Curr Opin Struct Biol (2000) 10(6):656–61. doi: 10.1016/s0959-440x(00)00150-0

36. Davis, SJ, Ikemizu, S, Wild, MK, and van der Merwe, PA. CD2 and the Nature of Protein Interactions Mediating Cell-Cell Recognition. Immunol Rev (1998) 163:217–36. doi: 10.1111/j.1600-065x.1998.tb01199.x

37. Sun, ZY, Dotsch, V, Kim, M, Li, J, Reinherz, EL, and Wagner, G. Functional Glycan-Free Adhesion Domain of Human Cell Surface Receptor CD58: Design, Production and NMR Studies. EMBO J (1999) 18(11):2941–9. doi: 10.1093/emboj/18.11.2941

38. Yang, JJ, Ye, Y, Carroll, A, Yang, W, and Lee, HW. Structural Biology of the Cell Adhesion Protein CD2: Alternatively Folded States and Structure-Function Relation. Curr Protein Pept Sci (2001) 2(1):1–17. doi: 10.2174/1389203013381251

39. Dustin, ML. Adhesive Bond Dynamics in Contacts Between T Lymphocytes and Glass-Supported Planar Bilayers Reconstituted With the Immunoglobulin-Related Adhesion Molecule Cd58. J Biol Chem (1997) 272(25):15782–8. doi: 10.1074/jbc.272.25.15782

40. Jones, EY, Davis, SJ, Williams, AF, Harlos, K, and Stuart, DI. Crystal Structure at 2.8 A Resolution of a Soluble Form of the Cell Adhesion Molecule Cd2. Nature (1992) 360(6401):232–9. doi: 10.1038/360232a0

41. He, Q, Beyers, AD, Barclay, AN, and Williams, AF. A Role in Transmembrane Signaling for the Cytoplasmic Domain of the CD2 T Lymphocyte Surface Antigen. Cell (1988) 54(7):979–84. doi: 10.1016/0092-8674(88)90112-2

42. Hahn, WC, Rosenstein, Y, Calvo, V, Burakoff, SJ, and Bierer, BE. A Distinct Cytoplasmic Domain of CD2 Regulates Ligand Avidity and T-Cell Responsiveness to Antigen. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (1992) 89(15):7179–83. doi: 10.1073/pnas.89.15.7179

43. Bell, GM, Fargnoli, J, Bolen, JB, Kish, L, and Imboden, JB. The SH3 Domain of P56lck Binds to Proline-Rich Sequences in the Cytoplasmic Domain of CD2. J Exp Med (1996) 183(1):169–78. doi: 10.1084/jem.183.1.169

44. Thomas, D, Rathinavel, AK, and Radhakrishnan, P. Altered Glycosylation in Cancer: A Promising Target for Biomarkers and Therapeutics. Biochim Biophys Acta Rev Cancer (2020) 1875(1):188464. doi: 10.1016/j.bbcan.2020.188464

45. Wang, X, Ji, CG, and Zhang, JZ. Glycosylation Modulates Human CD2-CD58 Adhesion Via Conformational Adjustment. J Phys Chem B (2015) 119(22):6493–501. doi: 10.1021/jp509949b

46. Albert-Wolf, M, Meuer, SC, and Wallich, R. Dual Function of Recombinant Human CD58: Inhibition of T Cell Adhesion and Activation Via the CD2 Pathway. Int Immunol (1991) 3(12):1335–47. doi: 10.1093/intimm/3.12.1335

47. Kim, M, Sun, ZY, Byron, O, Campbell, G, Wagner, G, Wang, J, et al. Molecular Dissection of the CD2-CD58 Counter-Receptor Interface Identifies CD2 Tyr86 and CD58 Lys34 Residues as the Functional “Hot Spot”. J Mol Biol (2001) 312(4):711–20. doi: 10.1006/jmbi.2001.4980

48. Gokhale, A, Weldeghiorghis, TK, Taneja, V, and Satyanarayanajois, SD. Conformationally Constrained Peptides From CD2 to Modulate Protein-Protein Interactions Between CD2 and CD58. J Med Chem (2011) 54(15):5307–19. doi: 10.1021/jm200004e

49. Gokhale, A, Kanthala, S, Latendresse, J, Taneja, V, and Satyanarayanajois, S. Immunosuppression by Co-Stimulatory Molecules: Inhibition of CD2-CD48/CD58 Interaction by Peptides From CD2 to Suppress Progression of Collagen-Induced Arthritis in Mice. Chem Biol Drug Des (2013) 82(1):106–18. doi: 10.1111/cbdd.12138

50. Gokhale, AS, Sable, R, Walker, JD, McLaughlin, L, Kousoulas, KG, and Jois, SD. Inhibition of Cell Adhesion and Immune Responses in the Mouse Model of Collagen-Induced Arthritis With a Peptidomimetic That Blocks CD2-CD58 Interface Interactions. Biopolymers (2015) 104(6):733–42. doi: 10.1002/bip.22692

51. Mrowietz, U. Treatment Targeted to Cell Surface Epitopes. Clin Exp Dermatol (2002) 27(7):591–6. doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2230.2002.01171.x

52. Chamian, F, Lin, SL, Lee, E, Kikuchi, T, Gilleaudeau, P, Sullivan-Whalen, M, et al. Alefacept (Anti-CD2) Causes a Selective Reduction in Circulating Effector Memory T Cells (TEM) and Relative Preservation of Central Memory T Cells (Tcm) in Psoriasis. J Transl Med (2007) 5:27. doi: 10.1186/1479-5876-5-27

53. Rigby, MR, Harris, KM, Pinckney, A, DiMeglio, LA, Rendell, MS, Felner, EI, et al. Alefacept Provides Sustained Clinical and Immunological Effects in New-Onset Type 1 Diabetes Patients. J Clin Invest (2015) 125(8):3285–96. doi: 10.1172/JCI81722

54. Vlieghe, P, Lisowski, V, Martinez, J, and Khrestchatisky, M. Synthetic Therapeutic Peptides: Science and Market. Drug Discovery Today (2010) 15(1-2):40–56. doi: 10.1016/j.drudis.2009.10.009

55. Sable, R, Durek, T, Taneja, V, Craik, DJ, Pallerla, S, Gauthier, T, et al. Constrained Cyclic Peptides as Immunomodulatory Inhibitors of the CD2:CD58 Protein-Protein Interaction. ACS Chem Biol (2016) 11(8):2366–74. doi: 10.1021/acschembio.6b00486

56. Scheibenbogen, C, Keilholz, U, Meuer, S, Dengler, T, Tilgen, W, and Hunstein, W. Differential Expression and Release of LFA-3 and ICAM-1 in Human Melanoma Cell Lines. Int J Cancer (1993) 54(3):494–8. doi: 10.1002/ijc.2910540323

57. Hollander, N, Selvaraj, P, and Springer, TA. Biosynthesis and Function of LFA-3 in Human Mutant Cells Deficient in Phosphatidylinositol-Anchored Proteins. J Immunol (1988) 141(12):4283–90.

58. Itzhaky, D, Raz, N, and Hollander, N. The Glycosylphosphatidylinositol-Anchored Form and the Transmembrane Form of CD58 are Released From the Cell Surface Upon Antibody Binding. Cell Immunol (1998) 187(2):151–7. doi: 10.1006/cimm.1998.1323

59. Bazil, V. Physiological Enzymatic Cleavage of Leukocyte Membrane Molecules. Immunol Today (1995) 16(3):135–40. doi: 10.1016/0167-5699(95)80130-8

60. Kirby, AC, Cahen, P, Porter, SR, and Olsen, I. Soluble and Cell-Associated Forms of the Adhesion Molecule LFA-3 (CD58) Are Differentially Regulated by Inflammatory Cytokines. Cell Adhes Commun (2000) 7(6):453–64. doi: 10.3109/15419060009040303

61. Une, C, Gronberg, A, Axberg, I, Jondal, M, and Orn, A. Phospholipase C Treatment of Certain Human Target Cells Reduces Their Susceptibility to NK Lysis Without Affecting Binding or Sensitivity to Lytic Granules. Cell Immunol (1991) 133(1):127–37. doi: 10.1016/0008-8749(91)90185-e

62. Vollger, LW, Tuck, DT, Springer, TA, Haynes, BF, and Singer, KH. Thymocyte Binding to Human Thymic Epithelial Cells Is Inhibited by Monoclonal Antibodies to CD-2 and LFA-3 Antigens. J Immunol (1987) 138(2):358–63.

63. Emilie, D, Wallon, C, Galanaud, P, Fischer, A, Olive, D, and Delfraissy, JF. Role of the LFA3-CD2 Interaction in Human Specific B Cell Differentiation. J Immunol (1988) 141(6):1912–8.

64. Yamashita, K, Kakutani, T, Ohashi, T, and Saibara, T. A Dimeric Form of Soluble Recombinant Sheep LFA-3(CD58) Inhibits Human T-Cell Proliferation by Generating Regulatory T Cells. Immunopharmacology (1997) 37(2-3):209–20. doi: 10.1016/s0162-3109(97)00050-7

65. Yamashita, K, Parish, CR, Warren, HS, and Harrison, LC. A Multimeric Form of Soluble Recombinant Sheep LFA-3 (CD58) Inhibits Human T-Cell Proliferation. Immunology (1997) 92(1):39–44. doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2567.1997.00317.x

66. Hutchins, D, and Steel, CM. Regulation of ICAM-1 (Cd54) Expression in Human Breast Cancer Cell Lines by Interleukin 6 and Fibroblast-Derived Factors. Int J Cancer (1994) 58(1):80–4. doi: 10.1002/ijc.2910580114

67. Kvale, D, Krajci, P, and Brandtzaeg, P. Expression and Regulation of Adhesion Molecules ICAM-1 (CD54) and LFA-3 (CD58) in Human Intestinal Epithelial Cell Lines. Scand J Immunol (1992) 35(6):669–76. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-3083.1992.tb02973.x

68. Kvale, D, and Brandtzaeg, P. Immune Modulation of Adhesion Molecules ICAM-1 (CD54) and LFA-3 (CD58) in Human Hepatocytic Cell Lines. J Hepatol (1993) 17(3):347–52. doi: 10.1016/s0168-8278(05)80216-8

69. Bloemen, PG, van den Tweel, MC, Henricks, PA, Engels, F, Wagenaar, SS, Rutten, AA, et al. Expression and Modulation of Adhesion Molecules on Human Bronchial Epithelial Cells. Am J Respir Cell Mol Biol (1993) 9(6):586–93. doi: 10.1165/ajrcmb/9.6.586

70. Weber, F, Meinl, E, Aloisi, F, Nevinny-Stickel, C, Albert, E, Wekerle, H, et al. Human Astrocytes are Only Partially Competent Antigen Presenting Cells. Possible Implications for Lesion Development in Multiple Sclerosis. Brain (1994) 117( Pt 1):59–69. doi: 10.1093/brain/117.1.59

71. Shubinsky, G, and Schlesinger, M. Kinetics of the Pleiotropic Effect of Interleukin 4 on the Surface Properties of Human B-Lymphoma Cells. Leuk Lymphoma (1994) 15(3-4):333–40. doi: 10.3109/10428199409049732

72. Rousset, F, Billaud, M, Blanchard, D, Figdor, C, Lenoir, GM, Spits, H, et al. Il-4 Induces LFA-1 and LFA-3 Expression on Burkitt’s Lymphoma Cell Lines. Requirement of Additional Activation by Phorbol Myristate Acetate for Induction of Homotypic Cell Adhesions. J Immunol (1989) 143(5):1490–8.

73. Schirren, CA, Volpel, H, Hoffmann, JC, Henning, SW, Qiao, L, Autschbach, F, et al. Biological Response Modifiers Render Tumor Cells Susceptible to Autologous Effector Mechanisms by Influencing Adhesion Receptors. Leuk Lymphoma (1993) 10(1-2):25–33. doi: 10.3109/10428199309147353

74. Bendall, LJ, Kortlepel, K, and Gottlieb, DJ. Gm-CSF Enhances IL-2-Activated Natural Killer Cell Lysis of Clonogenic Aml Cells by Upregulating Target Cell Expression of ICAM-1. Leukemia (1995) 9(4):677–84.

75. Kobata, T, Ikeda, H, Ohnishi, Y, Urushibara, N, Nakata, SO, Takahashi, TA, et al. Ultraviolet Irradiation Inhibits Killer-Target Cell Interaction. Vox Sang (1993) 65(1):25–31. doi: 10.1111/j.1423-0410.1993.tb04520.x

76. Kim, M, Lee, SJ, Shin, S, Park, KS, Park, SY, and Lee, CH. Novel Natural Killer Cell-Mediated Cancer Immunotherapeutic Activity of Anisomycin Against Hepatocellular Carcinoma Cells. Sci Rep (2018) 8(1):10668. doi: 10.1038/s41598-018-29048-8

77. Nakayama, J, Terao, H, Koga, T, and Furue, M. Induction of CD54 and CD58 Expression in Cultured Human Endothelial Cells by Beta-Interferon With or Without Hyperthermia In Vitro. J Dermatol Sci (2001) 26(1):19–24. doi: 10.1016/s0923-1811(00)00150-x

78. Cahen, P, Kirby, AC, Porter, SR, and Olsen, I. Regulation of LFA-3 (CD58) by Dexamethasone and Retinoic Acids In Vitro. Inflammation Res (2000) 49(7):338–44. doi: 10.1007/PL00000214

79. Di Noto, R, Lo Pardo, C, Schiavone, EM, Ferrara, F, Manzo, C, Vacca, C, et al. All-Trans Retinoic Acid (ATRA) and the Regulation of Adhesion Molecules in Acute Myeloid Leukemia. Leuk Lymphoma (1996) 21(3-4):201–9. doi: 10.3109/10428199209067601

80. Huo, X, Dai, Y, Yang, T, Zhang, Y, Li, M, and Xu, X. Decreased Erythrocyte CD44 and CD58 Expression Link E-Waste Pb Toxicity to Changes in Erythrocyte Immunity in Preschool Children. Sci Total Environ (2019) 664:690–7. doi: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.02.040

81. van der Merwe, PA, McNamee, PN, Davies, EA, Barclay, AN, and Davis, SJ. Topology of the CD2-CD48 Cell-Adhesion Molecule Complex: Implications for Antigen Recognition by T Cells. Curr Biol (1995) 5(1):74–84. doi: 10.1016/s0960-9822(95)00019-4

82. Menu, E, Tsai, BC, Bothwell, AL, Sims, PJ, and Bierer, BE. Cd59 Costimulation of T Cell Activation. CD58 Dependence and Requirement for Glycosylation. J Immunol (1994) 153(6):2444–56.

83. van der Merwe, PA, McPherson, DC, Brown, MH, Barclay, AN, Cyster, JG, Williams, AF, et al. The NH2-Terminal Domain of Rat CD2 Binds Rat CD48 With a Low Affinity and Binding Does Not Require Glycosylation of CD2. Eur J Immunol (1993) 23(6):1373–7. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830230628

84. Hahn, WC, Menu, E, Bothwell, AL, Sims, PJ, and Bierer, BE. Overlapping But Nonidentical Binding Sites on CD2 for CD58 and a Second Ligand CD59. Science (1992) 256(5065):1805–7. doi: 10.1126/science.1377404

85. Deckert, M, Kubar, J, Zoccola, D, Bernard-Pomier, G, Angelisova, P, Horejsi, V, et al. CD59 Molecule: A Second Ligand for CD2 in T Cell Adhesion. Eur J Immunol (1992) 22(11):2943–7. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830221128

86. Deckert, M, Kubar, J, and Bernard, A. CD58 and CD59 Molecules Exhibit Potentializing Effects in T Cell Adhesion and Activation. J Immunol (1992) 148(3):672–7.

87. Barbosa, JA, Mentzer, SJ, Kamarck, ME, Hart, J, Biro, PA, Strominger, JL, et al. Gene Mapping and Somatic Cell Hybrid Analysis of the Role of Human Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen-3 (LFA-3) in CTL-target Cell Interactions. J Immunol (1986) 136(8):3085–91.

88. Kato, K, Koyanagi, M, Okada, H, Takanashi, T, Wong, YW, Williams, AF, et al. CD48 Is a Counter-Receptor for Mouse CD2 and Is Involved in T Cell Activation. J Exp Med (1992) 176(5):1241–9. doi: 10.1084/jem.176.5.1241

89. Wong, YW, Williams, AF, Kingsmore, SF, and Seldin, MF. Structure, Expression, and Genetic Linkage of the Mouse BCM1 (OX45 or Blast-1) Antigen. Evidence for Genetic Duplication Giving Rise to the BCM1 Region on Mouse Chromosome 1 and the CD2/LFA3 Region on Mouse Chromosome 3. J Exp Med (1990) 171(6):2115–30. doi: 10.1084/jem.171.6.2115

90. Arulanandam, AR, Moingeon, P, Concino, MF, Recny, MA, Kato, K, Yagita, H, et al. A Soluble Multimeric Recombinant CD2 Protein Identifies CD48 as a Low Affinity Ligand for Human Cd2: Divergence of CD2 Ligands During the Evolution of Humans and Mice. J Exp Med (1993) 177(5):1439–50. doi: 10.1084/jem.177.5.1439

91. Brossay, A, Hube, F, Moreau, T, Bardos, P, and Watier, H. Porcine CD58: Cdna Cloning and Molecular Dissection of the Porcine CD58-Human CD2 Interface. Biochem Biophys Res Commun (2003) 309(4):992–8. doi: 10.1016/j.bbrc.2003.08.099

92. Warren, HS, Altin, JG, Waldron, JC, Kinnear, BF, and Parish, CR. A Carbohydrate Structure Associated With CD15 (Lewis X) on Myeloid Cells Is a Novel Ligand for Human Cd2. J Immunol (1996) 156(8):2866–73.

93. Brown, MH, Preston, S, and Barclay, AN. A Sensitive Assay for Detecting Low-Affinity Interactions at the Cell Surface Reveals No Additional Ligands for the Adhesion Pair Rat CD2 and CD48. Eur J Immunol (1995) 25(12):3222–8. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830251204

94. Sandrin, MS, Mouhtouris, E, Vaughan, HA, Warren, HS, and Parish, CR. CD48 is a Low Affinity Ligand for Human CD2. J Immunol (1993) 151(9):4606–13.

95. Chavin, KD, Qin, L, Lin, J, Woodward, J, Baliga, P, Kato, K, et al. Anti-CD48 (Murine CD2 Ligand) Mabs Suppress Cell Mediated Immunity In Vivo. Int Immunol (1994) 6(5):701–9. doi: 10.1093/intimm/6.5.701

96. Sido, B, Otto, G, Zimmermann, R, Muller, P, Meuer, SC, and Dengler, TJ. Modulation of the CD2 Receptor and Not Disruption of the CD2/CD48 Interaction is the Principal Action of CD2-mediated Immunosuppression in the Rat. Cell Immunol (1997) 182(1):57–67. doi: 10.1006/cimm.1997.1204

97. Dustin, ML. The Immunological Synapse. Cancer Immunol Res (2014) 2(11):1023–33. doi: 10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-14-0161

98. Freiberg, BA, Kupfer, H, Maslanik, W, Delli, J, Kappler, J, Zaller, DM, et al. Staging and Resetting T Cell Activation in Smacs. Nat Immunol (2002) 3(10):911–7. doi: 10.1038/ni836

99. Espagnolle, N, Depoil, D, Zaru, R, Demeur, C, Champagne, E, Guiraud, M, et al. CD2 and TCR Synergize for the Activation of Phospholipase Cgamma1/Calcium Pathway at the Immunological Synapse. Int Immunol (2007) 19(3):239–48. doi: 10.1093/intimm/dxl141

100. Binder, C, Cvetkovski, F, Sellberg, F, Berg, S, Paternina Visbal, H, Sachs, DH, et al. Cd2 Immunobiology. Front Immunol (2020) 11:1090. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2020.01090

101. Demetriou, P, Abu-Shah, E, Valvo, S, McCuaig, S, Mayya, V, Kvalvaag, A, et al. A Dynamic CD2-Rich Compartment at the Outer Edge of the Immunological Synapse Boosts and Integrates Signals. Nat Immunol (2020) 21(10):1232–43. doi: 10.1038/s41590-020-0770-x

102. Li, R, Ma, C, Cai, H, and Chen, W. The CAR T-Cell Mechanoimmunology at a Glance. Adv Sci (Weinh) (2020) 7(24):2002628. doi: 10.1002/advs.202002628

103. Zhu, DM, Dustin, ML, Cairo, CW, Thatte, HS, and Golan, DE. Mechanisms of Cellular Avidity Regulation in CD2-CD58-Mediated T Cell Adhesion. ACS Chem Biol (2006) 1(10):649–58. doi: 10.1021/cb6002515

104. van Kemenade, FJ, Tellegen, E, Maurice, MM, Lankester, AC, Kuijpers, TW, Brouwer, M, et al. Simultaneous Regulation of CD2 Adhesion and Signaling Functions by a Novel CD2 Monoclonal Antibody. J Immunol (1994) 152(9):4425–32.

105. Boussiotis, VA, Freeman, GJ, Griffin, JD, Gray, GS, Gribben, JG, and Nadler, LM. CD2 Is Involved in Maintenance and Reversal of Human Alloantigen-Specific Clonal Anergy. J Exp Med (1994) 180(5):1665–73. doi: 10.1084/jem.180.5.1665

106. Jenkins, MK, and Johnson, JG. Molecules Involved in T-Cell Costimulation. Curr Opin Immunol (1993) 5(3):361–7. doi: 10.1016/0952-7915(93)90054-v

107. Janeway, CA Jr., and Golstein, P. Lymphocyte Activation and Effector Functions. Editorial Overview. The Role of Cell Surface Molecules. Curr Opin Immunol (1993) 5(3):313–23. doi: 10.1016/0952-7915(93)90048-w

108. Samelson, LE. Lymphocyte Activation. Curr Opin Immunol (1989) 2(2):210–4. doi: 10.1016/0952-7915(89)90190-8

109. Turcovski-Corrales, SM, Fenton, RG, Peltz, G, and Taub, DD. Cd28:B7 Interactions Promote T Cell Adhesion. Eur J Immunol (1995) 25(11):3087–93. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830251115

110. Tiefenthaler, G, Hunig, T, Dustin, ML, Springer, TA, and Meuer, SC. Purified Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen-3 and T11 Target Structure Are Active in CD2-Mediated T Cell Stimulation. Eur J Immunol (1987) 17(12):1847–50. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830171227

111. Bierer, BE, Peterson, A, Barbosa, J, Seed, B, and Burakoff, SJ. Expression of the T-Cell Surface Molecule CD2 and An Epitope-Loss CD2 Mutant to Define the Role of Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3 (LFA-3) in T-Cell Activation. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (1988) 85(4):1194–8. doi: 10.1073/pnas.85.4.1194

112. Dustin, ML, Olive, D, and Springer, TA. Correlation of CD2 Binding and Functional Properties of Multimeric and Monomeric Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3. J Exp Med (1989) 169(2):503–17. doi: 10.1084/jem.169.2.503

113. Moingeon, PE, Lucich, JL, Stebbins, CC, Recny, MA, Wallner, BP, Koyasu, S, et al. Complementary Roles for CD2 and LFA-1 Adhesion Pathways During T Cell Activation. Eur J Immunol (1991) 21(3):605–10. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830210311

114. Hahn, WC, Rosenstein, Y, Burakoff, SJ, and Bierer, BE. Interaction of CD2 With Its Ligand Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen-3 Induces Adenosine 3’,5’-Cyclic Monophosphate Production in T Lymphocytes. J Immunol (1991) 147(1):14–21.

115. Kaizuka, Y, Douglass, AD, Vardhana, S, Dustin, ML, and Vale, RD. The Coreceptor Cd2 Uses Plasma Membrane Microdomains to Transduce Signals in T Cells. J Cell Biol (2009) 185(3):521–34. doi: 10.1083/jcb.200809136

116. Anton Van Der Merwe, P, Davis, SJ, Shaw, AS, and Dustin, ML. Cytoskeletal Polarization and Redistribution of Cell-Surface Molecules During T Cell Antigen Recognition. Semin Immunol (2000) 12(1):5–21. doi: 10.1006/smim.2000.0203

117. Wacholtz, MC, and Lipsky, PE. Anti-Cd3-Stimulated Ca2+ Signal in Individual Human Peripheral T Cells. Activation Correlates With a Sustained Increase in Intracellular Ca2+1. J Immunol (1993) 150(12):5338–49.

118. Weiss, A, and Littman, DR. Signal Transduction by Lymphocyte Antigen Receptors. Cell (1994) 76(2):263–74. doi: 10.1016/0092-8674(94)90334-4

119. Parra, E, Wingren, AG, Hedlund, G, Kalland, T, and Dohlsten, M. The Role of B7-1 and LFA-3 in Costimulation of CD8+ T Cells. J Immunol (1997) 158(2):637–42. doi: 10.1016/S0165-2478(97)85190-5

120. Durand, DB, Shaw, JP, Bush, MR, Replogle, RE, Belagaje, R, and Crabtree, GR. Characterization of Antigen Receptor Response Elements Within the Interleukin-2 Enhancer. Mol Cell Biol (1988) 8(4):1715–24. doi: 10.1128/mcb.8.4.1715

121. Halvorsen, R, Leivestad, T, Gaudernack, G, and Thorsby, E. Accessory Cell-Dependent T-Cell Activation Via Ti-CD3. Involvement of CD2-LFA-3 Interactions. Scand J Immunol (1988) 28(3):277–84. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-3083.1988.tb01449.x

122. Parra, E, Varga, M, Hedlund, G, Kalland, T, and Dohlsten, M. Costimulation by B7-1 and LFA-3 Targets Distinct Nuclear Factors That Bind to the Interleukin-2 Promoter: B7-1 Negatively Regulates LFA-3-Induced Nf-at DNA Binding. Mol Cell Biol (1997) 17(3):1314–23. doi: 10.1128/mcb.17.3.1314

123. Parra, E, Wingren, AG, Hedlund, G, Bjorklund, M, Sjogren, HO, Kalland, T, et al. Costimulation of Human Cd4+ T Lymphocytes With B7 and Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen-3 Results in Distinct Cell Activation Profiles. J Immunol (1994) 153(6):2479–87.

124. Endler-Jobst, B, Schraven, B, Hutmacher, B, and Meuer, SC. Human T Cell Responses to IL-1 and IL-6 Are Dependent on Signals Mediated Through CD2. J Immunol (1991) 146(6):1736–42.

125. Bullens, DM, Rafiq, K, Charitidou, L, Peng, X, Kasran, A, Warmerdam, PA, et al. Effects of Co-Stimulation by CD58 on Human T Cell Cytokine Production: A Selective Cytokine Pattern With Induction of High Il-10 Production. Int Immunol (2001) 13(2):181–91. doi: 10.1093/intimm/13.2.181

126. Cottrez, F, Hurst, SD, Coffman, RL, and Groux, H. T Regulatory Cells 1 Inhibit a Th2-Specific Response In Vivo. J Immunol (2000) 165(9):4848–53. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.165.9.4848

127. Wakkach, A, Cottrez, F, and Groux, H. Differentiation of Regulatory T Cells 1 Is Induced by CD2 Costimulation. J Immunol (2001) 167(6):3107–13. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.167.6.3107

128. Nguyen, KG, Vrabel, MR, Mantooth, SM, Hopkins, JJ, Wagner, ES, Gabaldon, TA, et al. Localized Interleukin-12 for Cancer Immunotherapy. Front Immunol (2020) 11:575597. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2020.575597

129. Gollob, JA, Li, J, Kawasaki, H, Daley, JF, Groves, C, Reinherz, EL, et al. Molecular Interaction Between CD58 and CD2 Counter-Receptors Mediates the Ability of Monocytes to Augment T Cell Activation by IL-12. J Immunol (1996) 157(5):1886–93.

130. Gollob, JA, Li, J, Reinherz, EL, and Ritz, J. Cd2 Regulates Responsiveness of Activated T Cells to Interleukin 12. J Exp Med (1995) 182(3):721–31. doi: 10.1084/jem.182.3.721

131. Gollob, JA, and Ritz, J. Cd2-CD58 Interaction and the Control of T-Cell Interleukin-12 Responsiveness. Adhesion Molecules Link Innate and Acquired Immunity. Ann NY Acad Sci (1996) 795:71–81. doi: 10.1111/j.1749-6632.1996.tb52656.x

132. Dhein, J, Walczak, H, Baumler, C, Debatin, KM, and Krammer, PH. Autocrine T-Cell Suicide Mediated by APO-1/(Fas/CD95). Nature (1995) 373(6513):438–41. doi: 10.1038/373438a0

133. Daniel, PT, Scholz, C, Essmann, F, Westermann, J, Pezzutto, A, and Dorken, B. Cd95/Fas-Triggered Apoptosis of Activated T Lymphocytes Is Prevented by Dendritic Cells Through a CD58-Dependent Mechanism. Exp Hematol (1999) 27(9):1402–8. doi: 10.1016/s0301-472x(99)00079-x

134. Ayroldi, E, Migliorati, G, Cannarile, L, Moraca, R, Delfino, DV, and Riccardi, C. CD2 Rescues T Cells From T-Cell Receptor/CD3 Apoptosis: A Role for the Fas/Fas-L System. Blood (1997) 89(10):3717–26. doi: 10.1182/blood.V89.10.3717.3717_3717_3726

135. Mahajan, S, Gollob, JA, Ritz, J, and Frank, DA. CD2 Stimulation Leads to the Delayed and Prolonged Activation of STAT1 in T Cells But Not NK Cells. Exp Hematol (2001) 29(2):209–20. doi: 10.1016/s0301-472x(00)00652-4

136. Ortaldo, JR, Winkler-Pickett, RT, Yagita, H, and Young, HA. Comparative Studies of CD3- and CD3+ Cd56+ Cells: Examination of Morphology, Functions, T Cell Receptor Rearrangement, and Pore-Forming Protein Expression. Cell Immunol (1991) 136(2):486–95. doi: 10.1016/0008-8749(91)90369-m

137. Lu, PH, and Negrin, RS. A Novel Population of Expanded Human CD3+CD56+ Cells Derived From T Cells With Potent In Vivo Antitumor Activity in Mice With Severe Combined Immunodeficiency. J Immunol (1994) 153(4):1687–96.

138. Lopez, RD, Waller, EK, Lu, PH, and Negrin, RS. CD58/LFA-3 and IL-12 Provided by Activated Monocytes Are Critical in the In Vivo Expansion of CD56+ T Cells. Cancer Immunol Immunother (2001) 49(12):629–40. doi: 10.1007/s002620000148

139. Pangrazzi, L, and Weinberger, B. T Cells, Aging and Senescence. Exp Gerontol (2020) 134:110887. doi: 10.1016/j.exger.2020.110887

140. Leitner, J, Herndler-Brandstetter, D, Zlabinger, GJ, Grubeck-Loebenstein, B, and Steinberger, P. CD58/CD2 Is the Primary Costimulatory Pathway in Human Cd28-Cd8+ T Cells. J Immunol (2015) 195(2):477–87. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.1401917

141. Shao, T, Shi, W, Zheng, JY, Xu, XX, Lin, AF, Xiang, LX, et al. Costimulatory Function of CD58/CD2 Interaction in Adaptive Humoral Immunity in a Zebrafish Model. Front Immunol (2018) 9:1204. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.01204

142. Bierer, BE, Barbosa, J, Herrmann, S, and Burakoff, SJ. Interaction of CD2 With Its Ligand, LFA-3, in Human T Cell Proliferation. J Immunol (1988) 140(10):3358–63.

143. Bodey, B. Development of Lymphopoiesis as a Function of the Thymic Microenvironment. Use of CD8+ Cytotoxic T Lymphocytes for Cellular Immunotherapy of Human Cancer. In Vivo (1994) 8(5):915–43.

144. Denning, SM, Tuck, DT, Vollger, LW, Springer, TA, Singer, KH, and Haynes, BF. Monoclonal Antibodies to CD2 and Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3 Inhibit Human Thymic Epithelial Cell-Dependent Mature Thymocyte Activation. J Immunol (1987) 139(8):2573–8.

145. Cooley, S, Burns, LJ, Repka, T, and Miller, JS. Natural Killer Cell Cytotoxicity of Breast Cancer Targets is Enhanced by Two Distinct Mechanisms of Antibody-Dependent Cellular Cytotoxicity Against LFA-3 and HER2/Neu. Exp Hematol (1999) 27(10):1533–41. doi: 10.1016/s0301-472x(99)00089-2

146. Comerci, CJ, Mace, EM, Banerjee, PP, and Orange, JS. Cd2 Promotes Human Natural Killer Cell Membrane Nanotube Formation. PloS One (2012) 7(10):e47664. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0047664

147. Davis, DM, and Sowinski, S. Membrane Nanotubes: Dynamic Long-Distance Connections Between Animal Cells. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol (2008) 9(6):431–6. doi: 10.1038/nrm2399

148. Robertson, MJ, Caligiuri, MA, Manley, TJ, Levine, H, and Ritz, J. Human Natural Killer Cell Adhesion Molecules. Differential Expression After Activation and Participation in Cytolysis. J Immunol (1990) 145(10):3194–201.

149. Maenpaa, A, Jaaskelainen, J, Carpen, O, Patarroyo, M, and Timonen, T. Expression of Integrins and Other Adhesion Molecules on NK Cells; Impact of IL-2 on Short- and Long-Term Cultures. Int J Cancer (1993) 53(5):850–5. doi: 10.1002/ijc.2910530524

150. Sanders, ME, Makgoba, MW, Sharrow, SO, Stephany, D, Springer, TA, Young, HA, et al. Human Memory T Lymphocytes Express Increased Levels of Three Cell Adhesion Molecules (LFA-3, CD2, and LFA-1) and Three Other Molecules (Uchl1, CDw29, and Pgp-1) and Have Enhanced IFN-Gamma Production. J Immunol (1988) 140(5):1401–7.

151. Crawford, K, Stark, A, Kitchens, B, Sternheim, K, Pantazopoulos, V, Triantafellow, E, et al. CD2 Engagement Induces Dendritic Cell Activation: Implications for Immune Surveillance and T-Cell Activation. Blood (2003) 102(5):1745–52. doi: 10.1182/blood-2002-07-2206

152. Hoffmann, JC, Kruger, H, Zielen, S, Bayer, B, and Zeidler, H. Human B Cell Differentiation: Dependence on Interactions With Monocytes and T Lymphocytes Via CD40, CD80 (B7.1), and the CD2-Ligands CD48 and CD58 (LFA-3). Cell Biol Int (1998) 22(1):21–9. doi: 10.1006/cbir.1997.0208

153. Virella, G, Rugeles, MT, Hyman, B, La Via, M, Goust, JM, Frankis, M, et al. The Interaction of CD2 With its LFA-3 Ligand Expressed by Autologous Erythrocytes Results in Enhancement of B Cell Responses. Cell Immunol (1988) 116(2):308–19. doi: 10.1016/0008-8749(88)90233-x

154. Diaz-Sanchez, D, Chegini, S, Zhang, K, and Saxon, A. Cd58 (LFA-3) Stimulation Provides a Signal for Human Isotype Switching and IgE Production Distinct From CD40. J Immunol (1994) 153(1):10–20.

155. Mestas, J, and Hughes, CC. Endothelial Cell Costimulation of T Cell Activation Through CD58-CD2 Interactions Involves Lipid Raft Aggregation. J Immunol (2001) 167(8):4378–85. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.167.8.4378

156. Karmann, K, Hughes, CC, Fanslow, WC, and Pober, JS. Endothelial Cells Augment the Expression of CD40 Ligand on Newly Activated Human Cd4+ T Cells Through a CD2/LFA-3 Signaling Pathway. Eur J Immunol (1996) 26(3):610–7. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830260316

157. Murakami, K, Ma, W, Fuleihan, R, and Pober, JS. Human Endothelial Cells Augment Early CD40 Ligand Expression in Activated Cd4+ T Cells Through LFA-3-Mediated Stabilization of mRNA. J Immunol (1999) 163(5):2667–73.

158. van Kooyk, Y, van de Wiel-van Kemenade, P, Weder, P, Kuijpers, TW, and Figdor, CG. Enhancement of LFA-1-Mediated Cell Adhesion by Triggering Through CD2 or CD3 on T Lymphocytes. Nature (1989) 342(6251):811–3. doi: 10.1038/342811a0

159. Collins, T, Krensky, AM, Clayberger, C, Fiers, W, Gimbrone, MA Jr., Burakoff, SJ, et al. Human Cytolytic T Lymphocyte Interactions With Vascular Endothelium and Fibroblasts: Role of Effector and Target Cell Molecules. J Immunol (1984) 133(4):1878–84.

160. Ma, W, and Pober, JS. Human Endothelial Cells Effectively Costimulate Cytokine Production by, But Not Differentiation of, Naive Cd4+ T Cells. J Immunol (1998) 161(5):2158–67.

161. Hughes, CC, and Pober, JS. Transcriptional Regulation of the Interleukin-2 Gene in Normal Human Peripheral Blood T Cells. Convergence of Costimulatory Signals and Differences From Transformed T Cells. J Biol Chem (1996) 271(10):5369–77. doi: 10.1074/jbc.271.10.5369

162. Damle, NK, and Doyle, LV. Stimulation of Cloned Human T Lymphocytes Via the CD3 or CD28 Molecules Induces Enhancement in Vascular Endothelial Permeability to Macromolecules With Participation of Type-1 and Type-2 Intercellular Adhesion Pathways. Eur J Immunol (1990) 20(9):1995–2003. doi: 10.1002/eji.1830200918

163. Framson, PE, Cho, DH, Lee, LY, and Hershberg, RM. Polarized Expression and Function of the Costimulatory Molecule CD58 on Human Intestinal Epithelial Cells. Gastroenterology (1999) 116(5):1054–62. doi: 10.1016/s0016-5085(99)70008-9

164. Ebert, EC, Panja, A, and Praveen, R. Human Intestinal Intraepithelial Lymphocytes and Epithelial Cells Coinduce Interleukin-8 Production Through the CD2-CD58 Interaction. Am J Physiol Gastrointest Liver Physiol (2009) 296(3):G671–7. doi: 10.1152/ajpgi.90497.2008

165. Kim, JY, Bae, JS, Kim, HJ, and Shin, HD. Cd58 Polymorphisms Associated With the Risk of Neuromyelitis Optica in a Korean Population. BMC Neurol (2014) 14:57. doi: 10.1186/1471-2377-14-57

166. Yamamoto, M, Watanabe, M, Inoue, N, Watanabe, A, Ozaki, H, Ohsaki, M, et al. Association of CD58 Polymorphisms and Its Protein Expression With the Development and Prognosis of Autoimmune Thyroid Diseases. Immunol Invest (2020) 49(1-2):106–19. doi: 10.1080/08820139.2019.1659811

167. Kumar, V, Cheng, SC, Johnson, MD, Smeekens, SP, Wojtowicz, A, Giamarellos-Bourboulis, E, et al. Immunochip SNP Array Identifies Novel Genetic Variants Conferring Susceptibility to Candidaemia. Nat Commun (2014) 5:4675. doi: 10.1038/ncomms5675

168. Hoppenbrouwers, IA, Aulchenko, YS, Janssens, AC, Ramagopalan, SV, Broer, L, Kayser, M, et al. Replication of CD58 and CLEC16A as Genome-Wide Significant Risk Genes for Multiple Sclerosis. J Hum Genet (2009) 54(11):676–80. doi: 10.1038/jhg.2009.96

169. Coustet, B, Agarwal, SK, Gourh, P, Guedj, M, Mayes, MD, Dieude, P, et al. Association Study of ITGAM, ITGAX, and CD58 Autoimmune Risk Loci in Systemic Sclerosis: Results From 2 Large European Caucasian Cohorts. J Rheumatol (2011) 38(6):1033–8. doi: 10.3899/jrheum.101053

170. De Jager, PL, Baecher-Allan, C, Maier, LM, Arthur, AT, Ottoboni, L, Barcellos, L, et al. The Role of the CD58 Locus in Multiple Sclerosis. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (2009) 106(13):5264–9. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0813310106

171. Torbati, S, Karami, F, Ghaffarpour, M, and Zamani, M. Association of CD58 Polymorphism With Multiple Sclerosis and Response to Interferon Ss Therapy in A Subset of Iranian Population. Cell J (2015) 16(4):506–13. doi: 10.22074/cellj.2015.505

172. Bashinskaya, VV, Kulakova, OG, Kiselev, IS, Baulina, NM, Favorov, AV, Boyko, AN, et al. Gwas-Identified Multiple Sclerosis Risk Loci Involved in Immune Response: Validation in Russians. J Neuroimmunol (2015) 282:85–91. doi: 10.1016/j.jneuroim.2015.03.015

173. Hecker, M, Boxberger, N, Illner, N, Fitzner, B, Schroder, I, Winkelmann, A, et al. A Genetic Variant Associated With Multiple Sclerosis Inversely Affects the Expression of CD58 and Microrna-548ac From the Same Gene. PloS Genet (2019) 15(2):e1007961. doi: 10.1371/journal.pgen.1007961

174. Brynedal, B, Bomfim, IL, Olsson, T, Duvefelt, K, and Hillert, J. Differential Expression, and Genetic Association, of CD58 in Swedish Multiple Sclerosis Patients. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (2009) 106(23):E58. doi: 10.1073/pnas.0904338106

175. Mitkin, NA, Muratova, AM, Korneev, KV, Pavshintsev, VV, Rumyantsev, KA, Vagida, MS, et al. Protective C Allele of the Single-Nucleotide Polymorphism rs1335532 Is Associated With Strong Binding of Ascl2 Transcription Factor and Elevated CD58 Expression in B-Cells. Biochim Biophys Acta Mol Basis Dis (2018) 1864(10):3211–20. doi: 10.1016/j.bbadis.2018.07.008

176. Payer, LM, Steranka, JP, Ardeljan, D, Walker, J, Fitzgerald, KC, Calabresi, PA, et al. Alu Insertion Variants Alter mRNA Splicing. Nucleic Acids Res (2019) 47(1):421–31. doi: 10.1093/nar/gky1086

177. Autschbach, F, Meuer, SC, Moebius, U, Manns, M, Hess, G, Meyer zum Buschenfelde, KH, et al. Hepatocellular Expression of Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen 3 in Chronic Hepatitis. Hepatology (1991) 14(2):223–30. doi: 10.1002/hep.1840140204

178. Xie, M, Wang, XL, Ji, YQ, Li, J, Meng, ZJ, Shi, L, et al. Study on the Relationship Between Level of CD58 Expression in Peripheral Blood Mononuclear Cell and Severity of HBV Infection. Chin (Engl) (2005) 118(24):2072–6.

179. Sheng, L, Li, J, Qi, BT, Ji, YQ, Meng, ZJ, and Xie, M. Investigation on Correlation Between Expression of CD58 Molecule and Severity of Hepatitis B. World J Gastroenterol (2006) 12(26):4237–40. doi: 10.3748/wjg.v12.i26.4237

180. Hoffmann, JC, Rauker, HJ, Kruger, H, Bayer, B, and Zeidler, H. Decreased Levels of a Soluble Form of the Human Adhesion Receptor Cd58 (Lfa-3) in Sera and Synovial Fluids of Patients With Rheumatoid Arthritis. Clin Exp Rheumatol (1996) 14(1):23–9.

181. Hoffmann, JC, Bayer, B, and Zeidler, H. Characterization of a Soluble Form of CD58 in Synovial Fluid of Patients With Rheumatoid Arthritis (Ra). Clin Exp Immunol (1996) 104(3):460–6. doi: 10.1046/j.1365-2249.1996.41749.x

182. Craigen, JL, and Grundy, JE. Cytomegalovirus Induced Up-Regulation of LFA-3 (CD58) and ICAM-1 (CD54) is a Direct Viral Effect That is Not Prevented by Ganciclovir or Foscarnet Treatment. Transplantation (1996) 62(8):1102–8. doi: 10.1097/00007890-199610270-00014

183. Rolle, A, Halenius, A, Ewen, EM, Cerwenka, A, Hengel, H, and Momburg, F. Cd2-CD58 Interactions are Pivotal for the Activation and Function of Adaptive Natural Killer Cells in Human Cytomegalovirus Infection. Eur J Immunol (2016) 46(10):2420–5. doi: 10.1002/eji.201646492

184. Wang, ECY, Pjechova, M, Nightingale, K, Vlahava, VM, Patel, M, Ruckova, E, et al. Suppression of Costimulation by Human Cytomegalovirus Promotes Evasion of Cellular Immune Defenses. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (2018) 115(19):4998–5003. doi: 10.1073/pnas.1720950115

185. Hoffmann, JC, Goke, MN, Evers, J, Rauker, HJ, Bayer, B, and Manns, MP. Reduced Serum Levels of a Soluble Form of the Human Adhesion Receptor Cd58 (LFA-3) in Patients With Inflammatory Bowel Disease. Z Gastroenterol (1996) 34(9):522–7.

186. Hargreaves, R, Logiou, V, and Lechler, R. The Primary Alloresponse of Human Cd4+ T Cells is Dependent on B7 (Cd80), Augmented by CD58, But Relatively Uninfluenced by CD54 Expression. Int Immunol (1995) 7(9):1505–13. doi: 10.1093/intimm/7.9.1505

187. Sido, B, Otto, G, Zimmermann, R, Muller, P, Meuer, S, and Dengler, TJ. Prolonged Allograft Survival by the Inhibition of Costimulatory Cd2 Signals But Not by Modulation of CD48 (Cd2 Ligand) in the Rat. Transpl Int (1996) 9 Suppl 1:S323–7. doi: 10.1007/978-3-662-00818-8_80

188. Qin, L, Chavin, KD, Lin, J, Yagita, H, and Bromberg, JS. Anti-CD2 Receptor and Anti-CD2 Ligand (Cd48) Antibodies Synergize to Prolong Allograft Survival. J Exp Med (1994) 179(1):341–6. doi: 10.1084/jem.179.1.341

189. Sultan, P, Schechner, JS, McNiff, JM, Hochman, PS, Hughes, CC, Lorber, MI, et al. Blockade of CD2-LFA-3 Interactions Protects Human Skin Allografts in Immunodeficient Mouse/Human Chimeras. Nat Biotechnol (1997) 15(8):759–62. doi: 10.1038/nbt0897-759

190. Archimbaud, E, Thomas, X, Campos, L, Magaud, JP, Dore, JF, and Fiere, D. Expression of Surface Adhesion Molecules Cd54 (Icam-1) and CD58 (LFA-3) in Adult Acute Leukemia: Relationship With Initial Characteristics and Prognosis. Leukemia (1992) 6(4):265–71.

191. Archimbaud, E, Campos, L, Vila, L, and Thomas, X. Potential Role for non-HLA-Restricted Cytotoxic Cells in the Immune Surveillance of Acute Leukemia. Immunol Lett (1993) 39(1):13–5. doi: 10.1016/0165-2478(93)90158-x

192. Li, XM, Zhang, LP, Wang, YZ, Lu, AD, Chang, Y, Zhu, HH, et al. Cd38+ CD58- is an Independent Adverse Prognostic Factor in Paediatric Philadelphia Chromosome Negative B Cell Acute Lymphoblastic Leukaemia Patients. Leuk Res (2016) 43:33–8. doi: 10.1016/j.leukres.2015.12.015

193. Lee, RV, Braylan, RC, and Rimsza, LM. Cd58 Expression Decreases as Nonmalignant B Cells Mature in Bone Marrow and is Frequently Overexpressed in Adult and Pediatric Precursor B-cell Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia. Am J Clin Pathol (2005) 123(1):119–24. doi: 10.1309/x5vv6fkjq6mublpx

194. Veltroni, M, De Zen, L, Sanzari, MC, Maglia, O, Dworzak, MN, Ratei, R, et al. Expression of CD58 in Normal, Regenerating and Leukemic Bone Marrow B Cells: Implications for the Detection of Minimal Residual Disease in Acute Lymphocytic Leukemia. Haematologica (2003) 88(11):1245–52.

195. Chen, JS, Coustan-Smith, E, Suzuki, T, Neale, GA, Mihara, K, Pui, CH, et al. Identification of Novel Markers for Monitoring Minimal Residual Disease in Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia. Blood (2001) 97(7):2115–20. doi: 10.1182/blood.v97.7.2115

196. Nagant, C, Casula, D, Janssens, A, Nguyen, VTP, and Cantinieaux, B. Easy Discrimination of Hematogones From Lymphoblasts in B-Cell Progenitor Acute Lymphoblastic Leukemia Patients Using CD81/CD58 Expression Ratio. Int J Lab Hematol (2018) 40(6):734–9. doi: 10.1111/ijlh.12912

197. Upadhyaya, G, Guba, SC, Sih, SA, Feinberg, AP, Talpaz, M, Kantarjian, HM, et al. Interferon-Alpha Restores the Deficient Expression of the Cytoadhesion Molecule Lymphocyte Function Antigen-3 by Chronic Myelogenous Leukemia Progenitor Cells. J Clin Invest (1991) 88(6):2131–6. doi: 10.1172/JCI115543

198. Komatsu, F, and Kajiwara, M. A Lymphokine-Activated Killer (Lak)-Resistant Cell Line, and Low Expression of Adhesion Molecules LFA-3 and VCAM-1 on its Cell Surface. Oncol Res (1998) 10(5):263–9.

199. Billaud, M, Rousset, F, Calender, A, Cordier, M, Aubry, JP, Laisse, V, et al. Low Expression of Lymphocyte Function-Associated Antigen (LFA)-1 and LFA-3 Adhesion Molecules Is a Common Trait in Burkitt’s Lymphoma Associated With and Not Associated With Epstein-Barr Virus. Blood (1990) 75(9):1827–33. doi: 10.1182/blood.V75.9.1827.bloodjournal7591827

200. Gregory, CD, Murray, RJ, Edwards, CF, and Rickinson, AB. Downregulation of Cell Adhesion Molecules LFA-3 and ICAM-1 in Epstein-Barr Virus-Positive Burkitt’s Lymphoma Underlies Tumor Cell Escape From Virus-Specific T Cell Surveillance. J Exp Med (1988) 167(6):1811–24. doi: 10.1084/jem.167.6.1811

201. Veldman, J, Visser, L, Huberts-Kregel, M, Muller, N, Hepkema, B, van den Berg, A, et al. Rosetting T Cells in Hodgkin Lymphoma Are Activated by Immunological Synapse Components Hla Class II and CD58. Blood (2020) 136(21):2437–41. doi: 10.1182/blood.2020005546

202. Schneider, M, Schneider, S, Zuhlke-Jenisch, R, Klapper, W, Sundstrom, C, Hartmann, S, et al. Alterations of the CD58 Gene in Classical Hodgkin Lymphoma. Genes Chromosomes Cancer (2015) 54(10):638–45. doi: 10.1002/gcc.22276

203. Abdul Razak, FR, Diepstra, A, Visser, L, and van den Berg, A. CD58 Mutations Are Common in Hodgkin Lymphoma Cell Lines and Loss of CD58 Expression in Tumor Cells Occurs in Hodgkin Lymphoma Patients Who Relapse. Genes Immun (2016) 17(6):363–6. doi: 10.1038/gene.2016.30

204. Cao, Y, Zhu, T, Zhang, P, Xiao, M, Yi, S, Yang, Y, et al. Mutations or Copy Number Losses of CD58 and TP53 Genes in Diffuse Large B Cell Lymphoma are Independent Unfavorable Prognostic Factors. Oncotarget (2016) 7(50):83294–307. doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.13065

205. Challa-Malladi, M, Lieu, YK, Califano, O, Holmes, AB, Bhagat, G, Murty, VV, et al. Combined Genetic Inactivation of Beta2-Microglobulin and CD58 Reveals Frequent Escape From Immune Recognition in Diffuse Large B Cell Lymphoma. Cancer Cell (2011) 20(6):728–40. doi: 10.1016/j.ccr.2011.11.006

206. Otsuka, Y, Nishikori, M, Arima, H, Izumi, K, Kitawaki, T, Hishizawa, M, et al. Ezh2 Inhibitors Restore Epigenetically Silenced CD58 Expression in B-Cell Lymphomas. Mol Immunol (2020) 119:35–45. doi: 10.1016/j.molimm.2020.01.006

207. Yoshida, N, Karube, K, Utsunomiya, A, Tsukasaki, K, Imaizumi, Y, Taira, N, et al. Molecular Characterization of Chronic-Type Adult T-Cell Leukemia/Lymphoma. Cancer Res (2014) 74(21):6129–38. doi: 10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-14-0643

208. Palomero, T, Couronne, L, Khiabanian, H, Kim, MY, Ambesi-Impiombato, A, Perez-Garcia, A, et al. Recurrent Mutations in Epigenetic Regulators, RHOA and FYN Kinase in Peripheral T Cell Lymphomas. Nat Genet (2014) 46(2):166–70. doi: 10.1038/ng.2873

209. Foreman, NK, Rill, DR, Coustan-Smith, E, Douglass, EC, and Brenner, MK. Mechanisms of Selective Killing of Neuroblastoma Cells by Natural Killer Cells and Lymphokine Activated Killer Cells. Potential for Residual Disease Eradication. Br J Cancer (1993) 67(5):933–8. doi: 10.1038/bjc.1993.173

210. Lorenz, MG, Kantor, JA, Schlom, J, and Hodge, JW. Induction of Anti-Tumor Immunity Elicited by Tumor Cells Expressing a Murine LFA-3 Analog Via a Recombinant Vaccinia Virus. Hum Gene Ther (1999) 10(4):623–31. doi: 10.1089/10430349950018698

211. Xu, S, Wen, Z, Jiang, Q, Zhu, L, Feng, S, Zhao, Y, et al. CD58, a Novel Surface Marker, Promotes Self-Renewal of Tumor-Initiating Cells in Colorectal Cancer. Oncogene (2015) 34(12):1520–31. doi: 10.1038/onc.2014.95

212. Mayer, B, Lorenz, C, Babic, R, Jauch, KW, Schildberg, FW, Funke, I, et al. Expression of Leukocyte Cell Adhesion Molecules on Gastric Carcinomas: Possible Involvement of LFA-3 Expression in the Development of Distant Metastases. Int J Cancer (1995) 64(6):415–23. doi: 10.1002/ijc.2910640611

213. Cai, Q, Zhang, M, and Li, Z. Potential Strategies Against Resistance to CAR T-Cell Therapy in Haematological Malignancies. Ther Adv Med Oncol (2020) 12:1758835920962963. doi: 10.1177/1758835920962963

214. Zhang, Y, Liu, Q, and Liao, Q. Long Noncoding Rna: A Dazzling Dancer in Tumor Immune Microenvironment. J Exp Clin Cancer Res (2020) 39(1):231. doi: 10.1186/s13046-020-01727-3

215. Nagaria, TS, Wang, H, and Wang, H. Predictive Molecular Markers in the Era of Immunotherapy. J Pancreatol (2020) 3(3):132–8. doi: 10.1097/jp9.0000000000000043

216. Frangieh, CJ, Melms, JC, Thakore, PI, Geiger-Schuller, KR, Ho, P, Luoma, AM, et al. Multimodal Pooled Perturb-CITE-Seq Screens in Patient Models Define Mechanisms of Cancer Immune Evasion. Nat Genet (2021) 53(3):332–41. doi: 10.1038/s41588-021-00779-1




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 © 2021 Zhang, Liu, Yang and Liao. 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.



Glossary


 






ORIGINAL RESEARCH

published: 25 June 2021

doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2021.705511

[image: image2]


Screening and Validation of the Hypoxia-Related Signature of Evaluating Tumor Immune Microenvironment and Predicting Prognosis in Gastric Cancer


Jun-Peng Pei 1, Chun-Dong Zhang 1,2*, Maimaititusun Yusupu 1, Cheng Zhang 1 and Dong-Qiu Dai 1,3*


1 Department of Gastrointestinal Surgery, The Fourth Affiliated Hospital of China Medical University, Shenyang, China, 2 Department of Gastrointestinal Surgery, Graduate School of Medicine, The University of Tokyo, Tokyo, Japan, 3 Cancer Center, The Fourth Affiliated Hospital of China Medical University, Shenyang, China




Edited by: 
Peng Qu, National Institutes of Health (NIH), United States

Reviewed by: 
Yafeng He, National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute (NHLBI), United States
 Likui Feng, The Rockefeller University, United States
 Yanhong Shou, Fudan University, China

*Correspondence: 
Chun-Dong Zhang
 zhangchundong2007@126.com

cdzhang@cmu.edu.cn
 Dong-Qiu Dai
 daidq63@163.com

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


Received: 05 May 2021

Accepted: 08 June 2021

Published: 25 June 2021

Citation:
Pei J-P, Zhang C-D, Yusupu M, Zhang C and Dai D-Q (2021) Screening and Validation of the Hypoxia-Related Signature of Evaluating Tumor Immune Microenvironment and Predicting Prognosis in Gastric Cancer. Front. Immunol. 12:705511. doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2021.705511




Background

Hypoxia is one driving factor of gastric cancer. It causes a series of immunosuppressive processes and malignant cell responses, leading to a poor prognosis. It is clinically important to identify the molecular markers related to hypoxia.



Methods

We screened the prognostic markers related to hypoxia in The Cancer Genome Atlas database, and a risk score model was developed based on these markers. The relationships between the risk score and tumor immune microenvironment were investigated. An independent validation cohort from Gene Expression Omnibus was applied to validate the results. A nomogram of risk score model and clinicopathological factor was developed to individually predict the prognosis.



Results

We developed a hypoxia risk score model based on SERPINE1 and EFNA3. Quantified real-time PCR was further applied to verified gene expressions of SERPINE1 and EFNA3 in gastric cancer patients and cell lines. A high-risk score is associated with a poor prognosis through the immunosuppressive microenvironment and immune escape mechanisms, including infiltration of immunosuppressive cells, expression of immune checkpoint molecules, and enrichment of signal pathways related to cancer and immunosuppression. The nomogram basing on the hypoxia-related risk score model showed a good ability to predict prognosis and high clinical net benefits.



Conclusions

The hypoxia risk score model revealed a close relationship between hypoxia and tumor immune microenvironment. The current study potentially provides new insights of how hypoxia affects the prognosis, and may provide a new therapeutic target for patients with gastric cancer.
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Introduction

Gastric cancer is a public health burden, ranking fifth in global incidence and fourth in mortality among all cancers (1). Therapeutic strategies are still based on the American Joint Committee on Cancer (AJCC) tumor/node/metastasis (TNM) staging system (2, 3). However, due to the high heterogeneity of gastric cancer, patients with similar clinicopathological characteristics could have different prognosis, suggesting the current TNM staging system are inadequate for predicting prognosis and risk stratification (4, 5). Therefore, it is clinically important to develop a novel biomarker to better guide clinical treatment and improve prognosis.

Tumor cells always grow faster than their blood vessels. Owing to the inadequate blood supply, the supply of oxygen and nutrients to the tumor cells is unbalanced, thereby forming a hypoxic microenvironment (6–9). Hypoxia is one of the characteristics of tumor microenvironment (TME) that can lead directly to the malignant characteristics, including tumor proliferation, migration and invasion, resulting in a poor prognosis (10–12). Previous studies have shown a significant relationship between hypoxia and poor prognosis of GC (13, 14), and hypoxia plays a key role in metastasis (15). In the hypoxic microenvironment, hypoxia-inducible factors (HIFs) are key transcription factors that allow cancer cells to survive under hypoxic conditions and promote tumor progression (16–18). Multiple genes transcribed by HIFs, including Glut1, KLF8, VEGFA, ITGβ1, etc., can promote GC metastasis and lead to poor prognosis (19).

TME is the internal environment in which tumor cells are produced and survive. It is composed of immune cells, endothelial cells, mesenchymal cells, inflammatory mediators and extracellular matrix molecules (20, 21). The immunological components of the TME can inhibit or promote tumor development (22). Recently, the significance of hypoxia in promoting tumor immunosuppression and immune escape has received increasing attentions (23, 24). It is important to understand the potential mechanisms that are involved between hypoxia and the tumor immune microenvironment. Therefore, the establishment of a hypoxia-based signature may help to identify the potential prognostic value of hypoxia, and improve the comprehension of the immunogenomic profile of gastric cancer.

Here, we established a hypoxia-related signature related to prognosis by The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) data base, which was validated by the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) data base. Potential mechanisms of the hypoxia-related signature were further investigated.



Materials and Methods


Patients

The Clinical data (375 cancer and 72 non-cancerous samples) and FPKM RNA-seq data from TCGA data base (https://www.cancer.gov/tcga) was applied as a screening cohort. The data of 433 cancer samples (GSE84437) from GEO data base (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/query/acc.cgi) was applied as a validation cohort (25). RNA-seq and microarray data included were transformed [log2(x+1)] and normalized by the “sva” and “limma” packages of R software. The baseline characteristics of the screening and validation cohorts are shown (Supplementary Table S2).



Development of a Risk Score Model

Univariate analysis was firstly applied to identify potentially hypoxia-related genes that have a statistically significant difference of prognosis in gastric cancer patients from TCGA data base. Least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) method was then applied to shrink the scope of gene screening (26). Finally, Cox proportional hazards analysis was used to identify highly hypoxia-related genes. The risk score formula was constructed as: Risk score = (∑coefficientx * expression of signature genex) (genex indicated the identified genes). The regression coefficient was obtained from Cox proportional hazards analysis. The patients of gastric cancer were divided into a high-risk and a low-risk groups by the cut-off value of the median risk score.



Tumor Immune Microenvironment

To investigate the relationships between risk score and TME, the ESTIMATE algorithm was applied to determine immune score, stromal score, ESTIMATE score, and tumor purity of individual patient in the screening and validation cohorts (27). Wilcoxon test was applied to compare the differences between the high-risk and low-risk groups in terms of immune score, stromal score, ESTIMATE score, and tumor purity. The TIMER web server (http://timer.cistrome.org/) was applied to analyze the correlations between signature genes and immune cells. The TIMER algorithm was used to assess the abundances of six immune infiltration cells (B cells, CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells, neutrophils, macrophages and dendritic cells) and tumor purity (28).

The ssGSEA method was used to the transcriptome to assess immune cell infiltrations (29). We obtained a set of marker genes including immune cell types, immune-related pathways and functions (30). We used the R package called “GSVA” to perform ssGSEA to obtain the normalized enrichment score (NES) of each immune-related item.



Development and Assessment of a Predictive Nomogram

Univariate analysis and Cox proportional hazards analysis were conducted on risk score of target genes and patient clinicopathological characteristics to determine independent prognostic factors related to prognosis. The predictive nomograms were developed by including all independently prognostic factors.



GC Cell Lines and Tissue Samples

The human gastric epithelial cell line GES-1 and gastric cancer cell lines AGS, SGC-7901, HGC-27, MKN-45 and MGC-803 were purchased from the Chinese Academy of Sciences (Shanghai, China). Cells were cultured in RPMI 1640 medium (HyClone, Logan, UT, USA) with 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS, Invitrogen) and 1% penicillin/streptomycin in a humidified atmosphere of 5% CO2 at 37°C. Totally, 39 pairs of gastric cancer together with their adjacent non-cancerous tissues (> 5 cm away from cancer tissue) were collected. This study was approved by the Ethics Committee of the Fourth Affiliated Hospital of China Medical University (EC-2021-KS-043). All patients included in this study provided written informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.



Quantitative Real-Time PCR Analysis

Total RNA was extracted using Trizol reagent (Invitrogen, Eugene, OR) and was used to synthesize cDNA using Prime-Script RT Master Mix (TaKaRa, Shiga, Japan), and quantitative real-time PCR (qRT-PCR) was performed by TaKaRa SYBR® Premix Ex Taq™ (TaKaRa, Shiga, Japan). All primers of qRT-PCR were listed in Table S1.



Statistical Analyses

All analyses were performed by R version 4.0.2 (http://www.R-project.org). The calibration curve and area under the curve (AUC) were used to evaluate the predictive performance of the predictive nomogram. The clinical benefit was further evaluated by the decision curve analysis (DCA) (31, 32). An independent validation cohort was applied to validate these findings. All tests were two-sided, and a P value less than 0.05 was considered as statistically significant.




Results


Patient Characteristics

The baseline characteristics of the screening and validation cohorts are shown in Table S2. In the screening cohort, a total of 234 (63.1%) patients were male and 137 (36.9%) were female. Among them, 17 (4.6%) patients were T1, 74 (19.9%) were T2, 177 (47.7%) were T3, and 103 (27.8%) were T4 cases. 117 (31.5%) patients were N0, 97 (26.1%) were N1, 79 (21.3%) were N2, and 78 (21.1%) were N3 cases. Accordingly, 8 (2.2%) patients were Grade I, 126 (34.0%) were Grade II, and 237 (63.8%) were Grade III. Considering the TNM staging system, 46 (12.4%) patients were stage I, 119 (32.1%) were stage II, 165 (44.4%) were stage III, 41 (11.1%) were stage IV cases.

In the validation cohort, a total of 296 (68.4%) patients were male and 137 (31.6%) were female. Among them, 11 (2.5%) patients were T1, 38 (8.8%) were T2, 92 (21.2%) were T3, and 292 (67.5%) were T4 cases. Accordingly, 80 (18.5%) patients were N0, 188 (43.4%) were N1, 132 (30.5%) were N2, and 33 (7.6%) were N3 cases.



Screening of Hypoxia-Related Risk Signature in Gastric Cancer

The hallmark hypoxia-related 200 genes, was obtained from the Molecular Signatures data base (MSigDB version 6.0). Among them, the TCGA data base contains 197 hypoxia-related genes, and 41 differentially expressed genes (DEGs) have been identified (Table S3 and Figures 1A–C). To better visualize the interactions between these hypoxia genes, the STRING online data base was used to analyze the protein-protein interaction network (Figure 1D). We evaluated the hypoxia-related genes in the screening cohort, and identified 14 of the 41 genes that were significantly associated with prognosis (all P < 0.05, Table S4). The LASSO method was further used to analyze these 14 genes, which minimized the potential over-fitting problem and established the minimum standard. Five of the 14 genes in the model are under the optimal adjustment parameter (λ) (Figures 1E, F). Finally, the Cox proportional hazards analysis confirmed that two genes (SERPINE1, EFNA3) (Figure 1G) met the proportional hazard hypothesis and were finally used to establish the following risk score model: Risk score = (0.223 * expression level of SERPINE1) + (–0.165 * expression level of EFNA3). Of the two signature genes, SERPINE1 was a risk DEG, and EFNA3 was protective. The risk score of individual patient was calculated and all patients were classified into a high-risk and a low-risk groups based on the median risk score.




Figure 1 | Identification of the hypoxia risk signature. (A) The Venn diagram shows the hypoxia-related genes in TCGA. (B) The Volcano plot for differentially expressed genes (DEGs) in cancer and non-cancer tissues. (C) The heatmap plot for DEGs in cancer and non-cancer tissues. (D) The PPI network visualizes the interaction between these DEGs. (E, F) The LASSO method identified five genes associated with prognosis. (G) The Cox proportional hazards analysis identified the hypoxia risk signature.





Prognostic Ability of Hypoxia-Related Risk Score in Gastric Cancer

Hypoxia usually promotes an aggressive tumor phenotype, so the prognostic ability of the hypoxia-related risk score was explored. In the high-risk group of the screening cohort, the heatmap showed that the expression of SERPINE1 was up-regulated and EFNA3 was down-regulated (Figure 2A). The mortality rate in the low-risk group was significantly lower than that in the high-risk group (Figures 2B, C). Kaplan–Meier analysis indicated that the prognosis of the low-risk group was significantly superior than that of the high-risk group (log-rank test, P < 0.001) (Figure 2D). Similar results were found in the validation cohort (Figures 2E–H).




Figure 2 | Prognostic value of the hypoxia risk signature in gastric cancer. (A, E) Heatmaps of the prognostic signature in the screening (TCGA) and validation (GEO) cohorts. (B, F) Patient risk score in the screening and validation cohorts. (C, G) The status distribution of patients in the high-risk and low-risk groups in the screening and validation cohort. (D, H) Kaplan-Meier analysis of patients in the high-risk and low-risk groups in the screening and validation cohorts.





Hypoxia-Related Signaling Pathways

In the screening cohort, we used GSEA to analyze the signaling pathways activated in the hypoxia-related high-risk group. In the high-risk group, the JAK-STAT signaling pathway, NOTCH signaling pathway, pathway in cancer, and TGF-β signaling pathway were activated (Figure 3A). These signaling pathways are related to the stimulation of tumor proliferation, migration, invasion, anti-apoptosis, Epithelial-Mesenchymal Transition (EMT), immune escape and drug resistance. These results have been confirmed in the independent validation cohort (Figure 3B).




Figure 3 | Enrichment of pathways related to hypoxia and analysis of tumor immune microenvironment. (A, B) The enrichment plots show the signaling pathways related to hypoxia in the screening and validation cohorts. (C, D) The heatmaps show 29 immune-related gene sets, immune score, stromal score, ESTIMATE score and tumor purity in the screening and validation cohorts. (E, F) The relationship between risk score and immune score, stromal score, ESTIMATE score, and tumor purity in the screening and validation cohorts.





The Correlation Between Risk Score and TME

The ESTIMATE analysis showed that the immune score, stromal score and ESTIMATE score were significantly positively correlated with the risk score in both the screening and validation cohorts, while tumor purity was significantly negatively correlated with the risk score (Figures S1A–H). It also indicated that the immune score, stromal score and ESTIMATE score of the high-risk group were significantly higher than those of the low-risk group (P < 0.001), while the tumor purity of the high-risk group was significantly lower than that of the low-risk group (P < 0.001, Figures 3C–F).



The Correlation Between Risk Score and Immune Cell Subtypes

As the tumors of the high-risk group were proved to be infiltrated with a large number of immune cells, we further analyzed the subtypes of infiltrating immune cells. It indicated that the levels of immune cell infiltration in the high-risk group, including regulatory T cells, macrophages, neutrophils, and mast cells, were higher than those in the low-risk group (P < 0.05, Figures 4A–H). Accordingly, the high-risk group reflects the immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment, full of immunosuppressive cells, which is consistent with the poor prognosis of the high-risk group.




Figure 4 | Correlation of the risk score with immune cell subtypes in the screening and validation cohorts. (A, E) Regulatory T cells; (B, F) Macrophages; (C, G) Neutrophils; (D, H) Mast cells.



Then, TIMER was applied to evaluate the correlation between the expression levels of EFNA3 and SERPINE1 with tumor purity and infiltrating levels of immune cells (Figures S2A, B). It showed a correlation between immune cell infiltration and the expression levels of EFNA3 and SERPINE1. It showed that the risk gene SPERPINE1 had a significant positive correlation with the infiltration of macrophages, neutrophils and dendritic cells, and a significant negative correlation with tumor purity and B cells (P < 0.05, Figure S2A). However, the prognostic protective gene EFNA3 showed the opposite trend for most aspects except B cells (Figure S2B, all P < 0.05).



The Correlation Between Risk Score and Immune Checkpoint Molecules

We compared the immune checkpoint molecules between the high-risk and low-risk groups. The expression levels of many immune checkpoint molecules were higher in the high-risk group than those in the low-risk group (Figures 5A, B). In the screening cohort, the expression level of five key immune checkpoint molecules (PD-1, PD-L1, CTLA-4, HAVCR2 and TGF-β) in the high-risk group was significantly higher than those in the low-risk group, and significantly positively correlated with risk score (Figures 5C–G). Similar results were obtained in the validation cohort, except that CTLA4 and PD-L1 showed no significant difference between the high-risk and low-risk groups (Figures 5H–L).




Figure 5 | Relationships between hypoxia risk score and immune checkpoint molecules. (A, G) Heatmaps show the expression level of immune checkpoint molecules in high-risk and low-risk groups in the screening and validation cohorts (*P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001). Scatter plots and box plots show the relationship between the risk score and the expression level of (B, H) PD-1, (C, I) HAVCR2, (D, J) TGF-β, (E, K) PD-L1, and (F, L) CTLA4 in the screening and validation cohorts.





The Correlation Between Risk Score and Tumor Mutation Burden and Somatic Mutation

It showed that the risk score was significantly negatively correlated with tumor mutation burden (TMB) (R = –0.36, P < 0.001; Figure 6A). We further compared the TMB of patients in the low-risk and high-risk groups. It showed that the TMB of the low-risk group was significantly higher than that of the high-risk group (Wilcoxon test P < 0.001) (Figure 6B). We determined the optimal cutoff value of TMB (cutoff value = 0.68) by using the minimum P-value method, and divided the patients into a high TMB group (n = 320) and a low TMB group (n = 42). It showed that patients in the high TMB group had a better survival prognosis than those in the low TMB group (log-rank test, P < 0.001, Figure 6C). We further evaluated the synergistic effect of the TMB grouping and the risk score grouping in the prognostic stratification. It showed that TMB status did not affect the survival prognosis prediction based on the risk score group. The risk score subgroup indicated significant survival differences in both the low and high TMB subgroups (log rank test, high TMB & high-risk vs. high TMB & low-risk, P < 0.001; low TMB & low-risk vs. low TMB & low-risk, P < 0.001; Figure 6D). Moreover, the high TMB & low-risk group had the best overall survival rate, and the low TMB & high-risk group had the worst overall survival rate.




Figure 6 | The correlation between the risk score and somatic variants. (A) The scatter plot depicts the negative correlation between risk score and tumor mutation burden (TMB) in the screening cohort. (B) TMB difference in the high-risk and low-risk groups. (C) Kaplan-Meier curves for high-risk and low-TMB groups of the screening cohort. (D) Kaplan-Meier curves for patients in the screening cohort stratified by both risk score and TMB. (E, F) Waterfall plots display the frequently mutated genes in low-risk and high-risk groups in the screening cohort. The left panel shows the genes ordered by their mutation frequencies. The right panel presents different mutation types.



Furthermore, we estimated somatic variations in gastric cancer driver genes between the low-risk and high-risk subgroups. We used Maftools to access gastric cancer driver genes and further analyzed the top 20 ones with the highest mutation frequency (Figures 6E, F). The results showed that there were significant differences in the mutation frequency of PCLO, TTN, FLG, LRP1B, KMT2D, SYNE1, RYR2, OBSCN, CSMD1, FAT3, ARID1A, ZFHX4, FAT4 and SPTA1 in the high-risk and low-risk groups (Chi-square test, all P < 0.05; Table S5).



The Correlation Between Risk Score and Chemotherapeutic Drugs

We further analyzed the association between the risk score and the efficacy of chemotherapy in the treatment of gastric cancer. It showed that the high-risk group was associated with lower half inhibitory centration (IC50) of chemotherapeutic drugs, such as axitinib (P = 0.0053), bexarotene (P < 0.001), bortezomib (P < 0.001), bryostatin.1 (P = 0.0067), dasatinib (P < 0.001), imatinib (P < 0.001), midostaurin (P < 0.001), nilotinib (P = 0.04), pazopanib (P = 0.0024), sunitinib (P < 0.001), temsirolimus (P < 0.001), and vinblastine (P = 0.031), while the IC50 of methotrexate (P = 0.019) and mitomycin.C (P = 0.0035) was higher, indicating that the risk scores can be used as a potential predictor of chemical sensitivity (Figures 7A–O).




Figure 7 | The correlation between low-risk and high-risk groups and chemotherapeutics. Sensitivity to chemotherapeutic drugs is expressed by the half inhibitory centration (IC50) of chemotherapeutic drugs. (A) Axitinib; (B) Bexarotene; (C) Bortezomib; (D) Bryostatin.1; (E) Dasatinib; (F) Imatinib; (G) Midostaurin; (H) Nilotinib; (I) Pazopanib; (J) Rapamycin; (K) Sunitinib; (L) Temsirolimus; (M) Vinblastine; (N) Methotrexate; (O) Mitomycin.C.





The Correlation Between Risk Score and Clinicopathological Characteristics

We conducted correlation analyses between clinicopathological factors and risk score in the screening cohort (Figures S3C), and tumor grade and T stage were significantly associated with risk score (Figures S3C, D). In the validation cohort, age, T stage, and N stage were significantly associated with risk score (Figures S3H, J, K).



Development of Nomograms to Predict Individual Survival Outcomes

We developed nomograms based on the screening cohort and further verified their predictive ability in the validation cohort. It showed that age, T stage, N stage, M stage, and risk score are significant prognostic factors (Figure 8A). In the first step Cox proportional hazards analysis, we incorporated age, T stage, N stage, and M stage. It showed that age, T stage, and N stage were independent prognostic factors (Figure 8B) and were used to construct nomogram 1 (Figure 8D). In the second step Cox proportional hazards analysis, we incorporated age, T stage, N stage, M stage and risk score. It showed that age, T stage, N stage and risk score were independent prognostic factors (Figure 8C) and were used to construct nomogram 2 (Figure 8E).




Figure 8 | Construction of nomograms. (A) Univariate analysis included risk score, age, gender, grade, M stage, T stage and N stage in the screening cohort. (B) Cox proportional hazards analysis included age, M stage, T stage and N stage in the screening cohort. (C) Cox proportional hazards analysis included risk score, age, M stage, T stage and N stage in the screening cohort. (D) Nomogram 1 based on the clinicopathological characteristics. (E) Nomogram 2 based on the risk score and clinicopathological characteristics.





Comparison of Prognostic Performance and Clinical Usefulness Between Nomogram 1 and Nomogram 2

In the screening cohort, nomogram 2 showed superior prognostic ability [AUC 0.684, 95% confidence interval (CI), 0.630–0.735] compared with nomogram 1 (AUC 0.639, 95% CI, 0.584–0.692) (Figure 9A). The calibration curves of nomogram 2 at 3 years also showed better consistency between the predicted and observed survivals than that of nomogram 1 (Figure 9B). Nomogram 2 showed higher net benefit than nomogram 1 between the threshold probabilities of around 37–60% in predicting 3-year overall survival (Figure 9C). Similar results were found in the independent validation cohort (Figures 9D–F).




Figure 9 | The areas under the curve (AUC), calibration curve and decision curve analysis (DCA) for predicting patient survival. (A, D) The AUCs assess the accuracy of the nomograms in the screening and validation cohorts. (B, E) The calibration curves assess the consistency of the nomograms in the screening and validation cohorts. (C, F) DCAs assess the clinical usefulness of nomograms in the screening and validation cohorts.





Expression Levels of SERPINE1 and EFNA3 in GC Cell Lines and Tissues

In the screening cohort, the expression of SERPINE1 and EFNA3 in tumor tissues was up-regulated when compared with adjacent non-cancerous tissues and normal tissues (P < 0.05, Figures 10A–D). To confirm the expression levels of SERPINE1 and EFNA3 in gastric cancer, we subsequently verified it in gastric cancer cell lines and patient tissues by qRT-PCR experiments. The results showed that, when compared with gastric normal epithelial mucosae cell line GES-1 and adjacent non-cancerous tissues, the expression of SERPINE1 and EFNA3 were significantly higher in gastric cancer cell lines (Figures 10E, F, except for SERPINE1 in HGC-27, P > 0.05) and gastric cancer tissues (P < 0.05) (Figures 10G, H).




Figure 10 | EFNA3 and SERPINE1 are upregulated in gastric cancer cell lines and tissues. (A, B) Bioinformatics analysis of the expression of EFNA3 and SERPINE1 in cancer and non-cancerous tissues in TCGA. (C, D) Bioinformatics analysis of the expression of EFNA3 and SERPINE1 in 27 pairs of gastric cancer and adjacent non-cancerous tissues in TCGA. (E, F) qRT-PCR results of EFNA3 and SERPINE1 expression level in GES-1 and gastric cancer cell lines. (Data are presented as mean ± SD. NS: P ≥ 0.05, *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001). (G, H) qRT-PCR results of EFNA3 and SERPINE1 expression level in 39 pairs of gastric cancer and adjacent non-cancerous tissues. (Data are shown as –ΔΔCT values).






Discussion

Hypoxia is caused by an imbalance between insufficient oxygen supply and increased oxygen demand (21, 33). It is also one significant characteristic of tumor microenvironment. Tumor cells adapt to and rely on tumor microenvironment, contributing to instability and diversity of gene mutations, and activating a variety of signaling pathways and cytokines, contributing to the angiogenesis, invasion, metastasis, epithelial-mesenchymal transition, cancer stem cell maintenance, immune escape and resistance to radiotherapy and chemotherapy (34, 35). Therefore, understanding the molecular mechanism of hypoxia is critical to improving the survival of cancer therapy.

In this study, we identified two prognosis-related hypoxia genes, SERPINE1 and EFNA3, and establish a hypoxia risk score model based on the two genes. Subsequent survival analysis indicated that the high-risk group was associated with poorer prognosis, which was verified by an independent GEO cohort. GSEA analysis showed that the high-risk group was significantly enriched in pathways for tumor progression, such as the JAK-STAT signaling pathway (36), cancer in pathway, TGF-β signaling pathway (37, 38), and NOTCH signaling pathway (39), leading to poor prognosis. In the hypoxic microenvironment, HIFs are the main regulators of hypoxic response (18, 35). HIFs can cause the malignant phenotype of tumors by activating or enhancing JAK-STAT signaling pathway, TGF-β signaling pathway and NOTCH signaling pathway (40–43). Besides, the TCGA data base and qRT-PCR analysis confirmed the overexpression of these two hypoxia genes in tumor tissues and gastric cancer cell lines when compared with normal tissues and gastric normal epithelial cell line. Finally, the risk score model, age, T stage, and N stage were identified as independent risk factors related to OS and included in the nomogram. It showed that the nomogram was an effective tool for predicting the prognosis. The two-gene signature has a powerful ability to predict the prognosis of patients with gastric cancer, and may be helpful to guide clinical treatment decisions.

Tumor purity can reflect the characteristics of the tumor microenvironment. The risk score was significantly positively correlated with infiltrating immune cells and stromal cells, but negatively correlated with tumor purity. Previous studies showed that low tumor purity is associated with poor prognosis of multiple tumor types (44–46). We speculated that low-purity tumors may recruit more tumor immunosuppressive cells than high-purity tumors, and further studied the relationship between the risk score and the subtypes of infiltrating immune cells. We found that the tumors in the high-risk group contained more infiltrating immunosuppressive cells such as Tregs, macrophages, neutrophils, para-inflammatory and mast cells than the low-risk group. A previous study found that Tregs suppressed the anti-tumor immune response by weakening the cell-mediated immune response to tumors, thereby promoting disease progression (47). Hypoxia can protect tumors from the intrinsic anti-tumor immune response by forming an immunosuppressive microenvironment, which may explain a poor prognosis of the high-risk group.

Cytokine are important factors in regulating tumor immunity. Among them, tumor immunosuppressive cytokines are important factors inhibiting immune cell activity. Transforming growth factor-β (TGF-β) suppresses the immune system by inhibiting the maturation of dendritic cells, inhibiting the activity of NK cells, and reducing the cytotoxicity of T cells (47, 48). Interleukin 10 (IL-10) is an immunosuppressive cytokine secreted by T-helper 2 (Th2) cells, Tregs, and M2 macrophages. It has been shown to impair the proliferation, cytokine production and migration capabilities of effector T cells (49). IL-10 also promotes the stable expression of Foxp3, TGF-β-receptor 2 and TGF-β, thereby stabilizing the phenotype and functions of Treg (50). In our research, the immunosuppressive cytokines, such as IL-10 and TGF-β, were up-regulated in the high-risk group, thereby further promoting immunosuppression.

The correlation between the intrinsic escape mechanism and risk score is clinically important. The inherent immune escape of tumors demonstrates that tumor cells can mediate their own immune escape directly. Previous study has illustrated that the expression of immune check-point molecules and tumor immunogenicity are two important aspects of intrinsic immune escape (51). Immune checkpoint molecules play a key role in tumor progression and carcinogenesis by promoting tumor immunosuppression. Malignant tumors can evade immune killing by stimulating immune checkpoint target genes (such as PD-1, PD-L1, CTLA-4, TGF-β, and HAVCR2). In this study, immune checkpoint molecules of PD-1, TGF-β, and HAVCR2 were up-regulated in the high-risk group. This result indicates that tumor cells in the high-risk group express immune checkpoint molecules to protect themselves from attack.

Another potentially significant intrinsic immune escape mechanism is immunogenicity. Some somatic mutations in tumor DNA produce neoantigens, and the antigens from this mutation are recognized and targeted by the immune system, especially after treatment with drugs that activate T cells (52–56). The more somatic mutations are present in a tumor, the more neoantigens it may form. TMB may represent a better estimate of tumor neoantigen burden (57). Here, we found that the high-risk group had a lower proportion of somatic mutations, and the hypoxia risk score was significantly negatively correlated with TMB. Tumor cells in the hyperoxia group produced fewer neoantigens, thus avoiding being recognized and killed by T cells.

To investigate the role of hypoxia risk in drug treatment, our research showed that, the tumors in the high-risk group were not sensitive to most chemotherapy drugs, such as axitinib, bexarotene, bortezomib, and imatinib. However, the tumors in the high-risk group were more sensitive to methotrexate and mitomycin.c and may benefit from these two chemotherapy drugs. Those in the high-risk group express higher levels of PD-1, HAVCR2 and other immune checkpoint molecules to avoid the attack of anti-tumor immune cells. The high-risk group may benefit from immunotherapy, such as the use of PD-1 and HAVCR2 inhibitors.

Nomograms are commonly used to assess the prognosis of tumors (58, 59). In this study, we constructed two prognostic nomograms. Nomogram 1 is based on clinical characteristics, and nomogram 2 is developed by the combination of clinical characteristics and the hypoxia risk score model. It showed that the prognostic nomogram based on the combination of clinical characteristics and hypoxia risk score model has better predictive ability and higher clinical usefulness. However, owing to the lack of in vitro or in vivo experiments, the reliability of our molecular mechanism analysis may be limited.



Conclusions

In summary, we developed and validated a hypoxia risk score model based on a novel hypoxia-related gene signature revealing the relationship between hypoxia and tumor immune microenvironment. The current study may provide new insights into how hypoxia affects the prognosis, and may be helpful in guiding targeted hypoxia therapy for gastric cancer.
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Background

As a heterogeneous disease, colorectal cancer (CRC) presents a great challenge to individualized treatment due to its lymph node metastasis (LNM). Existing studies have shown that immune and stromal components in extracellular matrix (ECM) act as important part in tumorigenicity and progression, while their roles in LNM have not been fully elucidated. Here, crucial ECM-related genes responsible for LNM in CRC were selected by multi-omics analysis.



Methods

Firstly, we characterized the immune infiltration landscape of CRC samples from The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) and the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) databases by using ssGSEA algorithm. The CRC patients were divided into several immune subgroups by hierarchical clustering analyses. Then, differential genes were identified among immune subgroups and CRC vs. normal tissues in TCGA and GEO GSE39582 cohorts, respectively. Next, weighted correlation network analysis (WGCNA) was employed to construct a co-expression network to find LNM-related modules and hub genes. Subsequently, we evaluated the clinical value of hub gene in prognostic prediction and chemotherapy/immunotherapy. Besides, the protein level of key gene was verified in an external cohort from our center. Finally, we explored the underlying mechanism of FSTL3-mediated LNM by Gene function annotation and correlation analysis.



Results

Two immune subgroups, namely Immunity_High and Immunity_Low, were defined among the two CRC cohorts using ssGSEA algorithm, respectively. Based on the two immune subgroups, 2,635 overlapping differentially expressed genes were obtained from two cohorts, which were sequentially subjected to WGCNA and univariate Cox regression analysis. Ultimately, FSTL3 was selected as the key gene. Here, we first confirmed that overexpression of FSTL3 correlated with LNM and worse prognosis in CRC and was verified at the protein level in the external validation cohort. Moreover, FSTL3 expression showed strongly positive correlation with immune and stromal components in ECM. We furthermore found that FSTL3 may accelerate LNM through the formation of inhibitory immune microenvironment via promoting macrophage and fibroblast polarization and T cell exhaustion. Interestingly, high FSTL3 expression is linked to chemoresistance, but immunotherapy-sensitive.



Conclusion

FSTL3 is identified as a biomarker for ECM remodeling and worse clinical outcomes for the first time in CRC and is also a potential immunotherapeutic target to block LNM for CRC.





Keywords: colorectal cancer, lymph node metastasis, extracellular matrix, tumor microenvironment, follistatin-like 3



Introduction

Colorectal cancer (CRC), the third most common gastrointestinal malignant disease around the world, ranks second in terms of cancer-related mortality (1). Lymph nodes are common metastatic site of major types of human malignancies, including CRC. Lymph node metastasis (LNM) is a crucial event of tumor cell dissemination in that the CRC cells in the primary site spread through the lymphatic vessels to the adjacent lymph nodes (2). Usually, advanced CRC is characterized by metastases to the regional lymph nodes or distant organs, which always leads to worse prognosis. The incidence of LNM in all of CRC patients has been reported ranging from 40.5 to 49.7% (3–5). Meanwhile, LNM also is one of the most important prognostic risk factor and often predicts a poor outcome. Studies have shown that the 5-year overall survival (OS) rate is as high as 56.7 to 94.8% in CRC patients without LNM, but only 16.7 to 48% in patients with LNM-positive (6–8). Moreover, a certain number of LNM represent a key risk factor strongly associated with distant metastasis and local recurrence in CRC (9, 10). Therefore, it is necessary to identify relevant genes or elucidate potential molecular mechanisms of LNM in order to develop effective prevention and treatment strategies for CRC.

In recent years, the interaction between the tumor microenvironment (TME) and tumors has become an important aspect of tumor biology research, because it is closely related to the exploration of tumor pathogenesis and the sensitivity of immunotherapy (11, 12). The success of immunotherapy in several cancer types highlights the vital role of TME. However, as a heterogeneous disease, CRC presents a great challenge to individualized treatment due to its diversity of phenotypes and dismal prognosis. A growing body of evidence shows that tumor cells acquire stronger ability to invade and metastasize through intricate bidirectional dynamical tumor–stromal interactions in CRC (13–15). It was reported that B cells, as the major tumor infiltrating immune cells (TIICs) in TME, are able to promote lymphangiogenesis via targeting HSPA4 and VEGF-A, suggesting that immune components have a vital role in LNM (16). Other non-tumor cells in TME, including macrophages, fibroblasts, and neutrophils, have also been reported to act a pivotal role in progression and migration of CRC (17–19). On the other side, in TME, the composition and function of TIICs can vary slightly according to tumor progression and host immune status (20). TIICs are closely related to clinicopathological characteristics and prognosis, as well as to the efficacy of immunotherapy (21, 22). In order to obtain the best outcome of immunotherapy, it is essential to identify immune-related genes in tumor-specific phenotypes and to investigate the possible mechanisms of their functions. Hence, this study aims to discern some crucial genes involved in immune microenvironment and LNM in order to obtain better treatment results for the CRC patients with LNM.



Materials And Methods


Study Design and Data Acquisition

Flow chart of the present research is shown in Figure 1. Transcriptome data (level 3 data) of RNA-seq and paired clinical data were downloaded from the TCGA CRC cohort (National Cancer Institute (NCI) and National Human Genome Research Institute (NHGRI), Bethesda, Maryland, the USA, Data Release 25.0—July 22, 2020, https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/repository). The RNA-seq transcriptome data (FPKM) were annotated using the human General Transfer Format (hunman.gtf) from the Ensembl database (https://www.ensembl.org/) with the Strawberry Perl software (version 5.28.2.1, https://strawberryperl.com/).




Figure 1 | Flow chart of the present research.



Gene expression microarray data and clinical information of GEO GSE39582 were downloaded as a series of matrix files (23, 24). Probe IDs were matched to gene symbols using the GPL570 platform (Affymetrix Human Genome U133 Plus 2.0 Array). The mean expression value of the probes is used as the expression value for the gene in question if multiple probes were mapped to a single gene.

Criteria for study exclusion were (1): patients with unknown survival status, survival time, and N_stage; and (2) patients who died within a follow-up period of 30 days (Table S1).



Specimens and Immunohistochemistry

Paraffin-embedded tissues of 68 primary CRC patients and corresponding clinical information were obtained from the Gastrointestinal Surgery Department of Renmin Hospital of Wuhan University. None of the patients received any radiotherapy or chemotherapy before the operation. The tissue specimens were collected from January 2016 to December 2017, and all patients have signed a prior informed consent. The last follow-up time was January 9, 2021. This study was approved by the Medical Ethics Committee of the Renmin Hospital of Wuhan University.

IHC staining of paraffin-embedded tissues with antibody against FSTL3 (1:25; Absin, abs101405, Shanghai, China) was performed according to standard procedures as previously described (25), and scores were recorded. The expression level of FSTL3 is evaluated according to the total histochemical score, which is calculated as the product of staining intensity and the positive cell proportion. The staining intensity is recorded as 0 (negative), 1 (weak), 2 (moderate), and 3 (strong). The positive cell proportion is scored as 0, 1, 2, 3, and 4, referring to 0, <25, 26–50, 51–75, and 76–100%.



Clustering of CRC Samples by Single-Sample Gene Set Enrichment Analysis

The 29 immune-associated gene sets, representing diverse immune cell types, cytokine/cytokine receptor, human leukocyte antigen (HLA), immune checkpoints, immune-related pathways, and functions in TME, were obtained from a previous study (Table S2) (26). The enrichment scores of the 29 immune-associated gene sets in each CRC sample were quantified by ssGSEA algorithm using R package GSVA and GSEABase (27). Based on the enrichment score, the CRC patients in the TCGA and GEO GSE39582 cohorts were clustered into different immune subgroups by using R package sparcl (https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=sparcl).



Assessment of the Effectiveness of Immune Clustering

The Immune/StromalScore, ESTIMATEScore, and TumorPurity were calculated by ESTIMATE algorithm in the TCGA and GEO cohorts to estimate the level of immune and stromal cells infiltrating in CRC (28). The relative proportion of 22 immune cells in CRC patients was calculated by the CIBERSORT deconvolution algorithm (29).



Identification Differentially Expressed Genes

The R package limma was used to identify the DEGs among different immune subgroups, and False Discovery Rates (FDRs) < 0.05 were considered as selection criteria (30). The intersection DEGs were yielded using Venn analysis and visualized by R package VennDiagram (31). Firstly, we picked up overlapping differential genes between Immunity_H and Immunity_L in the TCGA and GSE39582 cohorts. Meanwhile, we acquired common differential genes between CRC and normal tissues in the TCGA and GSE39582 cohorts. Finally, we regarded the intersection of the above-mentioned results as the ultimate gene set for subsequent analyses.



Construction of a Co-Expression Network and Recognition of the Modules Related to LNM

In this study, weighted correlation network analysis (WGCNA) algorithm is employed to construct a co-expression network to find modules associated with LNM using R package WGCNA (32). All of intersection genes are included into this co-expression network. Pearson correlation matrix is constructed for all gene pairs, and unsupervised hierarchical clustering analysis is performed on the basis of topological overlap matrix. Then the modules with different power values are analyzed for scale independence and average connectivity to obtain the soft threshold parameters. The optimal power value is automatically captured by the software. In this research, we set the minimal module size as 2 and the scale-independent value as 0.9 to identify the key modules correlated with LNM. Significant modules with LNM are determined using Pearson’s correlation test. A P-value less than 0.05 is accepted as a statistically significant difference. Venn diagram is used to select the intersection genes from WGCNA analysis among the TCGA and GEO cohorts.



Key Gene Screening

Based on results of the previous steps, univariate Cox proportional hazard analysis is used to screen the genes with prognostic value. Consequently, these selection genes are considered as key genes associated with both the immune status, prognosis value and LNM.



Statistical Analysis

Kruskal–Wallis test was used to compare gene expression in different samples. The correlation between gene expression and clinical characteristics was evaluated by Wilcoxon rank sum test or Chi-square test. The above analysis was performed in R software (version 4.0.2, https://www.r-project.org/). All statistical tests are two-tailed with a statistical significance level set at 0.05 in this study.




Results


Unsupervised Cluster Analysis Identified Two CRC Subtypes

A total of 493 CRC samples from TCGA and 546 from GEO GSE39582 were included in this analyses. An unsupervised hierarchical clustering analysis was performed based on the ssGSEA scores of the 29 immune-associated gene sets (Supplement Figures 1A, B). The two datasets showed similar clustering results. Two immune subgroups, namely Immunity High (Immunity_H) and Immunity Low (Immunity_L) were defined among the CRC patients from two cohorts (Figures 2A, B).




Figure 2 | Unsupervised Cluster Analysis Identified two CRC subtypes. (A, B) Two immune subtypes, namely Immunity High (Immunity_H) and Immunity Low (Immunity_L), were yielded by the hierarchical clustering from the TCGA (A) and GEO GSE39582 (B) cohorts.





Correlation of CRC Immune Subtypes With Tumor Immune Microenvironment

In order to verify the feasibility and effectiveness of the above grouping strategy, we compared the ImmuneScore, StromalScore, ESTIMATE Score, and TumorPurity between two subgroups. The Immunity_H subtype had a higher level of ImmuneScore, StromalScore and ESTIMATEScore than the Immunity_L subtype (Figures 3A–C, E–G). The changing trend of TumorPurity between two subtypes was just the opposite, indicating that Immunity_L samples contained higher number of tumor cells (Figures 3D, H). As shown in the box plot chart, significant differences were found in the immune checkpoint (CD274, CTLA4, and LAG3) expression levels between two immune subtypes (Figures 3I–N). In addition, the two groups demonstrated marked differences in the abundance of multiple of kinds of immune cells based on the CIBERSORT algorithm (Figures 3O, P). In summary, these results suggest that this grouping strategy is effective and can be used for subsequent study.




Figure 3 | Correlation of CRC Immune Subtypes With Tumor immune Microenvironment. (A–D) The violin plots showed that there were significant differences in ImmuneScore (A), StromalScore (B), ESTIMATE Score (C), and TumorPurity (D) between the two subtypes in the TCGA cohort (both P < 0.001). (E–H) The same results were obtained in GEO GSE39582 cohort. (I–K) The expression of immune checkpoints, including CD274 (I), CTLA-4 (J), and LAG3 (K), in Immunity_H (red) are all significantly higher than that in Immunity_L (green) in TCGA cohort (both P < 0.001). (L–N) The same results were also obtained in GEO GSE39582 cohort. (O, P) The boxplots showed the abundance difference of each immune cell between the Immunity_H (red) and the Immunity_L (blue) in TCGA (O) and GEO GSE39582 (P) cohorts. (*P  <  0.05, **P  <  0.01, ***P < 0.001).





Identification of Differentially Expressed Genes

Firstly, 9,008 DEGs were identified by comparing the mRNA expression profiles across the Immunity_H and Immunity_L subtypes in TCGA cohort (Figure 4A). Similarly, 8,326 DEGs were identified in GEO GSE39582 cohort (Figure 4B). Secondly, 13,201 DEGs were obtained by comparing the mRNA expression profiles between tumor and normal samples in TCGA cohort (Figure 4C). Likewise, 11,936 DEGs were identified in GEO GSE39582 cohort (Figure 4D). There were 5,256 overlapping differential genes between Immunity_H and Immunity_L, and 7,631 overlapping differential genes between CRC and normal tissues in the TCGA and GSE39582 cohorts (Figures 4E, F). Finally, a total of 2,635 overlapping DEGs were obtained (Figure 4G and Table S3).




Figure 4 | Identification differentially expressed genes. (A, B) The volcano plots showed the differential genes between Immunity_H and Immunity_L (A), and between CRC and normal tissues (B) in the TCGA cohort. Each red dot represents upregulated gene, each green dot represents upregulation gene, and each black dot represents no significant difference gene. (C, D) The volcano plots showed the differential genes between Immunity_H and Immunity_L (C), and between CRC and normal tissues (D) in the GSE39582 cohorts. (E) Overlapping differential genes between Immunity_H and Immunity_L in the TCGA and GSE39582 cohorts. (F) Overlapping differential genes between CRC and normal tissues in the TCGA and GSE39582 cohorts. (G) A total of 2,635 overlapping DEGs were obtained.





Identification of Modules Related to LNM by WGCNA

In this step, all 2,635 overlapping DEGs were contributed to the construction of co-expression network according to the following processes. Firstly, a sample clustering tree was drawn including all 493 CRC samples in the TCGA cohort (Figure 5A). Then, the scale independent value exceeded 0.9 with a low average connectivity when soft threshold power was 5 (Figure 5B). As shown in Figure 5C, WGCNA generated eight modules containing different colors after merging similar modules. Both the black, gray, and turquoise modules were closely correlated with LNM (r ≥ 0.14, P < 0.01). Since gray module has only two genes, we included black and turquoise modules into further analysis.




Figure 5 | Identification of key gene by WGCNA. (A) The sample clustering tree of CRC samples in the TCGA cohort, and all patients have passed the cut. The color band under the sample clustering tree presents the patients with or without LNM. Red box represents LNM-positive and white box represents LNM-negative. (B) The scale independent value exceeds 0.9 with a low average connectivity when soft threshold power was 5. The left image shows the relationship between the soft-threshold and scale-free R2. The right image shows the mean connectivity for each soft-threshold. (C) Heatmap of the correlation between gene modules and clinical traits of CRC. The numerical value in each cell represents the correlation coefficient. Values within parentheses are P-values. The right images show the scatterplot of Gene Significance vs. Module Membership in the black and turquoise modules. (D) The sample clustering tree of CRC samples after removing one outlier sample (GSM972311) in the GSE39582 cohort. (E) The scale independent value exceeds 0.9 with a low average connectivity when soft threshold power was 5. (F) Heatmap of the correlation between gene modules and clinical traits of CRC. (G) Venn diagram showed that there were 193 overlapping genes related to LNM status in the TCGA and GSE39582 cohorts. (H) The forest plot showed that four genes were considered to be closely related to survival.



In GEO GSE39582 cohort, a sample clustering tree, including 545 CRC samples, was drawn after removing one outlier sample (GSM972311) (Figure 5D). The optimal power value was still 5, which was automatically selected by the software (Figure 5E). A total of eight modules were obtained through average hierarchical clustering. The blue module showed the highest correlation with LNM (Figure 5F, r = 0.11, P = 0.01).



Key Gene Screening by Univariate Cox Proportional Hazards Analysis

Based on results of the WGCNA, 193 shared genes were extracted from modules closely related to LNM both in TCGA and GEO cohorts (Figure 5G, Table S4). Afterwards, univariate Cox proportional hazards analysis was carried out on those shared genes. Of the 193 overlapping genes evaluated, only four genes, namely CAV2, STC1, FSTL3, and FOXC1, were considered to be closely related to OS (Figure 5H, P < 0.05). Of them, FSTL3, related to both immune status and LNM, has previously hardly been reported in CRC. Hence, FSTL3 was selected as key gene of CRC to comprehensively investigate its value in TME and LNM in the current study.



Overexpression of FSTL3 mRNA Correlated With Tumor Malignancy in CRC

The mRNA expression level of FSTL3 was markedly higher in the tumor samples than that in paired adjacent normal samples (P = 1.2e-07, Figure 6A). Meanwhile, FSTL3 mRNA expression level in cancer tissues was also higher than that in normal tissues (P = 2.1e-09, Figure 6B).




Figure 6 | Overexpression of FSTL3 correlated with tumor malignancy in CRC. (A) FSTL3 mRNA expression between normal and paired tumor samples in the TCGA cohort. (B) FSTL3 mRNA expression between total normal and tumor samples in the TCGA cohort. (C, D) FSTL3 mRNA expression is in remarkable association with AJCC stage (C) and N stage (D). (E–G) Similar results were obtained in GEO GSE39582 cohort. (H–K) Higher FSTL3 mRNA expression was notably correlated with OS (H), disease-free survival (I), progression free survival (J), as well as disease-specific survival (K) in the TCGA cohort. (L, M) Higher FSTL3 mRNA expression is notably correlated with OS (L) and disease-specific survival (M) in the GSE39582 cohort. (N, O) FSTL3 is an independent unfavorable prognostic factor in TCGA cohort by univariate (N) and multivariate (O) Cox proportional hazards analysis. (P, Q) FSTL3 is an independent unfavorable prognostic factor in GSE39582 cohort by univariate (P) and multivariate (Q) Cox proportional hazards analysis.



The correlation between FSTL3 expression level and the clinicopathological characteristics of CRC was further investigated. The results indicated that FSTL3 expression level was in remarkable association with AJCC stage (P = 0.0064, Figure 6C) and N stage (P = 0.004, Figure 6D). Similar results were gained from GEO GSE39582 (Figures 6E–G). Those results suggested that FSTL3 is significantly overexpressed in CRC and strongly correlated with tumor malignancy.



High FSTL3 mRNA Level Indicates Worse Clinical Outcomes in CRC

Because our findings highlighted that FSTL3 correlated with tumor malignancy, we next went on to investigate its prognostic value in CRC. The CRC patients were divided into low- and high-expression groups based on optimal cutoff value of FSTL3 expression, which was determined using the ‘surv_cutpoint’ algorithm of the R package survminer (https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=survminer). The prognostic significance of FSTL3 was analyzed by Kaplan–Meier survival curves with Log-rank test. The results implied that higher FSTL3 mRNA expression was notably correlated with OS, disease-free survival (DFS), progression free survival, as well as disease-specific survival in CRC patients utilizing data from TCGA cohort (Figures 6H–K). Consistent results were obtained in GEO GSE39582 cohort (Figures 6L, M). Besides, univariate and multivariate Cox proportional hazards analysis were employed to assess whether FSTL3 could be used as an independent prognostic indicator in CRC patients. The results showed that the FSTL3 is an independent unfavorable prognostic factor both in TCGA (Figures 6N, O) and GEO GSE39582 (Figures 6P, Q) cohorts.



FSTL3 Protein Is Remarkably Upregulated in CRC and Associated With Poor Prognosis

To further verify the role of FSTL3 protein in CRC progression, IHC was conducted to evaluate the FSTL3 protein expression in 68 human CRC specimens. The results showed that compared with adjacent normal tissue, FSTL3 protein was significantly overexpressed in tumor tissues (P = 1.6e-5, Figures 7A, B). Further analysis revealed that the FSTL3 protein was strikingly correlated to AJCC stage (P = 0.0007, Figure 7C) and LNM (P <  0.05, Figure 7D). Additionally, we evaluated the prognostic value of FSTL3 protein expression in CRC. The cutoff value of total histochemical score in survival analysis was set according to the optimal threshold. Kaplan–Meier curve showed that CRC patients with high FSTL3 protein have shorter OS compared to those with lower FSTL3 protein (P = 1.228e-4, Figure 7E). The obtained results confirmed that the FSTL3 protein expression is related to LNM and always indicates worse clinical outcomes in CRC.




Figure 7 | Validation the protein function of FSTL3 by immunohistochemistry in external cohort. (A, B) FSTL3 protein was significantly overexpressed in tumor tissues. Scale bars, 100 and 20 μm. (C, D) FSTL3 protein is strikingly correlated to AJCC stage (P = 0.0007) and LNM (P <  0.05). (E) The survival analysis showed that CRC patients with higher FSTL3 protein has shorter OS compared with lower FSTL3 protein group (P = 1.228e-4).





Functional Annotation Among the High and Low FSTL3 Expression Groups

DEGs between high and low FSTL3 groups were identified, where |log2-fold change (FC)| >1 and P <0.05 were set as the cutoff values. Differential expression analysis yielded a total of 779 upregulated and 552 downregulated genes in high FSTL3 expression group compared with the low FSTL3 expression group (Figure 8A). The top significant terms of GO and KEGG analysis shown in Bubble diagrams revealed that these DEGs were mainly associated with ECM, suggesting that FSTL3 might function as vital regulator in ECM of CRC (Figures 8B, C).




Figure 8 | Functional Annotation among the High and Low FSTL3 Expression Groups. (A) The volcano plot showed that 1,331 differential genes were identified between high and low FSTL3 groups. Each red dot represents upregulation gene, each green dot represents upregulation downregulation gene, and each black dot represents no significant difference genes. (B) The top 10 significant terms of GO analysis. (C) The top 20 significant pathways of KEGG analysis. (D–F) The GSEA showed that inflammatory response (D), epithelial–mesenchymal-transition (E), and TGF-β signaling (F) were positively enriched in FSTL3 high-expression group.



To further identify a potential function of FSTL3, the GSEA (using the Molecular Signatures Database h.all.v6.0.symbols.gmt) was conducted (Table S5). The GSEA showed that substantial gene sets were positively enriched in FSTL3 high-expression group including inflammatory response (NES = 2.26, FDR < 0.001, Figure 8D), epithelial–mesenchymal-transition (EMT, NES = 2.38, FDR < 0.001, Figure 8E), and TGF-β signaling (NES = 1.66, FDR < 0.05, Figure 8F). Altogether, these results suggested that FSTL3 may promote tumor progression and LNM by regulating inflammatory response and EMT via TGF-β signaling.



Correlation Between FSTL3 and TME in CRC

To better characterize the immunological role of FSTL3 plays in TME, we evaluated the relationship between FSTL3 and immune/stromal cell infiltration in CRC. Firstly, the ImmuneScore, StromalScore, and TumorPurity among the high and low FSTL3 expression groups were compared. The results showed that both the higher ImmuneScore, StromalScore, and ESTIMATE scores were found in high FSTL3 expression group (Figure 9A). Secondly, we found that FSTL3 expression has an observably positive association with ImmuneScore (R = 0.37, P < 0.001, Figure 9B), StromalScore (R = 0.54, P < 0.001, Figure 9C), but negative association with TumorPurity (R = −0.49, P < 0.001, Figure 9D) in CRC, which demonstrate that FSTL3 has a major influence on ECM remodeling.




Figure 9 | Correlation Between FSTL3 and TME in CRC. (A) Both the higher ImmuneScore, StromalScore, and TumorPurity were found in high FSTL3 expression group. (B–D) The correlation analysis showed the FSTL3 expression has a observably positive association with ImmuneScore (B), StromalScore (C), but negative association with TumorPurity (D) in CRC. (E, F) The relationship between FSTL3 expression and immune cell infiltration is displayed in a bubble diagram (E) and heatmap (F), respectively. ***P < 0.001.



The abundance of TILLs calculated by currently acknowledged methods, including TIMER, CIBERSORT-AB, XCELL, QUANTISEQ, MCPcounter, EPIC, and CIBERSORT algorithms, was downloaded from TIMER2.0 website to explore the relationship between the FSTL3 mRNA and immune infiltration status (33). The relationship between FSTL3 expression and immune cell infiltration is displayed in a bubble diagram (Figure 9E, Table S6). The analysis results showed that the FSTL3 expression was more positively associated with abundances of TIICs such as cancer-associated fibroblasts (CAFs), macrophages (M1- and M2-like), myeloid dendritic cell and CD4+/CD8+ cells, whereas it was negatively associated with B cells and NK cells. As shown in Figure 9F, there was obviously more immune cell infiltration in the high FSTL3 group, exhibiting a “hot” tumors phenotype (Table S7).



Correlation Between FSTL3 and Immune Modulators in CRC

Preliminary analyses revealed FSTL3 is more positively associated with suppressive immune cells, especially CAFs and M2-like macrophage. Therefore, we speculated that FSTL3 could be involved in inhibitory TME formation in CRC. To validate this speculation, correlation analyses were performed to explore the relationship between the FSTL3 expression and marker genes of those immune cells. CAFs, also the main cellular component in TME, are known to be involved in regulating inflammatory responses, tumor cell proliferation and migration, as well as TME remodeling by secreting matrix degrading enzymes, cytokines and growth factors (34–36). Correlation heatmap showed that FSTL3 was significantly positively correlated with CAF-associated genes and had a strong positive correlation with TGFB1 (gene encoding TGF-β) (Figure 10A). Tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs), often characterized by M2-like macrophages, have a variety of tumor-promoting effects in the TME (37, 38). As shown in Figure 10B, FSTL3 was highly positively correlated with the gene set associated with M2-like macrophage, which implicated FSTL3 plays an important role in driving M2 polarization.




Figure 10 | Correlation Between FSTL3 and immune modulators in CRC. (A, B) FSTL3 is significantly positively correlated with CAF-associated (A) and M2-like macrophage (B) genes. (C) The majority of immunosuppressive factors were correlated with FSTL3 positively. (D) FSTL3 is positively correlated with many T cell exhaustion genes in CRC. (E) Almost all EMT-related marker genes, except CDH1 which is biomarker of epithelial cells, are positively correlated with FSTL3 expression. ns: non-significant; *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001.



It is reported that suppressive TME and T cell exhaustion are critical to for the efficacy of immunotherapy, particularly immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) and chimeric antigen receptor T cell therapy (39, 40). Next, the correlation between the FSTL3 expression and immunosuppressive molecules and T cell exhaustion genes was also examined. As shown in Figure 10C, we observed that the majority of immunosuppressive factors were correlated with FSTL3 positively. Similarly, we observed that FSTL3 was also positively correlated with T cell exhaustion genes in CRC (Figure 10D). These findings suggest that FSTL3 might have participated in the formation of an immunosuppressive TME via promoting T cell exhaustion, either directly or indirectly.

It is well known that EMT, an important hallmark of advanced cancer, is a key step for cancer cells to acquire metastasis potential (41). As the previous GSEA analysis showed that EMT-related pathway was significantly enriched in the FSTL3 high expression group, we explored the correlation between FSTL3 expression and EMT-related marker genes here. As expected, we observed that almost all EMT-related marker genes, except CDH1, which is biomarker of epithelial cells, were positively correlated with FSTL3 expression (Figure 10E). Collectively, these findings offer a landscape perspective in terms of the interactive relationship among FSTL3 and TME in CRC, and FSTL3 might promote immune evasion and LNM, which functions by promoting T cell dysfunction and phenotypic transformation of M2 and CAFs, and mediating EMT.



FSTL3 Overexpression May Contribute to the Chemotherapy Resistance

Because complete adjuvant chemotherapy data are available in GEO GSE39582 cohort, we utilized this cohort to explore whether the FSTL3 expression level influenced the clinical outcomes of adjuvant chemotherapy in CRC. The CRC patients were separated into two groups (high and low FSTL3 expression groups) based on its median value. Overall, patients who underwent adjuvant chemotherapy had a significantly better DFS (P = 0.001, Figure 11A). The results of Kaplan–Meier survival analysis revealed that patients with lower FSTL3 could benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy (P = 0.004, Figure 11B), while high FSTL3 group showed limited benefit from chemotherapy intervention (P = 0.107, Figure 11C).




Figure 11 | Kaplan–Meier plots and pan-cancer analysis. (A) CRC patients who underwent adjuvant chemotherapy had a significantly better disease-free survival. (B) CRC patients with lower FSTL3 could benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy. (C) CRC patients with high FSTL3 would gain limited benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy. (D) FSTL3 expression levels are correlated with TMB among multiple types of cancers, but not including CRC. (E) The radar plot shown that FSTL3 expression is associated with MSI among CRC. (F) FSTL3 expression level is significantly correlated with the expression of immune checkpoint molecules in the vast majority of cancers. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001.





Pan-Cancer Analysis of the FSTL3

To further confirm the guidance value of FSTL3 for individualized therapy, we conducted a pan-cancer analysis. Transcriptome RNA-seq and mutation data of pan-cancer were extracted from UCSC Xena (https://xenabrowser.net/datapages/) (42). Firstly, we evaluated the relationship between FSTL3 and TMB and MSI among multiple types of cancers, which were both regarded as independent predictors of immunotherapy efficacy (43). We found that FSTL3 expression levels were correlated with TMB among multiple types of cancers, including BRCA, CHOL, LGG, LIHC, LUSC, PCPG, and THYM, but not CRC (Figure 11D, Table S8). Patients with MSI-high are always particularly responsive to immunotherapy than those with MSI-low (44). As shown in the radar plot, FSTL3 expression was associated with MSI among CRC, DLBC, HNSC, LUAD, PRAD, THCA, and UCEC (Figure 11E, Table S9). In addition, we found that FSTL3 expression level was significantly correlated with the expression of immune checkpoint molecules in the vast majority of cancers (Figure 11F).




Discussion

LNM has a decisive role in affecting the pathological stage and clinical outcomes in many human malignancies (16). Although immunotherapy has shown promising clinical results in a variety of tumors, curing CRC patients with LNM remains a significant challenge. Therefore, the development of new immunotherapy by targeting a crucial regulator in LNM and tumor progression is a feasible therapeutic strategy. The present study aims to determine the key gene which conduced to develop cancer immunotherapy to potently blocked LNM. In this study, FSTL3 was identified as a key gene associated with TME and LNM ultimately.

FSTL3, i.e., follistatin-like 3, is a secreted glycoprotein that is physiologically released by adipose tissue, reproductive, glands, liver, heart, and especially placenta. Recently, significant overexpression was also found in some malignant tumors (25, 45, 46). FSLT3 expression has been shown to be significantly associated with LNM and worse outcomes in patients with non-small cell lung cancer cell and thyroid cancer (25, 45). However, the role of FSTL3 in tumor progression and cancer immunology of CRC has been rarely studied. In this research, we have comprehensively investigated the role of FSTL3 in CRC progression, clinical outcomes, and chemotherapy resistance. Importantly, we assessed the correlation of FSTL3 expression with immune and stromal components in more depth. Besides, the protein expression level of FSTL3 was verified by IHC in an external validation cohort from our center. Collectively, the findings of this study indicate that FSTL3 is a promising biomarker of ECM remodeling and immunotherapy response in CRC patients.

LNM is one of the most important prognostic markers in many types of cancers. Research has shown that tumor cells will get a stronger ability of LMN when TGF-β-induced EMT (47). Molecularly, EMT has a crucial role in driving tumor invasion and migration by promoting the expression of transcription factors and mesenchymal markers and inhibiting epithelial marker expression (48). The results of GSEA and correlation analysis showed EMT and TGF-β signaling pathway are significantly enriched in the high FSTL3 expression group. This suggests that FSTL3 may facilitate LNM via EMT and TGF-β signaling pathway in CRC. Certainly, additional experimental evidence is required to verify this conjecture.

Upregulation of immune checkpoint molecules is one of the main mechanism of immune evasion in many solid tumors (49, 50). In the present study, a strong correlation was observed between the FSTL3 expression and T cell exhaustion genes in CRC. Meanwhile, the results of the in-depth exploration show that among those TILs, the FSTL3 has the strongest correlation with CAFs and M2-macrophages, which are both immunosuppressive cells. Thus, it can be supposed that FSTL3 may contribute to format a tumor-promoting microenvironment by negatively regulating immunity. Consistent with this evidence, this study showed that FSTL3 was significantly correlated with PD1 and PD-L1, which are immune checkpoints. In consideration of the good therapeutic effect of Pembrolizumab and Nivolumab in CRC (51, 52), we speculated that ICIs may also be effective in CRC patients with high FSTL3 expression.

Macrophages have strong plasticity and functional heterogeneity, and they will be polarized as the local microenvironment changes. TAMs mediate tumor progression by secreting anti-inflammatory cytokines, angiogenic factors, and proteases (53, 54). In view of the plastic property of TAMs in TME, it is potential to develop a new therapy by repolarizing the M2-macrophages to become the tumoricidal M1-macrophages (55). Although platinum- and fluorouracil-based chemotherapy regimes effectively improve OS in CRC patients, some of them experience varying degrees of chemotherapy resistance phenomenon. Nevertheless, the molecular mechanisms of chemotherapy resistance in CRC remain largely unclear. Previous research has reported that CAF-derived exosomes might be involved in the enhanced chemoresistance by promoting cell stemness and EMT in CRC (56). Consistent with those findings, the present study has revealed that FSTL3 plays a vital role in EMT and contributes to the chemotherapy resistance in CRC. Interestingly, the study by Zhang et al. found that the TAMs and CAFs in CRC were able to synergistically inhibit the function of NK cells, which can kill tumor cells directly though innate immune signaling pathways (57). Hence, targeted therapy against FSTL3 may restore the body’s own anti-tumor immunity and the chemotherapy sensitivity in CRC.

In summary, in this study, FSTL3 is considered as a key gene both associated with ECM and LMN in CRC. At first, the study thoroughly evaluated the clinical and prognostic value of FSTL3 in CRC, and was verified at the protein level in vitro. Then, we comprehensively explored the relationship between FSTL3 expression and immune and stromal components in TME, highlighting the crucial immunological role of FSTL3 in CRC. Besides, we confirmed that FSTL3 could serve as a predictor of sensitivity to both immunotherapy and adjuvant chemotherapy in CRC. In short, FSTL3 is first reported as a biomarker of ECM remodeling and immunotherapy, and is involved in promoting LNM in CRC.
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Background

Liver cancer is one of the most malignant human cancers, with few treatments and a poor prognosis. Erianin (ERN) is a natural compound with multiple pharmacological activities that has been reported to have numerous excellent effects against liver cancer in experimental systems. However, its application in vivo has been limited due to its poor aqueous solubility and numerous off-target effects. This study aimed to improve the therapeutic efficacy of ERN by developing novel ERN-loaded tumor-targeting nanoparticles.



Results

In this study, ERN was loaded into liposomes by ethanol injection (LP-ERN), and the resulting LP-ERN nanoparticles were treated with transferrin to form Tf-LP-ERN to improve the solubility and enhance the tumor-targeting of ERN. LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles had smooth surfaces and a uniform particle size, with particle diameters of 62.60 nm and 88.63 nm, respectively. In HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells, Tf-LP-ERN induced apoptosis, decreased mitochondrial membrane potentials and increased ERN uptake more effectively than free ERN and LP-ERN. In xenotransplanted mice, Tf-LP-ERN inhibited tumor growth, but had a minimal effect on body weight and organ morphology. In addition, Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles targeted tumors more effectively than free ERN and LP-ERN nanoparticles, and in tumor tissues Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles promoted the cleavage PARP-1, caspase-3 and caspase-9, increased the expression levels of Bax, Bad, PUMA, and reduced the expression level of Bcl-2. Moreover, in the spleen of heterotopic tumor model BALB/c mice, ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles increased the expression levels of Nrf2, HO-1, SOD-1 and SOD-2, but reduced the expression levels of P-IKKα+β and P-NF-κB, with Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles being most effective in this regard. Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles also regulated the expression levels of TNF-α, IL-10 and CCL11 in serum.



Conclusion

Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles exhibited excellent anti-liver cancer activity in vivo and in vitro by inducing cellular apoptosis, exhibiting immunoregulatory actions, and targeting tumor tissues, and did so more effectively than free ERN and LP-ERN nanoparticles. These results suggest that the clinical utility of a Tf-conjugated LP ERN-delivery system for the treatment of liver cancer warrants exploration.
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Introduction

Liver cancer is the world’s third most common cause of cancer-related deaths, due to its frequent recurrence and formation of metastases, and a lack of effective treatments (1, 2). It is most prevalent in Asia and Africa; however, its incidence is increasing in Western countries (3). The primary causes of this globally rising incidence are cirrhosis and chronic hepatitis (4). Currently, radiofrequency ablation, surgery, chemotherapy, radiotherapy, and immunotherapy are the mainstays of liver cancer treatment, but their toxicity and unsatisfactory anti-cancer effects are urgent problems to be solved (5).

One of the key biochemical changes in the development of liver cancer occurs in the network of B-cell lymphoma-2 (Bcl-2) family proteins, which results in the compensatory generation of anti-apoptotic effectors (6). The activation of Bcl-2 associated X protein (Bax) and Bcl-2 homologous antagonist/killer (Bak) protein induces outer mitochondrial membrane permeability and caspase cascade activity (6). Caspase-3 is a crucial pro-apoptotic protein in caspase cascades, and is therefore considered to be a key factor of mitochondrial apoptosis (7). Specifically, caspase-3 amplifies caspase-9 initiation signals via the mitochondrial pathway, and also cleaves poly (ADP-ribose) polymerase (PARP), thereby amplifying the apoptotic signal (8).

Oxidative stress triggers the antioxidant response by activating the nuclear factor erythroid 2-related factor 2 (Nrf2) pathway in the liver. Nrf2 then triggers the expression of a variety of downstream cytoprotective genes to maintain cell homeostasis (9). Furthermore, an antioxidant response element in the reverse chain of the Bcl-2 promoter combines with Nrf2 to regulate expression of the Bcl-2 gene (10). Nrf2 negatively regulates nuclear factor-κB (NF-κB), knockdown of which promotes the transcriptional activity of NF-κB (11). Over-activation of NF-κB, which is normally inactivated by binding to inhibitor of κB alpha (IκB-α). Inhibitor of κB kinase alpha + beta IκB kinase (IKKα+β) releases NF-κB, and the freed NF-κB regulates physiological processes, such as cell proliferation, invasion, and death (12).

Natural products comprise a diverse array of biologically active compounds that have been studied extensively in the field of drug development, especially for cancer therapy (13, 14). For example, erianin (ERN; 2-methoxy-5-[2-(3,4,5-trimethoxyphenyl)-ethyl]-phenol, Figure S1) is isolated from Dendrobium chrysotoxum Lindl, a widely cultivated species of orchid, and has a variety of pharmacological activities, including anti-cancer activities (15, 16). We recently confirmed that the anti-liver cancer effects of ERN are attributable to its regulation of oxidative stress-mediated mitochondrial apoptosis and the immune response (17). However, ERN has poor aqueous solubility and can only be solubilized in dimethyl sulfoxide, which limits its use in vivo.

LPs have similar structures to cell membranes, and are thus well absorbed by cells. Moreover, LPs are easy to modify to improve their drug-loading efficiency, therapeutic utility, and stability (18). Previous studies have successfully used LPs to encapsulate cordycepin, a derivative of adenosine, to improve its solubility and biological activity (19, 20). Transferrin (Tf), an 80-kDa glycoprotein that enables cells to absorb ferric ions (Fe3+), is commonly used to actively target therapeutic drug-loaded nanoparticles (such as LPs) to cancer cells, as these cells overexpress Tf receptors on their surfaces (21, 22). In particular, relative to normal cells, liver cells highly overexpress Tf receptors (23).

Based on our previous study (17), in the present study we aimed use in vivo and in vitro experiments to determine the pro-apoptotic effect of Tf-conjugated LPs loaded with ERN (Tf-LP-ERN) on liver cancer. The resulting data confirmed that Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles could effectively targeted tumor tissues and cells, and enhanced the immunoregulatory anti-liver cancer effects of ERN.



Materials and Methods


Preparation of Liposomes

ERN liposomes (LP-ERN): 1,2-Dioleoyl-3-trimethylammonium-propane (Corden Pharma, Switzerland), egg yolk phosphatidylcholine (Kewpie Corporation, Tokyo, Japan), cholesterol (Nippon Fine Chemical Co., Ltd., Japan), and 1,2-distearoyl-sn-glycero-3-phosphoethanolamine-N-[methoxy (polyethylene glycol)-2000] (DSPE-mPEG2000) (Lipoid GmbH, Ludwigshafen, Germany) were dissolved in anhydrous ethanol at a molar ratio of 20:45:32:3 to prepare a phospholipid phase. ERN (B20844) (Source Leaf Biological Technology Co., Ltd., Shanghai, China; purity >98.0%) was dissolved in anhydrous ethanol to a concentration of 5 mg/mL. The resulting drug solution and phospholipid phase were thoroughly mixed, and then injected into a magnetically stirred sterile solution of phosphate buffered saline, with the volume ratio of the lipid phase to the water phase=being 1:10). Stirring was continued for 10 min to afford an LP-ERN mixture.

Tf-LP-ERN: The post-insertion method was used to conjugate Tf to LP-ERN (24). A 1:10 molar ratio of a 10 mg/mL Tf (Merck KGaA, St. Louis, MO, USA) solution and a 4 mg/mL solution of Traut’s reagent (2-iminothiolane; Jiamay Biotech Co., Ltd., Beijing, China) were agitated on a shaker for 1 h, and the resulting thiolated Tf was dialyzed. Then, a 1:10 molar ratio of thiolated Tf and Mal-mPEG2000-DSPE (Seebio Biotech Co., Ltd., Shanghai, China) was stirred overnight at room temperature to afford Tf-PEG-DSPE. Finally, a 100:1 molar ratio of LP-ERN and Tf-PEG-DSPE was incubated at 37°C for 30 min to form Tf-LP-ERN. Tf-LP were similarly obtained by co-incubating ERN-free LPs with Tf-DSPE-PEG.

Fluorescent-labeled LPs: A lipid-soluble fluorescent dyes [coumarin 6 (Cou6) (Merck KGaA, St. Louis, MO, USA) or 1,1-dioctadecyl-3,3,3,3-tetramethylindotricarbocyanine iodide (DiR) (Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA)] was dissolved in anhydrous ethanol, and the resulting solution was dissolved in the lipid phase during the preparation of the above LPs. These two fluorescent dyes can label plasma membranes, and are therefore commonly used to prepare fluorescent labeled LPs.



Characterization of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN


Particle Size-Distribution Analysis

The particle-size distributions of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles were measured at 25°C using a particle size analyzer (Nano ZS90, Malvern Instruments, Malvern, Worcestershire, UK) at 25°C (25).



Morphological Investigation

The surface morphologies of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles dropped onto a silicon wafer at 3,000 V were observed by field-emission scanning electron microscopy (FESEM; JSM-6700F, JEOL, Tokyo, Japan) (25).



Encapsulation Efficiency Detection

The ERN encapsulation efficiency (EE) of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles was determined using a previously reported procedure, with some modifications (19). Briefly, unencapsulated ERN was separated from the LPs in an ultrafiltration cell (Millipore, USA) equipped with an ultrafiltration membrane with a molecular weight cut-off of 10 kDa, which was centrifuged at 9,000 rpm for 20 min. The concentration of free ERN was recorded, and denoted as FERN. Either LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN were lyzed with methanol solution, and the concentrations of ERN released were measured, and denoted as TERN. ERN was quantified on a high-performance liquid chromatography system (E2695, Waters, Milford, MA, USA). The following formula was used to calculate the ERN EE of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles:

	




Cell Culture, Cell Viability Assay, and Cellular Uptake Detection

Liver cancer cells [HepG2 (American Type Culture Collection, USA) or SMMC-7721 (China Center for Type Culture Collection, China)] were maintained in Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium supplemented with 10% fetal bovine serum, 1% streptomycin and penicillin, and 0.1% plasmocin prophylactic at 37°C under 5% CO2.

HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells were then seeded into 96-well plates at a concentration of 5,000 cells/well, and subsequently exposed to separate concentration gradients of free ERN, LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN for 24 h. 3-(4,5-dimethyl-2-thiazolyl)-2,5-diphenyl-2-H-tetrazolium bromide assay, as per our previous study (17).

HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells were also seeded into 35-mm-diameter glass-bottomed Petri dishes at a density of 100,000 cells/dish, and then exposed to ERN-Cou6, LP-ERN-Cou6 or Tf-LP-ERN-Cou6 nanoparticles (equivalent to 10 nM of ERN and 3 μM of Cou6) for 4 h. Then, a laser-scanning confocal microscope (710 LSMNLO, Carl Zeiss, Jena, Thuringia, Germany) was used to observe the internalization of fluorescent ERN or fluorescent ERN-containing nanoparticles by the liver cancer cells.



Cell Apoptosis and Mitochondrial Membrane Potential Analyses

HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells were seeded into six-well plates at a concentration of 3×105 cells/well, and incubated for 24 h. The cells were then exposed to ERN, Tf-LP, LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN (to a final ERN concentration of 10 nM) for a further 24 h, and then incubated with 100 μL of Muse™ Annexin V and Dead Cell reagent (Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA) under darkness for 20 min at 25°C. Cell apoptosis was then analyzed using the Muse® Cell Analyzer (EMD Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA).

Another set of six-well plates seeded with HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells were treated with ERN, Tf-LP, LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN (to a final ERN concentration of 10 nM) for 12 h, and then incubated with 10 μM of 5,5′,6,6′-tetrachloro-1,1′,3,3′ tetraethylbenzimidazolylcarbocyanine iodide (JC-1) (Calbiochem, San Diego, CA, USA) for 20 min at 37°C. The changes in the intensity of red and green fluorescence of cells were observed using a fluorescence microscope (Eclipse TE 2000-S, Nikon Corp., Tokyo, Japan).



Establishment of SMMC-7721-Xenotransplanted Mouse Model


SMMC-7721-Xenotransplanted BALB/c Nude Mouse Model

The experimental animal protocol was approved by the Animal Ethics Committee of Jilin University (SY201905019). Twenty-five specific-pathogen-free (SPF) BALB/c nude mice (male, 6 weeks old) (n = 5/group) were purchased from Wei-tongli-hua Laboratory Animal Technology Company (Beijing, China), and maintained with adaptive feeding for 1week in barrier facilities under a 12-h light-dark cycle at a temperature of 23 ± 1 °C and a humidity of 50  ± 10%. After this period, a 5 × 107/mL concentration of logarithmic growth-phase SMMC-7721 cells were subcutaneously injected into the right flank of the mice, to generate SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice. When the tumor volumes of these mice reached approximately 100 mm3, they were randomly divided into five treatment groups: a control group (tail-vein injected with saline), a Tf-LP group (tail-vein injected with Tf-LP), an ERN group (tail-vein injected with 2 mg/kg of ERN), an LP-ERN group (tail-vein injected with LP-ERN containing 2 mg/kg of ERN), and a Tf-LP-ERN group (tail-vein injected with Tf-LP-ERN containing 2 mg/kg of ERN). These treatments were performed on every second for a period of 14 days. Prior to each treatment, the body weight and tumor size of each mouse were recorded. Tumor volumes were calculated in mm3, as length × width × width× 0.5.

After the final treatment, the mice were anesthetized by intraperitoneal injection of 1.5% pentobarbital sodium, photographed, and blood was collected from the caudal vein. The mice were then euthanized, and the tumor tissues were isolated and stored at -80°C, while the organs (the liver, spleen and kidney) were preserved in 4% tissue fixative for subsequent pathological examination.



SMMC-7721-Xenotransplanted BALB/c Mice

The experimental animal protocol was approved by the Animal Ethics Committee of Jilin University (SY201905019). Thirty SPF BALB/c mice (male, 8-10 weeks old) (n = 6/group) were purchased from Liaoning Changsheng Biotechnology Company (Liaoning, China), adaptively fed for 1 week (as described above), and then intraperitoneally injected with cyclophosphamide (50 mg/kg) on 3 consecutive days. Then, they were seeded with tumors according to the methods in the literature (17). The drug treatment protocol and experimental process were the same as those used for the SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice.




Evaluation of Distribution of Nanoparticles in SMMC-7721-Xenotransplanted BALB/c Nude Mice

When the tumor volumes of the SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice reached 200 mm3, LP-ERN-DiR or Tf-LP-ERN-DiR were injected into mice tail veins to give an ERN concentration of 2 mg/kg. The tissue distributions of LP-ERN-DiR and Tf-LP-ERN-DiR in the mice at 2 h, 4 h and 6 h after injection were observed using a small-animal in vivo imaging system (IVIS Kinetic, Caliper, Boston, MA, USA). Finally, the mice were euthanized, tissues were collected, and the fluorescence intensities of tissue types were observed and compared.



Histopathological Examination

Histopathological examination was performed as in our previous study (19). Slides of liver, spleen, and kidney tissue were stained with hematoxylin and eosin, and then observed using an optical microscope (Nikon Corp., Tokyo, Japan) to detect morphological changes in organ tissue.



Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay

The concentrations of tumor necrosis factor-α (TNF-α) (KT2132-A), interleukin-10 (IL-10) (KT2176-A), and chemokine C-C motif ligand 11 (CCL11) (KT30243-A) in blood collected from BALB/c mice were determined using commercial enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay kits (Jiangsu Kete Biotechnology Co., Ltd., Jiangsu, China), according to the manufacturer’s instructions.



Western Blot Analysis

Tumor tissues obtained from BALB/c nude mice and spleen tissues obtained from BALB/c mice were lyzed and homogenized, and the protein concentrations were measured using a Bicinchoninic Acid Protein Assay Kit (Merck Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA) according to our previous study (17). Protein samples were separated by 10-12% sodium dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis, and then transferred to 0.45 μm polyvinylidene difluoride membranes (Merck Millipore, Burlington, MA, USA). The membranes bearing tumor tissues were blocked with 5% bovine serum albumin solution at 4°C for 6 h, and then exposed to the following primary antibodies at 4°C for 12 h: Bax (ab32503), Bcl-2 antagonist of cell death (Bad) (ab129192), Bcl-2 (ab7973), PARP-1 (ab32138), cleaved PARP-1 (ab32064), cleaved caspase-3 (ab2302), cleaved caspase-9 (ab25758), total caspase-9 (ab25758) (Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA), total caspase-3 (bs-0081R), p53 upregulated modulator of apoptosis (PUMA) (bs1573R) (Beijing Bioss Biotechnology Co., Ltd., Beijing, China), and glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase (GAPDH) (E-AB-20032; Elabscience Biotechnology Co., Ltd, Wuhan, China). The membranes bearing spleen tissues were incubated with the following primary antibodies at 4°C for 12 h: Nrf2 (A1244), heme oxygenase-1 (HO-1) (A19062), superoxide dismutase (SOD)-1 (A12537), phospho (P)-NF-κB (AP0475) (Abclonal Biotechnology Co., Ltd., Wuhan, China), SOD-2 (ab13533), P-IKKα+β (ab55341), total (T)-NF-κB (ab7970) (Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA), T-IKKα+β (bs-10123R) (Beijing Bioss Biotechnology Co., Ltd., Beijing, China), and GAPDH. After washes, the membranes were incubated with goat anti-rabbit (AS014) or goat anti-mouse secondary antibody (AS003) (Abclonal Biotechnology Co., Ltd., Wuhan, China) for 4 h at 4°C. The expression intensity of the proteins was detected using electrochemiluminescence detection kits (Merck Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA) and analyzed with Image J software (NIH, Bethesda, Rockville, MD, USA).



Statistical Analysis

All values are presented as means ± SDs. Differences were determined by one-way analysis of variance followed by Tukey’s test using SPSS 16.0 software (IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY, USA). A P-value less than 0.05 was considered to be a significant difference.




Results


Characterization of Tf-LP-ERN Nanoparticles

The particle size of the LP-ERN was 62.60 nm and their polydispersity index (PDI) was 0.137, whereas these parameters for the Tf-LP-ERN was 88.63 nm and 0.165, respectively (Figure 1A and Table 1). The LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles had smooth surfaces and uniform particle sizes, as shown by the FESEM results (Figures 1A, B). There was no significant change in the PDI of the nanoparticles, indicating that the LPs prepared by ethanol injection had good reproducibility and a uniform particle-size distribution. The EE values of the LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles were 69.5% and 68.5%, respectively (Table 1). The EE of the LPs modified with Tf was almost unchanged, indicating that the phospholipids effectively encapsulated ERN.




Figure 1 | Characterization of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN. (A) The particle size distribution of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN were uniform, both less than 100 nm (n = 3). (B) Field emission scanning electron microscopy (FESEM) images of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN indicating their uniformly spherical (30,000 ×) (Scale bar: 100 nm) (n = 3). (C) ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN reduced the viability of HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells in a concentration gradient (n = 6). (D) ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN can be taken up by HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells (magnification: 200, scale bar: 50 μm) (n = 3). Liposomes were labelled with Coumarin 6 (Cou6) and the nuclei were labelled with 4’,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI). *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 and ***P < 0.001 vs. control cells.




Table 1 | Characterization of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN properties.





Tf-LP-ERN Induced Mitochondrial Apoptosis in Liver Cancer Cells

In HepG2 cells, the IC50 values of the ERN, LP-ERN, and Tf-LP-ERN were 136 nM, 99.48 nM, and 100.82 nM, respectively, whereas their IC50 values in SMMC-7721 cells were 147 nM, 100.23 nM, and 109.12 nM, respectively (Figure 1C). The Tf-modified ERN-containing nanoparticles were absorbed more effectively by liver cancer cells than the non-Tf-modified ERN-containing nanoparticles, as shown by the increased green fluorescence of the Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticle-treated cells (Figure 1D).

Exposure of liver cancer cells to ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN led to different extents of cell apoptosis: the Tf-LP-ERN caused 26.91% and 30.79% early/late apoptosis in HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells, respectively (Figure 2A). Decreases in the MMP are the first indication of apoptosis (26), and treatment with ERN, LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN all strongly reduced the MMP in liver cancer cells. The greatest reduction was generated by Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticle treatment, as they accumulated to the greatest extent in cells, which was demonstrated by the Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticle-treated cells having the highest intensity of green fluorescence (Figure 2B).




Figure 2 | ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN induced apoptosis of HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells by reducing the mitochondrial membrane potential, among which, Tf-LP- ERN showed the best efficacy. ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN strongly (A) enhanced the apoptosis rate (n = 3) and (B) reduced the liver cancer cells mitochondrial membrane potential (magnification: 200, scale bar: 50 μm) (n = 3). Qualitative data of mitochondrial membrane potential are expressed as the ratio of red to green fluorescence intensity. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 and ***P < 0.001 vs. control cells.



Tf-LP nanoparticle treatment failed to influence liver cancer cells’ apoptosis rate, and the MMPs in these cells suggested that the liposomal material was non-cytotoxic (Figure 2).



Tf-LP-ERN Inhibited Xenografted Tumor Growth in Nude Mice

Compared with control treatment mice, two weeks of administration of ERN, LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN significantly inhibited the growth of tumors in SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice (P < 0.05, Figures 3A–C). The Tf-LP-ERN showed the best tumor volume-suppressive effects, due to the enhanced permeability and retention (EPR) effect of LPs; however, Tf-LP did not suppress tumor growth (Figures 3A–C).




Figure 3 | ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN suppressed the tumor growth and showed biological safety in SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice. The tumor volume comparison in (A) SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice, and (B) their collected tumors. (C) Tf-LP-ERN significantly reduced the tumor volume of SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice after 14-d administration (n = 5). Tf-LP, ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN showed no significant effects (D) on the body weight and (E) histopathologic changes including liver, spleen and kidney in SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted mice (magnification: 200, scale bar: 50 μm). *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 and ***P < 0.001 vs. CTRL mice.



Neither ERN nor nanoparticles (Tf-LP, LP-ERN, or Tf-LP-ERN) had significant effects on the body weight or organ morphology of SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice (Figures 3D, E).



Tf-LP-ERN Targeted Tumor Tissues to Induce Mitochondrial Apoptosis

LP-ERN-DiR and Tf-LP-ERN-DiR nanoparticles were injected intravenously into SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice to investigate their tumor-targeting abilities. Six hours after administration, the fluorescence intensity at the tumor site in the Tf-LP-ERN-DiR nanoparticle treatment group was higher than that in the LP-ERN-DiR nanoparticle treatment group, which indicated that Tf enhanced the tumor-targeting ability of the nanoparticle drug-delivery system (Figure 4A).




Figure 4 | Tf-LP-ERN alleviated cancer development by targeting tumor tissues and caused mitochondrial apoptosis. (A) LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN labelled by DiR gradually accumulate to tumor tissues in SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice (n = 3/group). (B) The tissue distribution of LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN in heart, liver, spleen, lung, kidney and tumor after 6 h of tail vein injection in SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice (n = 3/group). (C) ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN regulated the expressions of Bcl-2 family members and caspases in tumor tissues of SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice. Quantification data were normalized by GAPDH or the corresponding total proteins and were reported as the folds of those from the corresponding CTRL mice (n = 3).



Tissues were collected 6 h after treatment to further examine the distribution of fluorescence. The liver and spleen tissue exhibited high fluorescence, due their roles in metabolism and reticuloendothelial processing (Figure 4B).

In the tumor tissues of SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice, Tf-LP-ERN strongly enhanced the expression levels of Bax, Bad, PUMA, cleaved RARP-1, cleaved caspase-3 and caspase-9, and decreased the expression level of Bcl-2 (Figure 4C). This suggests that treatment with Tf-LP-ERN may alleviate the development of liver cancer by inducing mitochondrial apoptosis.



Tf-LP-ERN Inhibited Xenografted Tumor Growth in BALB/c Mice by Enhancing Immune Function

Treatment of SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c mice with ERN, LP-ERN nanoparticles, or Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles inhibited tumor growth without affecting body weight or organ morphology (Figure 5). Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticle treatment had the greatest suppressive effects on tumor growth, whereas Tf-LP nanoparticle treatment did not suppress tumor growth (Figures 5A, B).




Figure 5 | ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN suppressed the tumor growth and showed biological safety in SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c mice. The tumor volume comparison in (A) SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted BALB/c mice, and (B) their collected tumors (n = 6). Tf-LP, ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN showed no significant effects (C) on the body weight and (D) histopathologic changes including liver, spleen and kidney in SMMC-7721-xenotransplanted mice (magnification: 200, scale bar: 50 μm).



In SMMC-7721-tumor-bearing mice, Tf-LP-ERN treatment increased the serum concentration of TNF-α (P < 0.01) and decreased the serum concentrations of IL-10 (P < 0.05) and CCL11 (P < 0.05) (Figure 6A). Nrf2 is a key transcription factor that regulates the expression of cytoprotective genes in various types of cells or tissues, which is crucial for defending cells against oxidative stress (27). The spleens of SMMC-7721-xenografted mice treated with ERN, LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN exhibited increased levels of expression of Nrf2 and its downstream proteins HO-1, SOD-1, SOD-2, and reduced the levels of expression of P-IKKα+β, and P-NF-κB. Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticle treatment had the greatest effects in this regard (Figure 6B).




Figure 6 | The effects of ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN on inflammatory factor in serum of SMMC-7721-tumor-bearing mice. (A) ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN significantly reduced the levels of IL-10, CCL11, and enhanced the level of TNF-α (n = 6). (B) In spleens of SMMC-7721-xenografted mice, ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN increased the expression levels of Nrf2 and its downstream proteins HO-1, SOD-1, SOD-2, while reduced the expression levels of P-IKKα+β, and P-NF-κB, among which, Tf-LP-ERN showed the best efficacy. Quantification data were normalized by GAPDH or the corresponding total proteins and were reported as the folds of those from the corresponding CTRL mice (n = 3). The data were analyzed using a one-way analysis of variance and expressed as means ± S.D. (n = 3). *P < 0.05 and **P < 0.01 vs. control cells.






Discussion

Liver cancer is mainly caused by inflammation, such as that generated by hepatitis B and C viruses (28). Our previous study found that ERN exerts anti-liver cancer effects by regulating mitochondrial apoptosis and the immune response (17); however, its biopharmaceutical applications have been hampered due to its poor aqueous solubility and tumor-targeting ability. Therefore, in this study we aimed to develop a novel nanoparticle drug-delivery system, Tf-LP-ERN, to enhance the aqueous solubility and tumor-targeting ability of ERN. Our investigations confirmed that Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles effectively targeted tumor tissues and exhibited increased anti-liver cancer efficacy, as they enabled ERN to strongly affect immunoregulatory pathways in liver cancer cells and in a xenografted tumor mouse model.

The penetration of drugs or drug carriers into tumor tissues, and their accumulation in such tissues, is affected by their particle size; as such, the particle size of LPs is their most practical feature (29). Drug-loaded LPs with a particle size of 60-200 nm selectively penetrate tumor blood vessels, and thereby accumulate in tumor tissues rather than normal tissues, which greatly reduces the adverse effects of drugs on normal tissues (30). The PDI is used to measure the degree of uniformity of particle sizes in a sample (31). The PDI value of Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles, which had a particle size of 88.63 nm, was approximately 0.165, indicating that the LPs prepared by the ethanol injection method had high uniformity and stability. This accounted for their selective accumulation in tumor tissues.

A significant step in cell apoptosis is the destruction of the MMP, which largely occurs in the early stages of apoptosis. LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticle treatment of HepG2 and SMMC-7721 cells suppressed cell viability, enhanced cellular apoptosis rate, reduced cell MMPs, and increased cell uptake of ERN, which are all suggestive of anti-tumor activity. Furthermore, such treatment increased the accumulation of ERN in tumor tissues, and thus LP-ERN or Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticle treatment effectively inhibited tumor growth in SMMC-7721-xenografted nude mice. Notably, this was achieved without concomitant effects on the body weight or organs structure of mice, which confirmed the safety of these treatments. Tissue distribution data confirmed these observations, and revealed that Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles accumulated more in tumor tissues over time than LP-ERN nanoparticles or free ERN.

The Tf receptor has a special extracellular structure that mediates the endocytosis of Tf, enabling the cellular absorption of its Fe3+ cargo, and this receptor is overexpressed on the surface of tumor cells relative to normal cells (23). This is because rapidly proliferating tumor cells require high concentrations of Fe3+, and accounts for the tumor-targeting ability of Tf (32). Therefore, Tf-conjugated LPs are capable of tumor targeting. For example, Tf modified paclitaxel-loaded LPs were shown to have greater tumor-inhibitory activity than paclitaxel itself (33), and the use of a Tf-LP system to deliver 1,2-Dihydroquinoline 2 increased cell uptake by approximately 3.7 times (34). Tf-conjugated LPs have negatively charged surfaces, which decreases electrostatic interactions between Tf-conjugated LPs, between Tf-conjugated LPs and cell membranes and serum proteins, thereby prolonging the presence of Tf-conjugated LPs in blood circulation and reducing their non-specific uptake by ordinary cells (35). Our results confirmed that Tf receptor-mediated endocytosis on the surface of tumor cells increased the uptake of ERN.

When an apoptotic stimulus occurs, Bad heterodimerizes with B-cell lymphoma-extra large (Bcl-xL), which releases Bax from Bcl-xL. Bax then translocates to the mitochondria and inserts its N-terminus into the outer mitochondrial membrane, which induces the mitochondrial membrane to become permeable (36, 37). Bcl-2 inhibits this process by interacting with Bax (38). The MMP is depolarized by Bax translocation and Bcl-2 dissipation, and then caspase-9 and its downstream counterpart, caspase-3, are activated, which leads to the initiation of apoptosis (39, 40). PUMA, a BH3-only protein and a pro-apoptotic member of the Bcl-2 family, indirectly inhibits anti-apoptotic Bcl-2 proteins such as Bax by inducing mitochondrial dysfunction and caspase activation (41). ERN, LP-ERN and Tf-LP-ERN enhanced the expression levels of Bax, Bad, and PUMA, promoted the cleaved caspase-3, cleaved-9 and PARP-1, and reduced the expression level of Bcl-2, which induced apoptosis and thus to inhibited tumor growth in xenotransplanted BALB/c nude mice. Tf-LP-ERN had the greatest pro-apoptotic effect, as they more effectively targeted tumors than the other treatments.

We previously confirmed that ERN inhibits the growth of liver cancer tumors due to its immunoregulatory effects (17). The spleen is the body’s largest immune organ and the source of many immune cells (42). The immune response in the spleen is closely related to the development of liver cancer, which is accompanied by oxidative stress. Tf-LP-ERN improved the anti-tumor effect of ERN without affecting its apparent mechanism of action. Moreover, Tf-LP-ERN not only accumulated in tumors and the liver but also in the spleen, which explains why splenic protein concentrations in Tf-LP-ERN-treated mice were better regulated than those in ERN-treated mice. Tf-LP-ERN also enhanced the expression levels of Nrf2 and its downstream proteins, which were responsible for the suppression of the phosphorylated activation of NF-κB. HO-1 and SOD eliminate free radicals, as part of the body’s defense against diseases (43, 44). Nrf2 and NF-κB are mutually regulated. Accordingly, the downregulation of Nrf2 can increase the phosphorylation of IκB-α, resulting in the phosphorylation of NF-κB (45). TNF-α is a pleiotropic cytokine that plays an important role in the development and progression of tumors IL-10 is an anti-inflammatory and immunosuppressive cytokine that inhibits the activity of macrophages and the secretion of inflammatory cytokines, such as IL-6 and TNF-α. IL-10 therefore plays an critical role in the negative feedback regulation of the immune response and the inflammatory response (47, 48). In addition, IL-10 enables tumor cells to evade host immune-system defenses, and promotes their metastasis (49). In many inflammatory responses, NF-κB signaling is involved in the secretion of the chemokine CCL11, in coordination with other signaling mechanisms (50). CCL11 inhibits the differentiation of dendritic cells and enhances the polarization of T-helper 2 cells (51, 52). In addition, CCL11 promotes angiogenesis, and its overexpression is closely related to the occurrence and progression of cancer (53). Thus, enhancement of the body’s immune response adversely affects the tumor microenvironment, which induces endogenous tumor-cell apoptosis (54).

We acknowledge that this study has some limitations. Further experiments are needed to complete the evaluation of the drug delivery system, and further investigation is needed to show how ERN interacts with the tumor microenvironment.



Conclusion

LP-ERN nanoparticles improved the solubility of ERN, and Tf-LP-ERN nanoparticles more effectively targeted tumor cells than LP-ERN nanoparticles, leading to better anti-liver cancer activity in vivo. Consistent with previous studies of ERN, we found that the enhanced anti-liver cancer effects of Tf-LP-ERN were due to immunoregulation.

Our novel Tf-conjugated nanoparticle-based ERN-delivery system was highly efficient, accurately targeted tumor cells, and had a good safety profile in a mouse model. This suggests that it warrants further exploration as a potential treatment for liver cancer.
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Recent studies have shown that RNA N6-methyladenosine (m6A) modification plays an important part in tumorigenesis and immune-related biological processes. However, the comprehensive landscape of immune cell infiltration characteristics in the tumor microenvironment (TME) mediated by m6A methylation modification in pancreatic cancer has not yet been elucidated. Based on consensus clustering algorithm, we identified two m6A modification subtypes and then determined two m6A-related gene subtypes among 434 pancreatic cancer samples. The TME characteristics of the identified gene subtypes were highly consistent with the immune-hot phenotype and the immune-cold phenotype respectively. According to the m6A score extracted from the m6A-related signature genes, patients can be divided into high and low m6A score groups. The low score group displayed a better prognosis and relatively strong immune infiltration. Further analysis showed that low m6A score correlated with lower tumor mutation burden and PD-L1 expression, and indicated a better response to immunotherapy. In general, m6A methylation modification is closely related to the diversity and complexity of immune infiltration in TME. Evaluating the m6A modification pattern and immune infiltration characteristics of individual tumors can help deepen our understanding of the tumor microenvironment landscape and promote a more effective clinical practice of immunotherapy.
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Introduction

More than 160 RNA modifications including N7-methylguanine (m7G), N6-methyladenosine (m6A), and N5-methylcytosine (m5C) have been identified. These modifications play a significant role in regulating RNA fate (1). In eukaryotes, m6A is regarded as the most important and abundant mRNA modification, accounting for more than 80% of all RNA methylation modifications (2). It is now clear that m6A methylation exists in almost all types of RNA, including coding RNA and non-coding RNA (3). The m6A modification is catalyzed by RNA methyltransferases such as METTL3, METTL14, METTL16, WTAP, VIRMA, ZC3H13, RBM15, and RBM15B (writers), while the modification is removed by demethylases such as FTO and ALKBH5 (erasers). In addition, modifications can be recognized by m6A binding proteins, such as YTHDC1/2, YTHDF1/2/3, HNRNPC, FMR1, LRPPRC, HNRNPA2B1, IGFBP1/2/3, and RBMX (readers) (4–6). A growing body of evidence shows that m6A regulators are involved in vital biological processes and are dynamically regulated in many physiological and pathological processes (7–9). Abnormal expression and genetic alterations of m6A regulators are closely related to events such as developmental defects, metabolic disorders, abnormal immune regulation, and tumor progression (10, 11). A comprehensive understanding of potential m6A regulators’ expression perturbation and genetic variation under cancer heterogeneity will facilitate the identification of therapeutic targets based on RNA methylation (12, 13).

Pancreatic cancer (PC) is a highly lethal malignant tumor, which is also one of the leading causes of cancer death worldwide (14). In the past 25 years, its global burden has more than doubled (15). With the in-depth comprehending of pathology, the diversity and complexity of tumor microenvironment have been increasingly understood, and immune cell subgroups which intimately involved in tumor genesis, metastasis and treatment are gradually recognized (16–19). Tumor microenvironment (TME) has been found to play an important role in ineffective treatment and poor prognosis of pancreatic cancer. Many molecules and related signal transduction pathways in the microenvironment can promote cancer metastasis or immunosuppression. A variety of soluble immunosuppressive molecules and immunosuppressive cells can lead to the disorder of immune effector cells, thus forming a unique immunosuppressive environment for pancreatic cancer (20). Increasing research focuses on whether the components of TME (including acellular matrix, pancreatic stellate cells, immune cells and soluble factors) can be used as effective targets for PC therapy (21). Recently, immune checkpoint inhibitors and chimeric antigen receptor T (CAR-T) cell therapy have become popular immunotherapies related to TME in pancreatic cancer (22, 23). However, whether these therapies can bring clinical benefits remains to be fully studied. A comprehensive understanding of the characteristics of the tumor microenvironment in PC will make a beneficial contribution to the research of immunotherapy and provide new insights for basic and clinical applications.

An increasing number of studies have confirmed the close correlation between TME infiltrating immune cells and m6A modification, which could not be completely explained by the mechanism of RNA degradation. According to the study of Liu et al. (24), FTO enhances protein expression by regulating the m6A modification of JUNB and CEBPB genes, thereby promoting tumor glycolysis and inhibiting T cell effects. The FTO inhibitor Dac51 can inhibit FTO-mediated demethylation, inhibit the glycolytic ability of tumor cells, increase T cell infiltration, and have a synergistic effect with anti-PD-L1 therapy. The study of Han et al. (25) showed that YTHDF1 recognizes and binds to the transcript encoding lysosomal protein modified by m6A, increases the translation of lysosomal cathepsin in dendritic cells (DC), while inhibition of cathepsin can significantly increase the ability of cross-presenting antigen of dendritic cells. The absence of YTHDF1 in DC can enhance the cross-presentation of tumor antigens and the cross-priming of CD8+ T cells, thereby increasing the anti-tumor response of CD8+ T cells and enhancing the therapeutic effect of PD-L1 checkpoint blockade. It has been reported that cytotoxic tumor-infiltrating CD8+ T cell is increased in METTL3 or METTL14 deficient tumor. Depletion of METTL3 and METTL14 can inhibit m6A modification and enhance the response to anti-PD-1 therapy in colorectal cancer and melanoma (26). However, the above studies have focused on one or two m6A regulators and immune cell types, while tumor formation and suppression are the results of the highly synergistic effects of multiple regulatory factors. Therefore, the comprehensive analysis of the infiltration characteristics of tumor microenvironment mediated by m6A regulator is helpful to promote the cognition of tumor immune regulation.

At present, there are widely accepted molecular subtypes in pancreatic cancer, such as two tumor-specific subtypes and stromal subtypes identified by Moffitt et al. and purity Independent Subtyping of Tumors (PurIST) developed by Rashid et al. (27, 28). These classifications may mainly be concerned with the components of the tumor at the pathological level and show good clinical value. We aimed to identify new subtypes from the m6A methylation modification direction and construct scores to supplement the existing clinical variable information, and correlate these analyses with the tumor microenvironment. Meng et al. have proposed an m6A-related mRNA signature, which can play a good prognostic predictive effect in pancreatic cancer (29). However, their study divided groups based on the existence of alterations (mutation and/or CNV) of m6A-related genes, and then identified differentially expressed genes for model construction. According to previous studies (30), data including gene expression profile, somatic mutation, and DNA methylation information can be used to identify the primary sites and origins of tumors, but the accuracy of gene expression data is the highest, especially in pancreatic cancer. Since gene expression data may provide more clinical value, this study identified subtypes based on m6A regulator gene expression to mine more accurate clinical subtypes and prognostic indicators.

In this study, we integrated the transcriptome information of 434 pancreatic cancer samples from five independent cohorts, comprehensively evaluated m6A modification patterns, and correlated the characteristics of immune cell infiltration in TME. Through the unsupervised clustering method, we identified two different m6A modification subtypes and defined two m6A-related gene subtypes. We found that distinct subgroups were accompanied with different immune cell infiltration characteristics. In addition, we constructed a scoring scheme to quantify individual m6A modification patterns, and predicted the prognosis and response to immunosuppressive therapy based on the score. Our findings indicate that m6A modification is closely related to TME immune cell infiltration, and can be used as a favorable predictor of prognosis and immunotherapy in pancreatic cancer.



Materials and Methods


Collection and Preprocessing of PC Public Datasets

The workflow of this study was shown in Figure S1. The expression profile data and clinical information of pancreatic cancer samples were obtained from the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA, RRID : SCR_003193, https://tcga-data.nci.nih.gov/tcga/) and Gene-Expression Omnibus (GEO, RRID : SCR_005012, https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/) database. This study collected 5 independent PC cohorts (TCGA-PAAD, GSE28735, GSE57495, GSE62452, GSE85916) for further analysis. RNA sequencing data in TCGA (FPKM format) were downloaded and transformed into TPMs (transcripts per kilobase million). We download the normalized matrix file in GEO, and applied ComBat algorithm in the R package SVA to eliminate batch effects between different GEO data sets. The survival status and survival time of the samples were extracted from the clinical information of the 5 PC cohorts. Data with follow-up time less than 31 days and duplicate data were excluded. Somatic mutation data was collected from the TCGA database. The copy number variation data (CNV) of TCGA-PAAD was downloaded from the UCSC Xena database (http://xena.ucsc.edu/).



Unsupervised Clustering of 23 m6A Regulators

We searched the relevant literature on m6A methylation modification to identify recognized m6A regulators for subsequent analysis. A total of 23 m6A regulators were included, including 8 writers (METTL3, METTL14, METTL16, WTAP, VIRMA, ZC3H13, RBM15, and RBM15B), 13 readers (YTHDC1, YTHDC2, YTHDF1, YTHDF2, YTHDF3, HNRNPC, FMR1, LRPPRC, HNRNPA2B1, IGFBP1, IGFBP2, IGFBP3, and RBMX), and 2 erasers (FTO and ALKBH5). Unsupervised clustering analysis was performed to identify different m6A methylation modification subtypes according to the expression of 23 m6A regulators, and patients were classified for further analysis. The number of clusters (K) and their stability were determined by the consensus clustering algorithm. Li et al. (31) tested four methods for finding K: the cumulative distribution function (CDF), the proportional change in the area under the CDF curve upon an increase of K (Δ(K)), GAP-PC (32) and CLEST (33). They found that CDF was able to reveal the correct K, as the CDF curve was flat only for the true K, reflecting a perfectly or near-perfectly stable partitioning of the samples at the correct K. So we took the K corresponding to the flattest CDF curve as the determined number of clusters. The R package consusclusterplus was utilized to perform the above steps (34).



Estimation of Immune Infiltrating Cells in TME

The R package CIBERSORT was used to quantify the infiltration of different immune cells in PC samples from five cohorts. Leukocyte signature matrix (LM22) contains 547 reference genes, which can be used to distinguish 22 human immune cell phenotypes, including various types of T cells, B cells, NK cells, plasma cells, and myeloid subgroups. CIBERSORT is a deconvolution algorithm, which can calculate the proportion of different types of cells in the sample based on LM22 (35). The ESTIMATE algorithm infers the cell density and tumor purity of the tumor based on the transcriptome profile of the sample (36). Tumor tissue with rich immune cell infiltration indicates a higher immune score and lower tumor purity. The R package ESTIMATE was used to evaluate the immune and stromal content (immune and stromal score) in each sample.



Identification of Differentially Expressed Genes Between Different m6A Modified Phenotypes

Previous consensus clustering algorithms divided patients into two different m6A modification subtypes based on the expression of 23 m6A regulators. R package Limma was used to identify DEGs between the two m6A modification clusters with adjusted P value < 0.05.



Functional and Pathway Enrichment Analyses of DEGs

GO (Gene Ontology) is a crucial bioinformatics tool for annotating and analyzing the biological functions of genes, including MF (molecular function), BP (biological processes), and CC (cellular components). As a database resource, KEGG (Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes) is mainly used to understand the high-level functions and values of biological systems from molecular-level information. To get annotation information and explore the biological functions of the above DEGs, GO and KEGG enrichment analyses were accomplished using clusterProfiler package with a cutoff of p-value < 0.05 and q-value < 0.05.



Construction of m6A Score

To quantify the modification pattern of m6A in individual PC patients, we used principal component analysis (PCA) to construct the m6A scoring scheme. Firstly, univariate Cox regression model was performed on DEGs identified between different m6A modification clusters, and the genes with significant prognosis effect were selected for clustering samples and constructing m6A score. The patients were divided into several groups for further analysis. The number and stability of gene clusters were determined by consensus clustering algorithm. Subsequently, principal component analysis was used to construct the m6A-related gene signature, and principal component 1 and principal component 2 were extracted as signature scores. This method focuses the score on the set with the largest block of strongly related or anti-related genes, while reducing the contribution of genes that are not tracked with other set members. Besides, the PCA algorithm can effectively achieve data dimensionality reduction and largely retain the information of the original data. We used a method similar to GGI (37, 38) to define the m6A score:   where i is the expression of final genes related to the m6A phenotype.



Verification of the m6A Score

To verify the reliability and clinical application value of m6A score, the receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curves of 1-, 3-, and 5-year were drawn. We first drew the ROC curve based on all samples. Then, the ROC curve was drawn solely in the TCGA-PAAD cohort, and the prognostic prediction performance of m6A score and other clinical indicators were compared. Univariate and multivariate Cox regression analyses were used to evaluate the correlation between the patient’s m6A score, clinical variables, and prognosis to determine whether the score can be used as an independent prognostic indicator of pancreatic cancer. P < 0.05 indicated that the difference was statistically significant. The results were shown in the forest diagram. Next, 8 indicators (age, gender, grade, stage, stage_T, stage_N, stage_M, and m6A score) were used to construct a nomogram to personally predict the 1-year, 3-year, and 5-year survival rates of patients. The ROC curve was drawn to show the predictive performance of the nomogram. The R packages survival, survminer, timeROC, rms, and regplot are used for calculation and graph drawing.



Analysis of Genome Mutation Data

We calculated the copy number increase or loss frequency of 23 m6A regulators in the TCGA-PAAD cohort, and used the R package Rcircos to draw a copy number variation map of m6A regulators on human chromosomes. To determine the tumor mutation burden (TMB), we counted the total number of non-synonymous mutations in the TCGA-PAAD cohort. R package maftools was used to plot the oncoprint of gene mutation.



Obtain the Prediction Indicators of Immune Response

Immunophenoscore (IPS) is a favorable factor to predict the efficacy of anti-CTLA-4 and anti-PD-1 regimens, which can quantify the determinants of tumor immunogenicity and show the characteristics of tumor immune landscape (39). The score is calculated based on four categories of immune-related genes, including MHC molecules (MHC), immunomodulators (CP), effector cells (EC), and suppressor cells (SC). IPS of samples in TCGA-PAAD were downloaded from the online platform The Cancer Immunome Atlas (TCIA, RRID : SCR_014508, https://tcia.at/home) for further analysis.



Statistical Analysis

All statistical analysis and graph drawing were completed by R-4.0.3. The Wilcoxon rank-sum test was used for comparison between two groups. Kaplan-Meier survival analysis and univariate Cox regression model were performed to calculate the relationship between m6A regulators and prognosis. According to the correlation between m6A score and patient survival, R package Survminer was used to repeatedly test all possible cut-off points to obtain the largest rank statistic, and the patients were divided into high and low m6A score groups based on the largest selected log-rank statistic. The Kaplan-Meier method was utilized to draw the survival curve for prognostic analysis, and the log-rank test was used to determine the significance of the difference. Spearman correlation analysis and distance correlation analysis were applied for the correlation test. All heat maps were generated by R package pheatmap. All statistical P value were two-tailed, and P < 0.05 was statistically significant.




Results


Construction of Genetic Variation, Immune Infiltration, and Prognostic Landscape of m6A Regulators

In this study, 23 m6A regulators were identified, including 8 writers, 13 readers, and 2 erasers. We first calculated the incidence of somatic mutations in PC. Among 158 tumor samples, a total of 120 cases (75.95%) had genetic alterations, of which TP53 and KRAS mutations were the most frequent with more than 50% (Figure 1A). However, the mutation frequency of 23 m6A regulators was pretty low, genetic alterations occurred in only 5 (3.16%) samples (Figure 1B). We further analyzed the relationship between TP53 and KRAS mutations and the expression of m6A regulators. There were differences in the expression of multiple m6A regulators between the wild group and mutant group (Supplementary Figures 3, 4). Analysis of copy number variation of 23 m6A regulators showed that CNV mutations were common in PC. VIRMA, HNRNPA2B1, IGFBP1, IGFBP3, YTHDF3, and YTHDF1 had widespread CNV amplification. However, METTL16, WTAP, ALKBH5, YTHDF2, and RBM15B showed extensive CNV deletions (Figure 1C). The location of CNV changes on the chromosome was illustrated in Figure 1D. Kaplan-Meier survival analysis showed that 15 m6A regulators were correlated with the prognosis of PC patients (Supplementary Figure 2). Univariate Cox regression model revealed the prognostic value of 23 m6A regulators in PC patients (Supplementary Table 1). As shown in Figure 1E, the network presents a comprehensive landscape of the interactions, connection, and prognostic significance of m6A regulators in PC. The results indicated that writers, readers, and erasers have a significant correlation in expression. The cross-talk among them probably plays an essential role in the formation of different m6A modification patterns, and might be related to the occurrence and development of cancer. In addition, we implemented CIBERSORT and ESTIMATE algorithms to quantify the activity or enrichment level of immune cells in pancreatic cancer tissues. The correlation coefficient heatmap was used to display a general landscape of immune cell interactions in the tumor microenvironment (Figure 1F).




Figure 1 | The landscape of genetic variation, immune infiltration, and prognosis of m6A regulators. (A) The top 20 genes with the highest mutation frequency in the TCGA-PAAD cohort. The main types of mutations were missense mutations. (B) Mutations of 23 m6A regulators in the TCGA-PAAD cohort. (C) The CNV mutation frequency of 23 m6A regulators in the TCGA-PAAD cohort. Each column indicated the frequency of mutations. Amplification frequency, red dot; missing frequency, green dot. (D) The location of CNV changes of 23 m6A regulators on the chromosome. (E) The interaction of 23 m6A regulators and their prognostic significance in 5 independent PC cohorts. The three types of m6A regulatory genes were represented by different colors. Erasers, red; Readers, orange; Writers, grey. The size of the circle represented the prognostic effect of each m6A regulator, and was adjusted according to the p-value. Prognostic risk factors, purple; prognostic protective factors, green. (F) Cellular interaction of the tumor-infiltrating immune cell types.





23 Regulators-Mediated m6A Methylation Modification Subtypes

Based on the expression of 23 m6A regulators, the R package ConensusClusterPlus was used to qualitatively classify patients with different m6A modification subtypes. Through the consensus clustering algorithm, two different m6A modification subtypes were finally identified, including 294 cases in subtype A and 140 cases in subtype B (Figures 2A–D and Supplementary Table  2). We named these two subtypes m6A cluster A and m6A cluster B, showed the expression of 23 m6A regulators in the two modified subtypes by heatmap (Figure 2E). The expression levels of 23 m6A regulators between the two m6A clusters were also compared and shown in Figure 2F. To explore the internal biological changes under different m6A modification modes, we compared the composition of immune cells in TME. The result showed that m6A cluster A was characterized by higher infiltration of memory B cells and activated memory CD4+ T cells. In m6A cluster B, the infiltration of activated NK cells, M0 macrophages, and Neutrophils were significantly increased (Figure 2G). To reveal the potential biomolecular characteristics of different m6A modified phenotypes, R package LIMMA was used for differential expression analysis to determine the transcriptome differences between two subtypes. We identified 1159 differentially expressed genes and annotated DEG with R package clusterProfiler. Figures 2H, I summarized the significant biological processes of DEG enrichment, such as glucose metabolism, glycolysis, HIF-1 signaling pathway, Hippo signaling pathway, and TGF-β signaling pathway. These results suggested that the m6A methylation modification may involve in tumor metabolism and immune regulation, and was closely related to tumor genesis and progression. Supplementary Tables 3, 4 provides detailed descriptions.




Figure 2 | Identification of m6A methylation modification subtypes. (A) Heat map of sample clustering under k = 2 in 5 independent PC cohorts. (B) Consensus clustering cumulative distribution function (CDF) with the number of subtypes k = 2 to 9. (C) The relative change of the area under the CDF curve of k = 2 to 9. (D) Principal component analysis of the expression profiles of 23 m6A regulators to distinguish two determined m6A clusters. (E) Unsupervised clustering of 23 m6A regulators in two m6A clusters. (F) Differences in the expression of 23 m6A regulators between distinct m6A clusters. (G) TME immune-infiltrating characteristics and transcriptome traits of two m6A clusters. (H) GO enrichment pathway of differentially expressed genes between two m6A clusters. (I) KEGG enrichment pathway of differentially expressed genes between two m6A clusters. ***P < 0.001; **P < 0.01; *P < 0.05.





Identification of m6A-Related Gene Subtypes

Although the consensus clustering algorithm based on 23 m6A regulators classified PC patients into two subtypes, potential genetic changes and prognostic correlations in these phenotypes were not very clear. We performed univariate COX regression analysis on the 1159 DEGs between the previously identified m6A clusters, and obtained 719 survival-related genes which were named m6A-related signature genes (Supplementary Table 5). Based on representative m6A-related signature genes, we adopted unsupervised cluster analysis and identified two stable transcriptome phenotypes, which were defined as gene cluster A and gene cluster B (Figures 3A–C). In addition, we explored the prognostic significance of gene subtypes by integrating transcriptome and survival information. Through Kaplan-Meier analysis and log-rank test, gene cluster B showed a better prognosis (P < 0.001, Figure 3D). The heatmap showed the transcriptome profile of 719 m6A-related signature genes in two gene clusters (Figure 3E). The expression levels of 23 m6A regulators between the two m6A-related gene clusters were also compared. Significant differences in the expression of m6A regulators were observed, which was consistent with the expected result of m6A modification patterns (Figure 3F). Previous studies have shown that the immune system may produce favorable or unfavorable consequences, which may manifest as pro-tumor or anti-tumor activity. Monocytes and anti-tumor lymphocyte subsets such as CD8+ T cells, memory CD4+ T cells, and naive B cells had a higher level of infiltration in gene cluster B, while activated NK cells and mast cells infiltrated more abundantly in gene cluster A (Figure 3G). The immune and stromal score based on the ESTIMATE algorithm indicated that the infiltration of immune cells and stromal components in gene cluster B was higher. Therefore, we speculate that the abundant immune cell infiltration in gene cluster B forms an effective anti-tumor immune response.




Figure 3 | Identification of m6A-related gene subtypes. (A) Heat map of sample clustering under k = 2 in 5 independent PC cohorts. (B) Consensus clustering cumulative distribution function (CDF) with the number of subtypes k = 2 to 9. (C) The relative change of the area under the CDF curve of k = 2 to 9. (D) Survival analysis of patients in two m6A-related gene clusters. (E) Unsupervised clustering of m6A related signature genes. (F) Differences in the expression of 23 m6A regulators between distinct gene clusters. (G) TME immune-infiltrating characteristics and transcriptome traits of two m6A-related gene clusters. ***P < 0.001; **P < 0.01; *P < 0.05.





Construction of m6A Score

Although the above results demonstrated the role of m6A methylation modification in the regulation of immune cell infiltration and prognosis, these analyses cannot accurately predict the m6A methylation modification pattern in a single tumor patient. To obtain a quantitative index of the m6A modification landscape of PC patients, we extracted the scores of principal component 1 and principal component 2 for calculating the final m6A score. Figure 4A showed that patients’ m6A score in m6A cluster A was lower than m6A cluster B, and Figure 4B depicted that the m6A score in gene cluster B was lower than that in gene cluster A. We drew an alluvial diagram to display the process of m6A score construction (Figure 4C). Subsequent analysis revealed the prognostic significance of m6A score. According to Figure 4D, the patients’ survival rate (41% vs. 23%) in the m6A low score group was much higher than that in the high score group. The overall average m6A score of the surviving patients was lower than that of the dead patients (Figure 4E, P = 0.0025). Kaplan-Meier survival analysis showed that the prognosis of patients in the low m6A score group was significantly better (Figure 4F, P < 0.001).




Figure 4 | Construction of m6A score. (A) Difference of m6A score between two m6A methylation modification subtypes. (B) Difference of m6A score between two m6A-related gene subtypes. (C) Alluvial diagram containing m6A cluster, gene cluster, m6A score and survival changes. (D) The proportion of survival and death in high and low m6A score group. (E) Comparison of m6A scores between surviving and dead patients. (F) Survival analysis of high and low m6A score groups.





Validation of m6A Score and Its Application in Clinical Evaluation

To verify the m6A score, the 1-, 3-, and 5-year ROC curves were drawn, and the value of the area under curve (AUC) of the m6A score was calculated. The results showed that the AUC values of all three curves were around 0.65 both in total samples (Figure 5A) and TCGA-PAAD cohort (Figure 5B). We also compared the 1-year ROC curve with other clinical characteristics in TCGA-PAAD cohort, and m6A score had the most considerable AUC value (Figure 5C). Univariate Cox regression analysis showed that age (p = 0.012, HR = 1.027, 95%CI [1.006-1.049]), grade (p = 0.026, HR = 1.392, 95%CI [1.041-1.862]) and m6A score (p = 0.002, HR = 1.022, 95%CI [1.008-1.037]) were considered statistically significant (Figure 5D). Multivariate Cox regression analysis showed age (p = 0.012, HR = 1.028, 95%CI [1.006-1.050]) and m6A score (p = 0.005, HR = 1.021, 95%CI [1.006-1.036]) were independent prognostic predictors (Figure 5E). By integrating multiple clinical indicators, the nomogram can be an effective tool for quantitatively assessing individual risks in the clinical environment. We constructed a nomogram to predict patients’ OS at 1-, 3-, and 5-year. Taking a random sample as an example, the total score of the patient was 340, the probability of survival time less than 1-, 3-, and 5-year were 0.123, 0.452, and 0.563, respectively (Figure 5F). The ROC curve was used to evaluate the predictive performance of the nomogram. The AUC values of 1-, 3-, and 5-year ROC curves were 0.718, 0.800, and 0.792, respectively (Figure 5G). The results showed that m6A score could be used as a new effective clinical predictor and can be combined with other clinical variables to improve the prognosis of patients with pancreatic cancer.




Figure 5 | Validation and application of the m6A score in the clinical evaluation. (A) The AUC values of the 1-year, 3-year, and 5-year ROC curves of m6A score in all samples. (B) The AUC values of the 1-year, 3-year, and 5-year ROC curves of m6A score in the TCGA-PAAD cohort. (C) The comparation of 1-year ROC curve with other clinical characteristics in the TCGA-PAAD cohort. (D) Univariate COX regression analysis showed that age, grade, and m6A score were considered statistically significant. (E) Multivariate Cox regression analysis showed age and m6A score were independent prognostic predictors. (F) The nomogram to predict the probability of 1-year, 3-year, and 5-year survival rate. (G) The AUC values of the 1-year, 3-year, and 5-year ROC curves of the nomogram. ***P < 0.001; **P < 0.01; *P < 0.05.





Correlation Between m6A Score and Somatic Variation

Previous studies have shown that tumor mutation burden may be an emerging and potential tumor marker, which can assist in the selection of patients for immune checkpoint therapy. In view of the important clinical significance of TMB, we tried to explore the inner link between TMB and m6A score to clarify the genetic imprint of each m6A score subgroup. Correlation analysis showed a significant and positive association between m6A score and TBM (Spearman coefficient: R = 0.18, P = 0.032; Figure 6A). Next, we divided patients into two subgroups based on TBM. As shown in Figure 6B, we found that patients with low TMB showed better overall survival than patients with high TMB. Next, we evaluated the synergy of these scores in the prognostic stratification of PC. Survival analysis demonstrated that TBM status did not affect predictions based on m6A score, and the low m6A score group always showed a survival advantage (Figure 6C). In addition, we analyzed the somatic mutation landscape in the high and low m6A score groups, and found that the high m6A score group had a higher mutation rate (93.48%) than the low score group (70.65%). According to the results (Figures 6D, E), both KRAS (74% vs. 46%) and TP53 (78% vs. 43%) had a higher somatic mutation rate in the high m6A score group, which may be related to the poor prognosis of high m6A score group. These data can more comprehensively describe the impact of m6A score on genomic variation, and may provide new ideas for studying the potential interaction between m6A methylation modification and somatic mutation.




Figure 6 | Correlation between m6A score and tumor mutation burden (TMB) in TCGA-PAAD cohort. (A) A scatter plot describing the positive correlation between m6A score and tumor mutation burden. (B) Survival analysis of high TMB group and low TMB group. (C) Stratified survival analysis including TMB and m6A scores. (D) OncoPrint for gene mutations in the high m6A score group. (E) OncoPrint for gene mutations in the low m6A score group.





The Role of m6A Score in Predicting the Effect of Immunotherapy

The treatment of immune checkpoint inhibitors represented by CTLA-4/PD-1 inhibitors is undoubtedly a major progress in anti-tumor therapy. We compared the expression of common immune checkpoint genes between the high and low m6A score groups, and found that PD-L1 was highly expressed in the high m6A score group, PDCD1 was highly expressed in the low m6A score group, while the expression of CTLA4 and IDO1 had no significant difference between the two groups (Figures 7A–D). As a new predictor of the immune response, IPS is widely used and recommended for evaluating the immune response of patients. Our analysis showed that the IPS of the low m6A score group was higher no matter in the case of anti-PD-1/CTLA-4 therapy alone, or combination therapy (Figures 7E–H). These results indicated that m6A methylation modification in pancreatic cancer may play an important role in mediating the immune response.




Figure 7 | The relationship between m6A score and immune checkpoint genes and immunotherapy. (A–D) The expression differences of PD-L1, PDCD1, CTLA4 and IDO1 between high and low m6A score groups. (E) The difference of Immunophenoscore (IPS) between high and low m6A score groups with CTLA4 (-)/PD1 (-). (F) The difference of IPS between high and low m6A score groups with CTLA4 (-)/PD1 (+). (G) The difference of IPS between high and low m6A score groups with CTLA4 (+)/PD1 (-). (H) The difference of IPS between high and low m6A score groups with CTLA4 (+)/PD1 (+).






Discussion

Recent studies have shown that m6A methylation modification plays an indispensable role in a variety of immune-related biological processes, including innate and acquired immune response, immune recognition, immune cell dynamic balance, and anti-tumor immune response (22). Since most studies mainly focus on the regulatory relationship between single m6A regulator and immune cell type, the comprehensive landscape of TME immune-infiltrating mediated by multiple m6A regulators in PC has not been fully understood. Therefore, clarifying the characteristics of immune cell infiltration in different m6A modification patterns will help us to improve our understanding of the anti-tumor immune response in TME, and provide new insights for the risk stratification of patients and the choice of clinical treatment strategies.

Based on 23 m6A regulators, we first identified two m6A modification subtypes. Differences in mRNA transcriptomes between different m6A modification subtype were found to be closely related to tumor metabolism and immune-related biological processes, and differentially expressed genes (DEGs) were significantly enriched in glucose metabolism-related pathways, chemokine-related pathways, cytokine-related pathways, and TGF-β signaling pathways. DEGs correlated to the prognosis of PC were defined as m6A-related signature genes. Based on the m6A signature genes, we determined two m6A-related gene subtypes. In the two gene clusters, we found that gene cluster A had lower immune score, stromal score and immune response-related T cell infiltration, which suggested an immune cold phenotype. In contrast, gene cluster B showed a relatively high immune score and T cell infiltration, which corresponded to the immune activation phenotype, namely hot tumor. Survival analysis showed that gene cluster A characterized by immune cold phenotype was associated with poor prognosis, while gene cluster B characterized by anti-tumor immune response was associated with good prognosis. We speculate that patients in gene cluster B may benefit from immunotherapy. Our results are consistent with those of previous TME studies, which also indicates that m6A methylation modification is of great significance for shaping different TME immune characteristics.

In view of the individual heterogeneity of m6A methylation modification, it is necessary to quantify the m6A modification pattern of a single tumor sample. Scoring models based on specific biomarkers between m6A modified subtypes have been well established in gastric cancer and colorectal cancer to improve the choice of clinical treatment and prognosis of patients (12, 13). Based on principal component analysis and a method similar to GGI, we established an m6A scoring scheme for PC patients. Gene cluster B with immune hot phenotype showed lower m6A score, while gene cluster A with immune cold phenotype indicated higher m6A score. Kaplan-Meier analysis showed that the m6A score had good prognostic predictive ability. The survival rate of patients in the low m6A score group was higher and the prognosis was better. These results suggest that the m6A score is a reliable index to comprehensively evaluate the m6A modification pattern of individual tumors, and can be used to further determine the characteristics of TME immune cell infiltration, namely tumor immunophenotype. Besides, verification in the TCGA-PAAD cohort showed that m6A score can be used as an independent prognostic indicator for PC patients. And the nomogram constructed by m6A score combined with other clinical variables can effectively predict the prognosis of patients.

Evaluation of potential mutation driver genes in tumors is an important means to explore the potential mechanisms of cancer occurrence and development, which is conducive to cancer diagnosis and rational selection of treatment strategies. We found that the mutation rates of KRAS, TP53, CDKN2A, and AMAD4 were significantly increased in the high m6A score group. An important feature of KRAS mutant tumors is the immunosuppressive state (40). KRAS signaling induces the expression of immune regulatory factors and inflammatory cytokines in tumor cells, and subsequently recruits neutrophils and myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSC) to form an immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment (41). Mutated KRAS in pancreatic cancer plays a central role in tumor development and growth by regulating T-cell cytokines in TME. By acting on downstream effectors, KRAS leads to impaired T-cell recognition of tumor cells, which may mediate immunity escape (22, 42). There are mutations of TP53 in most types of cancers. The deletion or mutation of TP53 in cancers will affect the recruitment and activity of T cells, leading to immune evasion and promoting cancer progression (43, 44). The loss of P53 (encoded by TP53) in pancreatic cancer leads to increased infiltration of regulatory T cells (Tregs) in the peripheral and intratumoral tissues (45). CDKN2A is a multifunctional gene that prevents the cell cycle at the G1/S checkpoint through the CKD4/6 regulatory mechanism. It is reported that approximately 60% of patients with pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma carry the CDKN2A mutation, and this mutation is associated with a high risk of tumor development (46, 47). SMAD4 is a member of the SMAD family and participates in the transforming growth factor-β (TGF-β) pathway, which inhibits the activity of normal immune cells and promotes the immune escape of cancer cells (48, 49). These studies suggest that KRAS, TP53, CDKN2A, and AMAD4 mutations may be involved in the formation of immune suppression and immune escape in the high m6A score group. These m6A score-related gene mutations are closely related to the immune activity in TME, indicating that there may be a potential interaction between m6A methylation modification and tumor immune genomics. Because the mutation data of pancreatic cancer in the TCGA database is not sufficient, and only a few genes have obvious somatic mutations, it is necessary to verify the mutation oncoprint and explore the underlying mechanism in a larger data set.

In this study, we demonstrated that m6A modification patterns played an important role in the formation of different TME immune infiltration landscapes, which suggested that m6A methylation modification may affect the therapeutic effect of immune checkpoint inhibitors. We found that the expression of PD-L1 was higher in the high m6A score group. Previous studies suggested that pancreatic cancer had an immunosuppressive tumor microenvironment with high PD-L1 expression, which inhibited the cytotoxicity of activated T cells, and PD-L1 overexpression was associated with a poor prognosis (50, 51). We also compared the IPS that predicted the efficacy of anti-PD-1/CTLA-4 regimens in the high and low m6A score groups. The low score group had higher IPS, which indicated a relatively better immunotherapy effect. However, our results do not imply causal associations of m6A score and anti-tumor immunity in PC, more clinical evidence needs to be collected in future studies to verify the relationship between m6A score and immunotherapy. The above analysis suggests that m6A modification characteristics combined with TME status, tumor mutation burden, neoantigen load, PD-L1 expression, IPS and other biomarkers may be a more effective predictive strategy for immunotherapy.

Our research still has some shortcomings. Although we included 23 recognized m6A regulators through literature review, newly identified regulators still need to be added into the model to improve the accuracy of the identification of m6A methylation modification patterns. In addition, since not all patients with low m6A scores can benefit from immunotherapy, more clinicopathological features need to be combined to improve the accuracy of prediction. Although we obtained 434 PC samples from different cohorts, the number of samples may be relatively insufficient, and our findings need to be further validated in a prospective cohort of PC patients receiving immunotherapy.

The study was done within tumor microenvironment in a whole, without distinguishing tumor component, immune component, and stromal component furthermore. This may cause some subtype information to be masked due to the mixture of the component, which is also a shortcoming of our research. We were more concerned about proposing molecular subtypes related to m6A methylation in the overall tumor microenvironment and further constructing scores. Subsequent clinical analysis showed that the m6A score could be used as an important supplement to existing clinical variables, and could effectively predict the prognosis of patients in combination with other clinical indicators. We may refine the differentiation of the various components of the tumor microenvironment in subsequent research work, and try to use single-cell analysis to distinguish cell types to obtain more information.

This study has provided some new insights into the clinical application of immunotherapy. By targeting m6A regulators or m6A-related signature genes to change the m6A modification pattern and further reverse the poor infiltration of immune cells in TME, that is, the transformation of immune cold tumors to hot tumors, may contribute to the future development of new immunotherapy drugs or combination therapy strategies. In addition, the combination of therapeutic strategies for KRAS, TP53, CDKN2A, and AMAD4 mutations with immunotherapy may open up a new way for the selection of treatment options and reverse the immunosuppressive state in tumors. These findings are conducive to the identification of different immunophenotypes, thereby improving the patient’s response to immunotherapy, and can promote the clinical practice of personalized immunotherapy for cancer.

In conclusion, we evaluated 23 regulators-mediated m6A methylation modification landscapes based on 434 PC samples, and correlated m6A modification with the TME immune-infiltrating characteristics. And we constructed the m6A score, which can comprehensively evaluate the m6A modification pattern and immune-infiltrating characteristics of individual tumors, and further determine the tumor immunophenotype to guide clinical application.
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PTP4A3 plays an important role in the tumorigenesis and metastasis of multiple tumors, but its prognostic role in renal cancer is not well understood. We utilized the Oncomine and Tumor Immunoassay Resource databases to examine the differential expression of PTP4A3 in tumor tissues and normal tissues in breast, urinary tract, gastrointestinal tract and skin. Using the GEPIA and PrognoScan databases, the independent prognostic role of PTP4A3 was confirmed in clear cell renal cell cancer and papillary renal cell cancer. Expression of PTP4A3 were obviously higher in tumor tissue compare with normal tissues (P=0.028). We haven’t found the associations of PTP4A3 and clinicopathological features in our IHC cohort. Ectopic expression of PTP4A3 promotes proliferation, migration and invasion and increased the mRNA level of TGFB1 in RCC cell lines. Immunohistochemical staining indicated that the expression of PTP4A3 associates with CD3+ (P =0.037)/CD8+ (P =0.037) intratumor TILs, not with invasive margins in renal cancer. Comprehensive analysis of immune infiltration in the TIMER database correlated PTP4A3 expression with the infiltration of B cells, CD8+ T cells, CD4+ T cells and neutrophils in both clear cell renal cell carcinoma and papillary renal cell carcinoma. PTP4A3 expression was associated with the infiltration of dendritic cells in papillary renal cell carcinoma. We further confirmed that the infiltration of B cells and CD8+ T cells was associated with poor prognosis in papillary renal cell carcinoma patients, consistent with the prognostic role of PTP4A3 in papillary renal cell carcinoma. PTP4A3 expression correlated genes involved in B cells, monocytes, M1 macrophages, Th2 and Treg cells in papillary renal cell carcinoma. These results suggest PTP4A3 as a prognostic factor with a role in regulating immune cell infiltration in papillary renal cell carcinoma.




Keywords: renal cancer, PTP4A3, prognosis, tumor infiltration, biomarker



Introduction

Renal cell carcinoma (RCC) is a common malignant disease expected to account for approximately 76,080 cases and 13,780 deaths in 2021 in the United States (1). RCC is divided into three major histologic subtypes: clear cell RCC (ccRCC or KIRC), papillary cell RCC (pRCC or KIRP), and chromophobe RCC (chRCC). According to The Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA), a comprehensive database of cancer genomic profiles, these three major RCC subtypes have distinctive genetic alterations including genomic mutations, methylation status, RNA expression signatures, and immune signatures (2–4). At diagnosis, 30% of RCC patients were confirmed as distant metastatic (5). While localized RCC could be cured by surgical resection, about 40% of surgical patients eventually experienced recurrence. Recently, adjuvant therapy, and especially immune therapy, has received significant attention as an option for treating metastatic RCC (mRCC). Immune therapy combined with a tyrosine kinase inhibitor; bevacizumab, a monoclonal antibody against vascular endothelial growth factor; or ipilimumab, a monoclonal antibody against cytotoxic T-lymphocyte antigen-4 are now considered optimal treatment strategies for mRCC. The biomarkers Programmed Cell Death Protein 1 (PD1) and Programmed Death-Ligand 1 (PD-L1) exhibited higher expression in ccRCC than in chRCC or pRCC, and high expression was correlated with decreased survival in all RCC patients (P=0.02) (6, 7). Immune cell genes signatures, including those of B cells, dendritic cells, CD68, CD8, Treg cells, Th1/2 and immunoglobin G, were examined in ccRCC, pRCC and chRCC. In general, expression was higher in ccRCC than pRCC and chRCC, except for Th17, IL-8, and CD56brightnatural killer (NK) cell signatures. Th2 gene signatures were universally correlated with poor overall survival (OS) in all major histological subtypes (2). IL-8 inflammatory pathway-related genes and CD56brightNK cell genes had higher expression in pRCC than in ccRCC and chRCC, whereas IL-17 producing T helper cells (TH17 cells) had lower expression in pRCC than in ccRCC and chRCC. TH17 gene signatures positively correlated with OS in ccRCC and chRCC (P=0.0021 and P=0.0362, respectively). CpG island methylator phenotype-associated RCC had increased expression of TH2 cells and Treg cells compared with pRCC and chRCC. Therefore, immune biomarkers for different subtypes of RCC need to be explored.

Protein Tyrosine Phosphatase 4A3 (PTP4A3), also known as phosphatase of regenerating liver 3 (PRL-3), is a protein tyrosine phosphatase distributed in the cell nucleus, plasma membrane and endosome (8). It is negatively correlated with survival in colon cancer (9), breast cancer (10, 11), gastric cancer (12–14), ovarian cancer (15, 16) and acute myelogenous leukemia (AML) (17). PTP4A3 promotes the proliferation, migration, and invasion of tumor cells by activating the Rho family and matrix metalloproteinase-2. PTP4A3 has been shown to continuously activate the PI3K-AKT-ERK pathway by negatively regulating Src kinase and PTEN (18, 19). PTP4A3 is known to promote epithelial mesenchymal transition by KCNN4 channels (20), stimulate G2/M cell cycle arrest by ubiquitinating AURKA and dephosphorylating FZR1 (21), increase IL-1 alpha secretion through the NF-κB and JAK2-STAT pathway (22). Extensive data supports the deprotection role of PTP4A3 in tumorigenesis and telomere maintenance (23, 24). Studies in PTP4A3 transgenic mice have shown that high expression of PTP4A3 promotes colitis-related colon cancer, shortens telomeres, and increases expression of H3K9Me, a hallmark of genomic instability (24, 25). PTP4A3 restricts transcription in melanoma through the DDX21-MITF axis (26).

Due to the important role of PTP4A3 in cancers, a PRL-zumab was generated by the Zeng group and was shown to specifically inhibit PTP4A3-positive liver cancer cell in vivo, and recruit B cells, NK cells and macrophages to the PTP4A3-positive tumor microenvironment (27, 28). A DNA vaccine targeting PTP4A3 triggered high expression of interferon-γ and TNF-α in breast cancer through the CTL and T helper type 1 cells immune response and also stimulated the accumulation of PTP4A3 antibody in immunized mice (29). IL-6/8 secreted by tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs) facilitated the metastasis of colon cancer in a PTP4A3-KCNN4-dependent manner (30). Few reports have examined the role of PTP4A3 in kidney cancer, and this research has mostly focused on the correlation of clinicopathological characteristics and prognosis. The mechanism of how PTP4A3 regulates immune cells and its impact on renal cancer prognosis remains unclear.

Herein, we developed a comprehensive analysis across multiple databases to elucidate the role of PTP4A3 in ccRCC and pRCC. In addition, we analyzed the relationship of PTP4A3 and immune cell tumor infiltration (TIMER) (31, 32). This study offers new insights into the function of PTP4A3 in renal cancer and proposes a mechanism for PTP4A3 regulating tumor infiltration of immune cells.



Materials and Methods


Oncomine Database Analysis

The Oncomine database comprises a wide range of gene expression datasets covering various cancer types. PTP4A3 expression in diverse tumor types was investigated using this database (https://www.oncomine.org/resource/login.html) (33) with the screening thresholds set as: P-value of 0.001, fold change of 1.5 and gene rank of top 5%.



PrognoScan Database Analysis

The PrognoScan database complies accessible tumor microarray datasets, facilitating the correlation of gene expression and survival including OS and disease-free survival (DFS). We evaluated the relationship between PTP4A3 expression and prognosis in diverse tumor types using the PrognoScan database (http://www.abren.net/PrognoScan/) (34) with a threshold P-value of 0.05.



Cell Culture and Antibody

Kidney clear carcinoma cell lines 786-O and Caki-2 were obtained from the Cell Resource Center, Peking Union Medical College (which is the headquarters of National Infrastructure of Cell Line Resource, NSTI. 786-O cell were cultured in RPMI-1640 (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA) containing 10% fetal bovine serum. Caki-2 cell were cultured in McCoys’5A (Gibco, USA) containing 10% fetal bovine serum. Anti-Myc tag (AB 103) was from TianGen Biotech (Beijing, China). Anti-GAPDH (10494-1-AP) was from Proteintech Group (Chicago, IL, USA).



Lentivirus Infection and Western Blot

To stable expression of ectopic PTP4A3 in renal cancer cell, 786-O and Caki-2 cells were infected with 50 MOI control or myc-PTP4A3 expression lentivirus for 72 hours. Cells were directly homogenized in 2 × loading buffer to get the whole cell extracts. Protein samples were separated by the SDS-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis and transferred onto the nitrocellulose membranes, and blocked in 5% milk in PBS buffer for 1 hour. The lentivirus infection were detected by the myc-tag antibody (1μg/ml) at 4°C overnight and washed in 0.1% Tween in PBS for 3 times. After incubating with HRP-conjugated anti-mouse secondary antibody, the protein bands were visualized by the enhanced chemiluminescence detection system (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Pittsburgh, PA, USA).



Cell Proliferation Migration and Invasion

Cell Counting Kit (CCK)-8 (C0037, Beyotime, Shanghai, China) were used for cell proliferation experiments. 3 ×104 cells of 786-O vector, 786-O-myc-PTP4A3, Caki-2 vector and Caki-2-myc-PTP4A3 cells were re-suspended in 100 μl complete medium, and seed in the 96-well plates in triplicate. At 0,24,48,72,96 hours, discarded the medium and added 100μl fresh medium containing 10 μl CCk-8 to each well, After 2 hours incubation at 37°C, the spectrophotometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Pittsburgh, PA, USA)was used to measure the absorbance of each well at OD450nm.

200 μl re-suspended 786-O vector, 786-O-myc-PTP4A3, Caki-2 vector and Caki-2-myc-PTP4A3 cells were seeded on the upper chamber of each transwell (Becton Dickinson, San Jose, CA, USA), 2×105/ml for migration and 10×105/ml for invasion, 800 μl medium containing 10% FBS added to the lower chamber. Cells were cultured at 37°C 24 hour for cell migration, 48 hours for cell invasions. The cells on the upper chambers were fixed in cold methanol and stained in 0.1% crystal violet for 30 mins at room temperature. The cells penetrated to the upper chamber were counted in at least 6 randomly selected field under microscope.



Quantitative Real-Time PCR

Total RNA was extracted from cells with Trizol reagent (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA) based on the manufacturer’s instruction. 1 μg of RNA was utilized to synthesize cDNA with GoScriptTM Reverse Transcription system (A5001, Promega). qRT-PCR was conducted with SYBR Green PCR master mix reagents (TOYOBO) and a StepOne Real-time PCR system (Applied Biosystems). Expression data of indicative gene was normalized to that of GAPDH. Primers used are listed in Supplementary Table 4.



Immunohistochemical Analysis

The kidney cancer tissue array (DC-Kid11051) were bought from Avilabio company (Shanxi). DC-Kid11051 were including 33 KIRC, 9 KIRP, 5 KICH and 6 normal kidney tissues. The sections were deparaffinized in xylene and hydrate in alcohol. Endogenous peroxidase activity was then blocked by incubation in 3% hydrogen peroxide–methanol for 10 min. For the antigen recovery, the section was heated in a citrate buffer (pH 6.0) for 15mins. Incubation with PTP4A3 antibody (11) (5μg/ml, monoclonal antibody 3B6 previous validated), CD3 antibody ((Monoclonal Rabbit Anti-Human CD3, Clone 2GV6, prediluted, Roche) and CD8 antibody (Monoclonal Mouse Anti-Human CD8, Clone C8/144B, Dako) at 4°C overnight. EnVision+ TM (Dako, Carpinteria, CA, USA) was used as the secondary antibody. Antibody binding was visualized by a standard streptavidin immunoperoxidase reaction. Immuno-reactivity in the cytoplasma and cytoplasmic membrane of PTP4A3 was evaluated.

Evaluation immunoreactivity was carried out independently by three experienced pathologists without any knowledge of the clinical data. The IHC score was assessed according to the percentage of positive cells and the intensity of cytoplasmic reactivity. These averaged immunoreactivity values were stratified into five scoring groups: -, not detected; ±, <10% positive cells; +, 10–20% weakly to moderately positive cells; ++, 10–20%intensely positive cells or 20–50% weakly positive cells; and +++, 20–50% positive cells with moderate to marked reactivity or >50% positive cells. In the statistical analysis, ± were considered negative, + and above were considered positive.



Quantification of CD3+ and CD8+TILs

Each entire section was evaluated for CD3+ and CD8+ TILs by two pathologists blind to PTP4A3 expression. The intratumor and invasive margins were identified by the immunohistochemistry. Each positive cell was manually counted under 40 ×magnification field in 5 independent tumor fields or invasive margins with most abundant TILs. The consecutive sections were stained for CD3 and CD8.



TIMER Database Analysis

Tumor Immune Estimation Resource (TIMER, https://cistrome.shinyapps.io/timer/) was developed to evaluate the abundance of immune infiltrates using 10,897 cancer samples from TCGA (31, 32). TIMER gene modules were utilized to investigate PTP4A3 expression in diverse tumors and the relationship between PTP4A3 expression and the abundance of immune infiltrates. In addition, correlation modules were used to evaluate the relationship of PTP4A3 expression with gene biomarkers of tumor-infiltrating immune cells. These gene biomarkers have been previously studied (35–37).



GEPIA Database Analysis

We confirmed the correlation of PTP4A3 expression and tumor infiltration of immune cells with the Gene Expression Profiling Interactive Analysis (GEPIA, http://gepia.cancer-pku.cn/index.html) (38). We also assessed the prognostic value, including OS and DFS, of gene expression in diverse tumors with this database. Meanwhile, gene expression correlation was investigated based on TCGA expression data. Correlation analyses were conducted in both cancer and paired normal tissues. The correlation coefficient was calculated by the Spearman method. PTP4A3 was represented on the X-axis, and related biomarker genes were utilized for the Y-axis.



Statistical Analysis

Results from the Oncomine database included fold change, P-value, and gene rank. The PrognoScan and GEPIA databases produced HR and P-values or Cox P-values according to a log-rank test. The correlation between PTP4A3 expression and other related immune genes was investigated using the Spearman method and the correlation strength was categorized according to r values. R values of 0.80-1.00 were deemed very strong, r values of 0.60-0.79 were strong, r values of 0.40-0.59 were moderate, r values of 0.20-0.39 were weak, and r values of 0.00-0.19 were categorized as very weak. P-values less than 0.05 were considered statistically significant. Chi-square test and nonparametric test were utilized to analyze the Categorical data by SPSS 19.0 software (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA).




Results


PTP4A3 mRNA Expression Level in Diverse Tumors and Adjacent Normal Tissues

We investigated differential PTP4A3 mRNA levels in tumor and normal tissues across various cancer types in the Oncomine database. Compared with adjacent normal tissues, PTP4A3 mRNA levels were elevated in most cancer types, including breast, colorectal, esophageal, head and neck, kidney, leukemia, liver, melanoma, myeloma, pancreatic, prostate, and sarcoma. However, PTP4A3 mRNA levels were lower in kidney and sarcoma cancer in other datasets (Figure 1A). PTP4A3 mRNA levels in diverse tumors are detailed in Supplementary Table 1.




Figure 1 | PTP4A3 mRNA levels in various tumor tissues and adjacent normal tissues. (A) Differential PTP4A3 mRNA levels between tumor and adjacent normal tissues across various cancer types in the Oncomine database (threshold P-value < 0.001, fold change 1.5, gene rank top 5%). (B) Differential PTP4A3 expression levels between tumor and adjacent normal tissues in the TIMER datasets. Blue code represents low expression of indicated tumor. Red code represents high expression of indicated tumor (*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01, ***P < 0.001).



PTP4A3 expression in diverse tumor types was further assessed using the TCGA and TIMER databases. Differential PTP4A3 expression in tumors compared with adjacent normal tissues in the TCGA datasets is presented in Figure 1B. Consistent with the results from the Oncomine database, PTP4A3 expression was significantly elevated in breast invasive carcinoma (BRCA) cholangiocarcinoma (CHOL), colon adenocarcinoma (COAD), kidney renal clear cell carcinoma (KIRC), liver hepatocellular carcinoma (LIHC), lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD), prostate adenocarcinoma (PRAD) rectum adenocarcinoma (READ) and thyroid carcinoma (THCA) relative to adjacent normal tissues (P<0.001). PTP4A3 expression was also slightly elevated in chRCC and stomach adenocarcinoma (STAD) compared with adjacent normal tissues (P<0.01). However, PTP4A3 expression was significantly lower in urothelial carcinoma (BLCA), and squamous cell lung carcinoma (LUSC) compared with normal tissues. Notably, PTP4A3 expression was significantly higher in head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSC) HPV-positive cancer tissues compared with HNSC HPV-negative cancer tissues (Figure 1B). Single cell RNA sequencing has shown that HNSC HPV-positive and HNSC HPV-negative patients have distinct immune gene signatures, indicating that PTP4A3 may be correlated with immune-related genes (39, 40).



Prognostic Value of PTP4A3 in Multiple Cancer Types

To better understand the impact of PTP4A3 expression on clinical outcomes, the association between PTP4A3 expression and prognosis in 33 cancer types was analyzed using the GEPIA database. OS and DFS in urothelial cancer are presented in Figure 2. PTP4A3 expression and OS were not correlated in BLCA, chRCC, KIRC, pRCC (KIRP), ovarian serous cystadenocarcinoma (OV), PRAD, uterine corpus endometrial carcinoma (UCEC) and uterine carcinosarcoma (UCS). High PTP4A3 expression was correlated with unfavorable DFS in KIRC and KIRP (HR=1.8, P=0.0017; HR=3.3, P=9.8E-05, respectively). The correlations of PTP4A3 expression and OS and DFS in 24 other types of tumors are shown in Supplementary Figure 1. High PTP4A3 expression was also correlated with decreased OS in acute myeloid leukemia (AML), lower grade glioma (LGG), LUSC and STAD. In addition, high PTP4A3 expression was correlated with decreased OS and DFS in uveal melanoma (UVM). Interestingly, LUAD was the only tumor type in which low PTP4A3 expression was correlated with decreased DFS.




Figure 2 | Correlation of PTP4A3 expression level with prognosis values in urothelial tract cancer in the GEPIA database. OS and DFS in patients with differential PTP4A3 expression in bladder urothelial carcinoma (BLCA) (A, B), chRCC (KICH) (C, D), ccRCC(KIRC) (E, F), pRCC (KIRP) (G, H), ovarian serous cystadenocarcinoma (OV) (I, J), prostate adenocarcinoma (PRAD) (K, L), uterine corpus endometrial carcinoma (UCEC) (M, N), uterine carcinosarcoma (UCS) (O, P). OS, overall survival; DFS, disease free survival.



Survival outcomes were further analyzed using the PrognoScan database. Correlations between PTP4A3 expression and clinical outcomes from 12 cancer types in 154 databases are displayed in Supplementary Table 2. Significant survival outcomes (Cox P<0.05) are shown in Supplementary Figure 2. PTP4A3 expression and survival outcomes were significantly correlated in AML(GSE12417-GPL96), BLCA (GSE5287 and GSE13507), glioblastoma (GSE7696), breast cancer (GSE9893, GSE9195 and GSE9195), eye cancer (GSE22138), MGH-glioma, non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC) (GSE4716-GPL3696), ovarian cancer (GSE9891) and skin cancer (GSE19234) (Supplementary Figures 2A–L). These results indicated that high PTP4A3 expression is significantly associated with poorer clinical outcomes in many tumors types, including KIRC and KIRP.



PTP4A3 Plays as an Oncogene and Regulates the Cytokines in RCC

To further explore the mechanism of PTP4A3 in RCC, we stained the PTP4A3 in the kidney cancer tissue array which containing 5 different tumor histological subtypes and 6 kidney normal tissues. As shown in Figures 3A, B, PTP4A3 expression is obviously higher in the kidney tumor tissues (n=49) compare with the normal tissues (n=6) (P=0.028). The representative high expression of PTP4A3 in KIRC, KIRP and KICH, kidney squamous cancer and kidney normal tissues (Figures 3Aa–e). And there was no significantly difference in the various histological subtype, such as KIRC, KIRP and other types. (P=0.538, Table 1). We also calculated the association of PTP4A3 in general clinicopathological features, there was no significant difference found in gender, age, Fuhrman grade, TNM stage and lymph node metastasis (Table 1). Notably, PTP4A3 expression was slightly higher in the Fuhrman grade 3 compare with the expression in Grade 1 and 2(77.8% VS 40%, P=0.139). Although there was not rigorous statistic significant, PTP4A3 expression probably indicated the high grade, high recurrence and poor survival.




Figure 3 | Immunohistochemical staining of PTP4A3 in kidney cancer tissues than the normal tissues. (A) Representative IHC stain in kidney tumor tissue array. PTP4A3 expression in KIRC (a), KIRP (b), KICH (c), kidney squamous cancer (d) and kidney normal tissues (e). The Scale bar is 50μM. (B) Differential expression of PTP4A3 in kidney cancer and normal tissues. P=0.028. (C) Ectopic expression of myc-PTP4A3 in 786-O and Caki-2 cell line. GAPDH served as loading control. (D) Cell proliferation in 786-O and Caki-2 cells with myc-PTP4A3 and vector expression. All data are mean ± SE of three independent experiments. *P < 0.05, ***P < 0.001. (E, F) Representative cell migration and invasion in 786-O and Caki-2 with myc-PTP4A3 and control. All data are mean ± SE of three independent experiments. *P < 0.05, ***P < 0.001. (G) The mRNA level of cytokines, CD115, CCR8, IL1 alpha, MMP-11 and TGFB1 in PTP4A3 expressing 786-O and Caki-2 cells. The values are the mean and standard deviation. *P < 0.05, n=3.




Table 1 | PTP4A3 expression and clinical clinicopathological features in the renal cell carcinoma.



Results from the GEPIA and Prognoscan database also shown that PTP4A3 may play as an oncogene in the RCC. We utilized the lentivirus infection to ectopic expression of PTP4A3 in 786-O and Caki-2 cell lines. Ectopic expression of myc-PTP4A3 in 786-O and Caki-2 were detected by Myc-tagged antibody (Figure 3E). Overexpression of myc-PTP4A3 promoted proliferation of the 786-O and Caki-2 cell lines at 72, 96 hours in CCK-8 experiments (Figure 3D). Overexpression of PTP4A3 also triggered the metastasis phenotype of 786-O or Caki-2 cell lines (Figures 3E, F). Stable expression of PTP4A3 elevated the secretion level and mRNA level of IL-1alpha in colon cancer cell lines. And IL-1RN (IL-1 alpha inhibitor) decreased the migration and invasion of PTP4A3-stable expression cells (22). Therefore, we detected the cytokines (CD115, CCR8, IL-1 alpha, MMP-11 and TGFB1) in 786-O and Caki-2 cell lines with PTP4A3 stable expression. As shown in Figure 3G, ectopic expression of PTP4A3 increase the mRNA level of TGFB1 and CCR8 in 786-O and Caki-2 cells (p<0.05). But ectopic expression of PTP4A3 only elevated the CD115 (P=0.023) and IL-1 alpha (P=0.058) in 786-O cells, and slightly downregulated the CD115 (P=0.178) and IL-1 alpha (P=0.107) of Caki-2 cells. Expression of PTP4A3 downregulated the mRNA of MMP-11 in 786-O cells (P=0.006), and upregulated MMP-11 in Caki-2 cells (P=0.010). In conclusion, high expression of PTP4A3 not only promotes the cell proliferation, migration and invasion, but also increases the mRNA of cytokines TGFB1 ;and CCR8 in RCC cell lines. These results indicated the multiple roles of PTP4A3 in renal cancers, it extended the oncogene role of PTP4A3 to the regulation of cytokines and immune microenvironments.



PTP4A3 Expression Is Associated With CD3+ and CD8+ Intratumor T Cells in Renal Cancer

TGFB1 expressing and FOXP3 expressing on Treg cell is important in the maintenance of immune homeostasis. Antitumor effect of PTP4A3-target monoclonal antibody was described in gastric cancer (27). Immunotherapy combined with target therapy began the new era of malignant tumor such as lung cancer, gastric cancer (41–43). Considering tissue array is not suitable for the research of immune cell infiltration, we stained the CD3 (general T cell markers) and CD8+ T cells in KIRC surgery sections (n=10) to further explore the role of PTP4A3 in immnuo-target combined therapy. The representative IHC stains were shown in Figure 4A. Each count of CD3+/CD8+ intratumor and CD3/CD8+ invasive margins were shown in Figure 4B, divided by the PTP4A3 expression in the individual section. Compared with 8 negative PTP4A3 expression cases, the 2 positive PTP4A3 expression cases had lower CD3+ TILs intratumor counts (75.2(57.0,182)/4 HPF VS 47.2(46.3,48.0)/4 HPF, P=0.037) and CD8+ TILs intratumor counts (64.2(48.0,177.3)/4 HPF VS 38.9(34.7,43.0)/4 HPF, P=0.037). There were not significant differences in the counts of CD3+ (327.5(0,522.0)/4 HPF VS 157.0(0,314.0)/4 HPF, P=0.501) and CD8+ (153.0(0,365.0)/4 HPF VS 0(0, 0)/4 HPF, P=0.164) of invasion margins in the PTP4A3 negative and positive groups (Figure 4C and Table 2). Therefore, PTP4A3 associated with low CD3+/CD8+TILs and indicated poor prognosis in in renal cancers.




Figure 4 | PTP4A3 expression associates with low CD3+/CD8+ infiltration in renal cancers. (A) Representative IHC stain in 10 renal tumor tissues. PTP4A3 negative stains (upper panel) and positive stains (lower panel) with CD3+ intratumor stains, CD3+ invasion margins stains, CD8+ intratumor stains, CD8+ invasion margins stains, 20× magnification, scale bar, 50μM. (B) CD3+/CD8+ infiltration in tumor center (intratumor) and invasion margins in the PTP4A3 negative and positive tissues. All data were manually counted of positive cells in 4 HPF in each tumor field. (C) Histogram of the CD3+ and CD8+ intratumor and invasion margins infiltrations in renal cancers. All data are mean ± SE.




Table 2 | Descriptive statistics for numbers of CD3+ TILs and CD8+ TILs in patients with KIRC.





PTP4A3 Expression Is Associated With Immune Infiltration in Renal Cancer

Preliminary experiments in Figure 4 showed PTP4A3 may associate with T cell infiltration in renal cancer. Renal cancer samples were not easy to collect, especially the relative low incidence subtype. Therefore, we utilized the TIMER database to comprehensive explore the relation of PTP4A3 and immune infiltration. Previous research has revealed that tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes could serve as an independent prognostic predictor in various cancers (44, 45). Using the databases (PrognoScan and GEPIA) and cell model, oncogene PTP4A3 expression was found to be correlated with decreased survival in KIRC and KIRP and promoted cell proliferation, migration and invasion (Figures 2 and 3).

Consistent with the unique immune gene profiles of renal cancer subtypes, the correlation of PTP4A3 expression with immune cell infiltration was distinct in KIRP and KIRC. In KIRC, significant correlations were observed between PTP4A3 expression and tumor purity (R=-0.231, P=5.2E-07), B cells (R=-0.094, P=4.41E-02), CD8+ T cells (R=0.116, P=1.53E-02), CD4+ T cells (R=0.351, P=9.27E-15) and neutrophils (R=0.145, P=1.92E-03), but not with macrophages (R=0.007, P=1.39E-01) or dendritic cells (R=0.072, P=1.26E-01). Similarly, in KIRP, PTP4A3 expression was correlated with B cells (R=0.222, P=3.39E-04), CD8+ T cells (R=0.148, P=1.78E-02), CD4+ T cells (R=0.16, P=1.02E-02), neutrophils (R=0.200, P=1.22E-03) and dendritic cells (R=0.247, P=6.63E-05), but not with tumor purity (R=0.015, P=8.06E-01) or macrophages (R=-0.009, P=8.83E-01) (Figure 5A). These results were partially accord with the CD3/CD8 staining results in real world.




Figure 5 | PTP4A3 expression level is correlated with immune cell infiltration in KIRC and KIRP. (A) PTP4A3 expression is correlated with immune cell infiltration in KIRC and KIRP. (B) Kaplan-Meier plots of immune cell infiltration and PTP4A3 expression levels in KIRC and KIRP.



Kaplan-Meier curves showing immune cell infiltration and PTP4A3 expression in KIRC and KIRP were generated using the TIMER database. B cell infiltration (P=0.035), CD8+T cell infiltration (P=0.024), and PTP4A3 expression (P=0.017) were significantly associated with survival in KIRP (Figure 5B). However, there was no significant relationship between immune cell infiltration (including B cells, CD8+T cells, CD4+ T cells, neutrophils, macrophages, and dendritic cells) and survival in KIRC. Taken together, these results suggest that PTP4A3 is involved with regulating immune cell infiltration in KIRP and KIRC and, along with B cell infiltration and CD8+ T cell infiltration, influences clinical outcomes in KIRP.



Correlation Between PTP4A3 Expression and Immune Marker Sets

To further evaluate the association between PTP4A3 expression and immune cell infiltration, the TIMER and GEPIA databases were utilized to investigate the relationship between PTP4A3 and immune marker sets in KIRP and KIRC.

The association between PTP4A3 expression and immune marker sets of B cells, monocytes, TAMs, M1 macrophages, M2 macrophages, neutrophils, NK cells, dendritic cells, general T cells and CD8+ T cells were examined, both in KIRP and KIRC. Various T cells, including Th1 cells, Th2 cells, Tfh cells, Th17 cells, Tregs and exhausted T cells were also examined (Supplementary Table 3). The screen standard was defined as Cor>0.2, P<0.05 to identify PTP4A3-associated immune cell markers with or without tumor purity adjustment in KIRP and KIRC. Without tumor purity adjustment, PTP4A3 expression was correlated with CD115 in monocyte markers (Cor=0.215, P=2.38E-04), inducible nitric oxide synthase (INOS) in M1 macrophage markers (Cor=0.265, P=4.90E-06), STAT5A (Cor=0.231, P=7.26E-05) in Th2 markers and TGFB1 (Cor=0.421, P=1.72E-12) in Treg markers in KIRP (Supplementary Table 3). Distinct from what was observed in KIRP, PTP4A3 was associated with many immune gene markers in KIRC, including Cox2 in M1 macrophage markers (Cor=0.242, P=1.56E-08), CCR7 in neutrophil markers (Cor=0.271, P=2.10E-10), BDCA-1 (Cor=0.208, P=1.20E-06) and BDCA-4 (Cor=0.384, P=3.42E-20) in dendritic cell markers, T-bet (Cor=0.279, P=5.60E-11) and STAT4 (Cor=0.229, P=9.00E-08) in Th1 markers, BCL6 (Cor=0.249, P=5.55E-09) in Tfh markers, STAT3 (Cor=0.249, P=5.84E-09) in Th17 markers, TGFB1 (Cor=0.510, P=1.37E-36) in Treg markers and GZMB (Cor=0.215, P=5.46E-07) in T cell exhaustion markers (Supplementary Table 3). After adjusting for tumor purity, in both KIRP and KIRC, PTP4A3 expression was associated with M1 macrophage markers (INOS, Cor=0.297, P=1.14E-06, Cor=0.300, P=4.83E-11; COX2, Cor=0.225, P=2.63E-04, Cor=0.233, P=4.03E-07), Th17 markers (STAT3 Cor=0.225, P=2.74E-04, Cor=0.221, P=1.62E-06) and Treg markers (TGFβ Cor=0.378, P=3.75E-11, Cor=0.502, P=8.27E-31). CD79A in B cell markers (Cor=0.209, P=7.26E-04), CSF1R in monocyte markers (Cor=0.272, P=9.17E-06), VSIG4 in M2 macrophage markers (Cor=0.201, P=1.17E-03), CD11b in neutrophil markers(Cor=0.203, P=1.03E-03), HLA-DPA1 (Cor=0.210, P=6.99E-04) and BDCA-1 (Cor=0.225, P=2.65E-04)in dendritic cell markers, GATA3 (Cor=0.233, P=1.57E-04) and STAT5A (Cor=0.239, P=1.04E-04) in Th2 markersand LAG3 (Cor=0.216, P=4.85E-04) and GZMB (Cor=0.221, P=3.58E-04) in T cell exhaustion markers were correlated with PTP4A3 expression in KIRP (Supplementary Table 3 and Figure 6). Weak correlations were observed between PTP4A3 expression and B cell markers (CD19), monocyte markers (CD68), NK cell markers (KIR2DL4, KIR3DL1, KIR3DL2 and KIR2DS4), dendritic cell markers (HLA-DPB1 and HLA-DRA), Th1 markers (TNF), Th2 markers (GATA3, STAT5A), Treg markers (CCR8), and exhausted T cell markers (PD1) in KIRP (P<0.01; Supplementary Table 3). TBX21 in Th1 markers was strongly correlated with PTP4A3 expression in KIRC (Cor=0.234, P=3.75E-07). PTP4A3 was weakly correlated with neutrophils (CCR7), NK cell markers (KIR2DL1, KIR3DL1, KIR3DL2 and KIR2DS4), dendritic cell markers (HLA-DRA and BDCA-1), Th1 (STAT4 and IFN-γ), Th2 (STAT6 and IL13), Treg (STAT5B) and T cell exhaustion (TIM-3 and GZMB) in KIRC. The correlation of PTP4A3 expression and B cell, monocyte, M1 macrophage, Th2 and Treg markers were confirmed using the GEPIA database, which compiled data from KIRP tumors and normal tissues (Table 3). No correlations were observed between PTP4A3 expression and M2 macrophage, neutrophil, or T cell exhaustion markers in the GEPIA database, but B cells, monocytes and Th2 markers were correlated with PTP4A3 expression in KIRP. Together, these findings confirmed the relationship of PTP4A3 to immune cell infiltration and CD79A, CSF1R, INOS, COX2, STAT5A, FOXP3 and CCR8 in KIRP, suggesting an important immune regulation role of PTP4A3 in the renal cancer microenvironment.




Figure 6 | Correlation of PTP4A3 expression levels with gene markers of immune cells in KIRP from the TIMER database. Scatterplots of relationships between PTP4A3 expression levels and gene markers of B, monocytes, M1, Th2 and Treg cells in KIRP.




Table 3 | Correlations between PTP4A3 expression and related gene markers in the GEPIA database.






Discussion

PTP4A3 is a 22kD tyrosine phosphatase and is highly homologous with PTP4A1 and PTP4A2. While PTP4A1 is expressed ubiquitously, PTP4A2 and PTP4A3 are specifically expressed in heart and skeletal muscles. PTP4A3 is a dual phosphatase and is known to act on ezrin, cytokeratin and integrin β1 (46–48). PTP4A3 is involved in the regulation of cell proliferation, migration and invasion through the PI3K-AKT-ERK pathway and destabilizes telomeres through the NFкB-RAP1-TRF2 axis (18, 23, 24, 49). Moreover, PTP4A3 contributes to the secretion of inflammatory factors, which recruit more immune cells to the tumor microenvironment. Activation of PTP4A3 expression increases IL-1 alpha secretion through the NF-κB and JAK2-STAT pathway (22). On the other hand, IL-6/8 secreted by TAMs facilitated the metastasis of colon cancer in a PTP4A3-KCNN4 dependent manner (30). Research with target monoclonal antibodies and DNA vaccines has indicated that PTP4A3 may collaborate with CTL and Th1 cells in the tumor microenvironment. PTP4A3-zumab recruited B cells, NK cells and macrophages to the PTP4A3+ tumor cells in an FcR-dependent manner (27, 50). Therefore, PTP4A3 could be a potential target for cancer immunotherapy. Clinical trials have shown that immunotherapy in renal cell carcinoma is superior to tyrosine kinase inhibitors, heralding a new era of renal cancer treatment.

As there is no study showing PTP4A3 expression and its potential roles in renal cancer, further experiments were conducted to evaluate whether PTP4A3 play as an oncogene in RCC. In our validation cohort, PTP4A3 expression is significantly elevated in the tumor tissues by the immunohistochemical staining of PTP4A3 in 49 kidney cancers and 6 normal tissues. As for the functional study, ectopic expression of PTP4A3 promotes proliferation, migration and invasion in RCC cell lines. Taken collectively, the above findings firstly suggested that PTP4A3 serve as an oncogene in renal cancer. The metastasis phenotype could be partially inhibited by IL-1alpha inhibitors, and MMP11 and FOXN3 were elevated in the PTP4A3 overexpressing colon cells (22). These immune related cytokines may connect the oncogene PTP4A3 with the immune infiltration. We also tried to verify the correlation of PTP4A3 and IL-1 alpha in RCC cells, but the mRNA level of IL-1 alpha showed different changes in 786-O and Caki-2 cell. Considering the possible inconsistent of mRNA level and secretion level in supernatant, the cytokines in supernatant should be detected by the ELISA to further confirm the correlations. Luckily, we found that PTP4A3 upregulated the mRNA of TGFB1 in both 786-O and Caki-2 cells. TGFB1 expressed on the Treg cell surface and maintain the immune hemostasis. The correlation of PTP4A3 and TGFB1 were also been confirmed in Table 3 by the TIMER database (R=0.370, p<0.001). Therefore, it indicated that PTP4A3 may also regulate the immune microenvironment through cytokines TGFB1 in RCC.

In this study, we focused on the association between PTP4A3 and cytotoxic T cells, which have not been jointly reported. CD3+, CD8+ T cells represent T cells, cytotoxic T cells. Our explorations examined the immune infiltrates’ density and the location of immune cell populations in intratumor and invasion margins. In KIRC, we observed negative association between PTP4A3 expression and the density of CD3+ TILs intratumor and CD8+ TILs intratumor in the tumor microenvironment. There was no significant relationship between PTP4A3 expression and the number of CD3+ TILs invasion margins and CD8+ TILs invasion margins. However, we did not assess whether the combination of PTP4A3 and CD3+ and CD8+ T cells have independent prognostic significance in renal cancer. Previous studies reported that high density of CD3+, CD8+ T cells correlated with favorable prognosis in various cancers (51, 52). These findings suggested that immune infiltrates of T cells play a protective role. The role of CD8+ T cells in renal cancer is controversial, maybe attribute to technical factors such as antibodies used to examine CD8+ T cells and different tumor location detected (intratumor vs invasion margins TILs) (52, 53).

In general, the tumor-infiltrating T cells play vital roles in renal cancer, including cytotoxic T cells, memory T cells, regulatory T cells, and so on (54, 55). In the future work, the relationship between PTP4A3 expression and B cells and other T cells including CD4+ T cells, CD45RO+ memory T cells, regulatory T cell need to be explored in renal cancer.

In this study, the role of PTP4A3 in renal cell carcinoma immune microenvironments was explored using online databases, including the Oncomine, TCGA, GEPIA, TIMER and Progscan databases. Consistent with previous findings, PTP4A3 expression was elevated in many tumor types compared with normal tissues, including renal cancer. Kaplan-Meier survival analysis suggested that PTP4A3 expression was correlated with poor DFS but not with OS in KIRC and KIRP. This may be related to the cutoff percentage setting (50% cut-off) and case numbers in the GEPIA database. PTP4A3 expression is higher in gastric cancer than in colon cancer, and the cutoff settings in various cancer types should be adjusted base on the immunohistochemistry of each cancer type. The association of PTP4A3 expression with B cells, CD8+ T cells, CD4+T cells and neutrophil infiltration was confirmed in renal cancer (Figure 5 and Supplementary Table 3) using the GEPIA and TIMER databases. These results were consistent with PRL-3-zumab work from Zeng et al. (50). PTP4A3 is an oncogene related to immune cell infiltration in KIRC and KIRP.

Tumorigenesis and tumor development are complicated processes involving thousands of genes and pathways. Because of this, signal gene signatures are rarely used to predict tumor prognosis. Due to the association of PTP4A3 expression with immune cell infiltration, the relationship of immune markers and PTP4A3 expression was analyzed using the TIMER database to identify gene profile signatures that may be able to predict prognosis and immunotherapy response in KIRP. Correlations were observed between PTP4A3 expression and M1 macrophage immune markers such as INOS and COX2 in both KIRP and KIRC (Supplementary Table 3 and Table 3), suggesting that PTP4A3 may regulate the polarization of M1 macrophages in renal cancer. A positive correlation was observed between PTP4A3 expression and B cell immune marker (CD79A) in KIRP only (Supplementary Table 3 and Table 3), and this result was confirmed with the TIMER database. Dendritic cells can play a vital role in tumor growth and metastasis by inhibiting CD8+ T cell cytotoxicity and promoting Treg cells (56). PTP4A3 expression was correlated with HLA-DRA, BDCA-1, and BDCA-4 in dendritic cells, and with CCR8 and TGFB1 in Treg cells, indicating that PTP4A3 promoted tumor growth and metastasis through the classical PI3K-AKT-PTEN signal pathway and also by regulating the tumor immune microenvironment (18–20). Interestingly, exhausted T cell markers such as PD1, LAG3 and GZMB were also significantly correlated with PTP4A3 expression in KIRP (Supplementary Table 3). PD1 is the immune checkpoint receptor expressed on the activated T cells; blocking the PD1/PD-L1 interaction would release immune suppression and trigger immune clearance in tumors. This study is the first reported association of PTP4A3 and PD1 in renal cancer. The combination of PTP4A3 with immune cells is proposed as a predictor for immunotherapy response and prognosis in renal cancers, with potential applications in other cancer types such as NSCLC or gastric cancer as well (57, 58). These findings further confirm the relationship of PTP4A3 expression to immune infiltration in KIRP, suggesting that PTP4A3 influences immune escape in the renal cancer microenvironment. We are confidence in our results base on the various online datasets, therefore we are working on the collection of renal cancer samples and focusing on the immune-related role of PTP4A3 in renal cancer.

In conclusion, PTP4A3 may be a regulator in the tumor immune microenvironment and a useful biomarker for predicting prognosis and immunotherapy response in renal cancer. These results will be verified in our further workings.
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Background

Cancer heterogeneity is a major challenge in clinical practice, and to some extent, the varying combinations of different cell types and their cross-talk with tumor cells that modulate the tumor microenvironment (TME) are thought to be responsible. Despite recent methodological advances in cancer, a reliable and robust model that could effectively investigate heterogeneity with direct prognostic/diagnostic clinical application remained elusive.



Results

To investigate cancer heterogeneity, we took advantage of single-cell transcriptome data and constructed the first indication- and cell type-specific reference gene expression profile (RGEP) for breast cancer (BC) that can accurately predict the cellular infiltration. By utilizing the BC-specific RGEP combined with a proven deconvolution model (LinDeconSeq), we were able to determine the intrinsic gene expression of 15 cell types in BC tissues. Besides identifying significant differences in cellular proportions between molecular subtypes, we also evaluated the varying degree of immune cell infiltration (basal-like subtype: highest; Her2 subtype: lowest) across all available TCGA-BRCA cohorts. By converting the cellular proportions into functional gene sets, we further developed a 24 functional gene set-based prognostic model that can effectively discriminate the overall survival (P = 5.9 × 10−33, n = 1091, TCGA-BRCA cohort) and therapeutic response (chemotherapy and immunotherapy) (P = 6.5 × 10−3, n = 348, IMvigor210 cohort) in the tumor patients.



Conclusions

Herein, we have developed a highly reliable BC-RGEP that adequately annotates different cell types and estimates the cellular infiltration. Of importance, the functional gene set-based prognostic model that we have introduced here showed a great ability to screen patients based on their therapeutic response. On a broader perspective, we provide a perspective to generate similar models in other cancer types to identify shared factors that drives cancer heterogeneity.
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1 Introduction

Cancer biology has now reached a point where it is well understood that cancer cells interact with their microenvironment, which ultimately determines whether it will respond to treatment, develop resistance, recur or metastasize. Therefore, it is a must to recapitulate the prevailing information on various cancer models to draw some stringent conclusions connecting the common/shared factors involved in the tumor microenvironment (TME). Considering this, herein, we focused on breast cancer (BC), which is the most common invasive disease and the leading cause of cancer death in women worldwide (1). Despite the partial success of conventional therapies (surgery, chemotherapy, radiotherapy, and targeted therapy) and other ongoing therapeutic advances (immunotherapy), it remains a concern why some patients eventually develop metastases and others respond poorly to treatment. Currently, the assessment of the prognostic and predictive significance of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) in BC is gaining quite a momentum (2, 3). Since TILs comprise a heterogeneous population of cells with different physiological/pathological effects in the tumor microenvironment (TME), therefore, new emerging technologies (e.g., single-cell RNA sequencing: scRNA-seq) have gained an advantage in resolving their functional interpretation in BC (4).

While the accuracy of predicting the cellular composition is an imperative factor to understand the heterogeneity associated with TME (5–7), the defined analysis of bulk datasets using a robust deconvolution strategy is also an considerably important parameter (5, 6, 8–11). To some extent, reference gene expression profiling (RGEP) has proven to be successful in this context, as evident from studies using RGEP either by, 1) directly using scRNA-seq data, such as the head and neck squamous cell carcinoma RGEP (called HNSCC-RGEP hereafter), or 2) using sorted bulk gene expression datasets, such as LM22 (9), ImmunoStates (12) and ABIS (13). Given that the reliability of RGEPs depends on disease-specific gene expression patterns, disease status/stage, and diversity within the tissue cell population, it is necessary to consider multiple parameters ranging from direct health/disease status to complex indicators (tissue- and disease-specific) (12, 14, 15). Interestingly in BC, a few studies have provided prognostic models based primarily on the cellular proportions (16, 17). However, when applying non-specific RGEPs to predict the cellular compositions of patients, the technical bias can be expected, therefore, the reliability of the prognostic models will come under concern. Of interest, one study suggested that the pathway-based prognostic models performed systematically better than gene-based models and proposed that by including the clinical information, the prognostic prediction of such models can be further enhanced (18).

Considering all these facts, herein, we aimed to establish BC-specific RGEP by using scRNA-seq datasets, as an initial perspective that can be used in the future to generate similar models in other cancer types to identify common factors driving cancer heterogeneity. Our work primarily focused on previously reported 15 cell types (including fibroblasts, malignant cells, and 13 immune cell types) of BC patients (19), combined with our recently published deconvolution method (LinDeconSeq) (8) and comprehensive comparisons with the preexisting RGEPs. As an extended application, we also developed 24 functional gene sets (biological processes and signaling pathways) to correlate infiltration of prognosis-related cell types, in order to obtain a robust prognostic value (risk groups, therapeutic regimens) from BC cohorts.



2 Materials And Methods


2.1 Datasets

The BC-related datasets used in this study were retrieved from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) (accession numbers: GSE114725, GSE75688, GSE5462, GSE18728, GSE41998, GSE37946, GSE25066). Similarly, the gene expression and phenotype data (an open access level 3 gene expression matrix data) of TCGA-BRCA and other 32 cancer types were obtained from The Cancer Genome Atlas Project (TCGA). Additionally, three BC datasets (Caldas, Chin, and Yao), along with their phenotype details were retrieved from the GDC Xena Hub (https://xenabrowser.net/datapages/). The Molecular Taxonomy of Breast Cancer International Consortium (METABRIC) datasets were accessed from the European Genome-Phenome Archive (EGA) using accession number EGAS00000000083. Other gene expression datasets such as NKI, Mainz, Transbig, UNT, and UPP were obtained from the R Bioconductor packages, breastCancerNKI, breastCancerMAINZ, breastCancerTRANSBIG, breastCancerUNT and breastCancerUPP, respectively. The scRNA-seq datasets of BC (Bassez et al.) that received anti-PD-1 were retrieved upon request from the website https://lambrechtslab.sites.vib.be/en/single-cell (20). In the absence of any published datasets of BC patients receiving immunotherapy, we utilized a urothelial cancer dataset that received anti-PD-L1 therapy (IMvigor210), and was downloaded from the R package IMvigor210CoreBiologies (version 1.0.0) (21). The details about all these datasets were given in Supplementary Table S1. To mention, all these samples were not pre-screened, but only tumor (normal samples were excluded) samples were included in the prognostic analysis. In addition, our newly establish BC-specific RGEP was compared with the external RGEPs including LM22 (9), Yu et al.’s (HNSCC-RGEP) (14), ABIS (13), immunoStates (12), which were obtained from the attachments or links given in these articles.



2.2 Methods


2.2.1 Normalization of Bulk Gene Expression Data for BC Cohorts

Particularly for microarray datasets (from NCBI-GEO), both background correction and quantile normalization were performed using the Robust Multiarray Averaging (RMA) method (22). In case of bulk RNA-Seq and scRNA-Seq datasets, the gene expression profiles were normalized as counts per million (CPM) quantifications and were then subjected to natural-log transformation.



2.2.2 Construction of BC-Specific RGEP

BC-specific RGEP is tissue and disease-specific reference matrix derived from breast tumor scRNA-seq data, where the rows represent genes and columns are cell types. It should be mentioned that each entry represents the average expression of the gene within that cell type. The details on the construction of the BC-specific RGEP have been provided below.


2.2.2.1 Pre-Processing and Clustering of BC scRNA-Seq Data

Raw UMI count matrix data of scRNA-seq obtained from eight BC patients (GEO ID, GSE114725) (19) and was analyzed using Seurat (version 4.0.1) (23). The cells with <200 or >3,000 expressed genes and those with <500 or >10,000 UMIs were discarded (Supplementary Figure 1A, 22,970 cells were retained). The raw UMI counts were then log-normalized with a scale of 10,000, and highly variable genes were identified using the vst method. In order to eliminate batch effects across samples and biological effects among normal and tumor states, the first 30 principal components tool was extracted using the integration tool Harmony (24). Cells were then clustered using the FindCluster function and resolution = 0.5. We found that both clusters 11 and 17 had highly outlier distributions of expressed genes and UMI counts and filtered out (Supplementary Figure 2B). Following these processing steps, there remained 12,132 cells clustered into 17 groups for the cell type annotations. We manually annotated the cell types by comparing the canonical markers with the differential expression genes identified by the FindAllMarkers method with logfc.threshold = 0.5 and min.pct = 0.1 (Figure 1B and Supplementary Table S2).




Figure 1 | Construction of BC-specific RGEP for cell type deconvolution using scRNA-seq data. (A) Two-dimensional UMAP plot of 12132 single cells from 8 breast cancer patients. Each point represents one single cell, colored according to cell cluster. (B) Dot-plot showed the expression of the selected DEGs in each cell cluster. (C) Tumor score was inferred from the stromal and immune signature using ESTIMATE algorithm (25). Each box shows the median and interquartile range (IQR 25th–75th percentiles), whiskers indicate the highest and lowest value within 1.5 times the IQR and outliers are marked as dots. P-value, Student’s t-test (***p < 0.001). (D) The expression of the signature matrix of breast tissue, the expression was row-normalized (normalize each expression value by the sum over the row) across cell types. The upper bound of the color bar is 1.





2.2.2.2 Selection of Cell Type-Specific Genes (Also Called Signature Genes)

An accurate deconvolution requires the selection of cell type-specific genes (i.e. the signature genes) whose expression levels must be informative enough to distinguish the cell types throughout the sample (12, 15). Hence, we combined four gene sets [750 DEGs identified by the FindAllMarkers (Seurat, version 4.0. 1) method at logfc. threshold = 0.5 and min.pct = 0.1 (23), 547 genes identified from LM22 (9), 317 genes from immunoStates (12), 635 genes from the Tirosh I et al. study (26)] to construct a reliable BC-specific RGEP. Following removal of duplicates, 1506 unique genes were used as signature genes for the BC-specific RGEP.




2.2.3 Construction of Simulated and Realistic “Bulk” Gene Expression Data

The simulated bulk gene expression samples were generated from a random proportion of 15 cell types (provided in BC-specific RGEP) using the Dirichlet distribution, followed by replaced sampling from the GSE114725 (19) scRNA-seq dataset based on the random proportions. This resulted in a total of 100 samples, with each sample containing 10,000 cells. To validate the BC-specific RGEP, two scRNA-seq datasets (Bassez et al., and GSE75688) (20, 27), where the cellular proportions for each patient sample were known in advance, were used as realistic bulk gene expression data (by aggregating reads from all cell barcodes for each patient sample).



2.2.4 Deconvolution and Estimation Quality Assessment

To evaluate the performance of BC-specific RGEP, we used LinDeconSeq, a deconvolution toolkit that we recently developed using weighted robust linear regression (8). The accuracy of deconvolution was assessed by the Pearson correlation coefficient r and the root-mean-square error (RMSE), mainly calculated from the true and estimated cellular proportions across all the patients.



2.2.5 Functional Gene Set-Based Prognostic Model

To accurately predict the prognosis and therapeutic benefits of BC patients, we proposed a functional gene set-based prognostic model, the construction of which consisted of three main steps: converting gene expression into activation scores of functional gene sets, identifying functional gene sets significantly associated with cellular proportions, and establishing the prognostic model based on the identified functional gene sets in the previous step. The details of each step were as follows.


2.2.5.1 Calculation of Activation Score Using Gene Set Variation Analysis (GSVA) Tool

To assess the activation of 9,321 functional gene sets [the union of H (hallmark gene sets), C2 (curated gene sets) and C5 (ontology gene sets) from MSigDB (28)] for each patient in BC cohort, we exclusively used a nonparametric and unsupervised software algorithm called GSVA (29) in the R package with the microarray mode.



2.2.5.2 Identification of Functional Gene Sets Significantly Associated With Cellular Proportions

After estimating the activation scores (called “GSVA score” hereafter) of functional gene sets for each BC patient, we further calculated the correlations between the proportions of 11 cell types estimated from the TCGA-BRCA cohort and the GSVA scores, and subsequently performed Fisher Z-transformations by equation 1.



Where rgC is the Pearson’s correlation of gene set g with cell type C. Then standardize the Fisher-transformed correlations by their median and median absolute deviation (MAD):



P-values were then calculated for Sg using the standard normal distribution, and functions with P-values less than 0.01 were considered significantly associated with cellular proportions.



2.2.5.3 Establishing the Prognostic Model (Proportion-Based Model Also Apply)

Based on the identified functional gene sets mentioned above, LASSO-Cox and multivariate Cox regression methods were applied to identify the most effective functional gene sets (or cell types for the proportion-based prognostic model) to build a prognostic model. LASSO-penalized Cox regression was used to filter out less relevant factors. Multivariate Cox regression analysis was applied to optimize the model. An optimal risk assessment model was constructed utilizing the regression coefficients derived from Cox regression multivariate analysis by multiplying the GSVA score (or cellular proportion for the proportion-based prognostic model) of each function.




2.2.6 Kaplan-Meier Survival Curve

The prognostic model was designed to provide a risk score corresponding to each patient. Kaplan-Meier (KM) survival analysis was performed in combination log-rank test to determine whether the high- and low-risk groups identified by the surv_cutpoint function [implemented in the R package survminer (version 0.4.2)] exhibit significantly different survival patterns or not. In addition, the log-rank test determined whether the estimated survival curves were the same for each group, and in the case that the P-value is less than 0.05, the survival curves were statistically different.



2.2.7 Differentially Expressed Genes (DEGs) Associating With the Prognostic Risk Groups

To identify DEGs between high- and low-risk groups, we corrected for the batch effects between BC cohorts using Combat (30). These DEGs were then determined using the R package Limma (31), and were further defined at the threshold of |log2FC| > 0.1 and Benjamini-Hochberg adjusted P-value ≤ 0.01, primarily to calculate the statistically significant differences in gene expression.



2.2.8 Functional Enrichment Analysis

Gene annotation enrichment analysis for DEGs between high- and low-risk groups was performed using the R package clusterProfiler (32). Gene Ontology (GO) terms and KEGG pathways were considered statistically significant according to the Benjamini-Hochberg (33), adjusted P-value < 0.01.



2.2.9 Immunoreactivity Characterization

Immunophenoscore (IPS) uses a number of markers of immune response or immune toleration to quantify four different immune-phenotypes in a tumor sample, including antigen presentation, effector cells, suppressor cells, and checkpoint markers. A z-score summarizing these four categories is generated, with a higher z-score of IPS indicating a more immunogenic sample (34, 35). In addition, scores of exhaustion, cell cycle, and activation gene sets were calculated by GSVA toolkit (see Supplementary Table S5) (29).



2.2.10 Classification Analysis

To distinguish ER-positive/negative subtypes, a support vector machine (SVM) classifier was applied to 80% of the samples in the TCGA-BRCA cohort using parameters from five-fold cross-validation with standard parameters (using R package e1071). The remaining samples were used for classifier testing. A random forest model with ntree = 2000 (R package randomForest) was used to distinguish high- and low-risk BC patients. To mention, here the training set used 80% of the ten BC cohort samples, while the remaining 20% was used for testing (Supplementary Table S1). The receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve was used to assess the classification performance of the model, and the area under the curve (AUC) was calculated using the pROC package (36).



2.2.11 Code Availability

The custom codes are available from the corresponding authors upon request.





3 Result


3.1 Construction of the Reliable and Robust BC-Specific RGEP

As mentioned earlier, both indication-specific (tissue and disease type) and cell type-specific reference from scRNA-seq data is a key to deconvolute the cellular composition (15). We therefore initially obtained a total of 22,970 cells (after initial quality control) from the normal and cancerous tissues of eight BC patients (GEO accession number: GSE114725) (19) (Supplementary Figures 1A, B and Supplementary Table S1). As previously suggested (12), we applied the integration toolkit Harmony (24) to simultaneously eliminate technical bias caused by the batch effects and/or biological effects in the normal and tumor samples. As a result, 19 different cell clusters were identified, of which two (clusters 11 and 17) showed excessive outliers in the distribution of expressed genes and UMI counts (possibly enriched with the duplicate cells), hence, were excluded from the analysis (Supplementary Figures 1B, C). The integrated visualization revealed an extensive mixing of shared cell populations among patients and between the normal and tumor states, indicating that biases were significantly reduced (Supplementary Figure 1D).

On the basis of canonical cell markers, we identified 15 cell types for the clusters, including BC malignant cells (mainly characterized by the expression of KRT19, KRT18, CDH1, EPCAM), fibroblasts (COL1A1, COL1A2, DCN), proliferating T cells (STMN1, MKI67), cytotoxic T cells (FGFBP2, NKG7, PRF1), Transitional T (CD8A, CD8B, GZMK, CCL5), Treg (FOXP3, TNFRSF4), Naive-like T cells (IL7R, TCF7), NK cells (KLRD1, KLRC1), neutrophils (CSF3R, FCGR3B, G0S2), pDC (IL3RA, LILRA4), dendritic cells (HLA-DPB1, HLA-DPA1), macrophages (C1QA, C1QB, FN1), monocytes (LYZ, FCN1, VCAN), mast cells (TPSAB1, CPA3), and B cells (CD79A, MS4A1, CD79B) (Figures 1A, B and Table S2). The high correlations (r > 0.8) of the aggregated expression profiles between the immune cell types that we observed were consistent with one previous study (19), confirming the reliability of our annotated cell types. It should be mentioned that the study we used for comparison also included malignant cells and fibroblasts, so we applied ESTIMATE (25) to analyze the tumor purity scores and found that malignant cells had the highest tumor purity, followed by the fibroblasts, while immune cells had the lowest, which is consistent with the findings by Chung et al. (27) (Figure 1C). To this end, the results clearly support the reliability and adequacy of our annotated cell types for BC scRNA-Seq data.

After the cluster annotation and validation, approximately 12,132 high-quality cells were retained of which transitional T-cells were predominant while few other cell types (proliferating T cells, pDCs, and malignant cells) accounted for a very small proportion (Supplementary Figure 1F). In order to create a reliable and robust BC-specific RGEP for deconvolution, we averaged the gene expression within each cell type, and only the cell type-specific genes (signature genes) were retained. In the end, a specific RGEP with 1506 genes and 15 cell types was determined for the BC. The average expression levels of the signature genes were found to be specific for each cell type (Figure 1D and Supplementary Table S3). Notably, we also specified the expression of highly correlated genes (due to close cell lineages), primarily to optimize the covariance in the deconvolution model (Supplementary Figure 1G).



3.2 BC-Specific RGEP Outperformed Non-BC-Specific RGEPs in Capturing the Intrinsic Heterogeneity of BC Cohorts

To evaluate the prediction performance of BC-specific RGEP, we first deconvoluted the simulated BC bulk gene expression samples using LinDeconSeq (8), and observed very high consistency (r = 1, P-value < 1 × 10-30) (Figure 2A, see Materials and Methods). To obtain realistic datasets, we extracted BC scRNA-Seq data (40 BC patients, seven broad cell types, and their proportions/patient were known in advance) from a previously published study (20) (Bassez et al.’s data, see Supplementary Table S1). Here again, the deconvolution showed a significantly high correlation (r = 0.91, P-value < 2.1 × 10-19) between predicted and the true proportions (Figure 2B). As a proof of principle, we tested another RGEP (called “HNSCC-RGEP”) (14) generated from head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSCC) and found that our BC-specific RGEP made the predictions closer to the true proportions (i.e., higher correlation and lower RMSE) (Figure 2C). A similar trend was also observed in the GSE75688 scRNA-Seq dataset (27) (Supplementary Figures 2A, B and Supplementary Table S1). These results indicate that our BC-specific RGEP can accurately predict the cellular compositions in BC-TME, and with better predictive performance compared to other non-specific references (even generated from different tissues like HNSCC).




Figure 2 | Accuracy of cellular proportions estimated using BC-specific RGEP. (A) Scatter-plot of the estimated and true cellular proportions for the 100 simulated bulk breast tumor samples. Each dot represents one sample and r denotes the Pearson’s correlation coefficient. P-value, Student’s t-test. (B) Scatter-plot of the estimated and true cell proportions for the Bassez et al.’s scRNA-seq breast cancer data (20). Each dot represents one patient and r denotes the Pearson’s correlation coefficient. P value, Student’s t-test. The proportion of myeloid was the combined effect of monocyte, macrophage, and dendritic cell types, and T cell was the combined effect of Naïve-like, Treg, transitional, cytotoxic, and proliferating T cell types. (C) Side-by-side boxplot indicated the correlation (top) and RMSE (bottom) between the estimated and true cellular proportions, respectively, using BC-specific RGEP and HNSCC-RGEP (derived from HNSCC scRNA-seq data) (14) based on Bassez et al.’s dataset (20). P-value, Student’s t-test. (D) Using the tumor purity of TCGA-BRCA patients estimated by ESTIMATE as the gold standard, scatter-plot showed the degree of consistency of the malignant proportion estimated using BC-specific RGEP (Left) and HNSCC-RGEP (14). (Right) with the gold standard purity. Each dot represents one sample and r denotes Pearson’s correlation coefficient. P-value, Student’s t-test. (E) Box plots showed the proportional distribution of fibroblast, immune cells and malignant cells, where the proportion of immune cells was the combined effect of B, mast, monocyte, macrophage, dendritic, pDC, neutrophils, NK, naïve-like, Treg, transitional, cytotoxic and proliferating T cells. Each box shows the median and interquartile range (IQR 25th–75th percentiles), whiskers indicate the highest and lowest value within 1.5 times the IQR and outliers are marked as dots. (F) Comparison of the proportions of fibroblasts, immune and malignant cell types in different cancer subtypes. Each box shows the median and interquartile range (IQR 25th–75th percentiles), whiskers indicate the highest and lowest value within 1.5 times the IQR and outliers are marked as dots. Wilcoxon rank-sum test was used for statistical analysis (****p < 0.0001). (G) Comparison of the proportions of major immune cell types between primary tumor and solid tissue normal samples. Each box shows the median and interquartile range (IQR 25th–75th percentiles), whiskers indicate the highest and lowest value within 1.5 times the IQR and outliers are marked as dots. Wilcoxon rank-sum test was used for statistical analysis (ns, “no significance”, **p < 0.01, ****p < 0.0001). (H) ROC curve measuring the ability to distinguish ER+ and ER- of BRCA samples using cellular proportions estimated by BC-specific RGEP and non-BC-specific RGEPs in combination with the LinDeconSeq deconvolution method (8).



We next assess the performance of BC-specific RGEP on traditional bulk transcriptome sequencing data (i.e. bulk RNA-seq data) by determining the proportions of 15 reference cell types in each sample. Here again, we used ESTIMATE (25) to determine the tumor purity, and found that prediction based on BC-specific RGEP showed a higher correlation compared to the one based on HNSCC-RGEP (Figure 2D). We also collected the malignant purity of TCGA-BRCA samples predicted by other tools, including ABSOLUTE, LUMP, IHC and CPE algorithms from the literature of Dvir Aran et al. (37). When comparing all of them, our predictions also showed a good/favorable performance (Supplementary Figures 2C–G). We also aggregated the predicted proportions of 15 cell types in TCGA-BRCA samples as fibroblasts, immune cells, and malignant cells and observed that the proportion of malignant cells was the highest whereas fibroblasts appeared to be the lowest (Figure 2E). The proportions of immune, fibroblast and malignant cells showed significant differences in the PAM50 subtypes of BC, indicating different degrees of infiltration (Figure 2F). Moreover, the Normal-like samples showed the highest percentage of fibroblasts, and Luminal B had the lowest number of fibroblasts. Basal-like tumors displayed the highest degree of immune cell infiltration, followed by Her2 tumors, while Luminal A tumors showed the lowest. To avoid the effect of covariance on the deconvolution, we aggregated 13 immune cell types of BC-specific RGEP into seven major lineages (B cells, mast, myeloid, neutrophil, NK, pDC, and T cells) and found that the proportions of B cells, myeloid, NK, and T-cells differed significantly between BC primary tumor and the normal tissue. These observations were consistent with previous studies (Figures 2E–G) (19, 38, 39).

To more systematically assess the BC-specific RGEP, we collected three additional non-BC-specific RGEPs, namely LM22 (9), immunoStates (12), and ABIS (13), and used them with LindeconSeq to predict the cellular compositions of TCGA-cohort, respectively. To compare the accuracy and reliability of BC-specific RGEP with non-specific RGEPs for predicting cellular proportions, area under the curve (AUC) index was employed. Specifically, an SVM classifier was used to distinguish ER+ and ER- of BC patients based on the predicted cellular proportions by each RGEP, and then an AUC index was calculated (see Materials and Methods). Higher AUC indicates better classification ability, which suggests that this RGEP-predicted cellular composition is more capable of characterizing the intrinsic heterogeneity of BC patients with different subtypes. The result demonstrated that our BC-specific RGEP had the highest AUC (0.89) value (Figure 2H), suggesting that it is superior in characterizing the intrinsic heterogeneity of BC patients with different subtypes.



3.3 Construction of Functional Gene Set-Based Prognostic Model

After scaling the cellular proportions of TCGA-BRCA cohort, we focused on the TME cell network, mainly to determine the suitability of BC-specific RGEP to the tumor-immune cell interactions, cell lineages, and their effects on overall survival (OS) in BC patients (Figure 3A). The analysis showed significant differences (log-rank test, P-value < 0.05) in survival between the high and low proportion groups of these cells, with the exception of neutrophils (Figure 3A). Subsequently, 11 immune cell types were selected by the LASSO-Cox regression model (with minimized lambda) to build the proportion-based prediction model according to multiple Cox regression (Supplementary Figures 3A, B, concordance-index: 0.61). We found that the patients stratified into the high-risk score group had significantly worse overall survival compared to the low-risk score group in the TCGA-BC cohort (log-rank test, P-value = 7.45 × 10-7, see Materials and Methods) (Figure 3B). Notably, since the accuracy of deconvolution can be influenced by multiple factors (including data type, e.g., microarray/RNA-seq), the accurate identification of stable signatures holds a great value for predicting the prognosis. Therefore, we specifically used gene set variation analysis (GSVA), which provides an advantage over single samples in order to perform comprehensive pathway-centric analyses in an unsupervised manner. Moreover, this strategy also helps to explore the perturbation of key functional gene sets in different patients for the prognosis prediction.




Figure 3 | Construction and validation of the functional gene set-based prognostic model in the BRCA cohorts. (A) Cellular interaction of the TME cell types. The size and filled color of each circle represent the prognosis effect of each cell type and were scaled by P-value. The lines connecting TME cells represent cellular interactions, where the thickness of the line represents the strength of correlation estimated by Spearman’s correlation analysis. A positive correlation is indicated in red and negative correlation in blue. (B) Kaplan-Meier survival curves of overall survival (OS) from the TCGA-BRCA cohort using a prognostic model constructed from the proportion of 11 cell types (obtained by LASSO-COX selections) of BC patients. (C) Flow chart of constructing functional gene set-based prognostic mode consisted of three parts. First, correlation analysis was performed for the proportion of 11 cell types and the GSVA (29) score of 9,321 functional gene sets, respectively. Second, Fisher-Z-Transformation converted correlations into almost normally distributions, and significant functions with P-value < 0.01 could be retained. Third, LASSO-Cox functions selection was employed and then a functional gene set-based prognostic model was constructed. (D) Kaplan-Meier survival curves of OS from the TCGA-BRCA cohort using functional gene set-based prognostic model. (E) Multivariate analysis of the clinical characteristics, cellular proportion-based risk score and function-based risk score and functional gene set-based risk score with the OS. Log-rank test, **P < 0.01. (F) ROC curves of the functional gene set-based risk score at 1, 3, 5, 10 and 20 years after follow-up. (G) ROC curves of the clinical characteristics, cellular proportion-based risk score and functional gene set-based risk score at the year three after follow-up. (H) The patterns of the OS and survival status between the high- and low- groups for the TCGA-BRCA cohort. (I-K) Kaplan-Meier survival curves of OS, RFS and DMFS of patients in the low- and high-risk groups for the METABRIC (40) (I), NKI (41) (J) and Mainz (42) (K) datasets, respectively. Relapse-free survival: RFS; Distant recurrence-free survival: DMFS.



To investigate the association between these cell types and biological functions, we retrieved the H (Hallmark gene sets), C2 (curated gene sets), and C5 (ontology gene sets) collections from the MSigDB database (28), and estimated the GSVA (29) score for each sample. In this way, we retained the 964 functional gene sets with significant correlations (P-value < 0.01) and entered them into the LASSO-Cox regression model for features selection. In the end, we obtained 24 functional gene sets (/pathways) and used them (i.e. “GSVA score” of 24 functions) to construct a prognostic model similar to the proportion-based strategy (Figures 3C and Supplementary Figures 3C–F, concordance index: 0.782, Table S4, see Materials and Methods). The overall outcome was consistent in the proportion-based model, except that the differences between high- and low-risk groups (determined by the surv_cutpoint function) were more significant for the functional gene set-based prognostic model (Figure 3D, log-rank test, P-value = 5.9 × 10-33). Interestingly, the associations with proliferating T-cells and macrophages were observed predominantly among the 24 functional gene sets (Supplementary Figure 3D). In particular, the association of proliferating T-cells with nucleosome localization, spindle checkpoint suggests biological processes in cell proliferation, while the associations with macrophages with MHC protein complexes, negative regulation of T-cell receptor signaling pathways suggest involvement in anti-tumor immunity.

To mention, the multivariate Cox analysis revealed that 24 functions (HR: 5.0, 95CI: 3.36-7.5) and tumor stage IV (HR: 6.4, 95CI: 2.88-14.3) were independent prognostic factors for OS in BC patients and can characterize the prognostic risk better than the proportions of 11 cell types (Figure 3E). In addition, the area under the curve (AUC) predictive value for the functional gene set-based model showed the highest survival rate by 3 years (Figure 3F). As compared to the other clinical characteristics and proportions of 11 cell types, the functional gene set-based model revealed the favourable predictive power (Figure 3G). Also, we found that the high-risk group had shorter survival times and more deaths (Figure 3H). We additionally tested nine microarray expression datasets (see Supplementary Table S1) and observed the significant differences between high- and low-risk groups in these validation cohorts (Figures 3I–K and Supplementary Figures 4A–F, log-rank test, P-value < 0.05). Overall, the analysis in multiple test cohorts suggests that our functional gene set-based prognostic model can clearly define the intrinsic characteristics of BC patients’ prognosis.



3.4 Clinical and Biological Characteristics of High- and Low-Risk Groups Depicted by the Functional Gene Set-Based Prognostic Model

The relationship between prognostic risk score and clinical characteristics was further examined in the entire cohorts (10 BC cohorts, 4980 samples, Supplementary Table S1). It was found that the risk scores showed significant differences within the clinical characteristics, however, with the exception for age status (Figure 4A, Wilcoxon test, P-value <0.05). Of importance, each of the five molecular subtypes of PAM50 showed variations, e.g., Luminal A showed the best prognosis with the lowest risk score, whereas Her2 and Basal types were found to be more aggressive with the highest risk scores (Figures 4A, B). We also determined several independent factors and found that, a) histologic grading and pathologic staging of BC showed positive progression of stage and risk score, b) the patients with ER-positive showed a tendency to have a better prognosis (and lower risk) compared to ER-negative patients, c) those with or without radiotherapy showed a significant difference and had a higher risk score in the post-radiotherapy cohort. Since, the cohorts were not matched before and after the radiotherapy, thus the differences between them may vary relative to the treatment response. In addition, Pan-Gyn analysis confirmed that a positive trend increases the risk of C1 to C5 (Figure 4A). On the basis of deconvolution using LinDeconSeq (8) and BC-specific RGEP, TME cell infiltration of high- and low-risk groups revealed significant differences except for Naïve-like cells (Figure 4C). We also calculated the correlations of risk scores with genes from 24 functional sets based on the TCGA-BRCA cohort and extracted the top 10 genes each with the strongest positive and negative correlations, comparing the expression of these genes in the high- and low-risk groups showed significant differences (Supplementary Figure 5, P-value < 0.05). As shown in Supplementary Figure 5, genes with positive correlation have higher expression in high-risk group; conversely, genes with negative correlation have lower expression in high-risk group.




Figure 4 | Multi-perspective bioinformatics analysis of clinical and biological characteristics of high- and low-risk groups. (A) Stratified analysis of clinical characteristics for the risk score of the functional gene set-based prognostic model in ten BRCA cohorts. Each box shows the median and interquartile range (IQR 25th–75th percentiles), whiskers indicate the highest and lowest value within 1.5 times the IQR and outliers are marked as dots. The dots represent scaled risk score values. Wilcoxon rank-sum test was used for statistical analysis (ns, “no significance”, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, **** p < 0.0001). (B) The fraction of patients with PAM50 subtypes in the high- and low-risk groups. (C) The proportion of TME cells in high- and low-risk groups. Each box shows the median and interquartile range (IQR 25th–75th percentiles), whiskers indicate the highest and lowest value within 1.5 times the IQR and outliers are marked as dots. The dots represent the scaled fraction values of TME cells. Wilcoxon rank-sum test was used for statistical analysis (ns, “no significance”, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, **** p < 0.0001). (D) The relative distribution of immune signature gene scores was compared between high- and low-risk groups in ten BRCA cohorts. (Left-top) IPS score, (Left-bottom) Cell-cycle score, (Right-top) Exhaustion score and (Right-bottom) PI3K pathway score. (E) GO and KEGG analyses for differentially expressed genes in the high- and low-risk groups. Up-regulated genes in low-risk group (top) and in high-risk group (down) are shown. (F) Forest plot showing differentially mutated genes between the high- and low-risk groups. Only genes with more than 10 mutations in the samples in one group were included in the analysis. The statistical difference of the two groups was compared through the Fisher exact test. *P < 0.05; **P < 0.01; ***P < 0.001.



To further investigate the differences in the transcriptome between high- and low-risk groups, we additionally evaluated the number of parameters related to immune signature using the GSVA method. We observed significant differences between the high- and low-risk groups in the immunophenoscore (IPS) variable, i.e., the high-risk group showed a more severe T-cell exhaustion and cell proliferation activity, indicating a suppressed immune response with a worse prognosis (Figure 4D, see Materials and Methods). The association of risk scores with the expression of key immune checkpoint genes (including PD-L1 (CD247), PD1 (PDCD1), LAG3, and CTLA4) were explored and significant negative correlation were found, indicating that BC patients with high-risk scores responded poorly to immune checkpoint blockade therapy (Supplementary Figure 6). We further substituted the differentially expressed genes between high- and low-risk groups (see Supplementary Table S6) and found that the genes upregulated in the low-risk group were mainly enriched in immune-related categories, such as lymphocyte differentiation and Th17 cell differentiation. On the contrary, genes upregulated in the high-risk group were mainly enriched in the categories related to cell proliferation, such as nuclear division, cell cycle, and response to hypoxia (Figure 4E and see Supplementary Table S7). Interestingly, we also observed that TP53, MIA3 were frequently mutated genes in the high-risk group, while CDH1 and PIK3CA predominated in the low-risk group (Figure 4F). Overall, the high- and low-risk groups represented by the 24-functional gene sets prognostic model showed significant differences in the clinical and transcriptomic characteristics, suggesting that the prognostic model can mirror the BC prognosis.



3.5 Functional Gene Set-Based Prognostic Model Serves as a Predictive Parameter With Therapeutic Benefit in BC Cohorts

To investigate whether the risk scores predicted by our functional gene set-based prognostic model can effectively predict the tumor response in BC patients, we performed pairwise comparisons of the risk scores (before and after treatment) with adjuvant chemotherapy, mainly in two BC cohorts (GSE5462 and GSE18728). We found significant differences in the majority of patients who responded with a lower risk score after chemotherapy (Figure 5A, see Supplementary Table S1). In accordance with patients’ response to neoadjuvant chemotherapy, BC patients (in GSE41998) were further divided into four groups: progressive disease (PD), stable disease (SD), partial response (PR), and complete response (CR). Here, the analysis showed that the risk scores of BC patients with CR/PR were significantly lower than those with SD/PD. The BC patients from the GSE37946 data also showed a significantly lower risk score for pathologic complete response (pCR) compared to the residual disease (RD). To our surprise, the risk score of the pCR cohort was found to be significantly higher compared to RD in the GSE25066 data, which can be partially explained by the intrinsic association between risk score and disease-free survival (DRFS), i.e., high risk favored good prognosis in this particular data set (Figures 5B, C). The association between risk score, treatment response and PAM50 subtypes was further investigated, and found that the high-risk group was mainly enriched for Her2 and Basal aggressive subtypes with predominantly pCR status, while the low-risk subgroup was mainly LumA, LumB, and Normal-like with predominantly RD status. This may suggest that the difference in risk between different tumor subtypes is greater than the difference before and after treatment of the consent subtype (Figure 5D).




Figure 5 | Therapeutic benefit of the 24 functional gene set-based prognostic BC model. (A) Pairwise comparison of the risk scores in the patients pre- and post-chemotherapy for the GSE5462 (43) and GSE18728 (44) cohorts. Significance P-values were determined by pairwise Student’s t-test. (B) Boxplot showing the distribution of risk scores for different neoadjuvant chemotherapy response in the GSE41998 (45), GSE37946 (46), and GSE25066 (47) cohorts. Significance P-value was determined by Student’s t-test. Progressive disease (PD), stable disease (SD), partial response (PR), complete response (CR), pathologic complete response (pCR), and residual disease (RD). (C) Kaplan-Meier survival curves of distant recurrence-free survival (DRFS) from the GSE25066 cohort using functional gene set-based prognostic model. (D) Alluvial diagram of risk groups with different predicted response (pCR and RD), and molecular subtypes (Normal-like, LumA, LumB, Her2, and Basal). (E) Comparisons of risk scores for different status in BC scRNA-seq data provided by Bassez et al. (20). Pairwise comparison of risk scores for the cohort1 (Left) and cohort2 (Right) before and on anti-PD1 treatment. Significance P-values was determined by Student’s t-test. (F) Boxplot showing the distribution of risk scores for different anti–PD1 response in the IMvigor210 cohort. Significance P-value was determined by Student’s t-test. (G) Kaplan-Meier survival curves of OS from the IMvigor210 cohort using functional gene set-based prognostic model. (H) Waterfall plot illustrating the distribution of risk scores for patients with different anti-CTLA4 immunotherapy responses in the IMvigor210 cohort. (I) ROC curve of random forest classifier for predicting high and low risk BC patients using 24 functional gene sets.



We further investigated whether the risk score could predict immunotherapeutic benefit for BC patients. For this purpose, we used scRNA-seq data from two cohorts consisting of 40 BC patients who received anti-PD1 therapy for approximately 10 days (see Supplementary Table S1). The pairwise comparisons of risk scores (before and after immunotherapy treatment) showed low-risk scores after the treatment in both cohorts, however, it was not significant (Figure 5E). In the absence of any published datasets of BC patients receiving immunotherapy, we utilized urothelial cancer dataset that received anti-PD-L1 therapy (IMvigor210), in order to test our functional gene set-based prognostic model to classify high- and low-risk groups. The boxplots further showed that the risk scores were significantly low in the patients with complete or partial response (CR/PR) compared to those with stable or progressive disease (SD/PD) (Figure 5F). In addition, the Kaplan-Meier curves showed that the patients in the low-risk group had a significantly better prognosis than those in the high-risk group (Figure 5G). In the ranking of risk scores from low to high, the low-risk side was enriched with PR/CR patients, whereas the high-risk side was predominated with SD/PD patients (Figure 5H). Overall, these analyses suggest that the risk scores calculated by our BC functional gene set-based prognostic model perform well for stratifying response to the immunotherapy.

In order to build the classifier that could predict the high- and low-risk group for BC patients, we applied the random forest algorithm (R package randomForest, version 4.6) using the GSVA scores of 24 functional gene sets as features in the training cohorts (ten BC cohorts, 80% for training and the remaining 20% for testing) (see Materials and Methods, see Supplementary Table S1). And we found the overall accuracy and AUC of the test cohorts as 81.5% and 0.852, respectively, showing a favorable predictive power (Figure 5I). Of note, interleukin 21-mediated signaling and protein localization in the nucleoplasm emerged as the most important features in our analysis (Supplementary Figure 7).



3.6 Extending the Functional Gene Sets-Based Prognostic Model of BC to Pan-Cancer

Next, we investigated whether the association of 24 functional gene sets which we found in BC also applies to other cancers. To achieve this, we used the BC prediction model to calculate risk scores for 32 other cancers in the TCGA database (except BRCA cancers) and used the optimal cut point as an additional parameter to divide patients into two groups per cancer type. Then Kaplan–Meier survival curve analysis was performed between the high- and the low-expression groups. Among 32 cancer types, we found BC functional gene set-based prognostic model was significantly associated with overall survival in 24 cancer types (Figures 6A, B). In ACC, LGG, PRAD, DLBC, LIHC, SARC, KICH, MESO, UVM, LAML, and PCPG, the risk score obtained from 24 prognosis-related functional gene sets was observed as a favourable survival factor (Figure 6A), while the score was associated with worse survival in BLCA, KIRP, READ, CESC, LUAD, THCA, COAD, LUSC, THYM, HNSC, OV, PAAD, and KIRC (Figure 6B).




Figure 6 | Functional gene set-based model of BC patients as a prognostic factor for 24 other cancer types. (A, B) Impact of risk scores derived from BC functional gene set-based prognostic model on survival of pan-cancer patients. A high score is associated with both worse (A) and better (B) overall survival. Overall survival of patients with high score was compared with those with low score in a Kaplan–Meier survival curve analysis. Statistical significance was assessed by log-rank test. Only significant cancers with P-value < 0.05 were shown.



Taken together, our results suggest that the 24 functional genes closely associated with BC prognosis may have general prognostic significance for all other cancers.




4 Discussion

Cancer is a multifactorial disease that combines yet to be known initial causative factors with the dysregulated biological pathways to reshape the genome (48, 49). In fact, cancer heterogeneity is a major challenge in the clinical setup and to some extent contributes to the treatment failure and/or acquires resistance in the cancer patients. It is also now well established that varying combinations of the different cell types and their cross-talk with tumor cells modulate TME, which further complicates the scenario. To address these challenges, advanced methods such as scRNA-seq have taken the central stage. Particularly in BC, a few scRNA-seq studies have been performed to gain better insight into the complex interactions between the immune system and tumor cells (15, 50). This in turn also raises some concerns about how to effectively explore this BC-TME heterogeneity with a direct prognostic/diagnostic clinical application. Since several studies have shown that reference-based deconvolution methods provide an important means to resolve the cellular compositions of bulk samples (5, 6, 8, 9, 11, 51), this prompted us to investigate the heterogeneity of BC-TME and patient prognosis by combining reference expression profiles (RGEPs).

Herein, we constructed a BC-specific RGEP using 15 cell types derived from scRNA-seq data of eight BC patients by considering multiple factors such as tissue and tumor types, disease status, data source (single-cell or sorted bulk data), and signature gene selection (Figures 1A–D). By benchmarking different gene expression reference profiles, we showed that the estimation accuracy is ultimately limited by the origin and quality of the RGEPs (Figures 2A-H). Moreover, we confirmed that when deconvolution algorithms are combined with scRNA-seq from tumor biopsies, the indication-specific consensus profiles of immune, stromal and malignant cells can be obtained directly from TME. Importantly, we observed that the proportions of both fibroblasts and immune cells estimated by BC-specific RGEP showed significant differences between the molecular subtypes of BC patients (Figure 2F), thus validating the direct clinical application of this novel tool. We observed that basal-like and Her2 tumors had the highest median degree of immune cell infiltration, whereas Luminal A tumors showed the lowest. Moreover, these differences profoundly affect the clinical treatment strategy and prognosis of BC patients, as confirmed by univariate Cox regression analysis which was based on the cellular proportions estimated with BC-specific RGEP (Figure 3A). Of note, even though we used the deconvolution tools similar to the previously reported non-specific RGEP studies, a slight variation in the outcome of certain variables (e.g., infiltration score of TME and patient prognosis) can be expected due to the additional clinical parameters which we have introduced in our current analysis.

We also evaluated transcriptome sequencing data and found that the cellular proportion-based on our prognostic model can well predict the prognosis of TCGA-BRCA cohorts, and confirming the previous studies (Figure 3B) (16, 52). Since the accuracy of deconvolution is affected by many factors (such as data type (microarray/RNA-seq)), we attempted to find stable signatures for predicting the prognosis of BC patients. Therefore, we used gene set variation analysis (GSVA) (29), which works on single samples and allows comprehensive pathway-centric analyses using statistical ranks in an unsupervised manner. Moreover, the correlations between the proportions of 11 cell types and 9,321 functional gene sets were analyzed independently to enhance the analysis. The functional gene sets that were significantly associated with cellular proportions were used in Lasso-Cox regression, and 24 functions were retained for the construction of BC prediction models (Figures 3C, D). The validation in ten BC cohorts demonstrated that our functional gene set-based prognostic model has good predictive power (Figures 3I–K and S4A–F). Despite the selection of features (24 functional gene sets) from different TCGA-BRCA cohorts, it was still possible to visualize the common hallmarks among BC cohorts using GSVA.

Given that prognostic risk scores provide individualized risk estimates for an outcome, the risk scores estimated by our functional gene set-based prognostic model adequately reflected the clinical characteristics of BC patients (Figure 4A). Also, when determined by the optimal cut-off point for the risk score, both high- and low-risk groups showed distinct transcriptional characteristics. For instance, the genes that were up-regulated in the low-risk group were mainly enriched in immune-related categories, whereas genes that were up-regulated in the high-risk group were mainly enriched in categories related to cell proliferation (Figures 4D, E). Regarding the assessment of patient response to the therapy (chemotherapy and immunotherapy), the obtained risk scores also showed good discrimination between pre- and during/post-treatment (Figures 5A–H). Specifically, the selective 24 functions showed good predictive power in discriminating the high- and low-risk samples (Figure 5I). We further extended the BC functional gene set-based prognostic model to pan-cancer, and demonstrated the model is also suitable to other 24 cancers types (Figures 6A, B). Taken together, the functional gene set-based prognostic model that we have introduced showed a great ability to screen patients based on their therapeutic response. On a broader perspective, we provide a perspective to generate similar models in other cancer types and to identify shared factors that drives cancer heterogeneity.

It is also important to discuss the limitations of this current study, 1) some cell types that are lineage closely in the BC-specific RGEP are highly correlated, which may affect the accuracy of deconvolution, b) similar to other prognostic models, here also the difficulty of using the standardized cut-off for interpreting the risk scores remains. Nevertheless, our analysis showed that our refined BC-specific RGEP reflect the intrinsic expression of cells, and the proposed functional gene set-based prognostic model is a robust one for survival prediction and treatment guidance in BC patients. Thus, its implementation may help in stratifying BC patients to get benefit from adjuvant chemotherapy and cancer immunotherapy. Indeed, the experimental validation of our results may be highly valuable to elucidate the clinical spectrum of BC. On a broader perspective, we provide a perspective to generate similar models in other cancer types to identify shared factors that drives cancer heterogeneity.
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Objective

Squamous cell carcinomas (SCCs) with shared etiology, histological characteristics, and certain risk factors represent the most common solid cancers. This study reports the crosstalk between autophagy and ferroptosis at the molecular level in SCCs, and their roles on the immunological tumor microenvironment (TME) of SCCs.



Methods

In this study, the connections between autophagy and ferroptosis were characterized in SCCs by analyzing the associations between autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes in mRNA expression and prognosis, protein-protein interactions and shared signaling pathways. Autophagy potential index (API) and ferroptosis potential index (FPI) of each tumor were quantified for reflecting autophagy and ferroptosis levels via principal-component analysis algorithm. Their synergistical roles on TME, immunity, drug resistance and survival were systematically analyzed in SCCs.



Results

There were close connections between autophagy and ferroptosis at the mRNA and protein levels and prognosis. Both shared cancer-related pathways. The API and FPI were separately developed based on prognostic autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes. A high correlation between API and FPI was found in SCCs. Their interplay was distinctly associated with favorable prognosis, enhanced sensitivity to chemotherapy drugs (Sunitinib, Gefitinib, Vinblastine and Vorinostat), an inflamed TME and higher likelihood of response to immunotherapy in SCCs.



Conclusion

This study is the first to ﻿provide a comprehensive analysis of the interplay between autophagy and ferroptosis and their synergistical roles on manipulating the immunological TME in SCCs. These findings indicated that the induction of autophagy and ferroptosis combined with immunotherapy might produce synergistically enhanced anti-SCCs activity.
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Introduction

Squamous cell carcinomas (SCCs) represent the most common solid cancers (1). SCCs arise from epithelial tissues of the aerodigestive or genitourinary tracts, which are commonly detected in head and neck, esophagus, lung, and cervix (2). SCCs across different body sites share overlapping etiology, histopathological characteristics [such as the presence of keratin pearls, tonofilament bundles, hemidesmosomes and desmosomes (3)] and specific risk factors (such as smoking, drinking and human papillomavirus infection) (4). Previous the Cancer Genome Atlas (TCGA) research has uncovered that SCCs exhibit similar molecular patterns such as somatic mutations, copy number variations, abnormal pathways, and tumor microenvironment (TME) that differ from other cancer types (2, 5, 6). With surgery, radio- and chemotherapy as the standard of care for most SCCs, the treatment of SCCs is complex and has undergone considerable advancement in the last decade (7). Especially, treatment with immune checkpoint inhibitors (ICIs) such as anti-programmed death-1 (anti-PD-1), anti-programmed death ligand-1 (anti-PD-L1), and/or anti-cytotoxic T lymphocyte-associated antigen-4 (anti-CTLA-4) has been applied to SCCs, which can result in impressive response rates and durable disease remission in clinical trials (8–10). However, only in a subset of patients respond to ICI therapy (11).

Autophagy is an evolutionarily conserved cellular process, which may degrade various biological molecules and organelles through lysosome-dependent degradation pathway (12). Ferroptosis is a novel form of programmed cell death, which is driven by iron accumulation and lipid peroxidation (13). Recent research has revealed the role of autophagy in driving cells towards ferroptosis (14). Meanwhile, activation of autophagy is required for the induction of ferroptosis (12). The crosstalk between autophagy and ferroptosis decide cell fate through activating comprehensive signaling pathways and affecting gene expression programs (15). Growing evidence suggests that interplay of autophagy and ferroptosis exerts a key role in antitumor immunity (16), tumor suppression (17) and drug resistance (18), etc. However, the mechanism of the crosstalk between autophagy and ferroptosis in SCCs remains largely ill-defined. Uncovering when and how to modulate their interplay utilizing therapeutic strategies against SCCs depends on the in-depth understanding of the connections between autophagy and ferroptosis (18). Unraveling the interplay between autophagy and ferroptosis may not only elucidate fundamental mechanistic insights into SCCs, but also provide novel therapeutic targets for the treatment of SCCs. We hypothesize that appropriate combinations of potent drugs that specifically activate autophagy and ferroptosis with ICIs might achieve better treatment effects. Therefore, this study specifically and comprehensively characterized the interplay between ferroptosis and autophagy in SCCs and their synergistical roles on immunity, TME, drug resistance and prognosis of SCCs.



Materials and Methods


Patients and Datasets

Figure 1 shows the workflow of this study. RNA sequencing (RNA-seq) data (fragments per kilobase of transcript per million mapped reads (FPKM) values) and clinical information of SCCs including head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSC; n=500), lung squamous cell carcinoma (LUSC; n=501), cervical squamous cell carcinoma (CESC; n=241), and esophageal squamous cell carcinoma (ESCC; n=81) were acquired from TCGA (http://cancergenome.nih.gov) database via the Genomic Data Commons (GDC, https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/). Then, FPKM values were converted into TPM values. Microarray datasets including gene expression profiling of GSE17710/LUSC (N=56) (19), GSE44001/CESC (N=300) (20), GSE65858/HNSC (N=270) (21) were employed from the Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO; http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/) database. Batch effects from non-biological technical biases were corrected with the “ComBat” algorithm of sva package (version 3.42.0) (22). Ferroptosis- and autophagy-related genes were collected according to published literature (Supplementary Table 1). The locations of ferroptosis- and autophagy-related genes on human chromosomes were separately plotted by employing Rcircos package (version 1.2.1) (23). Genomic mutation data of SCCs [somatic mutation and copy number variation (CNV)] were also obtained from TCGA database. Mutation status was analyzed and visualized by maftools package (version 2.10.0) (24).




Figure 1 | Overview of the study design.





Computational Models of Ferroptosis and Autophagy Levels Among SCCs

A ferroptosis and autophagy scoring scheme was developed to quantify ferroptosis and autophagy levels in each specimen with principal component analysis (PCA). Survival analysis of ferroptosis- and autophagy-related genes was separately performed utilizing univariate Cox regression analysis. The expression profiles of the genes with p<0.05 were extracted to carried out PCA, and principal component 1 and 2 were extracted and acted as the signature score. Like previous studies (25, 26), the ferroptosis potential index (FPI) and autophagy potential index (API) were separately defined: API or FPI = ∑(PC1i+PC2i), where i represents the expression of ferroptosis- or autophagy-related genes.



Protein-Protein Interaction (PPI) Analysis

Interactions between ferroptosis- and autophagy-related genes were analyzed through the STRING online database (version: 11.0; https://string-db.org/) (27). A PPI network was generated and displayed by Cytoscape software (version: 3.7.2) (28).



Survival Analysis

Kaplan–Meier curves for overall survival (OS), disease-free interval (DFI), disease-free survival (DFS), disease-specific survival (DSS) and progression-free interval (PFI) were plotted to compare the survival time differences. P-values were calculated with log-rank tests. Time-dependent receiver-operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis was carried out using survivalROC package (version 1.0.3). The area under the ROC curve (AUC) was determined to assess the prognostic performance.



Estimation of Tumor Microenvironment (TME)

Estimation of STromal and Immune cells in MAlignant Tumours using Expression data (ESTIMATE) may infer the tumor cellularity and tumor purity based on unique properties of the transcriptional profiles (29). Through ESTIMATE algorithm, immune and stromal scores were determined to estimate the levels of infiltrating immune and stromal cells as well as tumor purity. Tumor tissues with abundant immune cell infiltration indicate a higher immune score and lower level of tumor purity. Through the single-sample gene-set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA) algorithm, the enrichment scores of 16 immune cells and 13 immune functions for each sample were estimated based on the expression of marker genes of tumor-infiltrating immune cells (TIICs) that were obtained from Bindea et al. utilizing gene set variation analysis (GSVA) package [version 1.42.0 (30)]. The expression of human leukocyte antigen (HLA) genes, immune checkpoints and immunomodulators (including major histocompatibility complex (MHC) molecules, receptors, chemokines, and immunostimulatory factors) (31) was also quantified in each sample (Supplementary Table 2).



Quantification of Immune Response Predictors

T cell dysfunction and exclusion (TIDE) (http://tide.dfci.harvard.edu/) algorithm was employed to characterize tumor immune evasion mechanism, including dysfunction of tumor infiltration cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs) and exclusion of CTLs by immunosuppressors (32). Tumor mutation burden (TMB) for each sample was quantified according to mutation frequency with number of variants/the length of exons (33). The cancer immunity cycle includes release of cancer cell antigens (step 1), cancer antigen presentation (step 2), priming and activation (step 3), trafficking of immune cells to tumors (step 4), infiltration of immune cells into tumors (step 5), recognition of cancer cells by T cells (step 6), and killing of cancer cells (step 7) (Supplementary Table 3) (34). The activities of these steps were assessed with ssGSEA based on the gene expression of each sample (35).



Prediction of Chemosensitivity

Sensitivity to chemotherapy drugs for each specimen was predicted by the Genomics of Drug Sensitivity in Cancer (GDSC, https://www.cancerrxgene.org/) database (36). Drugs including cisplatin, paclitaxel, gemcitabine, sorafenib, sunitinib, gefitinib, vinblastine and vorinostat were selected. The half-maximal inhibitory concentration (IC50) values were determined by ridge regression analysis using pRRophetic package (37).



Gene Set Variation Analysis (GSVA)

GSVA package was employed for estimating the activity of pathways with a non-parametric and unsupervised method (38). The gene sets of “c2.cp.kegg.v7.2.symbols” were acquired from the Molecular Signatures Database (MSigDB) (39).



Acquirement of mRNA Expression-Based Stemness Index (mRNAsi)

Cancer stemness of SCCs was quantified as described by Malta et al. (40). The mRNAsi of SCCs was calculated with one-class logistic regression machine learning algorithm and expressed with β values ranging from 0 (no gene expression) to 1 (complete gene expression).



Identification of Autophagy- and Ferroptosis-Related Genes

Autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes between high FPI + high API group and others group were screened by limma package (version 3.50.0) (41). Genes with |fold-change| >1.5 and false discovery rate (FDR) <0.05 were considered statistically significant. Gene Ontology (GO) and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) enrichment analysis of the autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes were performed using clusterProfiler package (version 4.2.0) (42). Terms with FDR <0.05 were significantly enriched.



Connectivity Map (CMap) Analysis

The autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes were used to query the CMap database (https://clue.io/) (43). Compounds with p<0.05 were considered as potential therapeutic drugs for ferroptosis and autophagy based on gene expression signatures. Furthermore, the mode of action (MoA) of these compounds was analyzed.



Development of an Autophagy- and Ferroptosis-Related Prognostic Model

Univariate cox regression analysis was performed to screen prognostic autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes with p <0.05. Least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (LASSO) regression method was applied for finding out the optimal candidate variables with glmnet package (version 4.1-3) (44). The optimal values of the penalty parameter lambda were determined by ten-fold cross‐validation. The risk score of each patient was calculated based on the expression and coefficient of candidate autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes. The formula of the risk score was as follows:  , where Expri indicates the expression of each gene for patient i, and coefi indicates the coefficient of gene i. The patients were equally stratified into high‐ and low-risk groups. Kaplan-Meier curves of OS were performed between two groups. Time‐dependent ROC curves were plotted to determine the AUCs of OS using survivalROC package.



Cell Culture and Treatment

Human SCCs cell lines (KYSE410 and KYSE450) were purchased from ATCC (Manassas, VA, USA). Cells were maintained in RPMI-1640 (#PM150120; Procell, Wuhan, China) plus 10% fetal bovine serum (FBS; #SH30084.03; Hyclone, South Logan, UT, USA), 100 units/mL penicillin, 100 μg/mL streptomycin. Rapamycin (#ab120224; Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA), Erastin (#ab209693; Abcam, Cambridge, MA, USA) and Gefitinib (Iressa, AstraZeneca, Macclesfield, UK) were dissolved in dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO; Sigma, St. Louis, MO, USA) as well as stored at -20°C. To activate autophagy or ferroptosis, cells were administrated with 0.1 μM Rapamycin or Erastin for 16 h.



3-[4,5-Dimethylthiazol-2-yl]-2, 5-Diphenyltetrazoliumbromide (MTT) Assays

Cell viability was conducted with MTT assays. Cells were seeded onto 96-well plates (1 × 103 cells/well). Following 12 h of culture, cells were pre-treated with 0.1 μM Rapamycin or 10 μM Erastin for 16 h. Thereafter, cells were administrated with different concentrations of gefitinib (0, 0.01, 0.1, 1, 2, 3, 6 and 10 μM) for another 24 h. Cells were then stained with 20 μl MTT (5 mg/ml; #M5655-1G; Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA) for 4 h at 37°C. Then, culture medium was removed as well as 150 μl DMSO was added. Viable cells were measured at 490 nm absorbance. Half inhibitory concentration (IC50) values were calculated with dose-response curves using GraphPad Prism software (version 8.0.1).



Western Blotting

Cell lysates were prepared with RIPA lysis buffer (#P0013B; Beyotime, Shanghai, China) plus protease inhibitors. Protein concentration was measured through BCA kit (#P0009; Beyotime, Shanghai, China) accordance with the manufacturer’s instructions. Equal amount of protein was separated via SDS-PAGE electrophoresis and transferred onto PVDF membrane (Millipore, Billerica, MA). Membrane was incubated with antibodies against LC3 (1:1000; #14600-1-AP; Proteintech, Wuhan, China), ATG-5 (1:500; #10181-2-AP; Proteintech, Wuhan, China), ATG-7 (1:500; #10088-2-AP; Proteintech, Wuhan, China), FTH1 (1:1000; #3998S; Cell Signaling Technology, Danvers, MA, USA), GXP4 (1:1000; #67763-1-lg; Proteintech, Wuhan, China) and β-actin (1:5000; #60008-1-lg; Proteintech, Wuhan, China) overnight at 4°C. Thereafter, horseradish peroxide-conjugated goat anti-rabbit (1:5000; #SA00001-2; Proteintech, Wuhan, China) or anti-mouse (1:5000; #SA00001-1; Proteintech, Wuhan, China) secondary antibodies were utilized for immunostaining for 1 h at room temperature, followed by exposure to ECL reagent (#K-12043-D10; Wuhan Juneng Yitong Biological Co., Ltd., Wuhan, China). Images were acquired through ChemiDoc™XRS+ Gel imaging system (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA).



5-Ethynyl-2’-Deoxyuridine (EdU) Staining

Cells were incubated with RPMI-1640 medium plus 50 μM EdU (#C0078S; Beyotime, Beijing, China) at 37°C for 2 h. After being washed twice with PBS, cells were fixed with 50 μL 4% paraformaldehyde (#E672002; Sangon Biotech, Shanghai, China) for 30 min, neutralized with 50 μL 2 mg/mL glycine solution as well as permeabilized with 100 μL 0.5% Triton X-100. Thereafter, cells were incubated with 100 μL 1 × Apollo dye at room temperature for 30 min, followed by incubation with 100 μL Hoechst 33342 for 30 min. Images were acquired under a BX53 fluorescence microscope (Olympus, Japan).



Transwell Assays

Invasion assays were conducted in 24-well transwell cell chamber coated with 30 μl Matrigel (#356234; BD Biocoat, USA). 3 × 105 indicated cells were seeded onto the coated filters while the bottom chamber was filled with 600 μl complete culture medium. Following incubation for 48 h at 37°C, invasive cells were stained with crystal violent (#C0121; Beyotime, Shanghai, China). The migration assays were performed through a similar method without coating with Matrigel.



Statistical Analysis

All the statistical analysis was executed by R software (version 4.0.1) and GraphPad Prism software (version 8.0.1). Each experiment was independently repeated three times. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov normality test was carried out to confirm if datasets followed a Gaussian distribution for each comparison. If the data were Gaussian, parametric test was carried out (unpaired student’s test, one-way ANOVA or Pearson correlation). If the data were non-Gaussian, nonparametric test was performed (Wilcoxon rank test or Spearman correlation). P <0.05 indicated statistical significance.




Results


Landscape of Genetic Variation of Autophagy- and Ferroptosis-Related Genes in SCCs

Totally, 222 autophagy- and 60 ferroptosis-related genes were investigated in SCCs that integrated HNSC, LUSC, CESC and ESCC datasets (Supplementary Figure 1). We firstly determined the prevalence of CNV mutations of autophagy-related genes in SCCs. CNV mutations were less frequent in CESC while CNV amplification was prevalent in ESCC (Figure 2A). Particularly, CDKNA2A showed widespread CNV loss and FADD displayed widespread CNV amplification in ESCC, LUSC and HNSC. Further analysis of somatic mutation frequency displayed a prevalent somatic mutation in autophagy-related genes (Figure 2B). The incidence of CNV variations and somatic mutations of ferroptosis-related genes was also summarized in SCCs. The investigation of CNV mutation revealed a widespread occurrence, especially SQLE amplification in ESCC and ACSL3 loss in CESC (Figure 2C). Further analysis revealed a prevalent frequency of somatic mutations of ferroptosis-related genes in SCCs (Figure 2D). The somatic mutations of each SCC were summarized in Supplementary Figure 2. Collectively, we did not investigate any prominent effect on different kinds of mutations according to different tissue origins, indicating that SCCs exhibited similar CNV and somatic mutation patterns of autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes. The locations of autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes on chromosomes were shown in Figures 2E, F. The above analysis revealed that autophagy and ferroptosis were precisely regulated at multiple layers in SCCs.




Figure 2 | The landscape of genetic alterations of autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes in SCCs. (A) The CNV frequency of autophagy-related genes across SCCs. Red: the gain frequency; blue: the loss frequency. (B) The SNP frequency of autophagy-related genes across SCCs. (C) The CNV frequency of ferroptosis-related genes in SCCs. (D) The SNP frequency of ferroptosis-related genes across SCCs. (E) The location of autophagy-related genes on 23 chromosomes. (F) The location of ferroptosis-related genes on 23 chromosomes.





Crosstalk Between Autophagy and Ferroptosis in SCCs at the Molecular Level

Univariate Cox regression analysis was applied to ascertain the relationship between the mRNA expression of autophagy- or ferroptosis-related genes and the prognosis of SCCs patients (Figures 3A, B; Supplementary Figures 3–5). Some autophagy- or ferroptosis-related genes served as protective factors of the prognosis of SCCs, others were considered risk factors. Pearson correlation analysis was employed to investigate mutual regulation between these prognostic genes in SCCs. We found that autophagy-related genes presented remarkable correlations to the ferroptosis-related genes in terms of mRNA levels (Figure 3C) and prognosis (Figure 3D). KEGG enrichment analysis of autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes was conducted, respectively. Ferroptosis, central carbon metabolism in cancer and microRNAs in cancer were collectively enriched by two sets of genes (Figure 3E). The close interactions of autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes were also illustrated in the PPI network (Figure 3F). The API (Supplementary Table 4) and FPI (Supplementary Table 5) were separately calculated to quantify autophagy and ferroptosis levels in individual tumors based on the autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes that could significantly impact prognosis of SCCs patients. There was a mutual regulation between FPI and API in SCCs (Figure 3G). The above results indicated that the crosstalk of autophagy and ferroptosis may play critical roles in SCCs initiation and progression.




Figure 3 | Cross-talk between autophagy and ferroptosis in SCCs at the molecular level. (A) Bubble diagram showing correlations between autophagy-related genes and prognosis of SCCs using univariate cox regression analysis. Blue bubbles represented positive correlations with favorable survival outcomes and red bubbles represented positive correlations with unfavorable prognosis. The size of the bubble showed the expression level of each gene. (B) Correlations between ferroptosis-related genes and prognosis of SCCs. (C) Heatmap showing correlations between autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes across SCCs at the mRNA level. Positive correlation was marked with red and negative correlation with blue. *p<0.05; **p<0.01. (D) Alluvial diagram for the shared effects of autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes on prognosis of SCCs. (E) Venn diagram showing the common signals enriched by autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes. (F) The PPI network of the interactions between autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes. (G) Correlations between API and FPI in SCCs using Spearman test.





The Roles of Autophagy on Outcomes, TME, Response to Immunotherapy and Chemosensitivity in SCCs

The SCCs patients were stratified into high and low API groups based on the median value of API. Prognoses analysis for the two groups suggested the remarkably prominent survival advantage in high API (Figure 4A). Stromal score represents the percentage of stromal cells in the TME. High API was characterized by decreased stromal score (Figure 4B). Tumor purity, which reflects the proportion of cancer cells in the tumor tissue, is associated with a favorable clinical outcome of SCCs (45). High API showed the significantly increased tumor purity than low API (Figure 4C). Further analysis aimed at immunological role of autophagy in SCCs. We found that high API was significantly associated with low infiltration of immune cells (Figure 4D), low HLA expression (Figure 4E) and low immune checkpoint expression (Figure 4F). Based on the spatial distribution of cytotoxic immune cells in the TME, tumors may be categorized into immune-inflamed (also described as hot tumors), immune-excluded, and immune-desert phenotypes (46). Immune-excluded and immune-desert tumors are also named as “cold tumors”. These data suggested that SCCs with high API may lack innate immunity or innate antitumor immune features and autophagy could lead to “cold tumors”. TIDE score exhibits the high accuracy in predicting cancer immunotherapy response (32). Our analysis showed that TIDE score was significantly decreased in high API samples (Figure 4G). These findings indicated that autophagy might be involved in the immunosuppression of SCCs. Chemotherapy resistance is the principal limitation of clinical oncology. High API samples were more sensitive to Gefitinib (Figure 4H) and Vinblastine (Figure 4I), indicating that autophagy could mediate resistance to chemotherapy drugs.




Figure 4 | The roles of autophagy on outcomes, TME, response to immunotherapy and chemosensitivity in SCCs. (A) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for SCCs patients with high and low API. P value was determined with log-rank test. (B) Differences in stromal scores between high and low API groups in SCCs cohort. (C) Differences in tumor purity between high and low API groups. (D) Differences in the enrichment levels of immune cells and immune functions between two groups. (E) Differences in the expression levels of HLA genes between two groups. (F) Differences in the expression levels of immune checkpoints between two groups. (G) Differences in TIDE scores between two groups. (H, I) Differences in estimated IC50 values of (H) Gefitinib and (I) Vinblastine between two groups. Ns, not significant; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.





The Roles of Ferroptosis on Prognosis, TME, Response to Immunotherapy and Chemosensitivity in SCCs

We first explored the prognostic significance of ferroptosis in SCCs. As anticipated, patients with high FPI exhibited prolonged survival duration (Figure 5A). High FPI was characterized by increased immune score (Figure 5B) and lowered tumor purity (Figure 5C). In Figure 5D, high FPI was significantly correlated to increased T-cell infiltration, increased IFN-γ response and decreased immunosuppressive cells (such as macrophages), which was present in immune-inflamed phenotype. Also, high FPI was characterized by increased HLA expression (Figure 5E) and increased immune checkpoint expression (Figure 5F). TMB is a predictive biomarker for identifying patients most likely to respond to immunotherapy (47). Low TMB was found in high FPI samples (Figure 5G). Further analysis revealed that high FPI patients were more sensitive to Gemcitabine (Figure 5H), Sunitinib (Figure 5I), Vinblastine (Figure 5J) and Vorinostat (Figure 5K).




Figure 5 | The roles of ferroptosis on prognosis, TME, response to immunotherapy and chemosensitivity in SCCs. (A) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for SCCs patients with high and low FPI. P value was determined with log-rank test. (B) Differences in immune scores between high and low FPI groups. (C) Differences in tumor purity between high and low API groups. (D) Differences in the enrichment levels of immune cells and immune functions between two groups. (E) Differences in the expression levels of HLA genes between two groups. (F) Differences in the expression levels of immune checkpoints between two groups. (G) Differences in TMB scores between two groups. (H–K) Differences in estimated IC50 values of (H) Gemcitabine, (I) Sunitinib, (J) vinblastine and (K) vorinostat between two groups. Ns, not significant; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.





Synergistical Roles of Autophagy and Ferroptosis on Prognosis and Chemosensitivity of SCCs

According to FPI and API scores, SCCs patients were stratified into four molecular patterns: high FPI + high API; high FPI + low API; low FPI + high API; low FPI + low API. Prognosis analysis revealed that patients with high FPI in concert with high API exhibited a prominent survival benefit (Figure 6A), indicating that autophagy and ferroptosis synergistically contributed to a favorable prognosis. GSVA was performed to better illustrate the biological behaviors of autophagy and ferroptosis. Surprisingly, carcinogenic pathways and immunity were remarkably enriched in high FPI and high API, indicating that the crosstalk of autophagy and ferroptosis played a nonnegligible role in ornamenting tumor immune microenvironment (Figure 6B; Supplementary Table 6). Further analysis showed that high FPI in concert with high API was linked to a better DFI, DFS, DSS and PFI of SCCs (Figure 6C). Moreover, we sought to determine the performance of the crosstalk of autophagy and ferroptosis in predicting OS outcomes in HNSC, ESCC, LUSC and CESC. As expected, patients with high FPI in concert with high API were remarkably correlated to a better prognosis in each SCC type (Figure 6D). We also observed that patients with high FPI in concert with high API were more sensitive to Sunitinib, Gefitinib, Vinblastine and Vorinostat (Figure 6E). Therefore, the crosstalk of autophagy and ferroptosis was significantly relevant to SCCs progression, recurrence, and chemotherapy resistance.




Figure 6 | Synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis on prognosis and chemosensitivity of SCCs. (A) Overall survival analysis for SCCs patients stratified by both API and FPI using Kaplan-Meier curves. P value was calculated with log-rank test. (B) Differences in signaling pathways between high FPI + high API group and “others” group in SCCs cohort. The “others” indicated the remaining patients with SCCs except for those with high FPI + high API. (C) Kaplan-Meier curves of DFI, DFS, DSS and PFI in patients with high FPI + high API and “others”. (D) Overall survival analysis for HNSC, ESCC, LUSC and CESC patients with high FPI + high API and “others”. (E) Differences in estimated IC50 values of Sunitinib, Gefitinib, Vinblastine and Vorinostat between two groups.





Synergistical Roles of Autophagy and Ferroptosis Shape an Inflamed TME

High FPI and high API SCCs samples showed increased T-cell infiltrations (such as CD8+ T cell, Tfh cell, Th2 cell and TIL) and low immunosuppressive cell populations (such as macrophages; Figure 7A), indicating that crosstalk between autophagy and ferroptosis might be involved in modulating immune cell infiltration. Most immune checkpoints (LAG3, IDO1, CTLA4, PD-1, TIGIT, CD200R1, CEACAM1, BTLA and ADORA2A) were found to be up-regulated in high FPI and high API samples (Figure 7B). Furthermore, our findings revealed that high FPI in concert with high API was positively associated with a majority of immunomodulators in SCCs (Figure 7C). Thus, synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis might shape an inflamed TME of SCCs. Antitumor immunity is mediated to a large extent by CD8+ T cells. Emerging evidence suggests that autophagy and ferroptosis changes in CD8+ T cell metabolism directly modulate anti-tumor immunity (48, 49). Hence, it is of significance to comprehensively analyze the synergistical roles of autophagy, ferroptosis and CD8+ T cell infiltration on SCC prognosis. Combining CD8+ T cells, we found that patients with low infiltration of CD8+ T cells and “others” experienced the worst clinical outcomes (Figure 7D). The predictive efficacy of CD8+ T cell, API, FPI and their combinations was evaluated by ROC analysis. In Figure 7E, combination of CD8+ T cells, API, FPI exhibited the best performance on predicting SCCs prognosis (Supplementary Figure 6).




Figure 7 | Synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis on immunity and survival outcomes of SCCs. (A) Heatmap showing the differences in immune cell infiltrations and immune functions in patients with high FPI + high API group and “others” group. The “others” indicated the remaining patients with SCCs except for those with high FPI + high API. (B) Heatmap of the expression levels of immune checkpoints in patients with high FPI + high API group and “others”. (C) Differences in the expression levels of 122 immunomodulators (chemokines, receptors, MHC, and immunostimulatory factors) between high FPI + high API and “others” groups in SCCs. (D) Overall survival analysis for SCCs patients stratified by API, FPI and CD8+ T cells using Kaplan-Meier curves. P value was determined with log-rank test. (E) Predictive accuracy of API, FPI, CD8+ T cells or combinations according to the area under the ROC curves.



ESTIMATE algorithm was employed to quantify the overall infiltration of immune cells and stromal cells in SCCs tissue. Our results showed high FPI and high API samples were characterized by increased immune score (Figure 8A) and low stromal score (Figure 8B), which also confirmed that the crosstalk of autophagy and ferroptosis was linked to immune cell infiltrations. Furthermore, we found that tumors with high FPI in concert with high API exhibited low TIDE scores (Figure 8C). This indicated that the crosstalk of autophagy and ferroptosis might influence response to immune checkpoint blockade for SCCs patients. High expression of HLAs (HLA-DMA, HLA-DPB2, HLA-DPB1, HLA-DQB2 and HLA-DOB) was found in SCCs with high FPI in concert with high API (Figure 8D). The activities of the cancer immunity cycle are the direct comprehensive performance of the functions of the chemokine system and other immunomodulators (Figure 8E). For specimens with high FPI in concert with high API, activities of most of the steps in the cycle were found to be up-regulated, including priming and activation (step 3), B cell recruiting (step 4), CD4+ T cell recruiting (step 4), CD8+ T cell recruiting (step 4), dendritic cell recruiting (step 4), NK cell recruiting (step 4), T cell recruiting (step 4), Th1 cell recruiting (step 4), Th2 cell recruiting (step 4), Treg cell recruiting (step 4) and killing of cancer cells (step 7; Figures 8F, G). These data indicated that synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis might shape an inflamed TME in SCCs.




Figure 8 | Synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis shape an inflamed TME of SCCs. (A–C) Differences in (A) immune score, (B) stromal score and (C) tumor purity between high FPI + high API and “others” groups in SCCs. The “others” indicated the remaining patients with SCCs except for those with high FPI + high API. (D) Differences in the expression of HLA genes between patients with high FPI + high API and “others”. (E) Schematic diagram of the cancer immunity cycle. (F, G) Differences in the activity of the steps of the cancer immunity cycle between high FPI + high API and “others” groups in SCCs. Ns, not significant; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.





Bioactive Compounds for SCCs Treatment Based on Autophagy- and Ferroptosis-Related Genes

Mismatch repair deficiency (dMMR) leads to microsatellite instability (MSI), which is in relation to response to immune- and chemotherapies (50). We found that there was a distinct difference in MSI status between high FPI + high API group and “others” group (Figure 9A). Cancer stem cells (CSCs) are characterized by differentiation, self-renewal, and homeostatic control, which allowing tumor maintenance and spread. Increasing evidence has demonstrated that recurrence and therapeutic resistance of SCCs are attributed to CSCs (51). Here, this study quantified cancer stemness by mRNAsi in SCCs. Increased mRNAsi was found in SCCs specimens with high FPI in concert with high API (Figure 9B). To further observe the potential biological behaviors of the crosstalk between autophagy and ferroptosis, we identified 154 down- and 538 up-regulated genes in high FPI + high API group compared to “others” group (Figure 9C; Supplementary Table 7). Potential drugs for SCCs treatment were predicted by CMap based on these up and down-regulated tags, respectively. Following the signature query, arecoline, ketotifen and viomycin with the highest positive enrichment score were determined as potential bioactive compounds for specifically activating autophagy and ferroptosis (Supplementary Table 8). MoA analysis of predicted compounds demonstrated mechanisms of action shared by the compounds (Figure 9D). Three compounds (orciprenaline, oxymetazoline and terbutaline) shared the MoA of adrenergic receptor agonist and three compounds (oxprenolol, labetalol and tolazoline) shared adrenergic receptor antagonist.




Figure 9 | Synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis on MSI status and cancer stemness and prediction of potential bioactive compounds for SCCs treatment. (A) Differences in MSI status between high FPI + high API and “others” groups in SCCs. (B) Differences in mRNAsi between groups in SCCs. (C) Heatmap of the expression of DEGs between high FPI + high API and “others” groups. Red indicated high expression and blue indicated low expression. The gender, age, grade, stage, T, N, M and SCCs type were used as patient annotations. (D) Heatmap for each compound (perturbagen) from the CMap that shared a MoA (rows) based on autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes, ranked by descending number of compounds with a shared MoA.





Generation of a Prognostic Model Combining Autophagy and Ferroptosis

Our functional enrichment analysis showed that autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes were significantly enriched in extracellular matrix (ECM), cancer-related pathways (PI3K-Akt signaling pathway, MAPK signaling pathway, EGFR tyrosine kinase inhibitor resistance, transcriptional misregulation in cancer and estrogen signaling pathway) and ferroptosis (Figure 10A), indicating the potential clinical implications of these genes. Among all autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes, 138 were significantly associated with prognosis of SCCs patients using univariate Cox regression analysis (Supplementary Table 9). With the LASSO Cox regression method, 22 optimal candidate genes were selected with the minimum lambda (Figures 10B, C). A risk score model was created based on the expression and coefficients of the candidate genes (Supplementary Table 10). In TCGA cohort, SCCs patients were stratified into high-risk group (n=657) and low-risk group (n=657) with the median risk score as the cutoff value. In Figure 10D, patients with high risk indicated worse OS time compared to those with low risk. The AUC of the risk score was 0.677 (Figure 10E). We further investigated the prognostic value of the risk score in each SCC type. High risk scores were distinctly correlated to poorer prognosis for HNSC (Figure 10F), ESCC (Figure 10G), LUSC (Figure 10H) and CESC (Figure 10I). The well predictive performance was also observed in each SCC type (Figures 10J–M). After removing batch effects (Figure 11A), three external datasets (GSE17710, GSE44001 and GSE65858) were employed to confirm the excellent predictive accuracy of the risk score in SCCs prognosis (Figures 11B, C). Furthermore, we found that the risk score was a promising prognostic panel for each SCC type (Figures 11D–I).




Figure 10 | Biological functions of autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes and development of a prognostic model for SCCs. (A) Functional annotation analysis showing the biological functions and pathways involving autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes. (B) Cross-validation for turning parameter selection by the minimum criteria in the LASSO regression model. Two dotted vertical lines were depicted at the optimal values based on the minimum criteria. Totally, 22 optimal DEGs with the best discriminative ability were selected for establishing the model. (C) LASSO coefficient profiles of 138 prognostic DEGs in SCCs. The coefficient profiles were plotted according to the log (Lambda) values. (D) Kaplan-Meier curves of overall survival for patients with high and low risk. P value was determined with log-rank test. (E) Assessment of the predictive accuracy of the model for survival of SCCs patients from TCGA cohort according to the area under ROC curves. (F–I) Survival analysis for the two groups in (F) HNSC, (G) ESCC, (H) LUSC and (I) CESC patients from TCGA cohort. (J–M) Predictive accuracy of the model for survival of (J) HNSC, (K) ESCC, (L) LUSC and (M) CESC patients.






Figure 11 | Validation of the autophagy- and ferroptosis-related prognostic model for SCCs in external cohorts. (A) Principal component analysis showing the batch effects removed for three external cohorts: GSE17710, GSE44001 and GSE65858. (B, C) Validation of the predictive accuracy of the model for SCCs prognosis using integrated three datasets. (D–F) Validation of the overall survival of (D) HNSC, (E) LUSC and (F) CESC patients with high and low risk using Kaplan-Meier curves. (G–I) Validation of the predictive efficacy of the model for (G) HNSC, (H) LUSC and (I) CESC patients based on the area under ROC curves.





Synergistical Roles of Autophagy and Ferroptosis on Gefitinib Sensitivity and Tumor Progression in SCCs

We further validated the synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis on gefitinib resistance and tumor progression in SCCs through in vitro experiments. Two SCC cell lines KYSE410 and KYSE450 were exposed to ferroptosis agonist Erastin and autophagy agonist Rapamycin to confirm the crosstalk between autophagy and ferroptosis in SCCs. Our western blotting results showed that both Erastin and Rapamycin significantly enhanced the expression of autophagy-related proteins including LC3II/I (Figures 12A–C), ATG-3 (Figures 12D, E) and ATG-3 (Figures 12F, G). Additionally, both Erastin and Rapamycin significantly increased the expression of ferroptosis-related protein FTG1 (Figures 12H, I) but reduced the expression of ferroptosis inhibitor GPX4 (Figures 12J, K). As expected, co-treatment of Erastin and Rapamycin synergistically prominently enhanced autophagy and ferroptosis in KYSE410 and KYSE450 cells. Our cell viability assays demonstrated that both Erastin and Rapamycin reduced the gefitinib IC50 values than control cells (Figures 12L, M). Additionally, we observed the synergistical roles of Erastin in concert with Rapamycin on gefitinib sensitivity. EdU staining (Figures 12N–P) and transwell (Figures 12Q–U) assays demonstrated that proliferation, migration and invasion were remarkedly suppressed by Erastin or Rapamycin in KYSE410 and KYSE450 cells. Also, there were synergistical roles of Erastin and Rapamycin on inhibiting proliferation, migration and invasion of KYSE410 and KYSE450 cells. Above evidence confirmed the synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis on gefitinib sensitivity and tumor progression in SCCs.




Figure 12 | Synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis on gefitinib sensitivity and tumor progression in SCCs. (A–K) Detection of the expression of autophagy-related proteins including LC3II/I, ATG-5 and ATG-7 as well as ferroptosis-related proteins including FTH1 and GPX4 in KYSE410 and KYSE450 SCC cells exposed to Erastin and/or Rapamycin through western blotting. (L, M) Cell viability of KYSE410 and KYSE450 cells under treatment with Erastin and/or Rapamycin by MTT assay. (N–P) Measurement of proliferation of KYSE410 and KYSE450 cells treated with Erastin and/or Rapamycin by EdU staining. Scale bar, 50 μm and magnification, 200×. (Q–U) Detection of migration and invasion of KYSE410 and KYSE450 cells following administration with Erastin and/or Rapamycin using transwell assay. Scale bar, 50 μm and magnification, 200×. Ns, not significant; *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001; ****p<0.0001.






Discussion

Autophagy, a lysosome-dependent catabolic process, promotes cell survival and accelerates cellular demise (12). Ferroptosis, an iron-dependent cell death type, is in relation to the accumulation of lethal reactive lipid species (52). Recent experiment findings indicate that ferroptosis could occur while sharing common pathways or regulators with autophagy (15). Consistent with published research, this study comprehensively uncovered the close crosstalk between autophagy and ferroptosis at the molecular level (18). Moreover, their interplay was closely related to TME, immunity, chemotherapy resistance and survival outcomes of SCCs.

Herein, we quantified FPI and API for reflecting ferroptosis and autophagy levels in SCCs via PCA method. Their synergistical roles contributed to favorable survival outcomes of SCCs. The TME that is mainly composed of cancer cells, immune cells, and other components may mediate SCCs development and therapeutic response (53). Novel anticancer therapeutic strategies are required to target the pathways and molecular communications between cancer cells and the surrounding immune cells in the TME (54). Although previous experiment findings have reported the interplay between autophagy, ferroptosis and anti-tumor immunity, there is still lack of evidence from human SCCs specimens that may hinder the clinical translation (16). We found that autophagy in concert with ferroptosis participated in shaping an inflamed TME in human SCCs. Immune cells such as CD8+ T cells are related to favorable prognosis of patients and increased curative effects of immunotherapy (55). Herein, we found that high CD8+ T cell infiltration in concert with high FPI and high API indicated undesirable survival outcomes of SCCs and their combination displayed the well predictive efficacy in SCCs prognosis. Recent experiments have reported that CD8+ T cells may inhibit tumor growth through inducing ferroptosis and autophagy (48). ICI therapy may be combined with other strategies that transform “cold tumors” to “hot tumors”, which may increase sensitivity to ICI therapy. Tumors usually induce immune checkpoint expression for avoid being detected and killed by the host immune system (56). Therapies with anti-PD-1, anti-PD-L1, or anti-CTLA-4 reinvigorate T cells as well as allow the adaptive immune system thereby targeting cancer cells. Our data indicated that the induction of ferroptosis and autophagy combined with ICIs might produce synergistically enhanced antitumor activity for SCCs. Resistance to chemotherapy and molecular targeted therapies is a major problem facing current cancer research, which severely limits the effectiveness of cancer therapies. We found that synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis may improve the sensitivity to sunitinib, gefitinib, vinblastine and vorinostat for SCCs patients. Taken together, the induction of autophagy and ferroptosis combined with immune- or chemotherapies might produce synergistically enhanced anti-SCCs activity. By CMap database, this study predicted arecoline, ketotifen and viomycin with the highest positive enrichment score as potential small molecule compounds for specifically activating autophagy and ferroptosis. Our in vitro experiments showed that ferroptosis agonist Erastin and autophagy agonist Rapamycin synergistically enhanced the sensitivity to gefitinib and suppressed cell proliferation, migration and invasion in SCCs cells, indicating the synergistical roles of autophagy and ferroptosis on gefitinib sensitivity and tumor progression in SCCs.

To facilitate personalized prediction of the prognosis of SCCs patients, we established a prognostic model based on 22 autophagy- and ferroptosis-related genes utilizing the LASSO algorithm to improve predictive accuracy for SCCs. Following external verification, this prognostic model possessed the well performance in predicting patients’ prognosis. Nevertheless, this model will be validated in a prospective cohort.



Conclusion

Collectively, our bioinformatic analysis uncovered the interplay between autophagy and ferroptosis and their synergistical roles on prognosis, TME, immunity, and chemotherapy resistance in SCCs. The concomitant induction of autophagy and ferroptosis may be a promising strategy for treating SCCs. Although we predicted several bioactive compounds, potent drugs that function in activating autophagy and ferroptosis should be designed in future studies. Furthermore, clinical trials that treat patients with approved drugs that specifically activate autophagy and ferroptosis with the concomitant utilization of ICIs will be carried out in the future.
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LP-ERN 62.60 + 3.11 0.137 + 0.05 69.5+0.8
Tf-LP-ERN 88.63 + 4.21 0.165 + 0.03 68.5+ 1.3

The data were analyzed using a one-way analysis of variance and expressed as mean + S.D. (n = 3).
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Description Gene markers KIRP
Tumor Normal
R P R P
B cell CD19 -0.039 5.10E-01  0.130  4.90E-01
CD79A 0.210 - 0.110  5.50E-01
Monocyte CD86 0.042  4.80E-01 0.150  4.00E-01
CD115(CSF1R)  0.190 ki 0.110  5.60E-01
M1 Macrophage  INOS(NOS2) 0.250 o -0.390 *
IRF5 0.047  4.30E-01  0.190  3.00E-01
COX2(PTGS2) 0.300 - -0.093  6.10E-01
Th2 GATA3 0.110  5.80E-02  0.410 ®
STAT6 -0.012  8.50E-01  0.430 *
STAT5A 0.160 = 0.030  8.70E-01
IL13 0.014  8.10E-01  0.150  4.10E-01
Treg FOXP3 0.190 ke 0.330  6.30E-02
CCR8 0.190 - 0.220  2.20E-01
STATSB -0.034 5.70E-01 -0.100 5.80E-O1
TGFB(TGFB1) 0.370 0.400 G

*P < 0.05, *P < 0.01, **P < 0.001.
KIRP, papillary renal cell cancer.
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Mean Median Range Mean Median Range
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CD3+ TILs invasion margin 258.25 327.50 0-522 1567.00 167.00 0-314
CD8+ TILs intratumor 82.08 64.15 48-177.3 38.85 38.85 34.7-43.0
CD8+ TILs invasion margin 160.25 153.00 0-365 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Genes Sequences
GAPDH Forward primer: CAGCGACACCCACTCCTC
Reverse primer: TGAGGTCCACCACCCTGT
S100A9 Forward primer: ACCCAGACACCCTGAACC
Reverse primer: AGCATGATGAACTCCTCGA
iINOS Forward primer: CAGCGGGATGACTTTCCAA
Reverse primer: AGGCAAGATTTGGACCTGCA
TNF-a Forward primer: CAGCCTCTTCTCCTTCCTGA
Reverse primer: GGAAGACCCCTCCCAGATAGA
IL-10 Forward primer: CAAGACCCAGACATCAAGGCG
Reverse primer: GCATTCTTCACCTGCTCCACG
CD206 Forward primer: GTCATATCGGGTTGAGCCACT
Reverse primer: AATCATTCCGTTCACCAGAGG
TLR4 Forward primer: AGAATGCTAAGGTTGCCGCT
Reverse primer: CTATCACCGTCTGACCGAGC
E-cadherin Forward primer: CCCGGGACAACGTTTATTAC
Reverse primer: GCTGGCTCAAGTCAAAGTCC
N-cadherin Forward primer: CCTTTCAAACACAGCCACGG
Reverse primer: TGTTTGGGTCGGTCTGGATG
Vimentin Forward primer: CTCTGGCACGTCTTGACCTT
Reverse primer: ACCATTCTTCTGCCTCCTGC
VEGF Forward primer: TGCAGATTATGCGGATCAAACC
Reverse primer: TGCATTCACATTTGTTGTGCTGTAG
TGF-B Forward primer: CCCAGCATCTGCAAAGCTC
Reverse primer: GTCAATGTACAGCTGCCGCA
siS100A9 Sense GCUUCGAGGAGUUCAUCAUTT
Antisense AUGAUGAACUCCUCGAAGCTT
SINC Sense UUCUCCGAACGUGUCACGUTT
Antisense ACGUGACACGUUCGGAGAATT

siNC, nonspecific siRNA; siST00A9, S100A9-siRNA.
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No. Diagnosis  Ciinical stage®  Mistology  Lesionof imadiation  Fraction of radiotherapy  WES  RNA-seq

Caso 1 £ Meastasis #sc matastasic lasion 80Gy/10F Yes No
Cssez  CC Melastasis soc Metastalcason 80Gy/10F Yes Yes
Caso s NsoLe Tanat “C Primasy leson 0Gy/10F Yes Yes
Casod cRo. Meastasis e Metastatc leson 0Gy/10F Yes Yes
Caso’s NSoLC M e Primary leson 60Gy/10F Yes Yes
Caso6  CRC TuM 1 e Metastatcason 0Gy/10F Yes Yes
Caso 7 NSLC TansMic e Primary lesion 80Gy10F Yes Yes
CaosoB  CRC Welastasis a Metastatc lson 0G0 No No
Caso 9 NscLe TN e Primasy leson 80Gy/10F Yes Yes
Casat0  CRC Melastasis a Metastatc lson 0Gy/10F Yes Yes
Caselt  NSOLC TnaMc e Primary leson 80Gy/10F Yes Yes

20, Excpnageel cnoa:; O, Canical G NSCLC, o smatca g cnoor GRG, coeectlcancr: ASC, AGanoscamous capost SO, Sqemos o crcoma AC, Ackinocaronama
“Cancerstage weroassigredin accodance e American Jon Comitn on Cacer (JGC) TNM Staging Clssifcaton fr NSCLC, canvial cancer, cokroctal cancer, and esophoged
coricer ol SOTT
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Malignancy Expression Functions Mechanisms Clinical characteristics Prognosis  References
types
Acute Downregulated  NA NA The percent of peripheral blast ~ Overall (190, 191)
lymphoid cells, leucocytosis, and the survival
leukemia presence of a clinical tumoral
syndrome
B-cell Upregulated NA NA Identification marker; the NA (194-196)
progenitor ALL detection of minimum residual
disease
Acute Downregulated  Evading immunosurveillance NA Complete remission rate Overall (191)
myelocytic survival and
leukemia disease-free
survival
Chronic Downregulated ~ Abnormal adhesion of CML NA NA NA (197)
myelocytic progenitor cells and abnormal clonal
leukemia proliferation of T cells
Burkitt's Downregulated  Evading immunosurveillance NA NA NA (200)
Lymphoma
Hodgkin's Downregulated  Immune evasion NA At the advanced stage of HL, Relapse of (202, 203)
lymphoma CD58 inactivation of HRS cells ~ HL
located in pleural effusions is
extremely prevalent
Diffuse large B Downregulated ~ Evading immunosurveillance Inhibiting IFN-y secretion of NA An (204-206)
cell lymphoma T/NK cells against lymphoma independent
cells adverse
prognostic
factor
Neuroblastoma NA Susceptibility of it to the cytotoxic NA NA NA (209)
effects of LAK and NK cells
Hepatocellular ~ Upregulated Promotion of immune synapse NA NA NA (76)
carcinoma in anisomycin-  formation to boost NK-
treated mediated immunotherapeutic effects
HCC cells
Gastric cancer NA NA NA Cell dedifferentiation, invasion of ~ Overall (212)
lymph and blood vessels, survival and
distant metastases disease-free
survival
Colorectal NA Potentiation of intercellular NA NA NA (210)
cancer adhesion, stimulation of the T cell
proliferation, and augment of CTL
cytotoxicity
Upregulated Enhancement of sphere formation,  Activating the Wnt/B-catenin NA NA 211)
EMT ability and tumor growth; pathway by degradation of
Promotion of self-renewal of cancer  Dickkopf 3
stem cell
Melanoma Downregulated  Immune evasion Deficiency of T cell Increasing CD58 expression NA (56, 216)

in patients with
ICB-resistance

costimulation, reduced T cell
adhesion, and even synergy of
the corepressor PD-L1.

contributes to alleviate ICB
resistance

NA, not available. The presence of NA in the table is due to the lack of information on related studlies. ALL, acute lymphoid leukemia; CML, chronic myelocytic leukemia; HL, Hodgkin’s
lymphoma; HCC, hepatocellular carcinoma; LAK, lymphokine-activated killing; CTL, cytotoxic T lymphocyte; EMT, epithelial-mesenchymal transition; ICB, immune checkpoint blockade.
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Gene
Symbol

CASP3

EEF2

GAPDH

CAPN1
DAPK1
SERPINA1
CANX
CCL2

HR (95%C1)

0.8846(0.7838-0.9983)

0.6678(0.4920-0.8793)
0.7715(0.6369-0.9345)

0.8331(0.7073-0.9813)
1.3835(1.1847-1.6157)
0.9062(0.8370-0.9811)
0.7301(0.6099-0.8739)
1.1482(1.0510-1.2644)

P-value

0.04689

0.00468

0.00799

0.02882

Number
of drugs

N

(SRR

DrugBank ID

DB08497, DB08229, DB08213, DB07696, DBO1017, DB06862,
DB05408, DB03124, DB08498, DB08251, DB08499

DB04315,0803223 DB08348,DB02059
DB03893,0B00157,0B07347

DB07627,0B04276,DB04653
DB04069,0B04395,0B07444
DB01998,0B05481,0803345
DBO00031,DB00025
DB01055,0801406

Drug name examples

EMRICASAN, MINOCYCLINE, METHYL (3S)-3-[TERT-BUTOXYCARBONYL]-4-
OXOPENTANOATE, 2-HYDROXY-5-(2-MERCAPTO-ETHYLSUFAMOYL)-BENZOIC
ACID

Diphthamide, Glycinamide, Guanosine-5'Diphosphate, Adenosine-5-
Diphosphoribose
Thionicotinamide-Adenine-Dinucieotide, NADH 4-(2-Aminoethy)Benzenesulfonyl
Fluoride

CBZ-LEU-LEU-TYR-CH2F

5,6-Dihydro-Benzo[H|Cinnolin-3-Yiamine

Recombinant alpha 1-antitrypsin,Mercaptoethanol

Tenecteplase, Antihemophilic factor

Mimosine, Danazol
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Gene symbol HR (95% CI) P value
TSC2 0.4072(0.2832 - 0.5856) 1.25E-06
CALCOCO2 0.6758(0.5680 - 0.8039) 9.69E-06
DAPK1 1.3835(1.1847 - 1.6157) 4.10E-05
BAG3 1.1503(1.0753 - 1.2305) 4.72E-05
CAMKK2 0.5397(0.3882 - 0.7504) 0.000244719
CANX 0.7301(0.6099 - 0.8739) 0.000606334
ULK1 0.7257(0.6025 - 0.8742) 0.000735293
P4HB 0.8215(0.7324 - 0.9215) 0.000790605
CCL2 1.1482(1.0510 - 1.2544) 0.002205099
GABARAP 0.7085(0.5667 - 0.8859) 0.002507313
GABARAPL1 0.8216(0.7213 - 0.9360) 0.003127288
EEF2 0.6578(0.4920 - 0.8793) 0.004684677
GAPDH 0.7715(0.6369 - 0.9345) 0.007994922
NCKAP1 1.6932(1.1345 - 2.5271) 0.009954145
CDKN1B 1.1991(1.0424 - 1.3793) 0.011027097
CAPNS1 0.8504(0.7469 - 0.9684) 0.014474617
SERPINA1 0.9062(0.8370 - 0.9811) 0.015041995
BECN1 0.7031(0.5283 - 0.9358) 0.015733367
ARSB 0.7888(0.6501 - 0.9571) 0.016217681
CDKN2A 0.7312(0.5641 - 0.9477) 0.017994775
DLCH 0.7460(0.5785 - 0.9619) 0.023876677
ERN1 0.6722(0.4728 - 0.9558) 0.026995358
CAPN1 0.8331(0.7073 - 0.9813) 0.028824089
ATGOA 0.8343(0.7059 - 0.9861) 0.03365361
EIF2AK2 1.2624(1.0181 - 1.5653) 0.03374212
WIPI2 0.7297(0.5453 - 0.9765) 0.034038805
TGB4 0.5864(0.3552 - 0.9682) 0.036949174
CLN3 0.7788(0.6128 - 0.9897) 0.04089584
ATG7 0.8389(0.7072 - 0.9952) 0.043928123
HGS 0.8035(0.6488 - 0.9951) 0.044918193
FAS 0.8763 (0.7692 - 0.9982) 0.046832376
CASP3 0.8846(0.7838 - 0.9983) 0.046888189






OPS/images/fimmu.2020.609705/table2.jpg
<6
725 Lo
oy T
oo

oo,
iz pst0

po49 s
cows g

wic

conzn

£2280 g

ERE 1 58 o 2 §

[1Sad 0 08 2 ¢

P

P A, o, o e, 1

Chomo Efect of Combination.
FOLOW Goros st st cn s

Ows s

[ ——"—

00 Gty o o et o o
3 g i s 00 g

11 ot st sty COT-1 s
oo vt s sy T
G oy ot 550w i)

0P root o prtasin ol mtromo. o
005 o o rkion o e chon
menanges,ceco Paoes s st

GO B e osment ptmensentio
mermang ot 5 ks

00 0001 spprssn o rmson koo v
Vably o L1 ot o, nrenao
Cromgansity 0 CO0P

0P Agopic i was sy e

B cagon.
ety

s A9t
crihesion 1

155,00
ooy
SRTes

v oo,
oodpensin,
v
pamosiy. ot
Lz L0 e
waner,
vencaatra T

e s

o g
802 w1970
N, Gu2u N
76567 Sy

120, T oy

[riTTe—

oot

Limter

. ToEn o

Aot

P
pri
Qo

oy

wata
Yo
@

vy

@

e
@

@

I

.
@

o
o

wota
o






OPS/images/fimmu-12-648917/fimmu-12-648917-g001.gif
A_Cohon  WRwswch B_Cotont  WRESMOD  cousT
ICGCAU  0.930.53,1.65) ICGEAY  135076237) =
- e e o e N e
MTAB  071(053,095) - MTAB  061(046,052)
GSEB 0.84(051,1.36) jo=tp2 GSE21  0.71(044,1.16) o
GSESTASS 0.880461.85) ] GSESTAS  1.18064.216) s
posigesiniu R NS
GsEssIe 0.76(0451.28) o GSEBSHIE  0.94(0.56,1.58) P
oo i, sasmsasiseoss 4]
[Frszrs o) S PSP
. .
o v o
KGCAY HCOCAU  1.050601.85) T =

TooA  oacperise wee

e 074056100

Tooa ostass1ay
umas 06051102

Gse2son 101063,1.64) CSEHIT 106084176 o i
sesnios 085046139 osesrs vooseren Y
wans oo ] cserrn 1oanearsn s
csame araausrzn L et v ™
Froka®_0ss072100 P57 i.—u roseonn sosaraaie peoats 14w
[Froon mor] ZrA=e M v arararerd
conon_mpsnin Conon sty owoomt
KOCAY  0.74(042:129) CGCAU  1.61(090.288) -,
oo osdoarton o asomizm o s
e tosam 10 e 111190 o
P e somam o
ooy comes 10res0 |t e
csen osmosn1an pes——————y s
csassne 125078210 e ooy s
Puscann_037042:1.19P-0726 seomonm 1341131872001 st






OPS/images/fimmu.2021.695865/M2.jpg
Rk cies | salusiet AR ANENY + IRpsisa biafuicnctn . (-A90)

s dofCANKRS 05617 + [t fCANN. (020

[BesontodaDAPS 0309 o [Bpesntot st 026

fEspemion Il TOCL( - 4286 o [sproemnt o LK (0368





OPS/images/fimmu.2020.609705/table1b.jpg
e e

T g

o G

Se—

—

G Corce

Moo i

iy A
wTCass
o
o
B0
Buco.
i

oo
waras
e

o 0w
ool

Tou o
w03
s

o6
wGra2
e

e e

ocR 7o e aE,
oo

oonraswsas
e

[

ocRoszmRm T
o

ocnor iR ETEN G-
030, s 126
T03m 08 883
15,08 (<001

Lz
pret

oo, cox
vcoe.
‘o coss,

Lia ey
o o
oricos”

o

e

BTHT






OPS/images/fimmu-12-648917/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/fimmu.2021.695865/M1.jpg
Risk score = > Coefi x A,





OPS/images/fimmu-12-653358/fimmu-12-653358-t001.jpg
Drug Type

Immune
checkpoint
molecules

Modified
cytokines

Small-molecule
immunomodulators

Targeting
immunometabolism

NCT
Number

NCT01968109

NCT02996110

NCT02460224

NCT02608268

NCT03849469

NCT03092856

NCT02335918

NCT03729245

NCT02009449
NCT02667886

NCT02923531
NCT02675439

NCT02655822

NCT02754141

Intervention

Relatiimab (anti-LAG-3) +/~
Nivolumab

Relatiimab -+ Nivolumab

LAG525 (anti-LAG-3) +/~
PDROOT (anti-PD-1)

MBGAS3 (anti-Tim-3) +/-
PDROOT (anti-PD-1)
XmAb22841 (anti-CTLA-4 &
LAG-3) +/-Pembrolizumab
PF-04518600 (OX40 agonist) +
Asitinib

Variilumab (CD27 agonist)
+Nivolumab

NKTR-214 (CD122 agonist) +
Nivolumiab

AMO0010 (PEG-IL-10)

X4P-001 (CXCR4 inhibitor) +/~
Asitinib

X4P-001 + Nivolumab
MIWB15 (STING agonist) +/~
Ipilimumab

Ciforadenant (A2aR antagonist)
+/- Atezolizumab

BMS-986179 (anti-CD73) +/-
Nivolumab or rHuPH20

Comparison

Nivolumab +
Ipilimumab

Axitinib

Sunitinib or
Cabozantinib

Histology

RCC and others

RCC

RCC

RCC

RCC

©cRCG, nccRCC

RCC and others

RCC

RCC and others.
<ccRCC

ccRCC
RCC and others

RCC and others

RCC and others

Primary endpoint

Safety, efficacy

Safety
Safety, ORR
Safety, ORR
Safety

PFS

ORR

08, ORR

Safety
Safety

Safety
Safety, RD

Safety, ORR, DLT, MDL

Safety

Status.

Recruiting

Recruiing

Active, not recruiting
Recruiing
Recruiting
Recruiting
Completed
Recruiting

Active, ot recruiting
Active, ot recruiting

Completed
Active, not recruing

Recruiting

Recruiting

Phase

Phase VIl

Phase Il

Phase I/l

Phase Vil

Phase |

Phase Il

Phase Il

Phase Ill

Phase |
Phase I/l

Phase VIl
Phase |

Phase |

Phase VIl

Number of
patients

1,500

200

490

269

242

104

175

600

350
74

9
47

336

268

Allocation

Randomized

Randomized

Non-randomized

Non-randomized

Non-randomized

Randomized

N/A

Randomized

Non-randomized
Randomized

N/A
Non-randomized

Randomized

Non-randomized

A2aR, adenosine A2a Receptor; ccRCC, clear cell renal cell carcinoma; CTLA-4, cytotoxic THymphocyte-associated protein 4; DLT, dose-limiting toxicities; LAG-3, lymphocyte-activation gene 3; MDL, maximum dose level; nccRCC,
non-clear cell renal cell carcinoma; ORR, objective response rete; OS, overall survival; PD-1, programmed cell death-1; PEG-IL-10, pegylated interleukin-10; PFS, progression-free survivel; RCC, renal cell carcinoma; RD, Recommended

dose; rHuPH20, recombinant human hyaluronidase PH20 enzyme; STING, stimulator of interferon genes; Tim-:

T-cell immunoglobulin mucin-3.
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Characteristics TeeA Validation cohor

Number of samples 453 &
Age median (range) 58(15-%0) 3(20-79)
Gender

Malo 262 (62%) 36(60%)
Femdle 171 @8%) 24 (40%)
Additional_pharmacouta_therapy.

Yes 20% 39(65%)
NO 2% 21@5%)
NA 309 (66%)

Ackitional_radiation_therapy

Yes 16(10%) 8(13%)
NO 19 4%) 52(87%)
NA 368 (66%)

Pathologio M

VO 403 (69%) 50(83%)
Mt 24(5%) 10(17%
NA 26(6%)

Pathologe.N

NO 221 o) 32(53%)
Nt 73 (16%) 18 (30%)
N2 49.(119%) 6(10%)
N3 56 (129%) 4%
NX 35(6%)

NA 19 (4%)

Pathologi_T

0 6%

T 410%) 14(23%)
2 76(17%) 2847%)
5 89 20%) 13(22%)
4 162 (345%) 5(6%)
X 15 (10%)

NA 27(6%)

Pathologc_Stage

Stage 1 86 (19%) 19 (32%)
Stage 2 138 60%) 21(35%)
Stage 3 170 (36%) 14(23%)
Stage 4 2% 6(10%)

NA 36 (8%)
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3

Phenotype
CD19CD3ECD1A'CO14"IGM”

CD19"GD5"CD43"CB6"CDIAT"
CD19'CDS*CD27*CD138"CD38"

Homan,

Human

Key reguiatory molecules.

0025, 100, 110, G:8
3
B

Disease model

Eptheial cancars breast cenvical, ovarian, colorect, and prostate carcinoma)
-t
Kidoey transplant
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