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Neuronal expression of major histocompatibility complex I (MHCI)-related molecules in 
adults and during CNS diseases is involved in the synaptic plasticity and axonal regen-
eration with mechanisms either dependent or independent of their immune functions. 
Motor neurons are highly responsive in triggering the expression of MHCI molecules 
during normal aging or following insults and diseases, and this has implications in the 
synaptic controls, axonal regeneration, and neuromuscular junction stability of these 
neurons. We recently reported that MHCI and immunoproteasome are strongly activated 
in spinal motor neurons and their peripheral motor axon in a mouse model of familial 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS) during the course of the disease. This response was 
prominent in ALS mice with slower disease progression in which the axonal structure 
and function was better preserved than in fast-progressing mice. This review summa-
rizes and discusses our observations in the light of knowledge about the possible role 
of MHCI in motor neurons providing additional insight into the pathophysiology of ALS.
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iNTRODUCTiON

Amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS) is an irreversible, fatal adult onset neurodegenerative disorder 
causing degeneration of motor neurons in the brain stem, spinal cord, and cerebral cortex. The 
muscle denervation leads to impairment of the neuromuscular system, resulting in paralysis and 
death for respiratory failure within 2–3 years after symptom onset. The majority of ALS cases are 
sporadic, while about 10% are inherited; however, the two forms are clinically and pathologically 
indistinguishable. A limited number of genes, including SOD1, TARDBP, FUS, C9orf72, and TBK1, 
are responsible for a significant proportion of familial and sporadic ALS cases (1, 2). So far, mice 
overexpressing a transgene of human cytosolic superoxide dismutase Cu, Zn dependent (SOD1) 
with ALS-associated mutations are the animal models that most closely mimics the pathological 
phenotype of both familial and sporadic ALS (3). The transgenic mouse carrying the hSOD1G93A 
mutation (SOD1G93A), developed more than 20 years ago, has been widely used to unravel the cascade 
of molecular mechanisms underlying the pathogenesis and progression of ALS (4). These mice 
develop the disease in adulthood, with progressive muscle wasting and paralysis until death, which 
is normally induced by euthanasia when they are unable to right themselves within 10 s after being 
placed on their side. In both mouse models and ALS patients, the denervation of neuromuscular 
junctions (NMJs) and the axonal retraction occur long before the loss of MN cell bodies in the 
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spinal cord and before the symptoms of neuromuscolar deficit 
become evident (3, 5–8). It is likely that initially the axons that 
are still intact can generate compensatory collateral sprouting in 
order to maintain functional muscle activity, but later, when this 
compensatory mechanism fails and the motor neuron degenera-
tion progresses, there is an irreversible muscular atrophy (9).

An intrinsic mechanism at the level of motor neuron cell 
bodies and axon contributes to the pathogenesis of ALS through 
multiple signaling pathways that have been extensively reviewed 
(4, 10, 11). However, accumulating evidence indicate that ALS is 
a non-cell autonomous disease influenced by sustained astroglio-
sis, with microglial activation and blood-derived immune cells 
infiltration in the spinal cord that may have critical functions 
during the disease course (12, 13).

A number of comprehensive overviews have been published 
on the contribution of the innate and adaptive immune system 
in ALS pathology; so, this review focuses on the mechanisms of 
cross-talk between degenerating motor neurons and the adaptive 
immune cells, particularly on the role of the major histocompat-
ibility complex I (MHCI).

MHCi iN THe CNS

An intriguing hypothesis suggests that the evolution of the adap-
tive immune system may have coincided with elaboration of the 
neural crest and tissues derived from it, such as the jaws, at the 
time of increasing complexity of the nervous system (14, 15). In 
these terms, the adaptive immune system may be an evolutionary 
offshoot of the vertebrate nervous system (14, 15). This notion is 
fostered by several genomics studies indicating that the adaptive 
immune system-related signaling genes were ancestrally involved 
in the development and/or function of the nervous system 
(14,  15). In this scenario, it is hardly surprisingly therefore to 
see how specialized immune cells – T cells, B cells, and dendritic 
cells – have evolved an immunological synapse structurally and 
functionally reminiscent of the neural synapse (16, 17).

One of the main factors in the adaptive immune system is 
the MHCI, classically involved in the presentation of peptides 
derived from proteolysis mediated by the immunoprotea-
some (IP) to cytotoxic lymphocytes (18). MHCI belongs to 
the ever-increasing class of immune proteins (e.g., cadherins; 
Thy-1; calcineurin; NF-κB, CD22) later detected in the nervous 
system (19), suggesting that the two compartments share com-
mon signal transduction mechanisms. However, some of these 
molecules, while maintaining the same structure, may also have 
a different function depending on the context in which they act: 
a feature termed pleiotropy (20). In the past decade, studies on 
MHCI activity in the CNS have mainly aimed at demonstrating 
its role in brain development and plasticity, a topic that has been 
amply reviewed (21–23). Instead, less information is available 
about its role in adults. Under normal conditions, the MHCI 
is weakly or even not expressed in mature neuronal cells, but 
its expression dramatically increases after viral or parasitic 
infection (24–26), exposure to cytokines (27–31), and pharma-
cological manipulation of electrical activity (32). In addition, 
MHCI becomes activated in neurons targeted to progressive 
degeneration (33).

Motor neurons seem to be the most responsive in triggering 
the MHCI during normal aging (34, 35), after insults such as 
the axotomy (36) or ventral horn root avulsion (37) or during 
chronic diseases such as experimental autoimmune encephalo-
myelitis in mice (38). We recently reported that spinal motor 
neurons of transgenic mice carrying the mutant SOD1G93A 
markedly activated the expression of several molecules associ-
ated with MHCI at the onset and during the progression of the 
disease (39–41). The mechanism triggering this response and its 
local consequences are not clearly defined yet. However, these 
findings open a new scenario in the pathophysiology of ALS as 
regards cross-talk between the peripheral immune system and 
CNS, which may be aimed either at preventing or exacerbating 
the motor neuron loss. It remains to be seen whether the expres-
sion of MHCI by MNs is closely related to direct communica-
tion with infiltrating immune cells (CD8+ T cells) or whether 
alternative mechanisms can influence motor neuron viability in 
an immune system-independent manner. In this review, we will 
comment on both these possibilities trying to define a potential 
role of MHCI in ALS.

THe NATURe AND GeNeTiCS OF MHCi

Major histocompatibility complex class I molecules are trimeric 
complexes assembled in the endoplasmic reticulum (ER). It 
consists of two non-covalently linked polypeptide chains, known 
as α-chain (divided into three domains: α1, α2, and α3) and beta 
2 microglobulin (β2m) chains that can bind a large set of antigenic 
peptide fragments (8–11 amino acids) produced in the cytosol 
by the IP and translocated into the ER through the transporter 
associated with antigen presentation (TAP) (18). The MHCI is 
then transferred to a vesicle that fuses with the plasma membrane 
to present the peptide fragment extracellularly to CD8+ T lym-
phocytes. These cells recognize MHCI through the CD8 receptor 
and the antigenic peptide trough the T cell receptor (TCR).

The composition of the MHCI-associated antigen peptides 
varies from one cell type to another and can be perturbed by cell-
intrinsic and -extrinsic factors including altered cell metabolism 
and infection (42). Once CD8+ T lymphocytes recognize the 
peptides as non-self or neo-self-antigens, they activate the IP 
and kill the presenting cells directly through the Fas or perforin 
pathways and/or indirectly by the release of cytokines (18, 42) 
(Figure 1). Classical MHCI alpha chains (class Ia) are encoded 
by three genes in both human (HLA-A, -B, and -C) and mice 
(H2-K, -D, and -L) located in the MHC locus on chromosomes 
(chr) 6 and 17, respectively. The gene for β2m is located on a dif-
ferent chromosome (chr 15 in humans and chr 2 in mice) (43) 
(Figure 2).

The MHC region is the most polymorphic of the entire human 
genome (43). Each HLA locus is present in multiple variants 
(alleles) that characterize the individual haplotype according to 
a numerical designation (e.g., HLA-A2, HLA-B5); in mice, each 
haplotype is identified by a letter (e.g., H-2Kd, H-2Dk).

Gene alterations in the MHC class I region have been linked 
to various disorders with neurological symptoms, including 
spinocerebellar ataxia, Huntington’s disease, Parkinson’s disease, 
multiple sclerosis, narcolepsy, dyslexia, schizophrenia, and autism 
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FiGURe 1 | Antigen processing through MHC i molecules. MHCI is a tripartite complex that is composed of a non-covalent association of heavy chain (blue) 
with β2m (red). The third component is represented by a short peptide of 8–10 aa (orange), which is processed by the proteasome and translocated to the 
endoplasmic reticulum (ER) lumen through Tap protein (TAP1; TAP2; yellow) where it is loaded onto the MHC complex through the tapasin (Tsn; yellow). After 
loading, MHCI dissociates from TAP/Tsn and traffics to the cell surface along the secretory pathway, where it is monitored by cytotoxic CD8+ T cells. Normally, the 
exposure of a self-peptide on the cell membrane avoids the activation of an immune response. Conversely, the exposure of a non-self-peptide (red) induces the 
activation of an immune response by CD8+ T cells with induction of the immunoproteaseome in which three catalytic proteasome β subunits are replaced by three 
immunosubunits (Lmp7, Lmp2, and Lmp10).
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(44–47). This is a product of the role of MHC class I in adaptive 
immunity, as well as its extraordinary genetic diversity.

A high frequency of the HLA-A3 and HLA-B12 antigens was ini-
tially found to be associated with ALS patients with rapid and slow 

disease progression, respectively. However, this was not validated 
in a subsequent study comparing the HLA antigenic frequency in 
ALS patients and control groups (47, 48). Both studies were made 
on small cohorts of patients and limited to specific geographical 
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FiGURe 2 | Genomic map of the human and mouse MHC class i region. A simplified diagram of the human and mouse MHCI genomic regions shows the 
MHC spanning approximately 3.6 Mb, located on chromosome 6 in humans and 17 in mice. The classical MHCI genes (blue) are highly polymorphic. Class II and III 
genes are indicated by white and dashed lines but are not annotated here. The light chain of MHCI molecules, β2m, is encoded on a separate chromosome (15 in 
humans and 2 in mice). Classical MHC class I genes include HLA-A, HLA-B, and HLA-C in humans and H2-K, -D, and -L in mice. H2-L is closely related to H2-D 
and appears to be present only in the BALB/c mouse strain. The two TAP genes (Tap1 and Tap2; yellow) lie in the MHC class II region close to the 
immunoproteasome genes (Lmp2 and Lmp7); yellow in both humans and mice. The gene for tapasin (Tapbp) lies at the edge of the MHC locus nearest the 
centromere. The general arrangement of the MHC is similar in humans and rodents, the main difference being that MHCI genes in mice have become separated at 
both ends of the MHC by class II and III genes.
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areas; so, further analysis is necessary to gain an objective view of 
the genetic association between the MHCI locus and ALS.

The MHC locus is also extremely polygenic as it includes MHC 
class Ia genes, MHCII class Ia genes, and non-classical genes for 
both MCHI and MHCII complexes (class Ib and class IIb) (18, 43). 
In addition, the two TAP genes (Tap1 and Tap2) lie in the MHC 
class II region close to the IP genes (Lmp2 and Lmp7), whereas the 
gene for tapasin (Tapbp), a chaperon protein essential for peptide 
loading, lies at the edge of the MHC locus nearest the centromere 
(Figure 2). The genetic linkage of the MHC class I genes with 
Tap, Tapbp, and Lmp genes suggests that the entire MHC region 
has been selected during evolution for antigen processing and 
presentation (18). No correlation between genetic variations in 
the sequence of these genes and ALS has been described yet. 
Nevertheless, the genetic variant D76N of β2m is responsible for 
a very rare form of familial systemic amyloidosis (49), whereas 
different genetic variants of the IP component Lmp7 have been 
associated with many diseases, including viral infection, autoim-
mune disease, and malignant tumors (50).

MHCi iN THe CNS AND PNS: 
iMPLiCATiONS FOR THe iMMUNe 
ReSPONSe

CNS is considered to be immunoprivileged in order to pro-
tect the postmitotic neural cells from the entry of pathogens, 

circulating immune cells, and other potentially damaging 
factors that may cause the neuronal injury and death. This is 
made possible by the presence of a physical blood–brain barrier 
(BBB) maintained by tight junctions between brain endothelial 
cells, the basal lamina of these cells, and astrocyte end-feet 
processes. In addition, cells in the CNS display very little or 
no expression of immune molecules, such as the MHCI, thus 
avoiding attack by immunocompetent cells and this contributes 
to the immunoprivileged status (51). In pathological conditions 
(viral infection, neuroinflammation, or neurodegeneration), 
a leakage in the BBB has been reported even before the overt 
neurodegeneration together with the neuronal upregulation of 
MHCI, as seen in human postmortem tissues (33, 51, 52). For 
example, both MHCI and β2m are strongly expressed by cortical 
and hippocampal neurons in Rasmussen’s encephalitis, a child-
hood disease causing chronic inflammation of the brain with 
infiltration of T cells in the parenchyma (53). The same occurs in 
dysmorphic/dysphasic cortical neurons of focal cortical dyspla-
sia, tuberous sclerosis complex, and ganglioglioma cases (54), all 
diseases caused by infantile tauopathies. In neurodegenerative 
diseases of adulthood like Parkinson disease, both MHCI and 
β2m were upregulated by dopaminergic neurons in the substantia 
nigra and in norepinephrinergic neurons of the locus coeruleus 
in postmortem tissues (33).

More evidence is available on the neuronal expression of MHCI 
in in vitro and in vivo models under inflammatory stimuli such 
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FiGURe 3 | MHCi and LMP7 are strongly activated in primary motor neurons by iNFγ. (A–D) Confocal micrographs, at different magnifications, showing 
marked activation of MHCI (green) and LMP7 (red) by primary motor neurons (SMI-32; blue) of (B) C57 Ntg and (D) C57SOD1G93A mice after exposure to INFγ 
(50 U/ml) for 24 h; scale bar: 50 μm.
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as cytokines or viral infection (52). For example, the rat primary 
motor neurons express high levels of both MHCI heavy chain and 
β2m mRNAs after stimulation for 24, 48, and 72 h, with IFN-γ, 
which is normally produced by activated T-cells and natural killer 
(NK) cells in  vivo (55). Similarly, cultured primary catechola-
minergic neurons expressed high levels of MHCI upon exposure 
for 72 h to IFN-γ, microglial medium prestimulated by LPS or 
exposure to high levels of l-dihydroxyphenylalanine (l-DOPA) 
(33). We also observed that INFγ exposure for 24 h, dramatically 
induced the expression of MHCI and LMP7 in primary spinal 
motor neurons of both non-transgenic and C57SOD1G93A mice 
cocultured with non-transgenic primary cortical astrocytes, and 
the two proteins colocalize in both somata and motor axons 
(Figures 3A–D).

Strong upregulation of MHCI and related molecules 
was also seen in the CNS of mice infected with neurotropic 
viruses. Redwine et  al. (26) showed that infection with a 
strain of murine hepatitis virus induced the transcription of 
MHCI mRNA by oligodendrocytes, neurons, microglia, and 
endothelia. Since the virus causes a chronic, inflammatory 
demyelinating disease, it was suggested that the MHCI activa-
tion in neurons was related to classical direct neuron antigen-
specific interactions with CD8+ T cells leading to damage to the 
neurons. Studies in vitro on primary mouse neurons infected 

by neurotropic Borna disease virus (BDV) or pulsed by 
lympho-choriomeningitis virus envelope glycoprotein (GP33) 
confirmed this indicating that activated CD8+ T cells establish 
stable contacts with axons in an antigen- and MHCI-dependent 
manner (56–58). These stable Fas (neuronal cells)–FasL (CD8+ 
T cells) contacts rapidly cause segmental damage of neurites 
in the form of spheroids or beads, independent of detectable 
morphological changes to the somata (57). Notably, Sauer et al. 
(59) reported that sustained exposure of primary mouse corti-
cal neurons to IFNγ for 72 h was sufficient to upregulate the 
axolemmal expression of MHCI H-2Kb molecules competent 
to present exogenously or endogenously derived SIINFEKL 
(chicken ovalbumin) peptides. They discovered that cytotoxic 
T cells isolated from C57BL/6-Tg(TcraTcrb)1100Mjb/J (OT-I) 
mice and that express a transgenic TCR engineered to recog-
nize H-2Kb-presenting SIINFEKL peptide, formed cytotoxic 
immune synapses with and injured MHCI-expressing axons, 
and mediated axon injury through a MHCI and granzyme 
B-dependent mechanism.

Although the precise mechanism by which CD8+ T cells 
damage neurons calls for further investigation, these data sug-
gest that, if appropriately stimulated, neuronal cells can activate 
MHCI signaling as a means of communication with cytotoxic 
T cells.
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MHCi iN THe CNS AND PNS: THe 
PLeiOTROPiC ROLe

In the past 10 years, the use of animal models has enables us to 
identify an additional non-immunological function for MHCI 
in CNS neurons, strictly related to synaptic remodeling and 
plasticity. More specifically, the lack of a functional MHCI in 
mice profoundly affects synaptic density and transmission of 
neuronal cells in hippocampus, visual cortex, and cerebellum 
during normal development (22). From these studies, it emerges 
that MHCI is required for the establishment of appropriate 
connections between neurons. This activity is apparently 
immune independent and specifically related to the regulation of 
long-term plasticity of excitatory synaptic transmission. It now 
appears that MHCI molecules normally inhibit NMDA receptor 
(NMDAR) function and regulate trafficking of AMPARs after 
NMDAR stimulation (60). Lee et al. (61) clearly demonstrated 
that MHCI induces functional and structural synapse pruning 
during development, balancing the Ca+ influx mediated-long 
terminal potentiation (LTP) in favor of a long terminal depres-
sion (LTD) between CNS neurons. The pleiotropic role MHCI 
was further investigated in adult mice after a mechanical insult 
or trauma. These studies produced controversial results about the 
specific role of MHCI in CNS.

Escande-Beillard et  al. (62) showed that the addition of 
picomolar amounts of recombinant MHCI to cultures of wild-
type neurons could inhibit neurite outgrowth while transgenic 
C57Bl/6 mice engineered to express higher levels of self-Db 
(MHCIa) in their CNS neurons had alterations in hippocampal 
morphology and retinogeniculate projections, as well as impaired 
neurorepair responses to CNS insult (63). In keeping with this, 
the absence of MHCI enhanced neuroprotection after stroke (64). 
Stroke induced in mice lacking these proteins has smaller infarcts, 
larger corticospinal axonal projections, fewer reactive astrocytes, 
and lesser neuronal death supporting the conclusion that MHCI 
signaling contributes to brain injury after ischemia. Thus, the 
significant rises in MHCI components after stroke might reduce 
axonal outgrowth and synaptic plasticity of surviving neurons 
and circuits, limiting functional recovery.

In contrast, other studies show that MHCI is necessary to 
preserve the physiological activity of injured motor neurons in 
the spinal cord, enhancing the recovery of motor function follow-
ing a mechanical insult. For example, Oliveira et al. (37) reported 
that the lack of a functional MHCI in β2m−/− mice subjected 
to axonal transection strongly influenced synapse density and 
axonal regeneration of spinal motor neurons. In β2m−/− mice, 
the synaptic detachments of the soma of lumbar motor neurons 
1 week after peripheral sciatic nerve transection were more exten-
sive than in wild-type animals. This surplus removal selectively 
involved the clusters of inhibitory synapses without affecting 
the loss of excitatory synapses, which remained the same in 
normal and β2m−/− mice. Thus, after axon lesion motor neurons 
preferentially remove excitatory inputs, maintaining a subset of 
inhibitory inputs on the cell and this last effect is strictly depend-
ent on the presence of MHCI. In the same study, Oliveira et al. 
(37) found that fewer motor neurons were able to regenerate new 
axons in the distal nerve stump after axotomy in β2m−/− mice than 

wild-type mice, suggesting a positive effect of MHCI in axonal 
regeneration.

This was subsequently confirmed by studies showing that 
wild-type mouse strains with greater ability to upregulate neu-
ronal MHCI expression after injury had more effective axonal 
regrowth (65). In addition, transgenic mice with enhanced neu-
ronal MHCI expression (NSE-Db) recovered locomotor function 
better after spinal cord injury than wild-type mice (66). On the 
basis of these observations, Thams et al. (36) extensively analyzed 
MHCI expression and distribution in mice subjected to axotomy. 
Surprisingly, despite high levels of mRNA expression, MHCI was 
barely detectable in the motor neurons cell bodies of intact and 
lesioned motor neurons, although there was a marked increase 
in immunoreactivity for MHCI in the surrounding microglia. 
Interestingly, when the peripheral nerve compartment of motor 
neurons was analyzed, marked MHCI immunoreactivity was 
found at the level of putative motor axons of transected sciatic 
nerve and in the NMJs of gastrocnemius muscles.

Thams et al. (36) also reported that mice defective in H2-K 
and H2-D genes (Kb−/−; Db−/− mice) had an abnormal pattern of 
innervation of the hind limb muscles and diaphragm compared 
with wild-type mice. There was a higher density of acetyl choline 
receptor (AChR) clusters, disruption of synaptic band structure, 
and fewer terminal Schwann cells (SCs). These events, which 
profoundly affect axonal regeneration and muscle reinnervation, 
are probably responsible for the delayed improvement in grip 
strength of Kb−/− Db−/− versus wild-type mice after sciatic nerve 
crush (36). These results suggested that, under stress conditions, 
MHCI molecules as soon as they are synthesized are antero-
gradely transported in the axon, an event described also for the 
vomeronasal system in vivo (67) and cortical and hippocampal 
neurons in  vitro (58, 68). However, it cannot be excluded that 
MHCI mRNA is transported to the site of injury where it is locally 
translated (69).

These observations suggest that MHCI plays a role in regulat-
ing the density of NMJs during muscle reinnervation. This effect 
might be due to the inhibition of excessive formation or elimina-
tion of inappropriate NMJs during reinnervation. However, the 
molecular mechanisms of this activity are far from clear, and 
further studies are necessary to establish the specific role of 
MHCI in the periphery.

MHCi iN ALS: iMPLiCATiONS FOR THe 
ADAPTive iMMUNe ReSPONSe

In addition to glial cell activation, a hallmark in the CNS of both 
ALS patients and animal models is the infiltration of blood-
derived immune cells (12, 70, 71). This suggests that ALS is 
characterized by the loss of the immune surveillance typical of the 
healthy CNS. In fact, altered BBB and spinal cord blood barrier 
(SCBB) have emerged from the human pathology and various 
experimental observations in animal models of the disease (72, 
73). A relevant role of T cells in the disease process in ALS has 
been suggested on the basis of marked infiltration of CD8+ 
T cytotoxic and CD4+ T helper lymphocytes in the ventral horn 
of the spinal cord of ALS patients (70, 74). This is corroborated 
by abnormalities in T lymphocytes and NK cells in blood of ALS 
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patients (75–78), although there are differences among studies 
that may be explained by the heterogeneity of the ALS cohorts 
and the limited numbers of patients examined. In ALS animal 
models too, a progressive and massive increase of the CD8+ T 
and CD4+ T cells in the spinal cord has been reported (79, 80). 
Although CD4+ T cells are likely to play a crucial protective role 
in disease by supporting glia-mediated neuroprotection and slow 
disease progression in experimental ALS (12, 77, 81), CD8+ T 
lymphocytes may be directly involved in ALS pathogenesis, as 
recently proposed by Bowerman et al. (82). Cytotoxic T lympho-
cytes may affect motor neuron survival in different ways. The first 
involves the Fas ligand protein expressed on the surface of the 
CD8+ T cells interacting with the Fas receptor expressed by the 
target cells, which triggers apoptosis through the classical caspase 
cascade (83). Fas receptor is highly expressed by motor neurons 
expressing the ALS-linked SOD1 mutation in vivo and Fas induc-
tion by administration of exogenous NO (detanonoate) for 48 h 
triggers a death pathway in cultured mSOD1 motor neurons (84, 
85). On the other hand, upon recognition of the motor neuron 
by CD8+ T cells, cytotoxic granules containing perforin and 
granzyme may be released into the extracellular space. Perforin 
is a pore-forming protein that might allow entry into the target 
cells of granzyme serine proteases that induce caspase activation 
and cell death (83). Thus, this suggests that CD8+ T cells have a 
direct neurotoxic effect on motor neurons in ALS. How this may 
happen?

We recently reported that the motor neurons of C57SOD1G93A 
mice at the disease onset markedly upregulate the expression 
of MHCI, which accumulate preferentially in motor axons and 
NMJs [Ref. (41) and Figures 4A–DI]. In concomitance with this 
response, there was an upregulation of the IP subunits in the 
C57SOD1G93A motor neurons, particularly Lmp7, suggesting that 
motor neurons locally produce and expose to the environment an 
MHCI complex “loaded” with autoantigenic peptides (41). The 
intense immunolabeling of MHCI protein in the sciatic nerve of 
SOD1G93A mice indicates a potential direct interaction between 
motor axons exposing autoantigenic peptide and infiltrating 
cytotoxic T cells at this level.

The peripheral interaction of motor neurons with cytotoxic 
CD8+ T cells may therefore be the direct cause of motor axon 
injury in SOD1G93A mice; however, how the MHCI is triggered 
in ALS motor neuron is not known. A possible explanation lies 
in the proteinopathy and neuroinflammation typical of this 
disease (39). The accumulation of misfolded proteins in the 
motor neurons due to genetic mutations or their oxidation is 
not only one of the main neuropathological hallmarks of ALS 
but probably also the primum movens in the cascade leading 
to motor neuron degeneration. The misfolded proteins, which 
cannot be properly degraded by the constitutive proteasome or 
other protein quality control systems, can be directed toward the 
INFγ activated IP (39). At the same time, the misfolded proteins 
in the motor neurons may trigger the inflammation through 
the release of danger-associated molecular pattern molecules 
(DAMPs), including ROS, HMGB1, and HSPs, which activate 
glial and immune cells to produce inflammatory cytokines 
including IFNγ (86, 87). IFNγ may then induce upregulation 
of the IP in the motor neurons, and other cells leading to the 

overproduction of neuronal and glial antigens presented on 
MHCI molecules. In primary cocoltures of astrocytes and 
spinal neurons from transgenic SOD1G93A or non-transgenic 
mice, the addition of INFγ to the medium for 24 h markedly 
induce the expression of MHCI and LMP7 in motor neurons 
and the two proteins colocalize in both somata and motor 
axons (Figures  3A–D). No differences were observed in the 
basal expression of MHCI and LMP7 between SOD1G93A and 
non-transgenic MNs. This indicates that the only presence of 
mutant SOD1, even if misfolded, is not sufficient to trigger the 
activation of MHCI cascade in the motor neurons. Since INFγ 
is secreted by activated microglia and CD8+ T cells, the presence 
of these cells in vivo may be a prerequisite to activate the MHCI 
cascade in SOD1G93A motor neurons triggering the cascade lead-
ing to their death. Although the activation of resident microglia 
may result from the release of DAMPs in the extracellular 
space around motor neurons, the recruitment of CD8+ T is 
probably a consequence of a disruption of the BBB, which has 
been reported in ALS patients and mouse models of the disease 
(72, 73). This scenario suggests the involvement of autoimmun-
ity as a potential pathogenic mechanism of ALS (88). In fact, 
large-scale mass spectrometry studies have revealed that the 
repertoire of endogenous peptides that is normally presented 
by MHCI to CD8+ T cells (self-MHCI peptides) is more com-
plex and plastic than previously anticipated. Its composition 
varies from one cell type to another and can be perturbed by 
cell-intrinsic and -extrinsic factors including dysregulation of 
cellular metabolism and infection (42). Accordingly, the pro-
inflammatory environment of spinal cord and the dysregulated 
protein metabolism of motor neurons during ALS may promote 
the activation of the IP and the exposure, on the cell membrane, 
of antigenic peptides recognized as non-self by CD8+ T cells, 
which then activate a cytotoxic autoimmune response.

That said, the contribution of cytotoxic T cells to the patho-
physiology of ALS certainly calls for deeper investigations.

However, recent observations do not support the detrimental 
role of MHCI activation in ALS motor neurons, but rather sug-
gest a protective effect. For example, the MHCI cascade is only 
barely activated in the motor neurons of 129SvSOD1G93A mice, 
which have more aggressive disease course and shorter lifespan 
than C57SOD1G93A mice, although they overexpress the same 
amount of the mutant SOD1 transgene and show similar loss 
of lumbar spinal cord motor neurons perikarya (41, 89). The 
difference in disease severities is probably related to a functional 
impairment of the motor neurons at the axonal level, as dem-
onstrated by the marked swelling and vacuolation of myelinated 
axons observed in the ventral spinal cord of the fast-progressing 
129SvSOD1G93A mice at the presymptomatic stage, while this 
was seen later in the slow progressors C57SOD1G93A mice (89). 
In addition, earlier abnormalities were seen in the axonal com-
partment of 129SvSOD1G93A mice by ex vivo diffusion tensor 
imaging and histological analysis of the white matter of the spi-
nal cord (90). Axial diffusion was reduced in the ventro-lateral 
and  -dorsal white matter of 129SvSOD1G93A mice compared 
with the non-transgenic littermates already at the onset of the 
disease, while in C57SOD1G93A mice, this appeared only at the 
advanced stage (90).
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FiGURe 4 | MHCi activation and CD8+ T cell infiltration in the neuromuscular system of SOD1G93A mice at disease onset. (A,B) Confocal micrographs of 
the sciatic nerve of C57SOD1G93A mice at disease onset showing remarked upregulation of MHCI (green) and colocalization with Smi31 (axonal marker; red) in 
pathological conditions. (C,Di) Confocal micrographs from tibialis anterior muscle of (C) Ntg and (D) C57-G93A mice showing accumulation of MHCI at the NMJ 
under pathological conditions (BTX; α-bungarotoxin; postsynaptic marker). (Di) 3D rendering of (B) from the same angulation (Volocity – Perkin Elmer). (e–G) 
Confocal micrographs showing the presence cytototoxic T cells (CD8, green) in the tibialis anterior muscle of C57-G93A mice in proximity to NMJs, indicated by 
yellow arrows.
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These data suggest that the activation of MHCI in motor 
neurons of C57SOD1G93A mice at the onset of the disease may 
be predictive of better preservation of axonal function, with a 
positive impact on the disease progression (41). This hypothesis 
was recently strengthened by Staats et al. (91) who reported that 
the ubiquitous removal of β2m in SOD1G93A mice shortened the 
disease duration by anticipating their death.

As previously shown, MHCI is mainly expressed by motor 
axons in the periphery of C57SOD1G93A mice (41), so there may 
be a privileged interaction between motor neurons and CD8+ 
T cells at this level and not in the spinal cord. The activity of the 
immune system in the PNS of mSOD1 mice has hardly been 
considered in ALS, but there is mounting evidence that the 
contribution of the inflammatory response in the PNS stands 
in stark contrast with that of the CNS, where the activity of 
nearby cells (microglia, astrocytes, and infiltrating immune 
cells) exacerbate cell death and damage by releasing toxic pro-
inflammatory mediators over a long period of time. Successful 
axonal regeneration depends on the coordinated effort of non-
neuronal cells that, while removing motor axon debris, release 
extracellular matrix molecules, cytokines, and growth factors 
that support axon regrowth (92). New evidence indicates that 
innate and adaptive immune responses can facilitate CNS repair 
at a later stage by restricting a prominent secondary wave of 
damage in multiple sclerosis and other disorders (93, 94). For 
example, autoimmune T cells that are specific for the myelin 
basic protein (MBP) protect CNS neurons from secondary 
degeneration possibly through antigen-mediated production of 
nerve growth factors into the environment (95). In vivo imaging 
in a mouse ALS model indicated distinct inflammatory activity 
of CNS microglia compared with PNS macrophages, the latter 
lacking any substantial morphological reaction during degen-
eration of peripheral motor axons, but a passive role in clearing 
debris, particularly lipid-rich myelin (96). This is in line with 
Chiu et al. (79) who reported an increase in CCL2 expression 
and intense deposits of complement C3 throughout the paren-
chyma of the sciatic nerve of SOD1G93A mice which resulted 
in progressive macrophage infiltration without the activation 
of classical pro-inflammatory factors such as TNFα and IL-6. 
CCL2-mediated neuron–macrophage interaction is critical for 
amplification and maintenance of enhanced regenerative capac-
ity by preconditioning peripheral nerve injury (97). In addition, 
Barrette et  al. (98) found that peripheral macrophages were 
essential to promote the production of neurotrophins within 
the regenerating PNS since macrophage depletion significantly 
slowed axon regeneration and functional recovery after sciatic 
nerve injury. At the same time, the CCL2-mediated neuron–
macrophage interaction is critical for amplification and main-
tenance of enhanced regenerative capacity by preconditioning 
peripheral nerve injury (97).

Finally, in keeping with the presence of MHCI at the NMJ 
of C57SOD1G93A mice, we found T cell infiltrated in close 
proximity to motor end plates in the tibialis anterior muscles of 
C57SOD1G93A at the disease onset (Figures 4E–G). Therefore, we 
cannot exclude an interaction between infiltrating T cells and 
autoantigens, exposed by MHCI on degenerating NMJs, actively 

influencing synaptic refinement and plasticity. At this same 
level, CD8+ T cells may act in concert with activated peripheral 
 macrophages recruited within bundles of innervating axon 
tracts of tibialis anterior muscles of SOD1G93A mice at disease 
onset (79). This suggests that the activity of immune cells may 
be essential in the degradation of defective terminals in order 
to facilitate more efficient collateral reinnervation by surviving 
motor neurons during the first phases of the disease. This is con-
sistent with denervation and reinnervation changes observed in 
the fALS animal model and ALS patients during the progression 
of the disease (7).

MHCi iN ALS: THe  
NON-iMMUNOLOGiCAL ROLe

As discussed previously, MHCI has been firmly implicated 
in neuronal plasticity, regulating synaptic density and axonal 
regeneration in the CNS and PNS during development and in 
brain diseases (22, 33). The mechanisms governing these effects 
are unknown, but evidence from different compartments of the 
cerebral cortex indicates the presence of immune-like MHCI 
receptors in the CNS (22, 23, 52). In fact, although there is no 
evidence of TCRα and TCRβ expression, CD3ζ is found through-
out the CNS and CD3ϵ is expressed in the cerebellum (22). At 
the same time, NK receptors, such as PirB and Ly49, have been 
observed in axonal growth cone and synapses of hippocampal 
neurons in vivo and cortical neuron in vitro (22). Animal models 
defective in PirB, CD3ζ, or CD3ϵ show neurological defects simi-
lar to those in MHCI-KO mice models, so an interaction of these 
receptors with MHCI is possible, although not directly proven 
(22, 52). In the brain, MHCI protein is expressed by neurons, 
especially on the surface of axons and dendrites (32) as well as 
both pre- and postsynaptically (99, 100). However, it is almost 
undetectable in spinal motor neurons soma of axotomized and 
SOD1G93A mice, but marked accumulation has been seen in motor 
axons and NMJs (36, 41). Given this MHCI protein expression in 
the periphery, SCs expressing PirB on their surface may be their 
counterpart at this level (36, 101). This finding provides a basis 
for possible MHCI-mediated signaling between motor neuron 
and SCs in the sciatic nerve involved in motor axon homeostasis 
and stability.

In the PNS, SCs are the main source of paracrine support to 
motor axons forming close bidirectional relationship with their 
neuronal partners. During development, the SCs are essential for 
the survival of motor neurons, while the neuron-derived factors 
are essential for the survival and differentiation of SCs along 
axons (102). These interactions are also important when there is 
peripheral damage to preserve the myelin sheath around motor 
axons. SCs, with macrophages, phagocize their myelin sheaths 
and then SCs enter a de-differentiation/proliferation program 
to support the motor axon by remyelinating it (103, 104). Early 
morphological, biochemical, and molecular alterations have 
been observed in SCs from sciatic nerve of SOD1G93A mice 
(5, 105–107), suggesting that these cells are dysregulated during 
the development of ALS. Therefore, in the sciatic nerve, MHCI 
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FiGURe 5 | Schematic diagram of the potential mechanism of action of MHCi-associated molecules in the motor neuron of a mutant SOD1 mouse 
model of ALS.  
 (Continued)
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may potentiate the proliferative activity of SCs during disease 
progression to promote long-lasting preservation of motor axons. 
At the same time, the high expression of MHCI at the NMJs may 
be responsible for the activity of terminal SCs, since the removal of 
MHCI has a dramatic effect on their proliferation (36). Terminal 
SCs provide stability, produce growth factors, and are involved 
in synapse homeostasis (108–110). In addition, they are essential 
for the removal of inappropriate presynaptic terminals during 
reinnervation (111, 112).

Major histocompatibility complex I negatively regulates 
the initial establishment of connections and promotes the 
elimination of inappropriate synapses in hippocampal and 
cortical neurons (22). This process is mediated by MHCI also 
in the NMJs (35). Both developmental synapse elimination and 
aging-related synapse loss are promoted by MHCI. The reduc-
tion of MHCI in the NMJs induces the formation multiply 
innervated muscle fibers, suggesting that MHCI is essential for 
the postsynaptic site transition from dual- to monoinnervation. 
All muscles, during development, undergo a transient period of 
poly-innervation, receiving as many as 12 distinct inputs from 
different MNs in the spinal cord at birth (110, 113). These ini-
tially superabundant inputs are removed in a protracted process 
called synapse elimination until each muscle fiber receives input 
from a single MN.

The muscle reinnervation after a nerve lesion or during 
the progression of ALS undergoes the same processes of poly-
innervation, pruning, and refinement as in normal development 
(69, 114). Signals promoting axonal growth and branching are 
activated during this phase. At the same time, growth control 
mechanisms are turned on to consolidate connection patterns 
and confine plastic phenomena to specific sites (69). MHCI 
signaling probably belongs to this second class of mechanisms 
acting to fine regulate and accelerate collateral reinnervation and 
sprouting, as a compensatory response to the progressive motor 
neuron injury ALS. Work on this hypothesis may provide clues on 
how to develop strategies for increasing the muscle reinnervation 
and delay the disease progression.

CONCLUSiON

Over the past 10 years, it has become clear that neuronal MHCI 
molecules play a significant role in the development and plasticity 

of the CNS and PNS in normal and pathological conditions (22, 
33). Here, we report a protective role of MHCI in ALS, as we 
observed specific activation of the MHCI pathway in spinal motor 
neurons of slowly progressing C57SODG93A mice with MHCI 
protein accumulating preferentially in motor axons and NMJs. 
MHCI expression was almost absent in 129SvSOD1G93A mice that 
have a more aggressive disease due to earlier alterations of motor 
axons (41).

Our results support previous findings in axotomized mice, 
indicating that MHCI is fundamental in order to enhance 
locomotor function and accelerate axonal regrowth and muscle 
reinnervation in the PNS. In addition, it was recently observed 
that the ubiquitous removal of β2m in SOD1G93A mice shortened 
the disease duration (91).

Despite the clear importance of MHCI in axonal regrowth 
and in delaying ALS progression, the mechanisms of these effects 
are mostly unknown. Here, we speculate about a potential dual 
activity of neuronal MHCI in the PNS of SOD1G93A mice.

The first involves a direct interaction of motor axons with 
infiltrating CD8+ T cells through possible specific self-antigens 
presented by MHCI in motor neurons. Our in vitro and in vivo 
data testify of concomitant activation of the IP and MHCI in 
mSOD1 motor neurons. In SOD1G93A mice with an accumula-
tion of MHCI in the peripheral nerves and NMJs, this interac-
tion with CD8+ T cells may have a central role in regulating 
the homeostasis of the PNS during disease progression. The 
second involves the activity of MHCI to directly control the 
proliferation of SCs in the sciatic nerve and NMJ, in order to 
preserve the maximal efficiency of motor axon connectivity 
with target muscles. These immune and pleiotropic activities 
of MHCI may be closely connected. It is likely that during the 
course of ALS, the MHCI cascade is activated by motor neu-
rons and transported to the periphery where the recruitment 
of cytotoxic T cells and peripheral macrophages potentiates 
the degradation of defective motor fibers (115) expressing 
axon growth inhibitors (e.g., myelin debris) in an attempt to 
promote the de-differentiation and proliferation of SCs and 
the resulting preservation of motor axons connections with 
muscles (Figures 5A–C).

In the future, it will be crucial to determine what prevailing 
role MHCI has in motor neurons affected by ALS, whether 
protective or harmful. Particularly, evaluating which antigens 
are presented by the damaged MHCI-expressing motor axons 

(A) Cell body. Due to an impairment of constitutive proteasome (CP), the mSOD1 (or other misfolded proteins) is driven to the immunoproteasome (IP), which is 
activated by the INFγ derived from activated resident microglia or from blood-derived CD8+ T cells recruited through the impaired blood spinal cord barrier (BSCB). 
The small antigenic peptides resulting from the IP activity are then loaded onto MHCI and rapidly translocated to the axons. It is likely that the translocation happens 
after the assembly of the MHCI molecule and peptide, although part of it may also occur along the motor axons. (B) Sciatic nerve. The antigenic peptide is 
presented through MHCI by defective motor axons to cytotoxic CD8+ T lymphocytes that infiltrate the sciatic nerve together with peripheral macrophages due to the 
damaged blood nerve barrier (BNB). The concerted removal of defective myelin by dysregulated/autophagocitic SCs, cytotoxic T cells, and macrophages is a 
prerequisite for the de-differentiation/proliferation of SCs (probably promoted by a motor axons–MHCI/SCs–PirB interaction) in order to create a growth-permissive 
milieu for new neurites. (C) Neuromuscular junction. The high expression of MHCI in the motor axon terminals might promote the pruning and collateral reinnervation 
of muscles through two mechanisms such as (i) by presenting antigenic peptides to cytotoxic T cells which, in concert with macrophages, prune the damaged axon 
terminals (motor neuron 1; MN 1) and promote collateral reinnervation (MN 2); (ii) by promoting the proliferation of terminal SCs that produce growth factors, provide 
stability to terminal synapse homeostasis and participate in the removal of inappropriate presynaptic terminals during reinnervation.

FiGURe 5 | Continued

http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/archive


12

Nardo et al. MHCI and ALS

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org June 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 89

ReFeReNCeS

1. Wood-Allum C, Shaw PJ. Motor neurone disease: a practical update on 
diagnosis and management. Clin Med (Lond) (2010) 10:252–8. doi:10.7861/
clinmedicine.10-3-252 

2. Zarei S, Carr K, Reiley L, Diaz K, Guerra O, Altamirano PF, et al. A compre-
hensive review of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Surg Neurol Int (2015) 6:171. 
doi:10.4103/2152-7806.169561 

3. McGoldrick P, Joyce PI, Fisher EM, Greensmith L. Rodent models of 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Biochim Biophys Acta (2013) 1832:1421–36. 
doi:10.1016/j.bbadis.2013.03.012 

4. Peviani M, Caron I, Pizzasegola C, Gensano F, Tortarolo M, Bendotti C. 
Unraveling the complexity of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: recent advances 
from the transgenic mutant SOD1 mice. CNS Neurol Disord Drug Targets 
(2010) 9:491–503. doi:10.2174/187152710791556096 

5. Dadon-Nachum M, Melamed E, Offen D. The “dying-back” phenomenon 
of motor neurons in ALS. J Mol Neurosci (2011) 43:470–7. doi:10.1007/
s12031-010-9467-1 

6. Dupuis L, Loeffler JP. Neuromuscular junction destruction during 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: insights from transgenic models. Curr Opin 
Pharmacol (2009) 9:341–6. doi:10.1016/j.coph.2009.03.007 

7. Fischer LR, Glass JD. Axonal degeneration in motor neuron disease. 
Neurodegener Dis (2007) 4:431–42. doi:10.1159/000107704 

8. Moloney EB, de Winter F, Verhaagen J. ALS as a distal axonopathy: molecular 
mechanisms affecting neuromuscular junction stability in the presymp-
tomatic stages of the disease. Front Neurosci (2014) 8:252. doi:10.3389/
fnins.2014.00252 

9. Saxena S, Caroni P. Selective neuronal vulnerability in neurodegenerative 
diseases: from stressor thresholds to degeneration. Neuron (2011) 71:35–48. 
doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2011.06.031 

10. Ferraiuolo L, Kirby J, Grierson AJ, Sendtner M, Shaw PJ. Molecular pathways 
of motor neuron injury in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Nat Rev Neurol 
(2011) 7:616–30. doi:10.1038/nrneurol.2011.152 

11. Robberecht W, Philips T. The changing scene of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. 
Nat Rev Neurosci (2013) 14:248–64. doi:10.1038/nrn3430 

12. Appel SH, Beers DR, Henkel JS. T cell-microglial dialogue in Parkinson’s 
disease and amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: are we listening? Trends Immunol 
(2010) 31:7–17. doi:10.1016/j.it.2009.09.003 

13. Boillée S, Vande Velde C, Cleveland DW. ALS: a disease of motor neurons 
and their nonneuronal neighbors. Neuron (2006) 52:39–59. doi:10.1016/j.
neuron.2006.09.018

14. Bayne CJ. Origins and evolutionary relationships between the innate and 
adaptive arms of immune systems. Integr Comp Biol (2003) 43:293–9. 
doi:10.1093/icb/43.2.293 

15. Cooper MD, Alder MN. The evolution of adaptive immune systems. Cell 
(2006) 124:815–22. doi:10.1016/j.cell.2006.02.001 

16. Dustin ML. Signaling at neuro/immune synapses. J Clin Invest (2012) 
122:1149–55. doi:10.1172/JCI58705 

17. Dustin ML, Colman DR. Neural and immunological synaptic relations. 
Science (2002) 298:785–9. doi:10.1126/science.1076386 

18. Hulpke S, Tampe R. The MHC I loading complex: a multitasking machinery 
in adaptive immunity. Trends Biochem Sci (2013) 38:412–20. doi:10.1016/j.
tibs.2013.06.003 

19. Boulanger LM, Huh GS, Shatz CJ. Neuronal plasticity and cellular immunity: 
shared molecular mechanisms. Curr Opin Neurobiol (2001) 11:568–78. 
doi:10.1016/S0959-4388(00)00251-8 

20. Radisky DC, Stallings-Mann M, Hirai Y, Bissell MJ. Single proteins 
might have dual but related functions in intracellular and extracellular 
microenvironments. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol (2009) 10:228–34. doi:10.1038/
nrm2633 

21. Boulanger LM. Immune proteins in brain development and synaptic plas-
ticity. Neuron (2009) 64:93–109. doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2009.09.001

22. Elmer BM, McAllister AK. Major histocompatibility complex class I proteins 
in brain development and plasticity. Trends Neurosci (2012) 35:660–70. 
doi:10.1016/j.tins.2012.08.001 

23. Shatz CJ. MHC class I: an unexpected role in neuronal plasticity. Neuron 
(2009) 64:40–5. doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2009.09.044 

24. Foster JA, Quan N, Stern EL, Kristensson K, Herkenham M. Induced 
neuronal expression of class I major histocompatibility complex mRNA in 
acute and chronic inflammation models. J Neuroimmunol (2002) 131:83–91. 
doi:10.1016/S0165-5728(02)00258-8 

25. Pereira RA, Tscharke DC, Simmons A. Upregulation of class I major histo-
compatibility complex gene expression in primary sensory neurons, satellite 
cells, and Schwann cells of mice in response to acute but not latent herpes 
simplex virus infection in vivo. J Exp Med (1994) 180:841–50. doi:10.1084/
jem.180.3.841 

26. Redwine JM, Buchmeier MJ, Evans CF. In vivo expression of major 
histocompatibility complex molecules on oligodendrocytes and neurons 
during viral infection. Am J Pathol (2001) 159:1219–24. doi:10.1016/
S0002-9440(10)62507-2 

27. Fujimaki H, Hikawa N, Nagoya M, Nagata T, Minami M. IFN-gamma induces 
expression of MHC class I molecules in adult mouse dorsal root ganglion neu-
rones. Neuroreport (1996) 7:2951–5. doi:10.1097/00001756-199611250-00030 

28. Lampson LA, Fisher CA. Weak HLA and beta 2-microglobulin expression of 
neuronal cell lines can be modulated by interferon. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
(1984) 81:6476–80. doi:10.1073/pnas.81.20.6476 

29. Neumann H, Cavalie A, Jenne DE, Wekerle H. Induction of MHC class I 
genes in neurons. Science (1995) 269:549–52. doi:10.1126/science.7624779 

to CD8+ T cells may allow to finely modulate the cytotoxic 
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disease progression.

eTHiCS STATeMeNT

All procedures involving animals and their care were  carried out 
in accordance with the ethical standards procedure of the Mario 
Negri Institute, which are in accordance with national (D.L. no. 
116, G.U. suppl. 40, February 18, 1992, no. 8, G.U., 14 July 1994) 
and international laws and policies (EEC Council Directive 
86/609, OJ L 358, December 12,1987; National Institutes of 
Health Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals, US 
National Research Council, 1996).

AUTHOR CONTRiBUTiONS

GN wrote the manuscript and edited figures. MT wrote part of 
the manuscript. CB wrote the manuscript and supervised the final 
version.

ACKNOwLeDGMeNTS

A special thanks to Paola Lopreiato for editing of Figure 5.

FUNDiNG

This work was supported by Thierry Latran Foundation (F), Motor 
Neurone Disease Association (UK), “Gli amici del Mario Negri 
Association,” Regione Lombardia under Institutional Agreement 
no. 14501 (I) and the European Community (FP7/2007–2013) 
under grant EuroMOTOR no. 259867 for support on related 
research.

http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/archive
http://dx.doi.org/10.7861/clinmedicine.10-3-252
http://dx.doi.org/10.7861/clinmedicine.10-3-252
http://dx.doi.org/10.4103/2152-7806.169561
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbadis.2013.03.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/187152710791556096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12031-010-9467-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12031-010-9467-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coph.2009.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000107704
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2014.00252
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2014.00252
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2011.06.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrneurol.2011.152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn3430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2009.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2006.09.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2006.09.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icb/43.2.293
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI58705
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1076386
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tibs.2013.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tibs.2013.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0959-4388(00)00251-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrm2633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrm2633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2009.09.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2012.08.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2009.09.044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0165-5728(02)00258-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1084/jem.180.3.841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1084/jem.180.3.841
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9440(10)62507-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9440(10)62507-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00001756-199611250-00030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.81.20.6476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.7624779


13

Nardo et al. MHCI and ALS

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org June 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 89

30. Neumann H, Schmidt H, Cavalie A, Jenne D, Wekerle H. Major histocom-
patibility complex (MHC) class I gene expression in single neurons of the 
central nervous system: differential regulation by interferon (IFN)-gamma 
and tumor necrosis factor (TNF)-alpha. J Exp Med (1997) 185:305–16. 
doi:10.1084/jem.185.2.305 

31. Wong GH, Bartlett PF, Clark-Lewis I, Battye F, Schrader JW. Inducible 
expression of H-2 and Ia antigens on brain cells. Nature (1984) 310:688–91. 
doi:10.1038/310688a0 

32. Corriveau RA, Huh GS, Shatz CJ. Regulation of class I MHC gene expres-
sion in the developing and mature CNS by neural activity. Neuron (1998) 
21:505–20. doi:10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80562-0 

33. Cebrian C, Loike JD, Sulzer D. Neuronal MHC-I expression and its impli-
cations in synaptic function, axonal regeneration and Parkinson’s and other 
brain diseases. Front Neuroanat (2014) 8:114. doi:10.3389/fnana.2014.00114 

34. Edstrom E, Kullberg S, Ming Y, Zheng H, Ulfhake B. MHC class I, beta2 
microglobulin, and the INF-gamma receptor are upregulated in aged moto-
neurons. J Neurosci Res (2004) 78:892–900. doi:10.1002/jnr.20341 

35. Tetruashvily MM, McDonald MA, Frietze KK, Boulanger LM. MHCI 
promotes  developmental synapse elimination and aging-related synapse 
loss at the vertebrate neuromuscular junction. Brain Behav Immun (2016). 
doi:10.1016/j.bbi.2016.01.008 

36. Thams S, Brodin P, Plantman S, Saxelin R, Karre K, Cullheim S. Classical 
major histocompatibility complex class I molecules in motoneurons: new 
actors at the neuromuscular junction. J Neurosci (2009) 29:13503–15. 
doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0981-09.2009 

37. Oliveira ALR, Thams S, Lidman O, Piehl F, Hökfelt T, Kärre K, et al. A role 
for MHC class I molecules in synaptic plasticity and regeneration of neurons 
after axotomy. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA (2004) 101:17843–8. doi:10.1073/
pnas.0408154101

38. Freria CM, Zanon RG, Santos LM, Oliveira AL. Major histocompatibility 
complex class I expression and glial reaction influence spinal motoneuron 
synaptic plasticity during the course of experimental autoimmune encepha-
lomyelitis. J Comp Neurol (2010) 518:990–1007. doi:10.1002/cne.22259 

39. Bendotti C, Marino M, Cheroni C, Fontana E, Crippa V, Poletti A, et  al. 
Dysfunction of constitutive and inducible ubiquitin-proteasome system 
in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: implication for protein aggregation 
and immune response. Prog Neurobiol (2012) 97:101–26. doi:10.1016/j.
pneurobio.2011.10.001 

40. Cheroni C, Marino M, Tortarolo M, Veglianese P, De Biasi S, Fontana E, et al. 
Functional alterations of the ubiquitin-proteasome system in motor neurons 
of a mouse model of familial amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Hum Mol Genet 
(2009) 18:82–96. doi:10.1093/hmg/ddn319 

41. Nardo G, Iennaco R, Fusi N, Heath PR, Marino M, Trolese MC, et  al. 
Transcriptomic indices of fast and slow disease progression in two mouse 
models of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Brain (2013) 136:3305–32. 
doi:10.1093/brain/awt250 

42. de Verteuil D, Granados DP, Thibault P, Perreault C. Origin and plasticity 
of MHC I-associated self peptides. Autoimmun Rev (2012) 11:627–35. 
doi:10.1016/j.autrev.2011.11.003 

43. Murphy KP. Janeway’s Immunobiology. Garland Science (2008).
44. Rubinstein G. Schizophrenia, rheumatoid arthritis and natural resistance 

genes. Schizophr Res (1997) 25:177–81. doi:10.1016/S0920-9964(97)00023-6 
45. Stein J. The magnocellular theory of developmental dyslexia. Dyslexia (2001) 

7:12–36. doi:10.1002/dys.186 
46. Torres AR, Maciulis A, Odell D. The association of MHC genes with autism. 

Front Biosci (2001) 6:D936–43. doi:10.2741/Torres 
47. Tiwari JL, Terasaki PI. HLA and Disease Associations. New York: Springer-

Verlag (1985).
48. Norris FH, Terasaki PI, Henderson B. HLA typing in amyotrophic lateral scle-

rosis. Arch Neurol (1986) 43:7. doi:10.1001/archneur.1986.00520010007002 
49. Stoppini M, Bellotti V. Systemic amyloidosis: lessons from beta2-microglob-

ulin. J Biol Chem (2015) 290:9951–8. doi:10.1074/jbc.R115.639799 
50. Gomes AV. Genetics of proteasome diseases. Scientifica (Cairo) (2013) 

2013:637629. doi:10.1155/2013/637629 
51. Louveau A, Harris TH, Kipnis J. Revisiting the mechanisms of CNS immune 

privilege. Trends Immunol (2015) 36(10):569–77. doi:10.1016/j.it.2015.08.006 
52. Boulanger LM, Shatz CJ. Immune signalling in neural development, syn-

aptic plasticity and disease. Nat Rev Neurosci (2004) 5:521–31. doi:10.1038/
nrn1428 

53. Bien CG, Bauer J, Deckwerth TL, Wiendl H, Deckert M, Wiestler OD, et al. 
Destruction of neurons by cytotoxic T cells: a new pathogenic mechanism 
in Rasmussen’s encephalitis. Ann Neurol (2002) 51:311–8. doi:10.1002/
ana.10100

54. Prabowo AS, Iyer AM, Anink JJ, Spliet WG, van Rijen PC, Aronica E. 
Differential expression of major histocompatibility complex class I in 
developmental glioneuronal lesions. J Neuroinflammation (2013) 10:12. 
doi:10.1186/1742-2094-10-12 

55. Lindå H, Hammarberg H, Cullheim S, Levinovitz A, Khademi M, Olsson T. 
Expression of MHC class I and beta2-microglobulin in rat spinal motoneu-
rons: regulatory influences by IFN-gamma and axotomy. Exp Neurol (1998) 
150(2):282–95. doi:10.1006/exnr.1997.6768 

56. Chevalier G, Suberbielle E, Monnet C, Duplan V, Martin-Blondel G, Farrugia 
F, et al. Neurons are MHC class I-dependent targets for CD8 T cells upon 
neurotropic viral infection. PLoS Pathog (2011) 7:e1002393. doi:10.1371/
journal.ppat.1002393 

57. Liblau RS, Gonzalez-Dunia D, Wiendl H, Zipp F. Neurons as targets for T cells 
in the nervous system. Trends Neurosci (2013) 36:315–24. doi:10.1016/j.
tins.2013.01.008 

58. Medana I, Martinic MA, Wekerle H, Neumann H. Transection of major 
histocompatibility complex class I-induced neurites by cytotoxic T lympho-
cytes. Am J Pathol (2001) 159:809–15. doi:10.1016/S0002-9440(10)61755-5 

59. Sauer BM, Schmalstieg WF, Howe CL. Axons are injured by antigen-specific 
CD8(+) T cells through a MHC class I- and granzyme B-dependent mecha-
nism. Neurobiol Dis (2013) 59:194–205. doi:10.1016/j.nbd.2013.07.010 

60. Fourgeaud L, Davenport CM, Tyler CM, Cheng TT, Spencer MB, Boulanger 
LM. MHC class I modulates NMDA receptor function and AMPA receptor 
trafficking. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2010) 107:22278–83. doi:10.1073/
pnas.0914064107 

61. Lee H, Brott BK, Kirkby LA, Adelson JD, Cheng S, Feller MB, et al. Synapse 
elimination and learning rules co-regulated by MHC class I H2-Db. Nature 
(2014) 509:195–200. doi:10.1038/nature13154 

62. Escande-Beillard N, Washburn L, Zekzer D, Wu ZP, Eitan S, Ivkovic S, 
et  al. Neurons preferentially respond to self-MHC class I allele products 
regardless of peptide presented. J Immunol (2010) 184:816–23. doi:10.4049/
jimmunol.0902159 

63. Wu ZP, Washburn L, Bilousova TV, Boudzinskaia M, Escande-Beillard N, 
Querubin J, et al. Enhanced neuronal expression of major histocompatibility 
complex class I leads to aberrations in neurodevelopment and neurorepair. 
J Neuroimmunol (2011) 232:8–16. doi:10.1016/j.jneuroim.2010.09.009 

64. Adelson JD, Barreto GE, Xu L, Kim T, Brott BK, Ouyang YB, et  al. 
Neuroprotection from stroke in the absence of MHCI or PirB. Neuron (2012) 
73:1100–7. doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2012.01.020 

65. Sabha M Jr, Emirandetti A, Cullheim S, De Oliveira AL. MHC I expression 
and synaptic plasticity in different mice strains after axotomy. Synapse (2008) 
62:137–48. doi:10.1002/syn.20475 

66. Joseph MS, Bilousova T, Zdunowski S, Wu ZP, Middleton B, Boudzinskaia M, 
et  al. Transgenic mice with enhanced neuronal major histocompatibility 
complex class I expression recover locomotor function better after spinal 
cord injury. J Neurosci Res (2011) 89:365–72. doi:10.1002/jnr.22557 

67. Ishii T, Mombaerts P. Expression of nonclassical class I major histocom-
patibility genes defines a tripartite organization of the mouse vomeronasal 
system. J Neurosci (2008) 28:2332–41. doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4807-07. 
2008 

68. Taylor AM, Berchtold NC, Perreau VM, Tu CH, Li Jeon N, Cotman CW. 
Axonal mRNA in uninjured and regenerating cortical mammalian axons. 
J Neurosci (2009) 29:4697–707. doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6130-08.2009 

69. Rossi F, Gianola S, Corvetti L. Regulation of intrinsic neuronal properties for 
axon growth and regeneration. Prog Neurobiol (2007) 81:1–28. doi:10.1016/j.
pneurobio.2006.12.001 

70. Holmoy T. T cells in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Eur J Neurol (2008) 
15:360–6. doi:10.1111/j.1468-1331.2008.02065.x 

71. Henkel JS, Engelhardt JI, Siklós L, Simpson EP, Kim SH, Pan T, et al. Presence 
of dendritic cells, MCP-1, and activated microglia/macrophages in amyo-
trophic lateral sclerosis spinal cord tissue. Ann Neurol (2004) 55(2):221–35.

72. Lewandowski SA, Nilsson I, Fredriksson L, Lonnerberg P, Muhl L, 
Zeitelhofer M, et al. Presymptomatic activation of the PDGF-CC pathway 
accelerates onset of ALS neurodegeneration. Acta Neuropathol (2016) 
131:453–64. doi:10.1007/s00401-015-1520-2 

http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/archive
http://dx.doi.org/10.1084/jem.185.2.305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/310688a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80562-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnana.2014.00114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jnr.20341
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbi.2016.01.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0981-09.2009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0408154101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0408154101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cne.22259
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2011.10.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2011.10.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/hmg/ddn319
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/brain/awt250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.autrev.2011.11.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0920-9964(97)00023-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/dys.186
http://dx.doi.org/10.2741/Torres
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archneur.1986.00520010007002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.R115.639799
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2013/637629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.it.2015.08.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn1428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrn1428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ana.10100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ana.10100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1742-2094-10-12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/exnr.1997.6768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1002393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2013.01.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2013.01.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0002-9440(10)61755-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2013.07.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0914064107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0914064107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature13154
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.0902159
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.0902159
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jneuroim.2010.09.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2012.01.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/syn.20475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jnr.22557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4807-07.2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4807-07.2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.6130-08.2009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2006.12.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2006.12.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-1331.2008.02065.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00401-015-1520-2


14

Nardo et al. MHCI and ALS

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org June 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 89

73. Sasaki S. Alterations of the blood-spinal cord barrier in sporadic amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis. Neuropathology (2015) 35:518–28. doi:10.1111/neup.12221 

74. Sta M, Sylva-Steenland RM, Casula M, de Jong JM, Troost D, Aronica E, 
et al. Innate and adaptive immunity in amyotrophic lateral sclerosis: evidence 
of complement activation. Neurobiol Dis (2011) 42:211–20. doi:10.1016/j.
nbd.2011.01.002 

75. Henkel JS, Beers DR, Wen S, Rivera AL, Toennis KM, Appel JE, et  al. 
Regulatory T-lymphocytes mediate amyotrophic lateral sclerosis progres-
sion and survival. EMBO Mol Med (2013) 5:64–79. doi:10.1002/emmm. 
201201544 

76. Mantovani S, Garbelli S, Pasini A, Alimonti D, Perotti C, Melazzini M, et al. 
Immune system alterations in sporadic amyotrophic lateral sclerosis patients 
suggest an ongoing neuroinflammatory process. J Neuroimmunol (2009) 
210:73–9. doi:10.1016/j.jneuroim.2009.02.012 

77. Rentzos M, Evangelopoulos E, Sereti E, Zouvelou V, Marmara S, Alexakis T, 
et  al. Alterations of T cell subsets in ALS: a systemic immune activation? 
Acta Neurol Scand (2012) 125:260–4. doi:10.1111/j.1600-0404.2011.01528.x 

78. Zhang R, Gascon R, Miller RG, Gelinas DF, Mass J, Hadlock K, et  al. 
Evidence for systemic immune system alterations in sporadic amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis (sALS). J Neuroimmunol (2005) 159:215–24. doi:10.1016/j.
jneuroim.2004.10.009 

79. Chiu IM, Chen A, Zheng Y, Kosaras B, Tsiftsoglou SA, Vartanian TK, 
et al. T lymphocytes potentiate endogenous neuroprotective inflammation 
in a mouse model of ALS. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2008) 105:17913–8. 
doi:10.1073/pnas.0804610105 

80. Chiu IM, Morimoto ET, Goodarzi H, Liao JT, O’Keeffe S, Phatnani HP, et al. 
A neurodegeneration-specific gene-expression signature of acutely isolated 
microglia from an amyotrophic lateral sclerosis mouse model. Cell Rep 
(2013) 4:385–401. doi:10.1016/j.celrep.2013.06.018 

81. Beers DR, Henkel JS, Zhao W, Wang J, Huang A, Wen S, et al. Endogenous 
regulatory T lymphocytes ameliorate amyotrophic lateral sclerosis in mice 
and correlate with disease progression in patients with amyotrophic lateral 
sclerosis. Brain (2011) 134(5):1293–314. doi:10.1093/brain/awr074 

82. Bowerman M, Vincent T, Scamps F, Perrin FE, Camu W, Raoul C. 
Neuroimmunity dynamics and the development of therapeutic strategies for 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Front Cell Neurosci (2013) 7:214. doi:10.3389/
fncel.2013.00214 

83. Andersen MH, Schrama D, Thor Straten P, Becker JC. Cytotoxic T cells. 
J Invest Dermatol (2006) 126:32–41. doi:10.1038/sj.jid.5700001 

84. Raoul C, Buhler E, Sadeghi C, Jacquier A, Aebischer P, Pettmann B, et al. 
Chronic activation in presymptomatic amyotrophic lateral sclerosis (ALS) 
mice of a feedback loop involving Fas, Daxx, and FasL. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
U S A (2006) 103:6007–12. doi:10.1073/pnas.0508774103 

85. Raoul C, Estevez AG, Nishimune H, Cleveland DW, deLapeyriere O, 
Henderson CE, et  al. Motoneuron death triggered by a specific pathway 
downstream of Fas. Potentiation by ALS-linked SOD1 mutations. Neuron 
(2002) 35:1067–83. doi:10.1016/S0896-6273(02)00905-4 

86. Drouin-Ouellet J, Cicchetti F. Inflammation and neurodegeneration: the 
story ‘retolled’. Trends Pharmacol Sci (2012) 33:542–51. doi:10.1016/j.
tips.2012.07.002 

87. Lo Coco D, Veglianese P, Allievi E, Bendotti C. Distribution and cellular 
localization of high mobility group box protein 1 (HMGB1) in the spinal 
cord of a transgenic mouse model of ALS. Neurosci Lett (2007) 412:73–7. 
doi:10.1016/j.neulet.2006.10.063 

88. Pagani MR, Gonzalez LE, Uchitel OD. Autoimmunity in amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis: past and present. Neurol Res Int (2011) 2011:497080. 
doi:10.1155/2011/497080 

89. Marino M, Papa S, Crippa V, Nardo G, Peviani M, Cheroni C, et  al. 
Differences in protein quality control correlate with phenotype variability 
in 2 mouse models of familial amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Neurobiol Aging 
(2015) 36:492–504. doi:10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.06.026 

90. Caron I, Micotti E, Paladini A, Merlino G, Plebani L, Forloni G, et  al. 
Comparative magnetic resonance imaging and histopathological correlates 
in two SOD1 transgenic mouse models of amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. PLoS 
One (2015) 10:e0132159. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0132159 

91. Staats KA, Schonefeldt S, Van Rillaer M, Van Hoecke A, Van Damme 
P, Robberecht W, et  al. Beta-2 microglobulin is important for disease 

progression in a murine model for amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. Front Cell 
Neurosci (2013) 7:249. doi:10.3389/fncel.2013.00249 

92. Gaudet AD, Popovich PG, Ramer MS. Wallerian degeneration: gaining 
perspective on inflammatory events after peripheral nerve injury. 
J Neuroinflammation (2011) 8:110. doi:10.1186/1742-2094-8-110 

93. Boven LA, Van Meurs M, Van Zwam M, Wierenga-Wolf A, Hintzen RQ, 
Boot RG, et al. Myelin-laden macrophages are anti-inflammatory, consistent 
with foam cells in multiple sclerosis. Brain (2006) 129:517–26. doi:10.1093/
brain/awh707 

94. Lassmann H, van Horssen J. The molecular basis of neurodegeneration 
in multiple sclerosis. FEBS Lett (2011) 585:3715–23. doi:10.1016/j.
febslet.2011.08.004 

95. Linker RA, Gold R. MBP-induced experimental autoimmune enceph-
alomyelitis in C57BL/6 mice. J Immunol (2004) 173:2896. doi:10.4049/
jimmunol.173.5.2896 

96. Dibaj P, Steffens H, Zschuntzsch J, Nadrigny F, Schomburg ED, Kirchhoff F, 
et al. In vivo imaging reveals distinct inflammatory activity of CNS microg-
lia versus PNS macrophages in a mouse model for ALS. PLoS One (2011) 
6:e17910. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0017910 

97. Kwon MJ, Shin HY, Cui Y, Kim H, Thi AH, Choi JY, et al. CCL2 mediates 
neuron-macrophage interactions to drive proregenerative macrophage 
activation following preconditioning injury. J Neurosci (2015) 35:15934–47. 
doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1924-15.2015 

98. Barrette B, Hebert MA, Filali M, Lafortune K, Vallieres N, Gowing G, et al. 
Requirement of myeloid cells for axon regeneration. J Neurosci (2008) 
28:9363–76. doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1447-08.2008 

99. Glynn MW, Elmer BM, Garay PA, Liu XB, Needleman LA, El-Sabeawy F, 
et al. MHCI negatively regulates synapse density during the establishment 
of cortical connections. Nat Neurosci (2011) 14:442–51. doi:10.1038/
nn.2764 

100. Needleman LA, Liu XB, El-Sabeawy F, Jones EG, McAllister AK. MHC class 
I molecules are present both pre- and postsynaptically in the visual cortex 
during postnatal development and in adulthood. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 
(2010) 107:16999–7004. doi:10.1073/pnas.1006087107 

101. Cullheim S, Thams S. Classic major histocompatibility complex class I 
molecules: new actors at the neuromuscular junction. Neuroscientist (2010) 
16:600–7. doi:10.1177/1073858410381534 

102. Woodhoo A, Sommer L. Development of the Schwann cell lineage: from the 
neural crest to the myelinated nerve. Glia (2008) 56:1481–90. doi:10.1002/
glia.20723

103. Chen ZL, Yu WM, Strickland S. Peripheral regeneration. Annu Rev Neurosci 
(2007) 30:209–33. doi:10.1146/annurev.neuro.30.051606.094337 

104. Martini R, Fischer S, Lopez-Vales R, David S. Interactions between Schwann 
cells and macrophages in injury and inherited demyelinating disease. Glia 
(2008) 56:1566–77. doi:10.1002/glia.20766 

105. Alves CJ, Dariolli R, Jorge FM, Monteiro MR, Maximino JR, Martins RS, 
et al. Gene expression profiling for human iPS-derived motor neurons from 
sporadic ALS patients reveals a strong association between mitochondrial 
functions and neurodegeneration. Front Cell Neurosci (2015) 9:289. 
doi:10.3389/fncel.2015.00289 

106. Chen K, Northington FJ, Martin LJ. Inducible nitric oxide synthase is present 
in motor neuron mitochondria and Schwann cells and contributes to disease 
mechanisms in ALS mice. Brain Struct Funct (2010) 214:219–34. doi:10.1007/
s00429-009-0226-4 

107. De Winter F, Vo T, Stam FJ, Wisman LA, Bar PR, Niclou SP, et  al. The 
expression of the chemorepellent semaphorin 3A is selectively induced 
in terminal Schwann cells of a subset of neuromuscular synapses that 
display limited anatomical plasticity and enhanced vulnerability in 
motor neuron disease. Mol Cell Neurosci (2006) 32:102–17. doi:10.1016/j.
mcn.2006.03.002 

108. Feng Z, Ko CP. Neuronal glia interactions at the vertebrate neuromus-
cular junction. Curr Opin Pharmacol (2007) 7:316–24. doi:10.1016/j.
coph.2006.12.003 

109. Reddy LV, Koirala S, Sugiura Y, Herrera AA, Ko CP. Glial cells maintain 
synaptic structure and function and promote development of the neu-
romuscular junction in  vivo. Neuron (2003) 40:563–80. doi:10.1016/
S0896-6273(03)00682-2 

http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/archive
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/neup.12221
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2011.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2011.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/emmm.201201544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/emmm.201201544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jneuroim.2009.02.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0404.2011.01528.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jneuroim.2004.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jneuroim.2004.10.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0804610105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2013.06.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/brain/awr074
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2013.00214
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2013.00214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.jid.5700001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0508774103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(02)00905-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2012.07.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2012.07.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2006.10.063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2011/497080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2014.06.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0132159
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2013.00249
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1742-2094-8-110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/brain/awh707
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/brain/awh707
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2011.08.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2011.08.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.173.5.2896
http://dx.doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.173.5.2896
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0017910
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1924-15.2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1447-08.2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nn.2764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nn.2764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1006087107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1073858410381534
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/glia.20723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/glia.20723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.30.051606.094337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/glia.20766
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2015.00289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00429-009-0226-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00429-009-0226-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mcn.2006.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mcn.2006.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coph.2006.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coph.2006.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00682-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(03)00682-2


15

Nardo et al. MHCI and ALS

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org June 2016 | Volume 7 | Article 89

110. Sanes JR, Lichtman JW. Development of the vertebrate neuromuscular 
junction. Annu Rev Neurosci (1999) 22:389–442. doi:10.1146/annurev.
neuro.22.1.389 

111. Bishop DL, Misgeld T, Walsh MK, Gan WB, Lichtman JW. Axon branch 
removal at developing synapses by axosome shedding. Neuron (2004) 
44:651–61. doi:10.1016/j.neuron.2004.10.026 

112. Song JW, Misgeld T, Kang H, Knecht S, Lu J, Cao Y, et  al. Lysosomal 
activity associated with developmental axon pruning. J Neurosci (2008) 
28:8993–9001. doi:10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0720-08.2008 

113. Song Y, Panzer JA, Wyatt RM, Balice-Gordon RJ. Formation and plasticity of 
neuromuscular synaptic connections. Int Anesthesiol Clin (2006) 44:145–78. 
doi:10.1097/00004311-200604420-00009 

114. Saxena S, Caroni P. Mechanisms of axon degeneration: from devel-
opment to disease. Prog Neurobiol (2007) 83:174–91. doi:10.1016/j.
pneurobio.2007.07.007 

115. Gurlo T, von Grafenstein H. Antigen-independent cross-talk between 
macrophages and CD8+ T cells facilitates their cooperation during 
target destruction. Int Immunol (2003) 15:1063–71. doi:10.1093/intimm/ 
dxg106 

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was con-
ducted with no commercial or financial conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2016 Nardo, Trolese and Bendotti. This is an open-access article dis-
tributed 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) or licensor 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.

http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Neurology/archive
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.22.1.389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.neuro.22.1.389
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2004.10.026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0720-08.2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00004311-200604420-00009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2007.07.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pneurobio.2007.07.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/intimm/dxg106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/intimm/dxg106
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Major Histocompatibility Complex I Expression by Motor Neurons and Its Implication in Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis
	Introduction
	MHCI in the CNS
	The Nature and Genetics of MHCI
	MHCI in the CNS and PNS: Implications for the Immune Response
	MHCI in the CNS and PNS: The Pleiotropic Role
	MHCI in ALS: Implications for the Adaptive Immune Response
	MHCI in ALS: The Non-Immunological Role
	Conclusion
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Funding
	References


