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Simple Summary: TP53 is the most frequently mutated gene in many cancers, but it has failed to be
a very effective target for treatment to date. To overcome this, we have examined what else changes
in cells when the TP53 gene is mutated. We modified cells that had no TP53 expression to have one
of the two most common mutations, either R175H or R273H. We examined how the presence of
these TP53 mutations caused cellular changes including microscopic, gene expression and peptide
presentation to the immune system. This has allowed us to identify new (secondary) targets that
could be used to facilitate the treatment of tumors that harbor p53 mutations.

Abstract: The p53 protein is mutated in more than 50% of human cancers. Mutated p53 proteins
not only lose their normal function but often acquire novel oncogenic functions, a phenomenon
termed mutant p53 gain-of-function. Mutant p53 has been shown to affect the transcription of a
range of genes, as well as protein–protein interactions with transcription factors and other effectors;
however, no one has intensively investigated and identified these proteins, or their MHC presented
epitopes, from the viewpoint of their ability to act as targets for immunotherapeutic interventions.
We investigated the molecular changes that occurred after the TP53 null osteosarcoma cells, SaOS-2,
were transfected with one of two conformational p53-mutants, either R175H or R273H. We then
examined the phenotypic and functional changes using macroscopic observations, proliferation, gene
expression and proteomics alongside immunopeptidome profiling of peptide antigen presentation
in the context of major histocompatibility complex (MHC) class I molecules. We identified several
candidate proteins in both TP53 mutant cell lines with differential expression when compared to
the TP53 null vector control, SaOS-V. Quantitative SWATH proteomics combined with immune-
peptidome analysis of the class-I eluted peptides identified several epitopes presented on pMHC and
in silico analysis shortlisted which antigens were expressed in a range of cancerous but not adjacent
healthy tissues. Out of all the candidates, KLC1 and TOP2A showed high levels of expression in every
tumor type examined. From these proteins, three A2 and four pan HLA-A epitopes were identified
in both R175H and R273H from TOP2A. We have now provided a short list of future immunotherapy
targets for the treatment of cancers harboring mutated TP53.

Keywords: p53; SaOS-2; R273H; R175H; mass spectrometry; MHC peptides; immunotherapy;
conformational mutants
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1. Introduction

The TP53 gene is present in all cells and mutations within the gene represents the
single most common alteration identified so far in most types of human cancers, which
is, for some cancers, an early event. Point mutations, which represent the predominant
mechanism by which p53 protein loses its normal tumor suppressor function, are located
within the DNA binding domain of the protein, and 30% of them fall within what is called
six “hotspot” residues, namely amino-acid residues R175H, G245S, R248Q, R249S, R273H
and R282W, in various cancers. The frequency of TP53 mutations varies between the cancer
types and is mostly mutated in cancer types such as uterine, lung, esophageal, head &
neck, and pancreatic cancers [1]. Mutations, such as those affecting the six hotspot residues,
either directly affect the p53 amino acid in contact with the DNA or affect the protein
conformation of p53 hindering its wild-type function as a transcription factor and regulator
of the cell cycle (recently reviewed in [2]).

DNA contact mutants have changes in the amino acids that make direct contact with
DNA, leading to impaired p53-binding activity while sparing the intact p53 structure. On
the other hand, conformational mutants robustly alter the p53 structure and disrupt the
DNA binding activity [3]. Mutations of residues R175H, G245S, R249S and R282W affect
the structural integrity of the p53 protein, linearizing the protein, whereas residues G245S,
R248Q and R273H are directly involved with the DNA binding; these do not disturb the
structure but will abolish the contact of the protein with its DNA target. It was concluded
that the difference in structure between these two categories of mutants is at least partly
responsible for the changes in phenotypes observed between the two groups of mutants. It
is now understood that these mutations not only abolish p53 tumor suppressor function or
antagonize the activity of the wild type p53 molecule, but they also give rise to mutated
p53 proteins capable of actively promoting tumor development including invasive and
metastatic properties [4–6]. Genetic variation arising from aneuploidy accounts for the
diversity of TP53 gain-of-function (GOF) phenotypes [7]. Not all TP53 GOF mutants
affect the same genes, and different p53 mutants use distinct mechanisms to promote
cancer cell proliferation, invasion, metastasis and survival [8]. Indeed, Tan et al., 2015 [9]
demonstrated that the mutation occurring at residue p53-R273H (a contact mutant), but
not the conformational mutant p53-R175H, promotes cancer cell survival and resistance
to cell death (anoikis) of the cancer cell via constitutively activating PI3K/AKT signaling.
Moreover, different mutants appear to affect p53 localization, which, in turn, has been
shown to have an opposite effect on autophagy. It appears that mutated p53 proteins located
in the nucleus promote autophagy, while those located in the cytoplasm inhibit it [10].

In addition, the p53 mutation at amino-acid residue R273H has been linked with
inflammation; a pancreatic cell line harboring this mutation was shown to have prolonged
NF-κB activation through TNF-α signaling [11]. Many of the genes affected by these two
classes of mutants have been identified (reviewed in [12]), but their potential usefulness as
targets for cancer immunotherapy has received limited attention [13]. Since the two TP53
mutants (R175H and R273H) directly influence protein–protein interactions in different
ways, we investigated the molecular changes that occur as a direct consequence of the
presence of these two p53 mutants in otherwise p53 null cells. To do this, we used the
osteosarcoma cell line, SaOS-2, which lacks any endogenous TP53 expression. Correlations
between gene expression changes, protein levels and peptide presentation on MHC class I
were determined in a multi-omics approach.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Cell Lines

SaOS-2 osteosarcoma cell lines [14] transfected with pBR322 vector control, TP53
R175H or R273H mutants [15] were grown in DMEM medium (Gibco, Waltham, MA, USA)
containing 10% Foetal Calf Serum (Gibco), 1% L-Glutamine (Lonza, Basel, Switzerland) and
1 mg/mL G418 (Sigma Aldrich). All the cells were grown in a 37 ◦C humidified incubator
with 5% CO2 and sub-cultured at 80–90% confluence. TP53 mutation status was confirmed
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in the transfected cell lines using PCR and Sanger sequencing of products amplified using
primers flanking the TP53 mutations (forward primer 5′ TCTTCTGTCCCTTCCCAGAA3′

and reverse primer 5′ CAAGGCCTCATTCAGCTCTC3′) and cDNA template synthesized
(Promega, Madison, WI, USA) using RNA isolated (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) from the
transfected cell lines.

2.2. Cell Adhesion Assays

Cell adhesion assays were performed using Collagen I-coated plates (Gibco). Briefly,
cells were trypsinized and counted using a hemocytometer, cells were washed twice using
serum free media and resuspended in 10 mL of serum free media at a count of 100,000 cells
and were seeded into each well of the coated plates. The plate was then incubated for
3 h at 37 ◦C in a 5% humidified CO2 incubator. After 3 h, the media were removed from
each well, and the cells were washed twice with PBS. After the final wash, the cells were
fixed with 4% paraformaldehyde at room temperature. The wells were washed twice with
PBS and were stained by adding 50 µL of crystal violet/cell stain solution and incubated
at room temperature. The wells were washed twice with deionized water and dried at
room temperature. The plates were scanned using a C.T.L. ELISPOT plate reader and the
number of remaining cells counted using ImmunoSpot software (CTL Ltd., Shaker Heights,
OH, USA).

2.3. Colony Forming Assays

Single cell suspensions were plated at the clonal density of 125 cells per well in a
6-well plate, 2 wells per clone. Following 10 days in culture, the colonies were fixed with
4% (w/v) paraformaldehyde for 15 min at 4 ◦C and stained with crystal violet solution
(0.5% (w/v) crystal violet in 70% (v/v) ethanol) for 15 min at room temperature, after which
the colonies were washed with DPBS and allowed to dry prior to counting under a light
microscope. Colonies with fewer than 32 cells were excluded from the counts. The plates
were then photographed. These experiments were conducted in duplicate wells in three
independent experiments.

2.4. Proliferation Assays

Proliferation rates of the two different TP53 mutant cell lines were investigated in compar-
ison to the vector control cell line using 3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-yl)-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium
bromide (MTT) dye reduction assay (Sigma). Briefly, 3000 cells were seeded in the wells
of 96-well plates in triplicates in complete DMEM medium, and the cells were allowed
to grow for 48 h. MTT reagents were added to each well and incubated for 2 h in the
cell culture incubator. After 2 h, the culture media was carefully removed and 150 µL of
DMSO added. The plates were incubated on a shaker for 10 min, and the absorbance was
measured at 570 nm.

2.5. Gene Expression Arrays

RNA was isolated and labelled as described previously [16] and hybridized on to Agi-
lent Human 44K arrays. All the analyses including the QC were performed using Agilent
Genespring V.11. Fold change calculations between the groups were performed using a
volcano plot with multiple testing correction, and a Benjamini–Hochberg-corrected p value
of 0.01 and a fold change of ≥3.0 were considered significant. TP53 expression at the tran-
script level was confirmed using SyBR green qRT-PCR using TP53 forward (TGAAGCTC-
CCAGAATGCCAG) and TP53 reverse (GCTGCCCTGGTAGGTTTTCT) primers, Human
glucuronidase beta (GUSB, Forward primer: ACTGAACAGTCACCGAC, Reverse primer:
AAACATTGTGACTTGGCTAC) was used as housekeeping normalizer, and mRNA expres-
sion was calculated using ∆∆CT method.
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2.6. Cell Lysis and Homogenization

Cells were cultured up to 80% confluence in a T175 flask. Cells were washed thrice
with ice-cold PBS, and the residual liquid was removed completely. Cells were lysed
subsequently by adding 500 µL of lysis buffer (9.5 M urea + 2% Dithiothreitol and 1% N-
Octyl-Beta-Glucopyranoside) with MS-SAFE Protease and Phosphatase Inhibitor (Sigma).
The crude lysate was collected into microcentrifuge tubes and further lysed by a handheld
micro-pestle. All the samples were subjected to three cycles of sonication with 5 min
intervals on ice. Debris was removed by centrifugation at 10,000× g for 15 min at 4 ◦C.
One in ten dilution of the final solution was used to determine the protein quantity using a
protein assay dye kit (BioRad, Hercules, CA, USA). Samples of 50 µg of the total proteins
were trypsinized overnight at 37 ◦C using trypsin in accordance with the manufacturer’s
instruction. After trypsinizations, samples were dried using a vacuum concentrator and
resuspended in 5% acetonitrile in 0.1% formic acid for mass spec analysis.

2.7. Liquid Chromatography with Tandem Mass Spectrometry (LC MS/MS) Analysis (IDA/SWATH)

Samples (~50 µg protein) were reduced, alkylated and prepared as previously de-
scribed [17]. Samples (3 µL, ~5 µg protein digest) were directly injected in triplicate by
autosampler (Eksigent nanoLC 425 LC system) at 5 µL/min onto a YMC Triart-C18 column
(15 cm, 3 µm, 300 µm i.d.) using gradient elution (2–40% mobile phase B, followed by
wash at 80% B and re-equilibration) over 60 min (80 min run time) for spectral library con-
struction using data-/information-dependent acquisition DDA/IDA and SWATH. Mobile
phases consisted of A: water containing 0.1% (v/v) formic acid; B: acetonitrile containing
0.1% (v/v) formic acid. The LC system was hyphenated to a Sciex TripleTOF 6600 mass
spectrometer fitted with a Duospray source and 50 µm electrode suitable for microflow
proteomic analysis. The IDA method was run with parameters of: CUR 25; GS1 12; GS2 0;
ISVF 5500; TEM 0. TOFMS mass range of 400–1250 m/z; accumulation time of 250 ms with
product ion scans on the top 30 ions before switching (dynamic exclusion for 20 s) with
rolling collision energy selected. Product ion accumulation time was set to 50 ms, giving a
cycle time of 1.8 s. The SWATH method source parameters were CUR 25; GS1 15; GS2 15;
ISVF 5500; TEM 0 with a 65 ms TOFMS scan followed by 40 variable SWATH windows
(optimized on an IDA datafile of a relevant sample) of 65 ms between 399.5 and 1593 m/z,
giving a cycle time of 2.7 s.

2.8. SWATH Data Analysis

In total, 45 SWATH data files (3 groups, 5 biological replicates, 3 technical replicates)
were processed for quantitation using DIANN 1.8 utilizing a library free search (Swissprot
human Jan 2022 fasta), a deep learning approach, as described in Demichev et al. [18].
Differential protein expression was carried out using the Limma R package as exposed by
the R package “StatsPro” [19].

2.9. Purification of Antibodies and Preparation of Immunoaffinity Columns

Human leukocyte antigen (HLA) antibodies specific to HLA-A2 (BB7.2 [HB-82; ATCC] [20]
and pan-HLA class I (W6/32 [HB-95; ATCC] [21] were purified from hybridoma cells.
Secreted monoclonal antibodies, BB7.2 (anti-HLA-A2) and W6/32 (pan-HLA class I), were
harvested from spent media and purified using Protein A Sepharose (PAS, CaptivA®,
Repligen, Waltham, MA, USA) using a Profinia purification system (Biorad, Hercules, CA,
USA). Next, an affinity matrix wherein 10 mg/mL of BB7.2 (anti-HLA-A2) and W6/32
(pan-HLA class I) were crosslinked to 1 mL of PAS resin were prepared for each of the
transfected SaOS cell line, as previously described [22].

2.10. HLA Purification and Peptide Elution

Snap-frozen pellets of 5 × 108 cell were obtained for each transfected SaOS cell line.
Immunoaffinity capture of solubilized peptide HLA (pHLA) was performed as described
previously [23]. Briefly, cell pellets were pulverized by cryogenic milling (Retsch Mixer
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Mill MM 400) followed by detergent-based lysis using 0.5% IGEPAL (Sigma-Aldrich, St.
Louis, MO, USA). The lysates were cleared by ultracentrifugation, and the supernatant was
passed through a PAS pre-column to remove any non-specific binders, followed by serial
affinity pull down of HLA-A*02:01 peptide complexes using BB7.2 and the remaining HLA
class I allotype complexes using W6/32 columns. pHLA complexes were eluted using 10%
acetic acid and fractionated by reversed-phase high-performance liquid chromatography
(RP-HPLC) on a 4.6 mm internal diameter × 100 mm monolithic reversed-phase C18
HPLC column (Chromolith SpeedROD; Merck Millipore, Darmstadt, Germany) using an
ÄKTA micro HPLC (GE Healthcare, Chicago, IL, USA) system using a mobile phase of
Buffer A (0.1% Trifluoroacetic acid) and Buffer B (80% Acetonitrile, 0.1% trifluoroacetic acid).
Fractions containing peptide were placed into 20 pools, vacuum concentrated (LABCONCO,
Kansas City, MO, USA) and reconstituted in 0.1% formic acid.

2.11. Analysis of HLA Class I Bound Peptides by LC-MS/MS

Reconstituted fraction pools were spiked with 11 iRT peptides [24] and were analyzed
by LC-MS/MS via a data dependent acquisition strategy using a NanoUltra cHiPLC
system (Eksigent) coupled to an SCIEX 5600+ TripleTOF mass spectrometer equipped
with a Nanospray III ion source. Samples were loaded onto a pre-equilibrated cHiPLC
trap column (3 µm, ChromXP C18CL, 120 Å, 0.5 mm × 200 µm) at 5 µL/min in buffer A
(0.1% formic acid, 2% acetonitrile) over 10 min and separated over a cHiPLC column
(3 µm, ChromXP C18CL, 120 Å, 15 cm × 75 µm) using a linear gradient starting from
2% buffer B (80% acetonitrile, 0.1% formic acid) over 100 min at a flow rate of 300 nL/min
for 1 min, 2–35% buffer B for 75 min, 35–80% for 4 min followed by 10 min of 80% buffer B,
decreasing to 2% B for 10 min. of 2–80% Buffer B /Buffer A (0.1% formic acid). Data
acquisition occurred with the following instrument parameters: ion spray voltage, 2400 V;
curtain gas, 30 l/min; ion source gas, 20 l/min; and interface heater temperature, 150 ◦C.
MS/MS switch criteria selected the top 20 ions meeting the following criteria per cycle:
m/z >200 amu, charge state of +2 to +5, intensity >40 counts per second (cps). After two
selections for fragmentation, ions were ignored for 30 s.

2.12. Immunopeptidomic Data Analysis

MS/MS spectra in Wiff files were searched against the human proteome (Uniprot
15/06/2017; 20,182 entries) using Peaks X Pro software. The following search parameters
were used: error tolerance of 15 ppm using monoisotopic mass for precursor ions and
0.1 Da tolerance for fragment ions; enzyme use was set to none with following variable
modifications: oxidation at Met, deamidation at Asp and Gln. False discovery rate (FDR)
was estimated using a decoy fusion method [25] and all datasets were analyzed at 5% FDR.

For data filtering, first, iRT peptides were removed along with any duplicated peptide
sequences. Secondly, only peptides of 8–15 amino acid in length were retained. To define
the length distribution and global peptide binding motif including presence of specific
residues (primary anchor positions at P2 and PΩ (the C-terminal reside)) for different alleles
and mutants, non-redundant peptides were considered for the immunopeptidome dataset.
Length distribution data was plotted and visualized using GraphPad Prism version 9.1.0
(GraphPad Software, USA, www.graphpad.com (accessed 1 May 2022)), and motifs were
visualized using Icelogo software [26] with the percentage difference when compared to
the human proteome being performed using a static reference method. Binding affinity was
determined using NetMHC Pan 4.0 [27]. The mass spectrometry immunopeptidomics data
were deposited in the ProteomeXchange Consortium [28] using PRIDE [29]. The project
accession number for the dataset is PXD034044.

2.13. In Silico Analysis of the Identified Proteins Indicated Their Expression in a Broad Spectrum of
Healthy Tissues and Cancer

Human Protein Atlas version 19.3 was used to further narrow down the list of potential
targets based on their expression in tumor tissues compared to normal tissue counterparts.

www.graphpad.com
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3. Results
3.1. The Two Mutants of TP53 Had Significantly Different Phenotypical, Functional and
Gene Expression

In order to study the downstream genes/proteins regulated by p53 mutants, SaOS-2
cells, which had both TP53 alleles deleted [30], were transfected with either the pcDNA
plasmid alone to provide an empty plasmid vector control, which we named SaOS-V.
Alternatively, the SaOS-2 cells were transfected with pcDNA plasmid encoding the con-
formation p53 mutant R175H to create SaOS-R175H or a DNA contact p53 mutant R273H
to create SaOS-R273H, as described previously [17]. A change in morphology was ob-
served (Figure 1A) between the two mutants and the control, with SaOS-R273H showing a
more fibroblast-like phenotype. The success of the transfections was confirmed by PCR
(Figure 1B) and the single-point mutation by sanger sequencing (Figure 1C). It was also
observed that SaOS-R273H formed more colonies in colony-forming assays (Figure 1D,F),
demonstrated superior cell adhesion properties (Figure 1E) and showed a significantly
faster proliferation rate (Figure 1G) than SaOS-R175H.

mRNA array profiling showed that 199 genes were significantly upregulated (linear
FC ≥ 5 and using an adjusted p value for multiple comparison of 0.01) and 360 genes
downregulated in SaOS-R175H when compared with the vector control. Similarly, 201 genes
were significantly upregulated, and 131 genes downregulated in SaOS-R273H, compared
to the SaOS-V vector control. In total, 34 genes were commonly upregulated, and 41 genes
were commonly downregulated in the SaOS-TP53 mutants compared to the SaOS-V vector
control (Figure 1H,I; Supplementary Table S1). The top 40 up- and downregulated genes in
each mutant were identified (Figure 1J,K) following a comparison with gene expression
in SaOS-V cells. Genes that were uniquely upregulated were then further analyzed using
the Metascape pathway enrichment tool (Figure 1L,M). The most upregulated pathways in
SaOS-R175H mutants compared to vector control were integrin binding (Log P = −5.44),
receptor regulator activity (Log P = −4.28) and epithelial-to-mesenchymal transition (EMT)
(Log P = −3.43). While hotspot TP53 mutants have been reported to contribute to the
chronic inflammation that underlies the development of cancer through cooperation with
NF-κB, we have found that SaOS-R273H regulated more inflammation-related genes than
SaOS-R175H, including hallmarks of TNF-α (Log P = −4.18) and IL-2 STAT-5 signaling
(Log P = −1.9) (Figure 1L,M). A complete list of the pathways enriched in up- and down-
regulated genes in both SaOS-TP53 mutants can be found in Supplementary Table S2.

3.2. Quantitative SWATH Proteomics

Quantitative SWATH proteomics showed that SaOS-R175H and SaOS-R273H mutants
expressed different proteins in comparison to each other and the TP53 null vector control.
Figure 2A shows the steps followed. In total, 481 proteins were uniquely upregulated in
SaOS-R273H mutants compared with the null vector, while 318 were identified as uniquely
upregulated in the SaOS-R175H mutant (Figure 2B). Confirmation and correlation of the
protein level of p53 expression assessed by SWATH-MS and gene expression by qRT PCR
in the mutants versus null vector are shown in Figure 2C. SaOS-R273H expresses P53
at a higher level than SaOS-R175H (Figure 2C), which correlates with the mRNA data
(Figure 1B).
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molecular levels. (A) Light micrograph (5×magnification) showing the morphology of the SaOS-V,
SaOS-R175H and SaOS-R273H variants; (B) agarose gel electrophoresis of amplicons of the two
mutated TP53 and the null vector confirmed expression of the transfected material in SaOS-R175H
and SaOS-R273H cells; (C) BlastX alignment of Sanger sequencing results showing the p53 mutations
at the amino acid level; (D) representative images of the three TP53 mutant cell lines following a
colony forming assay; (E) bar graph showing the results of cell adhesion assay (mean and SEM,
n = 3), Y-axis represent % of adherent cells in each mutant and control; (F) bar graph showing the
results of the colony-forming assay (mean and SEM, n = 3); (G) bar graph of proliferation assay
conducted using MTT assay at three time points (mean and SEM, n = 3); (H,I) Venn diagram showing
the common genes up and downregulated in R175H and R273H mutants compared to the null
vector; (J,K) heatmaps of the 50 most significantly up and downregulated genes in both R175H and
R273H compared to null vector control; (L,M) metascape gene enrichment analysis of the upregulated
pathways in R175H and R273H mutant cell lines, X-axis represents log (p-value), and y-axis represents
significantly enriched pathways.
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in the SaOS-R175H and SaOS-R273H cell lines compared to SaOS-V. (A) Workflow followed for
generating quantitative proteomics data; (B) Venn diagram showing common and unique proteins
differentially upregulated in R273H and R175H mutants compared to vector control; (C) P53 levels in
each cell line by mass spectrometry and qRT PCR; (D) volcano plot showing differentially expressed
proteins in SaOS-R273H compared to SaOS-V cells (significant proteins are highlighted in solid red
log2 fold cutoff ≥ 1). The X-axis indicates log2 fold change and Y-axis indicates −log10 p value;
(E) volcano plot showing differentially expressed proteins in SaOS-R175H compared to SaOS-V.
Significant proteins were highlighted in solid red (log2 fold cutoff ≥ 1); (F,G) metacore enrichment
analysis of the upregulated pathways in the SaOS-R175H and -R273H variants. X-axes represent log
10 FDR, and y-axes represent the different significantly enriched pathways.

Label-free SWATH proteomics identified 4476 proteins in total in the three cell lines.
Differential expression analysis revealed that 2278 proteins were differentially expressed in
the SaOS-R273H mutant compared to vector control (≥0.3 log2 fold change, P. adjust = 0.05),
of which 1110 proteins were upregulated (Figure 2D, only proteins ≥ log2 fold change
above 1 shown), whereas 1913 proteins were differentially expressed between SaOS-R175H
cells when compared to the SaOS-V vector control (≥0.3 log2 fold change, P. adjust = 0.05),
of which 947 proteins were upregulated (Figure 2E, only proteins≥ log2 fold change above 1
shown). A complete table of differentially expressed proteins is available in Supplementary
Table S3. Pathway enrichment analysis (Metacore™) of the upregulated proteins in both
SaOS-TP53 mutant cell lines revealed that completely different pathways were affected
in the two SaOS-TP53 mutants (Figure 2F,G; Supplementary Table S4). The pathways
that were upregulated in SaOS-R175H cells included those involved in immune response
antigen presentation (FDR = 1.12−5) and ubiquitin-proteasomal proteolysis (FDR = 1.12−5)
(Supplementary Table S4).

Similarly, the major pathways that were upregulated in SaOS-R273H compared to SaOS-
V were transcription mRNA processing (FDR = 6.79−17), protein folding (FDR = 7.92−15),
translation initiation (FDR = 7.2−10) and response to unfolded proteins (FDR = 5.42−9)
(Supplementary Table S4).

3.3. HLA Immunopeptidome Analysis Identified Unique and Shared Peptides between the
SaOS-TP53 Mutants

The workflow for the identification of MHC-bound peptides is shown in Figure 3A.
pHLA complexes for SaOS-R175H and SaOS-R273H were isolated by immunoaffinity pu-
rification using the HLA specific antibodies; BB7.2 for capture of HLA A*02:01-peptide
complexes followed by W6/32 for capturing all other HLA class I allotype-peptide com-
plexes. Analysis of the MHC peptide repertoire of the SaOS-R175H and SaOS-R273H
cell lines revealed several unique HLA-A2 (Figure 3B) and pan-HLA-derived peptides
(Figure 3C) (for a complete list of HLA-A2 derived peptides see Supplementary Table S5;
for a complete list of MHC class-I derived peptides, see Table S6).

In the SaOS-R175H cell line, a total of 18,941 peptides (Table 1) were identified with
9127 and 9814 peptides identified using BB7.2 and W6/32 antibody, respectively. There
were 2112 peptides overlapping between the two datasets (Supplementary Figure S1a).
Similarly, in the SaOS-R273H, a total of 10,115 peptides (Table 1) were identified with
2970 and 7145 unique peptides identified in HLA-A2 and pan HLA, respectively, and only
746 peptides overlapping between the two (Supplementary Figure S1b).

Table 1. Number of HLA class I peptides (8–15 mers) identified across transfected SaOS cell lines.

Condition HLA-A2 (BB7.2) Peptides Pan HLA (W632) Peptides Total

No vector control 2688 8982 11,670

R175H 9127 9814 18,941

R273H 2970 7145 10,115
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peptide repertoire. (A) Workflow followed for generating MHC peptidome data from the three SaOS
variants; (B) Venn diagram showing number of common proteins upregulated and HLA-A2 epitopes
identified in 175 mutants; (C) Venn diagram showing number of common proteins upregulated and
HLA-A2 epitopes identified in 273 mutant; (D) Venn diagram showing number of common proteins
upregulated and Pan-HLA epitopes identified in 175 mutants; (E) Venn diagram showing number of
common proteins upregulated and Pan-HLA epitopes identified in 273 mutant; (F) protein candidates
common to both mutants and both eluted fractions (eluted by BB72 and W6/32); (G) List of 34 unique
protein candidates and the number of epitopes identified in each mutants in both BB72 and W6/32
fractions; (H) upset plot showing unique and common peptide epitopes identified in each mutants in
HLA-A2 and Pan HLA fractions.

As anticipated, peptides identified in both TP53 transfectants including HLA-A*02:01
and pan class I exhibited typical class I length distribution, with most peptides (67–70%)
being nonamers followed by 10 mers and 11 mers (Supplementary Figure S2a,b). The
nonamers were used from each dataset to construct peptide binding motifs. The HLA-
A*02:01 peptides identified in SaOS-R175H and SaOS-R273H matched the expected HLA-
A*02:01 binding motif with small hydrophobic amino acids at P2 and P9 (Supplementary
Figure S2c,d). Allele-specific binding motifs from the W6/32 immunoprecipitated material
were determined by ranking allele-specific binding affinity for all nonamers using NetMHC
Pan 4.0 [27] for the remaining HLA allotypes expressed by the SaOS variants. Peptides with
a rank threshold of less than 0.5 were considered as strong binders, whilst those between
0.5–2.0 were considered as weak binders. The HLA-binding predisposition data was then
used to plot allotype-specific binding motifs for the remaining HLA class I alleles using
Icelogo (Supplementary Figure S3a–e).

Furthermore, we investigated p53 peptides identified from the two SaOS-TP53 mutant
cell lines. Nine and seven unique p53-specific peptides were found in SaOS-R175H and
SaOS-R273H, respectively (Supplementary Table S7). Of note, unique peptides proximal to
the reciprocal mutation were found in the two transfectants, i.e., P53264–272 (LLGRNSFEV)
was found only in SaOS-R175H transfectant, whilst peptide P53164–172 (KQSQHMTEV) was
found only in SaOS-R273H transfectant. This suggests that the mutations impact antigen
processing by the SaOS-TP53 variants.

Number of proteins contributing to the immunopeptidome varied between the two
transfectant cell lines (Table 1; Supplementary Table S8). With the quantitative global
proteomics data, we have identified 947 upregulated proteins in the SaOS-R175H and
1110 proteins in SaOS-R273H cell lines. These genes/proteins were compared against
the identified HLA-A2 (BB72) and Pan HLA (W6/32) peptidome of the corresponding
cell lines yielding 190 potential HLA-A2 protein targets in SaOS-R175H and 101 potential
HLA-A2 protein targets in SaOS-R273H (Figure 3B,C), Similarly, 201 potential Pan-HLA
protein targets in SaOS-R175H and 193 potential Pan-HLA protein targets in SaOS-R273H.
We then looked at the common protein targets between the mutants in both HLA-A2
fraction and Pan HLA fractions. In total, 50 proteins were found to be common between
the mutants in the HLA-A2 fraction, and 87 proteins were found to be common between
the Pan HLA fractions. These common proteins were used to identify common candidates
shared between both the HLA fractions (Pan and A2) and identified 34 common proteins
(Figure 3F). We have further investigated these proteins at peptide level; Figure 3G shows
the number of epitopes identified from each short-listed protein and in both mutants
using both BB72 and W6/32 antibodies. Peptide level analysis (Figure 3H) revealed
18 unique epitopes in pan273, 29 unique epitopes in pan175, 9 unique epitopes in HLA-A2
273 and 42 unique epitopes in HLA-A2 175 mutants. A total of 19 epitopes were common
to all four fractions.

3.4. In Silico Analysis of the Identified Peptides Revealed Targetable Peptides in TP53 Mutants

To further narrow down the list of potential targets, the expression of these proteins
was analyzed using the Human Protein Atlas version 19.3 (Figure 4). The utility of the final
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candidates was confirmed again by assessing their expression in tumor tissues compared to
normal tissue counterparts (Figure 5). From the shortlisted 34 protein candidates, we have
further narrowed the top 10 candidates that had minimum expression on the normal tissues
for the final list. These proteins are KCL1, UHCL1, MAP1A, LAMB2, FLNC, NOP2, HEXB,
PALLD, GLRX3 and TOP2A. Further analysis of the above proteins using the Human
Protein Atlas in 20 cancer types showed that most of them have overexpression in cancer
tissues compared to the normal counterparts (Figure 5). KLC1 and TOP2A showed high
levels of expression in almost every tumor type examined (Figure 5), while UCHL1 was
found mainly in glioma. The remaining protein candidates showed varying degrees of
expression in cancer tissues (Figure 5).
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antigens derived from p53-R175H and p53-R273H mutants and common to both HLA fractions
(Pan-HLA and HLA-A2) were checked for their normal tissue expression. Heatmap showing the
expression levels of each protein in normal cells. The purple, red and orange colors indicate very
high to low levels of expression, pale yellow represents no expression detected, and white represents
no data available in the corresponding histology in Human Protein Atlas.
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of each bar indicates the strength of expression, with red being highly expressed and yellow as
low expression.

4. Discussion

The longer half-life of mutant p53 compared to the wild-type protein and its frequent
mutation in cancer renders mutant p53 a good target for immunotherapy. The majority of
TP53 mutations are either DNA-contact or conformation mutant type. DNA-contact mu-
tants lose their function because the mutation abolishes the binding of p53 to its DNA target.
In contrast, conformational mutants cause an opening/linearization of their sequence due
to the loss of a crucial amino acid needed to maintain the 3D fold (reviewed by [31]), which
is also thought to prevent immune recognition. Researchers have since shown that this loss
of tumor suppression was accompanied by a gain in oncogenic functions such as invasion,
metastasis and chemoresistance [32]. This is achieved by TP53 mutants because, apart from
the point mutation, the function of their other domains remains unaltered. Interestingly,
while Prives’s group showed that the R175H, R248Q and R273H mutants affected the most
frequently altered amino acid residues, they have also shown that not all mutations of
TP53 were created equal, with some mutants exerting GOF effects and others abolishing
wild-type p53 activity [3].

P53-derived vaccines have not produced the anticipated clinical outcome. Indeed,
no significant reduction in tumor burden has been observed in most clinical trials to date,
despite the detection of p53-specific vaccine-induced immunological responses [33,34]. This
can be explained by the difficulties in targeting a loss of function and trying to target every
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possible mutation when there is such a diversity [35]. However, eight mutations account for
one-third of all TP53 mutations found in tumors, suggesting some homogeneity due to these
mutations preferentially occurring because of environmental factors, or being the most
impactful in a range of tissue types, occurring by virtue of the features of the sequences in
these regions, i.e., CpG sites or because they are GOF-tumor-promoting mutations (recently
reviewed in [36]). It is most likely to be a combination of all of these factors. Currently, the
most promising TP53-targetting therapies involve blocking the degradation of the wild
type protein using small molecules and stapled peptides [37], the reactivation of mutant
forms of TP53 with wild type properties [36] and, increasingly, the development of mutant
p53-specific bispecific antibodies, which are now entering pre-clinical trials [38].

To circumvent the issues that could arise due to the off-targeting of healthy cells
that express the ‘Guardian of the Genome’ [34], we wanted to identify secondary targets,
genes and proteins whose expression/levels were elevated by two of the most commonly
occurring p53 mutations, R175H and R273H, each of which impact the wild-type function of
p53 in different ways. R175H is the most frequent of all p53 mutations, accounting for 5.6%
of cases, while R273H is the third most frequent, accounting for 3.95% of cases [12]. Each
was chosen to represent two key impacts of mutations on p53 function, p53 conformation
and DNA contact, respectively. We transfected SaOS-2 cells, which innately lack TP53
expression, with plasmids carrying either TP53 mutant. Any changes in global gene and
protein expression were measured in comparison to vector control transfected SaOS-2 cells.
R175H mutations turned on mostly integrin binding genes, receptor-regulator activity and
epithelial mesenchymal transition genes, while R273H mostly turned on TNFα signaling
via NF-kB, IL-2 and STAT5 signaling and hallmarks of inflammatory responses. These had
been reported effects of the R175H [6,39,40] and R273H mutations [11,41,42] previously.

We evaluated the immunopeptidome of the two TP53-transfected cell lines. We have
identified a total of 18,941 peptides in the SaOS-R175H cell line and a total of 10,115 peptides
in the SaOS-R273H cell line.

Consistent with changes in transcriptomics and proteomics, a number of unique
peptides were found presenting in the two different SaOS-TP53 mutant cell lines. Of
note, the position of the two point mutations in TP53 also altered antigen processing
of the p53 protein itself, resulting in nine and seven unique peptides identified in the
SaOS-R175H and SaOS-R273H transfectants, respectively. Intriguingly, unique peptides
proximal to the reciprocal mutation were found in the two transfectants, i.e., P53264–272
(LLGRNSFEV) was found only in SaOS-R175H transfectant, whilst peptide P53164–172
(KQSQHMTEV) was found only in SaOS-R273H transfectants, suggesting the mutations
impact on antigen processing and/or presentation of the two p53 proteins. Thus, TP53
mutation not only generates unique peptides that may form targets for vaccination or
immunotherapy but also forms distinctive signature peptides that distinguish between the
two mutant TP53 variants.

We found overlap between the large number of proteins expressed by each SaOS
variants and MHC eluted peptides confirmed the processing and presentation of common
epitopes on MHC class-I. These proteins were then examined for their expression in
97 healthy tissues and 20 different tumor types. TOP2A and KLC1 were the most frequently
expressed of the upregulated protein in SaOS mutants, overexpressed in many cancers
with TOP2A and expressed in many healthy tissues.

Kinesin family members are regulators of mitosis and cytokinesis [43] playing key
roles in tumor development and progression. Already successfully targeted by microtubule
inhibitors and drugs [44], the issue remains that the microtubule-based cytoskeleton is
essential for a number of fundamental biological processes including mitosis [43]. This
situation has spurred efforts to screen and target cancer-specific kinesins, for which inhi-
bition hampers mitosis without producing significant side effects. It is therefore essential
to identify cancer specific kinesins. KLC1 is a microtubule-associated force-producing
protein that is thought to play a role in organelle transport. KLC1’s role in breast cancer,
as a suppressor of epithelial-mesenchymal plasticity and translocation to the 5′ end of
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anaplastic lymphoma kinase (ALK), has been described previously [45]. Indeed, ALK in-
hibitors, such as crizotinib, have been shown to have therapeutic effects in clinical trials for
lung cancer (systematically reviewed in [46]), inflammatory myofibroblastic tumors, a rare
mesenchymal neoplasm [47] and anaplastic large-cell lymphoma [48]. Of note, KLC1 is a
favorable prognostic marker in pancreatic cancer (p < 0.001) and an unfavorable prognostic
marker in renal cancer with highest median expression in gliomas (TCGA dataset). KLC1
was undetectable in most healthy tissues but found in almost all tumor tissues with highest
levels in the brain and moderate to high levels in the cytoplasm of almost all tumors tested
by immunohistochemistry (Human Protein Atlas; http://www.proteinatlas.org; [49]).

5. Conclusions

Further preclinical studies will involve the validation of the targets identified in this
study. We will confirm the immunogenicity of the peptides we have shown to be presented
in the context of MHC, in vivo, and validate their potential to induce anti-tumor effects
in clinical trials. However, in this study, we have identified a number of targets and their
presented epitopes, and we have validated their cancer specificity in comparison to a
large cohort of healthy tissues, providing identification of new secondary targets for the
treatment of p53-positive tumors.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at DOI: 10.5281/zenodo.6380866 and
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers14163975/s1, Table S1: Differential gene expression
between each Saos-p53 variant compared with vector control, Table S2: Significant pathways altered
in each mutant compared to vector, Table S3: Differential protein expression between each Saos-
p53 variant compared with vector control, Table S4: Metascape pathway enrichment analysis of
proteins showing significantly enriched pathways in each mutant, Table S5: List of complete HLA-A2
peptidome identified using immune peptidome elution and mass spectrometry, Table S6: List of
complete Pan-HLA peptidome identified using immune peptidome elution and mass spectrometry,
Table S7: List of HLA-A2 eluted p53 peptides from both SAOS175 and 273 mutants, Table S8: List
of upregulated genes and protein with eluted HLA A2 peptides. Figure S1: (a) 2112 peptides
overlapping between the two datasets. (b) 746 peptides overlapping between the two; Figure S2:
(a) BB7.2 length distribution; (b) W632 length distribution; (c) Mutant R175H; (d) Mutant R273H;
Figure S3: The HLA-binding predisposition data was then used to plot allotype-specific binding
motifs for the re-maining HLA class I alleles using Icelogo.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.W.P. and S.E.M.; methodology, J.V., D.J.B., A.K.M., A.L.,
R.A. and K.P.; software, C.C.; validation, D.J.B. and K.P.; formal analysis, J.V., D.J.B., K.P. and C.C.;
investigation, J.V., D.J.B., K.P. and C.C.; data curation, J.V., D.J.B. and K.P.; writing—original draft
preparation, J.V. and S.E.M.; writing—review and editing, J.V., B.-a.G., A.W.P. and S.E.M.; supervision,
A.W.P. and S.E.M.; project administration, S.E.M.; funding acquisition, A.W.P. and S.E.M. All authors
have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by National Health and Medical Research Council of Australia
(NHMRC) Principal Research Fellowship (1137739) for AWP and supported by NHMRC Project grant
1165490 (to AWP). Computational resources were supported by the R@CMon/Monash Node of the
NeCTAR Research Cloud, an initiative of the Australian Government’s Super Science Scheme and
the Education Investment Fund.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: All data generated during this study are openly accessible at doi:10.5281/
zenodo.5651927. All the immunopeptidomics data has been deposited to ProteomeXchange with project
accession number PXD03044 with Reviewer account details: Username: reviewer_pxd034044@ebi.ac.uk
and Password: NSjphEUx.

Acknowledgments: We wish to acknowledge Stephen Reeder for his technical assistance. This work
was supported by the Dowager Eleanor Peel Trust, The Cancer and Polio Research Fund, The Medical
Research Council, The National Eye Research Centre and the John and Lucille van Geest foundation.

http://www.proteinatlas.org
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers14163975/s1


Cancers 2022, 14, 3975 16 of 17

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Pitolli, C.; Wang, Y.; Mancini, M.; Shi, Y.; Melino, G.; Amelio, I. Do Mutations Turn p53 into an Oncogene? Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019,

20, 6241. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Zhang, C.; Liu, J.; Xu, D.; Zhang, T.; Hu, W.; Feng, Z. Gain-of-function mutant p53 in cancer progression and therapy. J. Mol. Cell

Biol. 2020, 12, 674–687. [CrossRef]
3. Freed-Pastor, W.A.; Prives, C. Mutant p53: One name, many proteins. Genes Dev. 2012, 26, 1268–1286. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Kandoth, C.; McLellan, M.D.; Vandin, F.; Ye, K.; Niu, B.; Lu, C.; Xie, M.; Zhang, Q.; McMichael, J.F.; Wyczalkowski, M.A.; et al.

Mutational landscape and significance across 12 major cancer types. Nature 2013, 502, 333–339. [CrossRef]
5. Cordani, M.; Pacchiana, R.; Butera, G.; D’Orazi, G.; Scarpa, A.; Donadelli, M. Mutant p53 proteins alter cancer cell secretome and

tumour microenvironment: Involvement in cancer invasion and metastasis. Cancer Lett. 2016, 376, 303–309. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Muller, P.A.; Caswell, P.T.; Doyle, B.; Iwanicki, M.P.; Tan, E.H.; Karim, S.; Lukashchuk, N.; Gillespie, D.A.; Ludwig, R.L.;

Gosselin, P.; et al. Mutant p53 drives invasion by promoting integrin recycling. Cell 2009, 139, 1327–1341. [CrossRef]
7. Redman-Rivera, L.N.; Shaver, T.M.; Jin, H.; Marshall, C.B.; Schafer, J.M.; Sheng, Q.; Hongo, R.A.; Beckermann, K.E.; Wheeler, F.C.;

Lehmann, B.D.; et al. Acquisition of aneuploidy drives mutant p53-associated gain-of-function phenotypes. Nat. Commun. 2021,
12, 5184. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Mello, S.S.; Attardi, L.D. Not all p53 gain-of-function mutants are created equal. Cell Death Differ. 2013, 20, 855–857. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

9. Tan, B.S.; Tiong, K.H.; Choo, H.L.; Chung, F.F.; Hii, L.W.; Tan, S.H.; Yap, I.K.; Pani, S.; Khor, N.T.; Wong, S.F.; et al. Mutant
p53-R273H mediates cancer cell survival and anoikis resistance through AKT-dependent suppression of BCL2-modifying factor
(BMF). Cell Death Dis. 2015, 6, e1826. [CrossRef]

10. Green, D.R.; Kroemer, G. Cytoplasmic functions of the tumour suppressor p53. Nature 2009, 458, 1127–1130. [CrossRef]
11. Di Minin, G.; Bellazzo, A.; Dal Ferro, M.; Chiaruttini, G.; Nuzzo, S.; Bicciato, S.; Piazza, S.; Rami, D.; Bulla, R.; Sommaggio, R.; et al.

Mutant p53 reprograms TNF signaling in cancer cells through interaction with the tumor suppressor DAB2IP. Mol. Cell 2014, 56,
617–629. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Baugh, E.H.; Ke, H.; Levine, A.J.; Bonneau, R.A.; Chan, C.S. Why are there hotspot mutations in the TP53 gene in human cancers?
Cell Death Differ. 2018, 25, 154–160. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. DeLeo, A.B.; Appella, E. The p53 Saga: Early Steps in the Development of Tumor Immunotherapy. J. Immunol. 2020, 204,
2321–2328. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Rodan, S.B.; Imai, Y.; Thiede, M.A.; Wesolowski, G.; Thompson, D.; Bar-Shavit, Z.; Shull, S.; Mann, K.; Rodan, G.A. Characteriza-
tion of a human osteosarcoma cell line (Saos-2) with osteoblastic properties. Cancer Res. 1987, 47, 4961–4966.

15. McArdle, S.E.; Rees, R.C.; Mulcahy, K.A.; Saba, J.; McIntyre, C.A.; Murray, A.K. Induction of human cytotoxic T lymphocytes
that preferentially recognise tumour cells bearing a conformational p53 mutant. Cancer Immunol. Immunother. 2000, 49, 417–425.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Foulds, G.A.; Vadakekolathu, J.; Abdel-Fatah, T.M.A.; Nagarajan, D.; Reeder, S.; Johnson, C.; Hood, S.; Moseley, P.M.; Chan, S.Y.T.;
Pockley, A.G.; et al. Immune-Phenotyping and Transcriptomic Profiling of Peripheral Blood Mononuclear Cells From Patients
With Breast Cancer: Identification of a 3 Gene Signature Which Predicts Relapse of Triple Negative Breast Cancer. Front. Immunol.
2018, 9, 2028. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Santos, L.; Ugun-Klusek, A.; Coveney, C.; Boocock, D.J. Multiomic analysis of stretched osteocytes reveals processes and signalling
linked to bone regeneration and cancer. NPJ Regen. Med. 2021, 6, 32. [CrossRef]

18. Demichev, V.; Messner, C.B.; Vernardis, S.I.; Lilley, K.S.; Ralser, M. DIA-NN: Neural networks and interference correction enable
deep proteome coverage in high throughput. Nat. Methods 2020, 17, 41–44. [CrossRef]

19. Yang, Y.; Cheng, J.; Wang, S.; Yang, H. StatsPro: Systematic integration and evaluation of statistical approaches for detecting
differential expression in label-free quantitative proteomics. J. Proteom. 2022, 250, 104386. [CrossRef]

20. Parham, P.; Brodsky, F.M. Partial purification and some properties of BB7.2. A cytotoxic monoclonal antibody with specificity for
HLA-A2 and a variant of HLA-A28. Hum. Immunol. 1981, 3, 277–299. [CrossRef]

21. Parham, P.; Barnstable, C.J.; Bodmer, W.F. Use of a monoclonal antibody (W6/32) in structural studies of HLA-A,B,C, antigens.
J. Immunol. 1979, 123, 342–349. [PubMed]

22. Purcell, A.W.; Ramarathinam, S.H.; Ternette, N. Mass spectrometry-based identification of MHC-bound peptides for immunopep-
tidomics. Nat. Protoc. 2019, 14, 1687–1707. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Pandey, K.; Ramarathinam, S.H.; Purcell, A.W. Isolation of HLA Bound Peptides by Immunoaffinity Capture and Identification
by Mass Spectrometry. Curr. Protoc. 2021, 1, e92. [CrossRef]

24. Escher, C.; Reiter, L.; MacLean, B.; Ossola, R.; Herzog, F.; Chilton, J.; MacCoss, M.J.; Rinner, O. Using iRT, a normalized retention
time for more targeted measurement of peptides. Proteomics 2012, 12, 1111–1121. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Zhang, J.; Xin, L.; Shan, B.; Chen, W.; Xie, M.; Yuen, D.; Zhang, W.; Zhang, Z.; Lajoie, G.A.; Ma, B. PEAKS DB: De novo sequencing
assisted database search for sensitive and accurate peptide identification. Mol. Cell Proteom. 2012, 11, M111.010587. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20246241
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31835684
http://doi.org/10.1093/jmcb/mjaa040
http://doi.org/10.1101/gad.190678.112
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22713868
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature12634
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2016.03.046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27045472
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.11.026
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-25359-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34465782
http://doi.org/10.1038/cdd.2013.53
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23749181
http://doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2015.191
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature07986
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2014.10.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25454946
http://doi.org/10.1038/cdd.2017.180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29099487
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1901343
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32312843
http://doi.org/10.1007/s002620000137
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11043848
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.02028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30254632
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41536-021-00141-3
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41592-019-0638-x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jprot.2021.104386
http://doi.org/10.1016/0198-8859(81)90065-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/87477
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41596-019-0133-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31092913
http://doi.org/10.1002/cpz1.92
http://doi.org/10.1002/pmic.201100463
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22577012
http://doi.org/10.1074/mcp.M111.010587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22186715


Cancers 2022, 14, 3975 17 of 17

26. Colaert, N.; Helsens, K.; Martens, L.; Vandekerckhove, J.; Gevaert, K. Improved visualization of protein consensus sequences by
iceLogo. Nat. Methods 2009, 6, 786–787. [CrossRef]

27. Jurtz, V.; Paul, S.; Andreatta, M.; Marcatili, P.; Peters, B.; Nielsen, M. NetMHCpan-4.0: Improved Peptide-MHC Class I Interaction
Predictions Integrating Eluted Ligand and Peptide Binding Affinity Data. J. Immunol. 2017, 199, 3360–3368. [CrossRef]

28. Deutsch, E.W.; Bandeira, N.; Sharma, V.; Perez-Riverol, Y.; Carver, J.J.; Kundu, D.J.; García-Seisdedos, D.; Jarnuczak, A.F.;
Hewapathirana, S.; Pullman, B.S.; et al. The ProteomeXchange consortium in 2020: Enabling ‘big data’ approaches in proteomics.
Nucleic Acids Res. 2020, 48, D1145–D1152. [CrossRef]

29. Perez-Riverol, Y.; Bai, J.; Bandla, C.; García-Seisdedos, D.; Hewapathirana, S.; Kamatchinathan, S.; Kundu, D.J.; Prakash, A.;
Frericks-Zipper, A.; Eisenacher, M.; et al. The PRIDE database resources in 2022: A hub for mass spectrometry-based proteomics
evidences. Nucleic Acids Res. 2022, 50, D543–D552. [CrossRef]

30. Masuda, H.; Miller, C.; Koeffler, H.P.; Battifora, H.; Cline, M.J. Rearrangement of the p53 gene in human osteogenic sarcomas.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1987, 84, 7716–7719. [CrossRef]

31. Brazda, V.; Fojta, M. The Rich World of p53 DNA Binding Targets: The Role of DNA Structure. Int. J. Mol. Sci. 2019, 20, 5605.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Brosh, R.; Rotter, V. When mutants gain new powers: News from the mutant p53 field. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2009, 9, 701–713.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Duffy, M.J.; Synnott, N.C.; O’Grady, S.; Crown, J. Targeting p53 for the treatment of cancer. Semin. Cancer Biol. 2020, 79, 58–67.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Mullard, A. p53 programmes plough on. Nat. Rev. Drug Discov. 2020, 19, 497–500. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
35. Levine, A.J. The many faces of p53: Something for everyone. J. Mol. Cell Biol. 2019, 11, 524–530. [CrossRef]
36. Bykov, V.J.N.; Eriksson, S.E.; Bianchi, J.; Wiman, K.G. Targeting mutant p53 for efficient cancer therapy. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2018, 18,

89–102. [CrossRef]
37. Espadinha, M.; Barcherini, V.; Lopes, E.A.; Santos, M.M.M. An Update on MDMX and Dual MDM2/X Inhibitors. Curr. Top. Med.

Chem. 2018, 18, 647–660. [CrossRef]
38. Hsiue, E.H.; Wright, K.M.; Douglass, J.; Hwang, M.S.; Mog, B.J.; Pearlman, A.H.; Paul, S.; DiNapoli, S.R.; Konig, M.F.;

Wang, Q.; et al. Targeting a neoantigen derived from a common TP53 mutation. Science 2021, 371, 1–31. [CrossRef]
39. Vaughan, C.A.; Singh, S.; Windle, B.; Yeudall, W.A.; Frum, R.; Grossman, S.R.; Deb, S.P.; Deb, S. Gain-of-Function Activity of

Mutant p53 in Lung Cancer through Up-Regulation of Receptor Protein Tyrosine Kinase Axl. Genes Cancer 2012, 3, 491–502.
[CrossRef]

40. Dong, P.; Karaayvaz, M.; Jia, N.; Kaneuchi, M.; Hamada, J.; Watari, H.; Sudo, S.; Ju, J.; Sakuragi, N. Mutant p53 gain-of-function
induces epithelial-mesenchymal transition through modulation of the miR-130b-ZEB1 axis. Oncogene 2013, 32, 3286–3295.
[CrossRef]

41. Putzer, B.M.; Bramson, J.L.; Addison, C.L.; Hitt, M.; Siegel, P.M.; Muller, W.J.; Graham, F.L. Combination therapy with interleukin-
2 and wild-type p53 expressed by adenoviral vectors potentiates tumor regression in a murine model of breast cancer. Hum. Gene
Ther. 1998, 9, 707–718. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Ren, Z.; Aerts, J.L.; Vandenplas, H.; Wang, J.A.; Gorbenko, O.; Chen, J.P.; Giron, P.; Heirman, C.; Goyvaerts, C.;
Zacksenhaus, E.; et al. Phosphorylated STAT5 regulates p53 expression via BRCA1/BARD1-NPM1 and MDM2. Cell
Death Dis. 2016, 7, e2560. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Rath, O.; Kozielski, F. Kinesins and cancer. Nat. Rev. Cancer 2012, 12, 527–539. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
44. Cao, Y.N.; Zheng, L.L.; Wang, D.; Liang, X.X.; Gao, F.; Zhou, X.L. Recent advances in microtubule-stabilizing agents. Eur. J. Med.

Chem. 2018, 143, 806–828. [CrossRef]
45. Togashi, Y.; Soda, M.; Sakata, S.; Sugawara, E.; Hatano, S.; Asaka, R.; Nakajima, T.; Mano, H.; Takeuchi, K. KLC1-ALK: A novel

fusion in lung cancer identified using a formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded tissue only. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e31323. [CrossRef]
46. Elliott, J.; Bai, Z.; Hsieh, S.C.; Kelly, S.E.; Chen, L.; Skidmore, B.; Yousef, S.; Zheng, C.; Stewart, D.J.; Wells, G.A. ALK inhibitors for

non-small cell lung cancer: A systematic review and network meta-analysis. PLoS ONE 2020, 15, e0229179. [CrossRef]
47. Trahair, T.; Gifford, A.J.; Fordham, A.; Mayoh, C.; Fadia, M.; Lukeis, R.; Wood, A.C.; Valvi, S.; Walker, R.D.; Blackburn, J.; et al.

Crizotinib and Surgery for Long-Term Disease Control in Children and Adolescents With ALK-Positive Inflammatory Myofibrob-
lastic Tumors. JCO Precis. Oncol. 2019, 363, 1727–1733. [CrossRef]

48. Fukano, R.; Mori, T.; Sekimizu, M.; Choi, I.; Kada, A.; Saito, A.M.; Asada, R.; Takeuchi, K.; Terauchi, T.; Tateishi, U.; et al. Alectinib
for relapsed or refractory anaplastic lymphoma kinase-positive anaplastic large cell lymphoma: An open-label phase II trial.
Cancer Sci. 2020, 111, 4540–4547. [CrossRef]

49. Uhlen, M.; Fagerberg, L.; Hallstrom, B.M.; Lindskog, C.; Oksvold, P.; Mardinoglu, A.; Sivertsson, A.; Kampf, C.; Sjostedt, E.;
Asplund, A.; et al. Proteomics. Tissue-based map of the human proteome. Science 2015, 347, 1260419. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth1109-786
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1700893
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkz984
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkab1038
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.84.21.7716
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijms20225605
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31717504
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrc2693
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19693097
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.semcancer.2020.07.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32741700
http://doi.org/10.1038/d41573-020-00130-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32665592
http://doi.org/10.1093/jmcb/mjz026
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrc.2017.109
http://doi.org/10.2174/1568026618666180604080119
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.abc8697
http://doi.org/10.1177/1947601912462719
http://doi.org/10.1038/onc.2012.334
http://doi.org/10.1089/hum.1998.9.5-707
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9551618
http://doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2016.430
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28005077
http://doi.org/10.1038/nrc3310
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22825217
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmech.2017.11.062
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0031323
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0229179
http://doi.org/10.1200/PO.18.00297
http://doi.org/10.1111/cas.14671
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1260419

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Cell Lines 
	Cell Adhesion Assays 
	Colony Forming Assays 
	Proliferation Assays 
	Gene Expression Arrays 
	Cell Lysis and Homogenization 
	Liquid Chromatography with Tandem Mass Spectrometry (LC MS/MS) Analysis (IDA/SWATH) 
	SWATH Data Analysis 
	Purification of Antibodies and Preparation of Immunoaffinity Columns 
	HLA Purification and Peptide Elution 
	Analysis of HLA Class I Bound Peptides by LC-MS/MS 
	Immunopeptidomic Data Analysis 
	In Silico Analysis of the Identified Proteins Indicated Their Expression in a Broad Spectrum of Healthy Tissues and Cancer 

	Results 
	The Two Mutants of TP53 Had Significantly Different Phenotypical, Functional and Gene Expression 
	Quantitative SWATH Proteomics 
	HLA Immunopeptidome Analysis Identified Unique and Shared Peptides between the SaOS-TP53 Mutants 
	In Silico Analysis of the Identified Peptides Revealed Targetable Peptides in TP53 Mutants 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

