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Abstract Until now, the anatomic extent of tumor (TNM
classification) has been, by far, the most important factor to
predict the prognosis of colorectal cancer patients. However,
in recent years, data collected from large cohorts of human
cancers demonstrated that the immune contexture of the
primary tumors is an essential prognostic factor for patients'
disease-free and overall survival. Global analysis of tumor
microenvironment showed that the nature, the functional
orientation, the density, and the location of adaptive immune
cells within distinct tumor regions influence the risk of
relapse events. An immune classification of the patients was
proposed based on the density and the immune cell location
within the tumor. The immune classification has a prognostic
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value that is superior to the TNM classification, and tumor
invasion is statistically dependent on the host immune
reaction. Tumor and immunological markers predicted by
systems biology methods are involved in the shaping of an
efficient immune reaction and can serve as targets for novel
therapeutic approaches. Thus, the strength of the immune
reaction could advance our understanding of cancer evolu-
tion and have important consequences in clinical practice.
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Prognosis - Tumor microenvironment - Metastasis

TNM staging: T is for T cells and M is for memory [1]

The outcome prediction in cancer is usually achieved by
evaluating tissue samples obtained during surgical removal
of the primary tumor, mostly focusing on their histological
characteristics. These include an atypical cell morphology,
tissue integrity, aberrant expression of markers of malignant
transformation, senescence and proliferation, various char-
acteristics of the invasive margin (IM), depth of invasion,
and the extent of vascularization. In addition, histological
or radiological analysis of both, tumor-draining and
regional lymph nodes, as well as of distant organs can be
carried out looking for evidence of metastases. Based on
these data, the evaluation of cancer progression is
performed and further serves to estimate the patient
prognosis. Available statistical data of patients with similar
progression characteristics and their actual outcome param-
eters such as average disease-free (DFS), disease-specific
(DSS), and overall survival (OS) are used for the
estimation. Until now, tumor staging (AJCC/UICC-TNM
classification) summarizes data on tumor burden (T),
presence of cancer cells in draining and regional lymph
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nodes (N), and evidence for metastases (M). With the large
amount of statistical data available on cancer patients'
survival with a given progression stage, such approaches
have been shown to be valuable in estimating the outcome
in cancer [2-4].

Still, it is well known that the cancer outcome can
significantly vary between patients within the same histo-
logical tumor stage. The progression of advanced-stage
cancer can remain stable for years, and partial or full
regression of large metastatic lesions can also occur
spontaneously. For example, considering only the chest
metastatic tumors, 76 reports have demonstrated spontane-
ous regression [5]. The most common primary tumors were
renal cell carcinoma, and also hepatocellular carcinoma,
endometrial stromal sarcoma, pleomorphic liposarcoma,
and esophageal cancer. Similarly, spontaneous regression
of metastases from melanoma, and spontaneous remissions
in colorectal cancer (CRC) metastases were shown [6, 7].

On the other hand, the rapid relapse and death of early
cancer patients were reported, even after an apparently
complete surgical removal of the tumor, with undetectable
levels of residual tumor burden and without signs of
metastasis. One reason for the limited accuracy of the
traditional staging in predicting the outcome of the patients
could be the usual estimation of the tumor progression as a
largely autonomous process, focusing only on cancer cells and
without considering the evolution of the cancer as a balance of
factors which can enhance or suppress the tumor [8].

Recently, many reports supporting the hypothesis that
cancer development is strongly influenced by the host's
immune system were published [8, 9]. This underlines the
importance of the systemic and local immunological
markers that even at the level of clinically apparent tumors
should be evaluated in predicting the outcome [8, 10].
Moreover, such markers were shown to be superior to the
AJCC/UICC-TNM staging in estimating DFS, DSS, and
OS [11-13]. In fact, the conventional histological criteria
were dependent on the intratumoral immune reaction of the
host, particularly on cytotoxic and memory T cells [1].

The infiltration of the center (CT) and of the IM of the
tumor by cytotoxic CD8+ and memory CD45RO+T cells
was shown to have a prognostic discriminatory power
superior to standard staging systems AJCC/UICC-TNM.
The quantification of those tumor-infiltrating T cells,
allowed to define a novel scoring system with strong
correlation with clinical outcome. This immune-based score
ranges from 4 (high density of CD8+ and CD45RO+T cells
in CT and IM) to 0. Those results demonstrate several key
findings. First, patients with high immune scores have
increased disease-free and overall survival as compared
with low immune scored patients. The immune score is
superior in predicting the disease outcome as compared to
clinical parameters, including TNM staging. Second, there
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is an inverse correlation between immune cell density and
tumor stage. The growth of the primary tumor and the
metastatic spread were associated with decreased intra-
tumoral immune T-cell density. The most infiltrated tumors
were in majority (60%) in situ or Tl stage tumors. In
contrast, only 18% of T4 tumors were high T cell
infiltrated. Moreover, there were no tumors in situ or T1
stage showing weak immune cell density, whereas 45% of
T4 tumors had low immune scores. Thus, it is likely that a
strong intratumoral immune response protects against
tumor progression, and a minimal tumor burden is
associated with high densities of CD8+ and GZMB+
cytotoxic T cells. Third, in patients who did not relapse,
the density of CD8-infiltrates was inversely correlated with
T stage. In contrast, in patients with recurrence, the number
of CD8+ cells was low regardless of the T stage of the
tumor. Thus, the data suggest that even in the case of a
minimal tumor invasion, patients with a low immune score
will be likely to experience a disease relapse. For these
patients, surgery may not be curative. Remarkably, the
prognostic power of the immune score was retained
regardless of whether the tumor tissue was obtained from
a CRC patient with stage I or stage IV [11, 13].

A novel classification of colorectal cancer patients based
on the immune score

In multivariate Cox analyses for DFS, DSS, and OS, we
showed that the immune parameters remained significant,
whereas the histopathological parameters did not (including
T stage and N stage) [11, 13]. Thus, based on the inverse
interrelation between the immune density and the tumor
stage, it can be hypothesized that the prognostic value of
the TNM staging could partially reflect the quality and
density of infiltrating immune cells. Whether or not
immune cells are directly implicated in the control of
tumor dissemination is not answered. However, it is
tempting to think that a weak in situ immune infiltrate
reflects a defect of the host response to the tumor challenge.
This leads to an inefficient control of early metastatic (tumor
emboli) and possibly to a defect in the generation of systemic
effectors capable of controlling the micrometastatic disease in
lymph nodes, peripheral blood, peritoneal cavity, or bone
marrow [14]. Interestingly, the long-lasting anti-tumor
capacities of memory T cells have been shown in a mouse
model of colon carcinoma metastases [15]. Those cells are
maintained in the body for long periods of time.

In the view of our results [11, 13, 16], it could be wise to
include immune markers to evaluate the prognosis of CRC
patients. Given the fact that the assessment of intratumoral
cytotoxic and memory T lymphocytes density provides an
indicator of tumor recurrence beyond the AJCC/UICC-TNM
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staging, we propose a novel classification based on the
evaluation of the host immune reaction (Im classification).

Immune scoring in early stage colorectal cancers

As stated above, in early-stage CRC patients with no
detectable lymph node or distant metastasis, surgery is the
state of the art. However, a significant number of patients
(20-25%) will recur indicating that they already had occult
metastasis at the time of surgery. There is presently no
marker to identify the group of relapsing patients that might
benefit of adjuvant therapy. We thus undertook a large
study on 602 early-stage CRC patients (stages I-II) to
assess the importance of the immune pattern from the
surgically removed tumor in predicting recurrence and
overall survival.

Based on our previous observations, we chose to classify
the patients based on the immune score (Im0 to Im4) that
quantifies the intratumoral CD45RO+and CD8+ T cells.
Forty-two percent of the patients presented a high infiltra-
tion of CD8+ and CD45RO+cells in CT and IM (Im4),
whereas 4% had a low infiltration of these cells in both
regions (Im0). Univariate analysis showed significant
differences in DFS, DSS, and OS among immune score
based patient groups. Im4 patients were at low risk, with 5-
year DFS and OS rates of 95.2% and 86.2%, respectively.
In contrast, Im0 were at high risk, with 5-year DFS and OS
rates of 25% and 27.5%, respectively. Im1 and Im2 patients
experienced a similar bad postoperative outcome. Indeed,
the cumulative DFS and OS rates of the Iml and Im2
patients were 56.4% and 61.6%, respectively [16].

These data indicate that a stratification of the patients
based on the intratumoral CD8+ and CD45RO+cell density
could be of interest in clinical practice. In multivariate
analysis, the immune score and bowel perforation remained
the only independent prognostic factors, whereas T stage
was no longer significant. Of note, perforation represented
only 3.4% of the patients, and this proportion tends to
decrease with earlier detection of CRC in recent years. The
immune score allowed the classification of patients into
groups with distinct clinical outcome [16]. Thus, we
propose to include in clinical practice the strong and
reproducible intratumoral immune score.

Immune scoring and modulation of the immune
reaction

T helper cells

We analyzed the functional immune coordination and the
cytotoxic T cell markers in relation to T helper subpopu-
lations (Thl, Th2, Th17, and Treg) [17-19]. Figure 1
summarizes the four major groups of patients according to
immune status and outcome. Unsupervised hierarchical
clustering of a correlation matrix revealed functional
clusters of genes associated with Th17, Th2, Thl, Treg,
and cytotoxicity. Patients with high expression of the Th17
cluster had a poor prognosis, whereas patients with high
expression of the Thl cluster had a prolonged disease-free
survival. In contrast, no prediction of the prognosis was
associated with Th2 cluster. The combined analysis of
cytotoxic and Th17 clusters gave a better discrimination for
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relapse. These results were confirmed by in situ analysis of
the immune density from CT and IM [18].

Patients with high density of IL17+ cells had a poor
prognosis, whereas patients with high density of CD8+
cells had a prolonged DFS. The combination of these
two markers also gave a better discrimination of patients.
In particular, patients with heterogeneous densities of
CD8+ cells in CT and IM having an intermediate
outcome could be discriminated in good or bad survivor
depending on the densities of the IL17+ cells [18]. As
previously reported [20], we found that an improved
survival associated with a high density of tumor-
infiltrating FoxP3+ cells suggesting no major immuno-
suppressive role of Treg cells in CRC.

T regulatory cells and prognosis

It was reported an analysis of T cell infiltrates in large
cohorts of stage I and IIT CRC patients [20]. Similar to our
findings, they confirmed a low density of CD45RO+cells
in patients with early signs of metastasis. They found also
that CD45RO+and CD8+ T cells correlate with micro-
satellite instability in the tumor. High densities of intra-
tumoral CD45RO+, CDS8+, and strikingly FoxP3+ cells
correlate with a good prognosis.

The question of the prognostic value of regulatory T
cells in human cancers appears indeed to be a complex
issue. Curiel et al. [21] reported that the presence of high
density of CD3+ CD4+ CD25+ FoxP3+ cells in malignant
ascites of ovarian carcinoma correlated with advanced
tumor staging and reduced survival. Those results were
confirmed in other solid tumors, such as pancreatic ductal
adenocarcinoma [22] or hepatocarcinoma [23]. Those
findings gained a large interest since they supported the
appealing hypothesis that the induction of Treg could be a
major escape mechanism for human tumors. In this light,
Treg could represent not only a prognostic marker but, even
more importantly, a target for immunotherapy.

However, in follicular lymphoma and Hodgkin's lym-
phoma [24, 25] high density of intratumoral Treg was
shown to correlate with good prognosis. FoxP3+ T cell
infiltration in head and neck cancer was associated with a
better loco-regional control of the tumor. Multivariate
analysis showed that the significant prognostic factors
related to loco-regional control were the T stage and the
intratumoral Treg infiltration [26]. In CRC, high densities
of FoxP3+ T cells were associated with microsatellite
instability [27, 28], feature usually associated with favor-
able prognosis. We found no association between the
expression of FoxP3, CTLA4, GITR, IL10, and TGFb
and the presence of lymph node or distant metastasis. In
ovarian carcinoma, the absolute number of FoxP3+
lymphocytes infiltrating the tumor epithelium was an
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independent prognostic factor for longer DSS in advanced
stage and metastatic patients [29]. The issue is therefore
still open and needs more precise analysis of the relative
proportion of Treg versus helper and cytotoxic T cells, their
spatial distribution in tumor, invaded lymph nodes and
blood, of CD4 or CD8 FoxP3+ subpopulations [30], as well
as their functionality [31]. Even more, the T cell plasticity
where Treg can lose FoxP3 expression and change their
phenotype [32], and reversely, FoxP3-T cells can acquire
FoxP3, without becoming regulatory [33], adds complexity
to these analysis.

Immune scoring in other cancer types

Is the immune score specific to CRC, or it could be applied
to other cancer types as well? There have been many
reports showing that intratumoral CD8+ T cells are
independent predictors of survival or disease outcome in a
variety of malignancies, either alone or in conjunction with
additional immune markers. High density of lymphocytes,
especially T cells, has been reported of good prognosis in
melanoma, breast cancer, ovarian cancer, non-Hodgkin's
lymphoma, head and neck cancer, non-small cell lung
cancer (NSCLC), esophagus cancer, urothelial carcinoma,
endometrial cancer, malignant pleural mesothelioma [34—
40]. This supports the idea that the immune contexture,
particularly elaborated in CRC [12], could be a general
phenomenon.

One of the most studied human malignancies is CRC.
The first reports on a beneficial effect of lymphocytic
infiltration in CRC have been published 30-20 years
ago [41-44]. They were confirmed recently by studies
underlining the prominent role of memory T cells [14] and
CD8+ T cells [45] in predicting disease-free and overall
survival.

It is interesting to note that it does not only concern
various organs (breast, colon, lung, head and neck, kidney,
bladder, ovary, prostate...), but also various cancer cell
types (adenocarcinoma, squamous cell carcinoma, large cell
cancer, melanoma...). It concerns tumors considered as
immunogenic in which the success of active immunothera-
pies with IL2, IFN, or TIL has been documented [46], such
as melanoma or renal cell cancer as well as tumors in which
there is, so far, no success of these approaches which leaves
open the search for alternative novel immunotherapies.

This diversity in type of malignancy and stage of the
disease suggest that immune score may be a useful addition
to the evaluation of many tumor types. Whether a universal
consensus immune score can be generated is unknown;
however, there are many common features in the host
immune response against many cancer types. Considering
the probable universal character of the immune control of
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tumors, it is essential to stop ignoring it as a prognostic factor
[8] and to introduce the immune score as a marker to classify
cancers [13, 16]. This marker has a dual advantage: firstly, it
appears to be the strongest prognostic factor for disease-free
and overall survival particularly in early-stage cancers and
secondly, it provides a tool or a target for novel therapeutic
approaches. A better understanding of the interplay between
the immune contexture, the inflammatory context, the
vascularization in the microenvironment and the tumor cells
is also necessary. Where an efficient immune reaction is
generated and ultimately towards what antigens is directed
are major questions still to answer. Better understanding of
these elements and interactions should lead to the develop-
ment of novel, more efficient therapeutic strategies.

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution Noncommercial License which permits any
noncommercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the original author(s) and source are credited.

References

1. Broussard EK, Disis ML (2011) TNM staging in colorectal cancer: T
is for T cell and M is for memory. J Clin Oncol 29:601-603
2. Locker GY, Hamilton S, Harris J, Jessup JM, Kemeny N et al
(2006) ASCO 2006 update of recommendations for the use of
tumor markers in gastrointestinal cancer. J Clin Oncol 24:5313—
5327
3. Sobin L, Wittekind C (2002) TNM classification of malignant
tumors, 6th edn. Wiley-Liss, New York
4. Weitz J, Koch M, Debus J, Hohler T, Galle PR et al (2005)
Colorectal cancer. Lancet 365:153-165
5. Kumar T, Patel N, Talwar A (2010) Spontaneous regression of
thoracic malignancies. Respir Med 104:1543-1550
6. Bir AS, Fora AA, Levea C, Fakih MG (2009) Spontaneous
regression of colorectal cancer metastatic to retroperitoneal lymph
nodes. Anticancer Res 29:465-468
7. Kalialis LV, Drzewiecki KT, Klyver H (2009) Spontaneous
regression of metastases from melanoma: review of the literature.
Melanoma Res 19:275-282
8. Bindea G, Mlecnik B, Fridman WH, Pages F, Galon J (2010)
Natural immunity to cancer in humans. Curr Opin Immunol
22:215-222
9. Pages F, Galon J, Fridman WH (2008) The essential role of the in
situ immune reaction in human colorectal cancer. J Leukoc Biol
84:981-987
10. Pages F, Galon J, Dieu-Nosjean MC, Tartour E, Sautes-Fridman C
et al (2010) Immune infiltration in human tumors: a prognostic
factor that should not be ignored. Oncogene 29:1093—-1102
11. Galon J, Costes A, Sanchez-Cabo F, Kirilovsky A, Mlecnik B et al
(2006) Type, density, and location of immune cells within human
colorectal tumors predict clinical outcome. Science 313:1960-1964
12. Galon J, Fridman WH, Pages F (2007) The adaptive immunologic
microenvironment in colorectal cancer: a novel perspective.
Cancer Res 67:1883—-1886
13. Mlecnik B, Tosolini M, Kirilovsky A, Berger A, Bindea G et al
(2011) Histopathologic-based prognostic factors of colorectal
cancers are associated with the state of the local immune reaction.
J Clin Oncol 29:610-618

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

Pages F, Berger A, Camus M, Sanchez-Cabo F, Costes A et al
(2005) Effector memory T cells, early metastasis, and survival in
colorectal cancer. N Engl J Med 353:2654-2666

Xiang R, Lode HN, Gillies SD, Reisfeld RA (1999) T cell
memory against colon carcinoma is long-lived in the absence of
antigen. J Immunol 163:3676-3683

Pages F, Kirilovsky A, Mlecnik B, Asslaber M, Tosolini M et al
(2009) In situ cytotoxic and memory T cells predict outcome in
patients with early-stage colorectal cancer. J Clin Oncol 27:5944—
5951

Camus M, Tosolini M, Mlecnik B, Pages F, Kirilovsky A et al
(2009) Coordination of intratumoral immune reaction and human
colorectal cancer recurrence. Cancer Res 69:2685-2693

Tosolini M, Kirilovsky A, Mlecnik B, Fredriksen T, Mauger S et
al (2011) Clinical impact of different classes of infiltrating T
cytotoxic and helper cells (Thl, Th2, Treg, Th17) in patients with
colorectal cancer. Cancer Res 71:1263-1271

Mlecnik B, Tosolini M, Charoentong P, Kirilovsky A, Bindea G et
al (2010) Biomolecular network reconstruction identifies T-cell
homing factors associated with survival in colorectal cancer.
Gastroenterology 138:1429-1440

Salama P, Phillips M, Grieu F, Morris M, Zeps N et al (2009) Tumor-
infiltrating FOXP3+ T regulatory cells show strong prognostic
significance in colorectal cancer. J Clin Oncol 27:186-192

Curiel TJ, Coukos G, Zou L, Alvarez X, Cheng P et al (2004)
Specific recruitment of regulatory T cells in ovarian carcinoma
fosters immune privilege and predicts reduced survival. Nat Med
10:942-949

Hiraoka N, Onozato K, Kosuge T, Hirohashi S (2006) Prevalence
of FOXP3+ regulatory T cells increases during the progression of
pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma and its premalignant lesions.
Clin Cancer Res 12:5423-5434

Ful, XuD, Liu Z, Shi M, Zhao P et al (2007) Increased regulatory T
cells correlate with CD8 T-cell impairment and poor survival in
hepatocellular carcinoma patients. Gastroenterology 132:2328-2339
Carreras J, Lopez-Guillermo A, Fox BC, Colomo L, Martinez A
et al (2006) High numbers of tumor-infiltrating FOXP3-positive
regulatory T cells are associated with improved overall survival in
follicular lymphoma. Blood 108:2957-2964

Tzankov A, Meier C, Hirschmann P, Went P, Pileri SA et al
(2008) Correlation of high numbers of intratumoral FOXP3+
regulatory T cells with improved survival in germinal center-like
diffuse large B-cell lymphoma, follicular lymphoma and classical
Hodgkin's lymphoma. Haematologica 93:193-200

Badoual C, Hans S, Rodriguez J, Peyrard S, Klein C et al (2006)
Prognostic value of tumor-infiltrating CD4+ T-cell subpopulations
in head and neck cancers. Clin Cancer Res 12:465-472

Le Gouvello S, Bastuji-Garin S, Aloulou N, Mansour H,
Chaumette MT et al (2008) High prevalence of Foxp3 and IL17
in MMR-proficient colorectal carcinomas. Gut 57:772-779
Michel S, Benner A, Tariverdian M, Wentzensen N, Hoefler P et
al (2008) High density of FOXP3-positive T cells infiltrating
colorectal cancers with microsatellite instability. Br J Cancer
99:1867-1873

Leffers N, Gooden MJ, de Jong RA, Hoogeboom BN, ten Hoor
KA et al (2009) Prognostic significance of tumor-infiltrating
T-lymphocytes in primary and metastatic lesions of advanced
stage ovarian cancer. Cancer Immunol Immunother 58:449-459
Chaput N, Louafi S, Bardier A, Charlotte F, Vaillant JC et al
(2009) Identification of CD8+CD25+Foxp3+ suppressive T cells
in colorectal cancer tissue. Gut 58:520-529

Badoual C, Hans S, Fridman WH, Brasnu D, Erdman S et al
(2009) Revisiting the prognostic value of regulatory T cells in
patients with cancer. J Clin Oncol 27:e5-e6

Komatsu N, Mariotti-Ferrandiz ME, Wang Y, Malissen B, Waldmann
H et al (2009) Heterogeneity of natural Foxp3+ T cells: a committed

@ Springer



340

Semin Immunopathol (2011) 33:335-340

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

regulatory T-cell lineage and an uncommitted minor population
retaining plasticity. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 106:1903—1908
Hoffmann P, Boeld TJ, Eder R, Huehn J, Floess S et al (2009)
Loss of FOXP3 expression in natural human CD4+CD25+
regulatory T cells upon repetitive in vitro stimulation. Eur J
Immunol 39:1088-1097

Anraku M, Cunningham KS, Yun Z, Tsao MS, Zhang L et al
(2008) Impact of tumor-infiltrating T cells on survival in patients
with malignant pleural mesothelioma. J Thorac Cardiovasc Surg
135:823-829

Clemente CG, Mihm MC Jr, Bufalino R, Zurrida S, Collini P et al
(1996) Prognostic value of tumor infiltrating lymphocytes in the
vertical growth phase of primary cutaneous melanoma. Cancer
77:1303-1310

de Jong RA, Leffers N, Boezen HM, ten Hoor KA, van der Zee
AG et al (2009) Presence of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes is an
independent prognostic factor in type I and II endometrial cancer.
Gynecol Oncol 114:105-110

Dunn GP, Old LJ, Schreiber RD (2004) The three Es of cancer
immunoediting. Annu Rev Immunol 22:329-360

Schumacher K, Haensch W, Roefzaad C, Schlag PM (2001)
Prognostic significance of activated CD8(+) T cell infiltrations
within esophageal carcinomas. Cancer Res 61:3932-3936

@ Springer

39.

40.

41.

42

43.

44,

45.

46.

Zhang L, Conejo-Garcia JR, Katsaros D, Gimotty PA, Massobrio
M et al (2003) Intratumoral T cells, recurrence, and survival in
epithelial ovarian cancer. N Engl J Med 348:203-213
Dieu-Nosjean MC, Antoine M, Danel C, Heudes D, Wislez M et
al (2008) Long-term survival for patients with non-small-cell lung
cancer with intratumoral lymphoid structures. J Clin Oncol
26:4410-4417

Halvorsen TB, Seim E (1989) Association between invasiveness,
inflammatory reaction, desmoplasia and survival in colorectal
cancer. J Clin Pathol 42:162-166

. House AK, Watt AG (1979) Survival and the immune response in

patients with carcinoma of the colorectum. Gut 20:868-874

Jass JR (1986) Lymphocytic infiltration and survival in rectal
cancer. J Clin Pathol 39:585-589

Svennevig JL, Lunde OC, Holter J, Bjorgsvik D (1984) Lymphoid
infiltration and prognosis in colorectal carcinoma. Br J Cancer
49:375-377

Naito Y, Saito K, Shiiba K, Ohuchi A, Saigenji K et al (1998)
CD8+ T cells infiltrated within cancer cell nests as a prognostic
factor in human colorectal cancer. Cancer Res 58:3491-3494
Kirkwood JM, Tarhini AA (2009) Biomarkers of therapeutic
response in melanoma and renal cell carcinoma: potential inroads
to improved immunotherapy. J Clin Oncol 27:2583-2585



	The prognostic impact of anti-cancer immune response: a novel classification of cancer patients
	Abstract
	TNM staging: T is for T cells and M is for memory [1]
	A novel classification of colorectal cancer patients based on the immune score
	Immune scoring in early stage colorectal cancers
	Immune scoring and modulation of the immune reaction
	T helper cells
	T regulatory cells and prognosis

	Immune scoring in other cancer types
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


