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ABSTRACT

Objective Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma

(PDAC) is a highly metastatic disease and cytotoxic
chemotherapy is the standard of care treatment for
patients with advanced disease. Here, we investigate
how the microenvironment in PDAC liver metastases
reacts to chemotherapy and its role in metastatic disease
progression post-treatment, an area which is poorly
understood.

Design The impact of chemotherapy on metastatic disease
progression and immune cell infiltrates was characterised
using flow and mass cytometry combined with transcriptional
and histopathological analysis in experimental PDAC liver
metastases mouse models. Findings were validated in patient
derived liver metastases and in an autochthonous PDAC
mouse model. Human and murine primary cell cocultures and
ex vivo patient-derived liver explants were deployed to gain
mechanistical insights on whether and how chemotherapy
affects the metastatic tumour microenvironment.

Results We show that in vivo, chemotherapy induces an
initial infiltration of proinflammatory macrophages into

the liver and activates cytotoxic T cells, leading only to a
temporary restraining of metastatic disease progression.
However, after stopping treatment, neutrophils are recruited
to the metastatic liver via CXCL1 and 2 secretion by
metastatic tumour cells. These neutrophils express growth
arrest specific 6 (Gas6) which leads to AXL receptor
activation on tumour cells enabling their regrowth. Disruption
of neutrophil infiltration or inhibition of the Gas6/AXL
signalling axis in combination with chemotherapy inhibits
metastatic growth. Chemotherapy increases Gasé expression
in circulating neutrophils from patients with metastatic
pancreatic cancer and recombinant Gas6 is sufficient to
promote tumour cell proliferation ex vivo, in patient-derived
metastatic liver explants.

Conclusion Combining chemotherapy with Gasé/

AXL or neutrophil targeted therapy could provide

a therapeutic benefit for patients with metastatic
pancreatic cancer.
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BACKGROUND

Metastasis is the leading cause of cancer-related
death. Pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma (PDAC)
frequently metastasizes to the liver' * and liver
metastasis is accompanied by the formation of an

1

Significance of this study

What is already known on this subject?

= Pancreatic cancer is a devastating metastatic
disease for which better therapies are urgently
needed.

= Pancreatic cancer frequently metastasises to the
liver where the metastatic microenvironment
facilitates the seeding and growth of
metastases.

= Cytotoxic chemotherapy is the standard care of
treatment for all patients with pancreatic cancer,
including those with locally advanced or metastatic
disease, and as adjuvant treatment for patients
after surgical resection of their primary tumour.

= ltis unclear how the metastatic microenvironment
reacts to chemotherapy and its role in metastatic
disease progression post-treatment.

What are the new findings?

= Cessation of chemotherapy induces the
recruitment of neutrophils to the liver, resulting
in increased metastatic growth.

= Neutrophils are recruited to the liver via CXCL1
and 2 expression by disseminated pancreatic
cancer cells.

= Neutrophils recruited to the liver postchemotherapy
express growth arrest specific 6 (Gas6) which leads
to AXL receptor activation on tumour cells.

= Gasb-mediated activation of the AXL receptor on
tumour cells promotes the regrowth of tumour cells
after chemotherapy treatment in vitro and in vivo.

= Disruption of neutrophil infiltration or inhibition of
the Gas6/AXL signalling axis in combination with
chemotherapy inhibits metastatic growth.

inflammatory-fibrotic metastatic microenvironment
that supports the colonisation and outgrowth of
disseminated cancer cells.>™ Myeloid immune cells,
including monocytes, macrophages and neutro-
phils, are found in high numbers in the metastatic
niche and have been shown to promote the meta-
static process.”” Macrophages are highly plastic
cells and, depending on their activation state, can
acquire tumour supportive or tumour repressive
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Significance of this study

How might it impact on clinical practice in the foreseeable

future?

= Combining chemotherapy with Gas6/AXL or neutrophil
targeted therapy may offer a new opportunity in the
treatment of patients with metastatic pancreatic cancer
and in the adjuvant setting of patients that have undergone
tumour resection.

functions.'® ! During liver metastasis, macrophages are promet-
astatic, display an immunosuppressive phenotype,'> '* and
promote fibrosis.> Emerging evidence suggests that neutrophils
play a critical role during the early steps of metastasis.'* Neutro-
phils can promote the colonisation of the distant site through the
release of neutrophil extracellular traps (NETs)," ' induction of
angiogenesis,” 7 secretion of leukotrienes'® and by their immu-
nosuppressive activities.'” > However, whether myeloid immune
cell functions in pancreatic cancer metastases are altered in
response to therapeutic interventions remains unknown.

Systemic spread is an early event in pancreatic cancer progres-
sion' and by the time PDAC patients are diagnosed, the majority
(~80%) present with non-resectable metastatic cancer.” A total
of 15%-20% of PDAC patients are eligible for surgical resec-
tion of their primary tumour. However, clinically undetectable
micrometastatic lesions are often already present at the time the
primary tumour is removed, and more than 70% relapse with
distant metastasis within 24 months of surgery.”’ The time of
recurrence after surgical resection strongly correlates with
overall survival, and an early hepatic metastatic relapse is asso-
ciated with the worse prognosis.”? Following diagnosis of liver
metastases, median survival on systemic chemotherapy is just 9
months.”

Cytotoxic chemotherapy is the standard care of treatment
for all patients with pancreatic cancer, including those with
locally advanced or metastatic disease and as adjuvant treatment
for patients after surgical resection of their primary tumour.**
Gemcitabine, gemcitabine/capecitabine, nab-paclitaxel and
FOLFIRINOX are the most common chemotherapeutic treat-
ment options.” Although the effect of chemotherapy on the
primary tumour site is well characterised,”' our understanding
of how chemotherapy shapes the hepatic metastatic microen-
vironment and how this affects metastatic disease progression
remains unknown. A better understanding of this process could
lead to treatments that improve the efficacy of current systemic
chemotherapies.

RESULTS

Gemcitabine treatment restrains metastatic progression, but
disease relapses when treatment is withdrawn

To model chemotherapeutic treatments of metastatic pancre-
atic cancer in vivo, we induced PDAC liver metastasis in mice
by intrasplenic implantation of KPC derived cells and initiated
gemcitabine treatment once metastatic lesions had been estab-
lished (at day 12 postimplantation),’ (figure 1A). While KPC
cancer cells were sensitive to gemcitabine when treated in vitro
(online supplemental figure S1A), gemcitabine treatment did not
improve the overall survival of animals with pancreatic cancer
liver metastasis (figure 1A). Bioluminescent in vivo imaging anal-
ysis revealed that metastatic tumour burden was significantly
reduced in the gemcitabine treated animals at the end of the treat-
ment schedule (d22) (figure 1B), but no differences in tumour

burden were detected at the humane endpoints (between day
32 and day 48 (figure 1C). H&E staining of liver tissue sections
further confirmed a significant reduction of metastatic tumour
lesions by the end of the treatment schedule (day 22), while this
reduction was no longer detected at humane endpoints (online
supplemental figure S1B-E). Postmortem analysis proofed
extensive tumour burden in the liver, while tumour formation
in the spleen remained minor (online supplement figure S1F, G).
We next assessed tumour cell death in livers from control (saline
treated) versus gemcitabine treated animals. We found that the
percentage of apoptotic cancer cells, assessed by cleaved caspase
3 (CC3) staining, was significantly increased in gemcitabine
treated animals compared with control tumour-bearing mice
by the end of the treatment schedule (day 22) (figure 1D,E).
However, by humane endpoints, after withdrawal of gemcit-
abine treatment, the initially observed increase in cancer cell
death was lost (online supplemental figure S1H, I). Adjuvant
chemotherapy is the established standard-of-care for patients
who undergo surgical resection of their primary pancreatic
tumour.** The short time and the high frequency at which these
patients relapse with metastatic disease (median of 9 months after
resection®) strongly suggests that occult micrometastases were
already established at the time of surgery.?® To test the effect of
chemotherapy on micrometastatic lesions equivalent to the adju-
vant treatment setting, we next administered a single dose of
gemcitabine at day 3 post-tumour implantation, after the initial
seeding period and where micro-metastatic lesions are present
(figure 1F).* ¥ Similar to what we observed with larger meta-
static lesions, administration of gemcitabine also reduced micro-
metastatic tumour burden (figure 1G,H) and tumour lesion areas
in the liver at day 4 (figure 11,]), but this effect was lost at day 14
(figure 1G=J). By 24 hours after gemcitabine administration, the
percentage of apoptotic cancer cells (TUNEL+) in micromet-
astatic lesions was markedly increased in gemcitabine treated
animals compared with control animals (figure 1K,L). However,
at day 14, the rate of TUNEL +cancer cells declined in the
gemcitabine treated tumours to similar levels as in the untreated
cohort (online supplemental figure S1]J, K). Macrophages and
dendritic cells (DCs) are phagocytic cells from the innate arm of
the immune system that play a key role in the removal of dead
cells and are critical for the induction of an antitumour immune
response in cancer.”’ In order to identify the phagocytosis of
cellular cancer debris by macrophages and DCs, we used flow
cytometry to measure the fluorescent signal of zsGreen labelled
cancer cells within macrophages (CD11b"F4/807CD11c™®),
CD11b" DCs (CD11c*CD11b"CD103"*¢F4/80"¢) and CD103"*
DCs (CD11c¢"CD1037CD11b™8F4/80™%). All three cell popu-
lations showed a significant uptake of zsGreen signal after
gemcitabine administration compared with the control group
(figure 1M; online supplemental figure S1L), suggesting an acti-
vation of innate immune cells in metastatic lesions in response to
chemotherapy. Taken together, these findings show that gemcit-
abine induces cancer cell death in PDAC metastatic lesions, but
tumour growth relapses after treatment withdrawal and overall
survival remains unchanged.

Gemcitabine treatment induces a short-term activation of

a proinflammatory immune response in metastatic hepatic
lesions

Since chemotherapy can promote the activation of an immune
response in cancer”’ we next investigated, in more detail, the
immune cell activation on gene expression level in metastatic
lesions during the initial response to gemcitabine treatment (day
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Figure 1 Gemcitabine restrains metastatic progression during treatment, but disease relapses and overall survival remain unchanged when
treatment is withdrawn. (A—E) Liver metastasis was induced by intrasplenic implantation of 1x10% KPC"“/*¢"*" cells. Starting day 12, animals were
treated with gemcitabine (100 mg/kg) or control (vehicle) every 3 days with four doses in total. (A) Survival analysis of gemcitabine and control-
treated mice-bearing liver metastasis; log-rank (Mantel-Cox) test, p=0.2499. Median survival for control was 22 days (n=6 mice) and gemcitabine
33.5 days (n=8 mice) after treatment initiation. (B) Representative images of bioluminescence imaging (BLI) taken 1 day after last treatment dose
(day 22). (C) Tumour burden assessed by BLI in gemcitabine treated group (n=8 mice) compared with control group (n=6 mice) at day 22 and humane
endpoint (HEP). (D, E) Representative immunofluorescent images (D) and quantification (E) of apoptotic KPC"/*®™*" cells staining positive for
cleaved caspase 3 (CC3) at day 22 (n=5 mice /group). White arrowheads indicate apoptotic (CC3+) cancer cells. (F-L) Liver metastasis was induced
by intrasplenic implantation of 5x10° KPC"/%%"" cells and animals received one dose of gemcitabine (100 mg/kg) or control (vehicle) at day 3 (F).
(G, H) Representative BLI images of dissected livers (G) and change in tumour burden (H) (day 4: n=5 mice/group/time point). (I, J)Representative
images of H&E-stained liver sections (1) and quantification (J). (K, L)Rrepresentative immunofluorescent images of apoptotic KPC/"*" cells staining
positive for TUNEL at day 4 (n=5 mice/group) (K) and quantification (L).White arrowheads indicate apoptotic (TUNEL+) cancer cells. (M) uptake of
apoptotic zsGreen-labelled KPC FC1199"““*¢"* cancer cells by dendritic cells (DC) and macrophages (MACS) was evaluated 1 day after gemcitabine
treatment. Frequency of zsGreen +cells among CD103* DC, CD11b* DC and MACS (n=5 mice/group). Scale bar 50 M. Data are presented as
mean=SEM. Unpaired t-test was used to calculate p values. *P<0.05; **p<0.01. H, healthy liver; M, metastases; n.s., not significant.
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4) and after withdrawal (day 14) using the Mouse PanCancer
Immune Profiling Panel (NanoString Technologies). Hierar-
chical clustering of the generated pathway scores revealed that
gemcitabine induces distinct transcriptional changes during the
initial response, as highlighted by the separate clustering of the
gemcitabine groups compared with control groups (figure 2A,
left). However, the distinct signatures between control and
gemcitabine-treated metastatic lesions were lost after withdrawal,
as indicated by the loss of segregation between the two groups
(figure 2A, right). Among the top upregulated pathways, we
identified innate immune activation and T cell functions which
are characteristic of an antitumour immune response (figure 2B).
However, after gemcitabine withdrawal, these immune stimu-
latory pathways were markedly downregulated, suggesting
that gemcitabine only triggers a temporal activation of an anti-
tumour immune response in tumour-bearing mice (figure 2C).
We next analysed disaggregated metastatic lesions by mass and
flow cytometry to assess immune cell infiltration and their acti-
vation state. We found that during the initial response, macro-
phage numbers (CD45"CD11b*Ly6G"#F4/80%) significantly
increased, and inflammatory monocytes numbers (CD45"CD-
11b " Ly6CMe"Ly6G™8F4/80"%) were reduced (figure 2D;
online supplemental figure S2A, B). In addition, CD4" T cell
numbers significantly increased in response to treatment (online
supplemental figure S3A, C). However, after chemotherapy
withdrawal, neutrophils (CD45"CD11b*F4/80"*Ly6G*) and
patrolling monocytes (pMo; CD45"CD11b*Ly6C°"F4/80""
"EMHCII"®) increased the most in gemcitabine-treated tumours
compared with control treated tumours, while T cell numbers
were significantly decreased (figure 2E). The decrease in total T
cell numbers was most likely due to a reduction in CD8™ T cells,
since the less abundant CD4*FoxP3* T regulatory cells (T
rather increased (online supplemental figure S3A-D). Consistent
with an antitumour immune response, we found a significant
increase in the activation of CD8* and CD4™ T cells (figure 2F;
online supplemental figure S3E, F), DCs (figure 2G), macro-
phages (figure 2H) and NK cells (figure 2I) during the initial
response to gemcitabine (online supplemental figure S2A, B).
Again, this effect was lost after withdrawal of the treatment.

Further analysis of metastatic liver tissues confirmed that
gemcitabine treatment induces the overall accumulation of
macrophages (F4/80%), particularly of macrophages with a
proinflammatory phenotype (iNOS*) (figure 2J) while macro-
phages with an immunosuppressive phenotype (CD206" and
YM1*) were reduced (online supplemental figure S3G-J).
However, no significant changes in macrophage infiltration or
activation were observed after treatment withdrawal (figure 2K;
online supplemental figure S3K, L). Taken together these data
suggest that gemcitabine administration induces the activation
of an antitumourigenic immune response at the metastatic site,
characterised by an increase in proinflammatory macrophages,
activated CD8™ T cells and NK cells. However, after treatment
withdrawal the initial immune cell activation is lost and meta-
static lesions revert back to an immunosuppressive microenvi-
ronment, which is commonly found in established metastatic
PDAC tumours.'* 3

Macrophage depletion after gemcitabine treatment increases
CD8+ T cell infiltration, but neutrophil depletion has no effect
on CD8+ T cell numbers

Since neutrophils and macrophages can both effectively suppress
CD8* T cell responses,’” '* we next questioned whether the
depletion of either of these myeloid cell types is sufficient to stop

metastatic relapse and to sustain the initially observed CD8* T cell
response (figure 2B and F). To address this question, we ran two
separate depletion studies using monoclonal antibodies targeting
neutrophils (aLy6G) or macrophages (0CSF-1) in the pres-
ence or absence of gemcitabine treatment. Liver metastasis was
induced by intrasplenic implantation of KPC cells. After 3 days,
mice-bearing micrometastatic lesions were treated with gemcit-
abine or saline (control) and 1 day later (day 4) we commenced
the depletion of neutrophils (figure 3A-C) or macrophages
(figure 3D-F) using aLy6G and oCSE-1 antibodies, or their
corresponding isotype controls (IgG). Depletion of neutrophils
after gemcitabine administration markedly reduced the meta-
static tumour burden compared with gemcitabine/IgG treatment
(figure 3B,C, online supplemental figure S4A, B), but depletion
of neutrophils in the absence of gemcitabine did not have any
effect on metastatic tumour burden (online supplemental figure
S4C). In contrast, depletion of macrophages by olCSF-1 signifi-
cantly reduced metastatic tumour burden in both saline (control)
and gemcitabine treated mice (figure 3E,F; online supplemental
figure S4D, E). Flow cytometry analysis of disaggregated meta-
static lesions derived from gemcitabine treated animals revealed
that the depletion of macrophages increased CD8™ T cell infil-
tration, while neutrophil depletion did not affect CD8* T cell
infiltration (figure 3G). In agreement with these findings, we did
not detect an increase in Granzyme B expression in CD8 T cells
in gemcitabine-treated animals where neutrophils were depleted
(figure 3H), but we found a significant increase of Granzyme B
expressing CD8" T cells in metastatic lesions of gemcitabine-
treated mice where macrophages were depleted (figure 3J,K).
We also confirmed that applied macrophage-depletion and
neutrophil-depletion strategies indeed reduced their corre-
sponding numbers at the metastatic site (online supplemental
figure S4F-H). Notably, neutrophil-depletion or macrophage-
depletion after gemcitabine treatment also increased overall
survival of the mice compared with gemcitabine treatment alone
(figure 3L,M). Taken together, these data show that gemcitabine
administration is accompanied by an infiltration of macrophages
during the initial response, while neutrophils are recruited to
the metastatic site after therapy withdrawal. Depletion of macro-
phages or neutrophils after gemcitabine withdrawal enhances
the therapeutic effect of gemcitabine. Notably, while macro-
phage depletion restores CD8* T cell infiltration and activation,
neutrophil depletion does not affect CD8* T cells, suggesting
that neutrophils promote metastatic relapse in a CD8" T cell
independent manner.

Chemotherapy withdrawal triggers the recruitment of Gas6-
expressing neutrophils to hepatic metastatic tumours

Next, we further explored the mechanism by which neutro-
phils promote metastatic relapse after chemotherapy with-
drawal. Neutrophil depletion after gemcitabine treatment
reduced metastases in the presence and absence of CD8" T cells
(figure 4A; online supplemental figure S41, J), suggesting that the
neutrophils can directly affect cancer cell regrowth. Hence, we
next assessed cancer cell proliferation in tumour sections after
gemcitabine withdrawal (day 14). After gemcitabine withdrawal,
metastatic deposits showed a significant increase of proliferating
(Ki67*) cancer cells compared with metastatic deposits from
the saline treated control group (figure 4B,C). Importantly, the
depletion of neutrophils only reduced cancer cell proliferation
associated with gemcitabine withdrawal, and had no impact
on cancer cell proliferation in saline (control) treated mice,
suggesting a treatment induced growth promoting function
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Figure 2 Gemcitabine administration induces a short-term activation of a proinflammatory immune response in metastatic pancreatic cancer.

(A—K) Liver metastasis was induced by intrasplenic implantation of KPC"/*®**" cells and animals were treated with gemcitabine (100 mg/kg) or
control (vehicle) at day 3. Metastatic livers were resected at initial response (day 4) and after withdrawal of treatment (day 14) for transcriptional,
mass cytometry and tissue staining analysis. (A) Heatmap depicting hierarchical clustering of pathway scores (n=3 mice/group/time point).

(B—C) Graph depicting top pathway scores observed in (B) metastatic livers of gemcitabine treated animals compared with control animals during
initial response (day 4) and in (C) metastatic livers after gemcitabine withdrawal (day 14) compared with the initial response (day 4). (D, E) Coloured
ViSNE maps with each colour representing one immune cell population assessed by mass cytometry and quantification of main immune cell types
among control (CTR) and gemcitabine (GEM) treated liver metastases at day 4 (A) and day 14 (B), respectively (CTR D4 n=4 mice, GEM D4 n=4 mice;
CTR d14 n=3 mice; GEM d14 n=4 mice). (F-I) Quantification of metastasis infiltrating immune cells and their activation state by mass cytometry

at initial treatment response (day 4) and after treatment withdrawal (day 14). (F)Cytotoxic CD8+ T cell activation (CD69+), (G) dendritic cell (DC)
activation (CD86 +MHCII""), (H) macrophage activation (CD86 +MHCII"") and (I) natural killer (NK) cell activation (CD69+) (CTR D4 n=4 mice, GEM
D4 n=4 mice; CTR d14 n=3 mice; GEM d14 n=4 mice). (J, K) Representative immunofluorescent images and quantification of iNOS + and F4/80+
macrophages in liver tumours during initial response (n=4 mice/group) (D) and after gemcitabine withdrawal (E) (n=3 mice in CTR group; n=4 mice in
GEM group). White arrowheads indicate iNOS + macrophages. Scale bar 50 pM; M=metastases, H=healthy liver. Data are presented as mean+SEM.
*P<0.05; **p<0.01; n.s., not significant, by unpaired t-test. For multiple comparisons (D, E), one-way ANOVA coupled with Dunnett’s post hoc testing
was performed. ANOVA; analysis of variance.
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Figure 3 Macrophage depletion increases CD8 + T cell infiltration, but neutrophil depletion has no effect on CD8+ T cell numbers. (A—M) Liver
metastasis was induced by intrasplenic implantation of KPC"/“"*" cells and animals were treated with gemcitabine (100 mg/kg) or control (vehicle)
at day 3. (A—C, G-1) At day 4, mice were treated with IgG control (CTR) or aly6G antibody. Schematic illustrating experiment (A). Change in tumour
burden was quantified by in vivo BLI (n=3 mice/group). Representative images (B) and quantification (C). (D-G, J, K) At day 4, mice were treated with
IgG control (CTR) or aCSF-1 antibody. Schematic illustrating experiment (D). Change in tumour burden was quantified by in vivo BLI (CTR n=3 mice;
0.CSF-1 n=4 mice). Representative images (E) and quantification (F). (G) Change in CD8+ T cell infiltration into metastatic lesions was quantified by
flow cytometry analysis in mice treated with oly6G or o:CSF-1 or their corresponding IgG controls. (H, 1) Representative immunofluorescent images
of CD8+GranzymeB + T cell staining of liver sections from mice treated with 1gG or aly6G (H) and quantification (I) of CD8+GranzymeB+ T cells
(GranzymeB=GzmB). (J, K) Representative immunofluorescent images of CD8+GranzymeB+ T cell staining of liver sections from mice treated with

IgG or auCSF-1 (J) and quantification (K) of CD8 +GranzymeB+ T cells. White arrowheads indicate CD8 +GranzymeB+ T cells. (L) Liver metastasis was
induced by intrasplenic implantation of 1x10° KPC"/¢™" cells. At day 3, all animals were treated with gemcitabine (100 mg/kg). At day 4, mice were
treated with 1gG control (CTR) or ally6G antibody. survival analysis of gemcitabine + IgG and gemcitabine + cLy6G antibody-treated mice-bearing
liver metastasis; log-rank (Mantel-Cox) test, p=0.0022. Median survival for gemcitabine + IgG was 35 days (n=6 mice) and gemcitabine + oLy6G 48
days (n=6 mice). (M) same as (L), but at day 4, mice were treated with IgG control (CTR) or aCSF-1R antibody. Survival analysis of gemcitabine + IgG
and gemcitabine + o.CSF-1R antibody-treated mice-bearing liver metastasis; log-rank (Mantel-Cox) test, p=0.0168. Median survival for gemcitabine +
IgG was 29.5 days (n=6 mice) and gemcitabine + ctCSF-1R 45 days (n=6 mice). Scale bar 50 M. Data are presented as mean+SEM. Unpaired t-test
was used to calculate p values. *P<0.05; **p<0.01. H, healthy liver; M, metastases; n.s., not significant.
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Figure 4 Neutrophils promote cancer cells proliferation and Gasé6 is highly expressed by metastatic associated neutrophils after gemcitabine
treatment. (A) Liver metastasis was induced by intrasplenic implantation of KPC“/“"*" cells and animals were treated with gemcitabine (GEM; 100
mg/kg) at day 3. At day 4, mice were treated with oly6G or IgG controls for 2 weeks; at day 7, mice were treated with aCD8 or IgG controls until
end point (day 14). Change in tumour burden was quantified by ex vivo bioluminescence imaging (BLI) (n=5 mice/group). (B—C) Liver metastasis
was induced by intrasplenic implantation of KPC"/%5"*" cells. Mice were treated with gemcitabine or saline 3 days postcell implantation. Treatment
with oly6G or control IgG started at D4 (n=4 mice/group). Livers were resected after 14 days and assessed by Ki67 staining (proliferation marker).
Representative IHC images (B) and quantification of proliferating Ki67+ tumour cell frequency in metastatic livers (C). Inset: asterisks indicate ductal
structures formed by metastatic tumour cells (red arrow head). (D)Colony formation assay of gemcitabine stressed KPC cells in the presence or
absence of metastasis infiltrating neutrophils (+Ly6G) or macrophages (+F4/80) isolated from tumour-bearing livers of mice at day 14 after treatment
with GEM or saline treated (CTR). Bar graph shows fold upregulation of BLI signal compared with Gem-treated KPC cells alone (red shaded) (three
independent experiments; mean+SEM). (E) Quantification of Gas6 mRNA levels by real time PCR in intrametastatic pancreatic cancer cells, neutrophils
(Ly6G), macrophages (F4/80) and non-immune stromal cells (zsGreen™9CD45"9), isolated by fluorescence activated cell sorting from established
metastatic livers at day 14 after treatment with GEM or untreated (CTR). Bar graph shows relative expression of Gasé in cells derived from GEM-
treated mice and untreated mice (data are from three independent experiments; mean+SEM). (F-H) Representative images (F) of myeloperoxidase
(MPO) and Gasé staining using RNAscope in serial sections from metastatic livers derived from untreated (CTR) or GEM treated mice (n=3 mice/
group). Arrowheads indicate Gas6+ staining in neutrophil-rich areas. Scoring of Gasé signal per field of view (G) and MPO staining quantification
(H). (I-K) Metastatic tumours in livers of the spontaneous mouse pancreatic cancer model Kras®'?;Trp53%"72":Pdx1-Cre (KPC mice) treated with
Gemcitabine (KPC Gem) or left untreated (KPC Ctr) were isolated and analysed (n=3 mice/group). Representative images (I) of MPO and Gas6
staining using RNAscope in serial sections from metastatic tissue sections. Arrowheads indicate Gasé6+ staining in neutrophil-rich areas. (J) Scoring
of Gas6 signal per field of view and (K) MPO staining quantification. (L, M) Peripheral blood neutrophils were isolated from metastatic PDAC
patients during their first cycle of gemcitabine treatment and GAS6 mRNA levels were assessed by real time PCR. Schematic illustration of treatment
regimen and patient blood sample collection (L). Quantification of data (M) (BL=baseline, prior treatment) (n=2 patients). Scale bar=50 pM. Data
are presented as mean+SEM. Unpaired t-test or ANOVA with Bonferroni was used to calculate p values. *P<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001. ANOVA;
analysis of variance; H, healthy liver; IHC, immunohistochemistry; M, metastases; n.s., not significant; PDAC, pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma.
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of neutrophils (figure 4B,C). Thus, to test this hypothesis, we
isolated metastasis infiltrating neutrophils from metastatic livers
from mice treated with saline (control) or gemcitabine, and
cocultured them with gemcitabine pretreated pancreatic cancer
cells under anchorage independent growth conditions ex vivo.
Gemcitabine-treated pancreatic cancer cells were unable to form
colonies (figure 4D; online supplemental figure S4K). Strikingly,
coculturing of neutrophils isolated from gemcitabine treated
metastatic livers with gemcitabine-treated cancer cells enabled the
cancer cells to grow and form colonies, while neutrophils isolated
from control (saline treated) metastatic lesions were unable to
promote cancer cell proliferation (figure 4D). In contrast, while
metastases derived macrophages were also able to significantly
increase cancer cell colony formation, the macrophage-growth
promoting functions were Gasé6-independent, unaffected by
gemcitabine and markedly less potent compared with neutro-
phils derived from gemcitabine treated mice (figure 4D; online
supplemental figure S4L). In agreement with these findings, in
vivo, Ki67" cancer cell numbers were reduced in macrophage
depleted mice independent of their treatment (online supple-
mental figure S4M, N). Taken together, these data show that
gemcitabine treatment makes neutrophils acquire a promito-
genic capacity that promotes cancer cell proliferation.

We next aimed to understand how neutrophils promote cancer
cell proliferation. To achieve this goal, we performed RNA
sequencing of metastasis infiltrating neutrophils isolated from
saline treated metastatic livers (Ly6G_, ) and gemcitabine treated
metastatic livers (Ly6G,_ ) (online supplemental figure S40).
Differently expressed genes were first filtered for GO terms
extracellular and receptor ligand activity. Among the resulting
n=141 genes, we identified Growth Arrest Specific protein
6 (Gas6) as one of the top upregulated genes in neutrophils
derived from gemcitabine treated metastatic lesions compared
with control metastatic lesions (online supplemental tables
S1, S2). Gas6 and its main receptor AXL are overexpressed
in pancreatic cancer and their expression correlates with poor
prognosis.”® ?? Gas6/AXL signalling in cancer cells is associated
with tumour cell proliferation, epithelial mesenchymal transi-
tion and metastases.’*! Subsequent analysis of Gas6 expression
in flow cytometry sorted neutrophils, non-immune stroma cells,
macrophages and cancer cells confirmed that within the meta-
static tumour microenvironment, neutrophils markedly upregu-
late Gas6 expression in response to gemcitabine treatment and
neutrophils are the main source of Gasé6 after gemcitabine with-
drawal (figure 4E; online supplemental figure S5A).

In agreement with these findings, we found a marked upreg-
ulation of Gas6 expression levels in neutrophil-rich areas proxi-
mate to cancer cells after gemcitabine withdrawal in serial tissue
sections derived from experimental (figure 4F-H; online supple-
mental figure S5B, D) and spontaneous hepatic metastatic lesions
(figure 41-K; online supplemental figure S5C, D). In contrast,
chemotherapy withdrawal did not increase Gasé levels in meta-
static livers from neutrophil-depleted mice (online supplemental
figure SSE, F). Moreover, we only found an increase of Gasé
expressing neutrophils in tumour-bearing livers, but not in
tumour-free lung tissues, suggesting Gas6 expressing neutrophils
preferentially accumulate at the metastatic tumour site (online
supplemental figure S5G, H).

We observed the same changes when we treated metastatic
tumour-bearing mice with nab-paclitaxel or FOLFIRINOX,
both commonly used chemotherapy regimens in PDAC® (online
supplemental figure SST). With all chemotherapeutic treatments,
metastatic tumour burden temporarily decreased but was followed
by metastatic relapse (online supplemental figure S5]) which was

accompanied by an influx of Gas6-expressing neutrophils into
metastatic lesions (online supplemental figure SSK-N). These
results suggest that the increased accumulation of Gas6-expressing
neutrophils in relapsed metastatic lesions after chemotherapy
treatment occurs in response to different chemotherapeutic treat-
ment regimens and is therefore not agent specific. We next assessed
Gasé6 expression in circulating neutrophils in patients with meta-
static pancreatic cancer and in our mouse metastases model. We
collected patient blood samples prior (baseline) and after (week
4) their first cycle of gemcitabine treatment (figure 4L). We found
that Gasé expression increased in circulating neutrophils 4 weeks
after the first dose of treatment (figure 4M; online supplemental
figure S6A). Similarly, in the preclinical mouse model, Gas6
expression was increased in circulating murine neutrophils after
gemcitabine withdrawal (online supplemental figure S6B). Since
the release of NETs by apoptotic neutrophils has been shown
to promote pulmonary metastatic outgrowth in breast cancer
models,'® we also analysed the presence of apoptotic (TUNEL+)
neutrophils in liver metastases. However, we could only detect
a few apoptotic neutrophils within liver metastases and their
numbers remained unaffected by gemcitabine treatment (online
supplemental figure S6C, D). To assess the biological importance
of Gas6 in promoting regrowth of metastatic cancer cells, we
next isolated metastasis infiltrating neutrophils from gemcitabine-
treated tumour-bearing mice (Ly6G,_ ) and cocultured those
neutrophils with gemcitabine treated cancer cells in the presence
or absence of a Gas6 neutralising antibody. We found that Gas6
secretion from neutrophils promotes cancer cell regrowth, in fact,
the addition of a neutralising Gas6 antibody abolished the promi-
togenic effect of neutrophils (figure 5A). Next, we tested whether
Gasé is sufficient to promote the regrowth of gemcitabine treated
cancer cells. We pretreated human Panc1 cells and mouse derived
KPC cells with gemcitabine and measured regrowth of the cancer
cells in the presence or absence of recombinant Gasé6. Addition
of recombinant Gas6 was sufficient to promote the regrowth of
gemcitabine treated human (figure 5B,C) and mouse pancreatic
cancer cells (figure 5D). To further test the role of Gasé in cancer
cell regrowth in metastatic livers after gemcitabine treatment in
humans, we generated precision cut liver slices (PCLS) from fresh
liver biopsies from treatment naive metastatic PDAC patients.
Next, PCLS were treated ex vivo with gemcitabine for 24 hours,
washed, and further cultured in the presence or absence of recom-
binant Gasé6 (figure SE). PCLS were embedded and we assessed
the presence of metastatic cancer cells (Mucl™) and proliferating
cells (Ki67"). In line with our previous colony formation exper-
iments, we found an increase in proliferating metastatic cancer
cells (MUC17Ki67") in gemcitabine treated PCLS cultures supple-
mented with recombinant Gasé compared with gemcitabine
treated PCLS cultures lacking recombinant Gasé (figure SE,G;
online supplemental figure S6E, F). These experiments suggest
that Gasé is sufficient to promote the regrowth of gemcitabine-
treated pancreatic cancer cells not only in PDAC cell lines in vitro,
but also in patient-derived metastatic liver samples ex vivo. Taken
together, these findings show that (1) the infiltration of neutro-
phils in metastatic lesions after chemotherapeutic treatment leads
to metastatic relapse in vivo, (2) Gasé expression is highly upreg-
ulated in neutrophils after chemotherapy and (3) Gasé promotes
regrowth of gemcitabine-treated pancreatic cancer cells.

Blockade of Gas6/Axl signalling axis restrains metastatic
relapse after gemcitabine treatment

Gasé6 is a ligand of the TAM receptor family (Tyro3, AXL,
Mer) and binding of Gasé to a TAM receptor results in its
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Figure 5 Gas6 is necessary for neutrophil-mediated cancer cell regrowth after gemcitabine treatment. (A) Quantification of colony formation

assay of gemcitabine treated KPC"/2¢re"

infiltrating neutrophils (Ly6G,_

signal compared with gemcitabine-treated KPC"/#¢reen

cells in the presence or absence of Gasé neutralising antibody (anti-Gas6) with or without metastasis
) isolated from mice treated with gemcitabine. Bar graph shows fold upregulation of bioluminescence imaging (BLI)
cells alone (three independent experiments; mean+SEM). (B-D) Colony formation assay

of gemcitabine-treated human Panc1 and murine KPCluezsCreen calls in the presence or absence or recombinant Gas6 (rGas6). (B) Representative
images of Panc1 colonies. (C) Quantification of colony numbers (fold change compared with untreated Panc1 cells) (three independent experiment;
mean=SEM). (D) Quantification of BLI signal from KPCezGreen cq[onies (fold change compared with untreated KPC cells) (three independent
experiments; mean=SEM). (E-G) Schematic illustration of experiment (E): Human precision cut liver slices (hPCLSs) were initially treated with
gemcitabine for 24 hours then cultured in the presence or absence of rGasé for the following 24 hours. hPCLSs were assessed by MUCT (cancer

cell marker) and Ki67 immunofluorescent staining (proliferation marker). (F) Representative if images and (G) quantification of proliferating Ki67 +
tumour cell frequency in ex vivo treated hPCLS (n=5 patient biopsies). Arrowheads indicate Ki67 + cancer cells. Scale bar 50 uM. data are presented
as mean=SEM. Unpaired t-test or ANOVA with Bonferroni was used to calculate p values. *P<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001. ANOVA, analysis of

variance; H, healthy liver; M, metastases; n.s., not significant.

phosphorylation and activation.”” The TAM receptor AXL is
highly expressed by pancreatic cancer cells and its activation is
associated with poor prognosis.”® We hypothesised that Gasé
expressing neutrophils activates AXL on disseminated pancreatic
cancer cells, thereby enabling cancer cell regrowth. To test this,
we assessed AXL phosphorylation in metastatic lesions of mice
treated with gemcitabine or saline and in the presence or absence
of neutrophils. In agreement with our hypothesis, we found that
in metastatic lesions derived from gemcitabine treated mice the
level of AXL phosphorylation (pAXL) in disseminated cancer
cells was markedly increased compared with control (saline
treated) metastatic tumour lesions (figure 6A). Importantly,
depletion of neutrophils (0Ly6G) abolished AXL activation on
disseminated cancer cells (figure 6A,B). These data confirm that
AXL receptor activation on disseminated cancer cells requires
the presence of neutrophils. We next tested whether pharma-
cological blockade of the Gas6/AXL signalling pathway using
warfarin provides a therapeutic benefit when combined with
chemotherapy. Gas6 belongs structurally to the family of plasma
vitamin K-dependent proteins and its biological function is
dependent on Y-carboxylation, a process that can be blocked

using warfarin®® ** (figure 6C). Liver metastasis was induced by
intrasplenic implantation of KPC cells. After 3 days, mice-bearing
micrometastatic lesions were treated with gemcitabine or saline
(control) and, 4 days later, we started the treatment with warfarin
(figure 6D) to avoid interference with the initial anti-tumour
immune response previously observed (figure 2). Gemcitabine
or warfarin as monotherapies did not affect hepatic metastatic
tumour burden. However, gemcitabine treatment followed by
subsequent warfarin administration markedly reduced regrowth
of metastatic lesions (figure 6E,F). As expected, warfarin treat-
ment abolished the previously observed increase in AXL acti-
vation (pAXL) in cancer cells in the gemcitabine treated cohort
(figure 6G,H) and cancer cell proliferation (Ki67") rates were
reduced (online supplemental figure S7A, B), while neutrophil
numbers remained unchanged (online supplemental figure S7C,
D). We and others previously showed that Gas6/AXL signal-
ling also inhibits NK cell activation and warfarin treatment
increases NK cell activation and reduces pulmonary metastasis
in pancreatic cancer.’® *® Thus, we assessed the infiltration of
NK cells in hepatic metastatic lesions using the NK activation
marker NKp46. We found that NK cell numbers in the hepatic
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Figure 6 Blockade of the Gas6/AxI signalling pathway via warfarin inhibits metastatic relapse after gemcitabine treatment. (A—B) Representative
images of pAXL staining in liver tissue sections derived from naive mice or metastasis bearing mice treated with saline (control) or treated with
gemcitabine alone (GEM) or GEM + ciLy6G (A). Quantification of pAXL + tumour cell frequency (B) (n=3 mice/group). (C) Schematic illustrating Gas6/
AXl blockade via warfarin. (D-H) Liver metastasis was induced by intrasplenic implantation of KPC"/%¢"" cells. At day 3, mice were treated with
gemcitabine (GEM) or saline control (saline), at day 7 mice were treated with warfarin (war) or left untreated (CTR). (D) Schematic illustration of the
experiment. (E, F) Representative images of BLI signal detected in tumour-bearing livers ex vivo (E) and quantification of tumour burden by ex vivo
bioluminescence imaging (BLI) (F) (n=3 mice/group). (G, H) Quantification of pAXL + tumour cell frequency (G) and representative images of pAXL
staining of metastatic tumour lesions (H). Arrowheads indicate metastatic cancer cells staining positive for pAXL (n=3 mice/group). (I, J) Primary
tumour burden was induced by orthotopic implantation of KPC"/%%"*" cells into the pancreas. At day 8, cohorts were treated with GEM or saline
control. Treatment with warfarin started at day 12. Livers were resected at day 19 and assessed for metastatic tumour burden (n=5 mice/group).

() Schematic illustration of the experiment. (J) Quantification of tumour burden by ex vivo BLI (n=5 mice/group). (K-P) Liver metastasis was induced
by intrasplenic implantation of KPC“/*C"" cells. At day 3, mice were treated with GEM or saline, at day 7 mice were treated with R428 or control
vehicle. (K) Schematic illustration of experiment. (L)Change in tumour burden was quantified by ex vivo BLI (n=4 mice/group). (M, N) Quantification
of pAXL+ tumour cell frequency (M) and representative images (N). (O, P) Quantification of Ki67+ tumour cell frequency (0) and representative
images (P). Arrowheads indicate metastatic cancer cells staining positive for pAXL (N) or Ki67 (P). (Q) Liver metastasis was induced by intrasplenic
implantation of KPC"/%*¢™" cells. At day 3, mice were treated with GEM, at day 4, mice were treated with ally6G, at day 7 mice were treated with
R428 or control vehicle until end point (day 14). Quantification of tumour burden by ex vivo BLI imaging (n=5 mice/group). (R) Liver metastasis was
induced by intrasplenic implantation of 1x10° KPC'"/*C™" cells. At day 3, animals were treated with GEM or saline control (saline). From day 7, mice
were treated with warfarin or left untreated. Survival analysis of gemcitabine, gemcitabine/warfarin, warfarin and saline treated mice-bearing liver
metastasis; log-rank (Mantel-Cox) test, p=0.0456 (GEM vs Gem/War). Median survival for saline was 36.5 days (n=6 mice), for warfarin 32.5 days
(n=6 mice), gemcitabine 32.5 days (n=6 mice) and gemcitabine/warfarin 42 days (n=6 mice). Scale bar 50 uM. Data are presented as mean+SEM.
Unpaired t-test or ANOVA with Bonferroni was used to calculate p values. *P<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001. ANOVA; analysis of variance; H, healthy
liver; M, metastases; n.s., not significant.
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metastatic lesions were very low and not affected by warfarin
(online supplemental figure S7E, F).

We next assessed whether warfarin is capable of inhibiting
metastatic growth of disseminated cancer cells in a sponta-
neous metastasis model of pancreatic cancer after chemotherapy
treatment. To test this, KPC derived cells were orthotopically
implanted into the pancreas. At day 8, after the establishment
of primary tumours, animals were treated with gemcitabine,
followed by warfarin administration (figure 6I). Gemcitabine
and warfarin administration alone, or as combinatorial therapy,
did not affect primary tumour burden (online supplemental
figure S7G, H). Similar to the experimental metastasis model,
gemcitabine and warfarin treatment as monotherapies did not
affect metastatic tumour burden compared with control treated
mice. However, the presence of warfarin following gemcit-
abine treatment significantly reduced metastatic tumour burden
(figure 6]), AXL activation (pAXL) and proliferation (Ki67") of
disseminated cancer cells (online supplemental figure S7I-L), but
immune cell infiltration remained unchanged by warfarin (online
supplemental figure S7M-Q). To further confirm that Gasé
mediates metastatic relapse through AXL activation and not
through one of its other TAM receptors (Tyro3, Mer), we next
tested the effect of the AXL inhibitor R428 on metastatic relapse
after treatment (figure 6K). In line with our previous findings,
pharmacological inhibition of AXL after gemcitabine withdrawal
significantly reduced metastatic relapse (figure 6L; online supple-
mental figure S8A, B), AXL (pAXL) activation and proliferation
(Ki67+) of metastatic cancer cells (figure 6M-P), while immune
cell infiltration remained unaffected (online supplemental figure
S8C-G). Consistent with our findings that metastasis associated
neutrophils are a main source of Gasé6 expression and are critical
for the activation of AXL after chemotherapy withdrawal, AXL
inhibition in neutrophil depleted mice did not show any addi-
tional therapeutic benefit compared with neutrophil depletion
alone (figure 6Q). Moreover, pharmacological inhibition of the
Gas6/AXL signalling pathway with warfarin after gemcitabine
treatment significantly increased overall survival of mice with
liver metastases (figure 6R).

Thus, our findings provide evidence that targeting the AXL
receptor is sufficient to reduce metastatic relapse after gemcit-
abine treatment.

Chemotherapy treatment upregulates the expression of Cxc/7
and 2 in pancreatic cancer cells which promotes neutrophil
recruitment to the tumour site

Chemotherapies often show adverse side effects in patients,
including a transient reduction of immune cell populations
caused by the toxicity of the drugs.”” Hence, we further anal-
ysed neutrophil numbers in the peripheral blood of liver metas-
tasis bearing patients and mice in response to chemotherapy
treatment. As expected, a single dose of chemotherapeutic
agents was sufficient to induce a transient reduction in neutro-
phil numbers in the blood of patients and mice, while 2 weeks
after the last dose of treatment, neutrophil numbers rebounded
(online supplemental table S3; online supplemental figure S9A,
B). To explore the mechanism promoting the accumulation of
neutrophils at the metastatic site in response to chemotherapy
after rebound, we next tested whether pancreatic cancer cells
treated with chemotherapeutic drugs upregulate the expres-
sion of chemokines known to promote neutrophil migration,
including CXCL1, 2, § and 8 (expressed in human only).*® We
found that in human and mouse pancreatic cancer cells, the
chemokines Cxcl1 and Cxcl2 are highly upregulated in response

to gemcitabine treatment (figure 7A). The upregulation of
Cxcl1,2 by cancer cells in response to gemcitabine treatment
was further confirmed in flow cytometry sorted disseminated
pancreatic cancer cells (figure 7B). Interestingly, we also found
that within the metastatic site, macrophages are a substantial
source of Cxcll and 2 expression but their expression levels
remained unaffected in response to gemcitabine (figure 7B).
Since CXCL1,2,5 and 8 bind to the chemokine receptor CXCR2
which is associated with neutrophil recruitment to tumours,®
we first confirmed that Cxcr2 is indeed highly expressed in
metastasis infiltrating neutrophils (figure 7C) and that CXCR2
expression is not affected by gemcitabine treatment (figure 7D;
online supplemental figure S9C). Next, we tested whether phar-
macological blockade of CXCR2 was sufficient to ablate neutro-
phil migration. As expected, while tumour conditioned media
generated from gemcitabine-treated human and mouse pancre-
atic cancer cells significantly increased neutrophil migration in
vitro, compared with control conditioned media, the presence
of the CXCR2 inhibitor SB225002 inhibited neutrophil migra-
tion (figure 7E,F; online supplemental figure S9D, E). Moreover,
recombinant CXCL2 was sufficient to induce human and mouse
neutrophil migration (online supplemental figure S9F, G). In
vivo, pharmacological inhibition of CXCR2 (figure 7G) signifi-
cantly inhibited metastatic relapse after gemcitabine withdrawal
(figure 7H; online supplemental figure S9H) and reduced the
accumulation of neutrophils at the metastatic site (figure 71;
online supplemental figure S9I). Taken together, these results
show that the neutrophil attracting cytokines Cxc/1 and 2 are
highly expressed in metastatic livers in response to gemcitabine
withdrawal and this favours CXCR2-dependent recruitment of
neutrophils at the hepatic metastatic site.

Chemotherapy treatment induces accumulation of Gas6
expressing neutrophils in liver metastases of patients with
stage IV colorectal cancer

Like pancreatic cancer, colorectal cancer (CRC) frequently metas-
tasises to the liver.*” While in pancreatic cancer, liver biopsies are
only taken prior chemotherapeutic intervention for diagnostic
purpose,” in CRC, chemotherapy is often the standard-of-care
treatment for patients with stage IV CRC (patients with liver
metastasis), prior to their metastatic liver surgical resection.*
These differences in patient care provided us an opportunity to
collect liver samples from patients with stage IV CRC treated
with chemotherapy, and to analyse whether metastatic liver
tumours from patients with CRC show an increase in neutrophil
infiltration and Gasé6 expression in response to chemotherapy.
We analysed resected metastatic liver tumours from untreated
patients with stage IV CRC, and from patients with stage IV
CRC treated with capecitabine or oxaliplatin. We found that
metastatic tumour cells (cytokeratin 197) in both chemotherapy-
treated patient cohorts were surrounded by higher numbers
of neutrophils (MPO™) compared with the untreated patient
cohort (figure 8A,B). Analysis of serial tissue sections revealed
increased levels of Gas6 +expression in neutrophil-rich areas
in the treated patients (figure 8C,D; online supplemental figure
S9J). To further confirm that neutrophils are indeed a major
source of Gas6 expression in human liver metastases after
chemotherapy treatment, we enzymatically disaggregated fresh
liver samples from chemotherapy-treated patients with CRC
into single cell suspensions and isolated neutrophils, macro-
phages, fibroblasts and cancer cells by flow cytometry-based cell
sorting (figure 8E; online supplemental figure S9K). Subsequent
gene expression analysis confirmed that neutrophils are the cells
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Figure 7 Chemotherapy treatment upregulates the expression of the neutrophil chemo-attractants CXCL1 and 2 in disseminated tumour cells.

(A) Heatmap depicting Cxcl1, 2, 5, 8 mRNA expression levels assessed by re

al time PCR in KPC (murine) and PANC-1 (human) pancreatic cancer

cell lines untreated (CTR) and gemcitabine treated (GEM) (three independent experiments; mean+SEM). (B-D) Liver metastasis was induced by
intrasplenic implantation of KPC cells. Cohorts were treated at day three with saline (CTR) or GEM (n=3 mice/group). Cancer cells, macrophages and
neutrophils were isolated from metastatic lesions at day 14 by FACS. (B) Quantification of Cxc/7 and 2 mRNA levels by real time PCR in disseminated
KPC cancer cells and macrophages (three independent experiments; mean+SEM). (C) Heatmap depicting gene expression analysis of CXCR family
receptors (Cxcr1,2, 3, 4) by metastasis infiltrating neutrophils. (D) Quantification of CXCR2 expression levels by flow cytometry on neutrophils
isolated from tumour-free livers (naive) and liver metastases derived from saline (CTR) or gemcitabine (GEM) treated mice (n=3 mice/group). (E,

F) Quantification of murine (E) and human (F) neutrophil migration in the presence and absence of CXCR2 inhibitor SB225002 (iCXCR2) towards
tumour conditioned media (TCM) generated from pancreatic cancer cells (KPC and Panc', respectively) exposed to gemcitabine (TCM__ ) or control
(TCM_,) (three independent experiments; mean+SEM). (G-I) Liver metastasis was induced by intrasplenic implantation of KPC cells. Cohorts were
treated at day three with GEM or saline (CTR). From day 4 mice were treated with SB225002 (iCXCR2) until endpoint (day 14). (H) Quantification

of tumour burden by ex vivo BLI (n=5 mice/group). (I) Flow cytometry quantification of neutrophil frequency in metastatic livers at endpoint. Data
are presented as mean+SEM. Unpaired t-test or ANOVA with Bonferroni was used to calculate p values. *P<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001; ANOVA,

analysis of variance; n.s., not significant.

expressing the highest levels of GAS6 in patient liver metastases
after chemotherapy cessation (figure 8F). Taken together, these
findings suggest that chemotherapy-induced neutrophil accumu-
lation and upregulation of Gasé also occurs in liver metastasis
of patients with CRC and thus, targeting Gas6 might improve
therapeutic interventions in patients with pancreatic cancer and
CRC.

DISCUSSION

Our findings demonstrate that standard cytotoxic chemo-
therapy temporarily restrains metastatic PDAC progression
but, also induces cellular changes in the metastatic tumour

microenvironment which subsequently promote metastatic
relapse. Specifically, we found that chemotherapy induces the
expression of neutrophil chemoattractants in tumour cells and
subsequent recruitment and infiltration of Gas6 expressing
neutrophils to the liver in a CXCR2-dependent manner.
Neutrophil-derived Gas6é then activates the receptor tyrosine
kinase AXL on metastatic cancer cells and promotes metastatic
growth in the liver (figure 8G). In this study, we also show that
pharmacological inhibition of Gas6/AXL signalling in combi-
nation with chemotherapy ablates metastatic relapse, thereby
providing the rationale for further evaluating this therapeutic
strategy for PDAC patients.
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Figure 8 Chemotherapy treatment induces accumulation of Gas6 expressing neutrophils in liver metastases of patients with stage IV colorectal
cancer. (A-D) Tissue sections from metastatic livers derived from treatment naive patients with stage IV colorectal cancer (CRC) (n=5), and

patients undergone treatment with oxaliplatin (n=3) or capecitabine (n=4) were stained for cancer cells (CK19), neutrophils (MPO) and GAS6. (A,

B) Representative images of CK19 and MPO staining of serial sections (A) and quantification of data (B). (C, D) Representative images of GAS6

and MPO staining of serial sections (C) and quantification of data (D). Arrowheads indicate GAS6+ staining in neutrophil-rich areas. (E, F) Liver
biopsies were collected from metastatic CRC patients post-FOLFOX treatment. Cell populations were isolate by FACS for gene expression analysis.
(G) Schematic illustration of experiment and (H) quantification of GAS6 mRNA levels by real-time PCR in neutrophils, macrophages, fibroblast

and cancer cells (n=3 patient samples). (G) Schematic depicting the role of neutrophil-derived Gas6 in hepatic metastatic tumour regrowth after
chemotherapy in pancreatic cancer. Chemotherapy induces the expression of the neutrophil-chemoattractants CXCL1 and 2 by disseminated cancer
cells. On treatment withdrawal, neutrophils are recruited to the liver and express high levels of Gas6. Neutrophil-derived Gas6 activates AXL receptors
on disseminated cancer cells and promotes their regrowth after chemotherapeutic treatments. Depletion of neutrophils or inhibition of Gas6/AXL
signalling axis inhibits metastatic regrowth of pancreatic cancer cells. Scale bar 50 pM. Data are presented as mean+SEM. Unpaired t-test or ANOVA
with Bonferroni was used to calculate p values. *P<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001. ANOVA, analysis of variance; H, healthy liver; M, metastases; n.s.,
not significant.
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Primary pancreatic tumours are largely refractory to chemother-
apeutic treatments and surgical resection remains the only curative
treatment option.” Reasons for this include the excessive stromal
compartment, hypovascularisation and increased interstitial fluid
pressure within PDAC tumours, all acting as a barrier for efficient
drug delivery.*! Patients that have undergone surgery also receive
adjuvant chemotherapy as standard of care.”® In a preclinical
mouse model of PDAC, adjuvant gemcitabine treatment, after the
resection of the pancreatic tumour, inhibited local recurrence at
the primary tumour site, but not at the distant metastatic sites.*?
However, the effect of chemotherapy on metastatic tumours, and
micrometastases in the adjuvant setting, remains poorly under-
stood. Our results provide evidence that metastatic PDAC lesions
are responsive to chemotherapeutic treatment, particularly during
early metastatic development where the stromal compartment is
less established.’ In fact, chemotherapy increases cancer cell death
and the release of tumour antigens, a critical step in the generation
of an antitumour immune response.*® In agreement with this, we
observe in our PDAC metastatic mouse model that chemotherapy
induces an initial proinflammatory response with activation of cyto-
toxic T cells in the metastatic liver niche. Although this proinflam-
matory response was only transient, it might provide a window of
opportunity for the use of immune checkpoint inhibitors in combi-
nation with chemotherapy to further boost this initial T cell acti-
vation. Similar to what we observed in the adjuvant setting at the
hepatic metastatic site in murine models, in the neoadjuvant setting
for PDAC patients, chemotherapy has been shown to restore an
anti-tumour immune response at the primary site associated with
a decrease in immune suppressive myeloid cells, T_, and CD163"
macrophages.** * Immune suppressive myeloi(i Ly6G* cells
suppress CD8" T cell functions in primary PDAC tumours.® *® Our
findings suggest that in liver metastases the presence of immune
suppressive M2-like macrophages is key to inhibit the initial
chemotherapy-induced antitumour immune response. In contrast,
neutrophils are dispensable for the maintenance of an immunosup-
pressive metastatic tumour microenvironment. This might be due
to the fact that macrophages are present in livers in a much higher
number compared with neutrophils.” We and others have previ-
ously shown that metastasis associated macrophages can suppress
CD8" T cell functions in the liver.'” ¥ In agreement with these
findings, the use of a CSF-1/CSF-1R inhibitors also reduced meta-
static relapse after gemcitabine treatment, confirming that macro-
phages play a key role in controlling the local immune response in
liver metastasis. Since macrophages have a high plasticity and their
heterogeneity is diverse in the liver, future treatments should focus
on targeting macrophage immune-suppressive functions or on
inhibiting macrophage polarisation towards an immunosuppres-
sive phenotype. Neutrophils have been associated with different
prometastatic functions, mainly at the early steps of the metastatic
cascade or even at the premetastatic niche formation.®* ¥4’ Here,
we have identified a novel prometastatic function of neutrophils
in promoting metastatic growth of cancer cells after the initial
colonisation steps. Mechanistically, we found that cessation of
chemotherapy induces the infiltration of neutrophils and that
neutrophils activate AXL receptor on metastatic cancer cells, via
secretion of the AXL receptor ligand Gasé, leading to cancer cell
growth at the metastatic liver. AXL is overexpressed in pancreatic
cancer and is associated with increased metastasis and a poor prog-
nosis.”® The Gas6/AXL signalling pathway regulates several cancer
cell autonomous and non-cancer cell autonomous processes.*® **
AXL has been found to induce epithelial-mesenchymal transition
in pancreatic cancer cells and thereby promote cancer cell migra-
tion, invasion, and metastatic spreading in vivo. Moreover,
genetic depletion of AXL in pancreatic cancer cells increased their

sensitivity to chemotherapy.*! *°° In our studies, we started AXL
inhibition after the initial seeding and colonisation step of the liver
and after the exposure to gemcitabine treatment. Hence, our data
reveal an additional novel role of AXL signalling in promoting the
regrowth of cancer cells after chemotherapy in established distant
lesions, thereby expanding the potential use of AXL inhibitors to
fight pancreatic cancer. We and others have previously shown that
Gas6 is also expressed by macrophages and fibroblasts®! and that
inhibition of Gas6/AXL signalling increases NK cell activation and
reduces pulmonary metastasis.* *° Interestingly, here, we show that
at the hepatic metastatic site, basal Gasé expression levels are very
low, but are markedly increased in the liver-stroma of human and
mouse in response to chemotherapeutic treatments, and are mainly
expressed by the infiltrated neutrophils. Moreover, we found that
hepatic metastatic lesions are poorly infiltrated by NK cells and
neither their numbers nor their activation status was altered by
warfarin or AXL inhibition, suggesting that the multifunctional
Gas6/AXL signalling pathway regulates different processes and
cell populations in different organs, thereby contributing in many
different ways to PDAC metastasis.

Our studies exemplify two therapeutic options to inhibit
metastatic relapse by using warfarin or the AXL inhib-
itor R428 (Bemcentinib). Both agents are currently tested
in patients with pancreatic cancer (NCT03536208) and
(NCT03649321), respectively. Hence, our findings further
strengthen the rationale for targeting Gas6/AXL signalling
in the treatment of metastatic PDAC and, in combination
with chemotherapy, to reduce the risk of recurrence in the
adjuvant setting by preventing the progression of micromet-
astatic disease. Further studies will be needed to explore the
mechanism by which chemotherapy withdrawal induces Gasé
expression in neutrophils, and to test whether Gasé6 levels in
circulating neutrophils could be also used as a biomarker for
predicting the risk of metastatic recurrence in the adjuvant
setting.

Our additional analysis of liver metastases from patients
with stage IV CRC further suggests that the observed increase
in Gas6-expressing neutrophils in response to chemotherapy
might not be restricted to pancreatic cancer metastasis, but
may also occur in other cancers that metastasise to the liver.
Thus, targeting the identified neutrophil/Gas6/AXL axis
might also be of relevance for cancers with a high prevalence
to spread to the liver, such as CRC, melanoma, breast and
lung.*” In summary, our findings are important and timely
as they could help improve in the near future the design
of treatment regimens for patients with cancer with liver
metastases.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Detailed materials and methods can be found in online supple-
mental section.

Acknowledgements We thank the Liverpool Shared Research Facilities and the
CRUK Beatson Institute Biological Science Unit for provision of equipment and
technical assistance. We thank Vatshala Chandran for technical support. We also
thank the patients and their families, as well as the healthy blood donors who
contributed with tissue samples and blood donations to these studies.

Contributors GB and CR designed and performed most of the experiments,
analysed and interpreted the data, and contributed to the preparation of the
manuscript. VQ and YA helped with in vivo experiments, MR and EB helped with

in vitro studies. DHP performed bioinformatic analysis. FC helped with the analysis
and interpretation of tumour biopsies. DHP, RPJ, DV, PG, CMH and RS provided
patient samples. JPM provided KPC mice and KPC-derived tissue samples. AM
provided conceptual advice, interpreted data and wrote the manuscript. MCS overall
conceived and supervised the project, interpreted data, and wrote the manuscript. All
authors critically analysed and approved the manuscript.

Bellomo G, et al. Gut 2022;71:2284-2299. doi:10.1136/gutjnl-2021-325272

2297


https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2021-325272
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2021-325272

Pancreas

Funding These studies were supported by grants from Cancer Research UK
(A25607, A26978, A26979), Medical Research Council (MR/P018920/1) and
Pancreatic Cancer Research Fund for MCS, Wellcome Trust (102521/Z/13/Z) and
North West Cancer Research Fund for A.M., Cancer Research UK A17196, A2996
and A25233 for JPM.

Competing interests None declared.
Patient consent for publication Not applicable.

Ethics approval This study was approved by Human studies using blood and
liver tissue samples were approved by the National Research Ethics (NRES) Service
Committee North West-Greater Manchester REC15/NW/0477.

Provenance and peer review Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Data availability statement All data relevant to the study are included in the
article or uploaded as online supplemental information.

Supplemental material This content has been supplied by the author(s).

It has not been vetted by BMJ Publishing Group Limited (BMJ) and may not
have been peer-reviewed. Any opinions or recommendations discussed are
solely those of the author(s) and are not endorsed by BMJ. BMJ disclaims all
liability and responsibility arising from any reliance placed on the content.
Where the content includes any translated material, BMJ does not warrant the
accuracy and reliability of the translations (including but not limited to local
regulations, clinical guidelines, terminology, drug names and drug dosages), and
is not responsible for any error and/or omissions arising from translation and
adaptation or otherwise.

Open access This is an open access article distributed in accordance with the
Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 Unported (CC BY 4.0) license, which permits
others to copy, redistribute, remix, transform and build upon this work for any
purpose, provided the original work is properly cited, a link to the licence is given,
and indication of whether changes were made. See: https://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

ORCID iD
Michael C Schmid http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3445-0013

REFERENCES

1 Rhim AD, Mirek ET, Aiello NM, et al. EMT and dissemination precede pancreatic tumor
formation. Cell 2012;148:349-61.

2 Ryan DP, Hong TS, Bardeesy N. Pancreatic adenocarcinoma. N Engl J Med
2014;371:1039-49.

3 Nielsen SR, Quaranta V, Linford A, et al. Macrophage-secreted granulin supports
pancreatic cancer metastasis by inducing liver fibrosis. Nat Cell Biol 2016;18:549-60.

4 Costa-Silva B, Aiello NM, Ocean Al et al. Pancreatic cancer exosomes initiate pre-
metastatic niche formation in the liver. Nat Cell Biol 2015;17:816-26.

5 Aiello NM, Bajor DL, Norgard RJ, et al. Metastatic progression is associated with
dynamic changes in the local microenvironment. Nat Commun 2016;7:12819.

6 Lee JW, Stone ML, Porrett PM, et al. Hepatocytes direct the formation of a pro-
metastatic niche in the liver. Nature 2019;567:249-52.

7 Kaczanowska S, Beury DW, Gopalan V, et al. Genetically engineered myeloid
cells rebalance the core immune suppression program in metastasis. Cell
2021;184:2033-52.

8 Steele CW, Karim SA, Leach JDG, et al. Cxcr2 inhibition profoundly suppresses
metastases and augments immunotherapy in pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma.
Cancer Cell 2016;29:832-45.

9 Gordon-Weeks AN, Lim SY, Yuzhalin AE, et al. Neutrophils promote hepatic metastasis
growth through fibroblast growth factor 2-dependent angiogenesis in mice.
Hepatology 2017;65:1920-35.

10 Kitamura T, Qian B-Z, Pollard JW. Immune cell promotion of metastasis. Nat Rev
Immunol 2015;15:73-86.

11 DeNardo DG, Ruffell B. Macrophages as regulators of tumour immunity and
immunotherapy. Nat Rev Immunol 2019;19:369-82.

12 Yu ), Green MD, Li S, et al. Liver metastasis restrains immunotherapy efficacy via
macrophage-mediated T cell elimination. Nat Med 2021;27:152-64.

13 Quaranta V, Rainer C, Nielsen SR, et al. Macrophage-derived granulin drives resistance
to immune checkpoint inhibition in metastatic pancreatic cancer. Cancer Res
2018;78:4253-69.

14 Jaillon S, Ponzetta A, Di Mitri D, et al. Neutrophil diversity and plasticity in tumour
progression and therapy. Nat Rev Cancer 2020;20:485-503.

15 Park J, Wysocki RW, Amoozgar Z, et al. Cancer cells induce metastasis-supporting
neutrophil extracellular DNA traps. Sci Trans/ Med 2016;8:361ra138.

16 Albrengues J, Shields MA, Ng D, et al. Neutrophil extracellular traps produced during
inflammation awaken dormant cancer cells in mice. Science 2018;361. doi:10.1126/
science.aao4227. [Epub ahead of print: 28 Sep 2018].

17 ltatani Y, Yamamoto T, Zhong C, et al. Suppressing neutrophil-dependent angiogenesis
abrogates resistance to anti-VEGF antibody in a genetic model of colorectal cancer.
Proc Nat/ Acad Sci U SA 2020;117:21598-608.

18

19

20

21

22

23

2

25
26
27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40
41
42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

Weulek SK, Malanchi I. Neutrophils support lung colonization of metastasis-initiating
breast cancer cells. Nature 2015;528:413-7.

Coffelt SB, Kersten K, Doornebal CW, et al. Il-17-producing gammadelta T

cells and neutrophils conspire to promote breast cancer metastasis. Nature
2015;522:345-8.

Gabrilovich DI, Ostrand-Rosenberg S, Bronte V. Coordinated regulation of myeloid
cells by tumours. Nat Rev Immunol 2012;12:253-68.

Garrido-Laguna |, Hidalgo M. Pancreatic cancer: from state-of-the-art treatments to
promising novel therapies. Nat Rev Clin Oncol 2015;12:319-34.

Groot VP, Blair AB, Gemenetzis G, et al. Recurrence after neoadjuvant therapy and
resection of borderline resectable and locally advanced pancreatic cancer. Eur J Surg
Oncol 2019;45:1674-83.

Jones RP, Psarelli E-E, Jackson R, et al. Patterns of recurrence after resection of
pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma: a secondary analysis of the ESPAC-4 randomized
adjuvant chemotherapy trial. JAMA Surg 2019;154:1038-48.

Nevala-Plagemann C, Hidalgo M, Garrido-Laguna I. From state-of-the-art treatments
to novel therapies for advanced-stage pancreatic cancer. Nat Rev Clin Oncol
2020;17:108-23.

Mizrahi JD, Surana R, Valle JW, et al. Pancreatic cancer. Lancet 2020;395:2008-20.
Sakamoto H, Attiyeh MA, Gerold JM, et al. The evolutionary origins of recurrent
pancreatic cancer. Cancer Discov 2020;10:792-805.

Chen DS, Mellman I. Oncology meets immunology: the cancer-immunity cycle.
Immunity 2013;39:1-10.

Koorstra J-BM, Karikari CA, Feldmann G, et a/. The Axl receptor tyrosine kinase
confers an adverse prognostic influence in pancreatic cancer and represents a new
therapeutic target. Cancer Biol Ther 2009;8:618-26.

Du W, Brekken RA. Does Axl have potential as a therapeutic target in pancreatic
cancer? Expert Opin Ther Targets 2018;22:955-66.

Wu G, Ma Z, Hu W, et al. Molecular insights of Gas6/TAM in cancer development and
therapy. Cell Death Dis 2017;8:¢2700.

Du W, Phinney NZ, Huang H, et al. Axl is a key factor for cell plasticity and promotes
metastasis in pancreatic cancer. Mol Cancer Res 2021;19:1412-21.

Graham DK, DeRyckere D, Davies KD, et al. The TAM family: phosphatidylserine
sensing receptor tyrosine kinases gone awry in cancer. Nat Rev Cancer
2014;14:769-85.

Kirane A, Ludwig KF, Sorrelle N, et a/. Warfarin blocks Gas6-mediated Ax| activation
required for pancreatic cancer epithelial plasticity and metastasis. Cancer Res
2015;75:3699-705.

Geng K, Kumar S, Kimani SG, et al. Requirement of gamma-carboxyglutamic acid
modification and phosphatidylserine binding for the activation of TYRO3, Ax|, and
MERTK receptors by growth arrest-specific 6. front Immunol 2017;8:1521.

Ireland L, Luckett T, Schmid MC, et al. Blockade of stromal Gas6 alters cancer cell
plasticity, activates NK cells, and inhibits pancreatic cancer metastasis. front Immunol
2020;11:297.

Paolino M, Choidas A, Wallner S, et al. The E3 ligase Cbl-b and TAM receptors regulate
cancer metastasis via natural killer cells. Nature 2014;507:508-12.

Crawford J, Dale DC, Lyman GH. Chemotherapy-Induced neutropenia: risks,
consequences, and new directions for its management. Cancer 2004;100:228-37.
Coffelt SB, Wellenstein MD, de Visser KE. Neutrophils in cancer: neutral no more. Nat
Rev Cancer 2016;16:431-46.

Tsilimigras DI, Brodt P, Clavien P-A, et al. Liver metastases. Nat Rev Dis Primers
2021;7:27.

Dekker E, Tanis PJ, Vleugels JLA, et al. Colorectal cancer. Lancet 2019;394:1467-80.
Feig C, Gopinathan A, Neesse A, et al. The pancreas cancer microenvironment. Clin
Cancer Res 2012;18:4266-76.

Gurlevik E, Fleischmann-Mundt B, Brooks J, et al. Administration of gemcitabine after
pancreatic tumor resection in mice induces an antitumor immune response mediated
by natural killer cells. Gastroenterology 2016;151:338-50.

Mellman I, Coukos G, Dranoff G. Cancer immunotherapy comes of age. Nature
2011,480:480-9.

Michelakos T, Cai L, Villani V, et al. Tumor microenvironment immune response in
pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma patients treated with neoadjuvant therapy. J Nat/
Cancer Inst 2021;113:182-91.

Mota Reyes C, Teller S, Muckenhuber A, et al. Neoadjuvant therapy remodels the
pancreatic cancer microenvironment via depletion of protumorigenic immune cells.
Clin Cancer Res 2020:26:220-31.

Bayne LJ, Beatty GL, Jhala N, et a/. Tumor-derived granulocyte-macrophage colony-
stimulating factor regulates myeloid inflammation and T cell immunity in pancreatic
cancer. Cancer Cell 2012;21:822-35.

Szczerba BM, Castro-Giner F, Vetter M, et al. Neutrophils escort circulating
tumour cells to enable cell cycle progression. Nature 2019;566:10.1038/
s41586-019-0915-y:553-7.

Wu G, Ma Z, Cheng Y, et al. Targeting Gas6/TAM in cancer cells and tumor
microenvironment. Mol Cancer 2018;17:20.

Myers KV, Amend SR, Pienta KJ. Targeting Tyro3, Axl and MerTK (TAM receptors):
implications for macrophages in the tumor microenvironment. Mol Cancer
2019;18:94.

2298

Bellomo G, et al. Gut 2022;71:2284-2299. doi: 10.1136/gutjnl-2021-325272


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3445-0013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.11.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMra1404198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb3340
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb3169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12819
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-1004-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2021.02.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2016.04.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hep.29088
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nri3789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nri3789
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41577-019-0127-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41591-020-1131-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-17-3876
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41568-020-0281-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aag1711
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aao4227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2008112117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature16140
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature14282
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nri3175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrclinonc.2015.53
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2019.04.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2019.04.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamasurg.2019.3337
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41571-019-0281-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30974-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-19-1508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2013.07.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/cbt.8.7.7923
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14728222.2018.1527315
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2017.113
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1541-7786.MCR-20-0860
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc3847
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-14-2887-T
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2017.01521
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2020.00297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature12998
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cncr.11882
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc.2016.52
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc.2016.52
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41572-021-00261-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(19)32319-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-11-3114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-11-3114
http://dx.doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2016.05.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10673
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djaa073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djaa073
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-19-1864
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2012.04.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-019-0915-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12943-018-0769-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12943-019-1022-2

Pancreas

50 Ludwig KF, DuW, Sorrelle NB, et al. Small-Molecule inhibition of Axl targets tumor 51 Loges S, Schmidt T, Tjwa M, et al. Malignant cells fuel tumor growth by educating infiltrating
immune suppression and enhances chemotherapy in pancreatic cancer. Cancer Res leukocytes to produce the mitogen Gas6. Blood 2010;115:10.1182/blood-2009-
2018;78:246-55. 06-228684:2264-73.

Bellomo G, et al. Gut 2022;71:2284-2299. doi:10.1136/gutjnl-2021-325272 2299


http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-17-1973
http://dx.doi.org/10.1182/blood-2009-06-228684
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7922-7798
https://twitter.com/sunmiha1
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-7922-7798
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0016-5107(75)73710-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v13.i42.5664

	Chemotherapy-­induced infiltration of neutrophils promotes pancreatic cancer metastasis via Gas6/AXL signalling axis
	Abstract
	Background﻿﻿﻿﻿
	Results
	Gemcitabine treatment restrains metastatic progression, but disease relapses when treatment is withdrawn
	Gemcitabine treatment induces a short-term activation of a proinflammatory immune response in metastatic hepatic lesions
	Macrophage depletion after gemcitabine treatment increases CD8+ T cell infiltration, but neutrophil depletion has no effect on CD8+ T cell numbers
	Chemotherapy withdrawal triggers the recruitment of Gas6-expressing neutrophils to hepatic metastatic tumours
	Blockade of Gas6/Axl signalling axis restrains metastatic relapse after gemcitabine treatment
	Chemotherapy treatment upregulates the expression of ﻿Cxcl1﻿ and ﻿2﻿ in pancreatic cancer cells which promotes neutrophil recruitment to the tumour site
	Chemotherapy treatment induces accumulation of Gas6 expressing neutrophils in liver metastases of patients with stage IV colorectal cancer

	Discussion
	Materials and methods
	References
	Answer
	References


