S International Journal of

7
Molecular Sciences m\D\Py

Article
Abrogation of IFN-y Signaling May not Worsen
Sensitivity to PD-1/PD-L1 Blockade

2

Julie Vackova 200, Adrianna Piatakova !, Ingrid Polakova 1@ and Michal Smahel 1-*

1 Department of Genetics and Microbiology, Faculty of Science, Charles University, BIOCEV,

252 50 Vestec, Czech Republic; julie.vackova@natur.cuni.cz (J.V.); grzelaka@natur.cuni.cz (A.P);
ingrid.polakova@natur.cuni.cz (I.P.)
2 Department of Cell Biology, Faculty of Science, Charles University, BIOCEV, 252 50 Vestec, Czech Republic
*  Correspondence: smahelm@natur.cuni.cz; Tel.: +420-325-873-921

check for
Received: 21 February 2020; Accepted: 4 March 2020; Published: 6 March 2020 updates

Abstract: Programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1)/PD-1 ligand 1 (PD-L1) blockade is a promising
therapy for various cancer types, but most patients are still resistant. Therefore, a larger number of
predictive biomarkers is necessary. In this study, we assessed whether a loss-of-function mutation of
the interferon (IFN)-y receptor 1 (IFNGR1) in tumor cells can interfere with anti-PD-L1 therapy. For this
purpose, we used the mouse oncogenic TC-1 cell line expressing PD-L1 and major histocompatibility
complex class I (MHC-I) molecules and its TC-1/A9 clone with reversibly downregulated PD-L1 and
MHC-I expression. Using the CRISPR/Cas9 system, we generated cells with deactivated IFNGR1
(TC-1/dIfngrl and TC-1/A9/dIfngrl). In tumors, IFNGR1 deactivation did not lead to PD-L1 or
MHC-I reduction on tumor cells. From potential inducers, mainly IFN-« and IFN-f3 enhanced PD-L1
and MHC-I expression on TC-1/dIfngrl and TC-1/A9/dIfngr1 cells in vitro. Neutralization of the
IFN-o/IFN-{3 receptor confirmed the effect of these cytokines in vivo. Combined immunotherapy
with PD-L1 blockade and DNA vaccination showed that IFNGR1 deactivation did not reduce tumor
sensitivity to anti-PD-L1. Thus, the impairment of IFN-y signaling may not be sufficient for PD-L1
and MHC-I reduction on tumor cells and resistance to PD-L1 blockade, and thus should not be used
as a single predictive marker for anti-PD-1/PD-L1 cancer therapy.
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1. Introduction

Cancer immunotherapy based on blockade of the programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1)/PD-1
ligand 1 (PD-L1) pathway with monoclonal antibodies is increasingly applied in clinical practice [1-4].
Initially, pembrolizumab and nivolumab were approved by the Food and Drug Administration (FDA)
in 2014 for the treatment of patients with advanced melanomas [4]. The number of approved antibodies
for the blockade of PD-1/PD-L1 signaling has rapidly increased and improved the therapy of different
malignant diseases in patients unsuccessfully treated by other methods [1]. Thus far, six antibodies
(pembrolizumab, nivolumab, atezolizumab, durvalumab, avelumab, and cemiplimab) have been
approved by the FDA [5,6]. Moreover, in 2015, this progress also resulted in the FDA approval of
pembrolizumab as a drug for the first-line treatment of metastatic non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC)
with PD-L1 overexpression [7].

However, despite the great success of this immunotherapy, the majority of the treated patients
(about 70-80%) did not respond to therapy, and secondary resistance was recorded in some patients,
for instance approximately 25% of melanoma patients [8]. Therefore, reliable predictive biomarkers
are required to select suitable patients for treatment to avoid unnecessary burden and reduce high
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expenses. Unraveling the mechanisms of successful PD-1/PD-L1 blockade and resistance to this therapy
contributes to the identification of such biomarkers [9].

Genetic analyses have suggested a relationship between treatment failure and impairment of
interferon (IFN)-v signaling in both primary [10] and secondary resistance to PD-1/PD-L1 blockade [11].
Sample analysis of four patients with melanoma who acquired resistance to the PD-1 blockade revealed
mutations in genes encoding the Janus-associated kinase (JAK)-1 or JAK-2 in two patients. These
mutations led to insensitivity to IFN-y treatment, which is associated with the downregulation of major
histocompatibility complex class I (MHC-I) expression. Moreover, in the third patient, a mutation in
the 3-2-microglobulin gene resulted in a complete loss of surface MHC-I expression [11].

Defects in responsiveness to IFN-y stimulation were also associated with the primary resistance to
blockade of another immune checkpoint, the cytotoxic T-lymphocyte-associated antigen 4 (CTLA-4) [12].
Therefore, IFN-y signaling may be considered as a predictive biomarker for cancer immunotherapy
with immune checkpoint inhibitors [13]. Somatic mutations in the JAKI and JAK2 genes were identified
in various types of human malignancies with a range of 6%—-12% and 5%-17%, respectively. As these
mutations can be responsible for the lack of acquired PD-L1 expression, they might predict patients
who are unlikely to benefit from the anti-PD-1/PD-L1 therapy [10].

In our study, we derived mouse tumor cell lines unresponsive to IFN-y stimulation and analyzed
their response to treatment with PD-L1-blocking antibody. Tumors induced by these cells were sensitive
to anti-PD-L1 and acquired PD-L1 expression in vivo. This finding suggests that the exclusive abrogation
of IFN-y signaling in tumor cells is not sufficient for an escape from anti-PD-L1 treatment and should
not be a reason for the exclusion of patients from this therapy.

2. Results

2.1. Characterization of TC-1 or TC-1/A9 Cell Lines with IFNGR1 or PD-L1 Deactivation

In order to assess whether tumors induced by IFN-y non-responsive tumor cells may be sensitive
to PD-1/PD-L1 blockade and simultaneously enhance the efficacy of immunotherapy of tumors induced
by such cells, we prepared TC-1 and TC-1/A9 clones with a deactivated IFN-y receptor. In these cells,
we determined the PD-L1 and MHC-I surface expression by flow cytometry (Figure 1A). Although
TC-1 cells and TC-1 clone with a deactivated IFN-y receptor 1 (IFNGR1; TC-1/dIfngrl) markedly
expressed PD-L1 and MHC-I molecules, on TC-1/A9 cells and the respective clone with deactivated
IFNGR1 (TC-1/A9/dlfngrl), PD-L1 and MHC-I expression were downregulated. After incubation with
IFN-y, PD-L1 and MHC-I expression were increased in TC-1 and TC-1/A9 cells, but TC-1/dIfngrl and
TC-1/A9/dIfngr1 clones did not respond to stimulation, which suggests successful IFNGR1 deactivation.
Oncogenicity of the modified clones was similar to that of the parental cells, and TC-1/A9-induced
tumors grew significantly faster than TC-1-induced tumors (Figure 1B).

To evaluate the impact of PD-L1 molecules expressed by TC-1 and TC-1/A9 cells on the protection
against immune system attack, we generated cellular clones with deactivated PD-L1-TC-1/dPD-L1 and
TC-1/A9/dPD-L1, respectively. As assessed by flow cytometry (Figure 1C), both clones remained PD-L1
negative after IFN-y stimulation. The MHC-I expression was not markedly altered on unstimulated
TC-1/dPD-L1 cells, but it was slightly increased on unstimulated TC-1/A9/dPD-L1 cells in comparison
with the TC-1/A9 cells. This expression was further enhanced after IFN-y treatment on both cell lines.

Oncogenicity of the TC-1/dPD-L1 and TC-1/A9/dPD-L1 cells was decreased in comparison with
the parental cell lines (Figure 1D). This effect was particularly decisive for the TC-1/dPD-L1 cells that
did not form tumors for the doses 3 x 10%, 3 x 10°, and 3 x 10° and only generated tumors after
the injection of 1 X 10° cells in two out of five mice. The TC-1/A9/dPD-L1 cells formed tumors in
all mice injected with both 3 X 10* and 3 x 10° cells, but their growth was significantly reduced in
comparison with TC-1/A9-induced tumors. Thus, PD-L1 expressed on the TC-1 and TC-1/A9 cells
plays an important role in the suppression of anti-tumor immunity. This effect is much more evident
for the TC-1 cell line.
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Figure 1. Characterization of the derived cell lines. Surface programmed cell death protein 1 (PD-1)
ligand 1 (PD-L1) and major histocompatibility complex class I (MHC-I) expression on unstimulated
and stimulated (200 IU/mL interferon (IFN)-y for 1 day) cells were analyzed by flow cytometry in TC-1,
TC-1 clone with a deactivated IFN-y receptor 1 (IFNGR1; TC-1/dIfngr1), TC-1/A9, and TC-1/A9/dIfngr1
cell lines (A) and TC-1/dPD-L1 and TC-1/A9/dPD-L1 cell lines (C). Cells were incubated with specific

antibodies or isotype control antibodies. (B) Oncogenicity of TC-1, TC-1/dIfngrl, TC-1/A9, and
TC-1/A9/dIfngr1 cell lines was compared after subcutaneous (s.c.) administration of 3 x 10* cells to

C57BL/6 mice (n = 5). (D) For the evaluation of oncogenicity of cell lines with deactivated PD-L1,

various cell doses were s.c. injected. The ratio of mice with a tumor to the total number of mice in the

group is shown. Bars + SEM; **** p < 0.0001.

2.2. Mechanisms Contributing to Anti-Tumor Immunity

To analyze the effect of IINGR1 deactivation in tumor cells on a pro-/anti-oncogenic role of
immune cells, we depleted cluster of differentiation (CD)4*, CD8*, or natural killer (NK)1.1* cells,
or macrophages in mice bearing tumors with functional or deactivated IFNGR1 (Figure 2). We also
neutralized IFN-y to evaluate its influence on the oncogenicity of tumors induced by cells non-sensitive
to this cytokine. Although the depletion of CD8" or NK1.1" cells and IEN-y neutralization enhanced
TC-1-induced tumor growth, depletion of macrophages inhibited the growth of these tumors. For TC-1/
dIfngrl-induced tumors, depletion of NK1.1* cells and IFN-y neutralization had similar effects, but
the impact of CD8*-cell or macrophage depletion was not preserved. In mice with TC-1/A9 tumors,
depletion of NK1.1" cells resulted in significant enhancement of tumor growth. On the contrary,
depletion of any cell type did not have a significant influence on the growth of TC-1/A9/dIfngrl-induced
tumors. However, IFN-y neutralization significantly reduced the growth of these tumors.
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Figure 2. Mechanisms contributing to anti-tumor immunity. C57BL/6 mice (1 = 5) were s.c. injected
with 3 x 10% tumor cells and treated with anti-cluster of differentiation (CD)4, anti-CDS8, anti-natural
killer (NK)1.1, and anti- interferon (IFN)-y antibodies or carrageenan. Phosphate-buffered saline (PBS)
was injected as a negative control. Bars + SEM; * p < 0.05.

2.3. PD-L1 and MHC-I Surface Expression on Tumor Cells

We determined the intensity of PD-L1 and MHC-I expression on tumor cells derived from the
TC-1, TC-1/dIfngrl, TC-1/A9, and TC-1/A9/dIfngrl tumors ex vivo, in order to analyze the impact of
the tumor microenvironment on both molecules (Figure 3). Except for the TC-1-induced tumors, the ex
vivo expression was markedly increased in comparison with in vitro cultured unstimulated cells.
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Figure 3. Ex vivo analysis of PD-L1 and MHC-I surface expression by tumor cells. Cells (3 x 10%) were
s.c. injected into C57BL/6 mice (n = 3) to form tumors. Cells harvested from tumors were stained
by specific antibodies and analyzed by flow cytometry. CD45" tumor cells were compared with cell
lines. In vitro cultured cell lines were untreated or stimulated for 1 day with 200 IU/mL IFN-y. Median

fluorescence intensity, MFI; columns, means of three samples; Bars, + SEM. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01,
*% p < 0.0001.

Furthermore, this expression on cells isolated from TC-1/dIfngrl and TC-1/A9/dlfngrl tumors
was even slightly higher than on cells from TC-1 and TC-1/A9 tumors. Moreover, for TC-1/A9- and for
TC-1/A9/Ifngrl-induced tumors, the expression of MHC-I in particular was comparable to that observed
on TC-1/A9 cells stimulated with IFN-y in vitro. These results showed that deactivation of the IFN-y
receptor did not reduce the level of PD-L1 and MHC-I expression in tumor cells in vivo. It suggests

that other factors, besides IFN-y, contributed to the induction of PD-L1 and MHC-I expression in
tumor cells.
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2.4. Cytokines Inducing PD-L1 and MHC-I Expression on Tumor Cells

Consequently, we analyzed the occurrence of presumed PD-L1 and/or MHC-I inducers (IFN-y,
IFN-«, IFN-B, interleukin (IL)-1«, IL-6, IL-27, tumor necrosis factor (TNF)-«, chemokine CCL-2,
granulocyte-macrophage colony stimulating factor (GM-CSF), and epidermal growth factor (EGF)) in
tumors induced by TC-1, TC-1/dIfngr1, TC-1/A9, and TC-1/A9/dlfngr1 cells and also in cell culture
supernatants in vitro (Figure 4A). We found almost all these cytokines in tumors. The only exception
was the absence of IFN-« in TC-1- and TC-1/dIfngrl-induced tumors. All in vitro cultured cell lines
produced CCL-2 and IL-6. As the surface expression of PD-L1 and MHC-I is low on the unstimulated
TC-1/A9 and TC-1/A9/dlfngr1 cells, CCL-2 and IL-6 should not induce PD-L1 and MHC-I expression.
Therefore, we excluded these two cytokines from further analysis and evaluated the effect of the
remaining cytokines on PD-L1 and MHC-I expression in vitro (Figure 4B). All cell lines were sensitive
to type I IFNs (IFN-o and IFN-$3) and cultivation of cells in the presence of these cytokines induced
PD-L1 and MHC-I expression. Relative increase of PD-L1 on TC-1 cells, unlike MHC-I, was substantial
after incubation with IFN-y. Both PD-L1 and MHC-I were increased on TC-1/A9 cells after treatment
with IFN-y and type I IFNs. TC-1/A9/dIfngrl cells were considerably more sensitive to type I IFNs
than TC-1/A9. TNF-« had minor effect on all cell lines and negligibly elevated MHC-I expression
only on TC-1/A9/dIfngr1 cells. None of the cell lines responded to other tested cytokines IL-1«x, IL-27,
GM-CSF, and EGF (data not shown).
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Figure 4. The effect of cytokines on PD-L1 and MHC-I surface expression. (A) The quantification of
cytokines that can enhance PD-L1 and/or MHC-I expression in tumors and supernatants of cells cultured
in vitro. (B) The effect of IFN-y, IFN-«, IFN-f3, or TNF-&c on PD-L1 and MHC-I expression in vitro.
Median fluorescence intensity, MFI. Relative MFI was calculated as MFIgtimuylated cells/MFlunstimulated cells-
Columns, means of three samples; bars, + SEM.
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2.5. PD-L1 and MHC-I Expression ex Vivo after IFN-a and IFN-B Signaling Blockade

To elucidate the role of IFN-o and IFN-f3 in tumors induced by cells insensitive to IFN-y, we applied
the antibody against the receptor subunit shared by both interferons—IFN-o receptor 1 (IFNAR1)—and
compared PD-L1 and MHC-I expression in tumors from mice treated with phosphate-buffered saline (PBS)
or anti-IFNAR1 (Figure 5). Although the expression of these molecules was not changed on TC-1/dIfngrl
cells isolated from tumors, it was notably reduced on TC-1/A9/dIfngr1 cells after anti-IFNARI treatment.

*edekk 2 *kkk
800 — 5000 —
— 600 _ 20000 m— TC-1/dIfngri/PBS 4/5
L L
= 400 = 15000 == TC-1/dIfngri/anti-IFNAR1 3/5
g gmooo m— TC-1/A9/dIfngr1/PBS 5/5
£ 200 = 5000 == TC-1/A9/dlfngri/anti-IFNARY 5/5
0 0

Figure 5. The role of IFN-« and IFN-f in TC-1/dIfngrl- and TC-1/A9/dIfngrl-induced tumors. Cells
(3 x 10%) were s.c. injected into C57BL/6 mice (1 = 5) to form tumors. Mice were treated with anti-IFNAR1
antibody, or PBS was injected as a negative control. Cells isolated from tumors were stained by specific
antibodies and analyzed by flow cytometry. The ratio of mice with tumor to the total number of mice
in the group is shown. Median fluorescence intensity, MFI; columns, means of analyzed samples; bars,
+ SEM; **** p < 0.0001.

2.6. Sensitivity to Combined Immunotherapy

As IFN-a and IFEN-f3 induced PD-L1 and MHC-I expression on tumor cells in TC-1/A9/dIfngr1-
originated tumors, we examined the sensitivity of these tumors to anti-PD-L1 therapy (Figure 6).
We also included DNA vaccination against the human papillomavirus type 16 (HPV16) E7 oncoprotein
to enhance the immune response against the tumor-specific antigen. In both TC-1/A9- and TC-1/A9/
dIfngrl-induced tumors, the combined immunotherapy significantly reduced tumor growth and
anti-PD-L1 treatment significantly supported the effect of DNA immunization.
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Figure 6. The sensitivity of TC-1/A9 and TC-1/A9/dIfngr1 cells to anti-PD-L1 therapy combined with
DNA immunization. Cells (3 x 10%) were s.c. injected to C57BL/6 mice (n = 5). Animals were treated
with anti-PD-L1 antibody and/or the Pan DR epitope (PADRE).E7GGG DNA vaccine delivered by a
gene gun. Control mice received PBS and/or pBSC. The ratio of mice with tumor to the total number of
mice in the group is shown. Bars + SEM; * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001, *** p < 0.0001.

3. Discussion

Although immune checkpoint blockade offers new promising possibilities in cancer treatment, the
number of non-responding patients is still high. Therefore, finding predictive markers is necessary to
identify potential responders. PD-L1 expression in tumors was used as the first predictive marker for
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immune checkpoint blockade. Thus far, the FDA has registered four different immunohistochemical
assays to assess PD-L1 expression in tumors. However, PD-L1 expression evaluated as a single
biomarker appeared predictive in only 28.9% of FDA approvals of immune checkpoint inhibitors [14].
Among the many different markers currently being studied, tumor sensitivity to IFN-y is considered
advantageous for immune checkpoint therapy. In tumors of non-responders, reduced sensitivity to
IFN-y and defective MHC-I expression was found [11]. However, this work did not focus on mutations
in tumors of responders to the therapy.

In this study, we tested the sensitivity of tumors induced by cells with functionally deactivated
IFN-y receptor to PD-L1 blockade. To address this question, we used TC-1 [15] and TC-1/A9 cell lines [16].
Although TC-1 cells markedly express PD-L1 and MHC-I molecules, this expression is reversibly
downregulated on TC-1/A9 cells and can be induced by cytokines such as IFN-y. To evaluate how the
PD-L1 expression on TC-1 and TC-1/A9 cell lines influences oncogenicity and potential sensitivity to PD-L1
blockade, we prepared TC-1/dPD-L1 and TC-1/A9/dPD-L1 cells with deactivated PD-L1, respectively.
PD-L1 on TC-1 cells strongly promoted tumor formation because, after PD-L1 deactivation, most mice
did not form tumors from TC-1/dPD-L1 cells administered at different doses. The role of PD-L1 in
tumor protection was lower for TC-1/A9 cells, as PD-L1 deactivation on these cells only reduced tumor
growth. Because MHC-I expression on TC-1/A9/dPD-L1 cells was downregulated, these cells can be
less sensitive to CD8* T cell cytotoxicity than TC-1/dPD-L1 cells, and the protective role of PD-L1 on
TC-1/A9/dPD-L1 cells can thus be lower. Previous studies in various mouse tumor models showed that
PD-L1 expression on both tumor and host cells can contribute to tumor escape [17-21]. The relative
contribution of PD-L1 molecules expressed on tumor cells versus non-tumor cells to tumor protection
was dependent on the used model.

After IFNGR1 deactivation, we evaluated the effect of this modification on tumor growth and
anti-tumor immunity. Oncogenicity of the TC-1/dlfngrl and TC-1/A9/dIfngrl clones remained similar
to that of the parental cell lines. It resembles the unchanged growth of mice tumors induced by
intradermal injection of B16 cells with knockdown of the Ifngrl gene [12]. On the contrary, mouse
ovarian cancer HM1 cell-induced tumors with Ifngrl knockdown grew more slowly than control
tumors [22]. However, these tumors were induced in the peritoneal cavity.

The role of IFN-y in tumor development is context-dependent [23]. On the one hand, IFN-y promotes
tumor rejection by enhancement of antigen presentation (including MHC-I upregulation) and cytotoxicity
of immune cells [24], and on the other hand, a selective pressure of prolonged exposure to IFN-y can
result in downregulation of antigen presentation [25]. Moreover, IFN-y stimulates PD-L1 and many other
molecules inhibiting the anti-cancer response [26,27] and activates some immunosuppressive cells [28].
We also found different roles of IFN-y in this study. Although in TC-1- and TC-1/dIfngrl-induced
tumors, IFN-y had an anti-tumor effect and in TC-1/A9-induced tumors, it did not markedly affect tumor
growth, this cytokine supported the growth of TC-1/A9/dIfngrl-induced tumors, which was mediated by
non-tumor cells sensitive to IFN-y. IFNGR1 deactivation influenced the effect of certain immune cells
on tumor development, particularly on TC-1 versus TC-1/dIfngrl tumors, where IFNGR1 deactivation
eliminated the anti-tumor effect of CD8" cells and pro-tumor effect of macrophages. Mechanisms
involved in these changes are not currently clear.

As deactivation of IFNGR1 did not lead to the downregulation of the PD-L1 and MHC-I molecules
on TC-1/dIfngrl and TC-1/A9/dlfngr1 cells in vivo compared to TC-1 and TC-1/A9 cells, respectively, we
hypothesized that besides IFN-y, other cytokines induced PD-L1 and MHC-I expression. Several studies
have indicated the involvement of different factors (IFN-«, IFN-f3, IL-27, EGF, TNF-«, IL-6, GM-CSF,
IL-1¢et, and CCL2 combined with lipocalin 2) in PD-L1 and MHC-I stimulation or stabilization [27,29-39].
In this study, type I IFNs (IFN-oc and IFN-[3) were the main inducers of PD-L1 and MHC-I expression.
We found both type I IFNs in TC-1/A9/dIfngrl-induced tumors but only IFN-f3 in TC-1/dIfngrl-induced
tumors. This observation corresponds to the expression of PD-L1 and MHC-1 after IFNAR1 neutralization,
which significantly downregulated this expression in TC-1/A9/dIfngr1- but not in TC-1/dIfngrl-induced
tumors. It implies that from the type I IFNs, IFN-o mainly contributed to PD-L1 and MHC-I stimulation
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on tumor cells in the tumor microenvironment. In general, type I IFNs are important inducers of an
immune response against tumors [40]. As suggested by the experimental treatment of tumors with the
IFN-o-anti-PD-L1 fusion protein, they can also enhance the efficacy of PD-L1 blockade [41].

As we found the in vivo effect of IFN-« on PD-L1 and MHC-I expression for TC-1/A9/dIfngr1-
induced tumors, we tested PD-L1 blockade on these tumors. Due to poor immunogenicity of tumors
with MHC-I downregulation, we combined PD-L1 blockade with DNA vaccination against the HPV16
E7 oncoprotein representing a tumor-specific antigen. After combined immunotherapy, the PD-L1
blockade significantly contributed to the inhibition of both TC-1/A9 and TC-1/A9/dIfngr1 tumor growth.
Therefore, we searched whether mutations in IFN-y signaling in human tumors occur in responders to
PD-1/PD-L1 blockade. In five independent studies on different tumor types with 115 patients defined
as responders to PD-1/PD-L1 blockade (i.e., patients with durable clinical benefit, complete response,
or partial response according to the response evaluation criteria in solid tumors (RECIST) v1.1), seven
patients (6.1%) had a missense or nonsense mutation in IFN-y signaling: one patient in Ifngr1 and
JAK-2, one in JAK-1, and five in JAK-2 [42-46]. Out of 250 non-responders, missense, nonsense, or
splice-site mutations in IFN-y signaling were found in only 11 patients (4.4%): three in Ifngr1, one in
Ifngr2, four in JAK-1, and three in JAK-2 [42,44,45,47].

The sensitivity of tumor cells to IFN-y can play a critical role in the response to PD-1/PD-L1
blockade, which was demonstrated on lung cancer cell lines [48]. However, our data provide evidence
that deactivated IFN-y signaling may not be sufficient for PD-L1 and MHC-I reduction on tumor
cells and resistance to PD-L1 blockade. We demonstrate in our TC-1/A9 tumor model that PD-L1 and
MHC-I induction can be performed by other cytokines, such as IFN-a and/or IFN-3. Mutations in
IFEN-y signaling in tumors of patients that responded to PD-1/PD-L1 blockade suggest that similar
conditions can be found in human tumors. In cases when the resistance to PD-1/PD-L1 blockade was
associated with the abrogation of IFN-y signaling, other mutation(s) might be needed. As the tumor
microenvironment is a complex system, the selection of patients suitable for PD-1/PD-L1 blockade
should be conducted on the basis of a broad range of predictive markers that can include sensitivity
to both IFN-y and type I IEN signaling. The only impairment in IFN-y pathway should not be a
contraindication to anti-PD-1/PD-L1 therapy.

4. Materials and Methods

4.1. Mice

Six- to eight-week-old female C57BL/6N mice (Charles River, Sulzfeld, Germany) were used in
the experiments. Animals were maintained under standard conditions and in accordance with the
guidelines for the proper treatment of laboratory animals at the animal facility of the Czech Center of
Phenogenomics (BIOCEV, Vestec, Czech Republic). All animal experimental procedures were carried
out in compliance with Directive 2010/63/EU and animal protocols were approved by the Sectoral
Expert Committee of the Czech Academy of Sciences for Approval of Projects of Experiments on
Animals (reference number 46/2016, 16 May 2016).

4.2. Cell Lines and Culture Conditions

TC-1 cell line (Cellosaurus ID: CVCL_4699; provided by T.-C. Wu, John Hopkins University,
Baltimore, MD, USA) was prepared by the transformation of C57BL/6 mouse primary lung cells
with the HPV16 E6/E7 oncogenes and human activated H-ras [15]. From a TC-1-induced tumor that
developed in a mouse preimmunized against the E7 antigen, the TC-1/A9 clone was selected on the
basis of a reduced surface expression of MHC-I molecules. This MHC-I downregulation is reversible
and can be restored with the IFN-y treatment [16].

To abrogate the function of the IFN-y receptor in TC-1 and TC-1/A9 cells, the Ifngrl gene (NCBI
reference sequence NM_010511.2) was deactivated with the CRISPR/Cas9 system. Two target sites
(ATTAGAACATTCGTCGGTAC in exon 2 and CGACCGTATGTTTCGTATGT in exon 5) were designed
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using the CRISPR Design Tool (http://crispr.mit.edu/) and cloned into the GeneArt CRISPR Nuclease
Vector carrying the human CD4 gene (Life Technologies, Carlsbad, CA, USA). The constructed plasmids
verified by sequencing were transfected by Lipofectamine 2000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham,
MA, USA) into TC-1 and TC-1/A9 cells, and three days after transfection, the successfully transfected
cells were marked with magnetically labeled antibody against CD4 (Thermo Fisher Scientific), enriched
by magnetic isolation, and cloned by serial dilution. The function of the IFNGR1 in clonal cell lines
was tested after 40-hour incubation with 200 IU/mL IFN-y PeproTech, Rocky Hill, NJ, USA) by flow
cytometric analysis of MHC-I expression (see above). Next, the Pdcd-1L1 Double Nickase Plasmid (m)
kit (sc-425636-NIC, Santa Cruz Biotechnology, Dallas, TX, USA) was used for deactivation of PD-L1 in
TC-1 and TC-1/A9 cells. The transfected cells were preselected by puromycin (6 ng/mL added to the
culture media 2 days after transfection) for 4 days. TC-1/dPD-L1 and TC-1/A9/dPD-L1 clone selection
were performed by single-cell sorting into a 96-well plate by a FACSAria Fusion flow cytometer (BD
Biosciences, Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA). Cells were stained with anti-PD-L1-PE (phycoerythrin) antibody
(clone 10F.9G2; BioLegend, San Diego, CA, USA) and negatively selected.

All cells were grown in high-glucose Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium (DMEM,; Sigma-Aldrich,
Merck KGaA, Darmstadt, Germany) supplemented with 10% fetal calf serum (FCS; Biosera, Nuaille,
France), 100 IU/mL penicillin, and 100 pg/mL streptomycin (Biosera). Cells were passaged twice a
week with 0.05% trypsin containing 0.02% ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA; Sigma-Aldrich,
Merck KGaA) in PBS (Sigma-Aldrich, Merck KGaA). In vitro cell stimulations were performed in
35 mm cell culture dishes. Cytokines IFN-y (200 or 1000 IU/mL; PeproTech), IFN-« (200 or 1000 IU/mL;
BioLegend), IFN-{3 (200 or 1000 IU/mL; R&D Systems, Minneapolis, MN, USA), and TNF-« (200 or
1000 IU/mL; PeproTech), IL-27 (5 IU/mL; BioLegend), IL-1« (1000 IU/mL; BioLegend), EGF (10 IU/mL;
BioLegend), or GM-CSF (200 IU/mL; BioLegend) were added to 2 mL of culture media for 1 day.

4.3. Plasmids

Plasmids pBSC [49] or pBSC/Pan DR epitope (PADRE).E7GGG [50] were used for immunization.
The PADRE.E7GGG fusion gene consists of the mutated HPV16 E7 gene (E7GGG) containing three
point mutations resulting in substitutions D21G, C24G, and E26G in the Rb-binding site [49] and the
universal helper Pan DR epitope (PADRE) designed in silico [51].

The plasmids were transformed into the competent E. coli XL-1 blue strain, cultured in Luria Broth
Medium (Sigma-Aldrich, Merck KGaA) with 100 pg/mL of ampicillin (Duchefa Biochemie, Haarlem,
The Netherlands), and purified with the Qiagen Plasmid Maxi Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany).

4.4. Preparation of Gene Gun Cartridges

Plasmid DNA was coated onto 1 pm gold particles (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA) by the procedure
recommended by the producer of gold particles. Each cartridge contained 1 ug DNA coated onto 0.5
mg of gold particles.

4.5. Animal Experiments

Immunocompetent C57BL/6N mice (five per group) were challenged with tumor cells suspended
in 150 uL PBS by subcutaneous (s.c.) injection into the back of animals, under anesthesia with ketamine
(100 mg/kg; Bioveta, Ivanovice na Hane, Czech Republic) and xylazine (16 mg/kg; Bioveta). Tumor
growth was monitored three times a week, and tumor volume was calculated using the formula (71/6)
(a X b x c) where a, b, and c are the length, width, and height of the tumor, respectively.

Mice were immunized with the pBSC/PADRE.E7GGG plasmid by a gene gun (Bio-Rad, Hercules,
CA, USA) on days 3, 6, and 10 after TC-1/A9 or TC-1/A9/dIfngr1 inoculation. DNA vaccination was
performed at a discharge pressure of 400 psi into the shaven skin of the abdomen. Each immunization
consisted of two shots delivering together 2 pg of plasmid DNA. The empty pBSC plasmid was used
as a negative control.
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In in vivo depletion experiments, the following doses of monoclonal antibodies (Bio X Cell, West
Lebanon, NH, USA) in 200 uL PBS were intraperitoneally (i.p.) injected: 100 ug of anti-CD4 (clone
GK1.5), 100 pg of anti-CD8 (clone 2.43), and 100 pg of anti-NK1.1 (clone PK136). The efficacy of
depletions was verified by staining of splenocytes. To deplete macrophages, 1 mg of carrageenan IV
(Sigma-Aldrich, Merck KGaA) dissolved in 200 ul PBS was inoculated i.p. neutralization of the IFNAR1
was achieved with 200 pg of anti-IFNARI1 (clone MAR1-5A3) and IFN-y with 300 pg of anti-IFN-y
(clone P4-6A2) in 200 puL PBS per mouse. Depletions and neutralizations were performed two days
before tumor-cell injection and then twice a week (or once a week in the case of anti-IFN-y) after tumor
cell inoculation.

4.6. Tumor Cell Preparation

For flow cytometry analysis, tumors with a volume of about 100 mm?® were removed from the
animals. The tumor tissue was rinsed with PBS, cut to pieces, and treated with 1 mg/mL collagenase
NB 8 (SERVA, Heidelberg, Germany) and 100 nug/mL DNase I (Roche, Basel, Switzerland) in Roswell
Park Memorial Institute (RPMI) 1640 medium (Sigma-Aldrich, Merck KGaK) without FCS. To achieve
a single cell suspension, the treated tissue was mechanically and also enzymatically dissociated at 37
°C using predefined programs on a gentleMACS Octo Dissociator (Miltenyi Biotec, Bergisch Gladbach,
Germany). The obtained cell suspension was filtered through a 70 um cell strainer and washed with
RPMI medium. Erythrocytes were removed with an ammonium-chloride-potassium (ACK) lysing
buffer (0.15 M NH4Cl, 10 mM KHCOs3, 1 mM EDTA, pH 7.2-7.4). Cell suspension was filtered through
a 42 pum mesh.

4.7. Tumor Lysate Preparation

To measure cytokine concentration, tumors with an average weight of 700 mg were immersed in
liquid nitrogen, immediately thawed, and cut into pieces. The tissue was homogenized in extraction
buffer (100 mM Tris, pH 7.4, 150 mM NaCl, 1 mM ethylene glycol tetraacetic acid (EGTA), 1mM EDTA,
1% Triton X-100, ImM phenylmethylsulfonyl fluoride, and Pierce protease inhibitor (Thermo Fisher
Scientific)) at a ratio of 300 mg of the tissue to 1 mL of buffer at 4 °C. Samples were constantly agitated
in a gentleMACS Octo Dissociator at 4 °C for 2 hours and then centrifuged at 10,000x g at 4 °C for 20
min. The supernatant was aliquoted and stored at —80 °C.

4.8. Flow Cytometry

Single-cell suspensions of the cell lines were incubated with Fixable Viability Dye (eFluor 455UV;
eBioscience) to label dead cells. In the following step, cells were stained for surface markers with anti-mouse
MHC-I-FITC (fluorescein isothiocyanate; clone 28.8.6; BD Biosciences) and anti-mouse PD-L1-PE (clone
10E9G2; BioLegend). Isotype control antibodies for mouse IgG2a, k (clone MOPC-173), and rat IgG2b, k
(clone RTK4530; BioLegend) were used for anti-MHC-I and anti-PD-L1 antibodies, respectively.

Cells isolated from tumors were also stained for viability as described above. Afterwards, the
cells were treated with anti-mouse CD16/32 (Fc block, clone 93; BioLegend), and surface markers
CD45, MHC-I, and PD-L1 were stained with the antibodies anti-CD45 (clone 30-F11, Alexa Fluor 700;
BioLegend), anti-MHC-I, and anti-PD-L1, as described above. Data were analyzed with the Flow]Jo
software, version 10.6 (BD Biosciences).

4.9. Cytokine Measurement

The presence of cytokines in tumors or in cell culture supernatants was evaluated by LEGENDplex
assays (Mouse Inflammation Panel and Mouse Type 1/2 Interferon Panel; BioLegend) and the Invitrogen
EGF Mouse ELISA Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific) following the manufacturers’ protocols.
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4.10. Statistical Analysis

The oncogenicity and tumor growth after immunotherapy were evaluated by two-way ANOVA
and Bonferroni post-test. Tumor growth after neutralization of immune cells and results obtained by
flow cytometry were analyzed by one-way ANOVA and Bonferroni post-test. A difference between
groups was considered significant if p < 0.05. The calculations were performed using the Prism
software, version 7 (Graph-Pad Software, San Diego, CA, USA).

Author Contributions: J.V. and M.S. designed the experiments; J.V., M.S., I.P. and A.P. performed the animal
experiments; J.V. and L.P. performed flow cytometry; J.V. performed cytokine assays; J.V. and M.S. analyzed the
data; J.V.,, M.S., A.P. and L.P. wrote and edited the manuscript; ].V. and M.S. acquired funding. All authors have
read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Charles University, grant number GAUK 988218; the Ministry of
Education, Youth and Sports of the Czech Republic (MEYS), grant numbers LQ1604 and LM2018126; and the
European Regional Development Fund and MEYS, grant numbers CZ.1.05/1.1.00/02.0109, CZ.1.05/2.1.00/19.0400,
CZ.02.1.01/0.0/0.0/16_019/0000785, and CZ.1.05/2.1.00/19.0395.

Acknowledgments: The authors acknowledge Pavlina Vesela, Nela Vaclavikova, and Kristyna Penickova for
technical assistance; the Imaging Methods Core Facility at BIOCEV for support with flow cytometry analysis; and
the Czech Center for Phenogenomics for the mice maintenance.

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

References

1. Christofi, T.; Baritaki, S.; Falzone, L.; Libra, M.; Zaravinos, A. Current perspectives in cancer immunotherapy.
Cancers 2019, 11, 1472. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Falzone, L.; Salomone, S.; Libra, M. Evolution of cancer pharmacological treatments at the turn of the third
millennium. Front. Pharmacol. 2018, 9, 1300. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Liu, M.; Guo, E Recent updates on cancer immunotherapy. Precis. Clin. Med. 2018, 1, 65-74. [CrossRef]

4. Zhang, H,; Chen, ]. Current status and future directions of cancer immunotherapy. J. Cancer 2018, 9, 1773-1781.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Markham, A.; Duggan, S. Cemiplimab: First global approval. Drugs 2018, 78, 1841-1846. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

6. Ribas, A.; Wolchok, J.D. Cancer immunotherapy using checkpoint blockade. Science 2018, 359, 1350-1355.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Sul,]; Blumenthal, G.M.; Jiang, X.; He, K.; Keegan, P.; Pazdur, R. FDA approval summary: Pembrolizumab
for the treatment of patients with metastatic non-small cell lung cancer whose tumors express programmed
death-ligand 1. Oncologist 2016, 21, 643-650. [CrossRef]

8. Ribas, A.; Hamid, O.; Daud, A.; Hodi, ES.; Wolchok, ]J.D.; Kefford, R.; Joshua, A.M.; Patnaik, A.; Hwu, W.-J.;
Weber, ].S.; et al. Association of pembrolizumab with tumor response and survival among patients with
advanced melanoma. JAMA 2016, 315, 1600-1609. [CrossRef]

9.  Buder-Bakhaya, K.; Hassel, ].C. Biomarkers for clinical benefit of immune checkpoint inhibitor treatment—
A review from the melanoma perspective and beyond. Front. Immunol. 2018, 9, 1474. [CrossRef]

10.  Shin, D.S.; Zaretsky, ].M.; Escuin-Ordinas, H.; Garcia-Diaz, A.; Hu-Lieskovan, S.; Kalbasi, A.; Grasso, C.S.;
Hugo, W.; Sandoval, S.; Torrejon, D.Y.; et al. Primary resistance to PD-1 blockade mediated by JAK1/2
mutations. Cancer Discov. 2017, 7, 188-201. [CrossRef]

11.  Zaretsky, ].M.; Garcia-Diaz, A.; Shin, D.S.; Escuin-Ordinas, H.; Hugo, W.; Hu-Lieskovan, S.; Torrejon, D.Y.;
Abril-Rodriguez, G.; Sandoval, S.; Barthly, L.; et al. Mutations associated with acquired resistance to PD-1
blockade in melanoma. N. Engl. J. Med. 2016, 375, 819-829. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12.  Gao, J,; Shi, L.Z.; Zhao, H.; Chen, J.; Xiong, L.; He, Q.; Chen, T.; Roszik, J.; Bernatchez, C.; Woodman, S.E.;
et al. Loss of IFN-y pathway genes in tumor cells as a mechanism of resistance to anti-CTLA-4 therapy. Cell
2016, 167, 397-404. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Lin, C.-F; Lin, C.-M,; Lee, K.-Y.;; Wu, S.-Y,; Feng, P-H.; Chen, K.-Y,; Chuang, H.-C.; Chen, C.-L.; Wang, Y.-C.;
Tseng, P-C.; et al. Escape from IFN-y-dependent immunosurveillance in tumorigenesis. J. Biomed. Sci. 2017,
24,10. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/cancers11101472
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31575023
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2018.01300
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30483135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pcmedi/pby011
http://dx.doi.org/10.7150/jca.24577
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29805703
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40265-018-1012-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30456447
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aar4060
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29567705
http://dx.doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.2015-0498
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.2016.4059
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2018.01474
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/2159-8290.CD-16-1223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1604958
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27433843
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.08.069
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27667683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12929-017-0317-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28143527

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 1806 12 of 14

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Davis, A.A.; Patel, V.G. The role of PD-L1 expression as a predictive biomarker: An analysis of all US Food and
Drug Administration (FDA) approvals of immune checkpoint inhibitors. J. Immunother. Cancer 2019, 7, 278.
[CrossRef]

Lin, K.-Y,; Guarnieri, EG.; Staveley-O’Carroll, K.E; Levitsky, H.I.; August, ].T.; Pardoll, D.M.; Wu, T.-C. Treatment
of established tumors with a novel vaccine that enhances major histocompatibility class II presentation of
tumor antigen. Cancer Res. 1996, 56, 21-26.

Smahel, M.; Sima, P,; Ludvikova, V.; Marinov, 1.; Pokorna, D.; Vonka, V. Immunisation with modified
HPV16 E7 genes against mouse oncogenic TC-1 cell sublines with downregulated expression of MHC class I
molecules. Vaccine 2003, 21, 1125-1136. [CrossRef]

Juneja, V.R.; McGuire, K.A.; Manguso, R.T.; LaFleur, M.W.; Collins, N.; Haining, W.N.; Freeman, G.J.;
Sharpe, A.H. PD-L1 on tumor cells is sufficient for immune evasion in immunogenic tumors and inhibits
CD8 T cell cytotoxicity. J. Exp. Med. 2017, 214, 895-904. [CrossRef]

Kleinovink, J.W.; Marijt, K.A.; Schoonderwoerd, M.J.A.; van Hall, T.; Ossendorp, F.; Fransen, M.F. PD-L1
expression on malignant cells is no prerequisite for checkpoint therapy. Oncolmmunology 2017, 6, €1294299.
[CrossRef]

Lau, J.; Cheung, J.; Navarro, A.; Lianoglou, S.; Haley, B.; Totpal, K.; Sanders, L.; Koeppen, H.; Caplazi, P;
McBride, J.; et al. Tumour and host cell PD-L1 is required to mediate suppression of anti-tumour immunity
in mice. Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 14572. [CrossRef]

Noguchi, T.; Ward, J.P.; Gubin, M.M.; Arthur, C.D.; Lee, S.H.; Hundal, J.; Selby, M.].; Graziano, R.F;
Mardis, E.R.; Korman, A.]; et al. Temporally distinct PD-L1 expression by tumor and host cells contributes
to immune escape. Cancer Immunol. Res. 2017, 5, 106-117. [CrossRef]

Tang, H.; Liang, Y.; Anders, R.A.; Taube, ] M.; Qiu, X.; Mulgaonkar, A.; Liu, X.; Harrington, S.M.; Guo, J.;
Xin, Y.; et al. PD-L1 on host cells is essential for PD-L1 blockade-mediated tumor regression. J. Clin. Investig.
2018, 128, 580-588. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Abiko, K.; Matsumura, N.; Hamanishi, J.; Horikawa, N.; Murakami, R.; Yamaguchi, K.; Yoshioka, Y.; Baba, T.;
Konishi, I.; Mandai, M. IFN-y from lymphocytes induces PD-L1 expression and promotes progression of
ovarian cancer. Br. J. Cancer 2015, 112, 1501-1509. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Zaidi, M.R.; Merlino, G. The two faces of interferon-y in cancer. Clin. Cancer Res. 2011, 17, 6118-6124.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Shankaran, V.; Tkeda, H.; Bruce, A.T.; White, ].M.; Swanson, P.E.; Old, L.J.; Schreiber, R.D. IFNy and
lymphocytes prevent primary tumour development and shape tumour immunogenicity. Nature 2001, 410,
1107-1111. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Algarra, I.; Garcia-Lora, A.; Cabrera, T.; Ruiz-Cabello, E.; Garrido, F. The selection of tumor variants with
altered expression of classical and nonclassical MHC class I molecules: Implications for tumor immune
escape. Cancer Immunol. Immunother. 2004, 53, 904-910. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Benci, J.L.; Xu, B.; Qiu, Y,; Wu, T.; Dada, H.; Victor, C.T.-S.; Cucolo, L.; Lee, D.S.M.; Pauken, K.E.; Huang, A.C.;
et al. Tumor interferon signaling regulates a multigenic resistance program to immune checkpoint blockade.
Cell 2016, 167, 1540-1554. [CrossRef]

Garcia-Diaz, A.; Shin, D.S.; Moreno, B.H.; Saco, J.; Escuin-Ordinas, H.; Rodriguez, G.A.; Zaretsky, ].M.;
Sun, L.; Hugo, W.; Wang, X.; et al. Interferon receptor signaling pathways regulating PD-L1 and PD-L2
expression. Cell Rep. 2017, 19, 1189-1201. [CrossRef]

Brody, J.R.; Costantino, C.L.; Berger, A.C.; Sato, T.; Lisanti, M.P;; Yeo, C.J.; Emmons, R.V.; Witkiewicz, A.K.
Expression of indoleamine 2,3-dioxygenase in metastatic malignant melanoma recruits regulatory T cells to
avoid immune detection and affects survival. Cell Cycle 2009, 8, 1930-1934. [CrossRef]

Chan, L.-C.; Li, C.-W,; Xia, W.; Hsu, J.-M.; Lee, H.-H.; Cha, ]J.-H.; Wang, H.-L.; Yang, W.-H.; Yen, E.-Y,;
Chang, W.-C.; et al. IL-6/JAK1 pathway drives PD-L1 Y112 phosphorylation to promote cancer immune
evasion. J. Clin. Investig. 2019, 129, 3324-3338. [CrossRef]

Rolvering, C.; Zimmer, A.D.; Ginolhac, A.; Margue, C.; Kirchmeyer, M.; Servais, F.; Hermanns, HM.;
Hergovits, S.; Nazarov, P.V,; Nicot, N.; et al. The PD-L1- and IL6-mediated dampening of the IL27/STAT1
anticancer responses are prevented by «-PD-L1 or «-IL6 antibodies. ]. Leukocyte Biol. 2018, 104, 969-985.
[CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40425-019-0768-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(02)00519-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1084/jem.20160801
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/2162402X.2017.1294299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms14572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-16-0391
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI96061
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29337303
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2015.101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25867264
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-11-0482
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21705455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/35074122
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11323675
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00262-004-0517-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15069585
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.11.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2017.04.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/cc.8.12.8745
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI126022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/JLB.MA1217-495R

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 1806 13 of 14

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

Garrido, G.; Rabasa, A.; Garrido, C.; Chao, L.; Garrido, F.; Garcia-Lora, A.M.; Sinchez-Ramirez, B.
Upregulation of HLA Class I expression on tumor cells by the anti-EGFR antibody nimotuzumab. Front.
Pharmacol. 2017, 8, 595. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wang, T.-T.; Zhao, Y.-L.; Peng, L.-S.; Chen, N.; Chen, W.; Lv, Y.-P; Mao, E-Y.; Zhang, ] -Y.; Cheng, P; Teng, Y.-S.;
et al. Tumour-activated neutrophils in gastric cancer foster immune suppression and disease progression
through GM-CSF-PD-L1 pathway. Gut 2017, 66, 1900-1911. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Li, C.-W,; Lim, S.-O.; Xia, W,; Lee, H.-H.; Chan, L.-C.; Kuo, C.-W.; Khoo, K.-H.; Chang, S.-S.; Cha, J.-H.;
Kim, T.; et al. Glycosylation and stabilization of programmed death ligand-1 suppresses T-cell activity.
Nat. Commun. 2016, 7, 12632. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Lim, S.-O.; Li, C.-W,; Xia, W.; Cha, ].-H.; Chan, L.-C.; Wu, Y.; Chang, S.-S.; Lin, W.-C.; Hsu, J.-M.; Hsu, Y.-H.;
et al. Deubiquitination and stabilization of PD-L1 by CSN5. Cancer Cell 2016, 30, 925-939. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Carbotti, G.; Barisione, G.; Airoldi, I.; Mezzanzanica, D.; Bagnoli, M.; Ferrero, S.; Petretto, A.; Fabbi, M.;
Ferrini, S. IL-27 induces the expression of IDO and PD-L1 in human cancer cells. Oncotarget 2015, 6, 43267-43280.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Paulson, K.G.; Tegeder, A.; Willmes, C,; Iyer, ].G.; Afanasiev, O.K,; Schrama, D.; Koba, S.; Thibodeau, R;
Nagase, K.; Simonson, W.T.; et al. Downregulation of MHC-I expression is prevalent but reversible in merkel
cell carcinoma. Cancer Immunol. Res. 2014, 2, 1071-1079. [CrossRef]

Ghosh, S.; Paul, A.; Sen, E. Tumor necrosis factor alpha-induced hypoxia-inducible factor 1a—[3-catenin axis
regulates major histocompatibility complex class I gene activation through chromatin remodeling. Mol. Cell.
Biol. 2013, 33, 2718-2731. [CrossRef]

Youngnak-Piboonratanakit, P.; Tsushima, F.; Otsuki, N.; Igarashi, H.; Machida, U.; Iwai, H.; Takahashi, Y.;
Omura, K.; Yokozeki, H.; Azuma, M. The expression of B7-H1 on keratinocytes in chronic inflammatory
mucocutaneous disease and its regulatory role. Immunol. Lett. 2004, 94, 215-222. [CrossRef]

Wicks, LP; Leizer, T.; Wawryk, S.O.; Novotny, J.R.; Hamilton, J.; Vitti, G.; Boyd, A.W. The effect of cytokines
on the expression of MHC antigens and ICAM-1 by normal and transformed synoviocytes. Autoimmunity
1992, 12, 13-19. [CrossRef]

Schadt, L.; Sparano, C.; Schweiger, N.A.; Silina, K.; Cecconi, V.; Lucchiari, G.; Yagita, H.; Guggisberg, E.;
Saba, S.; Nascakova, Z.; et al. Cancer-cell-intrinsic cGAS expression mediates tumor immunogenicity.
Cell Rep. 2019, 29, 1236-1248. [CrossRef]

Liang, Y,; Tang, H.; Guo, J.; Qiu, X; Yang, Z.; Ren, Z; Sun, Z.; Bian, Y.; Xu, L.; Xu, H.; et al. Targeting IFN« to
tumor by anti-PD-L1 creates feedforward antitumor responses to overcome checkpoint blockade resistance.
Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 4586. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Rizvi, H.; Sanchez-Vega, F,; La, K,; Chatila, W.; Jonsson, P.; Halpenny, D.; Plodkowski, A.; Long, N.;
Sauter, J.L.; Rekhtman, N.; et al. Molecular determinants of response to anti-programmed cell death (PD)-1
and anti-programmed death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) blockade in patients with non-small-cell lung cancer profiled
with targeted next-generation sequencing. J. Clin. Oncol. 2018, 36, 633-641. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ascierto, M.L.; Makohon-Moore, A.; Lipson, E.J.; Taube, ]. M.; McMiller, T.L.; Berger, A.E.; Fan, J.; Kaunitz, G.J.;
Cottrell, T.R.; Kohutek, Z.A; et al. Transcriptional mechanisms of resistance to anti—-PD-1 therapy. Clin. Cancer
Res. 2017, 23, 3168-3180. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Riaz, N.; Havel, J.J.; Makarov, V.; Desrichard, A.; Urba, W.J.; Sims, J.S.; Hodi, ES.; Martin-Algarra, S.;
Mandal, R.; Sharfman, W.H.; et al. Tumor and microenvironment evolution during immunotherapy with
nivolumab. Cell 2017, 171, 934-949. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hugo, W.; Zaretsky, ].M.; Sun, L.; Song, C.; Moreno, B.H.; Hu-Lieskovan, S.; Berent-Maoz, B.; Pang, J.;
Chmielowski, B.; Cherry, G.; et al. Genomic and transcriptomic features of response to anti-PD-1 therapy in
metastatic melanoma. Cell 2016, 165, 35-44. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Mehnert, ].M.; Panda, A.; Zhong, H.; Hirshfield, K.; Damare, S.; Lane, K.; Sokol, L.; Stein, M.N.;
Rodriguez-Rodriquez, L.; Kaufman, H.L.; et al. Immune activation and response to pembrolizumab
in POLE-mutant endometrial cancer. . Clin. Investig. 2016, 126, 2334-2340. [CrossRef]

Sade-Feldman, M.; Jiao, Y.J.; Chen, J.H.; Rooney, M.S.; Barzily-Rokni, M.; Eliane, ]J.-P.; Bjorgaard, S.L.;
Hammond, M.R; Vitzthum, H.; Blackmon, S.M.; et al. Resistance to checkpoint blockade therapy through
inactivation of antigen presentation. Nat. Commun. 2017, 8, 1136. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fphar.2017.00595
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29056908
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2016-313075
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28274999
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12632
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27572267
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2016.10.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27866850
http://dx.doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.6530
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26657115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-14-0005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/MCB.01254-12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.imlet.2004.05.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/08916939209146125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2019.09.065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-06890-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30389912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2017.75.3384
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29337640
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-0270
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28193624
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2017.09.028
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29033130
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2016.02.065
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26997480
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/JCI84940
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-01062-w

Int. ]. Mol. Sci. 2020, 21, 1806 14 of 14

48.

49.

50.

51.

Bullock, B.L.; Kimball, A K.; Poczobutt, ].M.; Neuwelt, A.J.; Li, H.Y.; Johnson, A.M.; Kwak, JW.; Kleczko, E.K.;
Kaspar, R.E.; Wagner, E.K.; et al. Tumor-intrinsic response to IFNy shapes the tumor microenvironment and
anti—PD-1 response in NSCLC. Life Sci. Alliance 2019, 2, €201900328. [CrossRef]

Smabhel, M.; Sima, P.; Ludvikova, V.; Vonka, V. Modified HPV16 E7 genes as DNA vaccine against E7-containing
oncogenic cells. Virology 2001, 281, 231-238. [CrossRef]

Smahel, M.; Polakova, I.; Duskova, M.; Ludvikova, V.; Kastankova, I. The effect of helper epitopes and
cellular localization of an antigen on the outcome of gene gun DNA immunization. Gene Ther. 2014, 21,
225-232. [CrossRef]

Alexander, J.; Sidney, J.; Southwood, S.; Ruppert, J.; Oseroff, C.; Maewal, A.; Snoke, K.; Serra, H.M.; Kubo, R.T.;
Sette, A.; et al. Development of high potency universal DR-restricted helper epitopes by modification of high
affinity DR-blocking peptides. Immunity 1994, 1, 751-761. [CrossRef]

@ © 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.26508/lsa.201900328
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/viro.2000.0794
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/gt.2013.81
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1074-7613(94)80017-0
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Characterization of TC-1 or TC-1/A9 Cell Lines with IFNGR1 or PD-L1 Deactivation 
	Mechanisms Contributing to Anti-Tumor Immunity 
	PD-L1 and MHC-I Surface Expression on Tumor Cells 
	Cytokines Inducing PD-L1 and MHC-I Expression on Tumor Cells 
	PD-L1 and MHC-I Expression ex Vivo after IFN- and IFN- Signaling Blockade 
	Sensitivity to Combined Immunotherapy 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Mice 
	Cell Lines and Culture Conditions 
	Plasmids 
	Preparation of Gene Gun Cartridges 
	Animal Experiments 
	Tumor Cell Preparation 
	Tumor Lysate Preparation 
	Flow Cytometry 
	Cytokine Measurement 
	Statistical Analysis 

	References

