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Pretreatment antigen-specific immunity
and regulation - association with
subsequent immune response to
anti-tumor DNA vaccination
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Abstract

Background: Immunotherapies have demonstrated clinical benefit for many types of cancers, however many patients
do not respond, and treatment-related adverse effects can be severe. Hence many efforts are underway to identify
treatment predictive biomarkers. We have reported the results of two phase I trials using a DNA vaccine encoding
prostatic acid phosphatase (PAP) in patients with biochemically recurrent prostate cancer. In both trials, persistent
PAP-specific Th1 immunity developed in some patients, and this was associated with favorable changes in serum
PSA kinetics. In the current study, we sought to determine if measures of antigen-specific or antigen non-specific
immunity were present prior to treatment, and associated with subsequent immune response, to identify
possible predictive immune biomarkers.

Methods: Patients who developed persistent PAP-specific, IFNγ-secreting immune responses were defined as immune
“responders.” The frequency of peripheral T cell and B cell lymphocytes, natural killer cells, monocytes, dendritic cells,
myeloid derived suppressor cells, and regulatory T cells were assessed by flow cytometry and clinical laboratory values.
PAP-specific immune responses were evaluated by cytokine secretion in vitro, and by antigen-specific suppression of
delayed-type hypersensitivity to a recall antigen in an in vivo SCID mouse model.

Results: The frequency of peripheral blood cell types did not differ between the immune responder and
non-responder groups. Non-responder patients tended to have higher PAP-specific IL-10 production pre-vaccination
(p = 0.09). Responder patients had greater preexisting PAP-specific bystander regulatory responses that suppressed
DTH to a recall antigen (p = 0.016).

Conclusions: While our study population was small (n = 38), these results suggest that different measures of
antigen-specific tolerance or regulation might help predict immunological outcome from DNA vaccination. These
will be prospectively evaluated in an ongoing randomized, phase II trial.
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Background
Over the last decade, immunological therapies have been
investigated for the treatment of many types of carcinomas
with FDA approvals of anti-CTLA-4 (ipilimumab) for
melanoma, and anti-PD-1 or anti-PD-L1 (pembrolizumab,
nivolumab, atezolizumab) for the treatment of melanoma,
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non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC), renal cell carcinoma,
head and neck cell carcinoma, bladder cancer, and Hodg-
kin lymphoma [1–9]. An anti-tumor vaccine, sipuleucel-T,
was approved as a treatment for advanced, metastatic pros-
tate cancer [10]. However, not all patients benefit from
these therapies. When considering the cost burden and the
potential to develop severe immune-related adverse events,
at least with the checkpoint inhibitors, measures to predict
individuals likely to respond, and measures to predict
whether an individual is likely to develop autoimmune
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toxicity, are greatly needed. Similarly, early treatment
biomarkers that could help identify responders at an
early phase of treatment would be useful to know
whether to continue a particular therapy that may ex-
hibit delayed clinical benefit.
Recently, many efforts have been made to identify im-

munological markers that can be used to predict the ef-
ficacy of anti-tumor treatments for individual patients.
Mainly investigated in studies involving T cell check-
point inhibitor immunotherapies, tumor cell phenotype
and the tumor microenvironment status such as infiltrat-
ing lymphocytes, localized T cell checkpoint receptor ex-
pression, and mutational burden have been reported as
potential biomarkers for a number of malignancies
[11–13]. Recently, pathological evaluation of tumors for
the presence of immune-infiltrating cells has led to the
identification of “hot,” “cold,” and “ignored” tumors that
appear to be associated with the likelihood of response to
immune checkpoint inhibitors [14]. Since obtaining tumor
biopsies can be risky, expensive, incomplete (due to tumor
heterogeneity) or infeasible (due to tumor location or
absence of radiographically apparent disease) for many
patients with advanced cancer, many have focused on
peripheral blood markers, including serum proteins,
cell-free nucleic acids, or immune cell subset popula-
tions [15–17].
In the case of prostate cancer, checkpoint inhibitors have

demonstrated little benefit as monotherapies [18–21].
However, anti-tumor vaccines targeting specific pro-
teins have demonstrated anti-tumor effect. Clinical tri-
als targeting prostate tumor antigens such as prostatic
acid phosphatase (PAP) and prostate specific antigen
(PSA) have demonstrated the ability to elicit antigen-
specific immune responses and have had a positive impact
on the overall survival of patients with castration resistant
metastatic prostate cancer (mCRPC) [10, 22–26]. For
these antigen-specific therapies, the evaluation of antigen-
specific immunity is feasible, and has been used as a bio-
logical marker of response to immunization. Moreover,
the development of antibody and/or T cell responses to
PAP after treatment with sipuleucel-T has been associated
with greater overall survival [10, 27]. However, no markers
to predict patients likely to respond to these therapies
have been developed. This is particularly relevant to costly
agents such as sipuleucel-T, or when considering combin-
ation therapies that might have greater toxicity. Preexist-
ing antigen-specific T cells to prostate-specific antigens
(PAP, PSA, and AR) have been reported in prostate cancer
patients [28, 29]. The memory or regulatory phenotype of
antigen-specific T cells has also been reported to affect the
ability of a subject to develop a successful therapeutic
immune response to antigen-targeted immunotherapies
such as vaccines [30]. For example, Olson et al. reported
the detection of PAP-specific effector responses after
immunization with a DNA vaccine encoding PAP was
inhibited by preexisting PAP-specific CD8 + CTL4 + IL-
35-secreting regulatory T cells located in the peripheral
blood of 30% of prostate cancer patients tested [30].
Additionally, De Gruijl et al. have demonstrated that
prolonged overall survival following treatment with a
cancer vaccine (GVAX) in combination with ipilimu-
mab was observed in patients with advanced prostate
cancer who had high pretreatment frequencies of CD4+
CTLA-4+, CD4+ PD-1+, or differentiated (non-naïve)
CD8+ T cells, or alternatively low pre-treatment fre-
quencies of regulatory T cells or differentiated CD4+ T
cells [31]. Recently, a “peripheral immunoscore,” calcu-
lated by using previously reported functional-based im-
mune cell subset criteria, was shown to predict overall
survival benefit in both breast and prostate cancer pa-
tients that were receiving vaccine-mediated therapies
along with conventional, nonimmune treatments [32].
Thus, obtaining an “immunoscore” by determining the
key cell subsets (either positive or negative), or evaluat-
ing for the presence and phenotype of preexisting
antigen-specific T cells, may be useful to identify which
patients are likely to respond to immunotherapy
treatments.
We have previously reported the results from two

clinical trials using a DNA vaccine encoding prostatic
acid phosphatase in patients with low-volume PSA-
recurrent prostate cancer [33, 34]. In both trials some
patients developed persistent Th1-biased immune re-
sponses specific for the target antigen, PAP, however
many did not. The detection of persistent IFNγ-
secreting T cell immunity as detected by ELISPOT was
associated with favorable changes in PSA doubling
time, suggesting that patients able to respond to
immunization might have better outcomes [35]. While
this is formally being tested in a blinded, randomized
phase II clinical trial, these findings suggest that the
identification of predictive biomarkers associated with
long-term immune outcome could be beneficial to
prioritize subjects most likely to benefit from anti-
tumor vaccines. This is particularly relevant as im-
mune therapies may take many months to demonstrate
biological effect or disease stabilization, and which
may not exhibit radiographic responses as early mea-
sures of clinical response, particularly for patients
treated in the adjuvant or minimal residual disease set-
tings who do not have radiographically identifiable disease.
In the current report, we evaluated clinical laboratory
parameters, the composition of peripheral blood cell im-
mune populations, and measures of antigen-specific im-
munity present at baseline for association with subsequent
development of immune response. Results of these studies
will be employed in prospective randomized trials for
validation.
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Methods
Patient and sample populations
Peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMC), cryopre-
served in liquid nitrogen and remaining from two clinical
trials in which patients were treated with a DNA vaccine
encoding prostatic acid phosphatase (PAP), were used for
these studies. These trials enrolled patients with biochem-
ically recurrent (rising PSA), non-metastatic prostate can-
cer that were either non-castrate (NCT00582140, n = 22)
[33], or castration-resistant (NCT00849121, n = 16) [34].
Samples were collected under University of Wisconsin
IRB-approved protocols, and all patients gave written,
informed consent for remaining samples to be used for re-
search. Trial schemes with schedules of vaccine admin-
stration and analysis timepoints are shown in Fig. 1.
Samples or clinical laboratories from these subjects were
classified as being from individuals who developed persist-
ent immunity (immune responder, n = 12) or not (non-re-
sponder, n = 26). Immune responders were previously
defined as those subjects who had PAP-specific IFNγ re-
lease detected by ELISPOTat least twice over a ≥ 3-month
period in one year of follow up after the initial 12-week
immunization series, with PAP-specific IFNγ release that
was statistically significant compared with non-antigen-
Fig. 1 Schema of vaccination schedule of two phase I trials in which prostate
a: in Trial 1 (NCT00582140), patients received six biweekly immunization. Panel
followed by booster immunization every 3 months or based on immune monit
immune responses were monitored every 3 months after the initial six biweekly
Samples obtained before immunization were used for the biomarker analysis. P
as defined for each trial
specific stimulation, at least 3-fold over the baseline, and
with a frequency of at least 10 per 106 PBMC [35].

Immunophenotype analysis
Cryopreserved PBMCs were thawed, washed, rested for
one hour at 37 °C, and filtered. To assess immune cell
subtypes, PBMCs were stained with a panel of antibodies
specific for CD4-PE-Cy 5.5 (clone SK3), CD33- PE
(clone HIM3–4) (eBioscience, San Diego, CA), CD8-BV
605 (clone RPA-T8), CD14-Pac Blue (clone HCD14)
(Biolegend, San Diego, CA), CD3-BV395 (clone UCHT1),
CD56-PECy5 (clone B159), CD19-PECy7 (clone SJ258C1),
HLA-DR PerCP Cy5 (clone G46–6), CD15-PE-CF594
(clone W6D3), CD66b-FITC (clone G10F5) (BD Biosci-
ences, San Jose, CA), CD11c-APC (clone 3.9), and
CD11b-APC Cy7 (clone M1/70) (Tonbo Biosciences, San
Diego, CA) at 1:100 dilution for 30 min. at 4 °C. For the
assessment of the T regulatory cells, PBMCs were stained
for cell surface markers with antibodies specific for CD3-
BV395, CD4-PE-Cy5.5, CD127-PE (clone HIL-7R-M21),
and CD25-APC (clone 2A3) (BD Biosciences) at 4 °C for
30 min. Cells were then fixed using 2% formaldehyde
(Polysciences, Inc. Warrington, PA), permeabilized
(permeabilization buffer, eBioscience), and stained with an
cancer patients were treated with a DNA vaccine encoding PAP. Panel
b: In Trial 2 (NCT00849121), patients received six biweekly immunizations
oring. Grey arrows represent immunization time points. PAP-specific
immunizations for each trial up to one year, as demonstrated by asterisks.
anel c: Shown are the number of immune responders and non-responders
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antibody specific for FoxP3-FITC (clone 206D) (Biole-
gend) for 30 min. at 4 °C. All samples were stained with a
Live Dead marker, Ghost Dye V510 (Tonbo Biosciences)
at 1:250 dilution and debris/dead cells were gated out of
the analysis. Samples were analyzed on a BD Fortessa
cytometer (BD Biosciences). Immunophenotype ana-
lysis was based on the flow cytometry gating strategies
(Additional file 1: Figure S1) as standardized for the hu-
man immunology project [36]. MDSCs were defined as
CD3-, HLA-DRlow/neg, CD33+, CD11b+, CD14+ cells
and Tregs were defined as CD3+, CD4+, CD127-,
CD25+, FoxP3+ cells [37].

Cytokine analysis
Cryopreserved PBMCs were thawed, washed twice with
Hank’s balanced salt solution (Lonza, Walkersville, MD),
and then rested for one hour at 37 °C. PBMCs were re-
suspended at 2 × 106 cell/ml and cultured in T-cell
medium (RPMI 1640 supplemented with L-glutamine,
penicillin/streptomycin, ß-mercaptoethanol and 10%
human AB serum) or Aim V medium (Invitrogen, Grand
Island, NY) only (no antigen) or in the presence of
2 μg/ml PAP (Fitzgerald Industries, North Acton, MA),
2 μg/ml prostate specific antigen (PSA) (Lee Biosolutions,
Maryland Heights, MO), 2 μg/ml androgen receptor
ligand binding domain (AR LBD) (Invitrogen), or 5 μg/ml
concanavalin A (Con A) (Sigma, St. Louis, MO) for 24–
72 h at 5% CO2/37 °C. Supernatants were collected and
analyzed for IFNγ, IL-2, IL-4, IL-6, IL-10, IL-17a, and
granzyme B by cytokine bead array using standard
methods (CBA flex kits, BD Biosciences). Samples were
analyzed on an LSRII cytometer (BD Biosciences). Alter-
natively, for detection of antigen-specific IL-10 release,
cryopreserved PBMCs were cultured in media only (no
antigen), 2 μg/ml of a library of 15-mer peptides spanning
the amino acid sequence of PAP or PSA and overlapping
by 11 amino acids (LifeTein, Somerset, NJ), control pep-
tide, or 40 ng/ml phorbol 12-myristate 13-acetate (PMA)
and 1.3 μg/ml ionomycin for 5 h in the presence of
1.5 μM monensin for the last two hours. After incubation,
cells were stained with CD4-PE-Cy5.5, CD3-BV395, CD8-
BV605, CD19-PE (clone HIB19), CD56-PECy5, and Ghost
dye780 (Tonbo Biosciences), permeabilized with cytofix/
cytoperm (BD Bioscience), and stained with an antibody
specific for IL-10-Alexa 488 (clone JES3-9D7, Biolegend).
Samples were analyzed on an LSRII cytometer (BD
Biosciences).

Trans Vivo delayed-type hypersensitivity (DTH)
PBMCs (7.5–10 × 106) were co-injected into the foot-
pads of 6- to 8-week old SCID mice with phosphate-
buffered saline (PBS, negative control), 25 μg tetanus/
diphtheria toxoid (TT/D; Aventis Pasteur, Bridgewater, NJ)
alone (positive control) or together with 1 μg of human
PAP (Fitzgerald) or 1 μg of human PSA (Fitzgerald).
Twenty-four hours later, the foot pad thickness was mea-
sured, in multiples of 10−4 in., using a dial thickness gauge
(Mitutoyo, Kawasaki, Japan). The net antigen-specific swell-
ing was measured as antigen-specific swelling subtracted
for the contribution obtained with PBMC and PBS, as pre-
viously reported [30].

Results
Differences in absolute lymphocyte or monocyte counts
in immune responding and non-responding patients were
not detected
Clinical laboratory data and peripheral blood samples
were available from subjects treated in one of two clin-
ical trials (Fig. 1). Patients were classified as immune
responders or non-responders, as described above.
Clinical laboratory data obtained within two weeks
prior to beginning vaccination were evaluated for the
number of lymphocytes, monocytes, neutrophils, and
the ratio of lymphocytes-to-monocytes and lymphocytes-
to-neutrophils. As shown in Fig. 2, no differences were ob-
served in these parameters between immune responding
and non-responding subjects. Similarly, peripheral blood
samples obtained at baseline were evaluated for the fre-
quency of different hematopoietic cell populations, in-
cluding CD4+ and CD8+ lymphocytes, B cells,
monocytes, natural killer cells, dendritic cells, CD4 +
CD25 + FoxP3+ regulatory T cells, and myeloid derived
suppressor cells (MDSC) (gating strategy demonstrated in
Additional file 1: Figure S1). As shown in Fig. 3, the fre-
quencies of these populations were not statistically dif-
ferent between immuneresponding and non-responding
subjects.

Antigen-specific immune responses exist in patients
before vaccination
We have previously reported that prostate antigen-specific
immune responses exist in men with and without prostate
cancer [28, 29]. We next investigated whether pretreat-
ment PAP-specific immune responses were detectable in
these subjects, and whether the type of T-cell immunity
was associated with immune response outcome. PBMC
were cultured in vitro with three different recombinant
prostate-associated proteins, PAP, PSA, or the ligand-
binding domain of the androgen receptor (AR LBD), and
evaluated for antigen-specific cytokine secretion using a
cytokine bead array analysis. Th1-type responses (IFNγ or
granzyme B secreting), inflammatory-associated IL-6
responses, and IL-10-type regulatory responses were
detected following stimulation with each of these
prostate-associated proteins (Fig. 4). Th2-type responses
(secreting IL-2 or IL-4) and Th17-type responses were not
detected. Despite the presence of Th1 responses at base-
line, PAP-specific secretion of IFNγ, granzyme B or IL-6



Fig. 2 Differences in absolute lymphocyte or monocyte counts in immune responding and non-responding patients were not detected. Panel a: Absolute
lymphocyte and monocyte counts per μl of blood of responder and non-responder patients. Panel b: The lymphocyte-to-monocyte and neutrophil-
to-lymphocyte ratios were calculated. Each dot represents the absolute lymphocyte or monocyte counts and lymphocyte ratios from individual
subjects (closed squares, immune responders (n = 12); open squares, non-responders (n = 25)). Lines show median values
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was not significantly different between immune re-
sponders and non-responders. However, PAP-specific
secretion of IL-10 tended to be higher, albeit not sig-
nificantly, in non-responding patients (Fig. 4e, p=0.09).
In these patients, IL-10 was found to be expressed by
both CD4+ and CD8+ T cells following similar analysis
with flow cytometric intracellular cytokine staining
(data not shown). Antigen-specific secretion of IFNγ,
granzyme B, IL-6 and IL-10 were confirmed by ELISA
using supernatants from antigen-stimulated T-cell cul-
tures (data not shown). Next, we determined the number
of patients with significant immune responses to one or
more prostate cancer-associated antigens (compared to
media alone). 88% patients had preexisting Th1 immune
responses (IFNγ and Grz secreting) to the androgen re-
ceptor with the majority of these patients (52%) recog-
nizing other prostate-specific antigens, PSA and PAP
(Table 1). Interestingly, preexisting T cells of both Th1
and IL-10 secreting phenotypes were detected in the
same patients. None of these patients had preexisting T
cells that recognized PAP or PSA alone but only in
combination with other prostate-specific antigens. There
was no association between response to multiple antigens
and development of long term Th1 immune response to
the PAP vaccine target antigen (Table 1).

Antigen-specific regulatory immune responses exist in
patients prior to vaccination
The detection of IL-10-secreting cells specific for PAP,
higher in patients without evidence of subsequent
Th1-biased immunity, suggested that the presence of
antigen-specific regulation or tolerance might be import-
ant as a negative predictive factor to the development of
immunity after vaccination. We have previously reported
that a trans vivo delayed-type hypersensitivity (tvDTH)
model, using peripheral blood cells and antigens placed
into the footpads of SCID mice, could be used to evaluate
different means of T cell immune regulation. We found
that PAP-specific regulatory cells (CD8 + CTLA-4+), able
to suppress a DTH response to a recall antigen, were
detectable in some patients, with this regulatory effect
mediated by IL-35 [30]. Using this method, we found
that PAP-specific bystander immune suppression of a
DTH response to a recall tetanus antigen was detect-
able in both responder and non-responder patients
(Fig. 5a). However, the amplitude of suppression was
significantly greater in immune responder patients
(p = 0.012, Fig. 5c). In patients with PAP-specific IL-10
secreting T cells, DTH responses to PAP could not be
detected if antibody to IL-10 was co-administered with
PAP protein (data not shown). This suggests that pre-
existing PAP-specific T cells with bystander regulatory
function are not associated with absolute tolerance, as
individuals with this type of response had the capacity
to respond to immunization. Moreover, this likely rep-
resents a different cell population than IL-10-secreting
T cells, as was suggested by our prior study [30]. PSA-
specific bystander immune suppression was only rarely
detected, and was not associated with response to PAP-
specific vaccination (Fig. 5b, d).

Discussion
In this study we investigated different baseline immune
measures, antigen-specific and antigen non-specific, as
possible predictors of immunological response to antigen-
specific vaccination using a DNA vaccine encoding the
tumor antigen PAP. We found that non-antigen-specific
immune measures, such as frequencies of circulating



Fig. 3 Differences in peripheral blood cellular subsets were not detected in immune responding and non-responding patients. The percentage of T
cells (CD3 + CD4+ T cells or CD3 + CD8+ T cells), B cells (CD3-CD19+), monocytes (CD14+), (Panel a); NK cells (CD56 + CD3-), NK T cells
(CD56 + CD3+), (Panel b); dendritic cells (HLADR + CD11c + CD14-), (Panel c); and MDSCs (CD3-HLA-DRlow/negCD33 + CD11b + CD14+) and T
regulatory cells (CD3 + CD4 + CD127-CD25 + FoxP3+) (Panel d) was evaluated in PBMCs from immune responding and non-responding patients.
Each dot represents the percentage of each cell type among total live PBMCs from an individual subject (closed squares, immune-responders
(n = 7); open squares, non-responders (n = 22)). Lines represent median values for each data set. Samples were analyzed in duplicate and averaged.
Cryopreserved samples were not available for this analysis for 9 subjects
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immune cell subsets, were not associated with the de-
velopment of persistent Th1-biased T cell immune re-
sponse to vaccination, whereas the presence and type of
pre-existing regulatory-type antigen-specific T-cell im-
munity was most associated with the development of
persistent IFNγ-secreting antigen-specific T cell im-
munity. These findings suggest that similar methods
could be used to triage patients towards an ideal
antigen-specific anti-tumor vaccine, and potentially
that methods to block antigen-specific regulatory cells
could improve the outcome from anti-tumor vaccines.
Future studies will prospectively evaluate in validation
studies whether the presence of antigen-specific IL-10-
secreting immunity or bystander immune suppression
can specifically serve as predictive immune biomarkers
for antigen-specific vaccination.
There is currently great interest in the development of
predictive and prognostic biomarkers for cancer im-
munotherapies [38, 39]. Much of this focus has been for
T-cell checkpoint inhibitor therapies. The identification
of predictive biomarkers is particularly relevant for
immune-based therapies because not all patients derive
immediate clinical benefit as determined by radiographic
imaging, hence being able to identify patients unlikely to
respond could save great cost and potential toxicity to
these individuals. Higher baseline absolute leukocyte
count (ALC) and relative lymphocyte count (RLC), and
lower frequencies of circulating MDSC, have been iden-
tified as being associated with a favorable prognosis in
melanoma patients treated with ipilimumab or pembro-
lizumb [15, 16]. Similarly, tumor biopsies demonstrating
an “inflamed” phenotype with high numbers of tumor-



Fig. 4 Prostate cancer patients had preexisting immune responses to the PAP protein. PBMCs from responder or non-responder patients were stimulated
1 or 3 day(s) with PAP, PSA, AR LBD (AR), and Con A. Supernatants from cultures were collected and analyzed for cytokine concentrations (a) Granzyme
B, (b) IFNγ, (c) IL-2, (d) IL-4, (e) IL-10, (f) IL-6, and (g) IL-17a using a cytokine bead array. Each dot represents the cytokine expression level for an individual
prostate cancer patient (closed squares-responders (n = 7) and open square-non-responders (n = 23)). Samples were analyzed in triplicates and averaged.
Lines represent median values for each data set. Statistical comparisons were made using a Mann Whitney t test. As in Fig. 3, cryopreserved samples were
not available for 8 subjects
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Table 1 Patients had preexisting T cells to multiple prostate-
specific proteins. Shown are the number and % of patients with
IFNγ-, granzyme B- (Grz), IL-10-, or IL-6-secreting responses to
one or more (or none) of the three prostate cancer-associated
proteins (PAP, PSA or AR)

IFNγ Grz IL-10 IL-6

n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

None 4 (13.3) 3 (10) 1 (3.3) 9 (30)

PAP 0 0 0 0

PSA 0 0 0 0

AR 2 (6.6) 3 (10) 4 (13.3) 0

PAP + PSA 0 0 0 0

PSA + AR 0 1 (3.3) 0 0

PAP + AR 9 (30) 7 (23.3) 9 (30) 13 (43)

PAP + AR + PSA 15 (50) 16 (53.3) 16 (53.3) 8 (27)
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infiltrating T cells, high expression of PD-L1 on tumor
cells, and PD1 expression on infiltrating T cells have all
been reported to be associated with clinical responses to
pembrolizumab [3, 40–44]. In our study, tumor biopsy
specimens were not available for analysis, a situation
common to most trials and standard clinical practice,
and therefore we focused on peripheral blood measures.
A high circulating neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio (NLR)
Fig. 5 Patients that were long term immune responders had preexisting PAP-s
(n = 9) and non-responder patients (n = 23) were injected into the footpads o
PSA. Each dot represents the net swelling (10−4 in.) after 24 h. This was defined
the PBMCs and PBS alone. Shown is the net DTH immune response (10−4 in.) t
or in combination with PAP (a) or PSA (b) (circles, immune responders; squares
made using a paired, non-parametric t test analysis. The log-transformed fold c
for immune responders and non-responders. Comparison of fold change was
has been previously reported to be an adverse prognostic
factor for patients with metastatic castration-resistant
prostate cancer [45–47]. A high NLR ratio may indicate
an increased neutrophil-dependent inflammatory response
and decreased adaptive anti-tumor immune response.
However we found that these non-specific peripheral
blood immune measures, including pre-treatment
lymphocyte subset and circulating MDSC frequencies,
were not different between vaccine immune responders
and non-responders.
We have previously reported that patients with prostate

cancer can have existing Th1-biased immune responses
specific for different tumor-associated antigens [28, 29].
We have also identified that PAP-specific, IL-35 express-
ing regulatory responses can be identified in patients [30].
In the current study, we specifically assessed whether dif-
ferent types of pre-existing immunity might affect the out-
come of immunization in which the goal was to elicit a
persistent Th1-biased immune response to the target anti-
gen. Our results indicated PAP-specific secretion of IL-10
levels tended to be higher in immune non-responding pa-
tients, albeit not statistically significantly so. This implied
that antigen-specific IL-10 secretion may limit the ability
to generate a Th1-biased response with immunization.
This is not surprising since IL-10 production has been as-
sociated with a tolerant phenotype. This further suggests
pecific regulatory responses. Pretreatment PBMCs from immune responder
f SCID mice with TT/D (recall antigen) alone or in combination with PAP or
as the antigen-specific swelling measurement minus the swelling due to
o TT/D alone (closed circles, responders; closed squares, non-responders)
, immune non-responders) for each patient. Statistical comparisons were
hange is shown comparing c) TT/D PAP to TT/D and d) TT/D PSA to TT/D
made using a Mann Whitney t test
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that combining IL-10 blockade with immunization could
be advantageous direction for future studies. In fact, sev-
eral strategies are being investigated in preclinical studies
to specifically block IL-10, including antibodies to IL-10
or its receptor, antisense oligonucleotides, and siRNA ap-
proaches, and an anti-IL-10 antibody is being investigated
in human trials. It has been reported in a mouse mela-
mona model that tumors engineered to overexpress IL-10
have less macrophage infiltration, lower expression of
MHC class I molecules, and a more aggressive tumor
phenotype, which could be abrogated by treatment with
an anti-IL-10 antibody [48]. Moreover, Kalli et al. demon-
strated in two different murine tumor models that com-
bining a dendritic cell vaccine targeting gp100 along with
anti-IL-10 treatment resulted in 100% tumor protection
[49]. Such findings support the concept of combining
antigen-specific vaccines with anti-IL-10 treatment in
human trials.
Antigen-specific secretion of IL-10 tended to be ob-

served in patients that did not develop persistent PAP-
specific Th1 immunity following immunization, however
our sample size was small and this was not statistically
significant. Hence it will be important to test this pro-
spectively in future trials using this specific DNA vaccine
with a larger number of subjects. At present, it is un-
known whether antigen-specific IL-10 secretion could
serve as a general predictive biomarker for antigen-
specific vaccines, or whether our findings are specific to
this DNA vaccine. This is important, since sipuleucel-T
is an FDA-approved vaccine for the treatment of ad-
vanced prostate cancer and similarly targets the PAP
antigen [10]. To date, there are no predictive biomarkers
for sipuleucel-T. If PAP-specific IL-10 secretion similarly
identifies patients unlikely to immunologically respond
to sipuleucel-T, that could save tremendous cost and
time for individual patients. Moreover, our results sug-
gest that some individuals develop antigen-specific IL-10
secretion to distinct tumor-associated antigens and not
others, but overall that preexisting immune responses to
two or more prostate cancer-associated proteins (AR,
PAP, and/or PSA) were common (83% of individuals).
This is particularly relevant for prostate cancer in which
another anti-tumor vaccine, Prostvac, is in advanced
stages of clinical testing [24]. If also approved, there
could be two anti-tumor vaccines, targeting different
prostate antigens, approved for the same patient popula-
tion. Measures to identify patients more likely to respond
to one therapy versus the other could be extremely useful
to choose the best therapy for individual patients.
In this study, we observed that patients that were able

to develop a long-term, IFNγ response after vaccination
had pre-existing antigen-specific cells that elicited by-
stander suppression in a tvDTH model. This suggests
the presence of PAP-specific, IL-35-secreting regulatory
T cells in these patients, as we have previously re-
ported [30]. This further suggests that the type of T
cell regulation, as opposed to an IL-10-secreting and
potentially tolerant response, may be predictive for re-
sponse to antigen-specific immunization. Specifically,
it is conceivable that the detection of this antigen-
specific bystander regulatory phenotype indicates the
presence of Th1-biased antigen-specific T cells that
can be augmented with vaccination. Interestingly, our
results from the DTH bystander suppressor assay
suggest that these responses develop specific for some
antigens but not others, as PAP-specific bystander sup-
pression T cells were observed in more patients than
PSA-specific bystander suppression. Clearly this is an
area for future study, and specifically to determine
whether PAP-specific IL-35 secretion might be a sim-
pler means of detecting this type of antigen-specific
regulation than using the in vivo SCID mouse DTH
method. In fact, we did attempt to determine whether
IL-35 could be measured directly by ELISA following
antigen-specific stimulation in vitro, however we were
unable to identify antibodies or commercial kits that
could reliably detect IL-35 and distinguish it from
other interleukins containing its IL-12p35 and Ebi3
subunits (data not shown).
Conclusions
In summary, we sought to determine if measures of
antigen-specific or antigen non-specific immunity
were associated with immune response (the develop-
ment of persistent antigen-specific Th1 immunity) to
DNA immunization to identify possible predictive im-
mune biomarkers. The frequency of different periph-
eral blood cell populations evaluated pretreatment was
not associated with the the development of tumor
antigen-specific Th1 cells following DNA immunization.
However, non-immune responder patients tended to
have higher antigen-specific IL-10 secretion pre-
vaccination, suggesting this might be investigated as a
negative predictive biomarker for immune response to
PAP-targeted DNA immunization, at least using a vac-
cine as a monotherapy. Our results also suggest that the
identification of antigen-specific bystander suppression,
detected in our study using a trans-vivo DTH assay in
SCID mice, might be investigated as a positive predictive
biomarker for immune response to immunization. Our
study was limited by a small sample size (n = 38), multiple
comparisons with the overall small sample set, and the
retrospective design of this analysis. Consequently, we
plan to prospectively test these findings in an ongoing
randomized phase II trial evaluating this same DNA vac-
cine in patients with early, recurrent prostate cancer
(NCT0134652).
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Additional file 1: Figure S1. Flow cytometry gating strategy for the
immunophenotype analysis. Dead cells were excluded by gating on the
negative cell population for the live dead marker, Ghost Dye V510.
Duplicates were removed by progressive gating on FSC-A and FSC-H. A
morphological gate was defined using SSC-A and FSC-H. A) The gating
strategy for populations of monocyte, dendritic cells, and natural killer
cells were defined as the following markers: monocyte (CD3-CD19-CD14
+), dendritic cells (CD3-CD19-HLADR+CD11c+), and natural killer cells
(CD3-CD19-CD56+) [37]. MDSC cells were defined as Lin- (CD3-CD19-),
HLADRlow, CD33+CD11b+. B) The gating strategy for populations of B
cells and T cells were defined as the following: CD8+ T cells (CD3+ CD8
+), CD4+ T cells (CD3+CD4+), and B cell lymphocytes (CD3-CD19+).
Regulatory T cells were defined as CD4+CD127lowCD25+FoxP3+. CD25+
and FoxP3+ gating were based on FMOs. (DOCX 467 kb)

Abbreviations
AR: androgen receptor; CTLA-4: cytotoxic T lymphocyte antigen-4;
DNA: deoxyribonucleic acid; DTH: delayed type hypersensitivity;
ELISPOT: enzyme-linked immunosorbent spot assay; IL-X: interleukin-X;
MDSC: myeloid derived suppressor cell; PAP: prostatic acid phosphatase;
PBMC: peripheral blood mononuclear cells; PSA: prostate specific antigen

Acknowledgements
We thank Dr. William Burlingham and Eva Jankowska-Gan for technical support,
and Drs. Melissa Gamat and Glenn Liu for critical review of the manuscript.

Funding
This work supported by NIH P30 CA014520, CA132267, and Department of
Defense Prostate Cancer Research Program W81XWH-05-1-0404.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analysed for the current study are available from
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Authors’ contributions
LEJ participated in the study design, data acquisition, analysis, and wrote the
manuscript. BMO participated in the data acquisition, analysis, and manuscript
preparation. DGM participated in the funding, study design, analysis, and
manuscript preparation. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Samples were collected under University of Wisconsin IRB-approved protocols
from two clinical trials (NCT00582140 and NCT00849121), and all patients gave
written, informed consent for remaining samples to be used for research.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
DGM has ownership interest, receives research support, and serves as
consultant to Madison Vaccines, Inc. which has licensed material described in
this manuscript. The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published
maps and institutional affiliations.

Received: 17 May 2017 Accepted: 23 June 2017

References
1. Topalian SL, et al. Survival, durable tumor remission, and long-term safety in

patients with advanced melanoma receiving nivolumab. J Clin Oncol.
2014;32(10):1020–30.

2. Weber JS, et al. Nivolumab versus chemotherapy in patients with
advanced melanoma who progressed after anti-CTLA-4 treatment
(CheckMate 037): a randomised, controlled, open-label, phase 3 trial.
Lancet Oncol. 2015;16(4):375–84.

3. Garon EB, et al. Pembrolizumab for the treatment of non-small-cell lung
cancer. N Engl J Med. 2015;372(21):2018–28.

4. Motzer RJ, et al. Nivolumab for metastatic renal cell carcinoma: results of a
randomized phase II trial. J Clin Oncol. 2015;33(13):1430–7.

5. Postow MA, et al. Nivolumab and ipilimumab versus ipilimumab in untreated
melanoma. N Engl J Med. 2015;372(21):2006–17.

6. Larkin J, Hodi FS, Wolchok JD. Combined Nivolumab and Ipilimumab or
Monotherapy in untreated melanoma. N Engl J Med. 2015;373(13):1270–1.

7. Wolchok JD, et al. Ipilimumab monotherapy in patients with pretreated
advanced melanoma: a randomised, double-blind, multicentre, phase 2,
dose-ranging study. Lancet Oncol. 2010;11(2):155–64.

8. McDermott DF, et al. Atezolizumab, an anti-Programmed Death-Ligand 1
antibody, in metastatic renal cell carcinoma: long-term safety, clinical activity,
and immune correlates from a phase Ia study. J Clin Oncol. 2016;34(8):833–42.

9. Rosenberg JE, et al. Atezolizumab in patients with locally advanced and
metastatic urothelial carcinoma who have progressed following treatment
with platinum-based chemotherapy: a single-arm, multicentre, phase 2 trial.
Lancet. 2016;387(10031):1909–20.

10. Kantoff PW, et al. Sipuleucel-T immunotherapy for castration-resistant
prostate cancer. N Engl J Med. 2010;363(5):411–22.

11. Galon J, et al. Type, density, and location of immune cells within human
colorectal tumors predict clinical outcome. Science. 2006;313(5795):1960–4.

12. Galon J, et al. Cancer classification using the Immunoscore: a worldwide
task force. J Transl Med. 2012;10:205.

13. Topalian SL, et al. Mechanism-driven biomarkers to guide immune
checkpoint blockade in cancer therapy. Nat Rev Cancer. 2016;16(5):275–87.

14. Gajewski TF, Schreiber H, Fu YX. Innate and adaptive immune cells in the
tumor microenvironment. Nat Immunol. 2013;14(10):1014–22.

15. Weide B, et al. Baseline biomarkers for outcome of melanoma patients
treated with Pembrolizumab. Clin Cancer Res, 2016;22:5487–96.

16. Martens A, et al. Baseline peripheral blood biomarkers associated with
clinical outcome of advanced melanoma patients treated with Ipilimumab.
Clin Cancer Res. 2016;22(12):2908–18.

17. Martens A, et al. Increases in absolute lymphocytes and circulating CD4+
and CD8+ T cells are associated with positive clinical outcome of melanoma
patients treated with Ipilimumab. Clin Cancer Res. 2016;22(19):4848–58.

18. Slovin SF, et al. Ipilimumab alone or in combination with radiotherapy in
metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer: results from an open-label,
multicenter phase I/II study. Ann Oncol. 2013;24(7):1813–21.

19. Kwon ED, et al. Ipilimumab versus placebo after radiotherapy in patients
with metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer that had progressed
after docetaxel chemotherapy (CA184-043): a multicentre, randomised,
double-blind, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol. 2014;15(7):700–12.

20. McNeel DG, et al. Phase I trial of a monoclonal antibody specific for
{alpha}v{beta}3 Integrin (MEDI-522) in patients with advanced malignancies,
including an assessment of effect on tumor perfusion. Clin Cancer Res.
2005;11(21):7851–60.

21. Brahmer JR, et al. Safety and activity of anti-PD-L1 antibody in patients with
advanced cancer. N Engl J Med. 2012;366(26):2455–65.

22. Kantoff P, et al. Randomized, double-blind, vector-controlled study of
targeted immunotherapy in patients with hormone-refractory prostate
cancer [abstract]. J Clin Oncol. 2005;24(18S):2501.

23. Kantoff PW, et al. Randomized, double-blind, vector-controlled study of
targeted immunotherapy in patients (pts) with hormone-refractory prostate
cancer (HRPC). Proc Am Soc Clin Oncol. 2006;24:100s. Abstract 2501

24. Kantoff PW, et al. Overall survival analysis of a phase II randomized controlled
trial of a Poxviral-based PSA-targeted immunotherapy in metastatic castration-
resistant prostate cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2010;28(7):1099–105.

25. Small EJ, et al. Placebo-controlled phase III trial of immunologic therapy
with sipuleucel-T (APC8015) in patients with metastatic, asymptomatic
hormone refractory prostate cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2006;24(19):3089–94.

26. Gulley JL, et al. Immunologic and prognostic factors associated with
overall survival employing a poxviral-based PSA vaccine in metastatic
castrate-resistant prostate cancer. Cancer Immunol Immunother.
2010;59(5):663–74.

27. Sheikh NA, et al. Sipuleucel-T immune parameters correlate with
survival: an analysis of the randomized phase 3 clinical trials in men
with castration-resistant prostate cancer. Cancer Immunol Immunother.
2013;62(1):137–47.

dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40425-017-0260-3


Johnson et al. Journal for ImmunoTherapy of Cancer  (2017) 5:56 Page 11 of 11
28. McNeel DG, et al. Naturally occurring prostate cancer antigen-specific T cell
responses of a Th1 phenotype can be detected in patients with prostate
cancer. Prostate. 2001;47(3):222–9.

29. Olson BM, McNeel DG. Antibody and T-cell responses specific for the androgen
receptor in patients with prostate cancer. Prostate. 2007;67(16):1729–39.

30. Olson BM, et al. Human prostate tumor antigen-specific CD8+
regulatory T cells are inhibited by CTLA-4 or IL-35 blockade. J Immunol.
2012;189(12):5590–601.

31. Santegoets SJ, et al. T cell profiling reveals high CD4+CTLA-4 + T cell
frequency as dominant predictor for survival after prostate GVAX/
ipilimumab treatment. Cancer Immunol Immunother. 2013;62(2):245–56.

32. Farsaci B, et al. Analyses of Pretherapy peripheral Immunoscore and response
to vaccine therapy. Cancer Immunol Res. 2016;4(9):755–65.

33. McNeel DG, et al. Safety and immunological efficacy of a DNA vaccine
encoding prostatic acid phosphatase in patients with stage D0 prostate
cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2009;27(25):4047–54.

34. McNeel DG, et al. Real-time immune monitoring to guide plasmid DNA
vaccination schedule targeting prostatic acid phosphatase in patients with
castration-resistant prostate cancer. Clin Cancer Res. 2014;20(14):3692–704.

35. Becker JT, et al. DNA vaccine encoding prostatic acid phosphatase (PAP)
elicits long-term T-cell responses in patients with recurrent prostate cancer.
J Immunother. 2010;33(6):639–47.

36. Maecker HT, McCoy JP, Nussenblatt R. Standardizing immunophenotyping
for the human immunology project. Nat Rev Immunol. 2012;12(3):191–200.

37. Idorn M, et al. Correlation between frequencies of blood monocytic
myeloid-derived suppressor cells, regulatory T cells and negative prognostic
markers in patients with castration-resistant metastatic prostate cancer.
Cancer Immunol Immunother. 2014;63(11):1177–87.

38. Spencer WF, et al. Immunotherapy with interleukin-2 and alpha-interferon
in patients with metastatic renal cell cancer with in situ primary cancers: a
pilot study. J Urol. 1992;147(1):24–30.

39. Slovin SF. Biomarkers for immunotherapy in genitourinary malignancies.
Urol Oncol. 2016;34(4):205–13.

40. Patel SP, Kurzrock R. PD-L1 expression as a predictive biomarker in cancer
immunotherapy. Mol Cancer Ther. 2015;14(4):847–56.

41. Topalian SL, et al. Safety, activity, and immune correlates of anti-PD-1
antibody in cancer. N Engl J Med. 2012;366(26):2443–54.

42. Herbst RS, et al. Pembrolizumab versus docetaxel for previously treated,
PD-L1-positive, advanced non-small-cell lung cancer (KEYNOTE-010): a
randomised controlled trial. Lancet. 2016;387(10027):1540–50.

43. Seiwert TY, et al. Safety and clinical activity of pembrolizumab for treatment
of recurrent or metastatic squamous cell carcinoma of the head and neck
(KEYNOTE-012): an open-label, multicentre, phase 1b trial. Lancet Oncol.
2016;17(7):956–65.

44. Daud AI, et al. Programmed Death-Ligand 1 expression and response to the
anti-Programmed Death 1 antibody Pembrolizumab in melanoma. J Clin
Oncol. 2016;34(34):4102–9.

45. Minardi D, et al. Neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio may be associated with the
outcome in patients with prostate cancer. Spring. 2015;4:255.

46. Langsenlehner T, et al. Validation of the neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio as a
prognostic factor in a cohort of European prostate cancer patients. World J
Urol. 2015;33(11):1661–7.

47. Yao A, et al. High neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio predicts poor clinical
outcome in patients with castration-resistant prostate cancer treated with
docetaxel chemotherapy. Int J Urol, 2015;22:827–33.

48. Garcia-Hernandez ML, et al. Interleukin-10 promotes B16-melanoma growth
by inhibition of macrophage functions and induction of tumour and vascular
cell proliferation. Immunology. 2002;105(2):231–43.

49. Kalli F, et al. Comparative analysis of cancer vaccine settings for the selection of
an effective protocol in mice. J Transl Med. 2013;11:120.
•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Patient and sample populations
	Immunophenotype analysis
	Cytokine analysis
	Trans Vivo delayed-type hypersensitivity (DTH)

	Results
	Differences in absolute lymphocyte or monocyte counts in immune responding and non-responding patients were not detected
	Antigen-specific immune responses exist in patients before vaccination
	Antigen-specific regulatory immune responses exist in patients prior to vaccination

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Additional file
	Abbreviations
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Publisher’s Note
	References

