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T cell immunity is critical for protection against infectious agents 
as well as cancer. T cell immune response is a well orchestrated process 
that involves three key components. CD8+ T cells that harbor cytolytic 
machinery and can target and kill the tumor cells in an antigen 
specific manner, CD4+ T cells that can either “help” the generation 
of a productive CD8+ T cell or “regulate/suppress” it, and the Antigen 
Presenting Cells (APC) that can efficiently process the antigens and 
present them to the effector T cells in small fragments, termed as 
the antigenic epitopes. The specificity and efficacy of T cell immune 
response is evident by the remarkable success of vaccines against 
infectious agents. However, attempts to develop similar approaches 
against cancer have not resulted in similar success. The main reason 
for this is the fact that, most human cancers arise from within and 
self-reactive immune repertoire is eliminated during developmental 
process to prevent autoimmunity. As a result, host immune system is 
somewhat ill-equipped to generate a protective anti-tumor immune 
response against most cancers.

active specific immunization approaches [4-6]. Among these includes 
administration of antigenic peptides specific for specific tumor 
antigens, administration of APC, either pulsed with the antigenic 
epitopes or engineered with recombinant viral/non-viral vectors, for 
an efficient priming of the CD8+ anti-tumor Cytolytic T Lymphocyte 
(CTL) precursors, for generating a productive anti-tumor immune 
response. The salient feature of the active specific immunity 
approaches is that these strategies rely upon the existing host immune 
repertoire for producing a protective anti-tumor immune response. 
Although remarkable clinical responses were observed in a few cancer 
patients, overall success with active specific immunization approaches 
was low [7]. 

Several adoptive immunotherapy approaches have also been 
developed with an objective to administer ex-vivo expanded anti-
tumor immune effectors. Initial adoptive immunotherapy approaches 
utilized non-tumor antigen specific cytolytic immune effectors, 
called Lymphokine Activated Killers (LAK), generated by culturing 
immune effectors in the presence of high dose cytokines [8]. The 
recent technological advancements such as isolation of T cell receptor, 
creation of chimeric receptors, characterization of co-stimulatory 
molecules required for an optimum activation of antigen specific T cell 
precursors, and the development of novel approaches to primary cells, 
have made it feasible to create customized T cells with desired antigen 
specificity [9], including tumor antigen specific T cells, by engrafting 
human peripheral blood derived T cells with tumor antigenic epitope 
specific TCRs [10], an approach termed TCR engineering, or by 
engrafting T cells with chimeric receptors targeting tumor associated 
antigenic epitopes [11]. Tumor antigen specific TCR engineered T 
cells have been shown to exhibit potent anti-tumor effector function 
and early clinical trials with TCR engineered anti-tumor T cells have 
shown that these cells can produce impressive clinical responses [12]. 
CAR engineered cells have also been shown to produce remarkable 
clinical response in Chronic Lymphoid Leukemia (CLL) patients [13]. 

TCR engineering and chimeric receptors approaches can address 
one of the key limitations towards developing T cell based cancer 
immunotherapy, i.e. a lack of potent anti-tumor T cell precursors in 
majority of cancer patients, however, several concerns still remain 
towards application of engineered anti-tumor T cell in cancer 
immunotherapy. On CAR based approaches, although the second 
generation CAR have addressed the limitations such as lack of co-
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Figure 1: Evolution of Approaches to Engineer Anti-Tumor T Cell 
Immunity: T cell immunity approaches can be put into two broad categories, 
the active specific immunization and the adoptive immunotherapy. Active 
specific immunization approaches administer Antigen Presenting Cells (APC) 
engineered through different means to the cancer patients to present the tumor 
associated antigenic epitopes to host anti-tumor CTL precursors for generating 
a productive anti-tumor T cell response. Adoptive immunotherapy approaches 
on the other hand administer anti-tumor immune effectors generated ex-vivo. 
Early adoptive immunotherapy approaches utilized non-specific cytolytic 
effectors, called lymphokine activated killers (LAK), generate by culturing the 
immune effectors in the presence of high dose cytokines. Recent technological 
advances have made it feasible to create customized anti-tumor T cells 
by engineering the normal non-tumor specific T cells with either a Chimeric 
Antigen Receptors (CAR), comprised of an Extracellular Antigen Recognition 
Motif (EARM) an Transmembrane Domain (TD) and an Intracellular Signal 
Transduction Domain (ISTD), or with a tumor antigen specific T Cell Receptor 
(TCR) isolated from a donor harboring functional anti-tumor T cells.
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However, a significant progress has been made in engineering key 
components of T cell immunity for generating a protective anti-tumor 
immunity (Figure 1). The identification of human cancer associated 
antigens and characterization of antigenic epitopes within these 
antigens [1,2], and technological advancement in generating sufficient 
professional antigen presenting cells [3], led to the development of 
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stimulatory signals in the first generation CARs and CAR molecules 
do not have to compete with endogenous TCR chains for expression 
on engineered cells, identification of tumor specific molecules remains 
a challenge for applying this technology to other tumor models since 
most tumor associated molecules are also present on normal cells 
and this could lead to severe toxicity. Among the limitations on TCR 
engineered T cells include, identification of high avidity TCRs against 
tumor associated antigens that will orchestrate a desired anti-tumor 
effector function in engineered T cells, potential mixing of transgenic 
TCR chains with endogenous TCR chains of engineered cells that 
could result in novel TCR combinations with unknown functional 
specificities with undesired consequences, host immune regulatory 
mechanisms, immune inhibitory tumor microenvironment making 
engineered anti-tumor T cells in-effective. Premature activation 
induced cell death and immune exhaustion of adoptively administered 
anti-tumor T cells along with immune escape mechanisms employed 
by a growing tumor pose additional challenges towards developing an 
effective cancer immunotherapy. 

Several approaches are under development to address these 
limitations. Identification of tumor specific molecules is an ongoing 
pursuit and approaches are also being developed to modify transgenic 
TCRs such that it provides them advantage over the endogenous TCR 
chains for preventing the creation of chimeric TCRs with unknown 
functional specificities. Antibodies that block inhibitory signals such 
as CTLA-4, PD-1 have also shown significant promise in clinical trials 
[14-16]. Natural MHC class II restricted anti-tumor CD4 T cells have 
also been shown to facilitate epitope spreading in cancer patients and 
produce protection, making a strong case for incorporation of CD4 T 
cells in cancer immunotherapy protocols [17]. However, conceptually 
it is quite challenging to engage MHC class II restricted natural CD4 
T cells at the tumor site, especially in an antigen specific manner, since 
most human cancers are MHC class II negative. Interestingly, MHC 
class I restricted CD4 T cells generated through TCR engineering 
approach have been recently shown to not only facilitate “help” 
towards the generation of robust CTL response, but also to exhibit 
a direct cytolytic function of their own against human tumor cells 
[18,19]. Given that CD4 helper T cells have been shown to make CTL 

better tumor infiltration by anti-tumor CTL, helping in generation 
of CTL responses against multiple tumor epitopes, a phenomenon 
termed epitope spreading, it will be interesting to see whether these 
MHC class I restricted TCR engineered CD4 T cells could produce a 
superior clinical response. A better understanding of the mechanism 
of AICD in human primary anti-tumor T cells [20] can help create 
anti-tumor T cells that are less susceptible to premature AICD. In 
addition, development of methods to maintain the functional profile 
of anti-tumor effectors in context to the immunosuppressive tumor 
microenvironment could further improve the clinical efficacy of these 
approaches. 

approaches need to be developed to bring all the technological and 
intellectual advances together to address the concerns associated 
with these approaches and turn this enthusiasm into a grand clinical 
success. 

References

1. van der Bruggen P, Traversari C, Chomez P, Lurquin C, De Plaen E, et al. 
(1991) A gene encoding an antigen recognized by cytolytic T lymphocytes on 
a human melanoma. Science 254: 1643-1647.

2. Boon T, van der Bruggen P (1996) Human tumor antigens recognized by T 
lymphocytes. J Exp Med 183: 725-729.

3. Steinman RM (1991) The dendritic cell system and its role in immunogenicity. 
Annu Rev Immunol 9: 271-296.

4. Mukherji B, Chakraborty NG, Yamasaki S, Okino T, Yamase H, et al. (1995) 
Induction of antigen-specific cytolytic T cells in situ in human melanoma by 
immunization with synthetic peptide-pulsed autologous antigen presenting 
cells. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 92: 8078-8082.

5. Hsu FJ, Benike C, Fagnoni F, Liles TM, Czerwinski D, et al. (1996) Vaccination 
of patients with B-cell lymphoma using autologous antigen-pulsed dendritic 
cells. Nat Med 2: 52-58.

6. Gilboa E (2007) DC-based cancer vaccines. J Clin Invest 117: 1195-1203.

7. Rosenberg SA, Yang JC, Restifo NP (2004) Cancer immunotherapy: moving 
beyond current vaccines. Nat Med 10: 909-915.

8. Grimm EA, Mazumder A, Zhang HZ, Rosenberg SA (1982) Lymphokine-
activated killer cell phenomenon. Lysis of natural killer-resistant fresh solid 
tumor cells by interleukin 2-activated autologous human peripheral blood 
lymphocytes. J Exp Med 155: 1823-1841.

9. Chhabra A (2011) TCR-engineered, customized, antitumor T cells for cancer 
immunotherapy: advantages and limitations. ScientificWorldJournal 11: 121-
129.

10. Clay TM, Custer MC, Sachs J, Hwu P, Rosenberg SA, et al. (1999) Efficient 
transfer of a tumor antigen-reactive TCR to human peripheral blood 
lymphocytes confers anti-tumor reactivity. J Immunol 163: 507-513.

11. Riddell SR, Jensen MC, June CH (2013) Chimeric antigen receptor-modified 
T cells: clinical translation in stem cell transplantation and beyond. Biol Blood 
Marrow Transplant 19: S2-S5.

12. Morgan RA, Dudley ME, Wunderlich JR, Hughes MS, Yang JC, et al. (2006) 
Cancer regression in patients after transfer of genetically engineered 
lymphocytes. Science 314: 126-129.

13. Porter DL, Levine BL, Kalos M, Bagg A, June CH (2011) Chimeric antigen 
receptor-modified T cells in chronic lymphoid leukemia. N Engl J Med 365: 
725-733.

14. Hodi FS, O’Day SJ, McDermott DF, Weber RW, Sosman JA, et al. (2010) 
Improved survival with ipilimumab in patients with metastatic melanoma. N 
Engl J Med 363: 711-723.

15. Topalian SL, Hodi FS, Brahmer JR, Gettinger SN, Smith DC, et al. (2012) 
Safety, activity, and immune correlates of anti-PD-1 antibody in cancer. N 
Engl J Med 366: 2443-2454.

16. Brahmer JR, Tykodi SS, Chow LQ, Hwu WJ, Topalian SL, et al. (2012) Safety 
and activity of anti-PD-L1 antibody in patients with advanced cancer. N Engl 
J Med 366: 2455-2465.

17. Hunder NN, Wallen H, Cao J, Hendricks DW, Reilly JZ, et al. (2008) Treatment 
of metastatic melanoma with autologous CD4+ T cells against NY-ESO-1. N 
Engl J Med 358: 2698-2703.

18. Chhabra A, Yang L, Wang P, Comin-Anduix B, Das R, et al. (2008) CD4+CD25- 
T Cells Transduced to Express MHC Class I-Restricted Epitope-Specific 
TCR Synthesize Th1 Cytokines and Exhibit MHC Class I-Restricted Cytolytic 
Effector Function in a Human Melanoma Model. J Immunol 181: 1063-1070.

19. Ray S, Chhabra A, Chakraborty NG, Hegde U, Dorsky DI, et al. (2010) MHC-
I-restricted melanoma antigen specific TCR-engineered human CD4+ T cells 
exhibit multifunctional effector and helper responses, in vitro. Clin Immunol 
136: 338-347.

20. Chhabra A, Mehrotra S, Chakraborty NG, Dorsky DI, Mukherji B (2006) 
Activation-induced cell death of human melanoma specific cytotoxic T 
lymphocytes is mediated by apoptosis-inducing factor. Eur J Immunol 36: 
3167-3174.

Citation: Chhabra A (2013) Engineering Anti-Tumor T Cell Immunity. Adv Genet Eng. 2: 104. doi:10.4172/2169-0111.1000104

ISSN: 2169-0111  AGE, an open access journal 

less susceptible to Activation induced cell death  (AICD), facilitate 

In summary, recent progress has established that a protective 
anti-tumor T cell immunity can indeed be engineered that can 
produce remarkable clinical responses, however, several challenges  
still remain towards improving the success rate. Combinatorial 
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