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Simple Summary: Despite their potential and promising anti-tumor efficacy, previously developed
cancer vaccines targeting different tumor-associated antigens for colorectal cancer (CRC) have not
yet proven to be successful. Interferon-stimulated gene 15 (ISG15) is emerging as an important
oncoprotein with a potential diagnostic signature and therapeutic target for a multitude of cancer,
including CRC. In this study, we investigated the therapeutic efficacy of Listeria-based vaccines
targeting ISG15 (Lm-LLO-ISG15) in CRC. We found that the Lm-LLO-ISG15 vaccination results in
anti-tumor efficacy against the MC38 tumor model by recruiting cytotoxic T lymphocytes and leading
to a more favorable effector to regulatory T cell ratio (Teff/Treg) in the tumor microenvironment.

Abstract: Colorectal cancer (CRC) is the third leading cause of cancer-related deaths in both men
and women in the United States. While immune checkpoint inhibitor (ICI) therapy is demonstrating
remarkable clinical responses, the resistance and immune-related toxicities associated with ICIs
demonstrate the need to develop additional immunotherapy options for CRC patients. Cancer
vaccines represent a safe and promising treatment approach for CRC. As previously developed
tumor-associated antigen (TAA)-based cancer vaccines for CRC are not demonstrating promising
results, we propose that interferon-stimulated gene 15 (ISG15) is a novel TAA and therapeutic target
for CRC. Our work demonstrates the anti-tumor efficacy of a Listeria-based vaccine targeting ISG15,
designated Lm-LLO-ISG15, in an immunocompetent CRC murine model. The Lm-LLO-ISG15-
mediated anti-tumor response is associated with an increased influx of functional T cells, higher
production of multiple intracellular cytokines response, a lower number of regulatory T cells, and a
greater ratio of effector to regulatory T cells (Teff/Treg) in the tumor microenvironment.

Keywords: interferon-stimulated gene 15; Listeria-based vaccines; colorectal cancer

1. Introduction

Colorectal cancer (CRC) is the third leading cause of cancer-related deaths in both men
and women in the United States [1,2]. There is an urgent need to develop new treatment
regimen(s) for advanced CRC patients with distant metastasis as (i) their current five-year
survival rates are only 15% [1,2] and (ii) the initially effective systemic therapies eventually
become ineffective due to the development of resistance and intolerable toxicities [3–6].
Immunotherapy is an emerging treatment approach for CRC with immune checkpoint
inhibitors (ICIs), including anti-PD-1/-PD-L1 and anti-CTLA-4 antibodies, demonstrat-
ing remarkable clinical responses [7–9]. However, the primary/acquired resistance and
immune-related toxicities associated with ICIs demonstrate the need to develop additional
immunotherapy options for CRC patients [9–11].

Cancer vaccines have been demonstrated as a potential platform of immunotherapy for
the treatment of CRC [12]. Listeria-based vaccines, an active form of cancer immunotherapy
that has demonstrated promising anti-tumor efficacy in different cancers, have, to date,
been modestly investigated in CRC [13–15]. Listeria-based vaccines are developed from an
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attenuated Listeria monocytogenes (Lm) bacterium that has the unique ability to preferentially
infect antigen-presenting cells, such as dendritic cells (DCs), to deliver the antigen of interest
and induce robust cytotoxic T lymphocyte (CTL) responses that eradicate tumors [13].
Therefore, one of the most important features that determine the therapeutic efficacy of
Lm-based vaccines is the choice of the antigen. The previously-developed tumor-associated
antigen (TAA)-based cancer vaccines for CRC, targeting CEA, MAGE, and GUCY2C, are
not currently demonstrating promising results [16]. Therefore, it is essential to discover
novel antigens for CRC that can be effectively targeted to deliver significant therapeutic
benefits for patients.

ISG15 is a small ubiquitin-like protein regulated by type-I interferon (IFN) and has
been known for its essential contribution to the host’s defense mechanism against intra-
cellular pathogens [17]. Interestingly, ISG15 is emerging as an important oncoprotein
with a potential diagnostic signature and therapeutic target for several cancers in recent
years [18–20]. However, how ISG15 expression correlates with CRC progression and sur-
vival has not yet been evaluated. In this manuscript, we sought to determine whether
ISG15 could be employed as a TAA in CRC. Further, we also evaluated the anti-tumor
effect of Lm-LLO-ISG15, a Lm-based vaccine targeting ISG15. Our work demonstrated the
therapeutic efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 in both subcutaneous and orthotopic syngeneic CRC
mouse models.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Animals

All C57BL/6 female mice (6–8-week-old) used in the study were received from either
Jackson Laboratories or Envigo. Upon arrival, all mice were caged at the animal core
facility at the Laboratory Animal Resources Center (LARC) of TTUHSC-Abilene campus.
All in vivo studies were conducted in compliance with the regulations of the Institutional
Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) at TTUHSC.

2.2. Cell Lines

The non-transformed NIH-3T3 fibroblast cell line was purchased from American Type
Culture Collection (ATCC). The colorectal cancer cell line MC38 was a kind gift from Dr.
Devin Lowe, Texas Tech University Health Sciences Center. The MC38 expressing green
fluorescent protein and luciferase (MC38-GL) was a kind gift from Dr. Michael D. Green,
University of Michigan. The human colorectal cancer cell line HCT116 was a kind gift
from Dr. Sanjay Srivastava, Texas Tech University Health Sciences Center. All cell lines
were cultured at 37 ◦C, 5% CO2 in 10% heat-inactivated fetal bovine serum (FBS)/RPMI
1640 media, 50 U/mL penicillin, and 50 µg/mL streptomycin. The cells were low-passage
and confirmed to be Mycoplasma-free (MycoAlert, Lonza, Walkersville, MD, USA) before
conducting experiments.

2.3. Listeria Monocytogenes Strains

The engineering and design of the Lm-LLO-ISG15 vaccine was previously described [15].
Briefly, under control of an hly promoter, a sequence of mouse ISG15 (NM_015783) was
genetically fused to truncated Listeriolysin O (tLLO) [15]. Lm-LLO-OVA was used as the
control vaccine. Instead of ISG15, the Lm-LLO-OVA vaccine has chicken ovalbumin (OVA)
(NM_205152) fused to tLLO [15]. All Lm-based vaccines were allowed to grow in Brain
Heart Infusion (BHI) media consisting of chloramphenicol (25 µg/mL) and streptomycin
(34 µg/mL). A colony-formation assay was used to determine the titer of the Lm-based vac-
cines before all mouse experiments. For the intraperitoneally (i.p.) route of administration,
the Lm-based vaccines (2 × 108 CFUs) were resuspended in 200 µL of Phosphate Buffered
Saline (PBS) and delivered to the animals using 1 mL insulin syringe. For the oral route of
administration (p.o.), the Lm-based vaccines at 2 × 109 CFUs was resuspended in 100 µL of
PBS and given to the animal using oral gavage.
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2.4. ISG15 Expression in Normal and Tumor Mouse Colon Tissue

RNA was extracted from 3T3, MC38, healthy organs, and subcutaneously implanted
MC38 tumors using the RNeasy RNA extraction kit (Qiagen). The RNA samples were then
converted to cDNA using a High-Capacity Reverse Transcriptase Kit (Applied Biosystems)
followed the manufacturer’s instruction. The cDNA were then subjected to qPCR analy-
sis using ISG15 forward primer (5′-ATGGCCTGGGACCTAAAG-3′) and reverse primer
(5′-TTAGGCACACTGGTCCCC-3′), 18S rRNA ISG15 expression was interpreted after nor-
malization with 18S ribosomal RNA with forward primer (5′-CGGCTACCACATCCAAG
GAA-3′) and reverse primer (5′-GCTGGAATTACCGCGGCT-3′).

2.5. Western Blot Analysis

The 3T3, MC38, normal colon tissues, and subcutaneously implanted MC38 tumors
were lysed with RIPA buffer supplemented with protease inhibitors. All of the whole lysates
were then mixed with LDS sample loading buffer and reducing agent and subjected to gel
electrophoresis with a 4–12% Bis-Tris polyacrylamide gel. After separation, the proteins
were transferred to a PVDF membrane overnight at 4 ◦C. The membrane was incubated
with anti-ISG15 polyclonal antibody (PA5-79523, Invitrogen) and anti-β-actin rabbit mAb
(4970, CST) at 4 ◦C. The next day, the blots were incubated with peroxidase-conjugated goat
anti-rabbit antibody (Invitrogen, #32460) as a secondary antibody for ISG15 and β-actin.
Signals were developed with enhanced chemiluminescence substrate (Thermo Scientific,
Waltham, MA, USA) and visualized using a UVP imager. All the whole western blot figures
can be found in Figure S9.

2.6. In Vitro Cytotoxicity and Infectivity Assays

To determine the cytotoxicity of the Lm-based vaccines in vitro, 5 × 103 MC38 or
HCT116 cells were first seeded into 96-well plates overnight. The next day, the cells were
treated with either Lm-LLO-ISG15, or Control Lm at various MOIs [21]. After three hours,
the cells were washed and allowed to grow in RPMI 1640 media containing gentamicin
(50 µg/mL, to remove remaining Listeria) for 48 h. After 48 h, the cell viability was
determined using SRB assay, following the manufacturer’s protocol.

To determine the infectivity of the Lm-based vaccines in vitro, 3.25 × 104 MC38 or
HCT116 cells were plated into 96-well plates overnight. Subsequently, the cells were
infected with either Lm-LLO-ISG15 or Control Lm at different MOI for 3 h. After removing
the supernatant, the cells were washed with PBS and subjected to gentamicin (5 µg/mL)
for 1 h to remove all Lm that remained. Followed by gentamycin treatment, the cells were
lysed using water and the titer of Lm was determined by a colony-forming assay.

2.7. Tumor Immunotherapy with Lm-LLO-ISG15

For subcutaneous studies, 5 × 105 MC38 cells were suspended in 100 µL PBS and
implanted subcutaneously (s.c.) into the right hind flank of C57BL/6 female mice. All of the
mice were then randomized to receive PBS, Control Lm, or Lm-LLO-ISG15 intraperitoneally.
Tumor measurement was carried out every 2–3 days by digital caliper and tumor volume
was calculated using the formula (length × width × width)/2. All of the mice were
followed for illness until they became moribund, or when tumors reached the burden limit,
i.e., 15 mm in either dimension.

For orthotopic studies, 1 × 105 MC38-GL in Matrigel (Corning Inc., Corning, NY,
USA) (25 µL of PBS containing 1 × 105 MC38-GL + 25 µL of Matrigel) were implanted into
the cecal wall, as previously described [22,23], and the mice were subsequently treated
with either PBS, Control Lm, or Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p. or p.o. This indicated that the PBS
group received PBS i.p. and p.o, the Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p. group received Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p.
and PBS p.o., while the Lm-LLO-ISG15 p.o. group received PBS i.p. and Lm-LLO-ISG15
p.o. D-luciferin (150 mg/kg, GoldBio, St Louis, MO, USA) was prepared and injected i.p.
into the mice and bioluminescence signals were detected by an IVIS Imaging system after
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10 min post-injection. The tumor kinetic curve was plotted by using total flux (photon/s)
of the region of interest (ROI).

2.8. Lymphocyte Depletion Experiments

MC38 subcutaneous tumor-bearing mice were intraperitoneally administered with
either PBS or anti-CD8α antibody (clone 2.43, 200 µg/injection, BioXCell, Lebanon, NH,
USA) on days 1, 3, 6, 9, and 12. To determine the role of CD8+ T cells in the anti-tumor
efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15, three groups of mice were included: Group 1 (Mock) received
PBS + PBS, group 2 (Vaccinated) received Lm-LLO-ISG15 + PBS, and group 3 (CD8+ T-cell
depletion) received Lm-LLO-ISG15 + anti-CD8α. The mice were monitored for tumor
growth kinetics and survival.

2.9. Multi-Color Flow Cytometry

To analyze the tumor-infiltrating immune cells, tumors were harvested and passed
through a 70-µm cell strainer to collect single-cell suspensions and counted using a Vi-CELL
XR Cell Viability Analyzer (Beckman Coulter, Brea, CA, USA), as previously described [24].
Between 1–2 million cells were then plated into round bottom 96-well plates and pre-
incubated with purified anti-CD16/32 unconjugated antibody (clone 93) to block the Fc
receptors prior to surface staining with fluorochrome-conjugated anti-mouse monoclonal
antibodies, which include: APC/Cyanine7 TCR-β chain (clone H57-597), PE/Cy7 CD8α
(clone 53-6.7), PerCP/Cy5.5 CD4 (clone GK1.5), FITC PD-1 (clone 29F.1A12), PE FOXP3
(clone 150D), PE IFN-γ (clone XMG1.2), AF700 TNF-α (clone MP6-XT22), APC IL-2 (clone
JES6-5H4), APC CD11b (clone M1/70), and PerCP/Cy5.5 Gr-1(clone RB6-8C5). Dead
cells were determined using Zombie Aqua Dye following the manufacturer’s instructions.
Zombie Aqua Dye was diluted in PBS and added to the primary antibodies containing
samples after 30 min. Next, 2% paraformaldehyde (PFA) was used to fix the cells and stored
at 4 ◦C in dark until analyzed. To determine IL-2, IFN-γ, and TNF-α secreting T cells, single
cells dissociated from tumors were first stimulated with Cell Activation Cocktail kit (423303,
Biolegend, San Diego, CA, USA) in a 96-well plate at 37 ◦C, 5% CO2 in serum-free RPMI
1640 media. After 6 h stimulation, the cells were processed as normal samples. Intracellular
staining (IFN-γ, IL-2, and TNF-α) was performed using the FOXP3 intracellular staining
protocol (eBioscience, San Diego, CA, USA). FOXP3 was stained using the same protocol
omitting the stimulation process. UltraComp eBeads (eBioscience, San Diego, CA, USA)
were used to prepare single-color compensation controls for each fluorescently conjugated
antibody according to manufacturer instructions. Data analysis was performed using
FlowJo software version 10.7.0 with the previously described gating strategies [21].

2.10. Statistical Analyses

Prism 8 GraphPad software version 9.4.1. was used to determine all of the statistical
analysis. For tumor growth kinetics studies and immune cell infiltration analysis, unpaired
student t-tests were used. For survival studies, median survival was determined using
Kaplan-Meier curves. Comparisons between the groups were performed by Log Rank test.
p values for all statistical comparisons were defined as * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001,
and **** p < 0.0001.

3. Results
3.1. Elevation of ISG15 Expression in CRC Tumors Is Correlated with an Unfavorable Prognosis

The ISG15 levels in human CRC were analyzed using the publicly available data from
the Human Protein Atlas, The Cancer Genome Atlas, and The University of Alabama at
Birmingham, Comprehensive Cancer Center (UALCAN). ISG15 mRNA expression is found
to be low across all healthy tissues (Supplementary Figure S1A) and almost undetectable at
the protein level (Supplementary Figure S1B,C). Primary CRC tumors consistently express
a higher level of ISG15 compared to that of normal colon tissues at both the transcriptional
(Figure 1A) and translational levels (Figure 1B). The elevated expression of ISG15 is found
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to be consistent across all cancer stages (Figure 1C), as well as CRC subtypes (Figure 1D),
and does not discriminate between males versus females (Figure 1E). Noticeably, ISG15
tends to be higher in Caucasians and Asians, but not African-Americans, than in the overall
population (Figure 1F). We observed that the elevated expression of ISG15 in CRC patients
is strongly correlated with shorter survival outcomes (Figure 1G). Collectively, our findings
indicate that ISG15 can potentially be used as a TAA in CRC.

Figure 1. ISG15 expression and prognostic signature in human CRC. Gene expression (A) and protein
expression (B) of ISG15 in normal colon tissues versus primary tumors in overall population. Protein
level of ISG15 in different cancer stages (C), CRC subtypes (D), genders (E), and races (F). (G) Survival
probabilities in CRC patients with high versus low/medium ISG15 mRNA expression. * p < 0.05,
** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001, and **** p < 0.0001.
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3.2. High Level of ISG15 Expression in Human CRC Is Also Conserved in Murine CRC

As we thought that ISG15 could possibly provide a potential therapeutic target in
CRC, we first sought to confirm whether the phenomenon of ISG15 overexpression in
CRC tumors is also conserved in mice. We found that MC38, a common murine model of
human CRC, expressed a higher level of ISG15 compared to a non-transformed fibroblast
cell line, NIH-3T3 (Figure 2A,D,E). In addition, subcutaneously-implanted MC38 tumors
also expressed a higher level of ISG15 compared to normal colon tissue (Figure 2B,D,E) and
other organs (Supplementary Figure S1D). Followed by 24-h of IFN-β stimulation, ISG15
expression in MC38 is further induced (Figure 2C).

Figure 2. Elevation of ISG15 expression in murine CRC models. ISG15 mRNA expression relatively
compared to 18S rRNA in (A) 3T3 vs. MC38 cell lines, and (B) colon tissues compared to MC38
subcutaneous tumors. (C) ISG15 is further induced in MC38 by 24 h exposure to IFN-β. (D) Western
blot with (E) quantification demonstrating ISG15 expression and ISGylation in 3T3, MC38 cell line,
colon tissues, and MC38 subcutaneous tumors. Data were analyzed using unpaired t-test. All error
bars are shown as mean ± SEM. * p < 0.05, and ** p < 0.01.

3.3. Lm-LLO-ISG15 Demonstrates Potential Anti-Tumor Effects in Subcutaneous CRC Mouse
Model in a CD8+ T Cell-Dependent Manner

Next, we aimed to evaluate whether the elevated expression of ISG15 could be a
therapeutic target for Lm-LLO-ISG15. MC38 cells were implanted subcutaneously (s.c)
in the hind flank of female C57BL/6 mice, as mentioned in the Materials and Methods.
The tumor-bearing mice were injected with either PBS or Lm-LLO-ISG15 (Figure 3A). The
vaccination of Lm-LLO-ISG15 substantially controlled the tumor burden (Figure 3B and
Figure S2A,B) led to an extension in the median survival compared to PBS (Figure 3C).
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Figure 3. Lm-LLO-ISG15 vaccination results in anti-tumor efficacy in a subcutaneous CRC mouse
model. (A) Experimental schema (made by BioRender). (B) Tumor growth kinetics (n = 4 in each
group) and (C) survival probability of mice bearing subcutaneous MC38 tumors treated with PBS
vs. Lm-LLO-ISG15 (17.5 vs. 23 days, respectively, p < 0.05). (D–L) Single cells from tumors were
prepared for multicolor flow cytometry analysis as described in the Materials and methods section.
Frequencies of live (D) TCR-β+, (E) CD4+, (F) CD8+, (G) CD4+FoxP3+, and (H) Ratio of CD8+%
TCR-β+/CD4+FoxP3+% TCR-β+. (I,J) Cytokine-producing CD4+ T cells.(K,L) Cytokine-producing
CD8+ T cells. (M) Tumor growth kinetics and (N) tumor mass of subcutaneous MC38 tumors treated
with PBS, Lm-LLO-ISG15, or Lm-LLO-ISG15 + anti-CD8α. Data were analyzed using unpaired t-test.
All error bars are shown as mean ± SEM. ns: non-significant, * p < 0.05 and **** p < 0.0001.
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We further investigated how the Lm-LLO-ISG15 vaccination modulated the tumor
microenvironment (TME) to exert anti-cancer efficacy. We observed an increased influx of
total T cells, as well as CD4+ T cell and CD8+ T cell subsets, in the Lm-LLO-ISG15 group
compared to that of PBS (Figure 3D–F). Further, regulatory T cells (Tregs, CD4+FoxP3+)
tended to be lower in the Lm-LLO-ISG15-treated tumors, although the difference did not
reach statistical significance (Figure 3G). However, we did find that the ratio of CD8+ T
cells/Tregs was strikingly higher in the Lm-LLO-ISG15 group compared to PBS (Figure 3H).
We observed an increasing trend in the number of functional CD4+ T cells from the mice
treated with Lm-LLO-ISG15 compared to CD4+ T cells from PBS, although statistical
significance was not met (Figure 3I,J and Figure S3A–C). In contrast, treatment with Lm-
LLO-ISG15 generates a larger pool of CD8+IFN-γ+ and CD8+IL-2+ population compared
to that of PBS (Figure 3K,L). As a result, the total single cytokine-producing CD8+ T cells
was higher in the Lm-LLO-ISG15 than the PBS group (Supplemental Figure S3D), although
statistical significance was not achieved for double and total cytokine-producing CD8+

T cells in both groups (Supplementary Figure S3E,F). Finally, we did not observe any
significant difference in the myeloid-derived suppressor cells (MDSCs) population among
treatments (Supplementary Figure S3G–L).

As vaccination with Lm-LLO-ISG15 resulted in robust cytokine-producing CD8+ T
cell responses, we further investigated whether depleting CD8+ T cells could abrogate
therapeutic efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15. Therefore, we conducted antibody-mediated de-
pletion studies of CD8+ T cells in the MC38 tumor-bearing mice, as mentioned in the
Materials and Methods section. We found that the tumor growth kinetics, as well as the
final tumor mass, between the Lm-LLO-ISG15 + anti-CD8α and PBS-treated animals were
similar (Figure 3M,N and Figure S2C–E). This observation demonstrated the concept that
Lm-LLO-ISG15-mediated efficacy in CRC is CD8+ T cell-dependent.

3.4. Induction of Anti-Tumor Immune Response with Lm-LLO-ISG15 by Oral and Intraperitoneal
Administration in Orthotopic CRC Tumors

As previous studies have demonstrated the difference in response to immunother-
apy between subcutaneous and orthotopic tumors [25,26], we aimed to evaluate whether
the anti-CRC effects of Lm-LLO-ISG15 in subcutaneous tumors can also be translated
to orthotopic tumors. In addition, we also wanted to investigate the potency of Lm-
LLO-ISG15 when given orally versus intraperitoneally, as: (i) oral administration of Lm-
based vaccines was shown to eradicate different types of tumors in earlier studies [27–29];
(ii) oral Lm vaccines are able to significantly induce antigen-specific T cell-mediated im-
mune responses [29]; and (iii) the oral route of Lm-based vaccines offers ease of preparation
and administration while reducing the cost of production compared with other vaccines
formulated for injection [30].

We implanted luciferase expressing MC38 (MC38-GL) cell line intra-cecally to the
colon of female C57BL/6 mice. The mice were then randomized prior to receiving PBS,
Lm-LLO-ISG15 by i.p, or by oral gavage (p.o.), as described in Materials and Methods
(Figure 4A). Consistent with the in subcutaneous models, Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p significantly
controlled the orthotopic-implanted MC38 tumors compared to PBS (Figure 4B,C and
Figure S2F–H). In contrast, while the oral administration of Lm-LLO-ISG15 also tended to
control the tumor burden, we did not achieve statistical significance (Figure 4B,C). While
there was no significant difference in the influx of total T cells among the three groups, we
observed a trend of increased infiltration of CD4+ and CD8+ T cells in both Lm-LLO-ISG15
groups compared to PBS (Figure 4D–F). Noticeably, although Lm-LLO-ISG15 p.o tended
to induce the highest influx of CD8+ T cells, this form of treatment also recruited the
greatest number of Treg to the TME (Figure 4F,G). Consequently, the ratio of Teff/Treg in
the Lm-LLO-ISG15 p.o group tended to be the lowest among all three groups (Figure 4H).
In contrast, while Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p. recruited a higher number of CD8+ T cells to the
TME compared to the PBS group, the Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p. vaccination did not tend to
attract the Treg population. As a result, the ratio of Teff/Treg is the highest among all
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groups (Figure 4H). Despite the discrepancies in the infiltration of T cells between the
two routes of Lm-LLO-ISG15 administration, CD8+ T cells from both the Lm-LLO-ISG15
i.p and p.o group were highly functional. This is demonstrated by a higher popula-
tion of cytokine-producing CD8+ T cells in both treatment groups compared to that of
PBS (Figure 4I–M).

The central role of CD8+ T cells in mediating the therapeutic efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15
in the orthotopic model was consistent with our observation in subcutaneous tumors.
We did not observe any major difference in functional CD4+ T cells, i.e., single-, double-
, and total-cytokine producing CD4+ T cells, among all of the groups (Supplementary
Figure S4A–E). Interestingly, we did notice that triple-cytokine producing CD4+ T cells
in Lm-LLO-ISG15 p.o were significantly higher compared to that of the Lm-LLO-ISG15
i.p. and PBS group. Similar to the subcutaneous models, we did not find any significant
difference in the total MDSCs population, as well as monocytic MDSCs (m-MDSCs) and
granulocytic MDSCs (g-MDSCs) subtype between the three groups (Supplementary Figure
S4F–H). Collectively, we demonstrated that vaccination with Lm-LLO-ISG15 exerts an
anti-tumor response in orthotopic CRC models. The delivery of Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p. was
associated with significant anti-tumor therapeutic efficacy, although the ability to generate
an antigen-specific CD8+ T cell-mediated anti-tumor response between i.p. versus p.o
was comparable.

3.5. Comparison of Efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 versus Control Lm in Subcutaneous and Orthotopic
CRC Mouse Models

To further validate our hypothesis that the therapeutic efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 in
CRC is mediated by the generation of an ISG15-specific anti-tumor immune response, we
compared the anti-cancer potency of Lm-LLO-ISG15 with a Control Lm, i.e., a Listeria
vaccine that does not secrete ISG15. We directly infected human and murine CRC cell
lines in vitro with either Control Lm or Lm-LLO-ISG15. We observed a similarity in the
direct cytolytic effect and invasive capacity in both vaccines in the human and murine
CRC cell lines (Supplementary Figure S5A,B). Our current findings on the non-appreciable
cytotoxic effects of Listeria-based vaccines were consistent with previous works in other
cancer models [21]. It is well established now that the anti-tumor efficacy of Listeria-based
vaccines is mainly dependent on the induction of anti-tumor immune responses.

Next, we treated MC38 tumor-bearing mice with either Control Lm or Lm-LLO-ISG15
and followed the animals for tumor growth kinetics in both subcutaneous and orthotopic
models with experimental schema, depicted in Figure 5A,E, respectively. In the subcuta-
neous tumors, the mice that received Lm-LLO-ISG15 demonstrated a significantly reduced
tumor growth rate (Figure 5B and Figure S2I,J) and smaller final tumor mass (Figure 5C,D)
compared to that of the control Lm. Similarly, treatment with Lm-LLO-ISG15 demonstrated
better control over the tumor burden in the orthotopic CRC tumors (Figure 5F,G and Figure
S2K,L). The difference observed in the Lm-LLO-ISG15 versus Control Lm in vivo, but not
in the in vitro studies, indicates that ISG15 provides a therapeutic target and is important
to elicit an anti-tumor response in syngeneic CRC mouse models.

3.6. Induction of Anti-Tumor Immune Response with Lm-LLO-ISG15 in Subcutaneous and
Orthotopic CRC Tumors

Next, to measure the generation of a tumor-specific T-cell response through systemic
vaccination with Lm-LLO-ISG15 and the Control Lm, we performed intracellular cytokine
staining in both the subcutaneous (Figure 6A–I) and orthotopic CRC models (Figure 6J–R).
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Figure 4. Efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p. versus p.o in orthotopic CRC mouse models.
(A) Experimental schema (made by BioRender). (B) Tumor growth kinetics (n = 10 in each group) with
(C) representatives of each group on day 17, 24, and 27. (D–M) Tumors were harvested to prepare
single-cell suspensions and subjected to multicolor flow cytometry, as described in the Materials
and methods section. Frequencies of live (D) TCR-β+, (E) CD4+, (F) CD8+, (G) CD4+FoxP3+, and
(H) Ratio of CD8+% TCR-β+/CD4+FoxP3+% TCR-β+. (I) Multi-cytokine releasing CD8+ T cells.
(J) Single cytokine producers in live CD8+ T cells. (K) Single cytokine producers in live CD8+ T cells.
(L) Total cytokine producers in live CD8+ T cells. (M) Depiction of Distribution of multi-cytokine
producers in live CD8+ T cells. Data were analyzed using unpaired t-test. All error bars are shown as
mean ± SEM. ns: non-significant, * p < 0.05 and ** p < 0.01.
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Figure 5. Therapeutic efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 versus Control Lm in subcutaneous and orthotopic
mouse models. (A) Experimental schema for subcutaneous model (made by BioRender). (B) Tumor
growth kinetics (n = 4 in each group) and (C,D) final tumor mass. (E) Experimental schema for
orthotopic model (made by BioRender). (F) Tumor growth kinetics (n = 8 in each group) and
(G) representatives of tumor growth by bioluminesce signals on day 17, 24, and 31. Data were
analyzed using unpaired t-test. All error bars are shown as mean ± SEM. * p < 0.05 and *** p < 0.001.
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Figure 6. Induction of anti-tumor immune response with Lm-LLO-ISG15 in subcutaneous versus
orthotopic CRC tumors. Single cells were prepared from tumors of experiment of Figure 5A and
stained with different fluorochrome-conjugated antibodies as mentioned in Materials and methods.
(A–E) Frequencies of live (A) TCR-β+, (B) CD4+, (C) CD8+, (D) CD4+FoxP3+, and (E) Ratio of Ratio
of CD8+% TCR-β+/CD4+FoxP3+% TCR-β+. (F,G) Multi-cytokine produced by live CD4+ T cells.
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(H,I) Multi-cytokine produced by live CD8+ T cells. Similarly, single-cell suspensions of tumors
from experiment of Figure 5E were subjected to multicolor flow cytometry. (J–N) Frequencies of
live (J) TCR-β+, (K) CD4+, (L) CD8+, (M) CD4+FoxP3+, and (N) Ratio of Ratio of CD8+% TCR-
β+/CD4+FoxP3+% TCR-β+. (O,P) Distribution of multi-cytokine produced by live CD4+ T cells.
(Q,R) Distribution of multi-cytokine produced by live CD8+ T cells. Data were analyzed using
unpaired t-test. All error bars are shown as mean ± SEM. ns: non-significant, * p < 0.05 and
** p < 0.01.

In the subcutaneous tumors, the Lm-LLO-ISG15-treated mice demonstrated a marked
increase in the infiltration of total T cells (Figure 6A), while the population of Tregs
(Figure 6D) was significantly lower compared to that of the Control Lm-vaccinated mice.
The ratio of Teff/Treg in Lm-LLO-ISG15 was higher but did not reach statistical significance.
The activated CD4+ T cells that produced IL-2 (Figure 6F,G), in particular, and all of the
single cytokines (Supplementary Figure S6A) in general were significantly higher in the
Lm-LLO-ISG15 group. In contrast to the striking difference in the CD8+ cells’ response
between Lm-LLO-ISG15 and PBS, we did not observe any major difference in the influx
nor the production of intracellular cytokines of CD8+ T cells in the subcutaneous MC38
between the Lm-LLO-ISG15 versus the control Lm cohort (Figure 6H,I and Figure S6D–F).
We also did not find any difference in other immune cell types in response to the Lm-based
vaccines (Supplementary Figure S6G–I).

In the orthotopic model, the vaccination with Lm-LLO-ISG15 demonstrated a marked
and significant increase in the infiltration of total T cells (Figure 6J), as well as CD4+, but
not CD8+ T cells, compared to the Control Lm vaccination (Figure 6K,L). In addition, we
noticed that the CD4+FoxP3+ T cell population was significantly lower in the Lm-LLO-
ISG15-treated mice (Figure 6M). As a result, the Teff/Treg ratio was significantly higher in
the Lm-LLO-ISG15-vaccinated cohort. Consistent with the subcutaneous tumors, we found
that activated the CD4+ T cells that produce IL-2 (Figure 6O) and all of the single cytokines
(Supplementary Figure S7A) were significantly higher in the Lm-LLO-ISG15-vaccinated
group. We observed a larger pool of IL-2-producing CD8+ T cells (Figure 6Q), as well as
total cytokine-secreting CD8+ T cells (Supplementary Figure S7F). While there was a higher
influx of m-MDSCs in the Lm-LLO-ISG15-vaccinated group, the Control Lm-vaccinated
cohort was associated with an elevated g-MDSC population (Supplementary Figure S7G–I).
Collectively, we demonstrated that therapeutic vaccination with Lm-LLO-ISG15 induced
an effective ISG15-specific anti-tumor response mediated by T cells.

4. Discussion

While immunotherapy with ICIs in particular has demonstrated impressive results in
mCRC patients with deficient mismatch repair (dMMR), the primary/acquired resistance
and immune-related adverse effects (irAEs) associated with ICIs have established an unmet
need to develop additional immunotherapy options for CRC patients [31]. Attenuated
strains of Lm have been widely applied as therapeutic vaccines for the delivery and target of
cancer antigens [13,21]. The findings presented in this manuscript supported the hypothesis
that targeting TAA through active tumor immunotherapy such as in a Lm-based vaccine is
a promising and novel therapeutic strategy in the treatment of CRC.

While ISG15 mRNA is almost undetectable in normal tissues (Supplementary Figure S1),
ISG15 is elevated in different types of cancers, including colon adenocarcinoma [32–36]. Our
findings here suggest a strong correlation between the high expression of ISG15 and
CRC progression and poor survival outcome of the disease (Figure 1). Therefore, we
hypothesized that ISG15 could be considered as a TAA in CRC and potentially serve as
a therapeutic target. We evaluated and observed the elevation of ISG15 in murine CRC
tumors compared to the normal colon (Figure 2). We demonstrated, for the first time,
as a proof of concept, that vaccination against ISG15 with Lm-LLO-ISG15 significantly
controlled the CRC tumor burden in both subcutaneous and orthotopic syngeneic CRC
mouse models (Figures 3 and 4). In addition, we have shown that the anti-tumor efficacy
of Lm-LLO-ISG15 was mediated by robust tumor-specific IFN-γ responses. Although
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CD4+ T cells might play a role in the anti-tumor response elicited by Lm-LLO-ISG15,
as demonstrated by an increased influx of CD4+ T-cells in the TME, we found that the
therapeutic efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 is mainly mediated by the CD8+ T-cell. Recent
studies have shown that the CD4+ T-cell also impacted the anti-tumor efficacy of other
Listeria-based vaccines [37,38]. Therefore, it remains to be explored whether the depletion
of CD4+ T-cells could abrogate the efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15. We further illustrated that
treatment with Lm-LLO-ISG15 significantly enhanced the infiltration of functional T cells,
and reduced the number of Tregs, thus increasing the ratio of Teff/Treg. Our results were
consistent with previous studies evaluating the efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 in breast cancer
and renal cell carcinoma [39,40].

We assessed the difference in the therapeutic efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 when delivered
orally versus intraperitoneally. The scientific rationale for us to consider the oral delivery of
Lm-LLO-ISG15 in our orthotopic CRC model is due to the possibility that the generation of
mucosal immunity may provide greater therapeutic benefit in CRC. Previous studies also
demonstrated that the oral administration of Listeria-based vaccines eradicated different
types of tumors [27–29]. Further, the oral route of Listeria-based vaccines offers ease of
preparation and administration compared with other formulations for injection. However,
although the oral route of administration was employed with 10-fold higher bacterial doses,
there were no additional anti-tumor benefits recorded. In fact, Lm-LLO-ISG15 i.p. was
associated with a better control of the tumor burden (Figure 4B). Although increasing
the dosage in the future, or using an alternative formulated form of delivery, such as
encapsulation, can possibly enhance the therapeutic efficacy of Lm-based vaccines given
orally, it is important to note that the oral delivery of Lm-based vaccines increases the
population of Treg and leads to a lower Teff/Treg ratio. While previous studies have
reported tumor regression with the oral delivery of recombinant Lm-based vaccines [29],
the mouse model was thought to be limited in the study of the oral delivery of Listeria-
based vaccine due to the poor interaction between Internalin A and the host cell E-Cadherin
receptor, thus limiting the entry of Lm-based vaccines [41]. Our findings in this manuscript
confirmed this phenomenon again.

We also studied how Lm-LLO-ISG15 differed from Control Lm in controlling sub-
cutaneous and orthotopic CRC mouse models (Figures 5 and 6). We found a marked
increase in the influx of total T cells in the Lm-LLO-ISG15 group compared to the Control
Lm cohort. The influx of functional T cells, i.e., T cells that produce anti-tumor cytokines,
including IL-2, IFN-γ, and TNF-α, in the TME of the Lm-LLO-ISG15-vaccinated group
was higher than that of the Control Lm-treated group. Interestingly, the population of
regulatory T cells was inversely lower in the Lm-LLO-ISG15-treated group. Consequently,
this resulted in a higher ratio of Teff/Treg in Lm-LLO-ISG15-vaccinated group as compared
to that of the Control Lm group. We found that the Lm-LLO-ISG15 vaccine exerted better
anti-tumor efficacy in the orthotopic, than subcutaneous, model of CRC. Previous studies
have suggested that the TME of the orthotopic CRC model is considered “immunologically
hot” compared to that of subcutaneous tumors [22,42]. This is because orthotopic CRC
tumors were associated with a higher number of immune cell infiltrates, such as T cells
and NK cells, while the number of MDSCs was lower compared to that of subcutaneous
tumors [22,42]. As a result, the anti-tumor immune response in the orthotopic CRC models
was relatively better than in the subcutaneous tumors [42]. Our findings presented in this
manuscript were consistent with these reports. As orthotopic tumor-bearing mice have a
longer median survival time, we were able to administer three doses of Lm-based vaccines
instead of two doses in the subcutaneous models. Therefore, the orthotopic CRC models
provided the Lm-based vaccines substantial time to recruit and activate the anti-tumor
adaptive immune cells into the TME.

One of the major limitations of our current study is that we mainly studied the efficacy
of the Lm-LLO-ISG15 vaccine in the MC38 model. MC38 represents the microsatellite
instable (MSI) subtype of CRC tumors, which contributes to about 10–15% of the total CRC
cases. The higher proportion of CRC, i.e., microsatellite stable (MSS), has not been discussed
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in the current manuscript. Further, we focused our investigation on understanding the
therapeutic efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 as a monotherapy in CRC. We did not compare
and/or combine our vaccine with other currently approved therapies for CRC to enhance
the final anti-tumor response. Another limitation of the current study is that we have not
yet explored the protective potential of Lm-LLO-ISG15. In general, bacteria-based vaccines
are thought to elicit robust protective immune responses and have demonstrated significant
prophylactic efficacy in different cancer types [37,43]. Going forward, this could be another
interesting avenue to be explored in future studies.

5. Conclusions

Collectively, we investigated and confirmed, for the first time, the therapeutic efficacy
of Listeria-based vaccines targeting ISG15 (Lm-LLO-ISG15) in CRC. We found that Lm-
LLO-ISG15 exerts an anti-tumor efficacy against syngeneic CRC mouse models and induces
robust anti-tumor immune responses. Our results suggest Lm-LLO-ISG15 as a potential
anti-cancer candidate for CRC treatment. Further investigations, such as combining Lm-
LLO-ISG15 with other forms of immunotherapy and/or approved therapies, might enhance
the overall anti-tumor efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 and provide further support for the clinical
translational promise of this therapy.
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or invasive capacity of Lm-based vaccines; Figure S6: Lm-LLO-ISG15 exerts an anti-tumor effi-
cacy in subcutaneous CRC mouse model in comparison to Control Lm; Figure S7: Lm-LLO-ISG15
exerts an anti-tumor efficacy in subcutaneous CRC mouse model in comparison to Control Lm;
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Author Contributions: H.-M.N. conducted experiments, collected and analyzed data, prepared
figures, and wrote the manuscript. S.G. assisted in in vivo studies. M.O. and W.P. helped in in vitro
studies. L.M.W. conceptualized and designed experiments, acquired funding, and provided supervi-
sion. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: L.M.W. is supported by a grant from NIH (1R15CA216205-01).

Institutional Review Board Statement: All mouse experiments were performed in accordance with
the regulations of the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee (IACUC) at the TTUHSC.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data on RNA and protein expression of ISG15 and the Kaplan–Meier
survival analysis were obtained from Human Protein Atlas (https://www.proteinatlas.org/ (accessed
on 17 November 2022)), The Cancer Genome Atlas (https://cancergenome.nih.gov/ (accessed on
17 November 2022)) and from the University of Alabama at Birmingham, Comprehensive Cancer
Center (UALCAN, http://ualcan.path.uab.edu/ (accessed on 17 November 2022)) as previously
published [44,45].

Acknowledgments: We sincerely appreciate the kindness and generosity of Michael D. Green for
providing us with the MC38 expressing green fluorescent protein and luciferase (MC38-GL). We also
wanted to thank Kurt Nelson and Amanda Huber for the great help and follow-up in transferring the
cell line to our lab.

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

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers15041237/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cancers15041237/s1
https://www.proteinatlas.org/
https://cancergenome.nih.gov/
http://ualcan.path.uab.edu/


Cancers 2023, 15, 1237 16 of 17

References
1. Xu, P. Global colorectal cancer burden in 2020 and projections to 2040. Transl. Oncol. 2021, 14, 101174.
2. Sung, H.; Ferlay, J.; Siegel, R.L.; Laversanne, M.; Soerjomataram, I.; Jemal, A.; Bray, F. Global Cancer Statistics 2020: GLOBOCAN

Estimates of Incidence and Mortality Worldwide for 36 Cancers in 185 Countries. CA Cancer J. Clin. 2021, 71, 209–249. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

3. Ciombor, K.; Jones, J.; Strickler, J.; Bekaii-Saab, T.; Wu, C. The Current Molecular Treatment Landscape of Advanced Colorectal
Cancer and Need for the COLOMATE Platform. Oncology 2021, 35, 553–559. [PubMed]

4. Van der Jeught, K.; Xu, H.C.; Li, Y.J.; Lu, X.B.; Ji, G. Drug resistance and new therapies in colorectal cancer. World J. Gastroenterol.
2018, 24, 3834–3848. [CrossRef]

5. Chen, L.; Yang, F.; Chen, S.; Tai, J. Mechanisms on chemotherapy resistance of colorectal cancer stem cells and research progress
of reverse transformation: A mini-review. Front. Med. 2022, 9, 995882. [CrossRef]

6. Ruan, W.-C.; Che, Y.-P.; Ding, L.; Li, H.-F. Efficacy and Toxicity of Addition of Bevacizumab to Chemotherapy in Patients with
Metastatic Colorectal Cancer. Comb. Chem. High Throughput Screen. 2018, 21, 718–724. [CrossRef]

7. Dai, Y.; Zhao, W.; Yue, L.; Dai, X.; Rong, D.; Wu, F.; Gu, J.; Qian, X. Perspectives on Immunotherapy of Metastatic Colorectal
Cancer. Front. Oncol. 2021, 11, 659964. [CrossRef]

8. Motta, R.; Cabezas-Camarero, S.; Torres-Mattos, C.; Riquelme, A.; Calle, A.; Figueroa, A.; Sotelo, M.J. Immunotherapy in
microsatellite instability metastatic colorectal cancer: Current status and future perspectives. J. Clin. Transl. Res. 2021, 7, 511–522.

9. Overman, M.J.; Ernstoff, M.; Morse, M. Where We Stand with Immunotherapy in Colorectal Cancer: Deficient Mismatch Repair,
Proficient Mismatch Repair, and Toxicity Management. Am. Soc. Clin. Oncol. Educ. Book 2018, 38, 239–247. [CrossRef]

10. Kotoula, V.; Fostira, F.; Fountzilas, E. Primary Resistance to Immune Checkpoint Inhibitors in Metastatic Colorectal
Cancer—Beyond the Misdiagnosis. JAMA Oncol. 2019, 5, 740–741. [CrossRef]

11. Cohen, R.; Hain, E.; Buhard, O.; Guilloux, A.; Bardier, A.; Kaci, R.; Bertheau, P.; Renaud, F.; Bibeau, F.; Fléjou, J.-F.; et al. Association
of Primary Resistance to Immune Checkpoint Inhibitors in Metastatic Colorectal Cancer with Misdiagnosis of Microsatellite
Instability or Mismatch Repair Deficiency Status. JAMA Oncol. 2019, 5, 551–555. [CrossRef]

12. Sarvizadeh, M.; Ghasemi, F.; Tavakoli, F.; Khatami, S.S.; Razi, E.; Sharifi, H.; Biouki, N.M.; Taghizadeh, M. Vaccines for colorectal
cancer: An update. J. Cell. Biochem. 2019, 120, 8815–8828. [CrossRef]

13. Oladejo; Paterson, Y.; Wood, L. Clinical Experience and Recent Advances in the Development of Listeria-Based Tumor Im-
munotherapies. Front. Immunol. 2021, 12, 642316. [CrossRef]

14. Wood, L.M.; Paterson, Y. Attenuated Listeria monocytogenes: A powerful and versatile vector for the future of tumor im-
munotherapy. Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 2014, 4, 51. [CrossRef]

15. Flickinger, J.C., Jr.; Staudt, R.E.; Singh, J.; Carlson, R.D.; Barton, J.R.; Baybutt, T.R.; Rappaport, J.A.; Zalewski, A.; Pattison, A.;
Waldman, S.A.; et al. Chimeric adenoviral (Ad5.F35) and listeria vector prime-boost immunization is safe and effective for cancer
immunotherapy. NPJ Vaccines 2022, 7, 61. [CrossRef]

16. Wang, D.; Zhang, H.; Xiang, T.; Wang, G. Clinical Application of Adaptive Immune Therapy in MSS Colorectal Cancer Patients.
Front. Immunol. 2021, 12, 762341. [CrossRef]

17. Perng, Y.C.; Lenschow, D. ISG15 in antiviral immunity and beyond. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2018, 16, 423–439. [CrossRef]
18. Wood, L.; Seavey, M.; Pan, Z.-K.; Paterson, Y. ISG15 as a Novel Target for Tumor Immunotherapy (95.13). J. Immunol. 2010, 184

(Suppl. 1), 95.13. [CrossRef]
19. Desai, S.D. ISG15: A double edged sword in cancer. Oncoimmunology 2015, 4, e1052935. [CrossRef]
20. Nguyen, H.-M.; Gaikwad, S.; Oladejo, M.; Agrawal, M.Y.; Srivastava, S.K.; Wood, L.M. Interferon stimulated gene 15 (ISG15) in

cancer: An update. Cancer Lett. 2023, 556, 216080. [CrossRef]
21. Oladejo, M.; Nguyen, H.-M.; Silwal, A.; Reese, B.; Paulishak, W.; Markiewski, M.M.; Wood, L.M. Listeria-based immunotherapy

directed against CD105 exerts anti-angiogenic and anti-tumor efficacy in renal cell carcinoma. Front. Immunol. 2022, 13, 1038807.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Tseng, W.; Leong, X.; Engleman, E. Orthotopic mouse model of colorectal cancer. J. Vis. Exp. 2007, 10, 484.
23. Kochall, S.; Thepkaysone, M.L.; García, S.A.; Betzler, A.M.; Weitz, J.; Reissfelder, C.; Schölch, S. Isolation of Circulating Tumor

Cells in an Orthotopic Mouse Model of Colorectal Cancer. J. Vis. Exp. 2017, 125, 55357.
24. Ghouse, S.M.; Nguyen, H.-M.; Bommareddy, P.K.; Guz-Montgomery, K.; Saha, D. Oncolytic Herpes Simplex Virus Encoding IL12

Controls Triple-Negative Breast Cancer Growth and Metastasis. Front. Oncol. 2020, 10, 384. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
25. Devaud, C.; Westwood, J.A.; John, L.B.; Flynn, J.K.; Paquet-Fifield, S.; Duong, C.P.M.; Yong, C.S.M.; Pegram, H.J.; Stacker, S.A.;

Achen, M.G.; et al. Tissues in different anatomical sites can sculpt and vary the tumor microenvironment to affect responses to
therapy. Mol. Ther. 2014, 22, 18–27. [CrossRef]

26. Zhang, W.; Fan, W.; Rachagani, S.; Zhou, Z.; Lele, S.M.; Batra, S.K.; Garrison, J.C. Comparative Study of Subcutaneous and
Orthotopic Mouse Models of Prostate Cancer: Vascular Perfusion, Vasculature Density, Hypoxic Burden and BB2r-Targeting
Efficacy. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 11117. [CrossRef]

27. Pan, Z.K.; Ikonomidis, G.; Pardoll, D.; Paterson, Y. Regression of established tumors in mice mediated by the oral administration
of a recombinant Listeria monocytogenes vaccine. Cancer Res. 1995, 55, 4776–4779.

28. Pan, Z.K.; Weiskirch, L.; Paterson, Y. Regression of established B16F10 melanoma with a recombinant Listeria monocytogenes
vaccine. Cancer Res. 1999, 59, 5264–5269.

http://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21660
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33538338
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34524770
http://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v24.i34.3834
http://doi.org/10.3389/fmed.2022.995882
http://doi.org/10.2174/1386207322666190119162352
http://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2021.659964
http://doi.org/10.1200/EDBK_200821
http://doi.org/10.1001/jamaoncol.2019.0521
http://doi.org/10.1001/jamaoncol.2018.4942
http://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.28179
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.642316
http://doi.org/10.3389/fcimb.2014.00051
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41541-022-00483-z
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2021.762341
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41579-018-0020-5
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.184.Supp.95.13
http://doi.org/10.1080/2162402X.2015.1052935
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.canlet.2023.216080
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2022.1038807
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36439126
http://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2020.00384
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32266155
http://doi.org/10.1038/mt.2013.219
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-47308-z


Cancers 2023, 15, 1237 17 of 17

29. Lin, C.-W.; Lee, J.-Y.; Tsao, Y.-P.; Shen, C.-P.; Lai, H.-C.; Chen, S.-L. Oral vaccination with recombinant Listeria monocytogenes
expressing human papillomavirus type 16 E7 can cause tumor growth in mice to regress. Int. J. Cancer 2002, 102, 629–637.
[CrossRef]

30. Sinha, S.; Kuo, C.-Y.; Ho, J.K.; White, P.J.; Jazayeri, J.A.; Pouton, C.W. A suicidal strain of Listeria monocytogenes is effective as a
DNA vaccine delivery system for oral administration. Vaccine 2017, 35, 5115–5122. [CrossRef]

31. Borelli, B.; Antoniotti, C.; Carullo, M.; Germani, M.M.; Conca, V.; Masi, G. Immune-Checkpoint Inhibitors (ICIs) in Metastatic
Colorectal Cancer (mCRC) Patients beyond Microsatellite Instability. Cancers 2022, 14, 4974. [CrossRef]

32. Bolado-Carrancio, A.; Lee, M.; Ewing, A.; Muir, M.; Macleod, K.G.; Gallagher, W.M.; Nguyen, L.K.; Carragher, N.O.; Semple,
C.A.; Brunton, V.G.; et al. ISGylation drives basal breast tumour progression by promoting EGFR recycling and Akt signalling.
Oncogene 2021, 40, 6235–6247. [CrossRef]

33. Alcalá, S.; Sancho, P.; Martinelli, P.; Navarro, D.; Pedrero, C.; Martín-Hijano, L.; Valle, S.; Earl, J.; Rodríguez-Serrano, M.;
Ruiz-Cañas, L.; et al. ISG15 and ISGylation is required for pancreatic cancer stem cell mitophagy and metabolic plasticity. Nat.
Commun. 2020, 11, 2682. [CrossRef]

34. Desai, S.D.; Reed, R.E.; Burks, J.; Wood, L.M.; Pullikuth, A.K.; Haas, A.L.; Liu, L.; Breslin, J.W.; Meiners, S.; Sankar, S. ISG15
disrupts cytoskeletal architecture and promotes motility in human breast cancer cells. Exp. Biol. Med. 2012, 237, 38–49. [CrossRef]

35. Chen, R.-H.; Xiao, Z.-W.; Yan, X.-Q.; Han, P.; Liang, F.-Y.; Wang, J.-Y.; Yu, S.-T.; Zhang, T.-Z.; Chen, S.-Q.; Zhong, Q.; et al. Tumor
Cell-Secreted ISG15 Promotes Tumor Cell Migration and Immune Suppression by Inducing the Macrophage M2-Like Phenotype.
Front. Immunol. 2020, 11, 594775. [CrossRef]

36. Nguyen, H.-M.; Oladejo, M.; Paulishak, W.; Wood, L.M. A Listeria-based vaccine targeting ISG15 exerts anti-tumor efficacy in
renal cell carcinoma. Cancer Immunol. Immunother. 2022. [CrossRef]

37. Hochnadel, I.; Hoenicke, L.; Petriv, N.; Neubert, L.; Reinhard, E.; Hirsch, T.; Alfonso, J.C.L.; Suo, H.; Longerich, T.; Geffers, R.; et al.
Safety and efficacy of prophylactic and therapeutic vaccine based on live-attenuated Listeria monocytogenes in hepatobiliary
cancers. Oncogene 2022, 41, 2039–2053. [CrossRef]

38. Keenan, B.P.; Saenger, Y.; Kafrouni, M.I.; Leubner, A.; Lauer, P.; Maitra, A.; Rucki, A.A.; Gunderson, A.J.; Coussens, L.M.;
Brockstedt, D.G.; et al. A Listeria vaccine and depletion of T-regulatory cells activate immunity against early stage pancreatic
intraepithelial neoplasms and prolong survival of mice. Gastroenterology 2014, 146, 1784–1794. [CrossRef]

39. Nguyen, H.-M.; Wood, L. 1370 Distinct anti-tumor response to Listeria-based vaccines between orthotopic and subcutaneous
syngeneic mouse models of renal cell carcinoma. J. Immunol. Ther. Cancer 2022, 10 (Suppl. 2), A1420–A1421.

40. Wood, L.M.; Pan, Z.-K.; Seavey, M.M.; Muthukumaran, G.; Paterson, Y. The ubiquitin-like protein, ISG15, is a novel tumor-
associated antigen for cancer immunotherapy. Cancer Immunol. Immunother. 2012, 61, 689–700. [CrossRef]

41. Lecuit, M.; Dramsi, S.; Gottardi, C.; Fedor-Chaiken, M.; Gumbiner, B.; Cossart, P. A single amino acid in E-cadherin responsible
for host specificity towards the human pathogen Listeria monocytogenes. EMBO J. 1999, 18, 3956–3963. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

42. Zhao, X.; Li, L.; Starr, T.K.; Subramanian, S. Tumor location impacts immune response in mouse models of colon cancer. Oncotarget
2017, 8, 54775–54787. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Jia, Y.; Yin, Y.; Duan, F.; Fu, H.; Hu, M.; Gao, Y.; Pan, Z.; Jiao, X. Prophylactic and therapeutic efficacy of an attenuated Listeria
monocytogenes-based vaccine delivering HPV16 E7 in a mouse model. Int. J. Mol. Med. 2012, 30, 1335–1342. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Chandrashekar, D.S.; Bashel, B.; Balasubramanya, S.A.H.; Creighton, C.J.; Ponce-Rodriguez, I.; Chakravarthi, B.V.S.K.; Varambally,
S. UALCAN: A Portal for Facilitating Tumor Subgroup Gene Expression and Survival Analyses. Neoplasia 2017, 19, 649–658.
[CrossRef]

45. Chandrashekar, D.S.; Karthikeyan, S.K.; Korla, P.K.; Patel, H.; Shovon, A.R.; Athar, M.; Netto, G.J.; Qin, Z.S.; Kumar, S.;
Manne, U.; et al. UALCAN: An update to the integrated cancer data analysis platform. Neoplasia 2022, 25, 18–27. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.10759
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2017.08.014
http://doi.org/10.3390/cancers14204974
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41388-021-02017-8
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16395-2
http://doi.org/10.1258/ebm.2011.011236
http://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2020.594775
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00262-022-03352-9
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41388-022-02222-z
http://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2014.02.055
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00262-011-1129-9
http://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/18.14.3956
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10406800
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.18423
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28903381
http://doi.org/10.3892/ijmm.2012.1136
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23027427
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neo.2017.05.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neo.2022.01.001

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Animals 
	Cell Lines 
	Listeria Monocytogenes Strains 
	ISG15 Expression in Normal and Tumor Mouse Colon Tissue 
	Western Blot Analysis 
	In Vitro Cytotoxicity and Infectivity Assays 
	Tumor Immunotherapy with Lm-LLO-ISG15 
	Lymphocyte Depletion Experiments 
	Multi-Color Flow Cytometry 
	Statistical Analyses 

	Results 
	Elevation of ISG15 Expression in CRC Tumors Is Correlated with an Unfavorable Prognosis 
	High Level of ISG15 Expression in Human CRC Is also Conserved in Murine CRC 
	Lm-LLO-ISG15 Demonstrates Potential Anti-Tumor Effects in Subcutaneous CRC Mouse Model in a CD8+ T Cell-Dependent Manner 
	Induction of Anti-Tumor Immune Response with Lm-LLO-ISG15 by Oral and Intraperitoneal Administration in Orthotopic CRC Tumors 
	Comparison of Efficacy of Lm-LLO-ISG15 versus Control Lm in Subcutaneous and Orthotopic CRC Mouse Models 
	Induction of Anti-Tumor Immune Response with Lm-LLO-ISG15 in Subcutaneous and Orthotopic CRC Tumors 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

