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Abstract: Salivary gland tumors are a heterogeneous group of neoplasms representing less than 10%
of all head and neck tumors. Among salivary gland tumors, salivary duct carcinoma (SDC) is a rare,
but highly aggressive malignant tumor resembling ductal breast carcinoma. Sublingual treatments
are promising for SDC due to the induction of both local and systemic biological effects and to
reduced systemic toxicity compared to other administration routes. In the present study, we first
established that the sublingual administration of type I IFN (IFN-I) is safe and feasible, and exerts
antitumor effects both as monotherapy and in combination with chemotherapy in transplantable
tumor models, i.e., B16-OVA melanoma and EG.7-OVA lymphoma. Subsequently, we proved that
sublingual IFN-I in combination with cyclophosphamide (CTX) induces a long-lasting reduction of
tumor mass in NeuT transgenic mice that spontaneously develop SDC. Most importantly, tumor
shrinkage in NeuT transgenic micewas accompanied by the emergence of tumor-specific cellular
immune responses both in the blood and in the tumor tissue. Altogether, these results provide
evidence that sublingual IFN holds promise in combination with chemotherapy for the treatment
of cancer.

Keywords: type I interferon; cyclophosphamide; cisplatin; sublingual delivery; salivary ductal
carcinoma; melanoma; lymphoma; multicolor flow cytometry; NeuT transgenic mice; magnetic
resonance imaging; immune infiltrates; Her-2; immune response

1. Introduction

Salivary gland tumors are a heterogeneous group of neoplasms with complex clinical
and pathologic characteristics. They represent less than 10% of all head and neck tumors
with more than 50,000 new cases reported in 2020 worldwide [1]. Among salivary gland
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tumors, salivary duct carcinoma (SDC) is an uncommon but aggressive malignant tumor
with a high mortality rate, characterized by a high histological resemblance to invasive
breast ductal carcinoma [2,3]. Overexpression and/or amplification of proto-oncogene
Her-2/neu has been reported in up to 90% of cases, although there is considerable variation
between different antibody clones and scoring systems [4–7]. The role of Her-2/neu overex-
pression in prognosis and treatment decisions is still controversial [8–10]. Regardless of its
histological subtype, gold standard treatment of early stage salivary gland tumors consists
of surgical resection with or without adjuvant radiation therapy depending on resection
margins and nodal involvement [11,12]. In the event of recurrence or metastasis, there is
no consensus on the standard of care of salivary gland tumors, including SDC. Cytotoxic
chemotherapy, including combinations of cisplatin (CDDP), doxorubicin (DOXO), and
cyclophosphamide (CTX), has been poorly effective so far [10,13–15]. Instead, targeted
treatments are gaining interest based on molecular characterization and subtypes classi-
fication (e.g., Her-2+, androgen receptor+) [10,16]. Expression of the programmed death
ligand-1 (PDL-1) has been also reported in 30–60% of SDC [17]. Therefore, treatment with
immune-checkpoint inhibitors is also being evaluated [18,19].

The search for an effective treatment for SDC has been hampered by the limited avail-
ability of mouse models mimicking the human disease [20]. Interestingly, overexpression
of the activated Her-2/neu oncogene in mice results in the spontaneous development
of mammary duct carcinomas in females [21] and of SDC in males [22]. In a previous
report, intratumoral vaccination with a vaccinia virus encoding for ErbB2/Neu (rV-neuT)
hampered the growth of transplanted Her-2-expressing SDC in mice [23]. More recently,
the combination of Curcumin, a polyphenol with antineoplastic and immunomodulatory
properties, with a poxviral vaccine enhanced the antitumoral effect and immune response
to Her-2 induced by the rV-neuT vaccine [24], thus highlighting the therapeutic potential
of combined immune-based treatments in this malignancy.

Among drugs already in use for salivary cancers, CTX represents a promising candi-
date for combined therapies, since it combines direct cytotoxic effects and multifaceted
immunomodulatory properties [25]. In particular, CTX stimulates a more effective antitu-
mor immune response, by affecting dendritic cell (DC) homeostasis, supporting cytotoxic
T lymphocytes activity, modulating Treg/Teffector ratio and triggering the release of im-
munogenic signals by dying cancer cells [25]. In a previous study from our group, the
combination of non-myeloablative doses of CTX with the adoptive transfer of tumor-
immune cells and immunoglobulins induced the complete regression of large established
breast ductal carcinomas spontaneously arising in NeuT transgenic mice [26]. Of interest,
CTX has been shown to synergize with a number of immunotherapies, including type I In-
terferons (IFN-I) or IFN-I-inducers both in preclinical models and in cancer patients [27–32].
In particular, previous data from our group showed that the antitumor effects of CTX were
efficiently amplified by IFN-I, the former providing a source of antigen and a “resetting”
of the DC compartment and the latter supplying optimal costimulation for T-cell cross-
priming, ultimately resulting in the induction of a strong antitumor response and tumor
rejection [29].

IFN-I exerts a number of biological functions in cancer disease, including regulation
of innate and adaptive immunity and antiangiogenic and proapoptotic effects, making it
an obvious anti-cancer treatment. Indeed, IFN-I has been used with some success for the
treatment of both hematological malignancies and solid tumors [33–35], although the induc-
tion of severe side effects, frequently caused by a high dose IFN-I treatments, profoundly
limited its clinical use. In the last twenty years, the oromucosal administration of IFN-I
has proven to be an effective alternative to standard parenteral administration, allowing
the onset of both systemic and mucosal immunity in the absence of hepatic metabolism
and proteolytic degradation associated with other administration routes [36–38]. Since
the sublingual mucosa is highly infiltrated by tolerogenic phagocytes [39,40] and given
the immunoactivating effects of IFN-I on DC [29,41,42], the sublingual administration of
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this cytokine may provide the licensing signal required for T lymphocyte priming against
tumor antigens.

In the present study, we investigated the anticancer effect of sublingual IFN-I as a sin-
gle treatment and in combination with chemotherapy in implantable as well as spontaneous
tumor models. The evidences collected from both tumor models confirmed that sublingual
IFN-I is safe and feasible, and exerts immune-mediated effects both as monotherapy and
in combination with chemotherapy.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Cell Lines and Reagents

EG.7-OVA cells (ATCC® CRL-2113™) and B16-OVA (kindly provided by Drs Andrea
Cara and Donatella Negri, Istituto Superiore di Sanità) were routinely checked for chicken
ovalbumin (OVA) expression by flow cytometry and RT-PCR. All cells were cultured in
RPMI 1640 supplemented with 10% heat-inactivated fetal bovine serum (FBS, Lonza),
2mM L-Glutamine (Lonza), 0.1 U/mL penicillin, 0.1 mg/mL streptomycin (Lonza). At
every medium change, Geneticin (G-418 sulphate, 0.4 mg/mL, Gibco) and Geneticin
plus Hygromycin-B (0.06 mg/mL, Invitrogen) were added to EG.7-OVA and B16-OVA
cells, respectively. The cell lines were routinely tested for the absence of mycoplasma
and passaged no more than four times from thawing. Cyclophosphamide (CTX) and cis-
diamminedichloroplatinum (II) (CDDP) (Sigma) were dissolved in saline and were filtered
sterile before use. Type I Interferons (IFN-I) were produced and partially purified according
to a previously published protocol [41]. Since IFN-I preparation originates from the culture
supernatant of a L929 murine cell line infected with Newcastle disease virus, supernatants
from untreated L929 cells, which contain all the factors spontaneously produced by the
cells under steady-state conditions, were employed as a specificity control (mock).

2.2. Mice

Seven-to-eight-week-old C57BL/6 (H-2b) female mice (Charles River Italia) were
used for experiments with transplantable tumors. 129sv male mice transgenic for the
activated rat NeuT oncogene, which spontaneously develop salivary gland tumors (NeuT
mice) and NeuT mice carrying a non-functional mutation in the IFN-I receptor (NeuT-
IFNAR mice), were generated as previously described [42]. All mice were housed in the
animal facility at Istituto Superiore di Sanità in accordance with the European Community
guidelines https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dir/2010/63/oj (accessed on 30 March 2021)
(Aut n. 107/2016 and further extensions).

2.3. Genetic Screening of the NeuT Mouse Colony and Monitoring of Tumors Onset

At each generation, the presence of the transgene was checked by a polymerase chain
reaction (PCR) on mice tail DNA using PCR Master Mix (DreamTaq Green) and primers
hybridizing to vector (5-ATCGGT-GATGTCGGCGATAT-3) and to MMTV sequences (5-
GTAACA-CAGGCAGATGTAGG-3). The reaction was carried out using the Eppendorf
Master cycler epgradient S system. Amplified DNA was separated by electrophoretic
run on 2.4% agarose gel in Tris-acetate buffer (0.04 M) containing EDTA (1 M) and the
fluorescent intercalating Gel Red (Biotium). Transgene-carrying individually tagged males
were used in our study. The salivary glands of all transgenic males were inspected once a
week to monitor the appearance of the tumor as previously reported [22]. Briefly, tumors
were measured twice a week with calipers recording two 2 perpendicular diameters and
calculating the mean value. Progressively growing masses bigger that 3 mm mean diameter
were regarded as tumors. Mice bearing tumor masses exceeding 20 mm mean diameter or
necrotic lesions or mice showing signs of distress were euthanized.

2.4. Treatment Protocol

When the tumor size reached 2 mm diameter (B16-OVA) and 10 mm diameter (EG.7-
OVA and SDC), mice were injected i.p. with either 5 mg/kg of CDDP or 100 mg/Kg
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of CTX followed, one day apart, by four daily administrations of IFN-I (7.6 × 103 U)
or the same volume of mock as control according to a previously published therapeutic
protocol [29]. Mice receiving IFN-I sublingually (Sl-IFN) were anesthetized with 50 µL of
Ketavet (43.75 mg/Kg) and Rompum (6.25 mg/Kg) dissolved in sterile saline. The cytokine
preparation was admixed 1:1 with a lipophilic sublingual delivery vehicle (Biolingus AG)
with the aim of facilitating absorption through the sublingual mucosa. Subsequently, 7 µL
of the preparation was placed under the tongue of the animal with a Gilson micropipette.
The tongue was massaged with the lateral part of the tip for 30 s before placing the
animal in a prone position with the head resting on a support until awakening to avoid
swallowing (SOP provided by Biolingus AG). In some experiments, one group of mice
received four daily peritumoral injections of IFN-I in combination with CTX or CDDP.
Tumor development was measured twice a week with an electronic microcaliper.

2.5. Primary Cells

Leukocytes from blood and spleen were collected as described in [43]. Briefly, blood
was drawn from the retroorbital plexus and placed in EDTA-coated 1 mL tubes. After
and before centrifugation, plasma was collected and stored at −80 ◦C. The remaining
blood cells were diluted in Ammonium-Chloride-Potassium (ACK) lysis buffer (50 mM
NH4Cl + 10 mM KHCO3 + 0.1 mM Na2EDTA, pH 7.2–7.4) for erythrocyte lysis before
viable count. Spleens, submandibular (smLN) and inguinal lymph nodes (ingLN) were
surgically removed from euthanized mice, placed on a cell strainer (70 µm pore size), laid
on a sterile Petri dish containing ACK lysing buffer, and gently pressed with a sterile
syringe plunger to dissociate the tissue. Splenocyte suspension was incubated for 3 min
in ACK lysing buffer to lyse erythrocytes. Complete RPMI was added to block lysis
before counting in trypan blue 0.4% solution. Surgically removed tumors were cut into
small pieces with sterile scissors before incubation with 1 mg/mL Collagenase Type III
(Worthington Biochemical Corporation) and 325 KU/mL DNAse (Sigma) for 30 min at
37 ◦C. The digested material was filtered on a 70 µm cell strainer and centrifuged before
counting in trypan blue 0.4% solution.

2.6. IFN-γ ELISpot

Blood leukocytes (105 cells/well) were seeded in triplicate in pre-coated PVDF-96
well plates and incubated with OVA257–264 peptide (SIINFEKL, 10 µg/mL, Invitrogen) or
Concanavalin-A (Con-A, 5 µg/mL, Sigma) as previously described [43]. Unstimulated
wells served as negative control. Spots were counted by using an ELISpot reader (Aelvis).

2.7. Flow Cytometry

EG.7-OVA cells were routinely checked for antigen surface expression by flow cytom-
etry after staining with biotinylated anti-Mouse OVA257–264 (SIINFEKL) peptide bound to
H-2Kb (25-D1.16, ThermoFisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) followed by incubation
with streptavidin PE (ThermoFisher Scientific).

Cell suspensions from spleens (2 × 105) or tumors (106) were seeded in 96 well U-
bottomed plates and washed twice in staining buffer (PBS + 1% FBS + EDTA 2 mM) before
incubation with a viability dye (LIVE/DEAD™ Fixable Near-IR, ThermoFisher Scientific).
Samples were washed again in staining buffer and incubated with full FBS to saturate
non-specific Ab binding sites. Samples were then stained with the following fluorescent
Abs appropriately diluted in staining buffer in appropriate combinations: Anti-c-ErbB2/c-
Neu (Ab-4) Ab (7.16.4, Calbiochem); CD45 (30-F11, BD Pharmingen); CD19 (MB19-1),
CD3 (17A2), CD8 (53-6.7), CD4 (GK1.5), NK.1.1 (PK136), CD11b (M1/70), CD11c (HL3),
F4/80 (BM8), Ly6C (HK1.4), Ly6G (1A8), PD-1 (29F.1A12), Siglec-F (E50-2440) (all from
Biolegend); MHC-II (M5/114), CD103 (2E7) (Miltenyi Biotec). Biotinylated Abs were
detected by streptavidin BV421 (ThermoFisher Scientific). Cells were resuspended in
paraformaldehyde (PFA) 1% and analyzed on a 4-laser flow cytometer (Gallios, Beckman
Coulter). Data analysis was performed by using Kaluza™ software (Beckman Coulter).
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Cells were gated based on forward/side scatter (FSC/SSC) characteristics and their ability
to exclude NiR viability dye.

2.8. Intracellular Staining

Blood leukocytes (0.5 × 106–1 × 106) were cultured in 96-well U-bottomed plates in
complete RPMI in the presence of Brefeldin (1 µL/mL) and Monensin (0.7 µL/mL) and
stimulated with MHC-I-restricted Her-2435–443 peptide (ILHDGAYSL, kindly provided by
Dr Maurizio Federico, Istituto Superiore di Sanità) or with 2 × 10−3 mg/mL Ionomycin
(Sigma) plus 2 × 10−4 mg/mL phorbol-12-myristate-13-acetate (PMA, Sigma). After 5 h
of incubation at 37 ◦C and 5% CO2, the cells were washed, incubated with the viability
dye and surface-stained with fluorescent anti-CD3, anti-CD25, anti-CD8 and anti-PD1.
Samples were then fixed and permeabilized (Cytofix/Cytoperm BD) before incubation
with anti-IFN-γ (XMG1.2, Invitrogen) and anti-TNF-α biotinylated (Southern Biotech) Abs
or matched isotype controls, and streptavidin-BV421 (Biolegend).

For Treg analysis, after surface staining with anti-CD45, anti-CD3, anti-CD4, anti-
CD25, cells were fixed and permeabilized before incubation with anti-Foxp3 (FJK-16s,
eBioscience) Ab or isotype control (IgG2a) (ThermoFisher Scientific).

All samples were analyzed on a 4-laser flow cytometer (Gallios™, Beckman Coulter).
The data were analyzed using Kaluza™ software (Beckman Coulter).

2.9. mRNA Extraction and Real Time PCR

Total RNA was extracted from smLN, ingLN and blood of C57Bl/6 mice implanted
with B16-OVA and treated with Sl-IFN, Sl-mock and IFNpti for 18 h by using TRIsure
reagent (Bioline). mRNA was reverse transcribed by using Tetro cDNA Synthesis Kit
(Bioline). Quantitative reverse transcription-PCR (qPCR) with forward and reverse primers
for Mx1 and HPRT [44] (Eurofins Genomics) was performed by SYBR Green technology
(Sensimix Plus SYBR Kit) (Bioline) by means of an ABI 7500 Real-time PCR system (Applied
Biosystems, Thermo Fisher Scientific) and the following reaction conditions: 15 s at 95 ◦C,
30 s at 60 ◦C, and 45 s at 72 ◦C (46 cycles). Triplicates were performed for each experimental
point. Data were normalized to HPRT (2-∆Ct method).

2.10. Magnetic Resonance Imaging

The experiments were performed using a VARIAN Agilent Inova system for magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI) and spectroscopy operating at 4.7 T (Agilent Palo Alto, CA,
USA) with a transmitter volume RF coil actively decoupled from the receiver surface coil
(RAPID Biomedical). T1-weighted (T1W: repetition time (TR) = 2500 ms, echo time (TE)
= 60 ms, thickness = 0.8 mm, FOV 20 × 20 mm2, matrix 256 × 128, 21 slices, 4 averages)
and T2-weighted MRI (T2W: TR/TE = 2500/60 ms) were acquired on tumors when the
dimensions reached or exceeded 500 mm3. Diffusion-weighted MRI were acquired in order
to allow the measurement of the diffusion and perfusion component of water molecules
within the tissue (DWI: TR/TE = 2000/50 ms, thickness = 1.2 mm, FOV 20 × 20 mm2,
matrix 64 × 64, 12 slices, 2 averages and b-values = 0, 31, 69, 99, 200, 314, 707, 1105 s/mm2).
Water diffusion within tissues was estimated by means of the apparent diffusion coefficient
(ADC) parameter that is calculated by using the mono-exponential decay of MRI signals
for b-values over 150 s/mm2. An estimate of the perfusion component was derived from
a mono-exponential decay of signals for b-values up to 100 s/mm2. In addition to the
estimation of the average ADC, we performed histogram analysis of the ADC values
of every single voxel within the tumor. In particular, we determined the ADCmean,
ADCmedian, kurtosis and skewness. Kurtosis measures how sharp is the peak relative to a
standard bell curve that indicate how homogeneous the tumor was. Skewness indicates the
departure of the histogram profile from horizontal symmetry, which suggests the presence
of areas of higher ADC (indicative of necrosis) or lower ADC (proliferating areas) within
the tumor. Histogram analyses with their related parameters have been also performed
for fast diffusing spins, i.e., for lesser b values less up to 100 s/mm2 [45]. During the MRI
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analysis, the animals were anesthetized with isoflurane in a variable percentage between
1.5 and 2.5% in O2, at the flow of 1 L/min and positioned on a slide and thermostated at
37.0 ◦C.

2.11. Histology

Major salivary glands from mice at 33 weeks of age (3 mice/group) were excised,
fixed in 10% neutral buffered formalin and embedded into paraffin or fixed in 4% PFA
and frozen in a cryo-embedding medium (OCT, BioOptica). Five-µm thick slides were
deparaffinized, hydrated through graded alcohols and stained with Hematoxylin & Eosin
(H&E). Digital images of representative areas were taken by light microscope (Leica).

2.12. Statistical Analysis

Unless otherwise specified, results are represented as mean ± SD. A non-parametric
Mann–Whitney–Wilcoxon U test was used for group comparisons using Openstat software.
The values were considered significant when the probability was below 5% of the confi-
dence level (p value < 0.05). Log-rank Mantel–Cox test was used for the analysis of survival
curves. For gene expression analysis, one-way ANOVA analysis of variance was performed
to compare means among multiple groups, followed by post hoc testing (Tukey).

3. Results
3.1. In Vivo Anticancer Effect of Sublingual IFN-I

In order to evaluate the anticancer and immunomodulatory activity of sublingual
IFN-I in vivo, C57Bl/6 female mice were implanted in the right flank with OVA-expressing
melanoma cells (B16-OVA). When tumors became palpable (approx 2 mm), mice were
anesthetized and received four daily sublingual administrations of a partially purified
IFN-I preparation, thereafter referred to as Sl-IFN, or Saline as placebo (Figure 1A). No
signs of toxicity were observed throughout treatment or after treatment completion. On
day 8 and day 15 from treatment, blood samples were drawn for the evaluation of antigen-
specific immunity by ELISpot. On day 15, mice were euthanized and submandibular LN
(smLN), localized above the salivary glands [46], inguinal LN (ingLN), spleen and tumor
were excised for the evaluation of immune cell subset composition and functionality by
multicolor flow cytometry. Four consecutive administrations of Sl-IFN delayed tumor
progression and almost halved tumor size within two weeks from treatment initiation, as
compared to controls (Figure 1B). This therapeutic effect was paralleled by a significant
increase in the frequency of CD8+ T cells in the blood of mice treated with Sl-IFN as
compared to Saline-treated animals (Figure 1C). More importantly, CD8+ T lymphocytes
from mice treated with Sl-IFN produced IFNγ following stimulation with OVA peptide
(OVAp) (Figure 1D), although the increase was only detected at day 15. Interestingly,
this systemic effect was accompanied by an enrichment of tumor-specific IFNγ+CD8+T
lymphocytes cells in smLN, the lymphoid structure draining the salivary glands, but not in
distal ingLN (Figure 1E). Sublingual delivery of IFN-I also induced the accrual of leucocytes
into the tumor mass and, in particular, of CD11b+ myeloid cells (Figure 1F). Multicolor flow-
cytometry analysis of the latter subset revealed the selective increase in monocytic-myeloid-
derived suppressor (M-MDSC)-like cells identified as CD11b+Ly6G+Ly6Clow (Figure 1G)
in the tumor bed of Sl-IFN treated vs. saline-treated mice. Significant modulations of other
myeloid subsets were not observed, including tumor-infiltrating eosinophils (CD11b+MHC-
II−Ly6G−Siglec-F+) (Figure 1G), whose role in melanoma growth inhibition has been
recently reported [47–49].
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Figure 1. Anticancer effect of sublingual IFN in B16 melanoma. (A) Schematic representation of the experimental design.
(B) Tumor size after sublingual treatment with IFN-I or with Saline as control (n = 5). (C) Percentage of CD3+CD4+ and
CD3+CD8+ T lymphocytes in the blood of tumor-bearing mice treated as indicated, 14 days after Sl-IFN treatment initiation
(n = 5). (D) IFN-γ ELISpot in peripheral blood leucocytes (PBL) of C57Bl/6 female mice implanted with B16-OVA treated
with Sl-IFN or Saline as control (n = 5). Tests have been performed on day 8 and 15 from treatment. (E) Percentage of
IFNγ+CD8+ cells in the ingLN and smLN of C57Bl/6 female mice implanted with B16-OVA treated with Sl-IFN or Saline
as control (n = 5). Assay was performed 15 days after treatment initiation after 5 h stimulation of LN suspensions with
OVA peptide (OVAp) or PMA and Ionomycin (PMA/I). (F) Percentage of CD3+, NK1.1+ and CD11b+ cells in tumor masses
from C57Bl/6 female mice implanted with B16-OVA 15 days after treatment with Sl-IFN or Saline (n = 4). (G) Percentage of
myeloid subsets in the tumor mass of mice treated with Sl-IFN or Saline 15 days after treatment (n = 4). * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01.

To identify the target organs that respond to sublingual administration of IFN-I, the
expression of Mx1, an early hallmark of IFN-I signaling activation, was evaluated in the
blood, smLN and ingLN of B16-OVA tumor-bearing mice 18 h after treatment. Sublingual
administration of mock (Sl-mock) and the peritumoral administration of the same amount
of IFN-I were considered as controls. Interestingly, Mx1 expression significantly increased
in the smLN following Sl-IFN administration and in the ingLN following peritumoral IFN-I
(IFNpti) (Figure 2) in correlation with the respective administration routes. No change
in Mx1 expression was observed in the non-draining LN in any of the treatment groups
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(Figure 2). Of note, Mx1 upregulation was observed only in the PBL from mice treated with
IFNpti, but not with Sl-IFN (Figure 2).

Figure 2. Expression of Mx1 gene by real-time PCR in ingLN, smLN and PBL following sublingual (SL) or peritumoral
(PTI) administration of IFN-I or sublingual mock preparation (MOCK) in C57Bl/6 mice implanted with B16-OVA tumor.
LNs were explanted 18 h after treatment. Data were normalized to HPRT (n = 5). *** p < 0.001.

Taken together, these results indicate that Sl-IFN induces both local (i.e., the LN)
and systemic (blood, tumor) antitumor responses and that the primary target organs are
the smLN.

3.2. Anticancer Effect of Sl-IFN in Combination with Chemotherapy in Transplantable Tumors

Since previous data from our group demonstrated a synergistic anticancer effect
of parenteral IFN-I and some anticancer drugs, such as cyclophosphamide (CTX), cis-
diamminedichloroplatinum (II) (CDDP) and epigenetic compounds [29,46,50,51], we aimed
to evaluate whether Sl-IFN is also effective when combined with these drugs in tumor-
bearing mice. Thus, C57Bl/6 female mice were implanted subcutaneously (s.c.) in the
right flank with either B16-OVA melanoma cells or with EG.7-OVA lymphoma cells. When
tumor masses reached the mean diameter of 2 ± 1 mm and 9 ± 2 mm respectively, mice
were injected i.p. with a single dose of CDDP or CTX followed, one day apart, by four daily
administrations of Sl-IFN or the same volume of a mock preparation (Sl-mock) as a control.
Another group of mice received four peritumoral injections of IFN-I (IFNpti) one day
after chemotherapy (Figure 3A), as previously described [29]. As expected, treatment with
CDDP had negligible effects on the growth of melanoma tumors (Figure 3B,C) [52,53], while
CTX induced a transient reduction of tumor size in EG.7-OVA-implanted mice, leading to
cure in 50% of animals (Figure 3E,F). Interestingly, the addition of Sl-IFN to chemotherapy
further reduced tumor size and improved mice survival similarly to what was observed in
the groups treated with chemotherapy and IFNpti in both tumor models (Figure 3B,E,F).
Furthermore, Sl-IFN and IFNpti elicited a slight yet comparable increase in antigen-specific
immune responses in the spleen of CDDP-treated B16-bearing mice (Figure 3D) and the
accrual of comparable levels of CD3+ TIL in the tumor tissue of CTX-treated mice im-
planted with EG.7-OVA (Figure 3G). Most importantly, the addition of IFN-I decreased
PD1 expression on tumor-infiltrating CD8+ T (Figure 3H,I), thus suggesting that these
cells are less susceptible to PD1-PDL-axis-related immune suppression. Altogether, these
data support the concept that Sl-IFN and IFNpti are equally efficient at eliciting antitumor
responses in combination with chemotherapy in melanoma and lymphoma models.
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Figure 3. Anticancer effect of sublingual IFN in combination with chemotherapy in transplantable tumors. (A) Schematic
representation of the experimental design. (B) C57Bl/6 female mice were implanted s.c. with B16-OVA on the right
flank. On day 10 of tumor growth mice received a single i.p. injection of CDDP followed, 1 day apart, by 4 consecutive
administrations of Sl-IFN or IFN pti. One experiment out of two with similar results is shown. * p < 0.05 for CDDP + IFNpti
and CDDP + Sl-IFN vs. CDDP + Sl-mock. (C) Mean tumor size at sacrifice. * p < 0.05. (D) IFN-γ ELISpot in splenocytes of
C57Bl/6 female mice implanted with B16-OVA treated with Sl-IFN or Saline as control (n = 5). The test has been performed
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on day 15 from treatment initiation. * p < 0.05. (E) C57Bl/6 female mice were implanted s.c. with EG7-OVA on the right
flank. On day 13 of tumor growth, mice received a single i.p. injection of CTX followed, 1 day apart, by 4 consecutive
administrations of type I IFN either sublingually (Sl-IFN) or peritumorally (IFN pti). One experiment out of two with similar
results is shown. *** p < 0.001 for CTX + Sl-IFN and CTX + IFNpti vs. Saline. (F) Percentage of survival rate. ** p < 0.01,
*** p < 0.005. (G) Percentage of CD3+ lymphocytes and of (H) PD1-expressing CD8+ T cells in the tumor tissue 10 days after
treatment initiation. * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01. (I) Representative dot plots of PD-1 expression in CD8+ CD4−T cells after gating
on FSCloCD3+ CD45+ cells.

3.3. Characterization of the Salivary Gland Tumor Model

Since previous data suggest that Sl-IFN preferentially stimulates proximal LN (i.e.,
smLN), we judged it to be interesting to evaluate the anticancer effect of Sl-IFN, either as
monotherapy or in combination with CTX, in male 129sv mice heterozygous for the rat
NeuT oncogene (NeuT mice), which spontaneously develop SDC, and to use their IFNAR1
knock-out counterparts (NeuT-IFNAR mice) as specificity controls. As a first step, we
assessed whether the lack of a functional IFN-I system would affect spontaneous SDC
development and morphology.

To this aim, NeuT and NeuT-IFNAR mice were monitored for salivary tumor devel-
opment by weekly palpation, and subsequently assessed for tumor mass size by caliper
measurement. Overall, tumor latency and incidence throughout the lifespan were similar
in both mice strains (Figure 4A, log-rank test p > 0.05). The onset of the first palpable lesion
occurred over a large time window (10–35 weeks of age), with a similar median age in both
groups (Figure 4B). Tumor development occurred predominantly in the parotid glands and
subsequently extended to the submandibular glands. No overt difference was observed
between the size and growth kinetics of NeuT vs. NeuT-IFNAR-tumor masses (Figure 4C).
Morphological characterization by in vivo T1-weighted (T1W) and T2-weighted (T2W)
MRI revealed the presence of hyperintense areas in T2W images corresponding to necrosis
and hypointense regions in T1W and T2W MRI attributable to hemorrhagic necrosis within
tumors (as shown by white arrows and white head arrows, respectively, in Figure 4D)
in both animal strains. Hematoxylin-eosin staining of major salivary glands explanted
from 33 weeks-old NeuT-IFNAR-and NeuT mice showed advanced SDC with eosinophilic
cytoplasm and a similar differentiation grade between the two mouse strains (Figure 4E).
The Her-2 receptor was expressed on the surface of 52–57% of CD45-negative cells in the
salivary gland tumors (Figure 4F) with no difference between NeuT and NeuT-IFNAR
mice strains. Overall, the characterization of salivary tumors in NeuT vs. NeuT-IFNAR
mice suggested that the lack of a functional IFN-I system did not significantly affect the
development and progression of salivary tumors and confirmed that NeuT-IFNAR mice
could be used as a specificity control in subsequent Sl-IFN-based therapeutic protocols.
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Figure 4. Characterization of NeuT and NeuT-IFNAR SDC models. (A) Tumor incidence in NeuT (blu line) vs. NeuT-IFNAR
(orange line) mice. (B) Age of first tumor occurrence in both mouse strains. (C) Tumor development over time in NeuT
(n = 25) and NeuT-IFNAR mice (n = 22). (D) Representative images of axial T1-weighted (T1W) and T2-weighted (T2W)
MRI of NeuT and NeuT-IFNAR tumor mass of similar dimensions. White arrows in T2W images indicate necrotic areas;
white head arrows in both T1W and T2W MRI indicate hemorrhagic regions. (E) Hematoxylin/Eosin staining of major
salivary glands explanted from a naive 129sv and a 33 weeks old transgenic NeuT and NeuT-IFNAR mice. Scale bar: 100 µm
(magnification 10× and 20×). (F) Surface staining with anti-c-ErbB2/c-Neu antibody after gating on viable CD45-negative
cells in salivary gland tumor cell suspensions from NeuT and NeuT-IFNAR mice. Black-line histogram represents isotype
control antibody-stained cells. Grey-line histogram represent staining of salivary gland from non-transgenic 129sv mice.



Cells 2021, 10, 845 12 of 21

3.4. Anticancer Effect of Combined CTX/Sl-IFN Treatment in SDC

To evaluate the synergistic effect of CTX and Sl-IFN in SDC, we preliminarily investi-
gated the effect of a single CTX administration on tumor morphology and immune infiltrate
composition. To this aim NeuT mice with advanced tumors (10 mm mean diameter approx-
imately) were administered a single i.p. injection of CTX (100 mg/kg) and tumor masses
were analyzed by MRI and flow cytometry. As shown in Supplementary Figure S1A, MRI
analysis did not reveal alterations either in the anatomy or in average functional parameter
values (ADC and perfusion component). Nevertheless, pixel-by-pixel analyses over entire
lesions (whole-lesion analyses) showed sharper peak (increased kurtosis) in both ADC
and perfusion component histogram 96 h after treatment (Supplementary Figure S1B,C),
indicating more homogeneous tumors after treatment. The analysis of tumor infiltrate
revealed the increased frequency of CD19+ lymphocytes and, among myeloid cells, of
putative M-MDSC and DC into the tumor bed 96 h after CTX treatment (Supplementary
Figure S1D,E), as previously reported [50].

To evaluate the therapeutic effect of CTX and Sl-IFN in SDC, NeuT mice were injected
with CTX followed, one day apart, by four daily administrations of Sl-IFN (7.2 × 103 U)
or Sl-mock (Figure 5A). One group of mice received four doses of Sl-IFN, without CTX
pretreatment, and another group was injected with saline as control. Treatment with a
single injection of CTX + Sl-mock induced a transient reduction in tumor size (Figure 5B)
similar to what was observed in other tumor models (Figure 3E and [50,51,54]).

Combination of Sl-IFN and CTX resulted in a remarkably reduced tumor size, which
was far more efficient than single treatments (i.e., CTX + Sl-mock or Sl-IFN alone, Figure 5B).
When the same combined treatment was applied to NeuT-IFNAR, the therapeutic effect of
Sl-IFN was abrogated and the pattern of tumor growth in this mouse strain resembled the
one in NeuT mice treated with CTX + Sl-mock (Figure 5B).

To evaluate the involvement of effector immune responses in the shrinkage of tumors
following combined CTX/Sl-IFN therapy, we analyzed the frequency of polyfunctional
TNFα/IFNγ-secreting CD8+T cells in the blood of NeuT and NeuT-IFNAR mice 28 days
after treatment initiation. CD8+ T cells secreting either TNFα were detected in nearly
all mice treated with CTX + Sl-IFN after stimulation with an immunodominant class-I-
restricted Her-2 peptide (Her-2 p, Figure 5C), while TNFα/IFNγ double positive CD8+

T cells were observed only in a minority of mice. Minimal TNFα or IFNγ secretion in
response to peptide stimulation was observed in mice from the other treatment groups
(Figure 5D,E). At the same time point, no Her-2 specific IgG Abs were detected in the
plasma of mice treated with CTX + Sl-IFN (data not shown), thus excluding an involvement
of the humoral immune response in the observed therapeutic effect.
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Figure 5. Therapeutic effect of combined CTX/Sl-IFN treatment in NeuT transgenic mice. (A) Schematic representation of
the experimental design. (B) Percentage tumor size in NeuT 129sv mice treated with CTX and Sl-mock (n = 6) or with Sl-IFN
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(n = 5) or with a combination of CTX and Sl-IFN (n = 9) according to the schedule depicted above. One group of mice was
treated with Saline as control (n = 15) and one group of NeuT-IFNAR was treated with CTX + Sl-IFN (n = 6) as specificity
control. * p < 0.05 (only at week 3). (C) Representative dot plots showing the percentage of IFNγ+ and/or TNFα+ cells in
CD3+ CD8+ T-gated cells from NeuT and NeuT-IFNAR mice treated with CTX and Sl-IFN. Blood samples were collected
28 days after treatment. Unstimulated, Her-2/Neu peptide-stimulated and PMA/Iono-stimulated PBL samples were
stained and analyzed as described in Section 2. One representative dot plot from an isotype-stained control is also shown.
(D) Box-Whisker plots depicting the percentage of IFNγ+CD8+ T lymphocytes and (E) the percentage of TNFα+CD8+T
lymphocytes in the blood of mice treated as indicated after stimulation with Her-2/Neu peptide (435–443). Center lines
show the medians; box limits indicate the 25th and 75th percentiles as determined by R software; whiskers extend 1.5 times
the interquartile range from the 25th and 75th percentiles (n = 5).

To corroborate the findings pointing to the involvement of the immune system in
the antitumor response elicited by CTX + Sl-IFN, we phenotypically characterized the
tumor infiltrate (Figure 6A–F). For this analysis, we selected a timepoint (Day 22) when the
therapeutic effect of the single treatments was fading, while mice receiving CTX + Sl-IFN
were experiencing further tumor shrinkage, implying possible immune-related effects.
The neoplastic salivary glands of untreated NeuT transgenic mice displayed a higher
percentage of CD45+ leucocytes when compared to the same tissue from non-transgenic
129sv. Treatment with CTX + Sl-mock or CTX + Sl-IFN induced an increase in CD45+

cells in the tumor tissue while treatment with Sl-IFN alone had no effect (Figure 6B).
The analysis of tumor infiltrate composition showed that CD3+T lymphocytes, NK cells
(Figure 6C) were the most abundant cell types in mice treated with CTX + Sl-mock and
CTX + Sl-IFN among lymphoid subsets. Importantly, the combined CTX/Sl-IFN treatment
induced an increase in CD8+T/Treg ratio in the tumor tissue as compared to CTX + Sl-mock
(Figure 6D). Regarding myeloid subsets, which are maximally represented in mice treated
with CTX + Sl-IFN and with Sl-IFN alone (Figure 6E), the therapeutic effect observed
upon combined CTX + Sl-IFN seems to correlate with enhanced tissue resident DC (TIDC)
and reduced polymorphonuclear-myeloid-derived suppressor-like cell (PMN-MDSC-like)
tumor infiltration (Figure 6F). Changes in the frequency of M-MDSC-like and Mac among
treatment groups were not observed (Figure 6F). In the spleen, CD3+ T lymphocytes were
reduced in mice treated with either CTX + Sl-mock or Sl-IFN (Supplementary Figure S2)
and CD8+T/Treg ratio was increased in mice treated with CTX + Sl-IFN with respect to
mice treated with CTX + Sl-mock (Supplementary Figure S2). Among myeloid subsets, a
decrease in putative M-MDSC and PMN-MDSC was observed in mice treated with CTX +
Sl-IFN as compared to the other groups of treatment (Supplementary Figure S2).

Overall, these data suggest that combining Sl-IFN and CTX stimulates a local and sys-
temic cellular immune response, whose principal actors are CD8+T cells and TIDC, leading
to a prolonged reduction of tumor growth as compared to each single treatment alone.
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Figure 6. Analysis of leucocyte subsets in the tumor mass 22 days after treatment. (A) Representative dot plots of the gating
strategy for lymphoid and myeloid subsets in tumor cell suspensions. (B) Percentage of CD45+ tumor-infiltrating cells in the
tumor mass of NeuT 129sv mice treated with CTX and Sl-mock or Sl-IFN or with Sl-IFN alone as detailed in Section 2 (n = 4).
(C) Percentage of the indicated lymphoid subsets in the tumor mass after gating on CD45+ SSClo cells. (D) CD8+ T/Treg
ratio in the tumor. (E) Percentage of CD11b+ after gating on viable CD45+ cells, and of (F) tumor-infiltrating myeloid cell
subsets. Myeloid subsets percentage is calculated after gating on CD11b+ cells. * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01. ND, Not determined.
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4. Discussion

Sublingual treatments are characterized by a rapid onset of action and high patient
compliance [37,38]. For this reason, they are primarily applied to diseases requiring
immediate medication such as acute cardiovascular diseases and allergies [38]. However,
since the sublingual route can also limit hepatic toxicity and proteolytic degradation
associated with other administration routes [38], sublingual treatments hold promise
for the treatment of chronic diseases such as cancer, which often requires high-dose or
repeated drug administrations. Most importantly, sublingual delivery can stimulate both
systemic and mucosal immunity [37], thus becoming particularly attractive for vaccination
and other immunotherapies. While several studies have evaluated the sublingual route
in allergies [40,55] and infectious diseases [56–58], few studies have been conducted in
cancer settings [59–61]. Here, we show for the first time to our knowledge that Sl-IFN,
as monotherapy or in combination with chemotherapy, stimulates antitumor immune
responses in both transplantable tumor models and NeuT transgenic mice spontaneously
developing SDC. Interestingly, the antitumor effect of Sl-IFN was comparable to the one
induced by the same dose of IFNpti, although the lack of Mx1 upregulation in the PBL of
mice treated with Sl-IFN suggests that sublingual and parenteral administration routes
exploit different mechanisms. In fact, the induction of Mx1 expression following Sl-IFN
occurred at the local more than at the systemic level, while IFNpti stimulated both the
draining LN and the PBL. These findings confirm previous studies by Eid and colleagues
showing that oromucosal IFN-I induces the expression of IFN-stimulated genes (ISG) in the
lymphoid tissue of the oropharyngeal cavity, but not in PBMC, as opposed to parenteral
injection [61]. In the same study, oromucosal IFN-I showed no significant effect on the
number of circulating leucocytes nor in the number of granulocyte-macrophage colonies in
the bone marrow up to ten days after IFN-I administration. On the contrary, we observed a
statistically significant increase of CD3+CD8+, but not of CD3+CD4+, T lymphocytes in the
blood of mice treated with Sl-IFN as compared to controls, 14 days after treatment. This
finding is supported by studies from Sprent and colleagues showing that IFN-I (mainly α

and β) exert indirect (via IL-15) bystander effects on CD8+CD44hi memory cells in vivo,
but not on CD4+CD44hi [62]. Although we cannot confirm the “memory” phenotype of
the lymphocyte subsets analyzed, the secretion of IFN-γ by leucocytes from IFN-treated
animals following stimulation with MHC class I-restricted OVA peptide suggest that they
are, at list in part, “bona fide” antigen-experienced CD8+T cells. In addition, it has been
reported that cytokine-induced stimulation of CD44hiCD8+ cells in vivo applies not only to
IFN-I (through IL-15), but also to IL-12, which operates through an intermediate production
of IFN-γ released by NK cells [62], a cell subset abundantly present in sublingual tissue [63].

Several studies have shown that the administration of immunogens via the sublingual
route can induce effector T cells in the cervical and smLNs, the primary draining LN for
T cell priming after sublingual vaccination. T cell priming in the cervical LN is princi-
pally mediated by CD11c+ DCs [64]. Following sublingual vaccination, primed CD4+T
lymphocytes enter the blood stream to migrate to other distant sites [37]. In our study,
when given as single treatment (i.e., in the absence of any antigen), Sl-IFN produces a
bystander magnification of already existing suboptimal immune responses, which mostly
remain localized in the tissues adjacent to the administration site. Instead, when Sl-IFN
is administered after chemotherapy, tumor antigens released in the surrounding tissue
become available for presentation by tissue resident phagocytes [39,40], which, upon IFN-I
encounter, become licensed for CD8+T cross-priming [65] and subsequently recirculate
via the lymphatic vessels to the blood stream. In NeuT transgenic mice, this mechanism
may be further enhanced by the anatomical localization of the tumor. In fact, CTX-induced
tumor cell death occurring in the salivary glands enables leucocyte accrual from adjacent
tissues, including IFN-activated APC from the sublingual mucosa, thus generating the
optimal conditions for the stimulation of anticancer immune responses.

Hence, combined CTX/Sl-IFN treatment induced a long-lasting impairment of tumor
growth in NeuT transgenic mice, but not in their IFNAR knock-out counterparts. This effect
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was accompanied by the emergence of circulating tumor-reactive effector CD8+T preferen-
tially secreting TNFα rather than IFNγ upon antigenic stimulation. In a previous report,
Brehm and colleagues showed that naive virus-specific CD8+ T cells preferentially produce
TNFα after recognition of cognate ligand, while memory phenotype CD44hi CD8+ T cells
were able to produce both cytokines [66]. It is tempting to speculate that in NeuT trans-
genic mice treated with CTX and Sl-IFN, PBLs are enriched in naïve lymphocytes, which,
however, are capable of immediate effector function, as a result of the transient lymphode-
pletion and subsequent homeostatic expansion of peripheral lymphocyte pools induced
by CTX [54]. In addition to directly killing tumor cells and to the induction of homeo-
static mechanisms, non-myeloablative CTX treatment can attenuate the tumor-suppressive
environment by Tregs [51,67] and favor the recruitment of immune cell populations that
are involved in tumor rejection [29,56,68,69]. Increased infiltration of CD8+ T cells in the
tumor is associated with improved clinical responses in several malignancies, including
Her2-expressing cancers [70], while the presence of PMN-MDSC in the tumor is associated
with its pro-tumorigenic immunosuppressive phenotype [68]. In salivary gland tumors,
however, there is limited and inconsistent information on the prognostic role of tumor
immune infiltrates [71]. In adenoid cystic carcinoma, association of intratumoral CD8+

with CD1a+ cells associates with less recurrence and higher survival rates [72]. Although
tumor infiltrates were hardly detectable in NeuT mice early after CTX administration,
fine-tuned analyses such as histogram analyses of ADC perfusion component could detect
subtle differences predictive of an immune response and more homogeneous tumors after
treatment similarly to what already found after standard chemotherapy in ovarian can-
cer [69]. On the contrary, 22 days after treatment with CTX + Sl-mock and CTX + Sl-IFN the
CD45+ fraction was highly enriched in tumor tissue. In particular, an increase in CD3+T
and TIDC, and a reduction in putative immunosuppressive PMN-MDSC and Tregs, as
testified by the increased CD8+T/Treg ratio, was observed in the spleen and tumor tissues
of NeuT mice treated with CTX + Sl-IFN as compared to saline-treated controls. These
results suggest that in mice treated with CTX + Sl-IFN the balance between immunogenic
and immunosuppressive cell subsets is in favor of the former.

The combination of chemotherapy and immunotherapy, including IFN-I, has al-
ready proven effective in inducing effective anticancer responses in a number of can-
cer settings [27–32,73,74]. In a previous study from our group, the combination of non-
myeloablative doses of CTX with the adoptive transfer of tumor-immune cells and im-
munoglobulins induced the complete regression of large established breast tumors sponta-
neously developed in NeuT transgenic mice [26]. More recently, active immunization with
NeuT-expressing viral vectors as a single agent or in combination, has also been explored in
transplantable salivary gland tumor models with encouraging results [23,24]. Notably, the
therapeutic outcome of the combined CTX and Sl-IFN in the NeuT transgenic SDC model
is promising in view of novel therapeutic settings involving the routing of immunotherapy
to target specific anatomical districts. In fact, the expression of an activated oncogene
provides a significant advantage for the development and progression of spontaneous
neoplastic lesions. In addition, NeuT transgenic mice are immune tolerant against the
self-oncogene, which makes it extremely difficult to elicit an effective antitumor immune
response in this model. Although the immune status of NeuT transgenic male mice has
not been extensively characterized in the present study, our data show that untreated mice
lack detectable spontaneous cell-mediated immune response against Her2. This finding is
in line with the tolerogenic phenotype reported in similar Her2-expressing mouse mod-
els [75–77]. Of note, the tumor regression observed in mice treated with CTX and Sl-IFN,
only transiently induced by CTX and Sl-mock, persisted for several weeks, thus suggesting
the elicitation of an effective and long-lasting antitumor immune response overcoming
the pro-carcinogenic signal of Her2 in tumor cells and immune tolerance. In this light, the
increase in Her2-specific TNFα-secreting CD8+T cells observed in CTX + Sl-IFN-treated
mice testifies to the efficacy of the combined treatment in breaking tolerance against a
self-antigen. The lack of detectable Her-2 IgG Abs in NeuT mice treated with CTX + Sl-IFN
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suggests that cell-based immunity is preferentially elicited by this treatment combination.
The advanced tumor stage and the lack of a co-administered exogenous antigen may have
contributed to the low humoral response observed in our study. On the other hand, we
may speculate that in this therapeutic setting, CTX-induced intratumoral CD19+ cells play
important roles in immune responses that extend well beyond their canonical functions as
antibody producers and include cytokine production, antigen presentation, costimulation,
and contribution to lymphoid tissue development, thus concurring to optimal antitumor
immunity [78].

Overall, these results support the notion that immune-mediated regression of sponta-
neous Her2+ SDC tumors can be achieved through multiple immunomodulatory activities
induced in vivo by the combined treatment of CTX and Sl-IFN. We believe that Sl-IFN holds
promise for the treatment of established tumors, although further studies are needed to
fully explore the biological mechanisms and the potential efficacy of combination therapies
based on Sl-IFN in different animal models and in human settings.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/article/
10.3390/cells10040845/s1, Figure S1, Figure S2: Analysis of leucocyte subsets in the spleen 22 days
after treatment.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, L.B., E.A., G.S. and F.B.; methodology, M.C., S.A., J.M.,
P.S., D.N., A.M.P., M.T.D., R.C., D.M. and F.M.; sublingual formulation development and initial
conceptual design, K.P., T.S.K. and Y.D.; resources, R.C.; E.A.; original draft preparation, M.C. and
L.B.; draft review and editing, E.A., G.S., D.N., K.P., F.M. and F.B.; overall supervision and funding
acquisition, L.B. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was partially funded by Biolingus GmBH and Italian Ministry of Health
(Ricerca Corrente) GS is supported by Italian Association for Cancer Research (AIRC IG 21366).

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of
the Declaration of Helsinki, and approved by the Ministry of Health (Aut n. 107/2016 and further
extensions).

Informed Consent Statement: Not Applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not Applicable.

Acknowledgments: We acknowledge Enrico Proietti for helpful discussion. We are grateful to
Massimo Spada, Teodoro Squatriti and Fabiola Diamanti for technical support.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. KP, TSK and YD are current
employees of Biolingus GmBH.

References
1. 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. [CrossRef]
2. Kleinsasser, O.; Klein, H.J.; Hübner, G. Duct carcinoma of the salivary glands. Arch. Klin. Exp. Ohren. Nasen. Kehlkopfheilkd. 1968,

192, 100–115. [CrossRef]
3. Skálová, A.; Stárek, I.; Kuerová, V.; Szépe, P.; Plank, L. Salivary duct carcinoma—A highly aggressive salivary gland tumor with

HER-2/neu oncoprotein overexpression. Pathol. Res. Pract. 2001, 197, 621–626. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Felix, A.; El-Naggar, A.K.; Press, M.F.; Ordonez, N.G.; Fonseca, I.; Tucker, S.L.; Luna, M.A.; Batsakis, J.G. Prognostic significance

of biomarkers (c-erbB-2, p53, proliferating cell nuclear antigen, and DNA content) in salivary duct carcinoma. Hum. Pathol. 1996,
27, 561–566. [CrossRef]

5. Skálová, A.; Stárek, I.; Vanecek, T.; Kucerová, V.; Plank, L.; Szépe, P.; Di Palma, S.; Leivo, I. Expression of HER-2/neu gene and
protein in salivary duct carcinomas of parotid gland as revealed by fluorescence in-situ hybridization and immunohistochemistry.
Histopathology 2003, 42, 348–356. [CrossRef]

6. Heliquist, H.B.; Karlsson, M.G.; Nilsson, C. Salivary duct carcinoma—A highly aggressive salivary gland tumour with overex-
pression of c-erB-2. J. Pathol. 1994, 172, 35–44. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

7. Barnes, L.; Rao, U.; Contis, L.; Krause, J.; Schwartz, A.; Scalamogna, P. Salivary duct carcinoma. Part II. Immunohistochemical
evaluation of 13 cases for estrogen and progesterone receptors, cathepsin D, and c-erbB-2 protein. Oral Surg. Oral Med. Oral
Pathol. 1994, 78, 74–80. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cells10040845/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/cells10040845/s1
http://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21660
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00301495
http://doi.org/10.1078/0344-0338-00136
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11569926
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0046-8177(96)90162-8
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2559.2003.01600.x
http://doi.org/10.1002/path.1711720108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7931825
http://doi.org/10.1016/0030-4220(94)90120-1


Cells 2021, 10, 845 19 of 21

8. Alotaibi, A.M.; Alqarni, M.A.; Alnobi, A.; Tarakji, B. Human Epidermal Growth Factor Receptor 2 ( HER2/neu ) in Salivary
Gland Carcinomas: A Review of Literature. J. Clin. Diagn. Res. 2015, 9, ZE04-8. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Perissinotti, A.J.; Pierce, M.L.; Pace, M.B.; El-Naggar, A.; Kies, M.S.; Kupferman, M. The role of trastuzumab in the management
of salivary ductal carcinomas. Anticancer Res. 2013, 33, 2587–2592.

10. Di Villeneuve, L.; Souza, I.L.; Tolentino, F.D.S.; Ferrarotto, R.; Schvartsman, G. Salivary Gland Carcinoma: Novel Targets to
Overcome Treatment Resistance in Advanced Disease. Front. Oncol. 2020, 10, 580141. [CrossRef]

11. Terhaard, C.H.J.; Lubsen, H.; Rasch, C.R.N.; Levendag, P.C.; Kaanders, H.H.À.M.; Tjho-Heslinga, R.E.; Van Den Ende, P.L.A.;
Burlage, F. The role of radiotherapy in the treatment of malignant salivary gland tumors. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 2005, 61,
103–111. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Osborn, V.; Givi, B.; Lee, A.; Sheth, N.; Roden, D.; Schwartz, D.; Schreiber, D. Characterization, treatment and outcomes of salivary
ductal carcinoma using the National Cancer Database. Oral Oncol. 2017, 71, 41–46. [CrossRef]

13. Ruzich, J.C.; Ciesla, M.C.; Clark, J.I. Response to paclitaxel and carboplatin in metastatic salivary gland cancer: A case report.
Head Neck 2002, 24, 406–410. [CrossRef]

14. Laurie, S.A.; Licitra, L. Systemic therapy in the palliative management of advanced salivary gland cancers. J. Clin. Oncol. 2006, 24,
2673–2678. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Chintakuntlawar, A.V.; Okuno, S.H.; Price, K.A. Systemic therapy for recurrent or metastatic salivary gland malignancies. Cancers
Head Neck 2016, 1, 11. [CrossRef]

16. Uijen, M.J.M.; Lassche, G.; van Engen-van Grunsven, A.C.H.; Tada, Y.; Verhaegh, G.W.; Schalken, J.A.; Driessen, C.M.L.; van
Herpen, C.M.L. Systemic therapy in the management of recurrent or metastatic salivary duct carcinoma: A systematic review.
Cancer Treat. Rev. 2020, 89, 102069. [CrossRef]

17. Vital, D.; Ikenberg, K.; Moch, H.; Rössle, M.; Huber, G.F. The expression of PD-L1 in salivary gland carcinomas. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9,
12724. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Cohen, R.B.; Delord, J.P.; Doi, T.; Piha-Paul, S.A.; Liu, S.V.; Gilbert, J.; Algazi, A.P.; Damian, S.; Hong, R.L.; Le Tourneau, C.; et al.
Pembrolizumab for the treatment of advanced salivary gland carcinoma. Proc. Am. J. Clin. Oncol. Cancer Clin. Trials 2018, 41,
1083–1088. [CrossRef]

19. Niwa, K.; Kawakita, D.; Nagao, T.; Takahashi, H.; Saotome, T.; Okazaki, M.; Yamazaki, K.; Okamoto, I.; Hirai, H.; Saigusa, N.; et al.
Multicentre, retrospective study of the efficacy and safety of nivolumab for recurrent and metastatic salivary gland carcinoma.
Sci. Rep. 2020, 10. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Porcheri, C.; Meisel, C.T.; Mitsiadis, T.A. Molecular and cellular modelling of salivary gland tumors open new landscapes in
diagnosis and treatment. Cancers 2020, 12, 3107. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Quaglino, E.; Mastini, C.; Forni, G.; Cavallo, F. ErbB2 transgenic mice: A tool for investigation of the immune prevention and
treatment of mammary carcinomas. Curr. Protoc. Immunol. 2008. [CrossRef]

22. Diodoro, M.G.; Di Carlo, E.; Zappacosta, R.; Iezzi, M.; Coletti, A.; Modesti, A.; D’Antuono, T.; Forni, G.; Musiani, P. Salivary
carcinoma in HER-2/neu transgenic male mice: An angiogenic switch is not required for tumor onset and progression. Int. J.
Cancer 2000, 88, 329–335. [CrossRef]

23. Masuelli, L.; Fantini, M.; Benvenuto, M.; Sacchetti, P.; Giganti, M.G.; Tresoldi, I.; Lido, P.; Lista, F.; Cavallo, F.; Nanni, P.; et al.
Intratumoral delivery of recombinant vaccinia virus encoding for ErbB2/Neu inhibits the growth of salivary gland carcinoma
cells. J. Transl. Med. 2014, 12, 1–14. [CrossRef]

24. Focaccetti, C.; Benvenuto, M.; Ciuffa, S.; Fazi, S.; Scimeca, M.; Nardi, A.; Miele, M.T.; Battisti, A.; Bonanno, E.; Modesti, A.;
et al. Curcumin enhances the antitumoral effect induced by the recombinant vaccinia neu vaccine (RV-NEUT) in mice with
transplanted salivary gland carcinoma cells. Nutrients 2020, 12, 1417. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Sistigu, A.; Viaud, S.; Chaput, N.; Bracci, L.; Proietti, E.; Zitvogel, L. Immunomodulatory effects of cyclophosphamide and
implementations for vaccine design. Semin. Immunopathol. 2011, 33, 369–383. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Aricò, E.; Sestili, P.; Carpinelli, G.; Canese, R.; Cecchetti, S.; Schiavoni, G.; D’Urso, M.T.; Belardelli, F.; Proietti, E. Chemo-
immunotherapy induces tumor regression in a mouse model of spontaneous mammary carcinogenesis. Oncotarget 2016, 7,
59754–59765. [CrossRef]

27. Salem, M.L.; Kadima, A.N.; El-Naggar, S.A.; Rubinstein, M.P.; Chen, Y.; Gillanders, W.E.; Cole, D.J. Defining the ability of
cyclophosphamide preconditioning to enhance the antigen-specific CD8+ T-cell response to peptide vaccination: Creation of a
beneficial host microenvironment involving type I IFNs and myeloid cells. J. Immunother. 2007, 30, 40–53. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Yoshino, A.; Ogino, A.; Yachi, K.; Ohta, T.; Fukushima, T.; Watanabe, T.; Katayama, Y.; Okamoto, Y.; Naruse, N.; Sano, E. Effect of
IFN-β on human glioma cell lines with temozolomide resistance. Int. J. Oncol. 2009, 35, 139–148. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Schiavoni, G.; Sistigu, A.; Valentini, M.; Mattei, F.; Sestili, P.; Spadaro, F.; Sanchez, M.; Lorenzi, S.; D’Urso, M.T.; Belardelli, F.; et al.
Cyclophosphamide synergizes with type I interferons through systemic dendritic cell reactivation and induction of immunogenic
tumor apoptosis. Cancer Res. 2011, 71. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Alfaro, C.; Perez-Gracia, J.L.; Suarez, N.; Rodriguez, J.; Fernandez de Sanmamed, M.; Sangro, B.; Martin-Algarra, S.; Calvo, A.;
Redrado, M.; Agliano, A.; et al. Pilot Clinical Trial of Type 1 Dendritic Cells Loaded with Autologous Tumor Lysates Combined
with GM-CSF, Pegylated IFN, and Cyclophosphamide for Metastatic Cancer Patients. J. Immunol. 2011, 187, 6130–6142. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.7860/JCDR/2015/11289.5572
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25859537
http://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2020.580141
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2004.03.018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15629600
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.oraloncology.2017.05.005
http://doi.org/10.1002/hed.10034
http://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2005.05.3025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16763282
http://doi.org/10.1186/s41199-016-0011-z
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctrv.2020.102069
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-49215-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31484986
http://doi.org/10.1097/COC.0000000000000429
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-73965-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33046752
http://doi.org/10.3390/cancers12113107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33114321
http://doi.org/10.1002/0471142735.im2009s82
http://doi.org/10.1002/1097-0215(20001101)88:3&lt;329::AID-IJC2&gt;3.0.CO;2-5
http://doi.org/10.1186/1479-5876-12-122
http://doi.org/10.3390/nu12051417
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32423101
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00281-011-0245-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21611872
http://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.10880
http://doi.org/10.1097/01.cji.0000211311.28739.e3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17198082
http://doi.org/10.3892/ijo_00000322
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19513561
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-10-2788
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21156650
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1102209
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22048768


Cells 2021, 10, 845 20 of 21

31. Shen, D.; Guo, C.C.; Wang, J.; Qiu, Z.K.; Sai, K.; Yang, Q.Y.; Chen, Y.S.; Chen, F.R.; Wang, J.; Panasci, L.; et al. Interferon-α/β
enhances temozolomide activity against MGMT-positive glioma stem-like cells. Oncol. Rep. 2015, 34, 2715–2721. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

32. Ni, X.R.; Guo, C.C.; Yu, Y.J.; Yu, Z.H.; Cai, H.P.; Wu, W.C.; Ma, J.X.; Chen, F.R.; Wang, J.; Chen, Z.P. Combination of levetiracetam
and IFN-α increased temozolomide efficacy in MGMT-positive glioma. Cancer Chemother. Pharmacol. 2020, 86, 773–782. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

33. Antonelli, G.; Scagnolari, C.; Moschella, F.; Proietti, E. Twenty-five years of type I interferon-based treatment: A critical analysis
of its therapeutic use. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 2015, 26, 121–131. [CrossRef]

34. Moschos, S.; Kirkwood, J.M. Present role and future potential of type I interferons in adjuvant therapy of high-risk operable
melanoma. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 2007, 18, 451–458. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Aricò, E.; Castiello, L.; Capone, I.; Gabriele, L.; Belardelli, F. Type i interferons and cancer: An evolving story demanding novel
clinical applications. Cancers 2019, 11, 1943. [CrossRef]

36. Cummins, J.M.; Krakowka, G.S.; Thompson, C.G. Systemic effects of interferons after oral administration in animals and humans.
Am. J. Vet. Res. 2005, 66, 164–176. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Kweon, M.N. Sublingual mucosa: A new vaccination route for systemic and mucosal immunity. Cytokine 2011, 54, 1–5. [CrossRef]
38. Narang, N.; Sharma, J. Sublingual mucosa as a route for systemic drug delivery. Int. J. Pharm. Pharm. Sci. 2011, 3, 18–22.
39. Çuburu, N.; Kweon, M.N.; Song, J.H.; Hervouet, C.; Luci, C.; Sun, J.B.; Hofman, P.; Holmgren, J.; Anjuère, F.; Czerkinsky, C.

Sublingual immunization induces broad-based systemic and mucosal immune responses in mice. Vaccine 2007, 25, 8598–8610.
[CrossRef]

40. Nagai, Y.; Shiraishi, D.; Tanaka, Y.; Nagasawa, Y.; Ohwada, S.; Shimauchi, H.; Aso, H.; Endo, Y.; Sugawara, S. Transportation of
sublingual antigens across sublingual ductal epithelial cells to the ductal antigen-presenting cells in mice. Clin. Exp. Allergy 2015,
45, 677–686. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

41. Tovey, M.G.; Begon-Lours, J.; Gresser, I. A Method for the Large Scale Production of Potent Interferon Preparations. Exp. Biol.
Med. 1974, 146, 809–815. [CrossRef]

42. Castiello, L.; Sestili, P.; Schiavoni, G.; Dattilo, R.; Monque, D.M.; Ciaffoni, F.; Iezzi, M.; Lamolinara, A.; Sistigu, A.; Moschella, F.;
et al. Disruption of IFN-I Signaling Promotes HER2/Neu Tumor Progression and Breast Cancer Stem Cells. Cancer Immunol. Res.
2018, 6, 658–670. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Negri, D.; Sestili, P.; Borghi, M.; Ciccolella, M.; Bracci, L. Enzyme-linked immunospot assay to monitor antigen-specific cellular
immune responses in mouse tumor models. Methods Enzymol. 2020, 632, 457–477. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

44. Lucarini, V.; Buccione, C.; Ziccheddu, G.; Peschiaroli, F.; Sestili, P.; Puglisi, R.; Mattia, G.; Zanetti, C.; Parolini, I.; Bracci, L.;
et al. Combining Type I Interferons and 5-Aza-2′-Deoxycitidine to Improve Anti-Tumor Response against Melanoma. J. Investig.
Dermatol. 2017, 137, 159–169. [CrossRef]

45. Canese, R.; Palombelli, G.; Chirico, M.; Sestili, P.; Bagnoli, M.; Canevari, S.; Mezzanzanica, D.; Podo, F.; Iorio, E. Integration of
MRI and MRS approaches to monitor molecular imaging and metabolomic effects of trabectedin on a preclinical ovarian cancer
model. NMR Biomed. 2019, 32. [CrossRef]

46. Harrell, M.I.; Iritani, B.M.; Ruddell, A. Lymph node mapping in the mouse. J. Immunol. Methods 2008, 332, 170–174. [CrossRef]
47. Carretero, R.; Sektioglu, I.M.; Garbi, N.; Salgado, O.C.; Beckhove, P.; Hämmerling, G.J. Eosinophils orchestrate cancer rejection by

normalizing tumor vessels and enhancing infiltration of CD8+ T cells. Nat. Immunol. 2015, 16, 609–617. [CrossRef]
48. Lucarini, V.; Ziccheddu, G.; Macchia, I.; La Sorsa, V.; Peschiaroli, F.; Buccione, C.; Sistigu, A.; Sanchez, M.; Andreone, S.; D’Urso,

M.T.; et al. IL-33 restricts tumor growth and inhibits pulmonary metastasis in melanoma-bearing mice through eosinophils.
Oncoimmunology 2017, 6, e1317420. [CrossRef]

49. Andreone, S.; Spadaro, F.; Buccione, C.; Mancini, J.; Tinari, A.; Sestili, P.; Gambardella, A.R.; Lucarini, V.; Ziccheddu, G.; Parolini,
I.; et al. IL-33 promotes CD11b/CD18-mediated adhesion of eosinophils to cancer cells and synapse-polarized degranulation
leading to tumor cell killing. Cancers 2019, 11, 1664. [CrossRef]

50. Rossi, A.; Lucarini, V.; Macchia, I.; Sestili, P.; Buccione, C.; Donati, S.; Ciccolella, M.; Sistigu, A.; Teresa D’urso, M.; Pacca, A.M.;
et al. Tumor-Intrinsic or Drug-Induced Immunogenicity Dictates the Therapeutic Success of the PD1/PDL Axis Blockade. Cells
2020, 9, 940. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Buccione, C.; Fragale, A.; Polverino, F.; Ziccheddu, G.; Aricò, E.; Belardelli, F.; Proietti, E.; Battistini, A.; Moschella, F. Role of
interferon regulatory factor 1 in governing Treg depletion, Th1 polarization, inflammasome activation and antitumor efficacy of
cyclophosphamide. Int. J. Cancer 2018, 142, 976–987. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Pandha, H.S.; Heinemann, L.; Simpson, G.R.; Melcher, A.; Prestwich, R.; Errington, F.; Coffey, M.; Harrington, K.J.; Morgan, R.
Synergistic Effects of Oncolytic Reovirus and Cisplatin Chemotherapy in Murine Malignant Melanoma. Clin Cancer Res 2009, 15,
6158–6166. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Sistigu, A.; Yamazaki, T.; Vacchelli, E.; Chaba, K.; Enot, D.P.; Adam, J.; Vitale, I.; Goubar, A.; Baracco, E.E.; Remédios, C.; et al.
Cancer cell–autonomous contribution of type I interferon signaling to the efficacy of chemotherapy. Nat. Med. 2014, 20, 1301–1309.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Bracci, L.; Moschella, F.; Sestili, P.; Sorsa, V.L.; Valentini, M.; Canini, I.; Baccarini, S.; Maccari, S.; Ramoni, C.; Belardelli, F.; et al.
644 Cancer Research. Clin. Cancer Res. 2007, 13. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3892/or.2015.4232
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26329778
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00280-020-04169-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33074386
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2014.12.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cytogfr.2007.06.020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17693125
http://doi.org/10.3390/cancers11121943
http://doi.org/10.2460/ajvr.2005.66.164
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15691053
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cyto.2010.12.014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2007.09.073
http://doi.org/10.1111/cea.12329
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24773115
http://doi.org/10.3181/00379727-146-38196
http://doi.org/10.1158/2326-6066.CIR-17-0675
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29622580
http://doi.org/10.1016/bs.mie.2019.05.058
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32000910
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jid.2016.08.024
http://doi.org/10.1002/nbm.4016
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jim.2007.11.012
http://doi.org/10.1038/ni.3159
http://doi.org/10.1080/2162402X.2017.1317420
http://doi.org/10.3390/cancers11111664
http://doi.org/10.3390/cells9040940
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32290265
http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.31083
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28975621
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-09-0796
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19773377
http://doi.org/10.1038/nm.3708
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25344738
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-06-1209


Cells 2021, 10, 845 21 of 21

55. Schworer, S.A.; Kim, E.H. Sublingual immunotherapy for food allergy and its future directions. Immunotherapy 2020, 12, 921–931.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Eickhoff, C.S.; Blazevic, A.; Killoran, E.A.; Morris, M.S.; Hoft, D.F. Induction of mycobacterial protective immunity by sublingual
BCG vaccination. Vaccine 2019, 37, 5364–5370. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. Negri, D.R.M.; Riccomi, A.; Pinto, D.; Vendetti, S.; Rossi, A.; Cicconi, R.; Ruggiero, P.; Del Giudice, G.; Magistris, M.T. De
Persistence of mucosal and systemic immune responses following sublingual immunization. Vaccine 2010, 28, 4175–4180.
[CrossRef]

58. Song, J.H.; Nguyen, H.H.; Cuburu, N.; Horimoto, T.; Ko, S.Y.; Park, S.H.; Czerkinsky, C.; Kweon, M.N. Sublingual vaccination
with influenza virus protects mice against lethal viral infection. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2008, 105, 1644–1649. [CrossRef]

59. Singh, S.; Yang, G.; Schluns, K.S.; Anthony, S.M.; Sastry, K.J. Sublingual vaccination induces mucosal and systemic adaptive
immunity for protection against lung tumor challenge. PLoS ONE 2014, 9, e90001. [CrossRef]

60. Tovey, M.G.; Maury, C. Oromucosal Interferon Therapy: Marked Antiviral and Antitumor Activity. J. Interf. Cytokine Res. 1999, 19,
145–155. [CrossRef]

61. Eid, P.; Meritet, J.-F.; Maury, C.; Lasfar, A.; Weill, D.; Tovey, M.G. Oromucosal Interferon Therapy: Pharmacokinetics and
Pharmacodynamics. J. Interf. Cytokine Res. 1999, 19, 157–169. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Sprent, J.; Zhang, X.; Sun, S.; Tough, D. T-cell turnover in vivo and the role of cytokines. Proc. Immunol. Lett. 1999, 65, 21–25.
[CrossRef]

63. Tessmer, M.S.; Reilly, E.C.; Brossay, L. Salivary gland NK cells are phenotypically and functionally unique. PLoS Pathog. 2011, 7.
[CrossRef]

64. Tanaka, Y.; Nagashima, H.; Bando, K.; Lu, L.; Ozaki, A.; Morita, Y.; Fukumoto, S.; Ishii, N.; Sugawara, S. Oral CD103− CD11b+

classical dendritic cells present sublingual antigen and induce Foxp3+ regulatory T cells in draining lymph nodes. Mucosal
Immunol. 2017, 10, 79–90. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Lorenzi, S.; Mattei, F.; Sistigu, A.; Bracci, L.; Spadaro, F.; Sanchez, M.; Spada, M.; Belardelli, F.; Gabriele, L.; Schiavoni, G. Type
I IFNs Control Antigen Retention and Survival of CD8α+ Dendritic Cells after Uptake of Tumor Apoptotic Cells Leading to
Cross-Priming. J. Immunol. 2011, 186, 5142–5150. [CrossRef]

66. Brehm, M.A.; Daniels, K.A.; Welsh, R.M. Rapid Production of TNF-α following TCR Engagement of Naive CD8 T Cells. J.
Immunol. 2005, 175, 5043–5049. [CrossRef]

67. Lutsiak, M.E.C.; Semnani, R.T.; De Pascalis, R.; Kashmiri, S.V.S.; Schlom, J.; Sabzevari, H. Inhibition of CD4+25+ T regulatory cell
function implicated in enhanced immune response by low-dose cyclophosphamide. Blood 2005, 105, 2862–2868. [CrossRef]

68. Zilio, S.; Serafini, P. vaccines Neutrophils and Granulocytic MDSC: The Janus God of Cancer Immunotherapy. Vaccines 2016, 4, 31.
[CrossRef]

69. Pisanu, M.E.; Ricci, A.; Paris, L.; Surrentino, E.; Liliac, L.; Bagnoli, M.; Canevari, S.; Mezzanzanica, D.; Podo, F.; Iorio, E.; et al.
Monitoring response to cytostatic cisplatin in a HER2+ ovary cancer model by MRI and in vitro and in vivo MR spectroscopy. Br.
J. Cancer 2014, 110, 625–635. [CrossRef]

70. Ali, H.R.; Provenzano, E.; Dawson, S.J.; Blows, F.M.; Liu, B.; Shah, M.; Earl, H.M.; Poole, C.J.; Hiller, L.; Dunn, J.A.; et al.
Association between CD8+ T-cell infiltration and breast cancer survival in 12 439 patients. Ann. Oncol. 2014, 25, 1536–1543.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

71. Sato, F.; Ono, T.; Kawahara, A.; Matsuo, K.; Kondo, R.; Sato, K.; Akiba, J.; Kawaguchi, T.; Kakuma, T.; Chitose, S.I.; et al. Prognostic
Value of Tumor Proportion Score in Salivary Gland Carcinoma. Laryngoscope 2020, 1–8. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

72. Mosconi, C.; de Arruda, J.A.A.; de Faria, A.C.R.; Oliveira, G.A.Q.; de Paula, H.M.; Fonseca, F.P.; Mesquita, R.A.; Silva, T.A.;
Mendonça, E.F.; Batista, A.C. Immune microenvironment and evasion mechanisms in adenoid cystic carcinomas of salivary
glands. Oral Oncol. 2019, 88, 95–101. [CrossRef]

73. Li, J.-Y.; Chen, Y.-P.; Li, Y.-Q.; Liu, N.; Ma, J. Chemotherapeutic and targeted agents can modulate the tumor microenvironment
and increase the efficacy of immune checkpoint blockades. Mol. Cancer 2021, 20, 27. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

74. Guidi, A.; Codecà, C.; Ferrari, D. Chemotherapy and immunotherapy for recurrent and metastatic head and neck cancer: A
systematic review. Med. Oncol. 2018, 35. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

75. Rolla, S.; Nicoló, C.; Malinarich, S.; Orsini, M.; Forni, G.; Cavallo, F.; Ria, F. Distinct and Non-Overlapping T Cell Receptor
Repertoires Expanded by DNA Vaccination in Wild-Type and HER-2 Transgenic BALB/c Mice. J. Immunol. 2006, 177, 7626–7633.
[CrossRef]

76. Landuzzi, L.; Antognoli, A.; Nicoletti, G.; Croci, S.; Palladini, A.; Ianzano, M.L.; Murgo, A.; Stivani, V.; Grosso, V.; Nanni, P.;
et al. HER-2/neu tolerant and non-tolerant mice for fine assessment of antimetastatic potency of dendritic cell-tumor cell hybrid
vaccines. Vaccine 2011, 29, 4690–4697. [CrossRef]

77. Ko, H.J.; Kim, Y.J.; Kim, Y.S.; Chang, W.S.; Ko, S.Y.; Chang, S.Y.; Sakaguchi, S.; Kang, C.Y. A combination of chemoimmunotherapies
can efficiently break self-tolerance and induce antitumor immunity in a tolerogenic murine tumor model. Cancer Res. 2007, 67,
7477–7486. [CrossRef]

78. Guo, F.F.; Cui, J.W. The role of tumor-infiltrating B cells in tumor immunity. J. Oncol. 2019, 2019. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.2217/imt-2020-0123
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32611211
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2019.07.034
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31331776
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2010.04.013
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0708684105
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0090001
http://doi.org/10.1089/107999099314298
http://doi.org/10.1089/107999099314306
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10090401
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0165-2478(98)00119-9
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1001254
http://doi.org/10.1038/mi.2016.46
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27166558
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1004163
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.175.8.5043
http://doi.org/10.1182/blood-2004-06-2410
http://doi.org/10.3390/vaccines4030031
http://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2013.758
http://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mdu191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24915873
http://doi.org/10.1002/lary.29120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33022760
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.oraloncology.2018.11.028
http://doi.org/10.1186/s12943-021-01317-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33541368
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12032-018-1096-5
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29441454
http://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.177.11.7626
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.vaccine.2011.04.096
http://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-06-4639
http://doi.org/10.1155/2019/2592419

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Cell Lines and Reagents 
	Mice 
	Genetic Screening of the NeuT Mouse Colony and Monitoring of Tumors Onset 
	Treatment Protocol 
	Primary Cells 
	IFN- ELISpot 
	Flow Cytometry 
	Intracellular Staining 
	mRNA Extraction and Real Time PCR 
	Magnetic Resonance Imaging 
	Histology 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	In Vivo Anticancer Effect of Sublingual IFN-I 
	Anticancer Effect of Sl-IFN in Combination with Chemotherapy in Transplantable Tumors 
	Characterization of the Salivary Gland Tumor Model 
	Anticancer Effect of Combined CTX/Sl-IFN Treatment in SDC 

	Discussion 
	References

