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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma (PDAC) is an aggressive cancer with a 5-
year survival rate of only 11%. PDAC is characterized by an immunosuppressive
microenvironment; thus, there have been multiple attempts to target it, athough with little
success. A better understanding of the immune landscape in PDAC is required to help
elucidate the roles of these cells for effective targeting. This study investigated the expression
of circulating key immune cell markersin South African PDAC patients.

Method: Blood samples were obtained from a total of 34 PDAC patients consisting of 22
resectable (RPC), 8 locally advanced (LAPC) and 4 metastatic (MPC), 6 Chronic Pancreatitis
(CP), and 6 healthy volunteers (HC). Immunophenotyping, real-time polymerase chain
reactions (PCR), enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (Elisa), and reactive oxygen species
(ROS) assays were conducted. Statistical analysis was conducted in R (version 3.6.1) and
Wilcoxon and Kruskal-Wallis rank-sum tests were used to compare between groups. Kaplan-
Meier analysis and Spearman's rank test were used for survival and correlation analyses,

respectively.

Results: Granulocyte and neutrophil levels were significantly elevated while lymphocytes
decreased with PDAC severity. The total percentages of CD4*, CD8", and CD3'CD4'CDS8 T-
cells increased across the group. Of note are the reduction of CD16" NK Ts across the RPC (p
=0.002), LAPC (p=0.01), and MPC (p = 0.017) groups when compared to HC. Both NK (p
= 0.0047) and NKTs (p = 0.0027) increased in RPC but decreased in both LAPC and MPC
when compared to HC. Although there was no statistical correlation or differences observed
when comparing the PDAC groups with the control groups, RPC had the highest foldchange
for both CD4 (11.75 +44.31) and CD3 (30.47 + 75.01) while the LAPC group had the
highest fold change for CD8 (3.86 + 7.35) and CD16 (51.69 + 108.9) genes compared to
MPC. The inflammatory status of PDAC was assessed by DEPPD levels of serum which
were elevated in RPC (p = 0.003) and LAPC (p = 0.008) but decreased in MPC (p = 0.025),
compared to the HC group. ROS was shown to be positively correlated with GlycA (R=0.45,
p = 0.00096).

Conclusion: The expression of these immune cell markers observed in this pilot study
provides insight into their potential roles in tumour progression in the patient group and

suggests their potential utility in the development of immunotherapeutic strategies.



INTRODUCTION

PDAC is the most common neoplasm of the pancreas with a very poor prognosis and survival
rate of <12% in 5 years (1). PDAC has been projected to be the second leading cause of
cancer worldwide (2). Due to the late presentation, most patients are diagnosed with alocally
advanced or metastatic stage of the disease which precludes the chance of surgical resection
(3). Treatment strategies include chemotherapy, radiotherapy, immunotherapy and surgery
(4,5). Currently, surgery is the best clinical treatment for PDAC, however, only about 15-20%
of patients will undergo surgery leaving a mgjority with limited options (6). The role of the
immune system and its interaction with PDAC cells has emerged as a pivotal focus of the
investigation. Immune cells have dua roles in PDAC which are contributing to the tumour
progression and paradoxically offering avenues for therapeutic intervention. The tumour
microenvironment (TME) of PDAC is characterised by malignant cells, stroma components,
and immune cells which converge in a delicate balance (7,8). Neutrophils play diverse roles
in pancreatic cancer such as angiogenesis, progression, metastasis, and immunosuppression
(9). Blood neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio (NLR) has been associated with prognosis in
pancreatic cancer (10). Effector immune cells such as natural killer cells, CD4" T-cells, and
CD8" T-cells exert intricate influences on the tumour behaviour either by fueling its growth
or orchestrating its suppression (11). Immunosuppressive mechanisms of PDAC cells
include editing the immune system to become unrecognizable leading to tumour escape,
activation, and release of immunosuppressive molecules such as IL-10 and TGF which
inhibit immune response and promote tumour growth and metastasis (12). Pancreatic cancer
cells downregulate the expression of MHC class | molecules by interfering with the antigen

cross-presentation to effector T-cells, further exacerbating cancer (13).

Effector immune cells are vital because they are present and activated at the early stages of
PDAC. The specificity of CD3 antigen for T cells and its appearance at al stages of T cell
development makes it an ideal T cell marker for both detection of normal T cellsand T cell
neoplasms. T-helper cells (CD4") and T- cytotoxic cells (CD8" T cells) form large
proportions of the CD3'T cells involved in cell-mediated immunity (14). Alteration of either
the number or the function of CD4" T cellsand CD8" T cells will affect the immune response.

Hence maintaining the balance between CD4" and CD8" T cells is critical for tumour



immunity. Cytotoxic lymphocytes play important roles in innate and adaptive immune
system response against tumour by secreting cytokines to facilitate their anti-tumour effect
(15). NK cells represent about 5-25% of circulating lymphocytes and express CD16, CD56,
and CD57 markers in humans (16). The NK populations are distinguished by the markers
CD56brightCD16" for immune modulatory function via the interferon-y (IFN-y) secretion
and CD56dimCD16" for cytotoxic abilities (17).

Immuno-inflammatory response plays a vital role in tumour growth and progression evident
from the immune dysfunction as observed in PDAC (18,19). This systematic inflammatory
response could be quantified through different scores such as ratios between different
circulating immune cells (20) and correlation between immune cells and reactive oxygen
species (ROS). Additionally, immune cells induce ROS production through the secretion of
tumour necrosis factor- o (TNF-0). ROS have been shown to exert an immunosuppressive
effect on NK and T-cells (21). PDAC accumulates ROS which has dual roles depending on
their concentration (22,23). It facilitates cancer progression a mild to moderate levels (24)
while excessive ROS production promotes the release of cytochrome c into the cytoplasm
which mediates programmed cell death (25). Immuno-inflammatory responses have been
shown to differ between population groups because of ancestral and environmenta factors
(26). Furthermore, arecent study from our laboratory showed that the inflammatory markers
GlycA and GlycB were significantly elevated in PDAC patients of African descent when
compared to hedthy individuals (27). These differential immune responses contribute to
cancer disparities because of their impacts on cancer progression (28). In this study, we
revealed the immune response at both mRNA and protein levels in different stages of PDAC
patients of African ancestry.

METHODS
Patient Recruitment

Ethics clearance for this study was obtained from the Human Research Ethics Committee of
the University of the Witwatersrand (Study number: M190681). Participants gave written
informed consent and were recruited from the Hepatopancreatobiliary Unit at Chris Hani
Baragwanath Academic Hospital, Soweto Johannesburg, South Africa, and sample processing
was done at the Department of Surgery, Faculty of Health Science, University of the
Witwatersrand. Inclusion criteria included patients 18 years old and above, of African

ancestry, and diagnosed with one of the three stages of PDAC notably resectable pancreatic



cancer (RPC), locally advanced pancreatic cancer (LAPC) and metastatic pancreatic cancer
(MPC) and chronic pancreatitis (CP) as well as healthy volunteers for the control group. All
patients self reported as of African ancestry. Patients with organ failure or undergoing

immunotherapy at the time of study were excluded.
Sampling and Processing

Fasting blood samples were collected by venepuncture in two separate clear vacutainer tubes
(BD Biosciences, Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA) with coagulant EDTA (purple lid) and without
anti-coagulant (red lid). The blood was processed to obtain serum by centrifuging at 1734 xg,
4 °C for 10 min after allowing it to clot for 3060 min at room temperature. Following
gravity separation for 30-60 min at room temperature, the plasma component was then
isolated. For immunophenotyping assays, a subset of twenty-seven samples including 10
RPC, 6 LAPC, 4 MPC, 2 CP, and 5 healthy controls (HC) was used. White blood cells were
fixed by adding 1 ml of diluted BD FACS Lyse (BD Biosciences, New Jersey, United States)
solution to 100p! of the whole blood sample from the purple capped vacutainer tube within 2
h of collection. The whole blood FACS lyse mix was allowed to stand at room temperature
for 12-15 mins after which it was stored at -80°C until analysis. Periphera blood
mononuclear cells (PBMCs) which comprises the major immune cells such as lymphocytes,
monocytes, and macrophages were separated using Ficoll-Pague™ (GE Healthcare, lllinois,
United States) separation method (29). Serum and plasma samples were processed within 2 h
of collection while PBMCs at a concentration of 1x105 to 106 1844cellml were separated
and stored in a freezing medium (10% dimethyl sulphoxide, Sigma Aldrich, Missouri, USA
and 90% Gibco Bovine Serum (FBS), Thermo Fischer, Massachusetts, USA) and aliquoted
(200 ul) in single-use vials, which were stored at -80 °C until needed. Samples were only

thawed once to preserve integrity.
Characterization of different immune cells using 6-colour panel flow cytometry

Multicolour flow cytometry immunophenotyping analysis was used to determine immune cell
populations and frequency. A 6-colour panel was established to characterize heterogeneous
cell populations in the PDAC stages and compared with the controls (Table S1). Fully stained
samples and unstained samples were prepared from the thawed cells. Stained samples were
prepared by adding antibodies in the dark at previously titrated volume and then incubated for
30 mins at room temperature. Antibodies were optimized by titration to optimally stain

lymphocyte populations and their subpopulations using CD3 BD Horizon Brilliant™



Ultraviolet (BUV), CD4 Alexa flour (AF-700) and CD8 Brilliant Violet™ 605 (BV-605),
CD56 PE Phycoerythrin Cyanine 7 (PECy7), CD57 (BB515) while the granulocyte
population was stained with CD16 PECy5. All antibodies were obtained from BD
L SRFortessa™ 11 flow cytometer BD Biosciences, (New Jersey, United States). Instrument
controls for voltage optimisation using single stained and unstained cells as well cytometer
setup and tracking beads assays were performed with each experiment. Compensation
controls using compensation beads ( Anti-mouse |g, k/Negative control compensation
particles set; BD Biosciences, New Jersey, United States) to exclude spillover were also
included in addition to the experimental controls of unstained samples (30). A total of
100,000 events were recorded on the flow cytometer (BD Biosciences, New Jersey, United
States).

Gene expression analysis of immune-related markers

Total RNA was extracted from PBMCs isolated from the PDAC and control samples, using
the TriReagent® (Sigma Aldrich, Missouri, United States) according to the manufacturer’s
instructions. The quality of RNA was measured using a NanoDrop ND-1000
Spectrophotometer (Thermo Fischer Scientific, Massachusetts, United States), and A260/280
ratio > 1.8 was observed across all samples. Complimentary DNA (cDNA) synthesis was
performed from 250 ng/ul of total RNA using the Photoscript® Il First Strand cDNA
synthesis Kit E6560S (New England BioLabs® Inc.), according to the manufacturer’s

instructions.

A quantitative Real-time Polymerase Chain Reaction (RT-PCR) was then carried out using
the TagMan® Fast Advanced Master Mix (Thermo Fischer, Massachusetts, United States) as
per the manufacturers’ instructions. The reference gene Microsomal Ribosomal Protein L19
(MRPL19) and target genes CD8A, CD4, CD3, CD16/FCGRB, CD56/NCAM1, and
CD57/B3GAT were obtained from Thermo Fischer Scientific, Massachusetts, United States.
MRPL19 is a housekeeping gene used as a control because its expression does not change in
pancreatic cancer (31). The MIQE guidelines were strictly adhered to (32). The Quant
Studio™ 1 Real-Time System (Thermo Fischer Scientific, Massachusetts, United States) was
used to run the RT-PCR reactions.

M easurement of plasma levels of CD4 and CD8 cellular markers

An immunoassay ELISA kit which have been pre-coated with antibodies specific to human

CD4 and CD8 wereused to quantify the concentration of these immune cell markers in the



plasma of PDAC samples. Elisa kits were obtained from Elabscience Biotechnology Inc
(Houston, USA). The tests were performed according to the manufacturer’s protocol.
Standards and samples were assayed in duplicates and the optical density was determined at
430nm. The concentrations of CD4 and CD8 (ng/ml) markers were calculated from the

standard curve.

Reactive oxygen species (ROS) assessment using N, N- diethyl-par a-phenylenediamine

N, N- diethyl -para-phenylenediamine (DEPPD) sulfate is a compound that reacts with the
serum to form a coloured cation radical (33). The amount of radical cation formed is related
to the oxidative status of serum and can be expresses as hydrogen peroxides equivalents (34).
Hydroperoxides decompose into alkoxy and peroxyl radicals, which convert N alkylated p-
phenylenediamines to form coloured dye complexes depending on the redox potential of the
peroxide (33). This can be measured spectrophotometrically with absorbance being
proportional to the number of hydroperoxyl compounds and thus the oxidative status of the

sample can be determined.

One hundred and forty microlitres of 0.1M sodium acetate buffer (pH 4.8) was added to each
allocated well of a 96-well plate. Five microlitres of serum samples consisting of PDAC and
controls as well as standards of different concentrations of hydrogen peroxide solutions: 50,
25, 6.25, 3.13, 1.56, 0.78, and 0.39 uM were added in duplicates. DEPPD and Iron sulfate
were dissolved in 0.1M Sodium acetate buffer pH 4.8, respectively. One hundred microlitre
of the reagent mixture prepared at a ratio of 1:25 was then added to each well. The solution
was incubated at 37 °C for 1 min. Colour development was recorded at 505 nm at 25 °C,
every 15 secs for 30 repeats using an FL 600 Microplate reader Multiscan Sky Microplate
Spectrophotometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Massachusetts USA).

DataAnalysis

The immunophenotyping data were analysed using FlowJo LLC verson 10.8 (BD,
Biosciences, New Jersey, United States) using flow cytometry standard (FCS) files linked to
the compensation controls from FACSDiva™ software. Cells were gated as singlets to
exclude doublets using forward scatter height (FSC-H) and forward side scatter area (FSC-A)
parameters. The gating strategies were optimised to identify distinct cell populations based on
scatter parameters such as white blood cells into lymphocytes and granulocytes based on
forward side scatter (FSC) versus side scatter as well as fluorochrome intensities conjugated

to each antibody used. Subsequently, fluorescence histograms and dot plots were generated to



visualize the distribution of marker expression within the defined gates. Statistical metrics,

including percentages of the total parent, were computed for specific markers.

The 2°°T method was used to calculate relative changes in gene expression using the
Microsoft Excel® software. The RT-PCR data were analysed using GraphPad Prism™
software version 8 (GraphPad Software Inc, California, United States). A Shapiro-Wilk test
was used to test for normality. Statistical analysis and graphical illustrations of the data were
generated in R (version 3.6.1) and R studio (version 1.1.456) software using KODAMA. The
data was non-parametric hence Wilcoxon and Kruskal—Walli’s rank-sum test was used to
compare differences between the controls and PDAC groups. The ELISA data was analysed
using Microsoft Excel by deducing the concentrations of the CD4 and CD8 T cells secreted
in plasma from a standard curve. The R studio V1.3 software was used for ROS statistical
analysis. A standard curve of the standards was plotted to calculate the concentration of the
samples. Sample ROS concentrations were calculated from the standard curve and
differences (p<0.05) between the PDAC samples and the combined healthy and CP groups
was determined using an unpaired non-parametric Wilcoxon test. Spearman’s rank test was
then used to calculate the correlation coefficient (rho) betweenthe oxidative status ,
immunophenotyping, and real-time PCR assays.

RESULTS

Forty patients including 22 RPC, 8 LAPC, 4 MPC, and 6 CP as well as six age-matched
healthy controls (HC) were recruited in this study. All the healthy participants confirmed that
they were in good health and were not taking any regular medication, to be eligible for the
study. An overview of the total number of patients recruited is shown in Figure S1. The
clinical parameters, demographics, and comorbidities have been reported in a previous study
(27).

Effector Immune Cells Responsein PDAC

To identify effective immune cell response patterns in PDAC, the immune cell markers CD3,
CD4, CD8, CD16, CD56, and CD57 were assessed in the lymphocytes and granulocyte cell
populations. CD3, CD4, and CD8 immune cell markers were used to target T-cell lymphocyte
subpopulations, CD16 and CD56 were used to determine the NK cell levels, and CD57 for
NK cell differentiation (35). Cells were gated using forward versus side angle light scatter to

identify lymphocytes and granulocytes with side scatter versus the various stained markers to



confirm these populations as shown in Figure 1. The lymphocytes population was further
used to identify CD3'CD8" (cytotoxic), CD3'CD4" (helper), NKs, NKTs, and CD3'CD4
CD8 (Double Negative) T cells while the granulocytes were used to identify CD16"
neutrophil subpopulations (Figure 1). The gating strategy used also showed the other
subpopulations such as CD16'NKs and CD57'NKs derived from NK subsets and
CD8'CD57" derived from cytotoxic T-cells.

The total percentages of granulocytes and neutrophils significantly increased while CD4",
CD8’", and CD3"CD4 CD8 T-cells decreased across the group (Figure 2). Additionally, CD4"
and CD8'T-cells levels changed across the groups, compared to HC. The HC group had the
highest percentage of lymphocytes and CD3"CD4" T-cell subset. It should be noted note that
the downregulated CD4" T-cell level in this cohort is not related to HIV status because the
CD4 counts of these patients were above 300 cells/ul which is within the normal range. These
patients are on antiretroviral (ARV) treatments and have normal CD4 counts as shown
previously (27). Conversely, the LAPC group has the highest concentration of CD3'CD8" T-
helper cells (Table S2). Additionally, NKT CD16" levels decreased across the PDAC groups
when compared to both CP and HC. Although not significant both NKs and NKTs were
reduced in LAPC and M PC when compared to the controls (Figure 2).
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Figure 1. Gating strategy of the immune cell marker s populations and subsets using FlowJo. A.The total
number of cell events collected was 100,000. Cells were gated into Singlets (FSC-A versus FSC-H) which was
further gated to granulocyte and lymphocyte populations. B. Granulocytes is further gated to Neutrophils (SSC-
A versus CD16). C. Lymphocytes were gated to CD3CD56", NKT-cells and NK cells (CD3 versus CD56) D
and E. NKT cells is further gated into CD16"NKTs subsets (CD57 versus CD56) and CD57'NKTs subsets
(CD16 versus CD56) respectively. F and G. NK cells further gated to CD57" NK subsets and CD56"CD16 NK
subsets H.l.and J. CD3" T-cells was gated to different subsets; double negative T-cells (CD3"'CD4'CD8), T-
cytotoxic cells and T-helper cells. K .T-cytotoxic cells was gated into CD8"CD57" (CD57 versus CD8). CD3 BD
Horizon Brilliant™ Ultraviolet (BUV), CD4 Alexa flour (AF-700) and CD8 Brilliant Violet™ 605 (BV-605),
CD56 PE Phycoerythrin Cyanine 7 (PECy7), CD57 (BB515) while the granulocyte population was stained with
CD16 PECy5
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Figure 2: Boxplots showing the comparison of the total per centage population of theimmune cell markers
across the PDAC and control groups. The total percentage of granulocytes, lymphocytes, and neutrophils
populations was significantly altered across all the PDAC groups, while T-cells, T-helper cells, and double
negative T-cells (CD3'CD4CD8) were significantly changed in RPC and MPC when compared to HC.
Furthermore, the total percentage of both NKs and NKTs was sgnificantly increased in RPC when compared to
the HC. CD: Cluster of differentiation., HC: Healthy Controls, CP: Chronic Pancreatitis; RPC: Resectable
Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma; LAPC: Locally Advanced Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma; MPC:
Metastatic Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, n.s., not significant



To understand the immune cell response across the PDAC groups, a heatmap was used to
compare their frequencies (Figure 3A). The HC and CP groups were shown to have the
highest intensities of the effective immune cells while the PDAC groups had the lowest.
Furthermore, to further understand the relationship between the immune cells and PDAC
progression, the correlation matrix was used to assess the intra-correlation of these immune
cells (Figure 3B). The immune cell populations exhibited a strong positive correlation
between granulocytes and neutrophils while a low positive correlation existed between NK
and NK CD56”"9" CD16 “™ There was a strong negative correlation between T cytotoxic and
T helper similar to the correlation between NK CD56%™ CD16" and NK CD56"™ CD16". The
NK CD56"™ was positively correlated to T helper and negatively correlated to T cytotoxic.

After obtaining the immune matrix, we speculated that these immune cells could distinguish
the tumour group from the control group. KODAMA was used to explain the variance-
covariance structure of the variable data set through linear combinations of the
Immunophenotyping data sets to determine the pattern of separation. MPC, CP, and HC
groups were shown to be separate clusters while RPC and LAPC were not distinctively
separated (Figure 3C).



I .
[ | [ | a0
.. Nevtrophila MPC
= = Ly nahocytes i .]
= =Ceis E E
= - 8 i
| u m_
||
C
| = e
[ ] i NK (1357— )
i KK.CD36.bright ; ) . -
NK.CD6.din.C 5+ £ 28 Lo
H
CRRELS ) ¢
!! MR [
— o
. CR4 DR e s we
- Lot
ENETSOORO EREREaANERCOCCOC OO e oo e | - e
§3555583335383583888255553301413 -
= REERs -»..-..--nosa_qgﬁa_--_c_: &8 F Dimenion |

Figure 3: Immune cell Response in PDAC. (A) Heatmap showing the comparison of immune cell markers
concentration across the groups from the least concentrated (red) to the most concentrated (blue). The PDAC
groups have low concentrations of immune cells compared to the control groups. (B) Correlation matrix of
Spearman’s rank correlation coefficients between the immune cell populations. Dark colours indicate strong
relationships while weak colours sgnify weak relationships. (C) Unsupervised clustering of the
Immunophenotyping data using KODAMA showed that the controls were digtinctively separated from the
PDAC groups.

Immunecell ratiosin PDAC

Kaplan—Meier survival curves were created using the R library "survival." The Wald test was
used to calculate the p-values between survival curves. Prognostic factors for overall survival
(OS) were analysed using the Cox proportional hazard regression. Although both CD4/CD8
and neutrophil-lymphocyte ratio (NLR) was not significantly associated with overall survival
(OS), the NLR levels increased in RPC, LAPC and MPC when compared with HC (Figure
S2).



Dysregulated immune marker genesin PDAC

Gene expression analysis of the PBMCs showed no statistical difference when PDAC groups
were compared with the control groups (Figure S3). The CP group had the highest fold
change for both CD56 (2.68+ 1.36) and CD57 (49.22+ 63.47). Although there was no
statistical correlation or differences observed when comparing the PDAC groups with the
control groups, we observed that patients with RPC had the highest foldchange for both CD4
(12.75 + 44.31) and CD3 (30.47 £ 75.01) while LAPC had the highest fold change for CD8
(3.86 = 7.35) and CD16 (51.69 + 108.9) genes compared to MPC patients.

Enzyme-Linked lmmunosor bent Assay of CD4 and CD8 proteinsin plasma

To detect and quantify immunologic reactions in PDAC, the Enzyme-Linked |mmunosorbent
assay (ELISA) technique was implored on the plasma samples. There were no statistically

significant differences observed between the PDAC groups and the controls (Figure $4).

Evaluating the inflammatory status of different PDAC subgroups

The inflammatory status was assessed by anaysing the DEPPD levels of PDAC groups and
comparing it with the controls. A spectrophotometric assay of ROS showed that there was no
significant difference observed when the PDAC groups were compared with CP groups but
showed significance when compared with the HC. ROS levels were elevated in RPC (p-value
= 0.003) and LAPC (p-value = 0.008) compared to the HC group (Figure 4A). From a
previous study of the analysis of metabolites in PDAC in the same patient cohort,
dysregulated metabolites were associated with elevated inflammatory status of the disease
(27). Hence, to further understand how and if these metabolites alter the oxidative status of
PDAC, DEPPD levels were correlated with the metabolites concentration. Inflammatory
markers such as GlycA (rho= 0.45, p-value < 0.001) have significantly positive correlation
(Figure 4B) while 3-hydroxybutyrate (rho= - 0.45, p-value = 0.01) and ascorbate (rho= -
0.56, p-value = <0.001) were satistically inversely associated with the DEPPD levels
(Figure 4C, Table S2). To determine if ROS is a good marker of inflammation, a receiver
observing characteristic (ROC) curve was plotted with an area under the curve (AUC) value
of 0.91 shownin Figure S5.
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Figure 4. Determination of the inflammatory status of PDAC. A Boxplot showing the comparison in
DEPPD levels representing ROS activity between the PDAC groups (RPC, LAPC, and MPC) and control
groups (HC and CP). A significant change was observed when the RPC and LAPC groups of PDAC were
compared with HC groups. B and C. Correlation of ROS and inflammatory marker GlycA and 3-
hydroxybutyrate respectively. ROS is positively associated with GlycA and negatively correlated with 3-
hydroxybutyrate. HC; Healthy controls, CP: Chronic Pancredatitis, RPC: Resectable Pancreatic Ductal
Adenocarcinoma, LAPC; Locally Advanced Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma, MPC; Metagtatic Pancreatic
Ductal Adenocarcinoma.

DISCUSSION

PDAC tumour cells exhibit immunosuppressive characteristics (36). Infiltrating immune cells
may influence PDAC progression in diverse ways. Hence, the immune status could be
essential in predicting the outcome and management of the disease. ROS can either be
detrimental or beneficial for immune cell function and response (37). In this study, the
expression levels of ROS and immune cell markers PDAC progression were evaluated in

comparison to control groups consisting HC and CP.



This study showed that granulocyte levels increased as PDAC progressed from RPC, LAPC
to MPC. Recent studies have demonstrated that granulocytes, neutrophils, lymphocytes, and
NLR are associated with the overall survival of PDAC patients (9). However, the granulocyte
count is an independent predictive factor for PDAC (9). Neutrophils contribute to the
majority of the granulocyte population; hence it is reasonable to expect that an elevated
granulocyte count in this cohort is a consequence of elevated neutrophil levels with PDAC
severity. Neutrophils are the main component of chronic inflammation which promotes

tumour initiation and progression (38).

CD16" neutrophils (also known as FcyRIIIb) were observed to increase with the disease
severity. Neutrophils can exert both pro and anti-tumoural functions which could depend on
the type of tumour and microenvironment (38). Additionally, they exhibit functional plasticity
depending on the expression of cell surface markers, cytokines, and ROS. Studies have
shown that ROS production is vital in several neutrophil effector functions (39). Neutrophils
contribute to the destruction of cancer cells particularly upon treatment with anti-cancer
antibodies, however, the existence of immature neutrophils in circulation mediates
immunosuppression and subsequent metastasis (39). Neutrophil apoptosis is associated with
reduced responsiveness and inhibition of receptors activating effector function (40) and loss
of its ability to secrete granule enzymes on deliberate external stimulation (41). CD16"
neutrophils uniquely function as an inhibitor of antibody-dependent destruction of cancer
cells, thereby identifying it as a potential target for enhancing the therapeutic efficacy of
cancer therapeutic antibodies (42).

This study confirms that reduced lymphocyte count is negatively associated with survival rate
(9). Pancreatic cancer cells downregulate the immune responses by causing a reduction in
total lymphocytes and T helper cells which play a crucial role in immune regulation (43).
Except for LAPC, both CD8" T-cells while CD4'T-cells were downregulated with tumour
severity in this study. Additionally, no statistical alteration was recorded between CD4 T-cells
and tumour severity for HIV-positive PDAC patients in this cohort. Pancreatic cancer cells
escape immunity by secreting cytokines such as IL-10 and TGF-f, immunosuppression as a
result of these cytokines affects the immune function by inhibiting the infiltration of CD4"
and CD8" T cells in the cancer cells (44). Additionally, DN (CD3" CD4 CD8) T-cells levels,
reduced significantly in LAPC and MPC in this cohort. The DN T-cells have been shown to
inhibit proliferation and invasion in human pancreatic cancer cells via the Fas/FasL pathway

which induces cell apoptosis (45). Furthermore, this study confirms that high NLR suggests a



poor prognosis for patients with PDAC and could be used as a novel survival assessment
marker (46).

This study showed that NK and NKT cells were significantly elevated in RPC when
compared to the controls HC and CP. Furthermore, NKT CD16" cells were significantly
reduced across the groups. NK cell activation is accompanied by the secretion of
inflammatory cytokines thereby driving inflammation which restricts adaptive immune
responses (47). NK cells excluded from PDAC tumours display downregulation of both
CD16" and CD57" (48). NK cels fail to survive or proliferate in a hypoxic
microenvironment which contributes to the immune escape of NK cells in PDAC patients
(49). In the blood of PDAC patients, the downregulation of Natural Killer Group 2D
(NKG2D) reduces cytotoxicity, by lowering the levels of IFN-y with elevated levels of 1L-10,
an immunoregulatory cytokine (48). Decreased NKG2D levels stimulate impaired killing of
the tumour cells by NK and NKT cells (49).

Elevated levels of NK cell markers, CD56" and CD57", correlate with favourable outcomes
(50). CD56" drives the maturation of NK cells and is weak in cytotoxicity but strong in the
production of anti-tumour cytokines such as IFN-y and TNF-a (50). However, although not
significant the two main CD56" NK subset populations which are; CD56”""CD16dim/” and
CD56"MCD16" subsets were shown to reduce in LAPC and MPC when compared to HC .
This might be due to the inhibited immunomodulatory function and cytotoxic capacity of
both subsets respectively (17). CD57° NK cells are regarded as a marker of terminal
differentiation which is less proliferative but more cytotoxic to tumour cells and could
acquire IFN-y when crosslinked with CD16" (51,52).

Elevated ROS levels could be vital in PDAC progression.

There was an observed elevation of ROS levels as PDAC progressed from RPC to LAPC in
this cohort. A mild concentration of ROS promotes cancer progression, while malignant cells
induce antioxidant programs such as activation and stabilization of nuclear factor erythroid-
derived 2 (Nrf2) to avoid programmed cell death. In response to elevated ROS levels, Kelch-
like ECH-associated proteinl (Keapl), which is bound to Nrf2 becomes inactivated (53).
Nrf2 then translocates to the nucleus and activates genes that mediate antioxidant programs



(53). Hence in PDAC cells, ROS need to be kept at a threshold level that promotes
proliferation but prevents senescence and cell death, this could suggest a decrease in ROS
levels at the MPC stage. ROS promotes apoptosis and cancer cell survival depending on its
concentration and cancer cell type (54). This study confirms that ROS is strongly associated
with inflammation because they have closely related pathophysiological activities that are
linked (55,56). ROS acts as an inflammatory regulator via the activation of NF-xB which

promotes the expression of proinflammatory cytokines (57).

There was an observed negative association between ROS and 3-HB and ascorbate. Studies
have described the antioxidant role of 3-HB via NADH oxidation which inhibits ROS
production (58). Oxidative stress is suppressed via the inhibition of histone deacetylase
(HDAC) by 3-HB (59). Ascorbic acid have been shown to inhibit ROS production in cancer

cells (60), thereby possessing an antitumour effect.

CONCLUSION

Effector immune cells could be essential in predicting prognosis in the PDAC cohort. This
study showed that increased granulocytes and neutrophil levels, and decreased T-lymphocyte
and NK cell levels correlated with poor survival. Evaluating the role of these immune cells as
well as their interaction with ROS might be significant in understanding disease progression
and in developing novel therapeutic strategies. The small number of recruited patientsin each
stage is alimitation. However, to our knowledge, this is the first study of its kind in the study
population, providing valuable datain this group of patients. Future studies must incorporate
a larger patient cohort and further investigate the interplay between the immune cells in

inflammation in the tumour microenvironment.
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Table S2: Percentage population of Immune cell makersin PDAC

Samples | Granulocytes | Neutropiles | Lymphocytes | T.cells | T.helper | T.cytotoxic | T.cytotoxic.CD57+ | CD3+CD4- NKTs | NKTsCD57+ | NK NK.CD57+ | NK.CD56bright | NK.CD56.dim.CD16+ | NK.CD56.dim.CD16-
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) CD8- (%) (%) (%) (%) | (%) (%) (%) (%)
HCO1 59.2 98.7 25.2 56.6 63.1 34 16.3 9.79 0.89 79.8 8.41 21.7 125 5.29 80.3
HC02 46.2 984 31.1 65.2 49.9 51.3 28.8 7.84 0.57 65.9 5.98 9.72 13.8 26.8 54.2
HCO03 34.2 98.8 26.6 459 55.8 38.7 6.82 9.28 0.57 50 2.37 24.4 278 37.2 33.8
HC04 459 98.8 37.8 70.1 755 44.2 61.8 7.59 0.46 61.5 2.04 3 0 10 88
HC05 49.1 96.2 40 68.4 65.7 41.9 57.7 22.9 0.79 374 2.51 5.64 0 30.3 67.7
CP0O1 77.6 91.1 7.01 54.8 139 814 477 7.82 0.24 125 93.9 9.06 711 254 1.44
CP02 384 90.9 27.9 71.6 58.3 40.6 62.5 7.42 0.41 785 52.9 38.1 4.16 61 31.8
CP03 5.55 63.5 3.85 76.3 85 15.7 29 3.25 0.41 100 1.32 0 0 25 50
CP04 2.29 104 16.5 85.2 67.3 29 12 7.7 1.15 96.6 9.43 22 341 22 36.6
CP05 1.09 117 2.9 243 105 85 46.9 7.2 0.83 0 18.7 141 0 20.6 78.9
RPCO1 81.8 97.6 9.63 743 35.3 61.7 14.9 4.07 24 8.07 24 3.24 13.9 29.9 54.4
RPC02 51.5 96.8 29.9 62.3 57 28.7 39.8 15.1 6.06 59.5 32.6 21.4 5.98 82.8 10.6
RPCO3 81.1 974 9.76 76.5 35.2 62.5 118 4.71 212 18.1 194 5.23 176 46.1 34.2
RPC04 63.3 979 164 57.6 47.3 39.6 20.7 14.1 1.99 32.8 20.1 234 8.31 80.4 10.6
RPCO5 62 97.7 16 58.1 49 39 17.7 14 2.01 34.2 234 18.6 7.37 80.9 10.8
RPCO6 60.3 98.2 18.3 59.7 472 39.6 18.8 15.3 2.18 214 21.7 22.7 6.04 812 115
RPC07 75.5 97.8 114 59.7 64 29.6 34.2 7.07 311 529 14.8 6.21 20.6 24 53.1
RPCO8 717 97.3 10.7 63.1 634 30.6 339 6.45 212 51.5 159 5.23 16.2 24.8 57.7
RPC09 79.5 95.8 105 39.9 62.4 34.2 5.72 5.16 3.35 50.8 | 422 31.6 6.57 84.8 5.85
RPC10 57.3 96.8 29.2 64.5 63.9 30.6 39.8 7.37 4.33 575 27.6 14 6.81 14.7 74.1
LAPCO1 50.7 88.9 16.7 75.3 49 48 10.3 45 0.8 21.1 11.1 0.98 1.97 2.46 94.1
LAPC02 41.4 98.7 16.2 75 9.07 874 25.1 4.21 4.21 27.8 25.2 65.9 4.88 87.4 5.76
LAPCO3 61.1 98.1 18.3 745 11.9 84.3 20.2 443 5.09 28.8 33.7 545 3.07 80 15.7
LAPC04 62.1 91.8 21.4 76.5 50.9 46.5 14.8 3.26 1.02 204 117 1.2 216 4.8 67
LAPC05 62.8 914 16.8 70.7 51 46.4 16.3 3.21 0.86 16.1 12 1 216 11.8 63.5
LAPC06 61 904 21.7 74.3 50.9 46.7 156 334 1.21 285 8.45 0.69 4.63 324 90.7
MPCO01 79.2 94.7 3.9 53.3 53.3 53.3 15.1 34 3.19 38.7 275 28.2 10 0 89.5
MPC02 77.1 94.5 3.64 495 68.8 28.3 10.2 3.06 2.94 28.6 26.6 30.3 104 31 86.5
MPC03 78.2 944 5.02 54.1 67 30.4 9.81 3.06 3.27 325 235 32.3 453 7 86.6
MPC04 67.4 915 135 49.7 52.5 38.7 411 7.83 12 79.2 279 37.1 6.97 2.06 89.9




Table S3: DEPPD Levels correlation with M etabolites concentration in PDAC

Feature Rho p-value FDR
Formate 0.15 0.418 0.889
Unknown signal at 8.12 ppm -0.08 0.652 0.922
Unknown signal at 8.07 ppm 0.09 0.618 0.922
Phenylalanine 0.06 0.724 0.922
Tyrosine -0.24 0.187 0.889
Unknown signal at 7.14 ppm -0.02 0.926 0.945
Histidine -0.27 0.134 0.889
Glucose 0.04 0.831 0.941
Mannose 0.15 0.415 0.889
Unknown signal at 5.15 ppm -0.11 0.553 0.922
Unknown signal at 5.09 ppm 0.01 0.970 0971
Unknown signal at 5.01 ppm -0.03 0.891 0.941
Ascorbate -0.56 <0.001 0.042
Threonine -0.19 0.287 0.889
Lactate 0.02 0.896 0.941
Creatinine -0.19 0.296 0.889
Creatine -0.18 0.318 0.889
Glycine 0.08 0.682 0.922
Methanol -0.09 0.612 0.922
Unknown signal at 2.55 ppm -0.07 0.711 0.922
Citrate -0.24 0.190 0.889
Glutamine -0.3 0.092 0.889
Pyruvate -0.1 0.585 0.922
Glutamate 0.1 0.579 0.922
Acetoacetate 0.03 0.888 0.941
Acetate -0.23 0.215 0.889
Alanine -0.16 0.373 0.889
Unknown signal at 1.45 ppm 0.28 0.119 0.889
Unknown signal at 1.43 ppm -0.02 0.904 0.941
3-Hydroxybutyrate -0.06 0.733 0.922
Ethanol 0.03 0.892 0.941
Unknown signal at 1.16 ppm 0.06 0.753 0.922
Unknown signal at 1.14 ppm 0.13 0.490 0.922
Unknown signal at 1.11 ppm 0.16 0.388 0.889
Unknown signal at 1.06 ppm -0.27 0.139 0.889
Valine -0.22 0.230 0.889
Isoleucine 0.06 0.727 0.922
Leucine -0.05 0.792 0.940
2-Hydroxybutyrate -0.14 0.445 0.907
Protein NH -0.19 0.287 0.889
Unsaturated lipid -CH=CH- -0.15 0.418 0.889
Lipid alpha-CH2 0.06 0.741 0.922
Cholesterol -0.21 0.257 0.889
Lipid =CH-CH2-CH= -0.11 0.542 0.922
Glycorol phospholipid 0.06 0.742 0.922
Phospholipid 0.28 0.127 0.889
Lipid beta-CH2 -0.23 0.197 0.889
Lipid CH2 -0.06 0.759 0.922
Lipid CH3 -0.17 0.342 0.889
GlycB 0.48 0.005 0.091
GlycA 0.51 0.003 0.070




Supplementary Figures

GXﬂ 6x 22x4 8x 4x

HC CP LAPC MPC

i

Lysed whole-blood PBMCs

;
, &

o rea Immunophenotyplng Gene expression
ROS assay ELISA assays analyses targeting analysis of
using DEPPD || 2r9etng || €3, cD4, €8, || D3, cDa, o,
AT DIl wis o .__UJ_U ._l_;_,u CD16, CDSE,
and CD57 and CDD57

Figure S1: Overview of Sample Size and Processing. After Ethics approval and informed consent blood samples collected
were processed into serum, plasma, and PBMCs for ROS, Elisa, and Real-Time Polymerase Chain Reaction Analyses
respectively. Whole blood was lysed to fix the white blood cells for Immunophenotyping assays. HC; Healthy controls, CP:
Chronic Pancreatitis, RPC: Resectable Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma, LAPC; Localy Advanced Pancreatic Ductal
Adenocarcinoma, MPC; Metastatic Pancreatic Ductal Adenocarcinoma



100 -
0.0043

0.008

0.31

1-1'(; cr REC LAPC MoC

Figure S2: Neutrophil/Lymphocyte Ratio (NLR) across PDAC groups. Elevated levels of NLR were observed as PDAC
severity increased and this might signify poor prognosis and could be used as a marker for survival evaluation.
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Figure S3: Graphical representation of the immune marker by gene expression. Although there was no
statistical correlation or differences observed when comparing the PDAC groups with the control groups for all
the markers except for CD3, there were alterations observed across the groups. RPC: Resectable Pancreatic
Adenocarcinoma; LAPC: Locally Advanced Pancreatic Adenocarcinoma; MPC: Metadtatic Pancreatic
Adenocarcinoma., HC: Healthy Controls*p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, n.s., not significant
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Figure S4: Boxplots comparing the immune cell markers in PDAC plasma samples. Enzyme-Linked
Immunosorbent Assays (ELISA) technique was implored on the plasma samples. There were no statistically
significant differences observed between the PDAC groups and the controls. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p <

0.001, n.s., not significant
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ROC analysis of the ROS plot. AUC of the plot was 0.91 which indicates an outstanding plot. Hence this
that ROS is a good marker of inflammation









