
Mannose Receptor (MR) Engagement by Mesothelin GPI
Anchor Polarizes Tumor-Associated Macrophages and Is
Blocked by Anti-MR Human Recombinant Antibody
Denarda Dangaj1,2, Karen L. Abbott3, Ananda Mookerjee1, Aizhi Zhao1, Pamela S. Kirby3, Raphael

Sandaltzopoulos , Daniel J. Powell Jr.2 1,4, Antonin Lamazier̀e5, Don L. Siegel4, Claude Wolf5, Nathalie

Scholler1*

1 Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Penn Ovarian Cancer Research Center, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, United States of America,

2 Department of Molecular Biology and Genetics, Democritus University of Thrace, Alexandroupolis, Greece, 3 Complex Carbohydrate Research Center, University of

Georgia, Athens, Georgia, United States of America, 4 Department of Pathology and Laboratory Medicine, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, United

States of America, 5 Department of Biochemistry, School of Medicine Saint Antoine, Université Pierre et Marie Curie, Paris, France

Abstract

Tumor-infiltrating macrophages respond to microenvironmental signals by developing a tumor-associated phenotype
characterized by high expression of mannose receptor (MR, CD206). Antibody cross-linking of CD206 triggers anergy in
dendritic cells and CD206 engagement by tumoral mucins activates an immune suppressive phenotype in tumor-associated
macrophages (TAMs). Many tumor antigens are heavily glycosylated, such as tumoral mucins, and/or attached to tumor cells
by mannose residue-containing glycolipids (GPI anchors), as for example mesothelin and the family of carcinoembryonic
antigen (CEA). However, the binding to mannose receptor of soluble tumor antigen GPI anchors via mannose residues has
not been systematically studied. To address this question, we analyzed the binding of tumor-released mesothelin to ascites-
infiltrating macrophages from ovarian cancer patients. We also modeled functional interactions between macrophages and
soluble mesothelin using an in vitro system of co-culture in transwells of healthy donor macrophages with human ovarian
cancer cell lines. We found that soluble mesothelin bound to human macrophages and that the binding depended on the
presence of GPI anchor and of mannose receptor. We next challenged the system with antibodies directed against the
mannose receptor domain 4 (CDR4-MR). We isolated three novel anti-CDR4-MR human recombinant antibodies (scFv) using
a yeast-display library of human scFv. Anti-CDR4-MR scFv #G11 could block mesothelin binding to macrophages and
prevent tumor-induced phenotype polarization of CD206low macrophages towards TAMs. Our findings indicate that tumor-
released mesothelin is linked to GPI anchor, engages macrophage mannose receptor, and contributes to macrophage
polarization towards TAMs. We propose that compounds able to block tumor antigen GPI anchor/CD206 interactions, such
as our novel anti-CRD4-MR scFv, could prevent tumor-induced TAM polarization and have therapeutic potential against
ovarian cancer, through polarization control of tumor-infiltrating innate immune cells.
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Introduction

Macrophages show a remarkable degree of plasticity and exert

diverse functions, depending on the microenvironmental stimuli

[1]. Macrophages activated toward a classical, proinflammatory

phenotype (M1) elicit anti-tumor activity and promote TH1

immune responses [2], while macrophages with an alternative

phenotype (M2) promote TH2 immune responses and tissue

remodelling. Tumor polarization of macrophages represents an

essential immune escape mechanism that results in a hampered

innate immune response leading to a poor adaptive immunity

[3,4]. Recent studies suggest that tumor-induced differentiation of

macrophages is a continuous process with several intermediate

phenotypic states [5,6], possibly reversible [7]. Tumor-associated

macrophages (TAMs) share properties with M2 macrophages,

including high expression of IL10 and mannose receptor (CD206),

and low expression of IL-12 [8]. TAMs constitute a predominant

cell population of the tumor microenvironment and are correlated

with poor clinical outcome [9]. However, the identification of

factors responsible for TAM polarization is not complete. Mouse

studies suggest a critical role for CSF-1 in attracting monocytes at

the tumor site [1], while cytokine imbalance in favour of IL-10 and

TGF-b in the microenvironment could foster immunosuppression

and polarize macrophages to elicit pro-tumoral functions [10].

Hagemann and colleagues have also proposed that macrophage

differentiation towards TAMs involves a ‘‘chemical conversation’’

via exchange of soluble extracellular mediators between ovarian

tumor cells and macrophages [11,12].
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TAMs abundantly express mannose receptor (MR/CD206)

[13,14]. CD206 is a highly conserved calcium-dependent multi-

lectin and a pattern recognition receptor (PRR) that mediates non-

opsonic phagocytic uptake of a wide variety of microbes and that

also functions as an endocytic receptor for glycans [15,16,17,18].

CD206 comprises of two distinct extracellular lectin binding sites,

one that recognizes sulfated sugars [19,20] and another that

preferentially binds to branched sugars with terminal mannose,

fucose or N-acetyl-glycosamine [21,22,23,24]. Although the role of

CD206 in innate immunity is well described [25,26], its

contribution to tumor immunity remains understudied. Recent

evidence demonstrated that CD206 promotes the circulation of

lymphocytes and tumor cells through the lymphatics and to the

draining lymph nodes [27]. In addition, CD206 cross-linking with

an anti-MR mAb (clone PAM-1) can drive DCs differentiation

into APCs promoting T-cell anergy [28], which contributes to the

failure of the immune surveillance against solid tumors and

facilitates tumor growth and spreading [29,30,31].

Ovarian cancer releases various glycoproteins and many of

these tumor antigens have been evaluated as biomarkers [32].

Well-studied tumor antigens such as mesothelin [33], CEA

[34,35], and folate receptor [36,37] are displayed to the cell

surface through a GPI-anchor. GPI anchor proteins are

structurally and functionally diverse and play vital roles in

numerous biological processes [38,39], including cell adhesion,

localization on a specific membrane, association with other

membrane proteins and cell signaling [40]. GPI-anchors are

evolutionary conserved and their presence on parasite surface

proteins activates PI3K pro-inflammatory pathway upon interac-

tion with host macrophages [41]. GPI-anchored glycoproteins are

associated to lipid raft domains [42,43] that are characterized by a

liquid ordered arrangement of lipids depending on highly

saturated sphingomyelin species (SM) tightly associated with

cholesterol (CHOL). CHOL/SM ratio is typically close to 1 in

lipid raft [44,45], and a high SM/Phosphatidylcholine (PC) ratio

thought to maintain low polyunsaturated glycerophospholipids is

also characteristic of lipid rafts, as compared with more fluid

fractions of the membrane [46]. GPI anchors are released from

cell membranes by two main mechanisms, shedding of intact GPI

anchors in complexes with membrane lipids or in membrane

vesicles (exosomes) [47], and proteolytic cleavage mediated by the

bacterial GPI-phospholipase C (GPI-PLC), the mammalian GPI-

phospholipase D (GPI-PLD) [48], or by the angiotensin-convert-

ing enzyme (ACE) that frees terminal mannose [49].

Mesothelin is a GPI-anchored cancer biomarker over-expressed

by lung cancers, mesotheliomas, pancreatic and ovarian adeno-

carcinomas [33]. It is also a soluble biomarker detectable in body

fluids of patients with epithelial cancers [36,50,51,52,53,54].

Mesothelin binds with high affinity to CA125 through glycan

interaction and mediates heterotypic cell adhesion that may be

involved in ovarian carcinoma pathogenesis and micrometastatic

disease [55,56,57]. However, despite some progress [58,59,60], the

role of mesothelin during cancer development remains to be fully

understood.

We hypothesized that that MR engagement by tumor-released

mesothelin contributes to macrophage polarization. We further

hypothesized that tumor-released mesothelin binds to mannose

receptor expressed by macrophages via GPI anchor-mannose

residues. To address these questions, we used soluble mesothelin

from patient samples, tumor cell lines and cells transfected with a

GPI-truncated form of mesothelin. Binding experiments were

performed in medium and in the presence of blocking reagents

such as mannan, a high affinity ligand for mannose receptor

[28,61,62], or of novel recombinant antibodies of human origin

(scFv) directed against the mannose receptor domain 4 (CDR4-

MR). Alterations of macrophage polarization were monitored by

qRT-PCR, flow cytometry, and bead-based arrays. The demon-

stration of the attachment of a GPI anchor to soluble mesothelin

was performed by ELISA assays, tandem mass spectrometry and

co-immunoprecipitation.

Results

Tumor-released mesothelin binds to ascites-infiltrating
macrophages from ovarian cancer patients

To explore whether tumor-released mesothelin could bind to

macrophages, frozen cells isolated from human ascites (n = 6) or

from solid tumors (n = 8) of ovarian cancer patients, as well as

healthy donor monocytes (n = 12), were stained with anti-Epcam,

anti-CD45, anti-CD14, anti-CD206, anti-mesothelin (K1) mAbs

and 7-AAD. Viable Epcam2CD45+CD14+ cells were gated and

analyzed for CD206 expression and binding to soluble mesothelin.

Figure 1 shows that the majority of CD45+CD14+ cells from

ascites samples expressed high level of CD206 and soluble

mesothelin bound to about a fifth of them (Fig. 1A upper
panels and Fig. 1B). Lower levels of CD206 were expressed by

CD45+CD14+ cells from solid tumor samples and mesothelin

bound only to a low percentage of them (Fig. 1A middle panels
and Fig. 1B). Finally, none of the healthy donor CD45+CD14+

cells expressed CD206 or bound to anti-mesothelin K1 antibody

(Fig. 1A lower panels and Fig. 1B). These results were the first

evidence that soluble mesothelin could bind to ascites-infiltrating

CD206high macrophages from ovarian cancer patients and to some

tumor-infiltrating CD206low macrophages.

Tumor-released mesothelin binds to CD206high

monocytes from normal donors
To model the binding of mesothelin to macrophages, we set up

two types of in vitro assay systems using healthy donor monocytes

and in vitro differentiated CD206low/high macrophages that were 1/

briefly incubated with conditioned media or with ascites fluids, or

2/ co-cultured for 3 days in transwells with OVCAR5 ovarian

cancer cell line or with 293 MESOIg secreting GPI-truncated

mesothelin [63] and, as controls, with wild type 293 cell line.

CD206low and CD206high macrophage phenotypes are illustrated

in Fig. S1. After 30 min incubation, mesothelin from ascites fluids

bound to CD206high macrophages (Fig. 2A,) but mesothelin from

cell line conditioned media did not (Fig. 2A). Monocytes were not

bound by soluble mesothelin in any of these conditions (Fig. 2B).

However, after 3 days of transwell co-culture, OVCAR5-released

mesothelin bound to monocytes (Fig. 2C,) but 293 MESOIg-

released mesothelin did not (Fig. 2C). These results show that

mesothelin binding to healthy donor monocytes was proportional

to CD206 expression, which supported the hypothesis that soluble

mesothelin bound to CD206. In addition, the lack of binding of

GPI-truncated mesothelin to monocytes suggested that GPI

anchor contributed, at least in part, to mesothelin binding to

CD206.

Tumor-released mesothelin binds to CD206
To further assess whether mesothelin binding was mediated

through mannose receptor, we co-cultured CD206high macro-

phages and OVCAR3 tumor cells in medium or in the presence of

mannan, a high affinity ligand for mannose. Figure 3A shows that

the presence of 1 mg/ml of mannan during the co-culture

completely abrogated the binding of tumor-cell released mesothe-

lin to CD206high macrophages.

Mesothelin GPI Anchor Binding to Mannose Receptor
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To confirm that mesothelin binding occurred specifically

through mannose receptor, rather than through other lectins also

bound by mannan [64], we sought to isolate recombinant

antibodies (scFv) specific for the mannose binding domain of

mannose receptor (CRD4-MR) [65]. To do so, we isolated anti-

CRD4-MR scFvs from a novel yeast-display human scFv library

[66], using a combination of magnetic and flow sorting

[63,66,67,68] and a yeast-secreted recombinant CRD4-MR

protein (rCRD4-MR).

Three anti-CRD4-MR scFvs (G11, B2 and H11) were isolated

and sequenced (Table S1). The scFv analysis was performed

using the Kabat system from the NCBI Ig blast website (http://

www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/igblast/). B2 and G11 CDR3s on the

nucleotide level look almost the same except for somatic mutation,

which implies that they both came from the same B-cell clone.
Anti-CRD4-MR scFvs were validated for binding to rCRD4-MR

by ELISA (Fig. S2A), and to CD206low and CD206high

macrophages by flow cytometry (Fig. S2B). While anti-CRD4-

MR #G11 and #B2 scFvs exhibited the highest binding to

rCRD4-MR (Fig. S2A), all three anti-CRD4-MR scFvs bound

equally well to CD206high macrophages. Anti-CRD4-MR scFv

binding intensity was proportional to the levels of CD206

expressed by the macrophages and none of the anti-CRD4-MR

scFvs bound to CD206- monocytes (Fig. S2B). Finally, the pre-

incubation of macrophages with rCRD4-MR protein blocked anti-

CRD4-MR #G11 and #B2 scFv binding, further confirming the

specificity of these scFvs for CD206 (data not shown).

We next tested the ability of anti-CRD4-MR scFvs to block

mesothelin binding to macrophages during co-culture with tumor

cells. Figure 3B shows that anti-CRD4-MR scFv #B2 could

completely block tumor-cell released mesothelin binding to

CD206high macrophages, while the blocking activities of anti-

CRD4-MR scFvs #G11 and #H11 were intermediate or low,

respectively (Fig. 3C,D). Anti-CRD4-MR scFv #G11 and #B2

could also block mesothelin binding to CD206low macrophages co-

cultured with tumor cells (Fig. 4B–D). These results further

supported that tumor-released mesothelin binding to monocytes

and macrophages was mediated by CD206.

Anti-CDR4-MR scFv #G11 prevents tumor-induced
polarization of CD206low macrophages

Hagemann and colleagues demonstrated that ovarian tumor

cells cause dynamic changes in the macrophage secretion profile of

cytokines, chemokines and matrix metalloproteases [11]. We

confirmed that our transwell co-culture settings could also induce

tumor-induced polarization of monocytes and macrophages with

upregulation of CD206 (Fig. S3A) and characteristic changes of

cytokine profiles (Fig. S3B,C). To assess whether CD206

engagement could alter macrophage polarization, CD206low and

CD206high macrophages were co-cultured with tumor cells in

medium or in the presence of 1 mg/ml mannan or of 5 mg/ml of

anti-CRD4-MR scFvs#B2, #H11, or #G11. After 3 days of co-

culture, CD68+ macrophages were isolated and the expression of

CD206 and scavenger receptor (SR-A) was analyzed by flow

cytometry. Addition of anti-CRD4-MR scFv #G11 (Fig. 5A,
condition 6) and, to a lower extend, of scFv #B2 (Fig. 5A,
condition 5), could inhibit the upregulation of CD206 and SR-A

in CD206low macrophages co-cultured with tumor cells. The

addition of mannan (Fig. 5A, condition 4) or of anti-CRD4-MR

scFvs #H11 (Fig. 5A, condition 7) did not. We further analyzed

the effects of anti-CRD4-MR scFvs #G11 on macrophage

expression profiles for IL-10, TGF-b, IL-12, IL-6 and TNF-a at

Figure 1. Mesothelin binding to CD14+ ascites-infiltrating cells from ovarian cancer patients. A. Total cells from ascites (upper panels) or
solid tumors (middle panels) from ovarian cancer patients gated on CD14+ CD45+ (left panels) after exclusion of cells stained with EpCam and 7-AAD.
Gated cells were labeled with APC anti-CD206 and PE anti-mesothelin K1, as indicated. CD14+ CD45+ cells freshly purified from peripheral blood of
healthy donors (lower panels) and isotypes IgG1 (APC and PE) were used as negative controls. B. Percentages of CD45+CD14+CD206+ cells in solid
tumors (grey bars, n = 8), ascites samples (black bars, n = 6), and healthy donors (white bars, n = 12) that bind (CD206+ K1+) or not (CD206+ K1-) to
mesothelin. Statistical significance was determined by unpaired t-test analysis (***, P = 0.001). Error bars represent standard error of mean (SEM).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028386.g001

Mesothelin GPI Anchor Binding to Mannose Receptor
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transcriptional (Fig. 5B–F) and protein levels (Fig. 5G–K). Anti-

CRD4 MR scFv #G11 preserved CD206low macrophage

phenotype during co-culture with tumor cells, as shown by the

up-regulation of IL-12 (Fig. 5D,I, condition 4), TNF-a
(Fig. 5E,J, conditions 4,6), and IL-6 (Fig. 5F,K, conditions
4,6). Consistent with these findings, IL-10 and TGF-b mRNA

transcript levels (Fig. 5B,C conditions 4,6) were downregulated

by the treatment with anti-CRD4-MR scFv #G11, as well as the

TGF-b protein levels (Fig. 5H, conditions 4,6). Of note, IL-10

protein levels did not correlate with mRNA levels within the

timeframe of our analysis (Fig. 5G). Anti-CRD4 MR scFv #G11

could also partially revert the CD206high phenotype to that of a

CD206low for TGF-b and IL-6 production (Fig. 6A–D,
conditions 4,6), but did not significantly affect the other

analyzed cytokines (Fig. S4). These results suggest that anti-

CRD4 MR scFv #G11 can control tumor-induced polarization of

macrophages. Finally, because the effects of anti-CRD4 MR scFv

#G11 on macrophage phenotype were more pronounced in the

absence of tumor cells (Fig. 5B–K, condition 2), CD206

engagement by soluble mesothelin may compete with anti-CRD4-

MR scFv binding.

GPI anchor remains attached to soluble mesothelin after
release by tumor cells

Cell surface attachment of mesothelin depends on a glycopho-

sphatidylinositol (GPI) anchor but, to our knowledge, the release

mechanism of mesothelin from tumor cells has not been described.

It was thus unclear whether soluble mesothelin remains linked to

the GPI anchor in patient fluids or in tumor-conditioned media.

To answer this question, we exploited two biochemical charac-

teristics of GPI anchors that are 1/ GPI core specific composition

in glycan moieties [69], and 2/ GPI anchor insertion in lipid raft

microdomains [70,71]. To address whether GPI anchors were

attached to soluble mesothelin, we developed an ELISA double

determinant assay using an anti-mesothelin antibody as capture

reagent and Endotoxin alpha (Endo-A) as detection reagent; endo-

A specifically binds to GPI core glycan moieties [72,73,74]. The

assay is referred to as ‘‘Endo-A meso ELISA’’ in the rest of the

study. We then compared the results of the Endo-A meso ELISA

with these of a classical anti-mesothelin ELISA assay. Figure 7
shows that, as expected, the anti-mesothelin ELISA assay detected

soluble mesothelin in all ascites fluids as well as in conditioned

media from ovarian cancer cell lines and from 293 MESOIg

Figure 2. Mesothelin binding to healthy donor monocytes and macrophages co-cultured with tumor cells. A–B. Short term
incubations. In vitro differentiated CD206+ macrophages (A) and CD2062 monocytes (B) from healthy donors were incubated with conditioned
media from OVCAR3, OVCAR5, 293 MESOIg, or ascites fluids from patients #1714 and #1647 after blocking with 10 mg/ml of human IgG. As negative
controls, cells were incubated with conditioned media from 293WT cell line, RPMI+10% FBS medium. Isotype control IgG1 antibodies (APC and PE) on
cells incubated with RPMI/FBS. C. Transwell co-cultures: Freshly isolated monocytes were cocultured with OVCAR5 or 293mesoIg. As negative
controls, monocytes were incubated with 293WT or with RPMI+10% FBS medium only. Grey areas, PE isotype IgG1 control; open area, PE-
conjugated anti-mesothelin mAb (K1). Results representative of 3 or more independent experiments.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028386.g002

Mesothelin GPI Anchor Binding to Mannose Receptor
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(a transformed cell line that expresses a GPI anchor-truncated

mesothelin fused to an Ig domain [57]) (Fig. 7A). Endo-A meso

ELISA also detected soluble mesothelin in ascites fluids and

conditioned media from cancer cell lines. However, Endo-A meso

ELISA could not detect soluble mesothelin released by 293

MESOIg cell line that is truncated for the GPI anchor (Fig. 7B).

Figure 3. Blocking of mesothelin binding to CD206high macrophages with mannan or anti-CRD4 MR scFvs. Macrophages were labeled
with PE anti-mesothelin antibody K1 (lines) or with PE isotype control Ab (grey area) after in vitro differentiation with IL4/IL10 and 72 hr co-culture
with OVCAR3 cells (bold lines). Blocking conditions (dashed lines) included (A) mannan, or (B–D) anti-CRD4 MR scFvs #B2 (B), #G11 (C) or #H11
(D). As control, CD206high macrophages were incubated in medium only (dotted lines). Results representative of 3 or more independent
experiments.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028386.g003

Figure 4. Blocking of mesothelin binding to CD206low macrophages with anti-CRD4 MR scFvs. Macrophages were double stained with PE
anti-CD206 mAb and APC anti-mesothelin antibody (K1) after in vitro differentiation with IFN-c/LPS and 72 hr co-culture with OVCAR3 cells (B).
Blocking conditions included anti-CRD4 MR scFvs #G11 (C) and #B2 (D). As negative control, CD206low macrophages were labeled with isotype
control antibodies (A). Results representative of 3 or more independent experiments.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028386.g004

Mesothelin GPI Anchor Binding to Mannose Receptor
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These results support the hypothesis that soluble mesothelin

carries a GPI-anchor after tumor-release in ascites fluids and in

tumor-conditioned media.

We next addressed whether mesothelin was inserted into lipid

rafts. Mesothelin could be detected by an anti-mesothelin antibody

(K1) in the lipid raft fractions extracted from OVCAR3

membranes and separated by electrophoresis, consistent with the

fact that GPI-anchored proteins are associated with lipid raft

domains (data not shown) [42,43]. We then used tandem mass

spectrometry to analyze the composition of lipids associated with

soluble mesothelin. Figure 8A shows that soluble mesothelin

immunoprecipitated from OVCAR3 conditioned medium is

associated with lipids exhibiting a CHOL/SM ratio of 1 and a

remarkably high SM/PC ratio (8.1). The most abundant

molecular species of SM is comprised of the saturated palmityl-

SM (m/z 703). These ratios of CHOL and saturated SM were

consistent with lipid raft composition. These results support the

fact that tumor-released mesothelin remains associated lipid

remnants of rafts.

Lastly, we investigated whether mesothelin resides in tumor-

released exosomes, We immunoprecipitated mesothelin from

tumor cell supernatants and looked by western blot for the

presence of co-immunoprecipitated exosomal proteins TSG101

and ALIX [75]. Tumor cell lysate (Fig. 8B, left lane) was used as

a positive control. TSG101 and ALIX exosomal proteins were

detected only in OVCAR3 cell lysate (Fig. 8B, right lane). We

conclude that the absence of co-immunoprecipitation of exosomal

proteins with tumor-released mesothelin demonstrates that

mesothelin does not reside in tumor-released exosomes.

Discussion

Polarized inflammation is a hallmark of several pathologic

conditions including infection and cancer, and plays a central role

in disease progression and/or resolution. Tumor associated

macrophages (TAMs) are critical for cancer growth and

development, but the signals eliciting TAM phenotype remain

incompletely understood. We provide here the first evidence that

the soluble cancer biomarker mesothelin binds to macrophages.

To analyze the functional consequences of the binding, we isolated

human recombinant antibodies directed against the domain 4 of

the mannose receptor (anti-CRD4-MR scFv). Anti-CRD4-MR

scFv #G11 could block the binding of tumor-released mesothelin

to mannose receptor and prevent in vitro tumor-induced TAM

Figure 5. Effects of anti-CRD4 MR scFvs on the cytokine production of CD206low macrophages during co-culture with tumor cells.
A. Flow cytometry analysis of CD206 (black bars) and SR-A (white bars) expression of CD206low macrophages after 72 hr-incubation in medium (2),
or co-culture with OVCAR3 cells in medium (3), or in the presence of mannan (4), anti-CRD4 MR scFv #B2 (5), #G11 (6), or #H11 (7). As negative
controls, macrophages were labeled with isotype control antibodies (1). B–I. CD206low macrophages were incubated in medium (1–2), or co-cultured
with OVCAR3 (3–4) or OVCAR5 (5–6) cells during 72 hrs. Five mg/ml of anti-CRD4 MR scFv #G11 were added in conditions 2, 4 and 6. Real-time PCR
(B–F) and cytokine bead array analysis (G–K) were performed to measure (B,G) IL10; (C,H) TGF-b; (D,I) IL-12; (E,J) TNF-a and (F,K) IL-6. Results
representative of 2 or more independent experiments.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028386.g005
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polarization. We further demonstrated that the interaction of

tumor-released mesothelin with mannose receptor expressed by

macrophages was mediated, at least in part, by mesothelin GPI

anchor. The attachment of tumor-released mesothelin to a GPI

anchor was shown using a novel ELISA assay that detects soluble

molecules bearing both a mesothelin epitope and GPI core glycan

moieties, as well as by lipid profiling of mesothelin immunopre-

cipitated from tumor cell conditioned media. No co-immunopre-

cipitation of exosomal proteins with mesothelin was observed,

excluding the possibility that other surface proteins released in

exosomes could mediate mesothelin interaction with mannose

receptor. These results support the hypothesis that tumor-released

mesothelin GPI anchor contributes to TAM polarization through

the engagement of mannose receptor.

Tumor overexpression of glycoproteins such as mesothelin has

mainly been used as a mean of biomarker identification

[76,77,78,79,80,81], but the study of their functional roles during

cancer development remains preliminary [82,83]. Patankar and

colleagues discovered that CA125, the most studied biomarker for

ovarian cancer, binds to NK cells via siglec-9, and that the binding

suppresses NK function [84,85,86]. Allavena and colleagues

recently described the active role of mucin proteins such as

TAG-72 and CA125 in promoting an immune suppressive

phenotype of human TAMs [87]. Our results suggest that

mesothelin GPI anchor contributes to macrophage phenotype

polarization. Altogether, these findings highlight the ability of

tumor antigens to suppress tumor rejection through the manip-

ulation of innate immunity.

Pattern recognition receptors (PRR) are central to innate

immunity and include toll-like receptors (TLRs) and mannose

receptor (CD206/MR). MR binding by exogenous and endoge-

nous factors has been reported to elicit diverse cell stimulation and

differentiation programmes in a ligand-dependent manner. For

example pathogen binding to MR triggers NF-kB activation [88]

or PPARgamma activation [89,90]. In addition, recent studies

indicate that MR complements TLR signalling in proinflamma-

tory responses [91] and specifically synergizes with TLR2 in

activating a NF-kB-dependent proinflammatory responses [92].

TLR2 recognizes lipoproteins and peptidoglycans [93] from

exogenous origins such as protozoa GPI anchors [94], as well as

from endogenous origin such as versican, an extracellular matrix

proteoglycan upregulated in many human tumors and a potent

inducer of macrophage activation [95]. The ability of cancer cells

to subvert components of the host innate immune system and

promote an inflammatory microenvironment favorable for cancer

growth, including soluble factors that bind to myeloid cells

[95,96,97], makes it conceivable that mannose receptor engage-

ment by GPI anchors linked to tumor antigens such as mesothelin,

folate receptor, CEA, and CaMOV18 [98], may represent another

cancer strategy to escape immune surveillance [99]. A better

understanding of the molecular mechanisms underlying PRR

engagement by tumor antigens may lead to substantial new

insights with important implications for the development of novel

therapeutics for cancer treatment. We conclude that anti-CRD4-

MR scFv #G11 can prevent tumor-induced macrophage dynamic

changes, which provides a proof of principle for the targeting

Figure 6. Effects of anti-CRD4 MR scFvs on CD206high macrophage phenotype during co-culture with ovarian cancer cell lines.
CD206high macrophages were incubated in medium (1–2), or co-cultured with OVCAR3 (3–4) or OVCAR5 (5–6) cells during 72 hrs. Five mg/ml of anti-
CRD4 MR scFv #G11 were added in conditions 2, 4 and 6. Real-time PCR (B–C) and cytokine bead array analysis (D–E) were performed to measure
(A,C) TGF-b; and (B,D) IL-6. Results representative of 2 or more independent experiments.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028386.g006
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CRD4-MR mannose binding domain as a mean to re-set the

innate immune response towards tumor rejection. We propose

that interfering with tumor antigen binding to MR could prevent

TAM polarization and have therapeutic potential against solid

tumors.

Materials and Methods

Human samples
Healthy Monocytes were obtained from the Human Immunol-

ogy Core of the University of Pennsylvania. Ascites and solid

tumors samples from ovarian cancer patients were obtained from

the Ovarian Cancer Research Center’s patient sample repository

of the University of Pennsylvania.

Antibodies
Anti-mesothelin ELISA kit (catalog # DY3265) was purchased

from R&D Systems. Anti-human CD206-PE, CD206-APC,

CD163-PE mouse monoclonal antibodies (mAb) and 7-AAD were

obtained from BD. Anti-human, anti-mouse CD68-FITC and anti-

V5 mAb-AF647 were from Serotec. Anti-human Mesothelin (K1),

K1-PE, anti c-myc mAb and anti-mouse HRP labeled antibody

were purchased from Santa Cruz. APC, PE-labeled or HRP-labeled

streptavidin (SA-APC, SA-PE and SA-HRP, respectively), anti-

human IL-10-PE, IL-12-PE, CD14-FITC, CD14-PE-CY7, CD45-

APC-CY5 mAbs, and rat anti-mouse IL-10-APC, IL-12-PE,

CD11b-PerCpCy5, CD45-APC-Cy7, Brefeldin A were purchased

from eBiosciences. SA-polyHRP was purchased from Fitzerald

(PolyHRP80 Streptavidin, catalog #65R-S105PHRP). The isotype

controls mIgG-PE, rIgG-PE, rIgG-APC, rIgG-PerCpCy5, rIgG-

APC-Cy7, and rIgG-PE-Cy7 were from eBiosciences and anti-

mouse-AF488 from Invitrogen. Goat anti-human mesothelin was

purchased from R&D Systems (cat# AF3265). Mouse anti-human

Alix was purchased from AbD Serotec. Rabbit anti-human

TSG101 and goat anti-rabbit HRP were from Abcam. Anti-human

B-actin conjugated to HRP was obtained from Sigma.

Cell culture
Cell lines. Ovarian cancer cell lines Ovcar3, Ovcar5, A1847

and C30, as well as wild type (WT) 293, were acquired from

Figure 7. Detection of mesothelin in ovarian cancer ascites and conditioned media. ELISA assays of ascites fluids from ovarian cancer
patients (#1714; #1686; #1647; #1753; #1756; #1773) and conditioning media derived either from ovarian cancer cell lines (A1847; OVCAR3;
OVCAR5) or from 293 cell lines, wild type (293WT) or transfected to secrete a GPI anchor-truncated mesothelin fused to Ig (293 MESOIg). (A) Anti-
mesothelin ELISA double determinant assay using anti-mesothelin mAbs as capture and detection antibodies (R&D Systems). Results representative
of two independent experiments. (B) ELISA double determinant assay using anti-mesothelin mAb (K1) as capture antibody and biotinylated
Endotoxin Alpha as detection reagent, followed by HRP-labeled streptavidin. Colorimetric signal was developed with TMB substrate solution,
quenched with sulfuric acid and read at 450 nm on a Biotek ELISA reader.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028386.g007
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ATCC. 293 MESOIg was derived from 293 WT, as described in

[63].

In vitro maturation of monocytes. The procedure of

macrophages differentiation was adapted from Porcheray et al

[7]. Briefly, freshly purified monocytes from healthy donors

(Human Immunology Core of the University of Pennsylvania)

were cultured at a density of 16106 /ml in the presence of 10 ng/

ml of M-CSF and 1 ng/ml of GM-CSF for 8 days. Media with

growth factors was refreshed at day 3 and at day 6. Further

polarization was induced with 10 ng/ml of IFN-c and LPS for 4

days to obtained CD206low macrophages or with 10 ng/ml IL4

and IL-10 to obtain CD206high macrophages (Fig. S1). In some

experiments, monocytes were incubated 3 days in the presence of

M-CSF and GM-CSF and incubated with tumor cells in transwells

to upregulate CD206 expression.

Transwell co-culture. Ovarian cancer cell lines OVCAR3

and OVCAR5, 293 MESOIg or WT 293 cell lines were collected

using versene and plated at 0.56106 on the bottom part of 6-well

transwell plates. Freshly isolated monocytes or in vitro maturated

macrophages were collected by gentle scrapping and plated at

16106 in the transwell inserts. Cells were at first co-cultured in

RPMI supplemented with 10% FBS at 37uC in presence of 5%

C02. CD206null monocytes and CD206low macrophages co-

cultured for 3 days with OVCAR3 cells consistently upregulated

CD206 expression and developed an alternative phenotype (Fig.
S3). For blocking assays, mannan (1 mg/ml, Sigma) or scFvs

(5 mg/ml) were added to culture medium at day 1 and renewed at

day 2. In other experiments, blocking of the non-specific binding

of mouse monoclonal antibodies to macrophage Fc receptors was

obtained using serial dilutions of human IgG protein at

concentrations of 0.01 mg/ml, 0.1 mg/ml or 1 mg/ml, added at

day 0 and day 2 to. At day 3, macrophages were collected from the

transwell inserts by pipetting and directly used for flow cytometry

staining or RNA extraction.

Isolation of anti-CRD4-MR recombinant antibodies (scFv)
Mannoses specifically bind to the domain 4 of mannose receptor

(CRD4-MR) (gi#145312260) [100]. To isolate scFv capable to

block mannose binding to the mannose receptor, we first cloned

Figure 8. Lipid analysis of mesothelin. (A) Tandem mass spectrometry (ESI_MS2) of choline-containing phospholipids, phosphatidylcholine (PC)
and sphingomyelin (SM). Lipids were extracted by the chloroform/methanol solvent Folch mixture from their association with the
immunoprecipitated mesothelin from OVCAR3 cell culture supernatant. The high proportion of SM relatively to PC in the supernatant is revealed
by the amplitude of peak m/z 703 (palmityl-SM) compared with peaks at m/z 732 (32:1 PC), 760 (34:1 PC) and 786 (36:2 PC). Parent phospholipids of
the phosphorylcholine ion (+184) are indicated as (total carbon number in acyl chains:double-bond number PC). Cholesterol assay by MS2 is obtained
after acetylation of the non esterified sterol by recording of the transition 446 (acetyl-cholesterol + NH+4) to 369 (not shown). SM/cholesterol molar
ratios are given as mole/mole after calibration. (B) Western Blot analysis of immunoprecipitated mesothelin from tumor conditioned media (right
lane) and tumor cell lysates (left lane) as positive control. Membranes were probed with anti-Mesothelin, -TSG101, - Alix, or -b actin, as indicated.
Signals were detected by ECL.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0028386.g008
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the cDNA encoding CRD4-MR from CD14+ cells isolated from

an ovarian cancer patient ascites. First strand cDNA was

synthesized using 1 mg of RNA from ascites CD14+ cells by

reverse transcription PCR using oligo-dT primers. cDNA

encoding CRD4-MR was amplified by PCR using the forward

primer 59-ggtggaggttctggtggtggtggatctgatgttttgaaatgtgatgaaaaggc-

39, and the reverse primer 39-ctactatgtcttggaatgatattaatgtcgacgg-

taagcctatccctaaccctctcctcggtc-95) that enabled the addition of

recombination sequences for cloning by gap repair in p416 BCCP

vector for yeast-secretion [66]. CDR4-MR cDNA PCR fragment

was then purified by gel extraction (Qiagen gel extraction kit),

verified by sequencing for identity with the published sequence

and inserted by gap repair in p416 BCCP vector. Yeast secreted

CRD4-MR recombinant protein was validated by western blot

using anti-V5-HRP mAb. The isolation of anti-CRD4-MR scFv

from a yeast-display scFv library was performed as described in

[66] with the following modifications. The yeast-display scFv

library was first enriched by two rounds of magnetic sorting using

45.5 pmol of CRD4-MR recombinant protein (rprot) biotinylated

with EZ-link Sulfo-NHS-LC-Biotin kit (Pierce). Screenings were

then performed by three rounds of flow sortings using BD

FACSAriaTM cell sorter and 22.72 pmol to 2.27 pmol of CRD4-

MR rprot. CRD4-MR-specific yeast-display sub-library was

shuffled into p416 BCCP yeast-secreting vector.

The first validation of scFv binding to CRD4-MR was

performed by capture ELISA as described in [68]. Amino plates

with coated with serial dilutions of His-purified scFv diluted from

10 to 0.001 mg/ml in carbonate-bicarbonate buffer (Sigma).

Biotinylated CRD4-MR was added at 0.2 mg/ml and detected

by SA-HRP and TMB (KPL). ELISA plates were read as

described for ELISA double determinant assays. Anti-CRD4

scFvs were then tested by flow cytometry for their binding to

CD206low and CD206high macrophages. Anti-CRD4-MR scFvs

(5-10 mg/ml) were first preincubated with AF647-labeled anti-V5

mAb (1 to 2.5 mg/ml). Anti-V5/CRD4-MR scFvs were then

incubated with macrophages for 30 min at 4uC in FACS buffer

(PBS/2%FBS) and the binding was analyzed on BD FACScanto I

instrument.

Cell characterization
Macrophage phenotyping by RT PCR. RNA from

0.66106 macrophages was isolated using Trizol as

recommended by the manufacturer (Invitrogen). cDNA was

amplified from 1 mg of RNA by random priming and real time

PCR was performed in triplicates using Applied Biosystem’s

primers for IL-12-p35, IL-10, TNF-a, IL-6, b-actin. Data

acquisition and analysis was performed according Applied

Biosystem’s instructions.

Flow cytometry analysis. Prior to staining, non specific

binding sites on macrophages were blocked by incubation with

mouse IgG or CD16/32 Ab (5 mg/ml) for 10 min at 4uC. Abs

were added at manufacturer recommended concentrations and

incubated for 30–45 min at 4uC in the dark. 7-AAD was added to

distinguish dead cells 15 min before data acquisition. Detection of

mesothelin on macrophage surface was performed in a buffer

containing calcium (10 mM Hepes, 140 mM NaCl, 2.5 mM

CaCl2, 1%FBS, 0.1% NaN3) to maintain the lectin binding

properties of CD206 [101] for 30 min at 4uC in the dark.

Sodium azide was used to prevent passive endocytosis.
Intracellular staining was performed after surface labeling;

cells were incubated in permeabilization/fixation buffer

(eBiosciences) and incubated with antibodies for intracellular

staining as recommended by the manufacturer. Data were

obtained with BD FACScanto I instrument.

Cytokine Bead Array. Cytokine quantification was

performed using the multiplex kit for human IL-12-p70, IL-10,

IL-6, IFN-c, TNF-aand monoplex kit for human TGF-b from BD

Biosciences. Assays were performed using manufacturer’s

instructions.

Double determinant ELISA assays for detection of soluble
mesothelin and of GPI-anchor mesothelin

Detection of soluble mesothelin was performed using the

Human Mesothelin DuoSet kit (R&D Systems), as recommended

by the manufacturer. Ascites supernatants were diluted 1/100 and

1/1000 and cell line conditioned media was used undiluted or 1/

10 diluted in diluent (PBS/1% BSA). Detection of GPI-anchor

mesothelin was performed using anti-mesothelin K1 mAb at 5 ug/

ml as capture reagent and biotinylated-Endotoxin A at 2 ug/ml as

detection reagent, followed by SA-polyHRP and TMB (KPL).

Ascites supernatants were used undiluted or 1/100 diluted in

diluent (PBS/1% BSA); cell line conditioned media were used

undiluted. Plates were read using an ELISA plate reader (Biotek)

at 450 nm.

Biotinylated-Alpha Toxin
The plasmid pBRS10 encoding native alpha toxin [74]

expressing a histidine-tag was transformed BL21(DE3) pLysS E.

coli. Bacteria were grown in 2XYT media at 37uC overnight. The

culture was diluted 20 fold, at 1.0 OD protein expression was

induced for 4 hours at room temperature using 0.2 mM IPTG.

Bacterial pellets were resuspended in 0.5X PBS with protease

inhibitors and lysed using a French Press. Alpha toxin was purified

from the supernatant using Talon cobalt resin (Clontech). Bound

toxin was eluted using step immidazole gradients in 25 mM MES

pH 6.5 buffer supplemented with 150 mM NaCl. Alpha toxin

fractions were pooled and dialyzed to remove immidazole prior to

SP cation-exchange chromatography. Alpha toxin fractions were

concentrated and buffer exchanged into 25 mM MES pH 6.5,

150 mM NaCl before storage at -80uC. Purified toxin was

dialyzed into 1X PBS pH 9.0 prior to biotin labeling using

Sulfo-NHS-LC-Biotin (Pierce) as recommended by the manufac-

turer followed by buffer exchange using a 10,000 MWCO

membrane.

Lipidomic analysis
Isolation of lipid raft fraction from OvCar3 whole membrane

was performed after cell lysis by three rounds of freeze-thawing in

presence of 20 mM Tris-HCl pH 7.5, 0.5 mM EDTA and

protease inhibitor cocktail. Cell homogenates were passed through

a 26-gauge needle 10 times, sonicated (3 pulses of 15 sec., on ice),

and separated by sucrose gradient (40-5%). After ultracentrifuga-

tion at 200,000 g for 14 hrs, lipid rafts appeared as two discrete

bands that were separated by electrophoresis and probed by

western blot with anti-mesothelin mAb K1 at dilution 1/1000

(data not shown).

Mesothelin was immunoprecipitated from 50 ml of OVCAR3

conditioned medium (CM). CM was harvested, concentrated 10

times (Millipore centrifuge concentrator, 10 K cut-off), and

incubated overnight with 5 mg/ml of anti-mesothelin biobody P4

[63] at 4uC. Mesothelin/P4 complexes were retrieved with 150 ml

of pre-washed Dynal Myone streptavidin magnetic beads

(Myltenyi), for 2 hrs at 4uC. Beads bound to mesothelin/P4

complexes were magnetically separated, validated by western blot

for the presence of bound mesothelin using anti-mesothelin mAbs

and submitted to lipid analysis by tandem mass spectrometry.
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Tandem mass spectrometry
Lipid molecular profiles were obtained for each separated class

(phosphatidylcholine (PC), sphingomyelin (SM), cholesterol acetyl

ester) using the triple quadrupole API3000 (AB Sciex, Toronto,

Canada). The parent molecular species of lipids varies as a

function of their fatty acid composition. The scan of parent lipids is

obtained as the precursor of a class specific product ion cleaved

after low energy collision induced dissociation (CID) such as

phosphorylcholine (+184) for phosphatidylcholine and sphingo-

myelin or dehydrated cholesterol anion (+364) for sterides

[45,102].

Western Blot analysis
Immunoprecipitated mesothelin from tumor conditioned media

and tumor cell lysates were loaded on pre-cast gradient (4-15%)

gels and allowed to run for 60 min, 120V. Protein were transferred

by semidry transfer on Immobilon P transfer membrane for

30 min. Membranes were blocked overnight with 5% milk/PBST

and blotted for Mesothelin, TSG101 and Alix, using goat anti-

human mesothelin, rabbit anti-human TSG101, and mouse anti-

human Alix, respectively, at 1 mg/ml. Membranes were washed 3

times with PBST and blotted with secondary antibodies to mouse,

goat and rabbit at a dilution of 1/5,000. b-actin was detected using

HRP-labeled anti-human b-actin at a dilution of 1/30,000.

Membranes were incubated with ECL Plus (GE Healthcare) for

5 min and exposed to films for 15–30sec.

Supporting Information

Figure S1 Phenotype characterization of CD206low and
CD206high macrophages. A-B. Reverse microscopy analysis

(A) and flow cytometry analysis (B) for extracellular expression of

CD68, CD163 and CD206 (as indicated) of CD206low (upper
panels) and CD206high macrophages (lower panels). C–D.
mRNA levels and intracellular expressions of IL-12 (upper
panels) and IL-10 (lower panels) at different time points after

cytokine stimulation, as indicated.

(TIF)

Figure S2 Validation of anti-CRD4 MR scFvs. A. Capture

ELISA. Serial dilutions (10-0.01 mg/ml) of plastic immobilized

anti-CRD4 MR scFvs #G11 (open squares), #B2 (open
diamonds) and #H11 (open triangles) were incubated with

0.2 mg/ml of biotinylated recombinant CRD4-MR protein (lines)

or 2 mg/ml of irrelevant control antigen (black square). Binding

was detected with SA-HRP. Colorimetric signal were developed

with TMB substrate solution, quenched with sulfuric acid and read

at 450 nm on a Biotek ELISA reader. B. Flow cytometry analysis.

Anti-CRD4-MR scFvs #B2, #G11 and #H11 were premixed

with anti-V5 mAb and incubated with (upper panels) CD206null

monocytes, (middle panels) CD206low macrophages, and

(lower panels) CD206high macrophages. As positive controls,

macrophages were labeled with anti-CD206 mAb (left panels).

Solid lines, anti-mannose receptor antibodies or recombinant

antibodies (scFv); grey areas: isotype control IgG1 mAb.

(TIF)

Figure S3 Characterization of monocytes and CD206low

macrophages after co-culture with OVCAR3 ovarian
cancer cell line. A. Flow cytometry analysis of the percentage of

CD206null monocytes (black bars) and of CD206low macro-

phages (white bars) that expressed CD206, before or after 72hr

co-culture, as indicated. B–C. Transcriptional analysis of (B)

CD206null monocytes and (C) CD206low macrophages for TGF-b,

IL-10, IFN-c, TNF-a, IL-12, IL-6 after 72hr-incubation in

medium or co-culture, as indicated.

(TIF)

Figure S4 Effects of mannan and anti-CRD4 MR scFvs
on CD206high macrophage phenotype during co-culture
with ovarian cancer cell lines. A. Flow cytometry analysis of

CD206 (black bars) and SR-A (white bars) expressions on

CD206high macrophages incubated in medium or co-cultured with

OVCAR3 cells in medium or in the presence of mannan, or anti-

CRD4 MR scFv #B2, #G11 or #H11. As controls, macrophages

were stained with isotype control antibodies. B-I. CD206high

macrophages were incubated in medium (1–2) or co-cultured with

OVCAR3 (3–4) or OVCAR5 (5–6) cells for 72hrs. 5 mg/ml of

anti-CRD4 MR scFv #G11 was added in the conditions 2, 4 and

6. Real-Time PCR (B–E) and cytokine bead arrays (F–I) were

performed to measure IL-10 (B,F), IL-12 (C,G), and TNF-a
(D,H).

(TIF)

Table S1 Germline immunoglobulin gene usage of the
predicted amino-acid sequence of the anti-CRD4 MR
scFvs B2, G11 and H11. The homology of light (L) and heavy

(H) chain variable regions to germline immunoglobulin genes is

displayed for each anti-CRD4 MR scFv.

(TIF)

Acknowledgments

The authors thank Evripidis Lanitis for outstanding help, and Yi Cheng

and Shree Joshi for excellent technical assistance.

Author Contributions

Conceived and designed the experiments: DD KLA DJP CW NS.

Performed the experiments: DD AM AL. Analyzed the data: DD KLA RS

DJP DLS CW NS. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: KLA

AZ PSK DJP AL CW. Wrote the paper: DD KLA RS DJP DLS CW NS.

References

1. Qian BZ, Pollard JW (2010) Macrophage diversity enhances tumor progression

and metastasis. Cell 141: 39–51.

2. Sica A, Larghi P, Mancino A, Rubino L, Porta C, et al. (2008) Macro-

phage polarization in tumour progression. Semin Cancer Biol 18: 349–

355.

3. Pollard JW (2004) Tumour-educated macrophages promote tumour progres-

sion and metastasis. Nat Rev Cancer 4: 71–78.

4. Condeelis J, Pollard JW (2006) Macrophages: obligate partners for tumor cell
migration, invasion, and metastasis. Cell 124: 263–266.

5. Ojalvo LS, King W, Cox D, Pollard JW (2009) High-density gene expression

analysis of tumor-associated macrophages from mouse mammary tumors.
Am J Pathol 174: 1048–1064.

6. Ojalvo LS, Whittaker CA, Condeelis JS, Pollard JW (2010) Gene expression
analysis of macrophages that facilitate tumor invasion supports a role for Wnt-

signaling in mediating their activity in primary mammary tumors. J Immunol

184: 702–712.

7. Porcheray F, Viaud S, Rimaniol AC, Leone C, Samah B, et al. (2005)
Macrophage activation switching: an asset for the resolution of inflammation.

Clin Exp Immunol 142: 481–489.

8. Mantovani A, Sozzani S, Locati M, Allavena P, Sica A (2002) Macrophage
polarization: tumor-associated macrophages as a paradigm for polarized M2

mononuclear phagocytes. Trends Immunol 23: 549–555.

9. Coffelt SB, Hughes R, Lewis CE (2009) Tumor-associated macrophages:
Effectors of angiogenesis and tumor progression. Biochim Biophys Acta 1796:

11–18.

10. Martinez FO, Gordon S, Locati M, Mantovani A (2006) Transcriptional
profiling of the human monocyte-to-macrophage differentiation and polariza-

tion: new molecules and patterns of gene expression. J Immunol 177:

7303–7311.

11. Hagemann T, Wilson J, Burke F, Kulbe H, Li NF, et al. (2006) Ovarian cancer

cells polarize macrophages toward a tumor-associated phenotype. J Immunol

176: 5023–5032.

Mesothelin GPI Anchor Binding to Mannose Receptor

PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 11 December 2011 | Volume 6 | Issue 12 | e28386



12. Solinas G, Schiarea S, Liguori M, Fabbri M, Pesce S, et al. Tumor-conditioned

macrophages secrete migration-stimulating factor: a new marker for M2-

polarization, influencing tumor cell motility. J Immunol 185: 642–652.

13. Ezekowitz RA, Gordon S (1982) Surface properties of activated macrophages:

sensitized lymphocytes, specific antigen and lymphokines reduce expression of

antigen F4/80 and FC and mannose/fucosyl receptors, but induce Ia. Adv Exp

Med Biol 155: 401–407.

14. Stahl PD, Ezekowitz RA (1998) The mannose receptor is a pattern recognition

receptor involved in host defense. Curr Opin Immunol 10: 50–55.

15. Sallusto F, Cella M, Danieli C, Lanzavecchia A (1995) Dendritic cells use

macropinocytosis and the mannose receptor to concentrate macromolecules in

the major histocompatibility complex class II compartment: downregulation by

cytokines and bacterial products. J Exp Med 182: 389–400.

16. Magnusson S, Berg T (1993) Endocytosis of ricin by rat liver cells in vivo and in

vitro is mainly mediated by mannose receptors on sinusoidal endothelial cells.

Biochem J 291(Pt 3): 749–755.

17. Harris N, Super M, Rits M, Chang G, Ezekowitz RA (1992) Characterization

of the murine macrophage mannose receptor: demonstration that the

downregulation of receptor expression mediated by interferon-gamma occurs

at the level of transcription. Blood 80: 2363–2373.

18. East L, Isacke CM (2002) The mannose receptor family. Biochim Biophys Acta

1572: 364–386.

19. Fiete D, Srivastava V, Hindsgaul O, Baenziger JU (1991) A hepatic

reticuloendothelial cell receptor specific for SO4-4GalNAc beta 1,4GlcNAc

beta 1,2Man alpha that mediates rapid clearance of lutropin. Cell 67:

1103–1110.

20. Leteux C, Chai W, Loveless RW, Yuen CT, Uhlin-Hansen L, et al. (2000) The

cysteine-rich domain of the macrophage mannose receptor is a multispecific

lectin that recognizes chondroitin sulfates A and B and sulfated oligosaccha-

rides of blood group Lewis(a) and Lewis(x) types in addition to the sulfated N-

glycans of lutropin. J Exp Med 191: 1117–1126.

21. Martinez-Pomares L, Linehan SA, Taylor PR, Gordon S (2001) Binding

properties of the mannose receptor. Immunobiology 204: 527–535.

22. Lee SJ, Evers S, Roeder D, Parlow AF, Risteli J, et al. (2002) Mannose

receptor-mediated regulation of serum glycoprotein homeostasis. Science 295:

1898–1901.

23. Foged C, Arigita C, Sundblad A, Jiskoot W, Storm G, et al. (2004) Interaction

of dendritic cells with antigen-containing liposomes: effect of bilayer

composition. Vaccine 22: 1903–1913.

24. He LZ, Crocker A, Lee J, Mendoza-Ramirez J, Wang XT, et al. (2007)

Antigenic targeting of the human mannose receptor induces tumor immunity.

J Immunol 178: 6259–6267.

25. Linehan SA, Martinez-Pomares L, da Silva RP, Gordon S (2001) Endogenous

ligands of carbohydrate recognition domains of the mannose receptor in

murine macrophages, endothelial cells and secretory cells; potential relevance

to inflammation and immunity. Eur J Immunol 31: 1857–1866.

26. Engering AJ, Cella M, Fluitsma DM, Hoefsmit EC, Lanzavecchia A, et al.

(1997) Mannose receptor mediated antigen uptake and presentation in human

dendritic cells. Adv Exp Med Biol 417: 183–187.

27. Marttila-Ichihara F, Turja R, Miiluniemi M, Karikoski M, Maksimow M, et al.

(2008) Macrophage mannose receptor on lymphatics controls cell trafficking.

Blood 112: 64–72.

28. Chieppa M, Bianchi G, Doni A, Del Prete A, Sironi M, et al. (2003) Cross-

linking of the mannose receptor on monocyte-derived dendritic cells activates

an anti-inflammatory immunosuppressive program. J Immunol 171:

4552–4560.

29. Ochsenbein AF, Klenerman P, Karrer U, Ludewig B, Pericin M, et al. (1999)

Immune surveillance against a solid tumor fails because of immunological

ignorance. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 96: 2233–2238.

30. Coussens LM, Werb Z (2001) Inflammatory cells and cancer: think different!

J Exp Med 193: F23–26.

31. Balkwill F, Charles KA, Mantovani A (2005) Smoldering and polarized

inflammation in the initiation and promotion of malignant disease. Cancer Cell

7: 211–217.

32. Sasaroli D, Coukos G, Scholler N (2009) Beyond CA125: the coming of age of

ovarian cancer biomarkers. Are we there yet? Biomark Med 3: 275–288.

33. Chang K, Pastan I (1996) Molecular cloning of mesothelin, a differentiation

antigen present on mesothelium, mesotheliomas, and ovarian cancers. Proc

Natl Acad Sci U S A 93: 136–140.

34. Hammarstrom S (1999) The carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) family:

structures, suggested functions and expression in normal and malignant tissues.

Semin Cancer Biol 9: 67–81.

35. Chan CH, Stanners CP (2007) Recent advances in the tumour biology of the

GPI-anchored carcinoembryonic antigen family members CEACAM5 and

CEACAM6. Curr Oncol 14: 70–73.

36. Kelemen LE (2006) The role of folate receptor alpha in cancer development,

progression and treatment: cause, consequence or innocent bystander?

Int J Cancer 119: 243–250.

37. Varma R, Mayor S (1998) GPI-anchored proteins are organized in submicron

domains at the cell surface. Nature 394: 798–801.

38. Paulick MG, Bertozzi CR (2008) The glycosylphosphatidylinositol anchor: a

complex membrane-anchoring structure for proteins. Biochemistry 47:

6991–7000.

39. Zacks MA, Garg N (2006) Recent developments in the molecular, biochemical

and functional characterization of GPI8 and the GPI-anchoring mechanism

[review]. Mol Membr Biol 23: 209–225.

40. Tiede A, Bastisch I, Schubert J, Orlean P, Schmidt RE (1999) Biosynthesis of

glycosylphosphatidylinositols in mammals and unicellular microbes. Biol Chem

380: 503–523.

41. Tachado SD, Gerold P, Schwarz R, Novakovic S, McConville M, et al. (1997)

Signal transduction in macrophages by glycosylphosphatidylinositols of

Plasmodium, Trypanosoma, and Leishmania: activation of protein tyrosine

kinases and protein kinase C by inositolglycan and diacylglycerol moieties. Proc

Natl Acad Sci U S A 94: 4022–4027.

42. Sharom FJ, Lehto MT (2002) Glycosylphosphatidylinositol-anchored proteins:

structure, function, and cleavage by phosphatidylinositol-specific phospholipase

C. Biochem Cell Biol 80: 535–549.

43. Fujita M, Jigami Y (2008) Lipid remodeling of GPI-anchored proteins and its

function. Biochim Biophys Acta 1780: 410–420.

44. Brown DA, London E (1998) Functions of lipid rafts in biological membranes.

Annu Rev Cell Dev Biol 14: 111–136.

45. Quinn PJ, Rainteau D, Wolf C (2009) Lipidomics of the red cell in diagnosis of

human disorders. Methods Mol Biol 579: 127–159.

46. Edidin M (2003) The state of lipid rafts: from model membranes to cells. Annu

Rev Biophys Biomol Struct 32: 257–283.

47. Rooney IA, Heuser JE, Atkinson JP (1996) GPI-anchored complement

regulatory proteins in seminal plasma. An analysis of their physical condition

and the mechanisms of their binding to exogenous cells. J Clin Invest 97:

1675–1686.

48. Lauc G, Heffer-Lauc M (2006) Shedding and uptake of gangliosides and

glycosylphosphatidylinositol-anchored proteins. Biochim Biophys Acta 1760:

584–602.

49. Kondoh G, Tojo H, Nakatani Y, Komazawa N, Murata C, et al. (2005)

Angiotensin-converting enzyme is a GPI-anchored protein releasing factor

crucial for fertilization. Nat Med 11: 160–166.

50. Scholler N, Fu N, Yang Y, Ye Z, Goodman GE, et al. (1999) Soluble

member(s) of the mesothelin/megakaryocyte potentiating factor family are

detectable in sera from patients with ovarian carcinoma. Proc Natl Acad

Sci U S A 96: 11531–11536.

51. Robinson BW, Creaney J, Lake R, Nowak A, Musk AW, et al. (2003)

Mesothelin-family proteins and diagnosis of mesothelioma. Lancet 362:

1612–1616.

52. Hassan R, Bera T, Pastan I (2004) Mesothelin: a new target for

immunotherapy. Clin Cancer Res 10: 3937–3942.

53. Hellstrom I, Raycraft J, Kanan S, Sardesai NY, Verch T, et al. (2006)

Mesothelin variant 1 is released from tumor cells as a diagnostic marker.

Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 15: 1014–1020.

54. Rosen DG, Wang L, Atkinson JN, Yu Y, Lu KH, et al. (2005) Potential

markers that complement expression of CA125 in epithelial ovarian cancer.

Gynecol Oncol 99: 267–277.

55. Rump A, Morikawa Y, Tanaka M, Minami S, Umesaki N, et al. (2004) Binding

of ovarian cancer antigen CA125/MUC16 to mesothelin mediates cell

adhesion. J Biol Chem 279: 9190–9198.

56. Gubbels JA, Belisle J, Onda M, Rancourt C, Migneault M, et al. (2006)

Mesothelin-MUC16 binding is a high affinity, N-glycan dependent interaction

that facilitates peritoneal metastasis of ovarian tumors. Mol Cancer 5: 50.

57. Scholler N, Garvik B, Hayden-Ledbetter M, Kline T, Urban N (2007)

Development of a CA125-mesothelin cell adhesion assay as a screening tool for

biologics discovery. Cancer Lett 247: 130–136.

58. Bharadwaj U, Li M, Chen C, Yao Q (2008) Mesothelin-induced pancreatic

cancer cell proliferation involves alteration of cyclin E via activation of signal

transducer and activator of transcription protein 3. Mol Cancer Res 6:

1755–1765.

59. Uehara N, Matsuoka Y, Tsubura A (2008) Mesothelin promotes anchorage-

independent growth and prevents anoikis via extracellular signal-regulated

kinase signaling pathway in human breast cancer cells. Mol Cancer Res 6:

186–193.

60. Cheng WF, Huang CY, Chang MC, Hu YH, Chiang YC, et al. (2009) High

mesothelin correlates with chemoresistance and poor survival in epithelial

ovarian carcinoma. Br J Cancer 100: 1144–1153.

61. Lennartz MR, Wileman TE, Stahl PD (1987) Isolation and characterization of

a mannose-specific endocytosis receptor from rabbit alveolar macrophages.

Biochem J 245: 705–711.

62. Tang CK, Lodding J, Minigo G, Pouniotis DS, Plebanski M, et al. (2007)

Mannan-mediated gene delivery for cancer immunotherapy. Immunology 120:

325–335.

63. Bergan L, Gross JA, Nevin B, Urban N, Scholler N (2007) Development and in

vitro validation of anti-mesothelin biobodies that prevent CA125/Mesothelin-

dependent cell attachment. Cancer Lett 255: 263–274.

64. Vautier S, Sousa Mda G, Brown GD (2010) C-type lectins, fungi and Th17

responses. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev 21: 405–412.

65. Mullin NP, Hall KT, Taylor ME (1994) Characterization of ligand binding to a

carbohydrate-recognition domain of the macrophage mannose receptor. J Biol

Chem 269: 28405–28413.

66. Zhao A, Nunez-Cruz S, Li C, Coukos G, Siegel DL, et al. (2011) Rapid

isolation of high-affinity human antibodies against the tumor vascular marker

Mesothelin GPI Anchor Binding to Mannose Receptor

PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 12 December 2011 | Volume 6 | Issue 12 | e28386



Endosialin/TEM1, using a paired yeast-display/secretory scFv library

platform. J Immunol Methods 363: 221–232.
67. Feldhaus M, Siegel R (2004) Flow cytometric screening of yeast surface display

libraries. Methods Mol Biol 263: 311–332.

68. Scholler N, Garvik B, Quarles T, Jiang S, Urban N (2006) Method for
generation of in vivo biotinylated recombinant antibodies by yeast mating.

J Immunol Methods 317: 132–143.
69. Macrae JI, Ferguson MA (2005) A robust and selective method for the

quantification of glycosylphosphatidylinositols in biological samples. Glycobiol-

ogy 15: 131–138.
70. Sharma P, Varma R, Sarasij RC, Ira, Gousset K, et al. (2004) Nanoscale

organization of multiple GPI-anchored proteins in living cell membranes. Cell
116: 577–589.

71. Butikofer P, Malherbe T, Boschung M, Roditi I (2001) GPI-anchored proteins:
now you see ’em, now you don’t. FASEB J 15: 545–548.

72. Melton-Witt JA, Bentsen LM, Tweten RK (2006) Identification of functional

domains of Clostridium septicum alpha toxin. Biochemistry 45: 14347–14354.
73. Gordon VM, Nelson KL, Buckley JT, Stevens VL, Tweten RK, et al. (1999)

Clostridium septicum alpha toxin uses glycosylphosphatidylinositol-anchored
protein receptors. J Biol Chem 274: 27274–27280.

74. Sellman BR, Kagan BL, Tweten RK (1997) Generation of a membrane-

bound, oligomerized pre-pore complex is necessary for pore formation by
Clostridium septicum alpha toxin. Mol Microbiol 23: 551–558.

75. Thery C, Ostrowski M, Segura E (2009) Membrane vesicles as conveyors of
immune responses. Nat Rev Immunol 9: 581–593.

76. Ricciardelli C, Mayne K, Sykes PJ, Raymond WA, McCaul K, et al. (1998)
Elevated levels of versican but not decorin predict disease progression in early-

stage prostate cancer. Clin Cancer Res 4: 963–971.

77. Orntoft TF, Vestergaard EM (1999) Clinical aspects of altered glycosylation of
glycoproteins in cancer. Electrophoresis 20: 362–371.

78. Dube DH, Bertozzi CR (2005) Glycans in cancer and inflammation--potential
for therapeutics and diagnostics. Nat Rev Drug Discov 4: 477–488.

79. Semmes OJ, Malik G, Ward M (2006) Application of mass spectrometry to the

discovery of biomarkers for detection of prostate cancer. J Cell Biochem 98:
496–503.

80. Qiu Y, Patwa TH, Xu L, Shedden K, Misek DE, et al. (2008) Plasma
glycoprotein profiling for colorectal cancer biomarker identification by lectin

glycoarray and lectin blot. J Proteome Res 7: 1693–1703.
81. Bones J, Byrne JC, O’Donoghue N, McManus C, Scaife C, et al. (2011)

Glycomic and glycoproteomic analysis of serum from patients with stomach

cancer reveals potential markers arising from host defense response
mechanisms. J Proteome Res 10: 1246–1265.

82. Theocharis AD, Skandalis SS, Tzanakakis GN, Karamanos NK (2010)
Proteoglycans in health and disease: novel roles for proteoglycans in

malignancy and their pharmacological targeting. Febs J 277: 3904–3923.

83. Kusumoto T, Kodama J, Seki N, Nakamura K, Hongo A, et al. (2010) Clinical
significance of syndecan-1 and versican expression in human epithelial ovarian

cancer. Oncol Rep 23: 917–925.
84. Patankar MS, Jing Y, Morrison JC, Belisle JA, Lattanzio FA, et al. (2005)

Potent suppression of natural killer cell response mediated by the ovarian tumor
marker CA125. Gynecol Oncol 99: 704–713.

85. Belisle JA, Gubbels JA, Raphael CA, Migneault M, Rancourt C, et al. (2007)

Peritoneal natural killer cells from epithelial ovarian cancer patients show an
altered phenotype and bind to the tumour marker MUC16 (CA125).

Immunology 122: 418–429.

86. Gubbels JA, Felder M, Horibata S, Belisle JA, Kapur A, et al. (2010) MUC16

provides immune protection by inhibiting synapse formation between NK and

ovarian tumor cells. Mol Cancer 9: 11.

87. Allavena P, Chieppa M, Bianchi G, Solinas G, Fabbri M, et al. (2010)

Engagement of the mannose receptor by tumoral mucins activates an immune

suppressive phenotype in human tumor-associated macrophages. Clin Dev

Immunol: 547179.

88. Zhang J, Zhu J, Imrich A, Cushion M, Kinane TB, et al. (2004) Pneumocystis

activates human alveolar macrophage NF-kappaB signaling through mannose

receptors. Infect Immun 72: 3147–3160.

89. Singh V, Jain S, Gowthaman U, Parihar P, Gupta P, et al. (2011) Co-

Administration of IL-1+IL-6+TNF-alpha with Mycobacterium tuberculosis

Infected Macrophages Vaccine Induces Better Protective T Cell Memory than

BCG. PLoS One 6: e16097.

90. Rajaram MV, Brooks MN, Morris JD, Torrelles JB, Azad AK, et al. (2010)

Mycobacterium tuberculosis activates human macrophage peroxisome pro-

liferator-activated receptor gamma linking mannose receptor recognition to

regulation of immune responses. J Immunol 185: 929–942.

91. Trinchieri G, Sher A (2007) Cooperation of Toll-like receptor signals in innate

immune defence. Nat Rev Immunol 7: 179–190.

92. Xaplanteri P, Lagoumintzis G, Dimitracopoulos G, Paliogianni F (2009)

Synergistic regulation of Pseudomonas aeruginosa-induced cytokine production

in human monocytes by mannose receptor and TLR2. Eur J Immunol 39:

730–740.

93. Takeuchi O, Hoshino K, Kawai T, Sanjo H, Takada H, et al. (1999)

Differential roles of TLR2 and TLR4 in recognition of gram-negative and

gram-positive bacterial cell wall components. Immunity 11: 443–451.

94. Nebl T, De Veer MJ, Schofield L (2005) Stimulation of innate immune

responses by malarial glycosylphosphatidylinositol via pattern recognition

receptors. Parasitology 130: Suppl S45–62.

95. Kim S, Takahashi H, Lin WW, Descargues P, Grivennikov S, et al. (2009)

Carcinoma-produced factors activate myeloid cells through TLR2 to stimulate

metastasis. Nature 457: 102–106.

96. Kaplan RN, Riba RD, Zacharoulis S, Bramley AH, Vincent L, et al. (2005)

VEGFR1-positive haematopoietic bone marrow progenitors initiate the pre-

metastatic niche. Nature 438: 820–827.

97. Lin WW, Karin M (2007) A cytokine-mediated link between innate immunity,

inflammation, and cancer. J Clin Invest 117: 1175–1183.

98. Miotti S, Alberti S, Facheris P, Mantovani L, Fornaro M, et al. (1992)

Membrane association and shedding of the GPI-anchored Ca-MOv18 antigen

in human ovary carcinoma cells. Int J Cancer 51: 499–505.

99. Tanyi JL, Scholler N (2010) From the endometrium physiology to a

comprehensive strategy for the discovery of ovarian cancer biomarkers.

Oncology reviews 1.4 43-50.

100. Feinberg H, Park-Snyder S, Kolatkar AR, Heise CT, Taylor ME, et al. (2000)

Structure of a C-type carbohydrate recognition domain from the macrophage

mannose receptor. J Biol Chem 275: 21539–21548.

101. Martinez-Pomares L (2009) Exploiting Fc chimaeric proteins for the

identification of ligands specific for the mannose receptor. Methods Mol Biol

531: 103–122.

102. Liebisch G, Binder M, Schifferer R, Langmann T, Schulz B, et al. (2006) High

throughput quantification of cholesterol and cholesteryl ester by electrospray

ionization tandem mass spectrometry (ESI-MS/MS). Biochim Biophys Acta

1761: 121–128.

Mesothelin GPI Anchor Binding to Mannose Receptor

PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 13 December 2011 | Volume 6 | Issue 12 | e28386


