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The Epstein-Barr virus has evolved a plethora of strategies to evade immune system recognition and to establish latent infection in memory B cells, where the virus resides lifelong without any consequence in the majority of individuals. However,
some imbalances in the equilibrium between the inherent virus transforming properties and the host immune system can lead
to the development of different tumors, such as lymphoproliferative disorders, Hodgkin’s lymphoma, Burkitt’s lymphoma,
and nasopharyngeal carcinoma. The expression of viral antigens in malignant cells makes them suitable targets for
immunotherapeutic approaches, which are mainly based on the ex vivo expansion of EBV-specific T cells. Indeed, the infusion
of virus-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes has proved not only to be safe and effective, but also capable of restoring or inducing
a protective anti-virus immunity, which is lacking, albeit to a different extent, in every EBV-driven malignancy. The purpose
of this review is to summarize the results of adoptive immunotherapy approaches for EBV-related malignancies, with particular emphasis on the immunological and virological aspects linked to the clinical responses obtained. Data collected confirm
the clinical relevance of the use of EBV-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes in the field of adoptive immunotherapy and suggest
the increasing importance of this approach also against other tumors, concurrent with the increasing knowledge of the intimate and continuous interplay between the virus and the host immune system.
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Both in health and disease, the life cycle of the Epstein-Barr
virus (EBV) is characterized by a continuous interplay with
the host immune system. To survive successfully and establish latency in memory B cells of nearly the whole adult population worldwide, this virus has evolved different strategies
to evade immune system recognition. These are the shutting
down of the most immunogenic latent proteins, the expression of lytic proteins interfering with the antigen processing
machinery and the MHC molecule expression in infected
cells, and the production of viral homologs of human
cytokines, as reported in depth and exhaustively reviewed
by Ressing et al.1 In fact, EBV is a highly immunogenic virus,
as demonstrated by the strong response elicited at the time
of primary contact, which successfully constrains the virus in
a strictly latent, immunologically silent status. Infectious
mononucleosis is a self limiting lymphoproliferative disease,
whose symptoms are caused by the massive release of
cytokines by activated CD8+ T cells. Despite the self limiting
nature of this disease, the interaction between the host and

the virus leaves some traces lifelong, ranging from a different
repertoire of virus-specific T cells with particular characteristics (e.g. low responsiveness to IL-15)2 to a higher risk of
developing Hodgkin’s lymphoma (HL), although a clear
causative association has not yet been disclosed.3 Even when
the infection is asymptomatic, the virus guarantees its own
persistence through the activation of lytic replication in a
small proportion of infected cells. Indeed, EBV can impair
CD4+ and CD8+ T-cell recognition by a strong, albeit not
complete, HLA I and HLA II downmodulation thanks to the
activity of BNLF2a,4 BILF1 and BGLF5,1,5 which are expressed
at different time points during the lytic cycle. Moreover, the
virus actively interferes with the effector T-cell action
through the viral IL-10 homolog encoded by the BCRF-1
gene. After spreading during the lytic cycle, EBV establishes
latency in memory B cells by shutting down the expression
of the most immunogenic latent proteins. In memory B cells,
the virus may be completely silent or may restrict the expression only to LMP-2 and/or EBNA1. This protein is essential
for the maintenance of the viral episome in the dividing cells
and is poorly recognized by CD8+ T cells, as the presence of
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Figure 1. Total number of patients (248) treated with EBV-specific
CTL, generated by repeated re-stimulations with autologous LCL
(lymphoblastoid cell lines), grouped by the most relevant pathologies (PTLD after SOT, PTLD after HSCT, NPC, HD) and by purpose
(treatment or prophylaxis). Results obtained with CTL enriched in
LMP2 component17 are omitted. Data are inferred by Merlo et al.18
and updated on the basis of recent works.13,19

exploiting the optimal characteristics of EBV-specific T
cells also in the context of different clinical entities.

EBV-related malignancies in immunocompromised
hosts

In contrast to healthy individuals, EBV-induced B-cell
proliferation in immunocompromised hosts is no longer
kept under control by the cell-mediated immunity elicited
at the moment of primary infection, and this can result in
a lymphoproliferative disease. Since PTLD arise in only
1.0 ± 0.3% of all transplant recipients,22-24 it is likely that
other conditions have to be present to allow the emergence of the disease (e.g. a particular cytokine milieu, as
reviewed by Burns and Crawford25). However, the resolution of a high percentage of PTLD in response to the
reduction of immunosuppression (RIS) and the success of
donor lymphocyte infusion (DLI),26 strongly suggest that
the underlying state of immunosuppression is one of the
most important licensing factors for PTLD development.
In this context, immunotherapeutic strategies go straight
to the heart of the problem, since they restore the lack of
immunological control, as RIS and DLI do, but without
the risk of allograft rejection or of graft-versus-host-disease
(GvHD).
Despite clinical similarities, PTLD that arise in
hematopoietic stem cell transplant (HSCT) or solid organ
transplant (SOT) recipients display some differences that
influence the immunotherapeutic approaches, as well as
the treatment responses.
First of all, PTLD in patients receiving HSCT usually
arise from the donor B cells and, therefore, EBV-specific
CTL have to be of donor origin.27 The CTL infused find a
favorable environment for their expansion, i.e. an immune
system in active reconstitution, with no competitors for
homeostatic cytokines and reduced numbers of immunosuppressive cells. Indeed, a long persistence is a prerequisite for a successful prophylaxis or treatment, and the
presence of infused CTL was demonstrated directly in vivo
or in ex vivo cultures up to 105 months by marker gene
technique.13 Conversely, more than 90% of PTLD arising
after SOT derives from host B cells, thus requiring the generation of autologous EBV-specific T lymphocytes. Even
though peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMC) from
these patients are obtained from an immunosuppressed
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a Gly/Ala repeat domain in its sequence reduces EBNA1
processing and presentation in the context of HLA class I
molecules.6,7 Using these strategies, the virus can persist
lifelong in the host without causing any disease. The
release of virions in saliva, which is a hallmark of EBVpositive individuals, is kept at basal levels by the action of
high numbers of cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTL) specific
for lytic cycle antigens.8 Conversely, in infectious
mononucleosis, the relatively low number of these CTL
allows for a higher viral shedding in the oropharyngeal
cavity. At the systemic level, the reactivation of both lytic
cycle and latent growth-transforming infection from
more restricted forms of latency is under the control of
EBV-specific CTL. The immune control exerted by these
effector cells is so tight that the expression of the full
oncogenic potential of the virus requires some deficits in
the host immune system response. This is evident in the
development of posttransplant lymphoproliferative disorders (PTLD), where the iatrogenic impairment of the cellular responses by the immune suppression regimen
greatly favors the expansion of EBV-immortalized B cells.
As proof, PTLD is the most immunogenic EBV-related
tumor, characterized by the expression of all latency proteins, including the EBNA3 family proteins, which are
immunodominant in eliciting CD8+ T-cell responses. Even
in the context of less immunogenic tumors (nasopharyngeal carcinoma-NPC, and HL) which usually arise in the
immunocompetent host, some impairments in the antiviral immune response are, in any case, present at a local
or systemic level.9,10 Nonetheless, while some impairment
of immune responses is required to allow the onset of
virus-related tumors, the expression of antigenic viral proteins by malignant cells constitutes a good target for
immunotherapeutic strategies. The feasibility and the
effectiveness of EBV-specific CTL infusion was first
proven in PTLD patients, since these tumors express the
wide array of viral latent proteins and offer multiple targets to effector T cells.11-13 The clinical transfer of these
CTL approaches had been preceded by few pre-clinical
studies, which nevertheless unequivocally demonstrated
an improvement in survival in treated mice bearing a
PTLD-like tumor compared to controls.14-16 After the successes attained in PTLD management, which registered
the largest number of treated patients, this immunotherapeutic approach was also extended to latency II malignancies, such as NPC and HL, even though with lower numbers of patients involved (Figure 1). In these settings, complete regression was achieved only in a few cases, mainly
because of the reduced expression of viral antigens
(namely LMP1, LMP2 and EBNA1), which limits the
number of targets for effector cells, and because of a hostile tumor microenvironment which negatively impacts
on EBV-specific T-cell activity. Nevertheless, several
strategies to overcome these problems are currently being
investigated to define the optimal conditions for adoptive
cell therapy also in these cases.17,20,21
The aim of this review is to provide a survey of clinical,
virological and immunological results of in vivo studies carried out so far in the context of EBV-related diseases, with
a particular focus on the continuous and intimate interplay
between the virus and the host immune system. We discuss the diseases that arise in both the immunocompromised and immunocompetent hosts, pointing out the particular features of these subsets of virus-related tumors.
Moreover, we analyze the most recent protocols aimed at
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one of them,43 the lack of efficacy was ascribed to the inactivity of CTL against one of the two viral isolates present
in the host. Indeed, infused CTL were unable to recognize
the predominant mutant virus bearing critical deletions in
the regions coding for EBNA3B epitopes, which are the
most represented specificities in EBV-specific T-cell lines.
Therefore, despite the fact that the infused effectors derive
from bulk cultures, the emergence of a mutant escape viral
variant with low immunogenicity is still possible, in line
with the concept of immunoediting.45
In SOT recipients, a consistent number of patients
(n=41) received CTL therapeutically (Figure 2). Among all
patients, only 8 were infused with autologous cells and,
despite all previous treatment failure, they experienced
reduction of neoplastic mass.37,46-48 The remaining 33
patients received allogeneic CTL,11,49 mainly derived from
the Edinburgh CTL bank in the context of a phase II clinical trial.11 This study, the only intent-to-treat trial reported
so far in this field, registered 48% of clinical responses,
either partial or complete, six months after infusion. The
rate of response was comparable to that obtained in 46
RIS refractory patients undergoing treatment with antiCD20 antibody.50 Besides the demonstration of feasibility
and success of the treatment, some significant considerations regarding the clinical outcome can be advanced.
Among all the different factors, the EBV serological status,
the time of onset, and the PTLD histopathology did not
apparently influence the response to CTL. Furthermore,
although it can be considered a hallmark of CTL activity,
in this study the reduction of the viral load did not seem
to reflect the clinical response to the therapy. Conversely,
a higher HLA-matching between recipients and donors
(which decreased the likelihood of anti-donor responses)
and a greater relative percentage of infused CD4+ T-helper
cells did correlate with a better clinical outcome. This latter aspect is in line with the current strategies of
immunotherapy, aimed at joining the "classical" tumorspecific CD8+ T-cell response to a concurrent helper CD4+
T-cell response.51
Both in treatment and prophylaxis, no relevant sideeffects related to CTL infusion were observed, either at a
systemic level or affecting the transplanted organ, thus
excluding the presence of alloreactive cells in the preparations. Some considerations about treatment safety have
nonetheless to be highlighted for patients with large
tumor burden, since the strong immunological attack
could be detrimental for the surrounding tissues. In the
most impressive case described,12 the wide inflammatory
response associated with the T-cell infiltrate determined
an air flow obstruction that required tracheotomy and
intubation.
Apart from patients with transplant-related immunodeficiency, EBV-related B-cell lymphomas can also arise in
different immunological deficit conditions, and are, therefore, susceptible to immunotherapeutic interventions. In
particular, EBV-specific CTL have been administered in a
patient with DiGeorge syndrome,52 a patient with primary
central nervous system (CNS) B-cell lymphoma with
recurrent infections, peculiar anti-EBV antibody pattern
and reduced response to mitogens,53 and a patient with
AIDS-related lymphoma.49 Once again, the CTL infusion
was devoid of side-effects and produced some clinical
benefits in the first 2 cases, concomitantly with an
increased ex vivo anti-EBV CTL activity and a reduction in
viral load. Notably, the patient affected by primary CNS B-
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environment, the establishment of virus-specific T-cell
lines in vitro appears feasible. Moreover, a high-risk category of individuals ultimately developing PTLD is represented by EBV-seronegative patients, who lack EBV-specific
precursors in their memory compartment. This is an
obstacle to the generation of EBV-specific CTL, a tool
which could have a crucial therapeutic role in this highrisk population. In the majority of reported cases, these
limitations have been successfully overcome by the use of
HLA-matched allogeneic CTL, mainly derived from the
Edinburgh cryopreserved CTL bank.11 These CTL can be
readily infused in patients on the basis of the best HLA
matching, although they are expected to present a shortterm survival in the host, as an empty niche leading to
their expansion is not present and because of the induction of anti-allogeneic responses. Nevertheless, the great
amount of cells infused and their strong anti-EBV activity
can bypass such limits and account for the good outcome
reported so far.11 Another problem is represented by the
continuous administration of immunosuppressive agents
in SOT recipients. In this regard, to increase survival of
CTL to be employed in pharmacologically immunosuppressed hosts, T cells have been recently engineered to
gain resistance to calcineurin inhibitors, the most commonly used immunosuppressants, while retaining their
phenotypic and functional characteristics both in vitro and
in vivo in an animal model.28,29
Unlike HSCT recipients, SOT recipients received
unmarked CTL (CTL precursors); in this case, the fate and
the permanence of the infused allogeneic CTL has been
demonstrated only in few cases by clonotyping analysis or
by tetramer staining;11 in the remaining patients, such
information could be inferred indirectly by the regression
of tumor masses, the decrease in viral load and the rise in
the number of EBV-specific CTLp. One notable case was
the post-mortem demonstration of male donor CTL homing to the lesion of a female recipient.30
Despite existing limitations, EBV-specific CTL have
been successfully infused not only in HSCT but also in
SOT recipients, both with treatment and prophylactic purposes.
In a preemptive approach, virus-specific CTL were safely
administered to 108 HSCT recipients12,13,27,31-36 and 21 SOT
recipients.37-39 Such patients were considered at high risk to
develop the disease on the basis of increased EBV DNA
load, the EBV serology, and the type of transplant. No
PTLD occurrence was reported at follow up, except for one
patient who received cells lacking a well-defined EBV-specific component.36 In particular, the only case-control study
published to date12 reported that none of the 39 patients
treated preemptively with EBV-CTL developed PTLD in
comparison to 11.5% in the control group. Furthermore,
EBV DNA load showed a significant reduction in almost
every patient after CTL infusion, concomitantly with an
increase in the frequency of EBV-specific CTLp.
A smaller number of patients (n=24) receiving
hematopoietic stem cell transplant was treated in therapy
protocols with EBV-specific CTL after refractory PTLD
diagnosis, and at least 10 complete remissions were registered (Figure 2).11-13,27,31,32,34,35,40-44 According to Rooney et al.,27
the resolution of the neoplastic lesions can be ascribed to
the infused CTL and not only to a concurrent reactivation
of the host EBV-specific immunity, which is still impaired
up to one year after transplant. In the reported studies,
only 2 patients did not respond to the therapy. Notably, in
haematologica | 2010; 95(10)
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EBV-related diseases in immunocompetent hosts
Unlike posttransplant lymphoproliferative disorders,
which constitute a highly immunogenic lymphoproliferation whose onset is greatly favored by the host immunodeficiency status, other EBV-related diseases can arise in
immunocompetent patients. To develop successfully,
these tumors have to hide themselves from immune
recognition, primarily by shutting down the expression of
the most immunogenic viral proteins, which belong to the
EBNA3 family. As a consequence, despite the presence of
a functional antigen processing and presentation machinery, NPC and HL cells are less susceptible to an
immunotherapeutic attack with EBV-specific CTL. In fact,
the in vitro expanded cultures reflect the immunodominance hierarchy of responses found in EBV-seropositive
individuals, with only a minor fraction recognizing the
typical proteins expressed by the tumors, like LMP1,
LMP2, and EBNA1.56

Nevertheless, as healthy EBV-carriers present CTLp
reactive to subdominant viral proteins, some impairments
in the host immune response are likely present in patients
developing HL or NPC. This can also be argued by the fact
that there is a correlation between the peripheral response
to tumor associated antigens, the presence of Tregs and
the state of disease: in other words, the more severe the
disease, the lower the frequency of tumor-specific CTLp
and the higher the presence of Tregs, and vice versa.
Moreover, the reported spontaneous resolution of a
Hodgkin’s lymphoma is highly suggestive of the involvement of immunological responses in the development and
control of this tumor.57 Indeed, in the case of Hodgkin’s
lymphoma, although tumor-associated antigen (TAA)responsive T cells are present at the same frequency as in
healthy controls, they are poorly responsive in functional
tests;58 this characteristic seems to correlate with the
expression of Treg markers.59-61 Moreover, tumor infiltrating lymphocytes (TIL) from EBV-unrelated but not from
EBV+ Hodgkin’s lymphoma were shown to exert EBV-specific T-cell responses.62,63 Similarly, TIL from NPC were
shown to lack cytotoxic activity and IFNγ production,9
despite the presence of an unaltered response in the blood
to TAA with respect to healthy subjects. The defective
host response against TAA appears to be linked to the hostile tumor microenvironment, in part orchestrated by
tumor cells. In this respect, local production of the sup-
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cell lymphoma,53 who had gone into coma despite all previous therapies, underwent steady neurological improvements and became fully conscious after the CTL infusion.
Thus, clinical results demonstrated that activated CTL can
cross the hematoencephalic barrier and could be considered a valid tool for the treatment of CNS EBV-related
tumors, which account for 25% of AIDS-related lymphomas54 and for 30% of PTLD.55
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Figure 2. Diagrams show responses to treatment with EBV-specific CTL in patients with PTLD after SOT (total patients treated, 41), PTLD
after HSCT (total patients treated, 24), NPC (total patients treated, 33), and HD (total patients treated, 21). CR: complete response; SD: stable
disease; PD: progressive disease; NR: no response; PR: partial response; DOD: died of disease; ND: no data.
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regenerating hematopoietic system represents an optimal
milieu for the persistence and expansion of infused cells),
in immunocompetent patients the transferred CTL have
to compete with endogenous lymphocytes for cytokines
and biological niches. To create a proper immunological
space, similar to that obtained in melanoma patients with
chemotherapy or radiation,77 a group of 8 NPC patients
were pre-treated with anti-CD45 monoclonal antibodies,19
achieving a more than 100-fold expansion and a persistence of infused cells (eight weeks) longer than that seen in
previous approaches. While the achievement of a longlasting persistence of infused cell (the purpose of this
study) is a prerequisite for durable clinical effects and to
avoid disease relapse, nonetheless, the outcome in this setting ultimately depends on the specificity of the infused
CTL. Indeed, in the series reported by Louis and colleagues,19 the patient experiencing a complete response
received a bulk culture with a relevant LMP2-specific component, which was lacking in some other cases.
In the case of Hodgkin’s lymphoma, persistence of
infused cells could be demonstrated by a gene-marking
technique for as long as 12 months.67 This result was
achieved without previous lymphodepletion, probably
due to the concomitant lymphopenia related to the disease. Consistently, a better clinical response was generally
observed.
Epstein-Barr virus is also involved in other diseases, such
as NK/T-cell lymphoma and SCAEBV. These are rare conditions, more common in Japan and East Asia,78 whose
immunopathogenesis is not completely understood. In
both conditions, NK and T cells are the target of EBV
infection. Although the reduced antigen expression and
the limited immunogenicity intrinsic to these cells allow
them to escape immunological control, on the other hand,
these characteristics mean they are not an ideal target for
immunotherapeutic strategies. Nevertheless, the observations that in chronic active Epstein-Barr virus (CAEBV)
patients the frequency of LMP2 CTLp and EBV-specific
CTL activity are commonly found to be impaired,79,80 and
that HSC transplant from virus seropositive donors is one
of the most successful treatments,81 suggest a pathogenetic
role for some form of immune impairment, which could
be reverted by the infusion of EBV-specific T cells. This
was indeed demonstrated by the successful treatment of a
mild form of the disease, commonly observed in patients
in the US, with EBV CTL administration.82 In detail, 4 of 5
patients with mild/moderate CAEBV experienced not
only normalization of anti-EBV antibody titres, but also
improvement of symptoms and disease stabilization for
the subsequent three years after the treatment, in contrast
with the progressive worsening of the quality of life commonly observed during the course of the disease.
Conversely, in the case of severe CAEBV, no clinical
improvement was observed in 2 of 3 treated patients,
despite some transient viral and immunological responses.83,84 In this case, although the feasibility of generating
and expanding functional EBV CTL in vitro is maintained,
it is likely that an imbalanced immunological environment
may ultimately hamper their in vivo activity.
Encouraging results, although not conclusive due to the
low number and the heterogeneity of patients, were
obtained in the unique study focusing on natural killer/Tcell lymphoma:85 in this setting, CTL infusion proved to be
safe and in 2 of 3 cases a clinical response has been reported, thus indicating that adoptive immunotherapy could
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pressive molecules galectin-1 or galectin-9 has been
reported in Hodgkin’s lymphoma and nasopharyngeal carcinoma (NPC), respectively,10,64,65 and an increased presence of Treg cells has been found in both tumor types.
Moreover, NPC cells are characterized by FasL or IL-10
expression, and the malignant Reed-Stenberg cells in HL
lesions, by producing IL-10, TGFβ, and CCL17 (TARC),
together with the surrounding inflammatory infiltrate
(approximately 90-99% of the tumor mass), create an
environment that promotes Th2 at the expense of Th1
responses.66 Furthermore, T lymphocytes infiltrating
Hodgkin’s lymphoma show a suppressive activity against
peripheral blood mononuclear cells that acts through several mechanisms, namely IL-10 release, cell-to-cell interaction, and CTLA-4 expression.60
As a consequence, therapy with EBV-specific CTL for
HL and NPC has less chance of success than PTLD. First,
EBV-specific CTL lines are dominated by reactivity against
viral proteins not expressed by these tumors. Strategies
aimed at increasing the T-cell fraction specific for subdominant proteins expressed by the tumors involved transduction of antigen presenting cells (dendritic cells and lymphoblastoid cell lines, LCL) with adenoviral constructs
encoding LMP2. This permitted the preferential expansion
of T cells recognizing the antigen,17 and mediated in turn
the successful resolution of bulky diseases in Hodgkin’s
lymphoma as well as NK/T non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma
and severe chronic active Epstein-Barr virus infection
(SCAEBV) patients (a total of 15), all characterized by a
latency II pattern expression.
Second, once CTL reach the tumor site (paradigmatic is
the percentage of specific CTL in the pleural effusion of a
Hodgkin’s lymphoma patient compared to that of peripheral blood - 0.65% vs. 0.001%),67 they have to overcome
the inhibitory barriers to their action. This requirement
should be achieved by genetically modifying T cells, with
the aim of inducing expression of IL-12, a cytokine promoting the Th1 anti-tumor response, or TGFβ receptor
dominant negative mutants, as described in vitro.20,21
Based on these considerations, the results reported so far
appear even more impressive, despite the lower success
rate, than those obtained in PTLD management. In detail,
clinical responses, mainly in patients with limited disease
burden, were obtained after infusion of polyclonal, polyspecific CTL lines in 33 NPC patients (3 complete remissions, 3 partial remissions, and 8 stable diseases; Figure
2)19,68-71 as well as in Hodgkin’s lymphoma patients (4 complete remissions and 2 stable diseases out of 20 reported
outcomes; Figure 2).67,72-75 Of note, these results were
achieved in patients who failed previous standard treatments and by infusing cell cultures containing low percentages (< 5%) of LMP2-specific cells. Clinical responses
were paralleled by a drop in the levels of circulating
Epstein-Barr virus DNA, a reliable tumor marker of virusrelated malignancies. Indeed, viral load fluctuation is a
fundamental parameter in NPC clinical course, since it
positively correlates with the disease stage and has prognostic relevance.76 When measured, the EBV load
decreased in the majority of treated patients and fell to
undetectable levels in some cases, concomitantly with an
increase in EBV- or LMP2-specific CTLp. However, these
immunological and clinical responses proved to be shortlived, probably due to the lack of expansion of infused
cells.
In contrast to HSC transplant recipients (where the
haematologica | 2010; 95(10)
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Immunotherapy of EBV-related malignancies, together
with melanoma, can be regarded as a paradigmatic example of the potential use of adoptive T-cell therapy.88 The
success of EBV-specific adoptive cell therapy (ACT) relies
on numerous, lucky circumstances. First of all, in this case
tumor-associated antigens are viral proteins, in particular
those associated with the latent cycle, and, more importantly, they are non-self so that there is no need to break
the host immune tolerance. Moreover, EBV-specific CTL
can be easily reactivated from almost all donors, since
95% of the adult population worldwide is EBV-seropositive and harbors in the memory compartment a relatively
high frequency of specific precursors (0.05-1% of the circulating memory CD8+ T cells in healthy carriers without
previous history of infectious mononucleosis are specific
for latent EBV epitopes).89 Moreover, the need for a suitable antigen presenting cell is satisfied by the availability
of LCL, B-cell lines carrying the virus and displaying the
complete array of latency-associated proteins (latency III
phenotype). This model, which closely resembles PTLD,
is easy to handle in vitro and to translate to a pre-clinical
setting.14 All these characteristics contributed to the success of EBV-specific CTL, especially in the case of PTLD.
However, these results were obtained in a relatively
uncommon disease. Moreover, this methodology requires
highly specialized facilities and trained personnel, thus
limiting the wide diffusion of this approach. Efforts are
currently being made to overcome the technical limitations intrinsic to the protocol (namely, the time required to
generate CTL cultures) and to broaden the field of action
of CTL. The creation of the CTL bank in Edinburgh fulfilled the first requirement, providing CTL lines as an offthe-shelf product ready to be promptly infused into
patients on the basis of the best HLA-matching.
Furthermore, an increasing number of new protocols
appears to shorten the time required for CTL generation,
not exclusively in the field of EBV.90-93 Such approaches
allow not only the time lag between diagnosis and treatment to be shortened, but also CTL to be produced at a
less differentiated stage for infusion, thus allowing a
longer in vivo persistence of EBV-specific effectors.94
Another strategy to improve EBV immunotherapy could
rely on "new" virus-associated antigens to be exploited as
targets. Bulk cultures infused so far are constituted primarily by CD8+ T cells, which are mainly directed against the
immunodominant latent proteins belonging to the EBNA3

family. Responses directed against subdominant antigens,
like LMP2, have been achieved by genetically modifying
the APC. Furthermore, attention has been mainly focused
on latent antigens, and, in some cases, the generation of
responses against late lytic antigens has been prevented by
the use of acyclovir-cultured LCL as APC.67 However, the
evidence that a fraction of tumor cells undergoes lytic
cycle in the context of PTLD and NPC implies that lytic
antigens could also be regarded as potential targets. In particular, targeting of lytic antigens could effectively block de
novo infection and thus could be important in a prophylactic setting in patients at high risk to develop PTLD.
Moreover, despite the fact that cells undergoing lytic cycle
could escape immune recognition through partial HLA
class I and II downregulation and are in any case committed to die, viral proteins released by this minor fraction of
cells could be taken up by neighboring tumor cells and
therefore sensitize them to the immune attack. This could
resemble what was seen in vitro with LCL cultures by
Adhikary and colleagues.95 Among lytic antigens, a suitable target might be represented by the BARF1 protein,
which has been demonstrated to be secreted by infected
cells,96 and to induce CD8+ and CD4+ T-cell responses in
NPC patients.97 Moreover, to underline the importance of
lytic antigens, they have been recently demonstrated to be
immunodominant in the CD4+ T-cell response.95,98 In this
regard, CD4+ T cells are now emerging as something more
than “simple” helper cells. Indeed, they can be endowed
with cytotoxic activity, as demonstrated not only in vitro
but also directly ex vivo, especially in the context of viral
diseases.99 Moreover, tumor regression by CD4+ T cells
alone was demonstrated in mouse models of Burkitt's
lymphoma,100 and gamma-herpesvirus induced lymphoma,101 and, more recently, in the context of ACT
against human melanoma. In particular, the importance of
CD4+ T cells has been recently underlined by the correlation of clinical responses with the percentage of CD4+ T
cells infused in patients with EBV-related PTLD,11 and by
the complete regression of metastatic lesions in a refractory melanoma patient following the infusion of an NYESO-1-specific CD4+ T-cell clone.102 In both cases, the
activity was merely supposed to depend on the helper
function of CD4+ T cells, without considering a possible
direct, cytotoxic effect of the infused effectors.
Exquisitely in the context of EBV-associated malignancies, CD4+ T-cell responses against latent proteins also
seem to acquire more importance. The immunological
control exerted by EBNA1-specific CD4+ is crucial, since a
loss of this response was recently demonstrated in
patients with EBV-associated lymphomas,103 and children
with Burkitt’s lymphoma.104 These findings, together with
the fact that EBNA1 expression is associated with all types
of EBV latency and generally does not induce an important
CD8+ T-cell response, suggest, in principle, a primary role
for EBNA1-specific CD4+ T-cell lines in adoptive T-cell
therapy for all EBV-related tumors, irrespective of the
latency phenotype.
In any case, the success of EBV-specific T cells, the relatively non-problematic generation and, primarily, the
long-lasting persistence of the infused cells (mainly in
PTLD developing after HSCT) prompted researchers to
exploit this system in other clinical settings. By modification of the APC, Leen et al. simultaneously generated CTL
specific for viruses implicated in the morbidity of transplanted patients, namely EBV, CMV and adenovirus.105,106
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represent an alternative therapeutic choice in relapsed disease, which usually has a very poor prognosis. As previously reported for NPC and Hodgkin’s lymphoma, new
protocols are currently under investigation to generate
CTL lines enriched in specificities for the antigens
expressed by these diseases, namely LMP1, LMP2 and
EBNA1. The attention has been focused on cytotoxic
CD4+ T cells, which proved to be effective, at least in vitro,
not only against EBV LCL but also, more importantly,
against infected NK or T cells, the natural target in NK/Tcell lymphoma and CAEBV.86,87 Such observations differ
from the previous reports related to these diseases82-85
which only demonstrated the activity against LCL that
express a larger pattern of viral antigen and costimulatory
molecules than EBV-infected NK/T cells.

1774

haematologica | 2010; 95(10)

Adoptive cell therapy in EBV-related disorders

References
11.

12.

Authorship and Disclosures
The information provided by the authors about contributions
from persons listed as authors and in acknowledgments is available with the full text of this paper at www.haematologica.org.
Financial and other disclosures provided by the authors using the
ICMJE (www.icmje.org) Uniform Format for Disclosure of
Competing Interests are also available at www.haematologica.org.

specific T-cell immunity in classic Hodgkin
lymphoma. Blood. 2007;110(4):1326-9.
Haque T, Wilkie GM, Jones MM, Higgins
CD, Urquhart G, Wingate P, et al.
Allogeneic cytotoxic T-cell therapy for
EBV-positive posttransplantation lymphoproliferative disease: results of a phase 2
multicenter clinical trial. Blood. 2007;
110(4):1123-31.
Rooney CM, Smith CA, Ng CY, Loftin SK,
Sixbey JW, Gan Y, et al. Infusion of cytotoxic T cells for the prevention and treatment of Epstein-Barr virus-induced lymphoma in allogeneic transplant recipients.
Blood. 1998;92(5):1549-55.
Heslop HE, Slobod KS, Pule MA, Hale GA,
Rousseau A, Smith CA, et al. Long term
outcome of EBV specific T-cell infusions to
prevent or treat EBV-related lymphoproliferative disease in transplant recipients.
Blood. 2010;115(5):925-35.
Lacerda JF, Ladanyi M, Louie DC,
Fernandez JM, Papadopoulos EB, O'Reilly
RJ. Human Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes home preferentially to and induce selective regressions of
autologous EBV-induced B cell lymphoproliferations in xenografted C.B-17 scid/scid
mice. J Exp Med. 1996;183(3): 1215-28.
Buchsbaum RJ, Fabry JA, Lieberman J.
EBV-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes protect against human EBV-associated lymphoma in scid mice. Immunol Lett.
1996;52(2-3):145-52.
Boyle TJ, Berend KR, DiMaio JM, Coles
RE, Via DF, Lyerly HK. Adoptive transfer of
cytotoxic T lymphocytes for the treatment
of transplant-associated lymphoma.
Surgery. 1993;114(2):218,25; discussion
226.
Bollard CM, Gottschalk S, Leen AM, Weiss
H, Straathof KC, Carrum G, et al.
Complete responses of relapsed lymphoma following genetic modification of
tumor-antigen presenting cells and T-lymphocyte transfer. Blood. 2007;110(8):283845.
Merlo A, Turrini R, Dolcetti R, Zanovello P,
Amadori A, Rosato A. Adoptive cell therapy against EBV-related malignancies: a survey of clinical results. Expert Opin Biol
Ther. 2008;8(9):1265-94.
Louis CU, Straathof K, Bollard CM,
Gerken C, Huls MH, Gresik MV, et al.
Enhancing the in vivo expansion of adoptively transferred EBV-specific CTL with
lymphodepleting CD45 monoclonal anti-

St
or
ti

1. Ressing ME, Horst D, Griffin BD, Tellam J,
Zuo J, Khanna R, et al. Epstein-Barr virus
evasion of CD8(+) and CD4(+) T cell
immunity via concerted actions of multiple
gene products. Semin Cancer Biol.
2008;18(6):397-408.
2. Sauce D, Larsen M, Curnow SJ, Leese AM,
Moss PA, Hislop AD, et al. EBV-associated
mononucleosis leads to long-term global
deficit in T-cell responsiveness to IL-15.
Blood. 2006;108(1):11-8.
3. Hjalgrim H, Askling J, Rostgaard K,
Hamilton-Dutoit S, Frisch M, Zhang JS, et
al. Characteristics of Hodgkin's lymphoma
after infectious mononucleosis. N Engl J
Med. 2003;349(14):1324-32.
4. Keating S, Prince S, Jones M, Rowe M. The
lytic cycle of Epstein-Barr virus is associated with decreased expression of cell surface major histocompatibility complex
class I and class II molecules. J Virol. 2002;
76(16):8179-88.
5. Hislop AD, Ressing ME, van Leeuwen D,
Pudney VA, Horst D, Koppers-Lalic D, et
al. A CD8+ T cell immune evasion protein
specific to Epstein-Barr virus and its close
relatives in Old World primates. J Exp
Med. 2007;204(8):1863-73.
6. Tellam J, Connolly G, Green KJ, Miles JJ,
Moss DJ, Burrows SR, et al. Endogenous
presentation of CD8+ T cell epitopes from
Epstein-Barr virus-encoded nuclear antigen
1. J Exp Med. 2004;199(10):1421-31.
7. Voo KS, Fu T, Wang HY, Tellam J, Heslop
HE, Brenner MK, et al. Evidence for the
presentation of major histocompatibility
complex class I-restricted Epstein-Barr
virus nuclear antigen 1 peptides to CD8+ T
lymphocytes. J Exp Med. 2004;199(4):45970.
8. Hislop AD, Kuo M, Drake-Lee AB, Akbar
AN, Bergler W, Hammerschmitt N, et al.
Tonsillar homing of Epstein-Barr virus-specific CD8+ T cells and the virus-host balance. J Clin Invest. 2005;115(9):2546-55.
9. Li J, Zeng XH, Mo HY, Rolen U, Gao YF,
Zhang XS, et al. Functional Inactivation of
EBV-Specific
T-Lymphocytes
in
Nasopharyngeal Carcinoma: Implications
for Tumor Immunotherapy. PLoS ONE.
2007;2(11):e1122.
10. Gandhi MK, Moll G, Smith C, Dua U,
Lambley E, Ramuz O, et al. Galectin-1
mediated suppression of Epstein-Barr virus

use of this approach, which may result clinically relevant
also in diseases which are not virus-related. As we learn
more about the intimate host-virus interplay, the wider
potential of EBV-specific CTL is becoming clearer and
future successes of the clinical use of adoptive cell therapy
are, therefore, expected.

Fo
un
da
tio
n

EBV-specific CTL were exploited also against different
malignancies, by introducing new specificity through TCR
or chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) transfer.107 In particular, successful treatment was achieved in glioma patients
with the infusion of EBV-specific CTL transduced with
anti-GD2 CAR.108,109 These CTL, along with the newly
acquired specificity for glioma, retained the capacity to
recognize viral antigens. Thus, the antigenic stimulation
exerted by EBV-infected B cells in vivo provided EBV-specific CTL a survival advantage with respect to autologous
CAR-transduced activated T cells. Therefore, the peculiar
characteristics of the interaction between EBV and the
host immune system could transform the virus from a
simple target of CTL action to an effective means of sustaining EBV-specific CTL endowed with new specificities.
Overall, these recent results look forward to a broader

13.

21.

22.

23.

24.

©
Fe

rra

ta

14.

20.

haematologica | 2010; 95(10)

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

bodies in NPC patients. Blood.
2009;113(11):2442-50.
Bollard CM, Rossig C, Calonge MJ, Huls
MH, Wagner HJ, Massague J, et al.
Adapting a transforming growth factor
beta-related tumor protection strategy to
enhance antitumor immunity. Blood.
2002;99(9):3179-87.
Wagner HJ, Bollard CM, Vigouroux S, Huls
MH, Anderson R, Prentice HG, et al. A
strategy for treatment of Epstein-Barr
virus-positive Hodgkin's disease by targeting interleukin 12 to the tumor environment using tumor antigen-specific T cells.
Cancer Gene Ther. 2004;11(2):81-91.
Curtis RE, Travis LB, Rowlings PA, Socie
G, Kingma DW, Banks PM, et al. Risk of
lymphoproliferative disorders after bone
marrow transplantation: a multi-institutional study. Blood. 1999;94(7):2208-16.
Opelz G, Dohler B. Lymphomas after solid
organ transplantation: a collaborative
transplant study report. Am J Transplant.
2004;4(2):222-30.
Knight JS, Tsodikov A, Cibrik DM, Ross
CW, Kaminski MS, Blayney DW.
Lymphoma after solid organ transplantation: risk, response to therapy, and survival
at a transplantation center. J Clin Oncol.
2009;27(20):3354-62.
Burns DM, Crawford DH. Epstein-Barr
virus-specific cytotoxic T-lymphocytes for
adoptive immunotherapy of post-transplant lymphoproliferative disease. Blood
Rev. 2004;18(3):193-209.
Papadopoulos EB, Ladanyi M, Emanuel D,
Mackinnon S, Boulad F, Carabasi MH, et al.
Infusions of donor leukocytes to treat
Epstein-Barr virus-associated lymphoproliferative disorders after allogeneic bone
marrow transplantation. N Engl J Med.
1994;330(17):1185-91.
Rooney CM, Smith CA, Ng CY, Loftin S, Li
C, Krance RA, et al. Use of gene-modified
virus-specific T lymphocytes to control
Epstein-Barr-virus-related lymphoproliferation. Lancet. 1995;345(8941):9-13.
Brewin J, Mancao C, Straathof K, Karlsson
H, Samarasinghe S, Amrolia PJ, et al.
Generation of EBV-specific cytotoxic Tcells that are resistant to calcineurin
inhibitors for the treatment of post-transplant lymphoproliferative disease. Blood.
2009;114(23):4792-803.
De Angelis B, Dotti G, Quintarelli C, Huye
LE, Zhang L, Zhang M, et al. Generation of
Epstein-Barr-virus-specific cytotoxic T

1775

A. Merlo et al.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

©
Fe

rra

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

1776

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.
55.

56.

57. Wilson WM, Dua U, Grigg AP, Gandhi
MK. Correlation of T-cell immune
response with spontaneous resolution and
subsequent relapse of Hodgkin's lymphoma Leuk Lymphoma. 2006;47(5):871-6.
58. Gandhi MK, Lambley E, Duraiswamy J,
Dua U, Smith C, Elliott S, et al. Expression
of LAG-3 by tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes is coincident with the suppression of
latent membrane antigen-specific CD8+ Tcell function in Hodgkin lymphoma
patients. Blood. 2006;108(7):2280-9.
59. Lau KM, Cheng SH, Lo KW, Lee SA, Woo
JK, van Hasselt CA, et al. Increase in circulating Foxp3+CD4+CD25(high) regulatory
T cells in nasopharyngeal carcinoma
patients. Br J Cancer. 2007;96(4):617-22.
60. Marshall NA, Christie LE, Munro LR,
Culligan DJ, Johnston PW, Barker RN, et al.
Immunosuppressive regulatory T cells are
abundant in the reactive lymphocytes of
Hodgkin lymphoma. Blood. 2004;103(5):
1755-62.
61. Marshall NA, Culligan DJ, Tighe J,
Johnston PW, Barker RN, Vickers MA. The
relationships between Epstein-Barr virus
latent membrane protein 1 and regulatory
T cells in Hodgkin's lymphoma. Exp
Hematol. 2007;35(4):596-604.
62. Frisan T, Sjoberg J, Dolcetti R, Boiocchi M,
De Re V, Carbone A, et al. Local suppression of Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)-specific
cytotoxicity in biopsies of EBV-positive
Hodgkin's disease. Blood. 1995;86(4):1493501.
63. Dolcetti R, Frisan T, Sjoberg J, De CamposLima PO, Pisa P, De Re V, et al.
Identification and characterization of an
Epstein-Barr virus-specific T-cell response
in the pathologic tissue of a patient with
Hodgkin's disease. Cancer Res. 1995;
55(16):3675-81.
64. Juszczynski P, Ouyang J, Monti S, Rodig SJ,
Takeyama K, Abramson J, et al. The AP1dependent secretion of galectin-1 by Reed
Sternberg cells fosters immune privilege in
classical Hodgkin lymphoma. Proc Natl
Acad Sci USA. 2007;104(32):13134-9.
65. Klibi J, Niki T, Riedel A, Pioche-Durieu C,
Souquere S, Rubinstein E, et al. Blood diffusion and Th1-suppressive effects of
galectin-9-containing exosomes released
by Epstein-Barr virus-infected nasopharyngeal carcinoma cells. Blood. 2009;113(9):
1957-66.
66. Khan G. Epstein-Barr virus, cytokines, and
inflammation: a cocktail for the pathogenesis of Hodgkin's lymphoma? Exp
Hematol. 2006;34(4):399-406.
67. Bollard CM, Aguilar L, Straathof KC, Gahn
B, Huls MH, Rousseau A, et al. Cytotoxic T
lymphocyte therapy for Epstein-Barr
virus+ Hodgkin's disease. J Exp Med. 2004;
200(12):1623-33.
68. Comoli P, De Palma R, Siena S, Nocera A,
Basso S, Del Galdo F, et al. Adoptive transfer of allogeneic Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)specific cytotoxic T cells with in vitro antitumor activity boosts LMP2-specific
immune response in a patient with EBVrelated nasopharyngeal carcinoma. Ann
Oncol. 2004;15(1):113-7.
69 Comoli P, Pedrazzoli P, Maccario R, Basso
S, Carminati O, Labirio M, et al. Cell therapy of stage IV nasopharyngeal carcinoma
with autologous Epstein-Barr virus-targeted cytotoxic T lymphocytes. J Clin Oncol.
2005;23(35):8942-9.
70. Chua D, Huang J, Zheng B, Lau SY, Luk W,
Kwong DL, et al. Adoptive transfer of
autologous Epstein-Barr virus-specific
cytotoxic T cells for nasopharyngeal carci-

Fo
un
da
tio
n

32.

45.

St
or
ti

31.

44.

Sample C, Brenner MK, et al. An EpsteinBarr virus deletion mutant associated with
fatal lymphoproliferative disease unresponsive to therapy with virus-specific
CTLs. Blood. 2001;97(4):835-43.
Rooney CM, Roskrow MA, Smith CA,
Brenner MK, Heslop HE. Immunotherapy
for Epstein-Barr virus-associated cancers. J
Natl Cancer Inst Monogr. 1998;(23):89-93.
Smyth MJ, Dunn GP, Schreiber RD. Cancer
immunosurveillance and immunoediting:
the roles of immunity in suppressing
tumor development and shaping tumor
immunogenicity.
Adv
Immunol.
2006;90:1-50.
Khanna R, Bell S, Sherritt M, Galbraith A,
Burrows SR, Rafter L, et al. Activation and
adoptive transfer of Epstein-Barr virus-specific cytotoxic T cells in solid organ transplant patients with posttransplant lymphoproliferative disease. Proc Natl Acad Sci
USA. 1999;96(18):10391-6.
Comoli P, Maccario R, Locatelli F, Valente
U, Basso S, Garaventa A, et al. Treatment
of EBV-related post-renal transplant lymphoproliferative disease with a tailored
regimen including EBV-specific T cells. Am
J Transplant. 2005;5(6):1415-22.
Sherritt MA, Bharadwaj M, Burrows JM,
Morrison LE, Elliott SL, Davis JE, et al.
Reconstitution of the latent T-lymphocyte
response to Epstein-Barr virus is coincident
with long-term recovery from posttransplant
lymphoma
after
adoptive
immunotherapy. Transplantation. 2003;
75(9):1556-60.
Sun Q, Burton R, Reddy V, Lucas KG.
Safety of allogeneic Epstein-Barr virus
(EBV)-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes for
patients with refractory EBV-related lymphoma. Br J Haematol. 2002;118(3):799808.
Choquet S, Leblond V, Herbrecht R, Socie
G, Stoppa AM, Vandenberghe P, et al.
Efficacy and safety of rituximab in B-cell
post-transplantation lymphoproliferative
disorders: results of a prospective multicenter phase 2 study. Blood. 2006;107(8):
3053-7.
Muranski P, Restifo NP. Adoptive
immunotherapy of cancer using CD4(+) T
cells. Curr Opin Immunol. 2009;21(2):2008.
Hong R, Shen V, Rooney C, Hughes DP,
Smith C, Comoli P, et al. Correction of
DiGeorge anomaly with EBV-induced lymphoma by transplantation of organ-cultured thymus and Epstein-Barr-specific
cytotoxic T lymphocytes. Clin Immunol.
2001;98(1):54-61.
Wynn RF, Arkwright PD, Haque T, Gharib
MI, Wilkie G, Morton-Jones M, et al.
Treatment of Epstein-Barr-virus-associated
primary CNS B cell lymphoma with allogeneic T-cell immunotherapy and stem-cell
transplantation. Lancet Oncol. 2005;6(5):
344-6.
Rezk SA, Weiss LM. Epstein-Barr virusassociated lymphoproliferative disorders.
Hum Pathol. 2007;38(9):1293-304.
Taylor AL, Marcus R, Bradley JA. Posttransplant lymphoproliferative disorders
(PTLD) after solid organ transplantation.
Crit Rev Oncol Hematol. 2005;56(1):15567.
Murray RJ, Kurilla MG, Brooks JM,
Thomas WA, Rowe M, Kieff E, et al.
Identification of target antigens for the
human cytotoxic T cell response to
Epstein-Barr virus (EBV): implications for
the immune control of EBV-positive malignancies. J Exp Med. 1992;176(1):157-68.

ta

30.

lymphocytes resistant to the immunosuppressive drug tacrolimus (FK506). Blood.
2009;114(23):4784-91.
Gandhi MK, Wilkie GM, Dua U, Mollee
PN, Grimmett K, Williams T, et al.
Immunity, homing and efficacy of allogeneic adoptive immunotherapy for posttransplant lymphoproliferative disorders.
Am J Transplant. 2007;7(5):1293-9.
Gottschalk S, Heslop HE, Rooney CM.
Adoptive immunotherapy for EBV-associated malignancies. Leuk Lymphoma.
2005;46(1):1-10.
Liu Z, Savoldo B, Huls H, Lopez T, Gee A,
Wilson J, et al. Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes for the
prevention and treatment of EBV-associated post-transplant lymphomas. Recent
Results Cancer Res. 2002;159:123-33.
Heslop HE, Ng CY, Li C, Smith CA, Loftin
SK, Krance RA, et al. Long-term restoration
of immunity against Epstein-Barr virus
infection by adoptive transfer of genemodified virus-specific T lymphocytes.
Nat Med. 1996;2(5):551-5.
Comoli P, Basso S, Zecca M, Pagliara D,
Baldanti F, Bernardo ME, et al. Preemptive
therapy of EBV-related lymphoproliferative disease after pediatric haploidentical
stem cell transplantation. Am J Transplant.
2007;7(6):1648-55.
Comoli P, Basso S, Labirio M, Baldanti F,
Maccario R, Locatelli F. T cell therapy of
Epstein-Barr virus and adenovirus infections after hemopoietic stem cell transplant. Blood Cells Mol Dis. 2008;40(1):6870.
Gustafsson A, Levitsky V, Zou JZ, Frisan T,
Dalianis T, Ljungman P, et al. Epstein-Barr
virus (EBV) load in bone marrow transplant
recipients at risk to develop posttransplant
lymphoproliferative disease: prophylactic
infusion of EBV-specific cytotoxic T cells.
Blood. 2000;95(3):807-14.
Savoldo B, Goss JA, Hammer MM, Zhang
L, Lopez T, Gee AP, et al. Treatment of
solid organ transplant recipients with
autologous Epstein Barr virus-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs). Blood.
2006;108(9):2942-9.
Comoli P, Labirio M, Basso S, Baldanti F,
Grossi P, Furione M, et al. Infusion of autologous Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)-specific
cytotoxic T cells for prevention of EBVrelated lymphoproliferative disorder in
solid organ transplant recipients with evidence of active virus replication. Blood.
2002;99(7):2592-8.
Haque T, Amlot PL, Helling N, Thomas JA,
Sweny P, Rolles K, et al. Reconstitution of
EBV-specific T cell immunity in solid organ
transplant recipients. J Immunol. 1998;
160(12):6204-9.
Wagner HJ, Cheng YC, Huls MH, Gee AP,
Kuehnle I, Krance RA, et al. Prompt versus
preemptive intervention for EBV lymphoproliferative disease. Blood. 2004;103(10):
3979-81.
Pakakasama S, Eames GM, Morriss MC,
Huls MH, Rooney CM, Heslop HE, et al.
Treatment of Epstein-Barr virus lymphoproliferative disease after hematopoietic
stem-cell transplantation with hydroxyurea and cytotoxic T-cell lymphocytes.
Transplantation. 2004;78(5):755-7.
Imashuku S, Goto T, Matsumura T, Naya
M, Yamori M, Hojo M, et al. Unsuccessful
CTL transfusion in a case of post-BMT
Epstein-Barr virus-associated lymphoproliferative disorder (EBV-LPD). Bone
Marrow Transplant. 1997;20(4):337-40.
Gottschalk S, Ng CY, Perez M, Smith CA,

haematologica | 2010; 95(10)

Adoptive cell therapy in EBV-related disorders

ta

rra

©
Fe
haematologica | 2010; 95(10)

latently infected B cells. Virol J. 2008;5:70.
97. Martorelli D, Houali K, Caggiari L, Vaccher
E, Barzan L, Franchin G, et al. Spontaneous
T cell responses to Epstein-Barr virusencoded BARF1 protein and derived peptides in patients with nasopharyngeal carcinoma: bases for improved immunotherapy. Int J Cancer. 2008;123(5):1100-7.
98. Adhikary D, Behrends U, Boerschmann H,
Pfunder A, Burdach S, Moosmann A, et al.
Immunodominance of lytic cycle antigens
in epstein-barr virus-specific CD4+ T cell
preparations for therapy. PLoS ONE. 2007;
2(7):e583.
99. Appay V, Zaunders JJ, Papagno L, Sutton J,
Jaramillo A, Waters A, et al.
Characterization of CD4(+) CTLs ex vivo.
J Immunol. 2002;168(11):5954-8.
100. Fu T, Voo KS, Wang RF. Critical role of
EBNA1-specific CD4+ T cells in the control
of mouse Burkitt lymphoma in vivo. J Clin
Invest. 2004;114(4):542-50.
101. Robertson KA, Usherwood EJ, Nash AA.
Regression of a murine gammaherpesvirus
68-positive b-cell lymphoma mediated by
CD4 T lymphocytes. J Virol. 2001;75(7):
3480-2.
102. Hunder NN, Wallen H, Cao J, Hendricks
DW, Reilly JZ, Rodmyre R, et al. Treatment
of metastatic melanoma with autologous
CD4+ T cells against NY-ESO-1. N Engl J
Med. 2008;358(25):2698-703.
103. Heller KN, Arrey F, Steinherz P, Portlock C,
Chadburn A, Kelly K, et al. Patients with
Epstein Barr virus-positive lymphomas
have decreased CD4(+) T-cell responses to
the viral nuclear antigen 1. Int J Cancer.
2008;123(12):2824-31.
104. Moormann AM, Heller KN, Chelimo K,
Embury P, Ploutz-Snyder R, Otieno JA, et
al. Children with endemic Burkitt lymphoma are deficient in EBNA1-specific
IFN-gamma T cell responses. Int J Cancer.
2009;124(7):1721-6.
105. Leen AM, Myers GD, Sili U, Huls MH,
Weiss H, Leung KS, et al. Monoculturederived T lymphocytes specific for multiple viruses expand and produce clinically
relevant effects in immunocompromised
individuals. Nat Med. 2006;12(10):1160-6.
106. Leen AM, Christin A, Myers GD, Liu H,
Cruz CR, Hanley PJ, et al. Cytotoxic T
lymphocyte therapy with donor T cells
prevents and treats adenovirus and
Epstein-Barr virus infections after haploidentical and matched unrelated stem cell
transplant. Blood. 2009;114(19):4283-92.
107. Savoldo B, Rooney CM, Di Stasi A, Abken
H, Hombach A, Foster AE, et al. Epstein
Barr virus specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes
expressing the anti-CD30zeta artificial
chimeric T-cell receptor for immunotherapy of Hodgkin disease. Blood. 2007;110(7):
2620-30.
108. Pule MA, Savoldo B, Myers GD, Rossig C,
Russell HV, Dotti G, et al. Virus-specific T
cells engineered to coexpress tumor-specific receptors: persistence and antitumor
activity in individuals with neuroblastoma.
Nat Med. 2008;14(11):1264-70.
109. O'Reilly RJ. Epstein-Barr virus sustains
tumor killers. Nat Med. 2008;14(11):114850.

Fo
un
da
tio
n

62-8.
84. Kuzushima K, Yamamoto M, Kimura H,
Ando Y, Kudo T, Tsuge I, et al.
Establishment of anti-Epstein-Barr virus
(EBV) cellular immunity by adoptive transfer of virus-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes from an HLA-matched sibling to a
patient with severe chronic active EBV
infection. Clin Exp Immunol. 1996;103(2):
192-8.
85. Cho HI, Hong YS, Lee MA, Kim EK, Yoon
SH, Kim CC, et al. Adoptive transfer of
Epstein-Barr virus-specific cytotoxic Tlymphocytes for the treatment of angiocentric lymphomas. Int J Hematol.
2006;83(1):66-73.
86. Demachi-Okamura A, Ito Y, Akatsuka Y,
Tsujimura K, Morishima Y, Takahashi T, et
al. Epstein-Barr virus nuclear antigen 1-specific CD4+ T cells directly kill Epstein-Barr
virus-carrying natural killer and T cells.
Cancer Sci. 2008;99(8):1633-42.
87. Kobayashi H, Nagato T, Takahara M, Sato
K, Kimura S, Aoki N, et al. Induction of
EBV-latent membrane protein 1-specific
MHC class II-restricted T-cell responses
against natural killer lymphoma cells.
Cancer Res. 2008;68(3):901-8.
88. Rosenberg SA, Restifo NP, Yang JC,
Morgan RA, Dudley ME. Adoptive cell
transfer: a clinical path to effective cancer
immunotherapy. Nat Rev Cancer. 2008;
8(4):299-308.
89. Hislop AD, Taylor GS, Sauce D, Rickinson
AB. Cellular responses to viral infection in
humans: lessons from Epstein-Barr virus.
Annu Rev Immunol. 2007;25:587-617.
90. Hammer MH, Brestrich G, Mittenzweig A,
Roemhild A, Zwinger S, Subklewe M, et al.
Generation of EBV-specific T cells for
adoptive immunotherapy: a novel protocol
using formalin-fixed stimulator cells to
increase biosafety. J Immunother. 2007;
30(8):817-24.
91. Fujita Y, Leen AM, Sun J, Nakazawa Y,
Yvon E, Heslop HE, et al. Exploiting
cytokine secretion to rapidly produce multivirus-specific T cells for adoptive
immunotherapy. J Immunother. 2008;
31(7):665-74.
92. Cobbold M, Khan N, Pourgheysari B,
Tauro S, McDonald D, Osman H, et al.
Adoptive transfer of cytomegalovirus-specific CTL to stem cell transplant patients
after selection by HLA-peptide tetramers. J
Exp Med. 2005;202(3):379-86.
93. Moosmann A, Bigalke I, Tischer J,
Schirrmann L, Kasten J, Tippmer S, et al.
Effective and long-term control of EBV
PTLD after transfer of peptide-selected T
cells. Blood. 2010 Apr 8;115(14):2960-70.
94. Gattinoni L, Powell DJ Jr, Rosenberg SA,
Restifo NP. Adoptive immunotherapy for
cancer: building on success. Nat Rev
Immunol. 2006;6(5):383-93.
95. Adhikary D, Behrends U, Moosmann A,
Witter K, Bornkamm GW, Mautner J.
Control of Epstein-Barr virus infection in
vitro by T helper cells specific for virion
glycoproteins. J Exp Med. 2006;203(4):9951006.
96. Fiorini S, Ooka T. Secretion of Epstein-Barr
virus-encoded BARF1 oncoprotein from

St
or
ti

noma. Int J Cancer. 2001;94(1):73-80.
71. Straathof KC, Bollard CM, Popat U, Huls
MH, Lopez T, Morriss MC, et al.
Treatment of nasopharyngeal carcinoma
with Epstein-Barr virus--specific T lymphocytes. Blood. 2005;105(5):1898-904.
72. Rooney CM, Bollard C, Huls MH, Gahn B,
Gottschalk S, Wagner HJ, et al.
Immunotherapy for Hodgkin's disease.
Ann Hematol. 2002;81 (Suppl 2):S39-42.
73. Roskrow MA, Suzuki N, Gan Y, Sixbey JW,
Ng CY, Kimbrough S, et al. Epstein-Barr
virus (EBV)-specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes for the treatment of patients with
EBV-positive relapsed Hodgkin's disease.
Blood. 1998;91(8):2925-34.
74. Bollard CM, Gottschalk S, Huls MH,
Molldrem J, Przepiorka D, Rooney CM, et
al. In vivo expansion of LMP 1- and 2-specific T-cells in a patient who received
donor-derived EBV-specific T-cells after
allogeneic stem cell transplantation. Leuk
Lymphoma. 2006;47(5):837-42.
75. Lucas KG, Salzman D, Garcia A, Sun Q.
Adoptive immunotherapy with allogeneic
Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)-specific cytotoxic
T-lymphocytes for recurrent, EBV-positive
Hodgkin disease. Cancer. 2004;100(9):
1892-901.
76. Lin JC, Wang WY, Chen KY, Wei YH, Liang
WM, Jan JS, et al. Quantification of plasma
Epstein-Barr virus DNA in patients with
advanced nasopharyngeal carcinoma. N
Engl J Med. 2004;350(24):2461-70.
77. Dudley ME, Yang JC, Sherry R, Hughes
MS, Royal R, Kammula U, et al. Adoptive
cell therapy for patients with metastatic
melanoma: evaluation of intensive myeloablative chemoradiation preparative regimens. J Clin Oncol. 2008;26(32):5233-9.
78. Chan J, Jaffe ES, Ralfkiaer E, eds.
Extranodal NK/T cell lymphoma, nasal
type. In: Jaffe ES, Harris NL, Stein H,
Vardiman JW; 2001.
79. Sugaya N, Kimura H, Hara S, Hoshino Y,
Kojima S, Morishima T, et al. Quantitative
analysis of Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)-specific CD8+ T cells in patients with chronic
active EBV infection. J Infect Dis. 2004;
190(5):985-8.
80. Kimura H. Pathogenesis of chronic active
Epstein-Barr virus infection: is this an infectious disease, lymphoproliferative disorder,
or immunodeficiency? Rev Med Virol.
2006;16(4):251-61.
81. Miyamura T, Chayama K, Wada T,
Yamaguchi K, Yamashita N, Ishida T, et al.
Two cases of chronic active Epstein-Barr
virus infection in which EBV-specific cytotoxic T lymphocyte was induced after allogeneic bone marrow transplantation
Pediatr Transplant. 2008;12(5):588-92.
82. Savoldo B, Huls MH, Liu Z, Okamura T,
Volk HD, Reinke P, et al. Autologous
Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)-specific cytotoxic T
cells for the treatment of persistent active
EBV infection. Blood. 2002;100(12): 4059-66.
83. Hagihara M, Tsuchiya T, Hyodo O, Ueda
Y, Tazume K, Masui A, et al. Clinical
effects of infusing anti-Epstein-Barr virus
(EBV)-specific cytotoxic T-lymphocytes
into patients with severe chronic active
EBV infection. Int J Hematol. 2003;78(1):

1777

