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Figure 2: Example of Imnmunophenotyping at termination for immunotherapy treatment. Animals
were 1mplanted and treated similar to Figure 1. At termination, primary tumors were digested and
prepared for flow cytometric analysis for assessment of immune cell populations including CD8 T cells
and MDSC. The frequency of MDSC in the TME was correlated to primary tumor mass using Pearson
Correlation Coefficient. **p<0.01.
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many. The immune phenotype of the tumor at the time
of therapy 1nitiation and during the treatment regimen
can play a large role in responders. These data suggest
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ultimately help predict responding patient populations Tumors  were monitored longltudlpally with cahpers. At termination, The frequency of MDSC, CDS8 T cells and their ratio in the periphery (spleens) were correlated to primary
and 1ncrease better overall outcomes. primary tumors and spleens were weighed and lungs inflated with India Ink tumor mass using Pearson Correlation Coefficient. **p<0.01; ***p<0.0001

and metastatic nodules manually counted. *p<0.05; **p<0.01.
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