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Among hematologic neoplasms, chronic
myeloid leukemia (CML) is exquisitely
sensitive to graft-versus-leukemia (GVL)
because patients relapsing after alloge-
neic hematopoietic stem-cell transplanta-
tion (alloHSCT) can be cured by donor
leukocyte infusion (DLI); however, the
cellular mechanisms and strategies to
separate GVL from GVHD are unclear. We
used a BCR-ABL1 transduction/transplan-
tation mouse model to study the mecha-
nisms of DLI in MHC-matched, minor
histocompatibility antigen–mismatched

allogeneic chimeras with CML-like leuke-
mia, in which DLI can be administered at
the time of transplantation (early) or after
recovery of hematopoiesis (delayed). Af-
ter early DLI, CML-like leukemia cannot
be transferred into immunocompetent sec-
ondary recipients as soon as 4 days after
primary transplantation, demonstrating that
cotransplantation of T lymphocytes blocks
the engraftment of BCR-ABL1–transduced
stem cells. In contrast, in allogeneic chime-
ras with established CML-like leukemia,
combined treatment with delayed DLI and

the kinase inhibitor imatinib eradicates leu-
kemia with minimal GVHD. The GVL effect is
directed against minor histocompatibility an-
tigens shared by normal and leukemic stem
cells, and is mediated predominantly by
CD8� T cells, with minor contributions from
CD5� splenocytes, including natural killer
cells. These results define a physiologic
model of adoptive immunotherapy of CML
that will be useful for investigating the
cellular and molecular mechanisms of
GVL. (Blood. 2012;119(1):273-284)

Introduction

Chronic myeloid leukemia (CML) is a myeloproliferative neo-
plasm (MPN) caused by expression of a dysregulated tyrosine
kinase, BCR-ABL1, in hematopoietic stem cells as a consequence
of the t(9;22) Philadelphia (Ph) chromosome translocation.1 The
only proven cure for CML is allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell
transplantation (alloHSCT), which can eradicate the disease in up
to 75% of recipients of stem cells from MHC-matched allogeneic
donors.2 The curative potential of alloHSCT is mediated through a
potent graft-versus-leukemia (GVL) effect of allogeneic immune
effector cells, including T lymphocytes and possibly natural killer
(NK) cells, directed against the malignant Ph� CML stem/
progenitor cells.3 The GVL effect in CML is most evident from data
showing that in patients who are mixed allogeneic chimeras on
relapse of leukemia or after transplantation with a nonmyeloabla-
tive conditioning regimen, infusions of peripheral blood leukocytes
from the allogeneic donor can induce cytogenetic and molecular
remission and long-term leukemia-free survival.4-6 However, donor
leukocyte infusion (DLI) in allografted CML patients can be
complicated by GVHD and graft failure.7,8 Efforts to preserve the
GVL effect of DLI while decreasing the severity of GVHD,
including modulating the number of total9 or CD8� (see Giralt et
al10 and Alyea et al11) T lymphocytes infused, have had only
modest success.

Since their introduction into clinical practice in 2001, tyrosine
kinase inhibitors such as imatinib mesylate have supplanted
alloHSCT as the initial therapy for CML and can induce cytoge-
netic remissions in the majority of CML patients.12 However,

complete molecular remission is not achieved in most imatinib-
treated patients,13,14 and in those CML patients whose BCR-ABL1
transcripts become undetectable by PCR, the majority relapse
quickly when imatinib is discontinued.15,16 This suggests that
kinase inhibitor therapy is not curative in the majority of CML
patients, possibly because of the intrinsic resistance of the most
primitive Ph� stem/progenitor cells to these drugs.17,18 This has
rekindled interest in immunotherapy as a strategy to eradicate
residual disease in CML patients and permanently cure the
leukemia. In addition, alloHSCT is increasingly used for CML
patients who are intolerant of or who relapse or exhibit disease
progression on kinase inhibitor therapy.19,20 Improvements in
adoptive immunotherapy for CML will require a better understand-
ing of the basic immunologic mechanisms involved. For example,
the specific cellular mechanisms of the GVL effect in CML are not
understood, and it is not known whether GVL and GVHD are
separate processes, if they are induced by different subsets of
immune cells, or if GVL is directed against leukemia-specific
antigens or minor histocompatibility antigens (miHAs).

To investigate these issues, we and others have used a strategy
wherein BCR-ABL1 is expressed via retroviral transduction in
murine hematopoietic stem cells to model adoptive immunotherapy
in mice with CML-like MPN.21,22 Cotransplantation of T cell–
depleted (TCD), BCR-ABL1–transduced BM together with alloge-
neic BM into lethally irradiated recipients yields mice with
CML-like leukemia that are tolerant to infusions of allogeneic
immune cells. When MHC-mismatched allogeneic donors were

Submitted January 16, 2011; accepted October 15, 2011. Prepublished online
as Blood First Edition paper, November 9, 2011; DOI 10.1182/blood-2011-01-
331009.

The online version of this article contains a data supplement.

The publication costs of this article were defrayed in part by page charge
payment. Therefore, and solely to indicate this fact, this article is hereby
marked ‘‘advertisement’’ in accordance with 18 USC section 1734.

© 2012 by The American Society of Hematology

273BLOOD, 5 JANUARY 2012 � VOLUME 119, NUMBER 1

For personal use only.on September 15, 2016. by guest  www.bloodjournal.orgFrom 

http://www.bloodjournal.org/
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/subscriptions/ToS.xhtml


used, infusion of allogeneic lymphocytes could be given at the time
of initial transplantation or delayed as much as 2 weeks after
transplantation, which resulted in equivalent eradication of leuke-
mia.21 In this setting, GVL was mediated by both CD4� and CD8�

T lymphocytes, but was accompanied by a high incidence of fatal
GVHD.21 However, when MHC-matched, miHA-mismatched allo-
geneic donors were used, a situation that more closely resembles
alloHSCT in CML patients, delayed DLI was less effective and was
unable to eradicate the leukemia in most recipients.21 In contrast,
DLI administered at the time of transplantation (early DLI)
efficiently eliminated CML-like leukemia and led to long-term
survival, an effect mediated by both CD4� and CD8� T lympho-
cytes but independent of the Fas and TNF effector pathways.22 In
the present study, we investigated the disparate effects of early or
delayed DLI in MHC-matched, miHA-mismatched allogeneic
chimeras with CML-like leukemia, and demonstrate that these
distinct immunotherapy approaches mediate GVL through funda-
mentally different mechanisms.

Methods

Mice

Balb/cAnNTac mice (H-2d) were obtained from Taconic Farms and B10.D2
(H-2d), C3H.SW (H-2b), and C57Bl/6 (H-2b) mice were purchased from
The Jackson Laboratory. B10.D2-Rag2�/� mice were generated by back-
crossing the TCR-DO11.10/RAG2 knockout line (Taconic Farms) with
wild-type B10.D2 mice.

BM transduction and transplantation

Retroviral transduction of BM from 5-fluorouracil–treated donors was
carried out as described previously.21 In experiments in which immuno-
therapy was delivered at the time of initial transplantation (early DLI),
transduced BM was TCD with biotinylated anti-CD5 Ab. When mixed
allogeneic hematopoietic chimeras were generated for immunotherapy
(delayed DLI), transduced BM was depleted of lymphoid and myelo-
erythroid lineage cells with biotinylated Abs against CD5, B220, Gr-1, and
Ter-119 (BD Biosciences) and streptavidin-conjugated magnetic mi-
crobeads (Miltenyi Biotec). TCD (2 � 105) or lineage-depleted (Lin�)
(1 � 104) BM was injected intravenously into Balb/c recipients irradiated
with 700-900 cGy. To induce allogeneic chimerism, 1 � 107 allogeneic
TCD BM cells from male B10.D2 donors were transplanted with the
BCR-ABL1–transduced BM graft into irradiated recipients. In the
C3H.SW3B6 strain pairing, TCD BM from 5-fluorouracil–treated B6
donors (CD45.1�) was transduced with BCR-ABL1 retrovirus and trans-
planted (1 � 104 cells) with 1 � 107 TCD C3H.SW BM (CD45.2�) into B6
recipients conditioned with 900 cGy � irradiation. The clinical features and
histopathology of BCR-ABL1–induced CML-like disease, B-lymphoid
leukemia, and histiocytic sarcoma were described previously.23 All mouse
experiments were approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee of Tufts Medical Center.

DLI

For early DLI treatment, allogeneic splenocytes from B10.D2 male mice
were injected IV (3 � 107 cells per recipient) at the time of transplantation.
For delayed DLI treatment, B10.D2 splenocytes were either injected
directly into chimeras with CML-like disease or were subjected to cell
depletion using biotinylated Abs against CD4, CD8, or CD5 (BD Biosci-
ences) and streptavidin-conjugated magnetic microbeads (Miltenyi Biotec).
DLI was administered weekly as described in the figure legends until
eradication of leukemia as assessed by flow cytometry was reached. The
dose of CD4-depleted (2.4 � 107, 80%), CD8-depleted (2.7 � 107, 90%),
and CD5-depleted (2.1 � 107, 70%) splenocytes was adjusted to reflect the
proportions in unfractionated DLI.

Flow cytometric analysis of chimerism

Peripheral blood chimerism was assessed by flow cytometry with an Ab
specific to an allelic variant of �2-microglobulin (�2-Mb,c clone S19.8; BD
Biosciences) that is expressed exclusively on allogeneic cells,21 whereas
leukemia was monitored through GFP expression.

Southern blot analysis

Genomic DNA samples were collected from recipient mice at the time of
death or morbidity, digested with Bgl II, and transferred to nylon
membranes after electrophoresis on a 0.8% agarose slab gel. The blots were
hybridized with a GFP probe to detect individual proviral clones, with an
ABL1 probe to detect both endogenous c-Abl1 and BCR-ABL1 provirus or
with an SRY probe to detect male sex. The proviral DNA copy number was
calculated by the ratio of the BCR-ABL1 band to the c-Abl1 band, as
described previously.23

PCR assay for Sry

Genomic DNA samples were collected from the secondary recipients at
time of death or morbidity and assayed for Sry sequences as described
previously.24

Results

Cotransplantation of allogeneic lymphocytes with
BCR-ABL1–transduced BM blocks engraftment of leukemic
stem cells (LSCs).

We21 and others22 have reported a mouse immunotherapy model of
CML-like MPN induced by BCR-ABL1 retroviral transduction of
hematopoietic stem cells, followed by transplantation into irradi-
ated syngeneic recipient mice. In this model, immune cells from an
allogeneic donor (splenocytes or lymph node cells) can be deliv-
ered either early, at the time of initial transplantation of the mixture
of BCR-ABL1–transduced BM and the allogeneic BM (Figure 1A),
or later, after the establishment of mixed allogeneic chimerism. In
both scenarios, circulating leukocytes expressing the retroviral
reporter gene—either GFP (supplemental Figure 1A, available on
the Blood Web site; see the Supplemental Materials link at the top
of the online article) or truncated nerve growth factor receptor22 can
be detected shortly after transplantation, but this likely reflects
contributions from transduced committed progenitors25 rather than
from hematopoietic stem cells. In the early DLI model, because the
same transplantation procedure is used to both initiate the leukemia
and deliver the immunotherapy, this may be quite different from the
treatment of established leukemia. In addition, it has long been
appreciated that the introduction of allogeneic lymphocytes at the
time of transplantation tends to drive hematopoietic engraftment
toward the allogeneic donor,26,27 raising the possibility that infusion
of T cells at the time of transplantation might prevent leukemia by
blocking the initial engraftment of the LSC.

We reasoned that if LSCs had engrafted and were present in
these primary recipients, it should be possible to “rescue” them
from the GVL effect by transplanting them into an immunocompe-
tent syngeneic host, whose immune system would eliminate all
allogeneic cells. To test this hypothesis, we performed secondary
BM transplantations from primary mice that received BCR-ABL1–
transduced BM and TCD allogeneic BM, with or without alloge-
neic splenocytes (B10.D23Balb/c strain pairing), into sublethally
irradiated (immunocompetent) syngeneic (Balb/c) recipients (Fig-
ure 1A). At day 14, day 7, or as early as day 4 after the initial
transplantation, we could transfer CML-like leukemia into immuno-
competent syngeneic secondary recipients from primary mice that
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did not receive splenocytes, representing bona fide evidence of
LSCs in these primary recipients (Figure 1B and supplemental
Table 1). These secondary recipients rapidly lost their allogeneic
chimerism, which is consistent with a host-versus-graft effect
(supplemental Figure 1B). In contrast, we were unable to transfer
leukemia from any primary mice that received splenocytes at the
time of the initial transplantation, indicating that LSCs were not
present in these mice at these early time points and likely failed to
engraft at all (Figure 1B and supplemental Table 1). Analysis of
BM from secondary recipients revealed that, as expected, second-
ary recipients of BM from primary mice not treated with DLI
engrafted with multiple LSCs of donor (male) origin, whereas
secondary recipients from primary DLI-treated mice had no
evidence of detectable provirus or cells of male origin, reconstitut-
ing hematopoiesis instead with host-derived (female) stem cells
(Figure 1C).

To exclude the possibility that the allogeneic immune cells
present in these primary donors might have specifically blocked
leukemic stem-cell engraftment in secondary recipients, we gener-
ated mixed chimeras with CML-like disease, harvested their BM at
day 14, and transplanted the cells into lethally or sublethally
irradiated secondary Balb/c recipients with or without allogeneic
splenocytes (1.5 � 107; supplemental Figure 2A). CML-like leuke-
mia was efficiently transplanted from primary mixed chimeras to
sublethally irradiated secondary recipients regardless of whether
allogeneic splenocytes were added to the graft, whereas lethally
irradiated recipients failed to develop CML when splenocytes were
cotransplanted (supplemental Figure 2B-C), engrafting instead
with allogeneic hematopoietic stem cells (HSCs). These observations
indicate that cotransplantation of allogeneic immune cells can exert a
potent antileukemia effect by preventing the engraftment of LSCs.

Previous studies have shown that both CD8� and CD4� T cells
mediate the antileukemic effect of early DLI in the mouse CML
model.22,28 When the dose of CD8� or CD4� T cells is decreased,
the efficiency of the antileukemic effect is also reduced, with an
increasing proportion of recipients succumbing to CML-like dis-
ease.22 To determine the effect of graded doses of T cells on LSC
engraftment, we purified CD4� allogeneic splenocytes and varied
the number of CD4� T cells added to the initial B10.D23Balb/c
graft. When the dose of CD4� T cells was successively reduced
from 6 � 106 to 0.5 � 106 CD4� cells per recipient, there was a
decrease in the antileukemic effect of early DLI, with an increasing
proportion of recipients succumbing to CML-like MPN with
successively shorter latency and survival (Figure 2A). However,
analysis of the frequency of leukemia-initiating cells in these
recipients demonstrated that reductions in the dose of CD4� T cells
were correlated with an increasing number of engrafting LSCs
(Figure 2B), from 2-3 proviral clones to the polyclonal (� 10 clones)
leukemia that is characteristic of the CML-like MPN induced in
recipients who are not treated with DLI in this model23,29 (Figure
2C). These results demonstrate that the predominant antileukemic
mechanism of early DLI is to prevent the engraftment of LSCs in
this mouse CML model.

Attenuation of CML-like leukemia in mixed chimeras by
reduction in LSC dose

To study the mechanism of immunotherapy against established
CML-like leukemia in this mouse model, we returned our focus to
the administration of delayed DLI to allogeneic mixed chimeras
with CML-like disease, which resemble CML patients with cytoge-
netic relapse of disease after alloHSCT. In our previous study,21 the
effectiveness of delayed DLI in the MHC-matched setting was

Figure 1. Cotransplantation of allogeneic splenocytes with BCR-ABL1–transduced
BM blocks the engraftment of LSCs. (A) Schematic diagram of secondary transplanta-
tion experiment. Primary Balb/c recipients (H-2d) were lethally irradiated (700-900 cGy) and
received BCR-ABL1–transduced TCD syngeneic BM and TCD allogeneic BM from
MHC-matched (H-2d), miHA-mismatched B10.D2 donors, with (dotted line) or without
allogeneic splenocytes (DLI) administered at the time of transplantation (Early) or
beginning 2 weeks after transplantation (Delayed). At different intervals after the primary
transplantation, recipient BM was transplanted into sublethally (400-450 cGy) irradiated
secondary Balb/c recipients, who were followed for development of CML-like leukemia.
(B) Survival curve depicting the time to morbidity or death from CML-like disease of
secondary recipients of BM from primary mice that received allogeneic splenocytes at the
time of initial transplantation (�DLI; dashed lines) or did not receive allogeneic splenocytes
(no DLI; solid lines). The secondary BMT was performed at 14 days (red curves), 7 days
(green curves), or 4 days (blue curves) after the primary transplantation. Note that in this
model, CML-like leukemia is not transplanted with 100% efficiency even from nonchimeric
donors.29 (C) Southern blot analysis of genomic DNAfrom spleens of secondary recipients
in panel C (d14 cohort) harvested at day 56 after BMT. The blot was hybridized with a GFP
probe that detects individual LSC clones (top panel), an ABL1 probe that detects murine
c-Abl1 and BCR-ABL1, allowing quantification of proviral DNA content23 (middle panels),
and an SRY probe to detect male (donor) sex (bottom panel). Lanes 1-10 are from
recipients of BM from DLI-treated primary mice, lanes 11-19 from recipients of primary mice
who did not receive DLI, DNAfrom normal female and male Balb/c mice, and from a control
cell line (C) containing a mixture of 2 proviral clones are on the right. Note that secondary
recipients of BM from primary mice treated with early DLI did not engraft with any male
BCR-ABL1� stem cells. Similar results were obtained with analysis of the day 7 cohort
(data not shown).
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limited primarily by the rapid pace of the chronic-phase CML-like
disease in mice, which allowed only a short 2-week window
between engraftment and death for DLI to be effective. However,
studies in CML patients have suggested that GVL responses after
DLI require weeks to months to be manifest.8 The aggressiveness
of murine CML is primarily because of the polyclonal nature of the
leukemia,23 and a previous study indicated that the CML-like
disease could be converted into a more indolent oligoclonal or
monoclonal disease by transplantation of limited numbers of Lin�

BCR-ABL1–transduced BM cells.30 In this strategy, lineage deple-
tion is essential to eliminate target cells for BCR-ABL1–induced
B-cell acute lymphoblastic leukemia, which have the characteris-
tics of early lymphoid progenitors and can cause death of recipients
from lymphoid leukemia.23,31

We tested the utility of this approach by performing limiting
dilution repopulation of irradiated syngeneic Balb/c recipient mice
with BCR-ABL1–transduced BM without allogeneic donor cells.
We observed a gradual prolongation of survival associated with

decreased transplanted cell dose that was optimal (median survival,
40 days) at a dose of approximately 1 � 104 cells per recipient,
whereas recipients of lower cell doses failed to engraft efficiently
with leukemia (Figure 3A). This was correlated with a gradual
reduction in the clonality of the leukemia as assessed by Southern
blotting, down to 1 or 2 clones per recipient (Figure 3B). Therefore,
repopulation of mice with one or a few LSCs attenuates the severity
of the CML-like leukemia and prolongs survival of recipients. We
then tested the effect of cotransplanting different ratios of BCR-
ABL1–transduced, Lin� syngeneic (Balb/c) cells and allogeneic
(B10.D2) TCD BM cells on chimerism and survival. The results
indicated that a mixture of 1 � 104 Lin� BCR-ABL1–transduced
BM (containing 1-2 LSCs, Figure 3B) and a 100- to 500-fold excess
of TCD allogeneic HSCs (based on an abundance of 1 HSC per
105 normal BM cells) was associated with a median survival of more
than 40 days (Figure 3C) and yielded excellent allogeneic chimerism
over a period of 14-50 days after transplantation (Figure 3D).

Figure 2. Reduction in CD4� T-cell dose in early DLI
is correlated with increased engraftment of LSCs.
(A) Survival curve of B10.D23Balb/c recipients of BCR-
ABL1–transduced BM treated with early DLI with the
indicated dose of purified CD4� splenocytes (n � 5 for
each cohort). As controls, recipients received either no
DLI (no splenocytes, solid line) or DLI with unfraction-
ated splenocytes at the standard dose (1.5 � 107 spleno-
cytes). (B) Southern blot analysis of leukemia-initiating
cell frequency in genomic DNA of BM from the cohorts in
panel A. The blot was hybridized with a GFP probe (top
panel) to quantify the number of engrafting LSCs or with
an ABL1 probe (bottom panels) to quantify proviral DNA
content, as in Figure 1C. Note that recipients of 4 � 106

T cells had only 1-2 clones per leukemic recipient. The
band indicated by the asterisk is a background band.
(C) Quantification of frequency of engrafting LSCs from
the data shown in panel B. The difference in number of
engrafting LSCs between untreated recipients and recipi-
ents of 4 � 106 CD4� splenocytes was significant
(P � .0002, unpaired t test).
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Combined therapy with delayed DLI and an ABL1 kinase
inhibitor results in prolonged leukemia-free survival of
mixed-allogeneic chimeras with BCR-ABL1–induced CML-like
disease

A complementary strategy to extend the time period available for
immunotherapy in the CML model is treatment of recipient
chimeras with an ABL1 kinase inhibitor such as imatinib mesylate,
which significantly prolongs the survival of mice reconstituted with
larger numbers of BCR-ABL1–transduced cells32 and has been used
in combination with DLI in CML patients relapsing after al-
loHSCT.33,34 To test this approach, we generated mice with mixed
allogeneic chimerism (B10.D23Balb/c) and CML-like MPN
using the conditions defined in Figure 3C, and treated cohorts
either with delayed DLI (allogeneic splenocytes) alone, imatinib at
a low-intermediate dose (approximately 30 mg/kg once daily by
oral gavage), or with both modalities (supplemental Figure 3).
Treatment with imatinib alone prolonged survival but did not
eradicate the leukemia, as the mice relapsed and succumbed to
CML-like disease when the drug was discontinued (supplemental
Figure 3 dotted line). In contrast, the addition of delayed DLI to
imatinib treatment resulted in significantly prolonged survival
relative to untreated mice and led to probable cure when kinase
inhibitor therapy was discontinued. The surviving mice in this
cohort had no evidence of circulating GFP� leukemia cells (data
not shown) and no overt evidence of GVHD.

In subsequent experiments, we increased the dose of imatinib to
100-200 mg/kg/d (near the maximum tolerated dose in mice35) and
increased the conditioning radiation dose from approximately
670 to approximately 750 cGy. Under these conditions, disease
eradication and long-term survival was reproducibly achieved in
80%-100% of recipients treated with imatinib and delayed DLI
(Figure 4A). Flow cytometric analysis of peripheral blood demon-
strated elimination of circulating GFP� leukemic cells in the
majority of recipients of combined DLI plus imatinib therapy after
3 weeks of treatment, with conversion to full allogeneic chimerism
(Figure 4B). Southern blot analysis confirmed the eradication of
CML stem cells in these recipients, with replacement by male
HSCs of allogeneic origin (Figure 4C). Interim analysis of the
different cohorts of leukemic mixed allogeneic chimeras that were
undergoing treatment demonstrated that therapy with imatinib
alone was able to control but not eliminate the CML-like MPN,
whereas combined treatment with imatinib and delayed DLI
resulted in progressive elimination of the CML-like disease,
restoration of normal organ histopathology, and conversion toward
full allogeneic chimerism (supplemental Figure 4).

In human CML patients treated by allografting, DLI is effective
across multiple HLA types.8 In our model, we also demonstrated the
efficacy of allogeneic DLI in a second MHC-matched, miHA-
mismatched strain pairing, C3H.SW3B6 (H-2b, supplemental Figure
5). These results demonstrate that combination treatment of leukemic
mixed chimeras with delayed DLI and kinase inhibitor therapy can yield
potent GVL effects across multiple MHC backgrounds in a scenario that
is relevant to allografted CML patients.

Figure 3 (continued) cells and GFP� cells versus time after BMT for the cohort that
received the 1:500 mixture of BCR-ABL1–transduced and allogeneic BM from the
experiment shown in panel C. Note the high level of allogeneic chimerism that
persists until leukemic progression at 7 weeks. The GFP� population between days
21 and 42 contained some cells that were allotype-positive because of phagocytosis
of GFP� leukemic cells by allogeneic macrophages.21

Figure 3. Prolonged survival of allogeneic chimeras engrafted with limiting
numbers of LSCs. (A) Survival curve of Balb/c recipients of BCR-ABL1–transduced
TCD BM from 5-fluorouracil–treated syngeneic donors injected with the indicated
numbers of total BM cells. (B) Southern blot analysis of spleen genomic DNA from the
cohorts shown in panel A. Lanes 1 and 2 were from recipients of 1 � 103

BCR-ABL1–transduced BM cells, lanes 3-5 received 3 � 103 transduced cells, lanes
6-8 received 1 � 104 transduced cells, lanes 9-11 received 3 � 104 transduced cells,
lanes 12-15 received 1 � 105 transduced cells, whereas lanes 16 and 17 received
5 � 105 transduced cells. Lanes 19-21 were from control cell lines each containing a
single provirus. Note that reduction in BM cell dose to � 1 � 104 cells results in
repopulation with 1-2 LSCs. (C) Survival curve of mixed allogeneic chimeras
repopulated with limiting numbers of TCD LSCs, together with increasing numbers of
TCD allogeneic BM cells. The numbers represent the ratio of LSCs in 1 � 104

BCR-ABL1–transduced TCD BM cells (approximately 2) to the number of allogeneic
HSCs (assuming 1 HSC per 105 BM cells). Control mice received 2 � 105 syngeneic
BCR-ABL1–transduced TCD BM cells only. (D) Percentage of circulating allogeneic
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GVL effect of delayed DLI is directed against miHAs shared by
normal and leukemic HSCs, but not BCR-ABL1 or GFP

Whereas BCR-ABL1 (human) and GFP (jellyfish) are foreign
proteins in this mouse model system, it is possible that epitopes
derived from these potential antigens were responsible for the GVL
effect of DLI that we observed. To test this possibility, we

compared the GVL effect of syngeneic (Balb/c) and allogeneic
(B10.D2) DLI in B10.D23Balb/c chimeras with CML-like leuke-
mia. In combination with imatinib treatment, allogeneic spleno-
cytes were effective at clearing the leukemia, whereas recipients of
syngeneic DLI succumbed to CML-like disease with similar latency as
untreated chimeras regardless of whether inhibitory regulatory T cells

Figure 4. Delayed DLI and imatinib therapy leads to pro-
longed leukemia-free survival in MHC-matched/miHA-
mismatched chimeras with BCR-ABL1–induced CML-like dis-
ease. (A) Survival curve for cohorts of Balb/c recipients of
BCR-ABL1–transduced Lin� Balb/c BM (1 � 104 cells) mixed with
500-fold excess of MHC-matched allogeneic stem cells
(B10.D23Balb/c donors). All recipients developed mixed hemato-
poietic chimerism with CML-like leukemia (GFP� myeloid cells) at
day 14 after transplantation. Beginning at day 14, mice were
treated with repeated weekly infusions of allogeneic (B10.D2)
splenocytes (3 � 107 cells per treatment, total of 5 infusions per
recipient), treated with high-dose imatinib (100 mg/kg once daily
by oral gavage), or a combination of the 2 (DLI � imatinib).
Imatinib treatment was discontinued at day 49 (indicated by the
vertical dotted line and asterisk). The addition of delayed DLI to
imatinib resulted in superior survival compared with imatinib alone
(P � .0001, Mantel-Cox test), whereas the survival difference
between cohorts receiving DLI � imatinib and DLI only was of
borderline significance (P � .072). (B) Flow cytometric analysis of
peripheral blood leukocytes from 5 representative mice each from
the 4 cohorts in panel A, analyzed at 5 weeks after transplantation
(after 3 DLI doses). Allogeneic chimerism (Y-axis) was detected
by a polymorphism in �2-microglobulin as described in “Methods,”
whereas GFP� cells (X-axis) represent BCR-ABL1–expressing
leukemic cells. The percentage of allotype-positive and GFP�

cells in each plot is indicated. Note the eradication of leukemia in
the majority of recipients treated with DLI � imatinib compared
with the persistent leukemia in control or imatinib-only mice.
(C) Southern blot analysis of genomic DNA from the cohorts in
panel A, harvested at day 120 after BMT. Paired samples from the
spleen (S) and BM (B) of the same individual mouse are grouped
by the bars; all other samples are from the spleen. Lanes with
DNA from normal female mice are indicated, whereas C indicates
DNA from cell lines containing 1 or 2 proviral copies. The blot was
hybridized with probes for GFP and ABL1 as in Figure 1C. The
band indicated by the asterisk is a background band.
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were first depleted from the infused splenocytes (Figure 5A). Therefore,
BCR-ABL1 and GFP alone are insufficient as target antigens, and
miHA differences are absolutely required for GVL.

To investigate whether the GVL effect of allogeneic DLI is
mediated by an immune response directed specifically at BCR-
ABL1–expressing LSCs or against miHA shared by normal HSCs,
we serially transplanted BM from leukemic B10.D23Balb/c
chimeras that were treated with allogeneic DLI to syngeneic
immunocompetent female Balb/c recipients (Figure 5B). Because
normal (untransduced) Balb/c HSCs are cotransplanted with BCR-
ABL1–transduced HSCs to generate the primary chimeras,21 we
reasoned that these normal (male) HSCs might persist in DLI-
treated chimeras if the GVL effect were specific to LSCs. Whereas
CML-like leukemia could be efficiently transplanted into second-
ary recipients from primary chimeras treated with syngeneic DLI,
the majority of recipients of BM from primary chimeras treated
with allogeneic DLI remained free of leukemia (Figure 5C) with no
detectable circulating GFP� cells (data not shown). To assess the
presence of donor-derived male hematopoiesis in these secondary
recipients, we used a PCR assay for the Sry gene in genomic DNA
from hematopoietic tissues that was capable of detecting approxi-
mately 3% male DNA content (supplemental Figure 6). Except for
a recipient of BM from a leukemic primary mouse who failed DLI
treatment (Figure 5D lanes 41-42), Sry sequences were not
detectable in any recipients of BM from primary chimeras success-
fully treated with allogeneic DLI plus imatinib or with DLI alone
(Figure 5D). In contrast, Sry was readily detected in secondary
recipients of BM from imatinib-treated primary mice that devel-
oped CML-like leukemia (Figure 5D lanes 12-14), or of BM from
control male Balb/c donors (Figure 5D lanes 81-84). These results
suggest that the anti-CML effect of DLI is directed against the
entire population of miHA-mismatched HSCs regardless of whether
they express BCR-ABL1.

The GVL effect of delayed DLI is mediated predominantly by
CD8� splenocytes

To determine the T-cell subsets responsible for the GVL effect of
delayed DLI, we fractionated splenocytes by selectively depleting
CD4� or CD8� cells. The resulting depleted splenocyte popula-
tions, when reanalyzed by FACS, had approximately 0.7% or 0.5%
residual CD4� or CD8� T-cell content, respectively (supplemental
Figure 7A). The GVL activity of the CD4- and CD8-depleted
splenocytes was compared with that of the same relative dose of
total unfractionated splenocytes using 4 DLI treatments of MHC-
matched/miHA-mismatched leukemic chimeras generated using
the transplantation conditions described in Figure 4. Under these

Figure 5. GVL is directed against miHAs shared by normal and leukemic stem
cells. (A) Survival curve for B10.D23Balb/c mixed allogeneic chimeras with CML

Figure 5 (continued) who were untreated (red curve), or treated with weekly DLI
(total of 3 infusions beginning at day 14 after BMT) of syngeneic (Balb/c) or allogeneic
(B10.D2, black curve) DLI. For syngeneic DLI, splenocytes were given either
unfractionated (blue curve) or after depletion of CD25� regulatory T cells (purple
curve). (B) Schematic diagram of secondary transplantation experiment. BM from
primary chimeras (B10.D23Balb/c) treated with allogeneic DLI � imatinib, DLI
alone, imatinib alone, or no treatment was transplanted to sublethally
(450 cGy) irradiated syngeneic female Balb/c recipients. The secondary transplanta-
tion was performed either at the time of morbidity or death of the primary chimera or at
least 100 days after the primary transplantation. (C) Survival curve of secondary
recipients of BM from primary leukemic chimeras that were untreated (Control) or
treated with imatinib only, allogeneic DLI only, or the combination of DLI � imatinib.
Note that in this experiment, imatinib treatment decreased the efficiency of secondary
transplantation of CML-like leukemia to 50%. (D) PCR assay for male Sry sequences
in hematopoietic tissues (S � spleen, B � BM, and L � lymph node) of the second-
ary recipients from panel C.
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conditions, the administration of DLI with unfractionated spleno-
cytes in combination with imatinib at 100 mg/kg/d resulted in
eradication of leukemia and cure in 100% of recipients (Figure
6A). Interestingly, depletion of CD4� T cells had little impact on
the GVL activity of delayed DLI, with the majority of recipients
also clearing their GFP� leukemia and converting to full allogeneic
chimerism (Figure 6A-B). In contrast, depletion of CD8� T cells
profoundly impaired the antileukemic effect of delayed DLI
(Figure 6A), with the majority of recipients failing to clear their
leukemia (Figure 6B). In addition, most recipients of CD8-depleted
DLI had evidence of clinical GVHD, with weight loss (supplemen-

tal Figure 7B) and skin changes (data not shown). The predominant
role of CD8� T cells in mediating GVL against CML-like leukemia
was confirmed in an independent experiment in which purified
CD8� splenocytes were used as the source of DLI (Figure 6C).
These results differed fundamentally from those after early DLI
when T cells are administered at the time of initial transplantation
of BCR-ABL–transduced stem cells, in which there are approxi-
mately equal antileukemic contributions from both CD4� and
CD8� T cells.22 Therefore, our results demonstrate that allogeneic
T lymphocytes use different cellular mechanisms to block the
engraftment of LSCs or to eradicate established CML-like leukemia.

Figure 6. CD8� T cells mediate GVL against CML-
like leukemia. (A) Survival curve for B10.D23Balb/c
mixed allogeneic chimeras with CML that were un-
treated (Control) or treated with imatinib alone (100 mg/
kg/d) or in combination with weekly DLI (total of 4 infu-
sions beginning at day 14 after BMT) of unfractionated
(Total splenocytes, solid line), CD4-depleted, or CD8-
depleted splenocytes. Imatinib treatment was stopped
at day 77 (vertical dotted line). The difference in survival
between recipients of CD4-depleted DLI and recipients
treated with imatinib only or with CD8-depleted DLI was
significant (P � .0329 and P � .0059, respectively, by
Mantel-Cox tests), whereas there was no significant
difference in survival of recipients treated with total
splenocyte DLI versus CD4-depleted DLI, or of recipi-
ents treated with CD8-depleted DLI versus imatinib
only. (B) FACS analysis of leukemia burden (percentage
of GFP� leukocytes, X-axis) and allogeneic chimerism
(�2-microglobulin b allele, Y-axis) at day 49 (2 weeks
after the last DLI) in 5 representative recipients of DLI
with total (top row), CD4-depleted (middle row), or
CD8-depleted (bottom row) splenocytes. Note the eradi-
cation of GFP� cells and full allogeneic chimerism in
most recipients of CD4-depleted splenocytes, but persis-
tent leukemia in most recipients treated with CD8-
depleted splenocytes. (C) Survival curve for an indepen-
dent transplantation cohort of B10.D23Balb/c allogeneic
chimeras with CML-like leukemia that were treated with
imatinib and DLI consisting of CD4- or CD8-depleted
splenocytes or purified CD8� splenocytes, with imatinib
treatment stopped at day 42 after transplantation (verti-
cal dotted line). The survival of recipients treated with
either CD4-depleted or CD8� DLI was significantly
improved compared with the CD8-depleted arm
(P � .0209 and .0278, respectively, by Mantel-Cox
tests), whereas there was no significant difference in
survival of recipients of CD8-depeleted DLI versus
control (P � .4259).
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Non-T cells make a minor contribution to GVL against CML-like
leukemia in MHC-matched/miHA-mismatched chimeras

Our results demonstrate that delayed DLI with allogeneic spleno-
cytes can cure mice with CML-like leukemia. The splenocyte
population used for DLI is a heterogeneous mixture of CD4�

T cells (	 20%), CD8� T cells (	 10%), B220� B cells (	 30%),
CD11b� myeloid cells (	 20%), and NK1.1� NK cells (	 2%-

4%). To determine whether immune cells other than T lymphocytes
can mediate GVL in this model, we depleted splenocytes of CD5�

T cells using anti-CD5 mAb (supplemental Figure 7A), and treated
MHC-matched/miHA-mismatched leukemic chimeras with DLI
and/or imatinib. In one experiment, we observed a modest but
significant prolongation of the survival of a cohort of chimeric
leukemic recipients after infusion of CD5-depleted splenocytes
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Figure 7. Contribution of non-T cells to GVL against CML-like leukemia. (A) Survival curve for leukemic allogeneic chimeras (B10.D23Balb/c) treated with imatinib
(100 mg/kg) alone or in combination with DLI consisting of unfractionated splenocytes (SPL; 3 � 107 total splenocytes per treatment, 4 infusions per recipient), CD5-depleted
splenocytes (2.1 � 107 CD5-depleted splenocytes per treatment), or CD5� splenocytes (0.9 � 107 CD5� splenocytes per treatment). The numbers of CD5� cells were
adjusted to equal the number of T cells in the unfractionated DLI arm. Both imatinib and DLI treatments were discontinued at day 35 (vertical dotted line). The addition of
delayed DLI to imatinib resulted in superior survival compared with imatinib alone (P � .0001 by Mantel-Cox test), whereas the survival differences between cohorts receiving
CD5� splenocytes, imatinib only, and control were not statistically significant. (B) Flow cytometric analysis of allogeneic chimerism (�2-microglobulin allotype, y-axis) and
leukemic burden (GFP� cells, x-axis) in peripheral blood leukocytes from 5 representative mice each from the cohorts in panel A analyzed at day 43 after transplantation. The
percentage of allotype-positive and GFP� cells in each plot is indicated. Note the eradication of leukemia in the majority of recipients treated with total splenocytes � imatinib
and CD5� splenocytes � imatinib compared with persistent leukemia in other groups. (C) Survival curve of leukemic allogeneic chimeras (B10.D23Balb/c) treated with
imatinib and weekly infusions of allogeneic splenocytes from wild-type B10.D2 allogeneic donors (B10.D2-wt, 3 � 107 cells per treatment for a total of 4 infusions) or
Rag2-deficient B10.D2 donors (B10.D2-Rag2�/�, 8-10 � 106 cells per treatment). Both treatments were discontinued at day 35 (vertical dotted line). The survival of recipients
treated with imatinib � B10.D2-wt DLI was prolonged relative to the imatinib-only cohort (P � .012 by Mantel-Cox test), but there was no significant survival advantage
imparted by B10.D2-Rag2�/� DLI. (D) Flow cytometric analysis of peripheral blood of 5 representative leukemic chimeras, analyzed at day 34 after transplantation (after
3 doses of DLI treatment). The percentage of allogeneic chimerism (y-axis) and GFP� leukemic cells (x-axis) in indicated. Note the relative reduction of GFP� cells and the high
degree of allogeneic chimerism in some recipients of B10.D2 Rag2�/� DLI. (E) Percentage of GFP� peripheral blood cells of individual recipients in each cohort over time. Note
the relatively low burden of leukemic cells in some individuals receiving B10.D2-Rag2�/� DLI, with subsequent relapse after treatment cessation at day 35 (dotted lines).
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(supplemental Figure 8), with clearance of leukemia in 2 of
7 recipients. However, in a second experiment, CD5-depleted DLI
was less effective, with a slight prolongation of survival that was
not significant (Figure 7A) and a failure to clear circulating
leukemia cells in the majority of recipients (Figure 7B). Whereas
there was 1 long-term survivor in this cohort, this mouse had
persistent leukemia in the BM at necropsy at the conclusion of the
trial (data not shown). In contrast, DLI with either unfractionated
splenocytes or with the equivalent number of purified CD5�

splenocytes mediated effective GVL against CML-like leukemia.
Several lines of evidence suggest that NK cells may contribute

to the GVL effect against human CML, because the expression of
particular NK-cell receptors or host ligands36-38 is correlated with
decreased relapse in allografted CML patients. To address more
directly the possibility that NK cells might contribute to GVL
against murine CML-like leukemia, we used B10.D2 mice with
homozygous null mutations in the Rag2 gene, which have spleens
with no detectable CD3� T cells and are enriched in NK1.1� NK
cells (supplemental Figure 9A), as the source of DLI. Leukemic
mixed chimeras (B10.D23Balb/c) were treated with imatinib
alone or imatinib in combination with splenocyte DLI from
B10.D2 wild-type or Rag2�/� donors. Despite the large number of
NK cells present in the DLI population from B10.D2 Rag2�/�

donors (	 4 � 106 NK cells per infusion for a total of 4 infusions),
only the cohort treated with imatinib plus DLI from B10.D2
wild-type donors exhibited significantly prolonged survival (Figure
7C), with 90% of recipients clearing their leukemia (Figure 7D). In
contrast, the majority of mice receiving DLI from B10.D2 Rag2�/�

donors succumbed to leukemia shortly after cessation of imatinib
treatment at day 35 after transplantation, although 40% of this
cohort survived longer than 8 weeks (Figure 7C). Analysis of levels
of allogeneic chimerism and circulating GFP� leukemic cells
(Figure 7D-E) showed that NK cell–enriched DLI was able to
decrease the leukemic burden in some recipients in which � 4%
circulating allogeneic NK cells were detected (supplemental Figure
9B), but the effect was transient and did not lead to elimination of
LSCs. Consistent with this, there was no significant difference in
the frequency of LSCs in the cohorts treated with imatinib or
imatinib plus DLI from B10.D2 Rag2�/� donors as assessed by
Southern blot (data not shown). These results suggest that NK cells
make only a minor contribution to the GVL effect of allogeneic
splenocyte infusions under the conditions used in this model
system.

Discussion

Eradication of malignant disease and permanent cure of the patient
is the ultimate goal of all cancer therapies. Whereas ABL1 kinase
inhibitors have been an enormous clinical success and become the
standard initial therapy for CML, it is now clear that the majority of
CML patients are not cured by imatinib,15,16 and immunotherapy is
a compelling avenue to explore as a complementary, potentially
curative strategy. DLI from an allogeneic donor can induce
remissions in the majority of CML patients who relapse after
alloHSCT,4,5 but at the cost of significant GVHD and graft
failure.6,7 Nonmyeloablative or reduced-intensity conditioning regi-
mens can induce mixed hematopoietic chimerism in allografted
CML patients,39,40 but DLI and conversion to full allogeneic
chimerism is still complicated by frequent GVHD. In the imatinib
era, exploiting the GVL effect in CML will require a better
understanding of the basic immunologic mechanisms involved. For

example, it is not known whether the GVL and GVHD are separate
processes, if they are induced by different subsets of immune cells,
if GVL actually represents GVHD that is restricted to the hemato-
poietic system, or if leukemia-specific antigens or miHAs are
responsible for the immune responses.

In the present study, we used a physiologically relevant model
of CML in laboratory mice to investigate the mechanisms of DLI in
an MHC-matched, miHA-mismatched setting. When allogeneic
immune cells are infused at the time of transplantation of BCR-
ABL1–transduced BM (early DLI), they are effective at preventing
fatal CML-like leukemia in both MHC-mismatched21 and MHC-
matched22 chimeras. However, because the same transplantation
procedure is used to both initiate the leukemia and deliver the
immunotherapy, this may differ from immunotherapy of estab-
lished CML-like leukemia. In addition, several lines of evidence
suggest that the introduction of allogeneic lymphocytes or NK cells
at the time of transplantation tends to drive hematopoietic engraft-
ment toward the allogeneic donor.26,27,41 We demonstrate herein
that in recipients of early DLI, CML-like leukemia cannot be
adoptively transferred into sublethally irradiated syngeneic second-
ary recipients as early as 4 days after primary transplantation,
indicating that cotransplantation of allogeneic lymphocytes at the
time of transplantation prevents the engraftment of BCR-ABL1–
transduced stem cells. Whereas male-derived hematopoiesis (origi-
nating from the syngeneic Balb/c donor) is not observed in these
secondary recipients (Figure 1C), the effect of early DLI on HSC
engraftment appears to be directed against both BCR-ABL1–
transduced and normal stem cells. When the number of T lympho-
cytes delivered via early DLI is successively reduced, some
recipients fail to clear their leukemia, but analysis of LSC
frequency in these recipients demonstrates that this is because of
the escape of limiting numbers of leukemia-initiating cells and
their subsequent engraftment (Figure 2), causing sustained and
fatal MPN. Our results demonstrate a potent anti-engraftment
effect of allogeneic splenocytes that might be exploited in myeloid
leukemia patients treated by autologous transplantation.42

To study the mechanism of GVL in a setting that models the
cytogenetic relapse of CML after alloHSCT, in which GVL
responses require weeks to months to be manifest,8 we developed
methods to attenuate the severity of the CML-like disease by
engrafting fewer LSCs and treating leukemia chimeras with
imatinib (Figure 3). This procedure allowed the delivery of
multiple rounds of delayed DLI that gradually resulted in clearance
of circulating leukemia cells and long-term survival (Figure 4). The
specific antigens involved in the GVL effect of delayed DLI are
unknown, but it is likely that neither BCR-ABL1 nor GFP are
major contributors, because infusion of splenocytes from synge-
neic Balb/c donors was ineffective in mediating a GVL response
(Figure 5). In addition, because residual normal syngeneic donor-
derived HSCs do not persist in DLI-treated chimeras (Figure 5), the
immune response appears to be directed equally against normal
HSCs and LSCs. Therefore, it is likely that miHAs play a
significant role in the GVL response to CML-like MPN, and this
model system provides a platform for identifying these antigens.

Although CD4� T cells play a significant role in blocking the
engraftment of BCR-ABL1� stem cells (Figure 2 and Matte et al22),
there was little contribution by CD4� splenocytes in the GVL effect
of delayed DLI in allogeneic chimeras with established CML
(Figure 6), emphasizing that different cellular mechanisms are
involved. In the early DLI model, GVL mediated by CD4� T cells
is substantially but not completely reduced against leukemia target
cells lacking MHC-II antigen expression,28,43 suggesting roles both
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for cytolytic CD4� cells and for indirect, cytokine-mediated
effects. It is plausible that some of these actions may be directed
against processes involved in engagement of the HSC BM niche by
the transplanted stem cells, such as adhesion and migration. In
contrast, the GVL effect of delayed DLI was mediated predomi-
nantly by CD8� T lymphocytes (Figure 6), which is consistent with
the fact that most miHAs are presented in the context of MHC-I.
Experiments to assess directly the role of MHC-I and MHC-II
expression in the GVL response to delayed DLI are in progress.

We did not observe prominent signs or histopathological
evidence of GVHD in allogeneic recipients of delayed splenocyte
DLI when assessed at day 35 after transplantation (supplemental
Figure 4), but did observe weight loss and skin changes consistent
with GVHD in recipients of CD8-depleted DLI (supplemental
Figure 7), which is consistent with previous studies showing
GVHD in this strain pairing to be CD4 dependent and to
predominantly involve the skin.44 When an empty MIG retrovirus
was used for BM transduction, we observed only minimal GVHD
in nonleukemic allogeneic chimeras treated with total or CD8-
depleted splenocyte DLI (data not shown), suggesting that delayed
DLI may be less potent for the induction of GVHD in this model
than delivery of T cells at the time of acute radiation injury and BM
transplantation. Our future immunotherapy studies will focus more
on the C3H.SW3B6 strain pairing (supplemental Figure 5), in
which GVHD responses are more robust.45

In addition to T lymphocytes, clinical studies suggest that NK
cells may play a role in the GVL response in allografted CML
patients. In such patients, donor-derived NK cells with cytolytic
activity against CML cell lines and primary host CML progenitors
can be identified,46,47 and retrospective analyses suggest that GVL
effects of alloHSCT for CML are correlated with rapid recovery of
donor-derived NK populations48 and with the expression of specific
inhibitory49 and activating38 NK receptors. However, direct evi-
dence for the participation of NK cells in adoptive immunotherapy
for CML is lacking. The observation that immunotherapy with
purified CD8� T cells was somewhat less effective than DLI with
CD4-depleted splenocytes (Figure 6C) suggests that non-T cells,

possibly NK cells, might cooperate with cytotoxic T cells in the
GVL response. However, when Rag2-deficient donors were tested
as the source of DLI, the effects on leukemia burden and survival
were modest and temporary. Interestingly, we have observed robust
GVL effects of splenocyte DLI against CML-like leukemia when
the leukemia targets lack expression of MHC class I molecules
(Y.-F.L. and R.A.V., unpublished data), suggesting that NK cells
can indeed mediate potent antileukemic effects when the influence
of inhibitory NK receptor signaling triggered by self-MHC is
negated. This model of adoptive immunotherapy will be useful in
understanding the relative roles of T lymphocytes and NK cells in
the GVL effect against CML, in defining the mechanisms of LSC
killing, and in testing methods to optimize GVL by T and NK cells
while minimizing GVHD. This should in turn lead to improve-
ments in immunotherapy for CML and other leukemias.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank the Flow Cytometry and Small Animal Services
Core Facilities of the Tufts Medical Center Cancer Center for
invaluable assistance.

This work was supported by grants from the National Institutes
of Health (CA090576 to R.A.V. and HL093981 to H.K. and
R.A.V.).

Authorship

Contribution: Y.-F.L., R.A.V., and H.K. designed the experiments;
Y.-F.L., L.C.G, M.B., and K.L. performed the experiments, and
Y.-F.L. and R.A.V.E. wrote the manuscript.

Conflict-of-interest disclosure: The authors declare no compet-
ing financial interests.

Correspondence: Richard A. Van Etten, MD, PhD, Molecular
Oncology Research Institute, Tufts Medical Ctr, 800 Washington St,
no. 5609, Boston, MA02111; e-mail: rvanetten@tuftsmedicalcenter.org.

References

1. Quintás-Cardama A, Cortes J. Molecular biology
of bcr-abl1-positive chronic myeloid leukemia.
Blood. 2009;113(8):1619-1630.

2. Barrett J. Allogeneic stem cell transplantation for
chronic myeloid leukemia. Semin Hematol. 2003;
40(1):59-71.

3. Horowitz MM, Gale RP, Sondel PM, et al. Graft-
versus-leukemia reactions after bone marrow
transplantation. Blood. 1990;75(3):555-562.

4. Kolb HJ, Mittermuller J, Clemm C, et al. Donor
leukocyte transfusions for treatment of recurrent
chronic myelogenous leukemia in marrow trans-
plant patients. Blood. 1990;76(12):2462-2465.

5. Porter DL, Roth MS, McGarigle C, Ferrara JL,
Antin JH. Induction of graft-versus-host disease
as immunotherapy for relapsed chronic myeloid
leukemia. N Engl J Med. 1994;330(2):100-106.

6. Kolb HJ, Schattenberg A, Goldman JM, et al.
Graft-versus-leukemia effect of donor lymphocyte
transfusions in marrow grafted patients. Blood.
1995;86(5):2041-2050.

7. Collins RHJ, Shpilberg O, Drobyski WR, et al.
Donor leukocyte infusions in 140 patients with
relapsed malignancy after allogeneic bone mar-
row transplantation. J Clin Oncol. 1997;15(2):
433-444.

8. Kolb HJ, Schmidt C, Barrett AJ, Schendel DJ.
Graft-versus-leukemia reactions in allogeneic chi-
meras. Blood. 2004;103(3):767-776.

9. Mackinnon S, Papadopoulos EB, Carabasi MH,
et al. Adoptive immunotherapy evaluating esca-
lating doses of donor leukocytes for relapse of
chronic myeloid leukemia after bone marrow
transplantation: separation of graft-versus-leuke-
mia responses from graft-versus-host disease.
Blood. 1995;86(4):1261-1268.

10. Giralt S, Hester J, Huh Y, et al. CD8-depleted do-
nor leukocyte infusions as treatment for relapsed
chronic myelogenous leukemia after allogeneic
bone marrow transplantation: graft vs. leukemia
without graft vs. host disease. Blood. 1995;
86(11):4337-4343.

11. Alyea EP, Soiffer RJ, Canning C, et al. Toxicity
and efficacy of defined doses of CD4(�) donor
lymphocytes for treatment of relapse after alloge-
neic bone marrow transplant. Blood. 1998;91(10):
3671-3680.

12. O’Brien SG, Guilhot F, Larson RA, et al. Imatinib
compared with interferon and low-dose cytara-
bine for newly diagnosed chronic-phase myeloid
leukemia. N Engl J Med. 2003;348(11):994-1004.

13. Hughes TP, Kaeda J, Branford S, et al. Fre-
quency of major molecular responses to imatinib
or interferon alfa plus cytarabine in newly diag-
nosed chronic myeloid leukemia. N Engl J Med.
2003;349:1423-1432.

14. Druker BJ, Guilhot F, O’Brien SG, et al. Five-year
follow-up of patients receiving imatinib for chronic

myeloid leukemia. N Engl J Med. 2006;355(23):
2408-2417.

15. Rousselot P, Huguet F, Rea D, et al. Imatinib me-
sylate discontinuation in patients with chronic my-
elogenous leukemia in complete molecular remis-
sion for more than 2 years. Blood. 2007;109(1):
58-60.

16. Mahon FX, Rea D, Guilhot J, et al. Discontinua-
tion of imatinib in patients with chronic myeloid
leukaemia who have maintained complete mo-
lecular remission for at least 2 years: the pro-
spective, multicentre Stop Imatinib (STIM) trial.
Lancet Oncol. 2010;11(11):1029-1035.

17. Graham SM, Jorgensen HG, Allan E, et al. Primi-
tive, quiescent, Philadelphia-positive stem cells
from patients with chronic myeloid leukemia are
insensitive to STI571 in vitro. Blood. 2002;99(1):
319-325.

18. Bhatia R, Holtz M, Niu N, et al. Persistence of
malignant hematopoietic progenitors in chronic
myelogenous leukemia patients in complete cyto-
genetic remission following imatinib mesylate
treatment. Blood. 2003;101(12):4701-4707.

19. Gratwohl A, Heim D. Current role of stem cell
transplantation in chronic myeloid leukaemia.
Best Pract Res Clin Haematol. 2009;22(3):431-
443.

20. Champlin R, de Lima M, Kebriaei P, et al. Nonmy-
eloablative allogeneic stem cell transplantation
for chronic myelogenous leukemia in the imatinib

DISTINCT GVL MECHANISMS OF DLI AGAINST MURINE CML 283BLOOD, 5 JANUARY 2012 � VOLUME 119, NUMBER 1

For personal use only.on September 15, 2016. by guest  www.bloodjournal.orgFrom 

http://www.bloodjournal.org/
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/subscriptions/ToS.xhtml


era. Clin Lymphoma Myeloma. 2009;9 Suppl
3:S261-265.

21. Krause DS, Van Etten RA. Adoptive immuno-
therapy of BCR-ABL-induced chronic myeloid
leukemia-like myeloproliferative disease in a mu-
rine model. Blood. 2004;104(13):4236-4244.

22. Matte CC, Cormier J, Anderson BE, et al. Graft-
versus-leukemia in a retrovirally induced murine
CML model: mechanisms of T cell killing. Blood.
2004;103(11):4353-4361.

23. Li S, Ilaria RL, Million RP, Daley GQ,
Van Etten RA. The P190, P210, and P230 forms
of the BCR/ABL oncogene induce a similar
chronic myeloid leukemia-like syndrome in mice
but have different lymphoid leukemogenic activity.
J Exp Med. 1999;189(9):1399-1412.

24. McClive PJ, Sinclair AH. Rapid DNA extraction
and PCR-sexing of mouse embryos. Mol Reprod
Dev. 2001;60(2):225-226.

25. Akashi K, Traver D, Miyamoto T, Weissman IL. A
clonogenic common myeloid progenitor that gives
rise to all myeloid lineages. Nature. 2000;
404(6744):193-197.

26. Ildstad ST, Sachs DH. Reconstitution with synge-
neic plus allogeneic or xenogeneic bone marrow
leads to specific acceptance of allografts or xeno-
grafts. Nature. 1984;307(5947):168-170.

27. Lapidot T, Lubin I, Terenzi A, Faktorowich Y,
Erlich P, Reisner Y. Enhancement of bone mar-
row allografts from nude mice into mismatched
recipients by T cells void of graft-versus-host ac-
tivity. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 1990;87(12):
4595-4599.

28. Matte-Martone C, Liu J, Jain D, McNiff J,
Shlomchik WD. CD8� but not CD4� T cells re-
quire cognate interactions with target tissues to
mediate GVHD across only minor H antigens,
whereas both CD4� and CD8� T cells require
direct leukemic contact to mediate GVL. Blood.
2008;111(7):3884-3892.

29. Pear WS, Miller JP, Xu L, et al. Efficient and rapid
induction of a chronic myelogenous leukemia-like
myeloproliferative disease in mice receiving P210
bcr/abl-transduced bone marrow. Blood. 1998;
92(10):3780-3792.

30. Jiang X, Stuible M, Chalandon Y, et al. Evi-
dence for a positive role of SHIP in BCR-ABL-
mediated transformation of primitive murine

hematopoietic cells and in human chronic my-
eloid leukemia. Blood. 2003;102(8):2976-
2984.

31. Hu Y, Swerdlow S, Duffy TM, Weinmann R,
Lee FY, Li S. Targeting multiple kinase pathways
in leukemic progenitors and stem cells is essen-
tial for improved treatment of Ph� leukemia in
mice. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2006;103(45):
16870-16875.

32. Hu Y, Liu Y, Pelletier S, et al. Requirement of Src
kinases Lyn, Hck and Fgr for BCR-ABL1-induced
B-lymphoblastic leukemia but not chronic myeloid
leukemia. Nat Genet. 2004;36(5):453-461.

33. Olavarria E, Siddique S, Griffiths MJ, et al. Post-
transplantation imatinib as a strategy to postpone
the requirement for immunotherapy in patients
undergoing reduced-intensity allografts for
chronic myeloid leukemia. Blood. 2007;110(13):
4614-4617.

34. Savani BN, Montero A, Kurlander R, Childs R,
Hensel N, Barrett AJ. Imatinib synergizes with
donor lymphocyte infusions to achieve rapid mo-
lecular remission of CML relapsing after alloge-
neic stem cell transplantation. Bone Marrow
Transplant. 2005;36(11):1009-1015.

35. Wolff NC, Veach DR, Tong WP, et al. PD166326,
a novel tyrosine kinase inhibitor, has greater anti-
leukemic activity than imatinib mesylate in a mu-
rine model of chronic myeloid leukemia. Blood.
2005;105(10):3995-4003.

36. Cook MA, Milligan DW, Fegan CD, et al. The im-
pact of donor KIR and patient HLA-C genotypes
on outcome following HLA-identical sibling hema-
topoietic stem cell transplantation for myeloid leu-
kemia. Blood. 2004;103(4):1521-1526.

37. Elmaagacli AH, Ottinger H, Koldehoff M, et al.
Reduced risk for molecular disease in patients
with chronic myeloid leukemia after transplanta-
tion from a KIR-mismatched donor. Transplanta-
tion. 2005;79(12):1741-1747.

38. van der Meer A, Schaap NP, Schattenberg AV,
van Cranenbroek B, Tijssen HJ, Joosten I.
KIR2DS5 is associated with leukemia free sur-
vival after HLA identical stem cell transplantation
in chronic myeloid leukemia patients. Mol Immu-
nol. 2008;45(13):3631-3638.

39. Khouri IF, Keating M, Korbling, et al. Transplant-
lite: Induction of graft-versus-malignancy using

fludarabine-based nonablative chemotherapy
and allogeneic blood progenitor-cell transplanta-
tion as treatment for lymphoid malignancies.
J Clin Oncol. 1998;16(8):2817-2824.

40. Sykes M, Preffer F, McAfee S, et al. Mixed lym-
phohematopoietic chimerism and graft-versus-
lymphoma effects after nonmyeloablative therapy
and HLA-mismatched bone marrow transplanta-
tion. Lancet. 1999;353(9166):1755-1759.

41. Iizuka K, Scalzo AA, Xian H, Yokoyama WM.
Regulation of the NK cell alloreactivity to bone
marrow cells by the combination of the host NK
gene complex and MHC haplotypes. J Immunol.
2008;180(5):3260-3267.

42. Porter DL, Hexner EO, Cooley S, Miller JS. Cellu-
lar adoptive immunotherapy after autologous and
allogeneic hematopoietic stem cell transplanta-
tion. Cancer Treat Res. 2009;144:497-537.

43. Matte CC, Liu J, Cormier J, et al. Donor APCs are
required for maximal GVHD but not for GVL. Nat
Med. 2004;10(9):987-992.

44. Anderson BE, McNiff J, Yan J, et al. Memory
CD4� T cells do not induce graft-versus-host dis-
ease. J Clin Invest. 2003;112(1):101-108.

45. Teshima T, Ordemann R, Reddy P, et al. Acute
graft-versus-host disease does not require al-
loantigen expression on host epithelium. Nat
Med. 2002;8(6):575-581.

46. Hauch M, Gazzola MV, Small T, et al. Anti-
leukemia potential of interleukin-2 activated natu-
ral killer cells after bone marrow transplantation
for chronic myelogenous leukemia. Blood. 1990;
75(11):2250-2262.

47. Sconocchia G, Lau M, Provenzano M, et al. The
antileukemia effect of HLA-matched NK and
NK-T cells in chronic myelogenous leukemia in-
volves NKG2D-target-cell interactions. Blood.
2005;106(10):3666-3672.

48. Savani BN, Mielke S, Adams S, et al. Rapid natu-
ral killer cell recovery determines outcome after
T-cell-depleted HLA-identical stem cell transplan-
tation in patients with myeloid leukemias but not
with acute lymphoblastic leukemia. Leukemia.
2007;21(10):2145-2152.

49. Ruggeri L, Capanni M, Urbani E, et al. Effective-
ness of donor natural killer cell alloreactivity in
mismatched hematopoietic transplants. Science.
2002;295(5562):2097-2100.

284 LU et al BLOOD, 5 JANUARY 2012 � VOLUME 119, NUMBER 1

For personal use only.on September 15, 2016. by guest  www.bloodjournal.orgFrom 

http://www.bloodjournal.org/
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/subscriptions/ToS.xhtml


online November 9, 2011
 originally publisheddoi:10.1182/blood-2011-01-331009

2012 119: 273-284
 
 

Richard A. Van Etten
Yi-Fen Lu, L. Cristina Gavrilescu, Monica Betancur, Katherine Lazarides, Hans Klingemann and
 
donor leukocyte infusions in a mouse chronic myeloid leukemia model
Distinct graft-versus-leukemic stem cell effects of early or delayed
 

http://www.bloodjournal.org/content/119/1/273.full.html
Updated information and services can be found at:

 (2160 articles)Transplantation    
 (1538 articles)Myeloid Neoplasia    

Articles on similar topics can be found in the following Blood collections

http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/misc/rights.xhtml#repub_requests
Information about reproducing this article in parts or in its entirety may be found online at:

http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/misc/rights.xhtml#reprints
Information about ordering reprints may be found online at:

http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/subscriptions/index.xhtml
Information about subscriptions and ASH membership may be found online at:

  
Copyright 2011 by The American Society of Hematology; all rights reserved.
of Hematology, 2021 L St, NW, Suite 900, Washington DC 20036.
Blood (print ISSN 0006-4971, online ISSN 1528-0020), is published weekly by the American Society

For personal use only.on September 15, 2016. by guest  www.bloodjournal.orgFrom 

http://www.bloodjournal.org/content/119/1/273.full.html
http://www.bloodjournal.org/cgi/collection/myeloid_neoplasia
http://www.bloodjournal.org/cgi/collection/transplantation
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/misc/rights.xhtml#repub_requests
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/misc/rights.xhtml#reprints
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/subscriptions/index.xhtml
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/subscriptions/ToS.xhtml
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/subscriptions/ToS.xhtml
http://www.bloodjournal.org/
http://www.bloodjournal.org/site/subscriptions/ToS.xhtml

