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 2 

Abstract 27 

Background 28 

Intratumoral heterogeneity (ITH) is a hallmark of clear cell renal cell carcinoma (ccRCC) that 29 

reflects the trajectory of evolution and influences clinical prognosis. Here we seek to elucidate 30 

how ITH and tumor evolution during immune checkpoint inhibitor (ICI) treatment can lead to 31 

therapy resistance. 32 

 33 

Methods 34 

Here, we spatiotemporally profiled the genomic and immunophenotypic characteristics of 29 35 

ccRCC patients, including pre- and post-therapy samples from 17 ICI treated patients.  36 

Deep multi-regional whole exome and transcriptome sequencing were performed on 29 patients 37 

at different time points before and after ICI therapy. T cell repertoire was also monitored from 38 

tissue and peripheral blood collected from a subset of patients to study T cell clonal expansion 39 

during ICI therapy. 40 

 41 

Results 42 

Angiogenesis, lymphocytic infiltration, and myeloid infiltration varied significantly across regions 43 

of the same patient, potentially confounding their utility as biomarkers of ICI response. Elevated 44 

ITH associated with a constellation of both genomic features (HLA LOH, CDKN2A/B loss) and 45 

microenvironmental features, including elevated myeloid expression, reduced peripheral T cell 46 

receptor (TCR) diversity, and putative neoantigen depletion. Hypothesizing that ITH may itself 47 

play a role in shaping ICI response, we derived a transcriptomic signature associated with 48 
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 3 

neoantigen depletion that strongly associated with response to ICI and targeted therapy treatment 49 

in several independent clinical trial cohorts.  50 

 51 

Conclusions 52 

These results argue that genetic and immune heterogeneity jointly co-evolve and influence 53 

response to ICI in ccRCC. 54 

 55 

Trial registration 56 

We completed a single-arm pilot study at Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer Center (MSKCC; 57 

ClinicalTrials.gov identifier NCT02595918) to examine the safety and feasibility of neoadjuvant 58 

nivolumab in patients with localized RCC. 59 

 60 

Background 61 

Clear cell renal cell carcinoma (ccRCC) is the most common histological subtype of kidney 62 

cancer and demonstrates a high response rate to immune checkpoint inhibitors such as 63 

nivolumab, pembrolizumab and ipilimumab [1-3]. However, only a subset of ccRCC patients 64 

respond to ICI, and biomarkers for ICI response in other disease settings such as tumor mutation 65 

burden, neoantigen load and mismatch repair deficiency do not associate with ICI response in 66 

ccRCC [4-7]. Recently, several studies have identified transcriptomic microenvironmental 67 

features including angiogenic gene expression, T-cell infiltration, and myeloid activation that 68 

correlate with response or resistance to ICI and combination therapies in ccRCC [7-13]. This 69 

suggests that the ccRCC microenvironment, in addition to genomic factors, influences ICI 70 

response.  71 
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 4 

 In parallel, recent work has demonstrated the prevalence of ITH in untreated ccRCC [14].  72 

This study has largely focused on heterogeneity in the presence of key driver mutations and copy 73 

number alterations and have demonstrated that ccRCC tumors follow one of a small number of 74 

evolutionary trajectories, each of which are associated with distinct patterns of genomic ITH and 75 

clinical prognosis. However, the potential for non-genomic heterogeneity in the tumor 76 

microenvironment, including but not limited to variability in the amount and identity of immune 77 

cells in spatially distinct regions of the same tumor is overlooked. Recently, we and others 78 

described substantial heterogeneity in the tumor-microenvironment (TME) in several small 79 

cohorts of ccRCC tumors both in the treatment-naïve and treatment-exposed settings, raising the 80 

possibility that heterogeneity in the TME may itself shape the evolution of the tumor and its 81 

likelihood to respond to therapy [15, 16].  82 

 83 

In this study, we hypothesized ccRCC tumors with elevated ITH constitute a genomically 84 

and immunologically distinct class of tumors, with distinguishing clonal/subclonal genomic 85 

alterations, immunologic profiles, and therapeutic response trajectories. To test this hypothesis, 86 

we utilize whole exome sequencing (WES), whole transcriptome sequencing (WTS), TCRseq, 87 

and histopathologic multi-regional data across a cohort of untreated and ICI exposed patients 88 

from a phase 2 clinical trial to reveal the molecular determinants of therapy response in ccRCC 89 

(Fig. 1 and Table S1). Our integrated analysis demonstrated that ITH is highly correlated among 90 

genomic, transcriptomic, and TME characteristics. ITH-high tumors are enriched for features 91 

including SETD2 and PBRM1 mutations, HLA loss of heterozygosity (HLA LOH), and CDKN2A/B 92 

loss. Immunologically, ITH-high tumors display a depletion of putative neoantigens, elevated 93 

myeloid activation, and reduced T cell diversity, that are in aggregate associated with escape 94 

from the anti-tumor immune response. Premised on these observations, we developed a 95 
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 5 

transcriptional signature for immune escape which correlates with distinct histopathologic patterns 96 

and is associated with ICI resistance across several diverse clinical trial cohorts.  97 

 98 

Materials and Methods  99 

Sample acquisition 100 

After acquiring informed consent and institutional review board approval from Memorial 101 

Sloan Kettering Cancer Center (MSK), partial or radical nephrectomies were performed at MSK 102 

(New York) and stored at the MSK Translational Kidney Research Program (TKRCP). Samples 103 

were flash frozen and stored at -80 degrees Celsius prior to molecular characterization. Clinical 104 

metadata was recorded for all tumor samples. All patients represent clear cell histology and were 105 

treated via ICI alone or in combination with tyrosine kinase inhibitor (TKI). All treatments were 106 

administered prior to surgery in a neo-adjuvant setting and biopsies were collected. Detailed 107 

clinical data and treatment regimen for each patient is included in Table S2. 108 

 109 

Untreated cohort 110 

Using and institutional database we identified six patients with advanced or metastatic 111 

ccRCC that underwent nephrectomy with multiregional data available MR01,02,03,05,06, SC03. 112 

Clinical and pathologic data is available in Table S2.  113 

 114 

Neoadjuvant multiregional cohort 115 

This open-label, single-arm, pilot study was done at Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer 116 

Center and funded through the National Institute of Health’s Cancer Therapy Evaluation Program 117 

(CTEP). Patients received nivolumab (dose initially 3 mg/kg, then protocol amended to 240 mg 118 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 13, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277322doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277322


 6 

flat dose) every 2 weeks for 4 treatments. Surgery was planned 7-14 days after the last dose. 119 

Prior to starting therapy, all patients had a kidney biopsy to confirm ccRCC, and tumor staging 120 

with renal protocol MRI and CT of the chest. After 4 doses and prior to surgery, patients also had 121 

a renal protocol MRI. Changes in primary tumor size were assessed according to Response 122 

Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors (RECIST) version 1.1. Resection of the primary tumor and 123 

lymph nodes was done according to standard institutional procedures. From May 27, 2016, to 124 

September 9, 2019, 21 patients were screened and 18 were enrolled into the study of which 17 125 

had available genomic data. Baseline patient characteristics are in Supplementary Table S2. All 126 

patients had localized disease at time of enrollment and biopsy-proven clear cell RCC. 127 

Perioperative and pathological details are included in Supplementary Table S2. Median time to 128 

nephrectomy after the last dose of nivolumab was 10.5 days (range, 9-13 days). 129 

 130 

Metastatic multiregional Cohort 131 

Using an institutional database, we identified 6 additional patients who had received ICI 132 

prior to nephrectomy (Supplementary Table S2). All patients had metastatic disease at time of 133 

ICI; two received anti-VEGF therapies before ICI. 134 

 135 

Multi-regional sampling 136 

For the prospective neoadjuvant trial and the “MR” samples single region biopsies were 137 

obtained preoperatively. Following nephrectomy, tumor were bivalved and 5 regions were chosen: 138 

One region from the tumor center and 4 from each quadrant (upper medial, upper later, lower 139 

medial, lower lateral). Grossly necrotic or hemorrhagic regions were avoided. For the remaining 140 

samples (those treated with definitive immunotherapy “SC”) regions were taken from distinct 141 

regions of tumors separated by 1-2 cm avoiding grossly necrotic or hemorrhagic regions). 142 
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 143 

Whole exome sequencing 144 

Libraries for whole exome sequencing were generated with TruSight Oncology DNA 145 

Library Prep Kit with 40ng input DNA per sample. TruSight Oncology index PCR products were 146 

directly used for enrichment and target exome enrichment was performed using the IDT xGen 147 

Universal Blockers and IDT xGen Exome Research panel. A single-plex hybridization was done 148 

overnight at 65°C. Accuclear dsDNA Ultra High Sensitivity assay (Biotium) was used for library 149 

quantification of the post-enriched libraries. Post enrichment libraries were normalized using 150 

bead-based normalization and pooled. Samples were sequenced with 101 bp paired-end reads 151 

on Illumina NovaSeq™ 6000 S4 flow cell using the XP workflow for individual lane loading (12-152 

plex per lane). On average, each sample yielded 500 million reads and 153 

MEDIAN_TARGET_COVERAGE depth of 360X. 154 

 155 

Whole transcriptome sequencing 156 

Libraries for whole transcriptome RNA-seq were generated with Illumina TruSeq Stranded 157 

Total RNA. 100 ng RNA was used as input for Ribo-Zero rRNA Removal Kit, with Illumina TruSeq 158 

RNA UD Indexes (96 indexes) for sample indexing. Qubit dsDNA High Sensitivity assay (Thermo 159 

Fisher Scientific) was used for library quantification. Sequencing was done on Illumina 160 

NovaSeq™ 6000 S2 (36-plex) or S4 (72-plex) flow cell with 76 bp paired-end sequencing to 161 

produce ~200 million paired reads per library. 162 

 163 

T-cell repertoire sequencing 164 
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Libraries for T-cell repertoire sequencing were generated with AmpliSeq for Illumina 165 

Library PLUS paired with AmpliSeq cDNA Synthesis for Illumina with 100 ng RNA input per cDNA 166 

synthesis reaction. The TCR beta-SR Panel was used for generating amplicons, and AmpliSeq 167 

CD Indexes Set A for Illumina were used for sample barcodes. Qubit dsDNA High Sensitivity 168 

assay (Thermo Fisher Scientific) was used for library quantification. Sequencing was done on the 169 

NextSeq 550 (41-plex) with 151 bp paired-end sequencing to produce ~5 million paired reads per 170 

library.   171 

 172 

WTS pipeline 173 

WTS raw read sequences were aligned against human genome assembly hg19 by STAR 174 

2-pass alignment [17]. QC metrics, for example general sequencing statistics, gene feature and 175 

body coverage, were then calculated based on the alignment result through RSeQC. WTS gene 176 

level count values were computed by using the R package GenomicAlignments [18] over aligned 177 

reads with UCSC KnownGene [19] in hg19 as the base gene model. The union counting mode 178 

was used and only mapped paired reads after alignment quality filtering were considered. Finally, 179 

gene level FPKM (Fragments Per Kilobase Million) and raw read count values were computed by 180 

the R package DESeq2 [20].  181 

 182 

ESTIMATE 183 

The ESTIMATEScore, which is the estimate of the presence of stromal and immune cells 184 

in tumor tissue, is calculated through the ESTIMATE R package  [21] based on a given gene 185 

expression profile in FPKM. 186 

 187 
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 9 

Immune deconvolution analysis 188 

Two distinct popular computational methods, ssGSEA [22] and CIBERSORT [23], were 189 

chosen for immune deconvolution analysis. Signature gene lists of immune cell types for ssGSEA 190 

were obtained from Bindea et al. [24] and Senbabaoglu et al. [3]. ssGSEA takes the sample FPKM 191 

WTS expression values as the input and computes an enrichment score for the given gene list of 192 

immune cell type relative to all other genes in the transcriptome. On the other hand, CIBERSORT 193 

also takes FPKM WTS expression values as the input but uses a signature gene expression 194 

matrix of interest immune cell types instead to compute the infiltration level of each immune cell 195 

type. The LM22 immune cell signature which was validated and published along with 196 

CIBERSORT is used. We also used FRICTION [25] to deconvolute WTS into absolute CD8 and 197 

CD4 T cells as well as CD19 B cells. 198 

 199 

HERV quantification 200 

 We used WTS to quantify HERVs as described before [25]. Briefly, all WTS reads were 201 

aligned (using STAR aligner with optimized multi mapping options) to a custom genome built were 202 

human reference (hg19) and HERV specific reference are combined. Then reads aligned to non-203 

HERV genes are removed and the rest are annotated. 3 samples contained super high median 204 

HERVs (Grubbs test P<0.05) and removed for better visualization. 205 

 206 

WES analysis pipeline 207 

Raw sequencing data were aligned to the hg19 genome build using the Burrows-Wheeler 208 

Aligner (BWA) version 0.7.17 [26]. Further indel realignment, base-quality score recalibration and 209 

duplicate-read removal were performed using the Genome Analysis Toolkit (GATK) version 3.8 210 

[27] following raw reads alignments guidelines [28]. VarScan 2 [29], Strelka v2.9.10 [30], Platypus 211 
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0.8.1 [31], Mutect2 – part of GATK 4.1.4.1 [28], Somatic Sniper version 1.0.5.0 (SNVs only), and 212 

[32] were used for small variant calling and combination of 2 out 5 callers are reported as per 213 

Cancer Genome Atlas Research Network recommendations [33]. Variants were filtered using the 214 

following criteria: 215 

1. Tcov > 10 & Taf >=0.04 &  Ncov > 7 & Naf <= 0.01 & Tac > 4 are set to Pass 216 

2. Common SNPs are eliminated by comparison to snp142.vcf 217 

3. Rare variants found in dbSNP are kept if  Naf = 0 218 

4. Variants with Tcov < 20 or Tac < 4 are marked as low_confidence 219 

5. Only variants called by more than 1 caller are reported. 220 

6. Common variables gnomAD v 2.1.1 are excluded.  221 

Variants were annotated using Ensembl Variant Effect Predictor (VEP) [34]. Additional 222 

optimization and filtering are applied for INDELS. INDELS in blacklisted regions 223 

(https://www.encodeproject.org/annotations/ENCSR636HFF/) and low mappability regions (such 224 

as repeat maskers) are excluded as per [35]. Combination of filtered SNV and INDELS are used 225 

by maftools R package is used to generate oncoplots and summary plots, as per author’s 226 

recommendations 227 

https://www.bioconductor.org/packages/release/bioc/vignettes/maftools/inst/doc/maftools.html 228 

All nonsynonymous point mutations identified as above were translated into strings of 17 229 

amino acids with the mutant amino acid situated centrally using a bioinformatics tool called 230 

NAseek. A sliding window method is used to identify the 8-11 amino acid substrings within the 231 

mutant 17-mer that had a predicted MHC Class I binding affinity of ≤ 2 %Rank to one (or more) 232 

of the patient-specific HLA alleles.  Binding affinity for the mutant and corresponding wild type 233 
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nonamer is analyzed using NetMHCpan4.0 software. Only neoantigens with a TPM>1 are 234 

considered to be expressed. 235 

Allele-specific copy number analysis is done by the FACETS v.6.1 [36]. Allele specific HLA 236 

loss is determined using LOHHLA as described before [37].  237 

 238 

RNA and TCR ITH scores 239 

Gene- and patient-wise intra-patient heterogeneity scores were calculated using multi-240 

region data. Data was first median-centered to remove any gene-level bias. For each gene, the 241 

difference between each pair of samples from the same tumor were calculated. The median 242 

difference between the paired-differences was then taken, yielding a gene-specific, patient-243 

specific measure of heterogeneity. This was repeated for all genes, across all tumors, generating 244 

a matrix of gene by patient values. Gene intratumor heterogeneity values are summarized as the 245 

median value per gene across all tumors in the cohort. Patient intratumor heterogeneity values 246 

are summarized as the median value per tumor across all genes. Patient intratumor heterogeneity 247 

values represent the expected value of the absolute log2-fold change for a randomly chosen gene 248 

within a given tumor. 249 

TCR ITH score is defined as 1 – percentage of shared clonotypes across multiple regions 250 

of tumor based on WTS. T cell clones are estimated using MiXCR application on Illumina 251 

BaseSpace (http://basespace.illumina.com/apps/). Furthermore, all ITH scores are classified as 252 

high versus low using the median as threshold. 253 

 254 

Distinction between dedicated TCRseq and TCR clones inferred from RNAseq using 255 

MiXCR 256 
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All TCR associated data analysis in this study (including tissue or PBMC) are based on 257 

ultra-deep T cell repertoire sequencing (targeted TCRseq) to mitigate undersampling of T cell 258 

clones except TCR ITH analysis in Fig. 3b where ITH associated with multiregional sequencing 259 

is derived from MiXCR T cell estimates from RNAseq data due to the lack of multiregional TCRseq 260 

for all patients. 261 

 262 

ccRCC evolutionary subtypes and intra-tumor DNA Heterogeneity Score 263 

 DNA ITH score is calculated as the ratio of subclonal to clonal driver genomic alterations 264 

including SNVs, INDELs, and SCNA [14]. A genomic alteration is defined to be subclonal if it is 265 

present in less than half of the regions collected in each patient. Patients who enough DNA 266 

biopsies are collected are classified into 1 of the 7 ccRCC evolutionary subtypes as described 267 

before [14]. We used neighbor joining tree construction in ape package in R [38] for reconstruction 268 

of tumor clones. TCGA ITH score was obtained from a previous study as measured by the number 269 

of clones estimated per sample using PhyloWGS [39]. Briefly, PhyloWGS is a method to infer 270 

tumor evolution evolutionary using the relationships between tumor subpopulations based on 271 

variant allele frequencies while considering copy number alterations.  272 

 273 

HLA and TCR diversity  274 

 Shannon entropy is calculated to define TCR diversity [40]. We used MiXCR application 275 

on Illumina BaseSpace (http://basespace.illumina.com/apps/) for alignment and T cell clonotype 276 

identification. Immunarch (https://immunarch.com/) [41] was used for downstream analysis 277 

including visualization and data analysis. Morisita index [42] was used to measure clonotype 278 

overlap. HLA diversity index is measured as adopted from [43] as described in [25].  279 

 280 
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Neoantigen Depletion 281 

 The fraction of neoantigens depleted is defined for each sample where pretreatment data 282 

was available. We first calculated the neoantigen depletion as the number of neoantigens that 283 

were undetectable after therapy but were detected pretreatment. The fraction of neoantigens 284 

depleted was then defined as the ratio of the total number of depleted neoantigens over total 285 

pretreatment neoantigens. To distinguish neoantigen depletion due to contraction (immune 286 

elimination) from evasion, we exclude any neoantigens that were depleted without the presence 287 

of HLA LOH (defects in antigen presentation machinery), or reduced expression i.e., log2(FC)< -288 

1 where FC is the fold change defined as the ratio of post treatment TPM over pretreatment TPM 289 

after correction for tumor purity. Conversely, a neoantigen is annotated as deleted due to immune 290 

elimination if log2(FC)>=0 and no HLA LOH was detected. Likewise, HERV editing is defined as 291 

the median change in the expression of immunogenic HERVs compared to pre-treatment 292 

expression. Immunogenic HERVs refers to HERV loci whose expression strongly correlates with 293 

TIL abundance, FDR<0.05. 294 

 295 

Weighted Gene Co-expression Network Analysis (WGCNA) and gene signature extraction 296 

We performed WGCNA [44] on all samples where  the fraction of neoantigens depleted 297 

was available similar to previously described [10]. Briefly, genes with low expression values and 298 

invariant genes, that is, genes that were expressed in <5% of samples or had s.d. ≤ 1 for 299 

expression (log2 TPM) were filtered together with non-coding genes. The soft power of 6 was 300 

chosen based on goodness of fit to a scale-free network. We first annotate modules as JAVELIN 301 

or angiogenesis according to the Spearman correlation between the module eigengene and 302 

JAVELIN or angiogenesis ssGSEA scores (highest correlation is classified as JAVELIN or 303 

angiogenesis module). Likewise, among all modules, the module with the highest Spearman 304 

correlation with the fraction of neoantigens depleted was annotated as immune escape module 305 
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(85 genes). This 85 genes gene signature was strongly associated with PFS of Avelumab plus 306 

Axitinib in JAVELIN Renal 101 (HR=1.45, P=0.02, Extended Data Fig. 11a). To further refine this 307 

gene signature, we first sorted genes based on their pairwise spearman correlation (Extended 308 

Data Fig. 11b) and then selected genes with the highest spearman correlation such that no genes 309 

have a spearman correlation <0.6 (Extended Data Fig. 11c). This reduced the number of genes 310 

to total of 12 highly correlated genes known as immune escape signature (TIMP1, PXDN, 311 

COL15A1, OLFML2B, COL5A2, DLX5, SOX11, KLHDC8A, UNC5A, ADAMTS14, MMP11, FN1). 312 

Several genes (ADAMTS14, MMP11, FN1, COL5A1, COL5A2 and TIMP1) in this signature has 313 

previously been described as TGF-β-associated extracellular matrix genes that are linked to 314 

immune evasion and immunotherapy failure [45]. 315 

 316 

Statistical Analysis 317 

All statistical tests were performed in R. To calculate correlations, cor.test with 318 

Spearman’s method was used. Tests comparing distributions were performed using wilcox.test. 319 

All statistical analyses were two-sided and p-values were Benjamini-Hochberg corrected. 320 

 321 

 322 

Results 323 

The landscape of microenvironmental ITH in ccRCC 324 

To study ITH in ccRCC, we completed ultra-deep (median coverage of 360X) multi-325 

regional whole-exome sequencing and whole-transcriptome sequencing across 142 tumor 326 

regions from 29 patients, including 6 untreated and 23 post ICI (see Methods and Table S2). 327 

Tumor biopsies were extracted from different regions of the same primary tumor unless specified 328 

(Fig. 1a, and b, Table S2). While intra-tumoral genetic heterogeneity in ccRCC is well-329 
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described[46], comparatively little is known about the extent of microenvironmental heterogeneity 330 

and its relationship to other molecular features of the tumor. To measure the extent of intra-331 

tumoral microenvironmental heterogeneity, we leveraged multi-regional WTS of up to 5 regions 332 

from 29 patients. Using single sample gene set enrichment analysis (ssGSEA) of established 333 

gene signatures, we quantified the expression of several TME gene expression signatures 334 

recently proposed as biomarkers of response to ICIs and anti-angiogenic agents [47] (myeloid 335 

signature [8], JAVELIN signature [10], and angiogenesis signature, see Methods and 336 

Supplementary S3). We confirmed that these RNA signatures accurately quantified the 337 

abundance of key immune populations using matched immunofluorescence data, including 338 

statistically significant associations between CD31/angiogenesis (p=0.0003), CD8/JAVELIN T 339 

cell signature (p = 0.02), and CD68/Myeloid infiltration (p=0.0013) (Fig. S1).  340 

Microenvironmental signatures demonstrated extensive heterogeneity across tumor 341 

regions from the same patient (Fig. 2a). While a small number of patients showed relatively 342 

uniform immune infiltration (e.g., NIVO02, Fig. 2a), the significantly more common phenomenon 343 

was for patients to exhibit regions both above and below the median score for a 344 

microenvironmental feature of interest (e.g., angiogenesis in MR03, JAVELIN/Teffector 345 

signatures in NIVO22). Using the myeloid signature (which has previously been associated with 346 

poor response to ICI) as an example, we observed most patients cannot be uniquely classified to 347 

myeloid enriched or depleted across all tumor regions (Fig. 2c). Given that several of these 348 

signatures are under active investigation as biomarkers of response to ICI, we investigated more 349 

generally how classification of regions into high/low was affected by ITH. Remarkably, in more 350 

than half of the patients, clinically relevant signatures (Angiogenesis, T-effector, Myeloid, and 351 

JAVELIN) could not be consistently classified as high or low (Fig. 2b, 2 patients (MR05 and 352 

NIVO10) were excluded since WTS data of only one region was available).  353 
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We hypothesized elevated microenvironmental heterogeneity may reflect the presence of 354 

underlying genomic driver alterations. To test this, we leveraged multi-regional WES data 355 

collected for these patients. Frequencies of established ccRCC driver alterations were in 356 

agreement with a previous multi-regional study by TRACERx Renal [14] (Fig. 3a). We performed 357 

unsupervised hierarchical clustering of major ccRCC driver mutations (i.e., VHL, PBRM1, SETD2, 358 

BAP1) and genomic alterations enriched with metastatic disease and ICI response (HLA LOH 359 

and CDKN2A/B copy number loss)[37, 43, 48], ultimately identifying two clusters (Fig. 3b, Table 360 

S4). We compared the results of these clusters to aggregate, univariate measures of intra-tumoral 361 

DNA, RNA, and T-cell receptor (TCR) heterogeneity. Interestingly, one cluster was characterized 362 

both by an enrichment of specific genomic alterations (SETD2 mutations, Fisher exact test 363 

P=0.002; CDKN2A/B copy number loss, Fisher exact test P=0.0001; HLA LOH, Fisher exact test 364 

P=0.0007). This same cluster of patients, which we refer to herein as “ITH-high”, had comparable 365 

levels of tumor purity to the other “ITH-low” cluster, but demonstrated elevated ITH at the level of 366 

somatic DNA alterations, RNA, and TCR (combined Fisher exact test P=0.0495). Moreover, by 367 

classifying patients into previously described ccRCC evolutionary subtypes (Fig. S2), we 368 

observed that PBRM1-driven tumors were enriched in the ITH-high cluster (on sample level, 369 

Fisher exact test P=0.0018), in agreement with TRACERx Renal [14]. However, this finding must 370 

be treated with caution due to our relatively small cohort size as well as low number of regions 371 

collected in some patients. These findings were robust to the number of regions collected per 372 

tumor, and we found no significant association between ITH and exposure to ICI (Fisher exact 373 

test P=0.65, Fig. 3b). Together, our results demonstrate (1) that ITH is not restricted to genomic 374 

events, but rather is pervasive in the transcriptome, microenvironment, and immune compartment 375 

of ccRCC tumors, and (2) correlates with specific somatic events at the level of individual patients 376 

(i.e., PBRM1 and SETD2 mutations, HLA LOH and CDKN2A/B loss). 377 

 378 
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ITH-high ccRCC tumors are immunologically distinct 379 

 Comparing the TME characteristics of ITH-high and ITH-low patients, we observed that 380 

ITH-high tumors (defined as all regions belonging to a patient who is classified as ITH-high) were 381 

characterized by high myeloid and low T cell effector (Teff) signatures (Fig. 3c). Similarly, a 382 

signature associated with antigen presentation (APM)[3] was downregulated in ITH-high patients, 383 

consistent with elevated levels of HLA LOH in the ITH-high subtype. To validate if genomic 384 

features uniquely characterizing ITH-high tumors (HLA LOH and CDKN2A/B loss) might be more 385 

generally associated with myeloid infiltration in a large, independent cohort, we obtained DNA 386 

and RNA sequencing data from the TCGA KIRC study and scored samples by the presence of 387 

CDKN2A/B loss, ITH (as measured by the number of clones estimated per sample using 388 

PhyloWGS, see Methods), and myeloid infiltration. This analysis confirmed that in ccRCC, 389 

CDKN2A/B loss was associated with higher levels of ITH (P=3x10-5) and higher myeloid infiltration 390 

(P=7x10-5) (Fig. 3d). However, the association between genomic ITH and myeloid infiltration did 391 

not reach statistical significance in TCGA KIRC cohort suggesting the association between 392 

myeloid infiltration and ITH is likely indirect through certain genomic events such as CDKN2A/B 393 

loss. 394 

The findings above suggested that ITH-high tumors may be distinct in their 395 

immunophenotype, including in the diversity of their T cell repertoire. We therefore investigated 396 

the association between ITH and T cell diversity both peripherally and within the tumor. To do so, 397 

we compared the overlap between tissue-resident and peripheral T cells. Repertoire overlap 398 

analysis (Fig. S3) illustrated a high degree of shared clonotypes across different tumor regions 399 

from the same patient, but a lack of shared clonotypes across patients. ITH-high patients 400 

demonstrated a significantly lower peripheral TCR diversity, richness and clone count compared 401 

to ITH-low patients (Fig. 3e), suggesting that elevated heterogeneity in the primary tumor is 402 

associated with reduced peripheral immunologic diversity in a manner that is consistent with 403 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 13, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277322doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277322


 18 

reports in other diseases [49]. To allow a fair comparison of samples with different number of T 404 

cells and account for TCR subsampling, we also studied rarefaction curves and estimated TCR 405 

diversity by sequentially resampling TCR clonotypes and computing mean number of unique 406 

clones [50]. Estimated diversity using rarefaction curves led to a similar conclusion confirming the 407 

observed differences in the TCR diversity are unlikely to be due to artifacts in T cell subsampling 408 

(Fig. S3b). Together, the above data argue that elevated molecular heterogeneity in ccRCC 409 

tumors is associated with a distinct microenvironmental and immunologic phenotype.  410 

 411 

ICI therapy is associated with loss of putative neoantigens and HLA LOH  412 

The clinical management of ccRCC (for which pre-surgical biopsies are often not indicated 413 

or used) makes serial profiling of primary tumors on therapy challenging, rendering our 414 

understanding of how ICI may remodel tumor physiology incomplete. To overcome this challenge, 415 

we took advantage of 16 patients from our neoadjuvant nivolumab clinical trial who had WES 416 

performed on their pre-treatment biopsies. This offered a unique opportunity to interrogate both 417 

genomic adaptations (including both somatic mutations as well as the expression of potentially 418 

immunogenic endogenous retroviral elements, HERVs) to ICI therapy, as well as immunologic 419 

changes in the T cell repertoire.  420 

Focusing first on genetic alterations, we anticipated that ICI administration would lead to 421 

elimination of some tumor clones and therefore a contraction in total mutation count. However, 422 

we observed no consistent trend in the change of either SNV or indel mutational count following 423 

ICI therapy (Fig. S4). Nevertheless, the number of non-synonymous SNVs that were predicted to 424 

bind to MHC complex in silico was consistently reduced across all patients and all biopsies except 425 

for NIVO03 (Fig. S4 and Fig. 4a). An opposite trend was observed in the number of putative non-426 

binders, suggesting a selection in favor of non-neoantigenic mutations by tumor during clonal 427 

evolution (Fig. 4a).  428 
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In order to characterize the clonality of putative neoantigen depletion across distinct tumor 429 

regions, we counted all 8-11 amino-acid-long putative neoantigens seen prior to treatment but 430 

deleted in at least one biopsy after treatment. Among 7 patients with at least 4 tumor regions 431 

sequenced, we observed an enrichment for putative neoantigen depletion across 4 or more sites 432 

(Fig. 4b). Focusing on patient NIVO20, all 6 identified depleted putative neoantigens were deleted 433 

in at least 4 regions, suggesting putative neoantigen depletion is a clonal event (Fig. 4c). Genes 434 

expressing these depleted neoantigens demonstrated a 2-3-fold reduction in expression related 435 

to pre-treatment biopsy (NIVO20-RA/RB/RC/RD/RE vs NIVO20-BX) (Fig. 4d). Together with the 436 

data above, these observations suggest that ICI therapy in ccRCC is associated with the clonal 437 

loss of mutations with elevated immunogenicity. 438 

Premised on prior reports [51] of the increased immunogenicity of hydrophobic residues, 439 

we sought to determine whether a selective pressure exists on certain neoantigens. We compared 440 

the number of amino acids preserved versus depleted upon immunotherapy, and noticed a strong 441 

selection against Phenylalanine (F, extremely hydrophobic) in favor of Arginine (R, extremely 442 

hydrophilic) and Glutamic acid (E, extremely hydrophilic) in our cohort (Fig. 4e). 443 

We next examined the magnitude of putative neoantigen depletion in each patient by 444 

measuring the average number of putative neoantigens deleted per biopsy (i.e., the ratio of the 445 

deleted neoantigens in a treated region compared to pre-treatment over the total number of pre-446 

treatment neoantigens). We observed that the fraction of neoantigens depleted was strongly 447 

associated with myeloid-high regions (n = 16 patients whose pre-ICI treatment WES data was 448 

available, Fig. 4f). The association between myeloid activation and neoantigen depletion 449 

remained strong when total number of neoantigens depleted was used (instead of fraction) (Fig. 450 

S5b) or when putative neoantigen (transcriptional) expression was taken into account (n = 7 451 

patients whose pre-treatment WTS data was available, Fig. 4g) and was not affected by variation 452 

in tumor purity (Fig. S5). Furthermore, the correlation between the degree of neoantigen depletion 453 
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and myeloid infiltration was also evident when examining different regions of individual patients, 454 

where highly depleted regions were associated with the highest myeloid and lowest ImmuneScore 455 

(Fig. 4g).   456 

A recent study [52] identified tumor infiltrating lymphocyte specific HERV epitopes that are 457 

translated, can bind to MHC I complex, and induce high-avidity cytotoxic T cells. In [52] as well 458 

as other previous reports [53], over expression of HERVs on tumor cells has been reported and 459 

a link to ICI response has been documented [54]. To interrogate other tumor intrinsic features 460 

associated with immune response in our cohort we utilized our deep RNA sequencing (~200 461 

millions read/library) to quantify HERV expression. HERVs were overexpressed in tumors 462 

compared to normal tissues in our cohort (Fig. 4h), and median HERV (median of all HERV loci 463 

investigated) was correlated to angiogenic expression (Fig. S7a). Notably, PBRM1 mutations, 464 

which lead to further HIF upregulation [55] and angiogenic expression [56, 57], were also 465 

positively associated with HERV (Fig. S7b), consistent with a recent report [58]. In agreement 466 

with [54] we then confirmed the association between the median expression of different HERV 467 

loci and TIL abundance (Fig. S7a). Median HERV was anti-correlated with tumor purity; however, 468 

the association between HERV expression and TIL abundance remained valid even when HERV 469 

expression was corrected for tumor purity (Fig. S7a). Conversely, we observed a significant 470 

reduction in HERV expression an observation akin to reduction in neoantigens (Fig. 4i). Likewise, 471 

we observed a strong correlation between HERV editing (i.e., change in the expression of 472 

immunogenic HERV loci after treatment, see Methods) and myeloid signature further highlighting 473 

the association between neoantigen depletion and myeloid enrichment (Fig. 4j). Due to the 474 

limitations of HERV quantification using WTS, we could not rule out that a strong correlation 475 

between HERV and TIL abundance might be due to expression of HERV on immune cells. 476 

However, the expression of HERV on ccRCC tumor cells has been previously shown [59] and 477 

their immunogenicity is well-established [52]. Nevertheless, rigorous determination in future 478 
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studies of cell-specific expression of HERVs will be critical to understanding their putative 479 

association with ICI response.  480 

Finally, using TCRseq of tissue resident and peripheral T cells, we investigated the impact 481 

of ICI and neoantigen depletion on T cell diversity. Focusing again on patient NIVO20 where TCR 482 

data of multiple regions of pre-treatment and ICI treated tumor were available, we evaluated the 483 

degree of overlap between T cell clonotypes at different regions and time points i.e., pre-484 

treatment, on-therapy, and post ICI treatment (Fig. 4k). Tracking dominant tissue resident T cell 485 

clonotypes, we noticed a substantial depletion of dominant T cell clones upon ICI therapy (Fig. 486 

4k). This observation was mirrored across our entire cohort, where we observed a strong negative 487 

association between peripheral TCR diversity and neoantigen depletion and allele specific HLA 488 

loss across the entire cohort where PBMC TCRseq data was collected (Fig. 4l, m). Together, if 489 

validated using future mechanistic experiments, our findings suggest that neoantigen depletion in 490 

primary ccRCC tumors is associated with peripheral loss of neoantigen reactive T cells. However, 491 

at this point, no causal relationship between neoantigen loss and TCR diversity can be drawn. 492 

 493 

Subclonal evolution underlies immune escape  494 

In order to understand the immunologic mechanisms driving subclonal evolution after ICI, 495 

we investigated in detail patients whose tumors underwent subclonal immunoediting in distinct 496 

regions. Strikingly, subclonal reconstruction revealed recurrent subclonal evolution of HLA LOH 497 

and CDKN2A/B loss following ICI therapy (Fig. 5a). Notably, we observed HLA LOH and 498 

CDKN2A/B loss co-occur in 9 patients (Fisher exact test P=0.003) and most tumor regions (Fisher 499 

exact P=5×10-7) (Fig. 5b). Strikingly, comparing the untreated and treated regions, we only 500 

observed a significant immunological response (as measured by Th1 response) in regions without 501 

CDKN2A/B loss or HLA LOH (Fig. 5c), suggesting that HLALOH or CDKN2A/B loss are subclonal 502 

determinants of response to ICI [37, 43, 48]. This is consistent with recently published data [49] 503 
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indicating the loss of 9p21 - encompassing CDKN2A/B – confers a cold tumor immune 504 

microenvironment and resistance to ICI. In that study, Han et al. [49] linked 9p21 loss to a 505 

decreased abundance of B, T, CD8 T, NK cells and cytotoxic lymphocytes, and an increased 506 

fractions of macrophages, as well as reduced TCR CDR3 repertoire abundance and diversity. We 507 

interpret our observations to mean that immuno-editing occurs under selective pressure by which 508 

certain tumor subclones transform to a less immunogenic phenotype through HLA LOH and 509 

CDKN2A/B loss, and that this subclonal selection can produce a highly heterogenous TME. 510 

To further shed light on the how tumor evolution can transform TME, we sought to analyze 511 

the spatial distribution of TILs within the TME and their interaction with the stromal compartment 512 

using immunohistochemical data. Following A.W. Zhang and colleagues [60], a dedicated 513 

genitourinary pathologist classified tumor regions into 3 subtypes according to the co-localization 514 

of tumor infiltrating lymphocytes and tumor cells: N-TIL (tumors sparsely infiltrated by TILs), S-515 

TIL (tumors dominated by stromal TILs), and ES-TIL (tumors with substantial levels of both 516 

epithelial and stromal TILs) (Fig. 5d). We observed that an ES-TIL enriched TME is strongly 517 

associated with regions with HLA LOH (ES=4, N=7, S=5 compared to ES=2, N=32, S=21 in HLA 518 

intact regions, Fisher`s exact test P = 0.036) or loss of CDKN2A/B (ES=4, N=7, S=9 compared to 519 

ES=2, N=32, S=17 in regions without loss of CDKN2A/B, Fisher`s exact test P = 0.03) whereas 520 

N-TIL pathology is linked with regions with no HLA LOH and no CDKN2A/B loss across the cohort. 521 

These findings suggest that despite abundant TILs, post-ICI ES-TIL are associated with tumor 522 

clones that have evolved genetic mechanisms for evasion of the immune response (HLA LOH 523 

and/or CDKN2A/B loss). However, future mechanistic studies are needed to pinpoint the primary 524 

genomic event that transforms the ccRCC TME into a cold niche. 525 

 526 

An adverse ccRCC TME is enriched stroma and myeloid signatures 527 
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 We hypothesized that neoantigen depletion could be associated with a specific 528 

transcriptional signature, akin to those identified in clinical trial settings as biomarkers for 529 

response to ICI in ccRCC. To identify such a signature, we performed unsupervised Weighted 530 

Gene Co-expression Network Analysis (WGCNA) [44] to reconstruct modules from our 531 

transcriptomic samples similar to [10] (Fig. 6a). Reassuringly, we identified two gene expression 532 

modules #7 and #4 reflecting established microenvironmental features associated with 533 

therapeutic response in ccRCC: immune inflammatory response (“JAVELIN-like" signature) and 534 

“angiogenesis-like” (Fig. 6a, b). We next assessed the correlation between the expression of each 535 

WGCNA gene module and neoantigen depletion. While the JAVELIN-like and angiogenesis-like 536 

modules showed no association with neoantigen depletion, module 16 demonstrated the 537 

strongest association (Fig. 6a). Correlation analysis with previously known gene expression 538 

signatures illustrated that module 16 (which we refer to as an “Immune Escape” signature) was 539 

strongly associated with myeloid and stroma features of TME. The Immune Escape signature 540 

also resembled a recently described pan-cancer TGFβ signature derived in a previous study [45] 541 

which was linked to cancer-associated fibroblasts enriched in immune evasion and 542 

immunotherapy failure. However, no association between the Immune Escape signature and 543 

treatment status was observed (Wilcox P=0.79) (Fig. S8). 544 

 To reveal the primary cellular populations driving the Immune Escape signature in the 545 

ccRCC TME, we leveraged scRNAseq from multiple tumor regions, lymph node, normal kidney, 546 

and peripheral blood of two ICI-naïve and four ICI-treated patients [15] (n=167283 single cells) 547 

(Fig. 1c). We identified 28 clusters (Fig. 6c) using Louvain clustering [61, 62] and each cluster 548 

was annotated based on our previous study [15]. As expected, scRNAseq revealed enrichment 549 

of this signature in renal epithelium, tumor stroma as well as tumor associated macrophages 550 

(TAMs) and monocytes (Fig. 6c). Hence, both scRNAseq and histopathological evaluation further 551 

confirmed the association between Immune Escape and neoantigen depletion (Fig. 6a, Spearman 552 
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correlation = 0.6), ITH (Fig. 6d, Wilcox P=0.003), myeloid activation (Fig. 6b, Spearman 553 

correlation = 0.8) and with stroma, and renal epithelium histopathology (Fig. 5d and Fig. 6e, f).  554 

 555 

Immune Escape correlates with clinical outcome to ICI therapy 556 

  Several previous studies have associated signatures of Immune Escape with poor clinical 557 

outcome in ICI treated patients [63]. Thus, we evaluated whether our Immune Escape signature 558 

can correlate with clinical outcome to ICI treatment. We obtained publicly available RNAseq data 559 

for several clinical trials including phase 3 JAVELIN Renal 101 trial [10] – a phase III randomized 560 

anti-PD-L1 (avelumab) plus tyrosine kinase inhibitor (TKI, axitinib) versus multi-target TKI 561 

(sunitinib), IMmotion151 [64] – a phase III trial comparing anti-PDL1 (atezolizumab) plus anti-562 

angeniogenesis agent (bevacizumab) versus TKI (sunitinib) in first-line metastatic renal cell 563 

carcinoma, CheckMate 009/010 – a phase I/II, aPD-1 (nivolumab) treated, and CheckMate 025 – 564 

a phase III randomized mTOR inhibitor (everolimus) versus aPD-1 [9]. We stratified patients by 565 

the median score (see Methods) of the 3 gene signatures obtained in our study (i.e., module 566 

4/JAVELIN_like, 7/angiogenesis-like, and 16/immune escape.  567 

The Immune Escape signature was strongly associated with the response to all three ICI 568 

regimens (avelumab plus axitinib HR=1.53 P=0.008, atezolizumab plus bevacizumab HR=1.35 569 

P=0.019 and nivolumab HR=1.45 P=0.02, Fig. 7 and Fig. S9). In contrast, the JAVELIN-like 570 

inflammatory signature was strongly associated with clinical outcome to avelumab plus axitinib 571 

(HR=0.64 P=0.006), but no association with clinical benefit was found between atezolizumab plus 572 

bevacizumab (HR=0.82 P=0.126) or nivolumab treatment (HR=0.97 P=0.823) (Fig. 7). Similarly, 573 

the angiogenesis-like signature was strongly correlated with the response to sunitinib in both 574 

IMmotion151 (HR=0.48 P<0.001) and JAVELIN Renal 101 (HR=0.68 P=0.008) as expected, but 575 

not with ICI-associated regimens. Associations between the Immune Escape signature and 576 

therapeutic response remained valid even when thresholds other than median were used to 577 
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define immune escape high and low (Fig. S10). Even though the Immune Escape signature was 578 

also associated with response to sunitinib in JAVELIN Renal 101, no association between 579 

sunitinib response or mTOR inhibition was observed in IMmotion151 and CheckMate 025. 580 

Overall, this analysis suggests that a transcriptional signature associated the tendency to lose 581 

putative neoantigens after ICI is associated with response to combination ICI therapy and 582 

nominates a new potential biomarker for this therapeutic regimen. 583 

 584 

Discussion 585 

 Here we used spatiotemporal, multimodal profiling to investigate the link tumor genomics, 586 

microenvironmental heterogeneity, peripheral immune response, and eventual immune escape 587 

in advanced and metastatic ccRCC. The fundamental discovery of our analysis is that ITH 588 

manifests well beyond the tumor genome and produces highly heterogeneous immune 589 

microenvironments in the tumor. Our findings clearly suggest that the ccRCC genome and 590 

microenvironment co-evolve, and that loss of putative neo-antigens (including SNVs, indels, and 591 

HERVs) is associated with a qualitatively myeloid-high environment and the loss of HLA and 592 

CDKN2A/B. These distinct genomic alterations are also associated with more peripheral changes, 593 

i.e., reduced T cell clonal diversity in the peripheral circulation.  594 

Emerging data on biomarkers of response to ICI in ccRCC has identified two potentially 595 

paradoxical observations: first, that TIL abundance alone is an insufficient predictor of ICI 596 

response [9], and second, that the presence of myeloid cells correlate with resistance to both ICI 597 

and anti-VEGF treatments. Strikingly, we observed that high myeloid score tumors were 598 

associated with neoantigen depletion which could, in principle, render ICI treatment ineffective. In 599 

agreement with this, we derived a transcriptomic signature associated with neoantigen depletion 600 

and Immune Escape, which was expressed in renal epithelium, tumor stroma as well as tumor 601 

associated macrophages (TAMs) and monocytes. This Immune Escape signature was associated 602 
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with response to several ICI regiments in published clinical trials. In total, these findings suggest 603 

that myeloid cells are associated with tumor clones that have evolved mechanisms to escape 604 

anti-tumor immune responses. Critically, such a hypothetic model requires detailed work and 605 

mechanistic validation in immunocompetent systems, which we are actively developing.   606 

Why do regions with neoantigen depletion demonstrate elevation of myeloid cells but not 607 

cytotoxic T cells that would presumably eliminate tumor clones? Cancer immunoediting proceeds 608 

through three phases: elimination, equilibrium and escape [65]. Throughout these phases, tumor 609 

immunogenicity evolves, and thereby, despite possible initial response to therapy, acquires 610 

immunosuppressive mechanisms that may enable disease progression. Our data suggests that 611 

myeloid-high, neoantigen-depleted tumor regions historically experienced a cytotoxic T cell 612 

response, which prompted the selection of tumor clones losing neoantigens and/or 613 

HLA/CDKN2A/B. Such a loss of target antigens through HLA LOH or neoantigen depletion would 614 

result in loss of antigen-TCR stimulation, leading to death of the corresponding neoantigen 615 

reactive T cells (Fig. 8).  Importantly, as with other findings in this analysis, the association 616 

between neoantigen loss and myeloid activation observed in our data remains purely correlative, 617 

and future studies will be necessary to mechanistically establish how immune evasion 618 

spatiotemporally evolves in ccRCC following ICI therapy. 619 

Our multi-regional data also has significant implications for biomarker development. We 620 

demonstrated that TME markers of response such as JAVELIN and myeloid scores can be 621 

heterogenous within tumors regions (Fig. 2). This underscores the importance of accounting for 622 

ITH when these signatures are used for patient selection for a specific therapy and longitudinal 623 

monitoring of therapies. Given recent data that ICI may have a role in adjuvant therapy following 624 

nephrectomy for high-risk disease, our data would suggest that several regions of the primary 625 

tumor should be sampled specially in the presence of ITH associated genomic alterations (e.g., 626 

HLA LOH and CDKN2A/B loss). An intriguing finding was a trend towards lower ITH in ICI treated 627 
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tumors, even though this observation did not reach statistical significance. If validated in other 628 

studies, this in part can be attributed to outgrowth of few non-immunogenic tumor subclones that 629 

managed to escape immune surveillance upon ICI treatment. 630 

An important limitation of this study is that TME heterogeneity of metastatic disease was 631 

not assessed and may be less of an issue in biomarker development. Our study has several other 632 

potential limitations including its small sample size. To overcome this shortcoming, we validated 633 

several of our major findings in several independent cohorts. Another potential limitation of our 634 

study is the unavailability pre-treatment multi-regional sequencing data. However, inclusion of 635 

multi-regional data from 6 untreated patients allowed us to account for ITH in untreated tumors. 636 

Moreover, our neoadjuvant cohort was treated with single agent nivolumab over a short course 637 

which may not reflect the TME, and genomic changes induced by more potent combination 638 

strategies. Finally, we portrayed the characteristics of an adverse TME which may contribute to 639 

ICI resistance. Our study clearly demonstrates the interplay between genomic events and TME 640 

transformation from a cytotoxic to a cold immuno-phenotype. However, these findings remain 641 

purely an association of several contributing factors to ICI resistant and the exact causative 642 

hierarchy of events requires further investigation.  643 

In conclusion, we find distinct genomic event enriched in immune escape tumor 644 

microenvironment in ccRCC both across and within tumors. Our findings have implications for 645 

future biomarker development for ICI response across ccRCC and other solid tumors.  646 

 647 

Availability of data and materials  648 

No new code was generated. All data generated in this study are provided in Extended Data Table 649 

and Figures or available upon reasonable request from corresponding author.  650 

 651 
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Abbreviations 652 

TCGA: The Cancer Genome Atlas 653 

WES: Whole-exome sequencing 654 

WTS: Whole-transcriptome sequencing 655 

SCNA: Somatic copy number alterations 656 

LOH: Loss of heterozygosity 657 

ITH: Intra-tumoral heterogeneity 658 

TCR: T cell receptor 659 

ccRCC: clear cell Renal Cell Carcinoma 660 

TME: Tumor microenvironment 661 

ICI: Immune checkpoint inhibitor 662 

TKI: Tyrosine kinase inhibitor 663 

HERV: Human endogenous retrovirus 664 

PBMC: peripheral blood mononuclear cells 665 

TIL: Tumor infiltrating lymphocytes 666 

WGCNA: Weighted gene co-expression network analysis 667 

ssGSEA: single sample gene set enrichment analysis 668 
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Figures and Tables  913 

Figure 1. Patient characteristics and study design. a) Multi-regional multi-omics was 914 

performed on 29 patients. b) In total, 6 out of 29 patients were untreated and the rest were treated 915 

with ICI or in combination with TKI. TCRseq of PBMC was performed at 4 time points on therapy 916 

for a subset of patients. In addition, pathological review was performed to assign N-TIL (tumors 917 

sparsely infiltrated by TILs), S-TIL (tumors dominated by stromal TILs), and ES-TIL (tumors with 918 
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substantial levels of both epithelial and stromal TILs) classes to a subset of patients. c) 919 

Additionally, scRNAseq data for 6 patients were available from [15].  920 

 921 

Figure 2. TME ITH in ccRCC. a) Intra-tumoral heterogeneity of several gene expression 922 

signatures across multiple tumor regions. Radar charts show Z-score of each feature normalized 923 

across the cohort. Min and max radius for each feature in each panel represent min and max of 924 

that feature across the cohort. b) For each gene signature, the number of patients who were 925 

classified as high or low or a mixture of high and low across tumor regions are shown. Two 926 

patients (MR05 and NIVO10) were excluded since WTS data of only one region was available. 927 

Also, pre-treatment regions of ICI treated patients were excluded to avoid treatment-related 928 

effects in these signatures. c) Intra-tumoral heterogeneity of myeloid score observed across 929 

multiple regions of tumors of patients in this study. 930 

 931 

Figure 3. Landscape of ITH in ccRCC. a) Oncoprint of key ccRCC driver mutations and copy 932 

number alterations for all regions of all 29 patients in this cohort. Margin shows comparison 933 

between mutation frequency observed in this cohort and TRACERx Renal. b) We have performed 934 

unsupervised hierarchical clustering of genomic features including patient level presence or 935 

absence of a small variant in VHL, PBRM1, SETD2, BAP1 (most commonly mutated genes) as 936 

well as loss of heterozygosity in HLA genes as well as 9p (which includes CDKN2A/B) SCNA 937 

which are known to affect ICI response. Heatmap shows ITH high vs low classification across 938 

data type. Annotation illustrates evolutionary subtypes and treatment status of patients. A patient 939 

is annotated as wildtype if all regions are wild type for that alteration. Cases where ITH score 940 

could not be calculated due to lack of sufficient number of biopsies are shown in gray pixels. CIN: 941 

chromosome instability. c) Association between antigen presentation machinery (APM), effector 942 

T cell (Teff) and myeloid gene signatures and ITH. Wilcox P, False Discovery Rate (FDR) and 943 
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Linear Mixed Effect (LME) P shown. d) Intra-tumoral heterogeneity and myeloid score are 944 

associated with CDKN2A/B loss in TCGA KIRC cohort. e) ITH low patients show a significantly 945 

higher TCR diversity, richness and clone count. 946 

 947 

Figure 4. The landscape of heterogeneity of neoantigen depletion. a) Change in the number 948 

of non-synonymous binder SNVs (predicted in silico) and non-synonymous non-binder SNVs 949 

compared to pre-treatment. Reduction in only putative neoantigens illustrates selective pressure 950 

and immunoediting. One sample Wilcox test P (compared to zero) is shown. b) Clonality of 951 

neoantigen depletion. Only strong binders are shown. c, d) Immunoediting in an HLA-intact 952 

patient NIVO20 through reduced neoantigen expression. NKA/NKB/NKC (shown in RED) are 953 

normal adjacent tissues 1cm, 2cm, and 4cm away from the center of the tumor; BX (shown in 954 

blue) represents pre-treatment biopsy; RA/RB/RC/RD/RE (shown in green) illustrate 5 tumor 955 

regions from the treated tumor sample. e) Immunoediting with amino acid resolution. Higher 956 

Phenylalanine (F) depletion compared to Glutamic Acid (E) and Arginine (R) suggests immune 957 

selection. f) Association between putative neoantigen depletion and myeloid activation across all 958 

regions of patients where pre-treatment WES data was available (n = 16 patients). g) Association 959 

between the fraction of expressed putative neoantigens depleted and immune signatures. In (g) 960 

correlations are calculated across different regions of the same patient, for all patients with >3 961 

treated as well as pre-treatment RNA samples were available (n = 7 patients). h, i) HERVs are 962 

enriched in tumors compared to normal samples and are associated with treatment. j) HERV 963 

depletion association with myeloid signature. k) Circos plot (left) illustrates the fraction of shared 964 

T cell clonotypes between tissue and different time points on therapy. Ribbons connecting 965 

different regions of the tumor are scaled based on clonotype overlap. (right) clonotype tracking of 966 

dominant untreated T cell clones in treated regions of patient NIVO20. The color of each ribbon 967 

shows different T cell clones, and the width is scaled corresponding to the frequency of that clone. 968 
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Tissue data consists of 5 tumor regions after treatment (RA/RB/RC/RD/RE), one single normal 969 

adjacent (NKC), and one tumor region pre-treatment (BX). Likewise, PBMC data points on 970 

treatment are NIVO20-68, -54, -40, -12. l, m) TCR diversity is negatively associated with 971 

neoantigen depletion and HLA LOH. 972 

 973 

Figure 5. Branch evolution demonstrates immune evasion. a) Evolutionary tree illustrates 974 

tumors can exploit concurrent HLA LOH and CDKN2A/B loss to escape immune surveillance. b) 975 

Co-occurrence of HLA LOH and CDKN2A/B can be seen both across regions and patients. c) 976 

Differential immune response to ICI therapy in patients with CDKN2A/B loss or HLA LOH or 977 

belonging to ITH high subtype. d) Regions of tumor associated with immune escape depict a 978 

distinct pathology where colocalization of TILs and stroma can be observed.  979 

  980 

Figure 6. Immunoediting correlates with stroma and myeloid signatures. a) WGCNA 981 

identifies gene expression modules associated with inflammation (“JAVELIN-like”), angiogenesis, 982 

and Immune Escape. Gene dendrogram was first generated and then modules were extracted 983 

using dynamic tree cutting (top). Modules were annotated by comparing the correlation between 984 

the module eigengenes and previously known gene signatures describing different phenotypes 985 

(bottom).  b) Modules 7 (black), 4 (salmon), and 16 (magenta) are associated with previously 986 

described signatures, JAVELIN, angiogenesis and myeloid/stroma. c) scRNAseq demonstrates 987 

the cell type enrichment of Immune Escape signature in ccRCC patients. Different colors 988 

represent different cell types inferred from scRNAseq data. UMAP plot illustrates single cells 989 

collected from all 6 patients including treated and untreated patients. Computational extracted 990 

clusters were annotated as previously described [15] d, e) Association between ITH groups, 991 

Immune Escape signature and N/S/ES pathologies. f) These regions demonstrate an elevated 992 
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Immune Escape gene signature in NIVO21. RA, RB, RC, RD, and RE denote different regions of 993 

a tumor sample. 994 

 995 

Figure 7. Association between immune escape and clinical outcome to checkpoint 996 

blockade. Survival analysis shows the association between gene signatures obtained in this 997 

study and clinical outcome of different independent retrospective trials. a) Immune Escape and 998 

JAVELIN-like signatures are associated with PFS in patients treated Avelumab plus Axitinib in 999 

JAVELIN Renal 101 cohort. b) Immune Escape signature, but not the JAVELIN-like signature, 1000 

correlates with the response to Atezolizumab plus Bevacizumab in IMmotion151 but not JAVELIN 1001 

signature. c) Immune Escape signature, but not the JAVELIN-like signature, correlates with the 1002 

efficacy of anti-PD1-treament in CheckMate 009, 010, 025. 1003 

  1004 

Figure 8. A hypothetical model for spatiotemporal evolution of ccRCC links ITH to immune 1005 

escape and adverse TME. Cancer cell death, potentially by cytotoxic killing, early in tumor 1006 

evolution selects for tumor clones with HLA LOH and/or CDKN2A/B loss. This promotes the 1007 

evolution of a TME depleted of antigen-specific T cells and enriched for myeloid cells.  1008 

 1009 

Supplementary Figure Legends  1010 

Fig. S1. Validation of TME associated gene signatures using IF. Myeloid signature correlates 1011 

with CD11b/CD68 markers. CD31 endothelial and CD8 T cell markers are correlated with 1012 

Angiogenesis and JAVELIN signatures. 1013 

Fig. S2. ccRCC evolutionary subtypes and their association with angiogenic TME score. 1014 

Fig. S3. Clonotype overlap analysis. a) Hierarchical clustering of TCR clonotypes across 1015 

different regions of patients where tissue TCRseq data was available. B) Rarefration analysis of 1016 
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ITH high vs ITH low patients c) Circos plot illustrates the fraction of shared T cell clonotypes 1017 

between tissue and different time points on therapy. Ribbons connecting different regions of the 1018 

tumor are scaled based on clonotype overlap. Labels show patient ID followed by time to 1019 

nephrectomy (e.g., NIVO09-7: patient NIVO09 at 7 days to nephrectomy) d) Number of CDR3 1020 

clone counts shown for all samples where TCR seq was performed. 1021 

Fig. S4. Boxplots show total and change compared to pre-treatment (when sample was 1022 

available) for mutational count, and neoantigen count across different regions of all 1023 

patients. Count change is shown only for 16 patients whose pre-treatment WES data was 1024 

available.  1025 

Fig. S5. Association between neoantigen loss and myeloid signature. a) No association 1026 

between TMB and tumor purity (FACETS) was observed b) Association between total number of 1027 

neoantigens depleted and myeloid signature. c) The fraction of mutations or neoantigens depleted 1028 

is not correlated with tumor purity for samples with tumor purity larger than 0.3; however, the 1029 

association between myeloid signature and neoantigen depletion remains strong even after 1030 

excluding samples with low purity. d) Association between immune elimination and escape with 1031 

myeloid signature. 1032 

Fig. S6. Comparison between SNPs neoantigen depletion and INDEL depletion. 1033 

Fig. S7. Treatment impact of HERV association with TME. a) Association between HERV 1034 

expression and immune signatures. b) PBRM1 mutations are associated with elevated HERV 1035 

expression. c) Association between ClearCode34 classes and HERV expression. d) Association 1036 

between ClearCode34 classes and neoantigen depletion.  1037 

Fig. S8. Association between immune escape signature and treatment. 1038 
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Fig. S9. Validation of escape signature in independent cohorts (IMmotion151). a) Escape 1039 

signature is associated with improved survival in patients treated with ICI but not sunitinib. b) 1040 

Escape signature is associated with CDKN2A/B alteration in Immotion151. 1041 

Fig. S10. Relationship between escape gene signature and treatment outcome in different 1042 

clinical trials. HRs are calculated for each threshold for ICI or ICI in combination with TKI arms 1043 

in JAVELIN Renal 101, IMmotion151, and CheckMate 009, 010, 025. 1044 

Fig. S11. Refinement of immune escape gene signature. a) 85 genes immune escape gene 1045 

signature is strongly associated with response to Avelumab plus Axitinib in JAVELIN Renal 101 1046 

trial. b) Pairwise spearman correlation between 85 genes in module 16 (immune escape). c) 1047 

Refinement of 85 genes into 12 genes with the highest pairwise spearman correlation. 1048 

 1049 

 1050 

Supplementary Materials 1051 

  1052 

Supplementary Tables 1053 

Table S1: Data availability. 1054 

Table S2: Patient characteristics and relevant clinical data. 1055 

Table S3: WTS related gene signatures. 1056 

Table S4: ITH classification. 1057 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted July 13, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277322doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.11.22277322


Figure 1

Peripheral TCR-seq at 4 
time points on therapy

MR
01
-N
KA

MR
01
-R
A

MR
01
-R
D

MR
02
-N
KB

MR
02
-R
B

MR
02
-R
E

MR
03
-R
A

MR
03
-R
D

MR
04
-N
KB

MR
05
-N
KB

MR
05
-R
B

MR
05
-R
E

MR
06
-R
B

MR
06
-R
E

MR
07
-N
KC

MR
07
-R
E

NI
VO

02
-N
KB

NI
VO

02
-R
B

NI
VO

02
-R
E

NI
VO

03
-N
KB

NI
VO

03
-R
B

NI
VO

04
-B
X

NI
VO

04
-N
KC

NI
VO

04
-R
C

NI
VO

05
-B
X

NI
VO

05
-N
KC

NI
VO

05
-R
C

NI
VO

06
-B
X

NI
VO

06
-N
KC

NI
VO

06
-R
C

NI
VO

08
-B
X

NI
VO

08
-N
KC

NI
VO

08
-R
C

NI
VO

09
-B
X

NI
VO

09
-N
KC

NI
VO

09
-R
C

NI
VO

10
-B
X

NI
VO

10
-N
KC

NI
VO

10
-R
C

NI
VO

12
-B
X

NI
VO

12
-R
A

NI
VO

12
-R
D

NI
VO

14
-N
KA

NI
VO

14
-R
A

NI
VO

14
-R
D

NI
VO

15
-N
KA

NI
VO

15
-R
A

NI
VO

15
-R
D

NI
VO

17
-N
KA

NI
VO

17
-R
A

NI
VO

17
-R
D

NI
VO

19
-N
KA

NI
VO

19
-R
A

NI
VO

19
-R
D

NI
VO

20
-N
KA

NI
VO

20
-R
A

NI
VO

20
-R
D

NI
VO

21
-N
KA

NI
VO

21
-R
A

NI
VO

21
-R
D

NI
VO

22
-N
KA

NI
VO

22
-R
A

NI
VO

22
-R
D

NI
VO

23
-N
KA

NI
VO

23
-R
A

NI
VO

23
-R
D

SC
03
-N
K

SC
03
-TN

SC
06
-TC

SC
08
-N
K

SC
08
-TN

SC
09
-N
K

SC
10
-TC

SC
12
-N
K

SC
12
-TU

P
SC

14
-N
K

SC
14
-TL

AT

WES

WTS

TCR

metabolomics

pathology

1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

Value

0

Color Key
and Histogram

Co
un
t

untreated

IO

IO+TKI

0.0
0.4
0.8

NA

available

0.0

0.4

0.8

NA

available

* TCR-seq data availability for tissue (tumor or normal) is shown.
** TCRs were estimated using RNA-seq as well and used for assessment of TCR intra-tumoral heterogeneity.
*** PBMC TCR-seq n = 11 patients at 4 time points.

M
R0

1-
NK

A
M
R0

1-
RA

M
R0

1-
RD

M
R0

2-
NK

B
M
R0

2-
RB

M
R0

2-
RE

M
R0

3-
RA

M
R0

3-
RD

M
R0

4-
NK

B
M
R0

5-
NK

B
M
R0

5-
RB

M
R0

5-
RE

M
R0

6-
RB

M
R0

6-
RE

M
R0

7-
NK

C
M
R0

7-
RE

NI
VO

02
-N
KB

NI
VO

02
-R
B

NI
VO

02
-R
E

NI
VO

03
-N
KB

NI
VO

03
-R
B

NI
VO

04
-B
X

NI
VO

04
-N
KC

NI
VO

04
-R
C

NI
VO

05
-B
X

NI
VO

05
-N
KC

NI
VO

05
-R
C

NI
VO

06
-B
X

NI
VO

06
-N
KC

NI
VO

06
-R
C

NI
VO

08
-B
X

NI
VO

08
-N
KC

NI
VO

08
-R
C

NI
VO

09
-B
X

NI
VO

09
-N
KC

NI
VO

09
-R
C

NI
VO

10
-B
X

NI
VO

10
-N
KC

NI
VO

10
-R
C

NI
VO

12
-B
X

NI
VO

12
-R
A

NI
VO

12
-R
D

NI
VO

14
-N
KA

NI
VO

14
-R
A

NI
VO

14
-R
D

NI
VO

15
-N
KA

NI
VO

15
-R
A

NI
VO

15
-R
D

NI
VO

17
-N
KA

NI
VO

17
-R
A

NI
VO

17
-R
D

NI
VO

19
-N
KA

NI
VO

19
-R
A

NI
VO

19
-R
D

NI
VO

20
-N
KA

NI
VO

20
-R
A

NI
VO

20
-R
D

NI
VO

21
-N
KA

NI
VO

21
-R
A

NI
VO

21
-R
D

NI
VO

22
-N
KA

NI
VO

22
-R
A

NI
VO

22
-R
D

NI
VO

23
-N
KA

NI
VO

23
-R
A

NI
VO

23
-R
D

SC
03
-N
K

SC
03
-T
N

SC
06
-T
C

SC
08
-N
K

SC
08
-T
N

SC
09
-N
K

SC
10
-T
C

SC
12
-N
K

SC
12
-T
UP

SC
14
-N
K

SC
14
-T
LA
T

WES

WTS

TCR

metabolomics

pathology

1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

Value

0

Color Key
and Histogram

Co
un
t

MR0
1-NK

A
MR0

1-RA
MR0

1-RD
MR0

2-NK
B

MR0
2-RB

MR0
2-RE

MR0
3-RA

MR0
3-RD

MR0
4-NK

B
MR0

5-NK
B

MR0
5-RB

MR0
5-RE

MR0
6-RB

MR0
6-RE

MR0
7-NK

C
MR0

7-RE
NIVO

02-N
KB

NIVO
02-R

B
NIVO

02-R
E

NIVO
03-N

KB
NIVO

03-R
B

NIVO
04-B

X
NIVO

04-N
KC

NIVO
04-R

C
NIVO

05-B
X

NIVO
05-N

KC
NIVO

05-R
C

NIVO
06-B

X
NIVO

06-N
KC

NIVO
06-R

C
NIVO

08-B
X

NIVO
08-N

KC
NIVO

08-R
C

NIVO
09-B

X
NIVO

09-N
KC

NIVO
09-R

C
NIVO

10-B
X

NIVO
10-N

KC
NIVO

10-R
C

NIVO
12-B

X
NIVO

12-R
A

NIVO
12-R

D
NIVO

14-N
KA

NIVO
14-R

A
NIVO

14-R
D

NIVO
15-N

KA
NIVO

15-R
A

NIVO
15-R

D
NIVO

17-N
KA

NIVO
17-R

A
NIVO

17-R
D

NIVO
19-N

KA
NIVO

19-R
A

NIVO
19-R

D
NIVO

20-N
KA

NIVO
20-R

A
NIVO

20-R
D

NIVO
21-N

KA
NIVO

21-R
A

NIVO
21-R

D
NIVO

22-N
KA

NIVO
22-R

A
NIVO

22-R
D

NIVO
23-N

KA
NIVO

23-R
A

NIVO
23-R

D
SC03

-NK
SC03

-TN
SC06

-TC
SC08

-NK
SC08

-TN
SC09

-NK
SC10

-TC
SC12

-NK
SC12

-TUP SC14
-NK

SC14
-TLA

T

2

1

1 1.5 2 2.5 3
Value

0

Color Key
and Histogram

Coun
t

pathology
metabolomics
TCR-seq
RNA-seq
exome-seq

treatment
MR

01
−N

KA
MR

01
−R

A
MR

01
−R

D
MR

02
−N

KB
MR

02
−R

B
MR

02
−R

E
MR

03
−R

A
MR

03
−R

D
MR

04
−N

KB
MR

05
−N

KB
MR

05
−R

B
MR

05
−R

E
MR

06
−R

B
MR

06
−R

E
MR

07
−N

KC
MR

07
−R

E
NI
VO

02
−N

KB
NI
VO

02
−R

B
NI
VO

02
−R

E
NI
VO

03
−N

KB
NI
VO

03
−R

B
NI
VO

04
−B
X

NI
VO

04
−N

KC
NI
VO

04
−R

C
NI
VO

05
−B
X

NI
VO

05
−N

KC
NI
VO

05
−R

C
NI
VO

06
−B
X

NI
VO

06
−N

KC
NI
VO

06
−R

C
NI
VO

08
−B
X

NI
VO

08
−N

KC
NI
VO

08
−R

C
NI
VO

09
−B
X

NI
VO

09
−N

KC
NI
VO

09
−R

C
NI
VO

10
−B
X

NI
VO

10
−N

KC
NI
VO

10
−R

C
NI
VO

12
−B
X

NI
VO

12
−R

A
NI
VO

12
−R

D
NI
VO

14
−N

KA
NI
VO

14
−R

A
NI
VO

14
−R

D
NI
VO

15
−N

KA
NI
VO

15
−R

A
NI
VO

15
−R

D
NI
VO

17
−N

KA
NI
VO

17
−R

A
NI
VO

17
−R

D
NI
VO

19
−N

KA
NI
VO

19
−R

A
NI
VO

19
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

21
−N

KA
NI
VO

21
−R

A
NI
VO

21
−R

D
NI
VO

22
−N

KA
NI
VO

22
−R

A
NI
VO

22
−R

D
NI
VO

23
−N

KA
NI
VO

23
−R

A
NI
VO

23
−R

D
SC

03
−N

K
SC

03
−T
N

SC
06
−T
C

SC
08
−N

K
SC

08
−T
N

SC
09
−N

K
SC

10
−T
C

SC
12
−N

K
SC

12
−T
UP

SC
14
−N

K
SC

14
−T
LA
T

WES
WTS
TCR
pathologypathology
TCRseq
RNAseq
exome-seq
treatment

a

b

c

CD8A+ NK−like

CD8A+ Proliferating

CD8A+ Exhausted IEG

Conventional NK

CD8A+ Tissue−resident

CD45− Vascular Endothelium

NK HSP+

CD4+ Activated IEG

TAM/TCR (Ambiguos)

CD45− PAX8+ renal epithelium

TAM HLAhi

CD8A+ Exhausted

CD14+ Monocyte

CD14+/CD16+ Monocyte

CD45− Myofibroblast

CD4+ NaivecDC2

TAM HLAint

Ambiguous

Mast

CD4+ Proliferating

CD45− ccRCC CA9+

CD4+ Effector

TAM ISGint

B cell

CD4+ Treg

TAM ISGhi

cDC1

Megakaryocyte

pDC

Ambiguous/Dead

−10

−5

0

5

10

15

−10 −5 0 5 10
UMAP_1

U
M

AP
_2

Ambiguous
Ambiguous/Dead
B cell
CD14+ Monocyte
CD14+/CD16+ Monocyte
CD4+ Activated IEG
CD4+ Effector
CD4+ Naive
CD4+ Proliferating
CD4+ Treg
CD45− ccRCC CA9+
CD45− Myofibroblast
CD45− PAX8+ renal epithelium
CD45− Vascular Endothelium
CD8A+ Exhausted
CD8A+ Exhausted IEG

CD8A+ NK−like
CD8A+ Proliferating
CD8A+ Tissue−resident
cDC1
cDC2
Conventional NK
Mast
Megakaryocyte
NK HSP+
pDC
TAM HLAhi
TAM HLAint
TAM ISGhi
TAM ISGint
TAM/TCR (Ambiguos)

cluster_name

normal tumor

normal tumor

immunotherapy 
treatment

pre-treatment 
tumor

treated

untreated
WES

WTS

TCRseq

pathology (ES, S, N)

multi-regional sequencing

ITH

immune microenvironment 

neoantigen immuno-editing 

clonal evolution 



0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO02

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO03

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO04

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO05

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO06

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO08

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO09

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO10

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO12

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO14

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO15

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO17

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO19

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO20

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO21

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO22

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

NIVO23

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

SC03

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

SC06

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

SC08

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

SC09

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

SC10

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

SC12

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

SC14

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

MR01

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

MR02

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

MR03

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

MR05

0 (%)
25 (%)
50 (%)
75 (%)
100 (%)

Myeloid

Teff

Angiogenesis

JAVELIN

MR06

a

c

Figure 2

All tumor regions classified as high
Mixed high and low
All tumor regions classified as low

An
gi

og
en

es
is

Te
ff

M
ye

lo
id

JA
VE

LI
N

N
um

be
r o

f p
at

ie
nt

s

0
5

10
15
20
25
30

Myeloid score

-2 0 2 4

MR01

MR02

MR03

MR05

MR06

NIVO02

NIVO03

NIVO04

NIVO05

NIVO06

NIVO08

NIVO09

NIVO10

NIVO12

NIVO14

NIVO15

NIVO17

NIVO19

NIVO20

NIVO21

NIVO22

NIVO23

SC03

SC06

SC08

SC09

SC10

SC12

SC14

−2 0 2 4

Myeloid_Score

MR01

MR02

MR03

MR05

MR06

NIVO02

NIVO03

NIVO04

NIVO05

NIVO06

NIVO08

NIVO09

NIVO10

NIVO12

NIVO14

NIVO15

NIVO17

NIVO19

NIVO20

NIVO21

NIVO22

NIVO23

SC03

SC06

SC08

SC09

SC10

SC12

SC14

−2024

Myeloid_Score

All tumor regions classified as high
Mixed high and low
All tumor regions classified as lowb



c

Figure 3

M
R

0
6

N
IV

O
2
1

S
C

1
4

M
R

0
2

N
IV

O
0
3

N
IV

O
0
9

S
C

0
6

M
R

0
1

N
IV

O
1
4

M
R

0
3

N
IV

O
2
0

N
IV

O
1
2

S
C

1
2

N
IV

O
0
8

N
IV

O
2
2

N
IV

O
0
4

N
IV

O
1
0

S
C

0
8

S
C

0
3

S
C

0
9

N
IV

O
0
6

N
IV

O
2
3

N
IV

O
1
9

N
IV

O
1
7

N
IV

O
1
5

M
R

0
5

N
IV

O
0
2

N
IV

O
0
5

S
C

1
0

VHL
PBRM1
SETD2

BAP1
HLALOH

CDKN2AB

ITH

treated
DNA ITH
RNA ITH
TCR ITH
subtype

num_DNA_samples
num_RNA_samples
num_TCR_samples

CIN

ITH
IT

H
 h

ig
h

IT
H

 lo
w

m
ut01

treated
tre

a
te

d
u
n
tre

a
te

d

D
N

A
 ITH

h
ig

h
lo

w

R
N

A
 ITH

h
ig

h
lo

w

TC
R

 ITH
h
ig

h
lo

w

subtype
B

A
P

1
 d

rive
n

m
u
ltip

le
 clo

n
a
l d

rive
r

N
a
N

P
B

R
M

1
->

P
I3

K
P

B
R

M
1
->

S
C

N
A

P
B

R
M

1
->

S
E

T
D

2
V

H
L
 m

o
n
o
d
rive

r
V

H
L
 w

ild
typ

e

num
_D

N
A

_sam
ples

1 2 3 4 5

num
_R

N
A

_sam
ples

1 2 3 4 5

num
_TC

R
_sam

ples

1 2 3 4 5

C
INh

ig
h

lo
w

MR06
NIVO21
SC14
MR02
NIVO03
NIVO09
SC06
MR01
NIVO14
MR03
NIVO20
NIVO12
SC12
NIVO08
NIVO22
NIVO04
NIVO10
SC08
SC03
SC09
NIVO06
NIVO23
NIVO19
NIVO17
NIVO15
MR05
NIVO02
NIVO05
SC10

V
H

L
P

B
R

M
1

S
E

T
D

2
B

A
P

1
H

L
A

L
O

H
C

D
K

N
2

A
B

IT
H

tr
e

a
te

d
D

N
A

 I
T

H
R

N
A

 I
T

H
T

C
R

 I
T

H
su

b
ty

p
e

n
u

m
_

D
N

A
_

sa
m

p
le

s
n

u
m

_
R

N
A

_
sa

m
p

le
s

n
u

m
_

T
C

R
_

sa
m

p
le

s
C

IN

ITH
ITH high
ITH low

mut
0
1

treated
treated
untreated

DNA ITH
high
low

RNA ITH
high
low

TCR ITH
high
low

subtype
BAP1 driven
multiple clonal driver
NaN
PBRM1->PI3K
PBRM1->SCNA
PBRM1->SETD2
VHL monodriver
VHL wildtype

num_DNA_samples

1

2

3

4

5

num_RNA_samples

1

2

3

4

5

num_TCR_samples

1

2

3

4

5

CIN
high
low

Cluster ID

Cluster ID

VHL mut
PBRM1 mut
SETD2 mut

BAP1 mut
HLA LOH

CDKN2A/B loss

No
Yes

status

d

13
14

15
16

17
18

19

ITH high ITH low

TC
R

 d
iv

er
si

ty
 (S

ha
nn

on
 E

nt
ro

py
)

0e
+0

0
4e

+0
5

8e
+0

5

ITH high ITH low

ric
hn

es
s

0e
+0

0
4e

+0
6

8e
+0

6

ITH high ITH low

cl
on

e 
co

un
t

Wilcox 
P=0.0038

Wilcox 
P=0.017

ric
hn

es
s

TC
R

 d
iv

er
si

ty
 

(S
ha

nn
on

 e
nt

ro
py

)

cl
on

e 
co

un
t

Wilcox 
P=0.04

0

5

10

CNL/LOH wt
CDKN2AB

nu
m
be
r.o
f.c
lo
ne
s

0

5

10

CNL/LOH wt
CDKN2AB

M
ye
lo
id
_S
co
re

IT
H

M
ye

lo
id

 s
co

re

Wilcox P = 3 × 10-5
Wilcox P = 7 × 10-5

TCGA KIRC

0

119

CSMD3
TSC2

PIK3CA
TSC1
TP53

ARID1A
BAP1
MTOR
KDM5C
SETD2
PBRM1

VHL

1%
4%
4%
5%
6%
8%
11%
13%
15%
15%
42%
85%

0 120

loss_14q31.1
loss_9p21.3
loss_8p23.2
loss_6q22.33
loss_4q34.3
loss_3p25.3
loss_1p36.11
gain_20q13.33
gain_12p11.21
gain_8q24.21
gain_7q22.3
gain_5q35.3
gain_2q14.3
gain_1q25.1

Splice_Site
Frame_Shift_Del
Missense_Mutation
Nonsense_Mutation

In_Frame_Del
Frame_Shift_Ins
Multi_Hit

gain_1q25.1
0
1

gain_2q14.3
0
1

gain_5q35.3
0
1

gain_7q22.3
0
1

gain_8q24.21
0
1

gain_12p11.21

Altered in 125 (88.03%) of 142 samples.

0

119

CSMD3
TSC2

PIK3CA
TSC1
TP53

ARID1A
BAP1
MTOR
KDM5C
SETD2
PBRM1

VHL

1%
4%
4%
5%
6%
8%
11%
13%
15%
15%
42%
85%

0 120

loss_14q31.1
loss_9p21.3
loss_8p23.2
loss_6q22.33
loss_4q34.3
loss_3p25.3
loss_1p36.11
gain_20q13.33
gain_12p11.21
gain_8q24.21
gain_7q22.3
gain_5q35.3
gain_2q14.3
gain_1q25.1

Splice_Site
Frame_Shift_Del
Missense_Mutation
Nonsense_Mutation

In_Frame_Del
Frame_Shift_Ins
Multi_Hit

gain_1q25.1
0
1

gain_2q14.3
0
1

gain_5q35.3
0
1

gain_7q22.3
0
1

gain_8q24.21
0
1

gain_12p11.21

Altered in 125 (88.03%) of 142 samples.

0

119

CSMD3
TSC2

PIK3CA
TSC1
TP53

ARID1A
BAP1
MTOR
KDM5C
SETD2
PBRM1

VHL

1%
4%
4%
5%
6%
8%
11%
13%
15%
15%
42%
85%

0 120

loss_14q31.1
loss_9p21.3
loss_8p23.2
loss_6q22.33
loss_4q34.3
loss_3p25.3
loss_1p36.11
gain_20q13.33
gain_12p11.21
gain_8q24.21
gain_7q22.3
gain_5q35.3
gain_2q14.3
gain_1q25.1

Splice_Site
Frame_Shift_Del
Missense_Mutation
Nonsense_Mutation

In_Frame_Del
Frame_Shift_Ins
Multi_Hit

gain_1q25.1
0
1

gain_2q14.3
0
1

gain_5q35.3
0
1

gain_7q22.3
0
1

gain_8q24.21
0
1

gain_12p11.21

Altered in 125 (88.03%) of 142 samples.

VH
L

PB
R

M
1

SE
TD

2

PI
K3

C
A

M
TO

R

PT
EN

KD
M

5C

C
SM

D
3

BA
P1

TP
53

TS
C

1

TS
C

2

AR
ID

1A

TC
EB

1

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0
cohort
TRACERx Renal

m
ut

at
io

n 
fre

qu
en

cy

0

119

NA

N
A

CSMD3
TSC2

PIK3CA
TSC1
TP53

ARID1A
BAP1
MTOR
KDM5C
SETD2
PBRM1

VHL

1%
4%
4%
5%
6%
8%
11%
13%
15%
15%
42%
85%

0 120

Patient
loss_14q31.1
loss_9p21.3
loss_8p23.2
loss_6q22.33
loss_4q34.3
loss_3p25.3
loss_1p36.11
gain_20q13.33
gain_12p11.21
gain_8q24.21
gain_7q22.3
gain_5q35.3
gain_2q14.3
gain_1q25.1

Splice_Site
Frame_Shift_Del
Missense_Mutation
Nonsense_Mutation

In_Frame_Del
Frame_Shift_Ins
Multi_Hit

gain_1q25.1
0
1

gain_2q14.3
0
1

gain_5q35.3
0
1

gain_7q22.3
0
1

gain_8q24.21
0
1

gain_12p11.21
0
1

gain_20q13.33
0
1

loss_1p36.11
0
1

loss_3p25.3
0
1

loss_4q34.3
0
1

loss_6q22.33
0
1

loss_8p23.2
0
1

loss_9p21.3
0
1

loss_14q31.1
0
1

Patient
MR01
MR02
MR03
MR05

MR06
NIVO02
NIVO03
NIVO04

NIVO05
NIVO06
NIVO08
NIVO09

NIVO10
NIVO12
NIVO14
NIVO15

NIVO17
NIVO19
NIVO20
NIVO21

NIVO22
NIVO23
SC02
SC03

SC06
SC08
SC09
SC12

SC14

Altered in 125 (88.03%) of 142 samples.

0

119

NA

NA

CSMD3
TSC2

PIK3CA
TSC1
TP53

ARID1A
BAP1
MTOR
KDM5C
SETD2
PBRM1

VHL

1%
4%
4%
5%
6%
8%
11%
13%
15%
15%
42%
85%

0 120

Patient
loss_14q31.1
loss_9p21.3
loss_8p23.2
loss_6q22.33
loss_4q34.3
loss_3p25.3
loss_1p36.11
gain_20q13.33
gain_12p11.21
gain_8q24.21
gain_7q22.3
gain_5q35.3
gain_2q14.3
gain_1q25.1

Splice_Site
Frame_Shift_Del
Missense_Mutation
Nonsense_Mutation

In_Frame_Del
Frame_Shift_Ins
Multi_Hit

gain_1q25.1
0
1

gain_2q14.3
0
1

gain_5q35.3
0
1

gain_7q22.3
0
1

gain_8q24.21
0
1

gain_12p11.21
0
1

gain_20q13.33
0
1

loss_1p36.11
0
1

loss_3p25.3
0
1

loss_4q34.3
0
1

loss_6q22.33
0
1

loss_8p23.2
0
1

loss_9p21.3
0
1

loss_14q31.1
0
1

Patient
MR01
MR02
MR03
MR05

MR06
NIVO02
NIVO03
NIVO04

NIVO05
NIVO06
NIVO08
NIVO09

NIVO10
NIVO12
NIVO14
NIVO15

NIVO17
NIVO19
NIVO20
NIVO21

NIVO22
NIVO23
SC02
SC03

SC06
SC08
SC09
SC12

SC14

Altered in 125 (88.03%) of 142 samples.

a

b

e

P=0.048

* Wilcox P

Myeloid: 
ITH low

ITH high

Teff_Score:
ITH low

ITH high

Purity: 
ITH low

ITH high

APM:
ITH low

ITH high

ITH
 low

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

ITH
 low

10000 10600 11200

ITH
 low

-2 0 2 4

ITH
 low

-1 0 1 2 3

P=0.048 (FDR=0.06)

P=0.86 (FDR = 0.86) 

P=5.7×10-5 (FDR=0.0002)

P=0.001 (FDR=0.002)

Wilcox P=0.048, FDR=0.06, 
LME P=0.2Wilcox P=0.048, FDR=0.06, LME P=0.2

Wilcox P=0.001, FDR=0.002, LME P=0.013

Wilcox P=5.7×10-5, FDR=0.0002, LME P=0.013

Wilcox P=0.86, FDR=0.86, LME P=0.97



All edited putative neoantigens post-treatment

untreated treated

10
20

30
40

50
60

m
ed

ia
n 

H
ER

V 
ac

ro
ss

 tu
m

or
 s

am
pl

es

Wilcox P=9×10-5

Figure 4

c

TMB neoantigen

−5
0

0
50

10
0

ch
an

ge
 c

om
pa

re
d 

to
 p

re
−t

re
at

m
en

t

Wilcox P=5×10-12

Wilcox P=0.96

a b

N
IV

O
20
−R

A

N
IV

O
20
−R

B

N
IV

O
20
−R

C

N
IV

O
20
−R

D

N
IV

O
20
−R

E

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

pr
e−

tre
at

m
en

t b
in

di
ng

 ra
nk

DEWQAILEIA

KQSDMLRY
DEWQAILEI

TLMHWLDQY

KAFNRVTHL

KQSDMLRYY

weak binders

strong binders

M
ye

lo
id

_S
co

re

Ad
en

oS
ig

C
D

8 
T 

ce
lls

Im
m

un
eS

co
re

PD
L1

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Association between neoantigen loss
 and immune micro−environment

 within each patient

Sp
ea

rm
an

 c
or

re
la

tio
n

M
ye

lo
id

_S
co

re

Ad
en

oS
ig

C
D

8 
T 

ce
lls

Im
m

un
eS

co
re

PD
L1

−0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

Association between neoantigen loss
 and immune micro−environment

 within each patient

Sp
ea

rm
an

 c
or

re
la

tio
n

g

Normal Tumor

10
20

30
40

50
60

m
ed

ia
n 

H
ER

V

20 40 60 80 100 120

-2
0

2
4

HERV editing (TPM)

m
ye

lo
id

 s
ig

na
tu

re

j

R=0.51
P=0.0009

Normal Tumor

10
20

30
40

50
60

m
ed

ia
n 

H
ER

V

Wilcox P=4×10-11

h i

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

-2
0

2
4

fraction of neoantigens 
depleted in each biopsy

m
ye

lo
id

 s
co

re

e

m
ye

lo
id

 s
co

re

association between putative neoantigen 
expression loss and TME across multiple 

regions of each patient

f
Spearman correlation = 0.56
P=4.7×10-7

16 patients

fraction of putative neoantigens 
depleted in each biopsy

−5
0

0
50

10
0

SNV count
(non-binder)

Wilcox P < 1e-10

Wilcox P < 1e-10

Change in non-
binder SNV count 

(predicted)

Change in binder 
SNV count 
(predicted)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

14
15

16
17

18
19

20

fraction of neoantigens edited

TC
R

 d
ive

rs
ity

 (S
ha

nn
on

 e
nt

ro
py

)

Spearman correlation = −0.53 
 P = 0.001

fraction of neoantigens depleted

NIV
O0
9−3

4

NIVO
09−49

NIVO09−7

NIVO
09−RA

0
0.
1

0.
2

0.
3

0.4

0.5

0.6
0.7

0.80.910

0.
8

0.
9

1
1.1

0.1
0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5
0.6

0.7

1.2

0
0.1

0.2
0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7

0.8
0.9

1
1.1

0
0.1

0.2

NI
VO
10
−1
0

NIVO10−38

NI
VO
10
−5
2

NIVO10−61

NIVO10−BX
NIVO

10−RC0
0.
6

1.
2

1.8

2.4

3

3.6
4.24.800.61.2

1.8
2.4

3

3.6

4.2
0

1.
2

1.
8

2.
4

3
3.6

4.2

0.6

4.8
0 0.6 1.2 1.8 2.4

3
3.6

4.2
0

0.6
0

0.6

NI
VO
12
−1
1

NIVO12−38

NI
VO
12
−5
2

NIVO12−60

NIVO
12−BX
NIVO

12−RA0
0.
7

1.
4

2.1

2.8

3.5

4.2
4.95.600.71.4

2.1
2.8

3.5

4.2

4.9
5.6

0

1.
4

2.
1

2.
8

3.5

4.2
4.9

0.7

5.6
0 0.7 1.4 2.1 2.8

3.5
4.2

4.9
5.6

0
0

0.7

NIV
O1
4−
36NIVO14−50

NI
VO
14
−5
6

NIVO14−8

NIVO
14−BX
NIVO

14−RA0
0.
5

1
1.
5

2

2.5

3
3.5400.51

1.5
2

2.5

3
3.5

4
4.5

0

0.
5

1
1.
5

2

2.5
3

3.5
0 0.5 1 1.5

2
2.5

3

3.5
0

0.5
0

0.5

NI
VO
15
−1
4

NIVO15−43

NI
VO
15
−5
7

NIVO15−65

NIVO
15−BX
NIVO

15−RA0
0.
5

1
1.5

2

2.5

3
3.5400.51

1.5
2

2.5

3
3.5

0

1
1.
5

2
2.5

3

3.5

0.5

4
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

2.5
3

3.5
4

0
0.5

0
0.5

NI
VO
17
−1
3

NIVO17−41

NI
VO

17
−5
5

NIVO17−60

NIVO
17−RA

0
0.
3

0.
6

0.
9

1.2

1.5

0
0.3

0.60.91.21.5
1.8

2.1

2.4

2.7

3
3.3

0

0.
9

1.
2

1.
5

1.8
2.1

2.4

0.3
0.6

2.7
0 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.2 1.5

1.8
2.1

2.4
2.7

3
3.3

0

NI
VO
19
−3
5

NIVO19−50

NI
VO

19
−6
2

NIVO19−9
NIVO

19−BX
NIVO

19−RA0
0.
5

1
1.
5

2

2.5

3
3.5

00.51
1.5

2
2.5

3

3.5
4

0

1
1.
5

2
2.5

3

3.5

0.5

4
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

2.5
3

3.5
4

0
0.5

0
0.5

NI
VO

20
−1
2

NIVO
20−4

0
NIVO20−54

NIVO20−68

NIVO
20−BX

NI
VO

20
−N

KCN
IV
O2
0−
RA

NIVO
20−R

B NIVO20−RC NIVO20−RD

NIVO
20−RE

0
1

2
3

4

0
1

23401
2

3

4
0

1
2

0
1

0
1
0

1
2

0
1

2
3 0 1 2 0

1
2

3
0

1
2

3

NI
VO
21
−1
3

NIVO21−41

NI
VO
21
−5
5

NIVO21−69

NIVO21−BX
NIVO

21−RA0
0.
5

1
1.
5

2

2.5

3
3.5400.51

1.5
2

2.5

3
3.5

4
0

0.
5

1
1.
5

2
2.5

3
3.5

4
0 0.5 1 1.5

2
2.5

3
3.5

0
0.5

0
0.5

NI
VO
22
−3
7

NIVO22−51

NI
VO

22
−6
2

NIVO22−9

NIVO22−BXNIVO
22−RA

0
0.
8

1.
6

2.4

3.2

4
4.8

5.600.81.6
2.4

3.2

4

4.8

5.6
0

1.
6

2.
4

3.
2

4

4.8

0.8

5.6
0

0.8
1.6 2.4 3.2

4
4.8

5.6

0
0.8

0
0.8

NIV
O2
3−
36

NIVO23−50

NI
VO
23
−5
8

NIVO23−8

NIVO
23−BX0

0.
3

0.
6

0.9

1.2

1.5

1.8
2.12.40

0.3
0.6

0.9

1.2

1.5
1.8

2.1

0
0.
3

0.6
0.9

1.2
1.5

1.8 0
0.3 0.6 0.9

1.2

1.5
1.8

2.1
0

N
IV
O
20
-B
X

N
IVO

20-68

N
IV
O
20
-N
K
C

NI
VO
20
-R
A

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

NI
VO

20
-B

X

NI
VO

20
-N

KC

NI
VO

20
-R

A

NI
VO

20
-R

B

NI
VO

20
-R

C

NI
VO

20
-R

D

NI
VO

20
-R

E

Sample

Pr
op

or
tio

n

CAEGQPNYGYTF

CAGGRGYEQFF

CAGSDSNQPQHF

CAIKGSGANVLTF

CAIKQRDTNSPLHF

CAIKRQGTNQPQHF

CAIRDAYNEQFF

CAIRDQGADTQYF

CAIRGHRGEETQYF

CAIRKGALTNVLTF

CAIRKQGGGNTEAFF

CAIRQGALETQYF

CAIRRQELYGYTF

CAIRSYSQNTEAFF

CAISAGTPPSLHF

CAISAITGTTSYNEQFF

CAISARGTENYGYTF

CAISASTQGASDEQFF

CAISDGRVRGSNQPQHF

CAISDGTGYQPQHF

CAISDHSNQPQHF

CAISDPAGGSGANVLTF

CAISDPDREQQYF

CAISDQQGWVAFF

CAISDQTGTWNEQFF

CAISDRGSSDTEAFF

CAISDSGTGFYGYTF

CAISDSTGGADTQYF

CAISDSTRETQYF

CAISEGGGAADTQYF

CAISEGPGPNYGYTF

CAISEGSSSGGSTQYF

CAISEGTVTYQPQHF

CAISELGDNSPLHF

CAISELRVSENTEAFF

CAISEQGQLNQPQHF

CAISERADNEQFF

CAISESAGSTEKLFF

CAISESEEGSYEQYF

CAISESGEFEAFF

CAISESGGGNEQFF

CAISESGQGATEAFF

CAISESGQTGGYTF

CAISESNRVGLETQYF

CAISESSYQETQYF

CAISESTADNEQFF

CAISESTGGFYGYTF

CAISESWNTEAFF

CAISETRGLGTEAFF

CAISEVSADTQYF

CAISEVTANTEAFF

CAISEWGGTYNEQFF

CAISGDDTQYF

CAISGDGYYQPQHF

CAISQGNFYGYTF

CAISRTAPHTEAFF

CAISRTGYNTEAFF

CAISSNQGHDNEQFF

CAISVRDRENGYTF

CAISVSSGAFNEQFF

CAISYGYTF

CAITETGRGTFF

CAITGQINQPQHF

CAITRTAQETQYF

CAITSTENYGYTF

CAKHRADQPQHF

CALFRETNYGYTF

CANRDALTDTQYF

CARGRGDEQFF

CARWGGSNEKLFF

CARYGTGDQPQHF

CASALAGGLETQYF

CASASGTGSYEQYF

CASEENTEAFF

CASEGTNYGYTF

CASEWRGSTDTQYF

CASFEPNAEAFF

CASGDREYEQYF

CASGGGYTEAFF

CASGGNLNEQFF

CASGGQGKPLHF

CASGGRGNQPQHF

CASGIYQPQHF

CASGQGPNSPLHF

CASGRGQTMNTEAFF

CASGSGDRTQYF

CASGWTSGSYNEQFF

CASGYRDTQYF

CASKDNTGNMNTEAFF

CASKGLAETQYF

CASKQSSTDTQYF

CASKRQGSNQPQHF

CASLRQGWNTEAFF

CASLTGGGQPISPQHF

CASMGGPQPQHF

CASMSGTSTDTQYF

CASNFGTGATRGYTF

CASNGLAGGTSTDTQYF

CASNGQAQETQYF

CASNKVVSEQPQHF

CASNLQWRGETQYF

CASNPDRDAYNEQFF

CASNPGALTEAFF

CASNPGGVGNQPQHF

CASNPGLSTDTQYF

CASNPGQGAPYGYTF

CASNPSREMNTEAFF

CASNRGDTEAFF

CASQDRENQPQHF

CASQGLAGAPSYNEQFF

CASQGLNSPLHF

CASRAGGREQFF

CASRATGGGGQPQHF

CASRDRAQETQYF

CASRDSGNYGYTF

CASRDWASNQPQHF

CASRDWTSTDTQYF

CASREDQYNEQFF

CASREGPAPQETQYF

CASREGQGIGGYTF

CASRGDRQEAFF

CASRGDVRNQPQHF

CASRGEGGTQYF

CASRGHRNQPQHF

CASRGQGGRNTEAFF

CASRHWGSSMNTEAFF

CASRKTGGSPLHF

CASRLQGEGIYSNQPQHF

CASRLQGGMNTEAFF

CASRLTGVNYGYTF

CASRLVGYQETQYF

CASRMLGGANEQFF

CASRNGGTAYRGTEAFF

CASRPGQVNYGYTF

CASRPGVGETQYF

CASRPLAGGPDTQYF

CASRPTGGMQPQHF

CASRQETQYF

CASRQGDLLNSPLHF

CASRRDRGRGEAFF

CASRRLAGDEQFF

CASRRNPGTVTEAFF

CASRRQGDYGYTF

CASRRQINQPQHF

CASRSGAMDGYTF

CASRSGHPNTGELFF

CASRSPGIYNQPQHF

CASRSPGNTEAFF

CASRSRGRNTEAFF

CASRSTSNQPQHF

CASRTGGDTQYF

CASRTGLGFEDTQYF

CASRTGSGSTYEQYF

CASRTPPVSRGWVGNQPQHF

CASRTRDRVRAFF

CASRTRYRGQKLFF

CASRWRTEAFF

CASRWTVYQPQHF

CASSAFTVLSNQPQHF

CASSAGGEQFF

CASSAGLAGETQYF

CASSAGSANVLTF

CASSAPRDRYRETQYF

CASSAQGNTEAFF

CASSAQVETQYF

CASSASGGAQFF

CASSASGTWGETQYF

CASSATGTSELFF

CASSATSGGPWEQFF

CASSDGDRFVRGYTF

CASSDGNSGANVLTF

CASSDGPGQDYTGELFF

CASSDIGGVETQYF

CASSDNSGANVLTF

CASSDPGHQETQYF

CASSDPGLSYGYTF

CASSDPGQCQFF

CASSDRGGRTEAFF

CASSDRRDSNTEAFF

CASSDSSGANVLTF

CASSEALQAGVGNQPQHF

CASSEARQGNSPLHF

CASSEATGQRFYGYTF

CASSEDRDTEAFF

CASSEDRTPQHF

CASSEFGHFYGYTF

CASSEFWGAEAFF

CASSEFYSNQPQHF

CASSEGGGRNTEAFF

CASSEGGRDRGQPQHF

CASSEGPRNHGYTF

CASSEGPTAFF

CASSEGQGAGDTQYF

CASSEGRGEETQYF

CASSEGTGFDQPQHF

CASSEIGRPGAQYF

CASSELAGPQHF

CASSELARGSYNEQFF

CASSENQGSQPQHF

CASSENRNYGYTF

CASSEQDSTEAFF

CASSESGGQSGQPQHF

CASSESGTWGETQYF

CASSESPVQTGEAFF

CASSETGEVYGYTF

CASSETGGWTEAFF

CASSETGWTEAFF

CASSEVARAFF

CASSEVGGNEQFF

CASSEVPSQTQYF

CASSEWTGDNSPLHF

CASSFAGNTEAFF

CASSFDAGQGESYTF

CASSFDASSYNEQFF

CASSFDRGETQYF

CASSFDSSLNQPQHF

CASSFGGGTYGYTF

CASSFGQGPETQYF

CASSFGSGGQETQYF

CASSFGTALYGYTF

CASSFGTSRYNEQFF

CASSFGTSTYNEQFF

CASSFGTWDTQYF

CASSFHGDQPQHF

CASSFHQGAGDGYTF

CASSFIATYNEQFF

CASSFIPGDTEAFF

CASSFKTGGFGYTF

CASSFLAGQGTMNTEAFF

CASSFMQLNQPQHF

CASSFNNNQPQHF

CASSFQGEGRAEAFF

CASSFQGNTEAFF

CASSFQNLAPLHF

CASSFSGTQPQHF

CASSFSIVERYTF

CASSFSLAGLNEQFF

CASSFTGDPRSPLHF

CASSFTGGPEDEQFF

CASSFTSGYNSPLHF

CASSFTWTGGNEQFF

CASSFWSAQETQYF

CASSGAGDGYTF

CASSGAGGLETQYF

CASSGDPERGTQYF

CASSGDSARNQPQHF

CASSGELGGTDTQYF

CASSGGQGAETQYF

CASSGIGRTRETQYF

CASSGKDGSGANVLTF

CASSGPNYGYTF

CASSGQGMGETQYF

CASSGRTGSEAFF

CASSGSELAFEQYF

CASSGTAGGETQYF

CASSGTGRGYQETQYF

CASSGTSLAGVAYNEQFF

CASSGTVNSPLHF

CASSGVRGTEAFF

CASSGWVNTEAFF

CASSHDPAFF

CASSHEYGGAYNEQFF

CASSHGTGEETQYF

CASSHIHSPLHF

CASSHPGQGGNYGYTF

CASSHRSTDTQYF

CASSHYGGNYGYTF

CASSIAAGRMNTEAFF

CASSIGFPATQYF

CASSIGHPAGYTF

CASSIPGAQPQHF

CASSIRQGSTEAFF

CASSKDRADSPLHF

CASSKGAGNQPQHF

CASSKGQGTYNEQFF

CASSKGTGNTEAFF

CASSKPGPLQETQYF

CASSKPSGMSYEQYF

CASSKSPGLIGDEQFF

CASSKTSGGFETQYF

CASSLAAGHTPQETQYF

CASSLAEGLGPQHF

CASSLAETQYF

CASSLAFGGETQYF

CASSLAFGWGYTF

CASSLAGEAFF

CASSLAGGGYEQFF

CASSLAGQGGYNEQFF

CASSLAGTTTNYGYTF

CASSLAGWGQGDNQPQHF

CASSLALRNYGYTF

CASSLAPGEGNQPQHF

CASSLAQNTEAFF

CASSLARGSNNEQFF

CASSLATGQMNTEAFF

CASSLAVGQPQHF

CASSLAVGTTGTQYF

CASSLAYGATGELFF

CASSLDAANYGYTF

CASSLDAPRYTF

CASSLDGEQETQYF

CASSLDGGGGYTF

CASSLDGQRGSQYF

CASSLDGSNEAFF

CASSLDISSYNEQFF

CASSLDPASAPLHF

CASSLDRATDTQYF

CASSLDRDNEQFF

CASSLDREGYNEQFF

CASSLDRGGYTF

CASSLDRGLSNQPQHF

CASSLDRGTQYF

CASSLDRKAEAFF

CASSLDSGNTEAFF

CASSLDSQETQYF

CASSLDSTTGGYTF

CASSLDYSPLHF

CASSLEDREGYEQYF

CASSLEETQYF

CASSLEGHNEQFF

CASSLEGMNNQPQHF

CASSLEGQSGWQYF

CASSLEGVGTEAFF

CASSLELAGGETQYF

CASSLERGRGSPLHF

CASSLFHDSETQYF

CASSLFMNTEAFF

CASSLFQDQPQHF

CASSLFRLAVPQETQYF

CASSLFSSNREETQYF

CASSLFWNEAFF

CASSLGAAFEAFF

CASSLGAMGNEQFF

CASSLGAVKNSPLHF

CASSLGEDRGQAFF

CASSLGFTGTTNYGYTF

CASSLGGDAQHF

CASSLGGFTEAFF

CASSLGGGEKLFF

CASSLGGGPQFF

CASSLGGREQYF

CASSLGGSSYNEQFF

CASSLGGWSNQPQHF

CASSLGIQGYETQYF

CASSLGIYNSPLHF

CASSLGLNTEAFF

CASSLGMNTEAFF

CASSLGPIQGGTQYF

CASSLGQGDEQFF

CASSLGQGNTEAFF

CASSLGQGRDEQYF

CASSLGQGSYNEQFF

CASSLGQGTEAFF

CASSLGQLYGYTF

CASSLGQPLNEQFF

CASSLGQTNQPQHF

CASSLGRGAEAFF

CASSLGRGGYNQPQHF

CASSLGRNTEAFF

CASSLGRTGTEETQYF

CASSLGTGKETQYF

CASSLGTGKYGYTF

CASSLGTLNEQYF

CASSLGTLRGWETQYF

CASSLGTSGYNEQFF

CASSLGTTGLFNVLTF

CASSLGVAGGPETQYF

CASSLGVGETQYF

CASSLGVLYGYTF

CASSLGWGTEAFF

CASSLGYEQYF

CASSLHRIQETQYF

CASSLIGGDAYEQYF

CASSLKASTAYTEAFF

CASSLKRTDPHQPQHF

CASSLLAGEQFF

CASSLLAGGSVKTQYF

CASSLLGTGGALEAFF

CASSLNALTQETQYF

CASSLNGDTDTQYF

CASSLPGAFQPQHF

CASSLPQADTQYF

CASSLPTDRALAYEQYF

CASSLPVRLNYTF

CASSLQEGNQPQHF

CASSLQGGNYGYTF

CASSLQGNYGYTF

CASSLQGRDSPLHF

CASSLQGYGYTF

CASSLQTGDTEAFF

CASSLRANTEAFF

CASSLRGGSNQPQHF

CASSLRGIGNQPQHF

CASSLRGNYGYTF

CASSLRGTGFGEAFF

CASSLRKGNEQFF

CASSLRPPPNEQFF

CASSLRQGSYNEQFF

CASSLRTSGGAADEQFF

CASSLRWGRGFQETQYF

CASSLSAGVNQPQHF

CASSLSGGAREQFF

CASSLSGGLDEQFF

CASSLSGQPQHF

CASSLSGQSSGANVLTF

CASSLSGREAFF

CASSLSGSTDTQYF

CASSLSGTAPEAFF

CASSLSGTSYTF

CASSLSGVSEQYF

CASSLSNQGGPDTQYF

CASSLSPIREGNQPQHF

CASSLSSGVYQETQYF

CASSLSSRGPVDTEAFF

CASSLSTGYYEQFF

CASSLSYNEQFF

CASSLTARDQPQHF

CASSLTGGETQYF

CASSLTGGHTEAFF

CASSLTGRYDPQHF

CASSLTSGGAYETQYF

CASSLTTGTHQPQHF

CASSLVAGDTEAFF

CASSLVAGGDEQYF

CASSLVAVGGWETQYF

CASSLVDNGGETQYF

CASSLVGAGGQETQYF

CASSLVGGGLNTEAFF

CASSLVGGYNEQFF

CASSLVGNPGGYTF

CASSLVGREAFF

CASSLVGVEQPQHF

CASSLVRAGRETQYF

CASSLVSTDTQYF

CASSLVSYTEAFF

CASSLVTRQIAF

CASSLVVDQPQHF

CASSLVVDTEAFF

CASSLVVNSNQPQHF

CASSLVWTSDDEQFF

CASSLVYGTGRTEAFF

CASSLWAGSYNEQFF

CASSLWQGLAKNIQYF

CASSLWRDQPQHF

CASSLYGQEQETQYF

CASSMGERGYGYTF

CASSMKPWLQTYNEQFF

CASSMVGRSIQETQYF

CASSNGQSPSPLHF

CASSNNRGGQGYTF

CASSNRQYSNQPQHF

CASSPADGQETQYF

CASSPAGLSYEQYF

CASSPAGSNQPQHF

CASSPASLNTEAFF

CASSPDRGNQPQHF

CASSPDRIHSPLHF

CASSPDRNYGYTF

CASSPDSPQETQYF

CASSPDTSNQPQHF

CASSPENIRGYTF

CASSPERGVNEQYF

CASSPGAHNEQFF

CASSPGFGDQPQHF

CASSPGGQSYEQYF

CASSPGLPYGYTF

CASSPGNNSPLHF

CASSPGNTIYF

CASSPGQDYGYTF

CASSPGQGDTDTQYF

CASSPGQGGNNQPQHF

CASSPGQGHETQYF

CASSPGQSQETQYF

CASSPGQVIYGYTF

CASSPGQYNSPLHF

CASSPGRNSPLHF

CASSPGRRQTQYF

CASSPGTGAGDEQFF

CASSPHSMNTEAFF

CASSPIGGEHNYGYTF

CASSPKTGSTDTQYF

CASSPKTSYNEQFF

CASSPLAQETQYF

CASSPLIGSNQPQHF

CASSPLMGSGQPQHF

CASSPPGLKETQYF

CASSPPLTGNTEAFF

CASSPQDGNNQPQHF

CASSPQDNTGELFF

CASSPQGDVNTEAFF

CASSPQGNTEAFF

CASSPQGREETQYF

CASSPQINEQFF

CASSPQPQHF

CASSPRDGRENTEAFF

CASSPRDNTYEQYF

CASSPRDSANYGYTF

CASSPRFNYGYTF

CASSPRGLETQYF

CASSPRLGQNQPQHF

CASSPRPAAQETQYF

CASSPRTSDNEQFF

CASSPRTVEAFF

CASSPSGPSTDTQYF

CASSPSQGLNTEAFF

CASSPSQSNTEAFF

CASSPTAGSQETQYF

CASSPTAYSNQPQHF

CASSPTDGSNQPQHF

CASSPTEGSLYGYTF

CASSPTGNEQFF

CASSPTGSQETQYF

CASSPTGTKTQYF

CASSPTPETQYF

CASSPTRSNQPQHF

CASSPTTGVNTEAFF

CASSPVIAFFQQETQYF

CASSPVTGAKNIQYF

CASSPWQGPLVTEAFF

CASSPWVALGETQYF

CASSPYLNNEQFF

CASSPYLNTEAFF

CASSQDSLAGHTGELFF

CASSQDTGLMNTEAFF

CASSQDVSQPQHF

CASSQEAGSGNQPQHF

CASSQEQGNYGYTF

CASSQGESGYEQYF

CASSQGGFRVRDQPQHF

CASSQGLRDGNEQFF

CASSQGNMGNQPQHF

CASSQGQAQYF

CASSQGQGLGTQYF

CASSQGRLNTEAFF

CASSQGSGYTF

CASSQGTVQETQYF

CASSQGVGQPQHF

CASSQGYGSPLHF

CASSQIAGTYNEQFF

CASSQLGGTTEAFF

CASSQRDSQETQYF

CASSQRMGTEAFF

CASSQRQGQYF

CASSQRQTQFF

CASSQVHSTYEQYF

CASSQVLAGGPNEQFF

CASSQVSTGELFF

CASSRDLGSPLHF

CASSRDRGGTEAFF

CASSRDRGQSNEQFF

CASSRDSAYEQYF

CASSREDLNQPQHF

CASSRETGEGNQPQHF

CASSRGPSQGETQYF

CASSRGTGDTEAFF

CASSRNPSGVSNEQFF

CASSRQDSQETQYF

CASSRQETRNTEAFF

CASSRQGSYQPQHF

CASSRQNGAEAFF

CASSRRGSNQPQHF

CASSRRTSVIQETQYF

CASSRSGGGRSSYNEQFF

CASSRVASYNEQFF

CASSRWDRGTTDTQYF

CASSSAGHYGYTF

CASSSALNTEAFF

CASSSDGLQETQYF

CASSSDMNTEAFF

CASSSDPVMKQYF

CASSSDRDTEAFF

CASSSDSAAYNEQFF

CASSSETSNQPQHF

CASSSGDYNEQFF

CASSSGFGDEQYF

CASSSGGGNTEAFF

CASSSGLALQETQYF

CASSSGQGAYEQYF

CASSSGQGNQPQHF

CASSSGQNNSPLHF

CASSSGQNPPLHF

CASSSGQNTEAFF

CASSSGRRETQYF

CASSSGTAGGGEQFF

CASSSGTASLNTEAFF

CASSSGTGPSSDGYTF

CASSSGYNEQFF

CASSSHATNEKLFF

CASSSHSMDYGYTF

CASSSHSPEYQETQYF

CASSSIAENLETQYF

CASSSISSGDEQFF

CASSSLAGAYNEQFF

CASSSLAHEQFF

CASSSLRGHSNQPQHF

CASSSLSGGASNEQFF

CASSSNPMFAQPQHF

CASSSNRGQGANVLTF

CASSSNSNYGYTF

CASSSNYGYTF

CASSSPDRRGYTF

CASSSPGRGQVETQYF

CASSSPQGRTEAFF

CASSSPTGMGYNEQFF

CASSSQETQYF

CASSSQQGSNQPQHF

CASSSQSGRVETQYF

CASSSQTTQYF

CASSSRGGGLAETQYF

CASSSRGGYTEAFF

CASSSSAGYTF

CASSSSDYGYTF

CASSSSGTWGETQYF

CASSSSKQGGQPQHF

CASSSSQAGETLNTEAFF

CASSSSRGMLHF

CASSSSSYEQYF

CASSSTTGAGETQYF

CASSSVQGPNQPQHF

CASSSVTGGKGYTF

CASSSWDSLNQPQHF

CASSSWTGNQPQHF

CASSSYRGTEAFF

CASSSYSNQPQHF

CASSTDRATEAFF

CASSTGGAGGSPLHF

CASSTGLTHGYTF

CASSTGQTGTEAFF

CASSTHEKLFF

CASSTLWVDEQFF

CASSTQNSNQPQHF

CASSTQTGGYTF

CASSTRQGAIQPQHF

CASSTTRQETQYF

CASSTTWANTEAFF

CASSTWAGQVNNSPLHF

CASSTWSGGAINEQFF

CASSVDREADGYTF

CASSVEGWNYGYTF

CASSVHKRLRGSVEETQYF

CASSVHLTSSSGYTF

CASSVLDGVYEQFF

CASSVLDTSYEQYF

CASSVPGQSPNYGYTF

CASSVRDTAYEQYF

CASSWDSTDTQYF

CASSWLVARGGYGYTF

CASSWQENYGYTF

CASSYAAGTRDDEAFF

CASSYAGYNEQFF

CASSYANKNTEAFF

CASSYARVENSPLHF

CASSYDRNYGYTF

CASSYDRVGANVLTF

CASSYEGQGPNQPQHF

CASSYESIQYF

CASSYFGQSNQPQHF

CASSYFTTGGLYYGYTF

CASSYGEGTQYF

CASSYGGETTEAFF

CASSYGGTEAFF

CASSYGGTQYF

CASSYGHSTDTQYF

CASSYGLRTANYNEQFF

CASSYGLSPNYGYTF

CASSYGPWEGDSPLHF

CASSYGTVLQETQYF

CASSYGVAEPKQFF

CASSYHGTGNTEAFF

CASSYLERFTDTQYF

CASSYLGGGYTF

CASSYLGGQGNQPQHF

CASSYLGLAGTYNEQFF

CASSYLGRDGYQPQHF

CASSYPDNQPQHF

CASSYPGVEQFF

CASSYPRTADYGYTF

CASSYPWRGRNSPLHF

CASSYPYGTGGYGYTF

CASSYQEQRLQETQYF

CASSYQGMNTEAFF

CASSYQGQANTEAFF

CASSYQGSTEAFF

CASSYRGEAFF

CASSYSAGGSVNEQFF

CASSYSALGGAEAFF

CASSYSDEQYF

CASSYSDRAFQPQHF

CASSYSDRNEQFF

CASSYSGAWDSPLHF

CASSYSGESGEAFF

CASSYSGGEVNEQFF

CASSYSGGTGRGTF

CASSYSGHQPQHF

CASSYSGQGFQPQHF

CASSYSGQGREKLFF

CASSYSGQGYEQYF

CASSYSGTGVETQYF

CASSYSGTPEQYF

CASSYSIIEQFF

CASSYSLGLVQEQFF

CASSYSNYGYTF

CASSYSQVPTDTQYF

CASSYSRIETQYF

CASSYSRQDLKETQYF

CASSYSSGWEGYTF

CASSYSTGTAYSNQPQHF

CASSYSTPHEQFF

CASSYSTSGGLMQYF

CASSYSTWTGYYNEQFF

CASSYSVDVGTQYF

CASSYTAQGRVAFF

CASSYTGHQPQHF

CASSYTGQYNSPLHF

CASSYTGTGEVEAFF

CASSYTLGNSPLHF

CASSYTLNNNEQFF

CASSYTSGGKETQYF

CASSYTTGEDSPLHF

CASSYVANTEAFF

CASSYVLGHGYTF

CASSYVQINQPQHF

CASSYVSNDEQFF

CASTALRIVNLLGYTF

CASTDLGTEAFF

CASTDNPTDYGYTF

CASTDPNSYEQYF

CASTELAKETQYF

CASTGGGVGYNEQFF

CASTGLATRGTQYF

CASTGRGRETQYF

CASTGRMNTEAFF

CASTIPQGGTEAFF

CASTLAGSTDTQYF

CASTLGHQSSYNEQFF

CASTLWGSGFYNEQFF

CASTLYNEQFF

CASTPAGVGETQYF

CASTPGLERNEQFF

CASTPIPNTEAFF

CASTPLAGNEQFF

CASTPLVLNSPLHF

CASTPPRGSLHF

CASTPRGQVYGYTF

CASTPTSGGADTQYF

CASTQGFGSSNQPQHF

CASTQSQGAFQPQHF

CASTRDKYQPQHF

CASTRQGITEAFF

CASTSDYWETQYF

CASTSEGYGYTF

CASTSGGQTEAFF

CASTSGQGYNEQFF

CASTSRDRGTTDTQYF

CASTVGTGVQETQYF

CASVGGESNEQFF

CATGSGGFQETQYF

CATRDYTDTQYF

CATRGQGLPNYGYTF

CATRTYKMSPLHF

CATSASGGQEQFF

CATSASTGTGEEKLFF

CATSDHGHDQPQHF

CATSDLSRLFNQPQHF

CATSDPPSNEQFF

CATSDSRDNYNEQFF

CATSDSRGAYGYTF

CATSGERGGSYNEQFF

CATSNNGADSPLHF

CATSRDLGGETQYF

CATSRDLPNEQFF

CATSRDPAYEQFF

CATSRDTLNSPLHF

CATSREGTNTEAFF

CATSRSSDRNYEQYF

CATSRVYSYNEQFF

CATSTSTGGPETQYF

CATSVAQYGYTF

CAVRGGYNEQFF

CAWSGLYNEQFF

CAWSGVGYQETQYF

CAWSMIGEKTQYF

CAWSSASGGTQYF

CAWSVDGTSTDTQYF

CAWSVGAGNYGYTF

CAWSVQISKFF

CAWSVRGALVYGYTF

CAWTPQGDQPQHF

CSAAASGAGGNYGYTF

CSADGGLAQGTQYF

CSAEWGNIQYF

CSAFRPDQPQHF

CSAGYSTAEETQYF

CSAISTGTDTQYF

CSAKGGDSPLHF

CSALHSTGGHQPQHF

CSALQGADTEAFF

CSALQGASYNEQFF

CSALTVSEKLFF

CSAMNLKAGGQETQYF

CSANPQVAGAQETQYF

CSAPDRESSPLHF

CSAPGTSPHTQYF

CSAPLASSTDTQYF

CSAPSQGRYGYGYTF

CSAPTGLDGYTF

CSARADSWQYF

CSARAGSESEKLFF

CSARANVYTEAFF

CSARAREGVEKLFF

CSARDLDINSPLHF

CSARDLGASSGYTF

CSARDPDRGIYYGYTF

CSARDQGADHEKLFF

CSARDREGGTQYF

CSARDRTEQETQYF

CSARDSLYQETQYF

CSARDVEEPSTDTQYF

CSARDVEGSNQPQHF

CSAREAGRQETQYF

CSAREGRFFYGYTF

CSAREIPNQPQHF

CSAREPVNTEAFF

CSARERVSNTEAFF

CSARGANEKLFF

CSARGDRDTEAFF

CSARGEGTDTQYF

CSARGFNEKLFF

CSARGRNHQPQHF

CSARGTNSNYGYTF

CSARIGRTGELFF

CSARKPGYQETQYF

CSARLAAADTQYF

CSARNSNYNEQFF

CSARPLTDSPLHF

CSARQGDMNTEAFF

CSARQVGGYSNQPQHF

CSARRLAGGDTDTQYF

CSARRTDTQYF

CSARSSGGAATQYF

CSARTATNEKLFF

CSARTSGGSDTQYF

CSARVPLSGTATNEKLFF

CSARVPSPDTQYF

CSARVQGQLRQYF

CSARVQGTTYGYTF

CSASAVRGYTF

CSASFPGNYGYTF

CSASGGRRDIQYF

CSASKGDTDTQYF

CSASMEGFYNEQFF

CSASNRGATDTQYF

CSASPAGGQETQYF

CSASQGILQPQHF

CSASYRAYGNEQFF

CSATEWGREYGYTF

CSATGTGDFKVHQPQHF

CSATGTGSPDQPQHF

CSATSGLRYGYTF

CSAVGGNSPLHF

CSAYMDSRWAFF

CSCRVSTDTQYF

CSDTDGYGYTF

CSGTGGRDEQFF

CSVAQPGTGYGYTF

CSVDWGAEAFF

CSVEATGVGEQFF

CSVEDGGFNTEAFF

CSVEDGLNTEAFF

CSVEDQGGGYTF

CSVEDRLRAFF

CSVEEGATEAFF

CSVEGGLGYTF

CSVEGLGEAFF

CSVERDTNNEQFF

CSVERGGDTQYF

CSVESDNQETQYF

CSVESSGGPDTQYF

CSVETNQETQYF

CSVEVADSNEKLFF

CSVGARDQPQHF

CSVGDYGYTF

CSVGRTGDDGYTF

CSVHSGIGYGYTF

CSVKLAGFTDTQYF

CSVLTGTAPYEQYF

CSVPEGDYGYTF

CSVPLAGGSDTQYF

CSVRGLQNTEAFF

CSVVDGSNQPQHF

CSVWGYNEQFF

CSVYTGDTQYF

RASSPGGYQPQHF

Clonotype tracking

Tracking NIVO20-BX 
(untreated)

TCR clonal contraction

Loss of 
dominant T 
cell clone

k l

14

16

18

20

22

no
 L

O
H

su
bc

lo
na

l L
O

H

HLA

TC
R 

di
ve

rs
ity

 (S
ha

nn
on

 e
nt

ro
py

)

14

16

18

20

22

no
 S

CN
A

su
bc

lo
na

l S
CN

A

clo
na

l S
CN

A
CDKN2A

TC
R 

di
ve

rs
ity

 (S
ha

nn
on

 e
nt

ro
py

)

14

16

18

20

22

wt m
ut

PBRM1

TC
R 

di
ve

rs
ity

 (S
ha

nn
on

 e
nt

ro
py

)

f

n
o
 L

O
H

L
O

H

HLA

T
C

R
 d

iv
e
rs

ity
 (

S
h
a
n
n
o
n
 e

n
tr

o
p
y)

T
C

R
 d

iv
e
rs

ity
 (

S
h
a
n
n
o
n
 e

n
tr

o
p
y)

T
C

R
 d

iv
e
rs

ity
 (

S
h
a
n
n
o
n
 e

n
tr

o
p
y)

CDKN2A/B CN loss PBRM1
g h

w
t

S
C

N
A

 w
t

su
b
cl

o
n
a
lS

C
N

A

cl
o
n
a
l S

C
N

A

Wilcox 
P=2×10-4

Wilcox P
0.009

0.08
Wilcox 
P=0.14

m
u
t

NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−N

KB
NI
VO

20
−N

KC
NI
VO

20
−B
X

NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

B
NI
VO

20
−R

C
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−R

E

SIPA1

TP
M

0
5
10
15

NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−N

KB
NI
VO

20
−N

KC
NI
VO

20
−B
X

NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

B
NI
VO

20
−R

C
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−R

E

ZSCAN22

TP
M

0.0
0.4
0.8
1.2

NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−N

KB
NI
VO

20
−N

KC
NI
VO

20
−B
X

NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

B
NI
VO

20
−R

C
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−R

E

TMPRSS11A

TP
M

0.0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4

NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−N

KB
NI
VO

20
−N

KC
NI
VO

20
−B
X

NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

B
NI
VO

20
−R

C
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−R

E

CACNG3

TP
M

0.000
0.005
0.010
0.015
0.020
0.025
0.030

SNX32

TP
M

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

SBNO1

TP
M

0
2
4
6
8
10
12
14

NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−N

KB
NI
VO

20
−N

KC
NI
VO

20
−B
X

NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

B
NI
VO

20
−R

C
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−R

E

SIPA1

TP
M

0
5
10
15

NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−N

KB
NI
VO

20
−N

KC
NI
VO

20
−B
X

NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

B
NI
VO

20
−R

C
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−R

E

ZSCAN22

TP
M

0.0
0.4
0.8
1.2

NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−N

KB
NI
VO

20
−N

KC
NI
VO

20
−B
X

NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

B
NI
VO

20
−R

C
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−R

E

TMPRSS11A

TP
M

0.0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4

NI
VO

20
−N

KA
NI
VO

20
−N

KB
NI
VO

20
−N

KC
NI
VO

20
−B
X

NI
VO

20
−R

A
NI
VO

20
−R

B
NI
VO

20
−R

C
NI
VO

20
−R

D
NI
VO

20
−R

E

CACNG3

TP
M

0.000
0.005
0.010
0.015
0.020
0.025
0.030

d

un
ed

ite
d

ed
ite

d 
in

 o
nl

y 
1 

bi
op

sy

ed
ite

d 
in

 o
nl

y 
2 

bi
op

si
es

ed
ite

d 
in

 o
nl

y 
3 

bi
op

si
es

ed
ite

d 
in

 >
=4

 b
io

ps
ie

s

intra−tumoral heterogeneity of neoantigen 
 editing among 16 patients

nu
m

be
r o

f n
eo

an
tig

en
s

0
200
400
600
800

unedited     
     

     
     

     
     

  

edited only in 1 biopsy     
     

     
     

   

edited only in 2 biopsies     
     

     

edited only in 3 biopsies     
  

edited in >= 4 biopsies

unedited del.in.3
0

40
10
0

nu
m

be
r o

f p
ut

at
iv

e 
ne

oa
nt

ig
en

s

0 100 200 300 400 500

0
10

0
20

0
30

0
40

0
50

0

edited amino acid abundance

un
ed

ite
d 

am
in

o 
ac

id
 a

bu
nd

an
ce

A

C
D

E

F

G
H

I
K

L

M
N

P

Q R

S
T

V

W

Y

FDR<0.01
FDR>0.01

Clonally (>3 regions) edited amino 
acid abundance

un
ed

ite
d 

am
in

o 
ac

id
 a

bu
nd

an
ce

m



VHLmut

PBRM1mut

CDKN2A/Bloss

HLALOH

SETD2mut

ARID1Amut

ne
o.

ed
iti

ng

m
ye

lo
id

Tr
eg

H
LA

.A

H
LA

.B

H
LA

.C

AP
M

R
AG

1

gl
ut

at
hi

on
e

qu
in

ol
in

at
e

RE
RD
RB
RA
RC

figure margins too large

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bwt HLA wt

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bloss HLA wt

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bloss HLA wt

ccB c4 CDKN2A/Bloss HLALOH

ccB c4 S CDKN2A/Bloss HLALOH

20%

0

0

0

T
um

or
 r

eg
re

ss
io

n

C
le

ar
C

od
e3

4

N
M

F

pa
th

ol
og

y

C
D

K
N

2A
/B

 s
ta

tu
s

H
LA

 s
ta

tu
s

ne
oa

nt
ig

en
 e

di
tin

g

T
C

R
 s

ig
na

lin
g 

(R
A

G
1)

ADR
LN
TC

TMED
TLAT

VHLmut

PBRM1mut

TSC2mut

CDKN2A/Bloss

TP53mut

HLALOH

CSMD3mut

SC14: ITH high; PBRM1→PI3KNIVO12: ITH high; VHL monodriver

RA
RB
RC
RD
RE

VHLmut

MTORmut

CDKN2A/Bloss

HLALOH

Figure 5

RD
RB
RC

VHLmut

PBRM1mut

CDKN2A/Bloss

ARID1Amut

HLALOH

mTORmut

NIVO03:ITH high; PBRM1→PI3K

NIVO21: ITH high; PBRM1→SETD2

VHLmut

PBRM1mut

CDKN2A/Bloss

HLALOH

SETD2mut

ARID1Amut

ne
o.

ed
iti

ng

m
ye

lo
id

Tr
eg

H
LA

.A

H
LA

.B

H
LA

.C

AP
M

R
AG

1

gl
ut

at
hi

on
e

qu
in

ol
in

at
e

RE
RD
RB
RA
RC

figure margins too large

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bwt HLA wt

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bloss HLA wt

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bloss HLA wt

ccB c4 CDKN2A/Bloss HLALOH

ccB c4 S CDKN2A/Bloss HLALOH

20%

0

0

0

T
um

or
 r

eg
re

ss
io

n

C
le

ar
C

od
e3

4

N
M

F

pa
th

ol
og

y

C
D

K
N

2A
/B

 s
ta

tu
s

H
LA

 s
ta

tu
s

ne
oa

nt
ig

en
 e

di
tin

g

T
C

R
 s

ig
na

lin
g 

(R
A

G
1)

a b

VHLmut

PBRM1mut

CDKN2A/Bloss

HLALOH

SETD2mut

ARID1Amut

n
e

o
.e

d
it
in

g

m
y
e

lo
id

T
re

g

H
L

A
.A

H
L

A
.B

H
L

A
.C

A
P

M

R
A

G
1

g
lu

ta
th

io
n

e

q
u

in
o

li
n

a
te

RE
RD
RB
RA
RC

figure margins too large

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bwt HLA wt

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bloss HLA wt

ccA c1 N CDKN2A/Bloss HLA wt

ccB c4 CDKN2A/Bloss HLALOH

ccB c4 S CDKN2A/Bloss HLALOH

20%

0

0

0

T
u

m
o

r
 r

e
g

r
e

s
s
io

n

C
le

a
r
C

o
d

e
3

4

N
M

F

p
a

th
o

lo
g

y

C
D

K
N

2
A

/B
 s

ta
tu

s

H
L

A
 s

ta
tu

s

n
e

o
a

n
ti
g

e
n

 e
d

it
in

g

T
C

R
 s

ig
n

a
li
n

g
 (

R
A

G
1

)

d

18 22

95

7

HLALOH CDKN2A/Bloss

Fisher exact test P = 5×10-7

9 8

12

HLALOH

CDKN2A/Bloss

Fisher exact test P = 0.003

Regional enrichment Patient enrichment

ne
oa

nt
ig

en
 d

ep
le

tio
n

18 22

95

7

HLALOH CDKN2A/Bloss

Fisher exact test P = 5×10-7

9 8

12

HLALOH

CDKN2A/Bloss

Fisher exact test P = 0.003

Regional enrichment Patient enrichment

N
o.

0
Ye

s.
0

N
o.

1
Ye

s.
1

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

CDKN2A/B

combined.tumor$Treated : combined.tumor$CDKN2AB

Th
1 

sc
or

e

N
o.

no
_l

oh
Ye

s.
no

_l
oh

N
o.

lo
h

Ye
s.

lo
h

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

HLA

combined.tumor$Treated : combined.tumor$hlaloh

Th
1 

sc
or

e

N
o.

IT
H

 lo
w

Ye
s.

IT
H

 lo
w

N
o.

IT
H

 h
ig

h
Ye

s.
IT

H
 h

ig
h

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

ITH

combined.tumor$Treated : combined.tumor$ITH

Th
1 

sc
or

e

c

un
tre

at
ed

-w
t

tre
at

ed
 w

t
un

tre
at

ed
-lo

ss
tre

at
ed

-lo
ss

un
tre

at
ed

-n
o 

lo
h

tre
at

ed
 n

o 
lo

h
un

tre
at

ed
-lo

h
tre

at
ed

-lo
h

un
tre

at
ed

-IT
H

 lo
w

tre
at

ed
-IT

H
 lo

w
un

tre
at

ed
-IT

H
 h

ig
h

tre
at

ed
-IT

H
 h

ig
h

P=0.019
*

ns

P=0.0015
**

ns

P=0.0002
***

ns

N S ES

20 𝜇 200 𝜇 250 𝜇



Figure 6
0.

5
0.

6
0.

7
0.

8
0.

9

Gene dendrogram and module colors

hclust (*, "average")
d

H
ei

gh
t

Dynamic Tree Cut

JAVELIN Immune 
escape

Angiogenesis -2000 0 2000 6000

-1
.0

0.
5

JAVELIN score

bl
ac

k 
m

od
ul

e 
ei

ge
ng

en
e

5000 7000 9000

-0
.5

1.
5

angiogenesis score

sa
lm

on
 m

od
ul

e 
ei

ge
ng

en
e

-2 0 2 4

0
2

myeloid score

m
ag

en
ta

 m
od

ul
e 

ei
ge

ng
en

e

0 500 1500

0
2

stroma score

m
ag

en
ta

 m
od

ul
e 

ei
ge

ng
en

e

-2000 0 2000 6000

-1
.0

0.
5

JAVELIN score

bl
ac

k 
m

od
ul

e 
ei

ge
ng

en
e

5000 7000 9000

-0
.5

1.
5

angiogenesis score

sa
lm

on
 m

od
ul

e 
ei

ge
ng

en
e

-2 0 2 4

0
2

myeloid score

m
ag

en
ta

 m
od

ul
e 

ei
ge

ng
en

e

0 500 1500

0
2

stroma score

m
ag

en
ta

 m
od

ul
e 

ei
ge

ng
en

e

-2000 0 2000 6000

-1
.0

0.
5

JAVELIN score

bl
ac

k 
m

od
ul

e 
ei

ge
ng

en
e

5000 7000 9000

-0
.5

1.
5

angiogenesis score

sa
lm

on
 m

od
ul

e 
ei

ge
ng

en
e

-2 0 2 4

0
2

myeloid score

m
ag

en
ta

 m
od

ul
e 

ei
ge

ng
en

e

0 500 1500

0
2

stroma score

m
ag

en
ta

 m
od

ul
e 

ei
ge

ng
en

e

-2000 0 2000 6000

-1
.0

0.
5

JAVELIN score

bl
ac

k 
m

od
ul

e 
ei

ge
ng

en
e

5000 7000 9000

-0
.5

1.
5

angiogenesis score

sa
lm

on
 m

od
ul

e 
ei

ge
ng

en
e

-2 0 2 4

0
2

myeloid score

m
ag

en
ta

 m
od

ul
e 

ei
ge

ng
en

e

0 500 1500

0
2

stroma score

m
ag

en
ta

 m
od

ul
e 

ei
ge

ng
en

e

ba
Spearman Cor = 0.95
P<2.2×10-16

Spearman Cor = 0.50
P=0.5×10-3

Spearman Cor = 0.85
P=4.9×10-7

Spearman Cor = 0.90
P=1.4×10-7

tu
rq

uo
is

e
pu

rp
le

gr
ee

n
sa

lm
on re

d
pi

nk
bl

ac
k

cy
an

m
id

ni
gh

tb
lu

e
br

ow
n

lig
ht

cy
an

bl
ue

gr
ee

ny
el

lo
w ta
n

ye
llo

w
m

ag
en

ta

Association between module eigengenes 
and immunoediting

Sp
ea

rm
an

 c
or

re
la

tio
n

-1.0
-0.5
0.0
0.5
1.0

Immune escapeJAVELIN

Angiogenesis

c

Immune escape enrichment

d eWilcox P = 0.003

im
m

un
e 

es
ca

pe
 s

co
re

ITH high ITH low

pr
op

or
tio

n 
of

 s
am

pl
es

0.
0

0.
2

0.
4

0.
6

0.
8

1.
0

N
S
ES

Fisher exact test P=0.05

0.
8

1.
0

1.
2

1.
4

ITH high ITH low

im
m

un
e 

es
ca

pe
 s

ig
na

tu
re

pr
op

or
tio

n 
of

 s
am

pl
es

#1
(tu

rq
uo

is
e)

#2
(p

ur
pl

e)
#3

 (g
re

en
)

#4
(s

al
m

on
)

#5
(re

d)
#6

 (p
in

k)
#7

(b
la

ck
)

#8
(c

ya
n)

#9
(m

id
ni

gh
tb

lu
e)

#1
0

(b
ro

w
n)

#1
1

(lig
ht

cy
an

)
#1

2
(b

lu
e)

#1
3

(g
re

en
ye

llo
w

)
#1

4 
(ta

n)
#1

5
(y

el
lo

w
)

#1
6 

(m
ag

en
ta

)

ei
ge

ng
en

e 
(m

od
ul

e 
#7

)
ei

ge
ng

en
e 

(m
od

ul
e 

#1
6)

ei
ge

ng
en

e 
(m

od
ul

e 
#4

)
ei

ge
ng

en
e 

(m
od

ul
e 

#1
6)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Ambig
uo

us

Ambig
uo

us
/Dea

d
B ce

ll

CD14
+ M

on
oc

yte

CD14
+/C

D16
+ M

on
oc

yte

CD4+
 Activ

ate
d I

EG

CD4+
 Effe

cto
r

CD4+
 Naiv

e

CD4+
 Prol

ife
rat

ing

CD4+
 Tr

eg

CD45
− c

cR
CC CA9+

CD45
− M

yo
fib

rob
las

t

CD45
− P

AX8+
 re

na
l e

pit
he

lium

CD45
− V

as
cu

lar
 End

oth
eliu

m

CD8A
+ E

xh
au

ste
d

CD8A
+ E

xh
au

ste
d I

EG

CD8A
+ N

K−
like

CD8A
+ P

rol
ife

rat
ing

CD8A
+ T

iss
ue
−re

sid
en

t
cD

C1
cD

C2

Con
ve

nti
on

al 
NK

Mas
t

Meg
ak

ary
oc

yte

NK HSP+
pD

C

TA
M HLA

hi

TA
M HLA

int

TA
M IS

Ghi

TA
M IS

Gint

TA
M/TCR (A

mbig
uo

s)

Identity

Mahdi_Sig

CD8A+ NK−like

CD8A+ Proliferating

CD8A+ Exhausted IEG

Conventional NK

CD8A+ Tissue−resident

CD45− Vascular Endothelium

NK HSP+

CD4+ Activated IEG

TAM/TCR (Ambiguos)

CD45− PAX8+ renal epithelium

TAM HLAhi

CD8A+ Exhausted

CD14+ Monocyte

CD14+/CD16+ Monocyte

CD45− Myofibroblast

CD4+ NaivecDC2

TAM HLAint

Ambiguous

Mast

CD4+ Proliferating

CD45− ccRCC CA9+

CD4+ Effector

TAM ISGint

B cell

CD4+ Treg

TAM ISGhi

cDC1

Megakaryocyte

pDC

Ambiguous/Dead

−10

−5

0

5

10

15

−10 −5 0 5 10
UMAP_1

U
M

AP
_2

Ambiguous
Ambiguous/Dead
B cell
CD14+ Monocyte
CD14+/CD16+ Monocyte
CD4+ Activated IEG
CD4+ Effector
CD4+ Naive
CD4+ Proliferating
CD4+ Treg
CD45− ccRCC CA9+
CD45− Myofibroblast
CD45− PAX8+ renal epithelium
CD45− Vascular Endothelium
CD8A+ Exhausted
CD8A+ Exhausted IEG

CD8A+ NK−like
CD8A+ Proliferating
CD8A+ Tissue−resident
cDC1
cDC2
Conventional NK
Mast
Megakaryocyte
NK HSP+
pDC
TAM HLAhi
TAM HLAint
TAM ISGhi
TAM ISGint
TAM/TCR (Ambiguos)

cluster_name

Immune escape 

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

RA RB RC RD RE

Immune escape 
ssGSEAf



Figure 7

Avelumab plus Axitinib Sunitinib

RJ Motzer et al. (JAVELIN Renal 101) n=354

RJ Motzer et al. (IMmotion151) n=407 RJ Motzer et al. (IMmotion151) n=416

DA Braun et al. (CheckMate 009, 010, 025) n=130

Sunitinib

RJ Motzer et al. (JAVELIN Renal 101) n=372

DA Braun et al. (CheckMate 009, 010, 025) n=181

PFS_P

Endpoint

ssGSEA:YES

angio.ssGSEA:high

jav.ssGSEA:high

Subgroup

1 2

1.53

1.04

0.64

HR

(1.12–2.10)

(0.76–1.43)

(0.46–0.88)

CI

0.008

0.794

0.006

p

PFS_P

Endpoint

ssGSEA:YES

angio.ssGSEA:high

jav.ssGSEA:high

Subgroup

1

1.47

0.68

1.05

HR

(1.11–1.95)

(0.51–0.90)

(0.80–1.39)

CI

0.007

0.008

0.732

p

PFS_P

Endpoint

ssGSEA:YES

angio.ssGSEA:high

jav.ssGSEA:high

Subgroup

1

1.35

0.81

0.82

HR

(1.05–1.72)

(0.63–1.03)

(0.64–1.06)

CI

0.019

0.089

0.126

p

PFS_P

Endpoint

ssGSEA:YES

angio.ssGSEA:high

jav.ssGSEA:high

Subgroup

1

1.09

0.48

1.05

HR

(0.86–1.38)

(0.38–0.61)

(0.83–1.32)

CI

0.467

<0.001

0.690

p

PFS_P

Endpoint

ssGSEA:YES

angio.ssGSEA:high

jav.ssGSEA:high

Subgroup

1

1.45

1.08

0.97

HR

(1.06–1.99)

(0.79–1.48)

(0.71–1.32)

CI

0.020

0.613

0.823

p

PFS_P

Endpoint

ssGSEA:YES

angio.ssGSEA:high

jav.ssGSEA:high

Subgroup

1

1.27

0.72

1.11

HR

(0.88–1.83)

(0.50–1.04)

(0.77–1.60)

CI

0.210

0.083

0.588

p

mTOR inhibition

Magenta:
immune escape: high

Salmon:
angiogenesis: high

Black:
JAVELIN: high

Magenta:
immune escape: high

Salmon:
angiogenesis: high

Black:
JAVELIN: high

Magenta:
immune escape: high

Salmon:
angiogenesis: high

Black:
JAVELIN: high

Magenta:
immune escape: high

Salmon:
angiogenesis: high

Black:
JAVELIN: high

Magenta:
immune escape: high

Salmon:
angiogenesis: high

Black:
JAVELIN: high

Magenta:
immune escape: high

Salmon:
angiogenesis: high

Black:
JAVELIN: high

Anti-PD1-treatment

Atezolizumab plus Bevacizumab

module #16:
Immune escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis: high

module #7:
JAVELIN: high

module #16:
Immune escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis: high

module #7:
JAVELIN: high

module #16:
Immune escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis: high

module #7:
JAVELIN: high

module #16:
Immune escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis: high

module #7:
JAVELIN: high

module #16:
Immune escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis: high

module #7:
JAVELIN: high

module #16:
Immune escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis: high

module #7:
JAVELIN: high

a

b

c

module #16:
Immune Escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis-like: high

module #7:
JAVELIN-like: high

module #16:
Immune Escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis-like: high

module #7:
JAVELIN-like: high

module #16:
Immune Escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis-like: high

module #7:
JAVELIN-like: high

module #16:
Immune Escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis-like: high

module #7:
JAVELIN-like: high

module #16:
Immune Escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis-like: high

module #7:
JAVELIN-like: high

module #16:
Immune Escape: high

module #4:
angiogenesis-like: high

module #7:
JAVELIN-like: high



Neoantigen 
depletion (HLA 
LOH, reduced 
neoantigen 
expression, 
SCNA)

9p loss
(CDKN2A/B loss)

Loss of antigen 
specific T cells

Increased myeloid 
fraction

Loss of 
immunogenic 
neoantigens 
through cancer cell 
death

tumor clone 1

tumor clone 2

tumor clone 3

APC

T cell

Myeloid cell

High intra-tumoral heterogeneity

HLA LOH

CDKN2A/B loss

High stroma and myeloid fraction

Low T cell diversity

Adverse TME
Hot TME Cold TME

Figure 8



Extended Data Fig. 1
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Repertoire overlap
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Extended Data Fig. 4
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Extended Data Fig. 5
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Extended Data Fig. 6
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Extended Data Fig. 7
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Extended Data Fig. 9
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Extended Data Fig. 10

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

1.
1

1.
2

1.
3

1.
4

1.
5

immune escape signature associated 
with poor survival

(CheckMate 009, 010, 025)

threshold (quantile)

H
R

P<0.05
P>0.05

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

1.
15

1.
25

1.
35

1.
45

immune escape signature associated 
with poor survival

(IMmotion151)

quantile

H
R

P<0.05
P>0.05

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

1.
0

1.
2

1.
4

1.
6

1.
8

immune escape signature associated 
with poor survival

(JAVELIN RENAL 101)

quantile

H
R

P<0.05
P>0.05

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

1.
1

1.
2

1.
3

1.
4

1.
5

immune escape signature associated 
with poor survival

(CheckMate 009, 010, 025)

threshold (quantile)

H
R

P<0.05
P>0.05

0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

1.
1

1.
2

1.
3

1.
4

1.
5

immune escape signature associated 
with poor survival

(CheckMate 009, 010, 025)

threshold (quantile)

H
R

P<0.05
P>0.05

Avelumab plus Axitinib

RJ Motzer et al. (JAVELIN Renal 101) n=354

RJ Motzer et al. (IMmotion151) n=407

DA Braun et al. (CheckMate 009, 010, 025) n=181

Anti-PD1-treatment

Atezolizumab plus bevacizumab



Extended Data Fig. 11
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