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Abstract  
The tumor immune microenvironment (TIME) of treatment-naïve, human papillomavirus-
positive head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HPV-positive HNSCC) was 
interrogated at single-cell level to identify influential immune checkpoints as therapeutic 
targets. Single-cell transcriptome profiling revealed enrichment of numerous cell-cell 
interactions mediated by TIGIT-PVR/NECTIN2 in the TIME of HPV-positive HNSCC 
versus normal tonsil. TIGIT was the most differentially upregulated immune checkpoint 
on clonally expanded CD8+ T cells and was abundant on antigen-experienced, tissue-
resident memory CD8+ T cell and T-regulatory subsets. TIGIT ligands PVR/NECTIN1/2 
were abundant on mature regulatory dendritic cells, immunosuppressive plasmacytoid 
DCs, and macrophages. TIGIT and PD-1 co-blockade in the mEER murine model of 
HPV-positive HNSCC significantly reduced tumor growth, improved survival, restored 
effector function of HPV16 E7-specific CD8+ T cells, natural killer cells, and DCs, and 
conferred tumor re-challenge protection. This immunogenetic analysis at single-cell 
resolution focusing on HPV-positive HNSCC identified TIGIT as a rational therapeutic 
target.  
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Introduction 
Human papillomavirus-positive head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HPV-positive 
HNSCC) is epidemiologically, genetically, and clinically distinct from HPV-negative 
HNSCC. HPV-positive HNSCC has an improved prognosis relative to HPV-negative 

HNSCC (1), hypothesized as due in part to enhanced immune surveillance by greater 
numbers of tumor-infiltrating lymphocytes (TILs) (2, 3). Nevertheless, approximately 
20% of patients with HPV-positive HNSCC experience cancer recurrence (4). Immune 
checkpoint blockade (ICB) targeting programmed death receptor 1 (PD-1) improves 
survival relative to platinum-based chemotherapy in patients with recurrent or metastatic 
HNSCC whose tumors express its ligand, PD-L1 (5). However, response rates are 
<20% regardless of tumor HPV status, and patients experience cancer progression at a 
median of ~3 months (6). It is likely that additional immune checkpoints and modulatory 
molecules in the tumor immune microenvironment (TIME) function to restrict anti-tumor 
immunity.  

An analysis of 280 HPV-negative and HPV-positive HNSCC in which RNA-Seq 
data were deconvoluted to infer immune cell infiltration revealed that HPV-positive 
HNSCC is more heavily immune-infiltrated and has a higher median T regulatory cell 
(Treg) to CD8+ T cell ratio when compared to several other solid tumors, including HPV-
negative HNSCC (7). A subsequent analysis of an expanded TCGA dataset (N=500) 
confirmed higher median expression of CD4 and CD8 mRNA in HPV-positive versus 
HPV-negative HNSCC, including higher median mRNA expression of the exhaustion 
markers LAG3, PD-1, TIM3, CD39 and TIGIT (8).  

Single-cell RNA sequencing (scRNA-Seq) provides a more nuanced 
characterization of immune cell populations in the TIME, and thus may guide 
development of checkpoint inhibitor combinations. Recently, a comparison of CD45+ 
TILs in HPV-positive HNSCC versus HPV-negative HNSCC with scRNA-Seq revealed 
distinct CD4+ T cell, B cell, and myeloid cell phenotypic states in the HPV-positive 
HNSCC versus HPV-negative HNSCC (9), suggesting unique immunomodulatory 
dependencies. Therefore, immunotherapy combinations may be differentially effective in 
tumors caused by persistent HPV infection in contrast to chronic carcinogen exposure 
(e.g., tobacco and alcohol) (10).  

Given that HPV-positive HNSCC is distinct from HPV-negative HNSCC, here we 
intentionally performed single-cell transcriptomic profiling focused exclusively on 
treatment-naïve, HPV-positive HNSCC to identify inhibitory immune checkpoints highly 
expressed in the TIME.  Our analyses revealed the TIGIT family of immunomodulatory 
receptors and ligands to be predominant among the cell-cell communication networks in 
the TIME of HPV-positive HNSCC. Moreover, co-blockade of the TIGIT and PD-1 
checkpoints in a mouse model of HPV-positive HNSCC restored effector function of 
CD8+ T cells (including HPV16 E7-specific CD8+ T cells), natural killer (NK) cells, and 
antigen-presenting cells (APCs), and enhanced anti-tumor efficacy. Therefore, we 
nominate TIGIT as a therapeutic target for HPV-positive HNSCC. 

 
Results  
Single-cell profiling revealed that TIGIT family molecules were prevalent in HPV-positive 
HNSCC. To identify dominant immune regulators in the TIME of HPV-positive HNSCC, 
scRNA-Seq and simultaneous single-cell TCR-Seq were performed on 14 treatment-
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naïve HPV-positive HNSCC tumors, and 3 normal tonsils (Supplemental Table 1). After 
quality filtering and removal of batch effects, we profiled the transcriptome of 72,866 
cells, which clustered into subgroups representing nine major cell lineages: tumor and 
epithelial cells; stromal cells (endothelial, fibroblasts); and 5 major immune cell 
populations (Figure 1A and Supplemental Figure 1A-1B).  

We profiled cell-cell communication networks in the TIME versus normal tonsil 
using an unbiased approach, iTALK, to characterize ligand-receptor-mediated cellular 
interactions (11) (Figure 1B; Supplemental Table 2). Among the top 20 most abundant 
receptor-ligand interactions, TIGIT-NECTIN2 interactions were recurrent across multiple 
cell types in tumors (Figure 1B). Gain of interactions between CD4+ and/or CD8+ T cells 
and tumor cells, DCs, macrophages, or fibroblast cell subsets via enhanced TIGIT-
NECTIN2 signaling was present. The CTLA4-CD86 axis was also upregulated, whereas 
interactions mediated by other checkpoint axes (e.g., CD40LG and CD40, TNFSF9 [4-
1BBL] and TNFRSF9 [4-1BB], SEMA4D and CD72) were decreased. These data 
support TIGIT-NECTIN2 interactions as influential in modulating anti-tumor immunity in 
the TIME of HPV-positive HNSCC. 

The T Cell Immunoreceptor With Ig and ITIM Domains (TIGIT) family of receptors 
and ligands (hereafter, receptors/ligands) functions as an immune checkpoint to limit 
immune responses in model systems of viral infections and cancer (12-14). TIGIT is 
expressed on T cells and natural killer (NK) cells (15). TIGIT and the related receptor 
CD96 compete with the co-stimulatory receptor CD226 for binding to ligands Poliovirus 
Receptor (PVR; CD155), Nectin-2 (CD112) and Nectin-1 (CD111), expressed on APCs 
and tumor cells (15-18).   

When we explored associations between functionally well characterized inhibitory 
immune checkpoints (19) and overall survival in TCGA bulk RNA-Seq data from 
patients with HPV-positive HNSCC, the TIGIT axis once again stood out as influential in 
the TIME (n = 72; Supplemental Table 3). High expression of PVR (CD155) or 
NECTIN2 (CD112) most strongly associated with poor overall survival in univariable 
analysis (Supplemental Figure 2A-2B). In contrast, both TIGIT and PDCD1 (PD-1) 
expression were associated with favorable survival (Supplemental Figure 2C).These 
data indicate a strong clinical relevance for the TIGIT-PVR/Nectin-2 axis in HPV-positive 
HNSCC.  

We assessed expression of TIGIT receptors/ligands in several cell types at the 
single-cell level (Figure 1C). TIGIT expression was more frequent in CD4+ and CD8+ T 
cells than in NK cells, whereas CD96 was more abundant in CD8+ T cells and NK cells 
than in CD4+ T cells (Figure 1C). Both CD226 and PVRIG expression were limited to 
<10% of all cell populations. PVR and NECTIN2 expression varied markedly across 
tumor, stroma, and myeloid cell populations: both were most highly expressed in 
endothelial cells and tumor/epithelial cells. In contrast, NECTIN1 was most highly 
expressed in tumor/epithelial cells and plasmacytoid dendritic cells (pDCs; Figure 1C). 
In comparison to PD-1 checkpoint receptor/ligands, TIGIT receptors/ligands were more 
frequently expressed. TIGIT expression was more frequent in T cells overall than 
PDCD1 (34.4 % vs. 20.4 % , p=9.1e-292, two-sided proportion test), and PVR (12.8%), 
NECTIN1 1 (39.1%), and NECTIN2 (56.4%) expression were more prevalent on tumor 
cells than CD274 (9.3%, for all, p≤3.23e-31, two-sided proportion test)  
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TIGIT receptors/ligands were enriched in the TIME compared to normal tonsil 
tissue (Figure 1D). Intra-tumoral CD8+ T cells had significantly higher expression of 
TIGIT, CD96, and CD226, and CD4+ T cells had higher expression of TIGIT. Myeloid 
cells, fibroblasts, and endothelial cells in the TIME had higher PVR and NECTIN2 
expression than in normal tonsil tissue (Figure 1D and Supplemental Figure 1C-1D). 
PDCD1 expression by CD8+ T cells was also enriched in the TIME, as was CD274 (PD-
L1) expression by epithelial/tumor cells (Supplemental Figure 1C-1D).  

We next quantified RNA expression of TIGIT receptors/ligands and PD1/PD-L1 in 
individual tumors. Across patients, TIGIT, CD96, and PDCD1 expression in tumor-
infiltrating CD8+ T cells showed considerable heterogeneity both in frequency and 
expression level (Figure 1E). Tumor cell expression of NECTIN2 showed similar 
heterogeneity, whereas PVR and CD274 expression were overall low across patients 
(Figure 1E). Although the proportions of CD8+ T cells that expressed TIGIT, CD96, and 
PDCD1 varied across patients (Figure 1E), within each patient the proportion of CD8+ T 
cells that expressed TIGIT was highly correlated with that of PDCD1 (r = 0.56, p = 0.04), 
CD96 (r = 0.67, p = 0.011) and also CD226 (r = 0.56, p = 0.042, Figure 1F).  

To evaluate protein expression of TIGIT receptors/ligands on the cell surface, we 
performed flow cytometry on immune cells isolated from HPV-positive HNSCC tumor 
samples (n=4) in comparison to peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMC) from a 
healthy donor (n=1). The frequency of TIGIT expression on tumor-infiltrating CD8+ and 
CD4+ T cells appeared higher than healthy PBMC control, whereas CD226 appeared 
lower (Supplemental Figure 3A-3B). Among tumor-infiltrating myeloid cells, CD112 
(Nectin-2) expression appeared more frequent than CD155 (PVR) expression 
(Supplemental Figure 3C-3D). Frequency of Nectin-2 and PVR expression in tumor-
infiltrating myeloids appeared higher than in myeloid cells in PBMC control, across all 
major myeloid lineages (Supplemental Figure 3C-3D). Similar to our scRNA-Seq results 
(Figure 1E), the flow cytometry analysis revealed inter-patient variation in TIGIT 
receptors/ligands expression. Moreover, immunohistochemistry with an experimentally 
validated PVR antibody (Supplemental Figure 1E) confirmed that PVR expression per 
scRNA-Seq correlated with PVR cell surface protein expression (Figure 1G). In 
summary, this analysis of protein expression of TIGIT receptors/ligands was overall 
consistent with enrichment of these receptor/ligands in the TIME of HPV-positive 
HNSCC via single-cell mRNA expression. We conclude that TIGIT receptors/ligands are 
more highly enriched in tumor and tumor-infiltrating immune cells than are PD-1 
receptor/ligands and that they predominate among cell-cell communication networks in 
the TIME of HPV-positive HNSCC.  

TIGIT was highly expressed in antigen-experienced, clonally expanded CD8+ T 
cells. To gain a greater understanding of the phenotype of CD8+ T cells in the TIME of 
HPV-positive HNSCC, we compared gene expression profiles in CD8+ T cells with and 
without co-expression of TIGIT (Figure 2A and Supplemental Table 4). TIGIT+CD8+ T 
cells had a marked increase in co-expression of chemokine (C-X-C motif) ligand 13 
(CXCL13; Supplemental Figure 4A-4B). CXCL13 elicits the formation of tertiary 
lymphoid structures (20) and was recently linked to neoantigen-specific CD8+ T cells 
and increased response to PD-1 ICB (21). Additional genes highly co-expressed with 
TIGIT included ENTPD1 (CD39), an ectonucleotidase that metabolizes ATP to 
adenosine, and the integrin ITGAE (CD103), both markers of tissue-resident memory T 

WITHDRAWN

see manuscript DOI for details

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted December 5, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.02.21266776doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.02.21266776
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 7 

cells (TRM cells). Notably, TRM cells isolated from TILs mediated tumor cell killing in vitro, 
and their frequency was associated with improved survival in HNSCC after adjustment 
for HPV status (22). Several additional genes significantly co-expressed in TIGIT+CD8+ 

T cells and indicative of an effector phenotype included GZMB, HLA-DRA1/DRB1, 
TNFRSF9 (4-1BB/CD137), and CTLA4 (Figure 2A). A comparison of gene expression 
profiles for clonally expanded (clonotype frequency ≥5%) versus non-expanded (<1%) 
CD8+ T cells identified TIGIT as the most differentially upregulated immune checkpoint 
in expanded CD8+ T cells (Figure 2B and Supplementary Table 4). Overall, these 
characteristics of TIGIT+CD8+ T cells were consistent with an antigen-experienced, 
tissue-resident, effector phenotype.  

Unsupervised clustering analysis stratified CD8+ T cells into six distinct clusters 
(Figure 2C-2D and Supplementary Table 5). When compared to normal tonsils, CD8+ T 
cells in Clusters 1 and 6 were increased significantly in tumors, whereas those in 
Cluster 5 were significantly reduced (Figure 2E). TIGIT expression was significantly 
more frequent in the CD8+ T cell clusters that were enriched in the TIME (Figure 2G). 

Cluster 1 (60.8% TIGIT+) had high expression of CXCL13, TNFRSF9(4-1BB), 
ENDPT1 (CD39), granzymes, MHC class II molecules, and several inhibitory 
checkpoints (e.g., CTLA4, LAG3, and HAVCR2 [TIM3]; Figure 2C-2D and Supplemental 
Figure 4B). This cluster also had a high dysfunctional score, a high TRM cell score 
(Figure 2F), and high TCR clonal expansion (Figure 2H), consistent with an antigen-
experienced phenotype. In Cluster 1, ~20% of cells had high expression of TOX (Figure 
2D and Supplemental Figure 4B), a transcription factor promoting T cell exhaustion 
(23), but in the context of chronic viral infection, TOX may program progenitor-like CD8+ 
T cells (24). Cluster 1 contained the CD103+CD8+ TRM cells (Figure 2D and 2F) shown 
to be strongly associated with improved survival in HPV-positive HNSCC (25).  

Cluster 6 (61% TIGIT+) was characterized by high expression of cell proliferative 
markers (e.g. MKI67 and TUBB) and TNFRSF18 (GITR; Figure 2D), reported to 
promote proliferation and survival of activated CD8+ T cells and resistance to Treg 
suppression (26). Analogous to Cluster 1, Cluster 6 cells had high cytotoxicity, 
dysfunctional and TRM scores (Figure 2F), high TCR clonality (Figure 2H), and high TOX 
expression (Figure 2D), consistent with an antigen-experienced phenotype. Although 
less frequent, TIGIT was moderately expressed on CD8+ T cells in Cluster 2 (34%; 
Figure 2G) that had a trend toward increased frequency in tumor versus normal tonsils 
(p = 0.056; Figure 2E). This unique cluster was characterized by high expression of 
DKK3, GZMK, and EOMES (Figure 2D) and a high naïve-like score (Figure 2F), but 
nevertheless had a relatively high TCR clonotype frequency (Figure 2H). Overall, CD8+ 
T cells in Cluster 2 had features of a tolerant phenotype. We conclude that TIGIT was 
highly expressed in antigen-experienced, TCR-expanded, TRM cell-like, and proliferating 
CD8+ T cells.  

CD96 expression largely mirrored that of TIGIT, with enrichment in Clusters 1 
(58.2%) and 6 (64.1%; Figure 2D, 2F, and 2I and Supplemental Figure 4C). However, 
CD96 was higher in frequency than TIGIT in Cluster 4 (50.7% vs 16.6%; Figure 2I), 
characterized by high expression of IL7R, GNLY, and the C-type lectin-like receptor 
KLRB1 (CD161; Supplemental Table S5), and relatively low expression of CCR7, SELL, 
CD27, and inhibitory checkpoint molecules (Figure 2D). TNFAIP3 (A20), an inhibitor of 
the canonical NF-kB signaling pathway linked to restriction of antitumor activity of CD8+ 
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T cells (27), was also expressed in this cluster (Figure 2D). This phenotype is consistent 
with an effector memory phenotype important in viral and anti-tumor immunity (28). 

TIGIT and PDCD1 (PD-1) were frequently co-expressed in Clusters 1 and 6, 
whereas co-expression of CD226 was considerably less frequent (Figure 2I). There was 
considerable inter-patient variability in the proportion of CD8+ T cells distributed within 
each cluster in the TIME (Supplemental Figure 4D), with all but Cluster 5 represented in 
each patient.  

TIGIT was frequently expressed and abundant on regulatory T cells (Tregs). 
Unsupervised clustering separated CD4+ T cells into 6 distinct clusters (Figure 3A-3B 
and Supplemental Table 5). Analogous to CD8+ T cells, TIGIT was most frequently 
expressed on the CD4+ T cell clusters present at higher frequency in the TIME versus 
normal tonsils: Cluster 4, Cluster 5, and Treg (Figure 3A-3D). Cluster 4 had a high 
frequency of TIGIT+ cells (61.5%; Figure 3C), a trend toward higher frequency in the 
TIME (Figure 3D), and features of T-follicular helper (Tfh) cells, including high 
expression of CXCL13, PDCD1, ICOS, CTLA4, and CXCR5 and low expression of 
CCR7 (Figure 3A-3B and Supplemental Figure 5A). Notably, a Tfh cell signature was 
recently found to be associated with improved survival in the TCGA HNSCC database 
(9). Cluster 5, a proliferative CD4+  T cell cluster, also had a high frequency of TIGIT+ 
cells (56.3%), some cytotoxic characteristics (Figure 3A-3B), and increased TCR 
clonality (Supplemental Figure 5B), consistent with an antigen-experienced, Th1-type, 
CD4+  T cell phenotype.  

The highest frequency (68.7%) and abundance of TIGIT expression in CD4+  T 
cells was in the Treg cluster, characterized by high FOXP3 and IL2RA (CD25) 
expression (Figure 3B-3C and Supplemental Figure 5A). Further analysis subclassified 
Tregs into three subclusters: Treg_C0 had high expression of several activation 
markers such as IL2RA (CD25), TNFRSF18 (GITR), TNFRSF4 (OX40); Treg_C1 had 
high heat shock protein gene expression (i.e., HSPA1A, HSPA1B [HSP72]); and 
Treg_C2 had naïve markers (CCR7, SELL; Figure 3E-3F). When a pseudo-time 
trajectory was inferred using the naïve-like Treg cells (C2) as the root (Figure 3G), 
expression of CTLA4 peaked well into the Treg_C0 activated state, whereas TIGIT 
expression peaked at the naïve-to-active Treg transition as well as at the transition from 
C0 to C1 state (Figure 3H). Thus, modulation of TIGIT could in theory impair the 
development of suppressive phenotypes in Tregs.  

In contrast to CD8+ T cells, patterns of CD96 expression on CD4+  T cells were 
distinct from TIGIT, with a more diffuse expression pattern across all clusters (Figure 3C 
and 3I) and highest expression in naïve-like Cluster 3. PDCD1 (PD-1) expression was 
highest in Cluster 4 (Tfh), and low in Tregs and Cluster 3 (Figure 3B and 3I). There was 
considerable inter-patient variability in the proportion of CD4+  T cells distributed across 
clusters (Supplemental Figure 5C). Across patients, TIGIT and PDCD1 expression were 
positively correlated in CD4+  T cells (R = 0.58, p = 0.032), whereas CD96 was not (R = 
0.4, p = 0.16) and CD226 was inversely correlated, albeit non significantly (R = -0.042, 
p = 0.89; Supplemental Figure 5D). In summary, among CD4+ T cells, TIGIT was 
frequently co-expressed with CTLA4 on Tregs and Tfh cells enriched within the TIME in 
HPV-positive HNSCC.  

NECTIN2 and PVR in the myeloid cells are associated with suppressed TIME. 
We evaluated the expression of the TIGIT family ligands PVR, NECTIN1, and NECTIN2 
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in myeloid populations. Compared to the T cells in the TIME, myeloid cells (n = 3,529) 
were considerably lower in frequency, and more heterogeneous (Figure 4A and 
Supplemental Table 5). Neutrophils, a cell population linked to poor prognosis of 
oropharynx cancer (29), had a higher frequency in the TIME compared to normal tonsil 
(Figure 4B).  

Among the three defined subgroups within the macrophage population, MAC_C1 
had a trend toward higher frequency in the TIME (p = 0.056), whereas, MAC_C2 was 
significantly decreased (p = 0.039; Figure 4B). MAC_C1 had high expression of M2 and 
angiogenesis gene signatures (Figure 4C-4D), the macrophage-recruiting cytokine 
CCL5, and the M2-polarizing, metastasis-promoting cytokine CCL18. Thus, MAC_C1 
had a phenotype of tumor-associated macrophages (TAMs; Figure 4C-4D). The 
Mac_C2 subset had high expression of HLA-A and HLA-C as well as chemokines (e.g., 
CXCL9 and CXCL10) that recruit CXCR3-expressing CD8+ T cells associated with 
response to anti-PD(L)1 (30) (Figure 4C-4D). The Mac_C3 subset highly expressed the 
T cell co-stimulatory molecules CD86 and CCND2, but had relatively low HLA 
expression, suggesting an M0 phenotype. All 3 MAC clusters frequently expressed 
NECTIN2 (Figure 4E).  

Three distinct DC populations were identified: pDC, LAMP3+ DC, and cDC1 
(Figure 4A). None had differential enrichment between tumor and normal tonsil (Figure 
4B), but a trend toward a decrease in the frequency of LAMP3+ DCs was observed 
(p=0.076). The LAMP3+ DC population had the highest frequency and abundance of 
PVR and NECTIN2 expression, as well as high expression of IL-15 (Figure 4C-4E). This 
LAMP3+ DC cluster had an expression profile consistent with an IFNɣ-exposed, 
activated and migratory APC (high IRF1, CD40, CCR7, CCL17, and CD80) (31). Among 
all the myeloid subsets, this subgroup had the strongest M1-like phenotype, as well as 
several aspects of a mature regulatory DC GES (Figure 4D), including expression of the 
Treg recruiting chemokines CCL22 and the tryptophan metabolizing enzymes IDO1 and 
KYNU, known to suppress T cell function (32).  

The pDC population, marked by high expression of the pDC developmental 
transcription factors IRF8 and TCF4, expressed an additional member of the nectin 
family, NECTIN1 (CD111), which has preferential binding to CD96 (33, 34). The pDC 
population had a highly immunosuppressive gene expression profile, including VEGFB, 
proteases (e.g., CTSC [cathepsin C]), and TGFB1, as well as high expression of EGFR 
ligand AREG/amphigelulin (Figure 4C and Supplemental Table 5). This is of potential 
importance given the established role for EGFR signaling in proliferation, metastases, 
and poor prognosis of HPV-negative HNSCC. Therefore, this pDC population had a 
tumor-promoting phenotype, perhaps influenced in part by CD96-NECTIN1 interactions.  

Across the 14 patients, the frequency of TIGIT+CD8+ T cells and NECTIN2+ 
myeloid cells correlated strongly with IL-6 expression by myeloid cells (R = 0.66, p = 
0.013 and R=0.74, p = 0.0035; Figure 4F). Tumor expression of PVR was correlated 
strongly with NECTIN2 (R = 0.81, p = 0.0007; Figure 4F). Moreover, the frequency of 
TIGIT+Tregs correlated with the frequency of myeloid cells with an M2 GES. These data 
align well with the cross-talk we identified in the iTALK analysis (Figure 1B-1D).  

In summary, single-cell transcriptomics revealed that TIGIT and CD96 were 
frequently expressed in tumor-infiltrating CD8+ and CD4+ Tcell subsets enriched within 
the TIME of HPV-positive HNSCC. TIGIT and CD96 expression were abundant in CD8+ 
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T cells with an antigen-experienced, TRM cell phenotype, and TIGIT was frequently co-
expressed with CTLA4 on Tregs. Interactions of these cell populations with PVR in 
LAMP3+DC, NECTIN1 in pDC, and NECTIN2 on macrophages and 
PVR/NECTIN1/NECTIN2 on tumor cells likely contribute to myelosuppressive functions 
in the TIME.  

TIGIT blockade generated anti-tumor immunity and protective memory in a 
murine model. Given the TIGIT receptors/ligands were highly abundant in HPV-positive 
HNSCC, we sought to investigate the effect of TIGIT checkpoint modulation on anti-
tumor immunity in an in vivo immunocompetent mouse model. RNA-Seq data from 
tumors generated by sublingual injection in syngeneic mice of either lung epithelial (TC-
1) (35) or tonsillar epithelial (mEER) (36) cells transformed by HPV16 E6/E7 and H-Ras 
showed them to have very low versus moderate expression, respectively, of TIGIT, 
PVR, NECTIN2 and PD-L1 (Supplemental Figure 6A). The mEER model was chosen 
for further analysis due to its more relevant tissue of origin to HPV-positive HNSCC than 
TC-1. 

The mEER cells were inoculated into the base of the tongue of syngeneic mice. 
Starting on day 5, animals bearing a tumor of ~2 mm in diameter (~5 mm2) received 
intraperitoneal injections of either anti-TIGIT antibody every 3 days for 5 doses or an 
anti-PD1 antibody every 3 days for 3 doses or anti-TIGIT plus anti-PD-1 in combination 
(Figure 5A). Tumor volume as assessed by MRI imaging on day 19 revealed a 
significant reduction in all treatment groups when compared to untreated control mice 
(Figure 5B). Treatment with the combination of anti-TIGIT and anti-PD-1 led to a 
significantly greater reduction in tumor volume when compared to single-agent therapy 
(anti-PD-1, -35.1%; anti-TIGIT, -28.5%, anti-TIGIT and anti-PD-1, -73.3%; Figure 5B). 
Evaluation of H&E stained murine tumors confirmed tumor cell lysis and necrosis with 
combination treatment (Supplemental Figure 6B). Furthermore, the combination 
treatment significantly improved survival when compared to single-agent therapy or 
control (Figure 5C and Supplemental Figure 6C). We conclude that the therapeutic 
efficacy of TIGIT blockade was similar to that of anti-PD-1 in the mEER model, but anti-
TIGIT plus anti-PD-1 combination yielded significantly enhanced benefit.  

To identify subsets of immune cells associated with this therapeutic benefit, we 
performed multiparametric flow cytometry on dissociated cells from tumors resected on 
day 19 (Figure 5D-5F). No statistically significant changes in the frequencies of 
infiltrating CD3+, CD4+, or CD8+ T cell subsets were observed in any of the treatment 
groups when compared to untreated control (Supplemental Figure 6D). However, 
marked changes were observed in the frequencies of functional subsets of CD8+ T 
cells. Specifically, the proportion of CD8+ T cells that expressed either GzmB or IFNɣ 
increased with each single-agent therapy compared to untreated controls. Co-blockade 
led to a further increase over either single-agent immunotherapy alone. Notably, a 10.8-
fold increase (Standard Deviation ±4.8) in dual-functional GzmB+IFNɣ+ CD8+ T cells 
was observed with anti-TIGIT plus anti-PD-1 relative to controls (One-way ANOVA with 
Tukey multiple paired comparisons, p <0.0001; Figure 5D).  

We sought to determine whether anti-TIGIT and/or anti-PD-1 would modulate 
tumor antigen-specific immunity by analyzing TILs for HPV16 E7-specific CD8+ T cells 
using a tetramer reagent corresponding to HPV16 E749-57, an immune dominant epitope 
(37). Only the combination therapy resulted in a statistically significant increase in 
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HPV16 E7-specific GzmB+IFNɣ+CD8+ T cells: a 4.1-fold (Standard Deviation ±2.6) 
increase over untreated controls was observed. Similarly, only combination therapy led 
to a significant increase in the proportion of polyfunctional, activated NK cells (CD3- 
NK1.1+ GzmB+IFNɣ+; Figure 5E and Supplemental Figure 6D). These data demonstrate 
a robust induction of multiple cytolytic effector cells, including total and HPV-specific 
CD8+ T cells in response to co-blockade of TIGIT and PD-1. When the proportion of 
DCs that had an activated phenotype (CD3-CD11c+, IA/IE+) was examined, only the 
combination resulted in a significant increase over that of the untreated control group 
(Figure 5F). None of the treatments significantly altered the frequency of FoxP3+ Tregs 
(data not shown), consistent with previous reports demonstrating that anti-TIGIT 
efficacy is not dependent upon Treg depletion (12, 38, 39).  

Anti-TIGIT treatment significantly downregulated TIGIT expression on different T 
cell subsets (CD4+, CD8+ T cells, and Tregs), but not on NK cells (Figure 5G). 
Importantly, anti-PD-1 alone led to a significant increase in the proportion of CD4+, 
CD8+, and Tregs that express TIGIT, suggesting TIGIT could mediate acquired 
resistance to anti-PD-1 therapy. The addition of anti-TIGIT to anti-PD-1 abrogated such 
an effect (Figure 5G).  

Abrogation of CD8+ T cells by use of depleting antibodies prior to co-blockade 
treatment in mEER tumor-bearing mice led to a significant detriment in survival relative 
to mice without CD8+ T cell depletion (0/5 survival with depletion vs. 4/5 without 
depletion, p = 0.0027; Figure 5H and Supplemental Figure 6E). In contrast, NK cell 
depletion had no significant effect on survival (3/5 vs. 4/5, p = 0.61; Figure 5H and 
Supplemental Figure 6E). Thus, the anti-tumor effects of co-blockade were highly CD8+ 
T cell dependent. 

To evaluate for immune memory responses, mice that remained tumor-free on 
day 84 after co-blockade of TIGIT and PD-1 (n = 4) were injected with one million 
mEER tumor cells on the right flank and monitored for tumor growth. Flank injection was 
used as a model for distant metastases. A control group of treatment-naïve mice (n = 7) 
were injected similarly. On day 20 after tumor inoculation, all treatment-naïve mice 
displayed significant tumor burden (all ≥50 mm3), whereas the previously treated mice 
remained tumor-free (Figure 5I). This protection was associated with the presence of 
HPV16 E7 tetramer+CD62L+CD44high central memory CD8+ T cells prior to tumor cell re-
challenge (Figure 5J). These data indicate that co-blockade with TIGIT and PD-1 results 
in a protective memory response and resistance to tumor re-challenge. 

In summary, in vivo data from the mEER model of HPV-positive HNSCC 
demonstrate that co-blockade of the TIGIT and PD-1 checkpoints resulted in restoration 
of anti-tumor immunity via generation of polyfunctional CD8+ T cells, including HPV16 
E7-specific T cells, NK cells, and activated DCs in the TIME. These alterations in the 
TIME correlated with reductions in tumor volume, delayed tumor growth, increased 
survival, and generated long-term immune memory to HPV-positive HNSCC.  

 
Discussion  
This is the first immunogenetic analysis at single-cell resolution to focus exclusively on 
HPV-positive HNSCC in order to identify influential immunomodulatory checkpoints in 
the TIME for rationale selection of immunotherapy combinations. We identified TIGIT 
receptors/ligands as dominant among immunomodulatory cell-cell communication 
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networks enriched within the TIME of HPV-positive HNSCC. In our analysis, TIGIT was 
the most differentially upregulated immune checkpoint on all clonally expanded CD8+ T 
cells and was abundantly expressed in several CD8+ T cell clusters with an antigen-
experienced phenotype enriched within the TIME. The phenotype of TIGIT+CD8+ T cells 
in Cluster 1, markedly enriched within the TIME, resembled the CD103+ TRM cells linked 
to improved survival of HPV-positive HNSCC (25). Given in vitro blockade of TIGIT, with 
or without blockade of PD-1, increased proliferation and functionality of antigen-specific 
CD8+ TILs isolated from human melanoma and renal cell carcinoma (40, 41), blockade 
of TIGIT signaling has remarkable potential to restore proliferation and effector function 
of antigen-experienced TIGIT+CD8+ T cells enriched in the TIME of HPV-positive 
HNSCC.  

High PVR expression has been associated with poor overall survival in 
univariable analysis in three independent HNSCC cohorts in which the overwhelming 
majority of patients had HPV-negative HNSCC (42-44). An analysis of 12 HPV-negative 
HNSCC by flow cytometry observed higher TIGIT expression on CD4+ and CD8+ TILS 
compared to peripheral blood, and anti-TIGIT delayed tumor growth in a CD8+ T cell-
dependent manner in the murine Tgfbr1/Pten double knockout model of HPV-negative 
HNSCC (44). When combined with our data, these data in HPV-negative HNSCC 
support a potential role for targeting of TIGIT in both distinct cancer subsets.  

A significant fraction of CD8+ T cells in HPV-positive HNSCC was characterized 
by high expression of DKK3 (Dickkopf-3), GZMK/M, and TGFB1 (Cluster 2). Whereas 
DKK3 and TGFB1 have a role in mediating CD8+ T cell tolerance (45), expression of 
EOMES, TBX21 (T-bet), CCR7, GZMK/M, and TCF7 (TCF1) and relatively low levels of 
inhibitory immune checkpoint genes suggest a central memory phenotype. The high 
expression of CD28 in this population with relatively low levels of CD27 suggests these 
are effector memory cells with significant recall potential (46). Given HPV-positive 
HNSCC occurs as a consequence of tolerance to chronic viral infection, Cluster 2 is of 
particular clinical interest, as re-activation of Cluster 2 may result in generation of robust 
anti-tumor responses.  
 TIGIT expression in CD8+ T cells was variable across patients but highly 
correlated with PD-1, CD96, and CD226. TIGIT was co-expressed frequently with CD96 
and PD-1 on CD8+ T cell clusters with a TCR expanded, antigen-experienced 
phenotype. These observations may explain in part the enhanced clinical benefit from 
TIGIT blockade reported in patients with PD-L1 positive non-small cell lung cancer in 
recent clinical trials (47, 48). In contrast, co-expression of TIGIT with CD226 was 
infrequent, particularly on CD4+ T cells. Given frequent co-expression of CD96 and 
TIGIT on CD8+ T cells, as well as high CD96 expression on NK cells, triple-blockade of 
CD96, TIGIT and PD-1 may further enhance effector function. Preclinical models in 
other cancer types have shown that anti-CD96 augments CD8+ T cell function and anti-
tumor immunity imparted by co-blockade of TIGIT and PD-1 (49) and enhanced NK cell 
antitumor activity in TIGIT-/- mice (50). A weakness in our study was insufficient NK cell 
numbers for clustering analysis.  

TIGIT+CD4+ T cells had increased expression of FOXP3, CTLA4, IL2RA, BATF, 
and CD27, consistent with activated, immunosuppressive Tregs. TIGIT+ Treg frequency 
correlated with the proportion of myeloid cells with an M2 gene expression signature, 
supporting immunosuppressive cross-talk between Tregs and myeloid cells via the 
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TIGIT-PVR/NECTIN2 axis. TIGIT+CD8+ T cell frequency also correlated with the 
proportion of myeloid cells producing IL-6, suggesting additional cross-talk among CD8+ 
T cells and myeloid cells within the TIME. PD-L1, PVR, and Nectin-2 were co-expressed 
on the LAMP3+ DC population, with gene expression signature indicative of highly 
potent APCs (51). The increase in activated APCs we observed in the mEER model 
could be due to indirect benefits from enhanced pro-inflammatory conditioning by T cells 
or NK cells freed from TIGIT suppression and/or as a result of removal of pro-
suppressive “back-signaling” from engaged TIGIT ligands (15, 52). Activation of 
LAMP3+DCs with co-blockade of TIGIT and PD-1 may promote CD8+ T cell anti-tumor 
immunity, APC function, and facilitate neoantigen spreading. 

HPV-positive cancers develop in part due to CD8+ T cell exhaustion and/or 
tolerance to viral proteins. Perhaps our most important observation is that co-blockade 
of TIGIT and PD-1 increased HPV16 E7-specific GzmB+INFγ+ CD8+ T cells in the 
mEER model. The mEER syngenic, immunocompetent model was chosen for analysis 
because the tumors are of tonsillar epithelial origin transformed by HPV16 E6, E7, and 
HRAS and are injected into the oral tongue to model oropharynx cancer. In this model, 
the TIGIT and PD-1 ICP combination generated a population of HPV16 E7-specific 
central memory CD8+ T cells that conferred protection upon tumor rechallenge. These 
data directly implicate TIGIT in the suppression of HPV-specific immunity.  

HPV-positive HNSCC is established as distinct from HPV-negative HNSCC, so 
extrapolation of data from models of HPV-negative HNSCC to positive HNSCC should 
be avoided. In our in vivo mEER model of HPV-positive HNSCC, the single-agent 
activity of anti-TIGIT was similar to that of anti-PD-1. Similar single-agent activity was 
reported in the Tgfbr1/Pten knockout model of HPV-negative HNSCC (44), 
demonstrating the potential importance of TIGIT immunoregulation in both HPV-positive 
HNSCC and HPV-negative HNSCC. Unique to our analysis, co-blockade of TIGIT and 
PD-1 further improved efficacy, attributable to enhanced effector function of CD8+ T 
cells, NK cells, and DCs. Depletion studies confirmed a strong dependence on CD8+ T 
cells, as reported previously in the Tgfbr1/Pten knockout model of HPV-
negative HNSCC (44). An increased frequency of activated, polyfunctional GzmB+IFNγ+ 
NK cells also contributed to the anti-tumor activity. Our observation of increased 
frequency of activated DCs aligns well with recent data that FcγR engagement on APCs 
is important for the anti-tumor efficacy of TIGIT blockade in mouse models (38, 39). In 
contrast to the Tgfbr1/Pten double knockout model of HPV-negative HNSCC, we did not 
observe a reduction in intratumoral Treg frequency in the mEER model with the anti-
TIGIT BE0274 IgG1 isotype antibody (Bio X Cell). Perhaps the mEER HPV-positive 
HNSCC model has a higher frequency or abundance of TIGIT on Tregs than the 
Tgfbr1/Pten double knockout model of HPV-negative HNSCC. Intratumoral Treg 
depletion has been reported with several anti-TIGIT antibodies (e.g., the CT26 colon 
model) (41, 53, 54), due to higher Fc affinity for FcyR and stronger induction of ADCC.  

In the mEER model, we provided direct evidence of TIGIT upregulation upon PD-
1 blockade, and co-blockade of TIGIT and PD-1 abrogated this effect. We observed the 
frequency of TIGIT expression on CD8+ T cells, CD4+ T cells, and Tregs increased 
significantly in the mEER model after anti-PD-1 alone, in agreement with in vitro studies 
on antigen-specific CD8+ T cells among TILS isolated from melanoma patients (40). 
Moreover, TIGIT expression was increased in resected, nonresponding HNSCC tumors 
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after neoadjuvant PD-1 (55). Collectively, these data indicate TIGIT may mediate 
primary and/or adaptive resistance to anti-PD-1. Given that both TIGIT and PD-1 have 
an immunoreceptor tyrosine-based inhibition motif (ITIM) to negatively regulate T cell 
anti-tumor responses, TIGIT upregulation after blockade of PD-1 suggests a functional 
redundancy for tumors to escape immune attack through either PVR and/or PD-L1/L2 
expression. It is worth noting that in the mEER model, the CTLA4 and PD-1 ICB 
combination also induced an increase in E7-specific CD8+ T cell mediated killing (56), 
consistent with our data that the CTLA4/CD86 axis is also enriched in the TIME of HPV-
positive HNSCC. Future investigation of the PD-1, TIGIT, CTLA4 ICB combination in the 
mEER model is therefore warranted.  

In summary, our data indicate that the TIGIT immunoregulatory network of 
receptors and ligands is markedly enriched in the TIME of HPV-positive HNSCC. We 
demonstrate that co-blockade of TIGIT and PD-1 restored effector function of HPV-
specific CD8+ T cells, NK, and DCs in the mEER model, leading to improved response, 
survival, and generation of protective memory. Our data support rapid clinical 
development of co-blockade of TIGIT and PD-(L)1 in patients with HPV-positive HNSCC 
and inform phamacodynamic endpoints of interest to be evaluated in human subjects.  
 
Methods 
Patient populations. Fresh tumor was collected at the time of diagnostic biopsy or 
surgical resection from 14 treatment-naïve patients with HPV-positive HNSCC. Normal 
tonsil tissue was obtained from three of these patients. Detailed patient information is 
presented in Supplemental Table 1. Three additional treatment-naïve tumor samples 
were processed for flow cytometry analysis.  

Single-cell RNA sequencing and TCR sequencing on the 10X platform. Fresh 
tumors were evaluated by clinical pathology to confirm tumor versus normal, placed in 
10% FBS RPMI 1640 media, and transferred to the laboratory for immediate 
processing. Tissue was dissociated per single-cell suspension protocol (Supplemental 
Methods). Fresh single-cell suspensions were used for generation of transcriptome and 
TCR profiling libraries per 10xGenomics 5’RNAseq (Chromium Single Cell 5’ Library 
and Gel Bead Kit v1) and TCRseq (Chromium Single Cell V[D]J Reagent Kits [v1 
Chemistry] and V[D]J Enrichment Kit) protocols. Library quality was assessed using 
high sensitivity capillary electrophoresis on a Fragment Analyzer (TapeStation: High 
Sensitivity 5000 from Agilent Technologies). Libraries were pooled at ration 1:10 (TCR: 
GEX) and sequenced at NovaSeq 6000 Sequencing System (Illumina) at 150 x 150 bp 
with a minimum of 5,000 read pairs per cell for V(D)J Enriched library and a minimum of 
20,000 read pairs per cell for 5' Gene Expression library.  

Analysis of Single-Cell RNA-Seq data. The raw scRNA-seq data were pre-
processed (demultiplex cellular barcodes, read alignment to human reference genome 
build, and generation of gene count matrix) using Cell Ranger Single Cell Software 
Suite (v3.1.0) provided by 10x Genomics. Detailed QC metrics were generated and 
evaluated. Cells with low complexity libraries or likely cellular debris (in which detected 
transcripts are aligned to less than 200 genes) were filtered out and excluded from 
subsequent analyses. Low-quality cells where >15% of transcripts derived from the 
mitochondria genome were considered apoptotic and also excluded. In addition, cells 
with detected genes >6,000 were discarded to remove likely doublet or multiplet 
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captures. The resulting cells were clustered and further filtered using a multi-step 
approach to clean additional possible doublets (Supplemental Methods). Tumor and 
stromal and non-T/NK immune cells with productive TCRs were removed. In addition, 
we carefully reviewed canonical marker gene expression in defined cell clusters and 
further cleaned out cells/clusters expressing discrepant lineage-specific markers. The 
above steps were repeated multiple times to ensure the elimination of most barcodes 
associated with cell doublets. Following the removal of poor-quality cells and doublets, a 
total of 72,866 cells were retained for downstream analysis. Library size normalization 
was performed using the function NormalizeData in Seurat v3 (version 3.1.1) (57) on 
the filtered gene-cell matrix to obtain the normalized UMI count.  

Seurat v3 (version 3.1.1) (57) was applied to the normalized gene-cell matrix to 
identify highly variable genes (HVGs) for unsupervised cell clustering. Principal 
component analysis (PCA) was performed on the top 2000 HVGs. The elbow plot was 
generated with the ElbowPlot function of Seurat and based on which, the number of 
significant principal components (PCs) were determined. Harmony (58) was used to 
remove batch effects in the PCA space with the default parameters. The FindNeighbors 
function of Seurat was used to construct the Shared Nearest Neighbor (SNN) Graph, 
based on unsupervised clustering performed with Seurat function FindClusters. 
Different resolution parameters for unsupervised clustering were then examined in order 
to determine the optimal number of clusters. For visualization, the dimensionality was 
further reduced using Uniform Manifold Approximation and Projection (UMAP) method 
(59) with Seurat function RunUMAP. The PCs used to calculate the embedding were 
the same as those used for clustering.  

Two rounds of clustering (clustering and subclustering) were performed to 
identify major cell types (CD4 T cells, CD8 T cells, NK cells, B cells, plasma cells, 
myeloid cells, fibroblast cells, endothelial cells, and epithelial cells) and cell 
transcriptomic states within CD4+ T cells, CD8+ T cells and myeloid cells. In both 
rounds, 30-nearest neighbors of each cell were determined based on 30 PCs to 
construct SNN graphs. Differentially expressed genes (DEGs) were identified for each 
cluster using the FindAllMarkers function in Seurat R package. Top-ranked DEGs in 
each cell cluster were carefully reviewed and cell clusters were annotated according to 
the enrichment of canonical marker genes. Malignant cells were identified based on an 
integrative approach including the expression of tumor cell-specific HPV genes,  the 
CNV profiles inferred from single-cell RNA sequencing data using inferCNV (v1.5.0) 
[https://github.com/broadinstitute/inferCNV], as well as cluster distribution and oncogene 
expression features.  

Ligand-Receptor interaction analysis. To identify significant ligand-receptor (L-R) 
pairs, we first defined the highly expressed genes in each cell type, using an approach 
similar to that of Zhang et al (60), as the genes with an expression level log2(normalized 
UMI+1)>0.5 in at least 20% of the cells of that type. Then we matched these highly 
expressed genes with the curated list of L-R pairs from iTALK(11) to identify the 
potentially interacting ligand-receptor pairs. We assume two cell types within a sample 
have interaction when one highly expressed ligand/receptor and the other one highly 
expressed the paired receptor/ligand. For the differential interactome analysis, we first 
identified the differentially expressed genes in each cell type between tumors and 
normals using the function FindMarkers from Seurat v3 (version 3.1.1) (57) with 
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parameter min.pct = 0.2 and then matched these DEGs with the iTALK L-R database. 
We defined increased interactions if the expression of a ligand or receptor was 
upregulated while its paired receptor or ligand was not downregulated. We also scored 
each interaction using the same way as herein described (60) and showed the top-
ranked interactions in the circus plot. 

TCR V(D)J sequence assembly, paired clonotype calling, and integration with 
scRNA-seq data. Cell Ranger v3.1.1 for V(D)J sequence assembly was applied for TCR 
reconstruction and paired TCR clonotype calling. The CDR3 motif was located and the 
productivity was determined for each cell. The clonotype landscape was then assessed 
and the clonal fraction of each identified clonotype was calculated. The TCR clonotype 
data was then integrated with the T cell phenotype data inferred from single-cell gene 
expression analysis based on the shared unique cell barcodes. 

Signature scores of CD8+ T cells and myeloid cells. Dysfunctional score, naïve 
like score, and cytotoxic score were calculated for each CD8 T cell using the ssgsea 
method in GSVA software package. Dysfunctional gene signature includes HAVCR2, 
GZMB, IFNG, CXCL13, PDCD1, ITGAE, LAYN, LAG3, TIGIT, CTLA4, ENTPD1, naïve 
like gene signature includes TCF7, CCR7, SELL, LEF1, IL7R, LTB, and cytotoxic gene 
signature includes CX3CR1, PRF1, GZMA, GZMB, GZMH, GNLY, FGFBP2, KLRG1, 
FCGR3A, GZMK, LYAR, GZMM, TXNIP, FCRL6, NKG7, KLRD1, as summarized by 
van der Leun et al (61). Similarly, the expression of M1, M2, angiogenesis, and 
phagocytosis features were calculated for each myeloid cell using defined gene 
signatures (51).  

Trajectory analysis. Monocle3 (version 0.2.0; http://cole-trapnell-
lab.github.io/monocle-release/monocle3/) (62) was applied to construct the single-cell 
trajectories of Tregs. The raw gene-cell count matrix was normalized and preprocessed 
using preprocess_cds. Potential batch effect was corrected using function align_cds. 
The dimensionality reduction was performed on the ‘Aligned’ matrix using function 
reduce_dimension with default parameters.  The function cluster_cells and plot_cells 
were used for unsupervised clustering and visualization of the Monocle clustering 
results. The function learn_graph was run with default parameters to build the trajectory. 
For the pseudotime analysis, we selected the naïve-like cluster as the root of the 
trajectory. 

Immunohistochemistry for PVR. Cell pellets from 293T cells transfected with a 
PVR expression vector or empty vector control were evaluated by Western blot for PVR 
expression and then fixed in formalin buffer, pre-embedded in agarose, and paraffin-
embedded. FFPE cell pellets cut in 4µm thick sections mounted on positively charged 
slides were deparaffinized and retrieved in Citrate Buffer, pH 6.0. Slides were incubated 
at 4°C overnight with primary antibody PVR (Abcam, Cambridge MA), followed by 
peroxidase blocking. EnVision Dual Link System-HRP (DAB; Dako, Agilent, Santa 
Clara, CA) was used for signal development. The slides were mounted in paramount 
after hematoxylin counterstaining. Images were taken in Zeiss Axio Observer 7 
Motorized Inverted Microscope (Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany).  After validation, the 
procedure was performed on FFPE from patients in the single-cell analysis cohort.  

Flow cytometry of human immune cells. Peripheral blood mononuclear cells 
(PBMC)s were enriched from one healthy donor whole-blood sample using a Ficoll 
gradient (Histopaque-1077, Sigma-Aldrich) as previously described (63). Treatment-
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naïve HPV-positive HNSCC biopsies (n=4) were dispersed into single cell suspensions, 
and then total immune cells were enriched through density gradient separation over 
Histopaque 1119 (Sigma-Aldrich) as previously described (64). The PBMCs and tumor 
immune cells were fixed and permeabilized overnight in Foxp3/Transcription Factor 
Fixation/Permeabilization solution (ThermoFisher Scientific), washed in FACs buffer 
(PBS + 2% human AB serum + penicillin/streptomycin/gentamicin), and resuspended in 
blocking buffer and Human TruStain FcX (1:100; Biolegend) for 15 minutes. After 
blocking, cells were incubated in antibody cocktail (Supplemental Methods) for 2 hours 
at 4°C, washed in FACS buffer, and then filtered through a 70-µm filter. Flow data were 
collected on a BD LSRFortessa flow cytometer (BD Biosciences) and analyzed using 
FlowJo version 10. 

Analysis and immune checkpoint modulation in the HPV16-positive mEER 
syngeneic murine model. Male C57BL/6 mice (5–10 weeks) were purchased from the 
Jackson Laboratories and maintained per MDACC protocol. Mice were implanted with 
4x104 mEER cells in 50 μl PBS into the base of the tongue to allow tumor formation. 
Mice were monitored closely and euthanized when a necrotic tumor was observed 
and/or when the mice lost 20% or more of their initial weight. The following antibodies 
for in vivo administration were purchased from Bio X Cell (West Lebanon, NH) and used 
at the concentrations shown: α-PD-1 (RMP1–14 at 25 mg/kg per mouse intraperitoneal 
for 5 doses) and α-TIGIT (1G9 from Bio X Cell, 25 mg/kg per mouse intraperitoneal for 5 
doses).  

Mice exhibiting long-term survival from clearing the oral mEER tumors from the 
anti-TIGIT and anti-PD-1 combination therapy were subjected to tumor re-challenged by 
subcutaneous injection of 1 million fresh mEER tumor cells on the right flank on day 84. 
Naïve mice injected similarly with mEER tumor cells served as the control group. Tumor 
growth was monitored over 40 days.  Two days prior to re-challenge antigen-specific 
CD8 T cell memory response was assessed in the blood by flow cytometry to detect E7 
tetramer+ CD62L+CD44high central memory (CM) population. 

For characterization of TIL, mice were euthanized at the days specified in the 
results section. Tongue tumors were collected and digested per dissociation protocol 
(65). Percoll gradient purified leukocytes were stained for multi-parametric flow 
cytometry analysis with 16-color antibody panels (Supplemental Methods). Cells were 
blocked with mouse Fc-block, stained with surface markers, fixed and permeabilized 
with the Fix/Perm Kit (eBioscience, Waltham, MA) followed by staining for intracellular 
markers. Samples were run in an LSR-II X-20 Fortessa (BD Biosciences, San Jose, CA) 
at the South Campus Flow Cytometry Core, MD Anderson Cancer Center (Houston, 
TX) and analyzed using FlowJo version 10 (Flowjo LLC, Ashland, OR). The live/dead 
fixable aqua dye (Thermo Scientific, Waltham, MA) was used to gate out dead cells and 
to include only live cells for analysis. Live leukocyte gate was set based on forward and 
side scatter to include both lymphocytes and larger myeloid cells. HPV E7+ tumor 
antigen-specific CD8 T cells were identified by surface staining using APC-conjugated 
H-2Db/HPV16-E7 Tetramer synthesized by Baylor College of Medicine MHC tetramer 
facility (Houston, TX). Tregs were identified based on CD4+Foxp3+ expression within 
the CD3+ gate. To determine the TIGIT expression, PerCP-eFluor 710 rat anti-Mouse 
TIGIT (Clone: GIGD7) antibody (ThermoFisher Sci, Waltham, USA) was used to 
evaluate the mean fluorescence intensity on each cell populations. Anti-CD8 ablation 
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antibody (Clone: 2.43)  and anti-NK1.1 ablation antibody (Clone: PK136) were 
purchased from Bio X Cell. 

Statistical analyses. In addition to the algorithms described above, all other basic 
statistical analysis was performed in the R statistical environment (v4.0.0). All statistical 
tests performed in this study were two-sided. Statistical significance of differences 
observed between tumor and normal was determined by non-parametric Wilcoxon rank-
sum test when comparing continuous variables like gene expression level (Figures 
1D/1F, 2G, 3F, and 4D). The Spearman’s correlation coefficient was calculated to 
assess the association between two continuous variables (such as expression levels of 
two genes, proportions of two cell types) at sample level. To control the false discovery 
rate (FDR) and correct p-values for multiple testing, we apply the Benjamini-Hochberg 
method(66)and an FDR adjusted p-value (or q-value) < 0.05 is considered as 
statistically significant.  

All differences and statistics in the mouse model experiments were calculated 
using GraphPad Prism version 8. Statistical significance was determined using one-way 
or two-way ANOVA along with Tukey’s multiple comparison tests to detect differences 
between the two groups. Mantel-Cox log-rank test was used to compare survival 
curves. P values less than 0.0332 were considered significant. 

Study approval. Patient samples for scRNA-Seq and flow cytometry were 
obtained under MD Anderson Cancer Center research protocols LAB02-039, PA18-
0782, PA19-0470. All three protocols were approved by MDACC institutional review 
board with active status. Each patient was given information on the study, and the risks 
and benefits were discussed. All participating patients gave their informed consent. The 
mouse experiments were conducted under protocol 00000858-RN03, approved by the 
MDACC institutional animal care and use committee. 
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Figure 1. TIGIT family receptors/ligands were abundantly expressed in HPV-
positive HNSCC. (A) Uniform manifold approximation and projection (UMAP) 
visualization of unsupervised clustering of all cells (n = 72,866) that passed quality 
filtering. (B) Circos plot of comparative Ligand-Receptor immune checkpoint interactions 
per iTALK in cell types indicated in tumor versus normal tonsil. Interactions enhanced 
(red arrows) and reduced (blue arrows) in tumors versus normal are shown. (C) Bubble 
plot, mean (color key, top right) and percent expression (size key, bottom right) in cell 
types indicated (left) of TIGIT family receptor/ligands and canonical immune checkpoint 
genes. (D) Comparison in tumor versus normal tonsil of the expression levels for TIGIT, 
CD96, CD226 in CD4+  T cells, CD8+ T cells, or NK cells (right) and NECTIN1, 
NECTIN2, PVR in myeloid, fibroblast, endothelial, epithelial cells (left) . Box, 
median ± interquartile range. Whiskers, range. P values (<0.05, bold), two-sided 
Wilcoxon rank-sum test. (E) Bar plots, mean expression (color key) and percent (bar 
height) in each tumor of (left) CD8+ T cells expressing TIGIT, CD96, or PDCD1 and 
(right) tumor cells expressing PVR, NECTIN2, or CD274, as measured by scRNA-Seq 
(N = 14). (F) Spearman correlation between the percent of CD8+ T cells with TIGIT 
expression and percent of CD8+ T cells with PDCD1(Left), CD96 (middle), and CD226 
(right). Each dot represents a single patient. Shaded area, 95th confidence interval. (G) 
PVR immunohistochemistry of indicated tumors, see also (E). 
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Figure 2. TIGIT was highly expressed in antigen-experienced, clonally expanded 
CD8+ T cells. Volcano plots of differentially expressed genes between (A) TIGIT+CD8+ 
T cells and TIGIT-CD8+ T cells and (B) CD8+ T cells with TCR clonotype frequency ≥5% 
(Expanded) vs. <1%. (Not-expanded). FDR, two-sided Wilcoxon rank sum test with 
Bonferonni correction. Dashed line, logFC > 0.3 or < -0.3. Labels, biologically important 
genes. (C) Uniform manifold approximation and projection (UMAP) visualization of 
unsupervised subclustering analysis of CD8+ T cells (n = 9,271). Labelled, 
representatively enriched genes in each cluster. (D) Bubble plot, mean (color key, 
bottom right) and frequency (size key, bottom left) of expression of select genes (X-axis) 
in CD8+ T cells overall (bottom row) and clusters (y-axis), grouped by biological 
functions (top). (E) Comparison of the proportion of CD8+ T cells in clusters indicated 
(top) in tumor (red) versus normal (green) tonsil. Box, median ± interquartile range. 
Whiskers, range. P values calculated by a two-sided Wilcoxon rank-sum test. (F) UMAP 
as per c with cells colored by dysfunctional score, naïve-like score, cytotoxic score (top, 
left to right), and TRM score (bottom left) calculated using ssGSEA method, or colored by 
Log((normalized UMI count)+1) expression of TIGIT and CD96 (bottom, middle and 
right). Proportion of cells with expression indicated. (G) Alluvial plot, frequency of TIGIT+ 
and TIGIT- cells in each cluster. Yellow, significant enrichment in TIGIT+ cells. Blue, 
significant enrichment in TIGIT- cells. P-values, hypergeometric test for each cluster (* 
P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001). (H) Stacked bar chart, TCR clonal expansions at 
clonotype frequency indicated (key) in CD8+ T cell clusters (left) and TIGIT+ and TIGIT-

CD8+ T cells. (I) Stacked bar chart, % of cells (y-axis) with co-expression of TIGIT and 
PDCD1 (left), CD96 (middle), or CD226 (right) in each CD8+ T cell cluster (x-axis). 
Clusters ordered by frequency of TIGIT expression.  
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Figure 3. TIGIT was highly enriched in T regulatory cells (Tregs). (A) Uniform 
manifold approximation and projection (UMAP) visualization of unsupervised clustering 
analysis of CD4+ T cells (n = 17,394). Labelled, representatively enriched genes in each 
cluster. (B) Bubble plot, mean (color key, bottom right), and frequency (size key, bottom 
left) of expression of select genes (X-axis) in CD4+  T cell overall (bottom row) and 
clusters (y-axis), grouped by biological functions (top). (C) UMAP as in (A) superposed 
by expression levels (color key, bottom left) and percent of expression (top left in 
parentheses) of TIGIT, CTLA4, and CD96 in CD4+  T cells. Alluvial plot (bottom right), 
proportion (left end of the bands) and significance of enrichment (right end of the bands) 
of TIGIT positive and TIGIT negative cells in each CD4 T cells subsets. Yellow bands, 
significant enrichment of TIGIT positive cells. Blue bands, significant enrichment of 
TIGIT negative cells. * P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001, hypergeometric test. (D) 
Comparisons of proportion of CD4+  T cell in clusters indicated (top) in tumor (red) 
versus normal tonsil (green). Box, median ± interquartile range. Whiskers, range. P 
values were calculated by a two-sided Wilcoxon rank-sum test. (E) UMAP visualization 
of unsupervised sub-clustering analysis of Tregs (n=4,168). (F) Heatmap, scaled 
expression of top 10 DEGs of each Treg sub-cluster. (G) UMAP visualization of Tregs 
from Monocle3 with inferred trajectory, cluster label (left) and pseudo-time (right) 
mapped as per key (bottom, right). (H) Two-dimensional plots showing the dynamic 
changes in expression levels of TIGIT and CTLA4 along the pseudotime (top panel). 
Shaded band, 95th confidence interval. Density plot showing the distribution of Treg 
sub-clusters during the transition along with the pseudotime (bottom panel). (I) Stacked 
bar chart, % of cells (y-axis) with co-expression of TIGIT and PDCD1, CD96, CD226, 
CTLA4 in each CD4+  T cell cluster (x-axis).   
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Figure 4. NECTIN2 and PVR in the myeloid cells were associated with suppressed 
TIME. (A) Uniform manifold approximation and projection (UMAP) visualization of 
unsupervised subclustering analysis of myeloid cells (n = 3,529). (B) Comparison of the 
proportion of the myeloid clusters indicated (top) between tumor (red) and normal tonsil 
(green). Box plot, median ± interquartile range. Whiskers, range. P values (<0.05, bold) 
were calculated by a two-sided Wilcoxon rank-sum test. (C) Bubble plot, mean (key, top 
right) and frequency of expression (key, bottom right) of expression of select genes 
across different myeloid clusters. Genes grouped by biological function (top). (D) 
Heatmap, scaled M1, M2, Angiogenesis, Phagocytosis, and mature regulatory DC 
calculated using ssGEA method in each myeloid cluster. (E) Bubble plot, mean (color 
key, top right) and frequency of expression (size key, bottom right) of PD-L1, PVR, 
NECTIN1, NECTIN2 (x-axis) across different myeloid clusters (y-axis). (F) Spearman 
correlation between % of indicated cell population that expressed TIGIT (left, top and 
bottom panel) or NECTIN2 (right, bottom panel) and % of all myeloid cells that express 
IL-6 or an M2 GES. Top right panel, spearman correlation between % of tumor cells that 
express PVR vs. Nectin 2. Each dot represents a primary tumor sample. Shaded band, 
95th confidence interval.  
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Figure 5. TIGIT blockade with and without PD-1 blockade in the mEER murine 
model. (A) Schema of drug treatment and analysis timepoints in the mEER tumor 
mouse model experiments. C57BL/6 mice inoculated in the base of the tongue with 
mEER tumor cells were treated with anti-TIGIT, anti-PD1, or combination at indicated 
time points. Tumor re-challenge with an injection of 1 million mEER cells in the flank 
occurred on day 84. Untreated mice served as controls. (B) Comparison of tumor size 
measured by MRI on day 19 between groups using t-test (n=10 mice per group and 
representative of two independent eperiments). **p<0.0021. (C) Survival of mice in each 
treatment group, compared by Mantel-Cox test (n=10-15 mice per group from two 
separate experiments). *p <0.0332, ****p < 0.0001. (D-G) Mean ± standard deviation, p-
values for one-way ANOVA with Tukey multiple paired comparisons post-hoc test (n= 
10 mice per group and representative of two independent experiments). *p <0.0332, **p 
< 0.0021, ***p < 0.0002, ****p < 0.0001. (D) Frequency of CD8+ T cells that express 
INFɣ, granzyme B (GzmB) or both (from left to right). Frequency of HPV16 E749-57 
antigen-specific CD8+ T cells that co-express GzmB and INFɣ in TIL as measured by 
tetramer staining by flow cytometry on day 19 (far right). (E) Frequency of NK cells that 
co-express GzmB+ and INFɣ+. (F) Frequency of activated dendritic cells (IA/IE+). (G) 
Mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) of TIGIT cell surface expression was in CD4, CD8, 
and Treg populations (top panel). Frequency of TIGIT+ cells in CD4, CD8 and Treg 
populations (bottom panel). (H) Survival of mEER oral tumor-bearing mice treated with 
anti-CD8 or anti-NK1.1 twice weekly from one day prior to first treatment, compared by 
Mantel-Cox test (n=5 mice per group). Mice in combo groups were treated with 3 doses 
of anti-PD1 and 5 doses of anti-TIGIT as shown in (A). *p <0.0332, **p < 0.0021. (I) 
Tumor size (mm2) and animal weight in mice with tumor re-challenge. Tumor-free mice 
after anti-TIGIT and anti-PD1 combination treatment (blue) and treatment-naïve control 
mice (red) were injected in the right flank with one million mEER tumor cells on day 84 
and monitored for tumor growth (n=4-5 mice per group). Green arrow, time of last 
immunotherapy (day 17). (J) Detection of HPV16 E749-57 antigen-specific tetramer+ 
CD62L+CD44high central memory (CM) CD8+ T cell population by flow cytometry on day 
82 before tumor re-challenge. Representative dot plot (left) and aggregate data for 4 
mice (left).  
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