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1. %

[l

e 2 B Fe g (Oral squamous cell carcinoma; OSCC) (%, SESHE MF L
IR L. AR AT 2 d — I R EEEE TH 5, 2018 fEOHEE T
F. AT AV A DBEMETIZ 10 HADT Y DFRER 6.3, HET VT DHEMET
1$3.2 7o T\w3[1-3], OSCC DIBHIIHNEHIVIBRDEER & 72 2 28, VIBR
A% Ao 7RI A IC X IR OMEEE LR Y v oHiofishg
T, REER 7 TNM 27— P &0 ) 2 7 []T-2HW L <, ikt oLz
PaREST 2 [4-6], BafiTld, BFEOTRICEHE T 3 TBREN T AFREL .
budding, Ei#%ERE (infiltrative growth pattern; INF), YK 2348, ##021
G BEMIE O IR A 2 L, S EAERBWE I N TV B[7-
11],

WA, fEF = v 784 v FHEHR (Immune checkpoint inhibitors; ICIs)
DEYNC XY EEICEE L CTw 2 0EBEfis i H T, CD3 B X
U CDS8 T Mg iEM25% 1 ¥ PSRV & v 9 “Tmmunoscore”iF, Galon
DRI AR E O TIRIBEL 720 0 TH v [12], ICTIC X 2 BERZD R 2
B o NAERITD . JEEHUNESE (tumor microenvironment; TME) 123513 3
LI N 7 L — P OSRBARRE R I Bl I D 2 E L A 7e o C
W3 [13-16], b DRPET L — Fid, MRS GhHE T EE/ Tk g/ H)
HIA TS, STk (RAEIRRE/ SEbRIL/ ufigthie). T Mg oG rE(LikiE
GEMEAL/PEPIRAE /) W ndEE . ICT OIEBRhE Ix 2 2 THINHIR 715
B [HIERE ) [ x> TME 263 2 H 2, Zhnbii—



e, T #MIIE2SIETE(L L 72"Hot” 72 TME & 1208127 Cold” 7 TME & M (3
T 5[16-22],

ICL o3 2 I6HEAN R O FHIK F 2 ¥RE T 285~ — 2 D WUHERI 7= T 5
b RERTOEEAERBEE T w3, B—oRT2FETS L
DBREETDH 3720, WERORTZH W=7 1 7 7 4 A28 ICT 250 0~ 4
F~—A =i LIZLIZIOH S, 2T CliclHEEisf, MigsEs. mEH
LoHlH7 L, W O DRI 2 7 A2 —RFEIRTW3(16,17,19], £
7oy BIEFREZT TR, BEREMEEZH N T7e—% 4 P A ) — TR
Iz v 2 BREICH D S RER#E Y 774 F v — FrICEERRIE Y v o8
Bk (tumor infiltrating lymphocytes; TILs) Bi# > 7% F ¥ — LN R & I 1
TWw3, CD8 B% L &ENnd s I AX—Cli, ERHL v <2 EDORE L
figfyicim < . WEH L THIE 2 2 2 2 —% T T 20 ® » | ICI Z5h#E D
TILs iIclBH% K 5N % & dn b (23], —F. 2D X 57 TlLs DFIHL 7
3F ¥ —D 7 a7 7 A AENTIZ. “immunoscore” D X 5 1T, BABRFOIERE
Y% TS 2T IC D ICH I w5 (12, 14, 211,

LG KT & L C Foxp3 Z¥6H 3 2 dilf#lh: T #HAE (regulatory T cell; Treg)
3. B OEE MR CEEARE R R LCv 3, BEMEICE VLTI, IL-
2 DHE. CTLA-4 ofEé. TGF-6,1L-10, TIGIT 7 & ot D4y & DEEARY
e S HIBEAE IC X 0 . SRR R ICE < T Mg o8, WhE, k. Ko%
L. Z ofEHE, SO EA & HHEICE L 2 BBt X 1 5 (21, 24-
28], T b BB FIEHIGIREEE % 7D effector Treg (eTreg) 1. Foxp3 &

CD25 Z&EF L T3 Z &6, Foxp3/CD25 EFRID eTreg 47 IR



7= —Hh —BERK XA, inducible costimulatory receptor (ICOS), CCR4, CCRS
72 EDSEE X LT 5 (29, 301,

AWI7ETld. OSCCICBWTEGER S TRIGEEZ KITT 026 21
T eEHME L, TIL KB T 2 REB#y OB Z 70 —% 4 F A Y
— TRt L. BE OERRREAMS AR 7 & B EZ AL, S5 CHAhRT

BTYHRT &Y 5 2012 EEL 7



II. #rkke Hik

1. BF B X UIEEHS

2018 4% 12 H2» b 2021 4 2 A ofElic—XiGE & L THRHIYIFR 2R L 7=
314D OSCC & X b, FrifEs ik z RN L 7z, ® 7w b a—ic]o
<. Tumor Dissociation Kit (Miltenyi Biotec, Bergisch Gladbach, Germany) &
gentleMACS™ Dissociator (Miltenyi Biotec) 7% > C Bl e {0 % o5& L
72 T OHIfERRE %2 40uym D F 4 v v #le L 2 + L —F — (BD Biosciences,
Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA) T3 L CJgi L 7z, JEitH#I1C BD Pharm Lyse (BD

Biosciences) % il L CHRIMERZ AR L 7212, =O0BEL € TIL ZFEHLL 7=,

2. itk

7a—H%A4 bA MY —fRTOz®IC, X1 OHUAEEAL 2,

3. 7u—¥%4 + X+ Y — (FACS) #&#r

FcR 7'v v 7 (Human TruStain FcX Receptor-blocking solution; BioLegend)
D%, Live/Dead Fixable Yellow Dead Cell Stain Kit (Life Technologies,
Carlsbad, CA, USA) & &HieiEdik ciifgz et L, 4°C< 30 rfElssE L
770 Gt L 72l % LSR Fortessa (BD Biosciences) THlE L. 56 7=l
EM O FIAAE X DIVA Y 7 + 7 = 7 (BD Biosciences) T L 72, Yt
WO D -0, FHEAKEES L z—KPikoT 4y 24 7avta—1%

M7z,



4. CITRUS (Cluster identification, characterization and regression) f##t
Cytobank (Beckman Coulter, Brea, CA, USA) X Y $gfit X412 CITRUS %,
>V TR VKT DRI ZREMEE T AT Y X LTH Y BRIE L 72 2 B

THEICH : 2 MiftER%Z 7 7 A2 —{L L TRET 2 AR TiETH 5
[31], AMHFFETIE. 1600 fHLA o> CD3 AL % Ml U137 BB 24 JEH o
FACS 7 — 22 b3 67z 10 o &K~ — 77— (CD4, CD8, CD45RA,
CD25, PD-1, Tim-3, CD103, ICOS, 4-1BB, OX40) O% 7 — X % H\W T, T

EITL 7=,

5. HEEN GBI E

FACS fi##ir & B 7 2 fEH % &3 OSCC HE 20 4o dn~ Y VEE ST 7 4
v @B (Formalin-fixed paraffin-embedded; FFPE) 1A% Fv, 85 70 | 2
— M2 Il 5 T Opal Fluorescent IHC Kit (Akoya Biosciences, Marlborough, MA,
USA) %{EH L CHOES BEIE 21T - 72 MBI (3. —XPUk & —kbitkc
Pt Lotk HE7 0 A CERR L2 7P A BEIEF 7 I Vot L 72, 2Dk
BRI X o C—RPUEZRRE L. thofiiz il o—XYuk okl 72, AL

- —RPURIEER 2 1TRT,

HFIL L 7 F it Vectra HENEBWEAMEA A —2 v 7 v 27 4 (Akoya
Biosciences) W T, g L7z, EEAWT DI, inForm V7 b v
=7 (Akoya Biosciences) Z{#iH L. 670x500 um OHEFHN D> 7' F L ig
FE&HEIE L7z, DAPI 0 ZTCICHfd 7 A vF—va v T AT ) XLICH

> Tilifldz 27 A v MUL, FMlific BT 2 XY FEIE & HURDEIE > 7 F il



BAEH L7z, 7. AY 7y 27 2L CEEBPOERDA A -V 2%
PUR D DAB Bt & 9 2 5EU THC et iliff 2 R L 72, Z DR & Ml
XY xR KT 2 2 L ic kY, FERCEWTHURORB % G & BUET 2
WY 7 FNGRED Cutoff fHEZRE L., Mo 7 =7 24 vy 7 %4757,
R ClE. U v o3BRE % (CD4* fligZ + CD8* flifg% — CD4*CD8* il
¥) LHEEL. Treg | CD4* CD25* Foxp3* #lfid. el T Mt CDS*
Granzyme B* filllg & ®F L 7z, ~~ b+ FL Vv - 242 (HE) FOERD
FEIEEE R AP & iR L 7203 L RS AHAR OB 7 & OIS BRISHR M Sl & 0
670 X500 pm OFIEF %2 7 v X LICH 3HEGER L, U v o BRI s T 2 HIEE T

Mfd 7 & ISR EE T i o FEBEI & 2 HIE L 72,

6. WEEHEHT

HERT — 2y D2 OEOHEMOFMIC X, Kruskal-Wallis
i€, Fisher’s exact #7€, Pearson’s y*MEZHHL 72, EHAEGFR (Disease-
free survival rate; DFS) (%, Kaplan-Meier i Ci#ht L. Log-rank Mg CHE L
7mo WERZL O WICHERMNT X, Cox MIFSITICX ViTo72, THllEER~
—N—OFBETa 77 AN fADT—2% Z A a7 L L 7-
#%. Heatmap iC X > CTH[ffL L. Ward iEZ TR Z 7220 v 7T L
TY XL EMITL 720 TRXCOMEHENT X, JMPPro15 ¥ 7 F v =7 (SAS
Institute, Cary, NC, USA) ZHWCfTo 7z, WmiliZa vy A 7HOBE D729
iZ. ROC (receiver operating characteristic) Hift FomEZHHE L 72, p<

0.05 ZHENKHEL LT,



&

7- ﬁ%%ém

g

AIRHTEIE. KRR ER b mEE R B4 (H30-E49-3) THERE N TE
D, ~ VP VYFEHEIEOWT, FEE»OLEMICIZf v 7 +r—LFavt

v b,



. %R

1. BREBESICHRN A THIE w7 740

AT Tl 31 %D OSCC BE BRI N7 (K 3)o FATRED i hJLfif 1%
72 % C. RIS R 7 — U /1L #1315 %, 1I/IV 8128 16 4 CH o 72, 4t
FHYBEZ . BISHIRIRIC 6 A0 BEICHTE - BREB LR D270, JEHFE
B 25 4 & O CREEYII R 7 — | INF 7 & O R RIR IR 2 R %
L7225, WENOEFICBWTOHEEREIFZED Rd o 72,

RIT, FEEAARRRAR 2 SRSl X L7z CD4Y% X O CD8* TIL 0%, &tk
{t% %3 CD45RA, CD103, #JEF = v 2 KA v 53T %% T PD-1, Tim-3,
ICOS, 4-1BB, OX40, 7z & N Treg %39 CD25 ORI X - TFEAM L 7=
(K1), BEOFHRETHT 2~ -7 —EHEBRRT 2 20ic, EMIE, Hi
fia, CD45+ fifd (FMERIEGUR). U o8k, CD3* #iif (T #ifid) D&M
NER 7 —F 4 v 2L, 2D 5 b CD3* #fiifldic 1) 2 CD4*, CD8* D FHIE &,
CD4+/CD8* fiic 513 3 CD45RA*, PD-1%, Tim-3*, ICOS*, 4-1BB*, OX40*,
CD25*, CD103* o &FBE &%, HREEH LIFHREECHRL 2, K~ —
J— BT IR E L IERREERICRII N X — VIR IR b o 7
(X 2),

PP R RPN e MHAE 0 1 & REAE 3 6 72012, FACS f#fr cfs bz~
—N—DFEFT—2%HWT, CITRUSTAIZ Y RXAICX 707740 v IR
WaEiTo72, ZDFHE, Cluster 40119 288 27z (M3A,B), 2027 7 =&

2 —od T il CD4, CD25,ICOS Z 5 FHL TE b, 0OX40, 4-1BB D LLig

10



FEWFIH AR L7z (¥ 3C, D), FACS oK & v, OX40 & 4-1BB #
HFEH LT3 CD4* TIL DIg & A L25, CD4* CD25Meh ICOS* TIL O 4y[Hjic
ZEnTwiz (K3E), &5ic, CD4r CD25Ms+ TIL Ik % % ICOS* % ¥
BFLIFHREE CHIER L2 25, BREZEDITH% ICOS AiE il %
A7 (p=0.117, K 3F), 7=, OSCC H## 31 &% CD4* CD25be TIL I
FIFB%ICOS* DFRETI L2 2A, HRLEEH6LDS B 540%

ICOS* dEwHtic I N7z (FRE; 82.1%, p=0.08, £ 4),

2. Heat map #7181 3 "Hot"BEICIFRMW A THIl@ 7w 7 7 4

HEEAARRIC 3517 2 T MO IEHE(LIREE 2 BT 3~ 5 7z, CD3* fifldic B1F 2
CD4*, CD8* o ¥8i#l#. CD4+/CD8* flific 513 2 CD45RA*, PD-1*, Tim-
3+, ICOS", 4-1BB*, OX40+, CD25%, CD103* o &FHHE L. 7= 6 IC CD4* #ll
fic 517 5 CD45RA- CD25Meh o FEHISHLL % FHv> T Heat map T 217 - 72,
SUREGIZHAT R L 7 7 AR ) v IRt 2 To 7o & &5, REFIICAEEL L
72 TIL #% < &% Cluster A &, REFINTEEIL L2 TIL 2% &
Cluster BO 22007 7 22 —icha s (K4), iwHLL~=TIL 7vn 77
AN%H T % Cluster B D 20 4D EH I, Cluster A DEF I~ PET-CT
{12 513 3 SUVmax (maximum standardized uptake value) 234575 1275 < -
JRIRE 72 INF © 2L — FidE < . DFS I3fdffi s 2 iz il 7z (£5).

Ric, Cluster B ZfRET 2 FFEN Ml E 25~ 2 7-0Ic, &~v—H—D
FTF— 2% HWTCITRUS 7AT ) XAk B 70774 ) v %o,

Cluster B IS ESEEE ICTEE S 2 Ml H & L T Cluster 40129 & 40140 © 2 oD

11



7 7 A% =&, Cluster A ICRBBICHAES llids i & LT Cluster 40118 &
40144 D2 oD 7 AZ —%[FAE L7z (K 5A-F), Cluster 40129 & TIL %,
CD4, CD25, ICOS ##¥&Hl L. 0X40, 4-1BB %l L TH Y, 5%k
EEDFHONCRIEEINSZZ T AZ— UL 2R AR — v THotz, X
512, FACS I X 3@ <ld. CD4+ CD25Ye: TIL ic 13 %% ICOS* I3,
Cluster B D752 Cluster A X W d FREICEMETH > 72 (p=0.03, X 5G), %
7z Cluster 40140 @ TIL (¥, CD4 ZHAMEICFHIIL . CD25 & ICOS I3 2

DRI TH o722, OX40  4-1BB i3HH L T -7 (X 50),

3. SEILAFHEBILERE TRV ZEERATICE T 5 ICOS* Treg & MAaH
HH T MIlE 0 B O T

FACS 5 — % X ), ICOS* Treg I3 eTreg % RELL T\ 3 ATREMEASRIZ X 1
7729, BEHCREMBCE R A %2 v TME 12510 % ICOS Treg 72 &
CicHIfafGENE T MO RTE 2T~ —HOBRMELZEITL 72, X 6A IC%E
O S R 2 Y a5 & [FRERI © HE Rt %3, HE P/ o Hitit.
BRI 2 R g, £ 72, X 6B ICIEERR IS T L 2 iR o —fl %
R, Merge R IR M. TS O M ZR L, B
FIALICHMIERL T =2/ 24 7T IR L7, HRHEIZICOS Treg, K&
SIS M T il % R 9, Wb EEREIRTRICE T b BEICKH
LCTW3ZEDERI N,

AT, BRI e ER & R OERIC B 1 5 ICOS* Treg & A T A

NEDFRB DM Z T~ Tz, 7 Vv X LIGER I N7=K 3HEF 2 EEF L. U v o5k

12



ICH1F 5 ICOS* Treg DFHEIE % x i, 70 © CICHIAEE EE T MifE o FEHE
B yWicR L (K6C) o 7z, MEERRBENE (F) &S0 (F)
ICH T 25 I5%IEMAX %R L7z, HEEH.LE T ICOS Treg & A E M T
faoFBE & ICHEZZD et L (r=0.003) | BRI < I

ICOS* Treg & ffifafs 5 T Mg B 55 W HtHB 2 2D 7 (r=-0.387),

4. CD4* CD25% T fifaic 351 2 ICOS B O FH~DEL

INFCTOREEL D, CD4* CD25%e TIL 12 513 2% ICOS* M + i
f7s; 78.0£20.1, HIfi; 82.1) 2 TME Ik % ARG ELic b FHFRIC D
BABG LTWw3 T ERRBINSZD, TD%ICOST & OSCC HBED T
& OB MR L, 31 A 0EFEZ%ICOST HRfET24 L7z e C
2. Log-rank BiiE CE X172 DFS ICHEEAAERIRD N o7-db 0D (p
=0.095, X 7A). ROC f#tr&jcic s v M4 7%z FHEI Lz 25 (¥
7B). % ICOS* %3 95%LA Lo @Eififi % R 3 3 Tk, 95%Ai 0 B Ic e~
DFS o HE x5z R0 7= (p=10.0157, ¥ 7C, £ 6),

I, BRI 0 BRI BEARAR 1) TR 1 & % ICOS* % W C 7k & o Bk
#WET L 72, ROC @t % v C4EliG, SUVmax 7 v b A 7fHZRE L, &%
HHOBERET #iTo7- L 24, %ICOS* DANHEEAZRD (p=10.033,
KT, SLICHEERAFTZIToTH, % ICOS 137 L =2 FHRTFHRN T TH

57 (p=0.019),

13



V. E%&

AR AR CIIBESEER R T LR REIC 3T 3 PD-1/PD-L1 #FE&FHEA 5352
AlE N, ERECNT2AEMLBRED 2L LOERI T3, Z0%E
YT B AL A~ —H—¢ LTld PD-L1 G EEHEK L v EHEn 3
TPS (Tumor Proportion Score) . #ufZH 4% & & PD-L1 G &
b 5 X 15 CPS (Combined Positive Score) 7z &', Sk L Z RN IC X
% PD-L1 o#BHFHAI N5 2 & H3 %\, ARSI RV b E h
Z AR L L 7= KEYNOTE-048 385 IC 351> C, pembrolizumab i & 5-FU,
cisplatin/ carboplatin & DO ff F##i%13 EXTREME #&ik & b~ B ic L7 M
FREEXE, 20T PD-L1 2% L T 2 EEICE Tl pembrolizumab
HHIC b RS E %2R L 72[32], %2 ®—J T, KEYNOTE-012 E&iC B\ Tl
pembrolizumab Hi#25, % L T CheckMate-141 3% C % nivolumab HiH|C,
PD-L1 ZHOHEIC h2b b T EDHKRMBEEZ R L2 L OWMELRH 5 2 &2
5. PD-L1 BRI VWELHELL A4 d~—h =L 3E AT, Hizh 44~
— 7 —BRR DML S T B [33, 34],

EHE <A 7 0¥ T 54 FARLHE (microsatellite instability-high; MSI-high)
2“Hot” 72 TME &, ICIBEOMIESHIFCE 2 kit LT, "4 4~
—h—¢ L TiEIN TS, EEMALICESEEICE U RERTFERPH 77
GIEIRIE R VX 2B, WhW B A AT VIV RELE L, NP GIER
J5x B & FTREIEY & U<, MSI-high %75 3[40-42], W87 7 HUEE S K

JEHFFEEIN BT 20 b b T EFICG ORI ICIAET 2 L) T &3,

14



Z DIEGEFIEICEDPBEEEL Tl LA RLT WS, 2D X AGE. TH
EDEHAL R Z o Twd, T7hb B "Hot"% TME /R L CTW3ICH 2200b b
3. PD-1/PD-L1 5% Treg 7¢ & O Eifilbig 23, EHHfbLl 227 = 7 &
—T#ifa % MG 2 2 & ©, BREERZELELRIECE TR H
ZoNTEY, 2D X)) REEZFOMENIIC Z %2 ICTHEREXAMTH 5T
H59,

KHff7Eclid, SESEER T EEEOH T OSCC EBHICH T 3 TR Till~—7
— DR, THICFICLICEREZRT L N3 Hot" 7 TME % FFEd 2 H 72 7x
~—h—OFEREY ., HEREOKRAIMTH S TME o ik, ZofbRe
L T CD4* CD25sh ICOS* TIL 438 % [75E L 272,

S MO TR L TN b Treg 13, 44 CD25* CD4* T fifid & L CiE
I N, % D% Forkhead/winged-helix 7 7 IV —DEERTFD—D>TH %
Foxp3 # v A X — G FE LTHLTWB Z EBHL 2L K otz, Kilis b
4: & L7z Foxp3* natural Treg (3% D%, (Dnaive Treg; Foxp3®” CD45RA"
CD25%v, (@effector Treg (eTreg); Foxp3hsh CD45RA- CD25"¢", (3non-Treg;
Foxp3'¥ CD45RA" CD25" D 32D 7 77 ¥ a VICHFEEI NS C L2 Miyara
HIC X VG X N, R TIEEEIL X LT 7w naive Treg 13550 S i A%
REL2BE LT 69, THIIIZEE ORI Z 2\ THIFME D & B o Gz i)
HWHREZH T 2% eTreg ic/fb L. =7 =2 2 —THIIEZEZENIC, &3V IRPUR
fEnfiE o B E PURRFEICHEL T3, 2D eTreg 4l Tl fh DHFFEHE
5ic X b ICOS, OX40, 4-1BB 72 & D TNF ZBFE R — =7 7 I ) — X v

—HEHEHHLTwB 2 ERREINTE (29, 30, 35, 36], —F7. CD25 %

15



FEEICHBL L T % non-Treg (3. SIEIIHIREME WV, LA ERECHALTW
RO, RIEEH A b A4 v EEELTCOAMIRERTH 2 EHESh T
%, KiFFIcEWTIE, K2 IicE1F 3 Cluster 40119 &, X5 ic31F % Cluster
40129 i Fnd, CD25 ZEF B L, ICOS, OX40, 4-1BB Z 7B L T 3
Zehb, eTreg LRARTIERTES, —J7. K5 D Cluster 40140 1%,
CD25 2 HREEIC I L., 55\ ICOS #HlZ/R3 & & bic, 0X40,4-1BB &%
HLTWAWIZ &5, "non-Treg” TH % AlAENEDL S %, eTreg I L % IL-2 D
HEIX TME ICB1F 25 IL-2 DR Z %5 & L, eTreg JAAD T fifdic B1F 3
VBGRB8 2 5.2 5720, IL- 2 @R Ak cd 2 CD25 DF:
FHUL. eTreg IC BT 2 BEMIFIREREICHEE 2 xE 2 R LT tE2HN
% (24, 25],

ICOS i3, CD28 2A—x—7 7 I U —il@d 2 L0 mFChb v, THilZ
BRI X o CaFE - I LI s K1 & L CRE S h, TIL, FFic TME
D eTreg ICEFBL L CTuw: 2 [26, 37], eTreg 58RI ICOS-L & DA % M
#9422 & TFoxp3 DFEBL _APMEFLAZZ &Ik b, Foxp3 DEREHH:IC
FEIE L X, Foxp3* Treg DAERAMBN T2 2 L3 G I T2, E72.
ICOS D HHHIZ Treg DBEGE, PLT7 F F —> RICFEEST 27717 ¢4 <, IL-10
FEAZIT U0 LT 5 REMHIRREICB G 52 2 eI, ki
V=TT, METX Y B & R ICBE S 2 ptstic v, BREEEN T TLRY

%Z 4 L T Helicobacter pylori 1Z X Y i X #17= ICOS-L* JEE M A kIR A

i

IC X o TICOS* Treg 2 EEMMHFICFHFEI NS 2 L W REIIHIIR %

DIL-10 AL, PBRABRDOANA F~—Hh—C 75— T, TMEHNZT7 =

16



2 2 —T Mg KA M T ARSI L 2w I FEREZ R LT
[27, 38, 391,

AWfFEcid, OSCC @ TME ic &) % ICOS* eTreg & =7 = 7 2 —T Hilg D
P R % % B R L e e R CTREB L2, 2 0fEH. OSCC
ICBENWTH CD25 DAL TVvAX—BLTTH 5 Foxp3 xmAH L TWwb
ICOS* eTreg & Granzyme B % I3 2 MG &M T Mg 2 E ICHFEL T»
7= (¥ 6A, B), M .LECIEZ @ ICOS* eTreg & Ml EME T Mifd & o
ICHBIIEER D SN b o e DIk L, BRI mER I BT 2 h b DHifiuEk
1ZAHBE L Tz (K16 C), Heat map f#HTIC X % "Hot” 7xHEHETIX, INF
FEBECEEEZRL TV (£5) Lo, BEERBEMET O EE R
SEUHER G 1L SIS RE D i\ ICOST eTreg 23S M T M 775 % #1
flFszLicky, BEOERICHFHLS L T 5 alREER IR I N2, ICOS?
Treg (3. BEMEEGIE, ESEHPA, AP A K E% L OFEEO IEEAIE < b B
INTWAB[26], BRICEHSEI A AICOWTIE, TCGA F— X & v + Z w7 fiF
Fric BT, ICOS & Foxp3 @ mRNA o H:F8H 285 i ga H >k oo s & Hole L
THRDEMNIERRINTEY, KK R L AT L L bIT, 5
I ROC fRHTICIB VT A v M A 7l 95% & EfliC i > 722 & & HEARL T
LH[REMEA D 5 (K 7B), BIfE, A GERE L L <, TME N @ ICOS* eTreg
ZRER & 3 2 T ICOS Hifkz v 72 B IREBRDSEFE ICf T b T 5, BEIREAER
I T CHFE S Nz PiiR L. PUBRMRTAERAAE i X 0 ICOS eTreg % 18
X pLlbic, ICOSDHEEMENT Y = 7 & —T Ml %2 1EMAL X & 3 50E

DE T T3 [37],

17



AWFFEic BT, CD3 T Hifldd o CD4, CDS T Ml &A1z Pk L BE L
T v iR, Heat map fiiffric T CD3 T #iifldic& £ s CD8
T #HAE D E|A 23" Hot” cluster & "Cold” cluster THHREICX AT X 72\ & v 9 1
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XRIZ, ICOS 7 v &2 o=+ & PD-1/PD-L1 F&EUET 3 2 G F L 72 B R 3Bk
BEfETNTEY, OSCCEFDORPICHEHT 2 & L bic, ICOS DHIFE D =

VA VvEMEL R LRI NS,
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7% 1. FACS T Ic i L 72 3B hiik

ARG HOLGHR su—v# AL

CD45RA FITC HI100 BioLegend San Diego, CA, USA

CD25 PE BC9%

4-1BB BV421 4B4-1

CD8 BV510 RPA-T8

CD103 BV605 Ber-ACT8

CD4 BV711 OKT4

CD45 BV786 HI30

Tim-3 APC F38-2E2

CD3 Alexa Fluor 700 UCHT1

IgGl (isotype control) MOPC-21

ICOS PerCP eFluor 710 ISA-3 eBioscience San Diego, CA, USA

IgGl (isotype control) P3.6.2.8.1

0X40 PE-CF594 ACT35 BD Bioscience Franklin Lakes, NJ,
USA

PD-1 PE Cy7 EH12.1

IgGl (isotype control) X40
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2. ZEHEDCRIGHBA S RO L 72 R a ik

HOEtER Pk rm—v  HEASE
DAPI DAPI Spectral DAPI solution Akoya Biosciences  Marlborough,
MA, USA

Opal 520 CD4 Mouse monoclonal 4B12 Invitrogen Waltham, MA,
(IgG1, kappa) USA

Opal 540  Foxp3 Mouse monoclonal 236A/E7  Abcam Cambridge,
(IgG1) UK

Opal 570 ICOS Rabbit monoclonal SP98 Thermo Scientific =~ Waltham, MA,
(IgG) USA

Opal 620 CD8 Mouse monoclonal C8/144B DAKO Glostrup,
(IgG1, kappa) Denmark

Opal 650 CD25 Mouse monoclonal 4C9 Vector laboratories Burlingame,
(IgG2b) CA, USA

Opal 690 Granzyme B Mouse monoclonal GRB7 Santa Cruz Dallas, TX,
(IgG2b) biotechnology USA
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K 3. FHIE/FERFEEE I 31T 2 BRI B 2 T

2HBFE (n=31)

FEHEREEEE HREEEE p
(n=25) (n=6)
Age, median (range) 72 (52-89) 72 (52-89) 74.5 (62-84) 0.89
Sex, n (%) 0.92
Male 16 (51.6) 13 (52.0) 3 (50.0)
Female 15 (48.4) 12 (48.0) 3 (50.0)
Parts, n (%) 0.52
Tongue 12 (38.7) 9 (36.0) 3 (50.0)
Gum 15 (48.4) 13 (52.0) 2 (33.3)
Floor of mouth 2 (6.5) 2 (8.0) 0 (0.0)
Buccal mucosa 2 (6.5) 1(4.0) 1(16.7)
SUVmax, median (range) 7.6 (0-29.3) 7.52 (0-29.3) 10.7 (4.3-19.9) 0.43
pT. n (%) 0.66
1+2 18 (58.1) 15 (60.0) 3 (50.0)
3+4a+4b 13 (41.9) 10 (40.0) 3 (50.0)
pN, n (%) 0.21
0 22 (71.0) 19 (76.0) 3 (50.0)
14+2+3 9 (29.0) 6 (24.0) 3 (50.0)
pStage, n (%) 0.93
[+11 15 (48.4) 12 (48.0) 3 (50.0)
[II+IVA+IVB 16 (51.6) 13 (52.0) 3 (50.0)
Tumor grade, n (%) 0.08
1 15 (48.4) 14 (56.0) 1(16.7)
2+3 16 (51.6) 11 (44.0) 5(83.3)
INF, n (%) 0.21
a+b 22 (71.0) 19 (76.0) 3 (50.0)
c 9 (29.0) 6 (24.0) 3 (50.0)

SUVmax; the maximum standardized uptake value, pT; pathological T grade, pN; pathological N

grade, pStage; pathological Stage, tumor grade by the WHO classification, INF; infiltrative growth

pattern



Z 4. CD4* CD25Msh TIL 12 351F 2 ICOS* OFKIHE L & FHR

% ICOS* < median % ICOS* = median  p

Patients with recurrence 1 5

Patients without recurrence 14 11

0.0834

% ICOS* in CD4* CD25"8h : mean = SD; 78.0 £ 20.1, median; 82.1
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7 5. Heat map fEHTIC X EFE L 7z Cluster A/B B3I 17 2 R EHAR A B
2BE Cluster A Cluster B
(n=31) (n=11) (n=20) p
Age, median (range) 72 (52-89) 72 (52-87) 73 (53-89) 0.66
Sex, n (%) 0.21
Male 16 (51.6) 4 (36.4) 12 (60.0)
Female 15 (48.4) 7 (63.6) 8 (40.0)
Parts, n (%) 0.68
Tongue 12 (38.7) 5 (45.5) 7 (35.0)
Gum 15 (48.4) 5 (45.5) 10 (50.0)
Floor of mouth 2 (6.5) 1(9.1) 1 (5.0)
Buccal mucosa 2 (6.5) 0 (0.0) 2 (10.0)
SUVmax, median (range) 7.61 (0-29.29) 4.37 (0-29.29) 9.8 (4.1-24.6) 0.0364
pT, n (%) 0.77
1+2 18 (58.1) 6 (54.5) 12 (60.0)
3+4a+4b 13 (41.9) 5 (45.5) 8 (40.0)
pN, n (%) 0.07
0 22 (71.0) 10 (90.9) 12 (60.0)
14+2+3 9 (29.0) 1(9.1) 8 (40.0)
pStage, n (%) 0.61
[+11 15 (48.4) 6 (54.5) 9 (45.0)
[II+IVA+IVB 16 (51.6) 5 (45.5) 11 (55.0)
Grade, n (%) 0.21
1 15 (48.4) 7 (63.6) 8 (40.0)
2+3 16 (51.6) 4 (36.4) 12 (60.0)
INF, n (%) 0.0083
a+b 22 (71.0) 11 (100.0) 11 (55.0)
c 9 (29.0) 0 (0.0) 9 (45.0)
1 year DFS rate (%) 90 75 0.255

SUVmax; the maximum standardized uptake value, pT; pathological T grade, pN; pathological N

grade, pStage; pathological Stage, tumor grade by the WHO classification, INF; infiltrative growth

pattern, DFS; disease free survival
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% 6. ICOS DFHIC X 2 [ERHEAHRA SR

All = 95% ICOS* < 95% ICOS*
(n=31) (n=5) (n=26) p
Age, median (range) 72 (52-89) 81 (70-85) 72 (52-89) 0.088
Sex, n (%) 0.57
Male 16 (51.6) 2 (40.0) 14 (53.8)
Female 15 (48.4) 3 (60.0) 12 (46.2)
Parts, n (%) 0.43
Tongue 12 (38.7) 1 (20.0) 11 (42.3)
Gum 15 (48.4) 3 (60.0) 12 (46.2)
Floor of mouth 2 (6.5) 0 (0) 2(7.7)
Buccal mucosa 2 (6.5) 1 (20.0) 1(3.8)
SUVmax, median (range) 7.61 (0-29.29) 6.32 (5.52-19.9) 8.08 (0-29.29) 0.65
pT. n (%) 0.37
1+2 18 (58.1) 2 (40.0) 16 (61.5)
3+4a+4b 13 (41.9) 3 (60.0) 10 (38.5)
pN, n (%) 0.56
0 22 (71.0) 3 (60.0) 19 (73.1)
14+2+3 9 (29.0) 2 (40.0) 7 (26.9)
pStage, n (%) 0.68
[+11 15 (48.4) 2 (40.0) 13 (50.0)
[II+IVA+IVB 16 (51.6) 3 (60.0) 13 (50.0)
Grade, n (%) 0.68
1 15 (48.4) 2 (40.0) 13 (50.0)
2+3 16 (51.6) 3 (60.0) 13 (50.0)
INF, n (%) 0.096
a+b 22 (71.0) 2 (40.0) 20 (76.9)
c 9 (29.0) 3 (60.0) 6 (23.1)

SUVmax; the maximum standardized uptake value, pT; pathological T grade, pN; pathological N
grade, pStage; pathological Stage, tumor grade by the WHO classification, INF; infiltrative growth

pattern
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& 7. OSCC DR AEMFHRNICN 3 2 PR TPHINT & L TOBRLR S XL VS LM

Univariate analysis Multivariate analysis
HR (95% CI) P HR (95% CI) 2
Age 1.29 (0.24-7.05) 0.77 - -
>72 vs <72 years
Sex 1.01 (0.20-5.00) 0.99 - -
male vs female
pT 1.45 (0.29-7.20) 0.65 0.25 (0.03-2.41) 0.23
T3-4vs T1-2
pN 2.83(0.57-14.12) 0.20 1.84 (0.15-22.76) 0.63
N1-3vs NO
SUVmax 3.32 (0.61-18.19) 0.17 11.51 (0.77-171.78)  0.08
29.7vs < 9.7
INF 2.83 (0.55-14.12) 0.20 0.50 (0.04-6.27) 0.59
cvs a-b
% ICOS* in CD4* CD25"ieh 5.77 (1.16-28.77) 0.033 14.21 (1.54-131.43)  0.019
=95 vs <95

pT; pathological T grade, pN; pathological N grade, SUVmax; the maximum standardized uptake value,

INF; infiltrative growth pattern
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M 2. BHES L EEEE T Al 3 XKENRORHE & oREME:

CD3* T #fifiic &1 2 CD4, CD8 (A). 72 & Uiz CD8* T #ffifid (B). CD4* T i
(C) 12H1F % CD45RA, PD-1, Tim-3, ICOS, 4-1BB, OX40, CD25, CD103, CD45RA-
CD25"¢ D FEHE G % . HRIEBORE KL 72, WIhDHBICEWTH, HF
HRASRED & FE TS AER DI CHE R 22 13580 T b o 72,
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M 5. CITRUS 7A=Y XA L3707 7 4 VR ORREE E N/, Cluster B i
R RAY 7o Ml R 5 TE

(A) CITRUS fi##Tic X b Cluster B ICRf 51 72 57 & L T Cluster 40129, 40140, 40118,
40144 23FIE SNz, (B) Cluster 40129 3 X 1N 40140 i &£ 2 T M@ o EE &
iZ. Cluster A ICk~ Cluster B CHREICEETH o7z, (C) & TIL icH T 3 FH <
% — v (Background) & H#ZL 72, Cluster B ic 31} % Cluster 40129 ¥ X 18 40140 @
THICE T 258 <2 —>, (D) Cluster 40118 33 X 1040144 ic&Eh 3 Tl
FeE A 1%, Cluster A I~ Cluster B THREICIKfETH > 72, (E) £ TIL IckH T
% W82 — v (Background) & LEEZL 7z, Cluster B iC31F % Cluster 40118 5 X U
40144 o T fifgicsF 2 FB 2 —v, (F) f#HricHv7z CITRUS tree |3, CD4,
CD8, CD45RA, CD25,1COS, 0X40,4-1BB D F v v A A Z L ictaflE iz, 517 — R
TNt K —h—FHREE LR T, (G) CD4* CD25"TIL I 3513 % % ICOS*
%. Cluster A (‘FF#£SD; 68.8£25.7) & Cluster B (83.1£14.7) TLiKL 7z & 2 A,
Cluster B CHEICEETH -7 (p=0.03),
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(A) ZEAOLHRERE L FRERI O HE getaffo—fl, HE B e B L 26, JE
BRI 7 & T RS RO S 7 v X A 3THEEINL 72, HE $ff o

w s ER P 2R, (B) JEERRIESEIREL Tk L 72l o —fl, CD4, CDS,

CD25, FoxP3, ICOS, Granzyme B, DAPI D444 % 7§, Merge (R _EER I3RS

g, PSSR O M AR L, SRR R S S ICEIERL CH T =) 24T T
CITRT, HRUHEIZ ICOS Treg, JKARIHIZMASEENE T Mgz 3, (C) HEERME

Jeimial OF) fEETHOE () k1T 3 ICOS* Treg & MiflaisENM: T Ml FH D

HHBE. 95% MK % R 3, fEEFLECIIMHB 2o v o loxt U, FEEHEE Se b5k
T3 ICOS* Treg & G HEME T Mg FKIUCTT VB 2589 72 (r=-0.387),
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X 7. CD4+ CD25"¢: TIL ic & 1F % % ICOS* & iR AL FER D%k

CD4+ CD25"e! TIL H1 > ICOS* DFEBI @ H D BE AR D £ D 2 BEf <. 5
A #7 3 % JIC Kaplan-Meire BI#R % 3 % [L#R L 7z, (A) CD4* CD25"s TIL IC51F % %
ICOS* DH Lt (82%) CTHEEZ 2HICHML. DFS %ML L T A, %ICOS
DEWHTTRAR L 222D (p=0.095), (B) DFS ofFiikh vy b4 7
i &2 B9 2 7201 ROC #2417\, 95% ICOS* Z[FlE L 7= (AUC = 0.713, J&EE
= 50%, FrHEE=92%), (C)CD4* CD25M TIL Ic 3 1) % ICOS* D FBIEI A28 95%
LAEoBE L 5% KD EF T2 HICHHL DFS 2L 72¢ 2 A5, % ICOS =
BROHTHREICTERARTH >72 (p=0.0157),
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