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1. Introduction 
 
Extracellular vesicles (EVs) are lipid bilayer-delimited particles released into the extracellular 
environment by different types of cells under both physiological and pathological conditions. 
Based on their size and the mechanism of biogenesis, they can be classified into three groups: 
microvesicles, apoptotic bodies and exosomes. The extracellular vesicles are characterized by 
a very heterogeneous molecular composition; therefore, they are involved in numerous 
biological processes like coagulation, angiogenesis, modulation of the immune response, and 
inflammation. Most of all they play a key role in the intercellular communication. Indeed, they 
act as natural carriers in the transfer of biomolecules such as DNA, RNA, proteins, lipids and 
metabolites. Thanks to the transfer capacity and the possibility of targeting specific cells, they 
can be used in drug and gene delivery for the treatment of cancer and other diseases. In recent 
years, the use of vesicles as biological carriers has been extended to cancer immunotherapy. 
This new technique of cancer treatment involves the use of extracellular vesicles to transport 
molecules capable of triggering an immune response to damage cancer cells. In particular, 
several studies have analysed the possibility of using extracellular vesicles in the new 
therapeutic cancer vaccines, which represent a particular form of immunotherapy. Currently, in 
the literature there are no publications that systematically collect the studies made on 
therapeutic anticancer vaccines based on extracellular vesicles. Therefore, the purpose of this 
work is to illustrate some of the clinical studies, already carried out or still in progress, and to 
give a systematic reorganization of what has been produced in the literature so far. The first 
part of this Master Thesis provides a general overview of extracellular vesicles and isolation 
methods aimed at obtaining extracellular vesicles capable of carrying a therapeutic load. In 
addition, there is a digression on exosomes that explains which are the aspects that make these 
vesicles preferable as new therapeutic vehicles. In particular, the intrinsic biological 
characteristics and the different cellular origins that influence the molecular composition as 
well as the biological function of the exosomes are analysed. For example, it has been observed 
that exosomes derived from dendritic cells are able to trigger immune responses thanks to their 
molecular composition derived from their cellular origin and therefore could be effective in 
immunotherapy. The second part focuses on what types of molecules can be loaded inside the 
extracellular vesicles and provides the description of the loading methods. This analysis is then 
integrated with the illustration of some of the studies found in the literature on gene and drug 
delivery. An overview of the main surface functionalization techniques aimed at introducing 
specific surface markers for cell targeting, including post isolation methods and engineering of 
parental cells, concludes this part. The last part of the Thesis describes the different existing 
forms of immunotherapy, then focusing on therapeutic cancer vaccines and on the use of 
extracellular vesicles in immunotherapy. The section dedicated to cancer vaccines shows their 
constituent elements and analyses some clinical trials currently active for the study of vaccines 
based on dendritic cells. The section dedicated to the role of extracellular vesicles in 
immunotherapy focuses on cancer vaccines based on extracellular vesicles. Finally, the clinical 
and pre-clinical studies reported prove the significant therapeutic potential of extracellular 
vesicles also in the treatment of advanced cancer patients. Therefore, this new methodology in 
the treatment of cancer opens up new perspectives in the fight against cancer. 
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2. Extracellular vesicles 
 
According to the latest literature reports, extracellular vesicles (EVs) are spherical particles 
enclosed by a phospholipid bilayer released into the extracellular environment by several cell 
types during both physiological and pathological conditions [1]. EVs have been isolated from 
many biological fluids, including blood, milk, saliva, amniotic fluid, cerebrospinal fluid, 
synovial fluid and urine [2]. Although initially thought to be part of a disposal mechanism 
through which the cell ejected its waste [3], EVs have gained increasing attention in the last 
years. Since the discovery that they work as vehicles for communication and transfer of cellular 
material between different tissues and cells, many research and literature reviews have emerged 
so far. In particular, EVs mediate intercellular communication, enabling the transfer of DNA, 
RNA, proteins, lipids and metabolites derived from their cellular origin [4]. Though the 
presence of proteins in EVs was reported alongside the discovery of EVs, the existence of RNA 
in EVs was only demonstrated during the past decade. Furthermore, EVs are also involved in 
processes such as coagulation, angiogenesis, cell survival, waste management, modulation of 
the immune response, and inflammation [5]. The International Society for Extracellular 
Vesicles (ISEV) defines EVs as lipid bilayer-delimited particles released from cells and unable 
to replicate. The presence of the lipid bilayer protects the EV cargo from degradation while the 
EVs move from donor to recipient cells [3]. Packaging also allows to store cargo in a more 
efficient manner and to deliver it at dedicated target cells by modifying the vesicles with cell 
type-specific adhesion receptors. Consequently, there is a growing interest in the clinical 
applications of vesicles which can potentially be used for therapy and biomarkers for health and 
disease [6]. Because of their heterogeneity, agreement has not yet been reached on the specific 
markers for defining EVs subtypes, but it is possible to classify them, depending on their size 
and biogenesis’ mechanism, into three groups: microvesicles, apoptotic bodies and exosomes 
[7]. 
 

2.1. Microvesicles 
2.1.1. Biogenesis and cargo profiles 
Microvesicles are heterogeneous cell-derived membrane vesicles that are shed from the surface 
of cells into the extracellular environment in a highly regulated process [8]. They are large 
vesicles ranging from 100–1000 nm in diameter, detected in blood, urine, synovial fluid, and 
many other body fluids under both physiological and disease conditions. Moreover, elevated 
MV concentrations have been also observed in atherosclerotic plaques and tumour tissues [9]. 
In general, microvesicles are formed by outward protrusion or budding of the plasma membrane 
through ARF6-mediated (ADP-ribosylation factor 6) rearrangement of the actin cytoskeleton 
as shown in Figure 2.1. This process can be triggered by an increase in intracellular cytosolic 
calcium that activates calpain, a calcium-sensitive protease that detaches membrane proteins 
from the intracellular cytoskeleton, and gelsolin, which is bound to actin filaments. This leads 
to remodelling of the cytoskeleton, by cleaving the actin protein network, enabling blebbing to 
occur. The mechanisms of formation and release of MVs remain only partially understood. In 
fact, it has been observed that calcium is not the only initiator involved: in various cell types, 
specific receptors or proteins are effective in releasing MVs. For example, in dendritic cells, 
macrophages and microglia, the activation of the purinergic receptor-channel promotes the 
release of MVs [10]. Microvesicles biogenesis also involves vertical trafficking of molecular 
cargo to the plasma membrane and a redistribution of membrane lipids. The specific function 
of microvesicles is determined by the composition of their cargo, which is in turn dependent 
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upon the cell type from which they are shed, the microenvironment and the triggers preceding 
their release. Generally, microvesicles carry membrane-derived receptors, proteins, including 
cytokines, chemokines, proteins involved in cellular signalling, lipids, carbohydrates [2], and 
nucleic acids (DNA and RNA) including mRNAs, microRNAs (miRNAs), small-interfering 
RNAs (siRNAs) [9]. Microvesicles are fundamental in altering the extracellular environment 
and intercellular signalling, as well as in facilitating cell invasion through cell-independent 
matrix proteolysis. When released into the extracellular environment, microvesicles can release 
their cargo, which modifies the extracellular milieu, or they can interact with recipient cells via 
endocytosis, fusion, or activation of signalling pathways through receptors [8]. For example, 
microvesicles from platelets exposing P-selectin were shown to bind to P-selectin glycoprotein 
ligand-1 (PSGL-1) on the surface of leukocytes, leading to leukocyte accumulation and 
aggregation. Microvesicles can also transfer functional receptors to target cells, allowing cell 
signalling in cells that originally lacked the receptor. In the end microvesicles, while taking part 
in cellular communication, affect processes such as coagulation, thrombosis, angiogenesis, 
immune modulation and inflammation [2]. 
 

 
Figure 2.1: Calcium-dependent microvesicles biogenesis. Created with Biorender.com. 

 
2.1.2. Microvesicles for therapeutic and drug delivery 
Thanks to new technologies enabling for isolating microvesicles and because of their ability to 
transfer biomolecules such as nucleic acids, microvesicles can be exploited for targeted drug 
and therapeutic delivery. Drug delivery may also be improved using engineered microvesicles. 
The first report of delivery of a therapeutic mRNA/protein via MVs for treatment of cancer has 
shown that genetically engineered vesicles are viable delivery vehicles. In particular they 
showed the ability to deliver suicide genes to cancerous schwannoma recipient cells [8]. MVs 
were harvested from cells which stably expressed the suicide gene mRNA and protein–cytosine 
deaminase (CD) fused to uracil phosphoribosyltransferase (UPRT), a potent prodrug-activating 
combination. MVs were isolated from these cells and used to treat schwannoma tumour in an 
orthotopic mouse model. It was demonstrated that MV-mediated delivery of CD-UPRT 
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mRNA/protein by direct injection into schwannomas together with systemic treatment with the 
prodrug (5-fluorocytosine (5-FC)), which is converted within tumour cells to 5-fluorouracil (5-
FU), an anticancer agent, led to regression of these tumours [11]. Recently, a team of 
researchers from Michigan State University (USA) has been able to demonstrate the 
effectiveness of using microvesicles as a delivery agent in cancer therapeutics using a breast 
cancer mouse model [12]. They had previously demonstrated that microvesicles are able to 
deliver plasmid DNA to cells and that the efficiency of delivery is partially determined by the 
plasmid size and sequence. In this study, microvesicles are loaded with engineered minicircle 
DNA and tested in breast cancer models in mice. The minicircle DNA encodes a thymidine 
kinase fusion protein that activates prodrugs (ganciclovir and CB1954) in breast cancer cells. 
They have found that microvesicles loaded with this minicircle DNA delivers the prodrug-
enzyme coding genes to cancer cells 14-times more effectively than microvesicles loaded with 
regular plasmids and are even more successful at killing cancerous cells. Microvesicles could 
not only offer effective drug delivery but would actually provide a safe alternative to 
chemotherapy, since researchers would be able to target the treatment to cancer cells only. In 
the end, the results from this study confirm that minicircular DNA delivery via microvesicles 
could be considered a promising approach to cancer therapy. At the moment, a Phase I clinical 
trial using microvesicles for cancer treatment is set to begin soon in the USA, focusing on 
pancreatic cancer.  In the meantime, the team plans to continue improving the effectiveness and 
safety of the method so that this promising approach can, one day soon, become a reality. 
 

2.2. Apoptotic bodies 
Apoptotic bodies are membrane-bound vesicles ranging from 50-5000 nm in diameter, released 
from cells undergoing apoptosis as pictured in Figure 2.2 [4]. Apoptosis is a physiologically-
programmed cell death that does not induce inflammatory responses [13]. It is commonly 
appearing in multicellular organisms because it represents a homeostatic mechanism for 
maintaining cell populations in tissues and has a key role during the processes of development 
and aging. Apoptosis is constituted by a sequence of steps which lead to the formation of the 
so-called apoptotic bodies. During the first stage, the induction, several types of stimuli or 
conditions are able to trigger the signalling of apoptosis. Following induction, caspases and 
aspartic acid-specific proteases start a process of weakening of the cell cytoskeleton, that is 
proteolytic cascade process [14] Apoptotic caspases are subcategorised as initiator caspases and 
executioner caspases: once initiator caspases are activated, they produce a chain reaction, 
activating several other executioner caspases which in turn carry out the degradation of cellular 
components [15]. In the early stages of apoptosis, the cleavage of the main components of 
cytoskeleton by caspases results in retraction of the cell and dynamic membrane blebbing. As 
the cell cytoplasm pushes against unsupported areas of the plasma membrane, membrane blebs 
are formed. This can be due to myosin-dependent contraction of cortical bundles of actin, 
pushing the cytosol against the cell cortex and causing blebs in areas where the cytoskeleton 
has deteriorated. Other noticeable events of this process are: (a) nuclear fragmentation, resulting 
from the disintegration of the nuclear lamina via proteolysis by caspases and the collapse of the 
nuclear membrane, and (b) condensation of chromatin accompanied by the hydrolysis of 
nuclear DNA (from “How Did My Cells Die? Choosing the Right Apoptosis Assay in 
Biomol.com, 2019, url: biomol.com/resources/biomol-blog/how-did-my-cells-die-choosing-
the-right-apoptosis-assay). Other cellular components also undergo fragmentation and their 
pieces are dispersed into plasma membrane blebs. The splitting of cellular content through the 
membrane blebbing determines the formation of distinct membrane-enclosed vesicles: the 
apoptotic bodies. These apoptotic bodies are then engulfed by phagocytes for final degradation 
[13]. To this end, apoptotic cells can release molecular factors known as “find-me” signals to 

https://www.biomol.com/resources/biomol-blog/how-did-my-cells-die-choosing-the-right-apoptosis-assay
https://www.biomol.com/resources/biomol-blog/how-did-my-cells-die-choosing-the-right-apoptosis-assay
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attract phagocytes. Apoptotic bodies can also expose “eat-me” signals like phosphatidylserine 
on their surface and be recognized by macrophages for removal via phagocytic receptors such 
as CD36 [16]. These signals are critical to ensure the immunologically silent characteristic of 
apoptosis. Therefore, in autoimmune diseases, a defect in the clearance of ApoBDs formation 
may contribute to the development of autoimmunity [14]. Depending on the mechanism used 
by a particular cell type undergoing apoptosis, they comprise a content including chromatin, 
glycosylated proteins, large amounts of low molecular weight RNA and intact organelles such 
as mitochondria and nuclear fragments. It is not yet clear why different cell types need to 
disassemble differently and the functional significance of such diversity. Nonetheless recent 
studies have demonstrated that apoptotic bodies are also involved in the progression and 
formation of the tumour microenvironment and metastasis because these vesicles can transfer 
bioactive molecules to “target” cells [17]. It has also been demonstrated that ApoBDs seem to 
have a greater procoagulant effect on cancer native cells. These results highlight the potential 
of ApoBDs to contribute to the prothrombotic state and anticancer immunity. Even if further 
studies are mandatory to provide scientific evidence in biology and medicine, apoptotic body 
formation represents a process closely involved in both cell clearance and intercellular 
communication [14], both of which have implications in immune regulation. 
 

 
Figure 2.2: Cell apoptosis and apoptotic bodies formation. Created with Biorender.com. 

 

2.3. Exosomes 
2.3.1. Biogenesis and main features of the exosomes 
Exosomes are phospholipid bilayer vesicles of around 40–100 nm in size that derive from 
multivesicular bodies (MVBs) [18]. They are secreted by all cell types and can be found in most 
body fluids, including blood, saliva, and urine. An exosome is a “nanosphere” with a bilayer 

membrane, containing various types of lipids and proteins derived from the parent cells [19]. 
Exosome biogenesis can be divided into different phases. It starts with the formation of early 
endosome from plasma membrane, then matured into late endosomes. The limiting membrane 
of late endosomes undergoes inward budding and forms vesicles inside the lumen, thus forming 
the multivesicular bodies (MVBs). At the end, the fusion of these MVBs with the plasma 
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membrane leads to the release of intraluminal vesicles (ILVs), named as exosomes [20]. The 
processes that govern the formation of ILVs inside MVBs and the fusion with the PM are not 
completely understood [4]. There are two known pathways which can lead to the formation of 
MVBs as shown in Figure 2.3. The first pathway involves endosomal sorting complexes 
required for transport (ESCRT), while the second is ESCRT-independent. ESCRT is a protein 
machinery composed of four soluble multi-protein complexes that are ESCRT-0, ESCRT-I, 
ESCRT-II, and ESCRT-III. These complexes work together to facilitate MVB formation, 
vesicle budding, and protein cargo sorting [21]. ESCRT-0 is responsible for cargo sorting. 
Indeed, it binds to ubiquitin moieties that are attached to membrane proteins on endosomes, and 
thus executes the first sorting step in the MVB pathway. Thus, these proteins will be 
incorporated into ILVs and, later, become part of the released exosomes. ESCRT-0 also recruits 
ESCRT-I to the endosomal membrane. Tumour susceptibility gene 101 (TSG101), a component 
of ESCRT-I, forms a complex with the ubiquitinated cargo protein and helps in the activation 
of ESCRT-II complex, inducing bud formation. This complex then involves the sequestration 
of MVB proteins and the recruitment of the de-ubiquitination enzyme to remove the ubiquitin 
from the cargo proteins before sorting them into ILVs. In the last stage, ESCRT-III is recruited 
by ESCRT-II and gets disassembled by vacuolar protein sorting-associated protein 4 (VPS4) 
adenosine triphosphatase (ATPase), resulting in closing of the cargo-containing vesicle and 
pinching off of the vesicles. On the contrary, the ESCRT-independent mechanism seems to 
involve molecules such lipids, tetraspanins and heat shock proteins. In particular, it depends on 
the conversion of sphingomyelin to ceramide by sphingomyelinases. This conversion leads to 
ILVs formation because it has been demonstrated that lipids such as ceramides induce the 
inward curvature of the limiting membrane of MVBs [19] [4]. 

The presence of exosomes in extracellular space was identified as early as in late 1980s. 
Exosomes secreted from cells were initially proposed as cellular waste resulting from cell 
damage or as by-products of cell homeostasis [21]. Currently, these extracellular vesicles are 
considered functional vehicles, because they are able to deliver molecular cargoes to target cells 
and reprogram the recipient cells distal from their release. Generally, exosomes contain 
proteins, DNA, mRNA, miRNA, lipids, but their molecular composition directly depends on 
the donor cell from which they are derived, so this may contribute to their diverse and multiple 
physiological roles. It is known that exosomes play a major role in intercellular communication, 
but they are also involved in many biological processes, including the maturation of 
erythrocytes, antigen presentation in immune responses, coagulation, inflammation, and 
angiogenesis[19]. Exosomes also participate in cancer progression and metastasis by 
transferring bioactive molecules between cancer and various cells in the local and distant 
microenvironments [22]. 
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Figure 2.3: Exosomes biogenesis and molecular composition. Figure taken from: H. Kalra, G. P. C. 
Drummen, and S. Mathivanan, “Focus on extracellular vesicles: Introducing the next small big thing,” 

Int. J. Mol. Sci., 2016. 

 

2.3.2. Exosomes: ideal candidates for therapeutic delivery systems 
Exosomes are employed as natural drug delivery vehicles to deliver a wide range of 
therapeutics, including genetic material, into the cells. Their potential as therapeutic delivery 
vehicles is further enhanced by the low immunogenicity and toxicity enabling them to be ideal 
candidates for designing novel drug delivery systems. Many different cell types such as B cells, 
dendritic cells, T cells, platelets, tumour cells, mesenchymal stem cells, human embryonic 
kidney cell, various cancer cell lines are known to secrete exosomes. The great variety of 
substances they are able to transfer suggests that exosomes may have different biological roles 
depending on their cellular origin. All these exosomes share a conserved set of proteins 
including tetraspanins (CD81, CD63, CD9), Alix and Tsg101, highlighting their similar 
biological functions. At the same time, they have cell type-specific proteins that reflect their 
cellular source and their special biological activities. For example, exosomes released from 
maturing reticulocytes are rich in transferrin receptors that the reticulocytes have to dispose of. 
Those from epididymis are rich in proteins that are essential for the maturation of male gametes, 
while urinary exosomes secreted by kidney tubules transport aquaporin, a kidney specific 
protein, and so on for all other cell types [23] [24].  Other two important factors to completely 
exploit exosomes as new delivery system are the amenability to modifications to enhance 
exosomal targeting capability and the scalability of the process. Generally, it is possible to 
introduce modifications to the exosomal membrane proteins which are responsible for cell 
targeting. However, exosomes from a vast variety of cells have been also investigated to solve 
the problem of cell targeting in clinical therapeutic applications. For example, tumour cells 
actively release and utilize exosomes. In particular, tumour cell-derived exosomes carry 
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tumour-associated antigens specific to the tumours from which they are derived. Exosomes can 
deliver these antigens to dendritic cells (DCs) and induce a T-cell-mediated immune response 
against tumour cells[25]. Therefore, there are appealing aspects to the use of tumor-derived 
exosomes for the delivery of therapeutic agents and vaccines in cancer immunotherapy. Cancer 
immunotherapy is the artificial stimulation of the immune system to treat cancer, improving on 
the immune system's natural ability to fight the disease [26]. This new approach in cancer 
treatment exploits the fact that cancer cells often present tumour antigens, molecules on their 
surface that can be detected by the antibody proteins of the immune system. Then, antibodies 
bind to the tumour antigens marking and identifying the cancer cells for the immune system to 
inhibit or kill them. However, at the same time, tumour-derived exosomes could induce 
apoptosis of activated cytotoxic T cells, impairment of monocyte differentiation and induction 
of myeloid-suppressive cells, that are inhibitors of T cells [27] [28]. As a result, the release of 
exosomes by tumours may allow them to evade “immunosurveillance” and interfere with 

cancer immunotherapy.  The potential risk in using tumour exosomes and the possibility in 
aggravating the pathological condition of the patient, instead of improving it, makes choosing 
the proper exosomes crucial for therapy. For the reasons mentioned above, exosomes isolated 
from fruits and plants have been considered as alternative options for clinical use because they 
come from reliable sources and are generally considered safe. In addition, agricultural products 
such as fruits and milk are scalable sources from which to isolate exosomes [29]. However, 
despite the high yield and superior safety profiles of exosomes isolated from food, these 
exosomes are not the best choice. In fact, unlike those derived from tumours, these are unable 
to stimulate the immune system for the cancer treatment. As a consequence, immune cell-
derived exosomes are receiving greater attention. They have been shown to be particularly 
capable of evading immune phagocytosis, thus they can avoid rapid clearance, circulate longer 
and prolong their efficacy [1]. Dendritic cells (DCs), in particular, have been investigated as 
sources of exosomes for drug delivery and therapeutic vaccine applications [30] [31]. DCs 
are antigen-presenting cells so their main function is to capture and process antigen material 
and then present it on the cell surface to the T cells of the immune system as shown in Figure 
4.1. They act as messengers between the innate and the adaptive immune systems [32]. 
Consequently, DC-derived exosomes contain antigen presenting molecules, adhesion 
molecules and costimulatory molecules, that are the necessary equipment required for 
generating powerful immune responses and thus for exosome-based vaccines. This new 
technique for the therapeutic administration of the vaccines is based on the production of 
exosomes, engineered with the vaccine antigen of interest, to induce a powerful cytotoxic T cell 
(CTL) mediated immune response against a large number of tumour and viral antigens. In the 
end, many cell types can secrete exosomes, however, the only cell type known to have scalable 
capacity to produce exosomes is the mesenchymal stem cell (MSC). Mesenchymal stem cells 
(MSCs), also referred to as mesenchymal stromal cells, are adult stem cells capable of self-
renewal and multilineage differentiation [33]. They were originally found in the bone marrow, 
but they were later identified in other tissues including adipose tissue, muscle, peripheral blood, 
placenta and umbilical cord. MSCs have several cellular characteristics that are highly desired 
qualities of drug delivery vehicles and these make them ideal candidates as producers of 
exosomes for drug delivery [23]. Some of these features are the ease of isolation from ethically 
non-controversial human materials, the large ex vivo expansion capacity and the 
immunosuppressive properties.  [34]. Preliminary data suggest that some of the 
immunomodulatory properties of MSC were transferred to their exosomes, which suggests that 
transplanting MSC exosomes would unlikely lead to adverse effects. However, as MSCs are 
not infinitely expansible, a large-scale production of these exosomes would require 
replenishment of MSCs from human embryonic stem cells (hESCs). R. W. Y. Yeo et al. 
investigated the immortalization of hESC-MSC with MYC gene to avoid this limitation without 
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compromising the production of therapeutically efficacious exosomes [35]. Oncogenes such as 
MYC gene or viral vectors encoding oncoproteins can transform a cell into an immortalised 
state by silencing the cell cycle checkpoint pathways and cell cycle regulators [36]. Therefore, 
immortalized cells are a population of cells, which can escape normal cellular senescence and 
keep undergoing division due to mutation. In addition, the mutations required for immortality 
can be intentionally induced for experimental purposes. As a result, this kind of cells can 
grow in vitro for even long periods. 
 

2.4. EVs isolation methods 
The choice of the EVs isolation procedure is of primary importance for obtaining EVs suitable 
for therapeutic purposes. First of all, it is necessary to determine a proper extraction method to 
obtain a homogeneous EVs preparation with specific characteristics and biological functions 
[37]. Then, the process needs to be standardized with regard to the reproducibility, purity, 
impurities, and maintenance of EVs’ functional properties. In particular, for each specific 

application, purity constraints must be considered. Clearly, if EVs are to be used as a source of 
diagnostic material, it is necessary to recover the highest possible amount of vesicles, while 
preservation of their structure and high purity of preparations are not necessary. In the case of 
EVs designed to be used as drug delivery vehicles, it is necessary to use the methods that 
preserve their structure and select the source that allows tissue or organ targeting [38]. Finally, 
the procedures should be evaluated according to their scalability within limited processing 
times and to the costs [39]. 

Several extraction methods have been developed, but the most frequently used is the 
differential ultracentrifugation (UC). The EV-producing medium is subjected to a series of 
centrifugations with different speeds. After each centrifugation step, the supernatant is 
transferred into a new test tube while the generated pellets are being discarded [40]. In this way, 
larger particles like cells, cell debris or large extracellular vesicles sediment faster and are firstly 
removed, while the small EVs are collected in the final pellets resulted from a higher speed 
centrifugation [37].  The EVs that can be obtained from a sample are exosomes, microvesicles 
and apoptotic bodies. Exosomes, the most extensively studied EV population, are usually 
isolated by centrifugation at 100,000–200,000 × g, microvesicles are isolated by centrifugation 
at 10,000–20,000 × g, and apoptotic bodies are obtained at a g-force of approximately 2,000 × 
g. This technique, however, is limited by several drawbacks, including risk of EVs aggregation, 
co-isolation with other non-EV structures and eventual disruption of EVs integrity due to high 
speed. These problems not only determine low EV recovery, but also affect the preparation 
purity. Furthermore, ultracentrifugation is time consuming and has limited scalability. In order 
to effectively reduce contamination and to separate the EVs, a density gradient 
ultracentrifugation step can be used [41]. The EVs are separated on the base of size and mass 
density (top-down gradient) or mass density only (bottom-up gradient), allowing them to float 
into a density gradient of viscous solution of sucrose or iodixanol. Upon centrifugation, EVs 
migrate to their equilibrium density with a migration speed or rate of flotation that depends on 
the size, shape, and density of the EV [42]. As in ultracentrifugation, the density gradient also 
leads to loss of functionality due to centrifugal forces that damage the EVs. Taking into account 
the problems encountered with these techniques, more effective alternatives to these methods 
need to be explored by researchers.  

Precipitation with hydrophilic polymers is the second most used method after 
ultracentrifugation, indeed it is used by the majority of the isolation kits. This method utilizes 
a decrease in the solubility of compounds in the solutions of superhydrophilic polymers. [38]. 
The water-excluding polymers such as polyethylene glycol (PEG) can bind water molecules 
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and force less soluble components out of solution. Then, EVs can be isolated via centrifugation 
at low centrifugal forces. The main advantages of EV precipitation with PEG are simplicity and 
speed as well as the possibility of working in physiological pH range and weak dependence on 
the ion concentration. However, also the polymer-based precipitation method suffers from low 
purity and moderate yield. In particular, the low-purity problem is the result of co-precipitation 
of proteins in a sample because PEG decreases the solubilities of both EVs and proteins.  

Size exclusion chromatography (SEC) has emerged as an alternative to differential 
centrifugation and gradient density ultracentrifugation because it does not seem to impact EV 
integrity so that it preserves EV functionality [42]. However, a pre-treatment and concentration 
of EV samples by ultracentrifugation or ultrafiltration are necessary in order to obtain the EV 
preparations free of proteins and other impurities. In addition, biologically active and pure 
samples with high yield often require multiple chromatographic steps. SEC is performed using 
a column containing small porous polymer beads that are the stationary phase. As the sample 
solution travels through the stationary phase, small particles are able to enter the porous beads. 
As a result, larger particles travel through the column more quickly than small particles and 
elute at an earlier time point than small particles. SEC overcomes the problems like vesicles 
disruption, aggregation and co-purification of non-EV material. More importantly, TEM 
analysis of EVs by UC and by SEC showed no major morphological differences and Western 
blot analyses revealed that both UC-EVs and SEC-EVs were enriched for ALIX and CD63, 
exosomes marker proteins. It is an expensive method but has high purity and yield [24].  

EVs can be also fractionated by size with good accuracy using flow field-flow fractionation 
(FFFF), a one-phase chromatography technique which separates particles based on differences 
in their diffusion properties inside a flow channel. FFFF uses a liquid flow perpendicular to the 
channel flow as separation force. Thanks to dynamic diffusion, the particles are separated 
according to their size or molecular weight. FFFF combined with multiple detectors is able to 
rapidly characterize and separate EVs and facilitates understanding of EV function by subtype 
[39]. Beyond this, it is possible to isolate on large-scale clinical EVs for the purpose of 
developing future EV-based diagnostics and therapeutics.  

To discriminate between the different EVs subtypes and overcome the hurdle of overlapping 
dimensional range, the purification methods by immunorecognition are introduced. These 
methods can be used for EV isolation from either cell culture media or body fluids. They are 
based on immunoaffinity so they employ immobilized antibodies to selectively capture EVs 
[24]. Notably, the antibodies can be immobilized on different supports, like magnetic beads, 
chromatographic matrix, plates and chosen to capture specific EVs subpopulation [19]. After 
mixing the EV sample with the antibody-coated beads, a magnetic force is applied and retains 
the EV-covered microbeads, while the rest of the sample is discarded. Next, the microbeads 
with attached EVs are eluted using appropriate buffers. [40]The advantage of this isolation 
method is its high ability to select a specific EV population based on a marker expression 
regardless of its size.  Moreover, it allows to avoid further ultracentrifugation steps. However, 
the high specificity of immunoaffinity methods is compromised by the heterogeneous 
expression of EV markers on different EV subpopulations which results in reducing purity of 
the extracted particles [41]. Also, it is necessary to highlight that the beads, due to their limited 
physical surface, can only bind a certain number of EVs. This limitation, in turn, can lead to a 
partial loss of the vesicle population during the purification process, making this method valid 
only for small sample volumes.  
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3. Cargo loading methods and functionalization 
 
3.1. Classification of cargo into EVs and cargo loading methods 
As a new delivery system, EVs have various advantages such low immunogenicity and toxicity 
and targeting ability. Also, the use of EVs overcome some limitations encountered in 
conventional nanoparticulate systems such as liposomes, which are vesicular structures 
prepared from lipids in the laboratory and widely used as drug carriers. Unlike liposomes, 
exosomes-based delivery systems, can cross some biological barriers such as the blood brain 
barrier (BBB) [43] [44], evade the lysosomal degradation and deliver cargos directly into the 
cytoplasm [24]. Most of all, the unique structure of EVs, constituted by a hydrophobic lipid 
membrane and a hydrophilic core, allows a great variety of molecules to be loaded into the EVs. 
Hydrophobic and hydrophilic molecules can be loaded into EVs, including anticancer drugs, 
miRNA, siRNA, DNA and proteins [29]. Recently, EVs have been shown to be able to carry 
nanoparticles (NPs) as well [45] [46] [47]. By loading NPs into EVs, it is possible to overcome 
problems such as particle aggregation, degradation and rapid clearance, which often occur in 
the use of nanoparticles. Therapeutic cargos are incorporated into exosomes by following two 
main loading approaches: the passive and the active cargo loading. Passive loading refers to a 
simple method wherein cargo is passively loaded into EVs without any external interventions. 
Instead, active loading requires the EVs are forced to load the cargo, using many different 
techniques. 
 
3.1.1 Passive cargo-loading methods 
Such methods typically refer to a simple co-incubation of the EVs with the therapeutic cargo at 
room temperature (RT) or at 37 °C for a certain period of time [48] [49]. Usually, upon 
incubation hydrophobic cargo diffuses into the EVs and crosses the membrane by following the 
diffusion gradient. Actually, the mechanism depends upon the lipophilic nature of loaded 
molecules. For example, some hydrophobic molecules, like curcumin, are loaded through a 
lipid rearrangement of the membrane that facilitates the entry of the molecule. Curcumin is a 
natural polyphenol with anti-inflammatory, antineoplastic, antioxidant, and chemo-preventive 
properties. Indeed, one of the first reports concerning drug delivery involves the use of 
exosomes to deliver curcumin to activate myeloid cells and treat an inflammatory disease [48]. 
Monocyte-derived myeloid cells represent potential effector cells during inflammatory 
processes because they act as scavengers and have a high capacity for taking up exosomes 
circulating in the peripheral blood, through their phagocytic function. Curcumin was co-
incubated with a murine tumour cell line (EL-4) -derived exosomes at 22 °C for 5 minutes, and 
then subjected to sucrose gradient centrifugation. After the separation, exosomal curcumin was 
collected to make various considerations regarding of the incorporation of curcumin into the 
exosome. The morphology and the size of exosomal curcumin resulted similar to the original 
exosomes. Indeed, one of the main advantages of co-incubation is the possibility of preserving 
EVs morphology. Moreover, solubility, stability and bioavailability of curcumin came out 
increased too. In the end, the therapeutic relevance of exosomal curcumin was validated using 
a lipopolysaccharide (LPS)-induced septic shock mouse model. The anti-inflammatory activity 
in vivo was assessed through intraperitoneal injection, resulting in a strong decrease of mouse 
mortality compared to mice treated with free curcumin. 

Other molecules, such as glucose, are internalized into EVs by energy-dependent 
mechanisms named as glucose channels, [37], while loading nanoparticles can be accomplished 
by modifying many parameters, such as the temperature to have a enough fluid phospholipidic 
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membrane of the EVs to envelop solid NPs. For example, Dumontel et al. [45] analysed the 
possibility to combine non-immunogenic and naturally-stable cell-derived EVs with synthetic 
zinc oxide nanocrystals (ZnO NCs) with the final aim to obtain a biomimetic platform for 
intracellular delivery of ZnO NCs. ZnO NCs have intrinsic cytotoxic properties above certain 
concentrations, probably due to the intracellular dissolution and release of Zn2+ ions.  These 
ions cause mitochondrial damage and disruption of cellular zinc homeostasis then affecting 
several cellular processes. These EV-mimicking NPs were called Trojan nano-horses (TNHs), 
to bring out the concept of biomimicry of ZnO NCs protected by the EV membrane. The EVs 
were extracted from KB cells by differential ultracentrifugation. ZnO NCs were functionalized 
with amino-propyl groups to provide a positively charged surface on the NCs, in order to 
improve the colloidal stability of the NCs in solution and to induce an electrostatic interaction 
with the negatively charged EVs surface, useful to enhance the coupling’s efficiency. The 

coupling between EVs and ZnO NCs was carried out using two solutions containing EVs and 
ZnO NCs respectively. After a co-incubation at 37°C for 90 min, the sample was centrifuged 
at a low centrifugation acceleration, resulting in a pellet containing the first run of TNHs and a 
supernatant containing some uncoupled EVs which were co-incubated again with ZnO NCs. 
Finally, both TNHs from the first and the second run were combined to treat KB cells. This 
study demonstrated that the inclusion of NCs into the EVs allows colloidal stabilization of NCs 
in biological media and that the cytotoxic ZnO NCs can be delivered to cancer cells in a 
reproducible and efficient way. It is important to note that the cargo incorporation can be 
achieved also through the co-incubation of donor cells with the therapeutic cargo [50] [51]. 
This approach is named also as indirect loading, while the direct loading refers to the co-
incubation of already purified EVs with the therapeutic cargo. 
 
3.1.2. Active cargo-loading methods 
In electroporation an electrical field is applied in a conductive solution where the EVs and cargo 
are dispersed [52]. The electrical field creates temporary pores in the EV membrane that allow 
the infiltration of the cargo in the EVs. The integrity of the EV membrane is then recovered 
after the cargo loading process. Tian et al. tested the feasibility of delivering the 
chemotherapeutic drug doxorubicin (Dox) to tumour tissue in a mouse model using engineered 
exosomes [53]. To reduce immunogenicity and toxicity, exosomes were isolated by 
ultracentrifugation from mouse immature dendritic cells (imDCs). Then, they were loaded with 
Dox: 100mg of engineered exosomes and 50 mg of Dox were mixed in 200 mL of 
electroporation buffer at 4°C. After electroporation at 350 V and 150 mF, the mixture was 
incubated at 37 °C for 30 min to ensure the membrane of the exosomes entirely recovered. After 
noting the possibility of loading the exosomes with the chemotherapeutic agent by 
electroporation, they demonstrated also their high antitumor activity both in vitro and in vivo. 
This technique can be especially used for loading large and hydrophilic molecules like siRNA 
and miRNA, as they cannot diffuse spontaneously through the membrane. Indeed, Alvarez-
Erviti et al. first demonstrated the effective delivery of siRNA to the brain via systemic injection 
of exosomes in mice [43]. However, electroporation may cause RNA aggregation and exosome 
instability [29]. 

During the extrusion, the EVs and therapeutic cargo are loaded together into a syringe-based 
lipid extruder and extruded through membranes with 100–400 nm porous size, at controlled 
temperature [54]. As a result, the EV membrane is disrupted and the drug is loaded into the 
EVs. Deun et al. demonstrated the feasibility of mechanical extrusion to coat nanoparticles with 
extracellular vesicle membranes, with the ultimate aim of demonstrating that the coating of gold 
nanoparticles with extracellular vesicles allows to confer on the nanoparticles potential 



 15 

immune-evading capacities [55]. EVs were isolated from 4T1 mouse mammary cancer cell line 
by size exclusion chromatography, using a discontinuous iodixanol gradient. A water 
suspension of EV was extruded 5 times through a 100 nm polycarbonate porous membrane 
using an extruder. After this first extrusion, the sample was mixed with AuNPs before being 
extruded 15 more time. The study, aimed to evaluate feasibility of the extrusion approach, 
indicated that extrusion did not alter 4T1 EVs membrane protein composition or orientation, 
and could be convenient as a method for functionalizing nanoparticles.  

In the sonication method, EVs and therapeutic cargo are mixed together and sonicated by 
using a homogenizer probe [29]. As in the extrusion, the membrane integrity of EVs is 
compromised due to the mechanical shear stress and the cargo is allowed to diffuse into EVs. 
There is evidence that the integrity of the membrane can be restored [56], however irreversible 
damages to EVs and possible aggregation can occur [37]. 

In the freeze-thaw cycling approach extracellular vesicles are mixed with the cargos and 
then are subjected to few cycles of freezing at -80° C in liquid nitrogen and thawing at room 
temperature [52]. The formation of ice crystals temporarily disrupts the EV membrane allowing 
the encapsulation of small molecules and proteins without affecting their biological activity 
[57]. Nevertheless, similarly to the other techniques, freeze-thaw cycles may affect EV size and 
cause aggregates [37]. 

Saponin is used as a membrane permeabilizer to support cargo loading; it is a surface-active 
agent that selectively removes membrane cholesterol, thus opening pores in lipid membranes. 
The pores allow molecules to enter EVs. A disadvantage of saponin is the potential cytotoxic 
effects if residues are not fully removed prior to EV use [57].  

It is very interesting to notice that in some works different loading methods are compared 
to find the best approach for the EV preparations [58]. Haney et al. investigated different EV-
loading techniques for the development of a new exosomal-based technology for catalase 
delivery to central nervous system (CNS) in the treatment of Parkinson's disease (PD) [59]. 
Catalase is a potent antioxidant protein that is susceptible to deactivation and rapid degradation 
and, like other therapeutic proteins, is unable to cross the BBB following systemic 
administration. Therefore, it was loaded into exosomes ex vivo using different methods: 
incubation at room temperature with or without saponin permeabilization, freeze-thaw cycles, 
sonication, or extrusion. Exosomes were isolated from a mouse macrophage cell line using 
differential centrifugation. The different methods were evaluated as follows. For incubation, 
the exosomes from Raw 264.7 macrophages were diluted in PBS then catalase solution was 
added to incubate them at RT for 18 h. For saponin treatment, a mixture of catalase and 
exosomes was supplemented with 0.2% saponin and placed on shaker for 20 min at RT. For 
freeze and thaw method, the catalase and exosomes were incubated for 30 min, then rapidly 
freezed at−80 °C, and thawed at RT, for three times. The exosomes and catalase subjected to 
sonication were sonicated, cooled down on ice for 2 min, and then sonicated again. In the end, 
to test the extrusion technique, catalase and exosomes mixture was extruded for 10 times 
through an extruder with 200 nm pores diameter. Haney et al. evaluated how the loading 
efficiency and stability of the catalase-loaded exosomes (exoCAT) are affected by the 
preparation method. They observed that sonication and extrusion enabled catalase diffusion 
across the lipid bilayers and resulted in high loading efficiency, probably due to the extreme 
deformation of the exosomal membrane. The same occurred with saponin permeabilization, 
probably because saponin may selectively remove membrane-bound cholesterol of exosomes 
so creating pores in the exosomal lipid bilayers and therefore promoting catalase incorporation. 
Furthermore, the exoCAT obtained by sonication, extrusion and saponin treatment showed the 
preservation of the enzymatic activity of the catalase, so avoiding degradation of proteases, and 
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a prolonged and sustained release. Regarding the delivery of therapeutics to the target cells, this 
study demonstrated the extraordinary ability of exosomes to target cells and deliver their load 
to neurons. Compared to traditional nanocarriers for PD therapy such as liposomes [60] or 
PGLA nanoparticles [61], exosomes accumulated in very higher levels in PC12 cells, that are 
a common model for in vitro evaluation of drug neuroprotective effects. Interesting, 
accumulation levels varied based on the technique used for loading. In particular, sonicated 
exosomes showed the greatest uptake in neurons compared to exosomes obtained by incubation 
at RT or by freeze/thaw cycles. Hypothetically, the deformation in exosomal membranes due 
to sonication determined an alteration of surface proteins, thus obtaining better interactions with 
target cells. In accordance with the loading efficiency, exoCAT obtained by sonication and 
extrusion provided the most potent neuroprotection against oxidative stress in vitro. This could 
be due to the mechanism of intracellular trafficking of the different exosomal formulations in 
cell targeting, but they are still under investigation. Finally, specific exoCAT formulations 
significantly decreased brain inflammation and increased neuronal survival in a PD mouse 
model. The mechanism was not completely understood, but they hypothesized the 
encapsulation of catalase into exosomes may preserve catalase enzymatic activity, prolong the 
circulation time, reduce immunogenicity, and improve its interaction with epithelial cells, thus 
improving also therapeutic effects in PD. Indeed, two exosomal formulations obtained by 
saponin treatment and sonication were selected as the most efficient ones that could provide 
high loading, sustained drug release and potent neuroprotection in 6-OHDA mouse model. 
Therefore, this study showed that the exosome-mediated delivery of catalase could lead to a 
viable therapy for patients with PD. 
 

3.2. Surface functionalization: an overview 
The functionalization of the EVs surface is carried out to improve targeting abilities, 
biodistribution and therapeutic applications of EVs. However, it is necessary to pay attention 
to the reaction conditions: excessive temperatures, pressures, or solvent exposure can cause 
membrane disruption and surface protein denaturation; the exposure to low or high salt 
concentrations can lead to osmotic stress. Furthermore, modifications or inadequate reaction 
conditions can induce vesicle aggregation [62]. 
 
3.2.1. Post-isolation methods 
Several methods are used to modify the surface of EVs after their isolation and can be divided 
in covalent and non-covalent chemical modifications [1]. The non-covalent approaches gently 
provide membrane modifications based on mild reactions, such as electrostatic interactions, 
receptor-ligand bindings, and hydrophobic insertions [62]. For this purpose, Nakase et al. used 
Lipofectamine, a commercial transfection reagent containing cationic lipids, which adsorbs on 
the exosomal surface [63]. Lipofectamine adsorption increases the exosomal surface charge and 
so it helps the interaction between EVs and negatively charged target cells surface without any 
cytotoxicity. The functionalization with cationic lipids was also employed to cause the 
accumulation of a negative charged pH-sensitive fusogenic peptide, GALA. The presence of 
this peptide leads to the fusion of endosomal and exosomal membranes in cells and the 
subsequent cytosolic release [64]. Therefore, as it is evident, the functionalization based on 
electrostatic interaction combined with the application of the GALA peptide improve cellular 
uptake and also enhance cytosolic release of exosomal contents. 

The most used covalent method is the click chemistry, also known as azide alkyne 
cycloaddition, because an alkyne moiety usually reacts with an azide group to form a stable 
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triazole linkage. This method can be easily performed as it can take place both in organic and 
aqueous media. It typically does not require temperature elevation but can be performed over a 
wide range of temperatures (0-160°C) and over a wide range of pH values (5 through 12) [65]. 
Furthermore, a study demonstrated that click chemistry did not alter exosome size and 
functionality [66]. Another common approach of surface functionalization of EVs and based 
on covalent bonding is the PEGylation. This method allows for reducing the immunogenicity 
of nanoformulated drugs by shielding the EVs with a polyethylene glycol (PEG) corona. A 
study by Kooijmans et al. showed that this surface modification significantly increases the EV 
circulation half-life in mice because it reduces recognition by the mononuclear phagocyte 
system (MPS) thus avoiding plasma protein opsonization [67]. Opsonization is an immune 
process which uses opsonins to tag foreign pathogens for elimination by phagocytes, while half-
life describes the time it takes for the concentration of a substance to halve its steady-state 
when circulating in an organism. However, the presence of PEG corona reduces the EV-cell 
interaction and the cellular uptake of the EVs. This drawback can be overcome by 
functionalizing the distal end of the PEG chain with a targeting ligand [68] [67]. For example, 
Kim et al. have loaded exosomes (exo) with paclitaxel (PTX), an anti-cancer agent widely used 
against lung cancer, to be delivered to pulmonary metastases [69]. It has been shown that a 
variety of cancer types, including lung cancer, overexpresses the sigma receptor, a membrane-
bound protein [70]. Aminoethylanisamide (AA) is a ligand with high affinity for sigma receptor 
and has been utilized to target lung cancer cells following the PEGylation of the exosomes. The 
authors used exosomes released by primary bone-marrow derived macrophages for in vivo 
experiments. They developed a specific procedure based on sonication and incubation to add 
PEG, and a similar procedure to incorporate a vector moiety with AA [58]. Experimental results 
showed that the obtained AA-PEG-exoPTX formulation showed an extraordinary ability to 
accumulate in target cancer cells. Also, the engineered exosomes possessed a high loading 
capacity (~33%) along with cancer targeting, potent inhibition of pulmonary metastases growth 
and prolonged survival compared to non-targeted exosomes.  
 
3.2.2. Genetic engineering of parental cells for surface functionalization 
Surface ligands can be added to EVs not only through EV post-isolation methods like click 
chemistry, but also through genetic engineering, wherein the cells that will produce the EVs are 
induced to express the protein or peptide of interest. This approach was employed by Alvarez-
Erviti et al. for targeted delivery of siRNA-loaded exosomes to mouse brain [43]. More and 
more evidences demonstrate that small interfering RNAs (siRNAs) can be utilized as 
therapeutic agents. They can be employed in cancer and viral infections, but also for the 
treatment of a range of diseases through the silencing of genes, whose abnormal expressions 
contribute to the pathophysiology of the disease. For example, Alvarez-Erviti et al. used this 
approach to achieve knockdown of β-site APP-cleaving enzyme 1 (BACE 1), a therapeutic 
target for Alzheimer’s disease [71]. They have utilized murine self-derived dendritic exosomes 
targeted with lysosome-associated membrane glycoprotein 2B (Lamp2b) to deliver GAPDH 
siRNA across the blood-brain barrier (BBB) in mice. They used self-derived dendritic cells for 
exosome production to reduce immunogenicity. Then, to ensure that systemically-injected 
exosomes targeted the brain in vivo, dendritic cells were transfected with a plasmid encoding 
Lamp2b [41]. This protein was attached with a targeting peptide derived from the Rabies Virus 
Glycoprotein (RVG), as this peptide is known to bind nicotinic acetyl choline receptor (AchR) 
present on neurons and the vascular endothelium of the BBB [18]. At the end exosomes were 
purified and loaded with GAPDH siRNA by electroporation. Intravenously injected RVG-
targeted exosomes delivered GAPDH siRNA specifically to neurons, microglia, and 
oligodendrocytes in the brain. Moreover, researchers observed a strong knockdown of BACE 
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1 and a significant decrease in the levels of a major component of the amyloid plaques that are 
associated with Alzheimer’s pathology. In a recent study, Yang et al. have found a similar 

approach to systematically deliver nerve growth factor (NGF) into ischemic cortex for the 
treatment of stroke, in a photothrombotic ischemia model [72]. NGF has a primary role in the 
growth, as well as the maintenance, proliferation, and survival of nerve cells [73]. Thus, NGF 
mRNA was loaded into RVG-modified exosomes, delivered into ischemic cortex, and 
translated into bioactive NGF protein in recipient cells. In particular, they engineered exosomes 
with RVG peptide on the surface for neuron targeting and loaded NGF into exosomes, with the 
resultant exosomes named as NGF@ExoRVG. By systemic administration of NGF@ExoRVG, 
NGF was efficiently delivered into ischemic cortex, resulting in the release of encapsulated 
NGF protein and de novo NGF protein translated from the delivered mRNA. Moreover, 
NGF@ExoRVG was found to be highly stable for preservation and functionality for a long time 
in vivo. In addition, the study revealed that the delivered NGF reduced inflammation by M2 
microglia activation: a process which mediates the immune response in the CNS. In the end 
NGF promoted cell survival and increased doublecortin-positive cells, a cell population which 
expresses a marker of neuronal precursor cells. All these results suggest the therapeutic 
potential of engineered exosomes as vehicles for targeted therapy.  
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4. Cancer immunotherapy 
 
Immune system is a defensive apparatus that the human body uses to fight illness. It is 
constituted by a complex "surveillance network" made up of several highly specialized organs 
and cells, shared by the lymphatic vessels, and located in various parts of the body. All of them 
cooperate, each with a specific role, to defend the organism and keep it healthy. The immune 
system keeps track of all of the substances normally found in the body. Any new substance that 
the immune system doesn’t recognize triggers an alarm, causing the immune system to attack 
it. Unfortunately, cancer can commonly escape the immune system’s natural defences, allowing 

cancer cells to continue to grow. Cancer immunotherapy is a growing field of cancer research 
dedicated to the development of novel cancer therapies by understanding and making use of 
immune pathways. Immunotherapy is a type of cancer treatment that stimulates the natural 
immune system to fight cancer by finding and destroying cancer cells. There are many types of 
immunotherapy including monoclonal antibodies, oncolytic virus therapy, T-cell therapy and 
cancer vaccines.  

Monoclonal antibodies are highly specific molecules produced in laboratory from identical 
immune cells and engineered to work as substitute antibodies that target  only a single site 
(epitope) on a single antigen and that enhance or mimic the immune system's attack on cancer 
cells [74]. They are designed to recognize specific protein receptors present on the surface of 
some cancer cells, in order to destroy certain types of cancer cells while minimizing the damage 
to healthy cells. When the monoclonal antibody recognizes the presence of the receptor on the 
surface of the tumour cell, it binds to it. In this way, it stimulates the body's immune system to 
attack cancer cells. It can also induce cancer cells to self-destruct or can block the receptor 
preventing it from binding to a different protein that stimulates the cancer growth. Some 
examples of commercialized monoclonal antibodies for cancer treatment or maintenance cancer 
therapy are trastuzumab and pertuzumab for breast cancer and rituximab for non-Hodgkins 
lymphoma.  

Oncolytic viruses (OVs) can replicate in cancer cells but not in normal cells, leading to lysis 
of the tumour mass. OVs can also stimulate the immune system in order to facilitate a strong 
and durable response against the tumour itself. However, viruses are recognized by the immune 
system as pathogens and the consequent anti-viral response could represent a big hurdle for 
OVs. Finding a balance between anti-tumour and anti-viral immunity is a priority for 
researchers in the field [75]. 

T cell therapy requires genetic modification of patient's autologous T cells in the laboratory 
so that they express a receptor, called chimeric antigen receptor (CAR) specific for a tumour 
antigen. T cells are taken from a patient’s blood, then the gene for CAR expression is added to 
the T cells in the laboratory. After ex vivo cell expansion, CAR T cells are given to the patient 
by infusion, then they bind the antigen on the cancer cells and kill them [76].  

Lastly, cancer vaccines enable the patient's immune system to recognize and fight cancer 
cells more effectively [77]. This discussion will investigate cancer vaccines more in detail and 
in particular the role of extracellular vesicles as delivery vehicles to enhance and amplify the 
effect of the immune response against tumour cells.  
 

4.1. What is a cancer vaccine? 
Vaccines were originally developed as prophylactic agents, administered to healthy individuals 
to induce long-term immunity against a pathogen and to prevent the outbreak of viral diseases. 
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First of all, cancer vaccines are different from the vaccines that work against viruses.  Actually, 
cancer vaccines are classified as i) prophylactic and ii) therapeutic. In the field of 
immunotherapy, prophylactic vaccines are used for cancer prevention [78]. Their main purpose 
is to reduce the incidence and mortality of cancer; hence they are administered to healthy 
individuals.  Furthermore, prophylactic vaccines only apply to the few virally induced 
malignancies, such as the vaccine against hepatitis B virus that can cause liver cancer, or the 
human papilloma virus (HPV) vaccination, which aims to prevent genital cancers induced by 
high-risk HPV strains. In contrast to prophylactic vaccines, instead of preventing disease, 
therapeutic vaccines are designed to boost the immune system to attack a disease that already 
exists. There are two aspects to take into account. Often, when the cancer is diagnosed, it is 
already well established and has largely evaded the control of the immune system. Moreover, 
the vast majority of tumours that are classically treated with surgery, chemotherapy or 
radiotherapy definitively disappears. In some patients, however, the tumour may relapse and 
become increasingly resistant to treatment [79] [80] [81]. This happens because in some cases 
a certain number of cancer cells can escape treatment and remain in the body, even if the 
anticancer therapy was initially very effective. These cells are able to reproduce the tumour 
even years after its first appearance, and consequently the disease becomes more difficult to 
eradicate with classic treatments. In this context, therapeutic cancer vaccines have been 
developed for patients who already have a growing, established tumour. As evidence of this, 
recent clinical trials propose the combined or sequential use of different therapeutic strategies 
to create a "multimodal" therapeutic approach [82]. For example, therapeutic cancer vaccines 
are administered after complete surgical removal of the tumour, followed or not by 
chemotherapy, in lung cancer or cutaneous melanoma patients (NCT00530634, NCT04245514, 
NCT02211131, NCT04330430). The main goal of therapeutic vaccines is to induce strong 
antigen-specific T cell responses, particularly CD8+ cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs) mediated 
responses, with the assistance of suitable adjuvants which enhance the immune response [83]. 
CTLs are capable of rejecting tumour cells via recognition of tumour-associated antigenic 
epitopes expressed by human leukocyte antigen (HLA) class I molecules on the cancer cells 
[84]. The choice of antigen is the most important component of cancer vaccine design. Ideally, 
the antigen should be expressed specifically by cancer cells and not in normal cells, it should 
be present on all cancer cells such that the cancer cannot escape immune attack by 
downregulating the antigen, and finally it should be highly immunogenic [85]. Antigens 
meeting all of these criteria do not exist, but they can be divided into two general classes: 
tumour-associated antigens (TAAs) and tumour-specific antigens (TSAs). 

TAAs are self-antigens expressed in tumour cells but may be expressed in normal cells as 
well. As self-antigens, T cells that bind with high affinity to TAAs are typically deleted by 
tolerance mechanisms. Immune tolerance is an important means by which growing tumours 
manipulate the tumour microenvironment with the aim of preventing elimination by the host 
immune system. Tolerance is the result of the so called immune checkpoints. These pathways 
include the presence of protein receptors on the surface of immune system cells, which, if bound 
to specific ligands, prevent the immune system from attacking cells indiscriminately. Often, 
these specific ligands are expressed by tumor cells. In this way, cancer cells are able to trigger 
inhibitory signals that make immune cells inert or tolerant. For example, the binding between 
the checkpoint proteins PD-1 on the surface of T cells and the PD-L1 inhibitory receptors on 
tumor cells keeps T cells from killing tumour cells in the body, by also inhibiting T cells 
proliferation (Figure 4.2) [86] [87]. Thus, a cancer vaccine using these antigens must be potent 
enough to “break tolerance”. Moreover, in many vaccine clinical trials the immune response 

does not seem to be strong enough to achieve significant efficacy. Indeed, Hollingsworth and 
Jansen [85] explain that such vaccines stimulate activation and proliferation of antigen-specific 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT00530634?term=lung+cancer+removal+combination+therapy&draw=2&rank=3
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT04245514?term=lung+cancer+removal+combination+therapy&draw=3&rank=13
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02211131?term=talimogene+laherparepvec+removal&draw=2&rank=1
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT04330430?term=talimogene+laherparepvec+removal&draw=2&rank=4
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CD8 T cells to a level of < 1% of the total circulating CD8 T cells, if compared to antiviral 
vaccines, which typically yield > 5% antigen-specific CD8 T cells. 

Conversely, TSAs, or tumour neoantigens, are truly tumour-specific. They are recognized 
as foreign by the immune system, and consequently, reactive T cells are not easily eliminated 
by immune tolerance mechanisms [88]. These immunogenic neoantigens are the result of 
several hotspot mutations occurring in multiple cancer patients. Like cancer mutations, the 
majority of neoantigens are unique to each patient and vary depending on tumour type. For this 
reason, generation of a cancer vaccine against a patient’s individual neoantigens requires a 

personalized approach. First of all, the patient’s tumour genome is sequenced and mutations are 

identified. Next, neoantigens are predicted via computerized algorithms and possibly confirmed 
experimentally.  At the end, a vaccine expressing the predicted neoantigens is constructed and 
delivered to the patient [85]. 

Antigens to be employed in therapeutic vaccines can be delivered to patients in different 
formulations and making use of different vectors, including peptide restricted epitopes from 
TAAs, whole tumour antigens in the form of a protein, recombinant viruses, autologous or 
allogeneic tumour cells, heat shock proteins transporting immunogenic peptides, or DNA 
constructs encoding TAAs. In addition, in order to administer the vaccine, antigenic materials 
can be injected directly, coupled to immunostimulatory adjuvants, or used for ex vivo loading 
of antigen presenting cells (APCs), usually dendritic cells (DCs) [89] [84]. 

The most popular vaccine category is peptide-based vaccine consisting of immunogenic 
restricted epitopes, usually from tumour-specific or tumour-associated antigens. In typical 
peptide vaccination protocols, the antigenic material is conjugated to a carrier protein [90]. The 
binding with the carrier protein helps enhance immune response by increasing the half-life of 
the epitope. Further, the carriers are generally known to have immunogenic properties, and thus 
the simple covalent binding of epitopes to these species can often be sufficient to enhance the 
immune response. It is clear that most cancer cells can be differentiated from healthy cells by 
either overexpression of certain endogenous proteins or mutation of those proteins.  Thus, any 
gene product that is expressed differentially or in a mutated form in cancer cells is a potential 
vaccine target, just like the HER2 gene and its modified form HER2/neu oncogene. HER2/neu 
is an epidermal growth factor receptor and one of the most studied oncogenes in cancer. Human 
epidermal growth factor (EGF) is a protein naturally produced by the human body, which when 
attached to another protein, such as HER2 or CerbB2, stimulates the multiplication of cancer 
cells. About 30% of breast cancers develop along with the amplification of the HER2/neu gene 
or the overexpression of its protein product [91]. Its overexpression also occurs in other cancers 
such as ovarian cancer, stomach cancer, colorectal cancer and in aggressive forms of uterine 
cancer. Tumours characterized by HER2 overexpression are known as HER2-positive and can 
be highly aggressive [92]. Several peptide-based vaccines derived from the HER2 receptor have 
been developed in the last few years. NeuVaxTM is a 9-amino acid peptide derived from the 
extracellular domain of HER2 combined with granulocyte-macrophage colony-stimulating 
factor (GM-CSF). It stimulates specific CD8+ cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs) that recognize 
and destroy HER2 expressing cancer cells. Initial studies found that the peptide promotes T-
cells to lyse HER2-positive cancer cell lines. Also, in mouse models, T-cells stimulated with 
this peptide have shown to efficiently destroy HER2 expressing cells in colon carcinoma and 
renal cell carcinoma [93]. Human trials demonstrated that NeuVaxTM is well tolerated in 
humans, while a phase III clinical trial determined that NeuVaxTM monotherapy does not impact 
breast cancer recurrence as compared to placebo (NCT01479244). In addition, NeuVaxTM may 
be promising in combination therapies. Indeed, two phase II clinical trials investigating 
NeuVaxTM treatment in HER2-positive breast cancer combined with trastuzumab are ongoing 
(NCT01570036, NCT02297698). Trastuzumab works by interfering with one of the ways in 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01479244
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01570036
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02297698
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which breast cancer cells grow and divide. In particular, it attaches to the HER2 protein, thereby 
preventing the human growth factor in the epidermis from reaching the neoplastic cells and, 
consequently, preventing their division and growth. Trastuzumab also acts as a stimulator of 
the body's immune cells to help them destroy cancer cells. The main objectives of these two 
trials are disease-free survival at 24 months and 36 months and invasive disease-free survival 
from time of initiation of trastuzumab maintenance therapy (trastuzumab monotherapy) to time 
of invasive local, regional or distant recurrence, new primary, or death due to any cause. 
However, the results are still not available.  

GP2 is another 9-amino acid peptide derived from HER2 and capable of inducing a CTL 
response in vitro. Moreover, clinical testing demonstrated that the vaccine was well tolerated 
and patients demonstrating increased HER2-specific CTLs. These are just two of the peptide-
based vaccines designed specifically for breast cancer treatment [90]. It is also important to 
mention another peptide-based vaccine, HerVaxx.  It consists of a fusion peptide made of three 
peptides derived from the extracellular domain of the HER2 conjugated to the carrier protein 
diphtheria toxin [94]. In the last few months a Phase 2 HerVaxx study was updated to evaluate 
the overall survival and the progression-free survival and to measure the efficacy, safety and 
immune response in 68 patients with metastatic gastric cancer overexpressing the HER-2 
protein (NCT02795988).  

In the examples described so far, the vaccine is directly injected to the patient. As already 
mentioned, however, it is possible to administer the vaccine also through the ex vivo loading of 
dendritic cells (DCs). DCs are known to be the most effective antigen presenting cells and play 
a central role in coordinating innate and adaptive immune responses. DCs are antigen-
presenting cells (APCs) that activate T lymphocytes through major histocompatibility complex 
(MHC) signalling as pictured in Figure 4.1 [95]. These properties led to many attempts in the 
development of DC-based vaccines [96]. In particular, these vaccinations have produced 
encouraging clinical results in some patients with advanced cancers.  
 

 
Figure 4.1: Initiation of the adaptive immune response to cancer by dendritic cells.  The 
dendritic cells capture and process antigen material and then present it on the cell surface to 
activate naive T-cells. Once activated, T-cells begin proliferating and can attack cancer cells. 
Created with Biorender.com. 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02795988?term=imugene&draw=2&rank=1
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In 2010, the FDA approved the sipuleucel-T (PROVENGE) for metastatic castration-
resistant prostate cancer (mCRPC) [97]. Sipuleucel-T is an infusional autologous DC vaccine 
based on enriched blood APCs cultured with a recombinant fusion protein consisting of 
prostatic acid phosphatase (PAP) linked to granulocyte-macrophage colony-stimulating factor 
(GM-CSF), that are, respectively, an antigen expressed in prostate cancer tissue and an immune 
cell activator [98]. DCs are isolated from the patient’s peripheral blood mononuclear cells 

(PBMC), loaded with tumour antigens PAP ex vivo, activated, and then reinfused back into the 
patient. In 2010, a phase III clinical trial enrolled 512 mCRPC patients to receive sipuleucel-T 
or placebo administered with three intravenous infusions at 2-week intervals (NCT00065442). 
This study demonstrated a small but significant increase in median overall survival (OS) of 25.8 
versus 21.7 months and an extended 3-year survival (31.7% vs. 23.0%) in sipuleucel-T group 
compared with placebo group.  Also, the toxicity profile was good with transient flu-like 
symptoms and fever being the most common side effects. However, the complexity and price 
of sipuleucel-T production have hindered its widespread use. Nonetheless, sipuleucel-T serves 
to demonstrate that autologous DC vaccines can work. Indeed, several other DC vaccines are 
being developed. There are different types of therapeutic candidate DC vaccines currently 
undergoing clinical trials for numerous types of cancer, some of them are listed in Table 4.1. 
 

Table 4.1. Representative selection of the currently-active clinical trials investigating dendritic cell-
based cancer vaccines 

Condition Treatment Clinical 
phase 

NCT 
identifier 

Breast cancer HER-2 pulsed DC Vaccine Phase I NCT02063724 

Brain tumours Autologous DCs pulsed with CSC 
Lysate 

Phase I NCT02010606 

Prostate cancer 
Autologous DCs loaded with mRNA 
from Primary Prostate Cancer Tissue 
+ hTERT + Survivin 

Phase I/II NCT01197625 

Sarcoma/Soft Tissue 
Sarcoma/Bone 
Sarcoma 

DC vaccine + tumour lysate + 
imiquimod 

Phase I NCT01803152 

Brain  
Metastases 

Personalized cellular vaccine: 
tumour antigen mRNA-pulsed 
autologous DCs 

Phase I NCT02808416 

Newly Diagnosed 
Glioblastoma 

AV-GBM-1: autologous DCs loaded 
with autologous tumor antigens 
derived from self-renewing TICs 

Phase II NCT03400917 

Multiple Myeloma ASCT + DC Myeloma fusion vaccine 
+ MAb CT-011 (Pidilizumab) 

Phase II NCT01067287 

AML DC AML Fusion Vaccine Phase II NCT01096602 
Advanced Breast 
Cancer 

DCs co-cultured with CIK cells + 
Capecitabine monotherapy 

Phase II NCT02491697 

Legend: 
DC= dendritic cell, CSC= cancer stem cell, hTERT= human telomerase reverse transcriptase, TIC= 
tumour-initiating cell, ASCT= autologous stem cell transplantation, MAb=monoclonal antibody AML= 
Acute myelogenous leukaemia, CIK cells= cytokine-induced killer cells. 

 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT00065442?term=prostate+cancer+sipuleucel&phase=2&draw=2&rank=5
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02063724?term=therapeutic+cancer+vaccine&recrs=d&cond=Cancer&phase=0&draw=3&rank=15
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02010606?term=cancer+dendritic+cell+vaccine&recrs=d&cond=Cancer&draw=3&rank=16
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/study/NCT01197625?term=therapeutic+cancer+vaccine&recrs=d&cond=Cancer&phase=0&draw=3
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01803152?term=cancer+dendritic+cell+vaccine&recrs=d&cond=Cancer&draw=4&rank=21
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/study/NCT02808416?term=cancer+dendritic+cell+vaccine&recrs=d&cond=Cancer&draw=3&rank=19
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/study/NCT03400917?term=cancer+dendritic+cell+vaccine&recrs=d&cond=Cancer&draw=3&rank=17
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/study/NCT01067287?term=dendritic+cell+vaccine&recrs=d&draw=4&rank=22
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/study/NCT01096602
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/study/NCT02491697?term=dendritic+cell+vaccine&recrs=d&draw=5&rank=37
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These studies highlight that these new strategies can become real possibilities in the fight 
against cancer, therefore they must be increasingly explored, as they can seriously improve and 
enhance the capabilities of existing cancer drugs. 
 

4.2. EVs in anti-tumour immunotherapy 
The capabilities of the DCs as powerful and versatile APCs make them suitable to be the 
vehicles in cancer vaccines and anti-tumour immunotherapy. However, many drawbacks hinder 
their use in clinical treatments. DCs are a heterogeneous cellular population which comprises 
several subsets with different phenotypical and functional capacities.  Depending on the subset 
and on the received stimuli, DCs can display different capacities for antigen presentation, 
migration, and cytokine secretion. In particular, they can induce different T cell behaviours, by 
polarizing them into effector or tolerogenic cells [99]. Because of this heterogeneity they can 
thus promote either antitumor activity or regulation of immune tolerance, which is known to be 
a very limiting factor in vaccine success [100]. For example, tumour cells can secret soluble 
immunosuppressive cytokines that could convert immature DCs into tolerogenic DCs, which 
may activate regulatory T (Treg) cells.  Treg cells generally suppress or downregulate induction 
and proliferation of effector T cells, by promoting tumour proliferation [101]. Another 
limitation in the use of DCs is also due to their difficult storage aimed at maintaining their 
efficacy even for long periods of time. Finally, applying such therapies across large populations 
is expensive and requires monitoring of well-defined quality control parameters. The use of 
DC-derived exosomes (Dex) has been indicated as a solution to many problems associated with 
DC-based immunotherapy. Dex are characterized by unique molecular composition that allows 
them to maintain the immunostimulatory abilities of DCs. Indeed, Dex contain MHC-I and 
MHC-II molecules, which can stimulate cytotoxic and helper T cells (Th cells), respectively, as 
well as costimulatory (CD86, CD40) and adhesion molecules (ICAMs), which can elicit strong 
immune responses toward cancer cells [102]. Furthermore, the lipid composition of exosomal 
membrane allows to storage Dex at -80°C for more than 6 months maintaining high stability. 
Finally, treatment with cell-free Dex may be more resistant to immunomodulatory events such 
as immunotolerance that occurs in tumours than other anticancer vaccines [103]. Some 
important preclinical studies carried out to evaluate the immunogenicity of Dex and their 
possibility of use in the production of new therapeutic vaccines are collected in Table 4.2. 
 

Table 4.2: Preclinical studies evaluating Dex immunogenicity for cancer vaccines 

Authors Method Main outcomes Refs 
Théry C. et al.  In vitro Dex can transfer functional peptide-loaded MHC 

class I and II complexes to DCs. 
[104] 

André F. et al. In vitro 
and in vivo 

Dex harbouring MHC class I/peptide complexes 
require DC for efficient priming of CTLs. 

[105] 

In vivo Dex mimic the capacity of mature DCs to initiate 
peptide-specific CD8+ T cell responses. 

Segura E. et al. In vitro Dex from immature DCs (imDC) and mature DCs 
(mDC) have different protein composition due to 
maturation signals. MHC class I molecules are up-
regulated in mDC and reduced in mature 
exosomes. Molecules stimulating CD4 T cells are 
up-regulated in mDC and mature exosomes. 

[106] 
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Sprent J. In vitro Peptide-pulsed Dex are immunogenic for CD8+ T 
cells also in the absence of APCs. 

[107] 

In vivo Peptide-loaded Dex induce high proliferative 
responses and CTLs induction, so priming CD8+ T 
cells.  

Viaud S. et al.  In vivo Dex administration promotes proliferation, 
activation and cytotoxicity of NK cells.  

[108] 

In vitro Human Dex harbouring IL-15R lead to NK cell 
proliferation and IFNγ production  

 
Exosome-based vaccines have been proven safe in multiple phase I trials in different types 

of cancers, so they could represent a new strategy for cancer immunotherapy. In particular, a 
phase I clinical study investigated the safety, feasibility and efficacy of administering 
autologous Dex loaded with antigenic HLA-presented peptides of melanoma-associated antigen 
(MAGE) to patients with advanced NSCLC [109]. MAGE gene products are of particular 
interest, thanks to their wide expression in many tumours and their potential to induce tumour-
specific CTL responses against expressing-MAGE tumour cells, resulting in tumour cell lysis. 
Notably, antigen-specific CTLs induced by MAGE gene-derived peptides have proven to be 
highly efficacious in the prevention and treatment of various types of tumours and for this 
reason MAGE has been used as a target for tumours [110]. In this phase I trial, Morse et al. 
isolated Dex by ultracentrifugation from peripheral blood mononuclear cells and loaded them 
with MAGE-A3, -A4, -A10, and MAGE-3DPO4 peptides. Patients were enrolled into three 
cohorts that varied in the method of peptide loading and concentration. In particular, peptides 
were loaded either directly into Dex following purification from the DC culture or indirectly 
into cultured DCs. The quantity of Dex administered to the patients in each cohort was identical: 
1.3 × 1013 MHC class II molecules in a volume of 3 mL with a combination of subcutaneous 
(90% of the volume) and intradermal (10%) injections weekly for 4 weeks. Dex therapy 
administered to 9 patients resulted well-tolerated without evidence of toxicity or autoimmune 
reactions. By contrast, in vitro immunologic analysis detected an increase in T cell activity in 
only one of tested patients, probably due to Treg-mediated suppression of immune cells. In 2/3 
patients who had analysable samples, an increase in Treg was observed after the conclusion of 
Dex therapy. However, this was not confirmed due to the small number of samples available 
for the analysis. Other possible explanations were related to non-optimized or low-sensitive 
assays, inadequate antigen presentation, or the lack of antigen-specific T cells in the circulation. 
Actually, it was hypothesized that the immunologic activity of Dex might be due to activation 
of natural killer (NK) cells. NK cells are a type of cytotoxic lymphocyte fundamental in 
the innate immune system. They have the ability to recognize tumour or infected cells in the 
absence of antigen-specific cell surface receptors and kill them by producing cytokines [111]. 
Morse et al.  observed an increase in NK activity following immunization in two over four of 
the analysed patients. They explained that cytokines released in response to Dex therapy could 
have caused activation of NK cells or that Dex could have directly activated NK cells. Finally, 
the main clinical results were a very good disease stability, which was observed in two patients 
who had disease progression at the start of the study, and continued disease stability over 12 
months in two of four initially stable patients. A similar study was carried out in 15 patients 
with stage III/IV malignant melanoma. MAGE peptides were loaded either directly into 
autologous DC derived-exosomes or indirectly into cultured DCs and then used as cancer 
vaccine [50]. Patients received a 4-weeks vaccination with antigen given intradermally (1/10th) 
and subcutaneously (9/10th) every week. All patients underwent assessment of tumour status 
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at 2 weeks after the fourth exosome vaccination. Dex-based cancer vaccine was well-tolerated, 
and in 4 patients some extent of therapy response was observed; in particular, stable disease 
was observed in two patients receiving the highest dosage of directly-loaded exosomes. While 
one partial response and a minor response were observed in 2 patients who were then subjected 
to a continuation therapy allowing for stabilization. However, as in the previous study, no 
significant T cell response was observed. 

Despite the clinical benefits of DC exosome-based vaccination in the treatment of cancer, 
not all patients are responding to treatment due to all the possible obstacles described above. 
Tumour-derived exosomes (Tex) are another type of exosomes investigated for the 
improvement of antitumor immune responses. Tex contain tumour-associated antigens 
expressed in the parental tumour cells and major histocompatibility complex (MHC) class I 
molecules [112]. Thus, Tex could present tumour antigens to DC and induce CD8+ T cell‐

dependent antitumor immune responses. In addition, tumour cells release a larger amount of 
exosomes compared to exosomes secreted from healthy cells. As a result, they seem to be a 
source of tumour antigens for antitumor immunotherapy and could represent a novel type of 
cell-free cancer vaccine [113] [114].  However, previous studies reported that Tex can promote 
immune escape through different immunosuppressive mechanisms as the accumulations of Treg 
cells in the tumour microenvironment or the expression of toll-like receptors (TLR) on the 
tumour cell surface [115]. Indeed, generally Tex are mediators of immune cell-tumour cell 
communication and regulators of immune responses, so they are involved in the progression, 
regression and drug resistance of tumours and contribute to metastasis development [116]. 
Many studies verified the feasibility and functionality of Tex to stimulate immune responses 
against cancer in mouse models. For instance, a study by Bu et al., showed that a single 
vaccination with L1210 leukaemia-released exosomes not only prevented tumour formation but 
also elicited protection against tumour growth in syngeneic mice [117]. Treated mice and 
control group, constituted by unvaccinated mice, were stimulated with L1210 tumour cells 2 
weeks after immunization with L1210 exosomes. Regarding tumorigenesis, all unvaccinated 
mice displayed tumours in less than 10 days, whereas 87.5% of the exosome-vaccinated mice 
were tumour free. At the same time, a significant protection against tumour growth was 
observed, after 60 days, at a level of 85% with 5 μg vaccination dose and at 60% when the dose 

was reduced to 2.5 μg. Also, exosomal vaccine produced significantly stronger anti-L1210 CTL 
activity than the control group. Other studies on leukaemia vaccination proposed Tex as a 
possible antigen source for DC-based vaccination. An important advantage of loading DC with 
Tex relies on the processing of the Tex tumour antigens and the presentation of tumour antigen 
peptides through MHC, which strongly facilitates the capture of tumour-peptide specific 
CD8+ T cells. Moreover, the enrichment of tumour antigens in Tex and the equipment of Tex 
with markers that facilitate the uptake by DC highlight the possibility to enhance the activation 
of CTL, combining the advantages deriving from the combined use of Tex and DCs. Indeed, S. 
Hao et al. demonstrated that exosome-pulsed DCs induced stronger antitumor immunity than 
exosomes and DCs alone [118]. Gu et al. demonstrated in vitro that suppression of Th activation 
by Tex is circumvented in the presence of DC, then they proposed the vaccination with Tex-
loaded DC (DC-TEX) by loading patients' DCs with Tex circulating in the peripheral blood 
[119]. They tested the vaccine in a murine myeloid leukaemia. They demonstrated that Tex-
pulsed DCs significantly enhanced the survival of vaccinated mice and induced CTL immune 
responses more effectively. They also verified that, beside tumour antigens, the availability of 
Tex markers facilitating uptake by DC contributes to pronounced CTL activation. Other studies 
that have evaluated the possibility of using extracellular vesicles as a vehicle in anti-cancer 
vaccines are shown in Table 4.3. 
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Table 4.3: Preclinical studies investigating the use of EVs in cancer vaccines 

Therapeutic agent Condition Outcome 
 

Refs 

Irradiated C6 glioma 
cell-derived MVs 
(IR-MVs) 

Malignant 
C6 glioma 

In vivo vaccination with IR-MVs promotes antitumor 
immune response leading to the apoptosis of 
glioblastoma cells and increases Th cells and CTL 
infiltration into the tumour. 

[120] 

DC-derived-
exosomes 
functionalized with 
costimulatory 
molecules, MHCs, 
antigenic Ovalbumin 
peptide and anti-
CTLA-4 antibody 
(EXO-OVA-mAb) 

B16-OVA 
melanoma 
tumour 
model 

Exosomes are targeted to T cells in vivo. EXO-OVA-
mAb are able to effectively prime T-cell activation and 
proliferation, in vitro and in vivo. The fraction of 
memory T cells is increased in mice treated with 
vaccination. The antitumor efficacy is confirmed by 
the infiltration of both CD4 + and CD8 + cells and the 
CTLs/Treg ratio within the tumour site of vaccinated 
mice. 

[121] 

Interferon-γ-
modified 
prostate cancer cell- 
derived exosomes  

RM-1 
prostate 
cancer 

Vaccine induces macrophages differentiation and the 
production of antibodies, reduces tumour 
angiogenesis and metastasis rate, inhibits tumour 
growth and prolongs survival time of mice with 
metastatic prostate cancer. 

[122] 

Interferon-γ-
modified 
prostate cancer cell- 
derived exosomes + 
IFN-γ-modified RM-
1 cell vaccine 

RM-1 
prostate 
cancer 

Exosomal vaccine improves the T cell response 
generated by the tumour cell vaccine and 
downregulates in the expression of IDO1 and PD-L1 
immune checkpoints. Combination therapy show the 
highest tumour-specific cytotoxic activities compared 
to vaccine monotherapies and tumour growth is 
significantly suppressed. 

[122] 

Mature DCs 
pulsed with 
ovalbumin 
protein-pulsed DC-
derived exosomes 
(EXO-pulsed DCs) 

B16-OVA 
melanoma 
tumour 
model 

EXO-pulsed DCs stimulate CD8+ T-cell proliferation 
and differentiation into CTL effectors in vitro and in 
vivo. EXO-pulsed DCs induce stronger immunity 
against lung tumour metastases and can eradicate 
established tumours.  They also induce strong long-
term OVA-specific CD8+ T-cell memory 

[123] 

 
As described in the second chapter, exosomes, and more broadly EVs, are also natural 

carriers of RNA and can be employed to deliver siRNA in silencing of genes for cancer 
treatment [124] [125]. In addition, it was observed that silencing of immunosuppressive genes 
through siRNA combined with immune checkpoint blockade therapy provides a promising 
method in cancer immunotherapy [126] [127]. As already mentioned, immune checkpoint 
blockade plays a key role in preventing the interruption of immune responses. Actually, 
immune checkpoint inhibitors, such as monoclonal antibodies against programmed death 1 
(PD-1), inhibits immunosuppressive molecules and restores the ability of the CTLs to kill 
cancer as shown in Figure 4.2 [128]. 
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Figure 4.2: Checkpoint inhibitors are able to “break” the immune tolerance. (Left) Cancer cells are able 
to deactivate T-cells at their immune checkpoints. (Right) Checkpoint inhibitors occupy checkpoint 
binding sites, preventing cancer cells from switching off T-cell activity so they can attack cancer cells. 
Figure adapted from: “Nobel Prize 2018 elevates awareness of immunotherapy research”, graphic by 
Shireen Dooling via Arizona State University website. 

 
 For all these reasons, Matsuda et al. used extracellular vesicles (EVs) for intrahepatic 

delivery of small interfering RNA (siRNA) to directly target β-catenin in hepatocellular 
carcinoma (HCC) [129]. β-catenin is involved in the signalling pathway of cell proliferation 
and often its alteration causes the development of carcinomas. The Wnt/β- catenin pathway, in 
particular, has been identified as an important oncogenic contributor to immune escape because 
its activation is frequently associated with poor spontaneous T cell infiltration across most 
human cancers [130] [131]. By taking into account that sensitivity to anti-PD-1 therapy needs 
the presence of tumour antigen-specific T cells within tumour tissue, a poor or even absent T-
cell infiltration can result in immune deserts and weak response to immunotherapy. Moreover, 
mutations in gene encoding β-catenin were identified among the most frequent alterations 
associated to the development of HCC [132] [133]. Thus, in this study, together with the β-
catenin siRNA-loaded EVs, also anti-PD-1-based therapy were systemically administered in 
order to reduce the tumour growth and at the same time, to enhance the therapeutic response to 
immune checkpoint inhibitors. A synthetic transgenic model of hepatocellular cancer was 
generated by inducing the co-expression of c-tyrosine-protein kinase Met (cMET) and mutant 
β-catenin in mouse livers through hydrodynamic injection (HDI) of DNA and plasmids [134].  
The EVs were derived from bovine milk, which is a safe and scalable source of EVs [135]. 
First, the therapeutic effect of anti-PD-1 was evaluated. Three weeks after HDI, two groups of 
mice bearing HCC were respectively treated with 250 μg/mouse of anti-PD-1 and with 
phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) for control measurements, for 2 weeks. The transfection of 



 29 

Gaussia luciferase (g-luc) and its expression level allowed to evaluate the efficacy of 
therapeutic interventions on tumour growth in terms of relative luminescence units [136]. It 
was observed a reduced rate of tumour growth determined as a change in g-luc expression over 
a 6-week period after the start of treatment compared with that observed in the control group. 
Also, the survival of mice receiving anti-PD-1 was extended with median survival of 119 days 
compared with 96 days in controls. To evaluate the efficacy of combined treatment with both 
therapeutic EVs (tEVs) and anti-PD-1, four groups of mice bearing HCC received different 
treatments three weeks after HDI for a period of 2 weeks. The first group received 250 µg of 
anti-PD-1 injected intraperitoneally 3 times per week (n = 11). The second group received tEVs 
(2 ×1012 particles/body) injected intravenously once every 3 days (n = 10) for five doses, and 
the third group both anti-PD-1 and tEVs (n = 10) in the same way. Last group was used as 
control and did not receive any treatment. Matsuda et al. first demonstrated the in vitro efficacy 
of β-catenin siRNA delivery via EVs, by incubating HepG2 cells with siRNA-loaded EVs. 
Through immunoblot analysis, they observed that the delivery of β-catenin siRNA, by means 
of EVs, decreased the β-catenin protein expression. Then, they evaluated the effect of siRNA 
delivery in vivo on the response to anti-PD-1 therapy. The tumour growth rate between 3 and 6 
weeks was reduced with anti-PD-1, tEVs, or both. However, at 4 weeks after the end of 
treatment, a relapse was noted by an increase in g-luc expression in 38% of the anti-PD-1 group 
and 100% of the tEV group. By contrast, no relapse was observed in mice treated with both 
anti-PD-1 and tEVs, wherein a sustained reduction of growth rate (between 3 and 12 weeks) 
was noted, also greater than that with either treatment alone. Therefore, this confirmed that 
targeting an oncogenic factor can enhance the efficacy of anti-PD-1. Ultimately, the 
combination treatment resulted associated with the greatest degree of CD8+ T-cell infiltration 
within the tumour microenvironment. Moreover, it was observed that inhibition of β-catenin 
signalling in HCC may enhance activation of antitumor-specific T cells, inducing the generation 
of CD8+ effector T cells and their infiltration into the tumour microenvironment and preventing 
CD8+ T-cell exhaustion following an initial response to anti-PD-1 therapy. However further 
research is needed to clarify the molecular mechanism by which β-catenin can enhance tumoral 
CD8+ infiltration. The Table 4.4 collects currently active or completed clinical trials 
investigating the use of EVs-based immunotherapies. 
 

Table 4.4: Currently active or completed clinical trials on EVs-based immunotherapies  

Condition Treatment Clinical 
phase 

NCT 
identifier 

Non-Small-Cell 
Lung Cancer 

Tumour Antigen-loaded Dex  Phase II NCT01159288 

Colon cancer Curcumin conjugated with plant 
exosomes 

Phase I NCT01294072 

Metastatic pancreatic 
adenocarcinoma 

iExosomes (MSC-derived Exosomes 
loaded with siRNA 
targeting KRASG12D) 

Phase I NCT03608631 

Malignant Pleural 
Effusion 

MTX-ATMPs  Phase II NCT02657460 

Malignant Pleural 
Effusion 

Microparticles packaging 
methotrexate1 

Not 
applicable 

NCT04131231 

1Treatment of malignant pleural effusion (MPE) in patients with advanced lung cancer or 
breast cancer. MSC= mesenchymal stem cells, MTX-ATMPs= methotrexate-autologous-
tumour-derived microparticles. 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01159288?term=DC+exosome+based+vaccines&draw=2&rank=1
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT01294072?term=NCT01294072&draw=2&rank=1
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/study/NCT03608631?term=NCT03608631&draw=2&rank=1
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT02657460?term=NCT02657460&draw=2&rank=1
https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT04131231?term=NCT04131231&draw=2&rank=1
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Conclusions 
 
In recent years the study of extracellular vesicles has intensified considerably, leading to the 
achievement of important results in the application of extracellular vesicles for gene and drug 
delivery. In particular, exosomes have proved to be the ideal candidates to be used as 
therapeutic delivery vehicles. Based on this, the use of extracellular vesicles has also been 
extended to the field of cancer immunotherapy. Immunotherapy is a type of cancer treatment 
that stimulates the immune system to attack and destroy cancer cells. A particular form of 
immunotherapy is represented by therapeutic anticancer vaccines. Among the different types 
of cancer vaccines investigated, the most promising are the cancer vaccines based on dendritic 
cells, as these cells facilitate the triggering of the immune response. Several clinical trials are 
currently active to evaluate the efficacy of therapeutic cancer vaccines against various forms of 
cancer. As shown by numerous pre-clinical tests, dendritic cell-derived exosomes can also be 
used in the production of cancer vaccines. Clinical trials have confirmed the safety and 
feasibility of exosome-based cancer vaccines; however, some studies have not been fully 
satisfactory. In fact, vaccines are generally well tolerated by patients undergoing treatment but 
often no significant immune response is observed. This indicates that significant progress has 
been made in building safe delivery vehicles but, at the same time, the clinical efficacy of 
extracellular vesicles based-cancer vaccines remains to be determined. The exosomes derived 
from tumour cells have been proposed as an alternative to the previous ones, as they are able to 
improve the antitumor immune responses. Nevertheless, some studies have shown that 
exosomes derived from tumour cells could be involved in processes that promote tumour 
proliferation, therefore, they are not preferable. To overcome these drawbacks, the possibility 
of producing cancer vaccines based on dendritic cells loaded with exosomes derived from 
tumour cells has recently emerged, but they are still under investigation. The use of extracellular 
vesicles in immunotherapy therefore seems to be hindered only by technological problems and 
not by qualitative ones. Therefore, an ever-increasing effort in this direction could lead to 
tangible results and above all to a new and innovative way to fight cancer. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 31 

References 
 
[1] F. Susa, T. Limongi, B. Dumontel, V. Vighetto, and V. Cauda, “Engineered 

extracellular vesicles as a reliable tool in cancer nanomedicine,” Cancers (Basel)., vol. 
11, no. 12, 2019, doi: 10.3390/cancers11121979. 

[2] A. lie Ståhl, K. Johansson, M. Mossberg, R. Kahn, and D. Karpman, “Exosomes and 

microvesicles in normal physiology, pathophysiology, and renal diseases,” Pediatr. 
Nephrol., vol. 34, no. 1, pp. 11–30, 2019, doi: 10.1007/s00467-017-3816-z. 

[3] D. S. Sutaria, M. Badawi, M. A. Phelps, and T. D. Schmittgen, “Achieving the Promise 

of Therapeutic Extracellular Vesicles: The Devil is in Details of Therapeutic Loading,” 

Pharm. Res., vol. 34, no. 5, pp. 1053–1066, 2017, doi: 10.1007/s11095-017-2123-5. 
[4] H. Kalra, G. P. C. Drummen, and S. Mathivanan, “Focus on extracellular vesicles: 

Introducing the next small big thing,” Int. J. Mol. Sci., vol. 17, no. 2, 2016, doi: 
10.3390/ijms17020170. 

[5] Y. Yuana, A. Sturk, and R. Nieuwland, “Extracellular vesicles in physiological and 

pathological conditions,” Blood Rev., vol. 27, no. 1, pp. 31–39, 2013, doi: 
10.1016/j.blre.2012.12.002. 

[6] E. van der Pol, A. N. Böing, P. Harrison, A. Sturk, and R. Nieuwland, “Classification, 

functions, and clinical relevance of extracellular vesicles,” Pharmacol. Rev., vol. 64, 
no. 3, pp. 676–705, 2012, doi: 10.1124/pr.112.005983. 

[7] C. Théry et al., “Minimal information for studies of extracellular vesicles 2018 

(MISEV2018): a position statement of the International Society for Extracellular 
Vesicles and update of the MISEV2014 guidelines,” J. Extracell. Vesicles, vol. 7, no. 
1, Dec. 2018, doi: 10.1080/20013078.2018.1535750. 

[8] C. Tricarico, J. Clancy, and C. D’Souza-Schorey, “Biology and biogenesis of shed 

microvesicles,” Small GTPases, vol. 8, no. 4, pp. 220–232, 2017, doi: 
10.1080/21541248.2016.1215283. 

[9] Y. Chen, G. Li, and M. L. Liu, “Microvesicles as Emerging Biomarkers and 

Therapeutic Targets in Cardiometabolic Diseases,” Genomics, Proteomics Bioinforma., 
vol. 16, no. 1, pp. 50–62, 2018, doi: 10.1016/j.gpb.2017.03.006. 

[10] E. Cocucci, G. Racchetti, and J. Meldolesi, “Shedding microvesicles: artefacts no 

more,” Trends Cell Biol., vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 43–51, 2009, doi: 
10.1016/j.tcb.2008.11.003. 

[11] A. Mizrak et al., “Genetically engineered microvesicles carrying suicide 

mRNA/protein inhibit schwannoma tumor growth,” Mol. Ther., vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 101–

108, 2013, doi: 10.1038/mt.2012.161. 
[12] M. Kanada et al., “Microvesicle-Mediated Delivery of Minicircle DNA Results in 

Effective Gene-Directed Enzyme Prodrug Cancer Therapy,” Mol. Cancer Ther., vol. 
18, no. 12, pp. 2331–2342, 2019, doi: 10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-19-0299. 

[13] X. Xu, Y. Lai, and Z. C. Hua, “Apoptosis and apoptotic body: Disease message and 

therapeutic target potentials,” Biosci. Rep., vol. 39, no. 1, pp. 1–17, 2019, doi: 
10.1042/BSR20180992. 

[14] M. Battistelli and E. Falcieri, “Apoptotic bodies: Particular extracellular vesicles 



 32 

involved in intercellular communication,” Biology (Basel)., vol. 9, no. 1, 2020, doi: 
10.3390/biology9010021. 

[15] D. R. McIlwain, T. Berger, and T. W. Mak, “Caspase functions in cell death and 

disease,” Cold Spring Harb. Perspect. Biol., vol. 7, no. 4, 2015, doi: 
10.1101/cshperspect.a026716. 

[16] S. Caruso and I. K. H. Poon, “Apoptotic Cell-Derived Extracellular Vesicles: More 
Than Just Debris   ,” Frontiers in Immunology  , vol. 9, 2018, doi: 
10.3389/fimmu.2018.01486. 

[17] A. Jurj et al., “A comprehensive picture of extracellular vesicles and their contents. 

Molecular transfer to cancer cells,” Cancers (Basel)., vol. 12, no. 2, 2020, doi: 
10.3390/cancers12020298. 

[18] S. M. Van Dommelen et al., “Microvesicles and exosomes: Opportunities for cell-
derived membrane vesicles in drug delivery,” J. Control. Release, vol. 161, no. 2, pp. 
635–644, 2012, doi: 10.1016/j.jconrel.2011.11.021. 

[19] D. Ha, N. Yang, and V. Nadithe, “Exosomes as therapeutic drug carriers and delivery 

vehicles across biological membranes: current perspectives and future challenges,” 

Acta Pharm. Sin. B, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 287–296, 2016, doi: 10.1016/j.apsb.2016.02.001. 
[20] Z. Ni et al., “Exosomes: roles and therapeutic potential in osteoarthritis,” Bone Res., 

vol. 8, no. 1, 2020, doi: 10.1038/s41413-020-0100-9. 
[21] Y. Zhang, Y. Liu, H. Liu, and W. H. Tang, “Exosomes: Biogenesis, biologic function 

and clinical potential,” Cell Biosci., vol. 9, no. 1, 2019, doi: 10.1186/s13578-019-0282-
2. 

[22] Y. L. Tai, K. C. Chen, J. T. Hsieh, and T. L. Shen, “Exosomes in cancer development 

and clinical applications,” Cancer Sci., vol. 109, no. 8, pp. 2364–2374, 2018, doi: 
10.1111/cas.13697. 

[23] R. W. Y. Yeo et al., “Mesenchymal stem cell: An efficient mass producer of exosomes 

for drug delivery,” Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev., vol. 65, no. 3, pp. 336–341, 2013, doi: 
10.1016/j.addr.2012.07.001. 

[24] S. M. Patil, S. S. Sawant, and N. K. Kunda, “Exosomes as drug delivery systems: A 
brief overview and progress update,” Eur. J. Pharm. Biopharm., vol. 154, no. 7, pp. 
259–269, 2020, doi: 10.1016/j.ejpb.2020.07.026. 

[25] O. Markov, A. Oshchepkova, and N. Mironova, “Immunotherapy Based on Dendritic 

Cell-Targeted/-Derived Extracellular Vesicles-A Novel Strategy for Enhancement of 
the Anti-tumor Immune Response,” Front. Pharmacol., vol. 10, no. 10, 2019, doi: 
10.3389/fphar.2019.01152. 

[26] American Cancer Society, “How Immunotherapy Is Used to Treat Cancer,” Am. 
Cancer Soc., pp. 1–26, 2020, [Online]. Available: 
https://www.cancer.org/treatment/treatments-and-side-effects/treatment-
types/immunotherapy/what-is-immunotherapy.html. 

[27] S. Bae, J. Brumbaugh, and B. Bonavida, “Exosomes derived from cancerous and non-
cancerous cells regulate the anti-tumor response in the tumor microenvironment,” 

Genes Cancer, vol. 9, no. 3, pp. 87–100, 2018, doi: 10.18632/genesandcancer.172. 
[28] D. D. Taylor and C. Gercel-Taylor, “Exosomes/microvesicles: mediators of cancer-

associated immunosuppressive microenvironments.,” Semin. Immunopathol., vol. 33, 



 33 

no. 5, pp. 441–454, 2011, doi: 10.1007/s00281-010-0234-8. 
[29] X. Luan, K. Sansanaphongpricha, I. Myers, H. Chen, H. Yuan, and D. Sun, 

“Engineering exosomes as refined biological nanoplatforms for drug delivery,” Acta 
Pharmacol. Sin., vol. 38, no. 6, pp. 754–763, 2017, doi: 10.1038/aps.2017.12. 

[30] B. B. Shenoda and S. K. Ajit, “Modulation of Immune Responses by Exosomes 

Derived from Antigen-Presenting Cells”, Clin. Med. Insights: Pathol., vol. 9, no. 8, 
2016 doi: 10.4137/CPath.S39925.  

[31] E. Martin-Gayo and X. G. Yu, “Role of Dendritic Cells in Natural Immune Control of 

HIV-1 Infection”, Front. Immunol., vol. 10, 2019 doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2019.01306. 
[32] M. E. Turnis and C. M. Rooney, “Enhancement of dendritic cells as vaccines for 

cancer,” Immunotherapy, vol. 2, pp. 847–862, Nov. 2010, doi: 10.2217/imt.10.56. 
[33] E. A. Jones, X. Yang, P. Giannoudis, and D. McGonagle, Mesenchymal Stem Cells: 

Discovery in Bone Marrow and Beyond in “Mesenchymal Stem Cells and Skeletal 
Regeneration”, (E. A. Jones, X. Yang, P. Giannoudis, and D. B. T.-M. S. C. and S. R. 
McGonagle, Eds.), Chap. 2, Academic Press, Boston, USA, 2013, pp. 7–13. 

[34] I. Marigo and F. Dazzi, “The immunomodulatory properties of mesenchymal stem 
cells”, Semin. Immunopathol., vol. 33(6), no. 11, pp. 593–602, 2011, doi: 
10.1007/s00281-011-0267-7.  

[35] T. S. Chen et al., “Enabling a robust scalable manufacturing process for therapeutic 

exosomes through oncogenic immortalization of human ESC-derived MSCs,” J. 
Transl. Med., vol. 9, no. 4, 2011, doi: 10.1186/1479-5876-9-47. 

[36] M. I. Maqsood, M. M. Matin, A.R. Bahrami, M. M. Ghasroldasht, “Immortality of cell 

lines: challenges and advantages of establishment”, Cell Biol. Int., vol. 37, no. 10, pp. 
1038–1045, 2013, doi: 10.1002/cbin.10137 

[37] S. Villata, M. Canta, and V. Cauda, “EVs and Bioengineering: From Cellular Products 

to Engineered Nanomachines,” Int. J. Mol. Sci., vol. 21, no. 10, 2020, doi: 
10.3390/ijms21176048. 

[38] M. Y. Konoshenko, E. A. Lekchnov, A. V. Vlassov, and P. P. Laktionov, “Isolation of 

Extracellular Vesicles: General Methodologies and Latest Trends,” Biomed Res. Int., 
vol. 2018, 2018, doi: 10.1155/2018/8545347. 

[39] T. Lener et al., “Applying extracellular vesicles based therapeutics in clinical trials - 
An ISEV position paper,” J. Extracell. Vesicles, vol. 4, 2015, doi: 
10.3402/jev.v4.30087. 

[40] R. Szatanek, J. Baran, M. Siedlar, and M. Baj-Krzyworzeka, “Isolation of extracellular 

vesicles: Determining the correct approach (Review)”, Int. J. Mol. Med., vol. 36, pp. 
11–17, 2015, doi: 10.3892/ijmm.2015.2194.  

[41] O. P. B. Wiklander, M. Brennan, J. Lötvall, X. O. Breakefield, and S. E. L. Andaloussi, 
“Advances in therapeutic applications of extracellular vesicles,” Sci. Transl. Med., vol. 
11, 2019, doi: 10.1126/scitranslmed.aav8521. 

[42] E. Willms, C. Cabañas, I. Mäger, M. J. A. Wood, and P. Vader, “Extracellular vesicle 

heterogeneity: Subpopulations, isolation techniques, and diverse functions in cancer 
progression,” Front. Immunol., vol. 9, no. 4, 2018, doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.00738. 

[43] L. Alvarez-Erviti, Y. Seow, H. Yin, C. Betts, S. Lakhal, and M. J. A. Wood, “Delivery 

of siRNA to the mouse brain by systemic injection of targeted exosomes,” Nat. 



 34 

Biotechnol., vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 341–345, 2011, doi: 10.1038/nbt.1807. 
[44] T. Yang et al., “Exosome delivered anticancer drugs across the blood-brain barrier for 

brain cancer  therapy in Danio rerio”, Pharm. Res., vol. 32(6), no. 6, 2015, doi: 
10.1007/s11095-014-1593-y. 

[45] B. Dumontel et al., “ZnO nanocrystals shuttled by extracellular vesicles as effective 

Trojan nano-horses against cancer cells,” Nanomedicine, vol. 14, no. 11, pp. 2815–

2833, 2019, doi: 10.2217/nnm-2019-0231. 
[46] M. Sancho-Albero et al., “Exosome origin determines cell targeting and the transfer of 

therapeutic nanoparticles towards target cells,” J. Nanobiotechnology, vol. 17, no. 1, 
pp. 1–13, 2019, doi: 10.1186/s12951-018-0437-z. 

[47] M. Piffoux, A. K. A. Silva, J.-B. Lugagne, P. Hersen, C. Wilhelm, and F. Gazeau, 
“Extracellular Vesicle Production Loaded with Nanoparticles and Drugs in a Trade-off 
between Loading, Yield and Purity: Towards a Personalized Drug Delivery System,” 

Adv. Biosyst., vol. 1, no. 5, 2017, doi: 10.1002/adbi.201700044. 
[48] D. Sun et al., “A novel nanoparticle drug delivery system: The anti-inflammatory 

activity of curcumin is enhanced when encapsulated in exosomes,” Mol. Ther., vol. 18, 
no. 9, pp. 1606–1614, 2010, doi: 10.1038/mt.2010.105. 

[49] W. J. Goh, C. K. Lee, S. Zou, E. C. Woon, B. Czarny, and G. Pastorin, “Doxorubicin-
loaded cell-derived nanovesicles: an alternative targeted approach for anti-tumor 
therapy,” Int. J. Nanomedicine, vol. 12, pp. 2759–2767, Apr. 2017, doi: 
10.2147/IJN.S131786. 

[50] B. Escudier et al., “Vaccination of metastatic melanoma patients with autologous 

dendritic cell (DC) derived-exosomes: Results of the first phase 1 clinical trial,” J. 
Transl. Med., vol. 3, 2005, doi: 10.1186/1479-5876-3-10. 

[51] L. Pascucci et al., “Paclitaxel is incorporated by mesenchymal stromal cells and 

released in exosomes  that inhibit in vitro tumor growth: a new approach for drug 
delivery”, J. Control Rel.,vol. 192, no. 10, 2014, doi:10.1016/j.jconrel.2014.07.042. 

[52] P. Gangadaran and. B. Anh, “Extracellular Vesicle- and Extracellular Vesicle 
Mimetics-Based Drug Delivery  Systems: New Perspectives, Challenges, and Clinical 
Developments”, Pharmaceutics, vol. 12, 2020, doi:10.3390/pharmaceutics12050442. 

[53] Y. Tian et al., “A doxorubicin delivery platform using engineered natural membrane 
vesicle exosomes for targeted tumor therapy”, Biomaterials, vol. 35, no. 7, pp. 2383–

2390, 2014, doi: 10.1016/j.biomaterials.2013.11.083. 
[54] S. G. Antimisiaris, S. Mourtas, and A. Marazioti, “Exosomes and Exosome-Inspired 

Vesicles for Targeted Drug Delivery”,  Pharmaceutics, vol. 10, 2018, doi: 
10.3390/pharmaceutics10040218. 

[55] J. Van Deun et al., “Feasibility of Mechanical Extrusion to Coat Nanoparticles with 

Extracellular Vesicle Membranes”, Cells, vol. 9, no. 8, pp. 1–15, 2020, doi: 
10.3390/cells9081797. 

[56] T. N. Lamichhane et al., “Oncogene Knockdown via Active Loading of Small RNAs 

into Extracellular Vesicles by Sonication”, Cell. Mol. Bioeng., vol. 9, pp. 315–324, 
2016, doi: 10.1007/s12195-016-0457-4. 

[57] S. Walker et al., “Extracellular vesicle-based drug delivery systems for cancer 
treatment”, Theranostics, vol. 9, no. 26, pp. 8001–8017, 2019, doi: 



 35 

10.7150/thno.37097. 
[58] M. S. Kim et al., “Development of exosome-encapsulated paclitaxel to overcome MDR 

in cancer cells”, Nanomedicine Nanotechnology, Biol. Med., vol. 12, no. 3, pp. 655–

664, 2016, doi: 10.1016/j.nano.2015.10.012. 
[59] M. J. Haney et al., “Exosomes as drug delivery vehicles for Parkinson’s disease 

therapy”, J. Control. Release, vol. 207, pp. 18–30, 2015, doi: 
10.1016/j.jconrel.2015.03.033. 

[60] V. V. Kucherianu, E. V. Iurasov et al., “The effect of liposomal form of L-Dopa on the 
development of parkinsonian syndrome  in mice”, Biull Eksp Biol Med, vol. 123, no. 1, 
pp. 29–33, 1997. 

[61] F. Danhier, E. Ansorena, J. M. Silva, R. Coco,  A. Le Breton, V. Préat, “PLGA-based 
nanoparticles: an overview of biomedical applications”, J Control Release, vol. 161, 
no. 2, 2012, doi: 10.1016/j.jconrel.2012.01.043. 

[62] J. P. K. Armstrong, M. N. Holme, and M. M. Stevens, “Re-Engineering Extracellular 
Vesicles as Smart Nanoscale Therapeutics,” ACS Nano, vol. 11, no. 1, pp. 69–83, 2017, 
doi: 10.1021/acsnano.6b07607. 

[63] I. Nakase and S. Futaki, “Combined treatment with a pH-sensitive fusogenic peptide 
and cationic lipids achieves enhanced cytosolic delivery of exosomes,” Sci. Rep., vol. 
5, no. 1, 2015, doi: 10.1038/srep10112. 

[64] I. Nakase, K. Kogure, H. Harashima and S. Futaki, “Application of a fusiogenic 
peptide GALA for intracellular delivery”, Methods Mol. Biol., 2011, doi: 10.1007/978-
1-60761-919-2_37. 

[65] C. D. Hein,  X. M. Liu,  D. Wang, “Click chemistry, a powerful tool for 

pharmaceutical sciences”, Pharm. Res., vol. 25, no. 10, 2008, doi: 10.1007/s11095-
008-9616-1. 

[66] T. Smyth et al., “Surface Functionalization of Exosomes Using Click Chemistry,” 

Bioconjug. Chem., vol. 25, no. 10, pp. 1777–1784, 2014, doi: 10.1021/bc500291r. 
[67] K. SAA et al., “PEGylated and targeted extracellular vesicles display enhanced cell 

specificity and  circulation time”, J. Control Release, vol. 244, pp. 77–85, 2016, doi: 
10.1016/j.jconrel.2016.01.009. 

[68] S.-D. Li and L. Huang, “Targeted Delivery of Antisense Oligodeoxynucleotide and 

Small Interference RNA into Lung Cancer Cells,” Mol. Pharm., vol. 3, no. 5, pp. 579–

588, 2006, doi: 10.1021/mp060039w. 
[69] M. S. Kim et al., “Engineering macrophage-derived exosomes for targeted paclitaxel 

delivery to pulmonary metastases: in vitro and in vivo evaluations,” Nanomedicine 
Nanotechnology, Biol. Med., vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 195–204, 2018, doi: 
10.1016/j.nano.2017.09.011. 

[70] B. J. Vilner, C. S. John, W. D. Bowen, “Sigma-1 and sigma-2 receptors are expressed 
in a wide variety of human and rodent  tumor cell lines”, Cancer Res., vol. 55, no. 2,  
pp. 408-413, 1995.  

[71] L. Flintoft, “Getting RNAi therapies to the brain,” Nat. Rev. Genet., vol. 12, no. 5, p. 
296, 2011, doi: 10.1038/nrg2990. 

[72] J. Yang et al., “Therapeutic Effects of Simultaneous Delivery of Nerve Growth Factor 
mRNA and Protein via Exosomes on Cerebral Ischemia,” Mol. Ther. - Nucleic Acids, 



 36 

vol. 21, no. 119, pp. 512–522, 2020, doi: 10.1016/j.omtn.2020.06.013. 
[73] L. Aloe, M. L. Rocco, B. O. Balzamino, and A. Micera, “Nerve growth factor: A focus 

on neuroscience and therapy,” Curr. Neuropharmacol., vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 294–303, 
2015, doi: 10.2174/1570159X13666150403231920. 

[74] M. Sullivan, K. Kaur, N. Pauli, and P. C. Wilson, “Harnessing the immune system’s 

arsenal: Producing human monoclonal antibodies for therapeutics and investigating 
immune responses,” F1000 Biol. Rep., vol. 3, no. 1, pp. 1–8, 2011, doi: 10.3410/B3-17. 

[75] G. Marelli, A. Howells, N. R. Lemoine, and Y. Wang, “Oncolytic Viral Therapy and 

the Immune System: A Double-Edged Sword Against Cancer,” Front. Immunol., vol. 
9, p. 866, Apr. 2018, doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2018.00866. 

[76] M. AN and P. LC, “CAR T-cell Therapy: A New Era in Cancer Immunotherapy”, 

Curr. Pharm. Biotechnol., vol. 19, no. 1, pp. 5-18, 2018, doi: 
10.2174/1389201019666180418095526. 

[77] M. E. Gatti-Mays, J. M. Redman, J. M. Collins, and M. Bilusic, “Cancer vaccines: 

Enhanced immunogenic modulation through therapeutic combinations,” Hum. Vaccin. 
Immunother., vol. 13, no. 11, pp. 2561–2574, 2017, doi: 
10.1080/21645515.2017.1364322. 

[78] P. L. Beatty and O. J. Finn, Therapeutic and Prophylactic Cancer Vaccines in 
“Encyclopedia of Immunobiology”, (M. J.H. Ratcliffe ed.), vol. 4, Oxford, Academic 
Press, 2016, pp. 542-549, ISBN 9780080921525, doi: 10.1016/B978-0-12-374279-
7.17020-1. 

[79] M. J. D. Esmatabadi, B. Bakhshinejad, F. M. Motlagh, S. Babashah, and M. 
Sadeghizadeh, “Therapeutic resistance and cancer recurrence mechanisms: Unfolding 

the story of tumour coming back,” J. Biosci., vol. 41, no. 3, pp. 497–506, 2016, doi: 
10.1007/s12038-016-9624-y. 

[80] N. Terraneo, F. Jacob, A. Dubrovska, and J. Grünberg, “Novel Therapeutic Strategies 

for Ovarian Cancer Stem Cells”, Frontiers in Oncology, vol. 10, 2020, [Online]. 
Available: https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fonc.2020.00319. 

[81] G. Civenni et al., “Transcriptional Reprogramming and Novel Therapeutic Approaches 

for Targeting Prostate Cancer Stem Cells”, Frontiers in Oncology, vol. 9. p. 385, 2019, 
[Online]. Available: https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fonc.2019.00385. 

[82] B. J. Coventry, “Therapeutic vaccination immunomodulation: forming the basis of all 

cancer immunotherapy,” Ther. Adv. vaccines Immunother., vol. 7, no. 8, 2019, doi: 
10.1177/2515135519862234. 

[83] Z. L. Ye, Q. Qian, H. J. Jin, and Q. J. Qian, “Cancer vaccine: Learning lessons from 

immune checkpoint inhibitors,” J. Cancer, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 263–268, 2018, doi: 
10.7150/jca.20059. 

[84] A. Nencioni, F. Grünebach, F. Patrone, and P. Brossart, “Anticancer vaccination 

strategies,” Ann. Oncol., vol. 15, 2004, doi: 10.1093/annonc/mdh920. 
[85] R. E. Hollingsworth and K. Jansen, “Turning the corner on therapeutic cancer 

vaccines,” npj Vaccines, vol. 4, no. 1, pp. 1–10, 2019, doi: 10.1038/s41541-019-0103-
y. 

[86] R. Nurieva, J. Wang, and A. Sahoo, “T-cell tolerance in cancer,” Immunotherapy, vol. 
5, no. 5, pp. 513–531, 2013, doi: 10.2217/imt.13.33. 



 37 

[87] Z. Lin et al., “A PD-L1-Based Cancer Vaccine Elicits Antitumor Immunity in a Mouse 
Melanoma Model,” Mol. Ther. oncolytics, vol. 14, pp. 222–232, 2019, doi: 
10.1016/j.omto.2019.06.002. 

[88] T. Jiang et al., “Tumor neoantigens: from basic research to clinical applications,” J. 
Hematol. Oncol., vol. 12, no. 1, p. 93, 2019, doi: 10.1186/s13045-019-0787-5. 

[89] I. Kimiz-Gebologlu, S. Gulce-Iz, and C. Biray-Avci, “Monoclonal antibodies in cancer 

immunotherapy,” Mol. Biol. Rep., vol. 45, no. 6, pp. 2935–2940, 2018, doi: 
10.1007/s11033-018-4427-x. 

[90] R. J. Malonis, J. R. Lai, and O. Vergnolle, “Peptide-Based Vaccines: Current Progress 
and Future Challenges,” Chem. Rev., vol. 120, no. 6, pp. 3210–3229, 2020, doi: 
10.1021/acs.chemrev.9b00472. 

[91] M. D. Pegram, G. Konecny, and D. J. Slamon, “The Molecular and Cellular Biology of 

HER2/neu Gene Amplification/Overexpression and the Clinical Development of 
Herceptin (Trastuzumab) Therapy for Breast Cancer in “Advances in Breast Cancer 
Management”, (W. J. Gradishar and W. C. Wood, Eds.), Boston, MA, Springer US, 
2000, pp. 57–75. 

[92] J. DO et al., “Effects of HLA status and HER2 status on outcomes in breast cancer 

patients at risk  for recurrence - Implications for vaccine trial design”, Clin. Immunol., 
vol. 195, pp. 28-35, 2018, doi: 10.1016/j.clim.2018.06.008  

[93] P. Brossant et al., “Her-2/neu-derived peptides are tumor-associated antigens expressed 
by human renal cell and colon carcinoma lines and are recognized by in vitro induced 
specific cytotoxic T lymphocytes,” Cancer Res., vol. 58, no. 4, pp. 732–736, 1998. 

[94] P. T. Kaumaya, “B-cell epitope peptide cancer vaccines: a new paradigm for 
combination immunotherapies with novel checkpoint peptide vaccine,” Future Oncol., 
vol. 16, no. 23, pp. 1767–1791, 2020, doi: 10.2217/fon-2020-0224. 

[95] P. J. DeMaria and M. Bilusic, “Cancer Vaccines,” Hematol. Oncol. Clin. North Am., 
vol. 33, no. 2, pp. 199–214, 2019, doi: 10.1016/j.hoc.2018.12.001. 

[96] S. Farkona, E. P. Diamandis, and I. M. Blasutig, “Cancer immunotherapy: The 

beginning of the end of cancer?,” BMC Med., vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 1–18, 2016, doi: 
10.1186/s12916-016-0623-5. 

[97] M. A. Cheever and C. S. Higano, “PROVENGE (Sipuleucel-T) in Prostate Cancer: The 
First FDA-Approved Therapeutic Cancer Vaccine,” Clin. Cancer Res., vol. 17, no. 11, 
pp. 3520– 3526, 2011, doi: 10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-10-3126. 

[98] A. E. Hammerstrom, D. H. Cauley, B. J. Atkinson, and P. Sharma, “Cancer 

immunotherapy: sipuleucel-T and beyond,” Pharmacotherapy, vol. 31, no. 8, pp. 813–

828, 2011, doi: 10.1592/phco.31.8.813. 
[99] J. Calmeiro et al., “Dendritic cell vaccines for cancer immunotherapy: The role of 

human conventional type 1 dendritic cells,” Pharmaceutics, vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 1–20, 
2020, doi: 10.3390/pharmaceutics12020158. 

[100] J. A. Cintolo, J. Datta, S. J. Mathew, and B. J. Czerniecki, “Dendritic cell-based 
vaccines: barriers and opportunities,” Future Oncol., vol. 8, no. 10, pp. 1273–1299, 
2012, doi: 10.2217/fon.12.125. 

[101] H. Tian and W. Li, “Dendritic cell-derived exosomes for cancer immunotherapy: Hope 
and challenges,” Ann. Transl. Med., vol. 5, no. 10, pp. 3–5, 2017, doi: 



 38 

10.21037/atm.2017.02.23. 
[102] B. Besse et al., “Dendritic cell-derived exosomes as maintenance immunotherapy after 

first line chemotherapy in NSCLC,” Oncoimmunology, vol. 5, no. 4, 2016, doi: 
10.1080/2162402X.2015.1071008. 

[103] J. M. Pitt et al., “Dendritic cell-derived exosomes for cancer therapy”, J Clin Invest, 
vol. 126, no. 4, pp. 1224-1232, 2016, doi: 10.1172/JCI81137. 

[104] C. Théry, L. Duban, E. Segura et al., “Indirect activation of naïve CD4+ T cells by 

dendritic cell–derived exosomes,” Nat. Immunol., vol. 3, no. 12, pp. 1156–1162, 2002, 
doi: 10.1038/ni854. 

[105] F. André et al., “Exosomes as Potent Cell-Free Peptide-Based Vaccine. I. Dendritic 
Cell-Derived Exosomes Transfer Functional MHC Class I/Peptide Complexes to 
Dendritic Cells,” J. Immunol., vol. 172, no. 4, pp. 2126–2136, 2004, doi: 
10.4049/jimmunol.172.4.2126. 

[106] E. Segura, S. Amigorena, and C. Théry, “Mature dendritic cells secrete exosomes with 

strong ability to induce antigen-specific effector immune responses,” Blood Cells, Mol. 
Dis., vol. 35, no. 2, pp. 89–93, 2005, doi: 10.1016/j.bcmd.2005.05.003. 

[107] J. Sprent, “Direct stimulation of naïve T cells by antigen-presenting cell vesicles,” 

Blood Cells, Mol. Dis., vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 17–20, 2005, doi: 
10.1016/j.bcmd.2005.04.004. 

[108] S. Viaud et al., “Dendritic cell-derived exosomes promote natural killer cell activation 
and proliferation: A role for NKG2D ligands and IL-15Rα,” PLoS One, vol. 4, no. 3, 
2009, doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0004942. 

[109] M. A. Morse et al., “A phase I study of dexosome immunotherapy in patients with 

advanced non-small cell lung cancer,” J. Transl. Med., vol. 3, pp. 1–8, 2005, doi: 
10.1186/1479-5876-3-9. 

[110] X. M. Zhang et al., “The anti-tumor immune response induced by a combination of 
MAGE-3/MAGE-n-derived  peptides”, Oncol. Rep., vol. 20, no. 1, pp. 245- 252, 2008. 

[111] E. Vivier et al., “Innate or adaptive immunity? The example of natural killer cells”, 

Science, vol. 331, no. 6013, 2011, doi: 10.1126/science.1198687  
[112] W. Chen et al., “Efficient induction of antitumor T cell immunity by exosomes derived 

from  heat-shocked lymphoma cells”, Eur. J. Immunol., vol. 36, no. 6, 2006, doi: 
10.1002/eji.200535501. 

[113] Y. Shao, Y. Shen, T. Chen, F. Xu, X. Chen, and S. Zheng, “The functions and clinical 

applications of tumor-derived exosomes,” Oncotarget, vol. 7, no. 37, pp. 60736–60751, 
2016, doi: 10.18632/oncotarget.11177. 

[114]  C. de la T. Gomez, R.V. Goreham, J.J. Bech Serra, T. Nann, and M. Kussmann, 
“‘Exosomics’-A Review of Biophysics, Biology and Biochemistry of Exosomes With a  
Focus on Human Breast Milk”, Front. Genet., vol. 9, 2018, doi: 
10.3389/fgene.2018.00092  

[115] T. L. Whiteside, M. Mandapathil, M. Szczepanski, and M. Szajnik, “Mechanisms of 

tumor escape from the immune system: Adenosine-producing Treg, exosomes and 
tumor-associated TLRs,” Bull. Cancer, vol. 98, no. 2, pp. E25–E31, 2011, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1684/bdc.2010.1294. 

[116] C. P. R. Xavier, H. R. Caires, M. A. G. Barbosa, R. Bergantim, J. E. Guimarães, and 



 39 

M. H. Vasconcelos, “The Role of Extracellular Vesicles in the Hallmarks of Cancer 

and Drug Resistance,” Cells, vol. 9, no. 5, 2020, doi: 10.3390/cells9051141. 
[117] N. Bu, Q.-L. Li, Q. Feng, and B.-Z. Sun, “Immune protection effect of exosomes 

against attack of L1210 tumor cells,” Leuk. Lymphoma, vol. 47, no. 5, pp. 913–918, 
2006, doi: 10.1080/10428190500376191. 

[118] Y. Yao et al., “Dendritic Cells Pulsed with Leukemia Cell-Derived Exosomes More 
Efficiently Induce Antileukemic Immunities,” PLoS One, vol. 9, no. 3, 2014, [Online]. 
Available: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0091463. 

[119] X. Gu, U. Erb, M.W. Büchler, M. Zöller, “Improved vaccine efficacy of tumor 

exosome compared to tumor lysate loaded dendritic  cells in mice”, Int. J. Cancer, vol. 
136, no. 4, pp. 74-84, 2015, doi: 10.1002/ijc.29100. 

[120] B. Pineda et al., “Malignant Glioma Therapy by Vaccination with Irradiated C6 Cell-
Derived Microvesicles Promotes an Antitumoral Immune Response,” Mol. Ther., vol. 
27, no. 9, pp. 1612–1620, 2019, doi: 10.1016/j.ymthe.2019.05.016. 

[121] C. D. Phung et al., “Anti-CTLA-4 antibody-functionalized dendritic cell-derived 
exosomes targeting tumor-draining lymph nodes for effective induction of antitumor T-
cell responses,” Acta Biomater., vol. 4, no. 4, pp. 1–12, 2020, doi: 
10.1016/j.actbio.2020.08.008. 

[122] X. Shi et al., “Antitumor efficacy of interferon-γ-modified exosomal vaccine in 
prostate cancer,” Prostate, vol. 80, no. 11, pp. 811–823, 2020, doi: 
10.1002/pros.23996. 

[123] S. Hao, O. Bai, F. Li, J. Yuan, S. Laferte, and J. Xiang, “Mature dendritic cells pulsed 

with exosomes stimulate efficient cytotoxic T-lymphocyte responses and antitumour 
immunity,” Immunology, vol. 120, no. 1, pp. 90–102, 2007, doi: 10.1111/j.1365-
2567.2006.02483.x. 

[124] M. Lu et al., “Exosome-based small RNA delivery: Progress and prospects,” Asian J. 
Pharm. Sci., vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 1–11, 2018, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajps.2017.07.008. 

[125] D. Zhang, H. Lee, and Y. Jin, “Delivery of Functional Small RNAs via Extracellular 
Vesicles In Vitro and In Vivo”, Methods Mol. Biol., vol. 2115, pp. 107-117, 2020, doi: 
10.1007/978-1-0716-0290-4_6. 

[126] Y. Wu, W. Chen, Z. P. Xu, and W. Gu, “PD-L1 Distribution and Perspective for 
Cancer Immunotherapy-Blockade, Knockdown, or Inhibition,” Front. Immunol., vol. 
10, 2019, doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2019.02022. 

[127] C. Imbert et al., “Resistance of melanoma to immune checkpoint inhibitors is 

overcome by targeting the sphingosine kinase-1,” Nat. Commun., vol. 11, no. 1, 2020, 
doi: 10.1038/s41467-019-14218-7. 

[128] T. Wieder, T. Eigentler, E. Brenner, and M. Röcken, “Immune checkpoint blockade 

therapy,” J. Allergy Clin. Immunol., vol. 142, no. 5, pp. 1403–1414, 2018, doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2018.02.042. 

[129] Y. X. Lin et al., “RNA nanotechnology-mediated cancer immunotherapy,” 

Theranostics, vol. 10, no. 1, pp. 281–299, 2020, doi: 10.7150/thno.35568. 
[130] M. Ruiz de Galarreta et al., “β-Catenin Activation Promotes Immune Escape and 

Resistance to Anti-PD-1 Therapy in  Hepatocellular Carcinoma”, Cancer Discov., vol. 



 40 

9, no. 8, pp. 1124-1141, 2019, doi: 10.1158/2159-8290.CD-19-0074. 
[131] S. Spranger and T. F. Gajewski, “A new paradigm for tumor immune escape: β-

catenin-driven immune exclusion,” J. Immunother. cancer, vol. 3, 2015, doi: 
10.1186/s40425-015-0089-6. 

[132] F. Petitprez, M. Meylan, A. de Reyniès, C. Sautès-Fridman, and W. H. Fridman, “The 

Tumor Microenvironment in the Response to Immune Checkpoint Blockade 
Therapies,” Front. Immunol., vol. 11, 2020, doi: 10.3389/fimmu.2020.00784. 

[133] P. Berraondo, M. C. Ochoa, I. Olivera, and I. Melero, “Immune Desertic Landscapes in 

Hepatocellular Carcinoma Shaped by β-Catenin  Activation”, Cancer Discov., vol. 9, 
no. 8, pp. 1003-1005, 2019, doi: 10.1158/2159-8290.CD-19-0696. 

[134] J. B. Bell, K. M. Podetz-Pedersen, E. L. Aronovich, L. R. Belur, R. S. McIvor, and P. 
B. Hackett, “Preferential delivery of the Sleeping Beauty transposon system to livers of 
mice by hydrodynamic injection,” Nat. Protoc., vol. 2, no. 12, pp. 3153–3165, 2007, 
doi: 10.1038/nprot.2007.471. 

[135] R. Munagala, F. Aqil, J. Jeyabalan, and R. C. Gupta, “Bovine milk-derived exosomes 
for drug delivery,” Cancer Lett., vol. 371, no. 1, pp. 48–61, 2016, doi: 
10.1016/j.canlet.2015.10.020. 

[136] J. J. Subleski et al., “Serum-based tracking of de novo initiated liver cancer progression 
reveals early immunoregulation and response to therapy,” J. Hepatol., vol. 63, no. 5, 
pp. 1181–1189, 2015, doi: 10.1016/j.jhep.2015.06.021. 

 
 


