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ABSTRACT: Galectin-3 binding protein (Gal-3BP) is a glycoprotein that is overexpressed and secreted by several cancers and has
been implicated as a marker of both tumor progression and poor prognosis in melanoma, non-small cell lung cancer, head and neck
squamous cell carcinoma, and breast cancer. The expression of Gal-3BP by a variety of neoplasms makes it an enticing target for
both diagnostics and therapeutics, including immuno-positron emission tomography (immunoPET) probes and antibody-drug
conjugates (ADCs). Herein, we report the development, in vitro characterization, and in vivo evaluation of a pair of Gal-3BP-
targeting radioimmunoconjugates for 89Zr-immunoPET. A humanized anti-Gal-3BP antibody, 1959, and its corresponding ADC,
1959-sss/DM4 (DM4 = ravtansine), were modified with desferrioxamine (DFO) to yield DFO-1959 and DFO-1959-sss/DM4
immunoconjugates bearing 1−2 DFO/monoclonal antibody. Both DFO-modified immunoconjugates retained their affinity for Gal-
3BP in enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay experiments. The chelator-bearing antibodies were radiolabeled with zirconium-89 (t1/2
≈ 3.3 d) to produce radioimmunoconjugates � [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4 � with high specific
activity (>444 MBq/mg, >12 mCi/mg) and stability (>80% intact after 168 h in human serum at 37 °C). In mice bearing
subcutaneous Gal-3BP-secreting A375-MA1 xenografts, [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 clearly delineated tumor tissue, reaching a maximum
tumoral activity concentration (54.8 ± 15.8%ID/g) and tumor-to-background contrast (tumor-to-blood = 8.0 ± 4.6) at 120 h post-
injection. The administration of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 to mice bearing subcutaneous Gal-3BP-expressing melanoma patient-derived
xenografts produced similarly promising results. [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4 exhibited nearly identical
pharmacokinetic profiles in the mice bearing A375-MA1 tumors, though the latter produced higher uptake in the spleen and kidneys.
Both [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4 effectively visualized Gal-3BP-secreting tumors in murine models of
melanoma. These results suggest that both probes could play a role in the clinical imaging of Gal-3BP-expressing malignancies,
particularly as companion theranostics for the identification of patients likely to respond to Gal-3BP-targeted therapeutics such as
1959-sss/DM4.
KEYWORDS: galectin-3 binding protein, positron emission tomography, immunoPET, theranostic imaging, Zr-89,
antibody-drug conjugate

■ INTRODUCTION
Galectin-3 binding protein � Gal-3BP; also known as
LGALS3BP, 90K, or Mac-2-Binding Protein (Uniprot ID:
Q08380) � is a highly glycosylated oligomeric protein that
was originally identified in the conditioned medium of human
breast cancer cells.1 Gal-3BP is produced at low levels by
healthy cells and tissues, but dramatically increased expression
levels have been found in the tumors of patients with a variety
of malignancies.2−6 Gal-3BP expression and secretion have
been shown to be markers of poor prognosis in breast cancer,
non-small cell lung cancer, head and neck squamous cell
carcinoma, and melanoma.3,4,7−10 Along these lines, Gal-3BP is
believed to be a driving force in several processes leading to
cell transformation and tumor progression, including the
regulation of adhesion processes, the stimulation of tumor
angiogenesis, and the induction of immune escape.5,8,11,12

Several groups have also identified Gal-3BP as a major
component of cancer-derived extracellular vesicles (EVs).13−16

The expression of Gal-3BP by a variety of cancers has made
it a particularly enticing target for the development of
therapeutics. Indeed, an antibody-drug conjugate (ADC)
based on the Gal-3BP-targeting monoclonal antibody (mAb)

1959 (i.e., 1959-sss/DM3 (DM3 = maytansinoid DM3)) has
recently been shown to suppress tumor growth and prolong
survival in murine models of melanoma and neuroblasto-
ma.17,18 In mice bearing melanoma xenografts, for example, a
dose of 10 mg/kg 1959-sss/DM3 completely halted tumor
growth and resulted in the survival of 100% of mice after 150
days, all with no observed mortality or treatment-related
toxicity. The efficacy of 1959-sss/DM3 is especially remarkable
given that Gal-3BP is secreted and that the ADC itself is non-
internalizing. While conventional wisdom has held that ADCs
must be internalized to efficiently deliver their toxic cargo,
several recent studies have underscored the potential of non-
internalizing ADCs � including the family based on 1959 �
that target tumor- or stroma-associated antigens and exploit
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the reducing nature of the tumor microenvironment to release
disulfide-linked toxins that can then diffuse into nearby tumor
cells.19−21

Over the last two decades, ADCs have emerged as a highly
promising class of therapeutics, with several gaining Food and
Drug Administration (FDA) approval and many more in the
clinical pipeline.22,23 Yet the biochemical complexity of human
tumors means that the accurate selection of patients likely to
respond to ADC therapy is critical. PET imaging � and
particularly immunoPET using mAbs labeled with zirconium-
89 (89Zr; t1/2 ≈ 3.3 d) � has shown great promise in the
preclinical development and clinical deployment of ADCs.24,25

The ZEPHIR trial, for example, clearly demonstrated that
theranostic immunoPET with 89Zr-trastuzumab can help
delineate patients likely to respond to therapy with
trastuzumab emtansine: investigators found that patients in
the “positive” immunoPET group exhibited a median time-to-
treatment failure (TTF) of 11.2 months compared to 3.5
months for those in the “negative” immunoPET group.26

Herein, we report the synthesis, characterization, and in vivo
evaluation of two Gal-3BP-targeting radioimmunoconjugates:
[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4 (DFO
= desferrioxamine). While Gal-3BP is a secreted antigen, high
concentrations of the protein remain in close proximity to
tumor cells.17,18 Indeed, the feasibility of targeting shed
antigens for immunoPET has already been demonstrated
with several biomarkers, most notably CA19-9, CA-125, and
VEGF-A.27−29 In the end, our probes demonstrated highly
promising in vivo behavior in two murine models of melanoma,
suggesting that they could ultimately play an important role in
the clinic as companion theranostic imaging agents.

■ METHODS AND MATERIALS
Materials. Unless otherwise noted, all chemicals were

purchased from commercial vendors and used without further
purification. All water used was ultrapure (>18.2 MΩ cm at 25
°C), and dimethyl sulfoxide was of molecular biology grade
(>99.9%). p-SCN-Bn-DFO was purchased from Macrocyclics,
Inc. (Plano, TX). 89Zr was produced via the 89Y(p,n)89Zr
reaction and purified at Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer
Center as [89Zr]Zr-oxalate in 1.0 M oxalic acid or bought from
3D Imaging (Little Rock, AR) as [89Zr]Zr-oxalate in 1.0 M
oxalic acid. Human IgG (#I4506) was purchased from Sigma-
Aldrich (St. Louis, MO). All in vivo experiments were
performed in accordance with published protocols approved
by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committees of
Hunter College, Weill Cornell Medical College, and Memorial
Sloan Kettering Cancer Center. All instruments were calibrated
and maintained according to standard quality control practices
and procedures. UV−vis measurements were taken on a
Shimadzu BioSpecNano Microvolume UV−vis Spectropho-
tometer (Shimadzu Scientific Instruments, Kyoto, Japan).
Radioactivity was measured using a CRC-15R Dose Calibrator
(Capintec, Inc., Ramsey, NJ), and biodistribution samples were
counted on a calibrated Automatic Wizard2 γ-counter
(PerkinElmer, Inc., Waltham, MA). The radiolabeling of the
immunoconjugate was monitored using glass-fiber, silica-
impregnated instant thin-layer chromatography (iTLC) paper
(Pall Corp., East Hills, NY) and analyzed on an AR-2000
radio-TLC plate reader using Winscan Radio-TLC software
(Bioscan, Inc., Washington, DC). Matrix-assisted laser
desorption/ionization time-of-flight (MALDI-ToF) mass
spectrometry service was provided by the Alberta Proteomics

and Mass Spectrometry Facility (University of Alberta, Alberta,
Canada).

1959 and 1959-sss/DM4. 1959 and 1959-sss/DM4 were
produced as previously described.1,18 Briefly, 1959 is a
humanized variant of the murine Gal-3BP-binding antibody
SP2, which itself was generated by immunizing mice with
proteins secreted by CG-5 human breast cancer cells.1 The
production of 1959 was achieved by grafting the complemen-
tarity determining regions (CDRs) of SP2 onto a human IgG1
scaffold, placing the recombinant genes into the pCDNA3.1
expression vector, transfecting Chinese Hamster Ovary-S cells,
and purifying the antibody product using a Protein-A
column.18 1959-sss/DM4 is a linker-less ADC wherein a pair
of toxins (DM4, a derivative of maytansine) is site-specifically
appended to free cysteine residues within a genetically
engineered variant of 1959 (i.e., 1959-sss) in which the serine
residues at positions 220, 226, and 229 of the heavy chain have
been replaced with cysteines (US 2008/0305044 A1).18,30

Bioconjugation. 1959 (4.97 mg, 33 nmol) was dissolved
in 128 μL of Chelex-treated (Chelex 100 Resin, Bio-Rad
Laboratories, Inc.) phosphate-buffered saline (Chelex PBS, pH
7.4), and the pH of the solution was adjusted to 8.8−9.0 with
0.1 M Na2CO3. Five equivalents of p-SCN-Bn-DFO (12.5 μL,
10 mg/mL in DMSO) were added to the solution in small
aliquots. The resulting solution was incubated at 37 °C for 1 h
with shaking at 500 rpm. The DFO-modified antibody was
then purified using size exclusion chromatography (Sephadex
G-25 M, PD-10 column, GE Healthcare; dead volume: 2.5 mL,
eluted with 2 mL of Chelex PBS, pH 7.4) and concentrated
using centrifugal filtration units with a 50,000 Da molecular
weight cutoff (Amicon Ultra 2 mL Centrifugal Filtration Units,
MilliporeSigma Corp., Burlington, MA). DFO-1959 was
obtained in an overall yield of 93% relative to the 1959
starting material. DFO-1959-sss/DM4 was prepared as
described above with the following modifications: 1.1 mg
(7.3 nmol) of 1959-sss/DM4 and 2.8 μL of p-SCN-Bn-DFO
(10 mg/mL in DMSO) were used (yield: 89%). DFO-huIgG
was prepared as described above with the following
modifications: 3.2 mg (21.3 nmol) of huIgG and 8.1 μL of
p-SCN-Bn-DFO (10 mg/mL in DMSO) were used (yield:
93%). Size exclusion high-performance liquid chromatography
(SE-HPLC) was used to assess whether aggregates formed
after modification. To this end, PBS pH 7.4 was used as a
mobile phase with a flow rate of 0.75 mL/min on a Superdex
200 Increase 10/300 GL column (Cytiva, Global Life Sciences
Solutions USA LLC, Marlborough, MA).

Mass Spectrometry. Matrix-assisted laser desorption/
ionization (MALDI) mass spectrometry was used to determine
the number of DFO moieties per antibody (Alberta
Proteomics and Mass Spectrometry Facility, University of
Alberta, Canada). The immunoconjugates were analyzed in
triplicate using a Bruker Ultraflex MALDI-ToF/ToF (Bruker
Daltonic GmbH). To this end, 1 μL of each sample (1 mg/
mL) was mixed with 1 μL of sinapic acid (10 mg/mL in 50%
acetonitrile/water and 0.1% trifluoroacetic acid). One μL of
the sample/matrix solution was then spotted onto a stainless-
steel target plate and allowed to air-dry. Ions were analyzed in
positive mode, and external calibration was performed using a
standard protein mixture (bovine serum albumin). The
difference between the mass of each DFO-bearing immuno-
conjugate and its unmodified parent antibody was calculated,
and the degree of labeling was determined via division by the
mass of p-SCN-Bn-DFO.
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ELISA. The binding of 1959, DFO-1959, 1959-sss/DM4,
and DFO-1959-sss/DM4 to Gal-3BP was investigated via
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) with the D2
protein, a recombinant fragment of the lectin-binding region of
Gal-3BP. D2 protein was diluted to 5 μg/mL in PBS, and the
wells of an ELISA plate (Nunc MaxiSorp flat-bottom 96 well
plate, Fisher Scientific) were coated with 100 μL/well for 2 h
at room temperature. After a brief blocking period (40 min
with PBS containing 10% fetal calf serum (FCS)), the
immunoconjugates were diluted in blocking buffer (5 μg/
mL), and 100 μL/well were applied for 2 h at room
temperature. The bound immunoconjugates were detected
using 1:5000 horseradish peroxidase (HRP)-labeled antihu-
man IgG (JacksonImmunoResearch Laboratories, West Grove,
PA). 3,3′,5,5′-Tetramethylbenzidine (TMB) substrate was
used to develop the bound horseradish peroxidase (HRP)
secondary antibody, and the color reaction was stopped with 2
N H2SO4 after 10 min. Optical densities at 450 nm were
determined using a SpectraMax i3 plate reader (Molecular
Devices). Binding data was collected in triplicate, averaged,
and plotted.

Radiolabeling. A solution of [89Zr]Zr-oxalate (150.6 MBq,
4.07 mCi) in 1.0 M oxalic acid was adjusted to pH 7.0−7.5
with 1.0 M Na2CO3, resulting in a total volume of 110 μL.
After the bubbling of CO2(g) ceased, the 89Zr solution was
added to the DFO-1959 solution (266 μg in 29.2 μL of Chelex
PBS, pH 7.4). The resulting mixture was placed on an agitating
thermomixer at 350 rpm for 20 min at 37 °C. The progress of
the reaction was then assayed using radio-iTLC with an eluent
of 50 mM ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA) pH 5.0.
The immunoconjugate was purified using size exclusion
chromatography (Sephadex G-25 M, PD-10 column, GE
Healthcare; dead volume: 2.5 mL, eluted with 500 μL fractions
of Chelex PBS, pH 7.4). The radiochemical purity of the final
radiolabeled construct was assayed via radio-iTLC using 50
mM EDTA pH 5.0 as an eluent. In the radio-iTLC
experiments, the radioimmunoconjugate remains at the
baseline, while free 89Zr4+ cations and [89Zr]Zr-EDTA travel
with the solvent front. For the radiolabeling of DFO-1959-sss/
DM4, 100 μg of the construct and 62.9 MBq (1.7 mCi) of
[89Zr]Zr-oxalate (total volume of 59 μL) were used. For the
radiolabeling of DFO-huIgG, 100 μg of the construct and 33.3
MBq (0.9 mCi) of [89Zr]Zr-oxalate (total volume of 340 μL)
were used.
In Vitro Stability. The stabilities of the radioimmunocon-

jugates with respect to loss of radioactivity and aggregation
were investigated via incubation in human serum for 7 days at
37 °C (n = 3) with shaking at 350 rpm. At 24, 72, 120, and 168
h, the radiochemical purity of the radiolabeled antibodies were
determined in triplicate via radio-iTLC with an eluent of 50
mM EDTA pH 5.0. At 24 and 120 h, the stabilities of the
constructs were monitored via radio-SE-HPLC (Superdex 200
Increase 10/300 GL column, 0.75 mL/min flow rate, and PBS
pH 7.4 as an eluent).

Melanoma Cell Lines. The human melanoma cancer cell
line A375-MA1 was purchased from the American Type
Culture Collection (ATCC, Manassas, VA) and maintained in
Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle Medium supplemented with 10%
heat-inactivated fetal calf serum, 100 units/mL penicillin, and
100 units/mL streptomycin in an incubator (Heracell 150i,
ThermoFisher Scientific) set to 37 °C and 5% CO2. The cell
lines were harvested and passaged upon reaching 80%
confluency using 0.25% trypsin/0.53 mM EDTA in Hank’s

Buffered Salt Solution without calcium and magnesium. All
media was purchased from the Media Preparation Facility at
MSKCC.

Xenograft Models. Six- to eight-week-old female athymic
nude mice were obtained from Charles River Laboratories
(Wilmington, MA) and allowed to acclimatize for approx-
imately 1 week prior to inoculation. Animals were housed in
ventilated cages and given water and food ad libitum. Mice
were anaesthetized by inhalation of 2% isoflurane (Baxter
Healthcare, Deerfield, IL)/oxygen gas mixture and xenografted
subcutaneously on the right flank with 5 × 106 A375-MA1 cells
in 150 μL of cell suspension of a 1:1 mixture of fresh media/
Matrigel (Corning Life Sciences, Corning, NY). The A375-
MA1 tumors reached the ideal size for imaging and
biodistribution studies (∼100 cm3) after approximately 2 to
3 weeks. Mice bearing melanoma patient-derived xenograft
(PDX)-tumors were received from the MSKCC Anti-Tumor
Assessment Core Facility. Three different PDX cell lines were
investigated: JW-217a (disease stage: 1Bc T1bN0M0), JW-
218a (disease stage: 4), and JW-159a (disease stage: 2c
T4bN0M0). The PDXs were inoculated bilaterally, yielding 1−
4 tumors of varying sizes per mouse. The PDX tumors reached
the ideal size for imaging and biodistribution studies after ∼5−
6 weeks.

Immunohistochemistry. Gal-3BP expression was eval-
uated by immunohistochemistry (IHC) in harvested tumors
from mice. The tumors were snap frozen as optimal cutting
temperature (OCT) blocks and cut to 10 μm thick sections.
The sections were fixed with acetone (10 min), blocked with
1% bovine serum albumin (BSA) in PBS solution (30 min),
and incubated with 1959 (2 μg/mL, 1 h). Goat anti-human
IgG conjugated with AlexaFluor 488 (1:200 dilution, 1 h
incubation, A11013, Invitrogen) was used as the secondary
antibody.

PET Imaging. PET imaging was conducted on a microPET
Focus 120 small-animal scanner (Siemens Medical Solutions,
Malvern PA). Approximately 5 min prior to PET image
acquisition, mice were anaesthetized by inhalation of 2%
isoflurane/oxygen gas mixture and kept under anesthesia for
the duration of the scan. Static scans were recorded at 24, 48,
72, 96, and 120 h after the intravenous administration of the
89Zr-labeled immunoconjugates (Table 1). An energy window

of 350−700 keV and a coincidence timing window of 6 ns
were used. Data were sorted into 2-dimensional histograms by
Fourier rebinning, and transverse images were reconstructed
by filtered back-projection (FBP). The imaging data were then
normalized to correct for nonuniformity of response of the
detector, physical decay of the radionuclide to the time of
injection, dead-time count losses, and positron-branching ratio,
but no attenuation, scatter, or partial-volume averaging
correction was applied. The counting rates in the reconstructed
images were converted to activity concentrations (percentage
injected dose per gram of tissue [%ID/g]) using a system

Table 1. Doses of Radioimmunoconjugates Administered to
the Mice

Radioimmunoconjugate
Mass
(μg)

Radioactivity
(MBq)

Specific Activity
(MBq/mg)

[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 6.0−6.7 2.95−3.30 492
[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/
DM4

6.5−6.7 3.06−3.16 474

[89Zr]Zr-DFO-huIgG 7.2−7.3 2.19−2.20 303
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calibration factor derived from the imaging of a mouse-sized
water-equivalent phantom containing 89Zr. Maximum intensity
projection (MIP) images were generated from 3-dimensional
ordered subset expectation maximization reconstruction (3D-
OSEM). The resulting images were analyzed using ASIPro VM
software (Concorde Microsystems). Table 1 lists the
administered doses to mice.
Ex Vivo Biodistribution Studies. Athymic nude mice

bearing subcutaneous A375-MA1 (right flank, ∼100 mm3, n =
5−6 per cohort) were randomized prior to the study and were
gently warmed with a heat lamp for 5 min prior to the
administration of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959, [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-
sss/DM4, or [89Zr]Zr-DFO-huIgG via tail vein injection (t =
0). Table 1 lists the administered doses. [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959
was also investigated in PDX-bearing mice using the same dose
as in the A375-MA1 experiments (n = 3−4 per cohort). All
mice were euthanized via CO2(g) asphyxiation at 120 h post-
injection, and selected tissues were collected and placed into
preweighed tubes. The mass of each organ was determined,
and each sample was then counted using a Wizard2 automatic
gamma counter. Four aliquots (5 μL) were weighed and
counted as internal standards for each radiolabeled construct.
The total injected dose was found as the mass injected dose ×
internal standard average counts/g. The percent injected dose
(%ID) was determined as the counts for the tissue ×100/total
injected dose. The %ID/g was calculated as the %ID/tissue
mass in g.

Statistical Analysis. Statistical differences were analyzed
with GraphPad Prism software (9.5 GraphPad Software Inc.,
San Diego, CA, USA) via one-way analysis of variance
(ANOVA) tests. P ≤ 0.05 *, P ≤ 0.01 **, P ≤ 0.001 ***,
and P ≤ 0.0001 ****.

■ RESULTS
Bioconjugation and Radiolabeling. The bioconjugation

of 1959, 1959-sss/DM4, and huIgG produced immunoconju-
gates with degrees of labeling between 1 and 2 DFO/mAb
(Table S1). Subsequent ELISA experiments demonstrated that
the ability of 1959 and 1959-sss/DM4 to bind Gal-3BP was
not impacted by modification with DFO (Figure S1). The
radiolabeling of DFO-1959, DFO-1959-sss/DM4, and huIgG
with 89Zr produced radioimmunoconjugates in high radio-
chemical yield (>80%) and radiochemical purity (>99%). SE-
HPLC before and after modification with DFO revealed little
to no aggregation (Figure S2). Finally, radio-iTLC measure-
ments demonstrated that both [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and
[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4 remained >80% stable to
demetalation over 7 days in human serum at 37 °C (Figure
S3).

Comparing [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-
1959-sss/DM4. The in vivo behavior of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959
and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4 was compared in mice
bearing subcutaneous A375-MA1 xenografts to determine if
the pharmacokinetic profile of the 89Zr-labeled mAb accurately
reflects that of the 89Zr-labeled ADC. The data indicate that
the radioimmunoconjugates effectively target tumor tissue
(Figure 1 and Table S2). At 120 h post-injection, both
[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4 pro-
duced high tumor uptake (54.8 ± 15.8%ID/g and 41.8 ±
12.7%ID/g, respectively) compared to only 6.0 ± 3.1%ID/g
for [89Zr]Zr-DFO-huIgG, the isotype-specific control. Fur-
thermore, the uptake of both probes in nontarget organs was
low at later time points (<5%ID/g), ultimately yielding
promising tumor-to-healthy organ activity concentration ratios.
That said, statistically significant differences in uptake were
observed in two tissues: the kidneys and the spleen (Figure
S4). In the former, the uptake of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/
DM4 (9.7 ± 2.3%ID/g) was double that of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-

Figure 1. Biodistribution of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959, [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4, and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-huIgG in mice bearing A375-MA1 tumors.
(A) Maximum intensity projection (MIP) PET images of a representative mouse from each cohort acquired at 24, 48, 72, 96, and 120 h after
intravenous injection. (B) Ex vivo biodistribution of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959, [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4, and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-huIgG in selected
tissues 120 h post-injection. (C) Selected tumor-to-healthy organ activity concentration ratios at 120 h post-injection. P ≤ 0.05 *, P ≤ 0.01 **, P ≤
0.001 ***, and P ≤ 0.0001 ****.
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1959 (4.2 ± 0.6%ID/g; P-value = 0.0002). In the latter, the
89Zr-labeled ADC likewise produced a higher activity
concentration (9.3 ± 3.4%ID/g) than the 89Zr-labeled mAb
(5.0 ± 0.9%ID/g; P-value = 0.0096).

ImmunoPET in Patient-Derived Xenograft Models of
Melanoma. Following the experiments in the mice bearing
A375-MA1 xenografts, we next sought to study our radio-
immunoconjugates in a more realistic recapitulation human
disease: mice bearing patient-derived xenografts (PDXs). To
this end, we acquired slides of three melanoma PDXs � JW-
217a, JW-218a, and JW-159a � from the Memorial Sloan
Kettering Anti-Tumor Assessment Core. All three exhibited
Gal-3BP staining on par with the A375-MA1 cells, a finding
that aligns with literature reports regarding the expression of
Gal-3BP in melanoma (Figures 2 and S5).25,31

In light of these in vitro data, we moved to interrogate the
behavior of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 in athymic nude mice bearing
subcutaneous PDXs. As shown in Figure 3 and Table S3, the
radioimmunoconjugate clearly visualized JW-217a, JW-218a,
and JW-159a xenografts with high tumor-to-background
contrast. Critically, however, substantial heterogeneity was

observed in the uptake of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 in the different
PDXs. For example, higher uptake was observed in the JW-
159a tumors than the JW-217a xenografts (P-value: 0.0112).
Heterogeneous uptake was also seen between different tumors
of a single PDX type in a single mouse (Figure 3C and Table
S4). To wit, the four tumors isolated from M11 (JW-159a
xenografts) exhibited uptake values ranging from ∼60%ID/g to
>100%ID/g; M4 (JW-217a xenografts) had tumors with lower
but equally heterogeneous uptake values ranging from ∼20%
ID/g to ∼70%ID/g. Taken together, these data suggest that
factors beyond antigen expression levels�perhaps perfusion or
stromal density�may also be influencing the accumulation of
the radioimmunoconjugate in the tumor tissue.

■ DISCUSSION
Two overarching impressions arise from these data: (1)
[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 effectively delineated Gal-3BP-expressing
A375-MA1 and patient-derived melanoma xenografts and (2)
[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4 dis-
played similar�but not identical�pharmacokinetic profiles
in an A375-MA1 xenograft model of melanoma.

Figure 2. Confocal microscopy images of melanoma cell lines stained for Gal-3BP with 1959. Blue: DAPI; Green: Goat antihuman IgG secondary
antibody conjugated with AlexaFluor 488.

Figure 3. Performance of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 in PDX models of melanoma. (A) MIP PET images acquired 24, 48, 72, 96, and 120 h after the
administration of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959. (B) Ex vivo biodistribution data collected 120 h after the administration of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 (* P =
0.0112). (C) Uptake values for each mouse and tumor. The PDXs were inoculated bilaterally, yielding 1−4 tumors of varying sizes per mouse.
Arrows indicate the mice shown in (A).
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The first result clearly suggests that [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959
could be a useful tool for clinical imaging. Given that Gal-3BP
has been linked to poor prognosis, tumor progression, and
immune escape in several malignancies, the radioimmunocon-
jugate could play a role in prognostic imaging. Perhaps even
more likely, [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 could be used as a companion
theranostic agent in support of Gal-3BP-targeted therapies,
including ADCs like 1959-sss/DM4. This brings us to the
second result. The past two decades have played witness to the
advent of ADCs as targeted therapeutics, but the intrinsic
heterogeneity of cancer has meant that the prospective
identification of patients likely to respond to therapy is of
paramount importance. Studies like the ZEPHIR trial under-
score the potential of 89Zr-immunoPET in this regard, but a
growing body of evidence suggests that simple radiolabeled
antibodies may not be ideal companion imaging agents for
ADCs because the latter bear hydrophobic toxins that can alter
their pharmacokinetic profiles.32−35 Indeed, several recent
studies have shown that radiolabeled ADCs can have
drastically different biodistributions than their parent antibod-
ies, with uptake in both tumor tissue and healthy organs
differing substantially.32−35 This phenomenon has fueled
interest in the use of the ADCs themselves as platforms for
companion theranostic imaging.36 In the present study, the
biodistributions of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-
1959-sss/DM4 were largely similar in athymic nude mice
bearing A375-MA1 xenografts, but the latter produced nearly
double the uptake in the spleen and kidneys. These data
suggest that the pharmacokinetic profile of the 89Zr-labeled
mAb broadly reflects that of 1959-sss/DM4, and thus
[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 could likely be effectively deployed as a
companion theranostic for the ADC. However, further
experimentation is needed to determine whether the differ-
ences in renal and splenic uptake are substantial enough to
affect the ability of the 89Zr-labeled mAb to predict the clinical
efficacy or toxicity of the ADC.

■ CONCLUSIONS
Herein, we have described the development of a pair of Gal-
3BP-targeting radioimmunoconjugates for 89Zr-immunoPET:
[89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/DM4. The
expression of Gal-3BP by a variety of cancers has made it a
particularly enticing target for the development of therapeutics.
Our probes demonstrated highly promising in vivo behavior in
two murine models of melanoma, suggesting that they could
ultimately play an important role in the clinic as companion
theranostic imaging agents. Moving forward, we aim to explore
the utility of [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959 and [89Zr]Zr-DFO-1959-sss/
DM4 for the imaging of cancers other than melanoma, to
further interrogate the differences between the in vivo behavior
of the [89Zr[Zr-mAb and the [89Zr]Zr-ADC, and to investigate
the potential of 1959 as a platform for Gal-3BP-targeted
radioimmunotherapy with β- and α-emitting radionuclides.
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