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Effector CD8+ T cells generally produce type-1 cytokines and mediators of the perforin/
granzyme cytolytic pathway, yet type-2-polarized CD8+ cells (Tc2) are detected in type-2 
(T2) cytokine-driven diseases such as asthma. It is unclear whether T2 cytokine exposure 
during activation is sufficient to polarize human CD8+ T cells. To address this question, 
a protocol was developed for high-efficiency activation of human CD8+ T cells in which 
purified single cells or populations were stimulated with plate-bound anti-CD3 and anti-
CD11a mAb for up to 8 days in T2 polarizing or neutral conditions, before functional 
analysis. Activation of CD8+ naïve T cells (TN) in T2 compared with neutral conditions 
decreased the size of single-cell clones, although early division kinetics were equivalent, 
indicating an effect on overall division number. Activation of TN in T2 conditions followed 
by brief anti-CD3 mAb restimulation favored expression of T2 cytokines, GATA3 and 
Eomes, and lowered expression of type-1 cytokines, Prf1, Gzmb, T-BET, and Prdm1. 
However, IL-4 was only weakly expressed, and PMA and ionomycin restimulation 
favored IFN-γ over IL-4 expression. Activation of TN in T2 compared with neutral condi-
tions prevented downregulation of costimulatory (CD27, CD28) and lymph-node homing 
receptors (CCR7) and CD95 acquisition, which typically occur during differentiation into 
effector phenotypes. CD3 was rapidly and substantially induced after activation in neu-
tral, but not T2 conditions, potentially contributing to greater division and differentiation 
in neutral conditions. CD8+ central memory T cells (TCM) were less able to enter division 
upon reactivation in T2 compared with neutral conditions, and were more refractory to 
modulating IFN-γ and IL-4 production than CD8+ TN. In summary, while activation of TN in 
T2 conditions can generate T2 cytokine-biased cells, IL-4 expression is weak, T2 bias is 
lost upon strong restimulation, differentiation, and division are arrested, and reactivation 
of TCM is reduced in T2 conditions. Taken together, this suggests that exposure to T2 
cytokines during activation may not be sufficient to generate and retain human Tc2 cells.
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inTrODUcTiOn

Effector CD4+ T cells are remarkably heterogeneous (1), consistent with the capacity of naïve T cells 
(TN) to tailor differentiation according to which cytokines are present during activation (2, 3). Most 
notably IFN-γ and IL-4 promote differentiation into T helper 1 (Th1) and 2 (Th2) subsets, respec-
tively. Effects of IFN-γ and IL-4 are orchestrated by induction of distinct transcription factors: T-BET 
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and GATA3. These transcription factors participate in chromatin 
remodeling whereby histone modifications and DNA methy lation 
alter genome accessibility to transcription. T-BET is induced 
by IFN-γ and increases Th1 locus accessibility while decreasing 
Th2 locus accessibility, whereas GATA3 is induced by IL-4 and  
has opposing effects on Th1 and Th2 loci (1, 2). The cytokine-
induced epigenetic changes that occur during T-cell priming  
generate memory T cells that are programmed to produce type-1 
or type-2 cytokines upon recall. However, CD4+ T central memory 
cells (TCM) retain some functional flexibility and capacity to adapt 
to a different recall environment (3, 4).

Studies of mouse CD8+ TN indicate a predisposition to diffe-
rentiate into IFN-γ producing cells (5). Nevertheless, if mouse 
CD8+ TN are primed in a type-2 (T2) cytokine environment, 
cytolytic function and IFN-γ expression are suppressed, while 
IL-5, IL-13, and, to a lesser extent, IL-4 are induced (6–10). 
Importantly, single cell and paired daughter cell analyses indi-
cate that a large proportion of murine CD8+ TN cells have the 
potential to produce T2 cytokines, and some retain this potential 
after extensive expansion in neutral conditions (8). As may be 
expected, T2-primed CD8+ T cells have reduced capacity to clear 
influenza virus upon transfer to infected recipient mice compared 
with neutral primed CD8+ T cells (11). Virus-specific CD8+ T cells 
with T2 functions (IL-5 and IL-13 production) are also induced 
upon in vivo priming in the presence of IL-4 (12, 13), but the fate 
of these cells is unclear. Some studies indicate that priming in T2 
conditions generates memory cells that retain T2 function when 
recalled (14). In contrast, others indicate that recalled T2-primed 
CD8+ T cells revert to type-1 cytokine production and anti-tumor 
function unless repeatedly activated in T2 conditions (15). It is 
important to understand whether effects of T2 conditions on 
CD8+ T  cells are maintained long term and whether they are 
replicated in human CD8+ T cells as this may imply that early 
life, T2 cytokine-associated events, such as asthma, could have 
lasting effects on the anti-viral capacity of CD8+ T cells.

CD8+ T cells that produce IL-4, but little or no IFN-γ, can be  
detected in patients with Th2-associated diseases (16–20). T2 
cytokine-biased CD8+ T cells (Tc2) can be cloned from the blood 
of these patients, but not from healthy human donors (16–18). 
Studies conducted in the 1990s found that human cord blood 
CD8+ T  cells produced little IL-4, measured by ELISA, when 
activated in the presence of IL-4 (21). This raises the question 
as to how Tc2 cells arise: do human naïve CD8+ T cells readily 
diffe rentiate into T2 cytokine producing cells if T2 cytokines are 
present during activation, or does the differentiation of Tc2 cells 
require continued exposure to T2 cytokines? This study assesses 
the effect of exposure to a T2 cytokine environment during human 
CD8+ T-cell activation. Single-cell cloning facilitates measure-
ment of plasticity within a cell population, and cloning in the 
absence of feeder cells allows the effects of different stimuli to be 
assessed without interference from signals provided by the feeder 
cells. Others have developed a feeder cell-free system with around 
40% efficiency for cloning single human CD8+ T cells (22). We 
developed a more efficient system that was used, in combination 
with bulk culture, to demonstrate that purified human CD8+ naïve 
T cells (TN) could be T2 polarized by activation in T2 conditions, 

but at a cost to division and differentiation. In addition, we have 
shown that T2 conditions prevent reactivation of CD8+ central 
memory T cells (TCM), and that TCM are more refractory than TN 
to polarization.

MaTerials anD MeThODs

Participants and samples
Venous blood samples were collected from healthy volunteers 
who had provided written informed consent as part of a project  
approved by the University of Melbourne Health Sciences Human 
Ethics Sub-Committee (#1443389). PBMCs were isolated from 
heparinized blood via Lymphoprep (Stemcell Technologies) 
gradient.

Fluorescence-activated cell  
sorting and analysis
PBMCs were stained with Live/Dead Fixable Dead Cell Stain  
Kit (Invitrogen, Molecular Probes) followed by fluorochrome-
conjugated mAbs to: CD3ε (HIT3a), CD8α (RPA-T8), CD4 
(RPA-T4), CD28 (CD28.2), CD95 (DX2) from BD; CD45RA 
(HI100), CD27 (O323), CD197 (G043H7), IFN-γ (4S.B3), IL-4 
(8D4-8), TNF-α (Mab11), and isotype controls from Biolegend; 
CD3ε (UCHT1), CD62L (DREG-56), GATA3 (TWAJ), T-BET 
(4B10), and isotype control with Foxp3 Staining Buffer Set from 
eBioscience; Granzyme B (GB12) and mAb isotype control from 
Invitrogen.

CD3+ CD8+ T  cells were sorted into TN (CD45RAhi CD27hi 
CD62Lhi CD95lo) and TCM (CD45RAlo CD27+) subsets using an 
FACS Aria III (Figure S1 in Supplementary Material). Further 
analysis demonstrated that cells in the TN gate were CCR7hi while 
those in the TCM gate were CCR7int CD95lo, and heterogeneous 
for CD62L (Figure S1 in Supplementary Material). Sorted cell 
purities were more than 95%.

In Vitro activation of Purified cD8+  
T-cell subsets
TN (5,000–10,000) or TCM (20,000) were added to 24-well plates 
coated with anti-CD3 mAb (clone OKT3, purchased from the 
Walter and Eliza Hall Institute, Parkville, Australia) at 1 µg/mL 
and anti-CD11a mAb (clone MEM-83, generous gift from Vaclav 
Horejsi, Institute of Molecular Genetics, Prague, Czech Republic) 
at 19 µg/mL unless otherwise indicated. Cells were incubated 
in culture medium (RPMI supplemented with 9% FBS, 2-mM 
L-glutamine, 1-mM MEM sodium pyruvate, 100-U/mL peni-
cillin/streptomycin, 100-µM MEM non-essential amino acids, 
5-mM HEPES buffer, and 55-µM 2-mercaptoethanol). rHuman 
IL-2 (Roche 11 147 528 001) was added at 25 U/mL for neutral 
and T2 conditions. T2 cultures also contained 10-ng/mL rHuman 
IL-4 (Shenandoah Cat. #100-09) and 1-µg/mL antihuman IFN-γ 
mAb (Biolegend Cat. #502404). Antihuman IL-12p70 mAb clone 
QS12p70 (U-Cy Tech biosciences Cat. #CT276) was added to T2 
media at 1 µg/mL in one experiment. Cells were recovered from 
stimulation plates after 5 days and assessed directly or rested in 
fresh plates for 3 days in culture medium containing IL-2.
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Table 1 | Primer sequences.

gene Primer sequence

CD27 Forward TGTCGGCACTGTAACTCTGGTCT
Reverse CCTGCACTGCCAGCCAT

RPS18 Forward ACTCACTGAGGATGAGGTGGAA
Reverse ATTGGCTAGGACCTGGCTGTAT

Cd8a Forward CAGCGGTTCTCGGGCAA
Reverse GTGGTGGGCTTCGCTGG

Ifng Forward GCTGACTAATTATTCGGTAACTGACTTG
Reverse GCGACAGTTCAGCCATCACTT

Il4 Forward GGCGGGCTTGAATTCCT
Reverse TCCAAGAAGTTTTCCAACGTACTCT

RUNX3 Forward CGAGGGAAGAGTTTCACCCTGAC
Reverse AGGTGCCTTGGATTGGGGTCT

Eomes Forward CAGGCGCATGTTTCCTTTCTTG
Reverse TGAACATACATTTTGTTGCCCTGC

GATA3 Forward CGGTCCAGCACAGGCA
Reverse GCAGACAGCCTTCGCTTG

Gzmb Forward AAGGCCCAGGTGAAGCCAG
Reverse GGCCTCCAGAGTCCCCCTTA

Prf1 Forward GGTGGAGTGCCGCTTCTACAGTT
Reverse GGATGAAGTGGGTGCCGTAGTTG

TBX21 Forward CGAGATTACTCAGCTGAAAATTGAT
Reverse TGTCAACAGATGTGTACATGGACT

Prdm1 Forward CAATGATGAATCTCACACAAACACAGA
Reverse GAGGGTAGAAGGGCATTTCGG

IL5 Forward GAACTCTGCTGATAGCCAATGAGAC
Reverse ATTTCTTCAGTGCACAGTTGGTGAT
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Division analysis
Sorted cells were resuspended in 1 mL of PBS containing 1 µL 
of Violet Proliferation Dye 450 (BD Biosciences, Cat. #562158), 
incubated in a 37°C waterbath for 30 min then washed and resus-
pended at 50,000 per well for analysis within 85 h, and at 40,000 
per well for analysis at 90 h.

single-cell cloning of cD8+ T cells
Protocols for single-cell cloning of mouse CD8+ T  cells in the 
absence of feeder cells were adapted for cloning human CD8+ T cells 
(23). Purified cells were sorted individually into wells of 96-well 
round-bottom plates coated with OKT3 and MEM-83 mAbs, as 
above, and containing 160 µL of neutral or T2 culture medium. One 
plate (96 cells) was prepared per subset, condition, and donor 
unless otherwise indicated. Cloning efficiency and clone size were 
determined by microscopic scoring of proliferation on day 6.

restimulation for Functional analysis
Rested cells were restimulated for 5  h in culture medium with 
either 10-ng/mL phorbol 12-myristate 13-acetate (PMA, Sigma 
Cat. #P1585) and 500-ng/mL ionomycin (Sigma Cat. #I0634), 
1-µg/mL plate-bound anti-CD3 mAb, or 1-µg/mL plate-bound 
anti-CD3 with 10-µg/mL anti-CD11a mAb. Cells were split, to 
be used for either RNA extraction then RT-PCR, or intracellular 
staining, in which case Golgi-stop (0.67 µl/mL; BD Biosciences) 
was added. To detect intracellular cytokines and transcription 
factors, cells were first stained for surface markers then fixed and 
permeabilized using BD Cytofix/Cytoperm kit (BD Biosciences) 
and Foxp3/Transcription Factor Staining Buffer Set (eBiosci-
ence), respectively. Cells were then incubated with cytokine or 
transcription factor specific mAbs diluted in Perm/Wash Buffer 
(BD Biosciences). Post-acquisition data analyses were performed 
using FlowJo software (Tree Star).

real-Time rT-Pcr
RNA was extracted from fresh cell pellets using RNeasy Mini 
Kit (QIAGEN) and reverse transcribed using SuperScript® VILO 
cDNA Synthesis Kit (Invitrogen). cDNA was diluted to obtain 
similar levels of ribosomal protein S18 (RPS18) reference gene, 
then 1 µL was added to 20-µL PCR reactions containing 200 nM 
of each primer (Table 1), Taq DNA Polymerase and buffer 
(QIAGEN), and SYTO 9 green fluorescent nucleic acid stain 
(Molecular Probes, Cat. #S34854). Real-time PCR was performed 
on a CFX96 (Bio-Rad) for 5 min at 95°C followed by 45 cycles 
of 95°C for 30 s, 61°C for 1 min, 72°C for 1 min, and melting at 
50–95°C. RPS18 reference gene was run together with each target 
to normalize target gene levels relative to mRNA levels.

analysis
SPSS, Prism, and Excel were used to present data graphically and 
to perform statistical analysis comparing effects of neutral (N) 
versus T2 conditions on responses within each subset, with and 
without restimulation. Shapiro–Wilks and Kolmogorov–Smirnov 
tests were used to assess data normality for each parameter, 
subset, and condition compared. Where necessary and pos-
sible, data were normalized by log-transformation, then assessed 
using ANOVA with Bonferroni’s correction for multiple pairwise 

comparisons. Pairwise comparisons that reached p < 0.1 were finally 
assessed using paired t-test. Data that failed normality testing  
following log-transformation were assessed using non-parametric  
Kruskal–Wallis Test with Dunn’s correction for multiple com-
parisons. Pairwise comparisons that reached p < 0.1 were finally 
assessed using Wilcoxon Rank-Sum Test for paired data.

Optimizing conditions for In Vitro 
activation and single-cell cloning
Monoclonal Abs to CD11a mimic signaling from cell–cell contact 
augment T-cell activation (24, 25) and increase murine single 
CD8+ TN cloning efficiency compared with stimulation with 
anti-CD3 mAb alone (23). We therefore compared human CD8+ 
TN expansion in bulk cultures with mAbs to CD3 (OKT3) and 
CD11a (MEM83 or HI111) versus commonly used polyclonal 
stimuli. Cells were activated at varying densities in culture 
medium containing either IL-2 alone (neutral conditions; N), 
or IL-2, IL-4, and anti-IFN-γ mAb (T2 conditions; T2). OKT3 
with MEM83 induced substantially greater TN expansion from 
low cell densities than other stimuli, but provided less advantage 
when starting at higher cell density (Table S1 in Supplementary 
Material). Accordingly, up to 83% of single TN cells formed clones 
when stimulated with OKT3 and MEM83 (Figure 1A).

effects of Type-2 conditions on human 
cD8+ naïve T-cell (Tn) cloning and Division 
Following In Vitro activation
As T-cell differentiation is linked to cell division (26), we exam-
ined whether T2 conditions affect division by assessing clone 
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FigUre 1 | Naïve CD8+ T-cell cloning and division in neutral or type-2 (T2) conditions. (a) Single naïve CD8+ T cells were sorted into mAb-coated 96-well plates and 
cultured for 6 days in neutral (N) or T2 conditions. Each dot represents a clone and the percentage of single cells that formed a clone (cloning efficiency) is shown 
above each donor/condition. p-Values for within-donor comparisons of clone size in N versus T2 conditions are indicated (****p < 0.0001, ***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, 
and *p < 0.05). (b) Cells from six donors were cell trace violet (CTV) labeled and cell division was assessed at various times between 48 and 90 h after activation in 
N and T2 conditions. Overlay histograms show CTV staining (2 of 6 donors shown), and line graphs show percentages of CD8+ T cells in each division. Analysis 
times are indicated above the peak for each line.
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formation from single cells and by use of division tracking dye 
in bulk cultures. The proportion of purified single CD8+ TN that 
formed a clone within 6 days (cloning efficiency) varied between 
donors, but generally not between neutral and T2 conditions for 
individual adult donors (Figure 1A). Notably, TN from cord blood 
had reduced capacity to respond in T2 conditions. The number 
of cells per clone (clone size) was significantly and substantially 

smaller in T2 conditions for six of eight donors indicating an 
effect on division kinetics, cell death, and/or the total number of 
divisions reached, referred to as division destiny (27). We have 
not observed any marked effects of T2 conditions on cell viability 
in our cultures by flow-cytometric analysis of live/dead staining 
or of propidium iodide versus Annexin V staining (Figure S2 
in Supplementary Material). Analysis of cell trace violet (CTV) 
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labeled cells several times between 48 and 90 h after activation 
indicated little or no effect of T2 conditions on early division 
kinetics (Figure  1B). Therefore, T2 conditions decrease clonal 
expansion during primary CD8+ T-cell activation, probably by 
reducing division destiny.

effects of Type-2 conditions on human 
cD8+ Tn Function Following In Vitro 
activation
To examine the effects of activation in T2 conditions on T-cell 
function, flow cytometry and real-time RT-PCR were used to 
assess expression of cytokines, cytolytic molecules, and associ-
ated transcription factors, either after 5 days stimulation, or after a  
further 3  days of rest followed by 5  h with or without restim-
ulation. CD8+ TN activation in T2 conditions resulted in lower 
production of IFN-γ, TNF-α, Granzyme B (Gzmb), and T-BET 
protein than in neutral conditions (Figures 2A–G) with consis-
tent effects on corresponding mRNA levels (Figure 3). GATA3 
expression was increased and significantly more cells produced 
IL-4 in T2 conditions, although the percentage of IL-4+ cells did 
not exceed 25.5% (Figure 2D). Perforin (Prf1) mRNA levels were 
also lower in T2 conditions (Figure  3). Regardless of priming 
conditions, IFN-γ protein and mRNA production were highest 
when cells were restimulated with PMA and ionomycin (PMAI), 
followed by anti-CD3 with anti-CD11a mAbs, then anti-CD3 
mAb alone (Figure  2B; Figure S3 in Supplementary Material). 
The reverse was observed for IL-4, consistent with studies show-
ing that higher signal strength favors IFN-γ over IL-4 production 
(28, 29). Although IFN-γ production by T2 primed then PMAI  
restimulated cells coincided with T-BET induction, the majo-
rity of T-BET positive cells were IFN-γ negative (Figure 2F). In 
contrast, neutral primed then PMAI restimulated cells that were 
T-BET+ cells were mostly also IFN-γ+ (Figure 2F). This suggests 
that T-BET induction has more effect on IFN-γ expression in 
neutral than in T2-primed cells.

IL4 mRNA was barely detected in activated CD8+ T cells (data 
not shown). IL5 mRNA was more readily detected than IL-4, 
albeit at low levels compared with type-1 cytokine mRNA, and 
was higher in T2-primed cells from some donors (Figure  3). 
Rested T2-primed cells also contained relatively high levels of 
GATA3 protein and mRNA, with only modest boosting upon 
restimulation (Figures 2F,H; Figure 3).

The data show that activation of CD8+ TN in T2 conditions 
favors expression of T2 cytokines and GATA3, and lower expres-
sion of type-1 cytokines, Prf1, Gzmb, and T-BET compared with  
neutral conditions. IL-4 itself, however, was only weakly expre-
ssed at the mRNA and protein levels under T2 conditions, and 
restimulation with PMAI favored IFN-γ over IL-4 production by 
both T2 and neutral primed cells.

effect of Type-2 conditions on cD8+ Tn 
Transition to Memory/effector Phenotypes
CD8+ TN differentiation into effector and memory subsets is 
largely regulated by Blimp1/Prdm1, Eomes, and T-BET (30–34). 
Prdm1 mRNA levels were lower and Eomes levels were higher 
in T2-primed cells (Figure 3), potentially favoring memory over  

effector differentiation. We therefore examined whether T2 condi-
tions affect CD8+ TN transition to memory and effector pheno-
types, which includes progressive loss of CD27, CD45RA, CCR7, 
CD28 and CD62L (costimulatory or lymph-node homing recep-
tors), and acquisition of effector and pro-apoptotic molecules 
such as CD95. Progression toward a CD27lo CD28lo CCR7lo 
CD95+ phenotype was arrested in T2 conditions, accompanied 
by a paradoxical decrease in CD62L expression (Figures 4A,C). 
CD27 mRNA was similarly increased in T2 compared with 
neutral primed T cells (Figure 4B). CTV analysis demonstrated 
that CD62L was lost early (Figures 4D,E). Approximately 70% of  
undivided cells were CD62Llo/− (Figure 4E) and undivided CD62Llo/−  
cells were larger than CD62Lhi counterparts (Figure 4F), suggest-
ing they had undergone activation and blast formation, consistent 
with studies demonstrating that 90% of cells lose CD62L via 
proteolytic cleavage within 4 h of activation (35). The proportion 
of cells that (re-)expressed CD62L, a signature of central memory 
precursors (36), then increased as division and time progressed, 
but this process was impaired in T2 conditions.

CD8α coreceptor expression was examined because down-
regulation of CD8α mRNA and protein is a hallmark of T2- 
polarized murine CD8+ T  cells (9, 37). T2 conditions had no 
effect on CD8α expression by activated human CD8+ TN, but 
CD3 expression was lower in T2 than in neutral conditions 
(Figures 4A,C). This reflected induction of CD3 upon division 
in neutral but not T2 conditions (Figures 4D,E). CD3 levels were 
also higher on undivided CD62Llo FSChi cells than on undivided 
CD62Lhi FSClo cells (Figure 4F), indicating that CD3 is induced 
early after TCR engagement, consistent with reports that cyto-
kine signals influence CD3 levels following TCR stimulation (38). 
Similarly, T2 conditions prevented induction of CD95 early after 
activation (Figure 4E). CD27 expression increased during the first 
few divisions in both neutral and T2 conditions then decreased 
in TN primed in neutral but not T2 conditions (Figure  4E). 
Consistent results were obtained with CTV-labeled cells from two 
additional donors analyzed 66 and 90 h post-activation (Figure 
S4 in Supplementary Material). Taken together, these phenotypic 
analyses suggest that CD8+ TN differentiation is arrested upon 
priming in T2 conditions, linked to curtailed division.

effects of Type-2 conditions on cD8+ 
central Memory T-cell (TcM) Division  
and Differentiation
The results presented above indicate that CD8+ TN division and 
differentiation commence but are then arrested in T2 conditions. 
To examine whether CD8+ TCM retain sensitivity to the cytokine 
environment during recall responses, cells with a TCM phenotype 
(CD45RAlo CD27hi) were purified and activated as per TN.

Cloning efficiencies were substantially lower for CD8+ TCM 
than observed above for TN (Figure 1), and were lower for TCM 
activated in T2 compared with neutral conditions (Figure 5A). 
Similarly, the proportion of CTV-labeled TCM that entered divi-
sion by 70 h and particularly 85 h was lower in T2 than in neutral 
conditions (Figure  5B), suggesting that in  vivo priming may 
render TCM less responsive to T2 conditions. However, TCM clones 
that formed in T2 conditions contained similar cell numbers to 
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FigUre 2 | Intracellular cytokine and transcription factor production by CD8+ TN stimulated in neutral or type-2 (T2) conditions. CD8+ TN were activated in neutral (N) 
or T2 conditions for 5 days, rested for 3 days, then cultured for a further 5 h with or without restimulation before intracellular or nuclear staining and flow cytometry. 
(a) Representative plots for IFN-γ versus IL-4 staining. (b–e,g,h) Each dot represents a sample from up to 13 donors, some of whom were assessed in up to three 
different experiments. Data are presented as median and interquartile range (IQR). IFN-γ and TNF-α were not detected in non-restimulated cultures (data not 
shown). p-Values for pairwise comparisons of neutral versus T2-primed cells are indicated (****p < 0.0001, ***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, and *p < 0.05). (F) Plots for 
one of two donors whose cells were costained for IFN-γ, T-BET, and GATA3.
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neutral clones (Figure 5A) and, unlike TN, TCM upregulated CD3 
upon activation and division in T2 conditions. Nevertheless, CD3 
mean fluorescence intensities (MFIs) were higher in TCM activated 
in neutral than in T2 conditions. As with TN, TCM modulated 
CD27 expression in response to T2 conditions (Figure 5C; Figure 
S5A in Supplementary Material), but largely lost the capacity to 
modulate CD95 expression (Figure 5C).

Type-2 conditions reduced induction of IFN-γ and TNF-α 
expression by TCM (Figure  5Di), but to a lesser extent than in 

TN (Figure 5Dii). On average, 55.2% (11.3–93%) of T2-activated 
TCM produced IFN-γ when restimulated with PMAI compared 
with 70.4% (40.2–87.7%, p  =  0.119) of neutral-activated 
TCM (Figure  5Di). By comparison, only 12.0% (3.2–23.4%) 
of T2-primed CD8+ TN produced IFN-γ when restimulated 
with PMAI (Figure 2B). T-BET levels were also higher in TCM 
compared with TN (Figure S5B in Supplementary Material). 
Moreover, T-BET induction coincided with IFN-γ production in 
T2-activated TCM (Figure 5E) suggesting that, like neutral primed 
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FigUre 3 | Cytokine and transcription factor mRNA expression in CD8+ TN activated in neutral or type-2 (T2) conditions. RNA was extracted from CD8+ TN directly 
after in vitro activation in N or T2 conditions for 5 days, or after an additional 3 days of rest with (see below) or without (□) restimulation. Lines join N and T2-cultured 
cells from the same donor, n = 6–12. Cells were restimulated with PMAI (▪), anti-CD3 mAb (▴), or anti-CD3 with anti-CD11a mAb (●). p-Values for pairwise 
comparisons of log10 levels in neutral versus T2 conditions are indicated (***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, and *p < 0.05).
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FigUre 4 | Differentiation phenotype of CD8+ TN activated in neutral or type-2 (T2) conditions. CD8+ TN were stimulated as described in Figures 2 and 3, and 
analyzed 5–8 days later (a–c), or were stained with cell trace violet (CTV) and analyzed 60–85 h later (D–F). (a) Lines join samples from the same donor and 
time-point primed in neutral and T2 conditions; dashed lines indicate samples assessed following restimulation. (b) CD27 mRNA expression 5 days after activation, 
presented as in (a). (c,D) Representative overlay plots compare cell surface marker expression for neutral (red) and T2 (blue)-primed cells. (e) Surface receptor 
expression according to division number. Mean and 95% confidence interval for cells from four donors and three time-points are shown. (F) Profiles of neutral versus 
T2-primed undivided CD62Lhi and CD62L− cells. Results are shown for one of four donors at 60 h.
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FigUre 5 | Effects of type-2 (T2) conditions on division and differentiation of CD8+ TCM following secondary activation. (a) Single TCM cell cloning in neutral versus T2 
conditions as in Figure 1a. (b) Division analysis as in Figure 1b. Line graphs show mean and SD for TCM from three donors at 70 h (Bii) and for TCM and TN from the 
same three donors at 85 h (Biii). (c) Surface receptor expression according to division number. The mean and SD of results for three donors and two time-points are 
shown. (D) Cytokine and transcription factor levels in TCM from each donor, time and restimulation type; lines join neutral and T2 conditions. Levels in TCM and TN in 
neutral versus T2 conditions are presented as ratios in Dii. Horizontal bars represent medians. (e) Overlay plots of IFN-γ versus T-BET staining of cells with and without 
PMA and ionomycin (PMAI) restimulation, comparing neutral versus T2 conditions for TN and TCM from two donors. (F) mRNA levels for TCM activated in neutral versus 
T2 conditions, as in Figure 3. p-Values for pairwise comparisons of neutral versus T2 are indicated (****p < 0.0001, ***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, and *p < 0.05).
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TN, TCM have undergone priming that renders IFN-γ expression 
more responsive to T-BET. The effect of T2 conditions on Ifng 
mRNA was markedly weaker for TCM than for TN, providing 
further evidence that TCM have less capacity than TN to regulate 
Ifng transcription. The effects of T2 conditions on Gzmb protein 
(Figure  5Dii) and mRNA and Prf1 mRNA (Figure  5F; Figure 
S5 in Supplementary Material) were equivalent for TCM and 
TN, suggesting that the accessibility of these loci to type-1- and 
type-2-associated transcription factors may not change during 
differentiation.

Type-2 conditions induced similar fold increases in GATA3 
protein and mRNA, as well as IL5 and Eomes mRNA levels in TCM 
and TN (Figure 5Dii and Figure 5F; Figure S5B in Supplementary 
Material). Despite this, T2 conditions did not induce IL-4 produc-
tion by TCM, perhaps reflecting the relative abundance of T-BET 
in TCM and further indicating that cells that have been primed 

in vivo to become TCM are more committed to a Tc1 pathway than 
their naïve counterparts.

The data show that CD8+ TCM retain some capacity to respond 
to T2 conditions by expressing higher levels of GATA3 and CD27, 
and lower levels of type-1 cytokines, Prf1, Gzmb, and T-BET 
compared with TCM reactivated in neutral conditions. However, 
some of these effects were weaker and were accompanied by 
lower cloning efficiencies than those observed following activa-
tion of CD8+ TN.

effects of Type-2 conditions on cD8+ Tn 
Versus cD4+ Tn
The results indicate that human CD8+ TN have far less capacity to 
produce type-2 than type-1 cytokines; in particular, T2 cytokine 
mRNA was barely detectable. However, it has been reported 
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that commitment of human CD4+ TN to express Th2 cytokines 
requires prolonged periods of activation in T2 conditions unlike 
commitment to produce IFN-γ (4, 39), and studies often use 
repeated stimulation in T2 conditions to generate human Th2 
cells (39–41). We therefore exposed CD8+ TN from one donor 
to two rounds of activation in T2 conditions, for 7 then 4 days 
with 6  days rest in between. The percentage of cells that were 
IL-4+ reached 22.9% after the initial round of polarization but 
did not increase after a further round of polarization (Figure 
S6 in Supplementary Material). We further directly compared 
the ability of CD8+ TN and CD4+ TN to produce T2 cytokines 
when activated in T2 medium augmented with anti-IL-12 mAb. 
Regardless of priming conditions, CD4+ TN from all three donors  
expressed significantly more IL4 and IL5 mRNA than CD8+ TN in 
response to PMAI restimulation (Figure 6A). T2-primed CD4+ 
TN expressed higher levels of GATA3 mRNA than neutral primed 
CD4+ TN or CD8+ TN prior to restimulation (Figure 6A). However, 
GATA3 mRNA levels tended to drop after restimulation and did 
not correspond with IL4 mRNA levels. For both TN subsets, 
T2-primed cells expressed more IL-4, GATA3, CD27 and CCR7 
protein and EOMES mRNA, and less IFN-γ mRNA and protein, at 
least following PMAI restimulation (Figures 6A,B). IFN-γ MFIs 
indicated that on average CD4+ TN expressed substantially less 
IFN-γ protein than CD8+ TN, and if primed in T2 conditions only 
1–2% of CD4+ TN made detectable IFN-γ compared with 10–18% 
of CD8+ TN (Figure 6B). Accordingly, when T2-primed CD4+ TN 
cells were restimulated with PMAI, TBX21 mRNA (Figure 6C), 
and T-BET protein (Figure 6D) were induced, but T-BET+ cells 
did not express IFN-γ (Figure 6E). As noted above, T2 conditions 
had relatively little effect on cytokine and transcription factor 
expression by CD8+ TCM (Figures  6A–C). Even when primed 
in T2 conditions, only a minority of CD8+ TN and CD4+ TN 
produced IL-4 protein. Thus, the combined results suggest that, 
while both human TN subsets are pre-disposed to produce type-1 
cytokines, the bias toward type-1 cytokine production is stronger 
amongst CD8+ TN.

DiscUssiOn

This study set out to determine whether human CD8+ TN can 
differentiate into T2-polarized cells when activated in T2 condi-
tions, reflecting functional plasticity. It was clear that primary 
activation under T2 conditions reduced differentiation into cells 
expressing type-1 cytokines, cytolytic molecules, and T-BET and 
increased the expression of IL-4, IL-5, and GATA3. However, 
at most 25% of cells could be induced to produce IL-4 and IL4 
mRNA was barely detectable. Moreover, expansion of clones  
from single cells, differentiation toward an effector phenotype and 
early CD3 induction were impaired in T2 conditions, reminiscent 
of effects of T2 conditions on CD4 (42) and CD8α (37) expres-
sion levels by murine CD4+ and CD8+ TN, respectively. Studies of 
mouse T cells demonstrate that this coreceptor tuning attenuates 
TCR-mediated activation (42, 43). Therefore, the early induction 
of CD3 may provide a mechanism for CD8+ T cells to integrate 
cytokine signals by fine-tuning TCR signaling and hence division 
and differentiation. These combined findings support the theory 
that CD8+ TN preferentially respond to and produce type-1 

cytokines (5). Accordingly, most TCM appeared to have undergone 
commitment to a Tc1 phenotype during in vivo priming such that 
far fewer responded upon secondary activation in T2 conditions. 
Moreover, activation of TCM in T2 conditions did not induce 
IL-4 and cells continued to produce type-1 cytokines, reflecting 
heightened T-BET levels and responsiveness.

T-BET and Blimp1/Prdm1 are required for Tc1 effector gen-
eration (30, 31, 33, 34). It is therefore plausible that T2-primed 
CD8+ T  cells had reduced capacity to produce IFN-γ, TNF-α, 
Prf1, and Gzmb because they expressed low levels of T-BET 
and Prdm1. T-BET is rapidly induced following TCR and IFN-γ 
receptor signaling, it binds to the Ifng promoter and multiple 
distal enhancers, bringing them together via tethering enzymes 
that cause the locus to form loops [reviewed in Ref. (44, 45)]. 
It is likely that similar T-BET-driven Ifng locus remodeling 
occurred when CD8+ TN were primed in neutral conditions such 
that IFN-γ expression correlated with T-BET expression after 
restimulation with PMAI. In turn, it is likely that there was lit-
tle Ifng locus remodeling via T-BET in T2-primed cells because 
they expressed little T-BET. Consequently, few T2-primed cells 
expressed IFN-γ after restimulation with PMAI even though 
T-BET was induced. Similarly, it is likely that TCM have undergone 
Ifng locus remodeling during in vivo priming because cells that 
expressed T-BET after PMAI restimulation also produced IFN-γ, 
despite secondary activation in T2 conditions.

It has been suggested that epigenetic modifications that permit 
Gzmb and Prf1 transcription during CD8+ T-cell differentiation 
into effectors are not stably maintained in memory cells whereas 
modifications in Ifng and Tnfa loci are maintained (46). The 
effects of T2 conditions on Gzmb and Prf1 were equivalent in 
TN and TCM, similarly indicating that transcription-permissive 
modifications at these loci are not stable. Conversely, Gzmb and 
Prf1 levels are high in memory compared with naïve cells, cor-
responding with an open/permissive chromatin state (47). T-BET 
induces Gzmb and Prf1 expression, and memory cells express 
high levels of T-BET (47). However, in contrast to Ifng, Gzmb 
and Prf1 expression require persistent T-BET expression via sus-
tained mTOR activation (33, 48); hence, expression by memory 
cells could be interrupted by mTOR or T-BET downregulation 
upon exposure to T2 conditions.

GATA3 promotes remodeling of the Th2 locus control region 
in CD4+ T  cells (49–51) and was present at higher levels in 
T2-primed CD8+ T cells, so it was somewhat surprising that the 
latter cells produced little IL-4. However, studies indicate that 
IL-4 expression is stringently controlled. The probability that 
recently primed murine Th2 cells will re-produce IL-4 is low, and 
builds only gradually with successive and prolonged exposure to 
IL-4 (52, 53), a phenomenon that has been linked to monoallelic 
il4 gene expression and to a secondary requirement for NFATc2 
binding to the il4 locus once it has been rendered accessible (54). 
Our results reveal a similar trend with only low levels of IL-4 
mRNA and protein expressed by human CD4+ TN under polar-
izing conditions, and even less expressed by human CD8+ TN. The 
il4 locus is less accessible in mouse CD8+ TN than in CD4+ TN 
in association with increased methylation and repressive histone 
marks (55). Studies in mice also indicate that expression of IL-4 
and GATA3 by CD8+ Tc2 cells is low compared with CD4+ Th2 
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FigUre 6 | Effects of type-2 (T2) conditions on differentiation of CD4+ TN versus CD8+ TN and TCM following activation in vitro. Sorted TN subsets from three donors 
and CD8+ TCM from two donors were activated in neutral (N) or T2 conditions for 5 days then rested for 3 days. T2 media also contained anti-IL-12 mAb. (a) Log10 
mRNA expression relative to reference gene, with and without PMA and ionomycin (PMAI) restimulation. Lines join results for N and T2-primed subsets from the 
same donor. p-Values are indicated for pairwise comparisons of neutral versus T2 conditions for each subset, as well as for CD4+ versus CD8+ TN for each priming 
condition (***p < 0.001, **p < 0.01, and *p < 0.05). (b) Intracellular and cell surface protein detection by flow cytometry for each subset, presented as in  
(a). Representative FACS plots show PMAI restimulated cells from one donor, overlaying profiles for N versus T2-primed cells. (c) Log10 TBX21 mRNA expression, 
presented as in (a). (D) Effects of PMAI restimulation on T-BET mean fluorescence intensity (MFI) are compared for each TN cell subset and priming condition.  
(e) Representative FACS plots of IFN-γ versus T-BET staining following PMAI restimulation for each subset and condition for one donor, showing average (range)% 
T-BET+IFN-γ− for three donors.
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cells (55–58), and repressor of GATA (ROG) is detected almost 
exclusively in CD8+ T  cells (57). Moreover, IL-4 induces only 
partial demethylation of the Th2 locus control region in Tc2 cells  
compared with complete demethylation in Th2 cells (59) consis-
tent with indications that CD8+ TN are more committed to a 
type-1 fate than CD4+ TN (5, 59). Finally, T-BET redirects GATA3 
from Th2 to Th1 genes in CD4+ T cells (60) and could have similar 
actions in CD8+ TN which express T-BET. IL5 mRNA was more 
readily detected in human CD8+ T cells and was induced by T2 
conditions, reflecting findings in mice (56). Thus, GATA3 may 
bind directly to the IL5 promoter in CD8+ T  cells as in CD4+ 
T cells (61).

Differentiation toward a CD27lo CD28lo CCR7lo effector phe-
notype was arrested in T2 conditions, consistent with a study in 
which IL-4 induced CCR7 expression by CD8+ T cells (20). Eomes 
mRNA was induced and Prdm1 was suppressed in T2 conditions. 
A similar effect of IL-4 on Eomes expression has been reported for 
mouse CD8+ T cells (62). Changes in Eomes and Prdm1 expres-
sion are likely to contribute to effects of T2 conditions on phe-
notype. In particular, Prdm1/Blimp1 induces repressive histone 
modifications in the CD27 loci (63), so Prdm1 suppression may 
induce CD27. Similarly, Eomes induction may promote CCR7 
expression because suppression of Eomes upon mTOR induction 
prevents CCR7 expression (33, 64). Although both CD62L and 
Eomes are associated with TCM development (32), T2 conditions 
repressed CD62L re-expression, contrary to effects on Eomes. 
It therefore appears that T2-primed cells may be retained in a 
transitional state, resembling “transitional memory” CD8+ T cells 
that accumulate during chronic HIV (65). It will be important to 
establish whether a predominance of Th2 cells in the lungs during 
asthma (66) impairs anti-viral CD8+ T-cell differentiation, and 
contributes to the enhanced severity of respiratory virus infec-
tions (66).

Taken together, our findings indicate that while human CD8+ 
T  cells can be polarized toward production of T2 cytokines, 

division and differentiation are impaired, and polarization is 
reversed upon strong restimulation. This is consistent with the 
notion that CD8+ T  cells are predisposed to respond to and 
produce type-1 cytokines, yielding TCM that respond poorly to 
reactivation in T2 conditions. Consequently, while exposure to 
T2 cytokines during activation may impair Tc1 generation, it may 
not be sufficient for robust Tc2 generation.

aUThOr cOnTribUTiOns

AF, AK, and KH designed the study. AF and KH conducted the 
experiments. AF analyzed the data. AF, KH, KK, and AK con-
tributed to interpretation of results. AF drafted the manuscript. 
All authors critically revised and approved the final version of 
the manuscript, and agree to be accountable for all aspects of the 
work.

acKnOWleDgMenTs

We thank Ida Candiloro for expert advice on design and analysis 
of real-time RT-PCR experiments. This work would not be pos-
sible without the generosity of the volunteer blood donors.

FUnDing

This work was supported by the National Health and Medical 
Research Council, Australia (Program Grant 1071916). KK is an 
NHMRC Senior Research Fellow Level B.

sUPPleMenTarY MaTerial

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found online at 
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fimmu.2018.01141/
full#supplementary-material.

reFerences

1. Geginat J, Paroni M, Maglie S, Alfen JS, Kastirr I, Gruarin P, et al. Plasticity 
of human CD4 T  cell subsets. Front Immunol (2014) 5:630. doi:10.3389/
fimmu.2014.00630 

2. Zhou L, Chong MM, Littman DR. Plasticity of CD4+ T cell lineage differ-
entiation. Immunity (2009) 30(5):646–55. doi:10.1016/j.immuni.2009. 
05.001 

3. Sundrud MS, Grill SM, Ni D, Nagata K, Alkan SS, Subramaniam A, et  al. 
Genetic reprogramming of primary human T  cells reveals functional plas-
ticity in Th cell differentiation. J Immunol (2003) 171(7):3542–9. doi:10.4049/
jimmunol.171.7.3542 

4. Messi M, Giacchetto I, Nagata K, Lanzavecchia A, Natoli G, Sallusto F. 
Memory and flexibility of cytokine gene expression as separable properties 
of human T(H)1 and T(H)2 lymphocytes. Nat Immunol (2003) 4(1):78–86. 
doi:10.1038/ni872 

5. Schoenborn JR, Wilson CB. Regulation of interferon-gamma during innate 
and adaptive immune responses. Adv Immunol (2007) 96:41–101. doi:10.1016/
S0065-2776(07)96002-2 

6. Seder RA, Boulay JL, Finkelman F, Barbier S, Ben-Sasson SZ, Le Gros G, 
et al. CD8+ T cells can be primed in vitro to produce IL-4. J Immunol (1992) 
148(6):1652–6. 

7. Erard F, Wild MT, Garcia-Sanz JA, Le Gros G. Switch of CD8 T cells to non-
cytolytic CD8-CD4- cells that make TH2 cytokines and help B cells. Science 
(1993) 260(5115):1802–5. doi:10.1126/science.8511588 

8. Kelso A, Groves P. A single peripheral CD8+ T cell can give rise to progeny 
expressing type 1 and/or type 2 cytokine genes and can retain its multipo-
tentiality through many cell divisions. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (1997) 
94(15):8070–5. doi:10.1073/pnas.94.15.8070 

9. Harland KL, Day EB, Apte SH, Russ BE, Doherty PC, Turner SJ, et  al. 
Epigenetic plasticity of Cd8a locus during CD8(+) T-cell development and 
effector differentiation and reprogramming. Nat Commun (2014) 5:3547. 
doi:10.1038/ncomms4547 

10. Mittrucker HW, Visekruna A, Huber M. Heterogeneity in the differentiation 
and function of CD8(+) T cells. Arch Immunol Ther Exp (2014) 62(6):449–58. 
doi:10.1007/s00005-014-0293-y 

11. Cerwenka A, Morgan TM, Harmsen AG, Dutton RW. Migration kinetics 
and final destination of type 1 and type 2 CD8 effector cells predict protec-
tion against pulmonary virus infection. J Exp Med (1999) 189(2):423–34. 
doi:10.1084/jem.189.2.423 

12. Coyle AJ, Erard F, Bertrand C, Walti S, Pircher H, Le Gros G. Virus-specific 
CD8+ cells can switch to interleukin 5 production and induce airway eosino-
philia. J Exp Med (1995) 181(3):1229–33. doi:10.1084/jem.181.3.1229 

13. Jia Y, Takeda K, Han J, Joetham A, Marcus RA, Lucas JJ, et  al. Stepwise 
epigenetic and phenotypic alterations poise CD8+ T cells to mediate airway 
hyperresponsiveness and inflammation. J Immunol (2013) 190(8):4056–65. 
doi:10.4049/jimmunol.1202640 

14. Cerwenka A, Carter LL, Reome JB, Swain SL, Dutton RW. In vivo persistence  
of CD8 polarized T cell subsets producing type 1 or type 2 cytokines. J Immunol  
(1998) 161(1):97–105. 

https://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/archive
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fimmu.2018.01141/full#supplementary-material
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fimmu.2018.01141/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2014.00630
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2014.00630
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2009.
05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2009.
05.001
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.171.7.3542
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.171.7.3542
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni872
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2776(07)96002-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2776(07)96002-2
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.8511588
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.94.15.8070
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4547
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00005-014-0293-y
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.189.2.423
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.181.3.1229
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1202640


13

Fox et al. Limited Human CD8+ T-Cell Polarization

Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org May 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 1141

15. Do JS, Choi YH, Shin SH, Yi HK, Hwang PH, Nam SY. Committed memory 
effector type 2 cytotoxic T (Tc2) cells are ineffective in protective anti-tumor 
immunity. Immunol Lett (2004) 95(1):77–84. doi:10.1016/j.imlet.2004.06.006 

16. Paliard X, de Waal Malefijt R, Yssel H, Blanchard D, Chretien I, Abrams J,  
et  al. Simultaneous production of IL-2, IL-4, and IFN-gamma by activated 
human CD4+ and CD8+ T cell clones. J Immunol (1988) 141(3):849–55. 

17. Maggi E, Giudizi MG, Biagiotti R, Annunziato F, Manetti R, Piccinni MP, et al. 
Th2-like CD8+ T cells showing B cell helper function and reduced cytolytic 
activity in human immunodeficiency virus type 1 infection. J Exp Med (1994) 
180(2):489–95. doi:10.1084/jem.180.2.489 

18. Salgame P, Abrams JS, Clayberger C, Goldstein H, Convit J, Modlin RL, et al. 
Differing lymphokine profiles of functional subsets of human CD4 and CD8 
T cell clones. Science (1991) 254(5029):279–82. doi:10.1126/science.1681588 

19. Cho SH, Stanciu LA, Holgate ST, Johnston SL. Increased interleukin-4, 
interleukin-5, and interferon-gamma in airway CD4+ and CD8+ T cells in 
atopic asthma. Am J Respir Crit Care Med (2005) 171(3):224–30. doi:10.1164/
rccm.200310-1416OC 

20. Seneviratne SL, Black AP, Jones L, di Gleria K, Bailey AS, Ogg GS. Interleukin-4 
promotes human CD8 T  cell expression of CCR7. Immunology (2007) 
120(1):66–72. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2567.2006.02478.x 

21. Byun DG, Demeure CE, Yang LP, Shu U, Ishihara H, Vezzio N, et al. In vitro 
maturation of neonatal human CD8 T  lymphocytes into IL-4- and IL-5-
producing cells. J Immunol (1994) 153(11):4862–71. 

22. Sunder-Plassmann R, Breiteneder H, Zimmermann K, Strunk D, Majdic O, 
Knapp W, et al. Single human T cells stimulated in the absence of feeder cells 
transcribe interleukin-2 and undergo long-term clonal growth in response 
to defined monoclonal antibodies and cytokine stimulation. Blood (1996) 
87(12):5179–84. 

23. Maraskovsky E, Rogers LA, Troutt AB, Kelso A. Murine cytolytic CD8+ 
T cell clones generated in a high cloning efficiency, accessory cell-free culture 
system express a restricted lymphokine profile. Cell Immunol (1992) 141(1): 
59–70. doi:10.1016/0008-8749(92)90127-B 

24. Rothlein R, Springer TA. The requirement for lymphocyte function-associated 
antigen 1 in homotypic leukocyte adhesion stimulated by phorbol ester. J Exp 
Med (1986) 163(5):1132–49. doi:10.1084/jem.163.5.1132 

25. Zumwalde NA, Domae E, Mescher MF, Shimizu Y. ICAM-1-dependent 
homotypic aggregates regulate CD8 T cell effector function and differentia-
tion during T cell activation. J Immunol (2013) 191(7):3681–93. doi:10.4049/
jimmunol.1201954 

26. Gett AV, Hodgkin PD. Cell division regulates the T cell cytokine repertoire, 
revealing a mechanism underlying immune class regulation. Proc Natl Acad 
Sci U S A (1998) 95(16):9488–93. doi:10.1073/pnas.95.16.9488 

27. Hawkins ED, Hommel M, Turner ML, Battye FL, Markham JF, Hodgkin PD. 
Measuring lymphocyte proliferation, survival and differentiation using CFSE 
time-series data. Nat Protoc (2007) 2(9):2057–67. doi:10.1038/nprot.2007.297 

28. Delespesse G, Yang LP, Ohshima Y, Demeure C, Shu U, Byun DG, et  al. 
Maturation of human neonatal CD4+ and CD8+ T  lymphocytes into Th1/
Th2 effectors. Vaccine (1998) 16(14–15):1415–9. doi:10.1016/S0264-410X(98) 
00101-7 

29. Ma H, Kapp JA. Peptide affinity for MHC influences the phenotype of  
CD8(+) T cells primed in vivo. Cell Immunol (2001) 214(1):89–96. doi:10.1006/
cimm.2001.1884 

30. Sullivan BM, Juedes A, Szabo SJ, von Herrath M, Glimcher LH. Antigen-
driven effector CD8 T cell function regulated by T-bet. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S 
A (2003) 100(26):15818–23. doi:10.1073/pnas.2636938100 

31. Pearce EL, Mullen AC, Martins GA, Krawczyk CM, Hutchins AS, Zediak VP, 
et al. Control of effector CD8+ T cell function by the transcription factor eome-
sodermin. Science (2003) 302(5647):1041–3. doi:10.1126/science.1090148 

32. Intlekofer AM, Takemoto N, Wherry EJ, Longworth SA, Northrup JT, 
Palanivel VR, et al. Effector and memory CD8+ T cell fate coupled by T-bet 
and eomesodermin. Nat Immunol (2005) 6(12):1236–44. doi:10.1038/ni1268 

33. Rao RR, Li Q, Odunsi K, Shrikant PA. The mTOR kinase determines effector 
versus memory CD8+ T cell fate by regulating the expression of transcription 
factors T-bet and eomesodermin. Immunity (2010) 32(1):67–78. doi:10.1016/j.
immuni.2009.10.010 

34. Xin A, Masson F, Liao Y, Preston S, Guan T, Gloury R, et  al. A molecular 
threshold for effector CD8(+) T cell differentiation controlled by transcription 
factors Blimp-1 and T-bet. Nat Immunol (2016) 17(4):422–32. doi:10.1038/
ni.3410 

35. Chao CC, Jensen R, Dailey MO. Mechanisms of L-selectin regulation by 
activated T cells. J Immunol (1997) 159(4):1686–94. 

36. Kinjyo I, Qin J, Tan SY, Wellard CJ, Mrass P, Ritchie W, et al. Real-time tracking 
of cell cycle progression during CD8+ effector and memory T-cell differenti-
ation. Nat Commun (2015) 6:6301. doi:10.1038/ncomms7301 

37. Kienzle N, Olver S, Buttigieg K, Groves P, Janas ML, Baz A, et al. Progressive 
differentiation and commitment of CD8+ T  cells to a poorly cytolytic 
CD8low phenotype in the presence of IL-4. J Immunol (2005) 174(4):2021–9. 
doi:10.4049/jimmunol.174.4.2021 

38. McCarron MJ, Reen DJ. Neonatal CD8+ T-cell differentiation is dependent 
on interleukin-12. Hum Immunol (2010) 71(12):1172–9. doi:10.1016/j.
humimm.2010.09.004 

39. Cousins DJ, Lee TH, Staynov DZ. Cytokine coexpression during human  
Th1/Th2 cell differentiation: direct evidence for coordinated expression of 
Th2 cytokines. J Immunol (2002) 169(5):2498–506. doi:10.4049/jimmunol. 
169.5.2498 

40. Delespesse G, Ohshima Y, Shu U, Yang L-P, Demeure C, Wu C-Y, et  al. 
Differentiation of naive human CD4 T cells into TH2/TH1 effectors. Allergol 
Int (1997) 46(2):63–72. doi:10.2332/allergolint.46.63 

41. Lantelme E, Mantovani S, Palermo B, Campanelli R, Sallusto F, Giachino C. 
Kinetics of GATA-3 gene expression in early polarizing and committed human 
T  cells. Immunology (2001) 102(2):123–30. doi:10.1046/j.1365-2567.2001. 
01168.x 

42. Itoh Y, Wang Z, Ishida H, Eichelberg K, Fujimoto N, Makino J, et al. Decreased 
CD4 expression by polarized T helper 2 cells contributes to suboptimal TCR-
induced phosphorylation and reduced Ca2+ signaling. Eur J Immunol (2005) 
35(11):3187–95. doi:10.1002/eji.200526064 

43. Park JH, Adoro S, Lucas PJ, Sarafova SD, Alag AS, Doan LL, et al. ‘Coreceptor 
tuning’: cytokine signals transcriptionally tailor CD8 coreceptor expression 
to the self-specificity of the TCR. Nat Immunol (2007) 8(10):1049–59. 
doi:10.1038/ni1512 

44. Aune TM, Collins PL, Collier SP, Henderson MA, Chang S. Epigenetic acti-
vation and silencing of the gene that encodes IFN-gamma. Front Immunol 
(2013) 4:112. doi:10.3389/fimmu.2013.00112 

45. Lazarevic V, Glimcher LH, Lord GM. T-bet: a bridge between innate and  
adaptive immunity. Nat Rev Immunol (2013) 13(11):777–89. doi:10.1038/
nri3536 

46. Zediak VP, Johnnidis JB, Wherry EJ, Berger SL. Cutting edge: persistently 
open chromatin at effector gene loci in resting memory CD8+ T cells indepen-
dent of transcriptional status. J Immunol (2011) 186(5):2705–9. doi:10.4049/
jimmunol.1003741

47. Weng NP, Araki Y, Subedi K. The molecular basis of the memory T  cell 
response: differential gene expression and its epigenetic regulation. Nat Rev 
Immunol (2012) 12(4):306–15. doi:10.1038/nri3173 

48. Finlay DK, Rosenzweig E, Sinclair LV, Feijoo-Carnero C, Hukelmann JL,  
Rolf J, et al. PDK1 regulation of mTOR and hypoxia-inducible factor 1 inte-
grate metabolism and migration of CD8+ T cells. J Exp Med (2012) 209(13): 
2441–53. doi:10.1084/jem.20112607 

49. Spilianakis CG, Lalioti MD, Town T, Lee GR, Flavell RA. Interchromosomal 
associations between alternatively expressed loci. Nature (2005) 435(7042): 
637–45. doi:10.1038/nature03574 

50. Tai TS, Pai SY, Ho IC. GATA-3 regulates the homeostasis and activation of 
CD8+ T  cells. J Immunol (2013) 190(1):428–37. doi:10.4049/jimmunol. 
1201361 

51. Tindemans I, Serafini N, Di Santo JP, Hendriks RW. GATA-3 function in 
innate and adaptive immunity. Immunity (2014) 41(2):191–206. doi:10.1016/ 
j.immuni.2014.06.006 

52. Hu-Li J, Pannetier C, Guo L, Lohning M, Gu H, Watson C, et al. Regulation of 
expression of IL-4 alleles: analysis using a chimeric GFP/IL-4 gene. Immunity 
(2001) 14(1):1–11. doi:10.1016/S1074-7613(01)00084-X 

53. Ho I-C, Miaw S-C. Regulation of IL-4 expression in immunity and diseases. 
In: Ma X, editor. Regulation of Cytokine Gene Expression in Immunity and 
Diseases. Netherlands, Dordrecht: Springer (2016). p. 31–77.

54. Kock J, Kreher S, Lehmann K, Riedel R, Bardua M, Lischke T, et al. Nuclear 
factor of activated T cells regulates the expression of interleukin-4 in Th2 cells 
in an all-or-none fashion. J Biol Chem (2014) 289(39):26752–61. doi:10.1074/
jbc.M114.587865 

55. Makar KW, Perez-Melgosa M, Shnyreva M, Weaver WM, Fitzpatrick DR,  
Wilson CB. Active recruitment of DNA methyltransferases regulates 

https://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/archive
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.imlet.2004.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.180.2.489
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1681588
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.200310-1416OC
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.200310-1416OC
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2567.2006.02478.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/0008-8749(92)90127-B
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.163.5.1132
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1201954
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1201954
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.16.9488
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2007.297
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(98)00101-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-410X(98)00101-7
https://doi.org/10.1006/cimm.2001.1884
https://doi.org/10.1006/cimm.2001.1884
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2636938100
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1090148
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni1268
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2009.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2009.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.3410
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.3410
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7301
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.174.4.2021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humimm.2010.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.humimm.2010.09.004
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.
169.5.2498
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.
169.5.2498
https://doi.org/10.2332/allergolint.46.63
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2567.2001.
01168.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2567.2001.
01168.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/eji.200526064
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni1512
https://doi.org/10.3389/fimmu.2013.00112
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri3536
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri3536
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1003741
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1003741
https://doi.org/10.1038/nri3173
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20112607
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03574
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1201361
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1201361
https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.immuni.2014.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.immuni.2014.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1074-7613(01)00084-X
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M114.587865
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M114.587865


14

Fox et al. Limited Human CD8+ T-Cell Polarization

Frontiers in Immunology | www.frontiersin.org May 2018 | Volume 9 | Article 1141

interleukin 4 in thymocytes and T cells. Nat Immunol (2003) 4(12):1183–90. 
doi:10.1038/ni1004 

56. Croft M, Carter L, Swain SL, Dutton RW. Generation of polarized antigen- 
specific CD8 effector populations: reciprocal action of interleukin (IL)-4  
and IL-12 in promoting type 2 versus type 1 cytokine profiles. J Exp Med 
(1994) 180(5):1715–28. doi:10.1084/jem.180.5.1715 

57. Omori M, Yamashita M, Inami M, Ukai-Tadenuma M, Kimura M, Nigo Y, 
et  al. CD8 T  cell-specific downregulation of histone hyperacetylation and  
gene activation of the IL-4 gene locus by ROG, repressor of GATA. Immunity 
(2003) 19(2):281–94. doi:10.1016/S1074-7613(03)00210-3 

58. Wei G, Abraham BJ, Yagi R, Jothi R, Cui K, Sharma S, et al. Genome-wide  
analyses of transcription factor GATA3-mediated gene regulation in distinct 
T  cell types. Immunity (2011) 35(2):299–311. doi:10.1016/j.immuni.2011. 
08.007 

59. Kim ST, Fields PE, Flavell RA. Demethylation of a specific hypersensitive site 
in the Th2 locus control region. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A (2007) 104(43): 
17052–7. doi:10.1073/pnas.0708293104 

60. Kanhere A, Hertweck A, Bhatia U, Gokmen MR, Perucha E, Jackson I, 
et  al. T-bet and GATA3 orchestrate Th1 and Th2 differentiation through 
lineage-specific targeting of distal regulatory elements. Nat Commun (2012) 
3:1268. doi:10.1038/ncomms2260 

61. Zhang DH, Yang L, Ray A. Differential responsiveness of the IL-5 and 
IL-4 genes to transcription factor GATA-3. J Immunol (1998) 161(8): 
3817–21. 

62. Renkema KR, Lee JY, Lee YJ, Hamilton SE, Hogquist KA, Jameson SC. IL-4 
sensitivity shapes the peripheral CD8+ T cell pool and response to infection. 
J Exp Med (2016) 213(7):1319–29. doi:10.1084/jem.20151359 

63. Shin HM, Kapoor VN, Guan T, Kaech SM, Welsh RM, Berg LJ. Epige-
netic modifications induced by Blimp-1 regulate CD8(+) T  cell memory 
progression during acute virus infection. Immunity (2013) 39(4):661–75. 
doi:10.1016/j.immuni.2013.08.032 

64. Sinclair LV, Finlay D, Feijoo C, Cornish GH, Gray A, Ager A, et  al. 
Phosphatidylinositol-3-OH kinase and nutrient-sensing mTOR pathways 
control T  lymphocyte trafficking. Nat Immunol (2008) 9(5):513–21. 
doi:10.1038/ni.1603 

65. Buggert M, Tauriainen J, Yamamoto T, Frederiksen J, Ivarsson MA, Michaelsson J,  
et al. T-bet and Eomes are differentially linked to the exhausted phenotype 
of CD8+ T  cells in HIV infection. PLoS Pathog (2014) 10(7):e1004251. 
doi:10.1371/journal.ppat.1004251 

66. James KM, Peebles RS Jr, Hartert TV. Response to infections in patients with 
asthma and atopic disease: an epiphenomenon or reflection of host suscep-
tibility? J Allergy Clin Immunol (2012) 130(2):343–51. doi:10.1016/j.jaci. 
2012.05.056 

Conflict of Interest Statement: The authors declare that the research was con-
ducted in the absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be 
construed as a potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2018 Fox, Harland, Kedzierska and Kelso. This is an open-access 
article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License  
(CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided 
the original author(s) and the copyright owner are credited and that the original 
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No 
use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

https://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/Immunology/archive
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni1004
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.180.5.1715
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1074-7613(03)00210-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2011.
08.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2011.
08.007
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0708293104
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2260
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20151359
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2013.08.032
https://doi.org/10.1038/ni.1603
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1004251
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.
2012.05.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.
2012.05.056
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Minerva Access is the Institutional Repository of The University of Melbourne

Author/s:
Fox, A;Harland, KL;Kedzierska, K;Kelso, A

Title:
Exposure of Human CD8(+) T Cells to Type-2 Cytokines Impairs Division and Differentiation
and Induces Limited Polarization

Date:
2018-05-28

Citation:
Fox, A., Harland, K. L., Kedzierska, K. & Kelso, A. (2018). Exposure of Human
CD8(+) T Cells to Type-2 Cytokines Impairs Division and Differentiation and Induces
Limited Polarization. FRONTIERS IN IMMUNOLOGY, 9 (MAY), https://doi.org/10.3389/
fimmu.2018.01141.

Persistent Link:
http://hdl.handle.net/11343/255202

License:
CC BY

http://hdl.handle.net/11343/255202
CC%20BY

	Exposure of Human CD8+ T Cells to Type-2 Cytokines Impairs Division and Differentiation and Induces Limited Polarization
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Participants and Samples
	Fluorescence-Activated Cell 
Sorting and Analysis
	In Vitro Activation of Purified CD8+ 
T-Cell Subsets
	Division Analysis
	Single-Cell Cloning of CD8+ T Cells
	Restimulation for Functional Analysis
	Real-Time RT-PCR
	Analysis
	Optimizing Conditions for In Vitro Activation and Single-Cell Cloning
	Effects of Type-2 Conditions on Human CD8+ Naïve T-Cell (Tn) Cloning and Division Following In Vitro Activation
	Effects of Type-2 Conditions on Human CD8+ TN Function Following In Vitro Activation
	Effect of Type-2 Conditions on CD8+ TN Transition to Memory/Effector Phenotypes
	Effects of Type-2 Conditions on CD8+ Central Memory T-Cell (TCM) Division 
and Differentiation
	Effects of Type-2 Conditions on CD8+ TN Versus CD4+ TN

	Discussion
	Author Contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Funding
	Supplementary Material
	References


