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Evaluation of Diffusion-Weighted 
MRI and FDG-PET/CT to Assess 
Response to AdCD40L treatment in 
Metastatic Melanoma Patients
Aglaia Schiza  1,2*, Sandra Irenaeus1,2, Francisco Ortiz-Nieto3, Angelica Loskog  1,6, 
Thomas Tötterman1, Anders Sundin3,4, Gustav J. Ullenhag1,2,7 & Håkan Ahlström3,4,5,7

The purpose was to evaluate the potential of diffusion-weighted-magnetic resonance imaging 
(DW-MRI) and 18F-fludeoxy-glucose-positron emission tomography integrated with CT (FDG-PET/
CT) for prediction of overall survival (OS) following AdCD40L-immunotherapy in patients with 
metastatic malignant melanoma (MMM). Twenty-four patients with refractory MMM were treated 
with immunostimulatory AdCD40L gene therapy in a phase I/IIa study. Pre-therapeutic DW-MRI and 
FDG-PET/CT were performed and then repeated at 5 and 9 weeks post-treatment. Evaluation was 
conducted according to RECIST 1.1 and EORTC criteria. Apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC), true 
diffusion coefficient (D), maximum standardized uptake value (SUVmax) were measured in the injected 
lesions. Fold changes (F) in ADC (F ADC), D (F D), SUVmax (F SUVmax) were statistically assessed. F D ≥ 1 
and F ADC ≥ 1 were associated with better OS in scans at week 5 and 9 respectively. F SUVmax was 
not correlated to OS. F ADC ≥ 1 in both post-treatment scans and F D ≥ 1 at week 5 were related to a 
significant decrease of size of the injected lesions. These results suggest that in patients with MMM 
treated with AdCD40l, functional parameters of DW-MRI are better early predictors of OS than the 
established metabolic and morphologic criteria for FDG-PET/CT and MRI, respectively.

Melanoma is a malignant disease that arises from melanocytes and has a steadily increased incidence over the last 
decades1,2. This rising trend is expected to continue in the future3.

Historically, the prognosis of patients with disseminated melanoma has been poor, with an approximately 10% 
5-year survival4,5. During the last years, the prognosis has been substantially improved due to gradual understand-
ing of the biology of melanoma and the access to new therapeutic options as targeted therapies and immunother-
apy6–8. Advances related to immunotherapy are reflected on the current 5-year survival rate at approximately 
35%9. Immunotherapy has posed challenges to clinicians due to the different mechanisms of action compared to 
chemotherapy, which can lead to atypical patterns of response and immune-related adverse events.

Despite of the advances in treatment options there is still a need for effective drugs with less side effects10 
and for methods that enable early evaluation of treatment response to swiftly identify non-responders11. 
Immunotherapy has been established in recent years and has evolved to a cornerstone in the treatment of many 
cancers12,13. Response to immunotherapy is still mainly based on assessment of computed tomography (CT) and 
magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) according to RECIST 1.114 although benefits of immunotherapy may not 
require significant reduction in tumor size15 and therefore functional methods have been applied. In fact, an atyp-
ical pattern of response, pseudoprogression, has been observed in about 6–10% of patients undergoing immu-
notherapy, in whom an initial tumor increase or appearance of new lesions is followed by subsequent decrease of 
tumor burden16,17.
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CT remains the basic method for therapy monitoring of MM15 although MRI and 18F-fludeoxy-glucose 
(FDG)-positron emission tomography (PET) integrated with CT (PET/CT) are increasingly employed. 
FDG-PET/CT is helpful for therapy monitoring of various cancers18–20 but is expensive and shortly following 
radiotherapy and surgery it may be difficult to differ tumor related FDG-uptake from that induced by inflamma-
tion15. In 1999, the European Organization for Research and Treatment of Cancer (EORTC) proposed the first 
PET-based response criteria to assess therapy response in solid tumors21,22. The PET Response Criteria in Solid 
Tumors (PERCIST) were launched in 2009. With the PERCIST, SUV (normalized by body-weight) was replaced 
by SUV lean (normalized by lean body mass), and measurements of up to five target lesions were introduced23,24. 
The RECIST 1.1 have been adapted for assessment of response to immunotherapies. Whereas new lesions in 
RECIST 1.1 always result in progressive disease (PD) this is not the case in iRECIST or irRECIST; iRECIST 
require verification of unconfirmed progressive disease by a follow-up scan25. The most recent concept is iPER-
CIST that also take into account the possible avid-FDG lymphocytic tumoral infiltration during treatment26.

Diffusion-weighted - magnetic resonance imaging (DW-MRI) is routinely included in MRI examination pro-
tocols for tumor diagnosis, to differ benign from malignant lesions, to detect recurrent disease, and to assess 
treatment response27,28. DW-MRI is based on the random movement of water molecules. This random move-
ment is restricted in hypercellular tissues such as in tumors29, resulting in low values of the apparent diffusion 
coefficient (ADC). ADC, a measure of the magnitude of diffusion of water molecules within tissue, is calcu-
lated by using the mono-exponential decay of signals for b-values over 100 s/mm230. However, the DW imaging 
(DWI) signal is influenced aside from molecular diffusion also by pseudorandom motion in the capillary net-
work (perfusion). The intra voxel incoherent motion (IVIM) model is a refined analysis technique to separate 
perfusion- and diffusion-related effects by assuming biexponential behavior of signal decay30–32. IVIM-derived 
parameters include the true diffusion coefficient (D) and perfusion-related coefficient (D*) and perfusion frac-
tion (f). Changes in IVIM parameters may be useful for early tumor response assessment as observed in animal 
studies33. Due to the major advances in the field of DW-MRI and at the same time lack of repeatability literature, 
the Quantitative Imaging Biomarkers Alliance (QIBA) has documented DWI profiles based on review of many 
published studies. The fact that varying DW-MRI protocols are applied in different organs is an issue. According 
to QIBA, a substantial difference in the measurements of ADC must be observed to ensure that a significant 
change has occurred. However, Paudyal et al. have reported preliminary findings for repeated IVIM- measure-
ments where smaller differences were considered significant34.

Although FDG-PET/CT is established in the clinical praxis to assess immunotherapy responses in Hodgkin 
lymphoma and Head&Neck and lung cancer, almost having replaced CT35 the role of DW-MRI in this regard is 
not yet equally established.

In a phase I/IIa study, adenovirus carrying the transgene for human CD40 ligand (AdCD40L) was repeat-
edly administered intratumorally in the same preselected lesion by ultrasound-guidance injections in patients 
with disseminated MM having previously received established treatments. AdCD40L induced desirable systemic 
immune effects, which correlated to prolonged survival36–38.

The purpose of the current study was to evaluate the potential of DW-MRI and FDG-PET/CT for prediction 
of OS following AdCD40L immunotherapy in patients with MMM. We hypothesized that the quantitative values 
of DW-MRI and FDG-PET/CT could predict tumor response before tumor shrinkage occurs. We furthermore 
hypothesized that DW-MRI measurements should be at least as reliable as PET-measurements in our cohorts.

Results
All patients who underwent at least one post-treatment examination (n = 21), the evaluable patients, were ana-
lyzed (Table 1). Patients #11, #22 and #23 suffered from rapid PD and did not complete the treatment scheme. 
Patients #1, #6, #9 and #21 did not undergo Scans 2 (w 9) due to deterioration of their general condition. Patient 
#2 did not undergo MRI-scan 2 since she received a non-MRI-compatible esophageal stent. Patient #3 could not 
undergo PET-scan 2 due to pneumonia. No DWI-data could be recovered on patients # 20 and #24. As a result, 
data from all examinations were available only in thirteen patients (n = 13).

The DWI and PET parameters in the injected metastases were investigated in the three cohorts using a 
non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis test and were all found similar between cohorts (Supplemental Material, Table 1s).

Associations between fold changes of DWI/PET parameters and OS. All evaluable patients 
(n = 21). F D and OS. The OS of patients with F D ≥ 1 and F D < 1 of the injected metastases in Scan1 (at week 5) 
and Scan2 (at week 9) are shown in Fig. 1a,b (Table 2). In Scan1 the median OS of patients with F D ≥ 1 (n = 10) 
was 33 ± 5.5 weeks and with F D < 1 (n = 9) was 19 ± 8.9 weeks (p = 0.013). In Scan2 the median OS was 43 ± 4.2 
weeks when F D ≥ 1 (n = 6) and 26 ± 5.2 weeks when F D < 1 (n = 9; p = 0.032).

F ADC and OS. A similar pattern was observed for OS regarding F ADC of the injected metastasis in Scan2 
(p = 0.251 at week 5, Fig. 1c and p = 0.057 at week 9, Fig. 1d).

F SUVmax, F f and OS. Similar analyses for F SUVmax and F f showed no difference in OS for F SUVmax and F f ≥ 1  
and < 1 (Supplemental Material, Figs. 1s–4s).

Patients who underwent all the evaluation scans (n = 13). F D and OS. The OS of patients with F D ≥ 1 and F 
D < 1 of the injected metastases in Scan 1 and 2 are shown in Fig. 2a (p = 0.075) and b (p = 0.001) (Table 2). In 
Scan1, the median OS of patients with F D ≥ 1 (n = 8) was 39 ± 7.1 weeks and with F D < 1 (n = 5) was 22 ± 3.3 
weeks. In Scan 2, the median OS were 45 ± 2.6 weeks when F D ≥ 1 (n = 7) and 22 ± 4.3 weeks when F D < 1 
(n = 6).

F ADC and OS. A similar pattern was observed for F ADC in Scan1, with median OS 43 ± 7.3 weeks for F 
ADC ≥ 1 (n = 6) and median OS 26 ± 5.2 weeks for F ADC < 1 (n = 7) (p = 0.15, Fig. 2c) and in Scan 2 with 
median OS 65 ± 24.1 weeks (n = 5), and 26 ± 4.2 weeks (n = 8) (p = 0.014, Fig. 2d).
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F f, F SUVmax and OS. Similar analyses for F f and F SUVmax showed no difference in OS for Ff and FSUVmax ≥ 1 
and < 1 (F f: p = 0.582 at week 5, p = 0.416 at week 9; F SUVmax: p = 0.755 at week 5, p = 0.867 at week 9).

Regarding the non-injected no differences or correlations between groups were observed.

Correlations between changes of DWI/PET parameters and OS. Increase of ADC and D val-
ues in the injected metastases in Scan2 correlated to OS. F D and F ADC correlated to OS in Scan2 (p = 0.015, 
R2 = 0.378, p < 0.01, R2 = 0.628, respectively; Figs. 3a,b).

In the “responders” patients (based on FDG-PET/CT: #2, #4, #7, #8, #14, #18)36,38, the F ADC in Scan2 was 
positively correlated with OS (p = 0.023, R2 = 0.861, Fig. 3c). We performed the same analyses for SUVmax and no 
correlation was found with OS (p = 0.946 at week 5, p = 0.718 at week 9).

Regarding the non-injected metastases, no differences or correlations between groups were observed.

Correlation between FDG-PET/CT and DW-MRI in the injected lesion. F f values and F SUVmax in 
Scan2 were positively correlated (p = 0.01, R2 = 0.44; Fig. 3d) while correlations between the rest of DWI param-
eters and SUVmax were poor with values of R2 not exceeding 0,3 (Supplemental Material, Fig. 5s–7s).

The same analyses for SD and PD groups as well as for PMR, PMD and SMD groups showed no relationship 
between SUVmax and was similar (p = 0.765 at week 5, p = 0.620 at week 9).

Relationship between OS and change in DWI/PET parameters. All evaluable patients (n = 21). The 
hazard ratios, 95% confidence intervals (CI) and p-values for univariate Cox regression analyses of DWI and 
PET parameters at week 5 and 9 are presented in Table 3. There were two significant results: for F ADC in Scan2 
(HR 0.02, p = 0.013) and F D in Scan1 (HR = 0.004, p = 0.007). Both results showed that an increase in these 
parameters were related to improved survival. A similar strong trend was observed for F ADC in Scan1 (HR 0.04, 
p = 0.052) as well as for F D in Scan2 (HR = 0.08, p = 0.063).

MRI evaluation (RECIST 1.1) PET evaluation (EORTC criteria)

Patient no

Week 5 Week 9 Week 5 Week 9

Scan 1 Scan 2 Scan 1 Scan 2

Without cyclophosphamide

1 PD — SMD —

2 PD — PMR PMR

3 SD PD PMR —

4 SD SD SMD SMD

5 SD SD SMD SMD

6 PD — SMD —

With cyclophosphamide

7 SD SD SMD SMD

8 SD SD PMR SMD

9 PD — PMR —

10 SD SD SMD SMD

11 — — — —

12 PD PD SMD PMR

13 PD PD PMD SMD

14* SD PD SMD SMD

15 PD PD SMD SMD

With cyclophosphamide and irradiation

16 PD PD PMD PMD

17 SD PD SMD PMR

18 SD SD PMR PMR

19 SD SD PMD PMD

20 SD SD PMR PMR

21 PD — SMD —

22 — — — —

23 — — — —

24* PD PD PMD PMD

Table 1. Radiological evaluation by MRI and FDG-PET/CT in patients with disseminated malignant 
melanoma treated with AdCD40L. Abrreviations: – = not done; SD = stable disease; PD = progressive disease; 
PMD = progressive metabolic disease; PMR = partial metabolic response; SMD = stable metabolic disease. 
Treatment response assessments by RECIST 1.1. and EORTC criteria. *Due to technical issues the DWI-data 
were not available.
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In order to evaluate our methodology, the test for relationship between OS and DWI/PET parameters was 
repeated but the parameters were categorized by their median value. In Scan1, at week 5, patients with F D value 
above the median had a significantly better OS (p = 0.011; Fig. 4a). A similar trend was observed in Scan2, at week 
9 (p = 0.065; Supplemental Material, Fig. 8s).

Figure 1. Overall survival (OS) of patients with metastatic melanoma treated with AdCD40L gene therapy 
assessed by fold change (F) F ADC, F D and F SUVmax of the injected metastases. The analyses were conducted 
with inclusion of all patients who underwent at least one post-treatment examination (FDG-PET/CT or DW-
MRI, n = 21). The Kaplan-Meier method was used followed by log-rank tests. (a) The median OS of the patients 
with F D ≥ 1 (black line) compared to the median OS of the patients with F D < 1 (grey line) in Scan 1 at week 
5 (p = 0.013). (b) The median OS of the patients with F D ≥ 1 (black line) compared to the median OS of the 
patients with F D < 1 (grey line) in Scan 2 at week 9 (p = 0.032).(c,d) The median OS between patients with F 
ADC ≥ 1 (black lines) and compared with those with F ADC < 1 (grey lines) in Scan 1 at week 5 (c; p = 0.251) 
and in Scan 2 at week 9 (d; p = 0.057).

n Parameters Scan 1 (weeks) Scan 2 (weeks)

13

F D < 1 22 ± 3.3 22 ± 4.3

F D ≥ 1 39 ± 7.1 45 ± 2.6

F ADC < 1 26 ± 5.2 26 ± 4.2

F ADC ≥ 1 43 ± 7.3 65 ± 24.1

21

F D < 1 19 ± 8.9 22 ± 4.3

F D ≥ 1 33 ± 5.5 45 ± 2.6

F ADC < 1 22 ± 4.5 28 ± 3

F ADC ≥ 1 32 ± 4 43 ± 20

Table 2. Associations between fold changes of DWI-parameter D and ADC of the injected metastases and OS, 
in all evaluable patients (n = 21) and in patients who underwent all the evaluation scans (n = 13).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x
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Relationship between change in lesion size (CT) and change of DWI/PET parameters. The mean 
size of the injected lesions was 50 mm (11 mm −114 mm).

The relationship between changes in lesion size (CT) and changes in ADC as illustrated in Fig. 4 (b,c) was, 
with significance for both post treatment scans (correlation coefficients: −0.62, p = 0.0084 at week 5; − 0.68, 
p = 0.0157 at week 9). The relation is negative where an increase in ADC is related to a decrease in lesion size. For 
D a similar relationship with lesion size in Scan1 is shown in Fig. 4d (−0.49, p = 0.0437). In Scan2 a similar trend 
was observed (−0.51, p = 0.0914; suppl).

Changes in lesion size were not related to f or SUVmax. Increase ≥ 30% of the size of the injected metastasis in 
PET/CT and MRI Scan2, was associated with shorter OS [p = 0.001, median OS for < 30%: 45 ± 3 weeks (n = 9), 
for ≥30% 19 ± 7.5 weeks (n = 4), Supplemental Material, Fig. 9s].

Comparisons between fold changes of DWI/PET parameters and reference response criteria.  
RECIST 1.1 in CT and MRI. All evaluable patients (n = 21): The treatment resulted in stable disease (SD) in 11 
patients and PD in 10 according to Scan1 at week 5. In Scan2, at week 9, there were 8 patients with SD and 8 with 
PD.

Patients who underwent all the examinations (n = 13): SD was achieved in 9 and PD in 4 patients Scan 1. In 
Scan 2, 8 patients were assessed as having SD and 5 as PD.

F ADC, F D, F f and F SUVmax in the injected and not injected metastases were similar in SD and PD groups 
as was the OS.

EORTC criteria in FDG-PET/CT. All evaluable patients (n = 21): There were 12 patients who achieved stable 
metabolic disease (SMD), 4 had partial metabolic response (PMR) and 5 had progressive metabolic disease 

Figure 2. Overall survival (OS) of patients with metastatic melanoma treated with AdCD40L gene therapy 
assessed by fold change (F) F ADC, F D and F SUVmax of the injected metastases. The analyses were conducted 
excluding the patients who did not undergo all examinations (n = 13). The Kaplan-Meier method was used 
followed by log-rank tests. (a) The median OS of patients with F D ≥ 1 (black lines) compared with those with F 
D < 1 (grey lines) observed in Scan 1 at week 5 (p = 0.075).(b) The median OS of the patients with F D ≥ 1 (black 
line) compared with the median OS of the patients with F D < 1 (grey line) in Scan 2 at week 9 (p = 0.001).(c) 
Comparison of the median OS in patients with F ADC ≥ 1 (black lines) and those with F ADC < 1 (grey lines) in 
Scan 1 at week 5 (p = 0.15).(d) Comparison of the median OS of the patients with F ADC ≥ 1 (black line) to the 
median OS of the patients with F ADC < 1 (grey line) in Scan 2 at week 9 (p = 0.014). (* indicates p < 0.05).
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(PMD). Four out of five PMD patients had developed new lesions in Scan 1. In Scan 2, 8 patients had SMD, 2 
PMR and 6 PMD. Five out of the 6 PMD patients had developed new lesions.

Five patients with a positive therapy response, i.e. PMR on FDG-PET/CT showed an increase in D/ADC. 
One of these patients is presented in Fig. 5. The ADC maps are presented in the Supplemental Material section 
(Supplemental Material, Fig. 10s).

Figure 3. Correlation analysis of overall survival (OS) with D, and subsequently ADC, in the injected 
metastases. The Pearson’s correlation analysis was used. (a) F D correlation with OS at week 9 (Scan 2) including 
all patients (n = 21, p = 0.015, R2 = 0.378). (b) F ADC correlation with OS at week 9 (Scan 2), including all 
patients (n = 21, p < 0.01, R2 = 0.628). (c) Correlating OS in the group of patients that were “responders” in our 
previous publications36,51 based on PET/CT evaluations (n = 6) with fold change (F) F ADC in Scan 2 at week 
9 (p = 0.023, R2 = 0.861). (d) F f values in the injected metastases were correlated to F SUVmax values at week 9 
(Scan 2), including all evaluable patients (n = 21, p = 0.01, R2 = 0.442). The Pearson’s correlation analysis was 
used.

Variable HR 95% CI P-value

F SUVmax w5 0.92 (0.16–5.20) 0.923

F SUVmax w9 1.92 (0.35–10.70) 0.455

F ADC w5 0.04 (0.00–1.02) 0.052

F ADC w9 0.02 (0.00–0.44) 0.013

F D w5 0.004 (0.00–0.22) 0.007

F D w9 0.08 (0.01–1.15) 0.063

F f w5 2.90 (0.55–15.30) 0.209

F f w9 0.58 (0.11–3.02) 0.519

Table 3. All evaluable patients (n = 21). The hazard ratios, 95% confidence intervals (CI) and p-values for 
univariate Cox regression analyses of DWI and PET variables at week 5 (Scan 1) and 9 (Scan 2) are presented in 
Table 3. There were two significant results: for F ADC in Scan 2 and F D in Scan 1. Both results showed that an 
increase in these parameters was related to improved survival. A similar strong trend was observed for F ADC 
in Scan1 and for F D in Scan2.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x
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When only patients undergoing all the examinations (n = 13) were included in the analysis, there were 8 
patients with SMD, 2 with PMR and 3 with PMD in Scan 1. In Scan 2, 8 had SMD, 2 PMR and 3 PMD.

F ADC, F D, F f and F SUVmax in the injected and not injected metastases were similar in the SMD, PMD and 
PMR groups as was the OS. All the new lesions detected by FDG-PET/CT were also detected by the DW-MRI.

Change in DWI and PET parameters. The DWI variables were similar at baseline, Scans 1 and 2 
(Wilcoxon signed-rank test). Furthermore, a multivariate permutation test was performed on the measurements, 
still not showing any significant differences in the DWI parameters between baseline and follow-up Scan 1 and 2 
(Table 4). Also, the SUVmax was similar at baseline and follow-up PET/CT 1 and 2 (Wilcoxon signed-rank test).

Discussion
Our results show the potential of MRI measuring ADC and IVIM-parameters to assess tumor response to immu-
notherapies as exemplified in this study on local immunomodulatory AdCD40L-gene therapy in patients with 
refractory metastatic MM. To our knowledge, this is the first report on DW-MRI for tumor response evaluation 
in MM patients treated with immunomodulation. Thus, based on DWI parameters, D and ADC, we were able to 
identify a subgroup of patients with significantly longer median OS when D and/or ADC were increased. Based 
on D we were already in the first evaluation at week 5 able to identify a subgroup of patients with significantly 
longer median OS when F D ≥ 1. Regarding ADC changes at week 9 enabled the identification of a subgroup of 
patients with improved survival.

Figure 4. (a) Patients with F D value above the median had a significantly better OS at week 5 (Scan 1), 
including all patients (n = 21, p = 0.011). The black line shows the F D value above the median, while the grey 
line shows F D value below the median.(b) Correlation for F ADC with the fold change of the lesion size based 
on RECIST 1.1 at week 5 (Scan 1). The gray line is the fitted regression line. The correlation coefficient was 
−0.62 and p = 0.008. (c) Correlation for F ADC with the fold change of the lesion size based on RECIST 1.1 at 
week 9 (Scan 2). The gray line is the fitted regression line. The correlation coefficient was −0.68 and p = 0.016. 
(d) Correlation for F D with the fold change of the lesion size based on RECIST 1.1 at week 5 (Scan 1). The gray 
line is the fitted regression line. The correlation coefficient was −0.49 and p = 0.044. (* indicates p < 0.05).
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Figure 5. DW- and PET-images of a 67-year-old woman with disseminated mucosal melanoma in vulva 
(cohort 2). Four intratumoral injections with AdCD40L were given to a right inguinal lymph node metastasis. 
The patient had partial metabolic response (PMR) in the first and stable metabolic disease (SMD) in the second 
post-therapy evaluation, according to EORTC criteria while the case was assessed as stable disease (SD) at both 
post-therapy scans according to RECIST 1.1. An increase in ADC/D in the injected metastasis was observed at 
both DW-MRI scans post-therapy. The short axis of the injected metastasis was measured at each time date and 
was unaltered according to the RECIST 1.1 criteria. An initial decrease of the f% value was observed while it 
was increased at the second DW-MRI scan post-therapy. In a not injected left inguinal lymph node metastasis 
the ADC-value was increased at both DW-MRI scans post therapy while the value of D was initially increased 
but it was decreased in the second post-therapy evaluation. A similar pattern as for the D-value was observed 
regarding the values of f% while the size of the metastasis was unaltered. A third metastasis at the proximity of 
the urinary bladder is present in the DW-images. This metastasis was not distinguishable at the PET/CT scans 
due to the high activity of the urinary bladder. (a–c) Diffusion-weighted MR image (DWI) at b = 900 s/mm2 -in 
the axial plane. The arrows indicate the injected right inguinal metastasis at baseline (a), in Scan 1 at week 5 (b) 
and in Scan 2 at week 9 (c). (d–f) FDG-PET images. The arrows indicate the injected right inguinal metastasis at 
baseline (a), in Scan 1 at week 5 (b) and in Scan 2 at week 9 (c).
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An increase in SUVmax during treatment can either be related to an inflammatory therapy response or to tumor 
progression [26]. When tumor necrosis occurs, the decreased cellularity results in higher D/ADC values. These 
two circumstances could explain that D/ADC, but not SUVmax, was significantly positively correlated to OS. This 
is also in line with our finding that at least five patients who experienced clinical benefit showed positive therapy 
response (PMR), with a concomitant increase in D/ADC. One confounding parameter is the melanin content 
of the tumor, which can cause susceptibility effects affecting the quantitative parameters of DWI39. This poten-
tial confounder was to some extent accounted for, by evaluating the degree of curve fitness for the mono- and 
bi-exponential fit.

There are previous reports on DW-MRI to assess early response to chemotherapy, but not to immunother-
apy40–42. Interestingly, the increase in ADC, reflecting therapy-induced apoptosis or necrosis27,29,43,44, has been 
reported to precede size reduction and may thus potentially be used to early detect response to immunotherapy45. 
This is in line with our results in this imaging sub-study where the change in size of the injected metastasis was 
negatively correlated to change in ADC in both post-treatment scans while for D it was only apparent at the first 
post-treatment scan.

Notably, the finding that OS correlated to the increase of D and ADC in the injected metastases, from baseline 
to Scan1 and Scan2 respectively but not to SUVmax changes during the same time interval, clearly suggests that 
DW-MRI might be superior to FDG-PET/CT for early prediction of response in the present setting. The rea-
sons that FDG-PET was not helpful for therapy monitoring are unclear. The recently published report from the 
European Association of Nuclear Medicine (EANM) 2017 Annual Congress recommends that the first immuno-
therapy response evaluation should be performed at 8 or 9 weeks after initiation of immunotherapy35. Our first 
FDG-PET/CT follow-up at week 5 from treatment start may therefore have been performed too early, whereas 
the time point for Scan2 at week 9 are in line with these recommendations. Another contributing factor may be 
a remaining inflammatory response in the tumors which counteracted the therapy induced decrease in SUVmax 
because of apoptosis. Further, a decrease in the SUVmax may only reflect a metabolic effect on the tumor cells by 
the therapy that does not result in apoptosis. These effects were however not evident in the DWI measurements. 
Despite that fact that an inflammatory response would increase the cellularity, and result in a D decrease, such an 
effect will be counteracted both by the inflammatory edema, the therapy-induced deterioration of the cell mem-
brane functions and apoptosis, which altogether will increase D.

The positive correlation between F f and F SUVmax indicates that f increases in parallel to the tumors´ meta-
bolic activity possibly reflecting a more organized capillary network supporting the tumor.

In the relationship between OS and changes in DW-MRI parameters it is unclear to what extent they reflect, 
on one hand, the treatment effect and, on the other hand, the tumor´s aggressiveness. Because FDG-PET/CT and 
DW-MRI reflect different aspects of tumor biology related to therapy effects, the combined use of these modalities 
might have the best potential to assess early therapy effects.

Our PET response assessment relied on the EORCT criteria, which in recent studies have been shown less sat-
isfactory for immunotherapy response evaluation in metastatic melanoma patients. However, since we performed 
the evaluation of the first study cohorts before the publication of these findings and the introduction of iPERCIST, 
we have for the sake of consistency throughout the study chosen to continue applying the EORTC criteria.

One could argue that the addition of cyclophosphamide and/or radiotherapy might have an impact on the 
functional imaging parameters. Conditioning by cyclophosphamide is used in clinical trials in order to enhance 
the efficacy of immunotherapy46. In cohort II, the patients were conditioned with such a low dose of cyclo-
phosphamide that no cytotoxic effect against melanoma can be expected. Radiotherapy can enhance antitumor 
immune responses in several ways47. Melanoma has historically been considered a radioresistant tumor48. In 
cohort III, the patients were treated with the same protocol as in cohort II with the addition of a single-fraction of 
radiotherapy in order to facilitate antitumor immune responses. Therefore, the rational of conditioning by cyclo-
phosphamide and/or adding radiotherapy was to enhance the efficacy of immunotherapy. The statistical analysis 
of the DWI and PET parameters in the injected metastases showed that they all were similar in the three groups. 
Consequently, neither cyclophosphamide nor radiation therapy did not seem to have an impact on the functional 
imaging parameters in the present sub-study.

The present study has a few major limitations. Firstly, the patients harbored different types of MM, with the 
risk of introducing heterogeneity regarding tumor biology. Secondly, the limited number of patients as well as the 
factum that there were three different cohorts. Only thirteen patients completed all imaging time points desig-
nated in the trial. Nevertheless, as we argued above neither the addition of cyclophosphamide (cohort 2) nor the 
8 Gy fraction of radiotherapy (cohort 3) in our imaging sub-study seems to have influenced the imaging param-
eters. Merely thirteen patients completed imaging on all time points during the trial and the therapy effects were 
not evaluated for all metastases, because of the restricted field of view of the present MRI examination protocol. 
We have adopted SUVmax in order to quantify the tumor FDG-uptake since it constitutes a user independent, 

Time

ADC D f Combined

Median (IQR) P-value Median (IQR) P-value Median (IQR) P-value P-value (MPT)

w5 1.02 (0.23) 0.5412 1.03 (0.26) 0.4900 0.84 (0.39) 0.1232 0.3324

w9 0.97 (0.19) 0.8040 1.01 (0.28) 0.7197 0.86 (0.51) 0.2293 0.6039

Table 4. A multivariate permutation test (MPT), a combined test of all three univariate tests, was performed on 
the DWI measurements. The null hypothesis was that all three null hypotheses for the univariate tests hold and 
the alternative hypothesis was that at least one of the null hypotheses was not true. PMT showed no significant 
differences in the DWI parameters between baseline and follow-up Scan 1 and 2.
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reproducible measurement value when applying ROIs or VOIs. According to the repeatability issue, the intratu-
moral injections of our 24 patients were administered in metastases in different organs thereby making it impos-
sible to harmonize the ADC, IVIM-parameters according to the recommendations by QIBA34. Therefore, we 
decided to define the fold change of relevant functional imaging parameters as a fraction of the post-treatment/
pre-treatment measurement. We did not find any significant changes caused by the treatment, in the non-injected 
lesions, that could support a systemic effect prolonging OS.

This is a small cohort in a phase I/IIa study where the primary endpoint was the efficacy of the investigational 
novel drug AdCD40L. One of the secondary exploratory endpoints was indeed tumor response using functional 
imaging techniques to investigate the potential value of quantitative imaging as markers for response/prognosis. 
The study protocol was written in 2010 when neither FDG-PET/CT either DW-MRI had an obvious role in 
assessing tumor response to immunotherapy and the imaging time-points were rather of an exploratory type.

Our results need to be further validated in a larger patient population with similar type of MM, using a more 
detailed whole-body approach also for DW-MRI. The latter would, however, considerably increase the examina-
tion time, probably in an unacceptable way in the daily clinical routine. Nevertheless, F ADC ≥ 1 and F D ≥ 1 were 
both associated with higher median OS. An increase from baseline to post-treatment of ADC and D correlated 
significantly with OS.

In conclusion, our results indicate that DW-MRI is useful to identify early responders to local immunostimu-
latory AdCD40L gene therapy. Further studies are needed to verify these findings and to assess whether DW-MRI 
represent a useful method for early evaluation of response to immunotherapy in general.

Materials and Methods
Trial design. The phase I/IIa study (NCT01455259, registration date 19/10/2011; Sponsor’s Protocol Code 
Number, 002:CD40L) was conducted in compliance with our protocol (EudraCT 2010-023103-94, date of regis-
tration 26/09/2010), in accordance with the international conference of harmonization – good clinical practice 
guidelines, the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki and applicable regulatory guidelines, and was approved 
by the Regional Ethical Review Board in Uppsala and the Medical Products Agency. The patient characteristics, 
feasibility, safety and efficacy of the AdCD40L-treatment have been published previously36,37. Briefly, 24 patients 
(mean age 62.5 years, 23–79 years) with refractory disseminated, histologically proven, MM with ≥ 2 measura-
ble lesions according to the RECIST 1.1, were enrolled October 2011-January 2015. Specifically, 11 men (mean 
age 61, 23–79 years) and 13 women (mean age 64, 45–72 years) were included. Signed informed consent was 
obtained from all subjects. Exclusion criteria were: pregnancy, other malignancy, life expectancy < 3 months, sig-
nificant illness and severe systemic autoimmune disease. The majority of the patients had ocular melanoma. All 
the patients received all established treatments. One third of the patients received some type of immunotherapy 
prior to study enrollment37. All other therapies were, however, stopped due to PD before the 10-week DWI- and 
PET- monitoring period. In fact, only 2 out of 24 patients (patient #8 and #9) received other treatments after 
AdCD40L. Four years after the last AdCD40L-injection patient #8 had received nivolumab for 2 months. Patient 
#9 was treated shortly with BRAF-inhibitor49. In cohort I, 6 patients received four weekly ultrasound-guided 
intratumoral injections of 2.5 × 1011 virus particles AdCD40L [AdCD40L vector cloned at the CAGT at Baylor 
College of Medicine, Houston, TX]. In cohort II, 9 patients were conditioned with low-dose intravenous cyclo-
phosphamide (300 mg/m2) 1–2 days prior to the first and fourth injection. In cohort III, 9 patients were treated 
with the same protocol as in cohort II with the addition of a single-fraction of radiotherapy one week prior to 
the first AdCD40L injection. The injected metastasis was chosen based on its accessibility for a safe intratumoral 
injection. The four weekly injections and the single fraction of radiotherapy were delivered in the same selected 
lesion. The first injection was given at week 0. Regarding the non-injected metastasis, we selected the one with the 
highest SUV max uptake that at the same time was in the DW-MRI field of view.

The locations of the injected metastases were the following: 13 in the liver, 7 in subcutis, 3 in lymph nodes and 
one in the parotid gland.

The locations of the non-injected metastases: 8 in lymph nodes, 4 in the liver, 2 in the lungs, 2 in subcutis, 2 
in bone and one in the adrenal gland. In 3 patients the non-injected metastases with the highest SUVmax uptake 
were not within the field of view of the DW-MRI scans.

In this imaging sub-study of the phase I/IIa study with AdCD40L, FDG-PET/CT and DW-MRI were per-
formed pretreatment -one to two weeks before treatment initiation- and repeated after two and six weeks after 
the last injection, resulting in the first evaluation being scheduled at week 5 (Scan1) and the second evaluation at 
week 9 (Scan2).

All patients (n = 24) have been previously reported36,37. These two prior reports comprised the radiological 
evaluation of the study subjects by FDG-PET/CT and WB-MRI according to RECIST 1.1 as well as by FDG-PET 
in the injected metastases according to EORTC criteria. In the present manuscript we report for the first time our 
DW-MRI findings in the injected and in one non-injected metastasis per patient. Further, we report FDG-PET 
data of the non-injected metastases according to EORTC criteria.

FDG-PET/CT. Whole body FDG-PET/CT was performed on a Discovery ST16 PET/CT scanner (GE 
Healthcare, Little Chalfont, Great Britain). The patients underwent a low-dose non-contrast-enhanced CT scan 
(120 kV, auto mA 20–100 mA, noise index 28, Pitch 1,375:1) with 3,75 mm slice thickness, matching that of the 
PET emission. After 4 hours of fasting the patients received an intravenous bolus injection of mean 185 MBq FDG 
(2 MBq/kg). Image acquisition began one hour after injection. A CT scan for attenuation correction was followed 
by PET emission, 3 minutes per bed position, from head to toe. Attenuation-corrected emission images were 
reconstructed with an iterative algorithm and the reconstructed images were recalculated to standardized uptake 
value (SUV) images, corrected for patient body weight and amount of injected FDG. The software that was used 
for ROI definition and SUVmax read out in this study was Carestream Vue PACS version 11.3.1.1 (Carestream 
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Health, NY, USA). The tumors were delineated with circular regions of interest (ROIs) in the PET section meas-
uring the SUVmax

50. The assessment of the PET examinations was performed by professor AS who has 27 years of 
experience. All measurements of SUVmax in both injected and not injected metastases were repeated three times 
and the results were similar.

DW-MRI. MRI utilized a 1.5 Tesla clinical Philips Achieva system (Best, The Netherlands). The morphological 
T1 and T2 sequences covered from top of the head to upper thighs. The slice thickness was 8 mm and 0.8 mm gap, 
25 slices. Respiratory-triggered sequence TE therefore varied but was set to minimum of 63–72 ms. At the level 
of the injected lesion, a single shot (SS) - echo planar imaging (EPI) sequence with DW-MRI technique was used 
including 7 b factors (0, 50, 100, 150, 300, 600, 900 s/mm2) and an isotropic diffusion-sensitizing gradient scheme. 
ADC maps and maps of the D were automatically calculated by using a mono-exponential and a bi-exponential 
fit, respectively, to all b-factors (Philips DWI_Tool R1.5). The degree of curve fitness was checked for both the 
mono- and biexponential fit at each measurement. The ROIs in the DW images were drawn in lesions larger than 
1 cm including as much as possible of the lesions but without risking the influence of partial volume effects.

ROIs were drawn to include the injected and one non-injected lesion in the same field of view of the respective 
parametric maps, mean ADC, mean D to allow for extraction of the f values ± standard deviations at each exam-
ination enabling longitudinal monitoring of the lesions. The assessment of the MRI examinations was performed 
by professor HA who has 31 years of imaging experience.

Data analysis. Reference response criteria. Morphological response14 was defined according to RECIST 1.1[9] 
using the low-dose non-contrast-enhanced CT scan when the injected metastases were subcutaneous metas-
tases or localized in lymph nodes. In the case of liver metastases, a double control with the T2-weighted MR 
sequence was performed to ensure the accuracy of our measurements. Metabolic response was defined according 
to EORTC criteria22.

Statistical data analyses. The statistical analyses were performed using SPSS 20.0 (IBM, USA) and R Statistics. 
The data were evaluated by a group of professional statisticians (Statisticon; Statistics & Research, Uppsala, 
Sweden). In each patient two metastases were selected: the injected tumor and the lesion with the highest SUVmax 
that also was measurable on MRI (≥1 cm) and located within the DW-MRI field of view. The changes in ADC, D, 
f, SUVmax, and size of the lesions were calculated as fractions (fold changes = F): e.g. F ADC = ADCpost/ADCpre. 
“Pre” represents values obtained pretreatment and post values were obtained at week 5 (Scan1) or 9 (Scan2). This 
relative change (week 5 or 9 value/baseline value) assumes that a change from a low starting value is larger than 
an equal change from a higher starting value. For the relative change 1 (F-value = 1) indicates no change from 
baseline. F-value ≥ 1 indicates increase while < 1 decrease of the chosen parameter. The Kaplan-Meier method 
followed by log-rank test used to compare the OS in patients with F ADC, F D, F f, F SUVmax and F of lesion 
size ≥ 1 and < 1. The same method was used to compare the OS with the median value of every parameter.

Pearsson´s correlation analysis was performed for both OS and F ADC, F D, F f, F SUVmax and size. 
Correlations between FDG-PET and DW-MRI parameters employed Pearsson´s correlation analysis. Univariate 
Cox proportional hazard regression analysis for the DWI and PET variables at week 5 and 9 was used for the rela-
tionship between OS and those parameters. Wilcoxon signed-rank test and a multivariate permutation test, which 
is a combined test of all three univariate tests were used for the DWI variables and the SUVmax.

Differences between the three cohorts, RECIST 1.1 and EORTC criteria regarding F ADC, F D, F f, F SUVmax 
and OS were investigated with one-way ANOVA followed by planned contrasts when data were normally distrib-
uted. Kruskal-Wallis followed by Mann-Whitney U-tests were performed when data were not normally distrib-
uted. Paired t-tests were used for direct comparisons between the SUVmax pre, at week 5 and 9. A p ≤ 0.05 was 
considered significant.

Data availability
All the data including PET and DW-MRI assessments and statistical analyses are available upon reasonable 
request.

Received: 14 May 2019; Accepted: 11 November 2019;
Published: xx xx xxxx

References
 1. Bray, F. et al. Global cancer statistics 2018: GLOBOCAN estimates of incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 

countries. CA Cancer J Clin, https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492 (2018).
 2. Erdmann, F. et al. International trends in the incidence of malignant melanoma 1953-2008–are recent generations at higher or lower 

risk? Int J Cancer 132, 385–400, https://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.27616 (2013).
 3. Whiteman, D. C., Green, A. C. & Olsen, C. M. The Growing Burden of Invasive Melanoma: Projections of Incidence Rates and 

Numbers of New Cases in Six Susceptible Populations through 2031. J Invest Dermatol 136, 1161–1171, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jid.2016.01.035 (2016).

 4. Forsea, A. M., Del Marmol, V., de Vries, E., Bailey, E. E. & Geller, A. C. Melanoma incidence and mortality in Europe: new estimates, 
persistent disparities. Br J Dermatol 167, 1124–1130, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2133.2012.11125.x (2012).

 5. MacKie, R. M. et al. Incidence of and survival from malignant melanoma in Scotland: an epidemiological study. Lancet 360, 
587–591, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)09779-9 (2002).

 6. Hodi, F. S. et al. Improved survival with ipilimumab in patients with metastatic melanoma. N Engl J Med 363, 711–723, https://doi.
org/10.1056/NEJMoa1003466 (2010).

 7. Robert, C. et al. Nivolumab in previously untreated melanoma without BRAF mutation. N Engl J Med 372, 320–330, https://doi.
org/10.1056/NEJMoa1412082 (2015).

 8. Robert, C. et al. Pembrolizumab versus Ipilimumab in Advanced Melanoma. N Engl J Med 372, 2521–2532, https://doi.org/10.1056/
NEJMoa1503093 (2015).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21492
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.27616
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jid.2016.01.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jid.2016.01.035
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2133.2012.11125.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)09779-9
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1003466
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1003466
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1412082
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1412082
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1503093
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1503093


1 2Scientific RepoRtS |         (2019) 9:18069  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

 9. Weber, J. S. et al. Safety Profile of Nivolumab Monotherapy: A Pooled Analysis of Patients With Advanced Melanoma. J Clin Oncol 
35, 785–792, https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2015.66.1389 (2017).

 10. Bhatia, S., Tykodi, S. S., Lee, S. M. & Thompson, J. A. Systemic therapy of metastatic melanoma: on the road to cure. Oncology 
(Williston Park) 29, 126–135 (2015).

 11. Jensen, I. S., Zacherle, E., Blanchette, C. M., Zhang, J. & Yin, W. Evaluating cost benefits of combination therapies for advanced 
melanoma. Drugs Context 5, 212297, https://doi.org/10.7573/dic.212297 (2016).

 12. Maio, M. Melanoma as a model tumour for immuno-oncology. Ann Oncol 23(Suppl 8), viii10–14, https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/
mds257 (2012).

 13. Callahan, M. K., Postow, M. A. & Wolchok, J. D. CTLA-4 and PD-1 Pathway Blockade: Combinations in the Clinic. Front Oncol 4, 
385, https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2014.00385 (2014).

 14. Eisenhauer, E. A. et al. New response evaluation criteria in solid tumours: revised RECIST guideline (version 1.1). Eur J Cancer 45, 
228–247, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2008.10.026 (2009).

 15. Gilardi, L., Grana, C. M. & Paganelli, G. Evaluation of response to immunotherapy: new challenges and opportunities for PET 
imaging. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging 41, 2090–2092, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-014-2848-x (2014).

 16. Nishino, M. et al. Immune-Related Tumor Response Dynamics in Melanoma Patients Treated with Pembrolizumab: Identifying 
Markers for Clinical Outcome and Treatment Decisions. Clin Cancer Res 23, 4671–4679, https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-
17-0114 (2017).

 17. Queirolo, P. & Spagnolo, F. Atypical responses in patients with advanced melanoma, lung cancer, renal-cell carcinoma and other 
solid tumors treated with anti-PD-1 drugs: A systematic review. Cancer Treat Rev 59, 71–78, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
ctrv.2017.07.002 (2017).

 18. Jeong, J. U. et al. Early metabolic response on 18F-fluorodeoxyglucose-positron-emission tomography/computed tomography after 
concurrent chemoradiotherapy for advanced stage III non-small cell lung cancer is correlated with local tumor control and survival. 
Anticancer Res 34, 2517–2523 (2014).

 19. Kahraman, D. et al. 18-Fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography/computed tomography for assessment of response to 
brentuximab vedotin treatment in relapsed and refractory Hodgkin lymphoma. Leuk Lymphoma 55, 811–816, https://doi.org/10.31
09/10428194.2013.819575 (2014).

 20. Subramaniam, R. M., Truong, M., Peller, P., Sakai, O. & Mercier, G. Fluorodeoxyglucose-positron-emission tomography imaging of 
head and neck squamous cell cancer. AJNR Am J Neuroradiol 31, 598–604, https://doi.org/10.3174/ajnr.A1760 (2010).

 21. Sachpekidis, C. et al. Predictive value of early 18F-FDG PET/CT studies for treatment response evaluation to ipilimumab in 
metastatic melanoma: preliminary results of an ongoing study. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging 42, 386–396, https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00259-014-2944-y (2015).

 22. Young, H. et al. Measurement of clinical and subclinical tumour response using [18F]-fluorodeoxyglucose and positron emission 
tomography: review and 1999 EORTC recommendations. European Organization for Research and Treatment of Cancer (EORTC) 
PET Study Group. Eur J Cancer 35, 1773-1782 (1999).

 23. Wahl, R. L., Jacene, H., Kasamon, Y. & Lodge, M. A. From RECIST to PERCIST: Evolving Considerations for PET response criteria 
in solid tumors. J Nucl Med 50(Suppl 1), 122S–150S, https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.108.057307 (2009).

 24. Kaira, K. et al. Metabolic activity by (18)F-FDG-PET/CT is predictive of early response after nivolumab in previously treated 
NSCLC. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging 45, 56–66, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-017-3806-1 (2018).

 25. Seymour, L. et al. iRECIST: guidelines for response criteria for use in trials testing immunotherapeutics. Lancet Oncol 18, e143–e152, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(17)30074-8 (2017).

 26. Goldfarb, L., Duchemann, B., Chouahnia, K., Zelek, L. & Soussan, M. Monitoring anti-PD-1-based immunotherapy in non-small 
cell lung cancer with FDG PET: introduction of iPERCIST. EJNMMI Res 9, 8, https://doi.org/10.1186/s13550-019-0473-1 (2019).

 27. Blackledge, M. D., Leach, M. O., Collins, D. J. & Koh, D. M. Computed diffusion-weighted MR imaging may improve tumor 
detection. Radiology 261, 573–581, https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.11101919 (2011).

 28. Charles-Edwards, E. M. & deSouza, N. M. Diffusion-weighted magnetic resonance imaging and its application to cancer. Cancer 
Imaging 6, 135–143, https://doi.org/10.1102/1470-7330.2006.0021 (2006).

 29. Koh, D. M. & Collins, D. J. Diffusion-weighted MRI in the body: applications and challenges in oncology. AJR Am J Roentgenol 188, 
1622–1635, https://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.06.1403 (2007).

 30. Padhani, A. R. & Koh, D. M. Diffusion MR imaging for monitoring of treatment response. Magn Reson Imaging Clin N Am 19, 
181–209, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mric.2010.10.004 (2011).

 31. Chiaradia, M. et al. Intravoxel incoherent motion (IVIM) MR imaging of colorectal liver metastases: are we only looking at tumor 
necrosis? J Magn Reson Imaging 39, 317–325, https://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.24172 (2014).

 32. Park, Y. S. et al. Using intravoxel incoherent motion (IVIM) MR imaging to predict lipiodol uptake in patients with hepatocellular 
carcinoma following transcatheter arterial chemoembolization: a preliminary result. Magn Reson Imaging 32, 638–646, https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.mri.2014.03.003 (2014).

 33. Joo, I., Lee, J. M., Han, J. K. & Choi, B. I. Intravoxel incoherent motion diffusion-weighted MR imaging for monitoring the 
therapeutic efficacy of the vascular disrupting agent CKD-516 in rabbit VX2 liver tumors. Radiology 272, 417–426, https://doi.
org/10.1148/radiol.14131165 (2014).

 34. Shukla-Dave, A. et al. Quantitative imaging biomarkers alliance (QIBA) recommendations for improved precision of DWI and 
DCE-MRI derived biomarkers in multicenter oncology trials. J Magn Reson Imaging 49, e101–e121, https://doi.org/10.1002/
jmri.26518 (2019).

 35. Aide, N. et al. FDG PET/CT for assessing tumour response to immunotherapy: Report on the EANM symposium on immune 
modulation and recent review of the literature. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging 46, 238–250, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-018-4171-
4 (2019).

 36. Loskog, A. et al. Immunostimulatory AdCD40L gene therapy combined with low-dose cyclophosphamide in metastatic melanoma 
patients. Br J Cancer 114, 872–880, https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2016.42 (2016).

 37. Irenaeus, S. et al. Local irradiation does not enhance the effect of immunostimulatory AdCD40L gene therapy combined with low 
dose cyclophosphamide in melanoma patients. Oncotarget 8, 78573–78587, https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.19750 (2017).

 38. Schiza, A. et al. Adenovirus-mediated CD40L gene transfer increases Teffector/Tregulatory cell ratio and upregulates death receptors 
in metastatic melanoma patients. J Transl Med 15, 79, https://doi.org/10.1186/s12967-017-1182-z (2017).

 39. Gaviani, P. et al. Improved detection of metastatic melanoma by T2*-weighted imaging. AJNR Am J Neuroradiol 27, 605–608 (2006).
 40. Martins, E. B. et al. Diffusion-Weighted MRI in the Assessment of Early Treatment Response in Patients with Squamous-Cell 

Carcinoma of the Head and Neck: Comparison with Morphological and PET/CT Findings. PLoS One 10, e0140009, https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140009 (2015).

 41. Ohno, Y. et al. Diffusion-weighted MRI versus 18F-FDG PET/CT: performance as predictors of tumor treatment response and 
patient survival in patients with non-small cell lung cancer receiving chemoradiotherapy. AJR Am J Roentgenol 198, 75–82, https://
doi.org/10.2214/AJR.11.6525 (2012).

 42. Thoeny, H. C. & Ross, B. D. Predicting and monitoring cancer treatment response with diffusion-weighted MRI. J Magn Reson 
Imaging 32, 2–16, https://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.22167 (2010).

 43. Pickles, M. D., Gibbs, P., Lowry, M. & Turnbull, L. W. Diffusion changes precede size reduction in neoadjuvant treatment of breast 
cancer. Magn Reson Imaging 24, 843–847, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mri.2005.11.005 (2006).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2015.66.1389
https://doi.org/10.7573/dic.212297
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mds257
https://doi.org/10.1093/annonc/mds257
https://doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2014.00385
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejca.2008.10.026
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-014-2848-x
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-0114
https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-17-0114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctrv.2017.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ctrv.2017.07.002
https://doi.org/10.3109/10428194.2013.819575
https://doi.org/10.3109/10428194.2013.819575
https://doi.org/10.3174/ajnr.A1760
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-014-2944-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-014-2944-y
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.108.057307
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-017-3806-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(17)30074-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13550-019-0473-1
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.11101919
https://doi.org/10.1102/1470-7330.2006.0021
https://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.06.1403
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mric.2010.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.24172
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mri.2014.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mri.2014.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.14131165
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.14131165
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.26518
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.26518
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-018-4171-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-018-4171-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2016.42
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.19750
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12967-017-1182-z
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140009
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0140009
https://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.11.6525
https://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.11.6525
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.22167
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mri.2005.11.005


13Scientific RepoRtS |         (2019) 9:18069  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

 44. Pieper, C. C. et al. Evaluation of a Simplified Intravoxel Incoherent Motion (IVIM) Analysis of Diffusion-Weighted Imaging for 
Prediction of Tumor Size Changes and Imaging Response in Breast Cancer Liver Metastases Undergoing Radioembolization: A 
Retrospective Single Center Analysis. Medicine (Baltimore) 95, e3275, https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000003275 (2016).

 45. Tsuchida, T. et al. Imaging the early response to chemotherapy in advanced lung cancer with diffusion-weighted magnetic resonance 
imaging compared to fluorine-18 fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography and computed tomography. J Magn Reson 
Imaging 38, 80–88, https://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.23959 (2013).

 46. Muranski, P. et al. Increased intensity lymphodepletion and adoptive immunotherapy–how far can we go? Nat Clin Pract Oncol 3, 
668–681, https://doi.org/10.1038/ncponc0666 (2006).

 47. Carvalho, H. A. & Villar, R. C. Radiotherapy and immune response: the systemic effects of a local treatment. Clinics (Sao Paulo) 73, 
e557s, https://doi.org/10.6061/clinics/2018/e557s (2018).

 48. Mahadevan, A., Patel, V. L. & Dagoglu, N. Radiation Therapy in the Management of Malignant Melanoma. Oncology (Williston Park) 
29, 743–751 (2015).

 49. Maleka, A., Astrom, G., Bystrom, P. & Ullenhag, G. J. A case report of a patient with metastatic ocular melanoma who experienced 
a response to treatment with the BRAF inhibitor vemurafenib. BMC Cancer 16, 634, https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-016-2657-7 
(2016).

 50. Hwang, J. P. et al. Prognostic Value of SUVmax Measured by Fluorine-18 Fluorodeoxyglucose Positron Emission Tomography with 
Computed Tomography in Patients with Gallbladder Cancer. Nucl Med Mol Imaging 48, 114–120, https://doi.org/10.1007/s13139-
013-0255-z (2014).

 51. Sandra Irenaeus, A. S., et al. Ullenhag Local irradiation does not enhance the effect of immunostimulatory AdCD40L gene therapy 
combined with low dose cyclophosphamide in melanoma patients. Oncotarget In press (2017).

Author contributions
A.S. (corresponding author; c a), A.S., H.A., G.U. contributed in text preparation. The assessment of P.E.T. 
examinations was performed by A.S. The assessment of M.R.I. examinations was performed by H.A. A.L., G.U. 
and T.T. designed the clinical trial. S.I., A.S. (c a) and G.U. were the clinical investigators. F.O-N. acquired all the 
D.W.-M.R.I data. A.S. (c a) conducted all the statistical analyses and prepared all the figures (in Fig. 5, both AS 
and HA have contributed). All authors reviewed the manuscript equally.

Competing interests
Professor Ahlström is one of the founders of and employed by Antaros Medical AB. This company has not been 
involved in the presented study. Professor (adj) Loskog is the CEO and board member of Lokon Pharma AB, 
the chairman of Vivolux AB and RePos Pharma AB, and board member of Bioimics AB and Hansa Medical AB. 
Further, she is a scientific advisor at NEXTTOBE AB, and has a royalty agreement with Alligator Bioscience 
AB and Lokon Pharma AB. Associate professor Ullenhag was a medical advisor to Lokon Pharma AB. The 
remaining authors declare no conflict of interest.

Additional information
Supplementary information is available for this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x.
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to A.S.
Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.
Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2019

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000003275
https://doi.org/10.1002/jmri.23959
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncponc0666
https://doi.org/10.6061/clinics/2018/e557s
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-016-2657-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13139-013-0255-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13139-013-0255-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-54438-x
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Evaluation of Diffusion-Weighted MRI and FDG-PET/CT to Assess Response to AdCD40L treatment in Metastatic Melanoma Patients ...
	Results
	Associations between fold changes of DWI/PET parameters and OS. 
	All evaluable patients (n = 21). 
	Patients who underwent all the evaluation scans (n = 13). 

	Correlations between changes of DWI/PET parameters and OS. 
	Correlation between FDG-PET/CT and DW-MRI in the injected lesion. 
	Relationship between OS and change in DWI/PET parameters. 
	All evaluable patients (n = 21). 

	Relationship between change in lesion size (CT) and change of DWI/PET parameters. 
	Comparisons between fold changes of DWI/PET parameters and reference response criteria. 
	RECIST 1.1 in CT and MRI. 
	EORTC criteria in FDG-PET/CT. 

	Change in DWI and PET parameters. 

	Discussion
	Materials and Methods
	Trial design. 
	FDG-PET/CT. 
	DW-MRI. 
	Data analysis. 


	Figure 1 Overall survival (OS) of patients with metastatic melanoma treated with AdCD40L gene therapy assessed by fold change (F) F ADC, F D and F SUVmax of the injected metastases.
	Figure 2 Overall survival (OS) of patients with metastatic melanoma treated with AdCD40L gene therapy assessed by fold change (F) F ADC, F D and F SUVmax of the injected metastases.
	Figure 3 Correlation analysis of overall survival (OS) with D, and subsequently ADC, in the injected metastases.
	Figure 4 (a) Patients with F D value above the median had a significantly better OS at week 5 (Scan 1), including all patients (n = 21, p = 0.
	Figure 5 DW- and PET-images of a 67-year-old woman with disseminated mucosal melanoma in vulva (cohort 2).
	Table 1 Radiological evaluation by MRI and FDG-PET/CT in patients with disseminated malignant melanoma treated with AdCD40L.
	Table 2 Associations between fold changes of DWI-parameter D and ADC of the injected metastases and OS, in all evaluable patients (n = 21) and in patients who underwent all the evaluation scans (n = 13).
	Table 3 All evaluable patients (n = 21).
	Table 4 A multivariate permutation test (MPT), a combined test of all three univariate tests, was performed on the DWI measurements.




