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Introduction
Cancer pain, reported by approximately 39.3%–66.4% of  patients with cancer, severely reduces 
patients’ quality of  life (1–3). One common type of  cancer pain is bone cancer pain that occurs in 
patients with primary bone cancer and in patients with cancer that has metastasized to bone from 
distant sites, such as the breast, prostate, ovary, and lung (4). The neurochemistry and neurophysiol-
ogy of  cancer pain is complex. It is generally believed that cancer pain may involve a combination of  
inflammatory, neuropathic, ischemic, and compression mechanisms at multiple sites (5). During tumor 
growth and invasion, multiple algogenic substances released from cancer cells, osteoblasts, osteoclasts, 
and nerve endings sensitize and activate primary afferent nociceptors in the cancer microenvironment 
(6, 7). One important concept that has emerged over the past decade is that sensitization of  transient 
receptor potential vanilloid 1 (TRPV1) plays an important role in driving bone cancer pain (5, 8–10). 
TRPV1 is a ligand-gated nonselective cation channel, which is mainly expressed in small-diameter 
(<25 μm) DRG neurons. It can be activated by a series of  physical and chemical signals, including 
noxious heat (>43°C), extracellular protons, and vanilloid capsaicin (11). In a rat bone cancer model 
using Walker 256 mammary gland carcinoma cells, we observed that TRPV1 expression level and 
capsaicin-induced TRPV1 currents are increased in ipsilateral DRG neurons with tumor inoculation 
in bone, and blockade of  TRPV1 reduces bone cancer pain (10). Consistently, an earlier study from 
Ghilardi et al. found that TRPV1-knockout mice show a significant reduction in ongoing and move-
ment-evoked nocifensive behaviors in bone cancer mice (12).

Although the cancer microenvironment can produce and secrete a variety of  mediators, current stud-
ies almost always focus on pronocicepetive actions of  cancer-produced mediators (5). However, some 
cancers such as melanoma, as well as early-stage cancers, are not painful or cause minimal pain (13, 
14). Recently, a cooperative study from Ji’s laboratory and our laboratory revealed the antinociceptive 
effects of  programmed death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) (15). Since many cancers express PD-L1 (16, 17), it is 

Recently programmed death-ligand 1 (PD-L1) receptor PD-1 was found in dorsal root ganglion 
(DRG) neurons, and PD-L1 activates PD-1 to inhibit inflammatory and neuropathic pain by 
modulating neuronal excitability. However, the downstream signaling of PD-1 in sensory neurons 
remains unclear. Here, we show that PD-L1 activated Src homology 2 domain-containing tyrosine 
phosphatase-1 (SHP-1) to downregulate transient receptor potential vanilloid 1 (TRPV1) in DRG 
neurons and inhibit bone cancer pain in mice. Local injection of PD-L1 produced analgesia. PD-1 in 
DRG neurons colocalized with TRPV1 and SHP-1. PD-L1 induced the phosphorylation of SHP-1 in 
DRG TRPV1 neurons and inhibited TRPV1 currents. Loss of TRPV1 in mice abolished bone cancer–
induced thermal hyperalgesia and PD-L1 analgesia. Conditioned deletion of SHP-1 in NaV1.8+ 
neurons aggravated bone cancer pain and diminished the inhibition of PD-L1 on TRPV1 currents 
and pain. Together, our findings suggest that PD-L1/PD-1 signaling suppresses bone cancer 
pain via inhibition of TRPV1 activity. Our results also suggest that SHP-1 in sensory neurons is 
an endogenous pain inhibitor and delays the development of bone cancer pain via suppressing 
TRPV1 function.
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conceivable that tumors could bidirectionally modulate pain through positive factors mentioned above 
and negative factors like PD-L1.

PD-L1/PD-1 can recruit Src homology 2 domain-containing tyrosine phosphatase-1 (SHP-1) and 
SHP-2 to mediate the biological actions of  PD-L1 in immune cells (18, 19). Our previous study has demon-
strated that PD-L1 in DRG nociceptive neurons inhibits sodium channels, activates TREK2 K+ channels, 
and suppresses neuronal excitability by phosphorylation of  the tyrosine phosphatase SHP-1 (15). Tyrosine 
phosphorylation is also important for TRPV1 activation (20). SHP-1 has been reported to alleviate CFA-in-
duced inflammatory pain through dephosphorylation of  TRPV1 in DRG neurons of  rats (21). However, 
whether PD-L1/PD-1 regulates TRPV1 remains unknown. In the present study, we investigate the role 
of  PD-L1/PD-1 in mouse bone cancer pain by Lewis lung carcinoma (LLC) cell inoculation and address 
whether PD-L1 modulates TRPV1 in DRG nociceptive neurons from control mice and mice with cancer 
pain. Moreover, we try to reveal the effects of  deleting SHP-1 in NaV1.8+ primary sensory neurons on 
PD-L1/PD-1 regulating TRPV1 activity and bone cancer pain.

Results
Intrafemur inoculation of  LLC induces bone cancer pain in mice. After intrafemur inoculation of  LLC cells, mice 
developed mechanical allodynia and thermal hyperalgesia by posttumor day (PTD) 14 that persisted for at 
least 28 days in the ipsilateral hind paw (Figure 1, A and B, 2-way repeated measures [RM] ANOVA, treat-
ments: F[3, 30] = 20.90, P < 0.001 for PWL; F[3, 30] = 24.31, P < 0.001 for PWT; treatment × time: F[12, 120] = 3.10, 
P < 0.001 for PWL; F[12, 120] = 1.97, P = 0.03 for PWT). CatWalk gait analysis can rapidly quantify several gait 
parameters, including the mean paw print area and stand and swing phases of  the hind paw, which have been 
linked to mechanical allodynia and spontaneous pain in chronic pain (22–24). As shown in Figure 1, C–E, 
bone cancer mice exhibited a significant increase in swing phase (i.e., the duration of  the paw not touching 
the glass plate) of  the affected paw on PTDs 21 and 28 (2-way RM ANOVA, treatments: F[1, 15] = 14.52, P < 
0.001; treatment × time: F[4, 60] = 4.40, P < 0.001). The stand phase (i.e., the duration of  the paw touching the 
glass plate) and print area (i.e., the surface area of  the complete paw print) were decreased in the affected paw 
of bone cancer mice on PTDs 14–28 (Figure 1, D and E, 2-way RM ANOVA, treatments: F[1, 15] = 35.35, P < 
0.001 for stand; F[1, 15] = 92.36, P < 0.001 for print area), suggesting that the bone cancer mice avoided carrying 
weight on their affected hind limb when walking. Given that pain-like behaviors steadily appeared by PTD 21, 
we selected PTD 21 to perform the following experiments. The hematoxylin and eosin–stained femur sections 
showed both tumor growth and bone destruction with medullary bone loss on PTD 21 (Figure 1F).

PD-L1 inhibits mouse bone cancer pain. Our previous study found that peripheral administration of  PD-L1 
produces an analgesic effect in naive and formalin-inflamed animals (15). Here, we further addressed whether 
PD-L1 antagonizes bone cancer–induced pain. Local injection (deep tissue around tumor bone) of  PD-L1 
(2 or 5 μg) (15) in the PTD 21 mice significantly suppressed bone cancer–induced thermal hyperalgesia and 
mechanical allodynia (Figure 2, A and B, 2-way RM ANOVA, treatments: F[2, 20] = 21.59, P < 0.001, treatment 
× time: F[10, 100] = 3.30, P < 0.001 for PWL; treatments: F[2, 20] = 21.39, P < 0.001, treatment × time: F[10, 100] = 
1.95, P = 0.04 for PWT). Consistently, bone cancer–induced thermal hyperalgesia and mechanical allodynia 
were also attenuated by lumbar puncture (LP) injection of  PD-L1 (10 ng, Figure 2, C and D). It has been 
reported that drugs can be predominantly delivered into DRG neurons by direct LP (10, 25). Also, CatWalk 
gait analysis revealed that bone cancer–induced pain-like behaviors were partially reversed by local PD-L1 
injection (Figure 2, E–G). Moreover, using a conditioned place preference (CPP) test, an operant measure-
ment of  ongoing pain (26–28), we observed that PD-L1 (2 μg) treatment resulted in a marked CPP (Figure 2, 
H and I). When PD-L1 treatment was paired with a particular chamber in the place-conditioning apparatus, 
mice spent more time in the chamber on the postconditioning day compared with the preconditioning day 
(Figure 2I, 2-way ANOVA, pre versus post: F[1, 10] = 7.27, P = 0.014).

PD-L1 has been detected in LLC cell lines (16) and gliomas (17). We also found a high-level expres-
sion of  PD-L1 in melanoma (15). We therefore examined PD-L1 expression level in tumor-bearing bone 
in the present study. The level of  PD-L1 protein was obviously upregulated in tumor-bearing bone from 
PTDs 7 to 21 after carcinoma inoculation (Figure 2J, 1-way ANOVA, F[3, 15] = 10.78, P < 0.001). Con-
sistent with our previous report (15), PD-L1’s receptor, PD-1, was detected on DRG neurons by in situ 
hybridization, immunohistochemistry, reverse transcription PCR (RT-PCR) and Western blot (Supple-
mental Figure 1, A–F; supplemental material available online with this article; https://doi.org/10.1172/
jci.insight.137386DS1). No significant change of  PD-1 expression was found in the DRG ipsilateral to 
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the tumor-bearing hind limb during the development of  bone cancer (Supplemental Figure 1F). We have 
demonstrated that peripheral local injection of  soluble PD-1 to neutralize endogenous PD-L1 induces a 
transient mechanical allodynia in naive mice (15). Thus, increased peripheral PD-L1 in the early phase of  
bone cancer may mask hyperalgesia and allodynia development. As expected, on PTD 7 when the pain-like 
behaviors had not yet occurred, neutralization of  PD-1 by nivolumab (anti–PD-1 antibody, 10 mg/kg, i.v.) 
directly induced thermal hyperalgesia and mechanical allodynia (Figure 2, K and L, 2-way RM ANOVA, 
treatments: F[1, 14] = 19.84, P < 0.001 for PWL; F[1, 14] = 14.96, P < 0.001 for PWT).

TRPV1 is involved in PD-L1–induced inhibition of  bone cancer pain. The tumor-induced local environ-
ment acidification can activate TRPV1 at normal body temperatures (29, 30). TRPV1 has been proved 
an important ion channel closely related to peripheral sensitization of  pain (31–33). Western blot analy-
sis showed significant upregulation of  TRPV1 level in DRG tissues ipsilateral to the tumor-bearing bone 
from PTDs 14 to 28 (Figure 3A, 1-way ANOVA, F[4, 14] = 3.83, P = 0.02). Consistent with our previous 
study in rats, whole-cell patch clamp recordings showed that capsaicin-induced (0.5–4.0 μM) TRPV1 
currents in small-diameter (<25 μm) DRG neurons of  bone cancer mice significantly increased as com-
pared with those of  sham ones. The dose-response curve of  TRPV1 currents was left-shifted on PTD 21 
(Figure 3B), suggesting the sensitization of  TRPV1 in bone cancer mice. Next, we examined whether 
PD-L1–induced inhibition of  bone cancer pain is partially achieved by modulating TRPV1. Double 
immunostaining showed coexpression of  PD-1 and TRPV1 in DRG small-diameter neurons (Figure 
3C). Patch clamp recordings showed that PD-L1 (0.1–50 ng/mL, for 30 minutes) dose-dependently 
suppressed TRPV1 currents (Figure 3D, 1-way ANOVA, F[5, 108] = 4.87, P < 0.001). The inhibition of  
PD-L1 (10 ng/mL) on TRPV1 currents by different doses of  capsaicin was greater in bone cancer mice 
than that in sham mice (Figure 3E, 2-way RM ANOVA, treatments: F[1, 82] = 4.11, P = 0.04).

Figure 1. Bone cancer induces pain-like behaviors and bone destruction in mice. (A and B) Intrafemur inoculation with Lewis lung carcinoma cells (LLC, 
1 × 106) induces significant thermal hyperalgesia (A) and mechanical allodynia (B) in the ipsilateral hind paw. **P < 0.01 versus sham control; 2-way RM 
ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 8 sham and 9 cancer (mice). Ipsi, ipsilateral; Contr, contralateral; PWL, paw withdrawal 
latency; PWT, paw withdrawal threshold. (C–E) CatWalk gait analysis showing increased swing phase on PTDs 21 and 28 (C), as well as decreased stand 
phase on PTDs 21 and 28 (D) and print area on PTDs 14–28 (E) in bone cancer mice. Data were calculated as the percentage of ipsilateral/contralateral hind 
paw. **P < 0.01 versus sham ones; 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 8 sham and 9 cancer (mice). (F) Histopatho-
logical sections (hematoxylin and eosin stain) showing that the bone marrow was replaced by invading tumor cells with medullary bone loss and femur 
bone destruction on PTD 21. Scale bar: 100 μm.

https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386
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Figure 2. Involvement of PD-L1/PD-1 in mouse bone cancer pain. (A–D) Local (A and B) and lumbar puncture (LP) injection (C and D) of PD-L1 allevi-
ates bone cancer–induced thermal hyperalgesia (A and C) and mechanical allodynia (B and D) on PTD 21. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus vehicle control; 
2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 8 vehicle, 7 PD-L1 2 μg, 8 PD-L1 5 μg for A and B, n = 8 vehicle and 7 PD-L1 10 
ng for C and D (mice). (E–G) Local injection of PD-L1 ameliorates bone cancer–induced changes in swing (E), stand (F), and print area (G) on PTD 21 by 
CatWalk gait analysis. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus vehicle control; 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 8 vehicle 
and 9 PD-L1 2 μg (mice). (H) Schematic of the protocol for conditioned place preference (CPP). (I) Local injection of PD-L1 induces CPP. *P < 0.05 versus 
preconditioning; 2-way ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 6 vehicle and 6 PD-L1 (mice). (J) Western blot analysis reveals an 
increase in the level of PD-L1 in the affected bone after tumor inoculation. PD-L1 level is expressed as fold increase compared with sham controls at 
each corresponding time point. **P < 0.01 versus sham control, 1-way ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 6 sham mice, 4 

https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386
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Analogously, capsaicin-induced [Ca2+]i increase was significantly blocked by pretreatment with 10 ng/
mL of PD-L1 (Figure 3F, 2-tailed Student’s t test, t[52] = 4.94, P < 0.001). To further clarify the role of  TRPV1 
in PD-L1–induced inhibition, we examined the effects of  PD-L1 on bone cancer pain in TRPV1-knock-
out mice. Although LLC cell inoculation resulted in a similar tumor growth in TRPV1-knockout mice 
(B6.129X1-Trpv1tm1JμL/J; hereafter TRPV1-KO or TRPV1–/–) and WT mice, TRPV1–/– mice failed to develop 
thermal hyperalgesia in the affected limb (Figure 3G). TRPV1–/– mice could still develop mechanical allodyn-
ia following the tumor inoculation, but the bone cancer–induced mechanical allodynia in TRPV1–/– mice was 
less than in WT mice (Figure 3H, 2-way RM ANOVA, treatment: F[1, 15] = 10.19, P = 0.002). Also, CatWalk 
gait analysis showed lower pain-like behaviors in TRPV1–/– mice than in WT ones (Supplemental Figure 2). 
Neither PWL nor bone cancer–induced mechanical allodynia was changed by local injection of  PD-L1 (5 μg) 
in tumor-bearing TRPV1–/– mice (Figure 3, I and J). In addition, we examined the effect of  PD-L1 on normal 
WT and TRPV1–/– mice’s basal response threshold to thermal and mechanical stimuli. Intraplantar injection 
of  PD-L1 (5 μg) significantly increased PWL in WT but not TRPV1–/– mice (Figure 3, K and L).

PD-L1 inhibits TRPV1 function via SHP-1. Recently, we revealed that PD-L1 modulates TREK2 potas-
sium channels via SHP-1 in mouse DRG neurons (15). In this study, we further investigated the role of  
SHP-1 in PD-L1 modulating TRPV1. Western blot showed that SHP-1 protein expression was signifi-
cantly increased from PTDs 7 to 28 in the DRG tissues ipsilateral to the tumor-bearing limb (Figure 4A, 
1-way ANOVA, F[4, 23] = 4.33, P < 0.01). Coimmunoprecipitation displayed that SHP-1 protein was immu-
noprecipitated by the anti–SHP-1 antibody together with the PD-1 protein, indicating their interaction 
(Figure 4B). Double immunofluorescent staining detected colocalization of  SHP-1 and PD-1 (Figure 4C). 
In cultured DRG neurons, PD-L1 (10 ng/mL, 30 minutes) treatment upregulated phosphorylated SHP-1 
(p–SHP-1) but did not affect total SHP-1 (Figure 4D, 2-tailed Student’s t test, t[6] = 3.22, P = 0.02). We 
next examined whether SHP-1 modulates TRPV1 current in mouse DRG neurons. The specific SHP-1 
inhibitor sodium stibogluconate (SSG) (1 μM) or PTP inhibitor iIII (PTPiIII) (25 nM) in the intracellular 
solution significantly increased the TRPV1 current density in DRG small-diameter neurons (Figure 4E, 1-
way ANOVA, F[2, 56] = 5.81, P < 0.01). As reported previously (10), repeated applications of  1 μM capsaicin 
(3 seconds, interval of  60 seconds) produced a desensitization in the responses in the neurons (Figure 4F). 
PTPiIII markedly prevented the repeated capsaicin-induced desensitization (Figure 4F, 2-tailed Student’s 
t test, t[16] = 3.11, P < 0.01). Double immunofluorescent staining showed that SHP-1 was colocalized with 
TRPV1 (Figure 4G). Furthermore, PD-L1 (10 ng/mL, 30 minutes) in cultured DRG neurons produced a 
robust p–SHP-1 expression in more than 80% of  TRPV1-positive neurons, providing a cytological basis 
for rapid modulation of  TRPV1 by SHP-1 (Figure 4, H and I). Behavioral data showed that intraplantar 
injection (i.pl.) of  SHP-1 inhibitor PTPiIII (30 or 150 μg, 20 μL) evoked robust thermal hyperalgesia and 
mechanical allodynia in naive mice (Figure 4, J and K, 2-way RM ANOVA, treatment: F[2, 23] = 53.85, P < 
0.001 for PWL; F[2, 23] = 12.26, P < 0.01 for PWT). I.pl. PTPiIII (150 μg) also induced spontaneous pain, 
manifested by licking and flinching in treated paws within 3 minutes after the injection in naive WT mice. 
However, PTPiIII failed to induce spontaneous pain in TRPV1-KO mice (Figure 4L).

Inhibitory effect of  PD-L1 on DRG neurons decreases in SHP-1–conditional KO mice. NaV1.8 is a voltage-gated 
sodium channel expressed only in a subset of sensory neurons of which more than 85% are nociceptors (34). We 
generated SHP-1–conditional KO (SHP-1–CKO) (35) mice by crossing B6.129P2-Ptpn6tm1Rsky/J (SHP-1fl/fl) mice 
with Tg(Scn10a-cre)1Rkun (NaV1.8-Cre) mice (36) (Figure 5A), leading to specific deletion of SHP-1 in nocicep-
tive neurons as well as some low-threshold A-fiber neurons (36, 37). As shown in Figure 5B, there was no double 
staining signal of SHP-1 and NaV1.8 in DRG neurons from SHP-1–CKO mice. Western blot also showed a 
significant reduction of SHP-1 in SHP-1–CKO DRG neurons compared with littermate controls (Figure 5C). 
In acutely isolated neurons, whole-cell patch recordings showed that TRPV1 currents significantly enlarged in 
SHP-1–CKO mice compared with littermate controls (SHP-1fl/fl mice), whereas PD-L1–induced inhibition on 
TRPV1 currents was abolished in SHP-1–CKO neurons (Figure 5, D–F), further confirming that SHP-1 medi-
ated the modulation of PD-L1 on TRPV1. We then compared PD-L1’s effect on DRG neuronal excitability in 
SHP-1–CKO (NaV1.8-Cre SHP-1fl/fl) and littermate control (SHP-1fl/fl) mice. As shown in Figure 6, pretreatment 
of PD-L1 (10 ng/mL) for 30 minutes significantly decreased the resting membrane potential level, elevated 

PTD 7 mice, 4 PTD 14 mice, 6 PTD 21 mice. (K and L) Neutralization of PD-1 by nivolumab (anti–PD-1 antibody, 10 mg/kg, i.v.) induces thermal hyperal-
gesia (K) and mechanical allodynia (L) in the early phase of bone cancer (PTD 7). *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus IgG control; 2-way RM ANOVA followed by 
post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 8 human IgG4 and 8 nivolumab (mice).
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action potential threshold, and reduced action potential firing frequency in DRG small-diameter neurons of  
littermate control mice (SHP-1fl/fl), which disappeared completely in CKO mice (Figure 6, A–D). Consistently, 
the analgesic effect of PD-L1 on bone cancer pain was weakened (allodynia) or eliminated (hyperalgesia) in 
SHP-1–CKO mice (Figure 6, E and F, 2-way RM ANOVA, treatments: F[1, 12] = 97.77, P < 0.001 for PWL; F[1, 12]  
= 20.52, P < 0.001 for PWT). We also compared development of bone cancer pain between littermate control 
and SHP-1–CKO mice (NaV1.8-Cre SHP-1fl/fl). Conditional KO of SHP-1 in NaV1.8+ DRG neurons promoted 
the earlier appearance (PTD 7) of cancer-induced thermal hyperalgesia and mechanical allodynia, suggesting 
a facilitation of bone cancer pain in SHP-1–CKO mice (Figure 6, G and H). Two-way RM ANOVA analysis 
revealed a significant intergroup difference (PWL, F[1, 12] = 63.35, P < 0.001; PWT, F[1, 12] = 8.14, P < 0.01).

Discussion
Cumulative evidence shows that tumors and surrounding tissue cells release various algogenic substances, 
including protons, proteases, endothelins, vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), nerve growth factor 
(NGF), and transforming growth factor–β (TGF-β), in the tumor microenvironment to sensitize and injure 
primary sensory neurons (10, 14, 38–41). However, most cancer patients do not have pain in the early 
stages of  disease (42). It is reasonable to speculate that the tumor microenvironment may produce not only 
pain factors but also analgesic factors at the same time. A collaborative study from Ji’s and our laboratories 
demonstrated that cancers such as melanoma produce the antinociceptive mediator PD-L1 to suppress 
pain via its receptor, PD-1, expressed on DRG neurons (15). PD-1/PD-L1 signaling in the trigeminal gan-
glia was also reported to be involved in acute nitroglycerin-induced hyperalgesia (43). In the present study 
we further provided several lines of  evidence to support the analgesic effect of  PD-L1 in LLC cell–induced 
mouse bone cancer pain. In particular, selective KO of  SHP-1 in DRG NaV1.8+ neurons significantly atten-
uated the inhibitory effects of  PD-L1 on TRPV1 current and bone cancer pain, suggesting that SHP-1–
inhibited TRPV1 in DRG neurons contributes to PD-L1’s analgesic effect.

PD-L1 alleviates bone cancer pain via suppressing TRPV1 function. Previous studies revealed that fol-
lowing tumor infiltration TRPV1 expression increases in the DRG and contributes to bone cancer pain 
both in mice and in rats (9, 10). In rat advanced bone cancer, a robustly enhanced TRPV1 current and 
decreased desensitization rate to repetitive capsaicin application were observed in DRG neurons (10). 
Consistently, in a mouse bone cancer model, we observed a significant increase in TRPV1 protein level 
in DRG tissues from PTD 14 to 28. The dose-response curve of  TRPV1 currents was left-shifted on 
PTD 21. Furthermore, TRPV1-KO mice failed to develop thermal hyperalgesia in the tumor-affect-
ed limb (Figure 3), suggesting that increased TRPV1 expression and TRPV1 sensitivity contribute to 
bone cancer–induced pain hypersensitivity. We have now shown that PD-L1 dose-dependently inhibited 
TRPV1 currents and capsaicin-induced [Ca2+]i increase. PD-L1–induced analgesia on bone cancer pain 
only occurred in WT but not in TRPV1-KO mice. It is well known that PD-L1 suppresses immunity 
via interaction with its receptor, PD-1, on immune cells (16, 44, 45). Our previous (15) and current 
studies demonstrated that PD-1 expressed not only by immune cells but also DRG neurons, including 

Figure 3. Dynamic changes in TRPV1 in DRG neurons after tumor inoculation and effects of PD-L1 on TRPV1 function. (A) Western blot analysis reveals 
a significant increase in the level of TRPV1 in L3–L5 DRGs ipsilateral to the tumor-bearing bone after tumor inoculation. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus sham 
control; 1-way ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 4 for all the groups (mice). (B) Capsaicin dose-response curves are left-shifted 
in small-diameter (<25 μm) DRG neurons from PTD 21 mice compared with those from sham ones. Insert represents 1.5 μM capsaicin–evoked TRPV1 current 
traces in individual DRG neurons of sham and PTD 21 mice. (C) Double immunofluorescence reveals colocalization of PD-1 with TRPV1 in L4 DRG neurons. 
Scale bar: 100 μm (upper), 25 μm (bottom). (D) Different doses of PD-L1 suppresses TRPV1 current density (pA/pF) in DRG neurons. Insert represents 1.5 
μM capsaicin–evoked TRPV1 current traces in individual DRG neurons after different doses of PD-L1 treatment. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus vehicle control; 
1-way ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 23 vehicle, 20 PD-L1 0.1 ng/mL, 19 PD-L1 0.5 ng/mL, 15 PD-L1 1 ng/mL, 16 PD-L1 10 ng/
mL, and 21 PD-L1 50 ng/mL (cells). (E) The inhibition ratio of PD-L1 (10 ng/mL) on TRPV1 currents by different concentrations of capsaicin. *P < 0.05 versus 
sham control; 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 9 capsaicin 0.5 μM, 10 capsaicin 1 μM, 6 capsaicin 2 μM, and 16 
capsaicin 4 μM from sham mice; n = 10 capsaicin 0.5 μM, 9 capsaicin 1 μM, 14 capsaicin 2 μM, and 10 capsaicin 4 μM from cancer mice (cells). (F) Traces (left) 
of calcium imaging from individual DRG neurons of bone cancer and sham mice challenged by capsaicin application. Scatter plot (right) showing that PD-L1 
significantly attenuates capsaicin-induced increase in [Ca2+]i. **P < 0.01 versus vehicle control; 2-tailed Student’s t test; n = 23 vehicle and 31 PD-L1 (cells). 
(G) TRPV1–/– mice fail to develop thermal hyperalgesia in tumor-bearing limbs. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus WT mice; 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc 
Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 8 TRPV1–/– and 9 WT (mice). (H) TRPV1–/– mice develop lighter mechanical allodynia than the WT mice following the tumor 
inoculation. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus WT mice; 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 8 TRPV1–/– and 9 WT (mice). (I 
and J) PD-L1 inhibits bone cancer–induced thermal hyperalgesia (I) and mechanical allodynia (J) in WT mice but not in TRPV1–/– mice on PTD 21. **P< 0.01; 
paired Student’s t test; n = 7 TRPV1–/– and 8 WT (mice). (K and L) Intraplantar injection of PD-L1 induces a significant increase in PWL (K) and an increasing 
tendency in PWT (L) in naive WT but not TRPV1–/– mice. **P < 0.01; 2-tailed paired Student’s t test; n = 7 TRPV1–/– and 8 WT (mice).
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TRPV1-positive DRG neurons. Thus, it is plausible that the analgesic effect of  PD-L1 on bone cancer 
pain is achieved by inhibiting TRPV1 via PD-1 expressed by DRG neurons.

Three issues should be addressed. First, although our results and recent studies showed that PD-1 
(encoded by Pdcd1) mRNA and protein were expressed in primary sensory neurons and were involved 
in acute and chronic pain as well as opioid-induced hyperalgesia (15, 43, 46), single-cell RNA-Seq failed 
to detect Pdcd1 mRNA expression (47–50) in the DRG neurons. A possible explanation is that single-cell 
RNA-Seq can only detect a limited transcriptome; some low- to medium-expressed but important genes in 
sensory neurons might be missed. For example, Shank3 and Vegfrs have not been detected by single-cell anal-
ysis but are expressed in DRG neurons (41, 47). Second, despite conflicting reports regarding the involve-
ment of  TRPV1 in mechanical hypersensitivity evoked by inflammatory and neuropathic pain (11, 51, 52), 
we observed in the present study that mechanical allodynia in cancer-bearing mice is partially attenuated in 
TRPV1-KO mice, and the antiallodynia of  PD-L1 was eliminated in TRPV1-KO mice. As a support, Fang 
et al. revealed that TRPV1 antagonist CPZ significantly blocks bone cancer–induced mechanical allody-
nia in rats (53). Consistently, carrageenan-induced mechanical allodynia (54), experimental autoimmune 
prostatitis–induced pelvic tactile allodynia (55), and chronic morphine-induced tactile hypersensitivity are 
nearly lost in TRPV1-KO mice (56). It has been reported that TRPV1 is expressed not only in small neu-
rons but also in medium to large neurons, and upregulated TRPV1 in bone cancer mouse DRG neurons 
mainly occur in calcitonin gene–related peptide–positive peptidergic neurons and neurofilament 200–posi-
tive myelinated neurons (9), which have previously been implicated in mechanical allodynia (57–59). Third, 
although increased PD-L1 expression in tumor-bearing bone was detected at all time points in this study, the 
endogenous PD-L1 masked bone cancer–induced pain only in the early phase. We found that with blockade 
of  PD-1 with nivolumab (a humanized IgG4 monoclonal antibody targeting PD-1) on PTD 7, when the 
LLC cell inoculation–induced pain hypersensitivity had not developed, both hyperalgesia and allodynia 
were evoked in the tumor-affected limb. One possible explanation is that increased PD-L1 may not be suf-
ficient to overcome the exaggerated pain caused by various algogenic substances released during advanced 
bone cancer, such as VEGF (41), TGF-β1 (10), and NGF (40). A recent study demonstrated that acute i.v. 
injection of  anti–PD-1 antibody nivolumab (10 mg/kg) evoked rapid increases in mechanical allodynia and 
thermal hyperalgesia on days 3 and 7 after LLC cell inoculation, while chronic PD-L1 treatment promoted 
osteoclastogenesis, and chronic repeated nivolumab (i.v.) even attenuated bone cancer–induced allodynia 
and hyperalgesia by suppressing osteoclastogenesis, suggesting endogenous PD-L1–mediated antinocicep-
tion may be transient in the early phase of  bone cancer (60).

Inhibition of  TRPV1 by SHP-1 is a key event in PD-L1 analgesia. How does PD-L1 modulate TRPV1 func-
tion? Activation of  PD-1 recruits the tyrosine phosphatases SHP-1 and SHP-2 to mediate biological actions of  
PD-L1 in immune cells (18, 19). Primary nociceptors and immune cells have some similarities; for example, 
nociceptors express major immune modulators, including cytokines, chemokines, and TLRs (61, 62). In the 
present study, we found that SHP-1 was also expressed in DRG neurons and colocalized with PD-1. Coimmu-
noprecipitation displayed interaction of  SHP-1 and PD-1 proteins. Following the bone cancer development, 

Figure 4. Inhibition of SHP-1 sensitizes TRPV1 and facilitates pain-like behaviors. (A) Western blot analysis showing an increase in the level of phos-
phorylated SHP-1 (pSHP-1) in L3–L5 DRGs ipsilateral to the tumor-bearing bone after tumor inoculation. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus sham control; 1-way 
ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 5 sham treatment day 7, 5 PTD 7, 6 PTD 14, 5 PTD 21, and 9 PTD 28 (mice). (B) Coimmunopre-
cipitation displays that PD-1 and SHP-1 are captured with anti–SHP-1 in L3–L5 DRGs. Normal rabbit IgG immunoprecipitation was performed as the negative 
control. Three individual trials were performed to repeat the result. (C) Double immunofluorescent staining detected colocalization of SHP-1 and PD-1 in 
the L4 DRG. Scale bar: 25 μm. (D) PD-L1 (50 ng/mL, 30 minutes) treatment increases tyrosine phosphorylation of SHP-1 in cultured DRG neurons. *P < 0.05 
versus control; 2-tailed Student’s t test; n = 4 vehicle and 4 PD-L1 (mice). (E) Whole-cell patch clamp recording showing that specific SHP-1 inhibitor SSG 
(1 μM) or PTPiIII (25 nM) increases 1.5 μM capsaicin–evoked TRPV1 current density in DRG small-diameter neurons. Insert represents TRPV1 current traces 
in individual DRG neurons. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus vehicle control; 1-way ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 30 vehicle, 18 
SSG, and 11 PTPiIII (cells). (F) SHP-1 inhibitor PTPiIII attenuates the repeated capsaicin-induced desensitization, showing increased ratio of second trace 
peak amplitude to first trace peak amplitude. Insert represents TRPV1 current traces in vehicle- and PTPiIII-treated neurons. **P < 0.01 versus vehicle 
control; 2-tailed Student’s t test; n = 8 vehicle and 10 PTPiIII (cells). (G) Double immunofluorescent staining detected colocalization of SHP-1 and TRPV1 in 
the L4 DRG. Scale bar: 25 μm. (H and I) Immunocytochemistry double staining of TRPV1 and pSHP-1 in cultured DRG neurons treated by vehicle and PD-L1 
(10 ng/mL, 30 minutes). After incubation in PD-L1 for 30 minutes, pSHP-1 was detected in most TRPV1-positive neurons; n = 4 vehicle and 4 PD-L1. Scale 
bar: 30 μm. (J and K) Intraplantar injection of SHP-1 inhibitor PTPiIII (30 and 150 μg) directly induces thermal hyperalgesia (J) and mechanical allodynia (K). 
*P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus vehicle control; ##P < 0.01 versus 30 μg PTPiIII, 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 8 
vehicle, 9 PTPiIII 30 μg, and 9 PTPiIII 150 μg (mice). (L) Intraplantar injection of SHP-1 inhibitor PTPiIII (150 μg) evokes spontaneous pain that manifested 
by licking and flinching within 3 minutes after the injection in naive WT mice and TRPV1–/– mice. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01; 1-way ANOVA followed by post hoc 
Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 7 vehicle and 8 PTPiIII (mice).
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DRG p–SHP-1 was upregulated in a similar time course to PD-L1 in tumor-bearing bone. PD-L1 treatment 
significantly upregulated p–SHP-1 in cultured DRG neurons, especially TRPV1-positive neurons (Figure 4). 
In SHP-1–deficient DRG neurons, PD-L1–induced decrease in excitability was prevented. Conditional KO 
(35) of  SHP-1 in DRG nociceptors (NaV1.8-Cre Shp-1fl/fl) robustly blocked antihyperalgesia and antiallodynia 
of  PD-L1 in bone cancer mice (Figure 6). Thus, in DRG neurons SHP-1 as a downstream signaling event of  
PD-1 activation contributes to PD-L1–evoked analgesia.

SHP-1 is a widely expressed cytosolic protein tyrosine phosphatase (63–65). Its importance is underscored 
by a myriad of its substrates and its dephosphorylation correlating with cancer (66) and pain (67, 68). Tyrosine 
phosphorylation was also reported to be important for TRPV1 activation (20, 69, 70). Nonspecific PTP inhibi-
tor increases the tyrosine phosphorylation of TRPV1 in HEK293 cells (69). The increase in tyrosine phosphor-
ylation of TRPV1 in DRG neurons was also induced by inhibition of SHP-1, and SHP-1 can alleviate CFA-in-
duced inflammatory pain by dephosphorylating TRPV1 and suppressing TRPV1 expression in DRG neurons 
(21). In the current study, we further demonstrated that inhibition or KO of SHP-1 markedly sensitized TRPV1 
currents in DRG small-diameter neurons. I.pl. injection of SHP-1 inhibitor PTPiIII directly induced hyper-
algesia, allodynia, and spontaneous nociception-like licking/lifting behaviors in WT but not in TRPV1-KO 

Figure 5. PD-L1 inhibits TRPV1 via SHP-1. (A) Schematic illustration of SHP-1–CKO mice by Cre-Lox system crossing SHP-1fl/fl mice with NaV1.8-Cre mice.  
(B) Double immunofluorescence reveals colocalization of Nav1.8 and SHP-1 in the L4 DRG of control mice but no double staining signal of SHP-1 and NaV1.8 
in the L4 DRG of SHP-1 CKO (bottom). Scale bar: 50 μm. (C) Western blot analysis showing a significant reduction of SHP-1 in the L3–L5 DRGs of CKO mice. 
*P < 0.05 versus littermate controls, 2-tailed Student’s t test; n = 5 control and 4 SHP-1–CKO (mice). (D) Traces showing that PD-L1 suppresses 1.5 μM 
capsaicin–evoked TRPV1 currents in DRG neurons of littermate control mice (upper) but not in SHP-1–CKO mice (bottom). (E) Quantification of changes in 
TRPV1 current density in DRG neurons of SHP-1–CKO and littermate control mice. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus vehicle control; 1-way ANOVA followed by 
post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 27 SHP-1fl/fl vehicle, 14 SHP-1fl/fl PD-L1, 23 NaV1.8-Cre vehicle, and 15 NaV1.8-Cre PD-L1 (cells). (F) KO of SHP-1 in 
NaV1.8+ neurons was confirmed by intracellular Lucifer dye injection and immunocytochemistry staining (NaV1.8 and SHP-1) after recording.
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mice (Figure 4). We also detected a decreased basal pain threshold and exaggerated thermal hyperalgesia and 
mechanical allodynia following bone cancer development in CKO SHP-1 mice (Figure 6). Moreover, we found 
in SHP-1–deficient DRG neurons the suppression of PD-L1 on TRPV1 currents was completely abolished 
(Figure 5), indicating that PD-L1’s inhibition on TRPV1 was mediated by SHP-1. Our results also suggest that 
SHP-1 in sensory neurons is an endogenous pain inhibitor and delays the development of cancer-induced bone 
pain via suppressing TRPV1 function.

It is worth mentioning that SHP-1 inhibitor not only augmented TRPV1 currents but also 
blocked repeated capsaicin-induced desensitization of  TRPV1 (Figure 4). It is well known that 
TRPV1 functions can be sensitized or desensitized. The sensitization occurs through protein kinase–
dependent phosphorylation and subsequently depolarizes the neurons and increases excitability.  

Figure 6. CKO of SHP-1 in NaV1.8-Cre DRG neurons attenuates the excitability of DRG neurons and blocks PD-L1–induced analgesic effect in bone cancer mice. 
(A–C) PD-L1 decreases resting membrane potential (RMP, A), increases action potential (AP) threshold (B), and reduces AP firing frequencies (C) in SHP-1+/+ DRG 
neurons of littermate control mice but not in SHP-1–/– neurons of CKO mice. **P < 0.01; 1-way ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 20 
SHP-1fl/fl vehicle, 15 SHP-1fl/fl PD-L1, 12 NaV1.8-Cre vehicle, and 17 NaV1.8-Cre PD-L1 (cells). (D) Traces of APs in DRG neurons treated with vehicle (upper) or PD-L1 (10 
ng/mL, bottom) in SHP-1+/+ DRG neurons of littermate control (left) and SHP-1–/– neurons of CKO (right) mice. (E and F) The inhibition of PD-L1 on bone cancer–
induced hyperalgesia (E) and allodynia (F) is lower in SHP-1–CKO mice than that in littermate controls. *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus before PD-L1 injection on PTD 
21; ##P < 0.01 versus littermate control mice; 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 7 control and 7 SHP-1–CKO (mice). (G and 
H) SHP-1 CKO aggravates the bone cancer–induced thermal hyperalgesia (G) and mechanical allodynia (H). *P < 0.05, **P < 0.01 versus baseline; ##P < 0.01 versus 
littermate controls; 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Student-Newman-Keuls test; n = 7 control and 7 SHP-1–CKO (mice). 
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Desensitization can be mediated via protein phosphatase-induced dephosphorylation, by calmodulin 
interaction with TRPV1 in a Ca2+-dependent manner, or by inositol 1,4,5-trisphosphate–induced cal-
cium release from intracellular stores (35, 71). It has been demonstrated that dephosphorylation of  
TRPV1 by protein phosphatase 2B is a critical mechanism that leads to desensitization of  the channel 
(72, 73). Nonspecific inhibition of  PTPs increases the tyrosine phosphorylation of  TRPV1 and sensitiz-
es TRPV1 (20). Inhibition of  SHP-1, a nonreceptor PTP expressed in the cytoplasm, amplified repeated 
capsaicin responses, suggesting that SHP-1 is also a key phosphatase for dephosphorylation of  TRPV1.

In conclusion, our previous study demonstrated that PD-L1, as a neuromodulator, plays a critical role in 
inhibition of  baseline pain, acute inflammatory pain, and chronic neuropathic pain. Here, we further found 
that PD-L1/PD-1 signaling inhibited TRPV1 activity via SHP-1 in primary sensory neurons and thereby 
suppressed and delayed the development of  bone cancer pain in mice. Our studies highlight the possibility of  
cancer cell–derived pain inhibitors for developing early diagnosis markers and new analgesic drugs.

Methods

Animals
Adult (8–10 weeks) C57BL/6J WT, TRPV1-KO (003770, Jackson Laboratory, San Mateo, California, USA), 
SHP-1fl/fl mice (008336, Jackson Laboratory), Ai 14-reporter (B6.Cg-Gt(ROSA)26Sortm14(CAG-tdTomato)Hze/J, 
007914, Jackson Laboratory), and NaV1.8-Cre (gift from Rohini Kuner, Heidelberg University, Heidelberg, Ger-
many) mice were used in this study (male C57BL/6J, both male and female transgenic strains). SHP-1–CKO 
mice were generated by mating NaV1.8-Cre SHP-1fl/fl mice. All animals were housed in cages under a 12-hour 
light/12-hour dark cycle with food and water available ad libitum. Animals were randomly assigned to each 
group. All the following behavioral testing, electrophysiological recording, and quantification of Western blot 
experiments described herein were performed by experimenters who were blind with respect to the treatments.

Reagents
Active mouse PD-L1 protein fragment (catalog ab216261) and human IgG4 control (catalog ab90286) were 
purchased from Abcam (Cambridge, Massachusetts, USA). Anti–PD-1 antibody nivolumab (Opdivo) was 
purchased from Bristol-Myers Squibb (New York, New York, USA). SHP-1 inhibitor SSG (catalog 567565) 
and PTPiIII (catalog 540210) were from Calbiochem (Darmstadt, Germany). Capsaicin (catalog M2028) 
was purchased from MilliporeSigma (St. Louis, Missouri, USA).

PD-1–specific hairpin RNA and virus preparation
The mouse Pd1-specific hairpin RNA (shRNA) sequence was designed based on the work of Zhao and cowork-
ers (74, 75); PD-1–shRNA (GATCCGGGTTTGAGCCAACCCGTCCAGTTCAAGAGACTGGACGG-
GTTGGCTCAAACCTTTTTTGGAAA) or sh-control RNA (the scrambled sequence) was synthesized by 
Shanghai GeneChem Co., Ltd (Shanghai, China). The recombinant virus coexpressing enhanced green fluo-
rescent protein was packaged using a Lentivector Expression system kit (Shanghai GeneChem Co., Ltd).

Drug administration
For local injection, PD-L1 (2 μg or 5 μg in 100 μL normal saline, NS) was delivered into local deep tissue 
around the tumor bone with a 30-gauge needle. For i.v. injection, anti–PD-1 antibody (nivolumab, 10 mg/
kg in 100 μL NS) or control antibody (human IgG4) was administered into the tail vein of  mice. For i.pl. 
injection, drugs were injected in 20 μL NS using a Hamilton microsyringe with a 30-gauge needle. For LP 
injection, drugs were delivered into the spinal space via an LP performed with a 30-gauge needle between 
the L5 and L6 vertebrae under isoflurane anesthesia (3% for induction and 1.5% for maintenance). Mice that 
showed any surgery-related neurological deficits were excluded from the experiment.

Bone histology
Mice were deeply anesthetized with overdose of  sodium pentobarbital and transcardially perfused with 300 
mL of 0.9% NS followed by 300 mL of 4% paraformaldehyde. Bilateral femur bones were removed and 
decalcified in decalcifying solution for 24 hours. The bones were rinsed and dehydrated and then embedded in 
paraffin, cut into 7 μm cross sections using a rotary microtome (Reichert-Jung 820, Cambridge Instruments), 
and stained with hematoxylin and eosin to visualize the extent of  tumor infiltration and bone destruction.

https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386


1 3insight.jci.org   https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386

R E S E A R C H  A R T I C L E

ISH using RNAscope
ISH was performed using a commercial probe for mouse PD-1 (Advanced Cell Diagnostics, 416781, New-
ark, California, USA) and the RNAscope 2.5 High Definition Brown Assay according to the manufacturer’s 
protocol. The DRG images were captured using a Leica Microsystems microscope (Wetzlar, Germany).

RT-PCR
Mouse DRG tissues or cells were collected and homogenized in TRIzol reagent (Invitrogen, Thermo Fisher 
Scientific, Carlsbad, California, USA). Total RNA was extracted following the manufacturer’s protocol. 
RNAs (0.5–1 g) were reverse-transcribed using the SuperScript III reverse transcriptase (Invitrogen, Ther-
mo Fisher Scientific). The sequences of  primers were as follows: PD-1, forward: 5′-TGCTCAACAAG-
TATGTCAGAGG-3′, reverse: 5′-ACACTAGGGACAGGTGCTGC-3′; GAPDH, forward: 5′-AGGTCG-
GTGTGAACGGATTTG-3′, reverse: 5′-TGTAGACCATGTAGTTGAGGTCA-3′; TRPV1, WT forward: 
5′-TGGCTCATATTTGCCTTCAG-3′, mutant forward: 5′-TAAAGCGCATGCTCCAGACT-3′, common 
reverse: 5′-CAGCCCTAGGAGTTGATGGA-3′ (Sangong Biotech, Shanghai, China).

Immunohistochemistry
After appropriate survival times, mice were deeply anesthetized and perfused with warm NS followed with 
4% cold paraformaldehyde in 0.1 M PBS. DRG tissues (L3–L5 segments) were removed and postfixed in the 
same fixative for 2 hours at 4°C and then immersed in a 10%–30% gradient of  sucrose in PBS for 24–48 
hours at 4°C for cryoprotection. DRG sections (14 μm) were cut by a freezing microtome (Leica Microsys-
tems). Control and treated DRG sections were mounted on the same slides and processed under the same 
conditions. The sections were blocked with 10% donkey serum in PBS, pH 7.4, with 0.3% Triton X-100 for 2 
hours at room temperature (RT) and incubated for 24–36 hours at 4°C with the following primary antibodies: 
goat anti–PD-1 (1:500, R&D Systems, Bio-Techne, catalog AF1021, Minneapolis, Minnesota, USA), rabbit 
anti–Substance P (1:2000, Peninsula Laboratories, catalog T-4107.0050, San Carlos, California, USA), rabbit 
anti–SHP-1 (1:500, GeneTex, catalog GTX102864, Irvine, California, USA), goat anti-Nav1.8 (1:1000, Abge-
nt, catalog AF3512a, San Diego, California, USA), guinea pig anti-TRPV1 (1:1000, Alomone Labs, catalog 
AGP-118, Jerusalem, Israel). After three 15-minute rinses in PBS, the sections were incubated with a mixture 
of  Alexa Fluor 488– or Alexa Fluor 546–conjugated secondary antibodies (1:200, catalog A-11055/A10036, 
Invitrogen, Thermo Fisher Scientific), or IB4-Alexa Fluor 488 (1:200, catalog A21206, Invitrogen, Thermo 
Fisher Scientific) for 2 hours at RT. The specificity of  immunostaining and primary antibodies was verified 
by omitting the primary antibodies, by testing KO and CKO mice or shRNA-knockdown cells, and by in situ 
hybridization. The stained sections were coverslipped and examined by a confocal laser scanning microscope 
(FV1000; Olympus, Tokyo, Japan).

Western blotting
Mice were deeply anesthetized, and the L3–L5 DRG tissues and femurs (near the metaphysis) from bone 
cancer and control mice were collected and then homogenized in the lysis buffer (12.5 μL/mg tissue) con-
taining a mixture of  protease inhibitors and phenylmethylsulfonyl fluoride (Roche Diagnostics, Basel, 
Switzerland). The protein concentrations of  the lysate were measured using a BCA Protein Assay kit 
(Pierce, Thermo Fisher Scientific, Rockford, Illinois, USA). Equal amounts of  protein samples were load-
ed and separated in 10% SDS-PAGE and then transferred to PVDF membranes (MilliporeSigma, Billeri-
ca, Massachusetts, USA). The membranes were blocked with 5% nonfat milk in Tris-buffered saline (pH 
7.5) with 0.1% Tween-20 for 2 hours at room temperature and incubated overnight at 4°C with primary 
antibodies, followed by HRP-conjugated secondary antibodies (1:2000, Santa Cruz Biotechnology) for 2 
hours at room temperature. For loading control, the blots were probed with GAPDH antibody. Signals 
were visualized using enhanced chemiluminescence (Pierce, Thermo Fisher Scientific) and captured by 
ChemiDoc XRS system (Bio-Rad, Hercules, California, USA). We used the following primary antibodies: 
rabbit anti–PD-L1 (1:1000, GeneTex, catalog GTX31308), goat anti–PD-1 (1:1000, R&D Systems, Bio-
Techne, catalog AF1021), rabbit anti-TRPV1 (1:1000, catalog ACC-030, Alomone Labs), rabbit anti–p–
SHP-1 (1:1000, catalog 8849, Cell Signaling Technology, Danvers, Massachusetts, USA), rabbit anti–SHP-
1 (1:1000, catalog GTX102864, GeneTex). HRP-conjugated secondary antibody used included donkey 
anti–mouse IgG–HRP antibody (1:2000, catalog sc-2318, Santa Cruz Biotechnology); donkey anti–goat 
IgG–HRP antibody (1:2000, catalog sc-2020, Santa Cruz Biotechnology); donkey anti–rabbit IgG–HRP 
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antibody (1:2000, catalog sc-2077, Santa Cruz Biotechnology). All Western blot analysis was performed 3 
to 4 times, and consistent results were obtained. A Bio-Rad image analysis system was then used to mea-
sure the integrated optic density of  the specific bands.

Preparation of acutely isolated DRG neurons
Mice were anesthetized with isoflurane and then rapidly decapitated. The DRG tissues from spinal L3–L5 
segments were removed and immediately transferred onto DMEM (Invitrogen, Thermo Fisher Scientific) on 
ice. The ganglia were minced with fine spring scissors and treated with collagenase (type IA, 2.67 mg/mL, 
MilliporeSigma) and trypsin (type I, 1 mg/mL, MilliporeSigma) in DMEM at 37°C for 30 minutes. After 
washing with a standard external solution, the ganglia were then gently triturated using fine fire-polished Pas-
teur pipettes. To conduct electrophysiology experiments, the isolated DRG neurons were plated onto glass cov-
erslips in 3.5 cm culture dishes and incubated with a standard external solution containing (in mM) 140 NaCl, 
5 KCl, 2.5 CaCl2, 1 MgCl2, 10 HEPES, and 10 glucose, pH 7.4, at RT for at least 2 hours.

Whole-cell patch clamp recordings
Whole-cell voltage clamp and current clamp recordings of  DRG neurons were performed at RT with an 
Axon patch 700B amplifier (Molecular Devices, Thermo Fisher Scientific, San Jose, California, USA) 
as previously described (10). All of  the recordings were performed in small-diameter (<25 μm) DRG 
neurons and were made 2–6 hours after plating, with resting membrane potentials less than –50 mV. 
Microelectrodes (N51A borosilicate glass, Sutter Instruments, Novato, California, USA) with a resis-
tance of  3–6 MΩ were pulled using a P97 puller (Sutter Instruments). The pipette solution contained 
(in mM) 140 KCl, 1 MgCl2, 5 EGTA, 3 Na2ATP, 0.4 NaGTP, and 10 HEPES, pH 7.2. Seals (1–10 G) 
between the electrode and the cells were established. After the whole-cell configuration was established, 
the cell membrane capacitance and series resistance were compensated for (>80%), and leak currents 
were subtracted using the online P/4 protocol. The data were low-pass-filtered at 2 kHz and sampled 
at 10 kHz. Capsaicin-induced TRPV1 currents were recorded in voltage-clamp mode, with the mem-
brane potential held at –65 mV. Action potentials were elicited by injecting a depolarizing current (200 
pA, 500 ms). Drugs were applied using a DVD-8VC super fusion application system (ALA Scientific 
Instruments, Farmingdale, New York, USA). Only 1 recording was performed on each dish to ensure 
that data were not obtained from cells that had been inadvertently exposed to other test treatments. Per 
animal 2 or 3 cells were studied to ensure the data were from different animals. The pClamp10 (Axon 
Instruments, San Jose, California, USA) software was used during experiments and analysis.

Calcium imaging
The acutely isolated DRG neurons were loaded with 1 μM fura-2 AM (DoJinDo Laboratories, Kuma-
moto, Japan) for 1 hour and were then washed and incubated with standard external solution. The 
entire process was protected from light. The neurons were observed on an inverted microscope (Olym-
pus IX51) with a ×40 UV fluor oil immersion objective lens. The fluorescence of  the individual neu-
rons was recorded by a cooled charge-coupled device camera (Hamamatsu Photonics, Hamamatsu 
City, Japan), with a 1 Hz alternating wavelength, time scanning with excitation wavelengths of  340 
and 380 nm, and an emission wavelength of  510 nm (Lambda DG5, Sutter Instruments). Images 
were captured every 1 second. Digitized images were acquired and analyzed by SimplePCI (Compix, 
Sewickley, Pennsylvania, USA). The ratio of  the fluorescence at the 2 excitation wavelengths was rep-
resented to estimate the changes in the [Ca2+]i.

DRG neuron culture and transfections
Acutely isolated DRG cells in bacteria-free environment were placed on glass coverslips coated with poly-
d-lysine and grown in a Neurobasal defined medium (10% FBS, 2% B27 supplement, 0.5 mM l-glutamine, 
100 U/mL penicillin, and 100 U/mL streptomycin) at 37°C with 95% air/5% CO2. Cultured neurons were 
transfected with shRNA-lentivirus 3 days before follow-up experiments.

Culture of murine LLC cells
LLC cells, which originated as a spontaneous carcinoma of  the lung in C57BL/6 mice, were purchased 
from Cell Bank of  Type Culture Collection of  Chinese Academy of  Sciences (Shanghai, China). LLC cells 
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were grown in DMEM (Gibco, Thermo Fisher Scientific, New York, New York, USA) containing 10% 
heat-inactivated fetal bovine serum (Gibco, Thermo Fisher Scientific), penicillin (100 U/mL), and strepto-
mycin (100 U/mL) (Gibco, Thermo Fisher Scientific) in 95% air/5% CO2 at 37°C.

Mouse bone cancer model
To inoculate LLC cells, mice were anesthetized with sodium pentobarbital (50 mg/kg, i.p.). The left leg 
was then shaved, and the skin was disinfected with iodine tincture and 75% ethanol. A 27-gauge needle 
was inserted at the site of  the intercondylar eminence of  the left femur and was then replaced with a 10 μL 
microinjection syringe containing a 4 μL suspension of  tumor cells (1.0 × 106). The contents of  the syringe 
were slowly injected into the femur cavity. To prevent the leakage of  cells outside the bone, the injection site 
was sealed with bone wax. For the sham group (controls), 4 μL of  PBS was injected instead of  carcinoma 
cells into the femur. At the end of  the experiment, radiological, postmortem, and histological evaluations 
were performed. Mice that showed no obvious tumor growth and bone destruction after the inoculation 
with tumor cells were excluded from the experiments.

Behavioral experiments
von Frey test for mechanical pain. Animals were habituated to the testing environment daily for at least 3 days before 
testing. The room temperature and humidity remained stable for all experiments. Mechanical allodynia was 
assessed by measuring PWTs in response to a calibrated series of von Frey hairs (0.16–4.0 g, Stoelting Company, 
Wood Dale, Illinois, USA). Each mouse was placed in a chamber (9 cm × 9 cm × 4.5 cm) on an elevated metal 
mesh floor. Mice were allowed to acclimate for approximately 30 minutes. A series of von Frey filament stimuli 
(0.16, 0.4, 0.6, 1.0, 1.4, 2.0, 4.0 g) were delivered to the central region of the plantar surface of the hind paw with 
increasing bending force until the mouse withdrew the foot. Each filament was applied 5 times and each time 
maintained for 2 seconds with 15-second intervals. Once the hind paw was withdrawal from a particular hair 3 
out of the 5 consecutive applications, the value of the filament in grams was considered the PWT.

Hargreaves test for thermal pain. Thermal hyperalgesia was assessed by measuring the PWLs in response 
to a radiant heat source (IITC Life Science Instruments, Woodland Hills, California, USA). Mice were 
placed individually into Plexiglas chambers on an elevated glass surface and allowed to acclimate for 30 
minutes. The heat source was turned off  when the mouse lifted its foot, allowing for measurement of  the 
time from the onset of  radiant heat application to the withdrawal of  the hind paw. This time was defined as 
the PWL. The heat was maintained at a constant intensity, which produced a stable PWL of  10–12 seconds 
in naive mice. A 15-second cutoff  was used to prevent tissue damage in the absence of  a response.

Spontaneous pain. To assess spontaneous pain, each mouse was placed in a raised Plexiglas chamber and 
allowed to acclimate for 1 hour before testing. The number of  times the hind paw ipsilateral to the treated 
paw flinched and of  episodes of  licking were counted during a 10-minute observation period.

CatWalk gait analysis. The CatWalk system (XT, Noldus Information Technology, Wageningen, the Neth-
erlands) was used for the quantitative assessment of  gait parameter and footfalls in rodents. Gait analysis 
has proved a reliable method for measuring pain-associated behaviors, based on the voluntary movement of  
rodents in an enclosed walkway (24, 76, 77). Briefly, the mouse was placed in the open end of  the enclosed 
glass platform in a darkened room with a red ceiling light-emitting diode light and allowed to walk volun-
tarily through the walkway. While the mouse walked across the glass floor, a high-speed camera positioned 
underneath the apparatus captured images of  the illuminated area of  each paw and transferred the data to 
the gait analysis software (CatWalk XT, version 10.0; Noldus Information Technology). A minimum of  3 
serial step cycles, or complete passes through the tunnel, were gathered as valid data. In this study, 3 avail-
able parameters were identified to evaluate dynamic behaviors associated with bone cancer pain: (a) print 
area (in square centimeters) represents the surface of  the complete print of  a paw; (b) stand (in seconds) is 
the duration of  ground contact for a single paw; (c) swing (in seconds) is the duration of  no hind paw contact 
with the glass plate. Data were calculated as the percentage of  ipsilateral/contralateral hind paw.

Conditioned place preference. The place-conditioning apparatus and CPP procedure were as described previ-
ously with slight modifications (78, 79). The place-conditioning apparatus consists of  3 opaque acrylic com-
partments (1 neutral chamber and 2 conditioning chambers with distinct olfactory and visual cues). The 
experimental process consists of  3 distinct sessions: a preconditioning session, a conditioning session, and a 
test (postconditioning) session. All mice underwent a 3-day preconditioning habituation and animal behavior 
was video recorded. Day 1 was the preconditioning day. At the beginning, a mouse was placed in the neutral 
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compartment. After habituating for 2 minutes, the entrance to each conditioning compartment was opened. 
When the mouse entered any conditioning compartment, the door connecting the neutral and conditioning 
compartment was closed. The mouse was allowed to explore the 2 conditioning compartments freely for 10 
minutes. A timer automatically recorded the time spent in each of  the compartments in a blind manner. Mice 
that spent more than 80% (480 seconds) on one side on that day were eliminated from the subsequent experi-
ments. Day 2 was the conditioning day. On this day, all doors were closed. The mouse received no treatment 
in the morning and was randomly confined to one of  the conditioning compartments for 60 minutes. After at 
least 3 hours, in the afternoon, CPP training mice were given a local injection of  PD-L1 (2 μg) (or vehicle as 
control) and then restrained in the other conditioning compartment for 60 minutes. Day 3 was the postcondi-
tioning day. The procedure was the same as day 1, and the time animals spent in each compartment was mea-
sured. Analgesic effect was determined by whether time spent in the PD-L1–paired compartment grew longer.

Statistics
All data were presented as mean ± SEM and analyzed using GraphPad Prism 7.0 software (San Diego, 
California, USA). No statistical power calculation was conducted before the study. The sample sizes were 
based on our previous knowledge and experience with this design. There were no missing data. All data 
from different groups were verified for normality and homogeneity of  variance using Kolmogorov-Smirnov 
and Brown-Forsythe tests before analysis. Behavioral data were analyzed using Student’s t test when com-
paring 2 groups or 1-way or 2-way RM ANOVA followed by post hoc Bonferroni’s multiple-comparisons 
test when comparing more than 2 groups. Electrophysiological recording and Western blot data were com-
pared using Student’s t test (2 groups) and 1-way ANOVA followed by post hoc Dunnett’s test (more than 
2 groups). No data were excluded from statistical analyses due to outlier status. All the hypothesis testing 
was 2-tailed with P value less than 0.05 considered statistically significant.

Study approval
All animal procedures were approved by the IACUC of  Fudan University (permit SYXK2009-0082) 
and followed the policies issued by the guidelines for pain research of  the International Association 
for the Study of  Pain.

Author contributions
BLL and QLC developed the project; performed electrophysiological, immunohistochemical, in situ hybrid-
ization, and behavioral experiments; and prepared final figures. XZ and HZL conducted mouse tumor model 
and TRPV1-KO mouse experiments. YQZ supervised the project. YQZ and BLL wrote the paper.

Acknowledgments
We thank Rohini Kuner (Universitätsklinikum Heidelberg) for giving NaV1.8-Cre mice. This work was sup-
ported by grants from National Key R&D Program of  China (2017YFB0403803) and National Natu-
ral Science Foundation of  China (31930042, 82021002, and 31771164) and by funds from the innovative 
research team of  high-level local university in Shanghai, Shanghai Municipal Science and Technology 
Major Project (2018SHZDZX01), and ZJLab.

Address correspondence to: Yu-Qiu Zhang, Institutes of  Brain Science, Fudan University, 1202 Mingdao 
Building, 131 Dong An Road, Shanghai 200032, China. Phone: 86.021.54237635; Email: yuqiuzhang@
fudan.edu.cn.

 1. van den Beuken-van Everdingen MH, Hochstenbach LM, Joosten EA, Tjan-Heijnen VC, Janssen DJ. Update on prevalence of  
pain in patients with cancer: systematic review and meta-analysis. J Pain Symptom Manage. 2016;51(6):1070–1090.e9.

 2. Neufeld NJ, Elnahal SM, Alvarez RH. Cancer pain: a review of  epidemiology, clinical quality and value impact. Future Oncol. 
2017;13(9):833–841.

 3. Scarborough BM, Smith CB. Optimal pain management for patients with cancer in the modern era. CA Cancer J Clin. 
2018;68(3):182–196.

 4. Portenoy RK, Lesage P. Management of  cancer pain. Lancet. 1999;353(9165):1695–1700.
 5. Schmidt BL. The neurobiology of  cancer pain. Neuroscientist. 2014;20(5):546–562.
 6. Mantyh PW. Bone cancer pain: from mechanism to therapy. Curr Opin Support Palliat Care. 2014;8(2):83–90.
 7. Yoneda T, Hiasa M, Nagata Y, Okui T, White FA. Acidic microenvironment and bone pain in cancer-colonized bone. Bonekey 

https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386
mailto://yuqiuzhang@fudan.edu.cn
mailto://yuqiuzhang@fudan.edu.cn
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpainsymman.2015.12.340
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpainsymman.2015.12.340
https://doi.org/10.2217/fon-2016-0423
https://doi.org/10.2217/fon-2016-0423
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21453
https://doi.org/10.3322/caac.21453
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(99)01310-0
https://doi.org/10.1177/1073858414525828
https://doi.org/10.1097/SPC.0000000000000048


1 7insight.jci.org   https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386

R E S E A R C H  A R T I C L E

Rep. 2015;4:690.
 8. Nagae M, Hiraga T, Yoneda T. Acidic microenvironment created by osteoclasts causes bone pain associated with tumor coloni-

zation. J Bone Miner Metab. 2007;25(2):99–104.
 9. Niiyama Y, Kawamata T, Yamamoto J, Omote K, Namiki A. Bone cancer increases transient receptor potential vanilloid sub-

family 1 expression within distinct subpopulations of  dorsal root ganglion neurons. Neuroscience. 2007;148(2):560–572.
 10. Xu Q, et al. Peripheral TGF-β1 signaling is a critical event in bone cancer-induced hyperalgesia in rodents. J Neurosci. 

2013;33(49):19099–19111.
 11. Caterina MJ, et al. Impaired nociception and pain sensation in mice lacking the capsaicin receptor. Science. 2000;288(5464):306–313.
 12. Ghilardi JR, et al. Selective blockade of  the capsaicin receptor TRPV1 attenuates bone cancer pain. J Neurosci. 

2005;25(12):3126–3131.
 13. Brahmer JR, et al. Safety and activity of  anti-PD-L1 antibody in patients with advanced cancer. N Engl J Med. 

2012;366(26):2455–2465.
 14. Mantyh P. Bone cancer pain: causes, consequences, and therapeutic opportunities. Pain. 2013;154(suppl 1):S54–S62.
 15. Chen G, et al. PD-L1 inhibits acute and chronic pain by suppressing nociceptive neuron activity via PD-1. Nat Neurosci. 

2017;20(7):917–926.
 16. Noh H, Hu J, Wang X, Xia X, Satelli A, Li S. Immune checkpoint regulator PD-L1 expression on tumor cells by contacting 

CD11b positive bone marrow derived stromal cells. Cell Commun Signal. 2015;13:14.
 17. Xue S, Hu M, Iyer V, Yu J. Blocking the PD-1/PD-L1 pathway in glioma: a potential new treatment strategy. J Hematol Oncol. 

2017;10(1):81.
 18. Keir ME, Butte MJ, Freeman GJ, Sharpe AH. PD-1 and its ligands in tolerance and immunity. Annu Rev Immunol. 2008;26:677–704.
 19. Hebeisen M, et al. SHP-1 phosphatase activity counteracts increased T cell receptor affinity. J Clin Invest. 2013;123(3):1044–1056.
 20. Jin X, Morsy N, Winston J, Pasricha PJ, Garrett K, Akbarali HI. Modulation of  TRPV1 by nonreceptor tyrosine kinase, c-Src 

kinase. Am J Physiol, Cell Physiol. 2004;287(2):C558–C563.
 21. Xiao X, et al. Shp-1 dephosphorylates TRPV1 in dorsal root ganglion neurons and alleviates CFA-induced inflammatory pain 

in rats. Pain. 2015;156(4):597–608.
 22. Vrinten DH, Hamers FF. ‘CatWalk’ automated quantitative gait analysis as a novel method to assess mechanical allodynia in 

the rat; a comparison with von Frey testing. Pain. 2003;102(1-2):203–209.
 23. Deumens R, Jaken RJ, Marcus MA, Joosten EA. The CatWalk gait analysis in assessment of  both dynamic and static gait 

changes after adult rat sciatic nerve resection. J Neurosci Methods. 2007;164(1):120–130.
 24. Xu Y, Tian NX, Bai QY, Chen Q, Sun XH, Wang Y. Gait assessment of  pain and analgesics: comparison of  the DigiGait™ and 

CatWalk™ gait imaging systems. Neurosci Bull. 2019;35(3):401–418.
 25. Vulchanova L, et al. Differential adeno-associated virus mediated gene transfer to sensory neurons following intrathecal delivery 

by direct lumbar puncture. Mol Pain. 2010;6:31.
 26. Cunningham CL, Gremel CM, Groblewski PA. Drug-induced conditioned place preference and aversion in mice. Nat Protoc. 

2006;1(4):1662–1670.
 27. King T, et al. Unmasking the tonic-aversive state in neuropathic pain. Nat Neurosci. 2009;12(11):1364–1366.
 28. Navratilova E, et al. Pain relief  produces negative reinforcement through activation of  mesolimbic reward-valuation circuitry. 

Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2012;109(50):20709–20713.
 29. Griffiths JR. Are cancer cells acidic? Br J Cancer. 1991;64(3):425–427.
 30. Tominaga M, et al. The cloned capsaicin receptor integrates multiple pain-producing stimuli. Neuron. 1998;21(3):531–543.
 31. Klein AH, Trannyguen M, Joe CL, Iodi CM, Carstens E. Thermosensitive transient receptor potential (TRP) channel ago-

nists and their role in mechanical, thermal and nociceptive sensations as assessed using animal models. Chemosens Percept. 
2015;8(2):96–108.

 32. Yang Y, et al. Delayed activation of  spinal microglia contributes to the maintenance of  bone cancer pain in female Wistar rats 
via P2X7 receptor and IL-18. J Neurosci. 2015;35(20):7950–7963.

 33. Green D, et al. Central activation of  TRPV1 and TRPA1 by novel endogenous agonists contributes to mechanical allodynia and 
thermal hyperalgesia after burn injury. Mol Pain. 2016;12:1744806916661725.

 34. Stirling LC, et al. Nociceptor-specific gene deletion using heterozygous NaV1.8-Cre recombinase mice. Pain. 2005;113(1-2):27–36.
 35. Hucho T, et al. Ca++/CaMKII switches nociceptor-sensitizing stimuli into desensitizing stimuli. J Neurochem. 2012;123(4):589–601.
 36. Agarwal N, Offermanns S, Kuner R. Conditional gene deletion in primary nociceptive neurons of  trigeminal ganglia and dorsal 

root ganglia. Genesis. 2004;38(3):122–129.
 37. Shields SD, et al. Nav1.8 expression is not restricted to nociceptors in mouse peripheral nervous system. Pain. 

2012;153(10):2017–2030.
 38. Mantyh PW. Cancer pain and its impact on diagnosis, survival and quality of  life. Nat Rev Neurosci. 2006;7(10):797–809.
 39. Hamamoto DT, Khasabov SG, Cain DM, Simone DA. Tumor-evoked sensitization of  C nociceptors: a role for endothelin. 

J Neurophysiol. 2008;100(4):2300–2311.
 40. Jimenez-Andrade JM, Ghilardi JR, Castañeda-Corral G, Kuskowski MA, Mantyh PW. Preventive or late administration of  anti-

NGF therapy attenuates tumor-induced nerve sprouting, neuroma formation, and cancer pain. Pain. 2011;152(11):2564–2574.
 41. Selvaraj D, et al. A functional role for VEGFR1 expressed in peripheral sensory neurons in cancer pain. Cancer Cell. 

2015;27(6):780–796.
 42. Lechner A, et al. Characterization of  tumor-associated T-lymphocyte subsets and immune checkpoint molecules in head and 

neck squamous cell carcinoma. Oncotarget. 2017;8(27):44418–44433.
 43. Shi S, et al. PD-L1 and PD-1 expressed in trigeminal ganglia may inhibit pain in an acute migraine model. Cephalalgia. 

2020;40(3):288–298.
 44. Yamazaki T, et al. Expression of  programmed death 1 ligands by murine T cells and APC. J Immunol. 2002;169(10):5538–5545.
 45. Chinai JM, Janakiram M, Chen F, Chen W, Kaplan M, Zang X. New immunotherapies targeting the PD-1 pathway. Trends 

Pharmacol Sci. 2015;36(9):587–595.
 46. Wang Z, et al. Anti-PD-1 treatment impairs opioid antinociception in rodents and nonhuman primates. Sci Transl Med. 

https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00774-006-0734-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00774-006-0734-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2007.05.049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuroscience.2007.05.049
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4852-12.2013
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4852-12.2013
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.288.5464.306
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3815-04.2005
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3815-04.2005
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1200694
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1200694
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4571
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.4571
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13045-017-0455-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13045-017-0455-6
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.immunol.26.021607.090331
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI65325
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpcell.00113.2004
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpcell.00113.2004
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.j.pain.0000460351.30707.c4
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.j.pain.0000460351.30707.c4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2007.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2007.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12264-018-00331-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12264-018-00331-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2006.279
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2006.279
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2407
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1214605109
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1214605109
https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.1991.326
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80564-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12078-015-9176-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12078-015-9176-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12078-015-9176-9
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5250-14.2015
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5250-14.2015
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2012.07920.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/gene.20010
https://doi.org/10.1002/gene.20010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2012.04.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2012.04.022
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrn1914
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.01337.2007
https://doi.org/10.1152/jn.01337.2007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2011.07.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2011.07.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2015.04.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccell.2015.04.017
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.17901
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.17901
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.169.10.5538
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2015.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tips.2015.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aaw6471


1 8insight.jci.org   https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386

R E S E A R C H  A R T I C L E

2020;12(531):eaaw6471.
 47. Usoskin D, et al. Unbiased classification of  sensory neuron types by large-scale single-cell RNA sequencing. Nat Neurosci. 

2015;18(1):145–153.
 48. Li C, Wang S, Chen Y, Zhang X. Somatosensory neuron typing with high-coverage single-cell RNA sequencing and functional 

analysis. Neurosci Bull. 2018;34(1):200–207.
 49. Zeisel A, et al. Molecular Architecture of  the Mouse Nervous System. Cell. 2018;174(4):999–1014.e22.
 50. Hockley JRF, et al. Single-cell RNAseq reveals seven classes of  colonic sensory neuron. Gut. 2019;68(4):633–644.
 51. Bölcskei K, et al. Investigation of  the role of  TRPV1 receptors in acute and chronic nociceptive processes using gene-deficient 

mice. Pain. 2005;117(3):368–376.
 52. Urano H, Ara T, Fujinami Y, Hiraoka BY. Aberrant TRPV1 expression in heat hyperalgesia associated with trigeminal neuro-

pathic pain. Int J Med Sci. 2012;9(8):690–697.
 53. Fang D, et al. Interleukin-6-mediated functional upregulation of  TRPV1 receptors in dorsal root ganglion neurons through 

the activation of  JAK/PI3K signaling pathway: roles in the development of  bone cancer pain in a rat model. Pain. 
2015;156(6):1124–1144.

 54. Watanabe M, Ueda T, Shibata Y, Kumamoto N, Ugawa S. The role of  TRPV1 channels in carrageenan-induced mechanical 
hyperalgesia in mice. Neuroreport. 2015;26(3):173–178.

 55. Roman K, Hall C, Schaeffer AJ, Thumbikat P. TRPV1 in experimental autoimmune prostatitis. Prostate. 2020;80(1):28–37.
 56. Vardanyan A, et al. TRPV1 receptor in expression of  opioid-induced hyperalgesia. J Pain. 2009;10(3):243–252.
 57. Koltzenburg M, Lundberg LE, Torebjörk HE. Dynamic and static components of  mechanical hyperalgesia in human hairy skin. 

Pain. 1992;51(2):207–219.
 58. Campbell JN, Raja SN, Meyer RA, Mackinnon SE. Myelinated afferents signal the hyperalgesia associated with nerve injury. 

Pain. 1988;32(1):89–94.
 59. Ossipov MH, et al. Selective mediation of  nerve injury-induced tactile hypersensitivity by neuropeptide Y. J Neurosci. 

2002;22(22):9858–9867.
 60. Wang K, et al. PD-1 blockade inhibits osteoclast formation and murine bone cancer pain. J Clin Invest. 2020;130(7):3603–3620.
 61. Sunshine J, Taube JM. PD-1/PD-L1 inhibitors. Curr Opin Pharmacol. 2015;23:32–38.
 62. Chiu IM. Infection, pain, and itch. Neurosci Bull. 2018;34(1):109–119.
 63. Sharma Y, Ahmad A, Bashir S, Elahi A, Khan F. Implication of  protein tyrosine phosphatase SHP-1 in cancer-related signaling 

pathways. Future Oncol. 2016;12(10):1287–1298.
 64. Sharma Y, Bashir S, Bhardwaj P, Ahmad A, Khan F. Protein tyrosine phosphatase SHP-1: resurgence as new drug target for 

human autoimmune disorders. Immunol Res. 2016;64(4):804–819.
 65. Watson HA, Wehenkel S, Matthews J, Ager A. SHP-1: the next checkpoint target for cancer immunotherapy? Biochem Soc Trans. 

2016;44(2):356–362.
 66. Dempke WCM, Uciechowski P, Fenchel K, Chevassut T. Targeting SHP-1, 2 and SHIP pathways: a novel strategy for cancer 

treatment? Oncology. 2018;95(5):257–269.
 67. Yang L, et al. Disruption of  SHP1/NMDA receptor signaling in spinal cord dorsal horn alleviated inflammatory pain. Neuro-

pharmacology. 2018;137:104–113.
 68. He YT, et al. A synthetic peptide disturbing GluN2A/SHP1 interaction in dorsal root ganglion attenuated pathological pain. 

Eur J Pharmacol. 2019;854:62–69.
 69. Zhang X, Huang J, McNaughton PA. NGF rapidly increases membrane expression of  TRPV1 heat-gated ion channels. EMBO 

J. 2005;24(24):4211–4223.
 70. Jeske NA, Patwardhan AM, Henry MA, Milam SB. Fibronectin stimulates TRPV1 translocation in primary sensory neurons. 

J Neurochem. 2009;108(3):591–600.
 71. Numazaki M, Tominaga T, Takeuchi K, Murayama N, Toyooka H, Tominaga M. Structural determinant of  TRPV1 desensiti-

zation interacts with calmodulin. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2003;100(13):8002–8006.
 72. Patwardhan AM, Jeske NA, Price TJ, Gamper N, Akopian AN, Hargreaves KM. The cannabinoid WIN 55,212-2 inhibits tran-

sient receptor potential vanilloid 1 (TRPV1) and evokes peripheral antihyperalgesia via calcineurin. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 
2006;103(30):11393–11398.

 73. Por ED, Samelson BK, Belugin S, Akopian AN, Scott JD, Jeske NA. PP2B/calcineurin-mediated desensitization of  TRPV1 
does not require AKAP150. Biochem J. 2010;432(3):549–556.

 74. Zhao T, et al. PD-1-siRNA delivered by attenuated Salmonella enhances the antimelanoma effect of  pimozide. Cell Death Dis. 
2019;10(3):164.

 75. Zhao T, et al. Combination of  attenuated Salmonella carrying PD-1 siRNA with nifuroxazide for colon cancer therapy. J Cell 
Biochem. 2020;121(2):1973–1985.

 76. Gabriel AF, Marcus MA, Walenkamp GH, Joosten EA. The CatWalk method: assessment of  mechanical allodynia in experi-
mental chronic pain. Behav Brain Res. 2009;198(2):477–480.

 77. Hu XM, et al. Vascular endothelial growth factor a signaling promotes spinal central sensitization and pain-related behaviors in 
female rats with bone cancer. Anesthesiology. 2019;131(5):1125–1147.

 78. Chen G, Park CK, Xie RG, Ji RR. Intrathecal bone marrow stromal cells inhibit neuropathic pain via TGF-β secretion. J Clin 
Invest. 2015;125(8):3226–3240.

 79. Chen YW, Fiscella KA, Bacharach SZ, Tanda G, Shaham Y, Calu DJ. Effect of  yohimbine on reinstatement of  operant 
responding in rats is dependent on cue contingency but not food reward history. Addict Biol. 2015;20(4):690–700.

https://doi.org/10.1172/jci.insight.137386
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aaw6471
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3881
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.3881
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12264-017-0147-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12264-017-0147-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2018.06.021
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2017-315631
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2005.06.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pain.2005.06.024
https://doi.org/10.7150/ijms.4706
https://doi.org/10.7150/ijms.4706
https://doi.org/10.1097/WNR.0000000000000322
https://doi.org/10.1097/WNR.0000000000000322
https://doi.org/10.1002/pros.23913
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpain.2008.07.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3959(92)90262-A
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3959(92)90262-A
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3959(88)90027-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-3959(88)90027-9
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.22-22-09858.2002
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.22-22-09858.2002
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI133334
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coph.2015.05.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12264-017-0098-1
https://doi.org/10.2217/fon-2015-0057
https://doi.org/10.2217/fon-2015-0057
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12026-016-8805-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12026-016-8805-y
https://doi.org/10.1042/BST20150251
https://doi.org/10.1042/BST20150251
https://doi.org/10.1159/000490106
https://doi.org/10.1159/000490106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2018.04.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuropharm.2018.04.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2019.03.060
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2019.03.060
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600893
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600893
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2008.05779.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-4159.2008.05779.x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1337252100
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1337252100
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0603861103
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0603861103
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0603861103
https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20100936
https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20100936
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-019-1418-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41419-019-1418-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.29432
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcb.29432
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2008.12.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2008.12.018
https://doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0000000000002916
https://doi.org/10.1097/ALN.0000000000002916
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI80883
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI80883
https://doi.org/10.1111/adb.12164
https://doi.org/10.1111/adb.12164

	Graphical abstract

