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The microenvironment within tumors is composed of a heterogeneous mixture of cells with
varying levels of nutrients and oxygen. Differences in oxygen content result in survival or
compensatory mechanisms within tumors that may favor a more malignant or lethal phe-
notype. Cells that are rapidly proliferating are richly nourished and preferentially located
close to blood vessels. Chemotherapy can target and kill cells that are adjacent to the vas-
culature, while cells that reside farther away are often not exposed to adequate amounts
of drug and may survive and repopulate following treatment. The characteristics of the
tumor microenvironment can be manipulated in order to design more effective therapies.
In this review, we describe important features of the tumor microenvironment and discuss
strategies whereby drug distribution and activity may be improved.
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INTRODUCTION
SOLID TUMORS AND DRUG RESISTANCE
The tumor microenvironment within solid tumors
Solid tumors contain a heterogeneous mixture of tumor cells and
non-malignant cells within an extracellular matrix (ECM) sup-
ported by an irregular vascular network. Tumor blood vessels are
often farther apart than in normal tissues, and have variable blood
flow, leading to poor delivery of nutrients and impaired clearance
of metabolic breakdown products from the tumor (Minchin-
ton and Tannock, 2006; Tredan et al., 2007). Many solid tumors
develop regions of hypoxia, which may lead to up-regulation
of genes that predispose to a more malignant phenotype (Wil-
son and Hay, 2011). Blood vessels are also the route by which
anticancer drugs are delivered to the tumor, and our laboratory
and others have shown that the limited blood supply may put
tumors at a disadvantage in terms of drug delivery as compared
to better-vascularized normal tissues (Hirst and Denekamp, 1979;
Minchinton and Tannock, 2006; Tredan et al., 2007). Also, poor
nutrition of tumor cells may lead to low rates of cell proliferation
in some tumor regions (Hirst and Denekamp, 1979; Ljungkvist
et al., 2002), and cells in such regions are likely to be resistant to
cycle-active drugs as shown in Figure 1A.

Tumor acidity
The poor vascular organization and lack of lymphatic drainage of
solid tumors contributes to a build up in metabolic byproducts
such as lactic and carbonic acids leading to a reduced extracel-
lular pH. The production of lactate arises from glycolysis – a
favored route of energy production in tumors. Glycolysis typically
takes place under hypoxic conditions, when oxidative phospho-
rylation is not possible, but in tumors glycolysis also takes place
in oxygenated regions (Song et al., 2006). Tumor acidity influ-
ences drug uptake into tumor cells. When the extracellular tumor

environment is acidic, chemotherapeutic drugs that are basic (such
as doxorubicin, mitoxantrone, vincristine, and vinblastine) are
protonated; this decreases cellular uptake since charged drugs pass
through the cellular membrane less efficiently than those that are
uncharged (Manallack, 2008). In contrast, drugs that are acidic
(such as chlorambucil and cyclophosphamide) will tend to con-
centrate within cells. Even if basic drugs pass through the cellular
membrane, sequestration within acidic organelles such as endo-
somes may occur, leaving less drug to attack tumor DNA and
produce antitumor effects (Mayer et al., 1986).

Tumor hypoxia
Hypoxia is a hallmark of many different tumor types. The con-
voluted vasculature of tumors can result in insufficient oxygen
supply through blood vessels as seen in Figure 1A. This type of
hypoxia is known as chronic or diffusion limited hypoxia. Acute
hypoxia may also occur in solid tumors due to intermittent blood
flow.

Cells that reside far away from functional blood vessels may
become hypoxic due to the limited diffusion of oxygen: the dis-
tance from blood vessels to hypoxic regions will depend on the
rate of oxygen consumption by the tumor cells, but typically
cells residing at a distance greater than 70 µm from functional
blood vessels receive inadequate amounts of oxygen (Vaupel and
Harrison, 2004). Hypoxic cells can be viable, but usually pro-
liferate slowly, presumably due to their reduced production of
ATP; however recent work from our laboratory has shown that
as chemotherapy induces the death of cells close to blood vessels,
hypoxic cells may reoxygenate and proliferate, presumably because
of a better supply of nutrients and oxygen.

Hypoxia in tumors is associated with a poor clinical outcome
as compared to patients with tumors lacking hypoxia (Hockel
et al., 1996; Fyles et al., 2002; Nordsmark et al., 2005; Jubb et al.,
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FIGURE 1 | (A) Strategies to overcome limited drug distribution in solid
tumors. Solid tumors are featured by irregular and poorly organized
vasculature. This makes blood-borne oxygen and nutrients difficult to reach
tumors cells distant from vessels and eventually leads to formation of regions
with low oxygen (hypoxia) and nutrient concentrations. In these areas, tumor
cells are usually highly resistant to chemotherapy and radiation therapy. Drug
distribution in solid tumors is influenced by many factors, such as
physicochemical properties of drugs, consumption of drugs by cells proximal
to blood vessels, and the volume and organization of the extracellular matrix
(ECM). Strategies to enhance drug distribution in tumors (indicated by yellow

background and dashed lines) include increase of tumor blood flow, decrease
of high interstitial fluid pressure (IFP), and modification of ECM. Combination
treatment using “conventional” therapeutics together with drugs (e.g.,
hypoxia-activated pro-drugs and agents targeting autophagy) that are able to
specifically target cells distant from vasculature also have potential to improve
therapeutic efficacy. (B) Schematic representation of multilayered cell
cultures (MCCs) to quantify drug penetration. A drug is first added into the
small compartment above the MCC. After its passage from the semi-liquid
media through the MCC, drug is sampled from the receiving compartment
below the MCC and measured.

2010). The presence of hypoxia leads to up-regulation of genes
that promote a more malignant phenotype and favor cell sur-
vival. The transcription factor hypoxia inducible factor I (HIF-1)
is induced, and causes the synthesis of angiogenesis-relevant pro-
teins, suppression of apoptosis, and enhanced receptor tyrosine
kinase signaling (Mizukami et al., 2007). These in turn favor
epithelial to mesenchymal transition (EMT) – a process that is
associated with tumor invasiveness and metastasis (Wilson and
Hay, 2011). HIF-1 also induces the expression of carbonic anhy-
drase 9 (CA9) which favors the hydration of CO2 leading to the
production of carbonic acid – further contributing to a decrease
in extracellular pH (Potter and Harris, 2004).

Tumor hypoxia is linked with loss of the p53 tumor sup-
pressor protein that may result in a loss of apoptotic ability

(Haensgen et al., 2001). Furthermore, hypoxia confers radio-
resistance because reactive oxygen radicals that are produced fol-
lowing radiation under well-oxygenated conditions contribute to
DNA damage (Rofstad et al., 2000). Hypoxia may also inhibit
the effects of chemotherapy via the same mechanism since in
the presence of oxygen drugs such as doxorubicin can produce
reactive oxygen species such as super-oxides that can damage
DNA (Luanpitpong et al., 2012). Hypoxia has also been shown
to down-regulate expression of DNA topoisomerase II, so that
drugs such as doxorubicin and etoposide that target this protein
will be inefficient (Ogiso et al., 2000).

Transient hypoxia can stimulate gene amplification, leading to
increased expression of genes that encode proteins that cause drug
resistance; these proteins include dihydrofolate reductase, with
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associated resistance to methotrexate and the multi-drug resistant
transporter P-glycoprotein (Wartenberg et al., 2003). Increased
expression of P-glycoprotein results in increased levels of sub-
strate drugs being pumped out of cells thus resulting in inadequate
intracellular levels to cause cytotoxicity (Matheny et al., 2001).

Factors influencing drug distribution within solid tumors
Anticancer drugs must reach target tumor cells through the vas-
culature. The penetration of drugs to tumor cells is reliant upon
convection and/or diffusion. Convection depends on pressure gra-
dients and given that the pressure within tumor blood vessels and
the tumor interstitium are both quite high, there is probably mini-
mal movement of drugs from the vasculature to the tumor via this
mechanism (Kuszyk et al., 2001). Diffusion involves the move-
ment of drugs along a concentration gradient, i.e., from areas
where they are concentrated (within the vasculature) to less con-
centrated regions (the tumor interstitium). Larger molecules tend
to move more slowly than smaller molecules via diffusion, and tis-
sue penetration will depend on consumption by the cells (Tredan
et al., 2007). Drugs that are water-soluble will diffuse more readily
through the extracellular fluid, although the diffusion coefficient
will depend on the nature of the ECM. Drugs with higher lipid sol-
ubility can penetrate into cells more easily (Undevia et al., 2005).
Drug half-life is also an important determinant influencing drug
penetration, since drugs with longer half-lives in the circulation
have a better opportunity to establish themselves within tumor
tissues (Undevia et al., 2005).

Quantifying drug distribution
Quantification of drug distribution is important in order to deter-
mine a drug’s ability to penetrate tissue within solid tumors. Both
in vitro and in vivo techniques have been used for quantifying drug
distribution. A common in vitro technique uses tumor spheroids,
and adherent tumor cells can grow spheroids to up to 3 mm in
diameter (Conger and Ziskin, 1983). Spheroids develop hypoxic
areas as well as central necrosis once they have reached ∼500 µm
in diameter (Vinci et al., 2011). Drug distribution in spheroids can
be studied for fluorescent drugs, or by using autoradiography to
determine the distribution of labeled drugs (Lesser et al., 1995;
Kuh et al., 1999). An alternative is to generate multicellular layers
(MCL) on collagen-coated micro-porous membranes: the rate of
penetration can then be evaluated by adding a drug on one side
of the MCL and measuring its concentration on the other as a
function of time, as shown in Figure 1B (Wilson and Hay, 2011).
Spheroids and MCL have been used to study the distribution of a
wide range of drugs (Tannock et al., 2002), and most drugs show
rather poor distribution in tumor tissue.

Drug distribution can also be studied in tumors grown in ani-
mals. Growth of tumors in window and ear chambers allows
for direct observation of tumor microcirculation, but a disad-
vantage is that tumors are relatively small with limited areas of
hypoxia and/or necrosis (Hak et al., 2010). Tissue sections can
be obtained after drug treatment of animals bearing transplanted
tumors or human tumor xenografts and used for immunohis-
tochemical analysis. This analysis will allow the quantification
of fluorescent drugs in relation to blood vessels or regions of
hypoxia, and the technique can be applied to human biopsies

(Lankelma et al., 1999; Primeau et al., 2005; Fung et al., 2012).
These studies have revealed decreasing concentration of fluo-
rescent doxorubicin, mitoxantrone, or topotecan with increasing
distance from blood vessels (Hirst and Denekamp, 1979). Dis-
tribution of other drugs such as cetuximab, trastuzumab (Lee
and Tannock, 2010), and melphalan (Saggar et al., 2013) within
tumor sections can be quantified with the use of anti-IgG spe-
cific (for the former two) or melphalan DNA adduct specific
(for the former) monoclonal antibodies that recognize the drug
activity.

Most anticancer drugs are non-fluorescent so their distribu-
tion within tumor tissue is difficult to assess. An alternative is to
evaluate molecular markers of drug effect, using antibodies that
recognize cell proliferation (Ki67, cyclin D1, or bromodeoxyuri-
dine incorporation into DNA), antibodies that mark cell death or
apoptosis (e.g., caspase-3 or -6), and markers of DNA damage such
as γH2aX. We recently used antibodies to γH2aX, caspase-3 or -6,
and Ki67, and a computer-based algorithm, to quantify the distrib-
ution of (non-fluorescent) docetaxel (Saggar et al., 2013). Figure 2
depicts the expression of γH2aX following docetaxel treatment in
xenografts; use of this and the other markers show that docetaxel
also has limited distribution from tumor blood vessels.

Given the limited penetration of many chemotherapeutic
agents, cells that are distal from blood vessels do not receive
adequate amounts of drug to cause cell death. Thus, tumor cell
repopulation arising from areas where cells are not killed and
previously under-nourished (e.g., hypoxic regions) is probable,
and indeed we have recently shown that previously hypoxic cells
may reoxygenate and repopulate after treatment of human tumor
xenografts with doxorubicin or docetaxel (Saggar et al., 2013).

Tumor autophagy
Autophagy is a cellular process of self-consumption characterized
by sequestration of bulk cytoplasm, long-lived proteins, and cel-
lular organelles into double-membrane vesicles called autophago-
somes which are delivered to, and degraded in lysosomes (Lars-
son et al., 1985; Funderburk et al., 2010). The autophagoso-
mal membrane requires a kinase complex consisting of class
III phosphoinositol 3-kinase (PI3K), p150 myristylated protein
kinase and Beclin1 (Atg 6). Subsequently, two further protein
complexes are involved, the Atg4-Atg8 [also known as light
chain (LC3/MAP1LC3B)] and the Atg12-Atg5/Atg7-Atg16 com-
plex (Levine, 2007). Autophagy is thought to have at least three
roles within the cell (Lee and Tannock, 2006; Levine, 2007): (1) it
is a major pathway for quality control because it degrades damaged
or superfluous cellular components in order to avoid mutational
accumulation; (2) it may facilitate cell death as an alternative or
complementary pathway to apoptosis; (3) it provides an alternative
energy source by recycling cellular constituents during periods of
metabolic stress to maintain cellular viability. Such stressors may
include nutrient deprivation, hypoxia and cytotoxic agents, and
markers of autophagy co-localize with hypoxia in tumor sections
(Hoyer-Hansen and Jaattela, 2007). Hypoxic areas are reported to
be primary sites of autophagy in 12 head and neck tumor cell lines
(Rouschop et al., 2010) and recent data from our laboratory sug-
gest that tumors grown from cells that do not express Atg7 and
beclin-1 genes do not contain hypoxic regions.
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FIGURE 2 | Prostate cancer PC-3 xenografts (A) untreated control or
(B) treated with docetaxel (15 mg/kg). (A,B) Show changes in γH2aX (in
cyan), a biomarker of drug effect, in relation to tumor blood vessels (in red)
at 10 min after injection. (C) Represents quantitative analysis of the

distribution of γH2aX-positive cells in relation to the nearest blood vessel
in tumors treated with docetaxel for 10 min (green line) and untreated
controls (blue line). Points indicate average of six mice per group; bars, SE.
♦: control; ◦: docetaxel.

Autophagy is prognostic of poor outcome in multiple tumor
types, including cancers of the breast, lung, and colon (Karpathiou
et al., 2011; Sivridis et al., 2011). High levels of autophagy have
been associated with resistance to systemic therapy in several
preclinical and clinical models presumably because it facilitates
survival of stressed or damaged cells through recycling of cel-
lular breakdown products (Yang et al., 2011). Hence targeting
of autophagy with pharmacological agents may be a mecha-
nism to improve the effectiveness of anticancer drugs for solid
tumors.

STRATEGIES TO IMPROVE THERAPY BY MODULATING THE TUMOR
MICROENVIRONMENT
Inhibiting tumor autophagy
The Atg proteins are involved in autophagosome formation –
a critical step required for autophagy to occur, therefore
the inhibition of autophagy can be achieved by knockdown
of Atg genes or by pharmacological inhibition. For exam-
ple, deletion of Atg7 and Beclin1 inhibited autophagy induced
by nutrient deprivation of cervical cancer cells and induced
cell death (Yu et al., 2004) while stable knockdown of Atg7
in human breast cancer cells inhibited cell growth in soft

agar and tumor formation in nude mice (Kim et al., 2011).
These strategies can also enhance tumor cell death induced
by diverse anticancer drugs in preclinical models (Yang et al.,
2011).

Agents which inhibit endosomal acidification, including
(hydroxy)chloroquine and proton pump inhibitors (PPIs), can
suppress autophagy and may therefore inhibit survival mecha-
nisms for nutrient deprived cells (Marino et al., 2010). Luciani
et al. (2004) reported the use of PPIs to sensitize cancer cells
and solid tumors to various chemotherapeutic agents. Multi-
ple mechanisms are probably involved, but appear to relate to
changes in acidity in both intra and extracellular compartments of
tumor cells. This group also reported that PPIs inhibit autophagy
(Marino et al., 2010) probably because fusion of autophagosomes
with acidic endosomes is central to the process, and we have
confirmed this. Several studies have shown that PPIs such as
omeprazole, esomeprazole, and pantoprazole have activity against
human hematopoietic and solid tumors; they may revert chemo-
resistance in drug-resistant tumors and directly induce killing of
tumor cells (Yeo et al., 2004; De Milito et al., 2007, 2010). Growing
evidence suggests that the major mechanism may be inhibition of
autophagy.
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Strategies to reduce interstitial fluid pressure
The interstitial fluid pressure (IFP) within solid tumors is often
high (Heldin et al., 2004; Lunt et al., 2008), and this can inhibit the
penetration of drugs into tumor tissue. This is particularly true
in human pancreatic tumors that are extremely resistant to sys-
temic cancer therapy (Olive et al., 2009; Provenzano et al., 2012).
Raised IFP is due, at least in part, to a dense ECM and high cell
density that lead to compression of blood vessels, and to inad-
equate lymphatic drainage (Ferretti et al., 2009). High IFP may
have an adverse effect on treatment since it may cause vascu-
lar compression and inadequate drug delivery. A recent study by
Provenzano et al. (2012) showed that there is an abundance of
hyaluronic acid (HA) in the ECM of pancreatic tumors. HA is a
large glycosaminoglycan that is associated with elevated IFP, and
treatment with a HA-targeting enzyme (PEGPH20) was able to
diminish HA levels and result in patent blood vessels and a corre-
sponding increase in doxorubicin penetration (Provenzano et al.,
2012). Other methods of improving vascular perfusion have also
been investigated: Olive et al. (2009) reported that reduction in lev-
els of tumor-associated stromal fibroblasts through disruption of
Hedgehog signaling resulted in increased angiogenesis and greater
penetration of gemcitabine into pancreatic tumors. The use of
HA-targeting enzymes (PEGPH20) and Hedgehog signaling dis-
ruptors (GDC-0449 and LDE225) are being investigated in clinical
trials.

Hypoxia-activated pro-drugs
Since hypoxic cells may survive after systemic drug treatment, and
since tumor hypoxia confers a particularly metastatic and aggres-
sive tumor phenotype, it is a logical target for new approaches to
therapy. Hypoxia-activated pro-drugs (HAPS) have been devel-
oped, such that a pro-drug is administered in an inactive form,
and is activated via a reduction reaction in hypoxic regions to

damage DNA (Wilson and Hay, 2011). Since the pro-drug does
not bind to DNA in oxygenated cells, it should diffuse readily
to hypoxic tumor regions. Several HAPs have been investigated
including tirapazamine, AQ4N, PR-104, and TH-302. Tirapaza-
mine was investigated in phase III clinical trials, but due to limited
clinical benefit (perhaps because of poor distribution in tumor tis-
sue of both the pro-drug, and the activated drug), further clinical
investigation was halted (Denny, 2010).

TH-302 is a 2-nitroimadazole whose nitro group under-
goes fragmentation releasing the active bromo-isophosphoramide
group that binds to DNA and causes cross-linkage to occur (Meng
et al., 2012). TH-302 has been shown to decrease the hypoxic
fraction and increase necrosis following treatment of many differ-
ent tumors in animals (Sun et al., 2012). In a randomized phase
II clinical trial of gemcitabine and TH-302 in pancreatic cancer,
combined therapy increased progression-free survival from 3.6 to
5.6 months (Borad et al., 2012) and a phase III trial is in progress.
Thus, TH-302 appears to be a promising addition to traditional
chemotherapy, and recent studies in our laboratory suggest that
it can inhibit the repopulation and reoxygenation of formerly
hypoxic cells following treatment of human tumor xenografts with
chemotherapy.

CONCLUSION
Limited drug delivery to tumors is an important cause of treatment
failure. The tumor microenvironment exerts effects that can alter
the delivery of agents to neoplastic cells. Novel therapies that are
able to leverage key characteristics of the tumor microenvironment
such as hypoxia-activated pro-drugs and PPIs have potentials to
result in improved therapeutic outcome.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
Canadian Institutes of Health Research.

REFERENCES
Borad, M. J., Reddy, S., Bahary, N., Uro-

nis, H., Sigal, D. S., Cohn, A. L., et al.
(2012). Randomized Phase II Study of
the Efficacy and Safety of Gemcitabine
+ TH-302 (G+T) vs Gemcitabine
(G) Alone in Previously Untreated
Patients with Advanced Pancreatic
Cancer. Chicago, IL: American Asso-
ciation of Cancer Research.

Conger, A. D., and Ziskin, M. C. (1983).
Growth of mammalian multicellu-
lar tumor spheroids. Cancer Res. 43,
556–560.

De Milito, A., Canese, R., Marino, M.
L., Borghi, M., Iero, M., Villa, A., et
al. (2010). pH-dependent antitumor
activity of proton pump inhibitors
against human melanoma is medi-
ated by inhibition of tumor acid-
ity. Int. J. Cancer 127, 207–219.
doi:10.1002/ijc.25009

De Milito, A., Iessi, E., Logozzi, M.,
Lozupone, F., Spada, M., Marino,
M. L., et al. (2007). Proton
pump inhibitors induce apoptosis
of human B-cell tumors through

a caspase-independent mechanism
involving reactive oxygen species.
Cancer Res. 67, 5408–5417. doi:10.
1158/0008-5472.CAN-06-4095

Denny, W. A. (2010). Hypoxia-activated
prodrugs in cancer therapy: progress
to the clinic. Future Oncol. 6,
419–428. doi:10.2217/fon.10.1

Ferretti, S., Allegrini, P. R., Becquet, M.
M., and McSheehy, P. M. (2009).
Tumor interstitial fluid pressure as
an early-response marker for anti-
cancer therapeutics. Neoplasia 11,
874–881.

Funderburk, S. F., Wang, Q. J., and
Yue, Z. (2010). The Beclin 1-
VPS34 complex – at the cross-
roads of autophagy and beyond.
Trends Cell Biol. 20, 355–362.
doi:10.1016/j.tcb.2010.03.002

Fung, A. S., Jonkman, J., and Tan-
nock, I. F. (2012). Quantitative
immunohistochemistry for evaluat-
ing the distribution of Ki67 and
other biomarkers in tumor sections
and use of the method to study
repopulation in xenografts after

treatment with paclitaxel. Neoplasia
14, 324–334.

Fyles, A., Milosevic, M., Hedley, D.,
Pintilie, M., Levin, W., Manchul,
L., et al. (2002). Tumor hypoxia
has independent predictor impact
only in patients with node-
negative cervix cancer. J. Clin.
Oncol. 20, 680–687. doi:10.1200/
JCO.20.3.680

Haensgen, G., Krause, U., Becker,
A., Stadler, P., Lautenschlaeger, C.,
Wohlrab, W., et al. (2001). Tumor
hypoxia, p53, and prognosis in cer-
vical cancers. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol.
Biol. Phys. 50, 865–872. doi:10.
1016/S0360-3016(01)01523-1

Hak, S., Reitan, N. K., Haraldseth, O.,
and de Lange Davies, C. (2010).
Intravital microscopy in window
chambers: a unique tool to study
tumor angiogenesis and delivery
of nanoparticles. Angiogenesis 13,
113–130. doi:10.1007/s10456-010-
9176-y

Heldin, C. H., Rubin, K., Pietras, K., and
Ostman, A. (2004). High interstitial

fluid pressure – an obstacle in cancer
therapy. Nat. Rev. Cancer 4,806–813.
doi:10.1038/nrc1456

Hirst, D. G., and Denekamp, J. (1979).
Tumor cell proliferation in relation
to the vasculature. Cell Tissue Kinet.
12, 31–42.

Hockel, M., Schlenger, K., Aral, B.,
Mitze, M., Schaffer, U., and Vaupel, P.
(1996). Association between tumor
hypoxia and malignant progression
in advanced cancer of the uterine
cervix. Cancer Res. 56, 4509–4515.

Hoyer-Hansen, M., and Jaattela,
M. (2007). Connecting endo-
plasmic reticulum stress to
autophagy by unfolded pro-
tein response and calcium. Cell
Death Differ. 14, 1576–1582.
doi:10.1038/sj.cdd.4402200

Jubb, A. M., Buffa, F. M., and
Harris, A. L. (2010). Assessment
of tumor hypoxia for predic-
tion of response to therapy and
cancer prognosis. J. Cell. Mol.
Med. 14, 18–29. doi:10.1111/j.1582-
4934.2009.00944.x

www.frontiersin.org June 2013 | Volume 3 | Article 154 | 5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ijc.25009
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1158/0008-5472.CAN-06-4095
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1158/0008-5472.CAN-06-4095
http://dx.doi.org/10.2217/fon.10.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tcb.2010.03.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/{\penalty -\@M }JCO.20.3.680
http://dx.doi.org/10.1200/{\penalty -\@M }JCO.20.3.680
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1016/S0360-3016(01)01523-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1016/S0360-3016(01)01523-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10456-010-9176-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10456-010-9176-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc1456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.cdd.4402200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1582-4934.2009.00944.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1582-4934.2009.00944.x
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Pharmacology_of_Anti-Cancer_Drugs/archive


Saggar et al. Strategies to improve drug distribution

Karpathiou, G., Sivridis, E., Kouk-
ourakis, M. I., Mikroulis, D., Bouros,
D., Froudarakis, M. E., et al. (2011).
Light-chain 3A autophagic activity
and prognostic significance in non-
small cell lung carcinomas. Chest
140, 127–134. doi:10.1378/chest.10-
1831

Kim, M. J., Woo, S. J., Yoon, C. H.,
Lee, J. S., An, S., Choi, Y. H., et al.
(2011). Involvement of autophagy
in oncogenic K-Ras-induced
malignant cell transformation. J.
Biol. Chem. 286, 12924–12932.
doi:10.1074/jbc.M110.138958

Kuh, H. J., Jang, S. H., Wientjes, M. G.,
Weaver, J. R., and Au, J. L. (1999).
Determinants of paclitaxel penetra-
tion and accumulation in human
solid tumor. J. Pharmacol. Exp. Ther.
290, 871–880.

Kuszyk, B. S., Corl, F. M., Franano,
F. N., Bluemke, D. A., Hof-
mann, L. V., Fortman, B. J., et
al. (2001). Tumor transport phys-
iology: implications for imaging
and imaging-guided therapy. AJR
Am. J. Roentgenol. 177, 747–753.
doi:10.2214/ajr.177.4.1770747

Lankelma, J., Dekker, H., Luque, F. R.,
Luykx,S.,Hoekman,K.,van derValk,
P., et al. (1999). Doxorubicin gradi-
ents in human breast cancer. Clin.
Cancer Res. 5, 1703–1707.

Larsson, H., Mattson, H., Sundell,
G., and Carlsson, E. (1985).
Animal pharmacodynamics of
omeprazole. A survey of its phar-
macological properties in vivo.
Scand. J. Gastroenterol. Suppl. 108,
23–35.

Lee, C. M., and Tannock, I. F. (2006).
Inhibition of endosomal sequestra-
tion of basic anticancer drugs: influ-
ence on cytotoxicity and tissue pen-
etration. Br. J. Cancer 94, 863–869.
doi:10.1038/sj.bjc.6603010

Lee, C. M., and Tannock, I. F.
(2010). The distribution of the
therapeutic monoclonal antibodies
cetuximab and trastuzumab within
solid tumors. BMC Cancer 10:255.
doi:10.1186/1471-2407-10-255

Lesser, G. J., Grossman, S. A., Eller, S.,
and Rowinsky, E. K. (1995). The
distribution of systemically admin-
istered [3H]-paclitaxel in rats:
a quantitative autoradiographic
study. Cancer Chemother. Phar-
macol. 37, 173–178. doi:10.1007/
BF00685646

Levine, B. (2007). Cell biology:
autophagy and cancer. Nature 446,
745–747. doi:10.1038/446745a

Ljungkvist, A. S., Bussink, J., Rijken, P.
F., Kaanders, J. H., van der Kogel,
A. J., and Denekamp, J. (2002).
Vascular architecture, hypoxia, and

proliferation in first-generation
xenografts of human head-and-
neck squamous cell carcinomas.
Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys.
54, 215–228. doi:10.1016/S0360-
3016(02)02938-3

Luanpitpong, S., Chanvorachote,
P., Nimmannit, U., Leonard,
S. S., Stehlik, C., Wang, L.,
et al. (2012). Mitochondrial
superoxide mediates doxorubicin-
induced keratinocyte apoptosis
through oxidative modification
of ERK and Bcl-2 ubiquitination.
Biochem. Pharmacol. 83, 1643–1654.
doi:10.1016/j.bcp.2012.03.010

Luciani, F., Spada, M., De Milito, A.,
Molinari, A., Rivoltini, L., Monti-
naro, A., et al. (2004). Effect of pro-
ton pump inhibitor pretreatment on
resistance of solid tumors to cyto-
toxic drugs. J. Natl. Cancer Inst.
96, 1702–1713. doi:10.1093/jnci/
djh305

Lunt, S. J., Fyles, A., Hill, R. P., and
Milosevic, M. (2008). Interstitial
fluid pressure in tumors: therapeu-
tic barrier and biomarker of angio-
genesis. Future Oncol. 4, 793–802.
doi:10.2217/14796694.4.6.793

Manallack, D. T. (2008). The pK(a) dis-
tribution of drugs: application to
drug discovery. Perspect. Medicin.
Chem. 1, 25–38.

Marino, M. L., Fais, S., Djavaheri-
Mergny, M., Villa, A., Meschini,
S., Lozupone, F., et al. (2010).
Proton pump inhibition induces
autophagy as a survival mechanism
following oxidative stress in human
melanoma cells. Cell Death Dis. 1,
e87. doi:10.1038/cddis.2010.67

Matheny, C. J., Lamb, M. W.,
Brouwer, K. R., and Pollack, G.
M. (2001). Pharmacokinetic and
pharmacodynamic implications
of P-glycoprotein modulation.
Pharmacotherapy 21, 778–796.
doi:10.1592/phco.21.9.778.34558

Mayer, L. D., Bally, M. B., and Cullis,
P. R. (1986). Uptake of adri-
amycin into large unilamellar vesi-
cles in response to a pH gradient.
Biochim. Biophys. Acta 857, 123–126.
doi:10.1016/0005-2736(86)90105-7

Meng, F., Evans, J. W., Bhupathi, D.,
Banica, M., Lan, L., Lorente, G., et al.
(2012). Molecular and cellular phar-
macology of the hypoxia-activated
prodrug TH-302. Mol. Cancer Ther.
11, 740–751. doi:10.1158/1535-
7163.MCT-11-0634

Minchinton, A. I., and Tannock, I. F.
(2006). Drug penetration in solid
tumors. Nat. Rev. Cancer 6, 583–592.
doi:10.1038/nrc1893

Mizukami, Y., Kohgo, Y., and Chung,
D. C. (2007). Hypoxia inducible

factor-1 independent pathways in
tumor angiogenesis. Clin. Can-
cer Res. 13, 5670–5674. doi:10.
1158/1078-0432.CCR-07-0111

Nordsmark, M., Bentzen, S. M.,
Rudat, V., Brizel, D., Lartigau, E.,
Stadler, P., et al. (2005). Prognos-
tic value of tumor oxygenation
in 397 head and neck tumors
after primary radiation therapy.
An international multi-center
study. Radiother. Oncol. 77, 18–24.
doi:10.1016/j.radonc.2005.06.038

Ogiso, Y., Tomida, A., Lei, S., Omura,
S., and Tsuruo, T. (2000). Protea-
some inhibition circumvents solid
tumor resistance to topoisomerase
II-directed drugs. Cancer Res. 60,
2429–2434.

Olive, K. P., Jacobetz, M. A., David-
son, C. J., Gopinathan, A., McIn-
tyre, D., Honess, D., et al. (2009).
Inhibition of Hedgehog signaling
enhances delivery of chemother-
apy in a mouse model of pancre-
atic cancer. Science 324, 1457–1461.
doi:10.1126/science.1171362

Potter, C., and Harris, A. L. (2004).
Hypoxia inducible carbonic anhy-
drase IX, marker of tumor hypoxia,
survival pathway and therapy
target. Cell Cycle 3, 164–167.
doi:10.4161/cc.3.2.618

Primeau, A. J., Rendon, A., Hed-
ley, D., Lilge, L., and Tannock,
I. F. (2005). The distribution of
the anticancer drug Doxorubicin
in relation to blood vessels in
solid tumors. Clin. Cancer Res.
11, 8782–8788. doi:10.1158/1078-
0432.CCR-05-1664

Provenzano, P. P., Cuevas, C., Chang, A.
E., Goel, V. K., Von Hoff, D. D., and
Hingorani, S. R. (2012). Enzymatic
targeting of the stroma ablates phys-
ical barriers to treatment of pancre-
atic ductal adenocarcinoma. Can-
cer Cell 21, 418–429. doi:10.1016/
j.ccr.2012.01.007

Rofstad, E. K., Sundfor, K., Lyng,
H., and Trope, C. G. (2000).
Hypoxia-induced treatment failure
in advanced squamous cell car-
cinoma of the uterine cervix is
primarily due to hypoxia-induced
radiation resistance rather than
hypoxia-induced metastasis. Br. J.
Cancer 83, 354–359. doi:10.1054/
bjoc.2000.1266

Rouschop, K. M., van den Beucken,
T., Dubois, L., Niessen, H., Bussink,
J., Savelkouls, K., et al. (2010). The
unfolded protein response protects
human tumor cells during hypoxia
through regulation of the autophagy
genes MAP1LC3B and ATG5. J. Clin.
Invest. 120, 127–141. doi:10.1172/
JCI40027

Saggar, J. K., Fung, A. S., Patel, K. J., and
Tannock, I. F. (2013). Use of mol-
ecular biomarkers to quantify the
spatial distribution of effects of anti-
cancer drugs in solid tumors. Mol.
Cancer Ther. 12, 542–552. doi:10.
1158/1535-7163.MCT-12-0967

Sivridis, E., Koukourakis, M. I.,
Mendrinos, S. E., Karpouzis,
A., Fiska, A., Kouskoukis, C., et
al. (2011). Beclin-1 and LC3A
expression in cutaneous malignant
melanomas: a biphasic survival
pattern for beclin-1. Melanoma Res.
21, 188–195. doi:10.1097/CMR.
0b013e328346612c

Song, C. W., Griffin, R., and Park, H.
J. (2006). “Influence of tumor pH
on therapeutic response,” in Can-
cer Drug Resistance, ed. B. A. Teicher
(New Jersey: Springer), 617.

Sun, J. D., Liu, Q., Wang, J., Ahluwalia,
D., Ferraro, D.,Wang,Y., et al. (2012).
Selective tumor hypoxia targeting by
hypoxia-activated prodrug TH-302
inhibits tumor growth in preclini-
cal models of cancer. Clin. Cancer
Res. 18, 758–770. doi:10.1158/1078-
0432.CCR-11-1980

Tannock, I. F., Lee, C. M., Tunggal, J.
K., Cowan, D. S., and Egorin, M. J.
(2002). Limited penetration of anti-
cancer drugs through tumor tissue:
a potential cause of resistance of
solid tumors to chemotherapy. Clin.
Cancer Res. 8, 878–884.

Tredan, O., Galmarini, C. M., Patel,
K., and Tannock, I. F. (2007).
Drug resistance and the solid
tumor microenvironment. J.
Natl. Cancer Inst. 99, 1441–1454.
doi:10.1093/jnci/djm135

Undevia, S. D., Gomez-Abuin, G.,
and Ratain, M. J. (2005). Pharma-
cokinetic variability of anticancer
agents. Nat. Rev. Cancer 5, 447–458.
doi:10.1038/nrc1629

Vaupel, P., and Harrison, L. (2004).
Tumor hypoxia: causative
factors, compensatory mech-
anisms, and cellular response.
Oncologist 9(Suppl. 5), 4–9.
doi:10.1634/theoncologist.9-90
005-4

Vinci, M., Gowan, S., Boxall, F.,
Patterson, L., Zimmermann, M.,
Court, W., et al. (2011). Advances
in establishment and analysis of
three-dimensional tumor spheroid-
based functional assays for tar-
get validation and drug evalua-
tion. BMC Biol. 10:29. doi:10.1186/
1741-7007-10-29

Wartenberg, M., Ling, F. C., Muschen,
M., Klein, F., Acker, H., Gassmann,
M., et al. (2003). Regulation of the
multidrug resistance transporter P-
glycoprotein in multicellular tumor

Frontiers in Oncology | Pharmacology of Anti-Cancer Drugs June 2013 | Volume 3 | Article 154 | 6

http://dx.doi.org/10.1378/chest.10-1831
http://dx.doi.org/10.1378/chest.10-1831
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M110.138958
http://dx.doi.org/10.2214/ajr.177.4.1770747
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjc.6603010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-10-255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/{\penalty -\@M }BF00685646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/{\penalty -\@M }BF00685646
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/446745a
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0360-3016(02)02938-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0360-3016(02)02938-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bcp.2012.03.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/{\penalty -\@M }djh305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/{\penalty -\@M }djh305
http://dx.doi.org/10.2217/14796694.4.6.793
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/cddis.2010.67
http://dx.doi.org/10.1592/phco.21.9.778.34558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0005-2736(86)90105-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-11-0634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-11-0634
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc1893
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1158/1078-0432.CCR-07-0111
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1158/1078-0432.CCR-07-0111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2005.06.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1171362
http://dx.doi.org/10.4161/cc.3.2.618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-05-1664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-05-1664
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/{\penalty -\@M }j.ccr.2012.01.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/{\penalty -\@M }j.ccr.2012.01.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1054/{\penalty -\@M }bjoc.2000.1266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1054/{\penalty -\@M }bjoc.2000.1266
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/{\penalty -\@M }JCI40027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1172/{\penalty -\@M }JCI40027
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1158/1535-7163.MCT-12-0967
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1158/1535-7163.MCT-12-0967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/CMR.{\penalty -\@M }0b013e328346612c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/CMR.{\penalty -\@M }0b013e328346612c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-11-1980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-11-1980
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/djm135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc1629
http://dx.doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.9-90{\penalty -\@M }005-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1634/theoncologist.9-90{\penalty -\@M }005-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/{\penalty -\@M }1741-7007-10-29
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/{\penalty -\@M }1741-7007-10-29
http://www.frontiersin.org/Pharmacology_of_Anti-Cancer_Drugs
http://www.frontiersin.org/Pharmacology_of_Anti-Cancer_Drugs/archive


Saggar et al. Strategies to improve drug distribution

spheroids by hypoxia-inducible fac-
tor (HIF-1) and reactive oxygen
species. FASEB J. 17, 503–505.

Wilson, W. R., and Hay, M. P. (2011).
Targeting hypoxia in cancer ther-
apy. Nat. Rev. Cancer 11, 393–410.
doi:10.1038/nrc3064

Yang, Z. J., Chee, C. E., Huang,
S., and Sinicrope, F. A. (2011).
The role of autophagy in can-
cer: therapeutic implications.
Mol. Cancer Ther. 10, 1533–1541.
doi:10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-11-
0047

Yeo, M., Kim, D. K., Kim, Y. B.,
Oh, T. Y., Lee, J. E., Cho, S. W.,
et al. (2004). Selective induction
of apoptosis with proton pump
inhibitor in gastric cancer cells. Clin.
Cancer Res. 10, 8687–8696. doi:10.
1158/1078-0432.CCR-04-1065

Yu, L., Alva, A., Su, H., Dutt, P.,
Freundt, E., Welsh, S., et al.
(2004). Regulation of an ATG7-
beclin 1 program of autophagic cell
death by caspase-8. Science 304,
1500–1502. doi:10.1126/science.109
6645

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

Received: 01 May 2013; paper pend-
ing published: 20 May 2013; accepted:
29 May 2013; published online: 10 June
2013.
Citation: Saggar JK, Yu M, Tan Q
and Tannock IF (2013) The tumor
microenvironment and strategies to

improve drug distribution. Front. Oncol.
3:154. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2013.00154
This article was submitted to Frontiers in
Pharmacology of Anti-Cancer Drugs, a
specialty of Frontiers in Oncology.
Copyright © 2013 Saggar, Yu, Tan and
Tannock. This is an open-access arti-
cle distributed under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution License,
which permits use, distribution and
reproduction in other forums, provided
the original authors and source are cred-
ited and subject to any copyright notices
concerning any third-party graphics etc.

www.frontiersin.org June 2013 | Volume 3 | Article 154 | 7

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrc3064
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-11-{\penalty -\@M }0047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-11-{\penalty -\@M }0047
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1158/1078-0432.CCR-04-1065
http://dx.doi.org/10.{\penalty -\@M }1158/1078-0432.CCR-04-1065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.109{\penalty -\@M }6645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.109{\penalty -\@M }6645
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2013.00154
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org
http://www.frontiersin.org/Pharmacology_of_Anti-Cancer_Drugs/archive

	The tumor microenvironment and strategies to improve drug distribution
	Introduction
	Solid tumors and drug resistance
	The tumor microenvironment within solid tumors
	Tumor acidity
	Tumor hypoxia
	Factors influencing drug distribution within solid tumors
	Quantifying drug distribution
	Tumor autophagy

	Strategies to improve therapy by modulating the tumor microenvironment
	Inhibiting tumor autophagy
	Strategies to reduce interstitial fluid pressure
	Hypoxia-activated pro-drugs


	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References


