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Background: Gasdermins (GSDMs) are a class of proteins related to pyrolysis and in humans, consist of
GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, GSDMD, DFNAS5, and DFNB59. The inflammatory factors and cell contents
released during pyrolysis can recruit immune cells and change the microenvironment. However, to date,
there is a paucity of studies examining the relationship between GSDMs and the immune microenvironment
in tumors. Therefore, this current report analyzed the expression of GSDM genes in tumors and their
relationship with the immune microenvironment.

Methods: Apply GSCALite and GEPIA2 online analysis tools to analyze the gene expression levels and the
Single nucleotide variant (SNV), copy number variation (CNV), and methylation characteristics of GSDM
genes respectively. Use R software or TISIDB online analysis tool to carry out the correlation analysis
required in the article. Furthermore, Gene Ontology (GO) enrichment and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes
and Genomes (KEGG) pathway enrichment analyses were conducted to examine the role of these GSDM
genes in various cancers.

Results: The results demonstrated that CNV can cause an increase in GSDM gene expression, and
methylation can inhibit GSDM gene expression. The elevated expression of GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC,
GSDMD, and DFNAS in some or most tumors was often accompanied by elevated immune scores,
increased immune cell infiltration, and high expression of major histocompatibility complex (MHC)
molecules, chemokines and their receptors, and immune checkpoint-related genes. However, DFNB59
was often negatively correlated with these indicators in tumors. GSDMD was the most highly expressed
GSDM protein in various normal tissues and tumors, and showed the strongest correlation with immune
microenvironment-related genes. Moreover, the methylation of GSDMD was accompanied by low immune
cell infiltration, low expression of MHC molecule-related genes, low expression of chemokines and receptor-
related genes, and low expression of immune checkpoint-related genes.

Conclusions: Therefore, the expression of GSDM-related genes is associated with the tumor immune
microenvironment. The GSDM genes, especially GSDMD, may be used as therapeutic targets to predict
or change the tumor microenvironment and as biomarkers to predict the therapeutic efficacy of immune
checkpoint inhibitors.
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Introduction

Pyrolysis is a process that is similar to apoptosis and
autophagy, with all three processes involved in programmed
cell death. However, unlike apoptosis, during pyrolysis,
the plasma membrane of the cell is damaged and the cell
contents are released outside the cell, thereby causing an
inflammatory response (1). While apoptosis is generally
accepted as a non-inflammatory process, and has intact
plasma membrane (1). During pyrolysis, when the cell is
stimulated, the intracellular inflaimmasome activates the
cysteine aspartate specific protease caspase, to cleave the
gasdermin (GSDM) proteins, releasing the N-terminal
domain which recognizes and punches holes in the cell
membrane. This pore-forming activity disrupts the cell’s
osmotic pressure, and the resultant electrolyte imbalance
causes the cell to swell and rupture, releasing large amounts
of inflammatory factors and cell contents. This results in
the recruitment of immune cells, which further induces the
inflammatory response and causes the inflammatory death
of the cell (2,3).

In humans, GSDMs consists of GSDMA, GSDMB,
GSDMC, GSDMD, DFNAS5, and DFNB59. Gasdermin D
(GSDMD) was first discovered in 2015 and was identified as
the key executive protein of downstream molecular signals
after the activation of caspase (4). DFNAS has also been
shown to be involved in the pyrolysis of cancer and normal
cells (5). In addition to DFNB59 , almost all N-terminal
domains of GSDMs can exert pore-forming activity in
the plasma membrane (6). Indeed, GSDMs are related
to infectious diseases, autoimmune diseases, neurological
diseases, and tumors (7-9).

The high expression GSDMs may affect the tumor
microenvironment. Recent research showed that
DFNAS suppresses tumor growth by activating anti-
tumor immunity (10). Using The Cancer Genome Atlas
(TCGA) and the Genotype-Tissue Expression (GTEx)
databases , the present study analyzed the expression of the
GSDM genes in tumors and their impact on the immune
microenvironment. ESTIMATE (Estimation of Stromal
and Immune Cells in Malignant Tumor Tissues using
Expression Data) was used to calculate immune and stromal
scores (11) and the CIBERSORT (Cell Type Identification
by Estimating Relative Subset of known RNA Transcripts)
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algorithm (12,13) was used to calculate the content of
immune-infiltrating cells in each tumor.

This study demonstrated that GSDMD was generally
highly expressed in various normal and tumor tissues,
followed by GSDMB, DFNAS, DFNB59, GSDMA, and
GSDMC. Copy number variation (CNV) caused an increase
in the expression of GSDM genes, while methylation
inhibited the expression of GSDM genes. Recent research
showed that cytokine release syndrome (CRS) caused by
chimeric antigen receptor T cells (CAR-T) is related
to pyroptosis induced by DFNAS and GSDMD (14).
Furthermore, DFNAS can suppress tumor growth by
activating anti-tumor immunity (10). Therefore, GSDM
genes are related to the immune microenvironment in
tumors. This comprehensive analysis revealed that with
the exception of DFNB59 , which has no punching
activity, high expression of other GSDM genes in most
tumors is often accompanied with elevated immune scores,
increased immune cell infiltration, and high expression
of major histocompatibility complex (MHC) molecules,
chemokines and their receptors, and immune checkpoint-
related genes. In particular, the expression of GSDMD
was the highest among all GSDMs in all tumor types
examined , and showed the strongest positive correlation
with these indicators. High expression of chemokines and
their receptors tends to induce an increase in immune cell
infiltration (15,16), and high expression of MHC molecules
is conducive for immune cells to recognize and kill cancer
cells (17). High expression of immune checkpoint-related
genes can inhibit the body’s anti-tumor immune effect and
thus, the application of immune checkpoint inhibitors in
such a microenvironment may be favorable.

Therefore, the expression of GSDMs is related to
changes in the tumor immune microenvironment. With
the exception of DFNB59, high expression of the other
GSDMs, especially GSDMD, may indicate that the tumor
immune microenvironment represents a tumor that is
conducive to immunotherapy. The GSDM genes, especially
GSDMD, may be used as clinical biomarkers to predict the
therapeutic efficacy of immune checkpoint inhibitors or as
therapeutic targets to alter the tumor microenvironment.

We present the following article in accordance with
the MDAR reporting checklist (available at https://dx.doi.
org/10.21037/ter-21-1635).
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Methods
Data and data processing methods

The gene expression data of each tumor was obtained from
TCGA website (https://portal.gdc.cancer.gov/repository).
The ESTIMATE (11) and CIBERSORT algorithm
(12,13) was used to calculate the immune and stromal
scores, and immune cell infiltration content of each tumor.
The immune subtypes of each sample were based on the
research of Thorsson er 4/. (18). The study was conducted
in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki (as revised
in 2013).

The tumor names and abbreviations in the TCGA
database were as follows: adrenocortical carcinoma (ACC),
bladder urothelial carcinoma (BLCA), breast invasive
carcinoma (BRCA), cervical squamous cell carcinoma and
endocervical adenocarcinoma (CESC), cholangiocarcinoma
(CHOL), colon adenocarcinoma (COAD), lymphoid
neoplasm diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBC),
esophageal carcinoma (ESCA), glioblastoma multiforme
(GBM), head and neck squamous cell carcinoma (HNSC),
kidney chromophobe (KICH), kidney renal clear cell
carcinoma (KIRC), kidney renal papillary cell carcinoma
(KIRP), acute myeloid leukemia (LAML), brain low-grade
glioma (LGG), liver hepatocellular carcinoma (LIHC),
lung adenocarcinoma (LUAD), lung squamous cell
carcinoma (LUSC), mesothelioma (MESQO), ovarian serous
cystadenocarcinoma (OV), pancreatic adenocarcinoma
(PAAD), pheochromocytoma and paraganglioma (PCPG),
prostate adenocarcinoma (PRAD), rectum adenocarcinoma
(READ), sarcoma (SARC), skin cutaneous melanoma
(SKCM), stomach adenocarcinoma (STAD), testicular germ
cell tumor (TGCT), thyroid carcinoma (THCA), thymoma
(THYM), uterine corpus endometrial carcinoma (UCEC),
uterine carcinosarcoma (UCS), and uveal melanoma (UVM).

Online website analysis

The GSCALite web server (19) (http://bioinfo.life.hust.
edu.cn/web/GSCALite/) was used to analyze the expression
of GSDM genes in each tissue in the GTEx database
(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/geo/). The SNV, CNV,
and methylation characteristics of the GSDM genes was
analyzed in 33 tumors in the TCGA database along with
their relationships with gene expression. GEPIA2 (20)
(http://gepia.cancer-pku.cn/) was used to analyze the gene
expression levels in normal and tumor tissues in the TCGA
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and GTEX databases and draw gene expression heat maps
for different tumor tissues and corresponding normal
tissues. The TISIDB online analysis tool (http://cis.hku.hk/
TISIDB/) (21) was used to analyze the correlation between
GSDM gene methylation and immune cell infiltration,
immune checkpoint-related gene expression, MHC
molecules, chemokines and their receptor-related gene
expression.

Correlation analysis

The R packages of corrplot, pheatmap, limma, ggplot2,
reshape2, RColorBrewer, and others were used for
correlation analysis. These packages were also used to
construct the heat maps for the correlation between gene
expression levels, the relationship between gene expression
and immune score, the relationship between gene expression
and immune subtypes, the relationship between gene
expression and immune cell infiltration, the relationship
between gene expression and immune checkpoint-related
gene expression, and the relationship between immune cell
infiltration and immune checkpoint-related gene expression.
P<0.05 indicated statistical significance.

GO and KEGG pathway enrichment

GO biological processes (BP) terms of Gene Ontology (GO)
and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG)
pathways were downloaded from the Gene Set Enrichment
Analysis (GSEA) platform (https://www.gsea-msigdb.org/
gsea/). GO enrichment and KEGG pathway enrichment
of the GSDM genes in various cancers were investigated
by GSEA. P<0.05 indicated statistical significance. Heat
maps were constructed for the meaningful results from the
GO and KEGG pathway enrichment analysis. Normalized
enrichment scores (NES) >1 was indicated by red, whereas
NES <1 was indicated by blue. GO enrichment results were
clustered using the hclust method.

Statistical analysis

For GEPIA2 online analysis websites, P<0.05 was selected,
which was statistically significant. Spearman correlation
coefficient was used for the correlation between methylation
and gene expression, and Pearson correlation coefficient was
used for other correlation analysis. P<0.05 was statistically
significant.
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Figure 1 The expression level of the genes of GSDM:s in normal tissues and tumors. (A) The expression levels of the genes of GSDM:s in

various tissues of the GTEx database. (B) The gene expression of tumor tissues and normal tissues based on the TCGA and GTEx database.

GSDMs, gasdermins; GTEx, Genotype-Tissue Expression; TCGA, The

Results

The expression of GSDM genes in normal tissues and
tumors

Analysis of the GTEx database showed that GSDMD was
the most highly expressed GSDM in most normal tissues,
followed by GSDMB, DFNAS5, DFNB59, GSDMA,
and GSDMC. The highest expression of GSDMD was
detected in the spleen. GSDMA was highly expressed in
skin tissues, but its expression in other tissues was very low.
GSDMB had relatively high expression in most tissues,
and had the highest expression of all GSDM genes in the
small intestines. GSDMC had the lowest expression level
in most tissues, being mainly expressed in the skin, spleen,
vagina, esophagus, salivary gland, and cervix uteri. The
expression of DFNAS in various tissues was second only to
that of GSDMB, with the highest expression detected in
the uterus. DFINB59 was expressed in most tissues, with its
highest expression detected in the testis, followed by the
pituitary and ovary. The specific expression level of each
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Cancer Genome Atlas.

GSDM is shown in Figure 14.

GSDMD was also expressed in all tumor tissues and was
the highest expressing GSDM gene in tumors, followed
by GSDMB, DFNAS5, DFNB59, GSDMA, and GSDMC
(Figure 1B and Figure SI1A). Comparative analysis of the
expression level of the genes of GSDMs in tumor tissues
and normal tissues base on the TCGA (Figure S1B) or
TCGA and GTEx database (Figure 1B and Figure S2)
showed similar results. GSDMA was highly expressed in
COAD and poorly expressed in SKCM, and the difference
was statistically significant. GSDMB was lowly expressed in
BRCA, GBM, KICH, LGG, LUSC, OV, PRAD, SKCM,
and THCA, but highly expressed in HNSC, PAAD, SARC,
STAD, and THYM. GSDMC was poorly expressed in
ESCA and SKCM, and highly expressed in CESC, KICH,
LUAD, and LUSC. GSDMD was highly expressed in
CHOL, DLBC, GBM, HNSC, LAML, PAAD, SKCM, and
THYM, but poorly expressed in ACC, KICH, LUSC, OV,
PCPG, and PRAD. DFNAS was poorly expressed in BLCA,
CESC, COAD, KICH, LAML, OV, READ, UCEC,
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and UCS, but highly expressed in ACC, CHOL, DLBC,
GBM, HNSC, LGG, PAAD, PCPG, SKCM, and THYM.
DFNBS59 was highly expressed in DLBC and THYM,
but poorly expressed in ACC, CESC, COAD, KICH,
OV, PRAD, SKCM, TGCT, THCA, UCEC, and UCS.

Single nucleotide variant (SNV) characteristics of the
GSDM genes in tumors

SNV analysis of the GSDM genes in tumor tissues showed
that the highest mutations were in UCEC and SKCM
(Figure 24). However, the overall incidence of SNV was
very low. The GSDM genes with the most to the least
number of mutation were GSDMC, DNF5A, DNFBS59,
GSDMA, GSDMD, and GSDMB (Figure 2B). Single
nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) were the main variant
type, followed by deletions (DEL) and insertions (INS).
Missense mutation in variant classification was the main
type, followed by frameshift insertion, in-frame deletion,
splice site, frame shift deletion, nonsense mutation, and
nonstop mutation. Most of the SNV classes were C>T,
followed by C>A, T>C, C>G, T>G, and T>G (Figure 2C).

CNV characteristics of the GSDM genes in tumors

CNV analysis revealed few mutations in LAML and THCA
(Figure 34). In all samples, heterozygous amplification
mutations were the most common among the six genes,
followed by heterozygous deletion and homozygous
amplification (Figure 34-3C). The incidence of homozygous
deletion was very low (Figure 34,3C). Heterozygous
amplification mutations were the main mutations observed
in GSDMC, GSDMD, and DFNAS in all tumors
(Figure 34). GSDMA and GSDMB showed heterozygous
deletion mutations in KICH, PCPG, SARC, OV, UCECC,
ACC, BRCA, SKCM, and UCS, but heterozygous
amplification in other tumors. DFNB59 was a heterozygous
deletion mutation in KICH, SARC, ACC, CESC, BRCA,
and BLCA, but a heterozygous amplification in other
tumors. Heterozygous amplification occurred more often
in GSDMD, GSDMC, and DNF5A than in other genes.
Heterozygous deletion occurred in GSDMA, GSDMB,
and DNFB59. Homozygous amplification occurred in
GSDMD and GSDMC (Figure 3A4,3B). The occurrence of
CNV also increased the expression levels of the genes. This
correlation was observed in the greatest number of tumors
for GSDMD, followed by GSDMB, DFNB59, DFNAS,
GSDMC, and GSDMA (Figure 3D).
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Methylation characteristics of the GSDM genes in tumors

The methylation analysis of the GSDM genes in the TCGA
database showed that gene methylation was associated with
low expression of genes in most tumors. This correlation
was most obvious in DFNAS5, GSDMD, and GSDMB
(Figure 44). The genes’ methylation change between tumor
and normal samples in each cancers are shown in Figure 4B.
Overall, gene methylation was decreased in tumor tissues,
however, gene methylation of DFNAS was elevated in some
tumor tissues.

Pan-cancer analysis of the relationship between GSDM
genes and the iimmune microenvivonment

GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD showed either
a positive correlation with each other or no correlation
at all. GSDMA was correlated with both GSDMB and
GSDMC (R=0.17 and 0.38, respectively), and GSDMB
was correlated with GSDMD (R=0.28 ). DFNAS5 was
negatively correlated with GSDMB and GSDMD, but
positively correlated with GSDMA and GSDMC. DFNB59
was negatively correlated with GSDMA and GSDMC,
but positively correlated with GSDMB. The expression
of DFNAS and DFNBS59 was positively correlated with
a correlation coefficient of 0.15 (Figure 5A). The specific
correlation analysis results in each tumor are shown in
Figure S3.

GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD were
positively correlated with immune scores, whereas DFNAS
and DFNBS59 were poorly correlated with immune scores.
GSDMA, GSDMD, and DFNAS were positively correlated
with stromal scores, while GSDMB and DFNB59 were
negatively correlated with stromal scores. GSDMC had
no correlation with stromal scores. GSDMA, GSDMD,
and DFNAS were negatively correlated with tumor purity,
whereas DFNBS59 was positively correlated with tumor
purity. GSDMD showed the strongest positive correlation
with immune and stromal scores, and the strongest negative
correlation with tumor purity (Figure 5B).

GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD were
similarly correlated with different types of immune
infiltrating cells, and DFNAS and DFNB59 had similar
correlations with different types of immune infiltrating
cells. In particular, activated memory CD4 T cells
demonstrated a strong positive correlation with GSDMA,
GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD and a strong negative
correlation with DFNAS and DFNB59. Monocytes and
M2 macrophages had a strong negative correlation with
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A Spearman correlation coefficient of methylation and gene expression.
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Figure 4 The methylation characteristics of the genes of GSDMs in tumors. (A) The correlation between methylation and mRNA gene

expression. (B) The genes’ methylation change between tumor and normal samples in each cancers. GSDMs, gasdermins.

GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD, and a strong
positive correlation with DFINAS and DFNB59. The specific
correlations are shown in the figure below (Figure 5C).
However, there were also specific differences in the
relationship between each gene and each type of immune
cell. GSDMA had the strongest positive correlation with
activated dendritic cells, with a correlation coefficient of
0.17. GSDMB showed the strongest positive correlation
with activated memory CD4 T cells, with a correlation
coefficient of 0.22. GSDMC had the strongest positive
correlation with activated dendritic cells, with a corelation
coefficient of 0.41. GSDMD had the strongest positive
correlation with CD8 T cells and regulatory T cells
(Tregs), with correlation coefficients of 0.33 and 0.23,
respectively. DFINAS had the strongest positive correlation
with monocytes and M2 macrophages, with correlation
coefficients of 0.32 and 0.34, respectively. DENB59 also had
the strongest positive correlation with monocytes and M2
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macrophages, with correlation coefficients of 0.24 and 0.14,
respectively (Figure SC and Figure S4).

Gene expression analysis in different immune subtypes
showed that the expression characteristics of GSDMA,
GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD were similar among
varying immune subtypes of tumors. They all had higher
expression in C2 and C6, and lower expression in ClI,
C3, C4, and C5. The expression of GSDMD was slightly
different, and its expression in C5 was significantly reduced.
The expression of DFNAS and DFNB59 in different
immune subtypes was similar. Their expression in CI,
C2, C3, C4, and C5 gradually increased, with the highest
expression in C5, which then decreased in C6 (Figure 5D).
The overall analysis across cancer species showed that
GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD had similar
immune microenvironment characteristics, and DFNAS
and DFNB59 had similar immune microenvironment
characteristics. However, each had its own characteristics.
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Figure 5 Pan-cancer analysis of the relationship between the genes of GSDMs and immune microenvironment. (A) The correlation of

the genes expression of GSDMs based on all cancer species. (B) The correlation analysis of genes expression of GSDMs and immune and

stromal scores based on all cancer species. (C) The correlation analysis of genes expression of GSDMs and immune cell infiltration based

on all cancer species. (D) The relationship between the genes expression of GSDMs and immune subtypes based on all cancer species. ***,

P<0.001. GSDMs, gasdermins.

Correlation between GSDM genes and immune and
stromal scores in each cancer

GSDMA had a positive correlation with the stromal score in
most tumors. Moreover, GSDMC, GSDMD, and DFNAS5
were positively correlated with stromal score in some
tumors, whereas GSDMB and DFNB59 showed a negative
correlation in most tumors (Figure 64). GSDMA and
GSDMD showed a positive correlation with immune score
in most tumors. GSDMB, GSDMC, and DFNAS showed a
positive correlation with immune score in some tumors, but
no correlation was found in other tumors. DFNB59 showed
a negative correlation with immune score in most tumors
(Figure 6B). The ESTIMATE score is a combination of the
stromal score and the immune score. GSDMA, GSDMC,
GSDMD, and DFNAS5 were positively correlated with
the ESTIMATE score of most tumors, whereas GSDMB
was negatively correlated with the ESTIMATE score of
some tumors. DFNB59 had a positive correlation with the
ESTIMATE score of most tumors (Figure 6C). GSDMA,
GSDMC, GSDMD, and DFNAS were negatively

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved.

correlated with tumor purity in most tumors. GSDMB had
a negative correlation with purity in some tumors, whereas
DFNBS59 was positively correlated with purity in most
tumors (Figure 6D).

Correlation between the GSDM genes and immune cell
infiltration in each type of cancer

GSDMA expression was positively correlated with
the infiltration of activated memory CD4 T cells and
negatively correlated with the infiltration of activated
natural killer (NK) cells, monocytes, and resting mast
cells in most tumors (Figure 74). GSDMB expression was
positively correlated with the infiltration of CD8 T cells,
follicular helper T cells, and Tregs in some tumors, but
negatively correlated with the infiltration of monocytes,
MO macrophages, M2 macrophages, and resting dendritic
cells in some tumors (Figure 7B). GSDMC expression was
positively correlated with activated memory CD4 T cells,
M1 macrophages, activated dendritic cells, and neutrophil
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Figure 6 The correlation between the genes of GSDMs and immune and stromal scores in each cancer. (A) The correlation between the

genes of GSDMs and immune score in each cancer. (B) The correlation between the genes of GSDMs and stromal score in each cancer. (C)
The correlation between the genes of GSDMs and ESTIMATE Score in each cancer. (D) The correlation between the genes of GSDMs
and Tumor Purity in each cancer. *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001. GSDMs, gasdermins.

infiltration in most tumors, but negatively correlated
with the infiltration of naive B cells, CD8 T cells, resting
memory CD4 T cells, and Tregs in most tumors (Figure 7C).
GSDMD expression was positively correlated with the
infiltration of CD8 T cells, activated memory CD4 T cells,
follicular helper T cells, Tregs, activated NK cells, and M1
macrophages in most tumors. However, it was negatively
correlated with the infiltration of resting memory CD4
T cells, MO macrophages, M2 macrophages, resting
mast cells, eosinophils, and neutrophils in most tumors
(Figure 7D). DFNAS expression was positively correlated
with the infiltration of monocytes, M0 macrophages,
M2 macrophages, and neutrophils in some tumors and
negatively correlated with the infiltration of naive B cells,
plasma cells, CD8 T cells, resting memory CD4 T cells,
and resting mast cells in some tumors (Figure 7E). DFNB59
expression was positively correlated with the infiltration of
M2 macrophages and resting mast cells in some tumors.
No correlation was found with the other immune cells
(Figure 7F).

Correlation between the GSDM genes and immune
checkpoint-related gene expression in each cancer

GSDMA was positively correlated with the expression of
immune checkpoint-related genes in ACC, BRCA, CESC,
CHOL, GBM, KICH, KIRC, KIRP, LAML, LGG, LIHC,

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved.

LUAD, LUSC, OV, PCPG, PRAD, SARC, TGCT,
THCA, THYM, UCEC, UCS, and UVM. No correlation
was detected in BLCA, COAD, DLBC, ESCA, HNSC,
MESO, PAAD, READ, SKCM, nor STAD (Figure 84).
GSDMB was negatively correlated with most immune
checkpoint genes in BLCA and GBM and some immune
checkpoint genes in LAML and THYM. A strong positive
correlation was found with most immune checkpoint
genes in HNSC, KIRC, SKCM, and TGCT and some
immune checkpoint genes in THYM. In other tumors, a
weak positive correlation was found with certain immune
checkpoint genes. In addition, it exhibited a strong positive
correlation with TNFRSF25 in most tumors, and a strong
negative correlation was found with CD276 in most tumors
(Figure 8B). GSDMC was positively correlated with some
or most immune checkpoint genes in ACC, BLCA, BRCA,
CESC, CHOL, COAD, DLBC, LGG, LIHC, MESO, OV,
PAAD, PCPG, PRAD, READ, SARC, THYM, UCEC,
and UVM. In ESCA, GBM, HNSC, KICH, KIRC,
KIRP, LAML, LUAD, LUSC, SKCM, STAD, TGCT,
THCA, and UCS, no correlation or negative correlation
was found with most immune checkpoint-related genes
(Figure 8C). GSDMD was negatively correlated with the
expression of most immune checkpoint genes in LAML.
In PAAD, a negative correlation was found with some
immune checkpoint-related genes, whereas some immune
checkpoint genes showed a positive correlation. In the
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Figure 7 The correlation between the genes of GSDMs and immune cell infiltration in each cancer. (A) The correlation between the genes

of GSDMA and immune cell infiltration in each cancer. (B) The correlation between the genes of GSDMB and immune cell infiltration in

each cancer. (C) The correlation between the genes of GSDMC and immune cell infiltration in each cancer. (D) The correlation between

the genes of GSDMD and immune cell infiltration in each cancer. (E) The correlation between the genes of DFNAS and immune cell

infiltration in each cancer. (F) The correlation between the genes of DFNB59 and immune cell infiltration in each cancer. *, P<0.05; **,
P<0.01; ***, P<0.001. GSDMs, gasdermins.
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remaining tumors, a significant positive correlation was
found with most immune checkpoint-related genes.
However, a significant negative correlation was found with
NRP1 in some tumors. The correlation with BTNL2 and
TNFSF18 in most tumors was not strong and even negative
in some tumors (Figure §D). DFNAS showed a positive
correlation with most immune checkpoint-related genes
in ACC, BLCA, BRCA, COAD, KICH, KIRC, KIRP,
LAML, LGG, LIHC, LUAD, OV, PAAD, PCPG, PRAD,
READ, and THCA. In CESC, CHOL, DLBC, ESCA,
GBM, HNSC, LUSC, MESO, SARC, SKCM, STAD,
TGCT, THYM, UCEC, UCS, and UVM. A weak positive
or negative correlation was found with some immune
checkpoint-related genes (Figure §E). DENBS59 was
positively correlated with the expression of most immune
checkpoint genes in PRAD. In ESCA and HNSC, a positive
correlation was found with some immune checkpoint-
related genes. In most other tumors, a negative correlation
was found with most immune checkpoint-related genes.
However, a significant positive correlation with TNFRSF25
was found in most tumors (Figure 8F).

Correlation between the GSDM genes and MHC-related

gene expression in each cancer

Similar to the correlation with the immune checkpoint-
related gene expression, an analysis of the relationship
between the GSDM genes and MHC molecules
demonstrated that GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, GSDMD,
and DFNAS were positively correlated with the expression
of MHC molecule-related genes in tumors (Figure 9A4-9E),
while DFNB59 was negatively correlated with the
expression of MHC molecule-related genes in most tumors
(Figure 9F). However, GSDMD had a strong positive
correlation with MHC molecules in almost all tumors
(Figure 9D).

Correlation between the GSDM genes and chemokines and
their receptor-related gene expression in each cancer

A similar phenomena were also observed in the relationship
between GSDMs and chemokines and chemokines
receptor-related gene expression. GSDMA, GSDMB,
GSDMC, GSDMD, and DFNAS were positively correlated
with chemokines and chemokines receptor-related gene
expression in tumors (Figure 10A4-10E), while DENB59
showed negative correlation (Figure 10F). GSDMD
had a strong positive correlation with chemokines and

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved.

chemokines receptor-related gene expression in almost all
tumors (Figure 10D).

Correlation between GSDMD gene methylation and the
expression of immune checkpoint-related genes, MHC
molecules, chemokines and their receptor-related genes

Since methylation can inhibit GSDM gene expression, the
tumor-immune system interactions and drug bank (TISIDB)
database was used to analyze the correlation between
GSDMD gene methylation and the expression of immune
checkpoint-related genes, MHC molecules-related genes,
chemokines and receptor-related genes. In most tumors, the
methylation of GSDMD was negatively correlated with the
expression of immune checkpoint genes (Figure 11A4,11B),
chemokines and their receptor genes (Figure 11C,11D),
MHC molecule-related genes (Figure 11E).

GO and KEGG pathway enrichment
The results of GO enrichment and KEGG pathway

enrichment of different genes varied among the tumors
(Figure S5A,S5B). When the GO enrichment results were
clustered, the relationship between genes and immune
scores was closely related to the function set shown in the
black box after cluster analysis (Figure 12 and Figure S6).
When genes were positively correlated with immune scores,
genes were more enriched in the function concentration
shown in the box. The analysis of the function set shown in
the black box revealed that the function set was related to
immunity (Figure 12). KEGG enrichment analysis found no
correlation with immune score (Figure S5B).

Discussion

Our analysis showed that GSDMA was most highly
expression in skin tissues. GSDMB was highly expressed
in most tissues, but the highest expression was detected in
the small intestines. GSDMC was lowly expressed in most
tissues, and it was mainly expressed in the skin, spleen,
vagina, esophagus, salivary gland, and cervix uteri. GSDMD
was highly expressed GSDM in most tissues, with the
highest expression detected in the spleen. The expression
of DFNAS in tissues was second only to that of GSDMB,
and its expression was highest in the uterus. However, the
expression of DFNBS59 was generally lower than that of
DFNAS. DFNB59 was expressed in various tissues, with
the highest expression detected in the testis, followed by

Transl Cancer Res 2021;10(9):4125-4147 | https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/ter-21-1635
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Figure 8 The correlation between the genes of GSDMs and immune checkpoint-related gene expression in each cancer. (A) The correlation
between the genes of GSDMA and immune checkpoint-related gene expression in each cancer. (B) The correlation between the genes of
GSDMB and immune checkpoint-related gene expression in each cancer. (C) The correlation between the genes of GSDMC and immune
checkpoint-related gene expression in each cancer. (D) The correlation between the genes of GSDMD and immune checkpoint-related gene
expression in each cancer. (E) The correlation between the genes of DFNAS and immune checkpoint-related gene expression in each cancer.
(F) The correlation between the genes of DFNB59 and immune checkpoint-related gene expression in each cancer. *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01;
*** P<0.001. GSDMs, gasdermins.
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Figure 9 The correlation between the genes of GSDMs and MHC-related gene expression in each cancer. (A) The correlation between the
genes of GSDMA and MHC-related gene expression in each cancer. (B) The correlation between the genes of GSDMB and MHC-related
gene expression in each cancer. (C) The correlation between the genes of GSDMC and MHC-related gene expression in each cancer. (D)
The correlation between the genes of GSDMD and MHC-related gene expression in each cancer. (E) The correlation between the genes
of DFNAS and MHC-related gene expression in each cancer. (F) The correlation between the genes of DFNB59 and MHC-related gene
expression in each cancer. *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001. GSDMs, gasdermins; MHC, major histocompatibility complex.
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Figure 10 The correlation between the genes of GSDMs and chemokines and their receptor-related gene expression in each cancer. (A) The
correlation between the genes of GSDMA and chemokines and their receptor-related gene expression in each cancer. (B) The correlation
between the genes of GSDMB and chemokines and their receptor-related gene expression in each cancer. (C) The correlation between the
genes of GSDMC and chemokines and their receptor-related gene expression in each cancer. (D) The correlation between the genes of
GSDMD and chemokines and their receptor-related gene expression in each cancer. (E) The correlation between the genes of DFNAS and
chemokines and their receptor-related gene expression in each cancer. (F) The correlation between the genes of DFNB59 and chemokines

and their receptor-related gene expression in each cancer.
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P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001. GSDMs, gasdermins.
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Figure 11 The correlation between GSDMD gene methylation and the expression of immune checkpoint-related genes, MHC
molecules, chemokines and their receptor-related genes. (A) The correlation between GSDMD gene methylation and the expression of
immunoinhibitory-related genes. (B) The correlation between GSDMD gene methylation and the expression of immunostimulatory-
related genes. (C) The correlation between GSDMD gene methylation and the expression of chemokine-related genes. (D) The correlation
between GSDMD gene methylation and the expression of chemokine receptor-related genes. (E) The correlation between GSDMD gene
methylation and the expression of MHC molecule-related genes. GSDMs, gasdermins; MHC, major histocompatibility complex.
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Figure 12 All GO enrichment results after clustering of the genes of GSDMs in each cancer (red represents NES is positive, blue
represents NES is negative). GO, Gene Ontology; GSDMs, gasdermins; NES, normalized enrichment scores.
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the pituitary and ovaries. The level of gene expression in
normal tissue from high to low was as follows: GSDMD,
GSDMB, DENAS, DFNB59, GSDMA, and GSDMC.

GSDMA was highly expressed in COA. GSDMB was
highly expressed in HNSC, PAAD, SARC, STAD, and
THYM. GSDMC was highly expressed in CESC, KICH,
LUAD, and LUSC. GSDMD was highly expressed in
CHOL, DLBC, GBM, HNSC, LAML, PAAD, SKCM, and
THYM. DFNAS was highly expressed in ACC, CHOL,
DLBC, GBM, HNSC, LGG, PAAD, PCPG, SKCM, and
THYM. DFNB59 was highly expressed in DLBC and
THYM. GSDMD was expressed in all tumor tissues, and
its expression level was the highest, followed by GSDMB,
DFNAS, DENB59, GSDMA, and GSDMC. This finding
was consistent with previous research (22).

Gene mutation and methylation can regulate gene
expression (23,24). The study demonstrated that the
incidence of SNV mutations was very low. CNV and
methylation were found to affect gene expression. CNV
mutations increased gene expression, and this was observed
with GSDMD in most tumors. Methylation decreased
gene expression, and this was most significant for DFNAS,
GSDMD, and GSDMB. Our analysis revealed that the
level of gene methylation in tumor tissues was generally
decreased. However, in some tumors, elevation in the level
of gene methylation was observed, such as for DFNAS.
Furthermore, gene expression was lower in DFNAS-
hypermethylated tumors than in normal tissues. Therefore,
the differences in GSDM gene expression between tumors
and normal tissues may be affected by methylation and gene
mutations. Previous studies also found that methylation can
regulate DFINAS expression in breast cancer (25).

The six immune subtypes across cancer types are wound
healing, interferon (IFN)-y dominant, inflammatory,
lymphocyte depleted, immunologically quiet, and
transforming growth factor (TGF)-B dominant (18).
The analysis of the expression of the GSDM genes
in different immune subtypes revealed that GSDMA,
GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD had similar expression
characteristics in different immune subtypes, but that
of GSDMD was slightly different. These genes were
expressed highly in C2 and C6, whereas low expression
was found in C1, C3, C4, and C5. DFNAS5 and DFNB59
had similar expression distribution of immune subtypes.
The gene expression gradually increased from C1, C2,
C3, C4, and CS, with the highest expression in C5 and a
significant decrease observed in C6. This finding suggested
that GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD may

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved.

have similar expression characteristics in different immune
microenvironments. Moreover, DFNAS5 and DFNB59
may have similar expression characteristics in different
immune microenvironments. Further analysis of the
correlation of GSDM gene expression and immune
infiltrating cells revealed that high expression of GSDMA,
GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD showed similar
characteristics of immune cell infiltration, and GSDMD
had the strongest correlation with immune cell infiltration.
Their high expression levels were often accompanied
by high infiltration of some or all of the CD8 T cells,
M1 macrophages, Tregs, and neutrophils in the tumor
microenvironment. This finding was consistent with
their high expression in C2 and C6, which are strongly
lymphocyte infiltrating immune types. C2 has the highest
M1/M2 macrophage polarization, a strong CD8 signal and,
and, like C6, has the greatest TCR diversity were found (18).
C6 displays the highest TGF-B signature and a high
lymphocytic infiltrate with an even distribution of Type 1
and Type II T cells (18).

DFNAS and DFNB59 showed similar immune cell
infiltration characteristics. High expression of DFNAS and
DFNBS59 was usually accompanied by high infiltration of
monocytes and M2 macrophages, which was consistent
with their high expression in C4 and C5. C4 displays a
more prominent macrophage signature with suppressed
Thl and a high M2 response (18), while C5 exhibits the
lowest lymphocyte and the highest macrophage responses,
dominated by M2 macrophages (18).

Immune and stromal scores can predict the fraction of
stromal and immune cells in tumor tissues. The current
study demonstrated that GSDMA, GSDMB, GSDMC, and
GSDMD had a strong positive correlation with immune
scores. This correlation was the strongest for GSDMD.
The correlation between DFNAS and DFNB59 and
immune score was very weak or even negative. Therefore,
the results of pan-cancer analysis of the correlation between
the genes of GSDMs and immune subtypes, immune cell
infiltration, and immune score showed that GSDMA,
GSDMB, GSDMC, and GSDMD had similar immune
microenvironment characteristics, whereas DFINAS and
DFNB59 had similar immune microenvironments.

Further analysis in different cancer types revealed that
GSDMA and GSDMD were positively correlated with
immune scores in most tumors, while GSDMB, GSDMC,
and DFNAS were positively correlated with immune
scores in some tumors. DFNB59 was negatively correlated
with immune scores in most tumors. In tumors that were

Transl Cancer Res 2021;10(9):4125-4147 | https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/ter-21-1635
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positively correlated with immune scores, the expression of
the GSDM genes was often positively correlated with the
cell infiltration of some or all of the following cell types:
CD8 T cells, M1 macrophages, Tregs, and neutrophils. This
is likely because a high immune score is often associated
with high infiltration (Figure S7). Studies showed that
immune checkpoint genes were expressed in these cells (26).
Therefore, genes that are positively associated with immune
scores in tumors are often also positively correlated with
the expression of immune checkpoint genes. In addition,
in tumors where GSDM gene expression is positively
correlated with immune scores and immune checkpoint
gene expression, high GSDMs gene expression is often
accompanied by increased expression of chemokines and
their receptors, and MHC-related genes. Notably, GSDMD
has a strong positive correlation with these indicators in
almost all tumors. High expression of chemokines and their
receptors can induce increased immune cell infiltration,
and high expression of MHC-related molecules can help
immune cells recognize cancer cell antigens and enter
the immune microenvironment. DFNB59 was negatively
correlated with immune scores in most tumors, and high
expression of DFNB59 was often accompanied by low
expression of MHC molecules, chemokines and their
receptor-related genes.

Therefore, with the exception of DFNB59 , tumors
with high expression of GSDMs, especially GSDMD, are
often susceptible to treatment with immune checkpoint
inhibitors . Combining immune checkpoint inhibitors
in this environment is helpful for the body’s anti-tumor
immunity. In contrast, high expression of DFNB59 is often
accompanied by lowered immune scores, lowered immune
cell infiltration, lowered expression of chemokines and their
receptors, and lowered expression of immune checkpoint-
related genes. Tumors with such a microenvironment are
often called cold tumors, and the application of immune
checkpoint inhibitors may not be effective.

In addition, methylation can inhibit GSDM gene
expression. Our analysis demonstrated that with the
exception of DFNBS59, the methylation of GSDMs-
related genes, especially hypermethylation of GSDMD, is
accompanied by low immune cell infiltration, low expression
of MHC molecule-related genes, low expression of
chemokines and receptor-related genes, and low expression
of immune checkpoint-related genes. Thus, altering GSDM
gene expression through methylation can change the tumor
microenvironment.

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved.
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GO enrichment of the GSDM genes in various cancers
showed that tumors with a positive correlation between the
GSDM genes and immune scores often presented similar
GO enrichment results. Moreover, these genes were mainly
enriched in immune-related functions, confirming the role
of GSDM genes in the tumor immune microenvironment.

In summary, GSDMD was the most highly expressed
GSDM gene in normal and tumor tissues, followed by
GSDMB, DFNAS5, DFNB59, GSDMA, and GSDMC.
GSDM gene expression was affected by CNV and
methylation. While DFNB59 tended to show a negative
correlation with immune score, immune cell infiltration,
and the expression of MHC molecules, chemokines and
their receptors, and immune checkpoint genes, GSDMA,
GSDMB, GSDMC, GSDMD, and DFNAS5 showed
positive correlation in some or most tumors. Among
them, GSDMD showed the strongest correlation with the
immune microenvironment-related indicators in almost
all tumors. Tumors with elevated immune cell infiltration
and high expression of MHC molecules, chemokines and
their receptors, and immune checkpoint-related genes are
strongly suitable for treatment with immune checkpoint
inhibitors. Therefore, these genes, in particular, GSDMD,
may be potential therapeutic targets for changing the tumor
microenvironment, and potential biomarkers for predicting
therapeutic outcomes, especially with immune checkpoint
inhibitor therapy.

The main data of this study comes from TCGA and
GEO database. Future work should verify our research
results in cell and animal experiments and human tissue
samples, as well as examine the therapeutic efficacy of
combined checkpoint inhibitor therapy and GSDM gene

intervention.

Acknowledgments

Funding: This work was supported by a grant from the
foundation of Liaoning Education Committee, China (No.
XLYC1902026).

Footnote

Reporting Checklist: The authors have completed the
MDAR reporting checklist. Available at https://dx.doi.
org/10.21037/tcr-21-1635

Conflicts of Interest: All authors have completed the ICMJE

Transl Cancer Res 2021;10(9):4125-4147 | https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/ter-21-1635


https://cdn.amegroups.cn/static/public/TCR-21-1635-Supplementary.pdf
https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/tcr-21-1635
https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/tcr-21-1635

4146

uniform disclosure form (available at https://dx.doi.
org/10.21037/ter-21-1635). The authors have no conflicts
of interest to declare.

Ethical Statement: The authors are accountable for all
aspects of the work in ensuring that questions related
to the accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are
appropriately investigated and resolved. The study was
conducted in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki (as
revised in 2013). Institutional ethical approval and informed
consent were waived.

Open Access Statement: This is an Open Access article
distributed in accordance with the Creative Commons
Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivs 4.0 International
License (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0), which permits the non-
commercial replication and distribution of the article with
the strict proviso that no changes or edits are made and the
original work is properly cited (including links to both the
formal publication through the relevant DOI and the license).
See: https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/.

References

1. ZhangY, Chen X, Gueydan C, et al. Plasma membrane
changes during programmed cell deaths. Cell Res
2018;28:9-21.

2. Broz P, Pelegrin P, Shao F. The gasdermins, a protein
family executing cell death and inflammation. Nat Rev
Immunol 2020;20:143-57.

3. Zeng CY, Li CG, Shu JX, et al. ATP induces caspase-3/
gasdermin E-mediated pyroptosis in NLRP3 pathway-
blocked murine macrophages. Apoptosis 2019;24:703-17.

4. ShiJ, Zhao Y, Wang K, et al. Cleavage of GSDMD by
inflammatory caspases determines pyroptotic cell death.
Nature 2015;526:660-5.

5. WangY, Gao W, Shi X| et al. Chemotherapy drugs induce
pyroptosis through caspase-3 cleavage of a gasdermin.
Nature 2017;547:99-103.

6. Feng S, Fox D, Man SM. Mechanisms of Gasdermin
Family Members in Inflammasome Signaling and Cell
Death. ] Mol Biol 2018;430:3068-80.

7. Man SM, Karki R, Kanneganti TD. Molecular mechanisms
and functions of pyroptosis, inflammatory caspases and
inflammasomes in infectious diseases. Immunol Rev
2017;277:61-75.

8. WangJ, Zhan L, Cai Z, et al. Arsenic trioxide induces
gasdermin E mediated pyroptosis in astroglioma cells.

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Wang et al. Gasdermins are related to tumor immune microenvironment

Transl Cancer Res 2020;9:1926-30.

Fang Y, Tian S, Pan Y, et al. Pyroptosis: A new frontier in
cancer. Biomed Pharmacother 2020;121:109595.

Zhang Z, Zhang Y, Xia S, et al. Gasdermin E suppresses
tumour growth by activating anti-tumour immunity.
Nature 2020;579:415-20.

Yoshihara K, Shahmoradgoli M, Martinez E, et al.
Inferring tumour purity and stromal and immune

cell admixture from expression data. Nat Commun
2013;4:2612.

Chen B, Khodadoust MS, Liu CL, et al. Profiling Tumor
Infiltrating Immune Cells with CIBERSORT. Methods
Mol Biol 2018;1711:243-59.

Liu R, Hu R, Zeng Y, et al. Tumour immune cell
infiltration and survival after platinum-based chemotherapy
in high-grade serous ovarian cancer subtypes: A gene
expression-based computational study. EBioMedicine
2020;51:102602.

Liu'Y, Fang Y, Chen X, et al. Gasdermin E-mediated
target cell pyroptosis by CAR T cells triggers cytokine
release syndrome. Sci Immunol 2020;5:eaax7969.

Strazza M, Mor A. The Complexity of Targeting
Chemokines to Promote a Tumor Immune Response.
Inflammation 2020;43:1201-8.

Bronger H, Magdolen V, Goettig P, et al. Proteolytic
chemokine cleavage as a regulator of lymphocytic
infiltration in solid tumors. Cancer Metastasis Rev
2019;38:417-30.

Garrido F, Aptsiauri N. Cancer immune escape: MHC
expression in primary tumours versus metastases.
Immunology 2019;158:255-66.

Thorsson V, Gibbs DL, Brown SD, et al. The Immune
Landscape of Cancer. Immunity 2019;51:411-2.

Liu CJ, Hu FE, Xia MX, et al. GSCALite: a web server for
gene set cancer analysis. Bioinformatics 2018;34:3771-2.
Tang Z, Kang B, Li C, et al. GEPIA2: an enhanced web
server for large-scale expression profiling and interactive
analysis. Nucleic Acids Res 2019;47:W556-60.

Ru B, Wong CN, Tong Y, et al. TISIDB: an integrated
repository portal for tumor-immune system interactions.
Bioinformatics 2019;35:4200-2.

Zheng Z, Deng W, Lou X, et al. Gasdermins: pore-
forming activities and beyond. Acta Biochim Biophys Sin
(Shanghai) 2020;52:467-74.

Momtaz R, Ghanem NM, El-Makky NM, et al. Integrated
analysis of SNP, CNV and gene expression data in genetic
association studies. Clin Genet 2018;93:557-66.

Lee K, Moon S, Park MJ, et al. Integrated Analysis

Transl Cancer Res 2021;10(9):4125-4147 | https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/ter-21-1635


https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/tcr-21-1635
https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/tcr-21-1635
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

Translational Cancer Research, Vol 10, No 9 September 2021 4147

of Tissue-Specific Promoter Methylation and Gene 26. Toor SM, Sasidharan Nair V, Decock J, et al. Immune
Expression Profile in Complex Diseases. Int J Mol Sci checkpoints in the tumor microenvironment. Semin
2020;21:5056. Cancer Biol 2020;65:1-12.

25. Croes L, Beyens M, Fransen E, et al. Large-scale analysis
of DFNAS methylation reveals its potential as biomarker (English Language Editor: J. Teoh)
for breast cancer. Clin Epigenetics 2018;10:51.

Cite this article as: Wang YY, Shi LY, Xu MH, Jing Y, Sun CC,
Yang JH, Wang RN, Sheng NN, Zhang CF, Zhang L, Zhu ZT,
Wang QJ. A pan-cancer analysis of the expression of gasdermin
genes in tumors and their relationship with the immune
microenvironment. Transl Cancer Res 2021;10(9):4125-4147.
doi: 10.21037/tcr-21-1635

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved. Transl Cancer Res 2021;10(9):4125-4147 | https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/ter-21-1635



Supplementary

A
w - '
© :
5 < - E e
S , :
w 1 '
© ; ;
s - : :
s 7 E : :
@ ' ' '
= ' '
@ N . i
O o o ¢ H
. I!!I Al
el 9] e} 1~
F o S S N P
& & & & & P
B

adE i)

i da de *1— = L=
WcH KIRG KRP LHG Lo sc FAAD PCPG

GSDMA

THCA THIM  UCEC

B
;
i

BLCA  BRCA  CESC

s s PP 1)

fl +* *_ f- *f ‘— +; += ‘— ta +’ +- +- *- F #= ” +_ e +. +¢ ; *-

o wEc WC WD WSC  PM0 POPG PRD READ SARC  SKOM SMO oA TMYM  UGEC

GSDMB

4 X
i! *m il ! l, ! # vl R *' - *l S ek ke ke e Rl . W

COAD  ESCA HKSC KicH KRG L e Lad  LUsC  PAD PCPG PRAD  READ  SRC SCM SO THCA  THYM  UCEC

GSDMC

g - 198 1)

B
g
8|

ta o $- "o 4= o +; R e L I TRl

st TP 1)

Bca EACA CESC CHOL COAD EZCA HKEC KICH KRS KIRP (L. LU Lusc D PCPG FRAD READ SARC i) STAD THCA THM WCEC

GSDMD

BLCA  BRCA  CESC

3, ®

(=] ESCA HSC CH KIRC KRP LD sc FoAD PCPG PRAD READ BARC SKEM SO THCA THYM UCEC

DFNA5S

e R T T AL L R T T el L o o TRl

DFNB59
Figure S1 The expression level of the gasdermin (GSDM) genes in tumor tissues and normal tissues derived from the TCGA database. (A)

[r——

The expression level of the GSDM genes in all tumor tissues. (B) The expression level of the GSDM genes in each tumor tissue. *, P<0.05.

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved. https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/ter-21-1635



i Bdh b= b bl diosiidd b
TOCT  THCA  TWYM CEC S

e ‘i [ % NP e ‘& ik ** [ i’ Sk bk EE o Ku da *& dd o b
CoAD  DUBS EsCA L -

acS mEA  mea  oEc oo can WRC G LUL L0 LMD WD WeS o MuD

GSDMA

3
i
;
i
!
i

.+
¥
-
+
-
-
-
-
-
&
.'.
4'.
+
1
-+
-
-
-
+
.
+
-
.-

o -i-.‘i' e T TR TR (e

455 MEA  BACA  CISC  CWOL  COAD  DUBS ESCA  CBM  WAC MOM MR MR LML 100 LMD LMD WBS OV MAD  FORO  PRAD READ  BMAC Sau SDO TDOT  TWoA M GoEc  LcS

f—LLL——-LA—L*-—a mmL;; u!, :1!;*.;‘::%:"':‘;&*}" ST S YUPPIS T SV T
| | GSDMC
g to bb d= = b4 ‘+ o) *-F o o= be e ¢ LR LR LR " +'$ o d- by b *# ol
e e
L g bbb bbbt pathpst, o

R D L A T R R e Ry P U R L s

CESC  GA  COM) DUEC  ESCA  OBM  Wec WOY  KRC MRR LMR LS WeC  Lee s WAz oM MRAD READ M

L

Figure S2 A comparative analysis of the expression of the GSDM genes in tumor tissues and normal tissues based on the TCGA and GTEx
databases. *, P<0.05.

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved. https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/ter-21-1635



Coexpression across cancer types

pFuBs9 | /| 7| 1 / /
o] s . o - -
DFNAS
GSDMD
GSDMC
GSDMB &/
GSDMA
0(‘(0-‘00‘(EUIUEJGUDUOEQODDUEBP(EUWE
CUN0LRUDUUEEZQNILOD Aad44ELOUEILOS
TR A R R b I A 1 T P A L
GSDMA
COGXpI‘ESSIOﬂ across cancer types
DFNB59 it I Y, i Wb /
DFNAS NN /
PR o o] o o s . " 7< o s -
GSDMC
GSDMB /
GSDMA / /
USS930882050820099033209905055808¢%
N0 UEWOELEEIHILOD L4 LU0 >wL
T E A SR R EM AR S T P S L
GSDMC
Coexpression across cancer types
— 7 = 7
DFNAS
GSDMD
l
GSDMC / 7
GSDMB
ol ol el o | = o
GSDMA / ]
u5504%‘:5:0:0&400:1088:12000:orgsuw:
NO0IDUPRUOELESQHILN 4drgLu>uos
(GE853280222033533 8 HpRRRREREs3
DFNAS

Coexpression across cancer types

gl gl o arg] vegf] 0 A ayf] =y vayf] s wag] o] = - wyf] sagf]
DFNEBS9 /
- i ) § ! f
— e ay .:y.. i . P B (. I <7
it p B Iy v B
GSDMC / A/ /
" esoms
j S osoMA
o g Jo04I0IOL 000 [+] oPoOoOVUZORL<EONSE
| uuugodmummgn_:gﬁa; 28828 SE0ERUrEUS
S EEEE R R E A S0 1Lk
GSDMB
COGX]‘JI'GSS!OH across cancer types
sl " I A TAT T AT AR T T
-
DFNAS"7 / y
© GSDMD
GSDMC /
= - - ] o af]veg] # f] o B
M* Gsome
.mGSDMA /
o 0 0UA00LEOIVLINLAVY 0oUsSOE<sEONSE
| §8na mfbmwg:_rn_: o;(mwsgg (K0(06>ILIO
CHERSIaNlEeRRIANIT 400050088853
GSDMD
COEXpI'ESSIOI'I daCross cancer types
S g P[5 P o o P o O e o o P
-
DFNAS y Y
O Gspomp / / Z
GSDMC /
7T Gsoms AL/
.:qcsnm. g /
o
T §35393838E8E1939883323832503003
20550 0vEvees-a33Y PEESEnREES"?
DFNBS9

Figure S3 The correlation between GSDM genes and other genes in different tumors. (A) The correlation between GSDMA and other
GSDM genes in each tumor. (B) The correlation between GSDMB and other GSDM genes in each tumor. (C) The correlation between
GSDMC and other GSDM genes in each tumor. (D) The correlation between GSDMD and other GSDM genes in each tumor. (E) The
correlation between DFNAS and other GSDM genes in each tumor. (F) The correlation between DFNB59 and other GSDM genes in each

tumor. *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.

© Translational Cancer Research. All rights reserved.

https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/ter-21-1635



13

PSS *
Y Y

P

I

ki

i

!

I

-

.

e

|

T

I

om

h

77,

Jﬁ/fl

a8

pam

AL

e

I

-

I

e

I

|

ram

ﬂ

Il

If

G L

] g

Lol e

i

!

I

.

v

sam

%

pam

-

a

P e

|

vam

ﬂ

oy PR

e

z

"

-

M

-

)

H

-

ﬂ

pom

I

I

o

i

-w

%

v
-

M

s

I

ﬂ

L A

s o

e
-

ik

|

il

!

E

]

U

II

am

%

-

I

oo

|

.’f//';:‘:;’,g,f VALY Z;,;/;,;// 54

Figure S4 The relationship between the expression of GSDM genes and the infiltration content of various immune cells. (A) The immune
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cell heat map related to GSDMA expression, and the difference in the infiltration content of various immune cells in the GSDMA high
and low expression group. (B) The immune cell heat map related to GSDMB expression, and the difference in the infiltration content
of various immune cells in the GSDMB high and low expression group. (C) The immune cell heat map related to GSDMC expression,
and the difference in the infiltration content of various immune cells in the GSDMC high and low expression group. (D) The immune
cell heat map related to GSDMD expression, and the difference in the infiltration content of various immune cells in the GSDMD high
and low expression group. (E) The immune cell heat map related to DFNAS expression, and the difference in the infiltration content of
various immune cells in the DFNAS high and low expression group. (F) The immune cell heat map related to DFNB59 expression, and the

difference in the infiltration content of various immune cells in the DFNB59 high and low expression group.
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Figure S5 GO (A) and KEGG (B) pathway enrichment results of the GSDM genes in each tumor.
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Figure S6 All GO enrichment results after clustering of the GSDM genes in each cancer (red represents NES is positive, blue represents
NES is negative).
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Figure S7 The relationship between immune score and immune cell infiltration in various tumors.
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