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Abstract
Background: Cutaneous melanoma is a relentless form of cancer which 
continues to rise in incidence. Currently, cutaneous melanoma is the leading 
cause of skin cancer- related mortality, which can mainly be attributed to its 
metastatic potential. The activation of chemokine axes is a major contributor 
to melanoma metastasis through its involvement in promoting tumour cell 
migration, proliferation, survival, and adhesion. This review will focus on the 
role of chemokines in melanoma and possible therapeutic strategies to alter 
chemokine activation and subsequently inhibit the activation of signalling 
cascades that may promote metastasis.
Methods: A literature review was conducted to evaluate chemokines as possible 
therapeutic targets in metastatic melanoma.
Results: The crosstalk between signalling pathways and immune responses in 
the melanoma microenvironment resembles a complex and dynamic system. 
Therefore, the involvement of governing chemokine axes in the promotion of 
cutaneous and metastatic melanoma demands a proper understanding of the 
tumour microenvironment in order to identify possible targets and develop 
appropriate treatments against melanoma.
Conclusion: Even though chemokine axes are regarded as promising therapeutic 
targets, it has become increasingly evident that chemokines can play a critical 
role in both tumour inhibition and promotion. The inhibition of chemokine 
axes to inhibit signalling cascades in target cells that regulate metastasis should, 
therefore, be carefully approached.
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1  |  INTRODUCTION

Although melanoma is a rare type of cancer, account-
ing for less than 5% of all skin cancers, it is among the 
most lethal as it accounts for 80% of skin cancer mor-
tality globally.1 Melanoma is a malignancy derived from 
melanocytes,2 which are pigment- producing cells,3 de-
rived from neural crest cells.4 These cells are prevalent 
in the epidermis, hair follicles, along mucosal surfaces, 
meninges and in the choroidal layer of the eye.5 This 
may result in the onset of melanoma in various organs, 
which can be classified as mucosal melanoma, ocular 
melanoma, or cutaneous melanoma. Cutaneous mela-
noma is the most prevalent type, occurring in over 90% 
of cases.2,6 Cutaneous melanoma is a relentless form 
of cancer, with an incidence that continues to rise.7 
Currently, cutaneous melanoma is the leading cause of 
death from skin cancer,6 which can mainly be attributed 
to its metastatic potential.5 As such, metastasis remains 
the primary cause of melanoma mortality, resulting in 
an estimated 5- year overall survival rate of 23% in stage 
IV patients.8 Metastasis is the result of impaired reg-
ulation of several signalling pathways,9 which is often 
activated by the interaction between tumour- associated 
chemokines and microenvironmental chemokine 
ligands.10

Current treatment strategies for melanoma include 
surgery, chemotherapy, targeted therapies, and immu-
notherapies.11 However, current melanoma therapies 
have various shortcomings, including adverse effects, 
lack of tumour cell specificity, and low efficiency as 
a result of drug resistance.3 To date, no therapeutic 
intervention has been successful against metastatic 
melanoma,11 and the continuous rise in mortality has 
highlighted the urgency for new treatment strategies.12 
Chemokines, which are widely expressed in various 
cancers, including melanoma, represent promising 
targets to inhibit metastasis.13 Inhibiting chemokine- 
mediated signalling pathways through chemokine 
antagonists represents a form of targeted treatment 
against melanoma that may induce adverse effects and 
greater clinical efficacy.14 Thus, identifying chemok-
ines which are overexpressed in melanoma and under-
standing the axes associated with their activation may 
improve the management of metastatic melanoma bur-
den by identifying selective inhibitors against chemok-
ines. This review will focus on the role of chemokines 
in melanoma and possible therapeutic strategies to 
alter chemokine activation and subsequently inhibit 
the activation of signalling cascades that may promote 
metastatic parameters, such as proliferation, cell sur-
vival, migration, and adhesion.

2  |  CHEMOKINES AND THE 
TUMOUR MICRO ENV IRO NMENT

Melanoma tumour cells exist in a tumour microenviron-
ment,15 comprised of the extracellular matrix (ECM), 
connective tissue, and a variety of accessory cells such 
as stromal fibroblasts, endothelial cells, and immune 
cells.16 The tumour microenvironment provides structure 
and promotes tumour angiogenesis, proliferation, and 
survival.16,17 Two primary components for signalling be-
tween malignant cells and the microenvironment include 
chemokine ligands and receptors.18 The mammalian 
chemokine network is comprised of over 50 chemokines19 
and 18 chemokine receptors.20 Chemokines are repre-
sentative of a superfamily of small peptide signalling cy-
tokines9 with molecular weights of 8– 10 kDa 19 and are 
secreted by stromal and endothelial cells.19 Chemokines 
play a role in physiological and pathological conditions, 
including processes such as organogenesis of the lymph 
node organs, inflammation, infection, tissue healing, and 
cancer.9 Structurally, chemokines can be divided into four 
groups (CXC, CC, XC, and CX3C) depending on the lo-
cation of conserved cysteine residues,18,20 where the C's 
are representative of N- terminal cysteines, and the X's are 
representative of an amino acid.21 Chemokine receptors 
are activated upon binding to their cognate chemokine 
ligands.22 Chemokines usually bind exclusively in accord-
ance with the group it represents (e.g. CXC chemokines 
bind to CXC receptors).23 However, many chemokines 
receptors can bind the same ligand and vice versa, which 
creates multiple combinations and results in multiple bio-
logical responses.24

3  |  THE ROLE OF CHEMOKINES 
IN MELANOMA

Metastatic melanoma cells are well- known to express 
chemokine receptors which play major roles in metastasis, 
by creating migration gradients between cancer cells and 
organs, lymph nodes and lymphatic vessels which over- 
express the corresponding ligand.25,26 In vivo studies have 
demonstrated that the expression of the chemokine recep-
tors CCR7, CCR10, CXCR3, and CXCR4 correlates with 
melanoma lymph node metastasis,27 which is regarded as 
an indication of tumour aggressiveness and is negatively 
associated with survival.29As such, it is generally assumed 
that chemokines predominantly favour tumour develop-
ment in various ways (Figure 1).

First, many chemokines can function in an autocrine 
or paracrine manner, or they can attract immune cells, 
which can secrete growth factors, cytokines, chemokines, 
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and pro- angiogenic factors in the tumour microenviron-
ment to induce cell proliferation.13 Second, chemokines 
are responsible for the migration of cells, which is essen-
tial for the recruitment of immune cells in inflamma-
tory conditions, cell development, and metastasis.13,14 
The latter is achieved through the establishment of the 
directional gradient, which retains cancer cells in a 
premetastatic microenvironment that promotes tumour 
cell migration, proliferation, survival, and adhesion.13,28 
The tumour microenvironment contains a variety of 
cells, such as tumour cells, fibroblasts, immune cells, 
pericytes, endothelial cells, mesenchymal stem cells, 
adipocytes, red blood cells, and immune cells. Immune 
cells often divert from their expected anti- tumour role, 
which suppresses cancer development. Instead, some 
immune cells that infiltrate cancer tissue may promote 
cancer progression by contributing to a pro- tumorigenic 
microenvironment.29 Third, chemokines may direct and 

support the recruitment of bone marrow- derived cells 
that suppress anti- tumour immunity and promote tu-
mour cell proliferation.30

4  |  THE CROSSTALK BETWEEN 
CHEMOKINES AND THE IMMUNE 
SYSTEM

Chemokines are crucial to direct immune cell migra-
tion to the tumour microenvironment in order to create 
an effective anti- tumour immune response.31 However, 
research has indicated that immune cells in the tumour 
microenvironment may exert potent anti- tumorigenic or 
pro- tumorigenic responses and the balance between these 
responses are dependent on the stage of tumorigenesis, 
the state of immune cell activation, and the expression of 
chemokines on effector and regulatory target cells.31

F I G U R E  1  The intricate roles of chemokines in the melanoma tumour microenvironment. Chemokine receptors expressed by tumour 
cells can activate autocrine or paracrine signalling by binding to its cognate ligands. In addition, chemokines may also stimulate tumour cell 
proliferation as a result of 1) the recruitment of immune cells, which stimulate the secretion of growth factors, cytokines, chemokines, and 
pro- angiogenic factors in the tumour microenvironment or 2) the recruitment of bone marrow stromal cells. Chemokines are also involved 
in cell migration, which is a key event in metastasis by allowing cancer cells to be retained in a premetastatic microenvironment that 
promotes tumour cell migration, proliferation, survival, and adhesion.13,14,28– 30 Image created by Charlise Basson using BioRender  
(https://biore nder.com/).

https://biorender.com/
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Importantly, it is well- known that tumour infiltration 
by T cells, especially Th1 and CD8+ T cells, is associated 
with favourable outcomes and improved patient survival.32 
Anti- tumour T cell responses are highly dependent on 
antigen- presenting cells (APCs), especially type 1 dendritic 
cells (cDC1s) and cDC2s, that arrest and process tumour- 
associated antigens (TAAs) for presentation to T cells.33 
Chemokines recruit various immune cells, such as natural 
killer (NK) cells, cDC1 s, Th1 cells, and CD8+ T cells from 
the blood to the tumour microenvironment. NK cells, CD4+ 
T helper type 1 (Th1) cells and CD8+ T cells, can directly 
lyse cancer cells or produce cytokines to eradicate tumour 
cells.31,34 As a result, NK cells are often associated with good 
prognosis in cancer patients.35 CD8+ T cells are often re-
garded as the most prominent anti- tumour effector cells34 
and are an integral part of adaptive and innate immune 
systems to differentiate between cancer and normal cells.36 
Upon interaction with APC, CD8+ T cells have the ability 
to differentiate into cytotoxic T lymphocytes (CTLs), which 
destroy tumour cells in the tumour microenvironment by 
releasing perforin and granzyme B.34

In contrast, pro- tumour effector cells include tumour- 
associated macrophages (TAMs), myeloid- derived sup-
pressor cells (MDSC), tumour- associated neutrophils 
(TANs) and regulatory T cells (Treg).37 TAMs are found 
in cutaneous melanoma and in several non- melanoma 
skin cancers.37 TAMs are differentiated from monocytes 
and are known to display phenotypes of M2 (alternative- 
activated macrophages, which are pro- tumorigenic) as 
opposed to M1 (classical- activated macrophages, which 
are anti- tumorigenic).38 Upon the conversion of M1 to 
M2 phenotypes (known as macrophage polarisation), 
M2 phenotypes macrophages secrete anti- inflammatory 
cytokines, including IL- 10, IL- 13 and IL- 4, along with 
pro- angiogenic factors and metalloproteinases, which 
creates an immunosuppressive microenvironment con-
ducive to tumour progression.38,39 The expression of 
pro- angiogenetic factors, including transforming growth 
factor β, vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), 
platelet- derived growth factor and matrix metalloprotein-
ases (MMPs) mediate angiogenesis37 by increasing the 
vascular leakiness, which attract pro- tumorigenic chemo-
kines to the site, such as CXCL8 (also referred to as IL- 
8) and CXCL2, thereby promoting cancer cell invasion. 
Furthermore, in many skin cancers, including melanoma, 
TAMs may directly produce immunosuppressive chemok-
ines,31 which may attract other immunosuppressive cells, 
including MDSCs, Tregs and TANs.37 MDSCs and TANs 
suppress T cells and NK cells and recruit Treg cells, which 
suppress T cell responses and promote cancer immune 
evasion and escape.34,35

However, the crosstalk between signalling pathways 
and immune responses presents a complex and dynamic 

system in the context of cancer development and progres-
sion within the tumour microenvironment. Therefore, the 
involvement of governing chemokine axes in the promo-
tion of cutaneous and metastatic melanoma demands a 
proper understanding of the tumour microenvironment 
in order to identify possible targets and develop appropri-
ate treatments against melanoma. The major dysregulated 
chemokine axes, including the chemokine receptors cor-
responding ligands, types of cells on which they are ex-
pressed, pro-  and anti- tumour functions and inhibitors 
implicated in melanoma progression, are summarised in 
Table 1.

5  |  THE CXCR4/CXCR7/CXCL12 
AXIS

The role of the chemokine receptor, CXCR4 is high-
lighted in cancer, due to its ubiquitous expression by 
various cancers,23,58 including melanoma.59 CXCR4 is 
a G- protein- coupled receptor (GPCR).60 In addition to 
its physiological expression on leukocytes and endothe-
lial cells,31 tumour- associated expression of CXCR4 is a 
well- known independent prognostic marker for several 
cancers44 and is associated with elevated mortality rates 
in melanoma patients.61,62 A previous study by Scala 
et al. performed membrane and cytoplasmic staining for 
CXCR4 expression in primary cutaneous melanoma pa-
tients and found that CXCR4 expression correlated with 
poor prognosis and survival.63 In addition, pre- clinical 
evidence using B16 F10 melanoma cell cultures demon-
strated that CXCR4 promotes melanoma growth64 as well 
as the formation and progression of pulmonary metastatic 
nodules.65 Other previous studies have indicated that the 
over- expression of CXCR4 is associated with lymph node 
metastasis, ulceration, tumour thickness,62 the stage the 
tumour is in and overall survival.62

The corresponding ligand, CXCL12 was previously 
known for its role in lymphocyte trafficking to the bone 
marrow to regulate haematopoiesis.66 More recently, 
tumour cell migration and metastasis as functions of 
CXCL12, have been confirmed.67 As a result, tumour- 
associated CXCL12 expression attracts CXCR4- expressing 
inflammatory, vascular and stromal cells to the tumour 
microenvironment,45 such as the bone marrow68 where 
tumour growth, survival, invasion and metastasis is sup-
ported.14 Autocrine activation, occurring as a result of the 
interaction between CXCR4 and CXCL12 expressed by tu-
mour cells, promotes proliferation and invasion, whereas 
paracrine signalling, occurring due to the interaction 
between CXCR4 on tumour cells and CXCL12 on micro-
environmental stromal cells, promotes tumour prolifer-
ation and metastasis to secondary sites.13 These cellular 
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processes are achieved through the CXCR4/CXCL12 axis, 
which activates several downstream molecular signalling 
pathways, including the phospholipase C (PLC) pathway 
to promote cell migration and the release of intracellular 
calcium; the mitogen- activated protein kinase (MAP- K) 
pathway to primarily promote proliferation; the phospho-
inositide 3- kinase/ protein kinase B (PI3K/AKT) pathway 
to increase cell survival18 and the upregulation of integ-
rin expression and activation on tumour cells to enhance 
adhesion (Figure  2).69 A previous study by Cardones 
et al., demonstrated the importance of the adhesion mol-
ecules, namely beta1 integrins in melanoma metastasis 
with in vitro and in vivo experiments. This study found 
that CXCR4- expressing B16 cells demonstrated enhanced 

binding affinities when exposed to CXCL12. In addition, 
metastasis of CXCR4- expressing B16 cells to the lungs was 
strongly inhibited by anti- CXCL12.70

A known CXCR4 inhibitor, CTCE- 9908 is derived 
from human CXCL1271,72 and has been shown to re-
duce metastasis in eight different murine cancer mod-
els through CXCR4 inhibition.71 The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) granted CTCE- 9908 an orphan 
drug status (given to drugs that show promise to treat 
rare diseases) for the treatment of osteogenic sarcoma.73 
This 17- amino acid peptide19 is a peptide analogue of 
CXCL1274 and contains an altered NH2- terminal se-
quence,71 which hinders the binding between the ligand 
and the receptor74 by competitively binding to CXCR4.72 

F I G U R E  2  A schematic diagram of major activated chemokine- mediated signalling pathways and possible inhibitors in melanoma. 
Chemokines activate the appropriate GPCR heterotrimeric subunit (Gα, Gβ and Gγ), which upon activation facilitates the dissociation 
of the subunit and favours the activation of various signalling cascades. Major activated signalling pathways include MAPK, PI3K/AKT, 
phospholipase C, MAPK- p38, adenyl cyclase and JAK/STAT. AC, adenyl cyclase; AKT, protein kinase B; ATP, adenosine triphosphate; Ca2+, 
calcium ions; cAMP, cyclic adenosine monophosphate; CXCL12, CXC chemokine ligand 12; CXCR4, CXC chemokine receptor 4; DAG, 
diacylglycerol; ER, endoplasmic reticulum; ERK, extracellular signal- regulated kinase; GDP, guanosine diphosphate; GPCR, G- protein- 
coupled receptor; GRK, G- protein- coupled receptor kinase; GTP, guanosine triphosphate; IP3, inositol- 1,4,5- trisphosphate; JAK, Janus 
kinas; MAP- K, mitogen- activated protein kinase; MEK1/2, MAPK/ERK kinase1/2; NFkB, nuclear factor kappa B; PI3K, phosphoinositide 
3- kinase; PIP2, phosphatidylinositol bisphosphate; PKC, protein kinase C; PLC, phospholipase C; Raf, rapidly accelerated fibrosarcoma; Ras, 
rat sarcoma virus; STAT, signal transducer and activator of transcription.14,18,40,41,46,47,50,69,71– 73,77,85,100,107,108 Image created by Charlise Basson 
using BioRender (https://biore nder.com/).

https://biorender.com/
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By disrupting receptor phosphorylation, CTCE- 9908 
previously inhibited cellular responses associated with 
downstream signalling pathways of the CXCL12/CXCR4 
axis and ultimately resulted in decreased levels of ad-
hesion, proliferation and migration in several cancers.19 
A previous study by Kim et al. demonstrated that mice, 
injected with CXCR4- B16 cells and treated with CTCE- 
9908 had a 50% decrease in the number of metastatic 
lung nodules. Importantly, this study also showed that 
the administration of CTCE- 9908 prior to the injection 
of CXCR4- B16 cells into the mice, resulted in an 80% 
decrease in the number of metastatic lung nodules. 
This study hypothesised that CXCR4 inhibition, prior to 
metastasis, may result in an improved outcome as the 
CXCR4 inhibitor may interfere with the ligand more 
effectively.61 In addition, Hassan et al., previously indi-
cated that CTCE- 9908 also inhibited vascular endothe-
lial growth factor in a transgenic mouse model. This is 
of particular importance, as VEGF (a metastatic promot-
ing molecule) is known to upregulate CXCR4 expres-
sion, which in turn promotes VEGF expression.75

Other inhibitors of the CXCR4/CXCL12 axis, such as 
AMD3100 or plerixafor,46 Nox- A12, a pegylated struc-
tured L- oligoribonucleotide that binds and neutralises 
CXCL12,76 has previously demonstrated cytotoxicity in 
pre- clinical in vivo studies.41 In addition, AMD3100 previ-
ously inhibited proliferation and migration in uveal mel-
anoma cell lines.77 Interestingly, AMD3100 is not orally 
bioavailable and must be injected subcutaneously.78 This 
led to the development of AMD11070, which is a novel 
orally bioavailable CXCR4 inhibitor with an improved 
pharmacokinetic profile. AMD11070 previously inhibited 
CXCR4/CXCL12 interactions in a CXCR4- expressing T 
cell line, while showing no effect towards other chemo-
kine receptors, such as CXCR3, CXCR7, CCR1, CCR2b, 
CCR4, CCR5 or CCR7.79

However, the efficacy of these inhibitors has recently 
been challenged41 after the discovery that chemokines 
often display fluctuant behaviour by allowing various 
types of chemokine receptors to bind with it.23 It has 
been found that CXCR7 is another receptor for CXCL11 
and CXCL12.80 As a result, CXCR7 can also interact with 
CXCL12 to activate downstream signalling pathways 
associated with this axis.27 Although CXCR7 is not a 
GPCR like CXCR4,80 CXCR7 activate various signalling 
modules, such as ERK, AKT/mTOR and Src kinase.81 In 
addition, a recent study has demonstrated that elevated 
CXCR7 expression correlates with worse overall survival 
in melanoma patients.81 The chemokine CXCR7 is well- 
known for its ability to act as a ‘decoy’ receptor, as the 
internalisation of CXCL11 or CXCL12 bound to CXCR7 
generates a chemokine gradient, even in the absence of 
signalling.41

As proof of concept, a previous in vitro study, using an-
tibodies or siRNA previously induced CXCR7 inhibition in 
prostate cancer cell lines, which altered cell proliferation. 
Similarly in vivo evidence of siRNA- mediated CXCR7 in-
hibition showed delayed tumour growth and inhibition 
of invasion in endometrial carcinoma and oesophageal 
cancer mice models.82 Two CXCR7 inhibitors (CCX771 
and CCX662) were previously investigated in an in vivo 
study. In combination with these two CXCR7 inhibitors, 
irradiation inhibited tumour recurrence in three rodent 
glioblastoma multiforme models (mouse U251 model, 
rat ENU model and rat C6 model). The effects of a small- 
molecule CXCR7 antagonist, namely ACT- 1004- 1239, has 
recently been investigated in a human cohort, consisting 
of 30 healthy male and female subjects between 18 and 
55 years. This study found that ACT- 1004- 1239 presented 
with a favourable safety/tolerability and pharmacokinetic 
profile.83 However, the effects of these inhibitors against 
melanoma cell lines, animal models and human cohorts 
are yet to be determined.

6  |  THE CXCR3/CXCL9,10,11 AXIS

CXCR3 (GPR9/CD183) is an interferon- inducible 
chemokine receptor, which is predominantly expressed 
on monocytes, Th1 cells, CD8 T cells, NKT cells, NK 
cells, DC and cancer cells.30 An in vitro study previously 
indicated that CXCR3 is expressed in a highly metastatic 
melanoma cell line (B16 F10) as well as a low metastatic 
melanoma cell line (B16 F1). In the same study, these 
findings were substantiated with immunohistochemi-
cal staining of primary melanoma tissue samples, which 
showed that five out of nine patients expressed CXCR3.84 
The expression of CXCR3 is upregulated under inflamma-
tory conditions due to cytokine stimulation,30 such as in 
patients with melanoma41 and attracts immune cells to 
sites of interferon- mediated inflammation.30 According 
to Bedognetti et al. CXCR3 chemokine ligands, includ-
ing CXCL9, CXCL10 and CXCL11, are highly expressed 
in metastatic melanoma patients.85 Interferon gamma 
(IFN- γ) induces CXCL9, while IFN- γ and type I interfer-
ons induces CXCL10 and CXCL11.30 An in vitro study 
previously demonstrated that B16 F10 cells undergo di-
rectional migration and invasion in response to CXCL9, 
CXCL10 and CXCL11. In the same study, an in vivo inves-
tigation where C57BL/6 mice injected with B16 F10 cells 
confirmed that CXCR3 signalling in B16 F10 cells corre-
late with its metastasis to the lungs and the lymph nodes, 
where CXCL9 and CXCL10 is expressed.84

The complexity of chemokine signalling can further 
be increased by introducing the idea that the same li-
gand may exert different functions based on the receptor 



   | 14395BASSON et al.

it binds to, for example, CXCR3. The paradoxical effects 
of CXCR3 can mainly be attributed to the fact that var-
ious isoforms of CXCR3, namely CXCR3- A, CXCR3- B 
and CXCR3- alt, may demonstrate opposing functional 
abilities.86 The dual functionality of CXCR3 receptors rep-
resents a double- edged sword, as its immune- associated 
expression can promote anti- tumour immune responses 
through paracrine signalling that promotes immune acti-
vation, while its tumour- associated expression promotes 
cancer cell proliferation and metastasis through autocrine 
signalling.30,41– 43

Paracrine secretion of CXCR3 results in the migration, 
differentiation, and activation of immune cells through 
the recruitment of cytotoxic lymphocytes, natural killer 
cells, and macrophages. First, activating toll- like recep-
tors and ribonucleic acid helicases from melanoma cells 
stimulates the secretion of IFN- a/β from histiocytes and 
endothelial cells, which secrete CXCL10. The chemokine 
CXCL10 recruits NK and CD4+ Th1 cells from the blood 
into the target tissue. The NK and CD4+ Th1 cells then 
produce IFN- γ, which leads to the secretion of CXCL9, 
CXCL10 and CXCL11 by dendritic and other resident 
cells. The secreted CXCL9, CXCL10 and CXCL11 interact 
with tumour cells to induce cell death, such as apoptosis 
and attract adaptive immune cells leading to anti- tumour 
immunity.30,41

In terms of autocrine signalling, metastatic effects and 
cell proliferation are promoted by the interaction between 
CXCL11 and CXCR3- A (expressed in epithelial cells),41,85 
via PI3K and ERK1/2 pathways through Gi activation 
(Figure 2).41 As a result, CXCR3 correlates with poor pa-
tient survival and metastasis through the activation of cell 
processes that promote tumour cell proliferation, survival 
and migration.30,41 In addition, the interaction of CXCL11 
with CXCR3- B (expressed in fibroblasts, endothelial and 
epithelial cells) activates Gαs, which stimulates ade-
nyl cyclase to increase cyclic adenosine monophosphate 
(cAMP) concentrations, which inhibits ERK1/2 and re-
sults in the inhibition of metastatic parameters, such as 
cell proliferation, migration and apoptosis41 and angio-
genesis (Figure 2).85

A previous in vitro study showed moderate CXCR3 
expression in a human melanoma cell line (BLM), lower 
expression in amelanotic cutaneous melanoma cell line 
(SK- Mel 37) and low expression in human malignant 
melanoma cell lines, such as MeWo and A375 cells. This 
study also demonstrates that CXCL9 significantly in-
creased phosphorylation of p38 MAPK in the BLM cell 
line, (which showed the highest CXCR3 expression) and 
no phosphorylation of p38 MAP kinase was observed in 
the MeWo cell line (which showed the lowest CXCR3 ex-
pression). This study also found that the CXCR3/CXCL9 
axis enhances melanoma cell adhesion and may therefore 

also promote melanoma cell proliferation, survival and 
apoptosis.87 Furthermore, the CXCR3- B/CXCL11 axis 
may inhibit vascular endothelial growth factor inhibitor 
(VEGF)/VEGFR2 and downstream modules, including 
phospholipase Cγ, p- JNK and p- ERK.85

Another isoform of CXCR3, namely CXCR3- alt is 
co- expressed with CXCR3- A and leads to cell migration 
upon its activation by CXCL11. Ligands namely CXCL9, 
CXCL10, CXCL11 have demonstrated to activate both the 
isoforms, whereas CXCL4 selectively activates CXCR3- B.41

Synergistic effects against established subcutaneous 
melanoma tumours were previously observed with treat-
ment involving intra- tumoural injection of CXCL10 or 
CXCL9 combined with IL- 12 treatment and was reported 
to cure 80% of mice. It is hypothesised that the synergism 
can mainly be attributed to T cell recruitment by CXCL10 
or CXCL9 expression followed by IL- 12 or IL- 2- mediated 
activation.24 A phase I/II clinical trial, investigating teben-
tafusp (a bispecific fusion protein targeting gp100) in met-
astatic melanoma patients reported an increase in serum 
CXCL10 and reduction in circulating CXCR3+ CD8+ T 
cells. Overall, tebentafusp resulted in a 65% 1- year survival 
rate in metastatic uveal melanoma and metastatic cutane-
ous melanoma patients.88

7  |  THE CXCR1,2/CXCL8 AXIS

The chemokine receptors CXCR1 and CXCR2 are ex-
pressed on granulocytes, monocytes, mast cells, NK cells, 
neutrophils, basophils, CD8+ Teff cells and endothelial 
cells,31 whereas being overexpressed in melanomas.14,40 
Pre- clinical evidence suggests that tumour- associated 
CXCR1 and CXCR2 overexpression correlates with in-
creased proliferation and microvessel density and reduced 
apoptosis in melanoma.14 It has previously been dem-
onstrated that CXCR1 activation mediates chemotaxis, 
whereas CXCR2 activation promotes angiogenesis, inva-
sion and migration of human melanoma cells.40 Cellular 
responses, such as tumour cell survival and proliferation, 
are the consequences of CXCR1 and CXCR2 mediated 
activation of (PI3K)/Akt and MAPK signalling path-
ways.14 In addition, it has previously been reported that 
this axis promotes chemotherapy resistance in melanoma, 
as dacarbazine chemotherapy- induced upregulation of 
CXCR2 by a nuclear factor kappa B (NF- κB)- dependent 
mechanism.89

The corresponding ligand to CXCR1 and CXCR2, 
namely CXCL8, is overexpressed on various cancer cells, 
including melanoma.40 The overexpression of CXCL8 in 
melanoma is associated with disease progression,40 as an 
increased expression of CXCL8 and CXCR1 and CXCR2 
has previously been associated with melanoma transition 
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from a radial (early stage) to vertical (later stage) growth 
phase.14 In addition, CXCL8 expression in melanoma 
has been associated with angiogenesis and metastasis in 
pre- clinical animal models by promoting vascularisation, 
MMP- 2 activation and anoikis resistance.40

In addition to the effect of the CXCR1,2/CXCL8 axis 
in melanoma cells, it also plays an essential role in im-
mune regulation as CXCR1 and CXCR2 are expressed on 
neutrophils, correlating with poorer prognosis and poor 
response to checkpoint inhibition.14 The involvement 
of the immune system also creates a positive feedback 
loop, as the neutrophils in the tumour microenvironment 
also produce CXCL8, which leads to further neutrophil 
recruitment.14

A variety of CXCR1/2 antagonists have been developed 
over the decades.40,90 However, the CXCR1/2 antagonist 
tested against melanoma includes Ladarixin, SCH527123, 
SCH479833 and ABX- IL8.40,90 SCH- 527123 previously in-
hibited melanoma cell proliferation, chemotaxis and in-
vasion through the inhibition of the PI3K/AKT pathway 
and induced apoptosis.91 In addition, SCH479833 inhib-
ited tumour cell proliferation and micro vessel density in 
a melanoma mouse model.90 An in vivo study, on mice 
bearing human melanoma cells (A375SM and TXM- 13), 
demonstrated that ABX- IL8 significantly reduced tumour 
growth, supressed experimental metastasis and angiogen-
esis and induced apoptosis.92 Ladarixin, a dual CXCR1/2 
inhibitor, previously inhibited motility and induced apop-
tosis in cutaneous and uveal melanoma cells through the 
inhibition of AKT and NF- kB signalling pathways.93 In 
addition, the inhibition of the CXCR1,2/CXCL8 axis in 
mouse models reduced melanoma infiltration by neutro-
phils, tumour growth, angiogenesis and metastasis.14

8  |  THE CCR2/CCL2 AXIS

The CCR2/CCL2 axis is a known contributor to tumour 
cell survival and invasion, angiogenesis, and the recruit-
ment of immune cells.47 Various cell types, including 
DC, endothelial cells, monocytes, macrophages, Th1 
cells, basophils, NK cells and various cancer cells express 
CCR2, which binds to CCL2. The aforementioned ligand 
is produced by tumour cells, endothelial cells, fibroblasts, 
epithelial cells, smooth muscle cells and myeloid cells.47 
Elevated CCL2 levels have been reported in melanoma 
patients, which was associated with tumour metastasis, 
immunosuppression94 and disease progression as it medi-
ates the invasion and growth of metastatic melanoma.54 
The involvement of the CCR2/CCL2 axis is of particular 
importance in the early stages of tumour invasion14 and 
is regarded as a predictor of poor prognosis in cancer 
patients.47

Cellular processes, such as invasion and growth of met-
astatic melanoma along with anti- apoptosis, angiogenesis, 
and cell migration are promoted by the CCR2/CCL2- 
mediated activation of phosphatidylinositol 3- kinase 
(PI3K)/AKT, mitogen- activated protein kinase (MAPK)/
p38 and Janus kinase (JAK)/STAT3 signalling pathways 
(Figure 2).47 In addition, a previous study supported this 
by demonstrating that CCL2- neutralising antibodies in-
hibited tumour growth in mouse models by suppressing 
CCL2 gene expression.95

In addition to its direct effects on melanoma cell de-
velopment and progression, CCL2 also plays a vital role 
in the recruitment of immune cells, such as MDSCs and 
monocytes, which differentiate into TAMs to initiate a mi-
croenvironment conducive to tumour cell proliferation.47 
Much progress has been made in terms of the develop-
ment of inhibitors against this axis. Inhibitors of this axis 
previously demonstrated pre- clinical evidence of anti- 
cancer effects through antagonising CCR2.47 Of these 
inhibitors, only a few have progressed to clinical trials in 
various cancers.47 Although the effects of these inhibitors 
have not been tested on melanoma patients, clinical trials 
have reported important observations regarding the safety 
and efficacy of these inhibitors in humans.

Phase 1 clinical trials (NCT00537368 and 
NCT01204996) and a phase 2 clinical trial (NCT00992186) 
investigating a mAb to human CCL2 (CNTO888, car-
lumab) demonstrated an increased affinity of CNTO888 
for CCL2 in subjects (dissociation constant of 2.4 nmol/L), 
which suggest a reduced ability of carlumab to inhibit 
CCL2.96 Furthermore, it has been reported that carlumab 
has been discontinued due to toxicity in subjects that did 
not resolve within 2 weeks.97 Another phase 2 clinical 
trial (NCT01015560) investigating a mAb to human CCL2 
(MLN1202, plozalizumab) in bone metastasis of unspeci-
fied tumours was conducted in a cohort of 44 subjects.47,96 
However, 7% of these subjects experienced serious adverse 
effects.96

In addition, clinical trials were conducted on small- 
molecule antagonists of CCR2. One of these inhibitors, 
namely PF- 04136309 was investigated during a phase 1 
clinical trial (NCT01413022) in patients with borderline 
resectable and locally advanced pancreatic cancer. It 
was reported that PF- 04136309 prevented bone marrow- 
derived CCR2+ monocyte mobilisation into the peripheral 
circulation, which resulted in a decrease in the amount of 
TAMs.

9  |  THE CCR4/CCL17,22 AXIS

The CCR4/CCL17,22 axis has revealed its particular 
importance in melanoma brain metastasis,98 which is 
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predominantly mediated by the interaction between CCR4 
and its ligands, namely CCL17 and CCL22. The receptor 
and the ligands of this axis are expressed on metastatic 
melanoma cells, in the brain microenvironment48 and 
immune cells, such as TH2, Treg,49 Th17 cells, CD8+ T 
cells, monocytes, B cells and immature DC.31 Its ligands 
are commonly expressed by astrocytes, microglia and 
endothelial brain cells.48 In vitro and in vivo studies have 
confirmed the association between CCR4 overexpression 
and increased primary tumour growth and brain 
metastasis.54,99

Interestingly, the metastatic migration of melanoma 
cells to the brain is solely mediated by astrocyte- associated 
CCR17 secretion, which plays a crucial role in the estab-
lishment of a premetastatic microenvironment in the 
brain.48 The conclusion that the CCR4/CCL17,22 axis pro-
motes melanoma metastasis to the brain was previously 
substantiated by a variety of findings, including the fact 
that: (1) CCR4 expression is upregulated in melanoma 
metastasis, which elevates its tumorigenicity and potential 
to form brain metastasis; (2) CCR4 upregulation elevated 
that malignancy phenotype of melanoma cell popula-
tions and (3) a CCR4 antagonist (AF- 399/42018025) in 
melanoma- bearing mice inhibited local tumorigenicity 
and metastasis formation.98

10  |  THE CCR5/CCL5 AXIS

Under physiological conditions, CCR5 is expressed on 
various cell types, including T cells, macrophages, DC, eo-
sinophils, microglia, monocytes, Th1 cells, NK cells, Treg 
cells, CD8+ T cells and neutrophils,31 but is overexpressed 
in various cancers, such as melanoma.50 As such, it corre-
lates positively with tumour progression and metastasis.50 
The CCR5/CCL5 axis was previously described as detri-
mental and is known to always result in the enhancement 
of tumour cell survival.100 The ligand CCL5 can bind to 
CCR1, CCR3, and CCR4.100 Even though CCR5 can be ac-
tivated by various ligands, including CCL5, CCL3, CCL4 
and CCL8100 it has been established that CCL5 displays 
the highest affinity to CCR5.100 The ligand, CCL5 is ex-
pressed in T lymphocytes, macrophages, platelets, syno-
vial fibroblasts, tubular epithelium and various cancers, 
such as melanoma.51

The activation of CCR5 leads to the activation of sig-
nalling pathways, including PI3K/Akt, JAK/STAT3, HIF- 
α, MAPK/ERK and NF- kB.100 The activation of these 
pathways promote cytoskeleton rearrangement and re-
sults in increased tumour proliferation, extracellular ma-
trix remodelling, tumour cell migration, cancer stem cell 
expansion, treatment resistance, decreases the cytotox-
icity of DNA- damaging agents, deregulated metabolism, 

angiogenesis and immune, stromal cell recruitment50 and 
the activation of αvβ3 integrins.51 Integrin activation in 
melanoma has been shown to favour cell adhesion and 
invasion in vitro, and experimental metastasis in vivo.13

In terms of its immunomodulatory function, the 
CCL5/CCR5 axis is known for creating a hospitable mi-
croenvironment for tumour cells by recruiting immuno-
suppressive cells, such as Tregs, MDSCs and TAMs to the 
tumour.100 This was supported by a previous study where 
CCR5- deficient mice demonstrated delayed melanoma 
growth due to decreased recruitment of Tregs.51 A study 
by Blattner et al. demonstrated that the CCR5/CCR5 
axis contributes to MDSC recruitment and activates the 
immunosuppressive functions of MDSC in the tumour 
microenvironment.101

A previous study, investigating CCR5 knockout 
(CCR5−/−) and wild- type (CCR5+/+) mice, reiterated 
the important role of CCR5 in melanoma progression, as 
apoptosis, inhibition of NF- κB and upregulation of IL- 1Rα 
was observed in CCR5- deficient mice.51 In vivo, TAK- 779 
previously inhibited cell proliferation, metastasis and 
Tregs migration into tumours in a in a murine model of 
pancreatic cancer.102

Due to the overexpression of CCR5 in several cancers, 
pyrimidine small- molecule CCR5 inhibitors, namely 
maraviroc and vicriviroc, and a monoclonal anti- CCR5 
antibody, namely leronlimab, which were primarily used 
against human immunodeficiency virus (HIV), have been 
repurposed in clinical trials as cancer treatment.103 Three 
independent studies previously demonstrated that CCR5 
inhibitors, including maraviroc, vicriviroc and leronlimab 
inhibited breast cancer metastasis and promoted cell 
death of DNA- damaging chemotherapies.103 All three of 
these inhibitors are currently being investigated in clinical 
trials.103

11  |  THE CCR7/CCL21 AXIS

CCR7 is expressed on immune cells, including naïve, 
central memory and Tregs, B cells, NKs, subsets of thy-
mocytes and semi- mature DC that migrate to and within 
lymphoid organs.52 DC-  associated CCR7 expression pre-
viously enhanced CD8 T- cell- driven antitumor immune 
responses, which are associated with increased survival 
rates.104 However, CCR7 is upregulated in cancer, such as 
melanoma, and its expression seems to be linked to cancer 
aggressiveness, as CCR7 expression is higher in metastatic 
melanoma cells than in melanoma cells at the primary 
tumour site.52 Mounting evidence suggests that tumour- 
associated CCR7 expression mediates migration towards 
CCL21- expressing lymphoid organs.105 This mechanism 
may explain the association between melanoma and 
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lymph node metastasis,27 potentially pointing towards an 
escape mechanism of CCR7 expressing T cells and DC to 
avoid tumour immune infiltration.54,99

Melanoma- associated CCR7 upregulation previously 
correlated with decreased survival106 and resulted in me-
tastasis formation in draining lymph nodes.107 Decreased 
survival associated with the activation of CCR7 is 
achieved through PI3K/Akt, ERK1/2, JNK and p38 signal-
ling (Figure 2).107,108 In addition, a previous study, inves-
tigating the expression of CCL21 by B16 F10 melanoma 
cells documented the elevated infiltration of TREG cells 
and myeloid- derived suppressor cells into tumours and 
found that CCL21 may be a driver of lymphoid neogen-
esis and immunosuppression, resulting in melanoma cell 
proliferation.109

Despite the correlation of the CCR7/CCL21 axis with 
melanoma metastasis to the lymph nodes, there are cur-
rently no inhibitors on the market to inhibit the down-
stream effects of this axis.53 However, a CCL21- specific 
antibody has previously blocked metastasis, which 
confirms the importance of the CCR7/CCL21 axis in 
metastasis.54

12  |  THE CCR10/CCL27 AXIS

Both CCR10 and its corresponding ligand, CCL27, is ex-
pressed in normal and inflammatory skin,55,56 specifically 
by keratinocytes of the epidermis.57 Under physiological 
conditions, CCL27 is known to recruit CCR10- expressing 
leukocyte antigen CLA+ T cells to the skin when inflam-
mation occurs.55 As such, the CCR10/CCL27 axis pro-
motes directional migration of immune cells to the skin.99 
Overall, moderate expression of the ligand, CCL27 corre-
lates with T lymphocyte density. However, surprisingly, 
high CCR10 expression is associated with lower T cell 
density.99 A previous study suggests that some human 
keratinocyte- derived skin tumours may downregulate 
CCL27 expression to prevent T cell attraction and subse-
quent antitumor immunity.110 However, another study 
hypothesised that T cells expressing CCR10 are unable 
to infiltrate melanoma lesions expressing CCL27. This 
might explain why high CCR10 expression is associated 
with poor survival, thick primary lesions and is negatively 
associated with intratumoral T cell density.99 However, 
consensus on this topic has not been reached and further 
in- depth research is needed to investigate the role of the 
CCR10/CCL27 axis on immune cells.

The CCR10/CCL27 axis plays a significant role in tu-
mour development, which is illustrated by the link be-
tween CCR10 overexpression in primary melanoma cells 
and increased regional lymph node metastasis.54 The cor-
relation between CCR10 and lymph node metastasis was 

demonstrated in B16 F1 cells, where CCR10 overexpression 
induced an immunosuppressive environment, leading to 
tumour growth and lymph node metastasis.99 In addition to 
promoting melanoma metastasis to the lymph nodes,111 the 
CCR10/CCL27 axis is also involved in mediating tumour 
proliferation, invasion, and immune escape, thus directly 
correlating with cancer progression.55 Currently, there are 
no inhibitors actively being tested against cancer.

13  |  FUTURE DIRECTIONS AND 
CONCLUSIONS

Chemokines are key molecules involved in many physi-
ological processes, such as cell migration, proliferation, 
survival and differentiation. However, chemokines have 
also proven their involvement in pathological condi-
tions, such as cancer. In particular, melanoma is known 
to overexpress many chemokines that aid tumour initia-
tion, progression and metastasis through interaction with 
the microenvironment. As reviewed in this manuscript, 
metastasis as a result of microenvironmental chemokine 
receptor- ligand interactions, is predominantly achieved 
through the activation of downstream signalling path-
ways, which promote metastatic parameters while re-
taining tumour cells in a premetastatic environment 
and recruiting immune cells. The major chemokine/
chemokine receptor interactions occurring in melanoma 
development and progression include the CXCR4/CXCR7/
CXCL12, CXCR3/CXCL9,10,11, CXCR1,2/CXCL8, CCR2/
CCL2, CCR4/CCL17,22, CCR5/CCL5, CCR7/CCL21 and 
CCR10/CCL27 axes. As such, chemokines represent at-
tractive potential therapeutic targets to manage the mela-
noma burden.

However, as our knowledge of chemokines and their 
axes has improved over the past few decades, it has be-
come increasingly evident that chemokines can play a 
critical role in both tumour inhibition and promotion. 
The inhibition of chemokine axes to inhibit signalling 
cascades in target cells that regulate metastatic parame-
ters such as proliferation, cell survival, migration, and 
adhesion should, therefore, be carefully approached. This 
may explain the presence of limited approved inhibitors 
to target chemokines in cancer, specifically melanoma. As 
such, a deep understanding of the entire tumour micro-
environment is crucial to understand the dynamic inter-
play in the melanoma chemokine network. However, the 
association between chemokine overexpression and mel-
anoma progression and metastasis warrants further in-
vestigation to (1) identify and develop possible inhibitors 
against hyperactivated chemokine axes in melanoma and 
(2) critically evaluate its beneficial and disadvantageous 
effects in pre- clinical and clinical studies.
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In conclusion, after evaluating chemokine axes and 
their inhibitors on melanoma patients, the development 
of combined approaches to target chemokine axes along 
with other aberrant signalling pathways in melanoma 
might represent a promising strategy to manage the mela-
noma burden and improve clinical outcomes.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
Charlise Basson: Conceptualization (equal); investiga-
tion (equal); writing –  original draft (lead). June Cheptoo 
Serem: Conceptualization (equal); supervision (equal); 
writing –  review and editing (equal). Priyesh Bipath: 
Conceptualization (equal); supervision (equal); writing 
–  review and editing (equal). Yvette Nkondo Hlophe: 
Conceptualization (equal); supervision (equal); writing –  
review and editing (equal).

FUNDING INFORMATION
The author(s) disclosed receipt of the following financial 
support for the research, authorship, and/or publication 
of this article: The Research Development program of Dr 
YN Hlophe and Dr JC Serem by the University of Pretoria. 
School of Medicine Research Committee (RESCOM) Grant 
awarded to Ms Basson. National Research Foundation 
(NRF) awarded to Prof R Anguelov.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
The author(s) declared no potential conflicts of interest 
with respect to the research, authorship and/or publica-
tion of this article.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets 
were generated or analysed during the current study.

ORCID
Charlise Basson   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6123-9707 
June Cheptoo Serem   https://orcid.
org/0000-0001-9912-166X 
Priyesh Bipath   https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5433-7069 
Yvette Nkondo Hlophe   https://orcid.
org/0000-0002-3112-2436 

REFERENCES
 1. Dhanyamraju PK, Patel TN. Melanoma therapeutics: a litera-

ture review. J Biomed Res. 2022;36(2):77- 97.
 2. Rebecca VW, Somasundaram R, Herlyn M. Pre- clinical model-

ing of cutaneous melanoma. Nat Commun. 2020;11(1):2858.
 3. Domingues B, Lopes JM, Soares P, Pópulo H. Melanoma treat-

ment in review. ImmunoTargets Ther. 2018;7:35- 49.
 4. van der Kooij MK, Speetjens FM, van der Burg SH, Kapiteijn E. 

Uveal versus cutaneous melanoma; same origin, very distinct 
tumor types. Cancer. 2019;11(6):845.

 5. Leonardi GC, Falzone L, Salemi R, et al. Cutaneous mela-
noma: from pathogenesis to therapy (review). Int J Oncol. 
2018;52(4):1071- 1080.

 6. Hartman RI, Lin JY. Cutaneous melanoma— a review in detec-
tion, staging, and management. Hematol Oncol Clin North Am. 
2019;33(1):25- 38.

 7. Zbytek B, Carlson JA, Granese J, Ross J, Mihm MC Jr, Slominski 
A. Current concepts of metastasis in melanoma. Expert Rev 
Dermatol. 2008;3(5):569- 585.

 8. Vandyck HH, Hillen LM, Bosisio FM, van den Oord J, Zur 
Hausen A, Winnepenninckx V. Rethinking the biology of met-
astatic melanoma: a holistic approach. Cancer Metastasis Rev. 
2021;40(2):603- 624.

 9. Guan X. Cancer metastases: challenges and opportunities. Acta 
Pharm Sin B. 2015;5(5):402- 418.

 10. Hembruff SL, Cheng N. Chemokine signaling in cancer: impli-
cations on the tumor microenvironment and therapeutic tar-
geting. Cancer Ther. 2009;7(A):254- 267.

 11. Davis LE, Shalin SC, Tackett AJ. Current state of melanoma di-
agnosis and treatment. Cancer Biol Ther. 2019;20(11):1366- 1379.

 12. Guan M, Zhu S, Li S. Recent progress in nanomedicine for mel-
anoma theranostics with emphasis on combination therapy. 
Front Bioeng Biotechnol. 2021;9:9.

 13. Nkandeu DS, Basson C, Joubert AM, et al. The involvement 
of a chemokine receptor antagonist ctce- 9908 and kynurenine 
metabolites in cancer development. Cell Biochem Funct. 
2022;40(6):608- 622.

 14. Adams R, Moser B, Karagiannis SN, Lacy KE. Chemokine path-
ways in cutaneous melanoma: their modulation by cancer and 
exploitation by the clinician. Cancer. 2021;13(22):5625.

 15. Ferrucci PF, Cocorocchio E. Novel biomarkers and druggable 
targets in advanced melanoma. Cancer. 2022;14(1):81.

 16. Domanska UM, Kruizinga RC, Nagengast WB, et al. A review 
on cxcr4/cxcl12 axis in oncology: No place to hide. Eur J Cancer. 
2013;49(1):219- 230.

 17. Jiang X, Wang J, Deng X, et al. The role of microenvironment in 
tumor angiogenesis. J Exp Clin Cancer Res. 2020;39(1):204.

 18. Mitchell B, Mahalingam M. The cxcr4/cxcl12 axis in cuta-
neous malignancies with an emphasis on melanoma. Histol 
Histopathol. 2014;29(12):1539- 1546.

 19. Chatterjee S, Behnam Azad B, Nimmagadda S. The intricate 
role of cxcr4 in cancer. Adv Cancer Res. 2014;124:31- 82.

 20. Furusato B, Mohamed A, Uhlén M, Rhim JS. Cxcr4 and cancer. 
Pathol Int. 2010;60(7):497- 505.

 21. Scala S, D'Alterio C, Milanesi S, et al. New insights on the 
emerging genomic landscape of cxcr4 in cancer: a lesson from 
whim. Vaccines (Basel). 2020;8(2):164.

 22. Rajagopalan L, Rajarathnam K. Structural basis of chemokine 
receptor function— a model for binding affinity and ligand se-
lectivity. Biosci Rep. 2006;26(5):325- 339.

 23. Laurence AD. Location, movement and survival: the role of 
chemokines in haematopoiesis and malignancy. Br J Haematol. 
2006;132(3):255- 267.

 24. Zhu Q, Han X, Peng J, Qin H, Wang Y. The role of cxc chemo-
kines and their receptors in the progression and treatment of 
tumors. J Mol Histol. 2012;43(6):699- 713.

 25. Richmond A, Yang J, Su Y. The good and the bad of chemo-
kines/chemokine receptors in melanoma. Pigment Cell 
Melanoma Res. 2009;22(2):175- 186.

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6123-9707
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6123-9707
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9912-166X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9912-166X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9912-166X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5433-7069
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5433-7069
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3112-2436
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3112-2436
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3112-2436


14400 |   BASSON et al.

 26. Alitalo A, Detmar M. Interaction of tumor cells and lymphatic 
vessels in cancer progression. Oncogene. 2012;31(42):4499- 4508.

 27. Li XJ, Liu P, Tian WW, Li ZF, Liu BG, Sun JF. Mechanisms of 
cxcr7 induction in malignant melanoma development. Oncol 
Lett. 2017;14(4):4106- 4114.

 28. Hussain S, Peng B, Cherian M, Song JW, Ahirwar DK, Ganju 
RK. The roles of stroma- derived chemokine in different stages 
of cancer metastases. Front Immunol. 2020;11:598532.

 29. Kadomoto S, Izumi K, Mizokami A. The ccl20- ccr6 axis in can-
cer progression. Int J Mol Sci. 2020;21(15):1- 18.

 30. Kuo PT, Zeng Z, Salim N, Mattarollo S, Wells JW, Leggatt GR. 
The role of cxcr3 and its chemokine ligands in skin disease and 
cancer. Front Med. 2018;5:271.

 31. Ozga AJ, Chow MT, Luster AD. Chemokines and the immune 
response to cancer. Immunity. 2021;54(5):859- 874.

 32. Abastado JP. The next challenge in cancer immunother-
apy: controlling t- cell traffic to the tumor. Cancer Res. 
2012;72(9):2159- 2161.

 33. Franciszkiewicz K, Boissonnas A, Boutet M, Combadière C, 
Mami- Chouaib F. Role of chemokines and chemokine recep-
tors in shaping the effector phase of the antitumor immune re-
sponse. Cancer Res. 2012;72(24):6325- 6332.

 34. Belli C, Antonarelli G, Repetto M, Boscolo Bielo L, Crimini 
E, Curigliano G. Targeting cellular components of the 
tumor microenvironment in solid malignancies. Cancer. 
2022;14(17):4278.

 35. Bikfalvi A, Billottet C. The cc and cxc chemokines: major regu-
lators of tumor progression and the tumor microenvironment. 
Am J Physiol Cell Physiol. 2020;318(3):C542- C554.

 36. Dunn GP, Old LJ, Schreiber RD. The immunobiology of can-
cer immunosurveillance and immunoediting. Immunity. 
2004;21(2):137- 148.

 37. Fujimura T. Stromal factors as a target for immunotherapy 
in melanoma and non- melanoma skin cancers. Int J Mol Sci. 
2022;23(7):4044.

 38. Lin Y, Xu J, Lan H. Tumor- associated macrophages in tumor 
metastasis: biological roles and clinical therapeutic applica-
tions. J Hematol Oncol. 2019;12(1):76.

 39. Yam AO, Chtanova T. The ins and outs of chemokine- mediated 
immune cell trafficking in skin cancer. Front Immunol. 
2019;10:386.

 40. Liu Q, Li A, Tian Y, et al. The cxcl8- cxcr1/2 pathways in cancer. 
Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 2016;31:61- 71.

 41. Singh AK, Arya RK, Trivedi AK, et al. Chemokine receptor 
trio: Cxcr3, cxcr4 and cxcr7 crosstalk via cxcl11 and cxcl12. C 
Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 2013;24(1):41- 49.

 42. Bridge JA, Lee JC, Daud A, Wells JW, Bluestone JA. Cytokines, 
chemokines, and other biomarkers of response for check-
point inhibitor therapy in skin cancer. Front Med. 2018;5:351. 
doi:10.3389/fmed.2018.00351

 43. Butler KL, Clancy- Thompson E, Mullins DW. Cxcr3+ mono-
cytes/macrophages are required for establishment of pulmo-
nary metastases. Sci Rep. 2017;7:45593.

 44. Debnath B, Xu S, Grande F, Garofalo A, Neamati N. Small mol-
ecule inhibitors of cxcr4. Theranostics. 2013;3(1):47- 75.

 45. Guo F, Wang Y, Liu J, Mok SC, Xue F, Zhang W. Cxcl12/cxcr4: 
a symbiotic bridge linking cancer cells and their stromal 
neighbors in oncogenic communication networks. Oncogene. 
2016;35(7):816- 826.

 46. D'Alterio C, Barbieri A, Portella L, et al. Inhibition of stro-
mal cxcr4 impairs development of lung metastases. Cancer 
Immunol Immunother. 2012;61(10):1713- 1720.

 47. Xu M, Wang Y, Xia R, Wei Y, Wei X. Role of the ccl2- ccr2 signal-
ling axis in cancer: mechanisms and therapeutic targeting. Cell 
Prolif. 2021;54(10):e13115.

 48. Azizidoost S, Asnafi AA, Saki N. Signaling– chemokine axis net-
work in brain as a sanctuary site for metastasis. J Cell Physiol. 
2019;234(4):3376- 3382.

 49. Yoshie O, Matsushima K. Ccr4 and its ligands: from bench to 
bedside. Int Immunol. 2014;27(1):11- 20.

 50. Aldinucci D, Borghese C, Casagrande N. The ccl5/ccr5 axis in 
cancer progression. Cancer. 2020;12(7):1- 30.

 51. Aldinucci D, Colombatti A. The inflammatory chemokine ccl5 
and cancer progression. Mediators Inflamm. 2014;2014:292376.

 52. Cristiani CM, Turdo A, Ventura V, et al. Accumulation of circu-
lating ccr7þ natural killer cells marks melanoma evolution and 
reveals a ccl19- dependent metastatic pathway. Cancer Immunol 
Res. 2019;7(5):841- 852.

 53. Hong W, Yang B, He Q, Wang J, Weng Q. New insights of ccr7 
signaling in dendritic cell migration and inflammatory dis-
eases. Front Pharmacol. 2022;13:841687.

 54. Lim SY, Yuzhalin AE, Gordon- Weeks AN, Muschel RJ. Targeting 
the ccl2- ccr2 signaling axis in cancer metastasis. Oncotarget. 
2016;7(19):28697- 28710.

 55. Sarvaiya PJ, Guo D, Ulasov I, Gabikian P, Lesniak MS. 
Chemokines in tumor progression and metastasis. Oncotarget. 
2013;4(12):2171- 2185.

 56. Marcuzzi E, Angioni R, Molon B, Calì B. Chemokines and 
chemokine receptors: orchestrating tumor metastasization. Int 
J Mol Sci. 2018;20(1):96.

 57. Martínez- Rodríguez M, Monteagudo C. Ccl27 signaling in the 
tumor microenvironment. Adv Exp Med Biol. 2021;1302:113- 132.

 58. Kawaguchi N, Zhang T- T, Nakanishi T. Involvement of cxcr4 in 
normal and abnormal development. Cell. 2019;8(2):185.

 59. Burger JA, Kipps TJ. Cxcr4: a key receptor in the crosstalk 
between tumor cells and their microenvironment. Blood. 
2006;107(5):1761- 1767.

 60. Busillo JM, Benovic JL. Regulation of cxcr4 signaling. BBA. 
2007;1768(4):952- 963.

 61. Kim SY, Lee CH, Midura BV, et al. Inhibition of the cxcr4/
cxcl12 chemokine pathway reduces the development 
of murine pulmonary metastases. Clin Exp Metastasis. 
2008;25(3):201- 211.

 62. Alimohammadi M, Rahimi A, Faramarzi F, Alizadeh- Navaei R, 
Rafiei A. Overexpression of chemokine receptor cxcr4 predicts 
lymph node metastatic risk in patients with melanoma: a sys-
tematic review and meta- analysis. Cytokine. 2021;148:155691.

 63. Scala S, Ottaiano A, Ascierto PA, et al. Expression of cxcr4 pre-
dicts poor prognosis in patients with malignant melanoma. 
Clin Cancer Res. 2005;11(5):1835- 1841.

 64. André ND, Silva VAO, Watanabe MAE, De Lucca FL. 
Knockdown of chemokine receptor cxcr4 gene by rna inter-
ference: effects on the b16- f10 melanoma growth. Oncol Rep. 
2016;35(4):2419- 2424.

 65. André ND, Silva VAO, Ariza CB, Watanabe MAE, De Lucca FL. 
In vivo knockdown of cxcr4 using jetpei/cxcr4 shrna nanopar-
ticles inhibits the pulmonary metastatic potential of b16- f10 
melanoma cells. Mol Med Rep. 2015;12(6):8320- 8326.

https://doi.org//10.3389/fmed.2018.00351


   | 14401BASSON et al.

 66. Cojoc M, Peitzsch C, Trautmann F, Polishchuk L, Telegeev GD, 
Dubrovska A. Emerging targets in cancer management: role of 
the cxcl12/cxcr4 axis. Onco Targets Ther. 2013;6:1347- 1361.

 67. Burger JA, Stewart DJ, Wald O, Peled A. Potential of cxcr4 an-
tagonists for the treatment of metastatic lung cancer. Expert Rev 
Anticancer Ther. 2011;11(4):621- 630.

 68. Esposito M, Kang Y. Targeting tumor- stromal interactions in 
bone metastasis. Pharmacol Ther. 2014;141(2):222- 233.

 69. Desgrosellier JS, Cheresh DA. Integrins in cancer: biological 
implications and therapeutic opportunities. Nat Rev Cancer. 
2010;10(1):9- 22.

 70. Cardones AR, Murakami T, Hwang ST. Cxcr4 enhances adhe-
sion of b16 tumor cells to endothelial cells in vitro and in vivo 
via beta(1) integrin. Cancer Res. 2003;63(20):6751- 6757.

 71. Wong D, Korz W. Translating an antagonist of chemok-
ine receptor cxcr4: from bench to bedside. Clin Cancer Res. 
2008;14(24):7975- 7980.

 72. Huang EH, Singh B, Cristofanilli M, et al. A cxcr4 antagonist 
ctce- 9908 inhibits primary tumor growth and metastasis of 
breast cancer. J Surg Res. 2009;155(2):231- 236.

 73. Burger JA, Peled A. Cxcr4 antagonists: targeting the mi-
croenvironment in leukemia and other cancers. Leukemia. 
2009;23(1):43- 52.

 74. Faber A, Roderburg C, Wein F, et al. The many facets of sdf- 1α, 
cxcr4 agonists and antagonists on hematopoietic progenitor 
cells. Biomed Res Int. 2007;2007:026065.

 75. Hassan S, Buchanan M, Jahan K, et al. Cxcr4 peptide antagonist 
inhibits primary breast tumor growth, metastasis and enhances 
the efficacy of anti- vegf treatment or docetaxel in a transgenic 
mouse model. Int J Cancer. 2011;129(1):225- 232.

 76. Steurer M, Montillo M, Scarfò L, et al. Olaptesed pegol (nox- 
a12) with bendamustine and rituximab: a phase iia study in pa-
tients with relapsed/refractory chronic lymphocytic leukemia. 
Haematologica. 2019;104(10):2053- 2060.

 77. Bi J, Li P, Li C, et al. The sdf- 1/cxcr4 chemokine axis in 
uveal melanoma cell proliferation and migration. ISOBM. 
2016;37(3):4175- 4182.

 78. De Clercq E. Amd3100/cxcr4 inhibitor. Front Immunol. 
2015;6:276.

 79. Mosi RM, Anastassova V, Cox J, et al. The molecular pharma-
cology of amd11070: an orally bioavailable cxcr4 hiv entry in-
hibitor. Biochem Pharmacol. 2012;83(4):472- 479.

 80. García- Cuesta EM, Santiago CA, Vallejo- Díaz J, Juarranz 
Y, Rodríguez- Frade JM, Mellado M. The role of the cxcl12/
cxcr4/ackr3 axis in autoimmune diseases. Front Endocrinol. 
2019;10:585.

 81. Xu S, Tang J, Wang C, Liu J, Fu Y, Luo Y. Cxcr7 promotes mel-
anoma tumorigenesis via src kinase signaling. Cell Death Dis. 
2019;10(3):191.

 82. Lounsbury N. Advances in cxcr7 modulators. Pharmaceuticals. 
2020;13(2):33.

 83. Huynh C, Brussee JM, Pouzol L, et al. Target engagement of 
the first- in- class cxcr7 antagonist act- 1004- 1239 following 
multiple- dose administration in mice and humans. Biomed 
Pharmacother. 2021;144:112363.

 84. Kawada K, Sonoshita M, Sakashita H, et al. Pivotal role of 
cxcr3 in melanoma cell metastasis to lymph nodes. Cancer Res. 
2004;64(11):4010- 4017.

 85. Ding Q, Lu P, Xia Y, et al. Cxcl9: evidence and contradictions for 
its role in tumor progression. Cancer Med. 2016;5(11):3246- 3259.

 86. Bagheri H, Pourhanifeh MH, Derakhshan M, et al. Cxcl- 10: 
a new candidate for melanoma therapy? Cell Oncol (Dordr). 
2020;43(3):353- 365.

 87. Robledo MM, Bartolomé RA, Longo N, et al. Expression of 
functional chemokine receptors cxcr3 and cxcr4 on human 
melanoma cells*. J Biol Chem. 2001;276(48):45098- 45105.

 88. Middleton MR, McAlpine C, Woodcock VK, et al. Tebentafusp, 
a tcr/anti- cd3 bispecific fusion protein targeting gp100, po-
tently activated antitumor immune responses in patients with 
metastatic melanoma. Clin Cancer Res. 2020;26(22):5869- 5878.

 89. Wu S, Saxena S, Varney ML, Singh RK. Cxcr1/2 chemokine net-
work regulates melanoma resistance to chemotherapies medi-
ated by nf- κb. Curr Mol Med. 2017;17(6):436- 449.

 90. Ha H, Debnath B, Neamati N. Role of the cxcl8- cxcr1/2 axis in can-
cer and inflammatory diseases. Theranostics. 2017;7(6):1543- 1588.

 91. Shang F- M, Li J. A small- molecule antagonist of cxcr1 and 
cxcr2 inhibits cell proliferation, migration and invasion in mel-
anoma via pi3k/akt pathway. Med Clin. 2019;152(11):425- 430.

 92. Huang S, Mills L, Mian B, et al. Fully humanized neutraliz-
ing antibodies to interleukin- 8 (abx- il8) inhibit angiogenesis, 
tumor growth, and metastasis of human melanoma. Am J 
Pathol. 2002;161(1):125- 134.

 93. Kemp DM, Pidich A, Larijani M, et al. Ladarixin, a dual cxcr1/2 
inhibitor, attenuates experimental melanomas harboring differ-
ent molecular defects by affecting malignant cells and tumor 
microenvironment. Oncotarget. 2017;8(9):14428- 14442.

 94. Kudo- Saito C, Shirako H, Ohike M, Tsukamoto N, Kawakami Y. 
Ccl2 is critical for immunosuppression to promote cancer me-
tastasis. Clin Exp Metastasis. 2013;30(4):393- 405.

 95. Kadomoto S, Izumi K, Mizokami A. Roles of ccl2- ccr2 axis 
in the tumor microenvironment. Int J Mol Sci. 2021;22(16): 
8530.

 96. Yumimoto K, Sugiyama S, Mimori K, Nakayama KI. Potentials 
of c- c motif chemokine 2– c- c chemokine receptor type 2 block-
ers including propagermanium as anticancer agents. Cancer 
Sci. 2019;110(7):2090- 2099.

 97. Pienta KJ, Machiels J- p, Schrijvers D, et al. Phase 2 study of 
carlumab (cnto 888), a human monoclonal antibody against 
cc- chemokine ligand 2 (ccl2), in metastatic castration- resistant 
prostate cancer. Invest New Drugs. 2013;31(3):760- 768.

 98. Klein A, Sagi- Assif O, Meshel T, et al. Ccr4 is a determinant of 
melanoma brain metastasis. Oncotarget. 2017;8(19):31079- 31091.

 99. Jacquelot N, Duong CPM, Belz GT, Zitvogel L. Targeting 
chemokines and chemokine receptors in melanoma and other 
cancers. Front Immunol. 2018;9:2480.

 100. Zeng Z, Lan T, Wei Y, Wei X. Ccl5/ccr5 axis in human diseases 
and related treatments. Genes Dis. 2022;9(1):12- 27.

 101. Blattner C, Fleming V, Weber R, et al. Ccr5+ myeloid- derived 
suppressor cells are enriched and activated in melanoma le-
sions. Cancer Res. 2018;78(1):157- 167.

 102. Tan MC, Goedegebuure PS, Belt BA, et al. Disruption of 
ccr5- dependent homing of regulatory t cells inhibits tumor 
growth in a murine model of pancreatic cancer. J Immunol. 
2009;182(3):1746- 1755.

 103. Jiao X, Nawab O, Patel T, et al. Recent advances targeting 
ccr5 for cancer and its role in immuno- oncology. Cancer Res. 
2019;79(19):4801- 4807.

 104. Burgoyne P, Hayes AJ, Cooper RS, et al. Ccr7+ dendritic cells 
sorted by binding of ccl19 show enhanced ag- presenting capac-
ity and antitumor potency. J Leukoc Biol. 2022;111(6):1243- 1251.



14402 |   BASSON et al.

 105. Farnsworth RH, Karnezis T, Maciburko SJ, Mueller SN, Stacker 
SA. The interplay between lymphatic vessels and chemokines. 
Front Immunol. 2019;10:518.

 106. van den Bosch T, Koopmans AE, Vaarwater J, van den Berg M, 
de Klein A, Verdijk RM. Chemokine receptor ccr7 expression 
predicts poor outcome in uveal melanoma and relates to liver 
metastasis whereas expression of cxcr4 is not of clinical rele-
vance. IOVS. 2013;54(12):7354- 7361.

 107. Legler DF, Uetz- von Allmen E, Hauser MA. Ccr7: roles in can-
cer cell dissemination, migration and metastasis formation. Int 
J Biochem Cell Biol. 2014;54:78- 82.

 108. Zhang L, Zhu L, Yao X, et al. Paclitaxel treatment enhances 
lymphatic metastasis of b16f10 melanoma cells via ccl21/ccr7 
axis. Int J Biol Sci. 2022;18(4):1476- 1490.

 109. Comerford I, Harata- Lee Y, Bunting MD, Gregor C, Kara EE, 
McColl SR. A myriad of functions and complex regulation of 
the ccr7/ccl19/ccl21 chemokine axis in the adaptive immune 
system. Cytokine Growth Factor Rev. 2013;24(3):269- 283.

 110. Xiong N, Fu Y, Hu S, Xia M, Yang J. Ccr10 and its ligands in 
regulation of epithelial immunity and diseases. Protein Cell. 
2012;3(8):571- 580.

 111. Monteagudo C, Ramos D, Pellin- Carcelen A, et al. Ccl27- 
ccr10 and cxcl12- cxcr4 chemokine ligand- receptor mrna ex-
pression ratio: new predictive factors of tumor progression 
in cutaneous malignant melanoma. Clin Exp Metastasis. 
2012;29(6):625- 637.

How to cite this article: Basson C, Serem JC, 
Bipath P, Hlophe YN. Chemokines as possible 
therapeutic targets in metastatic melanoma. Cancer 
Med. 2023;12:14387-14402. doi:10.1002/cam4.6055

https://doi.org/10.1002/cam4.6055

	Chemokines as possible therapeutic targets in metastatic melanoma
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|CHEMOKINES AND THE TUMOUR MICROENVIRONMENT
	3|THE ROLE OF CHEMOKINES IN MELANOMA
	4|THE CROSSTALK BETWEEN CHEMOKINES AND THE IMMUNE SYSTEM
	5|THE CXCR4/CXCR7/CXCL12 AXIS
	6|THE CXCR3/CXCL9,10,11 AXIS
	7|THE CXCR1,2/CXCL8 AXIS
	8|THE CCR2/CCL2 AXIS
	9|THE CCR4/CCL17,22 AXIS
	10|THE CCR5/CCL5 AXIS
	11|THE CCR7/CCL21 AXIS
	12|THE CCR10/CCL27 AXIS
	13|FUTURE DIRECTIONS AND CONCLUSIONS
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	FUNDING INFORMATION
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


