. HOKKAIDO UNIVERSITY

Title EMEYIRETNERWEZEFRIFBERL Y ETY bOT7ORRRIGICSE T 2RI EOME
Author (s) e, BR
Degree Grantor biEEKE
Degree Name B (EX)

Dissertation Number 5142685

Issue Date 2020-09-25
DOI https://doi.org/10.14943/doctoral. k14268
Doc URL https://hdl. handle.net/2115/79425
Type doctoral thesis
File Information Yasutomo FUKASAKU. pdf

kaid
wok ° U'I,L

Hokkaido University Collection of Scholarly and Academic Papers : HUSCAP




» =/N
F AN i X
t Mo RETAZHAWEEEFBHEEZL Y PO

7 v GRS I B TR S DB

(Novel immune assay of allo-reactivity for living donor liver

transplant recipients by using humanized mouse model)






» =/N
F AN i X
t Mo RETAZHAWEEEFBHEEZL Y PO

7 v GRS I B TR S DB

(Novel immune assay of allo-reactivity for living donor liver

transplant recipients by using humanized mouse model)



Fam S H B L ERFERAR - e

Elﬁ .....................
= H

—

\
/

\}

\
/

o
v
/



R HBE L LR E I

AKIFGE D —EIZ LT OEmITFEER L 7=,

1.

Yasutomo Fukasaku, Ryoichi Goto, Yoshikazu Ganchiku, Shin Emoto, Masaaki
Zaitsu, Masaaki Watanabe, Norio Kawamura, Moto Fukai, Tsuyoshi Shimamura,
Akinobu Taketomi

Novel immunological approach to asses donor reactivity of transplant tecipients

using a humanized mouse model

Human Immunology, 81 + 342-353, (2020)

B D —EIZU T OESICHREKL /2,

1.

BRI, 1RBE 7 —, MR —, WaVHER, EAIEW, JIR gL, BIREZ, 11
BB, WSATE, 2SS

e hMewvzET v EM e P T 7 v HUE NS 2 SIS TE OB
4117 [l HAS B REME M &, 2017 4 4 A 27-29 H, Bk

Yasutomo Fukasaku, Ryoichi Goto, Yoshikazu Ganchiku, Masaaki Zaitsu,
Masaaki Watanabe, Norio Kawamura, Yasuyuki Koshizuka, Kenichiro Yamashita,
Tsuyoshi Shimamura, Akinobu Taketomi.

Novel Personalized Immune-Monitoring Assay for Predicting Operational
Tolerance by Using Humanized Mouse Model.

American Transplant Congress. 2017 4 4 H 29 H-5 A 3 H, Chicago (U.S.A.)
Yasutomo Fukasaku, Ryoichi Goto

Novel Immune Monitoring Assay by Minimizing the Influence of
Immunosuppressants for Living Donor Liver Recipients by Using Humanized
Mouse Model.

547 [l HARREFARFMES, 2018 4 12 A 10-12 H, f&E [

GARBE R, TRMET —, BESEEE—, ML, JIIAIA, SRR, KEH8E
LRIFBIEICET 5 e M=y 28I E =2 Y v 7k oA ko BEt
5555 | HABHYERKE, 2019 4£ 10 H 10-12 H, JA &



RE
i\

(&5 & HM)
R Ic BT 2 BB L Y Yz v P ORERELZBIZE L., @Y & E G E o R
BrEx T 200 EL R 2BITERIERLHELENTE O T, FrIC RIZIIHIH o W,
ik o v & %2 HWr LS %5 Biomarker (343722 > T vy, BEfOBHEZL > v v FIC
W dhEkEe=—x ) v 3Ly F THIEO FF—PUEICH 3 2 7 o K6
Y v NEREAKIE MLR)ICX WFEiiL, —E0FHAERATREIN TS, LA L,
INHIRE=X2Y) v R TORBHGEIFIOMEEHET 2IETH . BEHHIF
e, Pkl 2o FF—diiiex s 3K E FHl, FlicE 3o TiE Ay, t
Moo zE70ide P RIEMIEEZ REAE~ Y RICHBET LT, v MRER
fetrc& 2 — & L OHBEAIClESRBEIC B T 2 MG D X 71 = X L g ic i
WHNTW3, Lz, FEMEEL Y YT Y P oEMIMEZEEK (hu-PBMC) % NSG
U RICHERE L, G 2 o — R IcEEli 2 g2 e MY A 2R L&, Z
Dr Mbwv 255 hu-PBMC 208 L. 7aRE%x 73 2 2 & <, SREHHF o
BOWREEDOL Y v v AR GIEREEZBIR T 2k es I35 %H
e L7z,

[f 5 & 77ik]
f@#E (n=5)&. EEFBHEEZEL ey b (n=14)D 5 b G PIHIE b o 5 Fl
(On IS Bf: n=10) & SEEMHA P - TE T BEEF(Off ISEFE: n=4)DZhFhn i e
FRMIM Y v o8Bk (hu-PBMC) ZE(L., 2.5X10°ff % 2.0Gy & AR S L 7=
NOD.Cg-PrkdcsdIL2rg™/Vil/Sz (NOD/SCID/IL2r y ™!'; NSG) ~ v 2 D g i< $%
5. L7 (hu-PBMC-NSG £ 7 4+ DKL) . hu-PBMC #5 21 Hf21Z NSG =7 2K
I/ /A& » hCD45* ) v Bk % 73 L. hCD45% Y v ¥ BRJp i % Flow
cytometry Cafffi L 72z, ¥ 7z hCD3*T fifdd F o+ —. 3 party PLEICN T 2 7 v K)E
% MLR CEiffi L. ##LZF 1 NSG = 7 R I {3 2 §ii® hu-PBMC(Fresh PBMC)
L EESE L 2% D hu-PBMC (hu-PBMC-NSG) CH#Z L 72,

€D
fl# . OnlIS #E. Off IS #Ef @ Fresh PBMC @ hCD45+ ) v BRI 5 & 7 1
ot £72. 2 TORERIT hu-PBMC-NSG DIERIC KT L. FHHEEH% D hCD45+
U v 8BRSy 13 28 C hCD3*T MIAE 2% 86.311.8% (n=19) & B IC FFREEE X 1,
hCD3 ) v “BROFHEFE I3 % TH > 72, hu-PBMC-NSG I 1) 3 hCD3*T flifig ¢
IZ. ¥#ic CD45RA-CD62L" effector memory T il (Tem). CCR6-CXCR3* Thl #ig
DMERL 72y & 72 o 720 F 72, hu-PBMC-NSG i B 1F 2 HESEH O hCD3T it 1%



CD3/CD28 #il[#ic i Fresh PBMC & [A&FICi W K IG 2~ 3 — 5T, 7 e HtlEicxt 3
% Y v OoSEREENE KOG 12 28 C Fresh PBMC X W HEICHEIEI Lz (p<0.05), HIC
BhitkLr vy bicsnwCid, OnISEE<T 10 FH 2 | hu-PBMC-NSG @ F - —
PUEICHT 32 U v XBRIETE SIS 25, 37 party FUR IS 3% ]G & P L T B &
N7z, To2HFHRKEECIEHRNMICZHEYVESTES ) A ZREPITH -7z, —J7. Off
IS #£Clx. £ T Fresh PBMC & hu-PBMC-NSG i BT F F—HLIR IR 3 3 &G
23 3 party PUEIC L~ TR HIH] & 41T % donor-specific hyporesponsiveness
DEIZE T, hu-PBMC-NSG T M+ —FRCIFI 2 HFEFEI AT, 20
Off IS #f &[4 @ donor-specific hyporesponsiveness (Z On IS BEIC 35T D 10
ApcBEI N, D 4HDIRZEE IZIEHRICO T vy — P2 Off IS B & [Al Bk
A 7e <L RIEHIHRIF 38 E T & 5 RIEEE R E T,

(%]
hu-PBMC % NSG =7 R ic 5, P S 2 2 & T, hCD45" ) v ¥ ERIF PUEIRMR Y
12 hCD3*T Mg, %57ic CD45RACD62L"Y Tpm, CCR6'CXCR3* Thl & 9 i %
JOICHESE 2 E 2 S MilicE 2 b b, [T vy~ G O HiE %2 5 5
52t WLt Lz, 2hbDZ LR, A e~ Y 2 hu-PBMC 2 #%5 F 5 B
IZifd T % homeostatic proliferation IC X W (g Z I N b LE2 LN L, 7,
Fresh PBMC, hu-PBMC-NSG #H{\»7 MLR X b, &L v T v b0 FF—HE~
DG & BRREEE & O LGt 6, OnISHICE T 2 AWM &V X 7 iE
Bl SR F 23 E T & 5 AlRETE D & 2 IEHI 23" X v, Off IS #f Tl donor-
specific hyporesponsiveness 2% hu-PBMC-NSG T I b 2 & #HL i L
Tzo 2O ENLAMETEMLAZL Mew Ty XREF VI, hu-PBMC B#EZ D F
F R RO AHER T . EIGEE P o BRI EEEZL v it TiE
S A ZE, b L CIFhIb L 2% 7 v G % Tews Thl & W5 2k G
CRG T MR 2 Y CCBIRLBL2ETALCHLREEXH S, Lr L, B
WHRICBED 2 L IN 5 Trec IRHFCHBEEEL TR T 2L TE AR, &
%, I o BIEMOEAENR & FEM &M IC XY AR E O fEFEO —D2 L L
T. FEERIKICH T E 5,

[ G
NSG=v zx%& vzt M=y X EF AIC X 2 Hi B2 IR RE AT i 13 A4 R AP RS At £
Ly v bo7 v RGHEZ X &, REIMHIA O 2 wikiEo P —K RN T B

MR AR RBOFM a2, FLrvvy  ofuEMtlFFgoEREo —2 L L
THMTH 3 HEN D %,
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AR;
ATP;
Ag;
CFSE;
DC;
DSA;
DTH;
FCS;
Foxp3;
GVHD;
HLA;
hu-;
IFNy;
IL;
IRB;
IS;
LDLT;
MFI;
MLR;
MMF;
mPSL;
NASH;
NK;
NSG;
OVA;
PBMC,;
SIRO;
SPF;
TAC;
Tewm;

acute rejection

adenosine tri-phosphate
antigen

carboxyfluorescein diacetate succinimidyl ester
dendritic cell

donor specific antibody

delayed type hypersensitivity
fetal calf serum

Forkhead boxprotein P3
graft-versus-host disease
human leukocyte antigen
human

interferon-gamma

interleukin
institutional review board
immunosuppressant

living donor liver transplant
mean fluorescence intensity
mixed lymphocyte reaction
mycophenolate mofetil
methylprednisolone
non-alcoholic steatohepatitis
natural killer
NOD.Cg-PrkdcsedIL-2rg™/Wil/Sz
ovalbumin

peripheral blood mononuclear cell
sirolimus

specific pathogen free
tacrolimus

central memory T cell



TCR ; T cell receptor

Tewm; effector memory T cell

TemRA; effector memory re-expresses CD45RA
Tx; naive T cell

Trec; regulatory T cells

Th; helper T cell

VPD; violet proliferation dye

WT; wild type
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ik 25 F% A D B IR & 1 S 2 WA ] (immunosuppressant; IS) O FEREIC L v, FL L
% L 7= (Starzl and Fung, 2010 ; Calne et al., 1979), 2018 fEWf i O AKH I BT 3 ik
tmIGHHD 5 AR/ 77 7 FEBRIL, Ol 92.5%/92.5%. fifi 5 73.4%/72.2%.

JFE 5 82.0%/81.3%. &l s 91.1%/78.1%2: R A SRS S T 2 (HARKE
wmstEAe Yy 87— 2 2019), L2 L., WE&SHEEZ OEMKICZ I 2 5 720 I i34
WCH 7% IS ORABLETH Y (Lucey et al., 2013), EHIEZEIEH L 5 Fohw - &
JefiE - BRRREREE - R E 2 Yok 4 ZElfEA2 ME L 2 T2, (Benlloch et
al., 2004 ; Kim, 2014 ; Del Pilar Hernandez et al., 2015 ; Magee and Pascual, 2003 ;
Fernandez-Miranda et al., 1998), IS ic i T fIf@#EEZ MG T2 Hhrv =2 -V V[
FAlC KRB AHES IC X 2 EHYleo NI RE RS IaT7 /) —VEET = F
v (MMF), JA#iZ B FIREREC XV PIRIEMRERE T 22704 V250,
AN D RIEREICICC CHA T 2 3IHIC K2R GERREI NS, EIKTiZ, 1B
MEICDOFIEZI 2, BIIFHDO Y X7 PR T2 2 /NETO ISEGEIREI N
5, LoL, REREBCREMICICIEEMAEZERIRELS, FFlchry=a—) vHEHK
FEBEMFRERS S BEREYREE =2 ) v IR EThH b L, ISHHICHE
JRIMEFH oKD EAEDR O, ekl vy o IS BEE DORE ZE S
T, By hilg i ZEfRICD Y X7 %1’#’)

ik 7 B i 02 D HH i SIS 13 FE R I TV ‘//\"ﬁ%@?ﬁl‘iﬂi ((PQUE Raip¥ iifi N>
G E LN S =Pk 77 7 b JID.MWEZ/\@/D I XY B T h 5 PUIRBYE R
MG D 5, £ 7= BhED b O KR FEE i E}Eﬁfﬁi & hnic X3 ik iEE L &

JREA & U 7= 15 hE % o & P SOG ﬁ&’l‘fﬁ%ﬁttﬁﬂ’ﬂ?ﬁﬂ AU B Pk - HLER - NK
Mz & L @R Atk s, Tz h.oe L2atEfR)c, BiEkRE
R ERIcAE L 28RS (HERE LT Eidobiiks X o a i &G o B 5
DRBINTWE) AL N T W3 (Moreau et al., 2013), . 550 13 72 HE i
IC X o THE, BAEEN R 5, OBHEER OB LEBIINZ 1. BiEEE Iiﬂ;ﬁ@
0777 FEBIRICAEL 2 EAEONIEIEERZ CTH D, 54 T 32%DFEA LR
W& T Tk Y (Taylor et al., 2007) . E KA FHRHEERT TH % (Costello et al.,
2002), F 7. MM ICA U 2@ HIEMKICIC X 2B EB MRS 2 Iic X 3 596
BRI I N TEL T, BHEE S ETH0%U EoERlICEEL L5 25 WMES
(Robertson et al., 2009) . EHEER R OJFIK TH % (Verleden et al., 2015) , &
MIC BT % denovo ¥ F —FFEIPUE IZEEARREESOEEZTHR L I, 5
777 PAEBFEEIL 60%EE & R IZT AR & 7% 5 (Wiebe et al., 2015), — /5 T



ISORIWERIC X 2 BHERE» L 77 7 L LR BEMD DR v, HEHEC
BWTh, MG 10-20%FEEEICE L 2 v, BN o il i@ MEH S 5
Rragififb # & 72 L, 3-4%DHE D7 7 7 PEEEASEPHE LT\ 5 (Neil et al.,
2002),

o OFIEREE R EEEEKIS, £ IS oFERICN T2 NKE LT, REE
KROFEPRBINTDE, REERLIIRENGHZIT> 22, FFEDOT v Hitli
T 2 RFEMICVERE I NS, 2R OHIE (REER L) 1Cxf 3 2 %% K623
RENTWERELERING, REEROFHEITEBEIE., BIMEHE T L. BIR
X WA I TR A TN T & 72, Tryphonopoulos & iZfF& KL > v v b ic
ML, Fr—EfflEzHE53 5L CORBEREAZARD, HEHLIFRE
BT ISHIERREARIEMBICEEZIE 2. FPF—aiiifiltoks & g En
BEACBIE A 72 v & S L 72 (Tryphonopoulos et al., 2005), —77. Kawai & 3B
MEIcEs Lo C N F—BitizL vy MCHBiET 5 2 & T, Mixed chimerism % {E Y
HL. 10 @l 7 fl© IS frikic BB L 7= (Kawai et al., 2014), 4FL< 3 $it CD80/86
Pk %2 H w7z BRI B EE O BWTIC X 0 P —FrRI 7 e KICxz2 72 T il % ex
vivo TER L. IR L v vy bickh 35 2 &< 106h 7 flcEfEtko IS
ik ic BT L 72 (Todo et al., 2016), & D X 5 BB R GENMAIIC X 2 HIEERD
FEIC L, BHARICHRENRF Z ik c & 2EM 2D 5. KRB IZ A RPUR ICxt L
TERLBEIRTHL LB OLNTEY ., BHEEH T RIEEROFEICENTH S
LINb, EE HBEZL v v FIftolEsiBEIC L EERBZFONP T
L 20~40%DL v ey FICTISHIERAIEETH 3 L i LT 3% (Ramos et al.,
1995 : Tisone et al., 2006 ; Orlando et al., 2009), £ H L > =2 — 1 vHEIRK A
D RPEINH CTHIRIICZE L T A IFBEEZEL vy Pt LT, By HZ i
[SZPERL TV LW ISHEZe FardEINTEHY, BENZRISHiko
I H 1L 6~40% & 5 X 11T\ % (Mazariegos et al., 1997 ; Feng et al., 2012 ;
Benitez et al., 2013), & 51 2012 %< X Banff Working Group ic X %227 74 7V 7
b FE#K X L (Demetris, 2012), HCV « A REHERE 2R <. B 3 4 LR
MICKELL YLV PCBITFER—R T4 VIFAERIC X 3BT O RKAE & FRAEL
DREZIICLZISTHE e P ardRmInrs,

R RADFHERERIEFEIRDO N F~v—Hh—L LT, B 77 PNEZITER
RS I HFOC 88N 3 2 S E T AR (Treo) 2yST MG O A AL HRE T LTS
(Yoshizawa et al., 2005 ; Martinez-Llordella et al., 2007 : Taubert et al., 2016),
Yoshizawa & 1% Trec 2 EHENT O B AEHFFICHF S L T 2l %Z R L.

Martinez b (X %0 B AREH CRMIMF OyS8T ML & Trec 22EML T 3E Z & %,



Taubert & ZRIZTLRIEGI THEE S 7 7 FPAND Trec DIEMEZ HE Lz X HITHRIE
Ml B M (Newell et al., 2010) %, BHRMI Y 7% » + & (Tokita et al.,
2008)., MFEMELR AT X 2 0ZEERL v v b O FHll(Martinez-Llordella et
al., 2008) s K DIRER D B0, RBERAA A —H—DEKIGH L L CIlIiE L X
Tz,

Blitkr v vy P ORBEREZBIE T REET =) vy, Ly v b T
o b —PRRF R 2 G % Y v ~EREA G (Mixed lymphocyte reaction;
MLR) i X 2 ¥4hEffilg o B &, IFNye ATP O FEEZHE T 2 HELRE I L TWw
(Tanaka et al., 2012 ; Millan et al., 2013 ; Ravaioli et al., 2015), L2>L. IS#&&5F oD
Ly bTik, PURICH T 2T e G HfH N CTnws s (K1), 2
DOIGME L FHIl 2 EE L v, T i, ISHEEFoL vy o7 v ok, BHAT
DISOMPZ RS 2IFEHETH Y, ISZHED LEFPILL BT o KtE PR
TE2HOTIHAVAREELD S, EAEMIICITHT LD HE— oM fufE»)H K < 7%
L AERN oS ERE GRS, W) . BARREOHEFHIC X o THEL 2 RED
WAThz LI N TS (Woodetal, 2012), THilDKIE%E £ —
7w MICT L7z invitroassay Tlx, ©3 L b EEKWN(in vivo) THE U % % i 7 & K6
DRI N2 WAgEED D2, TUOoDOHEBICKY, 7—F7— X4 VO ISKGEIR
FEICREE=X ) VY 7 3IMALEZLNTWE 2, FHL O 2 HEMmIIMEILINTY
mWHIR DB B,
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CFSE proliferation
68.1

} 90 =

60

] CFSE proliferation

0.63
’WWJ1 L "'&'T !

Como-FITC-A  CFSE

CFSE >
*After gating CD3* T cells

E1 MLRICHIIZ2EBEELBENHEERLEIY Fo7AREE
RENFIEERL S ETY MW T, 7EORBRICHT 2 RIGEOIEIAR SN B,

vt MMt~ 2E 75 (Humanized mouse model) 1Z. b ML v F GEia % &
EAREY ZICBA - BEEL, invivolcB T MUERIGEIFITE 2 Tike L
THHREMERHE & T 5 (Shultz et al., 2007), EHE, RIELE~ 7 X2 DFEEICH
Vwyob M RARC Se A GE LA RS L AL ER) DA - R II R L T
h, FEROBEZYV R ZICIHLIT, e MUECY AT L 2RI CE 2 EE R
preclinical model system & L T, FBIFEAI LML IC BT 2 b IGD A 71 =X
LEME 23 2 b LT v % (Kenney et al., 2016), BE#ClE e © o iie 2 HREE L
RER Sy RICe PR - R - MEEZBET =T AZHOEMESRE SN
T\ % (de Oliveira et al., 2012 ; Xiao et al., 2014 ; Wang et al., 2004),

AEXY, ISEEGEOE. WE. PILEMOZERNIC, Bie B 28 L wijkx
=2 ) v ZEOWALAF N T WS, 2 TRABFBE%L > v v b o Rk
DR, ISFHETcHflENnT e RIE TR, ISORE» O L 727 v KRG
PERT s FEmE LT, FBEZL YYD v F XD 72 e b RR I AL ER
(human peripheral mononuclear cell; hu-PBMC) % fufE e~ 7 R ICHMBERK L v b
bt~y ZETAEERTE L 2MRELAL, 2ok MewyxETLICEWT, IS
DET 2O L 72RO GIE RIS BIEREL 20, ISHIES LREEL 7%
KDL vy b o7 v RERICEERIMTE 2 LIEL 2, DR EIEHT 2 72



i, FTEEEICET 2 MUY ZROMERE 7 v fURICH S 2 7 v LERIEZE
BERicBBEERs =T ADIEREZRA =, Hiv CEEKTFEA (Living donor liver
transplantation; LDLT) L ¥ v ¥ F ® hu-PBMC # 7z & MMb~ v X{ER D]
B BILOT7 e ICOFiic oW TR L7z, E5ICLDLT Ly ¥ Y } @ hu-
PBMC # w7t MM~y RicE T, ISEETLLERTECWD LIREL S
G, FF—% 7k 3¢party LR Ic T 2 RZ 0Bt zMFEOE =21 v 7k L K
MET L 72,

10



Jiik

<7 X

KEY ¥ 7V ViR (Bar Harbor, ME, USA) 226 HAF v+ — AL X Y N —
(Yokohama, Japan) %4 L T A L 72 NOD.Cg-Prkdcs“IL2rg™/Vil/Sz
(NOD/SCID/IL2r y ™!'; NSG) ~ v A % bl K72 BB 5 iE st %o - fE
L7z. BhE - B IXFERBEARLY RS RE (SPFavFT1vav) ©<A4
7aTAV L= —%HWTITo72, 2COEYERITYFEE AR H 8 ik
WTHEME L, FFEBICIE 8~16 MmOl D~ T X 2w/, 72, KFRICICE
J2~7 2%V XCOEYERIE [EZRAENIER LB EERICBE T 5
HE ] IcHlL <ftTbis,

EEREM

AWFFE I ALTE KW 0 E © 2 3 EMRITSEEH5 ) (Institutional review board;
IRB) D#&# (K#EES 008-0129) icHK W TiThbn, #EH A, EIRFBHEEZL
IV FFE—2OMESNOREZG 72 FCciliglalkl & BIRIEHRO it %2157,
RPFEIC BRI N @FENIL 5. TR A S T Al o i X 36 % (23-
40) THo 7= (FK 1),

K1 @EEERR
= 3 N <l

HLA mismatch vs. allo-Ag

A-B-DR
1 33 b3 1-2-2
11 37 93 1-1-2
111 36 Py 1-2-2
v 23 Py 0-2-2
v 40 Py 1-1-1-

T2, ALiBE R CEMI KL E T > T 2 ERIFBAERE 1 E L2 RE L
Lz vk 4l Zzo P F 14038 FI Nz, 95 106 (BHE3IH) 34
s Y LAx (TAC) . a7z /)—nfEE7zF0 (MMF) . AFA 7L F=Yn
v (mPSL) . ¥ vV 4 x (SIRO) % &® - EiflRikd c. WEKoL v v
T v MER IR YE 44.0 5% (0.5-70.0 5%) . BAEZERIT P RE 5.6 £ (1.9-24.0

11



) Thot (R 2),

®2: Atk L v e v FERQO REHREST L e v b

HLA mismatch . EEL U
ABDR SAEIIIRE] gt
LEZIEL BhEk i ViV
# l RS i o —
F kR il JEIR LRER Y v, vs. (mg/day) (mg/day) mPSL SIRO (mg/day)
(%) (€ [trough
Donor 3" party [trough [trough (mg/day) (ng/ml)]
(ng/ml)] (ug/mb]
1 5.5 3B JBIE I 5 17.3 HEE 2-1-1 2-2-2 2.5[5.0] 2000 [15.5] 5.0 - 6 [@]
2 58.3 = PBC 4.0 Br 1-1-1 1-1-1 4.0 [7.2] - - - 3
3 43.2 5B PBC 1.9 b 1-1-1 1-1-1 1.4 [44] 500 [1.6] - - =L
4 48.1 % FEFEVEIF 28 4.0 * 2-2-2 2-2-2 1.0 [6.5] 1500 [3.1] 5.0 1.0 [10.0] 4 [H]
5 44.7 5B T 3 — AAERFREZE 7.9 *x 2-2-2 1-2-2 4.0 [4.8] - - - 1108
6 3.9 T Byler J#% 10.7 53 0-1-0 0-1-2 1.0 [1.5] - - - 2 [H
7 42.7 5B FAP 6.1 # 1-2-1 2-2-0 4.0 [8.6] 1000 [3.0] o - 1108
8 70.0 = PBC 3.1 B 0-1-1 1-1-1 6.0 [3.9] 1000 [1.9] - - L
9 55.5 'q PSC 5.0 53 1-1-1 1-2-1 - 1000 [1.7] 7.5 - 1108
10 0.5 © AHEEASHAE 24.0 53 1-1-1 2-2-2 1.0 [2.9] - - - L

PBC, JRFEHEREH M FIEZS; FAP, RIEHT I v 4 FR Y =2 —w o5 —; PSC, JRFEMEMLIEIRE 4¢; TAC, tacrolimus; MMF, mycophenolate mofetil;
mPSL, methylprednisolone; SIRO, sirolimus

e, 4B (BEE 260D XM RIS % bk © & 2 Efl <, BhbERo L >
v v b o FEfy I ofE 53.8 i (0.5-59.3 %) . BHEBERIL P E 8.0 4 (4.0-
19.0 ). g ndlA o il 2.8 4 (2.5-13.5 F)ThHh -7 (£ 3),

#£3: Mg L v v v P ERQ ENHERIFILL e v b

HLA mismatch
TEhERE Fohetk A-B-DR sk balpil e aan
# GS PR JRPRE FEEFEEL FF— s, vs. rh ke TEy—F
(%) (4F) (4F)
Donor 3 party
I 59.3 = NASH 4.5 iES 0-0-1 1-1-2 3.0 L
II 52.2 5B 7 v 2 — VRS 4.5 BT 1-1-0 0-1-2 2.6 1 [q]
III 55.4 5 NASH 4.0 SEE 0-1-1 1-1-1 2.5 =L
v 0.5 = JIELE BH S 19.0 {53 1-1-1 1-2-2 13.5 1 [q]

NASH, JE7 v a — A HAEGAT4; BA, RHEPASAE

S EE LR o 16 GEFI#2). £ 72 G ifiF ik ¢ & 72 4 §ld 3 F1 GEF #
I, #II, #1ID) (3, db#E KR¥ @ IRBIC X V&R I N =R KkZEEF S 010-
0070) ICHEHFINTWIEFTH 2, FF—Ii2iEHE2s 11 6], FEMmEE (B
B3PNTH o7z, REBREFICHBMEG L7 <. P OMKELEY X7 %2 E)E
LCHERBP A NZREFLADL vy MIZRIAL 72,
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H2 FRBHELETY b OHERERES

AARICBEFIN- 1P OFBIEERL Y FOHERBERT, E#I&L Ty
FOMBRERETRT, LTV FORROKEDRIIAMECOmMBY 7Y 7D
% ~d, REDGHFOBE (E>7) . Fik (k) . B OkB) 2ZhZThigT,
FieRILTEY — FIZROETRY, #4TIERENHF R IEDRRA L 4 » f-vavER o &
A IV7HRLTWS,

LI LY Yy P b, K 41T IS WIRREEEER . & 5 1 IS AR
WEFEF D EAERT IR 2282 & B — R EAYPTIR (Donor specific antibody; DSA) @
Al ZE L 72,
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Fd: itk v ey Mok 2BMERTURRE L P — RGO itk hL ey b

AR Preformed DSA De novo DSA
% DSA-MFI _
* Wi H4R  HM  Ag DSA-MFI  £fE DSA mﬁ%fi@waﬁ Ag T e FFERPIR  Cad
(4)
1 »HY =L — — »Y 17.0 DQ4,DQ7 16666 92241 A2F3 +
2 L »HY »Y DR1 6583 »Y 1.0 DQ5 1058 2089 A1F0 )
3 L L — — A A A A A AR
4 »HY »Y L — — L — — — — A2F2 -)
5 HY by =L — o L — — — — ENE]
6 bHY L =L — — »HY 14.6 DQ7 23124 106062 A1F0 )
7 L =L — — »Y 5.0 DQ2,DR53 11694 661169 AlF1 )
8 L »HY L — o ] E NG| A8 ] ]
9 L »Y »YH Cwb 7099 »Y 1.9 Al 1292 1292 AOF0 (-)
10 A &L T ARH ENi By 20.1 DQ8,DR4 2819 4355 AOF1 )
Ag, antigen; DSA, donor specific HLA antibodies; MFI, mean fluorescence intensity
K5: 8K L v vy Mo 3 BHEATIRRE L FF —REOFUEQ SEIHgERAHhLr ey b
AR Preformed DSA De novo DSA
# Bl R A% Ag DSA-MFI A& DSA mﬁ%ﬁa%rﬂﬁ Ag P Fregpn  Cud
) max Sum
I =L HY L — — =L — — — — A1F0 )
I L »Y A2 6670 =L — — — — AOF0 )
111 L L — — »Y 2.0 DQ4 6020 15142 AOF0 (-)
JAVA | =L ] — — =L — — — — AOF1/2 ()

Ag, antigen; DSA, donor specific HLA antibodies; MFI, mean fluorescence intensity

LTCoLrTyv b it.

ZMICXoTCiMid N, BETH - 72

FF—U v XEkEIMiEEFEHLZY v NIk 2x~y 5T

2

H A\
R

F > —FERMHT HLA-A, -B, -Cw. -

DR, ¥ X U8-DQ #ifk % LABScreen® single antigen test (One Lambda Inc., Canoga
FJ —HLA I —B( L 72 FHHELEE (mean
fluorescence intensity; MFI) 1000 DA k% DSA G & HIE L 72, BhEKR I HLA fiik

Park,

FIRAMEERE LT3,

CA., USA) Ic X b #llZE L.

NSG=UR~Db ) VANEROBESE (e MMbk=v R Y v BkBfieT v (hu-

PBMC-NSG) D{ERX)

@ & FARMMEZE (hu-PBMC) DI @ 2 h Z 0o FEREN X Y #7 30ml O K
MWL 728, #2127 4 2 — i (GE Healthcare Japan, Tokyo, Japan) %

M\ T hu-PBMCs % 70t L 7=,

@ =V Z~DBPHIRIBY e MMl T ZRETAERICH 2D, =7 A ~DRFILE L
LTAEDORBHMEE #IT3 252 & T, w7 AN~D b b REMlE o EEER
ERFT 2L BME TN T3S (King et al.,, 2009), AfffFE Tld NSG <=7 RiC
2.0Gy O BUR BRI % 4T L 726

14



@ hu-PBMC-NSG DK : I L 72 hu-PBMC % % 2> i RPMI-1640 7 ¥E 500,
T50X105~1.0X 107 flicFAEEL . ~ v RAERENICE G L7z, e P Y v ¥ ERko <=7
AN~DOHWEELZERT 5729, hu-PBMC IEENE G 14 HiR I~ v R B HRk &
D BME 2 A CORMIMZRIRL, = v ARKMMd e + CD45 51k (hCD45%) )
v IR DE|A % Flow cytometry Z FH W CHIE L 72, ~ v ZEKMIMH © hCD45+ Y
VARRROEI G, 1% A HE B P Y Vv oNERE v ANICHBEE I N LE
£ L 7=Issaetal., 2010),

Flow cytometry

b PRI L Y BICL 72 hu-PBMC, b b U Y oSBRE FHEE L 72 NSG v 7 X L W
IRL 72 hCD45'Y v "ERkZLU T 7a =34 b A b Y —$itkEHwC@e L 7=, FITC;
e +-CD3, -CD14, -CD62L, PE; $ite +-CD19, -CD16, -CD56, -CD45RA, -CCR4,
_CCR6, PerCP-Cy5.5; §iit b -HLA-DR, PE-Cy7; ¥t F-CD3, -Ki67, APC; §it b -
CD3, -CD45, -CCR6, Alexa Fluor 647; i e b -CD127, APC-H7; $i r b -CDS, -
CD45R0O, BV421; $itre F-CD25, -CXCR3,V500; Jrr F-CD4, Alexa Fluor 488 ; it e
F -Foxp3 (£ BD Pharmingen, San Diego, USA), FCAIIEERZE 12 TAAD St % F\»
72 M@ Y2 13, Fixation/Permeabilization solution (eBioscience, San Diego,
USA) % FH\» T, eBioscience DH#EEE 7 v b a2 — i fE W AllIE %2 LB L 72, #Il7E 13 FACS
Canto IT (BD Bioscience, New Jersey, USA) Z#ffiH L ¢, ZERGEICLVITo 7/, =
VT 1 7 —f#HT1x FlowJo software (FLOWJO LLC) ZfEH L 7=,

In vivo cell proliferation assay
TofEIc T s e F THllRo K)G% NSG =7 2 /ERNCRIZE T 3 B CTU T D
7 V&AL EEHE L 72,

O 7uHif =y 2#ERNKESEF L - hu-PBMC JEREN S 21 H#. RPMI-1640
VAW 500pl © 3.0 X 106 ff I T L - fh o fdEH A & 0 BRELL 72 7 v PBMC (7 v
J& 3 Allo-Ag) % 30Gy DS FRIEH % 1T W Z{F 1L X &7 <, hCD45*Y v
NERO HEEIHER I N NSG w7 REFIKEL V%5 L7z, 72 PBMC #% 5-Hi

(Day0)., #%57% 1,3,5,7 HHIKZhZh~ 7 R BENR X 0 KR % BREL ., K

Wit o e b CD4, CD8 B (hCD4+/hCD8*) T #ift % Hl:E L % o h o Ki67 [
PR R 2 & I E . Kie7 Bk Aa o #EF % 38l L 72 .

@ 7o <~ v AEENKSET L hu-PBMC BN S 21 H#. RPMI-1640
VAW 500p] T 3.0 X 106 fH I FHE L 727 v PBMC % 30Gy O U R B8 5 % 17\ B
THEAF 1 & 2 7 - ©, hCD45* ) v N BR O FREEE23 ERE & 7z NSG ~ 7 R IEFEN
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LY #%5 L7z, 71 PBMC # 5.0 (Day0), #5% 3 HH THEENREHR (v
AMEEAN I B EEIE K Sml 285 L, 2 D& L 72 @) D hCD4*/hCD8*T
A % B E L 2 o v o Kie7 Gl e 2R 2 JIE  Ki67 [5 14 #l e o #E 8% % 3l L 7=,
hu-PBMC % FH2E L 72 NSG = 7 2 iC RPMI-1640 %% 5000l D A %% L5 L2 D
negative control & L CTH W7,

hu-PBMC-NSG 2> & ® hCD45+ Y ¥ »XER D £ EL

NSG = v ZICFMHEEE L 72 hCD45* ) v SERoEOHEIE. 72, BUF D Ex vivo cell
proliferation assay IZ Fiv» 2 #fifld Z $RHX 9" 2 HIY T hu-PBMC JEEA 5 21 HEgIC
NSG v 7 X Mot (&5 MM+ SR HE) &, R, M. B8z 8RN 72,
BRI L 720, B BEIE 70 pm e L A b LA F— ETT ) O L CHMIME L, KA
& b+ RBC lysis buffer (Thermo Fisher, Massachusetts, USA) TiAlM . i LG
#qML 7,

Ex vivo cell proliferation assay

@ Ki67 [BHEMIZIC X 2 57 © 7w HFUFICN 3 2 KICZBIE T % 720 MLR # H\wC
Ki67 Jetaic X b Flow cytometry TaEAfifi L 7z, % A X U #HELL 7z hu-PBMC, 3
L < ¥ hu-PBMC H#5%I1C NSG ~ 7 2 X D RE(L 72 hCD3'T M % 58 & 55 b
[10%FCS(Sigma-Aldrich Japan, Hokkaido, Japan), $iLE % (100 U/ml penicillin;
100mg/ml streptomycin, Nacalai tesque, Kyoto, Japan), 50uM 2-mercapto-ethnol
(Katayama chemical, Osaka, Japan) #&H L 7z RPMI-1640 & ] CTHIFAZE L K
JoAIfE (Responder) & L CH W, 71 PBMC (7 ufii/i ; Allo-Ag) % 30Gy fiX
IR IS LI 2421k L€, RRRICTE R cHFHE LEM L 72, hu-PBMC #
EEHIC NSG ~ 7 2 X D ERELL 72 hCD45* ) v ~ERik, ~ v 2 #ilg % R &3 3 /-
Ptk b CD3 ¥4 7 v v —X (Miltenyi Biotec, Bergisch Gladbach, Germany)
% T Auto MACS (Miltenyi Biotec, Bergisch Gladbach, Germany) 2 X 9
hCD3 T i % 708 L <fEH L 72, hCD3*T M @ 23 Bt #ti £ 12 Flow cytometry %
TRl L 72, RICHIIE., 7ediie dbicznz i lwell 729 1.5X 105 %
96 well round-bottom plate (BD falcon, BD, New Jersey, USA) &R L, 37°C,
5% MLk FET T 5 HEILKE;#E L 72, Positive control & L CTRIGHINE & A&
(1.5x10° ) » T MifEiG 1t © — X (Dynabeads Human T-Activator CD3/CD28,
Invitrogen, San Diego, USA) % W CTHIB L 7z, 5 HZICHIMEZEIL L. Flow
cytometry % W CTHENT L 72, RIGHIIEH © Ki67 Btk (Kie7+) HAE % 54 5l il i

&L CRHE L 7,
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@ Ml E B FEY AT X % 3 : ik o KIS FE % Violet Proliferation Dye (VPD,
BD Horizon, New Jersey, USA). H|# 3+ %2 7 v PBMC (7 u §i &) %
Carboxyfluorescein Diacetate Succinimidyl Ester (CFSE, eBioscience, San Diego,
USA) Tz Nz NGt L, MLR % /iifT L Flow cytometry % F \» CHENT L 72, {8H
NFE I ERFBEEZL v P XD UL 72 hu-PBMC, % L < (2 hu-PBMC
FEERZIC NSG v~ 7 A X D RELL 7= hCD3*T fiflg % sGHif & L CffiA L, &
HEEREERFBEEE - X VBB LAT e PBMC 22 nZn 7 afiff (3¢
party JUR. FF—PUH) & L CH W, 3Y9party 132 CTH—DEFHE X » L
7z hu-PBMC % fi 7z, hu-PBMC B 8E#IC NSG ~ 7 2 X Y f#IUL 7z hCD45"
Vv osERIZ, $ie P CD3 ~4 7 mr e —X%MH T hCD3'T Ml % 5 i L < {EH
L 72, hCD3'T #fi@ © 43 B4l 13 Flow cytometry % FH W CEEAM L 7z, SOGHIAE 1%
14 M VPD C%fa L. 71 PBMC i 1uM CFSE THfa s ic 30Gy Mo 5 L
Wiz fEILL <, ZhZ N oA LERL 2, ICHIE, 7 e ik e
bicENZEN 1 well B72Y 1.5X1051 % 96 well round-bottom plate IZ &M L |
37 . 5% _R{bRFET 5 HEHEEE L 72, Positive control & L T oMM &
& (1.5x10°fF) > T MfEEEt e — X2 H I L 72, 5 HZICHAE % B
L. Flow cytometry % F\» CTENT L 72, B5EMINEIE 7 v U S L C 856 L 7-#
H (%) 2> & ROGHIAE D A CHITE L 724 (%) % 51\ 72 BUfiei < FFAf L 72,

HLA 24 v v 7

f#EE AN FBEZL v v P P -2 80T X ToOEBRERICHN L TERIL 72
M % H\w<, HLA % 4 v~ 2 (A-B-DR) % JiifT L 7z, £ 4 ¥ v 712 WAKFlow HLA
2 4 v v 73 (Wakunaga Pharmaceutical Co. Ltd, Osaka, Japan) % 7z,

T FRIBRES

ETCOME ARG 1. GraphPad Prism version 8.0 (GraphPad Software) % F\» T
AT L 72, EEEMOFERITFHIRMEEZ H VT, ZOfthd 2 TOZEEIL I H + EEHEGR
ZEHOWTEL L 72, FHMELKL 7727 — %13 one way ANOVA TR L. Aif&fE
W L 727 — & 1% paired t-test $ L {1 t- test CRHliL 720 BEEDLD 554
P<0.05.P<0.01, ¥ 721X P<0.001 iZzh N, K CT* **F 2 ig***L L TKRLL 7z,

17



1. hu-PBMC-NSG & 51 DE K

¥ 9 NSG ~ v ZIC hu-PBMC OGN A[GETH 5 2>, L-HHETH - 72854 hu-
PBMC ¥ 5 B0 EHEN ENITETH 22 Hit+ 2 HIW T, #HFEE (n=2~5,
3) ® hu-PBMC % 5.0x10°~1.0x 107 {f % NSG =7 @ ic#&% 5 L 14 Hikic~v
ZJREIR X 0 KRR % BRI L THRET 21T 5 72, 4 ¥, NSG =~ 7 R ICHALE % & 31T
AfL7z& 25, hu-PBMC 1.0X 10" fil o5 T3 hCD45" Y v YEK D FREEE 1T R A 1M
H D 10%U T TH o7z, FHEEZRD Y v o3k mE O HIE S cell proliferation assay i<
A2 723D hCD45* ) v NERZRINT 2720 ici3%ED L PRl & NSG =7 =
BRETHY, TOETFAIIAEE MWL 72, Ric~ 7 RITHIALE & L TR #7E 5
19T A EER LS L7z, NSG ~ 7 1T 2.0Gy ISR IAST %2 fifT L. eI
0.5x10~2.5%10°ff ® hu-PBMC %~ v RJFENICEKEG L5, 14 HED~< Y
ZRMIMF D hCD45+Y v SEROFHHERZ LR L7, SBOWEICHEHNT 2200+
378D hCD45 ) v NERBSRINTE, —~AIc2 % 30ml FE D F KMo I T
M xfiT X 28 L L<C, hu-PBMC 2.5x 10l # NSG =7 2 JGeNIc# 53 % &
TLERHL 2,
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80+
= 60+
2
= 404
+
2
o
2 20+ -
0 L ——r— .
hu-PBMC hu-PBMC hu-PBMC hu-PBMC hu-PBMC
5.0x106 1.0x107 0.5%108 1.0x108 2.5%106
(n=5) (n=2) (n=2) (n=2) (n=5)
-+ > - >
EHRBE G U 2.0Gy SRR S

E3 hu-PBMC-NSGY 7 ADERL

hu-PBMCRERE AR 5 %148 O < 7 XKW IMF Dhcpas* ) > /ERDE| &% RIE L 7=,
FERGHRBHEE DO T 7 X IR, 2.06yHEHRIBHETCOE M) N\ EROBHED E
ANRH LN,

2. hu-PBMC-NSG H#E £t D hCD45+Y v RO E O ZEAL

Kc . fERLL 72 hu-PBMC-NSG &5 X D #E L 72 hCD45+ Y v <B4 % &
L. AWFFEICHEHTE 32 %5 L7z, hu-PBMC # 5% 14 H: D~ v 2 KM H D
hCD45+ Y v »¥BkJ)i#i % Flow cytometry % F\» T2l L 72, hu-PBMC-NSG X b £ HL
L7z hCD45*Y v Bk 90%LL EA hCD3*T #ilgdcdH b (n=3, 4A), HEIC
hCD3*T MlEAFHME I NS Z L 2R &, hCD4*/hCD8*T fMilE o lLHF I & 21X
RO o7 (n=3, ®4B), £/, hCD3 V) v ~EKTIZ, 1~2% & LB D B, #
KA FHEEI NS D00 HERL NKMZIxIz e A CHBEI LAV LRI
7= (n=3, M 4C),

19



>

p<0.05
1004 | l
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I3
4“ 804 ns
& | |
g 60+ 'l'
E Il hCD3 cells
N 4o hCD3*T cells
o
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3 20
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H
04 . ——
hu-PBMC hu-PBMC-NSG
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g 801 %‘ ~E 5
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hCD4*T#iIE  hCD8*TiiE B BilfY EMAMIES  BIR  NK#ER

a4 hu-PBMC-NSGEHERIE#OE b Y /" RROBEDOEL

hu-PBMCRERZ A 5 %148 O < 7 AR IMFP DhCD4s* ) » /RERIZE T B V) /B E|
RIE L., BESHIDhu-PBMCE LB L 7=,

(A) hu-PMBC-NSG T, BEIChCD3I' TN BEE I N7 (n=3),

(B) BHEEE OTHAD OB D LLEL; hcDa*/heD8 THIfRICE B EZ TR o i H - 7= (n=3),
(C) BHEZ OhCDIMEL E; B> E DM, BIKMIREOBEEINRE SN (n=3),

3. in vivo cell proliferation assay, 7 B §iJi~ v AR5 €7 Vv OIERK

t MMe~wv 271 (hu-PBMC-NSG) 2358H L. #i\» T hCD45*) v Xk 7 1
PRI 2 K6 (T e kit) 2~ v 24N (in vivo) CTEIZ - FHic & 2 » % &
AT HNTT i~y ZFIRNS €7 L 21EK L 72, hu-PBMC % 5% 21 HD
hu-PBMC-NSG E#/tic 7 @ PBMC 3.0 x 10°fil 2 #45- L. 0(7 @ PBMC # 5-71), 1,
3,5, 7THTZNZ N~y ALMMZ L 72, EL 72K ML+ o hCD4*/hCD8*T
ffEc 51 2 Kie7*fllid % Flow cytometry CTHIE L. BHEMIE & L T % 0 #EF% % FFf
L7z, Ki67 ixAMHa I 51 2 GO LA o MlAEIc T8 3 2 BN HLE T 5 0 (Gerdes
etal., 1991). Flow cytometry i€ X b flATER IR D B FEHA 1< & 2 4> T D M % 3 © %
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% L XT3 (Soaresetal., 2010), 7 v TR & 58 <13 Ki6 7 Hll g © #% 2° Negative
control & E_RKEL o T3 b DD, hCD4*/ hCD8*T Mt ic —E o 25/ &
Nprof (n=2, ThZnicay b —Aff 7efi)f#5H8 n=1~2, M 5), 7
~ 7 AEEEIC X 5 Ko7 #ildFEoxd K& EmM it NEgEcH 2 LMWL 72,

£ 9
g T B % Sorlel
g 60 ~ Allo 1 & 60 sl
4 -~ Allo 2 4 - Allo 2
e  40- 8 40
B #
g 204 g 201
5 o< 8 ol— '
o N o> QA
S S N G D S
E 801 - Control s a - Control
= Allo 1 = Allo 1
601 601
§ -+ Allo 2 E -+ Allo 2
G L e 401
g &
g 20+ g 20+
I ———— g
o NS 6 A o NGO & QA
= & & & & P - & & & & &

5 in vivo cell proliferation assay, 7 AR ¥ 7 A iRIRAK S E TV
hu-PBMCRERE A 5#21B D < 7 X EZ#RIC 77 OPBMC 3.0 X 10%E % # 5 L 7=, Dayo0,
1,3,5, 7CHRMMAIXEL. hCD4*/hCD8* THIREIC 1T AKie7 R DB A EZR L.
Control (77 R#URFEKRE) & &R L 7=,

(A), (B) hu-PBMC (275 #A) % BHEE L 7-hu-PBMC-NSG (Control; n=2, Allo-PBMC#% 5;
n=2) |[C7 APBMC (B@F#&B) %5,

(B) hcoa*T #lif2IC 1 B Kie7*#EfE DHER, (B)hCDS THEARIC 35 T B Kie7*HlifE DHER
(C), (D) hu-PBMC ({2F#&A) # BHEE L 7-hu-PBMC-NSG (Control; n=1, Allo-PBMCI% 5;
n=2) |C7 APBMC (@F#&B) %##&5,

(C) hcD4'T M2 IC B 1 B Kie7HIfE D HER, (D)hCDS'THARZ IC H 1T B Kie7 HIRZ D HER,

4, in vivo cell proliferation assay, 7 R HiJR ~ v REERNE L €T LV OIERK
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RIChCD457 ) v SR 7 u Kt % invivo TEIZ - FHic X 2 02 a4 5 HIY T
TufiR~y NS ET AV EER L 72, hu-PBMC #5% 21 H® hu-PBMC-
NSG v v 2N ic 7 v PBMC3.0x10°ff % 45 L. 0 (7 v PBMC #4i),3 HT
TnE N~y AMEHENEERZ BRI 72, #iEE FERICEERNRER? S BRIL 72
hCD4+/hCD8*T fMifldic & 1F 2 Kie7 fifld Z Mg & L <FEfi L 72, 7 v iR 5
B-avibo—aAfEed, hCD4/hCDS'T Mifldic 31 2 Ki67T#iflddZfticZ L <
ML bIC—EDfEmr AT eI TEhdrolr (n=2, TN ZETNICa Y buo—
- 7o PRESH n=1~2, X 6),
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w

80 80- ns
5 s - gon:ro:; g — ~ Control 1
| -+ Contro . Control 2
g 60 -+ Allo 1 E . :_- AH(?qo
g 40 —— = Allo 2 8 o — Allo 2
'-—-_—-_. /
‘—’/_——'
E 20+ g 20-
< ©
a o . . a o0 . ’
e Day0 Day3 2 Day0 Day3
80+ 80+
g !Li -=- Control g 0 -=- Control
B 60+ -= Allo % 60+ -= Allo
»7
2 « g«
3
g 20 g 20 e
< ) —
a o v v a o0 . .
e Day0 Day3 2 Day0 Day3

[E6 in vivo cell proliferation assay, 7 AR < 7 AEEAKREET IV
hu-PBMCHEFE AR 5#21B D~ 7 AR AIC 7 OPBMC 3.0 X 10E % % 5 L 7=, Day0,
3TRREAGRE % KA, hCD4*/hCD8'THIAZICEH T B Kie7HIfEDHEB A HRE L.
Control (7 A#RIEKRYE) & EEBIRET L 7=,

(A), (B) hu-PBMC (f2F#EA) % BHEZE L 7/-hu-PBMC-NSG (Control; n=2, Allo-PBMCI% 5;
n=2) [C7 APBMC (BE#B) %15,

(B) hCD4*T #f2IC 35 \F B Kie7* M DHERS, (B)hCDS THERSIC 51T D Kie7*FlHAE D HER
(C), (D) hu-PBMC (2 H#EA) % BEHEZE L 7-hu-PBMC-NSG (Control; n=1, Allo-PBMC#% 5;
n=1) ([C7 APBMC (% #B) %5,

(C) hCDa*T M2 I B | BKie7 2 DH#HEE, (D)hCD8 THEZIC 5 | B Kie7*HHIE D HER,

5. Ex vivo cell proliferation assay & 5 )\ D {ERK

hu-PBMC-NSG i & % invivo TO T v L DBI%E - Gl NEEcdH 2 L HBT L. X
IZ hu-PBMC-NSG X Y hCD45* Y v ~Ek % 4 {&4; (ex vivo) W L. in vitro T7T
R RILEBECTCE 22T AEMEMRL %2, hu-PBMC # 5% 21 H® hu-PBMC-NSG ~
7 A X ) hCD45+Y v NEkZ L. hCD3*T filg % HEk L 72, 7 v )i & Kb &
¥ % MLR % fifT L 7zo hu-PBMC-NSG ##ZEHT D hu-PBMC % il \» 7= MLR O F
& hu-PBMC-NSG X Y ##HL L 7z hCD3*T #ifd ® MLR #3£ & tb#giRsT L 7z, hCD3*T
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Mo BEE X ie b CD3 4 7 v v —X%H\» T positive selection THHEL 72, H
BEMRE 1L 94.3% & RAFCTH Y, 72, HEEL 72 hCD3'T Mifid @ 97.4%72° hCD45*Y v
NIERTHDHEDMERL, v AMIEOBEANIBMETH 2 & BRI Nz (n=3,
7). Kio7 #life % S EfHNe & L <i¥fi L 72854 . hu-PBMC ic X 2 MLR & hu-PBMC-
NSG 7 5 #H L 7 hCD3*T #ilg %M \v:72 MLR <3 hCD4'/hCD8'T #ifid & % .
CD3/CD28 fll#ic d 7 m il ic d RIF AR KGN A b vz, & 6 ic CD3/CD28 Hi#ic
HAR7uKIGATE G &b &, MiEHD MLR IZFEEED KIGHEAE AR 57 (n=1,
8) M. AR 7% MIGHRE S hu-PBMC-NSG T® MLR THWHIRTH 7=, T 7-.
O, 7 e dl)R %z £+ VPD, CFSE T%:( L. Flow cytometry THE5EM g %
4 L 7285 & b FAEIC, hu-PBMC i X 3 MLR & hu-PBMC-NSG ic X 32 MLR T3
hCD4'/hCDS8'T ffiid & &, CD3/CD28 flI#ic b 7 v HLlsic d BiF R KIG 2 L & 1,
i# O MLR X EE D KSR %589 72 (n=1, ¥ 9), &5, Kie7Hifigic X 2 5
OB IVBOKIEBRONE LR EINTZ, TRETOHERIY ., SHDEMRIF
BRitgLr vy P EHOERICOWTIZ, ZofMi@lattRzytic X 2 3%
F\» 72 Ex vivo cell proliferation assay €7 A 2 H L. fFliz 175 H# & L 7=,
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ssoud ppe g — F19+SD
i 97.1 & 801 94.3+3.72
g “
o 4.
a
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# o -
hCD3*T cells
B ERnhcD3 Tl _—
- = & ¥15+SD
' 9.9 € a0 97.4+1.45
ﬂ_ ¥ d
E 60+
t, 404
o o
o
oo - : ‘
= r:’r"-,"r" - ~'rv»"a‘v ”"1.:; ’ 0 +
» hCD45 hCD45*T cells

K7 hu-PBMC-NSGZ 7 R & ¥ REX L 7=hcD3* THIfE D FLE

hu-PBMCHEfRAIR 5218 D < 7 XOKRMM - i - B8EL Y HEXL 7zhu-PBMCE L &
FCD3¥ A 70 E—X ZAWTHEBEL 7z, HEEL 7zhco3THIRZ OFLE & heD3*THIRE A
EbRETHZZEET7O—Y A PX MY —FBWTEFML 7.

(A) BB L 7-hcD3*THEZ D L (n=3)

(B) BB L 7=hcD3+THEAZ D hCDAs R HEE (n=3)
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= L = ne
F * -
2100, = 2100- e
8 8
g 801 g 80+
o 601 S 60
] r
£ 401 £ 404
2 2
T 20- © 201
o o
B 0'—ﬁj—_— 5 o
g Control CD3/CD28 Allo g Control CD3/CD28 Allo
Stimulus Stimulus
_— * _— *
2 T 2 3
2 100 = 2100 e
@ ]
o o
= 80+ rF 801
3 a
60+ 604
2 2
E 401 £ 40
r 2
3 207 2 207
*+ [ X = +
E 0 - R o et § o - 4
X Control CD3/CD28 Allo >3 Control CD3/CD28  Allo
Stimulus Stimulus

X8 ex vivo cell proliferation assay, Ki67 AR 1= & 2 5F{f
hu-PBMCREfR A 5#21H D < 7 X (hu-PBMC-NSGY 7 X) DOARMEM - i - BfEL Y
HEX L 7-heD3*T M2 % MU EEST L2 1L L 7= 7 e fu/R. $ L < ZCD3/CcD28
E—X&sHEERESEL (MR) . [EIUR L 72 D cpa/cos MR I £ 1T B Kie 7+
DA% L, hu-PBMCIC & AMLROFERE & LLE L 7=,

(A), (B) hu-PBMC-NSGA* R EX L 7-hCD3* A2 IC & 5 MLR (n=1)

(A) hCD4'T cell, (B) hCD8*T cell

(©), (D) hu-PBMC ((A), (B) & [El— D hu-PBMCOEAEHH) 1L BMLR (n=1)

(C) hCD4'T cell, (D) hCD8*T cell
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gmo- - 1§10° _—
2 80 2 801

Q

'g 601 ‘2_: 60+

2 404 % 40

: 201 T 201

5 £

[ 0 0-

£ Control CD3/CD28  Allo % Control CD3/CD28  Allo
2 Stimulus & Stimulus

(@]
O

1001

Control CD3/CD28 Allo
Stimulus

Control CD3/CD28 Allo
Stimulus

Proliferated cells in hCD4'T cells (%)
Proliferated cells in hCD8*T cells(%)

9 ex vivo cell proliferation assay, Ki67 (A 1= & 2 5Ff
hu-PBMCEERZ AR 5%21B D <7 X (hu-PBMC-NSGY 7 X) DFRA4M - i - B8EL Y
FREX L 7-hCD3'T #if2 2 VPDARE L. BARIBST LIBJEA1E1E LCFSERE % L7727 AN
R, H L <iZcp3/cp28—X &sHREHEEREL (MR) | [EUX L 7-#2 D CD4YCD8* 5
MR D@EEE 70 —HY A4 X MY =T L. hu-PBMCIC K AMLROFER & LB L
o

(A), (B) hu-PBMC-NSGA* 5 #EEX L 7-hCD3*#l A2 [C & % MLR (n=1)

(A) hCD4'T cell, (B) hCD8'T cell

(C), (D) hu-PBMC ((A), (B) & [BAl— D hu-PBMCOEAEHH) 2L AMLR (n=1)

(C) hCD4'T cell, (D) hCD8*T cell

6. BEE HFBHEKBL YTV FickI} 3 hu-PBMC-NSG =7 X i i} 3 hCD45*
Y voNBRO B

hu-PBMC RN 5% 14 Hi2 0~ 7 A KM O hCD45+ Y v SR E & 135
# (n=5) T20.9 + 2.72% (Mean + SEM). 4 {kFHfikL > v v } 14 <l
fEREEREP Ly (OnIS Ly vy b, n=10) < 40.88 = 6.52%. %
MmEFThIEL ey b (OffIS Ly ¥z v b, n=4) ©39.78 £ 11.82%Ch v . fi
WEH. WEM#GL vy i 2H]¢ hu-PBMC @ NSG =7 2 ~0 HHEE 2K
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L7z (K 10A~C), hu-PBMC @ NSG v 7 A~ FRESR T, #HFH, SEmERE
Lo vy b, REMEHFITDEL D O3S THEERAD Rd o 2, &
HE ARG L ey P o 2 BFIClE KA R Sz (vs On IS
recipients p=0.16, vs Off IS recipients p=0.32, one-way ANOVA, 10D) .

A 100 D 100 : == 1
9 93 p=0.16 p=0.99
— 80 — 801 T 1) 1
o § e A
60 604 . [=]
2 o1 -
2 e v 44 ,, . 2“1 . =
g 20{ _® A4 — é 201 —o 8 " A
e® Em . .o < o "
" i ii iv v s On S off IS
o LyExvh LTV
B 100
E i P - o ad E10 hu-PBMC-NSGY 7 ADKRMEMIZE T2
B el , N e — hCD4s*!) >/ /NERELER
: . o 2.5 X 10° hu-PBMCIEREZAN % 5 14 H D 3~8[L
40 o 2 DNSGT 7 X (8~16:8H5) DFRMMICH TS
2 0l Yae o . hcD4s+!) > /NERDE|E % 7 L 7=, (A) %
2 O #;ivv, (B) REIFIFEFDOFBIERL
[} S S I b (OnlS); 1710, (C) eEIFIF| = IET
1234567 8910 = 1-FFBRE%L S BTy b (OFIS); 1MV, (D)
c o SRFIBERL ST M (On1S) BEICHBITAhCDAsHY) v REROBEK (CE
< Y BHIHIERT LI, BEE (Bh) . LY
@ 5 - . x>k (Onls; ELWEA, Offls; KWL=
" u Ty ) OFBEAREEMEICRL -, BFEE
g e J DhCDAs ) ¥ RO BMBEIX, LY ETY
2wl e - Pz LY HEVWVERZRD7: (vsOnls;
’g — 4 p=0.16, vs Off IS; p =0.32. one-way ANOVA) ,
2 201 o :
0 LI i

| I i v
FREMFFRPIELET Y - (OffIS)

7. NSG~0OHBBERIZDO  + U v 3BRyEH O RET

@i & BRI SR L v v b @ hu-PBMC % NSG = 7 2 IC HIHESE L 72 B ic,
EDEXIHIBRY) VANREKPEMEINIO»EHANZ2HN T, BHEER O hu-PBMC
(Fresh PBMC) DO &#ED Y v oSBkSrH & hu-PBMC JEREN% S 3 8% (hu-PBMC-
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NSG) @<= v ARWIML & PAKPNIC 31 3 hCD4A5* Y v <B4yl % &, L 7=,

Fresh PBMC ic 5T, f##¥E (n=5)& fEisEEbLrvo s b (OnlS Ly v
v F,n=10). HREBMHF P IEL > vy b (OffIS Ly vy b, n=4)Tlt, UV
SNERGEICHEIZR SN A o7 (14 11A),hu-PBMC-NSG KA 3 1F 2 hCD45*
Y v ASERER D E T, £ TCoORET hCD3'T fMlgss 90% L L & B il EM & 2 b
(% #&; 59.17 £ 2.98 — 96.35 = 1.39 %, p<0.001, On IS; 55.98 £ 7.43 — 97.50
+ 0.82 %, p<0.001, Off IS; 44.81 + 7.40 — 95.53 = 1.58 %, p<0.05, paired t-test,
11 B, D), #ic hCD8'T MildoFE MM (fH#&; 27.63 £ 3.45 — 68.14 £
3.98 %, p<0.001, On IS ; 20.33 + 3.79 to 47.17 — 3.09 %, p<0.001, Off IS; 19.52 +
3.51 — 62.69 £ 6.96 %, p<0.01, paired t-test, [ 11D) % o 7=, EINHIE LD
Ly b Tliftto 2 Bk CD4'/CD8'T flifldlt A K E K R 3 MHRALBRE S iz
2, BEEMTY vk BEIcHEERMERRO N> o7 (K 11B), £7-. hCD3
CD19'B #ffifid. hCD3:CD19-CD56'NK #ffiid. hCD3-CD19-HLA-DR*E ikl iz, hCD3-
CD19°CD14*#iEk (Maecker et al., 2012) 13 hu-PBMC-NSG Kt ic iz 8l s 7z 2
> 72 (K 11B), hu-PBMC-NSG BlgEHN < . KM & FEEIC hCD3*T fiid o 7 ic
FRESE 2300 7- (@ % #; 59.17 + 2.98 — 86.45 + 3.08 %, p<0.01, On IS; 55.98 +
7.43 — 86.61 £ 2.84 %, p<0.01, Off IS; 44.81 = 7.40 — 85.15 + 4.14 %, p<0.05,
paired t-test, 11C,E), 51T hCDS'THIlo B E M (¥ E; 27.63 = 3.45
— 55.21 + 2.49 %, p<0.01, On IS; 20.33 + 3.79 — 38.95 + 2.42 %, p<0.01, Off IS;
19.52 = 3.51 — 50.56 = 6.88 %, p<0.05, paired t-test, 11E) %3, Ry
LY vV MICEWTCD4A/CD8 G THIIE 23K & 2 A2 H - 72 (K 11C),
—77 . hu-PBMC-NSG KMl & 7 b | fEififz < ik hCD3-CD19°B #fifid, hCD3-CD19-
HLA-DRBPRHINE O B E AR 7z (K 11C0),
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B OffISLYEIYh (n=4)

ns ns ns ns

I
I 1

PSS PSS SRS psps

Ll Ll Ll L

CD3* CD4" CD8" CD19" CD56" HLA-DR* CD14"*

ns

P

nsns

- "

B &% (n=5)
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D s onisL Ty b offis L Ty k

. *rex <O Frash PBMC g —_ <~ Fresh PBMC
[ 3 :,
£ 100, & hu-PBMC-NSG £ 100; <> Frash PBMC £ 100 & huPBMCNSG
sk & hu-PBMCNSG 4 .
80 L 80 80 —
hx
8 60+ g 601 = 3 60
& ns
ns —
8 401 B 401 8 40+
-~ - -~
N A N (
o 204 > 201 S 20 ‘ o
2 2 2 |
0
o 0 e 0 " o 0
. cp3* cp4* cps* cp3* cp4* cps* = cp3* cp4* cpg*
g a -O- Frash PBMC € 100 3 - . <O~ Fresh PBMC
~ 1 — 1 ¢ < 17—
100 & huPBMCNSG pell i 0 & hu-PBMC-NSG
# huPBMCNSG
801 801 804
= 4 - —
g 601 g 601 - — ** e 60
& B C &
ns r 4 ns
g 401 — L 40 e 8 g 40 LI
A % l Y 5 ( /
= 4 = 20 o ] (
2 20 P { % 20 ¢
Q 0 Q 0 ” v v 3] 0
cp3* cD4* cps* cp3* cD4* cps* = cD3* cpa* cos*

E11 hu-PBMC (Fresh PBMC) & hu-PBMC-NSG3 |7 B hcDas* ) >/ /SER E DR 5T

7ZO—YA4 F X R —(Z& YheDastY) > /3BRICE 1T BheD3THERE, heD3*CDA*THART,
hcD3*CD8*THAAZ, hcD3-CD19*B#fi iz, hCD3-CD19-CD56*NK#Hfd, hCD3-CD19 HLA-DR*&EH A HH A2,
hCD3-CD19CD14*EER DB % AIE L 7=, &EfDFresh PBMC (A), hu-PBMC-NSGARAS I (B).
hu-PBMC-NSGREHHRE (C)ICH 1T 5 1) /KB % 7RT ., hu-PBMC-NSGHRME M, BEMHAZICH L
ThCD4*THERE. hCD8'THEAEZ 2 EIA On IS CHUBFICLLE LAEED S - 72 LIS, hu-PBMCICEH
T50BHEHEEREVIRD LD 7 (A)¥C). FDatald2~3DIhz L /-KEAHEITL.
mean £ SEM TR L 7z, #%f CFresh PBMC & hu-PBMC-NSGAAS I (D) - AEAHAY (E)ICH W T
heD3*THfE & Z DDEHNED L S ICELT B2 %ReT L7z, 2 TOEThCD3THIRE. FFIC
hcD8* THIAE D FE H Fresh PBMCICLEREBEIC LR L TUW 72 (D, E)e One-way ANOVA (A~C),
paired t-test (D, E), *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, and ***p < 0.001.

8. hu-PBMC-NSG ic 1} 3 hCD3*T #ifd @ 7 v Kt t: D B 18

hu-PBMC-NSG 2 1} % hCD3*T #lilg 7% Fresh PBMC @ hCD3+T #lilfig & [k D K
JEME R R T A & PN B 729, hu-PBMC-NSG KM, MM, SHEME X » 3RELL 72
hCD3*T #ifit ® CD3/CD28 Ml M icxf$ 3 K6 % VPD Hefic X 3 T cell
proliferation assay ZH W CHBl% L 72, fEH (n=5). REMFEEFL ez v b
(On IS vy ¥z v b, n=10), HEMHFFELL e b (Off IS Ly vz v b,
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n=4) ¥} % hu-PBMC-NSG ® hCD3*T iz iz CD3/CD28 Ha%iFi #| i< X} L + 43 7«
BHER G %2R L. % OB D El & 12 FreshPBMC e B 2 &I CHBEA %
RO o7z (fEHE; p=0.55, On IS; p=0.15, Off IS; p=0.06, paired t-test, 12 A,
B), it \wT., 7 edi)f (HLA mismatch <3, £, 1~3) x4 % hCD3*T #fid © B % %
VPD/CFSE #fic X 2 MLR Z W CHBIZE L7, 7ritJfici3 2 hCD3T fifdo
RaGEE AT, % EH Tld. Fresh PBMC T 4.50 £ 0.76% (Mean £ SEM)T&» - 72D
iexf L, hu-PBMC-NSG ® hCD3*T #ifid TiZ. 55.14 £ 10.07% ¢ HFEICLHF L Tw
7= (p<0.01, paired t test, 12C,D), ZofHmEIIZ, REMGEFEE L v v b,
GEMEF Rk vy P THEBETH o 72 (OnIS; Fresh PBMC 13.90 = 6.96%,
hu-PBMC-NSG 68.45 + 7.48%, p<0.001, Off IS; Fresh PBMC 15.24 + 2.25%, hu-
PBMC-NSG 71.36 = 6.72%, p<0.05, paired t-test, 12 C, D), hCD4'/hCDS8*'T #H
JEICBI L € HEkD#ET % 1T > 7z, hCD4*/hCD8'T fifid\v»3 b hu-PBMC-NSG T
D K JE 1%, Fresh PBMC 2t~ CD3/CD28 #illiic vt L T, b L IZRRMET L
Tw/z (K12 E, F LB, —J7, 7TaKIGTETXTCOHT hu-PBMC-NSG T X
Ji it Fresh PBMC Itk _EEICHEL 72 (K 12E,F TE),hCD4'T #ifid & hCD8*T
M B0 2 ICHIEOMER IS IZRKE REVIZR SR 572, hu-PBMC-NSG o
hCD3*T #ifid 1. Fresh PBMC ic i~ CD3/CD28 Mt fil 3 ic xf L Tl A% o 14y 7«
KieZERT AT, TaPUfgicxd L CRREHPEREICHIES 2 2 LR Enr,
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12 hu-PBMC (Fresh PBMC) & hu-PBMC-NSG$ |T 3 cD3/cD28RI#. 7 OH/RRIB Xt
T AhcD3'THIRE O RGO ET

Fresh PBMC (B3 & #1) & hu-PBMC-NSG & V) #%ER L 7-hcD3*TH#H A2 (B Y 2.8 L UA)IC
CD3/CD28RA & 17U . RIAICXS L THEJE L 7-hCD3*THH A (A,B). hCD4*THERZ (E, LER).
hCD8'THERE (F, LEX)DFIE % LLERIRET L 7=, (B, F F) % &, £, Onls; fR, OffIS; &,
(A) hCD3'THIfIEIEICH T A E X b 7T L (SR control; R AL L),

Fresh PBMC (E11k & A1) & hu-PBMC-NSG & V) #£EX L 7-hcD3 T2 (& Y 2.8 L PUA)IZCD
7 OHUERIFE AT, RBUSK L THEYE L 7-hCD3*THHAZ (C,D). hCDA'THHRS (E, M EX).
hCD8THAERE (F, TER)DEI A% LEBIRET L 7=, (D, FF)BEHE,; £, Onls; FR, Off IS; A,
(C) hCD3'THEAIEIEICHE T B E X b 7T A (S 8RILcontrol; RIEZ: L),

CD3/CD28%#L I |XFresh PBMC, hu-PBMC-NSGHICEF ICKRIGT 2 —A T, 7 OMRIC
34 AhCD3I THIRZ L IE. hu-PBMC-NSGIZ 3 L) TFresh PBMCICHEREE B84 5 =
ENDETEHE I NI, paired t-test (B, D, E, F), *p <0.05, **p < 0.01, and ***p < 0.001.

9. hu-PBMC (Fresh PBMC) & hu-PBMC-NSG # 1} 3 hCD4+*,¥ X ** hCDS8*T #lliz
47 18 D BR &

hu-PBMC-NSG @ hCD3*T fifid 7 v < J& A3, Fresh PBMC iClb~_¥gE X 15 & & 28
O lmolz, TOTuRICHENEZ 2 KK % 3 2% 72 ® hu-PBMC © NSG
~ U A~OFEEFIKZ T THESEAED X SBT3 2, Milk,
T, EERBEEICE T2 T e KGO FEAERTH 5 T #ilE(Sayegh and Turka,

1998) (Heeger, 2003) ® 1 ¢, Naive/Memory 72 ED X H IcB{LT 2 %2H|H~ 3
Hi <. Fresh PBMC & hu-PBMC-NSG Fifiids o hCD4+/hCD8 T fifldic & 1F %
Naive, Memory 77Ei Z HI7E L 7z, & bMb~=7 2EF A% W72 LLETO ##5 (Ali et al.,
2012; Zaitsu et al., 2017 ; King et al., 2008) & —2( L T hCD4'T i/l cix. &
(n=5), fEmMElFLEtLr ey b (OnlIS Ly vy b, n=10), KA
vyt (OffIS Ly vy b, n=4)0RTDOF T hu-PBMC-NSG IZ &1} 3%
CD45RA*CD62L" Naive T #fifld (Tn) O HE &L (fH %, 48.16 £ 8.85 — 8.08
£ 2.00 %, p<0.05, On IS; 40.64 £ 5.91 — 15.70 £ 2.84 %, p<0.01, Off IS; 45.15 *=
10.46 — 4.93 £ 1.24 %, p<0.05, paired t-test, 13 A~C) & CD45RA-CD62Lk"
effector memory T #fid (Tew) D = 2HIN (HH #; 25.50 + 6.61 — 55.82 +
4.61 %, p<0.05, On IS; 23.03 £ 3.33 — 43.05 £ 3.88 %, p<0.001, Off IS; 45.15 *+
10.49 — 4.933 = 1.24 %, p<0.05, paired t-test, X 13 A~C) A 57z, FEERIC
hCD8 THllETH . Tn DA A (fEHH; 30.49 £ 8.24 — 17.42 £ 3.79%,
p=0.14, On IS; 42.69 £ 6.06 — 24.47 £ 4.23 %, p<0.01, Off IS; 40.40 = 6.35 —
8.45 = 1.09 %, p<0.01, paired t test, [ 13 E~F) . Tun D H & 28800 (5 #; 8.62
+ 2.01 — 30.78 * 4.29%, p<0.01, On IS; 8.94 = 1.79 — 32.61 £ 4.31 %,
p<0.001, Off IS; 7.53 £ 2.04 — 54.70 £ 2.11 %, p<0.01, paired t test, 13 D~F)
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KR LN/, 72 hCD8 T #iffidTlx., hCD45RA CD62L" central memory T #ffi il
(Tew) DHEANMEE (@R E; 1.70 £ 1.01 — 11.25 + 3.69 %, p=0.06, On IS; 4.50

+ 1.23 — 17.38 + 2.80 %, p<0.01, Off IS; 3.70 = 1.34 — 21.50 + 2.52 %,

p<0.05, paired t-test, 13D~F) 7=, UEX b, v bMb=T R ICHBEEL 7~

hCD3*T il ® 7 v HU I KIS IR IC . hu-PBMC T 8% © hCD4* T,

hCD8 Teny Tem ~ DML O ZL BTG L T 2 AIREHE SR S L7z,
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13 hu-PBMC (Fresh PBMC) & hu-PBMC-NSG$ |F 2 hcD4*, 3 & Uhcps THIRE 4 8 D # 5
Fresh PBMC (&  #1) & hu-PBMC-NSG (& Y 2.8 LU ICH 1T D heD3*'CDATHEAZ (A~C),
hCD3*CD8*THAAE (D~E)Dnaive, memory DB DZE L Z 7 O —H A b X M) —ZFBWTHRET L
7o BE A (n=5,A,D). OnlS(n=10, B, E). Off IS (n=4, C, F), ZE®D i IZIFLFAY % dot plots
imageZ% 7~ L 7=, hCD45RA*CD62L* naive T (Ty) cell, hCD45-CD62L* central memory T (Tcw) cell,
hCD45RA-CD62L" effector memory T (Tgy) cell, hCD45RA*CD62L" terminally differentiated effector
memory T (TgRA) cell (A—F), Paired t-test, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, and ***p < 0.001.

10. hu-PBMC (Fresh PBMC) & hu-PBMC-NSG ¥1F 3 hCD4*~ 3 —T {5
D RRET

7. 7uaPRicH T 5 RIGTH 5 HEMIGICIE Thl/Th17 fifid 23 8 2 e %% El % R
7292 LM b T b (Afzali et al., 2007 ; Atalar et al., 2009 ; Wang et al., 2011),
% Z T, hu-PBMC © NSG =7 A ~D HER % TD hCD4 T fMifdic B 1J 5 ~n v
—T g srm (Th1/Th2/Thl7) OFEWERET L 72, £ COHE T, Fresh PBMC Tl%
CCR6°CXCR3 Th2 fifid 232 T & - 72 3. hu-PBMC-NSG Tl CCR6'CXCR3*Th1 i
fAEAL~ L 2T 5 L2 HL 2 &7 o7 (Thl: ¥ #H; 11.92 £ 2.38 — 73.94 £
3.07 %, p<0.001, On IS; 11.91 £ 2.17 — 80.81 = 1.81 %, p<0.001, Off IS; 14.18 £
3.50 — 75.35 £ 4.07 %, p<0.01, paired t test, Th2: % #&; 66.18 £ 6.89 —
8.85+3.23 %, p<0.001, On IS; 63.73 £ 5.06 — 6.34 £ 1.03 %, p<0.001, Off IS; 52.23
+ 9.38 — 8.69 = 1.50 %, p<0.05, paired t-test, 14 A~C), LA E2 5 hu-PBMC
W% O Thl B, 7 v KOCHEIEICES L Tw 2 AR R R X L7z, & I il
T M (Tee) DXL HME2HFH 2 H T, hCDA'T #Milgic v J 3
CD25MCD127"°FoxP3* Trec D AL Z MG L 72, fREFH | S lflBik L v v b,
SIEMHEA P IEL ey PO R COHTHL 2 MR Z /R X 7 d o 7 (paired t-
test, 14 D),

I
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El14 hu-PBMC (Fresh PBMC) & hu-PBMC-NSG$ |T 2 hcDa' THREE D AL /S —THIRE 2 E 6 & U'F
TR DR

Fresh PBMC (B 3k & #1) & hu-PBMC-NSG (& V) 2.3 L UAE)ICEH 1T A heD3CDA THIAR D AL/ X —T
2 (A~C)DEIDE ., B LUFIEMTHR (T2 70— P X M) —ZAVTRE L7,

(A) BFE A (n=5,). (B)OnIS(n=10). (C) Off IS (n=4), ZE DL I IZXFA 7 dot plots image % 7

L 7z. CXCR3*CCR6™ Th1, CXCR3"CR6™ Th2, CXCR3 CCR6* Th17 cell (A-F), CD4*CD25"CD127'"°Foxp3*
regulatory T (Tgeg) cell (D), Paired t-test, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, and ***p < 0.001.

11. £4HBMEEL v v ¥ b hu-PBMCs & hu-PBMCs %% o hCD3+T #ifz
iCB 1T %7 v RISEB)H: O BRE

INETOWIEL Y hu-PBMC-NSG ¥ 13 2 hCD3'T #ifidix. hu-PBMC ic lt~,
Memory fifid, Th 1 g EEZICEML., 7o RIGEFEET 2 2 LRI N~ %
T, BB L Yy itk W T, FF—HR L 3dparty JURICHN T3 7 1
RG2S, hu-PBMC BRI TED X 5 &b T2 02 2T~ 5 HIN T, AKITF
Btk L v vy PigE T % Fresh PBMC & hu-PBMC-NSG @ hCD3*T i@ % FH v
T MLR ZJEfT L. FF —HUE - 37 party Jrls 10t 37 2 SOCHE D ZAb 2 B2, BRaf L
2o T3, ENGEEP L v (n=10) B WTHE 21T o 72, Fresh PBMC
#ZH w7 MLR <ix, 741 (#1,3,4,5,6,7,8)25 F F—HUJF + 37 party JUF mj & i< Xt
TERIGDT» o7, T2, 261 (#9, 10) i 39 party FUR I 2 KIS IR 72T
25O F NS PN F 5 RICHE DK T (Donor Ag-specific
hyporesponsiveness) 28 A& b7z, & 5, 14 (#2)1Z ¥+ —HUF - 3 party HJF i< 5t
LCIEicm It R o7 (K 15A), X LT, hu-PBMC-NSG @ hCD3*T #Jig
#H\w7 MLR <li3, £2CofEflI<, fido X7 e KGHEERAR L, FF—1H
Ji& 39 party FURICH T2 RIGDEWEHBICBE T2 exTc&, 8Tk, VI
—HRICN T A RICHPIEL 2RI 2D 572, —J7. #1, #2 1F F F—PURICN T 5 %
J& 2% Fresh PBMC % {272 MLR icle~508< B ot (K15 B), FEERICZ @ 2§k
FFF F& fiti 1% 4 (0] 7 468 S5 0 BEE 2 580 T iz (R 2, X 2), hu-PBMC-NSG ~ 7 X
BT FF—HFE~DBOKIGIE, Ly vy MBI RERRICOE Y X 7 OIEHE
L WA AREES R S T, R L REIMHEIFIR L e v b (n=)ICkB T B
BT 21T o7, BEERTix, MEiflFlzfhibcx 2, wbw 3 WIEEARER TIE hu-
PBMC % H\»7= MLR T Donor Ag-specific hyporesponsiveness Z i ® % Z & 2378 X
N T\ % (Nafady-Hego et al., 2016), A< REIHEIFI P IEL v v b 4 5EH]
X & T Fresh PBMC., hu-PBMC-NSG % H| \» 7z MLR < Donor Ag-specific
hyporesponsiveness % i2&® (X 15 A, B), hu-PBMC-NSG CTH#ZHE X 1172 hCD3*T #l
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il 3 Donor Ag-specific hyporesponsiveness (I fR7zN T2 T & BRRKINE, &6
i, =PRI xt 3 2 KB iE 39 party LR X 3 25 Gt~ ([Donor - 3" party]
/3" party X 100), 30%LL E DK T (range 32.48 — 92.77%) %78 % 7=, hu-PBMC-NSG
IZEWTHIZ X35 Donor Ag-specific hyporesponsiveness |3, &Mt L v v v
FOGRBIEIFNE O REEETRET 2D LEEZLNS, RIZ hu-PBMC-NSG %
F\»72 MLR iZ 5> T [Donor - 3" party] /3" party x 100 ® 30% L EDE T2 HE &N
LAER & e idlgEE L v v b 10 Bl CRET 9 5 & A —PUFERICH 3 2 S
PIET LT 8fld 5 B 44 (#3, 5, 7, 9) THREMFIF b vy b LR
@ Donor Ag-specific hyporesponsiveness 23 iZ Z 117- (X 15 C),

HBhCD3+THERR (%) H4FBhCD3+THIEA (%) ([Donor -3 party]/3rd party x 100) (%)
(K F—13rd party HiRE® - control) (K= 3rd party {iR%IM - control)
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100 <100 50-30 0 50 300
1 1<ﬁ 1 | T |
2 2 2 |
3 B vs Donor 3 3
.'l\. 4 vs 3¢ party 4_ 4
H
N 5 5‘_ 5
:} - Donor >> 3™ party
2] . o 6 I off IS/ Simiarto off IS
6 7 7 e 7 - Others
8 8 8
9 9 P ———— 9
10 10 10

R+ —HRORGDE KFFr—KNTIREOMR

0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100 -100 -50 -30 0
Z .
N 1 I 1
H
)< 1 MW s Donor I 1
"

——

Qo ve 3" party n m
@
e — W
by v v

K15 FFBfE#L T b TOhu-PBMC (Fresh PBMC) & hu-PBMC-NSGIC 35 1T 2 heD3 THIfA D
7 ARIGEBEORET

(A, B) Fresh PBMC (A), hu-PBMC-NSG (B) & AW /=& L ¥ T F OMLRIZH | % hCD3*THH S D 1E5E
BEEEHICRT, FSFF—ICHTE2REEZRBWVE, 39Partyll T 2R EZKREDH TRL 1,
ZNENLELEAGEEDNFIEERL DY b, TERARENDGFhIEL T b TH B,

(C) hu-PBMC-NSGIC L AMIRFERICEWT, FH—HEREICHT 2 Kb %39 partyl 3 5 Kb %,
[Donor - third party]/third party X 100D 5T E X TLHE L 7z, SZiPHIFIFIEL x> b Tldaf)
LT TI%ALDET 2RO (C, TE), REMHEERL I ET Y MIEENFHFPILELE
I bk ERBRICZIONALEDIET %2R 25 H D (Similar to off IS; UL i), FF—IC9 % RIS H%HE
<, Fresh PBMCIC X ZMLIREER & FF — & 39 partylo 9 2 RIGHEER L 726 @ (Donor >> 37
party; HUL\#). Z Ofth (others) IR X iz,
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%%

S, A IGERFEMEZEL e v b OREIREZ T 2 3 L W RaZikiE ol
%, BFEiToy —rve LT Mo~y RETAEZH VALY YT v b o RIEIRER
Wik DL % 5l A4 72

bbby 22T AIAADO e RIEIREEEFEfi T2 Yy — AV E LTCHEEL, BFED
TR~ DS ICE Ve MM - A O FEIC S T 5 R € T LM X
T H Y (Shultz et al., 2007), Frk4 T b REHMEOFMELIRIFTH L L I T
% NOD.Cg-Prkdcs<dIL2rg™"Vil/Sz (NOD/SCID/IL2r y ™!'; NSG) ~ v & % £ F L
RxAT > 7=,

9. f@#E Ak L€ hu-PBMC-NSG =7 2D {ERK, =7 AN D hCD45+ 1) v ¥
HKomo#ZE, hu-PBMC-NSG F#E#% 0 7 v Kb O 7l # 5T L 72, NSG w7 &
DfEFE NICE T 2% TIE. 1~2x 107 @ hu-PBMC # 5% 14~21 HH i<, 15~
35% ® hCD45+* ) Y NER2S NSG ~ v R ICHEHEEI NS 2 & 23/8 I T w3 (Harui et
al., 2011 ; Racki et al., 2010 ; Hilger et al., 2016), X 5ic, NSG ~ v RICHMLE & L
CTHiBSLE o U B IRg (2.0Gy) #1175 2 & T, X YA ED hu-PBMC (1~5x109
fil) #5 <. XY &EFEHR hCD457Y v Ek (20%~50%) OFEENETH S L
S T\ % (Ali et al, 2012 ; Fujii et al., 2015 ; King et al., 2009), % 7-. fJE&s
BiEgL v ez v b oK 2 w2058 < i, Bt 3 BEEER o MMifshE L o~
vy b A5 5.0x100M D hu-PBMC % NOD rag-/-IL-2Rrgc-/-= 7 Z i JEEPN %
51, #5% 4 BB CRMIMPp I 30%~40% D CD45+ Y v SERDMfEZE X L7z
(Siemeni et al., 2016), ARHFFETIX, 44 NSG ~ v R ICHiALE % 1T . hu-PBMC
G5 LEAEET LT L0 HIE L7225, hCD45" ) v oS BR o B 23K 23K
(L, S BOMWY Y TAEHEE Lz, 2O, <7 2T 2.0Gy iR B S % i
193 2 & T hu-PBMC # 5 14 H# ® hu-PBMC-NSG iC 20~40% ® hCD45+ Y v %
BROFEREICKII L, KAETAEZRHLE (K3), £7-. B <Tide Mbk=v 2T
HERINZY v Bk KE> 12 hCD3* T #ilREN & BHilgoyr 72y FTH b,
HERIZEhToh s L T (Alietal, 2012 ; Hilger et al., 2016), KHFIFETH .
hu-PBMC-NSG fERl#% iC FHHESE & 1L72 hCD45+ ) v 3BRkJy [l % l€ L. hCD3*T #l
Ha 3B 72 rilii & 72 5 2 &, hCD3 Y voiEkcla 8o BN, BRI 23 RS L
. HER, NKMIgIZIz e A CHBEIRAVWC L 2R LE (K4, Ebic, &
D E F A TiE hu-PBMC #% 5% 21 HH £ <ic, BHAXEFEHR (GVHD) i X 31k
ERADD Y 20 EbBEING Lo, TDI L5 hu-PBMC-NSG =7 2%
Tk, BEEL 7 hu-PBMC o 7 v fiiJiicxf 3 2 RICHEZFH LS 2 & &FE 27z, &
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DETFTNMIT., ERHNOEM L GIE LY b7 — 7 DEEMlI (in vivo assessment) & A E IC
L. BRI ZL vy Ml 4 OREIREEOBEZ D 5 2 & T, REHH A o
IV IEERBE S ERBICHEFLS T 20 68E2H 5,

EMb=v 22 Mwve T e SEBRE L ZETIEE LT, BEAR~< Y I
hu-PBMC b + T fifld % HEE & ¢, BT L 72 e + E§ (Racki et al., 2010 ;
Issa et al., 2010 ; Zaitsu et al., 2017 ; Sagoo et al., 2013), t FEEE, v FIMIEHEIC
(King et al., 2008 ; Wu et al., 2013 ; Lorber et al., 1999) 2 & 3 2 5t S o # B2 5T L 7=
WERDH D, £, EEBHEEZEL Y PO VP F—HRZED T ufiliicnd 3
Fitz, voex v b hu-PBMC &7 ufiifiz <7 2D ELEIKICEAN L RAEIG
% in vivo T#1%8 3 % Trans-vivo DTH assay @ ## (VanBuskirk et al., 2000 ;
Pelletier et al., 2007)23H %, TN b DT T, invivo Tk b RBENIG % BIE
TE5HD0TH 232, MErlliEoGE, MERBEOBE, RIEMBOBEZITO b
DTHY, v FUERKICZEEMICFH M TE 2dboTldZR v, TALlk, HFEMEL &~
LY PO FNF—, 3¥party PURICN T G Z EEMNICBIE T 2L T, 4%
R 2GR IciE B L. EfAl o 2T o e s ez HMWE Lk, £
T, invivo CHRIEREEZBE T 2270 LT, hu-PBMC-NSG ic 7 mHi i % % 5
L. KW, MEREENPEEI 2 &5 hCD45Y Y v Bk % BREL, M5 % 3E40 < 2 5 i
ERET L7z, EBLDET LD control ICEER, HWHEMAT D IEEITH % Kie7+ ) v 3
RoOZH2EAoNZ b, MIALLDOTaRIEREI 5o T3 I & IIRKEX
N7z (W56, LArL, vy 2 llEZICL248HdKE L, £ 240 % hu-PBMC
LT ufEokEg . REMPHEBENTEFROERIE W=y X l{Eicd 5 XL X
259 <. REMEATCRE P IC RO L BT LCLEI RV ADFIEL D, EE
W1 7s bl 2SR EEcd 2 & HIbr L 72,

invivoll B 55T e cnE CoOHED L. hu-PBMC-NSG I FFHEEE L 72 hCD457
Dy oSBT e UR I L CRIGT 5 2 BRIz, £ 2T, hu-PBMC-NSG
X D HRIALL 72 hCD45* Y v XBk % in vitro (ex vivo) T 7 v HLJi & )6 & & HFEH I %
Flowcytometry CTEfli T % 2 ® Tld/a w2 & # 272, hu-PBMC-NSG 3£ » hCD45+
V Vv oRERK% in vitro T7T U#E}_’.}iméﬁ'é MLR % H T, HHERTD Fresh
PBMC CToO K & UK L 72, ¥ # IC B 1) % hu-PBMC-NSG, Fresh PBMC # H
TeMRET T, M#HE & D control G 7 L)“C“ IHHREIE IS 12 & A LR L LT,
CD3/CD28 fil#icsm < KIS L. 7 a s dlgic et L < d CD3/CD28 Hll iz & i\
}ifi IRoNT. Ak SEmZR L7z (K8,9), Lo L. HiEMilE% Kie7 #l

TaFili L 7255 & . Fresh PBMC I~ @RI RIG A3 55 W 2 380 72 (X

>o R d % A3, CFSE % VPD & v o ZZ#MIlENEOL R 7 ~ U v 77ic X 2 54 5E il e
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BG % 354l L 7234, hu-PBMC-NSG ic B W Tl 7 v KGO MEsEigans, <
i, hu-PBMC-NSG icHE#EZEI Nz b T #IE2S Fresh PBMC i bl ~_iEHL & 1
ZIRBEICR D, 2D Z & CHRBEBEMBTEE > C w2 a[REMELR H 5, Ki67 3B S C
WGEIR I B 2 Ml 2 i C ¥ 2 720, Mo MM AE £ » MLR il o K & o8
JEEEZTCL T o 2MEIICEIL T Kio7 et o CLE S WEEELSH L, T
2. KGRI ENTLE > ZBRERETIE R WA EE LT, T AERKEDIRN T
n=1 TORFTTHH, FERICOWTRI LA IMHATORETBHLETIZID P,
CFSE/VPD #:ta Tl <k, 7 v Pk 5 K2 b 8E L 72 & < o i % #ifi 3~
ZLHAEETH Y. hu-PBMC-NSG % W 7245 523 X 0 Fresh PBMC T D K& 2
<L OARWFE <L 3Gl AT o FRAf C T PN de ik 2 B L 72,

hu-PBMC-NSG £ F ., 7 v Kt ex vivo iHli€ TV 2 WL L 72D b o, IFEAHE
Lyvxy b® hu-PBMC ZH W 72MEt 21T 57, £3. hu-PBMC-NSG T®
hCD45+ Y v RO TR IC O W THET L 7z, hu-PBMC #5 14 H#% D hu-
PBMC-NSG RASIMIC (46T 20—40% D hCD45* ) v ~“ERoFHiERE» R0, T
LIy P CHEEH L HE%EL o hCD45' ) v NERO HRESE 2 il Cc % 7=
QBHTHEEEEL, X 10),

f@HEHE. WBHEE%L > v v T hu-PBMC-NSG i 513 3 hCD45+ Y v > BR4) [Hj
X, BE o Y hCD3*T Ml 2s 90%FLE & EAL 2 M <., B Mg - SRR 13 5%
CHE D, BB - NKMIIZIZ LA EBIETZ hd o7k, hCDITHIETIX, EH
FH. ENHEF S I v vz v+ ¢ hCD4/hCDS8 H.28 0.28 (0.07-0.87) & hCDS8*T
fas B A MIBENTH o7 (K 11), 2hE TCOMME TIE. hu-PBMC-NSG i & 1}
% hCD4/hCD8 ttiF 0.5-2.0 L F 4 DR X » b hCDA'T Mgz X v % < B X
LT w72 (King et al., 2008 ; King et al., 2009 ; De La Rochere et al., 2018), L % L,
L 947w 5.0X10M @ hu-PBMC #: 5 hu-PBMC-NSG % fFR L 72 56
hCD4/hCD8 thix & b ic/h&x &, ABREZH O RKRE 2 s 2 L2l I Tw 3 (King
etal., 2009), RifgEcit, SkEFE» L0 ER/NRBICT 2720, ZFEICHW S
MRRICMA, FRCTE 2P EOMK (30 m) ZEELL. 15-25X 109 @ hu-
PBMC %5 8fi L 72, TEXBRVMA DY RICHBIT 2 HBERKLZED -HEREOE N
BERICE R B EL PR T 2201, 72 1LH 70 iV D hu-PBMC

(2.5x10°) ZA[HEZRIR Y %% (3-8PE)d NSG =7 R icf5 L., HEEI N
hCD45*Y v XEKD P2 H Tl 2T o 72, 20720, BEHRE D D
hCD4/hCD8 bk /N E K Aoz db D E 2 bNT-, T/, WEHEEEhL v
Y F T, i 2 BEicH X hCD4/hCD8 A3 K2 K R afEAIA R >N (X 11),
hu-PBMC-NSG ic 51 3 hCD8*T #ifld ® HHEF 13 hCD4A'T Milg D % F — b BRET
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»bHTEPHMEINTE D (Wagar et al.,, 2000 ; Tto et al., 2017), FLEMHIA I X 2
T M REMIH DB I X Y hCD8 T Mg D RSN I P R o722 &2
ZEzbillz,

bt Me=w v xEFVICET 5 hCD3'T #ild s i, hu-PBMC 5 2-3 Hz0~< v
ZRMM., AR, MEERNPE#IRIC B3 W T hCD4 3 X O hCDS8'T #lifid ® 80-90% A*
hCD45RO*® memory phenotype & 72 5 Z & 23 & 1L (Ali et al., 2012 ; Zaitsu et
al., 2017 ; King et al., 2008 ; Wagar et al., 2000), A7 T3 hu-PBMC-NSG 2 & \»
T hCD4*, hCD8*'T fifild & ¥ i hCD45RA D ¥ H123J%55 L. memory phenotype 2%
BALIC B 2 ERRI NI,

AR~y 2 THlEZ &S, FMEEL ZFRICE 2 % homeostatic proliferation
iZ X Y naive T #IfE 12 PTRIEMRF M I memory phenotype Z #5432 2 &
(Gudmundsdottir and Turka, 2001), homeostatic proliferation ICF L., THildo T
cell receptor IR LFH L7 F FicNT 25 WEBAMEL2ES 3 2% Z & (Kassiotis et
al., 2003) 23R &N T\ 3%, 72, Gudmundsdottir & X, homeostatic proliferation
T T Ovalbumin (OVA)FFRM T M2, HAHA 72 < &b OVA FUFIC K L Tl
WHISEI G Z RS Z L 2L 2T L7z, X 5 IC single minor Ag DE WD A TH 5 Jiff
o B6 = 2 EHT, Mo wild type (WT) Bz WT i Bhii L < b {4 & 1
W 2s, o WT AT % homeostatic proliferation I X Y FEEE L 72 B6 RAG
ey RCKBRE L 2GS I E e IciEfE S B 2 L AR X L(Moxham et al.,
2008), homeostatic proliferation IZ & Y PURIEMAPEICHISE L 72 T MNE 12 &R
KIS 5 3% memory THIEA & TN T WE 2 EBHL IR > T3 (Wu et al,
2004), T ® Z & » 5 homeostatic proliferation I X Y #%f L 72 momory T fifid i X
DNTWHFERIF CHEMEL L. SEEEICICBE ST 2 THleAEEN2 L E XL
N7z, AWFZETix. Fresh PBMC & hu-PBMC-NSG i &1 2 7 v KIGHE % ik - &
#f L. hu-PBMC-NSG ic 5 1J %5 hCD3*T il o 7 v st @i+, kL &
vy MICBDH 5T Fresh PBMC ICHE_IHR I N CWE Z & 2L IC L, Th
Z R e L T3 (X12), F7iE4E, CD45RA FEH % W5 X & 7-
TemRA ZAE T Ml D I — KR R KGO Eg & CD62L FEH %2 5 & ¥ 72 Teu
K8 T M8 E XD 3-5fF0mw P —HEICN 3 3 KIG%Z/RT 2 & (Mangare et
al., 2019), F 7=, BB IC BT 2 AMEEMAKICE 5 2 & 2 3 F 2 Mg Ten TH
52 ERHMEINTW B (Wood and Goto, 2012), b Me=7 2EFAICBWTIT
Temlid e FNKMROGEFE 2 ER ZF2, TeviZnZ gl 2R FIEMIZRL,
hCD4*Tem (7 v NWEHIAZIC I LT Tem 12 ~% < O IFNyZ EA S 5 2 L 238 5 2>
& 72 5 T % (Shiao et al., 2007), X 51 hCD4A'T il A% FiiEE X ¢/~ M=
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TAET AT, XV EVL LD IFNy, IL-2, IL-12 288 & v i iy v
~oL D IL-4, IL-5, IL-13 288i% 2 L % L e & LT v % (Kawasaki et al., 2018), %
7z M=oy 22T AMICE W T IFNyEAEMICBAL <% < OBk H % (Nadig et
al., 2010 ; Abraham et al., 2015 ; Abraham et al., 2017), ARHWf7¢<lx. Th2 4@ %/~
JRIARI BN R MR < & - 72 Fresh PBMC (14 14) 2% hu-PBMC-NSG iZ 58\ T
ik, HEOCICEE RS ZHO M TH S Tem & Thl ICZb T 252 L ZHL 20T
L7z (K13,14), 2% Y K% D hu-PBMC-NSG £ 7 v iz sOs i im < BE 3 3
THEZMEHFAL CEticE 22571 THELEZLN S,

b Me= 7 22w ABETT, TeGESEIEI NS . TEEEICLVE
oL vy b @ hu-PBMC S BOHEB %A IcRE I e IR 281 5 Z
EBTEZZ LD, ROATy 7L LT, BlkL ¥ @ hu-PBMC z H»
7= FF =¥, 3 party PUH T % hu-PBMC-NSG @ 7 v G IC 2 W T Al - &
AEfT o7 (K15), fiEH 1, 2 THIZE X 7z hu-PBMC-NSG T® F F — 510 3
3RV OG T, RIEIIHEIF O R Cco ABERKICOE WY R 7 ZRBT 5 H D
Tl WwhreFEz 7z, BEE. 20 20NIFERMICBEZEERFOFEMHIICT Y —
FoRo o (K2, £2), EH 1 FRENHIANCT T 2RIy 7747 v 208
K, ZRICESBENRIERIICZRZS T, FERTIE C4d DMENK~D
Btk & RAEILIC 51 2 de novo DSA DFEZRD T2 (F4), T, fEH 2 1%
S HIAR R % BE U 2 BRIREER OKFEFE S 010- 0070) IC&EFE T T W72 28, i
ERNHI AR E P ICE P OEfRICZ BIEL CLE o ZIEMTH Y, 2 b 26
GEIIHIARE IC X 2HEMRICOEm ) A7 FChH B EHFE xS, L L., fEM 41X,
FRIR BB m o M SR 5 512 b D 53, hu-PBMC-NSG Tlid FJ—
PURIC T2 OWRIGIZED b e d o7z, & OMEHIZ/KERTREEY 4 L X
(VZV) BRY AR O R I A # K 1B X2 2R 7% 0 o 72 R UL <, MG % FEIE L <
B, VANZARRPUCER I NG T o 2 v[getErdH 5, Eid2pl& 138
7% B EERREETH Y, hu-PBMC-NSG TO Kb R7x 55 R & 7 o 72 n[REME 2R 12
SN, T, AR CE THEOT e KIGICERZHCFIHiL T3 720, Wk
BT -1E. BARAREOFMIII N TE L 3. 2 U EIEM O IR E & RUFFTHE R
EDMHEIL OB > T B HEEEDREIFTCE R\, L2 L, huw-PBMC-NSG T
donor-specific hyporesponsiveness 23815 X 1L fiEfl 3, 5, 7, 9, [, I, 111, IV T, Ef
IRt cd Bk oIt ey — F2R 1T EILTFTH O, 2 o)t d Hiiik
THEDHNERHIREEZ 2D DDA TH %, hu-PBMC-NSG TD MLR #F F 23 52 ff IR
ZRBML T BA[fEESEZ NS, FERAMREARIEZ. L v v b o]
Alo7s RO THIA T v RICEZBEL T3 a[REME1H 5,
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Btz v vy iR o hu-PBMC © FF —$HiFfic i3 2 7 v KIGE% MLR T
Mt L 7285 ic X % &, Ghobrial 513, donor-specific hyporesponsiveness 25 & & 1
THEPIC IR IS T Y — FBER LD o7z b OO G A E 1 L
o7z & Z#E L7 (Ghobrial et al., 1994), Sindhi 513, Bk 3 »HLUAND
e ICERIEL -y e v Mid, TACIEEICIS U T, FFr =Kot E =ik
3% Z & %7 L 72 (Sindhi et al., 2005), Tanaka 5 i, CFSE-MLR Z HH\»CTL ¥ v
TV OREIREL 4 RIS L. S PN oo 55 1 a2 40 A R
MofEifIcTE Y — FREREICKTLZZ & 2#HE L 72 (Tanaka et al., 2012),
MLR 3 #5817z T cell proliferation assay THEMHFETH Y, LidD X 5 B
DREIRECIEMLIC D Y X 73 HliicEAETH 5 & & 2 b5 (Segall et al.,
1996), L2 L7aho, oot ZREMFIRETICS 2L vy ORIk
HE % GFEAMG IR 53 D 'snap shot’ & L CHIEE L Tk 0, REMHIA ZIE L 2. d LI
HikLzZBoLr vz v to7rKGEEFHcEAwe Ex o5, KRif%E cRHA
L 7z hu-PBMC-NSG € 7 Vi3, BffitgL v v = v F Hi3k @D hu-PBMC % NSG ~ 7
A RN CBOAM GENTIFI O 2 WIREEZRD, 20RO WIEREZEIE T L, 20
o, GEMEHFRI ZRE, b L Rl 2o T e KIcE2 FHl X 202 &
LEZN%, &5, homeostatic proliferation IC X V) #5%f L 72 hCD45+ Y v 3
RoORIGIE, VANV RERECEY)IC X Y528 XN 5 lymphopenia % D o G
zryflcz st b EZoN %, Hlb, HLADIER 1, 2 TD hu-PBMC-NSG i &
J B FF— PR~ DGR, FEEIE I 3\ Tl lymphopenia % 0 A KE © Y
27 % FHIL CTWBAREERD B,

Homeostatic proliferation (3 H C 7% £ 5] & £ & 3 (Singh et al., 2001) & X 41,
BT T AMICE TR RERANEAZY T (Wu et al, 2004), R TEAKE 2 ifEdE 5
%721 B e T MO EA M % 58k X4 % (Schietinger et al., 2012) 7x & & it &
nTws, —~77T, KWFFETIX. 2.5 FLL Lo RMMEICH 72 0 G dhil Al 2 d ik H ok
T % G dlF f kv > vz v F KD hu-PBMC 28, hu-PBMC-NSG i &1 %
homeostatic proliferation 2 I1C & donor-specific hyporesponsiveness 23# 5 & 41T \»
52 xRHLNPICL T, ISR BED X 5 2Rk Pt =& X U 2 72 T e
KOs % M3 % & 3 % W55 (Ramsdell and Fowlkes, 1992)%°, Chosa b iZ X 3 4& L
TWw27u7 77 2REST S THREROREEANTEERT 2 Lol
(Chosa et al., 2007)d & b | Fefl A BB RIETEA OHEFFICHLETH 2 v HEN:
3% %, —7J77C. Schietinger L IHRILTHE L x> 7 T MllE Z Fa (P R EE D 72
b~ ZICHEMEL TH RIEERIPFEHRT 5 Z L Z8 L (Schietinger et al., 2012),
GIERAOHFICELT LOFRNIMERBZEILETIE R T 28HED H 5, At
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KTl REIHEFIR L ey P lisk® hu-PBMC % NSG v v R ICHHERE S 5 5@
i, M AaPRERERE LT 777 PORBE» OB L 28REZEVHL
7l HBBIELDTEL, ZOXI%RTT 7 FOEMHIREEICE W TH Fresh PBMC T
Bl X /= hCD3*T Milfid ® donor-specific hyporesponsiveness I3 #ff X =z, T D
N =92 ES L v B — R 2y Gz fIH] o #EFF R I O v, SR E 7% 5 FRat
BREEEZEZ T 5D,

FlAEE T MM (Tree) XEERBHEICE T 2 RFEERA =X L0—K%EH> T35
LOWENRL L INTWE, b MY ZRETALICE W TDH, hu-Trec 23 AT K
JEDIIHNICBI S LT3 2 &R E T w3 (Nadig et al., 2010), f&iE D& Tl
FEERIELNZERIYE T LICEWT, FF—HUEIEE D induced Trec D
B Bl X NC\w % (Hotta et al., 2016), L 2> L. ARHfFZE T REIGELT & %
FEMEIFI P Lo Ly ez v P iEsW» T, hu-PBMC-NSG i€ 51 % hu-Trec ICHE
ZixFD o, RENFEETL Dy F DK 15 i1 B similar to Off IS
Th hu-Trec ICHA S 2 REFITA SN o7z, RIFFLICETIRY 4 VAEREE %
PR 0Ef 2R e L CTED, PBC® PSC L wo 2 MERERTELILLIKESL,
NASH 7 U4 M4 B JFRBIEG 2 A Twv 2, IREEBHICE T 2 S EREA 7
2 aroLREE»L, RIEERICKLERT 77 MAERED KL TH 2 REEL D
o AR D R RE TS MER RS O T 03 6 B 7 B TREME AR B (Todo et al.,
2016),

b bbvv 2T ricE T, B GVHD B ERERICADKELY D 20 THHR
D—D2TH5, EFE., v +fbt=7 2EF 1L TlE hu-PBMC ¥ 5% 4-8 8 GVHD %
FIET 5 & T, hCD3'T MIIBEREFEA (< B L T i, hu-PBMC £ 5 %% %5 #A [ o 5 fit
DHETEDOHHMERHESL I LT W 3B (Walsh et al., 2017), 7. v bMMe=vxEFT L
ICH WV THBE XNz hu-PBMC, i hCD4*CD25 effector T #7237 v & b K&
LTI B3P, BREBICHL CTIERIGL b o722 & (Issa et al., 2010 ;
Zaitsu et al., 2017 ; Racki et al., 2010 ; Sagoo et al., 2013), 7 v, 7 ulll®E % {H
#t34 % 2 & (King et al., 2008 ; Wu et al., 2013 ; Lorber et al., 1999 ; Nadig et al.,
2010) 3R EN T3S, AIFFECld, hu-PBMC #% 5.1 21 O Cifliz L <E v, EE
IC hu-PBMC-NSG % 5 #HL L 72 hCD45* Y v »¥Ek28 NSG = v AT ~IE L 7\ &
EL.  AFEPURICORIEL AW L TR L 72,
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1. KitgEroBonzaA

EREBMEEZEL YD PICBL O EFEE LFERICE My 22T A0ME
JRATRECH - 7=,

 hu-PBMC-NSG I Fif#%£ L 7= hu-PBMC (2 hCD3*T fll i 28 B A7 72 Ml S ] & 7z
D . ¥Fic Tem. Thl o¥MAR SN,

+ hu-PBMC-NSG i i L 7= hCD3*T il o 7 v Stk (X BEiE L 72,

+ hu-PBMC-NSG I FFf2E L 7= hCD3'T il o 7 v Kot o #at <k, Szl
Ao WIKEETOL Y EZ Y FOT e RIGZBIE T 2[R TIR I N,

C ENEIFl okt Ly v vk Tld hu-PBMC-NSG IC B L 7212 D
donor-specific hyporesponsiveness 25 HE £ X 1172,

2. KffEclEonrzMREROER

KW CifT L 72 NSG=7 2% Hwizt M= 2EF I X 3 4 KIFE ML
SEYIVFOREBRERMBIT ST 27 7o —Fi3, LYYV DT v KGR

B, HEHIGICR S % Ten, Thl KR 2 Y TGS TRETH o 72, RWFFEIT e
M=o AN TRIEMGIFI OB T2 O8N L 72 IREBZEDH L. X0 AR REIR
Bloiwryerzy b FF—FRNET e KICHEEZBIEL -, BREBMHEEZ O REN
A OFFECBEH L 2L LN A~ —h —RBRESTREET T, AL THE O
ARV YD P OREEIREEZBIE LGS 20Tk E L TEER Y,

3. Rt R/(ONEMAELL ED XS Rt E2EF IS 22

KR CIE, ERFEREEL v vt o G IElA zEE, b LCEPIbL 2%
D FF—PURRRMICEZBETE 3 RRIEP IR I Nz, SBROMFETLI YT Y
FRMIMR 7T 7 b - M 515 o N B B RIEIREDIEE S L i
3. AtRCHEONLMBEZMA, XV M2 R IREOF A REE 2, LY
TV DA DA =X — A A PR GEIMGRIE SRR T E 2[R D 5, K
A Z kT & T EM O BRFMFFEEICOWT, JIHRBOREL GO TR
LR AT 2 R I 5,

7

N
N
=
S
gf%l
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SkE LR BEHOBAENRE, LYYy MCEBTBEMRNICOIY Y —Fi2E
7z B R FE 3 D FEAM 72 GRAM 2 17 v o ARWTIE T © L 72 F1 R © FEER IR ~ @ JG H 23 A #E 2>
EID ML T T eHREL R D,
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ZOEERMEY T, IHENL VY TRMEORITICE K22 M Z L Twiwni,
BLEmAREHET RE BE AR X0®BE 7— HRICE#H2HL LT E5,

T2, RMEICHFCTIFFICRBN RiEmE S 2 23 o7, LiBEKRAESH
Bt - REEER BhEsb Rl 0T fl—BR RTEO%. EEREY o ENE - MREMEZ L CHY
- EEER O HE KT EBXUCME DT 4, RIFEOFEICE W CHEAT &
iz LT Z T o LBEABIEBET OFERICEMZH L LT £
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