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1.

Ryo Kanazawa, Ryoichi Goto, Takuya Harada, Takuji Ota, Nozomi Kobayashi,
Kazuaki Shibuya, Yoshikazu Ganchiku, Masaaki Watanabe, Masaaki Zaitsu, Norio
Kawamura, Tsuyoshi Shimamura, Akinobu Taketomi.

Early graft-infiltrating lymphocytes were not associated with graft rejection in a

mouse model of skin transplantation.
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1.

Ryo Kanazawa, Ryoichi Goto, Takuji Ota, Kazuaki Shibuya, Yoshikazu Ganchiku,
Masaaki Watanabe, Masaaki Zaitsu, Norio Kawamura, Tsuyoshi Shimamura,
Akinobu Taketomi.

The different immunological behavior of early graft infiltrating cells until 72 hours

after murine skin transplantation.

European Society for Organ Transplantation (ESOT); October 8%, 2021. Milan

EIR Go, R T —, IR F9R, BREL B —, i [EP, Forgioni Agustina, JIIF it
A WEAT I, S FRME.

YU ARGEBEET VAW BRI AT 5 graft infiltrating
lymphocytes D5~ | O AT

5 20 [A] H ASLIIRIR PR FINE R, 2023 45 6 A 10 H, H T

AR TE, g T —, JRUH $9R, BeEt BE—, 530 1EW, Forgioni Agustina, JI| 4 it
A, WA I, RE ARME.

Y~V AKREBEET NV E W B REIZ AT 25 graft infiltrating
lymphocytes D 5“7 I O i

%5 59 [8] H A xR 2x, 2023 /2. 9 H 21 A, 1U4R



[EE & B

VAR, BIRIRICBUT 20T = v 7 KA > FLER OBE 2 R3S S
2 EbH Y, BUNRBICRE T D0 O EICEEENTEH STV,
IS O NERBEIC B\ TS < ORBA 2 R oS £ M TR ST 208,
FRIE MR O 5% 5y & OB I, HIEPE T MRS anergy T AHAR2NBI S L T
HZ WG TET,

IBERBHE D B CH 77 7 NNOBUNREZ LT 5 T Milae, 20N
TUANZEY 7T T N OEMPRE I NDAREMED B D, Goto HIL~ T ADL»
BAEET VT W T, §1CD3F(ab L Frik £ 5-Fei] 2 Bl 72 e AR IZE &
HHZETRINCIEY 77 7 MREEDRDPFRTHZ 2R LT, Fix O
BTIXZ O 72 FFREILANIZIZIE 9% U > 7RER (graft infiltrating lymphocytes; GILs)
ICEH L, v~ U RALBHEET MZBWTEBHTE 72 K E TO GILs 287 7 7 |k
DIEMSOEZ I E R Z SR & BAEZ 120 Rl £ TO GILs 1277 7 F D4R
MOhEs S EZ T EEHALNI LT,

AEFFED B X, BAE% B8 GILs O E FEEIZ SOV TR BT T L &
MOCTTT5 2L ThHd, & Mevou R, REBIEETALOFH L, 71
GILs OZH) DO A4 1Y 72 AT O FTREME HERTE L T2,

[kt5: & J5iE]

BoE TIEHAEAREL~ 7 A L L T NOD.Cg-PrkdeIL2rg™ Wil/SzJ
(NOD/SCID/IL2rg™!!, NSG) ~ 7 A, & L < X C;129S4-Rag2™!-IFlV []2rgm!-1Flv/]
(Balb/c Rag2”" gc”, BRG) v 7 A Z i L, b FRMIMNSLERILZY v REk%E
MEL, Zhick NIEZBT 5 Muv U A b MEEBEE T LVOIERD
"G AR LT,

# B TlX C57BL/6 (B6)~ 7 A DL % Balb/c ~ U AL, 40~56 H 1%
\CHE R EBAE 21T 5 PURIBHEE T LV CTAT Y —T MEOFEDO A A2 MR L
776

B TIE~ U AL EBAEE T VIZE1T D51 CD3F(ab’), TUAD R 2 il L
77

WU CIIBME%. 3. 5. 7THH® GILs # Bl L CBRG ~ 7 AIZBA L 10
%12 naive B6 L2 BHET 5, & L<IXY/ T 7 & EEEBRG ~ 7 A HBHES
% Z & T, GILs OFRFRFEICAE O S0 P RIBE| D2 & fRAT L 72,



[ R]

B-ECIIe NEE YT T FENSG~ 7 RCBAE L E NESBMET LA (E
L7z, NSG ¥ VA TIIHEAL~ U AZHEbLLT . b MEIXEfI N,
% Z T, NSG ¥ U ATAAE L TV 5 B ARSI 2 PEFRT 2 B A THL Gr-1 Ui 2 %
54 25L, b MEBREMAEBENSONZN, O~ 7 AT E WM I3t
T L7, —J. BRG v 7 2Z MW=t bEEBMEITEGE SN T ERAESENSD
Ni-, BICZDOb MEJEAZBAE L BRG ~ 7 A CBAEE 35 A BICE h RN
MOELNTZY VREREMEET D L e MEEIRERES N, 2ok Hice ME
JEOBMEIZ LD M~ T ZET /VOMERUTEED LTz,

HOETII~Y AT 0 EBAET T VAL U, 2302 IV C Ay BEL R [ AE
R & PURURAEIC L D HEH SO E D AT S W THERR L 72, Wy PELIMLAR R ZE e D %)
RIZOWTIEL, 72 FELAN O MR OFEW Tl ~ U A ZJE 7 7 7 b OfEi
IEE S NRNZ &0 o T, HUREIEIZ X 2 HEMORE 2 J)RIBHE% 40 £
721356 H B OFBMIC THER L=, 77 7 MEGFHEBOEMIIBE S )
572, MHC fully 2 2~ v FRIDO~ 7 27 0 R JEBHIZI O T BRI
PUREIE T 7 7 MAEFMMITER L2 2 ERN ootz

B TIE~ U AT nLBEE T LV CRMAEFDIRN G ORI BE% 3 HE
226 OPL CD3F(ab’), ik Z & 55 210K 7w halk~ U A7 u L EBMHET
IVTHRET LD, 77 7 MAEFBIR ORI RIT 2 Aok roTe, DB
THWW=8t CD3F(ab ), BiikDfe G- &% 3 (FICHE L, BGRMRFEZ AT LT
T L7eDs, 77 7 MEFHIROIER TR D o7,

FIETIE, ~ U AT v EEBHEE RO GILs D% EI 2 523 % BHRY T,
B6 O % & % Balb/c |ZZJERAE% 3. 5. 7 HH® GILs % BRG ¥ 7 AZB AL,
GILs N+ &tz 70 H BICRIRFED B6 D EBMZITV, Z 07 v )&
BW77 7 o7 Z 7 NVEGFHMZ#R L, Btk S HE7213 7 HE O GILs
THEZE L7 BRG ~ VR X&BITr 77 baREICE@LE, —F. 3 HED
GILs THZE L7= BRG v~V A3/ 7 7 & fEiedd, 2FIRWES L, iz
GILs #7777 "B L2NWT, 797 FZ2D0bL0EZFDEE BRG v 7 A
ICHBHE L, B OM/NEE L E O CBRG~ 7 AICHET S L, Bt 7T H
HoDZ'Z 7 Miaepl cREICEfIN=2n, S BEHOZ 77 oY EixEHAE
ELT-, £ 3HAOZ T 7 boidE AN RSN TREMAESZE L, 203
HEDOZZ 7 MIRFAEET 273, B6 KEBAEZ 77 F &7 uORRMEICSH 5
Balb/c D& S lfd2Y BRG ICHEEE I U TER Y, Balb/c 12RO T 1 U 2 /RERN
B6 R f§ 7 77 NOABZEHRTHEM E LT, HlEE THIROBE 5 2 Bt Lz,
3HEBEIWCHHLEKEEZ 77 & HBH L7- BRG ¥~ 7 A28 CD25 Hiilk % 5

3



L=y, B 7 7 MRS ho7z, 512, 3 B A GILs DHEfi~D
RE5. %230~ % BT, naive Balb/c ~ 7 Z DA BRG~ 7 A THEEE L, 3 H
HICBRI L7270 fkfE /77 F& BRG~Y Y ACHBM L, LirL, BB
T 7 MIIRTHRRE L B U T E TOMMICEERD RN oz, MZ T,
Anergy, exhaustion 732 D7 7 7 MNMEIZHEG T2 RS E 2. 5 B BIZHIH
LT7cf§ 277 7 N % BRGICHBHE L2, R4S % L7BRG~ 7 AZHLPD-
VPR ZHG L2, 777 hOEHIIEESNTEE LT ETHo T,

[%4]

F—ETIIEH & FREIC e ME~ D 2R DER AR, 1ERATRETH 72, L
ML, NSG~ U2z MWt M~ U 2350 Gr-1 Uik 512 L0 KRB o~ o
ANRFLE LTz, SBRERDLIBGEDRLETH D,

5B CIIBEH & [RERDFIETAE Y —T MBI OIER 2R A 7203, BRI %K
o l, KRBBAETILT 7 Ny ZHa7e E O innate cell DRI GR 2
& . Balb/c 78 Th2 BLOREIE %3 5 T OO ERIZAFTHD Z &7 L
MFKRE L TERZDLD, SORDMFAVPLETH D,

BT DB E T ISR T L TR G L 72 H CD3F(ab’),
PURIC L 2B REAE T 0 b a L x KEBIEET LV CTHRs L7c, Lol fHifiX
JEOIMHRIT LG ON L0 o7z, PR GRFIORGEZ AT L THIEH
SO EINHI T E 22y o T2, RIS innate cell DR 2358 N = L 232228 LT U
L AREEDN B 2 b v,

SRIUEE Tl 4 A2 K - T GILs ORE PN R 5 2 & 2B 60
L7, ZAUTFx O#ETLURNT OB T 7 /L TR 72 # 2 (Ganchiku, Goto
et al. 2021) & [AERDFER ThH o7, BKRENZ L1125 HHO GILs M TIE/ 7
7 MIKT AR EA R, IS, 777 MRk E ILICEBME L
Te%E 5 BEORIR LI 77 MIYEPRHARSR LI, 777 FOFEICE
D GILs 23t IC R —HURICIRER S 40D Z & T, anergy DIREEIZ 72> T %
AIREMEMNE 2 BTz, BEH® anergy M AE R A DK & 72> TWHET /L TIL,
Pt PD-1 LR Z 5795 Z & T anergy IRENERINT T 7 b OfEMNAER S
115 (Baas, Besancon et al. 2016), [FAROHL PD-1 Jilkx &5 L7z, 777 bdD
BHAFTI vy B ENehoTlz, 72, 3 HHO GILs ITfEMEEEE L 72w
D, LDBHEET VE W SEZBRCHIENE T N EETHL LI TVnD
(Goto, You et al. 2013), L72>L., KJEBHEE T V& H W2 AME T3t CD25 #it
KA W FZBRCHIEINE THIRRIXEZE R & Z R LT 67, & 5T naive Y
VREREBANLIZERTY 77 MREDREZFOY VNP EETRWE S T

4



&V . Single cell RNA fi##T72 &% W THRAT 2L ENRNH 5,

(&5

FJERBRE T L% HW T GILs OfEMEG % 51 X Z 3R 2 Bt L 7223,
o DUARTRE L2 ODBEET LV ERBEORB R Ch o7z, S B2, KEHBHE
EF /UL, GILs M TOEMEET L L 7T 7 MR DIHEMRSEN —E R
LB L, 7T 7 MEREOTFAEIZ LY GILs 13872 5 505E K& & 7~ 9 Al REME
AL TS, F£72, 3 HA® GILs 1377 7 MMoxf LIEH G 22tk 5 =
ENHSEZRWZHE b B3, 3 HE D OH CD3F(ab’), Lk 1L, i
BIWHETNTI 77 FORMAZZFET HER LRI, REBHEET V
TIXT T 7 FOEBITEELY 5 2 o T-, ZHHDOHRIT., BAE%RH GILs
BT D HHINEL FR o 7oA TH U | BRIR T ORI 2 o0 i A %
EDRA IV T RRDHLTET L AD—LbtEL A,



2-ME : 2-Mercaptoethanol

B6 : C57BL/6

BRG : C;129S4-Rag2™! 1V [[2pym1FlV/T (Balb/c Rag2™” yc”)
CXCL9 : CXC ligand 9

EDTA : Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid

FBS : Fetal Bovine Serum

FcR : Fc receptor

GAPDH : Glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase
GATA3 : GATA binding protein 3

GILs : Graft infiltrating lymphocytes

HE : Hematoxylin Eosin

HSC : Haematopoietic stem cell

IFN-y : Interferon-gamma

IL : Interleukin

LAG3 : Lymphocyte activation gene 3

MHC : Major Histocompatibility Complex

MST : Median survival time

NSG : NOD.Cg-Prkdc*““IL2rg™!Wi/Sz] (NOD/SCID/IL2rg™)
PBMC:s : Peripheral blood mononuclear cells

PD-1 : Programmed death 1

RPMI-1640 : Roswell Park Memorial Institute -1640
TCRP : T cell receptor 3

TIGIT : T cell immunoreceptor with Ig and ITIM domains
TNF-a : Tumor necrosis factor-a

Tem : Central memory T cell

Tem : Effector memory T cell

Treg : Regulatory T cell

gRT-PCR : Quantitative real-time polymerase chain reaction



4. %S

A, BIRRICBIT D RET = v 7 RA v MNEEFOBEE R D R S
2TV BUNRBEICB T D HEOEEMENPER ST E)(Shlao
Ganesan et al. 2011, Balkwill, Capasso et al. 2012, Fridman, Pages et al. 2012, Gajewski,
Schreiber et al. 2013, Kim and Cantor 2014), HFIZIEE O/ NRE IS AFAET 2 il 4
P T Mifd(Regulatory T cell; Treg)<° anergy CD8" T fifE X, FEMIE N 50E R0 Hak
ND T2 OREFFIC BB TN 2 FF> 2 & N 6 2272 » T & 7=(Curiel, Coukos et
al. 2004, Hiraoka, Onozato et al. 2006, Balkwill, Capasso et al. 2012, van der Leun,
Thommen et al. 2020), N2 T, MEEIZRIMET 5 THRIT T —7 THil, @A
Jagk AT Y —T fifld, V7 FAEY T fiflaze &, xR ZFOR
BEMTHERINTWD Z & BB 53T 7 > T X 7-(Savas, Virassamy et al. 2018,
van der Leun, Thommen et al. 2020), (2. Single-cell RNA AT 72 & O FEHM 722 fif T
[ZE 0 EEMUNREENTTO T MY 7 & v N OS5 ERR OliRR & AHBI T 5
Z & 33y T & 7= (Savas, Virassamy et al. 2018),

[FIREICHRE AR DO BRIV T H, 77 7 FNBVNREEICE T A% NT
AR UNERY Ty NOMMNA 7T T FOfRiE, REINGRICEE S Z L8
s E TV b (Zwang and Leventhal 2017), ~ U AD L EBHEE T V& 7=
RETClE, BHZOEEARZES L7 T 7 NNO CD4'Foxp3* Treg DAFTEN
MGz & 2T =7 = 7 X —HilaZ 5 IR - B9 5 2 & T, fHiEEx
[BIE LTV D Z L 23y o T & 72(Kendal, Chen et al. 2011) , ®iZ, 777 AN
DRUNBESC 1T B IR T v AR, GEEEOHEIC L EETHD = L 145
7> T & 72(You, Zuber et al. 2012, Goto, You et al. 2013), Goto H &, ¥ 7 ADi[»
BAERT# 7> 5 Fe JERGEAPERT CD3 HiikTdh 25t CD3F(ab ) Hilk % 5 H M 5-7
HE. BHGBREMOT T 7 b~D ) L RERDIZIH (graft infiltrating lymphocytes;
GILs) 23l &3, 77 7 MAEFHBIIERE T 508, KEANICHR{E (median
survival time, MST) 48 H CHEftSnCLFH> 2 L2 HiE L=, —FH T, Bl
CD3F(ab’ e Filk%a ., 775 7 h D U L BRI E U 7= % OB 72 BRI 6
5 AM&EET 2L, 777 FRIC Treg AERBERENER I, 777 FORY
BFE, TROLLAETRIRENFEIN D Z & 2R L7z (Goto, You et al. 2013),
e DHFIEETIX Z OHFFE TR ST BAETR 72 REEILAN O GILs D5 FRIK

EZEH L. ~ U ALIBBIE T VCB VT, Bk 72 Rl E T GILs 237
77 FOBEMOEE G ERZ SN2 &, Bl 120 £ TO GILs 1277 7
N DR GZ 5| & 292 & 2B 5 22 L 72 (Ganchiku, Goto et al. 2021),

ABFFETIE, RO~ U ZLBAEE T /VICEB T 2 BAEHR 54 GILs DR % |
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~ U AREBIET VB W TS Lz, REBRIT OB T, GEE
R B S ORENREETH 2 Z L2 AL TV D (Chong, Alegre et al.
2013), F7=. HEBHEETT VB TUILBIEET VCIXNEER 77 7 S OF
BHENLBROARS THY . BB ZFIH L7z GILs O&EI 2 Matd 5 Z & Ak
Thbd, TNETIZHE A2 DPHALNZ L TEBER P ORRREIC L0 B
% GILs D% E|Z FIZFENCHE 35 2 L1, BRIR DB LI 31T D 2h=1) 72
WEERFEOIRE T v b a VHBICEE R AT 2R nd 5, £
T2y ZOMEEREERBESEDLZOICEmBLIZE Mo~ T A MNEEBETT
JVORESL, AF U —T MO, BT CD3F(ab’), HURDIEHEAFIZ OV T HEE
WD,



5.8—% t Me~evRDER

5-1. f S

las Al 1 DAL, 77 7 MriEh ROEFITICB N T, v 7 2R
7 v bR EO/NE T T IOV EERMIEY = Th D Z LT e, L
N, THH/NEORERIGITE b ERFE-TIIENT L b, AR R
MZDOFEFEE FORKIZIGHTE 5 LIRS 22 (Greiner, Rossini et al. 2001,
Monk, Hargreaves et al. 2006), = ®D7-%, ik E MWL EOEREHE%
W BEIR AT FE RS L BE L 72 05, BRI ESCE HORENR H 5, b Me~
U AR S E M P OREREREA Y U RIHB T 5 Z LT,
EERNIZEB T D MRS OBIE 2 AIREIC T D50 — LT T LS B 38
Rt MIOBEGS HWEDONTE, B CRERE, B E S THOON
T W % (Kenney, Shultz et al. 2016), NOD.Cg-Prkdcs“IL2rg™Wi/SzJ
(NOD/SCID/IL2rg™!"; NSG)~ 7 A% T fificl, B e, NK ez K8 L7 A
BYTATHLN, TNETOREAE~Y T RTHAT, ®EICESSZENE
frELTHY ., & M~ T A& mRIT/EMR ATHE T & 5 (Shultz, Ishikawa et al. 2007,
Pearson, Greiner et al. 2008, Legrand, Ploss et al. 2009), Zi1H Dt Mbe~ T 2% H
WA ERRE T LICIE, ZivE Tl NEEBAE (Murray, Petzelbauer et al. 1994,
Murray, Schechner et al. 1998, Turgeon, Banuelos et al. 2003). t b I #4# (Goto,
Issaetal. 2013)& W= LR 503, NSG~ U A &Z Wzt M~ 7 2B
TTVTIHARRE, FHZ~ 7 A Gr-l YO 512 K i E T 5 & v
S 7= BEEE TV 5 (Kirkiles-Smith, Harding et al. 2009), 7=, & Mk~
TAAERT MR N~ T ATHLZ ENOLME Lz FRMIMY >/ Bk (T
ARL) OREEEN AR+ THHENE U2 ET 285 H H 5 (Sagoo, Ali et al. 2011),

5-2. HRY
bt Mb~vv Rt NEEBETT VEERT D,

5-3. 5k

~NUAR

NSG ~ U R IKET v 7 Y WSEHT (Bar Harbor, ME, USA)2» 5 H AR T v — /b
AY 73— (Yokohama, Japan)Z 4 L CHEA L., AciEiE KA B EM) B itis: <k
W R FEN) IR~ = = 7 VICHEVWVETE - fiE L7z, C;129S4-Rag2™!1Flv
[2rg™!1FV/J (Balb/c Rag2™ yc¢” : BRG)~ 7 AT K[E Y v 7 ¥V L HF4EHT (Bar Harbor,
ME, USA)» B L ABiE K52 A R B4 S5 i i C AL e E R - 4 SE 85 92t
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~ =2 T VICHEWVETE - i Lz, 2 TCOERITAE R OB KR E B2
DAEREF TITONI(RIRE S : 22-0048),

bt MREBE

b oM UOKERD TR G L, 5/NCA RPN R TR IR
R G 2TEE , AHAEKE ANTZY v —LNICAN, ERRFHRNICANTIL
R Tk L=, FLIREIER,. b MEEIL lemxlem BBEIC R I 7 L, %H
BT 2 R XA B R K ITIR L ER N (4°C) TIRE LT,

NSG ¥ 7 AIZA YV 7 )V L v CTHlRE T, WEBOBIEZITV, lemxlem FEE
FEZYE Lz, HO0nEO M) I T L2k NEJEZ~ 7 ADRJEUIRRERIZ
e, WU LEZOMERWNVEDEDLZETEHE L, $/2. 777 FE2REEIZ
BAEIVEDLED, 777 MUNSWREBRIT T 77 M PO OER Z5E
N LT, AEEEKIBE L2777 FOE RICESE, N T—
VEBNTHEE L, N7 —UERKE 1 BRES, @A T —UREN T
LESTFBAIHERIE L, NvrT—VBER, BEOLREHL L, K
JEOIRBEITRIHAR 3 MR L, 77 7 b 90%LL_EANEEFE L 7= A 4EHA & )
E LT,

777 NOEBEHEZX 12
R, EDOBEEIIBE

KE, A7 OB EITHEHM & H
ELIEHOBEETH D,

e L7272 7 MTIL#
(e ZE L, JEBED
] HFEIBIL, ST B L
HL7§7%@%ﬁo@3%ﬁﬁf\@ﬂﬁﬁﬁf_%5Kﬁofm50

1 Gr-1 ik 5

SEATHFSE(Racki, Covassin et al. 2010)% 2% (2, InVivoMAb anti-mouse
Ly6G/Ly6C (Gr-1) (clone RB6-8C5; BioXCell, Lebanon, NH, USA)% 4-5 Hg, & L
<1 8-10 HAEIZ 100pg T SHEFENE G- L=, BRI SR P iR S h
HET, bLLIEIYUARKLTTHETHRE L,

LI % X Flow cytometry (2 X 5 f@AT

10



~ 7 AQEIMIT~~ k7 U v & (As One Corporation, Osaka, Japan) %z f &
HRE VAT -7, ~ U ADORMMLIZLLT O 2 e PN (4°C) T 20 53 [HlFHE
LYt U7z, %1% FACS canto II (BD Biosciences, San Diego, CA, USA)% H\ T
fiRAT L7,

~ T AHUAY A b : CD69-FITC (H1.2F3), CDI11b-PE (M1/70), CD3g-PE-Cy7
(145-2C11), Gr-1-APC (RB6-8C5) (\ 9 41L& BD Biosciences, San Diego, CA,
USA),

t FHLR Y A b : CD3-FITC (UCHT1), CD45-APC (H130), CDI19-V500
(HIB19) (WM 9741 % BD Biosciences, San Diego, CA, USA), F7-. SEfHflaiE 7-AAD
(BD Biosciences) & HWThrE L7,

t k PBMCs DfE#l, BRG ¥V X~DEE

BB 20 K 20ml ORI A EREL L ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA) A
D OBIME THRAE LT, EORIERDBRY ML T 4 =2 — /LK (GE
Healthcare Japan, Tokyo, Japan)% F\V»C PBMCs % 438 L7z, 478 L 7= PBMCs |Z
IxPBS {&#k % /& L, 5.0x10%f[E/500ul IZFH%& L T BRG ~ 7 R ZHEREN#E G- L
7

W et FHIARAT

Graft survival {% Kaplan-Meier fif3 & log-rank f€ & FHVNCREAT L 72, BH—F
— XM TCOLELEIT, — el E T ICHET T Tukey-Kramer £ B HLE IR E
ZHWTITo 72, 2 BRI O ik Student O t FE 2 W CTIT o 72, 3T
DEERIZBNT, p<0.05 TEREDH Y L 272 LT,

F—H L Prism Y7 b =T 7 u T A N— 3843 (GraphPad
Software, San Diego, CA, USA) % FHWNCTHRAT L 7=,

54. & Mb~TU 2 EER L. GFRMEEREIC X o T graft survival 38T 5 0%
BREd 5

5-4-1. 5%

b N ORI NECH FRBEIE AN CHER Tl A 1T - 7o B DR R 6 %
A L7223, /AN GALIE £ TR 75km BENL TR YD . kIR T 2 REfH
REORMZVNEL T D, ~ U AOKEBIEET MIMOBIHET L L R Y
BORM OMmAIML T b viable 238174 % & DD & % 23(Billingham and
Medawar 1951), & NEZEZHWHEORFNLETH D,

11



5-4-2. ERT A
ERO v 2 —~EX 21277, B M
JE% NSG~ U A LT-, BhiE T
O IRFNTALIRBIAE B% (A BRLMREH] 6~8
E Rk l WFMET), P2 EERHL 48 W14, 7S ERHR
BB 7 mepite & L7, 4 2n=3 CHRHTL
= 770

NSG~ 7 A

2. FEBpy - —~

5-4-3. fE B
0B i R Graft survival X 3 127~ d, fZ
_ 100 -~ (-8h (n=3) %?}EE& 72 H#Fﬁﬁ?{ﬁ@ 1 IE&?JZ@*[E
e 80 0T AR LT, BRI R A
= = 72h (n=2)
E 6-8 IRff] & 48 MEfH D THA & 7>
7 R T, T2 &
gm_ 6-8 FfE], & L < 1% 48 BER oD [H]
0 , , , — TIL 72 R D n E03 700N i-
0 5 10 15 20 25 S N - 23 —;
Days after transplantation OHEEE MR- t;jﬁr\’j B
i D graft survival & 72 HfH[\ %
3. Graft survival. ZRARI3 4 PHIMEERE A3 6- éﬁy)yi

8 FFf (n=3). TH#RIE 48 B[] (n=3). #FHRIZ
T2 FEf (n=2)&F LT\ 5

55.BRG vV RZt NEEEBHE L CHEENER IRV RETT 5

5-5-1. EBRT A

12



FEERD Y = —~ %X 4177, BRG
VR FDOREEBR LT
(n=3), Control & L TNSG ~ 7 Z(Z

o

BRG~ 7 A
4. EEpy o —~

N7
5-5-2. fE R
100 <
)
>
8/ 80_
<
> 601
S
1S
a 40+ . .
£ =e- Skin tranplantation to BRG (n=3)
© 207 -= Skin tranplantation to NSG (n=3)
@)
0 T T 1

o

20 40 60
Davs after transolantation

5. Graft survival, 7~#E72 BRG =7 &
~DOFAHE (n=3). FHD NSG ¥ 7 A~D
BiE (n=3)zF&£ L TW\5

b DR ZBAE L 7 (n=3)

Graft survival Z[X 5 1Z7~9, T
® BRG ¥ 7 A1 60 H LL_ B4R &
NTHEELZEETho T,

NSG ~ 7 A X efHEME S L7 (F
P 0 15.0 B)

5-6.NSG ¥ 7 RIZt FDOREEZBME L1-ZICH Gr-1 ik 28 E L, graft

survival DIER 2/ LN D 02 RT3

5-6-1. EBRT ¥ A

EEDY - —< %X 6177
9, NSG~ v R|Zt b ZER
xR TobE, 45 A, b

t k .
Izﬂzﬁﬁﬁ%lfﬁ #
o | o2
POD 0
NSG 7 LI I |
—_—
4~5, L LT

8~10H iz 5

6. EEpy = —~

13

L <% 8-10 HIZHL Gr-1 HLik
EEH L, PUKIIELE, &
L ITHEMENHERSNDET
B 5L 7= (% 4 n=2), Control &
L CHL Gr-1 G A n=4 T
TERR L 7=,



5-6-2. F5 3

5-6-2-1. §it Gr-1 HLiEE G2 TD Flow cytometry fEHT

HLGr-14%5-ii

PLGr-14% 58 5 PLGr-1 4% 5-aii H

Ja1
o

@2 Ja
908 0.068

a2 5 Jan
070 10042

Gr-1 ——)

§ 100 - | |

@ — _$_
é 80

% 60—

)

T 404

<]

+

= 20 ° _

= T X p<0.05
S o0 . . X .
X #ehaT  WE5RA FHRERH

7. Flow cytometry. () dot image,
(F) CD11b*Gr-1" /il D EI &

5-6-2-2. it B

#< 1. Graft survival

HGr-1$iik

Graft survival (B)

A-5HEICKRSE (n=2)
8-100 &2 E (n=2)
IS (n=4)

#45, >60
%11, >60
18, 20, 23, 27

FORMAZ DGO TV,

14

Flow cytometry D 52 X 7 |27~
9, 725 dotimage. T 7% Gr-
1"CD11b" ) v RERDOEIE AR L
TW5, Pk 53 HIZ Gr-
1"CD11b*® population IZIFIE T
LTWa s, PG R Bk
HHEA4RHA, LI HB)IC
T OEEE TR T\ D,

Graft survival O R 2% 1 1R

T, PLGr-1 iRz &5 L7c 4D
o5 2 PRIIBLE I FIZFE T (table
NDX)LTehy, BB S 2
72077 7 kN OFEMPET RIXERD I
STz, AFLZ20EIWTE 60
H UL BT AR S, 777



57.BRG ¥V RIZk "OKEEZBIE L., £EP MR INZHEE D PBMCs %
RELERPIERE NIRRT S

5-7-1. EBRT ¥ A >

£ ~PBMCs KB ==~ BTN
& +. BEOWE (Issa,
Hester et al. 2010) % &%
& , IZ. BRG¥ U R|ZE |
prGwyx  FOD O s DR AT LT, 35
A&IZHIO B kb Kl
L 7= PBMCs % 5x10° &
NEEN T E- Uz, FEBRIT 3 ATV, BF 7LD~ 0 2Tk LI 21T > T2,

S
' lﬁﬁ@% lkww&a

.
L

8. EERy = —~

5-7-2. k5

5-7-2-1. BRG ¥ U A KA ML H D CD45* ) o /S ERAEZLRIENT
t h PBMCs B A%,
BRG ~ 7 A DRI
FUZAFAET S MK
40 CDA45 [t fifa D EIA
BRI LT- X %
912", A3
#HETIEe MK
CD45 [ A X A%
0 \ T EINTW WD, B
1 3 ° At 5 AWM
Weeks after adoptive transfer CD45 [E i 25 T A
] 9. CD45" U > /RER D A 4L TSN TW5,

60

20

% CD45" cells (/live cells)
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997

018

I CD19"® population %

H 102779, BRG~ Y
(A ézh‘f b\Z) =
CD3 — CDI19 — N U BRI

10. #5EY ©/SERO T U L SER B U oo sERfREE. O3 T ’%mﬂ@f“%@

(£) CD3*T U > <8k, (47) CD19°B U o /<Ek

o4

PBMCs ¥ A 5 @14 D
BRG ~ 7 ZFK AL H 12
D3+ o189+ ﬁEﬁ_é CD3+\ zE) L/ <
% a
2 %i

5-7-2-2. FE B
t b PBMCs $¢5-% @ Graft survival % [X] 11

o (R, GRS AL, Graft survival O
g 807 P 29.0 H7Z > 7=, BE#R (Issa, Hester et
2 60 al. 2010) ClE PBMCs #5140 7 7 7 %
5 . SHfEESNTHY | ASORRELH
E 7
o 204

(n=7)
0 1 I | I I

0 10 20 30 40
Days after adoptive transfer

11. Graft survival

5-8. B

ARFFETIL, B MEEBMEE MEv 7 2ZET/LE LTNSG~ U 2B LUBRG
<~ AEHWTHRF L7z, NSG~¥ T ABXOBRG ¥V A TWTiud THiE, B
R, NK iz RS ERE~ T ATHDLN, b MEEBMEET LIZBWT
NSG ¥ 7 A3V »/REROMBEM L CRM%EMLERE T 54, BRG~¥ VR
Btk D7 77 NOHEMPAEZ 657, b N EEEEIIRZNLZ ERHRESNT
b\é (Kirkiles-Smith, Harding et al. 2009), AWFFE Tl FFRBEER & FIEEORE R D3
WENT- (EBr 5-4-3, 5-5-2), £/, NSG vV AICk MNEEABHETH LT T
7 NNIZ Gr-1 RO~ o7 2 SRR A3 & L ~L TR L TF U (Kirkiles-Smith,
Harding et al. 2009), Z OREMILIZ 7 7 7 FEEfHSEs E@HEINTWD
XHIZNSG v ATk MEEBMAZITV., Ly B2 b Gr-1 B Z BT
Gr-1 FURDOKEHR G2 L 0 FBSE2 2 LT T 7 F~RIET 5 Gr-1 Btk
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BB, 777 NOEMPEESNTENEELZGEOND EORELH D
(Racki, Covassin et al. 2010), Z D$T Gr-1 HiikZ K5 L= NSG ~ 7 At b
PBMCs ##% 5325 &, & MNEEZ T 7 Micke b CD4 [5iE, £7-1Xkt ~ CD8 B
PET MR L, b NEEY T 7 MEERT D WA SN TV D (Racki,
Covassin et al. 2010), Fx ORFTTHIFERICE FRZJEBEZ L7c NSG w7 A |
Pl Gr-1 Pl ET 52 LT, 7797 NOAEENELNTE (BB 5-62-2), N
D 72N T DB T ORERB VLB TIIH 503, BL Gr-1 Pk O £ 5- kR 2 BEH &
DY 2/FICE<®-10 HiE) LTHEMAEEN GOz, —F T, Gr-1 JUikE
H U7 4 JCrfh 2 PEBIERMI B L, JRIR & L C B ARG R Ol 22 i)
DATREMERC, BT Gr-1 HriR$ 51212 Gr-1 B PEMAa 23 8 5-5i1 & 0 ¥4 2 Bi%e & 8l
WBEINEZ ENnG, BIRGIED rebound 12 X AIBEISSBEE LUz alRErE S &
Do ABERDBMADVBMETH S,

BRG ¥ 7 AX NSG v 7 X L [Alfk, B, THIFL, NKMfLE KB L7
AE~vTUATHDH, UL, b MEMmEplie (haematopoietic stem cell; HSC) %
NSG~¥ UV A, BRGFUVARIZHELETLHE, WiFio~vy Zs e MHSRO T,
B M, NK fifad, ~7 w77 —v BURMIEAAEET L28, NSG w7 A%
BRG vV ALV b MEM&AMEL, © b THMEAFEICERICESETD
(Brehm, Cuthbert et al. 2010), Z D XK 92t MEDORELZIZIL NSG < 7 A HME(T
THDH I EDRHBILTUV D (Shultz, Ishikawa et al. 2007, Kirkiles-Smith, Harding et
al. 2009), — 5T, bt MEEBMEICBWTIE, ~ 7 A BARGEIC LV N
FEND NSG v R ELH/Y  BRG w7 A TITIEMENAEL A2 Lo BT
% (Issa, Hester et al. 2010), Z D Z & 226, b MEEBHLET LIZEBV Tl BRG
YUANRNSGY AL AR THDL EEZEXLND,

AR T HRIERIZ BRG ¥ U A2k MEEEBMT 5 L HEMESNAEL D Z
CR L EHE LT (EBRER 5-52), BICZOb MNeEaEE L~ 22, Rl
DOt FPBMCs #B AT 5L, BAKSHEMBTE F PBMCs (FiZt b CD3 ik
THER) 28~ 0 AR IMICHERR T & (3E6k 5-7-2-1), & NEEZ 77 M b RfE
29 H CEffa S 7= (E6r 5-7-2-2), UL EDOFEE S, BRGY 7 AZHH L=t
N FERAEE T /L DAERLAS FTRE T, A& DERIRICIT 7o st A ifF T& %,
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6. B <wURTuREBHEET /L TOAEY —T MO FEE K OV IR
BZERICEED 7T 7 MAEFHR~DEEOKRR

6-1. ¥ S

ITFEDRIEFDOFRBIZEZRRERE R L TWDIERR~Y Y AL, ZOEE
TR SN TND Z &, BEFERIENKEIIAS T, £ < OFHIRERER
FTHESTABFELTNDZ &, BRICEL DBEBETADEEINTND Z
&L XURADHIREZ =7y b ELTEHURDZE S 72 EnG | S PRIk
Hr. invivo DEMFEERIZZHENL TS, LL, Wb LB EICHET S~
ALY ERH T RFREER T U —ORETHE SN TEY, £<0
PURICERB SN N BAER L TWD e b &R D (Beura, Hamilton et al. 2016),
BIH, b MZBWTIPUREFEZ DZ < D AE Y —THIROFEN L, v T A
TAHDRIBEEL DRI GO NN LR H D LG X T2 (Valujskikh,
Pantenburg et al. 2002, Zhai, Meng et al. 2002, Wu, Bensinger et al. 2004), £7-., Z
B AE Y —THIEIE, &S ORRIKRIC I T 2 SR L OB MRS E
B E 2O Z & HiE ST % (Heeger, Greenspan et al. 1999), 1z T,
ERH~ U 22V~ 7 ZDBIEET VIZEN TS, R —USME CD8* X
Y —TMEI B 24 REFEILINIZ 77 7 MR L, 77 7 MUUNREZ T
%95 LS X TV S (Schenk, Nozaki et al. 2008), Z D X 912 AE Y —THHl
faOERE, E7-ZDOHENIEZETH Y, ~ U ABMEET VICEIT D iU E%
OIS DBIEER, F ORI ORI N LETH 5,

AR BRI BV T, Bgsafiti LT, Ly By hoERN Tl E HHT 5
FCOMIMFEM, RSN THEI LERAFE L T 5 RFE 2 i PRI RF R & FES 7S,
Z OmBRIMRF R NER T 5 & R fHEEIZ 7 Z 7 R AM#H3 720 primary
nonfunction DAL & < 72V | BAEGIEMBIS SR T 5 L ST D
(Feng, Goodrich et al. 2006, Segev, Kucirka et al. 2008, Braat, Blok et al. 2012), ~
2 MWIZEBRTH L7 e BIHET L, MET e BEET V., T e BIEET
VTR OMERNZ L0 7T 7 MEFFIF A EME T2 2 &2 A ST
% (Gong, Huang et al. 2013, Goto, Issa et al. 2013, Wang, Hu et al. 2013, Datta,
Devaney et al. 2017), L7>L. REBHEET VICEB W TIE, WmRMERERIC L5 7
7 7 NMEGFHREREDRIZE S o TRy, v 7 AREBETE T LB
T, FF—~T20RM»HL LI ETy b~ R 455 ORE AT 5 2
ERHRD, NEICHBAET 2 &, BRI 2 @RI E Lo~ T R &
2 FEFRE ORI DOFEWNRTE S, 2D D, vV AKEBEETT
VD FAEFER & U TR HAE R & 777 7 NMEFHIRIIE R & O B A Mt
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DMENRDD EF R,

6-2. BHY
1. PUFBESR O AT ) —TMIRGFE F TO~Y U AKEBMET 07/ 7 7 NMEAF
MM E#BEET 5,
2. WM OIERE N~ U ARG T v 7 F 7 NMAFHMIC G 2 5%
e 5

6-3. ik

~U A

F i 8-12, KED Balb/c (H-29) & L < 1% C57BL/6 (B6, H-2°) ~ 7 A & L 7=
(Japan SLC,, Hamamatsu, Japan), \\F 41D~ T AL PR T U —R8REE F CRE
Sz, & TOERITARE KT O ERZE B2 OEGRZ G TIT b7z K7
%5 1 22-0048),

K ERAE

B6~ 7 ADRENOLEEEZBRL 0.7-lem®>AIc hY 27 L, 1ED~ T A
D 4SPLD 7T 7 RMERTE, 777 MNIERE ANV Y —LOHIC
=L, BfiE oM onice THRIF L7z, Balblc~ T AIZA VY TINT Y (T4 T
NU R, KE) THMEENT, 777 e AOBFHRICBMHE LT, 777 b
(LUK & Z DfE D FF 8 &iFT % 7-0 monofilament (Covidien, Minneapolis, MN, USA)
ZHVEAETE L, /777 OB EAERTELEET—¥E2EE, 0T
—VEBNCEE LT, T 7 BZIZA Y 7T TR Z DT 72537 —
TEREL, BERIIESA L, 777 PRREIIHET 5 F TEICHKRK 3 [
777 FOREBEMER Lz, HEHEOHEZT T 7 M3 90% 2L EBIE L7z & L
77

BBt S HIRRAT

Graft survival (% Kaplan-Meier fi#% & log-rank f € & FVWNCREAT L 72, BH—F
— XM TOLELEIT, — IR E T IR T T Tukey-Kramer £ B HLE IR E
W CTITo 7=, 2 BER O ik 1T Student D E A t & 2 W TIT > 72, 93T
DEBRIZIBNT, p<0.05 THRED Y L HIR LT,

T—X X Prism V7 Ny =T 7a s T A N— a3 843 (GraphPad
Software, San Diego, CA, USA) % FV N THEHT L 7=,
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6-4. TIHER . ~ UV RAREBHEETT VEMHSLT D

6-4-1. EBRT ¥ A >

EhrD Y = —~ %X 12 1Z/r7, Balb/c &L ¥
‘b ’ v b, B6% N/ —& LCEEBHEEIT-
B6 l&)ﬁj@/ﬁg 72 (n=22), Control & L CL ¥ Bk, K
- m——— PG Balble TSR 1T 5 7
Balb/c (n=10),

12. Fgy = —~

6-4-2. FER
Graft survival Z[¥] 13 |27
100 - 9", Syngeneic BHH TlL 4
S g0 pifEdE < T R4S &
.C_SU 0~ = B6 to Balb/c (1=22) B3, T aBETIEA
s = Balb/ctoBalb/c (n=10) PRI S AR -
@ 40~ 13.0 H), 7 BT
:‘% 20 survival H 2IBE#R & [R5
T - 7= (Cerny, Ramseier
0 ; ' ' ' ! et al. 1988),

0 20 40 60 80 100
Days after transplantation
13. Graft survival. ZJR#£ 23 7 &2 FE4H (B6 to Balb/c,
n=22). A syngeneic FEAf (Balb/c to Balb/c,
n=10)Z X L TW5

6-5. v AR EBBHEETT NVICRITHHHMER L 75 7 MAEFTR & OBF%E
BREH 5

6-5-1. i

B6 DEMNOEEZRIL lemAIZ N I 7 & To7-, BERICBHET DK
JELIAMTERR B K A2 AT v — LVINANER L%, BT 5 E CToOMB
RJEN@°C) CTIRAF LTz, B E CORERITEIUE 4 FRRE, 24 BFE, 72 R &
L., &%%n=4 & L7,

6-5-2. FE B
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100

804
60

40+

Graft survivial (%)

204

0 T T

il

Pt

FREUE (n=4)

FREUREHE (n=4)
FREC4RFR%  (n=4)
BRI T2 % (n=4)

0 5 10

Days after transplantation

15

20

14. Graft survival. 758823 % BRI FF T IEIE O

(n=4).

k2N B 4 BEE] (n=4). Sk 25 4 BELIfL

24 WF[HE] (n=4), SERRDSIGBEIL 72 BFE] (n=4) TOH

MEfERZ R LTS

6-6. REBHEET NV TAEY —THREZERTS

6-6-1. EBRT ¥ A

b’o

= u

Balbe TOD O

15. Efjp v = —~

I3 TR L7,

6-6-2. %5 5

% 2. Graft survival. [RIEAZIZ

l&ﬁ&ﬁ_

Apo e

*

6 BIRBHE L 7275,

F A

40

2 O BAfLINE T D
Graft survival % [X] 14 |Z
Y, Ml E b 720
] AN 0D ¢ LI R R 1 2
graft survival (25228 L 7

WZ E DR S VT,

WE¥R (Cerny, Ramseier et al.

1988) IE W] AETL 35 H H T
AV —HEMELNTND
ZEEnE
Balb/c

2. B6 DZJE %
WZHHE L. 40 HIZIZ

B6 DG BB LT, v~

4 5]

FEHERTI S L2720 2 Bl DB DFER & a5 7=
FEHEEAL Graft survival (H)
WIEIRE A & (B L Al 14, 10
HEIFEAE & SHA D75 R Al 11, 10

21

r—<ZX 151277, 5
FE D F2 JE X RNEIRAE & [6] UG T ICRAE 3 5 BE(n=6) & XHA

BHET D EE (0=2)1C

Graft survival 3 2 |27~
. [FMANCRAE L7 6
D DG, 4 BIDFEM A e
T HRENCHE LT LE
7z, EMEDSER S
2601 E . SHUOE IR



fit U7z 2 Bl graft survival 2% 2 1ZR"9, [AMHLL HAIWNT 400 graft survival %
HIEIFEHE T D graft survival (6-4-2 ZHR) E B B 072 2 238072 o T2,

6-6-3. BE

WE¥R (Cerny, Ramseier et al. 1988)% 2752 B6 D fZJi§ % Balb/c IZHE L. 40 H
#%IZ B6 DG 2 BT 2 ER AT o 7oy, THRICK LEBAEREO graft
survival |ZFJEIRAE & Bl DN 2 B /e o T-, ERERT A v oER L
LTCUTOREE R,

© RO FBRECTIL 6 B 461 & 372 ) OEIG THEENGELNRD 5T,

HIEIFI & R CEALIC AR LT 7o, 77 7 MRIZH e RIEDS S X
TR, 777 EBEETHZ ENHKRNSTZREERH D,

@ BB E TOHBERERD 35 HEZZZBIT00RD D 40 H &E8GE L7203,
L DFH L TlE 42 H (Jones, Carvalho-Gaspar et al. 2006)<° 60 H (Ji, Shen et al. 2011)
ELTWDHEDNRHY ., 40 HTIE 272 AF U —T MMM EILZR D> - T2 " REME
N D,

PLbEZEEEE X, TR L 5 RiFeatE 42 T

6-6-4. EBRT VA

,0 b‘ FEBROY z—~< %K 16T

l B6 l R, IEIF D S EBAE
&E%ﬁé B

Balbie  TOD 0 42 or 56 Ixs6eHELTE, F2.

#al T A R Ea{R o A R

'; . R ATV, BRI ER 0%
m— W e, 2w /\fm@ifﬁ%ﬁu X0 R

\ Bt L C ol T &

B —— AN - |

DI - I B LRV DI LTz, kM

PFE AN, ZEA oAbl SR DA IR FAHr & [ T

STBIMEIT- T2, &%

n=3 TRt 21T > 7,
16. EEpy = ——~

6-6-5. it 3
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100 Graft survival Z[X| 17 |Z
SRR AN (1=3) .

A2ABICRHBE =3) T I 42 ARRICHBM
56 HICMBH (n=3) L 7= FEILEMAL. SHAIV S
56 F IR (0-3)
s survival I B Z %D
ot 56 HIZICH
0 T 1 1

T Bl U 7= B 1 Bt

Days after transplantation L 7288130 R4l &

graft survival I[ZH B 2%

80

T
tdhdd

Graft survivial (%)

17. Graft survival. ZRER2 42 H #ZIZ[FMAI (n=3). - . E

N £ €. =R N VY — EAD A Z S\ [El ,\I Z
TR 42 BRI KHR (n=3). SHEA% 56 B 5 IR 2£§;A1 H“g
(n=3), SRR 56 BRICR =), Betagaspm 0 LA O

BAl (n=8)% £ LT\ 5 X 0 graft survival (ZE#E
L72(p<0.05), DI

O, WIEIBAED B 56 HRIZFEIC AT /2 4 BB L THRES 21T > 72,

1BN%% @ graft survival

100 - 56 H BICFAEBE (0=7) ZX 18T~ T, BNk
S = PESE (0=12) #511% O graft survival |
? 60 HEIFEHE D graft survival
Z - LIS iR R R
[

2 5 ‘ 3o 7= (p =0.1266)
0 p—0.1I266 | _Ll |
0 5 10 15 20

Days after transplantation

X 18. Lﬂﬂ*ﬁ?ﬁﬁ@ Graft survival. FEERA 56 H 11
[FH] (n=7), IKEBEPPIEBAE (n=12)2 KL T\ 5

6-7. BE

JEARFEAE D 3 B I B W THE INHI A L C, B 7 7 MBS T D EE
ROFEIIRMO BEETH D, AEV —T MBI 2 il 2 Bl
SELZEPMONTEY, LBESCHEEBIETO~Y Y ZAET VIZEBNTAE
U—THIEA 777 MIRET 52 & THEMEDAERE I D Z EAfHER I TY
% (Jones, Brook et al. 2010, Xia, Chen et al. 2010), [FARIZ., KEBEET /L TH
JEAEM% O graft survival [, JEAERTO graft survival &V FfE T 25 & @AE ST
% (Minamimura, Sato et al. 2008), cik L7zt Mb~T AR, %l d % GILs D
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HETN~DIGHEH 2, BRG~ U R L[ARHO Balb/c L B~ B6
R —L L TAEY —THMROEKRERG T2 L L, TREICKL, A
T U —T HIRERE O KRS BABIAERLAT & bl L C graft survival O£ X789
Lo To (6-6-5.2M), Balb/c ¥ 7 AL B6~ U A &bl LT Th2 B D5
PN Z 9 29 < (Mosmann and Coffman 1989), A€ U —T AN ESH
THHEMENPER SIS WY T AR TH D Z ENFERTHL0E L,
A4 OFHE & LT IFN-y ELISPOT 7 & @ functional assay C A & U —T il ERL
BORENTLEL TWNWDHZ &0, YU AD strain ZWi(L =2k : B6, RN
— : Balb/o)lZ L THRETT 2 ERH D EE X D,

24



7.HB=E U AREBHEET VITEIT 550 CD3F(ab’): FUKDIEHRZN R

7-1. fE S

figk g AL 35\ THL CD3 HUA (clone: OKT3) I 4E#h 2 58 112 TE 5729,
DS FEINEH TH D 2 > s r— L SR AR WEFN S LI ST & 7z,
LU, ZOFURDILLZ: infusion reaction {2 K Y INF-y, IL-2, TNFo 72 & Dk
HNERIND YA S A A b —LDFIEN S (Abramowicz, Schandene et al.
1989, Chatenoud, Ferran et al. 1989), AHUATLHAIL 2011 FiEF L& e o7, Z
OO A MIA T~ 7 07 7 —URHE 8D Fe receptor (FCR)H 6T
CD3 HUAD Fe L fEEGT 22 L THELD Z Lo b, FllPUAIEL LT Fe sy
% &AL 7251 CD3F(ab’)2 HL{A=° non-binding FcR #T CD3 HUIA N BIFE & iz, s
BAEIZI W T 2 6 OFEANTEZBAT S TWRWAN T AUFE RIS B 12 non-
binding FcR HT CD3 HUADIRER TN TE Y | SrikigROZaM, 18R
DFRIE T BV E N R 2378 S TU 5 (Herold, Bundy et al. 2019, Perdigoto,
Preston-Hurlburt et al. 2019), W3 U3 B CORFRISHB IR S5,

~ U ADNEZEHETE T /L CTldPt CD3F(ab’), fifh & AW - EAHE 7 v b
AAERN RS BN TR Y | DEEE, BEEBAE, O Al AR ok Lok
JEE R DFFE NS 5 LT (You, Zuber et al. 2012, Goto, You et al. 2013, Calderon, Prot
etal. 2016), BULERIRWNZ L2, WIFNOBHEET VIZBWTHBERT. b L<IX
FEAHE % K 0 PL CD3F(ab’ ), ik z= 5 L7=5810137 7 7 MG OERE X
Bondbo0, REMICHERSND, ZUc L, BEZELIZL LTrG
PL CD3F(ab ), ik =535 L3 & A EBNE ST RBE AN FHEIND,
— 5T, ¥ U AR EBAEII T S P CD3F(ab ), HUR D Z 1L 53 0o TRy,

7-2. BHY
~ U A EBAEE T KT D HT CD3E(ab’ ) HADIEEN R A BFT 5

7-3. ik

<2

P 8-12, KD Balb/e (H-29) % L < 1% C57BL/6 (B6, H-2°) ~ 7 A & fi f L 7=
(Japan SLC,, Hamamatsu, Japan), \\T LD~ 7 2 LIFEMAED DWW EREE T
THH SNz, 2 TOERITIEE R FOEYFEIRZ B S OAZR L5 TIThi
T~ GRERE R+ 22-0048),

B EBAR
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B6 U ADRNORZIEEZRIL 0.7-lem®* AIZ U I 7 Lz, 1IEDO~T A
MO A4S D 7T 7 MBMERTE, 777 MIEREZ AN Y —LOHIC
iz L. BHEE TOIM onice THRAFE L7z, Balb/c~ 7 AIZA Y 7V Thl%
T, 777 hev U AOBEHRICBHE LT, 777 MINUMEEZDMOFH 8 &
At % 7-0 monofilament (Covidien, Minneapolis, MN, USA)Z FHl W EE L7z, 77 7
FOE LIZARTRLEIZT—EBE2RTE, N T —UEBNTHEE L, FIilF
THRBRIZA Y TNV L TRBEZ DT TN T —UZREL, BERITHARL
oo 7777 EDERIIHET S E CTHRICKIK3EZ T 7 FOREEEER LT,
EMEDHEIX T 7 7 R 90% LA BHEISE LT-Rp & L7z,

¥R 1M & O Flow cytometry (2 S 5 ##4T

~ 7 ADEIMIF~~ F 7 U v & (As One Corporation, Osaka, Japan) z f\ 2
HRE VAT 7o, ~ U ZADORMILITLLT DOHUE Z RPN (4°C) T 20 J7 [l #E
LYt L7z, %t FACS cantoll (BD Biosciences, San Diego, CA, USA)% T
fidT LTz,
Anti-CD3¢-PE (145-2C11). anti-CD4-APC-H7 (GK1.5). anti-CD45-FITC (30-
F11), anti-TCRb-PE-Cy7 (H57-597)(LA 42T BD Biosciences San Diego CA
USA). anti-CD8a-eFluor506 (53-6.7) (Thermo Fisher Scientific Waltham MA USA),
SRR IL 7-AAD (BD Biosciences) & FIWTERE L 7=

HL CD3F(ab )y Hilk D #e 5-

HT CD3F(ab’), HLIA (clone 145-2C11 BioXCell Lebanon NH USA)(Z 1xPBS % il
ZEF200mlIC2 5 K ORI LT, ~ UV RADRERE K7 A Y —DiEEEZ4 TT
TRk ST, A2 FIRAICIEA LT,

W gt FHARAT

Graft survival [% Kaplan-Meier fi#% & log-rank f€ & FVNCREAT L 72, B—F
— XM TOLELEIT, — IR E T ICHE T T Tukey-Kramer £ 8 HLB IR E
W T T o 72, 2 BERI O beigg i3 Student D] t # € &2 VN TYT o 72, T
DEBRIZBNT, p<0.05 TEEEDH Y E 72 LT,

T—X X Prism V7 Ny =7 7a s T A N— a3 843 (GraphPad
Software, San Diego, CA, USA) % W THEMT L 7=,

7-4. FER
7-4-1. EBRT A
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l 191277, KEB

B6 il 2 ) » _

o T T T % 7~11 BRI

Balbc POD O 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 50p/200p |2 FH |
oS ALt 1 T bt 7o CD3F@b )y Hilk

ARG LT,
19. EEpy = —~

7-4-2. T CD3F(ab’ 2 PR FE 512 K D T cell depletion 20 D fiFhT

-
JCD3e- , TCRb+ CD3e+ , TCRb+ JCD3e- , TCRb+ CD3e+ , TCRb+ ='1
122 662 016 S 50+
u5 - D’
1 ! < L]
o 40 °
<
10t w* = 30
=a [ )
¢ .
w0 g § 20
o |
Q. 1 R oy i ol = 104
‘:d -7 - =4 5
O CD3e+ , TCRb- U CD3e- , TCRb- CD3e+ , TCRb- L b4 P <0.05
585 . 085 032 0.054 E
= = o R
T 3 T . T T 4 Ll T 3 Y 4 R 5 ~ - T N ,
0 10 @ o 1 0 o < Vi BT bk 5

CS??gﬁ 3
20. it CD3F(ab’), Huik$e 5-7ii1% D Flow cytometry. (/£) dot image,
(£) CD3&"TCRB*® population (n=4)

it CD3F(ab’ ), HLik 4 G-Hiits TO~ v AR ML % flow cytometry (2 K V) fif#HT L 7=
i R & X 20 1R d, PR GATNC A & 772 CD3e TCRBTD population (XiH %K
L. CD3&TCRE > population DHFEAHM L T %, LLEX D, Hi CD3F(ab)
FUA# 512 > T CD3 Btk T IO KAV & TV 5 2 & iR S ik,

7-4-3. FE R
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HL CD3F(ab’ ), Fifk ¢ 5
100 L - PR EEE (n=4) \Z X % Graft survival @

£ 80- - GURIERSRE (006) fEEA 21 R, BT
£ 0 CD3F(ab’), HLi#% 512
% 40+ &> TH &7 graft
ZF - ) survival DIEE T80 5
© p=0.1016 IR T,
0 I I 1 1
0 5 10 15 20

Days after transplantation

%] 21. Graft survival. JRHEE2 5T CD3F(ab’), Hiik ¢ 5-
BE (n=4). AT CD3F(ab 2 PLIkIER 51E (n=4)
FRLTWD

7-4-4. 5%
Seil U 72 Se4 798 (You, Zuber et al. 2012, Goto, You et al. 2013, Calderon, Prot et
al. 2016) & B B\Z 7-4-1. D L 5 72WF98T7 A &S T, 7-4-2 CRLUTZIEDY
CD3 5 T i3t CD3F(ab’ ) Pl G2 Ko THR L7es, TAUTK L graft
survival DIERITER O SN ol-, ZOJEKE LT, U FD2 mafmat Lz,
O HEFEGENARTSTHD  RMIMLTO CD3 Bt T ML CD3F(ab’), ft
REEHAZ L » TR T2 Z LIRS /=23, 777 NN CD3 Btk T
faZERT DTS DR DENMNETH L AREMENRH D

Q@ PUAEGRHNET XS v?X&F%@FE%?‘ﬂ/ 2B NT, Lok
DY RN T T 7 MIRET 5729121377 7 b & OMICHTAMNE 234
HEINDVERD D, _w%ﬁiﬁufé@z v MU — 7 MRS B % MR 5~
6 A &M STV 5 (Steinmuller 1984), 7 H H 7> 5H$HT CD3F(ab’), Hifk % #%
HELTHTCICHEMEZERLT DY RN 2T 7 MM L TV 5 A gerE
N5,

7-5. 5t CD3F(ab’ ) LA EE I 5 &, KGR OB

7-5-1. in vitro CODKFT

7-5-1-1. Fik

Balb/c ¥ 7 A D a2 f5% L. medium (Roswell Park Memorial Institute (RPMI)-

1640 + 10% Fetal Bovine Serum (FBS) + 1% Penicillin/Streptomycin + 2-
28



Mercaptoethanol (ME))C 5x10°{[E / 100 pl & 722 X 5 IZFHFE L 100 pl 37> 96-well
plate EIZ#Ai L7z, JEikOHLCD3F(ab’) HifA % ERE medium CTHRAKIREE A3 0.01,
0.1, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 4.0 ug/ml 27225 X 5% L E5C plate FICHUMA L7o, K5aEhE
[W1Z 24 BFR & L. $L CD3F(ab’), HLiAD Control & L THi CD3F(ab’), ik &N %
TW W well HAERR L7, B 7-3. THWZHUAZ I L. FACS canto I (BD
Biosciences, San Diego, CA, USA)% H N CTHEHT L 7=,

7-5-1-2. fE B

KV T CD3e" TCRB D

population % 7~ L 7= flow

control
cytometry DR 4 X 22 12
T MK
CD3&¢"TCRB"®  population
0.01pg/ml Ing/ml [E LTV 528, TCRB'

B2EOFIEITEL TH
57, blocking fEFHZ /R L
Tb\éo

2pg/ml

0.5pg/ml

4pg/ml

L e i ; - h § ; “ ¢
i ; e E g 2 39
TCRp m————
0 . L :

TCRp =

CD3¢e “ e
22. KR FE T D CD3e" TCRB P population fE#T

7-5-2. in vivo "TOHRFT

7-5-2-1. ERT A
* FH = —v 2 23 1
B6 lgzmm 9, Bt CD3F(ab’): $1t
Ao T g 150 ugl
— : t ottt ety WCHEE L. BEHIRIT
TLCD3F(ab), Hiff e
150ug/ [ Pttt e BHER 3T HE (0=4),

H L<IiE 6~10 HH
(n=2)& L graft survival
ZRRAE L7z,

23. Efpy = ——~
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7-5-2-2. fE R
Graft survival % [X| 24 |27k

100 L ‘
. L = GUREGRE day3-7 (n=4) . i CD3F(ab™), Hifk o
S 80 - HUEEGHE day6-10 (n=2) o
T o - UK GBE (n=6) HaEale Lz EThucf s
2z N & 3~7 B B & F U R
£ IC#HLTh, 6~10 HEIC
. ] B5LTH, BI527 graft

o

5 10 15 20 survival DIER (TR O 727 o

Days after transplantation ,
—o

24. Graft survival. ZRER 23 5T CD3F(ab’), HLif
ZRBAE 3-7 B BIZH& G LT2RE (n=4), HHN
Pt CD3F(ab’ ) LA Z B4 6-10 H HIZ#& 5L
T-BE (n=2). FRER2 NPT CD3F(ab’), HLiRIERE 5-
BE(m=6)2FEK L TW\5H

7-6. B2

~ U ADRFEBEET T DBHE, PEESBAE, O AaiERmafE & B |
PL CD3F(ab’ ), LR DA TIL 7 7 7 MMEFHIB ORI RN G0 o T,
CD3 B T MBI OV RN RITMERR S vie (FEBR 7-4-2) 3, EBAEET LT
1% CD3 [htE T AR LISN D U o RER DR~ D B - OEI5 25 K & v (McFarland
and Rosenberg 2009, Chong, Alegre et al. 2013) Z & 6, fEMOHEIN+55 T4
Mo TZAREMEDS B D, AGARERIERSS~ 7 v 7 7 — Y OREPUR E L THIHND
Gr-1 HiUCx T 291 Gr-1 Filk A2 595 &, v~ U AKEBHE T L CHHEHX
SIS NS S D 2 & v 4L TV D (Jones, Brook et al. 2010), 4. $T
Gr-1 HifA % CD3F(@b’ 2 FLKICHAADE D Z & TY T 7 METFHIFIERE R
BN AR B 5,

30



8. BNE FH GILs DRFEFHEE) ORD
8-1. &

3 ETHANTZ@Y . ~ T ADLBAEERIZHL CD3F(@@b’ ), filf 5795 & |
BAEZR RIS 7T 7 b ~D U /8 ERDIRH (graft infiltrating lymphocytes; GILs)73
0T i, BEWOEMEOSIE <7 7 7 MEFBIRITIER T 53, BEHO
77 7 MRERDRITE BHAICHE S D, —J7. HL CD3F(ab’), Hifk % B
% NP OEGT L, BEEZEREHMO ST 7 h~D U U NERORHENTIE S
N, ZTORERT 7 7 N EHRGEDR, BIH0EERNFHE IS (Goto, You et al.
2013), Fx 1Tir, ~ 7 ADBRBAEE T VICEB W T, Bii% 72 Kl E To
GILs (377 7 b OAEHES 2R L7y, Bl 72 B2 5 120 i £ <o
GILs 1£7 7 7 M OEMRISZREST 5 Z & & #4 L 72 (Ganchiku, Goto et al.
2021), [FRRIZ. T v b OOIEE HWZHBAEE T VTl Bhitk 5 B BICHE
MWEN=27 77 MIEBEBMIEEZRE LA, 3 BEICHEBHIN-Z Z
7 MR VERBAEIN A E 2 RIE L 720> - 7= (Kitagawa-Sakakida, Tori et al. 2000),

~ U AREBIEET LTI, KEZ T 7 MOFEET D R —/ko T fifas
FEARE~Y U A THEIN, BHEZOREREOFHEIZH.ONRER 2R3
& DD H B (Anderson and Matzinger 2001), — 5 THAE% B GILs D 2 G
FEIZB T BEENT D> Ty, £7, REBEIT OB & ik L CHBM
MBS THY ., BEZRRGOZ T 7 MIUNREZ DS D2 RE R e~ T ATH
BT 2ET VOB KL B2 ARG N D ARetER & 5,

8-2. BHY
< 7 AR ERBAETE T BT 5 B GILs D5 FrkEl 2 figil 4 %

8-3. ik

~UR

8-12 MR OIED Balb/e (H-29) t L < % C57BL/6 (B6, H-2%) ~ 7 R ZfE ] L7z
(Japan SLC,, Hamamatsu, Japan), \ T 41D~ U X HIRFMEM DOV WERE T
THIH &7z, C;129S84-Rag2™! 1PV T2rgtm! 1FV/T (Balb/c Rag2” gc”" sBRG)~ 7 Al
KEY v 7 Y UFFEAT (Bar Harbor, ME, USA)2>HHEA L. dbifEE K224 BB
FEBE % CALMRE KB R E~ = = 7 VICHEWVESE - fE LT, &2 To
FRITACHFE R F- O8N FZRE B ORR 25 YT KRS © 22-0048),

RIEBHE
B6 ¥~ 7 ZDRNGKEIELAZERL 0.7-lem® I Y I 7 L, 1 Lo~ *
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ND 45 LD 7T 7 MRERIATEET, 77 7 MIgREZ AN Y — L DH
22 L, B E TOM onice THRAF L=, Balb/c~ D RITA Y 7L L CTHhREME
P B§S 77 e~ ADOEIMICHE LT, 7T 7 NI L Z oMo
8 & 37 % 7-0 monofilament (Covidien, Minneapolis, MN, USA) % F W \ig A E L 7=,
757 hOBEEICAERTROELA—EERYE, ST —VEBNTEE L,
FilF 7 BRICA Y TNV TR DT TN T — U aRE L, BER TS
R LT, 7777 MRERCHET 2 E CRICKIR 3 B2 77 FoREEZ R L
7o HEHEOHEIX T T 7 b2 90% UL BEESE L7-RE & Uiz,

PEBEBHE

B6 Fif§ 77 7 N % Balb/c IR 3. S UL 7 HHICKIEZ 77 M &I,
BRG ~ U ADIEEREAMANBE LT, Ly BTy b OREERCILIRDIRNE BT 5
72, 777 0 40%K Imm bV 2 7L, AEEEOIMIRITREEEZ L CRf
REZ2FR D HL D BRUNTZ, BAR oD G {ECHEME O E |3 _ERL R AR & [RARIZAT -
77

< 7 2D K O Flow cytometry

~ 7 AOEMIF~~ 7 U > & (As One Corporation, Osaka, Japan) % V2
R E V1T o7z, U v RBROHMEREL T counting beads (CountBright™ plus absolute
counting beads, C36950; Invitrogen, Thermo Fisher Scientific, Eugene, OR, USA) % H
WTERHAIL 72, ~ 7 ZADORMIMIZLL T OPUAR Z ImJeE N (4°C) T 20 oy fEE L
Yutn L7z, Bt FACS canto II (BD Biosciences, San Diego, CA, USA) % H > THi#
Brl7z, M L72PUROEMIZLL T D@ Y : anti-CD3e-PE (145-2C11), anti-CD4-
APC-H7 (GK1.5), anti-CD11b-PE (M1/70), anti-CD11¢-FITC (N418), anti-CD25-PE
(PC61), anti-CD40-FITC (3/23), anti-CD44-APC (IM7), anti-CD45-FITC (30-F11), anti-
CD80-PE (16-10A1), anti-CD86-PE (GL1), anti-F4/80-Pacific Blue (T45-2342), anti-
TCRB-PE-Cy7 (H57-597) (VL 42T BD Biosciences, San Diego, CA, USA), Anti-
CD3e-Alexa Fluor488 (145-2C11), anti-CD8a-eFluor506 (53-6.7), anti-CD62L-PE-Cy7
(MEL-14), anti-H2K"-PE-Cy7 (AF6-88.5.5.3), anti-H2K%-¢Fluor450 (SF1-1.1.1) (BA_E
4 C Thermo Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA), Anti-CD19-APC (6D5)
(BioLegend San Diego, CA, USA), FEAfifidiL 7-AAD (BD Biosciences) % F V> TFRS+
L7,

GILs DL
RI& 7T 7 FERILL, WE L7282 AW TR 1 mm? ORKE (2L,
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medium (Roswell Park Memorial Institute (RPMI)-1640 + 10% Fetal Bovine Serum
(FBS) + 1% Penicillin/Streptomycin + 10% = 7 7" —FIV) FiZ 37°C, 5%CO0O, D5k
HCEE LT, 30 0t 27 77 h%& 70 um BV A FL—F—FET 10ml &V ¥
ZHWTIE L2, =0 300G, 4°C, 547). WEH L7z, S HIT35um /LA B
L—F—Zili L, IxPBS TR L7212, REEIRIT flow cytometry | L D fEHT, &
771X BRG v 7 A BN G LT,

Intravenous labeling
&7 7 7 M OIBAD RN & 2 HERT D720, KM oY
/NER Z 5% 9 % Intravenous labeling £ TREAM L 72 (Anderson, Mayer-Barber et al.
2014, Ruscher and Hogquist 2018), PE ikt CD45 Lk (1pg )&~ 7 X O Rk
FOERER L. 30%LE7 77 Mgzl Lz, &7 rnbl
L RERAEHERL L flow cytometry % FH U CTHEMNT L 7=,

Quantitative real-time polymerase chain reaction (QRT-PCR)

)& 277 7 b @ messenger RNA (MRNA)DFEEL L~V DE &% qRT-PCR % A
WTHIE LTz, KR T 7 N a2mE LTREE TERRICAERE L lysis buffer |[ZVAf#
L 7=%%. TissueRuptor (Qiagen, Valencia, CA)% HTHWE(L L7z, RNA OffHIX
PureLink RNA Mini Kit (ThermoFisher, Carlsbad, CA)%Z V>, ##55 % ReverTra
Ace (TOYOBO, Osaka, Japan)% H\ 7=. TB Green Premix Ex Taq™ II (Takara Bio Inc,
Shiga, Japan)Z J&F1 L 72 qRT-PCR % StepOnePlus (ThermoFisher)% H\TH7 >
72 N AF—E U TEETICIE GAPDH #H\W o, DTFICEHLET T4~
— & T 5.
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Target Sequence (forward) Sequence (reverse)

IFN-y 5-TTCTTCAGCAACAGCAAGGC-3’ 5°-GCTCATTGAATGCTTGGCG-3"
Granzyme B 5’-AGAACAGGAGAAGACCCAGC-3’ 5’-ACAGCTCTAGTCCTCTTGGC-3"
Perforin 5’-GAGAATGTGCTCCTGTCCAC-3® 5’-GGAGACCTGTCACAAGAACC-3’
IL-2 5’-CGGCATGTTCTGGATTTGAC-3’ 5’-TCATCATCGAATTGGCACTC-3’
TNF-u 5’-CGAGTGACAAGCCTGTAGCC-3 5’-GGTTGTCTTTGAGATCCATGC-3’
T-bet 5’-GAATGATGGAGAGCCAGAGG-3’ 5’-ATCTCTGCGTTCTGGTAGGC-3’
EOMES 5’-CAGTTCATCGCTGTGACGG-3" 5-ATCGTAGTTGTCCCGGAAGC-3’
FoxP3 5’-CTATGCCACCCTTATCCGATG-3° 5’-TCTGAAGTAGGCGAACATGC-3°
TIGIT 5’-CCTGAAGGTCCAAGAAAGCTC-3’ 5’-CAAATGAGTCCCAGCACAGC-3’
PD-1 5’-CAGAAGGCCGGTTTCAAGG-3’ 5-AGTGTCGTCCTTGCTTCCAG-3’
LAG3 5°-CCTTTGGCTTTCACTGGTGG-3’ 5°-CCCATCTCCGTCTCCAGTTC-3’
CD3 5’-CAAGCCTGTGACCCGAGG-3’ 5’-CAGAATACAGGTCCCGCTGG-3’
CD4 5’-CCAGGTCTCGCTTCAGTTTG-3’ 5’-CAAAGTATTGTTGAGCTGAGCC-3’
CD8 5’-CCTTCTGCTGTCCTTGATCATC-3’ 5*-TTCCTGTCTGACTAGCGGC-3°
GATA3 5’ - TGGAGGAGGAACGCTAATGG-3’ 5°-GGGTCTGGATGCCTTCTTTC-3’
IL-10 5’-CCTGTGAAAATAAGAGCAAGGC-3’ 5°-AGATGTCAAATTCATTCATGGCC-3’
GAPDH 5-TACACTGAGGACCAGGTTG-3’ 5’-CTGTAGCCGTATTCATTGTC-3’

CD25 FEIAIEME T ML O PD-1 [BIERMRDBRE

FRE% 70 H LD CD4"CD25"Foxp3™V v/ EkEB LY PD-17U »2REk % in
vivo TERET 2720, L4200 ug DHL CD25 HLfA (clone PC61.5.3; BioXCell,
Lebanon, NH, USA) 3 X U250 ug @t PD-1 Hitik (clone CD279; BioXCell) % 2
[EIERENE5- LT,

M et FHIBRAT

Graft survival (% Kaplan-Meier fif# & log-rank i€ 2 H\WCTREMT L7, B—F —
Z M TOLEELEIL, —Iohl@E BTkl T Tukey-Kramer 2 8 ELHR & %
AWTITo 72, 2 B O LT Student ORI t #E % V2, p<0.05 THEZE
Hv L LT,

F =X Prism Y7 b =770 s T A, N— g 843 (GraphPad
Software, San Diego, CA, USA) % HVNCHEAT L 7=,

8-4. GILs DfEMT

8-4-1. Naive R EICFET 5D U 73 BKD population FEHT
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25. Naive ZJ&§ @ population fi#Z#T. (/£)CD3* D K b7y b A A—,
(f7) Naive B6 DD FIZE £41%5 CD3/CD4/CD8 [tk Y > ~Bkdi (%
NENRR DL~ REEIZT By )
Naive B6 DR D ZJEIZE £ D THIRZ M L7k R 2 X 25 12~ 2l
FACSORFEMZ Ry v Tay b A A=V FFEEZZ77 hobl-y o
CD3, CD4, CDS8 Gt THfaDOB A ZNENEL D B6 vV AT 7Ty L
T LTebDThD, RBIZEEND Y U REREIIMmO T ThH -7
(CD3":222.0496.3 cells, CD4", 54.0+50.5 cells; CD8" 49.4+42.8 cells),

8-4-2. GILs ® population f&HT

8-4-2-1. CD3*, CD4",CD8" T U > 7 Ek$k

CD3¢e CD4 CDS8a.
% % 5 sk 2k
1  ——— 1
* ok ns ook * * ns
100 25 |—| |—| 10 ,—l ,—I
- - o
g 80 2 20 Ll E g
E 60 g 15 E 6
E [ ] E LJ
ERE 3 10 3 4 = .
e ee - L ) n
g 20 - . a8 s —— Z o .
K] a® =] =
0 = 0 o A

T T T T T T T T T
Day 3 Day 5 Day 7 Day 3 Day 5 Day 7 Day 3 Day 5 Day 7

# p<0.05, %% p<0.01
26. 777 7 ~ 1mm23i4 Y @ CD3/CD4/CD8 U > Bk ¥

B6 D&V T 7 N%& Balble~ 7 A LT-%. 777 F lmm?0 0 IZ&EF

% GILs Ofifa%k % %] 26 (2779, Day 7 1% Day 5 ®F X% 5%, Day 5 i Day 3
DB ELZ 1560 CD3"Y L REkE & ATz,
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8-4-2-2. CD3*, CD4%,CD8" T U > "ERDEI&

CD3¢
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27. GILs FICIF(ET 5 CD3/CD4/CD8 U > /RER D &S

T
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ells (/D36 cells)

oo
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=1

s
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ok
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+ 30
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n 204 -
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<0.01

B6 DE VT 7 & Balble~ U A LIctk, KEZ 77 MNICEEND
CD3, CD4, CDS [tV > /_ERDEIG %X 27 12759, Day 5id Day7 &9 CD3"V

L SERODEIS 73
EROEIE D

Blo 72 < (p<0.01), Day3 (% Day5,Day7 &9 CD4" U X
Bl 7einoTz (p<0.01),

8-4-2-3. Naive K& / GILs [Z##7E 9 5 innate lymphocytes DfiFHT

CDIlc" F4/80~ CDI19*
100 5 2.0
- ]
2} L
:5; 804 * +=§ 4~ o S 1.5
HE I I %OF'E A4 53 : yv *
27 60+ e =F ] = e T7F —
Z g ° e 2 v —_— e v
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= i ®
@ 2 - o E 24 2 A
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T T T T
Naive Day3 Day5 Day7

* p<0.05

28. innate lymphocytes DfFAT. (/5) CD11c* BhIRAAE, () F4/80"~ 7
07 y—3, (F)CDI9"B U >/ EK

B6 DR 77 7 k% Balble v U7 ZAZBAE L7, GILs @ innate lymphocytes %
EAT U7 2 I 28 129, BBHEE D B #9522 CD11ct #hiRHn
R CD19"B U U/ \EKDOFIE ) EA- Hm 2588, day 7 @ CD11c HlAE,
CDI9MIfIEXZE 4L, naive, day 5 &Ll L CHEREIMMABIZ ST,

8-4-2-4. GILs @ RNA analysis
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7,
8-5.GILs 2 ZATRE /7 % BRG ~ U RZHBIET 5

8-5-1. EBRT ¥ A v
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~ %X 3012779, B6 DFfE % Balb/c (B MEME, 3. ST 7THEIZZ 77 b %

FEELL BRG ¥~V AZHBHE L7=, Control & LT, naive B6DZJE T 7 7 h &
BRG ¥~ U A ZBHE LT,

30. Efg Yy = —~

8-5-2. Graft appearance

MIEIBHE 3 H%, S A&, 7
H%EDZ 7 N %K 31127
T, WITFRoORE o7 F 7 K
H S e fEMEET RLIXER O 72
Molo, FIEBM S Ak, 7
HZIZIXK 31 A5 oz
IREEOEAOREIEIC RS
KOCHET T 7 F~D L
v’ b Balb/c 75 DA M
EORRPBEIND,

Day 3

Day 5

Day 7
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8-5-3. Intravenous labeling
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8-6-4-2. CD4* memory phenotype
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8-6-4-3. CD8" memory phenotype
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BWTH, anergy ODMEE 2 £ 72 U U RERBUEINL 7 T 7 MERRDO U EICHE
95 Z & NEE STV D (Thorp, Stehlik et al. 2015, Sanchez-Fueyo and Markmann
2016, Fribourg, Anderson et al. 2019), LA LD R A2 5CIic, SHED GILs 37 7 7
FOFEIC L O N T o B 2R 72 leo 722 L1, Fieing7e R —#t
JROBEFEIZ XY GILs 73 anergy OURFEIZ (LT 5 Z & NG L TV 5 ATREMEDR &
5, LML, SHHOKEEZZ 7 O BRG ~ U A~OBHEH%, KES T 7 bo
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AWFZETIE, BHE# 3 BB £ TO GILs 137 0 HURIC ST, Z DR, &
777 NNEWIAER U, HEEL- GILs X5 B B ExFEIC, 3 B HO GILs
Z7 R B LRI R oTc 2 b, 3 HAD GILs IZIX 7 n WM Z RO T
AR E FALTW AW ATREMEDS R S L 7e, xRl ~ U AL E 7

JUZBWT, 3 HHODGILs TiZ72< 5 HH D GILs 127 m BEBEMEZ R 72 T
MWEFEI, 777 FNORIRHEMIZ D723 5 Z & 2845 L7z (Ganchiku, Goto et al.
2021), Bttt 3 HE® GILs (ZL v hD U L 2BRkERTH D, kY
YARRRIC B W R —HRIC T T A v SR T = 7 X —T Ml s £
NTWRWAEEERH D, LLATOME TIE, A€V —T Mg R % £
CD8" GILs 2% 24 Wil T T2/ 7 7 MIAFEL., IFN-y ZEETH 2 &
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FHRRIZ KA L CHEAN L 7= (Schenk, Nozaki et al. 2008), L2>L., ~ 7 2D
Wit 72 RE O MBI X, PURE 774 I 7 Lic= 7 = 7 2 — T HIBITBIE
L7203 > 7= (Schenk, Nozaki et al. 2008), = 512, Mgz i H L7z aly/aly ~ 7 A
(T7ebb, TXTOIRY VB ERTZRVW~ T R) (L7 7 7 FOE
Mo 2R T X 72\ 2 & R & 7= (Kant, Akiyama et al. 2015), BRG ~ 7 A (&
U REiR Y NG E OFED A5 T FURBFME D TR D 7 F A 2
VBRI DIVTW D AREMEN B 5 72 (Shultz, Brehm et al. 2012, Goto, Issa et al.
2013), 7T A 2T ERTWRWY U RERKIE BRG ~ 7 ANTIRLIEYZ T 7 k
DEMEEOS ZRE L2 W AR B D, T2 1FLLHT, ~ 7 ZLMRE T Lz
TFA =TV NEKZBRGY U AIHEELTH, 70T T 7 MIEM#HEIS R
W & AR LTz, RTPRAGIC, JRAER O L THRE 258 L7 BRG ~ 7 R
0777 bt EM L2 (datanotshown), Z D Z &1L, 7 a.LBREICE
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T TA I T INT) URERBREENDED, HEEORIEICEDS Z &
BB LTWS, RIRIIC, 7T REBEIZEO IR U EERIx 7 7 7
N OHH SIS ZARET D DIHETH RV ERESIN TS, —RY VRERE
Z R < g aly/aly ~ 7 RIZEBWT S, 7T uEEZ T 7 MIHEM I L7 (Kant,
Akiyama et al. 2015), [AEEIZ. BRG =7 AZBW T, A4 —7 VU U 8BRA
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NOEHLDOTIERNWEB X bND, £TURIOMIE T, BAEE 72 RN O B 1]
GILs ZiFAT 5 2 EDNRERAOFHE, MFICEE THDL Z LARINTND
(Goto, You et al. 2013), Z DOETIL, 72 BEREILINO B GILs 67 F 7 v
I\Z CD4'Foxp3" Treg AL RBRENER S, B2 77 MEBENSI SRR Z S
72 L EZ L TV 5 (Goto, You et al. 2013), 52, R0/ 77 NEFIX, 75
7 RN @ CD4 Foxp3* Tregs |2 X o THERF S 4L, Tregs 1377 v B T MiAa O BSOS
T 5 2 L EEEBME TR LSS H D (Kendal, Chen et al. 2011), AHF
JECBWTE 3 HEOD GILs BWEMIKE V77 MEEZI SR IHITE LT
Treg DR G- Z Mt L7ey, £ OMEIIREN TH 72 (B 8-8), =HIZ, 3 H
HOGILZ#&0RET 7 7 NOBMEE= T2 BRG~ 7 AT, T4 —7 U /38K
MG LT, UL T 0 A~ORBITBIE S e o 7 (55 8-9),
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B35 DIZEH 202 Y (Steinmuller 1984, Larsen, Steinman et al. 1990, Zeng, Chen et
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® GILs, 72 5 HHOHEEL7- GILs 127 2 LBEOBRE L PE- 2R TH
72 (Ganchiku, Goto et al. 2021), KEBM%E, R —HsiL) >R Z LT
draining U > /\HIZE TV, T2 CTMIBIZT 74 07 &, 7oL &
B9 % & ST % (Rosenberg and Singer 1992, Zeng, Chen et al. 2021), it OHF
ZECIE,. 2O R —HiUROERS, 2 E o R —fhiamao 2 kY v
AR~ OBENC X D L0 b, MlashMaE s U7z E O RIREMED RIS S T
(Zeng, Chen et al. 2021), fMfasb Mz Lz R —HUROBE ChiuI e
REMOIREREIZBWTHAETH Y | MEWEOFEIZXL 52BMET LT
DEFHIC K D E WA LN oo Z L M TE AR[EMENSH D EE XL TN
Do

F, x4 @ adoptive transfer €7 /L ClX, 3HH, SHHE. 7H BIZHBE X7 GILs
L. BA% 10 BfE CTICRBEOLLETHSEL7-, L2 L., GILs O5ffifig
BN T 7 o ERET DN THDLARRERH D, T7hbb, 3 HAE
7IXS HEO T GILs W3 E 5720, 777 hOFEMKISMEE S
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RO TN H D, KR 8-6 T/RLZEY ., 5 HHD GILs DI R E LA
BHLTWeWw, 5T, S HEDKREZ 77 NEBEET VAN T 7
N DR OEE GILs fifladh & 13Bh#E L7ewnEB 2 6 b, LAAT, Bx 13D
BHEET MICBW T, 5 HH GILs ¥t 5 LT3 HH GILs O & [F L~ULiZ
L7HBICB TS, MRBICEKFET 52 < 777 OIEMKISBIE S
7= (data not shown), ZILHDT —XZ X, GILs OHEIL 7 T 7 b DML &
B L 7o W ATREMEZ 7RI L T2 23, EBMICIE W T B [RIBRORE R & 72 50
EIMITONWTIIMRFADBLETH 5,
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9. fEim

AR TIILUL TORZEZRA ST LT

*NSG, BRG~¥ 7 AZHW\WTt Mb~vv At NEEBEET VEIER L,

- BT T VT AT Y —THBROIER 2R AT 08, 1Bk o Tz,

- B JERHETE T /L CHL CD3F(ab’), ik & W= B mA 7 v N 2V O1ER %
RATZN, MOBMEET VL TRV GEERESD Z LRk o7z,

« 77 7 MZxET % GILs OREFHSE IR 7 7 7 NOFIEIC L - TR
25, FHOT T T M D REFEHARINE T Treg 7 7 7 MEEIEH % Ff
DY URERBRR TR, 777 FOFEIC X D0 FRISE DOZET anergy 23
IR TIE 720,

FRUCR LI L 90T, FHEMEVEBNEE T LV Th 5 K FHAH 2 W o BREHC
0 53, GILs OIEHESUR 2 5] & & 2 REIT LIRS L2 &A1z &
LRMEET NV THD BB E R TH 72, S 5T, HEHBMETT VI,
GILs M TOFEETT L LI LT T 7 MO B4 SN —E R 5
FEER LTz, ZOFTRIZ, 77 7 MO TFEIZ X - T GILs 1T 72 5 5% K
S A R T A REME A RE LTS, £7o, 3 HA D GILs 1377 7 MIxt LiEHEX
ISEAREET D Z E AT WIC L b BT, 3 HEAND OHL CD3F(@ab), #iik
DO¥EIL, DEBET IV TY T 7 NOEM/AS 2 FHET 558 L TR,
KIEBAEET NVTIX T T 7 NOEFITEEL B R oTlz, 2 b DRI,
A% B GILs I+ 2 B2 - 2 m R TH 0 . FEE TONRBMIZ 4
HEEMHIFEGEDOLZA IV T RO DTV AO—ERD B XD,
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10. HIFE
AHFFE D —ER 1 ISPS FLARAFZE C (Grant number: 19K18047 % T) 19K09064) 7 B
KEZT-bDTh S,

AR ORI OPEICHT-D . THEE, THSHEE F LoIEERT
REBEE TR HALaA R 2 BEEIO R E fBE ZaR NS T — BT
HFLE L BT ET,

F7o. EBRM~ U AOEH R OHERFE I 2 L TIAWZ B i1 e R O
FEBHR OB O < \HLHA L EFET, b FOREELHEHTDICH2Y
%R 7% T ) 2 TAW T2 8/ IR ARSI RSN R O & 1t e Ao R <AL L
FFET, EBRICBW TR A it 2 L TIEWZHK B S A K OTELERSVE
FHEID AT IEH OB ZH LET,
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