WaT—~

T
GOE

RIS 23 2 I IRESEIN 7~ & B~ 1PS A A Sk ph Rt g
ERAI IR RE O FF T X 2 FrliaiiE O B3

HrRNERE
fis - BERBAEER IR

K 4 @ K K






20234FHE AZIEER LR — AT TEBN AR FTE R

WHIET —~ : BEEIBG IO T 2 FFMIgEER T & £ - iPSHilZ B kR R B M B AE O HF
RIZ L 2FHAREDRFE

FTESE « BB B R LR TR S Y

K4 Kty 1K

® HiLIik

FHEEES (spinal cord injury; SCI) &, E#E#hi L OVERMREICIRAIREEZ 726 L,
BEDOEEOE Z RIFBIIR T S 2EERKEE TH D, SCTIIHHM O R 5 (—IkIBE)
WZINZ, RIERS72 & (RS b 5 2 & T, RIS OMAUSE N ET L, AREA N
PEE SN D, ZNETOMRETIE, FEERO—BRE LTt MEEZREMESMIZ (iPS
fa) Bk osmtee/miiEkHIEY (neural stem/progenitor cells; NS/PCs) ORHEDS SCI & D
EEREERIE IR A R T Z ERHRESINTWD, Ll B SN ES L, 2R
LT D7D, BEAOMUNREDNEH SN TWDHLLENH H, R, 2P o%k
iE SO ME 1A By OfFEIL, BRI O A FRERT S, MRREEZLT2ERE 25 2
ENEZDLND, TDO=H, SCLIAFICE N TIX, BEBREOWENRAIXTH D,

AWFFETIL, NFAIAESEE 7 (hepatocyte growth factor; HGF) % T SCI # O FHENK
INRBED S E Z T A T2, HGF 1T PIIIE N RO M A H AR R 2 R D . MR O T A 221t
TLHLZENME SN TWD, £, HOF (TGN CTOME TR ZME L, PR PR
(NSCs) DA FETHEAN S H, D &b, HGF 1% SCI IBHEICI T iPSC i3k
D NS/PCs DBAEN R 2 EH HHE LB E B 2 -, £ T, AW TIX, HGF & NS/PCs D
OF LD SCT # OIEENSRERIIEIZ 5 % 2 B2 3 L, i OAH RN R & WEE L7z,

EERIIEARET » b (rnu/rnu) 2 Vv, T10 L)L CEEEMFESE (IH impactor :240kdyn)
AT O L TETVEME LI, SCTE&) G HGF & 2 BFIZ D72 v HENIC Rt 5-
L. 9 B#IZ hiPSC-NS/PCs Z 4RGN ~EAE L7z, TRFERRIT (1) xHRE.  (2) HGF Bl

e (3) MaRMEEIRREE,  (4) HGF &ML DO HEED 4 DI 1T . BEER OIRRENR
ZEelg U7~ FEMic X, Basso, Beattie, Bresnahan (BBB) A =7 % U 7= E&IHEHE DA

B BT AT DT KD H08 & i EE O 21T o 72, F7o. MBFIRTIC LY .
BGENL T OBERIER & AR AEDORRE 25 A L7z, S 61T, RNA v —F i 7 & e
Bz VT, HGE 2393 F L -UL THBIR/NRSEIC G 2 5 B 2 T LT,

® g
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W DOFER, HGF OG- 132 O EENAL O RIES & RN HEI L, /-2 nFETO
SATIZE D@ Y . MAEF/EE2 RS D 2 L RS-, HGF B ERE T, BIEHA Tl
FENZE L #I L. NEMENSCs of#asEAE N L7-, (Fig. 1),

Fig. 1
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F 7. RNA-seq DFENTIZ LV | HGF OG- MR FAE & RIEMHNCEE T 5% < BB T D
FHAEMEH L CND Z EARENT, 2 HHD RNA-seq fg#HT Tl HGF T 929 18 D& fn+
DXTHRREL Il L CHRICAE LTV, 7 HH T 3156 HOBE - NEB LT, FF
(2, FREATERARI O BEGE, SRR, MAPK & 27— FICEE 2 @m0 Eh#E ST
Wiz, E£70. RIESEOMENCEAE T % INIK/NF-k B & 778 = 12770 7/l oiE
PEAL) B 2B T S, RIEOHEIT L BHEIERAIZ 5N TWD 2 & DRI
hiz (Fig. 2),
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Fig.2
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I HGF & hiPSC-NS/PCs O OfFTEHRICBIT 2 21T o 72, ZDOfER, HGF 12 X 2 EREEK
BB D AEAE R 2 ) b S8, BEEAL T O/ & B 2 BT 22 BAVR &
N7z, S5, PERPRERETIZ. BHE S 7= NS/PCs 3 ZhRINITH Tk & o F 7 2 2 TRk
L. Mgkt mAENMEE <=, (Fig.3,4,5)
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Fig.3
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Fig.5
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° =
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AWFFEIL, HGF & NS/PCs DN & 72 b I BRI OV THRFT 21T > 72, HGF I%, NF-«B
T TR AT 5 2 & T, KIERISOFIEIZEHT S L, MUNBREOWELZ -6 LE
T THUCEY, BREMIROETFENREE Y, MREFENMEES NS Z ENBEXLND, S
BT, RNA =2 v v FOFER G| HGF 3R FAEICBE 9 5 AR T OB 2 15 AL
L. HHMINREA® 2 5 2 L2 K - T SCI #% OMEIEREDIEIE 2 KIEIZ I L7,

AWFFEOFER S, HGE & NS/PCs OFFHMEIEIX, SCIIZXF 287 LV MRS & L CIHEFIC
BLTHDZ EWRENT, HGF OFGITHREGIN OB 2 % | NS/PCs BAHDLh A 2 FH 3
HCE D 5 Z LR ST o7z, A%id, SCI OEFEEE IR U= ERbiaE 7 7 h a1 o
IR BND, FTo, BBEZECNAA A~ — T — %2 W 7% TR OSGEES IR S i,
HGF & NS/PCs OO HFEIESIEREIRIE & U CHESL SN D FIREMEDRN B D, I BT, 4% OKRH
R ERRRBRIC L 0 . AHFFEORENHEMEE - THERS Sv, etk & AoPENFHE S
HTEDBMETHD,

AWFFEIE, HGF & NS/PCs DOFFREIEAS SCT 12 DOt fA & EBERERIE I 540 2 & &
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