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T, TanNAFT 4 7 2% F U, A FME 2 RRICOCH T 2 IR AEFRICHED &

nNTw53, FRICETPIEE L. RAGHEE LG T 2 E QIR BT ICH: 5 KR ER R
L. HEREOWE], A7 v -2 ROMETICX 2BERKER,. REDOFEMHEEL, B
TEE OB - BIHICANTH 2 2 b 12, FHERREX -7y P eI nTwd, #HHR
% b O 18 T RIS EH 2 A U S 230 2 2 iniikagit, Bhice b ERREERIC
HHEA T2 3, Rl Cld, EfE eI X 0 MiE ICEBA R BRERT 5 2 1T) 2 & ©
BN R T 2 L WO RA DT S T3, Zhid, MEOFR>EWEbEREL & v
SNOEREERRETER L, 2 v o8 o EEEAREE R L ME S EENCHCER L &
RO AYE % PFEA 3 5. “On-site Drug Production”®EH % Hig3d D THh % (Fig.
Do Z ORI S ZIcE Y | MG EE X v o8 7B oEAIC X Y BRAMIEZ KT 2
VY TNEFRDE 5, X EE RS A R R HRGRR TEEE T8k EIcE O ik o
FAFE. BInT[lEg 2 B L CHREYERICHEZ 734 v 3 235 910 5 Ea5ED b
TWw3,

Tumor necrosis area \
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(NS L * ,~",§"fp

protein cDNA
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Accumulation | Cancer death |

Proliferation j

Fig. 1. Idea of Tumor On-site Drug Production using bacteria.

o XS, “EELEVEA EREAD) O XV EBGEERILSEDD 0D, KeHEH
J& L 7z 5aH0 Rl 1o 37 2 S liBAFE (R 72 o & 13 v, FRiC, BN TAE -
T2 L) EREAI RS O AR AR AFRESECE G HOBNEIEITEIEFHOE
EICERE T 2 BBICH ER 2L D TE R WEELIEHRELE L TE T o2,

9 L7=Bmin o, WEHEF, AR M2 EBS 5 23 A A ERA o A FH
MR Z By & LT, JEEANMHEIE 2 R Ml AL 2 ML L 7z, & 610, mVlEE
PIESIERE & K e VE 2 ML % —D Ol RfE & U<, Mg LAE G Pl i s f BB A B



Blautia coccoides % W U7z, F 7. EYFLINCE %2 )GH L 72/l © ¢Cu ki 2 T
L. 18517z “Cu BRI R O WA NERE % Positron Emission Tomography (PET) % F >
TRl 3 2 Fffi 2 WL L7z MA T, 7 7 A4 N —RAHOC BRI N ST % F o 72 JEE 2R
DEIHEZIT V., EEWNICAE L 7 K5 O g NEIRE O 5l %2 17 - 72,
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F1E ESNAEZHERE LI-HEERMNEDOHEILL

Blautia coccoides D% FATE (M

ek, BAREEZHPE L2ERBANICIE, PArEATHOIB - 70X b YUY LK
15« KIGR 167 Lo Ml EES FICFHINTE 2, 2o OfflEiI:, BHEICkoT
M N O fE F 0 2 i U, VUSSR 2 REST 5, LW FEE >, LA L, “On-
site Drug Production” % {6 HE& & L, RO I A & v o8 7 B % FEAE 3 2 A A % B
32 bTik, &L AREEEDERCHIFEMESEE L, Bz, EERNEEME L. B
CEEEHEFBERICH Y, KetErmellEde LTHETH 5, & 2505, HEMEZ
12 U % Ot O E 2 S NIETEREZ R T2 8 ) 2 iZIg L A LETanTEs o3, wih
Dl T 23 23 A 365 A= T BEA o I AR Al & L @Y 21380 5 2> T,

B D IS GG AR N AR ORI 1Z, FUEMEICK 2L 7 v a vig EHI DM
HREIGERN R ERBERILE E SN, L L, EERNEER ICTEYDENEER T 28
ALZbDIRIFLALHRINTEL T, kDL 7y a vikzBT 62 L TER
WV, ZOBREIESICIE a X b LR 0200 5 7208 L Wil 2 BT L TR R fREEE L
%, X TTARETRE, BErdEzEbhviitheLryav ke LT, #MEAD
Small subunits ribosomal DNA (16stDNA) &I F-HCH % T 3 2 Fik 2 fEEE L 7=, AFEIC
LY. v MENREBRARE TH % Blautia coccoides X U Bacteroides vulgatus 23 L 27 > a v/
TE 5L EMER L LT, WHMED in vivo ICB W TEENIEIERELZEH T 5 2 & % B
L7z X BIC. Blautia coccoides I\ 2\>T, % DAARNIME a2 i P % G RRET L 72,

F18i an=—4%4 L7 F PCRIZ& EHNIBIEMEEREE DL

MR ICRF Y 72 16srDNA JEn 1Y % PCR G L. 2 O OlcY % fifse. & 2 ik
BRVKE) X2 — v G A Lick ), MIEMEZIEMICFEES 2 2 L AARETH 5, K
FiElZ, cnFETic, BEYFEIITICE T 2 208 8. #E - IE oMMl EE O FE
REWHRHINTE R 192, ZoFEKIE, E-CHBN A - 140E L 7 M BERE 2 Jip -
FET 2 EICHICHTE, PAEMEREIRD2FH LV L 7y a VvOFRICHR L LE
ZAbib,

JEIS AR I RS L 72 13, AR O A ' Y 4 — P ARG A SRR LIRS A 2 &
T, apr=—¢ L CESICHHECTE %, T Colony forming units (CFUs) 123D\ THE
BIICFHic& 52—/ C, 2B =—=X4 L7 }F PCRICX > CHIEMDOREICHICHT S C
L TES, am=—X 4L 27 FPCRETIZ, MEDan = —2EBEKCHICERE L., A
ko o ot - % T T, BE2 O PCRIIEZ TR 7 v AT v 7 CHETE



%, fEk. BT LAICHE T 2IEIRIHERICE T INTE 2 5ETH 505, 1B
kD b 2 v = — X N MIE D 16stDNA 5o PCR HEIEIC D BRI L E 2 b
%,

Z ZCAHITIE, BEMEZNRE LT, MEFFRENZ 16sDNA iV Z 2 m =— X4 L
7 FPCRICK > THIRL ., ZNZhoOMEH% FE ST 2 FEZML Lz, HICZDFE
W, [ESNICEEIEOME % R 5 L 72 ClEE cHE L - Mz FE T & 5
DRt L 7,

l-a aBQ=—%4A L% b PCRIZ& % Blautia coccoides. Bacteroides vulgatus @ R5E

Iu=—X4 L7} PCR T, #KE % PCR RIGHPCEMT 2, 2070, 77 LGN
WO X DI ELSHRE =7 F F 7Y B RS R AT SMEEICN LTS i, &
WO TRV ECH D, 7o, WHICK VML 727/ 2 DNA ZEEDNA 7~ 7L
—beF 2D, TVTL—FRRL, EREEL T2 A[EEMED S % D PCR HEIEIX 7T
AIFRELH L CHEich L LEEINE, 22 TEF, 2B =—XAL 27} PCRD
FOCEEZBET L 7z, HilliCiZ, & P 2 EOHABEOLNRERAR L SN T3 27 T Ll
PER @ Blautia coccoides (JCM 1395T) & O* Bifidobacterium longum (JCM 12177), 7" 7 Lz
PER @ Bacteroides vulgatus (JCM 58267) % H\>7z, Z D 9 % B. coccoides X O° B. vulgatus
DEEZHKE LT, TNENOREICBICER DD 57 7 4 ~—BLh| ZfHH L7 (Table
Do MBI, Wb MEUEIEIH £ OGRS L 2%, GAM XK L caw =—JZK
T bDERMHL .

Table 1. Species-specific 16srDNA targeted bacterial primers used in this study.

Species Oligonucleotide sequence (5°—3’) Amplicon size Reference
Blautia coccoides F: 5’-AAATGACGGTACCTGACTAA-3’ 438 bp Kurakawa et al.

R: 5’-CTTTGAGTTTCATTCTTGCGAA-3’ (2015)
Bacteriodes vulgatus | F: 5’-GCATCATGAGTCCGCCATGTTC-3’ 287 bp Wang et al. (1996)

R: 5’-TCCATACCCGACTTTATTCCTT-3’

ar=—%4 L2} PCR TIL, @K, KBEZEZ LD T LRERZBILEIC X > TAR
T2, ZZTHT. 95°C. Smin OB ZMET L 72, LA LRSS TIE Y 7 ZGBERE O
BEPA T2 THY., PCREIHEOBERINA» 72, £ T T, 95°C, 5 min O ZULE I
AT, TORBERAT v 7L LTI 7 7 A — X2 Wi Rl LT v 7 A %475
=05, B o7z Bif% PCRICH T THRIE L MRS/ O Nmr -7z, TORKE LT,
FYTL—FDT ) LDNADBBEL TWEDOTIRARVAEE 2, FIREEE Sma 1 % v
TI7 v X LYW A3 2 & & L7z (Fig. 2).



Bacteria lysis

Heat lysis
Homogenize

O
\ ) »E/'"""' )))) [DNA tempiate |
Endonuclease
Glass beads in dH,0 reaction

Fig. 2. DNA template preparation protocol for direct colony PCR.

Colony pick u

RYCGEROBENEZBGEES 2 720 1C, 3HEEOME (B. coccoides, B. longum. B.
vulgatus) % il 42 OFERFEHICHEREL, ThZfhoav=—iflcar=—=X 1L 2}
PCR % Efi L 7z, % DfEFR. B. coccoides, B. vulgatus \» 3 IICENWTD, ZNZIICKER
(%72 Bi%1 o PCR IR HER S iz (Fig. 3)e THDHER X V| B. coccoides X U B.
vulgatus DI IZBVLISEAE O TRICK Y, DNA 7 v 7L — b FABLC IZHIIREESR % v 7z
77 2 DNA OYIKIC X b 77 LGTER © PCR IR WRECH 5 2 L ARSI N, —
Ji. wFhoav=—Z4 L2 F PCRICEVWTDH, HIWE LAaWHEREIC KT 2 8 50
DNA 7 7 7' A v P MR I Tz 272 L. 2D OESIKE Y X — V% B. coccoides B %
Wi B vulgatus T ERIECH O HEREY L 1I R E K R 2720, FENROMFERE & O
DARETH o7z, LLEX D E L RISSEMICE W T, B. coccoides XU B. vulgatus D 2
H=—XA L2 FPCRICKXDFEDNRETH S LRI NI,

B. coccoides B.vulgatus B. longum B. coccoides .. B.vulgatus B. longum

4 5 6 7 8 9

4 5 6 7 8 9 1T 238

Fig. 3. PCR amplification of 16srDNA by primers for (A) B. coccoides and (B) B. vulgatus.
Lane 1-3 are PCR amplicons from B. coccoides, 4-6 are from B. vulgatus, and 7-9 are from B. longum.



RiT, HEEEOMBEPIRET 2K S, a0 ==X 4L 7 } PCRICHEDINTZ
NZNOMER % [FE CTZ 2 22851 L 72. B. coccoides (7.4 x 107 CFU/ml) & B. vulgatus
(2.7 x 108 CFU/ml) DRAWOFREZ GAM RIGHICERE L 72, BRI h/izao=—
DB SORERL, ZhZFRICHLTae=—X 4L 27 PCR %f7-7- (Fig. 4), % Df
R, 2 =—No.l. 3. 425 % B. vulgatus FrEHIECH| DGR D B 25 E 41, B. coccoides
FrRAECA DR IZ R S e o 72 —J7. No.2y 5 D2 v =—{I B. coccoides T B IS
DHIRD B %R LT, TN DR L, EEEOMEIEEL T IHAICD,
16stDNA Fit¥l| % #iEd 2 an=—2 4 L 27 } PCRICX > CHREDMIERZ AT 3
LRI NI,

Fig. 4. PCR amplification of 16srDNA from §
colonies picked from agar plate of B. coccoides
and B. vulgatus mixture.

PCR amplicons by primers for B. coccoides and B.
vulgatus were loaded in lane B and lane V
respectively. The number in the figure indicates each
colony.

1-b HHEOHMHEERZRE L-ROBENBEMEEDRE

RiZIC, l-a THEVLL7za2w =—X 4 L 2 } PCR OFEE T, IS N CH4bE L 72 #f
HREDFIE CTE 2 2 %Gt L 72. B. coccoides (3.7 x 107 CFU/mouse) & B. vulgatus (5.4 x
107 CFU/mouse) DiEE&T % . colon-26 HSA ~ ¥ R ICEHRNIL S L, —EREZICIESICE
FEEELRFHML 7z, EEREY A= 2 10EHRML T L —F LICEREL., BRI
fzam=—H5 5 OEERLTla bMUAETEA L2 P PCR 2{To72E 25, av=
—No.l. 2. 5% B. vulgatus ¥t ZHIECH DGR D A %R L. B. coccoides it SERIBCLY| D SE IS
IR & 7 h o 72, (Fig. 5B)s —7J7 No.3. 4 5% B. coccoides F5 FHILS D PCR il D 4
M 7 (Fig. 5A). DL EDFER X V. B. coccoides & B. vulgatus D il B 23 SN T
10° CFU/tumor A RICHEfEd 5 2 &, Ram=—X 4 L 27 b PCRIEIC & o TSN CHIE
L7-2EBOMEZ XA LCRIETE 2 2 LML E o Tz, (6o TARTZEIZ, MEOE
BFSZE %2 pE L¢3, BN cbife 2 R I MEfz 27 ) —=v 73 2FEL LT
JCHTPIRETH 5 Z L B S Tz,



Fig. 5. PCR amplification of 16srDNA from 5
colonies picked from tumor homogenate
dilution (x10%) plated agar.

PCR amplicons by primers for (A) B. coccoides
and (B) B. vulgatus. Tumor tissue was isolated
from colon-26 tumor-bearing mouse a week later
after receiving bacterial mixture of B. coccoides
(3.7 x 10’CFU/mouse) and B. vulgatus (5.4 x
107 CFU/mouse). The number in the figure
indicates each colony.

500 b
300 bp

8 28 Blautia coccoides DM ARBEAEREEF OEHHAERE L LT A%SEM

AKEiITIE. SR CHAERE % 78 L 72 Blautia coccoides % FAV>, 5% DK%~ D01
MOEEDOFHGZITo 720 720 KE OG54 D GIZICERIGIC D™ T b a2 17
Wy DSATRE AR A o i AR & L < o8 % M L 72,

2-a HNAIDRADEZBHRFICEEMEICNT S530=—4 1L k PCR

B. coccoides DHEARNITARFEERICIETL B | colon-26 HAA ~ v A DK fE#R I BT 5 HAER
DoAR % §Hlli L 72, colon-26 % B FHSHE L@ T L7z =7 A2 S EE. FFlE. i, ME
K OEEEZRE L, SO FEY 4 — b % GAM FERETHIICIRE L TSR L 7214,
WHERO oo = —8EFHE L 72, Z 0GR, IR X Y 2 v =—%% 105 CFU/tissue & %
BBEBDOD, WTFNOEEL S b —EL VORI X7 (Fig. 6).

1010_
108_
o
a 1064
2
=
D 104~
o
102_
Fig. 6. The number of commensal bacteria in organs and
tissues of conventionally housed colon-26 tumor-bearing

100_

mice.
\000 004‘ Each value represents mean +SD (n = 3).



% Z T, B. coccoides ZMDEIER & XA TZ 2 0% MERT 572010, MRS N-HER
D aw=—ZHf LT B. coccoides FEFEH] 16stDNA FLH| D X4 L 27 b PCR %1T o 7z, Z D
R T NONEERS S b B. coccoides FFFHT 16stDNA FCHIBEIERF D DNA 7 7 7" X v F ik
oz — VM 2 IR R IR S e o 72 (Fig. 7). o T, RN O HFTE
BT B. coccoides 13 & F T, ¥5-L 7%z B. coccoides D % iZIRNCFEMI§ % & & 23A[HET
HrEFEZOLND,

s
=
-
-
e
-
-/
Bd
-

fisimn

Fig. 7. PCR amplification of 16srDNA by primers for B. coccoides.
Colonies were picked from agars plated homogenate dilution of (A) tumor (x 10), (B) kidney (x 10), (C) Lung (x
100), (D) Liver (x 100), (E) Spleen (x 10). PCR amplicons of B. coccoides were loaded in lane C as a control.

2-b F#ARMNIZE L 1= Blautia coccoides D RN & £FIZEET A 5L

2515 L 72 B. coccoides D RN MG I A O R % 5 & 72, Colon-26 $H2 A~ v
2 DREFKL Y 6.8 x 107 CFU/mouse D B. coccoides %15 L. %556 2 Kf#, 3. 7. 14
H#ZD XA LKA v MickseCll@g, M. M, Pl OBz B L 72, &les % &€
Uk — P LCEREMICHEREL, 293 av=—n vy MECEDSW» THER & D21
B DB % 7 L 72 (Fig. 8). Aili-e T < 1391 2> & HBHY B L <L TR 2334 L. 14 HIE
ICH o T L~V ICHERs S 7z, IR Bl < I RS TR 2 18 3 2 Bk 5 tfERe &
Niz, ZHICH LT, 5 CliE, 5% 2 R CIIMERs P b o7 b DD, fEHRIC



WRL., 14 HET10°f5IcECHEMEL 72, CORER X 0. 85 L7z B. coccoides 13 EEE
REICHEIES 2 DTl Znwvd LR I iz,

1010_
100 3 2h.p..
. == 3d.p..
¢1°7_ == 7dpi
= -
a 10 mm 14d.p.i.
=106
2 105- Fig. 8. Bacterial colonization in tumor and organs of
° . colon-26 tumor-bearing mice receiving B. coccoides
10%4 (6.8 x 107 CFU).
10°4 The number of bacteria were determined by CFU
102 counting at 2 h, 3 d, 7 d, and 14 d from injection. Each
Tumor Liver Lung Spleen Kidney value represents the mean + SD (n = 3-4).

% T T, B. coccoides i#IR) 77l & L T, FERIEMI b a0 =—%EULL. B. coccoides
FPSLH) 16stDNA BLY 23§ 2 am=— X4 L 27 } PCR 217> 7z, Z DGR, B.
coccoides T G- EIT IS 734 L T 2l B 1T 1X PCR B9l & e WETER 25RAE L T
7=, Be5 1 HURR I 2 1 2 WfElIE 4 C B. coccoides TH 5 LIRIE S LTz, — 1.
Bhega 2 b I Nz av = =251k, B coccoides BLH| DIGIR 135h ETEZR S Lin b o 7=

(Fig.9), TN DFER X 0 $5 L7 B. coccoides (ZNEE T D BEIRNNICHETH L . % DAth
DFEER I X HETER 2304 3 5 D AT B. coccoides 13HEFE L7\ T &EHB/RI Nz,

T 5T, SN CTHYNE L 72 B. coccoides D JiTE % AHARSAHICBIZE L 72, Colon-26 23 A
~ 7 AT 2.7 x 108 CFU/mouse D B. coccoides % kN5 L TH 5 1 H[EEICEE % fi§H
L. 777 2RI~ P F 2 ) v&ITA Y v (H&E) Rk, ZOHRE, B
coccoides \ZFEZENHOED A 7 v — o ZEALETHRE L THRET 2 2 L BBHO L 7o
7= (Fig. 10),



Tumor

Lung

Liver

Spleen

Kidney

Fig. 9. Typical gel image of electrophoresis results of PCR amplicons of 16srDNA from colonies picked from tumor and
tissue homogenate dilution plated agar.

Tumors and organs were extracted from colon-26 tumor-bearing mice received B. coccoides (1.5 x 107 CFU). The numbers at
the bottom left indicate the dilution factor of the homogenate of each organ.

Fig. 10. Tumor histological analysis of mice intravenously injected with B. coccoides.
Tumor sections with H&E staining (A) and Gram staining (B) at 7 days after B. coccoides
injection (2.7 x 108 CFU/mouse). Original magnifications were at x1.

10



2-¢ Blautia coccoides DIEBANDEFIZH T AR EHME RO LI 551

2-a, 2-b ICB VT, BENHTER X 10%* CFU/tumor LA T &K< 5 FH UK, 10° f5
DLEICHRL @S+ 4 — b 2 b Bt & 1L 2 Ml 134T B. coccoides TH 5 T & H3ifE
I NIz, o T, FEEWNT 10* CFU/tumor YA _EICHIZE X N 2 #lF X B. coccoides &% 2 b
hd, 2ZCURZar=—hy v FEEZHWSE Z L& L, B coccoides DIEZ~DHFEIC
X3 2 B G HEB DR % MiET L 72 B. coccoides % Low dose (3.2 x 105 CFU/mouse) . Middle
dose (1.6 x 107 CFU/mouse). High dose (1.6 x 108 CFU/mouse) T colon-26 {H23 A~ 7 A JE
IR & 255 L fR. SR % 15 & B. coccoides DNEIE~DAERK L%
<L AREZEE D /NI W &b, ZEL CHBEEIET 5 2 LRI iz (Fig 1), 7z
7Z L. EENMERE, I OB GHIEE T D 108 CFU/tumor THEITH & 72 )| HEJEL
5 BHIEBICIE ERR2SH 2 2 & bR I T,

10°7 A 0 1hp.i
105 A .Ah .p.i.
A ® 1dpi
107 =R Pl
= 1054 ﬁ u o I O 3dp.
5 hd
E 105+ Ot LAl [ ™ m 5dp.i
g 104- ® A 7dp.i.
LLIS 103 o| m] A 14d.p..
102_
o
101 °
10°
Low Middle High

Fig. 11. Dose dependency of bacterial colonization in tumor.

The number of bacteria was determined by CFU counting at 1 h, 1d,3d,5d, 7 d, and 14 d from
intravenous injection of the low-dose (3.2 x 10° CFU), medium-dose (1.6 x 107 CFU), and high-dose
(1.6 x 108 CFU) B. coccoides. Each point represents the value for mouse and the bars represent the
mean for each group (n = 3).

2-d  B#ARAIIR 5 L = Blautia coccoides MDTE £ R EE/E A B9 55T

B. coccoides DEGHREG RO XM EED—>2 & LT, RIEWHEY AL M #7414~ (TNFa. IL-
6. IFN-y) DpEAEREICED < FFRERIGIEH 23l L 7z, SHERREE L <. SRtk ok
W7 4 XA (B longum) FH5HEKR P, b FERKRRABEAFEM I LT b T4 JHFE
BRIC lipopolysaccharide Z FH 3% Z & 2 b RAEE R E I 1 5 KGRI GREZ 3 E L
7zo &W % 3.0-6.7 x 107 CFU/mouse D 5-8 CHMRAH G L T2 5 1.5h, 6.0 h fRICIiK %
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XL, 1.5h %D TNFa. IL-6. 6 h %D IFN-y DI HiEE % ELISA I THIE L 72, % Dk
%, B. coccoides T GREDIM AP RIETEY 4 b H A4 VB IR KIGEKGEE L KL THEICK
<. B. longum 58 L R CTH 572 (Fig. 12A-C),

3000

2000
E E
g 2
1000
0o~
C
10000 I
9000
8000
7000
— 6000+ Fig. 12. Evaluation of pro-inflammatory cytokine
£ 5000 % concentration in serum induced by bacterial
2 1000 \ y
o 800 sia administration.
600 - (A) TNF-q, (B) IL-6 concentration in serum at 1.5 h and (C)
400 IFN-y concentration in serum at 6.0 h after intravenous
200 N.D injection of saline (N.T.), B. coccoides (6.7 x 107 CFU), B.
0 'l . . longum (3.0 x 107 CFU), and E. coli (3.4 x 107 CFU). *P <
\i& & o » 0.05; **P < 0.01. Each value represents the mean = SD (n = 3).
0(90 6\60 @." N.D., not detected. N.S., not significant.
A\ 9
(2 000
0.

¥ 72, Lowdose (5.4 x 107 CFU/mouse). Middle dose (2.7 x 10’ CFU/mouse). High dose
(2.7 x 108 CFU/mouse) % % 1LDMEEL T B. coccoides % HlkNEES- L. 2 BEFICE - T
RE & PREE 2 HE L7z, WIhoRG5HIEEIC B O RERDIIBIRE I L ad o7k
(Fig. 13A), ¥ 7-. High dose. Middle dose 5% 58I 35\ > T —RFiY 72 JRHRAL K 23 HER2 < 7z

2, #5205 2 BEERGEE O BIKER X N.T. (Saline 58 L AEAEZ RS hd o7z

(Fig. 13B), 2N HDFEFR X V| B. coccoides D FIEMRIEEFIZIEH 1B W2 & RARIB I N
726
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- High & -& High
Y -
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L - 1.0
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>
°
o
2 0.5
I —
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0 5 10 15 0 5 10 15

Fig. 13. Long-term immune response of mice following B. coccoides administration.

(A) Body weight and (B) spleen weight change after intravenous injection of the low-dose (5.4 x 103 CFU),
medium-dose (2.7 x 107 CFU), and high-dose (2.7 x 108 CFU) B. coccoides. Each value represents the mean +
SD (n =3-4).
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FIW BE

ARETIE, B TRERM AL S W TR Wl 2 IR T 2872 5k &
L C. £ %D Small subunits ribosomal DNA (16stDNA) &is TEAic o < Ml EETER
FEREZMEL LTz AFERESE YA — PR OMBEDREICDERTH Y. B. coccoides
& B. vulgatus O E 23 EBE N CHGEREZ BT 2 Z L ZBL I L7z, T 51T, B
coccoides \ICDWT X L 2MatZ A, ARE X, JHE CTOAERIICHEE LG ERZ% 1%
EAEBIEL 22 & o, BARKHERREAIO - o oG EmiMliidEcHd 5 2 L %
RH L7,

TS AR I X, ST R B, 2o OREL W EREEND, o
T, MEFEY A — P 2R ECREEL, A oM Icarn=—2ERIE+s L
T, MEE P TEM R O B E 7 A TRE T 5, T av=—ic X 2 HEHT, AME O A
ZIERMICEHECZ 2 2 & Ao, MENMERZEHMES 2 Ecb I TERZ 225, K
BT, MELan=—HEEL, 2D 16sDNA fildl|Z# 2 v =—% 4L 2 } PCRICX 5T
WS 2 2 & T, MRk O OME O HEE S FE E CERBFEIT S LA TE

B. coccoides XU B. longum DI L, MR A 7 A0 —X L RVT v 7 21X YK
L7 (Fig.2)s am=—%41L 2} PCRIZ. MIEVHNOT7AIFRI7X2—ICLoT
JWEE S N p 2R T 2 Fik e L CEIBEF LY OB I N TWS 2628, 2D
B, FICKBEEEZNRICEMEINE Z LB3% v, 2o 7T ARERIZ a0 = — 2 EHER
# L 7z PCR UG DBV D BT ICiBW T 5, Lo L, ARECTFHM L 72 B. coccoides
IILH L3577 LBEEIE. MERCYECRTFF 7Y AvERALTWwS, 20
723 VBT IINEVILER I N 2 56 7n 2 BRI IR B U A LT B 5 72,

au=—%4L2FPCR Ti, KK#DT /) LDNA T V7L —beT3, MlEOT
J LFEREYO X I F VG R Rz b DD PR DNA BT Y 7
7IRREICH B, 7/ LDNA DEEDOREIC L >TIERI AT - T IfA~—DT 7k
ZBHEI N BB INE, 7)Y LEEZIZLD, MIEDY /7 4 DNA
1Z. Sma 10 Xho 1& > o 7=l [REER TR T 2 & & TEH~%H kbp O DNA Wik ic 7 v
Z LYW S, BRIKENC X D BEESTIREIC 7 B L ARG I T B 290, 2 T,
7" 1 DNA YW X v | BEICHES PCR 774 ~—D 7 7 & Zixfd 5 VKEE D]
RN T2 L #WAFF L. PCRATIC DNA 7 v 7L — MCHIREE R 2 £ L 7z, 27
7 LIGHER OERFEEIEOUGEE L fg <, AU OEAICK Y am=—X 4L 2 } PCRICH
W% DNA 7 v 7L — b OffBLCEIN L 72 (Fig. 3A),

AREECTH 72 B. coccoides X T* B. vulgatus D 16stDNA X3 % 77 4 ~— %, WfHE O
FfER &5 DM q-PCR ERICFEE D H HHHITH % 1931, am=—X41L 2 } PCR
HOBXIKENC X V. M ECH OIEREY) O R 03 R S - (Fig. 3). HILASL ol
ICHEWT b IEFF R IEEY b R I N2, TR DERKE <% — v 3EH DO B D
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ERELSER 5722 LD 5, B coccoides <° B. vulgatus & DXRIHAIRETH - 7z, 16stDNA
O CHIFE MR R R ECER IR o s b | ko MERRE CIZHFERTcH 5 2 & 23
%\ 2, (o T, BEGMER ORI I, #H. PCR IGIEEY) O ECHIfEZ 3TN D

B, —fC, MELZOHMEESBEAICH 2551, THa v be— b U TRERME
D PCREVIODR I LT NDRE) N2 — v Z2FHIIL TH &, £ b LIS 5 2 & CHllEfE
DFRIEDRIRETHD 5 2308, MENT 7 — 7 HicEEh 2 TEZEFHEME 2, w7 &
JGPICHFEST 2 ~) a7 X —EH ¥ R L3 2D HETRIEINTWS, KETHELLZF
FEd . EE R b OFHE OMIE o 2 HiV & LC3 0, G 5 ol B 1L BEA
ThH b, fito T, WIREY OuKE) N2 — v Z W CHIFEEDRE A RIEETH b . HIEEY)
DOFFHEL - YRt B e L i FiETch b eELLND,

BNz C o, RN IEZ L E NWEER RS 5 3¢, KECTHEZL 22
OD=—XA L7 FPCRICXZMEAMEDFEEIC L > T, HENTHIED 2\ IZAEAENICH
13 % B. coccoides % MMM EER & XAl L T3 2 2 28 C¢& 7% (Fig. 7,9), Colon-26
H23 A~ 7 2 DFMEN 2> & B & 117z 105 CFU/mouse O TEHESUIEME D 7 2212, B.
coccoides D 16stDNA FCHIEIEZ R T b D3I N o7z, 2o lhb, HE5 L
B. coccoides DA - W% BINICFHC2 b D eE2x b S, TNE T, BAREM
AREAOEFMECTH 2 KIGE. YVEAXATH, 70X MY Yy LR EIX, YIEME
mEEMWzL 7Y a v 20 L OGERIICHHE & 0T & 72 03738, —J5C, BIn &
it % £ 72 7e WAl 2 AN O HAER & XA 2 FiERAE I T ok, 2D,
23 Ao 3695 AR A o0 A P MH AR 1308 (5 SZE Bddifr 2 & 2 b I BRIE T v, A ATl Rl o
IERKITHEA TV holz, KRETHEZLL7zaw =—X AL 2 } PCRIC X 2 HlEFED [FIE 2
I, kD2 L 7 v a ViKichb b BRI & R 7 T Gl R & IR - EERY
iR 2 AlREIC L 72,

FIRN T 5B %, BB NI T B. coccoides AMTHETERDNRTE L T 7223, 1 HHLARE®
HEins av=—34 7T B. coccoides TH -7 (Fig.9)e 2D b, HENTIEB
coccoides HIEIRNITIEIE L . KRB QLB DRI L 70 - THEEREIES 2 2 & idhr o7
bDLEZLND, %5 14 HEOMEENICE T 2 EEBUIZ. 10%° CFU/tumor it TH -
7= (Fig. 8, 11), MEECcOMEIZ, (ECROTIEVMEZ N L7z2L 7 v a VICE DWW THRE &
NTELZRBREPLILESLTRE —BL T 239, LaL, b MERRE?FHM S LT
w2 ERRDARBFEAMEO Y L4 7 A, ST 1067 CFU/tumor X THYJIEY 2 C &
LHELL T, 2 ORAHIEEUL 10-100 5 & Eid2 0 7z, Z OfhDlEERIC BT, BEEE
2> b B. coccoides 1313 & A LI NT, BHNRMED BIE I N o7z, BWEOWE
LB WT, £h 6 HEDOFE A 54 10 CFU O L4 JEBRIE I T2 124, Th
CH L T MAKICEE L 72 B. coccoides DENIADEAERIC K HXTE L, duwlic sz I T
TYRINDDEFEZDLND, TNODRERL Y AR D EEHERIIC & BEIHRE 2 7R
TZEBHL LT,
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DIARBEM AR EA O F 2 EM & U<, BE Il £ 6 2 WilllFic X 218 3 % lliE
MARZEF b, e TECKIGEONERIC X 2 MEE N O GEERIE X HUEES S5
FHTHD, LrLZDO—FT, PVELX TEZRYKG Lz= Y RICE W THED 4-5
EICIER L 72610, IREDS 5-10%382 L 7272 &b ity ST 5 241, v b ERRGERIC
BWTH, RIEWEYA P A A voOIMPEEDO EASL, BIERICICHE S B HiAER ED
AWERZIE SN T3 3, ZooE L I1TEZLR Y B. coccoides % FIRANIE G L T %
JETES A + A VEABEI AR IVENL A TH o7 (Fig 12), 2 DFEARIZ, BORE
W2 IARE L CTHRATIICIHE D ED DN Tz 7 4 AR S22 LERETH -7, T H
2. 108 CFU/mouse & \» 9 High-dose % %5 L 72FBRIC & BAE AR ERANTEE I T, Pl
HEK D —Ri eI RIC L & F 572 (Fig. 13) Z &2 5. B. coccoides DT £ D o fZ Ik iG1E
DIEHITNZT T EDIRR I NIz, D3 AEHRMERERA 2 BRICoH 3 2 8%, AREA O
BRI G ot ZEzZ bND, 2O, BLCHkG L2 MEEIC N L T2 5L,
BIFFHOERCHEDKTICER 2L DH 5, Cnb0Blm» 6 b, A FHMERED R
EEEILRT 2L I3AERTH Y, KRB E 7 4 AARICHE W TEWEEEZFEHT 5
MEFECch 25 & BHAFFE NS,

PLE. 16stDNA BCHicH 3% am=—X4 L 2 I+ PCRIC & o CTHIREAIC A7 L 7= Ml
Mz FREST 2 FERMELL 72, THIC XY BRT-UEEA % F5 7 7o v il e o s P 1
Bl AR AT 2 BIRICEHMEC R 3 X 9 1Tk o 72, X L ICATEIR. EENICEEDOH
EEMEEL TV AR EMTH o7 L5, EENBTEREZH 3 2 Ml ERE g5
ICHIEHT& 5, 7/ 4 DNA ORELS PCR EEYIDBCHIEG 2 45 & L 72> % O X 2
5. % OMIFEREZ G R & L7203 Aei AR E A FAMEEO X 72 ) —= v 7 %]
REICT 2 LWIFFC& 2, MIZ T, WALEY O RGN & R B D B. coccoides 73, I
PREIRM @i 2 n 3 2 2 R L7z, & 600, ARHIEOERIRAN G- R o 15 £ 0 Z G F
iz, W=z G oM e kL TEMTd o7z, > T, B. coccoides 1, =i\ KA
Tk & S NI GE %2 FEB 3 2 G 72 23 AR B AR A ol il el & L CHATR 2 L %,
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B2F #HIRNEBZESLE-HEO2SRUVESAICE TS ENREFTE

AR A EBEANL, 5 L 2B E R D BRENRE T, #kEN L ey
TG I N5 9%, BhEINME L. EEERIICES - BiiEs 2 2 L AEEn 525, 1M
MEN L 7 18 IEEIR T 0 . KGRI O ERN 2 Z G 7 & O EITER
EERTIARESEZON D, TNICH D LT, FERDERBA OIS IRRIIE X
TEDFHINIC D A TRV E D 4L, RNBIFEE - LRV CTOIFEHRBRIT T 5, EPFNCH
HA A= v 7% FA U -CGHE OB ZBET L 728G D ® 5205, % OFHillifs 1L e 22
157 fAERE P PRERAHAR IC 3510 2 RS - EBIEICRIEZ LA T 5 84,

F 72, FEEICAES LB X2 OBREMICORIEIEL . I v R EAT
5, ZD7-», MEPEENICETEE 2 MRS 2 2 & 3YUEESRORBEICEETH
5, LLano, R—EENZRHNICEZE L., MEHOBIEZ {3 2 FiEH3 L &
nTwhnzo, b icBd 2FHlE T iciTbh Tz,

5 L72RPUICEER, AFETlX, I WHABIREIC O W TR R I B, PR ST~
D& 2 7E m M D > Positron Emission Tomography (PET) % F\» 72 3k o B ¥ % il
7o X H0C, MAMBEI 2 BEMK C S84 A=Y v 7 A[RETe 7 7 A4 N — RSB R
Fize T, SN T OME OB Z nlgit L 72,

F1H £VEHREICESCHEED “Cu BBEOREL

PET (&, I HA~DOEWEECE R, BNRRIHEZFI>C L0, RILWY)
H ORNEIREMENT ICTE T T 3 997, e o BIREEHlIC & Eid23H v . il 21X 2-['8F]-
fluoro-2-deoxy-D-glucose THERE L 7z & F HIZERMINE hMSCs @, 7 v b MNISER O 4HE 2
BREZ G L 7272 &8 iE I hTwa 4, Lo L., MiEZEREFY b o v CE#S
LITER IR I N T 2 LR T, #HEOB)REFHEI~DIEH X R I T
W,

MEE, B Eo & v 2 ez N L CEBEA 4 v 25T 5 BV ENBEFHE %
bbb, HBEGHR LKL TIEBOFEFICOAHA I N TS 950, cu*it, flFicE o T
VEMEILETH Y, MEICBET 5 e BEIN TS 5, T 7% OB TERA A &
LT, “CuBFET 5, £ 2 CAHITIER, MIHORY b a AL 2 T2 2 L %
HivE L. Co*OHllEE~D WA % FIH L 72 ¢Cu ek & #1572,
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1-a H#E®D “Cu BHFEHDRET

4Cu BERRICHE L 72 ROSSME 2 KB 2 W CRET L 72, ROGVAR e L CATEED Ny 7
7 — (Acetate buffer, PBS. HBSS. EFEHK) #HE Lz, Ny 77— T 1.3x 108
CFU @ KI5 % 7 50 MBq D [**Cu]CuClL, &AL, ERIC TS5 74 v Fax—F LD
b O L OGER E[Fl—Ny 7 7 =~ O HRE Z 5 VR L CTREIO “Cu 2¥F L7z, Z
DOFER, HBSS b L < IZABAIEK % F V72 BRICHT 40% D ERhE 23R & iz, PBS fifi
FHBRIC 3R S KRR T L, #10%TH > 72 (Fig. 14A), X 5 ICAEBAE/K%Z v
THERSO O 2 BT L 7245 51, 5 min & U8 20 min I 5 W CEGRIRICEREZ 13 R0 > 72
(Fig. 14B)s £72 WST 7 v A4 X V. &Ny 77— TOKRIGE O LG % 5T L
72 F DFER. Acetate buffer Z[R < &Ny 7 7 —hcoEYETEIL LB ¥5#h & 1315 R 2
ThH o7, (Fig. 14C), U EDFERE 5T 2, DO L CABAEKkbhTs o
oA vFax—vavZEAL-.

% % %k %
A % % %k %k B 80 (o4 % % % %k
— 50 * % % ¥ = 80 1.0—
.o;? % %k % §
S 404 > 5 £ |
E‘ c 40 2 s 60- c 08
:s s 3 2
2 = s
R . €2 o
5 3 e 5 3 40- :
£3 204 £3 5§ 0.4
= T @ =
R T £ 20- s
- g 10 -~ % 2 0.2
©
2
< o = 0- 0.0-
> ) o @ 5min 20 min L & P P ¢
& & F & E
N 'b‘e
P &
(9
¥ ¥

Fig. 14. Optimization of E. coli labeling conditions with %*Cu.

(A) The labeling efficiency of E. coli (1.3 x 108 CFU) with approximately 50 MBq of [**Cu]CuCl: in acetate buffer pH
7.0, PBS, HBSS, or saline for 5 min. (B) The labeling efficiency after 5 min and 20 min incubations of E. coli (3.0 x 108
CFU) with the same radioactivity of [**Cu]CuCl; as above in saline. (C) WST assay of E. coli after 2 h incubation in LB
medium or each buffer. ****P < (0.0001. Each value represents the mean + SD (n = 3).

1-b HED “CutZ@ A H =X LICEAT &5t
FU 7oy (05gL) HT37°C, S5HMA vFax—va VIBEZEL, Kz voNo

HALZAIT o 725 AciE. RIBE O “Cu fFE0E 2% 99% A FMKF L7 (Fig. 15A), Z OFEH
L0, KGE D “CufFakic Iz v X7 BRECHEE L TWw B Z e R I e, —/T
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Cu FkBRICKIBE % + ) 7'y v CUE L 72 BRICHREE L 72 “Cu 134 50%TH - 7= (Fig.
15B),

A B *kkxk
— 60— % %k k%
g [ = 100
S 3 407 E
- © =]
E = 2
°
;.’,_,8 s 50— Fig. 15. The effects of cell-surface protein
= “’g 20 & shaving.
E = g (A) Labeling efficiency of E. coli pre-
& s treated by trypsin (2.3 x 10® CFU). (B) The
£ 0- rate of radioactivity remained after trypsin
- + - + post-treatment of *Cu-E. coli ***P < 0.001;
Trypsin pre-treatment Tryps—in postireatment ***%P < 0.0001. Each value represents the
of #Cu-E. coli mean £ SD (n = 3).

i, ke AR ICeE A F4 v 2IRGT 5 2 L CiEEH G HEERZ1T> 7%, 1 mM
D IEMETEE Cu2t DFLE T TR 1T 90%(K T L 7223, Zofto&E s 74 v Ag',
Zn?t, Fe?', Ca’, Mg>OIAfF T Cld, AEAIERAE IBE I o7 (Fig. 16A).
I, BARTEIC X0 REEEZ KT & 72 KB OEREM 21T > 72, 55°C b L <
1Z75°C T 15 2EOBLEZE L T b, KIGHOEEIICZENIT R0 272 (Fig.
16B)

* %k %
A B
= 80+ [ 5 100
3 3
>% 60 >% 80
© -
£ 52
g S g S 60
S 3 40 s 3
m‘o U).,U
£3 £3 40
3 2 504 2%
© 3 © = _
- = -4 2 20
© ©
= 2
-~ o_ -~ 0-
A A A A ROSPES
N )
oo& O TAS <% P Q® R ,\o,@
. o,
o5

Fig. 16. The effects of competitive inhibition, and heat inactivation on the labeling efficiency.

(A) Comparison of labeling efficiencies under the co-incubations with 1.0 mM solutions of different cationic ions
(CuClz, AgCl, ZnCly, FeClz, CaClz and MgCly) for 2.5 x 108CFU of E. coli. (B) Labeling efficiency of heat-
inactivated E. coli for 15 min at 55 °C and 75 °C (1.8 x 108 CFU). ***P < 0.001; ****P < (0.0001. Each value
represents the mean = SD (n = 3).
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1-c MEREICK D “Cu iZHMRLEK

ARE I oD Al R o0 S8 IR 12 D\ CTRRET S 5 0, SO R 5 77 LEER (R
W\ Bacteroides vulgatus) & . 7" LIGYEE (Blautia coccoides. Bifidobacterium longum)
N 2k Z To7 L 2 A, 2TOMEMDOEEAFIHETH o 72, Haksh= Il Ic
X 2T 17% (Blautia coccoides) »>© 71% (Bacteroides vulgatus) & K& Bl o722, %
DIFREICEAL T2/ 7 G - 2L oBfRIZEED bk d o7 (Fig. 17). KIGE DR
HKIIKI 50%TH Y, 2o DMEED hTIZFHITH - 72,

— 100
=
2
> 0 80
o ©
§ S
£ 8 60-
53
23 40
2 T
32 o4
s _& 20— Fig. 17.  Cu-labeling of different gram-positive and gram-
© negative bacteria.
E o The efficiencies of E. coli (3.9 x 108 CFU), B. vulgatus (1.5 x

& 108 CFU), B. coccoides (2.0 x 103 CFU), and B. longum (1.6 x
(\qo 108 CFU) with 50 MBq of [**Cu]CuCl.. Each value represents
© the mean + SD (n = 3).

F28 KEEOHIRNERS&OENBEFT

KEITIE, EVENCEREIC D EEER L 72 “Cu B AIGE 2 F v T, #iRN 514
DA NEIRE, M U2 DR G8KIFH% PET XA F I v 74 A= v 7IC X DMl L
7=

2-a ARRNEHLTEEOE LIZET HRE

l-a T H N7z “Cu fFF AR 2. 50%IMiEH T 37°C, 15 74 vFax—FF 2L,
#1 60%D *Cu 23l L 72 (Fig. 18C) . fRHEDIRAIL, Ny 7 7 — 1T X 2 PR A 157
T, MEE LIC CHEA L Z[HCulCu BIMEFICEENDE Z Vv S0 HICKITLELEZD
Neled, RTF P24 EH pOMEOEMmEE~DE NS e TFINS
LB itz v OB %2 54 72, 37°C @ LB 5t ip ¢ “Cu B IGR % 3 704 v F 2 X
— b L, EOICX DIEH LR, 37%D “Cu A EFEX VBRI N, AMEEEEEVIET

20



& T RiEICREEST % “Cu DFIGIIIRAIET L, 5 RO AZK X T 6.8%F T L 72
(Fig. 18B), 155 72 LB K58 “Cu FaR AN # o MG O G LE X, 90% % Tl kL
7= (Fig. 18C),

LB $5H1C X 2 RS KIGHE IC BIE T XA — 2 %33 2 720, FEHRTE O KIS o 8
Bl % ORISR T o H L 72 & 2 A 1RISFIZ o BiEdhiR & v 72 (Fig. 18D), 72,
LB W8l % #& 2 7= “Cu B ARG o AWiE 12, JEEEER KIS & Uik L THEA 1K F L 72
b DDOHEERZEIT D o7 (Fig. 18E), 2L b, —Ho ¢Cu FKERIC X 2 KBF~D
FA T ZA =3 neEZLNG,

A l Freshly cultured E. coli I B
Suspended in saline 30—
Incubated with [2“Cu]CuCl, at room temperature for 5 min Supernatant
Centrifuge = B E. colipellet
[0e]
Suspended in saline ] o oot 5 times i 209
Centrifuge s
=
®
| Saline-washed ®Cu-E. coli | S 10+
T
©
Incubated in LB medium at 37°C for 3 min repeat 5 times «
Centrifuge
o_
| LB-washed 5Cu-E. coli | start 1st 2nd 3rd 4th  5th
C D E
% %k %k
= 100+ 1.0+ 0.5-
E g E ne
3
s - 0.8+ c 0.4
5 & g 2
2 604 > 06 = 034
c = @
> 2 Saline-washed . -
= 40 3 0.4 E. coli without ®*Cu = U
z — S
= i LB-washed
® S 0.2- 2 0.1
> 20 £ 0.2 E. coli without *Cu z
2 0.0 r r . 0.0
= 0 50 100 150 > >
8 S @ )
S é.,é“eoo\‘ Time (min) FSE S
A A SER RSN
S O D7 VY
,ﬁ%o" Vod® \*oe >
K
N4

Fig. 18. Purification for in vivo administration.

(A) The experimental protocol for preparation of LB-washed *Cu-E. coli. (B) The radioactivity of supernatants and E. coli
pellets after every LB wash. Each value represents the mean (n = 3). (C) Labeling stability of saline-washed *Cu-E. coli and
LB-washed *Cu-E. coli in 50% serum for 15 min at 37 °C. ****P < 0.0001. Each value represents the mean + SD (n = 3). (D)
Growth of saline-washed E. coli (closed circles) and LB-washed E. coli (open circles). Each value represents the mean + SD (n
=3). (E) WST assay of LB-washed **Cu-E. coli compared with the non-labeled, LB-washed E. coli that is only except for the
addition of [**Cu]CuCla,. Each value represents the mean + SD (n = 3). n.s., not significant.
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2-b “CutZHRKBEDPET A A=V

4Cu KGR D colon-26 HIA ~ v R EBEHIRNIE 5% O WK EIREZ X 4 F I v 7
PET 4 X — v 7 X Y §Ffii L 72, Maximum intensity projection (MIP) [ T8, /DM,
JENG. i, MBI D SRR PR RE @ time-activity curve (TAC) fEMT KGR, S4Cu B A NG H
I G RE e X W BRE S, WA HHIEES DS btk T2 2 LHL2 L
7z o 7= (Fig. 19A-B). F 7= 2 KIGH O SRR (30 S O < H - 7225, % D TAC 1K Z
SR oTz, Mi~DEBIFEHZ I5BIEETY—22 W2, 20H% 10 013 82T ThA
A L7, — IO BEHEE 5% 3 T —2IEL, 2ok, &5
% 30 /1 B\ THEHIIBER 2> & B S L IOHBE D /3 A 1k, PR 60 %ID TH % —/7 T,
il 4%IDICEE o722 & X0, KGR OKGERICE T Zlico—-@EOERL 2Dtk
DR~ DERE DA S 2> & 72 o 72 (Fig. 19C), 7z, MIP HRIC I\ CHEE 2R S L
. 5% 30 0 O A CIEEICER L 72 “Cu KIBHE I3 ESMED 1 %A FTTh oz, —
7+ [“CulCuCL & GHFICH VT, ZDMHRES D 7 1 7 7 4 it “Cu Bl R IGE & K %
CE7p 5Tz, “Cu Ofi~DHIAER IZBSE I T Wi~ E-BRLZICEF L Tw
SRR T8I I NIz,

Mz T, CFU A v v MicHD W= KGR O RN S 5l L 72 (Fig. 19D), Z#ix, =
0= —ZER L 2 KGR IS 2 b0 Ch b, KIBFEOEFORE LY Kk 5, &5
SatRIC VT, URRRIC D < B & FIRk. KER 5 D KI5 O S Uit~ o S5 3
B I N Tz, —77 2 W2 I IE, FPlEIC e 3 2 KIGIEIE 1/5, IfICBE L Tl 17100 AT iC
T TR L 72,

A 84Cy-E. coli-injected

20-00:30 00:50-01:00 02:30-03:00 14:00-15:00 27:00-30:00

»

00:

Time (mm:ss)
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Fig. 19. Dynamic PET imaging of the LB-washed %*Cu-E. coli.

(A) Representative maximum intensity projection PET images over 30 min for colon-26 tumor-bearing mice receiving
%4Cu-E. coli (~5 MBq, ~1 x 108 CFU) and [**Cu]CuClz (~6 MBq). (B) Time-activity curves for the heart, liver, lung, and
spleen in ®*Cu-E. coli-injected (closed circles) and [**Cu]CuClz-injected control (open circles) groups. Each value
represents the mean = SD (n = 3-4). Error bars smaller than the symbols are not shown. (C) Radioactivity distribution
data measured ex vivo at approximately 30 min. *P < 0.05. Each value represents the mean + SD (n = 3-4). (D)
Biodistribution determined by CFU counting in colon-26 tumor-bearing mice receiving nonradioactive E. coli (~2 x 107
CFU) at 5 min and 2 h. Each value represents the mean £ SD (n = 3-4).

23



2-c BEMERKFNLGRBEOKRNS M

2-a IC BT, BRI S KIG R O —RERY 72 i~ D ZEHE & FHE~ D EEREABH O 2 & 72 o
7o 22T, IO DEFENSMBLGMELICTIGC TED X 5 ICZ{LT 5 DD, low-
dose (8-9 x 105 CFU). medium-dose (2-3 x 107 CFU), M O* high-dose (5-6 x 103 CFU) K
Wz iG55 % 2 L cilHfiL 72 (Fig. 20), Hi~D MBS EEZO R EHRTH 5
Lo, “Cu BRI R G2 1 77 CIik. . AFRE. Plisz B L. % 2 Lo AP
JREZHIE L7z, Z Ofb R, M. FHIE. PEIC 3 TR SR AR U 72 B 048
LIRS N o7, —Fi~DERIZ, high-dose HGRFICE T, AEEI Z o7
23, low-dose G- RF D) 2 5L 72 o 7=,

150
Low
== Middle
1004 mm High

%ID/g

Fig. 20. Dose dependency of %*Cu-E. coli
biodistribution at 1 min after injection.
T Radioactivity distribution data measured ex vivo
for the blood, lungs, livers, and spleens of mice
with the low-dose (8-9 x 10° CFU), medium-

: /. dose (2-3 x 107 CFU), and high-dose (5-6 x 10°
Blood Lung Liver Spleen CFU). Each value represents the mean + SD (n =
6-8).

F I KEEOEBEANTOBERUVEECEY S5

[EZENICE T 2 M OB L. 13 L A EDERVIR oM E-Chit U 72 185 o ok 4
A=V VI TUUTbNTE 2, ERNTD T4 74 A=Y v 2778 LTid, Hoffman &
DWFFEF — LT X B % TS SEME: & W 72 58RI 2 o 4 A — 2 v s liE T T n
20, ZOMBERDOEE BT~ 4 70 XA — FADBRRTH 2 2, ZhickL T,
Funabiki & OBHFE L 72 7 7 4 N — RAIHOE BN S o 2 7 203, BRI BRI
7 —TERRAT S LT, REEK O EHRHBOBEATRETH 5 3, ~ 7 AfEH
wZa—7%FAL, fTEHIRRL 94 TA XA = v 7 %175 T & T, 8EE v SV EiE
L= —m v RZD C A A VIDEDAIFULIC O I L T3 ¥, 2O AT L%IG
M3 2L, EEERA» O ) B 2 FESHEIBICER L 72 KIGE D in vivo BIZEH3A]
RETh DB LEEZT,
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Z ZCARHEICIE. 207 7 4 N —RAHORBERANRET 2 VT SN CHEbE L 72 0k
RN ERBEKRIBEHOBEL, F—~7 RCBWCRANICBZE L2, X5ic, BEN
THHEL 2 KGR E L T 77 A I PR ERE L, HNZ VX BHBE 77 X 3
FAERFIC RIS 2§ % 47 - 72,

3-a HABMMANRREAVEESNEBRBEDIA LS TRA A=Y

FREHEE & v X7 ZsGreen & FEI L 72 KIGH X, colon-26 HH2SA ~ 7 R ICERIRN % 5-
Itk EENICAES L, 3~7 HRET 10%° CFU/tumor % THAGE L 72 (Fig. 21),

1010-
108+
g 106+
3
210
S Fig. 21. E. coli colonization in tumor after intravenous
107- injection.
The number of bacteria was determined by CFU counting at 0
1004 h, 3 d, 7 d, and 14 d from intravenous injection of E. coli (1.8 x
kS N > N 107 CFU). Each value represents the mean + SD (n = 4).
N ) A K

Z 2T, EENTHIEL KGR OEEER, 7 7 4 N — KB HOEBAM NS % v 72
HABIRIC X > CTHHli L 72, fktadit & v o378 ZsGreen % I L 72 KIGE % colon-26 1H
DA~ T ZATEIRNEE G L7z, Bk X 515 3 HiR IS N CRIBE 201 L
Tzl &b, BEEIRBEES2S 3, 7. 14 HERICERK L 72, BEZEE L. 0t
PR 7 — 72 RAL CTA A=Y v 7% fTo 72 & 25 (Fig. 22). #%5 3 HLOKESA
BHORBROan = —HREEZONZHEPBISIN, HEBR LN ) TIIREH
PICHEM L, #5505 14 HARGE L 725D JAWH#iPH T ZsGeen DHIE2MERE & 1172 (Fig.
23),

Tumor @5 1

% GFP-expressing
E. coli

Fig. 22. Method of fluorescence imaging in tumor by micro-endoscope.
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350 nm

Fig. 23. Micro-endoscope fluorescence image of ZsGreen-expressing E. coli colonized in tumor.
Tumor of the same mouse was observed at (A)3, (B)7, and (C)14 days after intravenous injection of E. coli
(6.7 x 107 CFU). ZsGreen was excited at 488 nm.

72, Tu—TREELTCERICETEEA LT TRA A=Y v I hfTolzb A,
5.7 Btk b KIGE M2 < B SRR T S vz (Fig. 24) . AREE O L 72 HOETAMA
B DO IFERA 350 um TH 5 T L 25, KGE X5 ORI 10 pm FREBI T W 3
b LHlEING,

10:00

‘ ) ~80 um

Fig. 24. Time-lapse imaging of intratumor dynamics of ZsGreen-expressing E. coli at 7 d.p.i.
Typical area and time-points with significant E. coli activity were extracted and displayed. The number in
the upper left corner indicates the elapsed time (min:sec).
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3-b EBENEBXRBEORE TSR I FH#FFICEY 551

3-a LBV TCKIGREE G 25 14 HE S SN CEIICE) 4 X v o328 (ZsGreen) 28
BRINE DL, KIBREPHE A v A2 ERFEE LT EZLNS, 2
T, BENICEEL TR RBRARAET 27 72 I M4 (pZsGreen) % 5Fiffi L 7z,
pZsGreen IR 2 EBPCRICK Y, JHEFES A — bhCETNZ 2T T FEER
WL, EENOKIGEMELSE ST 43— b OFERREERICK Y CFU KK WTHIE L 72,

(Fig. 25A) THcHEHOE, KIGH 1| BARY 72V ICRET 277 A I MR 77 A1 Fa
e L CTHHLE, Zo#R, K5% 7 HERR TR 300 2 —%2RF LB, &
HG#H 14 HBICBEWTD, NTDFZZRKREVDHODFHL TH 300 a2 v —%HEFEL T
7= (Fig. 25B), Zhic X b, ENICAERE Lz KGR 2 8EICE > T 77 & 1 F &AfERE
LTW3ZERBE NI,

A B
600+
Plasmid number 5
based on quantitative PCR ¢ S
( 2 400
\) Fo) oo é 400
001" ~00 C
E 200
s
‘9) Bacterial number *
based on CFU 0-
Q" Q <
n® A® >

Fig. 25. Evaluation of the number of plasmids possessed per unit E. coli.

(A) Method of calculating the number of plasmids possessed by E. coli. (B) The number of plasmids (pZsGreen)
possessed by tumor-associated E. coli in colon-26 tumor-bearing mice receiving ZsGreen-expressing E. coli (3.1
x 107 CFU). Each value represents the mean + SD (n = 3).
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FAH BE

ARETIH, MEOESEA 4 vicutd 2 EVFNRERFEXFIAT 22T 77 4
TR - Pt % R 3708 2 D Esh ¥ 7 SCu BUETATR S RIRECTH 5 2 L L AT L
oo THIT, FONE CCuEBERBRO XA F I v 7 PETA A=Y v 2ick Y, HAEA
~ 7 A BT M OVIARNENREIC O W TEHIi L 72, MIx T, 7 7 4 N — SR HOEIAM
WSS IC X BB OH A A =L v ik b, ENICAE L= KIBE S 2 B E
S TIHEHZMEIF LT3 2 E 2L ITL 72,

7LDy 2 — FEF AR S T LGED Y T RAFIE, 1-10mM D Cu? 2 S8R
WA v ¥ ax—F IR 25°COSMET T 10 73 HILAIC 80-90%D Cu** & i 5 %
T EPHE I N TG 556, KRECHET X N7 FFEMIE O “Cu BEiEth ik, 2 b oBb
AEY BT 351 2 G E Cu DA SR L X K —E L Tz (Fig. 14), T HICR
ETIE, BRI 7 AERO RERE ZXfR E LT, Cu* & OMEMEAZ X b FElicsEt L
7o NPT vvz—v v, TuTA s 20N EICE»CHlE LA o %
VA7 DOHELICHONEFETH S T, Tobr ) Fvvyz—v v Zic k)il
L 72 KIGHE OEZEONE D 99%LA FIKF L7722 & 205, “Cu IZMIEIERT DO % v 7B
DA% F722 A=A 0 LTUEHREIN TS LRI N (Fig 15A), —H. b
Y7y = 7% SCu R ICET o 72BRIT, £ 50%D #Cu 28 KIGH LR L 72
BERICEAL <t (Fig. 15B). Cu?*& DM ANEMIC X o TRIGHEE Lo & v o8 7 G 3 G2
fbziec L, ZOfERM) 7o VIck 2L 2R T I kol b R—RTH B LE X
Bhé 60,61o

WEF B O IEHEHETE Cu¥ DFFFE FIC B % “Cu Bk oo KiE 2 HE 1, MIEE R I
C'DRFEDHEL T A PBFEET L L HRBL T3 (Fig 16A), BFAL VY ZHW7
WEOMET L, KBEOME v X7 BNO AKX VIS Co* BEET 5 2 & RE
INTVG 26, F-zofticd, VELHEC) VIREFO Y VIBESFE R Co G Y
AT THDIEPERMINT WG 06, KEFRICE W T, [“CulCu B 2D DFEEY A b
AL CHE LT AREEA EV, — /T, Ca¥® Mg e o 7z 2ffio A1 F4 v Ag'
D ARGEICRAE T 5 2 EAME SN T B 656 Co SN EEIEA 4 v D ¢Cu %D
PHEMERIZI 2 272, 2RI, BEHOA v Fax—va VEHETICB T3, KBHE &%
HESEA A v & OBMMEZE KBLL Tw» 2 HEER S 2,

LB 51 % F v 7248 0 3R LIS 217 9 R o It ¢ o3k 2 k1 40%TH Y (Fig.
18C), T AUITKEHIC X o THERE L 72 “Cu DEIG ) 60% TH o 7= & & XA XfIBT 5
(Fig. 18B). TN 6 DfERD B, Cu* & KIGHE O AIERICIIfEEREED Hix 347 <
EY oA RDOTFEENRE I NS, Thid, Lo Co* NI 2 ot o
BV, ZOMNYA P~ X v R EDOEDELCTI, PIVAFL—Vva VOR
GABLENHKT 2D HHMINDE D, CNODRERZIHHL 2T 21C1E, B 58ET
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BRETH L, T-RBEICIE, SMEZL 72 Co* O MIFEAEELE ICH) < OmpC K=V v D
L) BT ANF—IHKIFN T ¥ ANADBEET 2, 2O Lrb, RELDOEHWHAERO
DI —DDAN=ZXLE LT, C*OMEN~NDIRADREZ LD T8, L Ladb,
B AL, BREEEZ IS 2 2 & Fy A EREE RIE L L 2 KBR I W TH
ACu BEHGNEME T Loz 2 & 205 (Fig 16B). A#ICETE L —F—F—XD
[(4Cu]Cu?*Tld. F ¥ A NMTEA X7z Cu> DTN Y IAARDZFEIIRERTH % & #
ZAbib,

PET % Fl /=Ml O RN faHiE & LT, 2hE cic, EEMICER L 72 Herpes
Simplex Virus type 1 Thymidine Kinase (HSV1-TK) FEEIMIE O ESHEESZEE T >0 7 %
F 728 H 6970 2 2-deoxy-2-['Ffluorosorbitol % F > 72 #ll B Fr S B AT i B0 SR
JFEA A=Y v 7R EPREINTEALT72, LaL, Z0bohEEwInd, ME%
EHERY b a Y ECERR L 72 d 0 Tldn < AENICES L 72 % oME o fSTE % [
T 2b0Th b, MEHGERY o vERRL 261 LCid, BYYEICBET 3 %17
e —Wl D ZEHH 5 B, T Nid, Francisella tularensis X° Klebsiella pneumoniae & \ > >
T RIE AR 2. EREMEF L — FE3E (pyruvaldehyde-bis(N4-methylthiosemicarbazone))
TIEMiL, 2RENLTHCutE#HL 720 DTH 5, JKIEMEME O BRI ICIG U 72 RN
AR, BEHBERD Z A LFEL v PIcBWCEIHiEhTw3, L L ZoFHEiclt, =
7 A DR R B3 A RIS IS B 5 — A %S & (105-108 CFU/mouse) & 9 %
BEfGE (10° CFU/mouse) MEAETNTH Y, FL —&— %N L -E#E 0 HUHRES
KWz &b E, THICH LT, KEICEWTHE LN “Cu BEHAE X, LB 55
IC X AL TD 5-6 MBg/108CFU DHUBUNREZ A L T\ iz, THICK D, PET A X —%
VIZICHCIEEERRAD S D Z EAEETH o T2,

KGH DO RE 5%, BRI THRT Lz, —7. “Cu SR % 37°CIilig
HC 15 A v F 2=} LTH 90%DEEBRLEWwMBRFEF I N5 Z &b (Fig 18C),
PIHB)EE O Bl 1< 35 C HCu AT ICZETH o 12 L BRI N D, Tt *“Cu
T AT DA 7 a7 7 A Ve BCu RO A 7T 7 7 AANRRKES R oTnwizl &
225 bEAMFONE (Fig 19A), F 7z, “CulEilitt. KGR OAEGFEIHREICKTLTW
BN b, BB KIGEOEYNEEICS 2 2B IINIwboEZLND
(Fig. 18D, E)s T 45 DGR Z 4T, KEIC I\ CTRIGHE O WA N B RE A58 1] 12 34l
INzbotEZLND,

IhFE T, MEOERNS I == v MEBBSLEYFE - A A=V v 7
MR LEHWCHHIE Tz, L2 L, av=—hv vy METEEINS DI ERNA
BT 2EMEOARTH D, T, EVRNPHIA X — 2 v 7T FE MM T DR
LERMEICHEZIWZ Tz, PETA A=Y v Zic X Bl n-RdElxinth 2z )75 v
Z RNl ~DER T (Fig. 19). #KD CFU A1 7 v FERAEWFNA A — v ZicFko <
KIGHE D ARG DFE R & —F L Ty 7z 34, PET 12 3\ THFIE~ D U RE 53 A7 A3
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MEFF X N2 DIk LT, CFU i -0 < FHI T 13 A E O B IR0 el 1 f i L
2o TR, BRHTKIGESHIFNE RIC X 2 EREZZT L EERMLTVWE DL
zZon3 (Fig. 19B,D), £7-. £A4F I v 7 PETA A=Y v 2ick ), &5 5 0kics
F 2 —RE i~ D KIGEER A B L7z, EVFRIeeid A=Y v 7Tk, ik vk
Mg v 7 Fasflnc oz, E5EEROENGMIZTHICEH TN T b o
oo 20720, AHBEAORKGEZRDOIM~DMIEINE TRIN TRV, LiL, %
Dt DHIAEELH D AN BIRERF 7272 LI BT, fli~oBEWEBABIE I TS, il
XL 9T B & 7 Bt Eh R M EE R A 0 B RERTAN < 1k, IR G-, MilE oY
50%03 I IC R - FRIEL Tz 75, K2 um 22 %2 X 5 ki, #RNESG S
BRichii o EMIME ICEE L. ZORE~DpMIFHIREI N2 Z LI ST WS 707,
[FIER DFERR D, KIGHE ORI IC B0 T D GBS & 2 [RgtEs Ev, L
L. KIBR OV A4 X253 2-4 um Eifid7e LTI W &b, BRI RN TH o 72
tEZLND,

PET 4 A =Y v ZIicBWT, HE~DOKGH O BRHIIMTCTE kd o7, CFUICEDK
ERAARICEWTD, REERZICEEN OB X 72 KBFE 2S5 EE D 0.1%RE T
HHZ e, EE~NERETLIRGEIISSC DI A THDL I LRKIND (Fig 19D,
21), L22L. JEZEMNIcAEER. 3 HRET 10000 5L EMFE L (Fig. 21). %54 2 BB
I i CHEMPI RS D REF R IC L A LTz (Fig. 23), TS ICEES 2 MBS0 72
{ThH, EERCEVHGEREZ RIS 2 2L ic kv, PESSIRICER 2 0 L s
288 Fi RALTTRA A=V XY . H5% 7 HEROKIBE2 [T 10 um
BEHWCW 2R FrEIgE I N, KIBFIIMEEZAE L, 5 v Y SN THEDHum OEE)
REZRT ZEBMEINT VS B, TR T 5 &, HENICE T 2 #EBIEEOK T 23R
XN, EENTRBED 12 EFICE > GEEIZHERFF LT3 2 L BHL2 o
7z

AR T & L 72 23 Aa R AR RA O BFE IC 35 T, Ml 03208 15 N IR
BYNTEEFBLGT S ERARIRTH D, L Lo, MEEIEZ Y K3
7T A FERET AR R EE TE v, ARETOME, HEEH S [ L 72 KIGE
F2EBICEY N av—tHYD 7T X I FEEMEEL T3 LRI N (Fig
25), W 7z ZsGreen I 7 7 2 I F (pZsGreen) 3. #HE S ColE1 2 H 354 av
—7I7AIFTHY, av—HINS00ETHIrLInTnwEZerb, EHaniay
—Bi3ZYhBETch s EZOND, AT, %5 14 HHICD 82 v o8 7 EHEE
WIZJA HEREINTWB T bbb, KIBEAT 72 I FRMFFL, 80tk v X2 B8R E
LT3 a[REED RR T Tz,

LILE, REclk, 0D DESEA A4 v icnt 3 2 WS EE % v, g%
B4z “Cu ka3~ 2 FiE AT L7z, fakiZERE Ik S 3777 L2tk - GtER L crlRg
BHotlel b, AEREONHMEOFIIIRENT, T, 156 i “Cu BRAKIGE O
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PET 4 A =Y v 7P L, &5 3 1= KGH 0 — Rz~ %k, FFiR~0 %8 7%
CHIENREICRE S A FT - AR RS, I o, 7 7 A4 S —RRHOEEEMPN RSS2 v B
LT, Fl—~7 ADEEFRIHZHFHN 2B L REIC L7z, 2 OFER. 5% 2 8HIic
Dlzo TRIGHEPTEE Z MR L T2 200, XV 7 EEEEL T3 AHEE D
R I N7z, DS AR AE R A OBRIRIE. EENICE T 2 MlE B & o & mibd) e £
VR EBEARIKT T 5. o T, RY AT AR5 EYUEE R OFHIIMGT %21T 5 ET
FHEEXZ VT4 b2 LR FINS,
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#5

-2

Dby FFR 2T ICHAEY ., PAREHERRAORIICE T 5, & EEIEIERE &
e ML 3 5 M EREOFEIREAR, RO, BlRPIE L 72l o 2 5 I OIS N BT
Al BE 9 B BRES 2 ATV BT DR 2 15 72,

H1E SN IR L L - EEERE OWEST & Blautia coccoides D F R

i NBETERE % B 3 2 Al ERE OER Z A[HEIC 3~ 5 72, MIE D 16stDNA FCHIC RT3 % &
AL 27 Fan=—PCRIC X > THEENOMENMZ [FE S 2 FELMHELL 7z, BULIE & i
WA 7 A e =X HWIZEREIC L Y. XTFF 7Y h VDS 7 5 s s H
T27 7 LGEROan=—X4 L2 F PCRICEKY L7z, AFEER T, SN CHEHE
L 7z Blautia coccoides JX U* Bacteroides vulgatus % = NWZ NWFEIET 5 T L BN TE 7z, HIT,
A R 2 IES NI ERE 2 BT A5 Z L DAL L T o7z, F 72, B. coccoides \CEH 3 5 M
BRREID b, REDEEERN I Z R T e xR L7z, o ICREIZ, fIRNES
REDRIEMET A + A v OEARCHRELRS) 7 & o EREiEEH B M Tcdh o7z, C
No DRI LY B. coccoides % iar\ > EIZ N IEIE & AR WS PE 2 M2 5. 23 AGRFE A
WHAlOFHEEEHTH 2 Z EBHL 2 & o7,

F2E FIRNTS L 7 M 0 4 5 S OIS N IC 35 1 2 BhRERTHL

M O ERJE A A v 1Tt 2 AP EBGEFHEZ ST L, #E O “Cu fialiE 2 iz L
7o AEEAIKR, FiRT 500 “Cu LIRAT 2720 T, ME IR Z OFEEEICKS TR
IR I Nz, T OICERRA 7 = X LSBT 2T O fEE, “Cu IZMFER Lo &2 v o328
AL C CuFREMICIE L T3 2 L2 RB I N, LB AT R LERZ
19 T & CHERNTORERLEMEIX 00%Icm EL, &2 T PET Wi KIEE OV
RN BN BESEA IC I L 720 PET 4 A — v ZIC X 0. BIRAIE G X 407 KIS O —I#)
i~ %R, T~ EME % CYIHEE BT 2 A %1572,

F 720 7 7 AN R RAOEBEMAN RS 2 v TSN T4 U 7l o BhRERTAT & 1T
272, 7 ADNEEZELE CHEIE L 72 ZsGreen FEIRAKIGE D HEA A =¥ v 7% {T\», [6l—
~ U ADEGNTORGROEH 2 HINICBIE T2 Z L ICEYIL 72, £ DR, ZsGreen
FEHRG R 131 5% 2 AR o BB A CIFE L, #6512 8% S G832 HERf L
TWB I EHRHL 2L o7z, DSATRIEMA R A O ERFRITEENICE T 2 /MEH S
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DIEHC X VXV EEERRIIKET 5 2 L2, Ry X7 LGB O FHtisR e % 17
D ECERBEZV T A b Z L FFI NG,

DLE, ARWtgecid, EENEELIEE e LA HME OERNIC D225, Bl FliZE %
b WIEBENME O FREEZ ML L 72, 72, W L7-FiE2 T, BN & AK
WM % a7 3 5 5 M E W, Blautia coccoides Z HEEE L 7z, AT, ME DK
b ey (%YCu) BRREZRREZ L. BRI G L 2 flE o 2 Sy B e 2 3l L 72, X
HIC, BEEREICAE L - MR o H8igic il L, M o i85 N B Re G % n]RgIc 3
DHHOEXY T4 fR L7z, AHEIZ. BPARBRHARMNA OMAE ZED 5 LT, &
W H S OLeM - AtEoFHEIc B W TR 2RI 2 b0 TH 5 LIFFI NS,
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b D ICERA . AWFFEICER U CRIATHIERE 70 2 (S, #HEEZ 0 ¥ L2 U8R 2R
FHEEAHER LT ERBERICBOXVEERIHEERL T,

¥ 7o, BIRRY) R 2R E 2 0 £ L 2B RERABERAER O wh 7
BIZICHEA CHEOEHOBEER L T

HIC, ZL OHR5 S, AL TIREEZH Y £ LU AR 50 T3%5E -
AR =V v FEGFE T — 24 W RS -2 ) - X EEHoOBERL T,

Tz, JIEE, CHEEHY F LABEILERENT L KRR -2 ) — X — Py
ROFEEGEE. B T —2) — & — vl FIRE B FEMR A I &H
DEEZRLET,

P T, FECREREBEEE AR SR BN RE R A BPBCE — Al I DS 4Tk -
A X =D v ZEEF — L% 13 U0 & § 2 H{LAgeT BE o BRicEEh 2 L
ER

RIS, R BE— 8 RFICEHLET,
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SEERD AR

F1E KBROM
(1] MiEsE

Bacteroides vulgatus (JM 5826"). Blautia coccoides (JCM 13957). Bifidobacterium longum
(JCM 12177)1% Japan Collection of Microorganisms of RIKEN BioResourse Research Center
(RIKEN BRC) X WA L7z, 2535 GAM 53t (H/KELEE) rhT, #i5UGES v 7 2 m o8
v 7 ® (ZZH2LY) 2T 37°C, MOHSGUIICEHHERE L 72, & C OME 3k
1% C 16-18 FfEIATHE 2 L 20 B 20 (A L, BHIC 2 RFRI O R52R 1< X 0 i B ic 22
L2 o 72 4RBECHBRICHER L 72, MIEBUL. GAM X FIfRREL 2 ~2 7 U T
colony forming units (CFUs) IC#HDWCTER L 72,

(2] HMifakies

~ v Z G IGHEEHIIEAR colon 26 1% RIKEN BRC X W BEA L 72, 10%DIE@EHL L 727 S JRIE
MiE. 100 U/mL <=2V ¥, 100 ug/mL A b L 7 b~ 4 > v %7 L 72 RPMI 1640 K5
(FHh 7 AT A2%E) FT37°C, 5%COx MBS T CTHEEL 2,

(3] E=EEY

BALB/cCrSle it~ 7 2 (73lin) (X, HAZ R Vv —RAStE X VAL 72, #H2S
A= AlX BALB/cCrSle ¥ 7 ADEEHE FICH L, 50 uL @ HBSS (7417 4 7 2 7 kR
IR L 72 colon 26 AT 3 x 1058 23 A L CFRL L 72, #9 2 8[E %, IS4
100 mm? I2 72 » 72 B CHEERICH W2, £ ToEYER 7 o b o —id, EELEE
. BER - FIRGHEZE 20 KR 2[R D TH 5,

(4] HEEkD & M B

H2RA~T 2H L RIEEA A~ 2 X0 EE., KPR W, B, BsE St L. AR
HEICN L TIFRED Saline M A7z, KGT, eRAPamyavy T ok 5 44—
NS-310E (w4 27m7v o - =FF4vih) ZHOTHBEF EYF A XL, Bonzil
ks £ A4 — b %, Saline % T\ CEFERICAHA L. GAM FEREFHICHERE L 72 D B #onl i
RGP IT T 24-48 HEEIRG S L 72,
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[5] 2v=—%417%} PCR

8 3# PCR F F = — 7 ICHARI R 7 7 A £ — X VKO1 (= & = 2 a3k A4 % 50 uL
dH,O ICEA L. GAM EERKH B Enzan=—%—D2FDH L7z, 95°C TS5
SO MBVLIR D%, 20 BRIORALT v 7 2% 20179 & & TERK L7z, LiKEIC5U Of
REEZE Smal (£ 57754 AR ESH) iz, 37°C T—Mfif v Fax—1+ L7z, FiEZE
DNA 7~ 7L — b & L, KOD One PCR Master Mix (BHE#itl) & Table 1.ICEC#E L7277
A <=—=%MHWTPCR 21T>72, L7z PCRIEY % 2% T WA — AT NMCT 774 L, &
SUKEN L 72, 7 v % SYBR® Green I Nucleic Acid Gel Stain (Lonza #1:) 1 THfh L 7214, i
HA NI A —&— TCP20LM (V4 AX——=v M) ZHGTHIRRL, #RIEL 7,

(6] fHst

AV TNT Y OBBAIT L) LEEIEE Eiz~ v R XY L 725 % Kis PBS THEHL 7=
H. 4% X TRV LTATE FICK o CTHEHEL 72, 2Dk, X774 YUK Gum) KUOH
WU Gum) ZFRL, 222 7 23 BRI~ b F v ) v &4 vy (H&E) %
L 7-DLEMEEEIR 21To 72, b, 77 2GR OMEVBHNTH o727z, 77 v
VICX 37T LEMEOREIII TR b - 12,

(7] SHEES A4 b A A v Dl EEE O FF

AV TNT ORI X )L E 2~y 2 FREIRE 0 ELL 721k % 4°C T—
MeEfE L. 4°C ICB\T 10000 g, 10 om0k o Lk & L ik 2572, Mg,
ELISA % 1T 9 ¥ T-80°C CTIRTF L 7z, MG+ D TNF-a.. IL-6 iE ELISA Ready-set go!
(eBioscience #1:). IFN-y##£/% (X Mouse IFNg Uncoated ELISA Kit (ThermoFisher Scientific
) ZHVTERL

(81 Heahwhr

GraphPad Prism 8.0 (GraphPad Software f1:) % Vs CTHENT 21T o 72, AEEWIE X, 2 B
MDOHBICIE, WIERTFT 2 =T ¥ P BED 2 ik, HIZRAF 2 —F v M BUEER T
7oo fHBERILLEIC 35> TlE, Analysis of variance (ANOVA) % T\>, Dunnett’s 75 F 72 1%
Tukey-Kramer {EI1C X W IRGE L 72, & PIEIZMHEITH . P<0.05 ZHEFARICHETS 5
EHI LT,
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F28E XRBROM

(1] MiEsE

KEF a2 v Ty bV DHSa KO 7 7 & I F pZsGreen 13 2 7 7 N4 AMEA S L 0 I
AL7z, =1ty ay 7ikic X VIPERIE L 72 DHS a/ pZsGreen | Lysogeny Broth (LB)
ExHb (10 g/L Bacto Tryptone, 5 g/L Bacto Yeast Extract, 10 g/L NaCl, and 100 pg/mL
carbenicillin) FC 37°C, 130 rpm TU-AMICIREREEE U 72, Bacteroides vulgatus (JM
5826"). Blautia coccoides (JCM 13957), Bifidobacterium longum (JCM 12177)13 DEFEE X5 1
HEFRDTETIT o7z, £72. & TOMEBOME L | & & AR D77 TR BOEHET £
THiE L 72, FBCREML 72,

(2] Hfasis
MR 135 1 & L FERD 7L TIT - 72,

(3] E5HY)
FEREYEH 1 FELRKICHAZ Rz v — A X VAL, FfRICHEZSA L7,

(4] KIGE O EYEERE

Water Soluble Tetrazolium salts (WST) assay %. Microbial Viability Assay Kit-WST

(Dojindo #1) D~ =2 7> TIT o 72, HAFRZ i L 72 KGR % LB K5Hhic iRk
L. 96well 7L — T 774 L7, ¥v MCTEZE S Electron mediator reagent % 7Nl
L.37°CT15mind LIE ThAvFa—F Ltk w470 7L —1Y—X— (Bio-
Rad #) % F\>T 450 nm <3513 2 WOEHE % HIE L 7=,

[5] [“Culpdili - K58l

[“Cu]iZ. HM-12S %4 7 v t v v (ERKEEEM TERAS) Z2ZHOTNi 287 4
AZICERA Y F LeX =7y FIZ12MeV OB 1 %G L, “Ni(p,n)*Cu fZKIGIC X b H
L7z, BB THR, £—7 v % 6NHCLICHEMR L, Z ORI %E 4 A v 2cHafilig

DOWEX 1 x 8 100-200 mesh (ZHTZ I A AR ath) ML 7z, £ D%k, 1 NHCI TE
3% 2 L C[**Cu]CuCl, % 7=,
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[6]) <275V 7D “Cu i

WESETEIA DN 7 7V 7 % WEE N v 7 7 — (pH 7.0). Dulbecco’s Phosphate-Buffered
Saline (PBS). Hanks’ balanced salt solution (HBSS). Saline HiC /&% L. 6,000 g T 2 57ft]
DI 2 EITH T L T L7z, RN TV TERE— Ny 7 7 —HICHEE L.
#) 50 MBq D[%Cu]CuCl, £ RA L 72k, ER TS HMA v Fa—bL7, 20K, FH—
Ny 77— KB 6,000 g, 2HOELTERE 2 BITo %, AERNICEREG T BERICIE. E
5 REE L LT, 37°C © LB EHIHIC 3 3[4 v F ax— MR, 0T KL SR Y
R U 7zo KRG v 70 OTEETE 1X . BEERBHAR R &2 B I E L 72, B Y 7o v AL
HUZ, Cu ZiRT o KIGE D L < 13 Saline IZ X 2 Jeiftk o “Cu E# A H %, Y 7o v
(05g/L) U053 mMEDTA (F7 74 7% 27klat) LEAL, 37°C T 5 494 v
Far— B2 ETITo7m, BEEAF VICX 3HAHEEBTIZ CuCly AgCl,
ZnCly, FeCly, CaCl, X UN MgCl, Z#BRE 1 mM IC72 % X 9 ICRA L 2. KIBHE 0BG
AP G I3 4Cu BERRATIC 75°C 3 L < 1X 55°C T IS o4 v Fax— 1+ %L 72,

(7] 13 b < oAk 2 & Ml

Saline d L < 1% LB #5#llic X 2 K8 % 1T - 72 “Cu i KB H % Saline FICHERE L, &
EOMIFEZEMZ 72 (IR 50%), 137 1% BALB/cCrSle Mt~ 2 X 0 [ L 7z, 37°C i
BOWTISHEDAL vF 2=k, 6,000g T2 00hELL B E<L Y b ogHEN:Z
2480 WIZARD? HE)# v~ 717 v % (PerkinElmer £1) ZFHWCHIE L7z, <L v FHE[ZTD
MR, IR L 72 s 2 v TR L 72,

[8] PET Bk

Colon 26 A~ T A% | 1.5%A4 YV 707 v RUHEALER/MHE (7/3) 1T X 0 IR
2, microPET Focus 220 (Siemens ) D HYLICREMZICECE L 7z, “Cu tKIBE (~5
MBgq, ~1 x 10 CFU) b L £ T “Cu Hifkz v v RAEFIRICRE L 727 T — T v X W 5
L. 300D XAF Iy 7 RF v v &{Tol, 0N IvavyT—2hbH A/
7 L% VEBLL . microPET manager 2.4.1.1. (Simence ) % H\ > CHGRFEEK % 1T > 72, X
HHRE I3 % SR b2 CREMIEL., ©27 kL T LI SUV (standardized uptake value)
ERAWTHRR L7z, &, SUV ZUToRichit- THRHL 72,

SUV = [tissue radioactivity concentration (MBgq/cm?)]/[injected radioactivity (MBq)/body weight
(2]
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[9] TAC fiF#br

TAC 13 3E &M IC B 72 Filtered back projection (FBP) EI1C X b H{RHEAL L 72 PET Wiff %
TN 21T 5 72, BfRAEEY 7 b7 =7 PMOD (PMOD 77 / u ¥ —LLC) %HWT
Ol B, . P = OtBOREER (VOI) % 3% L. VOI P DU EE % e 5y
G E DT WERMIEZ TV, SUV & LTRIL 7%,

(10] ffiHiEeEs OB REHEIE

PET alite. JEE. M. (O, IPRE. A%, Pz R L. BEREZMIE L 7, &5
FEURFI 7 LB RN AT D FHIT Tl 1.5%A4 Y 747 VI X 0 RS & 72~ 7 RIS
BC HCu BRI R 2 %5 U7z 1 o0tk M. Al PN, sz RN U 720 & AR o s
WA v~y v 2 AGCHDE L, $ 5 R % BB = il e L 72,

(1 1] AP o AR B8 A G

HRA =Y RICKBH 2G5, RE2A LKA Y FCHBZEIL, F£13= [4] ¢FH
FEDTETCRKIGE ZHEEL 72, 72770, K8BICIZ LB #BRE AR L, iIFmicsis L
7oo MBEEUIEE 13 [1]) & FIERIC CFUs ICHEDWTER L 72,

(12] 774 SRRSO RS EIS

H2 A~ 7 ARG Z 5%, 3. 7. 14 HRICBISE 2{To72, vV A% 1.5%A4 V7
VT T XD RS, BUEREICREMLICECE L7z, 2 EE L. BEMNHE 7 e — 7
ZRALTA A=YV T2 {To7, S0 NERIE, HEWLHEY 7 Y =7 Image ] Fiji %
T L 72,

[13)] EEMRTPCRICLZ 77X I FEOTE

FH1E [4) ciBoNE RO NEE TS 4 — % 500g. 3min T2 \EELG L.
HORE ST 2 K PLEL Y B 7z, B % 6,000 g T 3 rfElhE O L, P e L CRGE % B L
2%, BENIMERESE 1E [1] LFRBRIC CFUs IKEDWTERLAZ, 2D 9D 5x
108 CFU @ K5H % ISOGEN® (= v Ky ¥ —vit) Itk o TARB L., T& /7 —AiBiEic
X > TLEDNA ZHINL 7z, &FEN5 pZsGreen D7 7 A I F DNA &I, Fast Start
Universal SYBR® Green Master ROX (Roche £1:) ZFIf L C. Quant Studio® 5 U 7L & 4
Ly PCR & A7 2 (ThermoFisher Scientific 1) 1 X 3 EER PCRICKX VHEIEL 2o 774
~ — IR DOEH % v 72, 5°-CCGTATGGAAGGGTGCGTCG-3" (forward)., 5'-
GGCAATGGTCCACCTTCG-3* (reverse),
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(1 4] WatAaafetT

GraphPad Prism 8.0 (GraphPad Software #1:) % UF IBM SPSS Statistics v. 26 (IBM #1:) %
WCIRIT 21T o 72 AEEMEIR. 2 Bl RICIE, NIEAF 2 —FT v Pt BED 5 0
X, MVRF 2 —F v b e BUE R V72, fEFREIELEIC 35 TUiE, Analysis of variance

(ANOVA) #{T\>, Dunnett’s i% F 72 12 Bonferroni’s %12 X W FE L 72, 4 P{EIZHE{HITH
D, P<0.05 et ENICHEETH B L AR LT,

40



10.

11.

51 A 3CRR

Brown, J. M. & Wilson, W. R. Exploiting tumor hypoxia in cancer treatment. Nat. Rev. 4, 437-
447 (2004).

Forbes, N. S. Engineering the perfect bacterial cancer therapy. Nat. Rev. Cancer 10, 785-794
(2010).

Toso, B. J. F. Gill, V. J., Hwu, P. Marincola. F. M., Restifo, N. P., Schwartzentruber, D. J.,
Sherry, R. M., Topalian, S. L. Yang, J. C., Stock, F., Freezer. L. J., Morton, K. E., Seipp, C.,
Haworth. L., Mavroukakis, S., White, D., MacDonald, S, Mao, J., Sznol M. & Rosenberg, S. A.
Phase I study of the intravenous administration of attenuated Salmonella typhimurium to patients
with metastatic melanoma. J. Clin. Oncol. 20, 142—152 (2020).

Heimann, D. M. & Rosenberg, S. A. Continuous intravenous administration of live genetically
modified Salmonella Typhimurium in patients with metastatic melanoma. J. Immunother. 26,
179-180 (2003).

Ryan, R. M., Green, J., Williams, P. J., Hunt, S., Harmey, J. H., Kehoe, S. C. & Lewis, C. E.
Bacterial delivery of a novel cytolysin to hypoxic areas of solid tumors. Gene. Ther. 16, 329-339
(2009).

Zheng, J. H., Nguyen, V. H., Jiang, S. N., Park, S. H., Tan. W., Hong, S. H., Shin, M. G., Chung.
L.J., Hong, Y., Bom. H. S., Choy, H. E., Lee, S. E., Rhee, J. H. & Min, J. J. Two-step enhanced
cancer immunotherapy with engineered Salmonella typhimurium secreting heterologous flagellin.
Sci. Transl. Med. 9537, 1-11 (2017).

Pawelek, J. M., Low, K. B. & Bermudes, D. Tumor-targeted Sa/monella as a novel anticancer
vector. Cancer. Res. 57, 4537-4545 (1997).

Sasaki, T., Fujimori, M., Hamaji, Y., Hama, Y., Ito, K., Amano, J. & Taniguchi, S., Genetically
engineered Bifidobacterium longum for tumor-targeting enzyme-prodrug therapy of
autochthonous mammary tumors in rats. Cancer Sci. 97, 649—657 (2006).

Din, M. O., Danino, T., Prindle, A., Skalak, M., Selimkhanov, J., Allen, K., Julio, E., Atolia, E.,
Tsimring, L. S., Bhatia, A. N. & Hasty, J. Synchronized cycles of bacterial lysis for in vivo
delivery. Nature 536, 81-85 (2016).

Mengesha, A., Dubois, L., Labin, P., Landuyt, W., Chiu, R. K., Wouters, B. G. & Theys, J.
Development of a flexible and potent hypoxia-inducible promoter for tumor-targeted gene
expression in attenuated Sa/monella. Cancer. Biol. Ther. 5 (9),1120-1128 (2006).

Low, K. B., Ittensohn, M., Le, T., Platt, J., Sodi, S., Amoss, M., Ash, O., Carmichael, E.,
Chakraborty, A., Fischer, J., Lin, S. L., Luo, X., Miller, S. L., Zheng, L., King, 1., Pawelek, J. M.

41



12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

& Bermudes, D. Lipid A mutant Salmonella with suppressed virulence and TNF a induction
retain tumor-targeting in vivo. Nat. Biotech. 17, 37-41 (1999).

Clairmont, C., Lee, K. C., Ittensohn, M., Low, K. B., Pawelek, J., Bermudes, D., Brecher, S. M.,
Margitich, D., Turnier, J., Li, Z., Luo, X., Ling, I. & Zheng, L. M. Biodistribution and genetic
stability of the novel antitumor agent VNP20009, a genetically modified strain of Salmonella
typhimurium . J. Infect. Dis. 181, 1996-2002 (2000).

Zhao, M., Yang, M., Li, X. M., Jiang, P., Baranov, E., Li, S., Xu, Mingxu, Penman, S. &
Hoffman, R. M., Tumor-targeting bacterial therapy with amino acid auxotrophs of GFP-
expressing Salmonella typhimurium. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 102, 755-760 (2005).

Nuyts, S. Mellaert, L. V., Theys, J., Landuyt, W., Bosmans, E., Anne, J. & Lambin, P. Radio-
responsive recA promoter significantly increases TNFa production in recombinant clostridia after
2 Gy irradiation. Gene. Ther. 8, 1197-1201 (2001).

Liu, S., Minton, N., Giaccia, A. & Brown, J. Anticancer efficacy of systemically delivered
anaerobic bacteria as gene therapy vectors targeting tumor hypoxia/necrosis. Gene Ther. 9,291—
296 (2002).

Jiang, S. N., Phan, T. X., Nam, T. K., Nguyen, V. H., Kim, H. S., Bom, H. S., Choy, H. E., Hong,
Y. & Min, J. J. Inhibition of tumor growth and metastasis by a combination of escherichia coli-
mediated cytolytic therapy and radiotherapy. Mol. Ther. 18, 635-642 (2010).

Anderson, J. C., Clarke, E. J., Arkin, A. P., Voigt, C. A. & Berkeley, E. O. L. Environmentally
controlled invasion of cancer cells by engineered bacteria. J. Mol. Biol. 355, 619-627 (2006).
Woese, C. R., Kandlert, O. & Wheelis, M. L. Towards a natural system of organisms : Proposal
for the domains archaea, bacteria, and eucarya. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA. 87, 45764579
(1990).

Kurakawa, T., Ogata, K., Matsuda, K., Tsuji, H. Kubota, H., Takada, T., Kado, Y., Asahara, T.,
Takahashi, T. & Nomoto, K. Diversity of intestinal Clostridium coccoides group in the japanese
population , as demonstrated by reverse transcription- quantitative PCR. PLoS ONE. 10(5),
e0126226 (2015).

Fujimoto, C. Maeda, H., Kokeguchi, S., Takashiba, S., Nishimura, F., Arai, H., Fukui, K. &
Murayama, Y. Application of denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (DGGE) to the analysis of
microbial communities of subgingival plaque. J. Periodont Res. 38, 440—445 (2003).

Sheu, D., Wang, Y. & Lee, C. Rapid detection of polyhydroxyalkanoate- accumulating bacteria
isolated from the environment by colony PCR. Microbiology 146,2019-2025 (2000).

Kimura, T., Aoki, K. & Baba, T. Selective localizationand growth of Bifidobacterium bifidum in

mouse tumors following intravenous administration. Caner. Res. 40, 2061-2068 (1980).

42



23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

Kocijancic, D., Felgner,S., Frahm, M., Komoll, R. M., Iljazovic, A., Pawar, V., Rohde, M., Heise,
U., Zimmermann, K., Gunzer, F., Hammer, J., Crull, K., Lescher, S. & Weiss, S. Therapy of solid
tumors using probiotic Symbioflor-2-restraints and potential. Oncotarget 7, 22605-22622 (2016).
Yazawa, K., Fujimori, M., Nakamura, T., Sasaki, T., Amano, J., Kano, Y. & Taniguchi, S.
Bifidobacterium longum as a delivery system for gene therapy of chemically induced rat
mammary tumors. Breast Cancer Res. Treat. 66, 165-170 (2001).

Taniguchi, S., Fujimori, M., Sasaki, T., Tsutsui, H., Shimatani, Y., Seki, K. & Amano, J.
Targeting solid tumors with non-pathogenic obligate anaerobic bacteria. Cancer Sci. 101, 1925—
1932 (2010).

Chu, W., Hung, L., Hou, C. & Chen, J. BBA - Gene Regulatory Mechanisms Heterogeneous
ribonucleoprotein F regulates YAP expression via a G-tract in. BBA - Gene Regul. Mech. 1862,
12-24 (2019).

Oldenburg, K. R., Vo, K. T., Michaelis, S. & Paddon, C. Recombination-mediated PCR-directed
plasmid construction in vivo in yeast. Nucl. Acids Res. 25, 451-452 (1997).

Zhao, D., Yuan, S., Xiong, B., Sun, H, Ye, L., Li, J., Zhang, X. & Bi, C. Development of a fast
and easy method for Escherichia coli genome editing with CRISPR/Cas9. Microb. Cell Fact.
15(1),1-9 (2016).

Lin, W. & Johnson, E. A. Genome analysis of Clostridium botulinum Type A by pulsed-field gel
electrophoresis. Appl. Environ. Micribiol. 61, 4441-4447 (1995).

Hielm, S., Bjorkroth, J., Hyytia, E. & Korkeala, H. Genomic analysis of Clostridium botulinum
Group II by Pulsed-Field Gel Genomic Analysis of Clostridium botulinum Group II by pulsed-
field gel electrophoresis. Appl. Environ. Micribiol. 64, 703—708 (1998).

Wang, R., Cao, W. & Cerniglia, C. E. PCR detection and quantitation of predominant anaerobic
bacteria in human and animal fecal samples. Appl. Environ. Micribiol. 62, 1242—1247 (1996).
Matsuki, T., Watanabe, K., Fujimoto, J., Kado, Y., Takada, T., Matsumoto, K. & Tanaka, R.
Quantitative PCR with 16S rRNA-gene-targeted species-specific primers for analysis of human
intestinal Bifidobacteria. Appl. Environ. Micribiol. 70, 167-173 (2004).

Wang, R. F., Kim, S., Robertson, L. H. & Cerniglia, C. E. Development of a membrane-array
method for the detection of human intestinal bacteria in fecal samples. Mol. Cell. Probes. 16,
341-350 (2002).

Traverso, F. R., Bohr, U. R. M., Oyarzabal, O. A., Rohde, M., Clarici, A., Wex, T., Kuester, D.,
Malfertheiner, P., Fox, J. G. & Backert, S. Morphologic, genetic, and biochemical
characterization of Helicobacter Magdeburgensis , a novel species isolated from the intestine of
laboratory mice. Helicobactor 15, 403—415 (2010).

Round, J. L. & Mazmanian, S. K. The gut microbiota shapes intestinal immune responses during

health and disease. Nat. Rev. Immunol. 9(5), 313-324 (2009).

43



36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

Ichinohe, T., Pang, I. K., Kumamoto, Y., Peaper, D. R., Ho, J. H., Murray, T. S. & Iwasaki, A.
Microbiota regulates immune defense against respiratory tract in fluenza A virus infection. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA. 108(13), 5354-5359 (2011).

Lim, D., Kim, K. S., Kim, H., Ko, K. C., Song, J. J., Choi, J. H., Shin, N., Min, J. J., Joeng, J. H.
& Choy, H. E. Anti-tumor activity of an immunotoxin (TGFa-PE38) delivered by attenuated
Salmonella typhimurium. Oncotarget 8(23), 37550-37560 (2017).

Nakamura, T., Sasaki, T., Fujimori, M., Yazawa, K., Kano, Y., Amano, J. & Taniguchi, S.
Cloned cytosine deaminase gene expression of Bifidobacterium longum and application to
enzyme/pro-drug therapy of hypoxic solid tumors. Biosci. Biotechnol. Biochem. 66, 2362-2366
(2014).

Felgner, S., Kocijancic, D., Frahm, M., Heise, U., Rohde, M., Zimmermann, K., Falk, C., Erhardt,
M. & Weiss, S. Engineered Salmonella enterica serovar Typhimurium overcomes limitations of
anti-bacterial immunity in bacteria-mediated tumor therapy. Oncoimmunology 7, 1-12 (2018).
Chen, J., Qiao, Y., Tang, B., Chen, G., Liu, X., Yang, B., Wei, J., Zhang, X., Cheng, X., Du. P.,
Jiang, W., Hu, Q. & Hua, Z. C. Modulation of Salmonella tumor-colonization and intratumoral
anti-angiogenesis by triptolide and its mechanism. Theranostics 7, 2250-2260 (2017).
Coutermarsh-ott, S. L., Broadway, K. M., Scharf, B. E. & Allen, 1. C. Effect of Salmonella
enterica serovar Typhimurium VNP20009 and VNP20009 with restored chemotaxis on 4T1
mouse mammary carcinoma progression. Oncotarget 8(20), 33601-33613 (2017).

Cronin, M., Morrissey, D., Rajendran, S., Mashad, S. M. E., Sinderen. D., Sullivan, G. C. &
Tangney, M. Orally administered bifidobacteria as vehicles for delivery of agents to systemic
tumors. Mol. Ther. 18, 1397-1407 (2010).

Nham, T., Filali, S., Danne, C., Derbise, A. & Carniel, E. Imaging of bubonic plague dynamics by
in vivo tracking of bioluminescent Yersinia pestis. PLoS ONE. 7(4), e34714 (2012).

Zhou, J., Bi, Y., Xu, X,, Qiu, Y., Wang, Q., Feng, N., Cui, Y., Yan, Y., Zhou, L., Tan, Y., Yang,
H.,Du, Z., Han, Y., Song, Y., Zhang, P., Zhou, D., Cheng, Y., Zhou, Y., Yang, R. & Wang, X.
Bioluminescent tracking of colonization and clearance dynamics of plasmid-deficient Yersinia
pestis strains in a mouse model of septicemic plague. Microbes Infect. 16,214-224 (2014).
Bergstom, M., Grahnen, A. & Langstrom, B. Positron emission tomography microdosing : a new
concept with application in tracer and early clinical drug development. Eur. J. Clin. Pharmacol.
59, 357-366 (2003).

Mukai, H., Ozaki, D., Cui, Y., Kuboyama, T., Yamato-Nagata, H., Onoe, K., Takahashi, M.,
Wada, Y., Imanishi, T., Kodama, T., Obika, S., Suzuki, M., Doi, H. & Watanabe, Y. Quantitative
evaluation of the improvement in the pharmacokinetics of a nucleic acid drug delivery system by
dynamic PET imaging with F-incorporated oligodeoxynucleotides. J. Control. Release 180, 92—
99 (2014).

44



47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

Sugiyama, Y. & Yamashita, S. Impact of microdosing clinical study — Why necessary and how
useful ? Adv. Drug Deliv. Rev. 63, 494-502 (2011).

Guan, J., Zhu, Z., Zhao, R. C., Xiao, Z., Wu, C., Han, Q., Chen, L., Tong, W., Zhang, J., Han, Q.,
Gao, J., Feng, M., Bao, X., Dai, J. & Wang, R. Biomaterials transplantation of human
mesenchymal stem cells loaded on collagen scaffolds for the treatment of traumatic brain injury
in rats. Biomaterials 34, 5937-5946 (2013).

Gupla, R. & Mohapatra, H. Microbial biomass : An economical alternative for removal of heavy
metals from waste water. Indian. J. Exp. Biol. 41, 945-966 (2003).

Hansda, A. & Kumar, V. Biosorption of copper by bacterial adsorbents : A Review. Res. J.
Environ. Toxicol. 9(2), 45-58 (2015).

Villaptn, V. M., Dover, L. G., Cross, A. & Gonzélez, S. Antibacterial metallic touch surfaces.
Materials. 736, (2016).

Uchugonova, A., Zhao, M., Zhang, Y., Weinigel, M., Konig, K. & Hoffman, R. M. Cancer-cell
killing by engineered Salmonella imaged by multiphoton tomography in live mice. Anticancer
Res. 32, 4331-4338 (2012).

Funabiki, K. In vivo visualization of neural circuits located in the deep brain area with a micro-
endoscope. Equilbrium Res. 70(2), 110-114 (2011).

Yashiro, H., Nakahara, 1., Funabiki, K. & Riquimaroux, H. Micro-endoscopic system for
functional assessment of neural circuits in deep brain regions : Simultaneous optical and electrical
recordings of auditory responses in mouse’s inferior colliculus. Neurosci. Res. 119, 61-69 (2017).
Savvaidis, 1., Hughes, M. N., Poole, R. K. & Tn, S. S. Copper biosorption by Pseudomonas
cepacia and other strains. World J. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 19, 117-121 (2003).

Zheng, Y., Fang, X., Ye, Z., Li, Y. & Cai, W. Biosorption of Cu(Il) on extracellular polymers
from Bacillus sp. F19. J. Environ. Sci. 20, 1288-1293 (2008).

Vecchietti, D., Silvestre, D. D., Miriani, M., Bonomi, F., Marengo, M., Bragonzi, A., Cova, L.,
Frenceschi, E., Mauri, P. & Bertoni, G. Analysis of Pseudomonas aeruginosa cell envelope
proteome by capture of surface-exposed proteins on activated magnetic nanoparticles. PLoS ONE.
7(11), €51062 (2012).

Donnenberg, V. S., Corselli, M., Normolle, D. P., Meyer, E. M. & Donnenberg, A. D. Flow
cytometric detection of most proteins in the cell surface proteome is unaffected by trypsin
treatment. Cytometry Part 4 93A, 803-810 (2018).

Gonzales-siles, L., Karlsson, R., Kenny, D., Karlsson, A. & Sjoling, A. Proteomic analysis of
enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli ( ETEC ) in neutral and alkaline conditions. BMC Microbiol. 1—
17 (2017).

Dias, A. V & Zamble, D. B. Protease digestion analysis of Escherichia coli NikR : evidence for
conformational stabilization with Ni(Il). J. Biol. Inorg. Chem. 10, 605-612 (2005).

45



61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

Mary, A. N. N., Achyuthan, E., Greenberg, S. & Carolina, N. The binding of divalent metal ions
to Platelet Factor XIII modulayes its proteolysis by trypsin and thrombin. Arch. Biochem.
Biophys. 261(1), 112—121 (1988).

Nakajima, A. Electron spin resonance study of copper biosorption by bacteria. Water Res. 36,
2091-2097 (2002).

Air, W., Philip, L. & Iyengar, L. Site of interaction of copper on Bacillus Polymyxa. Water, Air
and Soil Pollution. 119, 11-21 (2000).

Wang, F. et al. Contribution of cell-surface components to Cu®** adsorption by Pseudomonas
putida 5-x. Appl. Biochem. Biotech. 128, 33—46 (2006).

Ginisty, P., Besnainou, B., Sahut, C. & Guezennec, J. Biosorption of cobalt by Pseudomonas
halodenitrificans: influence of cell wall treatment by alkali and alkaline-earth metals and ion-
exchange mechanisms. Biotechnol. Lett. 20(11), 1035-1039 (1998).

Mullen, M. D., Wolf, D. C., Ferris, F. G., Beveridge, T. J., Flemming, C. A. & Bailey, G. W.
Bacterial sorption of heavy metals. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 55, 3143-3149 (1989).

Cooksey, D. A. Copper uptake and resistance in bacteria. Mol. Microbiol. 7(1), 1-5 (1993).
Dozois, C. M. Iron, copper, zinc, and manganese transport and regulation in pathogenic
Enterobacteria: correlations between strains, site of infection and the relative importance of the
different metal transport systems for virulence. Front. Cell. Infect. Microbiol. 3, 1-24 (2013).
Brader, P., Stritzker, J., Riedi, C., Zanzonico, P., Cai, S., Burnazi, E. M., Ghani, E. R., Hricak, H.,
Szalay, A. A., Fong, Y., & Blasberg, R. Escherichia coli Nissle 1917 facilitates tumor detection
by positron emission tomography and optical imaging. Clin. Cancer Res. 14, 2295-2302 (2008).
Soghomonyan, S. A., Doubrovin, M., Pike, J., Luo, X., Ittensohn, M., Runyan, J. D., Balatoni, J.,
Finn, R., Tjuvajev. J. G., Blasberg, R. & Bermudes, D. Positron emission tomography (PET)
imaging of tumor-localized Salmonella expressing HSV1-TK. Cancer Gene Ther. 12, 101-108
(2005).

Li, J., Zheng, H., Fodah, R., Warawa, J. M. & Ng, C. K. Validation of 2-'8F-fluorodeoxysorbitol
as a potential radiopharmaceutical for imaging bacterial infection in the lung. J. Nucl. Med. 59,
134-139 (2018).

Weinstein, E. A., Ordonez, A. A., DeMarco, V. P., Murawski, A. M., Pokkali, S., MacDonald, E.
M., Klunk, M., Mease, R. C., Pomper, M. G. & Jain, S. K. Imaging enterobacteriaceae infection
in vivo with '®F-fluorodeoxysorbitol positron emission tomography. Sci. Transl. Med. 6,
259ral46 (2014).

Ojeda, S. S., Wang, Z. J., Mares, C. A., Chang, T. A., Li, Q., Morris, E. G., Jerabek, P. A. &
Teale, M. Rapid dissemination of Francisella tularensis and the effect of route of infection. BMC

Microbiol. 8, 1-15 (2008).

46



74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

Nham, T., Filali, S., Danne, C., Derbise, A. & Carniel, E. Imaging of bubonic plague dynamics by
in vivo tracking of bioluminescent Yersinia pestis. PLoS ONE. 7(4), e34714 (2012).

Barbash, I. M., Chouraqui, P., Baron, J., Feinberg, M. S., Etzion, S., Tessone, A., Miller, L.,
Guetta, E., Zipori, D., Kedes, L. H., Kloner, A. & Leor, J. Systemic delivery of bone marrow—
derived mesenchymal stem cells to the infarcted myocardium. Circulation 103, 863—868 (2003).
Rudokas, M., Najlah, M., Alhnan, M. & Elhissi, A. Liposome delivery systems for inhalation: a
critical review highlighting formulation issues and anticancer applications. Med. Princ. Pract.
25(2), 60-72 (2016).

Mook, O.R.F., Marle, J.V., Vreeling-Sindelarova, H., Jonges, R., Frederiks, W.M., Noorden,
C.J.F.V., Visualization of early events in tumor formulation of eGFP-transfected rat colon cancer
cells in liver. Hepatorogy 38, 295-304. (2003).

Dang, L. H., Bettegowda, C., Huso, D. L., Kinzler, K. W. & Vogelstein, B. Combination

bacteriolytic therapy for the treatment of experimental tumors. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA.

98(26), 15155-15160. (2001).

Felgner, S., Pawar, V., Kocijancic, D., Erhardt, M. & Weiss, S. Tumour-targeting bacteria-based

cancer therapies for increased specificity and improved outcome. Microbiol Biotech. 10, 1074-
1078 (2017).

Sznol, M., Lin, S. L., Bermudes, D., Zheng, L. & King, I. Use of preferentially replicating

bacteria for the treatment of cancer. J. Clin. Invest. 105, 1027-1030 (2000).

Westphal, K., Leschner, S., Jablonska, J., Loessner, H. & Weiss, S. Containment of tumor-

colonizing bacteria by host neutrophils. Cancer. Res. 68(8), 2952-2961 (2008).

Yu, Y. A., Shabahang, S., Timiryasova, T. M., Zhang, Q., Beltz, R., Gentschev, 1., Goebel, W. &
Szalay, A. A. Visualization of tumors and metastases in live animals with bacteria and vaccinia
virus encoding light-emitting proteins. Nat. Biotech. 22, 313-320. (2004).

Umehara, S. & Yasuda, K. Hysteresis of energy cosumption of motility and growth in Eschericia

coli. J. HTSJ. 43(180), 28-33. (2004).

47



