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53

IO @b I RAEBE OB ITRL b SRE L 72 o TRV | 2025 FITiXEikn
FD 5 N1 ADPRAEICHEET D EHEH S 40TV % (World alzheimer report 2022),  FREIE Ot 5L %
HOLT YA == (AD) &, REEFECRYWES, FHEEFOPRIER, K OPHNLL
RO FLIER & AR & T DR AMRE TH D, AD FIEO T & LT, MAERE 5 M
T7I8A4 K B(AP) BDEET A ENEZDLNTWND, 7 a4 RIS /37 (amyloid precursor
protein; APP) 705 B-KWNy-£ 7 L X —BIZ L > TABRUID &, ZTNONEE LT ABAY I~—
Joe O NBEAPRSHASM S TET 2 L RIS, UNE 2L TWD ¥ U & 37 EHmEINC Y
&, HEAMRKRKE (paired helical filament; PHF) & L CERE L., MRRERMELS L LSS5,
N OFER, EATHEICHR IS OB L T T ADMIE, K ORI AT S0, HEEEAE DO
FRIZ B 2 AR RIRE 3MilfE 9~ 5 (Dickson & Vickers, 2001),

BIEAARTIX, a2V v X7 7 —BHEL (RRXUL, HT0EI0, UNRRFITIV) R
NMDA ZZEMAEFEGHE (A~ F ) 23 AD ICHT 2B L LTHWLRLTWS, 2 o AT T
—PIERIZ, AD BEOMTE T LTS T EF Lol U iEEm» 52 L2 HE LTND0,
PHRRARE B OBSRE R E A M2 D DHTIL, —BAMEL TL E o /2R ER OMRe 2 IS b 32 2 &
ECET., RLEREFEOEITZEBIES Y2 DOHOMIERIEIZEE > TWD, £72, NMDA KN
WA= F T, WER BB GREDE (TAVY I UE) ORHICE DT T A ) A X5 b b
TRLRIZBE D 2 IEE OMRREZ R D DA, AD BE IO L CGREREUWEER 28 IR0 2 E13%
et STV D (Modrego et al., 2010), Fex O Z N FE TOIEBIFRICBWTH, A~ F X ADE
7L (5XFAD) ~ U ZAOtfEES 2 dGE S, BHICB T 2EMMEROE G2 LARSES 2
EEALMNZ LTS (Tohda et al,, 2012), ZDOIFUREIKE 2, 77 AT “EFEEIIENTHICH
D BT ZIUTEA D TEFNEN RIAD RN LT, 20184E 8 A LV 2 b 4 FEHD AD IA#
ARG OXf4 L LT 5,

— 5T, IEFRITRRED AR BREICER LIt ABHUAL LT, 7T aiXw TR0 X< TN
KEWEDEFRIRIFFE 2 18T, KIET AD {RIFRIE & L TKGE ST & 72 (Sevigny et al., 2016; van Dyck et al.,
2023), BEEFRAIETE (MCD £33 AD ORI DO AT — bt AR FuikO 52 Bas7
HZET, MND AB B2 RESHOTIRLEH DL Z EW/RINTWD, LirL, T BRREE A
THL Ap FURE GRECIE, RRAMRERE OETAEOE L Z L ITIIRII Licb 0D, Hi A ko
Gt Tk 92 &, RARSREII 2 BE(L LT 2 Z L VRENTE Y . AD OEITEZZERITIED D,
FIITRAMERE A UCE T DR DR VORBURTH D, Fio, TT 2 b Xv T EG TIEAEOK) 38%,
L H R~ 7T EEOR) 14%DOPEBRE TN T, MHIM-CIMEEE, B8, HFEV, EiLaE o
ELEEBERAEANAONTEY | B0 bilkm I Tnd,

Z ZTCHAx T, AD BIEH S T HIREEREZ UGE L O DIRARETEHREIE & LT, [RRWE OEE

2



WO T Z LITIMNA T, “BhE L 72 I mlis 2 FIE RS 5 2 LIS K D iR 2 (B b+ 5 2 &7
ZED, ROEETHLEDa BT MIESOTIIEEZIT - TE 7o, MHREIR ORI, iRk
AR OERSR DSBS ORI O BRIRZEE I > THE L, VT 7 ARG T H20EN B H, KRl
T, wELSEENIZEAZ Ao THRHE LR TIUIZR 6700, Loy LA L2 BUARDKIZ I T
W —EEME LRI IR CERWEREBI DN TE ), AR E LTIZEAEERE
NTIRrolz, THITD D HRERIE A OB & LT, BHREE LD 21 (BT 7 X)
AT IR ANAT O TE 2D, AD OBATIC S TR (RIS 7 R) BV EITT 5720,
AL OO I HEEERIE 26D 5 DX, AD FIREIIICIRON D 2 & S8 FEERIZ 0
ST > 72 (Roy etal., 2016), — 5T, FRAAIKIZISWTHEIZR D722 < & HITALICIZ H B FHRET
52 ERME STV DN (Jin et al, 2016), #05E AN < BEALIZ D723 B R EEGHEIZ A TIEfELS
BHRET 21 E I, L2 DOBRICHDDMNTDRFA T = A LTES A TH D,

YR CIT 2 E TIZ, BEEMRAIICIWNT AR IC K-> T Lok 2 Fh R S8, £72%
e AD 7L (SXFAD) ~ U ADRLfEkas 2 e 2 M e g LV IRR L CT& 7o, TOHT,
FRCENTIEEEZ R L2 D & LT, 13 (Dioscorea japonica X3 Dioscorea batatas D J& FZ % FRu Nz
IR2E) F DSy diosgenin 2% i L 7= (Tohda et al., 2013; Tohda et al., 2012), Diosgenin {Fft1{Z ¢ SXFAD
~ U AAND AR RV L U AR S TIEH L OFEEE S TUN 5 (Tohda et al, 2012), & 51T,
diosgenin |T X D HlZR PR L OGC BB 22 AR & /37 E & LT 1,25D;-MARRS (membrane-
associated rapid response steroid-binding receptor) % [Fl € L 7= (Tohda et al., 2012), L2>L. f#HARIZIS T
% diosgenin DFLIEW IO DT A B =X LOFEH, KO AD M TOHER M EA/ERIZ W T
IR TH - 72,

Z ZCAMETIE, 5 1 BIZEBW T, diosgenin DOHEFEFHif & K& ONFLIELGEZ B o 2 Hiia T o
DT EEE LIz, 5 2 ETIX, SXFAD ~ 7 AUNIZEIT D diosgenin (2 X 5 K HEEED D I 1A REE A 72
SR PR AE 230 L, BR300 03 2 REMEBALICIE L < PR T 572 OICHEST 20 FHEAE
M LTz, % 3 T TIL, diosgenin DIEFENIIE 2t 2FE4ET 2 12H 7V | diosgenin =i L3 % X
DIEH~ T A RO N OFEBERERE I+ 220 R 27l L7z, LLEDOWRIZ LD | M TORIZR O
2 AD OFREEEIZE > TIRERICHEETH LR Z RT & L T, TNEATRRIZT H3EY
diosgenin DF RN L EDEHE L 72 200 FHEF A REH L, AD (2T DARARHNERIE LR T5 2 & &
H¥E7



% 1 E : Diosgenin DEIEFHE K OFLIEHEIZ BT 5 50 F DR
(Yang X, Tohda C. Scientific Reports, 8, 11707, 2018)
(Yang X, Tohda C. Frontiers in Pharmacology, 9, 48, 2018)

L1.f&5

YWFIRE D SATHIZEIC L0 . AEHIIEIZ 31T 5 diosgenin DS AR L /X378 & LT 1,25D-MARRS
% [FI@E L7z (Tohda et al., 2012; Tohda et al., 2013), F7=. HFFIHRIZ K - THBMIRRE LI T 2
1,25Ds-MARRS # 7' v v 735 & diosgenin |Z & 5 8hER FHHE LK OGCBESCEER AT 5 2 L 2R
L7z (Tohda et al., 2013), & 512, diosgenin (2 X 2 HR I EAFERICITD < &b, —ANICHEIR PR %
RETDHZLETHOLNTNWDH XTI ETH D PIBK (phosphoinositide 3-kinase), ERK (extracellular
signal-regulated kinase), PKA (protein kinase A), ;M O PKC (protein kinase C) DIEMEAL3 05 Z & &
H LTy % (Tohda et al., 2012), L7>L. diosgenin {Z X DHISRFHHEZIITE D X 9 0 FIE AT
HoT,

% Z CARETIE, diosgenin FPKIC L » THFSHIIIAN T XL Z S d w1 7 VOB b fRat L,
Z DT OB FHEROREBICE~DFEZHONCTHZ A AN E Lic, KO FOREREE
LT, wild-type ¥ 7 AE 7213 5XFAD ~ 7 AZEEEE 721 diosgenin Z#2 N#& 5#%, TN H~ T ADK
MR E BRI L7242 /X7 '8 lysate IZ8BUVN T, wild-type ~ 7 A & [E_T 5XFAD ~ 7 A TH L
L. diosgenin $5-CTEDREIZALNFIHBIHIND X X H 2 BB LTz, kAR lysate & V7o HEqE
HIFEAT Cdo D78, MM H CHERE S 2 43 1 2 FFELAYITHL U JAT IR IR BE 3+ 40 TIERZR W8,
[FE ST FAZ DO W TR AR SR A I T RERFAT 2 9- 2 2 & T, SRR R ORISR TR 2
AR Z R LTz,



1.2. EBM B b N ER AR
HEES

Y OB BT E IR PR ERIEEHE 72, £, REWERO T 1 ha—x, BILKT
iy R Z Bk R M EREB S OEREH TV D (B EBREGEE S © A2017INM-1,
BB TR 2 FEBRKFRE 5 G2013INM-1, G2018INM-2)

Diosgenin

Invitro DI TIL, diosgenin (ALK, HH0) % Ethanol (FYGHERE, KRk (Z¥AfF S THW T,
In vivo D FEERTIZ, diosgenin CRHFA LA Z HAEKG G I~ (x4, W) ICEHSE, 0.1
umol/kg/day T H#¢5- L7z, Diosgenin DFE1EZ %A Fig. 1 127~7,

Fig. 1: Diosgenin D& 1EX

VER-155008 (B[4 : 5’-O-[(4-Cyanophenyl)methyl]-8-[[(3,4-dichlorophenyl)methyl] amino]-adenosine)

Heat shock cognate (HSC) 70 DIEMERREHITH U . HSC70 D ATP-binding "7 v MIFEET 5 Z & T,
HSC70 25V (ADP &) 12705 Z & Z2LET 5,

Invitro DIFEHRTIX, VER-155008 (Sigma-Aldrich, St. Louis, MO, USA) % dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO,
M) (¥R B CTHW =, Invivo DFEBRTIE, VER-155008 (Sigma-Aldrich) % dimethyl
sulfoxide (DMSO, FDLHEEE) 12 10mM & 705 K O IZiEfR s, Tz BRRE/K T 105AR L T
10 umol/kg/day CHEENEE G- L7, VER-155008 D&% Fig. 2 I[Z/~” 7,

Cl Cl

NH,

NC % _é“f\u

T
o

OH OH

Fig. 2: VER-155008 D&

Amyloid beta (Ap) XFF K
AB # 23T DERGTELHI] APosas F721E ABssas (Sigma-Aldrich) % JEEAE BUKIZIRME S HC, 37°CT 4
HEA o Fa_X— L, SEESHET LD E W,

AD 5L (5XFAD) ¥ &




<AL ST AT 7 r— (24x17x12 em) I AFL. 12 B OBRE S (8 : 7:00-19:00) . 1H
IIEIE (22+£2°C,55+10%) DR CHRE L7, ANOEEEREHIA RERS T,

AD ET7 /N~ T AL LT, 5XFAD (Tg6799) ~ U A (HEMER OMfEME, 59 » Aln) (The Jackson
Laboratory, Bar Harbor, Me, USA) % i\ 7=, 5XFAD ~ 7 A%, Sweden’ (K670N, M671L) . Florida %!
(I716V) . London ! (V7171) ®DZ ¥ % ¥,-> human amyloid precursor protein (APP) 695 i&{x1- & |
MI146L, 1286V DA% % -2 human prsenilin 1 (PS1) 15 1 fP A Aa fr B | ala s B & w 7= Skt
AD D NI AV 2=y 7 < ATHY, 10 HALLE C5TBL/G*SIL Fl1 (28 7 7 B A SETHESL S
AU77 line TH 5 (Oakley et al., 2006), KM SXFAD (heterozygote (+/-)) ~ 7 A & Ml wild-type (--)~ 7

2R L, BHHSHE, LLFD X 91T genotyping L7z,

5XFAD < 7 X D genotyping

% 48 B IZfF~ 7 A D genotyping 1TV, FEr1T L7z, Heterozygote (+/-) ¥ 7 A & wild-type (-/-
) ¥ U A FEBRITHW, ~ U ADEAK 5 mm 2 UK L, &K (10 x KAPA Express Extract Buffer 10 pl,
1 U/ul KAPA Express Extract Enzyme 2 ul (GE Healthcare, H50) . BEEFRTK 88 ul) PNICUIKT L7- 2%
A Tee =Y A 7 T =% T 75°CT 10 53 FEENEL DNA Z i L7zfk, 95°CT 5 43fHlA
v F 2~X—3 3 LT KAPA Express Extract ® protease & ~&Hfb w7z,

7/ 2 DNA Z## & LT, 20D transgene & EAVEAUEHT 5 primer ~7 ZH\ T, PCRIZL D
AR A 4T > 72, 2 x KAPA2G Robust HotStart ReadyMix 5 ul, 10 uM sense & T} 10 uM anti-sense primer 75
0.5 pl (Table 1), RT ZEY) 2 ul, JEAERIK 2 pl Z1EA L, 94°CC 5 3 M OB, 94°CC 30 PR,
HT7 ==V 7T 30 M, 72°CT 30 ROV A 7 VEIGES 25 A 7 MT -T2,

PCR EW % 1% 7 Ha—A 7))V FCEKIKE Lz, 7 e —A57 L%, 1 x Tris-Acetate-EDTA (TAE)
Buffer (77747 A7 FH&Y) 12 1% Agarose S (Fytflidk) ZMMEWEME L, R CEDZHOEH
Wi, ERIKENR, 7 a— A7 V% 0.01% ethydium bromide (FIYEHIZE) -TAE ¥ C 30 2 ffdeta L.
UV BFHZ LV N RZEfH L7z, 596 bp IZ hAPP, 554 bp |Z hPS1 D[] /5 DNA HElEFE 8 & AU 71
K% heterozygote (+/-) @ S5XFAD~ T AL L, £H 50D DNA IR SR O L2V ME{R % wild-type (-/-)
~URE LT

Table 1: SXFAD < 7 A D genotyping (ZHW5 77 A ~v—

FSA4<—E5 Product (bp) F=——U T RE

5’-AGAGTACCAACTTGCATGACTACG-3’ o
hAPP 5’-ATGCTGGATAACTGCCTTCTTATC-3’ 296 60°C

5’-GCTTTTTCCAGCTCTCATTTACTC-3’ o
hPS1 5’-AAAATTGATGGAATGCTAATTGGT-3’ >54 >5C




S5XFAD = 7 RZxt3 % diosgenin D# 5
Diosgenin [% 1 mM & 725 X 9 IZ¥&fi# L. diosgenin (0.1 umol/kg/day) & 7= 3% 1 B 18] 15 H IR
A5 L7,

SXFAD ~ 7 2 DITEHAER

- MIARGE LSRR

PRGN GE SRR I X EA 30em X 40 cm) O/ — YN TiT o7z, Training session CiL, 77— YD
LR D AEIREERE N 7 2 IS, BETEDRI LK A, A% 1 DT OBz, F—YOHRIZY T A
EEDICH L, ~ T ZADEMIR~DOERBATEI ORI Z 10 57 M #IE L, preferential index (%) =
A/(A+A)x100 ZHH L7z, Training session PG5 1 RE DA > X — LDk, Test session 1T 72,
Test session Tl&, MK A ZWE BICAHA L, ~ U ADEMIR~DORRITEIORIE A 10 S5 FHHIE L.
preferential index (%) = B/(A+B) x 100 =& H L 7=,

- ZEFHTRCERABR

ZeERCIEARBR LR A (30 cm X 40 cm) D7 —YNTIT 572, 77— D 40 em A DEE 2 [HIZZNE
R DBHHIOA T A2 b (AR &K O H K EEEE) A HE- 72, Training session T, fREEED
BER oD oL ms & SR IREERENL 72 2 SIS, BLTERRICIIE C, Cx 1 DT OBV, F—YOHRiz
ST UARAEENIT L, ¥ U ADOEFMEA~OBEBEITEIOREE 10 43RIHIE L, preferential index (%) =
C’/(C+C’) x 100 =% H L7=, Training session PG5 1 KFf DA > 2 — )LDk, Test session 21T
7z, Testsession Tlx, K C % It 4 BV IEE ONLE DK EREEOBANCEE L, ~ 7 2 DO{EMIE
~OYRZEATEIOE$ % 10 43 HIE L. preferential index (%) =C’/(C +C) x 100 ZH H L 7=,

- T B Y — NRLEERER

Tty — FdfEsBRITEA B30 em X 40 cm) O —Y N T To72, 77— @ 40 cm A OEE 2 [l
ENENRLRDLAMOA T X (BBEZABKLOAEAMRMRO A Z A ) ZHE>72, Training
session 1 TlX, = MABEROEEM O FL RIS 1K D1 %, #fAAE O FER OEEH 0 1% . DI &
BLIEMF L 3R D2, D3, D4 & 1 DT OV, F—Y DRI T AEZFHENIHL, v U AD%K
WIRA~ORFATEN ORI Z 10 43FHIE L 72, Training session 1 §& 775 10 3D A Z —73 L DFk,
Training session 2 %175 72, Training session 2 ClL, —AAFAEDEE D HL R B EERREEREN 72 2 SUC
2K EL, B2 %, RSB OAEROBER O oLl i & S FREERE L 72 2 RIS 2K B3, B4 % 1 DT O
Wiz, DFE Y, D2 KU E3, D4 KO B4 EFA CEATICENMN TN Z LIl b, =Y O RIZY Y
ABFRDITHL L, <~ U ZADEWNR~OBEREITE ORE % 10 57 MHIE L7z, Training session 2 #& 7225

7



103D A X —r3)L D%, Test session Z1To7-, Test session Tld, = AIAROBEHE| D F0 0 HEEFR
BEBEAIL7Z 2 KU 2K EL, D4 2, AEEAIIE O BUR O BE(RI 0 il s> B SFFREEREN 72 2 43I 2 04 D2,
E4 % 1 DFOEW, F—=YDOFRICT T AZFHMIML, ~ U ADEYE~OIRFEITE OR% 2
10 53 [HHIE L7z, Test session (ZF51F % preferential index (%) = (E1 + E4)/(E1 + E4 + D2 + D4) x 100, (D2
+D4)/(E1 + E4+ D2 +D4) x 100, D2/(D2+ D4) x 100, } X D4/(D2+D4) x 100 #Z N NHH L7z,

- B EE) R
FREHRRIIAE B0em X 40cm) D7 —YNTITo7, vV AOHFRZRT =7 200 | 1L
FTOr—TOHRIUTFEFNCH L, 10 ZEOBHRITEIZ ST, T7VFATATTREL, VT ¥
4 2 C EthoVision 3.0 (Noldus Information Technology, Wageningen, Netherlands) (ZHL VW IAA 72, HREi%.
~UAD 10 7y ORBENREE (cm), EITH MK 2 H AL (degree). RNENDOFREH ()%
EthoVision 3.0 THgHT L 72,

“RLERIKEN

WP 4%, Wil-type £721L SXFAD v 7 A (KREn=17"2) |Z =FERE I [75 pg/ml I b—
v (AARRFETZE, BRI, 400 pg/ml T %7 5 (R0 HED, 500 pg/ml X ML 7 —/b (Meiji
Seika 7 7 /L~ HH) ] &2~ U AKE (g) X 10 - 50 (ul) SEFENICE G URREL LT, 28I L, /&2
DEICERE (Fy 7, W) ZRIA LS, HOREICEIIALZ AfL, L= LD IKm L7z saline
Z20 mER L, ~UAORMARY 1 L7=%, KIMEE 24 L7, KAKACE % Mammalian protein
extraction regent (M-PER solution) (Thermo Fisher scientific, MA, USA) 1 ml, 100 x protease and phosphatase
inhibiter cocktail (Thermo Fisher scientific) 10 ul OJEA#H T homogenate L, JK_C 30 45 flEfE L7z,
4°CT 10 Sy 21T o 72 (14000 g) . AITAMEE 7> & “IRTEXGKENCHE L7, Z D% o Kk
JEEESUKENE Genomine (Pohang, #[E) (ZRFEL., 1Tl

MALDI-TOF/MS

TROTEKGKENC LV 3B TTREEIZEDH D ARy M Lz, ARy N OB OMEHTIZ
£V wild-type ¥ 7 A L AT SXFAD v U A THELENZ(L L, diosgenin 512 8 0 & DZE(LFT
B SN2 AR MZOUWT MALDI-TOFMS 12 XY # 237 Z[AE L= (Genomine [ZZFE) ,

~ U R VR RN B E AR D RS %

64 14 HinD ddY ~ 7 A (Japan SLC, &) 226 HY HY U722 % phosphate buffered saline (PBS)
TR, WICEEE IS FH%E L 7255 [Neurobasal media (life Technologies, Carlsbad, DA, USA) H1(Z 12%
FEfi% (Life Technologies, MA, USA), 2 mM L-Z /L% 2. 0.6% 7 /b o — R &R IS ANz, 2K

8



BAMKEE (SZ61, Olympus, HU50) T CAMEEDAZHEEL, 7 U — 2 N FRNTAY 2 VTl
<UIBr L7, 700 rpm T 3 4rffliE O L7c, BIGZFREL, EIC 0.05% trypsin-0.53 mM EDTA
solution (Life Technologies) % 1 mlfilx, %&& L7-, 37°CT 15 70/, S 0B ITHBIE LN LA %
a_— g Lizth, BiiA 2 minz, 700 ipm C 3 0fiEO L7z, BiEZBRE L, IR 600 Uml
DNase 1 (Life Technologies) -0.03% trypsin inhibitor (Life Technologies) -PBS{&ifi% 1 ml Nz, W& L
- 37°CT 15 0. SOBEITHIRLANRSA v F 2 a0 Uiz, HH% 2 ml M1z, 700 rpm
T 3 il Lc, RIEZBREL, IRIEICHIAZ 3 ml A, Bz 72 Lo/ Ay —/L ey
N CHIFEIRAN L R 72 < 72 2 F TR/ TR L 72, 70 um nylon cell strainer (Becton Diskinson and
Company (BD), Franklin Lakes, NJ, USA) ~Cy&i# L 72, Trypan blue Y2 CHEAIIE & 5051 L7223 & AE MR
AT A%, 1.5 x 10* cells/well £ 725 X D12 8-well F¥ /3= F A4 N (BD) ICHFEL7Z, 8-well 7
¥ =R F 4 RiL, BiHIZ 5 pg/ml Poly-D-Lysine (Sigma-Aldrich) -PBS ¥&ifZ % Atl, 37°CT—HpA
V¥ aN—ra L, BEYHICPBS T2 L DE v,

BRI, 10% CO,. 37°C. fAFKZRK T TITo7, #HED 45 FFf#IC, iz &, B-27
supplement % & ¢ oM f1 {7 15 H [Neurobasal media 712 2% B-27 supplement (Life Technologies). 2 mM L-
TNE I 0.6% 7V — AR R AR LT,

PRI RS 5 S ALE

PREREHIRLRE B 3 1%, 10 pM ABasss £721E ABssos ZALE L, 1 £721% 3 AR Lo, D%,
BIREDIY) % B-27 supplement % 75 T MyERFHICISME L, B A 2 EAQH U7, Mfiaicxt4
% 1,25D-MARRS HFIHTAALE (RS L Cik. Rabbit 1T 1,25D;-MARRS R U 7 b —FLHiK (ks
1:1000) (Ab099 clone, Dr. Nemere L ¥ fi:5.) % 7213 normal rabbit IgG (Santa Cruz) % B-27 supplement
U EMIERE AR L, B2 2mRm L7, 15 oA rFaX—a L, BINT
diosgenin (FA&JEE 1 uM) % & T B-27 supplement % 2 T o 1 Ji 55 2 0 2 7=,

PEREARAE~D siRNA A
PRI ARIIE ~D siRNA 3 Al Lonza f& (Basel, Switzerland) D712 kb 2 —/LZHE-> TITo 72,
IRZE 14 B ddY ~ 7 A RO KRIMECEAM G ZehBeiie (5.0 x 10°HI2) (2 300 nM HSC70 siRNA
(Stealth siRNA, Thermo Fisher Scientific) & 7213 300 nM Control siRNA (Select Negative Control siRNA #1,

Thermo Fisher Scientific) % 2 pg GFP vector & &4 L. Amaxa Nucleofector (Lonza) Th7 A7 =7 &
g L7, 15 x 10*cells/well & 722 £ 91T 8-well F¥ 2 /N—A T A RICHEFEL . &l D 4-5 el
2, BiHha 4 B-27 supplement % & T eI JES NI ASHRL L 7=,

Bl D B S gt




PRI OBE R L T2, BiHiAZFRZE L PBS THEYE L7-1%. 4% Paraformaldehyde-PBS &% % Il 2. C
60 Sy TE R CHFE LIEE L7z, WIREFRZE L, 0.3% TritonX-100 (FYGHISE) -PBS &K C 5 /3 MO
W 2T o7, —IRPURENE {0.3% TritonX-100-PBS %%, normal goat serum (FuyGffids) . DL FW
NO—HLA [mouse IgM Ht HSC70 & / 7 & —F /LUK (1:300, Abcam, Cambridge, UK), mouse IgG,
PtV EE(EMY neurofilament-H (pNF-H) <& / 27 & —F /LUK (1:250, Convance, Princeton, NJ, USA). mouse
IgG HL GAPDH & / 7 1 —7F /LUK (1:100, Applied Biological Materials Inc., Canada), rabbit IgG a-tubulin
AU 7 v —FLHUAR (1:200, Abcam)]} % 100 pl i1 2, 49°CT—BEMOLSHT2, BH, — KUK ERE
L. 0.3% TritonX-100-PBS A2 C 5 3OV % 2 W T 7=, —IRHUAIL [0.3% TritonX-100-PBS &
2. Alexa Fluor 594 f%:# goat anti-mouse IgM HT{& (1:400, Life Technologies), Alexa Fluor 488 or 568 15k
goat anti-mouse IgG HL{K (1:400, Life Technologies), Alexa Fluor 488 f2£5# goat anti-rabbit IgG HT{A (1:400,
Life Technologies)] Z 100 pl iz . T, IR T 2RSS B2, Gk, WikaE L, PBS T
5 R oY %A 2 [ml4T - 2% . 4, 6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI, 1 pg/ml) (Enzo Life Science,
Farmingdale, NY, USA) -PBS igiZZ Nz, T, WIET 5 oSS, TD%, WREREL,
PBS T 5 75O 21T - 7%, Aqua Poly Mount (Polyscience, Warringron, PA, USA) THfA L7,

Western blot

~ 7 ARMEE Y 7V % 1 x Halt protease & phosphatase inhibitor cocktail (Thermo Fisher Scientific) %
% ¢» M-PER (Thermo Fisher Scientific) "C homogenate L 7=, Lysate %2 SDS-PAGE L, 7 /v ED % /37
Bi=—hrokilo—ARX 7L (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA) ~Z5 L7, S%AFALIL7 (Fixt
K HA) |, 0.1% Tween 20-Tris-buffer saline (T-TBS) I&HRIZZ L XV HEEH% DA LT L o &R L,
30 pfl, ERTT7ryF 7 L, 01% T-TBS T 2 [HU ALk, 7y b=y 7 (RISHEE,
H) PNC mouse §L HSC70 € / 7 1 —F/LHUK (1:4000, Abcam) 7= 1 rabbit HT p-actin Hii& (1:1000,
Cell Signaling Technology, MA, USA) % % A/72 Can Get Signal Solution 1 (Toyobo, KPk) & —HBt, 4°CT
OGS ETz, AT L% 0.1% T-TBS T 1543 X 4[E]) A L7tk 7 v B —/3y 7N T HRP A%
i goat HT mouse IgM HLIK (1:2000, Santa Cruz, CA, USA) F 7= 1% HRP £ goat HT rabbit IgG (1:2000, Santa
Cruz) %75 A72 Can Get Signal Solution 2 (Toyobo) & 2Kfff], | CTRIGSHTZ, AT L% 0.1%
T-TBS T 15 52ff] X 4 [F]Y A L72%% . Amersham ECL Western Blotting Detection Reagents (Sigma-
Aldrich) & i &8, LAS4000 (GE Healthcare) |2 & WAL R A/ L, Wi 2w Lz, BUG L7
BRIZ-DOWT, CS analyzer (ATTO, HUR) Z W TN RO 2 E & L7z,

R OB ARAT
W EG Ot D AT A REEIZIE, SEE LIS Cell Observer (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen,
Germany) . Axio Vision 4.8 ¥ 7 b7 =7 (Carl Zeiss) Z MV, —#%4721 432.49 um x 322.81 um £ 7=
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1% 864.98 um x 645.62 um DK X S OEG 2 T L7z, FHESHIEN O HSC70 DHsEE & OF pNF-H B
SRR ORIEICIL, HAFHT >~ 7 N MetaMorph version 7.8 (Molecular Devices, Tokyo, Japan) % IV TH
ERHA L7, PRRSARGIR Y 72V OHUARSIEREE OFRMEIC L v . Milldd o> HSC70 DRBE A EE L
Too ETo. BgEAEIED pNF-H BIEER O S 2E L. Map2 BtEO#RSHIaE DR T4 5 Z & T,
PRERHII Y 72 0 OlIR O R S 2/ LT,

SIRNA 35 AR O BGFENTIZ. EEAENT > 7 | Image J (National Institutes of Health, USA) % Fv 7=,
GFP ot Epfietiiifie 148 1 {f % ROI TPHA, 45iiarh o> HSC70 DFEHEA TR LT, £z, GFP Mk
AR B AN pNF-H MR E 2 F L— A L, MRS 72 0 iR oOE S 2FH Lz,

#H5%_F O o-tubulin OFHED EE D Image ] % H\V /-, Structure-retained #i5Z & I8 Structure-lost $5Z
2D FHhE_EO a-tubulin OFEEEAE 2 FH L7z,

SR UL R R YL,

A 14 Al ddY ~ U AHSKRO KAIMBCEYISE R AN Z 3 B REERE. 10 uM ABysss X721
LA L, 30 0 A % a_— L7z, &M% PBS TUEH4#. 1 x Halt protease & phosphatase
inhibitor cocktail %% #¢ M-PER V& CIAfi# & 7-, Dynabead Protein G (Life Technologies) (ZFERFEAIC
BEEMAT DX 7 xR HRYT, fld lysate (50 ug) % & 572> U 50 pl Dynabeads Protein G &
10 73, |IETA > Fa~—h Lk, fWT, £OLE{EZ mouse #i HSC70 £/ 7 B —F /LK
(427 pg. Abcam) & 4°C, 30 77filA > F =2_X— ks L7z, #7272 50 pl Dynabeads Protein G & 1%,
4°C, 20 A > F2~— b L, 65°C, 5 pHELEL L7z, ff2iLFtk. SDS-PAGE L. $RUEAZAT
7, $RYLEIZ1T SilverQuest Silver Staining Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific) % fV >, Thermo Fisher Scientific
HOT\ h 3= U TRy RERH LT,

LC-MS/MS {Z X 5 VER-155008 D H!

VER-155008 D ILiEHEIFT (BBB) D@tz it 272012, 5XFAD ¥ 7 A2 VER-155008 (89.9
umol/kg) F72IFVEME (10%DMSO in Saline) ZMEWMENE G- L7, &5 575%IC, ~UARZA Y T)1LT
OWNRERE L, I (FRERIRE ) % 300400 pl BREL L7=, IMIEERBUC AV 26 G S (7
WVE, FHR) KN Iml v oy (FF) X, H6000 1 Uml~3Y > (FBiss) Sk et
WL72, 10,000 g, 4°CTC 10 yfEl B, FREOmEE (120 u) ZFEULL, 1200 pl DR & ) — /L%
IMATHE R EVESET, Flo, ~UAMHEZGIB L, ZE0RICERE (F v 7)) ZHIA LA,
FDBIZHIVA R Z AL, FELE L VKA L7z saline 2 20 ml #EVitck, ~ U ADORRMMEZE 2/t L
oo KIMEZEOEED 10 58 (W) OAF ) —/ %12 T homogenate L, %>/ 7 &M X7, Il
HER VKM Yo 7 AT DN T, BMES 2R w0yl [10,000 g, 4°C, 10 3R] THOD B, b
HahRy N7 L— b ETH#EE (65C, 1 HiE~) %, 100 ul A%/ — V&M HER L, 045 um 2~
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A V7 ALH 7 4 /v4— (Merck Millipore, Darmstadt, Germany) [Zi# L 7&K % LC-MS/MS fi#tr L7,

Tk VER-155008 1%, LRL& RERICHHR L7z SXFAD v 7 A (FEM# 70 L) OKRMEE E 7=
7 EIRAE L. HIEIZHW 2, LC-MS/MS #EHTIZIE,. Thermo Fisher Scientific Accela HPLC 3 A
7 2 % OV LTQ Orbitrap XL hybrid Fourier Transform Mass Spectrometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific) Z £ L 7=,
Wik o~ N 777 4 —Ii&, 40°CIZERFF L 7= Capcell Pak C18 MGIII S-5 (1.5 mm i.d. X 150 mm; Shiseido,
HOR) 717 K& VT, 200 pl/min OFER THEM L7z, BEHIZIL, BKLK A2 2 —L M) Zff
H L., 0-577: 40-70% M, 5-1047: 70-85% M, 10-13: 85-100% M, 13-14 75: 100-40% M, 14-18 47
40% M OIRERR TRIL LTz, A7 L—EHE45kV, ¥¥ 7 ) —EHE40.0kV, HL X150V, *
¥ B 7 Ui 330°C, o — AU Atk 50 unit, K OB A 10 unit & L7z,

JHERR 0 7 o VRS

B 5%, RS FREER [75 pg/ml R b—/L (BASEKTE), 400 pgml 2 ¥ I 5 (Y
R). 500 pg/ml X kL7 7 —/L (Meiji Seika 7 7 /L'<) ] &~ 7 Z{KH (g) X 10 - 50 (ul) FEEERIZH 5
Ukl U7, MOER 2 BIBH L, Ze03ic3 ket (h > ) RN L%, A ODEICEIuALRZ AN, /2
DEIV KM LT saline Z 20 ml R L, v~V A0 fiiti Lz, &% 4°CT 4%
Paraformaldehyde-PBS A2 —Wui2 i} 7=1%. 30% sucrose (FA¢#li%k) -PBS (ZEH# L 7= [4°C. 7-10 H
W] . E#E, 7V IHRANMIZEBA T30 CIZHRFE LT, 7 U A AF v b (CM3050SL, Leica,
Heidelberg, Germany) % H\ T, Frontal fE)% (Bregma 1.3-0.4 mm) } O\ pariental fE% (Bregma -1.4—2
mm) (ZEIFHENEN 34T DD 20 pm JEOERGERUI A 2 ER U7z, £ OB, BEMNIRE RO A
T —UNE20°CITRRE LTm, BT T Uik (BF7F 2 1 g Wil U o A « 2H,0 150 mg % F5H7K 1000
mlZFR) Ta—F 4 T LImATA RH T ZRICRED AT, K< S8 T 5-30°CIT IR E LT,

JHERR 0 7 DS Yt

I &2 IR LTetk, B~ =% 27 TR T A NT T ADJEH %A, 4% Paraformaldehyde-
PBS {2 A, 60 o3[ IR THfE L, [EE L7z, WilZFRE L, 0.5% TritonX-100-PBS ¥ T 5 77
MO % 2 [T Ty —IRBURTATZ {0.5% TritonX-100-PBS #i%. normal goat serum (FIYEHE%E) . LA
TUWFT IO —IRPUA [rabbit [gGHLE b ABiaa FUARAR U 7 v —FLHLK (1:400, Chemicon, Temeccula,
USA), mouse IgG; §t Phospho-PHF-tau pSer + Thr205 ik (AT8) & / 7 v —F /LK (1:100, Thermo
Fisher scientific), mouse IgG; Ht UV > &2/t neurofilament-H (pNF-H) € / 7 1 — F /L HIIK (1:500,
Convance)]} A1z, 4°CT—HeIS ST, A, —REURKZERE L. 0.5% TritonX-100-PBS ¥
T 5 oz 2 B T 7%, IRPUAIK [0.5% TritonX-100-PBS A%, Alexa Fluor 568 1%i# goat
anti-rabbit T {& (1:400, Life Technologies). Alexa Fluor 488 #%7#% goat anti-mouse Pt {& (1:400, Life
Technologies)] Z /M %, M, HIRT 2 RFHIL S W70, Kb, R ZEBRE L, PBS T 5ok
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& 2[B1fT > 7% . Aqua Poly Mount (Polyscience, Warringron, PA, USA) THfA L7z,

JRRERR B T D R ARAT
W D2 DO EAL [PRh (WRJEPHRE) K OUER CAL] IZOW T, IEM AR BEEE (BX-61,
Olympus) MK ONEgHRZEEE (DP70, Olympus) % VT, — #4720 864.98 pm x 645.62 pm DK & S

DG A BT Uz, BUS L2 B OMNTIZIX, BHSAENT 7 |~ Image ] 2 V2, S 6HEIEOHT A
s TURGMEHEZ EET 5720, FEBOHUAGTET S A 7T —7 #HA, FOEEMEEZFEH
L7z, £, &7 04 77— BEmENTO pNF-H B2 & Y PHF-%# 7 OE| & % 5 H
L7,

7 5 AT

T ZRTE + BEERZE (SEM) 720 + fRHERRZE (SD) TR L7z, AEEMEIZIE. Prism
6.07 (Graph Pad software, Sun Diego, CA, USA) % F\ >, one sample #-test, two-tailed unpaired #test, One-
way analysis of variance (ANOVA) post hoc Bonferroni test & 7213 Dunnett’s test, repeated measures Two-way

ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test 17> 72, A EKMEIL 5% & LTz,
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1.3. EBREER
1.3. 1. Diosgenin 512 L Y 5XFAD = 7 RN CTRIBEENT % ¥ L 7 BORE

AFEBRTIZE T, diosgenin |2 L% 5XFAD ~ 7 A DFLIES b D A h To s 74T
BYEF LTz, Wildtype =7 A} Y 5XFAD ~ 7 A& ([, 5-6 » Hilin) (S E 7213 diosgenin (0.1
umol/kg/day)% 15 HI[EEH: TR OB G L, MEREARERBRZITo7-, TOME, wild-type v 7 A &
T 5XFAD ~ 7 A OFRIEER 5RETIEFLEEE N Z > T =23, diosgenin % #5- L 7= SXFAD ~
U ATIE, MRERARRESEEICUE L. (Fig.3),

BNT, BFHE n=1TODTTRZONT, KIMKENSGZ 7 EZfH L, 3 BRI TRELEN
A LT & X7 % ZIRGTAESIKE) THE L7z, “ROTESIKE L 0 B & 724 900 AR v b

(Fig. 4A) D9 b, wild-type ~ 7 A DI 5/ & LT SXFAD ~ 7 A DKM H CRILENE
b GEINEIEED) L, ZOZEA diosgenin #5512 LV FTHIE Sz (B £ 72133880 AR
MEIAEFF 29l S e, ZDOH G, diosgenin ¢ 5- L72 SXFAD ~ 7 A D|N THAIZHE L E AL
MRKEMNSTZAR Y MMZOWT, MALDI-TOF/MS (2K 5% R0 DRIEEITS T2, T DHDH %
7'ED—> (Fig. 4A F7R%H]) %, Heat shock cognate (HSC) 70 T&h 5 L /RIE X #17- (coverage: 39%,
score: 309), HSC70 1% wild-type ~ 7 A & tb_T SXFAD ~ 7 AD KA E HCTHIIN L. diosgenin £ 5-
2RV BEEICEA L7z (Fig. 4B, C).

Epks Training Test
YV Y VY VVYVTY VYOIV *
15 days 75- # iy
Y . 3 s B
. S
Wik R IR ER = {
OB TIE % (R <Xy SRR N .. % B
£
Training Test ®
1h S 25
Q
© 0—|0 2
A, x 100 (% B, AT Veh Veh Dios Veh Veh Dios
A +A, (%) A +B, (%) Wild  5XFAD Wild  5XFAD

Fig. 3: SXFAD < U A DFEEFEE X2 diosgenin DIEA

Wild-type ¥ 7 A K TN SXFAD v 7 & (HEVE, 5-6 » Hilin) (24 (Vehicle, Veh) %7213 diosgenin (Dios;
0.1 umol/kg/day) % 15 H ke CREO$ES- L7, 15 H BICWiARR e iEsR Bk 21T > 7=, Training session
& Test session (X% 10 73TV, A 2 — VU0 | IFRNCERE LTz, WK A E 72131 B lIxtd 5
~ U ADFEMRE S A G L, preferential index (%)% B L7z, *p < 0.05 vs SXFAD/Veh, One-way
ANOVA post hoc Dunnett’s test, ##p < 0.01, ###p < 0.001 vs 50%, One sample r-test, mean = SD, n = 4
mice/group. [ Yang & Tohda, 2018a &V 5[H., —&#FckZ]
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A Wild/Vehicle (kDa) 5XFAD/Vehicle (kDa)
150
90

50

30

15

4 4.9 5.6 7.2 8 9 10 4 4.9 5.6 7.2 8 9 10
(p1) (p1)

5XFAD/Diosgenin (kDa)

150

4 4.9 5.6 7.2 8 9 10
(p1)

g

ve)
(@]

Expression level

Wild/Veh 5XFAD/Veh  5XFAD/Diosgenin

of spot (A.U.)
E

g

Veh Veh Dios
wild 5XFAD

Fig. 4: Diosgenin £ 512 X ) KINEREH CRAENENT L Z I HEOFEE

A, T E 7213 diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) % 15 H f#] THEH % 5- L 7= wild-type ¥ 7 A e N 5XFAD ~ 7 A
(HEME, 5-6 7 Atlin) O RIMEE lysate ZERIL . “IROCESRGKEIZ1T o7,

B, A TOFRKEID AR vk OFLK B,

C,BHOBRMTHATEAR Y S OMEEDERS T 7,
[ Yang & Tohda, 2018a 2 ¥ 51 H, —&icZ ]
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1. 3. 2. Diosgenin {Z £ % APpss ALEBEEAE X SXFAD = U R 2% 5 HSCT0 DFERBELL O
S5XFAD ~ 7 A0 diosgenin $£5-12 K 0 KN E R CHRELEN BT 2 2 L7 BEOWM & LT,
HSC70 ZER 72, & 2T, diosgenin |Z &% HSC70 DRELEZLDOFHIHMEZ ddY ~ 7 R (E14) DK

JIbh Bz ARSI 2 Of 5XFAD ~ ™7 2 D RN E lysate % FHVN TR L 72,

APas35(10 uM) = 7213 negative control APssas (10 pM) % 3 H REJALE L 7= 4RI diosgenin (0.1, 1 pM)
FALE L, Z0 4 BH%IZHT HSCT0 Hiik K OB pNF-H fitfk (s~ —1—) K28tk sziTo
Too TORER, MEAIIEE O HSCT0 ORIBLEIT APosas ALEICZ L W AFEICHIMN L7243, diosgenin D4
FLEC L0 A EICED Lz (Fig. 5A-D) F7-Z DB APosss ALEIZ X 0 8RS F IS ZEME L7228,
diosgenin DZALELZ LV #2834 EIZHME L. (Fig. SE, F), S 512, wild-type ¥ 7 A L U 5XFAD
~ A (HEME, 7-8 - Ali) (28I E 721% diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) % 18 H [l TRROHEG- L, K
MR 0 & v B A, Western blot % FHV T HSC70 DI E A Ll L7=, £ DOfER, wild-
type ¥ 7 A & T SXFAD v 7 A D KRINKEE H Tl HSC70 238 27~ L, diosgenin Z#¢5- L 7=
5XFAD ~ 7 A CiX HSC70 23 g/ |A #7~x L7= (Fig. 5G, H), LA EJ Y| diosgenin (Z & % HSC70 J8/»
DFBUEDHERR S 47,

16



AB Diosgenin

I 3 days 3 days 4 days I

* ¥
KR E e nkE HARERE
(E14, ddY< 9 RH3E) (1cc)

A Control ABss.,s/Veh AB,s 55/Veh AB,5 35/Diosgenin (1 uM)

HSC70

B C D S
o 100000 I 300000 e

1) g o E

2 5 80000 s 5 - 2 £

4 —

5< i 5 < 200000 50 100

®c Tc 2 0o

3 HY 3

€ 3 40000 c3 c =

s e § 2 100000 ST s0

85 % 22

%’_ 2 20000 3o 9;.'_“

& g 0 i<

0 w
Cont  Veh Veh Cont  Veh Veh 0.1 1 Cont  Veh Veh
Dlosgemn (pM) Diosgenin (pM) Dlosgemn (uM]
AB3s.25 AB25.35 AB35.25 APB2s.35 AB35.25 AB25.35

E Control AB3s.,5/Veh AB,s.35/Veh AB,s.35/Dios (1 pM)

pNF-H

1000 G

800 .

-
o
=)

Axonal length (um/neuron)
¥
Expression of HSC70 (/B-actin)
[% of 5XFAD/Veh]
1%
> o
'
}
'
'
'
(o]

I

-

600 =

HSC70 v e
400

200 . B-actin e c— ——
0 Veh Veh Dios

Cont  Veh Veh 0.1 1 -
Diosgenin (uM) Wwild S5XFAD

AB3s.25 AB2s.35
Fig. 5: Diosgenin (Z X 5 #HEAMM H1 B O SXFAD = 7 2PN 0D HSC70 DRI E~DVEH
A-F, 3 A2 L7z ddY (E14) ~ 7 AR ECE A EE B ARSI ABosas (10 uM) FE721E ABssas (10
uM) Z 3 A& L, diosgenin (0.1, 1 uM) % 4 HREJALE L7=, HLHSC70 Hifk, HL GAPDH HUfL, KT
Pt pNF-H HUR K 2 8 e ta 247\ APl (GEfsft) o (B) HSC70. (C) GAPDH. (D)
HSC70/GAPDH D8} (8 (E, F) pNF-H BE sl s2 % B2 2 7 L7z, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001 vs Afos.

Veh Veh Dios
Wild 5XFAD

35/Veh, One-way ANOVA post hoc Dunnett’s test, mean == SEM, (B-D) n = 115-217 neurons, (F) n = 11-15
photos.
G-H, /#1i% 7213 diosgenin (0.1 pumol/kg/day) % 18 H T N4 5- L 72 wild-type ¥ 7 A}t O 5XFAD ~
U A (e, 7-8 4 Alim) 225 KIKECE lysate Z{EHL L, Western blot T HSC70 K Of B-actin D F$EL %
HIE L7z, p>0.05vs 5XFAD/Veh, One-way ANOVA post hoc Dunnett’s test, mean = SD, n = 3—4 mice.

[ Yang & Tohda, 2018a X ¥ 5|, —#RkZ]
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1.3.3.1,25D;-MARRS FFIHLAMLE T2 5 diosgenin (2 X 5 HSC70 DRIELE~DEE

ABosss ZALE L 72 P FEHIARIZ diosgenin Z £ ALET 2 & MEEHIAEHC HSC70 238 L, $lisz 25 f
95 Z L A/R STz, Diosgenin (2 K D HlERHRCROIEIGEIL, 1,25D5-MARRS ZH KA 35 2
LN roTU5 (Tohda et al., 2012; Tohda et al., 2013) Z & 26, HSC70 OFE B & 1,25D;:-
MARRS > 7 F VDR G- fadt Lz,

ABosss (10 uM) % 3 HFHALE L 72 RIMECEAFRSHERRIZ R L, 1,25D3-MARRS R FIHUIA E 721% normal
rabbit IgG % diosgenin (0.1, 1 pM) & ILIZALE L, £ D 4 H%IZH HSCT0 HitiR, Ht GAPDH Hiifk, K O¥
PL pNF-H FiiR L D80t et 217572, Z D55, 1,25D:-MARRS FAIFUALLEIZ LV | diosgenin
IZ L DHhR M EMER (Fig. 6A) KO- T HSC70 Ol (Fig. 6B) 78 HIZiHA LT,
ZPDZ L, diosgenin (2 X% HSC70 DN E, 1,25D-MARRS o 7 /b4 LCHEZ 5 2 & 3R
ST,

>
v/

=
=
1=}
S

-3
1=
S

200
Q

8 8
S S

Axonal length (um/neuron)
N
S

Expression level of HSC70
(/IGAPDH) [%]

o

0
Cont Veh Dios Veh Dios Cont Veh Dios Veh Dios
Control Ab MARRS Ab Control Ab MARRS Ab

AB2s.35 ABzs35

Fig. 6: #RFEAIHI~D 1,25D;-MARRS FFIHLIELLE T TD diosgenin DYEF

3 HfEEEE L7z ddY (E14) ~ 7 A R ECE AMREFERGHALIZ ABasas (10 uM) % 3 HIRLE L=, £ D
#. normal rabbit IgG (Control Ab)ZE 7213 1,25D;-MARRS HHAIHLIA (MARRS Ab) ZMLE L, 15 73121C
diosgenin (1 pM) &Mz 7=, Z® 4 B, PLHSCT0 HUA, Hi GAPDH Hiflk, KO pNF-H Hifk X %
HHAREGE ATV, (A) MifaF O HSC70 OFBLE LN (B) $HEREE A HIE L=, *p < 0.05, **p <
0.01, **** p <(0.0001, One-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean &= SEM, (A) n = 78-243 neurons, (B) n=
9-14 photos. [Yang & Tohda, 2018a L ¥ 51 H, —#ick%E ]
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1.3. 4. PRFEAER D HSC70 / v 7 XU v X D8RR~ D&

ZZETOMBNCL D diosgenin 1% 1,25D:-MARRS ¥ 7" F/L %4 L Tl g o> HSC70 % 8/
SHDZEBHBMNIR o7z, £ 2T, HSCT0 DD S EHEIZR MR 5 0 & atd 572012,
PRSI~ siRNA B ASEBR 21T - 72,

K 2 BT 4R L2 negative control siRNA & 7213 HSC70 siRNA (300 nM) % GFP vector (2 ug) & 3
Tl 7 huRlb—y g ETEAL, £0 4 BIZHT HSCT0 KLk, HL GAPDH ik, K& OWT pNF-H
PR X D e EY 21T o 72, siRNA 23 S-Sl & 2 LIS oM % X5 L CERT %
72912, GFP Bl c 8\ T A, HSC70 & GAPDH O%HiE, KROMHRELZRE L, 0D
FEHL, HSC70 siRNA EHAZ LV | M- o HSC70 OB EIIAZICHD Lz (Fig. 7A), £7=,
HSC70 73/ v 7 27 v STl <k, g ENFEIEES e (Fig. 7B), YL EXD | #
AR IZF5 1T % HSCT0 DA, EARMIa OBk & 2 e+ 2 Z LavrShiz,

A GFP HSC70 GAPDH
Fedkekk
R
siControl S % 100
58
2° 60
22
ST 4
28
2aq 20
b RS g0
H KA =3 KAt w = 0
siH3¢70 siControl siHSC70
\
B GFP
siControl Py s : : £
N RaX: g 5
. b 2 o =l g
/ - X o i
=
Ny E)
‘ * <
, 9
. N s
o
siHSC70 ’ < , .
siControl siHSC70

100 um

Fig. 7: ## &M HSC70 / v 7 F0 v X DR BR~DFE

ddY (E14) ~ 7 A KR B MBS Z A RHIINIZ . negative control siRNA = 721 HSC70 siRNA (300 nM) %
GFP vector (2 pg) EHZm L7 hrARL—Ta ETEHEALZ, 538 LV 4 B1ZIZ, $THSCT0 Fiik,
PT GAPDH LRk, K OWL pNF-H ik &L 28 e sa e Yett 217 > 72, GFP Bt (siRNA 23 A Sjuiz) 4
PR DUV T, (A) MR O HSCT70 OFBL&E K TN (B) iR = 2 I7E L7z, **** p <0.0001, unpaired #-
test, mean = SEM, (A) n = 87—155 neurons, (B) n = 25-28 photos. [Yang & Tohda, 2018a L ¥ 51, —#lik

%]
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1.3. 5. FEEARRA 2 1) B HSCT0 DiER Z » 737 B DFE

HSC70 1342 70 2 L R E LFEG L, Yy Udfthic kv 2ofs (09470 8) Zun0E
DR T —NT 4 T RRET D 2 ENMEIN TS, £ 2 TR, AR 177E F CldrhsHii
H1C HSC70 D %~ URERENTHE L TR Y . ZAUT K > THISRZEMMELE S LD FTREMEZ B 2 72,
ZZTET, APAEIZ K o THIRSHIIL T T HSCT70 & OFEANHIING 5 X LR B EER LT,

3 AR S RIMBCE RSN e U, I E 7213 APasss (10 pM) & 30 04L& L7z, il
lysate 2 0 2 > /7B AR L, $T HSC70 HURIZ L D Ak 217 - 7o, IR Sz # Xy
BITHOWT, HSCT0 & ZDfER 2 R B ORER ZRFFT 272012, 65°CD mild 725 T T 5 43/
BULIR 2 LTz, FiLH X /N7 B % SDS-PAGE K MR & (T o7z & 2 A, RRAITRLIZANV R
DY APosas ALENZ > THEIN L Tz (REEALE & P T 122%01)  (Fig. 8), nano LC-MS/MS (2 & -
THURIEERIELIZEZA, ANV Rid o-tubulin TH D L/RIB S HU72 (coverage: 6%, score: 44) ,
F 72, HSCT0 3NN RIZIERE STV D Z & 23 western blot THERS X 4172,

IP : HSC70 + + +

Veh AB

250 =

150 -

100 -

70 =

- - HSC70

Silver staining wB
Fig. 8: f&HI 2 31T 5 HSCT0 DFER Z v 37 BDORIE

KIMBEEAREGZARRGMINE A 3 HREIRGE U, B E 7203 APosas (10 uM) % 30 77L& L7, Al lysate
KRR L, BT HSCT0 HUIRIC K 2B ik 21T o 72, SiEikE s hic ¥ v RV EIC
% LT 65°C, 5 4y MIEVNLELZ i L7=%% . SDS-PAGE K OVRY:tt . F7-13HT HSC70 Pk A 7=
western blot 1T~ 72, [Yang & Tohda,2018a L ¥ 5| H, —#ickZ]
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1.3. 6. AB K O diosgenin ZLEZ X 23 D a-tubulin ~DEEDRRET

MRS 2351 D HSCT0 D2 T A T > 2 37O E LT, a-tubulin 2AFE Sz, o
tubulin |, #ROEKEZ X7 ETHY | 3R FIZHB1T D o-tubulin 23N (EA) 35 L #hiskHEN
e X415 (Conde & Caceres, 2009), & Z T, AP KT\ diosgenin L2 & H#l5E 123515 % a-tubulin @
FOLE L g L7z,

2 ARG ST RIMBCEARRGIARIC . I E 7213 APasas (10 pM) & 1 HEALE L7, £ Dk, i@
WEHIC 4 HRIEFE L, HU pNF-H HUE KL O o-tubulin HUiA L D a0 mE 21T -7, 1850 T4

(DIC) KOVt Eifg TR 21T o 7oA. SR OIEREDMREF S4L72 structure-retained BHZR, K UM%
DSRLRIZZNE U7z structure-lost #5800 2 FEFIC KB < 7- (Fig. 9A) . #l58 EIZ351T % a-tubulin DFEHL
X, structure-retained & b ~X"C structure-lost 53 - CHEIZIK ) > 7= (Fig. 9B), iV T, 2 HIHE:E
EAUTZ KRB B AR . TR 7203 APasss (10 pM) % 1 HREJALE# . diosgenin (1 pM) % 4 H 5%
L, FROFEREIT-7- (Fig. 9C), T ORER, RMIZRFIZIIT S structure-lost #iZk, DFV a-
tubulin OFEBLAMEERZE DOEIA X, AR ALEIZ K> THEICHEM L, diosgenin DBALEIZ L > THE
2 L= (Fig. 9D),

A B 20004 exx
a-tubulin >
AB Structure- [EESSEE ’_ 2 2 1500
= Q
@ £5
KRR B MR o) 1 2 Icc  Structure- ‘zg 500]
(E14, ddYV I R H3E) lost
Retained Lost
C D
» 100
AB  Diosgenin (1 uM) Cont §ao
o © Fededek Fededdk
2days i1day} 4d = K.
I ays :1day: ays _l n— 2 o
K B2 B phiR M A oD B 2% Icc g
(E14, ddY=") RH3E) g 2 5
Ag/ > 2 ;
Diosgenin S = 1ree

Cont Veh Dios
AB2s.35

Fig. 9: Ap & O® diosgenin ZLE (2 & 2EHFE _E D a-tubulin ~D1EH

A, 2 HHHEEE L7z ddY (E14) = 7 A KRIMBCE AR A REAINS ABosas (10 pM) Z 1 HFALE LT, &
D%, BEEHIT 4 BRI L, BL pNF-H HUiA K OWL o-tubulin LR L D a0 g Yeta 2477, %
s g (DIC) MOHOCER TOBEN G sk DIEREDMREF STU72 structure-retained FlisK & OVl
RASRLIRIZZEM: U7 structure-lost BliZZ D 2 FEEEHIC KB &7z, B, &2 ECTO a-tubulin O 3EH & % 1
JE L7z, ***%p<0.0001, unpaired ¢-test, mean &= SEM, n = 84-104 axons. C, 2 H [ij55#% L 7= ddY (E14) ~ ¥
A KRB AAEGZEARREHIAEIZ APosas (10 uM) % 1 H FALES . WL E 7213 diosgenin (1 uM) % 4 H
RUE L. $T pNF-H HUA KR UL a-tubulin HTIK L 5 8 0E YA T o7, D, FRECIBWT, 2l
IZEB1T 5 structure-lost Hfi58 DE|IG ZHE L7, ****p < 0.0001 vs AB/Veh, One-way ANOVA post hoc
Dunnett’s test mean == SEM, n =3 photos. [ Yang & Tohda, 2018a & ¥ 5[H, —&BckZ]
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1.3. 7. HSC70 DIEMFAERNC K 2 SR BB R EH OfREt

ZZETOMERIZE Y, IR O HSC70 OB 73 diosgenin (2 X DHlsR M REIZE > THE
B0 ThDHAREM AR LT &, L7edi - TIRIT, HSCT70 OFs BAGFHEA 2 W ClbsR R 1T
VAER-Z Ty T Oyl

ARFEERTIZ, HSC70 OFEMEFLERIE LT VER-155008 (Fig. 2) % fv /=, HSC70 IZiEMM (ADP
FEAT) % L DRSO, Bixle 7 T4 TV N URIFLFESTE, Uy a Uitk %iET 5
(Liu et al., 2012), VER-1550008 % HSC70 @ ATP #5577 » MIBEHEREAT 5 Z & T, HSCT70 23
ANCEAT 2 D& MRFET 2 Z & A3 STV % (Schlecht et al., 2013),

3 HEEEEE S 7 KIMBCE AR RIS ABasss (10 uM) % 3 H#ALE L. VER-155008 (0.05, 0.5, 5 uM)
RHRAE LTz, D 4 BIRIZHL pNF-H HUKIC L D HORE R A Z T o To, ZORE, ABasss (2 XK 0 il
RN FHR SIS, VER-155008 DBULEIC L SR A A EICHMET S 2 Lavrahi- (Fig.
10),

A

Control AB/Vehicle AB/VER-155008 (5 uM)

Axonal length
(nm/neuron)

0
Cont Veh 0.05 0.5 5
VER-155008 (uM)
AB25.35 (10 pM)

Fig. 10: HSC70 D&M FHEA] VER-155008 (Z & 5 i FH{H £ ~DEH

A, 3 HIMEEEE L7o ddY (E14) ~ U AFMRESEARMIAEIS ABasas (10 pM) % 3 HIFALE L7, VER-
155008 (0.05,0.5, 5 uM) % 4 HREALE L, L pNF-H HUIK L 5 860 e ta 217 - 7=,

B, &3P ALEREIC TSN T, pNF-H Bt DSR2 JE L7, **p <0.01, ***p < 0.001 vs AB/Veh, One-
way ANOVA post hoc Dunnett’s test, mean == SEM, n = 11-22 photos. [Yang & Tohda, 2018b 1 ¥ 5|, —
K]
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1.3. 8. HSC70 DFAEHIA SXFAD ¥ 7 2 D BEEREICRIEFTIEA

HSC70 DOFFEFIIAE (VER-155008) 13X, ABasssihFeIC L - THEME LR 2 FHH R S 2 &b,
HSC70 DR RAIFAE AD BT/~ 7 A DR B EL B RITF T B Rat L,

SXFAD ~ 7 A K (X wild-type ~ 7 A (HfEPE, 8-9 4 Alln) (C¥AMEE 721% VER-155008 (10 pmol/kg/day)
% 18 ARk CREENIR G- L, #5 14 B BIZWERIEERRZ1T -7 (Fig. 11A), ZOHRER,
VER-155008 #¢ 512 & > T SXFAD v U 2 OWMERFFLRITA EICUeE Lz, BICHE L7z SXFAD +
7 Z F O wild-type 7 A (HEME, 6 4 A R) (CVAMEE 7213 VER-155008 (10 pmolkg/day)% 15 H [El38i
THERENSE G- L, B 14 B BICZERRERBR ATV (Fig. 1B), #1515 B Blc= B Y — RNidiEad
Z17-7- (Fig. 11C), Z DOFER, VER-155008 #% 512 L - T SXFAD ¥ 7 A DZEFLEEE K N0 &Y
— FREMREEIIELL bARICSKE L, Fig. A AW~ Ao T, %5 18 A HIZH I IEH)
RBAA1T-72 (Fig. 11D, E), ZOfEE, MG L5~ A0 ARES) GRBEIEEE. REORHH)
ICEERIZZITERO DR o Tz, 2, EPHBR G > T D ACHEREELELL Ao -1z

(Fig. 11F) ,

A Training Test B Training

© 0/—|0 [

Preferential _ A B

1 2 2
index = A,+A, X100(%) A, +B X100(%) g, X100(%) G X100(%)
Training Test Training Test
#ith #iH
#
*%k
80+ # __ 807 kx| XR*
& 704 & 701
x = £33
% 604 % 604
£ 501 i © ..o I £ 50} - 53 - okt - - - - - -8 ...
.g 40 % 40+
S 304 S 30-
o} ]
"q:, 204 'E, 20
o 104 o 104
0- 0
Veh Veh VER Veh Veh VER Veh Veh VER Veh Veh VER
Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD
C Training 1 Training 2 Test

@ 10 min El E 10 min
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[}]
3 z
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- e
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-O- Wild/Vehicle

D E F -®- 5XFAD/Vehicle
@ —_ 3q -O- 5XFAD/VER-155008
E 60004 ~ 700 ) ]
o o g =]
3 £ £2 |
o = 6004 20 7
2 4000 > 3|o g_‘: 0-
o 2 £
ks £l T g
3 2 oo
2 ool [T : £t
€ 2000 bt
2 E 400 £ -3
2 o = o 2
o 3 wE 1
o o a c o
o = 300 © O
Veh Veh VER Veh Veh VER =
© T T T —rTTT
wild 5XFAD wild S5XFAD 0 5 10 15
Day

Fig. 11: 5XFAD = V XA DFEIEREE %95 VER-155008 D1EFH
A, Wild-type ¥~ 7 A TN 5XFAD ~ 7 A (HEME, 89 » AMim) IZIREE E 721X VER-155008 (10
umol/kg/day) % 18 H[fiEe CHEMEN&KR G L=, &5 14 H BICWIRFRIGEERER 21T > 7=, Training
session & Test session |45 % 10 S0 ATV, A X —Uid 1 FERIZERE LTz, Fraaikicxtd 5~
2 DA Z FHEI L, preferential index (%) Z 5L L7z, **p < 0.01 vs 5XFAD/Veh, One-way ANOVA
post hoc Dunnett’s test; #p < 0.05, ###p < 0.001, repeated measures two-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test,
mean £ SD, n =4 mice.
B, C, Wild-type ¥ 7 A KU 5XFAD ~ v X (MM, 6 » Ais) (Z& 8 E 7213 VER-155008 (10
umol/kg/day)% 15 H flEke CHEMENE G- L7z, #4514 H BICZEMRLERR B) 2, &5 15 HHIC=
vy — RElERER (C) 2 NEAT>72, (B) Training session & Test session |34 4 10 77 TV, A >
H2—rUiE 1 RIS E LTz, (LiEZ2 B L 7eiRICxE 3 5~ 07 A O RIECA FHAI L. preferential
index (%) ZHH L7z, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001 vs 5XFAD/Veh, One-way ANOVA post hoc Dunnett’s
test; ###p < 0.001, repeated measures two-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SD, n = 5 mice. (C)
Training session 1 }2 T8 2, Test session (545 % 10 2347V, A > X —7VUE 10 0 BIZERE LT, ***%p
<0.0001, unpaired #-test, mean = SD, n = 5 mice.
D-F, Fig. 1A O~ 7 A 2B\ T, EWEH 18 H BICAREIRBRZ1T -7, 10 0O BiTE %2 S
. RBEIEEE (D) X OB (B) Th Th e Lz, (F) B bGHEThIck S 5~ v ADRE
HERE  (day 0 & Lbig U 7= #88) . p > 0.05, repeated-measures two-way ANOVA, mean == SD, n =4 mice.
[Yang & Tohda, 2018b &£ V 51H, —&BckZ]
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1.3. 9. VER-155008 DRBEATHEDORES

VER-155008 #5-7% 5XFAD ~ 7 ADLfEEE 2 U595 2 & 278 L72h3, VER-155008 23179
HIEINE D MNIAHATH D, & 2T, SXFAD ~ 7 AT VER-155008 % HA[EIIEEN G- L, M4k Y
RIMEE~DORATIE 2 MG LTz,

F9°. LC-MS/MS B THELL VER-155008 DA A i/ v~ 77 4 (Fig. 124, EB) BIW
BEAZ ML (Fig. 12A, TB) M L7z, BEEA + 10 mmu OFEFEERES 11 4> ((M+H])
E— 7 T 5 Z L1 L D VER-155008 DEEANRT NVKRT T T AT — 3 X2 — )
STz, FEW\ T, SXFAD ~ 7 & (MM, 9 4 Hilin) (CHEEE 7213 VER-155008 (89.9 umol/kg) % Hi
[ERENRENTR G- L, &5 5 20281 D VER-155008 DIk QKM E ~DB T2 et L7z, LC-
MS/MS DR HEE DRI G | AERRBIHICBAT LIAbA WA R T 2 72 0121%, FEEREOEKBFH)
BEEXD BITLDICEWEGEE AW D DR —KH)TdH % (Durairajan et al., 2012; Yang et al., 2017),
ZZC, fERER (Fig. 11) THWEEEG&E LY H5 915D 89.9 umol/kg VER-155008 % 5XFAD ~ ¥
ANZHRIEE G LT, T OSSR, BB GRED SXFAD ~ 7 A CIRIME & ORI E 374Uz T
% VER-155008 23@H &iv7e7-> 7223, VER-155008 %% 5. L7c~ 7 A TIIHEM VER-155008 & [H U
retention time (23 C, B —27 23 &7z (Fig. 12B), VER-155008 OREHERRFR A VT, Mg &
ORI E AT L7 VER-155008 JRE# E&E L= L 2 A, THE4 13.97 nmol/ml & O 3.326
nmol/lg Toh 5 Z ENFEMENTz, LLEDORER LY | EPENE S 4172 VER-155008 (3., i) 2 ik ik
BIFR A i L. BMICRAT 5 2 & AVRIB S iz,

A | Standard VER-155008 |

VER 7.66

NL: 2.05E6
\ 7.75 miz= 556.1150-
556.1350

-

o o

e o 8
" Lt

Relative Abundance
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Fig. 12: VER-155008 D M1 THED R
A, LC-MS/MS (231} % VER-155008 (1 pg/ml) OFEHEL—2, VER-155008 (m/z = 556.1246) DA 4%
7w~ 775 (BB ROWERERAXY ML (TBY) 275775
B, SXFAD ~ 7 A (MM, 9 » AfH) 1Z¥AMBEE 7213 VER-155008 (89.9 umol/kg) % HiRIIEEN£ 5 LT,
e 5 3% SR JOKRIMEE 28 L7z, LC-MSMS IZB W T, A F VBt v~ b 77 A
FOVEEARZ VX0 s KUK E 0 VER-155008 O &2 HIE L7z,
[Yang & Tohda, 2018b L ¥ 51, —#FckZ]
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1.3. 10. VER-155008 2% SXFAD ¥ ¥ R N D ZEPEREFE K Y AD SRERIC BAE 1B ORgt

VER-155008 # ¢ 5- L7z 5XFAD ~ U A Tld, ftlEEENKET L Z &S/ (Fig 11), 44f
FEEDIATIZEIZ LV | diosgenin 25 L7= SXFAD ~ U A TlE, MND AR 0V Vb X v, &Mt
3R DE A DD D 2 E NS0 E 2> TV D (Tohda et al., 2012), % Z T, HSC70 ORFEIIHE )
S5XFAD ~ 7 AN D AD B & OMlZR I RAF 5B 2 a2 72012, MBI R % JH 7o f LRk 7 ROz
a1t -7-. MEIAIE, Fig. A OEGERE THO~ T A (SXFAD ~ 7 A KT wild-type ¥ 7 A
MEVE, 7-8 o i) K VAERIL7Z, $T APraomHUA. HT PHF-Z UHUA, T pNF-H HUAZh 24 THL
RGBT FRTIRRARLIRIC B 20 E 2 (Perirhinal cortex) M OVERS CA1 28122 L 72,

Wild-type ¥~ 7 AT, 7IvA K77 —27 KO PHF # U OERBN R b0 > 7203, 5XFAD ~
ATIE, TIvA R T =7 OFEBEPRO LN, £, UWREOTATHIEL Y | SXFAD v 7 A
DO TIL, 7IvA 77— TR U TR IERAL U7z s o s 2 &b
Mo TND, FEREOT T RZENT, 78 RTT7—7HIZBIT2EMMROBIGEFR T LE Z
%, VER-155008 £ 5:12 &~ CHLJEPHEE K Y CAl TOEMEFHR OEIS WA BT 5 Z EARS
iz (Fig. 13A-C), "JERE O —fl% Fig. 13A (FLSRRTT 2 0o K77 —7888k) 12R87,

RIT, VER-155008 % 5:1C L5 AD JWBE~OIEH Z MGt L1z, £7°. 5XFAD ~ 7 A DR G- &
FE~_"C VER-155008 # 5-#EClx, 7 IvA R77— 7 BEmfEna 2ol Lz (Fig. 13D-F), BJH
FREDT InA R7T7—2 O—fl% Fig. 13D (HRH) ([ZRnd, £/, 7InAd NFT7—7 LEHRD
LHTCO PHF-# U OEIGZE LTz, ZOF5R, SXFAD ~ 7 A DR 51E L l~"T VER-155008
BHBETIE, 7 InA N7 7 =274 CTO PHF # 7 OEIE L HREICED Lz, WJERE D% Fig.
13G (ARBNET R uA K77 — 788 1”7,

PLER Y HSCT0 OFFEAIAFIL, 72 < & b MIRTEAFLIRIC D 2 U8 BB R OVES CAL 1Tk
W, BEICAEME LSRRI O ELUE L, AD OFERWETH S AR LN Vb o DOk
KIiZbBEpb Z LR ang,

A
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Fig. 13: VER-155008 % # 5. L 7= 5XFAD <~ 7 Z B DA RE AT

BRI E 721 VER-155008 (10 pmol/kg/day) % 18 H filidife THEEN G- L 72 wild-type ~ 7 2 KUY 5XFAD

~ A (HEE, 8-9 7 Ali) 122\ TC, MU A ER Lok 217 o 7o,

A-C, 7InA F7T7—2 (R) foZti () 23 (AARIE7 IeAf N7 —27 5, B

JER2E (B) K ONERS CAl (C) 1281 BB EdhZR OEIA,

D-F,7InA R7T7—7 (ARH) Zrd, REKE (E) KOS CAl (F) IZBT257IeA K77

— 7 B R,

GL 73IvA RFSF—7 (R) o PHF-# U (%) Zo3 (FAHITT 7 — 27 @ik, WEKE H)

K OMER CAL (1) (2B 28T R DEIA,

**p < 0.01, ¥**p <0.001 vs SXFAD/Veh, One-way ANOVA, post hoc Dunnett's test, mean = SD, n =4 mice.
[Yang & Tohda, 2018b L ¥ 5H, —#ckZ]
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1.4. 2%

AETIL, diosgenin |2 X 5 HlR R & OFCRESGEIZ B D 2 R F 045 F 2B 62 L, AD
WZBTDHHRIEEY —7 >y Ve RBTHZ 2B Lz, TORE,. AD TiE AR OFFEIC X v mhifk
HMiEHC HSC70 238in4% Z L 2/kL7= (Fig. 4, 5), F7-. #f&HIH T HSCT0 L AT 27 74
T &R EE LT a-tubulin Z[FE L7z (Fig. 8), RFsthfHifa~D AR MUE 2 L 0 &M L7~k
R _EClE a-tubulin DFE N> L7 Z & (Fig. 9). AD BF ORNNIZI VT E HSC70 23481 L (Perez
et al., 1991; Piedrahita et al., 2015) o-tubulin 738”9~ % Z & (Zhang et al., 2015), HSC70 37 7 A 7 h %
VORI DOREARET DIEEN S H Z L 2B 2D & AP HSCT0 Z NS &% Z & ¢ HSC70
2 &% o-tubulin D/3FEDMEHE S L, EIDSEIRFERCIEEEF I D> TV D TREMEDR B 2 B LD,
F7-. diosgenin |X HSC70 ORI ZJAD S5 Z LT (Fig. 4, 5). MHEMIIZ a-tubulin D43 % 7] L

(Fig. 9) . BhZRZEMOMHENIB b > TV D AREMEZ R L7z, &I, ffmiascki 5 HSC70 @
BN ER R EICB D Z & (Fig. 7) &, HSC70 ORFFEAIBLEH] VER-155008 A3 flEE R0 B
WEEGI S92 (Fig 10, 11) Z/R L7ZOIIAFIERIO CTH D, FATHFFETIL diosgenin £
B3 SXFAD ~ U AHUNOKAN D AR 0V (ks v &b S E5EMAZ W LT\ 52, VER-
155008 Bt 512 L > THIND AP U Uik U asb L= Z & (Fig. 13) 2>5. diosgenin 7% HSC70
DD %91 LT ADJRBLOUGEEIZ B 5 FIREMED R STz,

Fig. 4 O R TEKIKENCEB T, wild-type ¥ 7 & & H_T 5XFAD ~ 7 A DN TIENE(L L,
diosgenin $¢ 512 X > TEDZALDHTHIE SN2 Z )7 B ILEE 29 R S -, Z£DH T diosgenin
BHIZ L VBB L 5 # L 87BI2HH L. MALDI-TOFMS Z1T--f58. Z#hEn
HSC70, A-X actin, Gamma-actin, V-type proton ATPase catalytic subunit A, Alpha-1-globlin & [FlE S 172,
FNENDHZ X7 BITONT, AD SO MERR, B MR & OBIRZ STIRICHAE L7z & 2 A,
A-X actin X° Gamma-actin 2 &7 7 F 2 7 7 2 U —{ZOWW T, BEIZ AD & ORIENR L < HiE ST
Wz Z &5 (Bamburg & Bernstein, 2016), AAFSE TOMNTHAR > 5 1FFRIN L=, F£72. V-type proton
ATPase catalytic subunit A (2D TlE, AD BEOMIZIB W THHZELOMIEN 721, Alpha-1-globlin (2
DN, MHPIZEL EEND X IETHDL Z D, FFRERNICRH SN ATREMER H H DT
F72RW0MNEF 272, —JTHSCT0 X, ZXRTEXIKE TORRIZ—HL T, ADET LT ARE b
FBE ORMN THRELDEINT 5 Z &3 HE ST 5 (Perez et al., 1991; Piedrahita et al., 2015), F£7=.
HSC70 [ZIER R TIE & 7 LA LIUNE OZLEICEED 223, AD JRRETIXY Vb2 U &S L.
U Uk 2 U EZEILSE S Z L (Jinwal et al., 2010), HSC70 (F==—1 7 4 7 A s (NF) -M &
AL NF-M A2 X F o 7a7 T Y — LR THET 5 Z & (Wang et al., 2011) B3HE S TWDH 720,
AD [ZEBWTHIIN L 72 HSCT70 23 fhsRCRniBIsxt LTl L b O FREHEZ 726 LT 5D TidZ
WhE TR LTz, UL, HSC70 DFREN IR K OFLBICKIETIERIEI R TH L 720, KF Ny
BOMRERNT 21T ) 2 L & LT,
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HSC70 (%/]4 HSPAS, Hsp70-8. Hsp73) I& Heat shock protein (HSP) 7 7 X U —IZB T 500 13 ¥ X
HyO—DThY, MW TITHRESE., M CIIeTcnmt 22 VXV ETHD
(Finka et al., 2015; Stricher et al., 2013), F72#§fEL LT, Bag 7 7 XU —X°Hip 7 7 X U —, CHIP %D
aveXny EEAEREER L, BELS DI TAT U NI U RNTEDT —IVT 2 TR Rt
LT\ % (Meimaridou et al., 2009), F7=, BNASCHIEANOEL « FRfb A N LA SRR, =& 7 —L,
BYYEIC LV RBIFEIND Z L b ST D (Linetal, 2012), F£72, HSC70 iX ATP KAFHIZTE
PERHE ST . ATP fEGRFCIIRNIEHIL 20 7 I9A4 TV N2 NI EEDT 7 4 =T 4 —
DIREDT=D, FERTDHZ EMTERY, UL, ATPase iFMEA 1S L, ADP f5A7% (GHMER) (2
AT HZETIIAT U RERBETED LD, HSCI0IZ LD 7 +— T 4 7 DT L LT,
Hip<° Bag 7 7 I U — TV 7272 FENTHRWNWT T4 7 2 M EIELWSAREE YT 0 oo dr, 7
FTA T b OREECHERE - HERF LTV D (Meimaridou et al., 2009), F£7-. HSC70 (2L %27 74T > b
DRI 2 DOMFNH D, —Dl%, 22X FAbENTZI T4 T ML b i, CHIP & & bic
X TFTIUTT V= ARIGESZET, 7747 NOGRERET S, & O —2lL, ¥y
VI EMEA— 7 72— (chaperon mediated autophagy; CMA) (Deffit & Blum, 2015) T& ¥ . KFERQ
TF—TEFOI TAT U MR L, LAMP2A 20 L CRIRIGICY Y Y — AIZHR A, SR
% (Cuervo, 2011),

ZDOE ST, HSCIO DAEEH VR0 (7 74T > ) OFEICKFE LT, FRTl &S5
MR A R RDSRIE E4LD EEZT2T2D . AR AF/E T T HSCT0 & OFES AT 5 kit fifa i o> &
VT BEERER L, EORER a-tubulin Z[FE L7 (Fig. 8), a-&% O B-tubulin 28 HSC70 & #5535 2 &
ITREIC S S TE Y (Gache et al., 2005), AWFEOFEGR A2 R4 %5, —FH T, HEK a-tubulin D5y
HEITHI Sk THDHZ E0 D, Fig. 8 1288V T HSC70 & ke S 7=/ 300 k LA ED S RIZEEND
o-tubulin (X, % 5 < o-tubulin [[FEAAES L72REE, 80 EZZOEASKD HSCT0 &fEG AR T2
RO TIIRONETHRLTWD, atubulin (X, BET 5 2 & TR R 22T 20 NE T~
VX7 TH D (Conde & Caceres, 2009), AP IZ &L > T a-tubulin FEMEDH/INE 23k L, 5XFAD ~ 7 A
DRI NTT I A R T — 7 FFHOZENE LTRSS a-tubulin 232 ICEFET 5 2 & (Sadleir
et al., 2016), AD & OKNIZIVNT o-tubulin 239 % Z & (Zhang et al., 2015) 2°5 b, o-tubulin 3
SRR UWEICE > THEHERY U NIVETHDL Z LIS 4@Em SN T D, AP ALEIZE - T
25 U7 8is% Tl a-tubulin OFEELAE L TH Y | diosgenin AL 12 K - TZEMEHIZR OFIG 238 L
722 & (Fig. 9) 7»5. diosgenin X HSC70 {Z & % a-tubulin D32 ] L TV 5 "IREMEN S 2 LT,
L2>L, HSC70 & o-tubulin OFEAEHIZ, HSCT0 AAA M| o-tubulin D/FRIZH 5 L TWHE D o
FEREIXAF DAL TR, JIIRO HSCT0 (XKD 27 T4 T > "E LV RTEDORREIFD 2 2D o5, #
FD CMA 2B L Ci%, HSC70 ® 27 A 7> ;7 KFERQ TF —7 % &, DB H 5, a-tubulin (213
AREF—T7PREIN TRV, BELHIEOZEXTF 70T 7 YV — LR THREND DT

30



T2 ETRLTWS, D &b, 2EXTFALE N o-tubulin 237 277 YV — AR THRI N
% & DOHWEND DT (Ren et al., 2003), AT ZHERT 22 EDSHROMETH 5,

Diosgenin 23R H O HSC70 DFBL AW ST AT =L L LT, D7 < &1 diosgenin (2 &
% 1,25D;-MARRS ORI A/ LT Z 5 Z &Sz (Fig. 6), HSC70 DERGARMER 7D 12 & L
T Spl ME STV D25, Spl & 1,25D;-MARRS D BHRIZ DWW TIE A 23720y, Spl 1X HSC70 D 7
FAT U RELTHHREIINTEY, HSCT0 28 Spl 7 +—/T 4 > 7 LZELSHED (Yang et al.,
2014), OF V. HSC70 DIHFMAITEZE K T Spl 250 L, Z4UZ k- T HSC70 HEH DR EA F1F 5
ROT 4T 74— RNy ZHERED R LD, S HIZ, Spl 1% AD B RN AD 7 /b~ 7 AN TH
BAMEI L CE Y (Citron et al., 2015), APP <> BACE1 O#REX 1 & L TOHLEE H 2 (Santpere et al.,
2006), “NHDZ L &EEE xS & diosgenin X° VER-155008 (2 X 5 HSC70 Db F 7= 133G M E M3
Spl DIIBLA PR X5 WHEMEILH D03, ARAFFEICEB VT Spl OFRBIELITRBT CTH D, Fi-.
diosgenin & [A£RIZ, VER-155008 Z#¢5-L 72 S5XFAD ~ 7 ADHNIZENTH AR A L7z, 2D
AT = XL HONT HRTROMEZ A LT, Spl OIAICE D AR ApIHIA 5 L T2 lREME S
HbH, LnL, AHFIETIE Ap OEFENZE T T b—IZE L% D 7-8 » Al S5XFAD ~ 7 2% [
VN2 Z & (Oakley et al., 2006). VER-155008 #%5-12 X > TN D AP 13K 50%F2E &84 L7=Z & (Fig.
13) #kF 25 &, HSCT0 DILEIC L » THZIZERT D AP OZBEE I L7-721) Tl BECE
FELTWD AB L, BRET DHF IS LINTZ LB D HNZ Y THDH, 41, HSCT0 FAFE
2L D AP DREICED DT AN = R L Z 2RI 2 08N 5 5,

HSC70 IR AMAE TORBRNE L. DAMBOAEFIZEHb > TWAZ b, ZHETIC VER-
155008 % 6 7= 10 FiFELA o> HSC70 DBHZEA (Wan et al., 2016; Wen et al., 2014) 23, HiASAAIE LT
BA%E X4 CT & 7= (Goloudina et al., 2012), AHFZETIL, HSC70 ® ATP fEA R v MIFESET 5 VER-
155008 (Schlecht et al., 2013) % AV /=A%, VER-155008 A3 5350 HIA O dl 32 FHE. S5XFAD ~ 7 A (D
FLIEREEE, X DITIE SXFAD ~ 7 AMNIZES 1T D AMEIZRE O, AR KTV VIR ¥ 7 O
KL THMTHD Z L2 TRE L7 (Fig. 1), £7o. MEENES SH72 VER-155008 230N
BT 5 2 & bR Sz (Fig. 12), L7223-> T, VER-155008 % &de 2415 HSCT0 FLEAIZ
AD (2T D HRIAHEIE L L O TE 2l ift s g, Db, KEOFKFE LV, AD 1B
THSC70 Z#[HET 25 Z L BFBUER S — 7 v MRV 95 Z LAREShi,

LML, REOZBLZNGAENTZME LT, diosgenin 23 a-tubulin D32 “Bifl+-5" L9545y
THEFFTZ1F TlE, diosgenin (2 L5 “FEMIYICHHER 2 ML /EHZFH LYW Z &8 6 s,
FE72, HSC70 DA £ 7-1TMHFED, EHERME L OB EMRICTFE T2 Z &1F in viro OFINE:
FAREIA R WV ORS A, ARG AD ISV TSRS RIEE, 2007208 5 R & GBI
S THEBIICEME L TO D 2003ME TE TRV, S 5IC, RETIIRMEE O 2 O CHERE
T ORREAT 5712, MR R A 72 RE S T2 RV L L CW D e o D, £ 2 TH 2 8
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T, FL—H—IC X > THOER Z Al k3 2 FiE%2 AT, diosgenin 28 5XFAD ~ 7 AHNIZ 35
W AR R 2RI R 2T 208 9 0 £722OBE TEhERSD72708 D IMEAL £ TR L
ToARiie) A MBI LD 1 E L EEEBEL ., Zh bRl CRBIZE L U7 K A fEEn I i
HT LT, HIELD GRS Z 50 THREED T OBRR 2T,

1.5. /M

ARFECIL, diosgenin (2 X AR H T HSC70 DL 23, #hZR AR &K OGEESREIC & > CHE
BT Z N RENTZ, Fio. ABIRITIT HSCT0 OfEe % > 737 & a-tubulin D53 A3 142
FTHIH S5 = L VG LT 5 ATAEPENE 2 52U~ (Yang & Tohda, 2018a), & 512, HSCT0 D4
BEPAEN BRI E KL AD E7 /b~ U ADFLEEEDOUEEICHD D Z L3RS, AD 1HFICE
T AFHIRIE Y — 7 > M2 95 2 &3 fF S5 (Yang & Tohda, 2018b),
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% 2 & : Diosgenin O AD BNICI31T 5 H AR REIR R RIEA & 200 FHF OMRH
(Yang X, Tohda C. Molecular Psychiatry, in press, 2023)
(Yang X, Tohda C. Molecular Neurobiology, 60, 1250—-1266, 2023)

2.1. #%

551 FIZEBUW T, diosgenin (T &L A #RER BRI B o D s R 0 4r1- & LT, HSCT70 O e Y
o-tubulin OENIZ L L=, UL, 3 1 EOBLETHRR7= L 51T, diosgenin 73 AD DORMNIZISUNT
HHER 2 D728 B RE BRI H AR RN HHE S E T D NEARHTH D,

— KAV, DR T, RGN P OISR EICEAD 5 =RV F—MET 52 & Mk
T HEREEE Y 7N T 5 2 & Mas T ORI R AER F OB D Z L ED, Bk
R COEEME « BARZEK FSE2HEHRTHD EEZHNTWD (He & Jin, 2016), — 7, fiAMK
KON AD T =T ADOMMIZRNT, BFESNICER 1D 72 < & GIEMRPTIITEREMICHEME, *
721353F7 (sprouting) TX 5 Z &R HE I TV 5 (Blazquez-Llorca et al., 2017; Jin et al., 2016; Li et al.,
2010b), L72L. GEEZ4AD & L7ofRe 2 BI1E 4 51213, BiR T 28R T B8R Tidke <,
TR L TWEIELWY =5y NI TOHHPRT D0EERH 505, Ek G2 5T 6 )
DRPRNZ E > T, MIZIBWTHRE LT8R D70 3 5 N EEALIZ A > THHET 5008 9 ico
WTIIRRFET SN2 2 &3y,

—J5C, HHAFRSRD 5 6, R ETOH MR TV TH D FATHERER (Cheng et al., 2022) X°
BARRE (Li et al,, 2022; Lim et al,, 2016) (2B L Tidk, ®hERAH AR RAVICHMET 2 Z L @I T
BEESNTEY, ZOBRRICEADL LIS T bW DA SN TWD, o, TR LY &l
FKHELLTVNEEB LN TV D RHRERIZBWNTEH, D7 & HiEs#R (Isaacman-Beck et al.,
2015), HEHE (Isabella et al., 2021), A HH% (Serger et al., 2022), R AH#% (Cadiz Diaz et al., 2022),
MLARE (Browne et al., 2022) 1%, BERTICHE L TW2 —4 v ML A RIICHEIR A BHME L, £
D FREBBHLNIR Y 5oH D, Led-> T, iEAHE L TWSIMNIERGICE L TH, #hiiR i
MRRES IO D Z & T, BT &D27%08 5~ IENIZ8hR 23 S 2 B DM 0 - TV 2 Wl Ret:
IEEmWE PRENDD, HEITEIR ET R IFRITEMETH 5720, £ O L9 RBIGD in vivo TR
SINDITIEE-> TV, Dl by, ZHE TOMIEIZIBW T, diosgenin & 512 X > T~ 7 ZADAT
B PROET RSB 2o 72 2 e b diosgenin $5-12 Ko TN CRATPEIZRIFEIZA I Z > T 5
ATREMEIR W DO TIER WM E B 2 T2,

Z ZTCARETIE, iERASCHEMAEICE P D (Kitamura et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2021) ¥ /5

(Hippocampus; HPC) 75 HiEHRAIEF (Prefrontal cortex; PFC) D FEEEOMRIAIIGICHE H L, diosgenin
(2 & D TR A e R R RAEH 2R L 7o, MAFZEE O S TFZEIC LV . diosgenin #& 513
5XFAD ~ 7 ZADUAIZIV T, HPC KT PFC D J7IZI8V N TREITIIAL U 72 ZBPERN SRR 23 5

i

33



T2 Do TS (Tohda et al., 2012) fill, 1EH~ 7 2~ diosgenin % 5-25 HPC—PFC [ D a1
TRARRRS K 2 BN S 5 (Tohda et al,, 2013) Z & Z LI L CTWD Z L b KREIEEASERE M EEMIC
Ko TEEBIN TSRS VO TIIRWNE TR LT, Lo T, ¥ 7 AORMPRREIRE %
ITHE b L—H— TR L, “BlsR23 7 ke A PP R U 7o i 2o Cridifb 3 2 FiE4 A
WCT 23k A 7o, E72, 3 1 B ORI E O Z VTR T DIRR 21T o 723, RETIL,
I C “ERER DN IT MR ERAIC R R L 7ol 2R BRI R e L — v s u At v
9 CHEEL, 2 omsMiat T2k L2 RF A MRl 2 2 Lk v, REEEZ&ED T
R a2 RE LT,
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2.2. EBRME R DN ERFIE
HEES

Y OB BT E IR PR ERIEEHE 72, £, REWERO T 1 ha—x, BILKT
iy R Z Bk R M EREB S OEREH TV D (B EBREGEE S © A2017INM-1,
G TR % FEBRUEGRE S+ G2018INM-2, G2020INM-10) ,

Diosgenin
In vitro DFERITE 1 EORIHIZF L, In vivo DFG-EERTIL, diosgenin 2 A AHG AU — 7 F A
b QAR KB ICWfE S, 0.1 pmol/kg/day TR N5 L7z,

~ U AIZx3 % diosgenin D 5-
Diosgenin (% 1 mM & 725 L 9 IZ¥Af#E L. diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) F 721334 1 H 18] 14-15 H
MRt A& G Lz,

JEh R G~ 7 X DIER

ddY =7 A(Z, Japan SLC (#fa) K UBEA L7z, ddY ~7 & (., 8 M) (C =FRA ML
~ U AKHE (g) X 10 - 50 (ul) JEENIR G- L, BRI L7, ~ 7 AOFHIEEOFEZ BN | BHEIZUIIVAS:
ZANTHE, HEFLABEN L%, EHE2 AT VAR (FU 5 B, BAR) IZEE LT,
BE U LT, EHES (MAEDHEO L) (22T 72, 71— F (EA 076 mm flLw 5
&t 7 a— 33— KiR) ZmALEEE (Bregma (2% L C+0.0 mm anterior-posterior; A-P, £1.5 mm medial-
lateral; M-L, -1.6 mm dorsal-ventral; D-V) (ZHIA L, D FE F+1.5mm A-P £ THTREI I E7-, K%
WHEFEHL VT 7 L— KA 4R 4 5 (B 0.10-0.149 mm, /NI b, BR) THA L7z, FiE.,
~ U RHURBSE CH S 75 pg/ml 7> F &y (AARSETH) & “FRRSHREE & [ R 5
L7z, TR OFHZIT, RREHERT 2720~y A%2FRy b7 L—1 (37C) RIZ@EW,

AD E5 /v (5XFAD) <7 A
5XFAD (Tg6799) £713% D wild-type v 7 A (HEME, 7-9 » Hiiin) Z MWz, ik, & 1 E=O[FH
IZREC,

5XFAD = 7 A (D genotyping
%1 EORIAIZFE T,

Dextran (3000 MW) % FAV 72 34T AR
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~ U AN ARG I 2~ 7 AR (g) X 10 - 50 (ul) MERENE G- L. BRI L 72, ~ 7 A OFHTEED
DFEZHY | HERIZUNIAREZ AN THE, HEFZRH LR, Hfz X7 LA X £ X ZEE L
72 BE) RV AEZHWT, BHEE (G PFC L) 12, EASPNBLROB/NDOIREZE T T2, 0.5
ul @ Dextran 3000 MW Texas Red (50 mg/mL in artificial cerebrospinal fluid [aCSF]; Thermo Fisher Scientific)
%47l PFC (+1.9 mm A-P, +0.3 mm M-L, -2.6 mm D-V; -2.8 mm D-V % CHl A%, -2.6 mm D-VIZRET)
(2 0.5 ul/min OFEFE CTHEAL, BHE ZIREF ANV T T L— FEEGHR 4 5 THRA L, Tk, ~v

275 pg/ml 7> Fk F o SRERATREMEE & R RN 5 U, TR RO, RIR &
Fryo7eoicvy 2zdky F7L—h 37C) hiTiEW,

Dextran 3000 MW Texas Red DVEA LY 7 A#ZIZ, AiH (U Rk 25 diosgenin DF5) DI b
~ U ACED B RTIIRIE (SXFAD v U A ZHTDH AAVIFEAN) DI ~ 7 A AAV FEATFN
i L, €%, Ak & RO ZEFE T 0.5 ul @ Dextran 3000 MW FITC (50 mg/mL {272 % X 9 (2 aCSF
\ZV&fi#; Thermo Fisher Scientific) % [7] U451H] PFC |27 A L 72, Dextran 3000 MW FITC % 7% A3 5B,
Dextran 3000 MW Texas Red Z EARFHZZE T 72 EHEE OIAPBLE SN D20, 1EEO F L—H—iE
AR & BRI UEMICEASND LD, AT LA ZF A0 ABEKOBEHOM )T T, AT Z HE
I[ZPGE L7z, PFCIZIV T, Dextran 3000 MW Texas Red } UFFITC @ 2 fADVEALEA FERI—H L
Te~ D ADHEEHTITAEN LTz,

V—Y—<Af 7 ftrar (LCM) RO'DNAR A7 a7 LA

e 5%, SXFAD =7 A (% n=3) IC=FERGHEEEZ ~ 7 ZKHE (g) X 10 - 50 (ul) HEFEHIC
G URREE Uz, M2 Ol L, Z20=IZ8REE (hy ) ZfA L%, A DEICHIIIAZZ AfL,
FELE K VK L2 saline 2 20 mIFEfE L, ~ U ADORMERIH Lz, ®ME 87 A 7 A 2T 1557
BUHERE L. TV IRA IS EA T30 CIRIE LTz, 7 VAR HZ v b (Leica) & W Tl (dorsal)
HPC %# & 16 pm OmEFERY) 2 ER L, RNase BrEMLEE (RNase Quie; 77 A4 7 A7) Sz
MAS-GP typeA =— h A F A K7 F A (fARA 7 A TE, KR 1ZhEY AT, LCM F T-80 °C THRAF
L7z,

LCM & PALM MicroBeam (Carl Zeiss) & HWNTH L L7z, 1D AT A R T A6 OMREHIE O
Hud, =R CRAK 1 RIS A D KOS Lie, RGO SXFAD v 7 A (n=3) XV FF 660
& > naive S, diosgenin #5-#£D SXFAD v 7 X (n=3) L V& 720 [H OGRS B R L 72k
Mz 2 Z NI L=, BREL 72/ 2> 5 Total RNA % it L (NucleoSpin RNA, MACHEREY-
NAGEL GmbH & Co. KG, Duren, Germany) . T7 RNA polymerase (Z & 5 ¥8lE % 1T>7- (GeneChip 3' IVT

Pico Kit, Thermo Fisher Scientific), g L 72 RNA {22V T, Mouse Clariom S Array {2/~ 7 U XA XL
7= (GeneChip Hybridization, Wash and Stain Kit, Thermo Fisher Scientific), 7 — % f##(% Transcriptome
Analysis console (Thermo Fisher Scientific) & VN T{T- 7=,
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~ VAR, BUEARE., KOV D gEEE

L, 5 1 EO= U 2 BRI EMEMROPMRIERICESE, UTONEDAERE L TIT-
2o BAZE 14 B ddY ~ U A L D #gfS, AV ORIMECE O 5 BREIINIE) . R OVMMOZZ2 2
MHBEL, €T 1.5 x 10* cells/well £72% K 512 8-well F¥ > /3—=2F A F (BD) (LT,
MM OREFE D 45 FFEZRIC, S &K OV IR IX, B-27 supplement % 7 €0 8 i1 15 5% Hi
[Neurobasal media #1(Z 2% B-27 supplement (Life Technologies) . 2 mM L-Z7 V% X 112, RBIEEREARRR
AR 1%, B-27 supplement % 7 o % il j& 5% Hi [Neurobasal media H'IZ 2% B-27 supplement (Life
Technologies) . 2mM L-Z /L% X o 0.6% 2 /b 21— R ZPRIR] [T A2 R BAZH L=, 72k, ARE(Ck
5 PRI RS D A I SV TH . ER TR ORISR LT Z ZITR MO B27
supplement % & T My EE A L 72,

Amyloid beta (AB) X7F K
w1 EORIACHE T,

AAVY R Z—
AAV9 X7 X —F X7 X —E )L H—4fh (Chicago, IL, USA) (2L A &7 L 7=, AAV-Control (AAV9-
Synl-Cerulean-WPRE) . AAV-SPARC (AAV9-Synl-mSparc-IRES-Cerulean-WPRE) .  AAV-Control-hM4Di

(AAV9-Syn1-hM4Di-T2A-Cerulean-WPRE) ., AAV-SPARC-hM4Di (AAV9-Synl-mSparc-P2A-hM4Di-T2A-
Cerulean), AAV-Gal-1 (AAV9-Synl-mLgals1-IRES-Celulean-WPRE) OB D & D% H N2, In vitro }
Winvivo DFEBRILIZ, AAVI T X —[X PBS TR L TR L7,

FERRAERE (63 D FRALIE
Bk 2. 3. EBRFERICHEEH T2 TENEND X A bLa— R ThE-> T, BEEMHEAIIC 2.5 pM APosas
F721% APssas. 0.1 or 1 uM diosgenin, rabbit T 1,25D-MARRS 78 U 7 10— LHifk (A& 1:1000)
(Ab099 clone) & 721 normal rabbit IgG (Santa Cruz), AAV-Control (5 x 10°, 10°, F 721 107 GC/ul),
AAV-SPARC (5 x 105, 10, E7-13 107 GC/ul). E7-1% AAV-Gal-1 (5 x 10°, 106, E7-1% 107 GC/ul). goat ¥t
SPARC 7~V 7 v —F /L Hifk (2 pg/ml) F721% normal goat IgG (Santa Cruz; 2 pg/ml) . recombinant

Secernin-1 (rSecernin-1; 1, 10, ¥ 72 (% 100 ng/ml) (Synonym Symbols, Switzerland) % B-27 supplement % 7 ¢ ¢
HEMEE HU IR, INx 72,

PRI~ siRNA A
IR EEFEAPRHIA~D siRNA A% Lonza (LD 71 f a—LIZit> TiTo7-, M4 14 B0 ddY
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~ U AHROHS O AN (2.5 x 10°4H2) (Z 30 nM SPARC siRNA  (#874217, Thermo Fisher
Scientific) F 7213 30 nM Control siRNA (Select Negative Control siRNA #1, Thermo Fisher Scientific) % 0.4
ug GFP vector & &4 L. Amaxa 4D-Nucleofector (Lonza) Th7 v A7 =2/ v a3 L7, 1.5 x 10
cellsiwell &£ 722 X 912 8-well T /3= T A FICHTEL, fHEND 45 FH&IC, Bz &, B-
27 supplement % 7 €M MG RE HIIZ ASHA L 72,

Collagen1 =2 —5 1 > 7

Poly-D-Lysine (PDL; 5 mg/ml; Sigma-Aldrich) C—Mt=—7 4 7% D 8-well F¥ L /X—RAF A R

(BD) (2. 30 pg/ml Cellmatrix I-C (FIYEHEER) in 103 M HEES (HC)) A% 1 FE, ki ECTa—F ¢~
7" L7z, Calcium-, magnesium-free Hank’s balanced salt solution (HBSS) (Life Technologies) T 2 [F],
Neurobasal 571 (Thermo Fisher Scientific) T 1 [BIZNZNHEEER, WIREEEEH ARG 2 FERE L7,
Fig. 32B |Z351F 5 HIFFERAY7e collagen 1 = —7 1 > 71X, [EERIZ PDL =2 —F 1 > 7 L7z 8-well 7%
YR—=R2F A4 R (BD) OEEIZTY v K —/b (Iwaki, Japan) ZHED . 77U~ RO BEEZFIHL T
~A 7 r Xy hT Cellmatrix I-C (10° M HCI¥#E) 2 A7 A NOAROARIE N —T 4 7
L7z, 1 K, ks bECTa—F ¢ 27 L7=t%. HBSS (Life Technologies) C 2 [A], Neurobasal 1%

(Thermo Fisher Scientific) T 1 [FIZALZ 4% L, Culture-Inserts 3 Well (Ibidi, Germany) % A7 A R
FlzEW 2, FIREEE R A RSIE % Culture-Inserts 3 Well D HT Y well DT 1.5 x 10*cells THEFE L .
PRGNS 2 T A R EI2AS 35 L72#% ., Culture-Inserts 3 Well ZHR 0 5+ L7z,

Triple chamber neuron device TOMFEMIMEEER, ROENA A—V 7 (Fig. 32C)

HN—=T 7 A% dH0 HIZIR L, 30 o EEEE Lok, =% /—/LT 18l dH0 T 3 [EZ4
ZheE L7z, PDL (5 mg/ml; Sigma-Aldrich) ([C W N—H T 2 &R L, —Wia—F 47 Lz, TDik,
HN—T7 T A% dH,0 T 5 FIfEF L, #olSH7-, Triple chamber neuron device (Xona Microfluidics,
Research Triangle Park, NC, USA) % H/N— 4T A RICE &, PRGN Z Triple chamber
neuron device DM A~ — 21T 1.0 x 10%cells TREFE L 72, 5 x 107 GC/ul AAV-Control % 10 H fJALIET
BISTHOETEMEE BZ-X800 (F—=x 2 A, KFK) % HV T, Microgroove 1 Cerulean BtE#hsE % 7 A
TRNA A=V TR U, RIS, BB B OVl 58 A X— A0 ABasss (2.5 uM) % 3 HEIALE L |
PR OBISLEOLBRIMEL BZ-X800 TR — D% T A Tv VA A=V T LTe, TD#%, IA—=TTF A
7> & Triple chamber neuron device ZH XD S& L, T /3—7 7 R 7o ICi% T 7o 5538 dish (I L7z, 5x10°
GC/ul AAV-Control F721% AAV-SPARC, K& TF 2 ug/ml goat IgG $T SPARC HifK (R&D systems) F 7213
normal goat IgG (Santa Cruz) A ¥ ¢ Neurobasal 51T 7 H ALE L 7=,

Neuron Device Chamber T #&fREE2E  (Fig. 41, 43)
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HN—=T 7 A% dH0 HFIZIR L, 30 pHEHEEEF Lk, =%/ —LT 18l dH0 T 3 [EZnE
NP L=, PDL (5 mg/ml; Sigma-Aldrich) (2 /N—HF 2 %2 L, —Mpa—7F 17 L1z, ZTD%,
J /3= T X% dH,0 T 5 [alfeid L, o SH72, Neuron device chamber (Xona Microfluidics) % 7773
— T A RIZE &, WIESEE S AR 2 Neuron device chamber DM A 2 ~— 2|2 1.0 x 10° cells
TR L7=, ZD%, AR A~R—R|Z 5 x 10° GC/ul AAV-Control ¥ 7213 AAV-Gal-1 A ¥ @ Neurobasal
B CAALE U, R A= A AT (x U ARRIEMES . BEERE. K OVINNHRREARRR DRI R5S
) OB PIRETE U pisa B ila o2& B (CM) F 7213 1 ng/mL rSecernin-1 % L& L 7=,
ATEE R E AP RSHAE O CM 1, BITEER B ARRHAG & B-27 supplement % 1 e ME M1 {E RS 1T 6 H fEG&%.
B-27 supplement % & £ WVEMIER I TS HIC 1 HEFER L7 OORE EELZFIX L, 0.22 um O
Millex Jigit 7 1 /L4 — (Merck Millipore) % if L CHIFLDIREZ ZFRW2 b O 2 L7, 7 B RIE#E%,
A1 /3—7] 7 A H> 5 Neuron device chamber & §#2MZHR Y Sf L, wtsfEdeta 217 -7,

AR DA S guta,

FARE LR (e R FURTE R 5 V) OHERE Y I DN TR, ARSI OREFR & T 14,
Beh 225 U PBS TPei L7-1%. 4% Paraformaldehyde-PBS &I & 12 C 60 43 1 CEfE LIEE L
7o WRRZEFRE L, 03% TritonX-100 (FYEHisk) -PBS &L T 5 M OWEEE 2 [EfT-7, —KPUk
AR {0.3% TritonX-100-PBS #&{Z. normal donkey serum (FIY¢#fi#K) 37213 normal goat serum (FryGhd
), LFWF o — kPR [goat IgG HT SPARC R U 7 v —F LFLIK (1:1000; R&D systems,
Minneapolis, MN, USA), rabbit IgG #t collagen type 1 78 U 7 17— /LFUA (1:500; Abcam), rabbit IgG Ht

Secernin-1 78 U 7 & —F /LHL{K (1:2000; Synaptic Systems, Gottingen, Germany), goat IgG 7L mouse Gal-1 &
/7 v —7F LHUAK (1:100; R&D Systems) . mouse IgG; it His-tag <& / 7 7 —7F /L HLK (1:200; LSBio, WA,
USA), mouse IgG; §t pNF-H & / 7 17— /LFUAR (1:250, Convance, Princeton), rabbit IgG T microtube-
associated protein (Map) 2 R U 7 &2 —F/LHUAK (1:500, Abcam)]} % 100 pl Nz, 4°CT—MES S /T,
VH, —RPUNEZERE L. 0.3% TritonX-100-PBS I T 5 M OUH & 2 AT -7 8%, “IRGURE
[0.3% TritonX-100-PBS {A#%. Alexa Fluor 488, 594, ¥ 721X 647 f2%£5#% donkey ¥ 721X goat anti-mouse IgG HT
{K Plus (1:800, Life Technologies), Alexa Fluor 488, 594, & 7213 647 f%i#% donkey F 721 goat anti-rabbit IgG
LK Plus (1:800, Life Technologies), Alexa Fluor 488, 594, & 7= (% 647 {%:#% donkey anti-goat IgG $7L{& Plus
(1:800, Life Technologies)] % 100 ul Al %, ST, FIRT 2 REFSOL SH 72, K%, WREBRE L,
PBS C 5 3R OyEs % 2 [T > 7-t%. DAPI (1 pg/ml) (Enzo Life Science) -PBSIXiEZINZ. HXH T,
FIR TS MBS S ETe, 20k, WiRkEZREL, PBS TS50 OWES 21T 5721, Aqua Poly Mount

(Polyscience) THIA LTz,

AR IFEIE AL (Pe R FUETE MRS 72 L) OO RAEYL AT DUV TIE, FRRHIR OEF & T4
EEHh & B2 L PBS TUEH L7-%%. 4% Paraformaldehyde-PBS VAR & % C 15 2y &R CHE LEE L
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oo WikZBREL, PBS IR T S MW % 2 BT > 7o, —IRHUAESHE {PBS &, normal donkey
serum (FIOEHIHE) & 7213 normal goat serum (FIDEHEZE) . LU W T DD —IRFUA [goat IgG T SPARC
AU 7 v —F PR (1:1000; R&D systems), rabbit IgG T collagen type I AR U 7 17— F /LUK (1:500;
Abcam), rabbit IgG it Secernin-1 78 U 7 = —FHL{K (1:2000; Synaptic Systems), goat IgG $L mouse Gal-1
E /7 va—FLHUR (1:100; R&D Systems) . mouse IgG; Hit His-tag & / 7 v —7J/LHL{K (1:200; LSBio,
WA, USA). mouse IgG; #it pNF-H E / 7 @ —F/LHUA (1:250, Convance, Princeton)]} % 100 ul i1z, 4°C
T—WpOG Sz, #H, —KEUKIREZRZE L, PBSIIRT 5 0O 4 2 [FAT - 72t ZIRbuk
% [PBS ¥, Alexa Fluor 488, 594, %7213 647 f%i#k donkey ¥ 7213 goat anti-mouse IgG #ifA& Plus (1:800,
Life Technologies), Alexa Fluor 488, 594, £7-1% 647 £k donkey F7-(% goat anti-rabbit IgG FLIA Plus
(1:800, Life Technologies), Alexa Fluor 488, 594, % 7213 647 f%i#% donkey anti-goat IgG HL{& Plus (1:800, Life
Technologies)] % 100 pl iz, #N T, HIE T2 RIS S BT, RISHKk., WikaEbREL, PBS TSy
W OWeE % 2 [EfT->7-%%. DAPI (1 pg/ml) (Enzo Life Science) -PBS A& INx., T, #IRTS5%
M &7z, TO%, BikZREL, PBS T 5 B OWE %17 > 72%. Aqua Poly Mount
(Polyscience) THIA LTz,

B O B ARAT

HNAIZGEFHE DA T A RBIERICIE, BIS2aEBAEE Cell Observer (Carl Zeiss) . Axio Vision 4.8
7 h o7 (Carl Zeiss), M OMEISLHCEAMST BZ-X710 (F—x > A KFK) %MV 7=, Fig. 41A &
U\ Fig. 44B OBE %, HE SEAEE LSM700 (Carl Zeiss) % AV 7=, Cell Observer } U8 LSM700 Tld—
K472 0 43249 um x 322.81 um F 7213 864.98 um x 645.62 um DK E X T, BZ-X710 TiZ 40 x NA 0.95,
20 x NA0.75, F£721L 10 x NA 045 %)L > X (CFIPlan Apo-A, =2 > A VAT v 7 HR) ZHNT
R A A L7z,

RN D SPARC KON Gal-1 OFBLE & Y pNF-H Bl sk & ORE I, WA Y 7 K
MetaMorph version 7.8 (Molecular Devices) Z FHVNT BENFH L7z, AR 72 O OFURRGMERE O
FERMEIC LY, Mifa o SPARC &N Gal-1 ORBLEA E& LTz, £7-. ERARD pNF-H 5P
DR EZWE L., Map2 BHEOMRHIADOH TR 5 Z & T, MY 7= 0 DR O R & 2 H
L7z,

SIRNA A LB O, #1538 12817 D SPARC LY Gal-1 DRBEOHNTIX, EEAHTY 7 b Image
J (National Institutes of Health) &V 7=, siRNA B AZEERTIX, GFP BtErrtfifia 1 48 1 8% ROI TP
Fry BB D SPARC OFBIE A E R LT, £7-. GFP BHIEMRRMII. SN pNF-H it &
RL—A L, MY 720 OBIROE S 2R Lz, 3 Eo SPARC KON Gal-1 OERIL, M
B OEIR ATV KliidE Eo SPARC KO8 Gal-1 OFFEEE 2R H L7,

Neuron device chamber N CE;3E L 7= kAl > pNF-H BEIE#HRE O E &L, BEENT V7 K
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Neurocyte Image Analyzer ver. 1.5 (7 7R 7, KB) ZHWTHEREHL 7,

Western blot

FEIT, 5 1 EOFIE L FFRICAT o720y, LFONEDAEE L TITo7z,

e 14 Afse ddY ~ U A K0 Bt L 72 oIS 2 PBS TUE##. 1 x Halt protease &
phosphatase inhibitor cocktail (Thermo Fisher Scientific) % & #» M-PER (Thermo Fisher Scientific) T
homogenate L7t D&% 7 /& L THWE, F7o, RIEEE LK OVNMEM#EMLo CM 1%, B-27
supplement % & T eI JEESHIC 6 HMES#%. B-27 supplement % & F /2 W BEM{EFREM T 512 1 HES
HELbOOREE BFEEZRIL L, 0.22 pm 20 Millex i~ /L% — (Merck Millipore) % 38 L CHifE
DI RN Z 6 O % Amicon Ultra 3K (Merck Millipore) T L. fiH L7z,

—IRPURHL I, goat IgG HL SPARC KRV 7 v —F LFifK (1:1000; R&D systems) ., mouse IgG; i
GAPDH & / 7 v —F /L Htfk (1:1,000; Applied biological materials) . rabbit IgG T Secernin-1 A8 U 7 72—
FHUA (1:2000; Synaptic Systems), goat IgG HT mouse Gal-1 & / 7 7 —F/LHLK (1:100; R&D Systems) .
F 7213 mouse IgG Ht B-actin Hri& (1:1000, Cell Signaling Technology) % % A/ 72 Can Get Signal Solution 1

(Toyobo) & L., 7 v E— N7 (HIGEHE) NT—B, 4CTKISSIHET, AT L% 01% T-
TBS T 1543f] X 4@V > AL, 7 v E— 3y ZINT HRP £k donkey T goat IgG HLIA (1:2000,
Santa Cruz) , HRP £ goat HT mouse IgG (1:2000, Santa Cruz), F7=1% HRP &% goat HL rabbit IgG
(1:2000, Santa Cruz) % & A 72 Can Get Signal Solution 2 (Toyobo) & 2 Ifff], =R Tk 72,

FEU LK O SDS-PAGE

Dynabeads Protein G (1.5 mg; Thermo Fisher Scientific) % 0.01% Tween-PBS C 3 [A]&#% L. goat IgG HT
mouse Gal-1 (4 ug, R&D Systems) &% 72 |% normal goat IgG (4 ug) LIRS L72, 200mM h U =&/ —/L7
<V (pH 8.9) T¥EHE.. 50 mM dimethyl pimelimidate (DMP) % FV T 30 47fd], 4°CCTr—7—3 a3 > L
720 200mM kU & ) —L7 3 (pH 8.9) THE%. 71 v % buffer (200 mM =4 /) —/L7 3
>, pH89) Zz. 154, BIECTue—7—y a3 Lz, 2% 0.01% Tween-PBS T 3 [AlEE L .
PR & Dynabeads Protein G 27 1 A U v 7 47,

BN B U 7= WG S ARSI lysate (5 x 10° GC/ul AAV-Gal-1 % 7 HBALE L7=H D) 50 pg 4y
\Z 1.5 pg rSecernin-1 &l %2, 60 43fil, 37°CTA > FaX— kL1, DOk, Z7uixRJ 7 L
Dynabeads Protein G & HifAZ Nz, 12047, 49°CTCur—7— 3 > L7z, 0.01% Tween-PBS T 2[RI
# L. /Ny 77— (0.1 M Glycine-HCL, pH 2.8) Z I x THRIZIEBE SN X 7 B2 EH LT,
NuPAGE LDS Sample Buffer 2 (8 2-mercaptoethanol Z/J1 %, 95°CT 5 73[N#EN L 72% SDS-PAGE L.
SilverQuest Silver Staining Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific) & V7= §RYufa,  F 7213 b & [FERIZ western blot
17572, Input 7L & LT, MEEARHINE lysate (2 pg 4) F 721X rSecernin-1 (1 ng 57) % [FlkE
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Wca—5 47 L,

SXFAD ¥ U 2{Zx4 % AAVY FEA

~ U AN EFRA IR A~ U ARE (g) X 10 - 50 (ul) RERENEEG- L, BREE L7z, ~ 7 ADFHTET
DEZHIY | BHEICUINIALZ AN THE, HEFLZHBEH L%, 2 AT LAZ XU RIZEE L
7z, FEE)RYAERWT, BHEE (@ CAl O F) 1ZREZEF T2, & 1 x 10 AAV9 (PBS iAIK) %
W] CAl (-1.9 mm A-P, +1.7 mm M-L, -1.7 mm D-V; 2.0 mm D-V &£ THIA#, -1.7mm D-VIZET)
1 pl/site, 0.5 pL/min DL THEAE, B AWEFE V0 7 L— RigG R 4 5 THEG LTz, FfE,
~ AT TS pgiml 7 TR H 2k SRR A REME & R EIEVEN G Uiz, R R OFEI L, RR
EHMERFT AT lcv ARy b L— K~ 37C) LiZEW =,

DREADDs (designer receptors exclusively activated by designer drugs) 3Z5%

S5XFAD ¥ U RIZX4 % AAVY FEA T2l CAL ~D AAV FEASEERR & [FIRFIC, /K EOIRE

22 rETO®RWVAREZRIT, MIFEICEBLARVEDIZLARN S, 7o h—A7 Y 2— (1.6 mm ¥

Bio Research Center, Nagoya, Japan) Z§ZHEE L7c, £7-, &#) NV /LEZHWT, PFC ®_LO#HAE
HEAE, 74 FH==2—L (micro slim A-L, ID: 0.4 mm, OD: 0.5 mm DV: 2.5 mm; Eicom, ##S) Zifi
il PEC O H.0s (+2.0 mm A-P, +0.0 mm M-L, -2.5 mm D-V) (2 & L7z, O, M2 <7zl
FPIIHEREL Y ST lateral FIZHA R =a—LVEFHFAL, A7 LVAF X 2% N TH.0
mm M-L £ TAPBE) S 72k, HE L, 72t b (=77 2 ML GC. HA) ZHW
THA R =a—VROEHEFEZEE L, TEFERE TOMIZY I—I==2—1 (Bicom) ZFIHEL
7o

FIr LV 21 H LW 23 B OWIRGREAERRFIZ, Training session f& TREHIZV T AEA YV T /VT
VTCERSEEL, /Y= v ar=a—L (EBicom) ZHHWTO03 pl OEBAHEKEZIZ03 ul D
ImM clozapine-N-oxide (CNO; Cayman Chemical, MI, USA) % 0.5 ul/min T PFC|{Z{EA L7z, &~ 7 A(C
DNWT, BEET 2 Z & b, WIREEIEEIERER O Test session 1T 572,

S5XFAD = 7 2 D{TERER
w1 EOREIZE T,

BDA % V72 BT PSR

ZHIT, 5 2 T Dextran (3000 MW) % IV ATHERRRE & [AIRRICAT > 7225, LR OWEOHIEE
LTiTo7-, BiE (7 RIZxT 5 diosgenin D L) D@ ~ 7 A IZH M E L=, 10% BDA (in
PBS, Thermo Fisher Scientific) %~ 7 2 ®4i] CAl (-1.9 mm A-P, +1.7 mm M-L, -1.7 mm D-V) {Z 0.5 pl,
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0.5 W/min OEETHEA L7z, BDAEALD 7 HRIZ, v~V ADOMERHH L7z,

J6kERR B0 D YRR

HPe 5%, “FRRA ISR Z ~ 7 ARE (g) X 10 - 50 (ul) EVENICE 5 URER L 7=, Bk 2 9)pH
L. DB REE (hy D) ZRIALZE, AUREICUIIAGZ AL, B0 L VK LT saline
Z20ml R L, v U ADORMMERH Lz, &E K747 A AT 15 pRIaEmE L, 7V IRA
JZEAT30°CICRIFE LTz, 7 U A AKX v b (Leica) ZHWTHEM| (dorsal) HPC % de 20 um O
EHERYI T ZERL L. MAS-GP typeA = — h AT A K7 T A (WRAT T ATE) ([ZAE0 fHF, 40t
e et ¥ TlE-30 °C TIRIFE L7,

JHERR G0 7 DS Yt

I 2 IR LTetk, B~ =% =27 CTA T A NI T ADJEH %A, 4% Paraformaldehyde-
PBS {2 A 60 3[R THfE L, [EE L7z, IWilRZFRE L. 0.5% TritonX-100-PBS ¥ T 5 77
MO % 2 [T T2, —IRURTAENZ {0.5% TritonX-100-PBS ¥5#%. normal donkey serum (FyEHfis)
% 7213 normal goat serum (FIYGHIE) . LU W40 O —IR$HUA [mouse 1gGi it GFAP £/ 7 m—F /L
PUA (1:1000, Sigma-Aldrich), chicken IgY $T NF-H 78 U 27 & —F/LHU{K (1:1000, Merck Millipore), goat IgG
L SPARC 7~ VU 7 v —F /LFUA (1:1000; R&D systems, Minneapolis, MN, USA), rabbit IgG $T collagen type
I RV 7 v—F /LHiK (1:500; Abcam), rabbit IgG $T Secernin-1 N U 27 @ —FHi{K (1:2000; Synaptic
Systems), goat IgG $iL mouse Gal-1 & / 7 7 —F /LHi{K (1:100; R&D Systems), mouse IgG; it pNF-H &
/7 & —F JLHUA (1:250, Convance, Princeton), rabbit IgG HT NeuN 78 U 27 & —F /LHUA (1:500, Abcam),
goat IgG HT Synaptophysin 78 U 77 7 —F/LH{K (1:200, Frontier Institute, ¥7), rabbit IgG 5T PSD95 7~ U
7 v —J LHLR (1:200, Frontier Institute)]} % 100 pl iz, 4°CT—MEAIL ST, #H, —KIUKIEE
FrZE L. 0.3% TritonX-100-PBS &K T 5 /3 OWEF% 2 FUT> 7%, ZIRPUKHK [0.3% TritonX-100-
PBS #A#%. Alexa Fluor 488, 594, F 7213 647 f25#% donkey ¥ 7= 1% goat anti-mouse IgG HT{A Plus (1:800, Life
Technologies), Alexa Fluor 488, 594, & 7213 647 £ donkey F 721 goat anti-rabbit IgG HL{A& Plus (1:800,
Life Technologies), Alexa Fluor 488, 594, ¥ 7-1% 647 £ donkey anti-goat IgG HT{& Plus (1:800, Life
Technologies)] % 100 pl iz, #N T, FIE T2 RIS S B 70, RISHKk., WikaEbREL, PBS TSy
W OWeE % 2 [EfT->7-%%. DAPI (1 pg/ml) (Enzo Life Science) -PBS A& INx., T, #IRTS5%
M &7z, TO%, BikZREL, PBS T 5 B OWE %17 > 72%. Aqua Poly Mount

(Polyscience) THIA LTz,

FRAERE D) i D R AR AT
BB D F L F R DEL [PEFC. CA1 KN CA3] 12O\ T . ST CBEMSS BZ-X710 (FF—x 0 R)
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ZHVyT, 40 x NA0.95, 20 x NA0.75, FE721F 10 x NA 045 %4 L > X (CFI Plan Apo-A) CIifg % e
LT

Hh R G~ 7 A QYIRS I35 1) AER B O ERIL, BEAEHT Y 7 I Image J (Natural Institutes
of Health) &\ 7z, KIMECE O -1V JEIZH1T 5 GFAP D 7Y 7RER A A, 77U 7HHE 1
BIF 54 NF-H [GIHER %2 72 F o7, FEBIZHOWT, ER (um) 27 7HEEO M (um?) T

Y | REESIRAN OBREE (wm/pm?) ZHEM L, U A 1RO & 36 oM 2 E &k, £
DVEEZE B~ T ADELE L, IV, RERITERIETITo7,

Wild-type & O 5XFAD ~ U ARNIZH5 1T DR FHHE 2 O THEERRIC L D) Z3Hlid 5729
(2. Dextran 3000 MW B5{H: DM 4L % MetaMorph version 7.8 (Molecular Devices) % Fi\V > C B EhfiEAT
L7z, M CA1 TN CA3 (-22.06—1.82mm A-P) Z[AZ, LN OHEIRIZEIT D NeuN & T DAPIES
PETHD R L —H—D@ NN ER > TO DA RE Lic, v 7 A 1LIC2&E 3-8 BOMMEI A % &
B, TOVEEEZE~ T ADEL L, BTV,

NeuN FGHARRHIRLF 12351 % SPARC O FEELE (X, MetaMorph version 7.8 (Molecular Devices) % F V>
THEWHT L7, B0 CAL 22, ENEN OIS T 5 NeuN BtEhitiiin 0> SPARC DAL
HzERE L, v VA 1IEIIOE 3 MDY IZHT 54 NeuN Mitiilaf o> SPARC DFEH 2 E
EL. 1RSI E 72 0 SPARC DRBIED VFIIEZ K~ 7 ADMEE L, ATV,

PFC (28517 % NeuN [Gritiifia & B2 5 Cerulean [5P8H5E. Synaptophysin BtERTS 7 A, KO
PSD95 [5tEt% > 7 A D 3 D L SFFEmFE D E EIX. Image J (Natural Institutes of Health) % v 72, <
7 A 1E&H7=Y . PFC T? NeuN Birhiiiifin 2 30 [EFHZ G ADMEIF L V), ZohosF 7=
FEDOVEZ S~ T ADIEL Lz,

PFC |Z331F % BDA BPEdlsE % B2 O E &l Image J (Natural Institutes of Health) & =, <=7 X 1
L7z . 3 KD PFC UIF 2N ZHUUCI1T 54 BDA IR OBEZ R L, 1| vV RAH2) OF
BifitizRediz, Fiz. 4 BDA BPERIZRD 5 5. SPARC KUY Gal-1 Bk & 72 12t 0> BDA #ili5# 4k (%)
EENENREL L,

7 — 2 gt

T ZILTE + IEERZE (SEM) 720 + fRHERRZE (SD) TR L7z, AEEMEICZIE, Prism
6.07 (Graph Pad software, Sun Diego, CA, USA) % H\>, two-tailed unpaired #-test, One-way analysis of
variance (ANOVA) post hoc Bonferroni test & 72 |3 Dunnett’s test, repeated measures Two-way ANOVA post
hoc Bonferroni test 17> 72, AEAKHEL 5%E Lz,
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2.3 ERER
2.3. 1. O LM S 7= ihFRIc x4 % diosgenin OEIFEEHEAEMH Ot

Diosgenin 7% in vivo DEAEAIKIZISV T, BB Z FHHE S0 E ) D Mmatd 572012, T
ANZHNSR 2 O L 7o~ o A &2 IV CRMIEE L 7=,

ddY ~ v x (MM, 8 #iim) (2t L. KIMECEEENE OfidR a2 7 L— R TUIMr L7z, BhsRUIM 1 I
% I2I%, SIWREIZ 3 T neurofilament-H (NF-H) BotEdlizg 23 g% L7z (Fig. 14A), 2O~ 7 A
(kL. BRI LD 7 B2 LV FEEE 7213 diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) % 15 H fER CREO &% 5L
720 WHER Z UMW L7 KIMEZE IV B2\ T, GFAP (77U 7HEE) BvEullr s ih ol sk % 5 4 7
BTz, TORERE, diosgenin #5512 L W UIKRT COMRBEENFEIZEE -72 (Fig. 14B), — 7,
GFAP [5G UIBr sEI I X RERNC 2223 22 2o 72 (Fig. 14B), L - T, diosgenin [ZAMAMMICIBUVNT, LI
ENTHIER AR SE D 2 L3RS,

A 1 hour after axotomy 7 days after axotomy Axotomy + Vehicle Axotomy + Diosgenin
NF-H GFAP NF-H GFAP NF-H GFAP NF-H

- , I 2 P
'l y \ !
; 3 'y \ 1
A 4 b
/ A\ o
i
Wt 1
i o

——

50 pm
5 *% 12,000
© n.s.
° o .
® 4 "é
% 8 i 2 8,000 Q_fo
cS's 3 ©
=
25 o § 400
. 2 g H S 4,000
Axotomy Vehicle or Diosgenin (p.o.) > 3 g 2
z 14 -
|IIIIIIIIIIII'IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII‘ £
3
7 days 15 days ~ oA 0

Veh Dios Veh Dios
Fig. 14: 8 EIWr~ 7 21Z%H9° 5 diosgenin DEhFE FEHEEA
KNP EHhZE O ddY ~ 7 A (EME, 8 i) (Txf L. Wi E 7213 diosgenin (0.1 pumol/kg/day) % 15
HERE G Lo, dOERERAEICI Y . NF-H BIEEIR (F) kKO GFAP 57 ) 7HER () %
Rt Uiz, SsRUINFERIC IS T HihsR B (um/100pum? LI EI) (B) K& OMIWMHIAE (C) & & L7z,
**p < 0.01, two-tailed unpaired #-test, mean + SD, vehicle (Veh), n = 3; diosgenin (Dios), n = 5 mice. [Yang &
Tohda, 2023a & ¥ 51, —#PekZ]
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2.3.2. %17 b L—H—% BV - YE S RIE AT E OO R A BRAZ

Diosgenin 7% SXFAD ~ 7 AN O ZFEHE U 7= dih58 & REEHED D D703 B R EELIC R E S 50
ERRETT A0 £ 2 AW TE R L—th—%& O TIMOARRIE I 21583 B EERE 21T o 7,

2. 1. E TRl Y | SRR ICBI D 2R (HPC) 2D ASEATE (PFC) |ZHhERH
B9 HARREIERICE B Lz, B8 (ventral; v) HPC TiZ72< . M| (dorsal; d) HPC 7>5 PEC ~D#f
RRAIEA T —F o 7 A VIZBE L TWD Z & & (Tzaki et al., 2008) X°, dHPC—PFC O#lsE 550
VHPC—PFC O#lR B4 L 0 £, %\ 2 & (Ahrlund-Richter et al., 2019) A SN TND Z L, K
fF7% Tl dHPC—PFC (2831} 2 Ml 54t 2 3 L 7=,

—EEHE L 7R N G K o TR T 2B 2 ikt T 272012, LTOFELZE-
7o FTEYPFGRNHTIE b L—Y—Dextran (3000 MW) Texas Red (JR) %451l PFC IZiEA L,
Jt4 PFC (ZHlSR B L QU =AM HPC M 2 13535, ot < B 51412, JediE NS & 42
< [A UAM PFCIZ 2 8 H O 7 b L—4—Dextran (3000 MW) FITC (&%) #7EATSH, oF v, #
Wy #e G bR 2N EEE L 7RI IR D 2 Je 2 ZEiE LTI b b b T M 5IC L -
THYR PR L7 AR Tk D 20, R 512 X - THARMNZENE b E b Lens- 7o x
TR OSED 2 TR S D Z 272D (Fig. 15A),

FPMRRERE S IER 72 ddY ~ v A (MM, 8 k) (CxtL, KA Liz& 25 (Emih /e
L), hb—%—%7EAL PFC HLIZHBWT, 2 A0 b L—V—NE2IZEr>7- (Fig. 15B), +
. ThD 2 AOMFTE B L—P—iF, 1FEA LR TO HPC MRS L < L2 > T\ (Fig.
15C),
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B Dextran Dextran

A Emis |

Texas Red FITC
1st tracer 21 days 7 days
E‘ Texas Red/FITC
- Dorsal
) *_/4 - %Q@ MRS ;
Lateral
@ %é,o - i‘\\”i/« RRBHE orc |
@ %Z/A -—) %&4 WRFE (%)
C Texas Red FITC Texas Red/FITC
HpC [l

Fig. 15: 2 B DHATHE b L—1— % V72 it (el B A8
A, OEhEZENE, OB FMME, OB AEZNENOMKMEE 2 A R, ) oW~ L —3
—IC o TR 214 A=V,
B, C, IE% ddY ~ w7 & (M, 8 #@#s) DAl PEC |2 Dextran Texas Red #1EA L., D 21 A#IC
Dextran FITC % PFC DRIFLIZIEA LTZ, (B) PFC (FEAEBAL) (28T D 2 AOW{THE b L—H—0
RV ¥, (C)2 AT b L—¥— Tk S 7 5 410 HPC #fHiial L E 2 > T\ D,

[Yang & Tohda, 2023a £ ¥ 51, —¥Fck%]
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2.3. 3. Diosgenin (Z & %5 SXFAD ~ U RFH—RIEAATEFIC 36T S WhR BB RAEAH Ot

Diosgenin 7% 5XFAD ~ 7 A HPC—PFC (23 T, Z&ffi L7 ihi5R &2 D723 B R E LIS iR S
HLH0E D NEMFTT D720 2 DWW T b L—H—Z AW RER 1T 7o,

5XFAD ~ U AKX wildtype ~ 7 A (#EME, 7-9 » Aln) 1ok, Y& 5RNETE N L—9—
Dextran (3000 MW) Texas Red (JR) Z 4l PFC |27 E A L7z, f\\ T E 7213 diosgenin (0.1
umol/kg/day) % 14 HEGE CRE D5 L, A PFC ¥A2i2 2 B O T b L —3 —Dextran (3000
MW) FITC (k%) Z{EA L7z (Fig. 16A), D 7 HiZIZHzERiH L. dHPC % & £efid) f1 % 5T NeuN Ht
KK O DAPI CHELAIEYLE L, CAL LT CA3IZ81F % NeuN B, 7> DAPL B O#MfTE k L—
TR A e E i EE L. (Fig. 16B, C),

CA1—PFC I8\ T, RSP E L7 AEMIAE (Texas Red F&fE72>2 FITC BtE) . diosgenin
WHICLVABEICHENT S Z EoRENT (Fig. 17A), £7-. IR GIRE oP il E2 235k L 7=k
HMAE (Texas Red F5iE>> FITC B&ME) #d. wild-type &l T SXFAD ~ 7 ADIEBE 5HECHEIS
HEAN L7223, diosgenin % $¢5-L7= 5XFAD ~ 7 A Cl3A EIZHEA L (Fig. 17B) ., diosgenin (2 J D #li5R
ZAE OMHENER N R S NIz, RN ZEMROHMED L7en > 72 naive fHFEHIIE (Texas Red B2y
FITC Bt) Fix. SXFAD ~ U A OIREEE 57 & lh~T diosgenin £ 5-# CHINT B 2~ L7z
(Fig. 17C), F 7=, 5XFAD ~ 7 A DIEEBG#E L diosgenin # G-HER] Tl JT4 PFC ([ZHliZE B35
PRREAIRE (42 Texas Red F5h) EUTEN RNV OO, WL & wild-type v 7 A & D L FEITE)
S>7=Z D5 (Fig. 17D) ., Y H-RIOBPEZ BT, SXFAD ~ 7 2Dl ClE wild-type ~ 7 A &
EARTRBEDOHBREMESEL Z > TWebDEE X bivd, FEMEH%IZ CA1—PFC T\ THIZR
B LTIl (42 FITC Btt) ki3, diosgenin % #5-L 7= SXFAD ~ 7 AT wild-type ¥ 7 A &
[FFEEEICE CHEICHEM LI Z 025, diosgenin £ 5:12 K - T 5XFAD ~ 7 A CliX wild-type ¥ 7 AT
VEHT 2 1F E OHRFEFNE E T\ D Z R sz (Fig. 17E), —J7. &HEIZHIT D NeuN Gt
FRARRE SR OF DAPI B MRRa S 221372 > 7= (Fig. 17F, G) .

CA3—PFC (2B TH, diosgenin #% 512 5 > T CAI—PFC DOGA L RO EN RENT- (Fig.

18), LLEX V. diosgenin %512 X - T 5XFAD ~ 7 2 HPC—PFC Tl., —EEZEH L-HhRZNEE
BiE, 2372 RN D RE I N> THEMET 5 Z LR Ehiz,
A o,
7 days 14 days 7 days

Vehicle or Diosgenin (p.o.)

Dextran
FITC

Dextran
Texas Red

Drug

administration @ Axonregenerated

@ Axon degenerated
O (@+®@) Naive
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B cA1 C ca3
Wild/Vehicle = 5XFAD/Vehicle 5XFAD/Diosgenin Wild/Vehicle 5XFAD/Vehicle 5XFAD/Diosgenin

/ N ~ s,

Texas Red
Texas Red

DAPI FITC
NeuN DAPI FITC

NeuN

NeuN
NeuN

Texas Red/
FITC/
Texas Red/
FITC/

400 pm

Fig. 16: Diosgenin > 5XFAD < 7 2 HPC—PFC (23317 5 J7 M8 2R 2 iR R EAE A

A-C, 5XFAD ~ 7 A (N wild-type ~ 7 A (MM, 7-9 & A ) A1 PFC |Z Dextran Texas Red % 7F A
L7z, £® 7 B L0 EEEE 721X diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) % 14 HE#E M #45- L, Dextran FITC %
PFC D[RIEMLIZIEA LTz, £ 7 BRI ZREH L. M8 & W THL NeuN $ifA & U8 DAPLIZ L %
HHIE G T o T2, BREOAM CAL1 (B) LUV CA3 (C) I8 51T F L—4— (Texas Red
JOVFITC) &N DAPL, NeuN OYetttg 759, #5E® 27 7 7%, Fig. 17 (CAl) XK TU* Fig. 18 (CA3) IZ
<9, [Yang & Tohda, 2023a £ 0 51, —HekZ]
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A TexasRed", FITC* TexasRed*, FITC € TexasRed", FITC*
(Axon regenerated) (Axon degenerated) (Naive)

1st tracer , 2nd tracer” neurons
in the CA1 (% of total neurons)
© 2 N © & o
1st tracer", 2nd tracer” neurons
in the CA1 (% of total neurons)
1st tracer‘, 2nd tracer® neurons
in the CA1 (% of total neurons)

Veh Veh Dios

Veh Veh Dios Veh Veh Dios

Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD

D  Total Texas Red* E Total FITC* F Total NeuN*neurons (@  Total DAPI* cells
(Originally proj d) ated and naive)

o

B

ok

leurons)

<
(3]
o
&
£
2
©
8
g
o
2

Total 2nd tracer” neurons
Total neurons in the CA1

in the CA3 (% of

Total 1st tracer* neurons
in the CA1 (% of total neurons)
e N a

0
Veh Veh  Dios Veh Veh Dios Veh Veh Dios Veh Veh Dios

wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD

Fig. 17: Diosgenin #5.7% 5XFAD < 7 2 D CA1—PFC ##XEIRIZ K IE -+ 7EH

Fig. 16B ODT&E 7 7 7, (A) Texas Red [&PE)>> FITC B, (B) Texas Red BitE72>> FITC [atE, (C)
Texas Red 517> FITC 5, (D) 4= Texas Red Bt & O (E) 42 FITC [t O#pfAIEL, (F) NeuN
Bt DAL, (G) DAPI BMERIAEEL, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA
post hoc Bonferroni test, mean £ SD, wild-type mice (Wild)/vehicle (Veh), n = 8; 5XFAD mice (5XFAD)/Veh, n
= 7; 5XFAD/diosgenin (Dios), n= 8 mice. [Yang & Tohda, 2023a X ¥V 5[/, —#BekZs]

o N & © ®

A Texas Red", FITC* B TexasRed*, FITC C  Texas Red", FITC*
(Axon regenerated) (Axon degenerated) (Naive)

@
3

N

1st tracer , 2nd tracer neurons
in the CA3 (% of total neurons)
o a2 N & » o

1st tracer‘, 2nd tracer” neurons
in the CA3 (% of total neurons)

1st tlacer", 2nd tracer” neurons
in the CA3 (% of total neurons)

a

Veh  Veh  Dios
Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD

Veh Veh Dios

Veh Veh Dios

O

Total Texas Red* E Total FITC F TotalNeuN*neurons (@  Total DAPI* cells
(Originally projected) (Regenerated and naive)

H
H
H

Total neurons in the CA3
Total cells in the CA3

Total 1st tracer” neurons
in the CA3 (% of total neurons)

Total 2nd tracer* neurons
in the CA3 (% of total neurons)

e N a o o
o N b @ ®

0
Veh Veh Dios Veh Veh Dios Veh Veh Dios

Veh Veh Dios

Wild SXFAD Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD

Fig. 18: Diosgenin #%5.7% 5XFAD < 7 2 D CA3—PFC ##XEIIZ K IE+7EH

Fig. 16C DOERY 7 7, (A) Texas Red (&7 FITC 5, (B) Texas Red Bt FITC &k, (C)
Texas Red [5%:7>> FITC B, (D) 4 Texas Red BhtE, KON (E) 4 FITC BEosfia. (B) &
FITC it AmAasL, (F) NeuN BtEefifiati, (G) DAPL MRS, **p < 0.01, ****p < 0.0001,
one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean == SD, wild-type mice (Wild)/vehicle (Veh), n = 8; 5XFAD mice
(5XFAD)/Veh, n = 7; 5XFAD/diosgenin (Dios), n = 8 mice. [Yang & Tohda, 2023a 2 ¥ 5|, —ckZ]
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2. 3. 4. g RS —RITSARTEFIC 36\ N T 1R R H e iR A = 12 BH 0 % 15t 20 DABRE AR R

Diosgenin {3 5-12 & > T S5XFAD ~ 7 ZAD RISV THIER N DR N H XRE X —7 >y MIFMHE L2 Z
EDD L EHERTE L < D708 o T AR RS & fili 3R 325 b L 72 s o To il Fh O 28k U 7[R 7 & e e
HNZEIE 2 2 & T ke BRI R RIS 59 DHRE 0 T2 RR LT,

SXFAD ~ v A (M, 7-9 » A#e) OFH PFC (¥4 T%: b L —¥ —Dextran (3000 MW) Texas Red %
HEAML, BIEEE 7213 diosgenin (0.1 pumol/kg/day) % 14 HELERGE CREO& G- L7, VT, Al PFC I
Dextran (3000 MW) FITC Z{EA L, WEIF Z/ER L7=, Al HPC 28\ T, EREBMHE Lo o7z
naive #HEEHIE (Texas Red itk FITC Ffh) 23 GHEL D 660 f& (n = 3 mice) . BRI FE L
ToAREEANE  (Texas Red [, FITC Bhtt) % diosgenin % 5-H#E L W 7201 (n = 3 mice), L —HF—~A
ruZAtrvary (LCM) IETHUIA KV ERIRLIZ, €O —/L LD total RNA %
L, DNA~A 7 a7 LA\ X D80T 21T > 7= (Fig. 19A),

—EEL EORBERH Y (Avg (log2) > 8) . M OREM TORBLEZLA SELL 2R Lo s 1T
W, invivo 87 A7 ) TN — MENT&#1T > 72, Transcriptome analysis console (TAC) f#EHT L 0 | [
g7 722V 7 (Fig. 19B) L HAGIX (Fig. 19C) ZAER L7, Z ORI, Zi s 2 T ORI
IZBIT BB TR NY — L, BHEICR LS TWDZ PRIz, £0, MmN R L2572
PRGN & e~ TSRS PR L7 M TId, &1 67 OBIaT28 5 LA RICRBM N £ 72138
LT (Table 3), Z DT, HiE N FHE Lo miiarh CHRIENTEE (THEM LK1 & LT,
SPARC (Secreted protein acidic rich in cysteine) % TN Galectin-1 (lectin, galactose binding soluble 1, Efx 1
4 Lgals) 127 H L7 (Fig. 19C),

A B

Vehicle Diosgenin

N
8

(@]

Fold change > 5

3
[
N

SPARC  Galectin-1

Log2>8..; * Fold change <-5

»
N

[ — ]
) : (=
&
Axon-regenerated Avg (log2)
I 5
S 2
.

(Texas Red*, FITCY) Axon-regenerated (Texas Red", FITCY)

o
)

ﬁ DNA Microarray ﬁ Naive  Avon-regenerated L T
Fig. 19: SR N E{H R U2 BHIIRZ2 A\ 2 invivo N5 A7 ) 7 b — Mfi#dT
A, fERMBE L7270y > 72 naive %Al (Texas Red B, FITC BitE) & O diosgenin $5¢ 5-12 & - CHif
ROVEH R L7 ARHIE  (Texas Red f2tE, FITCBGtE) #L—W—~A XA tr 3 (LCM) IZ
o L 1 EEEEL 72, MR O 7 — L3 total RNA ZHiHH L, DNA~A 27 a7 LA Z47-7-,
B, C, Transcriptome analysis console (TAC) % H\ T, naive ##SHIIE & 838 A EHR R L 7= 4Rt o
BIE TR T a7y A NVEWE Y 7 A2 7 B) BLOEAGX (C) T L7z (Avg (log2) > 8, fold
change > 5), HHERNFHHE L 72 HIE TlX, SPARC M TN Galectin-1 OFE ENPFIZE -T2,

[Yang & Tohda, 2023a L ¥ 51 H. —#IkZ]

l Laser capture microdissection (LCM) l




Table 3: BHR DS EHE U /2RIt CRILEN SELUL LB L (2> Avg (log2) >8) BiaF—E
[ Yang & Tohda, 2023a £ ¥ 51, —#ckZ]

Axon- Fold o
NO. f\?&\gzt;ad Avg (log2) | Change Gene Symbol | Description
1 15.44 11.44 15.95 Sparc secreted acidic cysteine rich glycoprotein
2 14.4 10.54 14.53 KIk6 kallikrein related-peptidase 6
3 11.85 8.08 13.64 Mia melanoma inhibitory activity
4 12.98 9.6 10.38 Ermard ER membrane associated RNA degradation
5 11.34 8.06 9.73 Psmd10 ?Boteasome (prosome, macropain) 26S subunit, non-ATPase,
6 12.13 9.01 8.71 Tgm1 transglutaminase 1, K polypeptide
7 11.05 8.03 8.12 Spp1 secreted phosphoprotein 1
8 13.05 10.12 7.6 Arpci1b actin related protein 2/3 complex, subunit 1B
9 12.71 9.8 7.49 Gm3435 predicted gene 3435
10 13.7 10.8 7.47 Cxcl16 chemokine (C-X-C motif) ligand 16
11 11.95 9.08 7.32 Sv2a synaptic vesicle glycoprotein 2 a
12 11.78 8.93 7.23 Fam183b family with sequence similarity 183, member B
13 14.9 12.14 6.79 Lgals1 lectin, galactose binding, soluble 1
14 11.37 8.61 6.77 Bst2 bone marrow stromal cell antigen 2
15 11.9 9.14 6.77 Stxbp6 syntaxin binding protein 6 (amisyn)
16 | 14.77 12.05 6.59 D030025P20RI | RIKEN cDNA 9030025P20 gene
17 13.15 10.45 6.52 Pmp22 peripheral myelin protein 22
18 11.1 8.46 6.23 Mrpl27 mitochondrial ribosomal protein L27
19 10.67 8.05 6.14 Mih1 mutL homolog 1 (E. coli)
20 11.26 8.66 6.08 Med7 mediator complex subunit 7
21 11.68 9.11 5.91 Sdhb succinate dehydrogenase complex, subunit B, iron sulfur (Ip)
22 11.53 8.97 5.9 Ntng1 netrin G1
23 10.6 8.08 5.76 Sycp1 synaptonemal complex protein 1
24 12.36 9.84 5.73 Polr2e polymerase (RNA) Il (DNA directed) polypeptide E
25 12.26 9.74 5.71 Ccnc cyclin C
w | i I e L I e e
27 12.46 10.02 5.42 Susd4 sushi domain containing 4
28 11.28 8.86 5.37 Zfand2a zinc finger, AN1-type domain 2A
29 13.36 10.94 5.36 (k)610009822R| RIKEN cDNA 0610009B22 gene
30 10.94 8.54 5.28 Rab33b RAB33B, member RAS oncogene family
31 12.21 9.83 5.21 Psma1 proteasome (prosome, macropain) subunit, alpha type 1
32 11.09 8.72 5.17 Pbk PDZ binding kinase
33 13.08 10.72 5.14 Fcgr3 Fc receptor, 1gG, low affinity IlI
34 10.8 8.44 5.12 Nipsnap3b nipsnap homolog 3B (C. elegans)
35 10.96 8.61 5.11 Gng8 guanine nucleotide binding protein (G protein), gamma 8
36 10.39 8.03 5.11 Nudt22 nudix (nucleoside diphosphate linked moiety X)-type motif 22
37 11.77 9.42 5.09 Pycard PYD and CARD domain containing
38 10.52 8.18 5.05 Stk19 serine/threonine kinase 19
39 15.33 13 5.04 Cd9 CD9 antigen
40 11.57 9.24 5.01 D11Wsu47e DNA segment, Chr 11, Wayne State University 47, expressed
41 11.32 13.69 -5.18 Ppp1r9b protein phosphatase 1, regulatory subunit 9B
42 9.14 11.52 -5.2 Zhx1 zinc fingers and homeoboxes 1
43 10.32 12.7 -5.22 Ccdc88c coiled-coil domain containing 88C
44 8.52 10.91 -5.24 Fmo1 flavin containing monooxygenase 1
45 10.74 13.16 -5.35 Bag5 BCL2-associated athanogene 5
46 8.13 10.57 -5.43 Zdhhc2 zinc finger, DHHC domain containing 2
47 9.49 11.95 -5.53 Crip1 cysteine-rich protein 1 (intestinal)
48 10.19 12.71 -5.71 Wfs1 Wolfram syndrome 1 homolog (human)
49 9.13 11.7 -5.92 Gmcl1 germ cell-less homolog 1 (Drosophila)
50 9.39 11.99 -6.06 Mpp6 membrane protein, palmitoylated 6 (MAGUK p55 subfamily
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member 6)

51 8.38 10.99 -6.09 Uhmk1 U2AF homology motif (UHM) kinase 1
52 8.65 11.3 -6.28 Flna filamin, alpha
53 9.01 11.67 -6.31 Sgms1 sphingomyelin synthase 1
54 9.29 12 -6.58 Zfp609 zinc finger protein 609
55 8.99 11.71 -6.62 Alkbh8 alkB, alkylation repair homolog 8 (E. coli)
56 9.74 12.5 -6.74 Mpped1 metallophosphoesterase domain containing 1
57 8.72 11.56 -7.17 Fam60a family with sequence similarity 60, member A
58 9.81 12.68 -7.32 Pwwp2a PWWP domain containing 2A
59 | 8.15 1113 -7.88 :?(630005N14R RIKEN cDNA B630005N14 gene
60 8.34 11.45 -8.65 Nbr1 neighbor of Brca1 gene 1
61 8.72 11.87 -8.87 Actr3b ARP3 actin-related protein 3B
62 8.38 11.57 -9.09 Neurod6 neurogenic differentiation 6
63 10.17 13.36 -9.1 Ndnf neuron-derived neurotrophic factor
. Pcmt1; protein-L-isoaspartate (D-aspartate) O-methyltransferase 1;
64 |85 11.85 1021 | 5020402 cDNA sequence BC020402
65 8.28 11.98 -13.06 Mapk10 mitogen-activated protein kinase 10
66 9.06 13.1 -16.43 Sfxn5 sideroflexin 5
67 11.56 16.22 .25.26 GmM11096 predicted gene 11096 [Source:MGlI

Symbol;Acc:MGI:3779332]
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2. 3. 5. Diosgenin L& 2315 B HRE IR & ) SXFAD < 7 A D SPARC DRBREIZKIETHEORE

Diosgenin (& & 24 C D FF AR5 70l 28 B R A RO 2 EMBIE 7D 1 DIZ, Spare MIFIE STz,
Z ZTEY. diosgenin AUEIZ K% SPARC DFHLELAVDOFHUENZ LRV BE L~V THIE SN D )
E D MITHONT, ddY ¥ 7 A (E14) OHFERHAFRGHNE & O SXFAD ~ 7 A DY) & VTRt L7,

3 HEOH RS U 7= SR A S PA 8 £ 721 diosgenin (1 uM) Z4LE L, D 4 HIRIZHX V37
Z % . western blot |2 & > T SPARC ORBIEAZ LI L7, TORFR., WHEAER & T
diosgenin Z QL& U /-S4 REHIIN TlX, SPARC ORHENA RN L7 (Fig. 20A), F£7-. wild-
type ¥ 7 A KON 5XFAD v 7 & (MR, 7-9 » H ) ICHIEE 7213 diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) % 14 H
M CRR N G L, MBI % IV THL SPARC HiiA & O NeuN iR L 2 #b /g et 2175 72

(Fig. 20B), Z DO#ER, wild-type ¥ 7 A & [b_T S5XFAD ¥ 7 A CAl fEIKTiX, NeuN [5G

i HiZ35V T SPARC AR L., diosgenin Z #£5- L7 SXFAD ~ 7 A CldfftAfa o> SPARC
NAEBEICHI L7 (Fig. 20C), LLEX Y. diosgenin (T & » THIFESHINE O SPARC ¥ L /37 B L
JVTHENT D 2 & DR STz,

[
°

SPARC W s

o

GAPDH /- wsm—

Expression of SPARC
(/IGAPDH) [ratio to Veh]

Veh Dios

Veh Dios

(@]

B Wild/Vehicle 5XFAD/Vehicle 5XFAD/Diosgenin

[N}
1=}
1=

SPARC

Le)
g

-
=)
=3

@

Expression level of SPARC
o

in neuron (% of 5XFAD/Veh)

SPARC/NeuN
o

Veh Veh Dios
wild 5XFAD

Fig. 20: Diosgenin L& (2 X 5 SPARC D ¥ L X7 & L)L DB

A, 3 HHEREE L7- ddY (E14) ~ 7 AWEE WA ARHIIRI VR E & 72 13 diosgenin (1 uM) % 4 H [HJALE
L7, Hife lysate 2 1/ER L. western blot T SPARC } () GAPDH DO #Hi & % %€ L. SPARC/GAPDH ?
FEEAZFEH L7, **p<0.01, two-tailed unpaired #test, mean + SEM, vehicle (Veh), n = 7; diosgenin (Veh), n
= 7 lysates. B, C, &% 721% diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) % 14 HIH#E D& 5 L7z wild-type ~ 7 A KN
SXFAD ~ v A (M, 7-9 » Afin) OREIRIZ OV T, Hi SPARC iR K O NeuN HLific X 540
TPt 24TV CAL SEIIZF51T D NeuN BEPEMESMIEH > SPARC DI BLE A HIE L7z, **p < 0.01,
*H%k*p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SD, wild-type mice (Wild)/Veh, n = 5;
5XFAD mice (5XFAD)/Veh, n = 5; 5XFAD/Dios, n = 6 mice. [Yang & Tohda, 2023a & Y 5H. —#ickZ]
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2.3. 6. ARl D SPARC / v 7 F' 7 L 33 diosgenin IZ & BB E/ER I RIETREOKRG
ZZE TOMFETL Y, diosgenin MHHEAIILF D SPARC ZHEMSE D Z ENHLNI -T2, £ 2
T, diosgenin (T & % SPARC DM R RICED 5008 9 it 272012, el o
smmc%/y7ﬁﬁybt%%(ﬂmAEAK;é)T&wwmm;é%$@§¢%%@ﬁtto
RSP REARE L2 negative control siRNA & 72 (% SPARC siRNA (30 nM) % GFP vector (0.4 pug) & iz
7ﬁmﬁV—V5V%T%AL\%@3H%Kﬁﬁm&ﬁ%&@ﬁMWHﬁﬁiéaﬁﬁE%@%
11572, siRNA ANMEA XU 7- kil & 2 DA Ol XA L CERT 572012, GFP TrRIf{LE
AT AR BN T D2, SPARC DFEBLE K DMk E 2 HIE L7z (Fig. 21A), € OGS, SPARC
SIRNA EAIZ LV | RS O SPARC OFBLEITAEICHEAD L7z2y (Fig. 21B), iR RICHENT
RozhoTz (Fig 21C), W\ T, [FERICHERSAFRHIILIC negative control siRNA F 721X SPARC
siRNA (30 nM) % GFP vector 2 ug) £ Hicm 17 bRl —v 3 5 TEAL 3 H&R#%E L= (SPARC
D w7 Ey L ENT) %, A E 721X diosgenin (1 uM) % 4 HRJALE L, #EEmERGaziTo72
(Fig. 21D), ZD#E5E, SPARC siRNAEAIZ LV | diosgenin [T X H#fEAaHIZ351F % SPARC D
fn (Fig. 21E), KOs EIER (Fig. 21F) X860 HHK L7z, BLEX Y| diosgenin (2 X B #HFE

REVEFNCIL, AR T SPARC OIS MAETH H Z &S iz,
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Fig. 21: ##&HD SPARC / v 7 & 7 12 X % diosgenin DEFE{HFAEH ~ 0D 2
A, ddY (E14) ~ v AYEEAMRESEARGAZIZ, negative control siRNA 721X HSC70 siRNA (30 nM) %
GFP vector (0.4 pg) L3Llc=1L 7 fuRb—T g VEETHA L, B#E LY 3 H#IZ, $1 SPARC Hiik
F OT pNF-H HUiA X 2 806 g Yett 21T - 72, GFP Bt (siRNA 2VE A iz, SRKHE) hEsiniaic
DUV, (B) MifldH1 o> SPARC DF Bl &} O (C) ik & A HIE L7z, ***p <0.001, unpaired ¢-test, mean =
SEM, (B) n =40-59 neurons, (C) n = 17-24 photos.
D, ddY (E14) ~ 7 A¥FRAMESEARESIINIZ, negative control siRNA 72 (% HSC70 siRNA (30 nM) %
GFP vector (0.4 pg) & HIZ= L7 bR L —T a AETHEA L, 553 3 HIZIZ, B E 7213 diosgenin
(1 pM) ZALE L, ZD 4 HEICHEEREYREZ{T o7, GFP [t (siRNA 23S A STz, fkRER) Af
FEAIEZ DU T (E) Al o0 SPARC DOFEBLE M T (F) #8 £ 2 MIE L7z, *p <0.05, ***p < 0.001; #p
< 0.05, ###Htp < 0.0001 vs siControl/Veh or siControl/Dios, unpaired #-test, mean + SEM, (E) n = 30-51 neurons,
(F) n = 18-24 photos.

[Yang & Tohda, 2023a L ¥ 51 H. —#kZ]
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2.3. 7. YRR RS ARHIAN T D SPARC B RIRIRIT L B #hFE B EAER OBRET

ZZETOMFTL Y, diosgenin |2 X DHFFEHIALH T SPARC OEEMNAS, #hER{HRIZEHE /51T
b5 LNRE T, £ 2T, SPARC O¥MABIRMEICEER 5T 20 E I DEHFT 572012,
T IREE T A LA (AAV) N7 Z—Z% T, SPARC Z ARl ia s A I BB EL L 7=,

RS Rr B 72 7" 1 B — & —Synapsin 1 (Synl) T C. mouse SPARC } (X Cerulean (T fadiit) %%
B9 5 AAV9 X7 #— (AAV-SPARC), F 721 Syn! T Cerulean DA% FHHL9 5 2> h m—/L AAV9
~7 % — (AAV-Control) %7 X —bE/LZ—th X O MEA LTz, WSS, WBEEZI1X 5 x 10°,
5 x 10° 5 x 107 GC (genome copies)/ul ® AAV-Control & 721Z AAV-SPARC Z4LiE L, =D 7 HRITHL
SPARC $ifk, HT Map2 HiLik, K OWT pNF-H Fifk X 28 EYeta 21T o7, T OREER. Map2 Bttt
FEAMIRPIZ351T 5 SPARC D% Hi L, AAV-Control & FE~_T AAV-SPARC ALEIZ X V| 5 x 10° GC/ul
LED AAV BEEICBWTAHEICHEML (Fig. 22A, B). SPARC OEEIFERNFE R SN, £7-.
SPARC DI HIFEHL (5 x 10° GC/ul AAV-SPARC L&) (22 V| pNF-H [t O#IRENFGEIZIEIN L7

(Fig. 22C, D), LA EX V| MBS RHIIRICH 1T D SPARC OIBFEIRILN, EEEREEICED S
ZERENT,
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Fig. 22: ¥ B IS EARHI T D SPARC BRIFEIC & 28z HE/EH

ddY (E14) ~ v AR AMRETZEARRGIARIZ, 5 x 10°, 5 x 10% 5 x 107 GC/ul (A, B) F721% 5X10° GC/ul
(C, D) ® AAV-Control (AAV9-Synl-Cerulean-WPRE) &% 72 & AAV-SPARC (AAV9-Synl-mSparc-IRES-
Cerulean-WPRE) % 7 H L& L, $t SPARC HUA K& UL Map2 HiLik (A, B), £ 72135t pNF-H HLi& (C, D)
K DEEGOEAT 572, A, B, Map2 FEVERRESHIIR A T SPARC OREBIEZER L7z, *+*¥p <
0.0001 vs same concentration of AAV-Control, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SEM, n = 337—
558 neurons. C, D, pNF-H BPEElE K4 E & L7=, *p<0.05, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean
+ SEM, n = 10-16 photos. [ Yang & Tohda, 2023a £ YV 5[, —ck%]
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2.3. 8. VB MIRAAE T SPARC IBEIRIIZ L 5 SXFAD ~ ¥ R OFEESEIER Ot

WAL Z 35T 5 SPARC DIEFIFELN, WIRMRICEERFE T2 LR ani, 22
TWIZ, WEARSHIIZIS T D SPARC OiEIFEELL SXFAD ~ 7 A DR BEE L& ET 20 E 9 Ml
DT, AAV XY X —ZWHITEAT H 2 LI K- Tl L7,

F9. AR AAV-SPARC X7 % —73, ~ 7 ZAOWREAMREAIILIZ 35U T SPARC Ol B 4 35 %8
T 2NE D OIEERET 21T 572, Wildtype ~ 7 A (WP, 7-9 » A ) OGS CAl fEIkIC
x 10" GC/site @ AAV-Control F721L AAV-SPARC Z{EA L7, D 14, 21, F7203 28 HIZITHZ i
L. M)A Z AW THL SPARC HUA K Ot NeuN HUik L a0t sfzduta 217 -7 (Fig. 23). £ OfER,
ETO< T ATEBWT, CAl fHIK TIL AAV H2KED Cerulean # Y MH Sviz, £ Z 0B, D 7el
&b AAVIEA LY 14 (Fig. 23A). 21 (Fig. 23B), &1 28 (Fig. 23C) HEDRETDHZ A LA b
2B T, AAV-SPARC VEAIZ K > T NeuN [P #AIL A2 51T 5 SPARC OFBLEIIAEIZTHM L
7oo LLEX D 1 x10"° GCsite ® AAV-SPARC ZVEAT H &, T AD CAl (2 THFRHHAL D
SPARC 2V EIFEEL S5 Z & AR S iz,

feN T, wild-type ¥ 7 A KN 5XFAD ~ U A (M, 7-9 » Ain) Ol CAL fHiEIZ, 1 x 10
GClsite > AAV-Control £7213 AAV-SPARC Z{EA L, AAV {EALY 21 ARZRICHIRBIGIEABRZIT
~7= (Fig. 24A), Z OfER, AAV-SPARC DiEAIZ X > T 5XFAD ~ 7 A OWYIRFEIGEIRIIA B o
L7z, ftWT, ZNH~ T RIZDOWNT, AAV IEA LY 23 A#%ICZEMRERBREZ1T -7 (Fig. 24B),
ZDOFEF, AAV-SPARC DVEAIT L - T 5XFAD ¥ 7 A DOWERAGTE LA RICKE L, S5,
AAV FEA LY 24 HiLIZ BREIBR 21T >7- (Fig. 24C-E), T OER, AAVIEA LD~ T ADHEF
MEE) G EhiRRE, ME1T ISR 2 st . AEIR ) (ICRERIZZIER Do, Ee,
AAV FEANIZ L > T 7 AZBHEREEZLS o2 o7 (Fig. 24F), DL EORER LV | WE
FAMIICI 1T D SPARC OIBFEIFEILC L - T, SXFAD ~ 7 ADFEEENUET D Z ENH LML 7R

-7z,

INBHTRIZONT, AAV HEALY 25 HZICHARGH L, )7 %2 Tt SPARC HLik KO
BT NeuN HUA L Dt esa et 217> 7= (Fig. 24G, H), T OFEHE, £ THO~ 7 AZBW T, CAl 8
M TlT AAV H2KED Cerulean H#EMH S 4L, AAV BEA SN TWD Z LR SN, F7-. Fig.
20C DOFER L —E L T, wildtype ~ 7 A & T 5XFAD ~ 7 A CAl TiE NeuN [G P Amia iz
BT SPARC PNAEICHAD T 5 Z L3R Sz (Fig. 2dH), — 4. AAV-SPARC #{F A L7
SXFAD ~ U A TlE, MM+ D SPARC SHEICHIMLCEBY  (Fig. 24H) , —#E O TEEER T C
CA1 #SHIEIZ 35V T SPARC O RFIFEBLAHERF S 1L T2 2 & DR ST,

IHIZ, ZNH T AZOUNT, CAI—PFC OFRREIFRIZISIT 5 2 7 RIERAEH & st g de i
TRt L7= (Fig. 241), PFC fEIKICHEGT L T2 CAL MESHAE OISR FSARIRIL, AAV 13K Cerulean
WL > Tk SN B 728, PFC 1D NeuN BHMEmfdMila (F A8 L2125 Cerulean,
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Synaptophysin BEIERTS 7" A KON PSD9S5 BEts o7 A 3 L {fEmfE L E& LTz, Z O
R, wild-type ¥ 7 A & T 5XFAD ¥ 7 A Tld, CA1—PFC D> F 7 R A EIZREA LT
7273, SPARC DiAFEPEIHIZ L » T 7T AERPAEIMEET D Z EVrEn7- (Fig. 24)), LLED
FEFL D . CAL M#EAHAE T SPARC OIBFIEELIZ L - CRllEREFE NS L7z SXFAD ~ 7 A T,
PFCHETD L F T ATER bIEE SN TN D Z LR B M o7z,

A 14 days after AAV injections
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o

Cont  SPARC
Fig. 23: AAV-SPARC {EAIZ £ 5+ 7 AN TD SPARC IBRIFEH DR

Wild-type ~ 7 A (MM, 7-9 » Afn) OH] CA11Z, 1 x 10'° GC/site AAV-Control ¥ 721X AAV-SPARC
BHEALTZ, AAV FEALY 14 (A), 21 (B)., £721% 28 (C) HZICMZHH L, MY R 2 v Tt
SPARC &} Ut NeuN HUiR L D a0t fufgdeta 217 > 7, M5 CAl SEIIZISIT D NeuN [ REHE
fas > SPARC DO¥Hl &% Ef L7z, ***p < 0.001, unpaired ttest, mean = SD, n = 6 photos (2 mice; 3
photos/mouse). [ Yang & Tohda, 2023a & ¥ 5H, —HBckZ]
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Fig. 24: ¥ BRI T SPARC DIBFIFEELIZ L % SXFAD = 7 2 DI EREEWREIEH

Wild-type ¥ 7 A K TN SXFAD v 7 A (HfME, 7-9 4 Hilin) Ol CALfEIIZ, 1 % 10" GC/site D AAV-
Control ¥ 7213 AAV-SPARC Z{FE A L7z,

A, B, AAVIEA LY 21 BREICWIARMGEERR (A), 23 BRICZEMGEERR B) 22 T 7=,
Training session & Test session 454 10 73 HIf TV, A > X —70id 1 BERNCERE LT, HrariRiost4
L. EIINEEZBE LIRS D~ U A OB A FHAI L, preferential index (%) & & H L7z,
**A%p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test. A significant drug x test interaction was found using
repeated-measures two-way ANOVA [F(2, 15) =24.30, p <0.0001 (A), [F(2, 15)=35.74, p < 0.0001 (B), ###p <
0.0001, post hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SD, n = 6 mice.

C-F, AAVIEA LY 24 RRICHEESABRZIT -7z, 10 0H OB BTEZ S8, B (C) . &
T AN %32 J7 safaf B (D) K OREIRR (B) 220 & JIE L=, p>0.05, one-way ANOVA post
hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SD, n = 6 mice. (F) AAV {EAIZ X D~ ZDIREHFS, p > 0.05, repeated-
measures two-way ANOVA, mean = SD, n = 6 mice.

G, H, AAVEA LY 25 RIS, MEHGH L, MU0 2 F\O T SPARC A & O NeuN HiLif X %8
St Y A AT o 72, WS CAL fEIIZI51T D NeuN [tEttiAlid o> SPARC DR BLE 4 E & L7z,
**p <0.01, ***p <0.001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean == SD, n = 6 mice.

L J, AAVIEA LY 25 BH#IZ, & RH L. K80 & U THL Synaptophysin fLiA<, £t PSD95 Hifk, K&
UL NeuN PR L Bt oo ettt 217> 72, NeuN BEEMEHINE (st EiZBIF5 Cerulean,
Synaptophysin, &% (X PSD95 DI JR7EHfE A2 H H L7=, *p < 0.05, ****p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA post
hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SD, n = 6 mice.

[Yang & Tohda, 2023a L ¥ 51 H. —#kZ]
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2.3.9. SPARCIEBRIFEHLIZ & 5 SXFAD ~ U AEH—RIEHATEFIC 61T 5 WhR BB RAEAH OtRat

HPC ##SHIIICI 1T D SPARC OBEIFEIIA, SXFAD ~ 7 ADGFLEEE 2 W9 25 2 &3 5z
7RofzZ Eb, KWV T, SPARC IHEIFEHUZ L 5 SXFAD + 7 A HPC—PFC |Z331F % #ihsZ i R AEH
[Z2OWT, AR 2 AT THE b b —Y—%& F 72 R 2R TR L7z,

S5XFAD ~ 7 A KON wild-type ~ 7 A (HEME, 7-9 » An) (Zxi L., 47 b L —3 —Dextran (3000
MW) Texas Red (#%) Z4{fl PECIZIEA L7z, Hev  THIAI CAT FEIIZ, 1 % 10" GC/site @ AAV-Control
FE721L AAV-SPARC ZFEA L, ZD 21 HZIZAM PFC (T 2 4 H OifTH: » L —H —Dextran (3000
MW) FITC (%) Z7EA L7 (Fig. 25A), dHPC % &TefMbl % 1 NeuN Hiik CHOEHREY A L, CAl
SN CA3IZ351F D NeuN [tEn2iif Tk ~ L— Y — Gt ompifdfifuti a2 22 E& L. (Fig. 25B).,

ZDFER, CAI—PFC IZBWT, BHERNFME L7 (Texas Red F&PEDD FITC Bhtt) %0
SPARC IBFEIFEUC LV AEICHENT 5 Z LRSSz (Fig. 25C), £7-. AAV EA I B H
(\ZHHSE DN ZEE L 7oA (Texas Red BEitEn>> FITC fath) #ud. wild-type & T 5XFAD ~ 7 A
DV G CHEIZHEIM L7223, SPARC 2R IFEEL L 72 SXFAD v 7V A CIIAREICEA L7z (Fig
25D), F7o. MIRPEMELHE D L7 o 72 naive MEHIAD (Texas Red 1A FITC BtE) #0x
5XFAD ~ 7 A® AAV-Control #f & lb~"C AAV-SPARC B CHEIZHMM L (Fig. 25E)., Fig. 25D & [FIEE
|2 SPARC I K 2 BhRIEER R STz, $£72, 5XFAD ~ 7 A D AAV-Control ff & AAV-
SPARC #EfHITld, T4 PFC IZHIIZR G ~ 2 #hed i (4 Texas Red (i) #ZEN 72 < £MiEs
t wild-type ~ 7 A L LR THEILE?» 722 L2 5  (Fig. 25F) . AAV EARTOBREIZIB W T,
5XFAD ~ U ZADW#E T wild-type ¥ 7 A & AR TRIREOIRZEMNEZ > TV b D B HIL
%o Flo. AAV FEAZIZ CA1—PFC (2B W THIZR S L TV 7oA HIAL (42 FITC BatE) #ix
SPARC Z @ E L 7= 5XFAD ~ 7 A2 T wild-type ¥ 7 A L [FIFEE, £7213F Ll BICE THEICHEM
L7=Z &5, SPARCIEEIFEIIZ X > T 5XFAD ~ 7 A Tl wild-type ~ 7 A ZVCEET 5 1 E & Dz
FREETWD Z AR (Fig 25G), — . KRECEIT S NeuN BtErhifaslc 21370
~7- (Fig.25H),

CA3 TN T S AAV HIRD Cerulean FOEMRH S 722 Lv6 . CA3—PFC IZBWTHER
EiToT-, ZDOFER, SPARC DiEFEIFEBLZ & > T CA1—PFC & [REEOFERI /RS- (Fig. 26), LA
&Y HPCHREAIALIZ 35\ T SPARC Z i BIFEEL T 57217 T, 5XFAD ¥ 7 A D HPC—PFC |23\ T
—FEFEE LIRS R IEBE, o072 B RE ML Mo TR T2 2 L3RS,
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Fig. 25: SPARC iBEIFE T X 5 5XFAD <~ 7 2D CA1—PFC (28} 2 EhFRE MR 1EH
A, B, 5XFAD ¥ 7 A}y (M wild-type ~ 7 A (M, 7-9 » Ain) 4518 PFC | Dextran Texas Red % JEA
L7z, £0 7 BRI, FHHl CALFEIZ 1 x 10'° GC/site @ AAV-Control & 72 1% AAV-SPARC Z7EA L |
AAV IEA LY 21 A#(Z Dextran FITC %z PFC DIREMLIZIEA LIz, €D 7 AT A2 L. M A
Z VN THE NeuN FLRIC & B8t Yeta 21T o 72, (B) FREOAM CALIZEB T 5 THE ~ L—H—
(Texas Red X OV FITC) K U NeuN OYetaff 73,
C-H, A1 CA1 28I} 5 (C) Texas Red [atE7>> FITC B D4 #SHIAR%, (D) Texas Red 547> FITC
EPEDOMREHIINEL, (E) Texas Red (517> FITC [P EDOAREHINEL, (F) 4= Texas Red BotErs a2,
(G) 4= FITC B AR MAEE. (H) NeuN Bt ilaEL, *p <0.05, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001, one-
way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SD, n = 7-8 mice.
[ Yang & Tohda, 2023a £ ¥ 5|, —#BckZ]
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Fig. 26: SPARC IBRIFHIC X 5 SXFAD = 7 2D CA3—PFC (23} 2 iR E M EEA

5XFAD v 7 A KN wild-type v 7 A (MM, 7-9 » Hiiin) D41l PFC (2 Dextran Texas Red 7 A L7-,
Z® 7 HEIZ, A CALFEIERIZ 1 x 10'° GClsite  AAV-Control & 7213 AAV-SPARC Z7EA L, AAV 7%
ALY 21 A12IZ Dextran FITC % PFC ORIFNLICIEA LT, €D 7 BRI AZRLE L, MO A 2 v
THL NeuN HLIRIC L a0 Y eZYeta 24T 572, AAV B3RO Cerulean #5678 CA3 12 —HBIAD - TV
LT EMER LTz (T — X RKER), A CA3IZHEIT D (A) Texas Red [EMED D FITC Bt Az
#. (B) Texas Red [5i£7)>D FITC 2P O HIE4. (C) Texas Red B2 FITC [ DM,
(D) 4 Texas Red [t ErRHIRREL, (E) 4 FITC B RSMIAEL, (F) NeuN Boi 2rhdiifnti, ***p <
0.001, ****p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SD, n = 7-8 mice. [Yang & Tohda,
2023a K W 5IH, —#sAE]
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2.3.10. ¥ RE—RIEHRTERIC 31T 2 MR iR & SLIEUCEE A DELEAY 72 BRER DIREE
ZZETORGTEL Y, HPC #HIlRIZ 31T 5 SPARC DI HLIY, SXFAD ~ 7 A DL Bk E % &
# L, HPC—PFC |28 MR RICH 535 Z LB MnE e oT-, 2T, T TORMZE

B EEMICRLEREEFOUEICT G 5] NEMEET 5729012, DREADDs & A7 A (Zhu & Roth,

2014) % W7o BERE FINRER] FEBR A2 1T o 72,

DREADD [1i#5 AR G ¥ VXV BEIEZHIK (GPCR) #5303, WEMED Ho R EFSET,
ANTHINZERENTZT AT —U T RiIZL > TOREMILENDIZHEIKTH D, KWL TIX, Gi
A GPCR T 5 hM4Di KDY v RTHDH 7 a P -N-AF F (CNO) (Mahler & Aston-Jones,
2018) ZFIFH L. hM4Di FEAFEHIAL O REE 2 CNO 12 &K » TRzl 4 5 FiE4 v,
hM4Di & & %12 SPARC % HPC ARy A RIREEL L, Eh SARRRAIL DR A3 B9+ 2 PFC
£V CNO ZFFHEAT 5 Z L2 X 5T, SPARC DEEIFHL I 7= HPC 76 PFC IZHSH 3 D HhiEk %
It LTt IEE D A 2 B9 2 2 & il T,

SPARC & & |2 hM4Di & it HifE I B RIFE T 5 AAV9 (AAV-SPARC-hM4Di) KO D= kr
—/L AAV9 (AAV-Control-hM4Di) %7 X —bE X —tL X VA L7z, £9. AAV-hM4Di-SPARC |Z
LoTH, T AOUBEBARAMIZIZFHB VT SPARC OIBEFENHER SN D0 E 2 O IERE 217
7, Wild-type v 7 A (#EPE, 7-9 » Hilin) OMAMER CA1EIZ, 1 x 10" GC/site @ AAV-Control-
hM4Di & 7213 AAV-SPARC-hM4Di Z7EA L7, Z® 21 F£7-1% 28 BRI AHEH L. M8l 2 v
PT SPARC HUA L UL NeuN HUil L Dt feZ e taz47-7- (Fig. 27), T ORR., £2TO~ T RIZE
WC, CAIl fEITIE AAV HI2ED Cerulean (= hM4Di) 2 Sz, £7-. AAV IEA LY 21 (Fig.
27A) }O*28 (Fig. 27B) H#IZEUW T, AAV-SPARC-hM4Di % £ AIZ I > T NeuN PR AmAE H (2
B1F% SPARC OFBEIIFEICHEIM LT, BT, ZNENLDH A LKA > MIEW T, Cerulean
Bhtt HPC #REEAINE OB SRAE AR, M7 T PFCHEHIICHELL TRV, PFC/ 6 CNO ZiEAT D Z &1
& 5T Cerulean (hM4Di) FEHAREANRL OMFITE 24061 L 5 5 & Bbhiz,

T, wildtype ¥ 7 AR OY SXFAD ~ 7 A (M, 7-9 » His) Omiffl CA1 f8EIZ, 1 x 10"
GC/site > AAV-Control-hM4Di % 72 (% AAV-SPARC-hM4Di ZiEA L7z, F7z, Fig. 22-26 (2B THW
7= AAV-Control (A5 CTlX AAV-Control-empty & F97) %, hM4Di Z 5Bl L 72\ negative control -~ 72
HZ—& LTCHERICHW ., BT, CNO 254 5HA T =2 — L% AAV {EAS L& RIRFZ, W
PFC #F 705 X 2I1C LT L7z (Fig. 28A), AAV JEA LY 21 H&IZ, PFC LV AFREK

(CNO @ negative control) Z #5956 (FFEEEINH 72 L) OMETRIGERREZIT > 72 (Fig.
28B), AFERHEIKIE, FLERBRD training session & THRE HIZ, AL =2 — 1L %4 LT PFCIZHEA
L7z, EODOfER. AAV-Control-empty M (8 AAV-Control-hM4Di % {E A L7z wild-type ¥~ 7 A CTi, &
HINEFH THo T2, =2 — L OHALRL hM4DI OFRIZ DL DN~ 7 ZADOFEENEE KT
NI LR ENTZ, —J7. 5XFAD ~ 7 A® AAV-Control-hM4Di Bf ClIitiEREE N4 Uiz
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73, AAV-SPARC-hM4Di Ff CIFFREN A EIZkE L. SPARC IBFIFEHLIZ L 5 illEdcEEH O FHLEN
MR &=, HWT, £0 2 HEIZ, AL~ A% HWT PFC XY 1 mM CNO % 03 ul JEAL,
hM4Di & BLHRIE O 1 fIEED &2 I~ 2 56 O IR AL IERAER 21T > 7= (Fig. 28B), Z DG4,
FPEIRENZ & & LT, AAV-Control-hM4Di % 1A L7z wild-type ~ 7 A ClditlEEEN G & L = &
iz DF Y, HPC—PFC OMREIFE OIEENANENT S 20 LU CE 9. 2 ORI FEEMRERIC
BETHDLZEWRENT, S6IC, RbHEERFALE LT, AAV-hM4DIi-SPARC % {F A L 7= 5XFAD
~ AT, ASHUKEARHCITSE L O WIRGRAELIEA RS S - (Fig. 28B), 2%V,
SPARC 7MERIFEEL S 41, 22Ok 2% PFC IZFHH R L7- HPC #RESHIALS, EHERIZ RRIEE S O UEIc
5 LT D 2 L ERETFRICRER] S Tz,

INHDOSTAZONT, AAV FEALDY 28 HRICHFEIRBRZITo72L 2A, v~ U ADAME
g (B ERRE, TGRSR D s A AEIEE) (ISR EITR O bk o7 (Fig.
28C-E), F7-. AAVIEA LY 28 H#LITHMAHGH L, PRC MUl A 2 BIHBFEG CRIZE L7 L 2 A, &
~ U RZBWTHIAT = 2 — LSl PFC O FLLERICHEE S TWIE (RN 2 Sz (Fig.
28F), £7-. WU Z MW THL SPARC UM UHL NeuN HUiA K D80zt o7z L 2 A, &
TO~ T AZEBWT, CAl B TIX AAV H3ED Cerulean (=hM4Di) kit & 7= (Fig. 28G), F7-.
AAV-SPARC-hM4Di % {EAIZ K > T NeuN Bttt ffia 2 351) 5 SPARC OFHELEIIA BTN L7z

(Fig. 28H), & 51T, Cerulean 5% HPC ##&MAE DOHlZR &K 7Y PFC FEIRICHRIL L TWD Z &b,
PFC 7 5% 5- S 7= CNO 2357 MZ PFC @ hM4Di I/ER T& Tz & 2 b= (Fig. 28G).,
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Fig. 27: AAV-hM4Di-SPARC {EAIZ X 5+ 7 2 fHN TD SPARC 1@FEIFE I DORESR

Wild-type ~ 7 A (HEPE, 7-9 & Hlin) O] CA11Z, 1 x 10" GC/site AAV-Control-hM4Di F 7213 AAV-
SPARC -hM4Di Z{EA L7, AAVIEA LY 21 (A) £7213 28 (B) HRISM AR L, YA 2 FAvTht
SPARC HUA K UL NeuN HUik & 2 #0b g e ta 217 o 7o, W CAl fEIRIZISIT 5 NeuN B PEwiRsH
faH > SPARC DBl g% E& L=, *p<0.05, **p <0.01, unpaired #-test, mean = SD, n = 6 photos (2 mice;
3 photos/mouse). [Yang & Tohda, 2023a L ¥ 514, —&iccZ ]
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Fig. 28: DREADD ¥ 27 AIZ X % SPARC &RIFEELE B AR ORRREEINHIAS SXFAD < 7 2D
FLREESE R RIET R DORRRE

Wild-type ¥~ 7 A KN SXFAD v 7 A (MEVE, 7-9 » An) OWIMH] CALFEIIZ, 1 x 10" GC/site D AAV-
Control- empty (AAV9-Synl-Cerulean-WPRE), AAV-Control-hM4Di (AAV9-Syn1-hM4Di-Cerulean-WPRE),
F 7213 AAV-SPARC-hM4Di (AAV9-Syn1-mSparc-hM4Di-Cerulean) Z 73 A L7z, [FHZ, PFC Offifa]H .0y
HICHOA N = 2 — L2 RE L7z,
A, B, AAVIEA LV 21 H%IZ PFC 205 0.3 wl O EE K2 854 554 oWk iERBR (A).
23 HIZIZ PFC 225 0.3 pul @ 1 mM CNO % 57 256 OWIRZBMGERE (B) 2t EhiT-7,
Training session & Test session |L4 % 10 77 TV, A X — 3003 1 BERJIZERE L7, Training session
ETREDIC, EHEERKEIT CNO 25 Lic, Hrarmikic+ 5~ 0 A0k Z FHR L .
preferential index (%) & HH L7z, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc
Bonferroni test. A significant drug X test interaction was found using repeated-measures two-way ANOVA [F(3,
15)=19.02, p < 0.0001 (Saline), [F(3, 15) = 10.30, p = 0.0006 (CNO). #p < 0.05, ##p < 0.01, post hoc Bonferroni
test, mean = SD, n = 4-5 mic.
C-E, AAVIEA LY 28 HAICHBERRBR 1T o7z, 105H OB BITE 2 S8, BBEIEHE (C) . #
T N33 2 J7 s (D) K OREIRER (E) 22V A IE L=, p>0.05, one-way ANOVA post
hoc Bonferroni test, mean == SD, n =45 mice.
F, AAVIEA LY 28 BRI ZRIH L, MO IC THOA =2 — LS PFCICIE LS HE SN2 L %
AR 2312 CRfEsR L 7=,
G, H, AAV{EA LY 28 AERICHMZ M L, Mgt A2 I TH SPARC HifA e UL NeuN Hiik X % 0kt
SEG AT AT o T, WS CA1 FEIIZIS 1T 5 NeuN BEmftilifnt o SPARC ORI E A Efm L7z, **p
<0.01, *¥**p < 0.001, ****p < (0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean == SD, n = 3—5 mice.

[ Yang & Tohda, 2023a £ ¥ 51, —¥Fck%]
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2. 3. 11. B R P R R ORISR 31T 5 SPARC D JRTERRET

PRFEHIRLC D SPARC DHININAS, a7 MFF A 2R B RICBD 2 O ERFTT 5 720ic, &
1% diosgenin ZLiE (2 X > T SPARC 2MEEARHIED & Z THINT 2 DN HOW T, ZOJRITEE MG
L7z,

3 HFEEEE L7 IEIC ABsas (2.5 uM) % 3 HRFALE L, FREEE 7213 diosgenin (0.1, 1 uM) %
WLE LT=, D 4 H#IZHT SPARC HUiA K O pNF-H Hilk L D a0tz et 217~ 7- (Fig. 29A), <
DOFER, control BETIL, MFGMIEMAIS L O T SPARC DOFELN R SITZ0, APsas ALEIZ X -
TREZHIER FI28\)C SPARC ZELNE R L= (Fig. 29B), — 5, diosgenin Z%RALET 5 & |
5% > SPARC ORBNAEITEINT 5 Z LR Eniz (Fig. 29A: 7 KH, Fig. 29B),

F 72, diosgenin |Z X H#5R D SPARC D#EMNAY, 1. 3. 3. THHENE L7z, diosgenin (2 K 23R
HEIZBI D 2 EHEREA X V7378 1,25D-MARRS #/ L TR I A0 E I haERat L, 3 BREEZEL
TR IEARREAIAEIZ ABosss (2.5 uM) & 3 HREJALE L, 1,25D-MARRS FAIHT/A & 7213 normal rabbit IgG %
diosgenin (1 pM) & HLITHLE L7=, £ 4 H#RITHL SPARC HLiA K& WL pNF-H Hiik X 2 8 g e ta &
Tol-. ZTOFER, 125D-MARRS THFIHFUALLEIZ LV | diosgenin (2 X 2 EhHZZ A EA/EH  (Fig. 29C)
K OVhsR G SPARC O (Fig. 29D) 28 & HITHK LTe, 2D Z EMvh, diosgenin |2 X A#isR -
T® SPARC OEIINIE, 1,25D5-MARRS & 7 F L& LTI 5 2 L AVRIB I LT,

fEV T, diosgenin $¢5-73 SXFAD ~ 7 Af¥N > HPC—PFC {23\ T, #h5k Ed SPARC # <&
HINE I DERETT H72HIZ, HPC 725 PFC KT 28R A NI THE h L—H—Th b 4 F 1k
TXART U7 I (BDA) IZX ViR L., BDA BtE#ihsE EiCds1F % SPARC OFRBLZ i Lz,
Wild-type X TN 5XFAD ~ 7 A (P, 7-9 » Hiln) (Z¥8 & 721X diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) % 21 H[H
HE RO L, S 14 B HIZ BDA 241 CA1 IZHEA L, HPC—PFC O#HHRIR]FE 4 15k
L7z, £9. M5 CAl IZIEA ST BDA (Fig. 30A) 7%, PFC (235 C pNF-H Bhitinsg & e /mEd
% Z LD ERR S L7z (Fig. 30B: H<8H), F7-. L SPARC HifA K N DAPLIZ L %t on et 247 -
=& Z 4 (Fig. 30C) . PFC 23T % BDA Gz O mfEIL, wild-type ¥~ 7 AIZHA~T 5XFAD v 7 A
DIEER G RECHEICHD LCTEY  (Fig. 30D), HPC—PFC OFHREIAIFIC I\ CHIZR S 0335
ZE D HERR & Tm, — 5. diosgenin & 5 L7z SXFAD ~ 7 A TlE, HPC 2>5 PFC (59 HEhsE )
HEICHINT % Z E0RrERN (Fig. 30D) . diosgenin OENR MR 2 X+ R L ieotz, Z0D
5. wild-type ~ 7 2@ PFC TiX, BDA FHE#HZZIZ35 T SPARC 23 EFEL L TV SRR -2 8lgi s iz

(Fig. 30C), L7L. WA S L7- 5XFAD ~ 7 2 Tl&, SPARC % FE 4 SN A B L
T /= (Fig. 30C: 1%<8H, Fig. 30E), —J7. diosgenin % #¢5- L 7= SXFAD ~ 7 A ClZ, SPARC % ¥ Hi.
9% BDA BEEENEENT wild-type v 7 A LT E A ERIL-ULICE THEIZEM LU (Fig. 30E), UL
DFEFR LD | diosgenin |2 &> THMHE L TW2HIZ L TiE, SPARC OFRBLNE WD &R I T,
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Fig. 29: Diosgenin ZLE&E S I 72 ¥ BB MREMIRIZIS 1T 5 SPARC D FTEK O DRBEA
A, B, 3 O[f¥52E L7z ddY (E14) ~ U AMEE ARG EARGMIEIC ABasss (2.5 uM) & 3 HHALE L,
diosgenin (0.1, 1 uM) % 4 HALE L7, BT SPARC Pk & QWL pNF-H HUik X 28 e fuE et 2170,
i35 |- T SPARC D3 BLEZH|E L7-, Diosgenin & #LiE L /=AM TlX, SPARC DIEHLEITFFIC
R ECEn o7z GEKEHR), *p < 0.05, ***p < 0.001 vs APsss (AB)/Vehicle (Veh), one-way ANOVA post
hoc Dunnett’s test, mean = SEM, n = 92-427 axons.
C, D, 3 Hf¥EHE L7z ddY (E14) ~ U AMRHEAMREFZMRGHALIZ ABasss 2.5 uM) & 3 HIILE LTz, &
D% . normal rabbit IgG (Control Ab) F 71 1,25D;-MARRS HFIHLA (MARRS Ab) Z /L& L, 1531
diosgenin (1 pM) ZMLiE L7, D 4 B&IZ, HL SPARC HiiK & UL pNF-H FLik L 5 8 Yo Yuta 24T
VY, (C) EhERE R KON (D) #iliZR 0> SPARC OFBLEZHIE L7z, **p < 0.01, ****p < 0.0001, one-way
ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SEM, (C) n = 13—18 photos, (D) n=57-136 axons.

[ Yang & Tohda, 2023a & ¥ 5|, —#RckZ]
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Fig. 30: HPC—PFC 3313 % diosgenin I~ & 5 SPARC D JF7EKR OV DIERLEAL,

5XFAD ¥ 7 A Y wild-type v 7 A (MEPE, 7-9 » Hiin) (ZEPHEE 7213 diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) %

21 HRIRE DG L, 3B 14 B BIZAM CAL 2 BDA ZiEA LT, MEfHE, MUF 2 HWT

Ht pNF-H ik L Ot SPARC HUAIZ L 5 i@ g 217 - 72,

A, BDA JEAEL (CA) &9,

B, CAl &M sk DfhiZ% (PFC) 128\ T, BDA 73 pNF-H Yufh & LR DBl S -
(FIRTH)

C, £HED PFC 2815 BDA KLU SPARC, DAPI O¥taff, HARHAIL, SPARC MFEHLL T

BDA [5 iR 47~ 9,

D, E, PFC (251} % BDA Btz %k (D) & V4 BDA B2 D 5 © SPARC [5G4 % 7213 SPARC &4

H R A DOENS (B) 2 E & LT, *p <0.05, ***p < 0.001 vs SXFAD/Veh, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni

test, mean = SD, n = 5 mice.

[ Yang & Tohda, 2023a & ¥ 5|, —#RckZ]

72



2.3.12. 8h5% F D SPARC A3 )5 MR RAY R SR R 2 B0 2 50 THF ORER SR

PR H ofhEg FIZ3W T SPARC BEREILL TS & WS FRICHESE | RS oL /-
SPARC %, L DXERDMLNOMIEIN 2 X7 B EFAIEH LN D, DN b &R E
THHR L TWDD TN E DR AN Tz, DE D ZAUOMIESZ /37 BIE, WhiR DS Zi
BB T H, EMANTMOTO BN L— VR E L TV D AR & 2 7,

SPARC (IFEME RAA 2. T+ VRAZFUERAAL | MISL KA AL D 3 DD R AL DB
XN TEY (Kos & Wilding, 2010), HIfHE (Fenouille et al., 2010), st~ ~ U > 27 X (Everitt & Sage,
1992; Sage et al., 1989a), A (Tang & Tai, 2007) IZBWTEL BEAME SN TS, b L, B
\ZJRTET % SPARC 23flifash & 7 B EMHEAER L TWAD DO ThiuEL, TOMENERZ 37 B,
SPARC DS KA A L& L CTHEAT 553 1 Ch D A[REMEA @V, % Z T, SPARC DOiffifash K A
AVDERIY AT RELTHESNTWS collagen 7 7 2 U— (I, I, IV & collagen) (2% H L7-
(Mayer et al., 1991), Collagen 7 7 X U —I%, FEHOMMIZ IV TR M ECHIZRF L, 7 AR
WCEETHLZ ENHLILTWD H OO (Hubert et al., 2009), SPARC & collagen O FH A AEH D3l FE i
TR FH i R A % KFZT IOV TR Th o7, IETIE, FFIZ T8 collagen (collagen T) @
FHBNENZ &025, SPARC & collagen I OFHAAEH D FAFF RSB B EICED 0 E ) %
Batd oz e Lz,

F9. BIROAGAIE LW ERGET 5 R & LT, 5B mpESiaicis T 5 collagen 1 DJRJFE % I
Ffl7c, THETOEMREHI LY EEEE (~7 H) L7oiBEARSHA Tl collagen 1 DIEELAMK
WS, HEERAIRBIRG (10 H~) 53835 & collagen I DFEHBHNT S Z L MR L TWD (F—
AREER), £ 2T, MBS E 14 H L. ABsas (2.5 uM) % 3 HHJALE L, diosgenin (1 p
M) ZALE L7z, D 4 AIRITHL collagen 1 HLIA K BT pNF-H HUiA L 5 8e etz deta 217> 72 (Fig.
31A), ZDOFER, control FETIE, 1T & A ED collagen 1 23HRHEIRIZENZR & LRFET D Z L MR S
7~ (Fig. 31A, B), —/7. BURENZ 21T, APasss & 4L0E L7- M0 Clx. pNF-H B0 ilas [ R I32E6
LTWDHDD, BFRMNITL A HOTW e & B D572, collagen I 235847 L TV A BN L S BIEE S
7= (Fig. 31A: /K2 <8A, Fig. 31B), —J7, diosgenin ZZALE T 5 & 1T & A L OEhEE USRS
collagenI & HJFFET 5 Z LR 7z (Fig. 31A,B),

F7-. fihiZR 0> SPARC 23#lilast collagen 1 & EAHAAEH TE 202D W REMEZRFTT 572012, il
FE FIZAYSIZ SPARC ARTET D038 9 oW T, MBI RS (e e 2 S a1 72 L)
DY tt CieRS L7z, BRI Z 14 B RIES %, APwsas 2.5 uM) & 3 H FALE L,
diosgenin (1 pM) Z4LE L7-, ZD 4 HERIZHL SPARC Hiik K ML collagen 1 HTIA K 2 MR 8 LER
DHENSER A E T o7 (Fig. 31C), T OFRMFTHAUL I NI & /X7 Bk, MRl 7o i 3mia s
RTET 20D EBEZ N5, ZOREE, control ML TIL, SPARC D7 F/L3hER MK TRl S

(FEEORIH) . ZI O as collagen 1 & HLJRHE L TV e, —F, APasss 2 ALE L 7RI TIE,
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HRZRHE > SPARC DFEELNEIFIZIE L, #fEs: collagen 1 DA DT LTz (HFEKREE), —H.
diosgenin ALEZ & o T, #ERME > SPARC OFBUIHINI L, collagen I & OILJHE BB STz (]
BRI,

Fio. ZOEENRITEH S TZIGATICE T D collagen 1 OFRTFNR~ U AUTEH HILDE D M ERe
T 5729012, wild-type ¥ 7 A KT 5XFAD ~ 7 A (M, 7-9 4 Afin) @ PFC (HPC fh#SHla il 5%
B 12817 % collagen T & UMIZR O JRfE & Ho @ e o Clgat L 72 (Fig. 31D), Z OfER, wild-
type ¥ 7 AD PFC Tld, pNF-H 514852 & collagen 1 2ME & A EILRFE L TV =DIZxf L, SXFAD «
7 Z Tl collagen I Bt 7> pNF-H [2MEDORLR O YL B NEINT 2 Z L st S vz (BRAD,

PLEDOFRER L0 . SR REFCIIpp IR D EEA (50Ws) 472 collagen T 23ISR IZIR 9 K 91T
FAET H T &, #hERDIZEAM L TH collagen I [TAIRAMI IR T 5 2 & SR PRI Cl3hs M L C
JSTET % SPARC 73, JT4 SR DMHONCW NI FET S collagen T EAHAAER L. J5 1A BAG 722 il
KEMRICEAD D ARIERH L Z ENB 2 olclod, RO 2.3 13.0OERIZHEATZ,

o)

A Control AB/Vehicle AB/1 uM Diosgenin

£ —
& =
35
dedek % *
.E%
82
Ow®
R
- [
c S 50
Q °
Q0 x5
© ©
= P
o °5
o o
o8 0
2=
33 Cont Veh 04 1
et~ i i
o g’n Diosgenin (uM)
L
z = "
o o
o
100 pm

C Control AB/Vehicle D wild 5XFAD

Collagen |
pNF-H

Non-permeable
SPARC
Collagen |

Collagen I/SPARC
pNF-H/Collagen|

100 pm 50 um

74



Fig. 31: YERAREAIRR O #hER 23517 5 SPARC KU collagen I D JHTEM:
A-C, 14 A58 L7z ddY (E14) ~ 7 AVERAMRESEARESIANIC ABasass (2.5 uM) & 3 H FEALE L.
diosgenin (1 uM) % 4 HRHIALE L7z, Ht pNF-H HUA K O collagen THLIRIZ K DML E (YetaRFi
SEEERI S V) (A, B), E7213HT SPARC HUiE KL O collagen [ HTiRIZ K D ffifaEdadi (YetalRpll
FURTEIEA72 L) (C) DHEOCHRIEREAZIT T2, (A) BIERFEEIDICIT collagen I 23R AF L Tz Ok
KIH), (B) 2HHZRED 9 b collagen 1 & L RTET HEIGZER LTz, ***p < 0.001 vs AB/Veh, one-way
ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SEM, n = 12 images. (C) SPARC [X#l52 5 E CRTEL (GEEAKREH) |
i 5R ZEHE T OFMAESL Tl collagen I 234847 L Tz OKEREH),
D, 5XFAD ~ 7 Z K ® wild-type ~ 7 % (MEVE, 7-9 » Hi5) ORMEIA %2 HWTHL pNF-H HUE& K OHT
collagen 1 HLIRIZ K B HO S Yt 24T > 7=, Collagen I 57> pNF-H [0 G RN B ol (A
UNEDN

[ Yang & Tohda, 2023a £ ¥ 51, —¥Fck%]
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2.3.13. #h%% D SPARC—Hlifa4} collagen 1 1= X % J7 [y A A2 dih 3R P R VR A AR5

HhsRIEE T > SPARC & MfSMTFRAFT % collagen 12375 [ARF SRAY 28R PR ICERER D 572 L 9
MERRFT 57212, LFO—HEOFEREIT o7z,

MRS 2 B FET 2RTH LV, @% O PDL 22— (7 EIZ, collagen I % & HIZEHEQTaI—7 4
V7 Uiz, 0%, LR ARSIINIC AAV-Control %7213 AAV-SPARC (5 x 10° GC/ul) % 7 H
IALE L. $T pNF-H HiiR L a0t m et 217> 7 (Fig. 32A), T OfER, Fig. 22C, D OfEHRIZ—
LT, PDL 22—7 ¢ > 7 EIZEW T AAV-SPARC ALE T8l R 2 AR et L-, — 5, BRE
WZ LT, SPARC EFEFEBLUC L 2 fhsZ i BAEH TR collagen [ 282 —T7 1 7 SN2 56. &
DIEtES LD Z RS ive (Fig 32A4),

eV VT Fig. 32B T, AT collagen 12 = —7 ¢ 7 LTz dish Z/FR L, H 12 SPARC 1%
BIARRGIIa 2 86FE L, Z O#hEE2% PDL & collagen I LD EH L2 TL WV HRET L& LT,
AN 2 R TR 2 AT L V. well DAMNZ DI PDL =2—F ¢ > 7 T collagen I Z#EIQATa—7 «
v 7 LT, & D%, Neuron device ¥ > 73—7% T, collagen I 232 —7 ¢ > 7 ZFLTWVRWDHIROD
ANR— AN 2 8 L 7=, T v o N—Z B4 L7, IR AAV-Control 7213
AAV-SPARC (5 x 10° GC/W) % 14 HHALE L, HL pNF-H Hifk L 2 a0t g deta 247> 72 (Fig. 32B),
PDL (%) BX Wcollagen I (f5) Ta—7 4 7 SN E LR ELZENENEE LT &
Z A, SPARC ZiRPFEEL L7 OfiZRIZ, KV collagen I RIZMD- THONS Z &R ST

(Fig. 32B), LA E XV | #fSHIRR A T SPARC OB EINT 5 & Z OsliERIIMIAuSt collagen T DJ5
MIC L VOS2 EDvVRENTz,

S 5T, #hERE D SPARC & “Trx BER DM N CWEIGTICiR 7327 Hifasth collagen 1 DFEAAE
FA, FFE R 2R M EICTE ST 5089 MERGE L (Fig. 32C), MEEMEHIALZ Triple
neuron device 7 ¥ >/ N—DOHIFUR A ~— AN (JKa) I[ZHEFREL, 5 x 10" GC/ul AAV-Control % LiE T 5%
Z LT, AAV H2KD Cerulean a0t THE L& OMliZk DZREAL FIHL L, BTDO X A LARA  MC
BWTCR—DHiRE A A— 7 Uiz, BERDO DT ¥ 73— D5V microgroove WIZRE T 5 Z &
D CTX D=8, BhERMBER L7 microgroove NIZIE, ##&AMa D collagen 1 233K (29> THEFE L
7= (Fig. 32C. collagen I D), #WHEHEMEETD T A T A4 A= 72XV, Cerulean [GPE#HZE N
microgroove PIZR LU - 70 Z & AE8 S 723538 10 H B £ THlHEEER., APsas 2.5 uM) & F v
UN—DRIfR A= (JK) ROMHERA_—Z (7)) (23 BALE L7z (11-13 DIV [days in
vitro]) o 13 DIVICEIT LT A4 7 A4 A= 7128V | Jt4 microgroove [ZAH TN T YNz Cerulean Bo: il R
DN, APpsas ALEIC L o CTEM LI Z L 2R Lz, TOH%, F v o/ 3—Z 5% dish KVERDVAL

(microgroove LASFD £ 21T TH | sk H HITHR TE DIRAEICT D). 5 x 10° GC/ul AAV-Control F
721X AAV-SPARC %, 2ug/mL SPARC HFIfi{& (SPARC-Ab, #hZE[E D SPARC #~ A7 9 5) Fi=
I% normal IgG (IgG) & IITALE L7-, H5#BHAAL D 20 B# (20 DIV) (2, Hi pNF-H #iik &K UL
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collagen 1§tk % H N o e FfE Yu i 21T - 72, JT4 microgroove 23 &> - 72351 (Hifdsh collagen T %5l
STHER O R X) & O microgroove 2372 WEHT GRS collagen 1 23l B 72> -l O R &) %2
Nea=ERLE, ZOfEE, 1gG ALE T TlL, SPARC OEFEPFEHLIZ LV | #1532 1X microgroove H723 & -
ST THRBICHMET 2 Z &R Sz (Fig. 32D), —J7, SPARC-Ab ALEfE Tl
SPARC Z i@ EL L T & fili5E 23 5T 4 OV TV M 7= microgroove FUZfHEHF" (Fig. 32D). collagen 1737
WIGHTIZ 70 > TERRFPICIRR T 28k F 5 &4y (Fig. 32D: JREAREA, Fig. 32E) . 77 AR5 SEHD 70 il
KEMENAONRNoT, o, BB WT, Mlfast collagen I 7% microgroove FZFEAE L TV 5
R S (Fig. 32C), BLEORER LD | R Fd SPARC 78, BELHXF LRI ETHD
Mifast collagen 1 EAHEANEHT 5 Z LA5, WSRO AR R R MM RICEREST 535 Z LGEH S
7o
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Fig. 32: SPARC — collagen 1 |Z X % J5Iafr B 72 s R AR RAEA
A, ddY (E14) ~ 7 AURE 0GR &2 PDL %7213 collagen I =2 —7 ¢ > 7 &7- dish LICHEFE
L. AAV-Control & 721X AAV-SPARC (5 x 10° GC/ul) % 7 HRFJMULE L7z, $T pNF-HHiik X 58 eos%
Yuft C pNF-H [ PHEfhR R 2 8 L7z, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ****p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc
Bonferroni test, mean = SEM, n = 10—17 photos.
B, PDL X U= 7 —74 1 25538 dish O KON =2 —F ¢ 277 L, FRERSIT ddY (B14) ~ U A
FERRES AN 2 FE /% . AAV-Control & 721X AAV-SPARC (5 x 10° GC/ul) ZHLE L=, £ 14
H#%IZ, BT pNF-H HUA & 280 et T pNF-H GPER R A4 & L7z, *p < 0.05, ****p < 0.0001,
one-way ANOVA; #p < 0.05, two-way ANOVA, post hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SEM, 8-13 images. A
significant SPARC x collagen I interaction was found using repeated-measures two-way ANOVA [F(1, 40) = 5.81,
p=10.0206].
C-E, Triple neuron device 7 ¥ > /N— Dk A ~X—2 (JKfa) |2 ddY (E14) ~ 7 AUEHHREG AR
AR ZFEFE L. 5 x 107 GC/ul AAV-Control % 10 HfLE L7z, 10 DIV (days in vitro) (ZH YA A —
> 7 & MW T, microgroove N Cerulean B EHliER 28152 LTz, £ D%, APasss (2.5 uM) Z ik 2~
— 2 (JKf) ROHERAR—2 (B> 7) (123 ARE L7z, 13DIVOHEA A=Y 7 80| ik
microgroove PIIZfHTNTU /2 Cerulean FETPERIZR DY APasss IZ L o CEME SN Z L 2B LTz, £ D%,
T LN —Z R dish /2 HHELD 4 L, 5 x 10° GC/ul AAV-Control ¥ 72 1% AAV-SPARC % 2 pg/ml SPARC
PR (SPARC-Ab) F7-1% normal IgG (IgG) & HIZHLE L7z, 20DIV 23V T, Hi pNF-H Fiik &
UL collagen 1 HTIAR K 2 e o0 ) Yeta 2170, flifast collagen 1 %3l - 72 Bl 52 & (D) K OHHRESY collagen
[ 25l 572205 1ol R (BE) 2 ENEIVER LTZ, *p<0.05, **p <0.01, ****p <0.0001, one-way ANOVA,
post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SEM, 12 photos.

[Yang & Tohda, 2023a L ¥ 51 H. —#kZ]
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2. 3. 14. Diosgenin L& DS EFFEAIIL D Galectin-1 DRI E I RITTEEORE

ZZETOFEBRICEY ., diosgenin (2 X 2 RN REICB D 2 EERERES TO 1 Dk
L C. SPARC O&E|IZH BN LTz, —J5 T, diosgenin (Z X 2 T J7 M4 EA 2 sl 2 i £ 12 B
P52 HOHDBEMBEE & LT, Lgals] WREINTWe (2.3. 4. Z8) . Lgals] 85713, Galectin-
1 (LLFWS - Gal-1) Z o\ B%&Ea— KL TWD, #lush Gal-l 25RO AL RET 5 2
& (Horie et al., 1999; McGraw et al., 2004), Gal-1 / v 7 7 U b~ T A TILBEENEL D Z &
(Sakaguchi et al., 2011) 23 SAL TV DA, FREAERLHICISIT 2 Gal-1 OHANDN T ORI ER
FEEEOWFEICT ST H00E ) IR s 7272, BMGRWAR Y LR B IZOW T SPARC &
[FIRRICBERERRAT 2 2 & & LTz,

F7, diosgenin ZL{EIZ LD Gal-l OFBEZEACOFINENZ T B L)V THESNDINE D)
[ZOWT, ddY =7 A (E14) ORI Z W THRE L7, 3 HEOMERE Lot B ic
PRI F 721X diosgenin (1 pM) Z4LE L, D 4 HIZIZ X ™7 B & i, western blot 2 VT Gal-1
OFRBLEZ I U, ZORR., IWEALERE & FEXTC diosgenin & 4LiE L 7= RS PRSI Tl Gal-1
DOFBENAREIZHIM L7 (Fig. 33), L7223 -> T, diosgenin |2 X - TR F O Gal-1 287 > /37
BHLLTHEINT 2 2 &R S,

Galectin-1 s cm—

Veh Dios

2.04 *

00
s

1.0+

0.5

Expression of Galectin-1
(/GAPDH) [ratio to Veh]

0.0

Veh Dios
Fig. 33: ¥R RSB AHREHMIIE~D diosgenin LEIZ L 5 Gal-1 DREBEEE/L
3 HRIEEE L7z ddY (E14) ~ U AR HREGE ARSI I 235 £ 7213 diosgenin (1 pM) % 4 H FEJALE L
72o #HAY lysate Z 1ER% L. western blot T Gal-1 & ¥ GAPDH D381 &E % HE L. Gal-1/GAPDH D% Hi
wma B L7z, *p <0.05, two-tailed unpaired ¢-test, mean = SEM, vehicle (Veh), n = 7; diosgenin (Veh), n = 7

lysates.
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2.3, 15. ¥EB I EARARNE T Gal-1 BRIFKIRIC X bR E(EH Ot

Diosgenin (2 X 2 MM O Gal-1 OFBBEAEINIEDH Z LRI, £ 2T, Gal-l O
NEHRMRICESERT 5T 208 ) DERHFT 572012, SPARC &[RRI AAV9 X7 X —% T,
Gal-1 Z IR A IR I 9~ 5 KR A 1T o 72,

PRSI By 7 7 e & — & —Synl T C, mouse Lgals] & T® Cerulean Z%Hi 925 AAV9 X7 ¥ —

(AAV-Gal-1) . F721% Synl TC Cerulean DA ZFEHL$ % =1 hm—/L AAV9 X7 % — (AAV-Control)
B HZ—E N —tE X VA LT, SRS, W E 72135 x 100 F 721 5 x 10° GC/ul AAV-
Control £ 7213 AAV-Gal-1 ZZLE L, £ 7 HZIZHt Gal-1 UK, Ht Map2 HUiA, KT pNF-H Hiik &
DHENIEGAETAT T, COREE, Map2 ARSI IZE10 5 Gal-1 OFTLEIX, AAV-Control
EHRT AAV-Gal-1 ALEIC LY . AZICHI L (Fig. 34A, B). Gal-1 OBEFREEANFHEE SN-, £/
Z OB, Gal-1 OIEFEFEHIZ XV . pNF-H BHEOHRE S A EICHIN L7z (Fig. 34C, D), LA EX D,
WS EEAR AR C 351 D Gal-1 OIMRIFEELD, EHRMREICBED L Z L RS hie,

A 5X10°GC/uL 5% 10°GC/uL 5% 10°GC/pL 5x106GC/uL B
no AAV AAV-Cont AAV-Cont AAV-Gal-1 AAV-Gal-1

1,500

Map2

-
[=]
=1
=]

H

2]
S
{

Expression level of Gal-1
per neuron (A.U.)

Gal-1

no AAV 10°  10°  10°  10° (x5GCipuL)
AAV9-Cont  AAV9-Gal-1

C 5 X 10° GC/pL 5x10°Gc/uL D T %
no AAV AAV-Gal-1 AAV-Gal-1 3 4004
, 9 X BY R 3 N £
£ a0
= £
E E’ 200
Z 2
g 100
2
< 0

100 pm no AAV 10° 10°  10° (x5GC/uL)
AAV9-Cont  AAV9-Gal-1

Fig. 34: YEBHEEARMIEC D Gal-1 BRIRBIC L 28R E/EH
ddY (E14) ~ 7 AHEEOIEE AT, 5 x 10° £721% 5 x 10° GC/ul @ AAV-Control (AAV9-Synl-
Cerulean-WPRE) & 721% AAV-Gal-1 (AAV9-Synl-mLgals1-IRES-Cerulean-WPRE) % 7 HfJ#L&E L. $t Gal-
1 HLIAR KO Map2 H11K (A, B). £ 721351 pNF-H 5Lk (C, D) & B a0 e g et 247 - 72,
A, B, Map2 [EPEMRSHIIA - T Gal-1 OFELEZ E& L7z, **¥**p<0.0001 vs same concentration of AAV-
Cont, one-way ANOVA with post hoc Bonferroni test, mean +£ SEM, n =248-511 neurons.
C, D, pNF-H (Gt K 2 E & L7z, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01 vs same concentration of AAV-Cont, one-way
ANOVA with post hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SEM, n = 10—16 photos.

[Yang & Tohda, 2023b L ¥ 5H, —HkZ]
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2. 3. 16. YEB MM C D Gal-1iBRIFIRIC L 5 SXFAD ~ U A DFRESEIER OEt

WS ERRARAIIEIZ 31T 5 Gal-l ORI, MIRMREICHF ST 5 2 L3RS ic, &2 TRIZ,
RN D Gal-l OIBEIFEH SXFAD ~ 7 ADLIEEE 2 hET 5008 9 &k L7z,

F9°. ARD AAV-Gal-1 N7 & =3, ~ 7 ZAOWHEHRHIIZ BT Gal-1 OWREIFELZFHHET D
DE D INDIEERT 21T o 72, Wild-type ~ 7 A (M, 7-9 » Hih) OGS CAl fEIkIC,
10" GC/site ® AAV-Control £ 7213 AAV-Gal-1 Z{EA L7z, £ D 21 £721% 28 AZITI AL L. fKt)
& W THL Gal-1 HUfAR & Ot NeuN Hiil L a0 ngdeta 247 -7 (Fig. 35), ZOR5R, £2ToO~
U BT, CAL I TIX AAV HI2ED Cerulean BEDRIH Sz, E72Z 0B, D72< &b AAV
HALY 21 (Fig. 35A) K& 1*28 (Fig. 35B) HZIZIHW T, AAV-Gal-1 AL L - T Gal-1 DFEHLEN
CAL [ZBWTHEFIZINT 5 2 L MR S N7z, Gal-1 2% NeuN BRI & 2 )& BHAER O i 5
THMLZZ END, Gal-1 13FE T AAV O Synl 7 0 B— 4 —|Z X > CTHIFSMIER A I B RIR B &
N, TOHMPRMIE CTAR SN Gal-1 NEAICHW SN D ATREM A2 & 2 T\\W5, £/, Gall &
NeuN DY LSO 7 1t 2T RGURD I % - T a0 de e Tl Gal-1 X O NeuN D EH 50
VI B B ST, Gal-l KON NeuN DOYAIE—IREURDHUR~DFER % S LT\ D Z & % hf
7 L7z (Fig.35),

fEW T, wild-type ¥ 7 A KON SXFAD v v A (H#fEPE, 7-9 » Aln) OWAl CA1 FEHIZ, 1 x 10"
GC/site ® AAV-Control F7-1% AAV-Gal-1 Z{EA L., AAV i EA LD 21 B ICHIAGRAGEIERBR 21T -
7= (Fig. 36A), ZDOfEF, AAV-Gal-1 DEAIZL > T SXFAD ~ 7 A OYAGRAGLRITA R ICUE L
Too ST, IO T AZOWNT, AAV HEA LY 26 B IZZEM &R AT 7= (Fig. 36B), <
DFEF. AAV-Gal-1 DIFEANIZ L 5T 5XFAD ~ 7V AOWEEIGE O ARICEKE L, 61
HEALY 28 ARICHREEABRAZ1T > 7= (Fig. 36C-E), ZDfEHE. AAVIEA L 5~ 7 2D H 3 EH)

(R EhERRE, HETT T IR 2 st L. RENRER]) ISR AEIGR O biiehoTo, 7z,
AAV FEANIC L > CTw U RZEHFELREBEE (LS o/ o7 (Fig. 36F), DL EDORER LV | HE
FAIIZ 3T 5 Gal-1 OEFZEHIZ L - T, 5XFAD ~ U ADFRERENLETDH Z ENHLME 2o
7,
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Dorsal

A 21 days after AAV injections |‘
Lateral
1t + 2" antibodies 24 antibody

Cerulean Gal-1 Gal-1/NeuN Cerulean 2 anti-goat IgG 2"d anti-rabbit IgG

oty

AAV-Cont

AAV-Gal-1

B 28 days after AAV injections

1st + 2nd antibodies 2 antibody

2" anti-goat IgG 2"d anti-rabbit IgG

Gal-1 Gal-1/NeuN

AAV-Cont

AAV-Gal-1

200 pm

Fig. 35: AAV-Gal-1 EAIZ K 5~ 7 AN TD Gal-1 BRIFEELOFHERR

Wild-type ~ 7 A (HEPE, 7-9 & Hin) O] CA11Z, 1 x 10" GC/site AAV-Control F 721% AAV-Gal-1 %
HEA LT, AAVIEAL Y 21 (A) 721528 (D) HZRITHAREH L, IdEI T & VN CTHL Gal-1 Uik & Ot
NeuN HUiA L 2 5O YA 21T - 72, HT Gal-1 HUA & H1 NeuN HUAD — kUK (2nd anti-goat IgG, 2nd
anti-rabbit 1gG) DFH % GeEIZHWHAIZIE, Gal-1 & NeuN O 7 /LI S v~ 72, [Yang

& Tohda, 2023b X ¥ 5., —#BckZ ]

82



Training

Training

Test

HHHE
dedededk Feddek

~
a
1

~
o
o

50+ k8-
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1h A A
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c
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Wwild 5XFAD wild 5XFAD Wild 5XFAD

Fig. 36: YEBAREMMR T Gal-1 DIRFFKEBLZ X 5 SXFAD v 7 A DFEEEEREIEM
Wild-type ¥ 7 2 e O 5XFAD ~ 7 A (HfEPE, 7-9 - Alii) Ol CAl BEIIC
Control F£721% AAV-Gal-1 #1EA LTz,

A, B, AAVIEA LY 21 BRIZWIARMGEERR (A), 27 BRRICZEMGEERR B) 22 T 7=,
A B —rUT T FRFRICERGE LT, FriariiR £ 7213
B2 BE) LIoRIC T 2~ U 2R OBEE A G L, preferential index (%) & & Hi L7=,

0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test. A significant drug X test interaction was found using repeated

Z. 1 x 10" GC/site > AAV-

Training session & Test session (F4% % 10 4347V,
hr ok <
measures two-way ANOVA [(A) F(2, 15) =44.47, p <0.0001, (B) F(2, 15) = 15.35, p = 0.0002]. ####p < 0.0001,
post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SD, n = 6 mice.

C-F, AAV{EA LY 28 ARICHREEBABRZIT -7z, 10 57H O BB TE 2 &8, W BIEEE (C) . &
ITHF NS S 2 J7 s (D) K OREIRER (BE) 2L E VA IE L=, p>0.05, one-way ANOVA post
hoc Bonferroni test, mean * SD, n = 6 mice. (F) AAV AL L 5~ T ZADKEHER, p > 0.05, repeated-
measures two-way ANOVA, mean = SD, n = 6 mice.

[Yang & Tohda, 2023b £ ¥ 51H, —&BckZ]
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2.3.17. Gal-1 SBFIFEBIC K % SXFAD ~ U RS RIBRRTEF (2 361F 2 SRR RAIEA DiEEt

HPC ##EAIIEIZ 31T 5 Gal-1 OEFPRILLS, SXFAD ~ 7 ADLEEE 2 %ET 5 2 EBHL IR
S22 e, FWT, Gal-l BEPFEBICL D SXFAD ~ 7 A HPC—PFC ([Z51F SR A HE/ERHIC
DUNT, 2O T b L—t—Z& FW AR R TR L=,

S5XFAD ~ 7 A KON wild-type ~ 7 A (HEME, 7-9 » An) (Zxi L., 47 b L —3 —Dextran (3000
MW) Texas Red (#%) Z4{fl PECIZIEA L7z, Hev  THIAI CAT FEIIZ, 1 % 10" GC/site @ AAV-Control
F 72013 AAV-Gal-1 Z{EA L, £ 21 HEIZAM PRC 2 2 (8 B O 4714 b L —+—Dextran (3000 MW)
FITC (fk) ZiEAL7z (Fig. 37A), €D 7 BRI ZHIH L, CAl XU CA3 2T 51 T~ L—
T—BEtERi A £ EinuE® Lz (Fig. 37B),

ZDFEFR., CAI—PFC {28\ T, RN R L7-Hifd (Texas Red f2ME2>> FITC BE) o
Gal-1 IEIFEBLUC LV ARICHEINT 2 Z LR ahiz (Fig. 37C), F£7-. AAV BEA S HIF HIC
SR 23 e L 7oAl (Texas Red BtE7D FITC f29) #d, wild-type & E_T SXFAD ~ 7 A DM
B HSRECHBICHEM U2, Gal-1 Zi@EEH L 7= SXFAD ~ 7 A TIXFEICED L= (Fig. 37D), %

72, EARDAZEME IR S L7 o 72 naive #ifd (Texas Red (17> FITC BiE) %0id. SXFAD < 7 A
@ AAV-Control #f & T AAV-Gal-1 BECTHEIZHM L7 (Fig. 37E), F£7-. 5XFAD ¥ 7 A(D AAV-
Control # & AAV-Gal-1 #£#TlX, Jox PFC [ZHIZRE ST HHIfE (42 Texas Red F5fth) #UZ 22372 < |
FMWREE B wildtype ¥ A EHARTHEIEN-722 05 (Fig. 37F) . AAV HEARTOEPEIC R
WT, 5XFAD ~ U 2O MR TIXFBRE OISR ZEM AL Z > TWebD LB bND, o, AAV IE
AT CA1—PFC (2B W TR ST L Tvofifia (42 FITC BaiE) #X. Gal-l Zi@RFEELL 7=
5XFAD ¥ U AT wild-type ¥V A L FIFREICE THRICHEM L Z &205, Gal-1 @FIFEHIZL > T
S5XFAD ~ 7 A ClE wild-type ~ 7 AIZICHECT D 1F EOIFEHRF P & TV D Z E2VRIB S 7z (Fig.
37G), —J7. & L7z CAl SEHIOEREIIREM T2IT /20 > 72 (Fig.37H) .

CA3 FHIIZ IV T AAV HIRD Cerulean HOEAMRHH S22 &2 CA3—PFC IZBW T HERE
BiToT-, TORER, Gal-1 OBFEPFEHIZL > TETOEBIZEWT CAI—PFC & [REFEOER
&7z (Fig. 38), LA EX 0, HPC #fHIfEIZH W T Gal-1 2\ L7854 TH, SPARC & [AkE
(2. 5XFAD ¥ 7 A®D HPC—PFC (2B T—EZE g LI R A RIEHE, 7D D703 5 R E UEBALIZ[H]
Mo TEMET 5 Z RSNz,
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Texas Red AAV FITC
(PFC)  (CA1) (PFC) o
&
7 days 21 days 7 days ﬁ
Q
AAV-Cont h=

AAV-Gal-1

Texas Red

L] -
SO

—y

FITC

h
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wild 5XFAD wild 5XFAD wild 5XFAD

Fig. 37: Gal-1 BRIF B L 5 SXFAD < 7 2D CA1—PFC (2331} 2 B Fm B EA
A, B, SXFAD ¥ 7 2 K (X wild-type v 7 A (MM, 7-9 » A#w) D41l PFC |2 Dextran Texas Red 1% A
L7, =0 7 B#IZ, A CAL fEIEIZ 1 x 10'° GC/site D AAV-Control % 721% AAV-Gal-1 Z{FEA L,
AAV IEA LD 21 B£IZ Dextran FITC Z PFC OFFPALICIEA LT, £ 7 HRICMZAE L, I8
e O THE YT b L—Y— G ofMlaii 2 e Lz, (B) FHEOLM CALIZI 28T ~ L—19
— (Texas Red XN FITC) %/~9, C-H, Al CA1IZH1F 5 (C) Texas Red [0 FITC G 0fiia
. (D) Texas Red B51EA~> FITC ffh:Dffa#, (E) Texas Red Bf:7>> FITC BatEOMIfEL, (F) &
Texas Red IG5 EAIIR%R . (G) 4= FITC BEtEfMia., (H) €& L7z CAl Dififd, *p<0.05, **p <0.01, ¥**p <
0.001, ****p <0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean == SD, n= 5 mice.

[Yang & Tohda, 2023b L ¥ 5H, —HkZ]
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Fig. 38: Gal-1 :BFIFIIZ X 5 SXFAD ~ 7 2D CA3—PFC 2R} 2 @R BRI

5XFAD ¥ 7 A KO wild-type ¥ 7 A (HHE, 7-9 » Hiiin) O4 Ml PFC (2 Dextran Texas Red Z{EA L7z,
ZD 7 B%IZ, A CA3FEIKIZ 1 x 10" GC/site D AAV-Control & 7213 AAV-Gal-1 Z{EA L., AAVIEA

&V 21 B#£IZ Dextran FITC % PFC DO[REBAIZIEA LTz, D 7 HZICHZ RN L, MY 2 T

BT N L—Y—atE oM 2 E R L2, (A) AAV H3ED Cerulean #:708 CA3IZ HIAN > TV 5

K2R HER & T=, Al CA3 (28115 (B) Texas Red [&ME7> FITC BEttoffsfintk. (C)
Texas Red [51"E7>> FITC [tk ot ia%, (D) Texas Red B2 > FITC Btk omifsfifngt. (E) 4
Texas Red [MEAREHIIEEL, (F) 4 FITC BErsilad. (G) & L7z CA3 OMfE, *p < 0.05, ¥**p <
0.001, **#*p < (0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean = SD, n = 5 mice. [Yang & Tohda,
2023b LV 51, —HBZ]
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2. 3. 18. Diosgenin ZLE ANVEEAFRAIIED Gal-l DBER URRABIIKITTEEOKRFT

PRERAEACIC 35UV T, Gal-1 23 E D K 9 70y FH8 7 & U C O MAr R 2B R R ICB D 2 00
THET L7212, FF0E AP L diosgenin JLE (2331 T D HEHEARAZD Gal-1 FTE R OB L = %
L7,

3 [ RIEEEE U 72 S ARSI ABasas (1.25, 2.5, or 5 pM) % 721X negative control ABssas (1.25, 2.5, or 5
uM) % 3 HRELE L, BEEE721% diosgenin (1 pM) ZALE L7z, D 4 HRLRIIH Gal-1 HUAKL UL
pNF-H Hifk & 2 8 e et 217 - 72 (Fig. 39A), £ DOf5%. control #TlE, AT L Ol
T Gal-l OFBNR S0, 2.5 uM APosas ALEIC L - THEZE ED Gal-1 FBELDNA RIS LT

(Fig. 39B: FIREH), 5 uM APosas ALERETIE, BHERMRAIIRIEN GHTE ST, BiER O E=IFAT
2RI T2, — 7. APssosALiElL, fh5E E D Gal-1 DFRBEIEE L 5 2 /2o 7= (Fig. 39A,B),

RIZ, diosgenin 23858 FD Gal-1 DFBLEIC KT TE, K OEDORBELEZL) 1,25D;-MARRS %
ML TERZIDNE I DERF Lz, 3 B U2 ERARHIIEIC ABsas (2.5 uM) % 3 HEALE L,
1,25D3-MARRS HFIHTIAR & 72 13 normal rabbit IgG % diosgenin (1 pM) & LIZWLE L7z, £ 4 BiZIZHT
Gal-1 FUA KL WL pNF-H HUik L 28 e E et 21T -7, COF5R. diosgenin ZL{EZ K > THlzE Lo
Gal-1 OB EITHEITHEM L7Z23, 1,25D;-MARRS FFIFUALLEZ X ¥ diosgenin (2 X % Gal-1 DG
IXIE L2 (Fig. 39C), 2D Z L, diosgenin I AP (2 K » T L7z#li3R =T Gal-1 D¥ LA
HinsE5Z & & 20 Gal-1 DI 1,25D;-MARRS & 7 F L2 L TR Z 5 Z &V RIB STz,

eV T, diosgenin #5743 SXFAD ~ 7 A¥N D HPC—PFC (2B C, #H5E LD Gal-l ZHNSHE5
INE D NERRETT 572012, HPC 225 PFC IZHGT D Milsk 2 NEFTHE b L—3—BDA IZ KX V%% L .
BDA BhtEisR FiZk1T % Gal-1 OFBLZ G L7, Wild-type X TN 5XFAD ~ 7 A (MM, 7-9 » Hiiin)
(IR E 72 1% diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) % 21 H e CTREA& G- Lz, #4514 A BHIZ BDA 41
il CALIZIEA L, HPC—PFC OMRRIE 2455k L7, £7°. ¥E CALIZ BDABEAINTNDZ &
DEFR ST (Fig. 40A), F7-. FL Gal-1 FUEKL Y DAPI IZ X D8t mE et z{T->7- & 25 (Fig.
40B). PFC (231F % BDA [GIEEZR O mifEIL, wild-type ~ 7 AT~ T 5XFAD ~ 7 A DR G
THEIZHEA L (Fig. 40C), F7- diosgenin ¢ 5- L 7= SXFAD ~ U A CIIARIZHINT 5 Z L VR S
A (Fig. 40C). Fig. 30D OFHMENHER SNz, ZOFR, wild-type 7 2D PEC Ti%., BDA [5Gl
FIZBWT Gal-l E3EHL L TWehs (Fig. 40B) . 2 $ 5 L 72 5XFAD v 7 A Tl, Gal-1 Z %31
T AR A B L= (Fig. 40D), —J7, diosgenin ¢ 5- L 7= SXFAD ~ 7 A ClE, Gal-1 %%
192 BDA Btz 50T wild-type w7 A L1E & A ERIL-UUCE THEICHEIM L7Z (Fig. 40D), LA
FOREER LY | diosgenin (T X o THHE L TWAHHIR ETIEL, Gal-l OFINEND LRI T,
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Fig. 39: Diosgenin L& S N 7=V B R MHRAIRICIIT 5 Gal-l DREKZE ORBE
A, B, 3 Af¥5#E Lz ddY (E14) ~ U AVEE OGRS ABasas (1.25, 2.5, or 5 uM) £ 7213
negative control ABssas(1.25, 2.5, or 5 uM) % 3 HFIALE L, £ D%, BHE OEHIT 4 AffEFE L7z, §t
Gal-1 UK} UL pNF-H SR L 5o fE duta 2170, Blisk BT Gal-1 OFBLEZRIE L7z, APsas
RLERETIL, hiER L0 Gal-l OFRBMED -7 (AKIH), *p < 0.05, ****p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA,
post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SEM, n = 70—89 axons.
C, 3 AR5 L7z ddY (E14) ~ U AV AMRESZARRGHAEIZ ABosss (2.5 uM) % 3 HALE LTz, £ D
#. normal rabbit IgG (Control Ab) F7-1% 1,25D;-MARRS FFIHUA (MARRS Ab) Z4LE L, 155571412
diosgenin (1 uM) Z4LE L7=, Z® 4 B2, P Gal-1 Hiik & O pNF-H Hiik X 2 e de ta 24700,
#hER E D Gal-1 OFEHELZRE LIz, ****p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean =
SEM, n = 49-100 axons.

[Yang & Tohda, 2023b L ¥ 5H, —#kZ]
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Fig. 40: HPC—PFC 3317 % diosgenin |Z X 5 Gal-1 D JHEKR OE DFIREL

5XFAD v 7 A} O wild-type ~ 7 A (MM, 7-9 » Hilin) (M E 721% diosgenin (0.1 pmol/kg/day) %
21 HRIRE DG L, 3B 14 B BIZAM CAL 2 BDA ZiEA LT, MEfHE, MUF 2 HWT
HU pNF-H HUiA KL O Gal-1 HUAKIZ X 220t deta 217 - 72,

A, BDA I EAFRAL (CAL) ZRT,

B, &£ PFC (2431} % BDA Jx UY Gal-1, DAPI D 4efaf,

C, D, PEC |28} % BDA [BH#lZE %L (C) & OV4 BDA BEMESIZR D 9 B Gal-1 [ £ 7213 Gal-1 [l
BOES (D) ZER LTz, **p <0.001 vs SXFAD/Veh, one-way ANOVA post hoc Bonferroni test, mean =+
SD, n= 5 mice.

[Yang & Tohda, 2023b L ¥V 5H., —#kZ]
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IE RS AR OMhZR FIZ1T Gal-1 8@ 3BT 5208, ABIZ L > TENMEAD L, diosgenin (T X -
THOMHE _EC Gal-1 288N L7=fE R & 0 858 = Gal-1 238h5%E % IE LWEERE (PFC) & Tl
TWDETHL, FERD AN =ALOAEZ B Lz, £22TET. Gal-l DR EIZHIT 5
TEDOFEMZ T 272 I, MRaIEE LT O S Yt 21T o 72,

HOEARPEGLAIZ K D Gal-1 DRRHUREE 2 56D 572012, MEBARRSHIIIZ 5 x 107 GC/ul AAV-Gal-1 % 7
HREALE L, FT Gal-1 FUAK WL pNF-H $ifk X 2 aEaEiE  (Permeable) ¥ 72 131 ALEE (Non-
permeable) DHIEFFEYLEZITV, R L —F —BIEBE CBIZ L7z (Fig. 41A), #PfSMIRG (G
TAZYAY) ROHZROEEIL, AAV H3KOD Cerulean H#YEIC L » T L7z, ZOfE%E, Gal-1 1%
PRSI (AL R A E720T T2 < BhREAIBORR M (FRIE) ICHmBBLL TV, SHIT
AR HH#ETO Gal-1 13, MlBER A OEERE G THt Sz 2 L Gal-l 23EcR Mk
DO ETHRBLT 2 Z LRIz, —J, Mg Y o378 Th s pNF-H (X, MAaFES L
DHENFEREA TR SR -T2 2 &b RFEIC KV a0 E J @Iz O 2 HURD e HEf
BNICER L TORWD LRS-,

ZOFER I 0 FNE, AREMHER FICRBLT D Gal-1 23, HPC RSO R 544 /5 T & D PRC #f%
AN B WS LD L & ORIRFHE LR T (RIERT) 27 52/ IRRICIT7Z 5 &, HPC—
PFC (ZH1T D2 HERFFBICHF T D a2 B 2 7o, AIEGRAMRGEET 272912, Gal-1 A iEFIFEE L7z
HPC #RFEAINE DRl F#EMI & D2 PFC sk 1 (conditioned media; CM) ZAL{E L |
Gal-1 |Z X AHRMPEMEESI D E 2 et L, WEARGHIE % neuron device 7 > /3—D
AP AR A ~— 2N (Soma; JR{2) (ZHEFE L, AAV-Control 7213 AAV-Gal-1 (5 x 10° GC/ul) Z 4LiE L 7=
(Fig. 41B), 723, Gal-1 OiEBFIFEH & PFC CM OALE I & 28R MEAER ORI - FRZEN R S
D & 91T, AAV-Gal-1 DRLEREE X, BRPRIEADRRICEL 2V KX HMEIRED 5 x 10° GC/ul &
L7, RIRRZ, T % o\ —OHhiEEGHT (Axonal site; > 7) LV, PFC CM i L7, PFC CM
X, 7 AIEGEE U RER E ORI X D BRI L 72, F % > 3 —NT 7 A%, HL pNF-H fiik
K D HEIEASEY A Z 1TV, microgroove (6 (M), BSREL (A), KOV O total DERFREEE 2 HH L7
(Fig. 41C-E), < D#EHE, AAV-Control FEIZFU T, PFC CM (-) (2T PFC CM (+) Tl &2
AEIRESND Z LavrENT- (Fig. 41C-E), S V. HPC #EAIIOHZRIL, PEC LA
SMENDMIL SDORTIZHESISND Z EARE S, EHRENZ L 12, AAV-Gal-1 BET
hhMM%mdﬁ&%NT\H@CMK&%%%%%ﬁﬁ%K%Léhk(EgMOE ZE,
M EICRTET 5 Gal-1 3, PFC CM ORI T- EFAAMER L, HPC—PFC (23317 2 Bk 8 A itk
TLZLETBTLH/ERTHD, 2B, Gal-l BREIFHEHIZ L > TF ¥ 3 —NOMFREHIRa R 22 k)
7einol=Z LD (Fig. 41F) . ABFE TR SN2 T ¥ /N — N TOEREEOHIINT, Gal-1 & FE]
BT L DMBMEEHZKM L TWDHbDEEZ HND,
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Fig. 41: YEBAHRMIRICRTET 5 Gal-1 © PFC ~0D 5 MR R SRR E~DF S

A, ddY (E14) ~ ¥ AVEE OB AR RAIIIC AAV-Gal-1 (5 x 107 GC/ul) % 7 HREIALE L, #i Gal-1 Pk
K OHL pNF-H Hifk & 5 Mg (Geap i RmistEAlo ) £ idmieidigis (G arpl U

TEMERZ2 L) OHOREGEAZAT o 7o, BRI TR RS LV BUS L7z, Gal-l (ZRRRFIEEN

KOWE EIZJRE L Cne (FREKREH), MHlaiiImar 22 U 27 TR,

B-E, ddY (E14) ~ 7 AMBEWIAIEZMERANL 2 neuron device T ¥ o/ S— DMl A A ~— 2 (Soma; JK

) |ZHEFE L. AAV-Control %7213 AAV-Gal-1 (5 x 10° GC/ul) % Soma HBIZALE L7-, [RIEFIZ, PFC

RSN CM (7 H A S 7o RTERBCEARREHIIE & 0 B 2 #ilsk #5450 (Axonal site; 7 £2)
IZALE L, 7 HIEIREE LTz, £0O%, FL pNF-H ik L 2 868 et 217 > 72, (C) microgroove (M),
(D) axonal site (A), KU (E) Z O total (2331} 2% pNF-H FEIEEIZREE 2 FH L7z, **p < 0.01, ***p <

0.001, ****p < (0.0001, one-way ANOVA, post hoc Bonferroni test; #p < 0.05, PFC CM (-) vs PFC CM (+), two-

way ANOVA, post hoc Bonferroni test; mean £ SEM, n = 9—13 images.

F, ddY (E14) ~ 7 AUgRE A CEE =AM IC AAV-Control F 7213 AAV-Gal-1 (5 x 10° GC/ul) % 7 H ]

RUE L. ft Map2 FLiRIC L D 8otE e zlTo 7o, —EHENICET 5 Map2 Bt iilaticr &

 L72, p>0.05, unpaired t-test, mean +£ SEM, n = 13 images. [Yang & Tohda, 2023b L Y 5|H. —kZ]
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2. 3. 20. PRC t#5AHME KV 5398 & 5 SRR 7 DERER

HPC A& AR DR I SERR I RTET 2 Gal-1 23, PFC ##EEARAL K V) 73 4L 20 L & OHRPER]
T EHAEAEH L, HPC—PFC (2B 2 iFFAE 2 el d 5 2 LAV SN2 72, IS Gal-1 EAHA
TER 9 2 Wil iR A 7 O [RlE A 7l A 72,

HPC #fRAfEIL, PFC ITIFZ <SRN T2 DD, /MK (Cerebellum) 1Z1XIE & A EHHEREESH L
RN EHIE STV S (Oh et al., 2014), L7235 T, PFC IR & b~ T Cerebellum #H#%AHAw
DA SFUWDIRVEIER T8, BDROBRFAEN TR Y 5 2O TEARWnE BTz, £IZT,
PFC &R & 7213 Cerebellum f##8HfE (negative control) % 7 HREEZE L, 21D CM % [aY
L7z, MifiRMfa s~ 64572 CM & FVC, SDS-PAGE K UMRY:f % iV T, PFC CM TIIFRIRH 5
H DD Cerebellum CM TITFEBLN 2N K 237 B 2 EfERIIC ERSE L7 (Fig. 42A), 7318 50 k Aiff&
Z R (RRHD 1d, PFC CM TOHRIEBL LS4, Cerebellum CM T B S 7Rd - 72,
ffilZ B Cerebellum CM TlE PFC CM & TN DD X W87 BOFBIME T LWy, FBLE
DEE TR oTe, 50k DN RIZEENDH /37 B % nano-LC-MS/MS TRIELTZ & Z A,
Secernin-1 T % & R-ME S 4172 (coverage: 2%, score: 36) ,

BEV T, SRYLAICIIT D Secernin-1 DOFEHEDHIMEZHEERT D 7201, HiB L RIS 7%
ESL L, Bt Secernin-1 HLiA K UL B-actin HifA% FH V7= western blot Z1T>7= (Fig. 42B), & D#b R,
PFC CM & Eb_T Cerebellum CM T, Secernin-1 DR ENBE 1TV T2 2 L3R S, SRYEO
AR L —H L7 (Fig. 42C), —7F. MEE lysate (235 1F 5 Secernin-l DI B &L, PFC LK
Cerebellum OFHREAIILIZIBNT, 1FEAEEN RS BRIB SN (Fig. 2D), F7=, HfREIZDHF
BT DK /7 EThD Bactin 1L CM HCIIH S e o772, CM ORIFRFZHIfRE o &
IR EDNRAE LT vTREVEMEW Z E AR STz, BLEDRRD 6 Secernin-1 (3 PFC & Cerebellum
DOWAHREAIL TER SN D28, BE O < MRS 2 01N 272 > TR Y . £tk > T
PEC #HEAINE 52 < ST S LD D TIEZRVINE B XD,

PFC MM 2> 553U S 4125 Secernin-1 73, HPC FREEMEIZ 6~ 2 Bl i3z 35 A 1 D Afiic 72 v
D DMERGTT D72, FTILlERER Secernin-1 ¢ HPC MR 59~ 2 il ZR M EAEH 2 /5 L7z

(Fig. 2E) , 1BAPRSII IS EEE 7213 1, 10, 100 ng/ml ¥ = > B> b Secernin-1 (rSecernin-1) %
JLiE L, 7 BRRIZHL pNF-H FUARIC X D H et 21T o 72, £ OfER, 1-100 ng/mL rSecernin-1 >
TAVA AL U 72 I W T b | PR IEEALGE & el LT pNF-H PO #R B A EICHEN L 72

(Fig. 2F), L7=M - T, AR (Gfush) Secernin-1 723, HPC #FSHIRR DR R 2425 = &
RSN,
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Fig. 42: PFC &AM X ¥ 550 S 2 8325 SN TR O BRR
A, ddY (E14) ~ U7 A XV FiAE (PFC) F7-213/M (Cerebellum) #If G Z IR A BLEE L 7 H
B Uvc, WARRSHIAE L 0 B L7z CM &2 W T 24T - 72, RRFIDN > RiE, PFC CM TO
HHFBLLTEY | Cerebellum CM H CIIFHILNFEH H L2025 72, Nano-LC/MS T ORESR, AN
N1 Secernin-1 72 & 7RI 4172,
B-D, ddY (E14) ~ 7 A X W AiiAEE (PFC) F7213/M¥ (Cerebellum) I CEGaEApMIla 4 HEfEL 7 A
MEEEE U7, MiffRSMAE &L 0 B L 72 CM R OSHiRE lysate 2 VYT western blot 217572, (C) CM K&
O (D) lysate 12351 % Secernin-1 O3B (/B-actin) % Ef L7z, ****p < 0.0001, unpaired #-test, mean
+ SEM, n = 6 different samples in each group.
E, F, ddY (E14) ~ 7 AVEE ORI 1, 10, 100 ng/mL rSecernin-1 & 72 132 7 H BALE L,
L pNF-H JURIC £ D defufe e ta 21T o 72, (F) pNF-H GIEIZR DR S &2 78R LTz, **p < 0.01, ***p
<0.001, ***p <0.0001, one-way ANOVA, post hoc Bonferroni test, mean £ SEM, n = 12—-17 photos.
[Yang & Tohda, 2023b £ ¥ 51H, —&BckZ]
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2.3.21. Gal-1 & ONfEEfER! Secernin-1 12 & 5 HPC—PFC (23 % SR HEERA Ot

PFC FPEAIIE L 0 W S 5 58ER GRIFEAY) Secernin-1 A3, HPC AR A e o> i 52 375 K] 7oAl &
L CRE S =728, KRIC Gal-1 Zi@BFIFE L9 25 HPC MMl o®hzR 23, R Secernin-1 12X - C
HETL20E I DT N TRHRE LT,

% ZC. Neuron device 7 > /N—% H\ T, Gal-1 Zi\FIFEEL L 7= HPC M O R SR &
DH rSecernin-1 ZALE L. Gal-1 |2 X DEHRMEIMEEZILE0E D DERGT LTz, WEEARIL %
neuron device I ¥ >/ 3N— DR AR— AN (Soma; JKfa) (Z#FE L. AAV-Control F 721% AAV-Gal-1
(5 x 10° GC/ul) A& L7= (Fig. 43A), [FIRFIZ, T v/ N\—OHEREET  (Axonal site; Ha) LV, 1
ng/ml rSecernin-1 Z¥RM L7z, F ¥ o /3—NT 7 HEEE%. HU pNF-H ik X 2 8 e e 2170,
microgroove ¥ (M), BZREHHES (A). K OVZF D total DERFRE L ZHH L7- (Fig. 43B-D), + DifE 4,
HPC &I D pl = [ $EDMFAE T 2B R GT L © rSecernin-1 24L& L7454 Tld, AAV-Gal-1 £ 5
H R RAE NS O EICHER L. (Fig. 43B-D), ZHiE. ®hEZZM#E EIC/HET S Gal-1 73,
PFC CM H1 O#liZRFHER - Secernin-1 ZJ&H¥ 2 Z A MERICIT72 6 < 2 & T, HPC—PFC (2317 S il
BHRGEAEET D L2 FFTOMETHD LB D,

94



A AAV9-Cont AAV9-Gal-1

AAV9-Cont Vehicle :
AAV9-Gal-1 rSecernin-1 o
E
Q
>
Soma Axon

%i‘)_'\Axonal site (A)

=

Microgroove (M)

rSecernin-1

B Microgroove C Axonal site D Total
% HH .
"
*kk
—~ 25- E— . 80- ko « 50- *kkk
NE ki NE ikt £ *kkk
E 20 < £ v E 401
T o oo E 60 o £ o
o©° ¥ £
E 5 2 = o§>o < 307 00
3 2 by 2 B
7 0,0 o O 5 40 o ® o
£ 101 o o 2 c oo B S 201 o o
) ° 4T 000 2 o o o °
S %o T o = o 80
= Qo S o s 20 o o % 0] o ot
c 51 00 . e O c Q
) 050 0 ] o o S
< < 188 <
< o < ol 0
Cont Gal-1 Cont Gal-1 Cont Gal-1 Cont Gal-1 Cont Gal-1 Cont Gal-1
Vehicle rSecernin-1 Vehicle rSecernin-1 Vehicle rSecernin-1

Fig. 43: Gal-1 K UNEBER Secernin-1 12 X 5 HPC—PFC (2817 28R FHE/EM

ddY (E14) ~ 7 AP CESZEESHIIE % neuron device T >/ N— DA A ~— X (Soma; JK{4) 1
BRE L. AAV-Control F721% AAV-Gal-1 (5 x 10° GC/ul) % Soma HFIZALE L7=, [RIFFIZ, 1 ng/ml
rSecernin-1 F 72 | XIAME 2 B SR AT (Axonal site; F(8) IZALUE L, 7 BESE L7z, £ D%, L pNF-
HHUR L 28t Z et #17 > 72, (B) microgroove (M), (C) axonal site (A), & TN (D) % @ total |ZF51F
% pNF-H [ PEhsR B 2 S L7z, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001, one-way ANOVA, post hoc Bonferroni
test; #p < 0.05, ###p < 0.001, Vehicle vs rSecernin-1, two-way ANOVA, post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SEM, n
=11-13 images. [Yang & Tohda, 2023b & ¥ 5| f, —¥FdkZs]
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2.3.22. Gal-1 & BFBERY Secernin-1 56, K ORGR PSR HI2351) 5 Gal-1 &FRER Secernin-1 3£/F1E

ZZETOHEOFTRL Y, HPC MRkl O fhsR FHEREE EICJRTES % Gal-1 23, PFC LV /3sEh
% Secernin-1 & 1T 5 S MERITIZ 72 H &, HPC—PFC (2361} 2 HhERaHEIC % 57 5 AlREMEA R L
Too £ 2 TWRIT, WEAERY Secernin-1 & Gal-1 25, AT 27 TH 2D Z & &G 5720, W
G U ENEEREG T OME D) R L,

YEFSARRSHIAIZ 5 x 10° GC/Wl AAV-Gal-1 % 7 HEALE L, % Ol lysate 2 [FIUX L7z, [ L 721
FSARRSHIAG lysate (50 pg) 1T rSecernin-1 (1.5 pg) Z¥RM L, 37°CT 60 /3RS L7121, Bt Gal-1 HLiRIZ
X oEkkE (IP) #1T-7= (Fig. 44A), Bt Gal-1 HUIRIZ X 5 western blot Z#1T->72 & Z 5 (Fig. 44A:
TEY) . input (lysate) @ Gal-1 &[R4 782, IP I4L72 Gal-1 D32 AR &4, T Gal-1 LRI &
S THEDZ Gal-1 28 TP SV TWDH Z & D3RS S 47z, F72, normal IgG IP L— 2BV TIE, Gal-1
23 IP S TWeho Tz, WV T, HU Secernin-1 HLARIZ K - T western blot #1T>7-2& Z 5 (Fig. 44A:
EB) . BT Gal-1 JURIZ L > T IP L7zH > 7L Tid, 1Secemin-1 input & [F] U7 F &2/ RV &S
7=, Normal IgG T IP L7227 /MZH DT HNT 1Secernin-1 D/N2 KA 47223, F O EFHT
Gal-1 Uk IP 7V X0 LB 002 &0~> 72, F72. rSecernin-1 (21X His-tag &2 ¥ T7-tag (FF. #J
1.9 k) BPMZTWA 7o, MR lysate FHOFIALN Secernin-1 D43 FE L D & T I E
D EANCRE Sz, PLEX Y EEER Secernin-1 73 Gal-1 IZEHREAG L CWVWD I DRSS,
FHRSHENE Tysate U2 & AL DML Secernin-1 13 Gal-1 & IJERE S g7, ZOEBO 1oL L
T, RISIZHWE rSecernin-1 23RN Secernin-1 D& X D L0772, Ml Secernin-1 & Dk
AVRBRHBARUT CTHZABEMERNH D, b9 1 DOBH E LT, MIEN Secernin-1 & ikl (/7U4)
M Secernin-1 D = RA#E N7 2 "[REME A % 2 T 5, Fig. 42B (2B T, CM H® Secernin-1 %
lysate 10 Secernin-1 D53 i H XV OTMCRKEWT ERFRH SN (O FEZEITR 06 k), Fiz,
rSecernin-1 (ZATNE LTV 5 His-tag & T7-tag (355 1.9 k T 5723, Fig. 4A 1T T lysate F D
Secernin-1 & rSecernin-1 D4y FEDFAETH 2.8 k 72 L FHHHEH., Fig. 2B OfE R —E L ClEkEi
Secernin-1 O HF R HOT NI FEDREIWATREENREZ X bz, TIHOBEENG ., lysate F1 D
Secernin-1 & Gal-1 DFER VR SR> DTV E TR L TV D,

S 5T, Gal-1 & rSecernin-1 23R M ECTHRFIET 5008 9 A Lz, MEEMRSHIIC 5 <
107 GC/ul AAV-Gal-1 % 3 HEJALE . 1 pg/mL rSecernin-1 F 72 I XIAME A 1 BRFRIALE L=, $1 Gal-1 HUIK,
Pl His-tag LK, KL OHL Secernin-1 Hill L 5 Hifui%EE (Permeable) F 72 1XIEFEHALEE (Non-
permeable) DHFEYL A E TV, IE AL —F —BMEE CHIZ L7z (Fig. 44B), 7233, rSecernin-1
(21 poly histidine Z 7 2MF AN S TN D72, ALE L 72 rSecernin-1 46 3% 72 $OIZHT His-tag HLA &
UL Secernin-1 HLIRDM 5 % V= (F#gHlAa O NTEME Secernin-1 &, HT Secernin-1 HUATHiH S 4
HT LT D), EDFESR, rSecemin-1 ALERETIL, Permeable } T* Non-permeable )G HufE i o &
HHIZBWTYH, BEM#ET Histag & Secernin-1 O 7 F /03 i S 4u, Gal-1 & 3LJF7EL Tz
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(FRIA) ., —H7. WHALERETIX, rSecernin-1 H12K D His-tag > 7 7 /Vidkt S vie > 72 (ARHED,
PLEDOFRER L0 HEEER Secernin-1 TR ISR EIZIWT, NI Gal-1 EILFFETH I EAVRE

iz,
A
MW (k)
50 — | —— WB: rSecernin-1
Secernin-1
o
15 — — — WBI:
Gal-1 Secernin-1
Lysate (pg) 2 - 50 50
rSecernin-1(ug) — 0.001 1.5 15
IP antibody = = IgG Gal-1
Input IP
B Gal-1 His-tag Secernin-1 Gal-1/His-tag/Secernin-1
N x ’
=
=
ol|lo
-
©
o
El
o | £
a|'c
S
a
O
n
S
N K]
S |c
c gl'c
(o] P
2E|g
g|e

Fig. 44: Gal-1 X OEEBER! Secernin-1 DS &M
A, ddY (E14) ~ 7 AYFERAMCESEARRSANIZ 5 x 10° GC/ul AAV-Gal-1 % 7 HEALE L. A lysate %
L7, O lysate (50 pg) & rSecernin-1 (1.5 pg) % 37°C T 1 KRS L. normal IgG (IgG) £ 7= 13t
Gal-1 Hiffk % HWTHRELRE (P) Z#1Tolz, TDO#H, IP SN ¥ 87 BZPT Gal-l HUEK UL
Secernin-1 HLiA& % FHV 7= western blot |2 L 0 fFH L 7=,
B, ddY (E14) ~ 7 AU A CEE MG 5 x 107 GC/ul AAV-Gal-1 % 3 H[E4LEH . rSecernin-1 (1 pg
/mL) F 7 XA A 1 FFRLE L7z, FL Gal-1 HTiK ) Ot pNF-H Uik X D AifaEaE i (Ge R s
PEAID V) FioiTREIEEE (RS mIETERZ L) OmE e 21T o7z, Sl
FE RS K 0 BUS L=, ALE L7 rSecernin-1 (His-tag 2 0% Secernin-1 37 /V) 1%, mEM#EICEH
W Gal-l EHFELTWER (FRIE) . EEAER CI3mt Snigh ol (BRIE), MMk
(XEEOT AL Y AT TRT,

[Yang & Tohda, 2023b L ¥ 5H, —#kZ]
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2.4. E%

ARETIX, diosgenin (2 X% SXFAD ~ U ADNMNIZI T 2 )7 AIRFEAY 72l PR RAEH 2 /Gt L
ARSI B DR ia h COMBE Y T O R EZHE L7, £7. 2 A0 T h L —4— (Dextran
3000 MW Texas Red X OF FITC) % VT, FE# 50 K o T TSR A ZE M L 7o rhie e, BlsR 235
MEH MRS LRh o7 naive Z2AHRGMIIE, M QMR35 R A B R L 7o fiia 2 e & 2
72 5@ THSUET 2 FIEEMENL LT (Fig. 15, 16), RFUEE AWM OFER, SXFAD ¥ 7 A~D
diosgenin #% 5-12 X - CTHEME CA1 K TY CA3 7>5 PFC ~DEZR I EMEE SN D Z L 280 R LT

(Fig. 16-18), F 7=, diosgenin $¢ 512 X > THMZR A7 MIRF AN B R U 7o A i e S | 8 B
DEACLTZR T Z2~A 7 a7 LA CREMICHNT L (Fig. 19, Table 3), SPARC X O Galectin-1 (Gal-
1) (235 H L., HEREMENT 24T > 7=, SPARC |ZBH L Cid, HPC Al ~DmEIFIFIZ LV | SXFAD
~ U ADOMARGRAIRLE R O ZE LR E N dET 5 2 & (Fig. 24) . HPC 2>5 PFC ~EHREN M E S
% Z & (Fig. 25, 26) . SPARC DOiEREIFEHLIZ X > T HPC >5 PFC ~filiZZ 23 FHi R L 7= i 23 Mk
PRARLIEOUGEICEREF 595 2 & (Fig. 28) . SXFAD ~ 7 A HPC MM O #hsE_ECRBED L.,
diosgenin %512 & o THAZHIZR I L THBIEINT 2 2 & (Fig. 29-31) . #hsRME LITFE B9 5 SPARC
. BHIRDNTE 2 B ONC WG AT R AE T D HES: collagen 1 EAHEAEA T2 2 & T, J7 AR R A 7ot
KEHEICHEGT 52 L (Fig. 31, 32) ZZNEHEEH L7, Gal-1 122\ T, HPC ffkAlfE~ i
FIFHLUZ L0 | 5XFAD ~ U7 A OWIRGRMGENE K OB E N k#+5 2 & (Fig. 36). HPC 7> 5
PFC ~fliZZ A ET 2 Z & (Fig. 37, 38) . 5XFAD ~ 7 A D HPC #fAaofhieR - CRIED L,
diosgenin #%5-12 & - THlER L CRIHMNT S Z & (Fig. 39, 40) . HPC #RHIIN O pl R M #ERR B2 @ %8
Bl L. PFC #f&MIED & 73W S 40 2 BT REA SN 7 Secernin-1 Z k17 22 B ARRICIZTZH< 2 &
T. HPC—PFC [Z&!F 2 MFr R 2R R ICH 535 2 & (Fig. 4144) N ZE1aE LTz,
UL EOFERIE, AD ORIZIBW TV o 7z AZEE LIZHhsR S It & F > THPE CTE 5 Z & 241D T
FEAT AL O TH Y . ARBGEA[REICT S 3Y) diosgenin OF HME L . Z OEROMHRHIEH T ORERE
DT OB E EFEFE LT,

AREE TR UTZBERES T2 OWT, A ICELET 5, SXFAD ~ 7 A0 diosgenin %512 K > THif
5723 HPC 7°% PFC (T 7 IARr B AIZ TR R L7 st 2 MBI KV LCM CTHBEL . IR GO
naive FRSHIAE & LE R CREE(LT 285 T2 ~A 7 07 LA THREEMIZHER L (Fig. 19). Table 3 (2
LRI . 2L OBBT AR Uiz, SO & OBE, MRHERE~ D B 55 & SUIRFA A L.
Table 3 D H 75 Sparc, Kik6, Arpclb, CXCL16, Lgals] @ 5&n 12 L=, b0 5 /IO T,
Fig. 20 " Fig. 33 & [FAIBRIC diosgenin AL{E|Z X AR CH & LRV H L)L TORBEE
western blot CHiFt L7z & 2 A, SPARC XN Gal-1 (Lgals] BinT) OFRN~A 70T LAIZEBITS
RNA L-ULORBEOHEMENHEGEE SN 720, N6 20 TICERTLZ e LTz,

SPARC %, HMiff%7 (Cheng et al., 2013; Murphy-Ullrich et al., 1995), Ff#E%E (Chen et al., 2012), #H
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W7 (Hung et al.,, 2017), #A#fETE (Bradshaw & Sage, 2001) <% 52 (Sage et al., 1989b) Z{fEitEd 24 & o
RIBETH D, PHAARRTIE, MREEER N R DA LB ERICB W TREAN Y -7 2R 1L
(Vincent et al., 2008), 77 A% (Jones et al., 2018) °FRZ: (Lopez-Murcia et al., 2015) IZH 5325 2
EMHE SN TN D, HPC ARSI OBRIISERALD 15T 2 W E 2 Uiz, BRIV T
HPC © SPARC 28 H " L #9145 Z & (Liu et al., 2005) 725, SPARC 2MHRMER IZZ G- LT\ 5 AfREM:
3R S AL TUNTZ25 . SPARC OIS 2RI R R R PR BRI 20 8 5 I A TH o 72,
ABFFEN IS T, AR TIZ 331 2 SPARC OB BIFEHLMN COMhER A & & OGEERIE IC % 59
D72 T < BRI FIZHELT S SPARC 7%, BERZEMERTIZ T2 BHER DME N C WG TR F 9 5
Mgk collagen I EAHAANEHT 2 2 & T, FHARrRAZREIR MR 22T 2 Z & 2010 CHEF L7z,
Collagen 7 7 I U —{%, FEHIOMIZI W THEIRMRLEREHE, o 7 AR EE e 2 4
ST 5% (Hubert et al., 2009), ARAEMHREROEEMFE TIL, RN X —57 v MINIZHERA T 5ERIC
collagen 4a5 238405 Z & A3 4TV % (Isaacman-Beck et al., 2015), L72>L. FRESHIIE O i3 7
i RIFIZ collagen I 23EZR DI TNEDIE L 23 FARITITTZ H < Z S IFAMIZETHID TH BT LT,
Collagen 1 2SEFEAREAMAE D> 50 S35 2 & IFREIZHE S 41TV 4 (Kuhn et al., 2012; Mendes-Pinheiro
et al., 2018), AHFFETIL, HHRMRFEC collagen I IR AP OT WA IBATOFPHICERE L, k)
ABIZ K-> TEMi L% TH, MlsMcEfFT 5 2 L &R L7z (Fig. 31), 7=, #h5EMK = SPARC
e A7 5 EFOMFRITMIE collagen T 235D Z E N TE T, HAFFRMICHMETE <25
bR S (Fig. 32C-E), = Z CEIEIZ/RDON, ®FEZEERIC collagen 1 3Z D < H W EH
M L 550+ & LTIMNIZERTFET 50>, LW I RTh D, ABFFETIL, Fig 31D [T Loz,
72 & 79 » Al SXFAD ~ 7 AD PFCIZE T, collagen 1 3795 Z L 2B L T\ 5,
£7-. AD BEDIKITIIT 5 collagen 1 DIEHLEIT, [EFFF &L L TAZE Xuetal, 2019) & LIE, &
L A9 % (Freitas et al., 2021) & OGN H D 7=, BITFRAF Lt 2 WREMIIHo b 055 &%
A

Gal-1 1%, Lgals] Bl FIZE>oTa—RINTEY, MW - SMNIRBT DT 77 b—AfEGH v~
NI ETd % (Camby et al., 2006), FRTHMES Gal-1 12OV Tl THEARRR R K OSSR ARFRR O HihiZz {h
F - BAECEDL Z N2 HEINTEBY, flEMass (U e )2 ) Gal-l [ Z&ARMREH]
(DRG) K ONESh R OB R ) OV 2T 9% (Horie et al., 1999; McGraw et al., 2004), F7-.
Jarery b Ga-l THE SNz~ 7 17 7 —U bk, DRG WAL 32 shER R R 1
DM END Z & Hbh-> T D (Horie et al., 2004), & 512, Gal-1 [ZRAFROEHRFALEIZ LD D
(Barondes et al., 1994; Mahanthappa et al., 1994; Puche et al., 1996; Tenne-Brown et al., 1998), FXM#ERAIZES
Wi, U=z EF > b Gal-l 25 NRP1/PlexinAd4 ZFRICHEASTH 2 & T, R MEMRERNT
Semaphorin3A % NRP1/PlexinAd = HFRITHEAET D2 a7 m v 7 L, FHEE~ U RIZBWTHEHT
DOENFR A iR S, EEEREREE 201142 (Quintd et al., 2014), —J7. M2V T, Gal-11X7

vy
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Z huHA b (Gaudet et al., 2015; Wu et al,, 2016), ¥ 2 1 77— (Gaudet et al., 2015), &K1
(Kajitani et al., 2014) TIA< FBEAHE SN TV D, AT TO Gal-1 OBEREIZIZ & A E S
IZENTWRWNE DD, Hifush Gal-1 23 PlexinAd 2R E & b ITHERHIRETEMREAIRIC = R A
F—= A Ko THVIAE L, BRFMHEICEDS Z &R HE STV S (Quintd et al.,, 2016), F7-,
Gal-1 / v 777 b~ ATlL, CEEENZ 5 (Sakaguchi et al., 2011), LAED Z &5 Ifhis
faf @ Gal-l 23, BERFMEFEM 2 U CGLEES OUGEICFHF ST 5 aleEiIm B2 51508,
FREEHIIL T T Gal-1 DOHEINHN T OBIZR A RCRESGEICBE D 500 8 ) NNImF SNl Z &3
Mo Tz, ABFFETIE, ARSI IZER T D Gal-1 OBFEIFEIN C O FHE L ORLEREICF 5
THZEERLT,

Gal-1 |Z Bl-integrin L LFIEL TWNWDH Z &b, MUK LICHRHETDHEEZ 5N TWD (Bojic-
Trbojevic et al., 2018), AMFFEIZIBNT | Gal-1 DR HIZRTET 5 2 & 2 MifaEddziE oot
T e TRERS L7z, E72. Gal-1 (3/NRHfL & T PFC #HSMIRA» 553232 Secernin-1
LEBERM A L. WEEERY Secernin-1 7% Gal-1 JBLMIRAFHE L7722 LD, Gal-l 23HhEREE A 7
Secernin-1 O FIRE LTI < Al 29O TR LTZ, Lov L, ARSI Zm R S 7z Gal-1
P, AR S W S, FAUHHIIES Gal-l D EIRFHRE 2R L TS ATREME L BETE 220,
ASt%0%. Gal-1 & EEERY Secernin-1 D REFR FSENR FICRBIT A A2 5 EMICfER T A NERH L L&
Z B

Secernin-1 |%, JEVEHIlICB N T=F VYA h— 2R ZHEHT D ¥ N7 E LT, T
E SN H /X7 Tl % (Way et al., 2002), HFHEARERIZISIT 5 Secernin-1 DFEREIZ DWW TIXE 721
ENEWRED TRV, A7 &t Secernin-1 137 v N O R OERGRRICREILT D Z 3o T
% (Lindhout et al., 2019), F7=. MEEMEHILOD Secernin-1 %2/ v 7 X 7325 L 7T AR
3% Z &5 (Lindhout et al., 2019), F#EARIEIZ 33V T Secernin-1 23 FfRIEEN O #ERFIZ B EL 2 5 H] %
o TVWD AR RIZ STV D, EHIZ, AD BEOHKIZIBVT Secemin-1 X7 I 1A KT —
JWICEFICEE L WD Z E bt & T s (Pires et al, 2019), L L., A#FFETRHLZL D
IZ. Secernin-1 W% X7 E UTFEE L, BRFER 7 & UCTH¥EET 5 2 & 235 L=l
720N, F72. Secernin-1 IZ PFC X UOVINMMAHRAIILD &6 HIZB W THAMINDITHE b LT, £
D5yEL PFC MR Tl B 2% n ~ 7= (Fig. 42B-D), L7273 > T, PFC K OVIMMfRefmAL
BT % Secernin-1 Dy WEEIZT /2 2 FREMEDN B DM, T OB OFEIZ OV TR E B 72 2 fRAD
ECTHD,

Diosgenin (Z X % SPARC & TN Gal-1 OFRBUEINIEED B0 T A D= A LIZONTH, il Eh
1,25Ds-MARRS #1425 Z & &~ L= (Fig. 29C, D }2 O} Fig. 39C), SPARC DIsEEHER - 1o & L
T, c-Jun A E TV DAY (Briggs et al,, 2002), diosgenin (2 5 % 1,25D;-MARRS FI & 12T &
% PI3K, ERK, PKA, PKC (Tohda et al., 2012) D FifiCI\ T, c-Jun DEEEIHIEAEIRT 5 = & A%
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7o T D (Zhao et al., 2015), L > T, diosgenin (F72< &t 245D 420 protein kinase 47 L
T c-Jun DERGIEMEZ NN L, SPARC ORBIZ M2 AlREMENRH D B2 bhd, £i2, Gal-l
IZ2OW T, RET/PIK3 ¥ 7 /LD i CHEIEINT 5 Z & 23 STV % (Takaku et al., 2013),

Diosgenin {Z & - THIZE 7Y PFC (212> TR L7 HPC MRS, £ D X 5 7o SORHS & £F
DD, ED XDV T H A T OMFRNER 22 DD, S IR & BRI &5 52T
W7 = ) B AT EETDHNFEIZONTIE, IERICEE RGN, EEARRENEL N, F T HERE
WZ & & LT, Fig. 16B, C (2B 2 TVE b L—Y—DJLN Y 285395 L. —fRAIZ HPC #H
Rk 732 < ALES 2 MR, b L— Y — B D 2o T, T L ASEARHRTE Ok
TE (ERBEEOSTE) 12— — a2 1L 5 IRE L T, Zhub ZJ8ICRfEs
DAREHINRAY & D K 5 IME 2R o0y, R R P RIEMEDS SO DN DWW TIARBZER, A 72<
& 4 Fig. 19 (2B W CHIZE DS E L 72 BHAE Cld, naive 72 #BHIAE & EE-X T Calretinin OB &3
55 ML Tz (F—#K427), Calretinin (%, HPC IMEMRHIO~—H—& LTHWHLT
& 72728, HPC—PFC O X 9 IZRIEHEOMREEIEE Tid7/2 <. HPC WD RFTEE DR A > Tnd &
—WHNCBE 2 B TE T, UL, PFC OAFIMEMRRIEICHZR B4 LT % HPC MFRAII O
S3LA BIE, Calretinin (O T D 2 & 3 S THE Y (Ahrlund-Richter et al., 2019), £ TD
Calretinin B5 AN 23 M TEARSIAR OMEE & FE DI TRV Z L 2VRIB S LTS, Fig. 16 O
Texas Red [&1E2 D FITC [iEd (hERFHRE L7z) #PRSHIRO RITEN, HPC IZ31F 5 Calretinin BEfE:
DOIFEHIL O JIESFT & FEF LI L T D (Gulyas et al., 1992; Matyas et al., 2004) = & HEKE 2 5 &
Calretinin BETEARESIIR O —3B1X, W o 72 AZERE U721 R & R EEEC B R T & % population 7>
L7y, TSR ORERE K OB A REE T 5 72010, BRUEBIFHIFIER Y v 7 VB VT
MEIDICEDDZVNENDH D, Fiz, SXFAD ~ U AZTBWT, FFEDOMRHIIRICE Y v RV H
FEEL X, oM LRI Y2 diosgenin $ 512 L » TRBEECHHET 20082 Mo T, =
SR OIS A OV TRIFINICBIZE T 5 2 & b, SROEERFETH D,

PLb, ARETIE, diosgenin #5753 AD D072 < & 4 HPC—PFC (BT, #hEk % H ks RaIZ /i
R EE2 & &, HPC—PFC TOMIZRAHENSTIEEEDOEEN O+ RERTH D Z L 27 L
7o 5XFAD ~ U ATIL, £ 45 » Bl CRLlEEENRIET 228, 2D ADFRIED Z A < 2 73k
FEROEER VT T ADREE —F L TnDZ b, e b 9 4 A CIIARRAIRE OB T X
TWRNZ RS E TS (Kim et al., 2019; Oakley et al., 2006), AHFZE Tk, FRSHIIE O BT M3
Z o TR 79 » A S5XFAD ~ 7 A% W =7-9, diosgenin (2 X 5 FCiEck I TR BRI X
STHEHLEINTEY, WRMIEREER OB S I/ S WEE X5, 51%I1X. diosgenin #5725 HPC
—PFC LIS OMHERIFIZIBN T bR 2 H IR ROICHME S50 8 ) hE@IiTrT s & L bic, £
DA OETEIZ & SPARC O Gal-1 25354 2 AlREME 2 a4 5 TETH 5,
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2.5./HE
AREETIL, diosgenin %573 SXFAD ~ 7 AUNIZEBWC a2 £ - TR 2 HHE ST 2 & %

WO TREA L, ARBIGIT B 2 ik Hife 7 O#%RES> 1 & L T SPARC (Yang & Tohda, 2023a) K U* Gal-1
(Yang & Tohda, 2023b) % R L7z, F£72. M TOEEFHEDN GBS EO BN OS2 ERK TH 5
L EHRETIICEE LT, T D ORERIE, N ORI R DY AD ICXF T 58 J1 7RI TR L

W27 0 55 2 L2 IRRT %,
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% 3 E : Diosgenin BB IIFKT X X2 X B IEE~ U A KR OREE A\ OFLBTIEEH ORRET

(Yang X, Nomoto K, Tohda C. Journal of Natural Medicines, 75, 207-216, 2021)

(Tohda C, Yang X, Nomoto K. Japanese Journal of Food Chemistry and Safety, 27, 102—105, 2020)

(Tohda C, Yang X, Matsui M, Inada Y, Kadomoto E, Nakada S, Watari H, Shibahara N. Nutrients, 9, 1160, 2017)

3.1.fE

LRI B O 582 T D diosgenin D IEFEMNFE, KOV 1 8, 52 FOFEFR LY | diosgenin 78 AD (T
%I UCH B AR BIEEREAM T D Z & B4R LT & 72, Diosgenin D FEMENIZE 2 2R+ 512 dH
720, FexiFn— RO MEEY) diosgenin TlE7e < diosgenin Z &4 L 7= L3z % X CRERMFSE
F CRET A2 T, £33 diosgenin ZHEEEMER REME LTHRETLHIZLEZHETZH
AETIE, BT R 5 IR ZOLBITEEN 2 a2 2 &, ZO=F 22 A THE
N OFRIIBEREI SR D R A BRRITE TR 2 Z L 2 ARV & L7z,

I3EHZ351F 5 diosgenin D &lX ., Dioscorea JEDFEFEICHKAF L CRE B0 | iz, D.
zingiberensis O D. collettii I3 diosgenin & w235 = W\, D. japonica 2 (Y D. opposita Tl diosgenin & &
131KV (Li et al,, 2010a; Vendl et al., 2006; Yiet al., 2014), 7z, EHE/LRZ & & LT, BAIER G THES
%1% (Doscorea Rhizome) (%, D. japonica X% D. batatas ( = D. opposita) % FEJFHREM & L TED |
DF VY diosgenin & ENIEF I, —H T, FEPIZIX, flix D diosgenin FHEA (f : dioscin,
protodioscin, pseudoprotodioscin) 23 F A SN TE Y . IRAZBICAEKRAN (FICHBNMEICELS) T
diosgenin [ZHI & D EEZ BTV D (Yi et al, 2014), —J57, EEIZIE, ERNIZEBIT S diosgenin
BLHEARDN S diosgenin ~DAREHNFRIFME N Z & 3G 4TV 5 (Okawara et al,, 2013), & Z THAIZ
A AR5 7 1L BE 2 1 e ) Bk L7=% BB 2] TlE, 2 bnF A+ 08E
@ diosgenin 235 EAL TRV ATHEMERC,  diosgenin FCHEIA7> D diosgenin ~DIGHZIENHE | FEEIL
EERZH/H T 20O T RWnwhE PRELE, 22T, FiELEET X AoX R L diosgenin & &%
O DMVE A HE L7 IR R A2 T 5 2 L & Uiz, D. batatas D CH, FEZEME TR SN
7o ILU3EIZ, diosgenin BHEIAD dioscin D ENIEFIZ @Y (LUFEF D 2%LL 1) Z & RbhoTngd 2
EMD, 2O D. batatas &R E Lo Z G KT 5 7 — T, =% 2 ZERINK R BOG 20
25T EILE ST, =X A diosgenin Z % 16%F TEsd7z diosgenin ERAILFKT= X 2| ¢ H
WTRRT AT 2 72,

ARETIEL, 26 2 FEDO LIS 22N ENZ A2 OEEIZ A S ETOREBTIER ~ U 2T A
Bh- L. ZDEED diosgenin DIRFEATHR K OFCRITEMEH OEWNG | 13K F 2 & LT diosgenin &
BRI VEH & & 2 WA 2 BT L, fen T i Sz b A7k TR SN U= 2 %
DT B AN OFREERE IS 62 1M & BRIRBTZE TRk L 7=,
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3.2. EBRME R D NCERFIE
WEES

Y OB BT E IR PR ERIEEHE 72, £, REWERO T 1 ha—x, BILKT
B ERE B R ONRE TH# 2 FBREB S OEKR AR TWD (B EBIKGRE S © A2017INM-1,
AR TR 2 FEBRAGEE S © G2013INM-1, G2018INM-2), fEEk A& x5 & L= 7 T2 RART v & A
{EZEERZ n A4 — =BT, BURFHMEZEROERBEZHE TS (ID: UMIN000021151),

[l 2 2

AASRS T ILFEOBOKA (FEILEE) =F X3, TA7 AR T (R) ([T LZFeL.,
A L7z, 500 g ™ Dioscorea Rhizome (15 mm }7) (251 DBHiKZ M Z, 90°CLLET 1 BRERIEVK L,
BAERLIE TRz S TR & L7e (I 19.2%) . Diosgenin e [IFE =X 2 (Pgihdh « AT
—15%) (WEZEMEED Dioscorea batatas % /K4 J —)V T, BEIK S MRAELE i L7- b O
T, diosgenin & &IE 16%) X, 7T F=A 7 7akkAat GER) KVEALK,

XU AKX B YR E

Fig. 45A, B TlX, diosgenin % EtOH (Z¥&fiR L7-1%. 5% 7 /L2 — ZKIEWRIZ 10 (AR L7z b D%
diosgenin (10 umol/kg/day) C 1 H 18] 5 RO E72IIEVENE G L1z, ZOMOEERIX, diosgenin %
AARKFE T I~ (W x%), BARBT AV =74 A0 Gualid) | RORARRT KRG (I3
Z) SRS, 3.3 EBRERIORTRRER OB TRAKS L,

FARILFE T X 2 N diosgenin R LIFET X R (3, WEK, BARERT I~ (Ix4), HARK
AV =T H A LAREE), AARERAFREGH (Ix4), fAill (from menhaden; Sigma-Aldrich) |
F TR EHIENSER R U 2V & Y K (MCT E6000; MUSIM MAS, Singapore) (22 EHUAMESH, 3.3. &
BRI T RIRE L O HECROKE L,

EH (ddY) TR
ddy v~ 7 A (ML OMEME, 6-9 M) 1. Japan SLC (E#2) K VEEA LT,

AD ET /)L (5XFAD) =7 X
5XFAD (Tg6799) £7213% D wild-type ~ 7 A (HEVEROMENE, 6 » Hiln) Z iz, fli,
DIRIZEIZ[F T,

&
il

S5XFAD = 7 A D genotyping
w1 EORIACHE T,
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~ U AR R KRR B AR O B
51 EORMIZE L,

PRI RS 5 S ALE

3 A MRS L 7ol Z . 2.5 pg/ml FYEILIEET 2 2.5 pg/ml diosgenin il B LIFET & X |
F 7203 2.5 pg/ml FIEIIFE T 2 + 0.4 pg/ml (1 uM) diosgenin % B-27 supplement % & ¢ o I J5 55 H1 I Z IR,
B, 4 AfEGE L, M, 5 1 EoREICH L,

B HIRR D HO S B A,

PRSI DEE AL T2, EiHiAFRE L PBS THES L721%. 4% Paraformaldehyde-PBS &k % il 2 C
60 Sy CHrfE LEE L7z, WIREBRE L. 03% TritonX-100 (FYEHi%E) -PBS ¥ C 5 /OB
a2 [T 70, —IRPURAEIR [0.3% TritonX-100-PBS {A#%. normal goat serum (FIYEAi%E) | mouse
IgGi L pNF-H & / 7 v —JF LfifK (1:250, Convance, Princeton) % TN rabbit IgG HT Map2 R U 7 v —F
TR (1:500, Abcam) ] % 100 pl Iz, 4°CT—HEGES W72, #BH, —RIEBEZREL, 03%
TritonX-100-PBS &% C 5 3l OWed % 2 [BAT - 721%., ZIRHUAKHK [0.3% TritonX-100-PBS &k, Alexa
Fluor 488 1223 goat anti-mouse IgG FLIA (1:400, Life Technologies) } TN Alexa Fluor 594 f57# goat anti-rabbit
IgG HUA (1:400, Life Technologies)] 2 100 ul A1z, # T, #IR T 2 KRGS S W70, BUSE, iK%
Bz L. PBS T50MD¥t% 2 HfT-7-%. DAPI (1 pg/ml) (Enzo Life Science) -PBS &R %N Z .
LT, FIET 5 oSS, D%, WikEREL, PBS T 5 RIOWHZIT o721, Aqua
Poly Mount (Polyscience) TEH AL 7=,

BRI O E R AT

HNRSEY L DA T A FBIEITIE, BISLaCBARER Cell Observer (Carl Zeiss) & UF Axio Vision 4.8
V7 b T (Carl Zeiss) %z, —K%7- 0 864.98 um x 645.62 um DK & X CTHEjfg 2 Bufg L=,
pNF-H [5G ilR & & O Map2 BEPERRIRZSE & O JIEIZIX, W& f#HT Y 7 ~ MetaMorph version 7.8
(Molecular Devices) Z VT HEFHA L7z, BE§2IRD pNF-H BEEilzR O & & 2 1E L. Map2 o
PRARR AR D TERT 2 2 & T, M 72 0 OfROR S 2 HF M Lz,

~ U ZADITEIRRER
5XFAD ~ 7 ZADWAGERIFLIERBRIC OV T, 2 1 EORIHE FRICAT 72, 1B ddY ~ 7 2D
W IRFEAECIER BRI, Training session & Test session [H] DA & —/N)L % 48 IFRIZEEE LTz,
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LC-MS/MS IZ X % diosgenin D H

ddY ~ 7 AT diosgenin, FEiEIEKTF A £721% diosgenin i IHR T 2 % 3. 3. ERERITR
TREECHRERROEE Lz, 8550 3,6,9, 12, 24, 7213 48K KL, ~VRAEA Y T7LT T
WNBRIE L, iR (FRERIRE D) 249 500 pl £RHX L7z, 10,000 g, 4°CT 10 sy Corfite. L&

MAE (200 pl) Z[EUL L, 2000 pl DA X ) — )V Z M TH R ERSET, iz, ~ 7 A g%
IR L., ZEOL=IZERE (Fy 7)) ZRIALE, AO0FEICUNARZ A, EOEXI D IKm L
saline % 20 ml #Eite. ~V ADOERKMLEZMH Lz, RINEEOEED 10 58 (u) OA X ) —
JL% I ZC homogenate L., & /37 Mk XW7-, MHER OKINEZE Y > 7 iz onT, BiEd X
7 %m0 o3 10,000 g, 4°C, 10 43f] THUY BRE . RiG&2 ik (65°C, 1 HRE~) &, 100 ul A % J —
WEIMZFEAE L., 045 pm &~ A L 27 A-LH 7 4 /L% — (Merck Millipore) (Zi# L 7-¥&#k % LC-
MS/MS gt L7z,

FE 5 diosgenin |3 A Z /) — WAZEEfE L CTH =, LC-MS/MS fi#HT1Z1%, Thermo Fisher Scientific Accela
HPLC > A7 A M TNLTQ Orbitrap XL hybrid Fourier Transform Mass Spectrometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific)
PR LT, Ik a~ 8777 ¢ —i%, 40°CIZEREF L7z Capcell Pak C18 MGIII S-5 (1.5 mm i.d. x 150
mm, Shiseido) % 7 A% HW T, 200 w/min OJieE THEE L7z, BEVEIZIX, BHAKKR A 2 —1

M) ZEHL., 0-557:65% M, 5-1647:95% M, 16-20: 55% M OIREAFLTHH Lz, A7 L—%
JE45kV, F¥ T U —FEE40KV, BELU X150V, F¥ 7 U —iRE 330°C, ¥ —XH A 50
unit, M OB A A& 10 unit & L7z,

fEE AR L U BREARR

WebraE OZEEEMIRNIE, 2015 4F 12 A 12 B2 5 2016 452 A 4 HETE L, #BRE OSIIAET,
(@) 20 LL b, (b) AAGEAZEE S, (o) BILRAEMRE, ) LEORERENRBIFTHDLZ &, L LI,
£/, BRAMEHEIL, (a) AD. (b) BEFEEE, 7203 () DA BTSN TWA, (d) BB 12 4EA50,
(e) HWIFET L —_ (f) BABERESCESE £ 12 1 TH UM 2 T STV D, & LT, BRI
FRRBEBRSINANCA > 74— L R« a2 MZRIBEL TV, 2BEwEM h=41) 56, &
IFEYERGG = LT 31 4ICOWT, TV A 2 BRSO T 72, BT 3 AnMdRE Lol CARIE A
1EU., B 282 DT — & %008 Lic, #BRE L, BILKRFAE4ER ., SREE=ZIT 7,
TIRR QATENMA = FV =T [Z VY VEBT ATV, EX I EFER AIYe
1) FE721% diosgenin L IIHK T X2 2 h FEA/E = VAT —15% 50 mg; diosgenin B & LT 8
mg., 4 U—77H 672 mg) 1L, GMP KT 1S022000 FRFEIC IS, AEHEN (BEE) cilEshi,
FHGLIERER & LT, RBANS (Repeatable Battery for the Assessment of Neuropsychological Status)
(Randolph et al., 1998) @ HAGEMR Z 30 L7-, £7-. &ML LT, AEFFROLEEL O
TR 2 A5 B LT,
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7 — 2 fEHT

T2 EEE £ R (SEM) £7-03 + fR¥ERGE (SD) TR L7, AEEMEIZIE, Prism
6.07 (Graph Pad software, Sun Diego, CA, USA) % M\ ., two-tailed unpaired #-test, One-way analysis of
variance (ANOVA) post hoc Bonferroni test & 72 |3 Dunnett’s test, repeated measures Two-way ANOVA post
hoc Bonferroni test 17> 72, AEKHEL 5%E L7z,

107



3.3 EBRER
3. 3. 1. Diosgenin, F{EILFKT X R K diosgenin i [IFKT X X N FRETTHEER 2 RET &5
BER O 5B ORREY

F9. EF~ T RIRT D EIELFET X A KO diosgenin & JE 3T % 2|2 K B RRETLEER %
b4 % = & & L7z, Diosgenin [FAEIAMED N EVY (cLogP =5.912) 72, Z ZE TOFEBRTIX, I~

(B 15) 734V =7 A0 (5 2%) FOMBEICRESE, BORGERZIT-> Tz, &
7=, TARSEBRIZIHB VT, diosgenin % T~ M E /21T AV — T H A WIS TROKGT D &
diosgenin HIZREATT H Z L bR L TS (F—FKHER), —F T, diosgenin Z#% 0% 59 2B
DV 2 KM & U CREIBISH T 2 R K O BAT I 2 el L 72 2 & i3 o Teied, £33
diosgenin Z T Z O R &2 Et L7z,

KIBRIZ BRI IA R S B 721, diosgenin % EtOH (VAR L7, 5% 7 /v 32— AKIEHKIZ 10 %
WLz, 2F 0, B 10% EtOH in 5% 7 /L3 — A TR S TW5D, FATHFZETIX, 10
umol/kg/day diosgenin (in 10% EtOH in 5% 72 /\ 22— AIEEE) OREFENE 52 K-> T, EW~ v ADFEIT
HEEH 28 LT 5 (Tohda et al., 2013) 728, T IIARREZ HW TR OB G 217> 70, AR,
1,28 (IwlERITF Y —T7 A WMZEME LT2854) T 5 L7 0.1 pmol/kg/day &Y &, 100 {5
WG EE D, IEF ddY v A (BEME, 6 M) (S E 7213 10 pmol/kg/day diosgenin % 5 H i
e TRE AR G- £ 2 ITEENR G U iR BR 21T o 7= (Fig. 45A, B), T Of5 R, diosgenin
DIEPERNIR G- TIIFATHIZEIC — U CREETUEIE 2 R S a2y, B0 G- CIERRIEUTEMERNIE A &
NioTe, FEWT, FH 1L, 2ETORAOKLGHRE L F U< 0.1 umol/kg/day diosgenin (ZJEE A K, =
IR LB A DOEREZITo 72, 1IEH ddY ~ 7 & (HEM KR OWEME, 9 @) ([ BEE 7213 0.1
umol/kg/day diosgenin Z =~ JHIZEMAE L, 4 A FEEHECR ARG LSRR, ~ U ZAOWRRARLEITA
Bt L7 (Fig. 45C),

eV T, wild-type & TN SXFAD ~ w7 A (HEM R OMEME, 6 » Aln) ([CEE (<) 721X
diosgenin (0.1 umol/kg/day) Z 4 OMAELEE (T~ FV—TFA /b, E7ITREMH) ICEMEL, £
VERL 20 B RS CROK G L, MIRTEAGLIEZIT o 7ofE 8. diosgenin 2\ 4L D S TA R
LTRAKRELIESEG T, 5XFAD v 7V ADRERENFEICHET 5 Z LA/rEn/- (Fig. 45D),

RIZ, diosgenin FREILETF 22 I MICEEM L, EF~T A (B, 6 @l 12 7 B D
5. L7z, Diosgenin & [LI#K % 2 (diosgenin % 16% &) OG- &EIX 0259 mgkg/day & L.
diosgenin & L C 0.1 pmol/kg/day (0.0414 mg/kg/day) & 7225 &K 5 IZRRE LTz, £ DFER, diosgenin i
X 2O EIZL > TH, IEF~ U 2AOWKGRAGENAREISLE L7 (Fig. 45E)

ZZETOFEREEE A, diosgenin Z MRS MET 5 & FEETIENR 284 T & 5 nIReMEN S 2
Lol FIELEET X Z KT diosgenin FIREIIFEZX 22 A4V =7 F A VI L, EF~Y
AT D ELETLEER 2 et Lz, F72. 3. 1. #E CRtiboi@ v | D. batatas % K &35 H AR
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JRA LT, diosgenin & EMEWZ EREIHALTN D729, diosgenin i FE{LALEE & fii L CUNRUVE
BN F 2 THEM 2R T 5 0 & o GiRE L LT, £1#EmF 2 L LT 100 mgkg/day
(diosgenin =L 13K % A H1 D diosgenin & & LT, 16 mg/kg/day [= 38.59 umol/kg/day]) & /& DIZF%E
L7z, 72, diosgenin FiRE LB X 22 KIZME L2 b O L RAREGT 5564 THEER LT, 1EF
ddY ~ 7 A (k. 6 #ilis) ([ TIABEE 7213 100 mg/kg/day LT X A (Yam) %7213 diosgenin &
JEIL#E T % 2 (Dios-rich Yam) % 7 H K CRROBES L, MARMGEERBR 21T >72 (Fig. 45F),
ZORER. FIEET X 2R EFCBOCUIRETEERR oo te, —FH, AV —7F A
ZIRIE & U7- diosgenin i B8 113K = % 2 BECIE, Fig. 45E OFE R L —& L CRRlEnEEHAN A 57
DS, KEVHE L U7z diosgenin e LIS A FECIE, RRETTEERN AN o T,

U EO—HORR LY | diosgenin (2 K 5 RLE/TEMEH 2 IR 57201213, BRARG-OREZ /KT
WK MET D ENEETHD Z &, ML L L7a8E51203 0.1 umol/kg/day diosgenin & U 5 1K &
T diosgenin DZNRDBEIND Z & | FIELFET 2 2 MEBHC A L TROK 5 217> TH e
TERBRONRNT LVRENT, I T, KEELOEE LD F 2 L LTRAKG LI EI2R
H diosgenin & L AFLETTHEER N A OGN WO Z RS 72012, =F A D diosgenin 7 &K
% 1 $ 5-4% O diosgenin DIRFEATHEDBLR ) HIRIA LV FREE LT,

A 10 umol/kg/day Diosgenin B 10 umol/kg/day Diosgenin C 0.1 umol/kg/day Diosgenin
(p.o.) (i.p.) (p.o., in oil)

_. 80
=70
S 60
T

O ET

o 40
c
S 30
o 20
2
L 10
o

*

c,
Training Test Training  Test Training Test Training  Test Trammg- Test T""“"_‘ﬂ Tes'
Vehicle Diosgenin Vehicle Diosgenin Vehicle Diosgenin

D o0a umol/kg/day Diosgenin (p.o., in oil) E

Diosgenin-rich Yam F Training Te::##
807 = * _% [ Training (p.o., in oil) 757 *k
<701 —_ @B Test = 80 % é
&'so- £ §
K % 60 T 501
FIINE BTN By PR N . 3 £
£ £ 5071900y - = - =
3401 @ 40 =
c o
© 307 < 30 g 25
-gzo- 320 ®
a 10 L 10 o
0- S 0-
Vehicle Vehicle 0.1 0.1 [pmol/kg] Training Test Training Test Veh Yam Oil Water Veh Yam Oil Water
(sesamll (olive) (soybean) Vehicle Diosgenin-rich Yam Dios-rich Dios-rich
Diosgenin Yam Yam
wild 5XFAD
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Fig. 45: Diosgenin, H{ELUIKT X 2 diosgenin HiEE LK T X 2B EIZ L 5~ U R DFRBITEER
A, B, Diosgenin % 10% EtOH in 5% 2 /L 21— ZKEERIZEEME L, ddY ~ 7 A (B, 6 i) 12 10
umol/kg/day T (A) #& A G- (p.o.) £72i% (B) NG (1p.) L7z, 5 HHEKE TG%, WIAREEGED
1Bk 21T > 72, Training session & Test session (4% 10 77 TV, A > F — L3 48 IREIZERE L
Too FETIRIZHT 5~ 7 AOHEREIE 2 FHAI L, preferential index (%) Z 5 L7=, *p < 0.05, paired
t-test, mean £+ SD, n = 4 mice.
C, Diosgenin & 2~ {HIZEEME L, ddY ~ 7 A (BEMR OMENE, 9 8 ) 12 0.1 pmol/kg/day THRE ¢ 5- L
77 4 HRHEG TR G1%., MIRERCIERBR 21T > 72, Training session & Test session |44 10 77 1T
W, A U F =V 48 ISR E LT, FrariRIicxt 3+ 2 ~ 0 2R o HfbE# A FHAI L. preferential
index (%) Z % H L7=, *p<0.05, paired #-test, mean + SD, n = 4 mice.
D, ¥ (KEH) F 7213 0.1 pmol/kg/day diosgenin % =~ i, AU —7 4 A )b, FTIXKEIMITIEME L,
wild-type & T SXFAD ~ 7 & (KM OMEME, 6 # Afn) (2 20 A fEHE TR O & 5-0% . PIREakaei=
AR A1T -7, Training session & Test session |44 10 73TV, A & F— LT 1 FFRICERE LT,
a9 5~ 7 AOBEE S A FHAI L. preferential index (%) Z % H L7z, *p <0.05, paired t-test,
mean + SD, n = 3-5 mice.
D, Diosgenin i B 13T % X &2 T< IS L, ddY ~ 7 A (FEE, 6 i) (2 0.1 umol/kg/day TH%
ALz, 7 BfERE T4, MIRRGLIERER 21T > 72, Training session & Test session |45 %
0 ATV, A Z— T 48 ISR E LT, BrariRIckt 9 5~ 7 A O#fin% 2 5Hll L,
preferential index (%) % % i L7z, *p<0.05, paired ¢-test, mean + SD, n = 3 mice.
E, #1332 F 721 diosgenin FHRE KR X 224 — T A A NV FE 3K E 713 L,
ddY ~ o A (HEPE. 6 #iiR) 12 100 mg/kg/day THEMFG Lz, 7 HEERE T b2 PAGRHGCIER
Bh#1T->7-, Training session & Test session |34 4 10 43 [E1TV, A & — L% 48 REEIZEEE LT,
ARt T 5~ 7 A OEMRAE A FHHI L, preferential index (%) % i L7z, **p<0.01 vs Veh, one-
way ANOVA, post hoc Dunnett's test; ##H#H#p < 0.0001 vs Veh, repeated measures two-way ANOVA [F(2, 9) =
10.15, p = 0.0049], post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SD, n =4 mice.

[Tohda et al., 2017; Yang et al., 2021 X 0 5. —#FckZ]
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3. 3. 2. LI X X KN diosgenin HiRE NI X 291D diosgenin 8, R OEAREHLD
diosgenin DXL T D LLik

ZZETORFHIE Y, BORGT DBEOBEEZRTIIRME T D 2L e, FEILET 2T
72 < diosgenin FREILIFETF X L L TROKE 25 Z &A%, diosgenin |2 & 2 FRiELEEAICEE T
HDHAREMEN RSN, ZOEWHELLBEBZESTDIZ, FILFETX 2O diosgenin & &, &
O M % 542 @ diosgenin DB TIE A Bt L7=,

F9°. LC-MS/MS I THE S diosgenin (10 pg/ml in EtOH) DA 48t 7 v~ b7 7 & (Fig. 46A.
) BELWEHEA~RZ ML (Fig. 46A, A) ZH Lo, B&E (m/z = 415.3192) #47 £ 1 mmu O &
FEXESy 1A Ay (M+H]) B — 27 2835 2 L2 X V| diosgenin DEEANRT NVENT T T A
T—a N\ E =R ST, BT, FELEEE 2 (Yam) KU diosgenin R LI % X

(Diosgenin-rich Yam) % 100 ug/ml & 725 X 9 EtOH (Z3&fi# L, [FIERIC LC-MS/MS T diosgenin £'— 7
R L7- (Fig. 46B), ZDfEHE, HiEILIHKT 2 275134 < diosgenin HIRD B— 7 23 S s
o7 (Fig. 46B. 7)., 7235, HIEILFKT 3 2 D 150 mg/ml (in EtOH) AR (1500 {5 =) Fnd
Th, diosgenin O — 7 N SN2V 2 ERFER S (F—Z RKiER) . WiELED 3 20X
diosgenin 2ME & A EEH STV (LC-MS/MS ORIIRALLT) Z ERBE Nz, —FH.
diosgenin FR AL LK X5 1%, FEYE diosgenin & [F] U retention time {235V T, diosgenin D E— 7 73
i =7 (Fig. 46B, £A), ZOFERE D, FELED F 292IE+/3ED diosgenin 23 E A I T
WRUW2DIZ, Fig, 45F IZB W CRLIBTUEER S L B R o Tz D Tl Bl < v 7z,

LarL., HARKEF UL, diosgenin & &KW H DD, Flix D diosgenin BLBEA (45 : dioscin,
protodioscin, pseudoprotodioscin) 3% A SAVTE Y . IRABZRICHBNMEEIZ X > T diosgenin I 4
DT ENMBILTWD (Yiel al, 2014), #Z°C, FiELSET ¥ 2RO EHZIC, KN T diosgenin Bl
K75 diosgenin (ZAGH S 4L, Z D diosgenin WHBEAT T D aHEMEZHIfF L, WiEILFE =X X F 721
diosgenin R AL L3R T % AR OB G4 I2881F D diosgenin OBATIE A LER LT-, IEF~7 A (e,
7 #E) oxt L, LB (Fig. 45F) CTHW /=5 & EFE U 100 mgkg O FEILFE T2 L
diosgenin ERE LB R AR AORE L, £z, AY 7T 4723 br—/L& LT diosgenin %
16 mg/kg (100 mg/kg diosgenin =i & LI T % 2 T & S 415 diosgenin FH Y &) & B[R O 5- L7,
B b 6 FFHZIC, ~ U A6 KIMEVE & ifEZ2H 0 L. LC-MS/MS T diosgenin Z ki L7z, ZDik
S FIELEE T R HRECIIRMAE K OLEE (77— 2 KfeR) DT RUZBW TS diosgenin 73
R S e o 723, diosgenin e LKL % X T8 diosgenin & 5- L7c~ U A O K SE J UM
EMBIX, BE4h diosgenin (Fig. 46A) &[] U retention time (2, diosgenin D B — 7 23 &7z (Fig.
46C), L7=03-> T, WiEILFETD X 22 0#& 5 L TH, diosgenin BLHEIA7 5 diosgenin ~DfGEH, &
N diosgenin DU ~DOFBATIZINH D EF 2 BT,

—7J5°C. D. nipponica, D. panthaica, D. zingiberensis %Dt Dioscorea JEFEY) D= F A % (¥ 5-
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Li=a, BEER (12 ) %I/ b2\ & diosegnin FCHE AR D O B — 7 I8,
diosgenin O IMAFEREEE ASHENT L7222 & S ST D (Tang et al., 2015), % 2 CRIZ, HiEILERT
X A0 24 F7-0% 48 FEFZICM 2 L. diosgenin D HH &2 772, & 512, LC-MS/MS T
HIRAZEZE L, FiklEo s 20EEE% 500 mgkg ([ZEOTRROKE L-, EW~v A (k.
7 HHE) 12 500 mgkg FIEILSET X R A HERR OG- L, £0 24 7203 48 FERIC~ 7 A0 6 KK
BE & AEA B L . LC-MS/MS T diosgenin Zffit L7z, ZDRER, =F 2% G016 24, 48 I
DWTIUTIBW T, diosgenin [FARMEE K NIAEHF TRl Sivie o7 (Fig. 46D), & MIxF+ 2
BEBEEE LIS, 20 500 mgkg UL EOT X A 2H 5425 2 LITIERFENTZ L EZ-T20, 2
MU EmIREOFEELEET X 2 2R 0 & 592 FRITATDR)N -7,

I, =X AR OVKIRBECRE L7-BR 0 diosgenin OIS THEDE W OWTHET L=, LC-
MS/MS TORHEE % 7D 572912, diosgenin @R LIFKT X 2% 50 mg/~ 7 A (FKEH 40 g~v 7 A
DA, 1250 mgkg) DOEARL 2D LAY —THA NFEIFKITRE LIz, ddY ~7 & (e,
8 Jlin) |2 50 mg/~ 7 A diosgenin miE LR ¥ A A B OG- L, 20 3, 6, 72X 12 FFE#
(2~ T A0S KIMEE & E A ERE L, LC-MS/MS T diosgenin Z Rt L7z (Fig. 46E), & DR,
TXRADOEMA TV —TF AN E UG a & T, KR & L7256 Tl diosgenin O I H % TY
MREATIEDS & HICHHE IR o T, £, Wil E A ) —T AV & LA T, #5% 12 Rk
IZBWTh diosgenin DN G < HEFFS N TWAH Z EAVRENT, VLBV, WAL LT
N H9 2% Z L 23, diosgenin DIMBEATIEZ @, FEIETTHEFERAZ T 272 OICUETH D EEXD
iz,
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Fig. 46: F{EIUFE T3 2 £ 7213 diosgenin MR LT X 2R O EH D diosgenin DINBITHEDIRET
A, LC-MS/MS (281} % diosgenin (10 pug/ml) OFEAE L — 2, Diosgenin (m/z = 415.3192) DA 4 ik 7
o~ 7T L () KOVEEA~Z My () %77, NL ESbL~L (RN—2 v — 7 & 5LHE)
B, WikILUEE TR 2 (/) FT721T diosgenin HEEILIFET X 2 (f7) (%% 100 pg/ml) DA F L Ejitr v~
N7Z NERT,
C,ddY ~ 7 & (HEME, 785 (CIABEE 7213 100 mg/kg f a3 2 2 100 mg/kg diosgenin i FE |11
2 F72lE 16 mgkg diosgenin & HERE OG- Lz, WG 6 FFZICKRIMEE 28 LT,
LC-MSMS [ZBWTC, A4V EIRZ v~ b7 T L0 KIMEEFICE 1D diosgenin Z i L7z,
D, ddY = A (HebE, 7 ) CHABEE - 1T 500 meke 5 LT % 2 & WEEE NG LT, R
524 F 7213 48 Rl #2 I i ds K ORIV 4R L7z, LC-MSMS 1B W T, A A V&7 v~ b
77 K0 RMEE R OMAEFIZE £ 415 diosgenin Z A L7,
E,ddY ~ 7 A (e, 8 M) 1CIABEE 7213 50 mg/~ 7 A diosgenin =i |LI3K & 2 & Hi[A[RE O 5-
L7z, ¥EW$eh-3, 6. F721E 48 FFfE#& I fEds L ORI E A8 L7z, LC-MS/MS 2B\ T, A
F U v~ 7T A KIE K O ICE £ D diosgenin ZFRH L7,
[Yang etal., 2021 £ 0 5|, —#BckZ]
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3.3. 3. [T F 2T L B FRROTHEIC B o HIE MR ORREY

ZZETORFHZE Y FELEEE X 2 TEZE HE B diosgenin AR RSz, RO
H4%1Z diosgenin 3MHRAT CE T, REILEERA ROV Z L3RSz, Ll FiELEsE=
X AHIZIX diosgenin AN D13 < G END T, ZI 6D Y ITHR MR K OGO R THEIC R 5
LR E D aERat Lc, BRI, FEILZET X 21T diosgenin 2 AAMIIZIRINL, IEF~ T
ZDOFEEITEMER ., K ORI 9 5 sk M R A & el 3~ 2 ER 217 72,

FI. EH ddY v~ & (HEME, 6 Bl (CIEEEE 7213 100 mg/kg/day FIELEET X A F720E 100
mg/kg/day F 5L T % A + 16 mg/kg/day diosgenin (diosgenin i 5 [ [1$R T 2 2 10D diosgenin HH 4 &)
HENENA Y =T HA WML, 7 A RER TR ARG %, MR RERBRZ1T o7 (Fig
47A), ZOFREE, FIEINFEE F ARG TITREITEFEAN R oo To ol L, FiEILIEET
% X + diosgenin #IHE T, RRIETCEEHN A ST,

REVNT . RIMECE ARSI A 3 ARG L. W, 2.5 pg/ml FiE L3 F X 2.5 pg/ml diosgenin 15
PREE L3R 2 2 (1 uM diosgenin (ZAHY), F721% 2.5 pg/ml FELZET 2 2 + 1 uM diosgenin % 4 H fHj4L
& L. T Map2 §LiK ) U1 pNF-H Uik X D a0t detasz17 572 (Fig. 47B), T ORER, WikL3E=
T ARETIIAE 2R R ORBPRZEE M RAEII R 5727~ 7273, diosgenin i L [LE T % ZHE R Y
HVEILIFET % X + diosgenin £ TlX, HhEk K OBRRZEE A EICHE L2 (Fig. 47C), LA EOFER LD,
(L3RR OFEETCEIER O iR S RAER I, =% AH @ diosgenin EDAIMEKIFEL TWDH Z LN
A&, DFEY diosgenin SO RSTIT Z A B OAERNC B G- DIEMERST TIXR W2 & VR E N7,
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A Training Test
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Fig. 47: [U#E= % 2|2 X 2 FEARITHE R ORISR R B 2By

A, 100 mg//kg/day & 1 1LIFE T 2 F 7213 100 mg/kg/day % LFKT X R + 16 mg//kg/day & 4V —7 4 A
JZEFR L, ddY ~ 7 A (M, 6 W) 12 7 HIEREO&EG Lz, 20%, WEREHEGLIERBRZ 1T -
77, Training session & Test session [345 % 10 Z3 ATV, A > X —7 Ui 48 FFIZERE L=, Hrardik
(R D~ o A DA E 2 FHEI L. preferential index (%) Z % L7=, ***p < 0.01 vs Veh, one-way
ANOVA, post hoc Dunnett's test; ####p < 0.0001 vs Veh, repeated measures two-way ANOVA [F(2, 9) = 11.94, p
= 0.0029], post hoc Bonferroni test, mean + SD, n = 4 mice. B, C, ddY (E14) ~ 7 A KM B HI G2 RS HE
fuz 3 ARIEFEEL, B, 2.5 pg/ml FELSET X 2 2.5 ug/ml diosgenin =i ILIFE T2 (1 uM
diosgenin (ZAHY), F721% 2.5 pg/ml FiEILEK T % 2 + 1 uM diosgenin % 4 HFALE L, HT Map2 Hrik &
UL pNF-H §tiR & 2 a0t B et 217 > 7, (B) FEMBREIZ 1T 5 pNF-H (R DR S, KO
Map2 BERHR IS DR S 2B & L=, *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001 vs Veh, one-way ANOVA post
hoc Dunnett's test, mean + SEM, n = 10-13 photos. [Yangetal., 2021 &V 5|H., —&ickZ]
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3.3. 4. F# OIEBE TR OFE L 72BRD diosgenin DRMFEITIE D LS

ZZETOFERIZBNT, b &t diosgenin 24V — 7 A A NVETLIT I HOWNTIUITEE S
HTRAKEG LSS TH, diosgenin MMIZEAT L, REL LS YL 2R, L, & T
DOHAEDS diosgenin DIREATIEZ =D D DN, 8 D WIEIHAE OFEFEIZ K > TIRBATIEDN B2 5 D)%
KRt Cholz, T2 T, AV =T A AN HART, M, FEEHERNY 7V &) NS LTS
A O diosgenin DM T A Lol LTz,

8 mg diosgenin (Fig. 46E (23517 % 50 mg diosgenin /i [LI3E T 2% X 10D diosgenin &(ZAHY) 24 U —
THA N, i, EITREENERY 7YY FIZEAENICEMR LIS OEER ddY ~ 7 A
(HEbE, 8 i) ICHERR NG Ui, 5 6 RiflRIc~ U A0 b ISR ORI E 288 L, LC-
MS/MS T diosgenin % &4 fit L7z (Fig. 48A, B), Z DOfEH. diosgenin & A4 U — 7 F A JVITESR L T2
BAIZIL, diosgenin DI FHEFENE D -7 (32.196 + 3.773 pug/ml) 73, AR L= 5BA4121% 9.781
+4.790 pg/ml L7220 F V=T F A EMRLTIZGEG LV ARITIENZ Ldbootz, 61T, H#H
JEWEE NV 77D B U I L7-358121% diosgenin DI FFHEEEN & 512KV (0.909 + 0.488 pg/ml)
ZERENT. (Fig. 48A), KIMFEZEH @ diosgenin #(Z-2OW T %, diosgenin & 4 U — 7 A4 A WA
iR L7 A ZiEm M Z R L (17.576 + 6.642 ng/g) . FIIIZIEMR L 723551213 2.024 £ 0278 ngg & H
Bl o7z, £, H8EERE NV 77U U RICHEAE L7285E5121E diosgenin ORMBEATIEIZ S HIZ
fK2r>7= (0.374 £ 0.408 pg/g) (Fig. 48B), Z D= & LV | A HIMARIC X - T diosgenin DMFEIT
PEICREREVWRAEL D Z EPRE STz,

ZOEMEBET H7-0IC, FHAEOIENEE A Table 4 (Zx L=, FEAEHRENY 7Y N
X, fafniEREE (RFEM ZEEEGRL) OB T IARE DT Y VBEOFHTHER STV D, —H T,
F V=T HA NN, BT VNS T 7Y LS OSIFIEIGEE DM, — Ml A fafniEiEE (1 o
DIRFEM ZHES) ROSMAEFNENE (BEROKER ZEHES) (Lo TbR I TS, £
7oy AV —=TH AN ERMOENE LT, AV =T H A MITA LA VRS Y ) — RN E L EEN
HZENFETOND, MIZED diosgenin D IEE K OE~DH§IE A 1 = X NIARHTH D0, K%L
X, Dl b Ad LA VRO J—)VERH diosgenin O NlFIE (Z EE /AR E| A H > TWDHDTIX
RWINEEZ B, FENE 3.4 BRICBW Ckim T 5.
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Fig. 48: VAL & 72 B THARDE VT L 5 diosgenin D MLEEH K& OB TIEDE

ddyY ~ 7 A (HEME, 8 128 (control) M TN 8 mg diosgenin &4 Y —7 A A L il E7zixH
GHEMIRE RV 77V Y NICEME L7202 HERO#KE Lz, Y 6 FFFZI IR L OKAME
FAHI L7, LC-MS/MS IZBWT, A4V &7 v~ b77 A L0 i (A) HKOKRMEZE (B) 12
& FE D diosgenin ZFH L7z, *p < 0.05, ***p < 0.001 vs Control; #p < 0.05, ##p < 0.01, ##p < 0.001 vs
Olive oil, one-way ANOVA, post hoc Tukey test, mean = SD, n =3 mice. [Tohda et al., 2020 & ¥ 5|, —#Bck

%]

Tabled4: 3V —7F AV, A, ROFHEHEHERNY 7V &Y FOISHHESHAK
[Tohda etal., 2020 X 0 5., —HpckZ]

fAFNARAAER — i EaMAR AR Sl A eI ARRHER
=] (¢} (%]
® 9 ) - | B | B |e - 2 2 |3 |8
Ble|= |32 2|8 |28 2|8 |8 |R[2 |8 |28 8|5 |5
© Q o © ] T | © & © o =) 9 | S © L L s ]
o © © o c o 9T 2 o = ] o |9 ® 2 o c c |ET/XDT
=z |leg|le || 8| 5|85 2|8 | 2|8l oBlL¥3 | S| @ ] S |§3523
> = = n [% = T gl = = c o [} 9 T & 1 c K = S Y 3 &
S| 2| 3|s|s|EE" 8|S s|¢e|l2|E|187&|¢2|2c| 2| =|z"83
S|S|3| s g|&l8 |8 5|85 5/ £8 |°/8/5|35|7% |8 |8
E T - | 2| a|T = 3 < |5 |8
. . 18:2| 18:3 | 20:4 | 20:5|22:6
Fatty acid composition | 8:0 {10:0|12:0|14:0|15:0|16:0|17:0|18:0|20:0|22:0|24:0|14:1|16:1|17:1|18:1|20:1 (n=6)| (n=3) | (n=6) |(n=3)|(n=3)
Olive oil 0 0 0 0 0 (104| O (31|04 (01| O 0 (07| 0 (773/03]| 7 0.8 0 0 0
Fish oil from menhaden| 0 0 0 (69| 0 :;50- 0 (34| 0 0 0 0 (914 0 |5-12| © 0 0 0 ]i(: 8-15
Medium-chain 60 40| 0| o0o|o|o|o|o|o|o|o|lo|o|o|o|lo|o|] o|o]|o]fo
triglyceride
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3.3. 5. Diosgenin BB B [T % X2 & B EEH A OFRMEERBICK T D3R DORET

ZZETOEBKRFHCI Y, [UFETF A L LT diosgenin ZXIZ/EHA S8, FeiETCHEEH 2 R
HIZIX, diosgenin EfEE (LS X R A IALEE (FRCA Y — T A ) IR LT OEH WD Z &R
e AT D Z eI ENT, I T, IThAEMBRA FErMERME: LY ) Akaath)
& UTBAEE L, @ N OFBEERRIC R 2R 2Rl D BRI R 2179 Z & & LT,

Fig. 49 I[ZB W T, KEEKRME (X7 8RBT X AMEZEHERIZ 72 A4 — =K k) O
CONSORT 7 v —F ¥ — harrd, £7, &t 41 AOWIRE 2 T 7 LI 2 BHTEID T0 | BRép I
IR L7 10 A 2BR4 LT, 550 o (31 £4) ICxktL, 12 B O 7R E72IL 50 mg/day
diosgenin AL L3 % X (diosgenin & & L C 8 mg/day) DR ZZEN L=, 25 34 OHERF X
HADOEEIC L VP TR MEPIE LTz, Z0%, 6 HEOKRKHIMZ# T 7-%., 77 2R L
diosgenin R A AT L, 6T 12 ERORESIR 258172 (Z7 a A4 ——), Ff&

I RIRIE AL T LGt 28 ADOPEREIZ oW T, IRFERTZICI T 2 ke Z (k% RBANS (2 CEF
fliL7=,

RBANS (25T 538, T RBANS @ 5 5D FNIEH T 25 RIRFCE, H2em/mERk,
B, BIESLEENENDO A a7 OB EEZ R Le, ZORE%, diosgenin FiE L3~ % 2 RAIZ X
V. EHIRE 28 412317 %5 RBANS OREAZMITAEICHIML TRV | 5 N2\ CaikEE
NILHET D Z EAVRENT (Fig. 50A), F7-. 84 OHREZ B (BrE 124, Ltk 164) By
IFTHR% & diosgenin EEE LEET X ZRAIZE Y EH HIZBWTHRBAMSAEN TTIHES D127~ L
7= (Fig. 50B), =BT, BHBREITOWT, 46T (154) & 475%bL B (1344) 12007256
VS8 LL T (194) & 60l b 94) ICa im0l oIcBWnWThH, Fln Lo s n—7
TRABSEEN A EITTLHES 5 Z L 2VrEN7- (Fig. 50C), F7-. RBANS @ 5 >0 FAEHIZOWT
1. BOEFECEE (Fig. 50D) % FR< 2 CoIAH (Fig. 50E-H) (23 T, diosgenin e (13— 2 2 iR
MBECIRTEMER R o T2, 2B, MEREOEIZWTHOEA bEEFET R bhRnolzzd (7
— A RKER), ARIORAECTIAEFRIIEZ ~ TV RN LR ENTE, ORI,
diosgenin R AL [LIFET X 2 2R 2 Z L1280 ATV CRABEREDN TTHET 5 2 L 231 T
Aot leote, £z, ZORVAIMRILE ORFFIC RS & | et radh (U4 x = - 2
—/LR®) (LU AR OBIRICERT 2 Z &R T,

HU[L

i TR
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CONSORT 2010 Flow Diagram

Assessed for eligibility (n = 41)

Randomized (n = 41)

—>

Excluded (n = 10)
*Not meeting inclusion criteria (n = 10)

|

Allocated to Placebo (n = 13)
*Analysed baseline data (n = 13)
*Received allocated intervention (n = 13)

Discontinued intervention
(voluntary withdrawal) (n = 2)

Analysed (n =11)
*Excluded from analysis (n = 0)

|

Discontinued intervention
(washing out period)
(n=11)

y

Allocated to diosgenin-rich
Yam extract (n = 11)
*Received allocated intervention (n = 11)

Analysed (n = 11)
*Excluded from analysis (n = 0)

Fig. 49: &BF%ED CONSORT 7 0 —F ¥ — |k

[Tohdaetal., 2017 X v 5|f]

12 weeks

6 weeks

12 weeks
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Allocated to diosgenin-rich
Yam extract (n = 18)
-Analysed baseline data (n = 18)

-Received allocated intervention (n = 18)

Discontinued intervention
(voluntary withdrawal) (n = 1)

Analysed (n =17)
*Excluded from analysis (n = 0)

|

Discontinued intervention
(washing out period)

(n=17)

'

Allocated to Placebo (n =17)
*Received allocated intervention (n = 17)

Analysed (n =17)
-Excluded from analysis (n = 0)
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Fig. 50: Diosgenin 578 U3 T % 212 L AE AOFRARLBILEICRT 520%

77 R FE721% 50 mg/day diosgenin iR LI 2 2 12 @FIRA L. IRAFTRZICK T 268% AN (5

it 28 44) DORRFIEREZ (LA RBANS TiHii L7z, (A) 28 4 DORHBRF I BT 2521k, B) B

PE124, etk 16 AR OfefF 22, (C)46 AT (154), 47l b (134) (), KOS8mLL T
(1944). 605 L (941) (h) ofFnZib, (D) AIRCIE, (E) BlZeMAERk, (F) S35, (G) 1LE.

(H) BIEFLEENEND A 2T O b E% 7" T, Paired t-test, mean + SD. [Tohda et al., 2017 £ ¥ 5[H.

— ]
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3.4. 2%

ARETITET, diosgenin & /KIEMEEIZ M L TROKES L THIER~ U 2B W CRRIETLEIEH
DR SIIRNAS, IALEICIAMR L TR O#54 5 LIEHE (0.1 pmolkg/day) THiLENITET S Z
xRz (Fig. 45), ZOJRKE LT, KEMEBHICEMR L2856 CTld diosgenin DIMEATIMEW
WiEEF 2 b (Fig. 47TE), — 5T, WEE T HMEORIHIZ L > IR A& 5% diosgenin @
MBATHENELS 705 Z L brEN7e (Fig. 49), £70, 3. 1 #E Tk~ PEO@EY | FiEILIgE= X
AHNZIEZE HZ b diosgenin ODFENRL . FLEBEHGETROBEE L THENTERELN S
diosgenin ~DOfGH b A LT, FRIETLEER b o Rd o7z, —J, diosgenin iR 3T X X %
OG5 5 &+rED diosgenin SHIZEAT L, FLiELEMEMA Z R L7 (Fig. 45F, Fig. 46), = 5T,
IR % 2D diosgenin LIS D B 57 1 TSR R X ONFRIETCHEERICIZBA 5 LV 2 L DR S vz

(Fig. 48), % Z T, diosgenin R LB X %4 Y — 7 A A VIR IR U 7= 555 2 O CRRR
e (7RI o2 MM EHERZ v A4 — " —3lBR) 2{T-o7-L 2 A, diosgenin i ILIEE
T X A& R U7 N CIIERAMERE S LT 2 Z L S iz 72 o 72 (Fig. 50), ZivH—HEOF
SRR N ORFFFICHED & | diosgenin ZHERERS G-h Sy & L7290 TOREREMEFR R &AL VAR 7 =
Voo A=V RO (LU ARG OBIRICH S Lz,

Diosgenin (%A ILEEF O F LSy L 78GR SV CTE 72728, D. batatas % 3 &% BRI FH
IFEOBEIK =% 2 H7)> 5 diosgenin N fH S e o7z (D7e< & 150 mg/ml F#iELFE T X
A% HWTH, LC-MS/MS ORHHIRFRLLT) Z &id, TN -7, BHED 500 mgkg & LT
FAZREAEE L, (ANIZEBIT 5 diosgenin ~DOREH 2 W L 72 FEHRr A L TH . diosgenin 231 H T
MPNIZ LS BAT LR o722 & (Fig. 46D) 725, SFEIHWE D. batatas 1213 diosgenin 721F T/ <
diosgenin B AD T H KV, BV VT diosgenin BLBEA7) 5 diosgenin ~DAEALN TOREINFENE L <
W Z R TR NZ, ORI V—7"% AARFIEEITILFE Dioscorea Rhizome D A &/ — /UfiliHH
THF A B, diosgenin AL FrH S22 & 2 LTV 5 (Kawazoe et al, 2017), £72, T E
CIZHi% D Dioscorea JEIMNT X A3, BFBRIZ BV CRUBTLEFHZ A9 25 Z L AHE S Th
¥ (Chiu et al., 2009; Yang et al., 2009), T A H10 diosgenin <° diosgenin FHEA DG 2 HIE L TV 7220
HOLHHITHL PP BT, BEL IEMTIE diosgenin 724 9 EBEINTWD IR AT 5
No5M, b L diosgenin & E DKL Dioscorea T3 A% FIWZ356 1%, £ DZhHIT diosgenin (Z L5 1 D
TIERWATREMED Em WL B X b D, AR, RICILFEZ ST RIS LB TEIE R 2 R385
b, ZONEAEHE O TEMEAMSTIE diosgenin Th A 9 EZGITHEI SN HEN, =F ZAH D diosgenin
B, ORGSO, diosgenin DN THEOF OB SN HEEIZELZ LRVWRD . ZOx=F A
DOHDOEDIEMR S Z RIEE LTLES VAT BH DT, HENPLETH D,

Diosgenin (ZARATENEVMEAY) (cLogP=5.912) THAIZHLED LT, HEGEHDONNA T T A T
U7 3R =8, Bl 2 1L diosgenin & B-37 BT XA MU UNZIEME L, FRIE~OBITOUEZ A
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7-H & % (Okawara et al., 2013), ABFZEIZIBVNT S, diosgenin Z /KEEHEASE CIEENE 595 & IEH
<~ ADFENTLET 200, KA TR OBS L THREBILEER A2 RS2 & (Fig. 45A, B)
D3RR S 4U7-, Diosgenin Z KSR TR OB G325 & LB DS ORI E WD, PIELEIEL)
ROZELEZITHHENT, M diosgenin JRENE E O WVA[REMEZ B 2 T\ 5, — 5T, diosgenin
AV —=TH A, T, KEMEOMEEIZEM L TRAOK 535 &, diosgenin O i 1 EE K& T
MBITREE D, SEEITEERZ R L2 & (Fig. 45C-E) 75, B L 95 Z & 73 diosgenin D/
AFTTRATEV T A Z@MDLIANTX Lo TWVDLI ENREN, LirL, MlETHIEMTH
diosgenin DI H K OIE~DOBEATE F D HFRTIX72 < (Fig. 49) . A LA VLY /) — VEEEL S D35
WA Y =T HA D, HBIEEH AW ZMIEO P ClIki#E Th 25 2 & RS i7z (Tabled),

MIZ X 5 diosgenin D IMAE & ONM~DHE A 71 = X LADOFEAMII AR TH 5725, diosgenin [LAFIEMEN
FWT2D T H 2 AL & OBRIVED F, RIS, AKIEVESMIERE OB GRS B A 2 H D
AENRT <L PR ORI EAT T 2720, FIElEEsh R 22T %, —5 T, IREHEmITY o3
BB IAENLT <, HIEIREENREZIT D Z R 2HIIBITTHZ LML TS, fihod
TN—Z LD OFBEOMIEEZ 7 v MIFEG L TY U R~OBATRE L LTWFIETiE, U 7N
DEEREITIAY =T FANDRKRKTHY, Az S OMmOMARIXZEI LY 1K) > 7= (Porsgaard
& Hoy, 2000), L7=723-> T, diosgenin #4 U —7 4 A WIIAfRL CTROBEGT DL, AV —TH AL
IZE ST U NEASOBITNIBICEED . TAUT L o TENIZIIT ARSI L, IBATIES
MESTCARMENRB 2 bND, o, TV =T A A NV KORIME 5% VBRI S 405 BRI
OFEELZ T D&, AV =T FANEERZITITT VA VRO L/ ETOEENZ N L bbho
TV % (Porsgaard & Hoy, 2000) = &5, A LA EEAH diosgenin D IfiLH K OMMAS A TIC B B 70 565 & 41
STWD AR D D, NIZH U /N E RN ET D & OMENH D Z & 925 (Louveau et al, 2015),
diosgenin O U L A~OWINE, U 3B DB OBATIEDSIEEL (FrlomA LA VEEAE) 12X -
TRES N DT AN = AL LA T 2 LER S D LEX HND,

ZAVETIT diosgenin (21X, FIBAAMEA., PULERIEM. PrElsmErEH. FUlERIBIEHRZSED £ <
DOHBWERZ AT 5 Z & DY in vitro LW in vivo DEFCRIZ K > TH BT STV S (Chen et al., 2015;
Semwal et al., 2022), L7 L. diosgenin D% Z FRIRHIZE THGE L 72 BllX 72 v o 72, ARBFFETIX
diosgenin R BT X R EARFAT D & f@F ANORIERENTTHET S Z L2010 TR L (Fig.
50), ZOTLENRIL 47 LA EOFEFEICB W TEHE Th o7 (Fig. 50C), MERZHE> TN O#RE
[BI 8 DEEFE Je N T 7 AMBIZEREITAR T35 72 % (Hof & Morrison, 2004), diosgenin /i B LK = % 2

FLIEUTHER R RIS &l 7 L — 7 CHE IR SN b D L EX BN D, £, RERIIEIZET S
diosgenin FEE (L3 % X D H &L 50 mg/day (diosgenin & LT 8 mg/day) ZFXE LTz, ¥ A~D
FEOE- TR L RT 2 & TR diosgenin DF -1 0.1-10 pmol/kg/day Z b MM HE TR L T,
{KE 60 kg Db MIHET S L, 02202 mg/t Mday 7252 b, BEXZOFMMEE LT 8 mg/
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bt Mday & L7z, F£7o, RERRWFZEIZIW T, diosgenin @i ILEE T A RHIC & 5 A FFHG IR

ST, FHIEMOENEMERZ R LI &b (F—2Kigr), D7 &b A RERE LI RA

ECITRWERIZZR o7 b D L Ebivs, FEFRIT diosgenin IXLZEMENEVMEEH & L THILNTE

D, v AZEBITHLDS0 L8 gkg L E (IKE 60kg Db MIHAHE T 25 & 480 g/t UL E) THD, £

7o, HEE diosgenin b BIEXFITHBNT “FEE” IZXGINTEY , BRERFBMTHDH Z L NEN

FEINTW5D, LLEDORERIY | diosgenin Rk LT % 2 3T NI W CRIEEREZ M 56 /)
RFEMTHDZ LR ENT,

2.5. /M

AETIL, diosgenin % < &t diosgenin miRE LT X 2% F V=T A A NV ZIaH & T 5 HE
EETRORGTHZEICED, HoED diosgenin BKIZEITL, EF~V ADOREAETLETHZ &
ZE)) SR TR L7 (Tohda et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2021), F7z, L3 ZH 0D diosgenin LIS DRSSy
&L RRETCEMERICIIES LaenZ & bR Sz, S 5T, EMENFZE TR L7z IU3E= 3 X D510
\ZHeD X diosgenin FRE I E X 224 —T A A VIR LT Y 7 N e VA2 ERLL . R
T R BRI DM N ORIEREZ 6D D Z & & ¥ CHEM L 7= (Tohda et al., 2017), HFEIX, Az 2
BFN O PRI IR E K UM EE AD SFE OFRHIBERE 16T 2 A R 2 R E RRIRATFE THRET L TR D |
diosgenin & H A DSHTHL AD TRRRRICH RS 2 Z L iff S5,
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iR L ORE

ARIFFED F & DO %A Fig. 51ITRT, AL TIX, ADE7 /L~ 7 AP ISU N TEHE L 7 il
FZA3, diosgenin |2 & > TORDB D XX EHIZmDN > THMET 2HEEZPOTHLMMNZ Lz, £,
diosgenin {Z & 2 N T ORlZR B RIZBI D 28RS 1 & LT, HSC70, SPARC, & * Galectin-1 % 5.t
L7z, &6, MTOMBRHHRSLIESEOEHENLRERN TH D 2 & AR P AICRER L, SR
fRZZ—7 > b & Lo AD OIRARRIREEIE O A AR Lc, —77. diosgenin Z MIZ/EH S+
B 72D HE T ZABIFI OG5 2B S92 L, diosgenin =i fE LK o 5 2 BRI 23 dt N OFRFEHEEE
TLESELZ EERLT,

Diosgenin | 5XFAD ~ U AHNIZIHWT AD OJRKWE (AR KN VBRb& 7)) Z# 6 31EH
(Tohda et al., 2012) (Z/NA T, ABFFE TR L7oMEFE OFIERIER 2 R > T D 2 b,
diosgenin X diosgenin 7 A IUFETF 2%, AD OFEREEZ BV ILOUGET 5 BRI 2R ARRTEHREEIC
20 DB EnHfEEIND, EBRIC, B TITEITE, diosgenin FiR LK 5 X O FEER SR E
M O AD B3 ORBIEERE T D RFERRIRIIZE 2 i L TRV | 5121 AD B L x5 & L7217

ZATHZE B REBEL TV,
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