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(rheumatic fever) 2 Guillaine-Barre” syndrome- g % 4= p 3 (Infective endocarditis,
IE) - 647~ % 2 AR F P Ak L8 FHHEE v b 4o
#EpE4aT 7 (Streptococcus mutans) #7314 o g F fdes o B0 R, ﬁ ¥ LR R hd
FBE LB > AoF kT W > Osler nodes 2 Roth spots o o sk it o 4azg
FolAzZ el 2 PR AR F (2 TR AP ELRF) WP T RRTIC A
PR ad & o T E kA > M a4 jA%k (Systemic lupus erythematosus, SLE)
R R V%’ LA A RO - e d mv;]’ ?oftd g 3§ %@ ¢b 4 5 4 (neutrophil extracellular
traps, NETs)¥ s — f&p B h {lgcp Mg 4 - FHR 3z A w7 7 # R
NETs € i3 t 0 Zfos posl < BEPpiengik @ oze s {7 7 i .8 2 3834 NETs
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IR T BRIDIFLNET s futchd & 5 3 2w b @ibsark FE i 2 e g 2
BAEG oE  BAN RI IR F P R RO 2 dt S
LA LA NEEHA IR PR R(F R RIS ) ) PL A 2
i % Bl T e A BT NETs F fls e § - %5 0 1% g 4 4 R
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Abstract

Infections play important roles in triggering autoimmune diseases, as found in
rheumatic fever or Guillaine-Barre” syndrome. Infective endocarditis (IE), with highly
mortality and recurrent rates, is caused primarily by staphylococci and oral streptococci
(including  Streptococcus mutans). IE is frequently accompanied with
immunopathological manifestations such as glomerulonephritis, Osler nodes, or Roth
spots. Our previous study found that autoantibody production could be detected in
patients with disseminated systemic infections caused by oral streptococci, including IE.
Neutrophil extracellular traps (NETs) could act as autoantigens to induce autoantibody
production in Systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE). We have also identified in the rat
endocarditis model the existence of NETs in vegetations. The specific aim of this study
is to investigate if NETs are involved in autoantibody production disseminated systemic
infections and IE. The production of anti-NETs -dsDNA or -cadiolipin antibodies could
be detectable in patients with disseminated systemic infections and also in the
experimental rat models of bacteremia or IE. The serum from the patient, but not from
the infected rats, could react with human NETs, suggesting the specificity of the
anti-NETs antibody. By using specific anti-PMN antibody to deplete the neutrophils, the
NETs formation was reduced in the rat IE experimental model and the autoantibody
production was also reduced in the rats with bacteremia. Taken together, these data
suggest NETs played important role in autoantibody production in patients with
disseminated systemic infections, and the autoantibodies production was induced in rat

with S. mutans infection.
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- 4 ) (S mutans)

HopE4ATE F(S. mutans) i 3t A #g o p e o B & R X B 2(Gram positive) 0 14
REH G SHBENAL RS PR & LS d i 2 R H
(Brinkmann, et al. 2004; Hamada and Slade 1980) o # #3483k i % & 1924 # o
Clarke % 4 j& 4 sFdh& FF“TA 3D Kod 2 € A F 7 WE b 2 & R AL
% 2 7% n (o-hemolysis) e ¥ % ¢ FiE o Ak A 4 5 X % 4 43k F B (viridans
streptococci) o 1 A HCEL LS 0 R I 3T - A4aTk F sk R A i o RERRATR A R AT
Flaets e end] e > FI AR 5 7 oo EAAR Fen R ¥R sk & & 5 S.mutans -

R4 F* ¥ ik & & PELR serotyope-specific rhamnose-glucose polymers
(RGPs)~ % cnlg 47 >~ ¥ A4~ #f 5 serotypec > e~ f~k w fid 3] - RGPs e
3 % d rhamnose 2= » &~ X & % 5 0-1,2 (serotype c) ~ B-1,2 (serotype e)fr a-1,3
(serotype f) glucosidic residues o *F % 7 %7 7 41 n 3l ¢ Al ek dask R
BAR L H R

£ Al ¢ et akeask Y 8 UAISO chik Flie f 2002 & © 4k % B enE
B SRR FE G - GIRA M FRATING 5 2030936 Bk A -
2o GCeng £ ¢ 7 36.82%, friK § £ GCHEBA 1 EBATFEE & 57 1,963
i ORFs (Open reading frames) » # © 7 16% = #&#E4ask [4F 5 0R 7] 21% v H
AT BRI A 63%HMiLE & AdrFar o - HirH B e A Flle i fFAE
M e % 0 B IR E SRR I F] e b ORFs {- Streptococcus pneumoniae *

Streptococcus pyogenes # & #p 12 (Ajdic, et al. 2002) -

= B %Mo o (Infective endocarditis, 1E)

BAMCR g2 5055 &892 F 40§ 364 §@IAR 7= 54



10%3 30% - 3142 4o pEW e Fl o> Ad 3 o ) 2 R R AR XA s BT
- HRGACFF UDAR  ARDRBFLEFABLE B 2 20
Staphylococci ~ Streptococci %  Enterococci % ‘w i (Ito 2006; Moreillon, et al.
1995) o fit ¥ chd TRRT o v kY RN AR £33 S A Mhip T o L AL
FUOEFIAMAERE SO QI WEErALRFT Y 0 RS YEFLDORL R
(transient bacteremia) » £ 5 d 5 JRiE > SR HF A X G A s BRPEICE B4
IR a2 ) I H P13k (monocyte) ] im #e & (cytokine) 2 e % F] (tissue
factor) » 7F it T 2 i %P ) FRE > A A E Lwe s g P L 2
AP TR AECKNEEY > g5 - BF A F 0 T A S22 o
(biofilm) » # % T %% 5 (vegetation) (Moreillon and Que 2004) -

B pos v oA 5 &M NS (acute bacterial endocarditis) 2 I & 4
& 3 (subacute bacterial endocarditis) o & fheo R m)]% FERE AT Y
B Py o AR R F s &% ¢ § 7k F)(Staphylococcus aureus) > i 838 1Y
BRI £ R B o e (fibroblasts) ~ B 73k 2 v%’ ® #v x Zf(neutrophils) %
fore o pALG ORI €A Bk (e s 53 m%fi P EEEME s T e d
s BF e % IR % (embolic phenomenon) > & F142F R F H Fopde oo v
FRBE T IR T LR (o 2006) o L & oo poE g Fo R e e ® R AR
FEEEIE? > XS 4ak s LR hI% 7 > ¢ # S. sanguinis ~ S. bovis ~ S,

) Nl

mutans ~ S. mitis % "m?‘]’ ° LE'&‘F'_[{\: b NN T SN rﬁ[’% L X 5 RS F%T%EEFJJE:Q i = ;}F’ ’

-

Bt BRI A ATk 218 0 A it F 1 2 (Moreillon and Que 2004) -

Tk L i w IR § i 90% R R PO LR F P T LRI LR
4 & $~(immune complexes)z A 2 (Bayer, et al. 1976; Hoiby, et al. 1986) » g % 4+
NN mg_dﬂz FREA2 LA ER > ¢ 37 2 128 % (Osler’s nodes)
(Yee and McAllister 1987)% % i3 ¥ X (glomerulonephritis) (Cabane, et al. 1979) > %
A L BAF il el LR BT ERTyERk o V- 2 a 0 AR R

o NS A e 0 O RIE] S B p WA 0 ¢ 7 4 b /R IEF]F (theumatoid



factor, RF) ~ $7 k7 4 (anti-phospholipid antibodies) ~ $.km & % F#4¥ (anti-nuclear
antibodies, ANAs) % o \f‘%’ vk i IR o e B 4548 (anti-neutrophil cytoplasmic
antibodies) (Asherson, et al. 1990; Bojalil, et al. 2012) o — 4 4 32k % » szt p 48 k8
AR #F L p MR B cikik(marker) 0 G Ao T R F R BRI D] 0

Wil end S84 2 dopfeg B hdd > g7 558 e

R 7 = 7 (Bacteremia)

Ho Rk s bk R RO NRwEAS P E S h R R R o Fi B
FAAMFE GR RS G AT e RE R A FAROR AL R LG
v LARR G R - A T 0 AR R G T R RN RERE S bl
9 SURE ~ TR i 2 RGEfolb g o SR AL G A o § R WA
TR p R e R o AR AL g oA TR B F AT S KT S
THRIRE P FEBEI DG oL Y E AR FL g Y AR
2 E ¢ sk F AP A R R R o

Bk s 4 TR A NS g B B T A gk v e chi %4 4a
ﬁﬁ%iﬁ#‘%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁiﬁ?gﬁﬁlﬁmﬁﬁ’rgﬁw Rk bt
K'If ) g 1;‘\./\,54‘7/—'13:’ ) ﬁ_*}; \.ﬂ_?ﬁ;ﬁamk b Blde A 1 PRI
BB R TR B R R S LB R ¢ B * P 2 & (Wilson,

et al. 2008) -

T~ *5 ¥ f2e w7k (Neutrophil)

RN SRR RN S SR S LI S R
12415 pm> &5 2~5 b E4o b fu ¥ ond I YL 53 AL HHL
THALE B ER A d o

CESVENS) B R O Y e BRI S gl T edo SE SO YR S e R s S

RERDOLE m% » ¥ OLBE L 'g'}i—siﬂsé BRI o B UM nmE o p £ o



*¢ (endothelial cells) 2 E w4 ‘w *& (macrophages) i & i if f§ < (* £ 4 42 $ 7
(chemokines) » 4 : C5a ~ interleukin-8 (IL-8) > ¥ 51 & ;% mv%’ I e I i SN I
peiEr L TABT (£ % 5 (chemotaxis) o £ ¥ > V%’ P w3k 4 6 o0 L-selectin § v
N e b e BRSO TP FRIES (rolling) 0 A E R L e & IR P-selectin
% E-selectine ¥ - > & » X 3|8 L F il V%’ ¢t o 3k € & IR G 2-integrins
4v endothelial cell intracellular adhesion molecule-1 (ICAM-1) %2 ICAM-2 % £ 3 &
frd a3 o 4 p w2 vf 9 (M Gak2 Benier e G dske g AR
# I CD31 ~ CD54 ~ CD44 2 CD47 > % LE.T%‘« v ﬁjﬁ ¢Me o kendicE P o BREF
2% o 77 e # (cytokine) i it H s & w¥e 3 38 % L & & (Kobayashi and DeLeo
2009; Mayer-Scholl, et al. 2004) -

V%’ ¢ o IR € & IR 7 e 5 Pattern recognition receptors (PRRs) » ¥ 1y ¢
* o B e FF AR g 0 4e lipopolysaccharide  (LPS) - lipoprotein ~ lipoteicoid acid
(LTA) % flagellin > % 1 "‘%,’ ?oMe w Ik o RAE B T % (phagocytosis) % reactive
oxygen species (ROS) {rf# g ¢ 4~ F (degranulation) (Thomas and Schroder
2013) -

‘Z‘% LA RO S N %"ﬁf d % i*(oxygen-dependent) 2 2§ it (oxygen-independent)
e R kR R e F e Af Y By i g d NADPH F i fEiF £ ¥
(NADPH oxidase) ~ 4z % i* 4 L i* f# (superoxide dismutase) 2 ¥ #£iF ¥ i % %
(myeloperoxidase) & # chig ¥ 4= 2 4% » 3+ ROS > 4r @ O” ~ H,0, ~ OCI' ~ OH
B @y e g «E"J%’ ¢ a B * fmre b azurophil ~ specific granules

gelatinase ~ secretary granules ¥ 344+ 7 » B 324 #p R 5 o

7 V%’ ¢ g om TRRE R e it f?(Neu‘[rophil extracellular traps, NETSs)
‘1‘% ¢k 3R o e 54 (NETs)d 5 2004 # d Brinkmann #74 3% » § F‘%’ ¢
Mo w3 HAXIE LB EFEG aureus) & E_E < £ |2 F (Salmonella

typhimurium % Shigella flexnererfl g™ » v B D me N 2. 4 § PBP R



(deoxyribonucleic acid, DNA) F# 1t g % #4021 * 5 42iic 2 4 2 = F (antimicrobial
peptides) » 4r: LL-37 ~ elastase ~ myeloperoxidase (MPO ) - lactoferrin ~ defensin %
Histone % & # 'm [7)(Brinkmann, et al. 2004) -

NETs 5’3‘% Pode w3k d - A7 Y o g k= (apoptosis) 2w e Hg
(necrosis)sim?z 7 = 42 NETosis » 74 4 % *t 4¢ - NETosis 4z ? > V%’ v

Bov i shehimre p ¢ R R P

% 7€ i (vacuolization) > %'fg KCEER s F A U ) 5
%g i* (chromatin decondensation)#- i f§ *x NETs (Remijsen, et al. 2011) - ¥ ¢} > % K
T4 e F ¢k s Phorbol myristate acetate (PMA)~LPS~IL-8 2 Tumor necrosis factor
(TNF) % 4= & % ;ﬂ" v o 2k A 4 NETs (Brinkmann, et al. 2004; Chuammitri,
et al. 2009; Gupta, et al. 2005; von Kockritz-Blickwede, et al. 2008) - 82 #X p = £} 335
e NETs 2 841 A4 7 5 %> 3% 5777 #F ROS (Sheppard, et al. 2005;
von Kockritz-Blickwede, et al. 2008; Wilkie, et al. 2007) ~ g V%’ i * (autophagy)
(Mitroulis, et al. 2010)% % F-v /A z p& i* (histone citrullination) (Neeli, et al. 2008;
Wang, et al. 2009) %>t 24 ¥ NETs f#3cdq 7 7 £ & ek d o
ITE K> LM s Ik (Systemic lupus erythematosus, SLE) =% 3 4% I >
SLE R #p i & 443k (low-density granulocytes, LDGs) e A 5 1 et iw
) )*J'*u ¢ 2= NETs (Villanueva, et al. 2011) > & NETs Fr & % R
Anti-ribonucleoprotein antibodies ¥ 14 (& d Toll-like receptor 9 (TLR-9)% TLR-7 § %
plasmacytoid Dendritic cells (pDCs)i% it & 2 type I interferons (IFNs)(Garcia-Romo,
et al. 2011; Villanueva, et al. 2011) » @ type I IFNs # 12 {1 ,;rv‘; LA A RO - e
NETs » & ¥ Fi* B = kA2 { 5 chp Mt 5 200t > = 37 74p0 - Hp B3
anti-NET antibodies 2 DNasel #r+#/|#| 7 SLE g —fg » NETs fr%lf“ A E A &‘ﬁ;;ﬁ’- ",% )
LRy E_Jﬂ" g B ILE G B E O ehf R (Hakkim, et al. 2010) o “f 7 SLE
“ NETs » {r# i f 48 2 A Js > 4o : Felty's syndrome (Dwivedi, et al. 2012) ~
Small-vessel vasculitis (SSV) (Kessenbrock, et al. 2009) ~ Rheumatoid arthritis (RA)

(Khandpur, et al. 2013)% > p fiif@end = 2 BopE BT M D AT



B Ao O A BUHCES  BEREC R IR E) 0 NETs et @ #1304
Moo pos B AN ARl cnd & NETs £ 3 509 % A MR akih - 3 2 0

& RAIE -

A BFEp Wiigsd %
SlAe L h MRS PR hFl R 4 %5 o - B L ek PR FA R L B
WHREFARE D ADRETFFH 22 BRTS > Liafopd ~ wFdi 2

73 I g R 77 B oo B F L4 5 Molecular mimicry ‘{:}ﬂ}]%}%' AR e

¥

ApHIRSHARN > PP AR KR EFEREBIRE > § A2 A e
I3 0E R R A 4 5 E_S. pyogenes # & 7 M protein 2 Glc NAc =
BHIrElwrdeiR2 fame RN T F B AL e A M
protein 2 Glc NAc fdpfF » g AL A~ §7aF FA o iES > @ 5142k /B

#t(rtheumatic fever)(Doria, et al. 2008) -

- BB s R %K

BRAmrE>pRELER }?ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁhj’ﬁ ¥ % » 27 Molecular mimicry & & % & &9
%ﬂ’ﬁ%@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ&%ﬁﬁ%ié%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁw%,%g%ﬁ%ﬁ
PREFL ML S SRR AL F o ia sz AR f@m&4’
4o b B A4 (theumatic fever)#t Guillaine-Barre” syndrome o g % |4 p 55 Jﬁ" w
BFELEF DL BEFT LI doFT 53k T4 - Oslernodes 2 Roth spots = 4 f@sk
BB F P AT S e b A2 it 2 PR AR F (0 3
BRSPS LR) MAF BRI A M2 SR ) ELE LS
Bl d ¥ o E KA S pMAAS R o SLE-RA 2 SSV i { H -
R did L SRR NETs ¥ a5 — B0 MR Tk Milahid 2 -2 %3 4
B f o R F) NETs € % a0 Ao pOOE & BLo SEmsenfon ¢ o & f 5

§ A& 2 4734 NETs & 4asd Fjs s et 2 DB % (8 § 8 $ 1 P



S AR 0 ER N AR T T R s 1ok ST
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)

-~ HRAoR

AR %2t 5 2001 3 2006 £ 2 50 | v vpsask F I As 2 AT LR %
SR Fap o B 21 AR A PR E 290G H B 2P EERRE R
HHPN P A ST T SRR BI(CHR - ) -

G RMBEE RPIOREREAFLE BFRLEL DL LA PR B

ES R ERE

-~ F kB4
Wistar rat (Bltw:WI) ptp #2751 (LASCO)4 % *t 58~ H & 4 ¢« 9 # Clean

conventional area °

N HARARIE F2 3 &

" 48 TR F B2 3P~ (Brain heart infusion » BHI ; BD Bacto * USA) # % &
b g gbazk GSS B0 51 BHIR %% 1 4R 37 95%N2 % 5%0,
2. 37C % 4 ¥ -GFP-tagged GS5 R #.32 % >t 1 % 500 pg/ml spectinomycin 2. BHI

BiRQ o

L HobE4aTR g2 ] T

BRR e d % n GS5 o Lz —ant 6] (4 5x107 CFU/MmL) # %% 5 5%5
x 7 (Horse serum) BHI ¢ 2~3 /] p% » B ] ODsso %) 0.2~0.3 2. ¥ = 12 3000 rpm
(centrifuge 5810R, eppendorf)dg.~ » 2 F i 15 12 300 ul = BHI #8854 % o
TderF G %4 F £ F-d H F1(Green fluorescen protein > GFP ) 71 ul plasmid DNA

(pDL278-GFP) 3 % 30 445 > 4w BHI 3 1 ml #5354 90 2 482 2 3000 rpm



(eppendorf 5424 ) #5448 0 2 T T 3 #1142 100 ul BHI - £ 374788 R 5
355 FH B F 500 pug/ml spectinomycin 22 BHI 35 % A F > *YRE f 7 B % 48
JRERS o B s * ¥ ¢b & (Ultraviolet » UV) BB SHFELFE A F 3 % ¥ ko (T

Fo%& o

I~y

. FP sk Fliere £ g v B

$* Hamada BIFf>" 1989 & 4 4 17 2 > #-m E 420 4 L en TTY (2.25%
tryptone / 0.6% tryptose / 0.6% yeast extract / 0.2% K,HPO4 /0.2% Na,CO3;/ 0.2%
NaCl/ 1% glucose )35 % & ¢ » » 37C kB & 16-18 /] BF > 12 4°C 6000 rpm
(Beakman) 7% i > 3w 15 248 0 BloF 2 i o 2 f Foikts > 41* 10 mM

sodium phosphate buffer (NaPB, pH 6)i* = 3 =t » & % 8 M ft % (35 ml) & % /8 i

_—

A1 2 4°C 2 10000 rpm (KUBOTA 1700) 8w 15 4 48 > B~ b i)

ENd

»+ 1% 47 % (dialysis bag)® » £ %~ 10 mM NaPB p >t 4Cig 747> m = = L]
PPk — < 10mM NaPB %% > B i8 - BT 1P o & > f1* 60%4 framfhis
# (ammonia sulfate)}s & #-F-v F 0k > £ * 4°C 2 10000 rpm (KUBOTA 1700) 3%
A I S ‘J‘?‘?Ti’ f¢ > 12 10 mM NaPB & /¥ v EH. > o {5 £ 3> 10 mM NaPB

B TS BT pAEAR PR UmEL G b

Ao A BEERATE G O 2

WRE 4932 & 50 ml #EopE4ATE 16 3 20 ] PF{S 0 12 3500 rpm 4°C Hes 20 A
40 3 ",‘TT Fifi® » 4 » 1 ml solution I (5 mM glucose / 10 mM EDTA / 25 mM Tris
pH8.0)%s » % »-80°Crkdh » Fipif s B-diaz » 37°CoRip @ » & » & 17
solution I #-f8 4 1 Sml> £ 4r » Lysozyme (5 mg/ml)** 37°C-Kip & J& 30 » 45 >
4v ~ 600 pul 10% SDS (sodium dodecyl sulfate)%* 500 pl Protease K (20 mg/ml)
(invitrogrn)> 3 » 55°C-kig 1 ] P> %3 e 4% 3] 15 ml 3 ¢ 5 > 4 > 5 ml phenol

Fodg fic=t > 2 3000 rpm 4°C 4w 15 248> B~ 1+ KR > 1 * 48 4% phenol/chloform



(I3 5 39§ > 2 30 iR RE G - M2 Rsdi o sor /10 B4 S5 M
NaCl 2 2.5 & 884 2 k0 100%Fp > =42 316 ¢ $F &2 2 > 3000 rpm 4°C 3.~
10 » 4518 » 2 %J ko £ T0%FHE R - X 0 Rz ggie i Iml 2 sokw iR o
#ef v » 20 pg/ml RNase ** 37°C-ki% & Jis 30 # 4518 > {1 * IF 4% phenol/chloform
(I:l)iedie=x » E 3| F o e T > 5 b > 4o 1/10 B8 A 5 MNaCl 2 2.5 4%
fr2o ke 100 YoiFp i A 4 8 0 £ 2 T0%FE - St 0 Bz gz 0 2 500 wl

= & kw3 {é > 2 Nanodrop (Thermo)i| T 4 ¢ $8 kR 2 B R -

= IR R S B2 5
M RE A BHIB %R 16 1 20 /) preninF o @ H st (NP g rg
£ (log phase) > 4 3000 rpm Fg {62 Fgpig > ¥ 1§ PBS K itk 3% 0 L&

MERE 1 ml 1 PBS % 1% 425 i BT EOW)B b (v % 3-5 2485 > 14 |

-

PBS 3 % % i § & ** OD550 £ 1.495-1.505(F £ 4 5 10° CFU/ml) « #-~ & i%
Ls oL T0 %FpF 4 X BE T R @ % 4§ 26 S5 eh I ml £ F P I ml

DR d EFIRAMT R > F RIS T R ARRS > 2

l—y\

BfiEAeY AP Bl N ERG 0 AT SR m B £ RN -

’f‘“é?

~

A BB o 2 BN ared 2

*F Beud > 1% :cd Santoro 2 Matthew #1978 & #13k 3+ 2. F Fh o £ jiva »
L BT o TR b 3 \%ka_pfi; PR & (500 ul 53431*;4—280 ul PP
+220 pl i3 64 % k) B s Al 3 Wistar 54+ 80 %478 5 1 mlkg > FEsn BB
0 MRS R BN L gk T L %If PRt HispEinE T0%IE
M R A7 RERZIGIEP N 23 3 a8 i o Bg YT
7 RGEICE A e D EREE T T R BRI FHR T
AR AR R FITER N - 2 RO BT 7 AR - BaT o LS

F 02 mmés sk PEIO o § d v 3 »FH %P B FIARSR A pRdE o BF L F



|

4

HRFEHTZT G EFOFHERE > VT AL EF LR T4 H

i

koo FERRAE A FAE O REFERE O FER LI ER B F 4R XA

m

T R R PR o SR Y sk S T N TR B 2

N
N

\

PRI SR SRS T E L AL LS S X R

FERIE N e THET T o RAfRE L XRARRZ 24 FIEI YD
;%1]{0

1~ 2w I3+ #ic(Complete Blood Count, CBC)

AR R e PF o EK 300 pl o es R (FE e A 20% ethylene-
diamine-tetra acetic acid, EDTA) » £ i¥ 3 = %5 Blfsktf v 27 20 ik
AT Shimre fENE 2 Bl o

MEDONIC CA 530 # 1/ Peig 445 2 0} f2 o Sh#cB 2 W 6] > @ 7 0 ou 3
(RBC) ~ v w 3R (WBC) ~ # = 3k ~ 3pt v w3k % & - (PLT) » ¥ b2 ¥ i Bl

% v (Het) ~ s %% (Hb) ~ MCV ~ MPV ~ MCH ~ MCHC.... % & o

BN 3 Kf@ e AN N SN A 2N \:‘%’\:‘ Mo oIk

(A2 %-Fl-)

#-300 pl Rabbit Anti-rat PMN (Accurate Chemical) 14 1 & 79 PBS #-§8 ## 4
2 1 ml (Riedemann, et al. 2004; Sir, et al. 2000)> f & {7 £ jiFem — % 2 & jie{s 12
VR EenS N L e X R 0 X ddE F S 0 715t 600,000 unitkg i

<

RGO R WAL S AL T E L R S N IR
BAF$ %4 ¥k39 2 @asaskF (100 CFU/MmI) » ¥ g 4% g4t 3

DR R A 6 PR b B R b N R S 500 pe/ml
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¢1 spectinomycin » £z i & # BRI F R 4 o

TR R AT A2 2 2

Wk B TS A RIS 3] PENG [ B R 24 ] PR $ P4 B ) 100 pl
w0 - 4o 100 pl 7 1% triton X-100 38 £353 &> AR5 A R FAOW)R T

3 kA PR BREE A G g o £ 2 100 pl AR 2 BHL S & A
BEER RS €3 S=ER/ §2 0%

b4

PR AR 2315 P HE T

3. RO AT F L S

Wk B RURE  BlS AT O RURIE KR E L8 0 %
$B o~ 500 pl el i3 PBS ¥ o g AgR Ak RF@OW)RF o £ i -
EMREAA D Imleies T g 8 o B 100 pl Fn AR 1 MS (mitis

salivarius agar > Bacto)#s % & > £ MBI HIDI R F > RY B A2 X P EKE

‘v

TR R TR R ARTE F i

=

ES
=L

B X RS B0 K 0.5 5 R VR U SR B B R e e B B
1S5mlehgpe § ¢ > LA Sml s> 423 AR FAEOWRF S~ 4
Ry OFRGEFE > P RABGREMS BAA YRS E R EUR

F 5 48 LS &Eﬁ‘ﬁ7§§£°

L _

~

BLER Fs p TR ¢ NETs = 2
Bodlg s O A BLCORRTEE KR > R RS 0 R EEIL Y
R

PBS i a‘%iﬁ" 1 4% paraformaldehyde »* 37°C ™ {7 % 15 A~ 4> 1 FH T e

B F9 F o1 R PBS el = 0 e~ 5% BSA/2% Normal goat serum/0.1% Triton

12



X-100 »* % B e 30 A48 0 £ 4 10 50 & = #f-f% < rabbit anti-rat myeloperoxidase
(R-1073-100, Novus) » & #_goat anti-rat elastase (sc-9521, santa cruz)— %48 & 37
C%¢ 1] mts 1% PBSj3=t 4 1:200 iR s A8 goat anti-rabbit
Texas-red (Jackson ImmunoResearch) #¢ donkey anti-goat Texas-red(Jackson
ImmunoResearch)* 37°C % ¢ 1] % » 2 1 & PBS 7% 3 = » §1* hochest 33258
(sigma)** B T % 10 4> £ 12 1 & PBS i#i% 1 = > ™ mounting oil f & & >

R E g R AR L R

Lo Fi R R gt

(A 5-B=)

T1LEF 2% A ﬁf\fi BHI 32 % % 35 & 2 s B b ik (s > {1 423
ARFAEOWF & ier 3-5 24 #0121 & PBS A FFFRER> OD550 4
1.495-1.505(F# 4 5 10° CFU/ml) » & % ‘5o B0 % 8- = » 30 %5

B0 F B R R F PEP R R Fut o fut B Rl R

L= fﬁ]ﬂ.fiig\'n?ﬁll\‘:‘%“"]ié o R R

(i AZR =)

#ed G 2% A a2 BHIp &Ry £ 2 Wbk FE 4~ B g A5 2 g
AisE x> UEYET B2 2 58 5 % B 300 pl Rabbit Anti-rat PMN (Accurate
Chemical) ! jj 4= + & m‘:‘; Py w3k 4 antiserum o B AT SR A {E - X s
BABZ2 RHBI 2R HE- 24043 CBCRIZ S Bz prg? fho o3k

R PR RITARERE § PPEP R 2 Sl ATk e & G

S~ R R P R § PPk (anti-dsDNA)FLRE 7 £

13



1. ALPHA DIAGNOSTIC ELISA % &

-t 48 L > Working sample diluent (WSD)### 5 % i > £ 12 Low NSB sample
diluent (LNSD)##8 20 & » 3% » 100 ul 4% (5 o4 % 2 2 3 dsDNA
microwell strip plate ® » ** %8 F & 1 -] BF{$ » 12 wash solution £ 4 =% » & =X 5 &
48 > -4 3 qpszis o 4o~ 100 pl enanti-rat IgG HRP 3 8 F J& 30 4 4815 » 2 wash
solution £ 5 % » & =x 5 A 45 B {é 4 » 100l TMB & ¢ 15 & 45¢5 4] * 100 pl Stop

solution # 1k F J& » £ | 2_0OD450 w2k & o

2. BEZaRELAESHA 172 (Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA)

#-10 pg/ml -] 2 53 ’JJ]‘L—i P pETipa(Sigma)iz »t 1 BenSSCia R {8 I A&
BT & 96 34 % (Nunc MaxiSorp®)e3t i # 4r » 100 pl » 3 ** 4°C ka7 16-18
B> £ 02 PBST i 1 =X {8 » 4c » 200 pl blocking buffer % *+ 37°C “#-44 2 -] p¥{s >
* PBST i% 3 = > e » 12 1:50 & - > sample buffer 1+ &k 75 100 pl >+ 96 3¢ 4
¢ 32 3 4°C ke P 16-18 ) pF 5 2 PBST 32 3 =t {8 5 4e ~ 100 ul 1:25000 # ﬁr
2 ¢ goat anti-rat [gG HRP (Immunology Consultant Lab) » #x & 3t 37°C ‘43 & i 2
A} BE > U PBST £ 3 018 > 4o > 100 Wl TMB & ¢ 18 > 1% 2 N HaSO4 4 0k F s -

F B~ OD450 == £ g o

+I o RIS B Y P A e B i 7 £

1 ELISA coating buffer (carbohydrate buffer pH 9.6)#-i $&4& 7% f7 o #e k& 30
5 pug/ml A fE > & B~ 100 pl »+-T & 96 3t 4 (Nunc MaxiSorp®)e13t i ¢ » 3+ 4°C
k8¢ 2l 16-18 /] FF > 12 PBST £ 1 =t {& » 4c » 200 ul blocking buffer & » *x %
3 37°C %45 2 ) pF > £ % PBST £ 3 =t » e » 12 1:1000 ﬁr% *+ sample buffer
< B ’F 100 pl ** 96 4¢ P BN 4°C k487 16-18 o PFF{s o £ 12 PBST 3£ 3 =X »

v~ 100 pl 1:25000 & ## £ goat anti-rat [gG HRP (Immunology Consultant Lab)

14



CHE AN ITCHE4EF B2 )P M PBST R 3 =0(8 > 4 » 100 Wl TMB & ¢ {8 > 12 2

N H,SO4 % 2k F J& > ip] 2_0D450 v 3k & o

A Sl S Ay F Fi P Ui (anti-cardiolipin) 7

402 PBST i f 5 2 < #iPq 0 96 3¢ ¥ (Varelisa®)1 = » e~ 1:20 fFf# 2 +
R g > 3 4°Crk4a ¢ 28 16-18 ) P& » 2 PBST % 3 =t {& » 4c » 1:25000 s M
£ goat anti-rat [gG HRP (Immunology Consultant Lab) » % ** 37°C 48 ~ & 2 -] p*
f > W PBST#® 3= > 4 » 100 ul TMB & ¢ > F 4 » 2 N HoSO4 % 0 F J > B (8

Bl Z_0D450 w3k @ o

=k

- RITAEm GRS R KR

FESELR FRRAL PELG E3Y Pl BT F L G2 1R

Fuji Dri-Chem 4000i =4 1+ 3% % 7 & {7 18 #0617 # & fr O 8% 48 {H eripl3s
PliTHe &7 Rl S AR R R e 45 B & BRSPS (-GT) ~ & X & p5(GOT) ~ %
P & & ps(GPT) ~ " phipefi % fr(CPK) fride 284 p#(ALP) ~ 5+ i 2 & p7 % (LDH)
%R £ A F R 2 4o #5(GLU) ~ i fi & § (BUN) » 4 FH(CRE) ~
Fepk(UA) ~ 32 FER(TCHO) ~ % % & *3 3¢ (HDL) ~ = pe+f i *q (TG) ~ ek %
(TBIL) ~ 4% (Ca) ~ %, 3-9 ¥ (TP) ~ ¢ 39 (ALB) ~ Bi(IP) » @ ¥ |32 | ¥ £
o B 7R Rn F4o C F s 39 (CRP) ~ i =% (Hb) ~ 5 k45 5 (AMYL) ~ ¥ »efi
% zh"2P5pE % (LAP) ~ jprds & 4 55(CKMB) ~ % *#(CHE) ~ D *&%= % (D-BIL) ~ %

4 (Mg)fri (NHa)eh g £l 2o

Lo~ BlEA R 7J F ¢ Fu dE4ak ]3"]4 Az E
R pE4ATE A2 ¢ 8 18 SSCi% /& (IM NaCl/ 100mM sodium citrate, pH 7.0)

S Spg/mlo & 4e » 100 pl »+F & 96 3¢ 47 (Nunc MaxiSorp®) it j # > 2 ¥ 3¢

15



4°C k45 @ 16-18 ) pFis 41 * PBST % 1 =% {4 > 4x » 200 ul blocking buffer (Varelisa®)
T 37°C 452 £ % PBST % 3 =t > 4c » 17 1:10000 2 ﬁr%ﬂ * sample buffer
(Varelisa®):5 4 555 5 100 pl 5+ 96 3¢ » B 4°C k4 16-18 ) PEis o £ 12
PBST % 3 = » 4¢ » anti-human IgG HRP (Varelisa®) 100 ul » % 37°C %45 2 -] ¥ >
" PBST & 3 =t {8 > 4e » 100 Wl TMB & ¢ > £ 12 2 N HpSOy4 ¥ 2+ & & > 17 OD450

F}L;E]:El;o

LA AR sk s

Y17 R % (Heparin)2. E 7 1w B 40 B~ B 45 p¥ —%ﬁ w7 (8 Ben B~ T
15 ml &+ ¢ (greiner biotech)® » ¥ 4 HBSS (Hank’ s Balanced Salt Solution) © 12 ml
R E¥EF o ¥ - > 5 > P~ 3 ml Histopaque-1119 (Sigma)%# 3 ml Histopaque-1077
(Sigma) 2 15 ml (evergreen)d-< ¥ ¢ - fiz ¥ Histopaque density gradient » fit & =
AU IF B e e o SLREAR 5 10.5 mbo 4 2 3000 rpm Fw 30 4 &5 (KUBOTA
5800) c v fc v @A kmre > d P T RE G J]g(é] » H %3 & (Mononuclear
cell) ~ Histopaque-1077 7% % & ~ ¢ z % A|+% 5k (polymorphonuclear, PMN) 347 14
v w I & (Granulocyte) % &7 B 2 ‘o IR A o AR MRE G & 3R B~ T HBSS
# 123000 rpm (KUBOTA 5800)&t.< 10 4 4875 % » 4 ik (6 12 RPMI-1640 #-‘m

2 R % 0 £ 1 trypanblue % 4 3 E 4 # A2 S e Hie o

=+ MM A NETs 2 44

L 12 mm nF1 A P BN e 2 & 24 3L B (Cellstar®) > R i+ UV % 30 4
48 > @ (s #-11 RPMI-1640 £ 7 fEf/-‘i—rﬁV* PG E EIYE 2 %107 dmie dicde A o
R RERFEAATIZ00p 1> FEHITCF 5% F B2 0Y 1) pF @ ‘Z‘%’ e
v o IRF R o ;e B 600 nM Phorbol myristate acetate (PMA)(sigma)ts >

B~ 300 pl 4 > fmfe % ? > 2 17 PMA % ER 5 300 nM > » 37C ~ 2 5%= §

16



BEEE & 45 ¢ 1% 3] pF{S > 11 2% paraformadehy # % (Brinkmann, et al. 2004) > 12 1
& PBS i 1 =t » 4e~ 11100 82 4 & F » ¥ 4CF & 16-18 [ BEs - £ 1 8
PBS /& 3 =X {& » 4¢ » 1:1000 goat anti-human IgG FITC (sigma)** 37°C % ¢ 1 -] B >
1 % PBS & 3 = » 4r » hoechst 33258 44 5 4 45fs -1 & PBS & 1 X {8 > 10

mounting oil 35 » B fs @ * X s LR AR TRE -

oL A s

#-12 mm P[] A 3 8 B 3w 1 & 24 3¢ 4 (Cellstar®) ® > 2 R 8+ UV % 30 4
4 0 @ {5 % RPMI-1640 € 37/ 3 e @ 16 o 20 & B3t 2x10° ‘fmoe fche » o
FENWITCS 2 5% F "Bzt d 1)@ ‘Z‘%’ Pt w IRF OREFEATHLE b o
£ 11 2% paraformadehy ] Z_01 & PBS £ 1 =t o 4v » 1% triton X-100 & & 5 4 48(%F
A F 5 RIA G AJL) 0 1R PBS & 1 = 0 4 11100 frfl2 4 L 0 3 4T
F R 16-18 - pFis » £ 1 & PBS % 3 =x{¢ » 4 » 1:1000 goat anti-human IgG FITC
(sigma)*t 37°C4 ¢ 1] FF> 12 1 & PBS % 3 =t >4 » hoechst 33258 4 ¢ 5 & 41>

o

1 % PBSi& 1=t{$ > ™ mountingoil 35 > s @ * X i L B ETRE

W

N Lffiakiﬁp\#mNETs#’@?“'m +
#-50 ul 0.001% poly-lysine 4c » fm*z 32 % 96 3t 4 (Biofil®) @ -+ 37°C3x 3 30
A ROk i&iﬂ’f Bt 7 10%%5 2 i i (fetal bovine serum, FBS)% 200 nM
PMA 2 RPMI-1640 e ¥ 129 s 3k » 225 B3t 10° fme ficde » > & 3% 37°C »
7 5%= F "B E4¢ 3 )P > 11 2% paraformadehy F #_fs 0 1% 1 & PBS
# 1 =x > v > 1% BSA blocking 1 -] i » % PBST % 1 =t » 4v » 1:100 #¥ 2 75

2L At 4CF IR P oPBST %3 =0 £ 4 » 1:2500 % #-# 2 anti-human
IgG-AP (Jackson ImmunoResearch) 37°C i¥#* 2 /|- p&fs » »2 PBST £ 3 = » | *

phosphatase substrate (sigma) & ¢ & > 3f B~ OD405 -

17



- +=x AT i - A
Antibody Conjugate Note
Rabbit anti-rat myeloperoxidase - Novus( R-1073-100)

Goat anti-rat elastase - Santa cruz (sc-9521)
Goat anti-rabbit Texas-red Jackson ImmunoResearch

Donkey anti-goat IgG Texas-red Jackson ImmunoResearch
Goat anti-rat IgG HRP Immunology Consultant Lab

Goat anti-human IgG FITC Sigma
anti-human IgG AP Jackson ImmunoResearch
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\\\?{r
ra

i
#=

B = 304 S NETs b b B0 Spmenym @ srds iy ch g 4

1. NETs 5 &30 % 4es s S0 endon

A % AR Y Y AR kS Y BT Histone HoB e &0 5 7 8- HE

-\1\

NETs #£ 9 % &R 2 Moo W0 #0endk @ 5 3 * Myeloperoxidase (MPO) ¥ 3
NETs h35 > st s i vf 7 10 w30 et de 7> 5 il — i o £ 3K
Aodos O A BUECSS A g A1 endk 0 rabbit anti-MPO ¥ thFAE (7 LK ¥ % 4
df o R R EMMABRE  d ¥FRLIF R MPO 2% (Ble ~A) %
§OR kG ARET F Iy Ak F(Rle ~B) Fd ¥R LR AR
7 DNA(Flz ~C) > MPO % DNA % F % =% i NETs %#(Blz D) §x
5 & 56.4um > DNA = 3 3133 & 3 MPO thim® b » AT DNA &4 o ¢ phap o7

£ 4’ j\ ’ rﬂl«LL NETs 7z g 1 ﬁ_*xgﬁfﬁa o

2. —i“,%},g\;'%b:cp\’igj.‘}i—x gé‘rp\v*:‘}'}pl;-];iféﬁf);tb_ 5

T NETs A Bofhos posE < SR Fom @ orphiiend & 0 A dE 4 £
MEE LR R A g pE4ATR B~ % > {1 * rabbit anti-rat PMN antiserum jj 42 < B f8 p
G fhd ap o TR S Sk ¥ CBC BB RARR E P 10 b o iR %
o AR A 3PSO PR 24 P P R G B R b LR
SRR AR HOFE T AP S RSB R R 2 s R
Wh 2 Kk fRE X T E A ¥ b 1% Elastase AR F R A A F K% ¢
B NETs 7) & iR (Rl )od 2k A 45600 % Bon  Ap T35 PBS chfpdl e
¥+ anti-rat PMN antiserum 7+ & > §8 m\f‘ﬂ” L ER I A et i R
P OAR A RERTR E S 24 > BEEIF A hlic® 0 P anti-rat PMN

antiserum ¥ "4 2R 4e S BARR rg gL R(RT ~A) o 25 Y BT
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B R ArF R £ A %S anti-rat PMN antiserum i £ _PBS > + &4 #7fs 3 /[ FF ~

6 P2 24 [ iE? TFERLTHEFLR(RI ~B); FRISFLE TRl

=

{77 0 F & anti-rat PMN antiserum J2 e+ B A% & ] 2 F%k F

S

=k

F5

%ﬁ

Ell

A
AR AF TR MFLEWI ~CD): 7o RE LR TR Fl o 4

¥ BuAp #3t PBS endy 4] 2+ & > anti-rat PMN antiserum e+ BB 2 SRR 0

Fl#cs s ~ 10 B0 b ehd (BT ~E F)o & 5 & M AcsU B % Elastase (il &

FRALI EE % ¥k LB E 2 §F %% Elastase’ ¢ ¥k i DNA

Elastase 2 DNA % ¢ £ JLeni> ¥ 5 NETs. Hﬁ % 12 anti-rat PMN antiserum Jiv

e B H Ak P NETs 607 2 4 > el > &8 B & 4 44 pum {r PBS
e 40um 2 F EF AL R (BT ~G) o d %4 < B anti-rat PMN antiserum 2
GREPCNER & AL AN TS Ty

SV Ui A8 T YEVE2 anti-serum FE

ey nggg% l%-“— mf;%]”;%_ » fe 93’,_8;*5;75 H%Egﬁq‘ﬁél‘f&_gv*}; %ﬁ%mfg%c , gﬁgﬁ— B ,§
2

CFR A L2 RS R

~

i T G AR F Ple sk ¥ - 3

NETs 2} & et > @ #7258 NETs & fkehs @228 augfe? 7 L5 € & o

o

B
CER LN T SHEE USSP EU R P SR ERE S

1 oips 2 Felde Hiclk 2 P BRE 2 - % I +¢ FNETs p it &

AR R PO A R R Y o AR F kRS i S

NETs ehp iz &t ik ® o B L g At Pl 8 80 6 d ooipdask fFildes >

AT
P Ak F AP o NETs 8UF 5514 p Wi A 2 chp WPk 3 5 &
7P NETs frigdt & F & 24 f WM bl i > 50 % 96 3448 12 PMA e @ 42
von 3 A A NETs {6 0 A 47 10 fog s 00 ~ 10 8 8 d v spgask Fslde2

PEOBRAPEEE 10 =0 F 4 257 SANETs f AR > B HT 0 B4
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,]vi.up\agt:g,g%z; Hwd ra»bégrj:,;g]g,u,\7 £ R J,Lmﬁ,i“}gp\f NETs p %2
FUEE R WA > TS RHFLB(RS ~A) 2 %% 457 NETs hrv "pdhst 7
SlAzz AT 2 PR A DR F MM T RS p MM R R o 518 p AR

é; o

2. il dpdlrk FS AL AT 2 PR R R F P PRIk A 4 MR
i
JI* RS L ER AT E R 10 R A e M S0 H @ d ok
HEsider 2 PR R R H 2 10 =k F A LY o iRank F A ¢ i B
AR B R PRk F Y PRk F A d g ot A H
2EPRADLY > BRA > B FAZHE 2 PPR AR LT i p Ak

AR ¢ WA E T HELE(F> “B)-

3. voRTR ES A T2 VRS AR ¢ SRR S 2 B i

s

AT 20 v vpaaTk S A FATH R L HE AR F(F PR AR XL
F)b F ¢ LAY A2 Fedp AL 0 J 4L NETs 448 2 fuff 2 § PpbPpidn
Rcrdp B A 47 > 7 AR B M falic s 0.5887 (p=0.0064) » &1 £ 4 ¢ B I 4p B ()
= N A) e AT AT A4 4 REFU 2 FUNETs Ful cndp B 1 T B Ap M TR Thiic
».0.1783 (p=0.4519) » A m & Ap B 12 (B = ~ B) - Fu b4k % 4 HH 2
i F PP R A 47> AR M Rl S 0.1895 (p=0.4363) > B T &
AR ~C)o d M A TS % 7wk F N F NETs filfrdiff i d 5 1
PRl chd & 5 B S dE4aTE R WA o NETs ful chd & 2 g
VRAAIR A ¢ WP § PP R A 2 mAPRE 1
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4. vozsasf FA Az BAcHE 2 SRR 4 R K S € & NETs (57
AR RS N R d LA S A 474 B A NETs $ull s

FOFAM 2R A A 2R AR PN R E R 2 B PR SR

HHE P S TR ¢ f TR E NETs B ¥ £ B4 > it EiE £ AT
BRFE - BRHT O TR A DL G G Ry LR fiFarf Y sk R
Moo R N4 NETs 24 NmBEF B(BN) o - BT §F 4~ B Lo p il

BE Bupict 2 PR AR5 L 6 =8 NETs AR F X4 4 »d $¢ B%7F
» & ¥ % ena i $ NETSs § #0355 0F Jg o @ 5 flofs 4 ik ¥ NETs § P RE<h

R
FRY 5B R 5enits 3 fo DNA § £ k£ e (B4 ) e
F 20~ A AR AnS BN Ul A S 2 p B R

Lo ko RN FA A S )
FI* p &g AR A 172 R LR FE A DF R S B T2
AN p A S ) R F PRSP ROT AR G
LR <R RF S R T RRIFRERL PR aA 2 o 2
BREFPE - FFRMOEENE E(R S A - H ot HEY ST RARE R -
BN R F PP 0 2 U ibest F A 6 v M A 2 )
VOCER AR R E S A BN R § PP e § 2318 G (F
L B) A P BT FE 6 R0 M G H R LA BH e AR 2O T
- 2% o WRIF R RN Lt s il SR FIRAPET L ¥ < B B
EEEERY S EPNG 4 L EE R AR WP PRt R GO

rrJ]‘i‘r] o ‘.‘L-‘%e"gﬁ—r ’ g'f%ééiﬁ ];a]m},i\ 44 g =N El 'Eé"#mﬁ'mﬁi 4 o
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2. Hi Rt BT A

FIELET o pMAAAROEE A B EPN p M § T A
T AT N A o fE Rl S LA A 172 R R AT AR 2 AL
AR FRAL RS B A RIS X enfA) o - B 2 R
ft RPTH R 0 R F 2 RRORI S S E A o THR BB PH 4 Fu
HERZ DI FER S FP REFEAREDRFEFLE(B-- ~AB) ¥

B o+ RPN chp HMPLH A g < BT RN g -

S
5!

- 384 ~ NETs $3% Fu g ¥ 8LA 2 Fulll enge 38

% 7 F3 NETs $#30 Fe g~ R4 2 p 83t @ 5 1% rabbit anti-rat PMN
antiserum f g A AR AT 2 R L E P2 % SR N ‘f‘%,’ A 2 IO & S A
antiserum > 4% s R A e - X SR LB X SR AT R EZR LSS A P X
2E AT B FEE FRER LRSS o 2 A TR R o At
AR Jv o dp gt PBS enfe %] antiserum 7% LR m"%’ P IR ORF

RALET X TiRIFFLS antiserum > E & mv’ﬁ G ER IO £ R

F_*

R 0 R
feis PBS thieu]- R(BlL = ~A) > @ a2d A %Y 2 FRLS AR
antiserum {5 € "% Mo R ¢ M T ROk o TP FFIRL L (B ~B)o
fEd LR s T ¢ ATk A4 G B9 f 0 g IR X4 antiserum
E R AR LR T R ‘)%" PP bEAARTE A G v FUBAPROT S PBS -k &
FREFREAE A (B - ~C) 5 ¥ - % 5 o AR § PP b i Rl %
Bom 0 % antiserum 0 BLE R A% S X BN A4 RN F PEBPRR
Merfz R 53 PBSen4 B> ¥ FBF LB (- D)o d B5dah &7+
& antiserum % & § 2 %i;‘fév‘ ‘Z‘%’F‘ VSIS S “ﬁ%_\i’.i&ﬂ EEy 7 s SRR I Al 63

RS ¢ B RN Pl ehd & o
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23t

. NETs Zf %o p S Sgendo ¢ ord i chk d

3t 1975 & Durack (A@ 1 * T 3 BACABLERE 4 1w ) m%/;— , l’f—"—;ﬁi
Pt d W wpE L FERERY ISP T o FRIAD OIS FEFT T
wo R € 58 AR F S 2 B R e P ¢ Rk 03] 2 (Jung, et al.
2012) o @ Fgkchlp e B motgt o g Tt Bk g RE AR > 1
% Tissue factor 3 33 3% 54} = (Bancsi, et al. 1996) § & % L@ {1 * T + B icst
BEEES FRG FIAR M RR AT R T - 250 3R ELIETY
FI1* PI 2 Histone HoB chH RIH$TE Foo f N < BPFTR AR §F R4 chlg
%o BB R R PEG wF g o4 § %P L (extracellular DNA, eDNA) 2
NETs 1% > 7 %5 + & DNasel ¥ 12 P A" (M H R cht o] o hgm g @ > f#
# fe 51 NETs 3% Myeloperoxidase $F 3 7% i d. B & £ % ¢ » 3] 7 NETs
B3 fee ¥ - 2w B R 4 e post < & rabbit anti-rat PMN anti-serum 2 ﬁ?"\ &=
R P é’f‘W%’ PoMe o w IR A PicenE S kor - RRp &"J""Z%’ Ple n AER G
FUoREL DRI E SR W HBERG LR 0 AR TR DRE T
FREFOH A > I TR R DI B 0 R AT G LR
1R BEFFY o R £ R M A PR T IS antiserum S EUF
+F NETs 2} = g% » 1 'ft—'\;;'w‘}?t FE RS2 FEES PBS it el £ R o
d %Uﬁfﬁ— m‘*ﬁé Ejomp - n lF~Bakd 2 HE LR a;xﬁgﬂ' g\vg
P 3RS 0 BEARR S TR A NETs 0 e ¥ 2 FLARH ’g‘}%mé—f#’ Ra b
AF Lg% ? > %3 DNasel ¢ P B kb~ | > 7 a0 £ 7] 5 DNasel ¥ it
I p¥ 4 f2 ko F e eDNA 2 NETs > @ & 3 cnfl STk enlgd o d B g % 7 10385

NETs $+ 377 02,2 7 it 2 £ € & chd & o 3F %Eﬂi"#ﬁ ar o “‘%’ LA RO s A s L e

24



cINETs ¥ 12 4+ fi k0 7 (Brinkmann, et al. 2004) > i §ljgcn /| 4 2 5 F]F G35
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CEMPM R PR SRR AT ARG ENFE M
TEETR AL p R i3 254 %8 T w9 (T dependent) 1B ‘%2 & 14 #1
Ao T o G0 d fad g Pl R B 0 A 2R Bl ek RAEE | B n
R e 0 P Rt S Al 2 g 3 S A e B 2 s
R R S R F R T2 o rg Rl e = (Sene, et al. 2008) -

5 p M 929?&%7?54’121% FlhBAF E ot fiad = T NI T Log 4
(Andres 1969) - 822X & Fu g ~ B 7 P p P H2 2 5 F 24 i
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A. BUN
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BL- 2 vﬁv;;c* fu IR g+ AR FRERIES R S o ek = IR
R A AEEIR AT 2 R 4185 p %5+ & rabbit anti-rat PMN antiserum 4 VT‘
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APL (Antiphospholipid antibodies)

Male-to- Anti-dsDNA APL APL+ anti-
female Age o . o dsDNA
ratio no.(%) AntiCardiolipi AntiCardiolipi lecogrnc;t‘lc;zn_l \gG no.(%) no.(%)
nlgG-no.(%) nlgM-no.(%) no.(%)
All
disseminated 534+
systemic 1.63 07 13(20) 22(44) 23 (46) 10(20) 27 (54) 30(60)
infection '
(n=50)
5241
IE(n=21) 2 221 5(23.8) 9(42.1) 9(42.8) 5(23.8) 11(52.3) 12(57.1)
other
disseminated 540+
systemic 1.23 109 8(75) 13(443) 14 (48.2) 5(17.2) 16(55.1)  18(62)
infection '
(n=29)

-~ U OVRARTR IR AR 2 SR R 2 gp 4 2 s T
2 21 R g e p e RF(E) 29 =5 B e it PR 4 Y

(other disseminated systemic infection) o Anti-phospholipid antibodies #& #f ¢ 7
Anti-cardiolipin IgG ~ Anti-cardiolipin IgM % Anti-f2-glycoprotein IgG ; APL+
anti-dsDNA % % 3 Anti-phospholipid antibodies # €_anti-dsDNA antibodies 35 4
Hop BB e

FHR KR D 5% FRE A4
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