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« SLS (Scleroderma Lung Studies) I V& SLST A TIE, RARCYC, MMF &
£ [Z%FVCOIETHIH & RERELICEMTH - 1.

¢ LAL, ABRRIGHIEE <, 35 OLOEH TIRARISL b5 T
%FVCHMET L TUL V=

« FE71-, Nintedanib®%>Tocilizumab? 73 EBEDEIRFEANEZ TV A.

« RELFEFIZERERL, FAIFEMNLZESG (WFVCET) ZEET H57=20HD,
B EFTRHNAFTT—H—DNEFEFNTUS.

1) N Engl J Med. 2006;354:2655-2666.

2) Lancet Respir Med. 2016;4(9):708-719.
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« SSc-ILDT, IVCY B HI#Z D RHEIM (Peripheral Blood Cell: PBC) MiE1x
FRIBEDZEILIE, SCOT trial ® DY > TILTHE S 1=9.

« FACYCHOMMFDSSc-ILDAERIZDPBCEGFRIFMFMIIREMRE.

o AKRWIETIL, SLSTIZHITS FEACYC or MMFIZ & 5PBCOIEILFH
IR 25t Zmodulef®# L 1-.

« & module &SSc-ILDIZxt T HAE R E E DBEZEZ R, baseline®
PBC transcript scoresIZ & > TRHBENRDOFRNTESLMZTHEIT LI

5) N Engl J Med 2018;378(1):35-47.
6) Ann Rheum Dis 2019;78:1371-8.
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SLSTIZEZMLE=EED, CYCEEMFMEDIZGRI LIE51EED
PBC&*#E#T L 7-.

%FVCZE{E(LXSLS I Mprimary endpoint (2FE & D%FVCZE1L) IZHE - 1=
£ MPBC sampleldPAXgene tube TRFE S, RNAZHIH L 7=
RNA-seql&lllumina NovaSeq 6000 T1T o 7=.

2 samplell £ TCPM 1L L DERFZHEICHAL, £TD&DESeq2T
IEFRIE L 7.
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£MAIZEIR L =62 Dmodule (E{zF&)Z AL TmodulefZird 5
(repertoire analysis & £3& b MWFESAE; BEERD (T2 U THEM).

moduleN THRIFETE L - EEFELIET LA-EEFDEIS T, £module
ZEHLI- CLENZLVETR, BTAZLER).

QUSAGE7 /L) X L®% FH VT, moduleHiE{=F D FEHfold change
#1&5%E L, DEG (differentially expressed gene) Z El7E L f=. gene setA
DEGFEDOHENFE I, BELOTWVEENELINDS.

Differentially expressed module D&%, FDR <0.05 5 2 log2 fold
change >0.2 & L7=.

Zmodule CESRATHEHE L T-. 7) Nat Rev Immunol 2014;14:271-80.

8) Nucleic Acids Res 2013;41:e170.
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e R—XF 4 @Omodule scoreé&, fBEEH, FVC%, mRSS, niANDiE
SR EDOBEZEMNT LT-.

« AN—X T4 ®module score, B, N—X 51 > D%FVC Zfixed
effect& L, EfRZEEE L TDWFVC (3~12H A) ZFlinear mixed
effects submodel & L 7=joint model # & ;& & & TIERL.

« R—X 54 rDtranscript scoreMPIE(L, Prpg <0.05F%FHE & L 1=

o FEFRWISHT  AERIGTE ZFoutcome & L f=Logistic[alIg 73 47.
A%FVC>+3% Zimprover, A%FVC<-3%%worseningé& L, X—X
14 L @Mmodule score Timprover/non-improver, worsening/non-
worseningz TRl TE 5N IRE L 1=
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R—RX 54 IF134 A (CYCEE
69N, MMF&# 65.A) T &4

127 B#I(398 A (CYCEE 47 A,
MMF#E 51 A) T &l

diffuse type SSc : 59.0%
EEEEFH:2.65F
%FVCH) : 66.3%

iTopo I fuiK 44.6%
RNA-polymeraseIl & 13.1%

Table 1 Baseline patient characteristics

Characteristic CYC,n=69 MMF, n=65 Overall, n=134
Age in years* 52.0£9.5 52.8+9.9 52.4+9.7
Female, n (%) 53 (76.8) 45 (69.2) 98 (73.1)
Race, n (%)
White 45 (65.2) 48 (73.8) 93 (69.4)
African American 18 (26.1) 11 (16.9) 29 (21.6)
Asian 3(4.3) 6(9.2) 9(6.7)
Native American 3(4.3) 0 (0.0) 3(2.2)
Hispanic ethnicity, n (%) 9(13.0) 8(12.3) 17(12.7)
Diffuse disease type, n (%) 39 (56.5) 40 (61.5) 79 (59.0)
Disease duration in years* 2.5+1.8 2.8+1.8 2.6+1.8
FVC%* 66.0+9.9 66.5+8.2 66.3+9.1
DLCO %* 54.3+14.1 54.3+11.3 54.3+12.8
mRSS* 14.3+10.8 15.1£10.2 14.7£10.5
Antitopoisomerase |, n (%)t 30 (44.1) 28 (45.2) 58 (44.6)
Anti-RNA polymerase Ill, n (%)t 8(11.8) 9 (14.5) 17 (13.1)

*MeanSD.
tAntibody data are missing in four participants.

CYC, cyclophosphamide; DLCO%, per cent predicted diffusing capacity for carbon
monoxide; FVC%, per cent predicted forced vital capacity; MMF, mycophenolate

mofetil; mRSS, modified Rodnan Skin Score.
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« CYC;AEHIZ TIX6873, MMFBERIZ CIX113DEETFMNDEGE L
THHE ESni-. MMFOAMNPBCEIEFLTIEMNERE.

 Ingenuity Pathway Analysis (IPA) IZ & 4, top canonical pathwayl&
LLTnaY ;

> CYC#* : phagosome formation, ferroptosis signalling, hepatic
fibrosis signalling

> MMF#f : primary immunodeficiency signalling, kinetochore
metaphase signalling, B cell receptor signalling
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« ZMOET TR INTZE1-62 module xERE.
« R—XTFA4 NDCYCH, MMFEEfE] TmoduleRIRDZE (LG M o 7=,

« CYCHRERZOHLE (RRXF4 K)TIE, < OmoduleZiL 2 &HT-.
QUSAGES###T TI&, Erythropoiesis, 2 4E, Myeloid lineage moduleA®
JLiE L, Lymphoid lineage moduleAMET L TL =,

« MMFABEIIRDLLE (R2AXS54 F) TIX, moduleZ{kid &k U4 <,
QUSAGEf##T TI&, Plasmablast, Cell cycle moduleAMET L TLV 7 =.
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Traditional repertoire analysis(Z &k 4 differentially

expressed module® F K JTE (FR)IET(F)

proportion
1.0
05
% cW’
. 25
. @ . . . I Propon‘ic;:\ gl module
. @ :)f:::/z":::r expressed
® o o | (oo |
$ 9 13 7 5
Blood Module Functional Map ( .
12345678 01011 1213 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 UprgUlatlon
Erythropoiesis
Inflammation

O Myeloid Lineage

[ Monocytes

= Neutrophils /
Granulocytes

M inflammation

[ IFN Response
Lipid Synthesis

M Lymphoid Lineage

M 7 cells

Cytotoxicity / NK Cells
[ 8 Cells

X Plasmablasts

M cell Cycle / Proliferation

[H Coagulation / Platelets

| Erythropoiesis

[ Histones / Epigenetics

M Protein Synthesis

[X Mitochondria / Proteasome
[J undetermined

-

Myeloid li
yeloid lineage

7

\.

N
Downregulation

Lymphoid lineage j>

QUSAGEf##TIZ & 4differentially
expressed module

Module Annotation Log2 fold change P, value
M23 Erythropoiesis 1.21 <0.0001
M6.18 Erythropoiesis 0.93 <0.0001
M3.1 Erythropoiesis 0.9 <0.0001
M4 Erythropoiesis 0.57 <0.0001
M5.15 Neutrophils/granulocytes 0.53 <0.0001
M4.2 Inflammation 0.47 <0.0001
M5.3 Erythropoiesis 0.39 <0.0001
M1.1 Coagulation/platelets 0.35 0.002
M33 Cell cycle/proliferation 0.34 <0.0001
M3.2 Myeloid lineage 0.31 <0.0001
M6.11 Cell cycle/proliferation 0.28 0.0042
M4.14 Monocytes 0.27 <0.0001
M6.14 Coagulation/platelets 0.26 0.0001
Mé6.6 Myeloid lineage 0.26 <0.0001
M3.4 IFN response 0.24 0.0103
M4.6 Myeloid lineage 0.23 0.0001
M4.13 Inflammation 0.21 0.0055
M6.13 Inflammation 0.2 <0.0001
M3.6 Cytotoxic/NK cell ~0.23 0.0095
M43 Protein synthesis -0.25 0.0021
M6.12 Lymphoid lineage ~0.26 <0.0001
M4.7 Lymphoid lineage -0.3 <0.0001
M6.9 Lymphoid lineage -0.36 <0.0001
M4.15 Cytotoxic/NK cell ~0.46 <0.0001
M6.15 T cells ~0.51 <0.0001
M6.19 T cells ~0.62 <0.0001
M4.1 T cells ~0.82 <0.0001
M4 Plasmablasts -0.98 <0.0001
M4.10 B cells -1.29 <0.0001
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Table 3 Results of QUSAGE analysis for differentially expressed
annotated modules in pairwise comparison of 12-month with
baseline samples in the MMF arm

Module Annotation Log2 fold change P, value
M3.3 Cell cycle -0.43 <0.0001
M6.11 Cell cycle/DNA repair -0.39 0.0003
M4.11 Plasmablast -0.77 <0.0001

FDR, false discovery rate; MMF, mycophenolate mofetil.
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« R—XF 4 @Omodule score&, BEEH, N—X 54 VDFVCY,
mRSS, fFE, RNApol3in{k & DREEILFEH M o 1=,

« R—X T4 MDmodule score T, CYCE - MMF# & 4£,3~12HAD
MRSSHZELZFBIT 5 H DIL7EH - 1= (supplementary table 4).
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(Primary analysis)

cvcﬁ@A%FVC G-12A) A EIZ

CYCH# MMF&¥
l,‘ll -g— 6 Z 7 /r /mOdL”e ‘j: Module | Annotation Estimate (95% CI) Pror | Estimate (95% CI) Pror
7(. L \ M3.2 Myeloid Lineage -103( 22‘: 02) ---------- 0290 -1.46 (-2.53, -0.39) 0.044
o ’ M3.5 Protein Synthesis 0.67(-068,2.02) | 0.548 | 2.51(1.26,3.75) 0.004
M4.2 Inflammation -0.88 (-2.02, 0.26) 0.334 | -1.37(-2.35,-0.38) 0.040
MMFEED A%FVC (3-128) & FEIC [ [ [0Samox | 0w
M4.3 Protein Synthesis 0.08 (-1.03, 1.21) 0.924 | 2.41(1.2,3.62) 0.004

/"Il j— é /\ Z 7 ,r / mOdU|e [j: M4.9 Neutrophils / Granulocytes -0?3(2?(}84) ---------- 0573 -2.18 (-3.65,-0.72) 0.025

161@ % %) . M4.13 | Inflammation -1(-2.19,0.19) 0.290 | -1.56 (-2.6, -0.51) 0.025

M4.15 | Cytotoxic/NK Cell 1]5[011219} ___________ 0120 1.3(0.4,2.2) 0.031
> LymphOIdF;EI ’b |“:|J}‘ Iy - & E J"‘:': M5.1 | Inflammation 1.15(-2.6,03) 0313 | -1.93(-3.3, 0.56) 0.037
EE 0) baseline module score 75\ = LY (i M5.6 | Mitochondria / Proteasome | 0.29 (-1.22, 1.81) 0.798 |2.32(0.8,3.83) 0.024
s N reloid Lineage -0.79 (-2.05, 0.4 435 | -2.09 (-3.26, -0. .
E. BEVCHEINT 5. M5.7 | Myeloid Lineage S04, |08, [ 20 (326,000 [0006
- - - M5.9 Protein Synthesis 026(155103)0798 2.46 (1.08, 3.84) 0.006
EX) Base“neODLymehOId_IID_eage module M5.10 | Mitochondria / Proteosome | 0.47 (-1.31,2.25) | 0.755 | 3.24 (1.55,4.94) 0.004
(M612) ODZ Scoreb\l unlt'%l'\t’ 3-12’7ﬁ M5.14 Myeloid Li 1.21(-2.48, 0.06) 0.204 | -1.79 (-2.98, -0.59) 0.025
> .14 yelol ineage -1.2 L4806, U . -1. —L. , - UL
@%FVC?ﬁ\+285%i§7]DT %) T P O P CUELLNE ST - -
M6.9 Lymphoid Lineage 1.32 (-0.05. 2.69) 0.204 | 2.33(1.12,3.53) 0.004
> Mye|0|d Fag E%xr 0) module score Mé6.12 | Lymphoid Lineage 0.97 (-0.56, 2.5) 0.435 | 2.85(1.33,4.38) 0.004
=i S M6.20 Neutrophils / Granulocytes -0.91(-2.14,0.31) 0.356 | -2.07 (-3.21, -0.92) 0.006
75\% L\(i & ’ %FVCb\i&‘F-d—é .......................................

(supplementary table 5)



(Primary analysis)
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MMFEED R — X S5 A >module score & BB RIG

k=

(Exploratory analysis : MMFIZ & 2%FVC 22# or &b LogisticEIF547)

MMFEEIZHIT S Improver %813 Hdmodule®®OR

Worsening ZFl9 SmoduleDOR

0 0 é Module Annotation OR 95% Cl P value Module Annotation OR 95%Cl P value
A A)FVC >3 A) M5.10 Mitochondria/proteasome 3.68 1.09t0 12.44 0.0358 M5.7 Myeloid lineage 5.18 1.6t016.78 0.006
im prover (n:52)’ M6.12 Lymphoid lineage 363 121101089  0.0215 M5.14 Myeloid lineage 48 154101529  0.0069

M6.9 Lymphoid lineage 2.9 1.16t0 7.26 0.0233 M5.1 Inflammation 4.65 1.43t015.13 0.0107
A% FVC <-3% & M4.3 Protein synthesis 2.23 1.05to 4.71 0.0359 M6.20 Neutrophils/granulocytes 4.62 1.63t013.05 0.0039
. [M32  Myeloidlineage 048 02410098 00444 | |M49 Neutrophils/granulocytes 3.95 12101299  0.0239
worsening (n:26) Ma13 Inflammation 046 0309 ooz | [mai3 Inflammation 336 13610827  0.0084
t IFE % M5.7 Myeloid lineage 0.4 0.17t00.92  0.0313 Me.13 '“ﬂam_ma@" 3.2 1.07109.74  0.0381
' M6.20 Neutrophils/granulocytes 0.36 0.16 t0 0.8 0.0124 M3.2 Myeloid lineage 2.76 11910 6.37 0.0177
o _ M5.14 Myeloid lineage 035  0.16t00.78  0.0105 M4.2 Inflammation 226 1.09to466  0.0275
A — Z 5 ,f ‘/ 0) M4.6 Myeloid lineage 225 1.05t04.79 _ 0.0363
. . . M4.11 Plasmablasts 0.43 0.21t00.97 0.0414

module Scorefﬁlﬁ% ’E%;ﬂ']ﬂﬁ'é?f)\, LOQlSthIEI'J'FEll?éj\ M6.19 T cells 043 01910096 0.04
4= M4.10 B cells 042  02t00.91 0.0267
*ﬁ— % 'f_-r 2 T: . M4.15 Cytotoxic/NK cell 042 02t0084  0.0153

] - R . _ M6.15 T cells 040 01710096  0.041
Lymph0|d =V |J7 module®) N—X > zf W M43 Protein synthesis 038 0161009  0.0281
St N s M3.6 Cytotoxic/NK cell 036 01310098  0.0457
Score 75\ = l, \ (i & , MMF -t‘: 00 FVC 75\ E& % L, b '3- l, \, M5.6 Mitochondriafproteasome 031 011t0091 00325
M3.5 Protein synthesis 0.26 0.09 to 0.69 0.0074
; A 9"- S = ,r . S = M6.9 Lymphoid lineage 025  0.09t00.7 0.0081
Mye | O I d ) 3 IE m Od u Ie 0) N Z 7 / SCO re 75\ =l M5.10 Mitochondria/proteasome 0.20 0.051t00.78 0.0205
LY [i E’ MMF"G%FVC#f%{t L, «kb'g" LY. M6.12 Lymphoid lineage 019  005t0064 00073
M6.16 Cell cycle/DNA repair 0.11 0.02 t0 0.64 0.0132
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« REOCYCIEBE - 5 [E - EPOREEEGEFDRIBIZBOVEENH - 1=,

e SCOT (IVCY) TIEB cell module (M4.10) {& T, Neu module (M5.15)
JUEE L 7=AHY, §EIDpoCYTIE &L Y % < MdmodulelZZELh & - 1=.
SLST [FA#MZ <, dosehZ <, IRERBIEDI-D=AS.

¢« CYCOEEFEREANDEEIIMMFELY KE=L). Child, SLSTERER T
CYCHAMMF&L U ZBRHEMNMEL, BEEZEZNZN -2 EE—HT 5.

SCOT trial (n=35) SLSIT (n=69)

CY&REAHE =5 750 mg/m?/ B 0 2 mg/kg/B

CY Tit#Emodule Neutrophil Neutrophil, Myeloid lineage, 1A% IV, 5EE

CY T{ETFmodule B cell B cell, Lymphoid lineage
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« MMFIZF 7/ U EHEERIMPDHAERES 54, SEMEET - BHRAIC
FHILT HNEZF K YsE CPHE I 5 (housekeeping isoform 1 ED54E).

o SEOFENT T, MMFTPlasmablast®moduleh & S f-Z & &,
lymphoid lineage moduleh’& LVEE T, MMFD A%FVCRZEZHE A
ENho=C &, MMFOEEB#RE S LTS,
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« SScMPBCT, IFN module (M1.2) hME&E A K Y ZEBIZTTHE L TLY59.

« £[E, CYCHMMFE{ AmoduleZHl#| L TULVEMNH-1=. SCOTTH,
IVCYI[ZAmoduleZ | L TULNE Mo 1= 0.

e« —AH,SLSIT,IFNILFEEINS6DOMBFEAEDEEROTIL,
CYC - MMFIZ & > THIFI S TULV = 9.

« PBCORNASL, MEEBHEBEDT EICDOWLNTIE, IFNHEEZEBHEHAPBC
UNDEEZRN O EE SN TS AIEEMENZE Z 515 (spillover effect).

6) Ann Rheum Dis 2019;78:1371-8.
9) Arthritis Rheumatol 2021;73:1005-13.
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«  ARBFEDstrength:
> SSclzxt T 2MMFAE®D, PBCEIEFRELZILIZDODVLVTOIRE.

» PBCEZFHRIIDSSc-ILDAEINR FRIFET DO #ES. Lymphoid
moduleNEF WL EMMFOERMNEAF SN, EBREREIZHESL S 5.

«  KBFFEDlimitation:
> ToRRBENGLSH, BARZIERTOmodule®dSSc-ILDD FBIT
— AN TEHATHS.
> R—X 54 OmoduleTMRSSOETFRITELELDMNEMNHT-.
HEITHEDREREDHLHLBEBNDIEM>E=hohE L.
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. % OCYCIX, SSc-ILDEENDPBCEIEFRIZICKELZENH Y, BLA
HSHEDE S FHALTWSA[EEELH S.

« MMFIZ, Plasmablast module®##| 74 £, K UBONGEHEEZ RITT.

e« R—XF5 4 OPBC module scoreld, MMFEEDSSc-ILDD#ZBEIZD LY
TFHMAEEZRLI.. R—X54200D") 2/ BB Emodule D F IR
NEL E, MMEFAD%FVCORERSEMN & <, BabfliaESEmodule
DHERIENELNEMMFADUFVCHDBERIGENTRTE o 1-.

« SSc-ILDDAEICELT, EEFRI|RIOT7A4 )00, EEDARE
ZIN—VTFTTAXRIZESTHA6EELHS.



