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[ Abstract] Xenotransplantation is a potential solution to the shortage of human organs. In the previous 100 years,
xenotransplantation has witnessed preliminary attempts and persistent progress. At present, it has entered a new stage of
rapid development and achieved a series of results. Nevertheless, the management of xenotransplantation rejection is more
challenging compared with that of allogeneic organ transplantation rejection. Therefore, researchers have developed a
series of immunosuppressive strategies, such as use of genetically modified pig donors, use of traditional and novel
immunosuppressants, and co-transplantation of donor pig thymus with donor organs, aiming to adjust the immune system
response of recipients, mitigate the intensity of rejection and prolong the survival time of grafts. In this article, research
progress in the mechanism, prevention and treatment strategies of xenotransplantation rejection was reviewed, aiming to
provide reference for accelerating subsequent development of xenotransplantation.
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B BRI T AR E SR A T
SR B B R IR e — T BR A 4 T R AL A2 S A
KR, RZHEAT BB BE TR A
HAET o SRR AR DR g e R B D) R
MR SR, SRR H RIA77ETE 2 1 ARk
FRRFEAT, AR HEBORRT A A LU TR P A A S i B
TIXE LR X B8 S R RS AR HE R S o PRI, AR SOl 57 ol
Fort R RN AR TR EEA T Pad, A S Rl R A
At — 2 R e S 2%

1 FAr BB AAHEF RS 8 %, 9% 74

TESFIRE A, A e R G M T R 58
LRIVER, TR T B A M e B S . [ S &
il B SZ AR SRR e, S 2 RE
N o SZARAR B AR PRt ] e 5 AR Uk B
TN, 5| R R R B A HE R RN o 38 M B R G
D)8 o R S PR BT B U, 7 AR T 4 e 2 B
B UG AL iR, PO A EAE 80T R
FEHEF SR Z2REE RS Jet , AR A & B B0
TR R A
1.1 BEf%E

WP, #MA . ERgdil. AR (nature
killer, NK ) 20l A5 41 04 [F AT e R G002 S RS AL
) 3R — I e A
L1.1 FAGHA IFPURTEAL S B 5 32 1 i 42 i
BIZISC A EAE ], S5 | R SRR R 0 R e
wWE . Po-1,3-F ¥ (o-1,3-galactose, aGal) . N-
RBP4 R (N-glycolylneuraminic acid, Neu5Gc )
H1 Sda Ay Q3R B 5 Fh b AE AAR I AR,
Pt aGal HLARZy i NRTEABUIK 1%~4%" . 42N A%
HAAE T2 BRI S BTAAR A T 0 M 2 PR HE R SO
PriR T 5 AR A P B AR A G, s il A R A T
RAEMAE A0, R AT B S BUR A 2K
ZIEPE AT g B rT DL ve AR 2V EHE R sObs, 7E
EARKZEEY (non-human primate, NHP ) FlAZ%
TRAEE DLAT P e 2 LA H 3 2 5UER
112 Ev##mie BV IEAETAM I HEF SO
EERICHIER, BT RLE OB 2L ik
JHEAMA RS, SEBMHALIIRIRC, h TS
AT CD47 5 A\ R A SRR 7 BIAR A TEAL 73%,
W CD47 ANRE-5 2 G A0 i 35 1 47 il 1 A2 AR5
P H ( signal regulatory protein, SIRP) o %4
4, 155 SIRPa M A MR IR 1L, DAZ NG
FRUL, FEBRAPURSRMABIE TS OL T, AEE R

RIATHR BE % 3 b XA AR A S R A A e, i
PRAF S AL
L13 aRFHmie (ERINH M HE R &5,
AL E] N NK 4% 2H 2L i ™ NK 20
A — RN (At RS TR ) $E
SERRE N R AR P, N NK iRk Z R e+
ZAA, AR NK 4 i 55 4R 3] 55 Fh A% A8 ) I ke % OC B
FHUO, 3B PR -l B DLk — 20 0E NK it A
NK 4 A3 o R B = B B EEH SR AR G K
(' major histocompatibility complex, MHC ) [ 2&4rF
SRy A o O T I e R & L
BCAAR [ n E2A BV AR T 2H 568 (major
histocompatibility complex class I related chain, MIC )
A/B], HIEAUHENEANN. 1A, A NK 4iigis
A A 20 M S P A B EEMEVE R Cantibody-
dependent cell-mediated cytotoxicity, ADCC) , 5l
FERGHEAZIE ASRPUIAR ( XenoAbs ) L85 15 N K2 40
T, WS A B, A NK AN RS 8 1o 2 L 25 A
BEGERONALE], DARIET 2R, 7550 N B4
i[85 R
1.14 MRKmie Sokin-FHEES 0 (ischemia-
reperfusion injury, IRI) AHOCHYR SR ( dendritic
cell, DC) mlifi ik Cld, CD8a, CDllc, CD40,
CD45, CD54 (ICAM) ., CD80, CD86. MHC Il #I
e SRFE R F ( tumor necrosis factor, TNF ) -a 2543
T, S5 RAE ROV A RBER , B {2k T 40 A4
FEANEAL, SHEFR SONARSCH) DC JEit 5 T 40M Y
MEAEH, FEAlZiEd CD1le, MHC I, CDlc Al
FeeRI 555> 1Y 3K, 43l 2 PE AV M HE T SO Y
KA, e B B S S, TR T Al
LA 2 A A R R0 T AR, i) S i A% AR HE
A
115 Prsmie R e, hrhgn
SRR N B AR LA 2 IR U I, XA
TR AN . A BRI DNA, S340iE2)
RERERR LT, Hehh, ok AN iR A 220 AL
TRt Q0 e P T N R P s A R AT L BRI, IR 21
SR T BRI I P S S W kLA L A
BHLE XS SR A A TR, 0 PT e 2o i B8 AP 4 240
M ML 127, IR AR T, sk S pL 4t
[FIVER, X SRR A i ™ B 4
116 #am K HE5AIEM NHP Z [E A7 7EBE I 5
G122 5w, XA TR 2™ H A B DI fE
FLo HER SN AT AL A N B 2B I 4T3, 3 e
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P05 F B S TR R I 2, XA fih R I
GBSV OGN 2R . ZEAE I NHP 2], 431 A3
FE— IR T B ACTE , W R AR T AR
YIARREA AW NHP i F Xa, WREEKIEL4E
PRI U508 0% AR 98119 28 T AN BB R 15 NHP (9358 I
fity, FECEM CMTEAZI™, R T e —[n]
B, RSN GRS I8 5 8 1 R A A K 1 SR A
H, R T ERA A NHP i, HEEm &
GERINAEAE, WD AR TR BRI A5 7 P XU 0
1.2 ENERE

1 B MRV AR B SRS A, T 4
1B 240 B A 3 1P 5 N SR 1 R 2 HE TR RN Y
FEFEH . BRI S NHP MHC ()25 57
SN YA ) MHC 456 F0E W P S vt B5
SLAFFE ORI, ANZE T 4 MR 6% ELH 0 1 4l M e
( swine leukocyte antigen, SLA ) ¥#i%, X505
14 0 58 B 5 TR R A 24 Y, eAh, A ZE B 4l
T 240 M o i ik A IS S S A 4 2 B B 1 G
[
12.1 Twke FESFFRBEETD, T40MnT Loma i
FRIEE W SRR TG . BEEA T, 419 SLA fig
BE E S NHP 19 T 4z iR 2, &, Ws T 40, JF
SR X A I P R AT B ) 200 I B SR o S
PUN RGPS T 1 32 G ie RGxT SRR Ak
PR, UL DR, W] RE R BCE A G
TR

HERAE T, i E AP ERE 2 A A AR T A
PEEWPR, it MHC THEE4575 F T4,
T A IIE AR T 421k 5 MHC-lRE &9
M4, T EILFMAE S, 1 CD40-CD154 Al
(3 ) CD80/CD86-CD28 #H H.1F . [\l #2i& & 1Y
T UM RS W F g, (HAT R S EOE R A B 5
PR B ICAC N o 3 P A 18 14 T 4T T R S 3K
T M S HE R SN, B R4 T 40 H0 B A
VI B MY B R, DA GE G I AR IR T A
AR PR A S AN AR O FH AR AL
122 Ba@pe FESMBHELRES, B AEMIERA
ABRF = A X SRR PR, PR 2
FZE IR T R HEOCHYE T . B AR RR IR IFEE 544
R SRR, AW R BT AT 5 | R % 4
Y, FEAME AR HE R RO Y. B 4
W55 TR A BE RS e %, s T 4N
Jfl . NK 4 S g DC A EAE P,

B 20 MBS nTE S AR A, Wi S

3RIK aGal KA AYREAIEIE, fEHEHT Gal B 41l
Ha, gEmnE MHC 13TE T 4080l 2 s e
AP AN, II%ZIX B AiMIAE NK iR BT, G
e T AN B R AT 7= A £ SR s BTk, B 41
JRLPE S Fh RS AR Hh 1 22 D RE A € HAOG AL AR P A Xk
RS AT AR SOy ELAT ik 2552w Y

1.3 $EE| N R E PR HE R R R

H 1905 A3 [# Princeteau Z % B Ik 22185 % R
1 IERS AR 25 IR BT R R, BRI T £
UIRE . BEAZA TG SRR . B B e T 7%
i, XSRS R T SR B R S IR 2 Y HE
JRR | SEBAIIAE T v

S KIFAEN AR, SAMRAEEESE T4 AEH
MyE R . TEXEE) NHP (528, O IR A B K ARG
ik 945 AP BEREAEIE 758 AP, L . R2RK . MARRAE
SRR AENGIR LT TR, R C &
D T WP R R BB R R S, BRI SRR
JEVH T RE N DI RE S, LA NHP SE5 %) U4~ B B
BRI N —PrE e &5 .

2021 4, & [EA LR WAk JE RIS T T &
THEBIGAET 52 0 e A B AR R, JRTERE TR
B 2 AEHL, AR EARIB R R g AT T 5 i3
PR B G HE T B 1) S B R A o ),

AT T 3 GG SR feAd, (I o-1,3-2F
AR RS RS (-1, 3-galactosyltransferase, GGTA1 )
FILRERR (GTKO) #, FHKHb A% M B A L 1
W, R MRS, —[FERAS AT R
X B TEE AL 524 T Al e AR R i PR
B, PR E R FARSSE, DMRRAR T 4
M FRHEF RV . 2021 4E 1Y 2 1 i it B A 7E 54 h
ARSI AR HH AR S B8R FR SO ( cell-mediated
rejection, CMR ) mi#iIKA T A HE R N ( antibody-
mediated rejection, AMR ) 4. R, RJG0H T
INAFTE AMR YRR G, HORRIE AL 46 S 48 R IE
G UUBURT N K 4 MBS B, 2023 4F 7 H, Witg e
WEFE XA 3 1 i i B AL AR AR AT TRk 61 d Y
WEE, TEE HARKRIHR RN, 5240 H 8l
AMR {HEIIATT

TERTHE L BoR2y 2021 4FF1 2023 4R EATHY 2 15
B SR A, s ke e . PUR AR A IR A
FIZ B BT e i T, DS sw] | A%
19 g AP Uk Je e E AT S s R AR R, KR W g
# CMR 5 AMR. # Bl AR J5 B0 I e 1 it 4

( thrombotic microangiopathy, TMA ) , I H &M
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B/NEIRFE, EAR UL TMA HAWREAR . SRR g
PR BRI, EPRIUEF AR, 178 WUBFto A UL T
W o 5 2 BITEARTT 24 h #32 TARPEBRBLBTIAYT . R
Je M UEFRSE T RE, B /NkIEd R T, B
J& 7d, IiiE WL 2 0.9 mg/dL (79.56 umol/L)
RKI TMA FEGE

2 AP E BB B § TG A2 G IT

2.1 EEE

HT SR PR A TE , BERRE BO S B A 4
AN BCNHP LU, 2 % AR R 2L 2t HiE s BOR .
BR AN ZEANH T B NHP LLSE, R ER 434 4 i 35 1
FA7EH GGTAL LA IR aGale A JHITRFRFLR
. BEXS aGal BIHTIRZ S 191, 251 S Fh A
HEF BORE B e GO o BREIR-N-C T 28 S TR 72
fE 5L A ( cytidine monophospho-N-acetylneuraminic
acid hydroxylase, CMAH ) & [X 4t %) fi i 16 7 &
) NeuSGe. B-1, 4-N-Z Bt FLHE % B W ( B-1,4-N-
acetyl galactosaminyltransferase, B4GaINT2) & [A %
Tt (%) TG A4 £k 19 Sda 1M B 40 i 1 2 WD A 5 1R = b
B M HE v B 1Y S BB AR 0 K R GGTAL,
B4GaINT2., CMAH P SR St FoAa A, T LA
Bij LA BB NHP BEAE S R OB A A+

BRUCZ AL, $ NZEBEDUR A, XS4 047 2k 5 18
Wi, AT LAY E R0 5] S B A MAT | BE IR S
DL K e E I o A0 4G N 28 A i 3 5] hCDS55
hCD46, AMARTEFHE A, WEMMERZE C%Z
A, XFHTIEAE A 1L 21 2R 4 - 1 AN L 20 A 4 o i
& CD47 S JLF- i A7 He 32 S A B RS A G S2 AR
PRESTEA G RN B T R, BHIFA SR R
TREEGE RIS, (A AZE CD47 (hCD4T7)
hCDA7 fiEfE 5 NI F g4l - (Y SIRPa 32 (A4 &,
R M55, DA 8 2 1 s &4 1 7 s VR U7,
T 356 5 07 ] 40 JfL 2 T 7 L2 400 JHLAH DG Bt It 4 # g2 3k
% H ( cytotoxic T lymphocyte-associated antigen 4
immunoglobulin, CTLA-4-Ig) F1 hCD47 & K& ifii n]
DL FUBRA R0, IR SRR A Y A A7 6 S SE G
o6 H LA RS, Rk A AP E ( human
leukocyte antigen, HLA ) -E fil HLA-G %3R8 MHC
I 20 RSB RE , W] AR R 3708 T4 B 20 A
3 N NK 4tz

Bl Ak B R R A E 2D, O AR 1 Ak P
i I H WL . K B eGenesis ) Wenning Qin £l
Michele E. Youd 1 BAXT Jt < 30 22 5 /NBDRG (AR 354 7

69 YRFEREM, LISCEL 3 FioBE R PR ARl . JE M
VRMER R TR A 7 N AEE R Rk, KA B RS
FH 3] NHP A P9 I 5 16 R AR G e e il 7 RAHZE 4
Z ARG E]K 758 d,

2 K B 6 B A Ry J2 DR S T A A BB 1) 6
o HATCUEATHY 6 B F R A T Y 3 4] ((UF5ES
ALK BREHEMIRR T EBME) FHT
10 FEPEMEMRE, 11k B o VG e 2 e A BA Fr) 4 38 kg
T2 H W SR R T 6 SEPHEME (18300
KEZR) o (AFEFEBMGR AP S I IR
I, REMEPEMAMUTREAL T 20584, ¥
SRR AT, WKL T R E B Mm%, H
AT 2 022 B O P G A SE N A T8, IR S
B B I EHNEYT A R T HEE SR AE R . R
SREEDA TAREEA T (HHE R S 0 B S sl , IR AE
SRR AETE I ] . (R A, S TR
RIS DA SE 423k 8 By P 38 SO0 Fl AMR, - i A
B T IEPME M LAAL T 58 3 1 G e S il SR A S
LS PR AR ) 0 KA
22 HYIRYT
22,1 HREEWEYG BENSMHSESMET, K
HT SRR BRI re M2, sz ik
. ASBERREEN G . PUGAEZS . O REhUIA R L
FLREDLIA

BBz PO R R A A TR 2k, TS
PG R Z IR AR EAE T, DT ] 98 RE I K f i
0 R AR AL G AR, b 5 SR s AR E T SR
PEPHBERR R R IE M, BHARIC LB AL, DI T 44
MR TE AL A AE O AREMERE . WO R . ORI
KAFSEPUGHIZE YY), AEL 0 DNA 328k, 38
S 6L 080 T R L L 200 L 42, DT A0 S G 5 4 Ly 34
B, H T BT 22 S R A X R 1 AT i
LR EY A £, 41 CD3, CD20, 141
& (interleukin, IL) -6 SZIR%E, 0l G0 2 40 A 1 1%
FERIEAE , o A T B R AN I T RE DS
222 RSB LW A Mohiuddin 1BA T 2016 4F
HEAT T 5L UG i -k o 0 S R0 BE RS A, BT
CD40 HLIRGI Ry G e 2, e SO IEAE B R
WAFTE T 945 d° T HL 22 KAF B Be b AT 1046 1 Bl
IR IERAE T, il T KPL-404 (471 CD40 1t
&), BT CD154 5 CD40 HAEAERSY, CTLA-4-Ig
YEFHIF CD80/86-CD28 ifilim i, nf LA 7 Fhfs
AL ) AR R s 2 PO, BEL T ofl 383 [ B 10 71
T A0 FTE ARG A8, A SRR R R SRS A A7
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TSR] 78,
223 AR ER R A RMR R G0 OS2 R RS A
AMR 5N Z . AR FaRIA T AZSAMA Y
EE, (AT AR ZD R GEAMARLG . 8 A
PRI, Cp4o FERE & BT ( tesidolumab )
AT AP AMASS , WD R MAA 5 1 R AE B AT
i, M4 S A RIS 3, Cpd0 J&—FhEt Xt
C3 [SRABAMHIR, TR E BB E X C5, WE#HE
7 NHP HRFUE S SRS R 58 s Hh AE K
FEAEPIAFIG 9 705,
2.3 YHREETT

WAL, PR T 4 M AT R B0 SN T 4
JA ) i H0E R S o A0 P HE R R 9 A, 4 AT LA
BN B 1 SRR FBE . T2 DC 7E SRS A
IR LA B e BB v 7, e SRR RS v it
FEREAKF-) MHC F1 T 4034531 (41 CD40
H1CD80/86 ) , AR AWM BCAAR [ anfe )y ai st
HHEMBAK 1 ( programmed cell death protein-ligand 1,
PD-L1) FIFET-5 AR 1, RADH] T 400495805 2
fE. M2t DC it 73 Wht R K (40 IL-10) Fife
PEVETTE T AR A TG, B B4R RS A A it 2R
Ao XECTEATHE T 40 AR 05 0 RN T 40 B Y TR
P, NIRG IR BRI s, S Ses K B R A
TIRAL T ATRE, AR R, SR E BT
BEM ] DUE R BEAEYIAAE I, DsHE T RO
24 FOERFEHE

M6 K% Yamada #4Z 7RI T 5 R B RS HE Z AT
W HE A8 1 0 JIR A% A 26 NHP, i 5% 19 Ja e 3o 52 1A
T HMEHEAT “HE” , BB EHASERBR A
C7 #H . Yamada H I AT LK R R ESAHY)
B AEAF I TR AN 29 d EH & 83 dI. 41 2 K241 3 14l
B E SR AR ] GTKO HIE MR, ik
() “BRRR e TEMGSET 32 RN R T AR IRE
HBIE T 61 d I TR4l 7Y,

3 hNELHER

G A2y . B e 2y | RE A
FORVLRAMAIM G SET7% , Al S A2 A HE R SO
T HRAG T —E . (B AMR ATIR & — P HELL3E
NPk, — Bk, s R o IRXE . et
JRAE S 1 R PR AR A S 25 WA T N IR R 2 1
SRS, EHOGH R I 14 57 Bl RS ARL TS 7548 U
GREAN T M AL B B AT A TR — 2258, A
(o A S A PR S (RIS Bt R (Y A Bt 25 I E

FEIRA, A BAEAABPRE R DR S AR ARE 17 KHL
BRI, AR AT LK W B P SO0
WCFBr, JCHSEFERR, HATEAE S . 1R
W R A P HE R B0 T AR AT e BT IR T 4e s
HAedire FARSAR I A BT R ARH AR, B A
BT A AT A B RO A

BT
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