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o Neutrophils and monocytes were more abundant in NI vs. SPF 8 40 1. Multi-generational establishment of natural immune mice from
mice, while NK cells were less abundant = 15 * P commonly used SPF inbred and outbred mice is feasible and
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o In the bone marrow, NI mice had higher Mesenchymal Stromal < 0.6 2. Natural immune mice demonstrate immune cell phenotypic
Cells (MSCs), Short-Term Repopulating Hematopoietic Stem Cells 8‘21 |_I changes indicative of trained immunity with more robust stem
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lineage(-)c-Kit(+)Sca-1(-) (LKs) in SPF mice (p<0.001), and v mice moving this preclinical research closer to human translation.
Megakaryocyte-Erythrocyte Progenitor Cells (MEPs) and CLPs for Cell Types 4. Natural immune mice will contribute “transitional translational”
both SPF and NI mice (p<0.006) Figure 1. Bone marrow analysis of SPF and NI sham mice by percent of parent cell. insights into basic immunological mechanisms by providing
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