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turine AIM
B ¥* *
80 1 I 1
T
QO
=
— 40 A
<
20 -+
-

U — T 1
before 1 day 7 days
IR after after

IR IR
Fig. 7
survival rate
(%)
100
WT
80 -
60 -
o R . AIM-KO
0 " T T 1 T T 1

Days after IR



5/24

Fig. 8
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Fig. 16
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Fig. 18
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Fig. 26
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Fig. 32
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Fig. 33
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Fig. 34
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Fig. 38
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Fig. 40
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