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Supplementary figure 1

0.30
P =0.0438
= 0.25
=]
g
I 0.20
2
BE 0.15
= O
g 010
§ 0.05 )
3 L]
E i 4 .
- 0.00 L4
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
I1 compared to Gapdh
(colon)
3.0
- P =0.000777 .
B 25
]
]
2 20
o~
5
82 15
EL
8 10
-
©
[se]
o 05
U L]
L]
0.0 T T T T - !
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
Collal compared to Gapdh
(colon)
3.0 P =0.709
L]
o 251
kel
§ 2.0 1 * .
S ° .
gg 1.5
© o
al 1.0 4 .
g %
© 0.5 .
c . o
L 0.0 1 o . .
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 3.0
Collal compared to Gapdh
(colon)

Ifnycompared to Gapdh

Tnf compared to Gapdh

(colon)

Col3al compared to Gapdh
(colon)

(colon)

30, P =0.0403
L]
2.5
2.0 1 . *
L]
151
1.0 4 //.fg_f/
L]
0.5 1 .
° L]
00{ e° °
00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14
II1pcompared to Gapdh
(colon)
1.6
P =0.0996
1.4 4 °
1.2 1
1.0 1 1
0.8 1 - .
L]
0.6 .o .
0.4 b
0.2
o of °
0.0 { ee
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0
Tgfpcompared to Gapdh
(colon)
127 P=0.628
1.0 q .
0.8 -
0.6 1 .
0.4
0.2
.o o .o .
0.0 ee e o % .
0.0 0.5 1.0 15 2.0 25 3.C
Col3al compared to Gapdh
(colon)

Tnf compared to Gapdh

(colon)

3.0 q

2.5 1

2.0 1

154

1.0 4

0.5

0.0 1

Supplementary figure 1: No correlation between pro-
inflammatory and pro-fibrotic parameters in
spontaneous colitis. gPCR from colon whole tissue
and collagen layer thickness measurement from colon.
(A) Pro-inflammatory factors. (B) Pro-fibrotic factors. (C)
Pro-inflammatory parameters do not correlate with pro-

fibrotic parameters (Pearson product moment
correlation each, nonlinear regression).
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Supplementary figure 2

day O

day 7

transmission light

transmission light

= donor

donor
recipient

collagen layer thickness (um)

16
14
12
10

SN B O

*kk *kk *kk

23|=n
T T )
WT IL-10 WT WT IL-107  IL-10" = donor
- WT  IL-10" wWT IL-10" = recipient

day 0 day 7

Supplementary figure 2: Development of intestinal fibrosis is
not increased in grafts from IL-107- donors compared to WT.
(A - F) EvG staining, transmission light microscopy. (G)
Thickness was calculated using polarized light microscopy from
at least eight places in representative areas at 10-fold
magnification for each single graft. Collagen layer thickness was
significantly increased in grafts following transplantation. One
Way Analysis of Variance, Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis of
Variance on Ranks, All Pairwise Multiple Comparison
Procedures (Dunn’s Method), mean value and SD is shown (***
p < 0.001, n = as indicated).



Supplementary figure 3
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Supplementary figure 3: Collagen layer thickness in
harvested grafts is independent from the age of IL-10"
donor mice.



