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8 and 12 weeks (Fig. 3., i.e. 2 months after the 2™ dose), mice that received two doses of Luc showed E” | i epithelium {blue

significantly less gene expression compared those given a single dose of Luc (p<0.001, ANOWVA).
LacZ gene transduction was only detected in those mice that received the different %50 B
second dese (Fig. 4., p<0.05, ANOV, i e
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CONCLUSION: These results indicate that re-administration of our LY vector iz possible. However re-adr'r.:g-:gfé?’.
the same LV wector fransgene after 4 weeks can reduce subsequent gene expression. This effect is likely to be Council and curedcf Foundation Lid.
primarily due to a cell-mediated immune response directed against the specific transgene.




