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Keywords:
 The number of individuals affected by acute kidney injury (AKI) and chronic kidney disease (CKD) is constantly
rising. In light of the limited availability of treatment options and their relative inefficacy, cell based therapeutic
modalities have been studied. However, not many efforts are put into safety evaluation of such applications. The
aim of this study was to review the existing published literature on adverse events reported in studies with
genetically modified cells for treatment of kidney disease.
A systematic reviewwas conducted by searching PubMed and EMBASE for relevant articles published until June
2018. The search results were screened and relevant articles selected using pre-defined criteria, by two re-
searchers independently. After initial screening of 6894 abstracts, a total number of 97 preclinical studies was fi-
nally included for full assessment. Of these, 61 (63%) presented an inappropriate study design for the evaluation
of safety parameters. Only 4 studies (4%) had the optimal study design, while 32 (33%) showed sub-optimal
study designwith either direct or indirect evidence of adverse events. The high heterogeneity of studies included
regarding cell type and number, genetic modification, administration route, and kidney disease model applied,
combined with the consistent lack of appropriate control groups, makes a reliable safety evaluation of kidney
cell-based therapies impossible. Only a limited number of relevant studies included looked into essential
safety-related outcomes, such as inflammatory (48%), tumorigenic and teratogenic potential (12%), cell
biodistribution (82%), microbiological safety with respect to microorganism contamination and latent viruses'
reactivation (1%), as well as overall well-being and animal survival (19%). In conclusion, for benign cell-based
therapies, well-designed pre-clinical studies, including all control groups required and good manufacturing
processes securing safety, need to be done early in development. Preferably, this should be performed side by
side with efficacy evaluation and according to the official guidelines of leading health organizations.

© 2019 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier Inc. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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1. Introduction

Renal insufficiency represents an important health problem and
there is a great need for development of new treatment options that
could improve quality of life of kidney patients, but also reduce the
global social and economic burden on the healthcare system (Levey
et al., 2007). More awareness needs to be raised for prevention of
acute kidney injury (AKI) (Lewington, Cerda, & Mehta, 2013) to reduce
the mortality and the risk of developing chronic kidney disease (CKD).
Also, more effort has to be put into improving the treatment of CKD it-
self and its progression towards end stage renal disease (ESRD) (Hill
et al., 2016; Levey & Coresh, 2012). For ESRD, the preferred treatment
option is kidney transplantation, but application is limited by donor
organ shortage. Moreover, kidney transplantation is not an ideal treat-
ment due to complications of immunosuppressive therapy. Conse-
quently, patients with advanced age and those with extensive
comorbidity are not eligible for transplantation. Therefore, many pa-
tients with ESRD are dependent on treatment with hemodialysis
(Ortiz, et al., 2014). Despite many technological developments and ad-
vancements introduced in the field of dialysis in the past few decades,
noticeable improvements regarding clinical outcomes, in particular pa-
tient survival, are very limited (Lameire, Van Biesen, & Vanholder,
2009). This is partly explained by the fact that dialysis does not effi-
ciently remove metabolic waste products, leading to their accumula-
tion. These so called uremic toxins have been associated with the
development of other co-morbidities over time, especially cardiovascu-
lar disease, which remains the main cause of death within ESRD popu-
lations (Go, Chertow, Fan, McCulloch, & Hsu, 2004; Vanholder et al.,
2008; Weiner et al., 2012). In addition, the treatment sessions are cum-
bersome for patients, reducing noticeably their quality of life (Jaar,
Chang, & Plantinga, 2013; Jhamb, Weisbord, Steel, & Unruh, 2008), fur-
ther indicating the need for alternative treatment strategies.

Tissue engineering and regenerative medicine embody extremely
promising innovative strategies that could improve or replace functions
of damaged organs, including the kidney, or even repair and regenerate
them (Zambon et al., 2014). One of the recent developments in the field
of tissue engineering includes the bioartificial kidney, comprised of via-
ble epithelial cells of either allogeneic or xenogeneic origin, to make use
of their transportmachinery for amore efficient excretion ofwastemol-
ecules (Humes et al., 2004; Humes, Buffington, MacKay, Funke, &
Weitzel, 1999; Jansen et al., 2016; Takahashi et al., 2013). On the other
hand, regenerative medicine related approaches might make use of
acellular components, such as synthetic biomaterials and scaffolds, or
decellularized kidneys that would maintain the complex 3D organiza-
tion of extracellular matrix (ECM), thus allowing the optimal growth
and differentiation of cells, in particular stem cells (Bonandrini et al.,
2014; Little & Kairath, 2016; Orlando et al., 2013; Zambon et al.,
2014). Alternatively, the stem cells could also be used directly for trans-
plantation, without using scaffold materials, completely relaying on
their regenerative capacities, including beneficial paracrine effects
(Little & Kairath, 2016).

Themost frequently used cell types for cell-based CKD treatment are
mesenchymal stem cells (MSC), bone marrow cells (BMC), endothelial
progenitor cells (EPC) and hematopoietic stem cells (HSC) (Papazova
et al., 2015). However, other cells types have also been studied for
their potential to treat kidney disease, such as primary kidney cells
(Humes, Weitzel, & Fissell, 2004; Takahashi et al., 2013), cell lines
(Kelly, Kluve-Beckerman, Zhang, & Dominguez, 2010) or cells geneti-
cally modified to overexpress certain proteins with therapeutic effects,
such as insulin-like growth factor 1 (IGF-1) (Imberti et al., 2007), hepa-
tocyte growth factor (HGF) (Chen et al., 2011), erythropoietin (EPO)
(Kucic et al., 2008), CXC chemokine receptor type 4 (CXCR4) (Gheisari
et al., 2012; N. Liu, Patzak, & Zhang, 2013), serum amyloid A1 (SAA1)
(Kelly et al., 2010; Kelly et al., 2013; Kelly, Zhang, Wang, Zhang, &
Dominguez, 2012), kallikrein (Hagiwara, Shen, Chao, & Chao, 2008),
vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) (Togel, Zhang, Hu, &
Westenfelder, 2009), and bone morphogenetic protein 7 (BMP-7)
(Zhen-Qiang et al., 2012). In addition, recent advances in the field of in-
duced pluripotent stem cells (iPS) as cell-based therapies for various pa-
thologies, make them a very promising clinical approach and a valuable
therapeutic tool for kidney failure as well (Takasato et al., 2015;
Toyohara et al., 2015).

In various animal models of CKD, many of these treatment options
were shown to be beneficial, as evaluated by improvement of several
histological outcomes (glomerulosclerosis and tubular interstitial fibro-
sis), as well as functional parameters (glomerular filtration rate (GFR),
blood pressure, urinary protein, plasmaurea, plasma creatinine). Exper-
imental models of CKD included ischemia-reperfusion injury, diabetic
nephropathy, subtotal nephrectomy, hypertension or drug induced kid-
ney disease (Papazova et al., 2015).

Despite these promising findings of cell-based therapy efficacy for
CKD and ESRD, most studies have focused primarily on functional read-
outs and improvement of clinical parameters. An often neglected aspect
and concern encountered when developing and improving cell-based
therapies, is safety of the clinical application and especially the long-
term effects.

Several safety issues related to cell-based therapies should be ad-
dressed prior to clinical application (European Medicines Agency,
2008; Food and Drug Administration, 2013). According to the U.S.
Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and European Medicines Agency
(EMA), among themost relevant issues are immunogenic, immunotoxic
and inflammatory effects, especially in case of allogeneic and xenoge-
neic cells. Furthermore, immortalized or cells modified and transduced
with retro- or lentiviral vectors are of particular concern given the pos-
sibility of release of vectors or plasmids. In addition, such modifications
could significantly affect cell morphology and behavior, strongly associ-
ated with transformed phenotype and oncogenic and tumorigenic po-
tential. Presence of microbial agents is another not negligible issue to
be taken into consideration when evaluating the safety of a specific
cell type for clinical applications. A systematic review of the evidence
on safety of genetically modified cells in vivo would provide important
information for future studies aiming to assess possible therapeutic ef-
fects and safety of cell-based therapies for kidney disease. Since no
such synthesis of evidence currently exists, we have performed a sys-
tematic review of all published pre-clinical evidence on the safety of im-
mortalized and genetically modified cells in animal models of kidney
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disease. We investigated a)whether studies using genetically modified
cells in animal models of kidney disease were set up to identify adverse
outcomes or safety concerns and b) which safety concerns or adverse
outcomes were reported.

2. Analysis

2.1. Review protocol and amendments

The reviewmethodology was pre-specified in a review protocol and
registered on http://www.syrcle.nl (see also (de Vries et al., 2015)). We
made the following amendments to the protocol: the review has been
extended to include all genetically modified cells in addition to immor-
talized cell lines. The review question therefore is: ‘What is the current
evidence for the safety of cell therapy using immortalized and geneti-
cally modified cells in animal models of kidney disease?’

2.2. Literature search

A systematic reviewwas performed of all available studies reporting
safety and adverse effects evaluation of cell-based therapies, in particu-
lar immortalized and genetically modified cells, in various animal
models of kidney disease. A systematic literature search for articles pub-
lished up to June 2018, was performed in PubMed and EMBASE. The full
search strategies are included in Supplementary material S1 and in-
volved the following components: “cell and tissue based therapy”, “kid-
ney disease”, and “animals”. All articles obtained by this search were
evaluated by two independent researchers (M.M. being the first re-
viewer in all cases and K.E.W. or T.K. vd M. being the second reviewer)
based on title and abstract, according to predefined inclusion and exclu-
sion criteria. If abstracts were not available, or not informative enough,
the full-text article was screened. If full-text articles were not available
or accessible, corresponding authors were contacted via e-mail with a
request to supply the full text. In case of discrepancies between the
two reviewers, a third investigator (R.M.) was involved in the screening
and discussion in order to reach a decision regarding inclusion. No lan-
guage restrictions were applied. If needed, non-English articles were
translated by native speaking scientists.

2.3. Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Articles were included if they were primary studies presenting
unique data on in vivo experiments in which animals were treated
with genetically modified cells to treat renal disease, and any outcome
related to safety or adverse events was reported.

Articles that met at least one of the following criteria during the title
and abstract screening phase were excluded: (1) there was no kidney
disease, (2) there was no cell therapy intervention, (3) the study was
not performed in animals in vivo, (4) immunodeficient animals were
used, or (5) the study was not a primary study. After screening based
on title and abstract, all included articles were subjected to full-text
screening with additional exclusion criteria: (6) there was no adminis-
tration of genetically modified or immortalized cells (7) there were no
safety related outcomes measured or indicated, or (8) the full-text arti-
cle could not be obtained.

2.4. Data extraction and analysis

The following study characteristics were extracted from all articles
included: animal species, strain, age, sex, weight, kidney disease
model, induction of kidney disease, cell type used for therapeutic inter-
vention, cell origin, type of genetic modification of cells, number of cells
administered, and administration route. Bibliographic data, such as au-
thor and year of publication, were also registered. The following out-
comes related to safety and adverse effects were extracted:
inflammatory and immune related markers (gene and protein cytokine
levels, inflammatory cell infiltration), renal fibrosis (interstitial fibrosis,
total collagen, gene and protein expression of transforming growth fac-
tor beta (TGF-β), alpha-smooth muscle actin (α-SMA), platelet-derived
growth factor (PDGF), type I collagen and matrix metalloproteinases),
apoptosis (TUNEL, caspase 3 activity and expression, Bax and Bcl2 ex-
pression), organ and tissue distribution of cells (kidneys and other dis-
tant organs), tumor and teratoma formation, and overall survival of
animals.

2.5. Assessment of methodological quality

Methodological quality of the included studies was determined
using SYRCLE's risk of bias tool (Hooijmans et al., 2014) with addition
of reporting items as used in previous studies (Jonker, Menting, Warle,
Ritskes-Hoitinga, & Wever, 2016; Wever et al., 2015). SYRCLE's risk of
bias tool, which aims to establish consistency when assessing internal
validity of animal intervention studies, covers five important domains:
selection bias, performance bias, detection bias, attrition bias, reporting
bias and other biases (Hooijmans et al., 2014). To assess selection bias
due to differences in baseline characteristics between groups, we
assessed whether groups were of equal strain, sex and weight or age.
Risk of detection bias was assessed separately for all outcomes, versus
for histological outcomes only. Risk of bias due to selective outcome
reporting was not assessed, since none of the included studies referred
to a prospectively registered study protocol, which would allow a com-
parison between predefined and actually reported outcomes.

3. Results

Due to the high heterogeneity in study characteristics and in
reporting of outcomes among all articles included, a meta-analysis
was not considered to be sensible. Therefore, a narrative synthesis of
available data was performed.

3.1. Study selection and characteristics

The electronic search strategy retrieved 1665 articles from PubMed
and 5228 articles from EMBASE. On one occasion an author provided a
publication that did not appear in the electronic search (1 article via au-
thor). Of these, 5682 were unique and evaluated for inclusion based on
title and abstract. In total, 531 articles met the inclusion criteria and
were screened as full-text. After full-text assessment, 97 studies were
included in this systematic review (Fig. 1).

Study characteristics of all articles included are summarized in
Tables 1 and 2, reporting details of animal and kidney disease models,
aswell as the cell therapy used, and outcomemeasures related to safety
and adverse events. Therewas considerable variation in the characteris-
tics of the animals and the renal disease models employed. Fifty studies
(51.5%)were performed in rats, forty-one (42.3%) inmice, two (2.1%) in
goats, two (2.1%) in rabbits, one (1.0%) in pigs and one (1.0%) in dogs.
Regarding the sex of the animals used, fifty-one studies (52.6%) used
males, twenty-four (24.7%) used female animals, six (6.2%) used both
sexes, while sixteen studies (16.5%) did not specify the sex of animals
used. A plethora of renal disease models was used: forty-nine studies
(50.5%) used an AKImodel (either ischemia-reperfusion (I/R), cisplatin,
gentamicin, nephrectomy, or sepsis-induced), twenty-one (21.7%) used
a CKD model (either a subtotal nephrectomy or unilateral ureter ob-
struction (UUO)), seven (7.2%) a glomerulosclerosis model (both Alport
syndrome and other models), two (2.1%) cystinosis, five (5.2%) a glo-
merulonephritis, six (6.2%) a diabetic nephropathy, two (2.1%) a poly-
cystic kidney disease model, one (1.0%) a kidney transplantation
model, one (1.0%) adriamycin-induced nephrotic syndrome model,
one (1.0%) a radiation nephropathymodel, one (1.0%) a mesangial scle-
rosis model and one (1.0%) study used both AKI and CKD models. Re-
garding the cell types used, a majority of studies (86; 88.7%) used
various types of stem cells (see Table 2). Seven studies (7.2%) used

http://www.syrcle.nl


Fig. 1. Flow chart of study selection. Complete search strategy is described in Supplementary material S1. Inclusion and exclusion criteria used for articles selection are defined in the
Analysis section.
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primary cells (renal tubular cells, macrophages or endothelial cells) and
only four studies (4.1%) used cell lines. The number of cells adminis-
tered was also variable, with three studies (3.1%) using a cell number
in the order of 108, seven (7.2%) in the order of 107, sixty-two (63.9%)
in the order of 106, fourteen (14.4%) in the order of 105, two (2.1%) in
the order of 104, six (6.2%) used two ormore different amounts ranging
from103 to 107, while three (3.1%) studies did not specify the number of
cells administered.

All articles includedwere subdivided in one of four categories based
on study design,whether appropriate controlswere used in order to de-
termine side effects and risk factors, aswell aswhether such adverse ef-
fects were reported explicitly, and characteristics were explained.
Description of all categories and categorized articles is shown in
Fig. 2a-b. The optimal study design which would allow to determine
both the efficacy and safety of a specific type of genetically modified
cells is summarized in Fig. 2c.

The majority of studies (63%) did not have appropriate control
groups nor did they report any adverse effects related to the cell therapy
implemented to treat kidney disease. In 30% of the studies, a suboptimal
study design was found, presenting indirect evidence of cell therapy
safety, while specifically reporting adverse events during the course of
the study. A total of seven studies had the suitable study design allowing
the assessment and monitoring of adverse effects. Out of these seven,
three studies (3%) applied genetically modified cells in healthy control
animals but did not specifically evaluate adverse events, while four
(4%) were optimally designed and did monitor and report the side ef-
fects and cell therapy-related problems.

3.2. Reporting quality and internal validity of studies

The results of the quality assessment are shown in Fig. 3. Our assess-
ment of reporting ofmeasures to reduce bias and key indicators of study
quality (randomization, blinding, sample size calculation and conflict of
interest statement) shows that reporting of these was very poor
(Fig. 3a). Out of ninety-seven studies, only thirty-four (35%) reported
randomization of the study at any level, and only one (1%) reported
the method of randomization used. Forty-three (44%) studies reported
blinding of the study at any level, which in all cases concerned blinding
of the outcome measure histology only. Only one study reported a
sample size calculation. A statement regarding conflict of interest was
reported more frequently, i.e. by seventy-six (78%) studies. As a conse-
quence of poor reporting of measures to reduce bias, our assessment of
risk of bias in the included studies yielded mostly unclear risks of selec-
tion, performance anddetection bias (Fig. 3b). Out of ninety-seven stud-
ies, fifty-six (58%) reported sufficient data on baseline characteristics of
the animals (strain, sex and weight or age) to assess that these were
similar between groups, which suggests a low risk of bias. Regarding at-
trition bias, fourteen studies (14%)were assessed as high risk of bias due
to unexplained drop-outs. In seventy-one studies (73%) the risk of bias
was unclear, because the number of drop-outs could not be assessed or
the number of animals per group was not clear. Twelve (12%) studies
were assessed as low risk of bias because there were no drop-outs, or
the reason of death of experimental animals in each group was speci-
fied. Regarding other risks of bias, three studies (3%) exhibited high
risk of bias because authors were shareholder of a financially involved
company without reporting conflict of interest, or authors had patents
pending. The remaining studies were assessed as either low risk of
bias (72; 74%), because they explicitly reported no conflict of interest
and appeared to be free of other risks of bias, or unclear risk of bias be-
cause a conflict of interest statement was lacking (22; 23%).
3.3. Kidney disease cell therapy-related adverse effects

Several risk factors and side effects of cell therapy that are generally
recognized (European Medicines Agency, 2012; Herberts, Kwa, &
Hermsen, 2011) (schematically shown in Fig. 4) were considered in all
included kidney disease animal studies. Most of the risk factors and
side effects considered were related to stem cell-based therapies,
given the fact that the majority of studies used stem cells. Nonetheless,
the information derived can be easily extrapolated to studies with other
cell types, especially genetically modified cells. However, the descrip-
tion of various risk factors, including immunogenicity, tumorigenic ef-
fects, teratoma formation, biodistribution, microbial contaminations
and overall well-being and survival, varied between studies depending
on the cell type or genetic manipulation of the cells. Here, we discuss in
more detail their relevance in perspective of the cells used in the se-
lected articles.



Table 1
Study characteristics: Animals and kidney disease models.

Author and Year Species Strain Age
(weeks)

Sex
(M/F)

Weight (g) Kidney disease
model

Induction of kidney disease

Bai et al., 2018 Mouse C57BL/6 NR NR 20–25 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 35 min
Bajwa et al., 2016 Mouse C57BL/6J,

Balb/c
8–12 M NR AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 26–28 min

Bataille et al., 2016 Mouse C57BL/6J 8 F 16–21 AKI Intraperitoneal injection of cisplatin (20 mg/kg)
Baulier et al., 2014 Pig NR 12 NR NR Kidney

transplantation
Renal pedicle clamping for 60 min followed by kidney removal,
preservation and transplantation 6 days later

Bian et al., 2014 Rat Sprague
Dawley

Adult M 200–250 CKD Subtotal 5/6 nephrectomy

Bian et al. (2014) Rat Sprague
Dawley

NR M 200–250 CKD Subtotal 5/6 nephrectomy

Caldas et al., 2017 Rat Wistar Adult F NR CKD Subtotal 5/6 nephrectomy
Chen et al., 2008 Mouse FVB/NJ 8–20 M NR AKI (I/R) Unilateral or bilateral renal pedicle clamping for 30 min
Chen et al., 2011 Rat Sprague

Dawley
Adult F 200–250 AKI (I/R) Bilateral renal pedicle clamping for 60 min

Chen et al., 2015 Mouse C57BL/6 8–10 F 20–25 CKD Subtotal 5/6 nephrectomy
Du et al., 2016 Mouse C57BL/6 8–10 M NR Glomerulonephritis Nephrotoxic serum induced glomerulonephritis
Eliopoulos et al., 2011 Mouse BALB/c 8–10 F NR AKI Subcutaneous injection of cisplatin (14.7 mg/kg)
Ezquer et al., 2015 Mouse C57BL/6 8 M NR Diabetic

nephropathy
Intraperitoneal injection of streptozotocin (200 mg/kg)

Feng et al., 2016 Mouse FVB Adult NR NR AKI (I/R) Left renal pedicle clamping for 40 min
Feng, Lu, Dai, Sheng, &
Xu, 2018

Mouse C57BL/6 8 M NR Diabetic
nephropathy

C57BL/KsJ db/db obese transgenic rats

Ferenbach et al., 2010 Mouse FVB/NJ 6–8 M NR AKI (I/R) Left renal pedicle clamping for 20 min
Franchi et al., 2014 Rat Sprague

Dawley
6 F NR PKD Rat PKD model

Furuichi et al., 2012 Mouse C57BL/6J 6–8 M NR AKI (I/R) Left renal artery and vein clamping for 45 min
Gao et al., 2012 Rat Sprague

Dawley
NR M 180–200 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 40 min

Geng et al., 2014 Mouse C57BL/6 8–12 M NR AKI
(rhabdomyolysis)

Glycerol administration (8 ml/kg body weight)

Gheisari et al., 2012 Mouse BALB/c 8–12 M 20–25 AKI Subcutaneous injection of cisplatin (18 mg/kg)
Golle et al., 2017 Rat Sprague

Dawley
NR M 260–300 CKD NR

Gregorini et al., 2016 Rat Sprague
Dawley

NR M 250–300 CKD (UUO) Right ureteral ligation

Guiteras et al., 2017 Mouse C57BL/6 8 M NR CKD (UUO) Left ureteral ligation
Guo, Ardito,
Kashgarian, & Krause,
2006

Mouse Wt1 +/−
(FVB/N x
C57Bl/6)

8 NR NR Mesangial sclerosis Wt1 +/− transgenic mice with late onset of mesangial sclerosis

Hagiwara et al., 2008 Rat Wistar NR M NR AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 40 min
Han et al., 2013 Mouse C57BL/6 8 M 27–32 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 30 min
Harrison et al., 2013 Mouse C57BL/6 4–16 M/F NR Cystinosis Cystinosis transgenic mouse model (CTNS−/−)
Huang et al., 2012 Rat NR NR NR NR Glomerulonephritis Administration of rabbit antibodies against glomerular basement

membrane
Huuskes et al., 2014 Mouse C57BL/6J NR M 20–25 CKD (UUO) Left ureteral double ligation
Imberti et al., 2007 Mouse C57BL/6J 8 F NR AKI Subcutaneous injection of cisplatin (12.7 mg/kg)
Jia et al., 2016 Rat Wistar NR M 80–100 CKD 2% adenine suspension (200 mg/(kg*d))
Jiang et al., 2015 Mouse C57BL/6 NR NR NR AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 25 min
Kankuri et al., 2015 Rat Sprague

Dawley
6–7 M NR AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 40 min

Katayama et al., 2008 Mouse 129 × 1/SvJ 3 F NR Alport syndrome
(glomerulosclerosis)

Alport syndrome transgenic model

Katsuoka et al., 2015 Rat Lewis 10–12 NR NR AKI 0.75% adenine diet supplementation for 4 weeks
Kelley et al., 2013 Rat ZSF1 18 M/F NR Diabetic

nephropathy
ZSF1 rat diabetic nephropathy model

Kelly et al., 2010 Rat Sprague
Dawley

NR NR 250 AKI Renal pedicles clamping for 30 min; gentamicin (100
mg·kg−1·day−1 twice daily for 7 days; cisplatin (7.5 mg/kg))

Kelly et al., 2012 Rat Sprague
Dawley

NR F 150–200 AKI (I/R); CKD Renal pedicles clamping for 50 min; intraperitoneal injection of
cisplatin (1.5 mg/kg every other day, 3 doses)

Kelly et al., 2013 Rat Sprague
Dawley

10 F NR CKD Renal pedicles clamping for 25 min in diabetic rat model

Kelly et al., 2015 Rat PCK 6–10 F NR PKD, I/R Rat PKD model, left renal pedicle clamping for 50 min
Kinomura et al., 2008 Rat Sprague

Dawley
NR M 200–250 AKI Intraperitoneal injection of cisplatin (6 mg/kg)

Kluth et al., 2001 Rat Sprague
Dawley

NR M 200–250 Nephrotoxic
nephritis

Rabbit nephrotoxic serum injection (1 ml/200 g)

Kucic et al., 2008 Mouse C57BL/6 NR F NR CKD Electrocoagulation right kidney, followed by left kidney
nephrectomy after 22 days

LeBleu et al., 2009 Mouse C57BL/6,
129Sv

5–8 F NR Alport syndrome
(glomerulosclerosis)

Alport syndrome transgenic model

Lee et al., 2012 Rat Sprague
Dawley

8 M 300 AKI (I/R) Left renal artery clamping for 45 min

(continued on next page)
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Table 1 (continued)

Author and Year Species Strain Age
(weeks)

Sex
(M/F)

Weight (g) Kidney disease
model

Induction of kidney disease

Lee et al., 2017 Dog Beagle 24–48 M 10.000–15.000 AKI Intravenous injection of gentamicin (15 mg/kg) three times per
day for two weeks followed by a final single injection of cisplatin
(70 mg/m2)

Li, Morioka, Uchiyama,
& Oite, 2006

Rat Sprague
Dawley

10 NR NR Glomerulosclerosis Intravenous injection of anti-rat Thy1 monoclonal antibody
(1 mg/kg/body weight)

Li, Deane, Campanale,
Bertram, and Ricardo
(2006)

Mouse BALB/c 6 M 20–25 Adriamycin induced
nephrosis

Intravenous adriamycin injection (10.5 mg/kg) 12 weeks after cell
transplantation

Li et al., 2012 Mouse B6-Ly5.2 6-8 F NR AKI (I/R) Left renal pedicle clamping for 35 min
Li et al., 2014 Mouse 129/svj 8 NR NR Glomerulonephritis Rabbit anti-mouse glomerular basement membrane serum
Li et al., 2015 Rat Sprague

Dawley
8 M 3.000–3.500 AKI (I/R) Left renal pedicle clamping for 45 min

Lin et al., 2003 Mouse B6-Ly5.2/Cr 6 F NR AKI (I/R) Left renal artery clamping for 15 min
Lira et al., 2017 Rat Wistar 8 M NR Renovascular

hypertension
Partial occlusion of left renal artery

Liu, Shen, Yang, & Liu,
2011

Rat Sprague
Dawley

6 F 140–160 CKD (UUO) Left ureteral double ligation

Liu et al., 2013 Mouse C57BL/6J 6–8 NR NR AKI (I/R) Bilateral renal pedicles clamping for 30 min
Liu et al., 2015 Rat Sprague

Dawley
6–8 NR 150–200 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 45 min

Liu et al., 2016 Rat Sprague
Dawley

NR M/F 250–300 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 40 min

Luo et al., 2014 Mouse C57BL/6 NR M 25–30 AKI (sepsis
associated)

Cecal ligation and puncture (CLP)

Lv et al., 2014 Rat Wistar NR F 200–250 Diabetic
nephropathy

Intraperitoneal injection of streptozotocin (60 mg/kg)

Monteiro Carvalho
Mori da Cunha et al.,
2015

Rat Wistar 12 M 200–300 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 50 min

Mori da Cunha et al.,
2017

Rat Wistar 12 M NR AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 50 min

Ornellas et al. 2017 Rat Wistar 14–16 F NR AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 60 min
Ozbek et al., 2015 Rat Wistar NR M 250–300 CKD (UUO) Left ureteral ligation
Pacurari et al., 2013 Rat Sprague

Dawley
11 M NR CKD Subtotal 5/6 nephrectomy

Prodromidi et al., 2006 Mouse C57BL/6 6–8 F NR Alport syndrome
(glomerulosclerosis)

Alport syndrome transgenic model

Rampino et al., 2011 Rat Sprague
Dawley

NR M 180–200 Glomerulosclerosis Intravenous injection of anti-rat Thy1 monoclonal antibody
(0.4 mg/rat)

Roudkenar et al., 2018 Rat Rattus
norvegicus

6 F 160–180 AKI Intraperitoneal injection of cisplatin (3–16 mg/kg)

Ruan et al., 2013 Rabbit Japanese
white rabbits

12 NR 2.000–2.600 CKD (UUO) Left ureteral ligation

Saito et al., 2012 Goat Japanese
Saanen

NR M 32.000–50.000 AKI Bilateral nephrectomy and LPS injection (5 × 105 IU/kg) for 2 h

Shuai et al., 2012 Rat Sprague
Dawley

NR F 180–200 CKD Subtotal 5/6 nephrectomy

Si, Liu, Li, & Wu, 2015 Rat Sprague
Dawley

8 M 180 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 40 min

Song et al., 2017 Rat Wistar NR M 350–400 CKD (UUO) Left ureteral double ligation
Sugimoto et al., 2006 Mouse C57BL/6 8 M/F NR Alport syndrome

(glomerulosclerosis)
Alport syndrome transgenic model

Syres et al., 2009 Mouse C57BL/6 8–16 M/F NR Cystinosis Cystinosis transgenic mouse model (CTNS−/−)
Takahashi et al., 2013 Goat Japanese

Saanen
NR M NR AKI Bilateral nephrectomy, after 48 h LPS injection for 2 h during

circulation
Tang et al., 2018 Mouse C57BL/6 8 M NR Diabetic

nephropathy
C57BL/KsJ db/db obese transgenic rat model

Tian et al., 2017 Rat Sprague
Dawley

8–10 M 180–200 AKI (I/R) Right kidney removal, followed by left renal pedicle clamping for
45 min

Togel et al., 2008 Mouse C57BL/6 Adult M/F 20–25 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 30 min
Togel, Cohen, et al.,
2009

Rat Sprague
Dawley, F344

Adult M 200–300 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 58, 40 or 35 min

Togel, Zhang, et al.
(2009)

Rat Sprague
Dawley

Adult F 200–250 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 48 min

Tsuda et al., 2010 Rat Lewis 6 M 170–180 Glomerulonephritis Intravenous injection of anti-rat Thy1 monoclonal antibody
(0.5 mg/rat)

Tsuda et al., 2014 Rat Lewis 10 M 230–250 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 60 min
Uchida et al., 2017 Mouse Balb/c, SCID 11–14 M NR Glomerulosclerosis Intravenous injection of adriamycin (11.5 mg/kg)
van Koppen et al., 2012 Rat Lewis NR M NR CKD Subtotal 5/6 nephrectomy
van Koppen et al., 2015 Rat Lewis 8 M NR CKD Subtotal 5/6 nephrectomy
Wang et al., 2015 Rat Sprague

Dawley
Adult M 190–220 Diabetic

nephropathy
Intraperitoneal injection of streptozotocin (40 mg/kg)

Wang, Zhang, Zhuo,
Wu, Xu, et al., 2016

Rat Sprague
Dawley

4 NR 250–300 AKI Subcutaneous injection of mercuric chloride (0.75 mg/kg)

Wang, Zhang, Zhuo,
Wu, Liu, et al., 2016

Rat Sprague
Dawley

6–8 NR NR Radiation
nephropathy

Right kidney irradiation
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Table 1 (continued)

Author and Year Species Strain Age
(weeks)

Sex
(M/F)

Weight (g) Kidney disease
model

Induction of kidney disease

Wise et al., 2014 Mouse C57BL/6J 6–8 M NR AKI (I/R) Left renal pedicle clamping for 40 min or bilateral renal pedicles
clamping for 25 min

Yamagishi et al., 2001 Mouse DBA/2j 8 F NR CKD (UUO) Right ureteral ligation
Yokote, Katsuoka,
Yamada, Ohkido, &
Yokoo, 2017

Rat Lewis 10 M NR CKD 0.75% adenine for 2 weeks

Yuan, Wang, Chen,
Zhou, & Han, 2017

Mouse KM/NIH NR F 32–36 AKI (I/R) Renal pedicles clamping for 60 min

Yuzeng et al., 2014 Mouse C57BL/6 6 M NR AKI (I/R) Bilateral renal pedicles clamping for 40 min
Zhen-Qiang et al., 2012 Rabbit NR NR NR NR AKI (I/R) Left renal artery and vein clamping for 60 min
Zhu et al., 2017 Mouse C57BL/6 8–10 M 22–25 AKI (I/R) Left renal pedicle clamping for 30 min
Zhuo et al., 2013 Rat Sprague

Dawley
8–10 M 250–300 AKI (I/R) Right renal artery and vein clamping for 60 min

Sex (M/F) – Sex male or female; Weight (g) –Weight in grams. AKI – Acute Kidney Injury; CKD- Chronic Kidney Disease; I/R – Ischemia Reperfusion Injury; PKD – Polycystic Kidney Dis-
ease; UUO - Unilateral Ureteral Obstruction; LPS – Lipopolysaccharide; NR – Not Reported.

Table 2
Study characteristics: Cell therapy applied (cell type, origin, modification, number and administration route) and outcomes measured.

Author and Year Cell type Cell origin
(species)

Type of genetic modification (Gene
of interest)

Number of cells Administration route Outcomes

Bai et al., 2018 MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (RFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous I, D
Bajwa et al., 2016 BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (S1pr3 knock

out)
5 × 106 Intravenous D

Bataille et al., 2016 BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 1 × 106 Retro-orbital F, A, D, S
Baulier et al., 2014 AF-MSCs Autologous Lentiviral transduction (GFP) 1 × 106/kg body weight Intrarenal artery I, F, D
Bian, Zhou, et al., 2014 MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (GFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous F, D
Bian, Zhang, et al. (2014) MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 1 × 107 Intravenous F, D
Caldas et al., 2017 iPS Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (Sox-17,

Nanog, Oct-4)
0.5 × 106 Parenchymal

(intrarenal)
I, F, D, T

Chen et al., 2008 4E cell line Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (Tie-2/GFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous I, F, A, D
Chen et al., 2011 hucMSCs Xenogeneic

(human)
Adenoviral transduction (GFP,
HGF)

1 × 106 Intracarotid artery I, A, D, T

Chen et al., 2015 MKPCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (Myh9-targeted
mutant)

2.5 × 105 Intravenous I, F, D, S

Du et al., 2016 Macrophages; BMCs Allogeneic iPS-derived macropahges; BMCs
from EGFP transgenic mice

1 × 106 Intravenous I, F, D

Eliopoulos et al., 2011 MSCs Allogeneic Retroviral transduction (EPO) 5 × 106 Intraperitoneal A, D, S
Ezquer et al., 2015 MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 5 × 105 Intravenous D
Feng et al., 2016 ADSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (GFP-Fluc) 1 × 106 Intrarenal (cortex) I, F, A, D
Feng et al., 2018 AFSCs Allogeneic Adenoviral transduction (SIRT3) 3 × 106 Intrarenal I, F, O, A
Ferenbach et al., 2010 Macrophages Allogeneic Adenoviral transduction (HO-1) NR Intravenous I, A, D
Franchi et al., 2014 MSCs Allogeneic Transfection (Luciferase) 2.5 × 105 Intrarenal artery F,D
Furuichi et al., 2012 ADMSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 1 × 105 Intravenous I, F, D
Gao et al., 2012 ADMSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (Luciferase,

RFP)
2 × 106 Intrarenal (cortex) A, D

Geng et al., 2014 MSCs Allogeneic NR (RFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous D
Gheisari et al., 2012 MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (CXCR4,

CXCR7, GFP)
5 × 105 Intravenous A, D, S

Golle et al., 2017 BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (GFP) 3 × 107/week (for two
weeks)

Intravenous D

Gregorini et al., 2016 MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 3 × 106 Intravenous I, F, A, D
Guiteras et al., 2017 RAW 264.7 macrophages

(cell line)
Allogeneic Adenoviral transduction (NGAL) 1 × 106 Intravenous I, F, O, D

Guo et al., 2006 BMCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 2 × 107 Intrarenal I, D, S
Hagiwara et al., 2008 MSCs Allogeneic Adenovirus transduction (GFP,

kallikrein)
1 × 106 Intracarotid artery I, A, D

Han et al., 2013 MRPC Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 5 × 105 Intravenous I, D, T
Harrison et al., 2013 HSPCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (GFP,

Luciferase, CTNS, CTNS-GFP)
1 × 106 Intravenous I, D, T

Huang et al., 2012 BM-MSCs Xenogeneic
(human)

Adenoviral transduction
(GDNF-GFP)

3 × 104 - 1 × 106 Intrarenal artery I, D

Huuskes et al., 2014 BM-MSCs Xenogeneic
(human)

Lentiviral transduction (Luciferase,
EGFP)

1 × 106 Intravenous D

Imberti et al., 2007 MSCs Allogeneic Transfection (IGF1 siRNA) 2 × 105 Intravenous D
Jia et al., 2016 BM-MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (GFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous D
Jiang et al., 2015 MSCs (Nestin +) Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 2 × 106 Intravenous F, A
Kankuri et al., 2015 BMSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (human

angiotensinogen/renin)
6 × 106 Intravenous I

Katayama et al., 2008 BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (COL4A3 knock
out)

1 × 107 Intravenous F, S

Katsuoka et al., 2015 MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (Luciferase) 1 × 106 Intravenous,
intra-arterial

D

(continued on next page)
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Table 2 (continued)

Author and Year Cell type Cell origin
(species)

Type of genetic modification (Gene
of interest)

Number of cells Administration route Outcomes

Kelley et al., 2013 SRCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (Tomato red
fluorophore reporter)

2.5 × 106 Parenchymal (kidney) I, F, D, S

Kelly et al., 2010 NRK-52E Allogeneic Transfection (SAA1.1, GFP, reporter
pNF-kB-SEAP)

1 × 106 Intravenous I, A, D

Kelly et al., 2012 Renal tubular cells Allogeneic Transfection (GFP, SIRT1, SAA1,
BFP)

1 × 106 Intravenous I, F, A, D, S

Kelly et al., 2013 Kidney tubular cells* Allogeneic Transfection (GFP, SAA1) 1 × 106 Intravenous I, A, F, D
Kelly et al., 2015 Primary renal tubular cells Allogeneic Transfection (GFP, SAA1) 1 × 106 Intravenous F, D
Kinomura et al., 2008 rKS56 Allogeneic Transfection (β-galactosidase) 1 × 106/kidney Subcapsular, intrarenal

artery
A, D, T*

Kluth et al., 2001 NR8383 (rat alveolar
macrophage cell line)

Allogeneic Adenoviral transfection (IL-4,
b-galactosidase)

6 × 106 Renal artery I, D

Kucic et al., 2008 MSCs Allogeneic Retroviral transduction (EPO,
IGF-1)

2 × 106 (in matrigel) Subcutaneous A

LeBleu et al., 2009 BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (COL4A3 knock
out, GFP)

1 × 106 Retro-orbital S

Lee et al., 2012 iPS Xenogeneic
(mouse)

Retroviral transduction (Oct-4,
Sox2, Klf4, EGFP)

5 × 104 - 50 × 106 Intrarenal artery I, A, D, T, S

Lee et al., 2017 cUCB-MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (GFP) 1 × 106 Intrarenal
(corticomedullary
junction)

D, S

Li, Morioka, et al., 2006 BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (EGFP) 1 × 108 Intravenous I, D, S
Li, Deane, et al. (2006) BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (EGFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous F, A, D
Li et al., 2012 HSPCs (Lin-) Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (CreKsp:

R26R-EYFP)
5 × 106 Intravenous A, D, T

Li et al., 2014 MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (GSTM2,
GFP)

1 × 106 Intravenous I, O, A, D

Li et al., 2015 iPS-derived RPCs NR Transduction (GFP) 1 × 105 Parenchymal
(cells/hydrogel
suspension)

I, F, A, D, T

Lin et al., 2003 HSPCs (Lin-) Allogeneic Transgenic mouse
(β-galactosidase)

2 × 103 (from Rosa26) +
2 × 105 (Lin- BM cells)

Intravenous I, A, D

Lira et al., 2017 MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (EGFP) 1 × 106 Subcapsular D
Liu et al., 2011 MSCs Allogeneic Adenoviral transduction (GFP,

HGF)
1 × 106 Intravenous F, D

Liu et al., 2013 BM-MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (CXCR4,
GFP)

2 × 106 Intravenous A, D

Liu et al., 2015 BMSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (HO-1,
EGFP)

2 × 106 Renal artery A

Liu et al., 2016 AF-MSCs Xenogeneic
(human)

Transfection (EPO) 2 × 106 Parenchymal (kidney) A, D

Luo et al., 2014 BM-MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (RFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous I, D, S
Lv et al., 2014 MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (GFP) 2 × 106 Intravenous F, D
Monteiro Carvalho Mori da
Cunha et al., 2015

hAFSCs Xenogeneic
(human)

Lentiviral transduction
(b-galactosidase)

1 × 106 Intra-arterial D

Mori da Cunha et al., 2017 hAFSCs Xenogeneic
(human)

Lentiviral transduction (VEGF and
truncated CD34)

1 × 106 Aorta F, O

Ornellas et al. 2017 BMMCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 1 × 106 cells Intravenous D
Ozbek et al., 2015 MSCs Allogeneic Transfection (VEGF-GFP) 1 × 106 cells Intravenous I, F, O, D
Pacurari et al., 2013 EC Allogeneic Adenoviral vector (GFP) 1.5 × 106 Intravenous D
Prodromidi et al., 2006 BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (COL4A3 knock

out)
10 × 106; 5 × 105 MSCs
+
1 × 106 (Col4a3−/−
cells)

Intravenous F, D

Rampino et al., 2011 MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (EGFP) 3 × 106 Intravenous I, F, D
Roudkenar et al., 2017 MSCs Allogeneic Transfection (Lcn2 (lipocalin),

GFP)
1.5 × 106 Intravenous F, O, D, T,

S
Ruan et al., 2013 Fibroblasts (induced) Autologous Lentiviral transduction (EGFP) 2 × 105 Intrarenal artery I, F, D
Saito et al., 2012 hRPTEC Xenogeneic

(human)
Transfection (p16INK4a siRNA) 3 × 108 - 7 × 108 Extracorporeal circuit

via jugular vein
I, S

Shuai et al., 2012 EPCs Allogeneic Transfection (TERT) 1 × 105 Intravenous I, F, T
Si et al., 2015 MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (TGF-b1,

EGFP)
4 × 106 Intravenous I, D

Song et al., 2017 ADMSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (GFP) 5 × 106 Intravenous D
Sugimoto et al., 2006 BMCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (COL4A3 knock

out, LacZ)
2 × 106 - 5 × 106 cells Intravenous F, D

Syres et al., 2009 BMDCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP, Luciferase) 2 × 107 (knock out cells);

1 × 106 (MSCs)

Intravenous D

Takahashi et al., 2013 hRPTEC Xenogeneic
(human)

Transfection (p16INK4a siRNA) 3 × 108 - 7 × 108 Extracorporeal circuit
via jugular vein

I, S

Tang et al., 2018 ASCs Allogeneic Transfection (HIF-1α shRNA) 3 × 106 Intrarenal I, F
Tian et al., 2017 USCs Xenogeneic

(human)
Lentiviral transduction (GFP) 1 × 105 Intrarenal (cortex) I, F, A, D

Togel et al., 2008 MSCs Allogeneic Transfection (Luciferase) 1 × 105 Intravenous A, D
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Table 2 (continued)

Author and Year Cell type Cell origin
(species)

Type of genetic modification (Gene
of interest)

Number of cells Administration route Outcomes

Togel, Cohen, et al., 2009 MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (hPAP) 5 × 105, 2 × 106 or 5 ×
106/kg body weight

Intracarotid artery F, T, S

Togel, Zhang, et al. (2009) MSCs Allogeneic Transfection (VEGF siRNA) 2 × 106/kg body weight Intracarotid artery S
Tsuda et al., 2010 FM-MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 5 × 105 Intravenous I, F, D
Tsuda et al., 2014 FM-MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) 5 × 104 Intravenous I, F, D
Uchida et al., 2017 BM-MSCs derived Muse

cells
Xenogeneic
(human)

Lentiviral transduction (GFP) 2 × 104 Intravenous D, T

van Koppen et al., 2012 BMCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (EGFP) 5 × 107 Intrarenal artery I, A, D
van Koppen et al., 2015 BMSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (GFP) 5 × 107 Renal artery I, A
Wang et al., 2015 BMSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (RFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous I, D
Wang, Zhang, Zhuo, Wu,
Xu, et al., 2016

BMSCs Allogeneic Transfection (CXCR-4) 2 × 106 Intravenous D

Wang, Zhang, Zhuo, Wu,
Liu, et al., 2016

BMSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (RFP) 1 × 106 Intravenous I, D

Wise et al., 2014 MSCs Xenogeneic
(human)

NR (EGFP, Luciferase) 1 × 106 Intravenous F, D

Yamagishi et al., 2001 BMCs Allogeneic Adenoviral transduction (IL-1ra,
glucocerebrosidase)

5 × 106 Intravenous I, F

Yokote et al., 2017 MSCs Allogeneic Transgenic rat (Luciferase) 5 × 105 Intravenous D
Yuan et al., 2017 MSCs Allogeneic Transfection (miR-223 specific

inhibitor)
2 × 106 Intravenous I, F, A

Yuzeng et al., 2014 MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (Survivin,
EGFP)

1 × 106 Intravenous D

Zhen-Qiang et al., 2012 BM-MSCs Allogeneic Adenoviral transduction (hBMP7,
GFP)

NR Intrarenal artery A, D

Zhu et al., 2017 ADMSCs Allogeneic Transgenic mouse (GFP) NR Intravenous D
Zhuo et al., 2013 MSCs Allogeneic Lentiviral transduction (Luciferase,

RFP)
1 × 106, 2 × 106 and
5 × 106

Intravenous, intrarenal
artery

D

I – Immune and Inflammation markers or related outcomes; F – Fibrosis related outcomes; A – Apoptosis; D – Biodistribution; T – Tumor and teratoma; S – Survival; 4E - Kidney-derived
clonal cell line of MSC; ADMSCs - Adipose-derivedmesenchymal stem cells; AF-MSCs - Amnioticfluid-derivedmesenchymal stem cells; AFSCs – Amniotic fluid-derived stem cells; ASCs –
Adipose stem cells; BFP – Blue fluorescent protein; BMDCs - Bonemarrow-derived cells; BM-MSCs - Bonemarrow-derivedmesenchymal stem cells; BM-MSCs-derivedMuse cells – Bone
marrowmesenchymal stem cells-derived Multilineage-differentiating stress-enduring cells; COL4A3 – Collagen type IV alpha 3 chain; CTNS – Cystinosin; cUCB-MSCs – Canine umbilical
cord blood-derivedmesenchymal stem cells; CXCR4 – C-X-C chemokine receptor type 4; EC – Endothelial cells; EPCs - Endothelial progenitor cells; EPO – Erythropoietin; FM-MSCs – Fetal
membrane-derived mesenchymal stem cells; GDNF – Glial cell-derived neurotrophic factor; GFP – Green fluorescent protein; GSTM2 - Glutathione S-transferase M2; HGF – Hepatocyte
growth factor; HIF-1α – Hypoxia-inducible factor 1 alpha; HO-1 – Heme oxygenase; hPAP – Human placental alkaline phosphatase; hRPTEC - Human renal proximal tubular epithelial
cells; HSPCs - Hematopoietic stem and progenitor cells; hucMSCs - Human-umbilical cord-derived mesenchymal stem cells; IGF-1 – Insulin-like growth factor 1; IL-4 – Interleukin-4;
iPS – Induced pluripotent stem cells; Lcn2 – Lipocalin-2; MRPC/MKPCs - Mouse renal/kidney progenitor cells; MSCs - Mesenchymal Stem/Stromal Cells; Myh9 –Myosin-9; NGAL - Neu-
trophil gelatinase-associated lipocalin; NRK-52E - Rat epithelial kidney cell line; RFP – Red fluorescent protein; rKS56 - Proximal tubule S3 segment-derived renal progenitor-like cell line;
RPCs – Renal progenitor cells; S1pr3 - Sphingosine-1-Phosphate Receptor 3; SAA1 – Serum amyloid A1; SIRT1/3 – Sirtuin 1/3; SRCs - Selected renal cells; TERT – Telomerase reverse tran-
scriptase; TGF-β – Transforming growth factor beta; Tie-2–Angiopoietin receptor; USCs–Urine-derived stemcells; VEGF –Vascular endothelial growth factor. * Renal tubule cells -Mix of
cells derived from proximal, ascending, collecting and distal tubule. T* - Indirect evidence of tumorigenicity assessment (see Table 3).
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3.4. Immunogenicity, cell rejection and tissue damage

Considering cell source and their potential immunogenic effect, all
studies were evaluated for cell origin used for kidney disease treatment.
The data obtained show that two studies used autologous cell trans-
plantation, twelve used xenogeneic cells, eighty-two studies described
the use of allogeneic cells, while one study did not report the origin of
cells used. Reported parameters that were taken into account for possi-
ble assessment of inflammatory and immunogenic effects were pre-
dominantly cytokine expression and release, as well as inflammatory
cell infiltration. In total, forty-seven studieswere examined and showed
at least one of the following outcomes: mRNA or protein levels of tumor
necrosis factor alpha (TNF-α), interleukin 6 (IL-6), interleukin 17 (IL-
17), interleukin 10 (IL-10), interleukin 1 alpha (IL-1α), interleukin 1
beta (IL-1β), monocyte chemoattractant protein 1 (MCP-1), interferon
gamma (IFN-γ), or infiltration of leukocytes and ED-1 positive cells. Fur-
thermore, forty studies evaluated the presence of fibrotic markers such
as mRNA or protein levels of TGF-β, α-SMA, PDGF, type I collagen and
matrix metalloproteinases (MMP 2 and 9), or the extent of fibrotic tis-
sue damage by trichrome periodic acid-Schiff or Sirius Red staining.

Similar findings were observed in case of apoptosis, which was con-
sidered as a possible indicator of cell rejection, as suggested previously
(Cristobal et al., 2010; Krams et al., 1995). In total, thirty-two studies re-
ported at least some of the apoptosis-relatedmarkers, such as caspase 3
expression, DNA fragmentation (TUNEL staining), Bax and Bcl2 expres-
sion.However, all of these studieswere focused on reporting the protec-
tive effect on kidney tissue damage in terms of reduced number of
apoptotic tubular cells, rather than possible adverse effects of cell ther-
apy. As discussed in later sections, several studies evaluated
biodistribution and specifically persistence of cells in kidneys,
which could be suggestive of cell survival or rejection following
administration.

3.5. Tumorigenicity, oncogenicity and teratoma formation

Another important risk factor for cell-based therapies is the risk of
tumorigenic and oncogenic effects, as well as teratoma formation. Over-
all, twelve studies assessed teratoma, tumor or other malignant occur-
rences (Table 3). The study by Caldas et al. (2017), in which iPS cells
were used to treat subtotal nephrectomy-induced CKD in rats, showed
that iPS cells induced formation of malignant tumors histologically re-
sembling Wilms' tumor in 63% of the cases. Kinomura et al. (2008),
who adopted Lac-Z transfected S3 segment-derived proximal tubule
cells (rKS56), stated the tumorigenicity related findings indirectly (T*;
Table 2) by referring to a previous study performed in nude mice,
which suggested the absence of a tumor cell phenotype (Kitamura
et al., 2005). However, according to the karyotype analysis, they found
that rkS56 cells employed as cell therapywere nearly triploid regardless
of LacZ transfection, and this could represent a risk of tumorigenesis
(Giam & Rancati, 2015; Weaver & Cleveland, 2006). The study by
Chen et al. (2011) assessed tumorigenic effect of human umbilical
cord-derived mesenchymal stem cells (hucMSC) that were
adenovirally-transduced with hepatocyte growth factor (HGF) and
green fluorescent protein (GFP), in BALB/c nude mice instead of in the



Fig. 2. Articles categorization based on suitability of study design and animal experimental set-up for determination of cell therapy risks and adverse events. Category 1= Optimal study
design (genetically manipulated and wild type cells administered in healthy control animals reporting adverse effects; Category 2 = Sub-optimal study design (genetically manipulated
cells administered in healthy animals and monitoring for side effects; Category 3 = Sub-optimal study design with indirect evidence of adverse events (genetically manipulated cells
administered only in disease animal models) and reporting adverse events; studies indicated as 3- represent those that did not report explicitly adverse events, even though outcomes
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kidney disease animal model. Their results indicated the absence of
tumor formation in nude mice during a three-months observation pe-
riod. Moreover, several other studies reported that tumor generation
following cell administration into kidney disease animal models was
not observed. For instance, Togel, Cohen et al., (2009) showed that
MSCs generated from human placental alkaline phosphatase (hPAP)
transgenic F344 rats did not give rise to tumors in a Sprague Dawley
rat AKImodel, while Han et al. (2013) stated that therewas no teratoma
formation in kidneys of AKI C57BL/6 mice 6 weeks after injection of
mouse adult renal progenitor cells derived from C57BL/6-GFP trans-
genic mice. Similarly, Li et al. (2012)) did not find any presence of tera-
toma in kidneys of mice with renal ischemic injury up to 6 months
following injection of mouse hematopoietic stem and progenitor cells
derived from transgenic CreKsp:R26R-EYFPmice and induced to differ-
entiate into cells resembling renal cell phenotype. Moreover, endothe-
lial progenitor cells transfected with telomerase reverse transcriptase
did not cause anymalignant changes in a chronic kidney disease setting
(Shuai et al., 2012). Roudkenar et al. (2018) showed that lipocalin
transfected MSCs were safe enough with no tumor formation observed
even 2 months after administration of the cells in an AKI rat model,
while the study by Uchida et al. (2017) showed the same result
for GFP-lentivirally-transduced BM-MSCs-derived multilineage-
differentiating stress-enduring (Muse) cells in a mouse model of
glomerulosclerosis. Lee et al. (2012) and Harrison et al. (2013) showed
in two different animal models of kidney disease that iPS cells
reprogrammed with retroviral vectors encoding Oct-4, Sox2, Klf4 and
EGFP, and hematopoietic stem and progenitor cells transduced with
lentiviral vectors bearing CTNS and EGFP genes, respectively, did not in-
duce tumor formation for the duration of the study. Finally, Li et al.
(2015) stated that iPS-derived renal progenitor cells did not give rise
to any neoplastic formations during 3 months follow-up in an AKI rat
model. Overall, only one of the studies that monitored animals for
tumor and teratoma formation showed the undesired effects, while
the rest of them reported opposite outcome.

3.6. Biodistribution of administered cells

The in vivo fate and biodistribution of genetically modified cells are
other important factors related to the safety of a cell-based therapy. The
majority of the studies included in this systematic review (80; 82%)
evaluated at least some biodistribution-related outcomes, such as traf-
ficking, homing, engraftment, differentiation, survival, or persistence
of cells after administration. Of these studies, forty-five (56%) focused
only on cell engraftment and survival within kidneys, while thirty-five
(44%) evaluated distribution in at least one or more additional organs,
such as lung, liver, spleen, lymph nodes, stomach, intestine, muscle,
brain, blood, bone marrow or eye. The specific cell type, organ or tissue
distribution, cell persistence and outcome are shown in Table 4.

3.7. Contamination with microorganisms or adventitious agents and reac-
tivation of latent viruses

Considering all included studies, only Takahashi et al. (2013)
focused on safety issues related to pathogen contaminations. In particu-
lar, the study was performed to evaluate the effect of serum-containing
medium on lifespan-extended renal proximal tubular epithelial cells
function in the bioartificial tubule device (BTD). Namely, cells modified
with siRNA for p16INK4a were cultured either in 0.5% serum-containing
renal cell growth medium or serum-free RELAR® medium, based on
HFDM-1 synthetic medium for human fibroblasts supplemented with
various recombinant hormones and growth factors for renal cell culture.
relevant to side effects were present; Category 4 = Inappropriate study design (genetically m
relative outcome measurements). A) List of included studies categorized as mentioned; B) Pe
in which both wild-type and genetically modified cells are used in healthy control animals and
efficacy and safety of a given type of genetically modified cells in certain model of renal diseas
The results obtained showed that both cells cultured in serum-
containing and in serum-free medium presented almost the same
growth rate in terms of population doublings and performed equally
in BTD with respect to leakage of creatinine and reabsorption of water,
glucose and sodium. In addition, the two types of cells exhibited very
similar performance in AKI goats during the 26 h extracorporeal circula-
tion with BTD regarding plasma levels of liver enzymes, renal function
parameters, glucose, and electrolytes, as well as mRNA levels of a num-
ber of cytokines following 8 h lipopolysaccharide (LPS) challenge of
peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMC). This study suggests that
it is possible to culture cells in pathogen-free conditions for cell therapy
purposes. Regarding the possibility of reactivation of latent viruses,
none of the studies included in this review addressed this issue.

3.8. Animal survival

Of the studies included, eighteen (19%) reported animal survival or
mortality rate after cell administration (Table 2; outcome “S”). How-
ever, in all cases the main focus and intention was not to evaluate pos-
sible negative or detrimental effects of genetically modified cells and
administration route, but to determine the beneficial effect of cell ther-
apy on the overall survival in a kidney disease setting.

4. Discussion

Adequate reporting of measures to reduce bias and other key study
quality indicators is crucial to assess risks of bias in primary studies
and to determine the quality of a body of evidence. Our assessment in-
dicates that animal studies in the renal regenerative medicine field are
no exception to the insufficient reporting of preclinical animal studies
in general. Since there is accumulating evidence that absence of mea-
sures to reduce bias can severely influence primary study results
(Hirst et al., 2014), this is a matter of concern. Importantly, our review
aimed to assess outcomes related to safety, but since 99% of the studies
did not report a power calculation, it is impossible to assesswhether any
of the included studies were sufficiently powered to detect differences
in these outcomes. This is a crucial point to take into consideration as
it might lead to misinterpretation of the results as well as ethical issues
with using inappropriate numbers of animals. For that reason, we
strongly suggest to always perform a sample size calculation in animal
studies by using either the power analysis, similarly to the methods
employed for calculation of sample size in clinical studies, or the
method called “resource equation” when several outcomes are mea-
sured and complex statistical analyses are needed (Charan &
Kantharia, 2013; Faul, Erdfelder, Lang, & Buchner, 2007; Festing &
Altman, 2002). Furthermore, since none of the included studies referred
to a prospectively registered study protocol, risk of bias due to selective
outcome reporting could not be assessed. Akin to clinical trials, where
prospective registration of study protocols is the norm, prospective reg-
istration of animal studies can provide vital information to reviewers,
readers and meta-researchers on e.g. the study hypothesis, endpoints
and sample size calculation, and measures to reduce bias (Jansen of
Lorkeers, Doevendans, & Chamuleau, 2014; Kimmelman & Anderson,
2012; Ritskes-Hoitinga &Wever, 2018). We therefore recommend pro-
spective registration on e.g. preclinicaltrials.eu or Open Science Frame-
work, and make a plea for the use of reporting guidelines such as
ARRIVE and GSPC (Hooijmans, Leenaars, & Ritskes-Hoitinga, 2010;
Kilkenny, Browne, Cuthill, Emerson, & Altman, 2010). Of note, these
do not specify how detailed the reporting of measures to reduce bias
should be. The guidance notes provided with SYRCLE's risk of bias tool
(Hooijmans et al., 2014) offers many examples of how to report
anipulated cells administered in disease animal models not reporting adverse events or
rcentages of studies divided over 4 categories. C) Representation of an ideal study design
in animals with kidney disease. Such a study design would allow to determine both the

e.



Fig. 3. Reporting quality and risk of bias assessment. A) Number of studies reporting measures to reduce bias and key quality indicators. B) Risk of bias in included studies regarding
selection, performance, detection, attrition and other types of bias. H: blinding of the outcome measure by histology only.
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measures to reduce various forms of bias in various stages of an animal
experiment.

When considering immunogenicity-related risk factors, it could be
expected that allogeneic and xenogeneic cells undergo rejection, thus
compromising cell therapeutic activity, or even elicit undesired inflam-
matory and/or immune responses. This is especially related to the ex-
pression of highly polymorphic major histocompatibility complex
antigens (MHC), as extensively studied and demonstrated in the solid
organ transplantation field (Ingulli, 2010). Besides cell origin, which
was reported by all studies included, several other parameters that
might influence immunogenicity should be considered, including the
administration site, the need for multiple exposures or administrations,
the effect of disease on the immune system, as well as the maturation
status of (stem) cells (Sharpe, Morton, & Rossi, 2012). It has been re-
ported that some cells, such as embryonic stem cells (ESCs), although
immunologically immature because they lack MHC class II molecules
expression are not completely resistant to immune rejection (Drukker,
2008; Drukker et al., 2006; Li et al., 2004; Liu, Li, Fu, & Xu, 2017). In ad-
dition, most parameters related to immune and inflammatory re-
sponses reported by studies included in this review were obtained as
an indication of efficacy of cell therapy and attenuation of kidney dis-
ease with beneficial anti-inflammatory effects, rather than as a safety
evaluation of the cell therapy. Moreover, none of the studies examined
systematically the expression of immune related antigens such as
MHC Class I and II molecules or other co-stimulatory factors involved
in immune system activation. From the observed data, it is not possible
to infer any relevant conclusion concerning inflammatory and immune
responses induced by specific cell types in kidney disease animal
models, considering that there were no healthy or sham-operated ani-
mals treated with genetically modified cells and that the population of
included studies was highly heterogeneous, especially in terms of ani-
mal species and renal disease models used, as well as specific cell type
and their mode of application. In addition, in many cases mRNA or pro-
tein levels of pro-inflammatory mediators were assessed in peripheral
blood or in kidney tissue lysates without discriminating the origin and
localization of the inflammatory response within kidneys (glomerular
or tubular injures), further hampering the interpretation of possible ad-
verse effects.

Considering that fibrosis is a good indicator of tissue damage it could
represent a valid marker for inflammatory response related safety as-
pects as well. However, fibrotic markers reported by included studies,
similarly to inflammatory markers, were almost exclusively addressed
for therapeutic goals of cell therapy and to evaluate the impact on
renal fibrosis progression.

Furthermore, none of the included studies that reported any of the
apoptosis-related markers had the optimal study design, nor deter-
mined the apoptosis status of administered cells, offering inconclusive
results regarding cell persistence.

Tumorigenic and teratogenic effects of cell therapy aremostly due to
the differentiation status of cells, or genetic manipulation and continu-
ous cell culture that can lead to genetic aberrations and genomic alter-
ations associated with cancer and tumor development (Laurent et al.,
2011; Mayshar et al., 2010; Zhang et al., 2006). Even though almost all
studies included in this review that monitored for tumor and teratoma
formation reported promising findings and the absence of tumorigenic
effects, one study showed that iPS cells were able to induce
nephroblastoma formation in a CKD animal model (Caldas et al.,
2017). This clearly indicates that genetically manipulated cells and
especially stem cells could have negative consequences in cell-based
therapeutic approaches. Therefore, when using genetically modified



Fig. 4. Possible risk factors and adverse events related to cell administration for therapeutic purposes.
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cells, it is essential to evaluate genetic stability of the cells as this can be
significantly compromised. Not only genetic modifications, such as
transfection and transduction, but also the use of cells derived from
transgenic donors and the regular expansion and culture of cells, can
be associated with the introduction of chromosomal aberrations and,
thus, increase the risk of tumorigenicity in recipients (Rebuzzini,
Table 3
Tumor and teratoma formation assessment.

Author and Year Species Cell type Tumor/ter

Caldas et al., 2017 Rat iPS Wilm's tu
Chen et al., 2011 Rat hucMSCs No tumor
Han et al., 2013 Mouse MRPC No teratom
Harrison et al., 2013 Mouse HSPCs No tumor
Kinomura et al., 2008⁎ Rat rKS56 Kitamura
Lee et al., 2012 Rat iPS No tumor
Li et al., 2012 Mouse HSPCs (Lin-) No teratom
Li et al., 2015 Rat iPS-derived RPCs No tumor
Roudkenar et al., 2017 Rat MSCs No tumor
Shuai et al., 2012 Rat EPCs No malign
Togel, Cohen, et al., 2009 Rat MSCs No tumor
Uchida et al., 2017 Mouse BM-MSCs derived Muse cells No tumor

performed

BM-MSCs-derivedMuse cells – Bonemarrowmesenchymal stem cells-derivedMultilineage-dif
etic stemand progenitor cells; hucMSCs - Human-umbilical cord-derivedmesenchymal stem ce
enchymal stem/stromal cells; rKS56 - Proximal tubule S3 segment-derived renal progenitor-lik
Zuccotti, Redi, & Garagna, 2015; Solomon, Borrow, & Goddard, 1991).
Unfortunately, almost none of the studies included contained a karyo-
type analysis or other assessment of genetic stability, despite dealing
with geneticallymodified cells or cells derived from transgenic animals.
However, it should be recognized thatwe excluded studies using immu-
nodeficient animals, such as severe combined immunodeficient (SCID)
atoma formation outcome

mor (nephroblastoma) formation detected during 2 months follow-up
formation observed in nude mice during 3 months follow-up
a formation observed during 6 weeks follow-up

formation observed during 12 months follow-up
et al., 2005: No tumor formation observed in nude mice during 13 months follow-up
formation observed during 6 months follow-up
a formation observed during 6 months follow-up

formation observed during 3 months follow-up
formation observed during 2 months follow-up
ant changes observed during 3 months follow-up
formation observed during 1 month follow-up
formation observed during 7 weeks follow-up (tumorigenesis study is
in FSGS-SCID mice)

ferentiating stress-enduring cells; EPCs - Endothelial progenitor cells; HSPCs - Hematopoi-
lls; iPS – Induced pluripotent stemcells;MRPC -Mouse renal progenitor cells;MSCs -Mes-
e cell line; RPCs – Renal progenitor cells. * Indirect evidence of tumorigenicity.



Table 4
Organ and tissue distribution of various cell types used in kidney disease animal models.

Author and Year Cell Type Organ or Tissue
Distribution

Cell Tracking Method Outcomes

Bai et al., 2018 MSCs Spleen Fluorescence (RFP) Cells present in spleen at 72 h after the administration.
Bajwa et al., 2016 BMDCs Kidneys, lungs, spleen,

liver, lymph nodes
Fluorescence (VT-680,
intracellular staining; PKH26,
cell membrane labeling)

Cells were detected mainly in the spleen up to 72 h post-injection, while
no detection was observed in lungs, liver, kidneys or lymph nodes.

Bataille et al.,
2016

BMDCs Blood, bone marrow,
kidney

Fluorescence (GFP) At day 10 cells were present in blood, bone marrow and kidney tissue.

Baulier et al., 2014 AF-MSCs Kidney, Lung, Spleen,
Liver

Fluorescence (GFP) Cells present in kidney 24 h after transplantation. Inconsistent presence
of cells in kidney 3 months after administration. Cells were undetectable
in lungs, spleen and liver both after 24 h and 3 months.

Bian, Zhou, et al.,
2014

MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) At day 28 cells were present in injured kidneys (tubular epithelium,
interstitial space, glomeruli and peritubular capillary plexus).

Bian, Zhang, et al.
(2014)

MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) 4 weeks after the administration cells were detected in injured kidneys
(glomeruli, tubular epithelia, peritubular capillary plexus and interstitial
space).

Caldas et al., 2017 iPS Kidney PCR (SRY male gene) At day 60 cells were present in only in kidneys of animals with Wilms'
tumor.

Chen et al., 2008 4E cell line Kidney Fluorescence (CM-Dil, α-SMA) At 30 days after administration cells were present in injured kidney. Also,
at day 30 cells were positive for α-SMA and localized along the
peritubular capillary area indicating endothelial trans-differentiation.

Chen et al., 2011 hucMSCs Kidney Optical living body imaging Cells were detectable in kidney 72 h after administration.
Chen et al., 2015 MKPCs Kidney, lung Fluorescence (GFP) Cells were present in kidneys up to 7 days post-injection and almost

non-detectable by the day 28. In the lungs, cells were detected 4 to 16 h
post-injection and virtually not present at 9 weeks.

Du et al., 2016 Macrophages Kidney, spleen, lung,
liver

Fluorescence (EGFP) Cells were mostly present in the lung and spleen 24 h post-injection and
to a lower extent in the kidneys and liver. At day 7 after administration
cells were almost not present in any tissue.

Eliopoulos et al.,
2011

MSCs Kidney PCR (SRY male gene) Cells were present after several days (up to 14 days).

Ezquer et al., 2015 MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) Few cells present in kidneys at weeks 2 and 8 after administration.
Feng et al., 2016 ADSCs Kidney BLI (D-luciferase), Fluorescence

(GFP)
Cells were present in kidneys up to 14 days after administration.

Ferenbach et al.,
2010

Macrophages Kidney, Liver, Spleen,
Lung

Fluorescence (PKH26, cell
membrane labeling)

24 h after injection high cell densities were identified in the spleen and
liver, low cell densities were present in kidney and lung.

Franchi et al.,
2014

MSCs Whole body BLI (D-luciferin) and
Fluorescence (CM-Dil)

24 h after transplantation cells detected only in kidney. At day 3 after the
administration cells localized mostly in glomeruli and persisted there for
up to 4 weeks, with some cells expressing the endothelial marker vWF.

Furuichi et al.,
2012

ADMSCs Kidney, Lung, Brain,
Spleen, Liver, Blood

Flow cytometry (GFP), IHC
(anti-GFP)

After injection cells were mainly present in blood and lungs. Cells were
present in all organs at day 4 post-injection, with decreased number in
lungs. By day 7 after administration cells were almost disappear in all
organs.

Gao et al., 2012 ADMSCs Kidney BLI (D-luciferase) Cells highly present at day 1. Lower number of cells found at day 14. At
day 21 cells were undetectable.

Geng et al., 2014 MSCs Muscle, lung, kidney Fluorescence (RFP) 24 h after administration cells were detected in the lung and
gastrocnemius muscle, but not in injured kidneys.

Gheisari et al.,
2012

MSCs Kidney, Lung Flow cytometry (CellTracker
Green), Fluorescence (GFP)

36 h post-injection cells were present only in lungs but not in kidneys.

Golle et al., 2017 BMDCs Kidney, heart Fluorescence (GFP) Cells were not detected neither in the heart nor in kidney tissue 2 weeks
after administration.

Gregorini et al.,
2016

MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) At day 1 post-injection, few cells were detected kidneys mostly located
in glomeruli, tubules and interstitium.

Guiteras et al.,
2017

RAW 264.7
macrophages
(cell line)

Whole body (liver,
spleen, kidney, lung,
heart, bowel, bladder)

Fluorescence (VT-680,
intracellular staining)

At 48 h after administration cells were predominantly present in liver
and to a lower extent in kidneys and spleen.

Guo et al., 2006 BMCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) At day 1 after administration, cells were detected in injured kidneys.
Hagiwara et al.,
2008

MSCs Kidney IHC (anti-human kallikrein) Cells present in kidneys 48 h after administration.

Han et al., 2013 MRPC Kidney IHC (anti-GFP) Cells present in kidney after 2, 4 and 7 days after administration.
Harrison et al.,
2013

HSPCs Whole body Fluorescence (EGFP), BLI
(D-luciferin)

Up to 9 months after administration cells were found present in spleen,
liver (trans-differentiated into Kupffer cells), brain (trans-differentiated
into microglial cells), kidney (trans-differentiated into inflammatory
dendritic cells). Cells were still present 1 year after administration
(shown by luciferase expression).

Huang et al., 2012 BM-MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) Cells were detectable in kidney 72 h after administration.
Huuskes et al.,
2014

BM-MSCs Whole body BLI (D-luciferase), Fluorescence
(EGFP), PCR (EGFP)

Cells were present in injured kidneys 36 h post-injection.

Imberti et al.,
2007

MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (PKH26, cell
membrane labeling)

At day 4 post-injection cells were predominantly present in peritubular
areas in kidneys.

Jia et al., 2016 BM-MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) Cells were detectable in kidneys 8 weeks after administration.
Katsuoka et al.,
2015

MSCs Kidney, heart, brain, lung BLI (D-luciferase) Cells delivered intra-arterially were highly present in kidneys and lower
body at day 1 post-injection. In case of the tail vein administration,
majority of the cells were detected in the lungs 1 day after
administration.

Kelley et al., 2013 Selected renal
cells (SRCs)

Kidney MRI (SPIO), Fluorescence
(Rhodamine), NMR

Cells were present in kidneys at 24 h post-injection. Diminished yet
significant presence 7 days after administration.
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Table 4 (continued)

Author and Year Cell Type Organ or Tissue
Distribution

Cell Tracking Method Outcomes

spectroscopy (CS-DM-Red
(19F))

Kelly et al., 2010 NRK-52E Kidney, Spleen, Lung Fluorescence (GFP) At day 7 after administration cells were more abundant in kidney
compared to lung and spleen.

Kelly et al., 2012 Renal tubular
cells

Kidney, Lung, Spleen,
Liver

Fluorescence (GFP), FISH (Y
chromosome)

Cells present in kidneys 7 and 21 days post-injection. Cells were rarely
detected in lungs, spleen and liver.

Kelly et al., 2013 Kidney tubular
cells*

Kidneys, Lung, Liver,
Spleen

FISH (Y chromosome), PCR (SRY
male gene, SAA), Fluorescence
(GFP)

Cells present in kidneys 14 weeks after the administration. At 14 weeks
post-injection, only few cells were detected in lung, liver and spleen.

Kelly et al., 2015 Primary renal
tubular cells

Kidneys, lungs, spleen,
liver

Fluorescence (GFP), FISH (Y
chromosome), PCR (SRY male
gene, SAA)

Rare cells were detected in lungs, spleen or liver, but persistent detection
of cells was found in injured kidneys.

Kinomura et al.,
2008

rKS56 Kidney IHC (Bluo-gal) Following intra-arterial injection cells could not be detected in kidney.
Upon subcapsular cell implantation cells were observed in the
subcapsule and corticomedullary junction area at day 9 after
transplantation.

Kluth et al., 2001 NR8383 (rat
alveolar
macrophage cell
line)

Kidney Fluorescence (PKH26, cell
membrane labeling)

24 h after administration cells were predominantly detected in
glomeruli.

Lee et al., 2012 iPS Kidney, Liver, Spleen,
Stomach, Intestine,
Muscle, Lung, Brain

IHC (anti-GFP) 48 h after administration engraftment of cells was highest in the kidneys,
in the peritubular area, followed by the spleen and the liver.

Lee et al., 2017 cUCB-MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) 28 days after administration, cells were mostly detected in renal cortex.
Li, Morioka, et al.,
2006

BMDCs Kidney Fluorescence (EGFP) At day 84 after administration cells were still present in kidneys
(glomeruli).

Li, Deane, et al.
(2006)

BMDCs Kidney Fluorescence (EGFP, CD31,
vWF)

At days 7, 14 and 28 after injection, cells were present in kidneys and
co-localizing with CD31 and vWF indicating trans-differentiation in
endothelial cells.

Li et al., 2012 HSPCs (Lin-) Kidney, Lung, Liver,
Spleen, Bone marrow,
Blood

FISH (Y chromosome) At days 7 and 28 post-injection only few cells were present in kidneys.
Higher number of cells detected in spleen, liver, lungs, bone marrow and
blood at day 1 post-injection. At day 3 cell number was decreased in all
organs.

Li et al., 2014 MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) At 72 h post-injection cells were detected in kidneys.
Li et al., 2015 iPS-derived RPCs Kidney IHC (anti-GFP) At week 2 post-injection cells were present in injured kidneys forming

tubular structures.
Lin et al., 2003 HSPCs (Lin-) Kidney FISH (Y chromosome), PCR (SRY

male gene), IHC (X-Gal)
4 weeks after transplantation cells were present in kidneys. Cells
presence was confirmed in renal tubules by IHC.

Lira et al., 2017 MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (EGFP) At 2 weeks after administration cells were still present in both renal
cortex and medulla.

Liu et al., 2011 MSCs Kidney, Brain, Liver ISH (Y chromosome) At 7 days after administration cells were detected in kidney (outer
medulla). The number of cells decreased by day 14 post-administration.
No cells were found in brain and liver.

Liu et al., 2013 BM-MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (BrdU, DNA
labeling)

At day 7 after transplantation cells were present in kidney.

Liu et al., 2016 ADMSCs Kidney Fluorescence (PKH26, cell
membrane labeling)

Cells were detected in kidneys at day 28 post-injection.

Luo et al., 2014 BM-MSCs Kidney, Lung, Spleen,
peritoenal lymph nodes

Fluorescence (RFP) 24 h after administration cells were found in the spleen, lymph nodes
and the highest amount in lungs, but not in kidneys.

Lv et al., 2014 MSCs Kidney IHC (anti-GFP) Small number of cells present around glomeruli and near vessels 24 h
after transplantation. Only few cells present in glomeruli at 8 weeks.

Monteiro
Carvalho Mori
da Cunha et al.,
2015

hAFSCs Kidney, lungs, heart,
spleen, liver

IHC (X-Gal) Cells were detectable in kidneys and spleen 24 h post injection. At later
time points (48 h and 2 months) no cells were present in the kidneys.

Ornellas et al.
2017

BMMCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) Cells present in injured kidneys up to 24 h post-injection, after which
cells were rarely detected.

Ozbek et al., 2015 MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP, anti-VEGF) At week 2 post-injection cells were detected in renal tubules and
interstitium.

Pacurari et al.,
2013

EC Kidney, Liver, Lung,
Heart, Spleen

Fluorescence (GFP, anti-CD31),
IHC (vWF)

At day 7 after administration small number of cells was detected in
kidney and spleen, while no cells were found in liver, lung and heart.

Prodromidi et al.,
2006

BMDCs Kidney ISH (Y chromosome) Cells were detected in kidneys (glomeruli and interstitium) after
transplantation.

Rampino et al.,
2011

MSCs Kidney, Lung, Spleen IHC (anti-GFP) At 24 h after injection, cells were present in kidney (tubules, interstitium
and glomeruli). At the same time, cells were occasionally present in lung
and spleen. Cells also persisted in kidneys after 14 days (glomeruli).

Roudkenar et al.,
2017

MSCs Kidney PCR (SRY male gene) Cells were detectable in kidney tissue up to 12 days post-injection

Ruan et al., 2013 Fibroblasts
(induced)

Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) At 8 weeks after transplantation cells were abundant in renal tubules,
glomerular capillary loop and small arteries.

Si et al., 2015 MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (EGFP) At day 3 cells were present in injured kidneys.
Song et al., 2017 ADSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) Few cells were present in the kidneys 24 h after administration.
Sugimoto et al.,
2006

BMCs Kidney ISH (Y chromosome) Cells were detectable in kidneys at week 13 following administration.

(continued on next page)
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Table 4 (continued)

Author and Year Cell Type Organ or Tissue
Distribution

Cell Tracking Method Outcomes

Syres et al., 2009 BMDCs Kidney, Eye, Brain,
Muscle, Liver, Spleen,
Heart

BLI (D-luciferin), Fluorescence
(GFP), PCR (Ctns gene),

Cells were present at 2 and 4 months after injection. The number of cells
increased over time in all organs.

Tian et al., 2017 USCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) At day 7 post-injection cells were detected in kidneys (tubular epithelial
cells).

Togel et al., 2008 MSCs Whole body BLI (D-luciferin), PCR
(luciferase gene expression)

10–15 min after injection cells were located mostly in kidneys in AKI
animals, while in healthy animals they show whole body distribution,
especially in lungs. At 24 h post-injection cells are still present in kidneys
and lungs of AKI animals. In liver no cells were detected. 7 days after
injection cells were absent in lungs, kidneys, liver and spleen.

Tsuda et al., 2010 FM-MSCs Kidney, Liver, Lung,
Spleen

IHC (anti-GFP) 24 h after injection, cells were found in kidneys (glomeruli, proximal
tubule, interstitial area), but also in lung, liver and spleen, with highest
concentration in lungs, followed by liver, spleen and kidneys. At 7 days
after injection, cells were not present in kidneys anymore, but still
present in lung, liver and spleen.

Tsuda et al., 2014 FM-MSCs Kidney, Lung, Spleen,
Liver

IHC (anti-GFP) 24 h after administration cells were more abundant in lungs, but also
present in liver, spleen and kidneys.

Uchida et al., 2017 BM-MSCs
derived Muse
cells

Lung, spleen, kidney,
brain, liver, heart, muscle

Fluorescence (GFP) At week 2 post-injection cells were present in injured kidneys (cortex
and medulla) and to a lower extent in spleen and lungs. At week 7
post-injection cells were detectable only in the kidney cortex.

van Koppen et al.,
2012

BMCs Kidney Fluorescence (EGFP) Cells were present in kidneys at weeks 6 and 14 after administration.

Wang et al., 2015 BMSCs Kidney Fluorescence (RFP), PCR (RFP) Cells were detected in injured kidneys up to 72 h after administration.
Wang, Zhang,
Zhuo, Wu, Xu,
et al., 2016

BMSCs Kidney Fluorescence (DAPI) Cells were detected in injured kidneys up to 72 h after administration.

Wang, Zhang,
Zhuo, Wu, Liu,
et al., 2016

BMSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP), PCR (RFP) Cells detectable in kidneys up to 72 h after administration.

Wise et al., 2014 MSCs Kidney, Lung BLI (D-luciferin) 1 h post-administration cells were present in lungs. Subsequently cells
migrated to kidneys and remain persistent up to 3 days after injection. At
day 7 post-administration cells were undetectable.

Yokote et al., 2017 MSCs Whole body BLI (D-luciferase) Cells were initially detected only in the lungs, and disappeared within 2
days after administration.

Yuzeng et al.,
2014

MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) At day 7 after transplantation cells were detectable in kidney (survival of
approximately 75%).

Zhen-Qiang et al.,
2012

BM-MSCs Kidney Fluorescence (Hoechst33342
and anti-CK18)

At day 3 after transplantation cells were present in kidney renal tubules.

Zhu et al., 2017 ADMSCs Kidney Fluorescence (GFP) Few cells were present in injured kidneys 5 days after administration.
Zhuo et al., 2013 MSCs Whole body BLI (D-luciferin) Immediately after administration cells are localized in lungs. Cells

disappeared completely at day 7 regardless the administration route.

4E - kidney-derived clonal cell line of MSC; ADMSCs - Adipose-derived mesenchymal stem cells; AF-MSCs - Amniotic fluid-derived mesenchymal stem cells; AFSCs – Amniotic fluid-de-
rived stem cells; BLI – Bioluminescence imaging; BMDCs - Bone marrow-derived cells; BM-MSCs - Bone marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells; BM-MSCs-derived Muse cells – Bone
marrow mesenchymal stem cells-derived Multilineage-differentiating stress-enduring cells; CK-18 – Cytokeratin-18; cUCB-MSCs – Canine umbilical cord blood-derived mesenchymal
stem cells; DAPI - 4′,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole; EC – Endothelial cells; (E)GFP – (Enhanced) Green fluorescent protein; (F)ISH – (Fluorescence) in situ hybridization; FM-MSCs –
Fetal membrane-derivedmesenchymal stem cells; HSPCs - Hematopoietic stem and progenitor cells; hucMSCs - Human-umbilical cord-derivedmesenchymal stem cells; IHC – Immuno-
histochemistry; iPS – Induced pluripotent stem cells; MRI –Magnetic resonance imaging;MRPC/MKPCs - Mouse renal/kidney progenitor cells; MSCs - Mesenchymal Stem/Stromal Cells;
NMR – Nuclear magnetic resonance; NRK-52E - Rat epithelial kidney cell line; RFP – Red fluorescent protein; rKS56 - Proximal tubule S3 segment-derived renal progenitor-like cell line;
RPCs – Renal progenitor cells; SAA - Serum amyloid A; SPIO - Superparamagnetic iron oxide; SRCs - Selected renal cells; SRY – Sex-determining region Y; USCs –Urine-derived stem cells;
vWF – Von Willebrand factor; α-SMA - α-Smooth muscle actin. * Renal tubule cells - Mix of cells derived from proximal, ascending, collecting and distal tubule.
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mice, which are usually preferred for tumor xenograft evaluation. This
was done because it was considered unjustified to combine data from
immunodeficient and immunocompetent animals in onedata synthesis.
Moreover, a kidney diseasemodel in immunodeficient animals does not
precisely reflect the genuine pathophysiology.

One of the main biodistribution-related concerns is the undesired
migration of cells to non-target organs and tissues, which could cause
a risk of developing a local inflammatory response, or neoplasm forma-
tion. It has been reported previously that the number of cells reaching
desired tissues and organs can be very low (as minimal as 1%) due to
the fact that the cells remain trapped within the lungs due to their
size and high abundance of surface adhesion molecules, especially in
the case of an intravenous administration route (Ankrum & Karp,
2010; Schrepfer et al., 2007). Therefore, monitoring cell distribution
andmigration in thebody is of crucial importancewhen assessing safety
aspects of cell-based therapies.

Even though many studies included in this review reported
biodistribution-related outcomes it is difficult to assess the overall
biodistribution of genetically modified cells in kidney disease animal
models due to large differences between studies in terms of cell type,
administration route, number of cells, time point, and method imple-
mented to trace cell fate after administration as well as kidney disease
model applied. However, most studies included reported that cells
could reach the kidney and survive for a variable period of time, ranging
from 24 h up to one year. Also, all studies that evaluated distribution in
organs other than the kidney mentioned cell accumulation in highly
vascularized organs, such as spleen, liver and especially lungs. The
study by Togel, Yang, Zhang, Hu, and Westenfelder (2008) focused ex-
clusively on monitoring distribution of MSCs in a mouse model of AKI,
using bioluminescence imaging (BLI). They showed that following
intra-arterial injection in injured mice, cells tended to accumulate in
areas corresponding to kidneys,while in healthymice cellswere distrib-
uted throughout the whole body, with eventual accumulation in the
lungs. On the other hand, intravenous injection of cells led to a predom-
inant and immediate cell accumulation in the lungs both in healthy and
AKI mice. This implies that the concern of causing respiratory and
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hemodynamic complications due to capillary clogging is paramount, es-
pecially in case of intravenous injections. Nonetheless,more than 50% of
the biodistribution-relevant studies (Table 2) adopted the intravenous
administration route for cell delivery. In addition, due to a low rate of re-
tention and limited cell survival, large numbers of cells may be needed
to achieve therapeutic effects, which would further increase the risk of
pulmonary emboli. Besides this undesired effect of cell distribution on
efficacy, engraftment of cells in non-target tissuesmight also be respon-
sible for unwanted negative effects of cell therapies. For instance, differ-
ent local environments could influence cell behavior and biological
properties, thus potentially favoring harmful effects related to differen-
tiation, especially if stem cells are used (Breitbach et al., 2007). How-
ever, none of the included studies reported differentiation issues.
Nevertheless, in light of the evidence presented, biodistribution-
related effects should not be underestimated, but carefully and exten-
sively evaluated, especially in terms of mode and site of administration,
cell number and type, aswell asmethodologies employed for cell track-
ing and detection.

The risk of transmission of pathogens, such as bacteria, viruses, fungi
or prions, is another important, yet not sufficiently investigated safety
concern of cells and tissue xenografts and allografts (Fishman,
Greenwald, & Grossi, 2012; Greenwald, Kuehnert, & Fishman, 2012).
This cannot be neglected, especially if the cells intended for use are of
non-autologous origin and are genetically modified, cultured and ex-
panded in vitro. Several studies have already described the undesired
transmission of pathogens following cell transplantation (Kainer et al.,
2004; Tugwell et al., 2005). Moreover, animal-derived products com-
monly used for the isolation, culture and propagation of cells, such as
fetal calf or bovine serum, represent an additional risk of transfer of con-
taminants. In fact, due to its method of preparation, fetal bovine serum
might be contaminated with mycoplasma, viruses, prions, or endo-
toxins, thus transmitting diseases. It also contains various biomolecules,
such as non-human sialic acid, that could have xeno-immunogenic ef-
fects in hosts (Chieregato et al., 2011; Herberts et al., 2011; Jin, Xu,
Champion, & Kruth, 2015; van der Valk et al., 2004; van der Valk et al.,
2010). Therefore, in order to avoid ethical issues and controversial pro-
cedures involved in harvesting serum from bovine fetuses, and to en-
sure animal and pathogen-free conditions of cell culture for safer
tissue engineering and cell therapy applications, alternatives for fetal
bovine serum are highly desired.

Moreover, the possibility of reactivation of latent viruses, such as cy-
tomegalovirus, herpes zoster or Epstein-Barr virus, with the production
of infectious viral particles, is another crucial point to be addressed
(European Medicines Agency, 2012), which unfortunately was not ad-
dressed in any of the included studies. However, we are aware that
this aspect of safety is highly linked to the immunosuppressive therapy
that might be required when allogeneic cells are applied, and that it can
be more relevant in the clinical rather than the preclinical setting.

As mentioned, the experimental design of evaluated studies was
often inappropriate for evaluation of the risks associated with cell ad-
ministration. Even if the main goal of the studies was to assess a thera-
peutic effect, we believe that additional test groups could have been
included to evaluate safety. Notably, themost frequentlymissing animal
group was a control group (e.g. healthy or sham operated animals) in
which the same cellswere used as in the diseased group. In case of treat-
ment with genetically modified cells, an additional control group of an-
imals treated with wild type cells could also provide valuable
information regarding the effect of cell therapy on overall animal
well-being. For instance, considering animal survival, it would have
been of great value if the studies reporting that outcome had the appro-
priate control groups, which could give a fair indication of cell therapy
effect on survival, without confounding variables such as kidney disease
itself. In that regard, most of the included studies that reported any re-
sults on animal survival, had a healthy or sham operated control
group, depending on the kidney disease model, a vehicle (such as
PBS) treated group, and a group treated with genetically modified
cells for therapeutic purposes. On rare occasions a group of animals
with kidney disease treated with wild type cells, as a control for the
group injected with genetically modified cells was included as well.
Nonetheless, in the absence of a healthy or sham operated control
group treated with genetically modified cells alone, the potential ad-
verse effects of cell therapy on animal survivalwere difficult to evaluate.

Besides, the studies included in this review are marked by high het-
erogeneity, especially in terms of the chosen cell type, cell number,
route of administration, and, to some extent, cell source. In fact, cell
numbers applied across all these studies were in the range of 103–108

(Table 2). This clearly indicates that the cell number required for opti-
mal therapeutic results is not clear. Higher cell numbers might imply
higher risk of developing certain side effects, such as lung obstruction
(Schrepfer et al., 2007), but this also depends on the animal model
and route of administration chosen, as reported previously (Togel
et al., 2008). For that reason, a careful examination of cell biodistribution
in animal experiments should be performed to determine the effective-
ness and safety of a given cell type.

Another important issue is to ascertain the purity of a cell population
that is intended for therapeutic use, evenmore sowhen cells underwent
genetic modifications. With that in mind, the differentiation status of
cells should be determined, by examining specific cell type markers
and when possible cell specific functions, in order to avoid the unde-
sired tumorigenic risks due to residual undifferentiated cells (Goldring
et al., 2011). When poorly differentiated cells, or even stem cells, such
as embryonic stem cells are used, the tumorigenic and teratogenic ef-
fects should be evaluated carefully (Blum & Benvenisty, 2008).

The determination of cell culture purity is also necessary to evaluate
the genetic changes that can occur in culture over time, or are a conse-
quence of various genetic manipulations, such as transfection or trans-
duction used to enhance cell function. Karyotype analysis should
suffice to determine any significant chromosomal aberrations that
might render the cell product unreliable for use, either from the func-
tional point of view or based on cancer risk.

Moreover, when possible, cells should be tested in animal studies at
higher passage numbers, usually beyond the routine use, to ensure the
safety related to tumorigenicity and immunogenicity, as already sug-
gested (“WHO Recommendations for the evaluation of animal cell
cultures as substrates for the manufacture of biological medicinal
products and for the characterization of cell banks,”, 2010). When
using allogeneic or xenogeneic cells, it is extremely important to charac-
terize cells for their immunogenic potential by assessing expression of
immune related molecules and antigens, but also by evaluating cells
persisting at the site of transplantation to check for cell survival, inflam-
matory cell infiltration, T cell activation, and cytokine and antibody
levels, as indicators of graft rejection and immune system activation
(Lee et al., 2014; Lefaucheur et al., 2013; Oliveira, Chagastelles,
Sesterheim, & Pranke, 2017; Terasaki & Cai, 2005). In case of genetically
modified cells, major attention should be given to the expression of
transgenes, used either for improving cell function or for cell tracking,
since the particular gene products can be immunogenic, as was shown
for GFP (Ansari et al., 2016).

Finally, manufacturing processes of cells and cell-based therapies
does not provide any viral removal or inactivation and sterilization.
Considering that most cells are cultured and expanded in fetal bovine
serum-containing growth media, continuous testing for microorgan-
isms should be performed to maintain microbial safety of cell based
therapeutic products (Herberts et al., 2011). In addition to ensuring mi-
crobial safety, use of serum-free culture media could help standardize
the cell expansion and manufacturing procedures that are subject to
serum batch-to-batch variations (3Rs-Centre, 2018; Jochems, van der
Valk, Stafleu, & Baumans, 2002; van der Valk et al., 2004; van der Valk
et al., 2010; Wessman & Levings, 1999).

Even though there are several official guidelines (European Medi-
cines Agency, 2008, 2012; Food and Drug Administration, 2013;
“WHO Recommendations for the evaluation of animal cell cultures as
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substrates for the manufacture of biological medicinal products and for
the characterization of cell banks,”, 2010) for safety assessment of cell
therapies and medicinal products based on cells and tissues, poor pre-
clinical practice makes it difficult for regulatory agencies to establish
new or improve currently existing guidelines and recommendations
for safety evaluation. Overall, better design and execution of preclinical
studies could drastically improve the safety evaluation of genetically
modified cell therapy in kidney disease.

5. Conclusions

We identified ninety-seven studies describing the use and efficacy of
genetically modified cells for the treatment of AKI and CKD in animals.
However, only seven of these studies (7%) assessed the safety aspects
of such therapies in a sufficient manner. Based on the current findings
and observations it seems that most cell types employed for kidney dis-
ease treatment do not carry significant risk factors and side effects.
However, given thatmost of the studies did not have the optimal design,
with 63% designed poorly or inappropriately, and that they were highly
heterogeneous with respect to animal species, disease model and cell
therapy, it is rather challenging to get a general overview on safety as-
pects of cell-based therapies. Furthermore, reporting of measures to re-
duce bias and key study quality indicators was poor in nearly all studies,
rendering all studies at unclear risk of bias, which decreases our confi-
dence in the results. Hence, we encourage further research with well-
designed preclinical studies according to the guidelines and recommen-
dations, in order to better define adverse events potentially involved in
kidney cell therapy. The most relevant safety-related outcomes are
those regarding the purity, biodistribution and immunotoxic effects, as
well as the tumorigenic potential related to geneticmodifications, geno-
mic instability and differentiation level of cells. Finally, we would like to
extend the importance of well-designed and performed preclinical
studies for cell-based therapies on other fields as well, such as heart,
pulmonary, gastrointestinal, liver and other diseases and that it is
worth sounding an alarm bell on the current style of scientific papers
describing the use of animal models.

Conflict of interest statement

Authors declare no conflict of interest.

Acknowledgments

This research was supported by the Marie Curie ITN project BIOART
(grant no. 316690, EU-FP7-PEOPLE-ITN-2012) and ZonMW (MKMD
program, project code 114024113).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.pharmthera.2019.01.004.

References

3Rs-Centre (2018). Fetal Calf Serum-Free Database. (Vol. 2018).
Ankrum, J., & Karp, J. M. (2010). Mesenchymal stem cell therapy: Two steps forward, one

step back. Trends in Molecular Medicine 16, 203–209.
Ansari, A. M., Ahmed, A. K., Matsangos, A. E., Lay, F., Born, L. J., Marti, G., ... Sun, Z. (2016).

Cellular GFP Toxicity and Immunogenicity: Potential Confounders in in Vivo Cell
Tracking experiments. Stem Cell Reviews 12, 553–559.

Bai, M., Zhang, L., Fu, B., Bai, J., Zhang, Y., Cai, G., ... Chen, X. (2018). IL-17A improves the
efficacy ofmesenchymal stem cells in ischemic-reperfusion renal injury by increasing
Treg percentages by the COX-2/PGE2 pathway. Kidney International 93, 814–825.

Bajwa, A., Huang, L., Kurmaeva, E., Gigliotti, J. C., Ye, H., Miller, J., ... Okusa, M. D. (2016).
Sphingosine 1-Phosphate Receptor 3-Deficient Dendritic Cells Modulate Splenic Re-
sponses to Ischemia-Reperfusion Injury. J Am Soc Nephrol 27, 1076–1090.

Bataille, A., Galichon, P., Wetzstein, M., Legouis, D., Vandermeersch, S., Rondeau, E., &
Hertig, A. (2016). Evaluation of the ability of bone marrow derived cells to engraft
the kidney and promote renal tubular regeneration inmice following exposure to cis-
platin. Renal Failure 38, 521–529.
Baulier, E., Favreau, F., Le Corf, A., Jayle, C., Schneider, F., Goujon, J. M., ... Turhan, A. G.
(2014). Amniotic fluid-derived mesenchymal stem cells prevent fibrosis and pre-
serve renal function in a preclinical porcine model of kidney transplantation. Stem
Cells Translational Medicine 3, 809–820.

Bian, X., Zhang, B., Guo, W., Liu, N., Bai, Y., Miao, J., ... Feng, J. (2014). Effects of mesenchy-
mal stem cells transplanted at different time points in a rat remnant kidney model.
American Journal of Nephrology 39, 75–84.

Bian, X. H., Zhou, G. Y., Wang, L. N., Ma, J. F., Fan, Q. L., Liu, N., ... Feng, J. M. (2014). The role
of CD44-hyaluronic acid interaction in exogenous mesenchymal stem cells homing to rat
remnant kidney. 38. (pp. 11–20). Kidney Blood Press Res, 11–20.

Blum, B., & Benvenisty, N. (2008). The tumorigenicity of human embryonic stem cells.
Advances in Cancer Research 100, 133–158.

Bonandrini, B., Figliuzzi, M., Papadimou, E., Morigi, M., Perico, N., Casiraghi, F., ... Remuzzi,
G. (2014). Recellularization of well-preserved acellular kidney scaffold using embry-
onic stem cells. Tissue Engineering. Part A 20, 1486–1498.

Breitbach, M., Bostani, T., Roell, W., Xia, Y., Dewald, O., Nygren, J. M., ... Fleischmann, B. K.
(2007). Potential risks of bone marrow cell transplantation into infarcted hearts.
Blood 110, 1362–1369.

Caldas, H. C., Lojudice, F. H., Dias, C., Fernandes-Charpiot, I. M. M., Baptista, M., Kawasaki-
Oyama, R. S., ... Abbud-Filho, M. (2017). Induced pluripotent stem cells reduce pro-
gression of experimental chronic kidney disease but develop Wilms' Tumors. Stem
Cells International 2017 7428316.

Charan, J., & Kantharia, N. D. (2013). How to calculate sample size in animal studies?
Journal of Pharmacology and Pharmacotherapeutics 4, 303–306.

Chen, C. L., Chou, K. J., Fang, H. C., Hsu, C. Y., Huang, W. C., Huang, C.W., ... Lee, P. T. (2015).
Progenitor-like cells derived from mouse kidney protect against renal fibrosis in a
remnant kidney model via decreased endothelial mesenchymal transition. Stem Cell
Research & Therapy 6, 239.

Chen, J., Park, H. C., Addabbo, F., Ni, J., Pelger, E., Li, H., ... Goligorsky, M. S. (2008). Kidney-
derived mesenchymal stem cells contribute to vasculogenesis, angiogenesis and en-
dothelial repair. Kidney International 74, 879–889.

Chen, Y., Qian, H., Zhu, W., Zhang, X., Yan, Y., Ye, S., ... Xu, W. (2011). Hepatocyte growth
factor modification promotes the amelioration effects of human umbilical cordmesen-
chymal stem cells on rat acute kidney injury. Stem Cells and Development 20, 103–113.

Chieregato, K., Castegnaro, S., Madeo, D., Astori, G., Pegoraro, M., & Rodeghiero, F. (2011).
Epidermal growth factor, basic fibroblast growth factor and platelet-derived growth
factor-bb can substitute for fetal bovine serum and compete with human platelet-
rich plasma in the ex vivo expansion of mesenchymal stromal cells derived from ad-
ipose tissue. Cytotherapy 13, 933–943.

Cristobal, C., Segovia, J., Alonso-Pulpon, L. A., Castedo, E., Vargas, J. A., & Martinez, J. C.
(2010). Apoptosis and acute cellular rejection in human heart transplants. Revista
Española de Cardiología 63, 1061–1069.

van der Valk, J., Brunner, D., De Smet, K., Fex Svenningsen, A., Honegger, P., Knudsen, L. E.,
... Gstraunthaler, G. (2010). Optimization of chemically defined cell culture media–
replacing fetal bovine serum in mammalian in vitro methods. Toxicology In Vitro 24,
1053–1063.

van der Valk, J., Mellor, D., Brands, R., Fischer, R., Gruber, F., Gstraunthaler, G., ... Baumans,
V. (2004). The humane collection of fetal bovine serum and possibilities for serum-
free cell and tissue culture. Toxicology In Vitro 18, 1–12.

Drukker, M. (2008). Immunological Considerations for Cell Therapy Using Human Embryonic
Stem Cell Derivatives. Cambridge (MA): StemBook.

Drukker, M., Katchman, H., Katz, G., Even-Tov Friedman, S., Shezen, E., Hornstein, E., ...
Benvenisty, N. (2006). Human embryonic stem cells and their differentiated deriva-
tives are less susceptible to immune rejection than adult cells. Stem Cells 24, 221–229.

Du, Q., Tsuboi, N., Shi, Y., Ito, S., Sugiyama, Y., Furuhashi, K., ... Maruyama, S. (2016). Trans-
fusion of CD206(+) M2 macrophages ameliorates antibody-mediated glomerulone-
phritis in mice. The American Journal of Pathology 186, 3176–3188.

Eliopoulos, N., Zhao, J., Forner, K., Birman, E., Young, Y. K., & Bouchentouf, M. (2011).
Erythropoietin gene-enhanced marrow mesenchymal stromal cells decrease
cisplatin-induced kidney injury and improve survival of allogeneic mice. Molecular
Therapy 19, 2072–2083.

European Medicines Agency (2008). Non-clinical studies required before first clinical use of
gene therapy medicinal productsVol. 2017..

European Medicines Agency (2012). Quality, non-clinical and clinical aspects of medicinal
products containing genetically modified cellsVol. 2018..

Ezquer, F., Giraud-Billoud, M., Carpio, D., Cabezas, F., Conget, P., & Ezquer, M. (2015).
Proregenerative microenvironment triggered by donor mesenchymal stem cells pre-
serves renal function and structure in mice with severe diabetes mellitus. BioMed
Research International 2015, 164703.

Faul, F., Erdfelder, E., Lang, A. G., & Buchner, A. (2007). G*Power 3: A flexible statistical
power analysis program for the social, behavioral, and biomedical sciences.
Behavior Research Methods 39, 175–191.

Feng, G., Zhang, J., Li, Y., Nie, Y., Zhu, D., Wang, R., ... Li, Z. (2016). IGF-1 C domain-modified
hydrogel enhances cell therapy for AKI. Journal of the American Society of Nephrology
27, 2357–2369.

Feng, J., Lu, C., Dai, Q., Sheng, J., & Xu, M. (2018). SIRT3 facilitates amniotic fluid stem cells
to repair diabetic nephropathy through protecting mitochondrial homeostasis by
modulation of mitophagy. Cellular Physiology and Biochemistry 46, 1508–1524.

Ferenbach, D. A., Ramdas, V., Spencer, N., Marson, L., Anegon, I., Hughes, J., & Kluth, D. C.
(2010). Macrophages expressing heme oxygenase-1 improve renal function in ische-
mia/reperfusion injury. Molecular Therapy 18, 1706–1713.

Festing, M. F., & Altman, D. G. (2002). Guidelines for the design and statistical analysis of
experiments using laboratory animals. ILAR Journal 43, 244–258.

Fishman, J. A., Greenwald, M. A., & Grossi, P. A. (2012). Transmission of infection with
human allografts: Essential considerations in donor screening. Clinical Infectious
Diseases 55, 720–727.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pharmthera.2019.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pharmthera.2019.01.004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0175


209M. Mihajlovic et al. / Pharmacology & Therapeutics 197 (2019) 191–211
Food and Drug Administration (2013). Guidance for industry: Preclinical assessment of in-
vestigational cellular and gene therapy productsVol. 2017..

Franchi, F., Peterson, K. M., Xu, R., Miller, B., Psaltis, P. J., Harris, P. C., ... Rodriguez-Porcel,
M. (2014). Mesenchymal stromal cells improve renovascular function in polycystic
kidney disease. Cell Transplantation 24, 1687–1698.

Furuichi, K., Shintani, H., Sakai, Y., Ochiya, T., Matsushima, K., Kaneko, S., & Wada, T.
(2012). Effects of adipose-derived mesenchymal cells on ischemia-reperfusion injury
in kidney. Clinical and Experimental Nephrology 16, 679–689.

Gao, J., Liu, R., Wu, J., Liu, Z., Li, J., Zhou, J., ... Wang, C. (2012). The use of chitosan based
hydrogel for enhancing the therapeutic benefits of adipose-derived MSCs for acute
kidney injury. Biomaterials 33, 3673–3681.

Geng, Y., Zhang, L., Fu, B., Zhang, J., Hong, Q., Hu, J., ... Chen, X. (2014). Mesenchymal stem
cells ameliorate rhabdomyolysis-induced acute kidney injury via the activation of M2
macrophages. Stem Cell Research & Therapy 5, 80.

Gheisari, Y., Azadmanesh, K., Ahmadbeigi, N., Nassiri, S. M., Golestaneh, A. F., Naderi, M., ...
Zeinali, S. (2012). Genetic modification of mesenchymal stem cells to overexpress
CXCR4 and CXCR7 does not improve the homing and therapeutic potentials of
these cells in experimental acute kidney injury. Stem Cells and Development 21,
2969–2980.

Giam, M., & Rancati, G. (2015). Aneuploidy and chromosomal instability in cancer: A jack-
pot to chaos. Cell Div 10, 3.

Go, A. S., Chertow, G. M., Fan, D., McCulloch, C. E., & Hsu, C. Y. (2004). Chronic kidney dis-
ease and the risks of death, cardiovascular events, and hospitalization. The New
England Journal of Medicine 351, 1296–1305.

Goldring, C. E., Duffy, P. A., Benvenisty, N., Andrews, P.W., Ben-David, U., Eakins, R., ... Park,
B. K. (2011). Assessing the safety of stem cell therapeutics. Cell Stem Cell 8, 618–628.

Golle, L., Gerth, H. U., Beul, K., Heitplatz, B., Barth, P., Fobker, M., ... Brand, M. (2017). Bone
marrow-derived cells and their conditioned medium induce microvascular repair in
uremic rats by stimulation of endogenous repair mechanisms. Scientific Reports 7, 9444.

Greenwald, M. A., Kuehnert, M. J., & Fishman, J. A. (2012). Infectious disease transmission
during organ and tissue transplantation. Emerging Infectious Diseases 18, e1.

Gregorini, M., Corradetti, V., Rocca, C., Pattonieri, E. F., Valsania, T., Milanesi, S., ... Rampino,
T. (2016). Mesenchymal stromal cells prevent renal fibrosis in a rat model of unilat-
eral ureteral obstruction by suppressing the renin-angiotensin system via HuR. PLoS
One 11, e0148542.

Guiteras, R., Sola, A., Flaquer, M., Hotter, G., Torras, J., Grinyo, J. M., & Cruzado, J. M. (2017).
Macrophage Overexpressing NGAL Ameliorated Kidney Fibrosis in the UUO Mice
Model. Cellular Physiology and Biochemistry 42, 1945–1960.

Guo, J. K., Ardito, T. A., Kashgarian, M., & Krause, D. S. (2006). Prevention of mesangial
sclerosis by bone marrow transplantation. Kidney International 70, 910–913.

Hagiwara, M., Shen, B., Chao, L., & Chao, J. (2008). Kallikrein-modified mesenchymal stem
cell implantation provides enhanced protection against acute ischemic kidney injury
by inhibiting apoptosis and inflammation. Human Gene Therapy 19, 807–819.

Han, X., Zhao, L., Lu, G., Ge, J., Zhao, Y., Zu, S., ... Zhao, S. (2013). Improving outcomes of
acute kidney injury using mouse renal progenitor cells alone or in combination
with erythropoietin or suramin. Stem Cell Research & Therapy 4, 74.

Harrison, F., Yeagy, B. A., Rocca, C. J., Kohn, D. B., Salomon, D. R., & Cherqui, S. (2013). He-
matopoietic stem cell gene therapy for the multisystemic lysosomal storage disorder
cystinosis. Molecular Therapy 21, 433–444.

Herberts, C. A., Kwa, M. S., & Hermsen, H. P. (2011). Risk factors in the development of
stem cell therapy. Journal of Translational Medicine 9, 29.

Hill, N. R., Fatoba, S. T., Oke, J. L., Hirst, J. A., O'Callaghan, C. A., Lasserson, D. S., & Hobbs, F.
D. (2016). Global prevalence of chronic kidney disease - a systematic review and
meta-analysis. PLoS One 11 e0158765.

Hirst, J. A., Howick, J., Aronson, J. K., Roberts, N., Perera, R., Koshiaris, C., & Heneghan, C.
(2014). The need for randomization in animal trials: An overview of systematic re-
views. PLoS One 9, e98856.

Hooijmans, C. R., Leenaars, M., & Ritskes-Hoitinga, M. (2010). A gold standard publication
checklist to improve the quality of animal studies, to fully integrate the Three Rs, and
to make systematic reviews more feasible. Alternatives to Laboratory Animals 38,
167–182.

Hooijmans, C. R., Rovers, M. M., de Vries, R. B., Leenaars, M., Ritskes-Hoitinga, M., &
Langendam, M. W. (2014). SYRCLE's risk of bias tool for animal studies. BMC
Medical Research Methodology 14, 43.

Huang, Z. Y., Hong, L. Q., Na, N., Luo, Y., Miao, B., & Chen, J. (2012). Infusion of mesenchy-
mal stem cells overexpressing GDNF ameliorates renal function in nephrotoxic serum
nephritis. Cell Biochemistry and Function 30, 139–144.

Humes, H. D., Buffington, D. A., MacKay, S. M., Funke, A. J., & Weitzel, W. F. (1999). Re-
placement of renal function in uremic animals with a tissue-engineered kidney.
Nature Biotechnology 17, 451–455.

Humes, H. D., Weitzel, W. F., Bartlett, R. H., Swaniker, F. C., Paganini, E. P., Luderer, J. R., &
Sobota, J. (2004). Initial clinical results of the bioartificial kidney containing human
cells in ICU patients with acute renal failure. Kidney International 66, 1578–1588.

Humes, H. D., Weitzel, W. F., & Fissell, W. H. (2004). Renal cell therapy in the treatment of
patients with acute and chronic renal failure. Blood Purification 22, 60–72.

Huuskes, B. M., Wise, A. F., Cox, A. J., Lim, E. X., Payne, N. L., Kelly, D. J., ... Ricardo, S. D.
(2014). Combination therapy of mesenchymal stem cells and serelaxin effectively at-
tenuates renal fibrosis in obstructive nephropathy. The FASEB Journal 29, 540–553.

Imberti, B., Morigi, M., Tomasoni, S., Rota, C., Corna, D., Longaretti, L., ... Remuzzi, G. (2007).
Insulin-like growth factor-1 sustains stem cell mediated renal repair. Journal of the
American Society of Nephrology 18, 2921–2928.

Ingulli, E. (2010). Mechanism of cellular rejection in transplantation. Pediatric Nephrology
25, 61–74.

Jaar, B. G., Chang, A., & Plantinga, L. (2013). Can we improve quality of life of patients on
dialysis? Clinical Journal of the American Society of Nephrology 8, 1–4.
Jansen, J., Fedecostante, M., Wilmer, M. J., Peters, J. G., Kreuser, U. M., van den Broek, P. H.,
... Masereeuw, R. (2016). Bioengineered kidney tubules efficiently excrete uremic
toxins. Scientific Reports 6, 26715.

Jansen of Lorkeers, S. J, Doevendans, P. A., & Chamuleau, S. A. (2014). All preclinical trials
should be registered in advance in an online registry. European Journal of Clinical In-
vestigation 44, 891–892.

Jhamb, M., Weisbord, S. D., Steel, J. L., & Unruh, M. (2008). Fatigue in patients receiving
maintenance dialysis: A review of definitions, measures, and contributing factors.
American Journal of Kidney Diseases 52, 353–365.

Jia, X., Pan, J., Li, X., Li, N., Han, Y., Feng, X., & Cui, J. (2016). Bone marrow mesenchymal
stromal cells ameliorate angiogenesis and renal damage via promoting PI3k-Akt sig-
naling pathway activation in vivo. Cytotherapy 18, 838–845.

Jiang, M. H., Li, G., Liu, J., Liu, L., Wu, B., Huang, W., ... Xiang, A. P. (2015). Nestin(+) kidney
resident mesenchymal stem cells for the treatment of acute kidney ischemia injury.
Biomaterials 50, 56–66.

Jin, X., Xu, Q., Champion, K., & Kruth, H. S. (2015). Endotoxin contamination of apolipo-
protein A-I: Effect on macrophage proliferation–a cautionary tale. Atherosclerosis
240, 121–124.

Jochems, C. E., van der Valk, J. B., Stafleu, F. R., & Baumans, V. (2002). The use of fetal bo-
vine serum: Ethical or scientific problem? Alternatives to Laboratory Animals 30,
219–227.

Jonker, S. J., Menting, T. P., Warle, M. C., Ritskes-Hoitinga, M., & Wever, K. E. (2016). Pre-
clinical evidence for the efficacy of ischemic postconditioning against renal ischemia-
reperfusion injury, a systematic review and meta-analysis. PLoS One 11, e0150863.

Kainer, M. A., Linden, J. V., Whaley, D. N., Holmes, H. T., Jarvis, W. R., Jernigan, D. B., &
Archibald, L. K. (2004). Clostridium infections associated with musculoskeletal-
tissue allografts. The New England Journal of Medicine 350, 2564–2571.

Kankuri, E., Mervaala, E. E., Storvik, M., Ahola, A. M., Levijoki, J., Muller, D. N., ... Mervaala,
E. M. (2015). Exacerbation of acute kidney injury by bone marrow stromal cells from
rats with persistent renin-angiotensin system activation. Clinical Science (London, En-
gland) 128, 735–747.

Katayama, K., Kawano, M., Naito, I., Ishikawa, H., Sado, Y., Asakawa, N., ... Nomura, S.
(2008). Irradiation prolongs survival of Alport mice. J Am Soc Nephrol 19, 1692–1700.

Katsuoka, Y., Ohta, H., Fujimoto, E., Izuhara, L., Yokote, S., Kurihara, S., ... Yokoo, T. (2015).
Intra-arterial catheter system to repeatedly deliver mesenchymal stem cells in a rat
renal failure model. Clinical and Experimental Nephrology 20, 169–177.

Kelley, R., Bruce, A., Spencer, T., Werdin, E., Ilagan, R., Choudhury, S., ... Bertram, T. (2013).
A population of selected renal cells augments renal function and extends survival in
the ZSF1 model of progressive diabetic nephropathy. Cell Transplantation 22,
1023–1039.

Kelly, K. J., Kluve-Beckerman, B., Zhang, J., & Dominguez, J. H. (2010). Intravenous cell
therapy for acute renal failure with serum amyloid a protein-reprogrammed cells.
American Journal of Physiology. Renal Physiology 299, F453–F464.

Kelly, K. J., Zhang, J., Han, L., Kamocka, M., Miller, C., Gattone, V. H., 2nd, & Dominguez, J. H.
(2015). Improved Structure and Function in Autosomal Recessive Polycystic Rat Kid-
neys with Renal Tubular Cell Therapy. PLoS One 10, e0131677.

Kelly, K. J., Zhang, J., Han, L., Wang, M., Zhang, S., & Dominguez, J. H. (2013). Intravenous
renal cell transplantation with SAA1-positive cells prevents the progression of
chronic renal failure in rats with ischemic-diabetic nephropathy. American Journal
of Physiology. Renal Physiology 305, F1804–F1812.

Kelly, K. J., Zhang, J., Wang, M., Zhang, S., & Dominguez, J. H. (2012). Intravenous renal cell
transplantation for rats with acute and chronic renal failure. American Journal of Phys-
iology. Renal Physiology 303, F357–F365.

Kilkenny, C., Browne, W. J., Cuthill, I. C., Emerson, M., & Altman, D. G. (2010). Improving
bioscience research reporting: The ARRIVE guidelines for reporting animal research.
Journal of Pharmacology and Pharmacotherapeutics 1, 94–99.

Kimmelman, J., & Anderson, J. A. (2012). Should preclinical studies be registered? Nature
Biotechnology 30, 488–489.

Kinomura, M., Kitamura, S., Tanabe, K., Ichinose, K., Hirokoshi, K., Takazawa, Y., ... Makino,
H. (2008). Amelioration of cisplatin-induced acute renal injury by renal progenitor-
like cells derived from the adult rat kidney. Cell Transplantation 17, 143–158.

Kitamura, S., Yamasaki, Y., Kinomura, M., Sugaya, T., Sugiyama, H., Maeshima, Y., &
Makino, H. (2005). Establishment and characterization of renal progenitor like cells
from S3 segment of nephron in rat adult kidney. The FASEB Journal 19, 1789–1797.

Kluth, D. C., Ainslie, C. V., Pearce, W. P., Finlay, S., Clarke, D., Anegon, I., & Rees, A. J. (2001).
Macrophages transfectedwith adenovirus to express IL-4 reduce inflammation in ex-
perimental glomerulonephritis. Journal of Immunology 166, 4728–4736.

van Koppen, A., Joles, J. A., Bongartz, L. G., van den Brandt, J., Reichardt, H. M.,
Goldschmeding, R., ... Verhaar, M. C. (2012). Healthy bone marrow cells reduce pro-
gression of kidney failure better than CKD bonemarrow cells in rats with established
chronic kidney disease. Cell Transplantation 21, 2299–2312.

van Koppen, A., Papazova, D. A., Oosterhuis, N. R., Gremmels, H., Giles, R. H., Fledderus, J.
O., ... Verhaar, M. C. (2015). Ex vivo exposure of bone marrow from chronic kidney
disease donor rats to pravastatin limits renal damage in recipient rats with chronic
kidney disease. Stem Cell Research & Therapy 6, 63.

Krams, S. M., Egawa, H., Quinn, M. B., Villanueva, J. C., Garcia-Kennedy, R., & Martinez, O.
M. (1995). Apoptosis as a mechanism of cell death in liver allograft rejection.
Transplantation 59, 621–625.

Kucic, T., Copland, I. B., Cuerquis, J., Coutu, D. L., Chalifour, L. E., Gagnon, R. F., & Galipeau, J.
(2008). Mesenchymal stromal cells genetically engineered to overexpress IGF-I en-
hance cell-based gene therapy of renal failure-induced anemia. American Journal of
Physiology. Renal Physiology 295, F488–F496.

Lameire, N., Van Biesen, W., & Vanholder, R. (2009). Did 20 years of technological innova-
tions in hemodialysis contribute to better patient outcomes? Clinical Journal of the
American Society of Nephrology 4(Suppl. 1), S30–S40.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0465
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0465
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0465


210 M. Mihajlovic et al. / Pharmacology & Therapeutics 197 (2019) 191–211
Laurent, L. C., Ulitsky, I., Slavin, I., Tran, H., Schork, A., Morey, R., ... Loring, J. F. (2011). Dy-
namic changes in the copy number of pluripotency and cell proliferation genes in
human ESCs and iPSCs during reprogramming and time in culture. Cell Stem Cell 8,
106–118.

LeBleu, V., Sugimoto, H., Mundel, T. M., Gerami-Naini, B., Finan, E., Miller, C. A., Gattone, V.
H., Lu, L., Shield, C. F., Folkman, J., & Kalluri, R. (2009). Stem cell therapies benefit
Alport syndrome. J Am Soc Nephrol 20, 2359–2370.

Lee, M., Jeong, S. Y., Ha, J., Kim, M., Jin, H. J., Kwon, S. J., ... Jeon, H. B. (2014). Low immu-
nogenicity of allogeneic human umbilical cord blood-derived mesenchymal stem
cells in vitro and in vivo. Biochemical and Biophysical Research Communications 446,
983–989.

Lee, P. Y., Chien, Y., Chiou, G. Y., Lin, C. H., Chiou, C. H., & Tarng, D. C. (2012). Induced plu-
ripotent stem cells without c-Myc attenuate acute kidney injury via downregulating
the signaling of oxidative stress and inflammation in ischemia-reperfusion rats. Cell
Transplantation 21, 2569–2585.

Lee, S. J., Ryu, M. O., Seo, M. S., Park, S. B., Ahn, J. O., Han, S. M., ... Youn, H. Y. (2017). Mes-
enchymal stem cells contribute to improvement of renal function in a canine kidney
injury model. In Vivo 31, 1115–1124.

Lefaucheur, C., Loupy, A., Vernerey, D., Duong-Van-Huyen, J. P., Suberbielle, C., Anglicheau,
D., ... Jouven, X. (2013). Antibody-mediated vascular rejection of kidney allografts: A
population-based study. Lancet 381, 313–319.

Levey, A. S., Atkins, R., Coresh, J., Cohen, E. P., Collins, A. J., Eckardt, K. U., ... Eknoyan, G.
(2007). Chronic kidney disease as a global public health problem: Approaches and
initiatives - a position statement from Kidney Disease improving Global Outcomes.
Kidney International 72, 247–259.

Levey, A. S., & Coresh, J. (2012). Chronic kidney disease. Lancet 379, 165–180.
Lewington, A. J., Cerda, J., & Mehta, R. L. (2013). Raising awareness of acute kidney injury:

A global perspective of a silent killer. Kidney International 84, 457–467.
Li, B., Morioka, T., Uchiyama, M., & Oite, T. (2006). Bone marrow cell infusion ameliorates

progressive glomerulosclerosis in an experimental rat model. Kidney International 69,
323–330.

Li, J., Deane, J. A., Campanale, N. V., Bertram, J. F., & Ricardo, S. D. (2006). Blockade of p38
mitogen-activated protein kinase and TGF-beta1/Smad signaling pathways rescues
bone marrow-derived peritubular capillary endothelial cells in adriamycin-induced
nephrosis. J Am Soc Nephrol 17, 2799–2811.

Li, L., Baroja, M. L., Majumdar, A., Chadwick, K., Rouleau, A., Gallacher, L., ... Bhatia, M.
(2004). Human embryonic stem cells possess immune-privileged properties. Stem
Cells 22, 448–456.

Li, L., Black, R., Ma, Z., Yang, Q., Wang, A., & Lin, F. (2012). Use of mouse hematopoietic
stem and progenitor cells to treat acute kidney injury. American Journal of Physiology.
Renal Physiology 302, F9–F19.

Li, Q., Tian, S. F., Guo, Y., Niu, X., Hu, B., Guo, S. C., ... Wang, Y. (2015). Transplantation of
induced pluripotent stem cell-derived renal stem cells improved acute kidney injury.
Cell & Bioscience 5, 45.

Li, Y., Yan, M., Yang, J., Raman, I., Du, Y., Min, S., ... Li, Q. Z. (2014). Glutathione S-transferase
Mu 2-transduced mesenchymal stem cells ameliorated anti-glomerular basement
membrane antibody-induced glomerulonephritis by inhibiting oxidation and inflam-
mation. Stem Cell Research & Therapy 5, 19.

Lin, F., Cordes, K., Li, L., Hood, L., Couser, W. G., Shankland, S. J., & Igarashi, P. (2003). He-
matopoietic stem cells contribute to the regeneration of renal tubules after renal
ischemia-reperfusion injury in mice. Journal of American Society of Nephrology 14,
1188–1199.

Lira, R., Oliveira, M., Martins, M., Silva, C., Carvalho, S., Stumbo, A. C., ... de Carvalho, L.
(2017). Transplantation of bone marrow-derived MSCs improves renal function
and Na(+)+K(+)-ATPase activity in rats with renovascular hypertension. Cell and
Tissue Research 369, 287–301.

Little, M. H., & Kairath, P. (2016). Regenerative medicine in kidney disease. Kidney
International 90, 289–299.

Liu, N., Patzak, A., & Zhang, J. (2013). CXCR4-overexpressing bone marrow-derived mes-
enchymal stem cells improve repair of acute kidney injury. American Journal of Phys-
iology. Renal Physiology 305, F1064–F1073.

Liu, N., Wang, H., Han, G., Tian, J., Hu, W., & Zhang, J. (2015). Alleviation of apoptosis of
bone marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells in the acute injured kidney by
heme oxygenase-1 gene modification. The International Journal of Biochemistry &
Cell Biology 69, 85–94.

Liu, P., Feng, Y., Dong, D., Liu, X., Chen, Y., Wang, Y., & Zhou, Y. (2016). Enhanced
renoprotective effect of IGF-1 modified human umbilical cord-derived mesenchymal
stem cells on gentamicin-induced acute kidney injury. Scientific Reports 6, 20287.

Liu, X., Li, W., Fu, X., & Xu, Y. (2017). The Immunogenicity and Immune Tolerance of Plu-
ripotent Stem Cell Derivatives. Frontiers in Immunology 8, 645.

Liu, X., Shen,W., Yang, Y., & Liu, G. (2011). Therapeutic implications of mesenchymal stem
cells transfected with hepatocyte growth factor transplanted in rat kidney with uni-
lateral ureteral obstruction. Journal of Pediatric Surgery 46, 537–545.

Luo, C. J., Zhang, F. J., Zhang, L., Geng, Y. Q., Li, Q. G., Hong, Q., ... Chen, X. M. (2014). Mes-
enchymal stem cells ameliorate sepsis-associated acute kidney injury in mice. Shock
41, 123–129.

Lv, S., Cheng, J., Sun, A., Li, J., Wang,W., Guan, G., ... Su, M. (2014). Mesenchymal stem cells
transplantation ameliorates glomerular injury in streptozotocin-induced diabetic ne-
phropathy in rats via inhibiting oxidative stress. Diabetes Research and Clinical Practice
104, 143–154.

Mayshar, Y., Ben-David, U., Lavon, N., Biancotti, J. C., Yakir, B., Clark, A. T., ... Benvenisty, N.
(2010). Identification and classification of chromosomal aberrations in human in-
duced pluripotent stem cells. Cell Stem Cell 7, 521–531.

Monteiro Carvalho Mori da Cunha, M. C. M., G., M., Zia, S., Oliveira Arcolino, F., Carlon, M.
S., Beckmann, D. V., ... Toelen, J. (2015). Amniotic fluid derived stem cells with a renal
progenitor phenotype inhibit interstitial fibrosis in renal ischemia and reperfusion in-
jury in rats. PLoS One 10, e0136145.

Mori da Cunha, M. G., Zia, S., Beckmann, D. V., Carlon, M. S., Arcolino, F. O., Albersen, M., ...
Toelen, J. (2017). Vascular Endothelial Growth Factor Up-regulation in Human Amni-
otic Fluid Stem Cell Enhances Nephroprotection After Ischemia-Reperfusion Injury in
the Rat. Critical Care Medicine 45, e86–e96.

Oliveira, R. L., Chagastelles, P. C., Sesterheim, P., & Pranke, P. (2017). In Vivo Immunogenic
Response to Allogeneic Mesenchymal Stem Cells and the Role of PreactivatedMesen-
chymal Stem Cells Cotransplanted with Allogeneic Islets. Stem Cells International
2017, 9824698.

Orlando, G., Booth, C., Wang, Z., Totonelli, G., Ross, C. L., Moran, E., ... Soker, S. (2013).
Discarded human kidneys as a source of ECM scaffold for kidney regeneration tech-
nologies. Biomaterials 34, 5915–5925.

Ortiz, A., Covic, A., Fliser, D., Fouque, D., Goldsmith, D., Kanbay, M., ... Board of the, E.-m.W.
G. o. E. R. A. E (2014). Epidemiology, contributors to, and clinical trials of mortality
risk in chronic kidney failure. Lancet 383, 1831–1843.

Ornellas, F. M., Ornellas, D. S., Martini, S. V., Castiglione, R. C., Ventura, G. M., Rocco, P. R.,
Gutfilen, B., de Souza, S. A., Takiya, C. M., & Morales, M. M. (2017). Bone Marrow-
Derived Mononuclear Cell Therapy Accelerates Renal Ischemia-Reperfusion Injury
Recovery by Modulating Inflammatory, Antioxidant and Apoptotic Related Mole-
cules. Cell Physiol Biochem 41, 1736–1752.

Ozbek, E., Adas, G., Otunctemur, A., Duruksu, G., Koc, B., Polat, E. C., ... Karaoz, E. (2015).
Role of mesenchymal stem cells transfected with vascular endothelial growth factor
in maintaining renal structure and function in rats with unilateral ureteral obstruc-
tion. Experimental and Clinical Transplantation 13, 262–272.

Pacurari, M., Xing, D., Hilgers, R. H., Guo, Y. Y., Yang, Z., & Hage, F. G. (2013). Endothelial
cell transfusion ameliorates endothelial dysfunction in 5/6 nephrectomized rats.
American Journal of Physiology. Heart and Circulatory Physiology 305, H1256–H1264.

Papazova, D. A., Oosterhuis, N. R., Gremmels, H., van Koppen, A., Joles, J. A., & Verhaar, M.
C. (2015). Cell-based therapies for experimental chronic kidney disease: A systematic
review and meta-analysis. Disease Models & Mechanisms 8, 281–293.

Prodromidi, E. I., Poulsom, R., Jeffery, R., Roufosse, C. A., Pollard, P. J., Pusey, C. D., & Cook,
H. T. (2006). Bone marrow-derived cells contribute to podocyte regeneration and
amelioration of renal disease in a mouse model of Alport syndrome. Stem Cells 24,
2448–2455.

Rampino, T., Gregorini, M., Bedino, G., Piotti, G., Gabanti, E., Ibatici, A., ... Dal Canton, A.
(2011). Mesenchymal stromal cells improve renal injury in anti-Thy 1 nephritis by
modulating inflammatory cytokines and scatter factors. Clinical Science (London, En-
gland) 120, 25–36.

Rebuzzini, P., Zuccotti, M., Redi, C. A., & Garagna, S. (2015). Chromosomal abnormalities in
embryonic and somatic stem cells. Cytogenetic and Genome Research 147, 1–9.

Ritskes-Hoitinga, M., &Wever, K. (2018). Improving the conduct, reporting, and appraisal
of animal research. BMJ 360, j4935.

Roudkenar, M. H., Halabian, R., Tehrani, H. A., Amiri, F., Jahanian-Najafabadi, A.,
Roushandeh, A. M., ... Kuwahara, Y. (2018). Lipocalin 2 enhances mesenchymal stem
cell-based cell therapy in acute kidney injury rat model. Cytotechnology 70, 103–117.

Ruan, G. P., Xu, F., Li, Z. A., Zhu, G. X., Pang, R. Q., Wang, J. X., ... Pan, X. H. (2013). Induced
autologous stem cell transplantation for treatment of rabbit renal interstitial fibrosis.
PLoS One 8, e83507.

Saito, A., Sawada, K., Fujimura, S., Suzuki, H., Hirukawa, T., Tatsumi, R., ... Kakuta, T. (2012).
Evaluation of bioartificial renal tubule device prepared with lifespan-extended
human renal proximal tubular epithelial cells. Nephrology, Dialysis, Transplantation
27, 3091–3099.

Schrepfer, S., Deuse, T., Reichenspurner, H., Fischbein,M. P., Robbins, R. C., & Pelletier, M. P.
(2007). Stem cell transplantation: The lung barrier. Transplantation Proceedings 39,
573–576.

Sharpe, M. E., Morton, D., & Rossi, A. (2012). Nonclinical safety strategies for stem cell
therapies. Toxicology and Applied Pharmacology 262, 223–231.

Shuai, L., Li, X., He, Q., Dang, X., Chen, H., Zhou, P., ... He, X. (2012). Angiogenic effect of en-
dothelial progenitor cells transfected with telomerase reverse transcriptase on
peritubular microvessel in five out of six subtotal nephrectomy rats. Renal Failure
34, 1270–1280.

Si, X., Liu, X., Li, J., & Wu, X. (2015). Transforming growth factor-beta1 promotes homing
of bone marrow mesenchymal stem cells in renal ischemia-reperfusion injury.
International Journal of Clinical and Experimental Pathology 8, 12368–12378.

Solomon, E., Borrow, J., & Goddard, A. D. (1991). Chromosome aberrations and cancer.
Science 254, 1153–1160.

Song, Y., Peng, C., Lv, S., Cheng, J., Liu, S., Wen, Q., ... Liu, G. (2017). Adipose-derived stem
cells ameliorate renal interstitial fibrosis through inhibition of EMT and inflammatory
response via TGF-beta1 signaling pathway. International Immunopharmacology 44,
115–122.

Sugimoto, H., Mundel, T. M., Sund, M., Xie, L., Cosgrove, D., & Kalluri, R. (2006). Bone-mar-
row-derived stem cells repair basement membrane collagen defects and reverse ge-
netic kidney disease. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United
States of America 103, 7321–7326.

Syres, K., Harrison, F., Tadlock, M., Jester, J. V., Simpson, J., Roy, S., ... Cherqui, S. (2009).
Successful treatment of the murine model of cystinosis using bonemarrow cell trans-
plantation. Blood 114, 2542–2552.

Takahashi, H., Sawada, K., Kakuta, T., Suga, T., Hanai, K., Kanai, G., ... Saito, A. (2013). Eval-
uation of bioartificial renal tubule device prepared with human renal proximal tubu-
lar epithelial cells cultured in serum-free medium. Journal of Artificial Organs 16,
368–375.

Takasato, M., Er, P. X., Chiu, H. S., Maier, B., Baillie, G. J., Ferguson, C., ... Little, M. H. (2015).
Kidney organoids from human iPS cells contain multiple lineages and model human
nephrogenesis. Nature 526, 564–568.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0470
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0470
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0470
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0470
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf9019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf9019
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0475
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0475
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0475
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0475
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0480
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0480
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0480
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0480
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0500
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0550
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0550
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0555
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0555
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0555
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0565
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0565
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0565
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0570
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0570
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0590
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0590
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0615
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0615
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf2020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf2020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf2020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf2020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0620
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0620
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0620
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0625
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0625
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0625
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0635
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0635
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0635
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0650
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0650
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0655
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0655
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0670
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0670
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0685
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0685
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0685
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0690
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0690
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0700
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0700
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0700
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0700
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0705
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0705
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0715
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0715


211M. Mihajlovic et al. / Pharmacology & Therapeutics 197 (2019) 191–211
Tang, Q., Wu, H., Lei, J., Yi, C., Xu, W., Lan, W., ... Liu, C. (2018). HIF1alpha deletion facili-
tates adipose stem cells to repair renal fibrosis in diabetic mice. In Vitro Cellular &
Developmental Biology. Animal 54, 272–286.

Terasaki, P. I., & Cai, J. (2005). Humoral theory of transplantation: Further evidence.
Current Opinion in Immunology 17, 541–545.

Tian, S. F., Jiang, Z. Z., Liu, Y. M., Niu, X., Hu, B., Guo, S. C., ... Wang, Y. (2017). Human urine-
derived stem cells contribute to the repair of ischemic acute kidney injury in rats.
Molecular Medicine Reports 16, 5541–5548.

Togel, F., Cohen, A., Zhang, P., Yang, Y., Hu, Z., & Westenfelder, C. (2009). Autologous and
allogeneic marrow stromal cells are safe and effective for the treatment of acute kid-
ney injury. Stem Cells and Development 18, 475–485.

Togel, F., Yang, Y., Zhang, P., Hu, Z., &Westenfelder, C. (2008). Bioluminescence imaging to
monitor the in vivo distribution of administered mesenchymal stem cells in acute
kidney injury. American Journal of Physiology. Renal Physiology 295, F315–F321.

Togel, F., Zhang, P., Hu, Z., & Westenfelder, C. (2009). VEGF is a mediator of the
renoprotective effects of multipotent marrow stromal cells in acute kidney injury.
Journal of Cellular and Molecular Medicine 13, 2109–2114.

Toyohara, T., Mae, S., Sueta, S., Inoue, T., Yamagishi, Y., Kawamoto, T., ... Osafune, K.
(2015). Cell therapy using human induced pluripotent stem cell-derived renal
progenitors ameliorates acute kidney injury in mice. Stem Cells Translational
Medicine 4, 980–992.

Tsuda, H., Yamahara, K., Ishikane, S., Otani, K., Nakamura, A., Sawai, K., ... Ikeda, T. (2010).
Allogenic fetal membrane-derived mesenchymal stem cells contribute to renal repair
in experimental glomerulonephritis. American Journal of Physiology. Renal Physiology
299, F1004–F1013.

Tsuda, H., Yamahara, K., Otani, K., Okumi, M., Yazawa, K., Kaimori, J. Y., ... Isaka, Y. (2014).
Transplantation of allogenic fetal membrane-derived mesenchymal stem cells pro-
tects against ischemia/reperfusion-induced acute kidney injury. Cell Transplantation
23, 889–899.

Tugwell, B. D., Patel, P. R., Williams, I. T., Hedberg, K., Chai, F., Nainan, O. V., ... Cieslak, P. R.
(2005). Transmission of hepatitis C virus to several organ and tissue recipients from
an antibody-negative donor. Annals of Internal Medicine 143, 648–654.

Uchida, N., Kushida, Y., Kitada, M., Wakao, S., Kumagai, N., Kuroda, Y., ... Dezawa, M.
(2017). Beneficial Effects of Systemically Administered Human Muse Cells in
Adriamycin Nephropathy. J Am Soc Nephrol 28, 2946–2960.

Vanholder, R., Baurmeister, U., Brunet, P., Cohen, G., Glorieux, G., Jankowski, J., & European
Uremic Toxin Work, G. (2008). A bench to bedside view of uremic toxins. J Am Soc
Nephrol 19, 863–870.

de Vries, R. B. M., Hooijmans, C. R., Langendam, M. W., Van Luijk, L., Leenaars, M., Ritskes-
Hoitinga, M., &Wever, K. E. (2015). A protocol format for the preparation, registration
and publication of systematic reviews of animal intervention studies. Evidence-based
Preclinical Medicine 2, 1–9.

Wang, G., Zhang, Q., Zhuo, Z., Wu, S., Liu, Z., Xia, H., ... Gao, Y. (2016). Effects of diagnostic
ultrasound-targeted microbubble destruction on the homing ability of bone marrow
stromal cells to the kidney parenchyma. European Radiology 26, 3006–3016.

Wang, G., Zhang, Q., Zhuo, Z., Wu, S., Xu, Y., Zou, L., ... Gao, Y. (2016). Enhanced homing of
CXCR-4 modified bone marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells to acute kidney in-
jury tissues by micro-bubble-mediated ultrasound exposure. Ultrasound in Medicine
& Biology 42, 539–548.

Wang, G., Zhuo, Z., Yang, B., Wu, S., Xu, Y., Liu, Z., ... Gao, Y. (2015). Enhanced homing abil-
ity and retention of bone marrow stromal cells to diabetic nephropathy by
microbubble-mediated diagnostic ultrasound irradiation. Ultrasound in Medicine &
Biology 41, 2977–2989.

Weaver, B. A., & Cleveland, D. W. (2006). Does aneuploidy cause cancer? Current Opinion
in Cell Biology 18, 658–667.

Weiner, D. E., Carpenter, M. A., Levey, A. S., Ivanova, A., Cole, E. H., Hunsicker, L., ... Bostom,
A. G. (2012). Kidney function and risk of cardiovascular disease and mortality in kid-
ney transplant recipients: The FAVORIT trial. American Journal of Transplantation 12,
2437–2445.

Wessman, S. J., & Levings, R. L. (1999). Benefits and risks due to animal serum used in cell
culture production. Developments in Biological Standardization 99, 3–8.

Wever, K. E., Hooijmans, C. R., Riksen, N. P., Sterenborg, T. B., Sena, E. S., Ritskes-Hoitinga,
M., & Warle, M. C. (2015). Determinants of the Efficacy of Cardiac Ischemic Precondi-
tioning: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Animal Studies. PLoS One 10,
e0142021.

WHO Recommendations for the evaluation of animal cell cultures as substrates for the
manufacture of biological medicinal products and for the characterization of cell
banks (2010). Geneva, World Health Organization (WHO Expert Committee on Biologi-
cal Standardization. Sixty-first report; WHO Technical Report Series, No. 978, Annex 3).

Wise, A. F., Williams, T. M., Kiewiet, M. B., Payne, N. L., Siatskas, C., Samuel, C. S., & Ricardo,
S. D. (2014). Human mesenchymal stem cells alter macrophage phenotype and pro-
mote regeneration via homing to the kidney following ischemia-reperfusion injury.
American Journal of Physiology. Renal Physiology 306, F1222–F1235.

Yamagishi, H., Yokoo, T., Imasawa, T., Mitarai, T., Kawamura, T., & Utsunomiya, Y. (2001).
Genetically modified bone marrow-derived vehicle cells site specifically deliver an
anti-inflammatory cytokine to inflamed interstitium of obstructive nephropathy.
Journal of Immunology 166, 609–616.

Yokote, S., Katsuoka, Y., Yamada, A., Ohkido, I., & Yokoo, T. (2017). Effect of adipose-
derived mesenchymal stem cell transplantation on vascular calcification in rats
with adenine-induced kidney disease. Scientific Reports 7, 14036.

Yuan, X., Wang, X., Chen, C., Zhou, J., & Han, M. (2017). Bone mesenchymal stem cells
ameliorate ischemia/reperfusion-induced damage in renal epithelial cells via
microRNA-223. Stem Cell Research & Therapy 8, 146.

Yuzeng, Q., Weiyang, H., Xin, G., Qingson, Z., Youlin, K., & Ke, R. (2014). Effects of trans-
plantation with marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells modified with survivin
on renal ischemia-reperfusion injury in mice. Yonsei Medical Journal 55, 1130–1137.

Zambon, J. P., Magalhaes, R. S., Ko, I., Ross, C. L., Orlando, G., Peloso, A., ... Yoo, J. J. (2014).
Kidney regeneration: Where we are and future perspectives. World Journal of
Nephrology 3, 24–30.

Zhang, H., Jin, Y., Chen, X., Jin, C., Law, S., Tsao, S. W., & Kwong, Y. L. (2006). Cytogenetic
aberrations in immortalization of esophageal epithelial cells. Cancer Genetics and
Cytogenetics 165, 25–35.

Zhen-Qiang, F., Bing-Wei, Y., Yong-Liang, L., Xiang-Wei, W., Shan-Hong, Y., Yuan-Ning, Z.,
... Ye, G. (2012). Localized expression of human BMP-7 by BM-MSCs enhances renal
repair in an in vivo model of ischemia-reperfusion injury. Genes to Cells 17, 53–64.

Zhu, F., Chong Lee Shin, O. L. S., Pei, G., Hu, Z., Yang, J., Zhu, H., ... Yao, Y. (2017). Adipose-
derived mesenchymal stem cells employed exosomes to attenuate AKI-CKD transi-
tion through tubular epithelial cell dependent Sox9 activation. Oncotarget 8,
70707–70726.

Zhuo, W., Liao, L., Fu, Y., Xu, T., Wu, W., Yang, S., & Tan, J. (2013). Efficiency of endovenous
versus arterial administration of mesenchymal stem cells for ischemia-reperfusion-
induced renal dysfunction in rats. Transplantation Proceedings 45, 503–510.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0725
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0725
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0745
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0745
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0745
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0765
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0765
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0770
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0770
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0805
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0805
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0815
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0815
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0825
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0825
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0835
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0835
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0835
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0855
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0855
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0860
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0860
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0860
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0875
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0875
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0163-7258(19)30010-5/rf0875

	Are cell-�based therapies for kidney disease safe? A systematic review of preclinical evidence
	1. Introduction
	2. Analysis
	2.1. Review protocol and amendments
	2.2. Literature search
	2.3. Inclusion and exclusion criteria
	2.4. Data extraction and analysis
	2.5. Assessment of methodological quality

	3. Results
	3.1. Study selection and characteristics
	3.2. Reporting quality and internal validity of studies
	3.3. Kidney disease cell therapy-related adverse effects
	3.4. Immunogenicity, cell rejection and tissue damage
	3.5. Tumorigenicity, oncogenicity and teratoma formation
	3.6. Biodistribution of administered cells
	3.7. Contamination with microorganisms or adventitious agents and reactivation of latent viruses
	3.8. Animal survival

	4. Discussion
	5. Conclusions
	Conflict of interest statement
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


