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Abstract

Retroperitoneal fibrosis (RPF) is a rare autoimmune disease with fibrous tissue growth and
inflammation in retroperitoneum, whose development could encase surrounding organs and lead
to severe conditions. Its current treatments involve long-term uptake of glucocorticoids (e.g.,
prednisone) for controlling inflammation; however, side effects are common, triggering search for
replacement therapies. Here, we surveyed gene-disease databases and discovered that mTOR
displayed significant changes in RPF, which we confirmed by immunohistological staining. Next,
we inferred from drug-gene databases that mTOR inhibitor compound sirolimus could affect most
biological pathways in RPF. We then designed a combined therapy in which a gradual reduction of
prednisone was prescribed with a long-term, stable dosage of sirolimus. We implemented a
single-arm clinical trial in RPF patients and assessed the treatment effects at three timepoints (0,
12 weeks and 48 weeks of treatment). By assessing fibrous tissue mass by computed
tomography, inflammation markers and kidney functions by lab tests, immune cell types and
abundances by flow cytometry, and plasma inflammation-related proteins by Olink proteomics,
we revealed that our combined therapy resulted in significant fibrosis remission and an overall
regression of the immune system towards healthy states. In addition, no obvious side effects
were observed. We concluded that this new therapy had the potential to replace long-term
steroid monotherapy for treating RPF.
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Introduction
Retroperitoneal fibrosis (RPF), also called Ormond's disease, periureteritis fibrosa, periureteritis
plastica, chronic periureteritis, and fibrous retroperitonitis, is a rare autoimmune disease
characterized by the presence of inflammatory and fibrous tissue in the retroperitoneum. Its
prevalence is estimated at 1.4 cases/100,000 inhabitants and incidence at 0.1-1.3 cases/100,000
persons per year [1,2]. Typical symptoms of RPF include pain in the lower back and abdomen,
weight loss, fever, nausea and anemia. In severe cases, the growth of the fibrous tissue can
encase important organs, such as the abdominal aorta, iliac arteries and ureters, causing
inflammatory abdominal aortic aneurysm and ureteral obstruction [3]. Importantly, ureteral
obstruction occurs in about 60-80% of cases and often causes chronic kidney disease, end-stage
renal diseases and kidney atrophy [1].

RPF may be primary (idiopathic) or secondary. Idiopathic RPF develops with no known etiology
and accounts for more than 70 percent of the cases [1,2]. Some of the RPF patients have elevated
immunoglobulin G4 (IgG4) levels, multi-organ inflammation and fibrosis, hence belonging to
IgG4-related diseases (IgG4-RD), whereas others have normal IgG4 levels [4]. Secondary RPF
often results from infections, malignancy, drugs, retroperitoneal hemorrhage or various other
disorders. Risk factors of RPF include genetic predisposition, e.g., the HLA‑DRB1*03 allele [5], and
environmental exposures including asbestos and smoking [6].

Biological mechanisms of RPF have begun to emerge [1]. It has been shown that recruitment of
CD4+ T cells in the lesions would release cytokines, such as interleukin (IL)-6 and IL-21, and attract
B cells to form germinal centers (GCs) in which cytokines including IL-4, IL-6, IL-10, IL-13 and
eotaxin-1 are further produced. Additional immune cells such as eosinophils and mast cells are
found in the microenvironment. With a complex interaction among the cells and cytokines,
fibroblasts ultimately differentiate into myofibroblasts and produce massive amounts of collagen,
forming the fibrous mass. Many of these reactions resemble other autoimmune conditions that
involve fibrosis, such as systemic sclerosis (SSc) and interstitial lung disease (ILD) [7,8].

The current mainstay therapy for idiopathic RPF is synthetic glucocorticoids, e.g., prednisone, for
suppressing inflammatory responses [9,10]. These are steroid hormones that mimic the
endogenous hormone cortisol in both its structural and pharmacological features. Prednisone are
small, lipophilic substances that can diffuse through the cell membrane and bind to the
glucocorticoid receptors in cytoplasm, forming complexes. These complexes exert
immunosuppressive effects in several ways [11]. First, they can bind to transcription factors and
repress transcription of pro-inflammatory cytokines, such as IL-1, IL-2, IL-6, IL-8, tumor necrosis
factor (TNF), interferon (IFN)-gamma, Cox-2, vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) and
prostaglandins. Furthermore, the complexes can activate other transcription factors, leading to
the production of anti-inflammatory cytokines, such as IL-10, nuclear factor kappa B (NF-κB)
inhibitor, and lipocortin-1. In addition, high doses of glucocorticoids act via non-transcriptional
mechanisms by binding to the glucocorticoid receptors in immune cells and therefore impair
their signal transduction and immune responses. Other effects include decreasing the number of
immune cells, reducing proliferation of fibroblasts, decreasing phagocytosis and antigen
presentation by macrophages, inhibiting metalloproteinases collagenase and stromelysin, etc.

While glucocorticoids have been established in the last decade as a standard medication to treat
idiopathic RPF, side effects of steroid hormones are often observed, especially when used for
extended periods [12]. In clinical practices, glucocorticoids are prescribed at a dosage of 0.6-1
mg/kg/day for patients without contraindications, and then tapered to a minimal dosage
(generally equivalent to less than 7.5 mg per day of prednisone) or stopped. However, reducing
dosages triggers more frequent disease recurrence varying from 17.6 to 72% [1,13-16]. An
effective and safe therapy has yet to be defined for RPF.
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Here we leveraged drug target databases and identified in silico potential chemical compounds
that could impact RPF. First, we discovered that the PI3K-mTOR-AKT pathway was highly activated
in RPF tissues, and sirolimus, an mTOR inhibitor, appeared as a good treatment candidate as it
targeted most of the biological pathways in RPF. Next, we designed a single-arm clinical trial of a
combined therapy with prednisone and sirolimus, and assessed their effects on RPF patients in a
48-week follow-up study. Our results showed that this combined therapy effectively reduced
fibrous mass and restored immune profiles in RPF patients, suggesting it has potential to replace
the long-term monotherapy of steroid hormone for RPF.

Results
mTOR pathway was highly activated in RPF
Searching the human gene-disease databases MalaCards [17] and DisGenet [18], 14 genes in
total appeared as relevant to RPF (Supplemental Table 1). The genes identified in MalaCards were
enriched for cytotoxicity and kinase pathways, while the genes in DisGenet were enriched for
cytokine and chemokine pathways (adjusted P < 0.05). Interestingly, only two genes overlapped,
suggesting the two databases captured different biological aspects of the disease (Supplemental
Fig 1). Next, we searched in GeneCards for RPF, which was an ensemble knowledgebase
integrating genome, transcriptome, proteome, genetics, clinical and functional information from
around 150 web sources [19]. The search resulted in around 500 genes, covering nearly all the
enriched gene ontology (GO) terms and pathway terms (Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and
Genomes, KEGG) by the previous MalaCards and DisGenet analyses, corroborating the diverse
disease biology. For a broad understanding of the pathology of RPF, we pooled all the genes
identified from the three databases and performed enrichment analysis collectively. A few key
signaling pathways were discovered, including the mammalian target of rapamycin (mTOR)
pathway and its associated phosphoinositide-3-kinase (PI3K)- Akt pathway (Figure 1A).

For validating their activities, we used antibodies to stained the key molecules mTOR and its two
downstream signaling molecules, phospho-S6K (p-S6K) in mTOR-complex 1 and phospho-AKT
(p-Akt) in mTOR-complex 2; in addition, we examined them at three locations of the fibrous
tissues: the germinal centers (GC) where the fibrosis was most dense with a high infiltration of T
and B cells, the peripheral that was proximal to the GCs, and normal controls (Figure 1B-1D). As
normal controls were hard to obtain in healthy individuals, we chose the mesenteric root tissue
biopsies derived from early-diagnosed colon cancer patients who were confirmed by pathological
examination to have no lymphatic metastasis at the time of biopsy. We observed > 90% of cells
stained for mTOR and p-S6K in the fibrous tissues, whether in the GCs or peripherals. p-AKT was
also activated, albeit to a lesser degree. Therefore, we concluded that mTOR-complex 1 was
highly activated in both the GC and peripheral of the fibrous tissues.

The mTOR inhibitor Sirolimus affects most of the RPF pathways
Learning of the high mTOR activity in RPF, we analyzed in silico if the mTOR inhibitor compound,
sirolimus, could potentially target RPF pathways. Sirolimus, also known as rapamycin, is an
immunosuppressive drug that binds to the intracellular protein FKBP-12, forming a complex that
targets the kinase mTOR, leading to inhibition of cytokine receptor-dependent signal
transduction, deactivation and anti-proliferation of T cells and B cells, selective increase of
functional regulatory T cells, and inhibition of antibody production [20]. Importantly, it inhibits
fibroblasts proliferation [21]. Sirolimus has been used in clinical practices for coating coronary
stents [22], preventing rejection in organ transplantation [23], and treating autoimmune diseases
[24-26], such as lymphoproliferative syndrome, systemic lupus erythematosus (SLE) and primary
antiphospholipid syndrome. However, sirolimus has not been reported to treat RPF.

For investigating if sirolimus would be a potential treatment option for idiopathic RPF, we
searched for the gene targets of sirolimus in three drug databases, SwissTargetPrediction [27],
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DrugBank [28], and CHEMBL [29]. Collectively, over 400 affected genes were identified, and even
though the overlap among the three databases was little, the enriched GO terms and KEGG terms
were common (Supplementary Figure 2). For systematically evaluating the overlap between the
biological terms affected by sirolimus and RPF, i.e., pharmacology vs pathology, we developed a
paring score, in which the top 50 terms from each GO enrichment set (i.e., pharmacological
terms vs pathological terms) were compared. This comparison took a tiering strategy, in which
the top 20 terms were assigned as tier 1, and the 21st-50th terms were assigned tier 2. Matching
between tier 1 terms from both data sets would be assigned a higher weight; whereas matching
between tier 1 terms from one dataset and tier 2 terms from the other dataset would be
assigned a reduced weight. Summing up the weights results in the paring score (Method). A large
overlap was observed for the sirolimus pharmacology and RPF pathology (Supplementary Figure
3A), with a pairing score of 0.70 (Supplementary Table 1). We also constructed the overlap for
prednisone and tamoxifen, the current and the previous generations of treatment for RPF,
respectively. Prednisone had relatively fewer overlaps with a pairing score of 0.58
(Supplementary Figure 3B). Not surprisingly, tamoxifen had the least overlap among the three
drugs, with a pairing score of 0.43 (Supplementary Figure 3C). Therefore, we concluded from this
pathway analysis that sirolimus had a high potential for treating RPF.

Design of a combined therapy with prednisone and sirolimus to treat RPF
We next implemented a clinical trial to evaluate the actual effects of combining prednisone and
sirolimus in treating RPF. Referencing the current clinical practices of prednisone mono-therapy,
we designed a two-phase treatment strategy:
① Prednisone acetate at 0.8 mg/kg/day (maximum dosage 60 mg/day), reduced by 5 mg every
14 days until reaching 30 mg/day, and reduced by 2.5 mg every 2 weeks until discontinuation.
② Sirolimus at 2 mg/day for the first three days and around 1 mg/day thereafter, with plasma
drug concentration monitored at 2 weeks, 12 weeks, and 48 weeks of treatment to maintain a
stable level at 4-15 ug/L.
An illustrative prescription protocol is given in Figure 2 for an individual of body weight of 50 kg.
In phase I, both prednisone and sirolimus were prescribed as aforementioned. In phase II,
sirolimus was used as a monotherapy for maintaining the treatment effects. Assessments were
collected at the baseline (i.e., onset of the treatment), 12 weeks and 48 weeks of treatment,
including contrast-enhanced computed tomography (CT) to determine sizes of the fibrous tissues,
lab tests on inflammation, kidney and liver functions, documentation of side effects, cell types
and abundance by flow cytometry, and circulating inflammatory proteins in plasma by
proteomics.

Patient characteristics
In total we recruited twelve RPF patients for the combined therapy trial. Eight patients, including
five females and three males, completed the 48-week long assessments. The rest four people
dropped out due to the reason for not following the prescriptions strictly. Patient characteristics
at baseline were documented in Supplementary Table 2. In each patient, one fibrous tissue locus
was observed. The median thickness of the fibrous mass was 28.85 mm, and the craniocaudal
length was 92.50 mm (Supplementary Table 3). Five patients developed hydronephrosis and four
of them had ureteral stents implanted to alleviate the symptom (Table 1). On average, the
combined intake of prednisone and sirolimus lasted for 30.8 ± 3.5 weeks, followed by the
sirolimus monotherapy for 17.2 ± 3.5 weeks.

RPF symptoms were improved with the combined therapy
Along the treatment, most of the RPF symptoms displayed improvement (Supplementary Table 3,
Figure 3). CT scan showed that the fibrous tissue shrunk nearly by half in axial diameter and
thickness at both 12 weeks and 48 weeks of treatment. Two markers of acute inflammation,
C-reactive protein (CRP) and erythrocyte sedimentation rate (ESR), were significantly reduced.
Two markers of kidney functions, serum creatinine (Scr) and the estimated glomerular filtration
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rate (eGFR), displayed constant improvement along the treatment, with the values after
treatment aligned to the normal range. The combined therapy also corrected for anemia in RPF
patients, with hemoglobin concentrations raised by about 14%. Interestly, the circulating levels of
IgG4 displayed a significant reduction along the treatment. We also profiled the major isotypes of
immunoglobulins, and found that both IgG and IgE antibodies were reduced along the treatment
while IgM and IgA did not show any significant changes.

Profiles of immune cell types and abundances
We performed comprehensive immunophenotyping by flow cytometry on 7 subsets of T cells in
peripheral blood (Methods, Supplementary Figure 4). Over the course of the therapy, a trend of
reduction in cell abundance was observed for TH2, TH17 and circulating T follicular helper cells-like
cells (cTFH-like cells) (Figure 4). TH2 and TH17 cells are IL-4-producing and IL-17-producing CD4+ T
cells, respectively. cTFH-like cells (T follicular helper cells) are known to play important roles in the
development of GCs as well as antibody production. Their upregulation has been reported in
other autoimmune conditions such as SLE [30, 31].

Profiles of circulating cytokines
We leveraged the Olink protein biomarker platform to systematically quantify circulating
cytokines in the RPF patients with the combined treatment versus in the age- and sex- matched
healthy controls. In particular, oligonucleotides coupled with antibodies to the inflammatory
cytokines were amplified and sequenced using the next-generation sequencing technology, and
therefore low abundant cytokines, even at the level of sub-picogram per milliliter, could be
accurately measured [32]. Out of the 96 targeted inflammatory cytokines, we obtained
qualification for 76 of them (Methods). A total of 28 cytokines displayed significant changes in
diseased state relative to the healthy controls, hence “abnormal cytokines” (t-test, FDR corrected
P < 0.05, Supplementary Figure 5). These included: tumor necrosis factor (TNF) and related
proteins, such as TNFRSF9, TNFSF14, TRAIL (TNF-related apoptosis-inducing ligand), and CD40;
chemokines such as CCL3, CCL19 and CCL23; interleukin (IL) cytokines and related proteins, such
as IL-6, IL-8, IL-12B, IL-18, and IL-10RB, and other proteins. After treatment (Figure 5A), 5 of these
abnormal cytokines regressed towards healthy levels, namely TNF, TNFRSF9, TNFSF14, CCL23 and
IL-12B (t-test, FDR corrected P < 0.05). Furthermore, the therapy caused 9 additional cytokines to
fluctuate significantly, hence “treatment responsive normal cytokines”. Although they were
termed “normal” due to no significant change in diseased state, a careful examination revealed
that 5 such cytokines, namely TWEAK (TNF-like weak inducer of apoptosis), SCF (stem cell factor),
Flt3L (Fms-like tyrosine kinase 3 ligand), CCL11 and CCL28, displayed marginally reduced levels in
diseased state, although they did not pass the threshold of statistical significance; the treatment
brought them closer to the healthy levels. For the other 4 cytokines, CCL25, IL-17C, ST1A1 and
LIF-R, no trend of difference between cases and controls were observed, therefore these
perturbations were likely solely attributed to drug side effects. We performed KEGG pathway
enrichment on the 14 treatment responsive cytokines, and found that the most altered pathways
were cytokine and chemokine signaling pathways (Figure 5B).

Side effects of the combined therapy
We recorded a few adverse reactions during phase I of the therapy, when both prednisone and
sirolimus were prescribed: 6 patients with hyperlipidemia, 2 patients with hyperglycemia, 1
patient with hypertension and 1 patient with muscle soreness (Table 1). After prednisone was
removed in phase II, most of these adverse effects were gone, except for a female patient who
developed Herpes Zoster, and a male patient whose hyperlipidemia and muscle soreness
remained. Overall, the combined therapy was tolerant, and it was evident that side effects of the
steroid hormone were much reduced in Phase II of the therapy, when prednisone was removed
and sirolimus became the single drug to maintain the treatment effects.
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Discussion
In this study, we presented a combined therapy of prednisone and sirolimus to treat idiopathic
RPF as opposed to the classic steroid hormone therapy. It leveraged the discovery that mTOR was
highly activated in RPF tissues, and the biological pathways affected by sirolimus had a high
degree of match with that in RPF (paring score of 0.70). Our strategy was to use both prednisone
and sirolimus in phase I, in which a regular dosage of prednisone was used for a boost start to
initiate fibrosis reduction, followed by a gradually reduction while maintaining a stable plasma
concentration of sirolimus; when prednisone was reduced to none, the treatment entered phase
II, in which sirolimus remained the only drug to sustain the fibrous remission. In our clinical trial
in RPF patients over a one-year period, we observed that this strategy shrunk fibrous tissues,
reduced inflammation, and improved kidney function and anemia. These improvements were
evident in phase I and remained at similar levels in phase II, suggesting sirolimus was able to
maintain the treatment effects. It is interesting to note that although most RPF patients in our
cohort had relatively low levels of IgG4 (i.e. only one of the eight patients was classified as
IgG4-RD), the combined therapy did further bring down their IgG4 levels, suggesting it was also
potent for treating the IgG4+ RPF. Furthermore, most side effects induced in phase I, such as
hyperlipidemia and hyperglycemia, disappeared in phase II, suggesting side effects of the steroid
hormone were temporary and controlled in this therapy. Overall, our new treatment strategy of
using gradient reduction of prednisone and a long-term stable dosage of sirolimus demonstrated
by our single-arm one-year clinical trial to be effective for treating idiopathic RPF with tolerant
side effects. As the current treatments of RPF involve long-term usage of steroid hormones and
often resulted in severe side effects, our therapy seems to alleviate this issue, casting hope for a
new treatment direction.

Treatments to idiopathic RPF rely on medication to suppress inflammation and relief of ureteral
obstruction via e.g. stent implantation, percutaneous nephrostomy and ureterolysis. For
medication, the first generation drug was tamoxifen, which has long been used as an
anti-estrogen compound for treating early-stage, estrogen-sensitive breast cancer and for
treating immune disorders in the recent three decades [33]. Tamoxifen alters immune profiles by
inducing a shift from cellular (T-helper 1) to humoral (T-helper 2) immunity, and demonstrated to
exert anti-inflammatory and anti-fibroblastic functions in RPF, whose long-term safety was
proven by van Bommel et al [34]. Later in 2011, Vaglio et al reported in a randomized clinical trial
that glucocorticoid monotherapy achieved better treatment outcomes over tamoxifen [9], and
has since become the mainstay therapy for RPF. Indeed, glucocorticoids induced rapid fibrosis
remission and retreat of acute-phase inflammation. Using computational approaches, we
quantified the matching between the drug effects (as recorded in drug-gene databases) and the
RPF pathological pathways (as recorded in the gene-disease databases), and found that the
paring scores were 0.43 for tamoxifen-RPF, 0.58 for prednisone-RPF, and 0.70 for sirolimus-RPF,
displaying a trend of continuous improvement. This indicated that sirolimus, as an mTOR
inhibitor, more specifically captured the altered biological pathways in RPF.

Our study suggested mTOR as a critical player in RPF. Indeed, mTOR emerged as an important
common signaling molecule in fibrosis, which promotes fibroblast proliferation and strengthens
pro-inflammatory responses via proliferating Th1, Th17 and CD4-CD8- T cells. mTOR inhibition by
sirolimus was demonstrated to improve numerous autoimmune diseases, including SLE,
Refractory Lupus, juvenile idiopathic arthritis and Sjogren’s Syndrome [35-37]. Our clinical trial
suggested sirolimus combined with prednisone as a promising therapy for treating RPF,
expanding the list of autoimmune conditions that could benefit from mTOR inhibition. However,
it is worth noting that not all autoimmune conditions involving fibrosis are treatable by sirolimus.
A previous follow-up study on SSc and sirolimus treatment suggested a limited treatment effect,
although mTOR activation was evident in SSc, leading to production of type I collagen in
fibroblasts, a critical step of fibrosis formation [38]. Clinical trials and careful examinations are
needed to evaluate the drug effects.
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Fibrosis is a common complication of diseases and accounts for up to 45% of death in
industrialized countries [39]. Although no effective medicine has existed yet to completely revert
the fibrous process, it is now known as highly dynamic and therefore presents opportunities for
correction and cure. The severe form of RPF results in uterus obstruction, kidney failure, and
encasement of abdominal aorta and iliac aorta. Containing the fibrous mass development and
reducing the existing fibrosis are crucial, which usually involves long-term uptake of medicine. A
safe therapy with minimal side effects is therefore strongly desired. As mTOR signaling is general
to fibrosis, the strategy of combining a much reduced dosage of steroid hormones and a stable
dosage of sirolimus may have a broad application to other fibrosis-related diseases.

There are several limitations in the current study. First of all, the patient cohort size was small,
limited to eight patients. As RPF is a rare condition with a low prevalence rate, i.e. about 1.4
cases/100,000 inhabitants [2], patient recruitment has been challenging. Secondarily, randomized
clinical trials are desired to evaluate treatment differences between our proposed combined
therapy and the standard prednisone monotherapy. For this we are carrying out a randomized
clinical trial (NCT04047576) and in the process of collecting data for analysis. A rigorous
examination will provide quantified and more solid information of the benefits of using the
2-phase sirolimus-prednisone combined therapy versus the prednisone monotherapy. Thirdly,
our plasma proteomic assays indicated that half of the abnormal cytokines and chemokines (14
out of the 28 perturbed proteins) displayed a trend towards healthy levels after the treatment,
and a small number of proteins at normal levels displayed perturbation after the treatment (4
out of the 76 quantified proteins, about 5%). As only 76 inflammation-related proteins were
quantified and some of the key players including IL-4, IL-13 and IL-21 were not detected, our
detection power was limited. A more comprehensive treatment assessment will be revealed by
including a larger number of proteins. Future studies with more RPF patients, longer follow-up
periods and more inclusive measurements will provide richer information and stronger analytical
power for assessing new treatment strategies, including our proposed therapy of combining
prednisone and sirolimus.

Methods
Patient Recruitment
Idiopathic RPF patients were enrolled from Peking University International Hospital. Inclusion
criteria were: 1) 18-75 years old; 2) diagnosed as idiopathic RPF by CT or magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI) - for patients suspected to have secondary RPF or atypical idiopathic RPF, puncture
biopsy was conducted for clarification; and 3) increased ESR and CRP levels caused by RPF or
active lesions detected by imaging. Exclusion criteria were: 1) secondary retroperitoneal fibrosis;
2) usage of any glucocorticoid (equivalent to >10 mg per day of prednisone),
immunosuppressant, or biologic medication within 3 months prior to the enrollment; 3) having
any contraindication of glucocorticoid or sirolimus, allergic to sirolimus, or experienced serious
adverse reactions from previous use of any of the above drugs; 4) massive proteinuria (24-hour
urine protein quantitation ≥3 g), moderate-to-severe anemia (hemoglobin <90 g/L),
agranulocytosis (white blood cell count <1.5×109/L or neutrophil count <0.5×109/L), platelet
count < 50,000, or interstitial pneumonia; 5) uncontrollable diabetes, hypertension,
hyperlipidemia, infection, or heart failure; 6) having any malignant tumor; 7) other serious
complications or general conditions that do not permit study enrollment; 8) pregnancy or plan
for pregnancy in the near future; or 9) unable to adhere to follow-up or refuses to provide
consent.

The study was performed in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The study was approved
by the Research Ethics Committee at Peking University International Hospital (ethics approval
number: 2019-031 [BMR]). All patients provided written informed consent.
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Clinical study design
The combined therapy evaluated in this study consisted of two phases. In phase I, a gradually
decreasing dosage of prednisone acetate was prescribed to the patients together with sirolimus.
In phase II, prednisone was discontinued and only sirolimus was prescribed. The dosages were
arranged as follows: prednisone was given at 0.8 mg/kg/day (maximum dosage 60 mg/day),
reduced by 5 mg every 14 days until reaching 30 mg/day, and further reduced by 2.5 mg every 2
weeks until reaching zero. Sirolimus was given at 2 mg/day for the first three days and 1 mg/day
thereafter, with plasma drug concentration monitored at 2 weeks, 12 weeks, and 48 weeks of
treatment to maintain a stable level at  4-15 ug/L.

Treatment failure and relapse were assessed according to a randomized controlled trial for RPF
[9]. Treatment failure was defined as meeting at least two of the three criteria: 1) symptoms were
not relieved; 2) ESR and CRP levels remained abnormal and have fallen to less than 30%
compared to the baseline levels; and 3) the retroperitoneal fibrous mass did not shrink, i.e.,
shrinkage of the maximal cross-sectional area was < 50% or the size even increased. If symptoms
caused by infection or other factors did not relieve or any inflammatory marker was abnormal,
re-examination and evaluation were conducted 4 weeks after the inducing factors were
controlled. Relapse was defined as meeting at least one of the following three criteria during the
follow-up period: 1) recurrence or new-onset disease-related symptoms, 2) hydronephrosis, or 3)
fibrous tissue enlarged by 20% (maximum cross-sectional area) as measured by CT or MRI. For
patients who displayed only disease-related symptoms but did not have hydronephrosis or
fibrous mass enlargement, relapse was confirmed with a 50% increase in ESR or CRP values
compared to that recorded at the previous visit [9].

Laboratory tests
At the time of study enrollment (baseline, i.e. without treatment), 12 weeks and 48 weeks of
treatment, the patients underwent physical examination, abdominal CT and peripheral blood
sample collection. Laboratory tests were performed on the peripheral blood , including complete
blood count (CBC), erythrocyte sedimentation rate (ESR), C reactive protein (CRP), serum
immunoglobulin (Ig) level, Immunoglobulin G4 (IgG4) level, serum creatinine and estimated
glomerular filtration rate (e-GFR), liver function tests, serum electrolytes, fasting glucose, lipid
profile, and urinalysis.

Side effects were monitored every 1-3 months as appropriate by a checklist of standardized
items, blood pressures and the aforementioned laboratory tests.

Immunohistochemical assays
RPF tissue samples were derived from 16 patients with active RPF, with the fibrous mass derived
by puncture biopsy or surgery. Control samples were derived from the mesenteric root tissue
from 4 early-diagnosed colon cancer patients who were confirmed by pathological examination
to have no lymphatic metastasis at the time of biopsy. Tissue samples were fixed in 10% neutral
buffered formalin, embedded in paraffin and cut into slices of 4 µm thick. All tissue sections were
routinely stained with Hematoxylin-Eosin and incubated at 58°C for 1 h, followed by
deparaffinization and rehydration with xylol and graded ethanol. After antigen retrieval,
non-specific antigen sites were blocked and tissue sections were incubated with mTOR antibodies
(Abcam, dilution 1:400), P-AKT (S473) antibodies (Abcam, dilution 1:500) and P-S6K1 (T389+T412)
antibodies (Abcam, dilution 1:100). The primary antibodies were revealed with the appropriate
secondary antibodies (Abcam). Peroxidase activity was revealed by
3-30-diamino-benzidine-tetrahydrochloride (DAB). The fibrotic area was manually outlined, and
the software Visiopharm Integrator System was used for quantification.

Immune profiling by flow cytometry
All 8 RPF patients consented to donate blood for comprehensive immunological analysis. Protocol
specific immunophenotypic analysis of peripheral blood leukocyte subsets of patients was
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performed at baseline, week 12 and week 48. PBMCs were isolated from blood samples by the
Percoll gradient density centrifugation. Cell staining was performed with fluorescence conjugated
antibodies against cell surface markers at room temperature for 30-40 minutes. All antibodies for
flow cytometry in this study are listed in Supplementary Table 4. Proportions of regulatory T cells
(Treg), Mucosal-associated invariant T cells (MAIT) , circulating T follicular helper-like cells (cTfh),
T follicular regulatory cells (Tfr) and T helper 1 cells (Th1), T helper 2 cells (Th2), and T helper 17
cells (Th17) were acquired on a Beckman Coulter Cytoflex LX flow cytometer and analyzed by
FlowJo (version 10.8.1). The cell type markers were listed in Supplementary Figure 4B.

Olink proteomics assays
Intravenous blood samples were collected. EDTA anticoagulation was performed, followed by
centrifugation at 3000 rpm for 15 min. Supernatant containing proteins was collected for Olink
proteomic analysis, following standard protocol by Olink. Briefly, Cytokines and chemokines were
profiled using the proximity extension assays (PEA) in a 96-plex inflammatory panel developed by
Olink Proteomics (Sweden) and serviced by the Shanghai Biotechnology Corporation. Standard
protocols for quality control and data normalization by referencing internal and external controls
were carried out in the Olink NPX Manager software (version 3.3.2.434). The normalized protein
expression (NPX) values, as a relative quantification method, was used for comparing expression
levels of individual proteins in different conditions.

Bioinformatics
For pathologic analysis, genes affected in RPF were obtained by querying the key word
“retroperitoneal fibrosis” in the databases including MalaCards , DisGenet and GeneCards. For
pharmacologic analysis, genes affected by the drugs sirolimus, prednisone and tamoxifen,
respectively, were obtained by querying the databases including SwissTargetPrediction,
DrugBank, and CHEMBL. All gene set enrichment analysis, including those from Olink proteomics,
was performed via ClusterProfiler (version: 4.4.4 ) and adjusted P value threshold was set at 0.05.

For comparing the enriched terms between the pathologic and pharmacologic gene sets, a
pairing score was developed, in which the top 20 enriched terms from one gene set were
matched with the top 50 enriched terms from the other gene set. The matching was classified
into two tiers. Tier 1 refers to matching the top 20 terms in the other gene set, with each match
given full weight of 1. Tier 2 refers to matching the top 30-50 terms in the other gene set, with
each match granted the weight of 0.5. The overall paring score was the sum of the tier 1 and tier
2 scores, generalized as:

paring score = Σmutual(mi*𝑤tier1)/n + Σpathology(mi*𝑤tier2)/n + Σpharmacology(mi*𝑤tier2)/n

where, mi denotes a matching event between pathology terms and pharmacology terms; n is the
number of terms classified as tier 1, set as 20 in our analysis; 𝑤tier1 is the weight for any matching
in tier 1 terms, set as 1; 𝑤tier2 is the weight for any matching in tier 2 terms, set as 0.5.

Statistical Analysis
Lab test results and flow cytometry quantification results were assessed by wilcoxon rank-sum
tests. Cytokine and chemokine expression levels measured by Olink were assessed by t-test, in
which the RPF case group to healthy control group comparison was performed by group-level
t-test, and the RPF treatments versus baselines were compared by paired t-test. Instead of using
a nominal p-value of 0.05, FDR corrected p-value was used as the new threshold.

Acknowledgment
We thank Dr. Shengguang Li from Peking University International Hospital, Dr. Jinxia Zhao from
Peking University Third Hospital, Dr. Xiaoying Zhang from Peking University People’s Hospital for

9

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 9, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279516doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279516


referring study participants; Dr. Feng Yu from the Nephrology Department of Peking University
International Hospital for assistance in immunohistological experiments on tissue biopsies; Dr.
Tong Zhang from the Pathology Department from Peking University International Hospital for
assistance in pathological analysis; Drs. Jing Li and Xiaoying Zhang from Peking University
International Hospital for collecting peripheral blood samples. We also thank members of the
Laboratory of Intelligent Computing in Biomedicine in the Greater Bay Area Institute of Precision
Medicine (Guangzhou) for insightful discussions and suggestions.

Funding
This study was supported by the Greater Bay Area Research Institute of Precision Medicine
(Guangzhou) Research Grant (I0005), National Natural Science Foundation of China (81771678)
and Peking University International Hospital Research Grant (YN2019QN02).

Declaration of Interests
The authors have no conflicts of interest to declare that are relevant to the content of this article.

References
1. Vaglio A, Salvarani C, Buzio C. Retroperitoneal fibrosis. Lancet. 2006 Jan 21;367(9506):241-51.
2. Vaglio A, Maritati F. Idiopathic Retroperitoneal Fibrosis. J Am Soc Nephrol. 2016 Jul;27(7):1880-9.
3. Van Bommel EFH, Jansen I, Hendriksz TR, Aarnoudse ALHJ. Idiopathic retroperitoneal fibrosis: prospective

evaluation of incidence and clinicoradiologic presentation. Medicine (Baltimore). 2009 Jul;88(4):193-201
4. Tanaka T, Masumori N. Current approach to diagnosis and management of retroperitoneal fibrosis. Int J Urol.

2020 May;27(5):387-394. doi: 10.1111/iju.14218. Epub 2020 Mar 12.
5. Martorana D, Vaglio A, Greco P, Zanetti A, Moroni G, Salvarani C, Savi M, Buzio C, Neri TM: Chronic

periaortitis and HLA-DRB1*03: another clue to an autoimmune origin. Arthritis Rheum 55: 126–130, 2006
6. Goldoni M, Bonini S, Urban ML, Palmisano A, De Palma G, Galletti E, Coggiola M, Buzio C, Mutti A, Vaglio A:

Asbestos and smoking as risk factors for idiopathic retroperitoneal fibrosis: a case-control study. Ann Intern
Med 161: 181–188, 2014

7. Distler JHW, Györfi AH, Ramanujam M, Whitfield ML, Königshoff M, Lafyatis R. Shared and distinct
mechanisms of fibrosis. Nat Rev Rheumatol. 2019 Dec;15(12):705-730.

8. Wynn TA, Ramalingam TR. Mechanisms of fibrosis: therapeutic translation for fibrotic disease. Nat Med.
2012 Jul 6;18(7):1028-40.

9. Vaglio A, Palmisano A, Alberici F, Maggiore U, Ferretti S, Cobelli R, Ferrozzi F, Corradi D, Salvarani C, Buzio C:
Prednisone versus tamoxifen in patients with idiopathic retroperitoneal fibrosis: an open-label randomised
controlled trial. Lancet 2011;378:338-346.

10. Fenaroli P, Maritati F, Vaglio A. Into Clinical Practice: Diagnosis and Therapy of Retroperitoneal Fibrosis. Curr
Rheumatol Rep. 2021 Feb 10;23(3):18.

11. Xavier AM, Anunciato AK, Rosenstock TR, Glezer I. Gene Expression Control by Glucocorticoid Receptors
during Innate Immune Responses. Front Endocrinol (Lausanne). 2016 Apr 19;7:31.

12. Book. Corticosteroid Adverse Effects. 2021. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK531462/
13. Zhao, J., J. Li, and Z. Zhang, Long-term outcomes and predictors of a large cohort of idiopathic

retroperitoneal fibrosis patients: a retrospective study. Scand J Rheumatol, 2019. 48(3): p. 239-245.
14. Raffiotta F, da Silva Escoli R, Quaglini S, Rognoni C, Sacchi L, Binda V, Messa P, Moroni G. Idiopathic

Retroperitoneal Fibrosis: Long-term Risk and Predictors of Relapse. Am J Kidney Dis. 2019 Dec;74(6):742-750.
15. Moriconi D, Giannese D, Capecchi R, Cupisti A, Barsotti S, Morganti R, Orsitto E, Gaetano Tavoni A, Francesca

Egidi M. Risk factors for relapse and long-term outcome of idiopathic retroperitoneal fibrosis. Clin Exp
Nephrol. 2019 Sep;23(9):1147-1153.

16. Razanamahery J, Bouldoires B, Humbert S, Bielefeld P, Fournier V, Bonnotte B, Blaison G, Magy-Bertrand N.
Characteristics of Adult Patients with Idiopathic Retroperitoneal Fibrosis and Assessment of Risk of Relapse
at Diagnosis. J Clin Med. 2021 Mar 30;10(7):1380.

17. Rappaport N, Nativ N, Stelzer G, Twik M, Guan-Golan Y, Stein TI, Bahir I, Belinky F, Morrey CP, Safran M,
Lancet D. MalaCards: an integrated compendium for diseases and their annotation. Database (Oxford). 2013
Apr 12;2013:bat018.

18. Piñero J, Ramírez-Anguita JM, Saüch-Pitarch J, Ronzano F, Centeno E, Sanz F, Furlong LI. The DisGeNET
knowledge platform for disease genomics: 2019 update. Nucleic Acids Res. 2020 Jan 8;48(D1):D845-D855.

10

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 9, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279516doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279516


19. Safran M, Rosen N, Twik M, BarShir R, Iny Stein T, Dahary D, Fishilevich S, and Lancet D. The GeneCards Suite
Chapter, Practical Guide to Life Science Databases (2022) pp 27-56.

20. Sehgal SN. Sirolimus: its discovery, biological properties, and mechanism of action. Transplant Proc. 2003
May;35(3 Suppl):7S-14S.

21. Akselband Y, Harding MW, Nelson PA. Rapamycin inhibits spontaneous and fibroblast growth factor
beta-stimulated proliferation of endothelial cells and fibroblasts. Transplant Proc. 1991 Dec;23(6):2833-6.

22. Abizaid A. Sirolimus-eluting coronary stents: a review. Vasc Health Risk Manag. 2007;3(2):191-201.
23. Saunders RN, Metcalfe MS, Nicholson ML. Rapamycin in transplantation: a review of the evidence. Kidney

Int. 2001 Jan;59(1):3-16.
24. Teachey DT, Greiner R, Seif A, Attiyeh E, Bleesing J, Choi J, Manno C, Rappaport E, Schwabe D, Sheen C,

Sullivan KE, Zhuang H, Wechsler DS, Grupp SA. Treatment with sirolimus results in complete responses in
patients with autoimmune lymphoproliferative syndrome. Br J Haematol. 2009 Apr;145(1):101-6.

25. Lai ZW, Kelly R, Winans T, Marchena I, Shadakshari A, Yu J, Dawood M, Garcia R, Tily H, Francis L, Faraone SV,
Phillips PE, Perl A. Sirolimus in patients with clinically active systemic lupus erythematosus resistant to, or
intolerant of, conventional medications: a single-arm, open-label, phase 1/2 trial. Lancet. 2018 Mar
24;391(10126):1186-1196.

26. Xie W, Ji L, Zhang Z. Sirolimus Monotherapy for Thrombocytopenia in Primary Antiphospholipid Syndrome: A
Pilot Study From a Tertiary Referral Center. Front Immunol. 2022 Mar 25;13:857424.

27. Daina A, Michielin O, Zoete V. SwissTargetPrediction: updated data and new features for efficient prediction
of protein targets of small molecules. Nucleic Acids Res. 2019 Jul 2;47(W1):W357-W364.

28. Wishart DS, Feunang YD, Guo AC, Lo EJ, Marcu A, Grant JR, Sajed T, Johnson D, Li C, Sayeeda Z, Assempour N,
Iynkkaran I, Liu Y, Maciejewski A, Gale N, Wilson A, Chin L, Cummings R, Le D, Pon A, Knox C, Wilson M.
DrugBank 5.0: a major update to the DrugBank database for 2018. Nucleic Acids Res. 2018 Jan
4;46(D1):D1074-D1082.

29. Gaulton A, Hersey A, Nowotka M, Bento AP, Chambers J, Mendez D, Mutowo P, Atkinson F, Bellis LJ,
Cibrián-Uhalte E, Davies M, Dedman N, Karlsson A, Magariños MP, Overington JP, Papadatos G, Smit I, Leach
AR. The ChEMBL database in 2017. Nucleic Acids Res. 2017 Jan 4;45(D1):D945-D954.

30. Gensous N, Charrier M, Duluc D, Contin-Bordes C, Truchetet ME, Lazaro E, Duffau P, Blanco P, Richez C. T
Follicular Helper Cells in Autoimmune Disorders. Front Immunol. 2018 Jul 17;9:1637.

31. Muhammad Yusoff F, Wong KK, Mohd Redzwan N. Th1, Th2, and Th17 cytokines in systemic lupus
erythematosus. Autoimmunity. 2020 Feb;53(1):8-20.

32. Assarsson E, Lundberg M, Holmquist G, Björkesten J, Thorsen SB, Ekman D, Eriksson A, Rennel Dickens E,
Ohlsson S, Edfeldt G, Andersson AC, Lindstedt P, Stenvang J, Gullberg M, Fredriksson S. Homogenous 96-plex
PEA immunoassay exhibiting high sensitivity, specificity, and excellent scalability. PLoS One. 2014 Apr
22;9(4):e95192.

33. Behjati S, Frank MH. The effects of tamoxifen on immunity. Curr Med Chem. 2009;16(24):3076-80.
34. Van Bommel EF, Hendriksz TR, Huiskes AW, Zeegers AG: Brief communication: tamoxifen therapy for

nonmalignant retroperitoneal fibrosis. Ann Intern Med 2006;144:101-106.
35. Fernandez D, Bonilla E, Mirza N, Niland B, Perl A. Rapamycin reduces disease activity and normalizes T cell

activation-induced calcium fluxing in patients with systemic lupus erythematosus. Arthritis Rheum. 2006
Sep;54(9):2983-8.

36. Foroncewicz B, Mucha K, Paczek L, Chmura A, Rowiński W. Efficacy of rapamycin in patient with juvenile
rheumatoid arthritis. Transpl Int. 2005 Mar;18(3):366-8.

37. Su TI, Khanna D, Furst DE, Danovitch G, Burger C, Maranian P, Clements PJ. Rapamycin versus methotrexate
in early diffuse systemic sclerosis: results from a randomized, single-blind pilot study. Arthritis Rheum. 2009
Dec;60(12):3821-30.

38. Shah M, Edman MC, Janga SR, Shi P, Dhandhukia J, Liu S, Louie SG, Rodgers K, Mackay JA, Hamm-Alvarez SF.
A rapamycin-binding protein polymer nanoparticle shows potent therapeutic activity in suppressing
autoimmune dacryoadenitis in a mouse model of Sjögren's syndrome. J Control Release. 2013 Nov
10;171(3):269-79.

39. Henderson NC, Rieder F, Wynn TA. Fibrosis: from mechanisms to medicines. Nature. 2020
Nov;587(7835):555-566.

11

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 9, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279516doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.05.22279516


Figures

Figure 1. The PI3K-AKT-mTOR pathway was highly activated in RPF tissues. (A) Signaling
pathway network enriched in genes related to RPF. (B-D) Immunohistological staining of mTOR
and its downstream signaling proteins, phospho-Akt and phospho-S6K, with the boxplots on the
right displaying the percentages of positive staining in 16 patients for RPF tissues (RPF-GC and
RPF-peri) and and 4 controls (Ctrl). RPF-GC: retroperitoneal fibrosis geminal center; RPF-peri:
retroperitoneal fibrosis peripheral; Ctrl: healthy control.
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Figure 2. A prescription of prednisone and sirolimus as a combined therapy for treating RPF in an
individual of 50 kg of weight.
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Figure 3. Lab tests to assess the treatment outcomes of prednisone and sirolimus combined therapy for RPF. Displayed are (AB) Changes of fibrous tissue
mass, (CD) Inflammatory markers, (EF) kidney functions, (G) hemoglobin, (H) IgG4, and (I-L) Immunoglobulin major types, as measured in all 8 patients with
the combined therapy.
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Figure 4. Immunoprofiling by flow cytometry indicated that specific T cell subsets were
regulated with the therapy. Changes were in proportions for (A) Th2 cells,  a type of IL-4
producing CD4+ T cells, with the markers of CD3+CD4+CD8−CXCR3+CCR6−CCR4+CCR7low ; (B) Th17
cells, a type of IL-17 producing CD4+ T cells, with the markers of
CD3+CD4+CD8−CXCR3−CCR6+CCR4+CCR7lo; (C) circulating T follicular helper cells-like cells (cTFH-like
cells), with the markers of CD3+CD4+CD8−CD45RA−CXCR5+CCR7 lowPD-1high .
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A.

B.

Figure 5. Cytokine profiling via Olink Target 96 inflammation panel. (A) Cytokines and
chemokines with significant changes after treatment were displayed. In total 14 proteins were
identified. (B) Signaling pathways enriched in the Olink proteins that were shown with significant
changes in various conditions. Red: changed in baseline versus healthy controls; green: changed
in baseline versus after 12-week treatment; blue: changed in baseline versus after 48-week
treatment.
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Tables

Table 1. A summary of the RPF patients (n=8) and their treatments with combined therapy of prednisone and sirolimus.

Sample
_ID

Age
range
(yr)

Sex
Body

weight
(kg)

Hydronephrosis
Treatment for

Hydronephrosis

Duration of
Phase I

(weeks)*
Side Effects in Phase I

Duration of
Phase II

(weeks)**

Side Effects in
Phase II

P1 20s Female 38.5 Bilateral
Ureteral stent
implantation;
Ureterolysis

24 None 24 None

P2 50s Female 55.0 No -- 30 Hyperlipidemia 18 None

P3 50s Female 55.0 No -- 30
Hyperlipidemia;

Diabetes was
worsened

18 None

P4 60s Female 60.0 Right -- 32 Hyperlipidemia 16 None

P5 60s Female 77.0 Bilateral
Ureteral stent
implantation

34
Hypertension;

Hyperlipidemia
14 Herpes zoster

P6 70s Male 50.0 Bilateral
Ureteral stent
implantation;
Pyelostomy

28
Hyperglycaemia;
Hyperlipidemia

20 None

P7 50s Male 70.0 Left
Ureteral stent
implantation

34 hyperglycaemia 14 None

P8 50s Male 71.0 No -- 34
Hyperlipidemia;

acne; Muscle
soreness

14
Hyperlipidemia;
Muscle soreness

** Duration of the combined prednisone and sirolimus therapy: 30.8 ± 3.5 weeks;
** Duration of the sirolimus monotherapy (weeks) 17.2 ± 3.5 weeks.
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