




Fig. 2.
Representative images (cross-sections) for TCR-αβ immunolabel, at 1W (A), 4W (B), 8W
(C), and 12W (D). A is from an adjacent section of Fig. 1C. Inset in A is higher power
image of box showing TCR-αβ immunolabeled cells (scale bar=50 μm). All images
counterstained with H&E. Scale bar=200 μm. (For interpretation of the references to color
in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)
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Fig. 3.
Percent area of ED-1 immunolabel for macrophages and TCR-αβ immunolabel for T-cells
during neuritis, over time. A–C: Percent area of ED-1 immunolabel (macrophages) in the
combined (A), outer (B), and inner (C) zones. D–F: Percent area of TCR-αβ immunolabel
(T-cells) in the combined (C), outer (D), and inner (E) zones. * = significant by ANOVA
from saline treatment (sham). # = significant by ANOVA from control.
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Fig. 4.
Epi-perineurial thickness measurements. Both neuritis and sham led to significant increases
in thickness compared to control at all time points, except for 2D and 12W sham (#).
Neuritis caused greater increases than sham at 2W, 8W, and 12W (*).
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