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Abstract

Corneal transplantation was performed by graft-
ing C3H/He donor corneas into BALB/c corneal
beds. The allografted mice were injected either with
0.5 mg/day of anti-very late antigen (VLA)-4 anti-
body, anti-leukocyte function-associated antigen
(LFA)-1 antibody, or 0.25 mg/day each of both
antibodies on days —2, 0, 1, 3, 5, and 7. After 3
weeks, cytotoxic T lymphocyte (CTL) responses to
donor alloantigens were assessed. Splenocytes in the
allografted mice without treatment demonstrated
greater CTL responses than those in naive mice.

CTL responses were depressed in mice treated with
either anti-LFA-1 alone or a combination of anti-
LFA-1 and anti-VLA-4 antibodies as compared with
splenocytes from allografted mice without treat-
ment. These data suggest that CTLs play significant
roles in eliciting immune response to corneal allo-
grafts. (J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 100 : 582—586, 1996)
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