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Abstract

DNA damage and its mechanism following
ultraviolet-B (UV-B) irradiation were investigated
in guantifying DNA strand break in bovine lens
epithelial cells. In contrast, the DNA relative
migration distance was as little as 0.14+0.34 (mean
Tstandard deviation) in controls, 1.10+0.89 at 0.5
kJ/m?irradiation, 1.61+£1.05 at 1 kJ/m?, 4.65+1.18 at
3kJ/m? and 6.10£0.93 at 5kJ/m? The degree of
DNA strand break increased with the intensity of

the UV-B irradiation. 1.10-phenanthroline, an iron
ion chelator, significantly reduced DNA strand
break. These results suggest that the Fenton reac-
tion might participate in DNA damage of normal
lens epithelial cells following UV -B exposure. (J Jpn
Ophthalmol Soe 101 : 40—45, 1997)

Key word: Lens epithelial cells, DNA damage,
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I #

PRI E AR S L UHIERE?1C 5 0 2 EE L IR E
BGR Eing, 70— YV h NGNS L IREBRIED
MRS iz Eh225H 5, Lzdi-> T, ANEO FEE
BLUHET LA P AOBFEEHOMCT 22 L
1, BENEORFREHICEETH 2. EEH» 6, BN
H RO FE T IR S L T 5 & & 351
STV AM EHBIE R, REFEEME(UV-A
320~400 nm), 57 % 5 % 4 # (UV-B : 290~320 nm)
I EEEESABHUV-C:190~290 nm) s T
BY, 2035 UV-Cld4 VBRSNS - HHE

i

WIEHFELEWEINTWLS, Lh L, EOLT Y B
MBI K - THRIMRIEST B ORISR I RIZ 3 8%
SENTED, I TIENEREIC £ 5 kiEo
EEIP T A7 EEREREPRES L TWS, &7,
SEAHR RS O 7K S b 0 BE LR B i A IR B I
NEPREWZ L, BLUEBEMA L AT 205
B THLA— N —F F ¥V FIEEEEMETFT T2 2 &
DS E SN TWAD, KEEE EEMNE DNA i Rigd
LR OEE IO W T, Kleiman & %0 4R B 5T i
L5 okGE R DNAOYE Y 2 ¥ - BEOE
Iz DWW T, %72, Sidjanin 50445 A IS L 2
7 H F kL R DNA OB bz oW T s 2

RIRIGERSE @ 343 MEESAHERSE 2 150 BEERKEESEREER B #—

(PR 843 A 13 HEAT, ¥Rk 8 £ 8 A 5 HkETZH)
Reprint requests: Eiichi Shoji, M.D.

Department of Ophthalmology, Koshigaya Hospital, Dokkyo University

School of Medicine. 2-1-50 Minamikoshigayva, Koshigaya-shi, Saitama-ken 343, Japan
(Received March 13, 1996 and accepted in revised form August 5, 1996)



Rk 9 4 1 H10H

EWHBOHCT E v ALK EEHIE DNA 285
B, £ OREREEOEEES -2 1258, B &5*
VR 7 EOEEREERRA~O S E-FEICEENEL,
e OE{ERENEREO—R £ % S AlHEM RS D,
%%ﬁﬁwanA%%wm;ﬁ%U'?@%T%%@
fREHASEB L 4 - T < %, @bk L 2B{EMEE
iii&%ﬁ&tmﬁﬁﬂﬁff/#wjbth il
mwmwzincwa%%_tm”%r§MWw
DNA i &3 %4 ﬁBﬁU&FUVBumMﬂ%
A4 L OBFREHS I H%fLWA@Mhm
Thbb, A7 F7v4 7 ek 2T 7.
II E£8 5 &

l, EB& M H

EBEREEOME Y VIREREH W, EBRICit+ 55T
4°CTHRIFEL 12, £ 12, AR R RS THEE % 360 EUIH
LR 2Bk L7281, BT T % W T 9 »/Mi &= 0T L
L7z,

2. UV-BEB&H*x

UV-B3EIE(ATTO #84, HP-15 M, E—Z 312 nm) %

Huo, H L ek Rt % i.??”éﬂ&%( ) > ERAEE WL, PBS)
lidgkA A rFr—r A% PR FEWR TR/ L7z 35
mm F 6 ;X2 NF 7 2 th ’C‘%ﬁ B’E‘%Zf L AT I
T L7z UV-B #E 7% & FIc SR O &G T, SHERO
UV-B % 7k S iART M & S L 7z,

%85, UV-B k) vEREHET CHRERELZTVL RN
SREIRFICHES L. bbb, £1 IR L& UV-B M
FEIC B T 2 BRI A KGR O 88 B BE A2 R & — B
5,

3. DNARMS KT LA oDHIE

DNA A F 7 > F 7 14 7 & single cell gel assay
(SCGA) Mz X 0 HIE U1z, SR 5 ST 1 0 7K b iE
B ORI A 1.5 cm ORTEE 2 FEEL L 128, B2y
T4 I ko TSR EEMIRE A BEEEL, 37°C,0.5%
low melting temperature (LMT) 7 # o —2A ‘-ITL‘(:FJE =
tﬂ;%@ﬁﬁLWT?ﬁm—xamlqﬁﬁﬁum
0.5% 7HO—ATa—T 47 LIcEBEAZA N
SA LT L, A N—F 7 ARDEIE, 4°C, 5 75
HiE L, M LMT 7 o — R 28t s €. 20
W, A—7 5 AREEEL,ITC,0.5% LMT 70— R
100 ]l CHIfEE # B O, HEAN—TF A2 DE -1,

£1 FIMRBIK(UV-B)RESE

UV-B Hsat UV-B 5 Wt SR ]
(k]/m?) (W) (¥)
0.5 250 200
1.0 250 400
3.0 1,000 300
5.0 1,000 500

41

E1 DNARFS»FETLA2DBEIE,
m%wrmﬂmaﬁ#uw@upvﬁn A% Ak
S RIS AETOS% 7THo—A & 0.5% LMP 7
Ao—2 ik EFh »_;%Eivxii_\{i‘ifﬁt b
muOB%LMT?ﬁD—ZE.--ﬁM¥ﬁ03%
IMT 7 #Ho—2 8, E3:05% 7 u—AE, [1:
HGEASA FI7 R

H2 AFSFTLA2AELTULAL DNA OE
HEEWETE,
DNA GEREEHFE->T 5,

4°C, 59fEEL LMT 70— A 23/, 34
bbb, fifEEE0.5% LMT 7 o— A% 0.5% LMT 7
Fa—Ar0.5% 7 Ho—RAiLk OJF#&&&LBE
LB (E1). hn—2 5 A REREL, MFREEE( 1
sarkosyl, 2.5 M NaCl, 100 mM EDTA, 10 mM Tris,
1% Triton-X,pH 10.0) 51 12 # ¢ T T 4°C, 60 43 [d] #2
L, Hifais s & O A iR S &, DNA 2@ H s ¥ /e,
O, kB HE## (1 mM EDTA, 300 mM NaOH,
pH 13.00 i 20 B L7z, 887 v & Vi &> T DNA
OIEFERE S 2 G L 7o, ¥ 7~ ) > Bk E) 25 E (Bio-
Rad #3, 7 & V®) % v T,25 V, 20 3 [HkE L 72,
RIS HE (0.4 M Tris, pH 7.5) 5 5 £& L 72 1&,
20 wg/ml BAbx w7 AT DNA %230 L, FOL s
(A1) > 28 248 BX 50 © B © 515~560 nm, 7 4 L
¥— 1590 nm) #HW, BEEE T2/ A7 F T
VA Z8ECTuRWHIETIER, B2 D2 < DNA &
BRIE RS> TWEH, A T ¥ F 74 7084 Uil
TId, BZHE L7z DNA Wi 23> 78t U Tk EhEE
EEAZEALL, L Db < YIS - DNA Wi R iE E3E)
HHEBEL E2120,M30TLL{EBRICAMNL-T 2
Ay MRewkEiah s H4oRLzAECED, 5B E
T DNA O EE % NEL.;m&@W&D\A
HEOREOIFEL L,



H3 ARFSZFTLAIH%LTz DNA OBHEEH
#ER,
YIlr & iz DNA BB Es» - Ta A v MRIckk
fans,

D2 (HEER)

e

\ £

Ul = N7=DNATH

(D1-np2) ~ g

BE)E=
4 DNA BEBEOANERE.
EX FTDNAOKEIER:D1(#E) B L U DNA
DOEFE D2GERE) 258 L, DNABE EI1Z(D1-
D2YYD 2 E LT

4, UV-BIZ& % DNA BEnigst

7 ¥ AR I UV-B #0.5,1.0,3.0,5.0 k] /m2ig &
#, B IZ SCGA #EZTW,DNAA ¥ FF v 4 2
’Efﬁu‘.?—’}é Lz, oHIE UV-B 25 L T wkdfEs L

OB L USRI D & 3 EOARSEE W, K

f’f> 1 iz 2 & 100 {8 D 7Aihik b 57 i o BB 2 #HlE
L,UV-B§&EE: DNABELOBRICOWTHE L

5, #kAArFL— bAICL S DNA {EEHEIER

FEFL—PFIZ1.10-7 27 > A0 Y »(Sigma %t
81) % F w7z, B 100, 200,500, 1,000 wM & L, 3 B8
BFLr—rRIEZSE LV CEEEERE H iz,

7KK E 1.10-72F A0 ) yEESHLEY &
RN TO M@ ) v vy Far—va L
T, KE£1.10-7xF A0 ) 2SR 0 >
AR R~ L, UV-B % 5 k] /m?2H & (38 & 5% 35 15
500 %) L7-#:, E b 12 SCGA ¥ % 1T\, DNA % |
ZyRTVA I RBRELENBESLUSHEA A F

HiR&sE 101% 18

? i
6 ] Ig‘;
D 5t
: |
A 4T
#%
B o Al
B 2+ B
1 — I _—
r _'_ _J;[_ IR | I | ! dle)
0 0.5 1.0 3.0 5.0
UV-BEEST & g
5 5% Bik(UV-B)BBSE > DNA BEHE,
DNA @8 1: UV-B SR RERcEmL 72,
8-
D o %
N 64
A 54
B 4
B 3 - - ® = %
. S S
e
- aEREY 100 200 500 1000
#M

1,10-ZzF X0 VBE

6 1.10-7ZzxF+>Z2AJIZLZDNAR T
FZ7 LA 2OMFIER.
DNABEERX1.10-7=F>20) YHFilic X b
RIS S,
¥ " p<0.05

V— b HREIC D = 6 {HOakehE R F v, A 1 Iz
2 & 100 {# O A& FEMIAOREIE % HlE L 72, &5
Tk ik LA O DNA 5E 0 FE % J:I:IV;E Ly XIS
Bick 2 DNABED, 81 4 > F v —M#liz & 20E
ERIZ DWW THES L 7z,

HIE B & T L B RE TR L, BB OF
HEOEEZEORTEITIE ttest ZHEA L, 5% OfEf=
TERE L.

mr & %

1. UV-BIZ& % DNA EE0ET

AL LRI DNA O B8R, B5 5T k<
REHEED0.1410.34 THo DAL, 0.5 k]/mE
BT 1.1010.89, 1.0 k]/m*BHEET 1.61+1.05,3.0
k]/m*MESAEET4.65+1.18,5.0 k] /m2BE & BT 6.10+
0.93 £, DNA B H 13 UV-B S 8K 0 8 L
i

2. kA FFL—FEICE S DNA BENHIFER

F L — MlES & oot EEO KA LM DNA
BEIED 6.4640.82 ThHoTe iz L,1.10-7 =+ >~
21 > % 100, 200, 500, 1,000 M ERANL 72 B0 Ak Sy ik
ERzffiffe DNA OREIE Iz #h#412.22+0.81,2.36+
0.72,2.2940.58,2.28+0.90 &, Bt L s L H BT



Tk 9 &1 A10H
ETFL(H6).

IV % &

B LAY A v A DS E N O FHE R HETT # 13 Lo, E1L,
REARECELBEELTwB I EBHSATED,
DNA b BEERIZT Z LR B e Ts 2.1k
A ML AL %5 DNA OFEIR, © DNA HE DR
D Eff, @ DNA-DNA RO 4EE#H &, @ DNA-7 >3 7
BHOEEHES, ODNAA NS Y F V4 7034 T 3
ZEDHIS T W A, Kleiman & 913 @M LA IC X
LKERE LEMIEO DNABECODWTHELTEY,
AR ACHEIEE A 25 uM LLUF T DNA o4 5 3
e b 00,50 pM LLE TilBE bk BB EREN I
AP ZURTVvAZBETBELTWS, —F, BEELEE
LA MV AD—DTHLENMRE, HRNEDORE S X
CHETEOMBRIZ>VWTREL 25FEHERTED,
Zigman 5% Taylor & 24555 B 8 o B3 7 A
THRFTH 3 L EZHA R SHER/L Tv 3, EaiEs
KR bR DNA 12 B i 3 8 13, Kleiman 5948
EY Y ryTREOEROE,SMETLTEY,UV-B
BUV-AICH~XDNAEEZEOREN R &, £/, %
SR X 5 DNA GEOEE IR, B AKRIC L 5268
IZHEB L TE LS BEL T ER2HELTWS, L
L, BAMRIRSTC & 2 AGhE FEHIfED DNA A - Z
YETvA 7OREBFEICOVTIRIZBHLMICENT
WL, AFETIRUV-BEDNAR S Y FAL A 2
ok & OBMER, B L U Z 0BT, Fricdk1 4 > o5
T Singh 5" ko TR S -2 OO A +
FyRTvA 7 DREEERNICAETE 2 HETH S
SCGA &% W TRET L 72, % O#E R, sk LK
ODDNAARA MY F7 v A4 270BEEIZ UV-BEMEIC
HELTEML T, £, AV F7V A 7 138kA
FrFr—rAlcl-oTHEReME SN Thbb,
UV-B iz X 2IEEKEE LEMAORA NS P 7L A4 2
id, kA AV BESBEELTWBZ LB E RS
o, AT D AR I Lo TN IcEET 3 Y
R7 2 >, NADH, NAD 7 ¥ OB E D & 15
BFRESREL, AR EL ZEBFOoNTHES, —
A, AIARERR S L MEAMR B S N 2 BT H B K E
FiZix, PV T 7 7 R F X v UHEEAIEERY
BELTHFELTE D, EBRILIC L » TIHEEREES
RELTWBEENTWS, Andley 53 in vitro T 8-
70 AF A0 UV-BRSIC &> Tl kEHNFELE
LizZ L 2MELTH D, KGEEERCET CEE
BRI AKRENEREINT LA I ENRBEINE, T h
SOWEMEREBEED S b, WL AFELE LUV A—1—F F
VR (0.7) I3 gk KD EBESE A 4 >~ & Haber-
Weiss RIGZRE I L, CHRIGEENEVWE FaF i
ZVANEETE(ET), FIL,TEAA 2N T 255

UV-B iz & Z7kdbfk b3l DNA o « 7 43

Me™* Q2 — Me*+ 4 Q2

Me( 1+ + H202 — Me** + HO * + HO™

Qg+ Hz0Qz == g2 < HO = <& HO~
7 Haber-Weiss FIS.

1X Fenton I EMEIEN T 288, KERTEA A >+
V—tHITHB1.10-7xF A0 ik ) DNA 2
MR LvA B ERCNH SN L5, UV-B
EEtHz & > TASEDR T Fenton KIiGH34E U, 4L 1
EFOF NI VALBDNACA Y Y FI VA 2%
BT LI KERTHWR1.10-7 2+
yAu Y vid, EC 2B LU 3MOsKS A e FLr—
MEEMEER T 5. 844 OF - AL LTI,
1.10-7 =+ > 21 ) »Oftiic EDTA (ethylenediamine
tetraacetic acid) ®°deferoxamine mesilate (Desferal®)
BERISN TV,

L L, OEDTA G X 2{lioLEA A F 1L —
MEEMEERT 205, A A v Oflicw 72y 7 A4
AURANYTAA LT RELOEET A0, 814
AT ABRENZ LWL L, @ N OgkA A >k
Fi2flif Ay ELTHFEEL T, EEAEEL T
DNA L HEET20ObFZ2MiDKA A > THB EHEZ
SERTWVWEY, 2D, DNA T 281 4 > DEE
RN T A5G, 3MOkA 4 v L RENICF L — Mb
BV E T % Desferal ®(F 1N H 4 F—) LB L T
1.10-7 = F>Ra ) >»>OhFH, L Difiughd 4> F L —
FNMEREEOLEZ LIS Z L, %72,de Mello Filho
&N T B REIEYNRINC & 5~ 7 A SO DNA R
FFZ RV 7 OMFITER28ET L TE D, wE{k
FE~ U AGHEFIE I AW L 235 E, Desferal ®ic &
LZDNAANZ R v A 7 DIEIEIENIZEAER
ol L,1.10-7 =+ A0 Y i FIZ100%
DNARFZ Y F7VvA 7 2MHILELLELTRE K
W9 UV-BESHZ X 2 DNABEHEOBRS TH D, de
Mello Filho &' @i {bAF G & XM A b LA
DEFBRERLZH00, HEHEREIC L2 DNARA S
YE7VvA 7 s 2 MGIRSHRTE 5 2L UL
DEHADL G, AHETEIHEAAL > Fr—rHELT
1.10- 7= F > A0 ) > &EHn,

Kk BRI DNA B E %2 RIS 7 I h NV OFRE
MAECEAL TR EFOFI AT THINLOHFERZHT0
usec EIERICHE <,  OF N T OLEFERE LA 20 nm
ERREACHERTE T, KB EEHPET TEL R
EFaFynFyhnss Ll DNA ciEs5| &
T ERBbhRWZ Eh o, b k- T EEHIR
NTHEAE L - EEERTES, EEMIE DNA ik TR



44

WERZIC BT Fenton KIGEH I LTWwa & 0D & HEE
s 3, AERIL, B2 IEE KSR EEE ORI E
RS L 7285 &0 DNA OEES2BZE L b D TH
DM, EFEOA Y RO L D HiRARE T 584
BESEMLTE Y, BETORFEAEY I 2 EHics
731 HY7: ) ORI, FREZECRLZ WS
ATR¥H 28 k]/m?, &b P21 HTHFH5k]/m?
WL T2, 18 1PER 4 AR RS S HERE - BUE 3 5§
2L TR E2E L, —EEEMHEOBE 221
% KA T I EAR R O RIAMREHC X 2 E/EH b & E
TERW, O b, in vivo CBWTHEEERTH
Wiz W ESMNR RS R O 5 b o A& I FE
LABEHEHZDNABERE U 206U RD S, F 72,
Sidjanin 5MF A P T F A Vv A 2 OERFENRR L
BEZ22400,UV-ABRBRICKFLTDNAA S
YFTVvAIBETLEIEERELTWS, LML,
DNA A N Z ¥ R 7 v A 7o & % i/ UV-A BE5
B A180k]/m2 &, A B %8 T W 4F L 72 UV-B i 5 &t
0.5~5.0k]/m* L bl L T THWHBEESHE T 5 2
LS, DNARA NS Y RAVA 2 OFRECBWT,UV-
ALt UV-BEtoicid, DNABECHT 2 A% 2T
HoEEHLLOLEBLIS BEEZJ7:DNA FE
RO BERREIC L - TEBE S L5, K& LR
HEWTH,UV-Biz k5 DNA B Icntd 5 (S8
DFELEDEE & TV 3192998, B RHERRER ¥ ¢
EREET L2560, BHE R HEOE ST error-
prone repair (3 D 36 OFEE) 2545 U, DNA &8 A3 R #
Lo TREICEARZROFFR MBI & 520, K
fuf T, R ASE R D 5 2 TEE R AIE &
G THEY,DNA OfFEC & 5 EEROBERT®
HIRGFE i, Kbt OEEMMREOKT, +4b b, A
EOFRERPETEL ST I LBERCHEI LS, —
7, DNA x4 2L A b v A OBERHYHEIC X
NELZZEDHRE®LHD, v vAKEEEHVIESEO
BREZEZE P AANREORESCETCRNIZ Z i
TEuH, b bARBEEHOTHRBROEREZITS 2 &
BTERBWIEDLS, AIFERIEERELOTH S, 5
ZEBESEA A REOZELD DNA L RIZT %,
DNA & OB & /RSB HERRERRE OTRH &
DBATR, B & ESHRIEE P I £ 5 DNA BEED
Zib EOBRFEBBETHS .

LLE, EWASEE EEMEDNAZA NS Y F LA 2
B UV-BRNBEREFEOICETL I L, 51, BEOHF
WA A BELEELTwE I ERBH D E L&
fFgEc & 0, UV-B 2 & 3Kk E EEHIREDNA o5#
kA A oSSt Epe, HHED
FAETFBHIC B T 2 EYERE~OICHAM RSN S,

AEL OB S IXH 99 [ HARBE 2R (1995 4, £ HE
M IcBLTRELE.

HIRE3E 101& 15

WEKZ UL, ARCBL T g2 s e
MEBY F LEBH/NESRARCERZ2MEL2ERL £
T HBEIESELO I IHEFBEN £ U8B AE
BRI AR AR RS LET, £, Th A
WizE & E LB IERIR SRR O i o e
| % .

X ®|

1) NRER,—8 %, hHER, WAEER, EEEST
PRI ENEEIC B 1) 2 @RS, HIREEE 84:
1972—1978, 1980.

2) PIEER] | BRI OBRE AR & = O EH
%, HIRZEE 85: 646—655, 1981,

3) Zigman S, Datiles M, Torezynski E: Sunlight
and human cataracts. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci
18 : 462—467, 1979.

4) Taylor HR, West SK, Rosenthal FS, Mufioz B,
Newland HS, Abbey H, et al : Effect of ultravio-
let radiation on cataract formation. N Engl ] Med
319: 1429—1433, 1988.

5) Hightower KR, Reddan JR, McCready JP,
Oziedzic DC: Lens epithelium: A primary tar-
get of UVB irradiation. Exp Eve Res 59 : 557—564,
1994.

6) Andley UP, Clark BA: The effects of near-UV
radiation on human lens g-crystallins: Protein
structural changes and the production of O, and
H.0,. Photochem Photobiol 50 : 97—105, 1989.

7) INRER  EERRE-7 ) -7 P h 0 L aNE, HIR
256 99: 1303—1341, 1995.

8) Kleiman NJ, Wang RR, Spector A: Ultaviolet
light induced DNA damage and repair in bovine
lens epithelial cells. Curr Eye Res 9: 1185—1193,
1990.

9) Sidjanin D, Zigman S, Raddan J: DNA damage
and repair in rabbit lens epithelial cells following
UVA radiation. Curr Eye Res 12 : 773—781, 1993.

10) Imlay JA, Chin SM, Linn S: Toxic DNA dam-
age by hydrogen peroxide through the Fenton
reaction in vivo and in vitro. Science 240 : 640—
642, 1988.

11) Singh NP, McCoy MT, Tice RR, Schneider EL :
A simple technique for quantitation of low levels
of DNA damage in individual cells. Exp Cell Res
175: 184—191, 1988.

12) Dizdaroglu M : Chemistry of free radical dam-
age to DNA and nucleoproteins. In: Halliwell B,
et al (Eds): DNA and Free Radicals. Ellis Hor-
wood, Endland, 19—39, 1993.

13) Kleiman NJ, Wang RR, Spector A: Hydrogen
peroxide-induced DNA damage in bovine lens
epithelial cells. Mutat Res 240 : 35—45, 1990.

14) Bando M, Mikuni I, Obazawa H: Calcium-
induced lens protein aggregation accelerated by
reactive oxygen species photosensitized in the
presence of hydroxykynurenines. Exp Eye Res 40 :
813—818, 1985.

15) Meneghini R, Martins EL: Hydrogen peroxide
and DNA damage. In: Halliwell B, et al (Eds):



TR 91 H10H

16)

19)

DNA and Free Radicals. Ellis Horwood, England,
86—493, 1993.

de Mello Filho AC, Meneghini R: Protection of
mammalian cells by O-phenanthroline from lethal
and DNA-damaging effects produced by active
oxygen species. Biochim Biophys Acta 847 : 82—
89, 1985.

VR D EEBROFG & 2 OLHNERE, P
fo, f(fR) - HETEEREE, £WToLm-HE-TEHO
O T, FOLHMAR, HE, 26—31, 1988,

Ito T: UV-B observations by Japan Meteorolog-
ical Agency. In: Center for Global Environmental
Research (Ed): Proceedings of the Tsukuba
Ozone Workshop. National Institute for Environ-
mental Studies Environmental Agency of Japan,
Tokyo, 82—84, 1994.

Jose JG, Yielding KL: “Unscheduled” DNA

20)

22)

UV-B i X % kdhfk LMK DNA o - EF 45

synthesis in lens epithelium following ultraviolet
irradiation. Exp Eye Res 24 : 113—119, 1977.
Siderberg PG, Philipson BT, Lindstrim B:
Unscheduled DNA synthesis in lens epithelium
after in vivo exposure to UV radiation in the 300
nm wavelength region. Acta Ophthalmol 64 : 162
—168, 1986.

Lehninger AL, Nelson DL, Cox MM : Princi-
ples of Biochemistry. Worth Publishers, Inc, New
York, 831—839, 1993.

Hoffmann ME, Mello-Filho AC, Meneghini R :
Correlation between cytotoxic effect of hydrogen
peroxide and the yield of DNA strand breaks in
cells of different species. Biochim Biophys Acta
781 : 234—238, 1984.




