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B #: Allograft M54 RREFHET (deep lamel-
lar sclerokeratoplasty, DLSKP) CIRREA'BEZh
RN ARBE ERERD, MEAE RO &R
L7-.

W& & HE X8 1E, DLSKP #E1T77% 2 £ L (Fy
3E 10/ R)BBERE L - RREBHEE_ERIE 6 5 6 R
ThHd. BERBROAKR LEMIE% impression cytology
¢ fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH) % TfZ
i,

#% R : Impression cytology %#1T-71z 3 i, WL
NHIEEELAE EEMANAES L T /-, FISH f#th

LIz KRR b E FF—OMUHAEL S 26I0AE LRI, @
FHEHRX MHFEDHKE(99.3% & 98.8%) TH 1=,

# 5 DLSKP %25, allograft W -AE L
EBETEEINSBRRA L, FEMICITIHRX AR
B b 7 #mBA o A & R {b 4 (transdifferentiation) (2 &
VR L TWSATBEMEAMERE & M-, (HARSES 106 :
714— 720, 2002)
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Abstract

Purpose : The quality of the postoperative cor-
neal epithelia of patients with severe ocular surface
disorders, whose ocular surface had been recon-
structed through deep lamellar sclerokeratoplasty
(DLSKP) using allografts, was examined.

Patients and Methods : Six eyes with ocular sur-
face disorders in 6 patients who had received
DLSKP were observed for periods of 2 years or
longer (average : 3 years and 10 months). The re-
habilitated corneal epithelium cells of some of these
patients were analyzed with impression cytology
and fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH) ana-
lysis methods.

Results : All 3 cases analyzed using the impres-
sion cytology method showed normal corneal epithe-
lium cell forms. In the 2 cases analyzed also with the

FISH analysis method, in which the hosts and
donors were of the opposite gender, the cells were
host-derived (99.3% and 98.8%).

Conclusion : It is considered that rehabilitation
of severe ocular surface disorders using allograft
epithelial transplantation procedures, including DL-
SKP, is eventually concluded by transdifferentia-
tion of the conjunctival epithelium cells derived
from the host.(J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 106 : 714—720,
2002)

Key words : Ocular surface disorders, Ocular sur-
face rehabilitation, Transdifferentia-
tion, FISH analysis, Deep lamellar
sclerokeratoplasty
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B i e M TR LKP () o) e B gt e () FBUAJE Cochet-Bonnet BESUH
LoBE U0 & k0 68 5 Voor?)  (em) (A)
2. GDLD 42( 6) 5 4 4 57 5 1 mm nd 40 — 5.0 42
3. JREEARHEA 49(38) L'V &} 0 47 LS 2 mm 0.1 90 — 0 60
4. GDLD 46( 4) LV 2 72 5 3 mm. 1.2 — 2495 5.0 58
5. b¥ER 28(23) o & 1 92 =% 4 mm 0.1 75 1127 0 53
6. GDLD 55(10) 7 5 T4 % 5 sl mm — — 6.0 36
GDLD : EEREHGIRAIES A b0 7 ¢ LKP © %W s i 6 mm 0.1 30 980 0 28

FiTAkR E, 20 20 FRTRBERICES L 72279,

&2 1% Stevens-Johnson fEMREEL IR RIEE 25 <,
e ORHE M ARG E R EPHERE R R LB
TERAEY A ha 7 4 o3 2IRREHEEN & LT, W
TR LR RSO TRNARE T XT3 E L TREL, stem
cell & & A 72 allograft & {&# 3 % 58 £ B 58 Jg 7% Hl il
(deep lamellar sclerokeratoplasty, DLSKP) % jiifT L
T&7z, 66182 FELL EORBBERKZ, WTNLLE
FHEOBER I 2 ZE LRET R AO0RIENES>h
TWwb, ¥7-, it A F A% impression cytol-
ogy & PR TR L 2RSSR, Z OIREEHEE I &
A b BRAERE R D BRI 7 b4 (transdifferentiation)
VN-I1z F 0 BT LT B AJREE SR S LTz,

DLSKP »#EEMEIRKRE R B4 20 TER2F
MHEC R VES LRSI & &, BRERRARY
A ba 7 4 BT AFARICONT, BTOEZEL2INZ
THET 5.

I XRE LTk

1) W& PRRREE, 7V VIER, FEEFRHO
R R L R E 234 1, a2 KRB A IR AT
(lamellar keratoplasty, LKP) % 2~5 [Elfii{T & 1172 5
FIBERERAEY XA b a7 4 233 60T, 1995 £ 10 B~
1999 £ 12 A £ TO M DLSKP 217\, itk 2 LU
FCES3ELI02H) B L 6B 6 IR TH 2.

2) FAE KA M OE RS & £
[BYIER 2 1Tv, £ 12~14mm O K F—5RMAEHE %, 5
[T 3 2 SEYIRR, A Descemet I & NI & #iEE T
AL TR A MIREREK EIcEE T 5, Wb Y3 deep
lamellar @ sclerokeratoplasty T& %. & & b+ @ i
WX, 10-0 74 v 2% 16 SRR ELSNE, FEY
Brre © ORI SNz Ty, 3Bz, fERI6 0
Mt R AR Uz, BokiE, KA MERD 7 Z 7 b
NOHEFAES R D A &M 10 HREER TTT- 72,

3) FFr—1EATANY 7 poERES NIz N —D
FERRIE 47~92 7% (Y 68.3 1%), ZELC - HRBRAEH T IX
1~6 RefH (P 3.2 BEfHD), 5 A BRI (Optisol GS®)
2 & 2 FMT E COMFEMIZ 1~12 HCFS 4.8 H) TH

-7z,

m.m. . FEFH n.d 30cmIEHAH s L OEHEA

FEFIO—E &, &RICHERA L N —1FHkEeER 1 IR
kR

4) RIRHEE | SEHIGEE L BB E A 7o A NEED
WHR & SR %2 ER I To72, Y70 AR) v (> T4
2o, WIKRA00mg/H, MM b 7 1)L 50~
100 ng/ml) 1¥ 3~4 2» A, SRQ % 4V —7 s
W, 4~6[El/H) ik 4~6 »AMBEHAL:. 7v =Y
YTV RZVO)ORRIE, R RAXZV ()T ar
®)6~8 mg/H OHE % 2 HEAT-> 7212, 30mg » 5
W L 2 h3 0 3~5 AT o 72, A7 v A FELRE,
VORI XYY F I VT LA0.1% ) T ar®) %
2 P, F0B7VAaX b (0.1% 7V X b
oY®) Iz, A7 uFYy I (FVEY MOFE T
W78y ’®) b 3R/HTSHETHEL T
%, %7, HACM#ESRGE/H) D 3~4» AHEHER
L, fiiE&E» SERLIEERAY 7 hary 7 by X
(MSCL, Acuvue ®)ix, 3~5»ATCZOEREZFIEL
7z.

5) el bR 0T @ iER] 3, 4, 6 TiE, BED
[FIE =5 Tl o Ml F e = BRINL, ZoMik%
impression cytology & fluorescence in situ hybridiza-
tion (FISH) i CTH#igt L 7z. Impression cytology 1%, IE
B3 13 34 6 » H, MEGI4 131 2 £ 8 H, FER
6 13 9 LHBEIC IV RT 74 vy —® (HKRI Y RY
A ) Z AW CABR R ZEIL, 10% fr< ) >~
T[EE % Papanicolaou Feta % i L T, S BAMEE CH
2 7:. FISH #7118, "A b & N> —DMEDR% Z5E
Bl 4 & 6 THITT L7z, 2X2mm KOFEFLER AR R
%, EF 4139058 3 FE 30 H, ER6 3k 142 »H
DEFIZ AN—=T )V THIL, HEEIC LV MNO
DNA 5 FORERIERT 2 HEy 7 v & UL TRBEL
T, ZOMROEZTH T,

Iiz, i1 EUEERTHOLHT, ARFaT~
A 7uaXar—, AFENEHRE, TMS-1(Computed Ana-
tomy #1812 & 2 MR T, BRI 5 U B RE AR AL
(Schirmer 7 X b 1 ¥EZ R E 72 13 005 & BT -
7z.



716

HIR=EE 1068 115

il

i

2 prpRBREEAESERABERARNNRRERE] £

PPPRPIPMPIPMPINEIMIE,

X1 fEFl 3. FEERTRNAERE RS (AiR).
A WIZRORIIREAT R, B i 5 » B HORIRETATR. 7vAt v e 4 v BRCBET 2RO T~V
F—varyIArBbh, TR UM E NEIO AL ORGSR W IT IV, L B R
ERHk, RIS ELBREL TS FF—AEEETHS, C: itk 4 EHORIREATR. D : itk 6 »

HEHOABENKRTZ 7 4.

|11 S

SEOFMEBEE2ICE Lo, FEH 3, 4, 6 DIl
fif, MRETARE AT R 2K 1~3 e L7z,

1) firest @ b &0HE & LT, Descemet fED,
INEFLS AR IR TICER] 2, 4 T, BEANEEH
WEERI 6 THREZ D, WIh bBERRAKY A ba 7 4
DEFITH- T, itk ZEAFE & BREBImIZ, EH
1, 2, 4, 6 THELU., ZhsTRL, ERLE 2135
JLE TROBEIZE, FER 4 TRETENICEREA, E 6
T CF A ADEAZITSTC, ZEHHIBIZZNZT N
40, 90, 75, 30 HBRWCHA L7, BREHIIMb WwFhd 3
PHLWICIZHER L7z, fEFI2 &£ 4T, i1 »HBEK
FEAFMNIG & BbN 28R OFE, BB H -7
2, BIBEEAT v NIEORRETERRL .

fEGI 3 T, M3 AT, M1BRRT LI BTV
FreA VICBERTIEIROT VT —ya v T4 VH
HEL, e & bicRE/NNS<%>TI0»HE
kL7, 20OBAFEI0 A ZRELBEEZ T, M1C
R LT HTIRER DRFEICE D D ik, £z, ERI6 T
1%, M7 HrHAZRETHS, M3CIRLEZVE Y
YA EROBEMESTCHE L Tz B O RIE» & DR A

BHY, TOREIPBIIBHE L DTEH L TWDE0D
NEZ Iz, itk 15T, ABERIZERMESTTHEL
T EETIRTCEDLDN, UBR2FIADARELIHAEE
T, AEOFEREIZRID O XS IFlehTna, o
4BITIE, DX R EFDANEDLD i lIcHBE T
HZEIXTERhoTz,

4E @ DLSKP i £ v, 2fClRFRmITHFES Lz,
BIE, FEGI 1 RRHE R S5E) & fEf] 5 (e 2 )
EErE, ER 3 1M 8 B CHIRET 0.9(BIE1.2),
oBRERRARY 2 a7 436, 6 hH»S 14
B0 1(WTFNDBIEREE) CEIE L2, 72, flifkic
TEREME A bR RABSCHRE B % ok U 72 fE B 13 72 20 o
7. ARFa2I<%4 2703 E—WNA[RETH o I2HER
3, 4, 6 OFAMEAN RIS, W 1 FE 2R T 5B
FTRELREIT RV, BREBRAKY A b7 2D 3
B, T TH Cochet-Bonnet HIEE T4 d 1em
G 2 A 3, ABMEORIEN 2, 1D, fE
B 3 DT ABTAR 2R U228, Mo 5 61 & EIRRE O
W EEL B 5. Schirmer fEi%, 6 #]& b AT,
BEECTEE TP o7,

5B, 11X, REZERROMR3FE6»HETE
ELRIRERENE S LT Wiehs, ZD%OEFLIERIME
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H O HETHRE AT R

TRuay 77y benot, o581, SHETHT
NHBRAOLEVRI-NTWT, FHEREOHEFE T X
{, HRITDOEES LW,

2) Impression cytology : fiE 4 O B H.[EB FA R
JZ impression cytology OfER 2B 4 12m U7z, #EELE
Nl EEMROZREICEE 137 <, goblet cell R&HE
MR ORE b 2o, ER 3 OffTE: 3 4E 6 »H THEAT L 72
impression cytology & [FfkIZ, AR FREEEOMEAE
Thoiz. ER 6 TiEARLEEOREMEICEED A S 1L
7 Afite 9 M HOKRZ, 7NF Ve A v TRRBE B Al
bREFEINTLEE (K30 %22 Z L TE
2, L7z, fERI3, 4 LRI, WTho ML
FEAIAE & T REER e B 137 <, Mg LId Mg E
Wigkh»ro7z(¥5A, B).

3) FISH f##7 - iEF 4, 6 O Al Mg o FISH
AT IR 2 B 6 W U7z, fER 4 Tl wims LRz AAE 425
il > 99.3% LMD HEREAR XX WTHIEL 722 DD
Ry Z7FuErL, XYHRIBY 70k 0% Tho
7z, [ERRIC, SEGI6 T I3k b Bl IE 252 fli Hh 98.8%
MWXX T, XYRIRYZ Wiz 0% Thoie,

IV #%

SlE O & 5 AR % v 7 B4l X, 3T Ba-
rraquer'®%% 1971 FEIZHE L T T, i, BIREO

o A R BTN #2 O transdifferentiation « #2JHEfih 717

B B B O FRIR = Az autograft 12 £ %4
[ERAEMT CH o7z, D, Foulds'hs 1974 £E12 allo-
graft KX > TH R LBl E|REL TS, LarLlik
D5, TSR S NI HRE, IR OE MR
ZHIE Uz 7 O stem cell A & v 5 HE&id £
otz Bbh b,

PR AR LEREB T 2, REO allograft %
w7z KEP % LT O L EBAESIREE = i3 25
FFr LT, KEP TS n:EEMIED transient
amplifying cell 25, LT TIiZiHEl stem cell 23FA: KR
LFEOFERE L THEET 20 EFEZ 5T w5297
W1 Un Lo, KEP TBHE S Lz B OMa
FEREVC \IRRA DY 5 7o, —RIEHIZ A 2 B itk D AR
ERE, Z20HBI~2ED S BICHKA MEELEICERR
END Z EPMBITHEMSE I L 2BE TS T
520, LT T, KEPickbkxniE X v B bz
R —HROAEEFMEPEFE LT T3 & DR
SNy B BHH, BHEE Tz allograft @ stem cell A3EA
BV FE I B AR & fAE UE T 2 DB 2012 D W TEEER]
THY, KIETHOEETH .

T2, ZFORBENHGE stem cell % & te FH 2 A B
KR X 27 S af NEETHS Z EBHEMZK- T
BERFRARY X b 7 401929 T ), ZhAicEonT
FRahi: LKP+KEP offr1"28, ZiE T100% T
Ho e AR BOBFFEIDLZZINCGEIL 72, LarLlik
o, FEUMATIY WEFAELILO®EPDLDHY,
AFMFE D BEMEIRAKY 2 v a7 2 OFFHEETERI
PR 2BEN LD XD/ THRN,

K o DLSKP o ffi=ix, £/ 360712725 LT
& LKP 3 — Rk L s o I BRI & 2 IRREFEM TH
5, 2L, 1B X 3C TRLANED A EZ D
#iiE, LT Th->Ts, allograft H3k D AR i H
BRI R EROMIBICE &b > T EfEERL
bl bhsd, 512, fEHI4 & 6 D FISH fi#tT
OFERIE, Wb SOARKRAZ TNTHEO D DWE
HAL72i2d b oF, FE i b RIE 2B L 721l
BIEINLALIE2LADKET, §TIKINSDA
EEENKR A N DOZEHBICRE > TwieZ L 2RLTW
5., 3ebb, KA THEINIRKRmE, SX MH
SRAEIEE I K MHRE o A i1 B2 Ak 4 (transdifferentiation) ¥
DN K Y RRSE L T B EIEEEED in vivo THRE NIz b
DEFEZoND,

DLSKP offf= & L TOFH1, O allograft @ stem
cel B Z & AT, Q1RO R F—TFifimaEz, @
WEBEIC X 2 RFARBHETTH Y, @ NEKEE
M A 7% <, ® BHER FEPRC S IRE LA MR
RANOFE DI EnNBTond, ZOFMAED
T, SRS EREYBR LT 7 N ERR R N IRE
EreZx0F EREELIZDIX, KA MO collector chan-
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3 JEfl 6. BHFBRAESX MO7 1 (ZR).
A YIRZRORREAT R, B iR, 2AROEBERBYIRAET L, &8 mm O Descemet i % &
L7z& 2%, C itk 9 » B HORREATR., EAD 7 vA v A OB EEDTUE L 2502 B R
B bR sk o FRMIfETH 5. D - itk 2 4B O RN A.

4 fEff 4. FBE impression cytology.
itk 2 £ 8 »AHE. /Y—1% 50 um

nel DG EFL X, HiEMARE LMRORE LA H
BEAROFHIc b BIcH > b D EHZ NG, —7,
AR OREE L TIE, O FF—oREHS % &
LERE B X OB ERBREALE S b 72 & T REKIG O RE,
@ Descemet [HZEFLOBIEIZ b & THIEO _EHIE
CEEEMBET TV, @ AEOREBYIRICIZZD
AT 2, BERH 5. MBROGENHIXSETT-
TR T, 7, ZEHATEICH L THRERE Y
A DHIENEATZ OMNIGIEZIEETH D, FHRFRICE

i3l hote, WEBHEET 1201, WIhOEH D
BENAEEZEERE TRATOI O THS, Lz
Mo T, AEFEEGEEF CIEE L o RRME AR LR
B, FFREERED R L BRRIERAEY 2 a7 ot
LT, DLSKP Gk S WFi#EIETH 5 L Bbir s,

SEOFER? S, b —DMRENT N & HEIZBARRR
ARY 2 b a7 4 3BIOSBDOBEFROFGEETH S 5.
A B LKP+KEP 2175 T, R0 itk 2~4 4
DD HITiE, BEZEVSDDE L OREFTHEFELTL
5%, ZOFEKRE LT, BEAFRECEAL TAHE
FRAEE LB LA PSHEYY S uf NEEET L7290
LEZohTwTY, fiiteo MSCL HEfi AR I h %
R HIET 5 £ w52, LKP+KEP T3, HH,NT
FTHRE DS AVERES L OB D B L ISR T 2 EOF 2 H b
TE 20, KL, MRITEBERE LHES A S
nixwicbr»»rb o3, iikEAL Twiz MSCL ~D
7 U4 RUELZHERLIHED DD S, 2 OFEE,
AEEEZ a2 O —)VT 2O IEEFI s TR D AT
B2 THhs I ERHEL TS, 3B TRLIL
512, 4 DLSKP T, it o#E L& OB Y 5%
LOAREMEZ 2w, KBS, SEL 4ES A RRABLE
RERFI2 £ 4 TH, MSCL ZH i H Tk L7
FFESDEIAFFEEATORY, LHLgss, FEF
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5 fEf 6. fEE impression cytology.
A QEs, B JEYOER
fitte 9 »HHE. /Y—13 50 um

3(1B) HER6(3C) TRLI-ABICIEBA LR X
DFEEMEDFE NN, TERFHIL R 137 T BARTE
AR X va 7 4 T3, BELE AR S »DORE
BHERL TV EfETE S, 51, AIED 3H
i, IRREVPHAEINTHARMTIIRIEHELE L%
ELEELTHEREY, bRAIZIO 3N, filild Ak
HEZ0THoT:, BHERAKY 2 v a7 1 Do 3

PlOMEARNEEEEEEL T 20T, - OME AR B o F;;Fgﬁ?égg' M XY 123
=~ s . NPOLER ™t > NERFETHARZ O 144 I3
Prag==1 b = % N >

b, ARBOWECHARFLAPRET SLODOH o k2 rn m=5). B fhl4, #6353 »AH
Ao, L7eioT, SEO3PICENTH, SHROF O Ol B, et L A 425 (R XX
FHOTREMEZEET S 2 LIXTE R0, R L7z 2 DDfkvy 74 v 98 98.8%, XY whit s
SERBREIE D SR ES A LS. 27, wEfAE TFNIE0% Thote, CLERG6 itk 1E20HE
B OFATEIC D 5 SHF# 1720 1 REHS BRI DA LA, kR RN 252 feith, XX ity 7

F 3 98.8%, XY MG 7 Fnix0% Thoiz.,

SRR EICERH I LE T, KX DOEEDI b, EB . . o e
) FISH : flueresceince i situ hybridization
OFMFFIT OV T 200041 H 28 H, £ 23 Bl HARRELF A, B, C:/N—i%5um

e (BER), BERERARY 2 v o 7 1 EFIOFM 7
12D 2000 % 11 A 5 H, %8 54 [H H AR KR & (]

=), AR bR OMERFHEIz > w»C 2001 £ 10 A 12 H, related expression of a major 64K keratin iz vivo
55 55 [0 0 AEEFRIRRIE 2 (55) THRE L. and in culture suggest limbal location of corneal
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1) Thoft RA : Keratoepithelioplasty. Am J Ophthal- mology 96 : 709—723, 1989.
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