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Abstract

We developed a new method of specimen preparation for the study of cellular responses on the
intraocular lenses using a transmission electron microscope. This procedure eliminates propylene
oxide treatment of the materials during the routine preparation processes for transmission electron
microscopy. Using this procedure, two types of cells were identified on the intraocular lenses which
were obtained from monkey eyes 7 days after implantation. These cells possessed the definite strue-
tural features of macrophages and multinucleated giant cells. The relation between these cell compo-
nents and the intraocular lens surface was also clarified. (Acta Soc Ophthalmol Jpn 92 : 762—766, 1988)
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