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AEEF T HHAETHERL, 3TCHEHTL (ML TH-1-. (HEE 92 828—836, 1988)
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Abstract

In order to determine whether retinoblastoma (RB) is a dominant or a recessive cancer, the RB
Y79 cells containing the neomycin-resistance gene were fused with “non-malignant” NIH 3T3 cells
containing the E. coli xathine-guanine phosphoribosyl transferase gene. Totally 60 hybrids were
isolated by a double selection with neomycin and media containing aminopterin and mycophenolic
acid, and their morphological characteristics were studied. All hybrids had the ability to grow in the
double selection media, and DNA blot hybridization with *2P-labeled neo or GPT probes demonstrated
the presence of both sequences in the hybrid cells. The hybrid cells were all spindle-shaped and
fibroblastic. Colonies showed a wheatsheaf cell alignment. Therefore, all hybrids were morphological-
ly most similar to the “non-malignant” fibroblast parent NIH 3T3. These results appear to confirm
the recessive nature of RB. (Acta Soc Opthalmol Jpn 92 : 828—836,1988 )
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#AIE 2 M faiE (Retinoblastoma © LLF RB L BE3)
I, EEERCR L RENEEEECH Y, TOoRE
F11,5000~2,80000 tHAE K L 1l & v B2,
AEFICX LT omEB#Er 55, 1) KEHE, HE
PHAFEVIBDTEVERMICRT, BEALELT
DEIET S, 2) BEEYETHEAI0% Y ED, T
AL FRAaAEEREEY RS, 3) RECWEYE, &
BEO NS L IS CRef P #EREE T 50
L, BEFTRLIOIL%OLINBGEHEEE TS, EbIC
CRAERc L mECEALLR, EOHNRRL, £
fo, BIEZEOEE, ZKMCEEER S OMOFERESE
PR A RIE S A fEk ey, ERZ L LA,

AEHSERORMCES MM T 5 2 ToORME
LT, “twohit"HAMRIB S his, 0¥ 0, KEHOR
B2 oo hit "hETHH, BEEDCEFOHE
ix, AEREMROBRETHE 1 Oht A EETRE
L, RTH20hit & LT, RHARBRARERY, B
281 hit CREYET B HE REEFMRICAEL,
RB B3FgH T 5, i, FBEHOEFOH I, &
1, 82 o hit 23, ki, FHMRERERL LT, F—
OBEFMCE CRBRT 5 &8 28,

—F, Yt ik Rt oh, RB BE D 5 %5Ic
Pta (K13% qUAKO KBEELRELIBD LB LD
it b, Zofasn RBEHLEGEGOSS Z L3
R E R,

FOEDIBFELEOMRIL, £& L THFENFE
bbb ENcbDTHS, T, HEMF13
Fqlaicd b, RBBTAHETOIEL I, BEE
Esterase D (LAF EsD L BE3) OBETHEFELET A
EAVHBAL, thx<=—»—¢:LTRBEERIURK
oD ED bRy,

¥ #, =@, recombinant DNA % F\ 7z Restric-
tion Fragment Length Polymorphisms (RFLPs) &
DL 2 R, BEEIIFEICOVLTE, WD HFH
tt~—# —DNA 2B LA, Rk LtTcofB L AE
ER BRI RN,

19834F Benedict b, D5 1 Fla#e L2,
Z® RB #3#» EsD i&#k«, MR cIXEEDL/2,
RBEZHETR0ARL, BHESYHG-cRAads
rew, #McefREr AteT, BEEMikT,
—HOREMAKIIENLTBL T, B, RBH X
0¥ EsD i {5 F # & Tv submicroscopic 7s % 5 {135

il
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qldlo K EH, Filao—HoReFicsd b, RBIE
BTl ToRERISEROENKRD, TOERK
pfkneRBLIbD EE 2, 5 LT two-hit”
MHPELWZ L, RBASABETFHRET DI
HFHEE (Z h# recessive cancer 2\ 5 ) THAH
L, To%k, FEEO~—»—REELLR
EHABAERLRIS, F7:, RBEEDKIELARB
HRIETAEBRECSE, FAEERL, -5 -
DNA # B\ #ai3 2BEAAL S RS T35,

X g, Z OBET @ recessive mutation (%, RB &
LB REORE & SBARL TR 17, RB 4 recessive
cancer £ L7234, = ® RBBETHHH 5 258
i+ A2MEFEOREF & LT, N-myc DIREMEL B &
nTW519-20 i EsDOBfEFEHESEL, #
Bik13F L%, »L+> RBH#EEBETFIGET K Eadiik
&h, FEFIZITL complementary DNA (¢cDNA) #%
B|EIhT B2,

—7F, 19614F Barski 5132, ~ & 2 §EHEZF 40N da 3k
o 1-213EBYE, EEEECEV 2EROMEYES
EEL, WhoMRrBRCRELLLEELLAS
hybrid #% K L, = ® hybrid (2 E#42RTLMEL
fo. 25 LT, #ieh 2 EHEOMEE e E
U hybrid 8T & 2 Z LD THLIT S h, £OH
Sendai virus?¥?® == polyethylene glycol (PEG) %
Buwasziickh, HEREOHELLERATH LA
FR S h, HEMME O hybrid 2% ELR S X
Sicinote,

HFic, EHEEFMR & IE R MR O hybrid # 8%
L, BEMolEsICE0fE FLTroRREMNE
Born=X 22 WELThbhd L 5Ek-
7o, LR EERomM<, BNl e ERARED
hybrid @2 CTE# R T o LtE2zbRh T
BN EEGAVCEER R THE S B LG
2T is b0~ BRECRESERCE, fEomE
dominant cancer &, %3 ® 0% recessive cancer 1%
HHEZEPHALRTW5,

B o<, RBIZHEMFIIF qUICETHEE 2
Hhb RB#EEFOXKEKC L b4+ 5 recessive can-
cer THHH LDRAVEFNTH DA, KIEEHFER
R LSS, £ TEE LI, RB LIEEE
MR oo R i iR & A T 7o\ hybrid %1 b, £ OFERE
CoXEH Lo THET 5,
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1. Cell line, transfection, #MEDHEH

RB & LT Y79 cell line*¥%&H v, JERES MR &
LTt~ 7 2§ #E2F M ME NIH 3T3 cell line*®% -
7o, £ LT, MRS I X b hybrid 234 Ufc#iéic,
RN TH A L 512, HiFiCi: neomycin(G418)
EBHEE T neo ¥ H 4 % pSV2neo®®, ##F T X E.
coli xanthine-guanine phosphoribosyl transferase jit
ZTFGPT #HF ¥ % psV GPT**® L \» 5 dominant
~—Hn—BfEFE, VVEBHILST ARH W& 4tran-
sfection L723 (X 1).

o, fEcowTIE, 0% FEmE, 2mML 7
AR L, 200867/ml == v, 200ug/ml A b L
Thwa4vv, 0.22ug/ml7v+79>vBeatr
RPMI164055## (= 1k LA T RB K50 & 7.8 12,
G418%0.5mg/ml & 7c5 X 51z (Z OFEIR% LT neo
BIREFEL) Nz TR L, ThBEHieouTiE,
10%F4 1M, 20082/ ml <=9 v, 200ug/ml A
L7 b=A42v,0.25ug/ml7vh7Y > BaRe
7¢ Dubbeco Modified Essential Medium (= fu% LLF
IT3EHRW LIFS) 1ImM L 7242 5 v, 0.025mg/
ml mycophenolic acid (Ll 4T Gibeo #£:8), 0.001
mg/ml thymidine, 0.002mg/ml aminopterin, 0.25
mg/ml £+ v ¥, 0.015mg/ml & EF4+ 5 (L
ESigma#l) LB L5REL (ZoFERPLT
GPT HEIREME8) B Lo, BBl E 2 mETHL,
Pco, 7.5%36.4°C DR EHIEART R I THREE L 1o,
i, RB Y79fifaic>\u~TiZ, poly-D-lysine, 7 7 4 7
B & 7 F v (Gibco #:8) THRMME L -5 Mm % H

T’&‘_:m]

BT o0 R SUETFRR
Y 79 NIH 3T3
neoMty —] b crrmer
RB4 (neo) 3T3#4 (GPT)
ARG

l

hybrid {neo, GPT) #
neomycin¥iFaminopteri
mycophenolic acididd
TERRGE T AT S

n,

—

ada
o
WMo |
B

B
i

HiR%:EE 92% 55

CHLTHEIREEEL, FhicH L-CHEMET5 clone
oL, £odhh RB4, 3T3H4 & K075 4
neo 5T, GPT @ETFOMZA T hicH LMl
%, LT ofiiass kBl i,

2. ¥ESRES 5 & UF hybrid 0 2Bt

RBY79#0f2x, BE BRI HFLTREL S
ORBETLHENS Y, FoMAmS LTS
hybrid @iz, RBACHELIL 7-tEE o b o HE+ 5
TREME S H 50T, MigEHoRENOYHE, Lk
Lo % poly-D-lysine, 7 7 4 7 v & # ¥ v TEEAL
BLASEBENARHC, 2%h, 6Eo@EEOMSENL
LOEORMAHE A LIcEENA~EBREL L THE
L, ¥o8BAE LTI RB 4 Hic 3EORFLERES
%M, 3T344 Ac 3@oBEH OREMXABELY, 3
EOMBOAMIRE, £0F ¥ & ~neo #R, GPT iR
M LRI T A AR T O 1M, £
&Rk s 6 neo L O'GPT @ —H#E R % 2
FRERZ L DO 1 E, EFBRM LR PEG EFY
nxfeth, —EBRIRCHEASHLEL, PEGEECL M
faEEr R 5o 1{EMFHL,

FF, ERAREENINES X 3T AR 3
{&8 o> 511518 o ¥ 2 Mz 3T 38441 i %2 & « 6 X 10°{H #E f&
Lic, kT 3 BEIE, BLTST34 EB L TV 5
1280 S5 IE M 5 X O RBAF R BEZEI 3 Hw,
RB4ffila % & %« 6 X 10°@F >#E L 1=, 0% 3 Hf,
RB #53%&¥, 3T3E#HK 1 . 1 EAICTERLH,
MR A I e,

Mk & ik PEG 2 V2, J)wcd0% (EE/E
#OPEG(4r F&1000, Sigma #-#1), 20%dimethylsul-
foxide (DMSO, Fisher Scientific #-#4) # &¥r Mini-
mum Essential Medium (Eagle) (MEM, Gibco %t
B) T30~45F [ AL E L - 8, 10%DMSO % & i»
MEM € 3 @E#E\y, &\ T10% F 41 (Gibeo #-44)
&1 MEM T 1 E¥» 7z, = o#:{E: RB4, 3T3#
&4 O BEEEN 1 oo b AT -7,

MfaR O R ER L, FERFEEEEN1208, *MEEEm
D5 H EFEPEG#IFxmalcb D, X CHEEEXM
2Twlkwbof s 1{EOH 4Bz L, RBE#ik,
T3ERIE 1 © 1T, neo B, GPT #IRv&te— &
MRERTICEE LA L EREIH 2 ETRL,
ACHRRF O — R LB ic B L, RB R
Kotz & RO L, BERL.

3. Hybrid DNA 0 neo, GPT =—#»—#EF D
FEs2
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4 hybrid #ifg2 6 DNA #Eh i L, £ D#I5ug &
#IPRE%E EcoRI T cut L1z, 0.8%agarose gel (2T
ESE L, Southern*Vd iz X b, nitrocellulose
filter iI=® L 7z,

—77, neo probe !%, pSV2neo plasmid DNA # %
DEE, HB\E, HIEEER Hind III, Nae I TTE
AL LTES R #700bp @ neo # = T DNA %3P
T7nLTfE-7 (R 2)., %7z GPT probe ix pSV
GPT plasmid DNA # 720 ¥ %, H 5\ ik, HIEEE
Hind III, EcoRV TE{H{k L T#H & 7-#1450bp
GPT #{ETF DNA #¥P T7 <A LTffo7c (R3)

pSV2 neo

pBR3220ri

S$V40 ori

2

pSV2 GPT

Amp R

pBR3220ri //

SV 40 ori Hind 1l

Eco RV

gpt
3

RIS o 5 FAEWFHIBTIE - P
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Southern blotting [l k& 6&3‘!‘:

1) DNA HAHH &
2) B¥FE Eco RIT cut DNA
Cl!lt

3) 0.8 & agarose gellCT
!gmﬁkiﬂ

= -
4) nitrocellulose sheet [Z /

#3 (southern blotting)

5) ?—j}—DNAEE'ZP TSN L
hybridization

32p sl
— 1 —DNA

6) 52°C T30 LTI L L L
Hi& L-70°C ICB<¢

7) B

HENT AL
& B

Bk

( FE{F HE¥ 3134 T Bethesda Research Labora-
tories #), = . 5% denature L B8 - L 7%, neo
probe, GPT probe % % 4 3« @ blot {Z hybridiza-
tion X748, 40°CT30AMEE Y, BRI &3kic =
Fy2 XKAR 7A VA LEEER, 7400y b
AR, —ICEBRFELABRRE LA -+ 72475
74 —wHIc (R4).,

4, Hybrid O EEZFHIERE

BN, EcEFEEc CRE LAEICE
LT=a v IHEZREEC TEEREL T -0,

IIT S

1. Hybrid o5 B

MRS £ LT ERREEMAELLIR BT, =
FERBIRO DD T ABEERMCIL, £l
Iabbhicd feoto., i RB4, 3T3H4OMEEED
T4& %~ neo BN D ., GPT BRD Lt o T HHEE
Mci, MEERFRHEEYRLTED, BRERR
DOBWETHAHZ LRI R,
EREEIICHB - Th, RB4, 3T3H4MAETER LIF
¥ Lhaimbhien, Fodt, & LUKECREFH
BB L o RE R R T MRS, AT I nEaeE
R Lo2Rbbhb L 51t -7. Zhb hybrid #
it ggoMias 2 bht, ERAKENOXEHY
MBI L, £FERAREEIORERRAHREC,
—SEHR, EESERAE L A ER R LB
#F77 - 7= 4%, RB4ABE® hybrid S0 HEBEH bh
Tehstc,
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%% o hybrid colony A + 4 K& Xich b0 %
Fo>T, Mflam&HE 48E X b colony @ 5 B ic A
ote, HFBE P Y v —EDTA (Gibeo #H5L)
A, &F60 D colony % % 4 35mm 523 L= &
L, ZHEBEREEHEH 7. % O hybrid 4312
8.3X10°°TH 7,

2. Hybrid oFHE

RB412, & & o Y79#illg & Rtk oFRELX =L, Reid
MWDo, PMEKRBoFSLMlETH b,
poly-D-lysine, 7 7 1 7 v % 7 >+ v EEABEEI ©
1%, Kyritsis B350 # LT A0 <, NEIER R H G 5
monolayer *l LAF L, #HIPA2EDO L 5 1ol
TeoBLFINED LS, a0k E 2i210~20u T
Hote (F5),

~77, 3T3#4i%, Todaro 5@ NIH 3Tz T
DWW, WHEFEROMBERL, Mk

E5 RB4, (AHZBEMSITE x50, NEBREOMH
fani, Bk s\ EERCERERT S,

> f B¢ A L L)
E6 3T3fd, MHHEBRMBEE x50, #HEH oMK
B, Ffreciithssin #ir b [VNEoE ] KOE
FlE w7,

HiR&3E 2% 55

RS S D, BTN SN #Eie b [hFED
FBROBEFIZFE L, Mlaok X 23, #$20%100k
TH-71 (E6).

& EloMBE A& L 9 4 Ui hybrid i3, 60{E4£ T,
RMEFMBEoMREEL = L, RB4EE, S35 iEHKD
MaMEYRT bR 1 2bBdbhkdst,
hybrid Mk, T $3T344, RB 4 itk LA LK E
b D%, PRIEZEEZAETHMBEG bR,
Hybrid o #ifafEfEs & O MiEELZ)v: NIH 3T3ic i
TR —KTBL0TH-% (AT, 8).

3. Hybrid DNA & neo, GPT ¥ — A —#{zFD
HRER

% hybrid IZ, neo ¥ X U GPT W5 0 BEETF 1
THZ EMNEHERE (B9, 10),

E7 Hybrid B, fIHZEBEESIEE x50, fH#ER %
L723T3Hof 2 ok SoMas, Srkxds
TAHRFERRT,

l’.-
i A

%

E8 Hybrid P, (ZHZEFBEMESETHE x50, 3T3#iz
BoTR CHEUL @B, ThEOFR Iz
A7 %,
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Neo-probed
Hybrid

cCDEFGHI J KL MNOPQR S TU VW

[

9 2P -T3F L X i neo BET % probe & L7z Southern blot hybridization.
Jei% 6 %1, Hind III, Nae I Tcut &h: (E2) $700bp DNA # probe & L,
52160, B2 o plasmid £4% probe & L7z, 4% hybrid i neo BIEF4*HT

5.
GPT - probed
Parent Hybrid
RE AB CDEFGUHI J KLMMNGOPQRS TUVW

E10 #P 3% ~<n Xhic GPT #{ET % probe & L7z Southern blot hybridiza-
tion. Z# 6 i, Hind III, EcoRV € cut £k iz ([ 3) #450bp DNA % probe
L L, B521401%, B 3 ® plasmid €% probe & L7z, % hybrid (% GPT RIEZF
¥ET5.
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4, =4 2T X=TRE}
ZhybridiZ, =4 275 X=DEEO 2 &2
# L7z (BRL Myco Tect™f#H, Gibco #HY),

IV % #%

AfEHE 2 recessive cancer TH A H LEZBRABIC
Wioo e, REMESHTICE b RBEBED 5 %I
BAEEIIE qUUEE ST RBARD bR &Y, £ L
T=—#—DNARKIBZEEL LOCFREOKERICLD
FMORBLIE 2 h HPNEHER Iz LTk
H12~19 X s R F R T 2 s Friend 5209,
Lee 5@ cDNA %, icBEA13F qUUIFEL,
L7 RB U#® e + OfMific 3 FEST %25, RBIE
BB XA E TR 4 A 4 B, HBETR6Fh
2Plic mMRNA BBE A @D B LT, BEOKS 4
FITE mRNA OAZIHNERD, £2TEEE LS
ftc, Zh o cDNA # RBEET L0 L OnE L
SHoBFEHCREEbRY, ZhbiAEEO
recessive nature IZ L { L TV 5,

T, AEERITAMESRD recessive cancer TH % 7>
Ghr, LRI E HE L34 < i EWER A D
LR LD THS, BRECZOFEILOBHEH
AZbhi @ik, RBFEEHEOE -2 LY, RB il
DR TH h MEMA L EOBRIFCH A b hich o iz
Todbh EHEEET L, AERIC B\ TIRREMIC hybrid
HBHZEMNTELS, FORIIE.IXICLERT
Hotz,

HifaR & 277\ hybrid 218 284, MR RS
LicZ L@ L, Livd hybrid 5B+ 5 HEE
BEThb AERB TR hicpSVineo®®, pSV
GPT*™® L\~ 5 2 f¥® dominant = — # —@#fEF#%
Aufe, eto=y 20fil@3 AR hbBRETEH
EF, LichioTneo BRTH B\ GPTEIRF T
BEFTERL, CheHLE40~——RIETE
5z bhicfifad, &« oBPUCi L TEFL Y 5.,
Z5LTneo BIEFHHFTHRB4E, GPT #ifZF %
BT BITHAXET, Koz omERCHbme > 7
7\, neo IEF, GPT BEFHR A ETAaMilar—
EBIREET AN, ToMs £ RB4, 3T3i#d
Mo hybrid ©H b, oMz 0RRTFEE L,
hybrid o7 BEb FIEEL 72 (K1), £L T, &b
hybridization i X », 4 hybrid DNA i neo ¥ &
OGPT BEFORAIPFET D Z EXEERR L=
(9, 10), L7chi-> T4 hybrid 1% RB4 £ 3T3#40 4

faEEThHD EMETES,

e, RERTIRFILLTES hybrid D X 5 7
HEoM,FHTEF, RBEMEAEALCLE
BRpBIbR L HHICEE L, poly-D-lysine, 7 »
A7 RF2FVICL hERMIE L 7EEMOL Fv
7o, LinL7eash, hybrid itk RB 40 < AUEEEz 31
CLEBFTERWIOR LD, BHR60E
@ hybrid 4= T #* anchorage dependent 7¢ {4 B # 7=
L, LabFofiamigz3h b i85, end to
end Dfih 23N x MgECFI A2 L, NIH3T3IcED
T~ ehsle (BT, 8)

Z OFSEHRIY, KEE recessive cancer Th 5 Z &
I ERTHb0THS, b LEICKESE domi-
nant cancer TH5 L{RET S &, dominant TH %
RB {5 F 2 hybrid ® DNA diz d H#ET 5 = &1
75D hybrid (3 [E¥ | 0FZHBE A RT b0 LELLR
A, LaL, EB hybrid 2 £FICHsc{ TIEE
] THD NIH ITIE X< B L AFRRMP R,
EbE=vRLGIEOEWILD DA, KEFTKRIEA
LT\ 5 recessive 7z RB fif5 725, MRSk b
<o AMifRE hEbhibD L ELBRS,

Lee 522X, RBif{EFictsb TIr\vcDNA TH 5
RB-1, RB-5% K, £OBEHEEFISREL TS, #
bixzodT, RB#EFOML, HBE LEELEET
BRFFEEFRCE O EHC LK FETH LD
&% %, RB-5% probe & LT, & hBafl, 48k,
F afRiEFME, T L CAERICAVWRRDERL =Y
AFRMELFAIRE NIH 3T3, £ 51z =7 + ) BR IR EMESE AR
fd® Southern blot Z%f L hybridization #7T7z\>, &
FBEE Ao band XE L ks H, Thb4e
T COBETOFEIER SN LHBELT B,
Z® RB-5%%, RBEEFED L 0 &EriRiBE TR
BrETEihws, FERCHWT, EBFRFTL
7= RB #lf5F 4%, fifgm&ic X b NIH 3T3dl X b #
bhicdZE 25283, RAVETHD LEbLRS,

¥io, KEROWL, ebE=vrtwocRir3
i @ il © interspecies hybrid T (T segregation & \»
SR EBLRERLG, Thi, RhsERL
® hybrid TR & I, kI —H oo R g
—#f hybrid " GBHH X h 2 BB TH 5, fefufbDPEH
ThaEl, BolsrteTHRES@ERLLY, €+
L=v ADHEETIL, b P OREEIBHIAS LD
WEpid 5, AERICE T, MEMEER L DA
BOBExTle-TW5A, 3 # B % T hybrid ofHE
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ICRE LA TESLT, £T NIH 3T3iE Ll L
TREs X UELFI iR L,

RB %5 recessive cancer T#H 5 LHiET AL, &
51z soft agar # T hybrid ® 8O L4 &~ 7
h, %—F=v2ATOBREEREC ZRETLLE
NhHh, SETRS>TFETHSH,

RB #° recessive cancer THHibIE, KEBL TV
% RB @Bz T %KD, £h% probe & L TR T
ZW A EEE & fe b, R, RBB{ER T2 508
LT HENEBT DR D 519,

Ko EER, $910 HARBEHYEEBECTRE L.
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