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Digitonin (ZL£ ) BELEA 1 B9 2RBEL TW <A
FEEAWT, TY¥BELROEEMREEERNET
M IC L VEBET S e L b, MEREEORERD
<v—AH—& L T proliferating cell nuclear antigen
(PCNA) 2RV, fEiElLseIc R EMIDIBTEEEE
DRET & 1T 1=, BEEMIRE IIRBIHRL Y 278l h&
VWA EOMBIRE L THRES Wiz, BRETORR, &
BB FH4mBamEAEIL 507.3146.6 um?, EEMEED
EHEREREIS 39.5+42.8 ym* TH Y, EEMAR KRB
B ERELE (39130 1 TH-o71-. PCNA BEiEAmRIE

#

EEMIICIZFRALTRON, AELEBRIEREA
WTKR - DOFFHSEE I ARPREBET3.9120.7%, A
IERTA.2+10.8%ThHY, PAUEEROLHM, -2, Th
5OFEISAR EEREEMBORAECHEEES ) AT
BhuFHeh B0 EeEALON-, (BERSH
99 : 3—9, 1995)

+F—7—F  BELE, EEMHB, Proliferating cell
nuclear antigen, #HaiE%E, EEEEFE
R
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Abstract

A method of desquamating single layers of cor-
neal epithelial cells through the use of digitonin
allowed the observation of the basal cell layer by
scanning electron microscope. Basal cells of normal
rabbit corneal epithelium were observed as small,
round, and columnar-shaped cells, and the mean cell
areas of superificial and basal cell layers were 507.
3+46.6 gm?, and 39.5*t2.8 ym?, respectively. The
mitotic rate of basal cells was also evaluated im-
munohistochemically using anti-PCNA (proliferat-
ing cell nuclear antigen) monoclonal antibody and
the flat preparations of corneal epithelium. The

mitotic rate (PCNA positive cells in the basal cell
layer) was approximately 4%, and showed no diffe-
rence between the center and peripheral portion of
the cornea. We think these two new methods are
useful for the analysis of morphological and func-
tional characteristics of corneal epithelial basal
cells. (J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc 99 : 3—9, 1995)

Basal cell,
Proliferating cell nuclear antigen,
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DEENERETT 21012, 2200HEEZHWEZ LA
Hlz. 1 DIEERETHMESE (LT, SEM) 2 k53
EHOBELETHY, b5 1 DAL EEEA %
V3, proliferating cell nuclear antigen (LA, PCNA)
EiEfR L L EEMdoMEsEoRN TH 5, AL
BEAZTES ORBETIZ 5~ 6 DM S D 7> Tw
H0OT, WEOFRETIIEEMI % SEM TH%E T35 C
EEARETH S, i, REEERIO—ETH
digitonin \Z & O A E R % 1 @3 > I8 L CHEEMK
[E%BHT 2 HEOERG, ZOFECED SEM i
& B REMAAE OBEHTRE L 2 0, EifREET LTS
E#sT&7z, %7z, PCNA I DNA polymerase-& Off
BEFE T & L T DNA ARk s B L, MR
Gl o SHlchDTEMT2Z L8060 TH
D= Ml ONEYE D —H — L LTHwWL AT
Wa, YA & AR E R EEAON G EHwS Ik
2L D, PCNA Bt 05345 L BB % X 0 ERATICEE
flid2Z LABARETH -z, ZhoomihaEons:
FERICETOFEEMZ THWET 5.

I 7 *

LEBRSHY

KERICITEE 2 ~3 kgD [t ¥ F 9 PU ISR % F s
. BBV FRF 7Y HEBIE(L T 7 ¥ —1®) (25
mg) LEEES Y I (¥ 5 —1®) (50 mg) DOANE
Fhc k 2 25/ B%, BEONY FALVEY —LF b
VA (R 75 —N8) ZEIRNIES L TLEEEY,
EHICHREREZRE L, ok, AR ER OIS X
HRYZALADH LW L BEE L, KEETIIFHI
R HRER Z 5 L 7,

2, fHRIENESEE ORRET

IR D 5 5, 6 BRI FHTAEMEE T CoAakyIR
L, ThEPEPLL. B LLmARE DS b, #4545
5% N7 RNATNMTE FHRTEEL, AF/—LE
PITHA, 7877 4 AL, 3 um OYIF 2{FRL 7,
D oifAalR Iz, & 52810, Gipson 590k
U 7e EEICHE U C L eIl g et % BEE D S Kl L ¢
AR ZERIL /-, fi#EIC12 2.5 mM @ ethylenedia-
minetetraacetic acid (EDTA) #&ir ) > Mg o s
AR % A, 37°CT 2 B#fl incubate U7-1%, FfiH5HE
M T C2AEDEIETE#HA T LEEEEHS 1 KO
Y—MRICHEEL, AT A F 7T A ETHEEMBEZ -
WLTHELE, BREZ20%F100% ¥ /2 —nhT
2 HFHIEE L, MEEAL LT,

A i <7 7 4 ki, MBESERZZ0O% %,
T8 —NOTREERYITARML, 3% EBR{ILAEEZS
0% AF /S —NPTRALAFVF—¥DT a7

2fTo 21, ABC T £ D ikt % Histosta-

in-SAP Kit (Zymed Laboratiories) %W\ Tfr-17z.

HIR%EE 99% 1%

— Xtk i3 P PCNA monoclonal antibody (On-
cogene Science) & H >, FOILE <X AEC %, wfbbik
iz~ bEv) rEHAVE, BRI E—RbiE
&z WA L RIEMIaEE B L TR, BELR:
B E e,

HERUIR X, PCNA BVERIR QSR & 5346 O 5E PR
FricHwiz, MEEAR, AR e At L 3
RSO THY 1,000 fE o FEEMEH 0 PCNA B EH
B A T oz, The Mo - Lz,
FER T R R TR LT,

3. SEM Z & B FRES AT

AR ER OEME %S SEM THE T 27012, 4R
# Sokol 5YD|MEICHEC L HkEHWT 1 BT oMK
LFREEHEEL TITE, HEMREEBRE L, ALK
1B MY 2 FEEUTOFEEZ X7, £,
fif HARER 2 MM 2 F w2 L T 20 xM 0 digitonin
(Sigma) #&{LEBAEKCRL, 37°CT incubate L
7o, WX, 1MEEIX 84y, 2RET144%, 3EEIZ 14
GE8HD2EE LT, ZhE0.4% VT N—T
2 Syfmlgeta L, 37°Cd moist chambar T 15 434 incu-
bate L7z, IRER=4HAFKTHER L 2D 51, 25 mM
@ HEPES (Sigma) & D/F 12 (Sigma) OZEESHE
HT 37°CTincubate ¥3 &, MUY P —cfefmx
ni-MlESEHRCHBEL 72, FIERc L -, 1
BEIHT 304/, 2@ET1RE, 3EET ERERE
Tholz, ZONH%E 3EIHE TTY, EEMHEE %%
LTS

Digitonin AILEE % 1T - 7 HHIRER &, FIEiMlafE + 8
4 % 12O digitonin FRAEE O FEHARER (4 1R) % F47
FHSEMSE oAt e L, 2% vy —LT7 ATk
FE&tpH 7.4 ® 100mM & 2 Y VEEF b U w7 KRS
#erh T 2 WEMIEE L7z, 1% MMgbA A 2 =7 AT 1H
i, Bl E %174, 50~100% D = ¥ 2 — v RFIThiAL,
12XCTHR SR 7, RcsassagsL,
SEM (S-4000, Hitachi) % fiv» TESLS 7z 3k 2 %
L, BEEEEE2T .

BohlBEHE2AOWT, VT F VY AVAT A(T—
T AT 4 AN (X DEGHTETo 2. RREO
AR RIS OB E D & 40 FELE oMLl % Al
LT, Fibammfs % 5 L7z, Digtonin KRB D
O & F s B iR o T MBa A, digitonin ALEEER
OO i % L ECHI R RE O SE MR ERT - L, BRI
FHR OB 4 RO Ol %= Pt H¥ERETRL
7o, B, FEMEICEL TR, #ilEo < —E o i
FBHLTwa L Bbh 2 #ilais s SRt L, 272,
SEESHEAERE oMl IO AT T L T, #ER ETo
M ERE 2515 72002, MMOMBIEZVW D ELT
Aoz,
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a b
H1 ABEEE (E1la) CHIPLERE (E1b) OBEEEIE O proliferating cell nuclear antigen (PCNA)
£/ 0—FHEFICL D REEBREFRR.
A T EEMRO—&Bic PCNA Bittfifas A ons (%), WL CRrBEHao®EE <,
FOIE L A X GEEMEE A0 L v s SRR b BEflEs R e s (). Y13 100 gm

H2 AEEEGRE (H2a) &EADIEH (X
2h) OBEIEADI PCNA £/ 0—F
WARIRIC & 2 REERERATR.

PCNA BHEMl e afmL Ts b,
A X 2 B 2 i e,
2¥—1% 100 gm
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1. HBROIERESARE DiRET

YR O SR R R A 1 @nd, AR
Tld, PCNA B Rk B o —&6 £ BRMiao &
RIS HAEEE DR & iz 3, RIS BT R
FRoN ko7, W EETOEERRIZEA ER
[EHEN 3R &tz Ht, —ERic 1 BRI b B ERT R
BRIz,

LR HEEA D PCNA R air B2 2 10Rd, Al
e kAR & bz, PCNA BHMils#iE L <H
D, HHREEE IS THMIC L 2 EE2RDRPoTz, T
Lo ORI O EHIGT 2 b0 LFHFZ 60
fz. WESIZ EDTAMBEICL>Th Ehwicklid 5 =
EOHEECH -7z 2 &, HEEART THmE O R E S IERE
WCITA Bdpotz 2 s, MEEARTORN»SERIL
foo BB, —REEZE O T A b F SR %
ki UTHEE L HEEA TR, b hhI R
ABRED N DA THHT:,

SEIEMIN Y &% 2 PCNA B0 8E % 1 pz f#
FERSA 2 Hl v TRRRT L 70§55, PCNA Bt o #l&1
PRI 3.940.7%, BIHT4.240.8%ChH o7z,
HOMICHEFCEREZR R L, ALEEoh TR
MR VLbD EFZ 5Nt (paired t-test),

2. SEM (Z & 3 RE2tRst

Digitonin #RALF (FKEHlIfE) & digitonin JLE % (E
JEEMIAENE) @ SEM fr B2 3 waRd . FEMaE 3 fiE
D% & (dark cell, medium cell, bright cell) %>
SMEOME U TBE s, —7F, LS kE
HIREL L D vz /S LHEROEELZ L, SHER O
HEIZIZIZ—Tary A MCEZ LT, 26D
MRS SEEMIE T H 5 Z L3, FEARO—Ific HE R
HL TOLEI LTI EREL ThaHo083H o

a

3 AELEOXREMERE (digitonin RIS : X 3a) & EEMEE (digitonin I8 K3 b) OESE

BEFIAMERR.

FIEMM L 3 EEOH 2 2 2R OS2 ABORFELMEE L TR nt, SEEMTO VA L %E
Ml b~ 13 530 1 ¢, MERoBEEZEL, iAo > 3 A Mz Lwy, 29—iF 10 um

HIRSEE 99% 15

Z & CHER S vz, FORMERIOK & X 3 EBHE & D /s
EWHOO, BEACIZENLCREREEERT Ik
m 5, FIEHN & TR CRBIT 2 2 LS TE 2, BE
Ml O @mEOBRTIE, MO IC SRR O MSETHE
o, COXRHEBEC IR TIELALEIR
oz (B4).

R AT 21T D L, REME O M R
507.3346.6 pm?, FLECHINT O MK ERE X 39.5+2.8
pm*TH Y, FEHI X R EHEOK 13590 1 DX E X
Teale.

IV % i

AR OMERESE oWk, ThETidEs
L T*H-thymidine'”'®%> BrdU (bromodeoxyuridine) '9"
DOH D AHREACTHEFEATEY, BT 70—+
4 b A MY —EHWICHBEANORE b EES L TL
3, Sk, MfgEiEO~—»—t LT PCNA #Huw,
FEREMERE L D EEBICFIIT A 72 0T, HEREA E
WickaT #1To72. PCNA 2 DNA polymerase-& MOfF
BEZE T - LT DNA Skic B L, RO
Gl#E#» s SHich T THEMT2 Z 8o TY
Z10~18 PCNA X, B iz SHIcBRENcHRET 2L
FTERVE, FORMD/Y—>iF BrdU LIZIZFE L
THEIENREIRTWLEY,

S El DFRRYT R O S (i 7 Tk, PCNA Bt
Fir SN AT b B Tl 3R & & < —ER O FRHIA I 32
& & 1, fEHDPH-thymidine % BrbU DH D A %4 % H5HE
ELRRETEEIZHEIGT b0 EELZ R, &
7z, FHRDSRUERE OBIEICIE, & D% < OHIfEE TG L
TEEEZED DD ICHBEEREZ vz, ko’
FIOOTIRIER A L OMfaERESEE (S oMo
BEEE) 12 1.0~3.1% s hTw3dd, ThsOHETIE
A E MR OMESEE SR E N T WA, SHEOR




YREE 7T H1 H10H

H4 HEMIDE (digitonin AIBHE) OEEREFIA
IR I & DEMILAKRRR. /¥ —ik 1 um

AT CIFEEMEIT O PCNA Bl s EE % 4 e 3 e 48
BELIEZLEFBRT DL, W4%LwifHiichixT
OHEICHE T2 b0 EF L6, 2L, SHOK
A Tl AP iR & B T PCNA B HIBAR RS 1235
NZ 5D M -7z, Haaskjold &2 | Z IR O35
B L L C*H-thymidine iZ & % labelling index % fv>7z
& (SH) & colecemid % fv> THIFESZ& (M ) %
Huiga it L, FEOMIN 21 I & ke
ERTERZWLIZL b 57, labelling index Tl A
IRl OE R L D b E» 2 & F3R L, label-
ling index MFEROMBFIZ IZEE IC 2 2LENH 2 L
HLTw5b, PCNA BMAIfEHE I id 20 X 5 iz
BRONLpoT 2 Eld, EERYE OIS OLEH
WZ LA T, EREEOMIIEERE % KB 5 5 &
LTHEMICE TTREMEN D2 D EF 2 oz,
AWFFETIE, FEiEEFO—RTH 2 digitonin % [
WT, A L% 1 Eﬁf’)ﬁ'«ﬂ?ﬁﬂ'é'fﬂ#“”)%@b)fE C
&0, kD SEM TRAFEETH - - EEMAIE O
%ﬁ%@’i’ﬁ“) s ENTCER, \_G)Tzi""( Ix, digitonin 23F
AT 201x—FREICAET 5 1 EOMIEE RS h,
DRI L - DT LT %Hﬁi%@%)e (R %
ZOTRARFINS EWEYS T3, EEMIIE
INETSEM THZEsNWTELRBHIMLIZRELR
khEEEZRE L, RAESDES {METHEROEES
m Lz, EEHEOEERR, SE MR- E it E T
e 812 X % cross sectional ZERE T LA S N B
2, SEMIZL 2RIz Zh oD@ E2BHBICRT I LEHNT
ELHATEZVDPZ O EEbN:., £, HlROEE
IR e NTHEYR, TORSCEE»ORFEER
microvilli £ % Z &7z, Sokol &% digitonin ZLH
B RENCE L U BRI microvilli 5fF4EL, %
DFZEDFEE D | ZHIEL D maturation DEEZR L T
WA ERELTWS, 12721, HEMIEO microvilli OFF
FCHELTRESHICENTEL T, SERD SR
MHED microvilli TH 5 D%, interdigitation TH %

AR b BRI O 1] - 11 A

=~

DPIZDOWTIR, BEORBBRHZ O LBbh 3,

SElOfE T, FEEMETO M E R i+ 39 .5+
2.8 ym*Tah Y, HEMILTREHIIOM 135D 1 DX
E&Thot, :wﬁ?ﬁwuﬁm Kk % liE O s
digitonin UMz & % 2%, SEM ic L 2BEZROHEER
EREATWVE t?%x S5, invivo DIEZFDE -7 T
borFZDZLITERW, PTHRIEENALEL
ERbLNLOBEEC L 2RO ETH S, 2L,
[i5]5E 12 & 2 AERRIGHE DO TR X [E— O B el & Az 85
BICRBIREIF—ETHL EENTWEWDT, REMALE
HEMEOmBHLRIAE»REL L THWSE I EMNTE
2EFEzZHNSG,

ITHE, specular microscopy®®~*"% confocal micro-
scopy*®?" & W T in vivo DA EEEZHMEy <~ T
BET 28 AMLE LTV 5, Specular microscopy 2

') KEMEOEESEE T2 L ILEENES TH

, FERRMEMERCH#EARRE, 2> 27 b AERE
tf 5%&7 BIRETZDEEICELBRONE T L 2EH
5 RSN L T & J2, 7272 L, specular microscopy T
FEEMEOMELBE T 2 L IXRRESES CEES
LTz, — 7, confocal microscopy 13 ESHH I = 4
BT 352D AEE LTEH SR T 5282953,
HAME 2 ER %185 2 L 2308 L Vv 5 SEM 72 EFHR
i HkE QR AN TR WLEDREEE LT
BahTwa, ShlpxLEEMEED SEM %1z
specular microscopy % confocal microscopy T in
vivo TSNS EEMEIOHR EMEGLTHED, Zhod
HECEIVBon2MAZIEET 2 LT RVWERIC R
NHE2bDEEZ NIz,

SEGShIERD S, EEMME EEOHERICRE: T
R E R EEMO&EIz oW T X, Y, Zhypothesis?
DOBIEPOFET 5, REMROKE (Z H5) 23 L OfL
DEEGTEZ 2 IFIERICEMS N TRV, *H-
thymidine 2 W Bific LD RKErCiF 1 H 1 EOH
ST turnover HBEEZ B EHEShTWBEY, £/, X, Y,
Z hypothesis [ZET Wiz AR EFE OHERFIZBI T 2 B
EFANTIE, EEIREETIME O B ZE D & thREf~
OBBOME X 1B 150 umBEEDIEIDRE R
<, FHHMIC 3 EEME OIS R4 X kg L ZEMR
DRt ERT ZRIMBIZFZHINEI LI NTWS, L
Mo T, REMBEOEE (Zkss) 2EEMROEE (X
f5) TIRTHIdbiZR, PulEd ntﬂﬁ@
HEMESEET 2 LERH L0, IS &, 5
O TR 7 FfEfE & REMEomE/RL» S, 1H
WCEIEMRED S b 7.8% BT 2 LERHLEHE L
B3

—7, FEEMH O PCNA BHEHIEHE 38 4 % T
Holz, TOMIZERAY X LATIHTEHEEA 2 BRI
HUTL5FF1 9RO b DTH LD T, Fogle 5"WDH|E



P 1 BOFEHEBRET 5L 3.1% L5, £z, Al
FREHIRED in vive TOMKEEIIZHIS LTl nds,
—fi i iZHEEO S b, SHOE S ITHOREEIC X
S5FIFIR—ETHY, SHEBETHL LI TS,
LT, 3.1% L w5 b5RFETSHIcH 54
faoEE LT 38, 24RFEOI BETIEZTD 3IGDH9
~10% DOEEMIEL S Mz A%, o % 0 MO v A
INCABLDEEZ LI ENTES, ZOMIZEICEH
Hahl-REBHEOBED %65 12 1 LB R
OHIFATESERE D 7.8% L wH L D PPKREL, EE
FRAE T o BT O RS RESE R 1 AN B O#ERF I+ T
bH3 LTz, BRI IIHERSEET 5 i
5 O FEHlEOBSAE RS NETH 53, HAMN I Al
bR E 2 R O o S HERF L T A O I tran-
sient ampifying cell & L TOAE FFEREMETH %
CLEHRDTRBRTLHDELEbNS,
FERZDIChIz0, WRMEZED £ L/hOBAER
T LT, £, BUSEBKEEEIRE T HIMEE, B
FEREE LS EF# L ET,
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