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Purpose : The aim of this study was to evaluate the ocular changes of the rabbit
limbal deficiency model using external photography, impression cytology (IC),
immunocytochemistry stain, and in vivo confocal microscopy.

Methods : Two pore sizes (3um, 0.45um) of nitrocellulose filter paper and different
staining methods (PAS stain and PAS combined with Papanicolau stain, double stain)
were compared to decide which one was superior in sampling and staining; Limbal
epithelium of experimental rabbits including partial cornea, conjunctiva were
surgically removed to create a limbal stem cell deficiency model under general
anesthesia, and immunohistochemical stain was also performed at 14 days and 1
month post-operatively to evaluate the established animal model. External
photographs, impression cytology and in vivo confocal microscopy were performed
once a week to record the morphological changes during healing process.

Results : In the pore size test, smaller pore size (0.45um) of filter paper presented
better staining result; Both PAS stain and double stain provided good staining results,
but we finally decide to use PAS stain due to its rapid, simple staining protocol.
Immunohistochemical stain at 14 days and 1 month post-operatively showed the
successful established rabbit model of limbal stem cell deficiency based on the
expression of the K4 and K12 in the central part of the cornea, representing
conjunctivalization of the cornea. In the experimental group, the external photography
showed corneal edema, irregular ocular surface, and neovascularization. Conjunctival
epithelial cells and goblet cells were observed by impression cytology with expression
of K4. At healing of corneal epithelium, corneal epithelial cells gradually overlaid the
corneal surface and transparent cornea could observed, and K3 could also be detected

on IC exam. Initially there was few normal superficial corneal epithelial cells under in



Vivo microscopy, but lots of normal superficial corneal epithelial cells showed up at
28 days post-operatively. However, the basal corneal epithelial cells still remained in
the active phase with obvious cell nucleus and large cell size.

Conclusions : It’s a rapid, convenient and non-invasive technique to diagnose ocular
surface diseases by using impression cytology with immunofluorescein stain. In vivo
confocal microscopy also provided details of cell morphologic changes. All of these
techniques can provide rapid and useful information in clinical diagnosis.

Key words : cornea, conjunctiva, limbal stem cell, impression cytology, in vivo

confocal microscopy
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pRAS e }?“ﬁ BAIF il g S g FEg i om BRI }]% BRI R R k pF

BF A B 8 FIfR G o @ SIS ok T S S p R GrenBhp s T E L4 K2
graft A & § F H24 5 @ A 1R T OLT o RS FRHABRELAT A
P g A HPPBEE LA A AR RET NI GIT £ L g
B2 m b & B RILE T (rejection) #rig & B A pro FlPt T A
£ PER & LR P # 5 hosf B - Cyclosporine & 2_FK506 % > @ 5 ti3t

FERTE R AT 614 B ) T OLRIE R B R ¥ R A 4L

Fe & RRN e F2 FR Y UERHKRD 2 2HFH

RN @%e g § 4 Dr Egbert % 1977 # #7% % (Egbert PR et al., 1977) » % p*
BPpenEFZAN-ARELR N2 A REFERA R E RS
Wk e e BT I il i 5 & @ip i (cellulose acetate filter ) ¥+p% # & 2%
EER T RE TV PP Z & hwe k& > Dr. Adams " P * kg7 L ¥ 4
R A w2 7 7 (Adams AD, 1979) > 1238 2 if eh1 B AR S fﬁmi LR
MR BEBHC AR B AT BB BFLATY o ERINPEY 3 6 o 17 HRS
W BV IUEEIARAG P A e IR RN AR s ST
T 0 bl 7 e @R 1Y 4 4 % (squamous metaplasia grading) ~ 4 ¥ 435K fn Pe iE
FAAEFHRLS UE DNALATESE - P odb gt 5% i 5 it Millipore®
A E ¥ - B A EE Biopore® » < $RAF T A 0.22um-0.44pm 4T
ClaviE)zpA ke F 5k o fex F WAL AR ¥ %34 [Z(up to 4um)ik A ki

FRT Y o e R e S AR T A2 N R RS S AR 2 R L T
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TS 0 BRAIER A A RN A FREA SR F S-10 S F i
PALTT > B F e RS o T R S EARS iR o L RF R o F R

T R AR §F S FF o 2 cell population ; F RS2 gt 2
R %t 80%2 f FIANAR 5 U4 iR @ e B AZIE 50%2 B FIRIG T @ Y .
FRAGEE PR P e ErE ‘m”e#%}<50%d§5‘km 0 B s B TR
AFGF A SFLN R AFHDOFIE-F ¥ 247 2 5% ¢ K7 Periodic acid Schiff
(PAS)% hematoxylin stain (Egbert PR et al., 1977) > Gill’s modified Papanicolaou
stain (PAP stain))4 2 & & & 38 4 ¢ H kv double stain (PAS combined PAP stain)
(Tseng SCG, 1985)» & 3 # Ip 2 Hi* B PAS stain & P # B i@ * ehg & & 30 »
HIHE Pk o 3R A EEECR T P dopEdf e 74 4 £ 1Y Hematoxylin i€ {7
counterstain > @ 4 i 3kiR (mucin)sHtff e Bl ¢ B IR o 0k ey 4
DR d A T T LFEERFEERR B L ez 2 A58 5 PAP stain P &Y
Hamatoxylin i& {7 % 4 ¢ £ # fiz Orange G :& {7 Keratin & ¢ 12 2 Eosin Azure (EA)
¥ P AR e B e I KRBT AT TR A BRAGE R4
AR RS TR AT FL mieERg 2 2 04358 5 3 >t Double stain & 28 &
Ad 2N G RAFLE > B H A e gk T 2 (squamous metaplasia) )
R ogar e h s e T2 pEd 2RI LS 4 o FRt v & L -
FBRAFDR I P oA EF LA F LS g E o BB WA LR
RN e B P U FA Y 0 dow A1t o Cytokeratin © 5= 5 - B E & i ik
1 E (cell marker) » F]¢* A& * + ¢ 3£ K3 ~K4~KI12+-K13-KI18+-KI19 % *K%}t
Bl chfls ™ E4phpon K7 g o
et R RIEL S FRF S S ehdR 4 Maskin 2 Bode #-47 & 5V e §
SPBT LR (7 T S BB e %1t 2 % 4 (Maskin SL et al., 1986) ; Dr.
Kim 4R A w8 ke Fiomopitt 2 ok 2 % 2 327 (Kim EC et al,

2009) ; Dr. Thiel = 2 ¥ — 3 filter paper s 7% % ¥ Biopore® % i& {7 3 tk 1 $5 fie
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SRk R d RE 2R AR A G L HS LR % (2 45 herpes virus - varicella
zoster virus 14 % adenovirus)z ¥ %7 ;% (Thiel MA et al., 1997) ; i 7 £ F 5t
(femtosecond laser)iT AR Hg &= <+ jijikris 47 % fm P2 2_ #ic & =% 2 % #7 7 (Rodriquez
AEa&Jmn;apﬁga§+ﬁ%%a4w%ﬁﬁwxéﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁ&ﬁ
B0 8 F BRIk R L IE H(Bolzan AA et al., 2005) o F]

ol B FE L H PR R EFeSRBERR s ER L e Ry
AP IR R R 2 SR SRR RRS e BV UG - P G e Ea
LR VAR el fad-h SRR Ry

R ARERP S GO BB RBEIRLEI NG IR
BEALI GR LG 2 pET AR e Rwie 2 )2 L LT G R

BRGREARRELRBEE me T R € 1 Aoy B 2 % 1 (Mamer K,
1980) » @ F5& + 41 3R Ocular surface squamous neoplasia (OSSN) f41] # PAP stain
Rlg P 2 2R ¢ Minlmiz 52 3 2R 2 W% %% (Nolan GR et al.,
1994 and Tole D et al., 2001); ftm¥e & ¥ A7 3k & 572 8 i (bl4olm e gk 4 42
F (squamous metaplasia)z. £ £ )R] &7 g Pl Gl4e i Lk mie i 4~ g
W L dmre & BT s 4 K M4 2 lmde B+ ¥ 3L % (Tseng SCG, 1985) ; xR 7
ZBRERBRLT AT I IR 25 BRSNS we R A G A KLY RS
~HHE PR Y RN R T A ERBRE LR R A AT
B S IR mEain fro e PR LR T S R S 2 A 4T R U

EALR Z WE LT - A B kB Y B o

I8 SHEFLEKELRY FTZ2EE
H o SRR BRI G et B A G 1985 £ Lemp £ H B OB
FEROF - 2R ENRGE BT RD20 BRSNS EERLE A

:}?“ﬁﬁgf”; izﬁ_félﬁ%aﬁ”i IR =) T iﬁﬁm L R O s A
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B Flen@e o 2hiz o o Nt TR i BT R INGHR  FLeh T R
RS REI G F R B R RS, T - ) R E DRl

TR LA Sk ~ welE A 5 E E(ErieJC et al.,2009) -
B ok B RMA B & fPE d TR DR AT R T € R MR o B
% 17 & > Goldmann % 1940 # 7 & 4% &= ° B BEACER PP L ¥ 7 & 1957 #
Minsky #rg £ &G * » B RIT4e™ Bl = 977 > UEBLR IR T - 4MBER ISR
BATHERE R FL A2 P 2 B ad Kgers sy k2 kMpld ¥ - &
BLARIL (S 2 FRPI B TR d RIR TS 2 R AR YR R RIF R R RS EAT
MG EHRM AR - BERRI(TELGF L) % oy FABRERE T &
SRR E D WIRRIBRT LG oRF R S A R R E B S kR
€ X HFEE D EF LR F H s AT fehF 3 o Aot - R0 T UG skenid
BB ADR L B0 (T 5 % B en7 G 8) 0 A - TRk b ri r
2 ER R B R R 1R P IR ROE Bl ) 10~26pum hE B YR R
B4 1~2um 7% & 7 12§ Boif ¥ef245 & (McLaren JW et al., 2004) < i P& j 32 5k
o B RNEET - XN BB BRSO RFYLRBERNERT - BTG
AIA- B s Fle ¢ BHMENFR > A RAF - BRERDL A
BA - B BRFE SR o R 3RS P MR R s A
Rt - RRT A R R 2 B R AR BB RE S S L e
BURIZ o RIF L B B A R e PR R P R ARR Y Dk R A
Medkt 5 1T = 48 : Tandem Scanning Confocal microscope [TSCM] (Tandem
Scanning, Reton, Virginia, USA) > B m ¢ X3 2 A7 & * # 44 ; ConfoScan 4
slit-scanning confocal microscope [SSCM] (Nidek Technologies, Greesboro, North
Carolina, USA)% H # % #) e 48 ; 2 Heidelberg Retina Tomograph RostoK
Corneal Module laser scanning confocal microscope (HRT or HRTII ;Heidelberg

Engineering; GmbH, Heidelberg, Germany) % 12 + 1= RF 4% -

13
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Light Source

Cornea

Objective Lens
Conjugate

Apertures

Partial Mirror

Image Plane, Detector Object Plane

W= %5 &8st h2(byErie JCetal., 2009)

BTRA L EM R ERMBLOR Y T R A S G TR f e )

B2 @itdomms i | AP R R B EE % 4 ] R ke

RRELAFERENZIRESKE FREOBENER AL, TEE P AL e

BAMELFRAZ D RCERER A AR R D W AR A

& %~ (infectious keratitis) 7|4 Amebic keratitis e77:2 %7 F > ¥ 02 &% HpgF W

8 +73 & (Mathers WD et al., 1996) ; &-¥Hk it & 50 & Tk AR § A
ELR AP X FR & DR FEE %S Bl B e ]2 5 P (Das S

et al., 2009) ; ot ¢k Aie T T SHiTAREE ¢ £ ji(Laser-assisted in situ keratomileusis,
LASIK or Photorefractive keratectomy, PRK) 2% &_& %43 o i {8 > @ % F40E e
ERMET R B manT o jiris > e B EAWER P Lo B R ~H 5L
s, iR p s ﬂFﬂz'a Mt AR T T m oo B a—vf RS-
WEG LM TR LR N3 i+ & 25~ 72 2 4 4 (Kafarnik C et
al,2007) h ~ A ERER LA - Bl B FRb S FTUEARE -
FE BB R0 ARTAR S T A KA S R BRI O B A R

PTG L SR o B FE S T ARKAR LR Y o
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PR pRHEE R

- 3

&

B P

AR R EHRB PR NET FHEP ZE® 2d L v 4 (New Zealand
white rabbits) » E# 5 %) 5-7 ik # > B E K 3-35 27 0 R s F AT TR
Eﬁ%iEFﬁ%ﬂ%J%?%%%’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?@%ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ%%ﬁ
(ARVO statement, for Animals in Ophthalmic and Vision Research):& {7 457% 12 % 3%
FoXmizlms sulifrdle s RGBT AN S 22 5% o4
PR B %E o L REZFHRL O ONELREFIFZ RN mEeEHEEE L
dHN s I RGBT WP ANTEM R i LS 2 LR R IR w4
N E2er 2 b9 %4 NELREFRBINGRRE RPN 2 E 2 g
Hid#2 b fRkiese EF %L EFFER BN #0018
E R - B (TREERR R TR AP TR P ITERY
T xRS R R IREBLR R T BT 0 O FrS 4L F - tiletamine
(10mg/kg) % Xylazine (2 mg/kg)#-F %% & > & Jfrste - £ %3 0.5% proparacaine
hydrochloride (Alcain, Alcon, TX)i& {7 BLp% & 3RFRfE o F Bk (T & {5 64 B dn
4 % ofloxacin ZF MipH R % 2% 12 BE pc4t (OPMI Pico 1, Zeiss, Jena,
Germany) ™ BLE % & * Hi AP B Ap WP £ A G GHOR B 2 T EE A G 2 e
BED AU T RGP RA D DRI TRELEN 2SRRI T T R
RENEJRERFELI RAE(FI H I E - 2 Ao LT ) T
S EREET X

R R

-~ RN weE 2R E
PR B2 P L MR B E IR A AR MR R A RS
ez B FALREHRAREGF L %S 0.5% proparacaine hydrochloride
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(Alcain, Alcon, TX):& {7 Bhp% 123 3] & %% B8 § 2 Frfis > 2 (845 &eh
Fe R BERBERO I E R REI L 2 LR BB SET R

32 3um 2 2 0.45um (Millopore® > HAWP 04700):& {7 1k > v“ #2% Fr =

DA R A e RN R G (S 2 R KRR S B R e
HE - ST U RS R RN R 5 F RS 0 2

12 peeling e77 g AAd PRIk A R BT R BN KT 95%IFH 2 24 well
plate p %75 2R {8 B & {74 4 > £ & {7 PAS stain /2 2 PAS combined PAP stain
AR 2N R A RS2 P T e A e E R e

SRR ERSEE N PR SR RN

=~ PR RN e A RS

P

N

& SRh K R dn e 2 4R 4 HREEY 5 4R AL 9 2 27 7 (Huang and Tseng, 1991) #

PR RA 2R 2R TN S B R R T R TS TR RFER

—h

%) 100um (FE e et L m B A g > ¢ R KA TIN) Rl PRt

d 2w o LA 3mm ek L (8 3 RN R K AT R Bt e

A - BEAEE G TR LRI 2 il G0 R A L M A2

O P FE B T A T E L T e A B L R R A R
d

R AR s T T RO RS RO

—E
:
~'

Ak fm¥e (goblet cell)eiig te > FRRF TR AN L2 B ¢4t 2R ETRY

P

- B E R U AP AR R LR & G R R R R R £ AT

gh*a

T

PR B ERBN me F 2 fRREF PAS 49 2 AR F R 1

BRI A BB e iR A 14 A0 E - B L u#- ER %R
ERPPTRIFEALAY XA ES RN SN L AR

Bp % E L UIT R 2T E PR TRAG VA (8 § R LR R
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+.

Wit b IRA ) T FEFEOC)y Fh k= 27 8um KA 7 7

_,4,3 ’%;\‘év&rlﬁ—%\,— o

=~ RN = & (Impression cytology) 2. % ¢

2 ¢ W& & w5 Periodic acid-Schiff-hematoxylin stain (PAS stain) ~ PAS
combined Papnicolaou stain (PAP stain)'? % &£ 5 i* & 4 ¢ K 2 T/l ? F FRE
LA iv Az b e fEAE o % 2 AR L B fi(periodic acid) ~ & Ag B E A
(Schiff’s reagent) 2 2 # » % (hematoxyline),# & Fi7# % Sigma, St Louis, MO, USA -
Fd A AL S o

FRN wmeBRF2 LA F LI & F 44 Cytokeratin K3 ~ K4 ~ K12 ~ K13

EURTR T L F A AT 0 ¢ H B A o

=~ EH K 5 L A cEL(In vivo confocal microscope) ¥ & o 2 BLE

B EHF X e &R pc4t(HRT I Laser Scanning Confocal Microscope »
Heidelberg Engineering. Inc)p 2§ 3 # P% & Wod & ez mie L » 30 jeis 5 - %
Bde ¥ e ZE DS ¥  RBOE S NBFHRAEE 2V ARA
BOF LRIV AR D A L RWET s AT RRECBIR B T T B 5 4
IREET RT7 RTEdREEE AR A2Z 2 B FHFm o FARF 2um

iAo Fgekr Eiekr L RBNA P KA RAE AW L2 mn gL o

I T R B PR £ RN e % AL IR
LA R (L R LT R e T R S LA F R R A

LR ACER ARSI e A0~ JEAE R R e b AR e
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FoW RRNme g g

PR TGS 3um( R dh i) 2 0.45um (] )2 e AR 5 R RS e e B
AT 2 MR (e R S ) 0 A TU AR el AR T R T R R R
LES Y

27 2 gEé e P W0 R otk fEAT 0 e T R icm e A0 LR e P s

T,

e e, ™ 5 4E PAS stain 2. {6 B 0 A IV SR A AL F SV LRI

2L B EE 2 FE SRR A LIRS S R ORI e
2 agpd LB 02 fhfcfv G £ SRR 2 B2 R R AR

CHEBEA S 2 F AR E R R R ] TRl

a4
-

ARFLRA LS S NI B S G (Ao B2 ) 7 % & PAS stain
2 #_PAS Combined PAP stain ¢ ¥ r - § hR 4L & 50 4 fmbe ~ Ror L 4w
A 47 sk B Pz (goblet cell)z A fg 11 % ’Fi etz 4%~ fmve B2 4 o 0 PAS

Combined PAP stain H # ic ' ¥ 11583 o PR 2 2 R 1wk,

35
Ak

ARG R ARR (2 B d Hh AP $T PAS stain s BAFALPE D AR R TFIRH

g &t R % > Fl R AR AN R % PAS stain 5 4 o

P28 ARG e R R

F_*

G RS ERCLEETE S SRR 5 %f/%}i 100um =+ ~ =Rl d p

)

?§

AR R ¢h 9 3mm & e N 2E WK 2mm e d s & g R IR R IR e )

e

-

LR L RP TR EHY KD o CytokeratinK3 17 2 K12 2 & 3 a4
Wb 4 seve BT e cell marker » @ Cytokeratin K4 12 2 K13 R E {2 5% A
e R o 1 MUCS » R ARz i3t S s R e o F RS (At Bl e )
o tdpdlies BoF LR R E PRk 0T & ke L0 P B K3 s

K12 & Henffa) - @ K4~ K13 22 MUCS Bl F 2P #hk 3837 B 5 afe B 9o
TREGNRPRENEAR AT e A R AT A NI I A AT %
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EIVA 0 BAENE PRI 14 A ST F 2 P88 0G0 § K32 KI2 i
oo e - 7 PERIRT g B KI2 hA R BT T A2 L R A PR
Fadtir e AT 0 A LG TR BB EATIRR P e A h 14 A AT 4

R RERINERT & B 5 TI K4 02 K13 ehd R R & R ehi

wom - B EFRT ,ui;vjfgii‘g S MIANE A EATE R nfi A v R

pau

R P G AR R STRE T R AKA 1R KI3 A 2 4 T LTI
‘ﬁ"”ﬁ MUCS5 % enifa) » &7 &% 4 o B2 R85 8% Aehd £ 7 ppr
ot imee 4 £ R k& AEENT B P Aok 2 BT R L TR e 3
ﬁm@ﬁﬁ%i.ﬂ%*i Rk BRI R  RE eE B 6

P EA R QI AN 4 R A, 0 R N a2 e o

28 LARWmItFmeddE 2 tRBEAL(CTRI)

Foritfie CFHLRBINGF R RN 0 d ¥ - R ess
TENHER BF TRAEF M4 RAFr QR RASRAG T g P JE R T
B enokE 2 £ g I RATA & F (Neovascularization » NV)esi & » & H @
X151 % 1533 89 % A enNVIR GBS P EAE m A% 21 2 3 %28 2 pF

E,J é_'_‘]: % = 'fﬁé’ mi__g v‘vrSAJ\ b =7 V] - |J NV F /bl’/bl’/ﬂ ‘Elm;}\sz ’ ;}'3‘?%! 7‘?'\ 52 4

‘m\

1543 £F 5 A% 0 PRt an & WA v g SRR F A0 T IR F

_Eﬁ"

Bljmcehd iw g om F 5% % 151 2 153 Pling WP h& ok 2 pdo G 3

EoHB LEHPEEIFIS A5 B IAPEATUFIE 0 IBRRRANA G

“E\L\

o PR T A0 5 151 152 3 154 BLR Sk 2 &R R F ¢ AR

J—E“ Fzﬂf\ﬁ’%\'\i

RN ERET e A5 R

2 0.45um F S g A A R FRB N me FRR G EFES L S (PAS
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stain) 4 % FKE ¥ kL F RIS LA e e A Ay 2. 814 o & PAS stain T (v
RS ) S % hw SRR A AW B @2 B K A e A
AA iz 54 0 & 151 2 153 ¥ 11§ B £ o047 4% ¥ (goblet cells) » % 57
F P B2 & M1 (conjunctivalization) PR 5 @ ieis 14 X 2 21 R PR A
LA T T I E P LA e R R A B B
ok gk b R AR enime > A%k 21 X pF 152 2 154 adp i B b A Al i dnle
R PR 0 A 151 2 I3 R T EERT - R F R AR L
I fchimre T F 28 X PE R 153 D ugg iRt Al dhmre S a2 0o A
1511522 154 37 g RIA & Zagin & mik 1 A Al enimie 2 0 E 40

WP A ARt G0 AT S BT e A G @ BRIRAE S A A G

PR mEEEFALEY LA T (4o B S ) 0 i {7 Cytokeratin K3 % ¢
ik NS AT U RRRDKS AR d K3 ESFHER L

i TR TP E T A S R HF G CHcE N Lm0 A B

=
M
™~
&)
M
"
'j";E]
il
Z
v
>
-W-

FIK3I ek o Bgor A A fmie b B4 EKR
RO LBBEI VA GHRSERE - ATV NG IARBEALLL L0
fdF o m B Mo pinE L 4w AR E o aoEa SR Ay 28 AL

Ry Mg oa B 154 25 21 22 28 AWy VUG ANA REG PR

¥

K3 i > es 3MAAHERIRT 2R o ) Lwe s 3 - R

M @ 2t 7 Cytokeratin K4 e & 304 » 4jisis 7 X priw &5 % & etk 5t

N~

FOF 0L BP0 A R KA AR BT ) AR NI e AR T &P B
B m AT R 14X 2 8 21 A Y v AT EFF SRR K4 h
2 BT UER ;ljiﬁa@}a b b g > o & K3 g BEF U R R

AEW P A G P A PEBEATR AN AL AR @ E

)

1% 28 = p?%—"grsm

BT F I KA AR B 151 7 1§ 3] K4 A Rehimre © gap g e
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A2 89 %4 KA A RAc LTS § P AR - Br B0 L me i b

3

AR s LS EMME DR 2 ha T g Bt o

518 B EREMKE(N vivo HRT confocal microscope)$t & 5 % 2 L%

W

L

W R AR R L2 AR b R ARSI R )
MABERAKE LR RIEF LG PRSP ORE LB AL e sSuperficial
epithelial cells) » £ ¥ sod A HEBE R 24 A SFREF 5 > Fp 4 T2F B
BRF4o A oG hE P s B 5 A B hd K &9 4 % (intermediate
epithelial cells) » i A sffed ¥ ™ UEEIDIF F weif ¥ wre B 0 ?f A
BE & fmre A5 fk ik & & 9 b A fm ¥ (basal epithelial cells) o >t A d & & 2 PP AL

S K & Wimre o F]p0 f AR R A leé]aé}ging_L;\ e s 1L

KB - R BT S R E R R AR E b R R AT B 4P AP
L0 MESlepiimie 2 B 5% E S0 EBIL 2 SHEB -
mE 14 XpPF o 151-154 2 &0y v oug Bl &K &9 L k2 (superficial
epithelial cells) @ ik > 2 & & P&+ 12 —Fﬁ- Il A 151 2 154 AT T F 5% g Rl i
Vol 7 FH e @ 153 PV J‘J—JF,: IR S LR AN L R ek LER STV
A WA S ‘Z‘% ? |27k (segmented neutrophisl)z_ 3 ff - » H AP A e F MR L
FRPRg o A b AR LW L e A o $R A F RS S PIATI A A D
PEEP R &% ¢ AL b2 (intermediate epithelial cells) » fe ¥ AR BLE T 5 P AR dm
e h2 JLK & o A ¥ (basal epithelial cells) » & % H/™ & % & S Aot B
Fendmie o FIP R A AR B e NIREGER TR 0 A AR A
B kgt Lmre FRIE L PARTE T G - e R o R T R AR

W oenfat £ 2 o %2 ¥ (Stretched elongated cells) °
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BE 21 = Eéﬂf 1153 F MBI § s rr;-]»Lv*; PMIR AR AT XK E
ARz b R 151 152 & 154 ¢ 7 BTG AR K AR S w0
Bodkort Lolwre o fe e fe R0 A G R TR T R A e i

%

3

BERGT 1515152 2 154 AR &9 AL w19 35 DU BT

f“?‘

T DGR G REMEYT REIINE F AR L2 2 WA

G 151 2 154 2 ARBFFHFT UG I G RFF HETE 5 28 2pF
153 R g2 AR AR ERG A A SR BRZEL G 2RE G
FIEFeht Lo @ 151152 2 154 % 7 g FIZVH F R iy g &)
Limve o s AR FHORP RS AR AW A e 0] Rk R AT B
FReslauk i TRy A0 Lme e B EATE LA R R
PARE L e DRFFEREORE VAR ELAORE S §RALF R

oo

$AH FLLR

BORBEZTT MRS 211 5 281 e 0T 30 F R A 2 ERR G
AR GO NG O INAATE b Ay B R AR B Bl4e 152 2 154
HREFESEEAI 2 HBRNA e Foks VUEP SR AR LG ¢ SRS
Brlapinigsrt LA chimre > (e fie & i {7 Cytokeratin K3 & K4 e ¢ '“,T*ﬂ
FRAF BRI AR kG B g b Tk de 152 LB AR

28 A pFC AT MRAE T K o mivE 'FT 3|3 Cytokeratin K4 4 3 > & or 15 38

BN A e G h R RARATE AN A e Bt T ATAREE e
BB T S T L IB AR RN R K A L 4R e SR R A D K R

&8
fele AR AL e BORERBERLE  TRFRLEPERF KRR - 153

AL 2 LEF AR PR s T X T g Il AT F chd A



©

. Sz 2y 4 ;;4—"]_ ﬂ\
. DT ATV T A R A kM 4 pEART ’I[EJ%}:.;IJ;\F{ IR T
EAHEBR N me FaoRENE EFLE Y X2 F]‘**F

Rl

s Y
. ! OB A Ee 22T B < R 4 BN g“;,.]:}_vé’ =4 eRs B2 phed ER
ey o AR LERERET A2 i

vy = — o ooh A4S _ x Bé’:
. fe 4 AL aNRE T oA E{s ® 21-28
TR B LR e s RGO RRT
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b

-8 BRADTE LR BINGEAIENTHEER R N2V RLE
AGEFL AREFCFIHRES LRI - B TF R 222 RN
fwfe B R AR PTIL R R 2 AR 0N 2 2 2 R T2 A RGN IR e A o
by AR T LY PUERFF LA R AE R R HA R R 2 g
o Gl4oi@ * F et (plastic disc) (Hershenfeld S et al., 1981) 2% & gt # k& (73 $%
(Zaidman GW and Billingsley A, 1998) » @ Egbert & * % 1977 # 5 =t 3¢ & & *
Cellulose filter paper (Millipore®) k & {7 fm P2 chgp i 4 ¢ ¥ JEF 23 a8 8 % >
£ % Nelson % 4 » % 1983 &% £ & * 0.025um & ‘-] 3 j& 2_ Filter paper i& {7 $#

BT L B3] 24k % (Nelson DJ et al., 1983) > p w2 777 &or i * <342
Filter paper #/m?e ik ¥ W EFR 7 E cnlmre L LR @ @ * o] 34T g AR
A BRI e AR itk G { 4Fenk IR(Vadrevu VL et al., 1994)
AR S % 3 A3 EGum)I4E 0] 3R (0.45um) B g KGR T iR
LAp P (A PAS stain T A i F RIS R ) L pM pmeEE YT RN
KA i meda i BFALR & hmed)f ;mrmm@ﬂ:ﬁm¢
PR RAG REDF G ARE fBTRE > frA D AT F AR ML A @ P W KR
Millopore® ™ X &_A 3z B\ w2 B F & f i< @ % a- B > & 1997 &
Thiel & A ] * 7k % % Biopore® ki 7 lm e drih I EF 24 ¥ ~ EnH g+ A

‘w2 (4%t Bl - = ) (Thiel MA et al., 1997) » + b 45 d1 8 0 3 X

A
[L
el
NS
~=\
S
h
%

ekt AABAT Y X AR * FlE] 34/ 0.025um 2 filter paper 1 %
Biopore®¥§ » 4 3F i * + U E % d BE PTG [ LR

LAY 1S3 TSR E A% 21 A HBLI EETIURRIAET S k=
BT k2 bR mte o T A AR R R H R R PEBpE2 4 i B
BEAR X S R T R R TR € BT G 13 K A v s 4R o2
BARG P ERR AR (basal cell)s - RS AR R L] th &
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Poifa A B AR TR R e R R B S SN R R R T AR R 2 PR
20 B Z SR fEdE A > @ Nelson £ 4 2 T WL F|E2 4 ke 3 58a 5l
7 Ophthalmodynamometer £7i¢ * > % 3 it 53 =3 i ddR iR iecnd £ > §
AR TEF AFEFEF G4 40g GUR 4 12 {7 3 (Nelson DJ, 1988 and Krezer
Kletal., 1997) > f & Rl 7 B4 K 25 60g 5 Bif § /R 4 (Martinez SL
etal., 1995) » it * 40g 2 £ 80g U4 48k (B4 » 7 v W § R ehlwt o
bR BN E LI SN P ESRF AR PR LR 2% S
% PAS stain (Egbert PR et al., 1977 and Nelson DJ, 1988)> @ Papanicolau stain (PAP
stain)f'| £ Ak 312 @ * > Saini £ 4 & 1990 & B #%-PAS % PAP stain & & % -
42 % * (Saini JS et al., 1990) » v p o #Ag B iZ & * 2- double stain % Dr. Tseng %
1985 & #14 % ¢ * 2. PAS & & Gill’s Papanicolau stain » ¥ 12 & fm¥ %03 ¢+
Eonie FAAGHE P e R RGEA TR RPET R A 3 gk
4 % it (squamous metaplasia)z_ f T2 % 1 H ¥z Jk f (Tseng SCG, 1985); &4 k&
¢ {7t i PAS stain 4 2 double stain &t B A iz RN mir B T KL 4 2
CR R WY R ;u?;rz? MG AR E AFR S B % 0 £ PAS stain 2 5 % e
w2 AR 2 R e 1B A B L A5 A d BT

3

il

W R R e 2 B R e Pk > @ double stain B A f,&i% TRt
A s e T AR § hR ) ] L2 goblet cell density (GCD)2 #F » d ¢ H sk
SABIT U b FERG PGS AL e R AL L g
AR CHNARLELIFAAFTEL DR E - RA L ARAYE Y > H L PAS stain
WE AR R L e A R 2 )k w e chR ¢ 0 @ PAS stain i
T EERE > Fp A%k 41FE* 2 PASstain 5 2 o
LEFRLI P o pEis - % 151153 2 154 8.9 % 42 K3 B\
R NGB FRLI T NP RESNLRA F G PR 2N 2§

F¥EBR L FEH AP ® K32 KI2ZARE 5 &£ %9743 o Cytokeratin
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TR RS A L Lm;fﬁ’]‘ﬂ > e A 1992 & Kurpakus 5 X rﬁfﬁ%‘, ¢ i"‘g«‘_:l;_sg‘j‘_‘__p ):3
fmie Rt AT € MIMK3 hA A %1994 & Chen % X cdp 2 ¢ Pl 4 7

BHYRTEEL SN Aww 53 §4 KI22Z 4R > & & 1997 & Elder % *

RT3 P g g basal cell § § K3 b I FI T P AR A e
A AL A A B SRR R T §F K3 AR LR RA N

RN L miepl2 AT K30 R R kY KPR BRI 7%‘« SrE 1S AELS

Ve
M
|
()
ET
C
‘m\k\

HE A PREE LA R A RS TP

4

Mg P A IS1~ 152 2 154 3 K3 2 £ 3 > F|pt 5 ¥ ac 45 F0 0> ¢h3 % basal cells
p F F f

SERS S AMN K3 EF S L A PEATL LT 0 6

S

L

K3ZRP T AR E 4% A w2 Wl Rme e e 22 % o
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¥ o8 RBIERT I FERES £ F LKA T 2 e g1
E RN N EEECE VR F IR R MR % R LR R E S
ﬁ%“fﬂ*ﬁ'l ¢4 3 RAdpime S AR # BN A e B Y LB
BERADENTRE ST AP FeF 1L AR £0500 2 PR DR g
Fred i dpgeeay b BASEN 14X EA G2 AN L ERFNERTE
EMBA A > FEFFA LAY L RIEXFRRETFNE B
e A FRREZ LR NAMES 2821 93 X(1~3 B2 )N ¥ a7 kAR h Y
Focz SR RS 2 BRI R F AR E A BMAE A 3T URF &

AL R L R EE TR ARA DS S AN A G TR TE RS LA

<

PETFARA b I3RS A2 OEF BE R - ERAEZ LR
ABE R A AL P EMMBT RS MR FIRI IV LA AR
Lo Lmrea F G BRI £ A ER ‘Z‘%’ ® 43k (segmented neutrophils) £%
B GT FIAS L PR L R URF i A B LR e

2w AR RS TRERER G E AR LY EEEE
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B Acg 2 P 25 & 2um 27— tiesks 40 =0 > FRLELRFERE L 80um o

a4

I3 P sk f 2 A A2 VR MT N B R AR R R T % >

FRRG EF DR Lo SFRAS BRI PR RS T

.

-

Plfs ¥ P & S me AGfE o

EAFHRY UEFEEARREFT T R RETAAR A FM AT ik
A ¥F 3 P A 2 intermediate epithelial cells 5 %> B P e 3 5 £ 8 5 P
g tm ¥z 7 2_ superficial epithelial cells ™ %2 &/ TR w4 % 7 % Pt 71 e basal

epithelial cells % & & ‘w?s 773 fo pt foLiang & A #TELZ 3] 2 -2/ 4p I¢ (Liang H et

al., 2008) > @ fApris 14 % 3 S%mvfﬁﬁf 3EEF%G T+ E A\e_;a.t}_\:%’e.;i
iEiEa EEBRBEIPEL P A mE s p R e B R %A YT LRED IR

Bpiwie 1705 B ® %194+ 2 basal epithelial cells > p* 38 A5 ik e X & & % 28 % “hj.
bR SRR L PR A T T 9 R AR T 4 0 T 8
LB i Ty P R B A AL AL 2 etk
AR R Y e A RBEAA T S EF SRR A A A e
PR Rl M- A0y FHEZREEF e s JuEFEge g A2 AT

A3 L mie o Fla VMR ERRKR A L P e w0 Y

EEEF AR AT A2 SR BRI ARET
2K e o

Takanashi % « @ * HRTI in vivo confocal microscope #-¥}p% f53Rie {7
Palisades of Volgt 2. #* 3 (Takanashi N et al., 2009) > ¥ 12 ¢ F| 7 ¥ ghit b A b
AR F A A KBTI e BN R T L R BB s R R P
WPt AR ERAE R R T L 20 BEGRELFwE ¥ - 3

B FOUBLRGE BB 6 AR PR e ) T

R EENENEEE S S 7 I3 VAR FS LS
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@4ﬁ§§1%¥2ﬁww¢$%$1%@§@ﬁ§¢gﬁqkiﬁﬁ%@’
et 22 2 STRE RO R AR O R RTIIR w  AA T 2 R s LR W R
PR ATiE = 20 PR £ ﬁp‘% sVitamin A4 Z3l4c2 RAGERERE S152 5% > m &
ﬁv#%%" % Bolzan £ 4 4 42200528 £ v B R * RN meE270 ¥R
Fm b AR me R L R ’ét_fj‘z‘r%?f?'%?j VG RYFROTE "‘,f
TV NREPEE A B L2 0 FREZRE T F AR LR
Beofs isnjiir'é’a"?ﬁ # f= 4+ & %Y (feline eosinophilic keratitis) 2 2 * & & g 7 'Kk F
sgek & 7 (nodular granulomatous episcleral keratitis » NGEK) & » % 25§ 7 & -

S B 1§ ey v

T

A rFRane o RN e B 3T
FE-MFF 4 L5 HARRFRAE L DR GG L~ e
pirmrE A AEENT £ 44 A2 R AR R FEW A DEr R

F0 AL G @A SR A 0 R T R R L gk £ i A

=

(scraping surgery)? % fie & iFlmie L EZGE R R A 4 TG AR A o ]
R g o F L LA & 50 (immune-mediated keratitis, Panus) ~ o 2 &
O~ W 7~ M & W W (feline corneal  sequestration) £ ¥ B £ 2 P R
(keratoconjunctivitis sicca » KCS) ¥ #85 ¥ ic § & 2 e R & Bop & 4w g
PA S LR f T2 R R AL B R Rs T R4
o FIE T B ETIa R b 3 U P B PR R TIRA Rl T oY
Jo b LG N kiEF R A & T YRR AT R S AR T AR 5 A
F o FARE AL VAR BRI R AR B E TR BRI G B
.

E’n?

ET
=
%

L A E 2 0 5 T o AR RINZ dF e 0 (L B oW

kS

AP EHRE 0 PP T ET ARPROET F NI AR HiFA s A k] #
%ﬂafi%ggi?,'l BB E RN mre B TR A oo Bk 1 4
(squamous metaplasia)z. e E A2 R 11 2 E F 5 BHF A s e iz s 0 L
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BAEFREET UFRGEAY G AR A 2 A5 2 d bt st

£ - A BRI AR T A S ReE 2 B ATA G F 4R R R

—

LB e 2 T iAo IS3 5L B4 BRI S IMA AN Ed A2 irmie £ 7
AP LT AR E AL A A R R A L BB AR e
e 0 hipd ol B R A & SR P AT cn iR (conjunctival flap) i AF 2 54, &
FrOEFIE S R AL AN 2 B w € BRAR T W & Bw e B
o '}Mﬁaiﬁﬁr’ A fl fﬁ#f'%%‘? PR AT I G e R 2 A NDR b
43 4 K 5t ) (descemetocele) & B AEPF € & * B WOREAS fE KGR TR 0 Lt%] g is
Bl € A ed T B A WA R AT AR stroma BIESd RgEita ok
AL BRTETd 2w R 5Tk & B A2 {7 avascular healing 12 % vascular healing -
i¢ keratocytes ## % % fibroblasts I [r F¥ & = collagen ~ glycosaminglycans 12 %

mucoprotein & 12 3t & ) BT eatzg) W R I I B ol B Lgd i3

T,

TETAZ AP A B oAz B g dme AR Rt g el F ORI AE N

4

R g F TR B R A AT N2 e 2 BHAZER
REFL 2 53 7k g d T IR ARG RS o
SRR Be B VR s B 2007 £ ¢ Kafarnik 5 4 ¢ g F Rl AL S g
VIR AR PR A IEpE S Y 2 A > B R e A5 ik 2 B th(Kafarnik C et al.,
2007) > Akl @ b MR AP E NP B £ G LR LR 3
T ] -gh)f,,?sg Fod *“ﬁr,—'é XM EEUFTNEFRE FIMLEFY
BERVAFFTZERTRARE A FI S A G e T R U] Rm
B 7 BE &7 }135 et M A W~ 2P A it 3 2 g (endothelium
dystrophy) ~ & %- L B 9k 5 (corneal stromal abscess) ~ & & £ & WK
(immune-mediated keratitis) ~ 72 /% 4 & ﬂ%f_’:ﬁr,— % (bullous keratopathy) % 7 % & 7 % &
T LR Y Y T A SR Ay S Or e e

PAh h o Aot T L E BT PEOT R Ife £ R T LT R 2 BB R
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PEIL A AR R FH LT K Inicenin s 8 1 H0R i e
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Immunohistochemistry

HER solution time
pre & R EAF-80C
1 TEEE 30 min
2 Acetone (store at -20°C) 5 min
3 Mr dry(F 48 EHEM) 30 min
4 PBS wash
] Blocking in NGS blocking buffer (RT) lhr
B Air dry (check stain area)
T Primary antibody , 4T overnight
3 Soak in PBS (wash) 3-5 min/3 times
g9 Secondary antibody (RT) 1hr
10 Soak in PBS (wash) 3-5 min/3 times
11 PI stain (1:10,000) 10 min
12 Soak in PBS (wash) 3-5 min/3 times
13 Mounting solution 4 K
14 BHEA-20C

- LA EHRERLL

WRHRARPEFTRRL BT T o 7 A RN A 0 2
BEAKeREG > FARRDLEFY 8um ER T 0 R d 2 HFAAeF L
Aror oo Rd R B R UERTRN e BT o @ * ¥ LK st Eclipse E800 Nikon
Microscope # it VFM Epi-Fluorescence Attachment (Nikon, Melville, NY)% Spot
Digital Camera and Spot version 1.1 CE software (Diagnostic Instruments, Sterling
Heights, MI):& {7 L2 36 4% o
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Periodic acid-Schiff-hematoxylin stain(PAS stain)

solution time

pre  95%alcohol

1 Periodic Acid solution  2min
2 distilled water 10 dips x2
3 Schiff’s reagent 2 min
4 water 10 dips x2
3 Naz5:05 0.5% 2 min
6 water 10 dips x2
7 Hematoxyline 40s
g water 10 dips x2
9 0.5%HCL 10s
10 water 10 dips x2
11 distilled water 30s
12 50%ALC 30s
13 T0%ALC 30s
14 95%ALC 30s
23 non-xvlene 5 min
24 non-xylene 3min

%= @A 4 Periodic acid-Schiff-hematoxylin stain (PAS stain)# /i 42

Bk (8 fmre 2 g AL » 95% alcohol M EFTHEI R 0 2 (SN E A R
FHHIRT LS R R FRh A Y RS B A ERET R @ A
(AR 2 SR UFFRERR FEBAL RS2 g RIS
Bl o ik TTIEARY B E NI A T AR SEFH S DRI &
PR L

Periodic acid-Schiff-hematoxylin stain (PAS stain) combined with Papanicolaou stain

(PAP stain)
#EE  solution time
pre 95% alcohol
1 Periodic Acid solution 2min
2 distilled water 10 dips x2
3 Schiff'sreagent 2 min
4 water 10 dips x2
5 Naz85:05 0.5% 2 min
6 water 10 dips x2
7 distilled water 30s
8 30%ALC 30s
9 T70%ALC 30s
10 95%ALC 1R E A SR 30 1247 PAP stain
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11 03%ALC 0=
12 TO%ALC 30s
13 30%ALC =
14 water 1 min
15 hematoxyhine 1 rrun 30s
16 water 3 min
17 0.3% HCI 10s
18 water 1 min
19 distilled water 30s
20 30%ALC =
21 TO%ALC 30s
22 D5%9ALC 30s
23 0G-6 2 min
24 D5%ALC 30s
25 05%ALC =
26 05%0ALC 0=
27 EA-30 3 min
28 05%ALC =
29 03%ALC 30s
30 05%ALC =
31 100%ATC 1 min
32 100%AT.C 1 min
33 100%ALC 1 min
34 non-xylene 3 min
35 neon-xylene 3 min
36 non-xylene

= ~ @A & BHipi 4 ¢ Periodic acid-Schiff-hematoxylin stain (PAS stain)
combined with Papanicolaou stain (PAP stain)i = 42(3+ )

B HB-ER R 18 2 A 3T~ 95% alcohol i 7 E T RS ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ? 1-10 i& = PAS
e ehg d o 2 {5 MR MR B 95% alcohol P B TR 1 0 E D FHRAINE
FPAP % ¢ 4 ¢ # Fdet B A 11-36> 1 * 4 ¢ ## F 5 Automatic slide stainer
Tissue-TEK DRS-2000 Sakura °
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Impression cytology & immunostaining protocol

H & solution time

pre store in 95% alcohol (4°C)
1 70% alcohol 30s
2 50% alcohol 30s
3 Soakin PBS in 24 well 3-5 min ftwice
4 NGS Blocking 1hr
5 Primary antibody 100 /£ 1(47C) overnight
6 Soak in PBS(wash) 3-5 min twice
T Secondary antibody 100 & | (RT) 1hr
8 Soak in PBS(wash) 3-5 min twice
9 Pl stain (1:10,000) 30s
10 Soak in PBS(wash) 3-5 min twice
11 mounting solution

2 ~ $2B 5 oz § (Impression cytology, IC) f % & % % ¢ J 3%

B 18 A 2 i S LI ~ 95% alcohol P (T R kPR i SRk
'k & (rehydration) 3 — #i% = $a4 ¢ 4% 0 & {8 £ 1 propidium iodide (PI)i& 7
BA S 5 2P R FEAESRE REFRFREARR R

K& & R F EARH M

1" Ab 2" Ab

K3 anti-Keratin K3/K76, mouse moenoclonal, Fluorescein anti-mouse IgG (H+L), made in
clone AES. Progen, Cat# 61807 horse. Viector, Cat# FI-2000

K4 anti-human cytokeratin 4, mouse Fluorescein anti-mouse |gG (H+L), made in
monoclonal, clone 6B10. Novocastra, horse. Veector, Cat# FI-2000
Cat# NCL-CK4

K12 anti-human cytokeratin 12 (L-20), goat affinity Purified Chicken anti-Goat 1gG h+l, FITC
polyclonal. Santa cruz, Cat# sc-17099 Conjugated. ICL Lab, Cat# CGHL-50FX8039015

K13 anti-human cytokeratin 13, mouse Fluorescein anti-mouse IgG (H+L), made in
monoclonal, clone KS-1A3. Novocastra, horse. Viector, Cat# FI-2000

Cat# NCL-CK13

2T CABF KRS R PR
FHRARY R EH O P A U BRI FR T LAY LR ORE
I N T E TR
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lﬁ» m

B - 3 RN e B 4§ A (Impression cytology) & B °
EFRBRN D AMRAB T SR AR R Z TR L RS
O IRILNC I (U

BlA 4Bl TT At B FRLEZHBN we F RN B i) Ak
HINH e ERE AN R B 4w > BT B {E e 2 g AT~
95% Alcohol f 27 HT_» 2 (6 B F B FE- H2 L d o

Bl B:or2 B 2B 30 &% LB (TR e > B OSITE B e 2
M2~ 95% Alcohol i {7 F € > 2 fo B HF B {TE-
- APAZE- P PRI & T
PREFHERMELRR Y £ RFEREIRIFAE 2 e o
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’ﬁ'@—f N gbge_;'[‘é‘gsg‘;;ﬁ‘a,y = }% K 2 bl ﬁ‘&

+FS R A G B) 5 * 34 /Z(3um)ik A (TR 2 B A4 ¢ (PAS staln)

BEROFVURNALI BT UBERNERL we L E T 2L e (S

% fﬁ”’*"xﬁ‘-’ﬁé Wk dmee) > 2 43 Pilnchim e &R F§ > %gm;:ﬁtgﬁ}i
Z Ehifome iz g ¥ S TRE C-BM D) * [ 3 ik

f&%’» ¢ 2 5%V UBEEIAREST L S P IR MR I

FARIP A2 wmie 2 e T3 PR 2 H - e ¥ 2 Wk -

‘,Er
-

',}:
G
En
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R = R ¢ (PAS stain) &2 iR L R p
2R

& %4 ¢ (PAS combined PAP stain)

FUR

Bl A~B % PASstain 2 %% > ¥ i # A7) e )i % s B C~D -
E ~F % % PAS combined PAP stain z_ %% v B lme Bk fw e i Rt ‘FK” R
AR od P RREFRERKRLFERLT LD é%«i*p 41 7R squamous
metaplasia 2. I > F] b fdm i 4% s ’F*FF':? P d om s A d LT
AW AR ERAIRT YV AT L e R > wd 3t PAS
combined PAP stain 4y B2/ oz § R RAT  Ft A F AR AL Y R

WA Fe4 ¢ PASstain 5 2 o
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2 M after

Limbus
1 M after
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A s PR EEIRNER e B B sk AFS - B E Z B B R A
LW E REHINA BREBF L5 P K4~ KI3 12 MUCS 4 Jim il § L%
FIK3 012 KI2 2 2T P At & 5 050 T 8w g & R a3t m e 4
TN AR 2Z MR oM A - B R o AT RPN
4 K3+K4KI2-KI13 &8 & MUCS ehiL ¢ 2% » ‘= d P4 787 wbe $5 b
PI counterstaining * @ =B N-~O-n-~o *® thv ¢ % g & 47 MUCS 4 ¢

R R A AW A G NI Rk TR % oNEG g o

s B2 scale bar 7 100um o

I
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Day 93

Day 35

Day 28

Day 21

Day 14

Day 7

WHRIT kPR ERINER M e a3 N 2 b R R AR
d PRIV BRI AN T AP EFRAZRAG PRV VBRI
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2]

i
PN 7»’F ﬁ‘*

o Ao~ BRE A OKAE - % Bl g 72 (Neovascularization » NV) &R % o
A s 14 X2 2] AEFVARRRT] L £ KHE NV rmﬁv%]p bribr

el 5 % 28  pFIS1 2 153 l?pﬁkﬂg%ﬁ NV 2 &3k f2 Fid o ¥ 153 4w
PR T AP E oA 1522 154 ple 7 BT ,Fa(mé.’?;_?a%]“ I S
- NV%Fﬂ,mé_ig.ﬁﬁ‘léﬁyLﬂ_Jﬁw 35 %% 93 X pF 152 % 154 2. P & o & %

BT Ad 0 R 153 A DEFER T H ALY 1515 153 &
i NV BB <050 0 151~ 152 2 154 2 & 504 B % Mk i o
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Day 28

Day 21

Day 14

T R L

A 2

BF e

A3 2 R RSN dn e B (GE R ik 4 ¢ 0 PAS stain’ 100X)
BTSSR AR A S TR T I B L H Y 151 2 153



BF BET| Wk e (gobletcell, & 4 HEEATdp) s A A F 14 X 2 5 21 X @RIV
Yo BIAE I S LA e e bt b @ IR A AT I & TR P L e e B
NI BT A AT GEATRAEL L 10 &Y 28 Ak 1S3 ¥ Uf T
IR E s g i LA e e 54 2 0h > B AR 151~ 152 2 154 3R
TP BT R PIAE DAY L) hlm e g0 LR BT & SBER 1 L him e 3 4o 0 B
FAW W AT A E R o

‘\1

ol Y
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Day 28

Day 21

Day 14

Day 7

K3

RS R RN e R LR LS (R BRE Y B A K3 K42 AR)

Cytokeratin K3 : jis{s 7 * enZ Y 5B 2 B3 » 73 w151 2 154 3
M Bgendk IR o A om b ﬁ_‘;t'r»ﬁ Mk IR A o mE “% s m
G H 142 % 21 X ERIT 15 B K3 Ak G PR 4 i
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LG RGNS REILG NIRA R BT & e i 4 2
EATHACAFFRF A AR 28 APFRT PRI £F
o . ”b" K3 & Mgt dWmizs SEAT2 LT A G304 m o
_nﬂm:ﬁupr”MN 232G P AT K3 A (154 0%
2022 $ 282 2 MY 547 AMMET T LFEF P R4

TR B TP A B AR o
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Day 28

Day 21

Day 14

Day 7

K4

(#F1F)
Cytokeratin K4 :

TS T XV U I PR h 4 K4 AR BT (S TR i
MIFie B FI R A G F P A &R 2 A58 AR T K
% 14X % 5 21 % Hﬂgw ,u—;-,‘ TR K4 ivdF g A & Rf
Bl oo ARS > Mor B A e g brbrR b cnlF) 0 @ A%

54



28 A PF 151 @ R TF KA AR A 152-154 4 T
Fi R ROARA PSR LG AR TR
Eaimee ot R F g ] § iR bR b o
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Superficial epithelial cell Intermediate epithelial cell basal epithelial cell

Human

Rabbit

BN AR AR A A e R e R *‘@ﬂ(ﬁﬁﬁé% W
B F AR LSRR R AT T ’ﬁf'ﬂ‘*%ﬁfﬁ RS
+ R m?z (superficial epithelial cells » ‘= & # & “T3p «@) v L AR LRI
; £33 &mre i en? K &5 4 0% (intermediate epithelial cells »
BEFdn) 0 bk e E BT @m%mﬁg,
R m?z (basal epithelial cells)R] &
2
&

m oA A KR AR K R A
@%f@%@&&?%%

ETIRY
“.1
2
R
ey

' s h=

e sm e A7 A o
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Superficial

e 14 day 21 day 23 day
epithelial cell

+.
R4~ K & b A v (Superficial epithelial cells) /& 48 £ 4= & B ilcdite & % 5%
® 514X 2B IS T g IGIFRA & A m”e(;_c?
WER) (e IRA T e (LG Kb e i Y (cell border s 2. ¢ 4 B )
153 RIF g 3G PR Ak e b ehim e g i s “H’L“j’ L 253

;% /¥ (segmented neutrophlls 'R ¢ RER) e
® 521 RzZBEBEEAILISINI1523 154 R v —Jg EURL A TR Rk
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S ‘»*;pcc PRIReEE s R2EZ BRI TR A L we o

¥ 28 = \EL%»%% IS1~152 2 154 A ARF T 34 & ¥

B2k A AL lmre o (e & IS2 300 R BT MR i 7
57_

! 2 k)|
F 4k (stretch) » 2 525 0 fw e A5k 817 U £ (elongated d MmER)
Mmo153 mRG A 22 R AR “;I”*" MIRzE 2 2 AZREI L

SIS A ;;L;mamjaia :':EFLO
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RS~ A K & W /L dm P2 (Basal epithelial cells)i 48 = &= £ X

*

Basal epithelial
cell

151

152

14 X2 BBEE A I51-154 A R A A e Y B RRDD
e

¥ & wmea &i&,&m?éiﬁ.&i(cellborder)T BRI e R KL R
Ei:lp:%lbb—j,r'l—% , mpg%, zmne,}p‘-(g <Xy P)}Zp@&ﬁé“m”é_‘é% ’%ﬁﬂ'

.
n?

B
\_ﬂ

R @ A 151 2 153 7 g FIARTF T A o doRk 72 e

59



(od #80) 0 7 & 154 TRIT 05 51 A F SHLeni g ¢ )
v F o0 $0 A g 48 (crystal)3ff o

2l A2 BBREE DA 151 2 1547 1 ’JF% I FIMAE®REF HIRFF LT
H(high reflectivity » ¥ ¢ # F ) > @ & 151-154 3 7 g PR G P A e
Prenimre L HY A4 151152 %2 154 p)+ ,"1’?1‘ 3 P Bp 2 fmve 1§

omre AR ERERKRGE A & 1S3 R FAep

—

MTA HE ¢ IR e

o

B(%d )
F28 X2 BEREE A IS10152 2 154 ¢ F U Bl IRP B PR e
WHPEF R B2 RE o e A BIRREIE VAR L L e 2 P
RAREREEK LA 2152 2 154 B F F R ST HE IR % (crystal deposition >
T HE); A e 1S3 PIBRIEEZRRI G REOIAR Y A we A R

ié% ) #FL_:"T f’b;"{—‘; z,éflj—kimﬁ,\ r:"f':;PAV\—_ v r’}jjﬁm,/%%ﬁ_“?—}% ¥ o
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B - > BcE X 5P e (keratoconjunctivitis sicca » KCS)z_ ¢k p% B

el peEichapz ¥ & ¢ ality 21k rind ¥ Bl A G { %2
¢ % it (pigmentation) 1} L o
B & % & http://www.caminoanimalclinic.com/library/dry eyes.html

"t = ~ Biopore®jg A3k tk % % ( by Thiel MA et al., 1997)

TR LERY AT A AR TR RALE 0 AR R KRE
SR AN Z BRRAS R LA A A LI RUE R TR
Pl 2 F R B iU foondd BT & 6 3B (7 e R R o
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