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1) »o<EROFMBAE, MR RE
IgG Fc Positive T-cell

#

HEEAROZMBREIEAROFRER (tu-
mor specific antigen) =3t L CEEM 0 fiE
WEDFBALTEZLICE>THEL S, ZHEE
2 E L DEBPERPERSICL & TTHRER
nTWal, 2L T, ZhdLEEERNER
Rizxy 2HMbad2FT5L 0 e LT, cyto-
toxic T lymphocyte (CTL), natural killer
cell (NK cell), activated macrophage, K
cell EFREINT3, LiL, Tnbn#k
HNE IFBEEAROFKIEMm ) > FRIC BT
BREFEINTEN, & FoFE) >~ o<HiY) >k
KBITaRFIIL L, MR, < Itkk
BICOWTORERECRICB WL B8 %
[

F72, RERKBEL SHBERENYIRIC S
Wi T, WD 5 WIZEGEFNEITEICLY,
) v HOFRHRELBFEIFA L 20T
glz, LbLl, BEREENESL &L ICHEE
) HORBIEEDINICELrFE LN, B
NEHICHT 5 barrier & LT ) »<finsk
FHEE &1, 8 SELWRIU N T 549,
FLTENCEL L WREABFMICEITE) >
REDFHHELBHFICEZENRMSHENT
BAwhEEZLNTWEDS,

AR TR >/ <fi ) > 2 FROBR MBI
CEAL, #&F - EREREORER) vt
1B LABZ TICAELY, ThEhn) >
23 v oERDBR MR L L, BOETE,
KEJICL2#EBEREL, KBEFMcBIT
51) o iENERICOVWTRITEEED

x
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i, BEIRY ool ) > SEROIR MBI T i
FERRL2,

HBERVFE

1) N%

B RFEERE—AFH- AR L FM 25T
e RBEEBEF E 5 L L7z, HHIE Dukes
SBIC L VSEL, V) oocHiE, BEESERE
ERDHHLNE Dukes D & L 72, B >
8EERIBREE D JBHHIC R, 18> 5 4
B TURkEICHELL, AL, 4B3/BRE
B vosindbok Lz, HERI28IcEF
LEENBD LN HMII L TRIETH -7z,

Lo ogBictZThEha ) i
1) 2o ERERMARE E % KD, FEELY) > <8, Duk-
es -8, AR EE, KM > wko PHA
R, T cellfiful, Tr cell #%F & HE
RETL 72,

2) FMY > EROIRE

~2) HIERMM20ml % LA 7 R R 3RER
L Boyum!®?F#ic ¥ L Ficoll-Conray HE
BEEICT) w3k z ML, Inb) o3
#ki3 PRMI-16403Z3 % (NISSUI SEIKO Co,
LTD, Penicillin G 1004/ml, Streptomycin
100.g/ml, Hepes (Sigma Co, LTD. USA)
5.9575g/1 #&ts, LAF RPMI-1640 X #&§) I
B EEUTOERICHEL 72,

3) ) > o) > EBROIREL

Eremin!V % o 5 i # U TUAT oim < #ifT
L.
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#*1 Table 1

P-4788 2000/well

Medium suction after culture for 8 hr

I 1

|s angis] |h|
lymph node lymphocyte peripheral lymphocyte
2000X 102/well 2000 102/well
+ +
RPMI 1640 RPMI 1640 RPMI 1640
+ + +
FCS FCS FCS

37°C,5% COz2, culture for 12 hr.
Pulse-label with 3H-UdR for last 8 hr.

| | }
A{cpm) B{(cpm) C{cpm)

— C—A
cytotoxity index=BAA><100(= A XIOO)

i) FHREEMNICRRLZLAR) %
CHEEBEAEKRPEEMICEREGE, TR
BYEERKE TLIBDRIEL T 2,

i) RERL72Y > <Hi%z 1 ~4BICbl), %
NENG 5cm DEHES »—VIc A, FCS
RPMI-1640 (RPMI-1640ic FCS (fetal calf
serum) ¥20%ic% B kMl b D) k2~
3iEmz, BRI Y IS TR RENCHEDIL 72,

iii) *kiz 5ml o FCS /it RPMI-1640%7102.30
B~y T 4 > 7%, 1604w 32 (150K
Jem?, ZiEEIL3E, Ikemoto Co, LTD.) #
BL7.

iv) 2 o SHi#IRIRER % 1300rpm
I C1057 L3 L 72, [RBRIC 3 IR
FCS fm RPMI-1640% fin 2 LI DERRICHLL 72,
4) EHIMA

Roswell Park Memorial Institute (2 34>C
Moorel? 5,ic & » T#5M7E (adenocarcinoma)
DEBIAKP L) R, BILE hizP-47884 52
IR L L 7,

5) 3H-UdR postlabeling lymphocytotoxicity
assay (TPLA)

AV FERICELUTOmMEATL: (R

BE

1).

i) P-4788#E# % FSS /s RPMI iz T 3 | ¥
%1% Microtest Plate II (Falcon Plastic , Ox
ford, Calif.) 7 & /IcP-4788#14220001E % 1%
L, 37C, 5 %CO: incubator iz T 8 BefisEs
L7, ' :
ii) EEEomn( &L 2 plate #B) L, L
HrWeIBREL, REML) > HRE1E, 2
B, O3B ABOEK) 5@ o3kt effec
tor cell ¥ L & /RIC20X104E/0.1ml &% 3 k&
2z (E/T ratio=100: 1), BU37C, 5%
CO: incubator iz C12BFREsEREL /2.

iili) Z i plate 0 & RIEIBIC (FEE 5 £ FE
BIMBRE # KRRk 512 FCSin PRMI-
1640C 3 mPE#H ) > R EZBREL 72, S 5I23H-
UdR (30u/mmol, Code TRK 178) #1u Ci,
Hamilton ¢ Repeating Dispenser 2 T &Riz
MzZ37C, 5%CO: incubator =T 8 BrRIEESE
L7,

iv) $EE#KTH, EFE2WSE%L, phospha-
te buffered saline (LLF PBS 883 ) T3 M|
%i®%, 0.1IN o NaOH # £RIcmz, ft&¥
A IZA4EA 2 B51E L, multiple cell harvester
(Skatron, Norway) 2 H\C, 7772774/~
—7 4 ¥ — (Harvester Filters, 7 &% 4 =
> Z) ~3H-UdR ##HHL 72,

INLNT 4N —%+5EREE, 5mln
Wik v+ —7— (POPOP 50mg+PP0O2.5
g/ bz 500ml) &k, METEERIER Vial
WICAN, TR FLv—v s 79—
(Aloka, Model LSC-653)ic T, *H-UdR /it
NiAA%REL 2, EBIZ£L T triplicate TAT
WEDEHEEZ T,

vi) cytotoxicity index &

FERAR a2 X 1038 o) i HIc ) v Bk RN Z
T1EE L 724 HNH3H-UdR uptake # A (cpm)
L, &) 2 osmkE0XIMEMLBAEEL
72 1Z 19 73 H-UdR uptake % B(cpm) & L
TTFRICLNEHL .,
A(cpm)—B(cpm)

A(com) x100(%)

%Cytotoxicity =

6) THENHE
1) > osBRFWER 2 NRBREICEY, 300G T5
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N1 N2 Na Na RBL

1. SHY > /<MY Bk & URML Y > o5k
DEHRINE

SEEGL, RBRFEICY) >3k 5 X105 B
pellet Z4EY, 1%ty vkmsk% 4t PBS
0.1ml 402, #HIcBREL, 200G 5 % REL
L, 4Cic 6 BeMILL L#EH, pellet H—& 2
RZAL P T7ZRI2EN, TOWVVT 23—
NTN—Tif L, E o¥ . |} Zadle s kR
BMiE R REL 2, vV oRmike 3MEL ED
¥y FEEMROESE (1) o ER400EF) %
THiae iz,
7) IgG*Fc receptor 1% T 4k (Tr i)
RisE

RELOFEMWICEL, RBREICS5 X10° #
DY) >k pellet 2D, 74 X IgGH=7
Y RAER (HARGURFEATS) CRIELL=
7+Y &0 PBS0.1ml 240z, k< HELL
BEFIRICT1BBIRIG &4, 200G 5 RE#EGL,
LEEECL1 % v kLK% & PBS0.1ml
#M2200G 5 ML L, 4 Cic 6 BERELL L3
BL7, THR:RENFETREL, Enty
v AR, EA vty F MR, ST
vty MERMEERIEL . Tr MR T M
2008 E A7 P LARRICE > THEEBLZ,

_ F7nuy b
T =g, T+ 77wy T &

X100

5 #

1) FRIRY > o3k > o SERR USRI ) > 2 <2k
DA

X 1ICRTH{ 2 F NN cytotoxicity i N?
BEY e o Bk TI320.448.1%, N2 )
YosHi ) 2 osBRTI322.44£7.9%%, Naft)) >
23 2 oERTI324.957.1%, NoBt) oo <fi

—~ 1001
S :
2
o
E - § . ’ %
E 501 ! -
by H
o . A
Dukes A*B (o] D

2. WETENC ARG > 7 BROBRMILYE

1) 273K Ti335.4£8.7%, KR¥im 1) > <k (P
BL) Ti355.6+9.8% Ch ", BEICERT 513
& cytotoxicity DETHEM A &b Ll 7z,
Ni, N2, N3 BB > 298k > <find cyto-
toxicity IZIZFEEN LD LN s - 72,
Nizs B¢ NuB¥, NigsBE L PBLOFAFND
1) > »<BK cytotoxicity 1212 p<0.01 * EEZ %
e,

2) EETED bALKMMY > ok LY
>3 ) o EROR MR

BETEIIEF B OBE T Dukes £ H
vy, Dukes A-B, Dukes C, Dukes D o 3 &
WL BRET L 72, Dukes 58EFIC 72 K
ML ') >~ ¥BR cytotoxicity 12 2 12 TR0 <
Dukes A-B #762.8+7.5%, Dukes CETia
52.1+17.4%, Dukes D & 251.9+8.8% C
&1, Dukes A:B 2 & Dukes Dz p<0.01
THEZ®&»7z. —7%, DukessHilicZ
FNOEB) > <8V > /KD cytotoxicity %
A5 B3 IRTMS, i o NsBEF T
R i3 Dukes A-B, C, D B£Riic cytotoxicity
NEEZEDUh -7, L L, NeBETi2 Dukes
A-B3737.0£11.2%, Dukes C T 37.5+
7.9%, Dukes D T25 .4+6.5% & Dukes A
-B, CEtictbL Dukes D Eic cytotoxicity o
BT2»A L0 p<0.01 TEEELHD:,
3) ) HEBOEEL LALEE) <
1) > s SERODFRME R
) i OFEIC & B cytotoxicity D

LR 4 ISRL TV 54858 o< filc B
TERBBEMED ) 7<) > »<BK cytotoxicity
D3 5 ERBIEEN ) > o3 o2 Ekeytotoxi-
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Dukes A+B C D
:\; § non-metastatic lymph node
: @ metastatic lymph node
£ 50
% T { . % 3 } $
Po|rEore
o R

B4, ) sHESNEE, L AR > oH )
> SEROBARRE

RIS

50

ol

Ny Nz Na Ng PBL

X6, Kimi & UHEE) > 2Hi) »osBRICBIT 3
T cell #

T-cell count(%)

§ MAE28cn
§ BAELBen

cytotoxicity (%)
[4)]
o
-0
—e—i

0 § L
Ny N2 Na Ng PBL
X5, BERKEDSHALKBIME & R >
HiEk O #RAE R

city Ll LIEWER 2 RT L0, FEERR
Sl o7z,

4) BERAES L ALK MR RS >t
BRAR A R

BERIRAIEIC L ) cytotoxicity # sk L TA
2R 5 ISR, BAE8em THEET S
ENIBEECBWTOA8cm LI EBN K H11.1
+5.5%& 8emUTHN2.8+7.7% L&
F (p<0.01) DET##EH2, LarL, 20f
> Na, N4y, Nyi, PBLETIE 8cem LI LB %
N¥Fn1s.2+9.2%,22.2+11.1%, 32.8+9.7%,
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BG7. KiFMLRUFER >~ <) R BiT 3
IeG-Fc(+) T cell &

51.4+8.3% T 8cmUTH TIIZh 4.6+
7.1%, 24.6+6.7%, 32.9+8.8%, 56.4%+11.2
%k 8cm Ll EEICHL 8cm LITEE® cyto-
toxicity 2B WEMAERDH b, ZHMEMIL
Sem LIToEERKRECTHEAL 2B L&
THolz,

5) KimBUEE) >~ oE) ok BT B
T cell R IgG-Fc(+)T cell #

B 6 ikt (PBL) RUFEIEY) > 7<) >
BN T cell B(%) %L 725 PBL 1375.4
+10.3%ThH -7z, —H, FEFE) > <H) o8
BTid N17¥64.9+10.8%, N:368.8+10.4%,
N3#¥66.2+7.2%, N43£66.8+5.6% CTPBLic
BLYWIFNLREEZRLPEE I L7,
6) FRMIME IR > <) o3k BiT 5
IgG-Fc(+)T cell %

R 7izR"3m<, PBL Ti311.2+2.6%, Ni
BETI36.5£9.7%, NuBETII5.7+6.4%TH Y,
WY o) ok TR Y PBL ic ke
LIBEZRL 22, $£72, Ni# e NEHETIR NI
BrBEETRTERCS - EEEL RS
otz Fiz, FEE) o) oK TIRu Y
v PR ERE T wERD NIBEICD NBics
WTHRSH LN,

x x

BHREEICIZEEMBICIIFEL ZVWRE,
T bLEEREREIFEL, ZNLISHL
BENREETHITEESLOFEEI N B
= & 4%, Foley'®, Prehnl® {, mRELIKER 2 5
IC3NTE, L MBICBYWTLHEBEKRIZ
NENOBEHBICH L TRHREHRIERG 2T
ZENHEINTWS, KBE®E T Takasugi
& Klein!”¢) microcytotoxicity assay # & &
WREBEARMEM Y > 2kE AT EZIBIEEED
RGBSz 7235 AR Ml 2 Rm 3195
BMER AT/ — TR ENLYFBDOLNL W
ZEd b, KBEICREBOEEHFRBERE
(TSTA)DHEETHI EHXFHALLICENT WS,
b, EERBENREFNTEEEILEICH
BEREICL>TICELNTEY, BOEITIC
ELLWETTAZ LML NTHBY,

—F, BOREBIUVEERORAY» LEES
& % DB IREIB) » <Eilc T RE Y R s
HBHRLIBTHAHI Z erHBEENSE. Mac
Carty'?iIc & W & } o3, BE, EBENE
BERICARMREREIED LN EFOTEL
REFTHBZ EHEILHTHREENTLR, K
WBiE, BE, ®Em, WE, 472/—, R
&, FEEBELENDITILAETXCHETHE
R BEERNGIEEEICEEST 52 LR
EINTWB2 72, Black? 5 3 fE®K)) >~
s<ffilz sinus histiocytosis # 3 BB E D
FHRVBETHIZ L ERUICBELL, £
Litg, REFNHELICE LT WER) oo
RisTEr e KnHEEY 2 1T L 0222
ELTHEHBENRTETWSY, FHEHERCD
WTRSTLL—BLRREFrRLNThan
2N2028) IR TIE R o Hi AR DR
N—EHE L TTIREL, BOLFERICHT
% ATl % barrier £ AL INBERETH B &
T 530G L KBERENTIR) i % Xk
EEIRVEMAY ICEL T, 1R, 2K, 3R
L &5EE) <8 RLN), 4Kk (FEFEIR) > 0%
i NRLN) |J > <858, 20> /3@
> SERODBRAINE ML) > o2k (PBL) o
TR 1] T A
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KBERENEB) v HEFFRN LS
HMIcHEL 2B A <, bTHic Hutchi-
son?® L AR E R L L NIEREL ) o<l o
BK & DIMBHEIC D> T 5ICr release assay #
AoTHELTW30ATHE, HLHIZATCD
KIGHELCXTT 5 1) > o3Ei) > Bk R
) ol mE L IEREIC L Y HIL TET
L, BB D722 LT3,

AR TIIBEICERET 213 K FMRENK
THEE »EDLNIZH, 1K, 2K, 3K, 4
K oo EnFRoBToRMBREICIZE
BE2RDU»H72, LrL, 1-2-3Kk&4
KO o3k WL 2358, AENETERE
FEwREREERLA (p<0.01), 72, W
5273 BB ER ) > »<HiY) > s<8koy PHA
MELRICOVWTRETL, 3K, 2Kk, 1K)
o5 b RREMEEICEET 213 & PHA %L
ENETHALNL EBEL T3, FFRL
El#E = o# BRI Hutchinson?® &, niER L FIE
LT 342 0B Ry, BMlarZRGEo
BWICLZNLTHETHE, FHRETIIRBE
R LM P-4788 % 1ZRY4HRE & ¥ 5 lympho-
cytotoxicity test % 4T - 72, microcytotoxicity
test NEHRPEENREREIZ OV THORMER %
BT IHREDOLALNSD, EWHEWIE
microcytotoxicity test & 3H-Uridine # v 72
lymphocytotoxicity test # lh# L WM EICHE
DHErALNEZ L, FLABEOEERRE
LR % P-4788 & fiER{bABl M-Hela % 28y
MR X L 723BA, P-4788IcFEICE Y cytoto-
xicity #7iL, ZNZNEERRENEET S
ZEEABHL TS, 35, KHFETIEIPBL
o) cytotoxicity B E#1383%, RLN o % iz
76%TH -7, LIzd»T, Bz PBL T
I3 P-4788 08 IC 0 L T+4r % 2 BRI IEHEE
LNTwaZthbEZTL, ABERED
RLN ) > sk BN ET I3 # 1T Kk BE
A 2 BER) o EMBERENERT %2 L
HDLTWBLDE L THBIE LWL NENZ &
7.

R N DEENEBOFEICL - T
I} o3 ) v o FROBIEEE ERET L 2T
BHME, wThoBECB W TLERREY

BB

o) 2o EROBIBEENIET 28BH TN 5,
72, BIFLZ20<, RBEMEEL D ERICL
3038 >3 o EROBMBELTR WEZ
L, BHANEITICL &% -» TRMEIEIET
L, 3 LIKERER (&SWEEILX) %R
T&, 4K o) kB LUPBL 2B
WTHHEEBICZNHMBEREET T2 L4y
¥E2HhbEdECrile®nHET o8¢,
& 5 BOREIE SIS A AL T 5 LIRTIC S8 o i
DTEEEEIENEB R ER L %
gE2P->T2LNEEZLND, Thbb,
W ot S180~7 AFMEL Vv, BHEEE AR
&) o <E gy R 0EEe (BHE4 ~10
HH) FUEEESHEI TR TH H4%, BHEL
B EUABICYIREZ T L 2 BARR LEENE
Bl LIEERIEEZRL, 3 5ICRBICAHE
3B FYIRT B LEBENHE KE IS
KLz t®ELTWD, 72, Fisher?V3 53
) @D EEENORRICEETH A
B oo o SRR M IIC X U TR
DEY L THABEICEHTHE I EEREL
Twd, T4 bbb, ERREIFEL T3
IR > oEL ISR LR R AT 505,
B 72 2 RAEIZ RLN o 54 Baid % 355 £
EEEEETEIHINEBN ) > 5EHIEH
BMBEEL»BETCELY, L2L, EREEL
WL 72384, T RLN » ) > <5kt fuElc
BmiaEnMEEERL-L, FROEEE LIS
EBRE~ORMBELETL WS, —4, &
#HEHRLN Y » o s8RV RBREZ V2T
LEHLND I L2 EHEL, BRAER
BEREOVLERLREREEL & LI RLN 23k
TRETHDHELLTWB,

PBL it L RLN ) > Rk ladE BT
PP Q ﬂ.é i&%f‘,fgwas).w,as). ZFET%L:H wC
LEETH-7. £#ZTPBL, RLN 1) > <k
o) T-cell, IgG-Fc(+)T-cell(Tr) % #EL
7z, T-cell i RLN V) v <gRiz BV TBRENK
T2A2LDNEEERIED -T2, Tib
t, RLN V) > <2kt nfkT iz T-cell
BOBAICE L0 TId% (, BEHETICE
LLDEEZ Lz, Nind® 5 ) FENER2
H|ELBEBNERICE L4 - T RLN Y »o38ki3
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anergy DKM, BOBFERR Y > /v
HEHKEZ®LTEL TS, 2L T£NERIZ
1} > 258k population DL T % (, o
ML OBFEILL > THESNRTREDTIE R
W L BEL Twb, 72, Reiss? 54 55E
NiRENERIZ L) RLN Y > 23R DS
PBLIcH L % 5 2 & % Stagel -1l DILIE
BETRHT 5. FAENEEIZEFHENKE
EREZECBVW LR LN,

—#ic, Vo ERORMEELETIELE
& L i blocking factor3®, suppressor
cell3P % 540 5 LT 5. Hutchinson?® 4 {3
NK cell iE# o W44 inhibitor T4 % NH 4 cl
TPBL 5 L v BIEER) » <2k (TIL) % 08
THZ itk > TCPBLOZRMBREIZERICK
TL72%% 6EBELE (ZHick ) ook
&I+ L 72 blocking factor #fr&x & ik
MiatEA BT 5 & v )) TIL TidEA AL
nixwz s b, PBL ToHORMREMEIREIC
NK cell icgi% L, TIL® RLN 1) > /<BRO

MR Tcellick 2N THLF L LT3,

372, Vose340 /., § short-term 5Cr-release
assay ¥ >, KI5sE B & Dukes o Stage 4
BUCBIRZL <, 23/47(49.0%) icHOEISHL
TRMBELRL 0%, fMARICHL TE11%
LRl 72, RLN ) > o<8kl
TIL o anti-K562 activity (317% T ), PB
Ti383% Th -7 k6, RLN 1) vk
TIL o) effector cell IZHFAFRMICHBE I N
T-cell BRNHFEREERL, TNz, K-
562iIC M T B BRI L RIGHKEE T2 WD T
H5)tLTwb, HEE%L RLN Y > 3kaNK
EEOBETIERBE B TLREINTW
615).

)2 o3fi) > SIROBMIMEZTRT Y > o5k
sbpopulation iz >V Cid g L 72 2 & ¢, FEiz
TcellicakT2bnEEZ LB, Wer-
kmeister*V) 4, {3 % 11 L1 5+ ic —#Bic phagocytic
cell HBI5-REFE? Antibody dependent cell
mediated cytotoxicity (ADCC) iE4 I T
X ERBEELL TS, & 5|2, paracor-
tical hyperplasia # & 4 % 5 V) v sHihic B E
KBERDH 2 > r2knBFEL, T celloid

MEEFFFICHE LTS, /2, PBLE
RLN Y > » 2R iR eI 13 AERE M 4 (78
HE= RLN B T4 U 2 B fZE KI5 PBL
RN FEL LR B L, PBL nRE
BT 2 EWERT 2D T d bR T
w3,

Tr i3 A8F7 Cid PBL 2L, RLN Y > o8k
FICIEERICES, TBACRBTE LD 72,
Gupta®? 5 137 ERENPBL 3 L UFRLN Y &~
23k IgM-Fc (Tyw), Tr, IgA-Fc (Te)
7 T-cell subpoppulation ##&% L, RLN 1) >~
+<gkeh oy Ty, Ta cell ZEEICHML, V) >
HNEEBOBECIIBFRE RO > L RE
LTw3, LaL, PBLE®D Ty cell 13758
BEICHEICHENL, L)y HEBOH
ZEICAROENSH 1L LT, —F,
Heidenreich*® & {3 4 5F 7& & E#ic RLN # o)
T-cell i PBL &l L, ZonFIzEZESD
T,

Tr cell mighns* NK &N LR % B%RT 5
NHH, suppressor cell iEH D LA EKRT 5
DPOREN E ZAAHETH 55, Cunning-
ham-Rundles*® % (3 §L7E & & RLN ) NK i&
BNERZHREL T3, 72, Vose'? bl
PHA K&#HWTPBL, TIL, RLN 1) >/<
B RIE % #~, PBL o PHA RIG #4442
ConA 53 suppressor activity * RLN ) > o+
¥k suppressor activity #* T cell growth factor
(TCGF; interleukin IL-2 ) 2 & » THEBR 3 1,
ZNHRIZ RLNS TIL [c& 3 5 activated
T cell #< amplifier SN2 ric kb - H/EL
T3, wFncLTh, RLN Y > ko
Ty DA 1: ADCC B HENE TR NK &%
BT2RTI0WeEZLND,

) osmiEREEN ) Lo R HET LD
03 IERBFRILRLETHA ). ikt
L, U <giEfiegn ) o <@zE, wbw
LFE5R) L oSHEiFRESY &2 THATT N ED
METH 5, FHEOIIBEEERNFER) > - <
DEFBISAT 2 PUEE N % FfERERE NI
BhLREtL, b MEZEHTHV LA LRLN
I ETHEEEAEL, LITwIicE 2, 3
ooRENICHEE AL AT, BT UL



510 1 O

RLN o HilEE %D L #RBBHIERT L L %
Bo2icl, BERNE ) > HHIHF LA
HLENERICH L THRIEFM L barrier NE)
EFLTwBEL, mEENCIZ) v <fipsLn
RENEEERL AL T50d, EREE2 Y
DRELRELSD ) 55T, FHEY) > <Ei%k
BOMEBENTIZRFZRTTH L LR, HF
HTINCBERS L 5 8BIIEETH 575,
HEROBE 2 MK T X No DETERE TIZR:
RENHENIZLTHLELTWS, Lizd-
T, BHROERY L KBETHOFEHI) > ¢
HEENHPE % R & § 51213 RLN ) > ko
BRM (Biological Response Modifiers) 7z &
ZATIFNyRIL- 24c & 3 iEMEILSSY, BHBERS
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Cytotoxicity of regional lymph nodes lymphocytes from patients
with colon cancer
Yasuhiro HIGUCHI
First Department of Surgery, Okayama University Medical School
(Director: Prof. K. Orita)

Twenty-nine patients with colon cancer who underwent operations at the First
Department of Surgery, Okayama University Medical School were studied. During
operations, regional lymph nodes were collected and classified into: four groups; groups
Ny, 2 3 ana4« Tumor grades followed Dukes classification. Cytotoxicity of the lymph node
lymphocytes in each group and of the peripheral blood lymphocytes (PBL) in each patient
was examined. Cell lines of P-4788 isolated from the metastaic ascites of the patients with
colon cancer were used as target cells for examining cytotoxicity of the lymph nodes
lymphocytes and PBL. As the lymph node lymphocytes and PBL were closer to cancer
lesions, their cytotoxicity tended to decrease and was significantly different between
N1, 2, and 3 groups and Ny group and between Ni, 2, and 3 groups and PBL group (p<0.01). As
the cancer progressed, the cytotoxicity decreased and was significantly different between
Dukes A,B,and C groups and Dukes D group p<0.01).Compared between groups of negative
and positive metastatic lymph nodes, the cytotoxicity of lymph node lymphocytes and PBL
tended to decrease in the positive group, but it was not significantly different. When the
tumor of 8 cm in diameter was made to be border for tumor classification, cytotoxicity of
PBL and regional lymph node lymphocytes decreased as the diameter of the tumor became
greater and significantly different (p<0.01).



