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phy -C target cell ¢ labeling index DIETHEETS
T L, IR 0.5% trypanblue jf4:fkyufath, target
cell DAFEOHFH L, FEMMR % BETIHELH
W, VSl l b BHHRE Y HE L. FD
FERL, 3% Sa 18010%E% d-d B~ v ADTEIC
EHL, ¥ /o MCA WEMAI0°MEEZ C3H/He < 2
DTHCEH LS, BRI <Y A0FBS L 0%RE
VU AEHERERNCHEHEL, Vv oSSR R e (e
Liedt, COBE, BRADO Y r 40 vAGRFREY v-2
EL, ROy ra ) vl R ERY v s L.
BRMilas LQ, Bl BE L7 Sa 180, 7t
MCA pifEfila oy v SRR % 1 @ 1000 #4& & Bn
%, 48R, 37°C, 5 BREEN ASEHEBRCHERL, EE
LisfERTiz 1 pCifml > 3H-Thymidine -G flash labe-
ling %47 L %o, HBE(CESMITL, chamber 1§
H72D1,000f% < &, plating 2 A% © RRAK 1L
2,000{@/chamber L 7t b, exponential growth DEHAZ
—#3%. SAKURA-NRM 2 dipping L, 7 HRSEEH
%, BlG L Gilemsa Hetah 3.

I —2-— 3 BeaE Mk & JER & RER DR EX

U vosHifila X b OFFREMBORIUL, v b Y v
EONIRE & DAL L BIERBRTH B 2, WL, B
BEWE -7 7 4 v Iml 2~y AR ICEAL, 3B
%, Y L, Hanks 35C¥e#%48, tissue cult-
ure dish W53 % Mifas Hbi.

MR 1) B THEDHEER % cytotoxicitytest
TREL UTHRE L. BEEEREK Y v figilao
X1 02080, BEMIQEHD cytotoxicic effect %/
e L.
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I—1—1BiSETE LERY v fifijao M.LF.
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BRI LICEERRM: Y v 85 LA, B
By il flicox, ARBELHEL LT, MLT.
T LR (R2), fRY vfio MLF. B
15604 9 B (60%), EFR Y v -8 T X 15604 7 6l

(46%) T, FRY v AHOHRERY v L V&R
CREEShTwb LB bR 5. LrLERY vAFio
FICHREE, ERF D) VARSI BN BETHZ EEL
LRBDOT, W—ER O FIRY v & FEBHL,
PPD. L, gRBEELHEELT, zhbo MLF.
LR L. £ o R, P.PD. 2HR:T555
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H 2 M.LF. activity of regional and distant lymph
node cells and peripheral lymphocytes in gastric
patients.

Migration Index

Distant Regional
lymph node

Peripheral
1ymphocyte

Control
1ymph node

[ ; average degree of M.L.F, activity

™ 3 Relationship between the progress of gastric
cancer and M.LF. activity of lymph node cells.

[Cstage 1 1
BEA stage m v

{ ) positive ratio
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Regional lymph node Distant lymph node Peripheral lymphocyte
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EEELo0, BREB 2 E L TH8G T, Vv
AEC L FhERD MLF. 5 AR5 o L avy
L. 7 o TERY v fio M.LE. EHIIED
Y VAREDOEETH - URL. BEETEL MLFE,
BEOBRE S EHRIFL LA, R3DTLL,
Stage I, T EE D HEIRY V38 Ci 46l 4 AR,
M.LF. BHCHLD I L, Stage W, IVOERY v
ANETRTPIFARNBETHS . WTERY VoY
ZBHL, Stage 1, TEBTIZT7HT 20X BETHS
DERFL, Stage M, VEFE T 7 Bl 4 AP BHETH
’)fc.

I—1—2 8@y vkt 2E8B L MLF.
EHEOBER
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K4 M.LF. activity and positive ratio of regional
lymph node cells in gastric cancer patients.

migration index
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M.I.F. activity and M.I.F. activity of lymph

n{+),n(-}lymphnode nodes in n{+),n{-) patients.

EBGHEY v %o (+) SELEBREY vfin
(=) 66f@Ic>%, BEREBELPEEL LT MLT. 5
TULIERHR, 4oL, n (+) Y v% T liE#
HRi32/8 (25.0%), n (=) VU v HiTL227/66 (40.9%)
THote. &2, n (+) EFISE & n () FEH 8 Filic
DNTHRDB E, n (+) FEFITEEEER20.0%, o (-
FEBITIX62.5% TH 5.

I—1—3 Y v Eiffiflad M.LF. E&sF5RE
Mg & IR A AR O A

3Py ~r 2y vERBRICESEE A, B, C, 0BE
BE oY vofiX b, BAEMRLFFREMR % 2
WL, MLF. EE£rs3smHE o BEFR % R3L
iR (B5), R A B, CekiTa£y v Sl
e, HRLLT PPD % @im+5%& MLT. 3426
BThHs. SEREMREOLCTHELZRMLHL, £

5 Adherent cells requirement for production of

M.I.F. from regional lymph node cells in gastric
cancer patients.

| A B | ¢ D*
S Ak AL A
Non- adherent cells (10°/mi)+ A p n(elgoantgg n(e ﬁaigg n(eégsa;;\;e x}elg}abti?\g
Adherent cells (105/mi)+Ag sk ' ' negtive

Adherent cals OB/ SR | S

( ) ; migration index

A, B, C; PPD skin test is positive, PPD used for
antigen

D* ; PPD skin test is negative, homogenised cancer
tissue 100 is used for antigen.

BRAES LCEEBRHORERY v ~HoMtag

HH/M&®E 108 65

fl M.LT. @t ch 5. EMCIB\ T, U v #idE
WA, KRS X DR LAABREMaL ML, 5
ExfeRxe5: MLT. 3B%THS.

FEADI, HiFEE LTERERIERZFRIRLD
THY, FEREMACHELZHRM LTS MLF. @4
Lbhith -t

II—2. SERMEEHMOY v/ HBaOMEIRY R

T— 2 — 1 #Afa: F s O R AYZE(L

% Sa 180/if910°E% d-d R~y R © ThE < EH
L, 4, 7,10 14 2IHERIETOEBEL, FEK
JUSERRY v - @ cytotoxicity & JIE L = R (H
6), B A4BEL YT TR VAT cytotoxicity A3

R 6 Specific inhibition of tumor cells DNA synt-
hesis in vitro by lymph node cells.

WIADL{ TARGET CELL OHLY )

eI T
N B Jo01STANT LYHPHNODE
- LYMPHNODE OF NORMAL MICE
A+ REGIONAL  LYMPHNODE

A

0 4avs 7 pavs 10 pars 14 pars 21 pavs

(d-d mouse, *H-TdR autoradiography)
labeling index (tumor cells4lymphocytes)
labeling index (tumor cells only)

X 100

iDL, FIBY VAHTII3Y, ERY v Tk
56% kit »todh, EE =~ AD Y v AFC RS
ErRoieh ot BrEBRIGES21BBR S
&, WY vk cytotexicity 2YET Lic. MCA
Ba%10°E, C3H/He = ATFH i< EH L, BiaKk 58
METIBILR~ Y ARERL, TBRIVCERY v
Ao cytotoxic effect ZHIE Lz, TEHE 1 ETIE,
F72 tumor il T i ok, TTRHTBY v°
#iTo cytotoxicity 1354% & LR LT Y, —F, ER
Y v AETCIE8% TH b, BEIEKT DI ohER Y
VA LHTR Y v i & FRE O cytotoxicity % D
X3t otedd, Sa 180EEOBED X 5 KIS
LREREAMET T5 2 L3Rk o7 (B7).

I—2—2 EEEYOV v HlElROFEEEHT S
ot EMRoEE

B8, Vvl L BEEME O RHKHE
%, trypan-blue (& X 5@EALAEI L D45 O HE
/L L TR DTHS. FE<Y A vAAHHAE
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K7 Specific inhibition of tumor cells DNA synt-
hesis in-vitro by lymph node cells.

e 'A\
100 N =5 Ao a4
N —a_ LYNPHHOUE OF NORMAL MICE
T———a_
DISTANT  LYMPHNODE :-.m_
. _ : T
8 = YPHNODE
il \ L L R | i
IH 2 M 3W 4W S W
(C3H/He mouse, 3H-TdR autoradiography)
labeling index (tumor cells4-lymphocytes) x 100

labeling index (tumor cells only)

B8 Adherent cells requirement for lymph node
cells cytotoxicity against tumor.

10th day after transplantation

| Sarcoma 180
1OLNC (=) | e ‘ b 1437

2 N Iy, - HESR —— T, 01

3T LNCup —— 533.8t7.0

4 T LNCp [ " W l%a | N

0 50 t death o 10 20 30 % death

INC ; lymph node cells

N ; normal mouse

INCup ; unpurified lymph node cells
INCp ; purified lymph node cells

T ; tumor bearer

g% control & LT, Sa 180% d-d R~ AR B
L, I0HED= Y A Y vk X % EEOFTMER
whDHE, 59.0£7.0% T H5HH, MUIOHED =7 A
Vv oGRS, BEMELIRG-I ) v R
3% &9.140.3% 70 b, FEMARRIT control T s
HOLIWEETET L. FABORRIT, #%k C3
H/He < v 2z MCA Py % B L, Y v<Eififlao
TEENAHBERTSH L, £V v SR 3.8
+2.7%, JFREMREMENLT.2E1.7% Th - 1.
PLENGEE~Y 2D ) v SO R MR,
WEMBPPLBETHS Z LB Lk, o¥r) v
- HIRSERE RO R M RERBIC S XiET RS
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B9 Adherent cells requirement for lymph node
cells cytotoxicity agaist tumor.

1 Impmos == 9.0 3 1.1

NG, 5x106
Adherent._cells BB
5x105

! Adherent cells
5x105 —t——— 8.51% )0

% death

MlaoEEonWTHRE L. 20BRIR9 RE
DT, Sa ISOEEERFLAVERTS &, RS
DHTIX, FEMAERI.OE1.1BTHZOEHL, AL~
v ADHIEREME 0% 0% w RN+ 5 &, 25.7+
4.4% L BRI LR TE - L ER L.
IV # =

v hEE I 3T Mt AR © BREHEE LT,
1. SfnRE, 2. BEMKERRE, 3. Macrophage
Migration Inhibition Test (M.I.T.), 4. Y v <BRghE
1L, 5. cell-mediated cytotoxicity /¢ & 23 3 (F5
ha. oty MLT. @ BALTit, George & Vau-
ghan® %2 David®™ %, Y7 ) vRo 757 Y 7HE
R, BE & icer =z, F ORI, In vitro
TEME L D OB 2 HFEAK O Hinc X v i xh
5 &, Eloz X In vitro T4, delayed hypersensiti-
vity LHEBET 5 C L RFERL L, BRARCH T3
MRt o TR INIGHIh T & . 2205
L, MLLF. BHARIEE LT, BEERY v 8k
DREREERET R L. —JF, Y v-fifilan PHA
YELROWMET, FBY v fie L Eb@Eany v
R TRIE S IERIEERT EVOIRE B S, ZED
BT MLT. TRELERL, PPD. »HEs
THEADOM L, P.PD. FRFA MR IGEULT 2T
DEBEM Y v A3 G L, BREBYH
RETHHEL, H—DOREHHZLNTREIEY v <8
EIERMEY vAEINRE L. O LIHEEOER
IDVEGDODRIGCHEE DD Z e RTE LD, FED
BETIE, 351Y vAEIS LTRSS, BRI
LENCLEIC I RS RBED B LermTd
DTHAHH.

LicdisT, BAZOHEEY <o M.LF. ERz,
HEDV v-ffio MLF. [50FHTHL - ThHbbT
DREBTHH 5. 8% O BGEL, RV v &l
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DFAFIERRERE O BfR 12 >\ T Fisher™ 3, gL
KGERE w B 5 PHA RIEC X A2HET, Vv
SRR EFOEIRY v &diflao PHA FIGkE
<, VVAHGEBEERETIX, Vv AAEEBOLL
Ledd 53, *H-Thymidine Dy hALIZKER
WERNT WA, & - HFEL®IL, PHA K, PWM
RIGW X 5V v © B9e T, Stage I BEOHERY
v PHA K5 o fEiL, Stage 1 ~IVER I L
L, b EELYRL, EREEMD Y v i,
PHA RFIGitichEHELTv5. EHF MILT.
X OB UICHER, HEBREH o BiF T, Ky
VB, SRR OB Y vomic MULF. Sk
han, Y v 0B, ERY v/ il
Tox<, BT ThE, ERY vAficd, EHRY
VAL AEEC MLE. EE AL Db R, Sbic
BOUETT AL, 5V V&, ERY VAEEDR
M.LF. EfIEF L. MLT. oaT, @ik
WTh, FEIERY Voo Ml O Bl Lk
WA, LnL, EBREY v SR LR v EiRE
DELD L, GRBHES LEBEE L DEDOHBKE
WZ kXD, BERAEI LCEETE, $TTIReHDY
VRO ET Y X LT05A 2 LRI, H
B®Y v ASMRo MLT. o ET X, BEREEOX
fe23, T, B MBu0 @B BART 28R THD, ¥
feo ik, FOREROET &L FERICE 2 nidhills
B,

SER, HEBYOFERY v HO RN EENL,
Mitchinson (1955)°® DREELISE, BEALE I B\ THE
BEThoz EoHh, BEOERLE U v HOMatEL
BEOBRICOWTE L O|EN R Hh 51300

Sa 1803 FER RS (allogenic tumor-host system)
ThHh, BEEEREAED L LEENDB DT, synge-
nic system } LT, C3H/He = 2z MCA HELZ R
L, AgoERERSR, NEERLLE. FEHEOR
fo cytotoxicity test %, #HAfEFEHE % DNA precursor
B DAZDET% Autoradiography -CHE 35 Hik &,
trypanblue {Z X % Dye-exclusion method X b %2 L
b DTHBHH, Sa 180, MCA pEL b, BHEFL.
HEIRY v ofifllac A bh, BEREAT
dieoh, ERY voilid, HRY VAR EAREDOR
FHEE o @D, thike FEEY vk
MIT. CRELLERLERNLE. 20X5K, eb
BEZDY v Aot REOCHRIIY, RREEY

BREES IVCERSEHOFIRY v HioMiattaE

AMASEE 105 6%

RubZ bl oTh, XDFMCHETI EL LD L
HTxh.

P ESBRAROFRY v HOREEEC OWTHEEL
TEA, 61 v FORBERHEL, MRl
REROBRICOVWTER LN TR, FEHFOZH
FTOY VARREHROPIRERC LD &, Y v H
iz B 6% Lymphoid Reaction o> grade 23 R85 %
W STT Y v 8R%EY FE L, Follicular Hyperplasia
@ grade ©ELRBTAHELSITIL, BY VARENERL
.

¥ 7= Silveir (197213, BEERV r 4~ =7F
MR L deERE0 Y vagg T, T, B yv
SR O FEY BELTODH, vy okmBRakE T
B VAREOERBERIZT Y vARBEELTED,
BV ARRIIEE LTHERCRET %5 LBELT V5.
E. Tsakraklides®® |19 v 2 fiRIGTHZEE & PHA &4l
= O B % &3 L, Lymphocyte-predominance %713
Y voin b fifdo PHA ghf{bRE R EHE LT
A.

—F5, U Vo sinus bR M, ABRE
FBHEDHDODERMIE, EEL TR VARTHD,
BRCRMER, RIR, < /7= 7y —I9 A bR, PHE
Mg LA ERDREVEVbhTys, (Yafly &
Courtice®®, 1970) x5, 8B4, /JHE" 5i%, Human-
anti-macrophage serum % {FH L7V v A ffid =7 m
75— D FHEORIEE b, U v Sinus Histio-
cytosis |3, =27 e 77— COWMETH B EMELL.
BlEDz Enb, Vv fiossEERE T MoEE:
WATHD, BRMLY vABRCEEL, v /v 7y
— UL sinus QIRFIFET S EFE 2 bhD. £LTZhb
DOHBEPIHEC/ER LA T, Vv SOk R
BALL, #BRT5LE20R, Vv Sk REMESN
AT B LR, U Voo fEiEr iy~
BETHLLRIY, REOREBEYRAETOIC LN
TEBHTHAHS.

Nelson, R.D.*® 5%, =1y FHRAVGHLERRT,
BHEY vERD MLF. gt~ 7 e 7 » — D0EL
PRETHY, =27 v 7yr—oDBEEL LT, HE
REIGLTY v ABRPBEIETS Z & bisvE®mE LT
7,39 404D 4 4940

EBE, VVYRbFoV®, fvE—7 .m0
HODEERT < I w7 > — CRMETHED LS HEN
BHN, EREBCHTS Y v ElaoREREE
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ThH<Ire 7 - OBMEOEREEITHAL.

E#i%, C3H/He Fi~w Ai$sl? s MCA pyfE, d-d
A=y AR S Sa I80ME % VT, V) vk
D5H WEME I, Vv © HEEERE Y
ATHHER % B, L, ~vAL BT, BR
B, FERERAYE R E R o i 3 2 B mpa)
B L0950 1oy ¥l 7 B 7 5 — 20D source
PR E D, DM, e b voEiflao MLF. g
ERBRCETERTEL, FEML IO~ ny »—v
BRMOT B REU T HoTchbdEELBLRS. WThic
BE, 707y —UHBOBE, LY VARD
RIRT7 VAT HEHELRNICERINBENET
BY, TOZLEROWTRILREBEH I hEThER D
o\,

CRET, Vv SO 2
LERETHRES G IR T RN, Vv ABRIIT,
T, B iy, ~7r 7y — SRRABCHEEL, »oSH
DEEBFERTLULIIR L 51T, b AEriLipp s
HEAER LT BHENEE Lo & T, Btk
BT LREHEOWERIL, BOER, MEOHR, X
DI REZNIIE D b E B LB O S BHGE OB e
ThhBXETHY, T LREFDHETILY v AHOPR
DRENRIBHEYLE2DTHH Y LHERETS.

V #® =&

BEOFMELEL, Vv _HB B ooz Ly Bl
L, BREDOHHE LSRR Y VAROEBELYTS &
b LT, @0 mEEE MThhs X 5ici
> TCERZ LMD BHEBY v AfoBeT 5 EE0%
BEENEREOMNIEERECH 5.

e P EEEFECR T, MLT. %458 L, By
SEEATIT, cytotoxicity test BHITL, ERY VAo
FERME SRR O \WTHIgE L.

L. BRBELIRETD &, Gl v il vz &
b, VVAEZE MLF. ERIRELS,

2. HEHSRHOBEEELZ TR, BERY v ke
L, Y v&ififao MLT. BERIEL, B0t
TE &Ry v MO MLT. BHRE i
5.

3. 0 (=) Vv, n () Vv Bl
M.LF. fEi3iens <, n (=) B U v iz,
n () EFAO Y v G L, MLE. Eis
V.

4, d-d =v =, C3H/He =Y AV F hFh Sa 180
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