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ABSTRACT

Purpose: To evaluiate the potential efficacy for autologous and allogeneic
expanded corneal epithelial cell transplants derived from harvested limbal
comeal epithelial stem cells cultured in vitro for the management of ocu-
lar surface disease.

Methodcs: Humlan Subjects. Of the 19 human subjects included, 18 (20
procedures) underwent in vitro cultured corneal epithelial cell transplants
using various carriers for the epithelial cells to determine the most effica-
cious approach. Sixteen patients (18 procedures on 17 eyes) received
autologous transplants, and 2 patients (1 procedure each) received allo-
geneic sibling grafts. The presumed corneal epithelial stem cells from 1
patient did not grow in vitro.

The carriers for the expanded corneal epithelial cells included comeal
stroma, type 1 collagen (Vitrogen), soft contact lenses, collagen shields,
and amniotic membrane for the autologous grafts and only amniotic mem-
brane for the allogeneic sibling grafts. Histologic confirmation was reviewed
on selected donor grafts.

Amniotic membrane as carrier Further studies were made to deter-
mine whether amniotic membrane might be the best carrier for the
expanding corneal epithelial cells. Seventeen different combinations of
tryspinization, sonication, scraping, and washing were studied to find the
simplest, most effective method for removing the amniotic epithelium
while still preserving the histologic appearance of the basement mem-
brane of the amnion. Presumed corneal epithelial stem cells were har-
vested and expanded in vitro and applied to the amniotic membrane to
create a composite graft. Thus, the composite graft consisted of the amni-
otic membrane from which the original epithelium had been removed
without significant histologic damage to the basement membrane, and the
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expanded corneal epithelial stem cells, which had been applied to and had
suiccessfuilly aldhered to the denuded amniotic membrane.

Aiimal moodel. Twelve rabbits had the ocular surface of 1 eye damaged
in a standard maniner with direct removal of the presumed limbal stem
cells, corneal epitheliumn, and related epithelium, followed by the applica-
tion of n-heptanol for 60 seconds. After 6 weeks, all damaged eyes were
epithelialized and vascularized. Two such treated eyes were harvested
without further treatment, to be used for histologic study as damaged con-
trols. The remaining 10 rabbits received composite grafts (consisting of
amniotic membrane with expanded allogeneic rabbit corneal epithelial
cell transplants) applied to the ocular surface in a standard manner fol-
lowed by the application of a contact lens. At 16 days following transplan-
tation, 5 of the rabbits were sacrificed and the corneal rims were removed
for histologic studly. At 28 days, the remaining rabbits were sacrificed and
the previously damaged eyes were harvested for histologic and immuno-
histochemical studly.

Results: Human suibjects. Of the 19 total patients admitted to the study,
the presuimed corneal epithelial stem cells of 1 patient did not grow in
vitro. Of the remlaining 18 patients (20 procedures, 19 eyes), 3 patients
had unsuiccessfill results (3 acutologouis procedures), 1 patient had a par-
tially successful proceduire (allogenieic procedure), and 1 patient had a
procedure with an undetermined result at present (allogeneic procedure).

One uinsuiccessfuil patient had entropion/trichiasis and mechanically
removed the graft and eventually went into phthisis. The other 2 unsuc-
cessful patients suffered presumed loss of autologous donor epithelium
and recurrence of the ocular surface disease (pterygium). The partially
successful patient receiving an allogeneic transplant had infectious kerati-
tis delay of his re-epithelialization; he has only minimal visual improve-
mnent but has re-epithelialized. The patient receiving the second allo-
geneic graft lost his donor epithelium at day 4. Additional donor epitheli-
um was reapplied, but the result is undetermined at present.

Amtiniotic mlemlbran-e as carrier The in vitro preparation of the amni-
otic membrane with corneal epithelial stem cell graft overlay was success-
ful. Histology documented removal of the amniotic epitheliuim and reap-
plication of corneal epithelial cells.

Animiial model. The 2 rabbits that had no reparative suirgery following
stanidard ocular surface injury had histology and immunopathology consis-
tent with incomplete corneal epithelial stemn cell failure with vasculariza-
tion and scarrin-g of the ocular surface. Light miicroscopy and immunohis-
tologic staininig with AE5 confirmed the conjunctival phenotype of the
ocuilar surface repair- buit also docuimllented the inicomilplete model. The
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allogeneic stern cell transplants had varying results. One rabbit had a sup-
purative infection and lost the graft. Reparative surgery failed in 2 of the
rabbits, failed partially in 3 of the rabbits, was partially successful in 3 oth-
ers, and was successful in 1 rabbit at 28 days. Histologic and
immunopathologic study documented successful growth of corneal
epithelium onto the recipient surface.

Cotnclusions:
1. Presumed corneal epithelial stem cells can be harvested safely from

the limbus and expanded successfully in vitro.
2. Expanded corneal epithelial cell cultures can be grown onto various

carriers, but currently denuded amniotic membrane seems to be the
best carrier for ocular surface repair.

3. Expanded corneal epithelial cell transplants appear to resurface dam-
aged ocular surfaces successfully, but cellular tracking and further con-
firmation are required.

4. Expanded allogeneic corneal epithelial cell transplants are technically
possible and may represent alternative treatment modalities for select-
ed ocular surface problems.

5. These techniques potentially offer a new method of restoring a normal
ocular surface while minimizing the threat of damage or depletion to
the contralateral or sibling limbal corneal epithelial stem cells.

6. The rabbit model was probably incomplete and should be interpreted
with caution. The complete eradication of all corneal epithelial stem cells
from any eye is difficult, making confirmation of such work challenging.

7. The results of the rabbit model suggest that allogeneic grafts may
restore a nearly normal ocular epithelial surface to certain ocular sur-
face injuries.

INTRODUCTION

The normal ocular surface is covered with highly specialized epithelia
including a stratified squamous corneal epitheliuim and a stratified squa-
mous, cubodial, or pseudocolumnar (depending on location) conjunctival
epithelium containing goblet cells, lymphocytes, melanocytes, and
Langerhanis cells among others.' The corneal epithelium forms a tightly
adherent, highly uniform refracting surface and functional barrier
between the tear film and the corneal basement membrane as well as the
corneal stroma. The conjunctival epithelium is less compact and has a spe-
cialized stratified squamous or cuboidal epitlhelium as a barrier to a sub-
stantia propria overlying the sclera. The limbus is a circumferen-tial transi-
tion zone spanining 1.5 nmm in width surrouinding the cornea beginning
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anteriorly at a point coinciding with the termination of Bowman's layer.'
Both conjunctival and corneal epithelia have desmosomal attachments
between adjacent cells and hemidesmosomes between the basal layer of
epithelia and the basement membrane. These two phenotypically differ-
ent epithelial cell types are believed to arise fromn stem cells in at least two
different locations.2-4 The corneal stem cells are thought to reside at the
limbus, especially the superior limbus. The conjunctival stem cells are
believed to be in the conjuctival cul-de-sac and perhaps elsewhere.5

The corneal epithelium is optically regular and is maintained by cen-
tripetal migration of stem-cell-derived epithelial cells onto Bowman's
layer. The corneal epitheliumn is 5 to 6 layers thick and has well-defined
basal columnar cells, wing cells, and superficial squamous cells.6" The con-
junctival epithelium varies in thickness from 3 to 10 cell layers and lacks
the orderly progression from basal columnar epithelium to superficial
wing cells. The conjunctiva is richly vascularized with loosely organized
cell layers and is an important source of tear mucins, with goblet cells mak-
ing up 5% to 10% of the total number of conjunctival cells. Throughout
the conjunctiva, there are numerous resident specialized inflammatory
and immunologic cells. The limbus, which represents specialized conjunc-
tiva, consists of several layers of epithelial cells devoid of goblet cells and
populated by Langerhans cells, melanocytes, and presuimed corneal
epithelial stem cells. Loss or damage of the corneal epithelial stem cell
population at the limbus leads to re-epithelialization of the cornea by bul-
bar conjunctival cells."' The presumed stem cell population of the con-
junctiva and the cornea are different and prodduce phenotypically different
cells.-' If the presumed corneal epithelial stem cells at the limbus are dam-
aged, corneal repair by conjunctival epithelium results in neovasculariza-
tion, chronic inflammation, recurrent epithelial defects, migration of gob-
let cells onito the corneal suirface, and stromal scaring leading to poor
vision and chronic irritation."'

Corneal and conjunctival epithelial cell injury, degenerations, and
abnormalities are relatively common problems and may become a threat
to vision. Persistent epithelial defects or abnormalities can be caused by
infectious, chemical, iatrogenic, physical, and congenital insults, among
others. Ocular surface diseases such as Stevens-Johnson's syndrome,
chemical and thermal burns, recurrent pterygia, ocular tumors, immuno-
logic conditions, radiation injury, inherited and congenital syndromes,
aniridia, and ocular pemphigoid can severely compromise the ocular sur-
face and cause catastrophic visual loss in otherwise potentially healthy
eyes." -2 Treatment is expensive, frustrating, time-consuming, and often
unsuccessfuil. Conjunctival scarring, foreshortening of the fornix, entropi-
on, corneal epithelial keratinization, mucous depletion, and scarring of the
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ocular surface all contribute to this problem.
The imupaired epithelial cell regeneration and mucous deficiency

caused by ocular surface disease prevents or discourages successful stan-
dard cadavaric donor corneal transplantation. In such cases, the successful
corneal transplant often will blave a clear corneal epithelium as long as the
donor epithelium persists, but gradually the donor epithelium will be
replaced by the recipient cells, which will resemble conjunctiva and
include goblet cells and neovascularization, and result in corneal haze and
vision failure. Conventional corneal transplantation simply is not success-
ful in such situations because of the high risk of rejection and extremely
poor prognosis.`'-' Presumably, this occurs because the original corneal
epithelial stem cells have been too severely damaged to produce the phe-
notypically correct corneal epithelial cell. This damage allows for, or may
even stimulate, conjunctival cell growth and the accompanying vascular-
ization to resuirface the new donor cornea, resulting in corneal graft fail-
tire. There have been many different attempts to treat these ocular surface
defects, including attempts to treat corneal surface failure, but most have
met wvith discouragement and failure.

Recently much progress has been made in understanding corneal
epithelial stem cell growth and the process of ocular resurfacing. This
improved understanding has led to different approaches to the repair of
the ocular surface, including conijunctival transplants, limbal autografts,
and allogeneic limbal stem cell grafts.

Use of in vitro cultured corneal epithelial stem cell transplants has led
to a novel approach to ocular surface repair. Evaluation of different carri-
ers for the epithelial stem cells indicates that amniotic membrane may be
the most successful. Although these techniques show great hope for ocu-
lar resurfacing, much about the biology of such work is not yet under-
stood. We have documnented both the successful maturation of these cells
on the ocular surface in an animal model, and the problems inherent in
this work. The longevity of these cells following autologous and allogene-
ic grafts can also be inferred from the successful human auitologous and
allogeneic transplants, but it is difficult to document with current technol-
ogy.

Although much work remaiins, these teclhniques hold promise for
patients with severe ocular surface injury who heretofore have had a hope-
less prognosis.

BACKGROUND

Two aspects of corneal epithelial cell biology mutst be reviewed in order to
understand this work. The integral concepts to be reviewed include (1) the
regeneration of corneal epithelium, including the role of the putative
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corneal epithelial stem cell, and (2) the previous surgical attempts to
repair the damage fromn ocular surface disease.

REGENERATION OF THE CORNEAL EPITHELIUM

Fundamental concepts of corneal epithelial wound healinig are essential to
understanding the maintenance of corneal physiology.

The Cellular A.spects of Corneal Honieostasis
The corneal epitheliumn is constantly undergoing cellular division and
renewal, maturation, and death usually through desquiamation. Current
thought holds that the limbal corneal epithelial stem cell is responsible for
this process of renewal. This process must be maintained to assure a
robust corneal surface. It is believed that uncomplicated corneal epithe-
lial wounds heal quickly without residual scarring becauise of the activity of
the epithelial cells at the wouind margins. Cells at distant sites are, how-
ever, responsible for that transformation in ways that we are only begin-
ning to understand at the intracellular level.

Von Wyss in 1877' was probably the first to examine the reparative and
regenerative proliferation of the epithelial cells but provided mainly histo-
logic descriptions. Peters in 1885" was the first to record his observations,
in frogs, of the sliding of the neighboring epithelium over a denuided area.
In 1887, Neese, and eventually others, observed mitotic activity histologi-
cally in the healing of epithelial defects."'1-3 The first demonstration of the
mechanical sliding of adjacent epithelial cells over a denuded area in
human epithelial cells was performed by Ranvier in 1896.24 In an exten-
sive series of articles, Ranvier, between 1896 and 1898, also demonstrated
that a clean wound affecting only the epithelium may be closed within 24
hours, but he thought that the process was entirely mechanical and was
determined passively by the release of tissue-tension, which allowe(d
neighboring cells to spill over the denuded area.2429 In 1903, Weinstein-
studied the mitotic activity of epithelial healing, again at the local site of
an uncomplicated wound. In a later work, in 1930, Lohlein30 made clini-
cal observations of epithelial sliding following an epithelial wound.

In the early part of this century, investigators understood the two basic
tenets-sliding of epithelium and mitosis of epithelial cells that surrouind
the defect-that supply the foundation for our understanding of local repar-
ative and regenerative efforts of the epithelium. These early workers estab-
lished what was believed to be a dual action of sliding and mitosis. These
fundamental works were then amplified by other histologists, following
World War I, when investigators were stimulated by the horrific ocular suir-
face injuries caused by mtustard gas and other gases used in combat.223'3-
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As a restult of these investigations, corneal epithelial wound healing was
believed to l)e a comubination of two factors. Mitosis by the surrounding
epithelial cells created new cells to fill the defect in the uncomuplicated
corneal wound, and an epithelial sliding process allowed the cells that sur-
rounded the (lefect to migrate to cover it. These processes were also
accompianied by a temporary pause in the ncatural process of exfoliation.
These two steps (mitosis and sliding) accompanied by the delay in exfolia-
tion rapidly restored the multilayered structure of the epitheliuln. Some of
the initial investigators foun(d that the process of renewal occurs all around
the margins of the denuded area, both near the edge of the defect and
adjacent to the limbus.3'3' Later, in 1949, Busclhke33 witnessed two active
cellular processes: the extensioni of active pseudopodial extensions onto
the denude(d area, and a spreading of the individual epithelial cells which
is particularly notable in the basal cells. Once the area has been covered,
the cells multiply and re-establislh the normal multilayered arrangemlent.2

In the 1930s, Wigglesworth3' was considering the stimuluis for the
epithelial sliding and discovered that, in insects at least, epithelial move-
mient was diue to chemotactic factors and, he thought, activated by some
clhemuical product of the autolysis of the injured cells. In 1950, Buschke33
demonstrate(d that the phenomlenon was temperature-dependent in
hulmans, an(I others35:3-) suggested that the healing process could be
blocked by aniestlhetics and otlher agents.

Toward the end of the first half of this century, the understanding of
corineal woin(l healiing was evolving with some correct concepttual ele-
ments, but key portions of a unifying theory were missing.

The initial hypothesis regarding corneal wound healing centered on
the centripetal movemnent of the cells immediately surrounding the wound
or of the cells from the peripheral cornea, and it was believedI that the cells
moved by sliding. Numerous investigators provided tantalizing hints that
the stimulus for cornieal wounl(l healing resided at the limbus.

In grounldbreaking work, in 1944, Ida Mann'" provided the first hint of
current concepts when she (lemonstrated pigment movement from the
limbus in a rabbit eye. She observed that pigmnent from the limbus slid
toward a periplheral corneal abrasion as this area of corneal injjury repaired
itself. She wxas able to follow this pigment into the cornea fromn the limbus
as the periplheral limbial epitlhelial cells proliferated and slid over the
defect. She found that a miacroscopic shift of the limbal pigmnent becomes
evident withinl about 18 hours. She also thouiglht that the migration was
conifine(d to an area xvithin a 5 mm radiuis of the wound, but slhe did not
specuilate on the stimulultis of mnitosis and sliding.40

Subsequenitly, Macumenee anid Scholz4' provided direct hulmnan evi-
d(ence of the cuirrent hypothesis whein theyinote(d the centripetal miigration
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of surface epitlhelial cells onto the cornea followiig damage of the central
corneal epithelium. Other investigators also noted this centripetal migra-
tion following the injury of the central epithelium.4-43 Increased DNA syn-
thesis was demonstrated approximately 18 hours after an injuiry,"' and it
was thouight that sliding was the first reparative step in wouind repair.
Much later, Buck-45 provided evidence for celntripetal movement of the
epitheliumil in the repair of corneal wounds in a murine model. He actual-
ly marked the epithelium and subjacent stroma with ink acnd noted the
movement of the epithelial ink as compared to the stromal ink. Other
investigators added more evidence that limncbal and/or peripheral corneal
cells migrate centripetally. i4 Hanna and associates,46 for exalmple, showed
that the mitotic index of peripheral corneal epithelium is higher than that
of central epithelium, suggesting that the force for the sliding originated at
the limbus.

Cellular division was recognized as an important part of norimal main-
tenance as well as wound healing. In 1944, Friedenwald acnd Buschke36
discoveredl that the basal cells divide by mnitosis at intervals of approxi-
mately 1 week. At about the same time, further evidence suggested that
proliferation was limited to the basal cells.3`3` By using autoradiography,
Hanna and O'Brien47 demonstrated in 1960 that the epithelial basal cells
undergo mitosis and then migrate through the intermediate layers to the
superficial layers with graduial modification. Once in the superficial layer,
the norm-al epithelial cells desquamate within a few days in the normal
corneal epithelium.

Eventutally, Davanger and Evensen4s raise(d the possibility that the lim-
bus was the source of these migrating cells. They showed that in certain
black patients, the heavily piginented limbal cells form streaks toward the
central cornea, and they observed that a centripetal movement of pigment
from the region of the limbus onto the cornea of guinea pigs occurred fol-
lowing corneal epithelial wotinding.4` They also found an accompanying
marked increase in mitotic figures withinl limbal basal epithelial cells with
such a wouind.4' Bron49 further extended this observation by suiggesting that
the vortex pattern of the corneal epitheliumn in toxic keratopathy, striate
melanokeratosis, Fabry's disease, and the superficial iron lines of the cornea
form similar streaking patterns, which couild be attributed to a centripetal
slide or migration of epitheliulm from the limbuis towards the corniieal apex.
Other investigators have provided substantial but still circum-stantial evi-
dence that the peripheral cells do indeed migrate centripetally. 511-51

The basement membrane was also recognized as playing an important
role in the wound-healing process, representing perhaps the first recogni-
tion of the importance of the extracelluilar matrix. In 1961, Marena5

observed that regeneration of the epithelial basement membrane begins 24
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houirs after injury and was thouglht to be complete in 62 hours. In later
work, Lav,ker and others5Y shoNwed that only cells that are in contact with the
basement memn-brane have the ability for m-itotic cell division, whereas cells
that are displaced into the suprabasal layers becomiie post-mitotic and lose
their capability,, for cell division. This finding indicates at least some form of
comllmunication l)etween the extracellular- matrix and epithelial cell.

In 1977, Haik and Zimn-nv- documented that epithelial healing begins
wNith retraction of the cornieal epitheliumll away from the wound d(uring the
first houir following injury. Retraction is followed by extension of the
filopodia and lamellipodia to cover the bare wounded strolmla.5"

In 1977, Thoft and Friend" provided great impetuis for the cuirrent
concepts of cornieal wounid healing when they emphalsized the potential
interdependence of the cornieal and conjunctival epitlhelium. They
describedI the ocular surfhace as having a stratifiedinonkeratinizing epithe-
liuml vith continuity of tlhe conljunctival and corneal epithelium xvith the
transition zone at the limbus. Most investigators of that era believed that
coijunctival epithelium could transformn into corneal epitlhelium by a
process of trans(lifferentiation."-'6-6''-6' This had been an older concept
begun by Mann and others.`",1-67 The concept of corneal wound healing
hald evolved from those earlier works, and investigators believed that con-
junctival cells acdjacent to the cornea assuimed corneal characteristics by
transdifferentiation and imigratedi onto the cornea following a corneal
woound, as suggested by Thoft and Friend anid others."'"6'6 '6S

Conceptutally, transdifferentiation is the transformation-i of conjunctival
epithelial cells into corneial epithelial cells, Nwithout the goblet cells, mucini
cells, and vascular elements of the conjunctiva. When free conjunctival
grafts were showvn to be effective treattment for certain ocular surf:ace dis-
eases, it \vas assumlled that the conjjunctival cells transdifferentiated."" In the
late 1970s and earlv 1980s, investigators believed that 4 to 5 weeks were
required after conjunctival transplaintation before the new corneal epithe-
litum had the histologic appearance of cornieal epithelium." Metabolic and
functional transformation lagged fuirther behind the morphologic tranfor-
mation." These sacme investigators also recognized that transformation was
incomplete. WVieni stressed, as by wouinding, the transformed epithelium
ten(le(l to revert to a conjunctival appearance. Kinoshita and associates,"
and others6"'7 recognized that the process of transdifferentiation wvas tem-
porary at best, and that the conjunlctival cells never really becaime histolog-
ically or biochemically true corneal cells. Hence, skepticism continued,
aind eventually, most authorities agreed that conjunctival epithelium does
not transdifferentiate into corneal epitheliuim.""'

As a result of the work heretofore mentioned, in 1983, Thoft and
Friend"" presented the "XYZ hypothesis of corneal epithelial m-aintenance,"
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suggesting that a stem cell that could be responsible for initiating the
growth of corneal epithelial cells. This theory proposes that the desqua-
mated cells (Z component) are continuously replaced not only by the basal
cells (X component) that divide but also by cells that migrate from the
periphery (Y). The source of the Y-component is believedl to be the stem
cells located in the basal epithelial layer of the limbus. They also predicted
the cellular maturation of the epithelial cells as they approach the central
cornea. This continued centripetal movement of peripheral corneal epithe-
lium replenishes the central corneal epitheliuim as it gradually sloughs.
Sharma and ColesT6 provided a mathematical model demonstrating that the
rate of exfoliation of epithelial cells is consistent with their produiction from
the limbal cells. Soon after the proposal by Thoft and Friend, investigators
began discovering evidence to support this "xyz" theory.

The bItracelillar Aspects of Corneal Epithelial Hoineostasi,s
Eukaryotic cells depend on their cytoskeleton to create the properties of
shape, internal organization, and movement.7` The cytoskeleton consists of
at least three classifications of filaments, including microtubules, microfil-
aments and intermediate filaments, so-called because they appear to be of
"intermediate" size between the microtubules and microfilaments.
Intermediate filaments, with diameters of 7 to 11 nm, are believed to play
a role in differentiation or a functional specialization state, histogenesis,
intracellular transduction of signals, and malignant transformnation.Tss
There are at least five subclasses of intermediate filaments, which include,
for our interest, the cytokeratins(CK) f'ound in epithelia, and vimentin,
usually found in cells of mesenchymal origin. Cytokeratins can be further
divided into acidic (type I) and basic (type II) subfamilies and are usually
expressed in pairs.i2,3 The cytokeratins and vimentin are immunoreactive
and can be idenitified by immunohistoclhemiistry.7Ss" Investigators are able
to use these antibodies to cytokeratins and vimentin to document the dif-
ferent classes and topographic (listribution of the different classes of ocuI-
lar suirface epithelia.

In 1986, Schermer and associates," and eventually others,5 showed in
cultured rabbit corneal epithelial cells that a basic 64 kD corneal epithe-
lial cytokeratin (CK3) and an acidic 55-kD cytokeratin (CK12) are charac-
teristic of suprabasal limbal cell layers and all corneal epithelial cells. They
suggested that these two keratins may be regar(led as miolecuilar markers
for an advanced stage of' corneal epithelial diff'erentiation and are specific
markers for cells of corneal lineage. They f'ound that CK3 is located
suprabasally in limbal epitheliutm and througlhouit the entire thickness of'
the central corneal epithelium, including basal cells. This observationi
would suggest that the central cells had an advanced state of' corneal
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epithelial differentiation. Very weak staining for the CK3 keratin was
found in conjunctival cells. These results suggest that limbal basal cells are
less differentiated than corneal epithelial cells and might represent an
early, stem cell compartment. Through this work and that of others, most
investigators now accept that central corneal epithelial cells express CK5
along with CK pair 3/12, which appears to be specific for the corneal-type
of differentiation. "'is

Subseqcuently, Ebato and coworkers'"'93 showed that under explant cul-
ture conditions, human corneal limbal epithelial cells grow much better
than peripheral and central corneal epithelial cells. This work suggested
that the central corneal epithelium was not the source of the cellular
engines that would complete the re-epithelialization ofwound healing, but
that the limbial epithelium was probably the source of such cells.

In 1989, Cotsarelis and associates6 established the existence of a popu-
lation of corneal limbal basal cells that are normally slow to cycle but that-
can be preferentially stimulated to proliferate by a tumor promoter (TPA)
or by the physical removal of the central corneal epithelium. No such
slow-cycling cells were detected in the corneal epithelium. These data
suggest that corneal epithelial stem cells are located preferentially, if not
exclusively, in the corneal limbus. These results also suggest that some of
the limbal basal epithelial cells are the stem cells for the corneal epithelial
cellular proliferation and differentiation. These limbal cells fulfill the
kinetic criteria of stem cells and seem to be located preferentially at the
limbus. Furthermore, Tsai and colleagues,~') in an animal model, demon-
strated that re-epithelialization of a damaged cornieal surface with con-
junctival cells did not provide a normal corneal phenotype but did produce
a conjuinctival phenotype including goblet cells. These investigators used
monoclonal antibodies, of their own making, for conjunctival cells and
mucin-producing cells.9'" In the same model, presumed corneal epithe-
lial stem cells taken from the contralateral limbus, in the form of a limbal
conjunctival autograft, provided more phenotypically normal corneal
epithelial cells, and decreased vascularization.'2 This work f'urther sug-
gested the presence and importance of the limbal corneal epithelial stem
cells and, incidentally, added further weight to the conclusion that con-
junctival cells do not transdifferentiate into corneal epitbelial cells.'!

Additional circumstantial evidence for limbal corneal epithelial stem
cells came from clinical work by Kenyon an(l Tseng.92 They reported that
when limbal epithelium was incluided in conjuinctival transplantation for
ocular surf'ace disorders, the chance of successful re-epithelializaion was
greater. Other clinical hints for the presence of corneal stem cells in the
limbus can also be found in the older literature. In 1965, Roper-Hall93 pro-
vided clinical evidence by showing that ain important prognostic factor in
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alkali burns was the extent of damage to the limbus.
In 1991, Wiley and associates94 demonstrated the topographic distribii-

tion of presumed corneal epithelial stem cells with immunohistoclheml-ical
staining mechanisms. These investigators uised the antibody to recognize
the previously mentioned CK3 (recognized by antibocly AE5) and an anti-
body (AEI) to recognize a subset of acidic keratins complementary to the
basic cytokeratin CK3.959' The antibocly AE 1 recognizes a 48-kD cytoker-
atin present in a variety of hyperproliferative human diseases, suiggesting
that AE1 reactivity seen in corneal basal epithelial cells may be related to
their prolif'erative state.7' The work by XViley and associates9"' f'ound that
the limbal basal cells (presumed corneal stem cells) were AE1-positive and
AE5-negative. Using these antibodies, they described the topographic dis-
tribution of the presuimed stem cells, suggesting that suich cells were high-
ly concentrated at the superior limbus, less concentrated along the inferi-
or limbus, and almost absent in the palpebral apertuire. They also illustrat-
ed that such cells extended deeply into the basal cell region of the periph-
eral cornea in the superior and inferior sectors. They and others also eval-
uated the importance of a basement membrane component recognized by
a monoclonal antibody, AE27. 94 9' They confirmed that AE27-positive
regions along Bowman's layer correlated with overlying basal epithelial
cells that expressed AE5. This correlation did not hold beyond Bowman's
layer, in that the basal cells on AE27-positive basement membrane beyond
Bowman's layer did not stain for AE5. Nevertheless, these stuidies provide
further circumstantial evidence that the extracellular matrix and/or
microenvironments of the subepithelial tissuies play an important role in
determining the cellular phenotype and cellular metabolic state."4'

In 1993, Zeiske and colleagues'39 identified a 50-kD protein (with
4G10.3 antibocly) believed to be a biochemical and immunologic marker
of limbal basal cells, and hypothesized that cells containing this marker
would be the corneal epithelial stem cells. Lauweryns and coworkers""'
later that year documented additional celluilar characteristics of the pre-
sumed stem cell. They found that CK19 would stain basal limbal cells as
well as clusters of peripheral corneal basal cells and some suprabasal cells.
Interestingly, the cells that were positive were f'ound to be smaller cells
having crowded nuiclei and prominent nucleoli. Vimentin staining was only
seen in the transition zone of peripheral cornea between the peripheral
cornea and the limbus in the same cluisters of cells that express CK19. The
vimentin-positive cells were not seen in the basal layer of the limbus, how-
ever. According to the particular distribuition of the staining patterns-
including the positivity for CKI9 and vimentin and the morphology of
these cells the investigators speculated that these cells represented stem
cells or possibly transitional cells of the human cornea. These investigators
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were not the first to recognize vimentin positive cells in the transition
zone, but did unite the additional immunohistologic characteristics of
these cells."M'-"'2 In a companion work, these samne investigators found that
the transitional cells and the basal cells of the limbus (believed to be
corneal epithelial stem cells) shared expression of u6P34-integrin, metal-
lothionein, AE 1, and transferrin receptor.`' These two works taken togeth-
er suggest that there is a population of limbal stem cells that represent the
progenitor cells of the corneal epithelium. Cellular proliferation of all self-
renewing epithelia originates from stem cells that are undifferentiated and
mitotically (uiescent under normal conditions.""3'l5 Furthermore, such
work suggests that upon demand for tissue regeneration, stem cells differ-
entiate into transient amplifying cells which cycle rapidly and can amplify
the total cell number before they become postmitotic and eventually
become terminally differentiated themselves."'5 These nests of highly
active cells in the peripheral corneal epithelium are rapidly dividing
vimentin-positive and CK12-negative cells that provide the necessary mass
of cells for normal corneal epithelial development."""0-12

In 1993, Wei and associates5 provided strong evidence that limbal stem
cells produce a lineage of corneal cells that is distinct from the lineage pro-
duced by conjunctival cells. They confirmed that corneal cells and certain
limbal cells produce large amounts ofCK3 and CK12 believed to be mark-
ers for corneal-type differentiation. Conjunctival cells, however, had only
minimal amounts ofCK3 and CK12, but expressed other cytokeratin pairs
including CK5/CK14, CK6/CK16 and CK8/CK18 and CK19. This study
also suggested that there were at least three different sets of conjunctival
epithelia and that some conjunctival epithelial stem cells are probably
located in the fornix of the eye.5 In 1996, Wei, Sun and Lavker9 used an
athymic mouse to show that cultured corneal stem cells prodcuced a dis-
tinct lineage apart from conjunctival epithelial cells. They implanted rab-
bit corneal, limbal, and conjunctival epithelial cells into athymic mice and
produced epithelial cysts. Each cyst maintained the epithelial phenotype
from which it had been drawn. This result, and other portions of the inves-
tigation, provided strong evidence for precursor cells such as corneal
epithelial stem cells. These studies provided stronger evidence that
corneal limbal basal epithelium was indeed the stem cell for corneal
epithelium. They also documented that transdifferentiation did not occur
satisfactorily, and what did occur was easily reversible.5"

We now believe, and substantial evidence suggests, that epithelial stem
cells do indeed reside at the limbus and these cells produce dauighter cells
that migrate toward the central cornea and matuire. These supporting
observations include (1) these cells are present in self-renewing tissues; (2)
these cells are long- lived; (3) these cells are relatively undifferentiated
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anid have few or no differentiation produicts in the cytoplasm; and (4) the
cells are located in extremnely protected positions such as the bone mi-arrow,

antd the cry,ts of the intestinal epithelium."'" Additional evidence stiggests
that there m-iay be a transitioncal cell that dliviides frequently and proides
the dauighter cells necessary for the corneal epithelium, and thcat these
cells are separate from the stem cells. 5'

Various investigators, then, have determined the keratin markers of the
epithelial cells that coompose the limbus cand the corneal epithelium (Table
I). Wvith these mcarkers we are now able to construct a model ofwhere such
cells are normally found and the replicative potenitial for each cell (Figs
and 2). The model is still speculative, but the above evidence suggests the
model and confirms certain components of it."'

Corineal epithelial repair, then, is believed to be generated through a

division of specialized stem11 cells located in the basal epithelial layer of' the
peripheral cornea and corneal limbus. ""' These presulmed limbal stem cells
are crucial for mainitainiing the cell milass of the corneal epitheliu1m under
normal circuimstances, and they play an important role in corneal epitlbe-
lial wounld healing. These putative stem cells are similar to other epithelial

TABLE I: OCULAR SURFACE ININIUNOHISTOCHENIICAL CONIPONENTS

CELL TYrPE ANTIBODIES KERATINS/PROTEIN STAINED REFERENCE

Cornea cells AE5 Epitbelial l)asic keratin 84
CeIntral corniea cells 64 kD ker-atin - K3

(imiatutre cells) K12 Corn-eal differ-enitiationi 84
Acidic keratin

Peripheral corneal cells
NMaturi-e suirface cells AE5 64 kD keratin 84
Basal cells CK19 Ker-atini 19 100
(Probablv tranisit (Aniticytokeratin 4.62)
amllilihiogd cells)
or possilylv stemi cells iVimietini 100,101, 102

AE1 Aci(lic keratins 94
Conjunctival cells

liml)al basal cells CK19 C(tokeratifl9 10(, 101
(PresumiiedI steini cells) ct"' initegTriois ot 3' initegriois

AEI 94
Suprabasal limbal
conjunctival cells AE5 64 kD c\tokeratii 94
Goblet cells AN13 ocutllarlillm91
Basement membrane

Cornieal basemiienit AE27 Suppor-ts K:3 positivc cells 94. 98
Melitibrane

CK, c\tokeratio; kD kilodalton;
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FIGURE 2
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stem cells and reveal a common set of features, including preferred locca-
tion, pigmient protection and growth properties, call of which presumably
play a crucial role in epithelial stem cell frnctions.a Regeneration occtirs
by centripetal migration of differentiatecl cells (derived from stem cells)
from the periphery to the central cornea. "'1 Failure of Iim-bcal stem cells can
cause ocular surface disease that imay result in an unsttable epitheliuim,
pain, cand reduced visual acuity.") Deficiency or cabsence of limbcal stem
cells ccan explain the pathogenesis of several ocular surface disorders char-
acterized by defective conjuinctivcal transdlifferentication or conjunctivaliza-
tion of the cornea."'(



The Extracellildar Aspects' of Corneal Epithelial Homiteostasis
We are just beginning to understand the importance of the extracellular
matrix, and this may play as important a role as, if not a more important
role than, the epithelial cells themselves in wound healing and normal
homeostasis of the corneal epithelium.

Although prompt restoration of the corneal epithelial surface is essen-
tial to visual recovery, and integrity of the eye, we have incomplete knowl-
edge of the mulltiple physical and biochemical factors that are involved in
the process of corneal re-epithelialization following injury. '8

Althouglh we understand that corneal epithelial cells migrate cen-
tripetally, the driving force is unknown. The epithelial cells move horizon-
tally from the periphery to the center of the cornea, at least after experi-
mental wounding, as mentioned above.`3""3 It has been suggested that lim-
bal epitheliumn proliferates at a higher rate than central corneal epithelium
and that this creates a population and tissue pressure toward the central
cornea. However, Lavker and associates5f proved that in animal models, at
least, the driving force cannot be only population pressure. These inves-
tigators suggest that preferential desquamation of central corneal epithe-
lium may "draw" peripheral cells toward the central cornea. They also
documented a second-tier basal layer or suprabasal layer of DNA-synthe-
sizing cells, but they found that these cells had a limited, but nevertheless
direct, connection to the basement membrane through a thin stalk of cyto-
plasm. This mcay actually create a "second-tier" of basal cells that still have
basement membrane connections. These observations suggest that the
extracellular mcatrix plays an important role in cellular maturation and per-
haps cellular migration.

Stable attachment of external epithelia to the basement membrane
and underlying stroma is mediated by transmembrane proteins within the
hemidesmosomes."" It is known that differentiation of epithelial cells and
growth of cultured corneal cells can be influenced and modulated by the
extracellular environment (eg, the basemeint membrane)."''2 There is
even some suggestion that cell phenotypes can be modulated by manipu-
lation of the cells' basement membrane component."' Kurpakus and col-
leagues'4 reported that cultured conjunctival epithelial cells can express a
corneal-type keratin pair when grown on the corneal basement membrane
substrate, suggesting that conjunctival epithelium, at least in a unique in
vitro condition might adopt a phenotypic change. Tseng and cowork-
ers"."'5'. have demonstrated that an extracellular factor (namely, retinoic
acid) is of great importance in the modulation of ocular surface differenti-
ation. Kruse and associates'', raised questions about this work, however,
as these investigators review the relationship of the animal model to the
rate of transdifferentiation. According to these investigators, it is extreme-
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ly difficult to remove all of the limbal stem cells with the chemical damage
models cutrrently employed. Not surprisingly, these investigators found
that the duration of exposure of n-heptanol and the extent of corneal and
limbal epithelial removal were related. They found that exposure of the
limbal epitheliumn to n-heptanol resulted in incomplete removal of the
basal layer even when the duration of treattment was extended to 180 sec-
onds. From this work, he and his coworkers believe that if any of the basal
limbal epithelial cells (the presumied stem cells) remain, they will eventu-
ally produce a inore normal corneal epitlhelium, even after such a chemi-
cal injury, and interfere with the interpretation of the tranlsdifferentiation
evaluation. Nevertheless, retinoic acid is an important modulator of
epithelial proliferation and differentiation, and retinoic acid is present in
serum in biologically active concentrations.l"',' Kruse and Tseng1"
expanded this work to suggest that retinoic acid acts on a special subpop-
ulation of progenitor cells in the limbal epithelium, believed to be the lim-
bal corneal epithelial stem cells.

These studies suggest that the extracellular matrix and/or the local
microenvironments may play a significant role in the regulation of corneal
and conjuinctival epithelium.

With this understanding, we believe that corneal epithelial stemn cells
could be harvested, isolated and preferentially stimulated for growth in
vitro. These cells could then be grown on an appropriate substrate or
extracellular matrix and be returined to the original donor as an autologous
transplantation or returned to a related or eventually an unrelate(d recipi-
ent for suiccessfiul repair of ocular surface disease.

Managemtent of Ocular Stirface Disease
The management of ocular surface disease-incluiding such variable dis-
eases as Stevens-Johnson's syindrome, toxic epidermal necrolysis, clhemical
and thermal burns, congenital abnormalities, cicatrizing conjunctival con-
ditions, and ocular surface tumors has been a challenging problem.
Many different methods have been tried with varying degrees of success.

There has been a long history of surgical attempts to treat such ocular
surface diseases, and all of these procedures were developed with the aim
of restoring the morplhology, and to some extent the physiology, of the ocu-
lar surface.'2'1l2: Most of these procedures have been based on the use of
mucous membrane, or even skin, collected fromn autologous sites or with
the addition of artificially constructed tissues.

Mucous Memlbrante Grafts
Mucous membrane grafting has been used sinlce 1944, when Siegel'2 first
described obtaining the superficial epithelial layer from the lower lip to be
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nised in the treatmient of severe foreshortening of the fornix. This teclh-
niqhie is somewhalt effective, buit oral mncosa is not trnily conjnnctival and
certainly not corneal epithelinim. Althonigh these grafts can be effective in
certain sitnations, they are used infrequently. They never have a normal
appearance and do not heal the cornea properly. These cells do not devel-
op a normlal corneal phenotype or physiology, at least in part, becauise
mnconis imembrane grafts neither generate corneal stem cells nor originate
from themii. These grafts often suffer the same fate of foreshortening that
the tissues were harvested to cnre. Other tissues, incluiding nasal and vagi-
nal mucosa, have been used as conjunctival replacements, but these have
hald cosmnetic, infectious, or scarcity problems.'25,126

Coijuinctiral Flaps
One of the first attem-pts at ocuilar surface repair wvas with a conjunctival
flap described by Scholer in 1877.127 Occasional reports of the use of con-
junctival flaps continued over the next 80 years. 12-129 This procedure was
not widely used, however, until Gunderson's description popularized the
technique.")"'' In fact, the procedure is now commonly referred to as a
"Guinderson flap," althouiglh it has been changed, especially with the
advent of muodern microsurgery .'32" '3 Althouigh a conjuinctival flap is often
successful, it does not attempt to restore the phenotypically normal cell to
the corneal surface, but it does at least help resurface corneae with partic-
ularly vexing problems.

Cojmunctival Grafts
Perhaps the first puiblished accounit of a free conjjunctival graft was pub-
lished in 1951 by Hartman.'" He described the use of free grafts in the
correction of recuirrent pterygia, pseudopterygia, and symblepharon. He
suggested that conjunctiva wouild be the best tissuie to use for grafting and
that this tissue might be harvested and used to solve ipsilateral or con-
tralateral conijuinctival epithelial abnormalities. This idea gained little
enthusiassm until Thoft'35J36 described the techniquie in 1977 and againi in
1979 as he began conjjunctival grafting for ociular surface disease. This
proved to be a relatively successfiul technique and was recognized as a
novel approaclh for certain problems. Vastine an(I others advanced this
techni(qule to treat ptervgia, and it has proven effective. 37,38 Conjunctival
grafting was believed to be effective, in part at least, because of transdif-
ferentiation, blut as discuisse(I above, transdifferentiation probably does not
occur. Nonetheless, conjjunctival transplantatioin remains a powerfuil tool
for restoration of a damuaged ocular surface, especially if some normal
corneal epithelial stem cells remain in the recipient eye.'39"4' Althougl
these techniquies require conjllnctival epitheliumln taken fromn the norimal
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bulbar surface, the presence of normal corneal epithelial stem cells in the
recipient eye will help prevent com-plete conjunctivalization of the ocular
suirface from the free conjunctival graft. The required conjunctival graft
can be harvested from the ipsilateral eye, but it must be healthy tissue.
Surgeons often recommend the bulbar surface beneath the upper tempo-
ral lid. In patients with severe uniocular disease, the normal ocular surface
can often be restored by autologous conjunctival transplantation of donor
tissue taken from the contralateral eye, presumably as long as some
corneal epithelial stem cells exist on the surface of the damaged eye.
When successfuil, this procedure results in corneal re-epithelialization and
an improvement in symptoms, but less commonly an improvement in visu-
al acuity.

Lamiiellar Keratoplasty
Lamellar keratoplasty lhas been used with some success for recuirrent
pterygia, suggesting that restoration of a normal Bowman's layer or normal
basment membrane plays an important role in normal corneal epithelial
metabolism."'-''3 These techniques hMive not been championed recently.

Keratoepithelioplasty
The evolution of epithelial transplantation and lamellar keratoplasty took
a propitious turn in 1984 when Thoft'44 published his work on keratopei-
thelioplasty. This remarkable idea included the tranisplantation of cadavar-
ic corneal tissues to include lenticules of peripheral cornea and limbus
with a thin stromnal carrier. Thoft advocated it as an alternative to con-
junctival transplantation in patients with severe bilateral chemical injuries
to the ocular surface. This appeared to be a satisfactory alternative for
patients who had little or no normal corneal epithelial surface, but inves-
tigators soon learned that these grafts were difficult to obtain and perform,
readily rejected, and failed to produce convincing results.'45 Human lim-
bal lenticules include the epithelial cells expressing class I human leuko-
cyte antigens (class I HLA) and are subject to rejection.'45 Nevertheless,
this procedure was perhaps the first attempt at the transplantation of
corneal epithelial stem cells, although it was not understood as such.
Thoft did not have the benefit of our current understanding of the pre-
sumed limbal stem cell population, but he did appreciate the potential of
the limbus as anl engine for epithelial cellular growth. Later investigators
attempted to treat severe chemical burns with large-diameter penetrating
keratoplasty, and actually did perform the equivalent of an enlarged kera-
toepithelioplasty.'4614 Although these procedures probably did transplant
limbal corneal epithelial stem cells, many of these patients had problems
with eventual stem cell rejection.'4"'47 Occasionally, some of these large
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corneal transplants were repoorted to be successfuil in the treatment of cer-
tain severe alkali burns."i Although unsuccessfuil, Thoft's work heralded a
new age in ocular resurfacing.'"

Limbal Conjijnctival Graft.s
With the accumulalting evidence of the 1980s and 1990s suggesting that
corneal epithelial stem cells resided at the limbus of' each cornea, investi-
gator-s began to consider that complete autologous limbal transplantation
couild be used to resurface eyes in patients with uinilateral surface prob-
lems. Armned with this knowledge, surgeons began transplanting autolo-
gous limbal tissues from a healthy eye to a diseased contralateral eye in vic-
tims who had only unilateral ocular suirf'ace injury or disease."' 5
Interestinglv, this proceduire was probably done previouisly uinder an
entirely different pretense. Hermian and associates'5" modified Thoft's
original conjunctival grafting procedure, and may have inadlvertently
stumbled on the limbal conjunctival aautograft, although little attention was
given this publication. In his original descriptioni of conjunctival grafting
from a health)y eye to a damnaged contralateral eye, Thoft'44 described tak-
ing small (3 to 4 mm) circular grafts from the normal eye on the builbar
conjunctiva sparing the limbuis. Herman and associates modified the pro-
ceduire by uisinlg a Flieringa ring to act as support for the donor graft. The
donor material xvas then secured to the ring and transported to the recip-
ient eye. In this case, the limbubs could be transplanted, and if this was
done, the recipient eye would have received nearly a fuill complement of
cornieal epithelial stemn cells. This wouild have been helpfuil f'or the recipi-
ent eye but may have been hazardouis for the donor eye.'56

Limbbal conjunctival auitografts have slhown dramatic success in

patients with severe and difficult problems.92"11''154 Various investigators
beganiUsinlg these techniques and getting simiiilar results in other f'orms of
stem cell injury or other cases requiring corneal suirface reconstruction.'55
These limbal conjunctival autografts were used for acute and chronic
chemical injury, thermal burns, contact lens-induced keratopathy, and
ocular surface failure after mutltiple surgical procedures. Most patients
showed consistent visuial acuity improvement, rapid surface healing, stable
epitlhelial adhesionis, and no recurrent erosion or persistent epithelial
defects. Corneal neovascuilarization stopped or regressed.92''4'55 In these
stuidies, somne investigators, using impression cytology, immunopatlhology,
an(l light microscopy, slhowed restoration of the corneal epithelial pheno-
type and regression of the goblet cells from the recipient corneal." '
These grafts showed definite imuprovement over free conjunctival grafts
for coinditionls requiring the regrowth of corneal epithelium. This simple
fact offered fuirther clinical evidence of the authenticity of the limbal stem
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cell theory. These limbal conjunctival autografts proved to be able to pro-
vide corneal epithelial stem cells without the attraction of neovasculariza-
tion that the conjunctival grafts would often exhibit.

Autologous limbal conjunctival autografts offer improved prognosis
over previous reconstruction techniques. Unfortunately, there are prob-
lems with this approach. The technique is restricted to uniocular disease,
and the donor eye must be completely normal. Failure to notice corneal
disease can result in a severe decrease of vision in the donor eye.'57
Furthermore, not all patients may be willing to risk their uninvolved and
healthy eye. In such cases, as well as those with bilateral injuries, it
becomes necessary to consider other alternatives, including the use of allo-
grafts. 153.153

Bilateral severe ocular surface injury or disease, as is usually seen in
alkali or thermal burns, probably is more common than unilateral disease.
The success seen with autologous limbal conjunctival autograft led inves-
tigators to consider the treatment of bilateral disease with the use of allo-
geneic limbal conjunctival epithelial grafts using tissue from siblings or
related donors. The success of these allogeneic grafts has led many inves-
tigators to advocate such sibling transplants for bilateral injuries.'52'25
Curiously, the fate of limbal conjunctival allografts in these circumstances
is unclear. One would expect the grafts to be rejected, but this does not
invariably occur.'59 Allografts may survive in the absence of immunosup-
pression, but the prognosis improves for patients in whom systemic
immunosuppression is utilized.'59 In several well-documented cases,
patients who have received allografts have improved dramatically with bet-
ter comeal epithelium.1'59 "" This may suggest rejection, yet in each case
clinical improvement remained. This may suggest that extracellular matrix
may play more of a role than first thought.

Unfortunately for allogeneic transplants, the donor must provide as
much as half of his or her limbal tissues. This may represent a majority of
corneal epithelial stem cells, because the advocates of this procedure sug-
gest using the superior and inferior limbus where we believe the largest
number of stem cells are concentrated.153157"159 This may leave the donor at
higher risk of fuiture epithelial surface disease because much of the limbal
epithelial stem cell complement may be removed. This may limit future
donors and the acceptance of such procedures.

The major limitation for both autologous and allogeneic limbal con-
junctival epithelial stem cell grafts, then, is the availability of normal
healthy limbal conjunctival epithelium from the contralateral eye or from
related donors, and the potential threat to the contralateral or donor eye
when such limbal cells are removed. Moreover, such severe burns are dif-
ficult to treat with any modality, and it is doubtful that any surface repair
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consisting of epithelium alone will be snfficient for many of these prob-
lems. Extensive damage to the ocular surface causes mucus deficiency and
persistent suibconjunctival inflammation leading to severe dry eye and
fibrosis of the subconjunctival tissne. These are very complicated condi-
tions requiring more complex reconstruction. Some investigators believe
that contact with healthy basement mem-brane is essential and pivotal for
the normal epithelialization.98 If healthy basement membrane is neces-
sary, and that seems likely, transplantation of epithelial cells alone will
probably not be suifficient.

Amnniotic Membrane Grafts
Other investigators have more recently used amniotic membrane as an
organic device to promote the resuirfacing of the ocular surface.'"''""
Amniotic membrane is a thin semitransparent tissuie forming the inner-
most layer of the fetal membranes. This remarkable membrane has a sin-
gle layer of epithelial cells bound to a thick and continuiouis basement
membrane Nwith a fuill complement of certain subtypes of type IV and V
collagen, laminin, fibronectin, elastin, anld various integrins, which are
principal basement memubrane components. '17-l- Interestingly, certain
subtypes of type IV collagen have been recogniized histochemically in con-
junctival buit not in corneal epithelial basement membrane.'7' This sug-
gests that collagen in the amniotic membrane could serve as a suitable
substrate for conjunctival re-epithelialization and would be considered
substrate for transplantation, especially for cornieal epithelial stem cells
traditionally found at the limbuis. The various laminins known to be pres-
ent in amniotic memubrane couild provide signals for hemidesmosomal
attachment of epithelium, which could lhelp adherence.""' Amniotic imelmi-
brane is knowvn to have a thick basement membrane and hals been uised
successfuilly for other epithelial cell growth. '72 Moreover, there is good evi-
dence that amniotic membrane and amniotic epithelium do not express
HLA-A,B,C, or DR antigens and, as a result, shouild not be rejected by the
immuine system of the host.'73 4

AIm-iniotic imlembranie has a long, if irregular, history of use for repairing
ulcerated epithlelial suirfaces. Davis, in 1910, wvas perhaps the first to
report the uise of aminiotic memiibranie in skin transplantation, and it has
been used subsequently in this role.'177' Amniotic memlbrane has been
uised intermittently in the first lhalf of this cen-tuiry in the m-anagement of
ulcer-ated skin defects founid in burns andI other forms of skin iulcera-
tions. 1,77

De Rottlh' in 1940, Wcas probably the first to use am-niotic miiemibraLne
for the ocular surface when he reporte(l successfiul use of amniotic memn-
branle as a conljunctival graft in the repair of a svmblepharoni. Otlher
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reports followed with the next decade.'9"' Curiously, in 1962, Forgacsl8'
demonstrated that placental extract hastened the repair of superficial
corneal lesions, but little attention was given this work, and it was largely
ignored.

Amniotic membrane has been used intermittently for other purposes
in the last few decades, but ocular surface disease was not considered until
1995 when Kim and Tseng revived the idea.71"612 They reported that the
transplantation of amniotic membrane to the corneal surface in a rabbit
chemical burn model caused epithelialization of the corneal surface with
cells expressing a corneal-type keratin.'82 Their work suggested that amni-
otic membrane alone could be sufficient to allow for re-epithelialization of
a chemically damaged cornea with conjunctival cells that would express a
corneal phenotype. They raised the possibility that the presence of certain
basement membrane factors may cause or allow for conjunctival transdif-
ferentiation.'-2 Recently, however, other investigators have found that
amniotic membrane is of little clinical use in the treatment of chemical
burns or corneal abscesses,"' and we have seen earlier that true conjunc-
tival transdifferentiation does not occur.

Other investigators have used amniotic membrane for the treatment of
end-stage Stevens-Johnson's syndrome and ocular cicatricial pemphigoid,
persistent epithelial defects with ulceration, and pterygia.4'4"'6'-164I4 More
recently, amniotic membrane has been shown to reduce keratocyte prolif-
eration and corneal haze during corneal wound healing following photore-
fractive keratotectomy. It may act by reducing the infiltration of inflam-
matory cells and loss of keratocytes in the ablation area during the early
postoperative period." This same study suggested that the amniotic mem-
brane prevented the influx of inflammatory cells and reduced inflamma-
tory damage to the underlying stroma.'85

Transplanited amniotic membrane seems to promote normal conjunc-
tival re-epithelialization while preventing excessive subconjunctival fibro-
sis formation. As mentioned above, certain type IV collagen subtypes have
been recognized histochemically in conjunctival but not in corneal epithe-
lial basement membrane, and type IV collagen has been recognized in
amniotic membrane.167'7' This suggests that the collagen in the amniotic
membrane probably serves as a substrate suitable for conjunctival epithe-
lialization and would be suitable for transplantation, as other investigators
working with pneumocytes and endometrial cells have suggested.'65186
Using damaged rabbit corneae as a model, Kim and Tseng"82 showed that
the various components of basement membrane mentioned above may
well play a role in epithelial healing after de-epithelialization, illustrating
the role of the extracellular matrix in wound healing.

Prabhasawat and Tseng"" performed impression cytology on eyes of
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patients with ocular surface disease from ac(quiired melanosis, conljunctival
intraepithelial neoplasia, inferior conjuinctival chalasis, aniridia, toxic epi-
dermal necrolysis, and a chemical burn. They used this techniquie to show
that conjuinctival transdifferentiation does not occur in vivo with amniotic
membrane transplantation alone and that active stem cell transplantation
is needed for defective corneal surface recoinstruction when stem damage
or deficiency is encounltered. The only meclhanism for providing these
limbal stemn cells, however, has been the harvesting of 90° or more of
healthy limbal tissues from the contralateral eye or allogeneic sources.

Ctultitredl Corrueal Epithelial Grafts
Cultured corneal epithelial stem cell transplaints have been considered
since as early as 1982 when Friend and associates"' sought to use in vitro
epithelial stem cell cultures on stromal carriers. Unfortunately, this did not
meet with much success, possibly because stem cells were not included in
the cell cuiltures. In 1985, Gipson and colleagues""8 even attempted direct
transplantation of corneal epithelium to rabbit corneal wouinds in vivo.
They reported that the adlhesion of freshly (lissected rabbit corneal basal
epithelial cells to denuded basal lamina of corneae can take place within
60 to 90 minutes in vitro or within 6 hours in vivo.'99 However, these inves-
tigators also observed that these epithelia] sheets failed to remain adher-
ent to rabbit corneal stroma in vivo after 24 hours."'l In 1985, Geggel and
coworkers"' applied corneal epithelial cell sheets (obtained by applying
dispase gra(le IL to donor rabbit corneae) to a collagen gel (Vitrogen) andl
created a safe and nontoxic substrate that allowed for epithelial adherence
for up to 13 days in vitro. They also discovered that the gel, without the
epithelial cells, remained on the rabbit eye and was well tolerated for at
least 6 weeks until the end of the animal investigation. Both investigations
used epithelium dissected from the cornea and probably did not include
corneal epithelial stem cells.'-''')

Friend and associates" later suggested that epithelial sheets obtained
from rabbits aclhered to stroma in vitro within 24 to 72 hours and
hemidesmosomes foniied with host basement mnembrane at the saame time.
Additional attempts at in vitro cuilture and re-implantation continued buit were
not successfuil. Nevertheless, the potential for this work was suggested.'92

Little additional investigation was done until work by He and
McCulley"' documented that limbal epithelial stem cells coldllI be grownl
in vitro and would become stratified on type IV collagen-coated collagen
shields. These shields could subsequently be transferred to denuded ex
vivo humani corneal stromnal in organ cultuire. Histologic exaamination
revealed that the epithelial cells had attaclhed tightly to the recipient stro-
mal surface even after the removal of the collageni shield.
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Torfi acn(l colleagnies''4 reported (in abstract formn) the applicationi of
cultured antologons grafts in 4 patients witlh apparent snccess in 3 of 4 of
these patients. More recenitly, this procednre hals been replicated and
reported by a Eiropeani group. " To doctmeunt the corneal phenotype of
the transplanited cells, Pellegrini and colleagues"'5 docunmenited that the
cultuired epitlhelia were CK3-positive and represented cells of a corneal
lineage. Both groups documilenited that snfficient corneal epithelial cells to
cover the entire corneal-limbal surf:ace canI be obtained from la 1 to 2 Im-2
limbal biopsy sacmple, allowiing for minimal steml-cell depletion from the
healthy eye.I" 5 In both investigations, however, one cannot be absolute-
ly certain of' the long-termn fate of the transplanited atutologous cells or, for
that matter, thalt the tranplanited cells were respoinsible for the improve-
ment in the ocuilar surface. CK3-positive staining does snggest that these
cells were of' corneal lineage, but this does niot document the source. Do
the donate(d cells persist anid proliferate in the recipient eye, or do they
stimulate a repair response process and are they then gradaully replaced
by the recipient ocular surface cells?

Investigators had been unable to use cultured corneal epithelinm on
aimniotic miemibrane before Tsai"'9 presented (in abstract form) 3 cases of
autologouis stemn cell transplantation grown on aamniotic membrane. Tsai
doctnmente(d the epithelial cell growth by uisinlg cytokeratin mlnarkers that
stained positive with AE5 immiunoperoxidase stain to document the mul-
ticellnlar layers of cells on the aamniotic membrane, but he did not present
a control to dlocuiment that these cells were not the original aamniotic
epithelium. He also didc not present any evidence that the amniotic
epithelium lha(l been remove(l. Nevertheless, he reported prompt re-
epithelialization of the corneal surface in unilateral alkali burlns.

The amnlliotic membrcane is a basement memiibrane that serves as a bar-
rier against (lamiaging cvtokines and may prevent fibrotic scarring. I6 1'62S5
Tsai snggeste(d that this technlilque may provide an alterniative to complete
limbal aautografts. There is, hlowever, no proof thalt these are indeed stem
cells, becacuse these cells canniot be confirmeld in vivo even in the normial
eye. Moreover, no documientlation showed that the transplanited cells
rem-aine(l after transplantation.'"' Other investigators have provided an in
vitro moldel for tracheal epitlhelial growth on aimniotic miembrane, but no
in vivo work hias yet beenidocumliented xvith this method.'"

As mnenitioned above, investigators have proven that comiplete autolo-
gouis limbal trainsplants have resurfaced eyes with uinilateral surfhace prob-
lems.92S-"55 Unfortunately, this leaves the donor eye at some risk to future
surface problems because of the depletion of stem cells from the donor
eye. Additionally, this techniique (loes not adddress bilateral oclular surface
injury. The teclhniquies of cultuired corneal epitlhelial cell tracnsplanits offer
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an unrealized potential for suiccessful ocuilar resurfacing withouit signifi-
cant threat to the donor eye. We propose using the techniques we have
developed to grow and expand a limited population of limbal corneal
epithelial stem cells in vitro and reimplant these expanded epithelial cells
on a suitable carrier, such as amniotic membrane. This composite graft
can then be used to manage the ocular surface of damaged or diseased
eyes.

MATERLALS AND METHODS

The 3 sections of this investigation are each described separately: (1) a
human trial using cultured corneal epithelium to treat ocular surface
abnormalities, (2) amniotic membrane preparation, and (3) an animal
model for composite epithelial graft transplantation.

HUMAN CULTURED EPITHELIAL TRANSPLANTATION

Patients with ocular surface problems that had not been managed suc-
cessfully with currently available techniques were selected for expanded
corneal epithelial cell transplants. These ocular surface problems included
2 patients with primary pterygia or pseudopterygia, 9 patients (including
10 eyes) with recurrent pterygia or pseudopterygia (frequently with
restriction of ocular motility), 2 patients with extensive ocular surface
malignant or premalignant conditions (1 patient had 2 procedures on the
same eye), 1 patient with an unresponsive neurotrophic ulcer (including
previous tarsorrhaphy), 3 patients with ocular surface thermal or chemical
bums, and 1 patient with stem cell failure secondary to pseudopem-
phigoid. The 2 patients receiving the allogeneic transplants included 1 of
the patients in the thermal or chemical burns group and the single patient
with epithelial stem cell failure. The remaining 16 patients (1 operated on
twice and 1 operated on both eyes, for a total of 18 procedures) were
selected for autologous transplants (Table IL).

Institutional review board approval was sought and secured for each
individual portion of the human investigation including (1) the autologous
transplantation, (2) the implantation of donor amniotic membrane, (3) the
harvest of sibling cells to be cultured and expanded for transplantation,
and (4) the re-implantation of allogeneic sibling cells from sibling subject
to patient. Informed consent was obtained from patients and donors, and
all human subjects were treated according to the Helsinki Accord. Both
donor siblings were anonymously tested for human immunodeficiency
virus 1 and 2 antibody (HIV 1 and 2), hepatitis B virus surface antigen,
human T-lymphocyte virus 1 antibody, and syphilis.
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TABLE II: PATIENTS WITH OCULAR SURFACE CONDITIONS

TREATED WITH CULTURAL EPITHELIUM

OCULAR SURFACE DISEASE AUTOGRAFT ALLOGRAFT

Primarcy pterygia or pseudoptervgia 2
Rectirrenit ptervgia or pseudopterngia 9 (10 eves)
Preimaligiiniat state or malignancy 2 (1 paitienlt twice)
Neurotrophic nileer 1
Thernial or chemlieical btinn 2 1
Stein cell f'ailtire (pseudopemilphigoi(l) 1

Surgical Tec/hniquefor Autologo,us and Allogeneic Transplantation
The surgical repair techniques differed depending on the carrier, and they
are summarized below. Eight patients (9 procedures) received expanded
epithelial cell cultures that were placed atop corneal stromnal lamella. Each
of these patients had severe primary or recuirrent pterygia or pseudoptery-
gia approaching the visual axis or pseudopterygia with motility restriction.
The pterygia or pseudopterygia were removed, and hemostasis was main-
tained. A lamellar dissection was performed to encompass the damaged
sclera and cornea where the previously removed growth had been found.
A donor corneal lamella without the original epithelium was sewn onto the
host defect. The expanded epithelial cell culture was placed on the bare
sclera and the bare corneal stroma of the lamellar graft and sewn over the
defect with 10-0 nylon by attaching the anterior edge of the expanded
epithelial cell graft to clear corneal stroma along the anterior edge of the
lamellar graft, and the posterior edge of the expanded epithelial graft was
sewn to the resected/recessed conjunctiva as in the repair of a conjuncti-
val autograft described previously 9- 137,138

The 2 patients who had malignant or premalignant conditions (con-
junctival intraepithelial neoplasia and acquired ocuilar melanosis) had sim-
ilar procedures. The entire ocular surface that appeared abnormal or
atypical was removed, incluiding the bulbar and palpebral suirfaces, and
hemostasis was maintained. The expanded epithelial cell cultures were
positioned, and the anterior edge was sewn to the peripheral corneal stro-
ma with 10-0 nylon. The posterior margin of the expanded epithelial cell
graft was sewn to the recessed/resected edge of conjunctiva with 8-0
Vicryl. Both of these cases required removal of abnormal conjunctiva from
the bulbar and palpebral surface.

The expanded corneal epithelial cell graft was applied to the palpebral
surface in case 3 (see "Results" section for description of case) in order to
prevent symblephara. This patient with conjunctival intraepithelial neo-
plasia (CIN) received an expanded corneal epithelial cell graft during the
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early course of the investigation, was free of tumor for 16 months, and had
only one symnblepharon. He was seen again with a recuirrence of CIN and
was advised to undergo suirgery again. His second procedure incluided an
amniotic membrane transplant with expanded auitologous epithelial cells
as described below. The second patient with a premalignant condition
(case 9) received an expanded epithelial cell graft on only the bulbar sur-
face and suffered some foreshortening of the superior fornix to the poste-
rior edge of the expanded epithelial graft.

The patient with an unresponsive neurotrophic ulcer received an
expanded autologous epithelial cell transplant from the ipsilateral eye
placed atop a plano therapeutic contact lens. These cells were grown into
a sheet and grown across the contact lens. The contact lens and expand-
ed epithelial cell culture were placed atop the recipient cornea, which had
been cleaned of debris and mucus.

The patients receiving auitologoLus and allogeneic expanded epithelial
cell transplants atop amniotic, membrane carriers had similar procedures.
All of the abnormal tissue was removed, and the conjunctiva was resected
and recessed. The amniotic, membrane with expanded corneal epithelial
cells was placed atop the defect, and the corneal edge was sewn onto the
peripheral cornea with 10-0 nylon. The posterior peripheral edge of the
amniotic membrane was sewn to the peripheral recessed/resected con-
junctiva with 10-0 nylon, and a bandage contact lens was placed to prevent
lid trauma. The contact lens was left for approximately 2 to 3 months.
During this time, the amniotic membrane gradually dissolved, and the
peripheral conjunctival sutures were removedl. Once the bandage contact
lens was removed, the corneal sutures were also removed.

Representative portions of the transplanted amniotic membrane were
studied histologically. After fixation, specimens were stainedc with hema-
toxylin and eosin (H and E), immunohistoclihemical localization staining
for cytokeratins AE5, (ICN Biomedicals, Inc, Aurora, Ohio).

Epithelial Cell Harvest
Epithelial cell harvest was performed in a similar manner whether cells
were taken from a patient (auitologous) or donor sibling (allogeneic).
Following informed consent, and a sterile preparation and draping of tlle
eye, a lid speculum was placed. Approximately 0.2 cc of 1% xylocaine was
injected beneath the conjunctiva at the superior temporal limbuis. A 2
mm2 biopsy to include the limbal conjunctiva was harveste(d and placed in
a cellular transport medium for transportation to the laboratory. The lim-
bal conjunctiva was removed as closely to the reflection of the adherent
corneal epithelium as possible. Antibiotic ointment was placed, anid the
eye was covered with a patch for 12 to 24 hours. No comiplicationis were
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encountered from this procedure with the exception of minor brief' irrita-
tion.

Preparation of Cuiltured Corneal Epithelial Cell Grafts
The preparation of the cultured corneal epithelial cell grafts has two steps
depending on the carrier. The first step is similar for all carriers of the
epithelial cell grafts. The second step is different, depending on the mate-
rial used for the carrier.

Step I: The 2 mm- biopsy was transferred to the epithelial autograft labo-
ratory in transport medium. In the laboratory, the epithelium was removed
aseptically and transferred to a 60 mm petri dish. The tissue was washed 3
times for 5 minutes each with 5 mL of Dulbecco's Phosphate Buffered
Saline-Calcium Magnesium Free (DPBS-CMF) (Life Technologies)/5%
antibiotic-antimycotic: 10,000 U penicillin-G and 10,000 ,ug/mL strepto-
mycin with 25 ,ig/mL fungizone (ABAM) (Gemini Gio-Products Inc),
transferring the tissue to a new dish with each wash. The tissue was incu-
bated in a solution of trypsin/edetate disodium (EDTA) solution for 30
minutes at 370 C in a 5% CO2 incuibator. The action of the trypsin was
inhibited by adding an equal volume of medium that contained 10% fetal
bovine serum. The sample was minced with a scalpel blade and cen-
trifuged at 3,200 revolutions per minute for 5 to 7 minuites. The cells were
plated at approximately l.0xlOi cells/mL Growth Medium (GM; consisting
of Dulbecco's Modified Eagle's Mediuim, Fetal Calf Serum glutamine,
ABAM, Epidermal Growth Factor, hydrocortisone, and cholera toxin) on
two 100 mm dishes with mitomycin C-treated 3T3 cells. The 3T3 cells had
been treated and trypsinized. The dishes containing the corneal cells and
the 3T3 feeder cells were placed into a 370 C/5% CO2 incubator. Within 3
days, small colonies of cells formed. At that time, the growth mediuim was
replaced with Keratinocyte Growth Medium (Medium 154 +ABAM and
human keratocyte growth supplement, KGM). When the primary (lish was
at 40% to 50% confluence, the cells were passed into 4x100 mm dishes
(passage 1). These cells were then allowed to reach 40% to 50% conflu-
ence.

Step II With Collagen Gel as a Carrier. The collagen gel was prepared as
follows: Eight cc of chilled Vitrogen 10OR Collagen was mixed with 1.0 mL
of 1OxGM (final collagen concentration 0.5 mg/mL). One mL of 0.1 M
NaOH was added. The pH was adjusted to 7.4 by adding a few drops of
0.1M HCL or 0.1 M NaOH. Two milliliters of collagen was added to 35
mm dishes. These dishes were stored at 37° C in a 5% CO2 incubator until
needed. When the corneal epithelial cells were 40% to 50% confluent, the
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cells were trypsinized and plated at 3.0x 106 corneal epithelial cells resnis-
pended in 2 to 3 mL of Dulbecco's Modified Eagle's Medium (DMEM),
into a prepared collagen gel in a 35 mm dish. Becanse of the plating den-
sity, the cells were postconflinent in 4 to 6 honrs. The graft was ready for
transplantation after 2 days and available up to 7 days, allowing for the
cells to adhere to the collagen gel. Cells will peel off of the collagen gel if
they remain in vitro more than 1 week. The medium shonld be changed
every 1 to 3 honrs before delivery of the corneal graft.

Step II With a Collagen Shield or Contact Lens as a Carrier. When the
corneal epithelial cells were 40% to 50% confluent, they were trypsinized
and plated 1x106 onto a 35 mm dish; 2 cc ofGM was added. The cells were
grown to confluency for 48 to 72 hours. The culture dish containing the
postconfluent corneal epithelial cells was rinsed 3 times with 2 cc of
DPBS-CMF; 2 cc of thermolysin solution (150 [Lg/mL) was added into the
dish. This dish is incubated at 370 in 5% CO2 incubator for approximately
20 minutes. The cells were removed from the incubator when the edges
of the corneal epithelial sheet started to separate from the dish.
Thermolysin was removed from the dish. The cells were rinsed 3 times
with 2 cc of DPBS-CMF, and 2 cc of DMEM without supplements was
added to the side wall of the dish. The remaining attached edges and cor-
ners of the comeal epithelial sheet were loosened. A corneal collagen
shield or contact was placed onto a 60 mm dish with the concave side up.
The corneal epithelial sheet was slid from the 35 mm dish onto the 60 mm
dish over the collagen shield or contact lens keeping the basement mem-
brane down. One milliliter of unsupplemented DMEM was added to the
dish. The collagen shield or contact lens was ready for placement after 2
to 3 honrs.

Step II XVith Amnniotic Memlbrane as a Carrier. The preparation of the
amniotic membrane played an important role in this investigation. This
preparation is described below followed by the technique for application
of the expanded epithelial cell cultures.

AMNIOTIC MEMBRANE PREPARATION

Acquisition ofAmlniotic Membrane for Animlal Investigation
Amniotic membrane was secured from fresh placentae from the our uni-
versity hospital 3 to 4 days following delivery of a healthy infant.
Institutional Review Board approval was obtained for the harvest of these
placental tissties, and informed consent was obtained from each postpar-
tum mother shortly after birth. Each mother who donated the amniotic
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membrane had been cleared for HIV-1 and -2, hepatitis B virus surface
antigen, and syphilis, even though this protocol was only for rabbit inves-
tigational purposes. The placentae were kept at 4°c for 3 to 4 days to be
certain that the infant was healthy and no further pathologic examination
was required of the placenta.

The amniotic membrane was harvested in the following manner. The
amnion was dissected from the placenta in a sterile environment with
blunt dissection only. Once the single layer had been dissected from the
placenta, it was cleaned and rinsed 3 times in normal saline. The amniot-
ic membrane was cut into squares approximately 40 mm2 and placed in
storage medium. The membrane was then transferred to the autograft lab-
oratory and rapidly frozen to -80°. As amniotic membrane was needed, it
was individually thawed.

Preparation ofAtnniotic Memhibraine
Untreated amniotic membrane has epithelium, which we believed would
interfere with the potential adherence of expanded corneal epithelial cells
to the amniotic membrane. Initially, amniotic membrane epithelium could
not be removed by trypsinization alone. Previous attempts by other inves-
tigators suggested that sonification would be necessary to remove this
epithelium."9' The following protocol was established to discover the most
effective method of removing amniotic epithelium.

We reviewed 17 techniques to confirm the best method for removing
the amniotic epithelium while maintaining, as much as possible, the histo-
logic health and appearance of the amniotic basement membrane.

These techniques included sonification for 15, 30, 45, or 90 minutes
followed by gentle scraping of the epithelial surface; sonification for 15,
30, 45, or 90 minutes with trypsinization for 15 minutes, followed by gen-
tle scraping of the epithelial surface; trypsinization for 15 minutes, fol-
lowed by gentle scraping of the epithelial surface, followed by 15, 30, 45,
and 90 minutes of sonification; and, trypsinization for 15, 30, 60, 90, and
120 minutes followed by gentle scraping (Table ILL). The exact method of
trypsinization and scraping used is as follows: 3 mL DPBS with
PBS/1%ABAM was placed in a 60 mm tissue culture dish. Using forceps,
a 1 x 1-inch amniotic membrane was placed into each dish. The PBS was
gently aspirated, taking care not to aspirate the amniotic membrane. The
membrane was washed twice more with PBS/1%ABAM. Then, 3 mL of
0.25% trypsin/0.OlmM EDTA was placed in the culture dish. The dish was
placed in an incubator at 370 for the specified time as described above.
Control amniotic membrane underwent the same procedure covered only
with PBS. After the chosen time, the trypsin was neutralized with 3 mL
DMEM with 10% FCS. The amniotic membrane was again rinsed with
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TABLE III: PREPARATION OF AMINIOTIC IEIBRANE

MIINUTES AMNIOTIC EPITHELIUMI* AMINIOTIC BASEMENT
IENIBRANEv

Sonification/scrapingi
15 I I
:30 I-II 11
45 I-ll lll

Soniificatioin/scrapinig/trpsi llt
15 IV I
30 IV II
45 IV II-III
90 IV II-III
Tnplsiin/scrapingv/soniificatioli
15 IV 11-III
3() I' II
45 I, II
9( IN" II
Trvp)sin/scraping¶
15 IN" I
30 IN' II
45 IVT III
9( IVT III
120 IN, III

' See Tables IN' aiid V' for explaiiation of gradiiig scales.
f Soniificatioin for set mInulttes followed bv scrapinsg.
I Soniificationi for designiated minuittes followved b)v 15 Iliillites of trvpsinizatioin.
§ Trvpsinization for 15 minulttes followed by scraping follow7e(1 I) Tsoilifcation for (iesi(rnate(d

lliitites.
¶ Trnpsinization for designated minuiltes followved by scrapinig.

PBS/1%ABAM. The epithelial layer was scraped off uising blunt forceps.
The membrane was then washed twice with PBS/1%ABAM and fixed with
Streck Tissue Fixative. These portions of amniotic membrane were fixed
and stained with H and E and reviewed in a masked fashion by 2 observers
with agreement between the 2 observers. In each of these combinations,
the presence or absence of amniotic epithelium and the quiality of the
underlying basemnent meImbrane were assessed by histology to determine
the best metho(d for removing the amiiniotic epitheliumln anid preserving of
the basement memiibrane of the amnion. Comparison was macle with the
normal nontrypsinized amnion (Fig 3). The grading scale for the removal
of amniotic epithelinlm is stiummarized in Table IV. At the same time, the
amniotic mem7brane was also evaluated by the same 2 observers in a
masked fashion (masked as to technique of treatment of amniotic mem-

922



Cuiltured Corneal Epithelia for Ocular Suiface Disease

Norinial animinionl \vth epithelium.

omemibranie.

FIGURE 3

Epithelial cells are tightly adlhereint with normiial basement

brane) for the histologic appearance of the basement membrane. The
grading scale of the basement membrane is summcarized in Table V The
techniquie that successfully removed all amniotic epitheliuim, yet main-

TABLE IV: GRADING SCALE FOR AMNIOTIC MEMBRANE EPITHELIUM

I Normial anlniotic epitheliuim
II Majority of amniotic epithelial cells pynotic flatteneed acnd containiing vacuioles
III Few amniotic memnbrane cells remnaining and those reemlaining being flattenied aind

p)yOtiC
IN, No amniiiiotic epitheliimill seen

tained the best basement membrane of the amnion, was chosen for sub-
sequent investigations. (Fig 4)

Rabbit stem cell epithelium was then grown on the best amniotic base-
ment membrane following the removal of the amniotic epithelium in the
same fashion that the human stem cell composites were grown. Once con-

fluent epithelial growth was achieved, these were stored and used for the

TABLE V. AMNIIOTIC NIEMBRANE BASENIENT MEMBRANE HISTOLOGIC EVALUATION

I Normnal appearaince comppared to nonitreated basement meembranie
II Somewehat thinned basement membrane wNith minimiial or mild disrnptioni of

basement lamiiella

III Moderately to imiarkedly thinned basement membrane with disrnipted and fragmented
lameella
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FIGURE 4

Amiiniotic membrane stripped of epithelium. Basement membrane is minimally disturbed by
histologic examination. Grade IV for epitbelium and grade I for basement memlbrane.

rabbit investigation.
Representative portions of the amniotic membrane with rabbit epithe-

lium were studied histogically.

Acquisition and Preparation of Amniotic Membrane for Human
Investigation
Amniotic membrane for human use was obtained from Bio-Tissue, Miami,
Florida, and was stored at -800C until use. The membrane was obtained
from donor mothers who had been screened at delivery and again at 3
months for HIV-1, HIV-2, HTLV-1, and 2, HBsAg, HBcAb, HCV, and
syphilis, as performed by BioTissue.

The human amniotic membrane (HAM) from BioTissue was thawed in
370C water bath. The HAM was rolled onto a sterile 100 mm petri dish
containing 15 mL PBS/1%ABAM. The filter paper was removed, keeping
the epithelial side up.

The HAM from Bio-Tissue was prepared as described above to
remove the amniotic epithelium. After the aforementioned investigations
it was determined that trysinization for 15 minutes followed by gentle
scraping was satisfactory for removing the amniotic membrane epithelium
with the least damage to the underlying basement membrane (Figs 2 and
3). Following removal of the amniotic epithelium, the expanded comeal
epithelial cell population for rabbit or human transplantation was grown
onto the amniotic membrane as follows: The HAM was rinsed 3 times
with PBS/1% ABAM. In the fourth rinse bath, the HAM was applied to a
circular sterile stainless steel mesh with a 1.5 x 1.5 cm square cut into the
center of the mesh. The center of the membrane was placed over the cen-
ter of the mesh.

The cell growth techniques were identical through Step I as detailed
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in the above section on the preparation of cultured corneal epithelial
grafts. Then, the corneal cells, suspended in 0.5 mL GM, were inoculat-
ed onto the center of the HAM. The optimal number of corneal cells was
1.5-3 x10" cells. Two mL of GM was added to the dish. The dish with the
HAM is then placed into a C02 incubator at 370C. The HAM was kept cov-
ered with GM to prevent drying. More cells were plated if necessary. The
medium was changed every 2 days. One or 2 days before grafting, the
medium was changed to one without ABAM or cholera toxin. The cells
were allowed to attach before human transplantation for 10 to 14 days.
Before grafting, the medium was aspirated and the graft washed 3 times
with 7 mL PBS, aspirating between washes. After the final wash, 7 mL of
unsupplemented DMEM was added to the dish. The dish was placed in
an incubation chamber and purged with 95%O2/5%CO2. The graft is then
ready for transplant.

ANIMAL MODEL

The entire animlal investigation was approved and supervised by the uni-
versity experimental animal control committee. All experiments satisfied
the ARVO recommendations for the humane treatment of animals.

Six male and 6 femiale unrelated nonpigmented New Zealand adult
rabbits (2.8-3.2 kg) were anesthetized with ketaimine/xylazine/buprenor-
phine following the ARVO recommendations for the ethical treatment of
animals. Once satisfactory anesthesia hald been obtained, eaclh rabbit
received a drop of half-strength betadine to the conjunctival sac of each
eye for antibiosis. Each rabbit underwent a procedure similar to the fol-
lowing: Balanced salt solution was injected beneath the superior conjunc-
tiva of the right eye (OD) adjacent to the limbus to elevate the conjuncti-
va in order to allow dissection of the limbal epithelium, which was
removed and saved for later growth. The remainder of the entire limbal
tissues extending 3 mm posteriorly from the limbus 360" was excised to
remove, as muclh as possible, the putative stem cells. All corneal epithe-
lium was removed by scraping. Following removal of the corneal acnd lim-
bal epithelia and associated limbal tissues, hemostasis was maintained. N-
Hepanol was then applied for 60 seconds to the entire limbus, with the
treatment beginning at the superior limbus with the applicationi of a mois-
tened applicator stick and circling the limbus 360". All limbal stem tissues
were marked according to the rabbit numuber. The postoperative course
was benign, although the animals did require aind receive anagelsia for 48
hours.

Presumned rabbit corneal epithelial stem cell harvests were growln in
the laboratory with the same techniques discusse(d above for human cells.
Expanded corneal epithelial cells were grown onto amniotic membrane as
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described above. Sufficient rabbit cells were obtained to create an allo-
geneic opposite-sex graft for eachi rabbit.

Amniotic membranie was harvested and depleted of aminiotic epitheli-
umi in ouir laboratory as described above. This stored amniiotic membrane
was divided inito squares measuiring 25 mmin along eaclch edge. Expanded
cornieal epithelial cells were grown onto the basement membrane side or
the smooth surface of the amnlliotic membrane where the amniotic epithe-
litum lhad been previously.

Six weeks after the initial reimoval of the limbal epithelial stem cells
and unilateral ocuilar suirf'ace injury, a second procedure was performed on
these 12 rabbits. The animals were suiccessfully anesthetized according to
the ARVO recommendations for the ethical treatment of animals uising
ketamine, xylazine, and buprenorplline. Once suiccessful anesthesia had
been obtained, all rabbits were examuined. One male and 1 female rabbit
were euithanized as controls. The right and left corneal caps were enucle-
ated and fixed. The right eyes wei-e used control for the injuiry model, and
the left eye of one rabbit was uised as a normal control.

The remuaining 10 rabbits (5 male and 5 female rabbits) were anes-
thetized, and each right eye received 1 drop of half-strength betadine for
antisepsis. Each rabbit then hald all ocular suirface tissuies again removed
from the previously injured right cornea and limbus of the right eye. All
rabbits hald moderate to severe ocular surface injury. All epithelial tissues
were removed to a point 4 imm belhind the limbus. Hemostasis was main-
tained. Each rabbit then received an amniotic membrane transplant with
cultured rabbit corneal epithelium adhering to the surface of the hulmcaln
amniotic membrane. The procedure was performed in the following man-
ner.

The composite amniotic membrane with expanded allogeneic rabbit
corneal epithelial cells lining the surface was transferred to the bare scle-
ra and corneal stromla on a xvire mesh with a central square opening ineas-
ur-ing 15 x 15 mm. The edge of the ImeImbrane was gently swept from the
peripheiy of the wvire mesh to the bare stroma, leaving the membrane
directly covering the stroma with the epitheliulm uip. Beccause the epithe-
lial cells initially hald been placed centrally, the center of the mem-brane
was aligned with the centre of the cornea. The membrane was divided in
lhalf horizontally and gently puilled suiperiorly and inferiorly, leaving a 6 to
8 mm opening within the palpebral aperture. The anterior edge of the
suiperior portion of the composite graft was sewn to the suiperior periph-
eral cornieal stromnca. The posterior e(lge of the suiperior portion of the com-
posite graft was trimmed to fit the resected and recessed conjunctiva and
sewn to the conjunctival rimii approximl-ately 6 to 8 mmln posterior to the
superior limbus with 10-0 nylon. The grafts were sutilred into place, leav-
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ing the knots exposed becanse of the potential for tearing the membrane
if the knots were turned beneath the stroma.

The anterior edge of the inferior half of the membrane was sewn to the
cornea approximately 2 to 3 mm anterior to the inferior limbns, and the
inferior edge of the inferior graft was sewn to the bare sclera because of
the difficulty of reaching the recessed conjnnctiva. The composite graft
was sewn in place with 10-0 nylon, leaving the knots exposed. Each male
rabbit received amniotic membrane with an epithelial cell culture of
female cells from an unrelated donor, and each female rabbit received
amniotic membrane with an epithelial cell culture of male cells from an
unrelated donor. A contact lens was placed to help prevent the nictitans
from daamaging the composite graft. Snbconjunctival Kenalog (20 mg) was
given inferiorly to all rabbits.

On day 14 following the procednre, each rabbit was anesthetized for a
complete octilar suirfacle examination of the right eye. The results of this
examination are snmml-arized in Table VIII, and in the "Results" section.
Five of the rabbits did not have contact lenses remaining in the operated
eyes (1 male and 4 females), and 1 of these 5 appeared to have a corneal
infection. These eyes all appeared to be, and were classified as, more
inflaIned than those of the other 5 rabbits. Because of these changes and
the need for understanding the biology of the composite transplants, these
rabbits were anesthetized and euthanized 2 days later (day 16) and are
defined as Group I. The right eyes of these rabbits were enucleated and
fixed. On day 14 the remaining 5 rabbits had their original contact lenses
in place. Each had a clear cornea and no discernible epithelial defects,
although the contact lenses were not removed; the eyes were not stained
xvitl fltiorescein. All had dissolving, bnt still visible, composite grafts.
These 5 rabbits (1 female and 4 males) were followed for an additional 14
days (until day 28 following the composite graft implantation), and then
anesthetized, examined, and euthanized; they are defined as Group II.
The right comeal caps were removed and fixed. The clinical examination
is snmmalrized in Table VII in the results.

These ocnilar tissnies were examined histologically with H and E stain-
ing and with immnnohistochemical staining for AE5, (ICN Biomedicals,
Inc, Aurora, Ohio) and vimentin (Sigma, St Louis, Missonri).

RESULTS

HUMAN OCULAR SURFACE RECONSTRUCTION WITH CULTURED CORNEAL

EPITHELIUM

The investigation involves 19 patients. The limbal corneal epithelial cells
of 1 patienit dlid not growv. We have performed cultnred corneal epithelial
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cell transplants on the 18 remaining patients to include 20 procedures
using different carriers for different conditions as the surface disease
required, and as the technique evolved. All 20 procedures were initially
successful with no surgical complications. Three patients had unsuccessful
results, 1 allogeneic patient had a partially successful procedure, and 1
allogeneic patient had a procedure with an undetermined result, as yet.
These are summarized in Table VI.

Patient Reports
Case 1, AR. A 68-year-old man was referred in October 1994 with a large
and severe recurrent pseudopterygium on his right eye (Fig 5). This lesion
extended 5 mIn onto the cornea from the temporal limbus, and the cord
length along the temporal limbus was 10 mm. The lesion covered nearly

FIGURE 5
Case 1. P~reoperative view of large psenidopterygiuiim and svroiblephairoin

half of the corneal surface He stated that he had had 10 operations on this
eye, most recently 5 months before his initial visit. His best corrected
vision was 20/60 with a nuclear cataract. He had moderate restriction of
adduction (2 of 4 on a graded scale). He had an ipsilateral superior nasal
limbal biopsy, which was expanded in culture. In November 1994, he
underwent removal of this pseudopterygium, including a lamellar dissec-
tion of cornea and sclera. He received an 8 mm corneal lamellar graft
straddling the limbus. An expanded corneal epithelial autograft was sewn
over this lamellar carrier, with the posterior edge of the graft sewn into the
resected edge of the conjunctiva, and the corneal edge sewn into the
corneal stroma adjacent to the edge of the lamellar graft without directly
involving the visual axis. (Figs 5 and 6) A therapeutic contact lens placed
over the graft was removed at 2 months. At 6 mnonths he, had some mild
recurrence inferiorly along the edge of the graft extending 2 mm toward
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FIGURE 6

Case 1. Seven davs postoperatively. Note edge of lamellar str-omiial graft and e(lge of comll-
posite graft.

the visual axis, but he had a clear visuial axiS antld I1o restrictioni. His vision
had worsenedl to 20/400 becauise of his cataract.

Case 2, AR. In January 1995, a 73-year-old Filipino mian was referred for
a large pterygiumil extending 5 mm towardl the visual Laxis fromii the nasal
limbus of his right eye. This hcad been previously resected. He hald mild
limitation of abduction (1 of 4 on a grade(d scale). His visuial actuity was
20/70. In March 1995, he had resectioni of hlis pterygiutim and acdjoining
conjunctival tissuies. He received a lamellar corneal stromal graft followed
by a 10 mm expanded corneal epithelial autologouis graft, whvich was sewn
into place over the stromal graft. The posteiior edges were sewn to the
resected conijutnctival edges near the nasal canthus, and the anterior edge
was sewn into the cornea approximately 4 mmn fromii the nasal limnbus (Figs
7,8, and 9). A contact lens was placed over the epithelitum. The contact
lens was removed and the coiticosteroids were stopped at 2 m-ontlhs. At 3
months, his vision was 20/40 with a cortical cataract believed to be respon-
sible for the remiainiing visutal loss (Fig 10). At 24 months, he had no recur-
rence an(d no miotility restriction.

Case 3 arid( 14,VH. In March 1995, a 49-year-old Caucasian mian pre-
sented with 2700 of limbal involvement with conjunctival intraepithelial
neoplasia (known postoperatively by pathological diagnosis) oni the surface
of the left eye (Fig 11). The limbcal regioni between 12 an(d 3 o'clock
appeared free of tumor. He h1-ad extension onto the lower palpebral surface
to include the lower lid mnargin. His tumor extenided nasally and superior-
ly approximcately 6 mm behincd the limbus. He hald a history of a previous-
ly resected cutaneous squamous cell carciniomca on the lower lid of the
same eve, as well as multiple squcamous cell carcinomiias on the facial skin.
His vision was 20/30. 'We obtained a limbal biopsy from the superior lim-
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FIGURE 7
Composite graft used in case 2. Graft is slightly curled in small sterile plastic dish. Graft is
approximately 25 x 20 mm.

FIGURE 8
External intraoperative photograph of case 2 taken after composite graft sewn into place.

FIGURE 9
Case 2. Seven days postoperatively. Note edge of lamellar graft and edge of composite graft.
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FIGURE 10
Case 2. Three months postoperatively. Lamellar stromal graft in place vith unintentional
suiblamellar hemorrhage. Composite graft has dissolved, prestumably leaving epithelial cells.

FIGURE

Case 3. Preoperative view. Note limbal involvement from 3 to 6 o'clock positions. Lower
lid lash loss was doe to previous excision of cuitaneous squamouis cell carcinoma.
Conijunctival intraepithelial neoplasia involved palpehral suirface sod lower lid miargin.

bus of the OD and expanded these tissues in vitro as discussed above.
Four weeks later, in April 1995, we removed his bulbar and palpebral
tumor and applied light cryotherapy and placed the expanded epithelial
graft onto the bulbar and palpebral surfaces. An epithelial graft was placed
to cover the denuded bulbar surface and sewn to the resected conjuncti-
val edge superiorly, nasally, and temporally (Fig 12). The anterior edge of
the superior p6rtion of the graft was sewn to the superior peripheral
cornea stroma. The anterior edge of the inferior portion of the graft was
sewn to the inferior peripheral corneal stroma. The posterior edge of the
inferior portion of the graft was sewn to the bare sclera approximately 9 to
10 mm posterior to the limbus. An additional expanded epithelial graft was
placed on the palpebral surface of the lower lid and was sewn to the lid
margin as well as approximately 7 mm inferior to the posterior edge of the
lower lid margin on the palpebral surface. A therapeutic contact lens was
placed on the cornea. The contact lens and corneal sutures were removed
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FIGURE 12

Catse 3. Onie dav postoperativelx. Note cooiiposite gralft straddllinlg limn6bos (graft is somewhat
hemorrlhagic). Composite graft extends iilto cul-de-sac and onto palpebral surftace of lower
li(ls.

2 months later. His vision was 20/25. He ha(l a smooth corneal suirface with
a mildly injected conjunctival surface hut only one (leep inferior temporal
symblepharon (Fig 13). By April 1996, he had 20/25 vision with a clear
smooth corneal surface and mildly injected conjunctiva and no additional
symblephara. He had also developed peripheral nodules in the suiperior
nasal peripheral cornea suiggestive of Salzmann's nodular degeneration.

He did well until April 1998, when he presented with what appeared
to be a recurrence of his conjunctival intraepithelial neoplasia 2700 from 6
to 3 o'clock in a clockwise fashion. The previously uininvolved sector
between 12 and 3 o'clock now appeared to have tumor involvement.
Vision was 20/200. He had a biopsy of the right superior limbus and expan-
sion of his limbal corneal epithelial stem cells. He hald a repeat epithelial
autograft atop amniotic membrane in May 1998. The limbal tumor and
associated epithelial tissues were removed with excision to approximnately
5 mm posterior to the limbus 360'". Additional suspicious conjunctival tis-

FIGURE 13
Case 3. Two to 3 months after s.rgery Note th 4 most of composite graft has dissolved,
althioughI remiiin:an:ts reiniin
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sue was remuoved from the inferior palpebral surface but was found to be
only inflaimmatory tissue. Light cryotherapy was placed 3600. The epithe-
lial graft, in a "doughnut" shape, was sewn to the edge of resected con-
junctiva approximately 5 to 6 mm posterior to the limbus. The anterior
edge of the amniotic membrane composite graft was sewn to the periph-
eral corneal stroma. A therapeutic contact lens was placed.
Postoperatively, he was treated with mild corticosteroids. His epithelial
surface remlained epithelialized as the amniotic membrane gradually dis-
solved. Five months later, he appeared to be free of tumor and had com-
plete re-epithelialization with no defect and no evidence of amniotic
membrane. There was a distinct line of demarcation where the amniotic
membrane had been sewn to the posterior edge of the conjunctiva. There
remaine(l only a single deep temporal symbleplharon. Vision was 20/100.

Case 4 MH. A 38-year-old man sustained a grade 4 alkali buirn to his left
eye in May 1995. He developed multiple problems associated with this
injury, inclutding a chronic corneal epithelial (lefect. In June 1995, he had
a conjunctival biopsy of the superior limbus of the contralateral eye as
described above. The expanded epithelial autograft was sewn into place 4
weeks later after extensive removal of injured builbar tissues. The graft was
placed to include the area of' the damaged epithelium. A therapeutic con-
tact lens was placed. Over the next 3 months, he developed trichiasis and
entropion, lost his therapeuitic lens, and lost the epithelial graft. He sub-
sequently developed phthisis and lost all vision in the eye. This was clas-
sified as unsuiccessful.

Case 5, CV. In December 1995, a 39-year-old Asian man was referred with
bilateral nasal pterygia. Both pterygia extended 4 mm toward the visuial axis
from the nasal limbus and appeared injected. By May 1996, growth was
documentedl from the pterygium on his right eye (Fig 14). He uinderwent
a biopsy with a harvest of 2 mm of limbal conjunctival tissues to include the
presumed comeal epithelial stem cells for expansion in vitro. In June 1998,
he underwent resection of his pterygium on the right eye with a lamellar
corneal stromal graft placed astride the limbuis. The anterior edge of the
expanded auitologous epithelial graft was sewn onto the clear corneal stro-
ma in advancIe of the edge of the lamellar graft. The posterior edge of the
graft was sewn into the resected edge of conjunctiva approximately 8 to 9
mm from the nasal limbus (Fig 15). A therapeutic contact lens was placed.
The contact lens was removed 2 months later, and examination 3 months
after surgery showed that the eye was quiet with mild injectioni of the con-
junctiva posteiior to the resecte(l edge blit no evidence of recurrence of the
pterygium. He was lost to follow up after thalt visit.
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FIGURE 14

Case 5. Preoperative view of nasal pterygium.

FIGURE 15
Case 5. One week postoperatively with composite graft in place.

Case 6 DO. In April 1996, a 45-year-old Caucasian man was referred for
a rapidly recurring (second recurrence) pterygium on his left eye extend-
ing 4 mm toward the visual axis from the nasal limbus with an 8 mm base
at the limbus. His visual acuity was 20/20. In May 1996, after successful
growth of his ipsilateral limbal stem cell biopsy, he underwent resection of
his pterygium and implantation of a corneal stromal lamellar graft strad-
dling the nasal limbus with an expanded corneal epithelial stem cell graft
overlay. This epithelial autograft measured about 9 mm and was sewn into
the resected edge of the conjunctiva approximately over the insertion of
the medial rectus and into the corneal stroma at about 4 mm toward the
visual axis from the nasal limbus at the edge of the lamellar graft. A ther-
apeutic contact lens was placed. In 2 months, his contact lens was removed
and the corticosteroids were discontinued. At 3 months and at 2 years, he
had no sign of recurrence. He did have injection over the medial rectus
nasal to the conjunctival wound edge. Vision remained 20/20.

Cases 7 and 8, EA. In May 1996, a 57-year-old Hispanic woman was seen
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with recurrent bilateral pterygia (2 pterygia on OD and 1 pterygium on
OS) (Fig 16). The nasal pterygia in each eye had been resected previous-
ly with prompt recurrence and obstruction of the visual axis to the 20/400

............:.:...u
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FIGURE 16
Case 7. Preoperative view (of recurrent pterygiumn

level. Each eye had moderate (2 of 4 on evenly divided scale) restriction
of abduiction. The limbal conjunctiva was harvested from the right eye and
expanded in v,itro. In June 1996, (4 weeks later) she had a resection of the
nasal pterygium, and a lamellar corneal graft (as a stromal carrier) was

placed with an expanded corneal epithelial autograft overlay sewn atop the
carrier and bare sclera of left eye (Fig 17). A therapeuitic soft contact lens
was placed. In 6 weeks, the contact lens was removed, and her topical cor-

ticosteroids were tapered. In September 1996, she had a similar procedure
performed on the left eye, but this eye had 2 simultaneous procedures with
an expanded epithelial auitograft sewn in place over the carrier on both the
nasal and temi-poral horizontal limbuis. At 6 weeks following the second set
of proceduires, the second therapeutic lens was removed. Within 5 months
her vision had improved to 20/30 in each eye with a clear vi4sual axis and
clear intact nonstaining comeal epithelium (Fig 18). There were no recur-
rences of the pterygia, althouigh injection persisted in the palpebral aper-
tuire posterior to the lamellar graft. She was lost to follow-up.

Case 9, BW. In June 1997, a 70-year-old Caucasian woman presented
with extensive primary acquiired melanosis (PAM) extending across 80% of
the su-perior bulbar suirface into the superior cuil-de-sac and extending
onto the palpebral surface of the upper tarsus, and even onto the mnargin
of the uipper lid. A 2 mm2 limbal biopsy was obtained as described above.
Fouir weeks later, after successfuil expansion of the corneal epithelial cell
cuilture, she underwent removal of the bulbar conjunctiva, including much
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FIGURE 17

Case 7 On1e daxV postoperatively. Laimiellar graft e(lge and coimiposite graft edge b)oth visible.

_ X b .: .......~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~........_ _ _ I , * .:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~. ....................., _
FIGURE 18

Case 7. At ab)out 5 miontis postoperativevelasaISiiiIbf)tis is clear.

of the suiperior limbus and palpebral surface of the upper tarsus to remi-ove
the epithieliuim with acquired melanosis. The expanded epithelial auitograft
on a collagen shield was placed atop the denuded bulbar, but not palpe-
bral, surface and sewn into place using sutuires into the upper edge
of the superior cul-de-sac. A therapeutic contact lens was placed.
Postoperatively, she was treated with topical steroids, and the therapeutic
contact lens remained in place for 6 weeks. At that time, all sutures were
remnoved. By 3 months, her operated left eye was quiet with normnal-
appearing conjunctival and corneal epithelium. Vision had returned to her
preoperative level of 20/25. She had some foreshortening of the tipper cuil-
de-sac. By 18 mnonths, shie had some bulbar recurrence of the PAM, whlich
has been suibsequiently resected, but the cornea remains clear without
staining, and the superior cul-de-sac has remained unchanged.

Case 10, AD. In Auigust 1997, a 64-year-old Cauicasian womi-an was seen
with a severe recurrent nasal pterygium on the righit eye extending 4.5 mmi-
onto the cornea with restriction of abduction (3 of 4 on an equally divided
scale) (Fig 19). Shie had diplopia in abduiction fromi- her pterygiumi but had
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FIGURE 19
Case 10. Preoperative vie7 of recurrent nasal pterygimnn (with significanit motility restric-
tioll)

20/40 vision. She underwent a superior limbal conjunctival biospy from
the OD which was expanded in vitro. Four weeks later, she underwent
resection of the pterygium with a lamellar corneal graft placed astride the
limbus. A corneal epithelial autograft grown on a collagen shield was sewn
into place to cover the nasal cornea to the edge of the resected conjuncti-
va. A therapeuitic contact lens was placed, and she had been treated with
mild corticosteroids for 6 weeks when the contact lens was removed.
Within 3 months, she had 20/25 vision and full motility (Fig 20). At 1 year,
she continuied to have a clear cornea with no recurrence of the pterygium,

FIGURE 20
Case 10. Postoperative voevv at about 4 m,onith s. Note edge of lamellar strom..al graft w.ith.
stuttires removedl Compositegra;ft l ias dissolved.

and fuill motility (4 of 4 on a divided scale), huit she did have distortion of
the nasal conjunctiva where the edge of the resected conjuinctiva had
heen.
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Case 11, DG. In Novemnber 1997, a 37-year-old black man was referred
for a recurrent pterygium on the ncasal aspect of his left eye. This had been
remove(d 2 years earlier, and he had beta irradiation. The recturrence
extende(l 4 mm onto the cornea toward the visutal axis fromn the nasal lim-
bus. His best-corrected visual acuity was 20/50, but motility was full. After-
biopsy of his ipsilateral superior temporal limbus, his limbial corneal
epithelial stem cells were grown in vitro. In Janutaiy 1998, he had resec-
tion of his pterygium and placement of' a lamellar stromal graft stra(ldling
the nasal limbus. He received an expande(d corneal epithelial graft approx-
imiately 9 m-m in diameter grown on a collagen shield. This graft extend-
ed fromi the resected edge of the conjunctiva medially to the leadinig edge
of the lamnellar stromial graft in the peripheral cornea and was sewn into
place. The collagen shield had melted to a large degree and the remaining
tissues were very difficult to apply. A therapeutic contact lens was placed.
At approximately 2 months the therapeutic contact lens was removed but
the corticosteroids were continued f'or an additioncal 2 months because of
chronic inflammnation. WVithin 4 months he had a recturrence of 3 mmn onlto
the cornea over the lamnellar graft but no restriction. He malintailled the
coonjunctival injection in that qua(lrant. He has had n1o fuirther change in
his recturrenice for 1 year. This proceduire was deemed unsuccessful
because of a rec.urrence of the pterygium. The collagen shield was nearly
mnelted at the timne of surgery) and(I it is believed that the cells did not
a(lhere.

Case 12, AB. In October 1997, a 71-year-old Filipino womiaI was referred
with a severe recurrent pseudopterygiumll on her left eye. She hald had
multiple procedures witlh at least 3 attempts at removal in the United
States. Slhe had dense scariing of' the mediall half' of the cornea, incluiding
a large pseudopterygiutim that extended 6 mm onto the cornea froim the
nasal limbus, involving nearly the entire medial hallf' of the cornea (Fig
21). She had diplopia in primary gaze xitlh an left esotropia of 4 to 5 prism
diopters. She had marked restriction of abduction of the left eye (3 of 4 on
a grade(l scale). Her best-corrected visutal acuity in the left eye was 20/80.
In Januiary 1998, after ipsilateral superior limbal biopsy acnd in vitro expan-
sion of' tle putative stem cell population, she had complete removal of her
pseuidopterygium with an 8 mmn lamellar corneal stromiial graft placed
astride the nasal limbus. An expanded corneal epithelial autograft wvas
placed atop the lacmellar stromlal graft on a collagen shield carrier an(d sewn
into place directly over the cornea. A therapeutic contact lens was placed.
After 2 muonths, her thertapeutic contact lens was remnove(l. Corticosteroids
were continue(l for 5 mnoniths becatuse of clhronic injectioni, but there was
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FIGURE 21

Case 12. Preoperative view of large pseudopterygiutm.

no recurrence. By 7 months, her best-corrected visual acuity was 20/30,
although she did have irregular astigmatism secondary to the lamellar
graft. Nevertheless, at 1 year she had no signs of corneal recurrence and
she had complete return of normal abduction. The nasal aspect of her con-
junctiva remains injected beyond the edge of the lamellar graft.

Case 13, HL. A 91-year-old man was referred in January 1998 with a neu-
rotrophic ulcer in the left eye secondary to previous herpes zoster oph-
thalmnicuis. He had been struiggling with this ulcer intermittently for 4
years. He had had multiple medications, lubricants, and a 40% tarsorrha-
phy, all of which had helped for different periods of time. When he was
seen, he had hand-motion vision with a large neurotrophic ulcer measur-
ing 4 to 5 mm horizontally and 3 mm vertically (Fig 22). He was treated
with a variety of agents, including a therapeutic contact lens, without suc-
cess. Prior to a conjunctival flap, he was offered an expanded epithelial
autograft. He consented and had a 2 mm2 biospy of his ipsilateral superi-

FIGURE 22

Case 13. Neotrotrophic ulcer with fluorescein stain just prior to application of contact lens.
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or temporal limbal conjunctiva. His presumed corneal epithelial stem cells
were grown and placed on the concave surface of a therapeutic contact
lens, which was placed on the surface of his eye 4 weeks later. His neu-
rotrophic ulcer healed within 24 hours. The contact lens was left in place.
His contact lens spontaneously came out 2 months later, leaving him with
a 2 mmi oval epithelial defect (less than half the original size). A replace-
ment contact lens provided prompt healing of his neurotrophic ulcer. His
contact lens was removed at 6 months with no epithelial defect, and at 9
months, his epithelium remained healed and his visual acuity was 20/100.

Case 14. See Case 3 for details.

Case 15, VO. A 42-year-old Hispanic woman was referred in July 1998
with a recurrent pterygium on her left eye. She had had 2 previous proce-
duires, in April 1996 and again in March 1998 with prompt recurrence. She
ha(l diplopia in her left gaze and moderate restriction of abduction (2 of 4
on a graded scale). Her nasal pterygium measured 3 mm onto the cornea
toward the visual axis but was quite taut in abduiction. She underwent a
biopsy of her superior temporal limbus with growth of her presumed lim-
bal corneal epithelial stem cells. Four weeks later, she underwent resec-
tion of her pterygium to approximately 6 mm posterior to the limbus. She
had an amniotic membrane graft with expanded corneal epithelial cells
placed over the corneal stroma and the exposed sclera (Fig 23). The amni-
otic membrane was sewn to the resected conjunctival edge posteriorly and
onto the peripheral cornea at the nasal limbus. A therapeutic contact lens
was placed. At the 1-month visit, the therapeutic contact lens was not pres-
ent, althouglh the duration of wear is unknown. At that time, her vision
was 20/20 with no restriction, and complete epithelialization with no signs

i ....... ........ ...

FIGURE 23
Case 15. Oine (1ay postoperaitivelyv with coimposite graoft of amniiotic miem-branie anti expanided
atitologonis epitlbeliali cells inl Place.
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of recurrence. At 4 months, she had vascularization of the amniotic mem-
brane graft and recurrence of the pterygium, although there was no
restriction of motility at this time. This was judged to be unsuccessful with
recurrence of the pterygiuim, although she did not have any restriction of
motility.

Case 16, JB. A 73-year-old Caucasian man was referred in October 1995
with pseudo-pemphigoid and stem cell failure believed to be secondary to
chronic glaucoma medications. His ocular surface was worse on the right
eye than the left eye with count fingers and 20/60 visual acuiity, respec-
tively. The surface of his right eye showed conjunctivization and vascular-
ization of the surface. In Juily 1998, his sister had a biopsy of her superior
temporal limbus of the superior temporal limbus of her left eye. Her pre-
sumed corneal epithelial stem cells were grown atop amnioticimembrane,
and 5 weeks later in August 1998, they were transferred to the patient. At
that time, the patient had complete resection of the conjuinctiva of the
right eye to 4 mm posterior to the limbus 3600. The amniotic membrane
was sewn onto the resected edge of the conjunctiva 4 mm behind the lim-
bus, and a 6 mm circular opening was cut into the center of the amniotic
membrane. The corneal or anterior edge of the composite graft was sewn
into place with sutures to the corneal stroma at the anterior edge, leaving
a 6 mm clear visual axis and bare stroma. A therapeutic contact lens was
placed. At 24 hours, he had begun to re-epithelialize, and his vision was
20/100. Topical corticosteroids, topical cyclosporin A, and oral cyclosporin
A treatment was begun.

At 4 weeks, he developed infectious crystalline keratopathy in the cen-
tral 3 mm zone, but the epithelium surrouinding this area was clear and
intact. The amniotic membrane had retracted, leaving an 8 mm clear zone.
Cultures of the central cornea yielded Staphylococcuis species,
Streptococculs virdans, and Cornynebacteriumn species, and he was treat-
ed appropriately. Cyclosporin A was discontinued, and the corticosteroids
were reduced. Over the next 3 months, this corneal defect slowly healed
and re-epithelialized. At 5 months, he had completely re-epithelialized.
He had clear corneal epithelium without vascuilarization, and a hazy stro-
mal scar froim the infectious keratitis. Vision had improved to 20/200. He
is considered partially successful because of only minimal visual improve-
ment and the comeal scar from his infectious keratitis.

Case 17, MS. In novenber 1997, a 55-year-old Hispanic woman was
referred because of a recurrent pterygiumn on the left eye. This pterygium
had been resected twice previously, and on the second excisioni had had 13
irradiation. The pterygium extended 4 mm onto the cornea from the nasal
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limbus. Her visual acuity was 20/20. She had an ipsilateral superior tem-
poral limbal biopsy in the standard manner of previous patients for an
eventual expanded epithelial cell transplant. Her limbal stem cells did not
grow in vitro, however. While waiting for her cells to grow, she lost fund-
ing for her procedure and was lost to follow-up. No procedure was per-
formed.

Case 18, JR. A 40-year-old Caucasian man was referred in July 1998 with
a severe prolonged thermal burn of his right eye caused by molten metal.
He had ischemia of the nasal, inferior, and superior limbus and sclera with
evidence of ischemia extending from 12 to 8 o'clock. He had marked
corneal stromal edema and a small hyphema. His wound was treated as an
alkali burn and retained an epithelial defect for 6 weeks, with evidence of
stem cell failure. By 3 months, he had a marked pseudopterygium to
include the nasal 180° of his cornea. He had inferior and superior symble-
phara with marked restriction of adduction (3 of 4 on a graded scale) (Fig
24). His visual acuity was count fingers. His eye gradually quieted, and in
September 1998, he had a 2 mm2 limbal conjunctival biopsy of the con-
tralateral eye to include the presumed stem cells. These were grown in
vitro and placed atop the amniotic membrane. In October 1998, he
underwent a procedure to remove the pseudopterygium and symblephara,
and to clear the bulbar and palpebral surfaces of scar tissue. A large amni-
otic membrane graft with expanded epithelial stem cells was placed and
sewn posteriorly to the resected edge of the conjunctiva at approximately
11 mm from the nasal limbus and 8 to 9 mm from the limbus superiorly
and inferiorly. The anterior edge was sewn onto the peripheral corneal
(Fig 25). A therapeutic contact lens was placed. At 3 months, his contact
was removed and he had a visual acuity of 20/30 with no restriction and no

FIGURE 24
Case 18. Preoperative appearance of severe pseudopterygium and upper-lid ankyloblepharon
following sustained thermal burn.
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FIGURE 25

Case 18. Onie day1 postoperatively. Edge of composite graft at edge of niasal piipillary border
canl be seeni.

sign of recurrence. He had somne amniotic membrane remaining on the
corneal surface and complete re-epithelialization (Fig 26). He still had
some persistent injection restricted mostly to the conjunctiva posterior to
the amniotic membrane graft.

Case 19, RM. In July 1998, a 33-year-old Hispanic man was referred with
a recurrent pseudopterygium on his left eye, extending from his inferior
nasal cul-de-sac with a symblepharon extending across the bulbar con-
junctiva and 4 mm onto his cornea toward his visual axis. He had restric-
tion of adduction (3 of 4 on a graded scale) in his left eye (Fig 27). He had
a 2 mm2 limbal conjunctival biopsy to include his presumed stem cells in
September 1998. These cells were grown atop amniotic membrane in
vitro. In October 1998, he had a procedure to remove his pseuidoptery-
gium and symblepharon and place the composite graft over tbe bare stro-

FIGURE 26
Case 18. Tbr montbs postoperatively with sutures remo ed. Edges of dissoing amniotic
miemibranie caso be seeni Peripbiera~l corneal vascularization is seen in mi1( sti-omia amd couild
niot bIe removed wNitls superfici il (lissectioni Note tbat amblyoblephairon i ias beeni relieved.
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FIGURE 27

Case 19. Preoperative appearance of left eye. Note mild nasal ptervgitimaina(l moderate tem-
poral psell(optervgiulm wvith svmIlepharon.

ma. The posterior edge was sewn into place approximately 10 mm poste-
rior to the limbus, and the anterior edge was sewn into place onto the
corneal stroma in the peripheral cornea (Fig 28). A therapeutic contact
lens was placed. Two months later, the contact lens was removed, and 3
months later, he had a clear cornea with no sign of recurrence or restric-
tion and his 20/25 preoperative vision had returned. His left eye was rela-
tively quiet, but there was persistent injection in the inferior cul-de-sac
and in the temporal palpebral aperture. The injection was especially
noted posterior to the edge of the previously placed amniotic membrane
graft. Most of the amniotic membrane had dissolved, and his cornea was
completely re-epithelialized.

Case 20, LB. A 46-year-old Caucasian man was referred in September
1998 with a history of a bilateral alkali burn. He had had multiple surger-
ies on each eye, with the right eye retaining a successful corneal transplant

FIGURE 28
Case 19. PostoperatiXe appearance at 1 week Composite graft is somewhat hem.orrhagic.
Restriction aiid syvmblepharon are relieved.
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and 20/30 vision with marked conjunctival distortion and limbal damage.
His left eye had had multiple corneal transplants that had failed, leaving
him with complete opacification of the cornea and hand-motion vision.
One week later, a 2 mm2 limbal conjunctival epithelial biopsy was obtained
from his sister and expanded in vitro. Four weeks later, after successful
expansion of his sister's presumned limbal corneal epithelial stem cells, he
had a surgical procedure to remove all surface epithelium and surface vas-
cularization. An amniotic membrane composite graft with epithelial stem
cell overlay was sewn into place to cover his entire cornea and limbal
region to 5 mm behind the limbus 3600. His cornea was completely opaci-
fied, and because the intent was to create a normal surface for later
corneal transplantation, no central opening for the visual axis was made.
This composite graft was sewn onto the resected conjunctival edge poste-
riorly, and a therapeutic contact lens was placed. At 24 hours, the contact
lens and the epithelial cells were in place. Treatment with topical corti-
costeroids and topical cyclosporin A was begun. Oral cyclosporin A was to
begin at 48 hours, but the patient neglected to fill the prescription.
Between days 1 and 4 the contact lens was lost, because on his day 4 visit,
he had only a peripheral rim of epithelium on the amniotic membrane and
no contact lens. His sister's cells were regrown in the laboratory, placed
onto a collagen shield, and 6 weeks later placed onto his ocular surface,
including the amniotic membrane. A therapeutic contact lens was placed.
At his 1-month examination, the therapeutic contact lens remained, and
he was completely epithelialized. If the epithelium is retained, a corneal
transplant may be planned in 6 months. This procedure is deemed a par-
tial failure, but the ultimate fate of his epithelial graft and the epithelial
cells is still undetermined.

Case 21, MJ. A 46-year-old Caucasian man was referred in July 1998 with
pseudopterygia on the nasal and temporal aspect of his right globe with
extension inferior temporally. The entire inferior 180° had some degree of
peripheral vascularization and pannus. These pseudopterygia extended 3
to 4 mm toward the visual axis from the limbus and were injected. He was
treated with doxycycline, bacitracin, and topical corticosteroids, which did
not improve the pseudopterygia, although injection decreased. In October
1998, he had a biopsy of his superior temporal limbus of his contralateral
eye. This 2 mm2 biopsy was cultured and the presumed corneal epithelial
stem cell population expanded. The corneal epithelial cells were grown
onto amniotic membrane. Four weeks later, he underwent an excision of
the nasal and temporal pseudopteryia with implantation of amniotic mem-
brane with expanded autologous corneal epithelial cells. The posterior edge
of the graft was sewn onto the resected edge of the conjunctiva for 180° of
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the nasal, inferior, and temporal quadrants approximately 6 to 7 mm
behind the limbus circumferentially. The anterior margin was sewn into
place onto the corneal stroma in the peripheral cornea. A therapeutic con-
tact lens was placed. The lens and sutures were removed at 2 months, and
at that time his vision remained 20/20 with no signs of recurrence and mild
injection over the host conjunctiva peripherally (Fig 29).I | 1 - 11_ B 1t'~~~~~~~~~~~~~..'.. '..:...

FIGURE 29
Case 21. Postoperative appearasnce at 2i-months showing distribution of nasal, inferior, and
temporal application of composite graft. Most of composite graft has dissolved, but anterior
corneal edge can be seen at the sutures sod posterior edges can be seen approximately 4.5
mmT posterior to limbus.

Summ-ar-y ofHuman Results
Growth of cultured corneal epitbelial stem cells was successful in 18 of 19
patients included in the investigation (18 patients, 19 eyes, and 20 trans-
plantation procedures). In these 18 patients, the limbal epithelial cells
(presumed cormeal epithelial stem cells) grew rapidly, and within 4 to 5
weeks, produced enough corneal epithelial cells for an expanded autolo-
gous epithelial transplant of approximately 25 to 35 mm in diameter with
3 to 5 epithelial cell thickness. This size graft was sufficient to cover most
of the bulbar conjunctival surface, especially that adjacent to the corneal
limbus of the operated eye. There were no complications at the biopsy site
of any autologous or allogeneic donor.

One of the patients had a biopsy that did not produce expanded
epithelial cells, although there was no known laboratory problem with
these cells. All other autologous and allogeneic biopsies grew well.

The ocular surface appeared to benefit in 15 of the 20 transplantation
procedures. No permanent complication appeared because of the proce-
dure although one patient considered partially successful had infectious
keratitis which delayed healing. Three procedures were unsuccessful,
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one was partially successfuil, and one remains undetermined.
Nine of these 20 procedures (8 patients) used a lamellar corneal stro-

ma as a carrier, and these almost could be considered as autologous kera-
toepithelioplasties. These lamellar grafts were 6 to 8 mm and were placed
onto a dissected lamellar bed. The autologous expanded epithelial graft
was placed on top of bare corneal stroma/sclera and sewn into place much
like a free conjunctival graft. One of the pterygia (case 11) recuirred across
this lamellar graft and was considered unsuccessful. This wacs believed to
be due to melting of the collagen shield, which was the carrier of the
epithelium. The remaining 8 were successfuil and, in most cases, had full
return of motility. One of the 7 amniotic membrane/expanded epithelial
cell grafts was uinsuccessful, one of the amniotic membrane grafts was par-
tially successful, and one remains undetermined. In the unsuccessful pro-
cedure (case 15), the therapeutic contact lens was lost between the sec-
ond and fourth weeks postoperatively. In the second procedure (case 20),
the therapeutic soft contact lens and his expanded epithelium were lost by
day 4, and his result remains undetermined.

There were 2 expanded epithelial grafts using only collagen gel as a
carrier, and 1 of these failed because of mechanical reasons (case 5).
There were 4 grafts using a collagen shield as the carrier with 1 of these
considered unsuccessful because of the collagen shield. There was 1 com-
posite graft using a therapeutic contact lens, believed to be successful
(case 13). There were 7 composite graft procedures using amniotic mem-
brane, and 4 were believed to be successful. One procedure was consid-
ered unsuccessful (case 15), one composite amniotic membrane graft was
partially successful, and the remaining composite amniotic membrane
graft is undetermined at present (case 20) (summarized in Table VI)
(unsuccessful patients summarized in Table VII).

TABLE VII: PRESUMED CAUSE FOR FAILURE*

Stem cell growth failure in vitro 1
Lost contact lens/lost epithelitnniVm/lelted carrier 3
Mechanical loss of cells (trichiasis/enitropioni) 1

*Caulses of failure from all 19 cases admiiitted to study. Cells failed to grow in 1 patient anId
were tunsuccessftil, partiallv successfiul, or iiindeterminie(d in 4 patients.

PREPARATION OF AMNIOTIC MEMBRANE
The results indicated that 15 minutes of sonification followed by
trypsinization followed by scraping removed all epitheliuim (score IV for
epithelium) yet left the basement membrane appearing histologically nor-
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inal (score I). Trypsinization at 15 minutes followed by scraping also pro-
vided the same score antd result (Table III) and was mIiuclh simpler. The
simplest, most effective method W7as trypsinization for 15 miiuites followevd
by gentle scraping. This represents the best basement memnbrane preser-
vation with complete removal of amniotic membrane (Tables III, IV, V)
(Figs 3, 4, 30, 31). Following confirmation of the removal of almlliotic
epithelium and preservation of basement membrane, expanded epithelial
cells were grown atop the bare amuniotic membrane. Selected portions of

FIGURE 30

Norimlal afinilliotic membrane wvith aminiliotic epithlelininil presenit (hematoXvlin an1(l eosii,
xl1O).

FIGURE 31

Aminiiotic memlrane wNith epitheliuiml having beenl removed l1)) 15 imiinoites of trvpsinization
(hematoxylin anid eosinl, xl 1O).

amniotic membrane w7ith expan(led epithelial cells were examined histo-
logically to confirm that the expanded epithelium had become a(lherent to
the amniotic membrane (Fig 32).

ANIMAL MODEL

All rabbits underwent similar surgery with removal of the limbal tissues
and application of n-heptanol as tlisctisse(l above. Clinically, all 6 miale and
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FIGURE 32
Amniotic membrane with adherent human comeal epithelium. This representative piece was
taken from composite graft used for case 15. Note the multilayered epithelium that has not
been dislodged by the folding during processing (hematoxylin and eosin, x60).

all 6 female rabbits had similar injuries, with evidence of moderate to
severe damage to the ocular surface of the right eye, including superficial
and deep neovascularization and an irregular but intact epithelium with
subepithelial haze especially noted superiorly, (summarized in Table VIII;
scoring system in IX, X, and XI).

Clinical Evaluation
Some variability was noted, and a scoring system was devised to assess
each cornea (Table IX and X). Clinically, the stromal level of the neovas-
cularization was extremely difficult to determine, so no attempt was made
to do so. All neovascularization was assumed to be subepithelial. In retro-
spect, after review of the histologic slides, this was found not to be true.
Some rabbits had more deep neovascularization than others, but this was
difficult to assess even histologically because of variability of different sec-
tions.

Each rabbit had a clinical grading of the corneal injury with differences
noted (Table VIII). All 12 rabbits were evaluated preoperatively, and all 10
rabbits that received a composite graft were evaluated postoperatively, on
this scale. As mentioned above, the group enucleated on day 16 is defined
as Group I, and the group enucleated on day 28 is defined as Group II.
Each rabbit in Group I was re-evaluated on day 14 and again before enu-
cleation on day 16. Each rabbit in Group II was evaluated at day 14 and
on day 28 at sacrifice (Table VIII).

No rabbit had significant (greater than 4 mm toward the visual axis)
neovascularization of all 4 quadrants, but all rabbits had some degree of
vascularization of all 4 quadrants. In each rabbit, the most intense damage
in terms of vascularization and corneal haze occurred superiorly.

In Group I, on evaluation on day 14, all 5 rabbits had lost their thera-

952



Cultured Corneal Epitheliafor Ocular Surface Disease

.-

- 0 0 C iC O

o Co

c0 Ci

0
0

z AzA1.1" cr, CAQ

z v:' ;t z~v:' v:

_ q_ _ _ _ _

ci
c ¢.

CID cql -4 -4 --Im!! -!! -el¢

Cll C") c-1 cI- rq Ci

C- C. . CU

ci

(IO L i- ccx

953

0
0
a
0

R;

z
0

E-

W--

;I
0

w .-o
.r

r

6 u
4 z

Q 00
.m 7,
u !. m0 w
*. cn

w
Q Q

", I
Z 4
0 w Z
Q 04 *0

o, a

0
04



954 Schwab

TABLE IX: EVALUATION OF RABBIT CORNEA*

A No nieovasculatization beyonI(l 3 nmni ill any (juadranit
B Neovascnlarization of 4 mm, or illore, in oiie quacdranit
C Neovascularization of 4 mmn, or more, in two (juadralits
D Neovascularization of 4 mm, or imiore, in three qualdrants
E Neovasculatization of 4 mm, or imore, in four (luadrants

*Scale for evaluation of neovascularization found oni cliniical examination of
damaged ralbbit cornieae. Examiniationis wvere pei-formiied preoperatively before
coomposite graft, at 14 days folloxsilng comiiposite graft for Grouips I anld II, anld at
28 davs for Gr-onip II.

TABLE X: EVALUATION OF RABBIT CORNEA HIAZE*

1 No blaze; clear cornea

2 Mild hlaze: isible buit nio chanige in vlsualization of iris details

3 Moderate halze: somiie chanige in visulalization of iris

4 Severe haze: miioderate change in visulalization of iris, (listor-tionis of details

*Scale for evaluation of haze founiid o00 clinical examiniiationi of dalmlaged
rabbit corineae. These examiinlationis were perforimied preoperatively before comiiposite

graft, at 14 days following thie comiiposite graft for Groups I and II, anld at 28
d1ays for Group II.

TABLE XI: GRADING SCALE FOR CORNEAL EPITHELIAL ARCHITECTURE
BASED ON HENIATOXYLIN AND EOSIN STAIN SEEN WITH HISTOLOGIC EXANIINATION

GRADE DESCRIPTION

I Nearly, normiial with fewv, if' any, goblet cells; basal cells xvith miiatllrationi
progressioni seeni; stronlygl resembles niormiial conitrol.

II Abnormal epitheliomiii, bilt basal cells 'and somiie matlliration of sllperficial cells
seen; mloultiple lJayers preseint; mnayT bave some goblet cells (<10%); resemiibles nior-
mial control.

III Abniormiial epithelium cells writh flattened cells; soite layerillg of epitbtelial cells
persists; somiie niormiiial-appearinig basal cells; may have goblet cells (<25%); soim-e
resemblance to normlal.

I\ Disorganized epitheliiim \\rith flatteneed ablnormlal-appearing cells; limiinimal, if any,
imiatuirationi or layering; little resemblance to niormiial corineal epitheliniml
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peutic contact lenses. One rabbit had complete opacification of the cornea
secondary to infectious keratitis caused by Pasteurella multocidla. Of the
remaining 4 rabbits, all had one-step improvement in grading of neovas-
cularization. Two of the 4 rabbits had one-step improvement in haze, but
all 5 bad moderately injected conjunctiva, possibly because of the loss of
the contact lens and the exposed knots of the sutures.

In Group II, all rabbits retained their therapeutic contact lenses on day
14 and had moderate to marked clinical improvement. On day 14, 2 rab-
bits had one-step improvement in neovascularization and one-step
improvement in corneal haze. The 3 remaining rabbits had 2 steps of
improvement in neovascuilarizationi and 2 steps of improvement in corneal
haze. When re-evaluated on day 28 prior to enucleation, 4 of the 5
retained their contact lenses. Their clinical grading remained the same,
although the rabbit that had lost his contact lens had more neovascular-
ization and appeared worse. This did not change his classification on our
scale. All had partial remnants of the composite grafts, although an esti-
mated 80% (estimated by author) of the previously grafted amniotic
membrane had dissolved. Eyes that retained a contact lens were white
and quiet with no neovascularization and minimal, if any, haze. There were
no epithelial defects, and there was no fluorescein staining (Table VIII).

Histologic Evalutation
Becauise of the variability of the sections and the appearance of the histo-
logic and immutnohistologic staining patterns, a histologic grading scale
was established to evaluate the epithelial and stromal morphology as seen
on H and E staining (Table XI). Immunoperoxidase staining for CK3 (with
AE5) was graded by evaluation of the percentage of cells positive for AE5
staining.

The eyes of the rabbits incluidinig the normal control (Fig 33), the con-
trol damaged eyes (ocular surface damage but no subsequent composite
graft repair) (Figs 34 and 35), Group I (enucleated at day 16 following
composite graft), and Group II (enucleated at day 28 following composite
graft) were studied and evaluated with the same histologic scale (Figs 36-
45).

The control rabbits that had been enucleated at 6 weeks without place-
ment of a composite graft were used as a baseline (Figs 34 and 35). These
eyes showed distinct epithelial abnormalities. Although there were no
areas of epithelial loss, there were markedly distorted epithelial cells and
areas of only a single epithelial cell layer without cellular maturation.
Where there were multiple cell layers, the basal cells were flattened as
were the more superficial cells. Multiple goblet cells seen interspersed
within the epithelium. There was stromal neovascularization, subepithelial
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FIGURE 33

Normal rabbit comeal epithelium of untreated control rabbit. (hematoxylin and eosin, x110).

FIGURE 34

Control rabbit 1. Right eye received chemical injury but no composite graft. At 6 weeks,
there is markedly abnormal, distorted epithelium, often with a single layer of cells. Multiple
goblet cells can be seen with subepithelial and stromal neovascularization. (hematoxylin and
eosin, x110).

FIGURE 35
Control rabbit 2. Right eye. Similar epithelial changes are seen as noted in Figure 34.
(hematoxylin and eosin, xllO).
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FIGURE 36
Rabbit 3 (group I). treated with composite graft. Note marked inflammatory cell infiltrates,
infectious keratitis, and destruction of cornea. (hematoxylin and eosin, x110).

FIGURE 37

Rabbit 4 (group I). Note irregular epithelium, goblet cells, and subepithelial and stromal
neovascularization. Graded as 11-Ill histologically (see grading scale in Table XI) (hema-
toxylin and eosin, x1lO).

FIGURE 38
Rabbit 5 (group I). Note thinned, irregular epithelium, goblet cells. Stromal neovasculariza-
tion, and anterior stromal inflammatory cells. Graded as III-IV histologically (see grading
scale in Table XI) (hematoxylin and eosin, x1lO).
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rIUuI', .3z
Rabbl)it 6 (group I). I)istorte(d epitlieliiii b)ult soniie lavering and few goblet cells. Note aoioii-
otic m1emblran5Oe remnant. (liemnatoxylin and eosini, xl 10).

FIGURE 40

lRalb)bit 7 (gronp I). Distorted epitlelimol lint somiie laverilnr atnd few goblet cells. Grade II
bistolo)(icall (see Table XI fr() graldiiig scale) (hlematoxylin and eosin, x I 10).

FIGURE 41
Rlabbit 8 (grotup 11). Epithelial laverinig and few gooblet cells. Note aimniiiotic memlb)rane remii-
nants. G(ria II11bhistologicall (see Table XI). (liematoxvlin an(l eosin, xl 10).
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FIGURE 42

Rabbit 9 (group II). Epithelial layering and some goblet cells, with evidence of stromal and
subepithelial disruption. (hematoxylin and eosin, xllO).

FIGURE 43
Rabbit 10 (group II). Good epithelial morphologic appearance with few goblet cells. Note
stromal and subepithelial neovascularization. Graded I-II histologically (see Table XI)
(hematoxylin and eosin, xl1O).

Rabbit 11 (group II). Good epithelial morphology with few goblet cells seen. Graded I-II
histologically (see Table XI) (hematoxylin and eosin, xllO).
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FIGURE 45
Rabbit 12 (group II). Goo(d epithelial architecture despite siguiificalit stroinal uCovascular-
ization. Note few inflammatory cells aniid nio goblet cells in epitlbelitilli (hematoxwlin and(
eusin, XlI Io).

neovatscularizationi, and in somiie cases, overlying fibrovascollar tisslie on top
of the epitheliumiii. It should also be noted, bowever, that in somle areas
epithelial cell mnorphology appeared nearly normal withl no ev\rlence of
neovascularization or goblet cells.

The AE5 iimmunohistology reflected a similar patterni in the control
rabbit eyes (Figs 46 to 58). Much of the cornieal epitheliumll, especially that
portioni of the corniea with abnormal morphology, had minimal if any AE5
staining. Yet, somie areas with more normal morphology had nearly norrmal
AE5 staining when com-pared to the controls. Because of the incomiplete
nature of the clinical appearance of lhaze aand neovascularization, the H
cand E staining, and the AE5 staining pattern, it appears as if this model is
incomplete and does not have complete depletion of the limbal corneal
epithelial stem cells of the rabbit.
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FIGURE 47

Rabbit 1 (conitrol rabbit, daimiaged eye with no composite graft). Minimiial AE5 stailling
despite overstained slide iindicating lack of corneal phenotype in damaged eyes (imimiinoper-
oxidase, xll()).

FIGURE 48

Rabbit 2 (conitrol ral)bit, (lamagedi eve with no composite graft). Similar to Fig 47 wXith no
AE5 stainiing of (laimaged corneal epitheliuoim despite overstained slide (immimoperoxidase,
xl1O).

r IGURE 49
Rabbit 3 (group I). Intenise iniflaimimlsatory response ailld no AE5 staining. This coniea was
(lestroved by inif'tctiotis ker-atitis (immoniiiiiioperoxidase, xl 10).
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FIGURE 50

Rabbit 4 (group I). Minimal AE5 staining of epithelial cells indicating little, if any, re-epithe-
lialization with cells having a normal comeal phenotype (immunoperoxidase, xllO).

FIGURE 51
Rabbit 5 (group I). Minimal epithelial AE5 staining. Subepithelial tissues beneath remnants
of amniotic membrane do stain with AE5, suggesting that amniotic graft and expanded
epithelium were accidently inverted at time of surgery (immunoperoxidase, xllO).

FIGURE 52
Rabbit 6 (group I). Moderate AE5 staining even though histologic appearance is abnormal,
suggesting some tendency to corneal phenotype. (immunoperoxidase, xllO).
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FIGURE 53

Rabbit 7 (group I). Moderate AE5 staining. Similar to Fig 52 (immunoperoxidase, xllO).

FIGURE 54
Rabbit 8 (group II). Approximately 60% AE5 staining despite better histologic appearance,
suggesting that corneal phenotype not completely responsible for re-epithelialization.
(immunoperoxidase, xl 1O).

FIGURE 00
Rabbit 9 (group II). Nearly complete AE5 staining of epithelium. High degree of AE5
staining and clinical examination suggest an improved status of ocular surface, but epithelial
distortions remain (immunoperoxidase, x1O).
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FIGURE 56

Rabbit 10 (grotip II). Nearly complete AE5 staininig of epitheliuill. Note aoililiotic meill-
braoe remollaiot (irnIooIioperoxidase, x110).

FIGURE 57

Rabbit 1 1 (group II). Nearly coomplete AE5 stainiing of epitleliuim suiggests corineal epitiselial
phellotvpe (immuniitiiioperoxidase, xl10).

FIGURE 5h
Rabbit 12 (group II). Nearly complete AE5 staining of epitheliuim. Stromial neovasculariza-
tionn and deeper stromiail damiage remilaiin, however (imimiuntiiioperoxidase, x110).
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In Group I, histologic examliination reveale(l that 1 rabbit ha(l complete
loss of epitleliumi and mucih of the corneal stroma as a result of bacterial
keratitis with Pasteuirella iwnldtocidla (Fig 36). Two of the remaininlg eyes had
mild, if any, histologic improvement (Figs 37 and 38) (Table VIII). The
other 2 remaining rabbits hal(l mnoderate imlprovemnent with 1 to 2 levels of
histologic imlprovement on these scales (Figs 39 and 40).

In Grcouip II, 1 of the eves hald mild to mo(lerate improvemiient histo-
logically. Three of the eves ha(l moderate histologic improvement on these
scales, and 1 rabbit had significant improvemenit with this scoring system
(Table VIII) (Figs 41-45).

Immunolhistologic staininlg was gradled by the percentage of cells that
stained witlh the AE5 immiutnoperoxidase stain for CK3. The entire epithe-
lial surface was reviewed. If there xvas variability, representative fields
were chosen, and 200 cells were counted and an approximation of the per-
centage of AE5 positive cells was obtained (Table VIII).

In Group I, 1 rabbit blad no immunoperoxidase staining becatise all
epitheliumn had been lost to bacterial keratitis as mentioned above (Fig 49).
Two of the remaining 4 rabbits had only 5% to 10% of AE5-positive cells.
The remnaining 2 had approximnately 90% ofAE5 positive cells (Figs 50 to 53).
In Group II, 1 rabbit had only 60% of AE5 positive cells. The remaining
4 rabbits had 95% or more AE5-staining cells (Table VIII) (Figs 54 to 58).

The stiiummcai-y table (Table VIII) describes success as defined by clini-
cal appearance, histologic appearance, and immiunohistologic staining. A
summnary evaluation was given to each rabbit to include the finall clinical
evaluation, the H and E histologic appearance, and the AE5 staining pat-
tern. These rabbits can be summarized as follows: One rabbit was graded
as a failure anid a complicationi by virtue of an untreated suppuirative ker-
atitis and loss of the graft. Two rabbits were graded failures by clinical and
histologic appearance. Three rabbits were graded partial failures by clini-
cal and histologic grading. Three rabbits were graded partial suiccesses by
these criteria, aind 1 rabbit xvas graded successful by these criteria.

At first glance, this summalary system mnay be confusing. The clinical
appearance was important becauise this represents the observable result of
the surgery. The 2 rabbits in Group I and the single rabbit in Group II that
are classified as partial failures have fair to goodIhistology and AE5 stain-
ing. Their clinical appearance lowers their classification. Because there
was somile variability in the sections of even of the control eyes (eyes dam-
aged withouit composite graft), it was assume(d that the model was incom-
plete. The sections for H and E histopathology and for AE5 immuoperox-
idase may not have been as representative as they should have been in rab-
bits 6, 7, and(I 8. Although the sections containe(d suibepithelial and stromal
neovasculairization, the histologic rexiew may not have include(d eniough of
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the damaged surface to discern the full extent of the morphologic dam-age
or decreased AE5 staining. These eyes were still classified as partial fail-
ures on the basis of their clinical appearance, despite the histologic
appearance of a better result.

DISCUSSION

Severe ocular surface damage causes frustration for the physician and cer-
tainly for the patient. Often this ocular surface damage covers an other-
wise normal eye. The posterior segment and neurologic mechanisms
remain intact only to be defeated by a distorted image, if any image what-
soever is projected onto the retina.

Repair of the ocular surface requires an understanding of anatomy and
physiology. Ocular surface reconstruction has been evolving as this under-
standing improves. Recent work suiggests that the corneal epithelial stem
cell resides at the limbus and seems to confirm, at least in large part, the
"xyz" hypothesis of Thoft and Friend.6 Nevertheless, problems and barri-
ers remain. Most evidence suggests that corneal epithelial stem cells are
necessary to create normal corneal epithelial cells, at least for a prolonged
period of time.

SUMMARY HYPOTHESIS OF EPITHELIAL REGENERATION

The summary of current evidence suggests that corneal epithelial mainte-
nance and repair can be described as follows and seems to resemble the
model for skin, which is understood in more detail.'99

This evidence suggests that each stem cell ('"grandmother" cells) will
spawn a limited number of active ("mother") cells. These transient ampli-
fying cells ("mother cells") will rapidly proliferate for many but not an infi-
nite number of generations of mature corneal epithelial cells ("dauighter
"cells). Each of the daughter cells will stream toward the center of the
cornea and upward from the basal cell layer to the superficial layers. These
daughter cells are probably capable of division only while in direct con-
tact with the basement membrane of the cornea, and they lose this ability
once that contact is lost. As these daughter cells reach the most superifical
layer of the central cornea, they slough, and are continuously replaced.
The mother cells eventually can no longer sustain the metabolic activity,
and they themselves stream toward the center of the cornea as daughter
cells. The grandmother cell is then stimulated to create another mother
cell, and the cycle continues. This minimizes the (lemands on the original
stem cell, or grandmother. If this model, or a similar one for stem cell and
corneal epithelial maintainance, is true, then corneal epithelial stem cells
will be required to re-epithelialize a damaged cornea.
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The number of corneal epithelial stem cells is definitely finite, and a
donor cannot part with all of these cells, although it is unclear what per-
centage of the original stem cell population is necessary to maintain a nor-
mal ocular surface. If progress is to be made in the resurfacing of eyes with
damaged stem cells, donor stem cells must be used. These can be obtained
from autologous tissue or potentially from allogeneic donors. However,
there may be danger from acquiring autologous donor stem cells if 80% to
90% of the complement of stem cells is transferred from one eye to anoth-
er. Similarly, if living allogeneic donors, such as siblings, are used, there
may be a danger to the donor, and this miay not be apparent for several
years. Hence, for unilateral ocuilar stem cell damage, and especially bilat-
eral stem cell failure, other techniques must be considered.

Bioengineered skin substituites have been uised in the field of derma-
tology, and the techniques applied herein are simply extensions of these
dermatologic techniques to the eye.2' Cultured ocular surface grafting is
in its infancy, and this work represents a step toward the goal of bioengi-
neered ocular surface transplantation and reconstruiction.

HUMAN SUBJECTS

Of the 19 patients who were admitted to the project, 18 had successful
growth of the corneal epithelial stem cells in vitro. One patient admitted
to the investigation had a limbal biopsy in standard fashion, but the epithe-
lial cells did not grow. This patient had a recuirrent pterygium dlespite pre-
viouIs 1 irradiation. Perhaps the previous irradiation damaged the stem
cells, so that these cells coul(d not be made to undergo mitosis, but there
was no clinical evidence of stem cell failure. She lost her healthcare plan
and still awaits more conventional surgery.

One patient had complete failure of the graft because of
trichiasis/entropion, and this proved early in the investigation that all lid
deformities must be addressed before any ocular surface surgery is
attempted. Unfortunately, this patient developed phthisis from the under-
lying disease (severe alkali burn) before another graft could be performed.
This procedure would not have prevented phthisis and woul(d hbave been
destined to fail, in any case.

The remaining 17 patients (19 procedures on 18 eyes) had varying
degrees of success associated with autologous or allogeneic transplantation
with follow-tip from 2 to 24 months. Two patients had no improvement
but did not worsen and were relieved of motility restriction. One patient
receiving an allogeneic graft had successful re-epithelialization and
improvement in vision but sustained a corneal scar from bacterial kerati-
tis. One patient receiving an allogeneic graft has, as yet, ancd undeter-
mined result.
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The techni(que of re-application of in vitro culltured corneal epithelial stem
cells has undergone an evolutioni of carriers beginning with collagen gel.
This gel was technically difficuilt to handle and appeared to be fragile,
although it rem-ained in place on all 8 cases in which it was used success-
fuilly. Similarly, a collagen shield seems to he a poor choice as a carrier.
These shields melt quiickly and m-ay not miaintain epithelial conitact long
enough for adhlierence. In all cases, a therapeutic contact leils was placed
on the graft to help maintain cellular position and adherence following
surgery. Contact lenses are difficult to use as substrate, since adherence is
a problem f'or all carriers, and contact lenses were never designed to have
celluilar adherence.

The humu-ani subjects in this work were not uniformly successfiul. As the
work began, these techniques were applied to the more diffictult and recal-
citrant problems, suich as the more severe restrictive pterygia and
pseuidopterygia. The techni(ue of using ctultured corneal epithelial cells
was used in combination with a lamellar corneal donor as a substrate for
attachment of the epithelial cells (9 procedures on 8 patients). It is pre-
suimed that the combination of a normal suibstrate and normiial corneal
epithelial stem cells created a mnore normal ocular surface and did not
attract the recurrence of the pterygium or pseudopterygium. Eight of
these 9 procedures were on patients with recalcitrant pterygia or
pseudopterygia. These patients had had multiple recurrences, usuially with
ocular motility restrictions. It could be argued that these patients would
have responlded and improved with only the corneal lamellar graft, but
most surgeons would cover similar lamellar grafts with healthy and previ-
ously unaffected conjunctiva such as would be seen with a free conjuncti-
val graft.""" Surgeons generally recommend that a free conjunctival graft
be obtained from the superior bulbar surface to help prevent the aggressive
regrowth of these tissues atop the new lamiiellar graft.",l3' Moreover, it
should be note(l that one of the patients, who was considere(d unlsuccessful,
had recurrence over the lamellar graft. This patient received cultured
epithelium applied to a collagen shield, ancd this shield had nearly melted
upon application. The epithelial cells in this case were very difficuilt to apply
and to sew into place with minimnal collagen shield support remiaining. We
believe that these cells were probably not successfully applied.

Pellegrini and associates'95 reported success uising autologotus expaild-
ed corneal epithelial cells in a collagen gel in the treatment of alkali-dam-
agedl eyes with a very similar technique. We believe that the patients who
were thouglht to be successfiil in this investigation maintained the trans-
planted cells, buit this cannot be proven with these patients or in other iso-
lated reports of such work.""' At the very least, we believe, the auitolo-
gouls epitlhelial cells fuinctioneed as a free conjunctival graft in helping to
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prevent recurrenice of the pterygium.
The patients receiving the amniotic membrane with overlying expand-

ed epithelial grafts may have imnproved with onily the amniotic membrane,
acs other have suggested."'B These were not primary pterygia, however, as
has been reported previously, and these procedures required some form of
epithelial coverage.'"3 Additionally, one of' the amiiniotic membrane grafts
failed to prevent recurrence of the pterygium (case 15). This patient lost
her autologous epithelium and her therapeutic contact lens, suggesting that
the epithelial graft may have been lost at the time of, or shortly after, the
contact lens loss. This suggests that the amniotic membrane graft alone is
not sufficient to prevent recuirrence, at least of' the more difficult pterygia.

Two of the patients receiving expanded epithelial stem cells for pre-
malignant epithelial conditions had no lamellar carrier and seemed to have
a "take" of the autologous (lonor tissue and prevention of symblephara.
These patients with ocular surface premalignant/malignant conditions
(conjunctival intraepithelial neoplasia and primary acquired melanosis)
both had such extensive disease that symblephalra were likely to obscure
the bulbar and palpebral surfaces after removal of their tumors. Both of
these patients had large autologouis culture(d epitlhelial grafts placed over
their defects once the suspiciouIs lesions had been removed. Symbleplhara
did not occur where these grafts had been placed, and re-epithelialization
spontaneously occurred over the opposing surface. Patient 3 had con-
junctival intraepithelial neoplasia on both the bulbar and palpebral surface
of the lower lid, and this was resected completely. Both denuided surfaces
were covere( with the autologous grafts. Only one small symblepharon
occurred temporally where the grafts had not fully covered bOth surfaces.
The patient with PAM (case 9) had extensive builbar and upper palpebral
surface involvement. The expanded epithelial tissues were applied and
sewvn only to the bulbar surface after removal of both the bulbar and
palpebral epitlhelia. This patient developed no symblepharon where the
graft had been applied, although she did sustatin foreshortening of the cul-
de-sac beyond the point of graft application.

The patient with the corneal/conjunctival intraepithelial neoplasia had
a recurrence, possibly from the remaining untreated quadrant of' the limn-
bus, and subsequent placement of amniotic membrane graft with expand-
ed corneal epitlhelial cells witlh suiccessful re-epithelialization (lespite the 2
surgical procedcures to remove the limbal epitlheliumn wvith 2 cryotherapy
applications.

In both of these cases (patient 3 and 9), however, we cannot be certain
that the epitlhelial cells "took" because there was no tracking of the autol-
ogous donor cells. It is notoriously difficuilt to remove all of tle stemn cells
as seen in the rabbit portion of this work.2' Perhaps these patients
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improved simply becanse the abnormal cells were removed, and symble-
phara did not form because of the contact lens placement.

The single patient who received autologous cells plated onto a contact
lens had had 9 months of treatment for a nenirotrophic ulcer with various
agents, appliances, and snirgery, including tarsorrhaphy and therapenitic
contact lens application. Curiously, limbal stem cells were harvested from
the ipsilateral eye, and these cells grew readily in vitro, and yet in vivo
conld not heal his epithelial defect. He healed promptly with the applica-
tion of autologots cells, althonigh he, too, lost at least some of these cells 2
months later when the contact was lost. He developed a smaller defect in
the same area as the original defect. Cnirionisly, he healed again promptly
with re-institntion of the contact lens, and 4 months later, we were able to
remove the lens withont loss of the epithelium. This suggests that addi-
tional time may be necessary for these cells to adhere properly. It conild be
argned that the anitologonis transplant had little to do with his epithelial
healing, although he had had therapentic contact lenses placed before
without snccess. Nenirotrophic nlcers are notoriously quixotic bnt also very
difficult to heal. It is interesting to speculate that the cultuired epithelial
cells may have produced chemical mediators or extracellnilar matrix which
stimulated healing or that the cells may have adhered themselves. In
either case, these techniqnies represent novel and potentially new avenues
to treat neurotrophic ulcers and other stem cell defects.

The 7 patients who received the amniotic membrane, inclnding 4
autologous grafts and 2 allogeneic grafts, had challenging problems. The
single patient who received cnltuired epithelium on amniotic membrane
for a recnrrent pterygium had a prompt retnirn of good vision, and did well
during the first few weeks, but by 1 month she had lost her therapeutic
lens and began to have signs of recurrence. Eventuially, the pseudoptery-
gitim recurred, although she did not have the restriction of motility seen
initially. Perhaps the amniotic meImbrane was sufficient to allow for addi-
tional conjunctival regrowth to prevent restriction, but was not suifficient
to prevent recurrence of the pterygium without epithelial cells.

One patient receiving allogeneic cells on an amniotic membrane had
re-epithelialization off the membrane onto the cornea seen on the first and
fourth postoperative day. This re-epithelialization continued until he
developed infectious crystalline keratopathy. It is unlikely that this initial
re-epithelization came from host conjunctival cells because he had had
indolent epithelial defects in the past. His infectious keratitis and treat-
ment may have delaLyed the continued re-epithelization, but he eventually
did completely re-epithelize. He had visuial improvement but was left
with corneal haze in the area of keratitis. We do not know the fate of the
original donor cells, however.
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The second allogeneic graft lost his contact lens and overlying epithe-
lial graft at approximately 1 to 4 days. He did epithelialize the amniotic
miembrane at 5 weeks, just prior to the reapplications of additional allo-
geneic cells on a collagen shiel(d and a therapeutic contact lens. This would
suggest that adherence may be a problem with such composite grafts and
that the therapeutic contact lens is essential to mlaintaining epithelial cell
contact long enough for hemidesmosomal attachment to form to amniotic
membrane or corneal stroma. Initial work done with cu-ltured corneal
epithelial grafts hald difficulty with adherence."' In this current work,
patients who miaiintained a contact lens for 2 months appeared to have the
best chalnce for success. The fate of this patient's reapplication of cells is
still undetermined. As mnentioned above, this suggests that there may be
an adherence problem between the expanded epithelium and the amniot-
ic membrane.

There were n1o complications from the harvest of the stem cells of
either the autologous or allogeneic biopsies. These sites healed promptly
without sequalae. The biospy procedures appear safe. The epithelial
growth procedures do not appear to introduce any potential complica-
tions. The in vitro growth process, however, was (lone in a mediumn with
streptomllycin and penicillin. Presumiably, this composite graft should not
be applied to a patient with an allergy to either antibiotic or to any known
component of the cell cultuire medium. If a culture is infected with bacte-
ria or fungus, this is recognizable before implantation. If the procedure is
unsuccessful, other options remain open to the surgeon and patient. If a
Iimbal conjunctival autograft is deemed to be essential to the restoration
of the (lamaged eye, this can still be undertaken should the expanded
autologous or allogeneic graft fail because only a small biospy of limbal tis-
sue is taken fromn the contralateral eye.

There were few comiplications following suirgery, and none were
believed to be directly due to the cellular transplantation. One graft failed
completely as a result of mechanical removal by entropion/trichiasis. One
of the allogeneic graft patieints with stem cell failure had infectious crys-
talline keratopathy. Although this was successfully treated, his surface and
systemic immuniosuppression was discontinued. He did re-epithelialize
after 2 months of treatmnent with appropriate antibiotics. This was not pri-
miarily due to the composite graft, but it should be a reminder that a com-
promised ocular surface, immutnosuppression, a therapeutic contact lens,
and depletion of the previous barrier through surgery create additional
risks for any patient undergoing any similar procedure.

Perhaps the most important evidence for the suggestion of clinical suc-
cess of this work is that almost all, if not all, of these patients would have
received some form of conjuinctival graft to help heal their defect. If these
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cells in this composite graft "took" as if they were conjunctival grafts, it is
logical to assu-me that they produced corneal epithelial cells.

EVOLUTION OF CARRIER

As the work continued, the search f'or an improved carrier led us to amniot-
ic membrane as the beginning of composite tissue. Amniotic membrane was
used in 7 patients. This tissue has much in common with conjuinctival base-
ment membrane and may represent an excellent substrate onto which to
plate cells." As others have reported, amniotic membrane may facilitate
epithelialization without allowing host fibrovascular ingrowth onto the amni-
otic membrane, making this tissue ideal for ocular suirface reconstruction.'58
Amniotic membrane gradually dissolves in vivo and is nonantigenic.I73 l 4

We evaluated several metlbods for removal of amniotic epithelium and
settled on 15 minutes of trypsinization followed by gentle scraping. This
techniquie seems to remove the epitheliuim and does not damage the base-
ment membrane histologically, but requiires great care. This technique may
dissolve critical extracellular matrix factors that may not be visible, and
therefore should not be considered sufficient without further evidence. We
found that the cuiltuire of expanded corneal epithelial cells did not adhere
quickly to the amniotic membrane and required several days for adher-
ence. Trypinsination may make adherence more difficult. The problems
encouintered with amniotic membrane as the carrier in humans and in the
animal model suiggest that adherence may represent a significant barrier to
the success of epithelia] cell transplantation. It is also doubtful that amni-
otic epithelium can fiunction like corneal epithlelial stem cells or even nor-
mal corneal epithelium. We therefore believe that it is critical to remove
the amniotic epitheliuim if this membrane is to be a carrier.

Furthermore, some of the human subjects and the rabbit imodel sug-
gest that am-niotic membrane alone will not be sufficient for some of these
challenging ocular surface problems. As we begin to understand the extra-
cellular mediators, anatomy, and matrix, other tissues, factors, or agents
will probably be used as a carrier. Hence, the search for an improved car-
rier should continuie.

ANIMAL MODEL

The laboratory portion of this work provides additional evidence as to the
effectiveness of 1)oth the model itself and the amniotic memnbrane graft-
ing with overlying expanded corneal epithelial cells. We findl the mode] to
be incomplete, an(l the procedure of a composite graft composed of
expanded corneal epitheliuim overlying amnliotic membrane shows prom-
ise but is not uniformly successfiul.
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Effectiveness (fModel
The model established for this work was found to be incomplete. After
reviewing the clinical, histologic, and immunohistochemical appearance,
there is evidence that the full complement of corneal epithelial stem cells
was probably not removed. Others have suggested that complete removal
is very difficult without keratectomy, sclerectomy and treatment with n-
heptanol.-"' We did not wish to perform a keratectomy and scierectomy
and treat with n-heptanol, because it is doubtful that this composite would
sufficiently mnanage such an injury. This wouild have provided little direc-
tion for the continuation of this work.

The incomplete nature of the model illustrates that proving the success
or failure of expanded epithelial stem cell grafts or any form of composite
grafting may be very difficult. The model was incomplete, probably
because of insufficient contact time with n-heptanol or our manner of
application. The n-heptanol was applied with an applicator stick, begin-
ning with the superior limbus and proceeding 3600. Contact time with n-
heptanol was probably too short at 60 seconds and should have been 120
seconds, as others have suggested.2' Nonetheless, even at 120 seconds it is
difficult to remove all of the stem cells, and this is not surprising.2' There
would be a teleologic imperative to preserve such cells, and to protect
them at all costs. Nevertheless, this model can provide some clues for
future work.

Evaluation of Comlposite Transplant
Six of the 10 rabbits had complications, outright failure, or partial failure.
The eye with supparative keratitis may be an aberration of the model, but
rabbit corneae are otherwise difficult to infect. This cornea reminds us of
the immunocompromised nature of the ocular surfaces we are trying to
treat. In the 2 rabbits with failure, there was little evidence of improve-
mnent despite placement of the amniotic membrane and histologic pres-
ence of the membrane. Both of the eyes had lost the contact lens in the
early postoperative period, probably because of the nicititans. These eyes
did not have clinical, histologic, or immunohistologic evidence of success.
Interestingly, in 1 of these rabbits, AE5-positive cells were found beneath
the amnioticnmembrane histologically, but few AE5-positive were found
on the surface. This rabbit eye is classified as a failure, and it may have
been iatrogenic. It is possible that the graft was inverted at the time of
surgical repair.

In the remnaining 2 rabbits that had partial failure, both also had lost
their contact lens during their early postoperative course. These eyes had
some evidenice of improvement, buit were not convincing in their
improvement despite havinig amniotic membrane grafts present. The
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epithelium was probably lost, as was the contact lens in the early postop-
erative period, but there was a high degree of corneal epithelial antigen
present (AE5-positive corneal epithelial cells) with a fair histologic appear-
ance, suggesting that at least some of the grafted epithelium may have
remained. There is controversial evidence that conjunctival epithelium
can express a corneal phenotype when in contact with the appropriate
basement membrane, althouigh most observers believe this is not true."I '8
We know that AE5-positive cells could represent conjunctival cells that
have developed a corneal phenotype when in contact with the appropriate
basement memubrane. "1 182

The remaining 4 eyes showed varying degrees of success. All 4 of these
rabbits had a contact lens in place at the examination on day 14 and day
28, suggesting that the therapeutic contact lens is important to the health
of both the amniotic membrane and the expanded corneal epithelial graft.
Three of the 4 remaining rabbit eyes had partial success indicating that the
clinical appearance had improved and the histologic appearance was
improved and, in these eyes, muich closer to normal. The immunohisto-
chemical characteristics suggested that the corneal epithelial phenotype
had been achieved. In 1 of these 5 eyes, the procedure was deemed a suic-
cess because of a suibstantially improved clinical, histologic, and immuno-
histologic appearance. The histology closely resembled normal, and the
immunohistologic appearance revealed a corneal epithelial phenotype
covering the cornea. These last 4 rabbits suggest that the presence of the
therapeutic contact lens suipports the expanded comeal epithelial cells by
keeping them from being mechanically removed by the nictitans. These 4
rabbits also provide evidence that the epithelium was transplanted suc-
cessfully and retained by the recipient eyes. Some portion of the treatment
made a dramatic difference, at least for these 4 eyes. It is not likely to be
the amniotic membrane alone, since 5 other eyes were unsuccessful with
amniotic membrane whether the epithelial cells were present or not. It
was not likely to be the surgery or the postoperative corticosteroids,
because 5 rabbits in the surgery groups had unsuccessful grafts. We slis-
pect that the cultured corneal epithelial cell transplants with amniotic
membrane as the carrier were the important treatment element. We also
suspect that the therapeutic contact lens plays an important role in main-
taining adherence until the epithelial cells can adhere on their own.

Interestingly, the human subjects that were unsuccessful also had
problems with lost therapeutic lenses and subsequent mechanical loss of
expanded corneal epithelial cells, even when the amniotic membrane
remained in place.

Our animal investigation provided evidence that suggests that the

974 Schuiab



Cuiltured Corneal Epitheliafor Ocular Surface Disease

donor epithelial cells remain for at least 4 weeks without immune sup-
pression other than corticosteroids. The 5 rabbits that were sacrificed at 28
days had evidence of corneal epithelium (AE5-positive staining) without
evidence of rejection. However, we cannot be certain that the original
expanded corneal epithelial cells remain even if the cells present on the
cornea are corneal cells that were not there previously. It is possible that
the expanded epithelial cells or the expanded corneal epithelial cells in
combination with the amniotic membrane produced biochemical signals
that caused the host to create phenotypically normal cells. It is unlikely to
be the amniotic membrane alone, because 3 of the first 5 rabbits that
were sacrificed before there was a chance for rejection (at 16 days) did not
have many AE5-positive cells.

Previous investigators have tried a similar animal model to evaluate the
use of amniotic membrane without any additional cellular elements. 82
Their procedure for complete removal of the limbal stem cells included
treatment with n-heptanol (although the time was not stated), followed by
surgical dissection of the lamellar limbal tissues at 2 mm within the limbus
and a 3600 conjunctival peritomy to 3 mm beyond the limbus. The model
used in that work may have yielded better success than the model used in
this current work, although there are questions when the 2 models are
compared. Their model did show extensive epithelial and subepithelial
damage, as did ours. The control rabbits that did not receive amniotic
membrane transplants had no significant AE5 staining of remaining
corneal surface epithelium in either model. In our model, however, the
rabbits that lost a contact lens, and presumably their complement of
epithelial stem cells, at 14 days, had little, if any, AE5 staining of the
epithelial cells covering the cornea, and they had distinct morphologic
changes, suggesting that these were not corneal cells. This remained true
even when surviving portions of the amniotic membrane were directly vis-
ible beneath the epithelium. In contrast, in the aforementioned study, the
epitheliu-m covering the cornea atop the amniotic membrane was AE5-
positive. These investigators, however, in contrast to our investigation, did
not remove the amniotic epithelium, which may have been responsible for
this AE5-positive staining.

Our investigation suggests that expanded epithelium was transplanted
successfully onto the rabbit eyes. This is perhaps the best, but not the only,
explanation for the presence of AE5-positive cells with a nearly normal
morphologic appearance at 28 days in those rabbits that maintained their
contact lens. There is strong evidence that the contact lens is essential for
maintainence of the expanded donor epithelium, at least for 28 days. The
eyes that were enucleated at 16 days had lost their contact lens and the
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epithelium that covered the cornea. These eyes demonstrated little, if any,
AE5 staining of the epithelial cells, and the cells were morphologically
abnormal when compared to the control.

SUMMARY OF INVESTIGATIONS

Despite the appearance of some clinical success in huimans and cautious
optimism regarding the potential for a composite graft with cultured
corneal epithelia in the treatment of an animal model of severe stem fail-
ure, this work does not provide a definitive product. There were problems
as discussed above. The review of the histology of the eyes of the rabbit
model provides ample evidence that some injuries, such as chemical
burns, damage more than just epithelium. Simply transplanting stem cells,
even if successful, will not be the complete answer to these problems. The
extracellular matrix will prove to be a very important part of the compos-
ite graft, and fuirther attention must be directed to it. Nevertheless, the
tantalizing taste of some success suggests the direction for further study.

Cultured corneal epithelial stem cell transplantation is a nascent tech-
nology that has shown itself to be a potentially powerful techniquie to re-
epithelialize a damaged ocular surface. Our technique has evolved as this
work progressed. We discovered that the carrier is important to the sUc-
cess of the procedure, although the early cases using collagen gel appear
to have given satisfactory results. However, this material was very difficult
to use and apply directly to the surface and maintain the integrity of the
surface. Amniotic membrane appears to be the superior carrier currently,
and we have shown that the amniotic cells can be removed and replaced
by the cultured corneal epithelial stem cells. This provides a suitable car-
rier and a better subepithelial matrix than other carriers. Lamellar corneal
tissue does provide a satisfactory carrier but requires fuirther surgery to
produce a lamellar bed. In certain cases, however, the use of lamnellar
corneal tissuie with or without amniotic membrane may still be needed.

This work provides many questions and directions for fiurther progress
in the quest for a better composite graft. The longevity of the expanded
epithelial grafts would tell us much. Immunologic marking of such cells to
tag original cells and progeny for recognition in vivo would allow topo-
graphic evaluation of the success of any composite graft that incluided suich
cells. Similarly, further work is essential to increase the prompt and vigor-
olis adherence of the expanded epithelial graft to the carrier tissues, such
as amniotic membrane. Further work with the microenvironment for cel-
lutlar attachment will likely provide much needed help for adherence of
these epithelial cells.

In vitro engineering of hulman skin is already being uised for the treat-
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ment of burns and chronic nonhealing defects, even if problems remain.---
2-' We believe that this form of technology can and will be applied to the
artificial resurfacing of the eye through techniques similar those described
in this work. Nevertheless, much is to be learned before satisfactory com-
posite grafts can be easily produced and transplanted.

CONCLUSIONS

1. Presuimed corneal epithelial stem cells can be harvested safely from
the limbus and expanded successfully in vitro.

2. Expanded corneal epithelial cell cultures can be grown onto various
carriers, but currently appear best suited to denuded amniotic mem-
brane as a carrier for ocular surface repair.

3. Expanded corneal epithelial cell transplants appear to resurface dam-
aged ocular surfaces successfully, but cellular tracking and further con-
firm-ation are required.

4. Expanded allogeneic corneal epithelial cell transplants are technically
possible and may represent alternative treatment modalities for select-
ed ocular surface problems.

5. These techniquies potentially offer a new method of restoring a nor-
mal ocular surface while minimizing the threat of damage to the con-
tralateral or sibling limbal corneal epithelial stem cells.

6. The rabbit model was probably incomplete, and interpertation should
be cautious.

7. The rabbit model provided some suggestion that allogeneic grafts may
restore a nearly normlal ocular epithelial surface to certain ocular stir-
face injuiries.
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