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JaCVAM Statement on
the Syrian Hamster Embryo Cell Transformation Assay

At a meeting held on 21 February 2018 at the National Institute of Health Sciences (NIHS) in
Kawasaki, Japan, the Japanese Center for the Validation of Alternative Methods (JaCVAM)
Regulatory Acceptance Board unanimously endorsed the following statement:
Proposal: We do not consider the present Syrian Hamster Embryo Cell Transformation Assay (SHE
CTA) to be suitable as a replacement for established carcinogenicity tests, nor is it
suitable for predicting the carcinogenicity of a test chemical, either in a scientific or a
regulatory context, even when positive test results are obtained. The SHE CTA can only
be considered for regulatory use as a supplementary test in combination with structureactivity relationships, such as one item to be considered in a weight-of-evidence
approach to evaluation or part of screening to determine prioritization for the
implementation of carcinogenicity tests.
This statement was prepared following a review of the Guidance Document on the In Vitro Syrian
Hamster Embryo (SHE) Cell Transformation Assay, Series on Testing & Assessment No. 214
together with other materials prepared by the Cell Transformation Testing JaCVAM Editorial
Committee to acknowledge that the results of a review and study by the JaCVAM Regulatory
Acceptance Board have failed to confirm the usefulness of this assay.

Yasuo Ohno

Akiyoshi Nishikawa

Chairperson

Chairperson

JaCVAM Regulatory Acceptance Board

JaCVAM Steering Committee

30 March 2018

v

The JaCVAM Regulatory Acceptance Board was established by the JaCVAM Steering Committee,
and is composed of nominees from the industry and academia.
This statement was endorsed by the following members of the JaCVAM Regulatory Acceptance
Board:

Mr. Yasuo Ohno (Kihara Memorial Yokohama Foundation for the Advancement of Life
Sciences) : Chairperson
Mr. Naofumi Iizuka (Pharmaceuticals and Medical Devices Agency)*
Mr. Yoshiaki Ikarashi (National Institute of Health Sciences: NIHS)
Mr. Noriyasu Imai (Japanese Society for Alternatives to Animal Experiments)
Mr. Tomoaki Inoue (Japanese Society of Immunotoxicology)
Mr. Yuji Ishii (Biological Safety Research Center: BSRC, NIHS)
Ms. Yumiko Iwase (Japan Pharmaceutical Manufacturers Association)
Mr. Takeshi Morita (Japanese Environmental Mutagen Society)
Mr. Shunji Nakai (Japan Chemical Industry Association)
Ms. Ruriko Nakamura (National Institute of Technology and Evaluation)
Mr. Akiyoshi Nishikawa (BSRC, NIHS)
Ms. Maki Noguchi (Pharmaceuticals and Medical Devices Agency)**
Mr. Satoshi Numazawa (Japanese Society of Toxicology)
Mr. Kazutoshi Shinoda (Pharmaceuticals and Medical Devices Agency)
Ms. Mariko Sugiyama (Japan Cosmetic Industry Association)
Mr. Hiroo Yokozeki (Japanese Society for Cutaneous Immunology and Allergy)
Term: From 1st April 2016 to 31st March 2018
*: From 1st April 2016 to 31st March 2017
**: From 1st April 2017 to 31st March 2018
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This statement was endorsed by the following members of the JaCVAM Steering Committee after
receiving the report from JaCVAM Regulatory Acceptance Board:

Mr. Akiyoshi Nishikawa (BSRC, NIHS): Chairperson
Mr. Toru Kawanishi (NIHS)
Mr. Manabu Fuchioka (Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare)
Ms. Yoko Hirabayashi (Division of Toxicology, BSRC, NIHS)
Mr. Akihiko Hirose (Division of Risk Assessment, BSRC, NIHS)
Ms. Mitsue Hirota (Pharmaceutical & Medical Devices Agency)
Mr. Masamitsu Honma (Division of Genetics and Mutagenesis, BSRC, NIHS)
Mr. Yasunari Kanda (Division of Pharmacology, BSRC, NIHS)
Mr. Atsushi Kato (National Institute of Infectious Diseases)
Mr. Kouichirou Koike (Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare)
Ms. Kumiko Ogawa (Division of Pathology, BSRC, NIHS)
Mr. Taku Oohara (Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare)
Mr. Kazutoshi Shinoda (Pharmaceuticals and Medical Devices Agency)
Mr. Atsuya Takagi (Animal Management Section of the Division of Toxicology, BSRC,
NIHS)
Mr. Masaaki Tsukano (Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare)
Mr. Shinichi Watanabe (Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare)
Mr. Hajime Kojima (Division of Risk Assessment, BSRC, NIHS): Secretary

vii

viii

SHE ⣽⬊ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂ἲ㸦SHE CTA㸧
┠  ḟ
ホ౯㆟ሗ࿌᭩ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 1
ホ౯ሗ࿌᭩ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 7
GUIDANCE DOCUMENT ON THE IN VITRO SYRIAN HAMSTER EMBRYO (SHE)
CELL TRANSFORMATION ASSAY ------------------------------------------------------------33

ix

x

ホ౯㆟ሗ࿌᭩

SHE⣽⬊ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂ἲ㸦SHE CTA㸧

JaCVAM ホ౯㆟

ᖹᡂ 30 ᖺ㸦2018 ᖺ㸧2 ᭶ 21 ᪥

1

1

JaCVAM ホ౯㆟

 㔝 Ὀ 㞝 㸦බ┈㈈ᅋἲே ᮌཎグᛕᶓ⏕⛉Ꮫ⯆㈈ᅋ㸧
㸸ᗙ㛗
㣤 ሯ ᑦ ᩥ 㸦⊂❧⾜ᨻἲே ་⸆ရ་⒪ᶵჾ⥲ྜᶵᵓ㸧*
༑ᔒⰋ᫂ 㸦ᅜ❧་⸆ရ㣗ရ⾨⏕◊✲ᡤ ⏕ά⾨⏕Ꮫ㒊㸧
▼  㞝  㸦ᅜ❧་⸆ရ㣗ရ⾨⏕◊✲ᡤ Ᏻᛶ⏕≀ヨ㦂◊✲ࢭࣥࢱ࣮㸧
 ୖ ᬛ ᙲ 㸦᪥ᮏචẘᛶᏛ㸧
  ᩍ Ᏻ 㸦᪥ᮏື≀ᐇ㦂௦᭰ἲᏛ㸧
ᒾ℩⿱⨾Ꮚ 㸦᪥ᮏ〇⸆ᕤᴗ༠㸧
⠛ ⏣  ಇ 㸦⊂❧⾜ᨻἲே ་⸆ရ་⒪ᶵჾ⥲ྜᶵᵓ㸧
ᮡᒣ┿⌮Ꮚ 㸦᪥ᮏ⢝ရᕤᴗ㐃ྜ㸧
௰  ಇ ྖ 㸦᪥ᮏᏛᕤᴗ༠㸧
୰ᮧࡿࡾࡇ 㸦⊂❧⾜ᨻἲே 〇ရホ౯ᢏ⾡ᇶ┙ᶵᵓ㸧
す ᕝ ⛅ ె 㸦ᅜ❧་⸆ရ㣗ရ⾨⏕◊✲ᡤ Ᏻᛶ⏕≀ヨ㦂◊✲ࢭࣥࢱ࣮㸧
 ⃝  ⪽ 㸦᪥ᮏẘᛶᏛ㸧
㔝 ཱྀ ┿ ᕼ 㸦⊂❧⾜ᨻἲே ་⸆ရ་⒪ᶵჾ⥲ྜᶵᵓ㸧**
᳃ ⏣   㸦᪥ᮏ⎔ቃኚ␗ཎᏛ㸧
ᶓ 㛵 ༤ 㞝 㸦᪥ᮏ⓶චࣞࣝࢠ࣮Ꮫ㸧
                ௵ᮇ㸸ᖹᡂ 28 ᖺ 4 ᭶ 1 ᪥㹼ᖹᡂ 30 ᖺ 3 ᭶ 31 ᪥
*㸸ᖹᡂ 28 ᖺ 4 ᭶ 1 ᪥㹼ᖹᡂ 29 ᖺ 3 ᭶ 31 ᪥
**㸸ᖹᡂ 29 ᖺ 4 ᭶ 1 ᪥㹼ᖹᡂ 30 ᖺ 3 ᭶ 31 ᪥

           

2

2

⣽⬊ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂㸦Cell Transformation Assay㸸CTA㸧ࡣࠊᇵ㣴⣽⬊Ꮫ≀㉁ࢆ᭚㟢ࡍࡿࡇ࡛㉳ࡁ
ࡿࠕ⣽⬊ࡢᙧែࠖࡸࠕ⾲⌧ᙧ㉁ࠖࡢኚࢆᣦᶆࡋ࡚⭘⒆ㄏⓎᛶࡢ᭷↓ࢆㄪࡿヨ㦂ἲࡢ୍ࡘ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
ࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮⫾ඣ㸦Syrian Hamster Embryo㸸SHE㸧⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA ࡛ࡣࠊึ௦ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆ
⤖࣭ゎࡋࡓṇᖖಸయ⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸࡚ࠊ┠ⓗࡍࡿᏛ≀㉁ࢆ᭚㟢ࡋࡓᚋࠊᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢ
ฟ⌧⋡ࡼࡗ࡚ࠊᏛ≀㉁ࡢᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࡢ᭷↓ࢆホ౯ࡍࡿࠋ
SHE CTA ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊOECD ࡼࡾ Detailed Review Paper 31㸦DRP31㸧࡛ 245 ࡢᏛ≀㉁ࡀホ౯ࡉࢀ
࡚࠸ࡿ 1)ࠋEuropean Union Reference Laboratory for Alternatives to Animal Testing㸦EURL ECVAM㸧ࡼࡿ
ࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀᐇࡉࢀ 2-3)ࠊEURL ECVAM Scientific Advisory Committee㸦ESAC㸧ࡼࡿ➨
3 ⪅ホ౯ࡀ⾜ࢃࢀ 4)ࠊ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡀ᥎ዡࡉࢀࡓ 5)ࠋࡑࡢᚋࠊSHE CTA ᑓ㛛ᐙ㆟ࡼࡿホ౯ࡀ⾜
ࢃࢀ 6-7)ࠊ2015 ᖺ 5 ᭶ OECD ࢞ࢲࣥࢫࡋ࡚බ⾲ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ 8)ࠋJaCVAM ホ౯㆟ࡣࠊJaCVAM ᙧ
㉁㌿ヨ㦂㈨ᩱ⦅⧩ጤဨࡼࡾసᡂࡉࢀࡓࠕSHE ⣽⬊ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂ἲ㸦SHE CTA㸧ホ౯ሗ࿌᭩ࠖ9)ࢆ
⏝࠸࡚ࠊᮏヨ㦂ἲࡢጇᙜᛶࡘ࠸᳨࡚ウࡋࡓࠋ

㸯㸬ヨ㦂ἲࡢᐃ⩏
ྡ⛠㸸 SHE ⣽⬊ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂ἲ㸦SHE CTA㸧
௦᭰ࡍࡿᑐ㇟ẘᛶヨ㦂㸸 ࡆࡗṑ㢮ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂
ヨ㦂ἲࡢᴫ␎㸸 ᮏヨ㦂ἲ࡛ࡣࠊ⫾⏕ 13 ᪥┠ࡢࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮ࡽㄪ〇ࡋࡓึ௦ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࡽ
స〇ࡋࡓ 2 ௦┠ࡢ⣽⬊㸦ṇᖖಸయ䠅ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿࠋ୍㒊ࡣ X ⥺↷ᑕࡼࡾቑṪ⬟ࢆάࡉࡏࡓࣇ࣮
ࢲ࣮⣽⬊㸦ᨭᣢ⣽⬊㸧ࡋ࡚ࠊࡣᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࢆㄪࡿᶆⓗ⣽⬊ࡋ࡚⏝ࡍࡿࠋࣇ࣮ࢲ࣮⣽⬊ୖ
ᶆⓗ⣽⬊ࢆ✀ࡋࡓᚋࠊ⿕㦂≀㉁ࢆ 7 ᪥㛫᭚㟢ࡋࡓᚋࠊ⣽⬊ࢆὙί࣭ᅛᐃࡋ࡚ᰁⰍࡋࠊᐇయ㢧ᚤ㙾
ୗ࡛ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢᙧែࢆㄪࡿࠋ⣽⬊ẘᛶࡣࠊࢥࣟࢽ࣮ᙧᡂຠ⋡ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢࡁࡉࡸ⣽⬊ᐦᗘࡢῶᑡ
ࡽホ౯ࡍࡿࠋᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࡣࠊ⿕㦂≀㉁᭚㟢⩌⁐፹ᑐ↷⩌ࡘ࠸࡚ࠊࡑࢀࡒࢀࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢ⥲ᩘᑐ
ࡍࡿᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ᩘࡢྜࢆ⟬ฟࡋ࡚ẚ㍑ࡍࡿࡇࡼࡾホ౯ࡍࡿࠋ

㸰㸬ホ౯⏝࠸ࡓ㈨ᩱ࠾ࡼࡧホ౯ෆᐜࡢ⛉Ꮫⓗጇᙜᛶ
ᮏヨ㦂ἲࡣࠊEURL ECVAM ࡼࡿ 6 ✀㢮ࡢᏛ≀㉁ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ 2-3)ࡑࢀ⥆
ࡃ ESAC ࡼࡿ➨୕⪅ホ౯ࡼࡾࠊ့ங㢮ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ௦᭰ἲࡋ࡚ホ౯ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ

4)

ࠋ

OECD ࢞ࢲࣥࢫ 34 ᇶ࡙࠸ࡓࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡣᐇࡉࢀ࡚࠸࡞࠸ࡀࠊ2015 ᖺ 5 ᭶බ⾲ࡉࢀࡓ
OECD ࢞ࢲࣥࢫ 8)࡛ࡣࠊࡀࢇཎᛶࢆホ౯ࡍࡿヨ㦂ᡓ␎ࡢ୍⎔ࡋ࡚ࠊ࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣࡀࢇཎᛶࡿドᣐ
ࡢ㔜ࡳ࡙ࡅ㸦Weight of Evidence㸸WoE㸧ᮏヨ㦂ࡢ⤖ᯝࢆ⏝ࡍࡿࡇࡣ᭷⏝࡛࠶ࡿࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
JaCVAM ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂㈨ᩱ⦅⧩ጤဨ࡛ࡣࠊ⌧ᅾࡲ࡛බ㛤ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿሗ

1-8)

ࢆᇶᮏヨ㦂ἲࡢࡀࢇཎ

ᛶヨ㦂௦᭰ἲࡋ࡚ࡢ⛉Ꮫⓗጇᙜᛶࡘ࠸࡚ホ౯ࡋࡓࠋSHE ⣽⬊ࡢᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࡣࠊከẁ㝵Ⓨࡀࢇ㐣⛬
ࡢ᪩ᮇ㉳ࡁࡿ⌧㇟┦ᙜࡋ࡚࠾ࡾࠊᙧ㉁㌿⣽⬊ࡣࠊ⥅௦ᇵ㣴ᚋࠊྠ⣔⤫ࡢື≀ࡸࢾ࣮ࢻ࣐࢘ࢫᑐ
ࡋ࡚⣙ 50㹼100㸣ࡢྜ࡛㐀⭘⒆ᛶࢆ♧ࡍࡇࡀ▱ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ 10-11)ࠋDRP31 ࡣࠊ」ᩘࡢ pH ࡢᇵ㣴ᾮ
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㸦࠼ࡤࠊpH 6.7ࠊpH 7.0 ࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣࡑࢀ௨ୖ㸧࡛ヨ㦂ࡉࢀࡓᩘከࡃࡢᏛ≀㉁ࡢ SHE CTA ⤖ᯝࡀࡲࡵ
ࡽࢀࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁࠾ࡼࡧ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᭚㟢ࡼࡾࠊSHE ⣽⬊ࡣᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࡍࡿࡇ
ࡀ♧ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋEURL ECVAM ࡣࠊᶆ‽ࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࠊᢏ⾡⛣㌿ᛶࠊ࠾ࡼࡧタෆ⌧ᛶ୪ࡧタ
㛫⌧ᛶࢆホ౯ࡋࡓ⤖ᯝࠊࡑࡢ᭷⏝ᛶࢆㄆࡵ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡲࡓࠊEURL ECVAM ࡢᶆ‽ⓗࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝ DRP31
♧ࡉࢀࡓࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࡢ㛫ࡣᇶᮏⓗ࡞ᕪ␗ࡣ࡞ࡃࠊᅇ㢳ⓗホ౯࠾࠸࡚ࠊ࠸ࡎࢀࡢࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࡼ
ࡾᚓࡽࢀࡓࢹ࣮ࢱࡶࠊཷࡅධࢀྍ⬟࡛࠶ࡿࡉࢀࡓࠋ
⣽⬊ࡢᙧ㉁㌿ࡢṇ☜࡞ศᏊ⏕≀Ꮫⓗ࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒ࡣ༑ศࡣゎ᫂ࡉࢀ࡚࠾ࡽࡎࠊSHE ⣽⬊ࡢᙧ㉁㌿
࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒ࡶ᫂࡞Ⅼࡀከ࠸ࡀࠊࡑࡢ࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒ࢆゎᯒࡍࡿㄽᩥࡣᩘከࡃ࠶ࡿࠋ⣽⬊࿘ᮇไᚚࢩࢫࢸ
࣒ࠊࢤࣀ࣒Ᏻᐃᛶࠊ࠾ࡼࡧศ࣭ቑṪ㐣⛬࡛ࡢ㑇ఏᏊⓎ⌧ࡢኚࡸ␗ᖖࡀᙧ㉁㌿ࡢࡓࡿせᅉࡋ࡚
⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡇࢀࡽࡢ㐣⛬ᙳ㡪ࢆཬࡰࡍ㑇ఏⓗኚ␗ࡣ┤᥋ⓗ࡞㑇ఏẘᛶస⏝⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
ࡉࡽࠊDNA ࡢ㧗࣓ࢳࣝ࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣప࣓ࢳࣝࠊࣄࢫࢺࣥಟ㣭࠾ࡼࡧࢾࢡࣞ࢜ࢯ࣮࣒ࣜࣔࢹࣜࣥࢢ
ࡼࡿ㑇ఏᏊⓎ⌧ࡢኚࡸ㑇ఏⓗᏳᐃᛶࡀࠊ࢚ࣆࢪ࢙ࢿࢸࢵࢡ࡞ኚࢆㄏ㉳ࡋࠊᝏᛶᙧ㉁㌿㐍⾜
ࡉࡏࡿᘬࡁ㔠࡞ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡶࡲࡓࠊከẁ㝵Ⓨࡀࢇ㐣⛬㛵ࡋࠊṇ
ᖖ⣽⬊ࢆᙧ㉁㌿ࡉࡏࡿࡶࡢ⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡍ࡞ࢃࡕࠊࢠࣕࢵࣉࢪࣕࣥࢡࢩࣙࣥࡼࡿ⣽⬊㛫ࢥ࣑
ࣗࢽࢣ࣮ࢩࣙࣥࢆ㜼ᐖࡍࡿ㓟ⓗࢫࢺࣞࢫࠊ⣽⬊ศᅇᩘࡢቑຍࠊ࣏ࢺ࣮ࢩࢫࡢῶᑡࠊࢳࣗࣈࣜࣥྜ
ᡂ㜼ᐖࠊࢸ࣓࣮ࣟࣛࢮࡢάᛶࡼࡿ⪁ࡢ㜼ᐖࠊࢩࢢࢼࣝఏ㐩㐣⛬ࡢ㜼ᐖࠊࡲࡓࠊ࣍ࣝࣔࣥᅾ㐣⛬
ࡸ࣌ࣝ࢜࢟ࢩࢰ࣮࣒ࡢቑṪ㛵ࡍࡿཷᐜయࡢ⤖ྜ࡞࡛࠶ࡿࠋࡇࡢࡼ࠺࡞⛉Ꮫⓗ▱ぢࡢከࡃࡀࠊࡀ
ࢇ㐣⛬ุ࡛᫂ࡋ࡚࠸ࡿᐇࡑࡢ୍㒊ࡀᩚྜࡍࡿࡇ࡞ࡽࠊSHE CTA ࡢ⛉Ꮫⓗ࡞᳨ドࡣࠊ࡛
ࡣ࡞࠸ࡶࡢࡢࠊ⌧ᅾࡢศᏊ⏕≀ᏛⓗỈ‽ᇶ࡙࠸࡚࠶ࡿ⛬ᗘ࡞ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ

㸱㸬ᮏヨ㦂ἲࡢ᭷⏝ᛶ㐺⏝㝈⏺
ᮏヨ㦂ἲࡣࠊᇵ㣴ṇᖖ⣽⬊ࡀᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࡍࡿࡇࢆᣦᶆࡋ࡚ࠊᏛ≀㉁ࡢ⭘⒆ㄏⓎᛶࡢ᭷↓ࢆண
ࡍࡿヨ㦂ἲࡢ୍ࡘ࡛࠶ࡾࠊࡢࡀࢇཎᛶண

ヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡶࠊWoE ࡢ୍ࡘࡋ࡚ SHE CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝ

ࢆ⏝ࡍࡿࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࡿࠋᮏヨ㦂ἲࡣࠊ⌧⾜ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⨨ࡁࢃࡿヨ㦂ἲࡋ࡚ࡢ⨨࡙
ࡅ࡛ࡣ࡞ࡃࠊ⿵ຓⓗ࡞ヨ㦂㸦࠼ࡤࠊࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢᐇ㡰ࢆỴࡵࡿࡓࡵࡢࢫࢡ࣮ࣜࢽࣥࢢ࡞㸧
ࡋ࡚⨨࡙ࡅࡿࡇࡣྍ⬟࡛࠶ࡿࠋᮏヨ㦂ἲ࡛ࡣࠊື≀⫾ඣࡽึ௦ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆㄪ〇ࡍࡿᚲせࡀ࠶ࡿࡀࠊ
⏝࠸ࡿື≀ᩘࡣࠊࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ẚ࡚ࡣࡿᑡ࡞ࡃࠊ3Rs ࡢほⅬࡽ᭷⏝࡛࠶ࡿࠋࡲࡓࠊᮏヨ㦂ἲ
ࡣࠊึ௦ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࡽస〇ࡋࡓ 2 ௦┠ࡢ⣽⬊㸦ṇᖖಸయ䠅ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿࡇࡽࠊṚᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸
ࡿ CTA ẚ㍑ࡋ࡚ࠊࡑࡢᛂࡣࡼࡾṇᖖ⣽⬊㏆࠸≧ែࢆᫎࡋࡓ⣔⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
DRP31 ࡛ࡢ 245 ࡢᏛ≀㉁ࢆホ౯ࡋࡓ⤖ᯝ࠾࠸࡚ࠊSHE CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡢ┦㛵
ࡀㄆࡵࡽࢀࡿࠋSHE CTA ࡢṇ☜ᛶࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊື≀ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢṇ☜ᗘࠊឤᗘࠊ≉␗ᗘࠊ
ഇ㝜ᛶ⋡࠾ࡼࡧഇ㝧ᛶ⋡ࡀࠊࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࢆ᳨ฟࡍࡿ㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱᴫࡡྠ➼ཪࡣࡑࢀ௨ୖࡢ⤖ᯝ
ࡀᚓࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡍ࡞ࢃࡕࠊ␗࡞ࡿᇵ㣴ᾮ pH ࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA ࡢṇ☜ᛶࡢホ౯࡛ࡣࠊpH 6.7 ἲ㸦93
Ꮫ≀㉁㸧ࡣࠊṇ☜ᗘ 73㸣ࠊឤᗘ 72㸣ࠊ≉␗ᗘ 74㸣࡛ࠊpH 7.0 ἲ㸦42 Ꮫ≀㉁㸧ࡣࠊṇ☜ᗘ 83㸣ࠊឤ
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4

ᗘ 80㸣ࠊ≉␗ᗘ 92㸣࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋ࠸ࡎࢀࡢ pH ࡛ࡶࠊᴫࡡྠ➼ࡢ⤖ᯝࡀᚓࡽࢀ࡚࠾ࡾࠊඹࡑࡢ᭷⏝ᛶࡣ
㧗࠸⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
୍᪉ࠊᮏヨ㦂ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣከ✀㢮ࡢᏛ≀㉁ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀᐇࡉࢀ࡚࠾ࡽࡎࠊヨ㦂᪉
ἲࡀ༑ศ᳨ドࡉࢀࡓࡣゝ࠸㞴࠸ࠋࡲࡓࠊᮏヨ㦂ࡢ⤖ᯝࡀ㝧ᛶ࡛࠶ࡗ࡚ࡶࠊࡑࡢᏛ≀㉁ࡢື≀࠾
ࡅࡿࡀࢇཎᛶࡢᙉࡉࠊ⮚ჾ≉␗ᛶࠊ✀≉␗ᛶ࠾ࡼࡧస⏝ᶵᗎ㸦ࢽࢩ࢚࣮ࢩࣙࣥ/ࣉ࣮ࣟࣔࢩࣙࣥస⏝㸧
㛵ࡍࡿሗࡣᚓࡽࢀ࡞࠸ࠋࡉࡽࠊᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢุูࡣᐇ㦂⪅ࡢ⩦⇍㸦༑ศ࡞ᩍ⫱カ⦎࠾ࡼ
ࡧ⤒㦂㸧ࡀᚲせ࡛࠶ࡿࠋヨ㦂ࢆ㐺ษᐇࡍࡿࡣࠊ௨ୗࡢ㡯ࢆ⪃៖ࡍࡿᚲせࡶ࠶ࡿ㸸1) ㄪ〇ࡋࡓ
SHE ⣽⬊࠾ࡼࡧ⏝ࡍࡿ࢘ࢩ⫾ඣ⾑Ύࡢ㐺ษᛶࠊ2) ࣇ࣮ࢲ࣮⣽⬊ࡢ㐺ษᛶࡑࡢㄪ〇࠾ࡅࡿ X ⥺
↷ᑕ⨨ࡢ⏝ࠊ3) ヨ㦂ᡂ❧ᇶ‽࠾ࡼࡧ⤖ᯝุᐃᇶ‽ࡢタᐃࠋ

㸲㸬┠ⓗࡍࡿ≀㉁ཪࡣ〇ရࡢẘᛶࢆホ౯ࡍࡿヨ㦂ἲࡋ࡚ࡢࠊ♫ⓗཷࡅධࢀᛶ࠾ࡼࡧ⾜ᨻୖࡢ⏝
ࡢྍ⬟ᛶ
 ♫ⓗཷࡅධࢀᛶ㸸
ᮏヨ㦂ἲࡣࠊᐇ㝿ࡋ✀ࠎࡢ᮲௳ࡀ࠶ࡿࡶࡢࡢࠊ⣽⬊ᇵ㣴࡞ࡽࡧᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽุู࣮⩦⇍ࡋ
ࡓタ࡛࠶ࢀࡤᐇ࡛ࡁࠊᇵ㣴ᮇ㛫ࡶ㸯㐌㛫⛬ᗘ▷ࡃࠊࡲࡓヨ㦂㈝⏝ࡶẚ㍑ⓗᏳ౯࡛࠶ࡿࠋ୍༉ࡢዷ
ፎື≀⏤᮶ࡢ⫾ඣ⣽⬊ࡽ 50 ᅇࡢホ౯ࡀྍ⬟࡞ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࡀᚓࡽࢀࡿ࠸࠺Ⅼ࡛ࠊ3Rs ࡢ⢭⚄ྜ⮴ࡋ࡚
࠾ࡾࠊ♫ⓗཷࡅධࢀᛶࡣ㧗࠸ࠋ
 ⾜ᨻୖࡢ⏝ᛶ㸸
ᮏヨ㦂ἲ࠾࠸࡚㝧ᛶࡢ⤖ᯝࡀᚓࡽࢀࡓሙྜࠊࡑࡢ⿕㦂≀㉁ࢆࡀࢇཎᛶ≀㉁ุᐃࡍࡿࡇࡣ⛉Ꮫⓗ
ࡶࠊࡲࡓ⾜ᨻⓗࡶᅔ㞴࡛࠶ࡾࠊࡋࡓࡀࡗ࡚ᮏヨ㦂ࢆࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⨨ࡁ࠼ࡿࡇࡣ⌧≧࡛ࡣ㐺
ษ࡛࠶ࡿࠋᮏヨ㦂ࡢ⾜ᨻୖࡢ⏝࠶ࡓࡗ࡚ࡣࠊᵓ㐀άᛶ┦㛵࡞⤌ࡳྜࢃࡏ࡚⿵ຓⓗ࡞ヨ㦂ࠊ࠼
ࡤ WoE ᇶ࡙ࡃホ౯ࡢ㝿ࡢ୍ࡘࡢ㡯┠ࠊ࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ᐇࡢඃඛ㡰ࡅࡢࡓࡵࡢࢫࢡ࣮ࣜ
ࢽࣥࢢヨ㦂ࡋ࡚⨨ࡅࡓୖ࡛⏝ࡉࢀࡿࡁ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
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SHE ⣽⬊ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂ἲ㸦SHE CTA㸧

ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂㈨ᩱ⦅⧩ጤဨ
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Abbreviations
3Rs:

Reduction, Replacement, and Refinement

CTA:

Cell Transformation Assay

CGM:

Complete Growth Medium

CIM:

Cell Isolation Medium

DB-ALM: DataBase service on Alternative Methods to Animal Experimentation
DRF:

Dose Range Finding assay

DRP:

Detailed Review Paper

DMEM:

Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium

ESAC:

ECVAM Scientific Advisory Committee

EURL ECVAM: European Union Reference Laboratory for Alternatives to Animal Testing
FBS:

Foetal Bovine Serum

GD:

Guidance Document

IARC:

International Agency for Research on Cancer

MoA:

Mode of Action

MTF:

Morphological Transformation Frequency

NTP:

National Toxicology Program

OECD:

Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development

SHE:

Syrian Hamster Embryo

UVBCs:

Substances of Unknown or Variable Composition, Complex Reaction Products or Biological Materials

WoE:

Weight of Evidence

WNT:

Working Group of National Coordinators of the Test Guidelines Program
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1.

せ᪨
⣽⬊ࡢᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂㸦Cell Transformation Assay : CTA㸧ࡣࠊin vitro ࠾࠸࡚ࠊᏛ≀㉁ࢆ᭚㟢ࡍࡿࡇ

࡛㉳ࡁࡿࠕ⣽⬊ࡢᙧែࠖࡸࠕ⾲⌧ᙧ㉁ࠖࡢᝏᛶࢆᣦᶆࡋ࡚⭘⒆ㄏⓎᛶࡢ᭷↓ࢆㄪࡿヨ㦂ἲࡢ୍ࡘ࡛
࠶ࡿࠋ
JaCVAM SHE ⣽⬊ᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂㈨ᩱ⦅⧩ጤဨࡣࠊOECD ࢞ࢲࣥࢫ 1)ࡋ࡚ 2015 ᖺ 5 ᭶බ⾲ࡉࢀ
ࡓࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮⫾㸦Syrian Hamster Embryo: SHE㸧⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA ࡀᏛ≀㉁ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶࡢ
ண

᭷⏝ྰࡘ࠸᳨࡚ウࡋࠊࡑࡢ⤖ᯝࢆࡲࡵࡓࠋSHE ⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA ࡢ≉ᚩࡋ࡚ࡣࠊ⏝࠸

ࡿ⣽⬊ࡀึ௦ᇵ㣴⣽⬊࡛࠶ࡿࠊᇶᮏⓗ࡞௦ㅰ⬟ࢆ⥔ᣢࡋ࡚࠸ࡿࠊᇵ㣴ᮇ㛫ࡣ㸯㐌㛫⛬ᗘࡢ▷ᮇ࡛࠶ࡿࠊヨ
㦂㈝⏝ࡣẚ㍑ⓗᏳ౯࡛࠶ࡿࠊࡋࡋࠊᙧ㉁㌿ࡋࡓࢥࣟࢽ࣮㸦⣽⬊㞟ⴠ㸧ࢆぢᴟࡵࡿࡣ༑ศ࡞ᩍ⫱カ
⦎ࡀᚲせ࡛࠶ࡿࡇ࡞ࡀᣲࡆࡽࢀࡿࠋ
SHE CTA ࡣࠊヨ㦂᪉ἲࡸࡀࢇཎᛶࡢ┦㛵㛵ࡍࡿㄽᩥࡀከࡃฟ∧ࡉࢀࠊࡑࡢ᭷⏝ᛶࡘ࠸࡚ࡢ㆟ㄽ
ࡶከࡃ࡞ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋEuropean Union Reference Laboratory for Alternatives to Animal Testing㸦EURL ECVAM㸧
ࡼࡗ࡚ࠊࡑࡢヨ㦂᪉ἲ㛵ࡍࡿࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀᐇࡉࢀࡓࠋࡋࡋࠊ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡢᩘࡀᑡ࡞
ࡃࠊࡋࡶヨ㦂㛤ጞࡣ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡓ≀㉁ࡀ୍✀㢮ᏑᅾࡋࡓࡶࡢࡢࠊOECD
ࡼࡿ SHE CTA ᑓ㛛ᐙ㆟ࡼࡿホ౯⤖ᯝ 2)࡛ࡣࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡣྵࡲࢀ࡚࠸࡞࠸ࡢ⤖ㄽ
ࢆᚓࡓࠋ᭱⤊ⓗࡣ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡢᩘࢆቑࡸࡋ࡚ࡢṇᘧ࡞ࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡣᐇࡉࢀ࡞ࡗࡓࡓࡵࠊヨ
㦂᪉ἲࡀࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢺࡉࢀࡓࡣゝ࠸㞴࠸ࠋ
 ࡋࡋ࡞ࡀࡽࠊࡀࢇཎ≀㉁࠾ࡼࡧ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓ◊✲ࡼࡿࠊSHE CTA ࡢヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢṇ☜ᛶ
ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊື≀ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ୍⮴⋡ࠊឤᗘࠊ≉␗ᗘࠊഇ㝜ᛶ⋡࠾ࡼࡧഇ㝧ᛶ⋡ࡀࠊᴫࡡࠊ
ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࢆ᳨ฟࡍࡿ㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱྠ➼ཪࡣࡑࢀ௨ୖࡢ⤖ᯝࡀᚓࡽࢀ࠾ࡾࠊࡑࡢ᭷⏝ᛶࡣ㧗࠸
⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
࡞࠾ࠊᮏ㉁ⓗࡣࠊ⣽⬊ࡀᙧ㉁㌿ࡍࡿ࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒ࡣᮍࡔᮍゎ᫂࡞ⅬࡀከࡃࠊCTA ࢆࡶࡗ࡚ື≀ࢆ⏝
࠸ࡿࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⨨ࡁ࠼ࡿࡇࡣ⌧ẁ㝵࡛ࡣ㐺ษ࡛࠶ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
ࡇࡢࡼ࠺ SHE CTA ࡀᣢࡘᅛ᭷ࡢၥ㢟ⅬࡣᏑᅾࡍࡿࡀࠊ Ꮫ≀㉁ࡼࡿⓎࡀࢇᶵᵓࡢ㔜せ࡞ࢫࢸࢵ
ࣉ࡛࠶ࡿ⣽⬊ࡢᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࢆホ౯࡛ࡁࡿ᪉ἲ࡛࠶ࡾࠊᐇ㝿ࠊࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᭚㟢ࡼࡾᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮
ࡢᩘࡀቑ࠼ࡿ࠸࠺ᐇࢆ⪃៖ࡍࢀࡤࠊࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࢆ᳨ฟࡋ࡚࠸ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ≉ International
Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC) ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 1 ࠾ࡼࡧ 2A ศ㢮ࡉࢀࡿᏛ≀㉁࠾࠸࡚ࠊSHE CTA 
ࣄࢺࡢࡀࢇཎᛶ┦㛵ࡀ࠶ࡾࠊᵓ㐀┦㛵࡞⤌ࡳྜࢃࡏࡿࡇࡼࡾࠊࡀࢇཎᛶࢆࢃࡏࡿᏛ≀
㉁࡞ࡢࢫࢡ࣮ࣜࢽࣥࢢ⣔ࡋ࡚ᛂ⏝ࡍࡿࡇࡼࡾࠊື≀ᩘࡢᖜ࡞๐ῶࡀྍ⬟࡞ࡾࠊ3Rs ࡢ⢭⚄
ࡶ㐺࠺ヨ㦂᪉ἲ࡛࠶ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋࡇࡢࡼ࠺࡞ほⅬࡽࠊSHE CTA ࡣࡉࡽࢹ࣮ࢱࢆ✚ࡳ㔜ࡡࡿࡇ
ࡼࡾࠊᏛ≀㉁ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶண

ヨ㦂ࡢ᭷ᮃ࡞୍ࡘࡢヨ㦂ἲ࡞ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
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2.

ヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢ⛉Ꮫⓗጇᙜᛶつไヨ㦂ἲࡋ࡚ࡢጇᙜᛶ

1䠅 ⛉Ꮫⓗጇᙜᛶ
୍⯡ⓗ in vitro ࠾ࡅࡿ CTA ࡣࠊᏛ≀㉁ࡢ᭚㟢ࡼࡾᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࡀྍ㏫ⓗᙧែⓗኚࢆ㉳ࡇ
ࡍ࠺ࢆㄪࡿヨ㦂࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
SHE CTA ࡣࠊࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮⫾⏤᮶ࡍࡿึ௦⣽⬊ࢆ⤖࣭ゎࡋࡓ 2 ௦┠ࡢ⣽⬊㸦ṇᖖ
ಸయ⣽⬊㸧ࢆ⏝࠸࡚ࠊ┠ⓗࡍࡿᏛ≀㉁ࢆ in vitro ࡛᭚㟢ࡋࡓᚋࠊᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢฟ⌧⋡ࡼ
ࡗ࡚ࠊᏛ≀㉁ࡢᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࡢ᭷↓ࢆホ౯ࡍࡿヨ㦂ἲ࡛࠶ࡿࠋSHE ⣽⬊ࡢᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࡣࠊከẁ㝵ⓗ⭘
⒆ᙧᡂ㐣⛬ࡢ᪩ᮇ㉳ࡁࡿ⌧㇟┦ᙜࡋ࡚࠾ࡾࠊᙧ㉁㌿⣽⬊ࡣࠊ⥅௦ᇵ㣴ᚋࠊྠ⣔⤫ࡢື≀ࡸࢾ࣮ࢻ࣐
࢘ࢫᑐࡋ࡚⣙ 50㸣ࠥ100㸣ࡢྜ࡛㐀⭘⒆ᛶ 3,4)ࢆ♧ࡍࡇࡀ▱ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
OECD Detailed Review Paper31 5) 㸦௨ୗ DRP31㸧ࡣࠊ」ᩘࡢ pH ࡢᇵ㣴ᾮ࡛ヨ㦂ࡉࢀࡓᩘከࡃࡢᏛ
≀㉁ࡢ SHE CTA ⤖ᯝࡀࡲࡵࡽࢀࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁࠾ࡼࡧ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᭚㟢ࡼࡾ㸪
SHE ⣽⬊ࡣᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࡍࡿࡇࡀ♧ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋEURL ECVAM ࡣࠊᶆ‽ࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࠊᢏ⾡⛣㌿ᛶࠊ࠾
ࡼࡧタෆ⌧ᛶ࡞ࡽࡧタ㛫⌧ᛶࢆホ౯ࡋࡓ⤖ᯝࠊࡑࡢ᭷⏝ᛶࢆㄆࡵ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡲࡓࠊEURL ECVAM
ࡢᶆ‽ⓗࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝ DRP31 ♧ࡉࢀࡓࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࡢ㛫ࡣᇶᮏⓗ࡞ᕪ␗ࡣ࡞ࡃࠊࡇࢀࡽࡢᚓࡽࢀࡓ
ࢹ࣮ࢱࡣᅇ㢳ⓗホ౯࠾࠸࡚ࠊཷࡅධࢀྍ⬟࡛࠶ࡿࡉࢀࡓࠋ
⣽⬊ࡢᙧ㉁㌿ࡢṇ☜࡞ศᏊ⏕≀Ꮫⓗ࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒ࡣ༑ศࡣゎ᫂ࡉࢀ࡚࠸࡞࠸ࡢࡀ⌧≧࡛࠶ࡿࠋSHE
⣽⬊ࡀᙧ㉁㌿ࡍࡿ࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒ࡣ᫂࡞Ⅼࡀከ࠸ࡀࠊࡑࡢ࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒ࢆゎᯒࡍࡿㄽᩥࡣᩘከࡃ࠶ࡾࠊ
ᙧ㉁㌿ࡣ༢୍ࡢ࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒࡛ㄏᘬࡉࢀ࡞࠸ࡇࡶ᫂ࡽ࡞ࡗ࡚ࡁࡓࠋࡍ࡞ࢃࡕࠊ⣽⬊࿘ᮇไᚚࢩࢫ
ࢸ࣒ࠊࢤࣀ࣒Ᏻᐃᛶࠊ࠾ࡼࡧศ࣭ቑṪ㐣⛬࡛ࡢ㑇ఏᏊⓎ⌧ࡢኚࡸ␗ᖖࡀᙧ㉁㌿ࡢࡓࡿせᅉࡋ࡚
⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡇࢀࡽࡢ㐣⛬ᙳ㡪ࢆཬࡰࡍ㑇ఏⓗኚ␗ࡣ┤᥋ⓗ࡞㑇ఏẘᛶస⏝⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
ࡉࡽࠊDNA ࡢ㧗࣓ࢳࣝ࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣప࣓ࢳࣝࠊࣄࢫࢺࣥಟ㣭࠾ࡼࡧࢾࢡࣞ࢜ࢯ࣮࣒ࣜࣔࢹࣜࣥࢢࡼ
ࡿ㑇ఏᏊⓎ⌧ࡢኚࡸ㑇ఏⓗᏳᐃᛶࡀࠊ࢚ࣆࢪ࢙ࢿࢸࢵࢡ࡞ኚࢆㄏ㉳ࡋࠊᝏᛶᙧ㉁㌿㐍⾜ࡉ
ࡏࡿᘬࡁ㔠࡞ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
ࡑࡢࡢ▱ぢࡋ࡚ࠊ
䞉Ṛࡸᝏᛶࡋࡓᙧ㉁㌿⣽⬊࠾ࡅࡿᚋᮇẁ㝵࡛ࡣࠊࡀࢇ㑇ఏᏊ ras ࡸ myc ᗈỗⓗࡶࡋࡃࡣ㒊
≉␗ⓗప࣓ࢳࣝࡀࡳࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࠋ
䞉⣽⬊࿘ᮇࢳ࢙ࢵࢡ࣏ࣥࢺ㑇ఏᏊࡢ࣓ࢳࣝࡼࡿ㑇ఏᏊࡢⓎ⌧ᢚไࡸ p53 㑇ఏᏊࡢ✺↛ኚ␗ྠᵝࠊ
Ṛࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮⓶⣽⬊࠾࠸࡚ࠊࡀࢇᢚไ㑇ఏᏊ ink4a ࡸ ink4b ࡢᑐ❧㑇ఏᏊ࣊ࢸࣟ
ࡲࡓࡣ࣍ࣔࡢḞኻࡀほᐹࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࠋ
䞉ᙧ㉁㌿ࡋࡓ SHE ⣽⬊ᰴ࡛ࡣ⣽⬊࿘ᮇࡢ G2 ࢳ࢙ࢵࢡ࣏ࣥࢺ㞀ᐖࡀ⏕ࡌ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࠋ
䞉ࡢ⣽⬊ࢆᙧ㉁㌿ࡉࡏࡿࡼ࠺࡞άᛶࣉࣟࢺ࢜ࣥࢥࢪ࣮ࣥ cph ࡀᝏᛶᙧ㉁㌿⣽⬊ࡽศ㞳ࡉࢀ࡚
࠸ࡿࡇࠋ
࡞ࡀሗ࿌ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡶࡲࡓࠊከẁ㝵Ⓨࡀࢇ㐣⛬㛵ࡋࠊṇᖖ⣽⬊ࢆᙧ㉁㌿ࡉࡏࡿࡶࡢ⪃࠼ࡽ
ࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡍ࡞ࢃࡕࠊࢠࣕࢵࣉࢪࣕࣥࢡࢩࣙࣥࡼࡿ⣽⬊㛫ࢥ࣑ࣗࢽࢣ࣮ࢩࣙࣥࢆ㜼ᐖࡍࡿ㓟ⓗࢫࢺ
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ࣞࢫࠊ⣽⬊ศᅇᩘࡢቑຍࠊ࣏ࢺ࣮ࢩࢫࡢῶᑡࠊࢳࣗࣈࣜࣥྜᡂ㜼ᐖࠊࢸ࣓࣮ࣟࣛࢮࡢάᛶࡼࡿ⪁
ࡢ㜼ᐖࠊࢩࢢࢼࣝఏ㐩㐣⛬ࡢ㜼ᐖࠊࡲࡓࠊ࣍ࣝࣔࣥᅾ㐣⛬ࡸ࣌ࣝ࢜࢟ࢩࢰ࣮࣒ࡢቑṪ㛵ࡍࡿཷᐜ
యࡢ⤖ྜ࡞࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
ࡇࡢࡼ࠺࡞⛉Ꮫⓗ▱ぢࡢከࡃࡀࠊࡀࢇ㐣⛬ุ࡛᫂ࡋ࡚࠸ࡿᐇࡑࡢ୍㒊ࡀᩚྜࡍࡿࡇ࡞ࡽࠊ
SHE CTA ࡢ⛉Ꮫⓗ࡞᳨ドࡣࠊ࡛ࡣ࡞࠸ࡀࠊ⌧ᅾࡢศᏊ⏕≀ᏛⓗỈ‽ᇶ࡙࠸࡚࠶ࡿ⛬ᗘ࡞ࡉࢀ࡚࠸
ࡿヨ㦂⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ

2䠅 つไୖࡢጇᙜᛶ
SHE CTA ࡣ༢୍ࡢᏛ≀㉁ࡘ࠸࡚ࡢࡳࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀᐇࡉࢀ࡚࠾ࡾࠊ࠸ࡃࡘࡢᏛ
≀㉁ࡽᵓᡂࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ≀㉁ࠊUVCBsࠊᡈ࠸ࡣΰྜ≀ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀᐇࡉࢀ࡚࠸࡞
࠸ࡇࢆ␃ពࡍࡁ࡛࠶ࡿࠋࡇ࠺ࡋࡓ≧ἣࢆ⪃៖ࡋࡓୖ࡛ࠊOECD ࡢ࢞ࢲࣥࢫࢻ࣓࢟ࣗࣥࢺ 1)ࡀ᫂☜
ࡋ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࡣࠊࡀࢇཎᛶࢆホ౯ࡍࡿヨ㦂ᡓ␎ࡢ୍⎔ࡋ࡚ࠊᡈ࠸ࡣࡀࢇཎᛶࡿ WoE㸦ドᣐࡢ㔜
ࡳࡅ㸧 SHE CTA ⤖ᯝࢆ⏝ࡍࡿࡇࡣ᭷⏝࡛࠶ࡿࡋ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡲࡓࠊSHE CTA ࡣ㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀
㉁ᑐࡋ࡚㧗ឤཷᛶࢆࡶࡘࡀࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ᑐࡋ࡚ࡣᮍࡔ㆟ㄽࡢవᆅࡀ࠶ࡾࠊࡼࡾከࡃࡢ
ሗࡀồࡵࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡢࡶᐇ࡛࠶ࡿࠋᮏヨ㦂ἲࡀ OECD ヨ㦂ἲ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡋ࡚ᢎㄆࡉࢀ࡞ࡗࡓ⌮
⏤ࡋ࡚ᣦࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࡣࠊᙧ㉁㌿⣽⬊ࡢホ౯㛵ࡋ࡚ᮏ㉁ⓗ࡞ၥ㢟ࡀࡑࡇࡣᏑᅾࡍࡿࡇࠊ
ࡍ࡞ࢃࡕࠊᙧ㉁㌿⮳ࡿศᏊ⏕≀Ꮫⓗస⏝ᶵᵓࡢ⌮ゎࡀ㝈ᐃⓗ࡛࠶ࡿࡇ࡛࠶ࡿࠋࡲࡓ SHE CTA ࡢṇ
☜ᛶศᯒ࡛⏝࠸ࡓ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡀᑡ࡞ࡗࡓࡇ 1,2)ࠊSHE CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡽࡣࠊin vivo ࠾ࡅࡿ
ࡀࢇཎᛶࡢᙉࡉࠊ✀≉␗ᛶࡲࡓࡣ⤌⧊≉␗ᛶ࡞ࡢሗࡣᚓࡽࢀ࡞࠸ࡇ࡞ࡀᣦࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
ᮏヨ㦂ἲࡣ⌧⾜ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⨨ࡁࢃࡿヨ㦂ἲࡋ࡚ࡢ⨨࡙ࡅ࡛ࡣ࡞ࡃࠊᏛ≀㉁➼ࡢ
ࡀࢇཎᛶ㛵ࡋ࡚ࡢ⾜ᨻⓗ࡞ุ᩿ࡀᚲせ࡞ࡗࡓሙྜࠊ⿵ຓⓗ࡞ヨ㦂㸦࠼ࡤ Weight of Evidence㸸 WoE㸧
ࡋ࡚⨨࡙ࡅࡿࡇࡀࡑࡢ⏝౯್ࢆ㧗ࡵࡿࡶࡢ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ

3.

ヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࡢጇᙜᛶ

1㸧 ヨ㦂ἲࡢᴫ␎
SHE ⣽⬊ࡣ⫾⏕ 13 ᪥┠ࡢࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮⫾ࡢึ௦ᇵ㣴ࡽᚓࡽࢀࡓṇᖖಸయ⣽⬊࡛ࠊ⸆≀
௦ㅰ⬟ࡸ p53 άᛶࢆ᭷ࡍࡿࠋSHE ⣽⬊ࡣࠊ✀ࠎࡢࢱࣉࡢ⣽⬊ᆺࡽᵓᡂࡉࢀࡿࡓࡵࠊSHE CTA ࡣᰴ⣽
⬊ࡽ࡞ࡿࡢ CTA ἲẚ㍑ࡋ࡚ࠊࡼࡾ⏕య㏆࠸ṇᖖ⣽⬊㉳ࡇࡿኚࢆᤊ࠼ࡿࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࡿࠋከ✀
ከᵝ࡞ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࢆ SHE ⣽⬊᭚㟢ࡍࡿࡲࡎᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࡀㄏᑟࡉࢀࠊᙧ㉁㌿⣽⬊ࡣࠊ⥅௦ᇵ㣴ᚋࠊ
㒊ศࡀ㐀⭘⒆ᛶ࣐࣮࣮࡛࢝࠶ࡿ㊊ሙ㠀౫ᏑᛶቑṪ⬟ࢆ⋓ᚓࡋࠊឤཷᛶࢆᣢࡘື≀ᝏᛶ⭘⒆ࢆᙧᡂࡍ
ࡿࡇࡀ▱ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
SHE CTA ࡣ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡢ᭚㟢ࡼࡗ࡚ࠊከẁ㝵ⓗ㐍⾜ࡍࡿ⭘⒆ᙧᡂ㐣⛬ࡢึᮇ㉳ࡇࡿᙧ㉁㌿ࢆ᳨
ฟࡍࡿ in vitro ヨ㦂ἲ࡛࠶ࡿࠋᮏヨ㦂ἲࡼࡗ࡚ࠊᚑ᮶ࡢ in vitro 㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂ࡽࡣධᡭ࡛ࡁ࡞࠸⿕㦂≀
㉁₯ᅾࡍࡿ⣽⬊ᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࢆ᳨ฟࡍࡿࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࡿࠋ
SHE CTA ࡛ᚓࡽࢀࡓ⤖ᯝࢆໟᣓⓗ࡞ヨ㦂ᡓ␎ࡢ୍㒊ࡸ WoE ά⏝ࡍࢀࡤࠊ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡢࡶࡘ₯ᅾⓗᙧ
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㉁㌿⬟ࡢホ౯࠼ࡿࡤࡾ࡛࡞ࡃࠊSHE CTA ࡣࠊᚑ᮶ࡢື≀ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ୍㒊⨨ࡁ࠼
㸦Replacement㸧࡞ࡽࡧື≀ᩘࡢ๐ῶ㸦Reduction㸧㈉⊩ࡍࡿࡇ࡞ࡾࠊࡑࡢព⩏ࡣࡁ࠸ࠋ

2㸧 ヨ㦂ἲࡢཎ⌮
(1) SHE ⣽⬊ࡣ⫾⏕ 13 ᪥┠ࡢࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮⫾⣽⬊ࡢึ௦ᇵ㣴ࡽᚓࡿࠋ㓝⣲࡛⫾⤌⧊ࢆ
ᾘᚋࠊ⣽⬊ࢆ㞟ࡋᾮయ❅⣲୰࡛ಖᏑࡍࡿࠋ⤖⣽⬊ࡢ୍㒊ࡣࣇ࣮ࢲ࣮⣽⬊㸦ᨭᣢ⣽⬊㸧ࠊ
ࡣᶆⓗ⣽⬊⏝ࡍࡿࠋX ⥺↷ᑕ࡛ቑṪ⬟ࢆάࡉࡏࡓ⣽⬊ࢆࣇ࣮ࢲ࣮⣽⬊⏝࠸ࡿࠋࣇ
࣮ࢲ࣮⣽⬊ࡣᶆⓗ⣽⬊ࡢᰤ㣴⿵⤥⸆≀௦ㅰάᛶࢆࢧ࣏࣮ࢺࡍࡿ┠ⓗ࡛✀ࡉࢀࠊᶆⓗ⣽⬊ࡣᙧ
ែᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࢆㄪࡿࡓࡵ✀ࡉࢀࡿࠋ
(2) ᶆⓗ⣽⬊ࡣᙧᡂࡉࢀࡿࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢⓎ⫱ࢆ⪃៖ࡋ࡚ࠊCTA ࡢヨ㦂ᡂ❧ᇶ‽ࢆ‶ࡓࡍᚲせ࡞ࢡ࣮ࣟ
ࢽࣥࢢຠ⋡ࢆ㐩ᡂ࡛ࡁࡿࢡ࣮ࣟࣥᐦᗘ࡛ࣇ࣮ࢲ࣮⣽⬊ᒙୖ✀ࡍࡿࠋ✀ᚋࠊ⿕㦂≀㉁ࢆ 7 ᪥
㛫᭚㟢ࡍࡿࠋࡑࡢᚋࠊ⣽⬊ࢆὙί࣭ᅛᐃࡋᰁⰍࡍࡿࠋࢹࢵࢩࣗࡣࢥ࣮ࢻࡋࠊᐇయ㢧ᚤ㙾᳨ᰝ࡛
ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢᙧែⓗ⾲⌧ᆺࢆグ㘓ࡍࡿࠋ
(3) ⣽⬊ẘᛶࡣࢥࣟࢽ࣮ᙧᡂຠ⋡ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢࡁࡉࡸ⣽⬊ᐦᗘࡢῶᑡࡽホ౯ࡍࡿࠋグ㘓ࡋࡓࢥࣟࢽ
࣮ࡢ⥲ᩘᑐࡍࡿᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ᩘࡢྜࢆྛヨ㦂⃰ᗘ࡛⟬ฟࡍࡿࠋ⿕㦂≀㉁᭚㟢⩌ࡢ⥲ࢥ
ࣟࢽ࣮ᩘᑐࡍࡿᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ᩘࡢྜࢆ⁐፹ᑐ↷⩌ࡢࡑࡢྜẚ㍑ࡍࡿࠋ࡞࠾ࠊࢥࣟ
ࢽ࣮ࢧࢬᐦᗘ➼ࡢ≧ែࡣᚲせᛂࡌ࡚グ㘓ṧࡋࠊホ౯ࡢཧ⪃ࡍࡿࡀࠊᙧ㉁㌿⋡ࡣᐤ
ࡋ࡞࠸ࠋ

3㸧 ࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࡢጇᙜᛶ
௨ୗࡢ㡯┠ࡢၥ㢟Ⅼࡀ᫂☜ࡉࢀ࡚࠾ࡾࠊጇᙜᛶࡣᴫࡡ☜ಖࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
(1)

ᐇ㦂⣔㸸
୍⭡ࡢࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮⫾ࡽᚓࡽࢀࡓึ௦ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆ⏝ࡍࡿࠋࡇࡢࡇࡣ᭱ప࡛ࡶ 1 ༉
ࡢዷፎࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮ࡢᏳᴦṚࢆពࡍࡿࡀࠊ⣽⬊ࡢ㐺ษ࡞⤖ಖᏑࡼࡗ࡚ࠊ1 ༉ࡢዷፎࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮
ࡽᑡ࡞ࡃࡶ 50 ᅇศࡢ CTA ࢆᐇࡍࡿࡢᚲせ࡛༑ศ࡞⣽⬊ࢆᚓࡿࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࡿࠋ

(2) SHE ⣽⬊࢘ࢩ⫾⾑Ύ㸦FBS㸧ࡢࣟࢵࢺヨ㦂㸸
SHE ⣽⬊ࠊFBS ࡶ⏝ඛ❧ࡗ࡚ࠊ᪂ࡋ࠸ࣟࢵࢺẖ CTA 㐺ษ࠺ࢆࢳ࢙ࢵࢡࡍࡿࠋ᭦
ࠊ㐺ษ࡛࠶ࡿุ᫂ࡋࡓ⣽⬊ FBS ࢆ⤌ࡳྜࢃࡏ࡚ CTA ࢆᐇࡋࠊᐃࡵࡽࢀࡓヨ㦂ᡂ❧ᇶ‽ࢆ
‶ࡓࡍ࠺ࡢヨ㦂ࢆ⾜࠺ࠋ
(3) ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡢࣇ࣮ࢲ࣮⣽⬊㞀ᐖᛶ☜ㄆ㸸
(a) CTA ࡢ⏝ඛ❧ࡗ࡚ࠊࣇ࣮ࢲ࣮⣽⬊ࡔࡅࢆࢹࢵࢩࣗ✀࣭ᇵ㣴ࡋࠊࢥࣟࢽ࣮ᙧᡂ⬟
ࡢ࡞࠸ࡇࢆ☜ㄆࡍࡿࠋ
(b) ⿕㦂≀㉁࡛㑅ᢥⓗ㞀ᐖࡉࢀࡓሙྜࢆ㝖࠸࡚ࠊ⿕㦂≀㉁᭚㟢⩌ࡢࢹࢵࢩࣗୖࡢࣇ࣮ࢲ࣮⣽
⬊ࢆྍど࡛ࡁ࡞ࡅࢀࡤ࡞ࡽ࡞࠸ࠋ
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(4) CTA ᢏ⾡ࡢ⇍㐩ᗘ☜ㄆヨ㦂㸸
CTA ᐇタࡣᐃࡵࡽࢀࡓస⏝ᶵᗎࡢ␗࡞ࡿ㝧ᛶ࠾ࡼࡧ㝜ᛶᑐ↷≀㉁ࢆ⏝࠸࡚ CTA ࢆᐇࡋࠊ
CTA ᢏ⾡ࡢ⇍㐩ᗘࢆ☜ಖࡍࡿࠋ
(5) ⏝ࡍࡿᇵᆅࡢ pH㸦pH6.7 ࠾ࡼࡧ pH7.0)㸸
CTA ࡢᐇඛ❧ࡕࠊ㐺⏝ࡍࡿ pH ᮲௳࡛๓㏙ࡋࡓ CTA ᢏ⾡ࡢ⇍㐩ᗘ☜ㄆヨ㦂ࢆᐇࡋࠊ⇍㐩ᗘ
ࢆド᫂ࡍࡿࠋ
(6) ୧ pH 㛫ࡢ SHE CTA ࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࡢᕪ␗㸸
ᇵᆅ୰ࡢ FBS ⃰ᗘᕪࡣ࠶ࡿࡀࠊࡑࢀ௨እ࡛ࡢᕪࡣㄆࡵࡽࢀ࡞࠸ࠋ
(7) ୧ pH 㛫࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA ࣃࣇ࢛࣮࣐ࣥࢫࡢᕪࡢ᭷↓㸸
࠸ࡎࢀࡢ pH ࡛ࡶ CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡣࠊឤᗘࠊ≉␗ᗘࡶྠ⛬ᗘ࡛࠶ࡾࠊࡁ࡞ᕪࡣㄆࡵࡽࢀ࡞࠸ࠋ
(8) ヨ㦂ᡂ❧ᇶ‽㸸
CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡣࣉࣟࢺࢥ࡛ࣝつᐃࡋ࡚࠸ࡿヨ㦂ᡂ❧ᇶ‽ᚑ࠸ࠊุᐃࡍࡿࠋ
(9) CTA ホ౯ࡢᐈほᛶࡢ☜ಖ㸸
CTA ࠶ࡓࡗ࡚ࡣࠊ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡸᚓࡽࢀࡓࢹ࣮ࢱࡘ࠸࡚ࢥ࣮ࢻࡋ࡚ホ౯ࡍࡿࠋ
(10) ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢほⓗࢫࢥࣜࣥࢢࡼࡿࢹ࣮ࢱࡢኚື㸸
ࡇࡢᑐ⟇ࡋ࡚ࠊ௨ୗࡢࡇࢆᐇࡍࡿࠋ
(a) タෆእࡢ CTA ⤒㦂⪅ࡼࡿࢫࢥ࣮ࣛࡢࢺ࣮ࣞࢽࣥࢢ
(b) ✀ࠎࡢṇᖖ࠾ࡼࡧᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢ┿ぢᮏࡢ⏝㸦ࢫࢥࣜࣥࢢ࠶ࡓࡗ࡚ࡣࠊᖖ┿
ぢᮏࢆཧ⪃ࡍࡿ㸧
(c) ࢭ࢝ࣥࢻ࢜ࣆࢽ࢜ࣥ㸦ࡢࢫࢥ࣮ࣛࡲࡓࡣࢫࢥ⤒㦂⪅ࡢពぢࢆཧ⪃ࡍࡿ㸧ࡸࡢࢫࢥ
࣮ࣛࡼࡿ㔜ࢫࢥࣜࣥࢢ
(d) ࢹࢵࢩࣗࡢࢥ࣮ࢻ
(11) ⤖ᯝุᐃᇶ‽
CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࢆࣉࣟࢺࢥ࡛ࣝᐃࡵࡓ⤖ᯝุᐃᇶ‽ᚑ࠸ࠊุᐃࡍࡿࠋ

4.

ࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲⏝࠸ࡽࢀࡓ≀㉁ࡢศ㢮ጇᙜᛶ
ࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲

6,7)

౪ࡉࢀࡓ 6 ≀㉁ࡢ࠺ࡕࠊ4 ≀㉁ࡀࡀࢇཎ≀㉁࡛ࠊࡑࡢ࠺ࡕࡢ 3 ≀㉁ࡣ㑇

ఏẘᛶ≀㉁ࠊ1 ≀㉁ࡣ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶ≀㉁࡛࠶ࡿヨ㦂㛤ጞࡣホ౯ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡓࡶࡢࡢࠊSHE CTA ᑓ㛛ᐙ
㆟ࡼࡿ᳨ウ⤖ᯝࡽࠊ4 ≀㉁ࡣ࡚㑇ఏẘᛶ≀㉁࡛࠶ࡗࡓุ᩿ࡉࢀࡓ 2)ࠋṧࡿ 2 ≀㉁ࡣ㠀㑇ఏẘ
ᛶ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁࡛࠶ࡿࠋయ࡛ 6 ≀㉁ྜ≀ᩘࡣᑡ࡞ࡃࠊ㒊ศࡀከ⎔ⰾ㤶᪘ⅣỈ⣲ⰾ㤶᪘࣑
࡛ࣥࠊ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡢస⏝࣓࢝ࢽࢬ࣒೫ࡾࡀࡳࡽࢀࡓࠋࡲࡓࠊ㝧ᛶ≀㉁ࡣ᫂ࡽ࡞㝧ᛶᛂࢆ♧ࡍྜ≀ࡀ
ከࡃ㸦4/6㸧ࠊࡀࢇཎᛶࡢ࠶࠸ࡲ࠸࡞ᛂࢆ♧ࡍྜ≀ࡣྵࡲࢀ࡞ࡗࡓࡶࡢࡢࠊ㝜ᛶ≀㉁ࡶ 33㸣㸦2/6㸧
ࢆ༨ࡵ࡚࠾ࡾࠊ㑅ࡤࢀࡓྜ≀ࡣጇᙜ࡛࠶ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡓࠋ
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㸺Genotoxic carcinogens㸼
䞉Benzo(a)pyrene
䞉2.4-Diaminotoluene
䞉3-Methylcholanthrene
䞉o-Toluidine㸨
㸨ヨ㦂㛤ጞᙜࡣ equivocal ࡲࡓࡣ inconclusive genotoxic carcinogen ࢆ non-genotoxic carcinogen ࡛࠶
ࡿゎ㔘ࡋ࡚࠸ࡓࠋ
㸺Non-genotoxic non-carcinogen㸼
䞉Anthracene
䞉Phthalic anhydride

5.

ヨ㦂ࡢṇ☜ᛶࢆホ౯ࡍࡿࡓࡵ⏝࠸ࡽࢀࡓᏛ≀㉁ࡢ in vivo ཧ↷ࢹ࣮ࢱ࡞ࡽࡧ
ཧ↷ࢹ࣮ࢱసᡂࡢ⤒⦋
㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࢆ᳨ฟࡍࡿ in vitro ヨ㦂ἲࡢ㛤Ⓨࡢ㔜せᛶࡀᣦࡉࢀࡓࡇࢆཷࡅࠊ1997 ᖺࡽ

ࠕNon-Genotoxic Carcinogens Detection: the Performance of In Vitro Cell Transformation Assaysࠖ㢟ࡍࡿ
Detailed Review Paper ࡢసᡂࡀ㛤ጞࡉࢀࡓࠋࡑࢀࡣࠊSHE ⣽⬊ࠊBALB/c 3T3 ⣽⬊࠾ࡼࡧ C3H10T1/2 ⣽⬊
ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA ↔Ⅼࡀᙜ࡚ࡽࢀࡓࠋ2001 ᖺ᭱ึࡢࡀ The Working Group of National Coordinators of the
Test Guidelines Program㸦WNT㸧ᅇぴࡉࢀࠊྛᅜࡢᑓ㛛ᐙࡽࡢᗈ⠊ᅖࢃࡓࡿࢥ࣓ࣥࢺࢆࡶᨵᐃ
∧ࡀసᡂࡉࢀࡓࡀࠊ᭱⤊ࡣ⮳ࡽ࡞ࡗࡓࠋ2002 ᖺࡣࠊ➨ 2 ࡀᅇぴࡉࢀࠊࡧከᩘࡢࢥ࣓ࣥࢺࡀ
ฟࡉࢀࡓࡇࡽࠊࣇࣛࣥࢫ㸦SHE ⣽⬊㸧ࠊ᪥ᮏ㸦BALB/c3T3 ⣽⬊㸧ࠊ࢝ࢼࢲ㸦C3H10T1/2 ⣽⬊㸧ࡢ 3 ᅜ
ࡀࠊࡑࢀࡒࢀࡢ⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓྛヨ㦂ἲࡘ࠸࡚ᨵᐃసᴗࢆ⥅⥆ࡋ࡚㐍ࡵࡓ⤖ᯝࠊ2006 ᖺ➨ 3 ࡀᥦ♧
ࡉࢀࡓࠋ➨ 3 ᑐࡍࡿࢥ࣓ࣥࢺࡢ㆟ㄽ㸦࣡ࢩࣥࢺࣥ㆟㸧ࢆ⤒࡚➨ 4 ࡀసᡂࡉࢀࡓࠋࡇࡢ➨ 4 
ࠕDETAILED REVIEW PAPER ON CELL TRANSFORMATION ASSAYS FOR DETECTION OF CHEMICAL
CARCINOGENSࠖࡀ࠸ࢃࡺࡿ DRP31 ࡋ࡚ 2007 ᖺ 4 ᭶㛤ദࡉࢀࡓ WNT19 ࡛ᢎㄆࡉࢀ᭱⤊ࡉࢀࡓࠋ
⾲㢟ࡀኚ᭦ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࡽศࡿࡼ࠺ࠊࡇࡢ DRP31 ࡣࠊࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᳨ฟ࠾ࡅࡿ CTA ࡢព⩏ࢆ
┠ⓗࡋࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ in vitro ᳨ฟ⣔ࡋ࡚ࡢศᯒࡣḟࡢㄢ㢟ࡉࢀࡓࠋ
CTA 㛵ࡋ࡚ࡣࠊୖ㏙ࡢ DRP31 సᡂ⤒⦋࠶ࡿࡼ࠺ SHE ⣽⬊௨እ BALB/c 3T3 ⣽⬊࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣ
C3H10T1/2 ࡞ࡢ⣽⬊ࡀ⏝࠸ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡇࢀࡽࡢ⣽⬊࡛ࡢᙧ㉁㌿⬟ in vivo ࡀࢇཎᛶࡢ┦㛵ࡘ
࠸࡚ࡣࠊDRP31 ࡀཧ↷ࡋᚓࡿࢹ࣮ࢱ㞟࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
DRP31 ࡛ࡣࠊࡆࡗṑ㢮࠾ࡅࡿࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶࢹ࣮ࢱ 3 ✀㢮ࡢ CTA ࢹ࣮ࢱࡀࡲࡵ
ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱ㛵ࡋ࡚ࡣࠊIARC ࠾ࡼࡧ NTP ࡢࢹ࣮ࢱࡀ᥇⏝ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
DRP31 ࡛ࡣࠊSHE CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡆࡗṑ㢮࡛ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡢ୧᪉ࡀグ㍕ࡉࢀࡓᏛ≀㉁ࡢᩘࡣ
245 ࡛࠶ࡿࠋࡑࡢෆヂࡣࠊࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡀ 175 ≀㉁ࠊ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡀ 70 ≀㉁࡛࠶ࡿࠋෆヂࡣࠊ᭷ᶵྜ≀
ࡀ 190 ≀㉁㸦ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁㸸127 ≀㉁ࠊ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁㸸63 ≀㉁㸧ࠊ↓ᶵྜ≀ࡀ 55 ≀㉁㸦ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁㸸48
≀㉁ࠊ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁㸸7 ≀㉁㸧࡛࠶ࡗࡓ㸦Appendix 1㸧ࠋ
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SHE CTA ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡢసᡂ㐣⛬࠾࠸࡚ࠊࢹ࣮ࢱࡢホ౯ࡀᐇࡉࢀࡓࠋChemical Carcinogenesis
Research Information System, NTP, IARC Monographs (1-106), PubMed,࠾ࡼࡧ CLP/GHS ࡢࢹ࣮ࢱ࣮࣋ࢫࢆ⏝
࠸࡚ࠊSHE CTA ࡢࢹ࣮ࢱࡢࡳ࡞ࡽࡎࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶ㛵ࡍࡿࢹ࣮ࢱ࠾ࡼࡧࡀࢇཎᛶࡢࢹ࣮ࢱࡘ࠸࡚ࡶホ
౯ࡉࢀࡓࠋࡑࡢ⤖ᯝࠊᑐ㇟࡞ࡗࡓ 108 ≀㉁㸦ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ 66 ≀㉁ࠊ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ 42 ≀㉁㸧ࡘ࠸࡚ࠊ
ホ౯ࡉࢀࡓࢹ࣮ࢱࡀ♧ࡉࢀࡓ 2)ࠋ

6.

ヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱ⤖ᯝࡢ⏝ᛶ
ࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲⏝࠸ࡓ 6 ≀㉁㸦㝧ᛶ 4 ≀㉁ࠊ㝜ᛶ 2 ≀㉁㸧ࡢࢹ࣮ࢱࡣࠊヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢಙ㢗ᛶ

ࡢホ౯⏝࠸ࡿࡇࡀฟ᮶ࡿࠋタ㛫⌧ᛶࡢホ౯ࡣ 6 ≀㉁࡚ࡢࢹ࣮ࢱࡀ⏝࠸ࡽࢀࡓࠋ୍᪉ࠊタ
ෆ⌧ᛶࡢホ౯ࡣ㝧ᛶᑐ↷≀㉁ࡋ࡚ࢃࢀࡓ Benzo[a]pyrene ࡢࡳࡢ⤖ᯝࡀ⏝࠸ࡽࢀࠊ1 タ࡛ࡣࢥ࣮
ࢻࡋ࡚⧞ࡾ㏉ࡋ 3 ᅇᐇ㸦pH7.0 ἲ㸧ࡋࠊⰋዲ࡞⤖ᯝࡀᚓࡽࢀࡓࡀࠊࡢ 3 タࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊẖᅇࢥ࣮
ࢻࡏࡎ㝧ᛶᑐ↷ࡋ࡚ᐇࡋࠊᚓࡽࢀࡓ್ࢆẚ㍑ࡋࡓ⤖ᯝ㸦pH6.7 ἲ㸧ࡋ♧ࡉࢀ࡚࠸࡞࠸ࠋࡇࡢࡼ
࠺ࠊᙉ࠸㝧ᛶᛂࢆ♧ࡍ 1 ྜ≀ࡢࡳ࡛タෆ⌧ᛶヨ㦂ࡀᐇࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࠊࡲࡓࠊྠ୍ࣉࣟࢺ
ࢥ࡛ࣝᐇࡉࢀࡓヨ㦂࡛ࡣ࡞࠸ࡇࡽࠊタෆ⌧ᛶࢆホ౯ࡍࡿࡣ༑ศࡣゝ࠸㞴࠸ࠋ
DRP31 ࡛ホ౯ࡋࡓ≀㉁ࡢࢹ࣮ࢱࡣࠊヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢṇ☜ᛶࡢホ౯⏝࠸ࡿࡇࡀฟ᮶ࡿࠋ265 ≀㉁ࡢ࠺ࡕࠊ
157 ≀㉁ࡣࢻࣛࣇࢺࢸࢫࢺ࢞ࢻࣛࣥ㸦OECD, Feb. 2013㸧࡛ᐃࡵࡽࢀࡓ pH ࡸ⿕㦂≀㉁ฎ⌮㛫࡛ᐇ
ࡉࢀ࡚࠸࡞࠸ࡓࡵࠊṇ☜ᛶࡢホ౯ࡽ㝖እࡉࢀࡓࠋṧࡿ 108 ≀㉁ࡀࢻࣛࣇࢺࢸࢫࢺ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡢࢡࣛ
ࢸࣜᚑࡗ࡚ホ౯ࡉࢀࠊࡑࡢ⤖ᯝࡀヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢṇ☜ᛶࡢホ౯ 8)ࢃࢀࡓࠋ

7.

ヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢṇ☜ᛶ
DRP31 ࡣࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶࢹ࣮ࢱࠊࡆࡗṑ㢮ື≀ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱ 3 ✀㢮ࡢ in vitro CTA ࢹ࣮ࢱࡀࡲ

ࡵࡽࢀࠊࡀࢇཎᛶホ౯࠾ࡅࡿ CTA ࢹ࣮ࢱࡢṇ☜ᛶࡘ࠸࡚ሗ࿌ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋSHE CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡘ࠸
࡚ࡣࠊᇵ㣴ᾮࡢ pH ࡀ␗࡞ࡿヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱࡀ✚ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡇࡽࠊpH6.7 ࠾ࡼࡧ pH7.0 ௨ୖࡢ 2 ࡘศ
ࡅ࡚ゎᯒࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ㸦⾲ 1ࠊ⾲ 2㸧ࠋ
ࡀࢇཎᛶホ౯࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA ࠾ࡼࡧྛ✀㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊDRP31 ࡢ Annex ሗ࿌
ࡉࢀ࡚࠾ࡾࠊࡑࢀࢆ⦅㞟ࡋࡓ⾲ 3 ♧ࡋࡓ㏻ࡾࠊࡀࢇཎᛶ SHE CTA ࡢ୍⮴⋡ࡣྛ✀ࡢ㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂ࡢ
ࡑࢀྠ➼௨ୖ࡛࠶ࡾࠊഇ㝧ᛶ⋡࠾ࡼࡧഇ㝜ᛶ⋡ࡣప࠸ゝ࠺⤖ᯝ࡞ࡗ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡲࡓࠊ⾲ 4 ♧ࡍ㏻
ࡾࠊྛ✀㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂 CTA ඹ㏻ࡍࡿ≀㉁ࡢヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡘ࠸࡚ࡀࢇཎᛶࡢ୍⮴⋡ࢆࡳ࡚ࡶࠊSHE CTA
ࡣⰋዲ࡞⤖ᯝࢆ♧ࡋ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
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⾲ 1 ࡀࢇཎᛶホ౯࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA㸦pH6.7 ἲ㸧ࡢṇ☜ᛶ
In vivo ࡀࢇཎᛶ
ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁
㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁
SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

36

5

㝜ᛶ

18

29

୍⮴⋡㸦Concordance㸧㸸(36+29)/(36+5+18+29)×100㸻65/88×100㸻74%
ឤᗘ㸦Sensitivity㸧㸸

36/(36+18) ×100㸻36/54×100㸻67%

≉␗ᗘ㸦Specificity㸧:

29/(5+29) ×100㸻29/34×100㸻85%

ഇ㝜ᛶ⋡㸦False Negative㸧㸸

18/(36+18) ×100㸻18/54×100㸻33%

ഇ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦False Positive㸧
㸸

5/(5+29) ×100㸻5/34×100㸻15%

⾲ 2 ࡀࢇཎᛶホ౯࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA㸦pH7.0 ἲ㸧ࡢṇ☜ᛶ
In vivo ࡀࢇཎᛶ
ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁
㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁
SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

131

17

㝜ᛶ

11

33

୍⮴⋡㸦Concordance㸧㸸(131+33)/(131+17+11+33)×100㸻164/192×100㸻85%
ឤᗘ㸦Sensitivity㸧㸸

131/(131+11) ×100㸻131/142×100㸻92%

≉␗ᗘ㸦Specificity㸧:

33/(17+33) ×100㸻33/50×100㸻66%

ഇ㝜ᛶ⋡㸦False Negative㸧㸸

11/(131+11) ×100㸻11/142×100㸻8%

ഇ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦False Positive㸧
㸸

17/(17+33) ×100㸻17/50×100㸻34%

⾲ 3 ࡀࢇཎᛶホ౯࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA ྛ✀㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂ࡢẚ㍑
SHE CTA

Ames

ML

pH6.7 ἲ

pH7.0 ἲ

୍⮴⋡㸦%㸧

74

85

52

72

ឤᗘ㸦%㸧

67

92

39.5

≉␗ᗘ㸦%㸧

85

66

ഇ㝜ᛶ⋡㸦%㸧

33

ഇ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦%㸧

HPRT

CA

MN

In vitro

In vivo

In vivo

78

62

60

58

86

80

65

57

58

79

26

70

59

68

55

8

60.5

14

20

35

43

42

15

34

21

74

30

41

32

45

ホ౯≀㉁⥲ᩘ

88

192

315

215

135

238

110

198

㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁⋡㸦%㸧

39

26

29

30

22

30

29

25

Ames㸸ᖐ✺↛ኚ␗ヨ㦂ࠊML㸸࣐࢘ࢫࣜࣥࣇ࢛࣮࣐ TK ヨ㦂ࠊ
HPRT㸸ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ㑇ఏᏊ✺↛ኚ␗ヨ㦂ࠊCA㸸ᰁⰍయ␗ᖖヨ㦂ࠊMN㸸ᑠ᰾ヨ㦂
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⾲ 4 ඹ㏻≀㉁ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶホ౯࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA ྛ✀㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂ࡢẚ㍑
SHE

Ames

SHE

ML

SHE

HPRT

ホ౯≀㉁⥲ᩘ

242

166

111

㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁⋡㸦%㸧

29

28

21

86

48

86

75

92

78

90.5

36

88

86

96

79

≉␗ᗘ㸦%㸧

75

78

80

35

74

71

ഇ㝜ᛶ⋡㸦%㸧

10

64

12

14

4

21

ഇ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦%㸧

25

22

20

65

26

29

SHE

CA

SHE

CA

SHE

MN

୍⮴⋡㸦%㸧
ឤᗘ㸦%㸧

In vitro

In vivo

In vivo

ホ౯≀㉁⥲ᩘ

180

78

154

㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ᩘ

29

29

26

୍⮴⋡㸦%㸧

86

62

86

66

83

56

ឤᗘ㸦%㸧

89

63

91

62.5

87

57

≉␗ᗘ㸦%㸧

77

59

75

71

71

54

ഇ㝜ᛶ⋡㸦%㸧

11

37

9

37.5

13

43

ഇ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦%㸧

23

41

25

29

29

46

SHE㸸SHE CTAࠊAmes㸸ᖐ✺↛ኚ␗ヨ㦂ࠊML㸸࣐࢘ࢫࣜࣥࣇ࢛࣮࣐ TK ヨ㦂ࠊ
HPRT㸸ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ㑇ఏᏊ✺↛ኚ␗ヨ㦂ࠊCA㸸ᰁⰍయ␗ᖖヨ㦂ࠊMN㸸ᑠ᰾ヨ㦂
ࡇࡢࡼ࠺ࠊOECD ࡣᩥ⊩ㄪᰝࡼࡗ࡚ CTA ࠾ࡅࡿࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢண

ᛶࢆ᳨ドࡋࠊDRP31 ࡋ࡚ࡲ

ࡵࡓࠋࡑࡢ⤖ㄽࡋ࡚ SHE CTA ࡢ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡀ᥎ዡࡉࢀࡓࠋࡑࡢ⤖ᯝࠊุᐃἲࢆྵࡴヨ㦂ἲࡢᶆ
‽࡞ࡽࡧ࢞ࢻࣛࣥྥࡅࠊOECD ࢞ࢲࣥࢫ㸦OECD GD34ࠊ2005㸧9)ᚑ࠸ࠊEURL ECVAM
ᑟ࡛ࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀᐇࡉࢀࡓࠋࡑࢀࡽࡢ⤖ᯝࢆホ౯ࡋࡓ EURL ECVAM Scientific Advisory
Committee㸦ESAC㸧ࡢሗ࿌᭩ 10)ࡑࡢሗ࿌᭩ࢆཷࡅ࡚సᡂࡉࢀࡓ EURL ECVAM RECOMMENDATION11)
ࡣࡶࠊSHE CTA ࡢ OECD ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡍࡿࡇࢆ᥎ዡࡋࡓࠋࡇࡢࡼ࠺࡞⤒⦋ࢆ⤒࡚ࠊSHE CTA ࡢ
࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡀ 2013 ᖺබ⾲ࡉࢀࡓࠋࡋࡋ࡞ࡀࡽࠊᥦࡉࢀࡓヨ㦂ἲ࢞ࢻࣛࣥᑐࡋ࡚ࠊ㛵
ಀྛᅜࡽࡢࢥ࣓ࣥࢺࡋ࡚ヨ㦂ἲ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡢุᐃᇶ‽ DRP31 ࡢุᐃ⤖ᯝࡢᩚྜᛶࡢ☜ㄆ
ࡀồࡵࡽࢀࡓࠋ
ࡇࢀࢆཷࡅ࡚ࠊpH6.7 ἲ pH7.0 ἲ㸦pH7.0 ࢆ㉸࠼ࡿ᮲௳࡛ᐇࡉࢀࡓࢹ࣮ࢱࡣ㝖እ㸧࡛ᐇࡉࢀ࡚࠸
ࡿࢹ࣮ࢱࡢホ౯ࡀ⾜ࢃࢀࡓ 8)ࠋࡍ࡞ࢃࡕࠊpH6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣ 93 ≀㉁ࠊpH7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ 42 ≀㉁ࡘ࠸࡚ホ౯
ࡀ⾜ࢃࢀࡓ㸦⾲ 5ࠊ⾲ 6㸧ࠋ
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⾲ 5 ࡀࢇཎᛶホ౯࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA㸦pH6.7 ἲ㸧ࡢṇ☜ᛶ㸦ホ౯⤖ᯝ㸧
In vivo ࡀࢇཎᛶ

SHE CTA

ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁

㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁

㝧ᛶ

42㸦6㸧

8㸦1㸧

㝜ᛶ

15㸦1㸧

26㸦0㸧

☜ᐃ㸦Equivocal㸧

1㸦0㸧

1㸦0㸧

୍⮴⋡㸦Concordance㸧㸸(42+26)/(42+8+15+26+1+1)×100㸻68/93×100㸻73%
ឤᗘ㸦Sensitivity㸧㸸

42/(42+15+1) ×100㸻42/58×100㸻72%

≉␗ᗘ㸦Specificity㸧:

26/(8+26+1) ×100㸻26/35×100㸻74%

ഇ㝜ᛶ⋡㸦False Negative㸧㸸

15/(42+15+1) ×100㸻15/58×100㸻26%

ഇ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦False Positive㸧
㸸

8/(8+26+1) ×100㸻8/35×100㸻23%

ᣓᘼෆࡢᩘ್ࡣ↓ᶵ≀㉁ࡢホ౯ᩘ
⾲ 6 ࡀࢇཎᛶホ౯࠾ࡅࡿ SHE CTA㸦pH7.0 ἲ㸧ࡢṇ☜ᛶ㸦ホ౯㸧
In vivo ࡀࢇཎᛶ

SHE CTA

ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁

㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁

㝧ᛶ

24㸦11㸧

1㸦0㸧

㝜ᛶ

6㸦2㸧

11㸦0㸧

୍⮴⋡㸦Concordance㸧㸸(24+11)/(24+1+6+11)×100㸻35/42×100㸻83%
ឤᗘ㸦Sensitivity㸧㸸

24/(24+6) ×100㸻24/30×100㸻80%

≉␗ᗘ㸦Specificity㸧:

11/(11+1) ×100㸻11/12×100㸻92%

ഇ㝜ᛶ⋡㸦False Negative㸧㸸

6/(24+6) ×100㸻6/30×100㸻20%

ഇ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦False Positive㸧
㸸

1/(11+1) ×100㸻1/12×100㸻8%

ᣓᘼෆࡢᩘ್ࡣ↓ᶵ≀㉁ࡢホ౯ᩘ
ࡲࡓࠊ2 ࡘࡢ᪉ἲඹ㏻ࡢ≀㉁㸦ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁㸸14 ≀㉁ࠊ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁㸸4 ≀㉁㸧ࡘ࠸࡚ࡢ⤖ᯝࡀẚ㍑
ࡉࢀࠊ14 ࡢࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢෆ 1 ≀㉁㸦diethylstilbestrol㸧ࡢࡳ 2 ࡘࡢヨ㦂㛫࡛⤖ᯝࡀ୍⮴ࡋ࡚࠸࡞ࡗࡓࡀࠊ
13 ≀㉁ࡣࡍ࡚⤖ᯝࡀ୍⮴㸦12 ≀㉁㸸㝧ᛶࠊtitanium dioxide ࡢ 1 ≀㉁㸸㝜ᛶ㸧ࡋ࡚࠸ࡓࠋࡲࡓࠊ㠀ࡀࢇ
ཎ≀㉁ࡢෆ 2 ≀㉁ࡣ 2 ヨ㦂࡛ࡶ㝜ᛶࠊṧࡾࡢ 2 ≀㉁ࡢ࠺ࡕࠊCaprolactam ࡣ pH6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣ㝜ᛶ࡛࠶ࡗ
ࡓࡀࠊpH7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ㝧ᛶ࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋࡲࡓࠊPhthalic anhydride ࡣ pH6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣヨ㦂タ㛫࡛⤖ᯝᕪࡀ࠶ࡾࠊ
pH7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ㝜ᛶࡢ⤖ᯝ࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋࡇࡢࡼ࠺ࠊ2 ࡘࡢ᪉ἲࡣ pH ࡢ㐪࠸ࡣ࠶ࡿࡀࠊࡰྠ➼ࡢ⤖ᯝࡀ
ᚓࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࢆ᭷ᶵྜ≀↓ᶵྜ≀ศࡅ࡚ࡑࡢ᳨ฟ⋡ࡘ࠸࡚ࡶ᳨ウࡋ࡚࠸ࡿࠋpH6.7 ἲࡘ࠸࡚
ࡣ↓ᶵྜ≀ࡀ 1 ≀㉁࡛࠶ࡾࠊ᭷⏝࡞ሗࡣ⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡞࠸ࠋ୍᪉ࠊpH7.0 ἲࡘ࠸࡚ࡣ᭷ᶵྜ≀ࡀ 17
≀㉁ࠊ↓ᶵྜ≀ࡀ 13 ≀㉁࠶ࡾࠊ᳨ฟ⋡ࡣࡑࢀࡒࢀ 76.5% ࠾ࡼࡧ 84.6% ࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋ
᭦ࠊSHE CTA ࠾ࡅࡿ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᳨ฟ⋡ࡘ࠸࡚ࡶホ౯ࡋ࡚࠸ࡿ 12)㸦⾲ 7㸧ࠋ

14

20

⾲ 7

SHE CTA ࠾ࡅࡿ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᳨ฟ⋡
㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁

᳨ฟ⋡㸦%㸧

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

14㸦1㸧

58

(pH6.7 ἲ)

㝜ᛶ

10㸦0㸧

42

ィ

24㸦1㸧

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

8㸦4㸧

67

(pH7.0 ἲ)

㝜ᛶ

4㸦1㸧

33

ィ

12㸦5㸧

ᣓᘼෆࡢᩘ್ࡣ↓ᶵ≀㉁ࡢホ౯ᩘ
ࡇࡢ⤖ᯝࡣࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶ≀㉁ࡢᐃ⩏ࢆࠕ࠸ࡎࢀࡢ㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂࡛㝧ᛶ㸦ࡓࡔࡋࠊ࣐࢘ࢫࣜࣥࣇ࢛࣮࣐
TK ヨ㦂ࡢࡳ࡛㝧ᛶࡢሙྜࢆ㝖ࡃ㸧ࡢ≀㉁ࠖࡋࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶ≀㉁ࢆ௨ୗࡢ࠸ࡎࢀヱᙜࡍࡿ≀㉁ᐃ
⩏ࡋ࡚ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࢆศ㢮ࡋࡓሙྜࡢ⤖ᯝ࡛࠶ࡿ 12)ࠋ
䞉Ames ヨ㦂㸦ᖐ✺↛ኚ␗ヨ㦂㸧ࡀ㝜ᛶ࡛ in vivo 㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱࡀ↓࠸ࠋ
䞉Ames ヨ㦂㸦ᖐ✺↛ኚ␗ヨ㦂㸧ࢹ࣮ࢱࡀᚓࡽࢀ࡞࠸ࡀࠊࡢ㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂࡛㝜ᛶ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
䞉ᚓࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡍ࡚ࡢ㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂࡛㝜ᛶ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
ࡋࡋ࡞ࡀࡽࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶࡢホ౯ࡣ Ames ヨ㦂ࡢࡳ࡛ホ౯ࡉࢀ࡚ࡣ࠸࡞࠸ࡇࡽࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶ≀㉁࠾ࡼࡧ
㠀㑇ఏẘᛶ≀㉁ࡢᐃ⩏ࢆ௨ୗࡢࡼ࠺ኚ᭦ࡋ 2,12)ࠊ㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎᛶࡢᩥ⊩ࢆㄪᰝࡋࠊ᭷ᶵྜ≀ࢆ
ศ㢮ࡋࡓࠋ
<㑇ఏẘᛶ≀㉁>
䞉In vitro ヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱࡀ㝧ᛶ࡛࠶ࡾࠊࡑࢀࡀ in vivo 㑇ఏẘᛶヨ㦂࡛☜ㄆࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
䞉In vivo ヨ㦂ࢹ࣮ࢱࡀ⏝࡛ࡁ࡞࠸ሙྜࡣࠊin vitro ヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡀࢃࢀࡿࠋ

<㠀㑇ఏẘᛶ≀㉁>
䞉Ames ヨ㦂㸦ᖐ✺↛ኚ␗ヨ㦂㸧࡛㝜ᛶ࡛࠶ࡾࠊᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿヨ㦂㸦ᰁⰍయ␗ᖖヨ㦂/ᑠ᰾ヨ㦂/
㑇ఏᏊ✺↛ኚ␗ヨ㦂/࣐࢘ࢫࣜࣥࣇ࢛࣮࣐ TK ヨ㦂ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣ ICH ࡼࡿ⌧⾜ࡢᇶ‽ุ࡛᩿㸧࡛㝜ᛶࠊ
࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣᶆ‽ⓗ in vivo ヨ㦂࡛㝜ᛶ㸦ྠࡌ࢚ࣥࢻ࣏ࣥࢺࡢሙྜࠊin vivo ヨ㦂⤖ᯝࢆ᥇⏝ࡍࡿ㸧࡛࠶
ࡿࠋ
ࡑࡢ⤖ᯝࠊホ౯ࡉࢀࡓ᭷ᶵྜ≀ࡣ pH6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣ 85 ≀㉁ࠊpH7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ 32 ≀㉁࡛࠶ࡾࠊࡑࢀࡽࡣ㑇ఏ
ẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁࠾ࡼࡧ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ศ㢮ࡉࢀࠊࡑࢀࡽࡢ SHE CTA ⤖ᯝࡣ⾲ 8 
♧ࡋࡓࡼ࠺ࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᳨ฟ⋡ࡣࠊpH6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣ 56.5%ࠊpH7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ 83.3%࡛࠶ࡗࡓ 2)ࠋ

15

21

⾲ 8

SHE CTA ࠾ࡅࡿ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᳨ฟ⋡
㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁
≀㉁ᩘ

㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁

᳨ฟ⋡
㸦%㸧

㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁

≀㉁ᩘ

᳨ฟ⋡
㸦%㸧

≀㉁ᩘ

᳨ฟ⋡
㸦%㸧

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

20

71.4

13

56.5

3

8.8

㸦pH6.7 ἲ㸧

㝜ᛶ

3

10.7

10

43.7

26

76.5

Equivocal

5

17.9

0

0.0

5

14.7

ィ

28

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

9

64.3

5

83.3

1

8.3

㸦pH7.0 ἲ㸧

㝜ᛶ

4

28.6

1

16.7

11

91.7

Equivocal

1

7.1

0

0.0

0

0.0

ィ

14

23

6

34

12

DRP31 ࡛ࡣࠊᩥ⊩ㄪᰝࡋࡓᏛ≀㉁ࡘ࠸࡚ࠊIARC ࡀሗ࿌ࡋ࡚࠸ࡿࣄࢺᑐࡍࡿࡀࢇཎᛶࣜࢫࢡศ㢮
ࢆグ㍕ࡋ࡚࠸ࡿࡀࠊࡑࡢศ㢮 CTA ⤖ᯝࡢ┦㛵ᛶࡘ࠸࡚ࡢヲ⣽ࡣグ㍕ࡉࢀ࡚࠸࡞࠸ࠋ
ࡑࡇ࡛ࠊᙜ㈨ᩱ⦅⧩ጤဨ࡛ࡣࠊDRP31 ࡢ Table 11㹼13 グ㍕ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ≀㉁ࡢ࠺ࡕࠊࣄࢺᑐࡍࡿ
ࡀࢇཎᛶࣜࢫࢡศ㢮ࡢグ㍕ࡀ࠶ࡾࠊࡋࡶ SHE CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡀ᫂ࡽ࡞ 169 ≀㉁ࡘ࠸࡚ࠊSHE CTA ⤖
ᯝࣄࢺࡀࢇཎᛶࡢ┦㛵ࢆㄪᰝࡋࡓࠋ࡞࠾ࠊIARC ࡢศ㢮ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊBenigni ࡽ 13) ࡢሗ࿌ࡶཧ⪃ࡋ
ࡓࠋࡑࡢ⤖ᯝࠊࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 1㸦ࣄࢺᑐࡋ࡚ࡀࢇཎᛶࡀ࠶ࡿ㸧࠾ࡼࡧࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2A㸦ࣄࢺᑐࡋ࡚࠾ࡑࡽࡃ
ࡀࢇཎᛶࡀ࠶ࡿ㸧ࢆࣄࢺࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡋࡓሙྜࠊSHE CTA㸦pH6.7 ἲࡲࡓࡣ pH7.0 ἲࡢ࠸ࡎࢀ୍᪉࡛ࡶ
㝧ᛶࡢሙྜࢆ SHE CTA 㝧ᛶุᐃ㸧࠾ࡅࡿ୍⮴⋡ࡣ 55.0%ࠊឤᗘࡣ 93.7%ࠊ≉␗ᗘࡣ 32.1%ࣄࢺࡀ
ࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᳨ฟឤᗘࡢ㧗࠸⤖ᯝ࡛࠶ࡗࡓ㸦Appendix II㸧ࠋ
ࡉࡽࠊIARC ศ㢮ẖࠊ SHE CTA ࠾ࡼࡧࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡢヨ㦂ἲẖࡑࢀࡽࡢ┦㛵ࢆ⾲ 9-1 ♧ࡋ
ࡓࠋ

16

22

⾲ 9-1 ࣄࢺ࠾ࡅࡿࡀࢇཎᛶࣜࢫࢡศ㢮㸦IARC ศ㢮㸧 SHE CTA ࠾ࡼࡧࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡢ┦㛵ᛶ
ࢵࢭ⣔

ุᐃ

ࣄࢺᑐࡍࡿࡀࢇཎᛶ
ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 1

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2A

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2B

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 3

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

6 (66.7%)

6 (100.0%)

12 (75.0%)

8 (36.4%)

(pH 6.7 ἲ)

㝜ᛶ

3 (33.3%)

0 (0.0%)

4 (25.0%)

14 (63.8%)

ィ

9

6

16

22

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

43 (95.6%)

13 (92.9%)

40 (87.0%)

24 (51.1%)

(pH 7.0 ἲ)

㝜ᛶ

2 (4.4%)

1 (7.1%)

6 (13.0%)

23 (48.9%)

ィ

45

14

46

47

ᐇ㦂ື≀

㝧ᛶ

48 (100.0)

16 (94.1%)

50 (94.3%)

22 (39.3%)

࠾ࡅࡿ

㝜ᛶ

0 (0.0)

1 (5.9%)

3 (5.7%)

34 (60.7%)

ࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂

ィ

48

17

53

56

ࡇࢀࡽ≀㉁ࡣࠊࡆࡗṑ㢮ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂࡛㝧ᛶࡢ 136 ≀㉁㸦᭷ᶵྜ≀㸸94 ≀㉁ࠊ↓ᶵྜ≀㸸42
≀㉁㸧㝜ᛶࡢ 38 ≀㉁㸦᭷ᶵྜ≀㸸34 ≀㉁ࠊ↓ᶵྜ≀㸸4 ≀㉁㸧ࡀྵࡲࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡀࠊࡉࡽ᭷ᶵ
ྜ≀↓ᶵྜ≀ศ㢮ࡋ࡚⾲ 9-2 ♧ࡋࡓࠋ

17

23

⾲ 9-2 ࣄࢺ࠾ࡅࡿࡀࢇཎᛶࣜࢫࢡศ㢮㸦IARC ศ㢮㸧 SHE CTA ࠾ࡼࡧࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡢ┦㛵ᛶ
㸦᭷ᶵྜ≀㸧
ࢵࢭ⣔

ุᐃ

ࣄࢺᑐࡍࡿࡀࢇཎᛶ
ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 1

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2A

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2B

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 3

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

3 (50.0%)

6 (100.0%)

10 (76.9%)

7 (33.3%)

(pH 6.7 ἲ)

㝜ᛶ

3 (50.0%)

0 (0.0%)

3 (23.1%)

14 (66.7%)

ィ

6

6

13

21

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

11 (84.6%)

12 (92.3%)

34 (87.2%)

21 (50.0%)

(pH 7.0 ἲ)

㝜ᛶ

2 (15.4%)

1 (7.7%)

5 (12.8%)

21 (50.0%)

ィ

13

13

39

42

ᐇ㦂ື≀

㝧ᛶ

15 (100.0)

15 (93.8%)

43 (93.5%)

21 (41.2%)

࠾ࡅࡿ

㝜ᛶ

0 (0.0)

1 (6.2%)

3 (6.5%)

30 (58.8%)

ࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂

ィ

15

16

46

51

㸦↓ᶵྜ≀㸧
ࢵࢭ⣔

ุᐃ

ࣄࢺᑐࡍࡿࡀࢇཎᛶ
ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 1

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2A

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2B

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 3

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

3 (100.0%)

0 (0.0%)

2 (66.7%)

1 (100.0%)

(pH 6.7 ἲ)

㝜ᛶ

0 (0.0%)

0 (0.0%)

1 (33.3%)

0 (0.0%)

ィ

3

0

3

1

SHE CTA

㝧ᛶ

32(100.0%)

1 (100.0%)

6 (85.7%)

3 (60.0%)

(pH 7.0 ἲ)

㝜ᛶ

0 (0.0%)

0 (0.0%)

1 (14.3%)

2 (40.0%)

ィ

32

1

7

5

ᐇ㦂ື≀

㝧ᛶ

33 (100.0)

1 (100.0%)

7 (100.0%)

1 (20.0%)

࠾ࡅࡿ

㝜ᛶ

0 (0.0)

0 (0.0%)

0 (0.0%)

4 (80.0%)

ࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂

ィ

33

1

7

5

ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 1 ࠾ࡅࡿ≀㉁࡛ࡢ SHE CTA ࡢ᭷ᶵྜ≀ࡢ㝧ᛶ⋡ࡣࠊpH 6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣ 50.0%ࠊpH 7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ
84.6%࡛࠶ࡾࠊᐇ㦂ື≀࠾ࡅࡿࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ⤖ᯝ㸦100.0%㸧ẚ㍑ࡍࡿᩘࡀᑡ࡞࠸ࡶࡢࡢప࠸್
࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋ୍᪉ࠊ↓ᶵྜ≀ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊSHE CTA ࠾ࡼࡧࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡶ 100.0%ࡢ㝧ᛶ⋡࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋ
ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2A ࠾ࡅࡿ᭷ᶵྜ≀ࡢ㝧ᛶ⋡ࡣࠊpH 6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣ 100.0%ࠊpH 7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ 92.3%࡛࠶ࡾࠊࡀࢇ
ཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ⤖ᯝ㸦93.8%㸧ྠ➼࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋ↓ᶵྜ≀ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣ 1 ≀㉁ࡢࡳ࡛࠶ࡿࡀࠊ࠸ࡎࢀࡢ pH ࡛
ࡶ㝧ᛶ࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋ
ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 2B㸦ࣄࢺᑐࡋ࡚ࡀࢇཎᛶࡢྍ⬟ᛶࡀ࠶ࡿ㸧࠾ࡅࡿ᭷ᶵྜ≀ࡢ SHE CTA ࡢ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦76.9
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࠾ࡼࡧ 87.2%㸧ࡣࠊࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ⤖ᯝ㸦93.5%㸧ࡼࡾࢃࡎపୗࡋࡓࠋ↓ᶵྜ≀ࡶྠᵝࠊSHE CTA
ࡢ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦66.7 ࠾ࡼࡧ 85.7%㸧ࡣࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ⤖ᯝ㸦100.0%㸧ࡼࡾపୗࡋࡓࠋ
ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉ 3㸦ࣄࢺᑐࡍࡿⓎ⒴ᛶࡀศ㢮࡛ࡁ࡞࠸㸧࠾ࡅࡿ᭷ᶵྜ≀ࡢ SHE CTA ࡢ㝧ᛶ⋡㸦ഇ㝧ᛶ⋡
ྠࡌ㸧ࡣࠊpH 6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣ 33.3%ࠊpH 7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ 50.0%࡛࠶ࡾࠊࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ⤖ᯝ㸦41.2%㸧ࡰྠ
➼࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋࡑࡢ㝜ᛶ⋡㸦≉␗ᗘྠࡌ㸧ࡶࠊpH 6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣ 66.7%ࠊpH 7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣ 50.0%࡛ࠊࡀࢇཎᛶヨ
㦂㸦58.6%㸧ࡰྠ➼࡛࠶ࡗࡓࠋ

8.

ヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢಙ㢗ᛶ

1) タ㛫ኚື
(1) ECVAM ࡢࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲
SHE CTA ࡢタ㛫ࡢ⌧ᛶࡣࠊpH6.7 ࠾ࡼࡧ pH7.0 ἲࡢࡕࡽࡶࠊ⾲ 10 ♧ࡍࡼ࠺ 4 ࡘࡢࡀࢇཎ≀㉁
 2 ࡘࡢ㠀ࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࠊィ 6 ≀㉁ࢆ⏝࠸᳨࡚ドࡉࢀࡓ㸦Benzo[a]pyrene ࡣ㝧ᛶᑐ↷≀㉁ࡋ࡚ࡢホ౯㸧6,7)ࠋ

⾲ 10 ECVAM ࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲᳨࡛ウࡉࢀࡓ⿕㦂≀㉁
Ꮫ≀㉁

CAS ␒ྕ

ࡆࡗṑ㢮ࡀࢇཎᛶ㸦ฟ㸧

Benzo[a]pyrene

50-32-8

࠶ࡾ㸦IARC, 2009㸧

Anthracene

120-12-7

࡞ࡋ㸦IARC, 2009㸧

2,4-Diaminotoluene

95-80-7

࠶ࡾ㸦IARC, 2009㸧

3-Methylcholanthrene

56-49-5

࠶ࡾ㸦Gold and Zeiger, 1997㸧

o-Toluidine HCl

636-21-5

࠶ࡾ㸦NTP㸧

Phthalic anhydride

85-44-9

࡞ࡋ㸦NTP㸧

pH7.0 ἲࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊ4 タ࡚ヨ㦂ࢆ⾜࠸ࠊホ౯ࡋࡓ⤖ᯝࠊPhthalic anhydride ࢆ㝖ࡃ࡚ࡢ⿕㦂≀㉁
ࡘ࠸ุ࡚ᐃ⤖ᯝࡀ୍⮴ࡋࠊື≀ࡀࢇཎᛶࡢ⤖ᯝࡶྜ⮴ࡋࡓࠋPhthalic anhydride ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊ1 タ࡚
1 ⃰ᗘࡢࡳᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢ᭷ព࡞ቑຍࡀ࠶ࡾࠊഴྥ᳨ᐃ࡛ࡶ᭷ព࡞ഴྥࢆ♧ࡋࡓࡇࡽ㝧ᛶࡢุ
ᐃ࡞ࡗࡓࡀࠊࡢタ࡛ࡣື≀ࡀࢇཎᛶࡢホ౯⤖ᯝྠࡌࡃࠊ㝜ᛶุᐃࡉࢀࡓࠋ
pH6.7 ἲࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊ3 タ࡚ヨ㦂ࢆ⾜࠸ࠊホ౯ࡋࡓ⤖ᯝࠊ࡚ࡢ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡢุᐃ⤖ᯝࡀ୍⮴ࡋࠊPhthalic
anhydride ࢆ㝖࠸࡚ࡣື≀ࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡶྜ⮴ࡋࡓࠋPhthalic anhydride ࡢ SHE CTA ࡢホ౯⤖ᯝࡣྛ
タࡶ㝧ᛶุᐃࡋࡓࡀࠊື≀ࡀࢇཎᛶࢆ♧ࡉ࡞࠸ࡍࡿ NTP ࡢሗ࿌▩┪ࡋࠊࡲࡓୖグࡢ pH7.0 ἲ
ࡢ SHE CTA ࠾ࡅࡿホ౯⤖ᯝࡶ␗࡞ࡿࠋࡇࡢ⌮⏤ࡋ࡚ Phthalic anhydride ࡢ␗࡞ࡿ pH ࡛ࡢᏳᐃᛶࡢ
㐪࠸ࡀᣦࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
ࡘࡲࡾ Phthalic anhydride ࡣỈ⎔ቃୗ࡛㏿ࡸຍỈศゎࡋࠊ
㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡢ Phthalic
acid ኚࡍࡿࡀࠊSHE CTA ࡛ࡣ⏝ࡍࡿ⦆⾪ᾮࡀ␗࡞ࡾࠊࡼࡾప࠸ pH ࡛ࡣ Phthalic anhydride ࡢ༙ῶ
ᮇࡀ㛗ࡃ࡞ࡿࡇࡽࠊ␗࡞ࡗࡓヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡀᚓࡽࢀࡓྍ⬟ᛶࡀ♧ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
 ୖグࡢタ㛫ࡢヨ㦂⤖ᯝࢆ⥲ྜⓗホ౯ࡋࡓ⤖ᯝࠊྛタ࡛ࡢ SHE CTA ࡢホ౯⤖ᯝࡣᇶᮏⓗ୍⮴ࡍ

19

25

ࡿࡶࡢ࡛࠶ࡾࠊpH6.7 ἲ࠾ࡼࡧ pH7.0 ἲࡶࡑࡢタ㛫⌧ᛶࡣ㧗࠸ุ᩿ࡉࢀࡓࠋ
ุᐃ⤖ᯝ㛵ࡋ࡚ࠊࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢ࢝࢘ࣥࢺࡀほⓗ࡛࠶ࡿࡇࡼࡿุᐃࡢࡤࡽࡘࡁࡀᠱᛕࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡓ
ࡀࠊ┿ᶆᮏࡢᥦ౪ࡀุᐃࡢࡤࡽࡘࡁࡢᢚไࡁࡃᐤࡋ࡚࠸ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡓࠋ
(2) ࡑࡢࡢᩥ⊩ሗ࿌ࡢ୍⮴ᛶ
pH7.0 ἲࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊ㢮ఝࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝࡼࡿ⌧ᛶࢆホ౯ࡋࡓᩥ⊩ሗ࿌ 14)࡞ࡽࡧ 2 ᶵ㛵௨ୖ࡛ホ౯ࡉ
ࢀࡓ≀㉁ࡢ 87.7㸣㸦57/65㸧ࡀ୍⮴ࡍࡿࡋࡓ DRP31 ࢆཧ↷ࡋࡓࠋࡲࡓ pH6.7 ἲࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊ㢮ఝࣉࣟࢺ
ࢥࣝࡼࡿ⌧ᛶࢆホ౯ࡋࡓᩥ⊩ሗ࿌ 15,16)࠾ࡼࡧୖグ DRP31 ࢆཧ↷ࡋࡓࠋࡇࢀࡽࡢሗ࿌ࡽࠊⰋዲ࡞
タ㛫⌧ᛶࢆ♧ࡍ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡓࠋ

2)

タෆኚື
タෆ⌧ᛶࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊpH6.7 ἲ࠾ࡼࡧ pH7.0 ἲࡢ୧᪉ࡘ࠸࡚ࠊࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀ⾜ࢃࢀホ

౯ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡀࠊ㝧ᛶᑐ↷ࡋ࡚⏝ࡋࡓ 1 ྜ≀㸦Benzo[a]pyrene㸧ࡢ⤖ᯝࡢࡳࡢホ౯࡞ࡗ࡚࠸ࡿ 6,7)ࠋ
pH6.7 ἲ࡛ࡣࠊࢥ࣮ࢻࡏࡎᐇࡋࡓ⤖ᯝࢥ࣮ࢻࡋ࡚ᐇࡋࡓ 3 タࡢ⤖ᯝࢆẚ㍑ࡋ࡚ホ౯ࡋ࡚
࠸ࡿࠋࡑࡢ⤖ᯝࠊ1 タ࡛ࢥࣥࢺ࣮ࣟࣝࡢᙧ㉁㌿⋡ࡀࡢ 2 タ␗࡞ࡿ್ࡀᚓࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡀࠊ㝧ᛶᑐ
↷≀㉁࡛࠶ࡿ Benzo[a]pyrene ࡢ⤖ᯝࡣࡰྠᵝࡢ್ࡀᚓࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ୍᪉ࠊpH7.0 ἲ࡛ࡣࢥ࣮ࢻࡋࡓ
Benzo[a]pyrene ࢆ⏝࠸࡚ 1 タࡢࡳࡀ 3 ᅇࡢ⧞ࡾ㏉ࡋᐇ㦂ࢆ⾜࠸ࠊⰋዲ࡞⤖ᯝࡀᚓࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
ESAC ࡢሗ࿌

10)

࠶ࡿࡼ࠺ࠊࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲࡛ࡣタෆ⌧ᛶࢆㄪࡿࡓࡵࡢ㐺ษ࡞ᐇ㦂

ࢹࢨࣥࡀ⤌ࡲࢀ࡚࠾ࡽࡎࠊ⌧ᅾࡢホ౯ᇶ‽࡛⪃࠼ࡓሙྜࠊタෆ⌧ᛶࡘ࠸࡚ࡣ༑ศ࡞ホ౯ࡀ⾜ࢃ
ࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡣ⤖ㄽ࡛ࡁ࡞࠸ࠋ

9.

ヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢࢹ࣮ࢱࡢ㉁
䞉ࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥሗ࿌᭩ࡼࡿࠊࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡢタෆ⌧ᛶࡢ☜ㄆࢆ」ᩘࡢྜ
≀࡛ᐇࡋ࡞ࡗࡓ࡞᪉ἲ༑ศ࡞Ⅼࡀ࠶ࡗࡓࡶࡢࡢࠊヨ㦂ᐇᚲせ࡞ࢫ࢟ࣝࡢカ⦎ࢆཷࡅ
ࡓタ࡛ࡢタෆ/タ㛫⌧ᛶࡣ☜ಖࡉࢀ࡚࠾ࡾࠊࢹ࣮ࢱࡢ㉁ࡣᢸಖࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
䞉ホ౯ୖ᭱ࡶ㔜せ࡞ࢹ࣮ࢱࡣࠊᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢィ

್࡛࠶ࡿࠋ⏬ീࢺࣛࢫࡼࡾᶆ‽ࡉࢀ࡚

࠸ࡿࡶࡢࡢࠊᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡣ┠どุู࡛ࡍࡿࡓࡵࠊุูἲࡢᐈほᛶஈࡋ࠸ࠋࡇࡢࡓࡵࠊࢹ࣮
ࢱࡢ㉁ࡢᢸಖࡣࠊࢥ࣮ࢻࡋ࡚ྲྀᚓࡉࢀࡓࢹ࣮ࢱ࡛࠶ࡿࡇࡀ㔜せ࡞ࡿࠋࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ
◊✲ࡢྜ≀ࡣࢥ࣮ࢻࡉࢀࠊᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢィ

ࡣࢥ࣮ࢻࡋ࡚⾜ࢃࢀࡓࠋᚑࡗ࡚ࠊྲྀᚓࡉ

ࢀࡓࢹ࣮ࢱࡢ㉁ࡣᢸಖࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
䞉ヨ㦂ࡢጇᙜᛶࢆᢸಖࡍࡿࡓࡵࡢࡶ࠺୍ࡘࡢ㔜せ࡞ DRP31 ࡛᥇⏝ࡉࢀࡓࢹ࣮ࢱࡣࢥ࣮ࢻࡋ࡚ྲྀᚓ
ࡉࢀࡓࡶࡢ࡛ࡣ࡞࠸ࠋࡋࡋ࡞ࡀࡽࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡢุᐃᇶ‽ࢆ௨࡚ DRP31 ࢹ࣮ࢱࢆホ
౯ࡋࡓ⤖ᯝࠊឤᗘࡸ≉␗ᗘᕪࡀ࡞ࡗࡓࡇࡽࠊࡇࢀࡽࡘ࠸࡚ࡶࢹ࣮ࢱࡢ㉁ࡣᢸಖࡉࢀ࡚
࠸ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ
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10.

ヨ㦂᪉ἲ㛵ࡍࡿࡢ⛉Ꮫⓗ࡞ሗ࿌

SHE CTA ྠᵝ⣽⬊ࡢ CTA ࡣ௨ୗࡢ᪉ἲࡀ㛤Ⓨࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋ
1) ⣽⬊ᰴ BALB/c3T3 ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA
2) ⣽⬊ᰴ Bhas42 ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTAͤ
3) ⣽⬊ᰴ C3H10T1/2 ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA
4) JB6 ⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA
2) Bhas42 ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA ࡀ 2016 ᖺ 1 ᭶ OECD ࢞ࢲࣥࢫ 17)࡞ࡗࡓࠋ

ͤ

ୖグࡢ 1) ࠥ3) ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊSHE CTA ྠᵝᙧ㉁㌿ࡋࡓ⣽⬊ࡘ࠸࡚ࡢホ౯࡛࠶ࡿࡀࠊᙧᡂࡉࢀ
ࡓࢥࣟࢽ࣮୰ࡢᙧ㉁㌿ࡋࡓࢥࣟࢽ࣮ᩘࢆᩘ࠼ࡿࡢ࡛ࡣ࡞ࡃࠊ༢ᒙࡢṇᖖ⣽⬊୰࡛ቑṪࡋࡓᙧ㉁㌿⣽
⬊ࡀᙧᡂࡍࡿࣇ࢛࣮࢝ࢫ㸦ᙧ㉁㌿⣽⬊ࡢ㞟ྜయ㸧ࡢᩘࢆィ

ࡍࡿࡶࡢ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ4㸧ࡢ JB6 ⣽⬊ࡘ࠸࡚

ࡣࠊ㌾ᐮኳᇵᆅ࡛ࡢቑṪ⬟㸦㊊ሙ౫Ꮡᛶࡢ႙ኻ㸧ࢆᣦᶆࡍࡿヨ㦂࡛࠶ࡿࠋ

11.

3Rs ࡢ㛵㸦ື≀⚟♴㠃ࡽࡢጇᙜᛶ㸧

SHE CTA ࡛ࡣࢩ࣭ࣜࣥࣁ࣒ࢫࢱ࣮ࡢ⫾ࡽᚓࡓึ௦ᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿࡓࡵࠊື≀ࢆ≛≅ࡍࡿᚲ
せࡀ࠶ࡿࠋࡑࡢࡓࡵࠊࡢᇵ㣴⣽⬊㸦Bhas42㸪BALB/c 3T3㸧ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA ẚ㍑ࡋ࡚ࠊື≀⚟♴㠃࡛ࡣ
࡛࠶ࡿࡇࡣྰࡵ࡞࠸ࠋࡋࡋ࡞ࡀࡽࠊ୍༉ࡢዷፎື≀⏤᮶ࡢ⫾⣽⬊࡛⣙ 50 ᅇࡢ CTA ࡀᐇྍ
⬟࡛࠶ࡿࡇࠊ࠾ࡼࡧᮏヨ㦂ࢆྵࡴ CTA ࡣࡀࢇ㐣⛬࠾ࡅࡿ⏕≀Ꮫⓗࣉࣟࢭࢫࢆホ౯ࡍࡿࡓࡵࠊ㐺ษ
ᐇࡍࡿࡇࡼࡗ࡚ࠊከᩘࡢື≀ࢆ⏝ࡍࡿࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂࠾ࡼࡧ㛵㐃ヨ㦂ࢆᅇ㑊ࠊ࠶ࡿ࠸ࡣ┬␎ࡍ
ࡿࡇࡀᮇᚅ࡛ࡁࡿࡓࡵࠊື≀⚟♴ࡢᐤࡣࡁ࠸⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ

12. ヨ㦂᪉ἲࡢ᭷⏝ᛶ㝈⏺
1)

᭷⏝ᛶ
(1) CTA
䞉ࡀࢇࡢ㐣⛬ࢆㄝ᫂ࡍࡿከẁ㝵ㄝࡼࢀࡤࠊኚ␗ཎ≀㉁ࡼࡾࢽࢩ࢚࣮ࢩࣙࣥస⏝ࢆཷࡅࡓ⣽⬊
ࡣࠊ᭦ࡑࡢᚋࡉࡲࡊࡲ࡞せᅉࡼࡗ࡚ᝏᛶᙧ㉁ࢆ⋓ᚓࡍࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋCTA ࡣࠊᇵ㣴ṇᖖ
⣽⬊ᡈ࠸ࡣᰴ⣽⬊ࡀᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࡍࡿࡇࢆᣦᶆࡋ࡚ࠊᏛ≀㉁ࡢᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࡢ᭷↓ࢆண

ࡍࡿ

in vitro ヨ㦂ἲࡢ୍ࡘࡋ࡚ࡢ≉ᚩࡀ࠶ࡿࠋ
䞉ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶண

ヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡶࠊWoE ࡢ୍ࡘࡋ࡚ CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࢆ⏝ࡍࡿࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࡿࠋᮏ

ヨ㦂ἲࡣ⌧⾜ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⨨ࡁࢃࡿヨ㦂ἲࡋ࡚ࡢ⨨࡙ࡅ࡛ࡣ࡞ࡃࠊ⿵ຓⓗ࡞ヨ㦂
㸦࠼ࡤࠊࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢᐇ㡰ࢆỴࡵࡿࡓࡵࡢࢫࢡ࣮ࣜࢽࣥࢢࠊࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡀせồࡉࢀ࡞࠸
࢝ࢸࢦ࣮ࣜࡢ་⸆ရࡢࡀࢇཎᛶ㛵㐃ሗࡢྲྀᚓ࡞㸧ࡋ࡚⨨࡙ࡅࡿࡇࡣྍ⬟࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
䞉3Rs ࡢほⅬࡽࡶ᭷⏝࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
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(2) SHE CTA
CTA ࡢ᭷⏝ᛶຍ࠼࡚௨ୗࡢ᭷⏝ᛶࢆㄆࡵࡿࠋ
䞉DRP31 ࡢ 245 Ꮫ≀㉁࡛ホ౯ࡉࢀࡓ⤖ᯝ࠾࠸࡚ࠊSHE CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡢ┦㛵
ࡀㄆࡵࡽࢀࡿࠋ
䞉SHE CTA ࡢ⣽⬊ㄪ〇ࡣ⤖ಖᏑࡋࡓึ௦ಸయ⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿࡀࠊᚲせࡍࡿື≀ᩘࡣࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂
⏝࠸ࡿື≀ᩘẚࡣࡿᑡ࡞࠸ࠋ
䞉3Rs ࡢほⅬࡽ᭷⏝࡛࠶ࡿࡇຍ࠼࡚ࠊṚᇵ㣴⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿ CTA ẚ㍑ࡋ࡚ࠊึ௦ᇵ㣴⣽⬊
ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿࡇࡽࠊࡼࡾṇᖖ⣽⬊㏆࠸≧ែࢆ⥔ᣢࡋࡓᐇ㦂⣔࡛࠶ࡿ⪃࠼ࡽࢀࡿࠋ

2)

ၥ㢟Ⅼ㸦㝈⏺ࠊⅬࠊ㐺⏝㝈⏺㸧
(1) CTA
䞉CTA ࡛⤖ᯝࡀ㝧ᛶ࡛࠶ࡗ࡚ࡶࠊᏛ≀㉁ࡢᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࡽࠊࡑࡢᏛ≀㉁ࡢ in vivo ࠾ࡅࡿࡀࢇཎ
ᛶࡢᙉࡉࠊ⮚ჾ≉␗ᛶࠊ࠾ࡼࡧ✀≉␗ᛶ㛵ࡍࡿሗࡣᚓࡽࢀ࡞࠸ࠋ
䞉CTA ࡢ࢚ࣥࢻ࣏ࣥࢺ࡛࠶ࡿᙧ㉁㌿ࡢⓎ⏕ᶵᗎࡀ᫂ࡽ࡞ࡗ࡚࠸࡞࠸ࡓࡵࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ
≀㉁ࡢస⏝ᶵᗎ㛵ࡍࡿሗࡣᚓࡽࢀ࡞࠸ࠋ
䞉୍⯡ⓗ࡞ in vitro ヨ㦂ྠᵝࠊ⤖ᯝࡢጇᙜᛶࡣᶆ‽ࡉࢀࡓࣉࣟࢺࢥࣝᚑࡗ୍࡚㐃ࡢヨ㦂᧯సࡀ
ṇ☜⾜ࢃࢀࡿࡇࡼࡗ࡚ಖドࡉࢀࡿࠋCTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡢṇ☜ᛶࢆಖドࡍࡿࡓࡵࠊヨ㦂᧯సࡣࡶࡕࢁ
ࢇࠊᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮/ࣇ࢛࣮࢝ࢫࡢุูࢫ࢟ࣝࡢ⩦⇍ࡀ㔜せ࡛࠶ࡿࠋᶆ‽≀㉁࡛ㄏᑟࡉࢀࡓᙧ㉁㌿
ࢥࣟࢽ࣮/ࣇ࢛࣮࢝ࢫࡢ⏬ീࢺࣛࢫ➼ࢆ⏝ࡋࡓࢫ࢟ࣝ☜ㄆࡣ㔜せ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
䞉ᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮/ࣇ࢛࣮࢝ࢫࡢ⮬ືุูἲࡢ㛤Ⓨࡀ㐍ࢇ࡛࠸࡞࠸ࡓࡵࠊ⌧Ⅼ࡛ࡢከ᳨య㧗㏿ࢫࢡ
࣮ࣜࢽࣥࢢࡢሗ࿌ᩘࡣᑡ࡞࠸ࠋᗈ⠊࡞Ꮫ≀㉁ࡢᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࢆ CTA ୍࡛ḟࢫࢡ࣮ࣜࢽࣥࢢࡍࡿࡓࡵ
ࡣࠊヨ㦂⣔ࡢ᭦࡞ࡿᨵⰋࠊᡈ࠸ࡣࠊᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮/ࣇ࢛࣮࢝ࢫࡢ㠉᪂ⓗุู᪉ἲࡢ㛤Ⓨࡀᚲせ
࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
(2) SHE CTA
CTA ࠾ࡅࡿၥ㢟Ⅼຍ࠼࡚௨ୗࡢၥ㢟Ⅼࢆㄆࡵࡿࠋ
䞉SHE CTA ࡣࠊࢽࢩ࢚࣮ࢩࣙࣥࣉ࣮ࣟࣔࢩࣙࣥస⏝ࢆ༊ูࡍࡿヨ㦂ἲࡀグ㍕ࡉࢀ࡚࠸࡞࠸ࡓ
ࡵࠊࢽࢩ࢚࣮ࢩࣙࣥ/ࣉ࣮ࣟࣔࢩࣙࣥస⏝࠸ࡗࡓほⅬ࡛ࡢ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡢస⏝ᶵᗎࢆ᫂ࡽࡍࡿࡇ
ࡣ࡛ࡁ࡞࠸ࠋ
䞉SHE CTA ࡛ࡣࠊࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀ⾜ࢃࢀࡓ 6 ≀㉁㸦ణࡋࠊ㑅ᢥࡉࢀࡓ≀㉁ࡣࠊస⏝࣓࢝
ࢽࢬ࣒೫ࡾࡀ࠶ࡿࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿ㸧ࡘ࠸࡚ࡣࠊࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂⤖ᯝࡢ┦㛵㸦ឤᗘࠊ≉␗ᗘࠊഇ㝧
ᛶ࣭ഇ㝜ᛶࡢ㆑ูࡢ⤖ᯝ㸧ࡣ☜ㄆࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࡀࠊ㑅ᢥࡉࢀࡓ≀㉁ࡣࠊస⏝ᶵస೫ࡾࡀ࠶ࡾ㸪
Ꮫ≀㉁ࡢᩘࡸ✀㢮ࡶ༑ศ࡛ࡣ࡞࠸ࠋホ౯ࡉࢀࡓᏛ≀㉁ࡣ㑇ఏẘᛶࢆ᭷ࡍࡿࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡀከࡃྵ
ࡲࢀࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁㸦͆┿ࡢ㸦bona fide㸧㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁͇ࡢᐃ⩏ࡣ㆟ㄽࡢవᆅࡀ
࠶ࡿ㸧ࡀᑡ࡞࠸ࡓࡵࠊ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢ᳨ฟ⣔࠸࠺ほⅬ࡛ࡢ᭷⏝ᛶࡢ᳨ドࡣ༑ศ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
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3)

ᚋࡢㄢ㢟
⣽⬊ࡀᙧ㉁㌿ࡍࡿస⏝ᶵᵓࡢゎ᫂ࡀ㔜せ࡛࠶ࡿࠋࡋࡋࠊࡇࡢㄢ㢟ࡣࣁ࣮ࢻࣝࡀ㧗࠸ࠋ
䞉ࣄࢺ⣽⬊࡛ࡶ㉳ࡇࡾ࠺ࡿࢆ⌧ࡍࡿࡓࡵࡣࠊࣄࢺ⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓ CTA ࡀ㛤Ⓨࡉࢀࡿࡇࡀᮃࡲࡋ
࠸ࠋ㸦In vivo ࠾ࡅࡿࠊື≀ࡽࣄࢺࡢእᤄྠࡌၥ㢟ࢆྵࢇ࡛࠸ࡿࠋ㸧
䞉ᙧែᙧ㉁㌿ࢥࣟࢽ࣮ࡢุᐃࡢᐈほᛶࡢ☜ಖࡀᐇົୖᚲせ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
䞉┿ࡢ㸦bona fide㸧㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢᩘࢆቑࡸࡋ࡚ CTA ࢆከࡃᐇࡋࠊከࡃࡢࢹ࣮ࢱࢆ㞟ࡍ
ࡿࠋࣉࣞࣂࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲࡛⏝࠸ࡓ⿕㦂≀㉁ࡣ┿ࡢ㠀㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡢᩘࡀ㑇ఏẘᛶࡀࢇ
ཎ≀㉁ẚ㍑ࡋ࡚ᴟࡵ࡚ᑡ࡞ࡗࡓࡇ࡞ࡀࠊOECD ࡢヨ㦂ἲ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡋ࡚ᢎㄆ㸦ྠព㸧ࡉ
ࢀ࡞ࡗࡓ⌮⏤ࡢ୍ࡘゝࢃࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡇࢀࡽࡢ⛉Ꮫⓗ࣭ᢏ⾡ⓗ࡞ၥ㢟Ⅼࡀඞ᭹ࡉࢀࠊࡲࡓṇᘧ࡞ࣂ
ࣜࢹ࣮ࢩࣙࣥ◊✲ࡀᐇࡉࢀࢀࡤࠊCTA ࡀࢸࢫࢺ࢞ࢻࣛࣥࡉࢀࡿྍ⬟ᛶࡣ࠶ࡿࠋ
䞉SHE CTA ࡛ࡣࠊᇶᮏⓗ࡞⸆≀௦ㅰᶵ⬟ࢆಖᣢࡋ࡚࠸ࡿ⣽⬊ࢆ⏝࠸ࡿࡇࡽࠊ௦ㅰάᛶࢆᚲせ
ࡍࡿᵝࠎ࡞Ꮫ≀㉁ࡢᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࡀ᳨ฟྍ⬟࡛࠶ࡿࠋࡲࡓࠊእ㒊௦ㅰάᛶ⣔ࢆ㐺⏝ࡍࡿࡇࡼ
ࡾࠊᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࡢቑᙉࡸ᪂ࡓ࡞ᙧ㉁㌿⬟ࢆᣢࡘᏛ≀㉁ࢆ᳨ฟ࡛ࡁࡿࡋࡓሗ࿌ 18-21) ࡀᑡᩘ࡛ࡣ
࠶ࡿࡀබ⾲ࡉࢀ࡚࠸ࡿࠋࡍ࡞ࢃࡕࠊ㏻ᖖࡢᙧ㉁㌿ヨ㦂࡛㝜ᛶࡢ⤖ᯝࡀᚓࡽࢀࡓ≀㉁㛵ࡋ࡚ࡶࠊእ
㒊௦ㅰάᛶ⣔ࢆ㐺⏝ࡍࡿࡇࡼࡾࠊ᭦ࡇࡢヨ㦂⣔ࡢṇ☜ᛶࡀ㧗ࡲࡿྍ⬟ᛶࡀ࠶ࡿࠋ

13.

⤖ㄽ

1) CTA ࡣ in vitro ࠾࠸࡚ࠊᏛ≀㉁ࢆ᭚㟢ࡍࡿࡇ࡛㉳ࡁࡿࠕ⣽⬊ࡢᙧែࠖࡸࠕ⾲⌧ᙧ㉁ࠖࡢᝏᛶࢆ
ᣦᶆࡋ࡚⭘⒆ㄏⓎᛶࡢ᭷↓ࢆㄪࡿヨ㦂ἲࡢ୍ࡘ࡛࠶ࡿࠋ
2) ᙧ㉁㌿ࡋࡓ⣽⬊ࡀᝏᛶࡍࡿࡇ࡛ࠊࢾ࣮ࢻ࣐࢘ࢫࡸྠ⣔⤫ࡢື≀ࡢ㐀⭘⒆ᛶࡀㄆࡵࡽࢀࡿࡓࡵࠊ
ࡀࢇཎᛶࡣఱࡽࡢ㛵ಀࡀ࠶ࡿࡇࡀ᥎ᐹࡉࢀࡿࠋ
3) Ꮫ≀㉁ࢆ⏝࠸ࡓ CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࠊࡆࡗṑ㢮ࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ⤖ᯝࡣ┦㛵ࡀ࠶ࡿࡇࡀሗ࿌ࡉࢀ࡚࠸
ࡿࠋ
4) SHE CTA ࡢ⤖ᯝࡆࡗṑ㢮࡛ࡢࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ୍⮴⋡ࠊឤᗘࠊ≉␗ᗘ࡞ࡢᩘ್ࠊ࠾ࡼࡧ IARC ࡢ
ࢢ࣮ࣝࣉูࡢࡀࢇཎ≀㉁ࡽุ᩿ࡍࡿࠊSHE CTA ࡣࡀࢇཎᛶヨ㦂ࡢ௦᭰ἲࡋ࡚ࡢ⨨࡙ࡅ࡛ࡣ
࡞ࡃࠊࡀࢇཎ≀㉁᳨ฟࡢࢫࢡ࣮ࣜࢽࣥࢢヨ㦂ἲࡢ୍ࡘࡋ࡚⨨࡙ࡅࡿࡇࡀ࡛ࡁࡿࠋ
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The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) is an intergovernmental
organisation in which representatives of 34 industrialised countries in North and South America, Europe
and the Asia and Pacific region, as well as the European Commission, meet to co-ordinate and harmonise
policies, discuss issues of mutual concern, and work together to respond to international problems. Most of
the OECD’s work is carried out by more than 200 specialised committees and working groups composed
of member country delegates. Observers from several countries with special status at the OECD, and from
interested international organisations, attend many of the OECD’s workshops and other meetings.
Committees and working groups are served by the OECD Secretariat, located in Paris, France, which is
organised into directorates and divisions.
The Environment, Health and Safety Division publishes free-of-charge documents in eleven different
series: Testing and Assessment; Good Laboratory Practice and Compliance Monitoring; Pesticides;
Biocides; Risk Management; Harmonisation of Regulatory Oversight in Biotechnology; Safety of
Novel Foods and Feeds; Chemical Accidents; Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers; Emission
Scenario Documents; and Safety of Manufactured Nanomaterials. More information about the
Environment, Health and Safety Programme and EHS publications is available on the OECD’s World
Wide Web site (http://www.oecd.org/chemicalsafety/).

This publication was developed in the IOMC context. The contents do not necessarily reflect the views or
stated policies of individual IOMC Participating Organisations.
The Inter-Organisation Programme for the Sound Management of Chemicals (IOMC) was established in
1995 following recommendations made by the 1992 UN Conference on Environment and Development to
strengthen co-operation and increase international co-ordination in the field of chemical safety. The
Participating Organisations are FAO, ILO, UNDP, UNEP, UNIDO, UNITAR, WHO, World Bank and
OECD. The purpose of the IOMC is to promote co-ordination of the policies and activities pursued by the
Participating Organisations, jointly or separately, to achieve the sound management of chemicals in
relation to human health and the environment.

4

36

ENV/JM/MONO(2015)18
This publication is available electronically, at no charge.
Also published in the Series on Testing and Assessment link
For this and many other Environment,
Health and Safety publications, consult the OECD’s
World Wide Web site (www.oecd.org/chemicalsafety/)
or contact:
OECD Environment Directorate,
Environment, Health and Safety Division
2 rue André-Pascal
75775 Paris Cedex 16
France
Fax: (33-1) 44 30 61 80
E-mail: ehscont@oecd.org

© OECD 2015
Applications for permission to reproduce or translate all or part of this material should
be made to: Head of Publications Service, RIGHTS@oecd.org, OECD, 2 rue AndréPascal, 75775 Paris Cedex 16, France

5

37

ENV/JM/MONO(2015)18
FOREWORD
This document presents guidance for conducting the Syrian Hamster Embryo Cells Transformation
Assay (SHE CTA).
This document was preceded by the development of the Detailed Review Paper (DRP) 31 on “Cell
Transformation Assays for Detection of Chemical Carcinogens” (OECD, 2007), pre-validation study led
by ECVAM, ESAC peer review, and then from 2011 by work aimed at the development of a Test
Guideline. Despite support from some countries, concerns were expressed by others regarding the SHE
CTA and the approval of the draft TG at the April 2013 WNT meeting was considered premature. Efforts
were undertaken to try to address remaining scientific, technical issues, but nevertheless the draft Test
Guideline did not reach the stage of regulatory acceptance.
In November 2014, the Joint Meeting discussed options for moving forward in the area of nongenotoxic carcinogenicity under the Test Guidelines Programme. The Joint Meeting advised 1) to proceed
with the development of guidance documents on the SHE CTA and Bhas-42 CTA, mainly to describe the
test procedures, and 2) to develop a guidance document at the OECD level outlining a conceptual
framework for the identification of non-genotoxic carcinogens for priority setting.
The draft document has been through two WNT commenting rounds in July and in December 2014.
Since all countries who commented either indicated approval or indicated that their comments did not
impede approval of the document and were only of editorial nature, this document was approved by written
procedure.
This document is published under the responsibility of the Joint Meeting of the Chemicals Committee
and the Working Party on Chemicals, Pesticides and Biotechnology.
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GUIDANCE DOCUMENT ON THE
IN VITRO SYRIAN HAMSTER EMBRYO (SHE) CELL TRANSFORMATION ASSAY

PURPOSE
1.
The purpose of this Guidance document is to allow the regulatory community to use the
described method as part of a weight of evidence approach in the testing of substances for carcinogenic
potential. There are a number of issues which have impeded consensus on the approval of the Test
Guideline; these issues mainly include the subjective nature of evaluating transformed phenotypic
morphology, the limited understanding of causal molecular mechanisms leading to the transformed SHE
colonies, the relatively small number of bona fide non-genotoxic carcinogens, as compared to genotoxic
carcinogens, that have been tested in the SHE cell transformation assay, and the way the assay might be
used in a regulatory framework.
Background
2.
In vitro cell transformation refers to the induction of phenotypic alterations in cultured cells. Cell
transformation is an event in the multi-step process of tumour induction (1) (2). Transformed cells are
phenotypically different from normal cells and have the ability to induce tumours in susceptible animals
(3) (4) (5). It has been shown that SHE cells can be morphologically transformed by treatment with
genotoxic and non genotoxic carcinogens (6) (7) (8). Exposure results in an increase of morphologically
transformed (MT) colonies, which are characterised by disorganised growth patterns and mimicking an
early stage in the carcinogenic process.
3.
The performance of the Syrian Hamster Embryo (SHE) cell transformation assay conducted at a
variety of pHs to detect transforming activity has been established on a large set of substances and has
been reviewed in a database summarized in the OECD Detailed Review Paper (DRP) 31 (6) (9). In
addition, the European Reference Laboratory for Alternatives to Animal Testing (EURL ECVAM) study
(10) (11) addressed the availability of standardized protocols, their transferability, within- and betweenlaboratories reproducibility. The EURL ECVAM work also included the analysis of the degree of
similarity between protocols. It concluded that there are no elements suggesting that the EURL ECVAM
experiments differ notably from the experiments reported in the OECD DRP 31, thus making these data
acceptable for use in a retrospective evaluation.
4.
When SHE CTA results are used as part of a testing strategy (not as results from a stand-alone
assay) and/or in a weight of evidence approach, they may contribute to the assessment of carcinogenic
potential of test chemicals (12). While the available data (see paragraph 14) would suggest that the SHE
CTA has greater sensitivity for carcinogens acting via genotoxic mechanisms, for non-genotoxic
carcinogens the added value of the SHE CTA is still debated and more information is required.
5.
This Guidance Document (GD) provides an in vitro procedure of the SHE cell transformation
assay, as specified in Maire et al. (13) or in the EURL ECVAM DB-ALM protocol on SHE CTA (14),
conducted at pH 6.7 and 7.0. The assay can be performed at either pH 6.7 or 7.0 (see paragraphs 14)
provided proficiency has been demonstrated at the chosen pH (see paragraph 54-55). The morphology of
the normal colonies differs slightly at physiological pH compared to acidic pH, however, the conduct of
the assay at either pH has been shown to give similar results. Other than the difference in the pH, the
experimental protocol for both versions of the assay is the same.
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Current knowledge and understanding about mechanisms involved in cell transformation/
6.
The exact molecular mechanisms involved in cell transformations are only partially understood
(15) (16) 17). Although there are uncertainties regarding the causal mechanisms leading to the
transformed SHE colonies, the following paragraphs review current knowledge and understanding based
on the literature.
7.
Evidence indicates that cell transformation results from alterations and changes in the expression
of genes involved in cell cycle control, genomic stability, proliferation and differentiation. Genetic changes
affecting these processes may result from direct genotoxic mechanisms. Also, disturbances of gene
expression and genomic stability through hyper- or hypomethylation of DNA, histone modifications and
nucleosomal remodelling are epigenetic mechanisms considered as fundamental in triggering a
carcinogenic process (18). Consistent with these diverse mechanisms, some SHE cell transformants have
been shown to harbour biallelic, inactivated p53 tumour suppressor genes (19). Carcinogens such as DES
can suppress DNA methylation in short-term treatments (20). The initial transformants induced by
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons frequently display DNA methylation-associated suppression of gene
expression known to be associated with embryonic differentiation and engineered re-expression suppresses
the transformed phenotype (21). SHE cell transformation by diethanolamine is driven by altered choline
metabolism, an important methyl donor in one-carbon metabolism leading to DNA methylation (22).
Introduction of an activated oncogene (v-Ha-ras), by transfection, will morphologically transform normal
SHE cells (23). Increased frequency of akinetochoric chromosome disjunction occurs during the growth of
the initial transformants (24) which could contribute to the aneuploid characteristic of immortalized clones
arising from such populations (reviewed in Ahmadzai et al., 2012 (25)).
8.
Among later stage immortal and malignantly transformed descendents, global DNA
hypomethylation and site specific hypomethylation in ras and myc oncogenes have been observed (20)
(26). Also, methylation-associated suppression of cell cycle checkpoint gene expression, or mono- or
biallelic losses of these genes (ink4a, ink4b), as well as mutations in p53 have been found in immortal
Syrian hamster dermal cells (27). In morphologically transformed SHE cell lines, cell cycle checkpoint
control (G2) is often compromised (28). An activated proto-oncogene (cph) capable of transforming other
cells has been isolated from malignantly transformed SHE cells (29).
9.
Non-genotoxic carcinogens have been postulated to act via a number of mechanisms such as
inhibition of gap junction intercellular communication oxidative stress, increased mitogenesis, decreased
apoptosis, interference with tubulin polymerization, inhibition of senescence through activation of
telomerase, interference with signal transduction pathways, and binding to receptors involved in hormonemediated processes, and in peroxisome proliferation. Instances of several of these mechanisms have been
demonstrated in SHE cell transformation. Oxidative stress was shown to be causally involved in
morphological transformation (30) (31). Imbalance of cell proliferation via an inhibition of apoptosis has
been related to cell transforming effects of some hepatic peroxisome proliferators and other transforming
agents in SHE cells (32) (33). Growth factor treatments of SHE cells, presumably acting through signal
transduction pathways, can also drive transformation (34) and gap junctional cell-to-cell communication is
frequently impaired by non-genotoxic carcinogens (35).

INITIAL CONSIDERATIONS AND LIMITATIONS
10.
The SHE cells are normal diploid, metabolically and p53-competent primary cells, which retain
the ability to biotransform a wide range of xenobiotics as evidenced by studies with substances requiring
metabolic activation (6) (9) (36) (37) (38). From a 3Rs perspective, the use of primary cells means that a
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small number of pregnant hamsters are euthanized; one hamster provides sufficient cells to perform at least
50 to 100 CTAs providing the cells are adequately preserved for future use. The metabolic capability of the
cells should be considered and discussed in the light of interpretation of test results. This is particularly
important when the test chemical requires metabolic activation. Exposure to test chemicals with
transforming capacity results in an increased number of morphologically transformed (MT) colonies,
which are characterised by disorganised growth patterns.
11.
Transformation of primary, diploid SHE cells appears to follow a staged process. The
transformation assay in the SHE cells is based upon identifiable colonies of morphologically transformed
cells with irregular growth patterns. The transformants are thought to be stem cells with blockages in their
differentiation pathways (39). Upon further passages in vitro, transformed colonies clonally isolated from
treated cultures frequently generate cells with an infinite cellular lifespan or an ability to form tumours in
syngenic hosts. Untransformed clones become senescent (40) (41) (42). High frequencies of progression
to immortality and anchorage independence were also observed in bulk cultures of SHE cells (4).
12.
Although conducted blindly, identification of morphologically transformed colonies by
microscopic scoring is subjective, as for any cytohistochemical endpoint. This subjectivity may, to some
extent, be overcome with appropriate training, and the use of photo catalogues (43) (44). However, to
improve the reliability of the scoring a second opinion or duplicate independent scoring is highly
recommended, especially for ambiguous colonies/or borderline pictures.
13.
The assay would be improved by the development of objective measures for scoring
transformation, when these are validated. Some examples include biospectroscopy, which is being
explored to provide an objective determination of transformed colonies (45). In addition, molecular tools
such as gene expression changes promise to provide useful molecular markers for morphological
transformation, like those associated with cytoskeleton effects in the SHE cells (38).
14.
To date comparative sensitivity and specificity of the pH 6.7 and 7.0 versions of the assay are
limited to a small chemical database (see annex to DRP 31(7)). An analysis of the sensitivity and
specificity of the assay for genotoxic and non-genotoxic carcinogens that were fully tested in in vitro and
in vivo genotoxicity assays was performed in 2014 and is available in an annex to the DRP.
15.
When planning the experiment, careful choice of the optimum pH needs to be taken into account.
Parameters might include ionisable nature of the compounds as affecting the differences in reactivity or
bioavailability. The historical experience of the laboratory with the scoring at either pH should also be
considered. This needs to be taken into account until a wider chemical database has been generated.
16.
At this time, the assay conducted as described in this Guidance Document does not provide
information on in vivo potency, or species-specificity or tissue-specificity of the cell transformations.
17.
It should be noted that this method has been validated for mono-constituent substances only and
not multi-constituent substances, UVCBs (substances of unknown or variable composition, complex
reaction products or biological materials) or mixtures. Before use of the assay for the testing of a mixture
intended for a regulatory purpose, it should be considered whether, and if so why, it may provide adequate
results for that purpose. Such considerations are not needed, when there is a regulatory requirement for
testing of the mixture.
PRINCIPLE OF THE TEST METHOD
18.
SHE cells are obtained from primary cultures of Syrian hamster embryos at 13 days of gestation.
After enzymatic tissue digestion, cells are collected, grown for 24 to 48 hours and then cryopreserved, and
stored in liquid nitrogen. One part of cryopreserved SHE cells is used as feeder cells, the other part as
9
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target cells. The feeder cells are x-ray irradiated to inactivate their capability to replicate, and seeded as
nutrient base and support of metabolic activity. The target cells are used to assess morphological
transformation of colonies.
19.
SHE cells (target cells) are seeded at clonal density onto a feeder layer of x-ray-irradiated cells in
culture conditions allowing for the development of colonies, and achieving the necessary cloning
efficiency for fulfilling the acceptability criteria for the CTA (paragraph 60). After plating the cells, they
are exposed to the test chemical for 7 days. Thereafter, cells are washed, fixed and stained. Dishes are
coded and colonies are scored for their morphological phenotype by stereomicroscopy.
20.
Cytotoxicity is evaluated by inhibition of cloning efficiency and reduction in size/density of the
colonies. The number of morphologically transformed (MT) colonies relative to the total number of
scorable colonies is calculated for each concentration tested. The frequency of morphologically
transformed colonies relative to total number of colonies in the test chemical-treated groups is compared to
the frequency of MT colonies in the solvent control group.
DESCRIPTION OF THE METHOD
Preparations
Culture media, reagents and solutions
21.

The culture medium, reagent and solutions used for cell preparation are described in Annex 1.

Culture conditions and counting of viable cells
22.
Cell cultures are incubated in a humidified incubator at 37°C and 10 r 0.5 % CO2. All
centrifugation steps are carried out at 180-250 g for 10 minutes at 4°C. Viable cells are counted using the
trypan blue dye exclusion test using 0.4% to 0.5% (w/v) trypan blue in buffered saline.
Preparation and cryopreservation of SHE cell stocks
23.
SHE cells are isolated from 13-days gestation embryos of pregnant healthy female(s) humanely
euthanized. Embryos are washed, transferred into sterile culture dishes containing wash solution, and the
differentiated organs (head, viscera, and limbs) are discarded from each embryo. Cells can be prepared
from single embryos, embryos pooled from a single dam or embryos pooled from different dams sacrificed
at the same time.
24.
The remainder of the embryo is minced and dissociated by enzymatic digestion in dissociation
solution under gentle stirring for 10 min at room temperature or at 37°C. The first wash is discarded, and
the dissociation is repeated 2-4 times. Cell suspensions are collected, centrifuged (at 4°C) and resuspended in cell isolation medium (CIM). Viable cells are counted and seeded (2 x106 /100 mm diameter
culture dish, or 0.133 x 106 cells/cm2 area of 150 or 225 cm2 culture flasks) in CIM and incubated (37°C
and 10 ± 0.5 % CO2) until 60-80% cell growth confluency is achieved (usually within 24 to 48 hours).
Then, cells are rinsed with buffered saline, detached with the appropriate detachment solution, and
collected by centrifugation.
25.
The cell pellet is suspended in CIM, viable cells are counted and pelleted by centrifugation. Cells
are re-suspended in cryopreservation medium, dispensed into storage vials (1.0 or 2.0 x 106 cells/vial),
step frozen (i.e., successively for 30 minutes at 4°C, 4 hours at -20°C and one night at -80°C), and kept
frozen under liquid nitrogen until use.
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Checking of the SHE cells/FBS suitability
26.
Before use, each new cell batch should be checked for spontaneous transformation rate, plating
efficiency (colony forming ability) and morphological transformation using a positive control chemical.
Likewise, any new batch of foetal bovine serum (FBS) should be checked for suitability. The combination
“cell batch/FBS batch” should fulfil the acceptability criteria described in paragraph 60.
Preparation of feeder (irradiated) SHE cells
27.
Cryopreserved SHE cells in frozen vials are thawed at 37°C, pelleted by centrifugation and resuspended in fresh cell growth medium (CGM). This also eliminates most of the dimethylsulfoxide
(DMSO) used in the cryopreservation medium. Ten or 40 mL aliquots of cells are transferred to
respectively 100 mm culture dishes or T225 culture flasks (2.0 x 106 cells/dish or 8.0 x 106 cells in T225
culture flask) and cultured in a humidified incubator at 37°C and 10 ± 0.5 % CO 2 for 2-4 days to achieve
50-90% confluence.
28.
On the day of x-ray irradiation, cells are rinsed, detached and immediately re-suspended in CGM.
Cells are exposed to irradiation (5000 rads or 50 grays) so that they remain viable, but no longer capable of
replication. . Before and after irradiation, cells should be maintained on ice, and preferably also during
irradiation.
29.
These freshly irradiated cells can be directly used for the experiments soon after irradiation. In
case of cryopreservation of the irradiated cells, cells are centrifuged and the supernatant is removed. The
pellet is re-suspended in an appropriate volume of cold (hold on wet ice) cryopreservation medium. The
viable cells are counted and dispensed into storage vials (5 x 106 cells/vial) on wet ice, and step frozen (as
described in paragraph 25) prior to being stored frozen under liquid nitrogen. The cryopreservation step is
a good way of keeping irradiated cells for a longer period if an x-ray machine is not readily available.
Preliminary cytotoxicity and dose range finding (DRF) assay
30.
The maximum dose of the test chemical should be determined taking into account the solubility
and any relevant cytotoxicity information available for the test chemical. In the DRF, a range of at least 10
concentrations to achieve a wide toxicity range should be tested in parallel to the solvent control. At least
five, preferably ten dishes should be seeded per concentration tested. The number of target cells seeded is
the same in all treatment groups. The conditions of testing (test medium, incubation conditions and time)
are the ones described for the main experiment for cell transformation (see paragraphs 41-44).
Test conditions
Solvent use
31.
The solvent should be chosen to optimize the solubility of the test chemical without adversely
impacting the assay conduct, e.g. cell growth, integrity of the test material, reaction with culture vessels. It
is recommended that, wherever possible, the use of an aqueous solvent should be considered first. Well
established solvents are for example water, cell culture medium, and dimethyl sulfoxide. Generally the
final concentration of organic solvents in the tissue culture medium should not exceed 0.2% (v/v). This
may be achieved by diluting concentrated solutions (500 x) of the test chemical in CGM to prepare
ultimate dosing solutions at a concentration 2 x, so as to obtain the final concentration (1 x) in the test
medium after addition of an equal volume of the test medium (see Table 1 and paragraph 33 as examples).
If other than well-established solvents are used, their use should be supported by data indicating their
compatibility with the test chemical, the test system, and their lack of transforming potency. In such cases,
untreated controls should also be included.
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Selection of test concentrations
32.
The maximum concentrations to be tested in cell transformation assay depend on test chemical
solubility and cytotoxicity. For test chemicals of defined composition the highest dose level should be 0.01
M, 2 mg/mL or 2 μL/mL, whichever is the lowest. For test chemical of non-defined composition, e.g.
complex mixtures (plant extracts, tars, environmental extracts etc.), the top concentration should be at least
5 mg/mL. Poorly soluble chemicals should be tested up to the first concentration producing a visible
opacity in the final test medium observable by the unaided eye.
33.
In addition to the controls, at least 5 test chemical concentrations should be used in the main
experiment. These are deducted from the range finding study and should include:





A high test concentration inducing no more than 50% cytotoxicity expressed by decrease in
relative plating efficiency and/or reduction in relative colonies density/size (by visual
appearance). If the test chemical does not show a cytotoxic effect, the highest dose is selected as
indicated in paragraph 32 above for soluble test chemicals, or as the visible solubility limit in the
final test medium for insoluble test chemicals;
At least one concentration which has no apparent effect on plating efficiency;
3 or 4 intermediate concentrations.

Table 1: Recommended concentrations of the test chemical in the intermediate solutions and in the final
test medium

Solvent*

Intermediate solution
(4 mL test medium)

Final test medium
(8 mL= 4mL
intermediate
solution+4mL GCM)

Concentration of the test
chemical
500x
2x
1x
Concentration
of
the
solvent
100%
0.4%
0.2%
*For water insoluble test chemicals, concentrated solutions (500x) may be prepared in Dimethyl
sulfoxide (DMSO). For water soluble test chemicals, an aqueous solvent is recommended.
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Figure 1: Timeline of the SHE CTA assay (the volumes are per each 60 mm culture dish)

Preparation of test cultures
Feeder layer
34.
On day 0 (feeder cells day), the irradiated SHE cells are seeded. The cell concentration is
adjusted to 20,000 – 30,000 cells/mL in CGM, and 2 mL of the cell suspension are added into each 60 mm
culture dish (4 to 6 x 104 feeder cells/dish). In case of cryopreservation of irradiated cells, cryopreserved
cells are thawed at 37°C, and pelleted by centrifugation. The cell pellet is re-suspended in fresh CGM and
the viable cells are counted. Freshly irradiated cells can also be used for seeding of the feeder layer.
35.
The culture dishes are incubated in a humified incubator at 37°C and 10 r 0.5% CO2 for 24 hours
before adding the target cells. For each test, at least 5 dishes filled with feeder cells only will be used
concurrently as controls for the inability of the feeder cells to replicate and to form colonies. No colony
should form in these dishes.
Target cells
36.
Cryopreserved SHE cells are thawed at 37°C and seeded for growth in culture flasks. After an
incubation period (usually of 24 hours although shorter duration e.g. 5 hours can be used), the target cells
are detached, counted and the cell concentration is adjusted with CGM to a concentration where
approximately 25 - 45 colonies/dish can be obtained at the end of the test (see paragraph 60). Two mL of
the target cell suspension will be added to each culture dish containing feeder cells. Dishes will be
incubated in a humidified incubator at 37°C and 10 r 0.5% CO2 for 24 hours prior to treatment with the
test and control chemicals.
37.
At cytotoxic dose levels, as determined in the Dose Range Finding (DRF) experiment, the target
cell number should be adjusted in order to yield the recommended number of 25 to 45 colonies per dish at
the end of the test to fulfil acceptance criteria (see paragraph 60). The adjustment of target cell number is
explained in paragraph 37.
Treatment of cultures
38.
For practicality, one way of preparing dosing solution is to start with a concentration representing
twice (2x) the final concentration (Table 1). Each dosing solution (4 mL) will be transferred to individual
culture dishes (60 mm) already containing the CGM (4 mL) with feeder and target cells (final volume
8 mL) (Table 1). The cultures will be incubated in a humidified incubator at 37°C and 10 r 0.5% CO2 for 7
days without disturbance.
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PROCEDURE
Preparation of test solutions
39.
The test chemical solutions are prepared on the day of treatment. Solid test chemicals should be
dissolved in appropriate solvents and diluted, if appropriate, prior to treatment of the cells. Liquid test
chemicals may be added directly to the final test medium and/or diluted prior to treatment. Gaseous or
volatile chemicals should be tested by appropriate methods, determined on a case by case basis. Fresh
preparations of the test chemical should be used unless stability data demonstrate the acceptability of
storage. A series of solutions at different concentrations of the test chemical should be prepared under UV
filtered lights or protected from light.
Description of the cell transformation assay
40.
A sufficient number of target cells (around 150 cells/dish, but the number of target cells is
dependent on the cell batch/FBS batch) to produce an average of 25 - 45 colonies at the end of the test will
be dispensed in 2 mL of complete medium per 60 mm culture dish, each of which was seeded
approximately 24 hours earlier with 4-6 x 104 feeder cells in 2 mL of CGM. For cytotoxic concentrations,
the number of target cells seeded should be increased so as to maintain the target range of 25-45 colonies
per dish (paragraph 60). For instance, an approximate 30 % reduction in the number of colonies may
require to adjust the number of target cells to 1.5x the number of cells seeded in the cytotoxicity assay; an
approximate 50 % reduction, would lead to seed twice (2x) the number of target cells seeded for
cytotoxicity.
41.
Twenty four hours after the seeding of the target cells, test and control chemical treatment will be
initiated by addition to the test media (4 mL) of the appropriate dosing solution (4 mL) so as to obtain the
final concentration of 0.2% (Table 1).
42.
The treated cell cultures should be incubated for a period of 7 days in a humidified incubator
(37°C, 10 r 0.5 % CO2) following treatment initiation to allow colony development. The culture dishes
should be labelled as appropriate for identification. The relative cytotoxicity of each treatment group
should be measured by the reduction in plating efficiency and/or colony density and size of the treated
SHE cells compared to the solvent control.
43.
After the incubation period of 7 days, the medium should be discarded from the dishes by
aspiration, and the cells attached to the dishes should be rinsed with buffered saline. After removal of the
buffered saline, cells should be covered with fixing solution (ethanol or methanol) and kept for at least 10
minutes at room temperature. The fixative is removed and the dishes are stained for approximately 20
minutes with 3-5 mL Giemsa solution. The stain is poured off and the dishes are rinsed with tap water
before the stained colonies are air-dried.
Morphological cell transformation
44.
All dishes, including those of positive and negative controls, should be coded before microscopic
analysis. The stained colonies are evaluated and scored under stereomicroscope for plating efficiency (PE)
and morphological transformation (MT). The scorer should be unaware of the coding. Morphologically
transformed colonies are characterized by a criss-cross pattern of growth and piling up of cells. Individual
cells within the colony are more basophilic relative to their normal counterparts, and have a decreased
cytoplasm-to-nucleus ratio. Pictures of normal and morphologically-transformed colonies obtained at pH
6.7 and 7.0, which can be found in the photo catalogue of Bohnenberger et al. (43) and Maire et al. (44),
respectively, should be used routinely.
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45.
Sparse colonies are not scored for MT (i.e. if a colony contains less than 50 cells, it is not
counted); however, they are included in the total number of colonies for plating efficiency determination..
Colonies at the edge of the dishes should be scored for MT if clearly morphologically transformed.
Generally, for each treatment group t 1000 colonies should be evaluated for morphological cell
transformation (MT).
46.
For each treatment group, normal (non-transformed) colonies and transformed colonies will be
enumerated to evaluate the plating efficiency (PE), the relative plating efficiency (RPE) and the
morphological transformation frequency (MTF) criteria detailed in paragraphs 56-58.
Controls
Solvent control
47.
In case the test chemical is not water soluble, an appropriate solvent control should be used. If
DMSO or other organic solvents are selected, they should be used at a final concentration that does not
exceed 0.2% (see paragraph 31). The final concentration of any solvent should be the same in all solvent
control and treated dishes.
Positive control
48.
Because of the high amount of data on Benzo[a]pyrene (B[a]P), it should be used as positive
control at the recommended concentrations of 1.0 to 5.0 μg/mL in dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) to
demonstrate the sensitivity of the assay . However, if justified, other chemicals can also be considered as
positive controls. Each laboratory should establish the performance of the positive control under their own
laboratory conditions (see paragraph 49).
Feeder cells control
49.
For each test, at least 5 dishes with feeder cells only should be used concurrently to confirm the
inability of these cells to replicate and to form colonies. For a valid test, no colony should be formed in
these dishes at the end of the test period.
Solubility, pH, and osmolality
50.
The solubility/precipitation of the test chemical in the solvent and in the test culture (medium)
should be visually assessed and documented in the test report.
51.
The pH of the test chemical dosing solutions should be measured at the time of preparation of the
treatment medium and after at least four hours of undisturbed incubation in an incubator, in humidified
atmosphere at 37°C and 10 r 0.5 % CO2. In case of deviation from the expected pH at any time point, the
pH of the medium should be adjusted to the selected pH. Any deviation should be reported and considered
in the interpretation of the results.
52.
The osmolality of the treatment medium should be measured prior to or at the time of performing
the preliminary cytotoxicity determination or the main experiment. Osmolality of the treatment medium
should be compared to the control medium, and any change used in the interpretation of results.
Proficiency of the laboratory
53.
In order to demonstrate proficiency, a laboratory should perform tests with the four positive
chemicals acting via different mechanisms, and two negative chemicals, included in Table 2. Proficiency
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should be demonstrated at the pH the assay will be conducted, i.e. pH 6.7 and/or pH 7.0. The choice of the
negative chemicals will depend of the version of the assay the laboratory demonstrates proficiency with.
During the course of these tests, the laboratory should establish:
-

A historical negative (untreated, solvent) control range and distribution
A historical positive control range and distribution.

54.
Re-evaluation of laboratory proficiency is recommended if major changes to the experimental
conditions are proposed for the assay (e.g. use of automated instead of manual scoring techniques). Before
starting to use this method, it is recommended that personnel are trained in a laboratory experienced in the
performance of this assay.

Table 2: Substances for Assessing Laboratory Proficiency
Category
Substance
CASRN
1. Carcinogens1 (responsive in the SHE CTA (pH 6.7 and pH 7.0))
Benzo[a]pyrene
50-32-8
2,4-diaminotoluene
95-80-7
o-toluidine
636-21-5
Non-genotoxic
Di (2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate (DEHP)
117-81-7
carcinogen
2. Non carcinogens2 (non-responsive in the SHE CTA ((pH 6.7 and pH 7.0))
Anthracene
120-12-7
d-manitol (only for pH 6.7)
1 naphtylamine (only for pH 6.7)
69-65-8
Benzoin (only for pH 7.0)
119-53-9
1

Rodent carcinogen: sufficient evidence in animals.
Rodent non-carcinogen: inadequate or no evidence in animals.

2

DATA AND REPORTING
Morphological transformation
55.
The morphological transformation frequency (MTF) should be calculated for each treatment
group, using the data of one trial, as follows:

MTF =

total number of transformed colonies
total number of scorable colonies

x 100

Cytotoxicity
56.
The average number of colonies per dish, the plating efficiency (PE) and the relative plating
efficiency (RPE) should be determined for each treatment group.
57.
The plating efficiency (% PE) and the relative plating efficiency (% RPE) should be calculated as
follows:
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PE =
RPE =

total number of colonies per dish
total number of target cells seeded per dish
PE of treatment group
PE of the solvent control group

x 100

x 100

58.
In addition to the RPE, the colony size and density (number of cells per colony) should be
recorded as parameters of cytotoxicity. The size and density is observed and recorded as three categories:
- Normal (+)
- Slightly reduced (++ ; 20 – 39 % reduction)
- Greatly reduced (+++; 40 – 60 % reduction)
Acceptability Criteria and historical controls
59.

The following criteria have to be fulfilled for the validity of the assay:
x At least 1000 colonies per experimental group should be available for morphological
transformation scoring. Occasionally, in case of a significant increase in morphological
transformation rate, less than 1000 colonies are acceptable. However the average number of
colonies per dish should normally not be less than 25.
x An average of 25-45 colonies per dish should be available (46). Occasionally, in case of a negative
result, dishes with less than 25 colonies per dish are acceptable. Likewise, in case of a positive
result, dishes with more than 45 colonies are acceptable.
x Cloning efficiency of the negative/solvent control is t 20%.
x No colony formation should be observed in the feeder cell dishes. Feeder cells should be visible in
the chemical treatment groups except if they are affected selectively by the test chemical. If the
feeder cells are affected by the test chemical, then this observation should be recorded, reported,
and considered in the interpretation of the results.
x Transformation frequency in the negative controls (untreated and solvent) is within the
distribution of historical control data of the laboratory (e.g. 95% confidence interval). Based on
historical data from experienced laboratories and data from the EURL ECVAM validation study,
the upper limit of transformation frequency in the negative controls (untreated and solvent) is
0.6%.
x The positive control chemical should induce a biologically relevant and statistically significant
increase in morphological cell transformation compared to the solvent control.

Data interpretation criteria
60.
Although biological relevance of the results should be considered first, both statistical
significance and biological relevance of data are considered in the interpretation of the negative and
positive results. The level of concentration(s) increasing the MTF is carefully considered, taking into
account the range of cytotoxic/non-cytotoxic concentrations.
61.
Providing that all acceptability criteria are fulfilled, the following criteria are considered for the
evaluation of results:
17
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(1) the increase in MT colonies is concentration-related,
(2) at least one of the test concentration exhibits a statistically significant increase compared
to the concurrent negative control,
(3) the statistically significant result is outside the distribution range of the historical negative
control data (e.g. 95% confidence interval).
62.
A result can be considered clearly biologically relevant and a test chemical is considered a clear
positive if all the above criteria are met.
63.
met.

A test chemical is considered as a clear negative if none of the criteria above (paragraph 62) are

64.
Results are statistically analysed using the one-sided Fisher’s exact test to determine if an
increase in morphological transformation occurred at each concentration level compared to the concurrent
solvent control. A p<0.05 level of significance indicates a treatment related effect on MTF. The CochranArmitage trend test can be used to contribute to the evaluation of positive concentration-related response.
65.
When results do not meet the criteria for a clear positive or a clear negative call, the test chemical
should be evaluated by expert judgement and/or the experiment should be repeated. Modification of study
parameters over an extended or narrowed range of concentrations, as appropriate, should be considered in
follow-up experiments. In rare cases, even after further investigations, the data set will preclude making a
conclusion of positive or negative results, and will therefore be concluded as equivocal.
Test report
66.

The test report should include the following information:

Test chemical
Mono-constituent substance:
-

physical appearance, water solubility, and additional relevant physicochemical properties;

-

chemical identification, such as IUPAC or CAS name, CAS number, SMILES or InChI code,
structural formula, purity, chemical identity of impurities as appropriate and practically feasible,
etc.
Multi-constituent substance, UVBCs and mixtures:

-

characterised as far as possible by chemical identity (see above), quantitative occurrence and
relevant physicochemical properties of the constituents.

Solvent (if appropriate)
-

justification for choice of solvent
concentrations tested and preparation of the dosing solutions
signs of precipitation (absence or presence)

Cells
-

source of cells
number of cell subcultures
maintenance of cell cultures
absence of mycoplasms
18
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-

identification of serum (provider and batch number)

Test conditions
rationale for selection of concentrations, including cytotoxicity data and solubility limitations
composition of the media, CO2, pH
serum concentration, origin and quality
concentrations of test chemicals
volume of solvent and test chemical added
duration of treatment
incubation temperature
number of cells plated
positive and negative controls
criteria for scoring MT colonies
Results
-

cytotoxicity results
signs of precipitation
pH, osmolality of culture media after addition of the test chemical
number of total scorable colonies
relative cloning efficiency
concurrent feeder cell control
dose-response relationship, where possible
statistical analyses
concurrent negative (solvent) and positive control data
historical negative (solvent) and positive control data, with ranges, means, standard deviation,
and confidence interval (e.g. 95%)

67.
Data should be presented in tabular form. The following values should be presented for each
group (treated and untreated groups, solvent and positive controls):
i. total number, and average number per dish of scorable colonies for each group
ii. plating and relative plating efficiency %
iii. cloning efficiency
iv. colony size/density
v. number of transformed colonies
vi. morphological transformation frequency (MTF %)
vii. Fisher’s exact test p-value (one-sided)
Discussion of the results
Conclusion
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ANNEX 1:
Culture medium, reagent and solutions used for cell preparation
The culture medium is DMEM: Dulbecco’s Modified Eagle’s Medium containing 1g/L glucose, 4 mM
glutamine and 110 mg/L sodium pyruvate, with or without phenol red. The media can be purchased
readymade from the vendors and should be stored according to the parameters (time, temperature)
provided with the batch media.
If powder media is used, depending on the pH selected, the DMEM medium is adjusted to pH 7.0 with 1.5
g/L NaHCO3 or to pH 6.7 with 0.75 g/L NaHCO3 and sterilized by membrane filtration (0.1 μm porosity).
The culture medium can be stored at 4° C during a period not exceeding 2 weeks.
This culture medium serves to prepare the following media:
- Complete growth medium (CGM)
The complete culture medium is prepared with addition of fetal bovine serum (FBS) at a concentration of
15% or 20% (v/v) for the SHE pH 7.0 and the SHE pH 6.7 CTAs, respectively.
- Cryopreservation medium
The cryopreservation medium is the pH-adjusted DMEM, added with 10% FBS and 10% DMSO or
with 20% FBS and 7.5% DMSO (recommended if the test is carried out at pH 6.7).
- Cell isolation medium (CIM)
The cell isolation medium is the pH-adjusted DMEM added with 15% FBS and antibiotics penicillin 100
U/mL and streptomycin 100 μg/mL).
The solutions used for cell preparation and assay protocol are as follows:
- Buffered saline (e.g. calcium- and magnesium-free Hank’s balanced solution (CMF- HBSS) or calciumand magnesium-free phosphate buffered saline (CMF-PBS))
- Colony staining solution: 10% (v/v) Giemsa in aqueous buffer
- Cell staining solution (e.g. 0.4% to 0.5% (w/v) trypan blue in buffered saline)
- Fixing solution: ethanol or methanol
- Detachment solution (e.g. 0.25% (w/v) trypsin in buffered saline or [0.05% (w/v) trypsin + 0.02% (w/v)
Na2EDTA-H2O] in buffered saline)
- Dissociation solution (e.g. dispase 2 U/mL in buffered saline or [1.25% (v/v) Enzar-T, 2.5% (v/v)
pancreatin with 200 U/mL of penicillin and 200 μg/mL streptomycin] in buffered saline)
- Wash solution: buffered saline with 200 U/mL of penicillin and 200 μg/mL streptomycin
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