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Radioprotection Induced Bacterial Toxins
1. Radioprotection Induced by Bacterial Endotoxin
in X-irradiated Germfree Mice

Taiju Matsuzawa
Lobund Institute, University of Notre Dame

‘The germfree animals, devoid of microganismus, can be used in the study of radiation
rrotection and recovery without the complications rising from an animals microbial

procu :ts.

The LDs X-ray dose for germfree Swiss-Webster mice is 720 r, whereas for its conven-
tional counterpart, 660 r. With administration of 20 ug S. typhosa endotoxin (lipopolysac-
charide) i.p. 24 hours before X-irradiation, the LDs is elevated to 995r for germfree

mice, but only to 800 r for conventional mice.

From this evidence, it is reasonable to

presume that radioprotection mechanism induced by bacterial endotoxin is correlated with
immuno'ogical responses. Also it is thought that endotoxin radioprotection in both germfree

and conventional mice is limited in the *“ hemopoietic death
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Table 1 Percentage survival of X.irradiated germfree and conventional mice. (With
administration of 20 pg S. typhosa endotoxin i.p. 24 hours before X-irradiation.)

Control With Endotoxin
Germfree Conventional Germfree Conventional
No. Survi- No. Survi- No. Survi- No. Survi-
vor Percent vor Percent vor Percent | wvor Percent
rd Survival Survival V4 Survival e Survival
No. Irradi- No. Irradi- No. Irradi- No. Irradi-
ated ated ated ated
500
550 30/30 100.0
600 25/25 100.0 27/30 90.0
650 28/31 87.5 22/30 75.3
700 15/27 55.6 16/30 53.3 23/30 93.3
750 8/34 26.5 8/30 26.7 2330 76.6
800 4/38 10.5 4/30 13.3 18/1i8 130.0 15/30 50.0
850 2/35 5.7 3130 10.0 13/32 93.8 6/30 20.0
900 0/30 0 16/21 76.1 2/30 8.6
950 3/23 13.4 0/30 G
1000 0117 0
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