Predicting Eye Stinging Using the Novel NociOcular Assay
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d We planned to test sunscreens, with emphasis on
those designed for babies and kids.

Several In vitro eye irritation models exist; however, no eye irritation models have demonstrated the Surfactant-Based Products
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pre-clinical screening tool; the NociOcular assay is making advances to fill that gap.
NOC'OCU LAR |N VlTRO ASSAY The TRPV1 channel i1s a well characterized pain—-inducing receptor activated by
N | Test Artic Dose and chemical stimuli that is expressed in sensory nociceptors. A TRPV1 expressing clone
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31). During the NociOcular assay, acute increase in the intracellular free Ca?* level
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Use of a Non-stinging Detergent

To determine If the use of a non-stinging
»| detergent during sample preparation had any
Impact on stinging response, a dilution was
prepared using a known stinger (adult
shampoo). Results Indicated that adult
shampoo continued to meet all three criteria
for classification as a stinger and therefore,
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Inconclusive data concerning the stinging
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