&y tolerance FZFEE (D target cell

SR SRS B IS SRR AT

it

HRRLEE S, FHEIICE L TILS 58]

%T,Hﬂ%ﬁuﬂ®%EKﬂbf,%®%E
ICEERENLERIEA T B ETHD, Lici-T

T T, BRI CAEIC L TIRIE L
BN EMNBERENS, CoIERIGHEE, X
MICEE > TV A bDTIREL, A4 D
FETHAG I N B L0 S L DIEMMH D, 5L
IR RIGESED SN 5 & &L mEMIC S R
WHETH D, FOLHIUWEBICI > TTDOIEK
INHEASTE L S 1L Tw < nid, ALK rIC &
> THAMBETHY, HMEMRE T oM
GH A2 525 ThHhEEE->THMbE TR
NTHH D,
theorvl 75,
o7 Db,
N ThHA

Burnet ¢ Clonal selection
FEIN ISR EIT e O Gl & 4 &
z OJP'J“EE?EEI-[UJT HROAMBZ5
o T OB D Ml D A3
¥ tolerance DI TH % B3, tolerance (4F
FEJEROBME) 12, SHEAOKIETH Y, -
DORIBETWDEELTHTT 5 LT TE,
SWinZ L, tolerance DI E D DI,
tolerance A4 FIH LT IS0 EORKR DL H

ZYIL T T &ETH B, LB ITIEDORING
(TR, fo& Z TR vEess, IgM, IgG, IgA,

------ s DPURTFEEE NS XS ICERTHYD, L
MHEENGIIHENCERE LH->TNHDT, H
D BB DRI & D —JBHIHEC 125 T & AsiliElT
SN, (L& e 5 14 5 472 tolerance
SHEOMMICH T 2ROz ZENniE, —RI:
TSN TOT, —D 0K — SN cHiED
BBy E LT DI 5 L3R fhENE S 4
Bz 4, ¢ TlZ, tolerance WHE 1T BT A (U]
MR T A LIk T, BRI AE

T AR
# T

&N EICH 3 %)f%gﬁé&ﬁm,é
rﬁﬁ_t«%,f_%% LT &
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1. BELIEFEE

‘HOPE & B L0 D SEREEMN
IEEIRSIENT - T, S0 ETHDONEFEL DA
BEMPA TR LICCVLOD TR IRWIEAD
Do TTTWK DD EEICRD X HEHL
HBZTHED,

(a) PUE (antigen): HIEPIcE - T, 11
DIPEIEZ LTV B, EDH B W0IEHEDON
ERIEZR LA 5 MEDT T, Thid, Hisk
FICHEET 2H 505 HFMHEEHID S5 HLALL &L D
—DMWIED, HBWVIEAEDHRERILER LS
MWEOTNTERBEOLDTH b, EEITK
JIEDSBARIIICI T SN D DL, £D S HBLD/NG
BITRDODBIHRERTH 555, O oilih%
LMD XS ITEDE S,

[As]=(A1, A2, -+, An)

(b) $u¥% i (immunogen): & AL 72 H)
T E - T, WORIE%ET 2 WD & 2 Hilkl
DM,

[Zi]l=(/1, 22, -+, L)

(c) ERJE (tolerogen): FH 2 KL 128
B, BOBRINE LTV Ehd 5039 5 kel
D H B HHE O U

[7%]=(71, T3, -, T)

T NXE, n,om, [ ZEEO R THA
SN AT, O PRI, R[]
WS bolE, kIR T A4 7"”%
T heterogeneous 73 G113 B 7 5 SZE)IIT
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BINLBDTHY, TOEWRTIE 4], [T%]
LR EDENLTH B,

ZOMTEIC[Z3]1E, WDhW A OWE
WOME 2 BN ICERDO T NI TED,
ZTOTEWMID /N E ED DI Hlc>» THEE
WEK A > TR0 THBEICHNE 35 &,
tolerance [FERNICEZ > 725D TV E
WS T ETH B, THHLL, LFBELTEI
W fetal OBETI (73] 0D bDEEEL
1S, WEINCEH T, [7iltetar=[0], [77]aquit
=[7%] &35,

INSDEEEE > THD LWL DhD T &
ARBLTALD,

-~ U] .

[4 1T e, (1)
] ~ [Ti]

(4] <= [7%] e (1)

[Ae]ln=Lilm+[Ti]s (r¥m+-1)

(G):  F&EOWFE T HRIEFAE A3 b BT b
->T, HEBZOEHYICE > TOHCHE LR
Mo oh Tl CEEFRDT,

(): HEWE I VI EHEVIDOI
BAAKICE>TH BT LS —F LIdD TN
<, BHPEFREICh I EEZ K DT (=)
13 tolerance FE%L, (<) X HIAREZ XKD
FTLEZRCLEBTELEIN, bo EWMBHIE
WEEE2RbDL TV B,

(i): PuBE [4:] 13, HEHPITE - TD [£;]
EZi] DT FETE S0, (L] & (7]
WREELTWVWABDNH BT EAE (¥m+l)
TERDLITCEIWCT S, FLOVHWITEHET S
B, ET BIC—oDHE (RERK) BEEhZ
TL]1ICH [T I a2 EANHE T &
T B,

DX RHTEITIRAE, & LML
e RBIR G HMICRBIT 2 ENAHETH S
A, TZTRHCEIEADO SEE (BRWE
BEREOMLSIRONDTIRICH N 3) O xE
AT BRICEEDTEBID,

i

IWRMIBHHCE 28 7%

oy
1E

2. RERGCEASY S

WHERIGE DS B, BEIIEYICHT 5
GO ERICHO OGN S, Tbb, [74]
X9 B UGB E RN T[] 1T 3 % Bbx X9,
VIFoiEsmid, e ofltan»s (73] &0
DHDE P LISV EWSERT,  fFICH
SITVBRO P [A) T xdtd 205 E LT HED
%o

BORICEE LT A0 Y 3% O Hife2d
T, FNFhOMBI1I>oHFEICH LToH
RIhd 298N TVE, Licat- T,
) UNROMR & F o h, B o 1o
AR 7RO A S 3, cCThas%E
AW BFH0 0 29 0, BRI RS 2+ - 72
HfE Ak %,

[Cil=(Cy, Co, -+, C)

THERDLIE, REZE O, HHHEICDA
I BOB 9 5 M O M (Clone) % X4,
CCTHEIZC LG, fo& ZTRIEKRD R RR
EZ BN, [l 2EE L] &2F% B 5
5HDTHBH, [C]l ODENZEND clone A3
[Zi] D121 2T 2D TIREBVENLD
TETHbB, BHIC, FURELITBOTIE, K
BRAKAEAEAIRE (T-cell) & MofpIE ARG (B-
cell) @ 2FFD clone D EEMFEH I TH
ZEAEBDD, ENSRTT[G] D Hhics
FNTNELDEFT %, DL DL clone DFF
FEREBRNICHRENTNTSD, 215D
PUEICUS U A 5 flifE 13 5X104~105 | 1M/
BETHHHIELEHEIN T 58712, & clone
%, fAlaERih L I immunoglobulin £ @ re-
ceptor - TN, ZREHEHAELAD
PRI 2 G ZFf > T b, €D L5
receptor (3 T-cell FiT $15717) B-cell Fic
H18720) ZHEGT B EBHONTU B,

— AT SR RO, HEREHE B (cell mediated
immumity) & KNSR I KBS N TWT
#%ETIE IgM, IgG, IgA % 4 13 class DL
B onTNDE, —HRIETIE, ZDX5%
BRI SDECHRLEINTHIERD, LrL, &
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AT WO IO KIS IC & immunoglobulin £
Ze i o 12 [Ci] [Zmd % clone A3 1315
LTWBATRESNTHY, < TIHAFITXY
LISWOTHikd o MARICEWOTHE, 28k
WITHZAT A7, B 500 H CLOHIEAMA] & 7
DT APE DA DE A5, H B0
FEr, KK TH 2PEIC L TRIGE &
fio 72 clone 23 HBI4 2 &, T S OHNTRITH
WL, BOBASHERE U CRgUN SR s T RE & 72
BESGMB 5o WiBIZ T ONFKROMIrZtE LT
MR - T E E Db b

receptor

3. & tolerance

(a) tolerance &7 Jio ‘4rL’

19537, Billingham 52D (3, == 20Dl
WCHIRH O =9 2D 2N 522 21tk
- T, tolerance % A& 2 LI WKL 7,
FTRHDH, FARIRETIEEL Q) 0 EKdT 3
TEME-TVE, TOXIICLTEHEEINS
AR D G Y BERE IR T, OO Hh i A 15
THOTHDH &ML THAS, Lnl, #E
HEPS AR T A D FRIC B D THEEBIL A FE L <
MW? CEFREETH D, D Hilin oD
TOMERIT D F )‘-’15?57175\') 7o — )7, HRIKIT
BFINTH tolerance 28FBE INL &N S
A122725,54,55)  Z O i S EE L WOIRITAS s
HE DT -7z,

tolerance FHHEOEM ICH LTI, S &F
il nHZ ShTng, %7}15)( b4

tolerance 73,

OBIGOBM O ESICHZ %, LinL,
DEZ Y, D clone BIERIBHEICIE 2 1-HD
W%%WWTéh¢mgm1%5HTiﬂLb
TW5, ZHISEERIBILONZDE, —IC
BT A ROUGE Gt L~ov, kL~
T)ﬁ haxTHBE, IO FIEDHIEK

ISR EZRETH 5 7
TIEZO—HWBHEINTIT OAMT
NMiBHbHTEITED, UTFIC—IhrHaInik

DI N LT A B A, EEIT IO ER A
BLTWIRWNWEFZ S, EWVHold, HTidk
SHlom b0 bH D, Bk s 0T

HIT, tolerance O [ 4%

6y tolerance [KEL(D target cell
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b, ENENIENIIE DO MERE O S5 1] P FENE A3 TR
> TWT, T AT TH EBPZITHT o
NTWiY, FEEOFHTHUINICANSNT
WD FTEMNETHL, TZT, HBPULITKS
L THIYIIC L A, i & indinte B T tolerance
T ABOOME L N v Bi%E, Fokisic
4 %78 < clone damage &7 53T &ICLTH
2T THE D,
(1) clone 744,
(2) tolerant cell & 7FEAF26),
() HBMDHURDHFEN tolerance I
EXAEIL 5,
( 3—1) AT MR EE A B B RN
PEIC BT BTFZE27~32),
(3—2) tolerance maintaining Hifkic L 3
DUIRFEAE D 17 33,39)
(3-3) T-cell A3 2
APE Az o0 41171 35,86)
(4) $U5iHs clone A 1% attack 9 3%,
VNI, sivEn2MBucEH 35 C Lick
- T clone damage OH O H2EZL THL S,
MFREETH Y, LRI IFETR A 7L 1k
R LT ED, BERBICERT D &
DEAEKITHET B2 ETHLNS, Wik
DEITENTOWNTIRAN D T & T DOBDFH]
ET 5. @QIIIRFTDH %, tolerance clone 73
B U 72 iy immune clone OE5S 5 B
708 < 72312, immune clone A3EEHET X 7540
LD BDTHAY, FEEWHHLUI L HF 0
FLoNTWIEWL, M T E21E, tolerance
K I N/ W42C, antigen reactive cell (T-cell
E VD IRRTIZ S  SCF@E D O FEK) A% normal
D ERPETH EZ M LABE T E E D
D IHEE3T70) P8 D ZACRITE IS S A A
TWD RN (B8-1) (LM} R IR
> 7BRT, LWhHW2E enhancing antibody o
TETHD, Lich->T, feedback suppres-
sion & bIIOBIRT, Mg L ~vickid 3 1o
KIBREWS bDAFRLALEZTHY, T
DEGZICHTEIDECEZIRNHTHE E 555
N5, (3-2) 13H 2 FMEWEAFEF > e+ 4 A

IgY Itk 381
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T3, ULAaL, it FrERTIRFRK
@ heterogeneity 2SEJEIN TN LDT, H
5 R IRISVUADIFIE T 2 D4, Bl IgM Hip/k
P8 I1gG HUREEA: A HIHI3~2% O 7 bL4r 1 AsD
TV, T ZTEDPikld, Feldmann 54D o)
EDEFHSLICHDOEDTHLEEZ LD,
Feldmann & @ in vitro OEE THW O
L0013, HTEOWARTH D, HIHWEEKEUA
DI REFORE0 AT T ERS, PUKICK
LD FFRATEENIONESDTH
%o (3-3) 3EEF — 2 B THEEITMOL

WAL BHNIT . LaUERs, b3/
(iTmHﬁﬁE%@%ka&HK%%%%
ZAHWHEEM NP B DOTRIRVMEEZT, A
T ZITNA Tz (DI —HOHFFE 2B THIRR
LARVTOBBICERENE C&Endisl, £
DEETIZ ‘clone JHK 705 D ‘o3 Dk b/
X ZOMDD, HEZVRENWZICEL

OMFAEATVS, THRICH LTI (o) T
NBHCEICUT, KA (b) TIZ, MR REX

1]

OB BT, {4 4 73 tolerance
WMBBTEREIBTEREZIC>TAL D,

i

(b) clone damage

3k, FdlldFE 2 D —>—>2%1 clone damage
DEMISBEORT T E LT, KoL D
BOTHAEINTW S HERREDIZNID
i3, ENOEHAT 5 DD AERIEL
THBLCERBEH®ROIZETHADH. TN
TRRbDL, SRS EZ B b TR
TARLEDPLPDORL TRRBLBNEEZION
5o

clone 73%k1sHi il tolerance IT75 3 42,:43),

ULorLERE, Whwa ‘9 o & T, toler-
ance RIEIC BT clone BHELELTNBE T &
HHIET A LI ARARETH 5. AL
RIEICT 2B —DBATH 555, LERITED-
LHEMEILBIERD D —PledbFEH. LY ~
NERIMT (ALS) MUBRDSHuik e 2 & 5 5ih
H3d B 1344:45), Kerbel 546) @ FEE 3 7R7 &
AHhILE B E, Thld, ALS 5t T-cell ©1EH
Z 8% 3 5 eI 1gG bilkEL SIKTF 9 %,

FRIEHHEE 728 B15

Z DR IgM Sk PEA: 23 1gG kit &k %
feedback suppression Z Fanin s C ik b
HbOTH D, DX DT A ILUSDIHNITEE
LD > THHICHEAG>TWVWEDT, 2CT
bl G LETT D SIS EE L g 0,

BRAOBH T, ORI [£] & [73] &
FIC [4i] RO TtRT %, EERISICTEN
T, HHPUL AL TH S clone C Asxd
g 5D TR <, clone ®HF [Cila H3 XTI

[CﬂAz(cMé,cG&-~,cTo,Cc@
| M

...... (iv)
THbd. M It IgM, G 2 1gG (EEICIR

1gGq, IgGeg -+ &5 subclass @ clone 43221
%), T2 helper T-cell (Fufi 4 A3 T-cell 1%
FYETH B EART), C I ED %
x£bHd, corhic affinity OfEAZANS &,
ZNEND clone X 51T clone DHEMEED
TCEICK B, TCTRELAMBEICT S0
WC—IBBRA L TE L, (1) BIEOKISZERL,
Z DA MdD clone ONIC b EBA 52 5 &
EZTEV. (0) BERIGERT . (I)IEAD
RSARL, ZD85EOMIEDEIC DN TR
BHIR0AS, i clone NEHIEW IS EEIIE 2
RNEEZ D, WE, 4 7H MK (4) TIC]
EFEDDANWER - A% IR T,
() > [C1= G
=(Cwu1,Cql, 0, 0
=(Cwul, Cel, Cr1)

DEHicHETFB, Lirl, CORETEAI
HWETE 20 (Cul) DA THD, (Cel) i
Challenge BDOMIEE R IE TR o613,
(Cr1) 1TB L T3 EEk 15 cell transfer system
m%mf®AMETWT%50

DX ST, tolerance (3 challenge #% DX
JBICE > THDTHMBCENMTEIZ2DTH 5
7%, b L tolerance FEH: (4% R LT F
WCEZ BT EMNTE, ULrd L clone D &

ey 0, CTT) CCO)

) coEomar it UTidERod 5
THHH, —IRAD clone Z{RET 5,

ET A



348, 12

(1) 1C9 % challenge i (4°) #s &4SnLid,
FgE o R 13 R ICTRETH H 5. LML
(A% HBHHNc (A b LdTERLw
THD NS, TNEEGTH D, LIch-T,
WFE A ey 2 AR E LT, (4% 2REd L,
HIICE D bDOARR L ENEETH B, (49
— [Cjla 1T HRD Y AFEDEIL factor A HiFH
3, oM, PUESFHEROIEEIZK 3
HARN T or s, IEREE, Hifa o TR A &N
T clone 0 i3y, ZE4E EOMMERH D,
JERICB N TIE, DU SRR O AL
T, TNOBEMICKEALG > TH DD, (49
s NS T ElE, IS0 factor o R
kN B D ENVE—EILRDEHICT ST &
ThbEEZLDHo TINMTEILL factor (T
TEHELAR, TNODOEBEREDOISINLLOT
BB >TEBLENEETH S,
KETITIR b TV A%, Told AL
M (A% OB B ARt THLEHICHZ B,
B, [Cila WWBT B2 EAETRTO clone
Zeifid (1) g 5E573 (49 E21T->T1EE
Mo Rb i LickEBRBsE(Lloh s, &5
HhZTDE DR S bF AL DMLLAE
f3t273, clone IO M EMEH A2 W& LT 57
BDIZE BN fim AT A2 0D T
BRWEAI e — 8 @) L Td, (1D
WU ->T (1) Zbiufi < ol &t 29 4ulul form
MIEDLNTHD BE BP0, SEXEN
(H 25 TIZHEEI D ®) tolerance FEHLiG4,
ZOHI Y DI DED TN S HOEIE A2
ADTIRIZNIEA D D

(c) tolerance WF4¢wW 2 Dol

Kot (HBWVIEHEE) ORIE->/z2 DDBI%
Ze, THEZEZENOBHEASINT 1 DO RKRDE
SNEbDTH->Th, REFICHIIT S22 EIZ
T, CHIEBEDLEARHEEEEEO X573
boOT, fkEZEEATNE, THE 28 SRR
b ] Ko, iha RT3 iaf &
DOWOB D NETHNDLCEIFITEIER LD, VOO
s, TAMELA-> ThoL &85 5%
CEMTEXL7EFTH A,

Ghyi% tolerance AL (D target cell

.43 —

(1) Cellular Mechanism

TN, BUSFRARHL LT 17 oo
5 bDTH B, TORDICE, © 7 TRk
DiF-> &Y Lz, @ IEd 5 clone
7B U TEHSA I [Cila D BOBL—»
clone O JEA L B & & NT & 2 HEERR & 3.
ZEMTETH 5, Mo ALHY, 2T
12, mMHBHIEL T Fa~tA 72 Feldmann
5 D8~ o) TEHRAWTICE KD b,
@® T-cell dependency & HilniikE K i RS
<, carrier OWEICX > TkT 549, @ NIk
AR (1) HB0E (V) 2k 3 00,
carrier FIZIWA TV 2 PUSHRER O BETH
D, PURBRERKR O FHICE > TR AD TR
1N48,50,52) (oo o> T U, MR o fR
B9 A )

(1), 203 (1) ol 3 HilaNTOBIS
WKIH L TR, HABEOMESBEDLON TS
B, BWBLGHEOUPRETD 5.

(2) Target cell

Zhnld, K23 4 e EICKd A tolerance
AHAF L TW S At aB S Hisig 2 o T
Hb. pislELTE, HiLLHEEOS KD
(2, HOWE O analogue & U THEKRAL DT
EEET, WO MmEEE v/ 7 sk A
WoNb, ToBif, 3, (b) Tk~ &
clone OAAHE MEHIC Mg 2% < O factor &k
UMM EL L TRIBSIV . HEEEmNIK
BT, () #xRREAERECEST (1) 2T
Hili o tolerogenic form # J& kil L 7z Dresser
DFFE25:5459 15O BINCI S K & 151 %
bteo Ui,

C ORI & B FERENE R A58 - ol & A4
X BEAI. 1960 RD BT, Mlhs el

A, TOFHOIRREIE» S, $XT
DHIER IR S O tc b THREREBEKRL
MRS S LT B E NI ZEZIDFE NS LD
I st MR O ThAPUE &2 BHEICES LT
tolerance % 534 L cEE $H-7T, clone
JERK & [ & clone OEER T MBRf TrHOATWY



5 LN DB R DB E T8 - 1299, AN
O A5 HY T-cell dependent $iJii T 2 LIE,
COFZRBBAETOSERZIT HDOTH 557,

Z D%, HiUKEAICE T 5 T-B interaction58,59)
MHI SN BIT AT, tolerance FFHE O B &
75 A Mt (target cell) {3 T-cell 7> B-cell 2»
EVHSHENR I/ o —T v FPEINT X, HEiR
ICE D RIS 5 el s MBIz INens, Th
O DL 2T AW~ B &, thymus cell®) bone
T-cell62), T-cell A3 T-
cell & B-cell®3) thymus cell & bone marrow
cell64,65) sz Z41 target cell & X 4172,

Chiller & o452, bone marrow cell k0 &
thymus cell ¢dJ723 tolerance T 730 9 <,

BT 2E 02 0T, HE clone O
Brhs thymus NTHE 2 &V D EHROE X &%
T A5EDTH -7, Katsura 566,67 13 toler-
EEO BT KD target cell (3730,

il low dose T3 peripheral lymphoid
organ (spleen) OHif@ (FiC T-cell) A5, high
dose T % peripheral lymphoid organ @ #fi@

marrow cell61),

ance

b central lymphoid organ (thymus 2 ' bone
marrow) O #iffl & tolerance T73 3 C & % 75
Ufco RBIK (v) 1Cid, PiEpEA: 159 %
clone [ B-cell @45 clone & T-cell clone %33
AT BDS, Katsura 5 OEERTIZ, oD
clone % central lymphoid organ T 81 % &
@ & peripheral lymphoid organ 1B} % & D
L, HMEOBBT 2 DI T ST
Ho TWI EIF, target o b >—E WD
IZHEFTHiEHOe, S, toler-
ance FHE LS, FTTIC ‘ML N7 clone
D G50 KR L, RIS ELT 57
~ clone BB L TH B, ‘WHH»SD HERIZ
[N b DB RSl LD i 2 8 U THkAS - T
WA EMRE S, [1C clone OFFRITH
tolerance O i & FIAIC( 2 1L AsdH 5 C
EARIREBE LTINS,
G, COEBAEIDE D sE 5 &t

dCy C*Lgf C}(_\,’\f:{_ﬂ/z'f& tolerance ;:?:\J‘%{‘igﬁ
0), CO)ﬁﬁﬁ’\@ %UUDL_JS‘ U)ﬁbb}lﬁi%‘ qu__
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