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AZiE® L L-HIEIC B W T HRREREEBRE (8
BHRE) Lo ltREY AT AOBRHERE L REEZET
722 T, BEICBITARETE—HILFEDO XS =X LM
BOPIENBFEDIZD DOREZOMFERBET AT A
DBTHHATE TWRVEPE(Eo TV B ZED—FT
BREREXEORY TR, BERBOWURRPEENKROMRILE
Vo L¥FEELNRICIVERZI Y Pa—VT 5RA
P&, BLOETZFVRRFET 75 L 2B
U7 AMETHIET, BREEORELIV PI—VT B
TTRB-TEY, BEXBYOTTCHRWERITTuf
T —TORIEIC L 5 RBRIUETFTHAEEZ o T b, MIBT
BRI EER»SENFEBINE T TH R LD 10FEE
YLk, 7045 —Th 5BENBOET 7 F VIR HE
L7 2 F 35 3h, ZhEnBERNETH 52VIdEE
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HEZRIGEN S CT EFMERRTUr T AP HEEIh
TWh, EEIZ, bAEETIE20194€1 A4S 12AFTO
1EMICERNETIE236 W, 7ul 5 —T743182
FRBEAT ERT0BDY, BHKELOBERELEEO
BERRPREFLEFEFTRCORRBERRILEASL L,
DAETIZT 7 F U PERLING FTERERZEEZ D
eblTwhoa—hy AVE, BEEEKETE EY
W77 7y REREEOBEIZ 2017 EFIIZEEH
20214 1 A 21 A%

ZOFRIBRMAREMBESTRE SN DTH B,
HAMER - BILES, BR R kBEE, EaET

WA, FHEET, HYGESR
FIRBTH 56 % 4 5, 139~152 (2020)

VIR TIGECEEIR E TERI ATV 259 (F1),

CDEHRTIFUERERE LBEIRILINTYS
BOGRBICHTAIRFOBEHREER TS LT, BITHHKE
ENBEAROBED-IIc b L2 BRELT, ¥
TICBHLELLTRY T 20, ThITIERTES
HTRIROHPDORHILESI® cRIZBITBREIZON
TRBALTE, T, WO TIE 2010 £ Avian
Pathology ¢ Kaiser 28w I ¥ P — LV EWI B AP S
BEORBICOVWTIY $2HTWwa%, AEHEHETIR
INLEBBLAET, BORBEIIOWTRTIOEHE
Wime LT L2, Ml (BFVvERS, hrEan
25 —BIUZRAMN)ITA), YA VA (L7
V) BEOERER (22 Y V7 a) BT 5 BOMRE
DV T R THRINT 5,

1. BOREIZOWVT

1) BOREOER

BORERIE, REFOLBMRICEELERET VL
B’AEL, ERWLRREENI VTS OHE, Blicor T
VEFIRBELRRIFMT L TWBEZETY YNk BM
Ya/T MBasb % RS 275 2, KRECERLE, BED
BEEOERICB VT, REFIRIIMILE & B L TRE
WTIxd B, HRGE L BB RIEICD VT ORI
FoTEBY, ZTERBOKEIZOVWTERSZHLICHE
EDEHBIZOWTEERT 2,

I, BIFRRRY s 07 7 — Yk EAEET 5 BA
gL, THIRS BMIMES T 2 BBREICE o TR
DEoTWD, HRBEREVE, WEACHT2EER
BRI X BRI ZISEE LTIRE SN TW 2, LA L,
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*ERROREPCA FHEOP T E T
1. 2017 4EBEIC BT B B E98 O FRIE T ED©

EAR SR IZB B ORAIM E LT3y — VB L Ui v
AT EADOFEIZOVWT HSTWE I EPFHL PR -
720 237 — V% A1k (pattern recognition receptor,
PRR) &, AJEMifa S5EECEEZTFE LTHARTINTS
0, 48 FIIIFAAES 30 AR IC 3L 3 2 SN 20 o0 TR,
BIZITHMERETD ) REHE (LPS), EEDT7F7T Y ¥V,
T A IWVAD—ARE / ZARH RNA R, JEx F Ak CpG A
FI* % FBT 5o FLRBAYW 2 EOSRMEHR I PAMP
(pathogen-associated molecular pattern), FAfkIEHE 7% &
DOWREMTE X DAMP (damage-associated molecular pat-
tern) &FFFREN 5, PRR IZHHBIC X - THEE#E PRR &
HBLEMN PRRICAHT A Z EHTE %, HEME PRR T E
1 72 Toll #Z 21k (Tolllike receptor, TLR) Xfg ¥ D
MlaRmPe= Y FY—ABERICEHALTEY, KAICEA
LR R 50T /89 — v 2L, Y7z
AMREAIEETAZETHA M VR E2FHET D, B
T ¥ TLR1La, TLRILb, TLR2a, TLR2b, TLR3,
TLR4, TLR5, TLR7, TLR15 ¥ & OF TLR21 @ 10 & ®
TIR #HE SN TS (£1). D TLRLIE, WA
TLR1 OEOF VY 7> Tide s, WFLME TLR1 & [
B2 TLR2a % TLR2b L Mg LT 2 k%2R L,
Wl 2 ) REARESRTF 7)) A v BT 5L
ZzohTwa®, 0 TLR3, TLR4, TLR5 B & UF TLR7

3, WAE TLR oA vy u sk LTCEREFNRFREOEE
PRZLTWwWBRLEEZONSE, —FT, TLRIGB I
TLR21 ZBFICEADTLR & &b, 2?9 H TLR21 i3,
HBTREL TS TLRI IZF - T CpG ALl % 23 %,
T ANV ARKME O % Bi#%$ 5 TLR3, TLR7 B L U
TLR21 O FE7- 5 FEHBAIMBANOL Y Y — A LT
5o TLRIS OFHEM R H ¥ R IARHE ENLTWS
2%, MIfEFEMmICHAG L, TLR21 Ak, CpG Bi% % 38k 3
BrEZLNTWA®, HIKEMN PRR 21, NOD 2%
{& (NOD-like receptor, NLR) # & O RIG-I (retinoic acid-
inducible gene I) & EN 578, AIEIIRIEB LT R
M=V ARIGOWH ZHE L, %HEBILZRNA 7 A VAZGE
LM ANVAERERTI®RA v 5 —72a ¥ (IFN)
DEAZFET o BICIZRIGIZHFELZWVAT L IVIZ
BT A EDRBENRTYS ([3. 74V ABRYE (A
YIIWVIUH) T ABOMRE | BH),

iR ER I, WAL ORERICHNS L, ZoREP T ¥
FY—212%4 < » TLR (TLR2a, TLR2b, TLR4, TLR5,
TLR7, TLR21) #AHT 5% @KL EMcdy, M
Fasb b5 v 7 REALTEOBREREEST H®, —R1L
BHROELERITR N—Z b R TS, WO PBR
LY LHERTF FIZ X 2 BEBEAOEEITHND
~ru77—T b BEIFEEERE FREICE < O TLR 2 20

CYNYU-FTZYOVR I LAF PRSI, MY 4V AHEDNA 121, JEX F VAL CpG BEFI AR (AT B DK LT,
A BE 2 COFMBW TIIA T MEIN TS Z EA% v, TLRY (B TIik TLR21) 2 & %3E 2 F Vb CpG BLH| 0 @2k A6

BIEHALDRMD AT v T % Bbo

PIGEOFHBET O SBEICED Y, REHHETH UKL RTEAEE I F¥ @5

MR DOERMENAIET 2 EOZEME (LT s —) ITHERNIIHET 2WHE, B,

VHEREN S,

VAV FPRLETI—LERTHIETY TS

CBINIIFFER T RO D o BT, EHAUTF R ERABAOMEIR Y o5 v 2RSSR L, ShIC ko THZHIRT 5. G
R Tl neutrophil extracellular traps, NETs, {&4F823k Tl heterophil extracellular traps, HETs & IFiEh 5,
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% 56 & 2020 4

z 1 REGEESTF/NY — V2 B#BT LB Toll %A (TLRs)

ATLR D

TIR77-  BTIR R U oloD RESM B = 7Y H YK
TLR1/6/10 %ﬁﬁ: 4 - R D REAR ()
TLR? g}iizi . 0% J— RIFFF7YH Y (HH)
TLR3 TLR3 4 48% I FY—A ZEHERNA (¥4 1VR), poly (:0)*
TLR4 TLR4 17 43% Foiliki Y REHE (M)
TLR5 TLR5 3 50 % Rl 75VxY v GHOHE)
TLR7 ) 2% Ty Fy—n —%liiﬁRNA ('7/(11/;(«), 4 3IFEFR,
TLR7/8/9 VYFEF, aFVYEY FHv4 VAE)
(TLR8) {&EfETFL
(TLRY) RE (CpG E51)
TLRI15 TLRI15 3 — Fii) el CpG E2Fl (WE, 74 VX)
TLR21L TLR21 11 — Iy Fy—2a CpGEXF (WHE, w4 IVR)

CRYL IV VB-FIVIFINVE (BRZAHERNA 75 u7)

EEIZE-TBY, MFEOLPS, $EB L U CpG BHIZ
HLTEBT A2 EFASRTWREMD 2 ra7 57—
VBRI L & b ICHERT R L L TERERRE R
2L TWwa 23Tk, M#EZTTHSERLL
729, WITIFRERR Y NERE B L CHERE S e &
VI TEER > T 5,

—%, BRRRs 97 7 — 9 X ) 3ENICHUERR
Hifs & LCHERET 5. BRIRMIBR I HUE 2D 5A T & IZLIE
TR OMAEIRY Y HIcBEL, HERRTES X
IEFAL, THIRZEEMT 5, MIAEICB VW TEIRMRE
ERER (Ixuq k) LREMER (X7 A9 4 M
F) 4 oh, BERIEEICTLR2 & TLR4 #RHL
TA v —ufF (AL)-122FRLCEAL, MBREE
BRELZEHT 5, HEMBEAKIZEIC TLR7 & TLRI %
RHEL IFN-a 2 BAT 5,

BIIC3Rk B8 FEL, WAE MM X
WL 2 DA% LT, BEEELA DR N—-X b
ERILNTEP, ¥7-, STSELTLRERHHELT
BY, LPSRCpGH Y IFFFIXIVLAF FDE I %
AV R X BRBO%, KEERGEIIEBITI L,
5, REOHMIII VEENLREZRELZLTWEEEZ
BRTHBY,

ZFOf, BMBHFRROEL 77— LTHRES
NEFYFY o/ RFFasrdys— (NK) Y vf b H
REBIBVTEELRHZREZLTWEYY,

Chen 5%

L, BRI ERGE L ESREOREL 0K,
T bbREAT L L CEY 2 BRSNS ¢
B LEZ N TWD, AFEERMEITBAREICBNT,
NK#ifE, NK THIRBIOC yoTHED L) 2o BEHRK
MR L M EICER L CREN & 2H) 2 LB
PR Y 0o0d b, BIZBITAZHOHEMERIIOWTIE
FHLMEIEATES T, SBROERPFE NS,

BRGEFEFENLZSTH 01T L, BERER
REMOFREZEERT 275, @%, 2 HEREDEER
ERRICLY, PRERLDVBCRENFEIND, EE
RERIREL 225 6h, T4 VARLHRAEED X
9 HRIRRAREARIC T M RE (ERS) &, M
Fas B R R o & 9 e s B A3 5 BMERET
b5 MEERE L BERERZRZAZR CD4AT T MY
Ty PO T~V3— 18 (Thl) Hilgs XU 28 (Th2)
HIFIC X VRIS 5, CD4* THIBLIZZWRY v /588kicB
WOBHRMIRE 2 &L ORI RSB T S MHC 7 5 &
OAFXYVRRSNINAERELRERTHILICLD
EHEI&h, Th1MilgEIFN-y %, Th2 I3 IL4 %
IL5 %2 EDYA A4 Y EEEL, HOMBZEELT 5,
DX IERREIREARE L ERRAMRICLY T
MaSERT AL 5, CD8T T Mifix MHC 2~
FALIGFENLTRREN-NEMEDUR 2 3258 LEiRE
£ T M2 (cytotoxic T lymphocyte, CTL) & LTEE
ZHBICT R =V A Z2HET S, CD4T THKREZR=7 =

77 IHA P—YAOBRICARICIY RAAFBRER EEBREELBBRLAFECERL, Y RAALEEEET 5,
(BB RENZHRBERTF FC, BRAETEHL EIELZEBREFO—2TH 2, WAEO L T4 7= (HEiIZR) 24

%95,
*NK M 05§ B EEwE
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R R

7 & —F 73t AR T 5, T2 HIBROELET 29
4 A4 VI o THE SN BB EMRBRA~Sb
LcHitkdEET S, TOXH L Tut2 %8B L THRIEL
AL S NS,

2) RBEOREFROER
BEICBIT20EHELE, NI TEPYOREIRXT A
ORPIZERKEERE LTEA—F, RECHEET S8E
FOBFRDPEON T2 b, HETIIMEIAEICBIT
LREMFEZBIET AW THERLTE L, LA L, 20044
KEOREBETHILIEFVa s 4 OERETFER T4
bbb L2 10 BEENOBRFIFRE S22 L 2 8BIZ?,
HBREAZ TS, 7/ AERPERBICELZIILD
& L7 %#% BREORERERET ORI ED
LB, 5B A LD B L7 280 HEADBIEHES RIS
BEEh/zzec® BICEETLIVANA, MEBIC
FaZklndf EpREECHT 2ERERETE, K
ANF I 277 —F LIRS & F &F RBEEENFEE
WX WRETHZ EDPWEEIC 2o T2

% L ORBEIBERETF O LHREEETZ2RE
T3 EEBNFEO— O BERBRZT T T2 —FTh 5,
BE L ERREFOBREF R ICEAT 5 —EELH (single
nucleotide polymorphisms, SNPs) @k 5 % {ZFSHIc
DWTHEBRZ R L IEPERE CHHE L, HEFNIEY
PRD b NIHHE, TOEMBETFIHRERBETFH LW
EHRERETICEH L BET L RETIENTE S,
FLOPSHRERETFZEOLDOERET A LIEHET
HHGEE, BENBEEETE (quantitative trait locus,
QTLs) BT HwO NG, ThiX, “»AEBICHT HIK
" L) ENREZXET 5&ETHBORGEHALED
EB%, ERODNAS— I —2HAVWTHRETAFETH
Be YWERTFRH Y UNY ¥ — DR R L 5 SN
2RT 2 RMOBEO QTL BH T, ZRZhOBRYEHHEC
BT 2 A TR R 2 B ki B L 722 L 2 59,
FVERS LI Y EUND F =TT HEPEICRELR B X
HEZRXBBEIET BT EFREBEN TS, 2N H AN,
BOWBEICHEST5EEHNEHRELLTCaY-¥ELH
(copy number variation, CNV) #SEHShTw3?,
B2 Mkoy ) 2R B LA, MLEETE LTARRR
1filad-y 2a3¥—92052% DNAEBST3I Y-S L
IZ1a¥—-Rodohbsl bbb, COBE, #hoo
IR (BE 1,000 HENLL LD DNA $IR) KETh D&
FBFPEEL LLIEBRELTWAZ RS, AT, &
FMRERET A VAR T Y TAOBREEHMA T ¥ —
SRIEET 5L SN Tw5b, BTIRIUREICHREICHEE
TH5IAC—FEERIROPo TRV, H5REDED
Z 3k £ Rod o 72 EHEA late feathering IZB5-T 5
CEPHRESNTEY, BEBOREIC L 2HEHENT (ZZ,
IW) HEShTWwaY,

&5 ) MR ORI S PR L OWESHE Sh
TE7OPEEMASESIUEHEASE (major histocompati-
bility complex, MHC) T 5, MHC £ F i3 HERRD
BETHEEOREFECEEEDLSL Z L5, BIUEICH
THEPMER T 2 F Y RBL OBENEL, BTE, £16
Yt fhod 2 RIS E BN ICE & MHCB & MHC-Y 752 —
FERTWE®, MHCY & Hifk & oEEIZDOWTIRH
LRI ERTVERVY, MECBATES 4 FH< Ly 7
R MY RIRY A VAL BEERE, Bty 7 70
FYRER FEALSRar VY AER EXEERIC
M AEMEICES T 5 2 EAUE L Y REShTwaY,
BETIE, BED MHCB N0 % 4 72EHO8BIzBWT
Sa—h Y ANVEET 7 F UL o TA— T KA
BEMILEN-Z 200, —a—hy ANVRETI I F VI
& BREFEIC MHCB N7 ¥ £ THEET A REMEdS
BESN:T, T, BEREREILY A VIO
Befe o B R IPRAHERICHE 2R3 MHCB T2 ¥ 4
TORERTRBRENTWE™, ZhEFTMHC T TS A
TOBCICL BPHRBEA D = XADE AL PITENT
Wihho 27, BB AMERERT IO 7 —
VOIFN-y FIEC 35 Kt THEEE/LED
MHC N7 % 4 72 & BEBECIRS DY BERMER
EERD X9 B EEFRBRIEICN LT MHC 2 EHAR
ELEBREOTFTHADLLZ b o TETHS,

2. WEBRPEICHT IBRORE

REBCBVWTEELHMBARMEIRE S H B, £OK
A3 2BORENMNCET 2 MET T ZEOATY
Bo LrL, BISMBICERICHVES T ICB L CIRIEHEICE
HMaHEsEInhTBY, ZORBRREF 7 AOREET
& % MiEH Gallinurm (20§ 259FET 7 F Y PRESH
721950 ERIZE HhDIZB LN TE B, T, FVER
S EFBRICTEREBERE AL AOERBEEBRIEDHR &
HaAvERNRZy—%, HRBELOMHEERIZIDOWT
HEAFED SNTWBETTRL, 77F Y HEBOTEEYE
KOWTHEAENRTWE, E5612, EFRHEROHES
EREEH & L COIEEWEER ORI, ZaX M)
U A BT AR KB EEOR AR E RN TS
h, INBICELTHEEORERCHHN S gD Tw»
bo AT, YVERT, Ar¥UNnZy—BLUIT
Z MY VT AIENT 2BORERSICOWTHNT 5,

1) YIVERTIE

— T IVE A T IR L, BRI T
PLERETTORTEEL, MBANEATAEY, 2ok
R BRIBE LT, #ERETFA VA4 v RorEhA v (3
WIEFLIEIC BT 5 IL-8 1M % ¥ 5 CXCLil B & UF CXCLi2)
DOREBEPEITONE, THIIBIFBERPEEKREMBOB
DA BRYY, BROCBORELGREDORE
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BRI, e R T b HEOREEEERET
DEMET 5 Salmonella Pathogenicity Island-1 (SPI1) i<
- FENLIBSWERE 2ALTHWB LT
y-BHERETHRELZFET MY, WENFEED
TLRSWCHEBRSND LD REFECEELEZOATY
5%, —%, MiEE Gallinarum & Z D —EPRTH 5
Pullorum X BEICBRET A LLHFIEEL, FRLFAF
BF 7ALVRAREFIERIT. WTFhd LELERY
RERPHECRERTHY, MomERER2VHEES
Bk, #hwz, IhboEREIBROB~OR AR
WCRIERBIERZ &7, REOHEMELE EEL C&H Ry
W T AE%0 ) Gallinarum & Pullorum 2 & 2 B~®
EEIRFL, TNEIELCOBRTELLBETORERHE
BIRTFILOERIC L o THBRRR TOEFICLE RS
TFEF ol EZOLNTEBY, ZOFREL LTHERE
NN TEETABBEENSL L) kol EX DN
TV‘Z)IZO)O

BICiA L7k~ a7 7 — Vi, REZRES
LoobMB~OBOBAEZR/IMBICHL S, 72, B
WESLIEHBETHW S NG FY F ¥ B8R0 1y
FVEATEBRBEL, FOLEMBMICHEETS yoTH
Falo188) i3 W)L E R T RYeRE 0 S5 RS % Bl 50—,
BOPRERE< sy n 7y —YVevrury — Vit
Wiz in vitro TOEBRIZBWTIZ, Y IVER T RIS
— LR R A LRS- P REIT I L AR OR
TH PP = 3GV ER TLEEBRPICHT K
BAHZANELTEELEZONS, LAPL, YIVEX
SREHREOR, 2707 7—VOHEAI XL %H
BTa2eTR7u7 77— VRHICERBETAHILNTE
7°)23,133)o

ERUA-BREEY AT ATHBE OS2 R/NRIZHZ
ZOIZHFENTH 2 —F, WEMEZBRT 5 I1CI3ESR
EIELEboTVD, BT, FIVERT RS 1 BREE
MR RS L AR S T BT 5, FER
[ %> © @ Enteritidis ® Typhimurium O BEE X T2 2~3
BREBICEZ VY 20B13 [g6/1gY B X U IgM B4
LIFNyBBEMBE — 27 Lo T3, FROE RN
Gallinarum 9R 7 7 F VB THEH SR TWBP, —7%,
B b OB OBRICIIERS 22, BRIk 108U L
T CHIHERSI NS,

FLERATIMBAFERTH Y, —BNICTHBERO
HICRPBEAEZETE RV EH5, BHOHRICIZEESR

EEDDMMBRENEELE L SNTE 2, EBIS,

WERTRBEE, vo THROBALZNGIZXLS IFNy
EE, SLLZEOfBERTcI/uT7 r—V0RRREL
HEESHO LR LI 2B ICILISOEEALFHEL, &

% 56 & 2020 4

hoid Thl REREOERICEETH LY, ¥ VERT
EHRERROBHROT IO 7 7 — VT, YLVERSE
Yefp OIFE N — X MOWEES Thl ¥4 A 4 ¥ OBRES
RRAEZFD LR T WS HP,

—7F, FIVERTREPERICIZ, BETIXIgY & IgM oD,
BB TIXIgY & IgA ® mRNA BEBEEMREMT 2 2 & 48
mohTwa®, Larl, SVEVREHICL ) BHK
PRBER-BR 7y 7)Y RAERZNRICR L
ERVBES S S, —BKC BRI L FiAESE TV
EF T REEICHT 2 BOEHMIC BV TERERIMEN EZ
ZHNTEAU® ) F7- Enteritidis BREBICBERF v
YT ARHEOE T, L4, IL5 B X UIL13BETF
DRBCHED ABBOFBEBSFBD LN ERS, 20
FH T Th2 IBENMEL T LARERTW 2%, BRI,
EFICEERE#T] %2 29 Pullorum 3ZEEO< 7 0
77— VHICHERRETE, BHCbomER L) IE
4 %R L IFNyREOBEEZ D725 LD, Zhig,
BRERELTFYY T ERoTWAREBTIIBEORESR
Th2 [EENERH LT L EELZRELTED, v
LRV ORRRPUEN B o T d R IR RS % L
THDOEBI LI EERLT VB, ’

AREERCFEEEICB T AT IVER T BGOBEEME
Biicoh, HBREZFLIFERLLTOREPOWENR
BHINVERAT T2 TV OLBEENEIoTwE:, 5D
T 7 F V13, EE~NOHHELBWHELRZBASLTE
FHBEERIO  yga =y by F Y OBE LT TLRS
DOVF Y FTHHEEEREFRIToN, HFELEBW
BYWCBTAEBEZERL, G IgY OLEXZDHLR
721080 UL, BRoEBY, HAEOHEERZLTLD
RIS A EHME R BRT 2D TR ELY, FELY
IFURY Ty VI F VI Lo CEEINS B
O IgY ZHBNOFNVERSORBELZEEL RV, &
BALT 7 F v Ro¥ T2y VI F Y REETED B,
INBHICHRCHHOTMTENR T L2008 BET 7 F ¥
BThH a1 NS EREL S OB, BERR
MBI RE*HET ALERD Y, TODICRET 7 F
VHAEEFLWEEZLATWEP, ZhETIZS Enter

itidis? %% o Typhimurium®**Y, Z1LTS. Gal-

- linarum®® OFFHBERKE, £V F U E LTEBETE

HBEShTwb, E77F D) —20EHE LT,
BEEZOVRICROKRST5Z LT, MEREOHFED
A% 5T, ZOBBOMIIA-TL 55 LAz o
VERT ZBEANICHBRTE 2P, ¥ VL7 BRERHD
BOoEERHTHONE, ZASDOAH=XLHFEEICEHL
2T, BBIr2R0EELHHEIHEEIIRITLTH
553, 125U, BATRYNVERTET 25 VR

A S A REE R EAT AMEN T, B 1~7 B S T\ B,
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oW B & #H

ENTVRVOFFRTH B, SHDT 7 F VREETIZH
T BRSLEDRPD Lhkv,

2) ANy 2 —BiE

Aveuns vk, REWERGFHREFEOFRER L
LTHRATRIEETHY, ChITEHZFOLDETT
B, ZOEHPERE ZLTCTREODL2NAELR L,
SESThAEIOHERESZINTEL, LAL, £
OERPROBES LERROE ST, REFECLANDORE
RFLLDDOH Y ERNY § =R AT BT 5
BEBEL 1o T b, :

Campylobacter jejuni ® BIRBRIRR IBRORGETH 0,
FOBBEEEIMELEERICESEL, BICEBTIIRED
LREMBOEEOMBBICALVY, EBRNEW1gdY
10°CFU % CHIET 27, OB, C. jejuni iZIBHEIE LRz
HRIC—BRIICEA L S M X 5 BERED O O8ER:
ZEBELTWAES, BB ES L7 C. jejuni i& TLR4
BIU2A Lo TRBEINETY, BedIC C. jejuni B5E
BOBIZBWT TLR2l EETFOBESEEICHFEI N
—FT, BFA 7y 23U Lds 1TBEOHE
N7 FOBIETFRAVRY L2 BIZBIT 5 B 74
T2y G MOEE C. jouni BREOREICEELY S
%, C. jejuni BEIWINTHERZHEORNBEBOLK TIdR
FHERETFAEFHHESNE L DL ITR o 722%,
INHDZ EIE C. jejuni EFHRDEDORERDOEELS
RAY54%72012, BTO C. jejuni DRI OBELE
FEEHFLTLEIWEREERBRLTWES®, ULkt
S5HAL M HALVBBBETaT7 7 A NES, C. jejuni BED
BB TEMICh o THRERBZHFETEL I LPA
I'ZH é hfb\638,60.85.112,122)0 i 7»:, %Hﬂl: s T‘iﬂ?m%’%
Bz EB A OB BN S BE LY, s b
STEEEINAEZEND, C jejuni SN THEEDRIERIZ
L BHRZER L 2 S RBICEHERT AN EET S

EEZLNB, C jejuni BHeth D SIS DIEREIIE -

DEFICL - TRRY, SHICBNEEZEOHEICLKE
LTWwaH?, ZhbDZ id C. jejuni DEEHEED
EICBOBICHIC [RETH] OTIERL, TEET5]
WEHRTHLZ L Ebhbhicd TRBEELY,
MW OMWEIXEED TLRSIC & o TRHEMS N, —BIK
KREREOBVWHELZELZONLTWS, L2L, C
Jejuni DWEFE RIS L7127 2 F Vv h b REng
BHET2H00, BICEE LY C jejuni BBOET &
BATLOMBL 2do2®2P, ZhidbeslC
Jejuni DWEE HSHER AN X B 86 % 13T TLRS 12 &
ZRBEERLCVE-0THAHY, Ldoksh, C

Jejuni X —RERIZHIREPIC B AT 2 ASHIBE N TR L 22
W', BHEREREORBRICENLELOND, Y
TS5 XLBHAECaANX T 7 F VHEE LCBHEERL
B, BMMRIEOHFEL C. jeun BREBEOBENHEZ D 2
B L72B®, BAKEWT2EBUTOSESS C.
Jejuni HEEE N VDIFE®, BIED S OBITHARIE
SHICHETHEELLNRTWAED, F72, C jejuni D&
HARBHEY L2 ECRELABOMNI OBR L IgY TR
BRELLBRTIE, 208D C. joguni BEBRDB~DE
BHOBNEHEIBY LY —F, C jejuni i+ 50
MREREORENIOVTIREZITL A LRI RENT
ok, BEFBRTFY Y F 2BV C. jejuni B
RBOFA b4 VRBOSHICE B L™, Miatng
OHTH Thl7 BEWCED BT AL b VIBRDEETDH
BT EDBHLNh ol TORKE, WILEICEVTH
BAOHEEMEZHETA2OICEETHY, BIZBAWTDH
FIREICHIAN C. jejuni ZHEENTHB LWL L %
RBLTWwWS, 7, C jouni D 6 RS WMEBEREEN
BCTdH5H hep (hemolysin coregulated protein) % HiiR 7
JFVHRE LTRIELZBTE, BHREREOEREE
FEL, 25IC jouni BEBOEB BT 5 HHIH
FIZETL, & 5I2NF«B, IL-13, IL-8, IL-6, IFN-y,
IL-17A B FOERWM 8% E L2 Thl 3 X U Th17
IBEHRD ENTV B, HEOSHORBIRELNS,

3) VARMUTIIL - IN=T Y 52 ZABPRE (I

TR )

WOBEFIER % (necrotic enteritis, NE) &, Clostridium
perfringens D A B E 7213 C BLITHER S Wi FE L8k %
BHRERL, ZOWAIAVNMNENTHME TSI LICL DT &
ZEND, AERFEBE, HRANGREEEORIEELR

RFD—D Lo THBY, BHWBAKRIKERK60ME ML

(US) I2ETHEHEBENTNED,

% 2. Clostridium perfringens DIFEHE

HEXREY oFEFE PEE FHFE HE CPE  NetB
A + - - - - -
B + + + —~ — -
C + + - - +/~ -
D + - + S
E + - -~ + - -
F + -~ - —~ + -
G + - - - - +

*C. perfringens LV 7 b ¥V

Rood 5%

A7y VI BY ARENRIERTF FT, o ABLU IO SEEIAESNTVYS, 854 72V ¥ VidkiBE

BB CIEFEL, BRBHICHE LTw5,

TEREERR oA S AR (I O B R BRI BRI E REITREY, 2OMREERIRLEDD) Kk o TEFMELTHTS

aHto



C. perfringens 2 ATEDER (a, B, ¢, 0 LY 520D
#%A (A,B,C,D,E) KHEEINTELAN, C. perfringens
DOEY ) AEFIFHRE ST L) BET LAV
OWEIVHRBEL, iz 200FFEH (F, G) PRESN
TWBY (%2), 304EU LD, o«BELBITND KR
FYNR—CBCREELZHERFLEEZ LTV, &
BF /v 27y VERKERFEHAL CaeFBRIXWE LA
TRWI EHREN, C. perfringens (ZHRHAT 5 EREHE
RIZHETIHLVWERE LCEEMEXAEE (necrotic
enteritis toxin B-like, NetB) #SFE &t 7=", NetB Dl
ADOKEEI SIEH T TO—EOHFERED—ERIMEH
EhTwna?,

B O U2 LB 3~4 Bl CREFNICERT 5,
— 7 C. perfringens a B3 (CPA) ¥ 5 BTHMAEIZ
¥ 3EMETHERET A, CROLDERIEZTOAL T —T, 13
LAYDONEBRBLETLDIE 2~3BRUETHL LR
ARLTWwh, NEWXE7A, X)EBHRORPEIZBNTD
WEShTna'%,

NE X345 57 7 F ¥ O RIS HHE ST ™0,
NetBH#XzE UL OEREESRETRE L LTHRE &N
7278, B—0EBHETOT 75 ALiZREET, B2 55K
DRAEDOEPBETH o7z, T, BEEHZRSPLET
Y, lABOOZICHTAIEOT 7 F v ERTRBE
BARF 5 THholze 704 T —HEBICHTL AMBE
CCHEDOMVA FICLDT7 75 ERIE CPA TS
BOIERARLEEL, SRR ICZERELS5 X5
CEDPRENT VDS, ERICIIHCPARSIT AR MY
A ¥T2FYRBIBHEFEP bbb OT, FE
REINE L FRIZHTHHEECEB NV AL FEeT 75
VERELLBOFIRE o7,

Eeh NEWREMMETH B C. perfringens % 5 H EHE
L, XY}V U THELAZBRBEEI OB S L,
BACPA MEVA FI 2 F Vv 2H5ENBORER,
HWAND D VREEICHEI LML 72, EREED S
Typhimurium 2 7 7 F ¥ X7 ¥ — L U7-BOREISTBE
RAEBICHHE L7z. 70—V {LL 7 CPA B{EF D C K
Z ¥ 2 7~ S. Typhimurium OFET 7 F ik, 7u4
5 — O OBEICE 3 BB TOROREI RIS h 2™,
FHERMYNE BILUREICHTABHIECRIFFVAN
WCEBT2F VEBEBINADRIZBWTLDEBIEDS
N7 HCPAREBRIGIIAR Y 25 1IZBWTL D Ed»o
oo Gt MEB~OT IS EE WRERED 7T,
FRE 3O CHERTAWBENS =7 F R ED
ERMLHIR SN B,

T4 G5 =BT B C. perfringens Bdelo v 2 &R
EBINEDOEME LT, NetBEAEMD AR C. perfringens
LB RBERBRICBNCTHBICHERSEZFERL, REDA
Ao AL2ETh2 BLUTh7#MBEZ2A L CENMEINE

% 56 % 2020 4F

EXTRENTD,

W oPOBOMEL RIS ORRICHLTLYK
X RGP BRI AR 20, $5TARET O
AF-RREOBHIIARRLELONS, NEDRE
IL-I0 DET & IFN-y O LA, XV EREOH B0
BThrLBEbhs, T, REEEERETELTTCFI2
(transcription factor 12, #EREF), BCL2 (B cell CLL/
lymphoma 2, 7R b — v AR EET), IRF2 (inter-
feron regulatory factor 2, £ ¥ ¥ —7 1 > BE A R B
F), TRAF3 (TNF receptor-associated factor 3, #&ER
FNFxB Y7 F VIZEDOHIM, IFN-a/p EERE),
TAB3 (TGF-8-activated kinase 1/MAP3K7-binding
protein 3, NFxB ¥ 7 F VRERBOWE) % &ifee
a7, SRR L BOEEEOR X
THLRDOBERRBEZMNL DD EZEIFFEINET]
BEMED D 5o

3. TANARBRIE (A2T7NI2H) ICHTB
BORE

A VIV Y FIABREBRIETH Y, AFTHFCBL
TEHL DRI ENTVEY, REERRE LTHEE
BEFETH D, ZITEA VY INI U 4 VRS
LT, BREFOMDEETED XS RREY AT AHE
TWABDPIZDOWTRIHT 5,

I, £ VINZUFT L VABEWOEPIEA LK
B D201k, BEOMBICA VINVE YIS NAD
FRIMIRBEE (ANTNF=V) CHTBLET Y =0
ELTwEZLEPLETHL, TDOLET5—THIYT
VERIZ, BRIRROREICH HHEEEECHERE ORI
HLPED—DOT, BCTEHIZ -2, a23BFETHY
A THELHEEL, ANMTa26BETHIONFEV, ZD
YTNVBDZ AL TOEBENHAL VT VI T L VARORE
BRELEDoTWAILEbhoTWh, T2, WHA
TOVL TSI —DEAGHFIZOWTHARL-METIZIRED
HMTLEHDHELFREIRTEYY, LETFI—D
DA 5 4 TOEBNZE o T 4 VABSIIHHT 2 B2
PRRLEEIOND,

AVTNIYFTAL VR T 5 BRBETEEREH
EFRETHION, wru7y— V@R E D8y —
VERBERAKL LTRIGI A ® %, RIGIiZ, MDA5 (mel-
anoma differentiation associated gene-5) % LGP2 (labora-
tory of genetics and physiology 2) & & %12 [RIGI#L
7y —] LIEEh, RNA 21T BETH S RNA A
VA —EO—D>THRENICELEL TWS, RIGTIZYV A
WAHREDOZASE RNA 288 L, YA VAERHE2 D
IFNEAEEH P, Te VOBEATRVWAEB LI AT
RIGIZHHEHL T A4, BICHEHEHGTEETHY, &
BN r y TRAFICEENICEIL T, Evseev
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oW B & |

SOLE2—P 12Xzt THERSELOERHELEEA
VINIYHT A VABRORBEIIH LTCRIGI O & 12 &
DIBL Y y—TzuvEEEL, BROUPEILY AN
Xﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%»ﬁﬁéﬂyFD—WT%:kﬁ?
&%, FORE, BREOVANVABREIZDMEZEZ LN
T&2F, BEIRGIEEFZRELTWALD, wHE
DEIRCTANVAEI PO—VTHILHFTET, Th
PHEOEREEERICTT A REHOER AL TRE R
BREBoTwd, FA—BNIC, BIYREARICERET S
L, ETFREBEAICHIT 5720, =7 U7 7 —IRMERN
BAIRICBCTHEAL DY A b A Y HEESNS, 17
VI VWY L VRS L2 HE b RRIC TNF-«, IL6,
IL1R % EDRIEMY A A A VHEA SNBSS, HE5NL
HEOBEREEY 4 VAICERELA-BTER, Y4 bha v
FHEErHoTWwWAEY IO 7 7 —URMENEHRIZY AV
ANBELSMICHEE L, ChAlHRBESE 2l
#, WEEOEZBVTVATEELRSH 2™, T/,
AVTNVIZVTILIVAHFFERI TN 2RBIZIL,
A4 bAAL YA =L TN LBE L RERENES L
TWBEINTHEY, I H5N1 IR O B ym BBk % ik
XA TORAETH oL TEREDH LY, —FT,
BREEY 4 VAR L CHEERTERT 27V
BT, BOL) LBV A M4 VOELERALR
F, MBEIZBTERBEBRDOBNCORP TR EELD
n3. '

TDEIIT, KE, BICBIIRESBENIL LY
Fy £ W ABRESNEFEL LR TVWEWI) FEISH Y, —H
BEFICTANVAPFRALEBET AL, ZOREEHH
RERREBLRIZT LIRS, BRATIE, BrES
IL&8Er A NVRAFHS L HTERICEL A TW S 720,
o HS & H7 BRBREES, BREERES Vv IV V¥
FRIMEREREL YOV VYL L, REERFTHTE
TRERERREED, RUGEERETIENEE L -
TWABY, ARBEBABFOBREN N EDO—BRE LT,
BN TRAEL7 7 F vy PEEIhTw5, B4 v 70T
VHETANADT 7 F VIHERERY, o VEEOER
KT 297 F iMoo BEEICK U TRHERRME 2
», BAEEPNTIE, H5ER (H5N1) & H7 A (H7N7)
WHDRIELT 7 F V BHEEIN TV 5,

EREREL TNV AL VADOBIIHT B REME
DREBUE, TANVAMOBERIIT TR EEUMOER
LRELEboTWD, BIZAL VI VIV HFT L VAPIK
Bl 7L B EDL) RBEETFFBHAL, LX) LWE
BELEEINTVWEDOR, TLEFALFED L) IZEVTY
BOPITOVWTIIBHINTELZLBIZ VN, 55HB2H
P EDL & T, BOBRERBELS VIV VFo 4
VA DFEM L BRFHPEINTWTHS ),

4. FER QA7 TIIL) CHTIEORE

Bar VT MERTRPHAEARLZEEEHEL, B
ELEBEBRBICBWTHRIREIEERPED 1 2L Eh
TWwb, RIEL Eimeria BIRRPHEHILEMBEICFET S
CEICRERAL, RATEHEE TELTEHLHDE) ©
Eimeria " FET 5. WEBEELCI VR LS, E
tenella % E. necatrix TIiXEIBIT BN O MAFREIR % 7R

T VTR D RIREMDS T, BEICHE L 23R

EEERL, FBRECHLCEREEZETAI S LS,
BECEBNOBEREVBRRJSSTRELZRETSF
EAE SN TWiAs, HERRIMMEL-BFRsEY 7 F
YELTHAENRTWS, LaL, ZOREREBIIEESR
WTHY, FED Eimeria DEBBEBEIZBNTOAYRE
AT CORBITA~5H ABRBRETFHTH, F—
A OB EREIZ LABARD TN 1~2 0 A Lk
LW, SEl 22 S 3 RBITId H 528, KRN
FENLLREREIHBENTH Y, EMERITHRERET
HBHEEZOLNTVE™, Eimeria BRBOBREHDOR
BISER, TRETRELZL OEREND S0 E
nizn,

BAE— VX P EREOBRLZBE, HIEBENTARD
VA MEBREL, MELRICBATSE, 20%, &M% K
WA, Tkt —Y A MPERENE, TrF v
LLCHAVLhaBERE, ERARESERSh, &5
ICHEOKRE S35 172 L/AAE L & Y REESMER L T
5%, UL, T7F vRiEEHIMEL, ToeREE
RE$57-0121%, 77 F vkonmixsg, BENTH
WL, 204 —YV A MPEELED PSR, ZhEg

D RLBIENT A BERH L, r— VHEETIE, MEL

7T FUVROF =V A MHET LEERAEE D icdw
2, U2F U OFHIERACTHERINTY S, HILE
HERIC B W CREAERICHET 5 2 & 12 X 2HEIER
A, RBEGCIEETHLI LIS, EE, RER
BERL-BTE, AFRuVS bOBAZHEEISNRWD,
FOBROBIESIH SNDE Z EdbhoTVBEY,

Eimeria BIRHE, BILHBZ B Wz in vitro TOREE
HEPELIENTE ST, LROBEET 7 FVBERK
BICEBRBRR S, IR F -V X FZERL TV S,
Tidh¥, BWEzAREETLIVESICRETELY T2
=y bVUIFUBHERIRR VO, FRIT, FREKITH
Hatk o % HAE T & BENPENA DO o TRV LIS
BIToNb, Eimerig LkFILTEI Y7Ly 7 AMIZET
3237V 7TERTIIBEEOREZHATL-0DICEL DB
EYVHEERT 5 L wbhTWBY, Eimeria KB
52 Mbp @7/ A% KL, #EIW2DEETZETHL
Eha?s Tho#s  DRBHAKICH L TEEORER
BEICFET 525, FROBEL L HEZHIETE2E
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FEHREORZEIZRE->TWiV, LR TET, EHo
BT F e BEY 7 F U AREERICIIE R
EroTWhb,

a7 VY AREICHNT S EE L RES T IR T
HEY, FRHEZIS LCEEREIRENTSHY, EH
X CD4™ Vs — T Hifis < CDS M &M T Ml 2 A
THMBBERECHLEEZZLNTWAEA™, 72, T #l
MAEETBH A ML VIS BRESR TV, B
T IFN-y DEADPEEBHHICZEE L ShTwa™,
ZOMITEEDHRTIE, Eimeria BREIHTL, BRRE
BJ& & LT TLR4 ® TLR15 ®B5Y, ¥ 7- Th a0+
Ty b®O—>T#H 5 Thl7 CDA™ THIKE P EAET 5
IL17 BEES 5 2 AR ERTWEHY, ZhoDsk
Ml bdho TR\, —FT, Eimeria BREIZX D,
HIEM: T MAL (Treg MME, regulatory T cell) 28iE 1L
B, ILI0BEESNSE, ZOHER IFN-y 2/ 3 5
Thl RIS E N, FROFALHBEIELINS L
DRFDIFEERTWBY,

b U

L DBEEY L CHETHEROBERELZ, BRYUE
T 2ERET 7 F v REHOBBELICEBMLL X%
Vo 72 F Vi, BEREOF T MRS kR
BEOWH 2 L TRANRHREOERCEH . —F,
NET 7 F V3 BEREA TR, 2FEWE LTEBER
RikEIN s 720, BEGEOHTHRERE TR EER
B, ThbbikEEN TbNE, ChoDZ e OBA
T2 F L, FRENORRPHEREICEDEZT 75
VAR SN T &z, NRNITIX, BEROBEEAOHRE%
BH, ENENCTHLBHAELFETE IRETHE
DEWF T2y b IF VR, BEFA ML U ERT
PAMP 2 L %#FA LT FaSNT7 TVanNY NORES
EINnTWwb, 20M, 7.7F ¥ RERIEEL 2 VER
MELLT, TANVR, HE, Fik L omEAICETYE
PRTBOBERERICORE L THEEND S, REOHHE
PR L) Fl b ERHEEEZERT 5201013, Bodh
WERET S 2 WIETREICEE T 2 BETHERORE,
SHIZINS 2R LT A b =X 5 OBRABR I
2V, WTFRDOBEIZBWTY, BOREBIZOWTLYIE
WEENLETHY, ThArLDOBREORENEDS S
SRRV ING, CORBIVBBRITT 7 FV EHEHTS
BOZNENRDT 7 F v DRRZDRL ZoTWB A
SAXLOBRIORNY, HHTSETIVRENICLS
RODO—iERIEENTH B, 72, ER/EIhOOH S
FLWREENMAICLY, DNAYZF >, %4 A4
YDTTanNy MIERE, XIFLVYZF ORI
COBHEPBEZENTENTH B,
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Summary

In recent years, studies on innate and adaptive immune responses in mammals have significantly elucidated the functions of
immune system. However, owing to the unique features of chickens, their immune system needs to be evaluated in detail.
Immunological mechanisms common to mammals are being described. The latest review article published by this journal is titled
“Major histocompatibility antigen in the chicken (Matsuda, H., J. Jpn. Soc. Poult. Dis. 26, 240-246, 1990)” . This review compiles the
newest findings on the immune system of chickens, helping readers understand recent relevant information and providing a

reference for disease control in poultry farms.
(J. Jpn. Soc. Poult. Dis., 56, 139-152, 2020)
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