[n] 45 L 51 2% CER— 7R 2004451

CD86 7E K bl A1 IS A HE Jie B . H IR ik Je it X

HET, 2B AR R A AR VR YT A ST e — G 2 i L] o (BT RS HEF OV
JNE SRR R IR RS s SR ARRI ) G . xRNVt — PP 2 RS SR A . H AT R =B s 4
S0 A SRR AR, WOETANE, R e R N S EUE HER (2] (3], HIL RN MR T . 1T
SEMFR I T IRM S TR E2AME S, BB UAME 52 TN R 1 M TCR-CD3 & A4 IR PR 3 2 41 i
EIMHC- BB B A4 6, T R ARt S2/ME 5 T4 M mCD28 54 Jnde = 40 i
[-f¥ICD80 (B7-1) FICD86 (B7-2) &5 A e flt, X—A& e oh Sl u& 2 (4] [5] . CD8OFICDI6 B FR A3
FIPr T TCD86TE N A MM I RIA, EWN AR IRIE. Fik, BATRH SR8k 2% 774
DUIE B RS ARG R AEHE 7 SOV IR A 6 FCD86 IR IE, I LU ATE AT 2R rh CD86 I IA A e I, LA T it CD86 £ £ I
FEAHEHE T N 1A R S

1 FRRTT

1.1 #k

SPRMEVEW i star KEL12H, hfifd, HEPESD R 12K, hs2ik. 53 FHSPFMENEWL s tar K BUAHENESD K
B2 RAEIER X . T A sy B 58— R SE syt . S il F 28850 — P/ PR CD86
BB, AR SEAF . B BISABC A AR A& (5B R EPT/N R Tg6) , W A i LA
Wl

1.2 FRIE

KRB IR S W1 111 ams 25 [6] J7VEEE N K R A D SR A RS R . 10%/K & &4 ml/kg
o b.ow. MRS BRI, ARATIPHR, O SRR AT R bR, WAEE N, (F B NIRRT 42k .
PLAES RO (B 423, 25 mm) FIRIVERIIR (HARS mm) o AZAKHT By E N Z4ERG#5,  SR5RAE B, LA
10-0J8 Je4E 2k M Wise &5 8%t . ARIEHT I Wi N D B VAT R, TR T . 45T IR0, 5% YR =IRE, i b
TR A ARG H WA SRR, FH2K, IR,

1.3 RIS

AAJG LR RAT BT BB EE . sk B H F1a4 (rejection index, RI), fu¥f: L&
FEo KRS« AR I R DA R A R R R BN ] PP B dES I Ho 1 Tandyk (7], REDAVRM. JKb B A3
TR FRIEAT VP9 o MM B3NSR AUARI5E5 L b, B VR LA B3, BIIA K S Be HE & &N & A

1.4 gk

KA RS R A G WA 2 B I R S NI, AR S5 dy 7710 dBAK& 14 d4r M o FRAR 4% % 5
WER R . K, FOA S, s umfE, ESD S . UIRATHES (. S H sk A g bl i 4
KIG, PBSHRYE, #il@ui il BEfE. DABR(, JRAREER, B/KEWEEF, J6B FUE. LIPBSHAH
—PUAEA IR IR 45 ) DL R S R v g € kg BH A 40



2 4R

2.1 ImARMEE

RIGEUR, MMM BER T HER KM IR JERERE N, B R A BB NRL R, 20 f
MR HRUEMES . HE R RN RAERAARSES 11 d, R RN Z100%,

2.2 L R A R (HEG 1)

X A IR I O A b R At R 2 e 5T 6 SR A MU 2 i, 2 R I JRUHE B AE S, Tk, TRk, TCHR AL 4N i
Lk T A A5 MR M o R AR SO IR A IR A S R R AR TR Kk i R TR, b R R A
WA 2T, R AE RERAR, AR R A0 B, 55502 ] T A i A A i

IEH AT RN e RO, NREE A, NS N A A5 . RAEHEFR ROV B RIE A2 5 IEH
JRIE 2 2R 22 S AN B Y

2.3 HIEHLUb AR

TE 05 R B A TS B A0 JBE R DL BF P A M 30 (PRI L) o A AR e I I R 1 I iz o m R P B P i 3k
CD86 "4 i 5 B th AT A3 JEE 20 A1 JIBE A 7 1B B R R G (1&12)

BT I R Bl A 6 38 2 A % €6 I BH 2 4 i 2R 08
sUBCRA%E % X 400)
Fig.1 Microscopic observation of normal rat cornea showing no positive cells
(Immunohistochemical staining, original magnification: X400)

K2 SRR R A I e gse 4 AL G 8 DL A L B2 2 CD86 BH M i i ik (JsUBUR A2 X 400)
Fig. 2 Microscopic observation of the rejected rat corneal allograft showing CD86—
positive cells in the epithelium of the cornea



(Immunohistochemical staining, original magnification: X400)
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Fig.3 Microscopic observation of rat spleen tissue showing numerous CD86—positive
cells in the red pulp (Immunohistochemical staining, original magnification: X400)
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