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Conceptual Shift of Toxicity and Current Vision of Toxicity Testing

Motoyasu OHSAWA

Toxicity of chemical substances to humans is considered as inherent property of an agent to cause

an adverse biological effect on human health. It has been evaluated at non-clinical stage by toxicity

testings mainly using animals. Recent development in life science at cellular and molecular levels,

however, promotes to innovate new toxicity testings under adverse outcome pathway (AOP) for

regulation. It also makes us distinguish toxicity from adversity. Moreover concept of target toxicity

should be differentiated between chemical substances and drugs. Particularly novel biotechnology

products change concept of toxicity targets and availability of animal experiments. Toxicity testings

should be reorganized in response to such changes in meaning of toxicity. This review will cover

recent conceptual shift of toxicity and the prospects for future development of toxicity testings.
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HUFE DRI E DR A F A 7 ¥ AMEFFORES) % 38
., TORRCHERENE U L6, SNEEN
2B (Target organ toxicity) & #i3° 4. 72, &
DFENFLER AN, RER DL E Y AT
QTR AAL, E Y AT 231 (Organ system
toxicity) £ #rd A2 L b H B2,

FIERREORELIC L 0, R 2 8 TG 5828
A, EHLICTUVLVF—RHCRIED L) LAEE
BEELLIENDHDH. THIIGIERNOENN
o (k) o BEEIC X B B s o #0i] / oTHE
RPHBIZEDLDTH L. IhSIIRHR WY
W%, MRR, MIER L EOEF MR TE OB
FICE W AEERBEZELL BT, "AFAY Y
AMEFED & v b7 — 7 8D HVIE T AT AEpE
EDBFERLD.

RAFAZ AL, EH LNV, HMikL N,
M L~V OMEFERED D 2 7. £H LNV TIR
PRI - MDA A+ > 3T v AR pH, HEK
SRIREE 72 B ORNBEEIZOWT, MR L OV TlEH
TR 3 R0 A T B D R e A AR RE LD T,
B L~V TR R <2 pH,  IEFELL 72 & Dl
THREEICOWT, EhEEE MR s T
W5, EE ORI B L OB - A
VETHDIH, EHFRAFT AT AZNGTWR -
HAAIRCR S, MR XA F A7 ¥ REZBY 3 v o
T HHSF-1D L) %y 7ZFIMEES V08
Bl —n&kEZHoTna. MikE X+ 2%
VAT, MEAEO~Y T T =TV A M
fa7e & oREME e AR EREMR R Eo X v —
BRELZLBAWETH L. MMk sE
WEARRL T LIV, HROBADYER, FEH
Na e BE R P12 AR DREBUR ST %% £ D Danger
signal (fEfRf55) 2%, e L CRRRMITR 2 Lot
EABIZEMEND E, A MLVARIGH B WVIEH
PRI L D AR ISME) <. ZOkRE, RIE
Bt % 4 U C Rk & Rk s H 2 e s, EE
PEASHERF S NG, Z ORI TH 5 & 18tk
RIEVHEL, AEXBLELLI LG5,

—, HRICEERE YA L L mE 0 RE
DYt RO FUBZ IS ] B8 7% FUS (Reversible

response), A #EIt (Adverse response), J# G

It (Adaptive response) ® 3212450F i s 2,
Tabb, BHEWEHOBRRIZL)ERICAETZA
ML AL, WEOY L =S U CTRIEREZR
Bt =3 OB — A E RS F 7213800 SO 12 58
THEINS., S5, AERENAEND 5 Wi
BRI 2 R R AR T % & 121, AEX
ISR LA ERBEORERENLZ 0T 8ICh
5. BBEDOHERBNE T COAKKSIE, &
PERRFEOYAITIE, BHE— o~ =S —
[P - SE D T 0k R %, B EOR A2,
LFA b L ZAORAE - #RBEIC & D 70 RE S,
FIEFOR DY R L 2T, FE—~A ML AL
— 7 0 GE SR — S SR — A E R — B - 5
WO TUX AR ELEEZLND.

3. EMHBROES

AL E OB, T oElk L A EE
BOFAGFPHIEHRIND I HICho7. L
T M) =% A T A5 TR AT #EME R H
HIHENE 1A VR 2R e & U TIRRIL S N7z (3R 2).
KHoHBUERBROHE A, SAEWEORE /1%
HIEREC & 0 Sk S~ B EE D 5 v
G, ARG R E OB H W
LNTW5.

31 NMHA~x—hH—

H HWE OHVEFHME, @ EBREY €TV T
DR T — DR (58, BRARIER, &
HEML, ShEEE OB, MEFiREOZAL
7% &) DI L ZoRB oM E - Kt BRIl
POHEMEINTEZ 2ok, FHEOEHOBE
P SN DHITHE, BN ERD D B E&EHENIC
Z OWERBICH T BB BREE 2z b7z, Bk
ERBEC ARG, AEWEoREIRNR
BRAMDPOEHT, FBEHroHEL, AE
WENHE CICRMBZEST 2 220850720,
t N CTORE L SR O BB & B ok
SHRDEHEING., FOOMBEE % 2L
122V, ¥ bADREFE (Exposure), 32 (Effect),
S O JEZ M (Susceptibility) (2B % FAH DN A
F<— 7 — (Biomarker, = D& I3EMAIEED 2
L)DEFEEN, TOBrLEERME L DA
EXBOPERAMEE I NS X2k o72(H4)%.
AL E OB - G O 72 D O FERR IR
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BT d, BEH»OEI A N ETFHTEOE VR
BEAROT, & bONS F~—h—DOFHRLH 7=
INA F = —H — DB Tb .
3.2 ENMEERD 3RsEEI

FEREN ) 2 7oL, SR E O
FEUMBICBIFAIT—L L=V EENTET.
FEREWAIZ X > TRIZEWEIZOW T Fo¥
HIHY T 2N R BRI PR L

SRR DA, HDHVITSRWE I HRT 53
W OREERIA R B YA 7 & T, B3k
EROWIEMEOBIUIZ L L 2= 5 2% Hi4 ok
FIEN BT B BIZTHRIVRED, ZopRiRED
LFNETTRAEFILT—HLEVWIENSZ N &
HIEWMENTVEY, ilEd, 5FLAL
DSOS TRAEES» RV H D 2 EIHE TN
ECTHh5D. 2 OO MRS RO I 1L,

®2 LEHEROEESMHER GEERRFER)

(OO YRR O @A HBHE 2 /R75.)

A2 B H (19
ﬁfﬁmé%(%% 5 - I - B4 /0ECD | JE974 /JECFA 2974 /ICH | %4 /ICH | B394 /IS0
BT H Tl AEEWE ()Y B P 3 iy INA T R R
kR (EHRE S OB & (S EW 12 41 3UR)
Oz VAV SN i OB tkam" OH ¥ | QR GaE | Ofleazt:
@ Zk / Hi R ORAEH-#1E O 2% OREH-#M | O G-#ME | OF @t e g5
(28H, 90H) (A ) (1~6»H) 1~7»H)
QDY AN - R ONABE - BiEEE | OFPMENERERSEE | O AT Ons AR
(RHI#HM)
DGR OH:gl/ Aggetemt: | OME5E / A s A7 | OEse LM | O4hE s a1
Ot frat Osfrats O frats Ot fraEtk O frits O fritk
Ol 1S VR R R PAY - ¥ (L Ofp a1 Ot st ORElEE*
@A O— s O— i OFEHHBR OF e 3
®F DD HER AR (RS, R |O7 Lvr ok Ote st i | O%es)s it Ol
AJE (HUEE) Ol | Ol
OFEBMEMH
O # & 1%
AEAR PN iy SUBR (2% 82 31D
OB BhRE O#hByHe OfkNE)HE OEig/ O#mEie/
MARATAIA | MFVARATA A
ORI GAlER | OB GAED T
B % OECD TG400 Series | CODEX STAN 192-1995 | ICH S1~9 ICH S6 1SO-10993
ERSRABRETA R4 >~
Me#d: - REACHM S " AARDMREIZ IR #A PR b o F
& 72 BHTHRALE . L, () W IZJECFA® 7S d IRz filh
AREACHMIG OB BH AR S A
AEEH. FEHE S B N
SHH.
B exrosure errect
Exposure — Internal Biologically Early Altered Clinical
Dose Effective Biological Structure/ Disease
Dose Effect Function

! A
! 1
! 1
! 1
! 1
! 1
g 1
1

R

| Individual Susceptibility (Genetic or physiologic characteristics, preexisting disease, efc.) |
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&~ OB BIAR & R T om0 —F o
BEAS, EEEENTWV5E,

—7, 1959 4F I E D WFZEHE (Russel & Burch) 7%
Byl o 72 1 B I8k D U (Replacement)
& A B W 8 O 9 (Reduction), EjWIC 5z %
i DY (Refinement) &\ ) B FEERD 3Rs Ji
HJ (3Rs concept) # &M L7z, ZDOF 2 ALK
L, BpazBaic X 2 akakin < & Byl 2R HE |2
DAENTVS, LaL, MHHEMWE L 25 HIR
5 LEYEROBIEIEL 20, KRFERZ &
0 KT 72D EMIELDOHIIRIZ 72 & i REPE D F54 S
NTW2? . BIEEIC— OB IR CTIdMaT
B 2 B SN WD 2 722 D,
REROBEEICHEIELTLTWwEY. 2512, B)
WEOHIR L & BITTFHHOUEZEDRAA D EA TV
b, —BlZHT5 L EMMIZ7: 2 B RAENR
Bz Ab 2 8 oREkE LT, /ity » /3§
B (LLNA) ™ 25556 - Ehis w2,
3.3 KEHBRE

3Rs FHINZ G > TEYW B OHIR & 398 O 2
<, ByWmEAZ 2w ekl o ROk
(Alternative test methods: in vitro ik Bt % X in
silicoikiR) DB b HEA, LF¥F 2T MY — |
Fraud—5HTEEL L ORBRIRESIN
5 X912k o7 In silicoifBfRTlE, BEAMLAA
WEOEFNET =y RXR=2A 2L, FrBbswE
D WP TG PEAH B (SAR or QSAR) % E 58 L
TarbEa——bETEltzrillds. ~NAF
AT HITATAD—=7HThHb ZOHE
X, EBEOEMRTHIEREIEL 5 8
o ETHRAAEMICHER T 2LENDH D, D120,
in silico 7 7' 10 —F12 X % MEEHil 2 BT B0
WS 5 EDRZ WS, DNA RS YEAHLY)
D X9 IALFEUBYED E R B b % B AR R
T, HIGZRAEREBER D S in silico i ERD
BHAPHEEHERLTWE Y., —F, HHERED
PUREE R AR R 7 i3 e N R S8 AR
Frlz0, (WERO/NEY % F 723 B CLEIERR
BBt o #bk /el L. 22T, £
Ov ML E H Wz in vitroi B R, b
il % A2 S 2 EA A~ 7 X (B NOG =
TA)RE PRETFEEALLIN I VATV 2=y
ZEM D X9 e MUY & v 723 Rl AR

D=—ANEHFE>TW5H. In vitroihH2 TIEHE
Ao e bR % SRR H I 72 BioMAP O
£ ENRBRVPHEShTWEY, 22T
MELZITNE RS 2wolE, BIEEFTor A
T & 70 2 AN REASER & 4v,  HIHAR R o> 15 Hiss i
DIREEIND 720, — N7~ Mg
BMFET A LI TETY, MM ICRRREN 2
T F VLR AT B Y 7 F IV - LRk
Moty b7 — 7 BloFMEEE L. $742, b
MBI T, fIEROMIEREOMEE 7)) T
TETH, BENOFEREZ L MIIMFTE 50
AHTH D, S5I2, BWEAKZ v Rk
EFIMPEICENZTAH 505, H—Din vitroft,
BB CTIXAOPZ Hrc N —T& 9, #H{H
DHMERBEZHAGE RNy 7Y =12k 5
AL AR Z E AR STV A, Ll
t MEMHIEOSLREEZ N A~ =D =L T 5
FHED in vitro RBFRAFE. S UL, F o
BEoNy 7)) =2 KR T22 L8, 8
T & BRGNS 2 & O SWE OdE R
iR E 2% 5.
34 YT LEMZF

WAEEH S NTWb ¥ A7 L 4% (Systems
biology) Tl&, HEWIHFMDOERY X T L HHE
BEN, EGHREZFOVATFLAMO Ry P —
JIZXoTHisENTwAZ L #EML, Ml
L DOHIREWIIRNT R T OB AL A Z T ¥ 2 —
7 —DFETHHT L2AADN R EINTVE. 20
IS TH 5 ¥ A7 2 #1E% (Systems toxicology)
X, BHEEEZMOAKRY X T AN B VI
A7 LB COHEOE E AN L L9 &5
HHDTHAY, ZhuE, MIHIHO®EY X
7 BB B BAZENE RN D ¥ 7 F LV
YDAV SNz, Z0%F ) I A, b
FSUAIYTNIZA, FUFFIZA, A¥K
03I 7 A%ED"F I 27 A (Omics)” 5% 7z
HFHHEBEOMINIIRKREN TS, EROf %2 D
MRS - AR SR U723 BOS (3 2 b B AE 4 oAl
famtE=e ¥ 7 F VvaEtk s, + 3 7 AREO#H
PEES) 25, HARNOERSA Y b7 =2 %4 LT
AN A ERBEICRIE L, SRR
WIAT B —HOME RN A EDRT 7a—
FIZHYDDH %Y ZoSHTIE, 4 Din
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vitroiBRR A MG, MR WESR, fkCTo
FUREE PN 22 R EE LSS, B
EWEOHFB MR MOERICLY, v rF—2
EREINTATMEAD DIHHTEL L9112k
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2, BKINO REACH & SO #MET — % X— 2%
Vv, 7 A MEEY D REACH HLHiI x5 o e A 5
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72 2o EREO FIBELN SN L8
W I TVBA, HERBIEH &fIEN T %
I F 7Z3EDR L .

AT AHE, BEWE & ARERE & o
MELERCIEE D, KO KR A F A5 ¥ ZOFNH
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FEOHFKIIEIBRZAOPDZ ETH LY., 2o
X9 H#ERICEST, OECDTRFUEWEOA
FEWFHT O 72012, HHEWEOREIZ L - THEK
WK SN 5 TINER DB E D DA EEE
WCHREL D A%, AOPEFIVE LTRT S
EERMEEL TV 5.

3.5 RAMDOEMEITM

4 HTIE, HAROILEYE O — B o
IR EBEEICRY, HeromlET—4F X—2
AT ST W5 (] : OECD QSAR Toolbox, 1t
ZLWVE A A TS IR 2 2 7 4 (CHRIP), US-EPA
Aggregated Computational Toxicology Resource
(ACToR), BEfEfb W E HE T — % X — X
(JECDB) % &). #BULEW ORI DTN, 1L
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ERHENTE oL, LM ed Hilloi
KUV E A HEED 5 VIZAR SN LRI,
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72, —0i, ZEOCFWEINRA S N AL
BRI, LG, BEME - B LI
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