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Abstract

In this work we use a combination of statistical
physics and dynamical systems approaches, to an-
alyze the response to an antigen of a simplified
model of the adaptive immune system, which com-
prises B, T helper and T regulatory lymphocytes.
Results show that the model is remarkably robust
against changes in the kinetic parameters, noise
levels, and mechanisms that activate T regulatory
lymphocytes. In contrast, the model is extremely
sensitive to changes in the ratio between T helper
and T regulatory lymphocytes, exhibiting in par-
ticular a phase transition, from a responsive to an
immuno-suppressed phase, when the ratio is low-
ered below a critical value. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first mathematical study to
support the validity of the T-helper/T-regulator
lymphocyte ratio as an index of immunosuppres-
sion, with a potential for prognostic monitoring.

1 Introduction

Recent years have seen a surge of mathemat-
ical and computational models of the immune
system, ranging from ordinary differential equa-
tions approaches [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6], agent-based
models [7, 8, 9, 10] and stochastic dynamics
[11, 12, 13, 14], to statistical mechanical models
[15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20], network approaches [21, 22]
and machine learning [23, 24, 25, 26, 27]. For re-
cent reviews, see [28, 29]. One of the reasons, is
that the rapid improvement of data storage ca-
pacity and experimental techniques, has led to an
explosion of data, meaning that quantitative tools
are needed to interpret and efficiently extract in-

formation from them. Another reason is that,
while experiments in vitro and in mice have pro-
vided tremendous insights into the immune sys-
tems, the extrapolation of results to humans is
not always obvious [30], so theoretical frameworks
are demanded to model the immune system in hu-
mans, where experimental work is very limited.

A major area of focus in immunology in re-
cent years has been regulatory T cells, which sup-
press other immune cells. These are believed to
have several important functions, including main-
tainance of homeostasis, immunological unrespon-
siveness to self-antigens, and prevention of au-
toimmune diseases [31], and in the last few years
have witnessed an explosion of knowledge driven
by detailed experimental work [32, 33, 34].

In addition, recent studies have suggested that
the imbalance between regulatory and conven-
tional T cells may be an index of immunosup-
pression in cancer patients [35, 36], and may
play a crucial role in the progression of HIV in-
fections and response to antiretroviral therapies
[37, 38, 39], immunosenescence [40] and in inflam-
mation and autoimmune diseases [41]. However,
the lack of reliable markers for distinguishing reg-
ulatory from conventioanl T cells, and variations
in the total lymphocyte count make regulatory T
cells counting controversial [36] and a general con-
sensus on the validity of the imbalance of regula-
tory T cells as a therapeutic target or tool for
prognostic monitoring has not been achieved.

While many mathematical models have been
developed to understand how regulatory T cells
promote immunological tolerance towards self-
antigens (see [42, 43] for a review), an understand-
ing of the effect of the regulatory T cells imbalance
on immunosuppression has lagged behind data ac-
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quisition. In this work we propose a mathemati-
cal model of the adaptive immune system that is
aimed at filling this gap. In Section 2 we summa-
rize the key mechanisms that regulate the adaptive
immune reponse. In Section 3 we set-up a mini-
mal mathematical model for the adaptive immune
system, comprising conventional and regulatory T
cells and B cells and we study its response to an
antigen, in a wide range of the parameters space
and for different mechanisms for regulatory T cell
activation. Finally in Section 4 we summarize our
results and propose pathways for future work.

2 The adaptive immune system

The adaptive immune system is a complex net-
work of cells that work together to defend the
body against pathogens such as bacteria, virus or
tumor cells. The most important types of cells
that constitute it, are the lymphocytes, which can
be divided into B and T cells.

B cells are equipped with B cell receptors
(BCR), which are able to bind to specific
pathogens. When a B cell comes across a pathogen
that can bind its receptors, it ingests it, par-
tially degrades it, and exports fragments of it, i.e.
antigens, to the cell surface, where they are pre-
sented in association with proteins known as MHC
molecules. Each B cell has a number n = O(104)
of identical BCR on its surface.

T cells can be divided into T killers, that destroy
infected or cancer cells, and T helpers, who have
the role of signaling B cells and initiate an immune
response. Similarly to B cells, T helper cells are
equipped with receptors (TCR), but in contrast to
B cells, they do not bind to the antigen directly,
but to the MHC-antigen complex on the surface
of antigen presenting cells (APC), such as B cells
and other immune cells (e.g. dendritic cells). T
helper cells have been commonly divided into T
regulatory (Treg) cells and conventional T helper
(Th) cells. When a Th cell binds an APC, it gets
activated and starts proliferating while releasing
proteins called cytokines, which activate B cells.

Once activated, B cells undergo clonal expan-
sion, i.e. form many copies of identical cells shar-
ing the same antigen receptors, and secrete anti-
bodies, i.e. a free form of those receptors, that
can recognize and neutralize the antigen. Clonal
expansion usually involves migration of B cells to

the germinal centre1, where B cells proliferate at
a rate that is unparalleled in mammalian tissues.
Random mutations during clonal expansion cause
the production of antibodies with a broad range
of binding affinities for their antigen. B cells with
unfavourable mutations will not get sufficiently ac-
tivated by the antigen and T cells, and will die,
while those with improved affinity will be stim-
ulated to clone themselves. This leads to an ef-
fective affinity-dependent selection process, within
the germinal centre, known as affinity maturation
[44], which results in an increase of affinity, by sev-
eral orders of magnitude, over a time of one week
in mammalians.

Treg cells turn off antibody production and sup-
press the immune response. The mechanistic de-
tails of Treg cells functioning are still debated
[45, 46]. For example, it is not clear whether their
activation relies on antigens, in the same fashion
as conventional Th cells, and whether Treg cells
can directly suppress B cells or whether they must
suppress Th cells in order to suppress B cells. Sup-
pression of Th cells has been extensively modelled
in the context of tolerance (see e.g. references in
[42, 29]). In this work we model the direct sup-
pression of B cells, which has been suggested in a
number of recent studies (see e.g. [47, 48, 49, 50]).

2.1 The main reactions

As explained above, the activation of the adaptive
immune system involves several reactions between
lymphocytes and other immune cells, mediated or
not by the antigen. Here we summarize the reac-
tions that we shall include in our model:

• Antigens (Ag) replicate at a rate r

Ag →r 2Ag (1)

• B-cells bind to antigens via B cell receptors
to form antigen presenting cells at a rate π+

which depends on the affinity between the
BCR and the antigen

Ag +B →π+

APC (2)

1Germinal centres are transient structures that form
within peripheral lymphoid organs in response to T cell-
dependent activation.
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• T cells get activated when they bind an APC,
at a rate W

T +APC →W T ⋆ +APC (3)

• APCs are eliminated at a rate π− (e.g. by
macrophages or via apoptosis)

APC →π−

0 (4)

• activated T cells stimulate B clonal expansion

T ⋆ +B →λ T ⋆ + 2B (5)

or repress it

T ⋆ +B →λ T ⋆ (6)

depending on the nature (Treg or Th) of the
T cell

• B cells are kept in a state of activated apopto-
sis while undergoing clonal expansion in the
germinal centre and compete for survival sig-
nal from T helper cells (germinal centre se-
lection)

B +B →δ 0. (7)

We will neglect, in our model, the presence of
other immune cells that can serve as APC (e.g.
dendritic cells) and we will neglect several other
processes, such as antigen mutation, clonal ex-
pansion of T cells, activation (by T helper cells)
of T killers, macrophages and other types of im-
mune cells, production of antibodies by B cells,
and affinity maturation of B cells in the germinal
centre. We will simply assume that, due to this
process, the affinity π+ between BCR and anti-
gen is an increasing function of time. Despite its
simplicity, we believe that this model captures the
basic principles of an immune response to an anti-
gen and, to the best of our knowledge, it is the first
quantitative model that reveals the ratio between
Th and Treg cells as the single most important
parameter that affects its behavior.

3 The mathematical set-up

We consider a population of T cells, each labelled
by i = 1, . . . , N , and a population of B clones2,

2A B clone is the ensemble of all B cells that have the
same receptors and thus respond to the same antigen.

each labelled by µ = 1, . . . , P . We assume that
each B clone µ is able to bind to one type of anti-
gen (for simplicity assumed to have a single epi-
tope) also labelled by µ. We denote by ψµ, bµ
and pµ, the population densities of antigen type
µ, B clone µ and B cells presenting antigen µ (i.e.
APC of type µ), respectively. Experimental lym-
phocytes counts, estimate the total number of B
cells to be αN with α ≃ 1/2. We will assume that
the number of B clones is sub-extensive in N , i.e.
P = αNγ , with γ ∈ (0, 1), so that each clone will
contain on average a number O(N1−γ) of B cells.3

It is then convenient to define clonal densities as
bµ = Bµ/cN

1−γ where Bµ is the size of B clone
µ and c = O(N0) is a constant that will be de-
fined later, and similarly for pµ = Pµ/cN

1−γ and
ψµ = Ψµ/cN

1−γ . We can then write the following
equations, describing reactions (1), (2) and (4)

d

dt
pµ = π+µ ψµbµ − π−µ pµ (8)

d

dt
ψµ = rµψµ − π+µ ψµbµ (9)

For each T cell i, we introduce a variable ηi which
takes values 1 if i is helper and −1 if it is reg-
ulator. We assume each ηi to be identically and
independently sampled from

P (η) =
1 + ǫ

2
δη,1 +

1− ǫ

2
δη,−1 (10)

The parameter −1 ≤ ǫ ≤ 1 quantifies the imbal-
ance between Th (η = 1) and Treg (η = −1) and is
directly related to the T-helper/T-regulator lym-
phocyte ratio R, measured in experiments, via

R =
1 + ǫ

1− ǫ
. (11)

For ǫ = 0 one has that Th and Treg are present in
equal proportions, both equal to 1/2 (i.e. R = 1),
for ǫ > 0 Th cells are more than Treg cells (R > 1)
and for ǫ < 0 Th cells are less than Treg cells
(R < 1).

We represent the state of each T cell i (active or
inactive) with a variable σi which takes value 1 if
i is active and 0 otherwise. Helper T cells get ac-
tivated via reaction (3), i.e. when their receptors

3The proposed scaling is consistent with experimental
counts of lymphocytes, that estimate the number of T lym-
phocytes to be approximately N = O(1012), the number of
B clones to be P = O(108), and the size of a clone at rest
to be O(104).
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bind to an APC. Assuming for simplicity that T
cells update their state at regular time intervals of
duration ∆, we have

σi(t+∆) = θ(
∑

µ

ζµi pµ(t)− Tz(t)) (12)

where θ(x) is the step function, taking values
θ(x) = 0 for x ≤ 0 and θ(x) = 1 for x > 0, z
is a zero-averaged random variable with suitably
normalised variance, drawn from some symmetric
distribution p(z), which mimicks biological noise,
T is the noise strength, and ζµi ∈ {1, 0} indicates
whether (1) or not (0) T cell i can bind a cell in
B clone µ. We assume the variables {ζµi } to be
identically and independently distributed accord-
ing to

p(ζµi ) =
c

Nγ
δζµ

i
,1 +

(

1− c

Nγ

)

δζµ
i
,0 (13)

so that each T cell i can signal an average num-
ber 〈∑P

µ=1 ζ
µ
i 〉 = αc of B clones and each B clone

µ can be signaled, on average, by 〈∑N
i=1 ζ

µ
i 〉 =

cN1−γ T cells. Since the number of B cells in
each clone is on average O(N1−γ), the choice (13)
corresponds to the scenario where the number of
T cells that can signal a B clone is of the same
order as the number of B cells in that clone. Bi-
ologically, this would seem the most efficient and
economical scenario, as it avoids, on the one hand,
a redundancy of B cells that would not get suffi-
ciently signaled by a comparatively small number
of compatible T cells, and on the other hand, a
waste of T cells in signaling a comparatively small
number of B cells. For a schematic representation
of the signalling between T cells and B clones see
Figure 1.

Finally, B clones expand (contract) when they
receive excitatory (inhibitory) signals by active T
cells and compete for survival, so that each B clone
follows a logistic dynamics

dBµ

dt
=

Bµ

cN1−γ

(

λµ
∑

i

ζµi ηiσi−δµBµ−
1

n
π+µΨµ

)

(14)

where the denominator in the prefactor represents
the carrying capacity of the system for clone µ
when all cognate T-helpers are activated and send-
ing excitatory signal to clone µ and Ψµ represents
the number of antigens of type µ. The prefactor
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of the inter-
actions between T cells and B clones. A link ζµi
between T cell i and B clone µ means that T cell
i can bind to B cells in clone µ. The number of T
cells signaling a clone µ is of the same order as the
number of B cells in clone µ, assumed O(N1−γ).
In the figure, these numbers are chosen as O(1)
and identical and are meant for illustration only.

n−1 of the third term accounts for the fact that
upon binding an antigen, a B cell only engages
one of its n receptors, so that the resulting APC
is still a B cell, with one spare receptor less, which
leads to a decrease of the effective number of B
cells by a fraction 1/n only. In terms of popula-
tion density, we have

dbµ
dt

= λµbµ

(

1

cN1−γ

∑

i

ζµi ηiσi −
δµ
λµ
bµ −

π+µ
λµn

ψµ

)

(15)

where the growth term is now proportional to the
density of the net excitatory signal received by B
clone µ from T cells, that we shall denote as

mµ(σ) =
1

cN1−γ

∑

i

σiηiζ
µ
i (16)

with σ = (σ1, . . . , σN ) representing the microstate
(active or inactive) of all T cells. Finally, bearing
in mind that n = O(104), and neglecting O(n−1)
in (15), we get

d

dt
bµ = λµbµ

(

m(σ)− δµ
λµ
bµ

)

(17)
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Denoting by P(z ≤ x) =
∫ x
−∞ dz p(z) the cumula-

tive distribution function of the noise distribution
p(z), it follows from equation (12) that the likeli-
hood to observe configuration σi at time t+∆, is,
for any symmetric distribution p(z) = p(−z),

pt+∆(σi) = P
(

z ≤ (2σi − 1)β
∑

µ

ζµi pµ(t)

)

where β = 1/T is the inverse noise level. A natu-
ral choice for p(z) would be a Gaussian distribu-
tion, that leads to P(z ≤ x) = 1

2(1 + erf(x/
√
2)).

An alternative choice is the so-called Glauber dis-
tribution (commonly made in statistical physics)
leading to

P(z ≤ x) =
1

2

(

1 + tanh
x

2

)

,

qualitatively very similar to the cumulative distri-
bution function for the Gaussian distribution and
easier to work with analytically. For this choice,
the probability that helper T cell i changes in a
single time step its state σi at time t (to 1− σi at
time t+∆) is

Wt(σi) =
1

2

[

1 + (1− 2σi) tanh
β

2

∑

µ

ζµi pµ(t)

]

where we used 1 − 2σi = ±1 and tanh(±x) =
± tanhx. Assuming that the update of T cells is
sequential, i.e. at each time step one helper cell
i, drawn at random, is updated with likelihood
Wt(σi), one obtains, for ∆ = 1/N and N large,
the following master equation for the probability
density pt(σ) to observe microstate σ at time t,

d

dt
pt(σ) =

∑

i

[pt(Fiσ)Wt(1− σi)− pt(σ)Wt(σi)]

(18)
where Fi is a “cell-flip” operator that changes the
configuration of T cell i from σi to 1−σi and has no
effect on any other cell j 6= i. From (18) one can
derive equations of motion for the expectations
〈 · 〉 =

∑

σ · pt(σ). Multiplying (18) by σj and
summing over σ, we obtain the following equation

d

dt
〈σj〉 = 〈(1− 2σj)Wt(σj)〉 (19)

intuitively meaning that the rate of change of the
average activity of T cell j is given by its variation
1 − 2σj upon a single cell flip Fj , times the rate

Wt(σj) at which the cell is flipped. Multiplying
(19) times ηjζ

µ
j and summing over j, we obtain

the following equation of motion for the average
signal strength mµ(t) = 〈mµ(σ(t))〉 on clone µ:

dmµ

dt
=
Nγ

2c
〈ζµη[1 + tanh

β

2

∑

ν

ζνpν ]〉η,ζ −mµ

(20)
In the above 〈 . . . 〉η,ζ denotes the average
∑

η,ζ . . . P (η, ζ) over the distribution of regulatory

patterns in the system (46).
Assuming that P (η, ζ) = P (η)P (ζ) i.e. the

ability of a helper cell i to bind to clone µ does
not depend on whether i is a helper or regulator,
we have

dmµ

dt
=
ǫNγ

2c
〈ζµ[1+tanh

β

2

∑

ν

ζνpν ]〉ζ−mµ. (21)

Finally, averaging over ζµ, using the independence
of the ζµ’s and 〈ζµ〉 = c/Nγ , we get

dmµ

dt
=
ǫ

2



1+〈 tanh β
2

(

pµ+
∑

ν 6=µ

ζνpν
)

〉{ζν}



−mµ,

(22)
where one has still to carry out the average over
the {ζν} other than ζµ. At first glance, one may
naively expect that equation (22) does not close,
as mµ depends on the whole set of {pν}, and each
pµ depends, via (8), on bµ and ψµ. The latter is
determined from bµ, however the former depends,
via (17), onmµ(σ), which is a priori different from
the mµ sitting in (22), defined as the average of
mµ(σ). However, one can show (see Appendix A)
that for γ < 1, fluctuations of mµ(σ) about its
thermodynamic average mµ vanish for large N .
This allows us to replace mµ(σ) in (17) with mµ

giving

dbµ
dt

= λµbµ

(

mµ − δµ
λµ
bµ

)

(23)

This finally enable us to express the dynamical
evolution of this immune system model in terms
of a closed set of first order differential equations,
namely (8), (9), (22) and (23). Equation (8) im-
plies that the equilibrium density of antigen pre-
senting cells is given, for all µ, by

pµ = aµbµψµ (24)

where aµ = π+µ /π
−
µ quantifies the affinity between
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Figure 2: Time evolution of B clonal density bµ (left) and antigen concentration ψµ (right) for rµ = 2,
ǫ = 0.5, λµ = δµ = π−µ = 1 and π+µ = 10 × [tanh(10) + tanh(t − 5)]. Top panels: β = 10. Bottom
panels: β = 0.1; Initial conditions were chosen as ψµ(0) = 0.3, bµ(0) = κµmµ(0), mµ(0) = ǫ/2 and
pµ(0) = 0. For higher noise levels T = β−1, the system mounts a weaker immune response, resulting
in lower B clonal densities and higher antigen concentrations, however the antigen is still removed
within the same timescale.

B clone µ and antigen µ.4 If the system is initially
in equilibrium in the absence of antigen, one has
pµ = 0 ∀ µ, and from (22) we get mµ = ǫ/2 ∀ µ.
Hence, equation (23) yields bµ = κµǫ/2, with κµ =
λµ/δµ, for ǫ > 0, and bµ = 0 for ǫ < 0.

3.1 Response to a single antigen

In this section, we study the activation of the
immune system when a single antigen type µ is
present, i.e. ψµ 6= 0 and ψν = 0 ∀ ν 6= µ.

Assuming that, when antigen µ is introduced in
the host at time t = 0, the latter is resting at
its equilibrium state in the absence of antigen, we
have for all t > 0 and all ν 6= µ

(ψν , pν ,mν , bν) =

(

0, 0,
ǫ

2
,max

{

0,
κνǫ

2

})

, (25)

4The affinity can be experimentally measured as the ra-
tio between the equilibrium concentration of APC and the
product of the equilibrium concentrations of antigen and
specific B cells.

as for ψν = 0, pν = 0 is a fixed point of the dy-
namics (8), and from (22) we get

dmν

dt
=

ǫ

2

[

1 + 〈 tanh β
2
ζµpµ〉ξµ

]

−mν

=
ǫ

2
−mν +O(N−γ), (26)

of which mν = ǫ/2 is a fixed point, for large N .
In contrast, equation (22) gives for clone µ, that
is compatible with the antigen introduced in the
host,

dmµ

dt
=

ǫ

2

[

1+tanh
β

2
pµ

]

−mµ (27)

whose stationary solution is, inserting (24),

mµ =
ǫ

2

[

1 + tanh
β

2
aµbµψµ

]

(28)

where bµ and ψµ are the steady state solutions of
(23) and (9), respectively. Equation (28) shows
that at stationarity mµ > 0 for any ǫ > 0, so the
stable steady state of (23) is bµ = κµmµ.
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Figure 3: Time evolution of B clonal density bµ (left) and antigen concentration ψµ (right) for rµ = 1,
ǫ = 0.5, λµ = δµ = π−µ = 1 and β = 1. Top panels: π+µ = 10 × [tanh(10) + tanh(t − 7)]. Bottom
panels: π+µ = 10× [tanh(2.01) + tanh[(t− 20)/10]]. Initial conditions were chosen as in Figure 2. The
time-dependence of the affinity maturation π+µ affects both the intensity of viral concentration and
the timescale on which viral removal is accomplished.

This yields, for the stationary value of mµ, the
solution of the self-consistency equation

mµ =
ǫ

2

[

1 + tanh
βκµ
2
aµψµmµ

]

(29)

where ψµ is the steady state solution of

d

dt
ψµ = ψµ

(

rµ − κµπ
+
µmµ

)

. (30)

One can see that (ψµ,mµ) = (0, ǫ/2) is the only
stable fixed point of this dynamical system for
π+µ > 2rµ/ǫκµ, meaning that for ǫ > 0, anti-
gen removal is accomplished when the affinity of
the antigen-specific BCR is large enough com-
pared to the antigen replication rate. Conversely,
for π+µ < 2rµ/ǫκµ, the fixed point (0, ǫ/2) be-
comes unstable and different types of dynamics
may arise, depending on the range of the kinetic
parameters. Since 0 ≤ tanh(βaµbµψµ/2) ≤ 1, one
has, from (28), ǫ/2 ≤ mµ ≤ ǫ, hence the largest
value attainable bymµ is ǫ. Then (30) implies that

for π+µ < rµ/ǫκµ, the viral concentration will grow
indefinitely, whereas for rµ/ǫκµ < π+µ < 2rµ/ǫκµ,
the system will settle, after a transient, onto a
limit cycle, where mµ(t) oscillates between two
values m−, m+, with ǫ/2 ≤ m− < m+ ≤ ǫ, such
that rµ − κµπ

+
µm− > 0 and rµ − κµπ

+
µm+ < 0.

This leads to a periodic motion of viral concen-
tration, meaning that the antigen will permane
indefinitely in the host, but its growth is limited
by the action of the immune system.

As B cells undergo clonal expansion, they in-
crease their affinity with the antigen, via affin-
ity maturation, so π+µ is an increasing function
of time. For the model in study here, this implies
that, as long as ǫ > 0, the system will eventu-
ally reach the affinity value π+µ = 2rµ/ǫκµ where
the fixed point (ψµ,mµ) = (0, ǫ/2) becomes stable
and the system will manage to remove the antigen
completely.

In contrast, for ǫ ≤ 0, we get from (28) mµ ≤ 0,
so the stable fixed point of (23) is bµ = 0, which
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Figure 4: Time evolution of B clonal density bµ (left) and antigen concentration ψµ (right) for β = 1,
π+µ = 10 × [tanh(10) + tanh(t − 5)], π−µ = 1, r = 2 and ǫ = 0.5. Top panels: λµ = 10 and δµ = 1.
Bottom panels: λµ = 1, δµ = 0.1. Initial conditions were chosen as in Figure 2

inserted into (28) and (9), leads to mµ = −|ǫ|/2
and to an antigen indefinitely replicating in the
host through dψµ/dt = rµψµ, no matter how fast
or large π+µ is growing.

We show the results of numerical solution of
(23), (9), (27) and (8) in Figures 2, 3, 4 and 5,
where bµ and ψµ are plotted as a function of time
for different choices of the inverse noise level β
(Fig. 2), time-dependence of π+µ (Fig. 3), differ-
ent values of the kinetic parameters λµ, δµ (Fig.
4), and for different values of π−µ and antigen repli-
cation rate rµ (Fig. 5). On the assumption that
the affinity is an increasing function of time that
saturates at large time, π+µ (t) was chosen as the
following sigmoid function:

π+µ (t) = πM [π0 + tanh(γ(t− t⋆))] (31)

where γ, t⋆, πM and π0 are parameters that con-
trol, respectively, how fast, early and large the
affinity grows and its initial value. Since the
affinity is experimentally found to increase by
four or five orders of magnitude over a pe-
riod of a week, we chose t⋆ ≤ 7 and π0 such

that the ratio π+µ (∞)/π+µ (0) = (π0 + 1)/(π0 −
tanh γt⋆) between the final and the initial value
of π+µ is O(104 − 105). However, the actual time-
dependence of π+µ has no qualitative impact on
the immune response, as long as it is an increas-
ing function, whose limit is π+µ (∞) > 2rµ/ǫκµ.
Plots show an immune response that follows per-
fectly the behaviour of the antigen, i.e. it ex-
pands B clones while the antigen concentration
is increasing and contracts them when the anti-
gen concentration is decreasing, so that both the
B clone concentration and the antigen concentra-
tion are unimodal functions of time. The stochas-
tic noise T has the effect of mildly reducing the
height of the peak in B clones concentration, thus
increasing the peak in viral concentration, how-
ever the system will be able to remove the antigen
even at high noise levels (see Fig. 2). The time-
dependence of π+µ , affects both the location and
the height of the peaks, consistently with the intu-
ition that the faster the affinity grows, the earlier
and the smaller the peak in viral concentration.
Fig. 3 shows that the affinity that starts increas-
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Figure 5: Time evolution of B clonal density bµ (left) and antigen concentration ψµ (right) for β = 1,
π+µ = 10 × [tanh(10) + tanh(t − 5)], λµ = δµ = 1 and ǫ = 0.5. Top panels: r = 0.5 and π−µ = 0.1.
Bottom panels: r = 5, π−µ = 1. Initial conditions were chosen as in Figure 2.

ing at day t⋆ = 7 with rate γ = 1 outperforms
the affinity that starts increasing at day t⋆ = 20
with a slower rate γ = 1/10. The kinetic parame-
ters λµ and δµ have a mild effect on the shape of
the B clonal concentration (see Fig. 4), while Fig.
5 (top panel) shows that π−µ affects more notice-
ably the decay of B cells after the infection peak,
potentially sustaining long-term memory. Finally,
Fig. 5 (bottom panel) shows that although faster-
replicating antigens will attain much higher con-
centrations, they are still removed, for positive val-
ues of ǫ, within similar timescales, by triggering a
stronger immune response.

In contrast, Fig. 6 shows that as soon as ǫ
is lowered below zero, the system becomes un-
responsive and is not able to fight a single anti-
gen, even if replicating slowly. Our results suggest
that for Th/Treg ratios R > 1 the host manages
to remove completely the antigen and the time it
takes depends on how large and fast the affinity
π+µ between BCR and antigen grows. Conversely,
for R < 1 the immune system is impaired and
infections will permane indefinitely in the host.

More in general, this model captures the effec-
tiveness of the adaptive immune system in deal-
ing with very diverse scenarios and predicts that
the most important single parameter in determin-
ing whether the system is in a healthy or in an
immuno-suppressed phase is ǫ, directly related to
the Th/Treg ratio R via (11) and in line with re-
cent experiments [36, 37, 41]. Finally, we note that
although unstable, bµ = 0 is always a fixed point of
(23), even for ǫ > 0. This suggests that a fast mu-
tating pathogen (like e.g. cancerous cells or HIV)
that manages to release new (i.e. mutated) types
of antigens in the host, before being removed from
the system, may succeed in escaping the immune
system, by eventually mutating to a form µ⋆ for
which there is no answering B cell, i.e. bµ⋆ = 0.
Given that B cells responding to self-antigens are
suppressed via negative selection processes occur-
ring in the bone marrow, one way for a non-self
antigen to escape the immune system is to mutate
to a form close to self-antigens, as it occurs in
HIV. Another way is to disrupt the mechanism by
which non-self antigens are flagged up as such, by
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Figure 6: Time evolution of B clonal density bµ (left) and antigen concentration ψµ for β = 1,
π+µ = 10 × [tanh(10) + tanh(t − 5)], π−µ = 1, λµ = 5, δµ = 1, rµ = 0.5. In the top panels ǫ = 0.01,
while in bottom panels ǫ = −0.01. Initial conditions were chosen as ψ(0) = 0.3 and bµ(0) = κµ|ǫ|/2.
The plot shows that as soon as ǫ < 0 the system cannot remove the antigen.

e.g. altering the functionality of MHC molecules,
a pattern that has been observed both in cancer
and HIV progression [52, 53]. This secound route
would make ζµi = 0 ∀ i, so that mµ = 0 and the
density of responding B cells becomes bµ = 0.

3.2 The role played by the mechanism
that activates Tregs

The activation of Treg cells is still quite debated.
Above we assumed that Treg cells get activated
in the same way as Th cells, i.e. by binding to
an APC. However, there is no general consensus
about the need of antigen mediation [54].

This prompts us to consider an alternative ver-
sion of the model used above, where the mech-
anism that activates Th cells remains the same,
while activation of Treg cells is fully stochastic

σi(t+∆) = θ

(

1 + ηi
2

∑

µ

ζµi pµ(t)− Tz(t)

)

(32)

i.e. for ηi = −1 the activation of i is determined

by a random variable, while for ηi = 1 we have
the same equation as before. Repeating the steps
that led to (22), we get

dmµ

dt
=
Nγ

2c
〈ζµη[1+tanh

β

2

1 + η

2

∑

ν

ζνpν ]〉η,ζ ]−mµ

(33)
that simplifies, in the single antigen case, to

dmµ

dt
=

1

2

[

ǫ+
1 + ǫ

2
tanh

β

2
pµ

]

−mµ (34)

For ǫ > 0, the stationary solution of (34) is
mµ > 0, hence the stationary solution of (23) is
bµ = κµmµ where mµ solves the self-consistency
equation

mµ =
1

2

[

ǫ+
1 + ǫ

2
tanh

β

2
aµψµκµmµ

]

(35)

The solution is easily found in terms of the shifted
variablesMµ = mµ−ǫ/2 by intersecting the curves

Mµ =
1 + ǫ

4
tanhx (36)

Mµ =
2x

βκµaµψµ
− ǫ

2
(37)
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that we plot in Figure 7 (top panels) for different
values of the parameters. Note that the intercept
of (37) with the Mµ-axis is smaller in modulus
than the minimum value attainable byMµ in (36)
i.e. |ǫ/2| < |(1 + ǫ)/4| for 0 ≤ ǫ < 1, in contrast
with the previous case, where these values coin-
cided (as the prefactor of tanhx in (29) was ǫ/2).

For ǫ > 0 we have a stable positive solution
0 < Mµ < (1+ ǫ)/4 for any finite ψµ > 0 (see Fig.
7, top left panel), meaning that the system is able
to mount a response, potentially stronger than be-
fore, as the maximum value (1 + ǫ)/4 attainable
by Mµ is larger than the earlier maximum ǫ/2.
However, in contrast with the previous scenario,
two additional, negative, solutions will appear (see
Fig. 7, top right panel) for ψµ ≥ ψ∗, value at
which the straight line (37) becomes tangent to
the curve (36) at the value of x where the two
curves intersect. (This situation could not arise in
the previous scenario, as, there, the straight line
would intersect theMµ axis at the minimum value
attainable by the sigmoid curve). One can show
that the inner of these solutions is unstable, while
the outer two are stable. For any initial value of
Mµ to the right of the unstable solution, (provided
the system is in the regime of parameters where
this exists), the system will evolve to the stable
positive solution and the antigen will be removed
in a similar fashion as before and even slightly ear-
lier, given the larger value attainable byMµ. This
will include in particular initialization of the sys-
tem at its resting value in the absence of antigen,
i.e. Mµ = 0.

However, if the system is initialized with a suf-
ficiently negative value of Mµ, it may end up,
for large enough values of the antigen concen-
tration, in a state of undesired immunosuppres-
sion Mµ < −ǫ/2, i.e. mµ < 0, in which case
bµ evolves to zero and the system becomes unre-
sponsive. We note that immunosuppressed initial
conditions might be reached also by means of sta-
tistical fluctuations of Mµ(σ) with respect to its
average value Mµ. Although we expect these fluc-
tuations to be negligible for large N and γ < 1,
they will get relevant in the regime γ = 1 (see
Appendix A).

For ǫ < 0 we have a stable negative solution for
any finite ψµ > 0 with two additional positive so-
lutions, one stable and one unstable, apperaring
for ψµ ≥ ψ∗, and the system will always evolve

towards the negative stable solution (correspond-
ing to immunosuppression), unless it is initialised
at large enough values of Mµ and antigen concen-
tration is high enough.

In conclusion, the Treg activation mechanism
considered here, leads, for any realistic initial con-
dition, to a scenario qualitatively very similar to
the previous one, with the antigen effectively re-
moved for ǫ > 0 and indefinitely growing for ǫ < 0,
but we have also noted the possibility of undesired
behavior emerging for extreme initial conditions,
or attainable by means of statistical fluctuations,
that we expect to become important in the regime
γ = 1.

The scenario remains very similar if we assume
that activation of Treg cells, instead of following
the same mechanism as Th cells, or being per-
formed stochastically, follows a mechanism oppo-
site to Th cells, whereby Treg cells get inhibited
by the presence of APCs. One may speculate that
this might actually be a desired feature for the
immune system if it has to suppress immune re-
sponses which are not solicited by antigens and
inhibit repression mechanisms in the presence of
antigens. Such a mechanism is modelled by

σi(t+∆) = θ
(

ηi
∑

µ

ζµi pµ(t)− Tz(t)
)

(38)

which leads to

dmµ

dt
=

Nγ

2c
〈ζµη

[

1+tanh
β

2
η
∑

ν

ζνpν

]

〉η,ζ −mµ

(39)

This simplifies, for the single antigen case, to

dmµ

dt
=

1

2

[

ǫ+ tanh
β

2
pµ

]

−mµ (40)

Since tanhx ≥ 0 ∀ x ≥ 0, for ǫ > 0, at station-
arity mµ > 0 and pµ = κµaµψµmµ. Hence, the
stationary value of mµ = Mµ + ǫ/2 is found by
intersecting the two curves

Mµ =
1

2
tanhx (41)

Mµ =
2x

βκµaµψµ
− ǫ

2
(42)

Their plot in Figure 7 (bottom panels) shows that
we have a stable positive solution 0 ≤ Mµ ≤ 1/2
for any finite ψµ > 0, meaning that the immune

11



Mµ

x

Mµ

x

Mµ

x

Mµ

x

Figure 7: Top panels: curves (36) and (37) for ǫ = 0.5, β = 10, aµ = 10, κµ = 1 and ψ = 0.1 (left)
ψ = 0.6 (right). Bottom panels: curves (41) and (42) shown for the same parameters. In bottom
panels, the maximum value attainable by Mµ is larger and the transition from one to three solutions
occurs earlier, i.e. at a lower antigen concentration.

system is capable of a response even stronger than
before (given 1/2 ≥ (1 + ǫ)/4 for 0 ≤ ǫ ≤ 1).
Similarly to the previous scenario, two additional,
negative, solutions will appear for ψµ ≥ ψ̃, value
at which the straight line (42) becomes tangent
to the curve (41) at the value of x where the two
curves intersect (note that ψ̃ < ψ⋆). Hence, this
scenario behaves qualitatively very similarly to the
previous one, with the antigen effectively removed
for ǫ > 0 and indefinitely growing for ǫ < 0 for
any realistic intial condition. With respect to the
scenario analysed previously, the present scenario
leads, on the one hand, to a slightly stronger im-
mune reponse, but on the other hand, to the possi-
bility of undesired behavior arising from a slightly
larger basin of (still extreme) initial conditions.

In conclusion, the exact mechanism that acti-
vates Treg cells does not seem to play a crucial
role, as much as their relative number with respect
to Th cells, to the extent that even a fully stochas-
tic activation of Treg cells would result in a sensi-
ble immune response, for any realistic initial con-
dition. This may explain the existence of different
types of suppressor T cells, some antigen-specific
and some nonspecific [51]. Nonetheless, our anal-

ysis shows that the safest activation mechanism,
i.e. ensuring a sensible response for any initial
condition, is the one mediated by the antigen.

4 Conclusions

In this work, we introduced a statistical mechani-
cal model for the adpative immune system, which
comprises B cells, Th cells, Treg cells and antigens.
We investigated the scenario where Treg cells can
directly suppress B cells and considered different
mechanisms for Treg activation (elicited/inhibited
by the antigen or fully stochastic). When the ra-
tio between T helper and T regulatory cells is
above one, the model produces an immune re-
sponse which is a unimodal function of time, in
qualitative agreement with experimental observa-
tions, accomplishing, in particular, a complete re-
moval of the antigen, for any chosen value of the
control parameters (replication rates, cell death
rates and noise level) and any chosen increasing
function of time for the affinity between B cells
and antigens. In addition, the model is very re-
silient to changes in the particular mechanism that
activates Treg cells, to the extent that even a fully
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stochastic activation would lead to a sensible im-
mune response, as long as the ratio between Th
and Treg cells is above one. Importantly, the
model shows an abrupt change in its behaviour
when the ratio between Th and Treg cells is low-
ered below one, showing in particular a phase tran-
sition from a functional to an impaired phase.

To the best of our knowledge, this is the first
mathematical model with a predictive power on
the effect of the Th/Treg imbalance on the im-
mune system dynamics and may offer a useful
theoretical framework to complement and com-
pare recent experimental studies aimed at assess-
ing the validity of the Th/Treg ratio as a biolog-
ical marker of immunosuppression. Our results
are consistent, at stationarity, with the equilib-
rium statistical mechanical analysis carried out in
[20], where the B cells density was shown to be
a decreasing function of the Treg cells density, in
equilibrium.

Possible pathways for future work include a de-
tailed modelling of the affinity maturation of B
cells in the germinal centre, the clonal expansion
of active T cells, and stochasticity effects in the
dynamics of non-T cells. In addition, one may
consider the presence of dendritic cells and other
immune cells that can act as antigen presenting
cells, threshold effects in the activation of T cells,
and different regimes of dilution in the interactions
between B and T cells. Further studies may focus
on the effect of fast mutating antigens like can-
cerous cells and retrovirus, that manage to mu-
tate before being removed from the system, and
the mechanism by which HIV infection and can-
cer progression alter the Th/Treg ratio. Finally,
we have restricted our analysis to a single epitope
antigen, however, antigens have normally several
epitopes which may be recognized by different B
clones, so that cross-reactivity effects may be in-
cluded in future extensions of this model.

We hope that even at this level of simplification,
the model can stimulate debate on several unclear
aspects of Tregs functioning and their role in im-
munosuppression.
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A The Kramers-Moyal expan-

sion of the master equation

In this section, we use the master equation (18)
for the evolution of the probability density pt(σ),
to derive dynamical equations for the macroscopic
parameters m(σ) = (m1(σ), . . . ,mP (σ)).

As a first step, we derive an equation for
the probability density P(m) =

∑

σ P (σ)δ(m −
m(σ)) that the macroscopic parameters m(σ)
take values m

∂tP(m)=

=
∑

σ
δ(m−m(σ))

∑

i

[pt(Fiσ)Wt(1−σi)−pt(σ)Wt(σi)]

=
∑

σ

∑

i

pt(σ)Wt(σi)[δ(m−m(Fiσ))−δ(m−m(σ))]

(43)

Next we work out the change ∆iµ occurring in the
parameter mµ(σ) when spin i is flipped

∆iµ=mµ(Fiσ)−mµ(σ) =
1

cN1−γ
(1−2σi)ηiζ

µ
i

Expanding (43) in powers of ∆iµ we obtain

∂tP(m)=
∑

σ

∑

i

pt(σ)Wt(σi)[−
∑

µ

∆iµ
∂

∂mµ
δ(m−m(σ))

+
1

2

∑

µν

∆iµ∆iν
∂2

∂mµ∂mν
δ(m−m(σ)) + . . .]

(44)

Next, we work out
∑

i

Wt(σi)∆iµ =

=
1

2cN1−γ

∑

i

[

1− 2σi + tanh
β

2
ζνi pν

]

ηiζ
µ
i

= −mµ(σ) +
Nγ

2c
〈ηξµ[1 + tanh

β

2

∑

ν

ξνpν ]

(45)

where in the last step the average over all T helper
cells for one specific realization of regulatory ef-
fects (η1, . . . , ηN , ζ1, . . . , ζN ), has been replaced
by the average over the distribution of regulatory
effects for one single helper cell

P (η, ζ) = lim
N→∞

1

N

N
∑

j=1

δη,ηj δζ,ζ
j

(46)

where δx,y = 1 for x = y and δx,y = 0 other-
wise, and ζj = (ζ1j , . . . , ζ

P
j ) encodes the regula-

tory interactions between B cells and T cell j. If
the number N of vectors (ηi, ζi) is much larger
than the number 2P+1 of possible vectors (η, ζ),
this replacement is justified by appealing to the
law of large numbers. However, for larger P , this
statement is non-trivial and relies on the assump-
tion of what is called, in statistical physics jergon,
“self-averageness”, according to which a physical
observable in a macroscopic system does not de-
pend on the particular realization of the micro-
scopic variables {ηi, ζµi } but only on the distribu-
tion P (η, ζ) they are sampled from. Noting that
(45) depends on σ only through mµ(σ), we can
write

∑

i

Wt(σi)∆iµ = fµ(mµ(σ),p) (47)

Inserting (47) into (43), using the constraint
mµ(σ) = mµ to remove the σ-dependence of fµ
and carrying out the summation over σ, we obtain

∂tP(m)=−
∑

µ

∂

∂mµ
[fµ(mµ,p)P(m)] + . . .(48)

One can show that higher order terms, arising
from the second term in the square brackets of
(43), are at most O(Nγ−1), hence for large N and
γ < 1 they vanish. In this limit, (48) becomes a
Liouville equation, that corresponds to the below
deterministic evolution for the parameters m

∂tmµ =
Nγ

2c
〈ηξµ[1 + tanh

β

2

∑

ν

ξνpν]−mµ (49)

For large but finite values of N , fluctuations of the
stochastic parameters mµ(σ) about the determin-
istic values mµ = 〈mµ(σ)〉 will be O(N (γ−1)/2).
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