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1. #&
MHEEIZENAL TR CEE SN, N FFITRWTH
T FENE 2 L ORYTH 5o WG O RS 5548
X, a2 aTH (Sapindales) X 51 Bt (Rutaceae) 3
7 V)& (Citrus) \ZBELTBY, I VEIZIENL Y
PTRA=T N EDF VL YV (Citrus sinensis),
W3 A >~ (Citrus unshiu) % EDIH VHH, 7L —
77N —"23 (Citrus X paradisi), VEV, LA ¥
OFRWHIEE, Ny Y7 % EOMMENRD 5.

BUE, @ EEICBE SN T EROT LVy
YFIRTIE, ALy VHEITFERERG IR SN T
WA, IHVER LT 7 V=Y HIIN A
STWh, INHIXEFDORYTH 5 720X EIE %
ETBUREDD 525, BE S-S EALN %
Vo ZEA Ly VT LLF—-BRMEE AT,
L v Y LMo MG O R PR 2 BGT L7z,

[Illll

2. RF&E
A. WREBE

Oral allergy syndrome (LLF OAS LW&9) HE5
BUITRTRETH Y, Filid 9D 5 14 ik (I
115) ThHoteo FIF LV PHEEIUCELIHOLN 2T
LV F—ERFBROBAENRD Y, A+ L ¥ JHERN IgE
P 4K fli (ImmunoCAP, Thermo Scientific., Uppsala,
Sweden) bREETH - 720

PR ANL YT ALy VRO TR RET
i, TRTOREFThHYEE R L7

ARWFZED 70 b 2 VI3 AR A AR K AR R 2 R
¥ BRRTT MR R RS 0%A (10-216) ZfE
T, @BFEITHMIZ X % informed consent % %72,

UE O HE N - A RE AR R e b B B —
KR T B - B
THEEME - 35 )1 A
e FEV AR 2 2 P 2 /N BR800

(B TR A o+ SOSCRB A G b + NJLRE)
CRIERS: -« PR IR )

B. MAREFRM IGE fnfkfli, KET VU v VB
(LIF SPT &B&Y)

M PR AF S TgE Fuiifililx, 4 v T o, 7
L—=77V—> %% L7z SPT i34EOMERH (N1
YIYTAVLYY, WMIA Y, Fv—=TTIN—) %
Hv7zo Bt control 13 A& K, BTk control X
10mg/mé it X ¥ I Vi (Wako Pure Chemical
Industries, Ltd., Osaka, Japan) % M\ 72 #FHI AT
JEMZ PRICK-LANCETTER (Ewo Care AB, Gislav-
ed, Sweden) Z il LCRBICHA L, 15 5% I2HE
#7070 WERBBORFELHEHEDOVY % B
control & [L#K L, Btk control & F%1E 3+, &K
DREVEAIZ4+, Btk control ® 2 55D 1 L k2
5 H#ﬂ%(ﬁﬁ% 2+, F&% control & [R5 LA 1R con-
trol® 2501 £ld 1+ & L, 2+ EERBEEE L
720 B, B¥F control E LTAHL Y I T LT -0
WV 2 PN A EATL, BETHE I LR L 7

C. EHH

MEEE LT, NLryo74HLyy, I n vy,
FU—=77 V=i, UEOMBIEI S04
RANZMEAL, flavedo (BHE2) LAEZBRW72E5 55
W L7z 9% W%, sucrose buffer (1M su-
crose, 2% (wt/vol) poly vinyl polypyrolidone, 2 mM
Ethylenediamine-N, N, N’, N’-tetra acetic acid diso-
dium salt dehydrate, 10mM sodium N, N-diethyl di-
thio carbamate trihydrate ¥ 1 : 5 T{EA&L, 4T
over night TH#¥: L, pH80! ’Eﬂﬁfﬁ O EE L,
BB LR Y TNE L Y TR0y ¥ s
p5e R, FILET V7 S Y %8 U7 Bradford i



%E%.E?I\‘WL

J U° PIERCE BCA Protein Assay Kit (Thermo Fish-
er Scientific Inc., Waltham, MA, USA) % MW CHllE
L?’:o

D. Sodium dodecyl sulphate polyacrylamide gel
electrophoresis (SDS-PAGE), immunoblot, im-
munoblot inhibition

NL ¥y 74 Ly Vi o SDS-PAGE &, Nu-

PAGE SDS-PAGE Gel System (Life Technologies Co.,

Carlsbad, CA, USA) # w7z, filiPuE (0.3mg pro-

tein) % SDS-PAGE (200v, 50min) (ZCT/r#EL, im-
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munoblot # (250mA, 60min) (2T PVDF & (Im-
mobilon, 0.45m, Merck Millipore, Billerica, MA, USA)
NIEE L7z EOHRMM L7200 (1 @ 30 dilution in
B114 buffer (PBS containing 0.1% BRIJ, Sigma-Al-
drich, Co. St. Louis, MO, USA) & Kt & & 72 1%,
goat-anti human IgE antibody (1 : 2000 dilution,
KPL, Gaithersburg, MD, USA) % il 2 £ild T 3 B¢ &
L 720 F&fid BCIP/NBT substrate (KPL, Gaithers-
burg, MD, USA) % M\ 7z B control &, [T IiL
HERVZ.

Immunoblot inhibition (&, L&t & kD F TN
LyyT7A VY VHiR S L7 PVDF I L
e V—=77 V=, WM A, LEEMTE 20u

O LORASE/ETRIL SE, immunob-
lot & FIERICHIH %217 5 720
3. ERER

FLUY, FL—F7 V=% 7 % IgE Huikili

BEBEREETH o720 SPTTI, "Ly 74 LY
VRN Ay TIRERL 5 HeBHBET, 7L
— 7 TINV—=Y TCRERLZ4LEEPEEEZRL
(F1)o

WLy o7V y P EPUR E L7z immunoblot Tl
14, 18, 24, 38, 52, 54kDa® % ¥ /87 E 3N K
IgE fi&Rex /R L7z (K1), 14kDa /N ¥ FIZRUB L7z
BEE, 5HTO4ERTH -7z F7218kDa /N>

W2Ix 14 GEBI3), 24kDa N> FiZix 24 (GER
2, 5), 38kDa N> FiZiZ 14 GEBI3) s L
720 52kDa & 54kDa ® /N ¥ FIZIXAER] 3 AvuR v Bt
2R L7,

Zh 5 IgE fA Ny Fid, Btk control ML % v
7z immunoblot TIEXFF SRV LMz, NL ¥
74 L v VPR % inhibitor & L TH 7z immunoblot
inhibition TIZFIHIASA SN, OBRLLPUE (v /7 F
AEH) 12 & % immunoblot inhibition TIEXIHIA A S

K2 NV¥y7F VY (Citrus sinensis) & MHEHEIC X % im- Lol ens, FENLYITFLYI T XD
N —_ o
munoblot inhibition (EFIL~5) B0 IgE MBI R % SUE TH B 2 & AR S
a : inhibitor : &N I H > (Citrus unshiu),
b : inhibitor : L —7 7 V—> (Citrus X paradisi) 7z,
=1 BAERERAERSR
ImmunoCAP* (UA/m¢) Bz iR (SPT)
UGS € ] . . L | ZL=F | NLryTaLyy WM FL—FTN—
AR TR ALY T — (Citrus sinensis) (Citrus unshiu) (Citrus X paradisi)
1 12 F OAS O 7.3 245 2+ 3+ 2+
2 14 F OAS O 1.21 8.86 2+ 2+ -
3 9 F OAS O 0.7 153 2+ 2+ 2+
4 11 F OAS O 2.59 9.72 2+ 2+ 2+
5 11 F OAS O 2.79 3.59 2+ 2+ 2+

OAS=[IWET LV F — i fi i



T L vV 7 LIVF— BRI Z 7GR O &R O Mg

WIZ, NL oy 7Ly IPEICHT 5 IgE #4
e METT A1, WNI A VY RERYZL—F7)L
— Y PuJE % inhibitor & LTl 2 %4 immunoblot inhibi-
tion Z{ifT L7z (KM2)e NLY ¥ THL YYD 14,
18, 24, 38, 52, 54kDa ® /N N2k 3 % IgE # &
BRI A VHER T L —T 7V — I HiEIC L 5T
sz,

4., % =

LSRG L72A L Y Y OASBED 7 L—F 7 )L —
v IgE PURAiic oW THE Lz & 25, &HBGE%
AL 7ze i XA L ICBI LT IgE $itk o dll e F
IR ERTE Lo/, BMNIAY, FL—7
TN—=2I2X 5 SPTIZBVWTD, FJL—TT7 V=
PEBTE Lo 1Bl 2B TEENHEELRL
72

Wz, "Ly 7+ Ly Itho IgE #4 protein @
it % Immunoblot 12 & - TH o 7245 H, 6 A pro-
tein N PSRN EN7ze TRODOHFTEERT LIV
v T 5 14-kDa protein i&, 4T & »* 5 profilin
LM S A, K 51Tk 4 AR L 72 ML 2 pro-
filin % J{\» 72 immunoblot inhibition THIH| X 7> Z
Eh 5, profilin & FETE 72 (BAEKRRY). 24-kDa
52N T R (23~ 24kDa) % 5 ONC N K
7 3 BRECHIA S Cit s 1(GLP : Germin-like proteins)
ST THH LN S GRIERRIT)

INEDONLY Y TF LY IF ST BFIHT 5
IgE R, MNP vy BIOTL—=T 7 V=i
% inhibitor & L 72 immunoblot inhibition T#Iifil] 23&
bize DEOZ ERS, XLy 7F Ly I EiRM
IH VRV —=F 7NV —y ORNIZHEPUE AR &
7z,
INSDOMBEPSF LY VHICHNTAT LIV —%
HTHEHE IAVERT LT 7 V=YL
THEREZFRZTLUREIDH D, L IVHEZTTIE
B, SAVERITVL=TIN=VEHLT VLT V&
IR E T 5 R L OREEIVRIE S iz,

5. # B
FLyVREE, oMiEE (I VE SLv—TF7
W= H) L ORI EPUREAGRER S iz B TO
EMEAEETED NN LEROT LIV Y ERT
i, MEE T L Y VHEoAPHERMBICIRES
TWBHA, MOMBEED IR ETRED, WET
VBN D B ERIBE NI,

B M 2R AETH & L 722 KRB SZEs - 7 Loy
FoEt vy — Rl ARG, ERARGE, R
AR B HZERISEAE, % 5 NCBY) 2 5 THRE 2 TH
& T L 7ok FH PR AT A R A2 DR 2 R (o L R 25 RS R
HHL LT FET, oo —ifiE, JSPSFHF#
25350170 OB % 3213 72

X ik

1) Hsieh LS, Moos M Jr, and Lin Y : Characteriza-
tion of apple 18 and 31 kDa allergens by micro
sequencing and evaluation of their content dur-
ing storage and ripening. J. Allergy. Clin. Im-
munol. 1995 ; 96(6 Pt 1) : 960 — 970.

2) Bradford MM : A rapid and sensitive method
for the quantitation of microgram quantities of
protein utilizing the principle of protein-dye
binding. Anal. Biochem. 1976 ; 72 : 248 — 254.

3) Crespo JF, Retzek M, Foetisch K, Sierra-Mae-
stro E, Cid-Sanchez AB, Pascual CY, Conti A,
Feliu A, Rodriguez ], Vieths S, and Scheurer S :
Germin-like protein Cit s 1 and profilin Cit s 2
are major allergens in orange (Citrus sinensis)
fruits. Mol. Nutr. Food Res. 2006 ; 50 : 282 — 290.

4) Lopez-Torrejon G, Ibafiez MD, Ahrazem O,
Sanchez-Monge R, Sastre J, Lombardero M, Bar-
ber D, and Salcedo G : Isolation, cloning and al-
lergenic reactivity of natural profilin Cit s 2, a
major orange allergen. Allergy. 2005 ; 60 : 1424
— 1429.

5) Ahrazem O, Ibaiez MD, Lopez-Torrejéon G,
Sanchez-Monge R, Sastre J, Lombardero M, Bar-
ber D, and Salcedo G : Orange germin-like gly-
coprotein Cit s 1 : an equivocal allergen. Int.
Arch. Allergy Immunol. 2006 ; 139 : 96 — 103.

CE% 2749 A 9 H=ZH)



