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B1E Fia

BYT VAKX 1T (B X > CTol & Z S5 HUER BN 2 a8 200 2 L T4
RIZE > TARFRE BRI N ERE SN D88 LEXESNTEY (Boyce b, 2011), [T
LILFX =¥ ENS (Gell & Coombs, 1963), AKRICBITAEWT LILX—DFERR
i, B0, RO, 43, NE, HitAE, FdH (men=kE), BLOZIE
B bid (KBS, 2025), ZOH T, HBINT LA F—TEEREOHT TR H L 26.7%
D, FHIHASRIZZ S AN BMT LAF—Tho (Kb, 2025),

FINDEZET LS ZIE, AR T V7 X 2 (Ovalbumin, OVA) | U ¥ F— A (Lysozyme,
LY), A48 FZ7 A7 =V v (Ovotransferrin, OT), BIXOAF AR L =24 K (Ovomucoid,
OM) BHIF i, TDIFE A ENRINEIZ(FIET D (Hoffman, 1983; Langeland, 1983;
Holen & Elsayed, 1990), OVA IZJF[ % > /37 B DH) 54%% (56, 385 M7 I/ ikH 6
MR S D0 F58 45000 DX X7 ETHY | 1 ROFEHEZGZALTWD, £, 1 b
D SS kA 1 DLl SH % 4 >HATEY, Z Ol SH LTI E & o 37 B CcHE—
OVA OHPFF>TWD, SSFERN 1 D ThDHIZOMBU X HEVEMAZZ T W2 LT
Iz, s SH ZEF LA T 578 EOBERIC Ko THE LT W02 Fro, LY 1390 A
B R EOR) 3.4%% D, 129 DT X R B S 4D 4y 14300 DX LRI E
ThHY., OT [FIAZ /7 EOK) 12%% 5, 686 DT I /B ORI ND 01 &
77800 DX /XU EToHDH, ZO LY & OT 1%, OVA & RIERICIEINC X 2 BB 2210
TUWHEZEES, £ LT OM I, IIAZ 70K 11%% 6, 186 DT 2 J BRI D
MR AV 5 57 75 28000 DX LNV ETH Y | 4~5 KOFEHAZZATWD, S 6T,
SH BIFTFEL 2V 153 THNIZ 9 2D SSHEABTFIEL, 31X 3 DD RAAL V&AL
TW%, OM IZAMROD X 9 e dlfs/e sy T iE & FFo7- 0, OVA, LY. BLOOT Lkl
T, BULELAL BRI Z ) D R EMED RSO TRV, D7, OM IO INFET L v
o LT R BB XD B LA WA R (REED, 2024), B2, OM 135
GR7 VA DR T, b T LA UEREWNE EL TV D (Bernhisel-Broadbent o,
1994; Urisu 5, 1997), Urisu & (1997) %, BASZEIFE, MEYFA, B LU 0OM Rk
TNERGE 1 % BT 72 % A R 2 ATV SRS RN 1 36 L OVINERIN (IS B SO & LT
BERE D 95%70% OM BREMEWN FIZx L CRIERISZ TR L, OM OT LV R E
ZEEWELTWD,



OM (I IgE HitAn3 3B+ 5 = & h—7 O bIEA THY | < O h—7 M
HENTWS (Cooke & Sampson, 1997; Holen &, 2001; Mine & Zhang, 2002; Jarvinen
%, 2007; Botas ©, 2013), Cooke & Sampson (1997) 1%, 10 FREM T 5 12 RIS
TF RN b= vy BT EBITWD, RAL T, FAL VT, BEORAA T
IZBWT IgE AN EA L Z L 28HE L TR0, OM IZ2&AMICiELL IgE =t h—7
EALFIET D EMH LN E RS TNND,

By BT, BRI X o TEREEDSEH LTS ZITKE A LB MDRE ST D
Z DT, SH-SS M, & 237 BT SSHEAEIERL L, # v /37 BORSE L RIE
bz blebd, LanL, OMITSEROE Y Frff OG22 F D, BUTTMEDR & 2720, HINE
INEVL T M 2R FE L T % (Jainxin &, 1986; /)NE & JNEE, 2002; Nowak-Wegrzyn
& Fiocchi, 2009; K &, 2024) ., /& & Mg (2002) 1%, FHL5 enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay (ELISA) % FV TN THNL A OMERrE OM B4 bhiis L, A5) &
MBIE (A LVLYRRAT T T Nxy 7 ) TIRFEREDOENHR S, NEREZ AW
NRA Y Ry ZFTIIEIFRMBII L VA LI Z &2 HE L TnD, £lo, 2OXA 7 F=
v O R R E OVREYE & FLK % sodium dodecyl sulfate-polyacrylamide gel
electrophoresis (SDS-PAGE) 5 LU &/ 71y b CRHT L72 & 2 A REEMEHE 4TI OM
NS Z bl S Tnd (Kato b, 2001; Shin 5, 2013), 2D X DI, HINH
RTOMBTARE LRV OM &, /NERHE & HITEE - B L7~ 7 Ry 7T
AL TWD Z EBRENTe, Flo, 2O 7 Ry ZiE, K7 LAr kL Tnd Z
EMHE I TS (Lemon-Mulé &, 2008; Lieberman ©,2012), Lieberman & (2012)
X AEIIRW TINIR LT LAF—SERE 2 LRI LV X— L2k &7z B8 100 44
ERBIZ, "MV Ry 7 ThH~T 4 U EAWEROARBRAZITV., £ 70%0 8E 7
T LA IERZFRETICEIETH 5 2 L 2 Lz, BATHEIZEB VT, OM O
W LR ECWIENE) DL 2 2 &L TERFBEICEVNEL D Z LITHE STV LH05,
ZOFIZOWTIEHLNZEINTE LT KT LT A OGS IR THITIE, 2
DFEFF 2 RIS 2 LERH D,

T, BT L —DOIREED 1 & LT, HO6EEY%E (Oral immunotherapy.
OIT) MW HAILTWS, OIT i&, [H AR TR RN MR 15 T & 22V EFN
LT, FaTO DR A AR CRERTEHBRIE 2 MR LR RN &2 EAOFEED b
& THEREIZ AR DI S W, BUBEIRRE-C RIS RS & Uiz BT ZemAiI It



Gz BEETRR) SERShTWD (AANET LrF—522021), 20 OIT I3EY
T LG OEBRAZE L TIMHEEZES L O SIRRIETH LR, TV EBIRICE DT
LA —IERF DY R 7 B @nizd, AARRMT LR —ZIRTA BT A T —RH
IRIBIRIE L L THER S L Cunely, BRI, BRI AR, W TI BLUors 771>
v 7% Wz OIT NEBSNTEY, FBINT LA X—HBE O ClEEEN SR S -
=BT REPILT LA —ERBFER SN TF 740 7% —%51), 7 KLU U
g5 HmE DL H5 (Sugimoto H, 2016; Itoh-Nagato o, 2018; Sasamoto &,
2022), L7z > T, OIT {I3INT L F—FBEIK L THRFEDIREZ R L TWDLR, 7T 7
ATH—RREDT VAR —JEREFRTH Y A7 2 GRIETHSH, LonL, OIT I
TULEMEBMET LIRS 7 Ry 72 HNEZ LT, TUAXTERFRY 27 21K
W LI IBIRO Ea IR T & 5,

AWFGETIL, 1n vitro 3 X O in vivo R CTOMERD 72 D5 OM OIE{L « WO b %
TV 7 LR —ERGER & OBIEM ARG LTc, £72. in vivoiBRIZEB T 24 7 R
> 7D OIT ~DOHZHEIZ SN T B LT,



%23 MREARL A ROV (in vitro)

2.1 B

HONT L — BT, — AL TINA BT L72BRIC T LV ¥ —ER DS HIE S
No, L, BINT LAF—FFITH LT, A7 Ry S THLYT 4 VEIFTT v 7
NV VTR O AfrERER (2 el & B & FEhE L72RE R, T0%DBE 1T LLF
—IEREFHRE Lo 2 ST S (Lemon-Mulé &, 2008), & HIZZ DA
7 R 7%, BINOEET LALST U ThHD OM BAEELTEY | ALY TIFE T L
T DPRIRSE T2 D Z &5y noTinvd  (Kato 5, 20015 Shin 5, 2013), OM OPERD
ZUIZE 5T, 7T UAXF—EROFBRICEEL 52 TOD RN EZ 2 b0, ZOMF
DFMITI SN S TR, ZOBFOfGELE LT, PRIk L7z OM 1FiH1k - %
BT D2 LT, ZOBOT LAF—ERFBRICHELEZTWHEERT,

Jiménez-Saiz & (2011) %, K& L7~ OM & JNELL 7= OM Z M LA L, Z D% DA
fEtriE% ELISA ICCRHli L7275, KR L7= OM & E L7= OM O IgG FifkDfE A heIEZs
fEL7anZ & &85 L T\b, F£7- Takagi 5 (2005) (X, X7 kgD OM ot bk
IgE HUAREARER A &/ 7 ry MT X VEHE L7220y, il o pOG 2R Loy iEth b IgE
TER—7REFELTNDLZEE2RE L, 20X VER L OM &MEA L 7= OM 1,
L% bHUADRIRT 2= 8 =T WIRAFET D, —FH TohEX VR BE EFAMER LARE
bt L7z OM DOIEEPIEIE & TIdZe W, ABFETIE, ZOREL LT OM IZ/hEZZ X
B BICREREERETZR L TWAHI-OIC, MERERIC L 28 L2 ZTI2< <, Rk
L7oRBECHEIE S D L IRGLA S Cre, £ DT, WINEN V2 720 | T LV F—iiEk %
FHELIZSWEB DN,

Z ZTARETIE, MFMRAOE B & LT in vitro TOMEYEOMRNT (H—BERI2 X 5
HILB LOHE - NMHETHE) 2170, ERPELRD OM OEIMEEZA LT 52 &
ZHRE LT,



22 Jik
2.2.1 ¥t

OM IIAMZEE THB L2 b D&M L (FIRIXHFED OM O BERERIZ L) . /NEW
RO Ky (RIEEE ¥ = Lk tt) 20 L7z,

KIFFRIZH W=7 (E.C.3.4.23.1, 7% HHE¥k, 2500 units/mg), ~ VU 7>

(E.C.3.4.21.4, 7 Xk, 4907 units/mg). o-FE +U 7 (E.C.3.4.21.1, V¥
NG B > . 1000 units/mg) . «-7 2 7 —%F¥ (E.C.3.2.1.1, 300 units/mg). Y /S—¥F
(E.C.3.1.1.3) (IE L7 A L AREHBE AL VA LTz,

REVED OM OMEER=E F— 7 %57 % anti-OM 5C mouse IgG monoclonal
antibody (anti-OM 5C)., EAZEPEL 7= OM Okt~ b —7" %5859 5 anti-OM 6H
mouse IgG monoclonal antibody (anti-OM 6H), KZ&MD OM ¥ L OEVEME L7 OM £
55 6% 7% biotin-linked anti-OM 7D mouse IgG monoclonal antibody (biotin-linked
anti-OM 7D) 1%, BRASHAKERAIIEI L 0 5 LT i2n/e (Hirose 5, 2004;
Hirose %, 2005), Horseradish peroxidase (HRP) -linked anti-rabbit IgG (Goat) antibody
!X Bethyl Laboratories (Montgomery, TX., USA) XY A L7-, Peroxidase (POD) -
conjugate streptavidin (% Sigma-Aldrich (St.Louis. USA) X VHEA L7, 7=, HRL
72 OM % F{\ T anti-OM rabbit IgG polyclonal antibody (anti-OM IgG poly) D{E#% =
AE A ARSI E LT,

2.2.2 OM D4yHEkER

OM (% Fredericq & Deutsch (1949) O 5iEZ—Hck R L, HiROEFHIF L o BERFRLL
Too TAROFRIVZIIEA L IR pBE L 72, VA ZIE Las C 38 L7z, D%, JIA 500
mL |2 1N fifi#% Nz pH 8.5 [ZF§4 L7z, pH 3.5 |[Zif%, [M&ED 10% ~ VU 7 o afiig
AR L7223 N LT, £ 0k, &0 (9100Xg, 4C, 1047) L, BiFZEBUX LT,
B U7z B3I, 6 N JKER{b R U 7 ATpH 6.0 IZHE LT-, TD%, 258D 95% —
Z ) =AU OINA . 2 R L EEE LT, BiE%, RIEmEE L, g3tk 250
mL (ZIRfR LTz, WIRG DX 37 BT 3 B UL ERIK TENT L7z, Bk, 0ok

(9100X g, 4C, 1043) L HiEZFEIN L, HFE#ES T 02 OM & L,

2.2.3 MRRDOREL D OM REto/ERL



#BHI Fig. 1 O X5 I/FR L7z, R8 OM %MK © 1 mg/mL (ZVEfER . WhIE/KH < 60
S RUMBSLEE U7z b D 2 INEGAE & L7z (IEVOM), OM O (EMEREE) X, o F
A v ELISA 2 CHER L7z, 7z, KR OM, /hEH, BLOWIAEZ 1:2:1 (ww) O
FIAT 20 SRR L, 180°CT 7 A —7 L IC ThHERK %, iSRRI LZb o
ZRERGREEE L7e (BERK OM), 7o, IR E TITWBERL L TV b D 2 AR BERGEUE & L
7o (REERL OM), Z DOARBERF L OBERGEUEI O OM OEfiEfElL, SDS-PAGE 5 LU
L7 ey MOCHERS L, BERRTE Tl L7z,

HEEBRIC B 72 > TIXEBRSKM 2 2 5720, SR OM 38 L ONEL OM (2 & BERK L 72/
ZWE1:2 (wiw) OFEIGE0D XITINA Tz, BERk LIo/NEIE, /IEREMAZ 2: 1

(wiw) OFIET 20 R L. 180°CT 7 A —7 T ThERR, WG HE S EHR
{322 & TER L7,

Purified OM Heated OM Non-baked OM Baked OM

| Purified OM | | Heated OM | | Purified OM | | Purified OM |

+ + + +

Baked Baked
[ wheat flour ] [ wheat flour J [ Wheat flour J [ Wheat flour }

Digestion Digestion Digestion Digestion
sample sample sample sample
Fig. 1. Preparation of digested samples.

Baked wheat flour was prepared by kneading for 20 minutes and baking in oven (180°C,
7min). Purified OM and heated OM were prepared by mixing each OM with baked wheat
flour. Non-baked OM was prepared by kneading purified OM and wheat flour for 20
minutes. Baked OM was prepared by kneading purified OM and wheat flour and baking
in oven (180°C, 7min).




2.24 Y FA vF ELISA

FeATHSE (Hirose 5, 2004) #&E(2, 96 )N~A 7 7 L — kb (Nunc-Immuno Plate,
Thermo Fisher Scientific, Roskilde, Denmark) (Z anti-OM 5C %7213 anti-OM 6H (%
L1 phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) T 2 pg/mL (ZF%) %% ¥ = /L1Z 100 uL J1Z .
4°CTMeEM(E L7z, PBSIZ 0.056% Tween20 % & 12iFik (PBST) (Z°C 3 mI¥EH#, 1%
bovine serum albumin (BSA) % & #r PBST (1% BSA/PBST) %% 7 = /L {Z 200 uL 1 %,
FIRT 1 RESE L, SE 4. B OM £ 72132 OM %45 ¥ = /12 100 uL iz, 37°C
T 1 RFES S 7=, PBST T 3 [FI¥Ef% . biotin-linked anti-OM 7D (1% BSA/PBST T
0.4 pg/mlL [Z3HHE) %417 = 2 100 pL A%, 37°CT 1 BRI AG S 7=, PBST T 3 [k
%1 . POD-conjugate streptavidin (1% BSA/PBST T 5000 {%4fR) &4~ = /L2 100 uL
Mz, 37CT 1 KL &7z, PBST T 2 [Al, RW\T PBS T 2 [HIFEH#%, 3,3,5,5"
tetramethylbenzidine (TMB, SeraCare Life Sciences Inc., Milford, USA) #%& 7 =/L
(2100 pL Nz e S W7o, etk 1IN EiRAE S Y = /W2 100 puL A ez Eik Lz, &
D%, Microplate reader MTP-650FA (= 1 FEXBEA ST ) 2 HW T 450 nm OWSEE %
HIE LTz,

2.2.5 [HE ELISA

PBS T 1 mg/mL 7°5 6 B¢ 10 {57 L7258 OM & 72 131#4 OM 2, anti-OM IgG
poly (1% BSA/PBST T 50000 {5#7R) #FEMZ TRA L, 4CT—BRIG Sz, [FlF
12, 96 R~A 77 L— ki, ¥ OM (PBS T 10pg/mL (ZF%) %4 7 =/LiZ 100 uL
Mz, 4CT—WaE L L=, 7L — % PBST T 3 [EIVEH#%. 1% BSA/PBST #4577 = /b
(2200 pL iz, =R T 1 REMEE Lz, £0%, —BuER OM 7213 OM & ik S
72 anti-OM IgG poly %4 7 = /L2 100 uL iz, 37°CC 1 WSt &7, PBST T 3
[F1:94+#% . HRP-linked anti-rabbit IgG (Goat) antibody (1% BSA/PBST T 50000 fi%77#)
ZH T 22100 pL Nz, 37°CT 1 RS EH 72, PBST T2 E, kW T PBS T2IH
Pevgte, TMB 47 = /L2 100 uL Il 2 38 ta S w7z, 3tk 1N %45 7 = /L2 100 pL
MMz EAE1 L=, = D%, Microplate reader MTP-650FA % FH\ T 450 nm O W
ZHE LT,

2.2.6 F LU _X7BOHIH



Z 7 EOMIE, Naito 5 (2020) OF5ikz —EAR L TIT-7, HmfE T OM 10
mg [T 5B A RV EY | PBS % 10 mL iz 4CT—BRE 5 L7z, w05k (9100
Xg, 4C, 10%) #% EFEZBEIL, K& PBS %2 10 mL &, 1WMfRE 9 Lz, 2o
1IFRHR & © OfiiT 2 [V R L7z, ZDtk, FRIEIC 4% SDS % L1 6 mol/L JRFEZ &
¢ tris (hydroxymethyl) aminomethane (Tris) -HCl (pH 6.8) #A# (SDS+urea i&ik) %
Mz, PBS RIERICHIHZ 3 mAT-72, €DK, FKiEIC SDS+urea WiKIZ 5% 2-
mercaptoethanol (2-ME) % &iEiR (2-ME &R #Nx., FEkOBIEEZIT 72,

PBS T3NS /37 E a2 fhH L, SDS+urea i3 L Y 2-ME &K Tl AEMES
N7 E AR Uls, o7 BEIERIEIR Z £ 12 10 mLAZFE LT,

2.2.7 H—BERIZ XL HHL

FATIFRIZ X DIEEEBROSF (Yamada &, 2006; Martos ©, 2010; Wang 5, 2018) %
SEIC, BRI LDHEEREI T2, X7V UEBIE. LT X 51T -7, HimiE
T OM 10 mg [ZFI 25kt 2 BV BV . 35 mmol/L ik b U 7 2k¥iE (pH 1.2, 12
N HifgiZ Ti%) 2 7.5 mL Nz 37°CT 15 734k e 5 L. PN L7z, £ D%, 35 mmol/L
AT U U LK (pH 1.2, 12 N RIS TIEE) IS S ST v iR E A .
37°CTO0, 10, 30, 60, BELW120 /3R E 5 LTz, XV U EKRIL, ~T v LBt o
L 7D, 1:20 (wiw) L7825 X H1205mLINZ 72, KGsth, 160 mmol/L fxiiE+)
FU D LK Z 2 mL N2 SOSZEIE S T, ZORAT OM OKIRED 1 mg/mL & 72
L XLz, Zo%ELSEE (9100Xg, 4C, 104)) L. EEZEFEIRLE, g B
Al (supernatant., Sup.) & L7,

M7 rBLVa-FE M) TV AT IO X 51207272, BT OM 10 mg &
Y9 52 &0 BY . 50 mmol/L Tris-HC1 (pH 8.0) % 9.5 mL % 37°C T 15 43k &
9 L, TR L7, D%, 50 mmol/L Tris-HC1 (pH 8.0) ICIAfR S/~ hY 7o %
i a-FE M) U UEREMZ, 37°CTO0, 10, 30, 60, BL120 3l & 5 L7z, k
U7 v BEWa-FE M) PV UBRIT, M) 7Y EiZa-FE N T LM E N
R, FNENT:400, 1:100 (wiw) &2 K 91205mLIN% 7, Gk, 557 Edh
FEKH T LR 2 3L ST, ZORST OM OIS 1 mg/mL &85 X912l
Too DK LEE (9100X g, 4°C, 104y) L. EfEZMBEINL Sup. & Lz,

WTILOTHBAERIZI VT H . Sup. I OFREIC 2-ME {Fik % 10 mL Iz RiEtE 4 v

8



NI E R U, 2 ERIEREL (precipitate, Ppt.) & L7,

2.2.8 ¥ - /MNBHETAHEL

FEATHFZEIZ X DL FEBR DS (Moreno ©, 2005; Benedé ©, 2013; Martos &, 2013)
BB H DT T MIEEERZAT o 7o, BIHIZ LT O X 91T - 72, BEafE < OM
5mg [ZAHY T 55k 2 &Y LY . 35 mmol/L ¥ifbJ b U 7 AKkiE#R (pH 2.0, 12N Mg
(ZCREE) 2 0.75mL Nz, 37°CT 15 MiikE 5 L. TINE L7z, £ D%, 35 mmol/L
AT U U LKEERR (pH 2.0, 12 N HEREIC TIHE) IS S ST v ViR E A .
37°CT 0, 10, 30, 60, BLV 120 3R E 5 Lz, _XT v UmiklE, ~7 v LRkt o
MLZ X788 172 unit : 1mg & 725 X 912 0.05 mLNA 7=, G, 160 mmol/L R
F U T LKA N % pH 8.0 IZFRHE LS 245 1k & 72, £ D%, 35 mmol/L Hifk) b
U v LKER (pH 8.0, 160 mmol/Li fXfET b U 7 AKEHRIZ THI%E) T OM OFEIREEN
5 mg/mL L7022 K HIT Lz, 2D HE (9100Xg, 4°C, 10 43) L., EiEZEENXL
Sup. & L7,

/NBHAEIX, pH 8.0 IZFHFE L 7= 10 8 X 0V 60 30 Bk % v iz, 10 /i batehix
BB AR+ TH Y . 60 BT+ B kA= T TV D Ll L. Hil ko
FES B 72 B/ NIBWAL b e U 7=, H e 0.2 mLAZHAL L3 7 2 (AR - 7.6 mmol/L) |
Bis-Tris ({2 : 20.3 mmol/L), # 7 a3 —/LfigF + U 7 A (RIS : 6.15 mmol/L) . 3
FO7Y aFddya—ik RIEE : 6.15 mmol/L) 23AfE L7- 35 mmol/L {7 kU
U LKV (pH 8.0, 160 mmol/L fK#ET ~ U 7 AKEEHRIC THEE) % 0.7mL iz, 37C
T 15 pfiRE 5> L, PR L7z, Z20#%, M) 7Y v, a-FENI TV, o737
—8, BERY —EREM L7 35 mmol/L Hi{kF b U o7 2K¥E# (pH 8.0, 160 mmol/L
RIET B U D LOKEHRIZCHEE) % 0.1mL iz, 37°CTO0, 10, 30, 60, &LV 120 751k
LD LT, BEERIL, MR MY X7 ENLUTORIAIZ/2 5 X5 Z 7 ; 40 unit : 1 mg

(FUZv), 05unit: 1mg (a-FEFY 7). 102unit: Img (a-7 I 7—1F),
1 mg: 895 mg (V/X—8), ttk, WHEAKH T3 /oI LIS 28 1k &7, Z Okt
JAT OM ORREN 1 mg/mL &7 5 K512 L7z, ZD%, =OL5HE (9100Xg, 4°C, 10
57) L. EEZEUL Sup. & Lz,

W HIOEBALELIZI VT S, Sup. Bl OFEIC, 2-ME 3% 1 mL 12 Rtk &
NI B R LTz, ZihvE Ppt.& L7z,



2.2.9 Lowry i£

Lowry £ Lowry & (1951) O F{EIZHEVMT o7, AR L7 Sup. 0.5 mL & 717 U 1
B (2% REET R U w7 4/0.1 N KEEET b D o AKIRIKE 0.5% Hiledid (1) FkFad
N% FEAET Y U LKEKREZ 50 : 1 OFIE TRA) 5mL 2% T 30°CHOMERMIZ T 10
ERE Lo, ZO%., iR 7 =/ — /% 0.5 mL iz, 30°COEIRMIZ T 20 43 LA LEFE%,
750 nm DOW ¢ FE % UV-VIS Spectrophotometer UV-1280 (REXEALEET 7 & X) THIE
L7, B&Eficid BSA ik & v iz,

2.2.10 SDS-PAGE

BN, B EERIC L 2k (5 . Bk (5 AR . B L OH - /NMEHES (5
%) 20 uL (Z SDS-PAGE sample buffer (5% SDS. 5% 2-ME, 30% 7 Utue—/1, BX
¥ 0.06% bromophenol blue %z & ie Tris-HCl (pH 6.8)) % 5 uL Nz, 5 y#blgk+H <
MEL 7= b D2 Lz, §& U723kl % Laemmli (1970) OGEICHE-> T, 16% AU T
7 UNT I RTVTENT Lo, BB X OVNBELEEHT s ul/ L — T offt L, BRI
KT 10 ul/ L — Tt L7z, 43 L 7= % > /37 B3 coomassie brilliant blue R-
250 (CBB) IZTHG LTz, YVOBREIITY > 87T 7 (7 b—#klath) A LT,

2211 A A7 uay b

STBE LT X X7 ENERE S VT2 polyvinylidene difluoride (PVDF) i (77 b —#EXE
1) Z T, Towbin 5 (1979) O HIEIZHEWVEERY Z /37 B 2 LTz, 1% tris buffered
saline (TBS) (Z0.1% Tween20 Z & Te¥ik (TBST) T 1 WPE, 0.3% Ax LI
Z &t TBST (0.3% A¥AI/L7/TBST) HCTHERICT 1RMIEE 5 Lz, £DO%, anti-
OM IgG poly (0.3% A% 2 /L7 /TBST T 50000 {5478 & =R T 1 RIS SH 7z,
TBST T 3 [E#E%t. HRP-linked anti-rabbit IgG (Goat) antibody (0.3% AF AI /L7
/TBST T 50000 {547 ) &=iRT 1R E 5 Lz, TBST T2 [F, KWT TBS T 2H
Wi %, TMB (EzWestBlue, 7 b —#Ath) 2Nz THEAIEZ, 0%, MAKTTT
WTHRAEEIESEE, REFIT VNI T7%2ERA L, £/, 22 br—Zi3ER
OM (5pug/L—>) ZHHW=,
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2.2.12 HEEHENT

WEHIENTIX EZR version 1.54 (Kanda, 2013) =MW TITW ., BIEMEIL T XTI EHAE
WERRZE TR Lic, HMEDOZDRREITIE—ITRE S BT 21TV £ D% 0 Post-hoc &
I3 Tukey V&M L7z, p<0.05 ZHEEDY & LT,

11



2.3 MR
2.3.1 18 OM bt RHeRE

8 OM # L OINEY OM OMERIZ, Yo A »F ELISA IZ TRt L7z, K OM I
anti-OM 5C (20t L, MEL OM (3 anti-OM 6H (255 L7= (Fig. 2A, B), L7=23-> T,
i OM 3 L ONIEL OM 1X, ZZARZENM S JOVEMEOIRRETH 5 Ll LTz, Fio,
YESL L 7= anti-OM IgG poly 1%, ¥&5 OM 35 L ONEA OM (25Ut L7z 728 (Fig. 2C). anti-
OM IgG poly 1%, RZEMER L OZEMEDIREED OM (ST 5 &Il L7z, LD EBRO OM
FHIZIX, anti-OM IgG poly L 7=,

BERR it OB O 7EfEMEIL . SDS-PAGE 58 LU A 7w M THNT L7z, & DR,
KPERL OM TiXiZ & A LD OM 7% PBS W43 2 TR 7228, BERk OM Tldk OM 7° 2-
ME &g sr o Tl & (Fig. 3), £z, BERL OM IZBWTiE, maHba bt
Iz, ZOZ &b, B OM H10 OM 1%, %4 - AL LT2IRRETH D LIl LT,

A B

1.0 q 3.0 4
~—&— Purified OM ~—&— Purified OM
0.8 - 23 1 »
T - -=-8--Heated OM — -=#--Heated OM »
< £ 50 .~
o o . 4
[Tal v ,’
3 3 -
’
g 15 A
3 g gl
2 2 ~
g S 1.0 - e
0 0 ’,
< P ",
0.5 /,’
'3
0.0 *
0.01 0.1 1

Protein concentration (ug/mL) Protein concentration (pg/mL)

1.2 ~ —— Purified OM

-=®-- Heated OM
Fig. 2. Property analysis of prepared
samples by ELISA.

The property of purified and heated
OM samples were evaluated by
sandwich ELISA using Anti-OM 5C (A)
and Anti-OM 6H (B). The reaction of the
produced polyclonal antibodies to
purified and heated OM was evaluated
by inhibition ELISA (C).

Relative Absorbance {450 nm)

0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000

Protein concentration (ug/mL)
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[CBB]
(kDa)

N-OM B-OM

Marker

oM WF 1 2 3 1 2 3

97
66

45

0 Fig. 3. Property analysis of

prepared samples by SDS-PAGE.
The solubility of the baked OM
samples was evaluated by SDS-
PAGE (15% polyacrylamide gel)
and immunoblotting.

Marker, molecular weight marker;
OM, ovomucoid; WF, wheat flour
total protein; N-OM, non-baked
OM; B-OM, baked OM; 1, PBS
extract fraction; 2, SDS+urea
solution extract fraction; 3, 2-ME
solution extract fraction.

20

14

[Blot]

2.2.2 HBE—ERHEMEDS RIERE

Sup. D& R BPREEIX, Lowry EICTERE LT, W OEERZ Wbz N T
t. V1L 0 TIEKE SR OM, L OM, #5 X ORKERR OM X Y HERk OM o J5 3 B KAE
s LTz,

RV UHBIZEB VT (Fig. 4A), 8 OM Tk, {04y (0.78+0.05 mg/mL) 75
141k 30 43 (0.93 £0.08 mg/mL) THEZENA LN (p<0.05), HMHFEIX 19.2%I2 &
EED | ZD% 120 53 F TEAL L2205 T2, IELOM T, H1t 0 43 (0.80+0.05 mg/mL)
M HEAE 120 73 (0.81 + 0.05 mg/mL) FTHEREIZA LR >T-, KBk OM TiE,
1k 0 43 (0.81+0.01 mg/mL) & {H{k 60 %7 (0.89+0.01 mg/mL) THEZMNHA LIV

(p < 0.05), ¥EINERIT 9.8%I2& EF V| Mk 120 0 TR L oTc, —J7 T, BERK
OM Ti%, ¥t 04> (0.34+0.01 mg/mL) 75 iH{k 30 4> (0.85+0.05 mg/mL) F THE
CHIN L 72 (HEANER 150.0%), & D% bENITHII L7225, W1k 30 4y i A THEHl OM,
MMELOM, 6 L OARBERN OM & [FIRRED Z /37 BREE TE LT,

FE TV AEIZIBWT (Fig. 4B). 5 OM, MEOM, I L UKBER OM D &
U BRI CRIEE A ETL LR o T2, BERL OM D& L /8 B 1 TR I
Bl L=, £ LT, ik 60 0 DEEA T, 1.07+0.03 mg/mL (K% OM), 1.05+0.04
mg/mL (J1Z OM), 1.00 = 0.01 mg/mL (KHFepk OM), 1.03 +0.04 mg/mL (JERk OM)
EHBREIR LN ST,
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U FY I BT (Fig. 4C) . K55 OM., JIEVOM., 3 L OUREER OM D % /32
BHREIX, X7V BXOFE RN UL ERERIZIZEE A EB(L LD o T2, — T,
BERL OM O & L3 7 R Ed . 151k 0 4> (0.58 + 0.02 mg/mL) 725741k 120 43 (0.64 +

0.03 mg/mL) F CTHERE( LT o7,
i A (Pepsin digestion)
laaAaAA AAAGBEB A A AABB

B B A AA
1'z-bal:laaa a a a a a c bbb ab d c b a

ab
1.0 A1
0.8 -1
0.6 A
0.4 A

0.2 A

Protein concentration (mg/mL)

00 -

0 10 30 60120 0 10 30 60120 0 10 30 60120 0 10 30 60120 (min)

B (Chymotrypsin digestion)
1494AAAAA AAAMAA ABBCAA BCCAGB

127 Ja a a a a a a a a a a a a a a c b ba a

1.0 A -|—- - _ ™
08 A
06 A
04 A
0.2 A
00 -

0 10 30 60120 0 10 30 60120 0 10 30 60120 0 10 30 60120 (min)

Protein concentration {(mg/mL)

C (Trypsin digestion)

14 4 A AAAAB A AAAC B B BB D
a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a da 4 a a a

12 -
10 [ = 1 il
08
06
04
02 A
00 |

0 103060120 © 103060120 © 103060120 0 10 30 60120 (min)
M purified OM [ Heated OM [INon-baked OM [ Baked OM

Protein concentration (mg/mL)

Fig. 4. Protein concentrations in Sup. after digestion.

Protein concentrations in Sup. after pepsin digestion (A), chymotrypsin digestion (B),
and trypsin digestion (C) were determined by the Lowry method. Data are presented as
mean = SE. Significant differences in protein concentrations were determined by the
Tukey method of one-way ANOVA. Significant differences between samples (p < 0.05) are
indicated by different capital letters (A, B, C and D), and significant differences within
samples (p < 0.05) by different small letters (a, b, ¢ and d).

Sup., supernatant.



2.3.3 H—BERHELEDOF 0 BGHIR & 2l

BAHALEER 1T L A EMEIX,. SDS-PAGE XU &/ 7oy NMITHENT L7z, #EHE
RO 0 53 THLIEZ DAL 10 43, Sup. DEHEMES R 7 BREEN RS & 72 > 71l
1t 60 73 & W=, XTI TR (Fig. 5A). 2 TD Sup. D% > 237 FHNE{L 10 4
Sy Sd, 20~30 kDa 3 L OMESy 7Kk (20 kDa LLF) TV RIS iz, Z0%
1L 60 7 Tlk, 20~30 kDa O3> RidiE & A ER ST, K0 FHElgk o> K23
Shilc,e AL/ 7wy FORFREHET D L, R OM, I#E OM, L UOAREENK OM T
IZ. SDS-PAGE I THER S NT21F & A E DRk Akt Sz, —J7BEk OM Tl 1
.60 53 TH L /X7 BIREDMU OB L FIFRE L e o7y, A L/ Ty MBI L3 R
TS B S, BRI, AR FREBO MR I3, BERK OM TIRIE & A B S e
o7c, FTo. BERK OM 28T 5 Ppt. Tl RO D IR S22, Sup. & [FIERIZHRERFHY
< 7257 (Fig. 5B).

X R T UUEETIE (Fig. 6A). 2T Sup. DX /R TERT v Mk & RIERIC
THAE 10 70 THR SHVIGO TP N7V b & 372 0 SRR S S 7z, Sup.Oifs R
BT D &, X UMW RS, BERRL OM TS TR D 23 iRl 4 233 & A E
HENZ2D o7, ET2BERL OM (T, 72 AH R & [RIERIC Ppt. TR SR S 723,
RIS 7 (Fig. 6B).

FU 72 U E T, 2 TO Sup. B LN Ppt. /32 Ro3F — 338k 0 530 B E{L3 72
Motz (Fig. 7A, B),
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A B

[CBB] § POM  HOM NOM  B-OM g POM  HOM NOM  B-OM
© o
(Pa) 2 5 10 60 0 10 60 010 60 0 10 60 (kDa) = 0 10 60 0 10 60 0 10 60 0 10 60
97 | 97 [= ol
66 | w— 66 |- .
45 |- 15 |-
il
! lt . .
0w W - 20 |w
uls @ 14 |
-
- = - -
Blot] —
-

- - -

Fig. 5. Digestibility of OM in samples after pepsin digestion.
Digestibility by pepsin in Sup. (A) and Ppt. (B) of each sample was evaluated by SDS-

PAGE (15% polyacrylamide gel) and immunoblotting.
Marker, molecular weight marker (CBB) or OM (blot); P-OM, purified OM; H-OM,

heated OM; N-OM, non-baked OM; B-OM, baked OM; 0, 10, 60, digestion time (min);
Sup., supernatant; Ppt., precipitate.

(CBB] 5 POM H-OM  N-OM  B-OM &  POM H-OM  N-OM  B-OM
T T
(kD2) 3 5 1060 0 1060 0 1060 0 10 60 (kba) = 0 10 60 0 1060 0 10 60 O 10 60
-— & |
97 | 97 -
66 [w— 66 E -
45 | a5
ok
30 ‘..’.--m 30 |
20 | 20 (™
-
14 |- 14 &
[Blot] “

# -

:
!

Fig. 6. Digestibility of OM in samples after chymotrypsin digestion.
Digestibility by chymotrypsin in Sup. (A) and Ppt. (B) of each sample was evaluated by

SDS-PAGE (15% polyacrylamide gel) and immunoblotting.
Marker, molecular weight marker (CBB) or OM (blot); P-OM, purified OM; H-OM,

heated OM; N-OM, non-baked OM; B-OM, baked OM; 0, 10, 60, digestion time (min);
Sup., supernatant; Ppt., precipitate.
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[CBB] E P-OM H-OM N-OM B-OM ‘_.1;; P-OM H-OM N-OM B-OM
© ©
kP2) S 4 10 60 0 10 60 0 10 60 0 10 60 (kba) = o 1060 0 1060 0 10 60 O 10 60
o7 | 97 | e kanbin
66 | w— 66 |- -
45 | - 45 |-
-." T R
30 | - .... 30 |-
20 (™= 20 | ™
14| 14 %

[Blot] iiT
T TRT T I v was

Fig. 7. Digestibility of OM in samples after trypsin digestion.
Digestibility by trypsin in Sup. (A) and Ppt. (B) of each sample was evaluated by SDS-

PAGE (15% polyacrylamide gel) and immunoblotting.
Marker, molecular weight marker (CBB) or OM (blot); P-OM, purified OM; HOM,
heated OM; N-OM, non-baked OM; B-OM, baked OM; 0, 10, 60, digestion time (min);

Sup., supernatant; Ppt., precipitate.

2.3.4 B /NBETNEBEDOY U RIERE

Sup.D ¥ X7 B EE A Lowry {EICCERE LT-, HiHLIZkB W T (Fig. 8A). F5i OM
Tik, L 04> (4.51+£0.12 mg/mL) 72>5iH L 10 47 (6.21+0.06 mg/mL) THEZANI
LI (p<0.05), HINFEIL3T.T%THY . £D%KIHL 120 50 ETEL Lo 7, N
#OM B L ORBERK OM ICBWTH, [AEROMBEBEAHER SN, —F5 T, ek OM T,
H1E 0 57 (0.89+0.04 mg/mL) 75 iHAL 60 43 (5.91+0.10 mg/mL) 22T CTH EIZHIN
L (p<0.05), HM=RIT567T% Tdh>7=, ZDHGHEMLTZ25, TH(L 60 43 DS THLOD
BEEFIRRED X 7 EiREETELR,

B 10 b & FH O/ MEEEIcB VT (Fig. 8B), K OM., N#L OM, 35 X UVRHE
B OM 1%, (& A ERIF BT BN RN -T2, —J7 T, ik OM 131k 0 43 (0.64
+ 0.01 mg/mL) 751k 120 43 (0.74 £ 0.01 mg/mL) (2 CTHEICHEM L7 (g

15.6%. p<0.05),
B 60 /3 H{E 2 T/ M ki sy T (Fig. 8C) . K5 OM, EOM, I L USREE
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B OM 1%, 1T & A EREF 72 B IT A B /e o T2, —H T, BERk OM 13381k 0 43 (0.94
+ 0.01 mg/mL) 7>5H1K 120 43 (1.01 + 0.01 mg/mL) (2 CTHEICEM L7 (FgnsR

7.4%. p<0.05),

A (Gastric digestion)

8.0 1 a d bc ¢ ab a b a a a a d ¢ b b a

o
W
W
W

Protein concentration (mg/mL)
o
o
]
H
H

6.0 B

4.0 4

0.0 -

0 10 30 60120 0 103060120 0 103060120 0 10 30 60120 (min)

B (Duodenal digestion with 10 min of gastric digestion)

=
M
]

abab b a ab NS NS b a a ab a

=
(=]
1

Protein concentration (mg/mL)
e e 2 @ @
o N B o @
L 1 1 1 1
]
b
]

T T

0 10 30 60120 0 1030 60120 0 103060120 0 1030 60120 (min)

C (Duodenal digestion with 60min of gastric digestion)
NS b ab ab a ab NS b b a a a

=
L)
J

T = I /N

Protein concentration (mg/mL)
e e 2 e o =
(@] ha =y [=)] [s2] (=]
L 1 1 1 1 1
H

0 10 30 60120 0 10 30 60120 0 103060120 0 1030 60120 (min)
B purified OM [ Heated OM [ Non-baked OM [H Baked OM

Fig. 8. Protein concentrations in Sup. after gastric and duodenal digestion.

Protein concentrations in the Sup after gastric digestion model and duodenal model were
determined using the Lowry method. Results are presented as mean + SE. Significant
differences were analyzed using Tukey’s method of one-way ANOVA. Significant inter
sample differences (p < 0.05) are indicated by different lowercase letters (a, b, ¢, and d).

OM, ovomucoid; Sup., supernatant.
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2.3.5 B - /MNBETNHELERD S N7 MR & SRR

B« /NHET ML HIEMEIEL, SDS-PAGE 53X 0 &/ 7oy MITHT L7z, HiH
{ETiE (Fig. 9A). Sup.?® ¥ > /)7 E N L 10 53 DR T S, 20~30 kDa B8 LY
K573l (20kDa LAT) T/ R S4v7z, £ D%IE{E 60 43 Tld, 20~30kDa @
NURFFEAERHSNRhoT, A 5778y NOFEREZLKRT 5 L B OM, /nEk
OM, 3 K UUREER OM Tlx, SDS-PAGE |2 THER ST & A & DRI 23 S 1
2o —J5. BERk OM Ti, 20~30kDa O Rl I3 Sav7o 3, AR5y 7Rl o 53 fife
TR SR o T, E72, BERK OM 1T\ TiE, Ppt RO MRt S =73, Sup.
& TRBRIZRRIRFBOIZ A0 ST,

H 10 /3 Hk 2 AW 7=/ MEEETIE (Fig. 9B) . Sup.35 £ O Ppt. T/METHE{L 120 43 £ T
B 10 23 DAY & RRED /S RF — U S & iz, L L, Bk OM ICB W\ T
(T, Ppt. ORI 120 3 DR CITES Ml STz, o, A &5/ 7T ry FOFERIZE
WT, B b & RIS, BERK OM TiE 20~30 kDa O/l i i3 S =23, K5y 118
W OSEW R NMEE A ERB SN0 o T,

H 60 W k& H =Bk Tix (Fig. 9C). B 10 23 E{bw & Rgkic, /METE L 120
5y & THIME 60 2 Do fRE R L REIBED N R — U PR &SN T, 4 A 7 ay hOfE
RIZBWT, I OM, JnEL OM., I L UARBER OM TI3nfl i st s iz, —J7.
BERL OM CTIX AR T & A R Sz oTz,
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P-OM H-OM N-OM B-OM

C [cBB]

(kDa)

A [CBB] £ POM HOM N-OM B-OM B [cBB] & POM HOM N-OM B-OM

Enzyme
Marker
Enzyme

@
15

&
1235123512351235

& &
(kDa) 21234 1234123412348 (kDa) 21 235123512351235
97

97
66 66
45 45

30 30

20 20

14 14

Sup. (sl (Blot]

= @ - @ - o
[CBB] % P-OM  HOM NOM  B-OM £ [cBB] % P-OM H-OM N-OM B-OM £ [cBB] % P-OM  H-OM N-OM  B-OM £
(kba) 21 2341234123412348 koa) 2 1235123512351235 & (ka) 21235 123512351235 &

[Blot] [Blot]

Fig. 9. Digestibility of OM in samples after gastric and duodenal digestion.

Digestibility in gastric digestion (A) and duodenal digestion with 10 min (B) and 60 min
(C) of gastric was evaluated by SDS-PAGE (15% polyacrylamide gel) and
immunoblotting. SDS-PAGE and blotting at the top of each result indicate the Sup., and
SDS-PAGE and blotting at the bottom indicate the Ppt..

Marker, molecular weight marker (CBB) or OM (blot); P-OM, purified OM; H-OM,
heated OM; N-OM, non-baked OM; B-OM, baked OM; 1, 0 min digestion; 2, 10 min
digestion; 3, 30 min digestion; 4, 60 min digestion; 5, 120 min digestion; Sup.,
supernatant; Ppt., precipitate.

20



2.4 B

ZNETOMET, OM AL L TWHRA 7 Ry ZOT LVg T AR T
IRE VRN ERH BT > TS (Lemon-Mulé 5, 2008; Lieberman ©,2012), Z @
e LT, NAfb L7z OM 13/hEZ 7 H e & ITREREERZZHRL TN DH710
(2, LR IC L DB A2 TIC< < R E L2 RIETHRL S N D & B 2 KETIE, %
W LT OM O MEZ H—EERIC L 5TH LB LOE - /DT T AEILIEER TRET L
720

bR I L DTHIEB L O - /MEET WEAGIZ TYE M 2 M 0T L7245 5. BERk OM

BT D Sup.DHF LRI EREN, T OMOREE FFEE & 720 . RSk L7z OM I3k
AN b Lice L7edio T ARG &IOS, R b L7z OM I3iH LRI K % e84
T RIS T LRI STV D ATREVEAY S 2 BTz, — 5T, Sup.O ¥ v /37 B
FEN AR CTh o 723, BERK OM a0k B S 4172 OM D43l A it D #kE & 0 A7

USRI T2 2 BN E o7, BLEDRERNG, INEX X7 E E OM
[H1C SH-SS ZSH i 12 & T A AN A & 5 2 & THE OM M#E OM & 272 2 30k
fEZ L WLBROREBELZ T3, LR HbahmEbLiceExbhd, L
L. b b AR ED OM 238ERL OM @ Ppt. 2 b —iRH S 7z, Ziud, HERk OM IX
FEEE OM 36 L OB OM (TEE A, AR b3 225, vk TOTHIICIRFE A2 24
HAREMEN B B, HR L7/ & X378 E OM MOFEAEAERIZE Y, BEsk OM IFAEb

T OM 2Z/NEZ R 7RI AT TW D AR H Y . £ XV JE Y D/
FH T ENEICHEENDS Z LT, OM OMENEL oot BEZ HND, Lo
T, RIS AT L LRI & 5 ATREMEIC N 2, — ¥R R b LR Cl S g, 1k

WCHEH SN D AREME S B 2 B D,

H— BRIV TL 60 B OWLBERIC X D RO EN LB, T
VI CIIRS DDA RH S, X R Y TV TIR L STV D SRR
BAr L, N TV B TII L RS0 E W) R A BT, b Y Y AT
OM BeL R SNieho7ed, OM L b U 7y v EFEA L TAREE AR Z R L, Y
TrorEMETL NI S oA e e —L LTERT 2 2 & lEE TV (Zhou b,
1989), TDIEMIZ L > TR FY U ANEHE LS, OM B3k SN2 ol B2 b
D, £le. ARMEMIDZ R EIZS ) TV oA e B —OIElR S D Z L 3o
TWAHN, MBLERIC L > TR 7oA v b B X —JEMEERAL NI X B E TS MM T
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THZEDRHLMNERS TS (Kagam B, 1987), BEpk OM b NEC Kk 2 MIRZ Iz &
D NUF oA e B IR E S, BETEEME T2 2 & 2 M L2 3E
RODRIIFE NN oTe, XTIV ATBOKET X/ BO N Rimfllls LOFEBRT X /%
D C R, FE 8T ATEEBRET I BEO C Kbz BIRANTMAK 3T 5 R
Ffo, Flo, MUV T oA e X —ERICE > T, FEF M) 7V U OIFHENME T 5 AlEE
PEbHE STV D (i &/, 1970), IR OENL N Y oA e B s —
TERHOTWIZ LT, XV eXE N 7Y UAARBIC L DHLERVOEVWRE X - &
HEShs, £z, B - /NEET L THBRRRP GO, B TIIRERAICHL S
TV /NBEIETIZ AN RARZ =B bR B BT L S LT no Tz, Zhb
Db, BIHEDOBRE THIb SN o7 OM IVNMBEEE TITHE L Sz < vz &2
EZE2 I, B TCOWEEBRTSTE>T25E OM OF LV U HENMREF S VD ATREMEN S
SY LR

REDOFERIND, BELT D Z & TREL LT OM (X, WHE{ktER WM B L (gl i oy
FAb) PURH BRI T T2 Z b Lol £, SRR IR S FbT 2205,
b b —EBIE AL LIIRIECTIRF T2 2 & b B E o7, Ll REDFERDAT
1T, WIRPEDRE 21T 5 2 EIXTER, LA > TRE T, BERIC XV e 5%
OFEEER) 221 OM £, HLER LS OM, WIS T LV —ER O 2170, T8
{EPED AL L OWRIMED B LR T LIV X —IERFBIICFE L T D05 LT,
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E3E MRETIRLIA PO « BINMELE 7 LLE—ER
FHOMENT (in vivo)

3.1 H®

OM NARELTWDHRA 7 Ry ZI T LA UENMETT 58, ZO7 Ly U
R TFOMFIZE L TSNS > TR, 3 2 ETIHERO 225 OM O kit
MEY TR 24T o7, EORER, BRI K0 AL L7z OM X, Wikz=Z1 22 & TR
R AR L L7 2 SN2 T, Y kDS m B U (gl i RSy 11k) . LR A ek
TTHZERRALMNE o7z, F7o, BEAK OM IZTHEMEA M B L Tneds, —Eid gk
L7IREECHRTE L, MLICRZ BT 2 2 L bBB e ode, L - T, AL
OM [ TREBFIIC AL L, RIREL T2 OM L0 (4 LT RN~ E D Z LT
A R D o3 fET R 2 77 LV X =R SIS B G D HUR N Eak Lic< w2 & T T b
XSG S D TREMEDN B D, Flo, —TIIAL L EEFT 22 L TR
SMCHEE S, SERFE B E CHE LRV LT, 7 LAVF—ERFRE IS S 5 ATREM:
BEZ BTz, L LBERETIX, Z OB EOBLAERFEFRICHE L 52 T D0, +
D% DORINEDE NN EL 52 TOWDENARHATH D,

FITARETIE, OM 7 LAX—FF /L~ 2% AW invivoiRBRIC L v | 3B 54%
OFEEE 72 M OM &, TH(LE 5 L OFETH OM OIRREZRHT L. BERK OM OV « BRIk
ZHAONITHZEERAME LT,
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3.2 FHik
3.2.1 #kt

TR OEIEHZIE, B CE-2 (HAZ LT RSt 26 L, BED IR
L7=KEEL7 /b 2 =% 54 L (Aluminium hydroxide gel, Alum) I, &+ 7 A L AF0k
FiER SR L VA LTz,

HRP-linked anti-mouse IgE i Bethyl Laboratories (Montgomery, TX, USA) 75
ALz,

3.2.2 OM &k}
F2ETIHERLIZbDOEMEM LT,

3.2.3 EMpER
KR OBERIL, L HERFPERTFEMEREZEZICLVAGR S OKRES 140 B
FUN140-1) | A dT B RFEY T E I MT - 7o, FREWIT, I 23.0+£2.0C T
TREE 50 + 5%ITIRIAVTZHE T, 12 FEM OG- 7 v (8:00-20:00) IZTHIHF L7z, &
7o, K& CE-2 1 ZBHEBRTH-TZ,
ARFFECTIE, 6 Ol BALB/c ~ 7 A (n=38) Z# HAT AT )L — kXSt HHEA
L. Fig. 10 D X 5 ICEBRETTo72, TLAF—HO~T A (n=30) (X, 5 mg OM/PBS
100 uL & alum 100 pL % 2 #@[#3 =12 3 FIEENE G35 2 & T OM IZE/FE 7, &
CETLAX—HE (n=8) 12X, PBS 100 uL & alum 100 pL # fEFENEE- L7, OM

(Zxbd DRI, B2 ELISA 154 W C il OM Fe IgE (sIgE) Huifliz fllE LiF
filiL7z (Fig.11), OM #EtO#E 0 ARRRERAT, ~ ¥ A3 12 Bl & OKITA mER)
Wiz, MOARREE LT PBS, i OM, M#E OM, I XUWER OM Kkt (60 mg) #
AL L, 7 LAX—EROFHE & OM Ol « WM % fight L 7=,

T LR —RERIE, EBERE (0. 30, 60, 90, BLUN12047) BLOT LLX—IE
KA =75l (0, 30, 60, 90, 35 KT8 120 43) (2 Tafili L7z, EAGRIZ, PBS, K% OM,
B OM, F L UWERL OM D% A4 G-/l & 2542 30, 60, 90, 35K T 120 43 THIE L.
BRI OEIGEOZELETIME L7z, 7 LV —ER A2 27 OFEMIL, Table 1 2R L
7z (Li B, 2000), F7-f0ARRERRRC, mikEE (0, 30, 60, 90, X T 120 53).
FEERRE (120 29[ . IFENAYEREL (120 7)) Z21T-7, BERNEDIX, 1Y TLT
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ey
=

T CAMERE D720 OLREER] (ZZ23E) 12, v 7 A0 D IGE & GIFR L CTHE L 7=,
BEITE. MME. B, BEROKRBICXS L, NEIT 6 5%, KIEE20E Lz, BHEW
AL PBS Ty LCEU L, 058 (10000Xg, 4°C. 10 47) # LA EIULL Sup.
L L7, 61T, B 2-ME Wil &2 M2 TR S 37 a2t L Ppt. & Lo, ARbfF
FeTIE, RO G 120 SLANICIETE Lic~ o A (RERL OM B 2 L) (MR 5520 S BRI
L7,

ELICFAEDOT 7 a3 — L TEREZITV (n=40), 5% 60 5 OIENEWR L OF#E

HAEHT L7,

0 1 2 3 4 5 week
i.p. PBS 100 pL Purified
Non-allergy (n = 8) == u m
gy { ) +alum 100 pL oM - Symptom observation at 30, 60, 90 and 120 min.
PBS (n = 8) e = PBS = - Rectal temperature measurement at 30, 60, 90
and 120 min.
i _ Purified N
Purified OM (n =6) == B 1 owm ”| - Blood sampling at 30, 60, 90 and 120 min.
5 mg Purified OM/100 pL
+alum 100 pL Heated E ling for 120 mi
Heated OM (n = 8) = a o - eces sampling for min.
- Stomach, smallintestine, cecum and large
Baked OM (n = 8) =i | Bg';;d | intestine sampling at 120 min.
) 1 t 1
i.p. i.p. L.p. p.o.

{60 mg/mouse)

Fig. 10. Animal experiment protocol.

Intraperitoneal administration (purified OM 5 mg) was performed at 0, 2, and 4 weeks
(i.p.). Oral administration (purified, heated, and baked OM 60 mg) for allergy evaluation
was performed at 5weeks (p.o.). Each OM sample was orally administered to the mice,
followed by a measurement of rectal temperature (at 30, 60, 90, and 120 min), an
assessment of allergic symptom scores (at 30, 60, 90, and 120 min), and the collection of
blood (at 30, 60, 90, and 120 min), fecal (for 120 min), and intestinal contents (at 120 min).

PBS, phosphate-buffered saline; i.p., intraperitoneal administration; p.o., oral
administration; OM, ovomucoid.

Fig. 11. OM-sIgE levels in the mouse
model of OM allergy.

Results are presented as mean + SE.
Significant differences were analyzed
using the Kruskal-Wallis test.
Significant differences (p < 0.05) are

indicated by different lowercase
0.0 1 - letters (a, b).

0.2 - |

0.1 -

Absorbance (450 nm)

Non- PBS Purified Heated Baked
allergy oM oM oM
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Table 1. Allergy symptoms

Score  Symptoms

0 no symptoms
scratching and rubbing around the nose and head
puffiness around the eyes and mouth, diarrhea, pilar erecti,
reduced activity and decreased activity with increased respiratory rate
3 wheezing, labored respiration and cyanosis around the mouth and the tail
no activity after prodding or tremor and convulsion
death

3.2.4 [H#% ELISA

96 N~ A 7 v L— bz, K OM (PBS T 10 pg/mL [ZFH%) %4 © = /L2 100 pL N
%, 4CT—BufEF b L7z, PBST T 3 [m¥EH#%. 1% BSA/PBST %4 7 = /L2 200 uL N
Z. FEIRT 1REFE L7z, ##E%. ~ v AME (PBS T 10 fi5#4H) %% 7 = /112 100 pL
Mz, 87°CT 1 WIS &# 72, PBST T 3 [EI¥Ei#t%. HRP-linked anti-mouse IgE (1%
BSA/PBST T 1000 {%#78K) %457 = /L2 100 uL il %, 37°CT 1 BffUE &7z, PBST
T2\, ®&WT PBS T2 [EYEH%, TMB 247 = /L2 100 pL I A STz, Ftaik 1
N % 4% 7 = /WU 100 pL N2 SRS 2 45 1R S 72, £ 0%, 450 nm DY 2 1E Lz,

3.2.5 SDS-PAGE
B2 LFERRICAT o Tn, AT, SHHREHIARE I Lz, 3BT 5 ul/L—
ok L7,

326 AA/7uavh

2 B L [FARRICAT o T,

3.2.7 ¥ FA vF ELISA

B2 ELFRRICAT o7z, ABETIE, PBS T 10 pg/mL (ZFH% L 7= anti-OM IgG poly % H
WTCREME U7z, BUBHTIR, MBI E 2 CAIR Lo~ v 2MiE &2 Wiz, £
GUCIT, B OM VAT & N -, Z0% 0 T TIE, 1% BSA/PBST T 0.1 pg/ml 12 7%
L 7z biotin-linked anti-OM 7D 3 X " 1% BSA/PBS T 10000 {547 fR L 72 POD-conjugate
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streptavidin % £/ L 7=,

3.2.8 HEEHEMNT

HEHEATIE EZR version 1.54 (Kanda, 2013) Z AW TITV, HIEMEIZ T X CEHME
HEAERRZE TR LTe, EHMEO ZORKEICIE Kruskal-Wallis 2170, & D1 @ Post-hoc
MRE L Steel-Dwass #fiH L7z, p<0.05 2 HEEZHV & LT,
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3.3 MR
3.3.1 OMRBID 7 LAH L HEfENT

OM 7 LV F—F7 /L~ 7 AIZ OM 2t 0 b, 120 20 TEBEROWER LW
T LR —EROFAM ZAT o 72, 80 /3t O EMGROZELEIX, i OM #£T-1.1+0.2°C,
DBV OM BET-1.1+£0.1°CE 20, JET LAF—HE (0.0£0.1C) LvABEICKELIETL
7= (Fig. 12A; p<0.05), F£7=, 60 ZICHB N TH, HR OM BET-1.3+0.2°C, Iz OM
BET-08+01CE2RY, ETLAX—H (0.0£0.1C) EHEL THEICRKEIKETLE

(Fig. 12A; p < 0.05), —J7. BEAK OM EEICHBWTH EBEIZMET L7228 (3045 : —0.3 +
0.1C. 60743 : =04+ 0.1C), FET7 LLF—REL IR L THERZEIZA BN -T2 (Fig.
12A),

30 3HDOT LAX—ERA T IE, M OMBET2.6+0.4, MEAOMAET23+£0.2 &
20, FETLILR—FE (0.0 +0.00 KYVARICEMEL R L (Fig. 12B; p<0.05), F7z,
60 3% TR OM HEC 2.4 £ 0.3, M OM £ T 1.9+ 0.1, 90 /%I OM #£T 1.9 +
0.6, MZLOM HET 0.8 £ 0.2 £72 1D, 90 % £ THT LILF—#E (604 : 0.0 + 0.0, 90
5y :0.0+£0.0) LV AEICEMEEZ R L (Fig. 12B; p<0.05), —Ji. BERK OM DT L)L
F—JER 2 a7 EH LA (804 :0.9+0.3, 6047 :09+0.3, 904y : 0.3+0.2), Fk
T LR —REL I L THEREITA bR D> (Fig. 12B),

0.5 1 57 =@==Non-allergy (n=8)
PBS (n=8)
_ 0.0 2 4 === Purified OM (n = 6)
O ] o Heated OM (n = 8)
d 1@ o ) ]
2 g b =0==Baked OM (n=8)
2.0.5 a I 23 -
3 ab g L
g "5_ “--(—\
ELl.O a=g@e=Non-allergy (n = 8) §.2 Q
= 4
8 \ PBS (n =8) o ) s
%15 | b —o—Purified OM (n=6) & 1 |
a Heated OM (n = 8) ?: ab
o
—o—Baked OM (n = 8) NS a a \ NS
2.0 0o L —30
0 30 60 90 120 0 30 60 90 120
The time after oral administration (min) The time after oral administration (min)

Fig. 12. Changes in rectal temperature and allergic symptom score.

Rectal temperature change (A) and allergic symptom score (B) were evaluated for 120
min. The allergic symptom scores were as follows: 0, no symptoms; 1, scratching around
the nose and head; 2, diarrhea, pilar erecti, and reduced activity; 3, wheezing and cyanosis
around the mouth and tail; 4, no activity after prodding; and 5, death. Results are
presented as mean + SE. Significant differences were analyzed using the Kruskal-Wallis
test. Significant inter group differences (p < 0.05) are indicated by different lowercase
letters (a, b, and ¢). The values in Fig.5 (0, 10, 30, 60, and 120) indicate the time after oral
administration (min).

PBS, phosphate-buffered saline; OM, ovomucoid.
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3.8.2 In vivo |23} B {HLAEARAT

OM 7 LV F—F7 /b~ 7 A2 OM iR H G- L, 60 3 & T8 120 2R R OIHLE R
BY), 725 NT 120 43 F TERILL 723 % SDS-PAGE S5 X0 A/ 71 v MTTHENT LT,
60 7y DIALENE W % fEpT L2558, K5 OM 3 L OV OM #:1Z. /M5O Sup.io OM
o EWT R L LRt e (Fig. 183A, B). —J7. BERK OM REIZ. FEE OM F6 K OVInEL
OM & [FIERIZ/NIE D Sup A2 D F DS il i 3 S 7223 Ppt.s & AR5 fiED OM 73
&7z (Fig. 13C), 120 2r DIELE WA Z it L7k, X TOREZIBW T Sup. b
L O Ppt.H OM IFHe i S 472 o 72 (Fig. 14),

F2EPO OM bILENEY & RIRRICHNT L7228, T X TOREZHB VT Sup. B LT
Ppt.7» 5 OM i3 & Ze -7 (Fig. 15),
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r 3
5 g ———— ©
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20 |-
I} I‘
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Fig. 13. In vivo digestibility of OM at 60 min.

The digestibility of purified OM (A), heated OM (B), and baked OM (C) at 60 min was
evaluated using SDS-PAGE (15% polyacrylamide gel) and immunoblotting. SDS-PAGE
and blotting at the top of each result indicate the Sup, and SDS-PAGE and blotting at the
bottom indicates the Ppt. The value of lanes (1-6) indicates the part of the intestine, lower
values indicate the upper part of the intestine.

Marker, molecular weight marker (CBB) or OM (blot); Sup., supernatant; Ppt.,

precipitate.
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Fig. 14. In vivo digestibility of OM at 120 min.

The digestibility of purified OM (A), heated OM (B), and baked OM (C) at 120 min was
evaluated using SDS-PAGE (15% polyacrylamide gel) and immunoblotting. SDS-PAGE
and blotting at the top of each result indicate the Sup, and SDS-PAGE and blotting at the
bottom indicates the Ppt. The value of lanes (1-6) indicates the part of the intestine, lower
values indicate the upper part of the intestine.

Marker, molecular weight marker (CBB) or OM (blot); Sup., supernatant; Ppt.,

precipitate.
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Fig. 15. Detection of OM in feces.

Feces from the purified OM group (A), heated OM group (B), and baked OM group (C)
were evaluated using SDS-PAGE (15% polyacrylamide gel) and immunoblotting. SDS-
PAGE and blotting at the top of each result indicate the Sup, and SDS-PAGE and
blotting at the bottom indicate the Ppt. The value of lanes (1-8) indicates the different

mice.
Marker, molecular weight marker (CBB) or OM (blot); Sup, supernatant; Ppt,

precipitate.
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3.8.3 In vivo |21} B R UNAEARAT

120 43 £ CHEE L 72 MG+ o OM 1L, ¥ K4 »F ELISAIZCER L7, M+ OM
MR 2 B LA R, OM 2% 5 L7k OM, JIZL OM., 35 L UMER OM BEIZH0 T 30
Sy UABED ML OM JEE G L7 (Fig. 16), £ D H THERL OM FEANE & A & DOERILET A
TiHIREA /R L7, 7. area under the curve (AUC) # i L7-fER, B OM T
90.7 + 36.3, MZA OM T 52.4 + 34.2, HERK OM T 12.6 + 8.6 & 721 | HERK OM D i
bIREE R LTz, Lov L, BB CHBRETA LR o T2,

>0 7 PBS (n=8)
.BEB 0= Purified OM (n = 6)
5 4.0 | =O==Heated OM (n = 8)
‘g’ —0=Baked OM (n = 8)
9
® 3.0 -
+—
c
Q
c
o 2.0 -
(8]
o
S
S 1.0 A
£
o]
3
0.0 -

0 30 60 90 120
The time after oraladministration (min)

Fig. 16. In vivo absorptivity of OM.

The absorptivity of OM was evaluated by sandwich ELISA using the
serum of mice with OM allergy. The values in Fig.16 (0, 10, 30, 60, and
120) indicate the time after oral administration (min).

PBS, phosphate-buffered saline; OM, ovomucoid.
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34 B

F2EDOMEIY  ABL L7 OM TN W T 5 Z RN E D | 2O,
WD 2 ONT LAF—IERFROMHNE G L TWD EB X LN, 1 2EIE, H{EMHERM

L. JURICRE SN WIZE LD FEICE TSI END Z &, 2 D HITH(kICEK
MlaZE L, D LT RN~ S du, —5BIEAE L LICRIEE TS~k S h 2 2 & TH D,
% ZCARE T, in vivoilli THIRS B 72 5 OM DH b « BRIMEZ fift L7z,

OM 7 L F—F 7 /b= 22 WV THER OM, E OM, I L UWER OM O 7 Ly
IR RRAT LTRSS, KSR OM 38 X OVINEL OM #E CHEARBEBROER TR LT L b ¥ —
JERA 37O ERARHE LN, —F, B OM BETHEGEROIK TR L O L ¥ —IEfk
Aa7 O EARBLNTDN, BFEREIHALNGR NSz, ZhbD I Enb, Bk OM X
T UL —RERAIIHI S TR Y . ZIVE TOBKIIE L RfEOR R 547z (Lemon-
Mulé %, 2008; Lieberman &, 2012),

In vivo i BRIZ TREL OM, INEL OM., 5 X OYsERL OM DYE b2 b L7255, 11k 60
Sy ORERL OM 35 L OVINE OM B, /MMEO Sup.i2 OM B3Rl & LTSz, —
77, BERK OM BE D IEHR OM 5 L OUINEL OM & [FIERIZ/INIB D Sup. THM il i st S 4z
2. Ppt. 22 HARED OM 3R S 47z, £/, WAk 120 43 Tk, 2T OM IZHLE W
THRIENT, #FrLE OM TR SN hoTe, ZhbDZ & LY BERk OM IZiH L
(A2 58, FE OM 38 X OB OM & RERICIHIb SN D Z RS LT o7z,

WS 2 AT L 7= fE . OM $e5-BEIZH5\ T 30 y AR M OM RN M L=, 7 L
NF—FERITZ 30 3 TE—2ZIZEL, OMWINEIT 90/ T — 2 2Rz, LinL, 3057
R CHIMF S OM BRI ENTEY . ZHICE D BE— 2138287 LV —ERMR
BHINTCEEZOLND, T INHLORERIT, 7L AX—EROE—7 LIRINO B — 27 73
ERIIT —E LW AR EZ "R LT D, E7o, AUC Z bl L 7SR, BERk OM BEAS i
HALEZ R L, 4 OM #EHIHL SV STV a3 M OM IREEIC AN A bivlz, —
75T, AERECIHIL 120 2 OEERNB LOE TS OM At SR> Z &6 OM
ITERNNRIL SN2 EZZ BID, LavL, PR TR T & 2RV i OFRRE T, ok~
Pelt 7o FREME S & 2 b D, Matsuoka & (2017) 1%, 7~ MIBITLAEIFE P TID
EMZ o7 GRS (NPU) 23 100%IEWVEECH D Z L2t LTnh, 202 &n
5, K OM 5 X ONE OM L 0 i kM2 B LT % BER OM 23R &S 41 TU e uaf
REPEIME S | RS FRIC X DU G REDIR F 28t OM JREED AT EOIK T 25| &
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ZLEAREEDR D B, LIZ2So T, BERR OM 13K OM 35 L OVINEL OM & $7p % 43 fiR iy 1
Lo TEY BINSN7TZ OMICIGEFUADNHES LICS K Ro TV D AMREMNE X b5,
F7o, BERL OM bl P TR &Nz Z &8 —EBOBER OM IRy T (BUiRKE A HREDS
KTF) LTWARWIREETIIREN T WA, LavL, Wik « BIICEERIA 205 Z & T, AL
FTOERNICE Y A FIVERFIROBMEE TET 22 L3R 7 LAFERFERITITE
HISWATREEEN B 2 Hivd,

AREOFRERNG, K OM I K OWIE OM 1%, HIk S D M —E D3R i 3547 L7
REE TR SH, ERHIZ IgE FUABEATH 2L T LAF—EREZFHHE L TV
DAREMED R S Tz, —J5 . BERL OM IZ, YEARICH R 2 B4 2 MK+ O o iRl i (Bt
FHREERENMET) ETHIESNIRETRIN S L, £ O0ER AIZ IgE Pk e LIc<
WZ & TT LR —EIRD I S TV D ATREME DS 7RI S T,

AWFFEL D . R Lz OM &, BRI LIRS L L3 < s 28T TLv
F—IERFFEHEOIMHNZ D72 D T EBNRBE I T,
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HBAE AT R LA FOREOREFRIEITE T D AR O

41 HIY

HINT LF—0 OIT DIF & A EIFEP TIEAZ AW TN D2, SEIZlk~7= Xk 9127 v
NE—JERFBEOV R N b, L, TULFUHERMEFTLTWERA 7 Ry 7%
OITICHWAZ T, UAZ 2K L7 OIT # £ CTX 2 a[REMEN H D, 3 L R
L7z OM 13, KESBHURISGGER S LWl & LT, —idbiiici@isns 5
fEWT R L LTINS TE Y, OIT THEAHFAMLEZ 52 EnEBE2 N5,
FBINT LR —BEL, SERTFER OB HEI A RCHINO B A L TR A
WL CLEIBEBHFET D, LinL, A7 Ry ZI3HINE LTORRITES 220 | &
WHVAF LT INTEY, TDO L) REBEE IR LK CE DA RENRHY . T LrF—
FEIRFEFE Y A 7 DRSS bR EHT 2,

PER AN S 72 5 OM % MV 72 OIT D i B4~ 2 AF58131E & A £ 720 Leonard 5 (2012)
X, OM 7 LA¥—E7 /L~ 7 A% W2 in vivo i RERIZE W T, L OM F5 L OVnEk OM
Z - OIT % 320 L7z, 2 OfEFE, K OM 5 X OUNEL OM & ICEAFRAME T8,
T UK —ERBIH SN2 Z EE2HE LTS, L LAERL, 258717 0 7% —
S NE AL O BEHERL 2 i3~ 5 IgA HUiR (Strait 5, 2011), Th2 Jn& % KB3 5 1gGl Hi
KB L Thl JH& % K3 % 1gG2a $iffk (Castan &, 2020) OZEENZ OV CTIIMEHT S 4
TRV, o, Zius THIERDO T A F A O THIEIT ST 6, i OM
BB L ONEL OM % v 7z OIT 1, JEROMBENI A DN FEMII A TH D, £z, A
7 Ry Z7ETND X7 OM BPAE L TV D alEHE V7= OIT O#FZEE72 < SER ]
MEDH LN E I IMBARATH D,

ZZTARETIE, OM 7 LAF—ET /L~ T A5 LT OM BAREL L TV 5 5ERK OM
Wiz OIT Z17W\, KT VAT AL LTe_A 7 R=y 7 & iz OIT BNAERDMRE L
Too Fiz, BREPURMNI L OV A A L OHT BTV, SEISEIC OV T HRF L2,
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4.2 Fik
4.2.1 ¥E

HRP-linked anti-mouse IgA.IgG1, 3 & O IgG2a I3 Bethyl Laboratories (Montgomery.
TX. USA) KVIEALZ,

4.2.2 OM RpHEsl
FEQECIER L OEMER L,

4.2.3 BEWMER
KT OBYFEFIL, 4 TBRFERFBMIEREESICL VARSI KREFS 156).,
4 BRI P B) FEHO E IS OE VW FE N L 7o, FEREM OB RETIL. 5 3 mMLEKETH
=R
AT TIX, 6 IO BALBlc v 7 A (n=35) & BAT AT LY —HASH DA
L. Fig. 17T D X 5 ICERETTo 72, TLAF—HO~T A (n=27) X, 5 mg OM/PBS
100 pL & alum100 pL % 2 ##f#d =12 3 mIEENE G35 2 & T OM IIZEFE 7, &
CHETLAX—HE (n=8) 12X, PBS 100 uL & alum 100 pL ZfEFENEE L7, OM
kb B IR, FI#E ELISA 5% AW CiiiE OM-sIgE Hiffffiz #lE Uik L7 (Fig.
18), FAMEENS G- 1AK% 5, &R 1[EO OIT # 4 BT 72, —MBAICHNWS

T2 OIT DHUF G R AW S5 FETH D720, 5 -5 9B Tha ITh
F#RGEAENEEZ (1, 2, BLO5mg), BOEGEIX, FH OM 2 HWTEHERNTA
IIPEDSHERR S TZ RISV THRGE L7z, £72 OIT (2id, PBS, K OM. JI#E OM,
K OERL OM 2 7z, OIT OFZMEIX, 7 LV —3fil, P Z®E), 35 X OVNGHE
fe DB s FE BB TR L 72,

T LV, 58, L BION10BERHTER OM (20mg) &~ v A ISR O#E
L. 30 DBOEMREL LT LAF—ERA 27 (Tablel, Li 5, 2000) 12 CiFffi L7z,

BEGEIE, R OM O OB & 5% 30 3 OZATHME L7z, £/-5W, 7T, BX

OV 10 R R R HERIML U, fii#% ELISA 1T OM-F 21 IgA (sIgA). sIgE. )
IgG1 (sIgG1l). $¢¥i I1gG2a (sIgG2a) ZMIE L7z, 10 BERFOREOEE 30 5% DT L
X —ERFHMZIZ, BB ABRIRLE 2o ZAMRERIR Uz, 72, DRI I
B AWz, o7V TE A Y 7T R T CRMERI D 720 O D EFER] (2258
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BE) Bl FE M LTz, BRI LTe A = URB L OEIGIX, VT v # A4 L PCRICEEM L7z, &

F7eCiE, 10 @E CHAFE L~ T A 204 & L,

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 9 10 week
Non-allergy (n = 8) ==t i.p. PBS 100 pL + alum 100 plL — o
PBS 200 L
Non-OIT (N=6) = et b
purified OM OIT (n = 7) = pom | poMm [ P-om | P-OM purified .
5 mg Purified OM/100 ul img ) 2mg ) sme | Smg om
+alum 100 pL
Heated OM OIT {n = 8) m=md H-OM | H-OM | HOM | H-OM |__ -
1mg 2mg 5mg 5mg
Baked OM OIT n = 6) = BOM | BOM | BOM | BOM §___ —
1mg 2mg 5mg 5mg
i.p. i.p. i.p. p.o p.o. p.o.

Fig. 17. Animal experiment protocol (OIT).

Intraperitoneal administration (purified OM 5 mg) was performed at 0, 2, and 4 weeks
(i.p.). Oral administration (purified OM 20 mg) for allergy evaluation was performed at
5, 7, and 10 weeks (p.o.), while oral administration (OM samples 1, 2, and 5 mg) for OIT
was performed daily.

PBS, phosphate-buffered saline; i.p., intraperitoneal administration;
administration; P-OM, purified OM; H-OM, heated OM; B-OM, baked OM

p.o., oral

0.5 A
. b a a a a
g 04 -
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e,&?\ o o<\ N N
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Fig. 18. OM-sIgE levels in the mouse model of OM allergy (OIT).
Results are presented as mean + SE. Significant differences were analyzed
using the Kruskal-Wallis test. Significant differences (p < 0.05) are indicated by

different lowercase letters (a, b).
P-OM, purified OM; H-OM, heated OM; B-OM, baked OM
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4.2.4 [E#% ELISA

W33 L FRRICAT o 7, AREETIE, BUBHC PBS THR L=~ v 2 Mgz M= (IgE fi#
B 1:10, IgA - IgG1 - IgG2a T 1:100), Z D% TFTIL. 1% BSA/PBST CAR L7=
HRP-linked anti-mouse IgA. IgE, IgG1, 35 X' IgG2a # 7= (IgE f##r 1:1000, IgA -
IgG2a fi##T 1:5000, IgG1l fi#HT 1:20000), AFERTlL, EAEMRERFIC OM-sIgE Hiifffin
RbEholz~ U AMiExE, FHEORYT 4 7Tar ba—n e LTHEALE,

4.2.5 BIETFRIOLE

RNA (%, BioMasher® Il (BI#/ bR SHE) 1 THlMk A %% . RNeasy® Mini Kit
(Qiagen, Venlo, Netherlands) # i L C/ A =/U3s L OVING#HR > S L7=, RNA
#2FE1X. Nano Drop 2000 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Roskilde, Denmark) #f#if L C
ER Lz, 0% L7- RNA (%, High-Capacity RNA-to-cDNA Kit (Thermo Fisher
Scientific, Roskilde, Denmark) #ffiffl L CH#zE L7z, U 7 /L% A A PCR %, PowerUp
SYBR Green Master Mix (Thermo Fisher Scientific, Roskilde, Denmark) % i\
Thermal Cycler Dice® Real-Time System Lite (¥ 17 /A AR EH) (2T T2, 7
7 A ~—I& B-actin, IL-10, IL-13, MUC2, B XU Claudin-2 ZfFH L. Al4iE Table 2
{27k L7= (Cardoso &, 2009; Shigemura &, 2014; Volynets &, 2016; Liu &, 2020; Pérez-
Rodriguez ©,2020), N7 A¥—E VB I21E, B-actin = Hv 7, HEY A 717 nm
km—/LiE, 50°CT 2 43, 95°C T 10 ZrfEfR$s L7, 95C T 15, 60°CT 10D H A
I N B0 A D IR LTz, AEXTBIER FREBLEOLEIT, A ACtIEIZ TIT o7,

Table 2. Primers used for real-time PCR.

Gene Forward (5'to 3) Reverse (5'to 3)) Reference

B -actin AGCTGCGTTTTACACCCTTT AAGCCATGCCAATGTTGTCT Cardoso et al. (2009)

IL-10 CTGCTATGCTGCCTGCTCTTACTG ATGTGGCTCTGGCCGACTGG Liu et al. (2020)

IL-13 CATGGCCTCTGTAACCGCAA CCTCATTAGAAGGGGCCGTG Pérez-Rodriguez et al. (2020)
Muc?2 GCTGACGAGTGGTTGGTGAATG AATGAGGTGGCAGACAGGAGAC Shigemura et al. (2014)
Claudin-2 GTCATCGCCCATCAGAAGAT ACTGTTGGACAGGGAACCAG Volynets et al. (2016)
4.2.6 FLEHEAT

HEHENTIX EZR version 1.54 (Kanda, 2013) # MW TiT-o72, fERIT. FHHEAE %R
=T LTz, B ER OFEE ONEE O Z DK EIZIE Kruskal-Wallis 217V, £ D% D
Post-hoc 7€ 1% Steel-Dwass 5 L7-, F7-RFF2 EHMEOMEIZIL Friedman %17
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VY, F D% D Post-hoc #7E 1% Bonferroni Z i L7, p<0.06 ZHEEHV & LT,
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4.3 FEHR
4.3.1 % OM % fi\ 7= OIT D&

RS OM, MNEL OM, 3 L UWERk OM stz 4 MR N#FH32 2 LT, 7 LAF—iE
WRBGET 2 0ERT 272002, 5, 7T, 3 KO 10 HEFFICHR OM Z 72 #% 1A fef
RBREITo7, 5O T LVX—RE (JE OIT, 8 OM, JiE OM., L OBERL OM #f)
DT LNF—FERZAATIE, ET VAT —HLHBE L THAERA T O EAENA LR

(Fig. 19A; p < 0.05), F7=. EEIX, FE OIT A T-1.2 £ 0.2°C, K% OM B CT-0.9 +
0.1°C, JN#A OM #£T-1.1 £ 0.1°C, BERL OM AET-0.9 £ 0.2°C L 720, FET LAX—EF (-
0.1+0.1C) &ML THEICRE KT LE (Fig. 19A; p<0.05), L2vL, 7 Lb¥—
FERITIX, AEREZA DN R oTe, £z, JERZA = 7E, 7T X010 @i TH [RER
DFEEZ R LT (Fig. 19B, C),

10 AR IC BT HEIFIRTIX, JEOIT #T-1.0+0.1°C, % OM #£C-0.2+0.1°C, JN#EA
OM #£T-0.3 £ 0.1°C, BERL OM A£T-0.1+0.2°C & 720, FEOIT BEIIMDO T LLX —FE &
L CHEICKEIE T L (Fig. 19C; p<0.05), %7z, W OM, MEOM, BLV
BERk OM BETIL, 5 B & il U TEIGROZEIE /NS Do 7203, 3 Bl THERZIT A
BT,
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Fig. 19. Evaluation of Allergic Symptoms.

Allergic symptoms were evaluated by allergic symptom scores and rectal temperatures
at 5 (A and D), 7 (B and E), and 10 weeks (C and F). Results are presented as mean +
SE. Significant differences were analyzed using the Kruskal-Wallis test, followed by the
Steel-Dwass. Significant inter group differences (p < 0.05) are indicated by different

lowercase letters (a and b).
P-OM, purified OM; H-OM, heated OM; B-OM, baked OM.
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4.3.2 % OM % A\ 7z OIT Atk 5 x B &

OIT |2 X 2 Hufifith D 22 &) Z [ #2 ELISA |2 TRkl L 72, 7F OIT BEDHUAMMIX, 5 1, 7 1,
BLO10BEOTRTCTHEREIALON R -2, IgE (3 (Fig. 20A). B OM Bick
W, THTHRICHEM LR (p<0.05), DT LAV F—FECIIAEZEITRD bieno
7zo IgA 1% (Fig. 20B). OIT #f (fHf OM. /N#EA OM, 5 L UWER OM ) 28\ T, 5

WG 10 HRFZ T THEIZHEM L (p < 0.05), —4 T, FF OIT B CTITA ERAEITH
Lo tz, IgGlix (Fig. 20C), KR OM 35 L OVINEY OM #EC 7 HEFICHE IS L

(p<0.05), Hepk OM B ClMEIMZ 7R LT- (p=0.094), 1gG2a i (Fig. 20D). F5HlEs
FLOVNEL OM BET 7THFHCABEICHML (p < 0.05), HERk OM BT INER % R LT- (p
=0.090), F£7=. 7 LX—HEHT IgA, IgE, IgGl, ¥ XV IgG2a Huiffiiz b L 7= 73,
OIT Bt IgA HtifliiX. 738 B & 103 H CTIHOITHE L W HEICEMEZ R L7203 (p<0.05) .
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Fig. 20. Changes in IgE, IgA, IgG1, and IgG2a.

IgE (A), IgA (B), IgG1 (C), and IgG2a (D) levels were measured by indirect ELISA.
Results are presented as mean + SE. Significant differences were analyzed using the
Kruskal-Wallis test to compare between groups, followed by the Steel-Dwass, and using
the Friedman test to compare change over time, followed by the Bonferroni. Significant
differences between groups (p < 0.05) are indicated by different lowercase letters (a, b,
and c) and significant differences changes over time (p < 0.05) are indicated by different
uppercase letters (A, B, and C).
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4.3.3 A TVRB LI WPNRICRIT 2B FRAE

T LIV —IERFEFE IR 595 IL-10 38 X OV IL-18 B8 03 U 7 HREIC B 535 MUC2
1 L O Claudin-2 OB T HBLELZ U 7L X A A PCRICTHIE LT, /34 =/LiK? IL-10
BEOIL-13 O# T, OIT BT IL-10 BEWIL-13 & B2 OIT BEL Y b RILEN S
MoToy, BEREZTAELN -7 (Fig. 21A, B),

/MEO MUC2 36 LU Claudin-2 O Tid, OIT OAHIZ L0 IHE DY 7Rl 21k
NI HIVD DT LT2AS, BRI CHEZRZEITA HT IL-10 B X OV IL-13 @ & 9 2Ry
nELb Lo T2 (Fig. 21C, D),
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Fig. 21. Comparison of gene expression levels.

Gene expression levels of IL-10 (A) and IL-13 (B) in the Peyer's patches, and MUC2 (C)
and Claudin-2 (D) in the small intestine were compared by real-time PCR. The gene
expression levels of IL-10, IL-13, MUCZ2, and Claudin-2 were corrected with B-actin and
then compared with the non-OIT group. Significant differences were analyzed using the
Kruskal-Wallis test, followed by the Steel-Dwass. Results are presented as mean + SE.
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4.4 H5

RETIE, TVAVFHMETF LTS, 7 Ry 7% OIT ICHWS Z LT, 7L
FIERFER Y A7 2R LR TIRET 526N TELLEZ, OM 7 LAF—ET
v~ AT LTRERR OM % 2 OIT ZATWVIBRIR O A & et L7,

5 (OIT B%aRT) . 7# (OIT H), BXL U108 (OIT #& 7#) HIZ, K OM %%k 0
B LT VAR —ERA 2T B OEBRIZCT LA —IREZFHME L=, ZOfE, 71
X —BEOT LR A2 7%, 5, 7T#, BLO10 #RFICBWTIET LV —fE
KV EEIZE» ST, BHEFOT LAFXF—HOBERGRIX, ET VARV IREEL R L
WL T UAF =R CIIAERZEA LR P o7z, L L 10 BRFTiE, IE OIT B O ER;
WAML DT LV —RE (5L OM, INEL OM, 8 X OWERL OM ) XV AEICIKEZ =~ L
oo F7o. KR OM, JNER OM. 3 L UWER OM REIL 5 HKE & bl L C, EMRA L&D
INEoTe, ZHHDOT LG, R OM, MNEL OM, 3 X UWERK OM RHIZ Y LL ¥ —iiE
WrmHl S TH Y . OM AL L7k OM 250 Ziu b OaEHE, OIT ICAZTH
LHZENHALMNE RS, LR T, TUVATFUHERNMEF LA 7 Ry 7 (OM 3R
WL TWD) MW OIT X, IR 2 59 5 ArREMEd VR S iz,

JEATHRZE T, 1 OVA-sIgA HLIAf=° peanut-sIgA Fiffffizs, JF OIT #E L v & OIT &
DFIFNEL 25 2 ENRMEIN TS (Kulis 5, 2012; Leonard &, 2012), £7-. 17 sIgA
PURD IgE I X2 25T 7 ¢ 7% o — M O PR 2 372 2 & biE S
TV (Strait H, 2011), ABFZEICHENTS, OIT # (L OM. INEL OM, I & UMERL
OM #f) @® OM-sIgA HiifffiiZ, 55 10 BT/ TREFICEIM L=, 2hbnZ &
2B, LD OM-sIgA HUARDEEINT K> T, 7 LLF—EfK sl 7 vTeBMEDR & 5
F7o, Th2 JBEE KT 25 1gGl B3 L O Thl JEE%E KT 5 1gG2a bET L7=, LarL,
7T HRHCAE B RN AL, 10 BEFHCIIE R R DN 0T, ZOZ b, fE
BRI TIE Ao ey P < &b OIT I FITHURIC L 2 S E N E & T\ &R S h
%o, Flo, OIT HMICHABEREZA NIRRT b, MR EZR2 D OM k4 v
THRBRDGIEISE 2 FHFET D AR R S,

IL-10 i, #lEE T MlaEEOT A S IA > Th Y 7 LAF—ERkOMmENcBE 53 550
RIEES A S A4 > TH2 (Boonpiyathad 5, 2019; Neumann 5, 2019), F7z, IL-13 %
Th2 kDA M A > ThH O, B, 4FEEEK, B X OUHEERERITER L T7 L —i
RIEZFHET 5 (Iwaszko 5,2021), O EEE 2| 7 L F—EROIHN VO IL-10
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DAL, IL-18 A% & Tl L7228 A48Tl OIT #% & 3k OIT A ¢ IL-10 4
FOIL-13 ORI EICHEZITA LN -T2, Maeta & (2018) 1%, IIHZ HW[EE
HED OITIZBW T IL-10 A EICH ML 7= 2 L 2HEL T 5b, 512 Yang 5 (2009)
I3, BEENIK A RIN A & W2 EE & OIT I\ T, IL-18 A EICED L2 & %
WEL TS, AWF7ED OIT WIMIZANROMZE L IZIEFRETH > 72h, HURKGHiEE L
CIERERNAR IR 2 W TR GE 2 LTl Y | HURK G IENATIIE & 2
8o Tz, T OPURE S FIEOBENSREICEI B LY 5 2 T/ REEN & 0 | W& 51k
T, REAINC A2 72 R Pt R 035 O v g, filfEE T ffa<e IL-10 5005 7] 72
FHE LTI RN B 2 b D,

BARNTx 7 varE AFUERBEANY TERICES T3, BT LY —BED
NGHERETIZZ A PP Y 7 v a VORBMET TS Z EARESNL TS (Yu, 2012),
72, Kim 5 (2020) 1, OIT 2 XY AF WSl 4 5 Z L2 WELT0D, b
IXIREATOT LV ABBIC L D RIEIC L > THA hYrv 7 va v idEd L, OIT 12k
DIE N THERBOWEIC L > TAF W EITED T2 LR S D, ITE LD,
OIT DFEJEIZ L > TAF TP L, A FPv 7 va A3mMT 5 & FRIL, A4F5E
TIELF U THDLMUC2 EX A NV v 7 v a ? Claudin-2 DFRBELZ I L=, L
L. MUC2 & Claudin-2 OFBEIZAERAETAGNT OIT 2L 58 (Lb A bR
7o ZAUT IL-10 R0 IL-13 & [FERIC, BEEGIETIEHo 2 PuUREREE 23 S bR > 72 7]
REMED B D, S HIC, RO ERET L TIL, BE N 7THEEE 2T T en o 7z alRg
PEHBEZBND, L L, RFIETIR, BE OBEE S WA T 2 252 320 L Tz
7o, EEREOBREGEEIIAHATHY | AFFRORATH D,
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FBEE REBER

AWFFETIZ, OM DOBERIT K DR DZE AL « BIPERS X O Lr ek I 5
LR EHIZENEIGH LT OIT DA ZEIZDWT in vitro 38 XY in vivo iR BRIZ L D
Et AT o 72,
5 2 B in vitro AT TR, BERL OM ITR5H OM <°Hn%h OM & Lt L C. SR CREik S
OYRIT T D7 FUAREARENME T LTV B Z R L N E e oTe, £728 3 D
TUAX—ET U A% N in vivo FEHTTIZ. R OM BEIE, 7 LV —ER A
HlanTey ., Bh% 120 HH%IITHEER L OE P S OM (THH S 9o SR
STV, T ORERE T, Wb - WIMEE T VL F—aF 5 OB 2 Fig. 22 (2R
L7z, FEH OM & L OMEY OM 1E, VHIRIC X 0 i S D —TED KR E S DRl i h3 %
f£9 %, —H T, BER OM 1Z/hEH RV W RITHL A 3T % Z & T OM O{E{LIZ R
D, INEE N TE L OB LV IEEERE OB L T VIREEIZ 2 D
Z & T EME M B L RS OM 3 L OVINEL OM L 0 © AR5+ Dl i ~Hlb S o 2
RSN, ZO XD IRRIED iR A AR S D 2 & T, —ED KR E S O A
DA DHER OM 5 L OVINEL OM 1%, IgE HifRASfEA LT LV —JEik & 3% % L7 T hE
PR D, LU, BERLOM 12, K VAR L7 2 &I XV | IgE HUikD oo figi i % 585k
TERL RV T VAT —IERZFEI Lo cvigEnd 5, 2ok oIz, HktEom k-
(g iy DIRSy F1k) DA 7 Ry T OIRT LT AUIZEHE L TnD EB 2 bivd,
IRE & 2 R B ENES VS BIE, BA L TINEYT 5 Z & T SH-SS RHUSIC L Y SS
faal L. 27 EOMENRZET S (Luo 5, 2016), ABFFEDOBER OM & /& %
VR LIRS B L TR Y . & X B O SH-SS AZHEIC K OM DAL
UBHE - Rt LTe SR S D, & 037 BREE O ZLIZHE WV, R OM 5 K OVInE OM
K VIR O S R ~FTFEH SN D Z & T, KVIRSF DK R £ ThHfEIh
TeEeZx b, £, BINTIERSFAETHANTEA 7 RIATTH, AT L —
FIPERFHERSERTE L 2 LARESNTEY (Kim 5, 2011), ZDOXA 27 FILY
HOT LT B R LTS (Naito ©5,2020), ZHHDZ EnD, BEOIKT LY
ARZIZ BT VAT DOAREERERETH D LB X HID, Lol RBFZE TIEAE
L7z OM DL « BUE L AMIRET T & Thvipnizd, BT LAY U IRICY TIEE 50
FARPTHY, S%ROBHRETH D,
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BYT LAF—OIHEIEL LT OIT BHVWLN TN DN, JUREERT 57207+ 7 ¢
TXI—REDT LIV IERFERY A7 ZEH (Sugimoto &, 2016; Itoh-Nagato &,
2018; Sasamoto b, 2022), D72, ITFITFERMER O %L (slow low dose oral
immunotherapy, SLOIT) &9 HIENER SN TW5, Z0 SLOIT %, fEko OIT Xk
D HPURDOEBREEZ V7R SEDHZ LT, TUAX—ERFEO Y A7 2L ST 572
DIATON TS FIETH D, FEERIZ Sugiura H (2020) 1%, BIF, /hE, BIOFALT
L — R %5512 SLOIT & 1FEMER L, 7 LL X —fERFF R 2 58l L 72, 2 DR
R PURORIERIEELAS 48486 BITHo7=m3, 7 KLU LR &2 ME & 2 HEIEE O &
WIERIZ—E bR I N0 o7z, LinL, 7T UAF—ERITHRINTEY (F&EFES
280 [El/AAEIRE# 48486 [B]) , &< 7 LAV F—IERFER NN E WS DIF TIERD o7, Z
DT ENDL, PUROEBERELZ DR $25 2 & THEIEEOEVIERITIE T 2 /iEttitd
L8, HOLBREDOT LAX—ERFFER Y A7 25D, LIeh- T, RUHRELZERT 55
B, Ry 7O R KT LV oAb a g 2 & T X VIERFERO
VA7 AR LTIEROERMAWFRFTE D, EAnRDBEY | FHINT L —EEFOHFITIL,
FINE RPN RV AR LI E T L CLE Y BELET D0, "7 Ry J
X E L CORIRITELS 720, B~ A 7 SN D T2 ORI & fki T & 5 aREMEN
HD, ZOEINZ, OITIZRA 7 Ry Va5 Z &iF InR C—FMER I TWD 7
LV —IERFETE U A 7 DR BE Ot EREARE W, % 3 EXL U Akl
72 OM [ ZKE S MHURDFEH T E RV F 72 —ERIXHUAD R C & 5 /iR i &
L TR SN TR Y | SRR~ OFUTRE G S Z SR TW D IREERN & 5, F
BRI 2 4 B CIE OIT #& 714 BER OM BED BRI T 37 LoL F— ek 238 S 4,
WIEPOT L —IERGFEI Y A7 2R L TIBRIE & L TR 72BN & 72 5 wTetEns
RIS, £ OITICEY, Hukfli, Y1 M A o0 BROGENY THRREDOZELAT
BINDZENMESN TS (Yang 5, 2009; Kulis 5, 2012; Leonard 5, 2012; Maeta
5,2018), AMFIETHEEA OM IZ K D EISERCIGE /N Y THRED AL 2 BT 5
ToOIZ, BURA, YA S A 2 BROWGE N THEREOMRMNT 21T o 7278, IgA HUROHE
REACIN IR BT DI TEHMRZALIT A Th o7z, OIT IZH1T 2R 72 IS & D2k
RBFE N THERE DAL ZfRIAT 5 Z L1, IBRIEO T BT U A L~V OHIRICIRN 572
DEZDRETH %,

HLE T, AMFFRIC LD BERSLERIZ L o> TARE L L7 OM I3HERZ L L. FUAHKS S
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RROMET T2 EDRMENERD ZABA 7 Ry ZOERT LT A FmE LT
LHAREME R S NTo, E 7z, BERK OM & W72 OIT IJIRIE DA MEN R TE, X1 7
Ry 7% iz OIT (X, SERFER Y A7 AR L7218k L e D mfRetE &2 Rt L7z, K
FFFRDOEIEIE, KT LT AR OBRFERL LV ZETHRNZRT LV —I8EIEO ML
DicdDO—BhLiedtEZ D,

Purified / Heated OM

Large fragments

Digestion W\.\_‘ \\\ ((; \j Little or no excretion

Q%é?*“w = o X
Oral M E i
cavity Anus
Gastrointestinal Tract Absorption
In Blood and Tissues -
}fr \{ff \gf W Antibody binding ‘ Induces allergic symptoms
Baked OM Possible prior degragarion Small fragments
of wheat prote
Wheat ~, /1 L
protein Digestion ~ - Digestion  aum, £ Ca ’ Little or no excretion
- - ¢ 4 y [ x
oot
Oral U4 ~ o, 'e
cavity V4 ~ hY Anus
Gastrointestinal Tract Absorption
In Blood and Tissues k }\ L‘ L| Reduced * No allergic symptoms induced
l ¥ Sy & f 3 antibody binding (Possible immune stimulation remains)

Fig. 22. Relationships of digestibility and absorptivity with the allergenicity of
ovomucoids with different properties

While purified (blue protein) and heated OM (orange protein) are degraded through
digestion, large fragments remain. Moreover, OM is absorbed rather than removed from
the body. It is possible that purified and heated OM are absorbed into the blood as
fragments that bind to antibodies and thereby induce allergic symptoms. However,
baked OM (green protein) takes longer to be digested but is digested into small
fragments and absorbed. It is possible that baked OM is absorbed as small fragments
that bind less to antibodies and thereby do not induce allergic symptoms.
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