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Recent Advances in Understanding the Structure and Characteristics of Hen’s Egg Ovomucoid

WANG Shuai', WU Zi-jian"*, LIU Jian-fu', HU Zhi-he', WANG Lian-fen®
(1. Tianjin Key Laboratory of Food Biotechnology, College of Biotechnology and Food Science, Tianjin University

of Commerce, Tianjin

300134, China; 2. Beijing Academy of Food Sciences, Beijing

100068, China)

Abstract: Hen’s egg ovomucoid (HOVM) is the most dominant allergic protein with the strongest allergenicity in egg. In

this paper, the structure and characteristics of HOVM are reviewed with respect to amino acid sequences, carbohydrate

moieties, disulfide bond positions and three tandem domains. Meanwhile, the physicochemical properties of HOVM are also

described. The emphasis is put on discussing its allergenicity, especially its intrinsic relationships with structural features

such as disulfide bonds, carbohydrate moieties and three domains
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R IRIRIE; B R A h R K MR E 2 150.00%, FL
TERADIRIHE . BRI AR KRB
FRIE . BEIRIRIE S BUKTEIRIEZ) 132.26%, BLI54
RIRIRIE . R . BRI . mE R, K
HAMRIRIE S EAS ORI, HA AR AL
N1T.74%, IG5 MHAMRSE, 18 DM,
K18 AL Db ZURR R P W O TR 19 S R, AL
BINRIR.

1 10 20 30
Ala Glu Val Asp Cys Ser Arg Phe Pro Asn Ala Thr Asp Lys Glu Gly Lys Asp Val Leu Val Cys Asn Lys Asp Leu Arg Pro Tle Cys

40 50 60
Gly Thr Asp Gly Val Thr Tyr Thr Asn Asp Cys Leu Leu Cys Ala Tyr Ser Ile Glu Phe Gly Thr Asn Ile Ser Lys Gly His Asp Gly
70 80 90
Glu Cys Lys Glu Thr Val Pro Met Asn Cys Ser Ser Tyr Ala Asn Thr Thr Ser Glu Asp Gly Lys Val Met Val Leu Cys Asn Arg Ala
100 110 120
Phe Asn Pro Val Cys Gly Thr Asp Gly Val Thr Tyr Asp Asn Glu Cys Leu Leu Cys Ala His Lys Val Glu Gln Gly Ala Ser Val Asp
130 140 150
Lys Arg His Asp Gly Gly Cys Arg Lys Glu Leu Ala Ala Val Ser Val Asp Cys Ser Glu Tyr Pro Lys Pro Asp Cys Thr Ala Glu Asp

160 170 180

Arg Pro Leu Cys Gly Ser Asp Asn Lys Thr Tyr Gly Asn Lys Cys Asn Phe Cys Asn Ala Val Val Glu Ser Asn Gly Thr Leu Thr Leu
186
Ser His Phe Gly Lys Cys

Fl1 HOVMEEM—SLHMELRFF"

Fig.1  Amino acid residues sequence of primary structure from HOVM"”

1 _maagish e

Tablel Locations of disulfide bonds in each domain™
s ZhieliE
GaldL1 (1~68) Cys 5~Cys 44 Cys 22~Cys4l Cys 30~Cys 62
Gal d1.2 (65~130) Cys 70~Cys 109 Cys 87~Cys 106 Cys 95~Cys 127
Gald1.3 (131~186) Cys 138~Cys 168 Cys 146~Cys 163 Cys 154~Cys 186
a
GIeNAcS1~ g GICNACI‘}
GleNAcfl—4Manal~ . 4
GleNAcp1~2 3Manf1-4GleNAcS1~4GleNAc
GIeNAcS1~4\1ang 1~
GlIcNAcf1—2
b
GIcNACSI~6 GICNA‘:/ZI
Galpl—~ 4 GleNAcSl—4Manal~, . 4
GleNAcp1—2 3Manf1--4GleNAcS1~4GleNAc
Galfl — 4 GIENACA T4\ fana "
GIcNAcp1-2
GleNAcf1~ 6 GleNAcf!

GleNAcf1—=4Manal~
Galpl— 4 GleNAcB1-—"2
Galpl— 4GleNACSI~4 N anq 1
GleNAcp1—2

3Manf1-4GleNAcp1—~4GleNAc

C

GleNAcp1
GIeNAGBI~g ~ CINAS )
Galp1— 4 GIeNACSl~4Manal~ ; §
GIeNAcp1-—~2 3Manf1-4GIeNAc1~4GleNAc
GIeNACS1~4\1ang 1~
GlcNAcf1-—2
GleNAcp1
GIeNAcSl~g ¢ Cﬂi
GleNAcfl—~4Manal~ . 4
GIeNAcp1—2 3Manf1-4GleNAcS1~4GleNAc
Galfl— 4GIeNACH T4\ fana ]~
GlcNAcf1—2
GleNAcp1
GlcNAcfl~¢ NAh

GleNAcf1—4Manal~ i

Galpl—~ 4 GleNAcS1—2 3Manf1-4GIcNAcS1~4GleNAc
GIeNAcf1~4\fang 1~
GlIcNAcf1-—2

a.N-3b%Y; b.N-17%!; c. N-27Y,
B2 HOVMELEH™
Fig.2  Structure of sugar chains from HOVM"*

HOVM4% FAEH20%~25% )% (carbohydrate
moiety) , I M7 14.00%~16.00% {1 N- 2.t # %) b

i\ 6.50%~8.50% 11 H & hE . 0.50%~4.00% 11F-FLE LA
J20.04%~2.20%) W VK R 55 HpE R R R AT —
RITHVEATS AN N-ZE AN 5, 3 A TS5 a3 L)
Asnl10F1Asn53. 254521 Asn69F1 Asn75 DL K 45 #4353
1 Asn175"", X Lef7 2B LAT Asn-X-Thr/Ser/7 51",
Horp g M3 v ) Asn 17507 5525 & B R ME 2 20 °850%,
RUZ &5 KA PR, —Fh AR R TRELAA
3ku) , HFOAERERE. BT VRS R ZE T
HOVM %> T M I LA 3 B (O A 38— H, SaA
A AL pE L. YamashitaZE " 506 HHHOVMFT &
FEE DL = H # A0 (B Manal —6 (Manal—3)
Manf1—>4GIcNAcf1—4GIcNAc) NFERY, JEILE T
3Tl Ay s A UN-E W BEBE 3L 4] (penta-antennary
complex-type asparagine-linked sugar chains) , 474
N-1. N-2FIN-3b, N-3bZH!H A X Lo A (1 450
(Bl2a) , Z358MEEBD THI14%;: TIN-15FIN-2
B W EN-3bBUE R AT AR, HARN-18 i =N
BBk il I B 1 —~ ARE 8 20 ) 5N-30 2420 3. 4 £z fil £
WIN- 2 Tk 78 %) B R AN 45, T8 B T [R) 5 53 44 43 7
(E2b) , TIN-27 f— A FUE I Rl i p1— 4 WE H i
5N-3b12. 3. 4fifilfIN- S A RN A G, E
F3 F e A Ay (B2e) P
1.2 HOVMH) &5kt Je — 24 DL L 451

3 H R B ik Ccircular dichroism, CD)
AR B (optical rotatory dispersion, ORD) il
E I HHOVM Sy T R4 % . Tomimatsu!'”
FlTkeda" "% 23 5 F FH ORD 2 A1 C D I 45 25 B 4 5k
IHOV M - 2 25 K4 v ac- W € 1 EE A5 53 9] 27 % LA Je
26%, BaigZEP'thF| HCDEM R ZBREEHOVM
AR AR R a- SR TE B EE A N30%, X SE B 5T A ik AR
— 3. WatanabeZ:* K H CD 2 3 4 DL E 57 5% (4 g A1
W - - £ T 2k 2 U0 H G G A 2 B R I RE R T
%, [RIBIE T ok DL S B AR T HOVM 4L 25 1)
HRL, HAFFRLRME2HR. FEEEE X THOVMT
TR EER BT B AN B-EL f A Ay LBl R R, T T
o-BR e LA K Te s i B o5 L A9 LB A A s

#2 HOVM &5yl pyH 5™
Composition of secondary structure types of HOVM™
a-B2 e poiE BEefh TS
AR BN RAER A4 2AR AN AR AN
BRI Hi% BRI R BEML % B %
TREEMHOVM 48 26 86 46 19 10 33 18
SHEEMHOVM 50 27 106 57 8 4 2 12

Table 2

UES e

iR

KatoZ: "R H i R A BE B FHOVM 2 1, itk —
W BT 3 AN O YR S5 M3, BiGal d1.1 (&
Rk I1~68) | Gal d1.2 (RIEFRILHFE65~130) Al
Gal d1.3 (& E:I%%E131~186) , Gal dl.1 f1Gal d1.2
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H50% K AN, {HGal d1.35Gal d1.1F1 Gal d1.2f 5
HARE30%" (F1) o BB RBLX3 NI
— A AU R 1D 297560 AR AL R R
(HApE A ABERRE " 2) §MEEG3 M
P B, Ak R B AR AR E 3D BE AN
it 2 1 B T A 4 P RS MRS s, A T30 1 — AN TR BOR
X" 4) FANRE S A BEEE, (H/2Gal d1.1f1Gal d1.25%
T2 MERE, TGal dI.3H S ANHEEE (Gal d1.345#
T — AN R ) 10
Watanabe %@ it #11L.H (cyanogen bromide,
CNBr) HHOVM7; T &M Gal d1.1FGal d1.2+
Gal d1.3, JfEd & EOMEREEDMHV-8
(Staphylococcus aureus protease V-8) JEHOVM4): 1§
fift i Gal d1.14+Gal d1.2f1Gal d1.3, -7 H7 5% 45 Fyds
CREEME R AR, HARWEIFR: Hrha- 2R
Gal d1.1H & EH 5, MEGal d1.25Gal d1.39 & &K
s B-EEMITE SN ERIR P A A —5, Ap-#
fEGal d1.39FEEHL; LG MIEGal d1.25Gal d1.3H
SEEE, MAEGal dl1FEEEK.

#3 HOVM_Z&HE S BEELS R b5

Table3  Secondary structure fractions of HOVM and their distribution
in each domain™
) ZRE A%
BRI 1% TR B - =
e T pHR pEAE AN
CNBrik2 GaldL.1 34 46 16 4
BRE Galdl2+Galdls 17 49 14 20
Galdl.I+Galdl2 32 49 14 5
V-8R
R Gal d1.3 15 52 9 2%

H 1T % T HO VM ¥ 7% [8] 45 ¥ 38 ¥ A B 42 Uk 4 ,
RS [R] 1R 85 2 P 3 99 S8 2 a1 1 B A AH TR 1R 2% [8] 45 4 4H.
B BB HO VM) 2 () 455 2 55 U5 48 55 5175 1) 91 28 &6
HEA AL Weber5 "5t H A< %% 55 51 i 59 2%
T A Gal d1.385 /I 2 R BN ERTE . HOR/AN N
3.5nmX2.7 nm X 1.9 nm, WEWETATS- TS (Ghk
Pro22~Gly32) Fl a-i8jE (#H:Asn33~Serd4) , [H]
N 12 435 A6 35l P P A AE 19 )32 A AR TR A4S 380 297 0% 1)
REEIRIRETE U IE — R E5H (p-4r @ Ma-180E) BibiK
o, X eI A AR E (AR S AR B B DL B
3 TR AR R HU IR AR, GEREHRARR
AR E M

2 HOVMAmEALH: |

HOVM 23 IE h — P BN R R R H, B —15
MARFREACTERT: 1) M 2 R R R R MR,
HOVM & — P 22 5 IR B (TG H ikl 77), A& & — PR
il Jok 2 1 B RS 1, 8RS 1 mg HOV MU o] #1 il 4H 24

F1 mg R B, R B2 6 A A 0 R 1 B A R
SRR R, I A0 ) 1 2 1 e 1 A 52 B 0 #A A
PRI, FFRHOVMINATE 7, W ff KAk KPR
P Tt AR P 35 1 o (L SR HOV MR g L 25 11 il F 30 ok 4
RBAG, #EH MR, HOVM AJ 4 k&t 7 &
FIRERE K. 2) RRBRIIE M PERE, HOVMEF IR 4T
MK TERE, RIELE A M Al 18R A IIA R 1R
w1 HHOVMAE =R ABRE A (L13%~5%) “f1
PR (Z150%~T75%) 27t B A 24 5 VR R
Lineweaver ™ R IR 6 £ FIAS EIF -5 M =& 4
FRANER VA (5%) 1: LIRAI, HOVMABIEDTE, &
HFredericqZ5 W 7 K PlpH 2.8~4.9. 3%~5%35 [H 1)
SR OTRE W FHOVMIA fRFETE12.6~16.15 g/LiG K
AN K, TS AR R At PR B A DU R A AR K
Lineweaver25 ™ i Jk 8 BIF i #4 i 7K 6 8 FIHO VM AR
PECRI G 25 0) il & 1 g B A (R Pkl kD LA & 1E
pH 4.14 (HOVMIZEH ) BAMAMEmME. #
e, EEEAERpHIA . IR =& SRR, FTLAM
EIE R 2 K EIEHOVM P20, AT AT 43 55 4l Ak, i 4l
JEFIHOVM. 3) RaE#daEt, LineweaverZ:™Hff
FARYIHOVMAESO C 241 F #4430 min/5, HXfJHREH
ity Rl R 00 A M R A5 2K T £910%; Fraenkel-ConratZg 1!
WA K HOVME TpH 5.0, 7.0¥ 90 Cjin#Ab 2
15 min, H3EHHES 0N FERKI80% . 62%; Fredericqs™
HHOVME FpH 399 1100 Chi#il h, FHAEpH 8.6+
BT R N0 11 2358 B Ll 22 TR 56 2% b T 1 P Wk R M 3
HREMAE . HDeutsch2: " ¥HOVMT-100 CH#A1 h
JE RN FUK AN R R AL AR A R AR AR,
(A2 R IL WG E, A4S A0 S PR RE 1 e Kbt
JHE S PR32 25 StevensZ PRIV IZEAE T
pH 6.0, 100 °Chn#415 min i H 408 1 B s PEAT) A J5ok
[1130%; Bleumink %5 43 J& IH 2 24 19 09 B 6 005 26
BEVRFRIE BUR M 4) i 52 A WA s8R v v
RE,  JLTE AP R 2 PR VA VR R T 52 v Tk BE R, il
pH 3.0~7.0% 1 FKHOVMA9 mol/LJE %25 ‘CALEE18 h
Je R R T A A U A 9 T D R A BT (990 %, IR
100 ‘CAL#H0.5 hjG Hig 11— $766%, A4 HE TpH 9.0
FIREE 264 T 80 ‘CALHE0.5 hig HLyf PR R 2k, A2
RALFE 110%™

3  HOVMdigEH

N A 2 3 38 T A SOTRUR S LUK (crossed
radioimmunoelectropho-resis, CRIE) "' i 54 i i &
WS s286 (radioallergo-sorbent test, RAST) P, B fifh
FEENL (dot-immunoblotting) 'L K 2 Jik R S256: (skin
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prick test, SPT) ORI S £ b (I U . KSR 5T
LK HHOVMAZ XS IIE 1 —Fh E 2R BUR, R4,
T 38 B N B BB 208 34% ~ 97 %, 5/ SEU T
13 EBCR 1) 22 53 T BE A2 B T B 5 AR A R 2l &
B kA A . B THOVME B4 i ke, HE
FIlE CRPRZMUATE SR AR HA s ™,
1k I R AR T B, RIEERI FH 2 1 T i Ao G
fB SR B, X 6 B A BT DR 3 — 5 B Bt JE P R et dg
JE 1, fiMatsuda™. Gu"™"FlIKovacs-Nolan™"25 [ #F 78 #5
RINZ B E B HA D R 1S BHO VMM 7 BUd PR B A
R AL PR AL R . AR R,
HOVMAMUAFE — i kA, HE R NELS T
FEMRIRFEA . T W SR A RS AR N F o R A
RIEHA—ERHEH.

F4 HOVMEEERBWE
Table4  Allergenicity of HOVM

ibia WESHEEN & HOVMEHE /%
Langeland™” 68 CRIE 69
Hoffmann™! 3 RAST 97
Djurtoft™ ) Dot-immunoblotting 34
Bernhisel-Broadbent2*” 18 SPT 89
Aabin%"" 34 SDS-PAGE/immunoblotting 38
Besler™ 3 SDS-PAGE/immunoblotting 36

3.1  HOVMH it i = A7

AT R0 38 o 4 Ak 2R B A R AR AV FRHO VM
IR P DL R PR M, X R 5] R BT, AR
(IgEHIegG) HiZE AL AR EERLEERMOY,
AT T 12 58 1 P A R i AL AT P Ak 45 A AR
. HOVM5IgEB1gG 4 & I 26 1 R A7 DL S S 28 P
RAOLAES MR A MIENCER T —EM T #:
1) FIEBRIRIE A R T Piik 4 & 1 E B Mine51
WFFAR A M R IR IR I (LR IRIR I . SR IRIRIE .
FR R R IR FE A R IR IR I  BUKMERIERAE G
RAIRRKE . KR EIRIRIEAH Z RIS BEH H
fof (VRS RR R (EDRARRIRIE . BRI ENB R
R Xt FIH S1gGhiAM G AR EE, £33 51gG4
HI55 DN R A, MR Rk 527/55. B
IR B I R T B o 18755 MU ATy HL iy 1) 5 R Bk Ak
10/55; 2) HOVMZ SRS & W2k 1 R Ar K JLAE 454
B4 A s CookeZE 7RI & K5 175 MBS &
AL (AT7~20 MEIEFRIREEKE) F17 MG &R
(£19~34 NEFEBRILIEK L) ; Mine 5" il i & & ik
JEH EHOVMH 59 MBS &£ AL (£)5~16 MEIEER
FRELKE) A8 MgGHi &R (45~11 N BRIk
KD, HAEGMIRM A RS HR.

#5 HOVM IgE/IgGE & EMAELSHIR PSR

Table 5 The distribution of IgE/IgG-binding epitopes in each domain
of HOVM
X IgE AN ToGHi ekl
i — ; —
AT TR M R

Galdll 2
Cooke" Galdl2 2
Galdl3 1
Galdll 3
4
2

1~20, 49~36
85~96, 115~122
175~186

2 I~115 23~36
3
2
3242, 40~50, 56~66 3
2
3

09~T4, 87~104, 119~124
138~149, 175~186
6~15, 31~35, 46~50
71~75, 101~105
160~167, 165~174. 177~183

Mine%™  Gald1.2
Gald1.3

71~75, 80~90, 101~105, 121~130
159~174, 179~186

HOVM 51gBlgG 4 A 51 ik B B 11 N 78 JiE R AS
T HAME LA, MAMRERANER . Zhang Jiewei
SR F CN Bk 2 SR v B 4 3 (078 %6 BR 8 5 (1 B V-8
il fif i 70 9 1) 4% 19 2 Gal d1.18%Gal d1.25Gal d1.3, Ffilf
ISR G )% [ % (enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay,
ELISA) i 5E & A 45 #4855 08 35 0 B8 & 1L 2 18] ()
R N, R EA G R M IgER G4 &
P EEREMESEN, HIEFEMERERN, FA3AY
M35 TgE Je B PE B INAT A 5 2IHOVM 5 IgE i e B
K155%~75%, [FIFE, 3 NE5HIR 15 TeG v P Al i A
HEFIHOVM 51gG & R M AEHI50% ~60% . HOVM 5
U g A N 5 IX e B ) S B Ak 4 A O 1
A2 B2 5 F BT 1) EEENEGal d1.15
Gal d1.22 [A] LA M2 549388 Gal d1.25Gal d1.32 18] (R R
FRIEAFAEH TR AT, (BT 1] 4% 25 A &5 g i ol il A
PIBR 75 2) 1EM & &AM g R, RIREM
HOVMATEAT (13 BUR K SR ARV BEBER .

32 TEREXTHOVMR: BUE M s

WF 70 R B X HO VM T 8 R M AE I, o ek
HOVM i) B B 4 Gas R wiFhor i |
R A Ab B 28 W 5 W I 25 0 JE 70 R P e 24D o 4R
Jei» SRFIELIS ATEAS I Hh A At i 24 17 f5 FTHOVM
S1gEsIgGHI 45 &Pt Djurtoft ™% I i 2 )5 %
ZWiR)E, HOVM 51T 2 39 8 0d B i P IgEMIgGHY
AL, HARA D Rl O i i IgE A
1G5 2 A HRFFAAE . CookeZE K FI XS B i B5UE
& LI 4% D) -ELIS AR AR 78 A % B 1 Hh ikt
ZI7iE— W R E A BE EMHOVME; S 1gEEtE, =
BERD T HE51gGHRIR R LG RN KL mgs
J7E WG, HOVM&E S IgERTE 1 B FAIL, (HHES
IgGINZE A BE )L T B84k . Zhang Jieweiss ™% Il i%
O Cmi LI )E R ENE, A FITHOVM
NI % A S HOVMAT - MEIgGhu A & & & B
R R TR AL Gal d1.3 5 1gERI 4SS TR
(HH127.4%M2%40.1%) , WEEFR.
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#6 BEEBHIGEIGH th SHOVMEHIRA A 15 HER F2E 43 ™

Table 6 The average percent activity of human IgG/IgE antibodies
specifically bind to HOVM domains from egg-allergic patients™”
, RIS % EREREE
ik Galdll Galdl2 Galdl3-CHO" Galdl3-CHO™ Galdll Galdl2 Galdl3-CHO" Galdl3-CHO™
IgE 115 164 274 469 49 274 401 522

G 89 128 282 1 36 86 %1 35
VE : Galdl1.3 -CHO™. S #ERE Gal d1.3 ; Gal d1.3-CHO'. A&HHIE Gal d1.3.

R E e, HEE R EHOVMZS ) 45 K 1) 5 K]
B2 —. WMHPTIRS RO A REE—EER,
[F1) 2 3 B 44 S SR X6 A [ o B L33 IgE S HO VM &
TEPEMI R AN E] 2 5 M R R AL R AR B )i
I35 o HTgES B B A IR THOVMES & 15 1 2 T &
B TS T LR AL RN S O 1T T IgE S R
WO R THOVMEE &3 1 5 B FHEa A7,

33 HEEXTHOVMZE A 1gE/gGid V54

PR AHOVM A T A M LML E, AT f
el Rl ORZeR A e N R S 2 N N - AV I 53
TR EIAE P, F Feob 3k 5 HOVM &S & 1gE/Tg G 1t 5%
Z, EH WL EBHOVM b R, AR5 Fxt b 2%
B HT 5 L 5 T1gE/M1gG4: A L . GuZE IR L
HOVM%Z =& Wi (trifluoromethanesulfonic acid,
TEMS) X HEIAL (2 BR A0 A 2 FURE AT Py 36 (0 H 88
W B A40%IN- LA R HE R 5, H4
JEIE MR R A A . BeslerZEPY b F| FHHTEMS 2= [ ¥
BO(BRPEREANN8.4%) « + IR EBRRW- BN
ki it g B 9K (sodium dodecyl sulfate-polyacrylamide
gelelectrophoresis, SDS-PAGE) J& E[1i7F 2 DL J fifg B
AR 7 JF Bt 5236 (enzyme-allergosorbent test experiments,
EAST) M, 2554 8oR L0 /5 HOVMES A1gEih
HRRAEZ . (BREMIEEE, HOVMAHFE MR
B rEREL 2 TR, HAR S BHOVMY, & 1gE/1gGif
P, GuEs ok I 2 B THO VML & A BB T HOVM B
BHRARYE, HMBUEH SRS SIETEN N .

L R LL R T A A B AR & L 0 Gal d1.3
CRIBAIE A HIGal d1.3) 455 1gE/NgGiE . WiFi SCHT
A, Gal dL3ESARER, WNZBEELR) 7T B E 243 ku.
Hurrmr s BER THAMIME: 1D Matsuda: ™R I
EHERMIGal d1.3 5 Bl i P IgES A b B e TR
FHEAEGal d1.3, H&BEAERIGal d1.368 5 Bulis +
IgG4E 4, MIASHEIEGal d1.3JLFA 5 i g higG
4h4; 2) Zhang JieweiZE IR LA S IR Gal d1.355 5
R0 2 3ot B I3 AT BTG A3 P B S5 T A B L
AP FEIEANHIGal d1.3 SIgESS &35
3.4  HOVM& & Fyd it i givk

MatsudaZ5PWF 72 B mHOVMFT & 193 A 45 Fy e 3 A
A 5IgE/NgG4 GimtE, SR 7T a2 MEA S ik 5 £ 5

AEAE—E W W Eigenmann®: VR 41 7 I A% 40
i (peripheral blood mononuclear cell, PBMC) %4l
WA, Gal d1.3X%FTHH M3 58 1) 1 F % K F Gal d1.2,
B #F 255 RAHE, MGal dl.1EE % KT
3G ;s 53 AMBATTIE S 7 T HOVMAE 5 M T4 i & A
B, AR N T 2 N Th2 BRI 7, A 40y
#%-5 (interleukin-5, IL-5) . IL-4. F#H-y. IL-13.
HolenZ: "4 IEHO VM ] 2 3F TN A (¥ 484 58, M % ¢
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