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Research progress of peanut allergenicity assessment methods and

the effect of food processing on its allergenicity
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Abstract: Peanut is one of the "Big Eight" allergen foods. It has
been noticed by public due to its serious clinical symptoms and
high incidence rate. This review introduced structures and
immune characteristics of peanut allergens (Ara h 1-18). The
assessment methods (both in wvitro and in wvivo) was also
introduced. Finally, the research progress of different food
processing on the allergenicity of peanut were summarized. The
future research direction of food processing on reducing the
allergenicity of peanut were prospected.
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B Xt B2 T TR TR 0 T R e A8 A B 1 B
M o LA O A6 25 B S5 BF 9T S SO T 0L R B L R 2
#&3l.
1 AEA st

BZE 2022 4E, O A 18 Pk A i B B 1 % B A
21— [ By G E 2 R S BT IR S, A3 B fir 2 Ara h 1~
18(IL#E D, Hf Arah 1, Ara h 2 Hl Ara h 3 ik R 27

x1 ISHEEFHERR
Table 1 18 peanut allergenic proteins
HHE R SrFRE/kDa SRR SR OILS et
Ara h 1 Cupin (Vicillin-type, 7Sglobulin) 64.00 4.55 Ara h 1.0101 &R @ 09 [R5 = SR 44, P fa o Pk o, T il
filg AN S T AEH
Arah2  Conglutin (2S albumin) 17.00 5.20 Ara h 2.0101  ZfRasE . BB 2 VEIR L i 3 4L 0
Ara h 2.0201
Arah 3 Cupin (Legumin-type, 11S globulin, 63.00 5.50 Ara h 3.0101  NEUR, $FE 2 Vo T B A
Glycinin) 37.00 Ara h 3.0201
Ara h4 renamed to Ara h 3.02, number not 5.50 5 Ara h 3°F 4 A~ HHIE Y TgE 4561 &
available for future submissions
Ara h 5 Profilin 15.00 4.60 Ara h 5.0101 5 Bet v 2 & [ &5 AR 4
Arah 6 Conglutin (2S albumin) 15.00 5.20 Ara h 6.0101 5 >G5 R AR 1 B L T PR AN
i
Ara h 7 Conglutin (2S albumin) 15.00 5.60 Ara h 7.0101 &=k
Ara h 7.0201
Ara h 7.0301
Ara h 8 Pathogenesis-related protein, PR-10, 17.00 5.03 Ara h 8.0101 X #BUER B I ALATRE S5 HER TE A 18 S0
Bet v 1 family member Ara h 8.0201 A& IgE J i i 51
Arah 9 Nonspecific lipid-transfer 9.80 9.00~10.00  Ara h 9.0101  FAFZE MR o Tl T8 A, by wo i b X 32 25 50
protein type 1 Ara h 9.0201  Jfi[16]
Ara h 10 oleosin 16.00 9.61 Ara h 10.0101
9.36 Ara h 10.0102
Ara h 11 oleosin 14.00 10.08 Ara h 11.0101
Ara h 11.0102
Ara h 12 Defensin 8.00 Ara h 12,0101 &k, @ T o5z
12.00
5.18
Ara h 13 Defensin 8.00 Ara h 13.0101 gt/ J& F B fa 2 07
11.00 Ara h 13.0102
5.47
Arah 14 Oleosin 17.50 Ara h 14.0101 i Gk 25 F ORI 220K 19 N 3 A1 C 3 2
Ara h 14.0102 %
Ara h 14.0103
Ara h 15 Oleosin 17.00 Ara h 15,0101 — 2 f&, DKARDVKDRAKDYAG % Bt i}
" 1gE 454 JRA H08
Ara h 16 Non-specific lipid transfer protein type 8.50 Ara h 16.0101
23 nsLLTP-2
Ara h 17 Non-specific lipid transfer protein type 11.00 Ara h 17.0101

1, nsLTP-1
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1.1 Arahl

H AT, SDAP & 5 & [ S5 A s ek T
21 MAra h 1 I9ERME BARER AP FI (WK 2), Hrp
fii AA25-34,AA65-74 FI AA89-98 fii T Ara h 1 FHH M
N 3t X 3L T 2037 AA498-507 {1 F C 3 X Ik, 5 B 5. Bk 4K
HEA BRI, 7+ B X 4 2 R HER e o Bk m
IgE 25 &, A E R A AL 2 X IgE 19 45 & R ik 7 A4
BB,

£2 Arahl1 W IE&A &M
Table 2 Ara h 1 IgE Binding Epitopes

7 BRI 5 (A
1 AKSSPYQKKT 25~34
2 QEPDDLKQKA 48~57
3 LEYDPRLVYD 65~74
4 GERTRGRQPG 89~98
5 PGDYDDDRRQ 97~106
6 PRREEGGRWG 107~116
7 REREEDWRQP 123~132
8 EDWRRPSHQQ 134~143
9 QPRKIRPEGR 143~152
10 TPGQFEDFFP 294~303
11 SYLQEFSRNT 311~320
12 FNAEFNEIRR 325~334
13 EQEERGQRRW 344~353
14 DITNPINLRE 393~402
15 NNFGKLFEVK 409~418
16 RRYTARLKEG 498~507
17 ELHLLGFGIN 525~534
18 HRIFLAGDKD 539~548
19 IDQIEKQAKD 551~560
20 KDLAFPGSGE 559~568
21 KESHFVSARP 578~587
1.2 Arah?2

Ara h 2 IS 14 A& 1gE 45 & R A g0RTE
SDAP 1 S 4 1 45 M 5O PR (L3R 3) . BEA P =48
f& Ara h 2.01 Fil Ara h 2.02,Ara h 2.02 tt. Ara h 2.01 £
A 12 ADEIER I HEXBRE LRI P E&H -4 F
Y IgE 45507 M AAT0-75(DPYSPS) , fif L Ara h 2.02
BIRE A 4> F B R T Ara h 2,01 9, H B A &8 10 &
e
1.3 Arah3

TE SDAP i #5085 5 45 49 %08 B AR Ara b 3 #Y
4 ANIQE B AR AL (LR O Hh R AL 3 Al 4 7 F Ara h 3

B REREBGUETIAATERRENIMERGEEMOHARER

®3 Arah2p RE&ARM
Table 3 Ara h 2 IgE binding epitopes
Frs BRI 51 (ALY
1 HASARQQWEL 18~27
2 QWELQGDR 24~31
3 DRRCQSQLER 30~39
4 LRPCEQHLMQ 42~51
5 KIQRDEDS 52~59
6 RDPYSP 62~67
7 SQDPYSPS 68~75
8 LQGRQQ 120~125
9 KRELRNL 130~135
10 QRCDLDVE 146~153
11 RDPYSPSPYDRRGAG 62~83
12 RRCQSQLERANLRPC 31~45
13 GRDPYSPSQDPYSPS 61~75
14 ELQGDRRCQSQLERA 26~40

x4 Arah3B IgE A RM
Table 4 Ara h 3 IgE binding epitopes

5 IR T 5 fir
1 IETWNPNNQEFECAG 33~47
2 GNIFSGFTPEFLEQA 237~251
3 VTVRGGLRILSPDRK 276~290
4 DEDEYEYDEEDRRRG 303~317

PR TR 5 i DX IS 25 2 1 A1 S S 1R I HL A 34T 1 T
2 I HFRAL 3 AT LA IT A Ara h 3 b U8 3 035 FF =
PR BRR A S e R A0
2 AEA B VEAL T ik

BB TE AR 2 A B AR S AR UE L SR 5
X P BTl D7 VR AT TS DUBE T O AR 4R
B 538 WA 5 vk
2.1 fRSMEBLE L

PR AR fb A 48 SR IS E 4% 1 78 7R S B4R P 1)
THA RN A Bl . K 22 B0 98 20 A 5 £ 4 sk M0 1 3K
S HGTE A — i R IE A G, B A R
PEAE Jy [ 2 E A 2 U BB S H 4845 .

TE DA B 3 A R B v e 3 A O L A
ZH M. Wang S0 FE RSB IR0 T TR AR
FEAS IR B2 T O A8 AR 2o B0 0T A P 0 8, R K
AR KE A A 55 A A6 A FE LG AR AR R BRAIG, B MR AR
AT ]G AR S T A AR AR 0 BB s AR, B W S
SR IR 28 VR A N S 2F AT T ke T A FR AR A 3K
W R B A BRI R E R A E Wb B,
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Table 5 Comparison of methods for assessing peanut allergenicity
A8 A BTG Tk s /350
TR AME S AL PRAE T 2 20 RO EE I AT IR0 R W ()32 H 18 b5 2 H T X2 0 i BUR BOBOE B0 28 PR A
BRI S B M MR RS R SR R R A O T M A o S P R T 0D o 9 5 S8 L RN R M R A
B 5 BN R T IS ONN T ¢ FEN T I RAE BB 2 IR I ZOE KR 45 R AR
20 A R 5 T SR RAE R 0T DL e S i 0 SR B TR R R UL AR P B 5 e 20 A ] 6 A AR
IRy R ki) EGONORAR R0 A B AR R S A NI B HEAT B2 IREE AR R I R, H ORI B — R S he g

TR Al A 118 XU » 1 3 45 AR B 4 30T S Bk A 20

i 2 PR Sl M BT ) P A 2R

% T S T A AR P s — T AL B AR S . D A PR
XA A ARG AL AR AT R AME R O s — B — T 8
b 4520 R HERE 5 R T AR A 0 T AL L HL 22 IR 2 IR G
TH AL AL B HL 5 6 24 SOk FEAIG .

SR S F 4y 3k 80 5T 100 9 A 7 o 4 O AN 2 fi e 3 i J
NI L EE A DA Z A B2 e e, BB R 5 %
TH AL 2510 T A0 R0 55 2 IR 3R 5% ) A3 DA AR S/ A5 480315 38
I B AATE — E R PR, B L, BE R 2K
HME LI Ak 158 T x5 R B R0 25 P A
AL 22 1 3 B8 B T v A A BB B R4 O i
DL L i PO Y
2.2 MFEZEDH

0L 2t 36 T 2R AR I o R S PR v P
IgE 1945 G B 1 K/N AT ECBE AN . H AT, B IK S0 0% )
ff (Enzyme linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA) & & Fll
125 E[1 38 (Western blotting , WB) iR 5 & & A % FH 14 77 A
Ik
2.2.1 ELISA  ELISA & — & ¥k & i # . F) I $t
J R AAR 1) R 5 1 I 445 - TG X U 114 R Sk A A T S
IR 5T 43 0 o 1 AR B > TR TR . R LY
ELISA RV Bk (B3 e ok a4k,

2 0 S 0 R 5 R R AL PR Ara 1 S
R, (8] 4% ELISA 853 R . mil AL RS Ara h 119
G g8 R B AR . Yo ST o ) v 2 L
P T R A R ORI, 1 AL B AR A AT, R
L ELISA EFE A Arah 1, Arah 2 Fl Ara h 6 19 & &,
WF 58 DL 2 1 i 2 AR A 4B 2 Bt e A O i
T AL 5E 4 ELISA JE ST LR in T &l Ara h 2 )
IgE 45 G Be it ok, 48 5 O 7E M 20 . B AT . ELISA
PR B R C 8 L (B AR R 2R AL 1 ELISA #0F — &
R Bt o5 I 90 38 T A 6 AN TR] A U 36 B SR BAS ] i 2%
PRI TT 35 T I At 1 3K 30 B AR X A 2 o B 1 B0
BEAT LR VA
2.2.2 WB  WB 2 75 5 ¢ L Uk F0 5T L4 1A Ao ) 1 S i
R TR Sk 1 B v W A B R WL Wt R o R R
F5 IgE W& A WA T B g 55 . (A WB {58 32 51 85

RS B K S5 AR e B R R HEAT 2 M A2 2 i 43
Bro BHBL.E K WB 5 ELISA A i DR R 45 2R 1
WG . Zhang S0 BESE O T AL BXE Ara h 2 SO
G52 WB Fl ELISA #5588 3R A7 3.6.7 15 IgE M 45
BRE ) TE & Wb W SR AL AN AR AL S 2 B R AR
Mikiashvili 227 ff) WB 1 ELISA 4 57 45 52 2 0] Bt 4% 76
R ANFEEERAAE Ara h 1, Ara h 2, Ara h 3 fll
Ara h 6 FaE/l, HAEAESHIEER S RE WG 6e )
KA BT, &A% W WB #Il ELISA
BUIRIEAL 56 T8 A T b 1 BOEOME L 85 2R R BIUR [R) AR AR
A B TE ] 2

HAT. B0k WB IR 5038 AN B8 o8 2 A ROk A B
SRR F B . R B R T IR R T
B AN [ B DT A5 R 36 0E £ 5 0 5 AR 7 T 98 ) B
3 T Y 22 A PR BT L S AR £ 0 5 R B $2 40
B KA
2.3 ZAMREIEMN

20 i A 280 R A L R A B UL I P B B G T L O 2
B TR B RE F— B SR A ) 1 A0 A A K B T 4 Ry
FEEEM I GEMN —FhE AR .

S 5500 2 f AR 0 o eE A R 32 R A AR S IR 4
W T L 2 R IE K A A A . Wang S50 I H B B 28
R4 IS (Bone marrow-derived cells, BMDCs) % #t 4 1€ 4=
PEAT BOHE TR L 45 SR 7R Ara h 3 2t )5 . BMDCs 1)
IL-5.TL-10 A1 TL-13 & [N ) 2 3k 35 89 L TL-12 3k T
VAL UL LS AR E T Ara h 3 A 00 BUR B BGE £ R,
NG 38 T Ara h 3 BB

P 0% W R e 4 A R A DI L 1 4 1 s
A Jifg (Rat basophil leukemia cells, RBL-2H3) F1 A #p J& ifiL
FE B PE 1 I 9% 48 2 ( Human peripheral blood eosinophil
leukemia cells, KU812), RBL-2H3 4f il 5 JItt K 40 Jfd 11
LRI RESS L, W Bk T/ B0 B & W WO e i 20 i
F =0 50 (e (5-HT) | - 5k O Wl 17 il 4 R A A o
BRSO 4 e iy A LAY, B AT E BTz B T IR
A6 A 3 0 SR B B 5 R . Rao %50 5 3 49 7 RBL-
2H3 40 i A% BY IE 52 & 2 A6 AR R BOBrE AR, B B R
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Ll RIS 4L W B R4 Ara h 1 B A LI5S RBL-2H3
L A B ASURE B I -2 Bk O il L i — 2P U A
Ara h 1 2 A E A BRI BB . 3 Ab— Bl o 1 kL 4h
I-KU812 J&—Fift A 2 3k V5 1Y R 5 75 1k AN 8 5 97 1
PEANR, B AN AESEALEE . W F ORI A R AR Y
B . Zhou 20V S KUS12 4 ffd izt 36 iF BH 4k 4% 7T LA
iR A A ) O L 2R AR 4 R BSOS R
B, RS G S AL B G Ara h 1 ZE (1 f
W KUS12 4 il , & M E AL B G Ara h 1 il KUS12 48
L s 4 B R T4 B RE 7 3 TR LRI Ara h 1 i R
PEREAG . DL AN o ME K 4H B AR X 08 06l 1 b 20 i L 75 5 b 26
T 22 B0 T K Rk UL, 2o R R R AR AR R ICTE £
B A 0 3 T, L T N T BB TR A . E N R
P53 Al SR A B K 40 M 75 B 4~ 6 JE A B LI L RE N AL
JRAR S S B A A TE G T & Wi s R I, R R
A 40 2 SR B A A R O )z
2.4 EHYEREAH

SR IR A T A8 X8 R 0 I e i R
A e 5 T AR P 4 T 7 O e A L6 4 0o R R I R A
BN B EE TR, R 2R s
GG AR AR 45 5 TSN S A AL B H A R
BEBK BMEAN R R AN S WL 28 AT
T3 O SEHL I A PR 5T M 4 T EUBCE IR T L R
FUN R R A E e R £ &, 2
AN B Y OB S T

N 16 A BORUME PR 19 /0 BRU R A5 CS7BL/6
C3H/He] .BALB/c /Ml %, Hit BALB/c /NRE TR
IgE %5 &h 2 A6 7= A2 The B4 88 13 % Il IeE Hiik . i
WA HDEPEN YR (T A BUR D . Wu R
BALB/ ¢ /|y BB T 5 47 BOBCPE 3P 6, 45 3R s 36 3 Je 7Y
an A BA B TE £5 4 B8 ), T VG PE 2 AL S A IgE
ARk, kA, C3H/Hel /N B H 98 HIAE #E 47 H
MR A6 25 19 B0 3h 9 A% R o, Bansode 2557 PR AL 2 8 5 46
AR AN AYXE C3H/Hel /N Bt R B 14 5% Wi , iF B8
Z W 5648 1 456 T LA IR C3H/ Hel /) BRI W H ¢
Stk TgE T4 7K -, T R AIG L B0

AT/ BN R B R BE . TE R A3y B 5
WS B I3 5 M i TgE A TG i 8248 43 B, B0
R TT A 5 NS LAY 2 SORE AR R TP AE AR BB
A x5 B LT Kroghsbo 4854 ffi H BN K R 1E b
R R I T IR 2 BN R BUS B 7B A4 X Ara h 1Al
Ara h 2 ) 4E R IgE KOF B 2% @& F 05108 4 s e E ¥,
Bogh 21058 5 BN K BREAT /9 38 58 BF 75 28 WL T fk Al )
I Ara h 1 #8EA — 2 19 Bt

UEAE R, Bt SR Sh W A A T 5% R I IR A, B R
/IS BRI TR Ak /DS BRA5 37 TR )y g A 7R 5 i 0 O R oL

B REEEBGETIAAERRAENINERFESMORARER

VA 6 A Y AR BB PE R B TR ARG . SR T A A A TR
I AETE— 5 119 Ry BR A o S TR] o 3R 09 /0 BROx o i Y 1L
A ORI EEE R, B R 50 7Rk i ik
B AR AT H RN B E RS W KRGS 0, D
e 15 S A 1 S P A R B At 3R AT SR TR A

3 L7 AN AE A BRI S

3.1 ¥EHE

3.1.1 R R 2 ) P R AR A B
XS R B R A 3R 7 A 1y kT o A AT A
PR S . RBORT DU 8 B4 2 (AR AR B A R
B N AN i R | R e r A N 1 B
00 2o SR 55 R R BT AR 1 45 A BB T, B AR e B e g
PER PGB 2% . Luo %M BF 97 £ W1 4R B 4L B Ara h 6
G H M = A kR WAL, R AR AR Y
—HE ARG LY Ara h 6 RN RZ A H
FEP B E T 4R R R 2] 10 kGy B, R BB K
AR EY R E TR Ara h 6 BRI ER . S8
Wi 3. Bhoh, B R FEED TR AR &S Coy 4
MRALH Ara h 2, & BUBEE 46 BG4 A9 3G K, Ara h 2 550
AR 9 25 65 i 7732 W1 e A1 1 D PT R R R AR b R AR
B2 B b A SRR R AR B R N 51 K e i R A KR 28
e a8 AR AL SRR A 0 WA AR e R Y SO
(BB e A5 H AW T SO AR B A ] I I 8 52 B i T HE
LAVER A AT WA s — 2D AR .

3.1.2 #imE BEEE-FHEGESNIEAR B
T 5 0 A A B A R AN R K R L SR R S )
FECE 45 A RPTRE  B T, Long 1T
REWFEIEABIG Ara h 2 B9 SUHCE A8 R E J1 K SF F kb
T I B] A4 AS [6] 05 A W22 46, 72 100,200 MPa AL B 2.5~
30 min XF 46 A B Mk O 1 W52 . W O 400, 500,
600 MPa b ¥ 10 min B L I B 78 AR () 5 38 SR 1 i 35 B
5 - FR By 1037 Hp 4H e RN Al A X - (TL-4 . IFN-y il 1L-10)
B D . Kt 2 4, Pan 2518 200,400,600 MPa 1
B EATE Ara h 1 J5 & 3,600 MPa i JE S 564 F g
S iV R AR R i 3. X AT RE S Tl A R ) ik R R
1) —SH 3L P A Ak G ik, 45 Ara h 1 1925 40 T 4
TE B HT 10 22 TR A o~ BR5E AN 8- B 45 K 0 /b L W] RE S B4
IS 4 e 2 R TR e 928 TR O A7 s A K A R . A T R AR
T Arah 1 963 KRB . Huang %57t 438 1 F LY
45,600,800 MPa 43 10 min f5 7] A % K AR A6 4 1 5L
e, L 58 35 H v R AL B AR T DL R AR Y R .
R e AL R E R AR A A SR (4 [ B S 10 3R D 1 XL o
HUE S5 A3 6 T8 Wl A8 2E BUHUME O A E 2 A G ORI R
FATTE.

3.1.3 MIRFE TR FETFHRELEMLT BT B
T8 o R R R S E A R B R

gL
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L SRR 3 R N & T B (P s - 2 TR o ol 7 s
F A 52 15 i 55 2 Fh AL R AR 3 B M . Venkataratnam
U T M A B AE A R A A B AR TE 80 KV HLE R 94K
TR A5 B A v A UK [ B ] 25 SR R Ara b 1% R A 2R
A T B A8 Ak, AR K A RY 25 R A A B A i
Ara h 1 ZR A5 H o SR IER -9 & 2 e 28, DT 3 3K
HOLGE A RE ARk . B RR it A AE K, Ara h 1 (93K
TP BB AK . SR, 7€ Venkataratnam 5% 1y 53 4k —
TR 5 o, AR 45 0 F R AL FE 4% R ) SDS-PAGE 85 i
FER B 285 % B 3o AR A VA A B A TTRETE AL T
AR LM SR T B Al AR T AEE W
E€ < AT N i R SR N DT R [ e o d
v A —E WU A B Rk A6 AR BRI B T R T U
B,
3.2 kEHE
3.2.1 Wik BEACRAE L5 200 I B o ik Ik =22 (7]
TE B 1) — il 48 A% S g, W] LLAE 22 B O T Can gt
S UMD T B AR K AR HLJGTE BE A EARTY . R Ik b B W
SREEE B 5] B R R AL g R B AR .
Tian 50 LT A E A rAra h 15K [ RS0 85 5
FIAE 40,100 CFm#k 18 h 1 20 min, BF 57 & B 28 E B
D-S W A A A R A AL B S rAra h 1 BUBHE TS . 5
FRAAH L R A IgE 85 G R g b W E . (A5
ERN R AR P Z 2L )5 IgE 55 RN F
F& S 00 W] BB 2 th F o TIE M 2 3P R R L & 2R L Bl R 3K
BPERE AR . Shi %570 58 1 $A b 30 A5 40005 1k B R L B
S BF ] P R 0 B A A > A A A R SR
FH R 25 05 43 7 3 2 3% 0 AR B AR S5O 24 R RN 24 R A
5 UL HE DORE £k B R 1) E AT 5 d5e 20 45 2R 3R 30 Sk Ak 1B M
BT rAra h 1 E AWML, BAWM Arah1 5
IgE W45 A 8B 1A T W o L[] 6 o 388 0 1 400 i e B0k 1)
e T 51 & 1 3 S ™ 3 1Y o R

5 — 5 i A WS BN A AT LR IR A R Ay T
SR 22 1) 0 R AR A ) AR — R s R
W3 45 6 Ak B B BAT 00T 1 e IR A2 i N . {EL E
I B IR 75 Al Bl W AL X A8 A SO0ME S ) R G, AT
TTIRABESE o
3.2.2 ZWa®H fERNTIEP.EQRSZH S
A7 7E T R — 1k 3 9 S A2 M AR a0t T 6 o L S5k bk . AT
215 0T TR (A L S5 Ara b1 55 i R R
AR BFR R B3 R AR R S 1eG B 44 e 1 AR
T4 R FS52MmMtnas G Tl F
ST TR AL P A AL B S Ara h 1 BOBME T B A
HEBE., ZHESEAEEANHEAERE S REASH
b Y AL R W e b =R A N R
HEESDMBH R . SRE R BB EEEA
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Py AR L B4 I R AR LR K M R S g 0 R
o B S o SRR B-A f O i s S A AR AR AL
A B & 3 B0 By 9 R A TgE 25 & W Hl6e 1. Ak,
Bansode 1 R B A K (5 2 W (0 & A vl L i
il TgE 7K Ay 2 AE K 40 g b CD63 BTG A 5 19 1B 490k
S B AL A= 19 3 5SS

ZMAGMRELAE RN AR B LB 51
A b s AR R TRD R B AR R T e Ak AR SO Ry —
FH I, BATHREMYZHET  KRAEH LW
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