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Recent studies on the effect of ultrasonic treatment on food allergens
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Abstract: Thisreview introduced the food allergens and their sen-
sitization mechanism, and summarized the research progress of
peanut, soybean, milk, shrimp, egg and kiwifruit allergens in
ultrasound treatment. Moreover, the research direction of ultra-
sound treatment in reducing food sensitization was also prospec-
ted.

Keywords: ultrasound treatment; food allergies; allergens; aller-

genicity; protein

B HOR — R B BT R A L R
B B — bR S ) S B OB 2 A — RN E
NARTEAL B2 I 0 28 20 I 48 2R 4 B E IR, (H 2 &
YA Z A5 2 e RN IF N EL A AR

BV R R AT X 25, TEEE A LR
T2 P A R Y B R R B AR LT K 2y
A 80 LB AN 400 i BN A B W5k SO R L Y
a5 v TN HLES 2 Hb XA A A OB R B Ak
) 10%, FEE, —I0 A 31 AN T A P O R A
WR,14 % LU IJLEA 5.83 % A Wyad i, H 22 i i
JLEE (3~5 %) /B R fr i - 35 B 6.65 06 £ 1) 3 MR 2
TEARFIRT EAFFREIILETAERELR, THE
Prad 8RB R e o 9. 11 %0 R BRI R 2.33 %

FV AT I 9% FRE T8 oo o S e 2 1% ol 9 2% o
DR TNTTR iR S 7/BUR - SR SR 0l P
DL F A Ty R A A A B ) BT (B AR B i X

TEEB 87 3% &, IR LT A,
BAEMEE FRIL (1970—) . &, LilE R HUR, 1.,
E-mail: chenqincc@shu.edu.cn

W B #1:2022-01-26 BB HHE:2022-07-21

WRIC L B RAE . T A AR BRAF Sy — b AR #0005 50
AT A e R R 5 R R R W R LU R
W EE R AVE SRR RO B D . BT A A LR R
W B B O I I B 4 A B e L B s
Wy o A S S A AT B ) BB ) AR St 5 BRI 2 05 R I
R

1 ¥ st B SigopL Rl

B R S S R A G 1R i U Y Y
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BB I AR Iz R L B E BRI A
S Y G TR R R R, B R H
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BIE B, U N R R B R R ik 1,013 X
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TR SR 38 Ao 25 A8 1 B g e A% B D s R U A U 1Y
A ROOT R B IR DK AR R PR VA DL R
A S AR A TS L SR A R R (B 0
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1925 4 55 — i 48 A4 S BORE B8 Ok BB 1981 4F
Sachs 40 AAEA FURE P & LA — AN BUE A IR 4 R
Peanut-1, AIT5¢ 46 Az 3o 80F A9 BF 58 MO BOR A . H i
i 5 T4 [ BR A 3 2 B 25 (World Health Or-
ganization-International
Societies, WHO-TUIS) it 5% 1y 46 4= 3 i Jmi e A5 17 Fh 2%
AL Ay MW AT 4 K Ara h 1-1707 ST (L% D),

WA FE IR ARE Ara h 1-2.Ara h 3/4 1 Ara
h 6.4 3 90 % 46 A i 58 3 1 7% 1gE wT IR AE A &
TR, Ara h 1t 3 A ARTEN A N-BE 3 Ak W 3 4
B AR ABER 12% ~16 % A b & & i
F IR, Arah 2 KAEAE AWM 6% ~9% B
5 5 R 1) A A o R, T LB R 2990 V6 Y AE AR it A
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Table 1 Main peanut allergens and their basic
characteristics
foRz /i AR ES 43 ¥ it it /kDa
Ara h 1 7S BRAR (W BRI R 63~65
Ara h 2 2S &M 17
Ara h3/4  11SEREFACKEEREMD 60,37
Arah'5 i E A 14
Ara h 6 2S &M 15
Arah7 2S &M 15
Ara h 8 Wi FEAH G 2R 17
Ara h 9 AR S NR R B A TR 9.8
Ara h 10 il 16
Arah 1l  JHREA 14
Arah 12  Bif&H 8
Arah 13 PBifiEH 8
Ara h 14 il =) 17.5
Ara h 15 il =) 17
Ara h 16 AR PEAR BRRS 11 4 8.5
Ara h 17 e TR R B T8 11

AW HE . Arah 4 1 Ara h 3 4 90% M ¥ 51 &
SR Ara h 4 BB AER Ara h 3 B[R 70 A4, & Bk
EH A4 N Ara h 3.0201%, B4R Arah 1 fl Arah 3 2
AP SRR MR (A2 Ara h 2 F1 Ara h 6 3K
PR, PR, B T T A AR e R Y
ARG G AR S B LAy S

H 09 0 58 DA S 8 7 A 34 3 25 5 ol 7R A A B R
FF 11 10 2% 245 F DA T 5% M BB o Jayasooriya S5 5T &
PR ER P b 3R DA A8 A S5 4 B HICEE F IR A A A 9 Ik
B, Li AR RS R] A 8 7R AL B A ] R B IR o 1
T LA T 0 ViR R AN A BN IR S = B 3R LK P IE AR
iR Th. it BCA %W E B AT % M8 1, SDS-PAGE I
Jt» ELISA WAl Ara h 1 Ml Ara h 2 LI B35 4 2 0 1
ELISA 3 i fb AR 3R U Rl IgE 25 & 45 R W], WA 4k
RN R BB TE AL S W N T AR A R R R,
FEMET Arah 1 A1 Ara h 2 B9, B~ 3 RE A
it o JSE B VAl X 4B A AT U AL 385, Ara h 1l Ara h 2
S TRERVIE,. 5 E 45668 I m Ak, PRt 7
O Al o R el T LB U @)Wl & 1 IR 11 A
Zhang U5 @ 3 R A% 4y A L B T 3 I B K ML SDS-
PAGE. I8 = 8 o 3% F0 B5 555 49 5 B B2 40 47, 37 0 8 7 Ak 3
Xt 48 4 43 85 3 H (Peanut Protein Isolate, PPD) F 4k ¥ g Hl
SE RS2, & 3R 7 U Ak 3R DLBE hn AR A AR A R
B KM [ s L Ak M e A5 B0 42 i, R I AT RE R B 1R
FHA DAS S 2 B 4T &8, DA 3 B0 22 19 i K B AT R R
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B AL ELE PPI Y ki42 M 474.7 nm FEZE 255.8 nm, 1M
GrF RS2 50 5 N A 9% o 6 I N 3 T K P I 25 SR R
Bl B AR T PPL PR I = g 40 & A A8 k.
Ik 75 SR 450290 3 75 b $1(3.17 W /em® 30 min, 35 ‘C) 464
H G FLR R Rk AR o 1 45 o R AR M X BT
2 5 A I X 48 A= 2 1 S5 AL 43 B 45 A R T, R Uk A B R
BRI A6 2 1 o MRE B s 2D, -5 A S i3 n, BLAEZE
T H > BIAE 66.2 kDa 1 14.4 kDa b A= 585 45 . #8745 4b
FEA] DL g — i ek 3 A6 AR 2R 1 )RR R TR Y B Tk
Fik.
2.2 K=E

PR R Qi R K i a2 S (E R NI (o s )
T 2 AU G R UL ¢ T B R A R A TR
JEE. H AT A BT 40 BB 8 oK BT 8, i
Gly m 1-8.Gly m Bd 28 K(P28)#l Gly m Bd 30 K(P34)
42000 Gly m 4.Gly m 5.Gly m 6.P28 Fl P34 Bk Hg 2
KRG EZESHFEF, Gly m 4 B—FMBUGHEEH.
SrF R 17 kDa, AT % F K XF #4 BR EE Y T 32
gt P34.P28 I Gly m 5 I T K MEE 30%
WI7SHEH., Glym5 2 g RUREL. FTFEHN
150~210 kDa, 2 (5 7S K E B HA 1 85 %5, B E
3AHE, 3 o W3 oW HEA B W RS o WIEAEL
B R, BRI T 25 R EHURER HT, P34 4y
Fith 30 kDa, 4 REE A 1%7, 9FH 65.2% 1
K5 R R U, P28 194 T & 9 28 kDa, pl
N 562, i KEMTFEAMEE/NT 0.5%5, BEEW
A~ cupin 544 3 It H BE 8 K 2 25 % A K 0 R R A R
BB, Glym 6 RIEFHRKEEEH 4021 11S 5k &
HE, BRE—FEAANICSEWMREAR. B 541
(G1.G2.G3.G4.G5 i+ F &4 N 56,54,54,64,59 kDa) 4]
B, BRSO B 22 K (2 20 kDa) AR 1 & Bk (2
40 kDa) i) M 38 5 R A 0

PR AT 5T A 4 7 Ak B 3 B 5 AR R BB A
V14 v S0 445 A DA 5 M BRI . PN ZR T o R [ R 7 A%
(A OE NSRS R - S el I g 1ok 2 87 N N e
11S 0 20 2 5w K L ok 2R A A T BE 4 O e 1 L 3L
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PO R R BT E AR RSN EET
A Ak A LB 25 B R, 5 R 8 S AL #E % BBPI FE S AH
It . BBPI M 2540 & A= T 484k, IF B & A 3 R AR 1K,
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D) | S T il 2 i 0 = I (R 7 N | B
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B 23 46 F1 K BBPT 43 0 85 38 BN (9 7T 3 M 2R 1
FAE A, DT 5 B3R T BT K M A0 A MR RE n, Hu 40
435I 200,400,600 W B H) %78 20 kHz B R 40
TAE R T4y B AR L 45 R R R A B R R
P A e AE , s i e R R s K S T . LR
S0 R BT AL TSR T -1 K L BR AR 1 R KR Y
O, 5 B 5 2 TG K M ek AR L DATIT 39 5 H LA 1
fig; BAETNZ 200 W N, A AL IR 15 min, p-fE R L BREE
F A 2L AR T M R RS M Rk B R v (R, X AR R R
[Fi) I ] i) 78 7 4k B0 X T2 7S AR 0 W A B Mt R AT B
5,78 & A & it 40 kHz, 300 W 8 7 3 B fn T 4k B
80 min if , R = UMM BRER K WES T =%
Ak, Ltk =95 1gE 45 Ak Bk
2.3 &

A=y i i AR LA R RN e R
T o B o R R AR (80 Y0 FIFLTE (20%0) . a-FL
HEAM -FLEREARIE M EEZ WS, BMEAEFD
TiRESGIESHNEDR, HIRENE -AKEOR
a-FLIE®E A, Tammineedi 255450 5 0% B 8 75 40 T8 (8
IR 500 WL M R 20 kHz. &b B[] 10, 20,
30 min) B A o-FL3E 2R R WS L T BT PR AR 2
M o-FLIHE A BBk, Stanic-Vucinic M #F 58 T
SHBE R 7 6T B-FLER AR 10 45 4 R B0 19 52 i 7E R i
KB HOL T A LB B SR E A 28 gLk ED
TREERM U AEREEE p-FLERE A R R S R R E
RIERIE . ik s p-FL Bk 1 A B 9 E & E I LT
DT B A5 A S AL IR BEAT KB s TR
B-FLEREE B A 1 AR AL PR & B B RAR B L
AN 23 A 2 1 0 25 6 U o T 1) B 0 5 7 Rl 7 A 2
K p-FLERE AL RAW p-FLERE B AT LR EN
Bk 2, JF B 5 W Ik B oE AT TR E 00 52 Bk ORI,
Wang 50 FI 8 75 40 #E (G 75 T 38 900 W, i 75 I %
20 kHz,#75 if 1] 0,30,60 min) B )5 & B, 75 Tween 80
FETEMIG BT o 88 75 A 33 W] K s 2R 10k Y B R
fRZE100 nm LLF , AT AT RAF= A B A w35 WA B 09 e 4k i
1A e A AR T 9 W o i 0 2 B G £ 1 AR 1 R TgE
B 45 4 ik 1 3 RAR, LAD2 BE K 40 i 2 B k3 36 56 1A
2 A4 i 2 10 LA AR 5 [RDA: 8 Ak 3RS T 6 4 i 2R
W B REAR . 3% AR A B A 4 7% aod S ) B
PRAL T — A R T A BT AR B A Y A
Bk b 22 Ak, Se A 22 T AT 0000 3 U, A R AL B 4 A R
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TR it P DL R 3 MR AR B-FLER B A o-FL U R IR
gk,
2.4 4R

UR 1 3 0 R R SR LER 2] A (Tropomyosin, TMD
F A4 2 A, 4 T i 35~38 kDa, 45 HL 2R
4,55 FEEH L TM A 8 A 1gE 85 & v 4, B v i
5~14 MEIEMA K, TM B R L5 h o 1Bk
AL AT XA PR T AR — P T A7 e TR R AR
PEFS FEMR IR IR R L TM & A 28 ok, B v g T™ Al
VIER 205 SR i & IF B 76 4 b 38 0 R b 38 ) e st
SR AFAEST

Li 25059 ] v o B2 B8 75 (0 °C ,800 W, 30 kHz,15 min)
XHUR (P vannamed) FAFALBRJE KB, TM 5 1gE B45 &
e k2B, H IgE 454 f& J1 78 50 °C T #8754 #1
1.5 h JEFRAK 20 26 TE 32 168 75 Ab 3 R 4R 22 [ 199 Bl [ £
Mo o8 T 8w b Bk R, Li &0 x ok & AF P,
vannamei ) AT & I, 7E 0 °C (800 W,30 kHz) AR+
AP 30 min J5 . IgE 45 & 6 TR T 50% . Dong %500
TEAL T v o R A A B (0,5,10,15,20 min) % HREE & 1
FLAY TN SOBCRE P 0 5 i L 25 5 3 0 o ot I 2 A0 B TR
) 384 0T T R ALG L B-4T B R o~ T Bl 2 A FHL ESF ) (9% 354 o v
B s 24 AL B SY 20 min B KR R A L SR ULBR B A 0 2
76 %, SPT I ERR 1 T B 28.26 Y0, TR A1 I AL % LK
o AP R 1 R T 7.53%,0.81%,71.29% ,
Zhang %1% % B 7 (800 W, 20 kHz) 45 & BEAL ¥ (H &
H G AR 2 H D X AR (Exopalaemonitudeus ) A PR
15 min J5.TM Hl IgE &5 &g 1 W ZF AL 70%0 DL . R W
ol A AR P AL R AR T TM AN SO T A I TR e T
L3,
25 WBE

MEEHTEARENETIHE, EREWEFE
.50 % 11 (Ovalbumin, OVA) | B % 8 1 FI A &
it OVA X HE i E B R (4 R E AW
54%0) ERE—F &R 385 NEERR . T AN 45 kDa
MREE I, o R 500 AR ET KN, BF 4
25 Y6 1 S BE R R L 1 T

Yang %V 5T S PR v 5 B RE AR AT B S HE 3R OVA
5 1gG M IgE &5 &R J1 s HF OVA #40 JEIF . 1gG Ml IgE
455 RE I BiE R 7R T R AE 200~ 600 WA B A (9 38 in i
g Mk 800 W I T OVA AU SR 45 4 Rk 1 g
eI TS B AN 1 e I R R D U
A2 4 v X TR o R R A e R N R KU . SRR
OVA i FIH BRI 5 1gG Ml IgE F A () 2 & 7l 58 7l DL il
A k5 R A R RS A 4 A Ok B i R A T [ K
OVA WL, AT 8IFX — 4%k, Yang %0 7
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A WAL PR S FH H #% ¥ (Mannose, M) 347 ¥4k, 25 R+
Bl OVA-M B9 55 1gG I IgE 45 & fE )1 W35 RE Ik, O
BEWHERT OVA-M B YT fL 16 PE, 76 600 W T,
WMEZF) 1gG F IgE Ry 45 & 1H Ak, i A AL iE o (6 i, A
W W SR 2 R R R P AL 3R A B A — R A AR
O S BUE AL OVA F= 1 J7 . Stefanovie 457
WEFE T AS[R] i 8 P P04 3RV 2R 1 0 2R AR K AR 1Y s
Wi, - Ty 388 ek 4% il 8 1 Ak B R R A R AR AT B9 K
77— S T e BT SR Ab R L 45 SR 3R T R K
fif 4 ¥ 55 2R AR 25 L TT DA AR 7 LA e T R R AR
AR B K A 7™ . DT 4R R B AR L 7E B/ )
H#,
2.6 PRARHE

Brepb it ek WM YL BNz —, BEid
TESR CRRBE R P S8 52 13 A R [R] 04 3 B DR L A 3k 2 0 i
JFEH,Act d 1.Actd 2, Act d 8. Act d 11 Fil Actd 12 ¥ &
SR FEBEFHEIE. Act d 1 JE F AR B HUR 2 —
5y F 12 30 kDa, i T2 20 R 2 1 28 ORI O i K
B, Actd 2 REFRRAEL, HF RN 20~
26 kDa, B4 200 2 B R . MY 2 B K J7 (6
W15 Bl YoM s SR ST B A R e L X L B
TERIHLPEIE, Act d 8(15~18 kDa) & — F B #H
R R B HER AL M UET . Act d 11 2 BRE Bk
TRAENEERBAMEEATZ "7, Act d 11 A
Act d 8 #RJE T Bet v 1 85, JF HOl 5 1 s i &8 G 0
A2 Y e fU R A 2T, 2014 4F L N B 6 BB B BB T o
PECT WA B0 BUR  Act d 1253 T4 50.2 kDa i)
TISERE M) Al Act d 13 (4 F 4 12 kDa [ 2S H &
EOIT . WRgE ™ L B, X S R R 5 A A AR A
TE 1 i U B 28 RO

Wang %5744 Bk 2 Ak BE & FH O 7 I 4 B (25 kHz,
400 W), 45 R & B, SO B0 R R 7E R A A
16 min JE R T 20% , i R 41 56 5 %0 ba 7K 7 A LE L 74
R AR I E T 62% F 3 4%, Heah, Ik~
A (R 200 ) R ) AN ) R SOAN MR AR A5 A )
IR, SR R R A A AL HE o IR E & s
BT AN, WAL 16 min WEMH T Act d 2 9 IgE
AN BB Actd 2 USRI T 50%. B,
150 R R A 3 B R R B B AH G R 1 T Ak 2 R
AR 5 T 1w B A R AE Y R A
2.7 Hft

Sal s 1 f& = 3¢ 1 38 B2 5:h 450, 5 65 4 19 3 22 5 4
Ji Gad ¢ 1 4 58 % WY S SE /)7 3 [ WPk 5 Sal s 1 A PIASE
HI(Sal s 1 beta 1 I Sal s 1 beta 2), 3% 109 MR,
JFHVEEA A 7E Sal s 1 beta 1 48 ) 3 KAk 1
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PR X I8, W 78 Sal s 1 beta 2 "5 % B MR X 4k, 1% &
HEMMEOE 2 2 RFETT . DS R LB
FHALFETT FEAIC Sal s 1 2K (AP0 . (R B 35 B 58 4 T8 B
MIRAR . Sal s 1 G 75 N TR Fe B K M L = G2 4 35 & 4k
T R AR, AR AR AR R K R A B
A T KPR M FEAR . AR A (Ginkgo Seed Pro-
tein, GSP) /& VAR 19 R EBUHUE (1, GSP Wl L4y & 4h k15
FPEA REAMEREAT, SHMAMEYE ML,
GSP HL75 HUAR 1) ¥ i M W ah 58 L & M e o A Bl e
fiels), Fher ¥ GSP fE 70 °C.20/60 kHz £ Ji #8 75 Ik
TALBE 40 min J5 & B, GSP i 8 2 1gE T FR IR ok
A 40.1% Ui 1gG th B F TR 47%.
3 ghER

TEZ T R BT ARG K T 048 A H 238 F 5 1
1 JEURH A S B AR OR T AR 5 & . B
THE 2R AT H 2R O T 0 B A A 3 T AR )
L, B, M TEIE YT I U R A S BE R T S R
A 3 3 3R e 2D B ik R B AN Aok R A R DA sk
S Y L, PR, e BE A% 7R R BICAR B XU R 1Y [ R
o AT L OO M AR AR foe e 1 ) A, P AL FEAE O B
T ARAF AR B A — R OR AT s B i 4 B B
Y% SRR 9 I 5% Wi R D B R A UE WA R S Ak R AT LA
AR ) Ao B v G A S T R e L B L B A
g — i B AR £ M B (1 Ak 3R

A G TR mT LAY R ILAS i % . © H
O T 75 A B A ) BORBOE S e ) S0 R A B B
T Ak By AT IR L B A TR O B 9T
R B X T R R R R W Rk 2 R R X
Y KUK A TR 0, AF G T B A XU R ER B R B B 5
RAEGWIIE 2N, © B M RZ W UESE, #8575 4
FRREAL T R B (T SR e IeG 1Y
AR M A S M BUE . PSS
A Ak A N 2R 1 T B Y AR I T AR 145 R A O ) I
— 5. © FTHHE A AR BT\ K e 5 v g SR A
& W B R A R R BB 8 T B 2 sk
H. @ M5 H ATy 2 CUn g BE 4L A U ) A BT &
P BAEE B5  A TT LR AR T 2 — . &F LB S
Aab 3 A ) B 1) 5 i 3 T R AT T IR A R R RN
9E N B R A ) Y B A
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