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Research Progress on Tropomyosin Allergen in Aquatic Animals

CHEN Hongbing?, HU Xin*, XIE Yanhai'*, HUA Xiwei'?
(1. State Key Laboratory of Food Science and Technology, Nanchang University, Nanchang 330047, China;
2. Sino-German Joint Research Institute, Nanchang University, Nanchang 330047, China; 3. College of Food
Science and Technology, Nanchang University, Nanchang 330047 , China; 4. Science Center of Laboratory
Animal, Nanchang University, Nanchang 330006, China)

Abstract: Tropomyosin (TM) is a common pan-allergen in crustaceans, and its allergenicity is also
confirmed in certain kinds of fish. Tropomyosin has a conservative structure, high homology, strong
allergenicity and extensive immune cross-reactivity. The studies of tropomyosin allergenicity and its
reduction method, immune cross-reaction are all related to the epitope on tropomyosin. Accordingly,
epitope is the key target of tropomyosin research. This article briefly reviews the recent progress in
aquatic tropomyosin study, including the properties, epitopes, immune cross-reactivity, allergenicity
and its reduction.

Keywords: tropomyosin, food allergy, epitope, immune cross-reaction, allergenicity
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TH 2 R RS I, 5 | R A B ) Aok SO 1614 328 Y 3
Z JL RN . 5 E AT BOR R K
b 3o G R R AR BE LA R N 2 B R AR ER
S, PRI 7K i g R R B e B A v

R AR T LA UK E gk, Tl 1A
8 O N B BT R S ILER 25 (tropomyosin, TM ) &
— A E B B YRR, AR TS DLk
SEIK A, AR SO R UK A S R LR AR Y
PEJBT | 3R A7 A 98 28 SN | BRPE B HG I Ui B
SRt R AT A

] RALKER

JEUER 35 1 2 — Rl B0 R M 8 2 1, ARG 4
TR 3.6x10*~4.0x1047 TM FE1EE T LA

o, 5L 145G 2 A W I T LR IR f
AENLA TV 32 22 2y RE 2 4E 47 40 i B 42 109 58
PEBI, thM\¥ﬁ7¢mmEEanuﬁfT
& T AMBSHEAY, TM —H45 2 2 4 o BiEL
JUR i A 48 ST B 14 R IR TE 5 4, o BRE o HL R
80% , T4z B URTE  TC I ith 45 A & 2 — |
DU 2 7S (R 2510 TM 254 s, i RS 4 AR SF 1)
HERIFHIL T N KAl C A v,

i LR B 2 2 Fh OIS HE S i — Fhiz 3K
TR, SRR S A S sh W 32 A AR [
P A 2 — 26 At TC 5 HME S W (J= 2 i 45 ) 1 Ok ok
fCEN A A 2 PR B 4 (TUIS) T
Jeg 1) 3 D R s iy 4 2% 51 4 X LB IA Y T 25
AT TRICGRE (& 1),

x1 BERNTHEHEENKEGS

Table 1 Officially recognized tropomyosin allergens™

I Y S T YT
o Bt Charybdis feriatus Cha f 1 3.40%x10*
b it i i Crangon crangon Crac 1 24 3.80x10*
FATISEN Exopalaemon modestus Exom 1 3.80x10*
B PN Homarus americanus Hom a 1 3.40x10*
FUG I X R Litopenaeus vannamei Litv 1 3.60x10*
LR LN Macrobrachium rosenbergii Mac r 1 3.70x10*
Bt Y8 Xof R Melicertus latisulcatus Mel 1 1 3.80x10*
JIEHT R BE Metapenaeus ensis Met e 1 3.40x10*
A6 75 K AR Pandalus borealis Pan b 1 3.70x10*
BRI/ Panulirus stimpsoni Pan s 1 3.40x10*
ey X W Penaeus aztecus Pen a 1 3.60x10*
E[J J8 X} R Penaeus indicus Peni 1 3.40%x10*
B X HR Penaeus monodon Pen m 1 3.80x10* A
LB JIE M T 1 Portunus pelagicus Por p 1 3.90x10* A
o, PG B IR Procambarus clarkii Pro ¢ 1 3.60x10* mA
B AP Aedes aegypti Aed a 10 3.20x10* A
7 ] /) e Blaitella germanica Bla g7 3.10x10* A
At TC G Blomia tropicalis Blo t 10 3.30x10* A
FiALEEN Chironomus kiiensts Chi k 10 3.25x10* e
HEBH 0 7 il Chortoglyphus arcuatus Cho a 10 4.20x10* WA
E4EL Coptotermes formosanus Copt f 7 3.54x10* N
24 5 Dermatophagoides farinae Der f 10 3.70x10* LN
J& b ik Dermatophagoides pteronyssinus Der p 10 3.60x10* A
g i Lepidoglyphus destructor Lep d 10 4.00x10* A
R Lepisma saccharina Leps 1 3.60x10* A
E PN S Periplaneta americana Per a 7 3.30x10* N
5 £ 1 Tyrophagus putrescentiae Tyr p 10 3.30x10* M A
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W ] Haliotis laevigata /Haliotis rubra Hal 1 1 3.34x10*

[ONES Helix aspersa Hel as 1 3.60x10*

L/ ESILY)] AR R A Saccostrea glomerata Sac g 1 3.80x10*

KPR 2R £ Todarodes pacificus Tod p 1 3.80x10*
IR L G Crassostrea gigas Cragl 3.80x10* BEA
R PR Oreochromis mossambicus Ore m 4 3.30x10* BEA
1 Rk Pangasianodon hypophthalmus Pan h 4 3.50x10* BEA
K Y P fi: Salmo salar Sal s 4 3.70x10* BEA
SRR Anisakis simplex Ani s 3 4.10x10* A

&Ry

] ey Ascaris lumbricoides Asc 13 4.00x10* BEA

BRI  www.allergen.org

1.1 &XEFENKER

HHESI Y TM 5 JCE HESH ) T [W] 5 M 29
55% , 5 TCEHES Y TM FILL B HESIY) TM 454 3
IR G Z A, — BN B HESN Y TM A Bk
SR AT AR e B H a2 TM HAT B, a2k
) E BRI /NE B A Lin SR A58 K B
WLEREE 1 (Ore m 4) J2& 5L 5 [ v B HE 1 (Oreochromis
mossambicus ) ) BUHEREM | [A] Bt 2 TM 1 A5 HE 3
PR R GE . 1% TM 5 AR LR A
5 [FEMER 87.7%, Bl BN S B 5 s
SRR o T AN WFSE B AE AT 8 (Trichiurus lepturus )"
i e VS e I A X 43 B i S TM AR BB A 2
MO R T, ok AR TR B BE 4 (Paralichthys
olivaceus ) ILER & 1 alpha—1, K ¥ 4 (Larimichthys
crocea) i LEK & H alpha—1 F alpha—4 5 £ 1 2
JR B S M 5 B AE L Ore m 4 19 AL 43 51 R
97.9% .82.0% .89.0% , H#EM X 3 Ff d F i ] iE R A
A B ECREME A A DA 5T A0 L X 2 TV 1)
FHUEA BOR B Z RIS
12 RAmEHYERERNKER

IR R N R I W sk sh ) Horp i
f9 T 24 (i KR ILAL Y 59%0~7%™, TM & H 5225509
o SRR, B R R 1981 AR R RaER
60%~80% ! 7. 2& ¥ ik OB X JEWLER 3 1 IgE
B 0 BHAER . e 5223 LA P 23 T T™ 2
Al A PRAYFNE AL R ARIX 2 T I AU 22 [R) 45 4 A
L (HIR RS AR P /I B 2 7™, Hil, £
Tl FE 2RI TM O 9 2l Ak A 25 5@ 2 TM 7] A7
12T W58 IR RS v, 5 WO e A

1.3 HREFHWEAKER

T 228y, AR s P i ™™ BF 52 e b
HHT, WHO 2SR S B85 6 Ffh (Cragl,
Hal 1 1 Hel as 1.Sac g 1 . Tod p 1 . Hal m 1), H 4y
5k TM, Miyazawa SEB1F 1996 4F L 4t TM 2
fif. 6 (Todarodes pacificus )i = 2B, BAR 75145
& 1 MifL ks W (Azumapecten farreri)TM 1 cDNA J¥
G 153NS R 4.46 IR NLEREE T, B R 5
A EZ IS AT (Ruditapes philippinarum)TM #1753 5
AR LA Koy vi b, SRR AR IR A TM A Xt
oI L 3.7x10%, RS, SH ek
TM &AL, ARSI TM AL A7 7E B M 2o B5ORURS:
A — 24 T 0 R R A B 3 O AR

12 Ry 3 B,
I (LLRAIL il et —
W%@ﬂmmwﬁ

ERLLE

21 FEAkERMERAL

F A7 (epitope ) AR AT P o 75, 2 48 B i 43
T AT I T G g N 1 R R A I A R
23 [ S5 A, 4 B ZS [ 254 | R n] 43 bR AL S
RN, KVERA S EY I BOCR BT X T
TM F A7 B IE LA M 2o 32 SO 2R 00 X 35
Lo AR XS AR e ™, T™ 8% 5 i b, 3k
PZE R e A B R A e T A B R g
A REME IR ks TM &R 4 e, n] 5% 5% 0T 22 Gt
T N B £ P 27 TV 3 57 A A 9 5 B 88 28 XU
N BUBCPEPEAN 5T 8 G PRI2 B A5 A AR
211 RMHREZFGEALEHR & R EURIR R
L B 26 T ¥ AL 4 B A IR B R | I TR A R R
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AR B B BUSR FR A B  HREOR R
HPIE AT A= WA B O AT R T LY
2 A7 T R/ 44 #5 DNAStar Protean System
AntheProt software .BepiPred 2.0 Server SOPMA 4§,
T 25 5 ) PR B B G | R A g T B S 5
(ELISA) W& Gt i 20 i 150 0RE S 30 45 1 47 M8 g B0
A e i Y 5 A G R R % W TE 3R A
WE5E 45 3]s

212 T2 EXHHRNKEE G K142 E 155 %5
EAADEEX e TM R0 JE 17 2 AL 5 %
il o A Ayusot it I H B Ik 45 5E HY 8 X HRAY 5 A
LPEFRAL, Zheng™F ] DNAStar Protean R4t JiiE
B Pl (CVC) B9 AE W {5 227 1 00 B0 5K (BPAP)
Z 4t Ml BepiPred 1.0 Server i ill 5 5 XJ #F Pen m 1
R, 133) 10 A>T ALIF 4 E I Hp 8 Ay
TR, MER AR AR ANEAR LA R
TEFAL HO A Ry o i A ST 5 B, FLAN I % A
TM H Peptide 1.Peptide 3 ,Peptide 6 Fil Peptide 9 /&
RAEPER AL, m I FXTER Lit v 1 2 30001 10 %k
LA, Horh 8 /i | #2355 4 ELISA 15 2 5511k,
Peptide 2 (28—41) M| & WL 4z 18 , 8¢ 2 m 38 11 X iR
TM RS E 3R A2 1T, A A5 VST I s 48 o
( Scylla paramamosain)TM (1) 8 > T 41 il % i , H
R AT T, B ILT-A AT e ] e
56 FUOM AR TM A9 BT 16 2 7 75 UK B Balb/e /)
B, Hob 3 AP & ALK (111—125,137—141
50—66) 5|2/ U S [gE STk F 4L e K- 7t
IR TM 285 T A e B 0 R AL AT) BAT S e v 4 | 31X
3 AR B IR Ak B SC B AL, AR A A
IE) HAVEER 10 4> B 4022005 54> T 40
A, HEHERNTM £ A A & Z 3 . Zhang 5514
X ] DNAStar Protean System , AntheProt software |
BepiPred 2.0 Server 3 /™ { Fil I 75 i 11 4F TM 2%
AL, FFAdE 400 A A A B 8 A S IR M 5
2k 1 % 1 :Epitope 1 (43—59) Epitope 2 (85—
105) \Epitope 3 (131—164) .Epitope 4 (187—201)
Epitope 5(243—280) , [ i Xf & I i 54 fb P it 17 %
LI, 33 S TE AL S Bk Be A 26 S5 IgE B,
213 REFHHRMKEORALZLEERN 5
HFTM AH B, XT3RS P TV 1 32 467 BF 58 AH X 320
Wi Cra ¢ 1 R 47 2 W # & & AA92—105
(IQLLEEDMERSEER ) 1, Ishikawa ™ % ¢ T # i

Oct v 1 070 AATT—112 AA148— 160 AA269—
281, %7 AAT7T—112 54EW5 Cra g 1 3RA7 AA92—
105 H AR T 51, B J7PAE9E T 18 R ikl 4
T™ B30 — 80k, & & 3R R 7 51 A <1 IX 3R .
AA120—125 AA164—178 . AA214—228 AA251—
261, Hif AA251—261 5 Pen a 1 F£ LA HAH
gy WO REE RN, B R EEHER A S TM
FEEHE UG A7 TM AH R A R A )5, BU 6 & T JFHE
TS A TM 1Y 4 4> PE R AL . Peptide 2, Peptide 6,
Peptide 9 Fil Peptide 10,
22 FEARERRERXXRMN

58 SRV 2 — BRI S AL P A 1Y sIgE
55 55— FloRE L BB 45 517 R ™ A Y i s
38 SRV A ) o S AR P R R 6, AN R B R A
A [ T AL 1 2 67 ) 7 A 28 XU, B it 7
2 54 45 (CAC) X 28 U W VEAS AR fE R AT THEIT 3R
I P A SR FR AL H B 80, M & SR M M K T
35% X H A MY 8 AN ELL SR, %A ]
A6 58 SRS SRR S L 188 7 47 [l Rk s
AR O = YRS A B [ AR R IR 5 T A
FEUE B — 2 7= A e 58 YR, T L 465 4 L 375 2 52
ISR ST, AE R LT 27 58 SR -5 1 IR S8 AR — 5 5%
A P
221 K8 TM 208 £E XX R TM 45 14
SF L2 TM BA LR 1 IgE F 07, R T™M 58 XU
BT 2 AFAE, JCBHESh Y TM =22 18] 1 38 XU 2 4%
FNUE LT I H I HE 3 W SR T TM 38 XU
O

it 2 EHESIYI Y TM AP IA R T Bk 5
S, AR SR 9 3 W R £ 20 DL 2K P g T e vf
RBAE ALV A 1 28 SR PY 2% 7 45 o e ali Ak 11 3
Ihfty T X R 88 3o A5 R 2 T LA R A 9 S i T
P, 2018 4FEHRAE T — 7 iR i SR B AR S — E Y
10 J5 B O N R 5 TeE (ImmunoCAP ISAC)
S ORI T 112 FhECEURE ALy, N R R
PR, % TM (Pen m 1. Der p 10, Ani s 3 Bla g 7)
SEPAPE, Z B E M 5 A TR 3.6x10° 4k
X R 0T Tk FHAS: RO, i B Il 245 5 3% % 4%
oA TM, TE B £ TM 1] 5 8F TM % A2 38 SR,

52 2 sh i Z o] T™ [R] 5 P 7T 35 98% LA I
Zheng SFWILLAS T 14 BB 228 TM 2L )7
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THE 5 BET XTURAY TM A3 28 SR, o] B i Vo
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80% LA I, I Tk KA AR = T 4K 3 ™, Fr
DL 3o 0 R 2 o) i S R R A B2 S R XL T
1 Der p 10 IFASJ2: J2 20 il 35 22 SUU5, (H5 R i
W25 A 1iF (Mite Shrimp Allergy Syndrome ,MSAS)
BEAESZI® TM 28 S B 3 EL A b 3 B A=A 1 22
S, E OB MR SR T I I e R K 2R 3R
ZA7 15 MR AT O T REI A B 5 3R B 2 il 5 R
TM B 520 3RAK 28 SR I AT R e G il A
5| A

AR R SRR TV Z A 7R3
SN, H 552 Bl W ik O A R R B B X
B, 15 —IXUE BWOE S 15 A UR R
A 13 AR B A s O N, R B R R
JULER 25 R0 (350) 45 2 BRI ), Jeong 45 R 21
% A TM 5 oA w] 2 T™ [5) 3 ME R 78.5% ~
81.0% , ImmunoCAP %5 3 i /R X K & TM 2 PH % 1)
8 Uy ML AT 6 3 XFUF W% TM B 2 FH I IE A K
Zx TM 5 722630 TM B T AE 28 UV,

X R A TM 5 0 08T %R T () [A] 35
PETE 53%~57%"", B R EPH I R B FE =G (T
UG TM G IR A 50.35% , R IER T 5 24 F 48
K, U AR T 58 X,

31 FEIBKE B8 BEEITEGN

SRR ) SR P B AR AE BTk
I35 2 7 vk S0 I VR Ak SE 06 | 40 M 2 T kR
Bl AR SIS R 4 2 g R LA KU812
FIAE A 200 i 25 A0 A A 5 Sl A A S e v i FH 1Y 31
Y14 C57BL/6 .C3H/He] .DBA2 Balb/c %5 ®1/]N R, i
Z UL SD Wistar Fil BNPOK U &
311 RALHE G AR RS TM 2 —Fb
R B, E SRR T 28 TM [
R, FTERIE TM B I3 Tk K2 5 FHE (A A
HTM E ARG AR AN S5 kR B T, 2=
BRI T 35 A MRk BB T gk, Horf 25 47
B (71.4%) %) TM A KN P A i AR VE S B B )
VR, Gy BN 45 5L E B TM J2 e Al R rp 3 22 8
s, H 5 3 E R AR T™ AHAL, f28 TM H i fa i
i€ 44t TM ] 8 IgE R 51, EoA S,

H AT IR T™M 1] S 20 KUST2 41 g 7= A= B B i
J UKL AE T, Balb/e /)N BB A v TM 245 1% TgE |
IeG1 KB & TH i, UE B H ASVR B TM H A 1R 5 1
FHET ) SRV E AL A5 Cra g 1 SR
57 BN ik BB, 506 B AH B, S0 4
SR N R o o gl 3 17 A P-4 DI P O |
R R LTV, R TR A0 B 7 A R B R
ZA RN T Cra g 1 BIBUBCMERFSE . Xu
S0 fifi H] Balb/c /N FRBL L 5 RBL 240 i Y b4 T
XPUR A A A0 28 TM 0P, & B TM B0l 5
55, 0F TM FlG 86 TM 7] {7 BRI [gE IgG1 | 20 J
S50 TH i RBL 20 BORL B B 2, HL AT SR 3L
e WA & 30 T 2 A e SO AR AN 3
312 RMHREZEG B mHABEE YT
R E BN s, a5 R,
St B = el ARl LR B S AR S X
U O BOBCE P AR TM PETRRE & B
JoiE Ak 5 AR B S

B 2% 75 % (Scylla serrata)TM TE7H 1k 60 min 5,
FEXT 43 F 5 3.4x10* 0 7= ATy HAG e i 1 PRSI,
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A 5% P X IR 5 BRE T X AR T R ASE 400 9 A 3 A
PR S B ff, BB RAL I 4 h J5 )5 TM 25747
FATE, ey B3 45 R 3R W B BUOA T RR(H R IH
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REH] TM 1Y IgE 455 R8T I, JEZem R R F ik
B3 YU TV AR TR0 B L, i I e A e A1
R TM BUhrE A iz .

e MR BOR AT LU B B kA SRR (R L o T
PG A AR X O B AT 5 3 B /N ) B
BF Xof Fp AR G B (Eriocheir sinensis) Fll = Yt T
(Portunus trituberculatus YTM 52 WA K, i K5 &
(10 kGy) J& T340 B 3K TV ) 26 457 I [ A% H: B0 dit
Mo B Hi A S H, 1 o R T AR AT e A
HR (Solenocera crassicornis )TM 1) & & AN EULE | 46
MRS B M TM FTEk s TM 25 A9 42, T ool S0 1
ROR 5 8 BGR 1 JROE T
322 Fgk MEAREAFRPHREEES
i SO 22 6] 1 52, 78 ST T 98 b L T BE
TM & & A il B A AL n a2 R, PRt b R AL RE % 1
IR, FEAR B,

Zhang™ e AR SR 1 FL0E | H &8 S0 0 FN 22 2F b
Al DLREAIRER TM (Exo m 1) B (R ICR RS
TM k&A= &0 i g Je , SOk )omi It i , vl g e
R IR AT IR S 7= A TR B A R R 48T
T TM 5 LBl Ar 520, 5y B 300 F1BE A5 B 3
4E R LW LR Y IgE 1eG 454 68 1 T g, IF
L3 3% 2 R 40 M (DIC) A5 78 B0 5 r 42 7™ 49 410 11
CD86 F kK-, 520 DC XF T 4I5S, Masako 55
¥ B DU TM 5 #4588 )0 (60 °C 3 h)Je TgE 4551
PEREA 1 1 2 S0 IR 22 A A7 TM 7 35 7 7
KA G a-BRTE B R R 71.7% ,1gE 25 G e )
TR 76.2% ., a-2TE M EE M5 NH—F1—CO Z[H]
1) A G IERH SE RIS R N 23R T Y2 Rset:
3.2.3 ok MR R ) ER (1 T 2 K B AR —
L B AT AR B X A3 A, B O B e R
AN I AR 23 [1) 45 460 O R IR B0 bE D 38 I i A
FH 5 AR R R TM 1T R A%, (8] 4% ELISA
&8 S 2% W XU 2R 1 R v R P R A BOOE Y
ORI PMERIE T 5 Fh s (B AR 1l L% 28 AR
FIRG . BB I . JCAE R R B - IR E 7L AR
it )V T 7 98 W BF TM, He rb G 46 1 38 (1 i AT LA
0 T OO e R AV F 9 8 A il P —
fity fige 5 i e A2 5 R 7S A A R 56 1 X R R BE
ELISA %5 R & W 38 v 40 3 F B 30.70% 1
33.33%., 5 5th Ve AP 2K K AR S 0 R X IR
Pen a 1 #4 #/N BB AL K TM 415 T 414
Fb ,slgh 7K F R % 40.44% , AR KT 5%, 597
ST FH I A R 1 R 45 5 Tk Ak B R 96 1 X R
TM, ELISA 255 R BB T 1% 95.27% ., By R
RZ B 5 ik e [R] 25 Xof i Ak 280 R Al A 5 | i
P T O 7 R A A D) A
324 Haworok HEDN PR E R SR AR R
B TR A T S DR g A AR AR b AR R T A 2 R
P 5 DT o A0 2 7 B BB . Wai S5 P8 IR T™M
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I 7 0 IS K 240 o ot s B 4 2 B L S50 Al
S TM 3 A XA LR (R 90 .E 164.Y 267) ]
WRBREATA, RAJEH TM 5JE TM M 5 &
H LT 1gF 254 16 PE Wt Ak 5 TR0 a3 TR
TE R AR AN 7O TV A B, X TM G A
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IgE 25588 0 TR 18.1%, {H R4 RAF1E— 2 11
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J2 SRR DNA J S g i i i BR B, T 5
IE SRR SR, A B ki
TM He S48 G b BopR /M ik, & BefR /N kae 5 B
b 2B 15 25 R T 4512 A TV B 33 IE A /08 ik x
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