i SR = T S

H Journal of Chinese Institute of Food Science and Technology

Vol. 22 No. 2
Feb. 2 0 2 2

W22 %
2022 4

Do

E T H IR EE T EUR Jug r 2 BIEIERAIIRIE

MEBR, FRw, & &, K %, F&

(FTARLXFRESRAFLEERIETRE RAHEATL5ELLTER

% *
£ 4b® 100083)

WE b Thb]ug r 22T EREHR Jug r 20X ERAERT AN HA GG XER L, BrFL Jug r 2
Lok R AE TARR R0y ABER AR S 9% 45 & 5 F 49 DNAStar Protean % %t4= ABCpred £ 4 T A0 Jug v 2 ¥4 B @9 e
KR AL A ARSI AEE DL F B i AL Fe HPLC-MS/MS %t 4% 35 1L IR B 89 — 2B 5> 9 3 47 o A7 | 5F 58 @ AP o 9% 42 8 5 T LT 4%
309 B MM R R AL A B AREE Jug r 2 BEMZ A M ERIT RSN, EREAN. ANFE 8 A B @K KA
(AA186~199  AA226~230 ,AA257~263 AA284~289 AA373~382 AA389~398 AA408~414 AA4T2~487)F= 11 A4 il LAk &
(AA215 ~220 ,AA250 ~260,AA323 ~337 AA351 ~356  AA363 ~388 AA428 ~438 AA470 ~483 . AA488 ~513 AA514 ~526,
AA527~541 AAS45~572) , B HEHKE T 4 55N RO AR B@REREAEFINES 8LEL5LmALH T @R
FALFINE A FF ALK Jug r 2 Z A MR P RA L FARREREMEY RLFRERR, S5 L AR DT

R B ACH T AR BT Jug v 2 69 Kok RS 6 — AR Rk

XA
XEHS

PR R RO W Bt i —, A
EERTATER 0.05%F 4.9%, 1 H AT RIEAERE
i 4 28 E E R A s e e sk, IR SO
R, SR S Sy sl o KON Y
FEFHE, Jug r 2 ZEB TP RS HED,
Jug r 2 7S ERE M, @t BLAST # &% &8, H
FE AP IIARS Bk 7S BRE A SR Jug n
2 AR, T S L R A R R Y 7S BR AR A U
AHARL, B NAEA: Ara b 1 FIRE Gly m 59, 7S Bk
BEH 3 AWHEA RS, 5HE 7S BkE A, —
A Jug v 2 AW IR 66 ku [ 1A E
RS 173 &R S Wi I sy, Hosr
TR 44 ku,

1 W) 3k R e A R I 9 e B A A S
HEMEXRWEZE T T, B BRIt R AL
AR T R0 B g g ke, Hodh T 41
JLAS A TR I e 2 3 4 (Un AR S R 240 ) 1 32 2
HARAA M G AR5 i LR BT A AR, i
i SRR R A RIS 2 B CD4*T 40 2 B9
SR H R G BRI IGEE BD 13 AR

LR Jug v 2; BIEASEF; HAKE
1009-7848(2022)02-0001-10

KR BEH . 2021-02-04

EE&WH: EHEAAFHEEIH (81573158)
fEE® I M H(1998—), & i+
BIE1EE: ¥£43% E-mai: chehuilian@cau.edu.cn

DOI: 10.16429/j.1009-7848.2022.02.001

SRR i ORI S AR Y SIE R B 4 i
LRMERANL T R R [gE 254, R AW U N
Hh RS DK 200 Y i e i A 2 R S B S5 Y O
fioh & A1 2 I R 8~15 AN 3% 22 A S R 4
FURT, S fi BafJr ik & —Fh il i 850 B 40 i
LNE R W WS O v, %7 SR
PRAEAE OO I B 2 Pk S 7 AT T, e i
D0 RHiiF S S T I8 € SN P72 ST 7 o
RO AR JE AR 1 A GRS A RS [8] 7R
HBL LR IR P 5 HAT 5 TgE 455 #Y n] REY,
BV SO R A A R B T IE R S BB,
Wy SO AT e 2 i R R E AL 4 B K |
WP | il , 5 B R AR L E i X
F T AR 23 1 1 B4 A O, AT 2
Wi AR 3 P,y A P A T A AR E L
B Z ()DL AN A7 AR A A e R, s
Wit SO A e BESURR, A W B K
T8 R 5 T O E AR AT AT DR i AL 68 10 A5 A R
JIN AT AR T £ 2o A A B s MOR T i 9 Ak
JORERL 2 RS A AR i T S 9 2R G 0 R ) R %
WOy RE ST, NI B W SO 8 M 1 1 9 A1
A KT A 7= Wy i 52 Wi a0 D 50 v i 1Y S B [N
R, BRI Z AN TR 3E P A KA 5 i 1
i 1gE 45 & B0, AT A] B 51 A U 0 Hh Y



2 hoE B

mo2E 4R 2022 445 2 1

B i sEAR Bl ) — T A R R W U
W IgE Fny R s 2EME  UEW] T E il A 4UR R
IgE* B R0 A EZ 5L P WAL Wi B
T BT T A IR T 5 £ ) ok B A i T P A S
PRV TE D715 A W5 B I AR AR 3 BB Cupin K
R Ara h 1 (B BB AT, K
FOH AL IR A 5 R = IR 45 6 M BUE0E
PE, 10 Ara h 15 Cupin F% ) HE HE H AL, B
Dy 15 B W 1 o, PROHCHE I & ) 25 1A T T
A T AN I 245 B i D M B B 8 s i P 1
FAF . BET, TE VPN S ok SR Y S T IR R
I, AR WF 58 G T 58 2 E H TH AR AR e L AR D
SRVE B W ik B T A AR R B M /N S A
ACHIEFE 0 H 2 8 K Ak SRR S S
WARTHLTH AR = 1, 5 O R0 A 2tk e 457 A i
A YE B T AS B M R AL AT B, JF ¥
HoE 7 B Jug v 2 =4E258 b, Dhitt— 200
Jug v 2 MEEHFES, BN IEAN A SR Jug
v 2 G SRR R s SO | DA R — 2D AR R B
T3 B o R S G5 S R N 2%

1 MRERE
1.1 5

AT LS B H 6 24 X5 Ak ) fR
BA A PG 7 A 2R S8 i B R A B, B
T B2 8 0 A7 K TR A o0 3 36 1o %of A2 Bk 7 A= BH M Je
WL, WFFEARAS M3 B B A0 S W) 2

e PRI A RS, BCA 8 HE il
&, Rl A KA EARA RA B RS H T
Jiii& Marker, Thermo Fisher 23 & ; 411§ HE H
BAS AW R tric i LT IgE Pk | B & A i
P7000, B8 (1 P3292,Sigma /A 7 ; HRP bric4
75 3% F1%E  Thermo Scientific 22 7] ; HRP-TMB & {4
B &, Millipore 23 7] ;0.22 wm fiFf fR £F 4k 3 5
Whatman 2 7 .
12 N&FE5EE

L K- B 22 T AT L A A PR W) s Z2 g
fif 5 1L , Thermo Scientific 2% @) ;DYY-=7C % H, Jk
A, AL 5T R —AUAR ) ;Geno Sens 1850 #E A4
ST & 48 .ChemiScope 3300 mini b %% & 't il 1%
4, b EFERA AL A PR A ) 5 IB-3 % ) 1%

PR, LI E RO AR AR A IRA R TGL-16M &
KRR E AL, M — R A B A A
AR FRAR T WO AR B A B B 4 B A
IR, Scilogex 2> 7 ; CC—K6 Jil #4 il ¥4 %9 48 I /K 7%
By, 18 5 Huber 23 @) 5 WelR IR A #5117 T HAK I
IRAS 2 i 3 A BR A ]
1.3 Hik
1.3.1 EZHCHE AR e A SE I 7 ik
FRBZAk P LR L R 5T S BR A RS
FEIFF B AT LA R . BRI 10 g At i Ak s
JIA 100 mL IEC B, T 4 CRE I FEBIE 2
h, 88 J5 T 4 °C .8 000xg & L> 30 min, 5+ I3 , K it
RULTEF 20t iRy s Mg 2 v, T KU
PURE DT IE 8 43 8 40 BT, 79 20 AR PR oK
JER RN T PBS 22 4 (0.1 mol/L) 4% it AR FL L
110 FEATIR A, T 4 CHABEH G 1 3 FE a8 3
£ 12 h, %85 T 4 °C .10 000xg %> 20 min, B |
i ,-80 CHRATEH .
1.3.2 AP Ell 3% B8 Downs S8 J7 v gE 4T 1
5 Tk UM BT SR 0 f 52 RSl ge . XA A
LAY 1T SDS-PAGE HLJK 5, 7F 80 V fH & T HL
% 2 h B ER ) AR B B A R 4T 4k WA (NC) I
i FH £ A1 (5% BSA-TBST) ZE & 1 h J& ,
A B (5% BSA-TBST) L 1:10 Lo 1% B Ay
R F IR A MIEERN —PE 4 CTRHE LR,
FH TBST % 6 U, A 1:8 000 7 B 4= 4 %
PRIC I ESTN IgE HUAME S —Hi = I HE 1 h, 1]
TBST % 6 KJm , inA 1:500 i B HPR bric sk
FEMBM N =H0E 1 h, TBST ¥ek )5 , i 1k
ERICIEY AL BUR R AR IR,
1.3.3 g fF B2 Jug v 2B 4L PR
ffi % 75 {5 B 4K 14 DNAStar Protean % 4 #l
ABCpred 7E4 T.H 70l Jug r 2 MLt RA7,

7E DNAStar Protean R4t , UL & K02 17 41 11
FKME R TR TR IR M 4 R AR 2R
BLIM A 28, SRk FEPE 3R TE AT AR
JEPE 1 T 43 551 42 B Kyte 268 Karplus 46" Em-
ini ZEPF Jameson SRV Jr ik AT BT UL B AT
%, 1] DNAStar $0U 1 HA & 1% R KM w2 )
PE SR AT SR TR A IR B R 2tk R A
BPAP % 4i fil BepiPred 1.0 fIZ 55 % & 4 T & IR



B286 H2M

ATt ARG A £ B R Jug v 2 09 KRR TR ik 3

W SRR R PE b G AR R e T B R AR R
A S5 R T £ 1k R 1
1.3.4  PRAMBEELE WAL BLE WO B W
Toomer SEPIFr R il £, I 47 T — S % 4L H
W . 7F 100 mL ddH,0 i f# 131.6 mg B & A il
#10.2 g NaCl, H] HCl1 475 pH H 2 1.2, B H F il
H 3% PE =2 000 U/mg, B . 75 100 mL ddH,0
TR 1 g RER B AT 0.7 ¢ KH,PO,, Ff NaOH i
% pHE 2 7.5, 25 G 0 15 P 220 R 40T 4%
4 . 7E 40 °C .pH 7.5 B, 60 min P4 R il 7K it 1%
B o AR TR Y 25 £ . B R Guo S
{97 R EAT IS B T AR
1.3.5 Jug v 2 HUIEALERF S50 B R 99K 2
1) HPLC &% Easy-nLC 1000 XJ Jug r 2 {4467~
Y RT3 M L B AR 0.19% FF R K I T (A ) A1 0.1%
H R NS (B) o FH 95%11) A T (3 At B
rn 38 i F Bl HORE A8 2R B A ET C18 4 (3 mm,0.10
mmx20 mm) , %% J5 H C18 70 #4405 (1.9 mm,
0.15 mmx120 mm) , it # 600 nl/min, FH &40 5
BOHOHE s X R S E AT 20 B, Q-Exactive i
SOV i R AT 2R

fii Fl PFind 2.6 54 Xof 3 i 53 B o 3% 43 #7745
2N Jug v 2 THA= W F VAT S0 %0 R A
PEREZE ., B FER R S HNT B R
T VDAL A2 2 5 [ 1 i . Tk R AR B (C) 5 il AR &
M. QAR (N) A 2RI 18 1 Ry £ 5 IR R (N Bt )

AL (M) 5 F A TR O 22 +1.5 u B BT e i 22 < +
0.5 u; IRBEAT {5 BE < v s KB 2 . >4 JIKEE FDR: <
0.01,

136 Jug r 2 WA IR @A FE Protine Data
Bank, il i BLAST S48 25—~ &0 09 & H R A
B X AR N %S Jug v 2 HA & ¥
FIVERME, e, #EW Car i 25 Jug v 2 4F
91.65% [ — 2k, M 7S Bk & H Y SWISS -
MODEL [ 3 H i He 0 488 A Al , 257 1 8k
HER B = AEATRID il 5 ) 1 3l ) 2 A ADLURT RE B
B/MEAFE]NT Jug v 2 B = 4EBORL ORI AT AAE
B A RasMol A 7 Jug r 2 Fiill B 4 fifg £k vk 2 i
BT ALK B AE = 4254 rh i

2 HERERW
21 #ZMEEEEIE Jug r 2K B AL MER
LR EYE B FETN

DNAStar Protean 4t J&: %& T min] Pk
PVE I 2 TR S K e X R M R o AT T, 40 A
1 o, T AT SR 223 X 90490 2 4 5 13 ]
XX IRAE Jug v 2 PR M H S Hi, 455
FREEAE R PR, 5887 9 i i e 46 X
BRI e R AL BE ], angk 1 R AR
i 1 e 3, 8 DNAStar 5 {420 e 245 2 Jug
r 2 %) 8 MNVETE B AL R A,

L T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
45_| 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340 360 380 400 420 440 460 480 500 520 540 560 580

0

| KR

-4.5
Z’--_-—_--—I-I-I-H—-—I-I—I-.-I—_—.—I—I—I—-—I—I—II-I-"-— [ Esidee]
6

174

I.7—|

n ) u
. MWMAMW _—

S paEs

B 1 DNAStar 5#7 Jug r 2 F 3SRk M REATREMRRERER
Fig.1 Hydrophilicity plot, flexible regions, surface probability plot and antigenic index
of Jug r 2 analyzed by DNAStar
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B cell linear epitopes predicted by two immunoinformatics tools of DNAStar and ABCpred
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eI DADAL

DNAStar

AA174 ~180 ,AA186 ~199 AA204 ~216 AA226 ~230 ,AA257 ~263 . AA284 ~289 AA299 ~305,

AA314 ~319 AA335 ~340 AA344 ~352 AA357 ~362 AA373 ~382 AA389 ~398 AA408 ~414
AA461~480 ,AAS507~511 ,AA520~527 [ AA539~544 AAS551~555 AA569~582

ABCpred

AA186 ~208 \AA213 ~243 AA239 ~254 AA254 ~269 AA283 ~298 AA366 ~398  AA400 ~415

AA407~422 AA449~464 AA458~473 AA4T72~487 . AA492~507 AAS00~515 ,AA555~570
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AA186 ~199 AA226 ~230 ,AA257 ~263 (AA284 ~289 AA373 ~382 AA389 ~398  AA408 ~414
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Fig.2 Location of B cells linear epitopes analyzed by two combined immunoinformatics tools

in the tertiary structure of Jug r 2
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Fig.3 SDS-PAGE electrophoresis analysis
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Table 2 Peptide matched with Jug r 2 by pepsin digestion through mass spectrometry

A5 1 & BksFREN WEHSTHREN % £ % k531
1 AA363~388 2 762.4259 2 762.4205 0.0054 RALSQHAMSAGQRPWGRRSSGGPISL
2 AA489~494 677.3497 677.3482 0.0015 ARGDIF
3 AA515~528 1 578.7539 1 578.7499 0.0040 LGFDINGENNQRDF
4 AA519~528 1 261.5800 1261.5773 0.0026 INGENNQRDF

TE 3R 22 LGS0 T i 5 B 0 T R %

®3 BEOBHEMLRIES Jug r 2 REMKER
Table 3 Peptide matched with Jug r 2 by trpsin digestion through mass spectrometry

5 1=E HENTFTREN RS FREN i#® £/ % Bk 7 3)
1 AA215~220 750.3660 750.3668 -0.0007 GIENYR
2 AA250~260 1217.6616 1217.6614 0.0001 ATLTLVSQETR
3 AA323~337 1 628.8886 1 628.8851 0.0035 VFSNDILVAALNTPR
4 AA351~356 685.4123 685.4121 0.0002 EGVIIR
5 AA428~438 1233.5634 1 233.5656 -0.0022 GAMMVPHYNSK
6 AA470~483 1751.8075 1751.8078 -0.0003 REQEEEESTGRFQK
7 AA471~483 1 595.7063 1 595.7058 0.0005 EQEEEESTGRFQK
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10 AA514~526 1 430.7266 1429.7417 0.9849 LLGFDINGENNQR
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337,AA351~356,AA363~388,AA428~438,AA470~
483 AA488~513,AA514~526,AA527~541,AA545~
572, 11 ZPUHALIKBITE Jug v 2 B = ZERTAL
FENANEL 6 i, 11 2R PTiEAL KB R 2 24X
LT o BEHEAL |2 55 R B AATE o B E FILA% f 454
3 k[ AFAE B 3T & AL f 4, 2 S50 T IC L&
ikl AHECBUASEIA 8 4% B 4N £k 2 47 1Y %
LR, 11 ZRPTE AR B BT 2 1) o 1R
gk, R o BB S A e S FEAIR S IgE 455
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DPEQRYEQCQQQCERQRRGQEQTLCRRRCEQRRQQEERERQRGRDRQDPQQQYHRCQRRCQIQEQSPERQ
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VINQDSNERLEMVKLLQPVNNPGQFREY YAAGAKSPDQSY LRVFSNDILVAALNTPRDRLERFFDQQEQR

ASQF.KI,hAl,SQ}IAMSAGQRPWGRRSSGGPISI*(SF.SPSYSNQFGQFFF.A(‘PF,F.IIRQI.QEMDVI.V

NYAEIK TVVVYVVF.GTG RYEMACPI IVSSQSYF‘GQGR)#F,QF.F,F.F.STGRFQKVTARI{E
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Cim
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T W OHEARICHT 5 2R RS AL KB, s (O RE bR IC L B 1 R AL IR
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Fig.5 Positioning of anti-digestive peptides in Jug r 2 amino acid sequences
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(a) Jug r 2 B4l = A AR (1Y) 1 TR
I EARIE AA215-220, H 2 tabric AA250-260, HIZT (hric AA323-337, & (5 AA351-356, HIHE tabric AA363-388,
A0 bRic AA428-438, I (bric AA428-438, FIAS (hric AA483-541, FHIE K takric AAS45-572,

E 6

(b) Jug r 2 BEAE = ZERE Y (1 S

11 EHBURRETE Jug r 2EIN=FEHM EWEMR

Fig.6 Location of 11 digestion—resistant peptides in the tertiary structure of Jug r 2
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Fig.7 Hydrophobicity analysis of 11 anti—digestible peptides
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AA215 ~220 AA250 ~260 ,AA323 ~337 AA363 ~

388  AA428~438 AA470~483 AAS545~572 fii E (1
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Fig.8 Position of anti—digestive peptides and predicted epitopes in amino acid sequence of Jug r 2
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Linear Epitopes Screening Study of Major Walnut Allergen Jug r 2
Based on Anti-digestion Peptides

Hao Mengzhen, Li Xinrui, Mu Yao, Chen Xi, Che Huilian
(College of Food Science & Nutritional Engineering, China Agricultural University, Beijing Laboratory for Food Quality
and Safety, Beijing 100083)

Abstract Jug r 2 is the major allergen of walnut. And the linear epitopes on Jug r 2 is a key factor in triggering a
severe allergic reaction. Hence, the research on the efficient strategy for analyzing the linear epitopes of Jug r 2 is nec-
essary. In our study, two immunoinformatic tools including DNAStar Protean and ABCpred were used to predict the B
cells linear epitopes on Jug r 2. In vitro simulated gastrointestinal digestion and HPLC-MS/MS were used to identify an-
ti-digestion peptides. And anti—digestion peptides were located on the 3D model of Jug r 2. The results showed that eight
predicted B cells linear epitopes were AA186-199, AA226-230, AA257-263, AA284-289, AA373-382, AA389-398,
AA408-414, AA472-487; eleven anti—digestion peptides were AA215~220, AA250~260, AA323~337, AA351-~356,
AA363~388, AA428~438, AA470~483, AA488~513, AAS514~526, AA527~541, AA545~572. Of all anti-digestion pep-
tides, four coincided with the predicted or true B cells linear epitope sequences and eight coincided with true T cells
epitopes sequences. Anti—digestion peptides showed good antigenic properties in hydrophilic and flexible on the localiza-
tion of Jug r 2 3D structure. Therefore, the anti—digestion property of food allergens may be a promising direction for
studying linear epitopes of Jug r 2.

Keywords linear epitopes; Jug r 2; immunoinformatic; anti—digestion peptides



