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2 3 whey protein (54 i v » < “,% casein 2_ %4 ) ¢ A-lactoglobulin (LG) % ik %% -0
F e 10~15% ¥ 8- BhE 3kl Heorafes 2 5 58 F (1)e fd = 2000 % 2. 60 & FF »
AHFEAFELG A Q) b LI BA R LA FE (3) AT
chig Sk Bpon B A IE A 00w T PR RIAE (4)02003 # review dF 2 (5) dp I <A 2 5
By ARE Y o ME R 2003 L 4p 15 B9 (whey protein) ¥ 2 cystein- rich F-v
(LG rd AP 2 - ) &wr% ¢ 2 glutathione (GSH) #7F B8 Fvi e > %27 £ 5 dig it #
fe2 o B F AE 4 Y G E pS3 Z IREATE F )+ (neoangiogenesis) » 7Y F FLM (FH

(6) LG ¥ - BEAEHNI T - VUGS ko R R BT I T RS B

JOiE r AREY o 4o 4 A EIRT 250 T A ? 4559 wg/llevel FLG (7) o £

AA T p A ¥ LG A e Ll A 25, AR A YL e H R LG
(8) e 4ot #rit LG ¥ FLF 14 2 FuRp ™ iv B B4 A BT T TR BB o Pad & K A g gk
AR (9,10). Flpt25d 2 LG AL FARNERME - APHFTHRFTEI A EX %
2(11,12,13) » LG & - B B suac e 05 > g L84 430 % 121 %A A 7| =
B¢ ocys hfree-SHe - BiRE L ehd d (LGF I Beys’ His v A% A 66-160
Z 106-119 =% 3 = gFpndtat i) o 4% i &2 4 (chemical modification) #-% 121 =% 2
free-SH group i 4 i (carcoxylmethylation) > 2 Fo§ it e st » 52 2 (1) A i ¥ ¢k &
- Rw(13)" S R AR TP BRE Y > 80%2 LG ¢ 57 % A(figure 2)
HiBaR F AR ESLRELERH > 7 F 0 H 4|8 free-SH group ¥ © 22 H &5 F-
0 e A F A RES (12) 0 2 E#-SH & block B LG T 7 it 22 8 s ehj-v [ratis
& f {7755 polymers > {2} ABenit & £ 4riplenE W#ES Y LG irie = B (100%)
I *t4rife 3 ¥ P thermal denatured 2. LG » A 3% Aigd £ ¢ (2001-2002)% & 4142 ¢
RIT A& FHRREZ ELISA 900 B dmsds B gkt @ > AP &g 3] 4 3K T f FELW R
PR LR - PR A RBT U TR AR S # s AR %Y PR S B RmE
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TV E G BB T 100%4 54 % 1 UHT @ AT S IR B £ (dr ik A
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2G2S LG R P E AL Tl Al Rl e AR m e F e
BRI GBS L R RAL e A A e BE R (field study) o A E R 2
B R ERP T H R AL B AS PaE A LT 2% & LR
SR e LV BERdE A gl i

LiEd A ERAPFREPN AP B¢ 2 LG hte1 BT 80%1 i BB E AL
# > F]5 LG © & @57 2 albumin - lactoalbumin % casein % & & % 4 F B L4 o d 3 LG
FERAG T e~ TR AR (141516) 0 FIREE X A I REF LTV IRE
Boor? M2 LG A ti$ LG PRAAEHA N (drd £ > BAE F L) TR A EEY
B ARdeT o
3Bk

1. g?g@*aﬂwzpﬁ )i A= :_*guf@;w LG ¥4z H L2 A8 F {4 L3k

A LG PRy 2L o

2. ) RLEFEFHEAVREREAD B2 1w (LG ABEHE FY) 24118 (LG

EHB Fd) 2 LG e ¥ 2328 - RAMEHLIFD B R T REEFS

A5 R AL 2 A 4

3. tgcte# (LG AL 2 4 b # (LG AR £ 5 %) 82 @Ak i o 1l i e diy

(transient) 2. IgE 5 4p4F (Fl5 4c# (s ¢ 3 < cross-linking 2. * & + > § % & # ¥ {7)°
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B-lactoglobulin (LG) & 2 5¥ 1 & F=d 2. — > § 230 Fv 10-15% - F %+ > &
AREY LGV A% S MBI BARALG i LB AT E S w4 e
fo B e A RNA B iR enPE £ o BiT (2000-2003) 0 LG AL LT ME KRR 2 R e
proiffd 2ER A POFHRLEEEFRALSHD LY LG ES T 2R
20 RGF 2AEF M B s RA I BEERY A S RER R o 8
P B BRS  F b aERY LG LB APFENT IERAS S
FEFRI DL - PH R I ML P P NPT A S AP K| N
PEZF R PRAPLIENETHEFE - penla 4 et ] 2 @1 E
F? LG fd g2 S bR o A AL 0 A R EFFLLGE AR P gy
BAZ 43 % & I % > 4o lactoalbumin ~ & 3R F-v - albumin 12 % casein ¥ o

dat LG g B LR AR N A S H AR A o 80% 1 i

BEESY LG R 2 PR A REB AR AT ERFLGARL S D

BB BT e S A S AR R kR - 0 A
AP RENER -
FoHE

B-lactoglobulin (LG) is a major milk whey protein containing about 10-15% of total.

Essentially, in the gastro-intestinal tract, LG as an intact form can be absorbed directly into

the circulation in humans. Although the biochemical properties of LG have studied in

details prior to year 2000, the physiological functions have been partially elucidated. More

recently (2000-2003), LG is found to be associated with hypocholesterol and anticancer

effects. In the past two years, our studies show that the LG of cow milk sold in the

domestic market in Taiwan is almost completely diminished. There are two possibilities for
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this episode: First, the raw milk is overheated during the manufactured process for
sterilization. Second, the fresh milk on the market might be containing some powdered
milk. To detect the deficient of LG or freshly milk containing the powdered form of milk,
we have recently developed a specific monoclonal antibody that can distinguish between the
powdered and raw milk. Using the antibody chip technique, we can essentially detect the
dry milk in 5 minutes. We have also explored the mechanism involved in the specificity of
the monoclonal antibody and the biochemical changes of LG during the manufactured
process. Basically, it was due to the cross-linking of LG to the other milk protein fractions,

such as a-lactoalbumin, immunoglobulin, albumin, and casein.

Because of the covalently cross-linking into large polymers and the damage of LG (> 80%)
in the milk of our domestic market, it is not know whether or not such substantial loss of LG
may affect its physiological role of the total LG uptake of ingested milk. Particularly, milk

has become one of the major amino-acid supplements in our routine diet.

R %

BRHFPAHT AR ERIEBRHAIR LGy P AR L2 A4 {4 422

L LGCERHFY B E o

EAPRREYZAETHRE FELIAEZHFE (B) FEFEPRP G EHES

[

3] 80%z B » T LGB A SRt L2 2 2F AR ERE > 24
P2 AT APRRZ - BAT ERPES LGRS E AR $ & (figure2) r T T
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B2 LG ASNHRABEFEY > APRT- EFYFRRGE KA a2 50

EEARETEZEEFLABES o F - 1BV E2 LG Nt p 74, dimer - trimer
Z polymere % Z ;25 B &4 LGP B v 2318 A0 H s 2 B AR o XA

fa.5% & # (crossly linking products) 4 + € #& =~ » 423 300,000~500,000 dotons > # PAGE
¥ 12 commassie blue %4 ¢ & ;% BL% > ¥ it )4 Westernblot 43 31| L 3R 4 (figure 4) o B3T

- E AP FRE - fAFsRA 82 2D gel electrophoresis © % - dimension & *
SDS-PAGE > i % = =t dimension ® “r » reducing reagent : mercaptoethanol > 4}t LG £
Hi@ aAmagsgd™ s k0 TP d B %0 (figure 15) 0 » ijﬁ{& linear
regression curve ¥ 45 & & 2 p ehd-d o f& figure 15 ¥ Mg 5L P 3 lactoalbumin’ albumin
(#=")> % casein > L & % & Fv - APIFRPHZE LA 2872 £ - - 5% (1:1 molar
ratio) @ - BREFG F 3 I L LGAF o FHRE
()7 AR BB 25 39 i iF Gel-filtration HPLC column » £ 2 ELISA = ;% &2 LG
2 BEF AT
(2) # & 5 F-v i mercaptoethanol EJZ = 7 H gEandgit L 516 HPLC» »* P LG &
W i > elute T 18K iz & o
B) & LG & — § » + fraction 2. 7 & » £ I H & 3+ 5] (stochiometry) o
(4) T3 P EFHRE BRI R®RY T2 R LG BEL R 0oq TPT R
Westerm blot % %% ft T 5 kid%_ o
ARV (T RIS EAFHRTFE LT LS LA ALIE A S LR
Fr2.4 V2 LA CEFT > 75 1 Ede LG H kAR 2§t 2 @17 5 ELISA
TE OHPLC 47 % F 4% 2 ReEH HLG 2 A+ ..‘é‘é—*f#l{ 1225 (conformation) %
BEi& -k 3% (circular dichroic spectrum) 2z % 2 H free-SH 2. 2 i & 4 % L & 7 f2 (13)>

¥ g p ﬁ A "';Tﬂ ==Y

2. W REFBFWSNVRAP T L2941 (LCGARLEBFY) 2418 (LGE

N

EHUFH)2 LG ha ¥ 2R - RFBEALIRI BHEF VR LRPFRFED




BEDH AL EE T2 PEL T -

4o b ()7 > PR s LG 4o BBk 2 2 cross-linking = &+ 7 iy € B

el
=

2%

i (gastrointestinal) 2 Pzae 4 o 1 & i FlE_« A& + 2 permeability $33 5 5 7 & ZP

g o LI #er ] B (balb/e) &7 invivo B BN S o A H R R K AT

(1) # balb/c & 2= %; A6l a%Re (n=12) &7 L@ e (n= 20)% 4 e (n=
20) c ARG 3 N T Ui Ak S (- 4L gavage) R AERILY o Z Ak okP 2 EL
Poo AR B E S

(2) 27 P ¥ 4% ELISA 2 9 5% % 50475 2 $08 & ¥ | % Balb/c & # LG
Zz & ?/;th{?%* ABER A HKRY YT PRE o, R E R A 12 FE LG T AR

w5 ¢ 45 5](8.) 0 w3t ] R % ¢ 2 pharmacokinetic 3% 7 £ 02 A £F2 % o ] B

capillary tube fp% & £ 75 » 2 FHF - X FHEIIS0L > A X F &% 10nL A b

1:
‘11

T E o FaBIHELRHRT 9F 40% s ¥ F LG £ R(7) 0 AR

I%E"‘ ':E?Q;: NE fﬁqilﬁ‘%ﬁ;ﬁigéﬂ o E?P}‘fﬁﬂé“é&%%ﬁ?j 'gfr%f’?iﬁl/&ﬂ LG
£ if 7] steady state 7 3 o

(3) szt A st > R % B4R * student t-test A 47 0 T 0 p<0.05 G A R Bk o

A FP e HFARTUEP (62 LG € %6~ 4 FF &% § i 2 permeability %
Sofc o BIRIN B OB Al L R i o

G)Fr2FH@PHF A PRBFTALFHTY L IVRAT FIERE RS - Jr,u 4
F0E MR 2 TR EC x4 3 352 2 break-point o i 5 2 A 80°C 4 A 15
s LG ¥ iE 1] 50%2 B3k S 0 B £ 22 in vivo 2 bioavailability i 7 vt i k
B WRERSBREAT EBIRG T ERLF o AR RRERPIER ST o

(6) MHF T P R FEFT invivo 2 BH R TS > APRLERD E@ES (£73 100%%
FLG) 2 WA LET (K84 20%2 8 LG) it ] Rk F R % (1) - #

ANzl B RF ARE T EAASRSRENE 2 A SR (infant mice) 2

/\,l

£ i F oo d 3 A ¥Tdr (weaning) W LRt MR » fr 4 £ i SRR fr

LTl L MY RRE S R BRI EBIHRBEFS B o
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3. W fitedh (LGAE) & A 4c#t (LG A2 2 f 4 B2 B5F oo s i ‘et

(transient) 2. 1g E 2454k (F15 4c#hi €45+ cross-linking 2 * A3 » § B iz

2

)

ARHE S A R LG 2@ REFAH T &R Fov BRI LG X
WL ET A2 HLGE G B - finIg B 4- Fig 7 dot blot P 24 R > & ¥ ] &
B NP E e P RAFR(23) A R LAY FRARF BART OB
FAAF g A2 Ig E» ¥ a7 (implicate) LG 5 L &4FH (24,25) ° 4 A2 # 4o
lactalbumin % casein » %7 N4 EAE [(26,27,2829.) 0 A MR %KY L G AR EAAGE
S22l v o M B F B (30,31) 0 RN OB BB LG © AR (80%)
EHAEAL R FT AL 2R P AL L AR e e
B Pl ERT AFRG ERF e APOBERINTASY 2 LG 7 it ¢ G4 = 2
B T LGEHE 30 100%3 3 AF » SALGEA TR ZEES T F IR
MH LR o

AR BHLE

=
B

(1) ez p i 2) ¢ 5] B jg? f PR LGe ® ER FiETLGZ IgEFME T IER
BT BRIZFT R AFRFZAME Y 2T RN RARP Y LG e
Peje s d Ig E EFE 5w B % (postive correlation) ¥ ¢F 2 i AT K BB 22 K-k
standard protocol (32,33)

Q) % + ¢ BALB/C /| R E R 7F &% PP 7P o o RFELL IR B3P

_g_

FOFHAGFAF] R RAFH ARG - SRR A B

BEFEELIN ) 5 - PAHBERIAGITERER  F - BHET 5 pug 5 BLG 1

1:1 et G2 i IFA (Incomplete Freund’s Adjuvant ) “v 4R & > 1 s+cn @ 884 5 0.2

mL; %=%250%3 3 [FAZELTLHRE Fr 2k * 10 g hOVA 12 1:1 G0t 552
77| IFA (Incomplete Freund’s Adjuvant) “v 4 2 & » T &t #8452 0.2 mL -

B) PP HE* SN LGEFT  d WA E ] RAAFEP P L3008 34) F

et i Wi LG %) BB R 4o HUdl 2 2 i ack Je#iss o Rl R @5
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FRET P K LR Y YRR A R A R L R A R L T Gk S
(balance diet) °

(4) 4r%k PR BT 0 A PR B AR TERF BRI

4 ATLIGHEAF V2 it XN A VB - PPEFTAED CHEN A LCHET

AF LA o

i 5 (stomach ulcer) & ¢ > d 3 E wmfe ¥ 2 pd BV g lesion 2 LR F
(35)» % fed Agpdt (36) Fp 2~ L&A d Kend BTG Lotk BT Ul p # b
lansoprazole £ 41 * NMR = 2% % H 84 5 ",% 2 p d Zk(scavenging free radicals) > A iFp#
FEFp 2  BE NP L F R4 (B quercetin F 2 *E (X H mast cells 2 FH 2L
B (37 cinEmaishd e (725 £ (38) 0 At aspirin § F &2 ulcer 2

}’%é“’ < 3EIRPRT aspirin 2 PR A S 2 houlcer 2 B HENY RFEF LA RS

A i ulcer BI2LF 3 o ’éﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?%%%%ﬂﬁ?i(”AMh@)’&
EERELAKG L RPRFALA S AREREF RN B RS 2

a -lactoalbumin ¥ 12 - EpHE 2 B4 rilde o (42) 0 Foebd FAREA Y 24 -SH
G2 F-v G (R niRE T (43) > B R Flde b i -SH -9 £ glutathione v& b & - Fii
AT  cAPALETHREIELAEY L BEF LG E- BForunff LA AR
BRI LA GECERAR R D F LR o AR RR AT
F- LG 2P DRGSOV FF LA o AT R A RgeT

(1) £+ & @ LG 2. % tk4k (form rabbits)

(2) @it anti-LG 2. 1gG > £ &% @ - & anti-LG affinity column

(3) #-= 41T ¢ affinity column » ¥ -2 54 ¢ 2 LG 238/ 2 pEen2 4R 5

LG-deficient milk

(4) vo - S 2 dmer 4 % LG 242 Fiig it 4 cni w)

B APRATRPND BB AT P iS2 Fug (b S

2 APRATEMD B2 EWD LEF P



P APRAEH B@ENET L2 fiy it a4
T APRALTH BN e B2 g 1o 4

M F R LB P2 parameter % F Aot BPER B R E . AT AR B AR
"’\5‘ e ﬁﬁ r'férd]'%

pof i i Rl

i CREHRV YA PR B RS 222 (44,45)0 12 LDL A lipid peroxide 2 substrate
Awl P b P2 E 2 FF & 2 probucol 2 vitamin 5 internal standact e p d 3z
initiatior ¥ * Cu™ & AAPH ("ki3 1£2. AyO-it &%) kFHE LDL 2§ i Fif 3 & 7

#-12 1Cs (inhibitory contraction at 50% ) &k % 7t o

B2 LIS USRI I

FIP = 304 PR TR * et BORF T 3 5 UHT (135 CH4e #8723 45 )0 170 3%

AR HTST 4e 88 2% (T5CHBBE 15 4)) FI by H 1 4 1R+ chFEg o
AR R B L g T AR AT EIEN SRS 2 B RS E iR
o FRL 4RI RIRE > 2R B Y R A BT FAZE TSCRF e @ 15
Fioh > FTREHRRD N o FREFTEE B HERARFPILL 2 30 T AL
B N o

I, A9 53T bl > 7 A FElAZ S 80°C A 1 A4 b ehd §Lo ek 3b

T B AP AR R R
2. BRI GRS R B F R RIS R e

3. JlF e g M RS R H R AL PR

4 e P4 RS Pl B

9]

T PLERE ST 2 5o

i
*-n

H
s
| 4
T
2

P #d @ ﬁg'bifﬂg\r%'@fwfﬂﬁ—\. :




41 * native-PAGE > figure 1 &7 # & # 5 (processed milk) 41 {4 > whey protein
fraction ¥ 2 lactoglobulin (LG)* £ o d *» LG &% § ¢ 3 %22 # i (4)> 97
LG 2o & B P s 4 1 (denaturation) SV A2 B o ¥ DS L
BERD FEso R (figure2) FREFMASY 2 LG 2 5 (rawmilk) g F £ £ -

AT L RM e (R ) e 8 LG A A L AL A 2

FIA S EA YA T AR PR R B S RERT U LG & B
HE Tz 4 it (figure 3) 0 @ 7 Westernblot * (figure 4) { #F 47 & LG )

= ® &~ ~»F (polymerization) e iz R & A F 2 WP &2 #Fw? T @R o

2. 322 3 9 B chfy gl 3

AP BRPL O RO e - S E Y RZEA Y A AH R
BRI R0 AT > Tt Y A AR TR RSN (Wi 24m) 3 B - 42
H iR yag > 2@ 1% ELISAiR- GEALBEA 12 Fhi\F 8- HEFENEIF
3 AR 2 HpRP o PR Y R A 2 SR RS o 4o figure S5 B % BT A0 & iE
2 H RO E b etiter B PR R E 4R 1o 1@ B ¥ HRHA A 5 5 1BSF2, 2F2D9,
ICIOF10 2 1D8F8 - d &% Bt HikFt m it &2:B st #? 2 3o ’E&é_é" B s e
2R B o PR R RE Y R AL 2 R e AR Y AP R
BN Rl A 500 o U bR R B R R F AR 10901 s ~ 2
Foo FoEglenid pld o defigure 60 ¥ - 7 om B4 FLE S LE o LR R PR (S ahd
Fem H FEERIL AcFiiE 2. 4 FC e drfigure 7o gt B E WP AT T a0 H BRI WL R R
P25 R o FIL AP LRSS R RG R A U P RE IR A 80C
fegh- AdB b2 4 5o AR FAE IR o de figure 8 B UL UM FRIL A A BB R
Shd Lo QPR RGP AR TR N P RERGRE R R A F T ER
WHRTAFE AP e AR - B T S o J1* Westernblot 4 47 ¢ R H R
P A BFERE FU Y P e o AT % T eer iR aE 0 2 B PR 2 3% LG 4 figure
9, b BE L 7P LG 5 AR 0 ¥ Regester GO ¥ A #7faz aip ke (17) Fpt

LG &ftdd ¥ - BApd £ R Pk d > T ¥ FRAIL G ih 0 B2 - HiE
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3. == LG 2_epitope mapping

o TRl AL RS B B 7 A1 R ER R RE Y
FLG A A L R 2 b LG S BRI 0 B - BB E %
Parh e R T R Rk s R LA F 2 H Rl o 5 b B R4l epitope = LG
SAHATA S B SRR PTE o 51 Li— A 1744 B Rl epitope > AP ] v B
=30k A 4 0t B R PR epitope 3t LG ety i ¥ 1 1L 2% A f#2 (enzyme digestion) 2.
it & i3 &7 ;% (chemical modification) 3. "+*x4E"L ;% (peptide array) 4 o "2£°%x & = (peptide
synthesis) °
1. p%% ~ f#(enzyme digestion )

ek A fidA 2 A i > A B4 trypsin 2 CNBr ASZ LG 39 4 5 » # trypsin
2 CNBr a2 s 2. F-v % £ 41 * Werstern blot :& {7 4 45 » # % % 4 figure 10 v figure
11 ftrypsin “TAJLis2 oo FFRE > PAREF RPFEARL 1 ¥ Rpide g b 5t
P00 FAER € AL trypsin 27 Bl R R (Arg o Lys)¥ sc 4k ¢ 7 & epitope P > F]#t trypsin
£ % pF— & - epitope B3 > R EPRFMEE 2553 o A A CNBr 4 f218% {62 Fv T 58
BV #m- B A& PR FER T R OkDar Fet ¥ 042 € 45 CNBr *» 2] vl ik (Met)
AP ALE 7 epitope b 0 T ¥ FEP L epitope ¥t 9 kDa 2 P B o F b JI* N2

,

v F A A% % 5 AASDIS o 2t ficdy { 4P LG 5 epitope .4 CNBr a2 {5
B

N

2 7 £ (9kDa) °
2. it & i3 &F ;% (chemical modification)
H R 5T epitope ﬁ?ﬂi’zﬁgﬁfi%ﬁi FE - F A B oA

BHOFRS NP PAME LD TR T RIS 7 & epitope P 2 MR o &7

# 7 tryptic digestion #74% 1 K > P € * acetylation modification * 3% -2 FEA & %

G A Lys & Arg ek b > 4% competitive ELISA 77 3% » 24713 & {2 LG &2 H ke
P2 28w 4 > Ko 5 acetyl-modfication 2. LG &2 H kR 2 % & v 4 PP B "8 14 »

M Lys &% Arg =23t epitope p ©
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3.7+ R4 (peptide array)

W2 A fEAfet 3 &2 782 8% FE23718 > AP 4aipl ) epitope 3+
residue 25 3| residue 107 & %) 9kDa % g2 ¢ » @ ¥ Lys & Arg £ 4f = epitope 2. & & iX
oo B E vrRAEM R A4 O kDa P B W3EE L 15 BRAME 12 (MR h
peptide array + - 4v figure 12 #777 > #-p* peptide array ¥ ic #5454 o4 54 2. H Ryl
FRfs > SRYPAAIES £ 4 3BEMF B AU LR 4 85 122 9rk o dy
3 REMEPRE RORAFL R S 4 B 3 iEskrkz AR A G 2 R o P B8 Ar
12 F s BAple » AP T B 4 enF o B 53 o Jip|BE 4 PRz AR R 5| EE 5
3N o epitope 0 W R EH FRIR T eniE & av 4 33 o F] M 4 47 40 epitope 2 B P
AQKKIIAEK » st %% %% L5 F B &% ¥ R% > £ 4 3 % Lys & 7 & epitope p
4. 7175 & = (peptide synthesis)

Rm e 247 ) epitope 2 MRAFLE P {8 0 5 0 { 4c#EF epitope i peptide array
ST RS o I & ACRIABIEIRS 2 A - 0F 10 BoRAmz ko BB
AQKKITAEKT > {1 * compeptitive ELISA % £ 7 ¢ 72255 5 &2 LG #% % & 5 il
A BEEASE $hrRa okl LG BT 5 B FM o U EF epitope £

AQKKIIAEKT » =% LG 2 D % } (figure 4) -

4. A 453 LG 4ot B ec g eniB 41

2 epitope 2. MR B 7] e LG = B fEin g b = B ¥ gh(figure 13): - ~ ¢ epitope
% native LG 2 = B3¢ > & IR N8 Tehs B g HE(B-sheet) - = ~ ¢ epitope {r LG 9 C
=25 X g angtdt i (disulfide bond linkage) o 28 @ » 2 78 #7445 41 2 epitope Z A LG K 4c
BB CAE R AR A ABUR LG 2 BT 3 g ARt H it Ty

oo Tt AP R P epitope fonative LG oo d Y EEALEEZ M AL 5375 - B AR w s

BOEHE o T to B R AL E A  epitope F F AR RS R 0 ST AR B

)

&\

2 3§ ;% 2. disordered structure P& > 4 € AL H PRFLH ArFEEL 0 F) LA PEK Ao B R

epitope ,f%ﬁ?&:% R EFEBER APRIT 2B FK - ~ YB3 42 (chemical

modification) = ~ *£3k 1% B] 3% 4 +7 (circular dichroism analysis) °
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1. it & i3 & ;2 (chemical modification) :

AP ERK S A § R AL 0 i 1 epitope S 1E4&# disordered structure 14 4]
T H kU R e Fpt 41 * carboxymethylation modification 2. % 4 E & & Cys F 4 - B
A ES B Cys Lt B2 FRasESES o BAFE S LG fI* compeptitive
ELISA 22 > N kR 8 7 ¢ 24 A8 LOME B EH P - PHER > S F 342
LG & & B PR e 4 b S BB 152 LG BAL 10 812 1 o U8 R A hER
B R 1 2 PR AT 6 {5 T H BRIl ehy o
2. 3k & Bl 4 17 (circular dichroism analysis) :

A e R LG P EAdtits € B 5 epitope chig i W B HH RpM g £ 0 X
M oo E_F dele 3P iR 0 ot epitope fedk £ EEALARAE S DR T o H €252 disorder 2
B A RA E B § TS 0 B 50 R BB 1] Yk R X
AT AP ER o R R BRI A4 R T2 mgfide S o d
E 5% 4o figure 14 9777 » @A RS N E V2482 LG ¥ ¥ 3% disorder 2. B
o i - A 4707 E & 2 15 (AQKKIIAEKT)» % disorder 2 B4 o s % % P 4 4
ik epitope 1% i A2 sheet & disorder 2 B o gt L RP P BTG S

FPHEHBRPAMEL RS R A F2Z RAAR R T

5. 4% s2rs4psd 2 (pepride array)4 45 4, epitope b 4 3 ek B S FAE FE

g & 4
AT a4 di2 eptiope ¢ 7 4 BrRARF 3 RAFG 1 F) o AP EK e
epitope ¥ 73 fe i x5l 4 j\%z T_h —%’4 L I oraprt 2 Popel] (T 12 iEEER Ren

33PK 5 4 47 epitope ¥ R &,,éf&gﬁ DR & i 4 o MEPRE I > M eptiope P AT

g

F 72 Lys 2B Alas A EHFHRLIITHFDAE & GlupE# = Ala & F 4 2
fRdmenAsp b AR RS B o lle ¥ 3 Ala o B % 4 figure 15 #77  F IR
#-Lys69 ~ Glu74 ~ 1le71 % Me72 ‘&8 s > AR | EFEL > TR EHLFHRT Faz

Ak (Lys—>Arg,Glu—>Asp)e F]pt 24 PR P 4 7 i A il cpedt R34+ 531 4 B2l g

13



£ > d Lys69 &7 Glu74 #*r3 icgg+ w314 B 5 2 7 ¥ 32 > Ile7] frlle72 * 55 2 ¥ ¥
L

6. A 1% 3 pH $1 LG 2 Futlypincngs 5

7

FooE e F - F 34 (carboxymethylation) § 3¢ % LG g i chrc g v A i 3 31 pH

T ERELG 2 B AP e EEBIE A 1T LG b pH T H Z g2 s
L8

7
A

S % 4 figure 16 #771 » IR g pH E & 8~10 2 B LG 2 = Bl ip 5 L f;t:}fg@/?c
2 5 WP LG+ 2 EF loop * g 4% 5 ¥ RS R FRELG Lk

B AFIRET EF loop § M-8 T AN b o @ @ankia + E R e RABE

A
v‘|"

“pH % LG 2 2 B# i PifiAp 4 £ & 0 § 713 oLG 2 347 (pH 6.5 ¥ sk i+
FEY (pH2) 0t LG ek e+ R e f & RABHALT et 2
kit o] % (pH 8) LG § #-ig it gk i o 5 fcdts nofles ] ok i2a + 2 wfeo ¥
-7 SR

AN

SR

ﬂ\t%

FE LG 2 it 4 > P AR F A pH pF (pH<3) > $ib 2 LG

\ 5

I

xx
‘QH-

pH 4~7 3 BAE T enig & a4 > 5 pHARF Rl g & v 4 o} 5 7%
FI* = st - P E s 50 AT AT TG R 2 FUME 5o R AT A S
ZHBFMER AL b pH TenS 2R A S S F I B IR 2 BFeh% &5 4 4 pH<3
P A > 23t pH 4~10 3 2 € 7 “7ec® > Fpt pH > 8pF > N 2 4 2 H g &
LGenig &4 7' > £ =7 figure 15 #1718 $|2_ % % » Lys69 &_epitope ¥ it 88 7%
LRz & & g ps o Lys e pKr 2_10.53 » #7020 % pH A2 8 pF » Lys 4} 2_ & 3+

Eopr R4 R Lys 2 F % 0 FI R RO L 4 o

7. A2 LG ehD N igend B 4 d

LG BEfR2 125 g AP FE > 2 F © )l?%#fq LG B dbdakiEsF i o et F A
4v D(vitamin A v D) ~ z & f& (palmitic acid) ~ *% # g (cholestrol) ~ #%£ ‘= % (bilirubin) & - @
2 }I%D}JE] i DI Llys69 L3 T LG Bk F g E2 a0 Ra o gt Lys69

I dF i A et o 45 0 2 epitope oo Flpt AP RE S pH AT € LG Zankf e S
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xx
‘QH-

e o P - HEFEHLF Rz LGREF HI s A T P o AP
AR s G AR RS F AR GRS ARTFI LA ST HET Y LG
BEOAL RIEEFF - LT REA Ao Lys69 il T2 B ko d 3D B
(figure 17) Lys69 # & 7 j7 2 pl4&(side chain)£? 4z {Efé 2. 25 JFF3E & 3.88A < /] » F]pt
Lys69 et RS L ¢ R W E L2 64 o LBk BAPEIL2 5 BIRED -
1. #P W LG* 7 pH Ed3 7 b2 % & i 4

F)7 HF kWA RAIT LG b pH B9 SakBA 32 a4 o B ke
figure 18 757 » LG . pH8~10 2 if 2 T2 a4 2 A § B ¥en &4 > @ pH8 &4
Etd Beni A4 e F pHARB RIS A4 4 A% F 3 Lys 2 pKe 5 10.530 % pH
4 1053 B LG 1 2 Lys #7 4% » #5004 pH B8 8 p » LG & i 4upeenis £ it 4
€ BT E o
2. 3

B A iS22 LG & X Skt s F 58

w
Rt

a4

iﬁé‘l ,‘5@""% ff"é‘Zéﬁwy\LGg z: :é:-f#_; 3% ’ l%&'j\#k J Ea—

i

A §t & F e disordered structuree FJpt 1% ¥k EH AT R AT BT ERFLG

Wi
w

Bk A F e 4 o B 2% de figure 19 #7704 #(80°C & 100C) 18 2 LG # #h¥tia
B ARBIEREENI TP TR T d L o

FEM b % o pH ¢ WELG 2%+ > -k pH 2892 F LG LT #
Fengbat o Vb EEARL DI LG ERripfaoR AR R Lys69 iy 0 R
pH E(pH >8)pF » H & Lys69 # # % > m 28 ¥ § T2 BiEfa, 243 =34 » Fp
FP Lys69 £ LG S é# i 2 & o F 4B RES0CH Y ¢ A" M LG Zanok

MoaF 2 g et o AP A A nE R A FELG AR XD AR B8

bABIRE W BLGHA BAF D F DEEAPRAT FLRE L R
TR ZDELGHETL, TR E L RLGEEL 2D 22 Eaug &1 W

BRLGZAFERAY LLFELITRY » L5 287nm g kis 24 332nm F kB F F
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(figure 20) = 417 1 i3 i KPR LG it % D LFHE > K kK 2 # 1

S

f.m—

LGHEFETHEa4 2 D24 FH2Lu4  £78Lar3at 2D
S g o

0. ¥4 LG 4cFiis e 2 3L ¥ ercasein ~ lactalbumin(La)% BSA # 4 & £

BRI P 24 e 4118 A SDS & native-PAGE ¥ 4~ 470 %% % #F I LG ~ £ & > (figure
1)> f1* Western blot 4 473 JA4v# {5 chd 5L > LG & 54 ¢ chj-d 7% < & 3 (figure
21)c @ gt 2 A3 A LGEF P Pk T PR E Rangyedp > Flet ARl
* JEF 2D-PAGE % »§ %% % #7#7% 1,59 2D-PAGE 4 #7 » 7 IEF 2D-PAGE *# # & % 7Lp
ot e o ",% LG P &b b o defigure 22 » @ &9 % 3 #1A7% 11 471 2D-PAGE 4 47 ¢
B AERCALGEE AN W b A2 x A Fhlg s B P Rd 5 casein
La 2 BSA » 4v figure 23 > % & e84 8. 4% SH group 483 % & > FIAF % 3 #7278 0
#12D-PAGE ¥ +c » B |t §]% SH group 193 B & B &+ A3 $3H - Fd FA T
TR Y ERPAFI LGE S kv ¢ chcasein~La 2 BSA R & I AT gL

P AR S o

10. 22 38 FH P A RPN EF

FPHEIRAFRERY FhHY D ERFRS Y SR 3 TR RSO R

P

2R AR AR Y PR A Gk e figure 24 0 Flt R 2 SR RN TS £
v ’Fﬁa“-‘g S s RSk s H }%r;fl_gqu% H R Fohy e gOld XY

immunoglold £ ¥ it nitrocellulose strip 2. 2 54 ~ iR 54 F & > immunogold ] * £ ‘m

-

R % 2 ¥t nitrocellulose strip F 2o F-v FR LA kd SRRSO EZ RS LA S o
4e figure 25 > #-2 519 325 A fe vt bl ermgs > & W] MR nitrocellulose strip b0 7 gold
BEZHBRFMF BERE: o g E MR A Y Bl o d RS F RSB R
WOBAR R B ARIE > BRI B SOg W R e L RERP AP A EE e
g 7 AT AFUR AR o A PRTER PR ERPIRP AR

11. 2471 LG & 5 Fug i ehst i
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LG % i sk ® > A PF LG £ 5 $F e i 4o figure 26 0 B~ ICso s LG fk
PEszenig 14 F B f SDS-PAGE # 2% i g8 JLME ¥ PF I e 4¢ monomer 4% k 4% > > dimer
AZ AR S o T PR H fg e A B A EARE T REH B Re F 7
§FF MR AF I ZTEPAPFIOLLG A AR R o 1 AR %A
Wi O anti-LG HH RIAAEEP R d 5 LG - § i {2 LG 4= dimer & &_polymer 3]

Ri B2 4v A3 18 o075 38 28 AP 12 4o figure 27 > 13952 f%:}ﬂ dimer %] i 41 * LG «» SH

A

group A5 = o AT F (v B i AR 2 Seguen 3V free-SH group 2 4F 0 IR LG ,T»ug 4 2
g tenF o e figure 28 0 #0 LG A & 1% H L A% 121 A = ¥ o free-SH k
F Iz iv R A ’%"ﬁd :%é:}é‘_é ¢ k@d LDL % i+ o

12, 1 = ) B4 54 iGach  Host

AFSHKE LA L g A enifar o AiE 0 ) R RN e 2 R
BRSO ) B AR 14 X RISt o pLPEE g o) BT R il ac Rk o A
)% e A F R @arn R 55 IgEe v b 5 A 4575 @ Bl e i % 4 figure 29 -
- AT N 2 FUEACA B Fd 3 LG e g 2 2 LA & 9 B L LG e
d PSR AFHRE C AP ruE 2] B FUEARE S 0 0 PR 0

w7 LG i@ &) B AT
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a-LA

B-LG
=

Figure 1 : &5 % % 41 * 15% Native-PAGE 2. T A% 3 &2 474 54 2 # 5
BlocALane 5 2 5* cBLane 7 4r 12 4 5 o H 7 f LancA 23 f&

Figure 2 : 1% 15% Native-PAGE 2. T A% ¥ 545 2 %73 b i 2 5 &
FUZ 4 o HY Lanel 5 2 4&d e3P ®2 4 5 ~Lane2 I Lane 6 5 o
AP B s Lane7 X Lane9 3T s A bk p 2§ IR E B F S
Lane 10 % Lane 13 3 kp 2P & @5 - @52 B-LGPER" » @
Wl FRD B BLG v AT o
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a-LA T,

P s g == I 5 o
e A e’ T

B-LG

Figure 3 : §]* 15% Native-PAGE 2. § /A% ¥ 5 453 o PP #4532 (957C)
2 O-LA 2 B-LGz % o Lanel 3 7 5% FHAIZEF A 55 030
60 ~ 120 ~ 240 ~ 480 % 720 5 o B-LG 2 %+ prfy & 1 1t
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A. Native - PAGE

0 15 30 60 120 240 480 900

B. SDS - PAGE

M 0 15 30 60 120 240 480 900

7.4

Figure 4 : §* Western blot 4 47 £ 7 o PF ¥ #1 ed2 15 2. B-LG ¥ 1t © (A)
15% Native-PAGE ° (B) 15% SDS-PAGE - 4 722 [3-LG $§82_ & /& » Lane
ZIFE P RARIEFERF A S 0153060120 ~ 240 ~ 480 2 900
F) o B-LG P A he P ARE By SRR IEMBCE 0 XY FRF A TR
& 4 (panel B) °
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OD at 405 nm

0.7

0.6 |

05 |
04
03 f
02 f
“In n i I
0 j I
0 2 4 5 10 20 40 60 80 100

Percentage of dry milk added into raw milk

OD at 405 nm

Figure 5: 1% ELISA # % “7 ¢ 1| 7 ¢ ypnB RN 4 € 5md 1 o 5%
N4 B titer erpAE R E 4R A %] % 1,2,3 2 5 (1B5F2, 2F2D9, 1C10F10
% 1D8F8)

0.6
O Raw milk
05} H Dry milk
0.4 F
03}

0.2 |

0.1}

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Primary clones

Figure 6 : 1% ELISA A 47 75:2iB 5L B b Fdll o 4§19 40 » 4 oot G e
BRI ALE L4 o0 SR Fard x BRSO GIARS oA 45 o B AR

B o Tt e A L H R AL Y R R RN AR -
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OD at 405nm

0.7

0.6 | ORaw milk M Raw milk heated

§§]]JJ

1B5F2 2F2D9 1C10F10 1D8F8 2B4B4
Clones

OD at 405 nm

Figure 7 : 1% ELISA A 17§52 St eanE phpufir 4 S e RS enE £ 4 o
4 ;-}*L bediisde (F 95°C15 ~4a) L7 H ik enig & 4 W4T B o
P RET AP € & R D AT epitopec2B4B4 hH i G B FER
4 5t "’L’ 1? RFt oo

0.45
04 L —8—15secs
0.35 | ——30secs
——1mi
03 | 1mins
——2mi
025 | 2mins
=>¢=4mins
0.2 f
=¥=8mins
0.15 §
=—t+=—16mins
0.1
0.05 4./1
0 [
0 50 60 70 80 90
Temperature

Figure 8 : §]* ELISA 2 5572 R R 2 R R e fd R R H %
ML E L4 o4 L 50,60,70,80 2 90°C 44 157,307, 1,27, 4°,
8 2 167 B 5§ 254 A B0CH L 1 A8FF 4 AR FEL o Flpt ¥ *
PRl T T B RIR I o
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1D8F8
A B C D_ E A B C D
LG —> wl s, — LG T - pa—
=3 b
2F2D9 2B4B4
A B C D E A B C D E
| :
LG ——»
|

Figure 9 : 1% Western blot 4 7% J 5t en % - 4 ¥ tki248 (1B5SF2, 2F2D9

% |1D8F8) % 3% £ & — Ml kil e o & - B lane & » 10ug it

#-v oLaneA: 5 native LG-~laneB: 5 4 5 ~laneC: 5 7 & @ 5 -~ lane
D: 2:BR5 %2 lane E : 441 95°C 15 4 418 end b o
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M A B C MA B C

|11

—— — |G

SDS-PAGE Western blot

Figure 10 : 4] * western blot 4 17 ¢ trypsin 4 f2 LG 2. # L2 e & 153, - =
well v » )k B 5 10 pg 2. 3= LG fr trypsin £ 2 +* ] 5 500:1 Lane M:markere
Lane A : LG + trypsin * J& S mins © Lane B : LG + trypsin * J& 10 mins c Lane C : LG
+ trypsin & & 30 mins o 3 % 7 ot Bk & JE FRLTIAR trypsin 4 fE2 LG P E e

M A B M A B

- «— LG
= <«— 9 kDa

SDS-PAGE Western blot

Figure 11 : 1 * western blot »~ 47d CNBr#74 jA LG 2 F FLEFME EF3) - & B
well 4e » JE& 5 30 ug 2 3+ J o Lane M : marker - LaneA : LG - laneB : LG+
CNBr & % % 17 &v epitope J& =23t 9 kDa 2. # FLp o
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25 35 45 55 65 [3) 85 95 107
NL | | | 1 1 1 1 |1 C

aasdisllda gsaplrvyve elkptpegdll eillgkwend edagkkiiae Ktkipavfki dalnenkvlv Idtdykkyll vem
25 1 3940 2 5455 3 8485 5 99
31 6 4546 7 6061 9 % ©3 10 107
42 1 56
1 9
2 10
3 11
s 99 2
5
B
7
s @

Figure 12 : 4] * peptide array 2. $j# % membrance + & = & 5 15 Bieflpex 12 igriik > 1
FI*H AT B R H TN A4 8 12 BB E BB R rRAIHEBT UFR- B L
B5 (242p) o 2 B 5] £ AQKKIIAEK.

strand + (% ) ¢t b {3 R Dstrand &2 C =7 Eridtdt s (Cys66-Cys160) %k 45
Z_ B-sheet = B i o
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[ =]

-

5 B = = heated LG

ik}

" 4 CM-LG

w2 = = =synthetic peptide
; G u j H = N g = B W -
x E =
= 0 -2
[
T 4

; &

E

o -3

*

E’ '10 o

=} -12 T T T T T T T

E

190 200 210 220 230 240 250 260
Wavelength (nm)

Figure 14: 1% & & Bl 4 17 LG 57 F /ad@ (4o, 1"55 )% é‘. X EPK o AR B g%
IFJ%F native LG %3 = # 2 B-sheet (215nm 7 # % ellipticity) » 2 # = B 4 H T
disorder 2. % ﬁ‘; °

69 74
1. AQKK |1 AEK 1 . i 7.AQKR | | AEK
2. AQAK 1| AEK 2 ' 8 8. AQKK I I AER

3. AQKA I | AEK 9. AQKK | 1 ADK

()

4. AQKK |1 AEA 4 10 10. AQKKAAAEK
5. AQKK |11 AAK 5 1 11. AAKKAAAEK
6. AQRK |1 AEK 6 12 12. AAKKAAAAK

Figure 15: 4% peptide array Bt it 7 e BE % % 2. 9475 & {7548 &2 epitope % & 2 # o
BEFR Lys69 frGlu74 » T 2 * 2 F T Ala s & F P T FArg & Aspe ¢ &7
SRS AL F RoAPRZ T LysT02 T54r3 X R0 FFE MRS &0 4o ¥ 0HleT]
fo lle72 R %> ¢ F Mg £ - B a 3 Lys69 » Glu74 ~ le71 and 1le72 = epitope
P BB SRR B il o
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A. CD spectra of LG

opHZ A pH3 pg pHA4
& pHS 4 pHE x pH7Y
@ pHE 4 pHY m pH10

[6] MRW

&

(mdeg x cm?® x decimol ™' x residue™)
| ]

200 210 220 230 240
Wavelength (nm)

Figure 16: 1% %k B2 B 47 pH # LG i 2 - 54 pH 850 8 9> LG
LA B SR T % LG R MR Y EF loop § R T ARG M -
G pH P+ § fI050 ks S i o F 2 0 pH PR it kLA S R L LG
Br R B S Rk s S R e

Figure 17: 1% i& 3D B H- Bl 4 17 epitope &2 #z {E i (PA) R 2. 4p T B % © % 3R epitope * 2
Lys69 £ Tle71 £ 4 £ % LG &2 1 e (PA)% & 74 it oLys69 #k - I T i 2 1 e e (PA)
Fg RaEA SRl d 5 ¥ - 25 [le7l Plirip R (PA)F ok I BT gk
.kj_l_i’r?r 4 o
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Relative intensity (%)

Figure 18: §1% # £ kA 45 RA 1T LG B & 84 2 A M iEp L3 ¢ £ 7
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800 800
—O0—5uUMLG —O0—5uM LG
—e—5UMLG + 10uM VitD2 —e—5UMLG + 10pM VitD3
>z 600 f > 600 |
n ‘0
5 5
= =
c 400 | c 400 f
Q9 o
2 2
E £
w 200 F w 200 f
0 sood L 0 o-o-n.l L
250 300 350 400 450 500 250 300 350 400 450 500
Wavelength (nm) Wavelength (nm)
Figure 20: ] * ¥ £ L FH L7 RA BV R ILGZ2 LGEH2 2 D284 2 Dy 28 EA
ZAFERE 33 2nm sk E o BT JI* 2 2T R EE I TRt F DAER o
A. Native - PAGE B. SDS - PAGE
0O 15 30 60120 240 480 960 M 0 15 30 60 120240480960
205
120
84
52
36
30
LG 3
LG —
7.4

Figure 21 : 41 * Western blot 4 17 7 I PF F £ @ 18 2. B-LG % 1 ° (A) 15% Native-PAGE - (B)
15% SDS-PAGE > » 172 B-LG 482 F B oLlane 23 + 5% P2 RF 2 9 50~15-30~60 ~
120 ~ 240 ~ 480 % 900#)  B-LG F 3¢ 4 P AR K Jv JEREBBFE K o T P BRF L FRES
(panel B) -
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S —————

Figure 22 : 4% IEF 2D-PAGE 4 45 % ft 4 #1415 LG #2154 ¢ v & fE Jov T & o
At T hAcfiehs 5o B dcifsnd oo BE T AFIRF A AR PR S o

7

4y

" N
3 o) A A

BSA —» |

Casein —» *

«—LG— ¢

LA —>»

4y

Figure 23 : 1% & F % 3 #% 11 1 2D-PAGE & 47 c £ st \g4c £ {8 LG & 54 ¢ v &
fdo FRE - AT A2 o B e f{Ehd o BEFRE T A
fs LG22 BSA ~Casein 2 LA & 3% &3 o
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Figure 24: 4% F-v B 5 & 23 P 3 o A F R E IR et R b
x2cm>o i P& ’ﬁ 10 O)ﬁakfﬁ%ﬁ P MR A S AN T BT o

Figure 25 @ 4% 3= B 5 P P Rp|2 3¢ 5 gl o d L1 2 8BRER G
100, 90, 80, 70, 60, 50, 40, 30, 20, 10,5 2 0% ° # + ¥ % positive control = * gt & %
W 35 10% T W o WIRIPEFR - 24 o
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Figure 27 41* SDS-PAGE # 74c#t {52 5 it {22 LGeLane M : 5 maker Lane
A % native LGe LaneB: Z4c#1{é2 LGoLaneC: 2 ¥ {52 LG fde#is
21§ L 152 LG § = dimer g o
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Figure 28 1% i* £ ig4r2 4 LG BAF 15 AT B 4f 14 o 5 B3 4F 152 LG
g 144 P A native LG X o 2P SH group » 1 & %2 LG =d 84 o

Figure 291 1% $v6 & ¥ 47870 Rt in ¥ § & [gEo At AiBar2 | Bk i o
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