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The Measurement of Specific IgE Antibody to Alnus sieboldiana
Matsumura and Cross Allergenicity
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Specific IgE antibody to Alnus Sieboldiana Matsumura (Alnus s.) and alder
(Alnus robur) were measured by the use of liquid-phase enzyme immunoassay
AlaSTAT system, and results were compared to those of skin test and RAST.

The sensitivity, specificity and correspondence rate of RAST to skin test was
48%, 100% and 89% respectively. The correspondence rate between AlaSTAT
to Alnus s. and alder was 100% and that of RAST was 77%. A high cross-
reactivity among the planting alder was proved by AlaSAT inhibition experi-
ments. A cross allergenicity among the trees belonging to the Betulaceae
(alder, birch, hazel) and Fagaceae (oak) were supported by results of AlaSTAT
inhibition experiments and AST screening.

key words: Alnus sieboldiana Matsumura, Pollinosis, IgE antibody, Cross-

reactivity.
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19904 TR & @i & b g1 THE S hvfc s, 9L
DN B 1 2 FFEEREESTA D & 4 4Ny
Yoy T d A FEBMIE A B LY, IBE A
ST DAY T LIV E — OAPED ST ICA S
Nk ot~y vy TUEHERHIO 2D D 7
Vv vkt E U THER IgE Pifk % RAST (radio-
allergosorbent test) & AlaSTAT TilliEL, %
ODiJl'JﬁZE—?:’&ﬁ'{fé,\,'/L'g“é t EbiT, AANY Y e T
LD BEALEEY & O MmHUEYE A M) L 7z,

MEREELVHE
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2. KEEFAb

AANY Y e TVDT UM VI F G, T—F
WEE L 72 7E8 % Unger @ D.P. # T 4 CT2W il
HL, 50% 7Y &) v 5%kt aicTl :20
@ﬁﬁ/ﬁMVn%ﬂLt KT 2 M ER2 5o F
IO, ISR IS DS IR O 2 f5LL 1 E 7213 5
DI L&BEES L.

3. RAST (L& 342 IgE fADRAE

75 Igk PifA##rid Pharmacia tL® RAST
F o AW HEHIE v 2 #E (Alnus incana),
v 55 v N& (Betula verrucosa),
(Corylus avellana), * A S¥ v+ 7 v, a3+ 35
(Querucus robur), Z¥T, MO WA A /NF
¥ v 7% Pharmacia kIl TIERIL 72 < —
WN—=F 4 27 20T,

NN YR

4. AlaSTAT & 245E IgE MADAIE

HADPCza—#v—va v Th¥ani Ala-
STAT 2HWT, A4 % v+ 745 IgE Hilk
DOWTEETT - fo. KHBIMA EHUARE YO I 4 §1] &
e HEOLIMBGER W, A4 Y v v 7R
lgB FUAflo & 4 17 &2 W TS IGE % 4~ R
T AR AT > 7. F72 AlaSTAT ik b/ v
/ *I& (Alnus rugosa) ¥t IgE HUAZNIE L,
RAST OfEHR &KL 2.

5. HIEER

AlaSTAT ZMWTA 4 ¥y 4+ 7 v 455 [gE
Uik OISR OB E ARG L7z, 1 v E
by —& LTy =v/ * (Alnus hirusta Turcz.),
E A ¥ ¥y 7Y (Alnus pendula Matsumura.),
v 5 # vy (Betula platyphylla japonica), =37
7 (Quercus serrata Thunb.), 7 2 ¥ (Quercus
acutissima Carr.), Z¥, b/ FOfEkH%EH V7.
#AEB0.5 ¢ 2P B S10ml T24hr &%, fiti L, 14
buffer THEHTLIcb D=+ 2 & Lz, A AN
Yoy TURER [gE BUARBVEDITRAD M50 1 1
PR =+ 210 ¢ 1 2 INA R T 2 FFRBUG & & 701%,
W ERE ORISR 2 5E L7z, BIERIE P B S &% &
L 72 SRE £-100% & L 72 O WSERE o & F ¢ R L
fo. BBHPHTF 205 v BEREEA Y v 7Y
450 ug/ml, ¥=/Nv 7 #2000, ¥ 54 3320, 3
+ 56400, 7 % ¥2200, ZF530, b/ F250TH -7
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1. RAST IZ£BFFNY L + TR IgE HE
DRITE
Table 1 1289 L Hic v /2 F @B IgE Pk
Btk o220 DAL F\WT, RAST iTA AN Y v+
7 UK IgE PUAZWIED 5 & b Plichifk skt &
g, #4"vY v 7 iy FE RAST =22
7 OFBRENZ0.71 (P<0.01) TdH - 7-.

2. BETZXb&E RAST DL

AANY Y TR IF 2ICEBEHET R &
v FEBREOVICA ANV Y v 7Y RAST D%
% Table 2 1Tk L7z, mww&@fxr@ﬁm@m
M THIER 1gE Pk BGHEp o# &2 R L, R
Y7 2 b EES T, B [gE YUk b MIJ(D%IJ%
2RY. —EBCRIEEE T 2 b & RAST OFEHE A &
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Table 1. Correlation between AlaSTAT v/ F*E RAST TI3ERES9%, 4554E99%, —
and RAST to Alnus s. HN2%THY, £4 Y7 RAST TlRZA
Zh48%, 100%, 89%TH - 7-.
4 4 2|8
RAST 3 13 AlaSTAT 3 26|93 3. AlaSTAT [L&B3AFNY L + TR IgE
score to 2 8|4 class to 2 201 HEOHE
Alnuss. 1) |1 Alnuss. 1| |T]1 WIS 4 B & R H AELSHI T 3 4 A S v & 4
o [3]z2 0 B Lo Bk i A "
T3 BT 7 UK 1gE Pk iz 26 cut‘ off i (0.351U/m2
RAST to Alder AlaSTAT class to Alder UTThHote, AANY Y+ 7TVER IgE HilkDE
R R r=0-0lphob 0 4 MAE I, B & 5 FRABRELT - 15
Correspondent=0——+5+0+l7x100=77 Correspondent=0———-—+0+0+3]X100=|OD 3 IgE J’fllﬁﬂiliifﬁ:ﬁ'f’;kll*ﬁmé?{’Lf: (Fig. ).
RAST Ty 7 #Eicstd 25u&0 1 o M7 %
. =% WT, AlaSTAT IC&BAA Y v v TV Eny
AlaSTAT3 nE FRITH T B IgE BUAERE L, liFH0 IgE
classto 2|1(1]2 Pilkns & bk M TH - 1 E &% —HeRE LT
Alnuss. 1(4| [2 RY &, Table 1 ® &5 Ic—HRI100% THIBIRE 12
0 0.80 (P<0.01) THh-7. [EHEIC RAST ok 3 4
01234

RAST score to Alnus s.
r=0.88(p<0.01)

0+1
Correspondenl=5+ 010416

g x100=76

ANV Yy TR [gFE BUANIERS R I 5 Mk
PET—HORTI% CTH - 72. AlaSTAT & RAST (o
KBAANY Y v T VR IgE BUAONIERS B (3,

Table 2. Relationship between the skin
test and in vitro test

RAST

to Alder

Positive 1 16

Negative | 115 n

Negative Positive

Skin test

RAST

to Alnus s.

positive 0 14

Negative | 111 15

Negative Positive
Skin test

AlaSTAT MEfie B2 EHE»H D, —HEE%,
HBI6%%40.88 (P<C0.01) T& - 7-.
IU/mf
20
Sensitivity=—”‘§ﬁ—=59%
Specificity=—T]]—5]i]—=99% 15-
Correspondent= 1+H155:—I]:Tll_g %
10+
14 57
Sensitivity=—‘—ﬂT=48%
Specificity=—‘—1m—$—= 100%
RVEI 1 172 n
I+
Correspondent =gy 1a 475~ 0%

Fig. 1. A dose response curve of AlaSTAT to
Alnus sieboldiana on 4 patients’ sera.
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4. HEHRME

RAST lc& B a7 +Ro v/ F@/, A4y
e Ty, vSh g NvoNg, TrRo T,

SlE, RFORS Igh hikoNE”BR e (22
71U R, &4 ol s HBEREE
Table 3 1R L1z, #2857 F BT E WHB A &
Sh, 23 &bHHBEBALNIY, AFLE/FIT
BED SN - T,

AlaSTAT Ick B4 4 N¥ v & 7 V5 IgE i
(KISPED1THR A Z RO 7SR © 1d, Table 4 1
KT LT XYy Ty, Yoy FTHERI
S999.7%, 98.5% T, v I H voNT84.2%, 3 F S
L7 XFTREL61.2%, 61.8%Th-7c. AF¥F &Lk
J FICXBHERIZZENETNLINE0.9%TH - 72,

Table 3. Correlation between RAST results with various
pollen. The table is symmetrical. The upper right consists of
2 X2 tables. The lower left gives correlation coefficients.

Alder Alnus s. Birch Hazel Oak J. cedar
-+ |-+ |-+ -+ -+
Alder - 0 0 0 0 0o 0 o 0 136 30
+| 5 17 1T 1 3 9 7 5 6 21
Alnus s. 0.71 - 1 1 2 0 2 0 130 30
P<0.01 +1 0 n 1 10 5 6 2 15
Birch 0.73 0.55 o 1 0 1 0 1 0
P<0.01 |l 2 N 6 7 4 9
Hazel 0.85 0.93 0.55 - 3 0 3 0
P<0.001 P<0.001 P<0.05 +| 4 7 2 9
Oak 0.31 0.91 0.42 0.90 -1 4 3
P<0.001 P<0.001 + 1 6
J. cedar -0.04 -0.06 0.63 0.52 0.26 -
+

Table 4. Inhibition of Alnus s. pollen AlaSTAT with
seven species of pollen on 17 patients’ sera

pollen range % mean+SD
Alnus pendula 98.5-100 99.710.4
Alnus hirsuta 91.1—-100 98.5+2.4
Betula verrucosa 51.5—-99.4 84.21+14.4
Quercus serrata 6.4—92.5 61.2427.0
Quercus acutissima 7.1-94.7 61.81+26.4
Cryptomeria japonica 0-9.4 1.9%2.9
Cupressaceae 0-7.5 0.9%+2.1
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15 [gE BUADNEICIZ19674EIc RAST A3BH%E
ShIES VSN T XA, Boltld & v i cldic
WETE, 7Ly vEEaENEL, BENEL, L
P HEREOEVRES ELHEESh TV 3. Ala-
STAT 3IEFFSE IgE Pk EWbiAoR#EE Lic,
R [gE kot EAsMERFET, KHRBRP
RAST & ol s mWikieEllELkch 5. £ic
AlaSTAT TW&7511U/ml & RAST ®17.5PRU/ml
LD bRBEIPICEVIEEE TENTRETH 9. 4
B OZFFERROFEE 622.31U/nl & CHEEVENED 5
nTBY, BIMREIC X2 HROZEE LIS HE
TEBIEDMERSI NI, Kkick b AA vy v 7
vENY ) FBOFRE [gE bk jlEks R Bk
$0.80TH - 7-. RAST TIi3ili# © HIBRE130.71
T, SHAMA ANV Y v 7TV ORR IgE Hifkh il
ERALTCTh - 7. NHILETIE v 7 FBEIEBHTR
A OISR A A Y v TV T, BB
v F, AV e TYTHOIEREASHIEL T &o
5, 05K fhoteoEEEZIH<, R
RAST ORINEENEV LD EEZ 5N, Ala-
STATH & D EFHESEVEWVWZ 5.

FEFAME RAST ka4 A "Y v 7Y
Env 7 FBORBIERO—BERB TN T N89.3%,
92.3% & &<, FrEMEA100%, 99.1% TdhH 5 DKt
L, JREF1348.3%, 69.3% (K< Bt T ORI
y=, K, 23K, ALK 435, nEAY,
2A¥, THIY, TARNWVFINZR, TIFIFY)TD
SEHEDSTTI TH B DITH LT, IR 2 F TRE
HERTHRESH B, A4 VY Y o TYTHIHT 2
Y RAST & bBBMEENEVDE, KET R b
O FYEICRIEHH 5 T & bHEN S N30, DA
721 TIEBME 2 ZWid 2 1 3HEA S 5.

REARTER N 3B E R H 5 T EBMohTE
D, RFF A N PRBEIETE, MR ORE R D S A
N FRoEE O IEUR ARG S TV 307,
AlaSTAT Ic & BMHEIRBR TR A A NP v v 7 V4§
5 IgE Vikize x v r» TV &Y ey FOHF T
F 2RI &L 0 IFIEI0BBINE N, A4 v+
TvEany ) FEER [gE BUAMEIE S WHEBIARL,
A ANV vy TUIEEIR N v FBIEBYEE L TR
ZBIEMTE, Fhyoh v BT F 2T
KIRIAS B S, +45% o v 7R 0B Hifkit

o sh gy I BICH L THEOHBL A
SNTH, RNHEILRICE Y T H v Py NI RIBE
ELTwnwT Ens, BRloILBHIREES RESh
fo. ol T HTHRIE oy R E oLmbE %
RET WS H D, Fax OFT - o MIHIRERRE R
Do b ITHRAT 5 kM 3+ 5, 7 XFT80%LLED
mHZERLTH D, RAST OB dA LN B T &
SIS R SN, 3 FFEIXF LTS
SILBENEFNDA A NY ¥ v T2 iTxtd BHilk
OMFIERBIER Ic LKL TBY, HBEFRE1$0.98
(P<0.001) TEFEM L PUBEEDREE . =
FRE / F &P FRETRIERERTIE E A LT
HFEH 519, RAST dHEBALEW T & 5 IkE
PR Vwb D EEZ S,

AANY vy TURER [gE bilkid 7 Ho% g,
BRI RIE S SBT3 T EMBPASpITE - 7,
PREHAG 7+ HEDLE§ 3 BIERKTH 2100, +
F3¥ v v 7R A Lm0 72 W iR R A
BT EREELV. v a - STEk i biEEAEg<, 1R
PHEOFAE DI VWERESh TV B, 5%, JLE
BUE D) = LKA FHNCKRET U, MRLEIROHE
PAZELT B EBNBRETH B.

=B #

FANY Yy TENY ) FBICHT BES IgE
ik & R REbuAEIC X 5 AlaSTAT THIEEL,
BT 2 & RAST O#EREMB L. KET 2
& RAST I k285 1gE PUAOBRT IERE I3
48%, PFESELVEI00%, —ECR8INTH -7, A A ¥
Ve ZvEnv s FRISHT APUEANETIE Ala-
STAT O—ERIZ100%TdH -1 h5, RAST TIZTT
%Tdh -7, AlaSTAT 1Tk BiMHIGER DAL, #il
BENTVB Y F @M TR IBHRME A 5
SN, I/ FR (N RE, vIh Vg, Y
NUR) ETFR (3 58 offix olEKRI0IE
PUSE bHEER S h e,

E il B

Y59 v STEBERIE L TV R L R SRR
i, EBRC B E AlaSTAT X A2 HEDHEE %
W WEAADPCa—® L —v 3 vibicER O
LET.
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