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1) S EAESHE

1) ®R|IT07) >N

ik I Ig E REMTF (e-chain specific) ? Ig
GHLoENKHIZ, F ¥ Mi%10ml £0.01M
) EREE (pH7.2, T PB) it CT—B%E
##%, bed volume 78ml ?> DEAE cellulose
collumn chromatography (PB ic TH#i&) # A
W T #60ml/hr T I H % 4T \» spectro-
photometer (OD 280nm) =T y &{Ei % FEHR
BLE Yy EIZRBERKEICTIgG io—%
¥ 2% single band 2 R T2 ¢85, £220H
Al i Ouchterlony & TE B MR IgE fE % 1
# (Hoechst #) & DRI CTHERL /2.

(2) Immunolatex beads NYER

1R L FEMkIc, ER0.455um 7 carboxyl-
modified polystylene latex HiFiZ diaminohe-
ptane, glutaraldehyde 7 2 ERRIBE:THERR
Ig G F(ab), I IgG F(ab’), (2 kHik) %1t
2HIckEA X+, immunolatex # M L 72,

() HRBEXEFEANEYLBE

HEIMICHL TIT- 72, BIb, ~%) Ui
Bk m12ml #* 5 Ficoll-Conray # F \» T
mononuclear layer 258 L, B35 iFEE
BRBBEBIC 1 KRHEEELTHE FIgE (e
chain specific) KR IgG (10ug/ml), #ik b
Ig G (heavy and light chain specific) R%&
IgG F (ab), (1 mg/ml), X#& L TIRAE
KRMHE (1 mg/ml) % %4 Z10.1ml &N
L, Rit#5%icf3 5 N7z immunolatex % R
2ETC, ¥IAREICHBEE ARSI, K
BETiciHEERZRE, <y 7 LBmL
EEBFEEAZERL T, EEVETHEESET
TEREL:.

(4) WFEERL 7 I—RARBE ST~
itz

#1REERIC, Fie QGEG)RRIgG
iz £ 0 #5475 immunolatex %) — (FE&
ERRMBEHRMIC & D 45 % immunolatex
FHTHE) = IgEG)FTFEH & L TEERN
2 2 DA
2) Ig G, myeloma protein NZHEMEIC L %

wat
BRAERERAATOT P £ —HREBEN~

#

2%) Bk M20m] # M L, % & RPMI
1640% 1 2. 721%, 9 % Ficoll-Conray 20ml ic &
J& & €1500rpm, 407 REL L, 13 & L7 BERER
J& % RPMI1640 0.6ml ic i & ¢, Z NiFiE
EERBBERZ0.Im TO2%4L, —Hici
RPMI1640% 1M 2.1.5ml & L 7z, &Iz, FKFE
YRNR P EEOBERICL VTRV 2 1gG,
myeloma protein 1lmg # PBS0.3ml ic &%
L, EDFEERZER.3mlicHEML (1
mg/0.6ml), 37C, 2BEMZHFRIELIT- 2.
i 1%, PBS # AV T8 R U800rpm, 54
Mo&Ek% 2 BR L, RPMI 1640 1.5ml ic
HiZ#E 24, £900.5ml ic¥ik F [gERR1gG
(10xg/ml), ik + IgG, =72 ER 7 O—F
NEitk (Seward laboratory) 10f&#&IR, *fH
&L CIERMERFME (1 mg/ml) 22N EFh
0.lml &ML, 37CTCISoMRIG 224 (Fig.
1), Rtk RGHHEERBBFEL, 1) @)
LGB EEEREICK > TRELT- 72,
T, 1RGKE LTHk F IgE 23R E
L CHRBMERRLE LML RIEICIEIARR

20mi of heparinized blood

9% Ficoll-Conray
at 1500rpm for 40min

l

Harvest mononuclear cell fayer

|

| Passive sensitization—l

Incubate with
19G4 myeloma protein
at 37°C for 2hr.

l

Incubate with
Anti IgE, Anti 9G4 or Saline
Gzz) at 37°C for 15min

Direct count of

reactive basophil
Fig. 1 Method of detections for Ig rec_eptofs
and reactive basophils after IgG. pas-
sive sensitization
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IgGF (ab’);ll EIg G F (ab’),# & im-
munolatex ¥, F7z 1kHKE L THE + Ig
G=e7RE/ 70— NGk E2RIGEE-K
iz H = 7 A 1gG (FISONS) # 4 im-
munolatex # TN ETNRIGE&72,

EERRK

(I). BRRAEREAZBIC 51T 2 HERRD K
et oRkE

1. RBEEEHEEIC S 2 IHEERESRE S
o 7)) ofksEt
FRAEAZIE & BRRERIGITRIC DT, F
EERKREICEAL TCWB IgE L IgG ¥tk
B12E, BEREREKICL) IgEBMILr L Ig
G BN EBTT 2ERA»*E b (Fig. 2).
Ric, FEFIC LICIHHEEREEL 75—
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Fig. 2 HEREREAL 75 & g RITT
WIAE RO B E — R R &
BHRE —

CHEL T3 IgE & 1gG HnE(L % F M+
258 LT, Fig SiRTM( 1 ENHFIRE
HRI#EA L TV 3 IgE RU Ig G DFEHED &
IgG/IgE 2Kk 12, AROFTETELTHE
D 1gG /IgE #KH> 5 &, BEBIERHETE 75
DFHYEO. 431 L, RWEIEAREE 8 Bl FH
fE131.39TH N, HEMEREIC L) HERRE
HL 77— ic#ET 2 Ig G roiERYIC
L, GE# AT 3RIGHIET T2 Z L3
n’: (Fig. 4).

W’IZ case study * L T, W IERERAE 1
SEPFEBEE ZENTELRBEEERHS
Bz DT, FREAERT & IGEBM 1 ERIC BT
%L % Bk e L 22, iiF IgE 1€ & house
dust I2¥+3 2 RAST score i¥ Table 1. n#a <,
IgE3 112K %, RAST score X 2 Pl& kR &
ETHEBZRL Twi, ZORREREEP
5HlicoWT b ERRIC, MEERATRT & BRh 1
FRTOFEERETICHESL TV 5 IgG/lg
EnEz&ET % &, 0.02—1.12, 0.40—
1.11, 0.49—1.64, 0.92—1.53, 0.97—1.71T
H0, 5PELREELERICIIIgG/IgE »*
HRICEBLTEY (p<0.01), 1HIZLR
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Fig. 3 IgG/IgE ttoske A
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Table 1

#

FRfEREA SO BT 2IAHATE 1 4
RORERBROD LB

£ # | IgE RIST(u/ml) [ IgE RAST score(HD)
o4 L] #* A #*
50 | % | 2006 672 3
35 | & | 2240 11 2
13 |4 | 2320 | 1620 4

£ 3

) 3

35 276 725
46 419 388

Nfwlw(lo|w

l_).iffuse

IgE receptor D& A HHA L 2T 3 FEXROHRE

W T ¥
(n=52)

KIEITR
(n=68)

Fig. 6 IgE receptor DRz RIF+IERIE
REOHE — REETEREICL 5 —

BBV TH BRI L ) ISR EE L
€77 — AT B Ig G rAERt By BN L Ig
JONE -7 N L7 - B (Fig. 5).
2. RBERBHEIC LA gEL 279 —ns
RANKRE

Bt F IgE # R3¢ Bn IgEv+7¥
—DFTRERE, B1IRWOIgGLre7s—rRA-
BRIC diffuse pattern, patch formation, cap-
formation ? 3 @IS L CTRBRIEREIC b
S3IBEV 7S —BHHRANEBIL BT
5 &, BRYEERKEATEE T3 cap + patch forma-



REXREREHERERORE /07 v L 75 — & IgG HIADEREECET 2%

541

%
® 106-! ) ")%.
D Diffuse
504 4
50 Patch
\ Hc
; s
1] 15%% (7] 1%%
% % %
@ 1001 @ 1001 ® 100+
2% 50 50
0 0
W 15 1) 1F#% L7] 1%

Fig. 7

tion #50.7% % HH TV 2Dk L, WREIES
FHBETIZ19.3%Ic T & F, BEBREREICLY
cap, patch D 5 2 E &R L, BEIERIZ
diffuse pattern»*E&% &7 (Fig. 6).

X - BRAEERIBI 5 Blic 1T 3 IARBAART &
1¥% T, ikt  GEICE 3 RIENDEICIgE
V7% —® cap + patch formation »* & &
286% 1BT BT 3 &, EHDIZ66.6%
—16.7%, fEHIDI350.0%—16.6%, EHBIZ
13.49%—22.2%, IEFI@®I341.7%—33.7%, iE
BIB®I1330.8%—28.5%TH N, S5HE LB L
Twiz (Fig 7). 72, Zo58% 3 Lo, B
RIEWATM BB 1ERE THET 2 &
cap + patch formation #%45.1% %> 524.4%~
ERA L, diffuse pattern (237.3% 7% 561.0%
Ar#EmL, Zhd 72 Fig. 69 group study
NHEREERTH Y, BRIBRERBINICEL
T¥ -7z cap, patch formation A5 RESERFE:
1 #4212 i384 L T, L A diffuse pattern #*
FhEEDBEI ko7, Bb, BEMERE
ENHE P IgERMBFICBITSIgEV 7
F—DBEAFHHIRIVEL XD EHrBHLY
ic&hiz,

IgE receptor N AR I RIETHIRERENHE — REETEIEIC L 3R —

1T

304

S EE Sk i S SR

20+

104

- +
19Ga 2 5 i1

Fig. 8 IgE 21§ aRIGHFEHEREIE I RIFT
1 IgG G BIED 8 —4 [gE Rl —

(I1). REXW B BB R ERD LG EIC RIT
¥ Ig Gk Z FREMESIC & 2/
1. FSHIC & 3 iHEERD KEENKRET
Bk P IgEICRIG L TERRKICHEELL
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IR EIRO MBEY g G ZHBIEIC LY,
52.5% % H17.0%~ L EHIZET L = (Fig.
8).
2, RBEREHEC & 2IHEXRERHELRE
‘77 ok

T IgGEFRENKEEZME2DIC, &
BEEEFEYAVTHE F gG 2L THF
IBEIR KA T % immunolatex NEHK % L E
BlL72:25, IgGAeRIEIC L) Fih40.12
LAT5NEHEMLZ & &, IgGHitkick 3
HEER~NDZHFRENRIIBEEINL

(Fig. 9).

wic, ik I IgE 2L THERIRICEAT
% immunolatex i3, Ig G/ ZHBEiERMRICE

601 ‘ 1
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Fig. 9

#

Vv TIEH70.04 531.3~ L Hid L, IgG./IgE
Ti30.570 51,52~ & LA L (Fig. 10), BifF
WEIC BT 5 IgG/IgE nHkEFn#ER (Fig. 4,
Fig. 5) :REBROMmZEZRL 72,
3. EEREREICLAIgEV T I —D4
AR RE

bl IgE 2RGSO IgELV+7 S
—o) cap + patch formation %7 3 &,
IgG o & N44.4%H 516.7%iIcBA L, Lo d

%
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Fig. 11 IgE receptor ® A keI RIET 1gG, #
SRAEDFE — RIEEEBIEE—

No. of beads(IgE)/basophil 19Ga/1gE ratio
19Ga % B BA{E
1 (IJO 5'0 1 I.0 2..0
o eoo® L] o o0
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(p<0.01)
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% 5 e 13 diffuse pattern 254K % & o
(Fig. 11), MBfei B B 1T 2 R (Fig. 6) &
FRRDOER E k- 7z,

DEo#ER> L, gGRHBEICL) IgE
ENT A FEERORIGENET T 5 = & 74
L, ZNIIRBIERECE TR LEHN
BrTh - 72,

BEXUICEER

BRIERENDRRBBMF I BT 5 IFEERK
EEHES [gGHRENERZH L ICT2EY
T, BEAERRICB T FEREREE L 72
—IICHAET B 1gE, IgGCnRBEL+ EEEEHR
TiICL VKRB L2, 2R, BREEEICT
N, MREEL 75 —Ic#8T 5 Ig G idE
BicEmL T, »OIgEv 77 —nES
itk i3 cap, patch formation #* 5 diffuse
pattern ERANEELL, & 5 Ig GFHRBAE
7 in vitro TORE T FARDELI L 125 &
NHZ EHHEAL 22,

SRNRETHHEL 2 EERERE ICHEAL
72 1g G DM ORMBEEREIC & D iFEEK
REND Fey V79— BIZ—ETHH5°%2D
V78 —~DIgGNEMEFEERL k-2
R, BBVIZQORBEREICL) Fey Lt
Ty —HmL 2272, BHNERARETH-
THLMBICHET 2 IgGrmLenh», &6
IZii@Fce V77 —iclgG L IgE»EA
LA oiaT 520 IgGnEamrH#EmL, ¥
I IgE DSBS NIz L) 3DDHEE
HrEZ L3, OIBEL T, HRBEREIC
ENmA IgGs »*EMTEE W) ELNEE
DS g B REUERZFTHE. —H, Q%
SEEHG B 7zdicidFiL 7 — KR AW A U
BEhHN, 5RNERRTREREFT LB Lo,
F2@IOVTREENLBE »*HN, Lt
TI—DFRELVOEIrLLTBENEEZSH
ns,

BREREEENHRRBEF L L€, HEREXK
EELV 75— IcEAT 3 Ig G HAENBYICH
MUBENARE LT Z L 2RLD, B2
THNEI & v 5 BEL AW, 89 Ig G 78
ML IgE #BAT 5 L3RI T 72, %

DBRAL LT, FTEERICBIT2REEE
BHEHEne—H— & L THW/2 immunolatex
NERBIOWTRIHENREY, HEYr @
HELTWwBY, SRIDERICHEVTLRN SIS
ERT LB D5, FEERICHEAL - im-
munolatex »* Fce ® Fecy V77— %2 E#HEX
bToTE%{, MERANEL 75—
AL7-IgE®RIgG 2EbLTHN, &5 im-
munolatex 1 EicHikH a3 FiHiGL T3
PIZOWTRTFATH A2 L4 b, MREELE
7 immunolatex T AR H T L NIXIFIEEIRIC
BELTWI RERIZgGHEOXERT L H
LEELZRL TS, £z, MBEEHAIgE
ORETT 1 RFEICHE P gE*RBEE74
BoFERRET ETH IgE L5k F IgE &
DEBIZH T THREE LD IgGOTFHT
ICHEATLTHD, Sic 1kt e LTiHRe + Ig
G # Rt & (L7 B b RO THERA BT
5ynEEZLND, H-T, IgE #AML TH
IBRIRIC ST % immunolatex B AT IRRMER
ZICEVEALTH, EBRICHMIBRE L2 IgE
FEALLZERKETET, REBETETH
it bbb igGHErEmL 22Hic g
E¢(HIgGE EDRIEH RSN T, IgE 24 L
T#4A T % immunolatex »*HA L Tv» 3 #E
LB, [gGEHRENERI T ICHL T
3, R IgGIBLTLEBDZ &L L
N, IgGERBRAETLIREIEREIC L) FEE
HRICHEAET S IgEXRILIZHICIgG %0
T3RIGH HEICH#ETL, —R 1g G HomL
M RZBIELERTHLENHE, 2D
IS Ic OV Tid, IHERREmICKEAT S Ig
E & IgGHnFEi% IgG/IgE = (IgG #/rL
T#4 7 % immunolatex #/IgE # M L T#
A7 % immunolatex ) THRFET2LZLick
D, IGE ¢ IgGHEWICTFHB LA B L
BEN, IGEL IgGEAHHIELICTME L
BEEZLNS. £72, 1PIZ & D case study
DPAT IgG/IgE TEbLTZ Lic & N ERHMY
HBIZLAHMNLBRELHLIEERBNTEL
E#EZ LN5, P case study NDHA, BETT
LEY 1 2L L35 E L BT
57:HTh5,
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Stanworth 2 & % Vijay P 5 i3 IgE i & »
T &8I 2N 3 PCARKIZ IgGNT &K
Rick > TBHLETE 2 Z & 27RL, REiHEiEL
28115 IgGOEMBKE L THER 2 TH
L7zd, TNLIREBICBITA2ZERETHS
e IEmMARIC A L T IgGac & ) Eic ik
HRIEL TR B2 E I BpARATHS, N2,
2B 1g G, TIHEEREZ T HRIET L L Ig
E # 4§ 2 REBRHIHI S N3 TTHEME 2 R L,
Ig G, iBiEMa, FIRERRK bic BT 5 EWER
B2, FLERMHEMTRLIN TV WD
Perelmutter ® 4 RN R REL T 5.
LoLwihiced, SENERICL NVEHI
REMEREOERAERF & L UHERREE LT
DEMHRFHEL I LD, THOERRTIE
ZDIgGHIgG, Thd I & & EHMIZIFIE
BHTELho72, ZOERIL, 2KRIKLKR
BICRIGT 28E F IgGic DT, 13RIk
L THWRHE FIgE L8k F IgG L RIG
T % 2 KPkicEAT 2 MESOILEHIHE
Lt oleleHhTH N, LrL, IgGaPT
IHEEIRCIRBMEEICL v 7S — 2 F T 5HK

LW BEL L ZOEKES IgGTHSE
& %, IFE#EEKIC Ig G, myeloma protein T%
BRMEL 2Bt F IgEIR & 5 RIEHNE
T (Fig. 8, Fig. 10, Fig. 11) ic & » TRH#H
IZREBR L1587,

4E, FEERIRRIEREIC BT 5 BN
HAERNBTHHZ L eHLPIT LA, K
ARBEDOBRANOBHMIE T H 5 IEmMiLIc
21gGLE7 7 —ORELARED TN (T
ETH5.

& B

SELHBAEICERS N BRERENR
RREAMT L L CHFEERRALETOIgGN

2

EMERZH L 2T 5 BT, REBEAME
7 Bl & FHBEAERKEITEE 8 B group study &
VREAEDHRN T D - 72580 iGHEHT & H1E
LR 1 42T, BERMMIFEERE XY
HBELT, HE b IgG i s G2 HE S
T #v>72 immunolatex (¢0.455xm) % v
RBEEEEREEC L), HEEREEICKEA
L7 IgERUIgG & IgEV £ 7 2 — DB
2BEL, UToREH/:.
1) FEERETICHASLIgG L gEHD
HIZRRERECLOFRICLAL, BEHL
Ig G HnEms 8 b fz,
2) MIgEHFNMBEDIgEV L7 —nBSH
B, HEAEREEIC LY cap, patch forma-
tion i L diffase pattern »*F&K % L5
Z AL 7,
3) IgGEERMEICLY, HIgEICNT 54
WERNGHIET L, IgE 2L THIEE
BRic#ST % immunolatex LA L, IgEV
+ 7 ¥ —NEAHFRER L cap + patch forma-
tion %% L C diffuse pattern »*E£4&% % L,
BREEREIC BT ARET L FORBRERL 22,
LlE, BRAfEEEIC L N FEEREE L 7
F—ICHEET L IgGnEmiZFEERER
TlgGHEMBEERE LTSI LE2TRTLD
THY, TOHEFEL L TIgE 207 3 )tHH
BIEN, 22455 1gGicBL Tt IgG,»'HE
BELCwaigsdvb o Bbns.
FEMZDIIHI2Y, HwIEIREEEENLE
o fe BRIARR ARSI IC B HNBEL ET S &
dtic, EFBEEEC-ESEERMICEA L
7,
(ARIXNERIZHEME - HIBEEAT LY
—2 o4, BICELI6E B ARKERYSH
SIRTREL )
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Studies on immunoglobulin receptors and the action of IgG
antibody on basophils in bronchial asthmatics
II. The role of IgG antibody in hyposensitization therapy
Takashi Matsuoka
Department of Medicine, Okayama University Medical School, Okayama

(Director : Prof. Tkuro Kimura)

The action of IgG antibody on basophils was studied during hyposensitization therapy
in bronchial asthmatics. IgE and IgG antibodies bound to the surface of basophils, and
the redistribution of IgE receptors were observed by immuno-scanning electron micros-
copy.

The ratio of IgG to IgE antibodies bound to basophils increased significantly during
hyposensitization therapy (p < 0.01). The occurrence of cap and patch formations of IgE
receptors on the surface of basophils diminished during hyposensitization therapy. The
effects on the passive sensitization of basophils with IgG, myeloma protein were also
studied in vitro. The results showed that the ratio of IgG, to IgE antibodies on the cell
increased, and binding of anti-IgE antibody significantly diminished (p < 0.01). The
percent of reactive basophils decreased when anti-IgE antiserum was added.

These findings indicate that IgG, antibodies affect the binding between IgE antibody
and anti-IgE or antigens on the surface of basophils as a blocking antibody in
hyposensitization therapy.



