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Abstract

Asthma is a chronic bronchitis that can cause respiratory failure and even lead to life-threatening
in severe conditions. The present study is to evaluate Bifidobacterium lactis GKK2 ability in im-
proving allergic problems and regulating related allergic factors in a mouse model of OVA-allergic
asthma. Balb/c mice were divided into four groups as follows: control group, OVA-allergic asthma
group, OVA-allergic asthma with GKK2-100 group (0.123 mg/day/kg) and OVA-allergic asthma
with GKK2-300 group (0.41 mg/day/kg). Results showed that after OVA-allergic asthma mice were
given both doses of B. lactis GKK2, their airway resistance, eosinophil, and OVA-specific IgE were
significantly lower than those of OVA-induced asthmatic mice. In the IFN-y and IgG2a, administra-
tion of B. lactis GKK2 can also effectively increase the content of IFN-y and IgG2a in OVA-induced
asthmatic mice and reduce allergic reactions.
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R

S AR EEREEE A EER, SBERETCENTTRESERIFRTE, EESBENER. ZAEHR
H BV B B A ik HH 2 P08 AT GKK2 B OVASE 3 2 /M R U T & A B0 T A T A
Fo LR Balb/c/P R AT : A3 A KA. OVATE RS M 4. OVATE /D B4 T GKK2-1004(0.123
mg/day/kg) % OVAHE S/ R4 FGKK2-3004(0.41 mg/day/kg). SEREZR BN, OVAREBU/NRERLE T
AN EGKK2EEHFEAEE, HIPRER /. WMk (eosinophil) X OVAK: 7 HEIgE B OVAFE
S50/ RAR BEMRETL . FFIFN-yXigG2akhTH, 4 TFANBEFHEGKK2, WA B B/ &R
EWIFN-y XlIgG2af & &, R 8URRL.
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1. 5|8

S AEHIE 40% N A B, kS AIAES RS, TAEE8m, PAkt2
WIS, OB ) SRR EE R A I I o o B i R A T RO SO . A R R 2 SRR
A, BONBUARNE WL I SO 1] IR R Tl Ak S R T Ak, th 535 b S0 2 B AT SR W3 .
TR S A B A LA I B, S R R A O B S 5%, I BB T 2 SRR

LR AR P S 20 M 6T A0SR IR B AR R B R N, b, AR N e A ——T AR
FEERMAG. T TR T 4080508 Thl & Th2, IEHIRZE T, A K Thl 55 Th & T-FEDRE,
24 Thl 5 Th2 2, HAwIA) Th2 4000 G S S, BhAs 2 Al 85U R Th2 Al <3 43 IL-4. IL5. IL13
SR, 51K B A W I BRSSP 1gE, DA ARIIE K40 id(mast cell)s &R Bk (eosinophil) 5§
B, HETTT % B & L SO R Th ZH A0 £ 700 INF-y. L2 45, REWs 35 Bhiiid Bbiik 1gG2a 74, INF-y
D) B ] Th2 40 M S BRI (2] T ot Btk O 2 i 1 A SRR o A5 s R I T, el P T
PRI R IRE B A, MRV 2 AT PR B P E, 3R 5] AT RIROE R R RN . DRI, O R
LA, BRI AR P B R A R A, BRTHE M R AR Kb iR S

a1 4E B (Probiotics) A IE ST 2 B N A a2, EA SN 1A Thee, e cE Nk ek se
[3]. BIF 50 A B0 0 286 5 2 T P LR AT 8 (lactobacilli) Az bb SE 48 [X B (bifidobacteria) H A5 2048 B W iE UAE YR
RE[4], W IEREBES], BINIE 1gA H RN E[6] M AT 9 RE0[7] 8154 IhAE .
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BN NAR Z G Z G0 32 B 53 D 4 M 14 e T3 AR G028 22 G P AR A3 (9] o 75 L IR B AH QOB AL 45 S
RO H 25 A AR 1A PRk INF-y MR I, i ik O OC / TL-4. TL-5 S5 1eE MR E,
PEFR IR R s AR A 1T AV RS Th2 15 s v, ik imik B8RS SO R &R [10] [11]. IREHFFHR
BT 8 LR, BA BN JLEARN IL-10 403N, S m12]. BRI AR RIE ) 25 Rk BLF
PR AR AR B, ATORD B LS A M B bk 98 1 AR O IR Uk, AT bl ik PR AU (9 A 2E[13]0 TR IRV
AT IR S I 98 R T UE S B8 ) LR F 995 52 LI v — B (1] i3 L7 28 S 6 MR V5 1) B 481 B 5 T B 3]

AHEFEH B PSS AT (B, lactis) GKK2 X LL OVA Sz /) fkH 9% i i o0 258 [ S I RE I . 4R
T AR AT T (B. lactis) GKK2 2 15 [ 508 B0 B Y I SO S 3 20, L3882 3ok i 2 40 )t 1)
A
2. HHRSTE
2.1. LR

FLXEHT TR (B. lactis) GKK2: #i %] £ 5] A2 ) LniE 75 5 ik 3k 15, £ 16S rRNA %55 7L AU AT
2.2. IAWIEHFE GKK2 s BEFATF R

GKK2 1795 F 1 L MRS ¥ 953, £ 37°C. 16 /MFEFR)E, BL 5000 rpm. 25°C. 20 10 050 ELAS
W, TR 20%NE 7L J5 ¥ R TR 43 -
2.3. ALWUEH B GKK2 BENE

L Guava® easyCyte™3E 4T L XU AT B GKK2 FEEME, W% GKK2 2 S . % b b B A0 #
2.4. EREH

Balb/c HERR 5 I KIL 24 R, WWEHBEZRIMF O SimEFET R EEZ R ESHo/NRERERNZ
JlST IVC (individual ventilated caging system)/N R H R4, HRYERFT 22°C £2°C, BF 40%~60%, E
B 12 /B SR HR S SR, AL A T R BB K AT /N R B B ECE . /N RRIAI IR 2 SRS R B S T AR 34T ST
2.5. ELgT
2.5.1. SEEE4r¢H

¥ 5 F# Balb/e HERR, LN 4 d, FHZ/NRIIBEHILIACA 6 Ko AR a BB a ik,
OVA 541 .GKK2-100 20 X GKK2-300 2H. & 7 A # & #h/KH 2 4, RS/ R AT O A & F1(OVA)
P IR
252, EERREHIFIBRIER

NRE B AR 2 FE AR SL R A 5 NIRRT L SO R 25 DREANNRE RECH
9.01. /)N R A FIRF R AR — I, RS PR E S, R (BMAE 60 2 Frit 508 HARF & 1 x 10"
cfu/day, fNUAHSE AR R HE /N R R, AFWTFFs:

ANV H MR B (g) = {EEJ\??U%/@Z\E(EE}\MSE)}X/J\EE'M'ZISE(Z\E)
x9.01(/Nl 5 NI H S 740
SEIGHFE i RE H B 0.9% 42 FR A EhACH BERC ], 4/ B2 A E MR 0.2 ml AR A ER 3ok 2
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Bk 5%

FIE B FIR B 2 GKK2 ¥ - %41/ BB R B, THRIBAT AR & 25 T 60 K. B GKK2
W

1) GKK2-100 41: 0.123 mg/day/kg

2) GKK2-300 41: 0.41 mg/day/kg

2.5.3. LG RIE
ARSI R A 1 B

H—IK W B _
B REgova B TFESOVA B RESOVA i

| 1 | | 0
0I 30 40 50 60 6I2

I
">

5 IR TSR RERA AL, JESE 60

Figure 1. Time line of the mouse OV A allergy experiment
B 1. Balb/c 1 /NRZ OVA BUISER R #2

2.54. BPEEENMRFESMRIBRZ S

F 0 A APUROVA, 500 pg/ml) 5 A58 4k 7l(Incomplete Freund’s adjuvant) L 1:1 &I 51 AT
tfE, CATGH IS IR AT I S8 S5 LR A . A/ T SEER 2R 300 40 K& 50 H, BT BURZ BT
R, FFH T 45 R 55 RUAEZE 2% OVA W BUs 7=, #H4T 10 438 FEIRGE % (inhalation) P15 5
/N B A e B

255 MREFMAEEMEZ T ESHE

1) MBEE RIS 5 & S5 R 5

WCEE /N RIS i ELVE AR B i, BYIFREER R, BL 1 ml VESS 28 T IF 1T ER BRI SR MR AR AS o WAL /N BR 4 I
R, BT E&AoEnARES, Rt Tl ek B 5. B, WENRAe AT S
B R, ZIREE /NS 1000 rpm B0 10 708, BUS EiERR AR Y IIE. Mgk R
F£T-80°C, A H Ja4r#r iy h e Bk i B Ao BUR 75 R Re e iAo

2) ZREMMIEMN P (Bronchoalveolar lavage fluid, BALF)

W /N MIRAEAS IS, K/ BN S92 s 1) Rk S e B BU T, SENLR B R IT IR U e, ERE
SEUTMESL AL BT /N IF I, RN 0.965 mm [ polyethylene Tubing K $% I 25G 4L EBE, HLKES
R E TRE o KB 1 ml AR SRR B0VE S, 12080 AR B A Eh K F T3k it i 2 A il o2 4 K
B, Wb RE=E, B EL 750 mpm, B0 5 58, FTEEU 1 ml A HUKEEE, B
100 ul SCAE MBI IMBER,  LAAHARES X (cytospin) i 40 MO 4T =3 il s itk s T JE, DAXTIR Gt
E(Liw’s stain) Gt o ] FHIHBE(400x) L 5E 200 /> H MERA RS, THES SRE 5, T b3 E i
Vel b A S, & AR L EE .

3) PR 2 BRAR

TETLBEERAE AN, SO BRI BRI IEAE, SN & 3 ml PBS 2Pl 3 F A, LA
TR 10 ml &1 HEE 28 2o, BB R SRR, DU LAl 1000 rpm &0 10 20%F, il EiE R
FEAN cRPMI A3 FR I8 e fo R B O AP SR, JFE 3G, Wtk R W EBEahE. dEAT40M T
a4 DL cRPMI 4 i 35 75 7 € B 3k AT AH G SE 56
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2.6. WISHMERGE

2.6.1. FREIRERR 70

AINER T RT— K, L Buxco A & 7= # Whole-body plethysmography (WBP), #ATAERE N2 /N
WP R 3 BEL 77 A8 A B I &, FEBE 0 AR A A AR /) BRI AR R 4G B E & B A R, SR A
enhanced pause (Penh){E KR 7~, 1M EUE =R IERGE FH /18K . 206/ R shyfe g, &/ iR
fRFLR Penh {H =708l BRI BBEAEEIN 0.9% NaCl =241 )5, & Penh (=70 80. EEK/I
B 5% 75 1E Ak 1 A S <0 UAe 4 ) 477 methacholine (3.125 mg/ml)=72}%f /5, Wl& Penh {(PenhMch)
=0, DRI K BE 1Y methacholine (6.25 mg/ml. 12.5 mg/ml. 25 mg/ml)E & FikB 1%, Aszig g
LA Penh Ratio RFE/REEH, BRI T LK 9K E methacholine A5 EIf) PenhMch BAE R LALE T A FE &
57K ) PenhNaCl SE K i+ 5 2 .

2.6.2. SEMAM A BMIREL G E
B 100 pl B0 J5 b e v 3838 A B T, ARG ik (Lin’s stain)4e €, I BE(1005)
22200 A BRI R, SR 5 t.

2.6.3. MFPITHEFLFFEMEFZEESH

FIH sandwich-ELISA %% 8 4 [ ik, € & I i SO 5 Kk R 7 PE TgE I 1gG2a & . B kLA
coating buffer (pH 9.6)AC | & i& & 2 anti-mice FLARFUIATFAIN 100 pg/mL G HEHOVAYBUR, BT 96
FUtCE S M 8L (Nunc-Immuno plate) =, # & 1 /N5, LA wash buffer ¥R 45 & SRR DTIA, LA 200
pl/well [#] blocking buffer MR BARIUALE G WAL, =R &M 30 740 )5, FFLL wash buffer pk,
SRJE N 100l /) Bl ILYE B0 ORI P 1R % b A BE BR AR AR AE o /)N BRUITILTE Bl 4 S 2 3R B A B i 22
ER 1N RBJE, Bh wash buffer (H¥E, FRANAE 4K BEIEZE HRP BIH0E PP S 5k 8 E 1 ik
100 pl/wells T Z#R M 30 43815, LA wash buffer (h3E, #2%LL 100 ul TMB 2B, 415 7r8p 20
JG, I 100 ul 2N H,SO, £ 1k R R, T 450 nm KM E KR Se i . FR A5 &P S e 3R e bR v b 5
WA BT R AR AE T 4L, 20l BRI SR M A 20, AT A v Sk AR L7 ol B R R e 1
AR B FE

2.6.4. FRAFAFAZ FrR MRS E S

H4 HT IR USSR I B T80 °C LR AF Z MR A0 B 3E AT % Fh A Bz /2. B ELISA J7iE7 M IFN-y &
&, TS IERNT 96 LR 2T AL (Nunc-Immuno plate) 33 N, LA coating buffer it 4 i& & 2 anti-mice
cytokine HLFEPLIA 100 pl, F#E 4°CRETIG, LA wash buffer ¥ AR 45 & AR B, FELL 200 ul/well
blocking buffer 7oA EARPUALE G IR =W N RS2 /M5, T LA wash buffer #E, SRE A
100 pl 9k EL 40 % 5% 135 W B L NI B2 1 recombinant cytokine ARAE fh . 4IRS 55 L35 W A0 I I S bR
2 SR 2 N SIS, A wash buffer #9%,  FRINGE: 243K 5 FE 45 £ ) 2 (biotin) IR BT AH ML R — 2
oAk 100 p/welle FE=IRSN 1 /NG, PL wash buffer vk, BEEINNGE 43K Z ) HRP 100 pl/well, %
IR 1 /NS, BA wash buffer #99%6, #3100 ul TMB ZJR BT N, 215 708 605, A 50 ul
2N H,SO, 1B R BB, T 450 nm K E HWOGAE . HR 8 20 B B2 A vt i -5 RO BT 2 7 B A A i
2, S EEREIN A, ARSI R AR 77 I b A0 MR I

2.7. Gt orHn

A AR T B S50 45 R LD mean + SD 3o, JRLL SPSS 12.0 BAFEL T SEHUH AT Seit b, BA
T-test JE R MM 25, & MZE R ZFIWRHEN p <0.05.
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3. R
3.1. FELRFEAFE GKK2 EEE

SGHHONE, 45A: GKK2 MEHHN 3.9 x 10" cells/g. W HEHCH 3.0 x 10" cells/g. JEHEFEECH
9 x 10" cells/g. MiFEIREMEBH LN 3.5 x 10" cfu/g. 8 FHI AR THHTHHe4E 3, PL0.9%E 3£ /K i
R 1 x 10" cfu/g J 3 x 10" cfu/g % H .

3.2. MEIRGERR R B E R &

T VEAR B2 AR o T 0 /) B PR T BRSPS, FRAT T Whole body plethysmography DLl
/N BRI T AR P AR A . BUUE RN AR B KN BRI, AR R SRR SO A o R
(Asthma), fE### methacholine 3 5 (¥ WP WECHE IS , BSOS 4L/ 0N BRI WP WECIES BEL 77 5 SR T 384 o 26 45
Wik 2 Fros, MMEEAE GKK2 FIEM AN RAE 25mg [ methacholine BB T, /N2 PP IE FH /7 B
KT I B0 5 AU 2H (Asthma) (p < 0.05).

8-

GKK2-300

6 Bl GKK2-100
o ] Asthma
& " Il Control
L
c
[
o

24

0-

saline 6.25 12.50 25

methacholine(mg/ml)

*Statistically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to asthma group,
#Statistically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to control group.

Figure 2. Effect of B. lactis GKK2 on respiratory resistance in
OVA-induced asthmatic Balb/c male mice stimulated by dif-
ferent doses of methacholine

& 2. FLWFAFE GKK2 3 A [E57 & methacholine Fi# OVA
B8z Balb/c BEM /)N FRIEIRIEE A S0

3.3. Bl EHE R A I i PP S AR BROR B S A

TN RS I e v R A Bk A R B AT, AU R 4T B (macrophage) B NS it MR, 3t
T 5| 77 B ) A S B s WE TR 3K (eosinophils) T EEAR I T4 S M 55 8 1) A S B SR I B o 45 SRl
K3 B, TR, AR E SZaRe 5 i A0 6 B2 (Asthma), HREERPERR K& B0 2 3% & T
A EHIKHP < 0.05), MR GKK2-300 H)5Z 30 St AR X T-U0G 2 /N B, H s e v b e 2 R
TEHEEMKEP < 0.05); ERERMERRER I, (K&77E GKK2 A/ RS EERIHE TFE <
0.05).
34. IiES OVA $5R MM SES

SIHT/NRRIITE T OVA R ik, 45 R AP GKK2-100 & GKK2-300 FI/NR A%, H OVA
R tE IgE B BECT M4/ N (p < 0.05), Hr Pl GKK2-300 Z FRIRRCR BN B3, 4558 K 4 Fr
TNe HAh, AT OVA FE5ME 1gG2a Fiik, MER GKK2 HI/NR -S540 AT R, K GKK2-100
S GKK2-300 fE4tit b i BA B E WA ISR (p < 0.05), 25K Wi 5 s,
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# E= Saline
404 B3 Asthma
B E3 GKK2-100
304

4l %12(x10000)
8

#
L
= O GKK2-300

Macrophage Eosinophils

*Statistically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to asthma group, #Statis-
tically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to control group.

Figure 3. Number of Macrophage and Eosinophils in the bron-
choalveolar lavage fluid of Balb/c male mice

B 3. Balb/c #EM /RS E MR ILAKF Macrophage K
Eosinophils #{ =2

150

E& Control
= E Asthma
£ 4004 B3 GKK2-100
(2]
£ #x O GKK2-300
<>t 50+
(¢}

01l —==En

Control Asthma GKK2-100 GKK2-300
*Statistically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to asthma group, #Statis-
tically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to control group.

Figure 4. Concentration of OVA specific IgE in Balb/c male mice
serum
[&] 4. Balb/c ZE M /MR ITE S OVA specific IgE LK E

40-
#x E= Control

—_ # %
= Asthma
£ 301 ; T e
g) — s E GKK2-100
= —— @ GKK2-300
N 20- # —
(O] —
K= —
S 101 =
° —

0- WRREEE —

Control Asthma GKK2-100 GKK2-300

*Statistically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to asthma group, #Sta-
tistically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to control group.

Figure 5. Concentration of OVA specific I[gG2a in Balb/c male
mice serum
[& 5. Balb/c ZE /MR IMES OVA specific 1gG2a AR E

3.5. PRBRLARR RRRE IR ST LB ST AT

ANRURIEIN L OVA SUHE(FHE S 1E RIS . SMH7 SR AR IR B T o 4RI A
RO/ R, TFNoy (07 A RAREL T U AL 17 91 AR B 35 (p < 0.05), 45 RS 6 .
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1500+
4 g E=A Control
i E3 Asthma
’g 10004 E GKK2-100
\2 [ GKK2-300
}’.
£ 500-
0-

Control Asthma GKK2-100 GKK2-300

*Statistically significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to asthma group, #Statisti-
cally significant difference (p < 0.05) compared to control group.

Figure 6. Concentration of IFN-y in Balb/c male mice spleen cells

B 6. Balb/c 41t /NRARBEAAAEF IFN-y Z RILKRE

4. i1ig

AL kIR, B AR NG IETH IR . W Fips e A PRI E . S s,
IO VT T AR DR B ek T A RE S [14] [15] A9t AR P 22 ) LIz B A7 9 i th 2 LU AT R GKK2,
PR FCRT OVA Firifs i B Ui 2 /N B 75 HA el i Bh k.

KRR, NEEHRERES, HL 60 K, FFal T3 30, 40 X 50 H, #4T OVA B RS,
FEHT 5 45 [ 55 HUWES 2% OVA IR T7 3, 34T 10 438 FIGE R (inhalation) AT -5 /)N B ™ A2 i
Bt S . HERT— R, L Whole-body plethysmography (WBP)IZEAT /I B FER & FH /284 O &, S36 DA
AR GT) methacholine FINEV/IN BRIFIRIE , 17548/ BRFIRTE W 4 R 2L, 38 PR BE 3 i . 25 51
/R, R4 methacholine P PR ERH 77 B A1 E, A 1A JE OVA Ell. 7 methacholine Hl¥ T,
BT 4530 /18 BRI T8 BE 77 5 il methacholine 3% % ETHMighn, Z5EM, HA OVA B B HITE %
methacholine 5 2 FFITEH /) B 835w TAEFE & KA p < 0.05). K& 7IE GKK2 4/ i 4 =
I 36 BH /775 28 methacholine ¥ L FHifi 34 in, {H7E 3 4~ methacholine 7= T, (&&= GKK2 4 &
AT TE GKK2 41 55 25 FEARIEIRGE B 71 (p < 0.05). 7F Hougee 25 A[16]1IF 7L+, L OVA i Sl fii < m
/NERPPAL 6 PRILIR T 2 HUd BIhak, KICH 3 BRFLEL B Ae A 24 B4 Mk methacholine HI¥EAT i RV 1 PH
123800, BoRAE T LR TR AR EL AT S IR IE A FLIE SR AE 2 8 7T o 1ok B2 3 A E 2 i (macrophage)
ot pad s, g AR ) S SN T SCERTE . FE R PEER (eosinophils) i U i) K — A
HERR, MIPNCESZE U RIS, WRIRIE e R I BRI R 2 W 5 A G K, T 51 S
WA, AR LSRN RAE(17]. BeAh, FICERIN Y, FERRIEER AT JE 3 Th2 4 53 W AH 5K fe
WA RIER, RO U MG IN[18]. SLIegE R IR, /NRE OVA BUE, BRI L g IRk &
B 2 (p < 0.05), OVA FEU/IN R PR IE A BV B X 23 0 DL HOS BUREARN s FEIR I BR R A A 150
WRE A 9 HLERVR N, e RO B G o SERTRF RS R, NREA OVA SBOA I B < S,
R I/ B o Y I T i e PG R Tk BR B B B, B M B NS OVA i Sl i
AR[16], AT R SR & RS TAIEFFH GKK2, 7EmE GKK2 45 F, /MR
Z B R A PR < 0.05); 1EF BLIE s IOE K 2 R N VIR MR AR b, 7EMK ST E GKK2
A EA RETERIKE < 0.05). MEE RS /N R 2 W0 B 75000 2 45 SAHRF, DRI T )20 70 F M A L3
U FF R GKK2 75 FJ 53 PR I 32 B 1 IR

— R WL BB A . S B R R BB, BT R BUR L, AU EUR N
DALk 1gE 43N, 1gE 2 AR K4 (mast cell)ih Ab 3k M B OSBRI IR a4l 2301% . /NS AL
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R 72, 3 s BOREIR 7 A4 [19]. Th2 4043 iih B A KR IL-4, 123 B 40 i 20 i it 8 f4 1gE,
IgE < [RI #1) 1gG2a J3h, {4 i BU SR [20] [21]. SE3G 45 R KB, & OVA BUUS , /MR OVA-IgE
TERENN, ARG T AT E GKK2 /NI AN, KA OVA-IgE A & T F(p < 0.05). Ishida 55
N[22]46H, 2 OVA BUBU/N R ARE KBEALG, PRSI N OVA-IGE & & ; Kim %5 A[23]5L5
e, ¥ I Bifidobacterium lactis ADO11 [ Lactobacillus acidophilus AD031 {576 % %% OVA 3
BUNRAA N OVA-IgE, A58 5 DL b SCkA A8 R 455

I R NAZ I, G S RS2 BRI LR B B B i e, NS R AT RN SO RAA Y IgE J 1gG2a
MR IEH /NS B E T (p < 0.05), oA— IEH A B N, 17 TgE & B8 n& (it Th2 [ M i#AT; 1gG2a
HE ) 2 RAE G B ) SR ) Thle 7EUESERSH, BHUNRMAN 1gE &85 1gG2a Fim, MR AaER
N m Th2 8RR 245 TG 2 GKK2 Z /MR, B R E T [gG2a & & (p < 0.05), {4 /N A) Thi,
DAGERR A 4 S P4l . T SCHRIR AR Y, 1gG2a BEREHNH IgE 255 = R R4 b, By b BUR N R 5 &
TEAE RN L1 TgE 45 & i — R A U Bi[24], R 1gG2a &35 LT AT A 3k 22 i i )

WFFCHEH, TFN-y R8s A0 BN AL, DAHKHUW )50 1 B0 B i e 4 M [25], o BG #HI] Th2 40 i 3
FIFER2], FHAESUS B 1gG2a 73 ib[26]. AWREHERMH, /NRE OVA S BUIEA NG, HAAN
IFN-y & BE N (p <0.05), ILE OVA FBU G J5 4 P %% S B ] Th2 B2, Th2 4o b2
Z2) Th £ KAk, BETI#0H] Thl 4000450 IFN-y, 3 IFN-y & &8, 242 OVA B i [F
25T L RUAT 1 GKK2, & I g & - THINBRAR N IFN-y &8 (p < 0.05), o 1 S 5 B Hil 3 IFN-y 734,
BT Th2 B, IR E 1R /0 F#%. LAk, Yoshida 28 N[27)8FFE KN, 4T IFN-y RES04E
PL OVA 755 1 et A 22 /0N BRI R IR T L 738 m ), ARSI A i 770 i GKIK2 2590 /N BR AR A TPN-y &5
B R OVA BB BT 4Mp < 0.05), TEFFIRIERH JI0aA4s 5 b, 75 5 o 45 21 ol st Wi BH 384 0 1
i, HEERRIEEFIE GKK2 A2 IFNy S &S BEm T AR EH/KAHP < 0.05), HEMHEECN KR
TR TFN-y 2 BEAR B IE % /N BORIR N R, 10 R AR 1IE 5 /N R R ) TFN-y & B2 LB R Y The i B
N, GKK2 7ESUN B R IFN-y K& P74, PASGERA Thl & Th2 KEPRES.

VP2 SRR T ALBRWAE I, TNE T . SR BU DIk, Ou S5 [28]HF 7t K I 7> L IR B At
R AEBZ I8 IN IFN=y & &, (ER N G SR AN Th2 B[R] Thl b, #EMiF22id; Sashihara ZE[29]HF
FNFEH, 45T L. gasseri OLL2809 YL J5, /INRAKIN IgE W EEFRAK, TR AE T REA% R ik MU B . Ak
6 FLXUI AT 1 GKK2 B 300 58 45 R 485 25% 2 581 (9 < 10" cells/g), HEMI AT AL S 5T /NRAAN
IR o

5. &hig

/NRE OVA RS BMEANG 5, [FIBS45 T AL AT B GKK2, W2 L2 113 A ol /) S v <O
45255 DA methacholine SRFIIHU/N BRUIFIGERS, PPAL /N BRIFIRIERH 77 A= BRARAY, MES SR T, 45 T LW
U GKK2, WRHRIE BH ) AR TS0 2 2 35 M B (p < 0.05),  thgh /R AL AT B GKK2 XTI
W RO S A HIHRIVE L, PTREE R OVA I 85U i 51 i BOWFIRIE [ 77, 7 R AT o538 AU 2 R IEFRFE . 1E
INRAE R AT L, AT IS B GKK2, FLAl3 iR o B W 41 i (macrophage) Bl & 75 =1 77
& GKK2 AR E K@ <0.05), il B )N B MEEK (eosinophils) (1 45 & U 7EAK & 77 & GKK2 41
ES BB AR (p < 0.05), SonBlidBi &k KN KRS A ik . 2 H/DRILiE T OVA 55 5k IgE &
IgG2a ik & i, RIG TAILFFH GKK2, wHZEE OVA-IgE Hifk(p < 0.05) KI8T+t ik
1gG2a #E(p < 0.05), WL HURNE KAE . 7E/NBRBATANH o B b, 45 5% DU A PO AT B GKK2
/N, TFN=y BIR IR ARG T 2B B8 (p < 0.05), &2t B .
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Bk 5%

LR L RS RAIESE, PO AT 1A GKK2 R % B i Sk i P PR B 77 L 40 Y (macrophage)

J WG TR 1 BR (eosinophils) B E G I,  [A] i FRAK A 1 TgE KRS, $2TH4F M 1gG2a & TFN-y ik, ot
TR Sty BT 348 5 P P PR3 R A 155 T Te AN o
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