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Evaluation of anti-Fel d 1 IgY 
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Introduction: The domestic cat (Felis catus) is one of the most common pets. 
Worldwide, approximately one in five adults are sensitive to cat allergens. The 
major cat allergen is the secretoglobulin Fel d 1, which is primarily produced in 
the salivary and sebaceous glands. Chickens produce IgY antibodies, which are 
similar in structure to mammalian IgG. When chickens are exposed to Fel d 1, 
anti-Fel d 1-specific IgY (AFD1) is produced and is naturally concentrated in egg 
yolk. The aim of this study was to evaluate the tolerability, effects on growth 
and food consumption, and potential adverse effects of a chicken egg product 
ingredient containing AFD1 in kittens.

Methods: This was a blinded, controlled study. Twenty-seven (27) eight-week 
old kittens were randomly assigned to three feeding groups containing 0 ppm 
AFD1 (Group 0), 8 ppm AFD1 (Group 1), and 16 ppm AFD1 (Group 2) for 84 days. 
Veterinary exams and bloodwork were performed on Day 42 and Day 84, and 
body weight and body condition score (BCS) were monitored weekly.

Results: Throughout the study, there were no signs of nutritional deficiency or 
adverse clinical events in any of the subjects. Administration of a chicken egg 
product ingredient containing AFD1 in the diet (whether in coating or combination 
of coating and top dress) had no significant effect on body weight nor food 
consumption, and all subjects maintained a healthy Body Condition Score 
(BCS) throughout the study. Moreover, there were no biologically significant 
differences in the mean clinical chemistry and hematology parameters.

Discussion: This study demonstrated that a diet formulated to contain up to 16  
ppm AFD1, included in the coating and the top-dress of dry kitten food, was well 
tolerated, promoted adequate growth, and exhibited no adverse effects.
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Introduction

Cats are the second most common pet in the United  States and worldwide. Cat 
allergies are the most common mammalian-derived allergy in humans, affecting 
approximately 1 in 5 adults worldwide (1, 2). Cats produce multiple allergens, and, to date, 
eight cat-specific allergens that elicit a specific IgE- or IgG-mediated allergic response 
have been documented (3, 4). Fel d 1 is the major cat allergen, accounting for up to 96% 
of human allergic sensitization to cats and 60–90% of the overall antigenicity of cats and 
their dander (3, 5). The allergen is primarily produced in a cat’s sebaceous and salivary 
glands (3, 5, 6). Salivary-origin Fel d 1 is transferred from saliva to cats’ hair when cats 
groom themselves and transferred to the environment on shed hair and dander. All cats 
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produce Fel d 1 regardless of breed, age, hair (length, color or 
pattern), sex (male or female; neutered or intact), housing (indoors 
vs. outdoors), or body weight; there are no truly allergen-free or 
hypoallergenic cats (3, 5–10). Fel d 1’s function for the cat has not 
been definitively determined, but proposed roles include 
pheromone/chemical signaling, epithelial defense, lipid regulation 
and immunoregulation (11–18).

Fel d 1 triggers an IgE-mediated allergic reaction in sensitized 
individuals. Symptoms of human allergic response to Fel d 1 range 
from mild rhinoconjunctivitis to severe anaphylactic reactions, 
including asthmatic exacerbations (19). Humans are exposed to the 
Fel d 1 antigen present on cat hair and in the environment; the allergen 
readily becomes airborne and can adhere to fabrics, carpet, and 
upholstery (17, 20–22). Fel d 1 may also be passively transported on 
clothing and portable items; as a result, the allergen is ubiquitous and 
has been documented in private vehicles, and public transportation 
and buildings at levels that exceed the threshold value associated with 
sensitization and may worsen allergic symptoms in sensitized 
individuals (3, 23–31). Considerable resources have been dedicated to 
developing new ways to improve the relationship between 
domesticated cats and Fel d 1-sensitized people.

The chicken (Gallus gallus domesticus) has been a source of 
nutrition for man and other carnivores for over three millennia by 
means of its meat and eggs (32, 33). Eggs contain complex nutrients 
and components that are essential for the development of the chick 
embryo, including immunologically active immunoglobulin Y (IgY) 
(34, 35). It has been demonstrated that IgY can be beneficial for other 
animals and has been added to commercially prepared animal feed for 
decades (36–39). In chickens, IgY has similar structural and functional 
properties as mammalian IgG (38, 40). When exposed to Fel d 1, 
chickens naturally produce anti-Fel d 1-specific IgY (AFD1). Egg yolk 
powder containing AFD1 can bind and neutralize the Fel d 1 antibody 
in the cat’s saliva (41–43). Neutralized Fel d 1 is unable to bind to IgE 
and therefore cannot induce allergic responses in sensitized humans.

New ingredients or ingredients with novel characteristics must 
undergo stringent safety studies that demonstrate safety under the 
intended conditions of use prior to commercial release as pet food (44). 
Recently, it has been demonstrated that a chicken egg product 
containing AFD1 is well tolerated, had no adverse health effects, and 
did not induce any clinically significant alterations in laboratory 
parameters in adult cats and did not exhibit genotoxicity or 
mutagenicity potential in vitro (33). The kitten life stage is considered 
to be under 1 year of age (45). This study was conducted to evaluate the 
effect of the addition of AFD1 egg product to a complete and balanced 
kitten diet on growth performance in 27 kittens when compared to a 
control kitten diet for 12 weeks (until kittens were approximately 
21 weeks of age). The diets were formulated to provide 0, 8, or 16 ppm 
AFD1. Other parameters such as food consumption, clinical and 
hematological parameters, and taurine levels were also analyzed to 
assess the effects of the AFD1 diet.

Materials and methods

Study design

This was a randomized, blinded investigative study conducted 
using a parallel matched-group design.

Test feeding ingredient

An egg product ingredient containing IgY immunoglobulins 
specific for Fel d 1 antigen was provided by the Nestlé Purina PetCare 
Company. The egg product ingredient was an offwhite, granular 
processed egg yolk powder with a maximum 5% moisture, greater 
than 28% protein and a maximum 7% ash, providing at least 1,000 
parts per million (ppm) anti-fel d1 IgY. This ingredient was applied as 
a coating on the test diet and incorporated into a top-dress.

Acclimation period

Twenty-eight weaned kittens were obtained at 8 weeks (±4 days) 
of age at study initiation. All kittens remained under quarantine for 
1 week (study days −7 to −1), during which initial veterinary 
examinations, body weight measurements, and fecal analysis, as well 
as blood collections for hematology and clinical chemistry analysis, 
were performed. This period also allowed for transition to the control 
diet (a commercially available complete and balanced kitten diet) as 
well as acclimation to the study conditions prior to initiation of the 
study. During the quarantine/acclimation period, twice daily health 
observations and food consumption measurement were performed. 
All kittens were treated for coccidia with the anthelminthic toltrazuril 
(20 mg/kg PO q24) for 3 days, beginning on Day −1 and ending on 
Day 1; fecal samples obtained 2 weeks later confirmed successful 
resolution. The kittens received a multivalent feline viral 
rhinotracheitis, feline calicivirus, and feline panleukopenia (FVRCP) 
vaccine at 8, 12, and 16 weeks of age (Day −6, 21, and 49, respectively, 
of study). No other medications were administered over the course of 
the study. General health observations were conducted twice daily 
over the course of the study. Kittens were observed for any signs that 
would not be expected in healthy cats.

Allocation/randomization and diet trial

Kittens that met the following criteria were included in the study: 
(1) were 8 weeks of age (±4 days) at the time of arrival to the test 
facility; (2) were eating solid food; (3) had a cooperative disposition; 
(4) did not require medications or supplements that could interfere 
with the study objectives; and (5) were deemed to be in good general 
health by the facility veterinarian as determined by baseline veterinary 
examinations, hematology, and clinical chemistry analysis.

Twenty-seven (14 males and 13 females) kittens from the larger 
group of 28 were selected to continue to the test phase based on health 
and behavior. The excluded kitten had the lowest body weight and 
showed the lowest food consumption. Each of the remaining kittens 
was allocated to 1 of the 3 groups (Groups 0, 1, and 2) using a random 
number generator until there were nine kittens in each group. Males 
and females were allocated separately so the ratio of males to females 
was similar between groups to the extent possible. Each kitten was 
given a name and a tattoo for identification purposes.

Groups were then randomly assigned to one of three diets (0, 8 and 
16 ppm AFD1), designated by color for blinding, and cats in each group 
were fed a combination of a complete and balanced kitten dry diet and 
a top-dress (Table 1). The control diet (Group 0; 0 ppm AFD1) was a 
complete and balanced kitten food to which control top dress egg yolk 
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powder was added. The test diets were the control diet coated with an 
egg product providing a total of 8 ppm (Group 1) or 16 ppm AFD1 
(Group 2). The control top-dress and test top-dress differed only in their 
inclusion of egg powder containing AFD1; the control top-dress 
included egg yolk powder without AFD1, whereas the test top-dress 
contained egg yolk powder with AFD1. The top-dress was applied 
immediately prior to feeding. The test ingredient was an off-white, 
granular processed egg yolk powder with a maximum 5% moisture, 
greater than 28% protein and a maximum 7% ash.

Kittens remained on their assigned diets for through Day 84 of the 
study (until approximately 21 weeks of age). Figure  1 provides a 
graphic representation of the study timeline.

Blinding

Diets were received with full labeling, with each being assigned a 
group label (Group 0, 1, or 2) by unblinded technicians. The group 
label was used as the test identifier over the course of the study. The 

study was blinded to the technicians who administered the diet to the 
kittens as well as the personnel responsible for performing group 
allocation and the technicians and investigators collecting samples 
and recording data. Only information pertinent to diet administration 
was recorded by unblinded technicians.

Animal welfare statement and justification 
for use of test animals

Procedures were designed to avoid or minimize discomfort, 
distress, and pain to the animals in accordance with the principles of 
The Animals for Research Act of Ontario and the guidelines of 
Canadian Council on Animal Care (CCAC). The CCAC Guide for the 
Care and Use of Experimental Animals and related policies were 
regarded as guidelines to follow. To ensure compliance, this protocol 
was reviewed and approved by CanCog (Vivocore Internal Animal 
Care Committee) before the start of the study. Cats were the target 
species for the investigational diet under evaluation. The number of 
animals involved in this study was the minimum required by the 
Association of American Feed Control Officials (AAFCO) for feeding 
protocols to support a growth claim for a cat food (46).

Housing conditions, husbandry, and 
veterinary care

Kittens were group-housed in a single containment room 
separated from the rest of the facility colony; however, the kittens were 
individually housed for feeding procedures to ensure consumption of 
only their feeding allotment and assigned diet. Housing was carried 
out according to the recommendations of the Canadian Council on 
Animal Care. All animal housing areas were cleaned daily and 

TABLE 1 Test group summary.

Group Formulated total 
anti-fel d1 IgY 
(AFD1) (ppm)

Diet description

Group 0 

(control)

0 Complete and balanced kitten food 

with control top-dress

Group 1 (test 

8 ppm)

8 Complete and balanced kitten food 

with test coating and control top-

dress

Group 2 (test 

16 ppm)

16 Complete and balanced kitten food 

with test coating and test top dress

FIGURE 1

Graphic timeline of the study.
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disinfected according to the testing facility’s standard operating 
procedures. Upon arrival to the test facility, all kittens were subject to 
isolation in a separate housing area for biosecurity purposes. Disease 
transmission prevention practices were implemented, and cross 
contamination activities avoided according to standard 
operating procedures.

A combination of LED artificial lighting and natural light was 
provided for the kittens. The photoperiod for the artificial lighting was 
approximately 12 h (7:00 to 19:00, maintained on a timer); however, 
natural light was provided without restriction. Environmental 
temperature was provided by radiant floor heating and a forced air 
system, electronically controlled and set to maintain the animal 
housing rooms between 18.6°C and 25.9°C. The range of humidity for 
the housing room was 32–74% over the course of the study. The 
housing room ventilation was set for negative pressure and was 
controlled by air exchanger and set at a level required to maintain the 
environmental temperature levels and allow for fresh air to be supplied 
continuously at an exchange rate of 18 air exchanges per hour.

Weekly body weight measurements, twice daily general health 
observations, and twice daily food consumption measurement, as well 
as handling and socialization exposure four times weekly, were 
performed over the course of the study. Body weight measurements 
were performed using a certified, verified scale according to the 
facility’s standard operating procedures. At the time of weight 
measurement, kittens were also given a body condition score using the 
Purina 9-point scale, with 5/9 being the ideal body condition (range, 
1/9 emaciated and 9/9 obese).

Veterinary examinations were performed on Day −6 (the day 
following arrival to the test facility), Day 42 (study midpoint), and Day 
84 (study conclusion). Examinations included an assessment of 
general health, hair coat and skin, ears, mouth, nose, throat, 
musculoskeletal system, eyes, abdomen (including mammary chain 
examination and external abdominal palpation), external urogenital 
system, nervous system, temperature, and behavior as well as 
auscultation of the heart, trachea and lungs.

Feeding and watering

All diets and top-dresses were manufactured and supplied by the 
Nestlé Purina PetCare Company. Unopened bags of diet and top-dress 
were stored in a secure, climate-controlled storage room with minimal 
exposure to light. Opened bags were stored in airtight containers 
labeled with the study number and Group code. A minimum 100-g 
food sample and a minimum 1-g top-dress sample were collected 
from each opened bag and frozen at approximately −20°C for later 
analysis. Samples were shipped on ice to the Nestlé Purina PetCare 
Company at study conclusion.

Each kitten’s daily allotment of food was divided into two equal 
feedings (morning and evening). Upon arrival to the test facility, the 
kittens were transitioned from the breeding facility diet to the control 
diet. From Day −7 to Day −5, daily rations consisted of 25, 50, and 
75% of the control diet, respectively, until the kittens were fully 
transitioned to the control diet by Day −4. Beginning on Day 0 and 
continuing until study completion, kittens received their assigned 
group diet and corresponding top-dress. Kittens were individually fed 
for the duration of the study to maintain body condition scores of 5 
on the Purina 9-point scale. Initially, kittens were fed 30 g of kibble 

(equivalent to 0.25 cups); however, amounts were adjusted as 
necessary based on recommendations from the facility veterinarian.

Application of top-dress to food was performed at the time of 
feeding. Top-dress amounts (0.5 g per feed offering, containing 
approximately 0 or 8 ppm AFD1 based on group) were weighed using a 
certified, verified scale according to standard operating procedures. 
Top-dress for each group was weighed separately, and utensils were 
cleaned between groups to avoid cross contamination. Initially, 
top-dress was mixed with each food ration until it was evenly distributed 
over the kibble; however, following reports of top-dress residue present 
on leftover food, mixing the top-dress into the food was discontinued 
after Day 6. Beginning on Day 7 of the study, the top-dress was evenly 
distributed on top of the kibble to increase the likelihood of kittens 
ingesting the entire intended dose of the top-dress. Water was provided 
ad libitum in stainless steel bowls. Water consumption was not 
determined over the course of the study.

Blood collections for hematology and 
clinical chemistry analysis

Whole blood collections for hematology and clinical chemistry 
analysis were performed on Day −6 (baseline) and on Day 84 (study 
conclusion). The kittens were fasted for a minimum of 4 h prior to the 
baseline blood collection and the final blood collection on Day 84. At 
each time point, approximately 1 mL of venous blood was collected 
from the right or left jugular vein. From each sample, a minimum of 
600 μL was transferred into a K2EDTA tube and inverted gently to 
ensure proper mixing of tube additives. Tubes were placed on wet ice 
until refrigeration at 2–8°C. The remaining 400 μL was transferred 
into a serum separator tube and inverted gently. Serum tubes were 
allowed to clot at room temperature for 10 min prior to centrifugation 
at 1,525 to 1,992 rcf for 10 min at ambient temperature. Serum tubes 
were then refrigerated at 2–8°C. On the same day as collection, 
samples were shipped on wet ice to IDEXX Bioanalytics for 
overnight analysis.

The following clinical chemistry parameters were evaluated: 
alkaline phosphatase (ALP), aspartate transaminase (AST), alanine 
transaminase (ALT), albumin (ALB), total bilirubin, total protein, 
globulin (GLOB), blood urea nitrogen (BUN), creatinine, cholesterol, 
glucose, calcium, phosphorus, chloride, potassium, ALB/GLOB ratio, 
sodium, and the BUN/creatinine ratio. The following hematological 
parameters were evaluated: hemolysis, lipemia, white blood cell 
(WBC) count, red blood cell (RBC; erythrocyte) count, hemoglobin 
(HGB), hematocrit (HCT), mean corpuscular volume (MCV), mean 
corpuscular hemoglobin (MCH), mean corpuscular hemoglobin 
concentration (MCHC), platelet count, reticulocyte percent, absolute 
reticulocytes, nucleated RBS, Heinz bodies, neutrophils, lymphocytes, 
monocytes, eosinophils, and basophils (percentage and number).

Blood collections for taurine analysis

On Day 84, at the time of blood collection for hematology and 
clinical chemistry analysis, an additional 0.5–1 mL of blood was 
obtained for the purpose of taurine analysis. The sample was 
transferred to a lithium heparin tube, inverted gently to ensure proper 
mixing of tube additives, and placed on wet ice until refrigerated at 
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2–8°C. On the day of collection, the lithium heparin tubes containing 
whole blood were then shipped on wet ice to IDEXX Bioanalytics 
where they were processed by centrifugation to isolate plasma. Isolated 
plasma was then transferred to no-additive tubes and shipped the 
same day on wet ice to the University of California, Davis where the 
plasma taurine analysis was performed. Sample processing methods 
for taurine in plasma were as follows: samples were hydrolyzed using 
6 Nmol HCl in a sealed ampoule (110°C, 24 h), dried with nitrogen 
gas, dissolved again in loading buffer, filtered, and loaded in on a 
Biochrom 30 amino acid analyzer without dilution.

Data analysis

Data analyses for group differences in body weight and food 
consumption were conducted utilizing repeated measures ANOVA 
analysis. Hematological and clinical chemistry parameters were assessed 
for normality using the Kolmogorov–Smirnov Test. For the parameters 
in which the normality assumption could not be rejected, analysis was 
performed utilizing a one-way ANOVA analysis. Taurine levels between 
groups were analyzed using a main effects ANOVA. Groups that showed 
significant differences between feeding groups underwent post-hoc 
analysis using the Tukey’s multiple comparison test.

Results

Growth and food consumption

A summary of weekly body weights can be found in Figures 2, 
3. Figure 2 shows the differences in weight gain between sexes, and 
Figure  3 shows the differences in weight gain between feeding 
groups. Males weighed more than females, and a sex-by-age 
interaction was observed due to the differences between sexes 
increasing with increasing age. Statistical analysis found significant 

effects of sex (p < 0.001) and test week (p < 0.001). There was also a 
statistically significant correlation between test week and sex 
regarding weight gain. However, there was no significant difference 
in weights or weight gain among diet groups (p = 0.83), nor was 
there a significant correlation between diet and test week (p = 0.45). 
Mean body weight increased each week across all test groups. The 
average body weight gain (kg) throughout the study was 1.75 ± 0.11 
for the 0 ppm diet group, 1.78 ± 0.12 kg for the 8 ppm group, and 
1.71 ± 0.13 for the 16 ppm group. Body condition scores were not 
statistically analyzed, as food intake was adjusted throughout the 
study to ensure all kittens maintained a BCS score of 5 on a scale of 
1–9. Although a subset of subjects had a BCS of 4/9 upon arrival, 
by week 6 all subjects had a BCS of 5/9. Throughout the study, none 
of the kittens had a BCS of less than 4/9 or a BCS greater than 6/9, 
and all kittens finished the study with a BCS of 5/9. The summary 
of average daily food intake can be found in Figure 4 for both sexes, 
Figure 5 for males, and Figure 6 for females. Figure 7 depicts the 
mean daily food intake in grams per kilogram of body weight 
calculated for males and females combined. Mean daily food intake, 
which was calculated by dividing the mean daily intake by the mean 
bodyweight, in grams per kilogram of bodyweight (g/kg) was 
calculated for each week of the study. The food intake was 
comparable across diet groups for males and females, and when 
sexes were combined per kg bodyweight. There were statistically 
significant main effects of sex (p < 0.001) and test week (p < 0.001) 
and a statistically significant interaction between test week and sex 
(p < 0.001). However, there was no effect on food intake when both 
sexes were combined. There was also no significant interaction 
between diet and test week (p = 0.91).

Clinical evaluations

All kittens remained in good health through the study. The 
veterinary examinations did not reveal any clinical abnormalities that 

FIGURE 2

Mean body weights (kg) for male and female kittens.
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would affect the kittens’ overall health or participation in the study. 
Upon arrival to the test facility, several kittens exhibited ocular and 
nasal discharge, which were attributed to the stress of transport as they 
resolved without intervention. Abnormal health observations were 
minor and unrelated to dietary treatment. No abnormalities in the 
kittens’ behavior or social interactions were observed during the 
course of the study.

Clinical chemistry

Clinical chemistry parameters are described in Table 2, which 
were analyzed on Day 84 of the study. Minimum AAFCO animal 
feeding test standards (47) were met in all groups for albumin, with a 
group average > 2.7 g/dL and with no individual <2.4 g/dL. The clinical 
chemistry data were typical of healthy, growing kittens and there were 

FIGURE 4

Average food intake (g/day) for males and females.

FIGURE 3

Mean body weights (kg) for the three diet groups.
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no statistically significant differences between any of the diet groups 
(Table 2). Overall, all clinical chemistry parameters, with the exception 
of those described below, were within reference ranges.

The alkaline phosphatase (ALP) levels were above the reference 
range for adult cats (Table 3). Although the values were outside of the 
adult-based reference range used by the laboratory, all values were 
within age-specific reference ranges at both time points (48).

None of the kittens exhibited hypergammaglobulinemia, but 
globulin levels for the majority of the kittens were below the 
lab-reported reference range based on adult cats (Table 3); as a result, 
the albumin:globulin values were above reference range. A kitten-
specific reference range for globulin was not available. However, all 
but one kitten demonstrated increased globulin levels at Day 84 

compared to Day −6, and all kittens remained healthy with no clinical 
or laboratory indications of infection or immune compromise. These 
variations did not follow a specific AFD1 level-related progression and 
were not consistent between the male and female groups.

Phosphorus levels were above the provided reference range but 
within kitten-specific published reference ranges.

Hematology

The results of hematological analysis are shown in Table  3. 
Minimum AAFCO animal feeding test standards were met for the 
predetermined parameters of interest (47), which include hemoglobin 
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FIGURE 5

Mean daily food intake in grams per kilogram of body weight calculated for females.
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FIGURE 6

Mean daily food intake in grams per kilogram of body weight calculated for males.
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group average (>10.0 g/dL0, with no individual level being 8.0 g/dL) 
and hematocrit (HCT, PCV) group average (>30%, with no individual 
value being <26%). The majority of hematology parameters measured 
were unremarkable and within reference or expected ranges. Through 
the aforementioned statistical analyses, three parameters were found 
to have statistically significant group differences: white blood cell 

(WBC), lymphocyte, and basophil counts. The corresponding value 
of ps were 0.04, 0.02, and 0.05, respectively (Table 3). These parameters 
were then assessed using post-hoc analysis and compared utilizing the 
Tukey’s multiple comparison test.

For total WBC, the mean count was significantly higher in the 0 ppm 
group (control) than the 16 ppm diet group (p = 0.03), but not the 8 ppm 

TABLE 2 Clinical chemistry values (mean  ±  SD) for both male and female kittens on Day 84 of study.

Males 0 ppm AFD1 8 ppm AFD1 16 ppm 
RAFD1 p-value

Laboratory 
Reference range 

(Adult)

Alkaline Phosphatase (ALP, U/L) 75.44 ± 5.042 74.78 ± 5.489 82.00 ± 8.232 0.683 12 - 59

Aspartate Aminotransferase (AST, U/L) 21.22 ± 1.714 19.44 ± 1.168 19.33 ± 0.90 0.526 16 - 67

Alanine Aminotransferase (ALP, U/L) 45.00 ± 4.26 45.56 ± 3.35 43.22 ± 1.26 0.866 27 - 158

Albumin (ALB, g/dL) 3.61 ± 0.035 3.57 ± 0.071 3.58 ± 0.365 0.810 2.6 - 3.9

Bilirubin (mg/dL) 0.178 ± 0.015 0.189 ± 0.011 0.189 ± 0.011 0.768 0.0 - 0.3

Total Protein (g/dL) 6.39 ± 0.082 6.31 ± 0.072 6.42 ± 0.092 0.627 6.3 - 8.8

Globulin (GLOB, g/dL) 2.778 ± 0.079 2.744 ± 0.033 2.844 ± 0.010 0.659 3.0 - 5.9

Blood Urea Nitrogen (BUN, mg/dL) 25.78 ± 0.954 26.22 ± 1.187 26.56 ± 0.580 0.843 16 - 37

Creatinine (mg/dL) 1.022 ± 0.036 0.989 ± 0.0206 0.967 ± 0.037 0.482 0.9 -2.5

Cholesterol (mg/dL) 148.7 ± 6.782 152.4 ± 7.879 162.3 ± 6.285 0.395 91 - 305

Glucose (mg/dL) 96.00 ± 2.134 95.33 ± 2.010 91.67 ± 1.624 0.253 72 - 175

Calcium (mg/dL) 10.47 ± 0.085 10.56 ± 0.060 10.41 ± 0.081 0.378 8.6 - 10.6

Phosphorous (mg/dL) 8.356 ± 0.186 8.156 ± 0.111 8.233 ± 0.199 0.707 2.9 - 6.3

Chloride (nmol/L) 115.89 ± 0.484 115.22 ± 0.323 115.67 ± 0.29 0.453 114 -126

Potassium (nmol/L) 4.844 ± 0.121 4.944 ± 0.076 4.977 ± 0.145 0.719 3.7 -5.2

ALB/GLOB (ratio) 1.31 ± 0.035 1.30 ± 0.04 1.27 ± 0.05 0.746 0.5 - 1.2

Sodium (mmol/L) 154.22 ± 20.641 153.56 ± 0.294 153.90 ± 0.309 0.577 147 - 157

BUN/Creatinine (ratio) 25.244 ± 0.556 30.078 ± 3.000 27.744 ± 1.066 0.208

Rows in red denote values outside of the provided reference range.
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Mean daily food intake in grams per kilogram of body weight calculated for the three diet groups.
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diet group (p = 0.25; Table 4). There were also no significant differences 
between the 8 ppm and 16 ppm diet groups (p = 0.53; Table 4).

The mean lymphocyte count was significantly higher in the 
control group than the 16 ppm group (p = 0.02), but not the 8 ppm 
group (p = 0.31; Table 5). There were also no significant differences 
between the 8 and 16 ppm diet groups (p = 0.29; Table  5). For 
basophils, the mean count did not significantly differ between the 
control and 16 ppm groups (p = 0.06), between control and 8 ppm diet 
groups (p = 0.11; Table 6), nor between 8 and 16 ppm groups (p = 0.95; 
Table  6). Despite the statistical significance between groups, the 
lymphocyte and basophil counts remained within age-specific 
reference ranges (49). The following parameters were not compared 
statistically because of the absence of normality: reticulocytes, absolute 
reticulocytes, and nucleated red blood cells (RBC).

Mild lymphocytosis and monocytosis were observed in subjects 
from all diet groups. These variations did not follow a specific AFD1 
level-related progression and were not consistent between the male 
and female groups.

Taurine

The results of plasma taurine analysis are shown in Table  7. 
Analysis demonstrated that sex (p = 0.07) and test groups (p = 0.94) 

had no significant differences in serum taurine levels. Taurine levels 
were outside reference ranges for adult cats (50, 51), but plasma 
taurine levels in kittens have been reported above adult cat reference 
range (80–120 nmoL/mL) in multiple publications (52–54).

Discussion

The present study evaluated the effect of an AFD1 ingredient 
for pet food on growth performance in kittens on overall health, 
growth performance, food consumption, clinical chemistry and 
hematological parameters, and taurine levels in kittens when 
compared to a commercially available, complete and balanced 
control diet that also served as the base for the test diet. No 
biologically meaningful alterations were observed in the clinical 
chemistry, hematology, coagulation, or clinical parameters that 
that could be attributed to dietary AFD1 provided to kittens for 
12 weeks at the levels tested.

Previously, Matulka et al. (33) demonstrated that a diet coated 
with a chicken egg product containing AFD1 fed to adult male and 
female cats was well tolerated and did not exhibit any clinically 
relevant effects on food consumption, weight gain, clinical 
chemistry, or hematology parameters. The in vitro genotoxicity 
studies conducted by Matulka et al., consistent with standard safety 

TABLE 3 Hematology values (mean  ±  SD) for both male and female kittens on Day 84 of study.

Group Means and Standard Errors

Males 0 ppm AFD1 8 ppm AFD1 16 ppm AFD1 p-value Reference Range

Hemolysis 4 high 1 high All normal

Lipemia All normal All normal All normal

White Blood Cells

(WBC, K/ μl)
18.82 ± 1.07 16.57 ± 0.86 15.07 ± 1 0.04* 3.9 - 19

Red Blood Cells

(RBC, M/ μl)
9.70 ± 0.21 9.28 ± 0.31 9.82 ± 0.17 0.25 7.12 - 11.46

Hemoglobin

(HGB, g/dL)
12.71 ± 0.32 11.79 ± 0.30 12.18 ± 0.29 0.12 0.3 - 16.2

Hematocrit

(HCT, %)
39.02 ± 1.12 36.04 ± 1.01 37.07 ± 1.26 0.19 28.2 - 52.7

Mean Corpuscular Volume (MCV, fL) 40.00 ± 1.04 38.89 ± 0.841 37.78 ± 0.81 0.24 39 - 56

Mean Corpuscular Hemoglobin

(MCH, pg)
13.09 ± 0.19 12.74 ± 0.27 12.41 ± 0.16 1 12.6 - 16.5

Mean Corpuscular Hemoglobin Concentration (MCHC, 

g/dL)
32.62 ± 0.45 32.73 ± 0.4 32.97 ± 0.5 0.86 28.5 - 37.8

Platelet (K/μl) 379.44 ± 62.20 500.67 ± 34.90 477.78 ± 24.69 0.13 155 - 641

Reticulocytes (%) 0.17 ± 0.04 0.17 ± 0.02 0.14 ± 0.02 0.78

Absolute Reticulocytes (K/μl) None None None 3 - 50

Nucleated RBC (/100 WBC) None None None

Neutrophil (/μl) 7620.8 ± 811.5 6855.6 ± 469.4 6852.11 ± 904.5 0.90 2620 - 15170

Lymphocyte (/μl) 9914.89 ± 949.7 8387.7 ± 655.6 6826.33 ± 458.4 0.019* 850 - 5850

Monocyte (/μl) 600.44 ± 75.42 555.67 ± 46.04 499.89 ± 39.50 0.46 40-530

Eosinophil (/μl) 1025.67 ± 147.92 753.56 ± 74.12 874.89 ± 74.09 0.21 90-2180

Basophil (/μl) 20.33 ± 1.34 14.89 ± 2.04 14.11 ± 2.02 0.05* 0-100

Rows in red denote values outside of the provided reference range. *Statistically significant difference (p ≤ 0.05).
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testing required by the US Food and Drug Administration (FDA), 
demonstrated that that AFD1 ingredient does not induce mutagenic 
effects or chromosomal aberrations.

The data from this study were compared to the criteria set forth 
by the 2020 Official Publication produced by the AAFCO (47), 
apart from taurine data that was reviewed by the attending 

veterinarian and compared to published reference ranges. The egg 
product containing AFD1 was safe and well-tolerated in 8–21-
week-old kittens according to the AAFCO standards. There is a 
certain amount of intra- and inter-individual variation with analysis 
of hematological and clinical endpoints; therefore, a systemic 
assessment of the data is necessary to determine the overall health 

TABLE 6 Post-hoc Tukey’s analysis comparing basophil (/μL) levels of the three diet groups.

Group 0  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  9,914.9

8  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  8,387.7

16  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  6,826.3

0 ppm N/A 0.11 0.06

8 ppm 0.11 N/A 0.95

16 ppm 0.06 0.95 N/A

TABLE 7 Summary of blood taurine levels (nmol/ml)* at Day 84.

Group Number Mean (nmol/ml) Minimum (nmol/ml) Maximum (nmol/ml) Standard deviation 
(nmol/ml)

Summary: test group (combined males and females)

0 ppm 9 487.22 394 609 68.81

8 ppm 9 495.56 301 642 110.60

16 ppm 9 508.33 373 716 104.65

Summary: test group (females)

0 ppm 5 503.60 401 609 75.43

8 ppm 4 436.25 301 532 114.73

16 ppm 4 433.25 373 493 64.03

Summary: test group (males)

0 ppm 4 466.75 394 549 63.52

8 ppm 5 543.00 435 642 90.88

16 ppm 5 568.40 469 716 93.16

Summary: sex (all groups combined)

Females 13 461.23 301 609 86.20

Males 14 530.29 394 716 89.47

*Adult reference range 80–120 nmoL/mL.

TABLE 4 Post-hoc Tukey’s analysis comparing WBC (K/μL) levels of the three diet groups.

Group 0  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  18.82

8  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  16.57

16  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  15.07

0 ppm N/A 0.25 0.03*

8 ppm 0.25 N/A 0.53

16 ppm 0.03* 0.53 N/A

*Statistically significant difference (p ≤ 0.05).

TABLE 5 Post-hoc Tukey’s analysis comparing lymphocyte (/μL) levels of the three diet groups.

Group 0  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  9,914.9

8  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  8,387.7

16  ppm AFD1 
Mean  =  6,826.3

0 ppm N/A 0.31 0.01*

8 ppm 0.31 N/A 0.29

16 ppm 0.01* 0.29 N/A

*Statistically significant difference (p ≤ 0.05).
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of the subjects. No animals in any of the feeding groups of either 
sex exhibited clinical or pathological signs of nutritional deficiency 
or excess as determined by hematological and clinical chemistry 
analysis, taurine analysis, veterinary examination, food 
consumption, body weight and condition, health observations, and 
lack of adverse effects.

The results of bodyweight analysis of adult cats in Matulka et al. 
(33) were similar to the results observed in this study. Males 
weighed significantly more than females; however, there were no 
significant differences in body weights between the control group 
or any group receiving AFD1 at any dose, for both sexes. Overall, 
as in this current study with kittens, adult male cats consumed more 
than female cats (33).

Significant differences in kittens consuming the 16 ppm AFD1 
diet (as compared to the 0 ppm diet) were observed in three of the 
tested hematological parameters (WBC, lymphocyte, and basophil 
count), with only WBC and lymphocyte counts exhibiting statistical 
significance after post-hoc Tukey’s multiple comparison test. 
However, the WBC, lymphocyte, and basophil counts were within 
publicly available kitten-specific reference ranges (47, 49, 55). 
Moreover, none of the kittens within the study presented with 
physical or behavioral abnormalities, adverse events, or clinical 
conditions that would be associated with clinically relevant changes 
in these hematological parameters. The variations with the 
hematological parameters were associated with biological variation 
and normal handling, and not attributable to AFD1 administration. 
Similar to this current study, analysis of hematology parameters in 
the study with adult cats by Matulka et al. (33) revealed that test 
groups had generally similar values as compared to the control 
group. Overall, AFD1 had no clinically relevant effect on 
hematological parameters of kittens or adult cats as determined by 
this study and Matulka et al., respectively (33).

Clinical chemistry results reported in kittens were comparable to 
those obtained for adult cats in the study by Matulka et  al. (33). 
Overall, all measured clinical chemistry values were within ranges 
expected for clinically healthy cats for both sexes. ALP levels in kittens 
were above the adult reference range; however, this is expected in 
growing kittens since ALP is associated with bone growth and 
development. Furthermore, no significant difference in ALP was 
found between the groups in this study. Despite the lack of an 
age-specific reference range for globulin levels, there was no group 
effect identified. AFD1 had no clinically relevant effect on clinical 
chemistry or taurine levels in both kittens and adults based on the 
results of this study and Matulka et al. (33).

No abnormalities in behavior or social interaction were observed in 
this study or in adult cats in the previous study by Matulka et al. (33). 
Although the role of Fel d 1 has not been definitively established, 
proposed roles include pheromone/chemical signaling (11–18). 
Therefore, completely eliminating Fel d 1 could theoretically alter social 
interactions, although this has not been confirmed. Fel d 1 production 
varies widely among cats, with some cats producing many times the level 
of others and may even vary widely within the same cat over the course 
of the year (7). The AFD1 approach utilized in this study significantly 
reduces Fel d 1 but does not eliminate it. Therefore, variable levels of Fel 
d 1 remain available for the cat’s possible physiological needs while the 
total allergen level is reduced to benefit sensitized human individuals.

Satyaraj et al. (41) found that a complete and balanced feline 
dry diet coated with an egg product containing AFD1 significantly 

reduced active (allergenic) Fel d 1 saliva concentrations beginning 
in the third week of consumption. Satyaraj et  al. (56) also 
conducted a 12-week study in 105 cats to evaluate the efficacy of 
the diet in reducing active Fel d 1 on cats’ hair. The authors 
reported that the diet reduced active Fel d 1 (with an average 
decrease of 47%, ranging from a 33–71% decrease versus baseline, 
and 50 and 86% of the cats exhibiting ≥50% and ≥ 30% reduction 
in AFD1, respectively), was well tolerated, and had no adverse 
effects that required clinical intervention or removal of subjects 
from the study (56).

The approach described in this study and previously published 
studies (33, 41–43, 56) addresses salivary Fel d 1. Other sources of 
Fel d 1 include the sebaceous, lacrimal, and anal glands (3). The 
relative contributions of each Fel d 1 source to total Fel d 1 on cats’ 
hair and eventually into the environment have not been identified, 
although the salivary and sebaceous glands are generally considered 
to contribute the largest portions (3). Satyaraj et al. (56) documented 
a significant reduction in Fel d 1 levels on cats’ hair associated with 
this salivary Fel d 1-targeted approach, supporting the large 
contribution of salivary Fel d 1 to total Fel d 1. Residual unbound 
anti-Fel d 1 IgY in the cats’ saliva could potentially neutralize Fel d 
1 from other sources as the saliva is dispersed during grooming, but 
this has not been confirmed.

The results of this study corroborate the conclusion that the egg 
product containing AFD1 is well tolerated in growing kittens. The 
AFD1-coated diet with a control or AFD1-containing top-dress was 
successful for promoting normal growth and development in 8–21-
week-old kittens in the absence of adverse health or behavioral effects 
or clinical outcomes. Based on the current and previous studies (33, 
41, 56), AFD1 significantly reduces the amount of allergenic Fel d 1 in 
cats’ saliva and on their hair without adversely affecting the cat’s 
overall health. This approach does not alter Fel d 1 production by 
cats, but instead neutralizes the allergen after it is secreted. AFD1 
antibody incorporation represents a novel, effective, and safe method 
for reducing Fel d 1. As part of a comprehensive allergen management 
plan, this approach can help reduce cat allergens while keeping cats 
in loving homes.

Data availability statement

The original contributions presented in the study are included in 
the article/supplementary material, further inquiries can be directed 
to the corresponding author.

Ethics statement

The animal study was approved by CanCog (Vivocore Internal 
Animal Care Committee). The study was conducted in accordance 
with the local legislation and institutional requirements.

Author contributions

EH: Writing – original draft, Data curation, Conceptualization. 
RM: Writing – original draft. LC-S: Writing – review & editing. KM: 
Writing – review & editing.

https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2024.1355390
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/veterinary-science
https://www.frontiersin.org


Hedrick et al. 10.3389/fvets.2024.1355390

Frontiers in Veterinary Science 12 frontiersin.org

Funding

The author(s) declare financial support was received for the 
research, authorship, and/or publication of this article. The study and 
manuscript preparation were funded by Nestlé Purina PetCare Global 
Resources, Inc. The funder had the following involvement with the 
study: evaluation and approval of study design; decision to publish; 
and review and revision of manuscript.

Acknowledgments

The authors wish to thank Stephanie Kelly for her help in 
preparing the study protocol and her assistance in monitoring 
the study.

Conflict of interest

LC-S and KM are employed by Nestlé Purina PetCare Global 
Resources, Inc. RM and EH were compensated for study monitoring 
and manuscript preparation.

Publisher’s note

All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the 
authors and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated 
organizations, or those of the publisher, the editors and the 
reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in this article, or 
claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or 
endorsed by the publisher.

References
 1. Bousquet PJ, Chinn S, Janson C, Kogevinas M, Burney P, Jarvis D, et al. 

Geographical variation in the prevalence of positive skin tests to environmental 
aeroallergens in the European Community respiratory health survey I. Allergy. (2007) 
62:301–9. doi: 10.1111/j.1398-9995.2006.01293.x

 2. Salo PM, Arbes SJ Jr, Jaramillo R, Calatroni A, Weir CH, Sever ML, et al. Prevalence 
of allergic sensitization in the United  States: results from the National Health and 
nutrition examination survey (NHANES) 2005-2006. J Allergy Clin Immunol. (2014) 
134:350–9. doi: 10.1016/j.jaci.2013.12.1071

 3. Bonnet B, Messaoudi K, Jacomet F, Michaud E, Fauquert JL, Caillaud D, et al. An 
update on molecular cat allergens: Fel d 1 and what else? Chapter 1: Fel d 1, the major 
cat allergen. Allergy Asthma Clin Immunol. (2018) 14:14. doi: 10.1186/s13223-018-0239-8

 4. Sub-Committee WIAN. Felis domesticus (F. catus) cat allergens. (2020). Available 
from: https://www.allergen.org/search.php?allergenname=&allergensource=Felis+dom
esticus+%28F.+catus%29&TaxSource=&TaxOrder=&foodallerg=all&bioname=.

 5. Davila I, Dominguez-Ortega J, Navarro-Pulido A, Alonso A, Antolin-Amerigo D, 
Gonzalez-Mancebo E, et al. Consensus document on dog and cat allergy. Allergy. (2018) 
73:1206–22. doi: 10.1111/all.13391

 6. Kelly SM, Karsh J, Marcelo J, Boeckh D, Stepner N, Santone B, et al. Fel d 1 and Fel 
d 4 levels in cat fur, saliva, and urine. J Allergy Clin Immunol. (2018) 142:1990–1992.e3. 
doi: 10.1016/j.jaci.2018.07.033

 7. Bastien BC, Gardner C, Satyaraj E. Influence of time and phenotype on salivary 
Fel d1  in domestic shorthair cats. J Feline Med Surg. (2019) 21:867–74. doi: 
10.1177/1098612X19850973

 8. Butt A, Rashid D, Lockey RF. Do hypoallergenic cats and dogs exist? Ann Allergy 
Asthma Immunol. (2012) 108:74–6. doi: 10.1016/j.anai.2011.12.005

 9. Nicholas C, Wegienka G, Havstad S, Ownby D, Johnson CC. Influence of cat 
characteristics on Fel d 1 levels in the home. Ann Allergy Asthma Immunol. (2008) 
101:47–50. doi: 10.1016/S1081-1206(10)60834-4

 10. Salo PM, Cohn RD, Zeldin DC. Bedroom allergen exposure beyond house dust 
mites. Curr Allergy Asthma Rep. (2018) 18:52. doi: 10.1007/s11882-018-0805-7

 11. Bienboire-Frosini C, Durairaj R, Pelosi P, Pageat P. The major cat allergen Fel d 1 
binds steroid and fatty acid Semiochemicals: a combined in silico and in vitro study. Int 
J Mol Sci. (2020) 21:1365. doi: 10.3390/ijms21041365

 12. Bienboire-Frosini C, Lebrun R, Vervloet D, Pageat P, Ronin C. Distribution of core 
fragments from the major cat allergen Fel d 1 is maintained among the main anatomical 
sites of production. Int Arch Allergy Immunol. (2010) 152:197–206. doi: 
10.1159/000283024

 13. Bienboire-Frosini C, Lebrun R, Vervloet D, Pageat P, Ronin C. Variable content of 
Fel d 1 variants in house dust and cat extracts may have an impact on allergen 
measurement. J Invest Allergol Clin Immunol. (2012) 22:270–9.

 14. De Andrade AD, Birnbaum J, Magalon C, Magnol JP, Lanteaume A, Charpin D, 
et al. Fel d I levels in cat anal glands. Clin Exp Allergy. (1996) 26:178–80. doi: 10.1111/
j.1365-2222.1996.tb00077.x

 15. Durairaj R, Pageat P, Bienboire-Frosini C. Another cat and mouse game: 
deciphering the evolution of the SCGB superfamily and exploring the molecular 
similarity of major cat allergen Fel d 1 and mouse ABP using computational approaches. 
PloS One. (2018) 13:e0197618. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0197618

 16. Herre J, Gronlund H, Brooks H, Hopkins L, Waggoner L, Murton B, et al. Allergens 
as immunomodulatory proteins: the cat dander protein Fel d 1 enhances TLR activation 
by lipid ligands. J Immunol. (2013) 191:1529–35. doi: 10.4049/jimmunol.1300284

 17. Jalil-Colome J, de Andrade AD, Birnbaum J, Casanova D, Mege JL, Lanteaume A, 
et al. Sex difference in Fel d 1 allergen production. J Allergy Clin Immunol. (1996) 
98:165–8. doi: 10.1016/S0091-6749(96)70238-5

 18. Scheib H, Nekaris KA, Rode-Margono J, Ragnarsson L, Baumann K, Dobson JS, 
et al. The toxicological intersection between allergen and toxin: a structural comparison 
of the cat dander allergenic protein Fel d1 and the slow Loris brachial gland secretion 
protein. Toxins (Basel). (2020) 12:86. doi: 10.3390/toxins12020086

 19. Gronlund H, Saarne T, Gafvelin G, van Hage M. The major cat allergen, Fel d 1, in 
diagnosis and therapy. Int Arch Allergy Immunol. (2010) 151:265–74. doi: 
10.1159/000250435

 20. Bartholome K, Kissler W, Baer H, Kopietz-Schulte E, Wahn U. Where does cat 
allergen 1 come from? J Allergy Clin Immunol. (1985) 76:503–6. doi: 
10.1016/0091-6749(85)90734-1

 21. Charpin C, Mata P, Charpin D, Lavaut MN, Allasia C, Vervloet D. Fel d I allergen 
distribution in cat fur and skin. J Allergy Clin Immunol. (1991) 88:77–82. doi: 
10.1016/0091-6749(91)90303-6

 22. Dabrowski AJ, Van der Brempt X, Soler M, Seguret N, Lucciani P, Charpin D, et al. 
Cat skin as an important source of Fel d I allergen. J Allergy Clin Immunol. (1990) 
86:462–5. doi: 10.1016/S0091-6749(05)80200-3

 23. Almqvist C, Larsson PH, Egmar AC, Hedren M, Malmberg P, Wickman M. School 
as a risk environment for children allergic to cats and a site for transfer of cat allergen 
to homes. J Allergy Clin Immunol. (1999) 103:1012–7. doi: 10.1016/
S0091-6749(99)70172-7

 24. Chan SK, Leung DYM. Dog and cat allergies: current state of diagnostic 
approaches and challenges. Allergy Asthma Immunol Res. (2018) 10:97–105. doi: 
10.4168/aair.2018.10.2.97

 25. Esty B, Phipatanakul W. School exposure and asthma. Ann Allergy Asthma 
Immunol. (2018) 120:482–7. doi: 10.1016/j.anai.2018.01.028

 26. Liccardi G, Calzetta L, Baldi G, Berra A, Billeri L, Caminati M, et al. Allergic 
sensitization to common pets (cats/dogs) according to different possible modalities of 
exposure: an Italian multicenter study. Clinical and molecular. Allergy. (2018) 16:3. doi: 
10.1186/s12948-018-0081-z

 27. Morris DO. Human allergy to environmental pet danders: a public health 
perspective. Vet Dermatol. (2010) 21:441–9. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-3164.2010.00882.x

 28. Niesler A, Scigala G, Ludzen-Izbinska B. Cat (Fel d 1) and dog (can f 1) allergen 
levels in cars, dwellings and schools. Aerobiologia (Bologna). (2016) 32:571–80. doi: 
10.1007/s10453-016-9433-7

 29. Sander I, Lotz A, Neumann HD, Czibor C, Flagge A, Zahradnik E, et al. Indoor 
allergen levels in settled airborne dust are higher in day-care centers than at home. 
Allergy. (2018) 73:1263–75. doi: 10.1111/all.13371

 30. Siebers R, Jones B, Bailey L, Aldridge D, Draper J, Ingham T. Indoor allergen 
exposure in primary school classrooms in New  Zealand. N Z Med J. (2019) 
132:42–7.

 31. Zahradnik E, Raulf M. Respiratory allergens from furred mammals: environmental 
and occupational exposure. Vet Sci. (2017) 4:38. doi: 10.3390/vetsci4030038

 32. Al-Nasser A, Al-Khalaifa H, Al-Saffar A, Khalil F, Albahouh M, Ragheb G, et al. 
Overview of chicken taxonomy and domestication. Worlds Poult Sci J. (2007) 
63:285–300. doi: 10.1017/S004393390700147X

 33. Matulka RA, Thompson L, Corley D. Multi-level safety studies of anti Fel d 1 IgY 
ingredient in cat food. Front Vet Sci. (2019) 6:477. doi: 10.3389/fvets.2019.00477

https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2024.1355390
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/veterinary-science
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1398-9995.2006.01293.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2013.12.1071
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13223-018-0239-8
https://www.allergen.org/search.php?allergenname=&allergensource=Felis+domesticus+%28F.+catus%29&TaxSource=&TaxOrder=&foodallerg=all&bioname=
https://www.allergen.org/search.php?allergenname=&allergensource=Felis+domesticus+%28F.+catus%29&TaxSource=&TaxOrder=&foodallerg=all&bioname=
https://doi.org/10.1111/all.13391
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2018.07.033
https://doi.org/10.1177/1098612X19850973
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anai.2011.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1081-1206(10)60834-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11882-018-0805-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms21041365
https://doi.org/10.1159/000283024
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2222.1996.tb00077.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2222.1996.tb00077.x
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0197618
https://doi.org/10.4049/jimmunol.1300284
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0091-6749(96)70238-5
https://doi.org/10.3390/toxins12020086
https://doi.org/10.1159/000250435
https://doi.org/10.1016/0091-6749(85)90734-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0091-6749(91)90303-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0091-6749(05)80200-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0091-6749(99)70172-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0091-6749(99)70172-7
https://doi.org/10.4168/aair.2018.10.2.97
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.anai.2018.01.028
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12948-018-0081-z
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3164.2010.00882.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10453-016-9433-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/all.13371
https://doi.org/10.3390/vetsci4030038
https://doi.org/10.1017/S004393390700147X
https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2019.00477


Hedrick et al. 10.3389/fvets.2024.1355390

Frontiers in Veterinary Science 13 frontiersin.org

 34. United States Department of Agriculture Agricultural Research Service. Egg, yolk, 
raw, fresh (SR Legacy, 172184). (2019) [cited April 17, 2023]. Available from: https://fdc.
nal.usda.gov/fdc-app.html#/food-details/172184/nutrients.

 35. Patterson R, Youngner JS, Weigle WO, Dixon FJ. The metabolism of serum 
proteins in the hen and chick and secretion of serum proteins by the ovary of the hen. J 
Gen Physiol. (1962) 45:501–13. doi: 10.1085/jgp.45.3.501

 36. Ikemori Y, Kuroki M, Peralta RC, Yokoyama H, Kodama Y. Protection of neonatal 
calves against fatal enteric colibacillosis by administration of egg yolk powder from hens 
immunized with K99-piliated enterotoxigenic Escherichia coli. Am J Vet Res. (1992) 
53:2005–8. doi: 10.2460/ajvr.1992.53.11.2005

 37. Pereira EPV, van Tilburg MF, Florean E, Guedes MIF. Egg yolk antibodies (IgY) 
and their applications in human and veterinary health: a review. Int Immunopharmacol. 
(2019) 73:293–303. doi: 10.1016/j.intimp.2019.05.015

 38. Schade R, Calzado EG, Sarmiento R, Chacana PA, Porankiewicz-Asplund J, 
Terzolo HR. Chicken egg yolk antibodies (IgY-technology): a review of progress in 
production and use in research and human and veterinary medicine. Altern Lab Anim. 
(2005) 33:129–54. doi: 10.1177/026119290503300208

 39. Vega CG, Bok M, Vlasova AN, Chattha KS, Fernandez FM, Wigdorovitz A, et al. 
IgY antibodies protect against human rotavirus induced diarrhea in the neonatal 
gnotobiotic piglet disease model. PloS One. (2012) 7:e42788. doi: 10.1371/journal.
pone.0042788

 40. Karlsson M, Kollberg H, Larsson A. Chicken IgY: utilizing the evolutionary 
difference. Worlds Poult Sci J. (2004) 60:341–8. doi: 10.1079/WPS200422

 41. Satyaraj E, Li Q, Sun P, Sherrill S. Anti-Fel d1 immunoglobulin Y antibody-
containing egg ingredient lowers allergen levels in cat saliva. J Feline Med Surg. (2019) 
21:875–81. doi: 10.1177/1098612X19861218

 42. Satyaraj E, Sun P, Sherrill S. Fel d1 blocking antibodies: a novel method to reduce 
IgE-mediated allergy to cats. J Immunol Res. (2021) 2021:1–7. doi: 10.1155/2021/5545173

 43. Satyaraj E, Wedner HJ, Bousquet J. Keep the cat, change the care pathway: a 
transformational approach to managing Fel d 1, the major cat allergen. Allergy. (2019) 
74:5–17. doi: 10.1111/all.14013

 44. United States Food and Drug Administration. Representatives OotLCotUSHo. 
United States code, title 21 - food and drugs, chapter 9 - Federal Food, drug and cosmetic 
act. (2019).

 45. AAHA/AAFP. (2021). AAHA/AAFP Feline Life Stage Guidelines 2021. 
Available from: https://www.aaha.org/aaha-guidelines/life-stage-feline-2021/feline-
life-stage-home/.

 46. (AAFCO) AoAFCO. AAFCO Minimum Feeding Protocols for Proving a Growth 
Claim for a Cat Food. 2023 Official Publication Association of American Feed Control 
Officials Incorporated. (2023):186–7.

 47. (AAFCO) AoAFCO. (2020). AAFCO Annual Meeting Agenda Book: Virtual 2020 
AAFCO Annual Meeting; 2020.

 48. Gorman ME. Clinical chemistry of the puppy and kitten (2016). Available from: 
https://veteriankey.com/clinical-chemistry-of-the-puppy-and-kitten/.

 49. Moon PF, Massat BJ, Pascoe PJ. Neonatal critical care. Vet Clin N Am Small Anim 
Pract. (2001) 31:343–67. doi: 10.1016/S0195-5616(01)50209-0

 50. IDEXX Laboratories I. Reference Intervals For The IDEXX Procyte Dx 
Hematology Analyzer (2019). Available from: https://www.idexx.com/files/procyte-dx-
reference-ranges-en.pdf.

 51. Medicine UoCDSoV. Amino Acid Reference Data for Cats. (2018). Available from: 
https://www.vetmed.ucdavis.edu/index.php/labs/reference-data-cats.

 52. Earle KE, Smith PM. The taurine requirement of the kitten fed canned foods. J 
Nutr. (1994) 124:2552S–4S. doi: 10.1093/jn/124.suppl_12.2552S

 53. Messing JM, Sturman JA. Evaluation of taurine status in cats consuming diets 
containing different amounts of taurine by determination of plasma and whole 
blood taurine concentrations. J Nutr Biochem. (1993) 4:168–71. doi: 
10.1016/0955-2863(93)90046-Y

 54. Rentschler LA, Hirschberger LL, Stipanuk MH. Response of the kitten to dietary 
taurine depletion: effects on renal reabsorption, bile acid conjugation and activities of 
enzymes involved in taurine synthesis. Comparative Biochem Physiol Part B. (1986) 
84:319–25. doi: 10.1016/0305-0491(86)90084-2

 55. Hospital UoCDVMT. Clinical Diagnostic Laboratory CBC Reference Intervals. 
(2011). Available from: https://www.vetmed.ucdavis.edu/sites/g/files/dgvnsk491/files/
local_resources/pdfs/lab_pdfs/UC_Davis_VMTH_Hematology_Reference_Intervals.
pdf.

 56. Satyaraj E, Gardner C, Filipi I, Cramer K, Sherrill S. Reduction of active Fel d1 
from cats using an antiFel d1 egg IgY antibody. Immunity, Inflam Dis. (2019) 7:68–73. 
doi: 10.1002/iid3.244

https://doi.org/10.3389/fvets.2024.1355390
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/veterinary-science
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://fdc.nal.usda.gov/fdc-app.html#/food-details/172184/nutrients
https://fdc.nal.usda.gov/fdc-app.html#/food-details/172184/nutrients
https://doi.org/10.1085/jgp.45.3.501
https://doi.org/10.2460/ajvr.1992.53.11.2005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2019.05.015
https://doi.org/10.1177/026119290503300208
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0042788
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0042788
https://doi.org/10.1079/WPS200422
https://doi.org/10.1177/1098612X19861218
https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/5545173
https://doi.org/10.1111/all.14013
https://www.aaha.org/aaha-guidelines/life-stage-feline-2021/feline-life-stage-home/
https://www.aaha.org/aaha-guidelines/life-stage-feline-2021/feline-life-stage-home/
https://veteriankey.com/clinical-chemistry-of-the-puppy-and-kitten/
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0195-5616(01)50209-0
https://www.idexx.com/files/procyte-dx-reference-ranges-en.pdf
https://www.idexx.com/files/procyte-dx-reference-ranges-en.pdf
https://www.vetmed.ucdavis.edu/index.php/labs/reference-data-cats
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/124.suppl_12.2552S
https://doi.org/10.1016/0955-2863(93)90046-Y
https://doi.org/10.1016/0305-0491(86)90084-2
https://www.vetmed.ucdavis.edu/sites/g/files/dgvnsk491/files/local_resources/pdfs/lab_pdfs/UC_Davis_VMTH_Hematology_Reference_Intervals.pdf
https://www.vetmed.ucdavis.edu/sites/g/files/dgvnsk491/files/local_resources/pdfs/lab_pdfs/UC_Davis_VMTH_Hematology_Reference_Intervals.pdf
https://www.vetmed.ucdavis.edu/sites/g/files/dgvnsk491/files/local_resources/pdfs/lab_pdfs/UC_Davis_VMTH_Hematology_Reference_Intervals.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/iid3.244

	Evaluation of anti-Fel d 1 IgY ingredient for pet food on growth performance in kittens
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study design
	Test feeding ingredient
	Acclimation period
	Allocation/randomization and diet trial
	Blinding
	Animal welfare statement and justification for use of test animals
	Housing conditions, husbandry, and veterinary care
	Feeding and watering
	Blood collections for hematology and clinical chemistry analysis
	Blood collections for taurine analysis
	Data analysis

	Results
	Growth and food consumption
	Clinical evaluations
	Clinical chemistry
	Hematology
	Taurine

	Discussion
	Data availability statement
	Ethics statement
	Author contributions

	References

