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o R, R AR ! kgl T &l KA, FHR T
(1. PEEFFERFENRIES TSR, T 266000,
2. WEK R AAERA B AR i a b in, dEat 100176)

B FE: BE AR R B e O B I 52 5 % B 1 (sandwich enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay,
SELISA) PRGN 5 PR Tk . Fa3k MTPIRRBLIRZEATRON, 8 AR BL AR RSB A4, AR 2
P ARBUA  ABT A R S AR 1E 1 bl K B IgG(horseradish peroxidase-IgG, HRP-IgG)fY i
FERBRHEE, SRJE X8 TAEL BRI E I AT 004G, JF T EEbR g s pAl R (SRt it
7k, BUTVEARFUA, bt i RRE R 1:10000 (V:7). BFMLIERFEE R 1:10000 (V:7), HRP-Hbi KR
M AERE R 1:20000 (V:V)o 4 A BRI A RN [0 G HEISUEE 30 min, AR IIHLIAIEE 30 min, BbR —HUBFE 45 min
J D B R B AR N (3,3°,5,5 - tetramethylbenzidine, TMB) . {4 8 min. It 7 BRI PERNIE J5 728 ¥=0.4504
In(X)+2.1194, 1"=0.9934, 7E 4B 10 ng/mL . KB 0.1 ng/mL. %057 BR5 LS, (S ME ™ A R0 38
SCRONE, AE L | B 5 FIERE T o ) DGR AE 80%3 120% 2 1], HEPY LIS 5 REGY/N T 15%. & &
T A R W R RN S, & T RO TR R AR B e L ERR A

KR R W BUR; BEIE S R i R

Establishment and application of sandwich enzyme-linked immunosorbent
assay for hazelnut allergen
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ABSTRACT: Objective To establish a method for rapid determination for trace hazelnuts in food by hazelnut
allergen sandwich-enzyme linked immunosorbent assay (sELISA). Methods The two antisera were paired to
determine the captured antibody and detection antibody, the optimal dilution concentration of capture antibody,
detection antibody and horseradish peroxidase-labeled rabbit anti-rat IgG (HRP-IgG) were determined by chessboard
method, then the incubation time of each working step were optimized and applied it to the actual food detection.

Results The rabbit antibody was used as the capture antibody, and the mouse antibody was used as the detection
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antibody. The dilution of rabbit antiserum was 1:10000 (V:¥), mouse antiserum was 1:10000 (V:V), and HRP-rabbit

antirat was 1:20000 (V:7). The optimal reaction time of each step was determined as 30 min of antigen incubation,

30 min of detection antibody incubation, 45 min of HRP-rabbit anti-mice incubation and 8 min of

3,3’,5,5’-tetramethylbenzidine (TMB) color rendering. The linear regression equation of this method was Y=0.4504
In(X)+2.1194, ’=0.9934, the limit of quantitation was 10 ng/mL, the limit of detection was 0.1 ng/mL. The method

had strong specificity and only slightly cross-reacted with walnuts. The recovery rates in bread, yogurt and coftee

matrix were between 80% and 120%, and the intra-assay and inter-assay coefficients of variation were both less than

15%. Conclusion

This method has high sensitivity and specificity, and is suitable for rapid and accurate

determination of hazelnut residues in commercial processed foods.
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1995 4, A EURE RO A S it th ol 26 T 428k
JWEN 8 KW WL EY, K45 AW 8w
90%LL b, AWy, . . HSER. Bk KE. &
EYSUN AN =S el h Sr Ve TN g1 e
JE AR R I L GRS . Wil TS I R,
HABEKRMEFMED . BREBETFHINN R a
i, [HARBRA — I NTEB IR 75 27 AN R S I
o ERE, SEHFT AR O R % 0.2%1,
IR 4.5%M AR 0.2%0 )L Z BT Ui,
PRBERE S5 G SN P LT A 2 ORI [ B G R A 2
YOE BB Fid 54 Coral, Cora2, Cora8, Cora9,
Cora 10, Cora 11, Cora 12, Cora 13, Cor a 14 # Cor a
thaumatin-like protein (TLP), jX2HE Tl B4 S BuL AL
BETHEAR RAGPE RN, U R A T, R
1M, HATERE L BOF A A RO IR R T B, BRI,
BT R B AR AR A S AR AR AL M S
EE M ZOR A B R PARE S AR T, XL
FEl G0 i S WA )7 ity S 2 SR MRS L i B P [ 55— 2R 81
A5 . FRIE GB 7718—2004  Hifu 4% £ Sibr 2 @ ) )
WA TE Y4 EXE 7 BB i iRl BEE AT
BRI, LUK E SR E O b BRI,
AL AR, TR R B PR G R B U
R ik 2 e Y,

HHT, BT AR i SIS  RI J7 1 32 A I A g
W B2 (enzyme linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA). W AH
EFEH AL AP R E AR A R AR 4
o ELISA J5 i L HAT BRAERRTAE | bR, RBUE S | 4557
PRI . TR0, 2 HHTN T 12 A — R £ ok
TR A3 B i, i HLAR E © 284 1 fBU5UY ELISA J7
AR AR B AR T T T R R
B ELISA SN 5 vk e T ) T bR il 23 iR et
RSN — i B, AR X 2 U Cor a 9 HEN. T

ELISA il 5k, %05 ik ARG BRARA, AEGEAG 21 fin
TEMPRRMEETFRE, 5. 7. 225 B,
U R4 S g I SR A 8 SRV, ORI i S A
%, TESEBRAI P 25 50 B BRGSO o &8 A 7=
BESEEANMNSE | SR A SRR A, i
T BT A AN R AG 0 S T D PO, (P A — s B R ST 1
ELISA il J7 P38 1 % 52 bm B dd A o ks ) IXURS: o
A6 R R A 2o SO 1 AT DA 8 3 A 2 4 A s
PR flfiARTE i KRR B SR LA RE RS, A
7o M BURAS AR DU A OIFSE B AR T SR IR &
TR T BLISA K ik, (R A7 EAG I B A e A )
M, Al RRICEE A A U SR T A e SR . b
SNSRI B B R B, S fE—u
ARESFEGT B E A, (HRH AR R, T
ARSI R VER M, ZEEEST ELISA Al Jr i 398 F B 4 S50 nE
RO BE AL SR FITA B o RIS AR R sk ) 1 i o
AMERHAE FES, EIMY ELISA i ST E
PR TN T8 R I P AR 25 5 BRI O, R e
LR A E AR T U ELISA Rl vk =6
B

ARG 5 A o S A TR A R R PR
BTG RRA K SD REE T, Hil& R i
ER AN AT % 1| R SR 0 B> A 1E /1| R A ABESE IR ENZOE RS
SPE IR E SR R TR A AT, R S T E
TN B T R B U e 0 ELISA 5322, e
Tl s . R, PSR LB s

1 MR5ERZE

1.1 #RL RFISEE

W&F(Corylus avellana, HFEILTAEA =), SD K.
B 2 KR EARERDGEZ S A H]); Bbk(Juglans regia).
W (Castanea sativa) . WEF(Anacardium occidentale), A~

(Pinus koraiensis) . ¥1-.(Prunus armeniaca) . JFU>F(Pistacia
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vera), B A(Prunus dulcis). 184 (Arachis hypogaea). /N
F (Triticum aestivum), KiG.(Glycine max)(F B FHEHET); B
KR 12 E Ak Wl (horseradish peroxidase, HRP)Fric it
IgG. RPTKR IgGOMTRI V& BHE BB A FD); DU F LR
(3,3’,5,5’-tetramethylbenzidine, TMB)¥.4H 43 B A7 . 4= L34
125 F (bovine serum albumin, BSA)( AU R FRIF A FRA
Fl); R 20, BERR T ABR . AR, SALEN. BRRE TN
WHRR (S Hr 2, E 258 FRA F).

96 FLIRTK Z bR AR (35 [ Costar 23 H]); 800TS Wl
JEREFRL (35 E BioTek Z2A); iBlot2 #yir B AV (3 [
Thermo Fisher Scientific /A ]); Tanon-4200SF % AAZ{L
(FRAERHA R A FD).

1.2 7/ &
1.2.1 BT RATHR R

e R FCR MR TR Al /MR, A —E
BT R AT NS . B (L Ab B 45 8 1:10 (g/mL) L A3
M Tween-20 18R +h 2% vP K (phosphate buffered
solution, PBS, 0.01 mol/L, pH=7.4), {E5 &M F ik
(29 3 h), ZJ57E 10000 r/min, 4 °CEc44F T .0 20 min, |
T RARYGE 3 0.45.0.22 pm AUEBE I8, 158 IR A1t
FURVEIR, -20 °CIRAT-.

122 #%F 2 ABRbiFdE

SR S IR TAREAL SE R S W) B, ESEMEE T d,
W SRR DLIE B J5 T . A 1.2.1 4RBUS BI0tE
FIR G EVE R e I, IR ek LR S I
AT, AR PRER KRR B 1) fo 88 T 2 1V 30 TR 58 A )
M1 vy, URRDsea 3Lk, Sy 1 mg/ o Z A%
R N 200 s e at, MR E R ess 1R, a4
o HIE IR S IR 2 AR IR K B 5 5 0 RS 58 2470 R
1:1 5e43L 4k, Sy ik 0.5 mg/ R AR TFRE IR
B NG I 5 B2 R BRI AT S0, Wk S ie sk A ol
RGN 5 2 A MEK IR R S R 8 A 1:1 58423,
b, BPRET 1 UOmaR s, IR 3 K, A r
W SR AT s aF Ak, SRR 100 pg/H .
SKAMFTIX 2 FhaPIAE € 24 h, LIBTIMAG w5 . £330 5 Mg
37 °CHHE 2 h, ZJF 4 °Cidf’, W H 9500 r/min, 4 °CZ&1F T
5.0 20 min, 345 B T-80 °CIR A
123 #%F 2 L BRbFstBmTE S OH TR

()R I M Tt g B e L Dk - #

Ml LAEMMLIPY 7ok, Hk 726 R L b LR 2
AR Al AT T e S0 R 4 2R R A TR 8 i H VK (sodium
dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis, SDS-PAGE)
3BT KRR R (R 10 pg) SIRM K IR 4:1 (VIRA, I
FE 100 °C FHI#A 7 min. FH S%URGRIEH 12%5) BBl 4
SDS-PAGE HEHZ, % [THLIKTE 120 V FilE4T 1.5 ho (i F% o
Wrse il R-250 Qe e e ta, SR (I i it B 2

IR

()5 £ EN il (Western-Blot) 73 M7

INETATAR, FH SDS-PAGE 4> & ke, %R T
Iblot2 s ERIC AR IR TR I, A% AT ) 4 min, K5
L 1:20000 (V: V)R B B0 22 S EHL IS B 1:10000 (V: V)
B R Z s PSS — PRI E | h, RS
1:20000 (V:W)Hi R HRP-FEHi 4 1gG 5% 1:5000 (V: V)i ke
1) HRP-Sebii K B 1gG /E W58 —HiAE =W M E 1 h, M
LK PRI, 18 Western Blot {2 & GIEY), ¥ PVDF
Wt 60 s, SRJE FEERE BUGASUHAR BIS
1.2.4 % ELISA & B4M F ik %

(1)Je.0» ELISA FAK ML)

it 2 BT M B A R 2 5 BB I 3 E AT %, [
Bf SR FH A R B4 B bR B E AT R AR E &, A/ HWT
ELISA /7.

FHBRIRER 22 0P (0.01 mol/L, pH 9.6)F B¢t £ Ta it
ML VE20E MU, A 96 FLEGFRtRH, HFL 100 uL, 4 °C
I - 2R)5 1 PBST (0.01 mol/L PBS 7 0.05%H:i&-20,
pH=7. WP 3K, FFL 300 uL, FHK S min, FEVE
W, TEOKA L EARRIN T, ZRNTRGRS RS LR
sS4l . il 1% BSA $14, 37 °CIRE 2 h 245, WEdAT
Ji, BALIA 100 pL FRAEVE R FIRA U
PBST /£ X} HR), 37 °CHEE 1 h J5 R0 T, L ELLImA
100 pL 35 44k B2 1Y IR 2 UL, 37 °CIFF 1 h 5k
T, ZREEFLINA 100 pL B — & 5 R P
TR, #£ 37 °C/IL 1 h JGEEUEAAT, TMB IR R B 6
10 min, /5 A 2 mol/L H,SO, K& 1k i, WiE
450~630 nm H} OD {8,

QPR TAEWE B E

BWE 12 NAFEFEEE, 5. 10, 25, 50, 100,
250, 500. 750, 1000, 2000, 5000 ng/mL)HJ4EFbRAER,
BRI LR, ARk Pl Pkat, o B 4tk
FRIARE LAEW BEYE I, # e a7 AR EE AR
HERM LR A T AR
1.2.5 %3 ELISA & 242 7 i 69 &4 db

(DEAHPUAR . RBTIR TAR M e 8E

MRS SCHk P BLISA A6 I 7 vk i TRk A Ak,
H PBST Zwi B2 Byl miE, Bt R
(1:10000, 1:20000., 1:40000, 1:50000, 1:80000. 1:160000)
(V:v), H PBST F K R Z B M35 (1:4000., 1:6000, 1:8000
1:10000. 1:20000. 1:40000. 1:80000) (V:¥), HRP-FEHHRL
RZE 1:30000 (V:V)BEATKEN ARG, Ok e A A
BE. 750 ng/mL MRRFE A WAE M BAESL, F PBST
SR AE N B T BREL, MREEHIE PN (EECRET, Ntk
TARWREE . PIN {E=P {E(FRPEAE)/N (HFAPHEE B ).

QB AERMPTAR . HRP-BEbR P TAEMREE A 16 3%

R 1.2.5 (DT E AP . AP Sk T AR
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e, Xt HRP-fe i K B A B vk B b4 70 i . I PBST
TR K B2 SE eI I (1:5000, 1:10000, 1:20000) (V:7),
HRP-FEFRHLAA F (1:10000, 1:20000, 1:30000, 1:40000
1:60000) (V: V)BEATHI . FH 750 ng/mL B4R T2 A IERAE
o BAYEFL, PBST FOE B BAYE, WiE OD {A, #dsHe
PIN AR RES, R TR

)& R Ak

TETUARBAE TAEHR B S50, RAT 1.2.4 ()T 2038
A3 SRS & BT IR (30, 45, 60 min) ., AS LA & At ]
(30, 45. 60 min). FFAR_PLIFF HFHI(30. 45, 60 min).
TMB B AHFE (8, 10, 12 min) B TH0L5EE . /] 10,
25, 50, 100, 250, 500, 750 ng/mL [RIFE T3 BB B
SEARERNZE, MRIEFRERZ AT OD {H MRS M 2 i
BAEOL, 0 S I B A
1.2.6 7 iEF RN AR

#4E ( Eurachem Guide ) "% 7 5 PFAk 520> ELISA
REUE | FRbE ORI T

(DR

R AR H FR (limit of detection, LOD)F15E & [
(limit of quantitation, LOQ), LOD #l LOQ =45l 10 4
25 OD fAREME M L 3 fiFsk 10 fEARifEZ S OD
=BG Y ASE N7 597 o A B 1 PO R e ] il o = M
LOD £ LOQ.

()N B2 525

HEPISL8e: KRR B B AP0, 10, 25, 50,
100, 250, 500, 750 ng/mL), % & 5 NEEFLIMALR—
ELISA # |, % H OD {EMZS HFrUEZE(S).

eI ST B2 dFF TR FRIE, %L 10d, BIR
FARME 5 W, ML OD (EFF T H A (FRIEZE(S) .
Fie BN 20 (1) TG HE P9 A 25 2 1 AH X B AE AR 22 (relative
standard deviation, RSDr)Fl#tt [8] 45 25 & 1Y A0 X B U i 22
RSDR,
PRz
SFEME

RSDr (RSDR) =

Q) FRSEIESLS

PR AR SV 30 3 58 SRR I o T PRAZ Rk . AR
PSR A A PR BEAR, B4 NE L KE,
FE IR 1.2.1 (1 )5 R O U 2R 11, BCA R & i T 2R
BB, SR A PBST # B 1000 ng/mL, PBST 1 A BA M%)
MR, FBTIE. ELISA dEA, 435045 21X B A4 W B
. 28 U IR LG EE(E Dy P, FITEFL PBST 1)
WOLEEAE A N, i PIN> 2 I, JUBERT % ELISA 6 Jr 2%
VLR AT 28 SR

(4)HERfGPESE 5

1L WA T DR SRR PR % BLISA Jr ik i Emf b
¥ 3 FASHRTHEYWT. ma. BT, R
1 g EWIREIM A BAAF N 5 mL i PBST (pH=7.4)"F, FH#2H

x 100% 1)

RN MR FIR G o BUR BRI Indr, (82 iRtk &
20, 300, 600 ng/mL., FEER NIRIEREIFE 1 h, K5
10000 r/min #.0> 10 minJ&, WCE3EW, F ELISA J7ikfi,
FABEEL 3 W, THEMS LRI EE, Frie it
Q)i RICR .
o SEBRR A
EHCE = e
1.2.7 A FR AN
K AATZ.C ELISA J7ikXT 18 i & & bl ke,
IR HAE R 5 S R RR A5 B B LAV 207 TR B R
FAME . B2 AR RS ELISA J7 BaAe 45 5 FIAR 2515 5
SR RPRE, PR SR SR R . &
B BUR MBS AT LU —2 0 3 2K, drie S AT
HHUREMES . WACHERSTREANER. K
FESE SR, AKCREESL L RYR. e, ER L S
. . MK, BFRS . RFEREY T, R
FHE BRFR IR, L. B AL . Y
E . RIREHITEE, RIGHE 1.2.1 PRRBCE IR GE
U, 350 FHAS 0 ELISA 7 it A, MR b v i &
ol A I 5 SR A T R AT o

2 HR55%

21 ZRERMIBNFFFMESHR

K Western-Blot % 6 Z2 T L3 Fl R 2P 1L 1 4517
FERAESHT, VEEATRE SR R AR U N ) 8 AR
HHEE VBRI T8 SR N P S50 . Z5 SRR 1 s .

& 1A HEEEL 9 AR EE 8 /) SDS-PAGE &
T, RRNUKIE IR (A RERS AL S R Y R B U i
X FHEAS %R BEwMEhmis e ks, &
AR RPN E S HEFHEONLS SEESE 9~
70 kDa Yo [EIN, HA R EZL A Cora 6, 9. 10, 117
RS G L RPUMGS P PUAR S F O RALT 35 kDa 247
B HLE AR, Sk, EEFUR . B REIR R AR
B E, M5 B E AR 1B). BN,
KEBPUME Sk, FFOR ., BERR | MR AN S
55, WS ARE B L5 5 (K 10), SR 2 R M
Hh 5 A R R R A B VA A S SO B R, RS AE
SRS, HAE SO Zeaii A BRAE RS 403 1, PRI AE AL
Piders ELISA Rl i rpoAS S ) Hoph 28 1, ke KR
I T ST A ELISA AGHI 5 5 A1 BE 1 RS
2.2 3l ELISA EE&NGENEIL S
2.2.1  AFRIAR AR M AR 89 F 2

BT MR R E N 0.005., 0.010, 0.050,
0.100.,0.250.0.500 F1 1.000 pg/mL, FRIFLIAIE(1:50000) (V:V)
s T A BRI LY (1:10000) (V2 V)43 B 4l AR 470 (A F G Ty
il b e 0> ELISA SE56, SEIe4h R LA 2,

x 100% 2)
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PE: A O FIE 10 SDS-PAGE HUVKFEL i B: % SBR[ S0 S B ED T C: L5 9 i xR g LK ) e 3 P
B M Marker; 1 BETHUEE (1 20 RORHLBE T 30 JFOJUHIEE 1T 40 A (MBS eI 1 6 BA R L 72 IEEHIE 1)
8: MEHUHLERIT; 9: FEAKIE L.

19 FlOR[E R G4 SDS-PAGE 45 SR KRBT AR A 45 57

P 2 SR

Fig.1 SDS-PAGE results of 9 kinds of different nuts and specific results of 2 strains of antibodies

. ¥=0.3331In(X)+1.9073, *=0.9864
¥=0.32671In(X)+1.9935, r*=0.9797

— Rt

0.0 1 1 1 1 1
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Log (B3 SR R R )/ (ng/mL)

B2 2 FZ st g B

Fig.2 Pairing of 2 kinds of polyclonal antiserums

2 FPECXT S, OD fH AR 2 bifi % 4 J5t ik B 1 33 i i 1
e AR R YT IE AE h AR U RS, KPEBLA AR
17=0.9864, 1Ml LT I 375 75 M 4 R R B, 2R LA 45 R
17=0.9797, S I VR R il AR PR 09 28 VE 1004 R BE T A
FeI AN By SO AT . BOK S 2 e P IM 1 S 9k
> ELISA R 7 ik (i gk Buik, B2 sa e Iy 1 o AG i
Pk,

[7i o 37 RO e ELA M G R bR v BV T (10, 25
50, 100, 250, 500, 750 ng/mL), 3% 7 N5k 19T
JUSAE A ELISA Rl Jr ik bR DT R BE .

222 FARMKIR. AW AR TAE IR 6 T
25 FIRES RNIZE S OD {H¥4E 0.007~0.01 Z[W)(45
WA, RUIRFEHHGUA . BTN TR AT
RrZE 5= AR PR . 36 1 S5R, ST
FEAEECK 10000 B, RAHTIAFE FEREECR 10000 F58T, s
BRI ZE R AR PN BoK, BoRfE R 314.429, (HIILiE
PRI 1:10000 (V:7), KEHTA 1:10000 (V- V)RR
223 FRAEAEM IR, HRP-BEAF =40 TAEIRZ 69 4 2
25 FARES ORI ES R OD {EH47E 0.007~0.012 Z [1)(4
RBAGIH, RARFRRGUA . KGR TAEREAR
SN R 25 SR = A A PR RS IR . 38 2 45 B, HRP-Fr
Jmi%r“ HIARAbXS PINAEAR LR IR R, 1T R FRhs 4L
R AR ORHER, il B as%, KR bwE sk
fiE o SR AAFRE R 10000 A%, HRP-Gedhi K BUF BE 20000 fi
B, PINAE R 213.778, KB KRIE . FIb 2 seBEpi g /e
SRR AR AR AR E N 1:10000 (V- V)R RE, R Tk
P VE R IBTAR A B tE TAEWREE A 1:10000 (V: VG EE,
i HRP-FpbR —HUry TAEMREE Jy 1:20000 (V: )ik
224 RAEMF AT A 69 A
R E LR A DL R PU AR B s, R T T
BERIGOEAL, WE 3 BN, W& 3 R E TR,
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Helk OD {ELZ M 1Tt I 3A S5 REW], BEE I & UM
B, SMAHFEWEER OD {E4 AN, W75 A e 42 x5
R OD EHR AR, FUEEE 5 min EERARINH, (HEH
PRUERTZ S0FE 30 min SEATLZ % h T, M S EKRT
2o S 2 ot e B B R Bl e A XU, O B A
I HR S PR b R BT A BT R TR A, DRI 2 At
5802 5 ) T AR — S R4 i X o i g IR 42
il o MPTIEEE 30 min I, PrEsr i) BELISA bRl £ A2k
PEUS R ERRR m , BOEFEUSURE I 30 min,
Kl 3B A4 R W BEE A DN BT ORI & I ) A, AR T e
JEBUSIT XN OD fECUL ARG I, EIghisEsR, £
HH RGN e A7 5 I TR X A I 5 SRS A A 2 A e A
FIFEACN 5 min B, FEsusk BT oD ek T
1.0, FEOIEN AR E I LR A RER B, IXOCRRRE TR
BT hR T 2SS IS SR A R R o RIS 45 5 B v 26
S LR R, RBTAREE 30 min RIS 25
Kot B 3C HISERKN], BEH HRP-FEbR — B )
O, AR TR B B BB LR OD B I, HL#
R EEACR, [RIRE 2 T bR —hiic iR in B a P IR, B

EH G TR R PR . SIE AR 30 1 45 min B,
Fria B FRUE I Ze ARG R B R A R Y, MR THEE
60 min A AYLRPERLG 45 5 1 24 HRP-%bi K FRFEE 30 min
B A5 20 AR AE - 2R O RPRIE LTI E 45 min, &F8045
HERRARIT SRS R AR . B 3D MZ5 SRR, WEE
TMB & (BT (B 3G, A R0 TR S8 JIr X iz ) OD i A
TS, FWPTECER 3 A A B[R] a5 XA 45 SR 5 i 45
/o MFRHEZR LG RELEL, TMB 5% 8 min i
i i A Ltk 3 2 SR e

BGOSR B K R | 5 F e (R A s )
R 2 A R [H 2 & B A0 E T W F e ELISA
KrAE e, PUEIFE 30 min, 7 MEPUMIERE 30 min,
HRP-%41 KB 45 min Al TMB {4 8 min.
225 AFf&eH L

AJets ELISA i R BUHA £8P 56 R AR e T
B0, 25, 50, 100, 250, 500, 750 ng/mL)Z: AR
WERRZR, WK 4 FrR, LR LM RIS - A
Y=0.4504In(X)+2.1194, #* 3 0.9934, FHIZArifERhLR A4k
PG KRR R

R1 TREFERAE NG TERENRNLEREP/N)

Table 1 Detection results of different working concentrations of captured antibody and detected antibody (P/N)

— EHETSIIRENGE
B (:) Sy
1:10000 1:20000 1:40000 1:50000 1:80000 1:160000
1:4000 241.300 282.250 192.125 146.625 120.875 66.125
1:6000 258.111 240.375 163.500 157.429 99.500 53.500
1:8000 240.222 236.875 191.857 153.429 136.333 63.111
1:10000 314.429 250.143 158.625 148.714 109.143 59.429
1:20000 204.875 193.375 136.500 121.571 71.250 54.750
1:40000 175.000 142.429 99.625 91.286 61.857 34.857
F2 ETERNIE. HRP-EEIR it TIEIRE RN R (P/N)
Table 2 Optimization of antibody detection and HRP-rabbit anti mice concentration (P/N)
. HRP-fthit KFR(V:7)
KB v)
1:10000 1:20000 1:30000 1:40000 1:60000
1:5000 212.438 195.909 140.818 109.455 88.600
1:10000 201.000 213.778 135.400 121.444 84.556
1:20000 192.750 160.889 129.375 97.000 69.250
—0.436In(X)+2.5696, »=0.9920 20 B ~ _
Y=0.44181n88+2.4903, r=09912 | | -1 170.361In(X)+1.9286, r=0.9901
Y=0.44631n(X)+2.3555, r*=0.9932 g : ‘;,"___{.-"I Y=0.329In(X)+1.6885, *=0.9963
gl2f P
— B 30 min 3 A ¥=0.2256In(X)+1.1054, °=0.9940
: a 0.8 . . )
B T4s min 8 — MBS min
e mn R o REPGASEE 30 min
0.0 ! ! ! ! 0.0 I ! I | - KT E 60 min
1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
Log (T3 SRR L)/ (ng/mL) Log (4 T fUR HI¥E )/ (ng/mL)

T A BUISIE T I E B9 P Ak; B AN 4 A0 7 B T Ak
3 Je ELISA 19T AER I
Fig.3 Optimization of sandwich ELISA working time
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24 ~ - .
e _ _ D ¥=0.4336In(X)+2.3344, r=0.99
2.0 o] T204018In(X)+2.1393, P=0.9914 o | 771 7=0.4203In(X)+2.2484, #~0.9903
1.6 I g ¥=0.3839In(X)+2.0468, r*=0.9921

a

- HRP-$g:40 K U & 45 min

g pr 702361In(X)+1.2467, #~0.993 £1.6
" ¥=02361In(X)+1.2467, #=0.993 212

— HRP-AHA BFE 30 min® o [

— TMBE {48 min
= TMBE 4,10 min
--. TMBE 5,12 min

0.0 I I I 1
1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

Log (B F-RHBS YR EE ) (ng/mL)

E: C WbR P TARRT R A0 AL D: TMB 2 (I R A A 1L -
3(8:) Yo ELISA iy TAER a1k
Fig.3 Optimization of sandwich ELISA working time

0.0 L L ' | ... HRP-$a#ik EUREH 60 mi
1.0 15 20 25 30 R BIFER 60 min
Log (B UF ¥R )/ (ng/mL)
25T y=0.4504In(X)+2.1194

=0.9934
2.0
£15
<
g8 10
0.5
00 1 L 1 1

1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

Log (i SR A BT 2 ¥R FE )/ (ng/mL)

3.0

4 Jets ELISA Hbrifiih 2k
Fig.4 Standard curve of sandwich ELISA

2.3 il ELISA #3575 X893
231 RHEEFHRZER

& 1.2.6 (1) LOD. LOQ &Ik, ABFsEs
i) ELISA 7419 LOD % LOQ 4344 0.1, 10 ng/mL, il
T 10~750 ng/mL, A6 2 fRE 2 T £ it b o 5%
BRIy V3 R g — A e S B, — R ERARL A ARG ik vl
DIAGHI #) 13 tk: B KSPAR T5 & e U sz i i U
o7 P (L, B SCHRFRAE, 1 mg #R T2 5 [ R G s ) i
MR, BA KR S8 i S B E Hpb SOk b T
BT ELISA Kl ik iR A 0.2~1.2 mg/kgt®” 2,
AHIFFER ELISA i Jr ik () s 0] B B 376 A1 ol Sk bk
AR LOD. fH 7% JEFIFESBRAR SR i AT SR
o0, MFIF R BRI 74k, LOD ZRZATHENT. Jnai AT ik

ez Jy 5w BEME LAWE R EESK, MASAFSR T & ELISA (W
LOD 7 0.1 ng/mL, RILL R HATS% BIE -2k, [
BERSASIN 20 16 i o A Sl AR U
232 AMBEHSH

MR B AT, $0E 1.2.6 (Q)H Sk kit T
e, AHEESCE, S5ERE 3. ARIEEESILER S
AR SR A ELISA 600 it bR v 5 vk M BE SR,
RSDr /N T 20%, RSDR Ji/INT 30%23) . 76 AH [ 43t 30 Fl
LIS T F—20 5 M Ab A S R B E . Wk 3
iR, PSS BB 3.64%~11.30%3E N, FHIHS &
1o A I A S R A R A 22 B TR A ) S 56 2%
PR FE R RIS 2 diFAT— W E, £ 10 d, AR AR
S RBLE AL 6.75%~11.17%MEE N . A0 ELISA
Dy X — R, TERRUEALSEEG AR HAT BN AR Ak,
I A B g A v ek 0 vl B A
233 4FAEER M

R 45 X A - 3 D % [ D R AT 2R A R 2R A T
RIROFOR . Bk, A5, B4 . RESBEFREH
JR R e i TR, 3 S [ Y5 AR 1 T AR ARG I e 11 R
B AR BL P e U5 1 EE 1, R B2 SR AT T R 23 PR
ELISA B, PRI TE R ST ELISA BHPAL W 1E 1958 LR
PERk BAS I N EE R 1000 ng/mL HAZAE MRS BB
M= AL RO BER, A, NE. KRERE L
1 SR A SR U R TEAL 2 0 ELISA A6 7 vk i 4 Sk, 2%
RINFE 4 B,

%3 Sl ELISA BB E T

Table 3 Precision evaluation of sandwich ELISA

A - e 2% el 2
PR R LR (ng/mL) (YA hR1E22)/ (ng/mL) RSDrs/% CE¥IEEAR 2 )/ (ng/mL) RSDRs/%
10 9.68+0.96 11.30 10.01+£0.96 11.17
25 23.3242.55 6.30 22.80+3.95 9.42
50 52.06+7.66 6.11 54.55+15.41 10.11
100 126.83+16.19 3.80 115.81+37.31 10.27
250 251.68+37.72 3.64 282.64+82.99 7.85
500 428.11+81.86 4.06 452.93+133.39 6.75
750 823.84+214.79 5.38 812.87+299.54 8.19




LERE Ul

BL R, G5 BRSO T e O IR S WK B 7 122 O el v K vy 117

x4 BTSHMMEMBREQNAID ELISA HfSH
WG
Table 4 Specificity assessment of hazelnut and other crude
extracted proteins for sandwich ELISA

LX) PIN fH oD f
1tk 12.97 0.130
M3 0.88 0.007
i SR 1.63 0.015
/N 0.63 0.005
oy 0.95 0.007
PARIINE S 0.74 0.007
WEEWN 1.33 0.012
1etE 0.74 0.007
INEE 0.90 0.006
KE 0.67 0.007

4 (LR FI, AJe. ELISA Ky i s X
Ve F 8 E I R RS R R P, AU 2R B R A Bk
ELISA A& B P/N (AT 2.0, LI LR, (HH
OD fH/NF 0.15, PN F 25 FUER AR, 28 FIHE/D
F 0.01(FERAII), FBAZHE ST 1Y 58 X Mg
GRS . T ELISA Kl Al iy 25 Rt 5 i iy PIN
{EHIEAET 2.0, BAIA OD (EHFIZIET 0.1, KA
R FETE, UAHAI% ELISA R 7 vk i e S 1k B 47
SCHR BT EEST MR T ELISA Jyik SRR . Bibk, EgR
LA AR R A 58 ORI P, AT 5 T A
S ELISA Kl 7 b Kt 42 o 73l & e b . 7
BT S R R R SN T PR RE
i, B LI T PP A T A g At R SR R A S I 2 A
{AAE ELISA A0 rh & 400 +45 A, #El2E i F ELISA
R 7 5 A L X S R A — 8 AR b BRI A i 1R g
PUARTEAE T 50 4 28

2.4 ELISA M5 EERMPHISEA
241 EEFZHRER

HEGIE ELISA A7 3k M vERT I, A0 BT i
ME, it . BRYS 3 AR ESHETFRO AL, JEAEX 3 Fh gl L
20, 300 1 600 ng/mL 45T it ik BE bR+ 2 iR Al B
JEHEA T S . S5 5 B, FEMIMES, AR T
HEEICEER 97.61%~114.77%. FERAT, WINEFEE
B IR Sy 83.47%~115.18%. TERRWSH, HSANEE 1y allk
BN 87.28%~112.36%, MRIEEESHib2ER S &
XF LB ELISA A6 I 4 b v 75 12 M il 2 SR [l Wi 3 1y A
50%%! 150%2 8], A ety ELISA J7 i e ix—Esk, #
R AIE 0 ELISA 5 AR Ao [l R A i
AL BRI AT BEAF RS T T4, B mfE b 7
PEMN 5 B T BB TP B A7 HE T ARSI & R B 1) 42 H
Py AR B AR S R ERE 01, Rl TR 2
A O TR A2 ARG P, I R ARSI 4 R HA 3 b
SRR RGN A [ i ST AR PR, T R ISCRTE R K,

T HAM L R Z G Y ETE MR, TeEh Fias
BT TR RS, PN I3 e e AR R A G A
W EERE A AR, BN (45 [ B AR R AT
FEP0N I TR 2 SR i R A5 R A A S R
UNSEHTEERR A, TR ORI 25 R A .
242 AFRmAMLER

T BAEAS BLISA J5 ik ks, ZEmim R T
18 PR & A TR . BCSE A AR R 25 SR B R AT
B iR, T F BRI RE R, &
PRl SR L S iT A — 240 3 28, dRic &Rl
BRI A AR S BT RE S A P b Ak 6, X
HR B BAERE S 35 A AN 1) 7 26 1 BOAEAE

gELNER 6 R, 1 8 FhAMudE FAREAR S AT
HUR R PSR & Rl B B, F8Hi% ELISA
I 5 VAR S 6 i AR AT e 2R R A L FE S PR AT
A BT R U B T BRI B T AR U AR AE,
FHIZ ELISA £l 77 i AR & et . hide S Fhdnss
Pl BB AERE TR R, A 1 A BRI R, AT Rk
RO R i SE B AR T, WA AT RELE I TR
rh A PR R TR SR B TS e B, S T e U AG
Xof F WAL S P R U R XS IR, Ak
> ELISA J5 3 AT LU FH K60 U b (R 10 SR,
FERERSAIN T £ & S AR A R T R &

3 FHi5iie

ABFF N T — R Ie 0 ELISA Jris, HITRisk
T AT SPURN TARERREE, Hrh bt i s e Ak
Bk 1:10000 FERE, BBTMIEVEARIIGLA 1:10000(V: V)Hi
F&, HRP-HHT KB 1:20000 (V- ke A, X414
BrEEAL, PRI E 30 min, APLIAIEE 30 min, HRP-
PR FUFE 45 min, TMB (% 8 min. % ELISA #1757
DA R | R R, HLDAARIE I A Y Z e bt
AR 2 ELISA BIRIFR(1 pg/mLYIE 100 LA F ., 7Efr it
J R S LR LR 80%31) 120%2 Ja), HHEN | L] 285 &
BE/INT 15%, 127 R MHERRPE | K% BRI 2 2K . JPRE
AT 1 W T SE R RGN, AT K T B A A R
ARSI, (56 B A 7 ik vl DAAS 2 R 30 45 S o T R Y
TR TR, XL SRR, AJels ELISA JiikE—F
AIEERI vk, TR FF T B, DA R TS 2
R, RO B 4 4k

PO Uk B 2 T BUE (145 W IR, PR TR
SO AR R BT IR, T A G 3 G 0 0 £ 4 o R . T
AR e U TR A B U S B D BT A A,
A SARBURGE S W EZA, SRR TR
FHBURMIRA R OE PR, PR MRS T A %
M HERAPE . RIRE T HU B TR S B A XURS o %5 T8
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13 E

Ve BESTR IR B XURS:, ASWFSE R T 2 s REf A <7
ORI 7 1%, A5 AT 138 A 5 SUBCE, A 5 ik
18 S A T At ELISA K 7 vk, [a] s AR b 75 4
T A A RN ] o A, AT SR ST A AT R,
ol /> (57 T B % S 0 ) I ) e 2 i AL I 0% . Bt =2
S, AESEAT IR A S I A B S RO 9 A7 7E,

HOR R AR AR, IR oAk, ATREE I £ dh
FE 5T Y 52 2 4 o3 22 8] x5 A AR AT P O 5 e 2o ARt Y
R, I L 5T 26 43 A I R B A8 R T Ry
TR Ao RS U B 52 0 o T LAAE S I B BIE S Hh T 3 o
X it S JE AN D R R A o T R B
W] B BIF 5

%5 i ELISA HUERMEITEE
Table 5 Accuracy evaluation of sandwich ELISA

i [iig) 7yl
VSN VR B /(ng/mL) [N /% A5 ZEU% IR /% A5 ZEU% [BICER /% A5 ZEU%
600 114.77 7.87 83.47 4.19 87.28 6.54
300 104.48 4.83 115.18 6.92 103.35 5.93
20 97.61 5.30 92.1 5.16 112.36 6.12
0 ND ND ND
I ND: KA.

%+ 6 AL ELISA HELRSETFIEHENSERNER

Table 6 Determination of soybean allergens in commercial food

by sandwich ELISA
MR, Wi U =
/(ng/mL)
AR s
415 ND
KSRGSk ND
Rk ND
e ND
3 ND
WEYET ND
VB ND
HBF7K ND
Fr&s & AT HUR
T30 0.760.22
HeF il 0.56+0.13
BT 0.52+0.11
PTG 51k 0.62+0.18
HFFL 1.98+0.53
AIRE S B R T SR (R A br v IR A1)
TX 4 ND
AT T <LOQ
X AR <LOQ
A= e e ND
R L 0.23+0.07

W g5 R RN R ERR #E 22 (n=3); LOQ=10 ng/mL; ND: £

Zi L, AWETERI AL TR BB ST O
ELISA E ANy %, X ETWIRe il o i S0 ) DR AG:
IR e A BN A, A — e AR RS A0S A (L
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