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# OE: BN 2 IREESMRIENT R ENT 8 2 (colloidal gold lateral flow assay, CG-LFA) 4= 95+
Hb ZEKHi (dexamethasone, DMS)H %, FiE  AWFFT I DMS 5L ATE 3L F i & 2o, (MIREiAE
il e PR, Ll shn e MANEmA TG, H4 3 PREATEHEHI /A (monoclonal antibody, mAb): mAb 2H1 |

mAb 1B6 #l mAb 2B6. it R FEH L M4 CG ARicHiiA NI, @b DMS AR IAR Sl 4 446
oriidrik . BRI, B mAb 1B6 MM IRILHLIA, I CG-LFA, THZ{E N 0.20 ng/mL, FXHilHk
J# (half maximal inhibitory concentration, 1Cso)’& 0.07 ng/mL. 5 3 FhgiHySS iP5 {th K45 (betamethasone,
BTM) . % & "] 19 #2 (fluorohydrocortisone, FDC) . & 1k A ¥ #2 (hydrocortisone, HDC) [ 3¢ L [ b % Ky
3.9%~13.4%, GHAGEM S TSR, FFE S AR IR 92.4%~102.8%, fi filAs HiBR (limit of
detection, LOD)} 0.05 pg/kg, €53 AW AY DMS S ik A B R . REUE 54 S, fe
35 /2 4= W rh DMS (19 337 DR G 25K
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Determination of dexamethasone in milk by colloidal gold lateral flow assay
FAN Meng-Zhuo, HUANG Xian-Qing, SONG Lian-Jun, BU Tong, ZHANG Xi-Ya'

(School of Food Science and Technology, Henan Agricultural University, Zhengzhou 450002, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To develop a method for the detection of dexamethasone (DMS) in milk by colloidal gold
lateral flow assay (CG-LFA). Methods In this study, active groups were introduced from the hydroxyl groups of
DMS to prepare haptens, and complete antigens were prepared by coupling carrier proteins. After animal
immunization and cell fusion screening, 3 monoclonal antibodies (mAbs)—mAb 2HI1, mAb 1B6 and mAb
2B6—were produced. Finally, the CG-labeled antibodies were immobilized as probes using electrostatic adsorption,
establishing a colloidal gold method for detecting DMS in milk. Results After evaluation, mAb 1B6 was selected as
the optimal antibody to establish CG-LFA, with a cut-off value of 0.20 ng/mL and a half maximal inhibitory
concentration (ICso) of 0.07 ng/mL. Moreover, the cross-reactivity with 3 kinds of structurally similar betamethasone

(BTM), fluorohydrocortisone (FDC) and hydrocortisone (HDC) ranged from 3.9% to 13.4%, and there was no
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cross-reactivity with the other common hormones. The recoveries of real samples spiked with DMS were in the range of
92.4%-102.8%, and the limit of detection (LOD) was 0.05 pg/kg. Conclusion The DMS established in this study is

characterized by simplicity of operation and high sensitivity, which is capable of meeting the requirements for rapid

on-site detection of DMS in milk.

KEY WORDS: milk; dexamethasone; monoclonal antibodies; colloidal gold; lateral flow assay
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b ZE KA (dexamethasone, DMS)YE Sk — i SiHi f2 i
WEG TN CupHpFO), B EMPIRD | BT B8
FAC Pk B A AR AR AN, Bz R T R ORI R
it S s R AL P i Ah, DMS S5 2EW: A bk
¥ (betamethasone, BTM) ., 9 & ] A2 (fluorohydrocortisone,
FDC) A AL BT f#A (hydrocortisone, HDC)(& 1)t 7] F T4
IR T IR R PR, SR, R TR S 2y
WIS AR AW AT, 259 v] Rl A ik AR %, 3L
DMS 5&EU, DMS 5% 53 XU RO R B4 LR
FRELE R U, EAEINEE FAR R BT AR . 5K H T
i, HEHARSKEEEERET L Wik, RS
A E AR M TR bR, IKHZE R SME T DMS
SR Y B KR B B, JFIESH 2 pg/ke, JILIAIFH'EF R
SRR 0.75 pg/kg, WIh 0.3 pg/kg. BEA A SUR
FIAELLHER . AR EEh DMS 195Kk R R
1w 1.0 pg/kg, FFER 2.0 ng/kg, MLAHA 1.0 png/kg, 443
H0.3 pe/kgt' B FREAO 235 S, . B S
A Y DMS % B IR R 0.75 pa/kg, IR 2 pe/ke, 4-15
M 0.3 pg/kg!'l DR, PREE . RGN AEY5H DMS S
T F PRI P14 S B il

FDC HDC

Kl 1 DMS K ILA5H2 I 4ty
Fig.1 DMS and its structural analogs

MRTER SR L DMS Bk B AR I T B 2
ARALEE BTG S W AR FEAER S HT s, AR
g B H 5 BB AR i s b r . SR

T AR AR (0 AR R A0 DU E 3 & P 1 DMS 7T Pk g 1A T
BRER, AP RCRILS, K R BUE A 1.0~2.0 pg/mL, F
IRy 85.41%~95.20%. it & 4 45UVt A i AR AH £
TE- BRI TR E & 7 A DMS BRE, BRI R
BEFNMERPE, A5 FR(limit of detection, LOD)Y 2.7~3.4 pg/kg,
SRRy 79.3%~105.8%. 16 0T 45O FVE A €0 335 - HR Bk
FiigH AR X DMS . BTM FIf &R A E1 T 2 5% f 43041, LOD
0.5 ug/kg, EREEH 2.0 pgkg, WICELE 77.6%~97.9%
b 1 2 0 I B 9N U R S 7 . /A Sl 0 5 ER e
T - JO R AR HP R AR A5 AT A R AR S S 8,
T RBUERTIE 0.08 pg/ke, [FECRTE 65.7%~85.7%2
(o FTOL, sl vk BA e R R FI T S i 25 R . AHXT
ME, FETHUR-BUA RN S 4B ids B T TR .
AR R [RL A, AR R — Rt R AR B3 PR 0 2 )
R RS2 WG, R A BT 1k 43 S T BK B 9 7 (enzyme
linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA)FIyE )2 Hri% (lateral
flow assay, LFA), Vdovenko Z£P2F % T —Fifk 2 ke Gk
4 3% F5 AR (chemiluminescent-enzyme linked immunosorbent
assay, CL-ELISA)K:ll DMS, % J5 ¥ 1E 0.08~9.30 ng/mL i
LN L B RPN G R, ICso 35 0.9 ng/mL, X /- WHRESA
Rl [E1 5l 82%~142% . Wang 252 id 4% DMS 3%
FABR BT (succinic anhydride, HS)fTA: ¥l £ b &5 hr 5 2
veREHUA, I 1Cs BAE MK 0.095 ng/mL, 48 LA H
WA 4 RS2 T B 2B 3 A i, AEFLah A I ip SE Bl T
0.5 ng/mL MUTHZRAN . TSR BT 2 e IR
A4 ) DMS 5 B HE TR A 1 7575, ICso 4 0.24 ng/mL,
THZRAE A 1.0 ng/mL, LOD 4 0.07 ng/mL. Kk, Gty
PRSI BT, A R PR T SR T A AL
HARTF B

AW BFEE L AE DMS BRI | AT MR ARE
BeEBLUE, S5EAEAMBKEG Kb, & R 80
DMS HTiEpiIA, BiFEHH CG bridhill, M —Fh
falff . SR H REAY CG-LFA, T & %0k i 4= 15 o fY
DMS, M4 DMS 5% B8 1 37 b s A I A1k 5 R
X

1 MR5ERZE

1.1 #R5EF
P BALB/c /)N U M AL 4506 S 3856 Y, %
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I 58 G 45 A7 0] B 48 B 2 R T 18 A 7V R UE [ S
SCXK(#)2019-0002]. sh4 525575 58 4K g Mk K~
SFACHZE 0L 2 HEAIEHE S - HNND2024031305).

PR PR E 11 mg/mL, FEFRC A YR
R A, -2 FE-(3- = FF 3k 210 38 T3 36 ) Al Tk — 0 i
(ethyldimethylaminopropyl carbodiimide, EDC) \ N-#2 2471 ¢
B% 1 Wt W B (hydroxy-2,5-dioxopyrrolidine-3-sulfonicacid
sodium salt, NHS). ZFIfi ¥ & 1 (bovine serum albumin,
BSA). DMS #rifEdh . BTM #rifidh . FDC #RifEdh . HDC
FRyESh . ME R (178-estradiol, E2)ARifE S . W =B (estriol,
E3)RE S . 220 (progesterone, P4)FRE S . WERH (estrone, E1)
PrufEdh . HS 95 IR 58 A0 (LR = 99%, 36 Sigma 23 +]);
CIfE . WEBE, nhiE-20, BERRE AN, BRI . SILE . "
el B — U (T ali, [ 24 AL 27 iR A BR A W),
WK AR (ML E i At it A B R ); SR 2 M (polyvinyl
chloride, PVO)JIEHR . A1 5 ( BB An A YRR BR ),
FAEER =40 . U A BR(99%, LikTHi T A FRA Al);
TR £T 4k 2% (nitrocellulose, NC)E (Il Sk G RE RO A FR A ));
Al K (T M Bk i e AR AT BR 2 W) W TR R 22 b
(phosphate buffer saline, PBS)(7.9 g & b4, 0.2 g S ALET,
0.24 g BRI 1.8 g BERRE 4N, AT 1000 mL #B4liK,
A i); PBS--1i 20 157 (PBS Tween-20, PBST)(J1] 1000 mL PBS
FRHIA 500 pL nkiR-20, HikEs), Ad).

12 HF5RE

Sorvall Contifuge Stratos Centrifuge /5 3 3 % 55O L
Thermo Scientific Vanquish UPLC %4t . Thermo Scientific TSQ
Altis = PUMATFi%{% . Hypersil GOLD Cg #:(2.1 mmx
30 mm, 5 um) (3€ [# Thermo Fisher Scientific /A #]); RCT
TP FEHLEERE KA 2 A]); Cubis® IT 5 73 B KT
(K5 0.001 mg, FEFEZEZFINIA F); MD-600 EHRiEEL
(P AL A= R AT BRZY ), BGZ-240  FL ARG K T-HRHIL
(PRSI A BRZA FD); HGSS10 il s £ A (heHH i i
BA PR A); KQ-100DE 7 75 P i v i (B L i B A A
#n A PR w]); 2ZQ2002 R il A S VIHL( L SR E R}
HATRAFD; XW-80A T ibs R i (9t 3T i 7 A FR 2>
Al); UV-2550 25011 W36 B3t (H A Shimadzu 23 7))

H-600 % 5 B, 7 8. #4085 ( H A% Hitachi 23 ]); ZSU 3200 Zeta
LA A3 BT AL (08 T 2R S )
1.3 KWHE
1.3.1 FREETEIRIE R

TEEUDMS 1 19 SRS | ATEVERERA, il hi ),
AR LA 2, BARERUNTR : B 80 mg DMS Fl 150 mg
HS ¥ F 10 mL JE/KMERER W, 50 °CIU; 24 h. Bl 5 TiEZE
ZBRmEnE, BRI P

SRR G TR R S 3R 1 BSA UEAT IR
AT : 130 mg BSA ¥ T 20 mL 0.01 mol/L PBS H1;
# 46 mg FHiJF(0.1 mmol/L).40 mg EDC (0.2 mmol/L),30 mg
NHS (0.2 mmol/L)# f#7E 2 mL 4 N,N-_ 1 5 1 e fiie b, 4t
PR . BESS 8000 r/min .0 10 min, iEZRFEMARIE
HEWH, 4 cCREN IR . FiJG FIETE 0.01 mol/L PBS
thiEbT 3 d, BDAT45 3305 DMS-HS-BSA.
1.3.2 # ARG R RLET

Xt 8 JElfY) BALB/c /NRUEF T 00, Sy it sl IS %
k261 R B KT, LIS R 4
WHURSRE 7 d J5, 38 52 K EE A R S 50 2 N B v
AR, G800y B RIS B S - R A ELISA Fll icELISA
3 ARG 375 AR B BT REE ARR E . ASBIESE ABE
MRS FII0 I ZE A TR AR e o 3L/ BN A5 - R 2
MOHEATRLA, 28 3 %0 v R O 16 AR AR 2 28 T8 At ik o
T 2038 1 R I T S AR S S A A R B e B B A, IR AR K
HEATHUR A4 @ icELISA APk R R, it
iELISA 1145 5£ M1 Jj (affinity constant, k,).
133 CG ##) & B F A

KRR AR ki 4 CG IR 155, 4 100 mL
LKA 250 mL Z8itbelfirh, Zomdi k2 b is o<
WkE)n, MR POER A 2% A S RRER 1 mL, FFEnk
PoFE 2 min J5, MIA 4% IR = 8RR 750 pL. AR
PN, IR EIR AR AR E . R, 2 min NIRARE NN
ZLh, QRELINEY 8 min., #F I INAVE R I E SR, AL
JKZE 100 mL, fFHT 4 °C# M,

LS T T A PR M ) B € R T R, SR T A G T LV
TR, AR RUTHY CG POk, 25 00 B UL,
@R, W% CG ol U TRt

EDC, NHS

BSA

2 SRR LA

Fig.2 Roadmap of complete antigen synthesis
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SRAZIMHORETE, MR A(DPHEE CG Bz,
Y=0.4271X+514.56 (1)

K Yo CG MR SO IE B R K X8 CG
RIRLAE, nm,

AHFFE I 3 1 5 L BB CG A TRAE, HARE
BRQUR: ALl CG #i R, B 10 min J&, 4§ 10 uL
TR NS TEM 48 X _E QR IR 200 H i), HAET
JEEAE TR U T TEM ZRAE
1.3.4 ARiBAk % pH 841K

AHIFSE I 1 R R MR AR IO BT, 5T pH R E T H
EVERVER , A HEE 2. 4. 6. 8, 10 uL 4 0.1 mol/L
KoCO; B CG H MBIV pHe A0SR AT/ H Rk R
B, CG-mAb I REST AN BUTE IS, X ETEH N
2 CG HR M pH /NSRS AN, PURMI CGHg4
T IR M2 i M S ST Y 2 AR PO
1.3.5 CG-mAb 894 & & %k 4E

1E 1 mLCG TR 8 uL KoCOs IR, MG HIA 8 ug
B mAb BG4S, WE 20 25 min Ji, FEAILA 30 ul A9 10%
BSA BRI 15 min, FJi5, 8500 r/min 5.0 10 min, %
B, TULREAA 200 uL B9 % HASE] CG-mAD.

AW RBUER MGG R LA Zeta B ML XS
CG-mAb #REFHTRAL, BAPHWT: 435 1| mL CG.
mAb. CG-mAb ¥REHFR T T AR LM, e
KT A 200~700 nm, WL FTIRAS 928 SN IS 1% 1Y)
e R W A R AR, 7345801 mL CG. CG-mAb
PREFR T Ty R SCHLIRR St p, (] Zeta LA
FEHLAL
13.6 KA ugmyE

ABFERA SR WK 3 iR, ¥ DMS-HS-BSA
RIF NC AR AL . 1 1.0 mg/mL =R BE B FH0
REPUE S HIZR . 8 B NC BRI 2R R 45
HIZELL 0.8 uL/om MBI ANE . SR)5, JEFEME . NC
SRR BRI PVC R b, TR
3.2 mm S MIRE R, .

13.7 #nlizs5

] 96 AL AN 8 uL (1 CG-mAb IF#5, 5 200 uL
PBST %% Mg i B (AR 1 S I VRR G - 8 3 min IR T
buikgh G, BRI SAE ARAL, KV 8 min JEWNERE,
B, FH MD-600 S50 T L sk B e i, 45 T F
C MR @R B, WS R A, 2, A C 4R
fa, MRRAPE; 37 C 2R 6, NAIWHRAAE KL
1.3.8 CG-LFA &4H4E1K

TS CG-LFA 1y REGER A DMS, #R4s
AU L 0B R B (B B B HL B0 800) &% DMS

e BE B 9 0.0.07 F10.15 ng/mL B g3 # (inhibition rate,

IR A AR E ] T 5 SavEREIN S o A TR E R I v FE
ok PREH G R A I 1] 5944k, 8 MD-600

LS B G T 6 Lt s, IR e M A Q)AL
IR=(B,—B)/B, (2)
K B NIRRT RM5554E; B MRS T
LI5S H.

R4
é
v
PR

] 0] |

e O v v
DMS  J&{&4: DMSHUE DMSHilk i

3 CG-LFA 53
Fig.3 Schematic diagram of CG-LFA

FLREPFR B (L 1 /e DMS-HS-BSA #ilEh
0.017, 0.023., 0.035 mg/mL, HAS [F]HR BE B A0 I Ja it
Hl AL S5 . i CG-LFA Aligs T 2k 8 5, 3280 T 4k
Fb SR B T IR O e fue O A g e Rk I

bR M= Ak FE R AR R EREE AT,
HUAARIE CG A R I i 2 ] 4 CG-mAb [ — T2
N SPUAR B IR 155, T R8T+ 25
KR BURERRAS; 2, WRBTRNE IR AR,
CG PR IRE 2ot st 2 B5m, M3 T 234K
FNRACA U EE AR 2 T % . % mADb 1B6 X H 6.8, 10 ug
BIPTARSS I, A T 4R bb (i B T8 IR R B A A BiL
PREI

CG-mAb ¥R A k- 7 o e 60 gl B I ok 2 A
mAb 1B6 FSMIE A&, it ZE CG-mAb AT, %
T 4R B i B4 IR, #E I CG-mAb St B & k47

U AL S R D, HERR AT TR K, K
FEHREFIN AT CG-LFA RGN, 4250%F 6. 8. 10 min
B T 28 e s B A BT 158 IR, BE HGR AEAS I Bs H]

1.4 KK EFMEEIFMN
141 AFfE¥L

f#F PBST ## %% DMS Frifdh, BoHIASFHEEE 1) DMS
VW SRJE KRR IR K iy A i, DA T Ze bk
B \h, DMS ot il B2 SR, G AR 2, g
M2, 115 ¢ M ) % S (half-maximal inhibitory
concentration, 1Cs) S 28473 (1C0~I1Cgo)
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142 LFA #5HE%

T A AR AE 4Kk A6 DMS . BTM, FDC., HDC,
El. E2. E3 Ml PA(BUE W4 10 ng/mL). WAL
T RMB AL, XA T RN A Z5 A AU P ST AR
HEMZE, TS DMS 38 i, AR 3).
S /%=(DMS 1 ICso/ 25 1C50)x100%  (3)
1.43 LFA 7K %%

N TG LFA (R EtE, 2 b A it oy 25 5 52 50
ikl 22 5 5208 (n=6), FCHIARIE R DMS ¥R T LFA
FR I o A 20 S 56 TOT (B (%), 1153 4 1 A 22 (standard
deviation, SD)FIZE 53 2 $(coefficient of variation, CV)LATE
ffi LFA B E Mk -

1.5 EHLNE

W3 20 A WhRE R, A PBST XL 75,
WIS, SR T ZR EL@sR T IR F) 800 K 3w v
B, BEIUAIE M FR B RT B TN bR MR S50 .

SCIGRARUNT: S PBST X4 9fake 2. 3. 4,
5. 6 fix, i CG-LFA K IUHG BEJ5 1928 1 A=A in - 45
07k 9 BE AR B2 43, {8 FHl MID-600 SR T £ et
SREE, TR MR 15 B R AR R AR LUS FE 96 FLA M
AFAAREARFRFNE I DMS JREE 2051 0.25. 0.50.,
0.25 pg/kg M ELSEAWARE S, SRIGHRAGRALA N 8 min,
Begr, PSRRI A B il 2k 7 e B T A5
MR . )R, B AR @) EeE

PRI DR (%)= E Ve JE AR IR EE < 100%  (4)

LOD MWiE ik R #EH 20 i B4 0hkEA, &
I, RARACGETRI , ARSI T 3 A
FATSERS, SN 8 min J&, il FHEREGEE . R T I E A
PRAEIIZR, THRAAEAR IR AN THE, IS 20 AEA K
FEM SD. 2, WA AR RARRMI B EE, LUAA ORI
D5 0 AR AT S L MR A SX(5)5E LOD, LOD J&:F¢
AR YA A 3 £5E) SD Z H,

LOD=x+3SD (5)
1.6 UPLC-MS/MS 43 #f
1.6.1 HALIAZA

$RBULEE: %, FREL10 g+0.05 g 4Rk, BT 50mL
RN OE T B, 0B TPINA 20 mL 21, ¥
REYINIEYE 1 min, F7E 6000 r/min F &0 5 min, ¥
PSR B AU, FBEZRALT 45 °C HUEZE &,
PR 4R 2R BUINF S mL.

Hefk: BIRBURT EA WAL Cg [EAHAE B
Fi 5 mL /KPEEFUEIAZERUE, 352 23Bi H . 7 65 kPa
FIFUE R, BUEHT 1 min, 5 mL Z85L/NFET 3 mL/min
TR PRI, VR T 10 mL BESE 16 45 °CKIG

FASWRT, i1 0.50 mL S SHI 5%, £ 0.22 um S
138 )5 F UPLC-MS/MS BEFT/3HT o
1.6.2 UPLC-MS/MS #) &4 Bl 2742

VA 3% A5 B 49 2 >Rk A Thermo Scientific
Vanquish UPLC £%t. fAiH A Hypersil GOLD Cg ¥, i
HH: AN 0.1% M BRKIEW, B 0 NG o % B R Ve A 2,
P A 0.2 mL/min, FREN 35 °C, #EHERR 5 ul. BRAE
VEMLRRF AT : 0~5.0 min, ¥3HAH B Ll 5.0%Z 4T+ 2
90.0%; 5.0~7.0 min, 4EF 90.0% B; 7.0~7.1 min, RshHH B
FE A e 90.0%H 3 % & 5.0%; 7.1~10.0 min, 4E$F 5.0% B ik
(RRERT R T

RIS BIEAS ISR ] Thermo Scientific TSQ Altis
=R DO OAT R G AL, BCOCE A R mE 5 OE TR
(heat-electro-spray ionization, H-ESI), 7£ 1E %1 88 B¢ i %
R AT A

B PR RS EOE E AR WESE L 3500V,
BRI 325 °C, JRALAHIREE: 325 °C, ¥R
R 30 arb, HHETSATRE R 10 arb, WATSAFRIR R 0 arb,
il 488 175 S A% B SR J3: 1.5 mTorr, Jif 43 BT 28 43 5%
— 5 AR A3 M (Q I = B T A AT 45 (Q3) 35 R FH B o7 S
TEATHER(0.7 FWHM), fEERATHE): 0.6 s, TRMHEAIEIETE: 12 s,

Hirtb 54 DMS K FH1E#E 5 Wl (selected reaction
monitoring, SRM)ECHEAT e A0 E & o i, HARIKIS 1
AR T BT fifERR S RS RS EULEE 1,

#* 1 DMS HJ SRM &S %
Table 1 Optimized SRM parameters of DMS

oy WEET AT W WRGH AT

(m/z) (m/z) fem/V  HE/V it

s

s 393.2 355.22 11.11 49 %{%
393.2 373292 7.74 49 "fﬁ

By

1.7 BUIELIE

i1l Origin 2021 #AFSk 2l ArifERI 2k, Microsoft
Office Word 2021 Xf##E (n=3)#k 17 T # M, Chemdraw
21.0.0 M FHE%: DMS FiHAb =250 25 K .

2 ER5HH

21 FHRFAE

X P T B R AL, 45N 4 PR of
PURTEM-HIBEA T 404l 4911, 5BES5 R — 2
IR A R S8 PRI TSI L T R
LSS RANE 4 PR S8Rt B SANEIETE 280 nm 1B
FAEE, R BSA 5RHT B .
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2.2 AR EE REMDEN

#1457 3 BEHUIA: mAb 2H1 . mAb 1B6. mAb 2B6, i
i icELISA TN H R BRE 45 L 4kl 5A, DMS-HS-BSA $it 0
B FEUE N 0.35 pg/mL. mAb 2H1 14 ICso 4 0.21 ng/mL,
mADb 1B6 1Y 1Csy 4 0.05 ng/mL, mAb 2B6 1Y ICs, 47 0.18 ng/mL,
Hr mAb 1B6 REE =, @) iELISA 1155 mAb 1B6
[ ky M9 1.49x10°% L/mol, @1 5B, iiBIIZHMAA Bm 0%
A1, ATLURTF RSk LFA Jrikibidar .

23 CG X CG-mAb fH¥&FE

W 6A, WIRWME CG BH4th, EHTE=x I
i IR, CG 7E 520 nm A S R K, 15153
CG fhifz Ry 23.3 nm, JEL BH BB T AIE H CG h RN
BISIBIE (K 6B), RWIHI &N CG iy, n] LI
TIRgses, it SHPRIE, WE 6A, CG £E 280 nm

393
398 9410. 8416 7

A TR I, 5 mADb 1B6 4545, 7E 280 nm &b Hi i Hi
RIS . e Ah, UNIEl 6C, Zeta BLALE AT LIF H, 24 CG
SPUAT IR, o Zeta AEMN-33.52 mV LN
—13.41 mV, XELGEREUER CG SHiik ik .
24 CG friciidsmid pH BILL

FHil %5 CG-mAb 1B6 B, Ffi#5 0.1 mol/L K,CO; Y
B, KB 2 AR AL, k7 AR, Y
K,CO; MK 8 uL i, CG-mAb P # T2 .
2.5 CG-LFA £t

N T ARAS = R EPGER T DMS AR, AR E
SEtAL T A H B DMS-HS-BSA, %I CG-mAb 1B6 it
ST W EAMEIERe Ui Ak, AR AR 8A FUR . BEE BT
JRMEE IR, a5 T il 651 ¥ K] 1212, DMS Ji

492.1

1.0 493.1 527]
470 A3A744"0L |4520 4607 475047654572ﬂ]49A3 5090 5131 5187 mgg 5409

420 9

370 380 390 400 410 420 430 440 450 460 470 480 490 500 510 520 530 540

m/z

SMRIOETE; B, EHURURIE

K4 PulsRAaE

Fig.4 Characterization of antigen

B
100
A
0.3 8
__DMS-HS i
—DMS-HS-BSA ;&Eﬁ
;0.2 =
E E
£
§ 01 L 389.0
3920
0 h
250 300 350 400 o L5 ([l
P /nm
AL PR RS PR
Ar0
15}
s
<
S 10t
()]
o
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