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Analytical quality by design in biopharmaceutical method
development: from current perspectives to practical applications
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Abstract: Biologics have experienced rapid development on a global scale in recent years. Their analytical
techniques, encompassing molecular structural characterization, purity and impurities analyses, function and
stability assessment, play a crucial role in ensuring biologics' quality. Quality by design (QbD), as a systematic
approach, has been widely adopted in the pharmaceutical industry to optimize manufacturing processes and ensure
the reliability of final product quality. Derived from QbD, analytical quality by design (AQbD) ensures the quality
of analytical methods by providing confidence and assurance in their development. AQbD begins with defining the
analytical target profile (ATP) and employs risk assessment to identify and analyze critical method attributes
(CMAs) and critical method parameters (CMPs). By design of experiments (DoE), mathematical models are
constructed to explore the relationships between CMPs and CMAs, ultimately establishing the method operable
design region (MODR) and an analytical control strategy. Compared to traditional analytical method development,
AQbD-based methods offer greater robustness within the MODR, reducing the occurrence of out-of-trend (OOT)
or out-of-specification (OOS) results due to method-related factors. This, in turn, enhances regulatory flexibility
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and reduces analytical costs. This review outlines the AQbD workflow, discusses its current applications in

biologics analytical method development, and explores the opportunities and challenges associated with its

implementation in this field.

Key words: biologics; analytical method development; analytical quality by design; analytical target profile;

method operable design region; analytical control strategy

W51 (biologics) J2& £5 g HAEW % L AE VAL
G AR 2 e A SR 5 U7, MR AR Ak AR
WAL R I oy 55 A P — S T BT L2 W AR T
P Y W R AR A B AR BTk 2 A
B B LR S A S R R T R AR . AR
K, A=W 251 UL A% 58 /N 93 1 245 ) R 15 S AE 4 1R IR
iR o FLoy T 7 VA o A BRAE 2 28 5 T
Dhfe KA e VE VRN S 2 A2 1, &2 T7 1R A HL Ry A
AER . 8 255 e X S HOR, AT BLA4 ] VAl A 42
A E S 7 et

“FiEIE T 1% 117 (quality by design, QbD) A& — F
BT RN R G EY, R HAER - KRET
1990 4 52 t, 9 i 77 dh BT & ) R 5 Tt % U0 A
K JYHET QbD 1E il 25 U A S, A2 i HoR
FR [E BRI 3 2 (International Council for Harmo-
nization of Technical Requirements for Pharmaceuticals
for Human Use, ICH) 5 3% [5 £ #h 24 i B8 B =) (US
Food and Drug Administration, FDA) J KK i 2 i & #
J& (European Medicines Agency, EMA) ¥x & K Aii T AH
KT E TR, VEA R T QbD Iy J5 ) T J 5 bR BE
F©, A5 ICHQ8(R2) 24 ity A &1, ICHQO(R 1) /5 £ JRUK:
B I, ICHQ10 24 it i & & 48", ICHQ11 24 fiy J5URH 1Y
TFR NG, ICHQ12 24 it ™ i A iy i 30 B ) R
A% HL 25 Y, ICHQ13 24 i 5 RE A i) 5] 10 3% 25 1
M, QbD iz B LR 5414 b, ik T2k
AR AE P 3N, AR DR 2459 5T B 1) [R] N, S8 i 4 iRt R B AR
PN = 5 BT n4, QbD BRI 24T L
AN BT 5 A D i ) 2 SR

“O MR EIET BT (analytical quality by design,
AQbD) 72 QbD 7E 43 #T I LI R I ZE R, S AE
LA B A AT T, A R i - (out of trend,
0O0T). 2k ¥ (out of control, OOC) B A & # (out of
specification, OOS) 4 it & fi 22 S5 14, 1B I 7E 7524
f) AT $ 1E % i X 3k (method operable design region,
MODR) W 55 3 2 $048 4 1 s 87 R 6 M, AT PR AR 20
BT RA . AQbD £ 73t J7 i TIT K K N 5 QbD A
2 R R R 8L FH e RE AR BL, T D R ) O B R T
FHE B (R 1).

ULAEK, Bl A5 FDA L 1 — 237 25 € 7< 7 AQbD
TE 53 /7 J5 1291 A Hp () B PR A S A (B, AQBD 7E
M ITETE R R HET 13 3] 1 — B8 . IeAth, 36
24 4t (US Pharmacopoeia, USP) T 2022 45 A K 4f
ORI W <1220>( 43 B J7 V5 AR S AN, 0 [ 24
(British Pharmacopoeia, BP) t7F 2022 Jix I 78 2 71 “ 4>
AT T YR T BT AR 2 ST v R R B R AR e, BT
AQbD ¥ K B 7732, WAL Ik 170 [ N R B T vk S
KO T T HORRIE, AT A AR R A TR
R SUEIERE, ICH KA 1 #4e 3 5 o 7
EFE R (Q14) A #7155 0E ) (Q2(R2)) FF 12023
11 H IERAER, IR A9 N AQLD HEAE
i, B — B HER) T HAER AT S H . A 24T
LT, 46 AQbD H & & w28 i i & 1R o A 7 i
SN EI AT EE R (15 — 121 2, Beg
SRS R EIE T WMD) R AR T
AQbD AifE, FFE it 1 S FRBH L 41, 95 A g it
TERNZE.

Table 1 Elements for pharmaceutical development and analytical development. QbD: Quality by design; AQbD: Analytical quality by

design; QTPP: Quality target product profile; CQA: Critical quality attributes; CMA: Critical material attributes; CPP: Critical process

parameters; DS: Design space; ATP: Analytical target profile; CAAs: Critical analytical attributes; CMV: Critical method variables; DoE:

Design of experiments; MODR: Method operable design region. Adapted from reference

[14]

Step QbD

AQbD

1 QTPP identification

2 CQA/CMA/CPP identification, initial risk assessment

3 Process optimization and development with DoE Inspection of
CQA/CMA/CPP correlations

Define product DS

Control strategy with risk assessment

Process validation

PSS NV NN

Continuous process monitoring

ATP identification

CAA/CMYV identification, initial risk assessment

Method optimization and development with DoE Inspection of CAA/
CMV correlations

Define MODR

Analytical control strategy with risk assessment

Method validation

Continuous method monitoring
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AT AQDLD M TAEW AR, 45 T AQbD B fEEM 24
W43 BT 7 9 TF R AR R R R, 3 T % A0 4 S it
AQbD firifi R IIHLIE S P H 7 RS R
1 AQbD T1Ek#E

e 48 b, 4y 07 07 RO E R B Rk (one
factor at a time, OFAT), Bl — R —ANKFK. FETi%)
FEIT R 53 M 75 1R AFAE SR8 2 K0 FH A 90 R A 1) )
B, TTRE T BT VLR R I 7 B E A RE, SE MG m T K
FAS; R, SR S () &5 1 AE T B AT ORS 56 %R T Ik
AR EI R E 2 0)ik5e, H IS & B &= 18 1) 22
HAER™. MIZ T, AQbD M7= i i & &, 2T F
22N JBE RS VA (risk assessment, RA) 5 5 7% #%
4G, R 2 R & S50 15 1 (design of experiments,
DoE), fE /7S 8 5 W4 R 2 A @K R, & TT
e B AR HRSOAR R (1 73 A 7 . AQDD AT
/> 00T 00C [ 00S & R, e B R 1k, 3l 2k
RO ITETT R E R g B 1 JEIR T AQbD [
LAY T AR RURR B G K02,

Continuous

improvment

CMAs and
CMPs
identification

Figure 1 Typical workflow and key elements of AQbD

1.1 ATPH#IZE

AQbD ) TAFE ML 4G T 73 Hr H AR HEL (analytical
target profile, ATP) [l & . ATP LT 5= H
FRMESL (quality target product profile, QTPP), HH#f§ T 43
HTOTVE R T B IR O 80T B e 1k A T ikt RE AR, 5
AN Je BAR AR B AR A 45 AQLD 1) 5
i, ATP 45 F 0 BT BOR I 5, FEO23E 772 i RF 2 DU
St 7k an R, 7 T R BRAIE K

35 DL ATP g B, 8 ORJ7 IR IR 2456 FIUH H 1 .
1.2 HARREF

e ATP J&, T — 20 B2 AR ATP 5K, 215k
B8 RN BT S B B A G M AT R R o R 55 B i —
FA 0] ROy Sy A VA B B R A4 7 MEREEE R
WAL ? AR DREAAG fAIRE AR 7SI = W% MR AR A 2
R ? TIER AR ? 2 TR BRI U A
IRF T 0 RSCAS T AT 42 1) 2 6] 11 6 1) it 1) 8 B T
AT N 7 VHE A TR AR UM A 7 R ) SR, AT e R e
I HTHAR . SR E, B2k &5 B ITNERI AN 58
RPN G 1, ki B T A0 H B0 1 23 B Rt m]
A5 FH PR SRR IR ] B SRR I 4 TR AN [F) A
FRMINS -

1.3 ETRKEITE#HE CMAs 1 CMPs

T8 T 7%, AQDD K B EE T 75T K, A THivE
fhACAS IC B FF SRR RE ) & VB SR A TS
5 TG S . H R B H 2 i RS T
iy 52 I8k 77 72 )8 PE (critical method attributes, CMAs)
&8t 77 7% 2 0 (critical method parameters, CMPs).
CMAs W] B3 fif 8 73 Mt J7 75 1 22 St o sl el 152, 4 LA
RSD PP A % B Bl SR P e 1 BT L2 5 &
GuAH O I JE AR A, € R 1 4 B R e IR A
fEME LSS . X e R b 75 P8 A2 & U Ta [ A, DA IR 2
. CMPs 2 1) RESZ 1 CMAs [R38 7E 78 &, T
a6 it 1) 2% L 23 B AR o B SRR

P VPl 75 8 08 ICH Q9 48’ , 43 9 AU 1R il X
Wz 73 AT R XS VP Ay = AN AR BRI A R B T
FALHE Ishikawa B (£ B B DR SR ) 2R 0SS X8
4T (failure mode and effect analysis, FMEA), A &
FH T35 CMPs AT CMAS™, J&5 35 & 1 %0 KUK DR 253t
TR HET . 18I FMEA, R4 & R PR 35 52 i 45 SR
[ 7% B FE JE (severity, S)« /7 A B2 [ % % (probability,
P) A0 7= A5 w2 W S5 A6 T Ao 25 R (detection, D), 115
AL S FE $L (risk priority number, RPN), Xt % [K 2 it
ATHT 43 FUHE P2 HoAth T B8 A 46 LR FE B (com-
parison matrix, CM) & [& # 4> #7 (fault tree analysis,
FTA) 116 3 73 #r 5 5C 48 ¥ ) 51 (hazard analysis and
critical control point, HACCP) %52,

7 RV VP Al B, B R R R H ) CMIPs
1743 2 MRS 2 5 m] DL ] S B0E 3 /) 9 [ O R 4 o
AR A 25 0 A A N sl o OO A 2 2 0 S 56 9
ffy 52 L0 CMAs 1200 J ] 2 32 Y [ DAL, XURs:
TRAl B B 2 2 — & MR 45 FMEA B RPN 7 73 #1 HE
J- it 5 VAT S, DA E 75 08 1T DoE #F — 35 0 5 1)
CMPs"®", G H4 i B — RPN B {8 50 RPN {H 47 T
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30% [ 755 AU 2 M4 X\ DoE #f 703 F, 1y DoE % %%
Az & .
1.4 DoE LHigit

DoE & —M A& ZE it &S LA, TITHTH
PIFR GHAC, el Ir kS8 AR 1, X) 5
L (Y,) AHORE, B A N R BGOSR AE S5 AE
B, JER B A DL S e 2 B i 8 2 T R RR G
ZP0, AR SLL B (1, DoE Wi H 4 A I i BT A
PEACT T (e )37 T ) PR kA, 2 Rl Bl iR
7] H T DoE #¢ i Fl 4t it i 52, f1 IMPP) MAT-
LAB"*), Fusion™**, Drylab“’**, Design-Expert™** FI
MODDEP" !4
1.4.1 GRS ik sk s R U/ SIS R R
FREHNE -, o S8 K1 LA ANAAL S5, T
() B VAL P A E B 200 CMAs B2, T 2 &
T L) & G v NI A BRPa NA S = R N : B U N[5
Wik, AMLBEHH E A2 CMASs 2 50 3= TAE %A,
W] SRAGES 73 Z B AR, T ek 2D C AL B B T
FUH CMPs £ &, FRARSEI0 8. b ok, BT 0 1k S i
PAFI S, vk — 0 R DR A 4

FEFRERY B, 85 R P K30, BUR S (1) 5256
BT FUR AT e 2 (1 2 4. M Plackett-Burman 15
i (PBD) A1 4 Kl ¥ ¥ it (fractional factorial design,
FFD) Jy s & FH I J7 3%, G HdE T R 7 #0E =5 (1 1
B AR A 1E B R A B AR S LA it
A IS AT 2R T AR 50 A R B ) P AR R e BB IR,
AN 26 FF & i i iF 22
1.4.2 A& A Bod R A e S i g vk
(response surface methodology, RSM) & ¥ fiti CMPs %7
CMASs It 3 B B AE A RSN . 55 0 3%k B B AR
b, PRAGBY B B TE VP AL R AR TE #h 2, LA~ 2
KR 2= /DT 3 AN K, I RBOM S =Y. B
Bt — Ml = T 4F 90 % 2 CMPs 4 CMAs I 5% 1, ] 4
38 % T R BE 2% A AT 9% AR FE AN pHAE 5 .
JIr 2% 82 (1) CMPs 1] 3 T i 146 12056 285 S B0 B 42 ARV 17
ik 4

FEARALRI B, & F I FR IR 4 K1 vt (full
factorial design, FD). *1.0» 21 & % 11 (central composite
design, CCD).Box-Behnken 1% i1 (Box-Behnken design,
BBD). H 1% 1t (Taguchi design, TD) #! Doehlert % 11
(Doehlert design, DD)?". 4 7 ZLHF 71 (1] CMPs £ i 4%
Z i, TR H D-f flt 3 11 (D-optimal design, DoD) LA
Pl SEES IRB BEAN, -5 AR G-I AN A-dR AR T
AJFH TR A AR A, T R T R R AR A N B
RGE A I, R TR R H R ik

T A G VR ALK 1T (mixture design, MD) DA S VR K-
i FEAF & ¥t (mixture process variable, MPV)*%1,
1.5 MODR

HLAE ICH 48 79 Q8, 43 HT J7 ¥2: ) MODR 4§ [7] - /=
T & R <t 4% 18] 7 (design space, DS)Y. ICH #&
A Q14 MODR & SN “HH R AN 8 2 AN o0 i 7712 8
(R 40 G 90 B AR, EIX SE S HBTa I A, 2 i 7 7 AR 1)
SRR 4455 ATP BLE i) B 4771 A th, MODR #J
BN 40 B 5 1 B R g v X 3, 72 MODR 3 [ 4 1 %
SR AN TTIEAR T, BAEREA fE DUk e i3
I ORAIE 77 VA PR BE B i B . MODR BEOK, 773 /2
CMAs ZR [ Faf@ PEiss . 15 MODR I, 75 % &4
T 2 B AN 2 1 B /2 CMAs LR IR R IR 3R,
W LR AL S RS LA L DL g B g %
\22/::_%[66-71]0
1.6 I EESIRES

AR 23 A1 7 1 1 P e Ao =, ) e B IS 4 o)
TR 22 00 B L A SR BN i IR BAE ICH Q8
(R2)[7]':F', JFAEICH QIO Q11" Rt —25 K &, Bl Ja
£ ICH Q4“4 M I iE T K7 g Jgg 28 43 At 5 iR A
A3 M7 7 154 ] S B (analytical control strategy, ACS) i
F5 71508 R B 40 A S 80 & g AR
(system suitability test, SST). 43 #7 J7 ¥ i il B IR 55 7
AT B B 0 B, AR HE BT R o R R A
AR, A o i 26 A B, &5 SRS 3R A B
R,

5417775 1) ACS M LE, AQbD T 15 ACS 7] fiE %
HREZERM BET AQLD 1 ACS E /0 =S H
IEREVE I 3RO T 58 K R g, RV SHUE T
YO B NS kA, BT ACS 2T ATP.DoE 5256 %1
P51 MODR il 5€, ‘B AE /M 7k fE S H I 2 18] @257
TR RT . ACS RLTE 7 1L IR AT i e Y, HAE
B AIE 58 B 0 PARR AN
1.7 FIEWIIE

— B ACS JR¥ NNt J7 ik A an L,
— B R A] I R 7 VAR RE SO IE, AR VA TF & ATP 11
TR BRAER H 2 RN AS [F) S 56 = A8 % 07 A AT
e TN BIAR S R, NIRRT 7 V% B BEAR B AR, AT DR
HIRATT G ATP WHIE « AL, 75 6 5E 5k 77 %8 DA
VLM fE, JEBAE ICH Q2 25 B0 IE 5 7 -

1.8 FFap#

SUUERTNIEBRN B S G, /E R se 4
P — IR, RS AR LR VP A4 AT 5 A i TV
PEREAR OG5 B A A2 Y, it R A R
Gu AT R R A R G5 TR, S 74
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T V5 B R e W 5 etk o 49 dn, P i 8 OOT Fr i,
1 gt 1H i 72 42 1 (statistical process control, SPC) K
B A R B R AR Gl PR B BT VA G . X
bRl 4o HEE A 2 BT N 523 R A R I 1 B I R vk T Y
S AT E R, KL R BUT ). Ak,
AT RIS B XS ¥ E T B AN AR AR, 0 B
T IRV VAt &35 SR S it 35 70 B30 58 1 P A6

2 AQbD MM I T3 EFF & R A K

AQbD J& —Fl KRG I8, B AERR IR “AE G 1)
I TR & 3 B D738, Jd I T R R AR R, JREAE
MODR i [ P AR, DL DR 8 1) RO PERY . Ik,
AQbD FEAL 2  h 2 UK A A T R BTz
ML, W R 2 P AL S SRR, 4RO B3 (liquid
chromatography, LC)P**7*+7071 g8 4k — 0] WL, 43 o o B vk
(ultraviolet-visible spectrophotometry, UV-Vis) "*”1| &
Y1 & HL K % (capillary electrophoresis, CE)“**M*%1 i
Ilf 5 3 A& £ 1% ¥ (supercritical fluid chromatography,
SFC) %1y 2 i 2 3% ¥% (high-performance thin-
layer chromatography, HPTLC)™*1 DL i — &6 4 #7 Bk A
AR, 41 UPLC-MS™!, LC-MS/MS™ fl GC-MS/MS""
EN

b8 & % AQbD B & H AR RN, HAEA Y259 55
FT 7RI R R i R R A . R AQDD FEANF]
2 AU ) B R IR AR AR AL, AE T AR 2 R 2 2k
MBI A I IR HR R . R, S BR R R AR
a7V O SR OR AR RGP o ARl I A [F] AR
Y254 53 75 VE TR S, Fé 7R AQDD 1E % ATUE I H
L 755, AR AR 2500 5 W T T R RS 2%
21 RERIEE LOC)

R4 Ik A &, LC AR 7y BRI “ S AniE”, A
AAEAR 27 /N7y 1 U R B 8 LA 2 T AQLD B T K
ARAL [ 73 B R, LR 2 U A3 3] T2 S H

Nompari 25”3 T AQbD ¥ & Kk T — PP pid ik
PEVE LT« R B R S OO s A U D7V (ultra-
high-performance liquid chromatography, UHPLC), H]
TG W 2, B i JEE 48 9% 7 Bexsero s H I HLE & & .
Bexsero /& 1 MR T2 A 08 & DL AN 3= 3 S g
PR, F T T B A I I 2 5% 585 B 51 S ) AR 2R 1R R
I, FLRWR B 0 R & B2 B i B R Atk . i AT LA
1y 5 = Bexsero [ 5 ME LR H Lo JE L IR 2 4 5
KN HR, &R T RP-UHPLCE AT Ei AR . BFFL LA
BHEMRG S PUR A B 7 P 06 75 B B2 & T
FAE N CMASs, 3£ T Ishikawa & 3F i 17 51 7] GE 5% mi
CMAs ] CMPs, Ff 183 TS 3a A0 1 f 0 2% S8 18 L F
w3 I % PR ) SF CMPs. (ESRER W TH I B, SR P §e

A0 FR 97 106 5 B A1 CCD, R G vFAG 1A il /N AL
WP VHERE B OO A 2R B A D 6 CMAs I 2, JF
it 1 RSM AT 52 %5 = 1% B2 40 1 %€ 7 CMPs ) MODR.
B AR B AL PR AE 5 min N SEILSE 4290 85 . 7
T3 VESUE B B, B AT N Gd I A R vk kAT TR A A
WA, IF42 I ICH Q2 Fa /g TT R 3o ik, 45 R K W 77 R
% R IO B 2R U R (R0 90.9% ~
115.9%) 1k %5 /% (F 5 1% RSD 4 1.7%, H 6] K% % 75
RSD N 2.8%~8.4%), H & & R 0.5 pg-mL"', 7] A
T Bexsero 1 1% FL 0 M. MLAh, -EE T4 A
S ETE AL T R i 1 % 5 A o 5 AR TR RN 2
MR, 3 —PUESE TR AR It . A S I
¥ AQDD 3 H T 1 ot EE AR, o T HAEE A
4o M TR TR R I R G VERTRL RV, AP S
ot S A T AT S RO R RS .

Moineau S5 8 T N FH AQbD #5377 —Ff s 2
9 55 - 22 e €833 — fik i 22 355 K2 0% (high-performance
anion-exchange chromatography with pulsed ampero-
metric detection, HPAEC-PAD), H T & & 11 & 7S 1 Wl
e b AR 20— SR AR MR AZ R B IR 19 (polyri-
bosyl ribitol phosphate, PRP) [ 7 & ;& H % % & PRP
(115 4> Lk . HPAEC-PAD J& —F &8 32 1) 2 Hl A 1 4G
7535, Fo o i 2 SR AL A8 55 0O 2 HUAE T PRP
WEL S EREZ RS ALY 2 0, b S R
AT ¥ PRP KA 9 W I 3£ 47 HPAEC-PAD 73 #7
WF 721, AQbD I T+ 110 A4 i i 125 0 Al € 3% 7 B B B 1)
KERSLI SR 5, He T WO 24 2SR AR 1%
Bt H5E T ATP. (RIS, AR AT bRy AN S w3824
SR Py s gk Bdhs, WA 7 5k i e Ik Ya AR
KB TE A € BRI ReFR bR i) AT 42 2 hr it B,
K Fl FMEA i} 7] B 52 1 J7 V24 J AL B 74 1) CMPs i3
A7 U PP A, AR T 7 A 1 XU CMPss, /60,4 8 3 55 0
(003 BBE il IS [A] L EE  0 S AE IR R R/
PRI (8] DA B €1 23 B Hh R S AH 1R 205U 70 A7 i I
5] R 20 3 FE 25 i RE AR I R . 32ROk, SR
Ishikawa B 1) 77 S0 7R 1 B3R 7 A ZS 00 70 4 7 4
JERISENA 3K 5 2 2R KU PFAl 56 SR H Tshikawa
KR % 5 B A7 W] BE R Wi CMAs 1) CMPs, K H
FMEA BEAT4T 73 HF Fe 10 77 Q& A AR o HL, 8 78
FMEA $F- 73 5 8 # XU PPAili AN 7], 2K 2 5wl A P12k,
AHE TP AR R A SR UE S RPN X 1T R 2 Ry
PMICAC I 7775 R AL HE, BIFFEN DR FEA 7870 PR,
AL DRSS VA% SR B AR AR SE PR 1B LA R B . AESER T
BB, R A L18 B I IEAZ B 9T T 74> CMPs W 25 51
fREZ I, IRl 18 e SEERH € 1 A1 CMP ) MODR.
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B 2, FE TN O % () B AR i FH A A, AL T ACS.
ZHE TR T AQLD FE AL T 4tk #E 3 Hr 7 i Hh i L
M, BFRTE T INE ARV E A TR, 9B e
P BRSSO T ISR R, 54407
FHEE, T AQbD LK 1 75 % 2 8, KRR AE € LI
MODR 35 [ 4 A2 5l 5}, #R K e 2 32 AN ], IX AR B
IR A TR RE

2.2 EREXSREWRPE (ELISA)

ELISA 1E Ny i # 0 S 5 072 —, iz
TEAEE RS E RSN B E A 2SR
HIE o BATS R0 s 1 AT 18 S 23 A 5 iR T A
SEZJiti AQbD o

Yarovoi 25" AQbD [ H T+ DU 1 928 i fi 126 ) 1k
ANRE X 25 7700 58 AT IT R I K . BE S E Je il E T
ATP, B 1 75k L& PR 8 3 S M RE SRk . kT
ATP o5 A% % 55 VT F VR i 8 28 A ke 00 368 8 F 225K
W ELISA fE N JF R AR . W5, A1 Ishikawa 11
ol AT RE 5 0 7 V21 E O R 3R, O ad e R SRR R L
17 R HEFE, LA € /0L B2 ) B R B R 3R o E XL
W VP Al o, B 7T 41 BA R B FMEA i1 5 RPN, 454 % F&
PR R AR MRS A AT A I o AR AR VD
TRIT T SRI0 5%, AR S e 45 A 2 X T Ya I, T
J& %2 DoE #ff %t . DoE # it 2k H Design Expert 2 £ 56
J, O 1% B B A T FED, AL AL By BOR H 0K P 2 X
CCD. H: T 25 B, K b1tk i 1 1 405 JEK 0 4K A IS )
S QO ) 85 25 B 1 AR R DI 7K1, 00 3 SRS, ) 2%
PRBEAT AL . B 2%, Jl I 58 %8 CCD ik et % AT,
IR H 58 42 5 X 77 2 45 7 A Minitab 84 P70 75 V5 1
K8 BE. ZBE R G 7R T AQbD £ ELISA T VAT K
rh g SR, G I RS A A S S BT R R S 4, B
FARTE T 5 VE IR AN A, DA 9 A D E
e AT ST LA .

Han 2T AQbD B JF & 17— Flid F XU Bt 44
et BLISA V2, I 140 0 7™ B TP W Wl 23 45 1A e R I
i 2 71 (severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2,
SARS-CoV-2) & WAL W b & & . B,
K H1 4% Bt SARS-CoV-2 & [ 52 # 45 & X 35 (receptor-
binding domain, RBD) £ W BEHUARAE N BB PR, BR
T E ALY (horseradish peroxidase, HRP) bric fH . 5y,
WP 20D8 AE A I HiAA o 38 KU VA, B 9T i s
T AR B B bR BUAR IR B PR DA B AR
P LR AR R & B IR] R R € s 3R I [R] & CMPs, I A
5 LEVE N CMA. K H IMP B A 2R 47 5 il 4 52 56 1
it IR SR RIS A E T %250 MODR. J7
V256 UE i A3 3 BMV® B T 5, 05 SR

Biostat“ 3 {1 ) & ) B PAT BIE T i . 250
W, %775 B R IR S AR B, RS E > 90%,
£ 70%~143% (15T EAREVE I Y, J79kRE /165> 0.96,
Hiz M < 0.39%; 754, alk il s ANAS T K
SARS-CoV-2 £ F W F AL i HL i, o 1 iz 1)
&M ST K I8 A ELISA iAo T
SARS-CoV-2 ¥ B §1T J5 & A 1 B R H 2L, 18 B
b VB S R A I E R T R R AT SR A
BT T H, R T AQDD 1E AW 2540 43 Mt J7 1T K H
S N A E o

1E 5 — Tt 5T 1, Rodriguez &5 T AQbD T B
R T — P 46 0T 5 1 18] 42 ELISA J7 3%, 1Al £
% E 41 SARS-CoV-2 5 [ RBD () N\ 1gG. 52, i il
HEK293 4 g 4= 7= F1 4l 44 1) SARS-CoV-2 % [1 RBD 1
SRR, RPN IgG-HRP 1E 9k M4tk . DU &
FHE I3 5 B 14 138 1945 5 Lo B A, B 00 B 4t
Ji 2 A Pt N IgG-HRP # B L 3t 17 7 = KP4 [
Tt B 40 R, JETE R 13 ISR . KA Stat-
Ease Design-Expert B {73 B 45, Il 7 5 2 i
BRI A5 5 L. AEm RO B B, B i = R 4
e 1 m e, AT T UE . 3@ 1T Cohen's kappa
GEiHE VI, 275527 )7 15 RT-PCR [ — Bk 2
0.92, R W H B A BE AT SV . A 5T 0T R I TR)
ELISA J ik #RAE I8 45 S ml 58, AR F T4 s 25
iR, I H VAL RS I S (198 77, FE7R T AQbD #E
e B AP A B 7V T R TR ) v R AN SE
2.3 EMERIKE (CE)

CE R T Hilg i g 70 7 10 22 e B AT 40 5,
HATC D T AW 25 W03 P 1 o JRH 25 728 e A 1)
el

van Tricht %Y 3E T AQbD JF & T — Fl PR ik A2 fi
(1) CE J5i%, FlF 52 & A 7= 4 T2 BORE i o 1) 52 B i
BERURL . A% 4807 15 0 & 5K A ik 20U M. (quantita-
tive polymerase chain reaction, gPCR) Fl [ & 7 32
HPLC (anion-exchange HPLC, AEX-HPLC) 73 A7 1E#E
I AR e E M 2 B A AR A A T R, M DA A
ETZBRERMNERETR. B, &6 73 UF K —F
FJTE— RN SERGT T, HAEXT 0.5%10"~1.5%10"-mL"' /)
56 B I BERIURL S I AE A RS 2 € B4 ATP, [F] I 38 3
AL 73T T B T2 (upstream processing,
USP) 1 R i T. 2 (downstream processing, DSP) ¥ i
M€ B M. CEREX N+ 2K EE &
RIURL 1)t 2803 H e TR e R B AT k. BEge b, A
USP A1 DSP Hpife {UE A AR — AR, T4k
58 B M B ORL 5 A 3 5T Ry 1) 4 B .l A PR T
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Weit, ek 7 Tris W W N-= (5% F 3586 B H R R IR T
73 B LR A B A A K 44> CMPs, K IMP 4t
HHAEHE T %S5 MODR. J7 T Kk 58185, W
FON T SRR P8 T SRR« B 25 1 238 e 4l
A R VR AN S A S AMRRMERE AT IE, S
4 5 ik 4 BT . R B, 2T AQbD I &
) CE 77 VA e W K5 1 o€ B A SR VR4 15 &
Y1 L B 1 W DNA - SR 1 25 75 770 55 53 40 66 o 119 Ml s 2 4
o, INRE B ZE N 95%~110%, H ] K % % RSD A
7.8% (n =18), EE M RSD N 2.1%~4.8% (n = 18), &&
F R T A£ 5777 (qQPCR Al AEX-HPLC & ¥ RSD —
3 BN 10% A1 25%) . ZHTF I K 1) CE J7 AN i
YT IR RUORL 22 B R ) B AR R, 8 Ay i AR
PR R RS A T ML TSR T TR, R T
AQbD 1EE 3 AEWIRE i 43 BT 7 R R R3S

41, Simeoni =R IE T K AQBD FES R T
I JE T BN FL Yk (reduced capillary electrophoresis
sodium dodecyl sulfate, rCE-SDS), PLEUAX SDS-2& 14 /&
ik i 5k s FEL WK (SDS-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis,
SDS-PAGE) 1E Jy 7 & A4 B 5 [ Bt 445 7 b (1) TRUAT A AR
SE PRI T 25, JE R T el i AQbD X ik i 7 AR ik
ITEE B . WHICH, BRI T R T g TR R
ZF R AT ALE & 1gGIX B4k, LL# 4R SDS-PAGE.
S RP-HPLC Al rCE-SDS #4 1 j% /&£ ATP % 3K, {H rCE-
SDS X} 1gG1X Bt (1) 4 & B 2 AL, H4F & USP i@ N
“E AR YT MR T BE B S BT T VR I HE R, DRI A 0
N B ¥R 5. @i Ishikawa B HEAT RS SR A5, B2 T
BRI HE R R T AR B B 1k B UG 2 B 5 CMASs Al
IE % H R 2% i O B FE RS o pH 5§ CMIPs. i )i,
X Fl MODDE % 1 # 47 DoE M4k ¥ it, #i € 7 7111
MODR. 77K 5885, #% ICH Q2 48 1 HEAT 4 1 46
E, I8 M e 7 L8 T rCE-SDS 5 SDS-PAGE £
Fr W 1gGUX A4 77 T i — Btk . 45 R BoR, Rl 7%
HIRE 4 7~ BE B Fa g 1%, 1H rCE-SDS [t SDS-PAGE ¥ #
g, MAF 0 2% sk & 5, 1 HoE T SDS-PAGE Jois €
N E| S R Y A A A BE el B DU VAL RN
W58 25 5L 18] ) e 4 DR M T RO 22 3, a5 T 1
SEEAE B R, NITER R TSR, W ALER
T AQDD fE J7 iEAR 5 (1) LA, a2 g KU VE A AT
SEES W, BN E K T B R B, B 0] 5 1) rCE-SDS Ji
5, N ST BE P S IR A SRR A T R T A
24 HthSHEAR

B 3R 2 B B AR 4k, AQLD T B b w5 T A4
25 HoAth T 1L I TE R AL o

Yao 253t T AQbD B & K T — B UV-Vis J7

%, T L- R4 Wi Mg (L-ASNase) (35 1, LA
SEZG R BRI R WS, ATP 4 € NI R
— o A T B L2 I L RRCARAIR, R T RS 5 D E L-
ASNase 2 9 il 71 (0 15 14 (09 75 7% o il 3 X4} Nessler 4
Berthelot 75« 1| Wk 50 3 75 L 23 U R i S0 BV R & =R
W B R T RERRAE A 58 0 8 R0 A HE AT A,
Nessler VA #7164 H AR TR BAR o #FFEVEAL T 005E i
TR AN D B, AL 48 I W 1) 45 S 30 450 4 R0 B9 A 2
i€ 7 450 nm AL TG FEAE (A,40,,) X FHAG % FEAE R
CMAs; 1fii CMPs 73 51l )\ Nessler J7 25 A1 v 4 ;2 B 5%
P 3EAT PP Al o Nessler J7 75 3% #F C /Ciyn Craond/
Crignr~ Chtgragma ML TA] 15 2y 4 A~ CMPs, T I 1 S
N SRAF B T N LR A T AR L 2% i pH
{E A KH,PO, ¥ & 4 /5T L-ASNase iif P4 4 5 25 521 1)
CMPs. %, %712/ MODR 4 Nessler 15 A1 i [
N Z A MODR B 4H 4 o il 1 B R 40 id 1 2k, A
PRUETTVEVERER I — B0, HEEL T ACS. SEERZE R R,
$£F AQbD J & 1) UV-Vis 1% 66 85 A 200 52 0 & b 2
FIAR AL FE ) L-ASNase 151 . ZHFFLER T AQbD
TE B P 7 7 9 R AR R JE I R e AR VR A
SIS & T, BN R T —FhE R vl SR UV-Vis 77
%, A L-ASNase ffill 51| (1) Joi B4 Hl #2477 H 15 FF .
Pathak %55 T AQbD B & HF & 1 —FhHi KSR
5 VA 0 I 11 5% I8 HL Wk 7% (native gel electrophoresis, N-
PAGE), 1F 53 #r B e B Ak AR ARk A T R, JF
54T & hrHE 5 7 HEFH (1157 (size exclusion chroma-
tography, SEC) 1T [ Eb#. SEC & % & 5t HAF(E
€ A 5 4 W ) — U AR S S0 I B ) 44K 46 1)
L, BT TR N-PAGEE N IER M 7 ik, W5
W e XIS AT 2R pH AR L BE /R IR BE VR QIR IR
B S pH AR B R GRE R IR RE AT R
ST THITE . B S, 8 B DoE Wit A 4
BIREZEMERE & 8. B DoE LIBr &M
TR pH A BE /R MR FE 24 25 OO IR R 5 AR 38 R 2% i A JBE /K
WK N CMPs, R4 4 2% 1 £ CMA, R AT IMP 8 AF
HEAT S8 Wit . 28 % DoE R =R & W /KP4 [
v, e SR A A B YU L R R A
SR EVEAL A E . SRR R R, N-PAGE
SEC 1E 73 1 5. v B Bt 44 5 4 44 5 Tl HL A A 24 1) — 31
PE, HRA B35 B AIK . 20T 50 T K I N-PAGE J7 %A
AN B o B A SR B AR A T B AL T — P AR | K
FIBRTTR, LR T AQbD TE 4k L K J7 7% Hh i
& 71, RAEZ) w5 4L 7R TR
Kochling Z1 3 F- AQbD B & A & 7 —Fh B 5 il
HYERF G 20 8 0532, T 20 B 8 8 B i A [F) G B
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®IEME, JE/R T AQbD TEF- & HVETF R 1. W
T, 25 RS B KB A S A AR I AT C AR oty 28 S 4k 4y
AT ELAG AR R FRE A AL B D IR (R e AL AR D),
BTN DORE X =P 7 v I & [R5 2047, DAR AL B2 IR
FIH o #4553 41 B b, 43 5%&$ UHPLC-UV . UHPLC-
MS A1 UHPLC-UV 1E A ik B A AL W) AT C R i 28 57 4k
IR B3 5. FEROEFE R, BEA X = 7 3k
A ) BRAE BT A FE A 5 S, A X R R T
5 B AN F R IR SRR 5 1925 58, L o RV VP £l 35 2R
F Ishikawa 817, 3% 77 v6 T K B A4F K H Drylab. 7E
JUE 193 A, A 9 DA R AN SR B K B I i D) &S D) R
CMA, I JEU 1] 348 JE 5L e 56 1 ek 1) R e J2 A T
N CMPs, 8 it 4= K -7 3ot F RSM #f s 1 i Ad 2 (1) 38
F % F1MODR. 7S04 LC-MS & & 43 #1 H, #fF 52
DAAE U e 55 4 4T 0 (1) 43 85 FE (Rs) A CMA, PAE T %
WA AR R AR R . 6T C R i A8 Ak 4y
T, WFFE N U I Drylab #043EAT 42 R T B TR,
T B o B AR, I R A 1~3 /N A4 &
VKA. Z0F 5l AQbD Mg s Th JF & 1 i F i)
SEEONT TR, WEG T IR R IR R T A
R G KRS VPl A S 56 T N R A 2 R T R
BET mA AT EE IR LT R, JROR T AQLD 7EF- & i
TER R L
3 BRESRE

AQbD & — i T RS VAN (1 RGTT KR IE, B
FEFF R v IR B B 4 BT 7 2%, SR FH D7 VR fg, TR it 2
BRI, R A AE AR Y MODR Y5 [ N 1217, i
o 7 R I R P R . AR O R AR T VR AT
RBYB, TR T X e &= R R R R R
PRARFAYE S, ARG 7 0k B FE S AT AR BE AR PR RS
B R FUIX LE PR ZE, AT LA T G b S0 RN 4% ) g v
PERE, AT 530 i o1 == 1 2454 40 A

93 FF AQDLD ) 52 jiti, ICH. USP }% BP fifi 42 & i
TR . HP, ICH 720234 11 A KAiIQl4 5
Q2(R2)¥5 7 & F, #2487 & BRG: — M b ILHE 28, 176
KB B AARAE bk le— 25, DAHES) 40 # 77vE I A AR
i A . N SCHER TR A R B, AQDLD fE AL N
TR 255y W 5 iE TR R AR 22 R, T AR 2
YT H G A, 4o B 07 vE B O R R Bk AR, A8
AQbD TE1Z AT 85 1) B 1 b F e B B B . R itk
X — RGN TT R KBS IE & DA BT fHET .
AQbD A7 2N TR H AL AL A2 B
Z R ), BERT A T AR AR TR, T H
T OHHETER RS AL, EATCERH T
i F5 Ji Rl 24 B 70 1R 9 P oy B Ak T o T, i E A T

HH D it B o) B A P ) S N [R) 2B B i e T
R o0 M T B BE AL FE €3 7 L CELLC-MS 2R B AL /3
HrH AR, 940 4% ELISA \PAGE &5 % %5 23 # 5 7%, B &
1E B G M 7T K P 2.

AN ] 5 325 B AR AG I A2 7T LLE Y, AQbD
FF o A mE I AR s B2, A2 5L T SE PR oF ok B i A E
Tk, Bk BN E S B R, ESLbR N,
AQbD 5 I 4 7. 43 B 5 V2 1 v vk ), BAE R E S8
T BBl P90 08 7 9% 0 e e R AT SR, S P R AR A 4%
PR (R 8 SO TE AR I BUBME VA o S5AEGTT R 7
A TG, AQDD JF Kk FEWE (AR A TE T M A VE T R 4
A= i JE A B AR AT RR S o, B3R T RO R R
R AT 56 AN — 58 1] LR 737 7532, {2 ml LLad ik
1 FH A R R i e 8 R N, 4k 482 ot A e 12 5 VR AT AR
TEAEMI S . B S MO A 2 R R, 3T
ZHEARBEG ST SR8 2, ol CE 5 MS B
H, w4 e AR 5 MSBEFH, qPCR 5 ey = /37 186
S5, BT AQbD B 1] ST I AN “ 48 55 B By 1) “ £ 45 DK
7R AR, K E S e 5 R A, AR
ALY o3 W 7 T R AR E SRR R B, A B
HE W) 245 53 W O T R BB T 30%~50%, [F] B B A
IEAIE 2 R R T vk ALy L BA N I B R . 48R,
T 785 A FH AQbD 1E 43 BT 75 vE I R IR, i A
BT L A% VR TR b R R B, B AN ) D R
5 A5, A BTV I T R SR, DA R B SR A
K, B B R B PR B T T R R G AUE IR AR .
FIFR G, 43 B N B3 AT AS W 2 5738 1 iR 25 1), 65
KM TR TE.

R AQLD TEAEM 21 o3 Mt 5 15 TT R B 2 32 7
T o TR IR T BRI RE, (EAT T If — S Bk .
B4, AL 53 A D7 R T R AR B B8 A At 0 A A
F2 A B v SR N G R I R R TR R IR B 1) 2%
VS IR R, ATY R AR AR S 2 (RSP . ROk, Bl
EBARMRBEMAZE I R, AQbD 5 LYY
G BT A R 1 TR B AR . B IR T AQBD
S FH, AT DLTE by b A I SRR, O o 0 R R R
BEMENS%.

EEB TRk: Bk i on RS, s 4 597 SR
RS2 SCHR G E0g 67 578 SC R IB R I N A5 B
D 38 A TN A7 5% ST 3R AR o A IS YBA 67 53 ff S 3 12 i %
RSB, I R S AT IO OC

FITE ST BT A EE 35 B AR 25 5
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