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WE B EHBE—MF LREN, FREG TRET SR AAKR T AL E, TTL S A M ik, 2K
P ERRS A TLE L ARATIEEE P o R-FEaF O3 — A 5% 2 24RA, B TR Ed e 5
% BT A BB A AR B AR BRI R P BB G St AT 4L RIS E RO R e SDS-PAGE M & 45 R AR,
B A R-BRR G, AR R KRN R-FEA RO G 4.96, AR HAT4E, Bt —F AR R LI, P R-3E 40k
Gt Cu B F R I B R F 094 F 38 v bk R Tkt — A A T4 5 T4 X R-3E40 B & 38 R 9384, AR £+
BS54 B T A e RIS B e ], AR EIRAT R AR T 5 AR E ZIRIFH LR R R, LR Akw B
A 4434 pg/L,ZAK T BAR(AEER A K L AR E)(CB 5749—2022) b 3£ -H M 3% B 4 LB R E M % KPR (0.7 mg/L), ¥
FIRAT A T 2 AP EERARAE P EH B AT e AR T M th RE A F e B, 4 AR R A S R-EaF AR

RBET BTG, AW KR b R AR T — AR ok B — R E U ANA,
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BT MR R — PR LA DLBERR BN 2 —
FERE il 2% 07 i B A, th T ROH ERA
RAFRKERPE, PR 25 5% B 15 et 2K A
A7 i IR H g 2 P, [ B AE B FEALAY (Tn-
ternational agency for research on cancer,IARC)
fa i A H BRI BUR LS Y, R R AT hE
SAGRIE MG T NS A HOEFR R H B2
FIE AT, U0 DNA 8B BESAT AEFERENE
ImZ B MR AN 7R R TR DA , X AR 1 L A ik LA
L2 240 LRSI AN RS 3 A 4 (A TR A
K BAEARUEY (GB 5749—2022) v, A= 16 1k
KRR B RRAE R 700 pe/L, B ET, HH AR
J5ik FEA G L Ek PO, mR
HETE-AE R T AL T g -FOA S A A
RBUZ S W REARA LS AT & 5, A
AR TP PR B (8 PRl e S I A 3 19 3
B Y PR INC 45 R DM e B, 2205 vk A ik
RS FARIB R R (1.1x10° pg/L) o T BR T~
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VU BR 2R SRR U I AT A: 2 5% BE T BE 2 52 i
EHAEYERE K AR T RIERGEN K E, [
I 1 2375 YL R

BLLE H FEORIE TP, RH%
P EREN . RIS RO S A, )
WLl BN R-BEZLE I (R—-phycoerythrin,
R-PE) B-#: 4L H (B-phycoerythrin, B—PE) I
C—¥ 4125 [ (C—phycoerythrin, C-PE) , B 418
ISR R 13 e e R R B AN i e LT I R
(Phycoerythrobilin, PEB) F1% JK IH & (Phycouro-
bilin, PUB ) A (A BE AT, Fir VR D¢ it e 1A fik i
SRR ATO0, BLLEHBA SR
EFIR, A, AT R TP 75 e W A= 1% Je%
ar JCB AT AR, AN LR R R PO IR
BEAS DU A ] 7K B 5 vh H 4 JE B F Heg? i B,
BELLE F GO T 7 A 4 P RS e 4 i
ol (i AR T8 455858 (Porphyra haitanensis ) 7))
PEEE R T, Kk R RREE N
FEATHEYMZ — . ISP R E T B
2470 240 ku', HFOEIERERE , 53O0 R T R &
(82%~98% )™, H HiI ¥ £1 8 H #E HUSRHLL 2T B
BN LT PR BRI JRUR 32 AR T LA IR
SN UL A i, H TR SR
BLLE AR EA L
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ASBIFSE T8 3 R G R R PR | BRI (1
JENTEE DT A A MR S R R S5 3 e 4l
JE R-BLLHEN . FIH R-BLLEFX Cu* 5t
MR HH RS Co R AR, BT T R-3E
2L EE A DOETT RS i RLSAAT R K A Hh R H IR Y
it DA K A B IR R R B T vk
IEFERGIRA S (EAL A T RERT R A2

1 MRS F*®
1.1 MRS

TR T I, HRKRET
SR R SR K T AR M T 5 BT A )
B aigh
1.2 UEHEE

CR22N 3l .01, H A H 2 A BRA E]  EJ -
410 L FR, HAS A&D AR/ ] AKTA pure25
AP, B LG ED A RH A TR A F
NanoDrop One C i 3 & 43 Y6 )6 B 31 Varioskan
LUX ZIIREREAR, FEBR CHRBHEA R A A
SCIENTZ-1ID # /S I m A, T = Akt
Hi A B2 Al FE-28 Standard pH 1, MR #I-3C
F A (L) A FRZS F] 5 JASCO-815 7] — )t
AL, HAS JASCO A H],
1.3 7%
1.3.1 R-¥ELLEH R 0B Alife S gl i e
SENTE BHERESIRNIRGE , IS E A S
B, AR IR ST R R M S I R R B
30 min— I EEER 5 K—4 °C, 8 000 r/min B5.0> 30
min—H_ W —25% 10 AR IR 2 —45% 16 i R
B,

45% 1 FVBR R B UTLVE S 5 H 0.22 wm IS
1 IE#5 . PEF% Hiload 16/600 Superdex 200 GL
il £ 70 6% I i A 2l Ak W A A 1xPBS (pH=
7.4) WK 1 mL/min, K954 R 260,280,565
nm , YA X Bz 0 (PR BE AR 12,14, 16 mL) (3
W, PREIRTE 12 mL 30 04 9 O R BA 43 1
A 50 ku BB IEERY  BEAF T 4 CRREE XA T
L BUR AR 2 3 ] ddHL0 F B, FHBEFR A3t
I 400~700 nm {3 B A OGS, SDS-PAGE
R, BORGIR S Sx FREG il iR A o ik
ARG T RAE

R-#EZL B HWEERE P %K 565 nm Ab 10

%E A565nm ﬂ]{ﬂzﬁ 280 nm ﬂ\E/‘Jn&ﬁ[ﬁE A 280nm ﬁﬂa‘iu :
P=A 565nm/A 280nm ( 1 )

BT B TR I (proee) IS 565,617,
650 nm lLl‘ El/‘] WJ\I{:TE AS()Snm\A 6170m ﬂ] A650nm T—I‘%:ﬁgf
|

props (mg/mL) = 0.123 XA sg5m—0.068 XA g7+
0.015%A g5 (2)
1.3.2 B0 AKE R (Peptide mass fingerprint-
ing, PMF)  2lifbJ5 iYL BCHIAE SHTE 6 mol/L JR % |
10 mmol/L. B 73 B EE 50 mmol/L i iR & 84 7 TR
H1,37 CHEF 45 min, SRJ57E 10 mmol/L fll £ Bt
JH .50 mmol/L B PR S B v W H ARG A F R E 1
h, ZIEWA 2 mol/L JRZ |50 mmol/L ik R S &4 i
B, B A AR (A (1:40)37 Cit Ak, A
0.1% (V/V ) 19 R 1 SO o I FH EL2S T4 2
TS, SRERETE 0.1% BReyBaikst, %
Mo

TE LC-MS/MS #dirfr, BEHE 100 wmx2 cm [
FRER 75 wmx15 cm WBE TR, HT
HOELK Luna 3 wm C18 (2), HPLC &4 :5%~
35%B A 60 min,35%~75%B tH 4 min,75% B 1
10 min(A #H: % 0.1% BRIV LEK B #H: & 0.1%
HRRE 205 ) , T 300 nl/min, il #55% & 375~
1600 m/z FT

B 5 4y ¥ 3 T Thermo Proteome Discoverer
2.4, M\ https://uniprot.org/ (organism =“Neoporphyra
haitanensis”, F#%T 2022-11-24) F &%, BxH
FeAb (Cys) TERFRE B, Ak (Met) 15 Ry AT 22 1
i, e 1x107° JPR5Hi FOAS EE 0.6 u N R B
¥5BE . i Percolator 5% Sk B B3 VAL, 26T
1% FDR 1 ¢ {8,
1.3.3  $EHAEAL R-¥E21 8 0 A (] 46 )8 PH 2
TR ¥ R-EELAE A S ARS8
?‘(Zn%\Cuz*\Cr3+\C02+\Fez+\Pb2+\Mn2+\Ni2+\Mg2+ﬂE|]
Ba®)iR A . LIIMABAIK Y R-EELLE AE A H
YRR, R-ELLEE F A i 28 0.1 mg/mL, AN
IFi) 4 B 1 F2CH B0 100 wmol/L, JHEEBR AR 3
RPAL 498 nm, KHHHE A 525~700 nm 75 A IC
sk R-EEZLER H PO GG A,
1.3.4  R-PELAEAX Cu™Wzemn gk Cu®
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VTR (AT E N 1.0 mg/L) AR EE Y R-
PRLLER UM R-PELLER R A o R B 4
5124 0.1,0.2,0.4,0.8,1.6 mg/mL, 1£ 25 *CRJ¥ 10
min J5, P& A, =498 nm, A, = 525~700 nm & [l
PR A SRR L

AR PE Cu* A R-3 41 8 I o, (il
Cu® By & ¥ B 435>~ 0,0.1,0.5,1.0,10.0,20.0,
40.0,60.0 pmol/L, R £1. 3 [ & i i JE 0 0.1
mg/mL, 7E 25 CRN 10 min J5, E#CE K 498
nm &R, 8RR SN 525~700 nm 19K ST
iR
1.3.5  HT R-BLAEAMNIOR T # 05
mg/mL () R-FELLE 4 4 4, 55 1 41 R-¥E4T
FE RN ddH0; %5 2 4 R-3#40 8 1 2 100
pL 3x10° pe/L BURHBE; 55 3 40 R-%4IEH R
H150 pL 20 wmol/L (1) Cu®; 55 4 4 R-¥E4LEH
B 50 w20 wmol/L. Cu®H1 100 pL 3x10° pg/L )
T, BARFER N 250 WL, 7EE I FIRA 10
min, & A, =498 nm,A,, = 525~700 nm i [l N
() AR B
1.3.6 PRET R R H Mk 0 A o T 28 A A AL i S0 (L

P E R B (2 700,2 400,2 100, 1 800,

1 500, 1 200,900,600 we/L) HHH B> 515 50
pL 9 20 wmol/L. Cu® iR A F ddH0 H1, EH 1
min, P, A 50 pL A9 R—ELLEARR, RS
W) e AR TR Sl 250 wl, TEZIR FIEHE 10
min J&, & A, =498 nm, A, = 575 nm L) & 5t
SRR EEICAE Fi, LA 20 pmol/L. CuPRE 4 R-FELLHE
&S CIREEICAE Fy, T8 AF = F-F,, UL AF
YL, B TR TR BE S R A AR bR o e
LA A TR SR AR BB (LOD) , TH5E 2
A,

LOD = 30/S (3)

P S AR o NS FIARIEZE
1.3.7 AR B XA R Cu T4 K 3x
10 pe/L B4 J8 31 (Zn** Ba® Co™ Ca®* Mn* |
Mg Fl Ni*) 50515 3x10° /L A 5 H B A R
A BEm A 4 B IR A SO H AW, TR X
7 PR FINA 20 pmol/L. Cu**Fl 0.5 mg/
ml R-BZ1EE FAMFE 10 min, K 3x10* we/L 1Y 7
i 42 )8 B 743 5145 20 pmol/L. Cu®*F1 0.5 mg/mL

R-BEZLE IR &, FL il A & B B FIR G
Cu™Fll R-BLLE BRI E 10 min, TARE
VI 5 A = 498 nm, A, = 575 nm &b 1Y & 56
WHNTREE

¥ 3x10* wg/L BB ¥ (C17 \NO5~,CO5* Br~,
SO HCO; F1 S0:%) 7335 3x10° pg/L 15 H i
IR G, e A B B IR A B H A, 1
Wi 7 PR AT AN 20 wmol/L Cu® A1 0.5
mg/mL R—#ZLEEFIEE 10 min, # 3x10* pg/L 1)
7 FHBAES F 50 515 20 wmol/L. Cu® Al 0.5 mg/mL
R-PELLE IR &, Bl A 8 IR &
Cu™ Ml R-BLLEHE I E 10 min, ARG
BRI E A, = 498 nm, A, = 575 nm A9 & 5156
WHCIRE
1.3.8  ZRARF R EH R N DAAIFSE 1T
AR ET 1A 250 R KRR FH AR H 1 B H itk
AR 53Hr . PR KAE S35 0.22 wmol/L (AL
8, 0 S C AN ] B B B2 (1500, 1 200,
900,600 pg/L) AYHLH B, PRI AN [W]FE & F0 20
pwmol/L Cu*LA & 0.5 mg/mL R-BE41E HIR A, I
H A, = 498 nm, A, = 575 nm 40 Y & BT EER
B o FFRUE M Zei K rh B H B AR BR ik 2
ez Sileg =0y = w1

ISR (%) = A /A wx100 (4)

Ao A R SEBRS I H B A v B pe/L;
Ay R SEBRASIN B H BRI, wg/Ls
1.3.9 FdEaHr AR TCT R-BAEAR
PENCNE R B BPAT 3 Ay, g ss R
PLSFRMEAREZE "R . R SPSS %8 73k
153 BB 2

2 H#RESW
21 R-BAEZEAMHSE. 4

HRAEAE A RS 45% 100 RN BT R 2 e 41 43 T
BT ddH,0 h, SFFTRERS (A JE AT AR Y 4
B alifh, Hai ik EanE 1a s, B R AR
12 mL 53 AT ISOGTE A1 SDS-PAGE RAE, Tk
WOt TG4 R R % 4 53 ZE D 499 nm FT 565 nm
AhEAT 1 AR, JFAE 545 nm A0 14N JE 13X
S MR R-PEZ1LER B SDS-PAGE 25343k
B, HZH 40 E 24 19,20,32 ku A0 B B B 454, 5%
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SCHR[26] B T RE N R-FELLE H AT « 8 Fl y2H
o Rt —E AR, XA B AR AR 12 mL 4143
AT E FRAE 45650 R e o by FL R AR 45

0.18
LOF —— 565 nm
=
iS
=2 012}
Mz 3
2505 Z ¢
3 X 3
Tz = £ 006f
=}
£ =
7z
0.0 L — ) 0.00
5 10 15 20 25 300
A
Volume/mL

(a)

[ —— REIAA2 mLERE S

B AN, gt i Ab A5 20 i e 21 3 R e P K
565 nm F1 280 nm AL I E A sesm F A 2500, 25
2N 4.96 AR Hrai g,

ku M

13

100
70
55

40

35

25

15

400 500 600 700
Pk
Wavelength/nm (c)
(b)

1 BRSNS R (a) RBER 12 mL AS KRS (b)F1 SDS-PAGE 4% (c)
Fig.1 The SEC purification result (a), the absorbance spectra (b) and SDS-PAGE(c) of content

of 12 mL retention volume

2.2 EEWASHFIST

BT ES | AR AR 12 mL A9 T
RIS SRAE , I AE B e A T4 R LT, 2% 1 F
22 F S RERASRT , EUCERE K Z E A
IRRRE o 2 A R R A0 7 o o, 7 5 R e
ARSI B ) 5 L, P SR RO TS TR 5
T SRR KAL) o WA ST IR A K
PErP AT 1 o W3 (QOZHI7, UniProt ) 8 3 15
ik 80%, [RIHH, 443 B WA ML EN B I3

(D6QT98, UniProt) 1) 51 1% &l #5 & Ky 58% ., &l 2a
FEAEY 5B E M Z IR B nlh 115191,
1 060.20,886.77,1 008.99,1 202.11 u, 5 A
PE a- 3 (accession—Q0ZHI7 , UniProt ) 25 [ /7 5l
AEML, [FI3E B 2b HhAE i Y 4 A4Sk (1 .053.06,
934.47,1 146.60,710.88 u) 5 [ E PE B-V %
(accession—d6QT98, UniProt) B A MM, 245G %
AT A K B 51 437 245 SR Ul B i A2 L)
BRI R-PRA R,

F1 REWAS o TESH

Table 1 The analysis of substrate a-subunits
i a3 AT REN  BEF/%  HAUEEHR KR
QOZHI7 6 247.47 17 700 80 1 466 #E R 355 K (Neoporphyra haitanensis)
Q6UDP9 22.61 17 500 24 9 # R R 358 K (Neoporphyra haitanensis)
%2 REUWAS pTESH
Table 2 The analysis of substrate B-subunits
il LS A>T REN BEFI%  FEEEEHK KR
D6QTI8 434.71 18 400 58 131 % KB 5% 5 (Neoporphyra haitanensis )
Q6UDP8 17.6 17 400 23 5 % KB 35% 5 (Neoporphyra haitanensis )
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1060.20

MKSVITTTISAADAAGRFPSSSDLESVQGNIQRAA
1151.91

1008.99
ARLEAAEKLASNHEAVVKEAGDACFAKYSYLKNPG
886.77
EAGDSQEKVNKCYRDVDHYMRLVNYCLVVGGTGPV

DEWGIAGAREVYRTLNLPTSAYVASFAFARDRLCV
1202.11
PRDMSAQAGVEYAGNLDYLINALC

(a)QOZHI7_PE a-W.H:(HEENIE 1553%)

a—subunit (Neoporphyra haitanensis)

MLDAFSRVVVNSDAKAAYVGGSDLOALKKFIADGN

1053.60
KRLDSVNAIVSNASCIVSDAVSGMICENPGLIAPG

GNCYTNRRMAACLRDGEIILRYVSYALLAGDPSVL
934.47
EDRCLNGLKETYIALGVPTNSSVRAVSIMKAAAVA
T 1146.60
FITNTASQRKMATADGDCSALASEVASYCDRVAAA
710.88
IS

(b)D6QTI8_PE - K (Hi 5K M 15483K)
B-subunit (Neoporphyra haitanensis)

H PMF 43 BT 2R - 36 5 S AKEBE(1 151.1.91,886.77,1 060.20, 1 008.99,1 202.11 u) BV 3E 4 R (1 053.06,934.47,1 146.60,
710.88 u) B IR T 5153 9] 5 AR ZE 11 -PE a—lF 3% (accession—QOZHI7 , UniProt ) Al 8- 3 (accession—D6QT9S , UniProt ) ELAT [RIJEM:
B2 PMFfiT4H o(a)fn BIEE(b)
Fig.2 PMF-derived partial amino acid sequences of a (a) and B—subunit (b) of sample

2.3 R-BAZEAXAREEAETFHINLL
RIS 45 B 2.1 15 2.2 5 4 AT IE B A b5 5
S IPRE TEELL R, IR R
Jeh R-PELE A, el el H, R-Ba B
REELT R PR RSy, PR PR AR
R-BEZLEE FIHE TR 200 . B el R-3E40
FAX AN TR 4 I BH S A G R RE T, 6] 3a &5
T Co¥BEMS K R-IELLE A O, HE 4R
BTN R-SELL A OGRS i (s, L &
FILAZBEANTT . 25 i EARCE IS IR K BAARTE)
(GB 5749—2022) H iR FH K4 25 F U FRAEN 1 mg/
mlL, PR PUATF 5 B 5 BRAEL A, AN [] o i TR 1 R—-

0.8
0.6
0.4

0.2

AN Do B
Relative fluorescence intensity/(F/Fy)

0.0

§$® Coor fo2e Moo Ao, oo <o Qo %\a G P
(a)R-HLLFHE 5 10 pmol/L & Fh 42 R & TR AWk
HIRART IR BE (F/Fy)

LT 14 (0.1,0.2,0.4,0.8,1.6 mg/mL) B 7% 6 i
JE . FEHTES TN 1 mg/L S R[] R
PELLHR DR R AN 3b iR, Bl BEAL
B T TR B T R, AFGT 2 i 3 il 2 3458 3 2
VTR H O LIRE B3 2 — | S P R-8
LT8R A DOCITRET KN Cu I BE TT . Cu® W FE A3 TN
fifi R—BELLER PO B AT, Y Cu® TR IR
60 mol/L B, R—BE LT 2R [ 19 2 ik ik e 7 2%
Wi 60 wmol/L LA 1Y Cu*BEJL-F-HFK R-¥BE41 5
PG, A TSR Cu> 8 i Ml R-PE41E
G 25, B2 R—BE 41 26 (1) DU LR &
PR AR S BOA K>

—
S
T

HH

=3
o]
T

H

o
=)
T

<
'S
T

=]
NS}
T

AHXT S
Relative fluorescence intensity/(F/Fy)

00 'l 1 'l 1 1
0.1 0.2 0.4 0.8 1.6

LI H AR

R-PE mass concentration/(mg/mL)

(b) 1 mg/L, Cu®PE KA FE R—¥BL1 25 R ARI XS 9GO BE (FIF,)
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70 b ——R-#41 % H(R-PE)
——R-PE+0.1 pmol/L Cu®*

s 60F —— R-PE+0.5 umol/L Cu?
= ——R-PE+1 pmol/L Cu**
z S0f ———R-PE+10 pmol/L Cu**
£ R-PE+20 pmol/L Cu**
B E A0F R-PE+40 pmol/L Cu**
:[3 g Ll ——R-PE+60 pmol/L Cu**
N O
= 20F
i
=
10 F
0 L L L ]
550 600 650 700
Bk
Wavelength/nm

()N Cu MR BEAFAE N Y R-¥E418E F 996
L ah Fr P<0.001, %% P<0.0001,
B3 R-BAEHS5&£EEFHRAEEER

Fig.3 Fluorescent interaction between R-PE and metal ions

24 ETFTR-BAERGITHRAFBRFTRE
=2 M D) VA N

TE R-BELLE X Cu®* % Em hy R 4 L hik
bt TR T R 0O R
K ERE: . & 4a PR, 7E 498 nm BT IR
T, R-FBELLEHFE 575 nm A0 1 NREE, INA
FH IS R-BELLER (DGR BRI R I FEAE
Cu i}, R-BEL1 3R 265 T FE B R 4R 28Ok
SR EE Y 30% , B G P RS, s et Ji
J& R-¥E£1ER H B HR K 5 G REMK & i i 9 o B
1) 89.5% , JE AN TF I " IRAS . A SCHRR A,
FH BT LU B SEN S Ce B EH] . FH

250 ——R-HAEA (R-PE)
—— R-PE+HEH B
——— R-PE+Cu?"+H 1 [
200 ——R-PE+Cu*

150 F

100 |

FCHRIE

Fluorescence intensity/a.u

w
(=}
T

550 600 650 700
Pk
Wavelength/nm
(a)

T ARG S . BT i 4R i A B o - Lk ) Al
RIFEF AT 5 Co e B G 3, A RYIAE T
FET R-BELAHE AW TP R A — @ ]
1k

Hyk, i B Rk B S R DGR B YOG
F, W 4b FrR, A R WS R R
Cu B K I R-PE LT8R 1 5 600 B 22 (8 (AF) A R
Hagg I BA RIS FR L TE 600~2 700 pg/L
JEEIN , AF 55 FR0H v B S R A Iy R
Y = -37.51+0.1536X , #H & %k R* 24 0.978, H
JEE AR (LOD ) A 443.4 wg/L,

400
300
g 200
S
<
Y=atbX
100 b a=-37.51+14.93
5=0.1536+0.0087
H R=0.978
0 . . . . : .
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
FH MR B R R S
Glyphosate mass concentration/(pg/L)
(b)

B4 EFR-BAEL-ClFRIENEHBE
Fig.4 Detection of glyphosate based on the R-PE-Cu* system
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25 HEBFIEHBRQNE T
KRBT 8%, RBR Cu SR
B FRZARE R g K Sa B,
LR & )8 1 (Zn* Ba™ ,Co™ Ca® Mn** Mg Fl
Ni?*) DARCH B 10 504 B2 in AR N R 48, R—
LI M ZOEIRE AT 52 BN W 52, o — 7 1

A
| A& R

200 | |

YOLTREE

Fluorescence intensity/a.u

Ni**  Ba* Zn** Mg¥ Ca¥* Mn* Co*

(a)

SR T A 24 5k B A BB T (i L
NO;™,COs* . Br SO . HCO; #1 50327%‘ ) HEA KA y
e R ) 2 X R AT e, A& 5b iR
B 7 LA 23 T3 R-BELLAR R B H B 0 4G
o,

[ A R

200 [ o 5 s B

—
wn
(=3

wn
(=3

Fluorescence intensity/a.u
S
(=]

cr Noy

o

SO,>
(b)

Br SO HCO;y

B 5 AREBEFHEHBGUETHZMm

Fig.5 The effect of detection glyphosate by adding different anion or cation

2.6 REFEK G S T B H R R B U E H B

R BRI R 21 2 (9B R AR ZE K
A H R I R SR B T AT, LB SR
IKFN SRR AR F AR HEAT I, R A A [
WL R R B A R LR 3, FORK
IR & A DGR TE 96.4%~119.0%22 1] , BRIk
Hh R B Y [ESCR AE 107.6%~128.6% 2 [H]
GERFW, WAL B AR SCPRRE A 1 R
e B ASHI Ph LA R AP R

3 #it5iie

AR5 308 3 P I 20 R R R A
S R BT VE i R IS € ks i A A5 3] 3 B 4
B R-AEH, SHAMEIENA a- % (ac-
cession—Q0ZHI7, UniProt) J¥3IHl B-W3E (acces-
sion-d6QT98, UniProt ) 51 DL L , 4% AR (L A
i, BRI R-BELLEE . R-BELLE ¢
DI RGN B 1 X R BE A 2 C &R R-3
ZLAR SO0 B AR A 5 R H IR AR B A
PECFR . AWF BT AR B 5 ik S AR v 17 (B A

R 3 KEHPEHBSENRN(n=3)

Table 3 The detection of glyphosate in water samples (n=3)

BRI B Y
e i M#aﬂﬁ\;ﬁ K

o JRERIE JRERIE J
(rg/l) (rg/L)
B koK 0 — — —
600 578.2 194 964
900 1067.1 173 1186
1200 1428.5 9.2 1190
1500 1767.6 6.6  117.8
B Rk 0 — — —
600 645.5 3.1 107.6
900 1066.9 105 1185
1200 15428 77 1286
1500 1826.0 65 1217
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Abstract Objectives: Glyphosate was an efficient herbicide, while there was negative impact on water environment and
human health. Therefore, it is significant to develop an efficient and accurate method to detect the glyphosate in water.
In this study, a fluorescent turn—on probe was designed based on R-phycoerythrin in Porphyra haitanensis for detection
of glyphosate in water. Methods: The crude extract in P. haitanensis was extracted by freeze—thaw cycle and ultrasonica-
tion. The peptide mass fingerprint, abosorbance spectrum and SDS-PAGE indicated the extract was R-phycoerythrin. The
purity of R—phycoerythrin was as high as 4.96 after purification. Further studies indicated the R-phycoerythrin was spe-
cific fluorescence responsed to Cu®* ions. A fluorescent probe based on the copper ion quenching R-phycoerythrin fluo-
rescence was designed. Results: The probe fluorescence signal showed good linear relationship with the glyphosate con-
centration, and the detection limit was 443.4 pg/L,, which was significantly lower than the maximum allowable residue
limit (0.7 mg/L) specified for glyphosate in the Chinese National Standard for Drinking Water Quality (GB 5749—2022).
The probe was used to detect the glyphosate content in two water samples and the glyphosate was tested. Conclusions:
The study not only highly —value utilized of P. haitanensis, but also provides a new method for the detection of
glyphosate residues in water, which has certain scientific significance and application value.

Keywords Porphyra haitanensis; R-phycoerythrin; copper ion; glyphosate; spike recovery test



