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Advances in the Detection Methods of Antibiotic Residues in Honey

MA Yonggiang, ZHANG Siyao, YU Shiyou’, WANG Xin, LI Chenchen

(College of Food Engineering, Harbin University of Commerce, Harbin 150028, China)

Abstract: Honey is rich in many nutrients. It is used in the food processing industry not only as a sweetener for the
production of beverages, candies and other foods, but also for pickling fruits and vegetables. However, there is a problem of
inappropriate use of antibiotics in the prevention and treatment of infectious diseases of bees during beekeeping process.
Antibiotics remain in honey because most antibiotics are difficult to be metabolized by bees. If the honey containing
antibiotics is eaten by consumers for a long time, consumers' health will be affected. Therefore, the detection of antibiotic
residues in honey contributes to assess the potential health risks. The current status of antibiotic residues in honey is
reviewed in the paper. And the detection methods of antibiotic residues in honey are summarized. Chromatography has the
advantages of rapid and sensitive detection. But there are problems of expensive equipment and high detection costs. The
sensor method and the immunoassay are cheap and easy to operate. The electrochemical sensor method has good prospects
for development because of its rapid response and high sensitivity. Besides, the development of detection methods of
antibiotic residues in honey is prospected. This paper is expected to provide theoretical reference for the research and
application of detection methods of antibiotic residues in honey.
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SR TR FIVEY T M e

YiE R BORIRME s & A sh i L AEITE
A ARG B e A 0 — R BT B AR S A TG
PEASR AP, SR H PR R a5
MRS METATIIS | AFERmEE | il | AR A,
i TP SR A e P AN S8 4, S E i i 3R
VAT B GBI 1 W) B, U2 55 i e 25 ) £ 5 28 4 T
o, I HL2sX AR s B I N . AN BT 245 M | B
BEOSVHESEET, DI o i v pi A 22 5% 58 ao e
B =R RN T A AR

H AT, iR AR ARG I e 2P A= 22 5% B8 T N
JHEE 2, (A A RFE )T RAEUE S . KR
1o ST A AR HAY RS A B B, R A e = . S T
PR RIS, SFARAGI WA, T4k, FEde i3
PR BA ARG 4T, B 2SR5 35 S T i s R (3
5 WA TS - HR DTS el DA NG BRI Iy
PTG IR AT . e THTIR A e AR T
W T A ZR AR B BLIR AN s, S bl
FRER A IS A T E SR LS 2
1 $EZPingE R EIIRELA
1.1 PUIFEZE

VU R 2ePT A= FE (Tetracyclines, TCs) &) JHT
RPN HEZN I UE TR +EHER . &%
FEEZZANFIEE, B LIVAYT R L R FHPE IR
AP . BRBEAR . ST ISR S R AN . HIAYT
RO . WS- FEPEAIR . AR AICRR, FEFRIET R b,
e H A T #E e g B B %5 . GB 31650-2019
CE e A AR UE B i P 2 i KB R BE B L ) PRt
T AFEMSF EEE URE . & RNRAE
B R &, HoP A 200 pg/ke, WiN 100 pg/ke, BN
400 pg/kg!'?, T A K] e 2 b PUIR R AT IR B K
FHHFFEXT 2014~2020 4FEAS[EIHBIX Y IUT 4 J7 4~ W25 RE
AhIEA T AR, RGN 2% SR S BH e v TCs K H R AL
R BE, ABAAFAE TCs Rl H BRI, TCs 2 A
I, 5% 88 W 29 25 TR U B8R S A It N S
BCAGAREE, F3 46, TCs 28 HEE IR P AR T il
U RS EN, SR AR L B ST E A AL
4l BB . PRGN AR L R X T e op
TCs PRGN 7 3, 34 T ZE 300 F HAS I B A BAG HY 5
o
1.2 FEAEESE

s iR 244 22 (Quinolones, QNs) J&—Fp#k)
ARG BT ST D, RS R AT
BB RS . A R Fh 5 1 g TV ORI
DNA [5]HEEFRINHI 40 DNA & i, PP 5% K
PRAA . 3BT S 404 - QNs PRIEA R iy i
RO K RSB BATE R R T R 76T o 24
5% B AR W 2 T ) QNs B AR A, XTIz . X
PR RGE WIR ARG B G o5 fa 3 ot
R NY/T 5030-2016TCAFTA ™ Sh-a-24 i FHvEN] )

FRAE, T Rvb B L A B AR 2t H
e P S TR DS A 2R AR B A HH OB e B B AT
R, ARSI ANEIFZE | ASFE AR 50 Fp g e itk
ATRE, Hod Ay 3 Rl sy w20 2019 41
I ARA T i B TR R e A R A TG, £ SR
A S DHER BRI Y QNs ZR RN,

1.3 FHERRMEAE

il 6 Bk 25 1 A 2% (Nitromidazoles, NMZs) J&
XPATAHAT A . DA 55 Z PP A M 245 ) i Do i T
ORIZERS AT N At 7/ BN (1 SB 8 SIS 55 WA - = R ST
W BUE . BOARVEA, RS GB 31650-2019¢E e
A E FEARER T T2 R R B IR 5 )1 LUK NY/T
5030-2016TCAFT A S B 220 FHUE Y AT 0, HH A
s Hb ISR SRV EARGGY T L AR E S R B R
S U BT SR AR R T TR AIAY T T
S FIBAT K B Ha o 385 2 0o FH FH A | S A e S5 i
FLRIRIEY) SR AGBFIE XL 162 (g
FESE LA IARAS 170 £ e R ol v R 14 536 B8 1
DL TRAH (O35 R DB TR e, 45 SR 26N, e vp
ATSRAFAE FR BRSBTS O, R e Loy iilik s 1.15~
18.80 pg/kg. N.D.~60.20 ug/kg?° 2", HHIK NMZs {E
SR A IR, (HHACI = 5 A e R Yy
WERE . e N AEAERL Z 2R R, AL 2T il
B RaR, o AR H BHE R,

1.4 FERESE

Tl B 5Pt 4= 22 (sulfonamides, SAs) 2 X Fa &2
M—ZE N A R T A ), 7 S e s e A v i)
FHF B 1A 2 e SR gL 25 [ TR . DRI BRI 4554, ol an
TR E | e FH ORRmA | At N e A5 o ELAT AR )
B, HEH A S B hUAE B, SiE R
AR ZE T REAIG L 5200 B Bl LD RE . 513 WA IR R
45, R EIEEEFEP, G GB 31650-2019¢E
24 [ SRR UE i PR 24 e R R BR R B ) AT, At
) ST A R T A B RER B B A 100 ug/kg!'s A5
BFFEXTWITTAS 125 LUK 00 W A Sl R A TR AR ARSI,
oy 21 Pl s e SRS i e s oA AR, K
IR 1.6%P0 A WG L HAE T (Y S RO AH
AT 8 Pl A Sh A TSI, & IR 1 e
FEER ST AE AR B A F 1.03 mg/kg?”, UHA H
RIAEAE SAs BBARINIEL, ZI8PBtE AR PIARIgHE
TR, GnrEdge s bk B ol aa, ORIk i B BEXURS XoF
B I A IR T
1.5 8%

4% 2 (Chloramphenicol, CAP) & —Fh H. A5 1
RAMEEHERE) 15 TAE 2R, ISR H XA 7 8)
Py DR 2% B B PR AR A 2 G S PR B T S e 1 5 A
R AR gk vz P B T CAP X A4
FRRAFAE—E fa 3, KW T IR H SR s
5 AT R AT I . R BREE AT . ORRIR A i s =
g RAPOT, 2002 AFERREEFEFR FEHE O A me s vpAd HY 44
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BRI HBE T b E PR e R AR T, B
SRIE 2004 AERRBIMRIG: T 6 v [ e s i 11 284 {H
X AT TR E 15 0T — AT, ™
o T IR EE A LA EIBPR A EEEO, | IEFR E Nk
T Xt S B R BRI R ER S BE, 2015~2018 4F
I S 22 4 W B S TR TR = 1 . AN W) AE P24l
FIE RS, FERAG Y 2279 HEk g2 b, K RS FE
mh oA 41 JHEk, Horp @R AN GRS IS 27 ALk, I
6 H 98 B A 0.20~2.08 pg/kgBl, AR HE NY/T 5030-
2016 TCAFAR T S B2 FHUEN] Y P] H0, A= N
B AR K shrrEa i TP ANS R H 24T,
K g UL 2 b CAP BRI IR R ATISRATFAE, X T
THAGHI W BB | vy B A
2 EEPIEPITREREN G E
2.1 @ik

H AT, Bl T2 58 8 1 PUBR RS | s
25 | LR S ST AE B AR Ty vk, (H A
EIAR 7R HAETXHF—2Shr AR I TR, ST 4 il it
TE [EAR T RO EAN_ AT, M 123 ] s RG: iee
w2 FEFREE I E .
2.1.1 FERUWAH OGS = AR AE 2% 75 Chigh
performance liquid chromatography, HPLC) #] JH &
AR R G5, A WL T SRR T S A o e i S a0k
N [ E AR g AR 2, SR TP 8 o Es HY
ke, T JE AR Xt HAEA TR I 434 . HPLC A el
BT, RAPUE | K g iR

0T UTAED S E S ARG A S PR 5 FR A
WL ZE R PR B A 3R, B0 L S BS PRI
PIARA, DL BN B I S AR i A, SR C g 3%
8 e =B 31 B 0 K Fi = 0 e 4 A 7| R S S Py 1
FHEFEAGHA TR . S5 IRFRBHIUIAER . +E R Pl
mp = FhPr A FE UK H BR A 0.07~0.08 pg/g, DA 10,
20. 50 pg/g 3 DBIARSPABOINAR FIRGAES, FAFE & [
KA 82.4%~93.7%, RSD<3.5%., T EEXS T =
Yo FE W ITBCRE R 3 B O R B by, IR A A HUR
i pH LA X2 B I B R s X B IO r= AR 5], H Hi
T 325 TR B A I 1) B A 2 R 2 AR X AR b S
SEBN DL RGBSR K S W i sliAe, it PCX [EAH
ZEU IR e vh AR R TR, BT C g (i
T R A B A AR X e 25 Hh 15 PP Kk
BEAT [RIETRIN . FSE 4 SR B RTE 0.2~20.0 mg/L {11
FEI PSRRI ) 15 Rz AR R AT, KRRy
9.70~12.54 pg/kg, 53 B @A 0.05, 0.20, 0.50 mg/kg
3 DAL TR EDBGR S, A5 RN AT I8 60%~
105%, RSD<7.0%., FH EAHZER N AT LAACE 2
PRI A B %, I HAE L8R T i s el s
XA R B IBCSCR M R . 17k ] DASEEXT 2
Fhdro A= ZR AT RITI E H 5y B Re ey, nlid 5%
AP RF IS R SR

WAH 35 14 LA T s 2 4y 25 e 01, (B4

FE PSS FRFIEXE LA E , 7EAE SRS a] GE L B
PEIIGE . Xoh T 2 O Fh L S 42 23 1 3 o A TAGI st
— T A B BTSRRI A T e, DT
AR oAb FE AR RSO .
2.1.2 ERORAHCOTE RIS S RO (O R
X 5% 25 (high performance liquid chromatography-
tandem mass spectrometry, HPLC-MS/MS ) F K
HH T XA 20 53 A T 53 25, Pl s S i A TS
HZEG T OGS0 = 43 BSTERE KT s 10 2 HE DI RE, K
FHILFAIE BB KD, HETTHE = TR 25 R rERA P
(RIS, YRS ER P AEAR AR - REASRAE(EAS I o A v
M TR R 2R, B IS BERE T, P H v A 1 R
P,

SR ERAEDST LR R4 . H R IE 5 s R W A
S shAR, R H AT HEZ 1) QUEChERS (Quick,
Easy, Cheap, Effective, Rugged, and Safe) Hij4bH# J7
e, PEFH N-IN 3L 2 i (PSA) . /e st A kI
(Cy I VE IR BT %o e s A 7 AR B, SR FH C g (i AT
PEAT 4y B, i@t HPLC-MS/MS XTI 2E b 14 Flids i
B o & A TN AE - SIS LS R BoR, RSS2 R
RV CR, X1 14 FhosE R a0 B 5 A 30w
PEREME, AN [RIBE B AE S T T A 2P 38 L U 7
—75.0%~29.2% Z[0], HAZITIEAAFAETR RN, H
K ) BR >k 0.45~2.58 ng/g, E 2 R (LOQ) 2 1.51~
8.59 ng/g, 43 LA 14 FhHL A ZR Y LOQ. 3 1% LOQ
Fe 10 5 LOQ A 3 7K i O AR 1 52 56,
[ AT 35 81.2%~108.3%., W42 HUAE il Fiif Ab B 2=
FEMRASHIN i () 32 B0, DA ITIT 2 e ARG 238 R il —
520, QUEChERS Jy vk 2 475k i FHAR 22 10 —Fh i
AEFREEA, & HAT AR . AbFRPGH | A AF A,
H— e Pt PSA K C18 A5AL Gl Bt 7 X AF b 254 7
BIALER, FTX QUEChERS J7 AU HE, Xu 4507 34
PEEAEE (ZnO )V Ay 8 A il w4k 8L 1) WA ISR 5910 ke o
ARSI 18 T, N IR TTIDR FHI AR I e 2 e v
MRAT BN SE R IR N RIS 15 PR Rk . of
FEMIR, ZnO AL S MZ B30 4 W SRR B B 4, ARSI R
1 0.24~0.68 pg/kg, EERRN 0.80~2.27 ng/kg, L 5.0,
10.0. 20.0 pg/kg 3 7K PAoR [E1 i, H A
9 81.3%~99.0%, RSD<9.18%, J- FBFASSZI6 AT 5%
T2 0 FH B S R e A I P e B AR T BE AR
TZ T SR A 3 i 2R i Bf 5510 320 A A G o 5+1)
XTWE B S A TRTAR R, X BT ZRAG I B RO 2
Ty TR BN R A MR RE . RT3k
fith I+, Baeza 550 SR /r T ENIE B 459 (MISPE) 5
WA LS A 14 7 2R U RUE BRI T 6 AP
FSHUAERR, DT LIRS s TGO AR G il T R IS 45
TER IR G, FK HAE A EAHZE I A A, il 85
T 7 e E by LR SE S G SRR P U B L & AL N E A o)
HUATIRE. LAZNE . KW T shAH, R
HR-ODS A 47435, BFFE 4 3R, 76 1. 10,
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20 pg/kg 3 AU HINZKSE R HOmAR RIS #AE 84.3%~
104.7% =[], K BR AT 35 0.1~4.2 pg/kg, & =R N
0.2~4.4 ng/kg, RSD<11.6%. %4t 1Y [E AH A BtkE—
FELIRERE S e, %) HARpiA: | ICEE U TR R
S, T 53§ BRI SR G My REfS A PR E R
Hbrbod: 22, HAGI BREAIR, v SR 23 841

g g vho AR 2R AR B v R R A TR KO,
LT T R I 2 A g 2SR g e B, H R, HPLC-
MS/MS KZ R 2 S v Wi sk oA 2=, Y
HACRA R E T 58 TS5, B0 THepioR i B
ALK, e g2 o AR ZRIEA TR S, AH b e 0
A, ARSI () SRARE | A A e U0, (R
TSGR AR B BT, XTI SAHEE R A, BRI E ) 72
I T TGS A FAE— 5 BHA
22 fERAEDER
221 YUKk AL ARG AIKRARHE B4
Z Bk RE e HARA B R R R I & v st
Wi, FE Tl AL S AR AZ B T )12 ST,
42 B FETCH LA M BHIFEIK 4 Jd Je gk &8
FAL AR, T EE I R A L 5RE 11, U
SR TR ARSI | R 2 ARV 2 s h T ke
FLA KA R T IHAL AR AR . AU B2 5 A5
RS AR Tz R,

G @ AN AR T S L PR TER, H3E T AR 1Y
FRARBPIIEA 718 SR 32 i B RRE P, TRIELNK
AT PEREAR S AR e L 5, SR BRI B4
BHGERARZAA, HRlT, X148 SaREEDIOR B RS T
ARGk 2 . Mani 281 F)H 4k
FHGNK A (MoS,) M Z BERRANKE (-MWCNTSs), 38
BRI B HI S T MoS,/f-MWCNTs 4K 44
B, PTG R LR B A F A R T, I AR i r A
fLIRARRIM AR . AR WoR, 9K & i ik
TE 0.08~1392 pmol/L ¥ 5 15 Bl P 15 Gl 55 22 SR £t
B, KEMER 2 0.015 pmol/L . KF W FH T g h 4l 5
2R ARSI, e S TR IR 2% P RS S I A GEE BE
5 X 10 umol/L (% CAP bRyfERE R, LhE . B0, i
VS AT, RIS AT IR 96.2%~97.0% . %7
L FH Y MoS,/fMWCNTs 44K &k kEEAT R4
PR PERE, S B A MPEMENT S i AR SR R
AEAEAL RO K i ARSI, I HELAE N FH g b

AL % (GO)

[/
[
{

\

)

., £
/! =

P ZA M B AT AT . Yi 2500 4 gl K 0k (Pd
NPs) 55846 1 2844 (RGO) #4784 (& 1), FIH
RGO/Pd NPs 94K 52 5 BHE R B ik i (GCE ) A6
N G 2R TR LN FH I 8RR S ARSI . F R gl 2R
ZEHAHAG I BR 4 0.05 pmol/L, ¥l R & . 3 H.
SLEGTE R — AR ELEDIE 10 YK CAP A9 T2 Al (i
R AR AL e /N, AR B o A 22 1K, TIE B RGO/Pd
NPs/GCE HAG BB M. AEXTHE A Sl A RS ]
o, I FHBEIR S% A RS X R A 5, -l
A 0.2, 0.5, 0.8 umol/L fJ CAP BEATHI, [l i %
g 87.0%~97.0%, RSD<4.1%. iZWTFT AT RHE 45
PR AT BAPRGH, M F AL 2R IR A BAT R A
FIKE R, 4@ AR SRR SEAN R B R 25 5 FH 4R =
TZAL AR ) T RE A R

Fi 4 Jm SR IE AR A BT T2 S kAL
JER AR — P A3 L T SR A A RS M Y AR
12BN, KREHuesE T hiAE R IR EE BRI, XL
ARSI RIS R e g, 3l 3o il A AN R RI K =
AL, Fay gt A TR B . ARSI SR AR AL AL SRR N
FHF g hhrAE R R IN R ASK ST i 7,
I B L Z a2 A SRR R R E A, X HAH B
VEF AR B RT3 S8 R ATSE, R IEAEG KA
ek AR L B 7 T SR R T U E— e
222 S FERIRSREG YA ST ERIR R
G (MIPs) J2&—Fh 5 A= 5 B AL B, REAS e b
B 2 H ARy 10754, MIPs 21256 1) Hi 8 5 T o]
B A AL JB B A 43 1 ED 308 B 5 1 L Ak 2442 Ja%
o MIPs AU B2 TP A A A X IR, I B
I HAR G- EAA = BE e PE, AERSI . i 55T
A 2 I REAED 8, Sy T ENE R A i b 2a L
SRR 2 TR ARG SR AR RE vy, DRI AT L ke
A AR B rAI

MIPs KZEZANEL FHPE, B MIPs i T 45
A N BIUL RS A A8 T SEEE 5L, P S L EEs
ARG R AR, Chullasat 2500 B0 F-ENE SR A4
e T 5 (MIP-QDs) _E, SR MIP-QDs 11 H#%
A0 S BT B P AR 5 I g AR W DU R o
23t I 4 7 B 5 BT S PR PV B A 1 G & i R R
A%, FAS R A = FR 43512 0.14 F1 0.46 ng/L, I
H R MIP-QDs F1 HPLC %% $2 B AL 5 155 W3k

} JIn AL (PACT,)

HOOC COOH

‘ i [o] To] ®
N\ HO [ & o Jo
" IMALZ ol o7 b
——— E—————— @ ey A _OH
HFH3 h K90 °C, 3 h P
HO 0

WA AT 550 (RGO)

RGO/Pd NPs

El 1 RGO/Pd NPs 4K AR A B A s e 1 B0

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of synthetic procedures of RGO/PdNPs nanocomposite!
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ATHIRTRT b, S8R LA ST 1 185 s A (i
3, AT E S P RO TS PEARA IR . KA
S N7 10 T FH T AR 0 e 2 R i, AR I PR
1.0, 10, 20. 50 pg/L 4 FPAS[EIHR BE A BB PE AR, Hom]
%k 86%~98.5%, RSD<4.8%., 5KENHEHE ) CAP
AR 53, LAULVEIL I #& CAP 4r T ENi R G
(CAP-MIPs), KB E Wi Ik & T A5 MIPs FH%
A, KRB P75 %€ 0.001~60 pmol/L # & 1Y
CAP X543 TENE R AR NEH, BtiZs CAP
R PR, DGR B B WA, 455 s HOm ik
HIBRA 6x107* umol/L. 78 XT WAL A TR I A,
TEMEZE AR I I, S0 L AR L B O e B VST
I A B R 22 vh W, 437 A i 1.0, 3.0, 5.0 pg/g
i CAP SEATPEGIE ST, b AR H bR i
7 90.0%~98.2%, RSD<5.1%. 3 HYHITF5T 25 Bkt
MIPs 5 &1 fiFHSSE G — RGO S CHRE 128
I CIEE ST, HARMER B | A AL, A&
A3 FH ) A5 A5 381 A A2 TRk PT FH T 1 4R A 0 i e 2 v 11
Pt ZE & . Bougrini 59 DIPUERE (TC) WA 5
5, FIFHEA p-2d JEFIEIE 1Y) 2 DK TR E R 2R A48,
FEL RGPl A e 25 v DU R 2R 19 43 E
WAL RS (ANE] 2) o 256G LLIRATIR £ S8 A I AR
&, FHZRPERRR 2T ARG T T 3RAE, BF
GERIHIZGIEERIILRM LB 2.24%107%~22.4 nmol/L,
K BR A7 2.2%10 " nmol/L.  F 1207 725 00 1 e 28 A
i PO R ZR (S AL, 430 TN 8.65. 11.65 mol/L
PURRZEARUE A, HOIBRIEISCER 101.8%~106.0%,
RSD<8.3%. ZWFFKF AR 5 MIPs HE1 7454,
I T HE MIPs (1) #8532 i 1T A% I8 1) 3 F e R A
AR, XoF e A A v DU PR ZRHEA I R i), HAS R
WU WA T

Sy FERR R AR H 24 MERG . BEA R 52
Z=AF i 2L T SAS R ) R A B S ARG AT 4 AN
Wi i FH, ARSI T AR Wk ik il 4 MIPs (1947
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of tetracycline molecularly imprinted sensor based on AuNPs
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Fig.3 Schematic of the aptasensor for the detection of QTC*”!

K- (HFF-QCMD) £ R 1 [T FiL G AR I, Sl
FH 100 MHz A3 Yo AL 8%, B S sp va b
PASAE SRy 25 ) DU A ARG 0] e 225 o Fd i O AR 114) 7% A
ifiid Strata-X SPE IR 54 [EAH ZE U X e 20 A5E T 0
ATHTALFE, PR AL 00 G e AL B A TR, 5T
ZEIR ORISR AR S 0.10 pe/kg, a8 H IR
N 2 ng/kg, TEREEEYINA 10, 50, 100 ug/kg 3 7k
ST EE A S OIS [RDUGE T, JHAE 5 TR AT
K 100%~113%, 122732 ARSI R B At i 28 114 e
T e s AG I J7 1EG 40~50 135, M B8 Pk B s 2% L bR
., A 8. Nadia 25U fff & T —Fh 3L T S i e &
i B A B o TR R B8 (Bio-MEMS) 19 S 2 A4 Ja
AR T DURAR R, B PR KOR T 2R M
(HH RIS E T 85, HAERER T B AT 2T
IS 222508 . 455 W s ARSI FR > 1.2 pg/mL.
ARYE LA DT IR, e L a2 — i L /AL
HAASBAR ARSI £, FLAB A ARSI 5 s 2 P IR -
PP AR, I FA P s S AT FE A i =

AR, AEH A TR RS PG (EEE
Al

Xof LG H AN B, S A /e HLAS R | skt

R R R AR UO A B ARG R AR IR T
A R BRI Y TR FHEOR, AR PR SRR 1
FELPE AR M I ST T T o

2.3 GROE

SIS HT BRI ISR R 2R | B 2O GaH:
EYBAE ARG, TR U S P UAAR EAE ]
AR K A S SN, B A T ik o i T A
R AR SRR P A 12 BB S e 2% (enzyme-
linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA ) Al i 90,75 )2
#Mri% (lateral flow immunoassay, LFIA) .

ELISA 23l prifkstfrbric, s 2o
R SR IPTAE 2R, AT FES RRE Sl BT v ik
PR R BT, Kumar 850771 SR TE 4B A
PE R BRHA R I WA S P Y CAP BR B, I 2R
% T Na,EDTA-Mcllvaine 2% 3%, F1| JH HLB [# 4H

FEPUMMESREGTA R o LR G CEE THAE
450 nm I ECEI G R, 25 0 R T TR AGII R
A 0.05 ng/g, Sy AEshn 1. 2. 4 ng/g 3 M/KFEH CAP
FndfiE i, HmbR BN N 77.3%~83.1%, RSD<1.3%.
Wu ZEE0 58 i 1l 45 CAP 4R S rEPuiRdE ST T R
B2 ST A BRHBE G 2 W BREHZ: (A ELTS A) il 4 4 K ke
Yo )2 T 25 (immunostrip ) P4 Fp 77 125 46 0] 14 28 70 114
CAP. AR BE 1 CAP VMRS N e S RE 5 b,
TN ABEFRLE s 5 250 R W R, P S A
k20 FNAE L AR B IRZE ik JEA T IS, T
JE SR R IR . 7E dcELISA A, HiXl CAP iy
RrHHBRAY 0.15 ng/mL, FRIEERES NI 0.25~100 ng/g
B9 CAP AL, HEA 3T 71.9%~94.7% . i 546
M CAP FIHLER AN 4 FT 7N, B G2 254 A RE i FL
i, 24 CAP &E#id 0.5 ng/mL B, 9 5% 2ok
— 2R LT ORI LR, BRIV LA G 38 25 A b 46 I KR Ky
0.5 ng/mL, FFE45 R, ELISA L MIRs )2 i 5%
R 7325 50 0T LIR, FH B 48 v CAP MG, {H A
PEJEMT T 1 BRI B (4 i €2, HL R AR
UREE ) 5z B, (H N AR A B ) 3 AT — 2 AR 251, 1%
DR IE T S R . ELISA IREHKI T

3. 122 »
LIy YY R 221
R £ L
—
YR 21
FAPERE i . " I \
FESR K KRR B R 7K 4
B & Y
AR ARE - Fhrbiik
ORI I HEA

K4 JHT S SR ) S 2 M A =

Fig.4 Schematic diagram of immunochromatographic strip for
chloramphenicol detection!™”
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