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ZEEAETT D, A AR P 19T 22 1 R B
WUE TE S YIRS b A5 10 CAP, & AL 7
FUAE SR AE & b CAP Y B 3% B FR 2 AN 15
Kt o AHAESEPRAY S 25 7 b CAP I TS SR A7
TE, WP S IR £ it v CAP R B S b AN AT A Ay
FAT, I BRI S P 950 £ b CAP B B A 5 1%
I B ALHE {433 73 M7 15 (Chromatographic analysis ) Al
G PE ATk (Immunoassay ) -
1 BiEshiE

TS M 3% (Gas chromatography, GC)" S Bk
H (GC—mass spectrometry , GC-MS ) (35 V34T B, HH
T CAP ARG %  AE M E i g dEAT R A4 o [H CAP
AR IR Y2 SR, AT B R HIOR (4,335 (High per-
formance liquid chromatography , HPLC ) M ¥ it Ik H
(HPLC-MS) A7 E ™, 38 53 Ak AR &
1 R AR (H A I AR Ll s A
Ko 0 2% FH 5 AR A o Jian SO R IFIGUE T —Fhil
i HPLC-MS Ml 3 P 1 CAP BT 5 ERR T HE A T
%o BRI R -Mellvaine's 7 R 7 HL

i, SR (0 BT YA — 50 SRR R DU it 2 oK 21

2 B S [ AR AR G A T Al A, i AT B 5 0.01
wg/kg, AT X546 A XS A FAS I R CAP Bk B A
JE S5 R 5 E E AR R A e T %07
A AT SRR RS I
2 RESWE

Yo 53 WV WA O o2 56 T (Antigen, Ag)
i (Antibody . Ab) KRR R, St F A
5N Tz B B PE 53 BT 7 2 IR A 2 7 (Enzyme—
linked immunosorbent assay , ELISA ) FIMIl 7 6 22 #6301
7% (Lateral flow immunoassay , LFIA) . 42Kk, 3T
A TR 365 TEC A S ST 1) 0 BT R Sy PR AG ) 1 3 — 20
RN T B 11 .
2.1 $FLCAPHURERIE AR R Fl &

B 5 73 M 05 ¥ 0 BE A 2 AR A58 BT R A A
A TR SN S 2 S i . CAP (AR 43
T HUA 32314 A SO U, A S SR
T T EAR R AL G A R B PR (R .
i S5 B BTG I ks CAP 240 (Hap-
ten) CAP > B 312 [i§ (CAP-HS), L\ IR & W& I 1%
(Mixed anhydride method, MA )B4t 5 5 3R AR E

1 B 3545 # 92 J5FL CAP—-HS-BSA , 9% BALB/c /) i
Je . R A0 i il A B R 15 2B CAP 5L v B it A
(CAP mAb) , &0t F12 040 i) ¥ i (Half maximal in-
hibitory concentration, IC, )53/ 1.28%10°,7.54 ng/
mL; 5K 21 AL AR F AR A b, e K
GJe , TS PR AN FITIC,, 43 518 8.1x10° 9.0 ng/
mL; & 5k S A G H R OR R (CBA) W
LK F iR Y g (MCB) 43 31 X CAP R4 7 ek , 7
MA VARG BP0 5 8RR A Ok g I AR
G5 NOR RN R TR ; b s R
RACEAF BB B 00 1.28%10°, I AL 57 1)
[B] 42 55 4+ ELISA (Indirect competitive ELISA, ic—ELI-
SA) e, HIC, M 0.26 we/mL. A% BESEIF) H]
RIEA I CAP U JF (CAP-BSA) , i F i 3545
i CAP £ 50 & HL 4K (CAP polyclonal antibody, CAP
pAb) , £ ELISA Y8 iZ Pt s B A R 4F ny e bk,
I1C,, {6 & 13.65 ng/ml, #; M B2 (limit of detection,
LOD) H} 1.01 pg/L. 2= 5% ZAEAL A A AT
GRS RE /NS T ARAF SRS 43 5 R
2.187x10°,1.28x10°, B & PLIR 2414 20.48%
2.2 ERBKGRR B %

ELISA R IC Ag 8¢ Ab, i H TR 225050 %
PRAMZ W= il 1 W LR R T AR AN
Al MAALAL , 32 22 ISR AL HE [ 21 W e 00 |
SR BT E Ab KA Ag A/ T Ag,
Dok SR Rl Bl S R SR o o T 37 < Ll s W B
B2 4 ELISA (Direct competition ELISA, de=ELISA)
Flic—ELISA

D) B4 ELISA 5 K37 JRAE LA CAP mAb
SHER, EEST T de-ELISA 1% 7 ICSOjﬁI 0.54 ng/m L.,
LOD 4 0.10 ng/mL, #3275 H T 00 5 65 €60 F1EFAE b
H1 CAP YER B , IR B R 62.6%~120.0%, CV G
Fil 8 0.94%~13.52% . X1 WkAE"LL CAP mAb Sy 5Ll
A7 T R CAP de-ELISA Kk, % H 6 450
KR — A, B RE 5 19 LOD A1 2 BR (Quan-
tification Limit, LOQ) 43 %24 0.15 ng/g F1 0.33 ng/g,
T 181 Wi 2k 97.58%~100.94% , 4t 1 AL [H] CV 1
INT11.0%, 5K3%E 550 T R sl Py a1k 2 5
CAP PRI I, FEAR AL T BN 2% A4 R Ak 38 7 %
(LN b, HEST T de—ELISA ¥, H LOD 4 1.0 mg/kg,
TR 81.0% ~ 112.0% , 4t Py 4t ] 28 5 2
7 (Coefficient of variation, CV)3/NTF 10.0% .
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2) (8] 42 55 4 ELISA ¥ o ic—ELISA %6 i J5 34
T2 BRI R i it S B R I ELISA A FLUE
AR S AR bR & AT . A
HH A0 FH B 0 e (EDC) F MA 35 45 1T CAP
(1 58 A BT FIAG I 5L, SR8 v =2 R H A 5 15 3
pAb, DL BLHT A Ay SE Al HE S K CAP 5% B 1 ic—ELI-
SA, U IC, (B M 7.275 ng/ml, 5 HALZE #2414
)38 X2 Wi % ( Cross reaction rate, CR) /N 0.1%.
F5 7 FIAERHR] R AR SR T R K CAP
SR BA 1202 1RGO 1.28% ,LOD 4 6.25 ng/kg,
TN N 83.67%~87.06% , K52 A5G T
CAP ELISA A Ak G B 51000 7 A il i ) 5 e e v
S5 0 0 R 2R S AR A R P, R Il B R
U AR SCTE , H S E5H 2RI CR 34/ T 1.0%, 4it
] CV /N TF 20.0%, 4= W5 KF & b 19 7 2 1105y
108.5%,L.0D 4 0.067 ug/L. Doan M\ Afyonkarahisar
1 14 AN TR 8 4R T Bk g2 R e A, fifi
ELISA J7 ¥ 43 BT #E & th B CAP. S5 3R WoR |, m ik
18.3% [MHE i i CAP ¥5 76 FHYE f AL A h , CAP
B BA Mk YL M 0.54~10.6 ng/kg, BH P FE & b Y
CAP ¥R B - Y& 50 4.25+2.78 ng/kg, CAP 22k
FEAR = FE 5 il AP AE 2, B 0 R Sl A
S CAPFR B Rz A R AEE A .
23 EERXBEDWE

A 27 5 4 9% 43 AT 5 (Chemiluminescence im-
munoassay , CLIA ) 1Y 7 5 5 F1HE 5 PE 0 T 1% G2 1)
ELISA, i ] T K FAEAE & 0 0 16 o 5% 4T HE
SEPIH] CLEIA A0 7K 7™ dh v CAP 9 5R B4, L LOD
40.016 ng/g, ZEMEVE I} 0.025~6.400 ng/g, LN CV
TE 5.5%~11.3% Z 8] , it [A] CV 7E 12.3%~20.9% Z
6] o A Uy 520 47 928 i CAP—HS-BSA 233 3 75 >~
K4, 35 CAP pAb, LU b FERHHE S T AR I 52
B 2= WA i v CAP 5% B3 19 55 T iPDMS JEE ) 1k 2% &
Fets i BRI , 2% 3% 1 1C5, 0 263.0 ng/mL, k7%
M 1~5000 ng/mL, LOD A 1 ng/mL, 4= 5 41 CAP
B I0 18R 77.0%~100.5% , RSD<15% .
2.4 iR e Rl ik

] 7 B SR 4G I 5 2 7E mAD | 8 J2 BT B AR g
RE s NSl @ e RV ST a1l B2 N 2
BUABEAR 4 9O 3 SO HIR PR IC Ab, 2 T Ag.
AbREFMESS G o R IR SRS 1) Ab SCHKH]
IRACA 2 B8 AR AR SRS PR 2T 2 2R B (NC) 1Mt

WA s 45 a0 MK 28 (test line, T line) B 475 il £&
(control line, C line) , 1 i UL S PR & )5, IR
AR AT (3 DI S 7S — i A 0, S ok 5 4 T 2 2
6 1% L S B R AG

Bai S Y £ T — RO L RE (g A%
FHF 6 038 BILIA P (4 CAP 5% BR o i ] CAP-BSA 2%
A9, 9T CAP 1y PAb . mAb 44 10 5¢ )6 52 82 2 0 4%
3 2ok LA R 2R AT ORI OB B, IR
B . CAP L AE T ARG Y 0.1~20 ng/mL,
£ 10 min P LOD 24 0.1 ng/mL. ¥iZ iR 7] & i 1k g
5 ELISA B0 @ AT T HUA, A R0 0.99,
F W 208 BN & B R CAP 2 /g T .
Zhou ST 1 — i B A 45 B e (.3 53 A 12 (G-
CA), T DR A K 7™ i P Y CAP B B o NC e
FIAESAAR, CAP pAb B HAEARICEE 11, il 5 1Y I 14
4 9l K UKL (colloidal gold nanoparticles , AuNPs ) 1Y)
V-3 B AR 2 20 nim, AR 4 1 TR ) B A pH (BN
CAP L1 Y £ 43 51 2 8.0 Fl 7.2 pg/ml, 2l fk )5 ¥4
CAPHUIR B ETELS & 48 b F CAP IR AL 471
B IgG AL BEAE NC I 1, ] 19% BSA BRI AERE AL
R BRI T CAP Y SAR AT 2 0.5 ng/mlL,
BHA RO R X T 768 MUrh 7 5 505 &
CAP il f6 (1) FCSERE 5, CAP 5% B8 4 ) e 1K ] Az )
WM 0.5 pwe/kg, LSS ] ZDF 10 min, I Hi%
AR T AT 90 d LA 1K A 7 4, ik
YRS PR AL T — PR I K ™ L CAP AR B Y

TIRMLEERIR HIR HAL CdTe/ZnSe - 591
THOERFRIC CAP mAb 315 5 G IR R CAP F i
(CAP-HS-BSA) | = #1 Bl — #T (Goat anti-mouse
HRP-labeled immunoglobulin, GaMIg—HRP) A5 5 g
WNCHE b R+ — BB B IR TR (C LR, 58
B CAP AR 45 1Y 2 e o HIZ R 4R 25 D 2 4 W A
b 1 CAP (5% B, HTISE AR 5 15 min, £8P 50
1E 0.1~100.0 ng/ml Z 18, LOD{E M 0.1 mel/ls 4175
Bl CAP RIS N 1A AE 93.3%~97.9% Z [, HH X
R UER 22 (relative standard deviation, RSD) i 4.9%~
6.9% . X PRAE 25 T A b TR R A PR AR
TR, IF X A AN BB Ak — 20 Ak, 1 %
AT 1T R M AR AR rh CAP RYBR BRI
SE GRS EARE A . 4T e R B
fHERARIC CAP mAb, CAP 3t it & GaMIg—HRP 43 %)
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AT NC R A T AN C S s TR ST IR B 8] 43
HEDE G E AT AR I K 7 i (f MR B8 ) CAP
5% B, LOQ M 0.1 wg/kg, 78 I [ R Ky 73.5% ~
114.2%,CV 4 3.9% ~ 11.5%, i /& 17 K7 & v CAP
5% BN 7 B BEOR o A A S GSH-Mn—ZnS QD
5 CAP mAb B Il 85 28 SEHREF X FLA AN LA 1
LR VEAT T AL, i 45 Y CAP 28 0 328 2 A i 4R
% AT IZAR AR 4519 LOD Al 35 100 ng/mL, %X 4%
2 RAGE S SR nT R T 68 fa R B P CAP
A% B I 2

3 ZEEEMEEA

G S AT ARSI ik R SR ELAT A T A G I B[]
Joi AR AR A AR BT A 20 B 8E Ab, A
5y % Uk B W [E] | pH A5 A IR BT 1 ) 2 B AR
PEL BTG, PRSI S IR B T CAP AR
R 7 2 A AE AT o RS LR (Aptamer, Apt) X
IR e S TR NS LR U = 8 NS i
$7 K (System antievolution of ligands by exponential
enrichment, SELEX) M\ Bl AL 51 SC 2 w43 25 45 1) 1)
—BEDNA 5§ RNA 741, Apt BEIRBIXT B (AR I 5
ZHRSEVESS A 5 Y Ab AH L B PE R SE
SR RS RAEIL, BON FAE2E ik
2 RS T 2 —

RSN Fe, 0, MEER AR 1C CAP & LA (CAP
Apt) REHHSARED , I MOF (Fe-MOF)FRiciZ Apt 1)
HAMERIWE R REET (MOF-cDNA) B 7 2 (B
Je AR R RGO AR A REL S T DA L R R
AR ok BRI A 0.01~10 ng/mL, LOD 2
0.3 pg/mL (S/N=3) , 52 Br FE 5 /9 0 A5 [0l 52
86.9%~93.5%. 1o B AGAFII T BT Apt—R A il
AW - A ALY K Uk (Apt—FEn Vision—PdO, ¢D-
NA-EV-PAO) & & Y47 W A5 5 B B L2 Apt
P IRES TR E CAP RIFR BE ,i%05 BL A I Bl
0.02~150 ng/mL, LOD 4 0.01 ng/m L, JHi% J5 46
T ARG A Y CAP (R FR B FLA5 3 5 ELISA 1%
AHTA] . Duan 2895 T CAP i 5 M 38 (R A 52 i 28
7E 1t PCR(qRT-PCR) B3 T — U8 5 (1 CAP A6 )
RO 155K CAP Apt 54 4 4816 19 B AME
Braesg SR e AR Y R e R R YU R R RO
RO MREER B SN CAP B, Apt K i i B &
S LERITT S CAPRFSEELE A, T IREER T R ok

DLl I qRT-PCR #E4T CAP KGN . 4L T §2mi% 3k
TR AR R0 R G P DN g R 2R R A R
JE SRR NaCl e JE RN & it 1) ) o 7 dedd: 451
%K R g% CAP F B = R A, LOD R
0.1ng / mL (& PE7E R 0.1~20 ng/mL) . %46 £
48 TR SEBR bR A= 35 o i CAP, bR 4= W54
H1 CAP B IR 94.09%~102.0% o

4 £ iE

SRR A T CAP 5% BE A1 Sk A0 2 5 28 4 )
G T AR 12 6, SR R R4 AR 7EAS
Wit & . H T, Gk 2B aT LAFE 8 e, A1
XF B B AT B R, W ELISA A 410404 45
AT LA T KBRS IR i B4 07 % , 255 R Lk v
Ry P S ATV S AT AR . T X 2
07 1 B BB, T & T R AR AR 5 ik A TE A 1T, A
BE TR IS B ARG ST 1 S e AT R R ARG B
8 DA TR B B

2 % X M
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