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T ERRFERE, ARG R E S S E, M 510515)

i E EFEREEP R R E % B AR R e 2 gk B R, H A= R R P e
INYF IR R S R E T . ARUFREEET QPR PR AR 24T —onse e FIRBIPLE
ST AS R RS R- PR SE R ) ISR , SEBPTA 58 e 2 B AR i R RS 4l
Bl ST, 38 i B e PR -BU AL A, FF R T AT R SRR GRS JE 7 R AR JE 2 e 1) e 4y
W7k o AT BTN H MR ARE % B 1Cso 437120 10.96 1 8.94 ng/mL , S A5 I3 43 314 3.05~
39.45 ng/mL Fll 2.32~34.46 ng/mL, ¥ H FR4> 514 1.45 1 1.06 ng/mL. & PRIEEAR FR K e 2% KR e B e
TR RIS I TE 72.1%~96.4%22 ], RSD < 3%, 5 HPLC-MS/MS 77 Bak6 45 AR S RLIF- (R = 0.99) . AJF
Pl TR e 25 B LA i P i 2 A

KEER BOREH; BORREN; WU RRRERTE Rt

FAJEFH (Florfenicol, FF) B4R R (55— C) MINE R (G5 A0 Z 5 s =LA EES kA
25 15 SRR R P T AT R AN R SRR JE B PRI, > FG P A R 2 G
FAEMHER . SR JE % 2 H E ZE (Thiamphenicol , TAP) - FF 307 - A% F2 3 560U 7 BUI R T 1l
(P 1), TR A 50 P P A I A A0S ok i/ 2 S 3 0 R 5 28 4 T 2 B P A AR A i A 20
BIRTFARIE T 2 IR RACR I T AR PG R  BEA —E Mkt . IR S s
PEOT R K T FE AR SRR R £ P AR R SR AT T AR R T b S B AN Bl
PIH AP FRAEAE 100~3000 pg/kg Z [H], I HAR 1707~ AL AT, 2B il 224 H R I H L5
RS e SR R b T L FH R M PR AR I A Y R e e shi ik 4 b s 5 R )
N Je % B HACEI Y WK e % i (Florfenicol amine, FFA) , g KPR (Maximum residue limit, MRL)
PRI = B 2 R, T 2 A £ rh A U S R R LA T L

AT FN AR S 75 RGN 7 vk 2 A0 45 = RO (4335 (HPLC) Fl 831 - BT Bk FH (HPLC-MS/MS)
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K wAREE . WINER . BRI EN . MR RIS N THUR S5 7R K

KLH, ME#H; OVA, TR ; FFIHREE; FRA, BB BN TAP, HIER; TAPA, HIMERNE; FFD, K E%-
T ZRABE; FRM, 5 JE%-HoRARIT; FRAD, S8R JE B 1E-T —MIIT; FRAG, 8RB B k-1 8% ; TAPAG, H & M-I
T FFD-KLH, %CRJE%-T —RRA-1EEH; FFM-OVA R JE - ToRIRAT-INEEH ; FF-OVA, FUREH-INEEH 5
FFAD-OVA, UK R B M- T ZBRAF-OI5 8 115 FFAG-OVA, JURE M-I _RE-JRVE 811 ; TAPAG-OVA, H I R k-1 —
- BV 2

Fig.1 Structures of florfenicol, thiamphenicol, florfenicol amine, thiamphenicol amine and artificial antigens
KLH, keyhole limpe; OVA, ovalbumin; FF, florfenicol; FFA, florfenicol amine; TAP, thiamphenicol; TAPA, thiamphenicol amine; FFD,
florfenicol succinic; FFM, florfenicol maleic anhydride; FFAD, florfenicol amine succinic; FFAG, florfenicol amine glutaraldehyde;
TAPAG, thiamphenicol amine glutaraldehyde; FFD-KLH, florfenicol succinic-keyhole limpet; FFM-OVA, florfenicol maleic anhydride-
ovalbumin; FF-OVA, florfenicol-ovalbumin; FFAD-OVA, florfenicol amine succinic-ovalbumin; FFAG-OVA, florfenicol amine
glutaraldehyde-ovalbumin; TAPAG-OVA, thiamphenicol amine glutaraldehyde-ovalbumin

N T RPERINFEAR ] G- SR 25 017 —Duse (18 2) . Ik, bt
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Fig.2 The ternary competitive system of antigen, antibody and target molecule
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PUIFAS ] TR R A7 A5 XSS & R 2 RT3 T R 9 A R S5 H A B s (] 1), 5
FERR25H) 731 BB A iRU A SRR 5 R S, 5 2 vl ] P A0 S JE % B LA Q) 3 JE 5 T 47
PRGBS G FES T TR G A JE 2% R IR JE 25 I [R5 S B S M vk o

1 SCIGERY

1.1 E5RF

Multiskan MK3 BFRY T Evolution 300 25 7h-1] W43 6T (3EH Thermo 24 H) ) 5 EYELA Jehh78 %
IR b gk et ) s BRI (R TR A PR /AF]) 5 Water XevoTQ-XS — 5 PUMAFTF BT i X (3
Waters A F)); AVANCE NEO 600 # 5 4% G H 4% 15 1Y (31 Bruker Biospin AG A F]); AB SCIEX
QTRAP4500 = A5 IRAH t3i - FR I B i Bk FHAY (€ ] AB SCIEX 1] ) o

WARH . WARHEN, PR, AR, WUMHE . B w7 RIS hn i i
K s k248G 0 8 LR T A /s N2 SEBRIIMEY A (NHS, 99%) . 1-Z4.3E-(3- - HI %
SN I B R (EDC, 99%) . BRTEE I (OVA) . &M (KLH) . Freund £57] . BRI ALY
(HRP)FRIC I EH0 e 1eG BUiR I 3,37,5,5'- D0 H BEIR AR e (TMB ) IS4 . (L 550 1 2518 Sigma A5 bR
BRI A A BRA T ) 5 BB FED HFFM (1) R S2B6 22 mird A 617200 T 0. Tris-HC1 28 of
% (0.05 mol/L,, pH=8.0); WEfRELZE M PBS(0.01 mol/L, pH=7.4; 0.025 mol/L, pH=7.5); VERW: &
0.05% Tween-20 ) PBS ZZ 11 (0.01 mol/L., pH=7.4).
1.2 XWH*E
1.2.1 FHEEK

H 247 mg FARJEFH IS 200 mg T FREFINAZ] 4 mL S HLer , EIRRN 3 h, RWVEEHREZET
FEatRERAE Ak ZE T R8RS A, BIREHUE FFAD, #4712 mg FARE £ 5 130 mg NaOH A 3 mL
K, 50 CARIEIMISIR 2 h, PR A LR L FRAE I 3 WK KA BORE T I i e At 4l Ak A5 7R 2
ERR, B TAPAZ,
1.2.2 AIHmESERK

AR 10 S0 (I B BE AT B0 251, SRR TR B D7 A T N T S o 3 3 0 i i O 2 i
J5 FFD 435 58K F 1 KLH AT OVA {81 AR5 422 i FFD-KLH; #2EHi FEM Al FFAD 4351 5 24k
E I OVA MBI BE FEM-OVA Il FFAD-OVA; SRFH N, NSt —ikmk B 0 FF 53K OVA
TRIBEH] A ALBE FF-OVA ;3 SRR 8 1 P20 G Je 2 0 N 22 145 4R R 11 OV A (I35
B FFAG-OVA Fll TAPAG-OVA; SR FHEEAMA L BT A THUR S E .
1.2.3 HfFH&ES44L

Fi B SCHR [ 34 18 7 %6 B 5% i FRD-KLH 88 78 22 KA R, 58 3 IR 7 d Jm , B 1 mL fedit
LI BEA TR, 55 4 YRG5 R S ILT | HE R S R-BR R B 1 ik 15 3 2 i eIk, 20
T-20 CIRAF&H.
1.2.4 B#E-HEAENRHE

PR (1 mg/mL) H] PBS W BE, AR 96 FLEE AR H1 (1 wg/mL, 100 wL/fL) , 75 37 C T FE i
o VENR 2 KRG, A 3% BEIE T8 (120 wL) T 37 CFEH 3 h, B EFLINRA Btk El et 4G e,
37 CTHE1h, T4 CHRAF. ¥ 50 wL Z3EREHUA (—H0) TR S0 PBS 1 50 L F 5 EE bR
s H Sy  IRSIE A 96 FLEFAR i, F 37 CHER 40 min, PEHR 5 YK, A 100 pl. HRP-F
PifR IgG(Z=Pt), 37 CHEF 30 min J5 ¥R 5 K. BEEIMA 100 pL iKY AW, 10 min J5HIA 50 pL
2 mol/L H,S0,4 PAVEK I, R HEFRAYAE 450 nm I AN EZHAL IO (A, ) , 322820 (1) TSI 3
(Inhibition rate, IR) ,>&H] Origin 9.0 £ rh AU SEL S REGUA FF L HlFrifE 26

IR(%)=(1-B/B,) x 100 (1)

Horb, By WHEER 2GR R 2S AR A, B I —E W BESEARZG YT ) Ay A BIBy 2 90%A11 il it
PUZEL S RN LR X I, B 25 Wk B R s A BR (1C ) , LA BBy A S0%AM I INE S 157 B 25 4 e i R R
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HUE (1Cs0) , LA BIBy 9 20%~80% A1 sf Xk 157 B 25 413k B S £ 171 Bl (1C50~1Cgp) o
1.2.5 mEsyisEHHE

PIEARJE % S R, 0 5 5 A5 0 S T RESAUM 0 38 SUR N, PEM B E S, BAACR OS5 S
BRI S IR HEN 2R TR A2 (2) THTBAE X v R (Cross reactivities, CRs) :
CRs(%)=[1IC;,(Florfenicol)/IC,(Analyte)] x 100 2)

1.2.6 EHEZTHEBEEESH (icELISA) /AL

PR 12,4 15 5 VR A - U AL A, e B PR 2 S0 43S 25 ) R TR P R NS R 2 s v
R —PUSEG O] RS R R S R VIS R T . i icELISA W A5 LA Ay« 1Cso
1 A/ 1Cso 3 DR ZBEAE TN FRAE , 24 A 7E 1.0~1.5 Z (0] | A, /1Cso B . 1Cso BARAT R icELISA (5
TAESMT . LISBARZG Y B e AR AR . BBy NN , SR BHL S R AIH0L A 2 RS ) 35
Je % KA M) icELISA ARifERTZR
1.2.7 HBEZEMRENE

BUR R R B9k TR AR AN S T 37 CTFARTE 0. 2. 4. 6 d Bl R Bk AT AR , 7EAH R 45
THTHRAIE 1 icELISA SL50 , RIS EL S pREULA HH LI MR 4T 1Cso. Ay A1 1Co~1Cso FFATHE
& AR E MRV
1.2.8 HMATANE R kR E Y SL16

PR T M T 3, FRERRAIL S8 70 3 T, AN RS AG DN B0 [P o FREBGA BT PERE A 5 g,
BT 50 mL ZO0E T, A 1 mL ZUK A9 mL LR LB, FHINA 5 ¢ NaCl LATYE R 1, IRE 5 min J5 2.0
Smin, EHRT 65 CRERETIEMA 5 mL PBS &ZIF A 2 mL IECKERGHFEAVZ, FEKER
it 0.22 pwm JERRS VA RE SRR 2 o B RE SR PBS B BE 6 %) FH ARG, s P A R Jo sk
JO ] 0 AN

FEPT A icELISA J5 3 RIS Bl P, ] 7 B A AE S rh s iR . b & 3 IR EE AT A 25
WIARUE S | 2R AE BT 43 91R T i ELISA J5VE 1 HPLC-MS/MS 75 12: 03l 2 (HPLC-MS/MS A4S 4%
PR UL FRROCE LHRHE R ST .
1.2.9 HFiEH

KA Chem Draw R E % | 52 % e X A 2Z 5 UE FF-OVA R4
FF-Lys (B 50 AL 0 11 8 (BRI 5L A R L8540 ) 454 , 40 F LT E5 A AL R Gaussian 16
A% 17 oA (DFT) J5 678 B3LYP JKF . H T CLA S TR G 4R % LANL2DZ . 25T
(C. H. O. N FIF)RH 6-31G(d, p) BT, TR bn)JUrghty R HTEEE 75 (Schrodinger)
P TR0 &S .
2 FBRE5ITE
2.1 FmEETENR

PR GERIXT /NS T A BB R S LA BeE R 2 e % AR R e e . |
A R F 23R B 2R A S5 R T AT B4, BRI, T8 26 40 S AR B 2R 0 B DR e (B B B 3 A 2
FR GG AR RN . BEA , ARTR T G2 PR A 40 (1) S IR g e, D 25 25 5 TT R
HGHUIRLE G 185 TR bR (RIS ) Wi & T AR 25 o T S S PuRnae ), o rk
SR AR R PO ARSI TR R A AR . BERAL N R TS SR 8 BT T BRIk
PR RBUR (E 1), TS HA AR BERR 259 0 FRE R S REUEZm . PRl ik %e &
BN, FFAD:ESI-MS analysis (negative) m/z 346 [M —H]; '"H-NMR (600 MHz, d;-Methanol) 6 7.93 (m,
2H), 7.67 (dd, J = 16.2, 8.4 Hz, 2H),5.05 (d, J =3.1 Hz, 1H), 4.59 (m, 1H), 437 (m, 2H), 3.12 (s,
3H), 2.54 (m, 2H),2.43 (m, 2H). TAPA: ESI-MS analysis (positive) m/z :246.59 [M + H]*; 'H-NMR
(600 MHz, dg-DMSO) 6 7.90 (d, J = 8.3 Hz, 2H),7.62 (d, J = 83 Hz, 2H), 4.73 (d, J = 6.5 Hz, 1H),
340 (d, J=6.6Hz, 1H),3.23 (dd, J=10.7, 49 Hz, 1H), 3.20 (s, 3H), 2.97 (dd, J=11.1, 5.8 Hz, 1H).
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2.2 ANIHnE#I&

BT R R TT DU RORAE BT 0k I FREAR 2590 70 2B T 815 5 At e e 43 by B9 R
FIRGUE | e TP RE 2 PR A TR AR 112 B 4% AR AE 28 SN (A, )
NSRS B e [T B o s N R O 2 A X b NS e R R R R S R A il
WeIF 35 25 % AR AR AR 8L UV-Vis G fili 45 B An 18] 3 Firs , A e T3R & 11 OVA F KLH, A T4 )5
FFAG-OVA . FF-OVA. TAPAG-OVA. FFAD-OVA . FFM-OVA Fl FFD-KLH W43 24 %: 7 i 25 5 0t
%, UL A THURE & . eAh, M B R S e, Ui iH shi i iy 7= A T RE bR il AT
PR A B

A B —FF
1.5 :55/?\ 1.5 [ —OVA
: —TFFAG-OVA ;
Z 10 5 Lo
) 3] -
£ 05 £ 05
£ £
2 0.0 2 0.0
: 2 0.
= <
-0.5 —05F
M 1 1 1 M 1 " 1 L
200 250 300 350 200 250 300 350
/"L/nm i/nm
C 20 1D}
L —TAPA —TFFAD
.15 —OVA 1.5
e —TAPAG-OVA 5 -
< 3 .
3 < 1.0
Q [0}
g 2 I
,.g _tés 0.5
- Z 0.0
< =z
0.5 i 1 : 1 L ey L 1 . 1 L
200 250 300 350 200 250 300 350
A/nm A/mm
E F k> —FFD
s 5 1.0
R =
8 8
g g 05
2 =
g 2
2 % o
i ’ . i i -05k " ] 3 1 L
200 250 300 350 200 250 300 350
A/nm A/mm

E3 Bl RHUE R F RS AN BOETE . (A)FFAG-OVA, FFA f1OVA; (B)FF-OVA. FF Fl
OVA; (C)TAPAG-OVA. TAPA 1 OVA; (D)FFAD-OVA. FFAD #lOVA; (E)FFM-OVA. FFM #
OVA; (F)FFD-KLH. FFD 1 KLH

Fig.3 Ultraviolet (UV) absorption spectra: (A) FFAG-OVA, FFA and OVA; (B) FF-OVA, FF and OVA;
(C) TAPAG-OVA, TAPA and OVA; (D) FFAD-OVA, FFAD and OVA; (E) FFM-OVA, FFM and OVA; (F) FFD-
KLH, FFD and KLH

2.3 mEHRESREEERERE

PAAE XM HE AR, 2R FHAN [7) 235 K S Y40 4 S R A S i 5 SR 0 b ATl S5 SR W6 1 A
K4, Y550 a8 R FFAG-OVA A1 FFAD-OVA B | fii iR B EE R A7 35 58 U v H R BUE AR
1E(ICso 4351120 76 F1 60 ng/mL); HIR FEM-OVA S8 J5 i X 5 Je 2% B = R (1Cs0 0 1 ng/mLL),
R F R 28 28 U Gk B T 40% , XK e %5 K AR e % B i 2 U A B Re etk s R A
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R AR FROTUAIERE

Table 1 The performance of antibody mediated by different coating antigens

N REUE S IES
A1 i sl 1Cs¢/(ng/mL) Cross reactivities (CRs)/%
. . Titer
Coating antigen (x10%) FARIEHE R =R
FF FFA TAPA
FFAG-OVA 32 76 61 27
FFAD-OVA 64 60 75 10
TAPAG-OVA 32 50 70 1
FF-OVA 2 15 80 2
FFM-OVA 4 1 4 40
100
80} [ ] FrIC,,
FFA-CR 17
0F -@- TAP-CR 480
60 470
)
g S50 ) -4 60
m =
&, ds50 =
= 40t &
O
= 440
30F
430
20+ N
\ 420
10} \.\\ 410
1 1 \./ P 1 \

FFAG-OVA FFAD-OVA TAPAG-OVA FFM-OVA FF-OVA
Coating antigens

K4 s SRIBUAYERE T L

Fig.4 Performance analysis and comparison of antibody mediated by different coating antigens

TAPAG-OVA A iy | AR SEBL T 3UA e 5 SR Je 2% i iy [a] s Asp S U] 1B R BURE A (IG5
76 ng/mL); R FF-OVA AR AR R X508 JE % KR e % e Ui B R AP 2ede 5k JF HR
TR (1Cso N 15 ng/mL) o ¥HAJEH . B )E F e Je IR R [N 5 At FF-OVA RO
FF-Lys #4786 70 AU, K PG R S 6 B2 (K 5) MR S BUCEA BN UA-SURE 5 W b3
r B FF-Lys 247, WIS B O A 2R 9 HE 7, PRI S 7 Hh G SRR JE 25 RS 2 25 e 1Y) B B2
Stk UL, S e AR FF-OVA 87 R 2 % FIRR JE 5 R icELISA Rl 771k
2.4 FREHZIES

It 2.3 A AR -DUAR L G TAER SRS R 0.33 pg/mL -k ; —Hised i
RN PBS Y (0.025 mol/L, pH=7.5); #EAR2GMM B PBS; BiFbR BT 0.20 pg/mL, Hi
R T 2, ROV 1] 30 min. MRS 2 A R 2544 , 22 SRR 2 2% FIRRJE %5 1 icELISA bR
M2 (&l 6) , MAJEH Y ICso 2~ 10.96 ng/mL, ZMEAGIIEE R 3.05~39.45 ng/mL, it FRA 1.45 ng/mL;
AR LW 1Csy 9 8.94 ng/mL, LRAEJEFIA 2.32~36.46 ng/mL, #HFRJ 1.06 ng/mL. 5 3CHRIRE A
MRS % . FARE B M A PR 2 A B AR L (GR 2) , A Jr ke M yu AR v . R RLAT , JF HAEAR
HEM 2 TAEWR EEVE BN, R e % B AR SR e 2% M & 3 = R & (K 6) |, ik BB A 1 503
TAC T B TR JC 5 WS 1) R s)  i o0 #0T
2.5 BRMHE

PAEARJE %1 CRs = 100%E 02 M8, e ik A - SR 45 S D RES5 1 25 I 1) CRs, BLAIHT
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Fls WERORE) . BARRH (FE) . RARHE (S E) S FF-OVA BN FF-Lys (4t () 5
“H
Fig.5 Superposition diagram of TAP (Gray), FF (Cyan), FFA (Purple) and hapten mimic FF-Lys (Green)

1.0F

B/B,

0.6F

04 1 1 1 1 1
0.1 1 10 100 1000

Concentration of FF and FFA/(ng/mL)

Ko JARE 5 KRR e 75 g ) 122 3 4 IR S e M B 23 Ar (ic ELISA ) brfi i £
Fig.6 Dose-response curve for FF and FFA in indirect competitive enzyme-linked immunosorbent

assay (icELISA) (n=3)

ARWMEAER., HOUEZR . VESS. Wms . TUERF AR — F mgiE 5534 0 B I 58 SURWE (DL LR SC
J5 SRS L S2) UL AT T R 114 icELISA X 94 JE % K IR 8 % e i 2 S v R4
2.6 BEESRER

A 1.2.7 W09 7 5 5807 IR RS % BE AnAs e 1, 45 SR DL RSO 34955 L3 S3 FilEk S4. ikl
1Cso FISEAAME M 9.85 ng/mlL, A,y FIIE A 1.61, RSD < 10%; B T 37 “C N AEHIAS R 6] 6413, 1% bR AL
(49 1Cs E-HMEH 9.54 ng/mL, A, FHIEH 1.16, RSD < 9%, eI A A7 1Y icELISA J7fass . il 4E,
2.7 AR E KL

SR HEEST 1Y icELISA J7 iR AN TR i 385 e 2% TS 2 % BV B | LA UEAS 7 9 g S R, 485
W 3. R icELISA J5ik , R JE 5 B INAR EISCE N 78.0%~96.4% , RSD<2% , # A JE 25 i (1) A =11
RN 72.1%~75.9% , RSD<3% , 5 HPLC-MS/MS B3l 753 O R 28— 55, B i Fp o7 ik A AG I 45 SR A T
LRAEMIAHT, BT FE R y = 0.99x — 1.68, R? = 0.99 (WLHL T-RSCR SCRHE A8 S1) , BB icELISA J7
A R S W RE R BN ELSR |, w] S BR A AR A .
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K2 OPAHRNEH | AR e 5 HIEE R A SR ST I A

Table 2 Comparison of immunoassay methods for FF, FFA and TAPA

S

ik i i CRs/% KL v
— - Linear range/
Method Sample Target FNEE FAREH i (ng/ml) Ref.
TAP FFA
U, W WA, PIER
icELISA 641 1 0.11~1.36 23
h Milk, Honey FF, TAP [23]
X RAREE, WG R
icELISA = R, A 74 1 0.05~1.42 [24]
Egg FF, TAP
HR TR i
FMeLFA fF.iU? R, MER 237 | KJ_'fﬂ 125]
Milk FF, TAP Not applicable
- —— = SE
icELISA AN, BB FERE, FARE 62 A 0.31~11.20 [26]
Meat, Urine FF, TAP Not applicable
Xi] f= e ¥ Sk {7 \ﬁ
CICA 51’%] WASES, WATEH 20 03 KL_FFJ 139
Chicken FF, FFA Not applicable
S s , Loz ke i TAE
icELISA B R 5.5 82 2.32~39.45 7IK f:
Pork FF, FFA This work
K3 LB A REA AR B SR A R
Table 3 Spiking recoveries of FF and FFA in blank pork samples
. icELISA HPLC-MS/MS
- e - — — —
AHHE Ko K AR RN R AR
Tested object (ng/mL(g)) Found/ Recovery/ RSD/ Found/ Recovery/ RSD/
(ng/mL(g)) o (%0, n=3) (ng/mL(g)) % (%, n=3)
18 17.4 96.4 1.3 15.6 86.7 2.1
i
ﬁﬂ;l{‘z% 54 42.1 78.0 1.8 43.2 79.9 2.0
108 94.9 87.9 1.2 86.6 80.1 10.0
30 21.6 72.1 1.3 138.8 77.0 1.2
f= e .
ORI 90 68.4 75.9 2.5 64.8 71.9 0.1
FFA
180 133.8 74.3 2.3 134.2 74.5 1.3
A
A\
3 &g

BT “GE-PUR-SEPR Y T Zotse o FURBIRR il R A SR AR R 258
Oy F3a PO A R AU KRR S R T AT R B R S RO SRR e 5 K A SRR e % e 1Y icELISA
Dk, B R BRAHIMIKE 1.45 F1 1.06 ng/mL, 5 A R AVE R R 5 2RI IC I BA8 U,
5 HPLC-MS/MS J7 BG4 5 i AR Sk B (R = 0.99) , 3 TSe Bkt i i i e 2 K AR ek Je
7 Wi PRH R ARSI . LA RN R R AR SR T A A S S PR RE TR R AR S
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Development of Competitive Regulation-based
Immunoassay Method for Detecting Florfenicol and
Florfenicol Amine in Group-Specific Manner

ZHOU Wen-Yue', YANG Jin-Yi', ZHANG Yong-Yi', LI Ran', WANG Hong', XU Zhen-Lin',
TIAN Yuan-Xin“, SHEN Yu-Dong'
Y(Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of Food Quality and Safety, College of Food Science, South China
Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China)
*(Guangdong Provincial Key Laboratory of New Drug Screening, School of Pharmaceutical Sciences, Southern
Medical University, Guangzhou 510515, China)

Abstract The residue of florfenicol (FF) and its metabolite, florfenicol amide (FFA), in livestock farming is a
serious issue, and it is important to establish a simultaneous detection method for the two drugs. Series coating
antigens were designed to regulate the antibody-antigen affinity and specific recognition to FF and FFA in this
study. Then, an immunoassay was developed for simultaneous detection of FF and FFA based on the ternary
competitive molecular recognition system of “coating-antibody-target molecule” . This method showed an 1Cs
value of 10.96 ng/mL for FF and 8.94 ng/mL for FFA, and the linear detection ranges were 3.05-39.45 ng/mL with
a limit of detection (LOD, IC;o) of 1.45 ng/mL for FF and 2.32—34.46 ng/mL with a LOD of 1.06 ng/mL for FFA,
respectively. The recoveries of FF and FFA in pork samples were 72.1%-96.4% with relative standard deviation
(RSD) less than 3%, which were well correlated with the detection results of the high performance liquid
chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (R*=0.99). This method was suitable for rapid screening of FF and
FFA in actual samples.
Keywords Florfenicol; Florfenicol amine; Coating antigen; Specific regulation; Immunoassay
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