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Establishment and application of macadamia protein sandwich ELISA method
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Abstract: The unprocessed macadamia protein was extracted by
alkali-soluble acid precipitation method, and the rat and rabbit poly-
clonal antibodies were prepared respectively. The rabbit and the mu-
rine polyclonal antibodies were used as the capture and detection anti-
bodies respectively to establish a double-antibody sandwich enzyme-
linked immunosorbent assay. The detection limit of this method was
(0.95+0.17) ng/mL. The method had no obvious cross-reaction
with soybean, walnut, hazelnut, almond, peanut. pistachio, cashew
and wheat protein, which proved that the method was specific. The
recovery rate of macadamia protein in baked macadamia nuts and
baked biscuits is in the range of 73.67 % ~77.03%. This method was

not only suitable for the accurate detection of unprocessed macadamia
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protein, but also for the quantitative detection of macadamia protein
after hot processing and baked goods.
Keywords: macadamia protein; allergen; sandwich ELISA; baked

goods

WRAREANRIE T R 2 — oA g R E 55 5 I
PRIKIRT 2 F R, 50 SR IR O 2 5L L 20 b i T A R U I SR AR
Sx| B AS IR B A o B s M B A B R LRI LW I
Jifr i O % D e B 5 % K S IR . Ekbote %50 X i A F
AT B2 Bk S 58 (SPD) & B L 3 Y U8 21 o vl BB A7 A4 — B 4+
B0 17 kDa 19 £ 2 5 §UR s Herbst 260 38 51 40 5% B3 4
B 3RIE TR RS 5 2 R SO B B, o T 4 7R
12,45 kDa 2247 o 3 S0 A0 A 28046 0 2 38 00 5 ORI N B IR 1
TR AR TF B Z — M8 e 2 0 B 12 1 A U
J5 i T8 1 o R A R IR O 3 W 0 A 25 (ELISAD
AT DNA i PCR # 2:5°7, Brezna %5 gty 7 —fb
SEEF PCR J7 . F T 4 DU £ b b i 80 o 1 2R 4G I B o
1.45 pg/mL, i@ 14 Fh AL & 55 3E PCR Jy 3% 1) 5 br id F
P 77 75 BE 6% 53 B0 A U £ R S P IR U IR AR HIE R
B 2 15 E T O TS A B S SR AR . 4T A
TS &4 9 DNA 43 35k LA SR B, W 5 1 i PCR A6 1l
25 0B . Bt PCR 2 e i 2 4 o o 0 it 2 %o A DU 45
R R o A T R A L A 2 iR 4 g R R R A
T 6T 5 0 A 1) 45 A 2 S [ R ) R ) o BT b 38 1 0 R
TREE SR SE A R B S A9 ELISA J7 3% 3 T #0n T& fh oh
T SRR P ARG O A A D P A, Maleki 250
Mot MRS 1 e BB W R S TgE A 3R 0 45 5 sk
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F1o XIFTEDIHEE RS OVT.OVA.OVM & H 45
RAA T RAEEN. SRS SR IEE. ~
(i) Py 3 i D 8 1) AR R T AR ) ) O SR R ) 7E e O
T R 45 A8 A8 A B 3 R 1 R A W R A R E . AR5
L X R IR R A 22 e BE AR, A T WU Y2 0 ELISA
J5 s H X1 vk L R AN T U R IR R 0 A
) PR 1R R T 00 o A U R AT IR A DA S T
1 SR 2o I 1 A R A SO s
1 M55
1.1 #HE5EE
L11 MRS

B 1% (Macadamia integrifolia) : HAEA294, 7= 5 1T,
Il H RO B R R A

KE B BER.FCEE LR ERMADNZE.
i

T . 3 T WS HEME BT U 22 . 6~ 7 S o Mk
BALB/c /INER A7 B B 24 R o 9 5

I G589 96 IO 58 448 ) L 4 s B2 B8 (BSA)
FHi % 1gG-HRP ., 47 B IgG-HRP, Tris. H 4 .BCA & 1
B &L T ke JE B R 48 (SDS). it A b & MR
(CHsN; O3).3,3,5,5-PU B FL 152K e (TMB) L B JE FLoF L
S e Bl b R T - B B =>=99 %6, 2 [E Sigma 24 F] 5

Tween 20 fb24 40 ¥ 7R Ak T3R5

B-ERBIRS . — B 3 A (DMSO) « 4k 2% 4li . i [F Merck

/L\&#

&l

T :12 % . 22 H Bio-Rad 24 A ;
Al 30 24 g 23 AT 4
L1.2 FEEAHRE

5 35 & /2 M7 # : Protein A-Sepharose 4B, Protein G-
Sepharose 4B 7, 2 [H Amersham 2\ &) ;

446X . 731-8300 1, 3 [/ BIO-RAD 24 7l ;

i FR 1Y : F200 PRO %!, 3& [# Thermo /A F 5

Wi gs . RH-KT 7Y, 8 [ TKA A #,
1.2 FHi&
12,1 RN B R B0 A S B e

(1) BRAg 5 JE 58 A WU U8 R A7 58 20 BF B, DRI L
1:20 (g/mDWIECHZER T HPEEE 16 h, £540.45 pm
AN RFREREBEL I WERNEE LR BRAE ERRE W
ECHE. KRR R AR 50 Hiff, K505 T —20 C
AR

(2) BRI SR IE C e i i i 2 B CMAPD J7 1 42 J0
PR E S R K RS B UTE R R T
AEREEI 09 8 (1 TR 16 —20 CHRAF I

(3) SDS-PAGE: %l Zhang Z51% J5 3, %o il 45 1 1L
R H H 1T SDS-PAGE 4347,
L2.2 WMBRREEAWNRLZ wEIURT & LU & 00 R
YR SR 1 Dy S DR R Y 2 SR R AT L 2 SR g
L. BIR S ) LAV E T 58 4 e ) S e M & 1 mg/ R,
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J& A IR B B RN S8 A L S R 0.5 mg/ K, 55 2
WA RE L8 G TT G TR e kLI L 565 5 ke 5ok 1 A R
BBk 4 . A IC-ELISA 35 0 5 1 35 204 » A Protein A-
Sepharose-4B #3454 A M AL 4l AL R A H KL
1.2.3 WMRREEOREZ wBEIIRA & B 6~7 JHik
WEE BALB/ ¢ /N REEAT S . 0 UK 4 B8 B 4 %8 J 45 3 1R 58
i1 ERBUR A AL EIE 2 5 A 8 2 AE R A
RGN, B S B R 100 pg/ HL S 5 IR A5 R 1 JE R
4> fil . Protein G-Sepharose-4B ¥ 35 & EMralifk . T —20 C
TAEE .
1.2.4 BN RE [T I 0 ELISA &8 K fRbrif
WIS AP LL 100 pL/FLALBE T 96 FLEEFR AR I 72 4 C
TWEE 12 h J5 M PBST Ped 3 k. gt Bk (200 pL/9L) F
37 CRFEM 1 h, I PBST Y%A 3 W, A B Ff B 1 1 o
ISR FW (100 pL/FL) . ER T H 1 h )5 PBST Uik 4
Wo MARPLMmMHE 100 oL/FL) %W F#E 1 hJ5 8 PBST
PeMR 4 Y. ¥ HRP FRICHT B 8L (100 L/ 40D 1 2 8 4% AR
b &R RN 30 min J5 ] PBST $E4R 5 k. MAJKY A FI B
BIVR A W (100 pL/FL)»37 “CF @ (15~20 min) , & FLIIA
50 pl B R 28 1k WS FE B 4K 450 ~ 650 nm B2 UK % B A
VLR F W AR A s W 1 (A 5o — Adgso ) g DR AR s 255 11
FruEfi 2k . Kt R (LODY Ry Ay 7 #4{H £ 3SD X 5 19 2 A
W, B R (LOQ) 2 Ay F ¥ {H & 10SD X i 19 & A
1.2.5 X0 ELISA # 5 A S M e ®FE R e,
Bibk B A B IO R RN 8 R R I B
SR FH 55 R U 1R R R A [T 6 3k ok AH T 1) B L R R ST
B AL 0> ELISA J57 3 #4745 U . PBS 2% w4 > B 4 %o
HR A SR AL A B M X BR AL RO G BEE 43 B P A N SR 3ROR
WA P/N>>2, 00 FWIRE & i 8 B S 50RA 28 LR
1.2.6  XWHrde.Lr ELISA K 7k Rl A doET . 2
S B e L ] B DA AS B U R SR A T O o R SR AR
W5 8 57 1 28 1 SR IR T R IBURE b b A IR IR SR L R A
AL IR IE 0 ELISA J7 36 0 G T v 38 o 0 5% 5 A J5t 2
B L 35 a0 (D T3 R

C, —C,

P = - X 100% , (D
A
P [l %

Co— U T e SR B A o O K I M mg s

Co AR BRI Y R AR S A T mes

Co— RPN BRE A FIE A AE  mg.
1.3 HiEsE

P A RS AT INE 3 U, M GE T4 B SPSS 22.0 Xt
T 25 SR AT J7 22 43 M (P<<0.05) , ] Origin 8.0 24 46 I 7
EEEEHEE L
2 RS0
2.1 BEREABRIE

e J ) 4 1) R U 2R B (1 mg/mL) 3 i SDS-PAGE
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SR CE DL BT AL R R R G R A A
15~50 kDa /247, HH 40 F BEAE 20,45 kDa A4 R H & &
B .5 Herbst M 58 45 R —3K.
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Figure 1 SDS-PAGE of macadamia nut protein

2.2 Wk ELISA &+ 77 B & 3L

TE LI U 85 5 O 5 D 4 1) G 22 3 B B MR B
Z U SEAL B AL BT e ELISA e il 4% 1F
2.2.1 HRGUARE RIS BT 0 ELISA J5 ki
R A5 28 B DR/ IN S DT 5 S8 0 478 0 A A B P 9 R AT G
(A LA L o K (VS R TN I O Sl R 1 T
1 g/100 mL FBEASFLBY BSA . f1 B JB8 . W . 1 26 1 1 Sy 3
PR« A 0 0 R 23 331 S BT AN A I A5 25 B B0 IO BE R L
* 1,

Rl FARASARTZANFHREEE

Table 1 Absorption values at the different blocking buffer
WO L A
Exlzifiid

Bt /N
1¢/100 mL g 2L 0.130 0.139
1 g/100 mL BSA 0.193 0.212
1 g/100 mL W] 0.204 0.234
1 g/100 mL BEH 0.125 0.135
1 g/100 mL )} 0.218 0.263

3% 1AL, DL & e B0 R AR O 3 AR T AR B R R
T S 9 4 2 1 WO (L 35 A0 B 106 T T ok 6 1) S 2 B0
R S VR B T B0 DAL Al R 0 1 ot e o S5 e O ¢
AN BRI 2 T R A AR UK O e 2 B R B A R B &
B, AT — E B B b B R R ik ) SR R AR S b T
.1 g/100 mL B A FLAS oA 33 b 380 1 2 1 fR de /0 o 58 T JBE S
LA BEAR IR 1 2 A0 S A B A BOR B A, BSR4
S O e 5 A B T AR AR A R AR . N B AR FL
T A Ay 5t AL I agE— 25 A 3t P RO B

FH# 2 A[ %1 0.5 g/100 mL Y BEAR FLAS 25 (A fe /Dy AR v
J¥ (0.1 g/100 mL) i fig LK 5t P41 9 25 (I B 0.5 g/100 mL
JBERE FLR ¥ K, T R R PR R R AR R N S BOR RE o8 4 3t

2 AEABBEIAMRETZTANFEHRALEE
Table 2 Absorption values at the different concentration

buffer of skimmed milk

JBERE P M BE /(10 2g « mL— 1) Wt
0.1 0.131
0.5 0.128
1.0 0.131

PAT 6 R A 2R B A AR BT I o 5 1 2 4 67 A 3 BORS DU H A
25 R RLES A AR R TR M 5 1.0 /100 mL B s LB 25 A
B f K P BE S Mk BE Kl AR 4 S P W38 i B B, TR AR Ak
J 1 3 PR MR B 0.5 2/100 mL [ B R 7K .«

2.2.2 WARPUERA R RAL K o BB AR S AR
ik 2 B R E 0.025,0.050,0.100 pg/fL 34T A9 . 43 31
2 AR HE I 2R (TR 2) ol AR AR 09 0 3 ) A 3k 1 IR A
FEAARIGE AR AL R RS S S B L,
PR bt 2 X o A ok 0 A B8 2 1 A Y o AR B 3 v vk 1 R
BE o AR AR B o 5 25 1 AR R R 0 B G Al s
K o AR T R . TR A 3R B R i T K R
Ak e . S5 REW L& 0.050,0.100 pg/fLEF %S H{H
AR K HAS LA BAF A 4 6ok TR i B 0,025 pg/FL
A, B 5 7E [R) — 8 2R O L 4 A 0 W ' A v s DY 2y B
i1 2 B A AR AR  LE E 6 E  0.050 pg/ L.

0.6F = 0025 pgfl R*=0.993 6
© 0.050 p /AL R=0.998 9
40.100 pg/fL R*=0.998 8

0.5

W B

Absorbance values

0.0

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
e

Concentration of protein/(ng * mL™)
B2 R CAZT AR B RE G WA kO BRI A
M T ik 6 h
Figure 2 Effect of coating quantity of capture antibody on

macadamia nut protein sandwich ELISA

2.2.3 KPR B AR e LA S A AR AT i
A3 45 T R 3 P K A I A (R Z2 B0 43 304 11 1 000, 1 ¢
1500,1: 2 000,12 500 fy Lb M) k77 5 B, 22 il A M i £
( 3), KB ik CBRZ2 90D B 55 10N U8 SR 2 1 2o R R 2B Ry
SRS G A 2 Mk B ik b o Al A R S R S 0 s
P38 O R AR St A 0 10 R AR . &5 SR U, 1 000 575
RBEHUIR BT A3 B0 1 25 B (A S5 T LA 1 500,2 000,2 500 £5 7 B¢
BT AR A B ) 25 FUEAHZE AN KL LA 10 2 000 L9 3547 5 ¢
A I T A A5 1) £ 1 R G A o T o R OB ARG I 7 AR 1 e AR A R
B 2 000,

2.2.4  WEAR PR RS BOMALAL [ E DAL i B3R BT
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087 21 000f5 B R2=0.989 4
0.7+ 1500f%# B R=0.872 4
42 00015 # B R=0.997 6
067 2 500f5H B R=0.989 4

W

Absorbance values
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HAWE
Concentration of protein/(ng * mL™)
B3 A kA B F&ﬁ/ﬂ MR R E G WALk S
ELISA #5 %
Figure 3  Effect of detection antibody dilution factor on mac-

adamia nut protein sandwich ELISA

A4 S P ORI AS DU BT ARk B2 T PBS(pH 7.4,0.1 mol/L)
b OK 2 BT RUEE AR — Ht4E 1 0 10 000,1 1 20 000,1 :
30 000 HEATHE B 22 il b lly . &5 SR DI 4. 260 BB AR B
AR S M UG A BR 2 0 T 0 5 T T A A
AR ZR ORI A S, B b e B MK, A IS 7 AR
155 MR, Jy B S R VR B N S R BUE A R Y R
R Sk 2 o i I AR B 0 A R S R 2 R R
405 40 0455 5 [ 2 M A DG e R0 OO g s — B vk 2 1 4k
P e, RIbgE SR, LA 1 20 000,1 1 30 000 i i
REVHEEF 1. WOGRE W 8 2 5, 0 W A b ik, i £ 26 bt

FUEEAR — B0 R BEAEHCH 30 000 f%,
0.7 =10 000F5 i R=0.9927

© 20 000155 i . R=0.996 9
0.6F 430 000f%5Hi BE R?=0.996 8

§ [
@_IIE, 0.5
g 04
R
=E 03
E
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B4 iR =R
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A& Ko R R R G W ks BB JR

Figure 4 Effect of dilution factor of enzyme labeled second

antibody on macadamia nut protein sandwich

ELISA

2.2.5 WhiFelr ELISA LA ERT R 46 BH RIEA
P WV VL SR LU AL 10 3 BT 2 1 B0 A7 R0 LA 2R P R B AR
T AL B S RO B2 18 1 9 A A 22 1 W4T 2 O ELISA A6 3
YRR R R bR E i £k ()81 5) 3R LOD {2l
(0.954+0.17) ng/mL.LOQfH}(3.1340.57) ng/mL,

2.2.6  XHiJe .l ELISA Jrik ke et it g sn oy ik
BB S B R T Rk R AR A A TR B R AN
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Standard curve of sandwich ELISA on macadamia
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JEAH

Absorbance values
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Figure 5

nut proteins (n=28)

AZHEE M PBS 42 b 43 5 TS ) Ak B 2 5 0.1, 1.0,

10.0 pg/mL R HEW . L PBS 28 oh il 7 o BA H: X IR, R

FH AT Y N IR R B BT 0 ELISA J5 36 5E . 352 B A
JO7 F) W O B AL 25 R LR 3.

F3 WHELEBBEEEENFENFRE
Table 3 Specificity of sandwich ELISA on macadamia

nut proteins

X B R P/N {8
B WoEEE 0.1 peg/mL 1.0 pg/mL 10.0 pg/mL
K 0.145 1.12 1.28 1.34
ik 0.143 0.75 0.87 0.90
T 0.159 1.58 1.90 2.33
1= 0.141 0.98 1.25 1.40
FE g 0.148 1.43 1.86 2.04
A 0.132 0.94 1.03 1.12
i 0.125 0.84 1.01 1.09
INFE 0.126 0.89 1.11 1.28

Fe 3 H AT I R R AT O R S YR SR A
B REG B RN oAl 6 Bl BUR R 3 038 )R B
R B AR R0 SR 1 O R SRR 1 B A L S
5 Sutherland 26U ) BiF 57 45 R — 3%,

2.3 W E D ELISA A ZpE NI E

FH PBS 28 ol f B B SRR AL W O 30.0,16.0,
8.0,4.0 ng/mL, LAAR N A8 S5 5 H 18] 4% 5 % 8 57 19 WP I
ELISA k1785 % B i .

A 4 Aok B 0 BB U T R — BB AR AR L 4 AT 5 A
SEATIAR S 15 Ao — Ao AR N ZE S REH 3.36% ~
7.20% ., MIFAMLA 5 d DA OGBS AR 18] A2
FRHECN 3.8306~12.05 0 LT 15% , i B 1% 7 ik BoA 50
AR E
2.4 W FE L ELISA FiER R A
2,41 R T Al B RN R R R AR ECR A
PRI 22 170 CAEFE 20 min, R Ab 2 (14 A 3000 0 545 g %ot
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B H A WU R IR R 1 e ELISA J7 ik i v K

TR il o AR DL B 46 1 8 SR O 1 R 3R 1 PR R R
BRI S,

PPN R 22 170 Chn#ab UG - 8 515 3 B B R (P<
0.05) » 2 AN T4k AR 1145 3 A 90 96 2 A7 » UL I R 17 —
TERRIE F AR T A PO T RE R I A T R 4
Hay o T 1 A AR

2.4.2 PFTHBIRREAMME A HE 0 g
YT T R UUE R BUDF T rh gl R B .
SEH TS Oy ELISA §5 BEAT I RE o LA U8 0 8 9 152 2R 49 F
TONX IR . MRYESR 5 SRR R ORI G p BIE TR
T s LUK 7 F T o AT B 4R BROAY R N R R A e Y
A e B CD 23 5 iR SR LR 6

x4 OBEMNERFAWHFED ELISA &N AHR A R E TR

Table 4 Intraplate and interplate variation of sandwich ELISA on macadamia protein (n=75)
WRE/ R A S S MR 16 A% S5
(ng+mL™")  AwpMEFHE  SDE/K% CV/% AspWEFHME  SDIH/% CV/%
30.0 0.890 3.52 3.95 0.779 9.63 12.05
16.0 0.586 1.97 3.36 0.575 4.50 7.83
8.0 0.372 2.23 6.01 0.352 4.07 11.56
4.0 0.226 1.63 7.20 0.222 0.85 3.83
RO BEMILEMEAQRRENYMm
Table 5 Effect of baking process on the extraction ratio of protein from macadamia nut (n=3)
Qb B A R S/ g P EH TR/ g HEEAR/ % M B R Y
Rk 25.16740.047 1.9640.006% 7.78+0.012%
170 ‘CAL ¥ 20 min 24.2440.010 1.70+0.006" 7.03£0.021° 90.4+0.43

t BN R) F R R 22 5 B 3 (P<0.05),

F 6 WHLFKD ELISA 48T 6 F o 8 12 R | B B 73 0 [ 4 &

Recovery of sandwich ELISA on macadamia protein in biscuits (n=5)

Table 6
I 1R R L e PN TIEEA
1) o7 = / I FRE ER n / I FRIE 7 =

(mg « g~ ! Biscuits)

(mg « g~ ! Biscuits)

(mg « g~ ! Biscuits)

Jul e 5/ %
ELISA il 3¢ {8/
P 55 15 5 L o b FR U
(mg « g~ ! Biscuits)
BIREA RREH

80 6.224 5.608 1.774£0.53 83.56£0.58 75.44+0.45
40 3.112 2.804 2.4840.42 85.4940.33 77.0340.33
20 1.556 1.402 1.2340.27 82.0740.27 73.6740.27
R AN T AL FEXT O R R F AR AR, DU R A RAF RO R R SRR E . Ik BT TR R R IR I SR

S RO R B P S S T A IR LR R 82,07 %6 ~
85.49 % , FE W 1% 7 vk I 10 0 R 2R G V0 0 o A R A
D oA A A O 1 R R P A BRI L A [ R Ry
73.67 % ~T77.03% , [E1 g 2 fim A% 114 i BB T % 38 T 08 38 43
RN R SR T 25 4 R AE AR AL R EORE o R T PR IR BE
1% 55 4123 AV 25 4 1) A% Ak 7T AR -5 BObt B 2 v 48 fk, MATAT 5 5T
PRI T T B, 22 30k ELISA #6045 58 (R R 11K .
3 &5

A 2T 0O Ak AR A7l AR BT R 1 B A v R AT BT R
[ R S R O VAR I S WDV E
ELISA J7k., % HI B A 8 it o 0.05 pg/fL. 3 HE A
0.5 g/100 mL JBiJig 2Lk, K 40 (A48 BEAE HCH 2 000, FF4H1 B
HRP-iftr — 0 F B A% £y 30 000, J7 i 1 fc AR A6t FR
(0.954+0.17) ng/mL, & &R K (3.13+0.57) ng/mL, ¥ Ik
PEIE B 4 3.13 ~30.00 ng/mL, W & 45 2R 09 4F 5 R 4K
<C12..05% , U6 BT @ 57 A M U R SR 2R P UL ke O ELISA JF

AR Hp R e SR P A T R AR R BT R
TR B R RN Y 2R R A RE AN

S % 3k
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