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On-line Measurement of Progesterone in Bovine Milk
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F7rOlA QRS Foleld R4 MANTS Yoz fAgor Bt HF
A dABEE BeFolx Y EA FAA vlgd] ZAA AFF{D. LARA ] Agst
A =AY Fe7)%e] dolx FFL B2 $otA Ao Ziadg. 2AAA APz Q3
TEH7Ie] & F719 A, Fu A E40] 859 9(24009/5F/9 x 562,000 F x 30% x
219)9l °ol& RoE2 FA A (Senger, 1994). FTE7I1Zro} AYNA AW A FHAE o
Mo A5 ZeAlACk ER old W& FriE4o] HAHY, AFFA AF FUhd @
A7 FA BlE F FU vLe AA &4 10%0] HFED (Ruiz et al, 1992,
Britt, 1985).

A S dREe] SF7ted gz HAH S AASL ded, AT A
AfME B2 sdo] dodn, gAY F¢ AL @& Hojd, AHI =7
FEA7] ¥ Kamar mouting #37] F& ©]43 mounting AFE 71&3t= Yo
AAvt e 50%9 B3ttt & WHOoE URAMN ALHIE &, Azt
A FF AL EHF FHo] Bk FuUdiAE 94 oAl AZHA e AT
ot dAel 74, ¥, #F progesterone $EFF (B 7, 19%), 257 Ad, 2 4
AE Fol AHEHI YA, AEHATT AFEAE AFHAY AE5HA S ol gol
of Aol FAHAF ARAE Tgo] HA grv. It oln HHI wgoz A W4
229 ZEA2HEY v5E AH FAsE Pye] nedd. RHUFH o2 Fo] A4 H

oz wWAY  W97]Y¥(Radio  immunoassays, RIA)® &4 BWE FI34
(Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA)e]l 1+H), o] YHE2 A&3 23 9 &
Aoy FAL vlgo] HiRE APHoA T F]lo] Jheste] RS A3 HFH Alg o]
S X A Aol #@ol 28¥ 3, 53] RIAY A #H7E A FA/ Fudo
EZ AMgdte 29 4843 Syl vsMe FHE HolAw, dwt Frtol A A&
71 dA ¥ d5HY FAHE AdAT AEAHe] 1A wiRIFHolok d, disfe B $
Folu &4 ARE AT AFF Ao E/hEE 2wk ol MMV A s
2 &

2 A7E ARG TEA7) AH (NICEM) A4 s 59599,
2ot 39 SAoNAF R
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o]l AMe AEIH AAoret NIHURVE HEF AR Ao =d, HAL
thatel 244 3182 Fo] AEA EZ(receptor)9t vFSdd AE7F "I EHBlum and
Coult, 1991). Hle]e AMe AdHelolq a4 29 3#AE FAo 7tssit
(Claycomb and Delwiche, 1996). $-# 9] progesterone® \&HozZ ZAHT ¢ Y&
ol MA7F AHEH, RA{FFA 6 FAFHo A£2Q FHo] eI vt &3
A Bt A 79 Z2A2HES FAHEY] 93 A E I0MHz FHE U
Hask Al AAZE ALHNAEY, R =&ALl ZojAe EAR HAT FF
of B7t5sAa, v AF A dAd 24 FAT 7t (Koelsch, 1994). 1%
EIA 7| & o848 Z2A2HESY AL FHL Y vtol M7 AgEed, 44
+ EAHo] Jbed AL @5% EIAVE /iEEHdY L B HYS (Claycomb and Delwiche,
1996). FUAE AE7F GAH UX ALHT YA, HYTE2E 2HL 4§ "ol
AA s 489 A7 21 v gtk

B dFdMe &4 e H4 328 ZZAZHE SHE AF 284< Hole
A Age AYPHE AFEAN Z2A2HEY ¢ FRUIT FA EHE & U 244
1&g MLsy] 43t FRol= F& ol 88 W3S o el
:‘-L

Soll A% AAAF=E FAH}7] A dzAe <

2. Az 2 ¥y
7F Ag
Z2AAHE ETEY Y G222 A, Z2A2HEFH} BSA(Bovine serum
albumin) 2FE (9x)]3 d2) 9 Z2A2HEL Biostrid AHT]=)9 4, Nitorcellulose
Membrane (12 wum pore size)2 Sleicher & Schull AHF] =) A, F2o|= F YA (40
nm)¥ BBC international AH =)ol A Z+Z T34 th. 718 Bovine serum albumin
2 ¥H§ AHE Sigma chemical AHPIF)NA F4 3+

4. g2ol= 32 olg® WIAF B4

7 o] W M ZE A9 (immunochromatography)?l 4% 24 EZol= F
2 99 Z2A2HER ZA2gE0] i AEE G228 A A @ 54
ANEdg TEe oFF drRyde Doj=gd EAH g o ¥F go oF
gy, olu AlEel X¥E Z2A2HEY Fxb Row gde] FA S Bol ¥y
A B A wrgol ez, A8 TAAHE 27t oW 2hdo] dAls) A
A wrEstd gL B2 A ghgo] Yeyy, Mo FrEe Algd ¥gE Z=A2HE
Fxo dud @ a9 12 FAAH A9 AFEAVIYY S MFHOE BAF
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o o Wy SAL WgAo] Fow, 528 249 ByYe was HFE =
e 23 oA vole AM9 1€ BE st E ATNME  Laitinenst
Vuento(1996)°] A% Hol 71239 %L, e Fo e B aokoln,
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1T Membrane

Y :monoclonal antibody
v :progesterone from milk

<0> : colloidal gold labelled progesterone-
BSA conjugate

Figure 1. The principle of the competitive thin-layer
immunochromatography

1) Immunostrip &4]

g €9 1 pl/omE Nitrocellulose WE.H Qo 2 ZoA 1 cm YA 1 mm F
A2 ZHEZ F AuUdi AXRANA xFEd(blocking solution, 3% BSA, 5%
Sucrose)dll 5% A= @2 Fol Egl2 8 ¥ A(Tris Buffer Solution pH 85)22 A% g
th. A}8317] A immunostrip® 4 mm x 50 mm 277 HEE FIde YA B
Fig=g

2) ZZ A ~H-E-Bovine serum albumine°] FZ0]E & YAt Y

Z2A2EEL EAF] Folx ZRo|E F YA HE IHo] AHEERE Z2A X
B2 BSAY EIES FYst ZHIAT 10 mig] F2ol= 3 1 mle] Z=2A
2HE BFES FH5d, Z2A2HE BFES w2/ JAAoYA E2ol= F& W
27 F7hgth. dedA 58& 7itkd F 110 g/ 8 10% BSA (w/v)E F713t9 <A
Ak, ZYE gd ZFES 10000g9] FEZ 208 HE 4 °ColA 4% Ao
ANFae 1 AR AddE Corex A AFA5 mDE AHEsIAT. w3 AAE
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FZEHE AASE, 10 mM Tris ¥ 3(0.1% BSA9} 09% Nacl &f) 1 mlE 7}
Al AR E a4 28 2 A3 53 wEs HFo 1 mle ZH
HEo] AMEE wWizkA 4 °C WA H#AIFT. AFHA AgH He £& 1
2471 98 289 B2 (Micro Tip 8 Sonicator)E& A ZTolA &
ngh) ARE-3 o
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4. A R AEd
29 28 edtd 24E 9@ ulo)e MAe AFES HeZg WY wgow
Membrane o Jehd duo) LEDZ 4ARF #& Fisted wgH
diode2 THE #ZFE FAsH AEAdes @It FHE VEE TFH} xol=2
214

AA F Aojg PCol Axg® A7 Agrncz gaEgic Jd¥d otz AiE U
dANZE vy Fo A T2 93] BAHAYE AA progesterone HOZ FE
o) SAE. %W LED, 91X @ wjny: a2 3YPq o Y €Az 9Yd

TE71E ol &3 TEET

Photo diode
= i =
L}  —
l N J

N.C. Membrane
@ Sensor Body

Signal
Data Acquisition Board |,__] dl:“L“EPS Conditioner
Personal Computer ™ Driver (Ampliﬁer
& Filter)

Milk Progesterone
Gold
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Conjugate

Figure 2 Schematic of an on-line biosensor for progesterone
measurement
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F AFeME Hole AM e €& Jtsd EAY YA F ERE FQU) 9B
=

of 45574 Fde AFOE FAAAL, 3 A8 FAE 45

lo

3. 4% 2 1%

Aed WA Zo], ¥ WEHA ZHR AE & A AP 2yg B
FEo T Z2A2HES FF v 150 o) v &L o V| 2AES AHN g9
g HH golt. o] Ax"oz FAHY £ e EZRAZEHIY XS $H 10 4/ T 50
ng 94 A3t 2y 2AHE ZXA(A ng/ml oldhE7ldE FEIRA go} 2AHAE
AdE AT ALY 771 2oF Aed FAHUY 1Y 32 Membraned 4 @3
& % AME FA33Y AZFEH AFE AN 233G ANE el £FY maxage
TE @Y BRAFAE BAFEY 19 39 BAE REL 59 BEFFH ZEUAE ¥
AL, FEgE FEUFE X MY AL FHL A AAASF @, £ = 097
2 veyd. 129 45 4844 go] AMEEHE AW Y97 H(Enzyme Immuno Assay)
o2 ZAY A3 gAY FBBAE JEd aYolth ol L AR ZHAEE A9
81 Laitinen® Vuento(1996)9] Z e vld ZAgg HaFz ot (AT 7
FTRA 1T Aoz o] Vg Z2A2HE N SolMdd gy AFs e
=3
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Figure 3 Biosensor calibration curve Figure 4 Comparison with EIA method
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4. 9% % A8

A2 F7h BUHE goldW BAe FHF Awe] WEHot he BHE 12
AZE AE el A&o] HHEz, H Ave] we A Yol Wastt WA s=E
Zo| BAZo] Ze BAL ZAsAR By ge] ARt Iy ¥ Yot
Azre] gol At WAl QoiM, AAZ HRo] e viele MM Age] AFsju

£ AFIAE BZoE T AUAL AESHT, YRAAE o g3 WME A2t Yol
=) S¢ WY AFRAYEe Beeta, 4 AT 3971&d AL Assd. 49
23 48 AAFEH FED dole ANE FAPEE BYHA TAAAD, A5AHY
A7E Fo Y=Y Aol A5Y oz wRWh
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