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er immunoelectrophoresis)
3) &4 WIZA Y (Enzyme-
linked immunoassay;ELISA)
4) 39 YA zHEdSHEY
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Sz7h8 9 (Identification of meat
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& 4Y, 454 2 U, 484
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electrophoresis)

2) Zgolagolus A HI|BF
H(Polyacrylamide
electrophoresis;PAGE)

3) Sodium dodecyl sulfate PAGE
(SDS-PAGE) ’

4) Egjolagoln=d FHAH A

gel

7] A% (Polyacrylamide gel
isoelectric focusing ; PAGIF)

71e} &2 (Other techniques)

1) Ak | 24

2) Histidine dipeptides®4]

3) N-Methylhistidine(MeHis)4

4) 7171 &4 ¥ (Instrumental
analysis)
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E—-Ag + Ab = E—Aghb

)+ (®)
Ag F : 8R! (free type)
11 B ! A% (bound type)

E—Ag : BAFEH IR (enzyme linked antigen)
Ag:Ab
Ab Hi%(antibody)

- Ag : B HUE (Sample antigen)
B4tk ELISAY RIEX

23, eS| ELISAMMESIRIR)S| MEs

el

o o] WHLE 9%

g ELISAY %%
[ B LR N OE]I;Ii ;): "

Ao, FEE T

. ] A auo
BOTFRBGEERE )| o)

mili atto mole

‘ (10 *M)7HA = &
AL A Aseda »

oE I Yt

Fro wEhA AbE7F ZE5HA Ab:antibody (4] )

Hog, wgAFe aadyde Agantigen(39 | A8 F

Z u2 IAPFA(Ag)d ¥=E 2%), Eenzyme(&4)

7kl 7l Aolt HAgEE Me Y g
1) S+Ab — S—Ab o]

ol A AL gshE EA AL
2) S—Ab+Ag — S—Ab:Ag 2 39 P49 BHE 1
3) S“AbiAg+Ah“E s QFA A o) Bﬂﬂﬂ— o= peroxjdase,
Ab: Ag:Ab—E B -D-galactosidase, alkali-
S =solid phase(244), phoshotase 5] 1o, &A%

F9 stz daHL e A 2
o}, oz FAsfdol & g}
A EAHl AAH 1 lh A
2, 19 5old & xol7] sl
Ae w7tel w59 A} &7
He, 84 48 ol&du e
polyclonal &9 24w 844
o Egg oprlste wANHEE

g e dYuE AgATE
ol & Nethylmalelmlde o g
7}A 7} A (crosslinking  agents)
7k ol gdt w3 gA e T
ol polyclonal FATE A&-3}
Ao, HZolE momoclonal &

AE molste wge Eol4g
Folnx e AR} A&En
olq,

#2¥ A 71€38 sandwich?]
o] ELISAl ¢t 578 E& *%
B Anz, AFd g oF
g] 7420 1010 1% ol3k
74 7hesta s TH
Mark Patterson 5, 1984).

E
Ay do iy g

(4) ELISA¥ Y #A4

22971 YEME AgntED
&9 (chromatography) 5ol 2]l
A A (purification) 312 %2
oluHt}l. monoclonal A& At
4 A% oy fAo] 2F
s2] FARE ob7 YukglE A
obA] 1 Abgol AgAQl ‘7<§°ﬂ
ATt

%yﬂi nqoﬂiﬂz% o 7+g
A2 E A& dstiAe 482
F oA EI—L:EH, ol 71E %ol
)3 A] E}"”é}f’% YAl 7271 st
Al €0} 1 394 (antigenicity) ]

&
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2. ELISA o) 2j8t 2IE S8R0 NAMIS

238 35 %9 #& A2 ST AYA (0.0, x100) 228
R ; g3
Beef Sheep Pig Horse Kangaroo Buffalo Goat Camel Donkey ewe
Sheep 153 9 13 9 16 142 19 15 21  Rabbit
anti-beef — anti~beef
Cow 11 108 30 17 12 14 79 44 14 Rabbit
anti-sheep — anti-sheep
Sheep 1 1103 1 4 7 11 3 ¢  Rabbit
anti-plg anti-pig
sheep 21 18 15 131 12 30 16 43 74  Rabbit

anti-horse anti~horse

Sheep Rabbit

14 -
anti-kangaroo 14 15 18 15 196 14 11 13 anti-kangaroo
Sheep 15 16 17 13 14 101 11 11 9  Rabbit
anti-buffalo — anti~buffalo
Sheep 8 6 2 3 12 10 104 9 7  Sheep
anti-goat m— anti~goat-
HRPO
~ Sheep 13 6 16 9 8 11 8 95 9  Rabbit

anti-camel anti-camel

(Patterson, 1984)
ELISA ; Enzyme-linked Immunosorbent Assay (Z2-219 #3%)

HRPO ; Horse-radish Peroxidase (M 2% 1%~ st~

7% 59 32 NBE AZsol ¥ T APEr, 188 FA-FLAB)-HEL -2
2o Aelz A%E d9e 1 F99 s nebd AR HE a4 B4E BAY V1S A
ste] zH A g2 1 7o Aolvt EFE §F o o] folshA Hrh

FAE7) ot webA ol ol A 28] A (solubilisation agen T G0l AAEHA 7] b
ob4 et &9 (heatstable antigen)  ts)E& o]&3td NEE FF F, o, HE& F£5042 gle
1 A—-FA NS Folde 71

>
o
oE o
O

lin, serum f —globulin, 28] 3 1 148 (renaturation) A 7] &
S d % troponin, myoglobin®] AFHa Uk

A
T
o grllglm gled], a.—globu-  FA(dialysis)ol <34 A4S &
al
%
Hlaa go hAe dulda o o

AN gon, A (adrenal)? 4) F—EHH(F—antiserum ~-44g BRd FES
A kidney)d] FEEE U method) guna pig®d ©] 2+l Yl=H, guinea
of otAE Aow B HI F—8 9 (Forssman’s antiserum)  pig, "F, 7ll, Z%°], ], §o] o

I’
L 589 A7), AQFo) Bxst o &3], ¥EG %
£ sphingo-glycolipid®] ¥Fo  ojgta sto] E7], a, o
2, WdAdo] olojA 7hgel o3 A, "G Fol 047]"“ :‘r?ﬂ‘:}- o

. & dHere stE WA
188 22 (urea) FoPYH
*Hguanidine hydrochloride)

>~
ot mR i ¥ uR
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o] &5 phosphogluconate de-
hydrogenase 0] ¥#A 1 3tk

4. 7171%A4 (Instrumental
analysis)

2 9424 7] (1. R.—spectromet
ry), B#EEA7](Mass spectromet
1y), HA71FEZA(NMR : nucle-
ar magnetic resonance)s 4171
718 AHg-ste Al & A o spe-
ctrum pattern¥ ZEEFTHAL] 1

A3} v w3k rr F& s
HE wyoz, daE oo 4%
AE71g0l MEHL Je Fol
th.

5. AAEANY (Lipids
analysis)

2 74ae) AAWE 2 A
ZA N ERL 7};(]_,_ Ao,
4, 247 5% g2/ =

Z, o] o] st &5 o]
ol A& 7kttt

nk-§9] Ao linolenic acid
of A Wold 53 7EH
o, HA% g Aole Ex3

3. mMxjge] 54

T S5del Huy

A ukato] wrola] -okg o] AHa}
T Age g oA
T gAte] fAER] goeEg, A
R g 3L 19A
gl AR E 7hseAt, At
o 24 5 Sol4o] Az ¥
Ao gt Hgo] 7bFsid, Al
o A4l e FRE B
o] oma AlFs ek uh ol
gie & 4 gk

6. N—332 494

1) Nitrogen factor(N)SX¢

&% o] wekA nitrogen fac-
tor(Np7} 254 HE2E2 Ao
< Tt &% st W
ojth, &8 Nyt 3.55, €82
3.45, 5 (lamb)= 3.200] 1,
WA o] SAAFTL A 6.25, 6.
20, 6.002.2 oJ= AL A5 Aol
7} AR A, wgde N—-3

O

L rlo o

FE9] EAu ol AA ot

e §8387] 2dd o,

2) HolHAM DipepitdeS&H
17)& = anserine, camnosine,
balenine 59 Fol A alanyl-

methylhistidine1 & dipeptide7}
d4e vj&2 EAshed, oE
Aold] & 2A5E $F

528 5 9 B4R, &

%
(buffalo), T—"v7, BIHFE-
7] Alole) o)zl gg ¥
9 Zole YAHA G Utk
of We] oA 7lUE + e
A ES o ol
& 2= 9lth(H4).
A—ELOL LA AR ED
# = (HPLC) &
dipeptideE Al
24 247, oY
Y SAEF
A7l @t

3) N—Methy! histidine(N—
MeHis)E& Y

ALY ZYdAReEAF
v & 4Ag "&gZ N-
Methylhistidine(N- MeHis)o
shed], ol £2 24 2F
actin, 718]i myosin& Z5-E
Hote tAtEeln, 253
A Z3 =AY, AelgEo] glo]
E5oz HAdr. wA A
E59 N—-MeHisd s=& 94

w
=2

phte

ofn N
Do o 24
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o
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EEER, +

DRPETbE,
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Balenine : Anserine

Carnosine : Anserine

T4, =89 AUorEAM Histidine dipeptide®| EH2H|
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o] 23
h=]

=

Chiad

HEAZgd A=l
A 2.
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ELISAY S H|

116
130
112
97
86
116
129
123

4
e
CEEE!

=13=M]

N-MeHis (pg/g)

R
o
CI

117
120
82
79

N-MeHis (pg/g)
R kR

[

&<

¥4 % JFL o] FAE Agd BE 299 53 HFXY. (Jones, 1988)

5. HR| N-Methyl Histidine(N-MeHis)
%7 Nge AT Afzdos AAS AY.
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