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Fig.1 Changes in amount of adsorbed Lyz with
concentration of FM

Table 1 Result of amount of adsorbed Lyz , OVA, OTF,
and RNaesA on MIP and NIP.

Concentration of FM  Amount of adsorbed proteins ¢, (mg/g)

Sample

(mM) Lyz OVA OTF RNaseA
Lyz-MIP(-) 0 0295 00666 0032 0
Lyz-MIP(MMA) 2.00 1163 00144 00098 0.0338
Lyz-MIP(AAC) 2.00 0929 00803 00111 00114
Lyz-MIP(APTMAC) 2.00% 10° 0131 00977 00230 00111
Lyz-MIP(HEMA) 1.50 0768 00641 00116 00421
Lyz-MIP(SM) 2.00%10* 0497 00434 00093  0.0897

Table 2 Result of amount of adsorbed Lyz (Qe),
imprinting efficiency (a), and relative activity of
Lyz-MIPs with various FMs

Sample de mip o % Relative activity
(mg/g) 0 (%)
Lyz-MIP(-) 0.295 2.09 38.0(£12.5)
Lyz-MIP(MMA) 1.163 1628  57.9(0.99)
Lyz-MIP(AAC) 0.929 1867  67.4(+2.47)
LyzMIP(APTMAC)  0.131 621  27.3(*+4.25)
Lyz-MIP(HEMA) 0.768 2381 87.6(=2.19)
Lyz-MIP(SM) 0.497 3.29 61.1 (£7.42)
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