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A competitive enzyme immunoassay for the quantitation of chlorpyrifos in water that utilizes amine-
terminated superparamagnetic particles as the solid phase to covalently attach mouse monoclonal
anti-chlorpyrifos antibodies was developed. Specificity studies indicate that the monoclonal antibody
can distinguish chlorpyrifos from its major degradation products, including 3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridinol,
and structurally similar pesticides. The immunoassay has an estimated limit of detection of 0.10
ng/mL in water and compares favorably with traditional chromatographic methods when water
samples are analyzed by both methods (r ) 0.985). Within- and between-assay percent coefficient
of variation values are <13%, and recovery of chlorpyrifos from water averaged 97% across the
range of the immunoassay method.
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INTRODUCTION

Analytical methods for the determination of pesticide
residues in food, crops, water, and soil are used for a
variety of applications including enforcement of crop
tolerances established by federal agencies, water moni-
toring, and product stewardship. Immunoassay (IA)
technology has been applied to the detection of pesticide
residues in various matrices both for quantitative
analysis and as a field screening technique (Kaufman
and Clower, 1995). Traditional analytical testing meth-
ods involving gas or liquid chromatography can be time-
consuming and expensive and may require specialized
instrumentation. Immunoassay methods can provide
the analytical chemist with a cost-effective, sensitive,
rapid, and reliable alternative for residue detection (Van
Emon and Lopez-Avila, 1992).
Chlorpyrifos is a broad spectrum, nonsystemic insec-

ticide used to control a variety of soil insects and
anthropods on a wide range of crops including pome,
stone, and citrus fruits, vegetables, cereals, maize, and
tobacco. The active ingredient of Dursban and Lorsban
insecticides (DowElanco, Indianapolis, IN), chlorpyrifos
is one of the most widely used insecticides in the United
States with 10-15 million pounds applied per year for
crop protection and 9-12 million pounds applied per
year for nonagricultural uses (U.S. EPA, 1994). Non-
crop uses of chlorpyrifos include application to soil
surrounding building structures as a barrier to termites
and control of household insects such as ants and
cockroaches. As a result of crop and non-crop usage,
GC-based analytical methods have been developed for
chlorpyrifos residues in a variety of environmental and
crop matrices.
Magnetic particle-based immunoassays have previ-

ously been described and applied to the detection of
pesticide residues in water (Lawruk et al., 1992; Gruess-

ner et al., 1995), soil (Lawruk et al., 1993, 1996), crops
(Yeung and Newsome, 1995; Lawruk et al., 1995;
Selisker et al., 1995), fruit and fruit juice (Itak et al.,
1993, 1994), wine (Lawruk et al., 1994), and meats
(Nam and King, 1994). Other previously described
immunoassays for chlorpyrifos (Manclús et al., 1994;
Hill et al., 1994) utilized antibody passively adsorbed
to polystyrene plates or tubes which adversely affects
assay sensitivity and precision (Howell et al., 1981). In
comparison, the magnetic particle-based immunoassay
system described here provides covalent coupling of the
antibody to the magnetic solid phase for precise anti-
body addition and non-diffusion-limited reaction kinetics
(Newman and Price, 1991), thus eliminating the impre-
cision associated with antibody-coated tubes and mi-
crotiter plates. The chlorpyrifos magnetic particle-based
ELISA described combines a monoclonal antibody spe-
cific for chlorpyrifos with an enzyme-labeled chlorpyrifos
conjugate. The assay takes <1 h to perform and
requires no sample preparation for the analysis of water
samples.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Immunochemicals. To prepare the chlorpyrifos immu-
nogen, 4-(3,5-dichloro-pyridinyl-2,6-dioxy)valeric acid (0.02
mmol, DowElanco) and sodium carbonate (0.04 mmol) inN,N-
dimethylformamide were stirred with diethyl chlorothiophos-
phate (0.046 mmol, Aldrich Chemical Co., Milwaukee, WI) for
2 h at room temperature. The reaction mixture was slowly
added to a cooled, premixed solution of porcine thyroglobulin
(120 mg) in 4 mL of deionized water and 0.1 mL of 1.0 N
sodium hydroxide. The solution was stirred in an ice bath for
1 h and then at room temperature for 1 h. The solution was
transferred to dialysis membrane tubing (Spectrapor, MWCO
6000-8000, Los Angeles, CA) and dialyzed against deionized
water (2 L) for 24 h (two changes of water) and then
lyophilized. The resulting chlorpyrifos immunogen (Figure 1)
was used to immunize female Balb/c mice. The antibody-
secreting cells produced were fused with myeloma cells to
produce hybridoma cells. The hybridoma was injected (ip) into
mice to form ascites fluid containing the monoclonal antibodies
(Harlow and Lane, 1988). The resulting antibodies were
covalently coupled to amine-terminated superparamagnetic
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particles of approximately 1-µm diameter (Perseptive Diag-
nostics Inc., Cambridge, MA) by glutaraldehyde (Sigma Chemi-
cal Co., St. Louis, MO) activation of the solid phase (Rubio et
al., 1991). Efficiency of the antibody coupling to the magnetic
particles exceeded 90%. Superparamagnetic particles of this
size separate quickly (<2 min) in magnetic fields but have no
magnetic memory, allowing for repeated separations and
resuspensions. The small particle size permits the particles
to remain suspended in solution for over 1 h once resuspended.
The antibody-coupled magnetic particle stocks were diluted
1:1000 in Tris-buffered saline (pH 7.4) containing 0.1% gelatin
and 1 mM EDTA for use in the immunoassay.
Immunoassay Method Standardization. The major

degradation pathway for chlorpyrifos is the hydrolysis to 3,5,6-
trichloro-2-pyridinol. The rate of chlorpyrifos hydrolysis was
found to be consistent over a pH range of 1.0-7.5 with an
average half-life of 77 days (Racke, 1993). Hydrolysis rates
increase dramatically above this pH level with pH 8.1 and 9.8
having 23 and 11 day half-lives, respectively (Racke, 1993).
Hydrolytic degradation of chlorpyrifos prohibited the prepara-
tion of stable aqueous analytical standards compatible with
the immunoassay; therefore, a stable organophosphate analog,
diethyl (4-methylbenzyl)phosphonate (Figure 2; Lancaster
Synthesis, Inc., Windham, NH), was used to prepare standards
for the immunoassay (patent pending). This compound has a
stable carbon-phosphorus chain in place of the oxygen-
phosphorus bond which is subject to the hydrolysis to 3,5,6-
trichloro-2-pyridinol. Various concentrations of diethyl (4-
methylbenzyl)phosphonate were prepared in acetate-buffered
saline with 0.1% gelatin at pH 4.0 and compared to chlor-
pyrifos standards in the same buffer. Concentrations of 10,
50, and 200 µg/mL diethyl 4-methylbenzylphosphonate were
found to be equivalent to 0.22, 1.0, and 3.0 ng/mL chlorpyrifos.
Diethyl (4-methylbenzyl)phosphonate standards were analyti-
cally prepared at these concentrations and used as chlorpyrifos
standards of 0.22, 1.0, and 3.0 ppb in all assays described.
Additional Chemicals. Hydrogen peroxide and 3,3′,5,5′-

tetramethylbenzidine (TMB) were obtained from Kirkegaard
and Perry (Gaithersburg, MD). Horseradish peroxidase (HRP)
was purchased from Sigma. The chlorpyrifos-HRP enzyme
conjugate was obtained from Ohmicron Environmental Diag-
nostics (Newtown, PA). Chlorpyrifos and the chlorpyrifos
metabolites, 3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridinol, dechlorinated chlor-
pyrifos, and chlorpyrifos oxon, were obtained from DowElanco
(Indianapolis, IN). Other organophosphate compounds as well
as other compounds tested for cross-reactivity were purchased
from ChemService (West Chester, PA). All other chemicals
were of reagent grade or suitable chemical purity.
Apparatus. The spectrophotometric measurements were

determined using the RPA-I Analyzer (Ohmicron). The de-
tailed functions of this instrument have previously been
described (Rubio et al., 1991). A two-piece magnetic separation
rack (Ohmicron) was utilized, consisting of a test tube holder
that fits over a magnetic unit containing permanently posi-
tioned rare earth magnets. The two-piece design allows for a

60-tube immunoassay to be set up, incubated, and magneti-
cally separated without removal of the tubes from the holders
(Itak et al., 1992). Eppendorf trivolume and repeating pipets
(Eppendorf, Hamburg, Germany) were used to dispense liq-
uids.
Immunoassay Procedure. Water samples or standards

were assayed by adding 250 µL of sample, 250 µL of chlor-
pyrifos-HRP conjugate, and 500 µL of magnetic particles, with
monoclonal anti-chlorpyrifos antibody covalently attached, to
a polystyrene test tube (12 × 75 mm) in the magnetic rack
tube holder. The reaction mixture was incubated for 15 min
at room temperature and then separated using the magnetic
rack. After separation, the magnetic particles were washed
twice with 1.0 mL of deionized water to remove unbound
chlorpyrifos-HRP and eliminate any potential interfering
substances. The colored product was developed for 20 min at
room temperature by the addition of 500 µL of a 1:1 mixture
of peroxide/TMB solution. Formation of the colored product
was stopped and stabilized by the addition of 500 µL of 2 M
sulfuric acid. Since the enzyme-labeled chlorpyrifos competes
for antibody binding sites with the unlabeled (sample)
chlorpyrifos, the color developed is inversely proportional to
the chlorpyrifos concentration in the sample. The final
concentration of chlorpyrifos in each sample was determined
using the RPA-I analyzer by measuring the absorbance of each
sample at 450 nm. The RPA-I analyzer was preprogrammed
to compare the observed sample absorbances to a linear
regression line using the logarithm of the concentration versus
logit B/B0 standard curve (where B/B0 is the absorbance at
450 nm for a sample or standard divided by the absorbance
at 450 nm of the zero standard). The standards were prepared
in the zero standard (acetate-buffered saline preserved solu-
tion) and contained the equivalent of 0.22, 1.0, and 3.0 ng/mL
chlorpyrifos. Samples >3.0 ng/mL were diluted in the zero
standard for analysis and sample concentrations calculated
by multiplying the results by the appropriate dilution factor.
GC Analysis for Method Comparison. A method com-

parison study was performed with water samples collected
from a field runoff study. The samples were stored refriger-
ated until an aliquot was taken for extraction and analysis by
GC. The remainder of each sample was frozen at -20 °C. For
GC analysis, the extraction of chlorpyrifos from the water
samples was accomplished by the addition of 2.0 mL of hexane
to 40 mL of sample and then shaking for a minimum of 15
min. Following centrifugation to separate the aqueous and
organic phases, an aliquot of hexane was transferred to a GC
autosampler vial for analysis by capillary GC. Sample analy-
sis was performed on a DB-17 (J&W Scientific, Folsom, CA)
capillary column installed in a Hewlett-Packard (Avondale,
PA) 5890 Series II GC equipped with a flame photometric
detector (phosphorus mode) and a Hewlett-Packard 7673A
autosampler. Chromatographic data were collected and peaks
integrated using a PE Nelson Access Chrom chromatography
data system. For immunoassay analyses, the frozen portions
of these samples were thawed, an aliquot was removed, and
the analyses were performed as described above.
Specificity. To evaluate specificity, each organophosphate

or other compound of interest was weighed analytically and
dissolved in an appropriate solvent to a 10 mg/mL concentra-
tion. Each compound was then diluted in methanol to obtain
100 µg/mL stock solutions and each further diluted to 10 000
ng/mL in the zero standard. The 10 000 ng/mL stock was
diluted serially in the zero standard to obtain 1000, 100, 10,
1.0, 0.1, and 0.01 ng/mL solutions for each compound. All
dilutions were prepared volumetrically. For each compound,
the 0.01-10 000 ng/mL solutions were assayed and the B/B0

calculated at each concentration. The B/B0 (y) versus concen-
tration (x) were graphed on log/logit graph paper and the 90%
B/B0 and 50% B/B0 concentrations determined for each com-
pound.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Dose-Response Curve and Sensitivity. Figure
3 illustrates the mean dose-response curve for the
chlorpyrifos analog standards, linearly transformed

Figure 1. Structure of the chlorpyrifos immunogen used in
the production of monoclonal antibodies.

Figure 2. Structure of diethyl (4-methylbenzyl)phosphonate
used as a stable chlorpyrifos analog standard material in
aqueous buffers.
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using a log/logit curve fit, collected over 67 assays with
error bars representing 2 SD. The error bars at each
calibration point represents the assay-to-assay vari-
ability expected from small differences in timing, tem-
perature, or reagent age over the 67 assays. A calibra-
tion curve was included with every assay to account for
this variability.
The immunoassay sensitivity or limit of detection

(LOD), the lowest concentration that can be distin-
guished from zero, was estimated by analysis of 3 sets
of 20 replicates of the zero standard. The mean absor-
bance and standard deviation were calculated for each
assay. The mean absorbance value minus 4 SD was
equivalent to a 90% B/B0 concentration (Midgley et al.,
1969), which corresponded to an estimated limit of
detection of 0.10 ng/mL in water. An alternative
approach to determine the limit of detection and limit
of quantitation (LOQ) (Keith et al., 1983) was calculated
on the basis of the analysis of 40 water samples fortified
with 0.25 ng/mL chlorpyrifos, representing the esti-
mated LOQ of the method. The mean concentration
determined for the 40 samples was 0.24 ng/mL with a
SD of 0.023 ng/mL. The calculated LOD based on 3
times the SD from the analysis of these samples was
0.07 ng/mL. The calculated LOQ based on 10 times the
SD from this study was 0.23 ng/mL.
Precision. A precision study was conducted in which

two sources of surface and two sources of ground water
were fortified with chlorpyrifos at 0.35, 0.70, 1.25, and
2.5 ng/mL and each assayed five times in singlets on 5
different days (Table 1). The within- and between-day
variations were determined by analysis of variance
(ANOVA) (Bookbinder and Panosian 1986). Coefficients
of variation (% CV) within- and between-days were less
than 13% and 12%, respectively, for all samples. A
component of the between-day variability can be at-
tributed to the degradation of chlorpyrifos in the sample
over the 5-day testing period. On day 1 of the precision
study, the samples correctly recovered the chlorpyrifos
added to the samples (0.31, 0.65, 1.22, and 2.19 ng/mL
for sources 1-4, respectively). There was a decrease
in sample concentrations over the next 2 days of the

study, possibly due to chlorpyrifos hydrolysis or adsorp-
tion to glass (Racke, 1993), as reflected in the mean
sample concentrations compared to the fortified con-
centration for each sample. After this decrease in
chlorpyrifos concentrations was observed, the water
samples were aliquotted and frozen. The individual
sample aliquots were thawed and analyzed for 5 con-
secutive days (new aliquots were thawed each day) and
the results used for the ANOVA calculations.
Accuracy in Water. The accuracy of the immuno-

assay was assessed by evaluating four sources of water,
each fortified with chlorpyrifos at 0.35, 0.70, 1.25, and
2.50 ng/mL. The water sources included a small pond,
a stream, ground water, and municipal drinking water.
Each sample was evaluated in three separate assays,
in duplicate, on the same day to verify reproducibility
and minimize chlorpyrifos degradation. Table 2 sum-
marizes the accuracy of the chlorpyrifos immunoassay
in environmental water samples. Added amounts of
chlorpyrifos were recovered quantitatively in all cases
with an average recovery of 97%. The potential for
ground, surface, and municipal water samples to inter-
fere in the assay was evaluated by fortifying 312 water
samples collected from around the world with 1.5 ng/
mL chlorpyrifos. The average recovery of the fortified
water samples was 98% (SD ) 7%) with all sample
recoveries within the 70-120% recovery range (Mi-
haliak and Berberich, 1995). The accurate recovery of
the fortified water samples suggests that no matrix
effects or interferences were present in the water
sources analyzed, and the immunoassay was accurate
across the range tested.
Method Comparison. Method correlation of 151

runoff water samples obtained by the immunoassay (y)
and an established GC method (x) is illustrated in
Figure 4. The regression analysis yields a correlation
coefficient (r) of 0.985 and a slope of 1.14 between
methods. However, when the immunoassay and GC
results were compared in the range from 0 to 4 ng/mL,

Figure 3. Chlorpyrifos dose-response curve. Each point
represents the mean of 67 determinations. Vertical error bars
indicate (2 SD about the mean.

Table 1. Precision of Chlorpyrifos Measurement by
Immunoassaya

source

1 2 3 4

replicates 5 5 5 5
days 5 5 5 5
N 25 25 25 25
mean (ng/mL) 0.16 0.54 1.10 1.92
% CV (within assay) 13.0 8.4 5.3 5.1
% CV (between assay) 6.2 11.3 10.0 9.5
a Water samples were fortified with 0.35, 0.70, 1.25, and 2.5

ng/mL chlorpyrifos and assayed in five singlets each over 5 days.
Source 1, municipal water fortified with 0.35 ng/mL; source 2,
surface water fortified with 0.70 ng/mL; source 3, ground water
fortified with 1.25 ng/mL; source 4, surface water fortified with
2.5 ng/mL.

Table 2. Accuracy of the Chlorpyrifos Immunoassay in
Watera

chlorpyrifos
added (ng/mL)

mean chlorpyrifos
recovered (ng/mL) n

SD
(ng/mL)

%
recovery

0.35 0.33 12 0.02 93
0.70 0.68 12 0.03 97
1.25 1.31 12 0.09 105
2.50 2.34 12 0.16 94
av 97

a Two surface water sources, a municipal water source and a
ground water source, were each fortified at the described concen-
trations and assayed in duplicate in three separate immunoassays
in a single day.
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the correlation coefficient (r) was 0.751 with a regression
line of y ) 0.807x + 0.15 (n ) 137). It appeared that
chlorpyrifos degradation occurred in some water samples
during the time from GC sample preparation to immu-
noassay analysis possibly due to the instability of
chlorpyrifos in water (Racke, 1993). Twenty water
samples analyzed by GC and the immunoassay on the
same day (Figure 5), thus minimizing chlorpyrifos
degradation, had an excellent correlation coefficient
(r ) 0.970) and regression line (y ) 0.907x + 0.24) for
samples in the range of 0-4 ng/mL.
Specificity. Table 3 summarizes the specificity of

the chlorpyrifos immunoassay with various metabolites
and organophosphate pesticides. The least detectable
dose (LDD) was determined as the amount of each
compound necessary to achieve 90% B/B0. At the 90%
B/B0 concentration, each compound would provide an
apparent chlorpyrifos concentration greater than the
LDD of chlorpyrifos. The 50% inhibition concentration
(I50) was determined by estimating the amount of each

compound necessary for 50% displacement of the chlor-
pyrifos-HRP conjugate. Reactivity of the major chlor-
pyrifos degradation product, 3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridinol
was very poor (<0.01%), demonstrating the necessity
of the thiophosphate ester moiety for monoclonal anti-
body recognition. However, reactivity was also strongly
influenced by the presence of the chlorinated pyridine
ring since monodechlorinated chlorpyrifos (19.8%) was
much more reactive than the totally dechlorinated
chlorpyrifos metabolite (0.06%). Also, thiophosphate
esters that did not retain the chlorinated pyridine ring
structure such as disulfoton (0.14%) and terbufos (0.04%)
exhibited poor reactivity in the immunoassay. Chlor-
pyrifos oxon, the biologically active phosphate ester
analog of chlorpyrifos, also had poor reactivity in the
immunoassay (1.0%), again illustrating the affinity of
the monoclonal antibody for the thiophosphate ester
substituent.
Variations of the ester moieties illustrated by chlor-

pyrifos-methyl (26.3%) demonstrate the specificity of the

Table 3. Specificity (Cross-Reactivity) in the Chlorpyrifos Immunoassay

compound structure R1 R2 R3 LDDa (ng/mL) I50b (ng/mL)

chlorpyrifos A P(S)(OCH2CH3)2 Cl Cl 0.10 0.94
chlorpyrifos-methyl A P(S)(OCH3)2 Cl Cl 0.14 3.58
chlorpyrifos, A P(S)(OCH2CH3)2 Cl H 0.14 4.74
monodechlorinated

chlorpyrifos oxon A P(O)(OCH2CH3)2 Cl Cl 13.5 90.4
chlorpyrifos, A P(S)(OCH2CH3)2 H H 64.7 1650
dechlorinated

3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridinol A H Cl Cl >10,000 >10,000
diazinon B P(S)(OCH2CH3)2 CH(CH3)2 CH3 0.12 7.56
pirimiphos-ethyl B P(S)(OCH2CH3)2 NCH2CH3 CH3 0.32 57.1
pirimiphos-methyl B P(S)(OCH3)2 NCH2CH3 CH3 19.8 688
disulfoton C (CH2)2 SCH2CH3 26.2 688
terbufos C S C(CH3)3 10.3 2180
a Least detectable dose (90% B/B0). b Fifty percent inhibition concentration (50% B/B0). The following compounds had no reactivity in

the chlorpyrifos immunoassay up to 10 000 ng/mL: alachlor, aldicarb, atrazine, benomyl, butachlor, butylate, captan, carbaryl, carbendazim,
carbofuran, 2,4-D, dichloropropene, dinoseb, lindane, metolachlor, metribuzin, PCP, picloram, pirimicarb, profenofos, propachlor, terbufos,
thiabendazole, and thiophanat-methyl.

Figure 4. Correlation between chlorpyrifos concentrations in
water samples from a field runoff study as determined by the
magnetic particle-based immunoassay and GC method. n )
151, r ) 0.985, y ) 1.14x + 0.20 ng/mL.

Figure 5. Correlation between chlorpyrifos concentrations in
water samples from a field run off study as determined by the
magnetic particle-based immunoassay and GC method per-
formed on the same day. n ) 20, r ) 0.970, y ) 0.907x + 0.24
ng/mL.
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monoclonal antibody used in this immunoassay. Man-
clús et al. (1994) have developed an indirect competitive
chlorpyrifos immunoassay using monoclonal antibodies
produced from a similar immunogen design with 3-mer-
captopropionic acid linkage at the 6-position of the
pyridine ring. However, chlorpyrifos-methyl had sub-
stantially greater reactivity in this assay (183%) than
chlorpyrifos, presumably because the methyl groups
were better accommodated by the antibody binding sites
(Manclús et al., 1994). Hill et al. (1994) have previously
described a chlorpyrifos immunoassay utilizing a chlor-
pyrifos-methyl immunogen hapten with protein carrier
attachment at the thiophosphate ester to produce poly-
clonal antisera. Not surprisingly, this immunoassay
was also much more reactive for chlorpyrifos-methyl
(330%) than for chlorpyrifos and had substantial reac-
tivity to the chlorpyrifos oxon (30%). The magnetic
particle monoclonal antibody-based immunoassay de-
scribed is more reactive with chlorpyrifos than with
chlorpyrifos-methyl (26%) with minimal reactivity to the
major degradation products of chlorpyrifos.
Sample Dilution. Water samples that contain de-

tectable concentrations of chlorpyrifos by the immu-
noassay can be diluted in the zero standard and
reassayed to determine parallel dilution. Sample con-
centrations dilute parallel when the assay response is
due to presence of chlorpyrifos in the sample. If a
sample contains detectable concentrations of chlor-
pyrifos by the immunoassay due to specific or nonspe-
cific interferences, the concentrations of the diluted
sample would not assay as expected (Jung et al., 1989).
Values obtained from four water samples diluted in the
zero standard showed agreement between measured
and expected values (Table 4). The expected concentra-
tions were derived from the chlorpyrifos concentration
of the undiluted sample by the immunoassay.
Interferences. The following compounds were added

at 250 µg/mL to water samples containing no detectable
chlorpyrifos and to water samples fortified with 1.0 ng/
mL chlorpyrifos and evaluated for possible interference
in the immunoassay: copper (chloride), magnesium
(chloride), nickel (sulfate), zinc (chloride), nitrate (so-
dium), phosphate (sodium), sulfite (sodium), and thio-
sulfate (sodium). In addition, calcium (chloride) up to
500 µg/mL, sulfate (sodium) up to 10 000 µg/mL, sili-
cates (sodium meta-) up to 500 µg/mL, sodium chloride

up to 0.5 M, and iron (chloride), manganese (chloride),
and mercury (chloride) up to 100 µg/mL exhibited no
interference in the immunoassay (Table 5). Solvents
typically used for chlorpyrifos extraction from various
matrices, such as acetonitrile, acetone, dichloromethane,
dimethylformamide, and methanol, were tolerated by
the immunoassay up to 2.0%, 2.0%, 0.2%, 5.0%, and
10.0% respectively.
Conclusions. The performance characteristics of a

magnetic particle-based enzyme immunoassay for the
quantitative determination of chlorpyrifos in water
samples have been summarized. This immunoassay
compares favorably to gas chromatographic methods for
the analysis of water samples (r ) 0.985) and exhibits
within- and between-assay variability of <13% with
results obtained in <1 h. Studies have shown the
magnetic particle-based immunoassay to be accurate in
the analysis of water samples without prior sample
preparation with an average recovery of 97% demon-
strated across the range of the method. The specificity
of the monoclonal antibody allows for the detection of
chlorpyrifos in the presence of degradation products,
other organophosphates, and commonly found water
components. The estimated method sensitivity of 0.10
ng/mL makes this immunoassay a valuable method for
residue analysis. The LOD and LOQ of the method are
comparable to the estimated detection limit of 0.3 ng/
mL chlorpyrifos for Method 622, a GCmethod commonly
used for municipal and wastewater analysis (U.S. EPA,
1992). The system is ideally suited for adaptation to
the analysis of chlorpyrifos residues in air and agricul-
tural products such as bananas, fruit juices, and cereal
grains (Herzog et al., 1995).
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