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Abstract
A new and selective sorbent for molecularly imprinted solid-phase extraction (MISPE) was prepared to 

extract chlorpyrifos (CPF) residue from solutions. The extracted analyte was analyzed by high performance liquid 
chromotography (HPLC) coupled with photodiode array detection. To synthesize the molecularly imprinted polymers, 
four different pyrogens (acetonitrile, toluene, dichloromethane and chloroform) were initially studied. CPF was used 
as the template molecule, methacrylic acid as the functional monomer, ethylene glycol dimethacrylate as the cross-
linker. Thermo-polymerization method was used to produce bulk polymers. In order to determine the medium that 
enhances the best molecular recognition, the adsorption study of CPF to the MIPs was investigated. Both organic 
solvents and water were utilized as media. The acetonitrile solvent was finally selected as pyrogen for the synthesis 
of the polymers and water was chosen as the medium for loading the analytes into the polymers. The selectivity of 
the MISPE method for CPF and other pesticides in aqueous solution was also assessed.

Keywords: Molecularly imprinted polymer; Solid phase extraction;
Chlorpyrifos pesticide

Introduction
Sample preparation plays a key role for a fruitful and accurate analysis 

of pesticide residues in food [1]. The ultimate objective of the sample 
preparation is to pre-concentrate and purify the desired compounds of 
a complex matrix. Solid Phase Extraction (SPE) is amongst the most 
common techniques used to extract, purify and concentrate analytes. 
This technique relies on the repartition of the analyte between a solid 
phase (usually a polymeric sorbent such as C18 packed in a tube) 
and a mobile phase namely the solvent used for loading, washing and 
finally recovering the analyte. Standard sorbents like C18 do not have 
the require selectivity and binding capacity. Molecularly imprinted 
polymers (MIPs), which are synthetic polymeric materials that 
contain receptor sites able to recognize a target compound or similar 
structures [2], have shown to be an excellent sorbent for molecularly 
imprinted solid-phase extraction (MISPE). MISPE usually is used to 
purify and pre-concentrate a target analyte [3-5]. MIPs are produced 
by a polymerization process following a self-assembly step between the 
target analyte and functional monomers. Figure 1 shows the synthetic 
process; which involves a functional monomer, a cross-linker, an 
imprinted molecule (template), an organic solvent (or pyrogen) and an 
initiator.

MIPs are highly cross-linked polymers, with binding sites specific 
and selective for the target molecule template), which was used during 
the polymerization. MIPs have several advantages over natural bio-
molecules, with stability being the most important. In fact they can be 
used in harsh conditions, such as high temperature, pressure, extreme 
pH, and organic solvents [6].

Organophosphate (OP) is a major class of pesticides and has a 
number of applications in agriculture, public health and home use. 
Chlorpyrifos (CPF) is used as an insecticide to control insects in 
the field, indoor and outdoor. MIPs have been already successfully 
developed for organophosphorus pesticides. For example, MIPs 
were synthesized by bulk polymerization for the chromatographic 
determination of OP pesticides, using disulfoton as a template [7]. 

Liu and his colleagues produced MIP microspheres (MIPMs) via 
emulsifier-free polymerization method for CPF [8]. Also, MIP utilizing 
quinalphos as a template was developed and applied as SPE sorbent for 
sample enrichment of organophosphorus pesticides including diazinon 
and CPF [9]. Besides, CPF was used to synthesize magnetic MIP 
(MMIPs) by surface imprinted polymerization [10].

This work reports the synthesis of different MIPs synthesized 
using various pyrogens: acetonitrile (ACN), dichloromethane (DCM), 
chloroform (CHCl3) and toluene (TOL). The four different MIPs were 
all prepared in bulk format by thermal polymerization using CPF as 
template, methacrylic acid (MAA) as monomer and ethylene glycol 
dimethacrylate (EGDMA) as cross linker. Among all the pyrogens 
tested for preparation of MIPs, ACN has shown to produce the best 
MIP for extraction of CPF. The resulting polymer has the potential to 
be applied as MISPE for selective extraction for CPF pesticide from 
aqueous solutions.

Materials and Methods
Materials 

Chlorpyrifos (CPF), chlorpropham (CIPC), propham (IPC), 
3-chloroanaline (3-CA), 3,5,6-trichloropyridinol (TCP), methacrylic
acid (MAA), 2,2′-azobisisobutyronitrile (AIBN), ethylene glycol
dimethacrylate (EGDMA), and silicon oil were purchased from
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Sigma Aldrich (UK). Acetonitrile (ACN), methanol (MeOH), toluene, 
dichloromethane (DCM), acetic acid, mortar and pestle with 199 mL 
capacity were purchased from Fisher Scientific (Dorset, UK). The 75 
and 125 µm mesh size sieves used were from Retsch. All chemicals and 
solvents were HPLC-analytical grade and used as received.

HPLC chromatography method 

The quantification of the target analyte was conducted in a isocratic 
mode using an HPLC (Agilent Technology, 1200 series) equipped 
with UV/Vis detector and coupled with a Gemini C18 (150 × 4.6 mm, 
5 μm) column (Phenomenex, UK). A sample volume of 20 µl was 
injected using a mobile phase consisting of 85% MeOH and 15% H2O, 
adapted from [11] the mobile phase flow-rate was set at 1 ml/ min. 
Chromatograms were recorded for 10 minutes at the wavelength of 240 
nm. A calibration curve for the target analyte was performed for every 
quantification experiment using standards over a concentration range 
of 10 to 500 ng/ml.

Polymer preparation 

 All CPF-MIPs were prepared under the same conditions except for 
the pyrogen. The synthetic compositions are represented in Table 1. The 
polymerization was achieved with the ratio (1:4:20) for template, MAA 
and EGDMA respectively as follow: CPF (0.5 mmol), MAA (2 mmol) as 
functional monomer, EGDMA (10 mmol) as a cross-linker. These were 
dissolved in 3.017 mL of different pyrogens namely ACN, DCM, CHCl3 
and TOL in a 15 mL glass vial. After mixing, the initiator AIBN (30 mg) 
was added into the solution, which was purged with nitrogen for 5-7 min, 
and then polymerization was performed at 65°C for 24 h in a thermostat-
controlled oil bath. Then the resulting monoliths were ground and sieved 
using 75-125 µm sieves. After that, MIPs were washed with a mixture 
of MeOH-acetic acid (9:1, v/v) in a Soxhlet extractor for 24 h to remove 
any trapped template molecule and were dried at 55°C in an HPLC oven 
(Shimadzu CTO-10AC). For each MIP, a corresponding non-molecularly 
imprinted polymer (NIP) was prepared and handled in the same way but 
without the presence of the template at the polymerization step.

After the synthesis, portions of the polymers (30 mg of both MIPs and 
NIPs) were packed into empty 1 mL SPE columns (polypropylene, from 
Sigma) and these were fitted into a solid phase extraction manifold with 
12 positions (Supelco) connected to a pump (KNF Laboport® mini-pump) 
for the vacuum.

Affinity assessment of MIP by SPE

First, an attempt was made to assess whether the same organic 
solvents used as pyrogens could be utilized as media for loading the 
target analyte into the MIPs. For these experiments, solutions of CPF (1 
mL of 100 ng/mL), prepared in the four different organic solvents, were 
loaded into the MISPE and NISPE tubes. The filtrates were collected 
and injected into the HPLC to quantify the residual amount of CPF.

To assess the affinity of the polymers in aqueous solutions, after 
conditioning MISPE tubes with MeOH (3 mL) and water (3 mL), 
CPF (30 mL of 500 ng/mL prepared in water) was loaded into all 
MISPE tubes. These were then washed with several different amounts 
and mixtures of ACN-water and MeOH-water followed by elution 
with MeOH-acetic acid (90:10, v/v). The filtrates of all the steps were 
collected and injected into the HPLC CPF quantification. Based On the 
results of the washing step optimization, the final SPE protocol was as 
follow: loading 30 mL of CPF sample (500 ng/mL prepared in water) 
into MISPE and NISPEs, followed by washing with 5 mL of methanol-
water (50:50 v:v) and elution with 5 mLs MeOH-acetic acid (90:10; v/v). 
All filtrates were collected for HPLC analysis.

Polymer binding capacity

After packing SPE tubes with the CPF-MIP (30 mg), the binding 
capacity was determined by continuously loading a CPF standard 
solution prepared in water into the MISPE tubes. After conditioning 
the tube with MeOH (3 mL) and water (3 mL), 1 L of 500 ng/mL of 
CPF solution prepared in water was loaded on the tubes, a total amount 
of CPF (500 µg). MeOH-water (50:50, v/v) (5 mL) and MeOH-acetic 
acid (90:10, v/v) (5 mL) were used for washing and elution steps. All 
filtrates in the loading, washing and elution steps were collected for 
HPLC analysis. The binding capacity of the MISPE reported as µg of 
CPF bound / g polymer was calculated with the following formula: 
binding capacity=[(500-X)/0.03 g], where 500 (µg) is the total loaded 
amount of CPF, X (µg) is the amount of CPF-residue-found in the 
filtrates, and 0.03 (g) is the polymer mass of a MISPE. The value was 
then extrapolated for 1 g of MIP.

Selectivity test

To investigate the MIP selectivity in water, analytical standards 
of analogues of CPF and other pesticides and herbicides (CIPC, IPC, 
3-CA and TCP), whose chemical structures are shown in Figure 2, 
were tested. For the experiments, after conditioning the MISPE and 
NISPE tubes with MeOH (3 mL) and water (3 mL), aqueous solutions 
of CPF, CIPC, IPC, 3-CA and TCP (30 mL of 500 ng/mL) were loaded 
into MISPEs. This was followed by washing with 5 mL MeOH-water 
(50:50) and recovery with 5 mL of MeOH and acetic acid (9:1; v/v). The 
filtrates of all the steps were collected and injected into the HPLC for 
quantification of CPF and the other tested compounds. The experiments 
were performed in triplicate.

Figure 1: Synthesis of molecularly imprinted polymers (MIPs).

MIPs T FM XL Molar ratio* Solvent Polymerisation 
condition

MIP1 CPF MAA EDGMA 1:4:20 ACN Thermal 65°C
MIP2 CPF MAA EDGMA 1:4:20 CHCL3 Thermal 65°C
MIP3 CPF MAA EDGMA 1:4:20 DCM Thermal 65°C
MIP4 CPF MAA EDGMA 1:4:20 TOL Thermal 65°C

*Molar ratio: Template (T); Functional monomer (FM); Crosslinking monomer (XL).
Table 1: Different pyrogens were used to develop the MIPs and NIPs.
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Results and Discussion
Polymer preparation

The creation of polymeric binding cavities that capable to recognize 
a target analyte can be achieved via non-covalent interactions (e.g., 
hydrogen bonds, electrostatic and ionic interactions) or by covalent 
and semi-covalent interactions [12]. Regardless of the method, the 
configuration and alignment of functional groups in the polymeric 
network are crucial for a specific and selective recognition. In this 
work, the non-covalent method was preferred over the others, because 
of its wide applicability and flexibility. Molecularly imprinted polymers 
can be prepared in many formats (e.g., bulk, films, microparticles and 
nanoparticles), with the bulk format being the most straightforward, 
simple and suitable to produce an SPE sorbent. Therefore, bulk 
polymerization with the optimum ratio of 1:4:20 of template, monomer 
and cross-linker respectively was selected for this work. The molar 
ratio for reagents has been proven to produce good monomer-template 
interactions in the polymeric network of bulk polymers [13]. MAA was 
chosen here as it is a widely used functional monomer which can behave 
both as a hydrogen bond donor and acceptor if it is used with a suitable 
pyrogen [14]. The proposed interaction between MAA and CPF takes 
place via the oxygen atoms presents in the structure of both compounds 
[15,16]. EGDMA was used as the cross-linking agent to strengthen the 
imprinted binding sites and provide mechanical stability to the polymer 
matrix. In this method, a high proportion of cross-linking agent was 
used to give the polymeric network specificity and rigidity as well as 
strengthen the binding site [17].

In this work polymerization was performed by a thermal method 
to produce polymers with a microporous structure, which maximize 
surface area and the number of binding sites and consequently to 
achieve materials with high binding capacity [18,19].

The strength of the assembly between a template and a functional 
monomer is governed by the physical and chemical characteristics of 
the solvent. The solvent can impart an effective imprinting particularly 
in a non-covalent method. In addition, it can also change the polymer 
morphology and porosity, which subsequently affects the interactions 
during the rebinding experiments. Therefore, initially, four different 
pyrogenic solvents were used to synthesize the polymers and then to 
identify an appropriate pyrogen which could generate a good imprinting 
for CPF. As a result, aprotic and non-polar pyrogens solvents such as 
ACN, DCM, CHCl3, and toluene were selected for this study [20]. Such 
solvents were preferred due to their capability to promote non-covalent 
interactions without interfering with the radical polymerization. 

MIPs and NIPs were therefore successfully synthesized using the four 
pyrogens.

MIP affinty assessment 

The basis of molecular recognition is to preserve the interactions 
established between a template and MAA in the pre-polymerization 
mixture. It has been indicated that CPF binds MAA via hydrogen 
bonds. Thus, the four different pyrogenic solvents used in this work 
were selected to maximize such interactions and impart affinity and 
selectivity to the resulting MIPs. Therefore, MIPs and NIPs prepared 
with the four pyrogens were packed in empty SPE tubes and screened for 
their affinity towards CPF. Initially, the organic solvents; ACN, DCM, 
CHCl3 and TOL, used for the synthesis, were investigated as solvent for 
loading CPF (100 ng/ml) into the tubes. In fact, it has been stated that 
employing the same solvent as a pyrogen for the polymerization and as 
media for analyte rebinding is beneficial as there can be a memory effect 
during rebinding [21]. The results indicated none of the MIPs and NIPs 
showed sufficient affinity and binding capacity for the target analyte 
in any of the organic solvents tested (data not shown). One reason for 
these results might be that the highly hydrophobic CPF preferred to 
establish interactions with the aprotic and low polar organic solvents 
rather than with the more hydrophilic polymer matrix containing 
MAA groups [22]. Therefore, the MIP affinity study was repeated using 
water as a loading solvent.

Changing the loading solvent to water alters the chemistry of 
interactions between CPF and the MIPs, which in such environment 
is mainly due to nonspecific hydrophobic interactions and in part to 
electrostatics interactions [23]. Thus a high absorption (specific and 
nonspecific) of CPF to the polymers was expected. In this conditions, 
the washing step following the analyte loading becomes the crucial 
step capable to evidence the selectivity of the MIPs by disrupting the 
weakest nonspecific interactions [24]. Even though none of the MIPs 
synthesized here demonstrated sufficient affinity for CPF in organic 
solvents, the MIP prepared in ACN was the only one consistently 
showing better binding than the corresponding NIP in all the testing 
conditions. Therefore, the washing step was firstly optimised using 
ACN-MIP and ACN-NIP, polymers that prepared in ACN, a standard 
solution of CPF (30 mL of 500 ng/ml in water) was loaded and totally 
bound to the MIPs and N, then different mixtures of methanol or 
acetonitrile and water (5 mL) were tested as washing. The amount of 
CPF in the filtrates was quantified by HPLC and the results are reported 
in Figure 3. Clearly, all mixtures containing ACN at 10, 20 and 50% in 

Figure 2: Structures of compounds used in the selectivity test.
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MIP and NIP, where TOL-NIP seemed to release a higher (but not 
significant) amount of CPF. One common result for all the polymers is 
that CPF was not fully recovered with the 5 mL of elution mixture, even 
considering the amount lost at the washing step. A subsequent 5 mL 
of elution mixture was passed through the cartridges, but the amount 
of CPF released was below the LOD of the HPLC measurement and 
therefore it was not quantifiable. Nevertheless, the MIP prepared with 
ACN, in addition to possessing the best affinity (greatest differences 
between MIP and NIP) also showed the highest amount of CPF 
recovered at the elution step (around 75%), demonstrating to be the 
best performing MIP. The CPF recovered was also pre-concentrated 6 
times, as 30 mL were used to load CPF into the cartridges and 5 mL of 
elution mixture was used to recover it.

Although other studies in literature have reported the use of DCM, 
toluene and chloroform as pyrogens for producing MIPs for other 
pesticides [27,28], this finding agrees with several studies, where MIPs 
were produced for organophosphate pesticide similar to CPF using 
ACN as a pyrogen [29].

Breakthrough volume and mass capacity
The binding capacity of the best performing MIP, ACN-MIP, 

was assessed by a breakthrough experiment where the breakthrough 
volume, which is the volume of the loading solution at which total 
analytes adsorption can no longer be attained due to the saturation 
of polymer binding sites, was determined [30]. In this study, for the 
experiment, even though a large volume of CPF solution (1 L of 500 
ng/mL of CPF prepared in water) was loaded into the MIP cartridges 
(30 mg of MIP), traces of CPF in the filtrate were still not observed. 
Therefore, the binding capacity for the MIP was calculated to be higher 
than 16.7 mg/g polymer.

The polymer performance cannot be evaluated only by investigating 
the affinity and capacity; the selectivity to rebind and distinguish the 
target template from other related compounds is also essential [31]. 
The MIP binding selectivity towards CPF was evaluated here by testing 
other pesticide analogues of CPF such as CIPC, IPC, 3-CA and TCP. 
The same protocol explained above was applied again by loading CPF 
and the pesticides at a concentration of 500 ng/mL in water (30 mL), 
followed by the established washing and elution mixtures. The results 
of the experiments showed that, not surprisingly, all compounds were 
retained completely at the loading step by the MIP. Conversely the 

water were not capable to disrupt the nonspecific binding in either the 
MIP or NIP. This could be explained by the fact that ACN was the solvent 
used to synthesise the polymers and therefore it promotes interactions 
between the polymers and template. In addition, ACN is slightly more 
polar than MeOH (polarity index for 5.8 for ACN and 5.1 for MeOH) 
[25] and therefore less capable to wash out a non-polar compound such 
as CPF. Conversely, MeOH seemed to be capable to disrupt some of the 
weak interactions between polymers and CPF to achieve an acceptable 
washing. Therefore, the mixture MeOH: water (50%: 50%), was then 
able to disrupt in part the non-specific interactions and remove a greater 
amount of CPF from the NIP than the MIP. The mixture used for the 
subsequent step, the elution consisting in 5 mL MeOH containing 10% 
acetic acid, was adapted from a comparable study [27] and was capable 
of eluting CPF from both polymers [data not shown].

After this optimisation, the washing experiments were repeated 
using all the MIPs and NIPs synthesized with the different four pyrogens. 
Once again there was no detection of CPF in the filtrates at the loading 
steps, demonstrating that all polymers (MIPs and NIPs) were capable of 
retaining the analyte completely. This could be attributed to the nature 
of aqueous solutions, which promote binding between analyte and 
polymer through hydrophobic and electrostatic interactions.

The optimized washing solution (5 mL of MeOH/water) (50:50%) 
was then used to wash the cartridges. The percentage of CPF found 
in the filtrates at the washing step for all the MIPs and NIPs is shown 
in Figure 4. It can be seen that with the exception of DCM-MIP, a 
higher amount of CPF was removed from the NIPs than the MIPs. This 
indicates that the MIPs have a higher affinity for CPF when compared 
to the corresponding NIPs [26]. Among all the MIPs, ACN-MIP 
showed the greatest difference with the smallest standard deviations, 
which makes it the most promising material for an effective MISPE. The 
large standard deviations shown in Figure 4 were due to the fact that 
CPF concentrations were close to the LOD of the HPLC measurements.

Following the washing step, all the MISPE cartridges were eluted 
with 5 mL of the elution mixture, methanol-acetic acid (9:1 v:v). The 
results, summarized in Figure 5, illustrate that CPF recovered from 
ACN-MIP, CL-MIP and DCM-MIP was higher than that eluted from 
their corresponding NIPs. However only the difference between ACN-
MIP and ACN-NIP is high enough to be considered significant. In fact, 
for the other polymers the differences fall inside the standard deviations 
of the measurements, thus they are not significant. This includes TOL-
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amount of CPF and other compounds found in the filtrates after the 
washing and the elution steps are shown in Figures 6 and 7 respectively. 
Even though all these compounds were retained by the polymers, 
about 55-85% of the amount were removed by a 5 mL mixture at the 
washing step (Figure 6). However, the MIP still selectively retained 
CPF. The result indicated that the MIP has low affinity for these 
tested compounds compared to CPF, which possibly contained higher 
molecular recognition towards its template. In comparison with 
CPF, the other compounds showed lower affinities for the MIP as 
larger amounts were removed at the washing step.  Significant lower 
recovery were obtained at the final elution step (Figure 7 ), the possible 
explanation for this is that the interaction with these compounds took 
place mainly via non-specific binding sites available in the polymer. 
Indeed the MIP can distinguish its target molecule due to the presence 
of cavities with the right shape, size and specific binding groups suitable 
to interact with the target molecule [29]. Another explanation for this 
phenomena could be attributed to the different pKa values for these 
analytes varying (from 13.3 to - 4.1) as 13.3, 4.55, 3.521, -0.94 and -4.1 
[30] for CIPC, TCP, 3-CA, IPC and CPF respectively, which indicate 
that CPF is the least polar. Nevertheless, the behavior observed does 
not strictly follow the values of the pKa. In fact, IPC, which is the least 
polar after CPF, is nearly all lost at the washing step and very little is 
recovered at the end. Therefore, selectivity could be in part influenced 
under the applied conditions by the polarity of these analytes [31], but 
there is definite indication of an imprinting effect.

This result demonstrates that in the tested conditions, ACN-MIP is 
sufficiently selective for analysis of real samples, which might contain 
the tested interfering compounds.The main implicit mechanism for the 
template selectivity of our MIP could be inferred for a shape recognition 
of the binding sites contained inside the polymeric structure [32].

Conclusion
A MISPE sorbent for the selective binding of CPF was synthesized 

here by thermo-polymerization. An investigation on how the type 
of solvent used during polymerization influences the affinity of the 
polymers was carried out. The MIP prepared with ACN as a pyrogen 
showed the highest affinity to CPF when tested in water in comparison 
with MIPs made with other organic solvents. Successful extraction and 
pre-concentration (6 times) of CPF from water was achieved using ACN 
MIP. When the MIP selectivity towards CPF was assessed by testing 
other pesticides, it was found that with the optimized SPE protocol the 
MIP was capable to selectively recognize CPF. The sorbent developed 
here is therefore could be a good candidate for extraction CPF from 
environmental samples.

References
1. Ferrer C, Gomez MJ, Garcia Reyes JF, Ferrer I, Thurman EM, et al. (2005) 

Determination of pesticide residues in olives and olive oil by matrix solid-phase 
dispersion followed by gas chromatography/mass spectrometry and liquid 
chromatography/tandem mass spectrometry. Journal of Chromatography A 
1069: 183-194.

2. Xu Z, Fang G, Wang S (2010) Molecularly imprinted solid phase extraction 
coupled to high-performance liquid chromatography for determination of trace 
dichlorvos residues in vegetables. Food Chemistry 119: 845-850.

3. Alexander C, Andersson HS, Andersson LI, Ansell RJ, Kirsch N, et al. (2006) 
Molecular imprinting science and technology: a survey of the literature for the 
years up to and including 2003. Journal of molecular recognition 19: 106-180.

4. Piletska EV, Navarro Villoslada F, Chianella I, Bossi A, Karim K, et al. (2008) 
Extraction of domoic acid from seawater and urine using a resin based on 
2-(trifluoromethyl) acrylic acid. Analytica Chimica Acta 610: 35-43.

5. Chianella I, Karim K, Piletska EV, Preston C, Piletsky SA (2006) Computational 
design and synthesis of molecularly imprinted polymers with high binding 
capacity for pharmaceutical applications-model case: Adsorbent for abacavir. 
Analytica Chimica Acta 550: 73-78.

6. Mirsky VM, Yatsimirsky A (2010) Artificial receptors for chemical sensors. John 
Wiley & Sons.

7. Baldim IM, de Oliveira Souza MC, Da Cunha Souza JCJ, Figueiredo EC, 
Martins I (2012) Application of the molecularly imprinted solid-phase extraction 
to the organophosphate residues determination in strawberries. Analytical and 
bioanalytical chemistry 404: 1959-1966.

8. Liu J, Yang M, Huai LF, Chen YT (2010) Removal of Chlorpyrifos from 
contaminated water using molecularly imprinted polymeric microspheres. 
In Bioinformatics and Biomedical Engineering (iCBBE). 4th International 
Conference.

9. Sanagi MM, Salleh S, Ibrahim WAW, Naim AA, Hermawan D, et al. (2013) 
Molecularly imprinted polymer solid-phase extraction for the analysis of 
organophosphorus pesticides in fruit samples. Journal of food composition and 
analysis 32: 155-161.

10. Ma G, Chen L (2014) Determination of chlorpyrifos in rice based on magnetic 
molecularly imprinted polymers coupled with high-performance liquid 
chromatography. Food Analytical Methods 7: 377-388.

11. Zhang C, Wu YJ, Jin SF, Yang H (2013) Analysis of chlorpyrifos and chlorpyrifos-
methyl residues in multi-environmental media by cloud-point extraction and 
HPLC. Analytical Methods 5: 3089-3095.

12. Li S, Ge Y, Piletsky SA, Lunec J (2012) Molecularly imprinted sensors: overview 
and applications. Elsevier.

13. Andersson HS, Karlsson JG, Piletsky SA, Koch Schmidt AC, Mosbach K, et 
al. (1999) Study of the nature of recognition in molecularly imprinted polymers, 
II: influence of monomer–template ratio and sample load on retention and 
selectivity. Journal of Chromatography A 848: 39-49.

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

CIPC IPC 3-CA TCP CPF

W
as

he
d 

co
m

pu
nd

s %

Chloropropham (CIPC); Propham (IPC); 3-chloroaniline (3-CA); 
3,5,6-trichloropyridionl (TCP); Chlorpyrifos (CPF) 
Figure 6: CPF and other compounds washed off with 5 mL of a mixture of MeOH-
water (50:50, v:v). Standard deviations were calculated for experiments repeated 
in triplicates.

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

80

90

CIPC IPC 3-CA TCP CPF

Re
co

ve
re

d 
co

m
po

un
ds

 %

Figure 7: CPF and other compounds recovered after elution with 5 mL of a 
mixture of methanol-acetic acid (90:10 v:v). Standard deviations were calculated 
for experiments repeated in triplicates.

http://www.pubpdf.com/pub/15830944/Determination-of-pesticide-residues-in-olives-and-olive-oil-by-matrix-solid-phase-dispersion-followe
http://www.pubpdf.com/pub/15830944/Determination-of-pesticide-residues-in-olives-and-olive-oil-by-matrix-solid-phase-dispersion-followe
http://www.pubpdf.com/pub/15830944/Determination-of-pesticide-residues-in-olives-and-olive-oil-by-matrix-solid-phase-dispersion-followe
http://www.pubpdf.com/pub/15830944/Determination-of-pesticide-residues-in-olives-and-olive-oil-by-matrix-solid-phase-dispersion-followe
http://www.pubpdf.com/pub/15830944/Determination-of-pesticide-residues-in-olives-and-olive-oil-by-matrix-solid-phase-dispersion-followe
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301697119
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301697119
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301697119
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jmr.760/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jmr.760/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/jmr.760/abstract
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-86b9af1a-3850-386a-89fe-653f14c89180
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-86b9af1a-3850-386a-89fe-653f14c89180
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-86b9af1a-3850-386a-89fe-653f14c89180
https://www.infona.pl/resource/bwmeta1.element.elsevier-86b9af1a-3850-386a-89fe-653f14c89180
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/book/10.1002/9783527632480
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/book/10.1002/9783527632480
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00216-012-6327-6
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00216-012-6327-6
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00216-012-6327-6
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00216-012-6327-6
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5514935/
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5514935/
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5514935/
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/5514935/
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201500065694
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201500065694
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201500065694
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201500065694
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12161-013-9636-2
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12161-013-9636-2
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12161-013-9636-2
http://pubs.rsc.org/en/Content/ArticleLanding/2013/AY/c3ay26623k#!divAbstract
http://pubs.rsc.org/en/Content/ArticleLanding/2013/AY/c3ay26623k#!divAbstract
http://pubs.rsc.org/en/Content/ArticleLanding/2013/AY/c3ay26623k#!divAbstract
http://store.elsevier.com/Molecularly-Imprinted-Sensors/isbn-9780444563330/
http://store.elsevier.com/Molecularly-Imprinted-Sensors/isbn-9780444563330/


Citation: Binsalom A, Chianella I, Campbell K, Zourob M (2016) Development of Solid-Phase Extraction Using Molecularly Imprinted Polymer for 
the Analysis of Organophosphorus Pesticides-(Chlorpyrifos) in Aqueous Solution. J Chromatogr Sep Tech 7: 340. doi: 10.4172/2157-
7064.1000340

Page 6 of 6

Volume 7 • Issue 6 • 1000340
J Chromatogr Sep Tech, an open access journal
ISSN: 2157-7064

14. Zhu X, Su Q, Cai J, Yang J, Gao Y (2006) Molecularly imprinted polymer
membranes for substance‐selective solid‐phase extraction from aqueous
solutions. Journal of Applied Polymer Science 101: 4468-4473. 

15. Yao W, Fang Y, Gao GL, Cheng Y (2008) Adsorption of carbaryl using
molecularly imprinted microspheres prepared by precipitation polymerization.
Polymers for Advanced Technologies 19: 812-816.

16. Sanagi MM, Salleh S, Ibrahim WAW, Naim AA (2011) Determination of
organophosphorus pesticides using molecularly imprinted polymer solid phase 
extraction. Malaysian Journal of Analytical Sciences 15: 175-183.

17. Mayes AG, Whitcombe MJ (2005) Synthetic strategies for the generation of
molecularly imprinted organic polymers. Advanced drug delivery reviews 57:
1742-1778.

18. Sellergren B (2000) Molecularly imprinted polymers: man-made mimics of
antibodies and their application in analytical chemistry. Elsevier.

19. Turner NW, Holdsworth CI, Donne SW, McCluskey A, Bowyer MC (2010)
Microwave induced MIP synthesis: comparative analysis of thermal and
microwave induced polymerisation of caffeine imprinted polymers. New Journal 
of Chemistry 34: 686-692.

20. Vasapollo G, Sole RD, Mergola L, Lazzoi MR, Scardino A, et al. (2011)
Molecularly imprinted polymers: present and future prospective. International
journal of molecular sciences 12: 5908-5945.

21. Yan M (2004) Molecularly imprinted materials: Science and technology. CRC
press.

22. Beltran A, Borrull F, Marce RM, Cormack PAG (2010) Molecularly-imprinted
polymers: useful sorbents for selective extractions. Trends in Analytical
Chemistry 29: 1363-1375.

23. He C, Long Y, Pan J, Li K, Liu F (2007) Application of molecularly imprinted
polymers to solid-phase extraction of analytes from real samples. Journal of
biochemical and biophysical methods 70: 133-150.

24. Siemann M, Andersson LI, Mosbach K (1996) Selective recognition of the
herbicide atrazine by noncovalent molecularly imprinted polymers. Journal of
Agricultural and Food Chemistry 44: 141-145.

25. Zhu QH, He JF, Feng JY (2007) Optimization of the process parameters of
synthesis of vinblastine imprinted polymer. European Polymer Journal 43:
4043-4051.

26. Schirmer C, Meisel H (2006) Synthesis of a molecularly imprinted polymer for
the selective solid-phase extraction of chloramphenicol from honey. Journal of
Chromatography A 1132: 325-328.

27. Zhu X, Yang J, Su Q, Cai J, Gao Y (2005) Selective solid-phase extraction
using molecularly imprinted polymer for the analysis of polar organophosphorus
pesticides in water and soil samples. Journal of Chromatography A 1092: 161-169.

28. Xin J, Qiao X, Xu Z, Zhou J (2013) Molecularly imprinted polymer as sorbent
for solid-phase extraction coupling to gas chromatography for the simultaneous 
determination of trichlorfon and monocrotophos residues in vegetables. Food
Analytical Methods 6: 274-281.

29. Wang X, Qiao X, Ma Y, Zhao T, Xu Z (2013) Simultaneous determination of nine 
trace organophosphorous pesticide residues in fruit samples using molecularly 
imprinted matrix solid-phase dispersion followed by gas chromatography.
Journal of agricultural and food chemistry 61: 3821-3827.

30. Chapuis F, Pichon V, Lanza F, Sellergren B, Hennion MC (2004) Retention
mechanism of analytes in the solid-phase extraction process using molecularly 
imprinted polymers: Application to the extraction of triazines from complex
matrices. Journal of Chromatography B 804: 93-101.

31. Bitar M, Cayot P, Bou Maroun E (2014) Molecularly imprinted polymer solid phase 
extraction of fungicides from wine samples. Analytical Methods 6: 6467-6472.

32. De Barros LA, Martins I, Rath S (2010) A selective molecularly imprinted
polymer-solid phase extraction for the determination of fenitrothion in tomatoes. 
Analytical and bioanalytical chemistry 397: 1355-1361.

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/app.24183/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/app.24183/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/app.24183/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/pat.1039/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/pat.1039/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/pat.1039/abstract
http://www.ukm.my/mjas/v15_n2/marsin.pdf
http://www.ukm.my/mjas/v15_n2/marsin.pdf
http://www.ukm.my/mjas/v15_n2/marsin.pdf
https://www.elsevier.com/books/molecularly-imprinted-polymers/sellergren/978-0-444-82837-8
https://www.elsevier.com/books/molecularly-imprinted-polymers/sellergren/978-0-444-82837-8
http://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/12/9/5908
http://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/12/9/5908
http://www.mdpi.com/1422-0067/12/9/5908
https://www.crcpress.com/Molecularly-Imprinted-Materials-Science-and-Technology/Yan/p/book/9780824753535
https://www.crcpress.com/Molecularly-Imprinted-Materials-Science-and-Technology/Yan/p/book/9780824753535
https://pure.strath.ac.uk/portal/en/publications/molecularlyimprinted-polymers-useful-sorbents-for-selective-extractions(e7e24661-b443-411b-aa53-db944adae4a5).html
https://pure.strath.ac.uk/portal/en/publications/molecularlyimprinted-polymers-useful-sorbents-for-selective-extractions(e7e24661-b443-411b-aa53-db944adae4a5).html
https://pure.strath.ac.uk/portal/en/publications/molecularlyimprinted-polymers-useful-sorbents-for-selective-extractions(e7e24661-b443-411b-aa53-db944adae4a5).html
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf950233n
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf950233n
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf950233n
http://en.journals.sid.ir/ViewPaper.aspx?ID=375391
http://en.journals.sid.ir/ViewPaper.aspx?ID=375391
http://en.journals.sid.ir/ViewPaper.aspx?ID=375391
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301037525
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301037525
http://agris.fao.org/agris-search/search.do?recordID=US201301037525
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12161-012-9432-4
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12161-012-9432-4
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12161-012-9432-4
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12161-012-9432-4
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf400269q
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf400269q
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf400269q
http://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/jf400269q
http://pubs.rsc.org/en/content/articlelanding/2014/ay/c4ay00619d#!divAbstract
http://pubs.rsc.org/en/content/articlelanding/2014/ay/c4ay00619d#!divAbstract
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs00216-010-3629-4
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs00216-010-3629-4
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs00216-010-3629-4

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract 
	Keywords
	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods
	Materials 
	HPLC chromatography method 
	Polymer preparation 
	Affinity assessment of MIP by SPE
	Polymer binding capacity
	Selectivity test

	Results and Discussion
	Polymer preparation
	MIP affinty assessment 
	Breakthrough volume and mass capacity

	Conclusion
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Figure 4
	Figure 5
	Figure 6
	Figure 7
	Table 1
	References

