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Abstract: Lactoferrin (LF) is one of the major functional proteins in maintaining human health due to
its antioxidant, antibacterial, antiviral, and anti-inflammatory activities. Abnormal levels of LF in the
human body are related to some serious diseases, such as inflammatory bowel disease, Alzheimer’s
disease and dry eye disease. Recent studies indicate that LF can be used as a biomarker for diagnosis
of these diseases. Many methods have been developed to detect the level of LF. In this review, the
biofunctions of LF and its potential to work as a biomarker are introduced. In addition, the current
methods of detecting lactoferrin have been presented and discussed. We hope that this review will
inspire efforts in the development of new sensing systems for LF detection.

Keywords: lactoferrin; biomarkers; immunoassay; instrumental analysis; sensor

1. Introduction

Lactoferrin (known as lactotransferrin, LF), with a molecular weight of about 80 kDa,
is a functional glycoprotein, which contains about 690 amino acid residues. It was first
isolated from bovine milk by Sorensen in 1939 and was first isolated from human milk by
Johanson in 1960 [1,2]. The three-dimensional structure of LF has been unveiled by high
resolution X-ray crystallographic analysis, and it consists of two homologous globular lobes
with four domains [3]. The high level of flexibility of LF structure is related to various bio-
functions in the human body, such as host defense, inhibition of tumor growth, enzymatic
activity of ribonuclease A, antimicrobial activity, cell proliferation and differentiation
regulation, antibacterial activity, antiviral activity and antiparasitic activity [4].

As a member of the transferrin family, LF is also considered an iron-binding glyco-
protein because of its ability to bind Fe3+ ions [5]. Pioneering work has demonstrated that
LF has high affinity for ferric iron (with KD around 10−20 M [6]) and plays the predom-
inant role in regulating free iron level in the body fluids [7–9]. Although LF has many
similarities with other transferrins (TF), differences of localization of glycosylation sites
have been observed between LF and serum TF. The asparagine residues 137 and 490 of
LF are glycosylated while serum TF has glycosylated residues on Asn-Lys-Ser (residues
428–430) and Asn-Val-Thr(residues 635–637) [10,11]. In addition, human transferrin has
disulfide bonds at the two cysteine residues (amino acids 331 and 339), while there are no
such bonds on LF [10,12,13]. Besides, the mechanisms for transporting iron of LF and TF
are different. The human milk LF has a much higher iron binding equilibrium [14] than
serum TF and is able to retain iron under much lower pH (around 3.0) than its counterparts
in the transferrin family. This may be attributed to the cooperative interactions between
the N-lobes and C-lobes in the molecule structure [6]. When binding to the iron, the C-lobe
of LF has a higher rotation degree than that of human transferrin, because of the helical
inter-lobe linker in LF.

The difference in iron saturation of LF may have an effect on its biofunctions. For
example, LF with higher iron content could improve antimicrobial activity via inhibiting
the growth of bacteria [15], increasing the cell membrane permeability [16] or generating LF
hydrolysate [17], while LF with a lower iron-saturation degree would provide more capacity
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for binding iron to decrease antioxidant ability [18]. Since LF has a characteristic absorption
at around 465 nm, the simplest method to determine the degree of iron saturation is to
use UV–visible spectrophotometry. However, this method can be applied for determining
samples which only contain apo-LF or holo-LF [19–21]. However, for complicated samples,
inductively coupled plasma–mass spectrometry (ICP-MS) can be considered as a way of
obtaining higher accuracy [21–23]. In addition, atomic absorption spectrometry can also be
applied for such determination [24,25].

To better understand the role of LF in maintaining human health, many efforts have
been made for several decades. The major functions of LF related to the antioxidant,
antibacterial, antiviral, anti-inflammatory activities have been investigated. Recent studies
indicate that LF can be considered as a biomarker in the diagnosis of some diseases,
such as inflammatory bowel disease (IBD), Alzheimer’s disease (AD) and dry eye disease
(DED) [26–33]. Instrumental analysis (high performance liquid chromatography and
capillary electrophoresis), immunoassay method (radial immunodiffusion and enzyme-
linked immunosorbent assay) and various sensors (fluorescence, electrochemical and
surface plasmon resonance) have been studied for the measurement of LF, but none of
them are satisfactory. Consequently, there is a need for developing a detection method for
rapid and accurate measurement of LF.

In this review, we briefly introduced various biofunctions of LF and its potential
role as a biomarker for the diagnosis and management of different diseases. This review
highlights the analytical strategies for measuring the concentration of LF. Meanwhile, it
gives a comprehensive comparison of different kinds of methods.

2. Bio-Functions of Lactoferrin
2.1. Antioxidant Activity

Many studies on the antioxidant activity of LF have been conducted in vivo. Rats
were normally used in animal tests. The chronic administration of LF would significantly
reduce the elevated plasma H2O2 and production of reactive oxygen species [34,35].

2.2. Anti-Inflammatory Activity

LF plays an important role in immune defense, such as the genital, gastric and oph-
thalmic mucosal defense systems. When responding to inflammatory stimuli, the expres-
sion of LF would be upregulated in those sites to inhibit the production of inflammatory cy-
tokine and the binding ability of lipopolysaccharide endotoxin to inflammatory cells [5,36].
In addition to inducing systemic immunity, it was also proved to be capable of inhibiting
allergens and lowering the severity of local cutaneous inflammatory reactions [37].

2.3. Antibacterial Activity

It has been proved that LF is able to inhibit the growth of various bacterial
pathogens [38], such as S. mutans, S. epidermidis, E. coli and so on. Several mechanisms
have been speculated to explain the bactericidal effects of LF. Arnold et al. have proved
that its binding ability to iron would impede iron utilization by bacteria and inhibit their
growth [15]. Moreover, the death of bacteria cells can be induced by the disruption of cell
walls, which was caused by the interaction between the N-terminal region of LF and related
receptors, e.g., lactoferrin binding protein A and/or B on Gram-negative bacteria [16] or
electrostatic interactions with Gram-positive bacteria [39]. LF was also proved to have
innate antibacterial properties via its hydrolysate, an antimicrobial peptide, which makes
the colonies hard to form [40].
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2.4. Antiviral Activity

In addition to the antibacterial activity, many studies have demonstrated that LF also
exhibits antiviral activity on both DNA- and RNA-viruses, including herpesvirus [41],
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) [25] and rotavirus [42]. This antiviral effect is
proved to be achieved by LF’s ability to block cellular receptors or binding to the virus
particles [43,44].

2.5. Anti-Tumor Activity

Previous studies have demonstrated the inhibition effect of LF on the growth of tumor
cells via direct cellular inhibition and/or systemic immunomodulation [45–47]. It shows
that LF has a dose-dependent anti-cancer efficiency in the treatment of lung cancer [48].
In addition, LF also has a potent synergistic effect in chemotherapy on the production of
cytokines in tumor cells [47].

2.6. Activity as a Growth Factor

The potential biofunction of LF as a growth factor has been studied on various cell
lines. Rather than directly supporting the growth and proliferation of cells, its ability
as an activator of growth factor and its synergistic effect with other growth factors for
growth-stimulating has been observed in vitro by using rat intestinal epithelial cell line [49]
and human lymphocytic cell line [50]. The direct proliferation effect on bone cells, and
promoting effect on alkaline phosphatase activity and calcium deposition were observed
and confirmed recently in the rat osteoblast cell line [51]. A hydrolyzed peptide from
LF was found to interact with a key domain of epidermal growth factor receptor by
interpolated charge, hydrophobicity, and hydrogen bonding.

3. Lactoferrin as Biomarker

To achieve early-stage diagnosis and personal disease management, it is vital to use
suitable biomarkers, which are “an indicator of normal biological processes, pathogenic pro-
cesses or responses to an exposure or intervention” [52]. They can be categorized into diag-
nostic, monitoring, pharmacodynamic, prognostic and predictive biomarkers [53,54]. They
can provide a powerful tool to understand the prediction, cause, diagnosis, progression,
regression, or outcome of treatment of disease, such as glucosyl sphingosine, a biomarker
for diagnosis of Gaucher disease [55], subregional neuroanatomical for Alzheimer’s dis-
ease [56], and serum CA 19-9 for pancreatic cancer [57]. LF can be found in fecal, milk,
serum, tears and other secretions from human body, and has been reported as a biomarker
to indicate several diseases, such as inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) [26,27], Alzheimer’s
disease (AD) [28] and dry eye disease (DED) [29–33].

3.1. Inflammatory Bowel Disease (IBD)

Based on a systematic review, the incidence and prevalence of IBD increased recently,
especially in Asia [58,59]. Traditionally, the determination of IBD has mostly been re-
lied upon in clinical scoring systems and endoscopy, which are expensive and have low
accuracy [60,61]. Some previous studies indicated that fecal LF has the potential to act
as the biomarker for IBD, both Crohn’s disease (CD) and ulcerative colitis (UC), but its
performance in diagnosing UC patients was better than that in CD patients [62–64]. During
intestinal inflammation, the secondary granules are released as polymorphonuclear neu-
trophils degranulate [65,66]. Since the major component of secondary granules is LF, which
has antibacterial and anti-inflammatory properties [11,67], an increased LF concentration
can be observed in IBD [68]. Thus, LF may be considered as a good biomarker to predict
IBD [69] both in patients with UC and CD [70].

Buderus’ team believed that fecal LF is a reliable biomarker for active inflammatory
bowel disease (IBD) in pediatric patients. It was found that the levels of fecal LF of both CD
and UC patients were higher than that of control subjects (<7.3 µg/g) [62]. Prata’s research
compared the concentrations of LF in frozen fecal specimens from 78 children in Brazil by
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using ELISA, which also indicated that LF can be considered as a biomarker of intestinal
inflammation [71]. The studies of Kane’s group and Dai’s group showed that fecal LF can
be used as a biomarker for the diagnosis of IBD. They studied the level of fecal LF of IBD
(CD and UC) patients, irritable bowel syndrome (IBS) patients, and healthy controls; the
results indicated that the concentration of fecal LF of IBD patients was significantly higher
than that of IBS patients and controls [26,27]. Wang’s research team conducted a systematic
review with a meta-analysis by using the Medline and EMBASE databases, and confirmed
that fecal LF can be used for accurate diagnosing of IBD. Besides, specificity of fecal LF for
IBD diagnosis is 100%, and the sensitivity for CD diagnosis is 75% and for UC diagnosis is
82% [64].

3.2. Alzheimer’s Disease (AD)

It is a challenge to have an early-stage diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease (AD). Current
strategies lie in the evaluation of the levels of cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) tau and amyloid β

(Aβ) by integrating the techniques of positron emission tomography (PET) and magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI) [72–75]. Efforts have been made to develop a quick and cost-
effective method for the diagnosis of AD. Accumulated evidence indicated that bacterial
and viral infections may cause AD [76–78] and lead to a deteriorated innate immune system
in AD pathophysiology [28]. Since saliva with many antimicrobial proteins is considered as
the first line of the body’s defense [79], there are some reports on the relationship between
oral infections and AD [80,81]. In saliva, LF acts as one of the most important defensive
elements due to its unique antimicrobial activities [82]. Therefore, salivary LF level could
be considered as a promising biomarker to aid the diagnosis of AD at an early stage.

Contrary to the upregulation of LF in brain tissue, the work done by Carro’s group [79]
observed decreased LF concentration in unstimulated saliva from AD patients by compar-
ing to the control, and the results were more accurate than those obtained from analyzing
biomarkers such as total tau and CSF Aβ42 in cerebrospinal fluid. Besides, this study
also proved that apparently healthy participants but with low levels of salivary LF would
have a relative high possibility of AD in the future. González’s study continued to use
salivary LF to diagnose prodromal AD and further studied the relationship between sali-
vary LF and cerebral amyloid-β (Aβ); the result showed that salivary LF levels would not
decrease in other dementias, such as the frontotemporal dementia, and reduced LF may be
attributed to the disruption of hypothalamic function because of the early hypothalamic
Aβ accumulation [28].

3.3. Dry Eye Disease (DED)

Dry eye disease, a common ocular surface disease of multifactorial etiology, may cause
plenty of symptoms and visual impairment, potentially with ocular surface damage [83,84].
DED can currently be diagnosed by evaluating the tear osmolarity, Schirmer tear test,
phenol red thread test, etc. [85,86]. However, these methods tend to have low accuracy
and can be easily affected by environmental factors. Lactoferrin plays a key role in the
tear film to avoid ocular diseases because of its unique biofunctions (antimicrobial and
anti-inflammatory activities) [87]. LF can scavenge oxygen free radicals and hydroxyl
in normal tears, but these activities are inactive in DED tears due to the level of LF. The
reduction of it will expose eyes to additional oxidative metabolites which may cause
higher susceptibility [88,89]. Besides, some recent researches have confirmed that the
concentration of LF in tears is significantly different between patients with dry eye disease
and controls [29–33]. The drop of quality or quantity of the tear film are main abnormalities
of DED [90]. It was also reported that LF is one of the important predictors of the stability
and/or volume of tear film. Tear volumes from the lacrimal gland are observed to have a
positive correlation with the concentration of LF. Patients with lower tear production tend
to have lower LF concentration [91,92]. The level of LF in tears of DED has great potential
to be considered as a novel biomarker for determining DED [29–33].
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Seal’s research results from detecting concentrations of various proteins in tears by
using ELISA indicated that tear LF concentrations in normal people were more than two
standard deviations higher than that in the sicca patients [30]. Boukes’s team collected
human tears with Schirmer strips and analyzed them by using HPLC to detect tear protein
profiles in patients with dry eye. Followed by comparing with those in a control, it was
found that the concentrations of tear LF in the control were around five times higher than
those in patients, especially in the age group 40–50 years [31]. Versura’s research group
focused on studying levels of various proteins in tears of patients with evaporative dry eye
(tear film break-up time ≤ 10 s) disease and compared the results with healthy subjects
(tear film break-up time ≥ 10 s). They separated tear proteins by SDS-PAGE electrophoresis
and identified them by mass spectrometer and Western blot analysis. It was indicated that
levels of LF statistically significantly decreased in evaporative dry eye patients [33].

4. Analytical Strategies for Lactoferrin

As LF from different secretions of the human body has been reported as a biomarker
for different diseases in recent decades, investigation into developing an accurate, cheap
and fast way has attracted more attention, which could help diagnose diseases at an early
stage. Various detection methods have been studied and have proved their ability in
the quantification of LF with high accuracy and sensitivity. Immunoassay, instrumental
analysis, fluorescence-based biosensors, electrochemical-based biosensors/sensor, and
surface plasmon resonance (SPR) sensors will be discussed and compared in this section.

4.1. Immunoassay
4.1.1. Radial Immunodiffusion (RID)

Single radial immunodiffusion is a relatively simple quantitative approach for antigen
without using expensive and integrated instruments, and has been developed based on
the immunochemical precipitin method by applying the diffusion of antigen in antibody-
conjugated agar gels. The antigen is allowed to diffuse radially through a uniform thin-layer
of antibody-containing agar and form a circle of precipitin. The final area can be used to
indicate the concentration of the antigen (as is shown in Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Scheme of radial immunodiffusion. Lactoferrin from the center would conjugate with its
antibody and diffuse along the agar, and the area of the ring reflects its concentration.

Janssen’s study on detecting concentrations of tear LF was carried out by developing
a radial immunodiffusion assay, which was applied with rabbit antiserum to human LF as
antibody in agar gels [93]. Purified LF solutions with the concentration of 0.25–4 mg/mL
were used as standard samples, and the circles formed by tear samples were compared
with the standard rings for the estimation of concentration. Although this method is easy
to operate and the sample volume used for detection is small, various impact factors
may limit the detection range and impair the detection accuracy. The detection range is
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largely dependent on the standard samples and the introduction of error is unavoidable
because the depth and density of agar plate cannot be guaranteed to be absolutely uniform
at any site, which makes the diffusion of antigen heterogeneous, and the error on the
measurement of the area of precipitin circles still exists. Besides, each plate is required to
have individual standard precipitin rings, and the immunochemical precipitin method was
considered as time consuming, expensive, and lacking accuracy.

4.1.2. Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA)

Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) is a successful, rapid and accurate
immunological analysis technique based on the specific reactions of antigens and antibodies,
and has been widely applied on the quantification of proteins with high selectivity and
accuracy (Figure 2). Many articles reported the application of ELISA on LF detection. It
was reported that a sandwich ELISA method by applying rabbit anti-LF to the assay was
able to measure LF in cows’ milk, cheeses and their whey with a detection limitation of
18 ng/mL [94]. Liu’s group also tried to detect the concentration of LF in milk powder by
using sandwich ELISA assay. They prepared monoclonal antibodies based on hybridoma
techniques and then labeled them with horseradish peroxidase for utilizing as a detection
antibody. This kind of assay obtained the limit of detection (LOD) of 3.23 ng/mL with a
linear detection range of 5–600 ng/mL [95].

Nutrients 2021, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 6 of 19 
 

 

the depth and density of agar plate cannot be guaranteed to be absolutely uniform at any 

site, which makes the diffusion of antigen heterogeneous, and the error on the measure-

ment of the area of precipitin circles still exists. Besides, each plate is required to have 

individual standard precipitin rings, and the immunochemical precipitin method was 

considered as time consuming, expensive, and lacking accuracy. 

4.1.2. Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA) 

Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) is a successful, rapid and accurate im-

munological analysis technique based on the specific reactions of antigens and antibodies, 

and has been widely applied on the quantification of proteins with high selectivity and 

accuracy (Figure 2). Many articles reported the application of ELISA on LF detection. It 

was reported that a sandwich ELISA method by applying rabbit anti-LF to the assay was 

able to measure LF in cows’ milk, cheeses and their whey with a detection limitation of 18 

ng/mL [94]. Liu’s group also tried to detect the concentration of LF in milk powder by 

using sandwich ELISA assay. They prepared monoclonal antibodies based on hybridoma 

techniques and then labeled them with horseradish peroxidase for utilizing as a detection 

antibody. This kind of assay obtained the limit of detection (LOD) of 3.23 ng/mL with a 

linear detection range of 5–600 ng/mL [95]. 

 

Figure 2. Scheme of sandwich ELISA method for lactoferrin detection. 

ELISA can detect dozens of samples of LF in low concentration and the states of sam-

ples can be various, such as serum [96,97], saliva [98,99], tears [100] and milk products. It 

is now considered as an ideal method for the detection of LF. However, the price of the 

reagent kits is relatively expensive and the process of doing ELISA is laborious and time 

consuming. 

4.2. Instrumental Analysis 

LF, with the specific ultraviolet absorbance, can feasibly be directly qualified and 

quantified by UV-Vis spectroscopy (at 280 nm [101] or 220 nm [102]). However, such a 

direct detection method is only applied for the pure and simple sample. Poor signal-to-

noise ratio is normally observed in an impure sample. Therefore, the separation processes 

before the spectroscopy detection are essential. Meanwhile, the separation efficiency also 

significantly affects the limitation and accuracy of these methods. Electrophoresis separa-

tion and column separation are considered effective and are widely used for purifying 

biomolecules; previous researches also proved their potential application in the separa-

tion of LF. 

4.2.1. Reversed Phase-High Performance Liquid Chromatography (RP-HPLC) 

HPLC has become vital technology used for separation and characterization of pro-

teins and peptides. Based on the differences of polarity and non-polarity in the stationary 

phase and the mobile phase, HPLC can be divided into normal HPLC and RP-HPLC. After 

the sample mixture is introduced into the mobile phase and goes through the column, the 

components will be separated by different retention times due to their various structures 

Figure 2. Scheme of sandwich ELISA method for lactoferrin detection.

ELISA can detect dozens of samples of LF in low concentration and the states of
samples can be various, such as serum [96,97], saliva [98,99], tears [100] and milk products.
It is now considered as an ideal method for the detection of LF. However, the price of the
reagent kits is relatively expensive and the process of doing ELISA is laborious and time
consuming.

4.2. Instrumental Analysis

LF, with the specific ultraviolet absorbance, can feasibly be directly qualified and
quantified by UV-Vis spectroscopy (at 280 nm [101] or 220 nm [102]). However, such a direct
detection method is only applied for the pure and simple sample. Poor signal-to-noise ratio
is normally observed in an impure sample. Therefore, the separation processes before the
spectroscopy detection are essential. Meanwhile, the separation efficiency also significantly
affects the limitation and accuracy of these methods. Electrophoresis separation and
column separation are considered effective and are widely used for purifying biomolecules;
previous researches also proved their potential application in the separation of LF.

4.2.1. Reversed Phase-High Performance Liquid Chromatography (RP-HPLC)

HPLC has become vital technology used for separation and characterization of pro-
teins and peptides. Based on the differences of polarity and non-polarity in the stationary
phase and the mobile phase, HPLC can be divided into normal HPLC and RP-HPLC. After
the sample mixture is introduced into the mobile phase and goes through the column, the
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components will be separated by different retention times due to their various structures
and properties, and the detector at the end is used for quantifying. In the detection of LF by
chromatography, RP-HPLC has been widely applied and studied. C18 or C4 reverse phase
columns are mostly used as the stationary phase, while aqueous solution is employed as
the mobile phase. The UV detector at the end showed great sensitivity and good baseline
at 220 nm for LF [103].

The work done by Palmano’s group demonstrated linear calibration for the quantita-
tive measurement of LF by using RP-HPLC, in which C4 column and sodium phosphate
buffer were used as stationary and mobile phase, respectively. However, the result of this
method was largely affected by other proteins, such as bovine serum albumin (BSA), and
the peak of LF could not be distinguished if the ratio of BSA to LF exceeded 10:1 [104].
Wen et al. improved the existing method by choosing C18 column and using a mixture of
water and acetonitrile as the mobile phase, and further studied the LF content in simulated
gastrointestinal fluids. The LOD was significantly lowered to 1 µg/mLand the result could
be acquired within 20 min, which exhibited its feasibility in biomedical application [105].
However, the samples in this article are stimulated and standard samples, in which no other
interfered proteins existed. After that, a two-step RP-HPLC quantification method was
developed to increase the selectivity of LF. The instrumental condition was similar to that
in Wen’s method, but the column was changed to C4 column. Before entering the column,
the samples were absorbed and desorbed on the resin. In this process, proteins with higher
isoelectric points (pI) such as lactoferrin can be selectively adsorbed on cation-exchange
materials, followed by desorption. The recovery rate of resin is high (up to 98%) and linear
relationship of LF from 25 to 514 µg/mL was obtained. However, the purification process
was time-consuming and would bring much more error on quantification. C18 and C4
columns both showed sensitivity, accuracy and reproducibility. Comparing to the C18
column, the lower C-loaded column showed narrower and better shape peaks for LF and
was easier to clean [102,103]. Although RP-HPLC is regarded as a time-saving method
for detection with high accuracy, sensitivity and selectivity, some proteins which have pI
with LF tend to have similar retention time and make it difficult for the target protein to be
distinguished by the existing column.

In addition, the physicochemical properties of LF with different iron contents (apo-,
native- and holo-LF) are various, which may affect the separation performance of the
column [106,107]. To avoid such influence, a tryptic signature peptide, which is a hy-
drolysate from bovine LF, was chosen and identified as the representative of LF based
on a sequence database search. Pretreatment of samples containing LF, involved in en-
zymatic digestion, centrifugation and purification, is essential in this method. After the
separation by ultra-HPLC, the analyte was measured and quantified by electrospray ion
source of a mass spectrometer (ESI-MS) detector [106]. This method showed good linear
relationship between signal intensity and concentration of LF, and increased the precision
of chromatography to the level of nmol/L.

4.2.2. Capillary Electrophoresis

Capillary electrophoresis (CE) is a family of electrophoresis method, which is a tradi-
tional way of using the electrical field to separate and purify charged biomolecules. The
capillaries or micro/nano-fluid tubes are used as separation channels, which increased
the surface to volume ratio, separating efficiency and capabilities. The structure of CE
instrument is relatively simple, as shown in Figure 3. An electrical field is firstly formed
between the source and destination vials and inside a capillary by the high-voltage power
supply. Then, samples are introduced into the capillary by placing capillary inlet into the
sample vials. All negatively or positively charged molecules would be separated under
a high voltage power because of their different electrophoretic mobilities. Finally, the
separated molecules are analyzed by UV or fluorescence detector [108].
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However, it is still hard to directly use CE for the detection of LF in whey samples
because LF may be adsorbed on the capillary wall, which results in poor separation and low
accuracy. Thus, fluorescein isothiocyanate-conjugated polyanionic lipopolysaccharide was
added for minimizing the interaction between the positively charged LF and the capillary
wall, which may result in a significant migration time shift on the electropherogram. Thus,
the intensity of fluorescence could reflect the concentration of LF [109]. It is noted that this
method is only applicable for the sample with high LF concentration (tens of micrograms
per milliliter). However, recent progress on improving CE method for detecting LF has been
recognized by sample pretreatment, by adjusting buffer solution and surface modification
of capillary wall to reduce the affinity between LF and column wall.

A method to determine levels of LF in infant formula was reported by utilizing the
uncoated capillary for separation in the optimized buffer solution followed by UV at
214 nm for detecting. Samples need to be pretreated by acetic acid, and non-ionic surfactant
is added into the buffer solution to suppress the LF adsorption on the capillary wall. The
results showed a linear relationship between the peak areas and the concentrations of
LF with the limit of detection at 3 mg/L and the limit of quantitation at 10 mg/L [110].
Different from the previous work, Mao’s group developed a method to measure the
concentration of LF in infant formula by using the capillary coated with poly(2-methyl-2-
oxazoline)-random-glycidyl methacrylate copolymer rather than pretreat samples. This
kind of modified column exhibited high separation efficiency for basic proteins, and a good
linear relationship between 10–500 µg/mL was achieved with the LOD of 5 µg/mL and
the limit of quantitation of 16.7 µg/mL [111].

The selectivity of CE method is largely dependent on the efficiency of separation. The
proteins with similar properties and electrophoretic mobility in complex samples may
become hard to distinguish and result in large error in the LF detection. Furthermore,
CE-based systematic evolution of ligands by exponential enrichment (CE-SELEX) was
applied and a more accurate result with selectivity and lower LOD could be obtained [112].
This technology was firstly used to screen the ssDNA aptamer with high affinity for LF.
Followed by the selection process, such aptamer was mixed with LF before being injected
into the capillary. Since the binding affinity between LF and aptamer exists, the aptamer-
conjugated LF could be easily separated and distinguished by CE, and the result showed
good linear relationship on 4–128 nM LF with LOD of 1 nM (around 78 ng/mL). The
samples discussed here are mainly whey samples or milk powder and the application of
CE on a biological sample has not been reported so far. Although the application of CE on
LF detection is mainly used in food science, this method still exhibits excellent potential in
the analysis of body fluids (plasma, tear, saliva and cerebrospinal fluid).
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4.3. Other Sensors

Microfluid device and nano-based electrochemical or colorimetric sensors are plat-
forms which could detect LF in an accurate and real time way. These devices are typically
lightweight and do not require advanced instruments, which makes them have more
application scenarios.

4.3.1. Fluorescence-Based Biosensor

A novel microfluidic paper-based analytical device (µPAD) to measure the concentra-
tion of LF was reported by Kudo with a limit of detection of 110 µg/mL [113]. Such devices
tend to have three main processes during the detection (Figure 4; namely the introduction
of samples, followed by sample transportation and detection). This method utilized the
high affinity between LF and ferric ions, and the color change which was caused by the
replacement of the indicator from the complex of a colorimetric 2-(5-bromo-2-pyridylazo)-
5-diethylaminophenol (5-Br-PADAP)-Fe3+ by LF, was considered as a signal for detection.
The distance of the color changed area from the origin reflected the concentration of LF in
the solution. Only a color readout app is needed to distinguish the boundary of different
colors on the paper, and such paper-based device with good accuracy are easy to apply
without any other instrument. However, the sample volume used for detection was 40 µL,
which is relatively larger than other methods and not suitable for small sample analysis.
Besides, the nonuniformity of papers’ cellulose substrate may affect the precision of col-
orimetric line and should be considered in this paper device. Further, Yamada’s research
group developed another kind of distance-based µPAD for detecting LF by applying the
fluorescence emission properties of the conjugation of LF and trivalent terbium as a signal.
By analyzing the length of fluorescence on the µPAD channel, this method could reach a
limit of detection of 0.1 mg/mL [114]. The dimension of the channel in the microfluid de-
vice was carefully modified and the sample volume was largely reduced to 2 µL. The paper
was also treated on both sides by wax printer and anionic polysaccharides to eliminate the
factor of heterogeneity of fiber.
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In addition to the µPAD, fluorescence-labeled bivalent aptamer-sensor was developed
for the detection of LF [115] with the detection limit of 1.25 pM. Such a sensor took advan-
tage of more than one amplification strategy to achieve sensitivity, selectivity and high
amplification factor. Two different aptamers (DNA-9 and DNA-10) with high affinity for LF
were screened by SELEX. DNA-10 was conjugated with fluorescein isothiocyanate (FITC),
which was used for the generation of fluorescence after linking to the LF, and the DNA-9
was immobilized on the surface of silver nanoparticles (Ag NPs), which could enhance
the intensity of the signal by the mass-augmented and metal-enhanced fluorescence (MEF)
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effect (Figure 5). This biosensor has good linear relationship between 0.2 ng/mL and
25 µg/mL, the range of which is relatively wide, and the determination limit (0.2 ng/mL)
was much lower than that of the current methods, even than ELISA. The good recovery
rates of standard addition were achieved between 97.5% and 103.3% by using samples (at
the level of ng/mL) with 100-fold dilution, which represented the feasibility of this method
for low concentrated and complex samples.
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permission) [115].

4.3.2. Electrochemical Biosensor/Sensor

It has been widely posited that electrochemical biosensors work as a platform which
could convert biological and chemical changes to electrical signal which could be detected
by processor. Typically, such a system consists of a detection target (antibodies, DNA
or RNA, and other biomolecules), transducer and signal processor. An electrical signal
could be produced as the result of the selective interaction between the target and analyte.
Then, it is transmitted via electrode to signal processor, which is responsible for the data
amplification and separation. This makes this system acquire high selectivity, high accuracy
and low detection limit. There are mainly two different types, namely affinity sensors
with anti-LF on the surface of electrode (Figure 6a) and nonaffinity sensors by detecting
potential changes in redox reaction regarding LF (Figure 6b).
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Electrochemical immunosensors with anti-LF tend to have high specificity to LF and a
very low detection limit. Liao’s group [117] successfully developed an anti-LF modified
gold electrode sensor with a detection range of 0.01–1000 ng/mL and detection limit of
4.9 pg/mL, as well as shelf life of a month. Although the result with such high sensitivity
was innovative and surprising, this process is still largely dependent on an expensive
electrochemical system with high resolution, and cyclic voltammetry still needed to be
scanned 20 times to achieve the reliable result. Similarly, another immunosensor with
multilayer structure was developed by only using a low-cost microcontroller rather than
electrochemical station [118]. Such a sensor, having graphene nanoplatelet and polymer
complex deposited on the gold electrode and anti-LF on the surface, succeeded in detecting
LF in the range of 1 to 10 mg/mL. During the detection process, this system only needs to
record time of response to detect LF rather than do repeated signal scanning. This supports
the potential application of electrochemical immunosensors. However, the limited shelf life
of this affinity sensor may contribute to the relatively high cost. Nonaffinity electrochemical
sensor without biomolecules (enzymes, aptamer and antibody) may avoid the shelf-life
problem, but the detection process is relatively complicated and lacking selectivity. A
multiwalled carbon nanotube modified glassy carbon electrode with the immobilization of
methylene blue [116] is reported to have specification detection of LF, and the intensity of
signal is proportional to concentration of LF.

4.3.3. Surface Plasmon Resonance (SPR) Sensor

Surface plasmon resonance, including TSPR (transmission surface plasmon resonance),
SPRI (surface plasmon resonance imaging), LSPR (localized surface plasmon resonance),
and FOSPR (fiber-optic surface plasmon resonance), has been widely used in the quan-
titive measurement of chemicals, biomolecules and interaction between antibody and
proteins [119].

A label-free immunoassay based on SPR was developed by Indyk and Filonzi, which
could detect LF in bovine milk with a detection range of 0–1000 ng/mL. The surface of
a sensor chip was coated with anti-bovine LF antibody for directly immobilizing LF and
the intensity of response reflects the levels of LF [120] (Figure 7a). Similarly, Tomassetti’s
research group determined the concentration of LF in cow and goat milk samples by using
an immunosensor based on SPR with anti-LF solution directly deposited on the sensor
chips. Results of the detection by SPR immunosensor, operated in both batch and flow
modes, compared by using classical and screen-printed immunosensors, confirmed that
the SPR device can get a lower detection limit of around 10−8 M and a measurement
time reduced to half [121]. Furthermore, the antibodies for other proteins could also be
immobilized on the different channels of sensor chips for simultaneous detection of various
whey proteins [122]. Anti-bovine LF as well as four other antibodies were modified on
the chips. The results showed high accuracy and selectivity between 0 and 100 ng/mL
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for all components. However, if the concentration differences among analytes were large,
several dilutions with different buffers were required in this method to obtain the proper
results. Despite the fact that application of the antibody–antigen interaction could be
applied for LF detection by the SPR mechanism, other interactions, such as electrostatic
interaction between biomolecules, could also have similar application. An ionic polymer
poly(N-isopropylacrylamide-co-methacrylic acid) (PNM) was coated on the surface of
silica gold nano-shells for binding proteins which have high isoelectric points, such as LF
and lysozyme [123]. Upon the binding of LF and the external polymer, the peaks of LSPR
would have red shift, which was concentration dependent and showed good linearity in
the range of 0–96 µg/mL (Figure 7b). In terms of LSPR, the size and its distribution of gold
nano-shells would largely affect the plasma resonant frequency of itself. This means slight
changes in the preparation process or the agglomeration of nanoparticles as time goes on
would contribute to the varied adsorption spectrum. Therefore, the standard curves and
calibration are required each time before the direct detection of LF.
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Figure 7. Lactoferrin detection by surface plasmon resonance (SPR) sensor. (a) SPR on sensor chips (i. Surface modification
on sensor chips or gold nanoparticles; ii. The capture of lactoferrin on the surface was tested by laser beam; iii. Concentration
dependent intensity change or red shift was recorded); (b) localized surface plasmon resonance (LSPR, the slight change of
the refractive index of gold nano-shell after capture of lactoferrin results in the red shift of resonant frequency).

Table 1 provides the comparison of different detection methods to determine the con-
centration of LF. Electrophoresis and chromatography techniques are direct quantification
methods of LF with small amount of sample and have shown good performance and
reproducibility. However, distinguishing LF from the complex samples is still a problem
in those fields, especially for those containing proteins with similar pI. Meanwhile, the
high price of instruments and the requirement for trained operators are their limitations
in the point-of-care testing. ELISA has high accuracy but is considered as a laborious and
time-consuming process. RID is one of the simplest methods but with low sensitivity. Both
are based on the immunoreaction between LF and its antibody for the detection with high
selectivity but the expensive reagents make it difficult for them to be applied in developing
daily applications.
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Table 1. Comparison of different methods for detecting lactoferrin.

Method Advantages Disadvantages

Instrumental analysis
CE Small amount of sample;

High accuracy;
Hard to separate and distinguish

LF in complex samples;RP-HPLC

Immune sensor
ELISA

High selectivity;
High accuracy;

Low limit of detection (LOD)
(~3 ng/mL);

High through detection;

Expensive reagents;
Laborious process;

Time-consuming process;

RID Not require any instruments;
High specificity; Large systematic error;

Sensor

Electrochemical sensor High sensitivity;
Potential of commercialization;

Limited shelf life (affinity sensor);
Relying on working station

(high accuracy);

Fluorescence-based sensor

Operation simplicity;
Visualization;

Low cost;
High selectivity and sensitivity;

High accuracy;
High through detection;

Quality control;
Easy to be affected by
environmental factors;

Easy to generate fake and
noise signal;

Laborious preparation process;

SPR sensor

Real-time analysis;
High accuracy (typically

0–1000 ng/mL);
Simultaneous detection of

various proteins;

Size dependent adsorption
spectrum (LSPR);

Relatively high cost;

The past decade has witnessed substantial progress on the study of various sensors
and their applications used for the quantification of biomolecules with high sensitivity
and selectivity, and most of them do not require a pre-separation process. Electrochemical
sensors have the potential to develop point-of-care devices of LF due to their integrability
with existing modules, reliability, accuracy, low LOD and repeatability. Fluorescence-based
biosensor is also one of the prospective methods which can be commercialized, and has var-
ious advantages, such as the simplicity in operation, ease to observe and low dependence
on instruments. The development of the SPR sensor of LF makes the real-time analysis of
LF with high accuracy possible. However, an order of magnitude improvement in the LOD
of electrochemical sensors can only be achieved with the existence of high-resolution a
working station and repeated signal scanning. The affinity electrochemical sensor typically
has limited shelf life, which creates a gap for commercialization. In terms of the nonaffinity
sensor, it is based on other mechanisms such as the redox reaction. There is no need to con-
sider the shelf life, but it is relatively complicated and lacks selectivity. Fluorescence-based
biosensor has difficulties in the control of the quality and uniformity at different batches,
which may generate fake and noisy signals, thus affecting the results, while SPR sensors
are highly dependent on instruments and the cost of testing is relatively high.

5. Conclusions

Lactoferrin, with many biofunctions, has been considered a biomarker for different
diseases, e.g., IBD, AD and DED. This review presented methods for the detection of LF,
including electrophoresis, chromatography, spectrophotometry, ELISA, RID and sensors
(including electrochemical sensor, fluorescence-based biosensor and SPR sensor). Although
these methods have been investigated to detect lactoferrin, none of them can obtain all
requirements (portability, repeatability, low cost and LOD, high efficiency, accuracy, selec-
tivity and sensitivity). ELISA and RID need costly reagents. The accuracy of RP-HPLC,
electrophoresis, some electrochemical sensors and SPR sensors is highly dependent on
expensive instruments. The repeatability of sensors can be easily affected by environmental
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factors. In summary, there is a need to develop a quick and cost-effective LF detection
system, and this review paper could make some contributions to the development of novel
and advanced detection methods and devices.
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21. Majka, G.; Śpiewak, K.; Kurpiewska, K.; Heczko, P.; Stochel, G.; Strus, M.; Brindell, M. A high-throughput method for the

quantification of iron saturation in lactoferrin preparations. Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2013, 405, 5191–5200. [CrossRef]
22. Volden, J.; Jørgensen, C.E.; Rukke, E.-O.; Egelandsdal, B. Oxidative properties of lactoferrins of different iron-saturation in an

emulsion consisting of metmyoglobin and cod liver oil. Food Chem. 2012, 132, 1236–1243. [CrossRef]
23. Harada, K.; Kuniyasu, A.; Nakayama, H.; Nakayama, M.; Matsunaga, T.; Uji, Y.; Sugiuchi, H.; Okabe, H. Separation of human

serum transferrins with different iron-binding states by high-performance liquid chromatography using a pyridinium polymer
column. J. Chromatogr. B 2002, 767, 45–51. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3891/acta.chem.scand.14-0510
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-005-5368-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16261257
http://doi.org/10.17221/1978-VETMED
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijantimicag.2008.07.020
http://doi.org/10.1023/B:BIOM.0000027694.40260.70
http://doi.org/10.3168/jds.S0022-0302(93)77520-7
http://doi.org/10.1084/jem.130.3.643
http://doi.org/10.1136/adc.55.6.417
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1432-1033.1984.tb08607.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6510420
http://doi.org/10.3324/%25x
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10534-006-9062-7
http://doi.org/10.1016/0003-9861(89)90362-7
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1753-4887.1980.tb05920.x
http://doi.org/10.1128/iai.28.3.893-898.1980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6772569
http://doi.org/10.1128/iai.56.11.2774-2781.1988
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3169987
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2016.06.013
http://doi.org/10.1042/bj1990259
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.idairyj.2006.09.002
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-013-6943-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2011.11.092
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-4347(01)00529-1


Nutrients 2021, 13, 2492 15 of 18

24. Conesa, C.; Sánchez, L.; Rota, C.; Pérez, M.-D.; Calvo, M.; Farnaud, S.; Evans, R.W. Isolation of lactoferrin from milk of different
species: Calorimetric and antimicrobial studies. Comp. Biochem. Physiol. Part. B Biochem. Mol. Biol. 2008, 150, 131–139. [CrossRef]

25. Puddu, P.; Borghi, P.; Gessani, S.; Valenti, P.; Belardelli, F.; Seganti, L. Antiviral effect of bovine lactoferrin saturated with metal
ions on early steps of human immunodeficiency virus type 1 infection. Int. J. Biochem. Cell Biol. 1998, 30, 1055–1063. [CrossRef]

26. Kane, S.V.; Sandborn, W.J.; Rufo, P.A.; Zholudev, A.; Boone, J.; Lyerly, D.; Camilleri, M.; Hanauer, S.B. Fecal lactoferrin is
a sensitive and specific marker in identifying intestinal inflammation. Am. J. Gastroenterol. 2003, 98, 1309–1314. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

27. Dai, J.; Liu, W.-Z.; Zhao, Y.-P.; Hu, Y.-B.; Ge, Z.-Z. Relationship between fecal lactoferrin and inflammatory bowel disease. Scand.
J. Gastroenterol. 2007, 42, 1440–1444. [CrossRef]

28. González-Sánchez, M.; Bartolome, F.; Antequera, D.; Puertas-Martín, V.; González, P.; Gómez-Grande, A.; Llamas-Velasco, S.;
Martín, A.H.S.; Pérez-Martínez, D.; Villarejo-Galende, A.; et al. Decreased salivary lactoferrin levels are specific to Alzheimer’s
disease. EBioMedicine 2020, 57, 102882. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Narayanan, S.; Redfern, R.L.; Miller, W.L.; Nichols, K.K.; McDermott, A.M. Dry Eye Disease and Microbial Keratitis: Is There a
Connection? Ocul. Surf. 2013, 11, 75–92. [CrossRef]

30. Seal, D.V.; McGill, J.I.; Mackie, I.A.; Liakos, G.M.; Jacobs, P.; Goulding, N.J. Bacteriology and tear protein profiles of the dry eye.
Br. J. Ophthalmol. 1986, 70, 122–125. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Boukes, R.J.; Boonstra, A.; Breebaart, A.C.; Reits, D.; Glasius, E.; Luyendyk, L.; Kijlstra, A. Analysis of human tear protein profiles
using high performance liquid chromatography (HPLC). Doc. Ophthalmol. 1987, 67, 105–113. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Grus, F.H.; Podust, V.N.; Bruns, K.; Lackner, K.; Fu, S.; Dalmasso, E.A.; Wirthlin, A.; Pfeiffer, N. SELDI-TOF-MS ProteinChip
Array Profiling of Tears from Patients with Dry Eye. Investig. Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 2005, 46, 863. [CrossRef]

33. Versura, P.; Nanni, P.; Bavelloni, A.; Blalock, W.L.; Piazzi, M.; Roda, A.; Campos, E.C. Tear proteomics in evaporative dry eye
disease. Eye 2010, 24, 1396–1402. [CrossRef]

34. Safaeian, L.; Zabolian, H. Antioxidant Effects of Bovine Lactoferrin on Dexamethasone-Induced Hypertension in Rat. ISRN
Pharmacol. 2014, 2014, 1–6. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Mulder, A.M.; Connellan, P.A.; Oliver, C.J.; Morris, C.A.; Stevenson, L.M. Bovine lactoferrin supplementation supports immune
and antioxidant status in healthy human males. Nutr. Res. 2008, 28, 583–589. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Conneely, O.M. Antiinflammatory Activities of Lactoferrin. J. Am. Coll. Nutr. 2001, 20, 389S–395S. [CrossRef]
37. Griffiths, C.E.M.; Cumberbatch, M.; Tucker, S.C.; Dearman, R.J.; Andrew, S.; Headon, D.R.; Kimber, I. Exogenous topical lactoferrin

inhibits allergen-induced Langerhans cell migration and cutaneous inflammation in humans. Br. J. Dermatol. 2001, 144, 715–725.
[CrossRef]

38. Jenssen, H.; Hancock, R. Antimicrobial properties of lactoferrin. Biochimie 2009, 91, 19–29. [CrossRef]
39. Valenti, P.; Antonini, G. Lactoferrin: An important host defence against microbial and viral attack. Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 2005, 62,

2576–2587. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
40. Bellamy, W.; Takase, M.; Yamauchi, K.; Wakabayashi, H.; Kawase, K.; Tomita, M. Identification of the bactericidal domain of

lactoferrin. Biochim. Biophys. Acta (BBA) Protein Struct. Mol. Enzymol. 1992, 1121, 130–136. [CrossRef]
41. Siciliano, R.; Rega, B.; Marchetti, M.; Seganti, L.; Antonini, G.; Valenti, P. Bovine Lactoferrin Peptidic Fragments Involved in

Inhibition of Herpes Simplex Virus Type 1 Infection. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 1999, 264, 19–23. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
42. Superti, F.; Ammendolia, M.G.; Valenti, P.; Seganti, L. Antirotaviral activity of milk proteins: Lactoferrin prevents rotavirus

infection in the enterocyte-like cell line HT-29. Med. Microbiol. Immunol. 1997, 186, 83–91. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
43. Van der Strate, B.W.A.; Beljaars, L.; Molema, G.; Harmsen, M.C.; Meijer, D.K.F. Antiviral activities of lactoferrin. Antivir. Res. 2001,

52, 225–239. [CrossRef]
44. Ward, P.P.; Paz, E.; Conneely, O.M. Lactoferrin: Multifunctional roles of lactoferrin: A critical overview. Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 2005,

62, 2540–2548. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
45. Wolf, J.S.; Li, G.; Varadhachary, A.; Petrak, K.; Schneyer, M.; Li, D.; Ongkasuwan, J.; Zhang, X.; Taylor, R.J.; Strome, S.E.; et al. Oral

Lactoferrin Results in T Cell-Dependent Tumor Inhibition of Head and Neck Squamous Cell Carcinoma In vivo. Clin. Cancer Res.
2007, 13, 1601–1610. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Sekine, K.; Watanabe, E.; Nakamura, J.; Takasuka, N.; Kim, D.J.; Asamoto, M.; Krutovskikh, V.; Baba-Toriyama, H.; Ota, T.; Moore,
M.A.; et al. Inhibition of Azoxymethane-initiated Colon Tumor by Bovine Lactoferrin Administration in F344 Rats. Jpn. J. Cancer
Res. 1997, 88, 523–526. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Varadhachary, A.; Wolf, J.S.; Petrak, K.; O’Malley, B.W.; Spadaro, M.; Curcio, C.; Forni, G.; Pericle, F. Oral lactoferrin inhibits
growth of established tumors and potentiates conventional chemotherapy. Int. J. Cancer 2004, 111, 398–403. [CrossRef]

48. Tung, Y.-T.; Chen, H.-L.; Yen, C.-C.; Lee, P.-Y.; Tsai, H.-C.; Lin, M.-F.; Chen, C.-M. Bovine lactoferrin inhibits lung cancer growth
through suppression of both inflammation and expression of vascular endothelial growth factor. J. Dairy Sci. 2013, 96, 2095–2106.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Hagiwara, T.; Shinoda, I.; Fukuwatari, Y.; Shimamura, S. Effects of Lactoferrin and Its Peptides on Proliferation of Rat Intestinal
Epithelial Cell Line, IEC-18, in the Presence of Epidermal Growth Factor. Biosci. Biotechnol. Biochem. 1995, 59, 1875–1881.
[CrossRef]

50. Hashizume, S.; Kuroda, K.; Murakami, H. Identification of lactoferrin as an essential growth factor for human lymphocytic cell
lines in serum-free medium. Biochim. Biophys. Acta (BBA) Mol. Cell Res. 1983, 763, 377–382. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cbpb.2008.02.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/S1357-2725(98)00066-1
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1572-0241.2003.07458.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12818275
http://doi.org/10.1080/00365520701427094
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ebiom.2020.102834
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32586758
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtos.2012.12.002
http://doi.org/10.1136/bjo.70.2.122
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3947607
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00142704
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3428089
http://doi.org/10.1167/iovs.04-0448
http://doi.org/10.1038/eye.2010.7
http://doi.org/10.1155/2014/943523
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24587916
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.nutres.2008.05.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19083463
http://doi.org/10.1080/07315724.2001.10719173
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2133.2001.04125.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2008.05.015
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-005-5372-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16261253
http://doi.org/10.1016/0167-4838(92)90346-F
http://doi.org/10.1006/bbrc.1999.1318
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10527833
http://doi.org/10.1007/s004300050049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9403835
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0166-3542(01)00195-4
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-005-5369-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16261256
http://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-06-2008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17332307
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1349-7006.1997.tb00413.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9263527
http://doi.org/10.1002/ijc.20271
http://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2012-6153
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23462173
http://doi.org/10.1271/bbb.59.1875
http://doi.org/10.1016/0167-4889(83)90099-X


Nutrients 2021, 13, 2492 16 of 18

51. Shi, P.; Fan, F.; Chen, H.; Xu, Z.; Cheng, S.; Lu, W.; Du, M. A bovine lactoferrin–derived peptide induced osteogenesis via
regulation of osteoblast proliferation and differentiation. J. Dairy Sci. 2020, 103, 3950–3960. [CrossRef]

52. FDA-NIH Biomarker Working Group. BEST (Biomarkers, EndpointS, and other Tools) Resource; US Food and Drug Administration:
Silver Spring, MD, USA, 2016.

53. Sawyers, C.L. The cancer biomarker problem. Nature 2008, 452, 548–552. [CrossRef]
54. Califf, R.M. Biomarker definitions and their applications. Exp. Biol. Med. 2018, 243, 213–221. [CrossRef]
55. Arkadir, D.A.-O.X.; Dinur, T.; Revel-Vilk, S.; Becker Cohen, M.; Cozma, C.; Hovakimyan, M.; Eichler, S.; Rolfs, A.; Zimran,

A.A.-O. Glucosylsphingosine is a reliable response biomarker in Gaucher disease. Am. J. Hematol 2018, 93, E140–E142. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

56. Holland, D.; Brewer, J.B.; Hagler, D.J.; Fennema-Notestine, C.; Dale, A.M. Subregional neuroanatomical change as a biomarker for
Alzheimer’s disease. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2009, 106, 20954. [CrossRef]

57. Ballehaninna, U.K.; Chamberlain, R.S. Serum CA 19-9 as a Biomarker for Pancreatic Cancer—A Comprehensive Review. Indian J.
Surg. Oncol. 2011, 2, 88–100. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

58. Molodecky, N.A.; Soon, I.S.; Rabi, D.M.; Ghali, W.A.; Ferris, M.; Chernoff, G.; Benchimol, E.I.; Panaccione, R.; Ghosh, S.; Barkema,
H.W.; et al. Increasing Incidence and Prevalence of the Inflammatory Bowel Diseases With Time, Based on Systematic Review.
Gastroenterology 2012, 142, 46–54.e42. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

59. Sorrentino, D. The Coming of Age of Inflammatory Bowel Diseases in Asia. Inflamm. Intest. Dis. 2017, 2, 93–94. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

60. D’Inca, R.; Caccaro, R. Measuring disease activity in Crohn’s disease: What is currently available to the clinician. Clin Exp.
Gastroenterol. 2014, 7, 151–161. [CrossRef]

61. Carter, D.; Eliakim, R. Current role of endoscopy in inflammatory bowel disease diagnosis and management. Curr. Opin.
Gastroenterol. 2014, 30, 370–377. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

62. Buderus, S.; Boone, J.H.; Lentze, M.J. Fecal Lactoferrin: Reliable Biomarker for Intestinal Inflammation in Pediatric IBD.
Gastroenterol. Res. Pract. 2015, 2015, 1–4. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

63. Dai, C.; Jiang, M.; Sun, M.-J.; Cao, Q. Fecal Lactoferrin for Assessment of Inflammatory Bowel Disease Activity: A Systematic
Review and Meta-Analysis. J. Clin. Gastroenterol. 2019, 54, 545–553. [CrossRef]

64. Wang, Y.; Pei, F.; Wang, X.; Sun, Z.; Hu, C.; Dou, H. Diagnostic accuracy of fecal lactoferrin for inflammatory bowel disease: A
meta-analysis. Int. J. Clin. Exp. Pathol 2015, 8, 12319–12332. [PubMed]

65. Gisbert, J.P.; González-Lama, Y.; Maté, J. Role of biological markers in inflammatory bowel disease. Gastroenterol. Hepatol. 2007,
30, 117–129. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. Angriman, I.; Scarpa, M.; D’Incà, R.; Basso, D.; Ruffolo, C.; Polese, L.; Sturniolo, G.C.; D’Amico, D.F.; Plebani, M. Enzymes in
feces: Useful markers of chronic inflammatory bowel disease. Clin. Chim. Acta 2007, 381, 63–68. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

67. Baveye, S.; Elass, E.; Mazurier, J.; Spik, G.; Legrand, D. Lactoferrin: A Multifunctional Glycoprotein Involved in the Modulation
of the Inflammatory Process. Clin. Chem. Lab. Med. 1999, 37, 281–286. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

68. Guerrant, R.L.; Araujo, V.; Soares, E.; Kotloff, K.; Lima, A.A.; Cooper, W.H.; Lee, A.G. Measurement of fecal lactoferrin as a marker
of fecal leukocytes. J. Clin. Microbiol. 1992, 30, 1238–1242. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

69. Walker, T.R.; Land, M.L.; Kartashov, A.; Saslowsky, T.M.; Lyerly, D.M.; Boone, J.H.; Rufo, P.A. Fecal Lactoferrin Is a Sensitive and
Specific Marker of Disease Activity in Children and Young Adults With Inflammatory Bowel Disease. J. Pediatr. Gastroenterol.
Nutr. 2007, 44, 414–422. [CrossRef]

70. Gisbert, J.P.; Bermejo, F.; Pérez-Calle, J.-L.; Taxonera, C.; Vera, I.; McNicholl, A.G.; Algaba, A.; López, P.; López-Palacios, N.; Calvo,
M.; et al. Fecal Calprotectin and Lactoferrin for the Prediction of Inflammatory Bowel Disease Relapse. Inflamm. Bowel Dis. 2009,
15, 1190–1198. [CrossRef]

71. Prata, M.d.M.G.; Havt, A.; Bolick, D.T.; Pinkerton, R.; Lima, A.A.M.; Guerrant, R.L. Comparisons between myeloperoxidase,
lactoferrin, calprotectin and lipocalin-2, as fecal biomarkers of intestinal inflammation in malnourished children. J. Transl. Sci.
2016, 2. [CrossRef]

72. Hulstaert, F.; Blennow, K.; Ivanoiu, A.; Schoonderwaldt, H.C.; Riemenschneider, M.; Deyn, P.P.D.; Bancher, C.; Cras, P.; Wiltfang,
J.; Mehta, P.D.; et al. Improved discrimination of AD patients using -amyloid(1-42) and tau levels in CSF. Neurology 1999, 52, 1555.
[CrossRef]

73. Small, S.A.; Perera, G.M.; DeLaPaz, R.; Mayeux, R.; Stern, Y. Differential regional dysfunction of the hippocampal formation
among elderly with memory decline and Alzheimer’s disease. Ann. Neurol Off. J. Am. Neurol. Assoc. Child. Neurol. Soc. 1999, 45,
466–472. [CrossRef]

74. Simonsen, A.H.; Herukka, S.-K.; Andreasen, N.; Baldeiras, I.; Bjerke, M.; Blennow, K.; Engelborghs, S.; Frisoni, G.B.; Gabryelewicz,
T.; Galluzzi, S.; et al. Recommendations for CSF AD biomarkers in the diagnostic evaluation of dementia. Alzheimer’s Dement.
2017, 13, 274–284. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

75. Fletcher, L.C.B.; Burke, K.E.; Caine, P.L.; Rinne, N.L.; Braniff, C.A.; Davis, H.R.; Miles, K.A.; Packer, C. Diagnosing Alzheimer’s
disease: Are we any nearer to useful biomarker-based, non-invasive tests? GMS Health Technol. Assess. 2013, 9. [CrossRef]

76. Sun, X.-W.; Liu, C.-M.; Teng, Z.-Q. Commentary: Multiscale Analysis of Independent Alzheimer’s Cohorts Finds Disruption of
Molecular, Genetic, and Clinical Networks by Human Herpesvirus. Front. Mol. Neurosci. 2018, 11, 340. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2019-17425
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature06913
http://doi.org/10.1177/1535370217750088
http://doi.org/10.1002/ajh.25074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29473199
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0906053106
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13193-011-0042-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22693400
http://doi.org/10.1053/j.gastro.2011.10.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22001864
http://doi.org/10.1159/000480731
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30018959
http://doi.org/10.2147/CEG.S41413
http://doi.org/10.1097/MOG.0000000000000074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24837226
http://doi.org/10.1155/2015/578527
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26089872
http://doi.org/10.1097/MCG.0000000000001212
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26722419
http://doi.org/10.1157/13100073
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17374324
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cca.2007.02.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17368600
http://doi.org/10.1515/CCLM.1999.049
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10353473
http://doi.org/10.1128/jcm.30.5.1238-1242.1992
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1583125
http://doi.org/10.1097/MPG.0b013e3180308d8e
http://doi.org/10.1002/ibd.20933
http://doi.org/10.15761/JTS.1000130
http://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.52.8.1555
http://doi.org/10.1002/1531-8249(199904)45:4&lt;466::AID-ANA8&gt;3.0.CO;2-Q
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2016.09.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28341065
http://doi.org/10.3205/HTA000107
http://doi.org/10.3389/fnmol.2018.00340


Nutrients 2021, 13, 2492 17 of 18

77. Mastroeni, D.; Nolz, J.; Sekar, S.; Delvaux, E.; Serrano, G.; Cuyugan, L.; Liang, W.S.; Beach, T.G.; Rogers, J.; Coleman, P.D.
Laser-captured microglia in the Alzheimer’s and Parkinson’s brain reveal unique regional expression profiles and suggest a
potential role for hepatitis B in the Alzheimer’s brain. Neurobiol. Aging 2018, 63, 12–21. [CrossRef]

78. Lövheim, H.; Gilthorpe, J.; Adolfsson, R.; Nilsson, L.-G.; Elgh, F. Reactivated herpes simplex infection increases the risk of
Alzheimer’s disease. Alzheimer’s Dement. 2015, 11, 593–599. [CrossRef]

79. Carro, E.; Bartolomé, F.; Bermejo-Pareja, F.; Villarejo-Galende, A.; Molina, J.A.; Ortiz, P.; Calero, M.; Rabano, A.; Cantero, J.L.;
Orive, G. Early diagnosis of mild cognitive impairment and Alzheimer’s disease based on salivary lactoferrin. Alzheimer’s Dement.
Diagn. Assess. Dis. Monit. 2017, 8, 131–138. [CrossRef]

80. Welling, M.M.; Nabuurs, R.J.A.; van der Weerd, L. Potential role of antimicrobial peptides in the early onset of Alzheimer’s
disease. Alzheimer’s Dement. 2015, 11, 51–57. [CrossRef]

81. Kamer, A.R.; Dasanayake, A.P.; Craig, R.G.; Glodzik-Sobanska, L.; Bry, M.; de Leon, M.J. Alzheimer’s Disease and Peripheral
Infections: The Possible Contribution from Periodontal Infections, Model and Hypothesis. J. Alzheimer’s Dis. 2008, 13, 437–449.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

82. Gifford, J.L.; Hunter, H.N.; Vogel, H.J. Lactoferricin: A lactoferrin-derived peptide with antimicrobial, antiviral, antitumor and
immunological properties. Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 2005, 62, 2588. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

83. Craig, J.P.; Nichols, K.K.; Akpek, E.K.; Caffery, B.; Dua, H.S.; Joo, C.-K.; Liu, Z.; Nelson, J.D.; Nichols, J.J.; Tsubota, K.; et al. TFOS
DEWS II Definition and Classification Report. Ocul. Surf. 2017, 15, 276–283. [CrossRef]

84. Tsubota, K.; Yokoi, N.; Shimazaki, J.; Watanabe, H.; Dogru, M.; Yamada, M.; Kinoshita, S.; Kim, H.-M.; Tchah, H.-W.; Hyon, J.Y.;
et al. New Perspectives on Dry Eye Definition and Diagnosis: A Consensus Report by the Asia Dry Eye Society. Ocul. Surf. 2017,
15, 65–76. [CrossRef]

85. Lemp, M.A.; Bron, A.J.; Baudouin, C.; Benítez del Castillo, J.M.; Geffen, D.; Tauber, J.; Foulks, G.N.; Pepose, J.S.; Sullivan, B.D.
Tear Osmolarity in the Diagnosis and Management of Dry Eye Disease. Am. J. Ophthalmol. 2011, 151, 792–798.e1. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

86. Saleh, T.A.; McDermott, B.; Bates, A.K.; Ewings, P. Phenol red thread test vs. Schirmer’s test: A comparative study. Eye 2006, 20,
913–915. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

87. Flanagan, J.L.; Willcox, M.D.P. Role of lactoferrin in the tear film. Biochimie 2009, 91, 35–43. [CrossRef]
88. Augustin, A.J.; Spitznas, M.; Kaviani, N.; Meller, D.; Koch, F.H.J.; Grus, F.; Göbbels, M.J. Oxidative reactions in the tear fluid of

patients suffering from dry eyes. Graefe’s Arch. Clin. Exp. Ophthalmol. 1995, 233, 694–698. [CrossRef]
89. Kuizenga, A.; van Haeringen, N.J.; Kijlstra, A. Inhibition of hydroxyl radical formation by human tears. Investig. Ophthalmol. Vis.

Sci. 1987, 28, 305–313.
90. Pedersen, A.M.; Nauntofte, B. Primary Sjögren’s syndrome: Oral aspects on pathogenesis, diagnostic criteria, clinical features

and approaches for therapy. Expert Opin. Pharmacother. 2001, 9, 1415–1436. [CrossRef]
91. Danjo, Y.; Lee, M.; Horimoto, K.; Hamano, T. Ocular surface damage and tear lactoferrin in dry eye syndrome. Acta Ophthalmol.

1994, 72, 433–437. [CrossRef]
92. Glasson, M.J.; Stapleton, F.; Keay, L.; Sweeney, D.; Willcox, M.D.P. Differences in Clinical Parameters and Tear Film of Tolerant

and Intolerant Contact Lens Wearers. Investig. Ophthalmol. Vis. Sci. 2003, 44, 5116–5124. [CrossRef]
93. Janssen, P.T.; van Bijsterveld, O.P. A simple test for lacrimal gland function: A tear lactoferrin assay by radial immunodiffusion.

Graefe’s Arch. Clin. Exp. Ophthalmol. 1983, 220, 171–174. [CrossRef]
94. Dupont, D.; Arnould, C.; Rolet-Repecaud, O.; Duboz, G.; Faurie, F.; Martin, B.; Beuvier, E. Determination of bovine lactoferrin

concentrations in cheese with specific monoclonal antibodies. Int. Dairy J. 2006, 16, 1081–1087. [CrossRef]
95. Liu, L.; Kong, D.; Xing, C.; Zhang, X.; Kuang, H.; Xu, C. Sandwich immunoassay for lactoferrin detection in milk powder. Anal.

Methods 2014, 6, 4742–4745. [CrossRef]
96. Hetherington, S.V.; Spitznagel, J.K.; Quie, P.G. An enzyme-linked immunoassay (ELISA) for measurement of lactoferrin. J.

Immunol. Methods 1983, 65, 183–190. [CrossRef]
97. Otnaess, A.-B.K.; Meberg, A.; Sande, H.A. Plasma Lactoferrin Measured by an Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA):

Measurements on Adult and Infant Plasma. Scand. J. Haematol. 2009, 31, 235–240. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
98. Dipaola, C.; Mandel, I.D. Clinical Science: Lactoferrin Concentration in Human Parotid Saliva as Measured by an Enzyme-linked

Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA). J. Dent. Res. 1980, 59, 1463–1465. [CrossRef]
99. Glimvall, P.; Wickström, C.; Jansson, H. Elevated levels of salivary lactoferrin, a marker for chronic periodontitis? J. Periodontal

Res. 2012, 47, 655–660. [CrossRef]
100. You, J.; Willcox, M.; Fitzgerald, A.; Schiller, B.; Cozzi, P.J.; Russell, P.J.; Walsh, B.J.; Wasinger, V.C.; Graham, P.H.; Li, Y. Absolute

quantification of human tear lactoferrin using multiple reaction monitoring technique with stable-isotopic labeling. Anal. Biochem.
2016, 496, 30–34. [CrossRef]

101. Dionysius, D.A.; Herse, J.B.; Grieve, P.A. Extraction of lactoperoxidase and lactoferrin from whey using batch ion exchange
techniques. Aust. J. Dairy Technol. 1991, 46, 72–76.

102. Liang, Y.; Wang, X.; Wu, M.; Zhu, W. Simultaneous Isolation of Lactoferrin and Lactoperoxidase from Bovine Colostrum by SPEC
70 SLS Cation Exchange Resin. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2011, 8, 3764. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.neurobiolaging.2017.10.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2014.04.522
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.dadm.2017.04.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2013.12.020
http://doi.org/10.3233/JAD-2008-13408
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18487851
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00018-005-5373-z
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16261252
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtos.2017.05.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jtos.2016.09.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajo.2010.10.032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21310379
http://doi.org/10.1038/sj.eye.6702052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16082393
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2008.07.007
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00164671
http://doi.org/10.1517/14656566.2.9.1415
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1755-3768.1994.tb02791.x
http://doi.org/10.1167/iovs.03-0685
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF02186663
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.idairyj.2005.09.012
http://doi.org/10.1039/C4AY00321G
http://doi.org/10.1016/0022-1759(83)90314-9
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0609.1983.tb00646.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/6879106
http://doi.org/10.1177/00220345800590090101
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0765.2012.01479.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2015.12.006
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph8093764
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22016715


Nutrients 2021, 13, 2492 18 of 18

103. Pochet, S.; Arnould, C.; Debournoux, P.; Flament, J.; Rolet-Répécaud, O.; Beuvier, E. A simple micro-batch ion-exchange resin
extraction method coupled with reverse-phase HPLC (MBRE-HPLC) to quantify lactoferrin in raw and heat-treated bovine milk.
Food Chem. 2018, 259, 36–45. [CrossRef]

104. Palmano, K.P.; Elgar, D.F. Detection and quantitation of lactoferrin in bovine whey samples by reversed-phase high-performance
liquid chromatography on polystyrene–divinylbenzene. J. Chromatogr. A 2002, 947, 307–311. [CrossRef]

105. Yao, X.; Bunt, C.; Cornish, J.; Quek, S.-Y.; Wen, J. Improved RP-HPLC method for determination of bovine lactoferrin and
its proteolytic degradation in simulated gastrointestinal fluids: Improved RP-HPLC method for bLf determination. Biomed.
Chromatogr. 2013, 27, 197–202. [CrossRef]

106. Zhang, J.; Lai, S.; Cai, Z.; Chen, Q.; Huang, B.; Ren, Y. Determination of bovine lactoferrin in dairy products by ultra-high
performance liquid chromatography–tandem mass spectrometry based on tryptic signature peptides employing an isotope-
labeled winged peptide as internal standard. Anal. Chim. Acta 2014, 829, 33–39. [CrossRef]

107. Bokkhim, H.; Bansal, N.; GrØndahl, L.; Bhandari, B. Physico-chemical properties of different forms of bovine lactoferrin. Food
Chem. 2013, 141, 3007–3013. [CrossRef]

108. Whatley, H. Basic Principles and Modes of Capillary Electrophoresis. In Clinical and Forensic Applications of Capillary Electrophoresis;
Petersen, J.R., Mohammad, A.A., Eds.; Humana Press: Totowa, NJ, USA, 2001; pp. 21–58. [CrossRef]

109. Riechel, P.; Weiss, T.; Weiss, M.; Ulber, R.; Heinrich, B.; Scheper, T. Determination of the minor whey protein bovine lactoferrin in
cheese whey concentrates with capillary electrophoresis. J. Chromatogr. A 1998, 817, 187–193. [CrossRef]

110. Li, J.; Ding, X.; Chen, Y.; Song, B.; Zhao, S.; Wang, Z. Determination of bovine lactoferrin in infant formula by capillary
electrophoresis with ultraviolet detection. J. Chromatogr. A 2012, 1244, 178–183. [CrossRef]

111. Mao, K.; Du, H.; Bai, L.; Zhang, Y.; Zhu, H.; Wang, Y. Poly (2-methyl-2-oxazoline) coating by thermally induced immobilization
for determination of bovine lactoferrin in infant formula with capillary electrophoresis. Talanta 2017, 168, 230–239. [CrossRef]

112. Zhu, C.; Li, L.; Yang, G.; Irfan, M.; Wang, Z.; Fang, S.; Qu, F. High-efficiency selection of aptamers for bovine lactoferrin by
capillary electrophoresis and its aptasensor application in milk powder. Talanta 2019, 205, 120088. [CrossRef]

113. Kudo, H.; Maejima, K.; Hiruta, Y.; Citterio, D. Microfluidic Paper-Based Analytical Devices for Colorimetric Detection of
Lactoferrin. SLAS Technol. Transl. Life Sci. Innov. 2020, 25, 47–57. [CrossRef]

114. Yamada, K.; Henares, T.G.; Suzuki, K.; Citterio, D. Distance-Based Tear Lactoferrin Assay on Microfluidic Paper Device Using
Interfacial Interactions on Surface-Modified Cellulose. ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2015, 7, 24864–24875. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

115. Chen, Z.; Li, H.; Jia, W.; Liu, X.; Li, Z.; Wen, F.; Zheng, N.; Jiang, J.; Xu, D. Bivalent Aptasensor Based on Silver-Enhanced
Fluorescence Polarization for Rapid Detection of Lactoferrin in Milk. Anal. Chem. 2017, 89, 5900–5908. [CrossRef]

116. Shalini Devi, K.S.; Mahalakshmi, V.T.; Ghosh, A.R.; Kumar, A.S. Unexpected co-immobilization of lactoferrin and methylene blue
from milk solution on a Nafion/MWCNT modified electrode and application to hydrogen peroxide and lactoferrin biosensing.
Electrochim. Acta 2017, 244, 26–37. [CrossRef]

117. Huang, J.; He, Z.; Cao, J.; Hong, J.; Wu, Z.; Gao, H.; Liao, X. Electrochemical immunosensor detection for lactoferrin in milk
powder. Int. J. Electrochem. Sci. 2018, 13, 7816–7826. [CrossRef]

118. Khan, M.S.; Dighe, K.; Wang, Z.; Daza, E.; Schwartz-Duval, A.S.; Rowley, C.P.; Calvillo, I.A.; Misra, S.K.; Labriola, L.T.; Pan,
D. Label-free detection of lactoferrin and beta-2-microglobuin in contrived tear film using a low-cost electrical biosensor chip.
In Proceedings of the 2017 IEEE Healthcare Innovations and Point of Care Technologies (HI-POCT), Bethesda, MD, USA, 6–8
November 2017; pp. 72–75.

119. Karlsson, R.; Fält, A. Experimental design for kinetic analysis of protein-protein interactions with surface plasmon resonance
biosensors. J. Immunol. Methods 1997, 200, 121–133. [CrossRef]

120. Indyk, H.E.; Filonzi, E.L. Determination of lactoferrin in bovine milk, colostrum and infant formulas by optical biosensor analysis.
Int. Dairy J. 2005, 15, 429–438. [CrossRef]

121. Tomassetti, M.; Martini, E.; Campanella, L.; Favero, G.; Sanzò, G.; Mazzei, F. Lactoferrin determination using flow or batch
immunosensor surface plasmon resonance: Comparison with amperometric and screen-printed immunosensor methods. Sens.
Actuators B Chem. 2013, 179, 215–225. [CrossRef]

122. Billakanti, J.M.; Fee, C.J.; Lane, F.R.; Kash, A.S.; Fredericks, R. Simultaneous, quantitative detection of five whey proteins in
multiple samples by surface plasmon resonance. Int. Dairy J. 2010, 20, 96–105. [CrossRef]

123. Culver, H.R.; Wechsler, M.E.; Peppas, N.A. Label-Free Detection of Tear Biomarkers Using Hydrogel-Coated Gold Nanoshells in
a Localized Surface Plasmon Resonance-Based Biosensor. ACS Nano 2018, 12, 9342–9354. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2018.03.058
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(01)01563-1
http://doi.org/10.1002/bmc.2771
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.aca.2014.04.025
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2013.05.139
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-59259-120-6_2
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(98)00445-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2012.05.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2017.03.051
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.talanta.2019.06.088
http://doi.org/10.1177/2472630319884031
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.5b08124
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26488371
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.7b00261
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.electacta.2017.05.077
http://doi.org/10.20964/2018.08.47
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-1759(96)00195-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.idairyj.2004.09.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2012.09.096
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.idairyj.2009.08.008
http://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.8b04348

	Introduction 
	Bio-Functions of Lactoferrin 
	Antioxidant Activity 
	Anti-Inflammatory Activity 
	Antibacterial Activity 
	Antiviral Activity 
	Anti-Tumor Activity 
	Activity as a Growth Factor 

	Lactoferrin as Biomarker 
	Inflammatory Bowel Disease (IBD) 
	Alzheimer’s Disease (AD) 
	Dry Eye Disease (DED) 

	Analytical Strategies for Lactoferrin 
	Immunoassay 
	Radial Immunodiffusion (RID) 
	Enzyme-Linked Immunosorbent Assay (ELISA) 

	Instrumental Analysis 
	Reversed Phase-High Performance Liquid Chromatography (RP-HPLC) 
	Capillary Electrophoresis 

	Other Sensors 
	Fluorescence-Based Biosensor 
	Electrochemical Biosensor/Sensor 
	Surface Plasmon Resonance (SPR) Sensor 


	Conclusions 
	References

