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A Y I 4 (Contagious bovine pleuropneumonia, CBPP) & H1 221K 57 Jif 2k 22 4R W0 Ff
(Mycoplasma mycoides subsp. mycoides, Mmm ) 5| g {1 —Ffu gk G P A v 5 A e (1) 21 NP IR 575
H T B AR IR AL R I S 8 & KRBT ME B KA Gk, #itk R BAEHL (OIE) FiN
“CA” A M — TR B R AR A B PR . 1200 T 20 A RIERE I K, AR RER
CBPP TLEEIRES, FFAEH#E 4 [E & o5 M X FF & CBPP i 2= a8 H srHE v I vl F i1 B =
PRI, — B AR B, SRR SZ IR LA . AR s B E 6T CBPP (112 i e il
1, AW PR BUR, PE ) CBPP 354 ELISA HUiEKI 732, NIKIE CBPP A
R DAL S B 4 SR — Fh 2 5 R T B

ST A [ DA HT I 7 38745 1 Mmm Ben-1 £k 1) 5 M FFEARIR I A2 R4 75, i A
FACR BRI FE R0 2 57, e R 13 N ZE R IR . AWFFTIEE Mmm 0071 (MO0071) 2 H1E
NFRN G, KlEzRE . dif il E e EHEH M0071 (rM0071) VRN ERiE, TRtk
o Mmm (45 FPE 550 444 (Monoclonal antibody, MAb), 3L HRP Fric B bR SAHAE o354
ok, #SL T FEER . BURIIARI CBPP SR E S ELISA J5ik, TELERIT:

1. BT Mmm 5 5 B A4 10 1) 2% A ik

I pET-32a-M0071 EEALFRE, FHHE1L 2 KA BL2L(DE3)IRTF il i Rk, Kl
() B R S NP AR rM0071 28 1 40 0% BALB/C /N . APl & 5, d#id[al4% ELISA J5 k0
e BA P v B A R ARV T S, BRLENRAS 1 AREEXT rMO071 B 1 R e 14 BH 1 2% A TR 41 ik
K i ik an 49 MAb 3C4AL. B — Dl & Bk IR 4ith, TARME/KEHT, Uk N 1 -
1.28x10°,

2. HIEPUA MAD 3C4AL HI %5

Z2%552 MAD 3C4AL J& T 19G1 Wk, 25N « 4. Western blot /4T &/~ iZ 9115 Mmm
RAREFVEIR N, A W23 R A L 2l g WA 2R3 LR A, A= SRSk, BFLsC
JEAR A3 leachii SR LA K A= A 2 B IR B S5 R AR IO o 5 0 T [ B2 G e iR 56
CIFA) AT Dkl s EBL A Mmm, REDZHHTEA R R AR B, aifEA
Mmm 2B s A .

3. Fa4 ELISA (CELISA) HiofAtarill 77 ik iy e S R Ve REPAil

WIS AL, BT T DL 2 pg/mL 1 rM0071 £ FE N B TR, DL 12 2000 #FERT HRP %
it MAb 3C4AL 1E AR IIFAAR K] CBPP 354+ ELISA HuAARK:I 77 o il k6 O 2 1 578 3 ilfa A
A M3, BHE 1ZIT R cut-off [H24 44.77%. FaillZ4 IDEXX-cELISA i€ ¥y CBPP B IMLIE (500
) F1 CBPP FHYEIMIE (70 43), #iE T AR RN 97.6%, BURMER 81.4%. % ikS
oAt 8 il UL (0 25 5P PSR R PR HERH R LT, ARG e B SE R REEIRE . 4
itz FRIEE. ASE R TSR RS leachii SCEASE T RS tEAk, 1%
JiEAT P LIS (/M & 10160, REER S #A. A RE39/0 T 10%, HEM
RAF. FIHZITEN R Al cELISA 8GR GAs tH i 46 43 FHYE MLIE A 5t A 1362 £ B P LB #F: itk
TR, BHYERF & %0y 80.43%, BIVERFG %y 94.13%, EMATRT& 3N 93.68%.
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Abstract

Contagious bovine pleuropneumonia (CBPP) is an infectious and highly contagious respiratory
disease of cattle, caused by the Mycoplasma mycoides subspecies mycoides small colony (Mmm).
Because of its potential for rapid spread with resulting massive losses of livestock and thereby severe
socioeconomic consequences, which is the only bacterial disease contained in the former list “A”
diseases grouping of the World Organization for Animal Health (OIE) requiring urgent outbreak
reporting. CBPP was successfully eradicated in China at the end of the 20th century. Serodiagnosis
plays a key role in survey and control programs to combat CBPP. To maintain CBPP-free status, CBPP
serological surveillance is carried out in China every year. However, no available diagnosis tools for
CBPP survey at present as yet, and serodiagnosis of CBPP depends on imported reagents with high cost
and limited source. In order to improve the diagnostic and monitoring capacity of CBPP, the purpose of
this study was to develop a high sensitivity, specificity, and rapid competitive ELISA assay (CELISA)
intended to fulfil the needs for effective mass screening of animals for CBPP. The cELISA would
provide an economic and accurate diagnosis tools for large-scale monitoring, prevention and control of
CBPP in China.

Based on the previous work in our laboratory, the complete genome sequences of five different
generations strains of Mmm isolates Ben-1 were obtained. Systematic genetic, biochemical and
antigenetic analysis of surface exposed lipoproteins of the aboved 5 genome sequences led to the
identification of an antigenetically highly specific lipoprotein named Mmm 0071 (M0071) protein.
Recombinant protein M0071 (rMO0071) was expressed in Escherichia coli and purified, then used as an
immunogen to product monoclonal antibodies (MAb) against Mmm. A competitive ELISA, using
HRP-conjugated MAD detector antibody, was designed to detect antibodies to CBPP. The main results
are as following:

1. Production and selection of specific MAbs against Mmm

The pET-32a-M0071 recombinant plasmid was successfully constructed and transformed into E.
coli BL21(DE3) to obtain soluble expression, and the well immunoreactive rM0071 protein was
prepared and immunized in BALB/c mice. The hybridoma culture supernatants were screened for the
presence of a specific MAb against Mmm by indirect ELISA. Positive hybridomas were subcloned by
limiting dilution at least three times to produvt hybridoma cells 3C4A1l. MAb 3C4A1 were purified
from mouse ascites using a protein G affinity column. The purified MAD titer was 1 : 1.28x<10°.

2. Characterization of the MAb 3C4A1

MAb 3C4ALl belonged to 1gG1, with having « type light chain . In western blot analysis, MADb
3C4AL specifically reacted with Mmm, while no reaction occurred with Mycoplasma capricolum subsp.
capripneumoniae, Mycoplasma mycoides subsp. capri, Mycoplasma bovirhinis, Mycoplasma agalactiae,
Mycoplasma bovis, Mycoplasma leachii, and Bovine Pasteurella type A. Immunofluorescence assays

(IFA) was undertaken to estimate the reactivity of the MAb against Mmm. As shown in IFA, specific



staining was readily observed in Mmm-transfected EBL cells, but not in mock transfected cells. These
data suggest that MAb 3C4A1 is high specificity and reactivity, which could be used as a detection
antibody for the diagnostic method of Mmm.

3. Development and performance evaluation of the cELISA method

By optimizing the reaction conditions, a cELISA was developed on the basis of 2 ug/mL bound
antigen and 1/2000 dilution of HRP-conjugate MAb 3C4A1. A total of 578 well-characterized bovine
sera were used to determinate the cut-off. The resulting cut-off value of the percentage inhibition (PI)
for results of the CELISA test was set at 44.77%. Bovine sera evaluated with cELISA (IDEXX) as CBPP
-negative (500 sera) or -positive (70 sera) were tested with the cELISA in order to determine its
sensitivity and specificity. Using this cut-off value, screening of negative bovine sera resulted in a
specificity of 97.6%. With regard to the set of CBPP positive sera, it showed a sensitivity of 81.4%. The
cross-reactivity of the cELISA was assessed with 8 antisera samples from each infectious group
including Infectious Bovine Rhinotracheitis, Bovine Viral Diarrhea, Bovine Tuberculosis, Bovine
Paratuberculosis, Mycoplasma bovis, Mycoplasma agalactiae, Mycoplasma bovirhinis and Mycoplasma
leachii, respectively. The PI values for antisera against CBPP were significantly higher than 44.77%,
while the PI values for antisera against the other pathogens ranged from 10.43% to 26.0% (Fig. 4-4),
indicating that the cELISA was specific for antibodies against CBPP. Furthermore, the detectable limit
was 1 : 160 dilution for cELISA. The repeatability of the cELISA was validated in a separate
experiment, and the intra- and inter-assay reproducibility coefficients of variability (CVs) were less than
10%, showing relative stability. Performance of diagnostic accuracy of the cELISA was compared to
commercial IDEXX cELISA. A total of 46 positive samples and 1362 negative samples were used to
evaluate the diagnostic performance of the established cELISA. The results obtained for each serum
sample in the cELISA and commercial IDEXX cELISA were compared. Overall, there was a high level
of agreement between the cELISA and the IDEXX assay for the same serum samples. 80.43% of serum
samples were positive in both the commercial kit and cELISA. 94.13% of serum samples were negative
in both the commercial ELISA kit and cELISA, with a concordance of 93.68%.

In conclusion, this study prepare a specific MAb against Mmm, and have developed an cELISA
based on the MAD to detect antibodies to CBPP, which shows to be a promising tool for the detection of
CBPP. This cELISA provides an economic and accurate diagnosis tool for CBPP antibody detection and

epidemiological surveillance, which is essential for CBPP control and eradication programs.

Keywords: Mycoplasma mycoides subsp. mycoides, M0071 protein, Monoclonal antibody, cELISA,
Antibody detection
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o [R5 H— ik
F—8 it
1.1 2R R R LR T FPRIHTIR

LR ST JFAR LRI A (Mycoplasma mycoides subsp. mycoides, Mmm)  J2 51 2 4= 4% G 4 ffg 15 il

4% (Contagious bovine pleuropneumonia, CBPP) i JiifA (MWIRIGI etal., 2016), J&T R {AF}
(Mycoplasmataceae), SZJRfAJE (Mycoplasma) i (RFEHE 4, 2008) 3,

HHEAFERZ, Mmm JTC4EMEE, ERRINZEENR . RIS S RACE R, NEN
SRS, MRS EREEZAML, Bl MIESR S MRS REE L (R
et 5%, 2008%7; NICHOLAS et al., 1995). WARTE m 5 st FMEE, wHERZZR, MR, 9
WEZFILE, B FRER. EEBEARRD, 125 nm ~ 250 nm, A& 0.22 um HESS

(FEwre %,2020), Mmm 22 QY 2B, — MR kg AR RAER I R, HED
RO (2 5 A AN G (27536, 2018). HLEERAUAXUEEIRR DNA, AHET HAh S A% e
YIE/N, H G+C HEMME, —B/NT 30% (WESTBERG etal., 2004). - T455E M4EM20 11
H, i Mmm BN B T RIX 2, A Mmm FRATE SE R S AL T A AL £
I, WHE—DHES) 12 AR A 2 R A2 ) B 7 B 7 (POUMARAT et al., 1995; VILEI et al.,
2004; MC AULIFFE et al., 2007; VARELA et al., 2010; DUPUY et al., 2012). —%& Mmm Bk 4 5%
BT AR T, 455 B R AN R R bR R ZH IR i 2 A EARAR (L) etal., 2009). 40, 455
Pk Ben-1 HIE R 4H SARAE B bR PGL 1 A A5 14y 99.88%, Ben-1 #k LRI ZH i 1 145 921 bp 1)
AR R, RS 1043 MRS HRIEE, KA 335 MDAl Mmm 2 B ik R
SFHERMEER A (Lletal., 2016).

AN S A 3G TR R ZEBEAR R, T Mmim 6 AR KRR SR LU Z1 o 6 m] B 43 i) it [
PEFIBAARRE TR IR T 4y B AR 77, — R DI ER B (0BG B TRBWG) 1E
RNIEARE TR, ARG T B AR EER . 10% ~ 20% K35 DMy . BRER M. AR, [ .
PR R AN 5 H M s =P, & pH 7F 7.6 ~ 8.0 28] (DI TEODORO et al., 2020); [EfA&RE 755
TREMN 1% ~ 15%MRME AU IEME . 7RSI ERGFRFAM T, — Mol Ak B R P NG &
# G RIESEREE, W LANTZ JiRE S BRI 4 B Mmm (Focit 2%, 2017). Mmm 78 445 R 4R
A N REA G, 37°C 5%CO, THIRAE 77 il AR KA . HAERI Iy B IR, AR
KR LA RS, TEMAREEFR3E T, MBI nl WK 2RERAEK, B2 ERRF, 3~7 KA M
WBNFEFRIEBUA A WARE B AREFREE FHM 3 ~ 5 KRG, FHBORBEM SN AEE BN B
%, WEEERDN (EfR<imm), SHBIE) “RIE” BAR. Mmm xb—L2e5 W19 8 571 LSS
2. NI, BRIBOASEEEBUR, —BUEAY (. RIEAEERPIAE R IR RBIIAER. #E
WP R WAIHIHAER, H Mmm X H R BEIREE . MR PUE RS AW AR s m)
fif 257 (SMITH etal., 1982; MITCHELL et al., 2013; H-4&x% 4%, 2018).
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1.2 S5 BBR A A BO B 3R it R
1.2.1 CBPP /5 5138536

CBPP #il\ Nyt — il B, AHE ARG AL e AE 18 AL LART R PR 4E, 1898 4F
Nocard 1 Roux A &5 4= H 43 B H s 1R J5i Ak, 2 J i@ 9 2IHESE (NOCARD et al., 1990). 7£
IRK— B[], CBPP (3T R R BRI Bl ZR B 4y 1L Jikrb AR X, g A A 2 CBPP [ it .
HTHEE R 2 (30, CBPP & & BIRKH, FEilidm & B & E (TER LAAK, 1992). 19 t417F
f, CBPP s NEE . WRFNE A AEPHLIX (2 JLER, 2007) o H 20 A2 Uae NI o
CBPP KL IAT R TV 2 774 KETEEE & — BRI R A, &R AT R AER M E. £ 20
g, @A R R SR BRI S GRA R fik DL R AR W B P 2 7 VR bk
W PR ST, 49 K 22 BOPU IR [ 2K () CBPP 43 LARER . {HAE 19 Hhad i8], 12 AE RN i 7 LE A I
PRI, BEfE, CBPP XAE St difg [F K 2 iiAT, BIEFEIEA . EE. BRI &
F4&, HZ 1999 4F CBPP fEIX UL [H X A I 450 K, #i%i A ic sk 1 i) —11if] (REGALLA et
al., 1996; VARELA et al., 2010).

TR 5 5T 1910 FEAE P 52 PEARTAT B0 — a7 A0, 7E 1919 4 MR OCHRINE 1 25 I
CBPP IEARMEANRE FigHhX, b5 S EERRT, GIRENEIFERERDIR (REE F,
2008) 237, S S0 A R S fb 59 EE R B DA R A AR SR S AR Y, JFEE AR BRE.
HEE RGBT IR T IE, i CBPP HIUAT43 2] 1 W iEH] (REEI, 2005). EZL)L
THERI%S 77, T 2011 4F 5 A #5304 B AEH 2L (OIE) W IE A TG CBPP HIEZK (XIN etal., 2012).

HHT, CBPP 7EfnG i AR IRV 2 B XK AT (MUUKA et al., 2013), 1fi ‘& 7E LM IA71E
ANz b, Ho R BRI [E SRR | CBPP, ¥R 2 HAh V.o [ 504 ¥ A o i M
P (IR 4§, 2003). [Rlth, CBPP A ERRAERE X, 4 FEHE — PR\ R4 & 2 5 T
e () F 7™ B IR JE Yy, — LB A NG S e KA 4R

1.2.2 CBPP 3RITIRY

TRIFRAE AT AR (A AR BN Mmm 3086, BFE R4 BE4E. WhAR AR (225535, 2018).
T2 A Gl 2 i AR A B A, T HLOR 2 80800 2R AR FR RS AR — B T T3 SR 5 5 o J5i Ak, B
AP GLfE R X (SETLER, 2007) 4.

FEERFAE N, ZIRAERR I B BORAE MM T A IR RS IR R #H) 5
T R A 2 TR PRI B, R 2 0t ) U B R Y EH )RR T A U 200 A, X
JEAAR — e R A N PRI GE N AE 2 5] R J& % (DI TEODORO et al., 2020). 74k, 1% ni@
GRS TEDRE, BB, SRR RE, GG RR G EAERE, (XML R
AR K, Rk, 7675 CBPP HIHLX 51\ Mmm 3L 3= 22X B e T 2 ke LI 52 5
Azl (FFRK, 2018).

A% REOUR, WUZBIRURA . SEMAZ AT AR I R 2 E B 3 B BT 55 7 559,
AR KT 5 eSS, IR RN, RN E T, SRS RIS A
S, FESCPRIRGEAE A SRS B AR (R 4F, 2008) 2%,



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S B AR

1.2.3 CBPP % & ##l

I3 5 B AAS [F] RSN, B Ssh ) i A i A8 A — A o i R B ik i
JE, RS o] d di  pr i 8 B 6, B BN AL BUIERSETT & . RIS CBPP
P81 K 2 B 8 PR TE RN AR, O N S B TR SRR R R4k 5] R 2 AN
BRALIRAS (42, 2019; SACCHINI et al., 2020). {H T H o7& & & KIS AL, i HLxfE DL
TEF FVORTE 1 R AT SR S 01, Bt LAGT CBPP A ML T AR RIFR . I Seds, XA /ML
B 58 R B R AL PTELFE JLAN A B R I AR — R AR 2818 4R R ZH 2. Mmm 5
e PR T8 40 PR PR B0 (A 28— 25, X AT DURIIE E 7078 AR P sl e il i == Ry py 1l
BN Mmm S R S B Mmm BRI AR A, JHE T B 4
I (RAZIN etal., 1998; PILO et al., 2005); — &5 E4Ufufifi. FFMEIERN Mmm EZ 1 ) [H
T, A5liEE T (BUTTERY et al, 1976). H4b, Mmm 0 a] 38l H b AR 8= A 35 4
b1 40 i A% (PILO etal., 2007; KOPPEL et al., 1984); =& Mmm 5 & 4E KN . Fifiid F%
S 0 A R B — T o B L B 2R LAHRAR) T PR AR L, AR B Mmm AR SMEIEUS , RT RA R AR
REPTRANMLH T LLS 5 Mmm Bl 1) JO5E ). (JUNGI et al., 1996). U %uy% /511 CBPP
RIFHLE o T L L G I8 S5 BRI IR G 88 [ N AE CBPP R st o E A — BAFAE S,
AN MER T (SACCHINI et al., 2011; NIANG et al., 2006; ABDO et al., 1998). —Ijifff 77 & B4t
XTREEE E LppQ N A Ui AR AT 51 S G 2 AW HIUTR RIS NBRE R IR A, T SCRE T 8 IR
A5 CBPP &AL (MULONGO et al., 2015).

1.3 418 RORR At 2 Y12 7 75 AR

XofF L) CBPP Jiifol], 25 A AT A IS ACHE R A RS0 BEAR A 5t vl 50 2R A B A0 2
Wrs T AR R CBPP 2 5, TG A ARE R A AR AL BB, FRONAE LT E) CBPP, @b
BUE B2 Ei2 Wi RiEITHIZ (DEDIEU etal., 1996).

1.3.1 CBPP 172

1.3.1.1 li&KiZHT

CBPP BB R FIA7E 1 ~ 4 i Ay, (HZAMABA R 22 5 B2, /0 7 %, KT
EEAH . (D 2R @ RAEERTYI, WARARI . (R SIS 40 ~ 42°0), ™
HAIPILNAE, ANEATEECNE, ROUEIE, BEE RS R E, AR SR, K
SHANES, IR ARG 7S, AT 51E A0, Iris G IRvERS &, JawG A 2 KT K
B UWABER IR E AN, i J B AR S M AR AN 22 IR (1 e 7 % (BYGRAVE et al., 1968;
B, 20200, (2) WM. HAPR S 2R AR, (ARIMEER . WK ETAR, HiRE
BRI, RRCINER, FEBINME, JFEAEMEEE S (R S 2008) 29, (3) 1BHEA.
PRI, SENAPRT 2, 2R, R TR GBI 55, 2021),
1.3.1.2 fRIEISHT

FIR A, WA R, PR FIRRRE 2 A KR4 E AP, @ERE, Bit2ik

3
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W, T “HiES” 40 (DI TEODORO etal., 2020) o Jpfififi MR Ag . 7o i, fili 289 kK
AN, BRI RIRAL . ISE PR AR AN RIS REARRE, DI CORECARE” A KA Had FHE 2
MIRBELE GRIBAZR, 2017) o A SCRE YR —IB kg R IR, Kb, /R
PL/NGETT (SCANZIANI etal., 1997) o O ERARE . i, OENER. BIEE U2 RREsEL:
(GRIECO etal., 2001) . [l A2 &0 5 M fie 2 (A4 sm 24 £ 4EVERG % (MBULU etal., 2004).

1.3.2 CBPP SLI& =S HT

1321 REMSBEE5EE

I3 R 43 B8 45 52 & CBPP 2 Wi RN & brfe, (HIBH T 454 PCR G, T AERE S B & e H X
TS A EESEM{E (ANYIKAetal., 2021). Mmm 7] \3ER S 1) S48 7 5 i
SRR BOE TR, ORI RERR . AT O R A SR, AT
SCEAAREE TR ERETR . Mmm 35 IR AR KRR, IR R B g AR AR B S 4, T H T
JEIRFIRYE, E RIS IR T B m BRI R TR S M e 2B PR A, B FEARES
SIS EAAAE— B R, ISR AR BA AIZIE MRIE AT /) (TRICHARD etal., 1989).
1.3.2.2 PCR #&

RAEEEUR R (PCR) il 2 %A CBPP 2 A ZCTF-B, Rl REBUSE & R s HL
JEHE A G A ARZ BT CAUESE, B FRE LS 7R A3 A0 Mmm A [F] RN RR 5 DNA
F B (BASHIRUDDIN et al., 1994; /LK %, 2002; SCHNEE et al., 2011; CHURCHWARD et al.,
2012). i HAGIAE SVEH 72, SRS, m. XKW, . K. BREnE
(BASHIRUDDIN et al., 1999). {Hi%77 1% SRR SEIG S AR B, WS90 554 LU SARAE N 5
MESRIIR S, TaiE R IR BUE A A TS W T5 2. [RINF,  RhTAS I P s B A 75 2
it G AR TIACEE, X LA L mE A I R . Hofh—2esriG gt RIROR, %A S P
PR SR PITERISE R, RIUCAERE S AL B 78 Bt — P it
1.3.2.3 MEFISHA

CfliE CBPP WM AT I VE IR 2, SRR B H B S A F R AR R, 12
A 9 WA AR AR — i L3 2756 e B A It T 32 IS4k i 57 (MAROBELA-RABOROKGWE et
al., 2003) .

MELGIRES (CFT) RAESRMIMIGHAE, fEK4 CBPP MEZR—HE# ZMH, BAR
R R, (AU ZE . AT FIHR S G, CRT JLT-nT LAkl 2, mifR/b ek
H AL T2 PR BE RO (MUUKA et al., 2011). Mmm 55 37 J5UA & 6 oA il 52 2 Tt ml R & AR 2
NG, TS E CFT AR 45 5 (REGALLA, 1995). H A, CFT £ XM MER:, Wiy
AP, A TE T O & AR AR BRI, AFHERAE AN AE, SR N 5L R4 A
Bl (E#R 48,1990

EEY HOALS (AGP) HRAEMIME, Jo/™hs (ke 26 EA R ZRF R 5, —RSEImA
AR, EZTER R . USRS, BTG RIS I B AR %07

P BRI (SAT) MREBERE (MA) (RBFE 25 1988, IKMEE 45, 1992) MidE &
FFAER AR 284 T REIE R IV W, TEAEH 0 AR () 3 BRI RTA I tH &5 5, TRIi ml o e K&



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S B AR

TEREA BRI . AHAEF RO IE B DA B R NI, HUARIRMSR SR, 538 e s R A
eI

st mgEmHRLe (PHAY st M LR, 5 CFT M Lktb A it iUt (o i —uk
BHPELE S, LIRS T ARRE X 1 i I A 75

ELISA T NI Bkl CBPP 1 = ZHOR T B, AHEL T HoAh i 24 M 77 7%, ELISA B3
HH AR S AT A R RS IR R, T EL B AR D7 R T T B ARSI ot K SRR R AE 1979
£E Onoviran 1 Taylor-Robinson & /3R i& 7 CBPP B S e Wi fHiREe, B 555 T ELISA Ky
HEHIRT R ok %2 (ONOVIRAN etal., 1979) . [EAMIF 7T 24 B % Mmm A2 3 LppQ 454
MR JFAERIBEFE, AL T LppQ N Rim A VE Ny —FhBLAR ) CBPP 2 W 471 J5 11 7% e
(BONVIN-KLOTZ et al., 2008; ABDO et al., 2000) . Bruderer £ (2002) F1¢ /L% (2006) 4
SR Mmm AR BRI LppQ N 2R 5 41 8 1 37 T[R4 ELISA J7iE, U7 B Re S AN Uk
PESS R RAF, WIESE T RTHIRF AR 410 . AR O 57 7 £ T & [ rP35 Al rP0308 1)
()4 ELISA HUaRHill 7k, Hoke et RAF, (AAEAEBURYEA R 10 iR (54 5§, 2019; #8SCE 4%,
2020) . Uk, VIFRAZIRTETHE R Mmm 2 WSS ARG A HE RIS W . A Ah, JE TR RE
UM CELISA J7ikRorn i THCR IR, 5 CFT AL, cELISA X Il AR 1S 14555 4] Fr A il
TR, T ELRE T AR DX BAR SR G A (e R S 1 T R, ARG PR T VR R HE R T B AT A
M GFSCHE %%, 2020; BROCCHI et al., 1993).
1.3.2.4 REFIHL

M5 OIE “BhA= s Wi A 1 07, CBPP lid@id 4y ¢ 66 (IFA) (TRICHARD etal.,
1989). [B A= KAl lEe: (DGIT). BBt fe ey #ulie: (AGID) M HEUL X5 (IHC)
L PG RIS T, B S ORI AT RS L R R BB A SR E A (s
A, 201200 FAh, R H e B 1250 Mmm (& e s, HOm & voE 1l
FtE (GEJUER, 2007) 1o (Rl Mmm 5 224R 325 G0 IR HAh B 53 SR 2 06 RARIE, 17 H. Mmim A8 [3]
TR AR P 22 JOR 1% 2 30 A v PR ARV BRI, DRI AR AE 28 SR SE, A I 2> R B FR M CAYE et al,
2015). A1 IHC J7i/2%t CBPP 2t 7s, "EfEt@tmifl. Beildid 2697 T4 Mmm 405
e, JEHRTEAELLSN 2 Mmm 'S % e Wb B EE/EH (GRIECO etal., 2001).

1.3.3 CBPP £5i2Hx

CBPP (il RAEARLE ARG BER B AT ANF], 5 — SR ipifaE g b AR B IRAF i
Wi RHPERTR . QIR OB Faiiz. PR 58 A A= 52 A I LA s PR R AR AR AL,
PRI I PR Hh 6 2% FE S Sl 2 T . Horpr, U2 CBPP 5 4 B2 PO B3 AR PRl AR, v 3
AN [FIRE A AR AR BRI AM UL /NI ] S MR L2459 4L 4322 R IS (GRIFFIN, 2010; =
ML 45, 2008%41); QU7 1O B R AE I PR _EA 2 A0L CBPP #- i F 1 wi  BONMI IR B i 5 12 73 CBPP
55 4 GEAZ R AL R PE I 28 75 G ARG, T BERIAESRSEPELE T (BRI 7R, 2019; MILNE et al.,
2020); ASZJRARAT 28 B BRI, Il E AR AR AR, MR X2 (MAUNSELL et al.,
2011),
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1.4 1 Mmm R EHIARMRER

E %M Rodriguez 5 (1996) mIhiil 4% 7H1 Mmm 1) 4 FREgpEdifk 3H12. 6D11. 2A3
A1 5E5, FELAHLIE I ELISA Tk AL 1 AT 20 SR AR A I RE e 1, 45 2R o MADb 5E5
53 JFEARFR I A R R 2 (R R AEAE SURBE, Hor 3 AR BRI oot Mmm (15 45 -4 . Brooks
& (2009) WA T ERS Mmm FRESPE R TR BUR MAD 6E3, #4 '€ 5 Rodriguez &5 (1996) il
%1 MADb 3H12 254 R T X Je 0 ELISA K72, WIRFEOREE 1B e e ik, i LR
TREM R . Le Goff 25 (1998) FIFHAXT Mmm %55 () B 5T BEHLAR MAD 117/5, #7 1—Fb
CELISA J7i%, cut-off {E}y 50%, H15 CFT AL, HFFEAHEL, (HRBL T Eirrfugdt, mhae
TR B FF S K, 3G T-7% A CBPP BYLH X (A, & H Al B 52 5 3 5 ML i 22 46
M5k, FHHZERE IDEXX A FHHTE M4 . Luciani 25 (2016) i 5 7¢ F£Pi /A MAb 3G10E7
RE Mmm Gl S R iiE b IHC HAREAT T4k, 52" MAb 3G10E7 Ji/b T G by 5
ety i HEER T 5 S FEAR A OB

1.5 KRB ERNEENX

CBPP J& T OIE FLE AR A 540, — B AR A W@ AR RSB TS R BAR R
LK CBPP, H H T3 [H A i1 [ o8 R S R {75 2847 8% AT, LU ARG A AR A BT A H UK
SEJ5R, CBPP #55iAE NI XU H 253 m. CBPP — HLEEHTMEN, HExf i I8 4l A =iy >k
SBORPERAT o A SLG SRR ARSE AR AR 8T 328 (10 8 4 [ Vi Bl N T i€ CBPP it AT 2 U PR A
%5, ABFRHE M A E A R s AR, AR R 1, A B AL 3 I R KA
LN SRR . PRIk, ARAR A PR . BBURR Y LS AT vk, O IRIEDT e CBPP AT
I =7 SR 0 AGL B B AT AR T B

A TC ) 2 AT 2R S 2 R ks S 1k B s B LA, BT RO A% S AN B 1
AN TR S 1 —FhBURR. Fr 2 IR 564 ELISA BUikAsill r ik, AMOyIRIE CBPP KR
ML AT AT R i S T BRFBe, O R S wh AL R S KT 5 B e S Al



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S 55 % Mmm 0071 JEPH (1 o BRIk . alifh K4 5E

F-F Mmm 0071 EEMRIERIE. G KREE

FRAE AR S 56 = AT A Mmm 43 B 7k Ben-1 (1) 5 M FRRARRR I AL AR 51, LA R
R PRIG SR A 2 e, I AR5 B 22 i DL OIS 2R, WP e 3] 13 A~ Mmm 2 R B8 A
HET- [ BT BRI 7 45 B BB -1 Mmm 0071 (M0071) - TASHIFE, 5 Bh K #T i JE A% 05 &
gt, il T P N RIFIEA S M0071 (rM0071), AAHEF 5 42 4 Mmm S50 Bt
PROL T AL

2.1 SEREMRL

2.1.1 FBeRiANN;E

(1) Jihi: JEZRIEEAR pET-32a(+) WIS AR BT BN CBU N RIFRA SR =) fRA7 .
(2) IMfif: CBPP BHTEA-IMLIF LA ML PR AT A SR =

2.1.2 EERF

(1) WIS BamH IF1 Sal 1, 4 NEB A#;

(2) T4 DNA Ligase, "WH %W AF];

(3) 2xTaq PCR Mixture, 1 5 15 Jp A ]

(4) K%M DH5a & BL21(DE3), JWH Vazyme A7l;

(5) Bk /MRIRAIG . BREWGRH &, WH OMEGA A#l;

(6) BCA HHWKEINE M. ECL ARG &, IMEE S RAH;
(7) Ni-NTA gifbisflis, W H GE A#];

(8) THERZF4EZ (NC) B, JHH PALL A#;

(9) 10 kD ¥k EJEE, W H Merck AH];

(100 HRP-%fi” 19G, W Sigma 2 7.

2.1.3 (UEEF

(D WAYE.OHL (MINI-1I0K+C)  MULAB

(2) NIRE# (MX-S)  SCILOGEX

(3) /NUE.OHL (5424R) - Eppendorf

(&) WEABEER (MS-PA)  [HF* (K

(5) #@4li/KA (GenPure Pro UV/UF)  Thermo scientific

(6) JeiiR 21X (TR-01)  SilentShake

(7) HRE LN (SpectraMax QuickDrop)  MD

(8) A IRBIEIL (VCX-750/130)  SONICS

(9) FEHELEERE 0L (Allegra X-30R)  BECKMAN COULTER
(10> H6J¥ PCR X (C1000 Touch™ Thermal Cycler)  BIO-RAD

7



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S 55 % Mmm 0071 JEPH (1 o BRIk . alifh K4 5E

(11 EERHIKIX (DYY-7C)  Ef* ()

(12) B RAGHrX (3S-20000  [EH= (H55%)
(13) HEHHEWKIC (MINIVE)  Amersham Biosciences
(14) EHEHYKFE (MiniP-4)  Cavoy

(15) aMERERG S (THZ-D)  EHf* (K50

(16) ZHERIAEY) 24k (HFsafe-1500)  Heal Force
(17) /NEIFEFK (SLK-03000-S)  SCILOGEX

(18) AR (Trans-SD)  Cavoy

(19) H#EIF/KME (DK-8D)  Ef* CHiZ)

(20) M#VEIREE TR (DHP-9082)  Blue Pard

21 2 ReM% 248 (FluorChem R FR0493)  ProteinSimple

2.1.4 7. AmRAECH]

(D Amp FitAE 2 (100 mg/mL): FRE 1 g R H 5 2 ARIAZ] 10 mL LK+, #AEfS 0.22 um
JEARILIE

(2) IPTG #5351 (100 mM): Fri 1.1915 g 57 5 2&-B-D B FLBE H 0 AR I 2] 50 mL Jo R K
o, VS 0.22 um JERSILUE.

(3) LB Wik FR%E: FrE 5 g BeRHEE. 10 g BRER IS, 10 g &UAbN, WMT 1L 81K
W, K

(4) LB k&7 FRiE 40 g LB BB AR 1 L Z& 7Ky, @mEKE, fRRERELE
JLL 1:1000 AOA Amp HUAE RS EINAREEFRIL, A E1FEEAMERST 30 min A4 .

(5) 1%IFflEREELR:: FRE 4 g BEHEINNS] 400 mL 1XTAE Z2irf, A S s Kk e
EURRE A (IR, HRERRAN, 5RO 50°CA %R 100 mL A 8 pL
R CFE, SRETHE T 56°CTEIRAH .

(6) F& [ 4lifk F AN R A EE Dk

BRI RER (pH 7.4): FRiE 3.1202 g /KA IR &8N 7.1628 g T /KR — 4. 29.22
g FAEN, AT 1L ZE7oKd, T pH £ 7.4, H 0.45 pm JEZRILJE.

SPAT (20 MM, pH 7.4): FRE 1.3615 g BKME, VAR T 1L BRMERRRSR .

Binding buffer (40 mM, pH 7.4): FRiE 2.7231 g BKME, ¥R T 1 L SRR BT .

Elution buffer (250 mM, pH 7.4): Fr& 17.02 g KM, AR T 1 L BRMEFRRSIT

2.2 SEWFE
2.2.1 pET-32a-M0071 E 4R RAIAIAIE

Mmm 0071 5[5 b it R BRI R IR A W AT A0 & T I e % pUC 57 %
I N B K AT DHSoRAF B FL 4% 8 12 100 EL 42T 5 mL et LBCA BN 100 pg/mL
Amp*) BFR%Edr, F 37°C 200 r/min IR EEFE 10 h, FEREERE 20 mL 5537 16 h P L, {6



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S 55 % Mmm 0071 JEPH (1 o BRIk . alifh K4 5E

RN AR BUT KL . pET-32a(+) & it R AEBEAT BRI A B A . A R T 58 A0 3 o FE -l
SERIZERE (A260 1 A280) AR, -20°CHEAE&H .

FHRIK) pUC 57-MO0071 i fi Al pET-32a(+) i ¥z 73 7142 BamH 141 Sal IXUEEY], BEVIAK R AE
37°C/KIB N 3 ~ 4 he BRJE, BEEVIF YT 196 vk 0 B a, BEIMERCH, HFEART]
DIEUH I R BRSO T T4 1) EP &b, 8 A ) i AT M (BT se, 00 e 4l B2 Ak 52 R T4 DNA
HEREHEE M0071 H SRR 3 pET-32a(+) L, K RAE 16°CRLR .

(1D BEUIMAZRHA 120 pL:

JBRL 6 ng
BamH I 6 uL
Sal 1 6 uL
NEBuffer 12 ul
ddH,0 FMEE 120 pL

(2) BRI 10 pL:
T4 DNA Ligase 1ulL
10<T4 DNA Ligase Buffer 2 ulL
PET-32a(+)Hi M4 Bt 100 ng
MO0071 A v Bt 150 ng
ddH,0 AME 10 pL

W = Ak DHSa, B $RATHE S —ANUKE, B —32 DHSa 41 B VK @k s mA 10
ul FIRERFY); Jef HEIK LA 30 min, FE4 42°CHGH 90 s Jo 7 BPHUH B oK L FRAE1 2 ~
3min; #AJ5, MO 900 pL A FIEPitE LB 5975, R¥FGHTFE Lh; BVRZ 5000 g 25007041 12
Br R dE, B 200 ub AT HE R B ARIHIR A, fJa B — 8 AR E R IR AR TE LB B AR (Amp*)
Fo T°CHIE AR FRIIH -

HRAE B EAEKE RS MTETE, PR3 ~ 5 MRV PCR %€, FridiE &4
VRN BRT S, MBS SR s . R4E PCR %@ 4R, R b & N H 1 1 5
BERANTE /N LB AR 7R IE (Amp®) 1598, FrdlBEas 10 h A4 9 K8z 10 mL 5535 16 h DL
F, SREEUSURL, JREAT BamH IF1 Sal 1EgY) %€, A 16K AR R SE AR AT B 2 =) I P48 5
Y IERA 0 s B H MR T, -80°CIRAT

(3) H% PCR Mtk #2420 pL:

2xTaq PCR Mixture 10 puL
ddH2.0 8 uL
Primer-F/R % 1uL
HEAR PR VR

2.2.2 Mmm rM0071 EABR#ZFSRIA K41k

2.2.2.1rM0071 EEHRBEZESFTIE
B 1 pl 4G R pET-32a-M0071 #16% BL21(DE3)HKIAH i (S8 2.2.1 Frfiliid ik 244k



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S 55 % Mmm 0071 JEPH (1 o BRIk . alifh K4 5E

TED o BRECRAATEBEHF T 5 mL LB (Amp*) Brskdh# K#53%, 37°C 200 r/min #z% 15 7% 10 h.
SRIG, DL 1% EL Bl /N #6482 10 mL, S67E 37°CH; 77 B B R0t $E K9] (Bl ODeoonm 1 7E 0.4 ~ 0.6
208D, #115~2h, SRJEHMA 0.1 mmol/L [ IPTG, F7F 16°C 120 r/min 597 %A F % Fid 8.
AARIG LA [F) 2644 75 5: 19 pET-32a AR N IPTG 5 3 4 B A ot B4
TR WG, WEEREE T 4°C 8000 rpm .0 5 min, FH PBS ¥k 2 IR, Pk e mwARit
JEH 1 mL PBS b 4780 A AR o 4 S BHRYE S (1) A B VT 4°C 8000 rpm B5.0x 15 min 43 Bl A
Jei EIERYE, W EIET 5T EP &R, 3R 1 mL PBS HEH 5 IV . 485 5% HX 40 pL
WelE i B DOESERES, I 10 pL B2 A EFEZEMIR (550 7P 10 min A2, FEA1[H
I 3E47T SDS-PAGE HiJk, FFHZ# Dilimif g igg.
2.2.2.2rM0071 BRI FFE AL
S8 2.2.2.1 K71 K &S 500 mL #i, rMO071 2 A AR ESEAENTaitk ik o T

(D8 2.2.2.1 FR T VLA 5 35 AR, JEAT 68 A TR o ACER A FE R S R E 3 0.45 pm
JEARILIE

(2) BU 1 mL Ni-NTA His #r25fI# 5, 1000 rpm &0 2 min, F5 LR, FH 20 mM BRmk
BU PBS Yel— IR, WREERIRIMARS MG R A BT, B TheFIRME b 4Ccq &1k

(3) He&—DTHNTE S JRENHE, KBS ERIMNFES, BRI R 2 ~ 3 i,

(4) BeZk: F 40 mM BRI b JERE R 1t IR PR A & i A B AT B, A 300 mL AR FH

(5) PeMt: F 250 mM BRmMeHAR A b 286 B & EEEATREML,  BEE 15 mL AR A

(6) HRUEARAR: A 10 KD FEIEE XIS (1 e i cdt — A2 ik 4, 4°C 4000 rpm #5.C» 30 min,
FEHME U, FIAH 0.22 um i JER) PBS [REEEIE 2 ~ 3 Ik, HEIEE NE TR AR LRk
RP Aatifh 45 20 1) rM0071 25 5

(7D WL E S5 ORAF: e 2li46 rM0071 25 IR EE (BCA B R BRI &8, Arid /N4y
3, -80°CIRfF&H

2.2.3 Mmm rM0071 EAGRER ML E

FI ] Western blot 145 %5 7€ rM0071 &5 H ) 5% [ M, B - Sk rM0071 25 H 147 SDS-PAGE
HLVK, SRJEHEENZE NC I by AR, B E T /NB &, fi 20 mL 5% R, =R
HH 2 hy ¥ CBPP FHMEA- MG BATEAE LG 730k 12 100 #ke, 1EA—HiE, BT 4°CRM
16 h: A 1 : 8000 Mkt HRP-SHLF 19G, ENZHFE, =ik 1 h, FiksE—DIRE,
¥ PBST ¥l 3 ¥k, 10 minfik. )&, KA ECL Bk, S RCHG R G eiige
2R,

10



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S 55 % Mmm 0071 JEPH (1 o BRIk . alifh K4 5E

2.3 HFR
2.3.1 pET-32a-M0071 E 4R R R AU 2

FIH] BamH A1 Sal TP YIBEH & 510 Mmm 0071 JERIEED) Y5, saks T pET-32a(+) i i4,
FEAGE DH5a, HREUPHE 50 R 1 KA T U D) S, S g5 R 2-1 Fiow, 3k7545 5900 bp
(A4 BERIZ) 1500 bp (R A B, SHUAAHST . D0 e 45 S B oRad N6 H 175115 Ben-1
4y B FRII MOO7L JE (R 7 Filb 58 4 — 8, Th i s 41 ik pET-32a-M0071.

M 1

bp
5000
3000

2000
1500

1000
750
500

250
100

& 2-1 F|4HEHL pET-32a-M0071 HINEGLI L E
Fig. 2-1 Double digestion identification of recombinant plasmid pET-32a-M0071
M. DL5000 DNA 183t FREFRE; 1. FLHFRK pET-32a-M0071 B BamH 1F0 Sal 1E§H] =)
M. the DNA molecular weight standard DL5000; 1. Products from recombinant plasmid pET-32a-M0071 digested with

BamH I and Sal I

2.3.2 Mmm rM0071 EBRI AR AL EE

i#id SDS-PAGE 43 #T rM0071 25 A ) RA M4l fZ, 458 anpd 2-2 Fras, rM0071 FEHE E
BRI KELRL, HAEZ 100 kD A28 HELH K% (B 2-2, JKiE 4). rM0071 B AZEMSE
MEMNTaitfG, ARk T R El, BRS&we—, difms (K 2-2, JKiE6).

11



A B A 2 B A S 18 S o5 & Mmm 0071 JE P ) e B RIA L 20k J 3 5E

kD 1 M 2 3 4 5 6
170
130
100
70

[ 2-2rM0071 ZERIFESRIER AN LEE
Fig. 2-2 Induced expression and purification of recombinant protein M0071
M. EEFEM S FREME; 1 BSH pET-32a ZHiK; 2. RFESLE; 3. FH2HE; 4 FSEHEREL
F; 5 BSEHRRMNLE; 6. AH rM0071 ER
M. Protein molecular weight marker; 1. pET-32a empty carrier induced by IPTG; 2. The whole bacteria without IPTG

induction; 3. IPTG induced whole bacteria; 4. IPTG induced recombinant bacteria lysate supernatant ; 5. IPTG induced

recombinant bacteria lysate precipitation; 6. Purified rM0071 protein

2.3.3Mmm rM0071 EAMRER ML E

Wk 2-3 s, rM0071 2 [ 5 CBPP BHMEZF MG AT LUK A e e v,  1E29 100 kD AL B A
Rrieteskar (B 2-3, 3KIE 1), 5SmSR R4, MRAERRM (K 2-3, ¥KiE 2),

ko M 1 2
170/
130

100 —
70

55—

v
W

15, .

& 2-3rM0071 EARBER L E
Fig. 2-3 Immune reactivity detection of recombinant protein M0071
M. EERMEXM S FREMRE; 1. CBPP FRMt4-ME; 2. CBPP RAE4I1E

M. Protein molecular weight marker; 1. CBPP positive bovine sera; 2. CBPP negative bovine sera

12



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S 55 % Mmm 0071 JEPH (1 o BRIk . alifh K4 5E

2.4 g

IR s DA RE, R TR 2 AT LAYE S8 3 AR IR s OB, AR 2 I 2
) 55 LR SRR AR (JAN etal., 1996) o HET, Mmm —285 8 (40 LppA. LppB. LppC. LppQ
KATERMEE Vmm SO, RUREAENZHPUERERE (DEDIEU et al., 2010;
VILEI et al., 2000; PILO et al., 2003; ABDO et al., 2000; PERSSON et al., 2002) . {H&, T
XSS AL S LG L ARSI 7 v T AR R R BURPE AN 2, 2R T SRR =AM B, JE 8k
IV IR L AR CHRIE o TT4RF S P2 W AR 2 S22 W R UM R e P R 3 I 1 ) 3 2 5%
i, BRI TR 4298 58 )R R 1 Mmm 2 WA

CBPP 7 1919 4F ABURFE 2 L1 g5 A= I A2 N JRIE Filg X (RABVE 45, 2008) 27, B A4
] RV B 3R AT, I R R R . o EAROME AR 2 B G /R R S0 T - Rt 1 Ben-1 fafk
S EEPRE T KA N A e Th 4% T CBPP HIMAT . MR DR M s g5 4% 2k, %) Ben-1 355
PRIEATS9 8, SR18 T 5952 MMk Ben-181, WS 27 MHRERY Y, RE Ry Rk
100% (Xin et al., 2012) . T {fF] Ben-181 2 f, H[E CUARER CBPP, Jf4 OIE IE=AIE N TE
CBPP %K. A%E Mmm 25 ) F1 G VA DG LR, ARSI 2= AT EAXT Mmm Ben-1 #k (1) 5 M4
[FAEAPRIEAT T A DRI AL P AT EE A i, B T — L8 G e B8 UG 22 R 25 (LI et al,
2016), TEULFEEAL b, AHFFZEE Mmm 0071 BRI ZwhL ¥ MO071 & /R AR &, WAHAERE
W R T e -

MO071 & R g #i 2 R -tRNA 45§ (Lysine-tRNA ligase, LysS), HJ&T Il J5& FHE (RNA
A B F K L (Aminoacyl-tRNA synthetases, ARSs). ARSs i # # A A2 & [ A Rl <&
X7, R R MAAEEER 5 EANRVENZZEZIR (IRNAS) AERE, RiESE E R
AEWATE (NIE et al., 2019). ARSs k& | Z 54 E H & U2 FAE SRR, ARG
P R AR, B 20 1 QB AT B0 FET B 11 £ T A A il 2 o 4 ) 2 Tk
tRNA (1] ZEEAGI R B & R GRS ST IR R R A2 7E (RYCROFT et
al., 2018). 1 ARM Mmm AIEFH P H A BT BB # R, MERERAR
(WESTBERG et al., 2004), M0071 1§ ARSs FIFK IR i, ZEE Mmm EH &% RiigE
MFFEEMEIR G ORISR, H BTN %

SCEARTEAR A TGVEIET B IRFE, AR HAR SR IX R4 (RAZIN, 1997). i K H
W T H S RE RIFREHMEY &, AR5 AKEMEME, & A0 —MRiEsE I,
L TR AR IR B R M SO A TR AL ORISCE, 20200, ABF 70K M0071 2 [ b,
W 22 R A% RIB H A pET-32a(+), JFAE E. coli HHERIA G A EESE 6 MHZAIR AL (His-tag) Hfk
HHEHE. 4 SDS-PAGE J7iAIE rM0071 F H 7 T2 T FE 2K, XAl fE2 H T His-tag
TS 6 M E IR T A BRI AT, PR TR G E Ak EE SR, W BN T
MAs K EEAE 25, 20000, 1M HAEWTFT His-tag @428 (R, SDS-PAGE J5iZith HEEFA T3k
Faifb ek, mAFIERE His-tag & & B0 T 2IKE OFEdE 55, 20000, A6 FF
FZ%RIE R G4 7 KEAEMERIEM iM0071 B A, MR SHR IRt 7 E Bk
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E=F #1 Mmm rM0071 ER B g AHIELEE

A DLET HH R Th ) 4% 1 e S N R Al R ) rMO071 B AR N B, A T
Mmm R R E B PR . ZRI0)4% ELISA ik 3R 1 #kds e i, ED MAb 3C4A1, &
Kz R PR RO RE S A S N

3.1 SEREMAl

3.1.1 E¥R. MEEFNSEIE TN

(1 Ekk: Mmm 23 E#k (Ben-1. # 1) FHERM PGL, PLA 3 S54RI =E Ml R MRl 224K
SFAAR WL ET A RS EAR . BSR4 3R A leachii S5 A4 55 B TR 50 BHAC SEEG R AT 5
s A TR B R BT EH W 2RSS R A 5 2 200 G180 141 A 22 RE I B 7 53 s

(2) 4Hf: SP2/0 4Hfl. EBL 2 i A SLE S (R4

(3) LBV SPF 2% BALB/C /N, MEYE, 6 ~ 8 WY, W HE b mi4iim Al s i sh P R G R
Aw]. FPRESAHE S 210201-01, FirA B Sei e G T E (LI E BB A
KENYAERIEER o

3.1.2 EERF

(1) Protein G SRAMZEMTHE, WEHICHIAED 2 7]

(2) HRP-ILEHLR 19G, W H A2 et 2wl

(3) FITC-th 4 19G, W Sigma 2

(4) IR HAT MIHT B2k, Rla 77 PEG. TMB (i, HIE Sigma A#l;
(5) 1640 J:AtErFRIE. JR41ME (FBS), WH Gibco A ;

(6) HHR-HEHRIIL, WH HyClone A#];

(7) Ptk % €&, WH Southern Biotech 24 7] ;

(8) FEHT4E (MW 8000-14000), I [ Biosharp 27l

(9) 4% RPRERBER, WHERZRAH;

(10> JAbFR ARG S “58 — % 2.1.27,

3.1.3 {4EF&E

(1) &M% (CXK31)  OLYMPUS

(2) CO2 ¥3%48 (371)  Thermo scientific

(3) 4R Az 445 (logic)  LABCONCO

(4) KPR ERE L (Allegra X-15R)  BECKMAN COULTER
(5) FHELEEE 0L (Allegra X-64R)  BECKMAN COULTER
(6) HABF S FHFEUX AR LRSI 8 5 2.1.37,
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3.1.4 R, ARECH

(1) 1640 58 4=R5 979 ¥ 50 mL a4 M35 A1 5 mL 75 -85 2 WPUINA ] 445 mL 1640 Ak 57
B, AW, T 4°CHE

(2) HAT ¢ HT £5773E: ¥ 100 mL 5 4= MG 5 mL #&-5E 5 2 0TI E] 395 mL 1640 J: itk
FRFEE, I 1 /M HAT (50> Bk HT (500 ¥A, JREKIL], T 4°CHER.

(3) 5%MmMIR: Fr&E5g AR 100 mL PBS 5¢ PBST Z2iiirf, 58 &I ja 44 .

(4) TRERELZZPP (50 mM, pH 9.6): FRE 1.59 g BREREN. 2.93 g IRIREAN, WM T 1L £5 T
AKH, R pH & 9.6, FH 0.45 um JER L E.

(5) BERZ LM (2 MD: BBV RIC i 2218 XU/, S6 &I 889 mL £ 517K T— 2 L T-hest
W, SRR ARG IR INN SARRUA 111 mL MIRERER, inid A B /OBt RE, R ==IR
B A5/ 4 B P B % B R AT

(6) KAL)

a) PB ZZ (0.02 M, pH 7.0):

AR (0.2 M BEBR —S40): FRE: 31.202 g /K& AW, BT 1L 281K,
B (0.2M BERRA 4. Fra 71.228 g + UKBERRE 44, WM T 1L EE 1K+,
FH_EIRECHI A Y 39.00 mL. B 61.00 mL, #RJ5H1900 mL =B F/KERZE 1 LA,

b) Binding buffer: #ri 1.7532 g LN, ¥ # T 200 mL PB L2 .

¢) Elution buffer (0.1 M HZ R, pH 2.7): Fx& 0.3754 g HZR, T 50 mL 251 /KH,
W pH £ 2.7,

d) Tris-HCI (1 M, pH 9.0): FR#& 6.0568 g —f& HELE L H LT, WET 50 mL L& T /K, i
%1 pH £ 9.0,

(7) HRP pricdyiiaiim

a) BERRERZZ MR (60 mM, pH 5.6):

A (60 mM BERREM): FRE: 0.9844 g BEFREN, ¥AfRT 200 mL 251K
Bk (60 mM UKEERER): #HY 0.688 mL VKESER, ML E T/KEAZ 200 mL.
U EIRECHI A 23.6 mL. B R 16.4 mL, W HEIRAIIFIATT pH £ 5.6.

b) iTALEREH (NalOs) (60 mM): FRfE 0.1283 g miflleiy, VAT 10 mL 5 1Kk,

¢) L EF (160 mM): =HL 90 uL & B, MMAEE TF/KERZE 10 mL.

d) BRFRERZE M (50 mM, pH 9.5): FRit 1.59 g BkIREN. 2.93 g BFREdN, WiET 1L k1
K, AT pH 2 9.5,

e) IS LE (NaBHs) (5mg/mL): Fri 0.05g BliEAba, %MT 10 mL 251K,

) WAIBE R FRE 80 g BRERAZINAE] 100 mL B 1K, BT 80°CL A7 /Kty rh it P va i,
SRIGIE RIS IR . A H G RIE Bt it B, A8 A AT A — s AR 1 B3, R R&K Y pH
% 74,

(8) CBPP 54 drdk: #ZHRASIES % CBPP 56 445 77 5L 5 Be il o
(9) HAWE A [FARACH 2 1] “28 % 2.1.47,
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3.2 LA
3.21 MREE

B ARJER, B rM0071 AR S AR 80 IRSE e R S, I =@ B PR Ak
A7 A, RS AT A K AT BONPRIE, 100 pg/ R IG7I R Gs%, KA L T2 M
SFo SR URAE A o IR 58 A R REAH R I P 7 32:, BRITBR R A e — Ik, TR A B e
Fr/NRTER 3 e fa, A IRBEFR K AR ML FE 7 B MiE,  FIA 4 ELISA J5 00 € MLiE =
MM EPUARANMEE ] 1 ;0 51200 DL, P im0 B i T ARt &, A 100 g
rMO0071 4 Ht JFEAE Rl & FT 3 ~ 5 R FH BRI S B 7 9260 i si e % 14K

3.2.2 [E]¥E ELISA THik 5 EREST

(1) AR 2546 rM0071 &5 BRI £ 22 il 73 70 ke 2 10, 5. 2.5, 1.25. 0.625. 0.3125
pg/mL, 120 pL/ALELERARIR, T 4°CHEE 16 h;

(2) Hi: 5% MBI E A, 200 uL/fL, T 37°CiFH 2 h;

(3) —PilE: H PBS K ure/NRImiE (BHMEME) AR Fups /N umss (BPEmE) 1 1: 100
Fke, SRIE 5 LR Re 8 ANBRE S 1: 12800, 100 pL/fL, T 37°CHEHE 1 h;

(4) —PiiHE: H PBS K HRP-1LEHTH 19G 1E 1:8000 #FE, 100 uL/fL, T 37°CH##E 50 min;

(5) Bt: TMB &, 100 uL/fL, T 37°CiHEE /<M 10 min;

(6) ik BEFRCEEE: 2 M BRERZ b N, % ODasonm {H -

BRI (1 FE 4 SH)EHH PBST ik 3 K, 5 min/ik. MRIERIGLE R, EHPH MM

ODasonm 1B/ 14 1M1L3% ODasonm {H> 2.1, H.FH M IME ODasonm {HF2IT 1.0 B B4R 1 254 E N i ALt
Jo gt A I 7 R 2 A

3.2.3 MRS

3.2.3.1 SP2/0 BRI E 75 75
B —SZURA7 0 SP2/0 4iiff, JIEURON 37°C/AKIRHR IR E 2 min £ 47, Fraifss emib )G, K
H I 5 mL 1640 FEafiEr 2L, DL 800 rpm &0 5 min, FEdw i SN 2 mL 1640 584 K555
BB RGN, WHG ZREJeHMN 15 mL sE e FRIEET 75 em? 4l RE IR, B4R S
W, SPRUSFRIF “8” FRRARIRE], US54l T4uMu s F R, HUE 37°C 5%CO, fHi
I FRAE TR IR . FRAI S A KA 70% ~ 80% H W Z4H M K /N 5T, IRAS RAFRF, B 1/3 B
172 PRFR A PR AT AR ARG 77, — B4R 3 ~ 5 5 F T4t Rl & .
3.2.3.2 AFRAMAHIE
FERRATT 1 R SEREFR IZ AR w4, e iElE, BARBREDIRU T .
(DH— R H BALB/C /MR, Zexf AT IRBRCR I, S8 /5 Mt S EE, FH 75% #5128 ~ 10 min;
(2) BUH/N RUBPE MR b, P S A8 B Sk [ 5 /) SR DU A
(3) FEE/INR IR R, T M8 —/NC1, SRS Sk R kT B2k, 58 e B R e
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(4 HFAMBE IR R, ANVOAEEN, SRS 5 mL FER AR 4 ~ 5 mL HAT
BEFREENBVNRIERE, Ot R 8 i e NG s Y ERAEA,  AR S T AR Sk T I TR R
1 AG I B s A B TR A, FENTRINFERE o, S S AT B = R

(5) FMILET ) HAT B3k 2 40 mL, FIBMHEREWETIES, 100 uL/fL-F4iT 4 S 96 fLEH,
B FE SRR TR
3.2.3.3 FEAAEAIHIE

TEREAT 240 f & B ) 2% PRI P, R S v A, BRE DRI T

(1) B ag e /N, et g7 IRECR M, SAE B, H 75% P9 F5= i 8 ~ 10 min;

(2) BUH /N RUBERRRIAR b, P ST AR B Sk ] 5 f ) RO A

(3) FEES/ NP, Wi By —/NO, ARGk R s AT Bk, [FIRE 07V BY RIS
JBE, FTFRENE,  HCHE R

(4) MENEECHE G, SEH/b & 1640 Bl 772 Beid BRI AT R T i 45 40 235, SR 1 LA Tl A
WFEEJEM , FVES 24T K4LIL T, BB B 2 A& W

(5) fJa, WY AR T 15 mL BO0E .
3.2.3.4 ‘ApERLE

(1) BU—IRAK % 80% /e 47 %5 52 HAHMUIRAS R 471K SP2/0 4Hiffd, F 10 mL 1640 FEfifids 77 Kk ig
ok, YA SP2/0 A AE T 15 mL 250

(2) USR] SP2/0 24 it 2k 7 A0 AL 4 it B3 2 43 )33k 47 50, 800 rpm &5 8 min, P A& & 1640
SEpli R AL E RN, B S MR A T 4 T

(3) L 1:10 Mgk ), B — 2 PRAR Y SP2/0 41 A B i AN I 4n i B3R 4, 800 rpm 50> 8 min,
FEmANN i, TG R 1640 JLAlEE IR E RN, PREO—IK;

(4) FFiagu ik, BEE EP B LIl OB RER, (F 4RI #

(5) WHL 1 mL FiFAZ 37°CH PEG, 7E 1 min WZASH MBS R R T, Lg% z)
B,

(6) 37°CH{HE 90s;

(7) £ 10 min NEZEM2 NN 20 mL Fil# A 37°CHY) 1640 FLalE; 7R IL LA L PEG b, BEARERAETT
PN TERTH 238N B 1 mL/min BREEEZR NN 55 =80 FEE LA 2 ~ 3 mL/min [EEEEEINN
B SRR 1640 FEliFEFR ISR INNED RS, LG8 ) B0

(8) 37°Cii & 5~ 8 min;

(9) ¥ _FIRIRAWGHAT 800 rpm B0r 8 min, FEFELHM F i

(10) Sl pRyTiehE A B, ARG 8 2 mL TIAE 37°CH) HAT 5573 S B2, R
A, IR HAT B 7R 54MmE 40 mL, BINIIFERE T, HBBReRRWATIRS], i 8
FLHEAE LA 100 pL/FLF4i 285 32 10 772 Z i 35 ik b, OB SRR %

(A1) 3 = RITIEWE LN oI55, 559% 4 ~ 6 R4 AR ] Wi B8l I HT
BB AT R 3, BN ML IS 100 pl HAT 15325, %N 100 ~ 150 pl HT 34953,
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3.2.4 PRMEZRIZE LM AR AY if it K& I 52 b

IR E 2 ~ 3R, REAMFLNIEFREEBI AL i, %R 3.2.2 E 571 (A4 ELISA J5i%5%
PSR v A s 7 EIE TR DLAEM E3EME N —PT, 100 pL/ALIIAN R SiAR . HR#E ELISA
RgE R, AR S, BALA AR e — gL 12 FLiRY KRR SR, SRR 4
Hod M 100 ANAHMLEAT I Sk, 4% MO R A BR AR A A 2 T 100 AN AREEAT 3 ~ 4 IR
ibE. BHAEPURWERE . BHPELLBIR T 95%LL A, WA 4 A FE R FLAN Mo 3 77 ARk s 4n B 5 770
BEATH KIGFR, WEURAARM T AE T .

3.2.5 PHMZAEBMMEENREMLEE

R URAF I FRPE 2 ST AR b — e I TR B AT O3 97 (S35 3.2.3.1 kU750, WA
MIAERIETE, DI ROR s [FIN, CRAESAL R 20 AALLLE, 2RIk
g pERs 7= L35, [AE: ELISA JI5E HuiaRdh, JFadd b RARIR TR R A A LLPEAiti i BA
AR I PR RS E

3.2.6 BREMANFREEE

AT 51 e 2 I P s R A 5L, B LU SR SR AR L SRR R AR (Meep). 224k
YFEARLET A (Mme). 4B JF 4K (M. bovirhinis). JEH. X EAK (M. agalactiae). 437 JF1k
(M. bovis). leachii 3 Jif& (M. leachii). 4+ A ZBIEEKAFH . Mmm 438k (Ben-1 Fl4k 1D &I
AR PGL AR A H, H4i{bi¥) rM0071 & H R iE1T SDS-PAGE HLiK, $RJGHIH T 4% i
B 18 V. Th ¥ HAZENE NC i b, F 5% BR3P, ARJE NN 10 10 FRRE ¥ 2% S I 4t s 5=
S BRI, HRP-ILEHTR 19G 1F 1 : 8000 #iks, 2 ECL R/ iriz bk 5it,
HAARZIR 2.2.3 A 1) Western blot J7i%. Mmm 4r 2k Ben-1 Ff 1 & HAritEdk PGL ¥7E Mgk
A 2 AR R IR AR, HA SRR EA

327 BRERAIITELRE

P HEPUAR TR e WA S, BE T G B PRSI 3.2.2 A1) ELISA

T3

(1) BHPHUR: rMO071 FEHMEEZE 2.5 pg/mL, 4°CHL4% 16 h;

(2) M. 5% M BiRE I, 37°CHEE 2 h;

() —PiHE: MMAZRZIEMAREFE B3, 100 pL/iAL, T 37°Ci#HE 1 h;

(4) —HimE: 2R 1:500 FFE) HRP-HTH 19+ 1gA. 1gG1. 1gG2a. 1gG2b. 19gG3. IgM.
K+ AP, 100 puL/AL, 37°CHEE 50 min;

(5) &Ef: TMB &, 37°ClEE /&M 10 min;

(6) &b, 38 2 M BRERZ 1E B, 7 ODasonm, 5t A ODasonm fELX B 1T BRI N FRHT A J& 2K .
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3.2.8 FE/KEIHIES B EARad{L. HRP FRIC

3.2.8.1 BE/kBYHIF
ARG I A B A EFIBEUNR, 05 mU/ R, RAEEES . 7d 5, KA E0E,
B 1106 ~ 1107 /™ A% 52 Jeg 24 v S BB 0 BB, [RIISEA S SP2/0 Al A PR X IE . MBS 5
RIFUER RGN MG, /NG A SR K5 (6 5 mL VRS 280 g AT IR IR AR,
ZJa R RMEE L IRREEE/NRIET. . RERIL/KT 4°C 8000 rpm 50> 30 min, W A Al /K
2, T-80°CLRA7#% F .
3.2.8.2 BE/kpyat{k
K H Protein G sEMZHTRAIbIE K, BAETVEWT:
(1) FEMLHI%: LA 13 R & iE/K5 Binding buffer, FH 0.45 um 38483 4,
(2) JEPeAET: A 10 mL L5 /K EESE, BL 1 mL/min fI90E
(3) P47 FH 20 mL Binding buffer 3 H:F45, LA 1 mL/min F70E
(4) FEFEL S B LL 0.2 mU/min AL &, REDH: 2~ 3 K;
(5) ¥dk: H 50 mL Binding buffer it #%:, ¥R S5HTFEEMZER, BL1mL/min P,
(6) Vefli: WseHEss 124~ 1.5 mL B0, 43I 120 uL Tris-HCI, A 5 mL Elution buffer i&
FEBEL, AR AR 2 500 uL MR e fEEE (19G) WREE, HUUEM G &
M, /NE%E, T-80°CHRA7%H
(T MEFARAE: e 10 mL ZEFAREFEDE, B 20% 4B HE s, BT 4°CHIG
(8) SDS-PAGE %5 HalitbiibiiAidtsrT SDS-PAGE 734, DA IG4iAb Hiddk i8Rk «
3.2.8.3 S5 FEIARIITIALNINE
K 4% ELISA J732:00 58 Bpu i A4 S I 4l 35 7% 135 o A4 T S 4liAv J5 BEK PR &t . B
WIS IER: A FIELL 10 10 T 2 (5 LUk, IR KANAifb 557K BA 1 0 1000 #E47 2 % A
Feo #4 SP2/0 iE/K LA 110 AT 1 : 1000 HEAT 2 £ LA BEAE A M IR
3.2.8.4 BrEpEIMMAAY HRP 512
KA M RN, R E TR
(1) FREHRP5mMg, MMA 1~2mL60mM BEFRERZE MR (pH 5.6) TG, IR IRIFA
(2) JMA 0.5 mL 60 mM ] NalO, ¥ AL HRP, T 4°CE: B N 30 min, TR EH 4L,
(3) JIA 0.5 mL 160 mM ) & %, DIZ b N, ZiREOSGIER 30 min, BT IKE R
KIERLL
(4) ¥ 5 mg 204 J5 RGN _ERIERT, DARIRERZZ R (pH 9.5) BT, T 4°CiEMr
12h Dl E;
(5) WEHGENT RS AR T T3 EP &, I 0.2 mL HrEEFELHI ) NaBH, (5 mg/mL) &K
RAT, ARG 4°CHFE AN 2 h;
(6) MINZEARF AR R L . (pH 7.4) T LRl % I BEAR PRI, 4°CHHE 1 h;
(7) 4°C 12000 rpm &> 15 min, FifE BiF. PUUEAH 3 ~ 5 mL PBS H & fE, L. PBS (pH 7.4)
RIBNTT 4°CiENT 12 h DL L

19



Hh LA AR e i - 2 A3 1 S =5 L Mmm rM0071 & 1 5 o BESTIA I ) 4% J2 4558

(8) WEEMNT G AT T T1% EP &, 4°C 12000 rpm 250> 30 min, YdE L3, BIoN4iiL15 3
EEFR DU . /N 4% f5 T--80°CIRAF -
3.2.85HRP fRCBEIMMRELE
K B4 ELISA J7 X Frbmicd SApTdEAT BE %58, Bl 4 HRP ARl S5 4T 1 100 ik,
SRIG 2 f5LUARRE 8 MBAIE S 1: 12800, 100 pL/FLAN N AL#EHTR K RN, 37°CHEE 1 h, [
BEAROPHUE TR . A LA 1 1 400 MR AT, ODasonm BEELI7E 0.8 BA L, BIIA
NEFURC AR (EAMN, 2021).

3.2.9 B PEHARAY IFA 1N

108 CCU ) Mmm 7 BSFREL 1 53R, &80 Jm F i KR Y PBS ik 3 4k, ZRJA H 12 mL
DMEM 4 58 15 Fr Bk BB RARTTIE . WRATIR S . 1% 500 pL/FLHs HE AR 1 W iR 4l B IR Y%
T4 EBL ALY 24 FLANMRRETRACT, [RIIN B BRI G4l A X I, T 37°CAH i B 7R 4
BiI% 6 h, SRJEFIRBAG /NI IR, T PBS BRI AR R HI B4 A 4%2 58 HH I = i [
SEAML 30 min, ARG 5% I, FIREF L h HERP. /N RIIE . RGN R ILES
fE 1: 100 FBeZ I NAH LAY, SIS E 1 hs FITC-LL=EHUR 19G 1 1 : 800 Mk, ZiRBL
fEH 1 h. LR DRETRIYT PBST Wik 3 10 10 min/ik. WXIREAR, K52 & 15 E %
TR NS TR IR . Hh 1 G EBL AR R IFA A L = G0 A 4 S
AR,

3.3 &
3.3.1 [B]#E ELISA 753E RIS R PAM 20 3 B pak 8 . TR EM L RE

FRIE 7 B s VA L5 R, HisE rMO071 ZEFH LA 2.5 ug/mL L%, —$ifE 1 : 3200 Fikt, HRP-1L
FEPHUR 19G 1 1: 8000 Fiks, oAt 26 F 358 ELISA J7ik (0 MU k4T« ARG TRie 5875 1 ¥k
REFRE 7T Mmm PUIR I A ST 4Mbk, 48 3CAAL. & REREFRIG, W IIRAE I IERAT
HMftk. AAEEAEEAN A 1AL 34N 6 AN H S [E B 3C4AL i flubkiiAT B 75855,
MR A KRB, LA 20 R EIE S IR Rt e, UERH4EfIpk 3C4AL A RIFIIFRE
.

3.3.2 MADb 3C4A1 BY43F F M E

Western blot {4645 5 41 3-1 i, MAb 3C4AL fE5 rM0071 B A (B 3-1, ¥kiE 1) Al Mmm
Iy ERE Ben-1. 40 1 K HARHERE PGL KAEFF RN (K 3-1, ki 2-4), A5 Mccp. Mmc.
M. bovirhinis. M. agalactiae. M. bovis. M. leachii filZf: A B [CATF 25 & A /N (K 3-1, ¥kiE
5-11). BEEHHI& PPt AR S AR R e, T X 2 Mmm R A 5
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kD M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
170 B ‘
R}
100 = —— -
70
L ——
20 | .
40 e—
350
25 e

3-1 MAb 3CAAL 57 EE
Fig. 3-1 Specificity identification of MAb 3C4A1
M. EEREX S FRERE; 1. rM0071 FH; 2. Mmm 4 E#k Ben-1; 3. Mmm 3B HK44 1; 4. Mmm &30 #k PGL;
5. Mccp; 6. Mmc; 7. M. bovirhinis; 8. M. agalactiae; 9. M. bovis; 10. M. Leachii; 11. 4 A 1B K=
M. Protein molecular weight marker; 1. rM0071 protein; 2. Mmm isolate Ben-1; 3. Mmm isolate Mu 1; 4. Mmm type
strain PG1; 5. Mycoplasma capricolum subsp. capripneumoniae, Mccp; 6. Mycoplasma mycoides subsp. capri, Mmc; 7.
Mycoplasma bovirhinis; 8. Mycoplasma agalactiae; 9. Mycoplasma bovis; 10. Mycoplasma leachii; 11. Bovine

pasteurella type A

3.3.3 MAb 3C4A1 YT KM ELER

W% e RN 3-2 ok, MAb 3C4AL JE T 19G1 2%, BN« BE (£ 3-2).
2 3-2 MAb 3C4AL AT 2% E
Table 3-2 Antibody subclass identification of MAb 3C4A1

PUAR I
Ig IgA IgM 1gG1 1gG2a 19G2b 1gG3 Kappa  Lambda
ODasonm {H 2.292 0.087 0.127 31 0.474 0.25 0.254 2.935 0.119

3.34 FE/KAWAEEE

SDS-PAGE Hi k7 & % e 45 B 3-2 A, 4l Ja i) MADb 3C4A1 7] W,—2k%) 55 kD [f)
BERI—264) 25 KD HI%2EE, 519G K/Ah—8, LHAMREAKWTAE, AR R
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M 1

kD
170
130

100

70

[ 3-2 MADb 3C4AL @b & E
Fig. 3-2 Purification of MAb 3C4A1
M. EEREN S FREMRE; 1. 4LH MAb 3C4AL
M. Protein molecular weight marker; 1. Purified MAb 3C4A1

3.35 HURINTUELSR

il MAb 3CAAL 4595 Bk /N RIS /KAt R N4l fa PuiR R, 455 3-3 fiow,
FRATTRR RS % ETERIPUA RN A 1 1 2.56x10% (& 3-3 (), ME/KMIHAEZUN v 1 ¢ 5.12108,
A S K BT SUN v 1: 1.28%105 (& 3-3 (b)),

25 3.5
—e— i _E3
] 1 —— il
] 3.0 —— kA K
2.0 —e— [P xR
2.5
£ b 2.0
z
g
1.0 1.5
1.0
0.5
0.5

0 2000 4000 6000 0 100000 200000 300000 400000 500000 600000
FikeE (1)
(a) (b)

(a) 4EpEESE; (b) RRZKFn&ifb/ERRzk
(a) Cell supernatant; (b) Ascites and purified ascites
3-3 MADb 3CAAL LA ELER
Fig. 3-3 Antibody potency of MAb 3C4A1
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3.3.6 MAD 3C4A1 &Y IFA #4558

BEAHC 1 1) EBL 4HAEES 3R )5, LA MAD 3C4AL fEN—3T, TG ETOE%EE, 4RWK
3-4 PR, HEMC 1 A B AL S N BRI AR — P B REFLAA I R I SR 5O, T AR S
/IN BRI 1 — B A BP0 BRFL AR AR B 1 2 x BRFLIS R R ISR 6258, U] MAD 3C4AL REfE
5% Y% EBL 40 AR Mmm & 245 S G2 S

400um

400um

100um

- 400um

(a) PEMEXTER; (b) BAMXTER; (o) =AXE; (d) %1
(a) Positive control; (b) Negative control; (c) Blank control; (d) Mu 1
3-4 MAb 3C4A1 i) IFA SR
Fig. 3-4 IFA identification of MAb 3C4A1

3.3.7 HRP fricIiiAI 2L E

T RN AR 1C MAD 3C4AL 3545 HRP-3C4AL Btrdifl. HiAFRICAIE L Bi% ELISA
WE, a5 R 3-5 Tor, 72 AL BOL &4 T, 24 HRP-3C4AL 347 1 : 1600 #i#E, ODasonm
BT 1.0, £ HRP-3C4AL Frid &4, mIHT F—5R%.

5.0

4.5 §7,,K —a— HRP-3C4A1
o— AR
4.0 \*

35
3.0

$ 25

oD
P

LN}

1.0 g

0.5 \

0.0 9o o o o o o o $—9

S P P PSS SN
N oy » by N Y » AL & V
N\ S N N\ N NG N°

HRP-3C4A | B 1%

[& 3-5 HRP-3CAL FifAtRic 84
Fig. 3-5 Antibody labeling efficiency assay of HRP-3C4A1
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3.4 +1ig

2011 IR [E #7 OIE IAIENTE CBPP [H% (XINetal., 2012), 24 Nik—BEARFFE LIRS
ST URBUR, BE ST Mmm BEA PR AR AR A G, H AT ISR T CBPP 2 Wi 4F
SV TR S SR ) B S B B A LI B AT TSR AR R S e, RS PRE  AERA 5 5
PG I T i A T] A ) T B, (RODRIGUEZ et al., 1997; HWANG et al., 1989). ‘& HA = E K
RS VERBUSE, TR s W AR TR PR AR AR OB (NGUYEN et al., 2019). £15%F Mmm B [
TR 7 E A R 2 3RiE, Brooks 5 (2009) F1 Rodriguez &5 (1996) 43l Il 7 Hi Mmm
(R4 S PR L v AR MAD 6E3 F1 MAD 3H12, 2 i R I IR S, 5 HoAdums SR AN AE RS XUV,
1M BT PR B HT S A O ELISA Rl 7%, R EENZEE L. Le Goff 55 (1998)
WELINHI T Mmm [F 5 PR MAD 117/5, - T1Z BB cELISA A& 7572 H /T OIE ¢
fF ) CBPP IfLE Al 7k, B ARG RAIIAE F b BB R e it 25 EFR, 5t Mmm #
SLREPUAR G 2 R B R . BUR ) CBPP MG FH2 Wi ik A48 .

AT LARA R Sp% SOSPER) rMO071 25 1 4% BALB/C /MR, Dl #s 1 BREERS RS etk
P Mmm [ 5 5EFEHTR MAD 3C4AL, B -5 HAth 5 41 Mccp. Mmc. M. bovirhinis. M. agalactiae.
M. bovis. M. leachii FI4f: A B4 [T B AN R A e ) o A BT FL4RIE Mmm BESE A5 T EBL
4. (ZHOU etal., 2016; AYE et al., 2015), A7 H T IFA X563 —BIESL T MADb 3C4AL fE
% S5AL B EBL 4H ) Mmm R AR S g O . FIR S5 R I MAD 3C4AL Z X Mmm 45
FVEPUR, IR RIFM RN, HAEBERE TR IFA Skl 7 A a2
Pi, WNHEE] CBPP LG =12 W 77 ikt 7 JEmh A .

PR A2 o 2 I v 1R SC BT, W BATET AL ELISA SRR, S 148 FH s i AL B At
PR AR S, AT ARG A T A R (8], T BT AR I 5T B0 ELISA S RS AR
PE B EER N . 2 M R AR I U B E T L, T EARICE AR o — A S A PR
HRP BgENE, RORMR e, RPURbRC kB H R —Fh. ASEIREE R LG H, ARSI
BEAR PR HRP-3C4AL bRid &, HHAMCRCE S b Uil e A fe it m, 5 % 2t —2 M0
kAt
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S$PNE CBPP =4 ELISA iR 5 5 & 51

Nt LR TC R B PR MAD 3C4AL 7E CBPP 2 Wik N AT 5, A LA &1
HRP-3C4AL {E KB, FEXFHUREMIRE . KT PUARRRE . IISEFR 4 kT Ak,
BT CELISA Rl 7732 . @i A I K E IR MIEFE &, 55 CBPP Hudf kil & (IDEXX) £
IG5 FFEAT LU, e P2V E I R R ANE

4.1 SRIG#R}
41.1 M3&

(1) CBPP [ BAVEMILiE BRI T A 5286 =

(2) ASEE6 i HAt CBPP Il PRBAYE . BRI ILIE thts) H A S = fR A7

(3) A3 TASEMA . 835 leachii ST AASEFRHEBH M LI H AR S50 = ARAE -
(4 PALGNELER . AW IEIRTS . FA%. 4B S S R R M3 b B A A2 e
W& IRV BRI FU TR AT

4.1.2 EERF

(1> CBPP it i st i kil &, W H IDEXX AF;

(2) Sifiis, MH Gibco A7l

(3) HRP-LIPEHLR 19G, W1 Sigma 27

(4) HAtFB o MFRFIZ IR “5 =5 2.1.2 M5 =% 3.1.2”,

413 UEEF

(1) Fgksi (EL>808) BIO-RAD
(2) 96 FLIRIESIY (SCI-M)  SCILOGEX
(3) HAtF A FEMX IS R4S IR “58 7 2.1.3 AI5E == 3.1.37,

4.1.4 W7 BRECH]

(D 1%5ifyE: =8 1 mL S, fnAZ] 99 mL PBS 5 PBST H'.
(2) 1%MmUR: & 19 @mBiR, IAZF| 100 mL PBS 5% PBST ZZrft, se4iam)a i .
(3) HAthF A FATRBCH| S0 “28 7 2.1.4 A58 == 3.1.47,

4.2 LA
4.2.1 35 ELISA #M AN E AR R MNIZF

(1) BrEH)E: RS 246 rM0071 28 MR 2808 BIKE, 120 nL/FL a0 u bR,
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A°CiEHIR, FHK, H PBST ¥k 3 IX;

(2) #Ml: I 5% A A, 200 ul/fL, 37°CHEE 2h, 37, F PBST ik 3 1K;

(3) FEF IS SRAETR AR b L& HEAT — € (5 2O RE SR NN S AR ARG B 5 R B A BT A
HRP-3C4A1, &%), 100 uL/fLEE# 2Btk t, 37°CHFE 1h, FF, H PBST BE¥ 3 iX;

(4) Bt TMB &, 100 pL/fL, 37°CiE%: M 10 min;

(5) &b, EEFRCEEE: 100 uL/FLINA 2 M BRERZ 1R, FFIll %2 P K 450nm 4b(1) OD 14

4.2.2 HRRESHREMNILE R ERREERTRE

2 pg/mL. 1 pg/mL. 0.5 pg/mL. 0.25 pg/mL 4% ELISA #%, % CBPP [t FHYEMIFLL 1:5, 1:
10, 1:20. 1:40. 1:80 RUFEESE S5k )5 1 HRP-3C4AAL SAFIR A, B 100 pl In A EEFRAT,
37°CHEH 1h, #&HE M ELISA FEF#ME. 15 NP E, Dhigm N/P (B XN & AHE N Pt 6
Al R LT B R 2R A

4.2.3 BBFIA R ERRERTAE

PL 4.2.2 W PR BRI MIE R R AR, M4 HRP-3C4AL IR, Rt
471:100. 1:500. 1:1000. 1:2000. 1:4000. 1:8000 ##s, FLik® =4 CBPP . FHIEIM
TESIAH, HHE NP, PAssE NP AEXT N ZHAE A HRP-3C4AL iR REFE .

4.2.4 RREFBHH—SHML

IR BT, X584 I S At 25 AR AT FEAOLAL, BT R AL SEER 3 B B P A
CBPP Bt PHMEMIESZIGAL, H&HE NP AE, LA NIP (X RSB 26 Al o
(1) FIEWE K E
LA pH 9.6 MIBKER £h 22 MV E N B, WL SR AR EAT AR 23 T 37°Co& M M a kbl 1
h, 1.5h fi12h, LK 4°CHEHE 12 h F1 16 h.
(2) s3SI 326 938 Bt P S5 A DA o
L 1% 195 1% K. 5% IR =Fha PR, 53 (e 37°Co&AF T 1 h, 1.5h Al 2
h.
(3) FAETE 40 & I [ A i
P8 37°CoRAF T L0 B ML Shebryiik, ME a9 05h, 1hy 1L.5h M 2h.
(4 FtERE&EHE
A3 9T 2 IR )R 10 min. 15 min, 37°CH#EE &M 5 min. 10 min. 15 min.

4.25 IaFERIFIE

2 IDEXX iR F &4 CBPP BHYERIZF MMy 108 13 F1 CBPP [ 2R 1MiE 470 4y, 4%
FEM R FE R RE Jo S A PTAR HRP-3C4AL TR & 3E1T cELISA R4,  [FIA ¥ B AN I LI ) B bR P i
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KHEFL, WE ODasonm fH, RIEANXIHEHIHIZE (P, Pl= (1IR3 MIE ODasonm {E/BEFR PR
X & ODasonm 1) ><100%. [ F GraphPad Prism #4%} &5 84T 04T, 224 ROC HiZk, e m It
1H.

4.2.6 $5F DT

FIF 2 2571 cELISA J515:43 ARG I 500 47 CBPP B4 1 i A1 Aty 2 514k P IR 78 P s
PR I, B0 35 2P A Gtk B8 R ABR) . i E 1 IY5 (BVD). 45 1% (bTB). “FEl 4514 (Bovine
paratuberculosis) 43 J5#A& (M. bovis). JoF. 35 4% (M. agalactiae) . 5.3 544 (M. bovirhinis).
leachii 37 J5{& (M. leachii), [FF1E$E 1 4y CBPP FpviERAMEMLIER 1 4 CBPP FnifkPH Itk MiE 1E Ay
XTRE, THEAE RIS PR, DAPEAS AR i

4.2.7 BUREM S

(1) iEHL 70 4 CBPP CAIFHTE MG, FIH ALK cELISA J7iZdb A, AR i 4h 2R
PP ATV M U

(2) EHL 3 4 CBPP FHMEIMIE, MiEHREAFEE, FIFH D SLH) cELISA Tl e 1% )7 %
REAS H LI BH PRI SR A MR A 20, DAVP Al AR 72 ) R S

428 EEMIAE

SRR R B 3 Peligbatk. LLK 3 AMAFEHLI G RIEERA AR, A SR
CELISA J5ikr Ikl 6 4y CBPP IMiFAEAS (3 frFHTEM 3 BATE), #1473 IRER K, 5 PI
{6 S RiAR 7 2 5 (CV).

429 FERRE

FIPTEESLIY CELISA JiER ML =4F R BBl =/ WS I TEEE DY 4 40 1Y 1408 £3 1l
RA-IMIEREAS, [ H] CBPP Hti kil & (IDEXXD Xfit 1408 /it shibATAeill, Zeit
eSO AL Rl IR PRIIE G <

43 &R
431 MEREEERENILEEERRENRE

WE-CAHARFF) rM0071 & A DR AR A T A B B ISR R, e MM e vk AT
CELISA X%, 4ttt ODasonm HZE R W3 4-1, 115 N/P H. Fda i RwnE 4-1 frs, ARYE N/P
B 5K RIHf & rMO071 2 H I BOE AR BN 2 ng/mL, 15 B EERM R N 11 10,
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0% CBPP 74+ ELISA HiA il 5 ik f#) 25 g ar

* 4-1 CANFESHREMNDEMERREEEHERNER

Table 4-1 Checkerboard titration results of seven of antigen encapsulation concentration and of serum dilution

PR EIRE (ug/mLd

0.25 0.5 1 2 4 8 16
" 1:5 0.165 0.143 0.15 0.134 0.141 0.137 0.142
FH
i 1:10 0.185 0.164 0.175 0.144 0.152 0.16 0.163
M=
1:20 0.25 0.211 0.241 0.2 0.189 0.204 0.223
Mk
i 1:40 0.348 0.283 0.273 0.268 0.23 0.273 0.298
i3
1:80 0.431 0.379 0.351 0.357 0.309 0.365 0.356
" 1:5 1.167 1.117 1.124 1.162 1.182 1.172 1.09
]‘g)q‘
e 1:10 1.21 1.155 1.121 1.258 1.251 1.269 1.141
ME]
1:20 1.226 1.201 1.256 1.24 1.271 1.139 1.11
ik
i 1:40 1.243 1.308 1.294 1.302 1.249 1.267 1.112
i3
1:80 1.261 1.226 1.206 1.258 1.223 1.214 1.125
10 -
—a— (.25
——0.5
h
;‘4 ; 6
4k
b) 1 1 1 1 L

L 375 4

4-1 RIEUR BHKEFMLE RAEFR R E BT E

Fig. 4-1 Determination of the optimal coating concentration of antigen and the optimal dilution of serum

4.3.2 HRP-3CAAl R EERENHE

FET 4.3.1 R R T DR G A A B AN I AR RE BEEAT cELISA 3%, 4 HRP-3C4AL #ikf 6
B, AT = 0B . FHPEIMIEAEA, Fiit ODasonm M5 LR 4-2, F5 N/P {H. s
SRS R 4-2 i, HRPE N/P (i KEIHG E HRP-3C4AL ffEM B v 1 1 2000,
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% 4-2 HRP-3C4A1 R EFERRE N L
Table 4-2 The results at different dilutions of HRP-3C4A1

) = bR IMTERE AR
B bR BTARTG REE
P1 N1 P2 N2 P3 N3
1:100 0.587 2.452 0.304 2.492 0.473 2.517
1:500 0.356 2.343 0.205 2.05 0.304 2.389
HRP
1:1000 0.268 1.217 0.138 1.393 0.237 1.274
1:2000 0.134 1.156 0.089 1.206 0.126 1.117
3C4A1
1:4000 0.127 0.824 0.09 1.01 0.141 0.917
1:8000 0.093 0.507 0.084 0.493 0.112 0.556
14 | [ i
o [ g2
[ imiE4ds
12
10 F — —
E e 8F [T L
a “
o — .
6} _—
4
2
0 1 1 1 1 1 1
\~.\°Q \~‘.°°Q .\QQQ .'\,QQQ »9@ .%“QQ
N N J Ne

HRP-3C4A | BE bR A FE %

[& 4-2 HRP fric B ERRENHE

Fig. 4-2 Determination of the optimal dilution of HRP-labeled monoclonal antibody

4.33 HwIERNFHEIHE

JZ M8 4.2.4 TRIREIRR O AT 1E3AT 2L, ARYE N/P (B 5 K BRI 58 B fE S B 26
rM0071 FE PR T 4°CEHL 16 h (3R 4-3); HHIRIER 5% MR, T 37°CH I 2h (3R 4-4);
FER I35 SR MRS AR TRIR S T 37°CHFE 1 h(FE 4-5); TMB JEY 4T 37°CHEYE X M 10 min

(% 4-6).
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* 4-3 mEMRBWETHTHE

Table 4-3 Determination of optimal antigen coating conditions

PIARAEMLIGFEA (N/P )

PUR PR
P1 N1 N/P P2 N2 N/P
1h 0.089 0.535 6.011 0.095 0.577 6.074
37°C 15h 0.114 0.715 6.272 0.108 0.803 7.435
2h 0.137 1.162 8.482 0.143 1.267 8.86
. 12h 0.129 1.048 8.124 0.131 1.266 9.664
e 16 h 0.125 1.245 9.96 0.138 1.409 10.21

® 44 REHTRINEE R AFERFHE

Table 4-4 Selection of the best sealing solution and determination of the sealing conditions

WAARAEME A (N/P {ED

ESNGE

P1 N1 N/P P2 N2 N/P

1h 0.285 1.279 4.488 0.278 1.32 4.748

1% AR 15h 0.213 1.244 5.84 0.234 1.296 5.538
2h 0.228 1.234 5.412 0.21 1.252 5.962

1h 0.222 1.247 5.617 0.271 1.269 4.683

5% B i 15h 0.174 1.263 7.259 0.183 1.23 6.721
2h 0.141 1.215 8.617 0.136 1.195 8.787

1h 0.511 1.569 3.070 0.606 1.68 2.772

1% 5 fLi% 15h 0.487 1.538 3.158 0.556 1.677 3.016
2h 0.422 1.451 3.438 0.464 1.584 3.414

*® 45 RIEZFHEREINHE

Table 4-5 Determination of the optimal competitive incubation time

PIAARHE ML AEA (NIP D

SEA I E I A

P1 N1 N/P P2 N2 N/P

0.5h 0.001 0.732 8.044 0.118 0.898 7.61

i 1h 0.136 1.152 8.471 0.151 1.26 8.344
e 15h 0.167 1.149 6.88 0.219 1.343 6.132
2h 0.277 1.274 4.599 0.325 1.398 4.302
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%= 4-6 &1 TMB EREH/ITRE

Table 4-6 Determination of optimal TMB color development conditions

PIARAEMLIGFEA (N/P )

TMB B4
P1 N1 N/P P2 N2 N/P
- 10 min 0.129 1.051 8.147 0.115 1.148 9.983
e
15 min 0.237 1.171 4.941 0.192 1.193 6.214
5 min 0.11 0.862 7.836 0.099 0.94 9.495
37°CHE: 10 min 0.145 1.224 8.441 0.128 1.304 10.188
15 min 0.311 1.396 4.489 0.267 1.417 5.307

4.3.4 Cut-off {HEVFAZE

NS IDEXX 7 A7) SR ) 578 £ CBPP I FEAS (B0 4% 108 473 BHPE MLiE AE A AT 470
BRI MIEREAD #E47 cELISA J7ikkaill, FEit&IiE Pl fH. A5 HFH GraphPad Prism 1k
ROC /37, ¥ 95%M B 5 X ] (C1D i DSn. DSp. MEAEadr (P) i€ iZ ikl
cut-off fH. &R 4-3 () Ml (b) Fow, W@ 1% IERN &M cut-off (A4 44.77%, LB R
M2k R A (AUC) 4 0.9650 (95% Cl: 0.9449 ~ 0.9852), #Et4tly 87.96% (95% Cl: 80.49% ~
92.83%), HFFPEN 96.17% (95% Cl: 94.03% ~ 97.56%). Ak, i ASHF 7T & LK) cELISA J5
VERIHERRIE R : FF MG P> 44.77%H), HIE NEME, PI<44.77%H), g NBITE.

100r 10f
80 0.8F
'E 60k 06 o _E;ii
= o p-———— > 0.4477
£ 40k = 04 - Sensitivity: 87.96
77 Specifitity: 96.17
0.2
20k AUC =0.9650
P < 0.0001
2 0.0 B s R
0 5 1 1 1 1 1
0 20 40 60 80 100 202 1 1
Specificity 0 1
(a) (h)

(a) ROC Bh%k; (b) 578 14 CBPP IEHEZ Pl 575 UK
(a) ROC curve; (b) Dot plot of PI distribution of 578 CBPP serum samples
[E] 4-3 F GraphPad Prism % #4E ROC BiZ%E cELISA F53EMI R &
Fig. 4-3 Determination of the critical value for cELISA method by GraphPad Prism software

4.35 FrFMRIZI R MR SITER

(1) FIFHZJ7 14600 500 4 CBPP CLA0 B I4: My, #6455 R 488 43 IfLif Pl < 44.77% K
P, Bz ik oA 97.6% (488/500) .
(2) K& CBPP. IBR. BVD. bTB. 4:Hl&51% (11 Johne’s disease)+ M. bovis. M. agalactiae.
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M. bovirhinis 1 M. leachii FFRAERAPEILE, 25 Rk 4-4 Bz, B CBPP FreHERH 4 MLiE 1 P AE
T 44.77%, HoAt A5 1 W JE B R R v B L PI BT 44.77% (10.43% ~ 26.0%), 1
SR NBAYE, BEEHAHE 7T ) cELISA J7ikdr et R, 5 HAm A=Y IR HTAR A R A2 A8 RN

1.4 . — 90
[CI0D500
5 - ——PI(%) 180
L :[ o P I
S 470
Lot — |
160
i"»E' 0.8F 450 3
E =
Q 06} 140~
130
04}
N /I\ \\\ 120
O5r U~ \/ Il 10
0.0 _ 0
€ & & L L & & & &
S VI VTFE IS
& & @

4-4 CELISA 75 AR X R R IR 36 25
Fig. 4-4 Results of cross-reactivity test for cELISA method

436 FRAMME/NMEEERESITER

(1 FHZI7 R 70 43 CBPP T AIFHMEME , Fillgh KRR 57 47 1L Pl > 44.77%)9FH
P, BIREZITIE R EUR R 81.4% (57/70).

(2) FICEESLI cELISA J7i2%H 5 LU e 5 1 3 4> CBPP BHPE M #EAT A I, 25 L anf&] 4-5
B, ISR 1: 160 MRS, PI>44.77%, JNBHEME: Wi 1: 320 #MkEnS, PI<44.77%, HNPIE,
W% 7 VE R A HH BH A I35 1) B K LIS FRREFE S 12 160,

100

—a&— P|

80

60

PI (%)

40

20 |

o
N N A N NE 4
L 5 7 e R

[& 4-5 cELISA F5EH R BENELER

Fig. 4-5 Results of sensitivity determination of cELISA method
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4.3.7 EEM IR DITER

TSR 45 B, KGN 6 £ CBPP IMLyE AL S (1 HtL P 25 2 MR EG4H CV EL7E 2.29% ~ 5.72% 2 [8] (%
4-7), falE YR CV fELE 3.30% ~ 9.84% 2 ] (£ 4-8), /N 10%, i B AHT 58 &1
CELISA Jifae. EEMRIT.

xR4T HREEMRIELE
Table 4-7 Intra-batch repeatability test results

[ — K P1 (%)

Mi&E s PEIME (%) PrifEZ R RE(%)
! B 2 3
P1 75.90 82.44 79.80 79.38 2.685 3.38
P2 90.30 88.29 85.39 87.99 2.019 2.29
P3 68.33 75.47 76.06 73.29 3.517 4.80
N1 3.43 3.61 3.63 3.56 0.088 2.48
N2 8.88 7.97 9.13 8.66 0.496 5.72
N3 12.34 13.22 13.46 13.01 0.480 3.69
%* 4-8 MEEEMRELER
Table 4-8 Inter-batch repeatability test results
AFEHER PL (%)
IR RS I (%) FrifE % AR (%)
EONEiT 524t 534t
P1 76.85 69.51 82.29 76.22 5.236 6.87
P2 83.43 89.80 84.25 85.83 2.831 3.30
P3 77.70 69.40 81.29 76.13 4.980 6.54
N1 5.33 5.84 4.58 5.25 0.516 9.84
N2 8.04 7.13 7.29 7.49 0.398 5.31
N3 15.47 13.24 13.79 14.17 0.948 6.69

438 FERRESHER

FI S cELISA 51241 CBPP HAARA M7 & (IDEXXO [FII A& 1408 43I AR MiE AL A,
K2t Bangk 4-9 Frow, HApRHME MG AT &% N 80.43% (37/46), BHVEIMLIE IR & %N 94.13%
(1282/1362), 1% /71455 IDEXX Fillial 77 & i) SR RF A% 0 93.68% ((37+1282) /1408).
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% 4-9 cELISA 77745 OIE fEEM MU FI SN FF & RN R
Table 4-9 Conformity test results of cELISA method and OIE recommended kit

IDEXX CBPP $i A k&3 771

I RAE it
H 9 1
FH 37 80 117
AT 5T CELISA i
[{ERES 9 1282 1291
St 46 1362 1408
TFE%E (%) 80.43 94.13 93.68

4.4 g

FAT, B 1 JEPAINE S 1) —LeHb [X 41, 4 5K 2 B0E K # I CBPP(EGWU et al., 1996;
NICHOLAS et al., 20000, 7EfGHI AR IAEIIMLIX, Wiy BT, IR, JE H/R. BREMILTE
GHEK CBPP H{EEE, 4 ERATHGEME RMK, ™ HE PR E KPR 22 MARAE T

(WINDSOR, 2000; BOLSKE et al., 1995; ABDELA et al., 2017; YANSAMBOU et al., 2018). 7£1L.

A — ekt X, fn7E IR E AR A LI IH, CBPP N A R AEFRAT, HEHE A AR IR A T8
W oR, AL S FRAT RN 8% /i ha, B w RIUMIEA M AR (ANJUM et al.,
2020). HTHREFWMFRER, THHEARCK, E L EFKIHENG IR BEEA L,
PR E IR 8 B SR SR K I 2 4P . CBPP IR I, S W 2k R ek Bl e s PR
WGy, T ELAE FHPUAE 3R 9T JE 18 R R e nT K A 0 SR R, ™ B FHAS T CBPP s
(THIAUCOURT et al., 2004; 2 JLER, 20074), — H CBPP MK, Hahifi KRB KM HIFT . REH
AT/ HE A = 2 CBPP 2 Wi i, R Z0% CBPP (A R AN 4%, JFRBUR. Rise. i
Tt CBPP 12 W 7 1L 7R JE B .

CBPP 2k TGRSR . i 520 i 2# A il A P ks 25 8% (RADOSTITS et al., 2007; OIE,
2018). T2 WifE CBPP [ & Az il R A, OIE H RHEFEM A 745 H T CBPP
[IH A AR BR, BRI cELISA 1 CFT (OIE, 2018). WA EA ML RESE (£ 63%) Flfs 5
PE (98% ~ 99%), {HPEMNAEBEFAFA K. Hrh CFT 72 2w A M MUk, 17 2k
Je BBURRE B P, RS 3 AN H AR AU (ABDO etal., 1998), 1 CELISA fE1S 4 & e 1 5
U (OIE, 2018). JUE X P A I i 2 A J7 vk I BUBCHE eSS A EL AN 78, (AR B I PR £t Bom e
TR ASBEIR L R 12 Wi PE (FAO, 2003) . %o J2 ENTZEE A 55 = il i A0 A 2/ e ik
5. ‘BIfE CBPP o SR Al-A . AER A HAIRIUEZ RAIEOLN, I PEvE 4SS RE AT #e 2
FHYE (TARDY etal., 2011). BT 5 — Mg A 7 V5 Joikms H B I Gep B i) CBPP, @2 A H]
LR J7iENE (MUUKA etal., 2011). CFT J7 ks I R A e 20 4u i A5 A [ R, BB N
BRI AL E RN G, ARMEARAELL, FF HARRE S P TARTE SEFR B AR 8 T Uk A B R
AR AR, DRI LUK N o cELISA FikAE N —Ffi{E. Pk, milsr ik, @
CBPP IfiEZAa b 32 . B TIA M cELISA JiikBustE G IR, hHEdE. TR T
181 F It ELRENS far 0w P A B B2 W 7

SR AR 2 T i AR e T2 W S R AT Mimme B0 R LA BRI 51 4 (PILO et al.,
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2003), &4 N1k, ARZFE N Mmm BRI E B S &3 T TIRAWE. Hd, LppQ /2 Mmm
() —FhRe e S PR EAR B 1, FET0 LppQ MR 5T LS LppQ YENHTIE ) ELISA faril 7572
IR A B, AT DAE AT A2 W #EFR (BRUDERER et al., 2002). 4R, £ Mmm Tl i)
187 MhRmEE T, KIVFZ PR WRMAR AN SR RZERBL, 5 LppQ AHEL W] BEE A TE5R T
TR 5, AR NS HEEER (HAMSTEN et al., 2009). Neiman %5 (2009) #1785 8 Fif
JE IR R ELISA J7i, it 2 P 5 20 648 RO 1 28 O R, al e iilok & 3R i & E A5 1
PRV o 28 SN, S 3 B v PR S P R R U o %5 925%F 100 224N LIS RE A (RRG I 425 Bt o 1Y
BT U AR S, 20 59N 85.6%41 96.4% (NEIMAN etal., 2009). AR, 17 Bt KBk
A [RI b E R IR A ML AT VPAG 0 B R DU 12 77 4 S v ff T 5 ) SR M AR ek
It J FeAth 53t ik SR A T T T A R EE2H AR R (R4 ELISA J7ik, Won T — & N AT, (A5 4E
PR WA WK N R IE, HEE A= 3 (BRUDERER et al., 2002; 2% LK %, 2006;
Sl 5%, 2019; MCE &, 20200 o TR, ARSEEG = REARAE T 1 AT LT E 2H A 1 1 T
ELISA J7i%:, (HAEImPRA N BBURIEA R o B M%7 Le Goff 55 (1998) 7£ 1998 4FHil| & 3k45 1 1
FRFRFPE Mmm B BEPiiR, FETZ U L cELISA Jikhs ik 99.9%, MUkt CFT AH
oh, L EFRVPL, H AT 2wk OIE #E3E 8 EBR 5 545 72 1) CBPP ikl /732 . BT CBPP il
IRCWIAEE 2%, H BTGB R —Fh 7k aedE A T B A 1500 T 1) CBPP &, 1M L5 Fhizs Wit
RAGEAHEANTE, FRECA AN RIS W 54T 50 v i

AW FCEESLI) CBPP FiiiAG il 7L e HEm CBPP 2 Wik ff M 11 1R IRt B AT R4 (s bk
Western blot 25 5 &7~ MAb 3C4AL 5 ¥ 71558 XS ) A= Y5 SIS AR BT R BN K A S R [N
AR AR S P AR 8 P 5 FH 40 e AR L3750k P AR S 365 % AR A7 (1) CBPP AT 2% M IRE i, 35 B M
T HAX L6 1135 K5 X 2425k 35 2 CBPP B, MR R I RG], - R ksl 7 % 97.6%
e S B R S A e . (A TR KREN SRR S B G JEtE, Hae AR i ikilk
TRV PRI ARG DU 5 SR Wk AR e e W A RN Rk, 5 P& B RS dA cELISA R &L 63.8%(1) BUZ Al
99.9%E M (MOLLA etal., 2021), Rl A T2 I BBURS I 2 52 BN G BBUR I B 52, AT BE AT
TE—EMRE .

FIFH AR S50 8 71 cELISA J735A1 IDEXX S b A Aar k751 6 [FTs 0 oK 15 AS [E] 3B X 1) 1408 73
e A2 L 37 AT ARSI RR LA, 46 R R 9 R 7 Yk (R BE P LTSS 4 260 80.43%, BN IS FF & 3 N
94.13%. i #E A BAE [ bR AR I H w3 2 0 5 AR5 S 00 2R SRR b, 7EK B 4 EE T e sk
Yoo H K R B CBPP S AL AR ) 6 473 I Y, IDEXX Kt 3 47 BH A i A 5 i i 5 45 B s 1
XTI B EF R T AR 1 4 0 - MEFEAS, IDEXX ALt 4 4 BAPEm A 5 Aa 2 g P .
ZEE IR TR ALK, 3X 10 47 M35 7] BERIE TR G A FIBY B, B SR AR IR A
AT AEAL T YL A 2, T TS AR O 2F AT e AL T I R IR e BB PR IR ], 3 T 7E R S Fh AR AN
[FIRIR A5 L, HEIASH 58 N R T VA AE It R L i s M 5 T IDEXX Rllialin &, e
PRI GBI PR I BUBR MR T IDEXX A& % TH IS B0 IS A 2D,
ANREAER SN HAHIT ST T EEST. cELISA J7ikiIVERE. BT LA, v 7 B ok AN A b DX SRR ) 24
MIE AT VAL, AR E 1277 72 B VR o] S IR UM AR e 1 (HAMISTEN et al., 2009

AR, B DU E IR E SRR I 5 2 W7 TR T R S . LR e, R
U, Aels R E e SR DA SO R S, S A AR AT R A SO, BT BA BT
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FEGURHTAAGL I 5 T B R (R0 3 o ACHIE TE LA BRI 37 1 —Ff CBPP SE4+ ELISA fifAf:
Worik, Lon T REFHREAVERRGEE, 1 HAZ VAR .58 F, I A5, W RS20 =
XFlfiR CBPP ML AEA K Eod A . thAh, AT S 7732 5 i AR & (IDEXX) Al
R, fraRmEs, ABRAEE O, ADOYIRE CBPP 2 WA IR AUA AU EAR T
B, tfE CBPP Bifas b A 44 B EZ A1 .
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ELE Fig

1. 8 KW B R REERTA R E AT EYER) rM0071 R, SRR SE AN Z A 4l AL 3R 15 40
ERIFMEMAEN, H5 CBPP BH:A: Mg KA e M RSIESE rM0071 85 2 A R I %
JiE, AR BT AR B S S

2. F rM0071 £ F % BALB/c /)N IR 5 SP2/0 41 uft &, 185 742 ELISA J5 ks
BHPE R . A3 IRFRE W e, 3R75 1 ARENXT Mmm (4R M B e iR (MAD 3C4AL) . BIh
il # B P iA& HRP-3C4AL,

3. 37 73T HRP-3C4AL () CBPP 724+ ELISA Fiidtill Jyik, 1% 77Uzt v 81.4%.
RN 97.6%, S S AT ST & % 93.68%, B A — IR H A -
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