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shrimp was established. The immunomaghetic beads were p: pared’By coupling anti-Salmonella polyclonal antibody to magnetic beads and the
reaction conditions were optimized:to establish the IMS method, and a probe and primers were synthesized for ttr gene of Salmonella to
construct the real-time PCR system. The specificity and sensitivity of four representative Salmonella strains were examined. The results showed

that the optimal dosage of immunomagnetic beads was 100 pL, and the optimal reaction time of immunomagnetic beads with sample bacteria

technical support for the rapid detection of Salmonella in aquatic products as well as the practical significance for the prevention and control of

foodborne-diseases caused by Salmonella.
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KA FEALS RS R PRI RN 5 2 AR D T G B
ARG (FRED ", (H DU 3 R 2 AR
17 IMS-Real time PCR F:lll )i 70 8-/

AHIF TR 1) £ B0 1T IR B SR BE RGP
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(ATCC19115), & A ERE (ATCC29213),

236

%l

NSEE ELRAT: WITTIREARHER L (ATCC14028),
V) 15 v [ A AR 2 AR 2T T B R P DR Loy SR Pl
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BacTrace“SERIZIAL LG T IRETUA (CSA-D) #i
A, U 2 AN RIS ALY T I B S e 1L =
MiEH B aifeimifg, BT 2wbEbik, kR
AlME™ A, B, C, D, E, G MITIKE. HERA
PR LIS, .

HU 1 mg #i¥kT 1.5 mL B0, 1 mL PBS
SRR 2 WG, EEET 100 uL PBS 22
A 400 pL HTELH] 1 5 mg/mL EDC A1 5 mg/mL NHS &
H, IRE S 37 CIELREER 30 min, PBS £
W 2 e BRI IIREER S 50 ng £ 70 BEHUAR
A, 37 CEEL 2.5 h, BEGEREREZ R,
1% BSA T 37 ‘CH} /4] 30 min, PBS ZEHLEE 2 1%,
FH 200 uL PBS 2 &
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W70 TIKE (Salmonella Enteritidis, S.E) F1H B4
15FEVPT TR (Salmonella Parathpyi A, S.P), HH:4»
SRR E A R A R T S e ik & R A A
k.

FHERPA 73 s O TS ORAF 1) 4 BRVDTTIRER
7E TSA PR ERIZR, F 37 ‘CHEFE 24 ho SPREUHREE
YRR T TSB 1, 37 °C 180 v/min i 7%3%, FLH
KBTI E 10* CFU/ML 25804 . 725
) & b T T IR TR % A ER 20 504 80+ 100, 120.
150 uL, MAZE] 1 mL #H, 7RRAET 37 C,
80 r/min F4E 30 min, B OETHRIML AL FRE S
min, ZRJEHIE 3 min, FRRAER TS/ M E ST BE I,
F F3EW: IINTCE I PBS-Tween 20 1 mL, ¥ES%
PR AW, A 2 K fJ5H 1 mL 0.01 mol/L PBS

(pH 7.4) FE. SRR RTAIEH G IR
AGIE YRR S , IEX 100 uL ¥:45F XLD “FAR,
37 ‘CHi3% 24 h, BTG EOIAH R BEORE, % F
FIAXTHERIRE.

FPEREERAARR (%) = (HE B 5 % S By
Wy BRI 75 S 40 *x100%

1222 GuE IR 5 o R A% S LN [ (R 5

b1 I S HEER 25 100 pl, 23 A IIANE] 1 mL
WP RN 10° CFUML (TR, 780 IR 515 37 °Cs
80 r/min 2} B EE 15, 30, 45. 60 min, B2 08

0.01 mol/LPBS (pH 7.4) k. Z43& 4bhEMFq,

WL 100 pl 3345 T XED “F4R, 37 CHiF% 24 h, Mg
W VA T
123  RJIGHZRIEIR:

%Eﬂgl‘] i (Salmonella Choleraesuis, S.C). [
KIP1] K (Salmonella Enteritidis, S.E) F1HI & gilf
FEYP 1 R (Salmonella Parathpyi A, S.P) 4535
% TSB 1, 37 Ciladd:gs, HIGER/KRK BRI
#910* CFU/mML. Z3HIEL 1 mL B30I S i ik
o EIRRALATR A E R H I, 3 XLD “FARHT
WAL THEARR.
1232 E RN RS REER IR R 152
KR T TR HERLDITIRE. FAEG
FEVDT TR E Mg 230 1T 1K 5 38R 2 TSB 1,37 C
MRS, HER KT ERRE, KREAN 10%
10°. 10%. 10°. 10° CFU/mL MIHE M. KGR

O157:H7. FIVA I AINGE  FpE 2= Ay v A0 4 0 3 4
BREA > BIHERNE TSB 1, 37 Ciladdsss, HERK
PR % 10° CFU/ML, &H 1 mL IR&15], 19
WEEA 10° CFU/ML 24 B ¥ 4 BRIPITTIREA
I JEE 1) B AR5 2 TR VR SR AR A, 20X 1 mL
IR RN GEREER, % IR TR & E 46 H
B, ¥R XLD “FARHHMTHEE T, THEEIRR .
124 28358 PCR AR
1.2.4.1 DNA BRI L5190 BREFIA L

FER A SR & 5 55 S DNA #
BT & B 1) 4 DNAGRAR, <20 CHAAE.

PERRVD I TR tor 7 5 g i I,

(Pr): 5-AGCTCAGA
TagMan #4F.(Pb) :“FAM-5-CACCGACGGCGAGA
CCGACTTT-3-BHQT JH TG B i 4l 7K i Bt Bl 10
umol/L, -20 ‘CIRA7 %

242 SERFSEYE PCR MK R
) M BNAR %, Hdt 2xPremixTaq

(TaKaRa) 10 uLy b\ TUE514% 0.2 pmol/L, TagMan
%1 035 ymol/L, DNA2 uL, #h5% ddH,0 % 20 pl.
R AAEN: 95 CHIAE 2 min, &AMERN 95 C,
5s, 60 C, 40s (SEEZOUET), 40 MEHR, X
MNEER T 40 CARE 10 mine BRGNS 28 B
RoF R BHPEST BRI 2 I
12.5 SJRAEER-F 0T KA PCR 7 ik4$ 14

KR TTIRE, KBIEAE O157:H7. BRig
Wkt KIGAFEE . maihe . Bvs 2N, 5
WEITRE . S PHIAIEREE . JEEELYD I IR . P
RIFEL T TIRE . I RIDT TR 20 BRI T TSB H1,
37 CipikEsE, FESLH) IMS-Real time PCR 57246
.

12.6 FIEAEER-F0F A PCR 77 ik REBUE

K AFEVD T TIRE . ERLID I IR ARG
FEV 1T IRE AN V0 1] IR 43 %R 2 TSB H1,37 C
HRREFE, FCHEKERERRE, BUEIERLE R TSA “F
BOIAT AL, PSRRI [FIRTER 25 ¢ MKF=TiT3%
T SE ) T VAR T X R4S o, K 1 mL W
#Jy 10°~10* CFU/ML [V S IR B 0F b,
B 15 min, IS TR . 92365 L O &
PRESEAEIPT IR . K5 ER A TSB L 1:2
HEATHRE, 37 ‘CHY P 3 h, A2 IMS-Real time PCR
JFFHREI, R 2T VARG IR F b ] BB AR BR
12.7  SFRARSLARN
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TP 243 S KA T 40 V3 EERAE I
BT 2~8 CREEMPIELI =M. HEK
IMS-Real time PCR J7iEMEFRIZEHEATRIM, X Eegh
2.

2 ZR51He

2.1 RITBIREIE RN E R E

12 1.2.2.1 WhEAE, ISINASFEIE I S miek, g
B KRS LIS EE RN 1 . —HESEBREE i
YT TR TS YA BUR, NERRT IS

BUICHREE 10 CFU/ML 1 B bR BRA S R 1 & 5
AT . NSEER BT LA, BEE S ER
I (VTN 2 S WIS 20 R AP B RE 0 T i,
AT A AR RS FE S MRS I 100 pL IFIA
FlIRGT; ARSI R BRI, W ARk
SR SRR, TSR H AR TE AR 57 B A2
P AEROIRAS o MUk 100 uL AE A S B REER K BBOE TR

M.
22 4R L R R P
¥ 1.2.2.2 FEAE, SIS iERS B R TN [E] ) [A]

VD IR Y5 oK F, (R E JET 5 SR S0 i S (1) )5 7, WREZ 40 B AR KRS IR S B 4 2R
IMS-Real time PCR /756 LB RIS R H 1S, G
F 1 RRHIRNRIERNE
Table 1 Optimal addition amount of immunomagﬁeti?:'%d
GRRERAMENL RS BIHESH(CFUML) BB 6 H 54 %(CFUMLY AIEE/(%)
20 2.85x10* 4.1x10° 14.5£0.5
50 2.85x10° 1.12x10* 39.4+0.9
80 2.85x10° 1.66x10* 58.3+1.1
100 2.85x10° 2.4x& 84.4+1.1
120 2.85x10* . 2:14x1 75.342
150 2.85x10° 1.37%10° 48.2+1.5
R 2 REHERSEIRIIRIER G
Table 2 Optimal reaction time of salmonella and immunomagnetic beads
JR_JRL B 18] fmin B BEE %,éﬁh(cﬁ% #hi4B e W % %4/(CFU/mL) HRE/(%)
15 3.17x10* 1.61x10* 50.9+1.2
30 3.17x10* / 2.62x10* 82.940.7
45 3.17x10* 2.42x10* 76.4+1
60 3.17x10* 1.95x10* 61.6£0.5
G ERETR XS H AR B R 2 B T A (1 25 100
B, e B A 7 RN S S, s A i U
S KA AR T A B G PERR R 801 L 7 5
WO LT S G KA s B e |
Hﬂ“l‘Eﬂg§, UPR] REERT- 4N R AR R R, T 82 TZ sol
T 55 G ERAER A S, [FIRT] RE S -l e S j‘;i: 40t
M EREERTE, Ausetii Bk S U NI Y 30 min 30
i NG RARAT R, BARSRBI IAE K, St ol
IR H AR RS S S RS2 38— TE SN . AR 7E e 0
S.T s.C S.E s.p

PERGERS SN ¥ B A 1] 9 30 miin
23 BRERIRT 4 AR T RE B R LB
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Fig.1 Comparison of the capture rates of different strains
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il e AR I TR o 2 i ik . PR 2 Tl
U A E BT 71 rT DA E SRR RE 1 5805 7
TRIMPIPURIGE AL G, SRR A R R ik
VDT TR AR BE T A B ANl . AR Tt S B R 1
igkAE ), ARSIRIEHL T RATEDTTIRE . RIbT]
ICH . JEEGRLIDT IR A B RNG RV IR 5S4 1
REMERIITRE, SR, HEREAN 10°
CFU/mL Ja I SRt Higk, 258 1 fow.
FIRE HRB MK IR R FEVD T TIR B (S.T) 86.3%-
a4 Y01 QT (S.E)82.2%. FI YRI5 FEVD | T (S.P)
79.5% MAEEFIPTTIRE (S.C) 74.6%.

24 BEEXN ALK EREN R
100r g7
WO -sc
80 =SE
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=40t
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0
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PR BE AT / [Log (CFU/mL) |
E 2 #HEERERE TTRERERHIRELR
Fig.2 Comparison of the capture rates of dlfferfaat

concentration of Salmonella with the same congentration
background bacteria J
BB E S, — G H bR & =

FARWILAE, TR R AT BESR  BEREER (10 572 R
R E RN, AN R AN R T A

. ME2 TTULEH, 0% CFU/m e BELY 5 1

FEAERIZRAT T et

Hbs & SEiEvad i aingk, H
ﬁﬁi 29%<47.9%) TS REA X5 B 1 H AR
B o BB ARV RN, S AR (R R i
The, AHFSEREIAS] 10° CFUML I RiEk 1
WG T RE, X4 DT TRERRIRRLIE 68%
DA b PR EHARRIRE, W5 BE X AN
Ky KTt B G B REBRT A T 10 S 1 PR B LA A
PE, TEAEAIRAST, EASRRESRN, REERIIRET
W E AT, IR BRSBTS H AR IR
(R TR SRR IR E T 4 BRARFTD TR
R I SRAE AR, FLH SRATFEVD 1T IR (14 3k
K, 47.9%~84.8%; JIEEGLIDTTIRE IR
1K, 36.2%~68.6%.

2.5 IMS-Real time PCR 7 3t 45 5 12

7.000

6.000 [- B

5.000
4.000 |- b

B ] I 1
FR R )

3.000

Delta Rn / =10°

2.000 b . %A
bR YR
1.000 |- AL * !

0.000 F

doop b
2 4 6 8101214 16 18 20 22 2426 28 30 32 34 36 38 40

Cycle Number

JAF ) DNA; "’ﬂéz :
¥ 4 BRI IR AT
71 IMS-Real time: PCR J5 3254611, ,n%tzn@ 3FT
e 4 BRIPT TR AR ES, 7 AP TTIRE
WA HES, IXUHZ 0TI R E A R
LS EaRcl R SRS IIYD TV IRH S hidk = 4R
BRI M S R BRI T, SEIA
HAREG TR ARE . SERUOE PCR BA R —H
TEDNAH N, LSS P AR PCR 16
WIEFE BB, AR DNA FAZ 10 me
ADCTERAR B ke, R SRR, i)
ET[] IMS-Real time PCR il 5 2= fi s S5 35 B HY
YT AH N AT I RESE R iR . HAT, EVTTIRE R
PCR il rp g ARG REIE R 2 A O A sal
F. rfb ZEEL hilA FEE LA FPITIKRERE S 1
(SPI-1) _Ef# invA ZEEK] JBORLEE JJAH G spv B[R 55
OIS0 H [ A SR R A Lo 2> R ix s 3 R i 25
%ﬁﬁwﬁz PCR 4 5 (BB 1 o AR, i
AW IMS-Real time PCR 572535 8 ttr R
AR SE A, 2 T ttr SER S0 1] IR E T (%
VUBRER ERPPIRAH G, 2VD T IR A= A A P AN AT b
(), fEHE ERa e e TIra Y T IIRE R, N
MR — 5 I3 - SEE0 25 FHIESL T DA tir F2R
[R5 IMS-Real time PCR J5i5:% V01 I E
I LA T R e
2.6 IMS-Real time PCR 77 346 o & 30 |7 KX

\\\\\

VA A TR B9 70

BUS R RE TR EVD T IR B, I TE R K
BEIREESR 1x10° CFU/mL, FRRBERkE R 10°%~10*
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CFU/mL (B, B 1 mL S5 WA AN B3R FE PR B A%
1.2.6 IR AP, FIESL) IMS-Real
time PCR J7VEAGIN,  BEAS I 21 125 B Ak (1) B AIG R P P
TR LR RR o Al 25 3R DL C i i, FHorp

CE/NTE5T 35, HhZeA i B rdadoinmg,
SERAR, ATHBAREREARRNE: CEXRT 35 H
/NF 38, TREEIE; MNAREE CEX 38, ik
FEARAYE. itk 3 Fos.

2 3 GIEHERS B-SEREE POR A TiSRAEFRENILER
Table 3 Detection results of IMS-real time PCR for Salmonella in shrimp

#f5 3¢ H /R Z/(CFU/mL) ——
AR TIRA (S.T)

HEILDITTRAS.C)

1x10* +
5x10°
2.5x10°
1x10°
5x10
2.5x10
1x10°
5x10"
2.5x10"
1x10"
5x10°

+ o+ o+ + o+ + o+

2.5%10°

+

+ o+ o+ o+

A
MR TTRA(SE)  FAREMGRDIITRKEA(SP)
+ +
+ +
+ +
T
i
+ +
"
| ]

L OA

E: b [RMER; - FEER.

RGN, HEEH P ERRE BRI E 5x10°
CFU/25 g I, 4 PRIDITIREI A Bk il VS
time PCR J77ARGINE]. 4 ARVDTT R MHZ 7Y
PR RS A AE, B FEVD 1T B i
CFU/25 g; Wb ] IGH A FRLASE (b ] IO
2, 1x10° CFU25 g; JEEHELIAITIRE N 5310°
CFU/25 g. #37(f) IMS-Real time PCR J7 A6 it
HOCFE AT 1 3 h B, A A2 AR 6h Y 58
ML ARS8 PRI AN A i LRI 7 1%, SRS I
& R B AT BT -
alwe PCR J7idsi & T Sk i B
Mn@% CRAGAFIHELA HI 5, B AL
TR S TR RO . HRTE M AN O 2
KT IMS-real time PCR Al € 5t A0 1] IR 4R TE
P/ NS SN S B R ER Y B R 5O E B PCR
RAHGE A, 5 150 4 & IRFE AT T TIRBE R, &5
PG TTEZAR 13 G PRYERES, SRR Z 8 h.
g 4% 7 L0 Sy 7 AG IR DA v ) B T D 8 T A
IR-SEI O PCR J792, BELE 16 h AUASIN XS A 10°*
CFU/mL 17 7K # . Bakthavathsalam 2% 2% ff
IMS-real time PCR &l 2F @ Ak rig R vb T IGEE , 3
h~4 h AR 10° CFU/ML fIv0 1 TIGE . Zheng 252!
WA 7t | PCR R 28 Bl B 43 25+ AR 8 37 1)

240

PCR-IMS 532, 73128 7 h A1 14 h (RS T 5 a) k60
Wrr10'~10° CFU/25 g IE% T TR A B v
ITRE. 5 EREME, ACEERT T UIMER
f 3 S5 B T ST 1 IMS-real time PCR J5 9254} 4 ¥k L
PITIR B ARIRAE /0 A DR S RS s RIS
7] IMS-real time PCR 572 ] TSB St#f AT 1:2
Fike. HRARE —ROE LUE TR A B B RS
FESEATI 1:10 #ke. 3B, MRNIEK T itk s
FERTATHLY 1 mL A5 B HAREE B i, AT AR
P TR R BT, 4k T R R

2.7 LRRAE A4 R

W 27K =TT 37 AR IR 40 IR i A g s
FHGY 4 25 IMS-real time PCR 77 A1 [E A792:( GB
4789.4-2010) PFH 7 iERM . IMS-real time PCR 7772
PR T 45 SR AR TR v [F) L3 2.6, AR A 25 4%
GB 4789.4-2010 H kAT 3, B AR E b
% (SC) B DYBRREIRINIEL: (TTB) IGHMIE
PGS, 0 RIS T AR BRI SEUH 5 (XLD)
BERE AR AR FR MBS Bl T, PR AT 58 18 74
=R (TSD ZEfE, |AMUK. SRR, JREH
g (pH7.2), AL (KCN) B5FEFEAmE N2 i R
RIGIEFRIE AT AL 8 . PRSI 5V 45 SR B
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B 4.
M 4 thu] %1, IMS-real time PCR 75 {5 G 45
N2 OrBatE, 3B 12 SHBETIRA 28 S RS

FIXSHR, SEPREXLE, flgs Ress—2, 30Uk T
IMS-real time PCR J7iERIHERTE: .

3R 4 40 PR EME SRR 75 AR MIZE R L
Table 4 Comparison of the two methods in 40 raw shrimp samples

A IR R A AT

IMS-real time PCR %42

#+ GB/T 4789.4-2010 A&

1~8 (71 ZRH344F )
9~11 (Y 4F)
12 (BEHHF)
13~16 (HEHT)
17~24 (F3F)
25~27 (&G xtEF)
28 (£ AxHT)
29~32 (£ A xR )
33~40 (& ¥F)

+

sy

E: b MR, o LR,
3 &g

3.1 G REER A B EOR SS90 PCR BRAH AT BA7E
Ir RAEPIFE AR A 75 A R A 22 R -
T PERERE R B SR IPUA S H AR S A kel
XTEARER E S, HO RS2 RN A R
BRSNS Z AR R IR . SEBRBLF o G R ER
T FRMERE O] BE RS IUARE S RPN ], Al H

ANFITA BT 2R RIS e ek % 2 R H £
&, TR A 2 PR IE %,
NG S e RN Y e LA R SR IEE P S
Z RN Fhb 1] K S BB S PCR KM
WHFE, X2 M0 T IRERHT R 7R . AR
X% TR 1] IR e 2 MR ) e B 2R adb AT AL )
R T 4 BRARGR LIS T X G B REER A IR e

BTN, SRR 107 C (1 HARE AR
SRR BTN ﬂﬁﬁxﬁ%%ﬁw\wm&ﬁ&m%\
W U011 ERTA, 82.2%, RGN ZEVD T TR 79.5% M

TR LI VT 74.6%:; BRI N 10° CFU/mL 55t
FEALE R o ARe AR SRR E R B bR . 27
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