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A S LR Y18 ¥ (loop-mediatedisothermalamplification, LAMP)KGIM M SR WAy sh H ARG VR T TR E . B3k W
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VLTS, BB Y 3 A PRGN 5 A X R 2k — B3GR 1 3 V0 1T IR TR I, 7 2 VIDAS £
WZ5 5 2 2H LAMP £ I 25 50 BB 1 % 40 I AU i R 25 2R U, VIDAS Tk A il i iy vh 1%
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Comparative analysis of 3 rapid detection methods for thermal injury
Salmonella in Liuzhou snail of rice noodle
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(Liuzhou Quality Inspection and Testing Research Center, Liuzhou 545500, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To compare the detection of thermal injured Salmonella in Liuzhou snail of rice noodle by
the method of real-time PCR, the automated immunoassay analyzer (VIDAS) and loop-mediated isothermal
amplification (LAMP), respectively. Methods Three thermal injured Salmonella strains were added to the sample
of Liuzhou snail of rice noodle artificially, the addition was 4 CFU/25 g and 12 CFU/25g. Compared with national
standard method, the samples were detected by the method of real-time PCR, the automated VIDAS and LAMP with
one-step and two-step bacterial proliferation, respectively. Results When three rapid detection methods were used
to detect three types of heat-damaged Salmonella only after one-step proliferation, the results of 7 groups of VIDAS
and 2 groups of LAMP showed false negative results. Tests on 40 simulated samples showed that VIDAS was unable
to detect the low contamination levels of heat-damaged Salmonella Arizona in Liuzhou snail rice noodle.Conclusion
The real-time PCR is more effective in rapidly detecting the sample contained low level of Salmonella with
complicate base than VIDAS and LAMP.
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FA) BRSOG4 AN DL BER L B B0E
KA X RS, EA I ALAS X v 1] ES R 2 A e ) B — i
TEEE C A B AR I T o DRI, RS B AL XD 1T ER R
PEATRG I, B 2 HE T bR e B AR G Rk R
R gk U0 Sz 2 PCR LML) R 3R S A b s L1
SR IR LA R

YO TT EG A DR A T 5 92 1 B BT Y A B N A R
WU B RRE R ZBOR B U TR
sty U SV L R T ALY £ o (EAR R S A I S TR L A A 2,
FE T 2 B3 %o PRy YA R B ), S SR S A
SE ) BRS200 A R AP R S TR T R A (R
FRIR A MEALE SR BT WhAR ARG . B A K
R AR, AT, A MR R I L i B A R,
WA S TS O T BUR A R 2 i, MR
BT T A2 ARG VD1 ST A R I 5 1 ] PN AT 4H0E .

AW F A 4 B 8 5 a1 A3k (vitek immune
diagnostic assay system, VIDAS) ., ¥4 %R ¥ 1 1k
(loop-mediated isothermal amplification, LAMP) AR {57
FHENT B T VD 1] R B S PCR 3123 Bl ikxd 19i
AL BEMNIH SRR o 32 BATS B9V 1T TGP HET R I, X bb—
AR A TP T AN S IR, IF 5 E R A T LR,
Sy T A A 2 A o A D 1 A PR A T
RIS 0 B 5t TR 0 1) T PR G 12 A e B P {3t
2%,

1 MR5ERZE

11 #R5RF

AT AR ANER 1 s

TGS AP SR (45 ), AR BRERK L 2 ni i I ROK
(buffered peptone water, BPW), fii.0> = ¥ A i (brain heart
infusion broth, BHI). VUAAHFRANIE LRI W (tetrathionate
broth, TTB). WPz 4k bk Z B2+ 4 ¥ (selenite cystine broth,
SC). AW W i AR L B A (xylose lysine deoxycholate
agar, XLD), VI TR EFFE . WITREEEXAE&E() R
WA RHE A BRA ), VIDAS V0116 & A6 3 ) 4
Premix Ex Taq™ ., #HEE LN 21 DNA RBGAHK &[4 1
BREYERA AL WITREEE ARG MNIEEDE
FRA T

Sl FERET P S A TR CRGE) A BR A w11, P81
%2,

1.2 UE5%%

WA (TEE Eppendorf 24 vl ); AB17500 %Y SZHT ¢
& PCR(3E[E ABI /Ad)); Sigmal-14 BIELOHL(FERE Sigma
/A ¥]); MINI-VIDAS 4 [ ghFEK 2 6 G o B AR (23 1 A= 4
Hg HLR S F])

13 S
1.3.1 AR A AT 4] %

22 AR AR S P B AR T 2k, AR KE 2 B R4
FEVDTTIRE . B TTIRE . WA SARYS ] R 43 542
Fi 2 BHI 44 37 °CHRZ IR 4 h )5, B 1 mL 55580
ABSEI#EE 60 °CHY 9 mL A= #ERsK b, 337 BICE 60 °C
PR AL B 60 s JETEIEER 1 mL A 4 °CHUR )
9 mL A #EIK T, WS I TR R

Fz1 FWEHKRER
Table 1 Information of strains in this study

B bR A R

ZARVRIMGFEVD 1] R T (Salmonella paratyphi)
S5 #E 70 1] B T (Sal monella typhimurium)
146 ¥0 1] R T (Salmonella enteritidis)
AN FABV ] S 1 (Salmonallaarizonae)
BH 4 B ¥ 1 (Enterobacter cloacae)

fiti & 7 F5 11 1 (Klebsiella pneumoniae)

r ] [ 2 441 B B D AR B H (CMICC(B) 50094)
PG 1 3 R BT R
2 [E B R R .0 (ATCC13076)
22 [E TH AR 0 (ATCC13314)
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Table 2 Primers and probes of real-time fluorescence reactions

HFR FEAN P41
UES CGGGTCAAGGCTGAGGAA
TS TGCTGAAGTTGAGGATGTTATTCG

TagMan 54} ACTGCCAGAGGTCTGACGGATCCCT

1.3.2 #font)h| &l B

PRI 25 g T4 28 A0 M BB B, LA K Ol ki
WREESL, Lh 0 CFU/25 g Bk B, 38 8 -t 2kt
G+ 4 CFU/25 g, 12 CFU/25 g B2 i vb 1] %
Rl F 0T 70 20 R oy 2 A7 IR M T ) 2 B K M A
e 5w R LK, H AR SR BSMIN A BT 2
200 CFU A ili 4 v T 11 FC 1 A1 BH 40 fi AT 581 7 A T B 7 A
5 Je ke i o

— R BRI SERUR, A 225 mL BPW
FIIE TR, SIFATIT 1 min, 36 °CHY T 18 h,

TP R RRIRE S RS, A 225 mL
BPW M TR, ¥954A4T 1 min, 36 °CH4 A 8 h, SRJ5 WK
B 1 mL 2 31n % TTB M SC, SC 36 °CH;5%, TTB 42 °C
K3 24 h,

1.3.3 DNA £ 4%

— B B 1 mL BPW K, S SN/T
1870—2016 {5 171 B i rh B V514 B0 B ARG I Jy 32k 55 B ¢
It ) MUK E LT DNA $RBUR R -20 °C#5 H -

TOBMERE: A 0.5 mL B TTB Fl SC B &
A1 mL, 288 SN/T 1870—2016 " {7k & 1T DNA 42
UG R 20 °CHH
1.3.4 FARE &

it GB 4789.4—2016 ( B & & EFMER R MAEY
SIS VD GG I ) Ol 5.1 A1 5.2 EATRAEE, i 5.3 ik
I E IR PRI A TS, e 5.4.1 A 5.4.2 P75 AE AL SLEG .
1.3.5 VIDAS £l

— AR BL 0.5 mL BPW BARITR, 131 °Chik
15 min J5, BEEZEE, LA,

TP & 0.25 mL (9 TTB # SC ¥ H K& 3
A% 0.5 mL M, 131 °Chn#k 15 min J5, BWHIE=R, k-
BRI
1.3.6 ZBFRK& PCR &

SeEF 3% PCR A& P48 10 uL Premix Ex Taq(2x).
DI S 0.2 pmol/L. 0.2 uL ZHH¢E., 2 pL IEHE
21 DNA, 3l FITCRK AR R AR IAT . SERT2t PCR
SR AR R 22 I Premix Ex TaqTM Ui BH 4 95 oCHiAR 4

30 s, Bl A2 40 MEFRG 95 °CABE 5 s LA K 60 °CE PEAN
JEfH 34 s,
1.3.7 FIAFHFRYH L

ZRVPT IR %8 W G U] B B0 23 pL b
TRZR, 4045 22 uL ROV 1 pL AT, fJm 20 uL 2%
R, SRR 63 °CHIHN 15 s, BJE & 45 MERAY
63°CHET 15 s, 63 CCHTEEDGE 45 5.

2 HER5SH

2.1 VIDAS Z#mzER

T RES,, R VIDAS #:40 Bi X — 2 38 i A1 — 2
AT I BE SR MG TR, S50k 3, db 7 41 VIDAS
BN 25 1 5 B KR AR —8 E L TIME BT,
PLTC K AE I FE ST 3 R U 1T B B R A7 A I i, 1
VIDAS 75 W 25 e 55 1) 505 o 14 D00 285 2R — 30 DAAD
] WL 45 A B 5 e 4 CFU/25 g K- (437 ) SR V0 1) IS
W54 12 CFU/25g /KF-1 B RIGFE 0T T IR &0t
— R R VIDAS 3L 3EAT R 0 45 SR 5 1 5 b5 i
AR Y g IR B FL A A TR, R T
AR A ARV TR E 4 VIDAS G465 51 R
Kl , 5 EFAREE A —8.
2.2 SERTTEH PCRERIMZER

HIERERL, H 1.2.3 05— 0B T A B A8
FRWAEAT DNA $2BUS EHURGIN, 2554136 3 iR o SEife
Jt PCR F& T 1549 12 CFU/25g /K F-HI Z TR FE 7 1] IR
2 AT R RN A SR E AR A B 2R 5, Hofh g Ry
55 1 AR A I 45 TR — 3K
23 N SFRIEEQNER

TR, T8 1.2.3 43 BI%F— A5 10 R A1 R (1 15
FEWHEAT DNA $2BUS EAUGIN, 45 R0 3 R, LT
REREWERS A FE R T5 YL 12 CFU/R5 g KR IR I8P
REEmA, KA TR IEY 4 CFU2S ¢ WHRISARTD
I EC P S 2 — 25 1 B S AR R A 3 SR R 1A I 2%
SR, 5 E bR R A3
24 1R RENLZER

3 LSRR A THRE R A IR ] RS
WA AT AL RS AR VIDAS S TAS I A7) 8 B0 9 1
MIEE A IR A R HERR T, AR 8 DL U 32 34
P43 0 S0 AR YD 1T QT 0 OB I et i, JFRIA 4
PRI 40 DIBRIRE S EA TR, V5 YK I3 4, 25
SR YW HIRWIAS & A TR, VIDAS JeykAALys g
KPP R 5 R AR VD T TEC B, 1T S 26 ) PCR FIFRAY
SRR A B A 4
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Table 3 Detection results of four methods for simulated polluted Salmonella samples
ANTV5YoKF- CFU25 g VIDAS I M-SR SUiF38% PCR IL(CL{H)
[ Ea I " e —% T — % ¥ —yp  EZEREE
- THE L e e i - o
R WE HE HME WME B W
4 — — — — — — —
0
12 - + - + + + +
H0H] BRIy
4 _ _ _ _ _ _ _
2.0x107
2% 12 - - - _ _ . B
WK 4 + + + + + + +
0
12 + + + + + + +
JEHK
4 — + + + + + +
2.0x10°
12 + + + + + + +
4 + + + + + + +
0
12 + + + + + + +
A A5y
4 - + + + + + +
2.0x10°
RATTEVT] 12 - + + + + + +
R 4 + + + + + + +
0
) 12 + + + + + + +
JCH K
4 + + + + + + +
2.0x107
12 + + + + + + +
4 - + + + + + +
0
12 + + + + + + +
M R A7y
4 - - - + + + +
2.0x10°
NAIES$7% 12 — - + + + + +
PG 4 + + + + + + +
0
12 + + + + + + +
TCHIK
4 + + + + + + +
2.0x10°
12 + + + + + + +
A A5y - - - - - - -
BT 0 2.0x10°
JoHK - - - - - - -
F 4 AMGEMTEFIRERDIRENRNER
Table 4 Detection results of four methodsfor simulated polluted Salmonallaarizonaesamples
. NTA5HIRF- CFUR25 g VIDAS (FH ) S5t PCR (FTE) LAMP (FH#) S b
i‘ .
TRFMBITRE  THE  —BRE Ml Pl e B b (L)
10 5+1 8 9 9 9 9 9 9
0
10 20£2 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
10 5+1 0 0 10 10 10 10 10
2.0x10°
10 20+2 0 0 10 10 10 10 10
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TERT BT ST v & A0 M A 498 35 S5 - 1 s 4 )
W TR RPN, ZEARF ST R, 4 R s 3506 R s vd
1 EC B 0 B Xt B L AGH I 25 SR 25 S B A TS 001
IR A9 TC KA A E G T LT VIDAS s, S2ATa¢
J6 PCR 3% IR 48R 1 1 4975 21 5 [ F ARk — B0
SEIL U T Y T Bk LA SRR AR S, et —
HHETRY) VIDAS JEXT 3 45453 it 701 EG ARG 25 SRR
WL TR, B R vk b T RE O s LR
BECRE AR EAG, AR SR T 10° CFU/ML 25 H
PR B 25 SR L2 e 0 T A R I T 1 0 2
K2 BT PR YD T I =22 (8] 7 AR 8 5 s A s i
SEMR YD) EC TR A HE AE L 2 B BAPE I 25 R, FEAR RIS
R BMFE S S A TR AR BT P VIDAS
TS8R T ARSI L AP SEWIEA e 175 G KT B R AR YD)
KA.

AT FIASF 58 R 35 R BS54 PCR 25 4L 5
FEMERRISE A —E B4 P, ALMEIDA 4521 81
FRIRI G, A ARG B0 N F 920 225 PCRAGINAE
sn BT 34~39 1Y CtAH, M HABAYESS R Ct H—i
Jy 16~19, JRE AT g2 SEET 2 PCR REBUE = TR 48 )5 ik
SR I TR (AU, FIRRIE T TR LAMP
PAEABIEFE O AN AR VDT QR EA TG I st 4t 30 T {1
IF R R 45 R, 3k AT RE DR LAMP 5 X6 AR [) I 35 284 b 1) I
P RO R R, el G2 B 8 V01T FR B X A T A7
R T4 2 R TTEREPY, BN - R R U TR
TE— A AR K 1) LAMP V2 8415 B 1 205 SR o £ 1
TS, SRR A LAMP YR 3 Fhvb ] R A A I 45
BB T ER, A5 ANEEXAE LAMP 355 40 (375441
FZARYD T FC TR i BG4 S v 5 % BRAS BAME O B 42,
It LAMP 3xd 2T g 5 2€ 00 1] B RDI A ARV T TR
TRV RSHI H BB BA P 2 SR T B — 2 A

T ANEABIE G & B E AT TR 1 27 R 475 9 S G
ZH P TE 4 CFU/25g Fl 12 CFU/mL BIT5 47K | 4 Firojy i34
M, JCB K BT R LA AT DIAG PR, 7 i S 56
H & B P TR VD 1] E BT A= K (4 B 1 VR T AR i 32 S o
PESR Y, R AR S5 R R 595 YK, AT fu ki
WA SR B i PRSI 25 SRR Rt T TR A I TG BR K AR
ARG 5 SR DU R A H o PR T B T AR B S T A A3 A
FEN TG Y B ASREHERR 2 F T BURE B A RS B b 1A 3
B A w255 o5 —FhaT 2 Iy v A 56 o e A 55 11
IR FEVD ) FC B At iAE S A = A ), R3O e
FEREREVE S IR PR T A, DA S PR AKS H ES R, (B
& H AT Z R V0 1 FR B A AT 520, HLAA D DR 1 7 22
HE—HE5E .

Zi BRNR, T VIDAS Bk RN, Ea 0
FH T JE TR Bl v 1) PR T S R RGN S22
J& PCR L FNERA 3 S50 3 1 SN & G 5 e 7K P
(IS5 1=/ U S S T PO R oalll [ B SRS 7 R
e PEAT— P R S 2O PCR B AL H . (HUR, (B
PP 2 v R A0 G N 7 ) e s, 7 LA Il v S I
Jt PCR A FNFR T 45 5 49 5 AR ME 3 ) HH BLAB B A 25
SRR, ) PRSI ik %2 B SSR
T ORUESS SR A M 1 A U [l AR vk A T A
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