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PRI ER O E A IR M5 BReP I TR F AR BE ompl0, X M5 A R S A
(425 R B . 283 10 F565 LA R MBS TR, 32 05 123 14 R SO S e AR PTGt 2.31x107 ng/uL 1
DNA. Frifl A6 FR B S5 B L RAFERTESC R, DGR MO 0.9928, §IEMR E=0.97. &g /Y
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Establishment of a real-time fluorescent PCR assay for rapid detection of
Brucella in camel milk
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ABSTRACT: Objective To establish a rapid detection method for Brucella in camel milk by real-time fluorescent
PCR method. Methods According to the base sequence of the Brucella outer membrane protein ompl0 gene, a
primer probe was designed to extract the Brucella DNA fragment from camel milk simulating Brucella contamination
for real-time fluorescent PCR amplification detection. Results The specific target fragment omp10 was amplified
from Brucella M5, but the amplification results for bacteria such as Escherichia coli were negative. This method had
a minimum sensitivity of 2.31x10* ng/uL DNA when tested with a template diluted 10-fold. The circulation
threshold of the standard curve showed a good linear relationship with the template concentration, with the
correlation coefficient of 0.9928 and amplification efficiency E=0.97. Conclusion The established real-time PCR
detection method has the advantages of strong specificity and high sensitivity, and provides an effective technical
means for early prevention and epidemiological monitoring of brucellosis in camel milk.
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£ T (Brucellosis) f& H 1ji & [G TR (Brucella) 3 &2 1
VLR IAHNG A E AR ALY, R 1245
A FHEFA MU AR, S AR & A, B
T NS AR, T B RS TR A E A
T A A T O A5 TR 9 s 1) S 2 e SRR A R
WL OWERR PRI I2 . B AT, FTEL S A R
JET 53R 3 2, S HEE TR A R A T 4
BEEER, BORRAT S ARSI ) A b, EL IR ER 1 B b
REGRE R FERHC . Rt A%, FRAEAAE A 22X
BT SF R I I v, S AR A IR | R4
SN N N NE TS L g R Lo W
(enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA)Z:8-121 %75
BRI RIE, (AR RN | Bk 22 S Bl i,
Oy PR B s AR B 25 2R 268 =202 4 AR A A B
A, B TFHEYFHEARNERE, PCR FEURERE. &
B ARAE T LA RTAESEILS T T N T A
%[]3715]D
RiE £ R FLH AT Z T P, LS 3L S E 4
ZERTARA MO, B . NENIEFL L LTk, 2017
ELURAE . NSMARIAG IS T (R ) F e
SR AT R . A DA B A S A R RO R,
DR SR TR A3 B I AR PR N, R R T A e R
BWIARARCRAL, M HAS 2750, AYfa kgl
Ha, FAMAZ e KR PCR s iR £, 7
RG] BCSP31 A Al 4 QT s A S MR R, BT
PEBIPF Tagman FREFKEMZE | EA RS REE; T HER
ZEUSUR A 65 RO RS S 6 18 omp31 A1 bp26 A A A6
BEILER, gL T A FL A R PCR ATy ik, (HIEFLH
A R AR Iy R DL ARGE . ARFSEEE . AP
PGB PCR HOs RGN ik A 2 pili 1, #ESr TS A ER i Y
PCR PRl gy vk, Bl b A DR i) P30 3 57 Ko
179 MR BEA S HoR T B .

1 MR5ERZE

1.1 AR
REAR ok B B sm R sE A7 .

1.2 UFE5RF

LightCycler96 5Z B} ¢ 3% PCR( 3 H % K 2 Al );
Nanodrop 2000 #4366 E (X E Thermo 28 H]);
3K1S UG =5 338 VR B8 0 HL(3E [ Sigma A F]).

TR M5 (Brucella sp., ATCC 25840), K%
7 [GHT B (Escherichia coli, ATCC25922) . ¥ Ifi V5% Bk
(Streptococcus, CMCC32210) . ¢ i A1 FX #T B (Klebsiella
Trevisan, CMCC46117) . 4 ¥ {4 7 %5 ¥k 14 [Staphyloccocus
aureus, CMCC(B)26003] . i &% {I2 5. il 4] [Pseudomonas
aeruginosa, CMCC(B)10104](H [ TR B 2R 2 Be A T2
A2 E D), MRS DNA 2 BORKF & (H A&
Taraka A H])o

SIYAIEET 5 A T AR A IR A WA .

1.3 XWHE
1.3.1 DNA #9323

BATEIRIE M5, KIGRA RFFE . 3 5K
TR AR . £ OMATERE | SRR 1.0 mL 43
FHEF T 100 mL & HAREIAERFREEH, 37 °C, ¥59% 16 h
W Fa R SRR A1 F B 0.5 mL LA 1.5 mL B0
B, mA 1.0 mL KA SR AR S, 12000 r/min,
B0 5 min, FE LGB0 E LK 4 DNA 2BGAH &
UL T A, IR EREBURAT & [RTH M5 DNA, 18U
DNA T-20 °C{RA7# .

132 #HEBFEAZE PCR 7| MAdR4t 9%+ 5 A A&

HIE A6 R AMBER 11 ompl0 JE K T IE ¥ 91, iz
JH Primer 5.0 #4519 M HARET R 1,

1.3.3 S£BF& K& PCR R LAK &

LR PG E R PCR MW AR R (B 200 ul)
2xreal-time Mix10.0 pL, dd H,O 6.8 puL, b F#E51 MR
(0.1 nmol/mL)% 0.4 uL, ##% DNA 2.0 uL.

1.3.4 S£aFR K& PCR R 41t

A T L9 it PCR LIV 451 93 °CHiAE P
2 min; 40 MEFR A7 93 °CAEME: 15 s, 60 °Cil A /HEH 1 min.
1.3.5 AT % % PCR 89/ 454 A4 R A2

25 [ B B T i 2 T B U R HL Ct
HRT 27, MRS MEAH BB K E Ct
E/NTFA5F 220 I 96 RE i PCR 255 HI 8 #59 HE ik
TCHA BB IS Ct (R 27, WHIRE & o A G
FEEATE; AP Mg A BRI E C [E/NFSETF
27, DUERE A A TG TR P o

F1 SR FT

Table 1 Primer and probe sequences

b B 751

H %A

LY
LY

5’-TGGCTGCTTGCGAAACAAC-3’
5’-ATTGAGGAAGCGATGCCGT-3’

SR 11 ompl10 FEIA

e FAM-AATGCCCCGATCATAGCCCATACC-BHQI
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1.3.6 7&K H FB KK PCR 7 ik 45 7 M)

PIFiE G DNA BT RE, A FCRT5 Y e AL HEaL
DNA WFESL, S BIARIARE AP . B PERERkTS . e
TAIRHFFIE . S ERAERIA . AR TS P ge LR U
DNA JFHEXTIE, dd HyO 978 IR R AR R Ear el
HRATE B IIDOGE B PCR M ik, #ETi s, wk
— T ST A QR SERT 28 PCR Rl i i RE S
13.7 A& K £ %% PCR 7 % R 8UE 4N

FHABROE AN 0GB 1 e A 6 FR TR DNA R K
SRE, SRIGHELT 10 f5BREE RAVFERE, FEH g Sr 1Y S 2¢
I PCR LAY M A, M4 S G 1 /NS Ly ik
R
1.3.8 A& egmaE

P E BT 0T & [T DNA MR 3% 10 f5 8RR, 1%
1.3.4 JiLi ATy, R ES 3 Kk, MENbRER . &
FEOCERRE L R L) AP RO YR BEV IR, L) DNA ¥R BEXT
BUE X . Ct{ENy Y {H, #briEfhZ. Mds PCR bR
HERRZR MR . MICRE. P IR0E E %, BIEZrikm
ARE . A bREI 2RI A -3.0~-3.5. 17> 0.98, PCR #I"
W E H 0.9~1.2,

2 HEREHHR

2.1 FWERBELMRI PCR FEFRMEEN

FIAIR IR, KIpBRA AR . 3 PR . 5
TARF R, SEAMAIRE . W B ET Joe Rl iE
B DNA 473, BOABAPESE R, FOA 1 &[G PHA X R
RS GRS M FLIRFEA T B B 1 M2k, H Cr< 22,
AL 1,

1.3+
1.2
1.1r
1.0 -
09r
0.8
0.7f
0.6
05r 1 2
04r
03+
02F

0.1F 3-8
0 <

ARn
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02 4 6 8 10121416182022242628303234363840
(EERN

T 1 A FQ TR BT B 20 BB A (i & IR B V5 e e 7L); 3~T:

X BE (53 ) S R 35 A QAT B L 4 il PR BR T | 5 B A O AT 1A

ST OHEERE . S PES e RL); 8: 45 X R (dd HL0),
K1 A [ SE RS PCR k45

Fig.1 Specificity of real-time fluorescent PCR method for Brucella

2.2 HERELARAE PCR FERBERN

T R ER AN 4y R BT AT G T DNA
Agso/Pago N 1.87, ULBHALEE 4T, DNA WREEN 23.1 ng/uL,
B DNA W IEHE 10 f5R I TR, LARTRR R
DNA fEREHR, 20717 PCR &3, 255 %0 PCR R A%
9 2.31x107 ng/uL, 455 0L 2,

1.3 ¢
1.2 ¢
1.1 -
1.0 -
09 r
0.8
0.7 |
0.6 |
0.5 F
0.4
03
02 r
0.1r

0

ARn

0 2 4 6 8 10121416182022242628303234363840
PEER

T 18 A% [CE DNA WJE 1 23.1~2.31x10 *ng/uL;
9: WM,
2 A RSN POLE # PCR J7 ik RIGUE
Fig.2 Sensitivity of real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR method
for Brucella

23 trEfhZ&RIRE

B IET AR A & B DNA (23.1 ng/uL)$% 10 f5HE
PEATHRA BERR )T UEA T SER 205 PCR MNGE, ZehilbniEihk .
SRR HREH TN Y=3.4045X+29.856, 1 F %K
r’=0.9928, ¥R L Rl 4-3.4045, PCR ¥4k % E=0.97,
FEHL DNA HE 5 Ct{EZ Al RAFHIRIE LR

3 #it5itie

Rt 5 T A SR B M2 B ) KR R, SERTPEE PCR
XSGR A 15 W T B S A I By, o A5 S B TR S
PCR U FLAE v A B B 22 310G . Lol PCR %E
L PCR BLhik I, 78 PCR W AR R Hin ADEIGIEA, R
PeeAE SR RSt W #e > PCR HERE, HATFRSpEsm . R
T | AR A | AR SRR | 25 RS
A FEML AT B [C T SR AR ~F 2L ompl0 %3154
B RARES, R P E R ITIR R . SR R, AR5
AT ARSI A R R e, LB A v A AR R S
REE . oI eI A w5 T LS 2o e R B vk %
FRR LRI T R TG AL B, TR SEPRIRME IR T 54 &
B A LR, AR T AP A, R ik BoA
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TEA & RS9 PCR KGN p, AT eI oM 2
P DRV A A 00y S R, v o 8 A1 8 BT AN IR B 1
ompl0 JEAT G [C P F L 1 s ik B A, PRAFIERCR, £
TET A A6 T A A g 0 2 e 0200 R ] AR s A
£ EC R 4 B 1

LR SR I 25 SR UL, O R G H
AR R, WX R A AT B . VA IR e R A
SR ERFF B . 4 98 (R A BR AT . i S A BB T TE R S
RIS R, ARSI g T i 928 59 PCR ik
A% 160 21475 44 G I N 4 DNA £A% N 2.31x107* ng/uL,
WA v FLA A5 ) AU - Sl PCR Sy s o 2
A& R DNA SR, 5561k 3 BE IR R Eik /b, R
CtEBE/ N, BEAh, ABIESE BT EE ST S22 PCR AN 5
PESR | BUSE R, ELSSR SO i PCR AN 5 vk JE i d ik
LKA, ANl FHRAE O B S5 % A BUR ULk, AR5 YL sn
B, —MAFT 2 h 3R] S8 USSR R, SRR PCR
R RGN 5 7L v A 5 R B 7 T 0 SR L A 1 ik
A LA A FC TR 1 2 B R A T 2 R A SR A ) B
AR
2% 3k
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