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Dole qPCR 51l wg fii B2 307 42T 8 1% wf 58 PEF o8
B WG 1A 2S5 2l W o W i g

E I ARIEL E R A (RN ILAEYEARER AR LILIHR RN 215123)

# E:HH MAEATHERERIDASTLENFERCHEFARETREGENT R, Fik 17T HREEFRAL
T6 BEM B IETASEMU> B R *%,xﬁf’r%"ﬂﬂ'] S ML E AR P 4 A PCR & 7 ik 09 8RB fe 4% 57 5, sk & % 48 PCR #
EOFBEERA T 224 R4 312 REBRFHH (AR 191 R DR L.57 RRAK.64 RV ROA T A S A En, Bt
S5EA P @A s B AmANLES T b B ERFRRY, R Dole qPCR #7 Benga mPCR 48 45 74 th ¢ 100 =€ i & 7
AT 0 5 B AR T A 69 Heyl B A= Jawetz A ; Benga mPCR A= & 27 /& 1 4} 5] 49 69 Bootz PCR & a4 h &2 0 & 4k P Fr
f'i’ MG E Heyl B A Jawetz B, P Rt 5 MG E ML CcmAME 5 5 ERF LRG0 qPCR 7 %, & KRR
B AesF SRR E, Bk T,i;iﬁw TN 51‘3}'71—/‘—’ %49 Dole qPCR 7 &, B A Tk £ £ B sh bR 5 A S +F K
w;:ﬁ BB HE, 191 R RREAEZ 64 RV RAEZERT, DRAEFBAEY PREES>F A 25.7%
Ao 27. 2% KR A A 28. 1% A= 29. 8%, i K4 A A4 26. 6% A= 21. 9% R K A A=) K49 PCR ¥R (A EF/ R0
P 5 H A 39.3%.35. 1% A 34. 4% . B %y B 57 28 B R H 4.7%.15.8% 4= 23. 4%, &8 &AM
EHT LA Dole qPCR 77 ik a9 Fa bbb th ik & TG Rk, RS T R s e bk mE ),
S 4897 - W i 1 T AT 7 s Dole s PCR; Wi 15 2 5 S 6 s 1)
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Reliability Research of Dole qPCR Method on Pasteurella Pneumotropica
and Application in Health Screening of Laboratory Rodents

WANG Li-peng,L.I Yong-wang. WANG Chen-juan, YANG Ling-yan
(Suzhou Xishan Biotechnology CO. LTD, Jiangsu Suzhou 215123, China)

Abstract : Objective To study the rapid and reliable detection method for Pasteurella pneumotropica(PP) and apply it to the
quality monitoring of laboratory rodents. Methods To compare the sensitivity and specificity of 4 different polymerase chain
reaction (PCR) methods on 17 standard strains and 76 suspected isolates of PP and select the best PCR method, tacheas and
intestinal contents from 312 rodent experimental animal (191 mice,57 rats,64 gerbils) were chosen to compare the detection
rates of PCR and national standard bacterial isolation culture plus biochemical identification methods. Results Dole qPCR
and Benga Multiplex PCR (mPCR) could detect Pasteurella pnewmotropica specifically . but the former was much more sen-
sitive than the other. Both Benga mPCR and Bootz PCR could detect all Heyl and Jawetz types in suspected isolates,but not
distinguish them from other bacteria in Pasteuraceae. Gao’s qPCR had a high sensitivity but lack of specificity. Therefore,
Dole qPCR was selected to test PP health screening samples,and the positive rate in tracheas and intestinal contents of mice
were 25.7% and 27.2%,28.1% and 29. 8% in rats,26. 6% and 21. 9% in gerbils respectively. The total PCR positive rates
(tracheas and/or intestinal contents) in mice,rats and gerbils were 39. 3% ,35.1% and 34. 4% respectively. While the posi-
tive rates of traditional cultivation method were only 4.7%.,15.8% and 23. 4% respectively. Conclusion ~With far higher
sensitivity and specificity than other reported PCR methods and biochemical identification method, the Dole’s qPCR is more
suitable for the health screening of PP in laboratory rodents.
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I i EEL 30T A AT TR S S 2 W AR AT A
B B AR 2 i PCR R DU O v, 3% B [ s 22K
(932 W 7 2 4 29 35 37 5 A AR LT 7 0 (B4R
REOE . AT B KA A % B R E E B
ORI PCR J7 25 BROAR 0 56 56 4% 10 22K e, {H A
PR R R R R, Ok S5 B0 ) o R A U
B AN AR AR A R B E TR AR
F0 B B BR X SCHik A 4238 () DU R PCR J7 ik iR 47 #
TR B RIRY 5 JBE LU, B 3 e A vk N T I DR A
I PN 25 ) T A ARG, O A% G2 AR b S5 AT
ZRAA P B S 3 FH T O IS S 0 3 A 4t A e oh
W ity EEL 30T AT AT ) A N
1 ##RE5FZE
L1 AR
L1.1 SE8esh®  RIET 2015 - A [RIALKG 24 K Y
191 H SPF 2 s i P/, 57 L SPF 2 sl it
HR A 64 HFEWHHWP R RA2E 22 AFET
X 312 HELmzh ¥y Wik iksm 2 A A Al 7EN
TEACBC IS AE 2R W A HE P e TC TR B A SR S R AN
Wi WP DL S AR B 2
1.1.2 R vE PR« b o TR bk g i 22 S0 PR A T T B
ATCC 35149, wg il &2 87 #8847 B H & ATCC
12555, Z A& BB AT I CVCC458 45 17 F I k1l
BT AR CE Y s AR 0 CATCC 28k A W) %A
HL 8 B —T0°CIRfF TARSLEE .,
L2 A s Ay il B ) R AL
A R F) 7= A A 3 R 2 DNA R BOA 7 &8
RARAEALB A B ) 7 i s A A 5 e SO R Y g
BN H ATB1525 Expression &5t T A 5| 9
F R0 0 A R4 7 5 10 X bufer
(& Mg® ), dNTP Mixture, rTaqg DNA & & Hf, 2
X Premix Ex Taq(Probe), ROX (50 X) ¥4 H A
Takara 23 @) 72 i s PCR {0 Eppendorf 7Y &) 7= & ;
P E & 7500 PCR Y (Applied Biosystyem, 3&
) 5 BEWE AR 53 BT 1L Genosens1560 A I if 8 #1 5L
AR A PR A W] 7
1.3 F*
1.3.1 HARE.IVILRERZEHZEVFTILEEAS
mm) I E F & 100 pl TTE KK T HE & 7T 0=
5 Uk L FH I TR R 5 e BCTEE O A ) T B R 3R
7 5% 25 gy 81 5, JC R BY 0 55 TF T g BE L T 3Z
T WA R 28 A TG TR K HP T S IR PN A 0
FHF R M 85 57 , 53 b BCER G R /N (2 50 me) i N 4
YETREE D TEZREN., KEMEANED
BT —20°CORAFTF .
1.3.2 58 LA E k1% B SL 5 3h )
I ity L 30T 4 AT B R DU U7 vE GB/T 14926. 12-2001

HIT AR RER TSN EIRFES S
ml/dl Jli 25 4 3¢ 1 49 5548 b 1 By A5 7 WL i P
WO bR, 36 E1°CHEFE 18~24 h J5 . ML
TE RN B TR 25 55 BRIBOIK 11 €038 ¥ 0 5% T A
Al BE T 7% T I F A b = X Rk 434, 36 +=1°C 15 3%
18~24 h, 3 X 43 4l J5 09 7] BE 1 v E 17 8 2% QgL
o B IR 2 G BT 0 /N FT B P Pk LG T AT
RS E

1.3.3 DNA $2HC. AR 4 4 5 2% F 41 DNA 2 B
I 4 bR M R AR A% R . T PCR J7 v A B0k B
FVRR S B, B4 S ) 0 < (29 5 mm) Rl
WA PIFEA (29 50 mg) , FAE ™ 22 B 0] & 1 B
FARBZIR , —20°C IR A7 R .

1.3.4  S1YA R v i BT SR 5 PCR K Uy %
A Dole qPCR, qPCR #1 Benga PCR =# &, H
F Dole qPCR 5 Benga mPCR ®] DA 43 Bl; 55 &
Bootz i@ PCR F ¥ MEMEELEHG Y. 519
W& 1,

1.3.5 i PCR I : ¥ 2% Benga il Bootz
W 2. RBARZE N 25 pl, & 10 X buffer (7
Mg’ 2.5 pl.dNTP Mixture 2 pl, I F#F519 %%
0.5 pl,0.2 pl rTaqg DNA 4.5 pl DNA AR
A ddH, O 14.3 pl, 78 PCR AL H 95°C HiAE 14 5
min; 95°C A PE 30 5,55°C iR Kk 30 s(Bootz iR k
IR 55°C ;Benga %4 58°C) , 72°C ZEA# 30 s, HEAT
35 MEH; ZJE 72°C 4R L HEMH 7 min, 16s rDNA
BN 94°C TARYE 5 min; 94°C AR PE 45 s, 55°C IR
K 45 s, 72°C HEMH 90 s, #EFT 35 AMEIR; 72°C ZEff
7 min, 1.5 mg/dl JEARWEEE UK R R A 5 V/
cm s FHEEIE AR 7 BT SOCR FE LK &5 2R . Rk SE 0
L B kL BH 4 X BE R4S (xR, PCR =)
6 52 I3 M < ME R A W e ARG RS w) i — 25 e,
I P 25 38 i NCBI 0808 )% L R

1.3.6 %t & PCR N . & N2 T 40 9l & %
DOLE &M fii iF 32 5 8k i ik . O ik &
A 20 pl, 4% 2 X Premix Ex Taq(Probe)10 pl,ROX
(50X)0. 4 pl, EFHSI¥4% 0.2 pl K5 0.2 pl,5
pl DNA ARl ddH, O 4 pl, 7899 6 & & 7500
PCR ¢ 95°C W28 30 s,95°C 284 5 s,60°C 1B
KIEAR 31 sCREEMF ), #E4T 40 MG,

L4 a5 o ar FER— X5 R R B A
i (J BURR R ) i 3 R AL AT N 22 5.
il o G A G B (threshold cycle, Ct) L A5 X
PR fER 22 (relative standard deviation, RSD) , & iE
IR R E T

2 #£R
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*1 EHEER BB EFE K 16s rRNA 5[5 51
Elb7Eg s SIHIFFI(57-37) Xk PCRER
Dole F CGGGTTGTAAAGTTCTTTCGGT
Dole R GGAGTTAGCCGGTGCTTCTTC
Jawetz Probe FAM-AATAAGGGTATTAACCTTATCACCTTCCTCATC-BHQI [7] qPCR
Heyl Probe FAM-CAGCTTGGCTATTAACCAAACTGCCT-BHQI
Gao F AATTGACGTTAGTCACAGAAGAAGCA
Gao R CGATTAACGCTCGCACCCT (8] qPCR
Gao Probe FAM-CTGGCACGGAGTTAGC-NFQ-MGB
Benga F ATGGGAGTGGGTTGTACCA
Benga R CAATCTGTGTGRACACTTRC
Jawetz-451R GGCATCCTAAAATACCCATCC (9] ¥ PCR
Heyl-326R TTGCAGATACTTGCCCTTAC
Bootz F CATAAGATGAGCCCAAG
Bootz R GTCAGTACATTCCCAAGG [10] P38 PCR
165 rDNA F AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG
16s rDNA R ACGCGTACCTTGTTACGACTT [11] ¥ PCR

2.1 wAr PCR kW98 B EfedF F LB L]
TUARME R bR (ATCC 35149)DNA AR (3.2 X 10°
CFU/mD , 10 & #6 B # B J5 43 51 F Dole qPCR,
Gao qPCR,Benga mPCR and Bootz PCR J7 ¥ 1 %
JRE S0, Bootz PCR #11 Benga 318 PCR # il
FRA% 51k 3.2 X 10° CFU/ml 1 3. 2X 10°CFU/ml
(Bootz PCR Wy ¥ M H 1y i Bt K/ K 533 bp;
Benga mPCR 775 T B H 0 Bt K/ R 326 bp,
H #% 451 bp) ;1 Dole PCR 5 & iF 22 qPCR J5
AR R R 1k 320 CFU/ml, & 1E % qPCR Ct
HZH N EE M & RSD {HTE 0. 06% ~0. 38 Z 1],

Dole qPCR Ct {5 7F 0.20% ~1. 15 % Z ], ¥ 78 Af
P2 APV RN . XS E PCR 5192 M i 1
HAS Y, BAERE H H O BURD ] Y, {E B AEAG B
T R B LAt 20 BT A0 - 22 R B BT AT B R DS B £k
FFH s Dole qPCR 4 R Ao, HoXF H AU A0 J #Y
PP 7r R, i &5 IE 3 qPCR i B SURE & . H
WREY™ 4 KM 35 A R LU0 1T R TR L MR 45 % BB 7R AR T
S Z R R R AT TR AN L TR YR R R A
1% PRt s 221035 R R L 4 Fl PCR 7 ik 19 4F
SRR G5 R 2,

ER) ERMEHEAE 4 PCRIOBRELRE
" o PCR
R R Bootz Benga Dole Gao

Vit L ST AT Jawetz #Y ATCC35149 + + + +
VE it I ST AT T4 Heyl B ATCC12555 + + + +
Z R DR EFT A CVCC458 + + - +
N ATCCA9577 + + - +
BT CVCC528 - - , +
BRI R CMCC53504 - - - +
/NI 9 O 4R GIML. 265 - - - +
&R AR KA CMCC26003 - - -

LIS EE ATCC9027 - - , +
M E ATCC33291 - - -

Kb R CMCC44102 - - , +
ATRIREERRTA ATCC25373 - - -

AW CVCC3320 - - -

RN ATCC15677 - - -

il 48 36 A0 A 1 CVCC3699 - - - +
Jili 9% S BRI ATCC49619 - - -

IV MR TR CMCC32210 - - -

1 .- PCR B4 ; + : PCR FHP% .
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2.2 BEMEMEOHEFAS>BAKRLERE H
Bootz,Dole #1 Benga =Fh PCR J5#: & ATB 41k
Y VR XA SIS 4y B B AE 1Y 76 AR g il B T AR AT
PR BE TR R A TR DU LA, L3R 3,

& 3 IWPRAESEFEN 16 GEMHBHEFERIERDRIER

o s gk
PR ik BHEE BN L
Dole qPCR A3 51 15 66
ilER 9 1 10
Benga mPCR  F{44k 60 16 76
ilE 0 0 0
Bootz PCR PR 60 16 76
il 0 0 0

ATB AL S 5E 60 Bk 1 il I 30 74T 7 CBH M
Ry 78.9%) H 76 Bk ] &E # H Benga mPCR %
M Bootz ¥ i PCR ¥ K I 34 Sk B CBH 4 2R 35
100%) . Dole qPCR J5 B 4 H 66 1 fit 14 307 i T
(B PR 2 86.8%,66/76),34 4~ H B 32 4 ]
71, H 45 Benga mPCR 5 1) 43 7 45 5 — 54, % W1 B

Dole qPCR FIPERY 7 B AR H ATB 2858 F 9 th b
W iy 2L 307 A AT B (b 8 Bk B A KRR 1 BRI T
ANERD L1 RRBAE G T & B 23 B RRD . 3% 10 Bk &E
IR #RZE 16S rRNA M 77 43 #7728 BH 33X 26 5 7k 3
EEL 307 2 1 R A0 B (LN i W Al L T AT R L TG A
SEFE .

2.3 HAPEmEHEFAGLEN PMRIKER
FVD B S R A K R 5 4 B A R s R
A% 5 B R AS v B SR IO TR J5 P e R AR
550 Dole qPCR #EATAGIN 25 WL 4, 53X = Fh
S AN ER 4 3 5 A A S e A I L A R R R
Ak 4. 2% ,15. 8% 1 18. 8% . 7 N 2 W vh BH
AN O0.5%,0% 4. 7%, Dole qPCR E& M 3R
3 G 14 21 4y v v il B BT AR AT T L A BH R R )
Wk 25.7% .28. 1% Fl 26. 6 % , I N 251 v BH M %
SRR 27.2%,29. 8% A 21. 9% . /NELL KR BRIV
FLAY PCR G BH P #56 CRUE A/ 50 N 25890 BRPE)D 43
P2 39. 3% ,35. 1% Fl 34. 4%, MiAE G 4y B ¥ 352 7
WA R 4.7%, 15.8% I 23.4%, Dole
qPCR PP Ky % 5 25 w55 T = bR 2K 09 40 16 55 5 &
sk,

FEW AT BE R AR T A E O TR A A B R, 10 bR
x4 ARAAZERN=FAMEHYNSENFE RN Y PR B ETREAMERIEE(%)]
it A RG=19D) RG=57) W R(=64)
S [71aEL] Bt SE kY] Bt HE kY] Hit
PN 8(4.2) 1€0. 5) 9(4.7) 9(15.8) 0(0) 9(15.8) 12(18.8) 3(4.7) 15(23.4)
Dole qPCR 19(25.7)  52(27.2)  75(39.3) 16(28. 1) 17(29. 8) 20(35.1) 17(26. 6) 14(21. 9) 22(34. 4)
304 BT E ARG A O AT AR I O BRI, 2009 4F BOOT 4N i A9 Bootz

(GB/T 14926. 12-200 D A3 Ry 43 B8 K5 35 J5 A= fb 45 &
I3 2 EEAE I 90 %0, 1T B¢ B VR W 047 2E A 4
FE . H AT A AR 2 iR R 2 R ki &L S
g5 0 3E i T LA 3 R AR A A5 A R
S eSS IR, AN AR Z ATB1525 Expres-
sion RGN} 76 k PP Al ¢ Ak A7 AR AL T %
g AR I 60 R (o 9 #R&: PCR ik % &
Sk B30 0 AR A D L B 16 Bk (i 15 fR &
PCR J5 %58 MAB B M) L 568 ATB1525 Expres-
sion Z 40 S5 5 WE il T PR B (L d-H BRI
TENE - A E T MG L D 2 R R I L R R R
g L | -2 7L WE 1 16 L o8] 480 A I R R L o
e LB 45 ) I8 AS i 58 4 X 40 B s R 9 e
PR T G N B 22 I A AR AR AR W mg] W R
B UM AR TRE CH I OBRE ST 53 A B PR X A
iz J W — A R (NAD) B8 AR I e, 7] 4 Sy 48 58
W it £ 307 AT BT 1 95 B

H . SCiHk oA 24 g il L A 4T 5 PCR

PCR J7 153 A 00 2 397 77 o B At 1 L 0 i 4
. 2010 4F Dole #i1 T qPCR J5 %, &% H fil J
AP AN B AR 16S rRNA 43 51 S 146 R £, 14 3] X
53 Vg fili LT AR AT B T A A B B Y. 2012 4F
IE BRI A T — FloBr (4 08 il 12307 #5475 qPCR
T AT AR e 0 RO B R DU 2R BB 3R 22 cop-
ies/pl, IF AT ] T WG 045 28 S 40 s ) AUE REAS B HEER
WA e 340 B, 2013 4F BENGA Z07 3%
11 4 B PCR(mPCR) A X g fifi B 407 78 41 15 43 54
[F BT aeR IE PP Ay BT R R BL A b . FRATT LA g
il 2 36y 75 AT TR bR M T RR R4 B TR R X BOOTZ
(1998), DOLE (2010) , i 1E % (2012) il BENGA
(2013) 4 Fft PCR J7 3k #4778 3F . & IF 38 40
(2012) 3B 1 qPCR J7 ik BAR UR R & L (H 4 55
BERE 2% il ik DNAMAN B4 47 7% 9 20 #r . & 81
ZOTE MR AR E AN R 5 IRAT S 2

AAF . 2014 45 TR FE S X 306 k1 il B2 40 74 4T
BT SRR 16S rDNA Ml FF#IAAE 74. 2% (227
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RO hy W8 it L 3y PR AT T, T BD A 3l A2 4k 58 {2
FE M BHPE 2 53,6 %6, i Bl T A b %5 e 1 SR B
P S RATAE S kg R —8. fAiTd i T
Benga mPCR 3 (2013) , 0] 4 tH Fr A W8 Hili 2 307 F 4T
PR, HH A 8. 4% (19 #)Benga mPCR FH A {H K g
A3 PR %07 V5 R I AT RS AR PP Y T B 1 B R
HTE . FATLL 3 Fl PCR 7k F1 ATB A= fb %0 12
X} 76 BRANE 4> B 1 PP AT BE B R AT S L A R R
] PCR FHPEAR % TS E ATB %, 5T
L0 —3 ., F&M11H Benga mPCR 5 Bootz ¥
i PCR A I A 2 B3 PR 7 12 A e g i L2 S0 2
Frw 5 BB WA e AW AT X 5y, A& T PP ]
BETE AR 19 %8, H OO BIK. Mt ZF Dole
qPCR 1 R R 0 Hoal 3k 8] H B ] B4 B
H 1, H It Dole qPCR W3 T PP 1 % 4 B bR I A%

T = E bR R SPF g/ B R BRI B L B
Vb B A G 1A 288 S 56 B0 ) 0 20 I Ik v i 2L ST PR AT T
=] PN A g o it O S0 7P A A7 RS 00— e X LA IR A<
SRS 1T R gy S T 0 i S AT R R G 1 1O O A
Sl N BRI B A Y il L B 1 AT A
PCR BHPEAS R ¥ T8 BR U R WA
PRV AG: HS AR I T4 P s RAEFEME ] qPCR £5
DA % Sy W8 il 28 357 P B I 0 0 A9 T 4 1
BEE S B W) G AOR BT . YRR
qPCR #0425 77— Ui A o [m) Bl FH <048 70
NS W REAS AT LA o A R W i L 30 PR AT TR Y

FATRE N 2 ZOUE 8 SPF 4/ BRATR
5o 3 ) LA TR 43 8 0 A Ak 25 0 v A 2 4 IO
g PCR WL AT, J5 25 AN UK Hh 35 35 96 T A
FHAEREAS 1 EL B 8 qPCR K I AR A BHAM: AR H SR
TR R TR ATB BE T

2017 4F, W fii U 307 7 AT BR7 AR 5% 2% M AR O 1Y) Wk
VA7 I U S0 1 T AR 00 TR 45 BT I SIS Sk o Y G O 2R AT
W& (rodentibacter) , iZ J& 14 8 4~ [\ i) T4 Flr
Forp g i 2 B 2 AT 5 9 Heyl A1 Jawetz A2 4 8843
B2 X AW FT B H #Y (rodentibacter heylii,
R. heylii) F0 R fifi i 5 #T # (rodentibacter pneumo-
tropicus, R. pneumotropicus ), It Dole
qPCR J5 ¥ W ] T W 14 2 S5 55 50y v s 2 307 2 4%
AR AN 52 3 2 RS R 52 )

B2 . Dole qPCR J7 ik H A 4 ZURE A L A%
BE ) RE 7 5 B A AL M T vk Y OB RRR S
BRI 157 o [v] B A 00 =48 0 i N 45 ) T W =5 9
W M U H0T A A TR A PHPE A 3, X R R B TR AR Y
B 5 i 1A 2 i b R B2 S E A ] oPCR A A 2% R

AR TTAT Y g it O S A T T B, R SE e
14 v g it U 30T AT TR A S g 2K I e ™ AR
TATHERE S Dole qPCR J7 ¥ %1 A FK [ wg fili £ 307 4

TR %) A 00 ] s s 11 s DA 5B B A 28 A 00 - B s
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