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ISR 5 L alfg 32, T RUEE S A R EE, LS H NS YA
ARG 5 AL B ) I R NG S e — AN R B B R I R AEAR, 22
EERR S BUR T RES L™ . S8R SRR 5 TG 22—, SUERGLE &
Bl W2 RPIRIRISE . ds SRR hG AR IR S o SRR BHIE IR A 5 ] R Al
P EALSE, @R RERIGGIL, SEEPERT . B AIREE RIE R, HAETSREL
e PEAENAER IR KE, MBI E, DR RN fEE . B, #5r
— bR R A A I VR R B 5 IR TRAT M R

HAT, & 5T HUp A I 35 22 R AR EFE M35 7 07 v, MK S e W B il 36 (ELISAD
FeBCH W ILE AR R — . SIERBIRREEH 1 (SAGL) £ 5 JF HUdbHE 1 1]
Wk Ve BT R , BoAT s S SRR AR AR, 2 5 T8 Hi2 I A B R 9 ) B Ak e B A
To AWFE L DR R T RIAREGUR SAGL FPyl (BikD, M T pGEX-
6p-SAG1 JRIZFRIETFL, FikHaifb THEAN SAGlI EH. 2% EAN SAGI EH
K/N2)K 54 kDa, @it Western Blot UFSEE 2H ¥ SAG1 &5 H RERE S = B HUBH 14 1 75 =
PR, BEJE, AR A% B 2 S — Rk U 0 I3 9 5 Bt A ) ELISA U7
o T IR S ELISA A 7 R BURCIE FIHERA M, FRATXS ELISA J5 I [ M. 2%
AT T R4, L PN {EH5E T ELISA Rl ik i fetE RN 1F: SAGL Hili st
WHEN 1 pgmL; FUEBAECHRA 0.05 M RIS LR HE A 60
min; FURRIRAEMRERCN 3% IR YA, MR Ay —Ht 1:100, —Fi 1:4,000;
PURBAER AR 60 mins JEY) R AE R AR RN 20 mins &5 R e @ &Y
OD450nm {8 > 0.56 , HINBHME; OD45Onm {H < 0.56 , FIANFAM:. #id 5 G Epis,
(A2 e A PR 7 V6t ELISA r 485 R AT XF LL ek, Aar il 45 5 5 [\ 8% ELISA
(IgG) il 7 ik B B s iR & A ek, R 7 vE ] 148 75 T8 JU
IERIZWT, SAGL AI/EN—F ARG RIFSINME R 5 TE R 2 Wb E .
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FIFH # L) ELISA R 55 1 R 14 ANHLIXUSCEE 3L 1,170 438 1 L& K ff ik
AT, S5 R R (L ZRAE AN R DO 5 8 dOR PRI B TE Ry 20.85%, Hi 244
AR I EE R 2 IHTE . FEILZRE 14 DA ABEELE 15.63%F] 22.98% L [H,
HZEREE. FEEOAFME TS, ERERERERR S (257%), HREZEHAE
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BE S AR AR X KRR A, HEALE . IR, R, EINE
RFEESEEEEVIM LR,
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R0 L 2R AN [R]3 DCORE S SR K LTS A il BEAT IS 2 TG Hriaill, Horhgs 58 i
I RAT R AT RE S M AL B . FRIEA B OG . B WIS A R AT T 7L R
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Establishment of ELISA method for toxoplasmosis and serological

investigation of pigs in Shandong Province

Abstract

Toxoplasma gondii is an obligate, intracellular parasitic protozoan found worldwide.
Toxoplasma gondii can infect a wide range of hosts including wild mammals, birds, livestock,
poultry and human beings, leading to zoonotic toxoplasmosis. Toxoplasmosis is an important
food borne parasitic zoonoses. Humans and other warm-blooded animals are its intermediate
hosts. Humans can be infected through ingestion of contaminated food and water with oocysts
and consumption of undercooked or raw meats containing tissue 7. gondii cysts. In general,
T gondii infections are subclinical or asymptomatic in immunocompetent individuals.
However, T. gondii infections involving pregnant women induce abortion or fetal
developmental disorders. Pigs are one of the susceptible hosts of Toxoplasma gondii. Acutely
infected pigs develop high fever, cough, dyspnea, motor problems and neurological symptoms.
Toxoplasmosis may also be acquired congenitally through transplacental transmission of 7.
gondii to the fetus during pregnancy. Toxoplasma infection in pigs has a high mortality rate.
Infection of pregnant sows can result in abortion, still birth and birth defects. Thus, we aim to
establish a new detection method for more accurate and rapid detection of 7. gondii.

At present, serological detection is the main method used for epidemiological
investigations and diagnosis of toxoplasmosis. The commonly used serological technique is
the enzyme-linked immuno-sorbent assay (ELISA). Toxoplasma gondii surface antigen 1
(SAG1) is a specific antigen of the tachyzoite stage of 7. gondii with strong immunogenicity,
and is an important candidate molecule for the diagnosis and vaccine research of 7. gondii. In
this study, the suitable surface antigen SAG1 sequence of Toxoplasma gondii was screened,
the prokaryotic expression plasmid pGEX-6P-SAG1 was constructed, and the recombinant

SAGI protein was expressed and purified. The size of the recombinant SAGI1 protein was
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identified to be about 54 kDa. Western Blot confirmed that the recombinant SAG1 protein
could be specifically recognized by the positive serum of Toxoplasma gondii. We used this
recombinant protein to establish an ELISA method for detecting toxoplasma antibody in pig
serum. In order to improve the sensitivity and accuracy of ELISA method, we optimized the
reaction conditions of ELISA method. The optimal reaction conditions were determined by
P/N value: the optimal coating amount of SAG1 antigen was 1 pg/mL. The best coating
solution was 0.05 M carbonate buffer. The best sealing time is 60 min. The best diluents of
primary antibody and secondary antibody were 3% skim milk solution, and the diluents were
1:100 and 1:4,000, respectively. The optimal incubation time of antibody was 60 min. The
optimal color developing time of substrate is 20 min. The best decision result is when
OD450nm value > 0.56, positive; OD450nm < 0.56 was considered negative. The results of
ELISA were compared with those of western blotting and indirect immunofluorescence. The
results showed high coincidence rate and specificity with those of indirect ELISA (IgQG),
indicating that this method can be used for clinical diagnosis of toxoplasmosis. SAG1 can be

used as a good diagnostic antigen for toxoplasmosis.

The aim of this study was to develop an indirect enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay
(ELISA) using surface antigen protein 1 (SAG1) of 7. gondii for the diagnosis of porcine
toxoplasmosis and to perform a serological investigation of pigs in Shandong province,
China. A total of 1,170 serum samples were collected from 14 cities, and 244 of them
(20.85%) were positive. In different areas, the prevalence ranged from 15.63% to 22.98%,
which had a significant differentiation. Among the different populations, gestating sows had
the highest seroprevalence (25.7%), followed by breeding boars (22.7%), replacement gilts
(21.1%), fattening pigs (18.3%) and piglets (17.1%). The rearing environment was also a
determinant of seroprevalence, including family farmers (25.5%), large farmers (15.2%) and
small farms (22.8%). The high prevalence of toxoplasmosis in pig farms in some areas of
Shandong province may be closely related to the temperature, humidity, geographical location,

breeding conditions, breeding environment and age of pigs in different areas of Shandong
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Province.

In conclusion, this study established a rapid, accurate, sensitive ELISA method suitable
for many detections. This method was used to detect serological IgG antibody in pig serum
samples collected from pig farms in different areas of Shandong province. The high
prevalence of 7. gondii may be related to the location and breeding environment of pig farms.
These results can be used to understand the prevalence of toxoplasmosis in pigs in Shandong
province. The results provide information for the epidemiological study of toxoplasma
porcine in Shandong province and contribute to the formulation of prevention and control

strategies of toxoplasmosis porcine.

Keywords: Toxoplasma gondii, SAG1, serology, ELISA, pig
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1.1.1 SHEHMER

Wit 5 B — M A AR R R, SRR AR EamE) ZME AR
—, R—FhEEMKNEILER (Gisbert Algaba ef al., 2018). VEA—FhEas i 25 4= it
CHA-ANBONE R EG Y, HmEuE R, BRAKLSL, EaRESE
Y. BESY. KEXEFYGERG TIN5 Y UEGE— 4R
f5 % (Deng et al., 2018; Dubey, 2008; Dubey ef al., 2012). #EtHEIES i, 43k
RAFHD 173 MADRESTEAUR. ELERBE R, REX 31 M. BRK. B
FEMBEAT IR, JREAHE SR BRI YRGB LN 7.9% (Zou ef al., 2009; Belluco
et al., 2018). ANKIMIERATRZ AR — BT HIFCFIKF, RGBT R R &
ARSI . 5 % B e 2 BRI I A AR R T R A R AR, AT 51k TE £
RN Z AL, BEERERERE., —BW T RERELEF PN, BLESKR
JG F BN RAR R DA K., B A5 32 2 B 45 5 92 5 - SR A T A 22 I HE A AT B R I PR
R (Weiss et al., 2009); ZA7EZHIRG: 58 M e FEOR ™ ) LIRTE. it )LAE
TG LR TR E I S R R, [ R T S AR N, AR A T e BRI
CREERE . ORI Lo, WA B3 5, B SR RUR BT ERE R, R
JET- (Conrath et al., 2003; Fallahi et al., 2017). M4k, JEERGFLZHTKI, S5E
HATHIRNIHE RS, BERES5VFZHEMENAEIE (Alvarado-Esquivel et al., 2015),
YL 5 T EImPRADIRE I Nz sh G, B H 5% (Xiao ef al., 2018). 2015 4, &
T U9 ot S T A A SURTIBG A R R 4 4181 O 4 BRGE DU K & R M A A e s g
(Torgerson et al., 2015).

W T SRR EVE T, 58 SR LR A i SR N R R A O AR P ) E ]
A, JCHWIGRE . FELGFEYIN A, I HNGERTRE Sl N R 1 BOR 2 A
RN 51K 5 BN RS, Mg A2 5 8 JUR S 2 B SR IEZ — (Ottaru et al.,
2020). LAk, HIE N EE G REHER . POAEIRAE, R 2 3 EUEE RS
Bl . SR, XTHILE. ABERR DY RS 5 H AN IR & g

1
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L Ak R eI E R OB ZET, EEEME N AEREE, AFEERERME
FAisk (McAllister, 2005).

1.1.2 SR RmEIERESE

SR AT R B AR T AR, R, B PR B (TR
A5, 2009). BFFLRIN S Y B A RO S A%, BT ARy, — Rl SR RTE
RN F AR BEAT A VST, 53— Rl 51 JULE () i 3 A A BEAT I 0 M B
(Rocha-Roa et al., 2018), Hrfv, 5B AUNGRTE. WIEPNYBUR %00 i 21014 1%
J7i0 (Su et al., 2019), RFEEFATRAE 1970 S CE R T SR ER L, If
HIRI 5 T A A K BN B TR S A N 58/ (Dubey, 2009). BT %
FLah#nst, 5% duk mr LA ARG 22 Al e R0 TE 2, IS 2R BN K 20 16 3h 4
B R A IS, . 5T B R R A 1 8 1 B AR BN 2 B 5 T L P RS Y
KR KREFESE, DR R E AR, B B %, Emak
&Y% (Dubey, 2009; Dubey et al., 2012). EIRsi¥AI RS P)ER & B 2 1L 4L,
NZEA] DUR I RSN (U0 58, s 48 N AR (0 sl 2 B A P G B T IR S
H (Pastiu et al., 2019). WGHT IR T AR /> A7 308 i i 0 B 3% 5 A% 1 AN 1T -2 503l 0 ) Jek
J¢ (Lopes et al., 2013). HAul, 5% 4 FZI@ MGG, (5 A] 2R 50 ) R
B BRSNS, Je R Ge  B4 1 HAL R Ys (AlzahebAl-Amer, 2017).
)P it o P i A PN 1) 0, R B O R 11 FERE B Sl 1 h R R, R RASRTE
THA NI, LR AR, IS M S0k S Ry BRI, .
BB W DRSS A G A, IERRYEIRYE, B JE DY RTE PR R 2 SN 4 Y
R AT, GRS EIEKY (Baba ef al., 2017). fE3&H i B EHRK E A G
BT UR 50 o N S e B AR s (R A e, 5 O o o N S B (A R i A R T AR A
FEYPITIKRH (Scallan et al., 2015).

AR G BB, FERDESRANGERL . KA P 1 U RS 2 F Oy UK 5 T
H (Feitosa et al., 2017; Guo et al., 2015; Hamilton et al., 2015). BRI—THf 5%
B, AR B HERETE 32 5 1 UG (R 8 2 0 vT & S i\ ot 5 % dud il
NRARFE) ZERAE, I H O ARG AR IR G 5 T d i 4 SURT P Hh 23 85
WIS T A% (Swanenburg ef al., 2019). J@E 5T BB —F YR ARAT, H

2
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SR WL TR AR, MR E SR E R R, "R Y
(B T S INIE & 5% R IR AE AT, BlUnE e iR BESEINE S SRR E
B R, TS, EAMAE. EREmBE. EIR. SR EAR
R NENINARIET I K (Yan er al., 2016). ¥EMIZSCERGEH, 5% BURRITAT
5 e R AT S8R R RV Rt B2 B AT O, Bl H B BE 1 Tk v, 5 T U 1R B
YEAAT TGN (Flegr et al., 2014). X, FREATTATRIEE LI HIRAE WA R 2
5 I HUR YL — M AE XU [ & (Gebremedhin ef al., 2015; Hamilton et al., 2015).

SRR SR ™ ERN IR A A RN, St AR TR e,
g R R TR TR A . H AT AR 5 TF R A R R AR e R AT
FUAR A, (B S R R 3R — AN IR K XERR . R, R AR i AN A 77 o BER
B — Z B 18 Tt R B 4% 5 7 SO K R A2 5 IR G o B0 IR B N 2 BEAREE AR LI T 4
i, FEAE IR N S A IR R T A, @I NI R SR
ZEIEFRM, Tnam e AMAUIR A B, RS EE NI N, B LR R S S S RL . AROK
%, EMIHHTI KR, MR BRI LA B I HE . RS RS AT
PRSI FACAL R (ESFT, 20200, HAT, REWAHRGRTT 5B dUR 41 1 2 AR
R E MFEAEYE RE CL L B2 =R BRI IR TR N S R 2O Y
AT EE RN LA N PR 25 R SR 25, [ I e 570 1 1 280 S Ak T IR
& (BkH, 2022). BT SRREVARIEBONE S, B ATt ERENE TS AR T RCR
REF 10 5 % B I 29 AN v AR 8/, IF H S R e R B ATt K 2 . H Al
HE KT M 5B B IIRIRIZ I 29801677 DL vt I SR 2 5 T #RIE A VF 2 MR
fER ORI ). BT XS A8 S RNBE . TR T6RTT, INeRIRE A I B, R IY)
WA G, A7 ROtz ] 5 8 USRI e 57 A P R 7 8 3 A fi e AR A
AARR EER R GRIEMESE, 2022).

1.2 S RHRNERSNRITIER

W5 dUR s R BLRAE 1952 F I REMZARIM, £ RIGIER TR TS
Baum, R, 2AEZMEEI TS RRNAE. FAE AL F4
I3, EE RN RS ES RN R T SR E, IR B Ak, R
1977 SEIS AT TN Gk BF S E S 3 B — L6 XR34S AL R 2 i 5 T sk e

3
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SRR CREIEEE, 201000 FEXS 58 RGBT TP A&, % 50 O AR 3 55—
RIEZRS, LEKXTH DRI R AU+ 2 4. B 3K E F=5E A Wk
J&, SR dpRt E Ao s H et i, S5 R 5T B A AR 3R A R A .

bt 5 %5 M % JUR ] AN IR I, BRSRGER 22 (18 N AR DGTE A 1 U R AH O 1
Blo AR, HAFHAERT KEXRTH DK RN LG ZRATHEWH L. RET2E
[5] S5 At X6 55 T8 B IR SR TE 22 8, (H 5 T8 TERE Hh (R e e — B 2 B K
- (Zhang et al., 2020). =% HUSBGL ™ S BRI, RS 5% UG RO KA
TR E] 60%LA I, Fpill @& RGBT MR 2 B R, 470 B F A= 1 ™
UK. MY 1990 F 2 2018 FWIFAK R LRI+ 24 E KA CHT 7T, 2R
FE) 5 T B BAT A5 T 19%,  TERRIIAE 5 7% HUR P BT S A8 13%, H
Hig 5 I U P TAT R i IR AR (25%) FIESEM (25%), T AIRE SE M ML X
P I 75 1 41 B 4 2R 00 31 K 298 21%A11 23% (Foroutan et al., 2019). HARME 5 K HURTE
HEFYE I AT, AEAE DTE BR AT R R E K R JESeih, TR e R S
AT 320N 36%, PEBES & ARG 5 8 JUR AT 2408 24.52%, BFREHRATHRY
N 23.8%, FEEEIRATERLN 7.42%, KERRATELAN 5.6%~31.0%, V5EIERE ST
TATZL)N 48%, i1 == 2014 4:~2016 4% 5 I HRIHATHRLN 1.4%~2.8%, HZA 2014
H~2018 B 58 dU P AR AT R AN 31.3%~36% (Bamba et al., 2016;
Cademartori et al., 2014; Calero-Bernal et al., 2016; Guo et al., 2016; Hamilton et
al., 2015; Herrero et al., 2016; Hill ez al., 2014; Kobayashi er al., 2021; Swanenburg
etal., 2019; Powell etal., 2016,

AR, VF2 58 A RGE % ) 5 O MLE AT R RAE 0%3] 76% [
(Zhang et al., 2019). K% H#IE&GL 5K RUR #2178 AR J5 R Ah IR 3R gL 5 %
(Dubey, 2009). H[E &M 5 dU i) A R W& AME, PR EBARELN
18.03%~53.4% , F B LN 27.0%, VML N 16.97%~70.0% , Z b &4 A
4.6%~11.26%, H#B%IN 24.5% (Jiang et al., 2016; Li et al., 2015; Wang et al.,
2016; Wang et al., 2012; Wuetal., 2012; Houetal., 2018). HEZAILMX 5 5 R
RAERYLRLN 20%, WIRACTHAdI X rp [E AT X . 40%, PRAEHLX: 32%, #E7R
X : 30%, HERGHLIX: 35%, HEHiIX: 23%, PHmHiX: 33% (Zhang et al.,
2019). ¥EGEit, LEERE G R (ELISA) Kl (%% 5 1 Hum YL IR A AT R K

4
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21 36%, Ll LA (IHA) K56 I8 5 % B L MR 6 AT 5 K408
24%, & Ho A 7 VAR A8 0 HUR IR GRS IRAT R KA N 19% (Wang er al.,
2017; Zhang et al., 2019; Zou et al., 2009; Liet al., 2015). AW, 57 HE
A AT BONE R, WATIEE . 5% mrE & B A 30 o i g o At
R —NEERAL DA, RERRN R — B2 2™ R, EAAH
O] BRI I AR I BOR A & DY R BRI P AL R A A X — I KU . 3
I G TR R RE DR S I, AR TR A2 AR R AR i, SRR B TR AR SR
PE NSRS A4

1.3 SEHRFBEIZEIGE

HAT, 5% dUk e 0 B8 12 I 8 B8 I 2 A O L S o 1R IR SR
SE, REMITESA WG A X TAL G R 2 i S 3 E R k. Rt
M5 oy B AR SRFEATIN . i B 25 R e e AR A . i R T VE R B
LR, HRERRED. A HREC, Sl RSEBRN AR, 12858 R0 FEY)
ARG FEAE R AN (PCR). DNA MR T 2458 MRS R %, %7k
HIAR AR BOM VS BT 2, MXTRR I 58BN S, BRRGNINEZ —, Hi%
JTE B SR s RN RO B B, AN R T R RIS R 5 3 AT 5 M R g e
W S Fie Wk FEARFEEE XL (IHAMAT) . B il% (Sabin-Feldman
DT). (A% R M ahifRilis (IFAT). FEEE S W B ikae (ELISAD. %i% Rk &+,
AR AMESEAREE (CFT) 2 (Beghetto et al., 2006). v, (A5 9¢ FeHiikil s
(IFAT) MBUBMEE S feR ko). EEMERE, REW) 2 M T 95250 = K1 5 %
W, EETRES R, R&FMERS, NEHT A EWLEREAREN. %
PR AR S BAE F R . oA EE LT, HH AT A 4 AR E F R I
PIFEAIR, AARAIFR#E— SRR SRR

B I R B g 5 8 U RO AN T S I, ORI TR S 5 ] S
MREM . HAT, ZEEIRAMIE AR 58 RGO, W24 —Fh e s PR HE A
RO 5% R RITE . BEIER S P ikSs (ELISA) Jrik BA R mthm . BUSiE:
5, (ETERAREI A, JF HRRR Eso s el ke —, Bevs 2 MR F-5K2
B A3 T AL 2 R A, At SV A2 DA A I 5 7 B 94T 2T BL. ELISA J5

5
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8 5% 2U% BLISA Kl 7 i (A S S AR ER 70 48 b L 2

PARVERIE, — RS DRI 2 AN REAS, AT ASEIURE AL B AL, & T ORI 7%
S, NHBONT Z. 8 WA 5 R 1gG Jui iy vk R EARE Y 4R DT,
ELISA, IFAT M MAT. [fj# ELISA Jj il TRl yifk, RAETTIRRM AR, ]
DU 1gG. IgM. IgA =Fh4itk (Wu et al., 2009; Liu et al., 2020). IgG HifkrErE ¥
RAEGTEHURGEE 12 AT LA, 12 I 1gG Sifkr) & EIABIEE . 1gG HUALE
ANFEAAR BN B A AR, A RE R R R, A tE R R RS, (HiE
AR FIRG 58 RS P A AR ORI FR BT . EARAS I 5 T7 B 15 L (1 B Ak
AJURP, (B TG UM oy EE . L5 ELISA JikUl 5 R mbtR e 96 fL
ELISA #%, A4t 55 Al g 24 77300 MAT. IFAT MIELE:—#tE s (Machado et
al., 2019). HT HETVIREA GG AR KW = T8 R th, i DU 22kl —
WA BT AT 2 R A AP 5 % U R0 0T i

W& o TR, W TR b, AATIXE IRl & P40 i Py 25 26 5 R AR
AR, 78 H BT R T 5 % SR R T A L R S RN R UKL AR 1 E A 1Y
ZHABREAHCAERZ,. ARME A RRE, K, BERmED 1
(SAG1D) BEAREHRIGERME, B HSHEE 1gG. IgM. IgE. IgA & slgA ,
5% BUBR G 5 i L DL B RS R Pk 2 —, AHECZ T S 12 i 8 5
(Bokken et al., 2012). iHid B TR 7123k 45 1) # 41 8 B B A A] 3145 4 3 B 70 41
JE IR s Ry 0, Al T FAE SRR, B R IR AT
S BEGNM KN B2 AR TN RIPUR, KRR EEQHE.
SAG1(P30). SAG2(P22). SAG3(P43). SAG4(P18). SAGS5. BSR(P36). SRS3(P35)
(Cleary et al., 2002). SAGl 2—MREERPIURER, RAAETEE R, 25H
TR N ATELE (Jung et al, 2004). BRIt Ah, SAGI & n] LLES1E Fr 44
PN N, BRI PUEYE S %% 5 PE (Gruenbergvan der Goot, 2006). 7E 1983
FEXZEAFAT B EE, KI SAGl HHA HRIELEAR 3%-5%, SAGl HAMH
WE B 336 NEIEMIRIE, SAGI FEKIANHIEN, KEKAE 1.1 kbp , 4 FEK
N2 30 kDa , ANENET (Zhang et al, 2007). fERLZEMH) 10 24, EHHNIEAD
I EREM T KEMEAEL, HPEHF ROPL. ROP2 (5 JEHREREED),
SAG1. SAG2 CERHEMEEA), A& GRAL. GRA2. GRA6. GRA7 (5l EU Bk
HH) % (Song et al., 2013). HAEl, C&HE R LUEN 5 I B2 Wit 5 i 570 5

6
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1 ZR AR Sl 22 A7 18 5T

MKIEHEHE SAGL. MIC3. ROP2. GRAl. GRA6. GRA7. SAGI-ROP2. SAGI-MIC3
SEER A, P XL E 20 & A TN F SRR R I S TR Tk, I B B 4
45 R B BAFIRINRCE (LauFong, 2008; Pietkiewicz ef al., 2006).

AR IA TR T RZHPUR 1 (SAGL, XFA P30) 1ENAHHR, KANE R
—MEEFEENREED, EPERIEE T LR, I H R R R G R
SRR SRR Z —. AN, SAGT #il e K A %52 Wiisk ) i 25 22 A % ik
MElZ —, fENRTFERGUR, ATH TR T PR (Majidiani ef al., 20200, #A
WFFIH SAGL EALEATUE, L@ —BhrME st I 5 F 2UR ELISA ME = hifk
R vk, I ME A VA BEAT S 58 JURIRAT R R A, OB B T eR
IR VETE (19 N S AR TSI A48 1) 5 7 LI A% 3%

1.4 KRB SEX

bt 5 % M 5 % SO AN I, BRSRGER 22 (18 N AR DGTE A R U R AH O 1
Bo 5T HU X A A IR TR P 3 AR K, i B Pt Ry B S8
WRE NG ENBEILERZ —, EJUE, SRR SRS E N 2
Woo HPEDIREIER O NREYL 58 2US T BIRRAER, #870 B T ke
SE95 B H BSRARUEE IR, B S ER A% (Alvarado-Esquivel et al., 2007). 1 7F S
DIREMC T B, SR UG T Re R B 1. 221872 5 % JUBGL 1 m U AR, 4
R RAEM IR0, XATRES FEURF. JE77. I L BLE RGHER S
BB L GIAET S, FREDIARETOR, AR TN, AR AR EER
FIE T FEAGTE, SR B NSRRI ORI T G 5 B U 22184 30%-63% /2 Hi A 28k 4
SI#EH) (Deng et al., 2018). HEIERE, HAFMOLIIS 7L & 248
WA RN SRR TE (Vitale et al., 2014), AN, KB FE@BIT RN
e FREE i) 5 % RO R R Gy, IR L 5 1 B S AR I R B b 5 O AR g AR
FEDT R BB K A P A R

7R — B R E B IR KA, HE HBTXS L 2R 48 BOAE 5 7 S B I e 1% 100 B 1
AR, AHFARH SR REAERN SAGL MEAGEPURE, @A —Fh s,
W W] T SR JURIZ KK (a4 ELISA Al 75 3%, X L 2R 48 5020 o X AR I A ik
A7 IS ZAUARAR I, mT T H I L AR AN RIS IX R A 5 UGB L, SRASAH MK 1

7
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FERE 50 JURG B . ARG T I 2R A8 B 20 3 DO 5 - O IRAT IS DL &, WTRL T
1L AR A8 #8 23 H IX PR 5 8 HUR AT R 00, P AR AN RSB . R LS AN R AR
TR A 5B B IIIE 0L, 73 B Ll A48 A0 M X (1 5 98 JU AOURAT 15 DUATALAT
s AT AR L R N SR B AT ML i 1 5 B U R, 25 B SR IRAT
TREEBORE, it BT R I E RS I B R X SRR AR

(C)1994-2022 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net



L AR AR Al 22 1 ST

2 MRS A
2.1 i IE#F Rt

2.1.1 FERX5GRF

F1 FERBRN
Table 1 The main reagents
AR AP/
AFREER (Amp) BEREVHARA IR A
DMEM Gibco
KT A Marker Thermo
Trypsin-EDTA MACGENE
RIFER (Kan) HEREMEARGRAT
&R B 7 BEREWHARA R AT
A R R R A B R ME R AR H AR B A TR A F]
DNA R A & B RCEE R AR HOR B A IR A E]
R BRI E AL P U ME R AE B B TR 24 7]
DNA Marker R EMEE R BB G R A H
PVDF i Millipore £
IR Gk ZFRERBA R AT
AR A A BEREWHARA R AT

AL TR DNA /N S HGR A &
BL[RZH DNA $RBUAT &
A EH IR-B AR 4B (GST br2salifb i fis)
HRP-%$ifE [gG (H+L)
AL Sy TMB R
KB EAAN. SR, RS

AR A BARA IR AT
JER BN LR R AR
R TR R AT
AL e BB A IR AR
RIRAEARH (R0 ARAF
KETT LB BT PR A R

212 FERIGNEEFEE
K2 BEE

Table 2 Instrument and equipment

e wnIE AP/
-80°CHlR G VK A8 Thermo FHE A

VKA WA SRS A R A A
-20°CHIRIR VK AE /R BRI B AT

KPR Jestis g, P

R RO

Eppendorf 4 R A 7]




5% QU ELISA K77 3 M 3 K AR B0 38 3 L 22 &

A EERIEIR biEMERAR AR, &
L o 8 25 0oL TR TR E AR AR, &
WH-861 2R e 7 % R IK S R A )
R AR 3% A= PR R A
PB-10 £ PH it 78 [H Sartorius
HLA BT R4 b ERPEAGRAIRAR, &
DYYnl-2 B HJKAX Bio-Rad, [H
BB RAE R KA ARAT,
LR HLIKAX Bio-Rad, [H
3@ PCR X TaKaRa
WG Eppendorf A R /A 5]
AhRAX Bio-Rad A ], [H
PG E A VLR AR,
HL7 R TR EHRAT,
T A b ERPEAGRAIRAR, $
A KA Millipore
SW-CJ-2FD B T1EG TP ETRAR AT,
AWz A JUEAES (R FRAF,
4oCr A MR REREHARAF
TEIR R 2% BN RS HIEG R AR,

2.1.3 i3 A A EC H

% 3 EERAImHE A

Table 3 Main reagent preparation method

AR Wi 77 72
& 2 g NaCl, 2 g Tryptone, 1 g Yeast Extract, ScHEREH 150 mL
EBTK, SEABMIGEARZE 200mL, 121°C, KK 15 min.
& 2 g NaCl, 2 g Tryptone, 1 g Yeast Extract, 3 g Agar powder,5¢H
EREH 150 mL £E 7K, EEEMEEAZE 200 mL, 121°C, K
B 15 mine KEZE UG FRIR S S0°CHINL, A4 AR T 4°Cuka
TRAF

LB kR 753 (200 mL /A %)

LB [E &R 753 (200 mL /A %)

43 BIFREL NaCl. KCl. Na:HPOs. KH2POs B T-Hffrh, LB T/K
900 mL, KRR Z MM E B KRS, WE TR B, #TH

0.01M PBS ZZ - . ,
PEAEIRAIZE HR,  pH HE 7.4, EHEIRERE 1L, B
VIR, HEAT R KB S 4
5xTris-Glycine Buffer (SDS- FrE: Tris. Glycine. SDS =FHR7, HIAZ) 800 mL LB 7K, $i
PAGE HLBKZZ2 D) PR AT, BEMERTRERIGERE 1 L, SRS

10



L AR AR Al 22 1 ST

SN ZE-B-D-TRACEFME ATPG)

50xTAE Buffer (1 L&)

1%3IFREREER (30 mL R FR)

12%5E A4 & ik

5%H ARUZML:

SDS-PAGE #:3% (1 L4AR)

SDS-PAGE iR taifi (1 L#AR)

TBST Buffer (1 L&)

Western 35 413 (10 mL /& &R)

Binding buffer (10 mL &%)

Washing buffer (10 mL A %)

Elution buffer (10 mL /&%)

Mo

1 4.196 mL ‘K1 J5 FIZEME/K RN 1g IPTG R, F 0.22 um f
JERERREH, 43363 2 mLEP &, Z9KREN 1M, 7T -20°CIkFE %
.

FrEE 242 g Tris, 37.2 g Na2EDTA.2H20 B\ 1 L A&BUGER, 5843
f#f5, MO 571 mLHAC €A% 1L, ZERAAF.

PRE 0.3 g BUIRKER AR BIAHEZ MRS, A 1 mL 50xTAE Buffer, &
B 29 mL 2 B FAIINHERE A, &b oo E e 52 A T -
OV TN I OF 3. ¢ S| ceen ) =3 L DANG i S w107 ot P4
Ut I 30 min J5{d ] o

ddH20 6.6 mL. 30%7H 4% 8 mL. 1.5 mol/L pH= 8.8 ] Tris-HC1 5
mL. 10%SDS 0.08 mL. 10%APS 0.08 mL. TEMED 0.008 mL.

ddH20 5.5 mL. 30%RMiBEA% 1.3 mL. 1.0 mol/L pH= 6.8 ] Tris-HCl
1.0mL. 10%SDS 0.2 mL. 10%APS 0.2 mL. TEMED 0.008 mL.

PR 1 g HDIREE R-250 BN 300 mL £ B -F/KF, 4 HEH 100
mL KEERR, 250 mL HIMEI NGRS, EeREME, A2 1L, IE
gL yE, HEMRT.

3

22 500 mL FEEFIA 1 LARFIEEAAF, I 100 mL 0KESER,
ERE 1L, ZIRTE.

R

FriE 8.8 g NaClfEI N 1 L AAFUEA 1, 2HL 20 mL 1 M pH= 8.0 [¥] Tris-
HCI, WH 0.5 mL Tween-20, 2l NGEMt, SE&iERE, ERE
1L, ZEiRRAF

FRE 0.5 g IR UHHEIN 15 mL .04 N, WREX 10 mL TBST Buffer T
B EMILAMR, DUH L

PR 0.22 g NaCl 8 15 mL B0, WREL 10 uL PMSF OB O
M, el 8 mL 1xPBS ff H5e &k, EA % 10mL .

PR 0.22 g NaClfEIA 15 mL B0 P, WREL 10 uL PMSF OB O
M, el 8 mL 1xPBS i H 58 Ak, EA % 10mL .

FRE 0.61464 g SREHBE GEE) BN 15 mL BOE RN, WRIE 10 uL
PMSF A B0 N, SEinA 8 mL 1xPBS {58 &R, EHZE 10

11



5% QU ELISA K77 3 M 3 K AR B0 38 3 L 22 &

mL . IR

FHE 8 22.2 mL TRERVER I 177.8 mL AR 28k, =i
2M H2SO7A W

PR 2.93 g NaHCOs, 1.59 g Na.COs, ¥RE 900 mL Z& 17K (AR
H, SEARIRE, ERRAT

0.05M BRI L U )+ Bk

FELLFI 0.01 M PBS SR A T wedft . W EX 0.5 mL Tween-20,
PBST ¥t (1 LIAR) FHAERA T VAR, ERE 1L, BIATFEN7 DT, TE
M.

2.2 MG HE

2.2.1 SEEBEIEST

DL Vero 4iffEfh 5o, 3235 48 h~64 h, & H W R A EMN, 76 ik K&
BECAT AR 5 T A T
2.2.2 SEHEEEZH DNA #91EE

PR PRI & (R RO MR AR R AT IR A T 3 9 45 AR A B 47 I 4
=
223 5|80t 5 & /K

1L ToxoDB M ¥4 (www.toxodb.org) . ExPasy [ ifi (www.expasy.ch/tools/). DNA
Star FPF KA N SCHRARGE Be it [FE B 51 P8, A E s i B AR e R, 1%
FCGIDE) OD A AR /K IEAE S P, FBNMEAEIREE: 10 uM, 43365 T--20°C ¥ AF

% 4 SAG1 5|9P%
Table 4 List of SAG1 primers

Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3")

SAGI-F TCGGATCCCCCTCTTGTTGC

SAGI-R AGCCGATTTTGCTGACCCTG
2.2.4 SAG1 EERI =&

2.2.4.1 SAG1 EREH PCR ¥ 1%

12
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R4 pGEX-6p-1 AR AT RV EASIMFH (R 6), FHME RN b Bl
TR FIREUERI 5K E RH ¥k cDNA N, FI AN ) 51 40347 35 R B
P, PCR MNAKRUIT:

x5 RREMMAEAER (50 L)
Table 5 High-fidelity enzyme loading system (50 pL)

45y ANInE:

2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 5uL

10xEasyPfu Buffer SuL

Forward Primer (10 um) 1 uL

Reverse Primer (10 pm) 1 uL

cDNA it 2 uL

EasyPfu DNA Polymerase 1 uL
ddH20 Up to 50 ulL

£ 6 pGEX-6p-1 HALMEALRVREHAT Y

Table 6 pGEX-6p-1 vector linearized homologous recombination primers

Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3")
pGEX-6p-1-F GGGCTGGCAAGCCACGTTTGGTG
pGEX-6p-1-R CCGGGAGCTGCATGTGTCAGAGG

PEEL S L cDNA ABEHR, SAGI-F. SAGI-R N RS, Xt SAGI 3K 34T
PCR ¥, MEAARW T (& 7):

RTBRFBEAMEER (10 pL)
Table 7 Single fragment recombination loading system (10 pL)

4oy AN nE:
LA X pL
AR B Y pL
5xCE II Buffer 2 ul
Exnase II 1 uL
ddH20 up to 10 ul

MBS A, BEE 5 s DARFEME2TTTER. BORH PCR AANBEATY
B, PRI (R 8D ACCHIBEATIEM [ RAF, WA A XN AR IE AR AR . SONLAE R
Ja NSRS SN W) o 3 G IS T DRI iR AN )L R PR BE AN RN TR AS —

xR 8 RPER

Table 8 reaction system
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8 5% 2U% BLISA Kl 7 i (A S S AR ER 70 48 b L 2

IR BE O P ]
TAR I 95 10 min

AR 95 30s

Bk (30 AMEH) 55 30s
IEAH 72 2 min
S IEf 72 10 min

{RAT 4 +o0

2.2.42 EEFRIEFRHR pGEX-6p-1-SAGI MBS L E

SRR Bk S 5, A& RN ERMIK PCR R BOdAT IR, e HIeE
BZ IR PCR =W SO & B AR R E AT o B B 5 Bk AT 4, W)
A KT o e P 2 S A, TR E SR 42°C A3 90 s, TIAAEHIAZEM LB
WAREE TR, THCE 3TPCREIRNHRTE 1 h, KEBIARMES AR Y EHERIMEN LB
Pt b, 37°C BEFRAEEIE R R PR EEEM T S2 T EHERN LB WARE: IRk
H, TRERRIR 37°CH R E TR, ARG S MR BRI B4R O & 1 W 45 B A R A SR U
KL, CLUFTHRBURCAREIR, #E47 PCR %5, H 1% BREERER ke, WEas R, it
FEBAVE BUORLEEAT I PP 48 2, FHRFP 51 20 B AR o W 485 SR EAT 7 400 3 T e, e
TE A ) JoCRL B V3R AT ORI R, B3RS B 4L KL pGEX-6p-SAGI o

2.2.5SAG1 EBRIREEAk
2.2.5.1 EEFRIEFERL pGEX-6p-SAG] REBESKHENMIL

¥ R 45 11 pGEX-6p-SAG1 JF A% R IE R N KT R IA B Z & BL21
Hr, 37°CRIACEEFR 12 h~14 h J&, FRICERASPHTE R R R T 5 mL S2 % Hilkm LB
BRI . NI pGEX-6p-SAGI1 iR fE 15 FRIA KM, DL Bk R4k
SRS, HEEI 8 ml. WL 2 mL BRIE A ARIBESREA, SRR
AFREER) IPTG, 3;FRHE: IPTG Z9RE 517129 0.1 mM. 0.3 mM. 0.5 mM KRN IPTG
)78 AR R AE IR EE N 16°C 22°C 37°CH 3 milii9% 2 hy 4 hy 8 hy 12 hy 18 h, ¥
AT RL 208 Ol H NS SR EE . B IR E RS SRR R, @i SDS-
PAGE #r#TiE ARG R, MiEEAREBREN S FRE. IPTG i S WKE LT T
[ -
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2252 BEHRMEERMKREIFESRIA

TEME T BO&E ) IPTG 5 S9RE S B ST, Rl S50 S KT H,
W PR 1:1,000 FILLBIINN 400 mL M RHUIERARE 7R P T R B 7%, W
SRVEIIG L, MW OD600nm fHIAE] 0.6~1.0 B, MABRAEFEFIKE 0.5 mM
[t IPTG, F{E 22°CREARIATHE A, TR 400 mL (KRR TR, BSHERERER
SAFIE S h g, JCEBEOHL 4°C. 8,000 rpm 2.0 10 min, AR EADTE, WER
fRIE R BAR, JCE -20°C ik /7%

2253 EHFEENR SAGI Ak 5EXE

(1) K¢ GST Ar2E4AUAEA AR 2 mL RIAEACRE N o FTIFLEALRETF S i DR A7 B
G 20% 0%, FIEE R TARREMYE 5K, AN 1 28258 2R

(2) FHIRETHCH IRt pELF ) PBS (PH: 8.0, ©.h NaCl/PMSF) phytaifbit 5
R, AR NIRRT . 0 5 mL Binding buffer , b NREREE R L7048
4, B 4°C, 454 30 min.

(3) = b A RAF T -20°CHI & A AR UK E5g e, B4tk n
FHPESSHEATILE . FTHFIF R A+ 1) Binding buffer Zef27i . B 3E 5 SR A A
T, E 4ACHRRK, d®REE (16 /M.

(4) BAESE, TR HGEN 1 min 6 7, WEEARTER. EARK
73R, A T A B A T i AN AR W £

(5) B E IR Washing buffer i JESHT 22 & H P, Tiigk 7-8 X, [FIFEfE
FH 2 T i W5 R ) 1 28 % T s A AR A

(6) Elution buffer IAECHLH, LIEEMAFENEREA, KE 4°C, 44 40
min.

() "pEEE, FIHFFIRMAHERERN 1 min 6 7, WESE AU

(8) KBTS BT /NN B € )5 ddH20 11 50 mL Z0E N, HhKE 10
min. FEIR S5 R NGB M A8 N o IS TT 1A R 2 71 5 0, 008 B 3 ~F- I
W, A EN SN IREFIE K E, # PEG 20,000 [E44BEE T 4S & F
W, HAER, ZBEN. KM EEMAERE, DNOBRERGEE AR, HE-80°C

15
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RAF

(9) WFEAMH IK-BIaMEZ A ENTAE (GST WZ4ifb i ig): S IEE M
PBS #HAT e, Rk 5-8 R, FERHALBE A B oK, ik 5-8 IR, HEE A RET
BCE U 3 mol/L NaCl Z&fifiyhie 5 Ik, #HATM AR AR . 2 F kIS8 5 e 2l
KB 8 WK, LIRS 20% LEEMHEE SR, w5 mL 20%4EE, JUE 4°C
UKFEARAT o
(10) W Ik4s f5 0 H A A 10 ul 2 EP & HH, BN 30 pL PBS, 10 puL 5X & H
R, BCE KRS S & 10 min, 12,000 rpm, 250> 3 min.
(11) BeE 12%10 25 20 mL, i B & 47 AR IS 60 min 55 HgEE, Bl 'E 5%
FIFER 8 mL (FHEAKEE ), I bR & I ARG 40 min fF AR .
(12) FR B 5 /N0 T & AR BRI, AL 78 A 3L IR /N O
ANBEFLHT

(13) % SDS-PAGE # M#AEL R , 50V I REEHL, 5h/EEik.

(14) KA, R EARY) N RNE S iEgan . ETRKRE 4 h-
6h.

(15) Gt g 33525 5 M e i 49, NN E st AT B BB €, il s s
I B B B A2 s AT AL, MR B 1 45 (A H I B A

2.2.5.4 SGA1 ZEHH#Y Western Blot £E

(1) WEGARYE AR H A& A 10 uL 2] EP &, i\ 30 pL PBS, 10 uL SX A L
FEGE PR, B K5 10 min, 12,000 rpm, 250 3 mins

(2) BLE 12%M)5r 38 20 mL, 0 _EACE RS 60 min £ HEEE, BlE 5%
KRR ZHE 8 mL (PB4 /KECE D, In bR & I A G 40 min £ H e .

(3) s AREER 5 /N O3k T S F AT T, K A B K 8 AR /N N
AL

(4) ¥[8 SDS-PAGE #HMPAELEE , 50V BEEIEMK, Sh/EEIL.

(5) HIIKEH e, MERIF AR BUH B AR N, R AR R

16
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/N8 PVDF i, # PVDF BEECE B A H B U BT, PVDF BN FF I
R RELE

(6) FZM “MAED, BRAEIE” IR RRAE AT H R . 250 mA, F2H%E 1 ho

(7)) #EEER G, BN 235 F B B TBST Buffer ¥t 8 #d, X 5 min. %
I 7 FES

(8) ¥ PVDF JEE T 5% Ig Whd A A, 78 37°CIEIRFEE 4] 1h,
(9) %8 1:500 HIELBIH 5% R HE 43 AR —Hibiik . ¥ PVDF BR B E Wi
Bk 37°C, 1 h#H7H S .
(10) WEERGE, KBRS 3E I E F TBST Buffer ¥t 8 i, £{X 5 min .
(11) 4% 1:4,000 FILLBIR S%EIBIR T ARG —Pi. ¥ PVDF JR8CE MBI 1
Piikrh 37°C, 1 hi# TS .
(12) WEERGE, BN 23357 I 5 B TBST Buffer %& 8 ¥, %7K 5 min .
(13) K Bt ie A VB Wi=1:1 tbBI#RELr. ¥ PVDF BN, i
NS, 1B B PR VR T S5, BT LT /N A 461
2255 BEEMESERRKENE

T BB IR FE M i A AP SR B, X B S S AT B IR R E . FERE PR
W EBEFLAGINN 18 pL PBS, FRAIAMREEH 2 pL 82H, 0N 200 pL % SHrEiEE
W BFEERCEAT 3 L, BAHRW AT B, EEFROGNE ODsosam 18 5 HUHF
B, FAH R A TR R B B

2.2.6 [B]3E ELISA #5587
2.2.6.1 &1E ELISA A& TSR

N T ERI AR AR ELISA ARG, 385 [ 2 (4% ELISA #1E 2D g b A
FAE, AT LT KA, RIS PN JRNZE D E ELISA JHEIFUR AR, sk
MR U E . B AR ST E &0 BERSE, DIgsrife
[fI1A] 32 ELISA FrifE 5614

S A SR S A AR I AR GRS KA P 45, WIP W€ [84% ELISA J7A
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8 5% 2U% BLISA Kl 7 i (A S S AR ER 70 48 b L 2

BARBAEL W T

B8 KPrE A 0.05 M pH9.6 TRIER E G2 M FE Ja B 96 FLER K LA THE IR NAR,
FFFLINEE 100 uL, B 4°C UkFEEK (EA 16 h).

Ve TILN BN, FHHE AT B G Pt AT e, B iR AR 96
fLiE, BRI 2. A 300 pL Yeigitiizifl, [R&Esh ELISA 8%, FEZALWiER, 7ERK
K ERBZIT, EEHRE SR, IR 2 min~3 min.

B BFLIIA 100 pL FIE R, CE 37°CEER T, HAKE 1 h

BOkE: FRE S IS FBRCE AR AS LIS 1 1:100 B, BEFLINEE 100 pLo LABHPEARAE
e AMEARENEE NS %, Salinfe2slN, &40 100 pL, 37°CEEFIEM 1 h,
TR BB 2 A R AL

Velk: WMESHGE, M 300 pL e s, B E DRI LR Y.

TNEEAE =Pt FHPUARF RO B bR —PUE 1:4,000 f5F5%%, SEFLINFE 100 uL, 37°C1H
BAE 1 ho

Velk: WEE ZHISEHE, NN 300 pL BRI, BARIRVE IR EiR R

S LI TMB JEY)E G 100 uL, & 37°CIHEAE, #5620 20 min.

b N BEFLINZ IR 100 uL, BHEBEES ELISA R, KM FTETEA

B FRACINAE . {8 RS FRAYAELE DK 450 nm AbsEATI5E, B AL . A
FESAERICEAT L 3 FLLE ODasonm ZUE - IIME
2.2.6.2 BEEFRtR BYIEEE

[A#% ELISA ArEAC I R 3R 2 — 2% TR bR it #E. RIAFIREIA IR Z A A
TRUF R PR, 22 BB AR, SEREEALRE W R S, . AL R PE e R —
o GEFENERERUS 1 ELISA B, RELERS I oI e e ) 45 R BUHE 521 o

2.2.6.3 ELISA it 81 = iR SR IL

i SAG1 EHMATHR G, ¥R SAGI PUREHMREAY &, BiiEh 0.3
pg/mL ZHHE A 1.5 ng/mL (0.3 pg + 0.5 pgs 1 pg 1.5 pg) Wi SAGI FtJ7AE i

18
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L AR AR Al 22 1 ST

FEAg B, %E# PBS (0.01 M, pH 7.4). 0.05 M BREZ 220 (pH 9.6) 1F N4k 2%
M, 1 pg/mL SAG1 $li B ELISA M. BRI NI 3 B BH FHPEXT R, AN 2% A1
—ILESE, %M ELISA WEMEIERT, e REitf gzl

R 9 PUREHIBR AL

Table 9 Determination of the coating buffer of recombinant proteins

SN A IS9P ot 37 /B 42 L35
PR SAGI &EH
okl PBS AW 0.05 M BiiER Eh 22k
PR p 03pg~ 05pg. 1pg. 1.5pug

4°CRIR A 16 h, BHYE ML AIBA L LS AR FE 1:100

H N4
SR BRI 1:4.000, ARSI 20 min
?I}—\IUE OD450nm’ jﬁﬂym‘rimj% OD450nm (N) E 05 EE’ BH

(EPSESE L

2.2.6.4 LA RAMIL
PL 1 pg/mL iR A4 ELISA A, 707l PBS W (0.01 M, pH7.4). 3%/ /i5
WIS RAE 44 18 I PUIR R, TE I EEDUA R R -

10 FUARBRBR AL

Table 10 Determination of antibody dilution

v AT WL L 75/ I 28 375
En SAG1 EH
(R F 0.05 M B P& £h % it
13 K 5T BT L3/ T 2 1
PUAFRREN PBS (0.01 M, pH7.4). 3%Mis sk
b 4 A°CIE R 16 h, S 10 375 A B 1 I R 1:100

T PR 1:4,000, JEY N E] 20 min

?I}—\IUE OD450nm’ jﬁﬂym‘rémj% OD450nm (N) E 05 EE’ BE

Ve 2% AT

2.2.6.5 TARTE BIE 1L
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5% QU ELISA K77 3 M 3 K AR B0 38 3 L 22 &

Pl PR AR 1 ng/mL HUHR S04 ELISA B, 65 3% MIs Whva A st i
W, 37°C 4514 30 min. 60 min. 90 mins 120 min, 38R 45 S 2 S AR K B
PSS ]

11 B R AR
Table 11 Determination of sealing fluid and sealing time
SR SEAT B 75/ 9 P L 37
(X2l 0.05 M BRER £h 5% M
1% K 5 T B i3/ B 1
PUAMER 3% AR WV
B IR 3% It g v
3 PN ) 30 min. 60 min. 90 min. 120 min

IF AP L 375 AR S P LS A BEFEE 1:100

H N4
SRR BRI 1:4.000, FALBINT 20 min
WJUE OD450nm’ jiﬂym‘rimj% OD450nm (N) E 05 EE’ BH

(EPSESE L

2.2.6.6 —in R ESFR —iniE B BE A1k

PL SAGI FefEpt)s B4k BELISA fFLIR, 3% MRy I 1h, —HiMREE N 1:100,
TPUMREFEN 1:4,000. [MLIE I E 1 23508 30 miny 60 min, 90 min, € S EEM
B . UL SAGT s AEPTUR AL ELISA AL, 3% Ml Whd i 1 h, 29 BL 3%l
WYFERE LIS S BAR B0, —PURRE N 1:100, —PiFBIEN 1:4,000, I & A E
WoN 60 min, - PUIE E IS5 %A 30 min, 45 min, 60 min, 90 min, &K¥E P/N {E
SE I A 2% AT

2 12 M¥E 5 B I AR E
Table 12 Determination of the incubating time of serum
S g B A L 375/ 9 42 o 75
X3 0.05 M kIR Eh 2 rR 4°Cid 7 (045
PR RER 3%MEHE, MIEFRERE 1:100; ZHURELE 1: 4,000
B IR 3%t AR WV S P 60 min
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L AR AR Al 22 1 ST

— B S [A] 30 min. 60 min. 90 min
ZHUR S [A] 30 min. 45 min. 60 min. 90 min
JES 0 S5 JEE# S REE 1] 20 min
?I}!UE OD450nm’ iﬁﬂﬂgﬂ‘ﬁmﬁg OD450nm (N) E 05 EE’ BE
e PE LI ODusonm (P fHAE 1 A£47, H P/N HUAER K —4
Ve EAESAT

2.2.6.7 [R¥ R R [B] B 1L

LA SAG1 s EPTE A HE ELISA TlALAR, 3% Wi lE W53 1 h, 4353 LA 3% M5 58 954 %
I3 K BEbR =0, —PURREEN 1:100, ZHURREEN 1:4,000, 425 37°CHEE 60
min. AN E] 435154 5 miny 10 miny 15 min « 20 min. 25 min . 30 min, &
Y P/N AE T R B AR B ) S LI 1]
R 13 JRY R DL IR I E

Table 13 Condition of substrate of recombinant protein

SN S I 1 i 7/ 9P e L3
BB 0.05 M kIR £h 2 M 4°Cid 7 (045

ERES i 3%MLAR A, MIERRERE 1:1005 —HURBERE 1: 4,000
ESNEiMLY 3%t i Wi v dt P 60 min

—HUR LA M3EE 37°C, 60 min

CHUR R A figbr —HifER 37°C, 60 min

JEA) 2 €2 i [] 5min. 10 min. 15min . 20 min. 25 min . 30 min

?I}!UE OD450nm’ iﬁﬂlﬁﬂ‘ﬁﬁﬂ% OD450nm (N) E 05 EE’ BE

Ve %A

2.2.6.8 FI#rtr ERFAE

T A FE ST IR0 5 R TRI 4% ELISA A6 J7 vA600 50 43 BE AL % 19 ILy5 4 5
TE B A B0 99% (T A5 BEAB LT, 45 (R0 99 44 ML 375 BE 54 19 ODasonm 3918 +3SD
(SD: FRUEMRZE) 153 — 0B PERE R 5 A8 s FH A3 (9 % BE P L35 B ODasonm 3
{5 —3SD 4531 37— (0 {6 BE 12k 240 2 4 o B A 575 60 S 2 I 335 F0 8 {8 Ccut-ofF value)
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5% QU ELISA K77 3 M 3 K AR B0 38 3 L 22 &

SEJE, ARSI S ORAF A — R (A H A FH AT A P LTS A DL Oe P A5 1) 5 110
BFE L35 R 5 ODasonm SME +3SD (SD: ARt ZE) AE LIS it H 58 45 3R B 4 i 5
fH.

2.2.7 [8]3E ELISA #3075 3% 89 5
2.2.7.1 HmEILE

2020-2021 1L AR & Hk K SOCRAEIIRE W R ESR B G . H R MY R, IE
Wi T2z Grrass 14 MR R FRE Y, 1R & Hus R SR SR MR i R AR
AN TEVRR R IR 48 1 LI R, JRURER AR S 1,170 4o 75 BT RS 1A IILIE A o 4 RS
A RIFEE 7 5 MR 748 ( <75 Hig). BB (100 HiE~210 HiEg, #&H 40
kg~130 kg). WEGREEE (> 180 H#%, 1K > 150 kg, A THRZEEIEAND. J5&BHE
(120 H#%~160 Hi%, 1A= 130 kg~160 kg). FatE ( > 10 Ak, BAGREGE MbE
N RIFHFAERE 1) . IR A R R 73 KR IR B (R > 2,000
IO NI (GREPE < 1,500 k) FIEFRY (GREHE < 500 k).

2.2.7.2 LA EE IR LG FN 6 E 2 il 56

A 2 aF 1 [ —#t SAG1 BB AT ELISA BEARHR IV B8, AL ERTE
TR BE P I35 A5 o RO B PR IS A o, S AN P i A2 I R1 42 ELISA A Jy v 3347 B BH
P L Y7 A ot RO AR P RTBR () ) B PG o 3 252 = RS ) N X [R) — I VS A b 1847 ELISA
PRI, REAFER R E 4 ADPATEL, I AR s B % B BUE B R I R
OD450nm E‘J{E o
2.2.7.3 SREENTE G AMBIEER A G AR X Lt IE

[ 2 H 2 o S BRI (1) BARERAE D IR W R -

1. BybE S A BT 100%PRE M £ S 1K, &R

2. ZifbHibk, PBS ¥k 2 I EE, WHUEEREHE R TSNS
B AI G, B8 3 min, WIFEEERAE.

3. [ FEENAEE T RN 4% 2 EHR B, SRHEE 30
min, FHH PBS R TH A HEYE, BIR 5 min, ¥ 3K
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L AR AR Al 22 1 ST

4. #F4b: FH PBS BCHl 0.25% Tritonx-100 AW, W T HHA E, =EAERH 20
min, PBS{&E¥: 1K, &K 5 min.

5. M. FH PBSHECHI 3% BSA W, W T# A L, =IHEAER 30 min.

6. —PUIEE: FHPUERBEL (3% BSA BB BEMMBERE (1:150), BT
WRRNSHEETIHE, & 37°CIHEHREF, 1 h, WELEHRE, H PBSIHEWE 3 K,
RFR 5 min.

7. ZHWE.:. AVEBBERCE FITC (49%6) FRid By i ih g
(1:100) JaW T3 RMEBIATIHE, HCE 37°CHIEFE, 1 h, WEHL WA, F PBS
7B 3K, BHR S min,

8. FHH: ETIFMEILA ERINEE NI KA, Kas #8883k
Fr, BRI, AE R A SR IO S S, D R ERAE

9. HANEIEH EMIFH B FbRE, BEEVIA SN, B 49°CIRAF .

10. fE9G B TMEL, LUERIMEME. BTG REAVE v S Edebn. HIl;
FoE MEREA I BAYE . R, 1080 i R AR AE .
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5% QU ELISA K77 3 M 3 K AR B0 38 3 L 22 &

3GER55H
3. EENRESRIEAFRNIELEE

R & IS T . RHAKu80 #k DNA, LL5JEHUdEE 7y cDNA BAi##1T PCR
IIG, SRMENTR, fERZ) 792 bp A —WIETEMW R ST, UL DY A B AH R
(] SAGT B [H o 38 =i ik B e e e Pl PBEAT R RS, fie RS = 5 s kA7 e
Ak, 53] pGEX-6p-SAGI MIEMFkL. 4 RMEFR, £KZ 1,092 bp &b —H
BT, 25 SRR B I @ SRk BURL pGEX-6p-SAGT

(bp)
2000
1000

500

1092

100

B 1 ZF T S R TR A R
Fig. 1 Gene cloning and expression plasmid identification
A: pGEX-6p-1 E R H#7=4); M: DL5,000 DNA Marker 1: pGEX-6p-1 £ 1774
B: SAG1 SE[N4 1 74); M: DL2,000 DNA Marker 1: SAG1 [ 4 174
C: pGEX-6p-SAG! A4 ELER; M: DL2,000 DNA Marker 1: pGEX-6p-SAG1 JFikif=4)
A: Amplification products of pGEX-6p-1 gene;
M: DL5,000 DNA Marker 1: Amplification products of pGEX-6p-1 gene
B: Amplification products of SAG1 gene;
M: DL2,000 DNA Marker 1: Amplification products of SAG1 gene
C: Identification of pGEX-6p-SAG1 plasmid by double digestion;
M: DL2000 DNA Marker 1: Double restriction products of pGEX-6p-SAG1 plasmid

3.2 SAGl EAMRIEE 4k

3.2.1 pGEX-6p-SAG1 R B s EFIAFH

38 o6 b R R R IR B SR (37°C. 22°C. 16°C). BF[A] (2 he 4 h. 8 hy 12
h. 18 h). IPTG ¥#/E (0.1 mM. 0.3 mM. 0.5 mM) % SDS-PAGE HLykI&UE#T, &
EEAMRIARE, MEEESIEE N 22°C. ESKNAN 4 hy IPTG TAEWKE N 0.5
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1 ZR AR Sl 22 A7 18 5T

mmol/L I, HHFIEELA LIFPRILGEME, HMEBFNT KN 54 kDa, S5HIEK
N2

(kDa)

80
66

52
42

35

25

Bl 2 NSS4 SAG1 FH R KT
Fig. 2 Expression of SAG1 protein induced by different induced time
A: 16°CIHEFRILKM: 1. RE PTG ESMFTRIEA: M: & Marker
2~5: S¥HITE 16°C. IPTG K 0.5 mmol/L AN [F) 15 5 HRF 7] 155 () i hL B s
B: 37°CIESERIELM: 1. RE PTG FFHFRIHE A M: FA Marker
2~9: S¥HILE 37°C. IPTG K 0.5 mmol/L /AN [F) 15 5 HF 7] 155 () AL B s
C: 2CHEFRIEKM: 1. K& PTG E MBI HA: M: & Marker
2~9: 4¥HI1E 22°C. IPTG K% 0.5 mmol/L S} [7] 4 h J5 1) KL B ¢
A: Induced expression at 16°C; 1: Non-IPTG induced pGEX-6p-SAG1 plasmid bacteria; M: Protein Marker
2~ 5: Plasmid thalli were induced at 16°C, IPTG concentration 0.5 mmol/L and different induction time.
B: Induced expression at 37°C; 1: Non-IPTG induced pGEX-6p-SAG1 plasmid bacteria; M: Protein Marker
2~ 9: Plasmid thalli were induced at 37°C, IPTG concentration 0.5 mmol/L and different induction time.
C: Induced expression at 22°C; 1: Non-IPTG induced pGEX-6p-SAG1 plasmid bacteria; M: Protein Marker

2~ 9: Plasmid thallus were cultured at 22°C, IPTG concentration 0.5 mmol/L and induction time 4 h, respectively.

322 SAGI EANLE

LW H BR-BR ISR AL GST Fr2eaifb W ig it T R4k, K11 SAGL & H, &
SDS-PAGE Lk 73 ik H A G0, mEiRE (B 3) FTLUEH, SAGI fta GST #r
%Kik %% SDS-PAGE r#th FiERIE, REIHMEALK TR —, S TRKNNN 54
kDa, 7; 785G K/MEFEA B WKAENEERKRE, EAKREN: 096 my

mL.
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58 dUR ELISA K277 3 7 Ll AR B0 8370 I 2 1 2

80

66
52 54

42 -
35

25

15

Bl 3 SDS-PAGE %5 pGEX-6p-SAG1 EHFHFX
Fig. 3 The expression of pGEX-6p-SAG1 was identified by SDS-PAGE
M: ZEH Marker; 1: pGEX-6p-SAG1 A EHKIE

M: Protein Marker; 1: Expression of pGEX-6p-SAG1 recombinant protein
3.2.3 SAG1 ER S5 MERFFFIEIR A

NS e H B -E PR AR S GST AnZalifb i fg 4lifb e X FRAS 10 0r T KN4 54
kDa 1] SAGl HAE A, %4 Western Blot £ 5€ 7041, SAGl FEHKEEAS 5 H R A
ERI R RN, HEMEMEASIELE A KE RN .

(kDa) M 1 2
70

35 @)  54kDa

40

35
25

E 4 SR H 5 58 L FHME LTS K Western Blot 4558
Fig. 4 Western blot analysis with 7. gondii positive serum
1: SAGI HHM) WB %5%; 2: TXREHN WBEE; M: S Marker

— Pt PAPEMIE 1:500 MR, 30 SRPUETUA 1:4,000 FikE
1: Performed with 7. gondii positive sera inoculated with SAG1

3.3 [8]#% ELISA s ET1ELHIFRE

3.3.1 RiEURAHE LIRS HIRITRE
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1 ZR AR Sl 22 A7 18 5T

H SAG1 & BE AL EAT ELISA BEFrR 4, SAGL P&l 0.3 pg/mL
BTG N 1.5 pg/mL (0.3 pug ~ 0.5 pg 1 pgs 1.5 ng), i8I P/N HLiE & K —2H1E N

M, AR ER SAG] PR AR A E2Z 1 ng/mL.

EFE PBS i (0.01 M, pH7.4). kFRERZEME (0.05 M, pH 9.6) 1EAPLE
BRI, 1 pg/mL PUR R A ELISA AR R UBR P SR 15 B BH A B 1 ot HELAL
MFAHE=SLER, %3 ELISA K RAARRIEDIEREAT, @il PN R K —H
VERBAESAT, W€ R B BB IR Eh 92l (0.05 M, pH 9.6).

SAG 1B & 118
0.9 4
0.8 35
0.7 3
06 25
205 5 Z
8 0.4

10 15
N «=@==p/N

0.3
02 1
0.1 I 0.5
0 0
0.1 03 0.5
— P

&l 5 SAG1 HiE A EKHE

Fig. 5 Determination of the coating concentration of recombinant protein SAG1

PR B E
12 2
1 2
08
g 15
2 06 &
8 1
04
02 05
0 0
PBS e
— P N =o=p/N
& 6 PLE AR I E

Fig. 6 Determination of the coating condition of recombinant protein
3.3.2 REMAEHERRNHE
P AEDU BB ELISA BR, 435I PBS (0.01 M, pH 7.4). 3%t ARWIAHAE N
TR I PUARERERL, B A S B8 e B B R B XS AL, B R R E =FLE R, 4%
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8 5% 2U% BLISA Kl 7 i (A S S AR ER 70 48 b L 2

i lH] 4% ELISA [ R AAE/E P RkAT, Wid P/N LSRRI —HAVE R A%, e &
FEPUARRRBN 3%/ 5 W3V .

PUAMRER B0 52

25

[N
o

=
N

- 08
§ 15
£ o 2
8 1

04

02 05

0 0
BRREY A& PBS
— P N e=@==P/N
B 7 BRI E

Fig. 7 Determination of serum and HRP-labeled rabbit-anti-pig IgG dilution of recombinant protein
3.3.3 s EF AR E R E
DU TR A B f g ELISA B, 4% 3% WillE W0l vt IV, AN IR
By B LRI AL, AR E=FLER, %A ELISA 1 RARERIE D R
17, 3 AE T 30 min. 60 min. 90 min. 120 min, @it P/N EUAE & K —2H4E Nt
AT, B fme N E) 4 60 min.

14 25
12
2
1
g 15
5 0.8 Z,
<+ ~
8 0.6 1
04
05
0.2
0 0
30min 60min 90min 120min
— P N e=@==P/N
B 8 3 P Bt R AR <&

Fig. 8 Determination of reactive time of blocking

3.3.4 —fu R EBAR ¥ B BT E YR E

PARAE TR B A ELISA B0, 3% i flEWh i 37°CH 1 1 h, 3% Fifle 95 i
MRE—Pi. ZP, —PIIEHBERY 1:100, —HIMBEEAN 1:4,000, —HLiE R & K
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1 ZR AR Sl 22 A7 18 5T

3 A9 30 min. 60 min. 90 min, i E N[5> 509 30 min. 45 min. 60
min. 90 min, BN N1 E BIPERIEXT L, BAFAE=FLES, &R A%
ELISA [ EAEIED BT, Wik PN WER K — A R A, e —PimiE
B RHAN 37°C, 60 min, —PiEAEM A RFA 37°C, 60 min.

375 % 75 BT 8] A9

12 25

o
Y

15

0OD450nm
o
(o]
PN

©
IS

0.5

o
N}

30min 60min 90min

— P N ==@=P/N

Bl 9 —HifE & I Al A S

Fig. 9 Determination of incubating time of serum

P A I R A E

14 25

OD450nm
o o
[e=]
P/N

30min 45min 60min 90min

— P N e=@==P/N

B 10 ZH S E e iRE
Fig. 10 Determination of incubating time of HRP-labeled rabbit-anti-pig IgG

3.3.5 [RMIRER M ERFAE

DAttt SAG] FiJR B E 4 ELISA #, 3% BS99V 37°CE ] 1 h, —Hill
i ZPihuiAiEE 37°C, 60 min, JEY) SIS E]7)A1 Y 5 min, 10 min. 15 min. 15
min. 20 min. 25 min. 30 min, FEORMN SR I TE BT AP AL, B R AHE=
fLEE, %R ELISA KRR IREAT, Wi PNV HE SR —HAE Nt o%
i, #iE TMB & (i) it S N [F] 2 20min.
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5% QU ELISA K77 3 M 3 K AR B0 38 3 L 22 &

B S5 INE N T8 Pt <

14 25
12
2
1
E 15
S 08
7 z
A 06 1 =
o
04
0.5
0.2
0 0
5min 10min 15min 20min 25min 30min
— P N ==@==P/N
B 11 e S LR IF] AR S8

Fig. 11 Condition of substrate of recombinant protein

3.3.6 FIEFRAERFAE

ARSI RAF AT SRR IR, S A cut off value = BT i e
A ODaso J{E+3SD CHRHERZ). AT SL4E LRI B ELISA J7 gl AH R = Tt

BV M5 K] OD4so $ME N 0.528, SD =0.0108, cut off value = OD450 ¥J{E+3SD = 0.56.

337 HtAREEREMILEESIRE

PR S 36 25 R AF R R 5 T O BE A28 I 37 AR B 2 L8 % — 03 388 = SR A A ] O A
DAL BRAR Py BRI AR () B R R, BRI W R . Gt &, 1H
% ELISA JPEBR N AR B L3 BB VE 2 AN R, IR TS (TR #% ELISA Kl 77 ik

HA RIFH T EE N,

# 14 £ ELISA BEERRRLER (HRMKER)
Table 14 Result of repeatability test for indirect ELISA

FE b It | MAES P UAGIESN=] M
Serum Time Intra-plate duplicates Mean Inter-plate duplicates Mean
- Dayl 1.126 1.129 1.130 1.127 1.128 1.119 1.126 1.129 1.126 1.125

P 4 I 375
Day2 1.122 1.127 1.126 1.128 1.126 1.126 1.128 1.122 1.125 1.125

(OD450nm)
Day3 1.126 1.124 1.141 1.129 1.130 1.130 1.119 1.130 1.127 1.127
e Dayl 0.519 0.523 0.514 0.527 0.520 0.556 0497 0.510 0.524  0.522

IO 14 I 375
Day2 0.499 0.530 0.534 0.521 0.521 0.512 0.516 0.601 0.521 0.538

(OD450nm)
Day3 0.539 0.504 0.517 0.529 0.522 0.530 0.545 0.539 0.518 0.533
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mmm  Intra-plate duplicates

E 1.64 1 Inter-plate duplicates

@

-

5

3

= 1.0

£

B

£

§

Z 0.5

=]

£

=

=

-

a

S 0.0 T
.@Q .&@
Sl e“’?

& 12 [A]# ELISA EEHARER, ZRAEE.
Fig. 12 Repeatability test results of indirect ELISA.
ns, P> 0.05 Indicates not significant; *P < 0.05; **P < 0:01; *¥xP < 0:001.

3.3.8 SR EENE 77 A FIBHE e A 5 iERIXT EL it IR

P 4 2 BN 35 5 18] 32 5 6 LA G T 75 VA% 50 4 B LS A dE AT Rl IR I
FESLIE 4R ELISA Al 5 kAl 50 40 48 (0 M5 #F dh,  BBURE i IO AF & R AR 5
o Bl WK, SREW], HAEAEKIEE ELISA AN J7 % 5 HAb wF 5
AR S ARTT & R B (98%) AT LU T ML A o oh R SRR BRI

(kDa) M 1 2 3 4

100
75 - =
65

45
35

25 E ™
=

15

A 13 M 5 R M4EH RHAKuS80 34T Western blot 1E
Fig. 13 ELISA results were confirmed by Western-blotting.
M: #H Marker, 1: PFHVEREAS, 2. PHYEXIIE, 3. BIVEXIEE, 4. BIvEREA
P MEERER 1:500 FikE, Pl RIUVEDUA 1:4,000 FikE

M: marker, 1: Positive samples, 2: Positive control, 3: Negative control, 4: Negative samples.

#& 15 ELISA 55 IFAT. WB HEALK
Table 15 Result of ELISA was compared with IFAT and WB

IFAT/ WB %5 3 ELISA 43R
Result of IFAT/ WB Result of ELISA
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58 dUR ELISA K277 3 7 Ll AR B0 8370 I 2 1 2

FPE ( Positive) 8 7
B ( Negative) 42 43
% ( TotaD) 50 50
FHPEZR ( Positive rate) 16% 14%

3.4 |8]3Z ELISA ¥ /5 3542~

3.4.1 IUEE B XIE S BFIIERNZER

RURBILWE LR ERZ., FH. WY, e, . s 14 M HX
FE I LS AR 3L 1,170 o FIF @S (A4 ELISA Rl 77 2:6F Ll 7R 48 AN ) 1 [X (g
HE IR L3 A o BEAT AN, Rr W0 45 B3R W BT FEAR ISP I BHAE R 4058 20.85%, 1 AR
BAF X O BE PRI G R & 2 5, BARRAT R, HAR AT R R m X AR
G EIA 4 22.98%

R 16 WREANRMXE 5 R AR ISR

Table 16 Serological test results of toxoplasmosis in different areas.

T it AR FE AL BRPEAE i 2 PH 4 2
R 322 74 22.98%
& 172 35 20.34%
HEYi 140 29 20.71%
& 101 20 19.80%
Ho4 86 17 19.77%
by 62 14 22.58%
T 53 11 20.75%
o 45 10 22.22%
A 34 7 20.58%
e 32 5 15.63%
TE 32 6 18.75%
T 31 6 19.35%
H 30 5 16.67%
JBHE 30 5 16.67%

FE A2 1,170 244 20.85%
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B 14 LU ZR 50 Hh IX P {4 ML 78 4 ) B 5 A
Fig. 14 Geographic distribution of positive samples.
o FBE IR, R SRR ARR AR . ND: 30 £

The color from light to dark indicates the different prevalence rates of 7. gondii. ND: no data
3.4.2 NEFHEE T IE SRR ARNZER

XLl AR 28 WO I BT B R o R O [ R R EAT 22K, R E S R, B R
W MAME. JE&BEE. UREEE, FIA ELISA B J7 e, ZRER: KS
T B0 L 37 Be 44 B P 20 8 g 26 g I R MR BEAE (25.7%) , HIRE P A%
(22.7%)  JF&EHE (21.1%) « AR (18.3%) FfFHE (17.1%) , XK
fitb A&, AFHE I 5 T SO BA 1 A BRI
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350

25.00%
k43
a 300 A
g o
5 20.00% -~
5 250 2
g g
E-1 3
g 200 15.00% =
z &

150
10.00%
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) I l l I .
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REYRBEE A% JE# B (] i
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Bl 15 NP 57 R g R

Fig. 15 Seroprevalence of 7. gondii in different populations.

3.4.3 NEHIETRIEA P& ST R mAINEE R

S 1 2R 4B R ) BT AR S A BRE I AN R R 3R 4T 43 2%, R 257/ ELISA
R 7 v A, K gE RN, TERTAAEAR T, 425 4 5E TS AR Ok B ORI 5%
By (>2,000 k) , KAFRGEI 5 TE R BH MG R Ak, 2908 15.2%; 435 f
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¥R LG RE SR BN A Y (<1,500 Sk, Hrh /N SREE 55E 10 5 TR B PR FR
PERLZIN 22.7%; 310 13K H B P8 IS A (<300 3k) , BRI 5 R
I3 BT BH M R B S 21N 25.8%

500 30.00%
450
o
400 25.00%
@
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g 5
g 300 S
5 1
8 250 15.00% £
o) °
2 200 £
g _#
Z 150 10.00% 8
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Fig. 16 Prevalence situation of 7. gondii in different farm scales.
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417 18

SRR TR NAENEEANGILERRZ —, 58 HURRTESIR AR
PR ERAR WL o ARAE PV 2 B K AR AE T E I, R EE . E AR S
€% (Foroutan ef al., 2019). HAuj, KEZORHAAE LR, £ FEE A 5B RET
ZAHETOEBENNZMMNFREZN, —BHUKR, 550 JUSGR A R @R
R E B (Pipia et al., 2018). FETEREYL 5 Y M5 ™ E 0] & & AT, M4 Bk
PRGSO UG AT R PEAERG, KA Bt g B TG RRE IR AN B B, A IR
A B BOR GEIRIGIR, 25 T8 R 5 T e T 2 A 7% .

TERBRVEE PN, BEE RN DR, A — B2 NRE A E IR
i, B 2027 4, RS AT RIS K] 1.3 {2ni/E s (Foroutan et al., 2019). A
i, ETREN, RHRABAM . ARSMEH R, TR AR S B RTEN
T IR SR AL #E 1 2 B R (Belluco ef al., 2018). fEHE, [ LHF AR
J&, ANVEB KIS, FRE R RIGE, &0 g in. 9 E K g
R INAR BB RES T, BEE 2021 5 —F, WREBELE 2,822 7
o, BEHBEE 303 Jik. EHE, AR AMEZMRLERIE. BT, FERA.
RGP LRI AR S B4 B 55 73, 18 J3E, 400 J3HEAT 700 J30E (o E [ 5%
SiitJey, 2015 EHFD. i EILTHET, ARCHROEEMZRE 'Y (Yang et
al., 2017). JP. KR, MM KEZ AT EARRENEERSY. EREL
REAMPAERZHPE N HERETIEAE I, SR, K. FREMA g5 R
IS AR X R 2 X (Dong ef al., 2018). fESEEFI FHL4&FH%R, 7
EZ RS, ORGSR dUREZE WY, BRI ECE N R
HXS & by EENEN SRR, WILERATR S BIEELY], ERE, BASH SRR
A 2 A 2R AT E IR YYE (DubeyJones, 2008). %% & NI YL 5t f &
TR, WHERENL, HRASMOSILRE T ILIS & 2B WE XA
SIEREF (Vitale ef al., 2014). 5B RAEREEE T ZiAT R O 5l 7 A% E
FHEFAGE, 16 50 2AEFKHATHIIEH AT R, ERVUar, UYL FIR M
PO 56 8 55, il =5 % U8 (1)1 3 BB BHPE 3 ik 30%  (Dubey et al., 2020
Foroutan et al., 2019; Rostami et al., 2017). = HLESHEF= s b &G E N
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AN EE RIS, RERRB et BB, EAN)
SRAH AT e A A AR N BOR A BN 5 5 T N B 1) PR SR A R A X W AE X
B . PRISE IR N & 3L BRIk B 1%, BT sh W m fe fRidte, X4 & Bl A4 %
G AP A Y7 AR EEE

H A4t S R G =5 1 Hs 75 77 FE S R ROBR S L, 5 % BRI 7 vk B B
HENE LAY (Wang er al., 2017). BT 5B HBOVE RN L SEKE D IER
RIS B — E Pk (HurtTammaro, 2007). HAT, ERAMEZ LR OLIEH
FMEFERPUR BT T RE RIS R0, (HASCEKRE, HT SAGL 1 GRA7 ]
PG G 2 W ARG Bh T B T SR, LIRS 1 23 I 100% 80 96% LA .
SRTHT, ERFIIVEAG ELISA MIBURYE. Frmtbmwt ik, BAdulm&eisr, K2
HE PR S AN R DU T IR R, & RAAIERZ AR . B, JRFHEES
7% — He S = R I EE AL T SR I BLEE R BT IR 00 F T2 WORE 5 1 HUE 1 7
(Castillo-Cuenca et al., 2020). [A#EHREDOGIE (TFA). BUREHERK (MAT)
K G 2 W B SS: CELISA) 248 18 5 1 sk Ul 1 2 223458 /5 V% (Garcia et al.,
2005) . [H)J #2528 ik (IFA)FI 2 R B AR A58 (MAT) Rl A I 2 47 5 1Bk G iy HH 30 1Y
Pk (Garcia et al., 2008), BEIXSZEM AL (ELISA) RefS7EZN IS f5 ta il 3]
JEHMHiA (Garcia et al, 2017). $RTI, A A LR LI 2750 HEAT 1) LU ASCHIE 70 L
[f]#% ELISA 2% TgG Rl iU J7i (Hill et al., 2010). W2 HFEEB, SAGI
A& 5 T8 B2 W AN B R I R PR 2 —, ERL R T RS I (A v K 7 S
b, RN RUHEMIEAAEIR R 2 . SR G SCIRE ] SAGL 7ERIA S5 o AR R 4
g, HHEATFEGE PN ES S (Castillo-Cuenca et al., 2020). {EABIL
d, BRI SAGL R NMEEAMAIEMEER, @EESEMmTE, JHHERIMNKI
BT SAGI ) ELISA &7 & n] FH - R GORIRR 7 1S 5 7 sUsR e . DRI, AR 7 P il
EE I FARFIRA [ F AL S AFAE A PR N2 WS Y SAGT I TES AR & F#AEH A
H .

AR 3 X 4, ph RSO SRR AR AR &, AN ] [ 5K 2 TR R [ 5K P S 1
NK SRR TEZE S, MBS M FIRE R 5 e WA E e &R
(Foroutan-Rad et al., 2016). A NNy, 5RINFIERKTARA L, T KSR A

AL SE S I RURGL I = R % (Dubey, 1998; Herrero et al., 2016). iX /& H T
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YA AB X 5 T E O B () A2 3% R 36 B A AR SE A, IR I 10 A0 T R 2 PG O A7 355 1)
Mlge, EH AT RURIRAT . IR G T, BEE A B, 5%
HUBRZL I M RAT R WG, FEFERNZ, X iR i mAT %
RS BCHE (T A0 M X, REATVE 22 s AT s 1 X 45 B kMR . 5 EANF TS
F L RAT AR [ P MBS B A PR, R AT R 5 A ORI O B A P
i U S G, 5 TR OINAE 3 P i fodi T O 20°C~30°C (Yan et al., 2016;
Lindsay et al., 2003). H5E b, EREE R, TEEREAH#X, SRR KEE
1 (Dubey et al., 2012). IAh, SR HRPRI BE T KELEEE. EEMVIK, 1
I AT & A 7 T S FE (Yan et al., 2016; Lindsay efal., 2003). [&7K & (K105
HEZE. HFEMKEERIZTE, XrReA T 58 RN AAE (Ibrahim er al.,
2017; Jiang et al., 2014). =5 J& HLLE ISR PRI o Hh 4% 3 08 ot Bk T S04k =) 4 A
B, HFEAFMX S (Guo et al., 2015). AT, 114 /M X E G 5
& HEPP MR L 20.85%, BRARTALE (8 THAu XD f& 1 i mAT =%
37%, BT B THmHX) HEEMERTHE 68%, WA (8 THEPHX) i
MIERAT 2 29%, A7) 3 2 DX 45l ML 395 VA AT 26 1) 22 37 W R e ol 2 bR R ey, Horh i
FESNE A e RGM BRI P55 (Zhang et al, 2019). HR4E LA S fg
OIGETE, FET 2020-2021 S H K EAXT R, XS5RZH IR R 8. It
b, RIYFRIE S T 5242 1R FE RN R S A D T 5 T BN FE AR 4%, IX R KA TR Y
Hof 5 % JURIRAT AR — D R EE E .

FENFERVE Z 3 W1E E b, J& 5 T8 S0 I AT 26 1T B 2> B8 25 A8 08 1 19 4 1y 38
(Jittapalapong ef al., 2005; Rostami et al., 2017). E#S 2RI ML RAT R — N &
BRE, FNKZEIEE R ARG DI REG . Wik, BEOAFEKINEA 2% KR
) 5k TR ORFE . MG Ui Rl el b AT SV B 3h P 7 4k (Foroutan-Rad et
al., 2016; Rostami ef al., 2017). FERRRENVENTTZER 1gG PLikm] Ge & 17
15, BONFKMTE F M RE R T REE L TE K (Wang er al., 2021). F&0] 50 N JLAME
KB, QAN &R BN BRSO B fEABE T P BRATI 4SRRI
Z AT AR, BERE O1 du PR TR 1 A A KT B . 7E 1983-1984 EHEAT I
— I T 5 ARG SR A i A E R A, AT BT 0 E R S % SR 1R
THRN 23%, BESIKERNRITEN 42%, SHEIEAML, BEMRMERE S, X
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FERATRH S 5 SR L& G 55 (Dubey er al., 20200, ULRTIIDFFEER, 5K dUR
DL o8 B s B 7 1R B0 AR 7 B Ol ok T E I AU K (Boughattas er al., 2011),
FEXRET, 5 RGHEEE R LSRR A T3 2 i, SR R S5
(B T SR AE AT % o LU 7E B 8 TP SE % L (Meessier et al., 2009). 4% [H 1 — 50 %
W, BEREEIE 44% 09077 5 LR EIE  19% K RERS AU 13 32 B 5 e 5 1 Hui A %
(Kim et al., 2009). 52 b, —SHFF R T A E K G IR B 5% HO6 1R AT
2, B ST HURRAT R 6% & T 8 S (Dubey et al., 20200, AT AT TR
B, M BT DR E 5% RO ONAR I A, AT 2 3 (R = TR B /N B P i O
PR S 3R AT 1 0 B A ME B R K P I BB T R R S B D s A e R R —
(Zhang et al., 2017; Zhang et al., 2018).

SERTRORF FE R, IR IAEE . FREE S B LA R N A A 2 5 T HURR G 1 7 XU
. Mo RRATE £, SR IEE =8 (e R A AT HEH 2,000 2 75451
T, FIHHTHRIAAAE SR T 5T B0 I BH PR 3R A AR DG . I R AETE R
BRGNP H LR IR S e, B EE TS HE O, ANEE R F R
DA SR EE A 4% 2 5 (Campero et al., 2020; Castillo-Cuenca et al., 2020). ¥
SHRBRRMEREGNELRGG I ES, EEEANGREBINIHEAN T
HURY R E 5 (De Berardinis et al., 2017; Bacci et al., 2015). fEIIEE, KR
Gy 2 A AR e TN SRR S, W ORBR FE R b T B A R R N R
Ao JUBUF AR, RFE BRI SEIE, W AU mE U RS IR By b A
M AR RAF P AR TR R L 3 R A 0 DL R VR ES e KR, ]
BE LSRRG (Li et al.,, 2019; Lindsay ef al., 2003; Pan et al., 2017; Pipia
etal., 2018; Rostami et al., 2017; Raueetal., 2017 Do HEl, hAE K> KB I
HFRFEBARBE, AR, IR DA R, FREE AL, ShAERLE, kb T
AR FERM AL, B R ir] AR I BEINR, RER T BURIEG R (152%), JFHE
FART /NI (22.8%) IR (25.5%).

ZR LRIk, ARSI AL ELISA J7iE B A FE IR R PR KEAEA BT 50
NGBS, BTN T AR s %, RS TR 2 58
RetAT IR A, e AP R IR MR S AL, X 5 N TR I N AT R Sk Bl
2, PR SRR 58 SO 5 8 OB K (T g, By B3 5 SO 2 ARAL 6 3
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IR, FRARSE 598 JUR A 2, it — D0k 5t S il B2 1 B i X SR (K
. T 5B HURG T ERE R E, AR AR R AT B % T YA
I3 ZA A CA AR AL S G WP Ao e, R 20 2 B0 I BN 75 S A 58 o 10
SO G, R o3 M L A A P S R SRR, s N 8 3L R IR Sk B
2, Pt ifigis, s astolbdr-2ae. AL PAEZemEY e Rl
HEE S AMATHTHEAGEAR, AaE—PHRADH, ELRKIEE %S
KA RE LIS AE A XS AL, R FEA KR S5 SRS VEN, ] s /D 1 i
e, RGO RARE R, BIEE DLREAT SO RS I 04, XA R U BN
IR A R 24k X SRR A TEAR R BAT AT I A A RE T, R EPESt %
FEAIA IS BERE, UM TR 0 45 2R (1 4= 1 73 A
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545 1%

1. FIASHRMEERAPUR 1| (SAGD) HEAG T —Fh P U it B 5 )
Ffikde (ELISA) SRiZIiE T B .

2. B HIRE L REENRAT, ANEMBX PR ERATE 15.63%F] 22.98%2
], S RIFEEA RS FEIHE TR &, IR R A O,
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