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T WEE SRR (Mycoplasma synoviae, MS) A SR RTT LK. RELRLE, ™
HAEFEREFEWMEERERERE. %00 g4 mN 2N MS MEZEFBE. MS-H
TP T T T AR BRI S R,  PR T A . W, MS-H BRIEFEEFOG I LI
W () e, AR T A EE MS %, MS KGR w A= AR &, i HiEs
HEHRHRRN . Fik, ABEIFREA MS EH. AL, R g 482 phix
MS JEL [ B it o BT ST RPAR T 6 > MS 3 402 JE 4 25 11 (DnaK . enolase EF-Tu.
MSPB. LP78. NADH oxidase) XfA3 G frir R, ok, MHEHEHEL T MS
PUAIIAEE ELISA Kl 5%, W4 R

(DMS AN EE B F R ARRE AL SE . 2 75 MS ) dnak,
enolase. ef-tu.mspb. Ip78 1 nadh oxidase & [l ) 5 241 i #i, 28 Ji5 Ak K #T B BL21 (DE3)
BT S FIE Ak . F western blot 1 ELISA X} 6 AN4lifk, i) 55 20 25 1 1) S S SR 1 3k AT
P, EAEALE MS K40 E AE T western blot #4748« FH IA132 42 ¢ kel
% X DF-1 40 4B, 9 ELISA A S 41 28 19 5 DF-1 40U 28 0 45 4 o
25, 6 MEAEABH LTI RIE R HERZE, W46 His S22 550 MS B I
o S HEMAEAL MS BE AR MK EAHA 5. B rMSPB 4, 54 #E 45 1l &k
DF-1 41 )+ 454 DF-1 Zii i 25 1

() ANEA MS EB X B RBE R BRI . # H 4 DnaK. enolase. EF-Tus.
MSPB. LP78. NADH oxidase 142 #:7K 7351 5 1SA206 VG #5757 E, LL 50 pg/ R
Gy AR T e 21 Hig RS, 14 H 5 nag . A g IFN-y A 1L-4 7K,
FEHEAT R4 RS . B S 28 H, ¥ MS W1 #k (10° CCUmML) &Rz
0.2 mL/ R RS HEAT W8 . WEERT 5 H, S RGEEM 1 P00 BHR .. W
J5 14 H, WSS I BRI E ST IE, R, A SR POt PCR Rl <
Ky MS s . 455, WERALEE v S XS I S UiA T i 7 BEEPH, %i%)s
21~28 HikF| &G, X T AR KT R4, Fs 2] IFN-y A1 IL-4 /KF 83 (p<<0.05)
Thim, REA ARG B3 (p<0.0D) M5k, WFE)aE, BRARNEW RESHN<ER 7Y
Ak MS, {H rEnolase rEF-Tu 1 rMSPB V. 5457 525 1 4 2 55 ) MS 4k 2 2% (p<<0.05)
Ao A T X a0 R A i < 2445 174> (3.5+£0.7), rEnolase (1.94+0.7). rEF-Tu

(2.040.9). rMSPB (2.140.7). rLP78 (2.5+1.0). rNADH oxidase (2.7+0.5) FlIps
M (201110 B (p<<0.05) &, [, SERMBEEEHEE (p<0.05) k.

(3) MS FRALEEE W R BN 8 B S B LRAP ROR VAT . FHAEMME BT 1 MS
f\) MSPB. LP78. EF-Tu £ enolase ) T Al B ZH0 7 . 5971k A 30 IR B A7 3B & Rtk
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HZ RO (x4 BT8EE) .. @AW= H A1 1 BT8EE S H I M4 2K
ML BUEMER =R 45K . ¥ S ALFRL pET-28a-B78EE #4k K kT 1 I #E 4715 S R 1A M4l
tt.. F western blot Xf B78EE & H 1Y ) N R M #4T $£€ . K 4ifb i) B78EE Al
rMSPB/rLP78/rEF-Tu/rEnolase V& & HLJE 775 1SA206 VG 751 FL Ak il £ 3= A %
(MS-B78EE) FIIR&PTJEZH (Cocktail subunit vaccine), #RJ& LA 50 ug/ R 435348 K
gl 21 HigXS, 14 H)EhnsabesE. RimEdiR. IFN-y 1 IL-4 K5, [FE3EAT
WREL AN M i RS . 0% )E 28 H, ¥ MS W1 Kk (10°CCU/ML) &S #4% 1L 0.2 mL/
RFe it T Wa&. WEar 5 H, RS ERBEME S _BGEN . WH5 14
H, MEAFE IR E R E E AT E, [F, FSER 58 PCR Rl V& +
i MS IR E . 45K, B78EE H RIFMISE/AKIME . Fik Lbi)ifE. B78EE M1 &
955 kDa i ti, Al LVELRAATE e KIGAT % IA . Western blot 8] B78EE 1454 MS
FA{%: 3% . MS-B78EE #1 Cocktail subunit vaccine %X T %04 5 14 H IS HLAREFH
FERET- AR BRER KR HRAH, % i S 2 I IFN-y R IL-4 KPR TS (p<<0.05),
[, RN R (p<0.01) 5%, FHXFFHEEsd i, 2% R s+
T MS #ERE (p<0.05) Fik. HIf/5, MS-B78EE 1 Cocktail subunit vaccine %
P H) B TE D 8 14408 AT 1.240.8, BF (p<0.01) KT LA HELL
(3.240.6), [AIINF, P21 e XS () VB R R FE I 2 (p<<0.01) F&{IK.
(4)rMSPB FlI rLP78 [a]3 ELISA Kl MS FidA 5 I SL . JH .44 MSPB 1 LP78
Oy SAE BT RE ST MS ok a4 ELISA A 732« SR AR EE . IS A — ik
BT TR AT 83 1 MS BHMEIMIE 2 AI#fiE T rMSPB iELISA F1 rLP78
iIELISA [{] Cut-off {8 . X} rMSPB iELISA A1 rLP78 iELISA SR RIS Stk AT T 1A
[FII, 23 A T N TG MS. s MS K% i MG RS Mg . 55, A
[F) AR RE FE ) MS BRI CHI 2800 12 128D AT IIFR , rMSPB iELISA 2y 1 © 25600 rLP78
iIELISA 24 1 : 6400~1 : 12800, FF# ELISA J7¥%5 H v &% R i FH 1% (NDV. AIV
(H5). AIV (H7). AIV (H9). IBV. IBDV. ADV-4. Hpg fil MG) T35 X Mo
rMSPB iELISA FI rLP78 iELISA T- MS /& 44 f5 7 H nlka th BH 4, FH A H 451 43 700 S 6110
4110, W5sfE 7 HIMEPUAREERH, FHYER H HLEI%h U5, KmliER g, rMSPB
IELISA 1 rLP78 iELISA [A] 7 i A a5 & B 755 232 3 70 94.7%H1 88.2%.
2k EFTR, KIGATE 15 MS ¥ rEnolase. rEF-Tu. rMSPB. rLP78 #il rNADH oxidase
PEIREF5 XS AR VBN 200 i G 2 0 25 I i 3 AR MIS RS P B A R U R T A . R
T enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB Fl LP78 [ 2 A% i e A Ry . #H4 MSPB m A T
7 MS HUARR ELISA RT3 . WFFE R BT MS B L2 v A2 Wnidkam iR

REEW: WIS W SARe T, RAENT; JRZARIL; ELISA; Htisill



ABSTRACT

ABSTRACT

Mycoplasma synoviae (MS) causes synovitis and airsacculitis in chickens, which brings
huge damage to the poultry industry in China. Vaccination and serological monitoring play
important roles in the control of MS infections. The live vaccine MS-H strain should be
applied to MS-free birds, which limits its wide applications. Furthermore, the MS-H strain
persists in the upper respiratory tract for a long time in immunized chickens, making MS
eradication challenging for breeders. The production of inactivated MS vaccine is costly and
can be limited by the need for individual administration and local vaccine reactions. Therefore,
it is necessary to develop new types of vaccines against MS. Additionally, consistently
applied serological monitoring is essential for the prevention of MS infections. The purpose
of this study is to evaluate the protective efficacy of six major immunogenic proteins of MS in
chickens, including DnaK, enolase, EF-Tu, MSPB, LP78, and NADH oxidase. In addition,
the recombinant protein was utilized to establish an indirect enzyme-linked immunosorbent
assay (ELISA) for detecting MS antibodies. The results of this study are as follows:

(1) Expression, purification, and identification of six major immunogenicity
proteins in MS. The recombinant plasmids containing dnak, enolase, ef-tu, mspb, Ip78, and
nadh oxidase of MS were constructed and then introduced into Escherichia coli (E. coli)
BL21 (DE3) for induction of expression and purification, respectively. Western blot and
ELISA were performed to evaluate the reactivity of the six purified recombinant proteins.
Subcellular localization of the six recombinant proteins in MS was determined by western
blot. Adherence of the six recombinant proteins to DF-1 cells was detected through indirect
immunofluorescence assay (IFA), and their binding activity to DF-1 membrane proteins was
further evaluated by ELISA. Results showed that the six recombinant proteins were obtained
in the soluble fractions of E.coli, and can be recognized by anti-His-Tag monoclonal antibody
and antisera against MS. The six recombinant proteins were located both on the membrane
and in the cytoplasm of MS. Except for rMSPB, the five recombinant proteins can adhere to
DF-1 cells and bind to the membrane proteins of DF-1 cells.

(2) Evaluation of the protective efficacy of six recombinant proteins of MS in
chickens. The recombinant DnaK, enolase, EF-Tu, MSPB, LP78, NADH oxidase, and saline
were emulsified with MontanideTM ISA 206 VG adjuvant, respectively. Then, the six subunit
vaccines were subcutaneously inoculated into the necks of chickens (50 pg per chicken) at 21
days of age, and a booster injection was administered at 14 days post immunization (dpi). The
levels of serum antibodies, interferon-y (IFN-y), and interleukin-4 (IL-4) were determined,

and lymphocyte proliferation assays were performed. At 28 days post the first immunization,
1
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chickens were challenged with 0.2 mL of MS W1 strain culture (10 CCU/mL) by the
intratracheal route. Five days prior to the challenge, chickens were inoculated with one dose
of the NDV-IBV live vaccine by the intratracheal route. At 14 days post challenge (dpc), air
sac lesions and tracheal mucosal thickness were evaluated, and the MS genomic loads in
tracheal swabs were quantitated by real-time quantitative PCR (QPCR). Results showed that
chickens immunized with the subunit vaccines became seropositive at 7 dpi and peaked at 21
and 28 dpi. Compared with the saline control group, a remarkable (p<0.05) increase in the
levels of IFN-y and IL-4 was observed in the immunized groups, and lymphocyte
proliferation responses were significantly (p<0.01) enhanced. After challenge, although MS
was detected in all of the tracheal swabs collected from the immunized chickens, the loads of
MS were significantly (p<0.05) reduced in chickens immunized with rEnolase, rEF-Tu, and
rMSPB subunit vaccines. Compared with the score of air sac lesions in the challenge control
group (3.5#0.7), chickens in the rEnolase (1.940.7), rEF-Tu (2.040.9), rMSPB (2.140.7),
rLP78 (2.5#1.0), rNADH oxidase (2.740.5), and bacterin (2.0#1.1) groups exhibited
significantly (p<0.05) lower air sac lesion scores. A significantly (p<0.05) less tracheal
mucosal thickness was also observed.

(3) Design of a multi-epitope vaccine against MS and evaluated its protective
efficacy in chickens. Bioinformatics methods were used to predict T and B cell epitopes of
MSPB, LP78, EF-Tu, and enolase of MS. The screened antigenic epitopes were synthesized
into a chimeric multi-epitope gene (named B78EE). The secondary structure, hydrophilicity,
antigenicity, and tertiary structure of B78EE were analyzed by bioinformatics software tools.
The recombinant plasmid pET-28a-B78EE was introduced into E. coli BL21 (DE3) for
induction of expression and purification. The reactivity of B78EE was identified by western
blot. The purified B78EE and a mixture of MSPB, EF-Tu, enolase, and LP78 were separately
emulsified with MontanideTM ISA 206 VG adjuvant to prepare the multi-epitope vaccine
(named MS-B78EE) and cocktail subunit vaccine. Then, the vaccines were subcutaneously
inoculated into the necks of chickens (50 ug per chicken) at 21 days of age, and a booster
injection was administered at 14 dpi. The levels of serum antibodies, IFN-y, and IL-4 were
determined, and lymphocyte proliferation assays were performed. Chickens were challenged
with 0.2 mL of MS W1 strain culture (10® CCU/mL) by the intratracheal route at 28 dpi. Five
days prior to the challenge, chickens were inoculated with the NDV-IBV live vaccine by the
intratracheal route. At 14 dpc, air sac lesions and tracheal mucosal thickness were evaluated,
and the MS genomic loads in tracheal swabs were quantitated by gPCR. The results indicated
that B78EE showed favorable hydrophilicity, flexibility, and antigenicity. B78EE was
expressed in insoluble form in E.coli, with a molecular weight of 55 kDa. Western blot
showed that B78EE was recognized by antisera against MS. The serum antibodies of chickens

v
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immunized with MS-B78EE, or cocktail subunit vaccine, became positive at 14 dpi.
Compared with the saline control group, the levels of IFN-y and IL-4 significantly (p<0.05)
increased in the immunized groups, and lymphocyte proliferation responses were significantly
(p<0.01) enhanced. Compared with the challenge control group, MS-B78EE and cocktail
subunit vaccine-immunized-chickens had significantly (p<0.05) lower MS loads in tracheal
swabs. Scores of air sac lesions in the MS-B78EE group (1.430.8) and cocktail subunit
vaccine group (1.240.8) were significantly (p<0.01) lower than the challenge group (3.240.6).
Furthermore, chickens in the immunized groups exhibited significantly (p<0.05) less tracheal
mucosal thickness than the challenge group.

(4) Establishment of indirect ELISAs based on rMSPB or rLP78 for the detection of
MS antibodies. Recombinant MSPB and LP78 were separately utilized to establish indirect
ELISAs for the detection of antibodies against MS. The coating concentrations and dilution
ratios of the tested sera and secondary antibody were optimized. The cut-off values of rMSPB
IELISA and rLP78 IELISA were determined by testing 83 MS-negative serum samples,
respectively. The sensitivity and specificity of rMSPB iELISA and rLP78 IELISA were
evaluated. Furthermore, the two ELISAs were used to detect anti-MS antibodies in
experimentally infected chickens, in chickens immunized with MS bacterin, and in
field-infected chickens. Results showed that the maximum dilutions of MS-positive serum (HI
titer, 1:128) detected via rMSPB iELISA was 1:25,600, and rLP78 iELISA was 1:6,400-
1:12,800. The two ELISAs had no cross-reaction with positive sera against other avian
pathogens, including NDV, AIV (H5), AIV (H7), AIV (H9), IBV, IBDV, ADV-4, Hpg, and
MG. The sera antibodies against MS became positive on day 7 after infection when detected
via rMSPB iELISA and rLP78 iELISA, and the positive rates were 6/10 and 4/10, respectively.
Chickens seroconverted on day 7 after immunization, and the positive rate was 1/5 for both of
the two ELISAs. In the detection of field sera, the total agreement of rMSPB iELISA and
rLP78 iIELISA with the commercial ELISA kit was 94.7% and 88.2%, respectively.

In conclusion, rEnolase, rEF-Tu, rMSPB, rLP78, and rNADH oxidase of MS expressed
in E. coli can induce both humoral and cellular immune responses in chickens and
significantly reduce the lesions of the air sac and tracheal mucosa caused by MS infections.
The multi-epitope vaccine, consisting of cell epitopes of enolase, EF-Tu, MSPB, and LP78,
can provide effective protection against MS infections. The recombinant MSPB was a good
candidate for the development of an ELISA for detecting MS antibodies. These findings may
contribute to the development of novel vaccines and diagnostic tests for MS infections.

KEY WORDS: Mycoplasma synoviae; subunit vaccine; multi-epitope vaccine; prokaryotic expression;

ELISA,; antibody detection
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F—F BREXEREFEREESEMRER

11 BREXRIRRFMR

111 EZE DL RFHE
THRFE S 5K (Mycoplasma synoviae, MS) J2Hi Olson 5T 1954 4E4E HAg T3 ik
KAGHE X E , Chalquest 55T 1960 4 %5 5€ , Olson 55T+ 1964 4% H 1E Ay 44 (Chalquest
et al. 1960; Olson et al. 1954; Olson et al. 1965). WT4EkK, MS ELER ZHhiT, HXHE
b i e 3 ClE I 0 75 B4R (Mycoplasma gallisepticum, MG) JE & 5| #) iz HE AR
(Chaidez-lIbarra et al. 2021). MS J& T A4 (Mollicutes), 3 JE 44 H (Mycoplasmatales),
SEARE (Mycoplasma) i . SRR ST 101 NFAT 4 AR, Haxt gl fa®E
PRI T MG AT MS, PSS AR IR 3 IR (s 27 I R R IR A K BRI 75 3RO
M AR (xS wi A MR B-D-Hi &M IREE I T 3K ). G+Cw & ESFA
(R 5. 2008). SCJFARRE IR 75 A I AHBE AL VEIS A% 7 IR« 5 N I I AN E [ 2 1)
ME . MR e e i RS, HARKREHFRIRA N 36~37°C, pH N 7.0~8.0, K%
18, [WRRFRIEEEIE 2~3 H CAR BB, TR Tl L “ 628”7 A B 75 (Adler et al.
1974) o SRR IR FEHRPT I 22, 45°C 4EHF 15~30 min 7] Ky, 4°CA7iE 1~2 J#, —20°C
175 6~12 N H, —T0°CEA Tl K HA{R 17 (Woode et al. 1974). MS w] Iz B 3 (1) £ 4
Mo JE 2B M A, H RAH — A% % (Noormohammadi et al. 1997) . I % # #1] ik 26
(Hemagglutination inhibition, HD 7] i T MS 1 MG )4 5146 5 (Vardaman et al. 1970).

1.1.2 SR INEE

SIEARK/NZ) 0.1~0.3 pm, BEIEIT 0.45 pm JEME, I HEAEET 0.22 um JEE,
TCANPEE, H R & WA R, R REBRRAS “BR 7, BENE RN
SERMEFETENE . B SRAOCED, KA N2 A, B SRR
FRER . SR B0k . 5k B RS 1 (Bradbury et al. 1993; Levisohn et al. 1973) (4 1-1A).
— AR, SCIRARTT T RRIENE, TEAR AP IEETS i ok, e EA KU 2 20 i 1 o e
VER S 2 850003 11 3 5k 1Y) B 28 g DR o S A e ot Tt o 45 ) 80 B R R T 55 B At
Zoh B B 28 B AR 26 8 11 2 S JEAAR B0 1) At (Alldridge et al. 1978; Razin et al. 1992) (/& 1-1
B). A ETE ST JFAAIRISCE TR, A BUAEAFET R, HE AR =455 7 T A A B 2
TEF (R 2. 2008).
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K 1-1 A A S JEARIIIERS (A) (Bradbury et al. 1993) 1% 40 (&5 T (B) (Aldridge et al. 1978)
Fig. 1-1 Electron micrographs of mycoplasma (A) and the attachment to cells (B)

1.1.3 ERFEHmK

PR DhRE, SRR A F EASEA R SRR . B, EERIEM
WL BiE. ZERER. BA%ERS. REAAKR. EAFM0. PR E
R R AP ACE D A REA. FAMREOSERN (R &
2008). EWAME Z & MS SERGER AN 7, EAMFE 53 #& (NC 007294). WVU1853T
Pk (NZ_CP011096.1) Al MS-H #k (NZ_CP021129.1), [EHNH HNO1 ¥k (CP034544.1).
FJ-01 # (CP079705). SD2 ¥k (CP107525). WF18 £k (CP069379) %%. 4l HNO1 ¥k
MFEE R, MS FEKZ /NN 817 087 bp, G+C &8 28.32%, % 738 [, U4 656
AN E A FEE . 44 4> RNA JE[K (34 1~ tRNAs, 7 4> rRNAs, 3 M EZifS RNAs) LA
J 38 MBI (Xu et al. 2020b). FEgmASEE HHIZEF T,  23%ic R %€, BN AT
AEYME BT MS RENDIREZERIBEAT 704, W] 7 959%KE P (1) Th e (Si et al. 2023). 3¢ J5
P Imts (IR %651 UGA F1 UGG, H UGA #8178 H e A Y v # b2 51
(Inamine et al. 1990) . FJ FH K it B 22328 3 J5 4R 2 40 2 11 750 UGA R7A2 4 UGG(Yoshida
et al. 2000).

1.1.4 EAREFHAR

¥ MS SEKF AR 43 35 MS BEPE LIS v, %50 = A TR R B 1 R B2 ]
A5 fia 7 11 M L4k 2% £ 4 (variable lipoprotein haemagglutinin, VIhA), f15% MSPB il MSPA
1 (Gurevich et al. 1995; Noormohammadi et al. 1997) . i i %l /57, i MSPB 1 MSPA
EHS, %5 EF-Tu. enolase. NADH oxidase. DnaK. LP78 4 18 /> MS ) 3= B s
J5 1% 25 1 (Bercic et al. 2008a) (% 1-1) . ¥ MS BRSO 5 B E3E AT, B iR
EAN, %l AmEEE AR (PDHD) « HERBER o i (PDHA) fil B
T3 (PDHB) %% 30 /MK [ (Menegatti et al. 2010). [E P 2% % 5 1A i iz it 2 B (PDC)
EF-Tu. NADH oxidase. PDHD i MS JEZK i H (AR 2014). 1 MS Eh L ilLiE 5
FRL e, R LI, %t 19 4B H (Rebollo Couto et al. 2012). A 4 3Lit
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VERRA PGS E H 208 N, HLE 57 M E I 60 473k B H (Zhang et al. 2023a).
F 1-1MS FE Rtk e (N-Kugillf7 %€ ) (Bercic et al. 2008a)
Table 1-1 Identification of MS proteins by N-terminal sequencing

Protein  Amino acid sequence Protein Protein  Amino acid sequence Protein
P42 AKLDFDRSKE EF-Tu P78-2 XGDKTDGGG LP78
P47 AIKKIHAREVLDSRG enolase P82-1 ARDYDLKDY EFG
P50-1 MENKKIIVVGANHAG NADHoxidase P82-2 XGAPQEEK LP 85
P50-2 MGEAAEDSEXSETQL MSPA P85-1 SIAKLGSFFR PtsG
P50-3 AKITKIXSDVV ATP D-3 P85-2 XGAPQEEKK LP85
P55-1 SDFKFTNTETELVVS  Trigger factor P90 MEKQ ?ABC
P55-2 MYKETDKRTKLVAXI Pyruvate kinase P110-1 XGRSDSE LP 110
P65 AKEIVLXIDLG DnaK P110-2 MKKXK ?NanH
P78-1 MYTFKFADIG PdhD P160 M KN XN ?hypoth.

1.1.5 RITHRZF

M JOGFBERGZ MS I E A EF, MFIRSAE B AR KA T nl &g MS, (HEIE
PEIR (Bencina et al. 1988; Benoina et al. 1988; Kleven et al. 1975). MS Ji& 4L n] S 30 5 %%
REER, —LREpR ]RGN, FEE T % (eggshell apex abnormalities, EAA)
DL 7 % T B (Catania et al. 2016; Hinz et al. 2003; Kleven et al. 1975). AN[A] H i X834 A]
JEYE MS, {HAEXS i HET MS BEETUA, 21 H I BRETUAIEA Y 55, 12T 5 I8 (Xue
etal. 2017; M JT 2018; AR £5.2023). N TIEYLAE R, 14 Hid(Kerr et al. 1970).
30 HES(#MVETT 2018). 49 HEM(L 3K 4% 2016a)F1 60 Hid(T 2545 2013)/8 4%/t MS J5
A IR RLRER o AR BRI B ) 22 B, A SE B PR M AT (RIS H I 28 A< 3
%K, AR PR E A I AR B RE R, R B A RIS AE B I H i PACE
R 8k 2 5 (Hinz et al. 2003; Kleven et al. 1975). MS BEAJ DU /K AL 3% AT 4 25
AL, HAE RIS 30 HE AT, Y MS R = H 3%~10% 4 FH 7 (Kerr
et al. 1970; MacOwan et al. 1984a; Vardaman et al. 1977). MS JEZ Bt SURE IR T8 RE IR AN
B, FEREMHIERE, M5 BTN FI SR BTG ARE R . MS B
M SH P ER T, i 8 I EAA(Catania et al. 2016; Feberwee et al. 2009a).

MS FEHE F 25 M s AEOR I 32, R A R VG FENRAT B 4RIE - 2010 42 PR, 72 R
ITIE N K E R IAT ARG . BRSO, KA EA RN, Fik ] oGz
H VI , 295 2 % 5 O MS &4 (Sun et al. 2017b).2010—2015 4E X4 [F 16 M4 9773
ANXGFERAT MS I, MS £ & A WEXS R SA KR E N 10%~100%, BN KRHEN
5%~8%(Sun et al. 2017b). WA RIE 2010—2015 FEHKE 11 M MS FHRFHERN
5.75%~25.77%, N[F] PRSI R %N 13.92%, FET-% N 4.09~15.68%( 3 2%
2016b). %} 4= [H 21 M4 2010—2015 4F 44 395 H3GHEAT MS FrARFGI, BH 12 41.19%,
463 AT 937 80.99% K MS FiAARH 4 (Xue et al. 2017). 2015—2017 SEXTRI /7 54
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10 MAFEH X BEAT A, AR SRSy 5.89%~14.23%, SET-FJy 0.85%~
3AT%(FANNEE %5, 2019). 20202021 4F5F F[F 3434 I XY & 15 S B EA T AN, BH M
N 66.53%(Wei et al. 2023). #EIL, MS B RN 1655 B E 75 8 b R R Y 21 B .
MS ESE R TFE 0 2 5 TR E(Kleven et al. 1975), {H HHT MS £ [ 1S FEIEIL
TH [ H R0 AR ILHRGE - F 2000 4 LAK, B4R MS 2442 ) MG(Landman 2014).
FEVEE, XEXSRERERFHITRI, MS K H 28 59%(Cisneros-Tamayo et al.
2020). fEPEPEA, MS EEEFIAER TR HZ N 95%, fERXSA 35%(Cortes et al.
2021), TEEAF], MS TEEEIIAE R TH H %N 42.8%(Galluzzo et al. 2022). 7EH
ZR,AER 7 A MS K H R 50%(Bergeron et al. 2021) . % 4xERk £ 4R 18 1 SCHR 704
MS R LI MG, HEGRAEMIG N 626%, HA N 384%, WA
25.4%(Chaidez-1barra et al. 2021).

MS AAFMEEF A, #R4E VINA EE Rl s £ EEIX (PRRs) K/, w4y
9 A—K ZY(Bencina et al. 2001). 7EEEMNELR, FEE A—E R, fEREEIE C,
E. FA, 7EZ&EEEZ C Al E #(Bencina et al. 2001; Hammond et al. 2009; Hong et al.
2004). K 2013—2014 511 MS kUL K By, 2017—2019 “ELL L BN,
{H A HRIE 2016-2019 43 EVAT I MS ZE R R LL K B2y 3 (Sui et al. 2022; Sun et al.
2017a; ifid 5%, 2021). AN[FZER A MS S0 1 %A R I H B B % 5 (Sun et al. 2017a).

1.1. 6 BRHLH
1.1.6.1 BURMEMER

ANE MS 73 BRI 5 IR R . B O R09 4> B 2 AN B vk a i LA
AR, MG 11%~100% H IR EE R, 10%~40% 3t [F] I H IR <2 R (FhA
It 2018). EARANFIHRFTERERFEHBERAERNES, NFRES SHEES 51
IR, WAEFERRSBNEE S FECRIRR, (B HRE AR B R 1 B
AR LT B AR PE(Hinz et al. 2003) . ERHREXT MS BRGNS J5 1 I PR SR
AEFELW . K58 E T WVUL853 #k 7 A& X AR s 2 8 M, WRg I
TRAER, (HEA RS RAIER; SR TEAFRIK D BIER, AT FR SR 5T RS
P SRBRBBEMBETIRIT R, (RIS L; SWEBBREEM, IR
SER LR B II(Hinz et al. 2003; Kleven et al. 1975; Kume et al. 1976; Lockaby et al.
1998). ¥ FZ FRUJNE, . A& SIRBHEEM, JNEM L N EEEMTE 100%
X LTI IR AEAS R B S ZR 48, TS I AR P XS 33%~55% Hi IS FE 28 (H AR H HUT
BPPAK, HERRER UG ARER (BT 25, 2021). K0 25 H O K XS ) HNO3 #k LA
T b BRKS LA TREGRARFERNRG, W REE R KW 50 7109 0. 100%. 100%. 83.3%(F)
T 2018). KAy ES BT R HNOL MR & 5 iR . &k, B2 T BRI,
Bk, JESERN 5 TR IK 05 20 9 215 F1 5/5, 13 £ S IR AN B2 T 48k R BIUR
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MK (T 3B 2013). ¥ MS 43 & E . SRIKASFLSAER, TNEIRA RS H B
JNEAI ST PR el e, df kIR 2, REBARGTINEE 5%, 2023). 1BV 1 NDV 455¢
2N MS BGPTSR FEAR A PSR MS JE, R S R S
KHB Sy BB B () S B35 475 (Kleven et al. 1972). 4fERSFER 3T S AL 4 Al J5 I MS
RES 5 3G IR B R LU, TG MS 1 b v U G Ja Beb v 5] AR 1) 40 4 ™ 5
(Kleven et al. 1972). MS RIBUEXGIE, AR B O XS IR K 5 D) B XA, Rl —wk
L2 AR, WIS IR 5 710855 (Lockaby et al. 1999a; Ma et al. 2023).
1.1.6.2 AR MMIR1A

MS &G 5| L 2R R A MR s s 2, RV AT WU N TR
5| 2 5% Vi FE 20 P LR FAE AN A, 31T S 300 T K (Kerr et al. 1970; Morrow et al. 1997;
Walker et al. 1978). KT EH A MS AR H L R, HMEERZEETZ, B
WIZE P IR, 3 BUR MK B b IE #0848 45 (Kerr et al. 1970; Morrow et al. 1997). S5
J K B B MS 51 R RS B AT Y 32 B 5 R (Morrow et al. 1997). &S IARGRE R,
SRS IS R A UE R R, REE, B A A AR FE R a0 A
MEWRANNIRE, s KR L4832 H (Fletcher et al. 1976; Kawakubo et al. 1980;
Kleven et al. 1975). MS v BB L L gIM, F2m4FE %M (Hirano et al. 1978).

MS BN XGLT A0 R8T 24 40 B D15 4 B 4 B R figk 5 i IS 241 fd (Dusaniic et al. 2009;
Xu et al. 2020a). MS 7] Z; P X VR s 21 4 40 B 76 40 M R Jl B )l INER %, B 4B 41
MS 6%, ZHP 5 BLAS I, 4B A H B ORL R IR P 3 32 i E T (Aldridge  1975;
Walker et al. 1978). Zfiffg A H e — 2L IR, B FEAHMNETE . T JORE T R 145,
£ MS Y% 5t 3 25 57 %% (Dusanic et al. 2014; Liu et al. 2020). A i MS JE L4 i
(2 T AN 4 B A% R B 4, 3 Bl I 0 caspase3 {5 51l i 5| A 41 o A T (Dusanic et
al. 2012). MS R B H-A2 N XS )M 5 o S 24 L, 6 e X P B8 2 ) LA 98 1t 40
2 (Liu et al. 2020; Xu et al. 2020a). MS R 54U AR SR R I RIA, R 40 i
R iE, MW B 54K (Chen et al. 2022) . 37 JEAAR IR s 25 A 78 R g f = Ak
P9 T 40 L PR ¥ 7 T B B EAE B (Rawadi et al. 1996). MSPB >4 MS i E g &, wl
WO I B AZ AN S 1L-6,  EVEZH AR NO 34 in(Lavric et al. 2007). MS JE4RS AL (1)
IR CELRE y-IFN. IL-1B I1L-6. 1L-12B. IL-16. IL-18 %) Fliatk A7 (CCLA.
iNOS. XCL1 %) Fi(Bolha et al. 2013).

1.1.7 RIENE
1.1.7.1 R RE
MS ) RSA Fifk TS G 7 H74E, 14 288, HI Hiik di Bl 4L RSA 41
Wi, HRGYE 14 R, WAIRERG)S 21 H HI U601 46542 FH (Avakian et al.
1990Db; Narat et al. 1998; Timms et al. 1976; Weinack et al. 1976).MS [£] IgM 44 H Bl 5,
5
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IRIG 72 19G ik, 1gM Al IgA PURTEIRGL S 14—21 HRSE AWK, 1M 19G HiikFrs:
Jh & (Narat et al. 1998). AS[EEGLIR X PUak r= A i (A B, WIS EFEFIG
Ji 14 H, 12 33% HI HUiRFERH, #efh)a 56 HAERFERH; s HR AN SR gy, e
21 HG YUk TF iG55, e/ 28 H Ja 4= A FH P (Ewing et al. 1998; Kerr et al. 1970). i
TE A [RGB AR PrAR 7 AL IS RIS AN K, GO I T M e 14 HPUiREMH, HA
TR G A TR AN S B 7= A [P U AR 35 155 (Vardaman et al. 1977). MS f T BELAA#E, L
W MS, W10 J5 14 HPURELRE, W40 J5 28 H 43 N FE M, I RE4: % 23 i (Bradbury
etal. 1975). AHkiE 1 HEMEXS LR SR MS, #Fi5 28 H, IfjE RSA fifk Il
FHYE(MacOwan et al. 1984b). L&+ MS Hifkn] 4E4F 180 H AL, &4LE 203 HLA
FH4: (Kerr et al. 1970; Timms et al. 1976).

MS Kif i YBF-MS1 #hfeig 5 21 H, RSA BB AMKT 118, ZDHE4E6
AN H o MS KiE T HNOL # HNO3 #% . CHN-WF224-2016 4 %3% 5% f5 21 H, F IDEXX
ELISA Fuiaa i) soa il pH e, 2 /0F4E 6 4~ H (Gong et al. 2020; T 3545 2013; i
AT 2018). MS-H ¥RIGE B EM G, AUE R SRR T B ik A B & g hn, e
JG 14 H, IMiEZ RSA Kl 20% AFHM:, ELISA A& 70% AR, #:F)5 21 H, RSA
AT ELISA #6345 54 BH 14 (Jones et al. 2006¢; Omotainse et al. 2022) .

14 HESXSIRON . OF SN PR FEM R AT At MS BEEHUAR, BHEDIARAE 13—16
H 4 i JE 774 2% (Bencina et al. 2005; MacOwan et al. 1984b). REJRHT A BEHE = 4N 1 4k
RAHTIEBE W MS 4% (Levisohn et al. 1985; MacOwan et al. 1984a). 4EXS4K P ) MS $it
PRI R B ORAP A AR, e OR3P 3R AN 30%(FhVATT 2018). BEEHIAAN 4EXS A
FREITRA JI1E MG WA RIE, ARG EHESUA RS R MG J& KRB MG 7
B IFTOH R 22 S (Lin et al. 1984). 4EXS LS R Ry S i, AN BRIREE S R A4 R G
FIr i B S 3R 451473 (Lin et al. 1984).
1.1.7.2 fHpARE

MS JEK LR 1) 4 A G 2 452 L7 HR oA = A= R I 18] 5 (Timms et al. 1976) . K i IR A A8
RIS EEF MS JE A H BRI I, T AR AR XS A8 ™ 5, d B A S 9% 7F MS FiT
BOWR AR BT 5T T EL A B A ] (Kawakubo et al. 1981; Kume et al. 1977).  FH 4 2 4111 75
HFE KA REFRRG J5 P22 IS AR M MS, IO SRR AR BR A M, I PACRE R
FXTT-25 25 A4 MS P28, H b ZE KA & RGNS I REIR ™ R T B2 R &R
(Kume et al. 1979). Gy 4MHiFIFAEE R A (CsA) T4 CD8 UG, % CsA 5
MS [ 28 KT RIS, B 55 5 55 T B (05 72 (Narat et al. 1998). #:Rf MS X8 1 5
TR M R R A R T R4 (Narat et al. 1998). H/EG MS 8 15518
TR B4R AR S, AR5 S A T 4 (Narat et al. 1998). MS A Hill S ybk 2 4 a2 A=
P, HIE MS KGOS ) IFN-y FH 57, [F] i AT ) 30bk B 40 f 34 58 (Cole et al. 1977; Cole
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et al. 1976; Gong et al. 2020). MS JEYE I SE EE DL Thl B N g N L, N
MS-H tk T 2555 Thi7 BN, ME AT COA™ A B Wi i 255 m, =
CD8" 41l fits A 14 i (Omotainse et al. 2022).

1.1.8 SRRk

1181 AIEREEARMERER (VIhA)

SRR G T EREERF N E S 5 TP S T ERERREA. BEEX
B, EREAFHEFBREMENERES, BIEREE, VIWA EREFZHME
(Noormohammadi et al. 1998; Noormohammadi et al. 2000; Noormohammadi et al. 1997). 7£
G ST, SCFAR R A i R AR T gk RIS RR . MS (1) VIhA
HER MG Fifff R pMGA BN R ABEL IR, 7E/r 2R LU A S e by I
35440, (Bencina 2002; Bencina et al. 2001). MS 5 MG #ki#fE 3 iz NLHIAE, MG [
PMGA JEFIEFL A 24 (4 30—70 1), FAEFGEMKES) T, HAfEfk
JE 77 i P i s R AR X EUER GAA TRAEEL H X & pMGA 2R 2 TRk T4,
BT B A (Glew et al. 1998). MS [ vinA JE[K [ 5” smE RN A R —4, (H3’
e A A LRV Z1, EARRLRESsRD B 87, J9RZER, vihA ZLBRAT 51R
3 B 5 41 7 A2 A [\ R R (Noormohammadi et al. 2000). Wl 5E MS T Ak 7E 7R AN E SEAE AL A
[EACIR ) vInA JER 41, e FIJEEANS] 909%(Slavec et al. 2011; #hAJF 2018). [E—H
MRRIE T MS BV R A 5% v FE T UL 52 21 15 5L T R — B0 21 40 R B, ANTR] 5 B £ MSPA

RIKAFAEZE R, 1 MS Z1h H BLAH A2 (Noormohammadi et al. 1997).
1.1.8.2 MEREREGFIE RN EOEES

1 T PR T AR AL /K AR o (2-3) o- (2-6) AHEEFER (M . PR . IR 4%,
MG FIFHAER AN FE . 3L S 3R HUE 77 (Corfield 1992). MR EREE HH nanH K 4
i, HZ 535 RMENN &I B, AIERER nanH ZEH 1) MG U8 I 0= 53 ik
/b [ IS R 4510 B BRI (May et al. 2012) . X8 VR BT 4 200 it 26 T A Mk R 32 44,
MV PR AL S, MS ASRERN BT 41 i (Aldridge 1975). 7% 2H 23 2% I F 286 2 1 48 M ik
FREERIRE SR, 2Ny MS 55 26 52 i e VAR 52 A 2455 T e e, el AR T il T B AR
ZhEE, AT MS Zikf(Bercic et al. 2011). MS e B EE K8 L35 v 19G B AE1E &
X o- (2-6) MERFROEEAME, DU T HALBRGRS MG R KA, FRWE RT3
B3 H e 235 (Bercic et al. 2011) . 4 718 MS 75 B YL XS < 8 B 5 o 7R A2 s 1] Kok 203 H
R X0 P 1ML 5 7 T IS 1] K i% 54 H (Olson et al. 1967) . AN [ S J5 A7 1 W i 1 Blg i 10 A7 S
ZE5, MG A1 MS (1] MY PR P75 1A 258 KX S T AR RHAR BT 4 52 Ji7 47 7= (Beerciic et al. 2008b).
P YA, I A P T e S5 B R SO MR AR DG, — M S50 1 TR P M K R TV 1 B AR B M v
[71] — 1 AR FR ARG A R v A RO ) Mol AR 2 Bl 7% 174 = (May et al. 2007; May et al. 2012; Narat et
al. 1998).
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MS ZHHfE B B R LT RN B, AIEPUAR IR AR BE X R PR, BRhR
Fc i BUMPUIEA B A ML S5 1 UL 256 BERR4IIE Fe AR DIRE, (EAUIAA 25 kR
MS(Cizelj et al. 2011). It4k, MS ) EF-Tu. P146 AR 5 H K 7454, Al@Eains
AMAE, T EBEHLARTE R (Yu et al. 2020). MS JE LS T BRI, e vihAL HEVR R
TR SN dl o2 PN I E v 3 I wh O il e 7 S o M w5 = g R i [ RS
ik, AAEH I E ENE . R E E 2 ERE DL A T 4R R TR A, 3k A R T4 (Cizelj et al.
2016).

12 BREXREEMRIER

1.2.1 RGEEHE

HAT, &% 5EYMTRAGRAR A MS KiEET (YBF-MS1 ¥ C3cH&s
UEAS, FH T TR RO A% Gtk i A o YT I8 A R 24 Bt 4 BEAFF 7T BT A S MIS K 3928 17 (HNOL
B IEFFRIGIRIRL, 56 2 R AN MS BEA B . W98 SRR, LYtk &%
F 2 T IR AR RIERY B | P8 K2R I HNO3 o K 92 vt B R 4 1) B % 3
BENGTT 2018) AEHEAT R ATV ), YBE-MS1 kAT HNOL #4284, 177 HNO3
PRANLRIE A . A HRIE ) KIS W XS & IR ZE R MS [R5 R N 83%, 1M
ZWLNHEF I RR 2N 16.67%, AN TVEREEMUR AR AN G & 3E AT W 8O v (P T
2018) Il KiEHE W AT B RPN BT, T ELDATIT MS JEGe 5] 2 1 TCR i ik 25 0 e
RPN FEIR, AR P 0BT L9 R S5 PR TE AR AT VAN 22 B R i A2 Mt WU 1853
PR, KIEPE G208 1 ST A S 2 b MS o0 I 2H 2 3 BRI (Fh XU 2015) . 1BV #:6
Ja A INEE MS G 5 < 2 4 (Goren 1979; Hopkins et al. 1982; Kleven et al. 1972).
NA ELEAN R 7] CHN-WF224-2016 #h K52 B 1) G2 A5UR 76 T0RE R e Mol 3¢ — Ik
TERETE, ARG B NN S @A RN 08, e AR5 7 A E H MS #
T RON R 2 25 PRI, ISA TIVG 773 B¢ 17 (Gong et al. 2020). LL# 4 F CHN-J2-2016
BRAS M F KL B A RO, & RIBANS R RN 0, BR 71R VG FEF A< &
MS HIGERIER S, HRVEFIA L RIERAEN, BT 2 A R SRR AT
i, HXTRBERI RS E AR5 12— 20 VP s[RI 2570 7510928 17 41 ER AR e ¥ 3 B E TV i 4%
B3 2/5~5/5 HIUTEIK(E R 2018). A il YBF-MSL FRAEI IR S H B4 = i
1Ze, BRARHRXG B R IR R, b AR RGERIE 4. 2022).

1.2.2 &R E
HAT, 23 2 3K M MS WS, BRI RIEAE D) B A 711 MS-H FRFIER
WHRAFIN MSL Bk, R MS-H #RIER EFMA . MSL 2 i WVU1853 FRTE R4
R B R RARE, HAKATERMEABIRES —Z K (NAD) (Kreizinger et al.
2017). MS-H ¥k NG BUkk, & H 86079/7NS #k (4058 A RAS MR T-) 2 H HEmy 5L
8
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TAEHEAT (NTG) A8 ik 3ks, HEMIREAE 33 CH R4 39.5CH 10° fi%,
aJ [&] i FH X A0 K S [ 5B (Morrow et al. 1998; Noormohammadi et al. 2007). MS-H #k[t]
T8 P SRR AE A FL T 7B XS PR GE K e B, AT R A 0 e (B A
2020). K MS-H kDL 10 f5FIEE SR, R¥E. SUERIBIEHERN, HhigR e 5<%
PRAE, RN B IR, AMERITSREE, MAME 10 WK, 1% B MR R E BUR T
P, B AT 545G G Cinfectious bursal disease virus, 1BDV) F IBV i i 4
Fhi(Markham et al. 1998a). MS-H #RIEFINE S5, fEAMTEHSERIER T, #0 ERER AT
A B ERAS, A BA R U (Markham et al. 1998¢; Shahid et al. 2013). i Eb#i &
4 obg. oppFl Fl gap [H1E RAFHIAE MS-H ¥EFE J7, HoR BRI 45 45 6 B X
A, HEKEH 3 AEIRE RN MS-H ¥k n] 5] <58 & AV<E MES05, 1 Obg & M
Ala210Val 72 51 e B o I B2 U 1) O B %A% (Klose et al. 2022; Klose et al. 2023). MS-H
PRI 2 SVR RO FEIN B IBV Al MS BLZ M/ S 38R RN MS W3R 15 BT (4
(Markham et al. 1998b). MS-H ¥k 5 BRI 12 i e /N 75 Bl 4.8 X 10°CCULK, 7
Ja 28 Hul %Sy, 408 44 JE(Jones et al. 2006a; Jones et al. 2006b; Jones
etal. 2006c). TEMGIRIBIFH, MS-H PREFNEEXS o] AKCPAL IR E A RE I BLAL R, HLAETRE
MS 5] 8 R A EAA J7 THIEA R4 1) 3054 (Feberwee et al. 2009b; Markham et al.
1998c). [E P4 FH MS-H BRI = 35 X9 (4% G i B o B R RCR, (HH E AN 2 Bk S
S FEH R MS-H BRAERY, 5 5/10 BBV ZES (PG IF 2018; BEPE4E 2020). FF
MS-H #5381 3¢ ZI0CHE 328 L R Rl, AN R2 I 2 U IBCIS 928 T 1) 42 SR (PR RLE. 25,
2021). FHEHUANTLI MS-H PREEFT, MS-H ¥RAT7E 7—28 HEEAS R BRJEHAR K 138
) 1 PR e B, BRI RT SRS R (2R %5.2023) . MS-H FEH FH T ARG MS 15
BRI, A7 HRIEX O Y MS [RSHE, Bfh MS-H FRIG Gz BURA ], 4 n] 3
TNEIRE R (e 2018). BhAh, HAHRET 7R UK MS 5 1 MSts44 k1)
WHFL, ZPEU AL RIS R I R AR IR RN, IR T 21 &
(Nonomura et al. 1982). [ MW FAT 1 iR EHURA MS 355 11 Ningxia/2017-1 #R K
Hot 1 HEAES R R Ak, RER BB R REER, BATE 7/10%H 3L
SEDM, (HE MS-H # (5/10) BUERM M (BEE 2020). i OCEHIT AV AR A BR A F
1) MS J5¥% 1 (CRO5-R #£) 1EAL T I AR IR B -

MS-H FRIER G A E K, ARSI MS BRI ) 0 05 ok 18] X
(Markham et al. 1998c). i#id %} MS-H #k5 86079/7NS FRiFEAT M7 ELER, R4 fE1E 32 4>
¥ 1 i 9847 (Kordafshari et al. 2020; Zhu et al. 2019). *iF M 3AH MS-H #1038 o F 743
BS I MS-H AT 4387, 75 32 AMAHXS TR AR R AR A B R R, 28 AN kAR Rl 52 A%,
FIE o Bk 2 /D 7E obg. oppFl Al gap 2% Kl Ab {7 58 4% (Kordafshari et al. 2020). 7EfT 4>
B MS-H #E[1) obg JEHIAFAE G369A 748, FIHT MS-H HREF1EF 80k 1) 4 A4S 56
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(Shahid et al. 2013). %l %) obg FRARJE K 7% 6 8 B PCR B2E T /5 70 HE R 5 At ith 28
(HRM) 753 0] H T % 5% 2 #k F1 MS-H #&(Dijkman et al. 2017; Shahid et al. 2014).
MS-H #R1E OppF & H &l 70 AR AR FEZE R, H5T OppF S H &L ELISA 7%

AT FH T R R BT B AR I I3 o 5 il Az 56 (K ordafshari et al. 2019) .

1.2.3 MEBLIEH

HAT, EASb MS T2 S R EAA, (B8 8 AR R R R AR Wk
. MG —HEFHREWMERARE, T MS, EHNI MG F 51 5 H 1) fe
PRYFOR I TR 2 A R EF B MG & A £ 245 TM1(Okuda et al. 2003; Saito et al.
1993; Zhang et al. 2018; {LEkFk 2013; Z=/NE 2017, £757 2004; K4 2016).
MGC(Ferguson-Noel et al. 2012; Leigh et al. 2013; Zhang %%. 2010). P64(Czifra et al. 2000;
BHIB 4. 2015). TM1. MGC #1 P64 25 MG £t 4, P64 155 MG Ik (Avakian
et al. 1991; Hnatow et al. 1998; Keeler et al. 1996; Kheyar et al. 1995; Saito et al. 1993).
MG bk B RIP1EF IR B S S MS 30T ELX 0, RIRBIFEEIFE 1. 2023 2 E A
ARITEM 24 A PLFHADE B2 B A RIFFUETEMFRH R MS B2 A dkds 5 A
A ANFEThRE R A BT AR RORIE, B35 RS01790 (variable surface lipoprotein) , BMP

(ABC transporter substrate-binding protein) , GrpE (nucleotide exchange factor GrpE) ,

RS00900 Chypothetical protein) #1 RS00275 (variable surface lipoprotein) , % EHE A
P36 . 35 DR RGNS 1) A, TR 2 BRIV T MIS 3R S U KGR 2 (Zhang
etal. 2023a). B 5t — DR R R EIX 5 AN EA B A RALH IS T R IR AL
H(zhang et al. 2023b).

SCIF AR B 40 i PR () B UR, Bl 8 AR 7 0 S TR A0t 1 3 R R . 3
R4 (Krause et al. 1983; Krause et al. 1982). =7 JRAABL= A f ke, FHALF1E 324080 3 B4R
SERL I A B R A R IL FIEH (Razin et al. 1992). AR E A BHFHE &SRR AN
FiIER, SR ABUER IR AT, AR R SEAR R R R R moiE g, Hoy—
FORE I T 4544, F 2 A4 P1 A1 P30 25 (Razin et al. 1992). 7E MG 1 MS B %%
RIPERPIEAY, SEAEEAFHM ) /EH (Avakian et al. 1993a; Indikova et al.
2013; Saito et al. 1993; Zhang et al. 2023a). [X1tt, ZiF 2 & BB B A 2 MS L Ry
PEEA. FEO%EN 18 A~ MS EE R R EE A (8 1-1) 1, DnaK. enolase. EF-Tu.
MSPB. NADH oxidase 7 3¢ J5 4% fi 4 il - A5 3 224 F (Bao et al. 2014; Bencina et al.
1999; Hu et al. 2022; Li et al. 2022b; Yu et al. 2018). [A}, H'eiIRAER Lk E AR S
R AT M S e N, HFIR ORI ERT . BRltk, BN MS B 32 B 402 R 1 B 5 vk
# DnaK. enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78 #l NADH oxidase 1 ik 25 [ FEiFA H G
RIS
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1.3 BREXRFTRAERKIEERVARER

1.3.1 DnaK

DnaK SRR #A 78 8 70 (Heat shock protein 70, HSP70), 5 54 £ ke IE
W4T B DL SR A S5 K AT RE (K 4E 37 (Li et al. 2022b). DnaK =] 2341 #5372 JR AR 4H i il - 5 5
ST B Y 26 B (Jiang et al. 2016; Li et al. 2022b; x4 4. 2020). DnaK A7 JFifA4 i
FEMEE /IR, HARREE SRR RIA B B3 = T 895 R(LI et al. 2022b). 4% DnakK
AN B A 5 2 ) ARV 2 1L % % B 25 (Chen et al. 2003; Chou et al. 1997; Jiang et al.
2016). EARMENN KSR DnaK (P42) BB 508 1 AR 00 1) AR R AN A il G s B 25, {HL
FARSP ROR AR WARIE (Jorge et al. 2014). & 213544 DnaK Al EF-Tu B2 VA I 1% 2 AT
] Vit 2R AR 2 P RT3 PR A 4 2 e S TR AR 8 T IR R Sk A ) i PRORE IR (Brriggs et al.
2021). 450 BT B DnaK 1) DNA 328 1 RV B 928 1 280 S NP/ B0 T A R I
%%, HEES5ENHEHEYH R ZUR (Lowrie et al. 1997; Yu-Min et al. 2018). s fE 4
A& B DnaK & B AT 75 3/ U A R AP MR S e B, I 2 /45477 (Delpino et al. 2007;
Ghasemi et al. 2014). ZHZffI 2K B DnaK 2 /N B o] 75 S ORY MR e i 2r, mT ki Esb it
it (Gomez et al. 1995; Gomez et al. 1992). & i B sl AR B 4T 18 DnaK [ A5 S
A1 77 AR {47 P %8 255 (Chen et al. 2019; Lange et al. 2019). Ith4h, 14 F]FH Dnak 1£4
G B RGR G 9 T2 R IR I RN, Fe = Jos JE AR I HIR47T /7 (Yaacob et al. 2019).

1.3.2 EF-Tu
s 7 AT (Elongation factor Tu, EF-Tu) #& SZ AR M E, Bl 5 tRNA

e, TEREIEIE-IRNAS s, Rk E & . MRk SR A PL & ReR T 1E &
A0 M RT RIEALAR A s ZL ) S N, s EERRE A . RS RA PLEEEE MS
EF-Tu 25 (9 B 3L [F] 247 (Bencina et al. 1999; Lockaby et al. 1999b) . 4R EF-Tu 3= EE4

WHRPAT DG RS, (HARIE EF-Tu W] 7832 I AR 10 20 B s 20 A 5 mT 5 B 4t e
& 37 A B L) B /7 [K ¥ (Balasubramanian et al. 2008; Dallo et al. 2002; Jiang et al. 2016;
Sowmya et al. 2008; Yu et al. 2018; fiith{Z 2014; FH175 5. 2019). 43F Ml 48 32 AR
A3 JF AR EF-Tu $5RT 555 /0N BRI AR ORI 48 i 5622 % 255 (Jiang et al. 2016; Zhang et al. 2013).
TSR EF-Tu W 4 I = PR BRI 80440 722 1 e . 35 PRI RS G 2 Il H 23 3 Ak
BRIFUCE IR AAE IR (Briggs et al. 2021). FEHERKTA 2 B EF-Tu %% /N AERS T Thl Al
Th2 B G %, W& IR I0RE i o A0 it 2H 2345147 (Feng et al. 2018). fiffi ¢ 4 Bk B EF-Tu
o8/ UG BE S 2 PR AR s o Mt 2 2 b il 8 B R B 2 &, 389 m EE W 4 R P e e 2, ik
BRI, RIS, Gogge /N BROGAS [F] L Y il 28 BBk B 1 35 B ORER, TR T
W28 T ) FF & (Cui et al. 2022; Nagai et al. 2019).

1.3.3 enolase
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IGEEAGEE Cenolase) JEZ ThRENE, H:E S 5RAEVINERMPIR. enolase 753
PR MR AN B 2R FR 3547 7E, B2 535 AR T 41 B i & Bt (Bao et al. 2014; Chen et al. 2011;
Schreiner et al. 2012; Song et al. 2012; Wang et al. 2022; Xie et al. 2022; &M %5, 2024). /)s
RS BEER B 2 Y enolase J& 1 P72 AR R AR o E LB, I0EE G RIS 58 PR P (Feng
et al. 2009; Zhang et al. 2009). FZHBEBREE enolase 7] 75 5 [A] 4x 1 12 T A0 24 1) S0 AR 2%
- (Membrebe et al. 2016). %% 2140 144 enolase T JIl R 7 A= 40 i A0V S M8, 1H
AR 43 PR 47 F (Xue et al. 2021). 145 2R 18 enolase 43% /) B AT ik 3 PG 48 14 200 g
2, PRSI B S B (Li et al. 2011). #7221 enolase A5 5/ R 42 Thl A
TR, R A FFRIRALA T HE SR, EK/NRAFIEI A (Portuondo et al. 2019;
Tellez-Martinez et al. 2019). FE41JE )5 H enolase %y il 52 FRE RIS &, EKAAE
It [8] (Dutta et al. 2015).

1.3.4 MSPB

VIhA iy MS ERMEEE, ENT MS FiF1aE 25 240 i DA K G ok ik b 47 36 8 22 £
oy, -t H 3 B I 5% 25 1 (Bencina et al. 2001). MSPA 1 MSPB /& Viha Bl 5 i) 22 fi#
P4, N iy MSPB, C i A MSPA(Noormohammadi et al. 1998). 4 fii& Fiill MSPA Al
MSPB 27 s 47 T 300~540 aa [A], 7] f A 344 aa(Bencina et al. 1999; Narat et al. 1998).
MSPB &4 — MHEMR EHEEHEX (PRRs), ZX&HELANEE B (1 WVU-1853
24, B BCE 19 MEEER, F SRR (Pro) A1 Lz CAsn) (Noormohammadi
etal. 1998). SZJ5ifk PRRs 7537 JR AR B 18 4l i A EEAEH, A F MS E#k PRRs #H
BEXBEANE, HKEHN 57~114 bp, {HH X 1 KI5 0E & IR 1E (Bencina et al. 2001;
Narat et al. 1998),

MSPA #1 MSPB 7t MS ZiF A # B A HEAEH, H1 MSPA Hiik HA HIEIEME, &
RPL MSPB HitiA A B HI &M, (HAl#0d MS 2Bt 210 48 B (Khiari et al. 2012;
Noormohammadi et al. 1997). MSPB ] 5’ ¥ (27~421 bp) AHXFELIEARSE, A [E E kA
AMEARASEARIR, 2751725 S RE FE A B (Bencina et al. 2001) (K 1-2). AN[A MS
PRkZZi5 MSPA F1 MSPB /)1 % 58 K (Noormohammadi et al. 1997). MSPA 7> F& A
[F5 MS 2 F A AA7EZ A5 MSPA J7FIAHIE A R B R P 514 0%, P8I 5%
15 MSPA R AR [X SR R AR EE 21, H K 45 k. (Noormohammadi et al. 2000). MSPB ¢
iR s £ELEX (PRRs), PRRs H=E f B E KA AR EIK MSPB 1K AR
(Bencina et al. 2001; Narat et al. 1998; Noormohammadi et al. 1998). MSPB i fi:f—/Nisk
femEZAX (RN, 343~400 nt) K&—NZAEX (421~1024 nt), J5 & HH TR 2E R4
N I 8 2 Ad H A /N AL 8 K (Noormohammadi et al. 2000; Noormohammadi et al.
1997). il HEH . BREEDR NS5 A R B AR E F] — B AR A AR Viha XK T 22 7R
K, Pulsivhe % Kk A48 4k (Bencina et al. 2001).
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A: vihA gene
Conserved region Variable region
F2 R2
. Fl1—p» Repeats R1
ATG TGT 1 1l R 111 <+—
Joroonen § $ $ 4 / foreeens $ $ $ $ %’
1 76 106 164 220 343 400 421 648 1025
B: VIhA protein
MSPB conserved region MSPB variable region MSPA
PRR mAb2C1 v
C, Es7 Kios Kie S320

1-2 JH R SR AR WVU1853 £ vInA FE K] K VINA 5 A 45 77~ % ¥l (Bencina et al. 2001))
Fig. 1-2 Schematic representation of the vIhA gene and VIhA protein of the type strain WVU1853 of MS

1.3.5 NADH oxidase

SRR RE R A 3 BAK SR /K TR 4k, NADH oxidase 7 NADH 4Lk
NAD* ¥ Op i J5 i HoO2, %I FEAE AR A1 P A HEA/E M, #] NADH oxidase i
P ] 4] 57 R A A K (Gaisser et al. 1987). NADH oxidase H nox JE %Y, H A4 MS
ST it JI55 2R 1D 2 T8 B T 41 B (Hu et al. 2022), 2837 JE AR fith 4 32 J5 /& NADH oxidase 1F
SRR RSN 2 38 A7 A, AR SRR B b R 0 4 i A, AR R ) SR
RRIE nox /K- EA BEZER, 5K nox JEK, SCJREARRRET 40 B K A8 ) 2 3 B % (Hao et
al. 2022; Zhao et al. 2017). J& /i 4 57 J7 /& NADH oxidase 837 & AL AR AR G /N, AT
I AL A A YR 20 L 428 N 25 (Xu et al. 2022) . NADH oxidase 7 fith 98 55K B 1) 4
M R EEMER, NRAZEERE, ZEAE ARG RY, BT R
(Muchnik et al. 2013),

1.4 BREXREIUSERNTGE

MS PR keI 77 v AL FE PR 5 B4R i35 (rapid serum agglutination, RSAD. Ifil
A #15%:  (hemagglutination inhibition, HI) . B G2 W TR 56 Cenzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay, ELISA) 5. AFEFERMN MS Sk IBUBIEAFEZE T, RSA Bt
TG 7 HAEM, 14 B85, HI ik B IL [RE RSA Pk, {HEgy
Ji 14 H5e 4B, ELISA 8U#ME S RSA #H 24 (Avakian et al. 1990b; Avakian et al. 1988;
Timms et al. 1976; Weinack et al. 1976). il %% 78 %% J5 Hifk, ELISA T4%5% )5 20 H
ATk FHAE, T RSA T4 0% f5 40 H A H FH % (Noormohammadi et al. 2002) . X5/ 4y
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SFEAR A G R I IgM Biik, AR5 196 Fitdk, RSA RllFiiais N IgM difk.
RSA #AER{E, HAHRIE MG PHIE ML [ MS ¥ RSA BUJRH 4.17%~58.7%%8 XY,
MS BHIMLIE R MG 1) RSA HUl & B 12% /5 4528 X v (Vardaman et al. 1970). tF
B MG FHITEIMIS [ MS 1) RSA FLIRTEAE XM, {H MS FIEIMLIE R MG () RSA #iJ5
A4 X Vi (Roberts et al. 1967). 4 MS il VK55 MG FH P 75 #E4T western blot Jx
BT, T B P S R A ] 370 R (Avakian et al. 1990b; Noormohammadi et al.
1997; Yogev et al. 1989). RSA £ far Il & F &3 FR ) S 2 MLVt 2% H BAS [R) AR 2 A AR
PEBEEE SN, A IMTE AT KIE AR BE,  IONF 2 £ T Bl vy R B2 1 0 554 It R R 33U o
(Yoder 1989). HI #RMERLF, MS 5 MG 1) HI HiiiA TR XM, AT 45456
(Vardaman et al. 1970; Yoder 1989). HI Hif&—fx TXg/& 45 10 H I, Z7riEAE TR
Wiz, Sre BB, FHARIRR MS A8 st R I HI Jrik i o A B 2 R
(Vardaman et al. 1980). fH# T RSA F1 HI, ELISA #& MS $7i44 fH8Us I [A] RSA A1,
FESFPES HI AH 24 (Opitz et al. 1983). HET, Rl MS fifk ELISA Al it & 3 22
IDEXX Fl Biochek 2 & 7% o Fl MS Bk MG £ 3% B AE N A g0 SR ARG i £ HH IR 3 1
it BIMTERAT KIS, MASREECRE. B, PUAhn 56 v FE S it A A7 78 FE4F 7
44 (Higgins et al. 1986; Opitz et al. 1983; Yadav et al. 2021). ¥ #ZH) MS x5 (A %R
il A B S A A B P BRI AR R e g5 S, (RIS AN B 52 42 W R (Opitz et al. 1983;
Talkington et al. 1985b). IbAEREF LS & v Re S AR S e Bk L3RR Rtk 45 6
[R5y, B IR AR S SR AR AR R P 456 1 143 A 5% (Bradbury et al. 1971; Bradbury
et al. 1972). A iEHIRIT MS B & BE A PTIR 2 7/ ELISA Al N /&4 MS
MIYE, P RGYEEE 4 FAaill thPEYE, SURrEFE RSA A, (HACI B AR GL IS 2
HEUEREYE (Gurevich et al. 1995; Opitz et al. 1986; Opitz et al. 1983). 1T MS 1k #5537
BN, TR A, A AR AR AR e e A, [FI, AR A
MHARAEAE — R E AR PSS &, T PRI I a A v et Js T Hiddskar il B
HA S BB AR e 1, (AT AR AE BB 70 AR R It 45 o MSPB & %558 8 MS 1 3242
sEA, HiZEATHA Bk 147 R15(Gurevich et al. 1995; Noormohammadi et al.
1997). HKMATHEFiE MSPB & (Abiin (27-317) #B4EN ELISA GibiR B R i
) BB A RN 57 (Noormohammadi et al. 2002; Noormohammadi et al. 1999). ELISA 7]
FA T3 8 SO AR PT AR IRl , s H 28 [R) AL iE AH 24, 10 FH 07 dh b A ke il 25 SR e A
PR E /KA 5 R R I (Brown et al. 1991; Hagan et al. 2004; Mohammed et al. 1986a;
Mohammed et al. 1986b). b4k, A HFFEE K H R4 e i AL B dot-ELISA H
T MS Fufkr 6 (Bencina et al. 1991; Yadav et al. 2021).
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S AR R B T TR
15 MEEBENSEX

HAT, MSZERERATIFCEAEREGWARE, &S5 B Abk r
VEBRAR A B T A 1200 o TSR T ORI MS XS RERI TR, T KIS WA AR
FERRAS A SR I, Rk, A BT ACH Y MS $ . SR, E RS MS BA LR
PEA R E ARG

AT MS [ 35 22 G s M B I 8 6 AN TTRE A B BHE FH e BT IR A% R IA
Fnafifh, k& d E RS R R AR AT VAT, PRI T R TR
HEEMRME R RER . [, 3 s 7 HE MSPB 1 LP78 £ ill MS i 4
(1) ELISA J7i%. AW A BT MS 3 8% B A2 sl ) 0 o & Je ek, 3k MS
B s pE AL B o
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BE BREXFEFEHNANEERER

TEANFIRSEE

SCIF AR B 40 i FLRR G 3 1 Se ok A, R R DI Re I &GP 2= A L B iR B 4
R TEENF IR T . MG B ki EHKE B TM1, MGC 1 P64, ¥
%5 MG XF 41 i i 5 B (Avakian et al. 1991; Hnatow et al. 1998; Keeler et al. 1996; Kheyar
et al. 1995; Saito et al. 1993). HFl, E A& MS B A R FH & A 75 . 2023
FEENAIRETE T 5 N EAARED DR HEA MR RN MS & B R EUR,
f1.45 RS01790, BMP, GrpE, RS00900 #1 RS00275, £ 4% (A RS & 35 i S B0 I
PR h MS 35 (Zhang et al. 2023a) . 75 V458 1 MS FEE 4% IR 48 H H, DnaK.
enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. NADH oxidase 7 3 J5 4 (1 4H i % b 2 =5 224E F (Bao et al.
2014; Bencina et al. 1999; Hu et al. 2022; Li et al. 2022b; Yu et al. 2018). LP78 >y P80 /i &
FRR, 2% 5%E N MS 2 45% J5 P 5 F (Bercic et al. 2008a). IhAk, Hek AR ik
HEBEH PN e N2, BRI TIRE (B —F 1.3) .

MS 3= E 48 JF 1% 2 4 DnaK. enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78 fll NADH oxidase [f]
T % R R AR WA o AR FIRSANE A I SR AZ R IR BRI & B 2 ik
7%, FEHANFNT:

2.1 #&)

211 HmESHMH
2 2-1 EAE BT ML 5 LA

Table 2-1 Databases and tools used in the bioinformatics analysis

BAREEITH  DhRediik A 41k

VaxiJenv2.0 Tl &g H B 1% http://www.ddg-pharmfac.net/vaxijen/
CELLOv.25 Tl HfEgm i) fr & http://cello.life.nctu.edu.tw/

vaxign TN & &P RE https://violinet.org/vaxign2

VFDB B 1L R T http:/Avww.mgc.ac.cn/VFs/

Uniprot EAAH https://www.uniprot.org/

SignalP-5.0 & IR https://services.healthtech.dtu.dk/
TMHMM-2.0 Tl 8 s X https://services.healthtech.dtu.dk/

2.1.2 ki, HM. HEEFISLINEI

JF K% 221k kL pET-28a, E.coli DHS5a A1 E.coli BL21 (DE3) &327s, DF-1 41/,
B ASLIS S ARAT ;s TSR WL R, HIARSERSE T 2022 55 B H BRFG R FR5E A
AR A IR 2 ARSI, 2 AESHENE Balo/c /MR, W b BT 4EIE R RS2 S

BARATIR A
16
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2.1.3 FERF

IPTG. 30%ANMEMENL . Biladitn. % Sils R250, W EHAL R R ERHLARA
Al EARAERRZ B, WHILEFREAEMEARAR AR ISR, WAATE
) TAE R IR G IR A 5] 22 A marker, 18 EH Thermo /A ] ; 2>PrimeSTAR Max Premix
518 marker, 1% F Takara 2\ 5 [A] B o 2GR &0, 8 B A6 518 B8 S BoRA IR vl 5
EAZIRIEBORF & FORLREGAF S A DNA gifb a7 &, 1 E AR RS (b
) AIRAF; HEFRMENE, WAERIOCHAEMRH ARAR; BCA HEHEE
WA, MH Biosharp AHl; TMB RV B A, MWHEZ KA PVDF M ECL K
J6#, T HE Millipore AF]; RET His Fr2&Pu/k, W H Proteintech A 7]; HRP ric fit
% 1gY, & H ABclonal AF]; HRP ARidEHiRIiiA, WHILIHEAEMEAREGRA
Al MREE O SRR E AR, WEHBESREY: MS iEEE (MS-H #,
& Bioproperties Pty Ltd: 7 b AGTE R ZE SO RACKIE L |, W E B N 26 A
MS HARBEG. Hd MS KIGEHE NG MG SPF XSIMTE, H A S50 K 4R B 4 ;
Montanide™ ISA 206 VG #:71, T HFERE (g A7) faskiiig (FBS) M & &-
RV, WH GIBCO A#; DMEM 85973, I H Hyclone A F]; MR Frey 77k,
T B A R EYIRE R A T BREREN (NapCO3z). BRFRZEMN (NaHCO3). =fHI#
FIEH R (Tris). HEEE (Glycine) £ 5 E /3 #rali
214 FEMNFEE

PCR ¥ #{ (BUNEHRHIARAFD: &R EEAFEE O GHIRGIACLEIR =4
WHKARATD; WERER (R RELRNEBHEGERATD; HiRHFE (LB
WX HIE R R A FD; HAREA CTEIZAEMBHEARAFD; AKTA ZEHTX
(TRINFEEAN A IR A F]D s BIKSCHEEIR BUR A (b3 B SR TT K & A IR A w));
it 48 PR CHE 11117 AR DLURACER S A PR 7)) s /K a (Rl —fE R AR A TR A 7DD
TR FRFE . BEAR DL R AL IR 5 & X (Thermo Fisher Scientific); {31 % &
e (EE D,

2.2 ik

221 EYMEERFESR

M NCBI 3KH MS-H #k (CP021129) [ DnaK. enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78 il
NADH oxidase & [ 751, FHEAE 00 BRE A RPURME (Vaxiden v2.0). ik
(vaxign). WE4NiEE ;. (CELLO v.2.5) Ff& JJKF (VFDB) #4743 #T1. iE#: NCBI
WS E NS MS kR, 4535 E WVU1853T (NZ_CP011096). 75 53 #k
(NC_007294). #i[F G3 #k (CP082195). ff# FJ-01 # (CP079705). iy HNOL #k

(CP034544). |~ % SD2 ¥k. {L7% 5-9 k. 1li% WF18 #k, ] DNAstar tL# & Fitk Fik
17
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LRy 51 FED [RI A

2.2.2 HWERERY 1K 5T

RHE MS-H #RiZEZ 5] (CP021129) , H SignalP-5.0 F1 TMHMM-2.0 il (= 5 ik
FPEREX, SRJ5 A SnapGen 4.2 AR BETH51Y0, HTH A E(E 5 A R IX % H 1
FLH R B FIEE, BT MS R UGA 4mfid (2R, Ifi UGA 15 KJAT i H A2 %057,
WA RA 5|9, 1L PCR ¥ UGA RAZ N UGG. H LAY 18 5] 4 K 5375 51 4 WL 5%
JH 4 P B R 2R B BRI G HE L MS-H BREXIR, SR 70 il 38 &% B B R A B 91 )
IR Fr B DNA B SR & m, R 8 v BOR & VR Mgk, 1@ 514347 Overlap
PCR #%#:. PCRyHER RN 50 pL, HH& b FiF5I4% 2 uL, 2>PrimeSTAR Max
Premix 25 uL, 7K 19 pL, ik DNA 2 uL. PCR # ML 40K 94°CA8 1 10 min, 94°C
A5 30 s. 50~60°CiE -k 30 s. 72°CZEfH 60's, JL 35 AMEIA, HJ5 72°CILEH 10 min.
s PCR =PI 1%Z IEHE S FBIK T, K H 2R R v B A BRI [ W) & el i

2.2.3 ERFTIAFRMAIIE

Y5 H LR pET-28a HAR MK EDK R F IR G, A5 M DNA HAR, 50°Ckx
] 30 min, SRt DHSa, #:Fh LB [fAR: 73 (5 50 pg/mL RIBER) , 37°CH 7%
12 h. ¥ PCR % NBHMEM EA Y RIEEFRIG, SEBUTRL, SRR A =T o K7 Ik
B BURLAZ HIR 75544k BL21 (DE3) Bz KrfHIEEY KEE 7RG, AR 50%
Hil, —80°CI%HAT

224 ERERFTSRIEMAWL

FeHE 2] BL21 (DE3) B 1% 1% LB A 7= 3% (% 50 pog/mL RAE R , 37°C,
200 r/min £53%, £33 ODegoonm 15 0.6~0.8 i, #1 1 mmol/L 1 IPTG, 20~25°Ci%
SR . BEW L 4°C. 10000 r/min 20 5 min, WA, %4870 FEAG RN 10 27+
20 mmol/L Tris 25 R B % o 8 55 8 1) B AR TE UK /K ¥ v R A A3, 10000 r/min 2540 5 miin,
¥ LiEMGTiE 4T SDS-PAGE 4T

KHBE T RMENE A EHE D .. HoEMENEHS 150 mmol/L & ALHh. 5
mmol/L K. . 20 mmol/L Tris 2% i T 167 3~5 ANFEAARRR B4 88 75 B e 9 L3 F 0.45 um
FLARUEMEL 8, JEMLA 2 mU/min DN SEMEMTHE, 285 % 150 mmol/L & 4k4K. 500
mmol/L BKME, 20 mmol/L Tris B2l se i H M E E, WAL= BB =R N
BEHAR T, 2~8°CIEMN LR .

2.2.5 Western blot X &
P FE 1T SDS-PAGE, #AJ5 H S IRACK 20 H % 2 PVDF &, ¥ PVDF IR &
5% NS Wy i PBST T2 i35 1 2 ho PBST Jeik)5, IIAPL His bR vafEHifk (1.

3000), =ERWF&MHTHEE 2h. WG, MM HRP FRICEPURPLAE (11100000, =iH
18
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RN 2 he PEEIE, M ECL BEREH.

2.2.6 EEFERANRMNEMSENE

W& HHAEREM MS FR 775 kIR Eh 2K (0.05 mol/L, pH 1E 9.6) #ikE= 1
ug/mL, 2~8°CHHIIH . AEYE, A5 H PBST Bk, BLIAS 5%Mils gk 1
PBST T 37°C#H 4 2 ho ¥f 10 1 B AR E G MS BHIE LG (5 7 MS 5@ BH M fILiE A1 5 43 MS
S5 B ILIE )5 i S5 MS K% w39 LI A1 5 £ SPF XS 1A 73 71 FH PBS #i% 500 fif,
SRIGEL 100 pl BRI BN BB, 37°CHE 2 he ¥EIJE, LI HRP Fric )
SRS IgY (1:10000) 100 pb, 37°CHEF 1 h. ¥EESE, BFLIIA 50 uL TMB K%
Wi, 37°CHREYGE A 15 min, ARJEHIAN 2 mol/L HoSO4 21k, il 5E % FL ODasonm 18 -

227 RIMELAEZEAZ RERENHE

W aliAk i B 41 2 9 PBS MR ZE 200 pg/mL, SR 5 2218 0 2 45 5 & 1) 1ISA206 VG 15
FIHEATHA, 2~8°CIRAF. W4 HE LR 1 AL B A M N 2 sl Balb/c /MR,
30 pg/ R, HsE 5 R, HE 14 HJgmambes, Fe R eE . =%)5 14 HRAML,
Iy IMIE, —20°CHRAF. W ik Koot BRI iE 2 5 B PBS ik 100 fi5, SRJG 2 fiskh
PR A 11 102400, 55 F R L MY 20 il I 2 o R A 4% 1) ELISA MR, $% Fik ikt AT 46
W, Horh HRP FRiCE P RPUARREIZ 1 0 10000, 55 A8 52 I 4 afn 375 A BA 4 1L i
ILLAE (PIND B, DL PIN > 2.1 By b FEAE A 5 (1) ELISA 24 o

2.2.8 ERERARITHAEEN

¥ W1 ¥kF2 10050 20 K Frey 15373, 37°C.5%C0, 1 7% 96 h. K B ¥ LA 12000 r/min
B0 10 min, WCEERARDTE, PBS Pk 3 . WA T4 5 4% (viv) Triton X-114
() PBS H&, 4°CiE 1 h, HIENRAJLIX)G, T 37°C/K¥ 10 min, #RJ5 4°C 12000 r/min
B0 20 min, BEEAMIKES, FTENEEA. 20NN 3 A NER, —20°CH:
B w5, 4°C 12000 r/min 5.0 20 min, # FiE, HAKTE, —20°CHEAF.

W Mo 2% R R (940 )3k 4T SDS-PAGE, ¥4 BiR 5k ENE PVDF JiE, F 5%/
REWky G, IOANSEAEARZH (1:500), FRFEMETHE 2h. ¥EEE, A
HRP FRicHIZEHER 19G Fitik (1 :10000), =AM FIEE 2h, RGN ECL B,

229 [EFERERAEMNEHELIT DF-1 4RI

¥ DF-1 410 FH & 10%05 25 175 1Y DMEM 5353 T 37°C. 5%CO, 55282, &
0.1259% R 1L J5 HEAT 40T AR RE 2 2X10° cells/mL, HX 100 uL #7501 % 96
LR 537 24 he FEEFR AR 25, H PBS 3t 2 ¥k, 300 pL/fL, BIK 5 min, 2485 &FLMN
A 100 pL fY 4%%2 55 S T = 3R [E 52 10 min. PBS ¥t 1 Y%, &FLINA 300 pL ) 5% BSA
£ 37°CH A 1 he HEEHEAMBESE 100 pg/mL, ZREH 100 pul N2 96 FLHK, 37°C

E Lhe Yeika, BFLIMA 100 uL $t His Ar25 g TR (1010000, 37°CYEH 1 h,
19



PHAC AR R A1 28 3

Ve e, BELIIA 100 pL FITC FRid=EPTER 196G (115000, 37°CHi¥E 1 h. PBS Hik
3, LI DAPLRF, et 10 min, SRJG T8 8 286 Biss gL, AL Hm
RIS, B AR EAR A 10 10 BRI RPUsS E AL A PH M S sk % R
& 37°CHEE 1 h, RJ5+% Bk J7iEIN%E DF-1 48/

2210 ELISA M EREHS DF-1 HEEERNEG S

Wi 9 B2 ) DF-1 40/l (2107 cells/mL) H PBS ¥&—ik, #RJ5 H 4| J)&| T
ZHiff1, 4°C. 1000 r/min 50> 10 min WCAEAAR, $2cil7m) & i B IR IR S B A B 1

FIREUY DF-1 iR E AR IR A, BSA B H, 0l AR ZMRMBEE 5
pg/mL, 4% 100 pL/ALELBEBEARI, 4°CRBOE . PBST ¥kt 3 X, SR/ H 5%/ g Wik
T 37°CH M 2 he ¥ EMAE DA PBS HATER MR, HL 100 pL fnZEEEAR, RAFRE
JEEE 35, T 37°CHEE 2 h, [EI¥E PBS . vhik/s, LI 100 pL $T His
PR TEREDUA (11 1000), 37°CWEE 2 h. Weika, EFLIA 100 uL HRP #5i0 E47 iR
IgG (1:10000), 37°CH}E 1lh. ¥elk)a, 1% 2.2.6 TR A5 E ODasonm 1H . EFIH] K
B, K BRPUS EALE I PE M MBS 10 5, SRJEEHT 2 MRS 10 2560. K44
PR FEBH I IS 20 ) 5 100 pg/mL EAE AR E, T 37°CHE 1 h, AENE LA
BT AR EAT AT

2.3 HFR

231 £EMEERESH
VMG BTN 6 NMEAMPUEMEY>0.4, BA R RIPUERETE; BB,

MSPB H1 LP78 HA R M ThAE: WAL E 0, B MSPB #1 LP78 AR AN, HAR
NS & (3R 2-2) . enolase Fl EF-Tu 5 L A1EEBR 5 B /1 R 1 (19 77 S AHALL I 29 531 A 58%
T 72%. AN A B RS IR SR A AR RN VEPE 20 008 dnak (99.5%~99.9%). enolase

(99.3%~99.7%) . ef-tu (99.6%~100% ). mspb (84.5%~90.2% ) Ip78 (98.7%~99.4%) .
nadh oxidase (99.6%~99.9%) (& 2-3).

R 2-2 N MS EHANE BE 0
Table 2-2 Bioinformatics analysis of six MS proteins

A4 K B &®ER TR PG B WAL E AT

DnaK MSH_01775 596 69 kDa 0.5281 0.273 Cytoplasmic
enolase MSH_00070 452 53 kDa 0.467 0.284 Cytoplasmic =
EF-Tu  MSH_03475 394 44 kDa 0.4134 0.109 Cytoplasmic 2
MSPB MSH_01355 313 33 kDa 0.6210 0.716 Periplasmic

LP78 MSH_01690 770 84 kDa 0.6189 0.785 OuterMembrane
NADH  MSH_02670 458 50 kDa 0.5157 0.318 Cytoplasmic

VE: HURPETIERE Y 0.4 REFVETINEE N 0.5
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R 2-3 Gkt 6 Mk 3T R DR LEAS R B Bk 18 RIS 20 B

Table 2-3 Multiple nucleotide sequences alignments of the six genes of MS with reference strains

Nucleotide identities (%)

Country Strains Accession number

dnak  enolase  ef-tu mspb Ip78 nadh

America WVUI1853T  NZ_CP011096 99.5 99.7 99.7 86.5 99.0 99.6
Brazil 53 NC_007294 99.6 99.3 99.6 90.2 99.4 99.6
Korea G3 CP082195 99.9 99.5 99.7 84.5 99.4 99.9
China FJ-01 CP079705 99.6 99.3 99.7 87.5 99.7 99.6
China HNO1 CP034544 99.6 99.7 99.7 87.2 98.7 99.6
China SD2 CP107525 99.6 99.7 100 84.8 98.7 99.6
China 5-9 CP083748 99.6 99.3 99.7 87.3 99.7 99.6
China WF18 CP069379 99.6 99.7 99.7 86.3 98.7 99.6

2.3.2 HWERY R RE
HFIE NS TGA %fig1, Hr dnak (2 4~). enolase (3 4>). ef-tu (0 /). mspb
(2. Ip78 (6 4~)+ nadh oxidase (3 1~). TMHMM-2.0 73#7, S EHEABIASTE
JEIX, SlgnalP -5.0 7341, LP78 BRI 1-24 NEEERRITIINGE T, HREABASE
SIkF? EJ i PCR A 1% H ALK Fr BOFH TGA RAZN TGG, 70773k 15 % Fr B,
SXJa1EIE Overlap PCR K &R 28 7 Brid, S S AERE  BOILE 2-1~ K] 2-6.

A

5000bp

3000bp
2000bp

5000bp
3000bp
2000bp

1000bp
750bp

500bp

1000bp
750bp

500b:
250bp P
100bp 250bp

100bp

%] 2-1 Overlap PCR %¢7% dnak ] TGA ZH5 1 M 4 Kp 184
Fig. 2-1 Overlap PCR mutation of TGA codon and the full length of dnak
A: Lane M: DL5000 marker; Lane 1: dnaK-1F/1R ¥ 347/=#) (635bp); Lane 2: dnaK-2F/2R # 347=
) (1190 bp); Lane 3: BA14:X}#; B: Lane M: DL5000 marker; Lane 1: P45 & ; Lane 2-3: dnaK-1F/2R
1= (1788 bp).
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B

5000bp

3000bp

2000bp
2000bp

1000bp
750bp 1000bp
500bp 750bp
250bp 500bp
100bp 250bp

100bp

2-2 Overlap PCR Z84% enolase 1] TGA % fi3 1 K 4= K41
Fig. 2-2 Overlap PCR mutation of TGA codon and the full length of enolase
A: Lane M: DL5000 marker; Lane 1: eno-1F/IR ¥ #4724 (202 bp); Lane 2: eno-2F/2R 3 34774
(785bp); Lane 3: eno-3F/3R ¥ 147=4) (413 bp); B: Lane M: DL2000 marker; Lane 1: Bt
F&, Lane 2-3: eno-1F/3R ¥ 1474 (1356 bp)-

M 1

(§]

2000bp

1000bp
750bp
500bp

250bp
100bp

Kl 2-3 PCR 91§ ef-tu )
Fig. 2-3 PCR amplification product of the full length of ef-tu
Lane M: DL2000 marker; Lane 1: ef-tu-F/R #1474 (1182 bp); Lane 2: BFIPEXIE,

22



R RIS RN T B R R R O 5 5 E

A 1 2 M

2000bp
2000bp

o

S0bp
500bp — lgggll;p
50bp
250bp 500bp

10000 250b

50bp
100bp

P 2-4 Overlap PCR 2845 mspb ] TGA 5151 e 4 K414
Fig. 2-4 Overlap PCR mutation of TGA codon and the full length of mspb
A: Lane M: DL2000 marker; Lane 1: mspb-1F/1R #4474 (857 bp); Lane 2: mspb-2F/2R ¥ 1=
¥) (108 bp); B: Lane M: DL2000 marker; Lane 1: mspb-1F/2R #3474 (939 bp); Lane 2: [tk
XT e

>
\z
_
o
(FS)
FeS
N
[=))

2-5 Overlap PCR 275 Ip78 1] TGA #5541 M K9 4
Fig. 2-5 Overlap PCR mutation of TGA codon and the full length of Ip78
A: Lane M: DL2000 marker; Lane 1: Ip78-1F/1R ¥ #7/=#) (99 bp); Lane 2: Ip78-2F/2R ¥ 14 7=4)
(126 bp); Lane 3: 1p78-3F/3R ¥ 144 (552 bp); Lane 4: Ip78-4F/4R ¥ 14 7*4)) (482 bp); Lane 5:
Ip78-5F/5R #1474 (611 bp); Lane 6: Ip78-6F/6R ¥ 14774 (129 bp); Lane 7: Ip78-7F/7R ¥ 147~
¥) (398 bp); B: Lane M: DL5000 marker; Lane 1: Ip78-1F/7R ¥ #%/=#) (2310 bp).
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5000bp
2000bp 3000bp
1000bp 2000bp 2000bp
750bp 1000bp
500bp 1000ty 750bp
50bp 500bp
250bp Sotbp

; 5
100bp ) 250bp
250bp 100bp

o B 1P

100bp

2-6 Overlap PCR %¢75 nadh oxidase [ TGA B Hd 1 K 4= K18
Fig. 2-6 Overlap PCR mutation of TGA codon and the full length of nadh oxidase
A: Lane M: DL2000 marker; Lane 1: nox-1F/IR ¥ 34/=4) (158 bp); Lane 2: nox-2F/2R ¥ 34 /=)
(229 bp); Lane 3: nox-3F/3R ¥ 174 (869 bp); Lane 4: nox-4F/4R ¥ 1474 (183 bp); Lane 5:
FHPEXTEE: B: Lane M: DL2000 marker; Lane 1: nox-2F/2R #1474 (229 bp). C: Lane M: DL5000
marker; Lane 1: BAYEXIHE; Lane 1: nox-1F/4R 7 1#47/=4) (1374 bp).

2.3.3 EEEAMIFSFRIEFAL

W& H B R R E A R 4L BL21 (DE3), £ IPTG 595, X&EME

H 47 SDS-PAGE, [FII¥ bif F 8 B 2R Al EMrAE 44k . 2 DnaK (69 kDa). enolase

(53 kDa). EF-Tu (44 kDa). MSPB (38 kDa). LP78 (84 kDa). NADH (50 kDa) 4

TR A PR B B2k, EE AR S T SR L3S, WSS
FEMENTAE, YetE AN AL E HELE 4k (B 2-7~K 2-12).

AL 2 3 4w B

M 1 2 3

* S 180kDa
S 130kDa

W 1001Da
- 70kDa
W 55kDa

40kDa

35kDa

25kDa

15kDa

P 2-7 #4] DnaK &1 (69 kDa) FRIEFZifk
Fig. 2-7 Expression and purification of recombinant DnaK (69 kDa)

A: Lane M: [ marker; Lane1l: #5H7; Lane2: #S)5; Lane3: WifY)S Li&; Lane 4: #lifE
JGUTUE. B: Lane M: &9 marker; Lanel: FAERT; Lane2: Ji#ZFWk; Lane 3: Vi
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M 1 2 3
180kDa B

130kDa  180kDa
130kDa

100kDa

100kDa

70kDa
70kDa
55kDa
55kDa

40kDa
40kDa

35kDa
35kDa

25kDa
25kDa

15kDa 15kDa

2-8 #4H enolase & 1 (53 kDa) [HFRIEFIZifL
Fig. 2-8 Expression and purification of recombinant enolase (53 kDa)
A: Lane M: %[ marker; Lane 1: i%5H7; Lane2: i#%%)5; Lane 3: )5 Lik: Lane 4: B
JEUTHE. B: Lane M: #K[1 marker; Lane1: _[FEFT; Lane 2: J%¥; Lane 3: ik

A 1 2 M B M 1 2 3 4

180kDa 180kDa
130kDa 130kDa

100kDa

100kDa
70kDa

$5kDa 70kDa

40kDa 35kDa

40kDa
35kDa

25kDa 35kDa

25kDa

15kDa
15kDa

Kl 2-9 HZH EF-Tu f1 (44 kDa) [HFRikF4Aify,
Fig. 2-9 Expression and purification of recombinant EF-Tu (44 kDa)
A: Lane M: 4 marker; Lane1: %SH0; Lane2: %S )5; B: Lane M: 4 marker; Lane 1:
BEHERT: Lane 2: BERE)S E3F: Lane 3: BEREJGIIE: Lane 4: ik,
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PAEARMBHCR A 2R S

B .M 1 2 3

180kDa 180kDa
130kDa 130kDa

100kDa 100kDa

70kDa
70kDa

55kDa
55kDa

40kDa
40kDa

35kDa
35kDa

25kDa
25kDa

15kDa 15kDa

2-10 HH MSPB %1 (38 kDa) [HFRikF4fify,
Fig. 2-10 Expression and purification of recombinant MSPB (38 kDa)
A: Lane M: [ marker; Lane1: i%5S0H07; Lane2: #%5%)5; Lane 3: W5 LiE: Lane 4: #%
WEJGUTIE: B: Lane M: [ marker; Lane1: _EA:RT; Lane2: W% Lane 3: WEMi.

A 2 M B ™ 1 2 3

180kDa  180kDa
130kDa  130kDa

100kDa  100kDa

70kDa 70kDa

55kDa 55kDa

40kDa 40kDa

35kDa 35kDa

25kDa 25kDa

15kDa 15kDa

Bl 2-11 41 LP78 &[4 (84 kDa) HIAT M H Anatifh
Fig. 2-11 Solubility analysis and purification of recombinant LP78 (84 kDa)
A: Lane M: ZE[ marker; Lane 1: fi##% )5 Fif; Lane 2: %5 UT0E; B: Lane M: Z&F marker;
Lane 1: _L#FRT; Lane 2: J%ZW; Lane 3: ¥y
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180kDa
130kDa

100kDa

70kDa

55kDa

40kDa

35kDa

25kDa

15kDa

2-12 #ZH NADH oxidase & [ (50 kDa) [ZiAF4fift,
Fig. 2-12 Expression and purification of recombinant NADH oxidase (50 kDa)
A: Lane M: & marker; Lane1l: #%SH7; Lane2: #%%)5; Lane 3: )5 HiE; Lane4: fif
WEJEUTVE: B: Lane M: #5 marker; Lane1: [HERT: Lane2: ViZFW: Lane 3: VRM.
2.3.4 Western blot £ &
BHEEAFRALEG, SR His B0 Eiiik Ry, B, AR E B
Hrskar, Uil &EHEAPRAREE TS His R8s g4 (F 2-13),

A > 3 M B ™ 4 5 6

100kDa 100kDa
70kDa 70kDa
55kDa 55kDa

40kDa 40kDa

35kDa 35kDa

25kDa 25kDa

15kDa 15kDa

Kl 2-13 2% A His A2 i ikdE4T Western blot %52
Fig. 2-13 Identification of the recombinant proteins by Western blot using anti-His-Tag antibody
A: Lane M: & H marker; Lane 1: rDnaK; Lane2: rEF-Tu; Lane 3: rEnolase;
B: Lane M: #H marker; Lane 4: rMSPB; Lane5: rLP78; Lane 6: INADH oxidase.

235 EREAMNRNMNEMNE
BEMAEAS MS BREGRY MEH TR RN, H ODssonm 1 rMSPB>rLP78>

rNADH >rDnak >rEF-Tu>rEnolase, % & H1E MS B YL I FE 35 m RIA (B 2-14).
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UbAh, HEAFE S MS G MIF 5 A R A SR AS-5 B L SR

20- 1 SPF chickens sera mmm  Field infection chickens sera with low antibody titers
' Hyper-immune chickens sera ™= Field infection chickens sera with high antibody titers
-
1.5+
-
g T
dr 1.0+ = T
S 1 T
0.54 T T -
T
0.01= — — 1 — — 1
Bacterin rDnakK rEF-Tu rEnolase rMSPB rLP78 rNADH

K 2-14 BEHEAS MS HIRBRGA GBS MLIH5 SN

Fig. 2-14 Reactions among recombinant proteins with MS convalescent sera and immune sera

236 EHERAITAMEN

B EMAEARZH (ELISA Zir=1 : 51200) Ha[iR% MS & FEE A HEE A A
FKEH, Hrh#EH enolase. EF-Tu. LP78 Al NADH oxidase £/ 4ii T- MS 4ifiud, =
41 MSPB =404 T MS i, 1M s 40 DnaK 2 75 MS 41 i 5 AN 41 i 22 5% (A 10 2 A
FIE (K 2-15),

1 2 3 1 2 3
DnaK(69kDa) —» —— - «—LP78(84kDa)
EF-Tu44kDa) —» C— —— S— «+— MSPB(38kDa)
enolase(53kDa) —» - —— o — NADH(50kDa)

K 2-15 EAHEELE MS K740 € f7. Western blot
Fig. 2-15 Subcellular localization of recombinant proteins in MS by Western blot

Lane1: MS & H&EM; Lane2: MS B H; Lane3: MS i E&EH

2.3.7 [BERERIENELLEBXT DF-1 AR T M
B rMSPB 41, #4115 DF-1 M & 5, %e R ol Watms e, HiZ
2O T A R B 2EL B T B S S, T R G S R ek iz 4 & (K 2-16).
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Recombinant proteins Anti-recombinant protein serum Nonimmune serum

rDnaK

rEnOlaS.
rEF-Tu -

rMSPB

rLP78

rNADH -

2-16 []43 4 5 7 R N B 2F A A 0 DIF-1 200 1 280 B AR 285 B 41
Fig. 2-16 Adherence and adherence inhibition of recombinant proteins to DF-1 cells detected by IFA
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2.3.8ELISA IEMELRELS DF-1 MpRRERNE S

HHF AR 5E DF-1 QR A AR R H, HAE 6.25~100 pug/mL i) ODgsonm 1H

Bk g BAARIERE HEZm T (p<<0.05), Hd rMSPB 5 DF-1 40/ A4 &
55, ODasonm 9 0.3 47 (H 2-17). RRPTEA & A VL MG rl 40| H41 8 5 5 DF-1

20 R R SR B T I 2 5, BB L TR AR RE P 1) T 153 > ODoasonm fELZHTHE N (18] 2-18)

A B C
151 . emm Membrane protein 1574 gE@  Membrane protein 159 @& Membrane protein
I b == Cylosolic protein == Cytosolic protein b = Cytosolic protein
BSA BSA b ez BSA
1 Blank = Blank
1.04 1.04 1.0
] £ £
& 2 s
=] o )
S 0.5+ e 0.59 c 0.5
: a2
0.0 i 0.0 A 0.0 - L Al
100 50 25 125 625 313 156 078 100 50 25 125 625 313 156 078 100 50 25 125 625 313 1.56 078
rDnaK (ug/mL) rEnolase (ug/mL) rEF-Tu (pg/mL)
D E F
0.59 e Membrane protein 159 ez Membrane protein 159 Ezmm Membrane protein
=2 Cylosolic protein ¢ == Cylosolic prolein == Cylosolic protein
0.44 1 BSA BSA
c 1 Blank q = 1o 1 Blank
i 2 i
= = =
2 2 2
=} =} =}
5 i a4
0.04 Al ERA EAAN HAH 2 o.0-LHRAL ERAN B Hll ili f
100 50 25 125 625 313 1.56 078 100 50 25 125 625 313 156 078
TNADH (pg/mL)

rL.P78 (pg/mL)

rMSPB (pg/mL)

K 2-17 ELISA Kl 20 55 (1 45 A DF-1 4R s A

Fig. 2-17 Binding of recombinant proteins to membrane proteins of DF-1 cells detected by ELISA
e MATRERZERARE (p>0.05), NETFRHERREREE (p<0.05).

A B
1.5 1.5+ 13 i
’ g Membrane protein g Membrane protein d = .\jlmlhlm!epx\ﬂ?m
N . . N o= Cytosolic protein
o= Cytosolic protein @2 Cylosolic protein § = BSA
BSA ¢ BSA orn Blank 4
104 == Blank | 104 = Blank J _ 1o 5
£ £ o E
? g g
: g
0.54 © s 0.5
00 : p 00~ PP — M0 20 4o 160 320 640 12802360 s
1020 40 80 160 320 640 1280 2560 no serum 10 20 40 80 160 320 640 1280 2560 no serum - S 260 no serum
Anti-rDnakK serum dilution (folds) Anti-rEnolase serum dilution (folds) Anti-rEF-Tu serum dilution (folds)
D L F
0.5+ ) 1.5 ) 1.5 .
mE=2 Membrane protein =R Membrane protein &= Membrane protein
=% Cylosolic profein =2 Cytosolic protein =3 Cylosolic protein
044 BSA BSA BSA
= Blank 104 = Blank 104 = Blank
£ 034 g £ d
s £ £
< < <
() Q [a)
3 024 @)
(@) © s = 0.5
0.1+ a
be
ool A8EL el | o008z 280 a1 48 8o d5al 8an 860 kgl o L300 28 Bt B4 R L
10 20 40 80 160 320 640 1280 2560 no serum 10 20 40 80 160 320 640 1280 2560 no serum 10 20 40 80 160 320 640 1280 2560 no senm
Anti-rMSPB serum dilution (folds) Anti-rl.P78 serum dilution (folds) Anti-rNADH serum dilution (folds)
[/ AN

P 2-18 ELISA ar U BH 1 i+t S840 2 1 55 DF-1 4 s 2 A I 45 4
Fig. 2-18 Ability of anti-recombinant protein serum in the inhibition of binding to membrane proteins of
DF-1 cells detected by ELISA
i MRTFRERERAEE (p>0.05), NETFRERREREE (p<0.05).
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2.4 +Hig

MS-H #RAE T2 N, B R A G SR A A 22 4% X MS-H #k 25 DnaK .
enolase. EF-Tu. LP78 Il NADH oxidase [1)2& KT AWM B %041, HAEA R B ik A
mELRSE, TUREEEAT 5. MSPB 4 VIhA & ARG MR Y, BamBoa iR
SF, B LE AN [R] B AR 1) 45 85Kk 2 57 (Noormohammadi et al. 1998). fEAMF 7/, Xt AS[E B
 MSPB B HEAT 434, LA 84.5%~90.2%, X THAEAH. B LP78 Ziidr
AlETk, HEEGAPMEANGH—DEE. NSRRI R RIS, ik
K1t PCR ¥ TGA RALN TGG, FFRA 1K) 6 A fig ik Jik [R] 1) ek 84 73 e A K
PR BT 5 23R8 . FIEME TR, 6 MriktE B I E ARk . Kl MS 24
MY, 6 NMEMAFAWAEUN, BHREEE MS EYLEREFRIA.

SO T EE S AR T R R 3R . AiBhER B . S S A B 1 e B AR A N 8 B
Ay, A SRR BT, BT 1E 340 AR BOA (Krause et al. 1983;
Krause et al. 1982). 7 1ii& enolase 1 NADH oxidase 7] ££ MS 40 i 3k HoAZ I R
(Bao et al. 2014; Hu et al. 2022) ., %4 £.37 JF 14 DnaK F fiti % S 54K EF-Tu 2% %€ N EE I
HA(Li etal. 2022b; Yu et al. 2018). AHfFLiESL DnaK. EF-Tu #1 LP78 tHH]E MS Jig -
ok HEA M DF-1 e Thae. fERMApatie -, =4 MSPB 5 DF-1 40ffilir &
Ja AME B B )P, [FRy, RS54 E AR W B4 S, Ui E4 MSPB A] g4
HARFMEnM A« 3 SRR A F b AT st 2 2 S E W RIVER, [N 4t MSPB
ILI7 AT 4] MS B8 V& X6 1S 241 B 4 Bt (K hiari et al. 2012), MSPB 7 MS i [ff DF-1 41
W R AT R 13— 2P 9T . B #E EF-Tu A enolase 7F 3¢ JF A4 B YL 4 i i F v K 3Rk,
DnaK. MSPB Al NADH oxidase £ 35 /J i MRk 5 e T 59 5k, NSRRI LI EE /)
[Al(Li et al. 2022b; Narat et al. 1998; Yu et al. 2018; Zhao et al. 2017).

2.5 Ih\g5

(1) AW IR T #ik dnak. enolase. ef-tu. mspb. Ip78 £l nadh oxidase [
JRZRIEHAR, & HAHE A E RT3 IR IS .

(2) BEHEAWWE MS RGXGMIE SN, VAN E A % HAHEE B E MS 7
EXE, BrrMSPB 4t HEA S E TR DF-1 4S5 SR A .
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F-E BREXEREANANEERREMHEBXBH R E R

SRIFA

Fit R LB E AR MS UERPHEER. L -FTF, BIIEET AN
MS 4 JF I E, [ MSPB 4b, E41 DnaK. enolase. EF-Tu. LP78 A1 NADH oxidase
BInr gLkt DF-1 4iffd. MS BYL] SEOE H I IR s S 2 5%, EAN [ B AR 1 B0R M
SR IR ARRE IR 22 R B8ORS, (] — TR ARA [B]48 ade A2 P 5 RS AR i ACRE IR A A 0K X 1)
(Hinz etal. 2003; {8 4. 2021). HHTIGRS Z A MS-H PRI 2 AT RO VRN
i, T DI TE R A TR SR AE R FR (Jones et al. 2006¢). [ N 7EHEAT MS 5 B HifF
FURT, B DLRE T TS IR VB N PN Fa bR (B 2020). [H IAEFF & MS K
TERE TR AN, BEA DA I A TR K2 IR TR RO AT VP, A DATR
517753 98 S50 94 2 bRAE(Gong et al. 2020; Zhang et al. 2023a; T 2548 2013). ZEHHT MS
7 AL T PR, BF 5T S R T AR MS BT80SR SR IF IR R Gt A EAT VR
v (Zhang et al. 2023a).

RSB B AR SR B VG 48 A R AR MS FRBA AT RO AR £, MS 7R H G
IR, BYS K2 IR RER . Pk, AW FRE B SR KRR B 7 2 1
MS W1 B & 5 4 8 1 e % AR SR AT VA, B SE AR T

3.1 ##

3.1.1 EM5 LI EhY

TE VR BE SR AR WL HE, 2022 4477 5 B BRI R FRIE A 7] A R 1) 2 H i =40
1A DnaK. enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78. NADH oxidase fJE 4] BL21 (DE3) B,
BIRARSLIS S EMRAE . 1 HEE 285X, BE AU FREA AR gt, 24 "4
W) 1 PN 3 S SR AR S B I 1A S, RIS R SRR L 8 AL S5 R AR IR BT AR e
M2 9 FH 1 o

3.1.2 FEH

B ST (La Sota B+ HS2 k), WWHF 55 AN TEARA R EIFR
SCFARRTERE T, T E E AR AF s X y-FH R IL-4 ELISA a7 &,
T B RDFRE MR A R A A s S48 E bk B s BOAF &, W H AL R E R
HIRAT; HMBEEETE RS IERF &S (MTT), WHZE K, RPMIL640 B3k, TWH
HyClone; PerfectStart Green gPCR SuperMix, WHIL R EXREEWEREGR AT H'E
R 2.1.3.
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3.13 FEMHKRE
POt E EHEEY H (Bio-Rad), H R 2.14.

3.2 5k

3.2.1 shiRAFFETE

B EXS TR, BlRE. R RES R A imiE, 45
PCR J7 75 F1 5286 5 F2 57 1K) MS ELISA A4 5 i A6
3.2.1.1 PCR #&|

BREMNHKTE TAEBEK, RAIRGIRE, SR )5 40 5 A 5 BGR & HR
DNA. 2 (&3 74K PCR Kl 773 ) (NY/T 553-2015), #&it514, HF¥ 1 MS (211
bp) 1 MG (186 bp) [ 16s RNA, 5|¥) AL SRR B IR AT G/, FHF:

MS-F: 5-GAGAAGCAAAATAGTGATATC-3’;

MS-R: 5’-CAGTCGTCTCCGAAGTTAACAA-3’;

MG-F: 5°-GAG CTAATCTGTAAAGTTGGT C-3’;

MG-R: 5°-GCT TCCTTGCGGTTAGCAAC-3’,

PCR ¥ #{A& &4 25 uL: HyO (9.5 uL), DNA fifRk (2.0 pL), Premix (12.5 uL),
FL FEI# (10 pmol/uL) & 0.5 uLo PCR # HGHE 7 : 94°CAZ 1% 5 min, 94°CAZYE 30 75,
55°CiR“k 30's. 72°CHEfH 30s, #t 35 MEIF, fi)g 72°CHLEFH 10 min.
3.2.1.2 $uiiaim

FH Sz =8 37 VS B SRR FE 2 MSPB [ ELISA LA I 5 i %t i 37 33047 46
My, FARERAE WA

322 MS IEFHREENME

K MS (W1 ) WHGFHFE IS, % 10%H61 (viv) BREL R Frey Wik 3E,
37°C. 5% CO, 537 48 h, FrksFRIkigite As s I WK R - KISR0 B HEAT 10 4% 251
TR 1070, SRS ¥ SRR B SR P B B Frey WA B 57 L 55 97 168 h, [ 3744151
R AR A T ) 5t v R P M 4R M B W Y CC U

3.2.3MS (W1 #k) RRAICIRARGIEST

V49 HIESTERANL 7/ 5 4, &4 10 R 25 14 (MS) 5T 49 Hib i & NEAS
B SR 0.2 mL MS E (10° CCU/ML); 45 2 40 (MS (H) +NDV-IBV) FI% 3
4 (MS (L) +NDV-IBV) 8T 44 HEEH 4B @R B2 ZBE% T 1 P4y, 49
I B4 I 28 TR R R AR 540 0.2 mL MS B BB E 2514 10° CCU/mL F1 10
CCU/mML; % 4 i xR (NDV-IBV control), T 44 H I &< & R B mh
W 1B 55 5 oA FAXTIR (Blank control), £ REAISR iR E %5 0.2

33



PHAC AR R A1 28 3

mL ZEFEEE /K
3.2.3.1 ImARIEKR K FIE R

BeRhE A H WSS RS A . SARFIOKSE . oM s 14 HER, W NEF<2E (R
SEMERID) A, HHEOCER(Kleven et al. 1975)%F TS ZELR 15 70 AT E S

JREARAT (0~440): 04) CEMIERE); 14 CAK, SERUMAK); 273 R4
fk); 34 (HEMK); 44 (F 34, HE™E),

REEST (0~447): 04) CREEW], T EaEmS): 170 (] itk gE
AR BB IR ORVE D s 2 7y (RBERR IR, WA TEEZHYER
) 34 (REREEWEIHHIAE, AR—ELEGRETRIEZHES); 4
gy ORI 3432680, (B 2 ek 2 MRL ESRHIRE.
3.2.3.2qPCR MSER FHI MS H =

RS 3. 7. 100 14 HARER T, BTAEIK, RASRGIES . HArmit
T i PR AL IR BRI A IR B R T MS BRI S 28Ok E B PCR (Real-time
quantitative PCR, qPCR) XX T7# f b MS B E#HATHI . BT FH 514041 % MS 16sRNA,
HFHIN 3.2.1.1. KR T: Green qPCR Super Mix 12.5 pL, L FHF5I40%% 0.5 uL,
B2 uL, 7K 9.5 uL. FHEPIRA: 94°CHAE M 10min, 94°CAEE 5s. 60°CiB kK 30s (i3
B IE), 40 MG 65°CHEM Bs. DLTVANREEMI & MS 16sRNA F B FH P Bk AR
NbRAES, BESLIREE (copies/pl) A CtAEARAERNZL, HRIEFES CtAETHEIRE .

3.2.4 EPETRAZENEIE
3.24.1 MIFRYHIE

¥ %1% DnaK. enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78. NADH oxidase )& 41 BL21 (DE3)
WEI G, % 2.2.4 BUHTRE IR, WERIBESEET, S, ¥ HEEHEE TRME
FriEidtratith . KA EMARABZN)GE, H 0.22 um JEETSE, JERAH BCA i THE A
TP [P 5
3242 EEEBERKEHINZE

H BCA & &l A &ille & EAEAMIKRE . ¥4 BSA brifEdh 7 778 p 1000
pg/mL. 750 pg/mL. 500 pg/mL. 250 pg/mL. 125 pg/mL. 25 pg/mL. 0 pg/mL. KA
HREE 1) BSA FrfE S AR DUAE b i N 21 96 FLEGARR , 25 nL/AL, 2R J5 B LA 200 uL BCA
TAEW, 37°CHEE 30 min, I E ODsganm OGS o 2 il Fr i it i B2 5 WO 2 A il 2k,
AR FRAE Hh 22 o1 5 R A ot R B R T
3243 REHHIE

KEAEA (200 pg/mL) 20515 1ISA206 VG /&8RS, T 32°CH AL,
2~8°CIRAT
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325 EHEHRE

¥ 100 H 21 HgHE 2480950 i 10 44, 10 H/4, 4y4Hin . 411 (rDnaK). 41 2
(rEnolase). 2 3 (rEF-Tu). 24 4 (rMSPB). 215 (rLP78). 7.6 (rNADH). 4 7 (&
ST 218 (FEXTIED. 419 GHrszEint i), 410 (AR, Kl E AR
1 P A7 98 T 2[RI B v Ak MIS RIE S T 43 ) 2 3 i R i el 21 HigilgE =438, 0.5

mL/H (50 pg/ R, 18R 14 HiEAT — 4, XXM EF & AERE K (E 3-1).

rDnak

Adjuvant tEnolase

- rEF-Tu of 21 days 28 days 35 days 42 days 44 days 49 days S\ days
+ rMSPB @ _: e 'e ;—A —
rLP78 =< + v
ﬂS\ZI\i]r?H <+ Injection ® Collected blood % Isolated PBMC
Inactivated vaccine ANDVIBV ¥ Challenge X Euthanasia

P 3-1 E 4 A e v G B R A 1 7 T

Fig. 3-1 Schematic diagram of the immunization and challenge experiment in chickens

3.2.6 [B)#% ELISA & miE 43S Mg

KEGER MGG 7. 14 21 F1 28 HIMTE, FE#E ELISA K i oh sk 5P 4t
o F & HAEE M MS BEA IR SR (0.05 mol/L, pH fE 9.6) 73 il ¥ 2 fx;
ERHIKRE, 2~8CHBIEH . SO, H PBST BE% 3 IKJG, MAE 5%/IE T
() PBST 47314, 37°CHE M 2 ho WA MLIE 7 H PBS #ikE, SR/5HL 100 wL ins
Bbrtl, 37°CM. 2h. H PBST ¥k 3 Ja, LA 11 10000 #kE ] HRP ARic ]
BRI 1gY Pk 100 uL, 37°C 1 ho A PBST ¥k 3 ks, EFLINA 50 uL TMB Ji§
YIVETR, 37°CHEGE M 15 min, JIA 2 mol/L HoSO, 21k, 52 %% F1, ODasonm 18 -

3.2.7 IFN-y F 1L-4 7K /950 E

e s S 21 H, SRER R ARSI, XS IFN-y F1 1L-4 ELISA faill
AL AT SR E . BAREREWT  HEhRik SRR AR i AR RV R 2 £
J&i » BU 50 uL I SN AL, ARG SEEDINN 50 uL AEW R ARG HT IFN-y B8 1L-4 ik, 37°C
E 1 he FEFLABMA, IIANBERME, &% 30 s, LBk 3k, &5 1T, RJa
AN 50 pL (1) HRP Frid R FEElE R, BRRIRGIES], 37°CHEE 30 min, FFEILNHT
I, FRIRPEE 3 IR BRI E A, 37°C/ M 10 min, I5E % FL ODasonmo. FRHEFRHE
AP, HEST ODgsonm SR EARAERNZE . HRIEFFREFE 5 ODasonm T H 75 & .
3.2.8 HEHpEIEEIR I

RAERIE G 21 HASPrktaii, FHXS A E Mk ELA0 AR 43 85X 70 & 0 Bk i . ¥
Pkt 4 A SR BEROEAT SR AR R, SRJE N2 itk D4 7y BRI . == iR K-
E9L>, 2200 r/min B0 20 min, MCEELOE IR, NI 5 7 B 1A )
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A 12 BT ECL 40T )2 o 5 9 EC 40T P 10 mL 400 i 9 4 Y6 4% 3 Y%, 1000 r/miin 5.0 10 min.
o Ik L2 A FH 25 1006154 I35 (1) RPMI1640 58 41 9% 351 28 1} 10° cells/mL, 485 L 100
uL/ALINZE 96 FLAR . K5 % 40 A ] RPMI1640 58485 35 5B & 50 pg/mL, RGNS
96 fLH, AFL 100 fFt, BHMEXTEEIN 100 uL B577%E, 37°C, 5% CO, 159% 48 h. HE4L
BN 10 uL MTT 353, B shies), & 37CHHE 4h. 7RIy, S
100 L Formazan ¥ f#i, 37°CH# & 3~4 ho Wl5E 5L ODszonm 18, THE MR EL SI= (K¢
A ODs70nm 1H-%5 H ODs7onm 18 ) 1 (BH14: ODs70nm 1E-%5 H ODs70nm 1H) -

3.29 W&

“AH)E 14 H (49 Hi®) W, BRI 5 H (44 HRY), SR, W R
2H J T 3% T BB A S & S R R AR S IR, 1R A . BUGER, ET
R AN 0 AL 2SR AR R MS WL BRI (10° CCU/ML), 0.2 mU/K, Tii#Hise
P R AR A RA L SERREME AR, REXEE 14 HRERT, %
3.2.3 Lifgt MS ZKH, I qPCR XK1 MS EHATIE . W/ 14 HFf,
WSS FET, 4% 3.2.3 T S BERTEAT VR 2o RIS BGHRE XS <5E, H 4% 2 RKH
BE[E 2, Sk B3RAI R G, FHIRAKE R AL 2 g AT Geth, SRJE 03B R R
FEHEAT I AE
3.2.10 it o#h

SEESHOAE LS E SR 2 R, [ IBM SPSS Statistics 20 4t itk {4 3E 1T 5 24y
o pIE<<0.05 X/nZER 3, pfH<0.01 RRnEFWEE.

33 %R

3.3.1MS (W1 #k) REEIBIERIANIENT
3.3.11 KIFEFIEHET

FeRhar, WIS AER T MS ZIRAIMES MS uiki AlItE. W1 SREM 2 2
H, B I LSRRI TE AR, #78E 3~5 HIRHM K S IR H, oo XS IR .
PERNE 55 14 HEIKE, MS+NDV-IBV 4151 MS 413474 9/10 A B/ FE AR, 1M ml & 1/< 38
WEPES (3.1£1.1) B3 (p<0.05) & Ja# (2.1£0.6) & (& 3-2), MS (L) +NDV-IBV
HA 7/10 MBI FER, HAEBGIES (25+11.2) % MS (H) +NDV-IBV 4%, H
ERAEZE (p>0.05) (58 3-1). HMOGTERLE IR A WS BN PATERAT RIER B
MS (H) +NDV-IBV A 2 R H IR OIS KA1, AR RS 1) TR IR R (3R 3-1).
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Blank control NDV-IBY control Challenge

Bl 3-2 B VTE ST IRAR WL BRI GRS (1< 38 980548
Fig. 3-2 Air sac lesions of chickens after challenge with MS strain W1
#*3-1 VEIREESCIRAAR WL BRI G ) = AT A8
Table 3-1 Lesions of air sac and foot pad of chickens after challenge with MS strain W1

5 W Woogw AR KRR SR VS ES
Group Concentration NDV-IBV Air sac lesion Incidence Foot pad lesion Incidence
MS 10° cCU/mL / 21+06° 9/10 0 0
MS(H)-NDV-IBV  10° CCU/mL 1 P 3.1+1.1° 9/10 0.5+0.8 2/10
MS(L)-NDV-IBV 10" CCU/mL 1 P 25+1.2% 7110 0.3+05 0
NDV-IBV control / 1 P 0 0 0 0
Blank control / / 0 0 0 0

VE: MAFRFREERRAEE (p>005), ARFHERERLE (p<0.05).
3.3.1.2gPCR M S EH FHI MS £ &

F qPCR & B4 5 AN [l 8] S 81 1) MIS 2 &. MS+NDV-IBV 2 Al MS #1345 1]
Krth MS, H MS /AR5 28 7 s, M4y (& 3-3). B4 MS (H)
+NDV-IBV 4 MS # i & T MS 4, (HUFERRGLEEE 7 HER B2 (p<0.05).

N mm MS
108+ e MS(H) +NDV-IBV
1074 —— Blank control

106
105
107
103_
107
10"
100_

copies/ml

0 3 7 10 14
Days post challenge
3-3 QPCR il W1 FR4F 5 AN [F] i [a] 38 S8BT ) MS 0
Fig. 3-3 Mean values of the number of MS genomic copies in tracheal swabs from chickens inoculated with
strain W1 at different days by gPCR
e X7 ROREREE (p<0.05).
37
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PAEARMBHCR A 2R S

3.3.2 EAT BEEATHI &

HAEAMNEREK, BTN E S E K% (& 3-4). BCA J:illE % H4]
A B2 58 2.229 mg/mL(rDnakK ). 0.211 mg/mL(rEnolase)+0.389 mg/mL(rEF-Tu).
1.170 mg/mL (rMSPB) . 1.455 mg/mL (rLP78) . 0.712 mg/mL (rNADH oxidase) -
K EAEAMRERE 200 pg/mL, X570 515 I1SA 206VG i # Ak

M 1 2 3 4 5 6

180kDa
130kDa

100kDa
70kDa

55kDa

40kDa

35kDa

25kDa

15kDa

Kl 3-4 HHAE AL )G SDS-PAGE %5E
Fig. 3-4 Identification of the purified recombinant proteins by SDS-PAGE
Lane M: & marker; Lane 1: rDnaK; Lane 2: rEnolase; Lane 3: rEF-Tu; Lane 4: rMSPB; Lane 5:
rLP78; Lane 6: INADH oxidase.

3.3.3 [8)#% ELISA #M & h4F R s

TG 7T H, SR I AL MLIE ) ODasonm fE 1, %% )5 21 H, rEnolase. rEF-Tu
FI1rLP78 £ 1] OD4s0nm 1H1% 2UEAE , 17 rDnaK . rMSPB . rNADH 41175 {592 14 2H ) ODasonm
T %% )5 28 Hik M (& 3-5),

38
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3.04

2.5+

2.0

OD 4500m

1.0+

0.5+ o

0.0

-

R N
NENGOBED

e e

3.3.4 IFN-y 0 1L-4 7K B9 E

rDnakK

rEnolase

rEF-Tu

rMSPB

rLP78

NADH
Inactivated vaccine
Saline control

14

Days post immunization

3-5 FLH A GG 5 AN R TA] L8 s iR ) ELISA A5l

Fig. 3-5 Antibodies levels in sera of chickens after the inoculation of recombinant subunit vaccines at

different days after immunization detected by ELISA

VE: 5 E AL RIS A BT R AR B AN LIS A R B 43l /2« rDnaK (100 ng/well, 1/400). rEnolase
(20 ng/well, 1/200). rEF-Tu (100 ng/well, 1/600), rMSPB (20 ng/well, 1/400), rLP78 (100 ng/well,

1/600), rNADH (20 ng/well, 1/400),

FAXTF A PR ER KX REZH, rEnolase. rEF-Tu. rMSPB. rLP78 4L R i 1 44 1 afiL
T IFN-y KPESIE G 14 H 23 (p<<0.05) FhaEr: %iE)a 21 H, &7 i 40 ) i
HIFN-y 2R (p<0.05) Fhi, Frb rEnolase 4AF1 rEF-Tu & (p<0.05) &
T fEd (& 3-6).

B )G 14 F1 21 H, S T 41X i My o IL-4 7KFH 8 3% (p<<0.05) 7t /5, B rEnolase
MG 21 BRI KA, AR 5 i IE 3 2 7 (p>0.05) (K] 3-6).
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IFN-y
1504
=3 rDnaK
120 E=a rEnolase
d o EF-Tu
TE(JU_ € . 2 T be ¥ c— rMSPB
T E’f ']E =1l bepry
2604 5 | = — = rLP78
2 NV =\Z:= rNADH
309 | - H 1 m oI Inactivated vaccine
HE —]
— 2 =N\Z ezza  Saline control
| 2

4

Days post immunization

1L-4
150+ h -
. be =3 rDnaK
120 I ;ﬁ . he T _T =3 rEnolase
u T
= = — amy =y == rEF-Tu
904 | —1 =y LXX —] 7 EEE .
E . - = HH = rMSPB
& - - mma L A4
= 604 |- = _::% o — H rLP78
B EN7 i EE nEN NADH
304 o ': HH E%:Z O [nactivated vaccine
0 .:\\EIZH: o —] I 222A  Saline control

=
)

Days post immunization
3-6 HEALEAGIEASMIES IFN-v Al IL-4 ) ELISA W&

Fig. 3-6 Measurement of the levels of IFN-y and IL-4 in serum from the immunized chickens by ELISA
e MATRERRERAREE (p>0.05), NEATFHERERDE (p<0.05).
3.35 HEMARILTEIX I

G LA IR ZH XS B0 A1 Jo) ML ok S e 73 ) P 2E R . 55 AR B B /KN R AL AR B

PR T AL SHE Y B2 (p<<0.01) Thir, i s e i 4 iy SIH 2 2 (p<<0.05)
. S AL, rDnaK. rEnolase 1 rMSPB 2 SI {53 (p<<0.05) Ft#&,
MHER TR A SR AT EE 2R (p>0.05) (& 3-7).

3.0- = Subunit vaccine

Inactivated vaccine
mmm  Saline control
2.54
)
x 2.0
3
= .
515
E
S 1.0+
=
)
0.5+

0.0-

rDnaK rEnolase rEF-Tu rMSPB rLP78 rNADH
3-7 G JZE XS 41 ) MLV T 4 5 1
Fig. 3-7 Lymphocyte proliferative assays of peripheral blood lymphocytes from the immunized chickens
i MRTFRERERAEE (p>0.05), NETFRERREREE (p<0.05).
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3.3.6 &
3361 5ERFMSHE=E

W#J5 14 H, qPCR J5E & 4HX8 (/ST MS 382K T 10°° copies/mL (&
3-8). MIXITHEEXHE2H, rEnolase. rEF-Tu. rMSPB ZH T i % i 4 A8 i < 4 7
MS #HEEE (p<0.05) FZMK, 1fj rDnakK. rLP78 1 rNADH & %% % (p>0.05),
L5 S % i 4LAR LG, rEnolase £ rMSPB 4038 U+ MS & T B 3 2 7= (p>0.05).

7.0
6.5
6.0

5.54

log,p MS genomic copies/mL

3-8 QPCR il W )5 14 HISHSE R T MS [#E
Fig. 3-8 Mean values of the number of MS genomic copies in tracheal swabs from chickens at 14 days after
challenge detected by gPCR
i METFRFERERAEE (p>0.05), ARITFERFRRZEREE (p<0.05).
3.3.6.2 SEMGISMIEHMREENE
WEEIG 14 HHf, B AR R KRR TIRAE 1, T8 SOm 5 i i
b 1 HARFEMIGES, HRWIER, TEXMNBANSREMER (B 3-9A). Eifk
RARRSKEE G 7/10~10/10 HIAFEEZ R RFR, AW HR FIBCE R A L B
FAR(ETC B35 2573 (p>0.05) . AHXT TN R4 )< 5 (3.5+£0.7), [ rDnaK
4 (3.240.6) 4b, rEnolase (1.9+0.7). rEF-Tu (2.0£0.9). rMSPB (2.14+0.7). rLP78
(25+1.0). rNADH (2.7+£0.5) HMEG M (2021 HFTEBRGIFTEE (p
<0.05) P#fik. rEnolase. rEF-Tu. rMSPB I rLP78 IS EM T EFAEE (p>
0.05), HEdEmAM L EEER (p>0.05) (K 3-9B).
FEXS 38 SO R BN 2 X R A, e AL ) VB R IR 2% (p<<0.05) 15
(E] 3-9C). FHXTTBrEgxf M4, Br rDnaK 44, SEMARNERBEEREE (p<
0.05) &A%, {HABRELZ AXIRAEE (p<<0.05) B, [ rLP78 414k, &V B A7y
AR MR AR VERRER LR ZE 7R (p>0.05).
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Fig. 3-9 Gross air sac lesions and tracheal mucosa thickness of chickens after challenge
A: SEERIRRAS; B: AR C: UERIBESL
i METFRERERAEE (p>0.05), ARTFRFEREREZE (p<0.05).

3.4 +7ig

MS = Z@ i R E AR Y, BE T R LA b b S 8 A Bk gy, SRR R A
IR AERIR)TIZ N A MS-H MR IE % 1 32 B0 i g e e, HAO A=
EIRAEM MS &Y, MBI AR BCR . HT MS-H %A T RIEG MS XS HE
AT, o B ASTE R TR R AN ERAR, TR MS B, BRI T %5 0 1 L
F(Wei et al. 2023; f11%7: 2018; #hAJT 2018). [N H AT ITEA MS K IF ¥ 1 AV B A7

BT, FERAT R BP0, G (S 3 5. 2016a), L
42
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WI(FMHFF 2018), JTVEANS B [l 4% /1 (Gong et al. 2020; Zhang et al. 2023a). #5256 =
M AR B G ) 30 72 56 3% MS RIS, B MS SRR TR IR AR X B b, R A A
W FEEHH MS G 5] 0 RFIRGE B S B R B

AR MS 73 B BRI AR BT BB R A T R BRZE R, (A — B R A [F 3 phg 42 B ol
I ARG IR A K X A (Hinz et al. 2003; fE1# %5, 2021). @5 M E AT 2GR
AT E R MS BEPE S 51 R, 1A ISR IS 7 B I R &) S U R
(Kume et al. 1976). SZE0=AE 2022 5 MEA ™ B AHE R I =G I V8 70 B H— 1k
MS (W1 #). EMIE WL #RECFEMERS, @it RS E 870 M, T Bl ER
AE, BN R, U W1 BN MS. th4h, MS IG5 RS IR M)
AR AN R A B R EE (G0 1BV AT NDV) LA B 4600 (CInis ) HEoR
KFRo WTER TR I AT GRS MS SRS G EIRERK (7~10°C) BT FERE
3 ZE BN HE A 1) R A RN 5 FE E (Hopkins et al. 1982; Kleven et al. 1972). E N ER
S e A P ST S P S FE R e MS ST T BRG] TR MS T s R
(Gong et al. 2020; TR 2018). AHf T ELEL 7 BTG MS FIEEM B % 1 fa iR s MS
SR FIRRFAGFEE, BAR ARG A R R A E S, HEH 5<%
PR EE S AN 2 . 1BV FI NDV A 5535 I Gy <& h MS 3l RS R IR
(PMEAT 2021)0 ASHEFERER G IS AN [F I T S8 R MS #E T INE , H7 SO T by i Ik
Je MS HIME R ARG MS J R ERYR 5 7 HER B E

PR B SR S B2 AU AR 2L, (A SPR S REHR HE = +Ht, BF
FITRI R TT FE Je 45 B bt . (AT MS LA B A e i F el B TR0 B 5 3
Y J oy A 2%, R0 A A, T 2 A R B 5 2 S A it R R PR, e RS AR AR 2 it R il
TERAMEH SPF XSH e aikEs . A 7R AT Rekbs b e R, BAOTERLE T
JE ARSI 1A (10U 22 A T ARG o B0 R0, X8 RIS AR & 1 I S50 IR K A% TR
BCHTRAIN I R B o RIS I FE R, S LS PR o TR R IR, R AT R CRAIE TS0 X 8 e
RIGLE R, 2 XIS IEH .

W AR R ICHE V)R S IR G MS,  HUR Y MS J5 20 H 5 ™ 8 (R S ZE R A0 S5 T 14
Ui ARV B % BE AR MS I GY BT B4 75 (Giambrone et al. 1977; Kume et al. 1977;
Vardaman et al. 1973). 2 K| -7 7EH LA G 2R G S Ko A= 4 b B EEAEH
IL-4 2 Th2 B4Hi s wh, Befeidt B 4H 3G 70 4k; IFN-y 322 H Thl 487y
Wh, BB M G R i LR 4E M K AR /R FH (Yin et al. 2021) . MS 22 B K& 7% P A
Ja AT XY IFN-y A 1L-2 7P T, f2idk itk T 40 B3 58 (Gong et al. 2020) . AW} 58,
MS 7NN B4 AR fh ik MS KIE 1 18 e S5 25 3R e XS 1) IL-4 AT IFN-y 7K°F,
YA E R H A BE 15T Thl F1 Th2 BUIR-A % y% N2 o B 2H 4 3 1M 98 S T A4 F0R il 98 S
& DnaK #1 EF-Tu %% /N5, & IL-4 A1 IFN-y /KPR, f8iFS Thl F1 Th2 B3R
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A% N2 (Chen et al. 2003; Jiang et al. 2016). = ZH%% I 2L 40044 enolase 755 /N iR,
IL-4 A1 IFN-y 7K-F7+ & (Xue et al. 2021) . 25 205 fiti ¢ 32 )5 & NADH oxidase %% /N5 ,
Al S A R ER IL-4 A IFN-y 433 T+ 5 (Xu et al. 2022) . MS ) MSPB R] ¥k B 41 i,
R IL-1B A1 IL-6 23 ith, ET AR B4R 9% N2 (Lavric et al. 2007). A5G H 5052 X5 41
JE TR EL 4 i 22 2 i R0 3 T I, i B B 2E R R S S A e

MS {754 BB 3RS TS IO A TRORN 40 M S e s, AR B9 AEL AR G T I s 6t
HRALI MS 8 T K, (ERTRRESE A FHET MS IS, 1ZILRAE MS KiG & i iF
Hr b $8 (Gong et al. 2020; F B 2018). B%%, JKIH 1 ANV B A7 28 T E v /D Sk e
S MS BE A RIEA RS g h = HUEA 9% %)% MG KIgE i al b kK
WERFSE S MG &, xR ERH S MG PR8N % &3 1 AH M (Kleven 1985;
Talkington et al. 1985a). F/&%: MG ¥4 )T E Te il AE AR 1 B 2 > MG X 4 B 1)
B AR HLACR 55 e 196G AT IgA HUARRUNAISE (519G AHSeESE KD, 1tHH
SERPERA —ERRPEN, HEIFAR T2 MG /&4 (Avakian et al. 1993b;
Yagihashi et al. 1986) . A1, MG “KiiE ¥ i AN B 2 35 12 S S UE H 19G AT IgA ik /K-,
BRGNS MG 19G W THm, (HAEH 196G & RIRK(Elfaki et al. 1992). Hik, MS
R T Ae S B o SR B S LR BB R MS XE IR A % MS
gt 656 MEH, K2 ANEAS5FMERE, e —EaPuRn e A7 aRHT
MS HIZEk. Bk, AE T MS BER SR SEhITEM AL EikE I MBERIEE
Ko B FEH oy e IR G MS 51 ISR B T MS & B3 5T MS Bl g
2, [E, RIS E R MS B8 B m T E AR T RGRIE . MS AR S
S P EORG L 23 H B A% g 400 R0 EL 400 S50 31, 00 A B0 4T 4 2595 1t i 5
FEC S LA R I 2 (Fletcher et al. 1976; Kawakubo et al. 1980; Kleven et al. 1975).
FHXT T IR XTI, S e <8 T MS B R E FRIL, BARH AR RTS8, HEW
Al RS BORE fE AU R AR 1 SRR e DU IS R BRI A 2Rk Lt G 22 5 K

AT, BT PP B2 B i 2 1 AR AN REFE IE MS JEZ, fHE 4 enolase.EF-Tu.
MSPB Fl LP78 7 072 1 i 35 /b 1RSSR MS #iE, R T RS S BAIR
BRI o BN BT B ORI AL ANIE 2, HEI 4400 R0 20 B S 928 B B AE M LA BT
MS S G 7 AT HEAEH

3.5 Ihg

(1) FESL T IR SRR WL AR ELS AR, B S IBCul 28 T A8 T 2 18 n
MS JE GRS 1S FE A

(2) THY T 6 4~ MS B AR R R 20 E, rEnolase. rEF-Tu. rMSPB. rLP78
BE 0 2 PRGOS S T MS 3, TR R XS S AN R R4
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BUE BREXRARAEEME LI EH 7 ERIPER T
"

£ E—Z4ih, XF#E 4 DnaK. enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78 fl NADH oxidase [¥]
FIE AT T VP, BR DnaK 4, MR 5 AMEH, F#al enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB Al
LP78, ml B EE MS IS FER, (H XS ST 58 R AE SR S . FERE M 98 S
PRV AR p A S R, AU A BRI L R B IR Y, 2 PURIREMEE S 20
JE L R & LR A5 S8 T2 1K) S N2 (Chen et al. 2008; Galli et al. 2012; Marchioro
etal. 2014; Tao et al. 2019). FEEEME BRI, AT LA SRR Fze 53R AL
BEAT PR AR R AL, DATS AN ) 2 28 1Y) g2 I 80 g T 8 v S 25077 IR ] 3]
B T S A8 FH B 1) S 1) 40 33 i 18 02 18 1) ‘22 4= 1% (Oyarzun et al. 2016) . R A7 5% iy
FE 75 #5955 U B9 (Chathuranga et al. 2022) F13i & (Pan et al. 2023), 25 W BR
(Zhang et al. 2022)F14i € [ 77 (Zhang et al. 2022) [T 55 B RIFHIRCR, BAT 2
IR AT S . B NS 4 A MG Z B 8 A R A% i IS 1 R P e % 8UR (B oR
B %5 2023) 4 5 > MS IR A RIRALEE T I RE, MR BRI T A At 5 PR B
FSE MS g IF IR S EEARE 11475 (Zhang et al. 2023b).

AHWFFEFIM T MS [#) enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78 () B fl T 4ififi &z, SRJGH %
RO AR 7 R H H A R B AT WA, FE AR

4.1 gl
4.1.1 EMHSRE Y
A2 T A 5 526 sh w0 A 3.1.1.
4.1.2 EEKF
AT HRAE 3.1.2, A rEnolase. rEF-Tu. rMSPB. rLP78 [ L5 =25,

413 EEMNZEE
A F A S 3% 1] 3.1.3.

42 Fik
4.2.1 MSPB., LP78, EF-Tu #0 enolase LAY
F NetMHCcons_1.1 £l NetMHCllpan 3.2 7E£¢ /IR 55 #% %) & F 1 MHC-1 F1 MHC-11 4]
FORALHAT I . TSR SEAL IR R B RD, ARYESCHER(Mugunthan et al. 2021)i% 4%
08 28 57 2 DR AR ABA I N 57 3L R HLA-1 H HLA-B40:06. HLA-B41:03 1 HLA"-B41:04
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& HLA-1I 1 DRB1_1482. DRB1_1366. DRB1_1310 il DRB1 14453 /£ Nifiik 44
IEDB 7 £k Tt il 5545 H Bepipred X 75 25 [ 11 B 40 B 2% 1 2 50 3047 T

422 FEFMNEREHRNAIE

B PFRALA Linker #HTiER:, Hob CTL RALEA AAY #H:, HTL Rz
GPGPG %4z, B kA7 (Al KK 3z . ¥ IEE R A 2 B R 7 0 Fe A % H R T 41
WG R T 0 36 1l B P A2 B R e S AT 04, DUAK S P 81 o < 30 i AE B A ]
BT AR, RN ERE % pET-28a #4K, iv4 A pET-28a-B78EE.

4.2.3 FAEBBESHFEMERTUN

EXPASy-ProtParam Tl % {7 & (1 B78EE [AHXS 7 T BIRSEH 4 (pD . FE .
FAKMEFEIME (GRAVY) &5, HTFEZNRSS 4% Vaxilen2.0 XA 8 H B78EE 4t itk
AT, AllerTOP v.2.0 Tl 247 & 2 75 8id B, SOLpro server X AL HE K
FF B 2RIE A2 15 A] AT T

424 FRMUTEBAZHRMN=LKLEEE0 TN

Fi DNAStar #E4rHr R A8 | B78EE [FsE/K M. PUIRMEAIR T v M. F prabi
F1 PSIPRED 4.0 7E £ AR 55 28 TN RAL R 9 K45 o 18hE. B I8 B B MAAMTCHN
. 1-TASSER TE 2R i 55 83 0T R A0 B8 (1 (1) = R 45 My EAT B . AR 5 238 i SAVE v6.2
HEAT 25 MG IE IR 22 i1+ [C . (Ramachandran plot) .

425 RNUERFSFREMAEWL

W) pET-28a-B78EE Jii fif% 2.3 Tl /L4 4k BL21 (DE3) 5245 . /7 IE
FR A PE B 42 1% 8 LB iR RE 9538 (% 50 po/mL RARE ) , 37°C. 200 r/min &% 5%
7%, FFE R ODegoonm 15 %] 0.6~0.8 I}, ¥R 1 mmol/L ] IPTG, 25C#HE Sk . #HEl
P 4°C. 10000 r/min &0 5 min, WCEERA, BRI, BABRE, 48)5 LA 10000 r/min B
L 5 min, WA EIEAITEE 20 5l 3#E4T SDS-PAGE.. ¥ iS5 0.45 um JERE UE)S, 4% 2.2.4
T FH B B SR A E AT A A T 4L

BT EHE ARG EE S TRAENTHE, % DUE R4 3R IA 1) = 4 & H kAT
gtk %S5 EAARF 10 5 #4451 1% Buffer 1 (50 mmol/L Tris-HCI, 100 mmol/L NaCl,
10 mmol/L EDTA, 1% Triton X-100, 100 mmol/L B-mercaptoethanol, pH {& 8.0) H& /5
il #, 12000 r/min &0 10 min, YWEETTIE . FUTiE H Buffer | B2, R iedik i vk 2 1%,
2.0, UTuE A Buffer 11 (Buffer | + 0.3 mol/L JREK) FEE, WWIEIRZG L 2 K, UTIEHIX
F Buffer 111 (Buffer | + 0.6 mol/L JRE) H &, wIENRGGVES 2 G, B0, KUER
T 8 mol/L JREVEW, SR)5 % 6 mol/L. 4 mol/L. 2 mol/L. 0 mol/L JRER Tris LK

(0.02 mol/L, pH1H 7.4) FATEREEZENT, FFAEEELENT 3 ho FHEHTH 12000 r/min &
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> 10 min, Y#E Bid. H BCA J7iENE £ A1 A B78EE IR HIRE .

4.2.6 Western blot

¥ #7148 [ B78EE #£47 SDS-PAGE, 4 2.2.5 Tiit47 western blot, {4t MS £
TEREPUA R PBS #iBt 500 f5/EA—H, 11 10000 #BH HRP Aric EHi i 19G HiiffE
N3, N ECL & i .

4.2.7 EERIHIE

¥ B78EE F PBS #if¥ % 200 ug/mL. ¥4i{Lf¥) rMSPB. rEnolase. rEF-Tu. rLP78
BE, REMAEANLKIKERN 200 png/mL. ¥ B78EE. EAESY. HHILKIH 5
ISA206 VG 1EFFAL, 1EARMER (MS-B78EE). JR&PUEEE (Cocktail subunit
vaccine) FIZEFEEL/KXFHE (Saline), 2~8°CIRAF.

428 ®iE

¥ 50 H 21 HiSWg 2485843 1% 5 2H, 10 H/4H . 4H 1: MS-B78EE; 41 2: Cocktail subunit
vaccine; ZH 3: MEEXTHE; A 4. BOZEXG A 5. SEXTHL CBH SR ERALE
VR G PUR S E 2r MG B B A4 21 H S 2458, 0.5 mLU/KE (50 pg/ R ), d
B 14 H ST 5, 0T REE fo9% AR R 550 & 10 2R 38 ER K

4.2.9 8] ELISA #&0 I05E 5 F iR
KAEGIE RIS fG 7. 14, 21 F1 28 HIfiE, 4RJ5H rMSPB. rEnolase. rEF-Tu.
rLP78 7 IVE N PR, 4% 3.2.6 T [A]4 ELISA #6135 A s S kg

4.2.10 IFN-y F1 1L-4 7K 890 E
REZEW R G 21 B, FESAES IFN-y A1 1L-4 ELISA ¥7 &i% 3.2.7
TEAT I 5E

4.2.11 #HEHAEIETE IR IS
KL G 21 H XS Hrat 41, $% 3.2.8 W4 B39 41 A bk 240 )5 » 453 FH rMSPB.
rEnolase. rEF-Tu. rLP78 i, #R /55 vk B 4 it o) Je i 5 Slo

4212 &

“AHE 14 H, $3.2.9 WA MS W1 BREB (10°CCUML) %3, HERis H, 41
1~ 4 B SE R AN X ZBEE T, 1P RELHEE 14 HAERTF, %
3.2.3 IiH gPCR e MS #i . MWEE)a 14 HElke, WESEN, Hik 3.2.3 i< %
BTV o BCRIRAS S, % 3.2.9 THH T R R B E .

4.2.13 Fitoth
SIS R DA R A2 %%, {8 ] IBM SPSS Statistics 20 [ A G- #1647 75
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ZHT. plE<0.05 RKonZEREE, pH<0.01 XREAMEE.

43 ZER

4.3.1 MSPB. LP78. EF-Tu #1 enolase FL A5
CTL #EA7(9 MEER) /5 E /N 0.5 ik

Gt

kB, 30k 5 NRALFFHI (K 4-1);

HTL &A1 (15 MR 7 E/NT 2 s & kB, itk 5 NRAF] (K 4-2). B

IR B BE S T 0.5, KEN 11~15 MEIEIR, ik 22 N RAFH1 (58 4-3).,
# 4-1 i MSPB. LP78. EF-tu 1 enolase ] CTL A

Table 4-1 Prediction of CTL epitopes of MSPB, LP78, EF-tu and enolase

e HH (DAL Fr 3 ME EH (A= i@l HE
Allele Protein  Position Sequence Rank Protein Position Sequence Rank
HLA-B40:.06 MSPB 0.25 EF-Tu 0.40
HLA-B41:04 130-138 LEAKLTAAI 0.20 149-157 VEMEIRDLL  0.17
HLA-B41:03 0.12 0.40
HLA-B40:06 0.50 enolase 0.50
HLA-B41:04 197-205 LESLVNTAL 0.30 240-248 GEKAVAIAM  0.12
HLA-B41:03 0.05 0.10
HLA-B40:06 LP78 0.50
HLA-B41:04 161-169 AEYDMLLNF 0.40
HLA-B41:03 0.40
% 4-2 T MSPB. LP78. EF-tu Al enolase ] HTL {7
Table 4-2 Prediction of HTL epitopes of MSPB, LP78, EF-tu and enolase
E e HH (A F51 HME - HH (A Fr 3 HME
Allele Protein  Position Sequence Rank Protein  Position Sequence Rank
DRB1 1482 MSPB 350 EF-Tu 3.00
DRB1 1366 225 ATTMLVN  5.00 165 DNAPIVRG  1.60
DRB1 1310 LTSLKESL 7.00 SALKALE 1.20
DRB1 1445 1.80 1.10
DRB1 1482 LP78 1.70  enolase 0.60
DRB1 1366 YNLTLNYS 2.00 ANFVFHNL  0.17
DRB1 1310 146 NVAARLA 0.80 185 AKLLKKH 0.17
DRB1 1445 0.70 1.00
DRB1 1482 0.30
DRB1_1366 639 RLFLKWLL 0.40
DRB1 1310 SNKKLNF 1.00
DRB1 1445 0.70
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% 4-3 Wil MSPB. LP78. EF-Tu Fll enolase ) B 41
Table 4-3 The Prediction of B-cells epitopes of MSPB, LP78, EF-tu and enolase

HH (VAL Fr 3 HH (VAL Fr 3

Protein Position Sequence Protein Position Sequence

MSPB 71-85 KEALKRQVEATTTES LP78 105-114 ADAEVKVSPF
113-126 AVKDDAEYSKVTGT 124-133 GNGYSDGNKQ
176-186 SALMPELTFVK 170-182 NSLDRRLNVDLSS

EF-Tu 178-188 ALEGDAVYEDK 188-199 TGENTRTSFVVN
198-208 TYIENPVKELD 232-244  GATLKMSDSDFKS
260-270 EMFRKNLKEAL 272-286 KAALSGYEVSMDTFR
314-326  KEEGGRHTPFFKN 300-312 DLFTKTRNNPSGQ

enolase  53-67 DKGSKFESNWFGGKG 586-598 TVKSITTANQLNE
198-209 KKHGHGVQVGDE 651-664 KLNFDATDATKMET
233-243 SGYKPATSGEK 719-730 YYSPGTTVQNDF
438-448 KASTFPKDAFY 741-753 VQNSSQNGTDAPT

432 FRMUEBELS SR

KA1 E B78EE H 503 M ﬁ@ai"]ﬁk EXPASy-ProtParam Tl HAH X} 4> F B & N
55 kDa, ZFHLS (pl) 4 9.86, PEHAH 10 h, MR RECH 61.39, K-FIHIHI/KIEECHN
—0.787, KHEFRLFIIEKME. AREEfaEch 2013, BN ZE AR e LT .
VaxiJen2.0 il B78EE HIPLIEMEMEN 0.7814, REF THIE (0.4), HRMERLT.
AllerTOP v.2.0 server Tiilll B78EE JEid 5. SOLpro server Tl B78EE W 7£ K i AT &
AT TR A KIE .

4.3.3 FRNUFANZRFM=RLEHFUN

DNAstar #ilill B7T8EE Ayzk/K I H, PR & R 4T (B 4-1A). B78EE
ff) 503 MR IERE T, o 18)iE 5 37.77% (190/503), ZEfH4E (5 16.5% (83/503), B &
7.16% (36/503), IR HE 5 38.57% (194/503) (& 4-1B 1 C). I-TASSER Fiillf) 5
AR, GERERE T s I =R A Y, H C-score J9-1.68, TM-score 4 0.51
+0.15 (& 4-2A), @i 4 DO Tl B 2 S5 4 AT R 56, 65.5% HI 5k FEAL T 1% 0 X
28.8% M T FLiF X, 3.8%f1 T KEAKFX, 18%MTARLKFX (K 4-2B).
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™ © o @ w0 w0 W0 % w0 20 20 20 20 M MW R 0 W0 W L0 L0 &0 40 @0 00
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T\ Helix
- Sheet
\ Turn
\ coil
\
/ Py £
/ \ A { \ & | s
N h N\ Sy \ o~
P \ A\
o 100 200 300 “400 S00
C 20 30 0 50
TS S 6L VP RGSHMASMTGGOQQMG RS AR ARG AR A A A D e N A e <o
o WANAEY EMUELNEAAYVEMENRBULAAYEEKAVANAMAANYERT F v KFKEs A 00
W AMK Y 6 PGP GY NLTLNY S NVMARKREEAGP G P 6IRNFEN KWL W NKKLNFGPGPGD 150
ECONA P LV RESIALKAL £ S r S r G A NIV AT TR T R TR e A e e A e e 200
20 MKKAVMKO D RNENY S kK v T 67T kK AL MP ELTF VKKKADAEUVYEKTYSPF KKGNGYS D 250
2% GNKREGK KNS LOIRRE NV DL SS KKTGENTRTS FVVNKEKGATLKMSIOEDEKS KR o
0 MAKESs s vy Evs MORNERKKGE F T KTRNNPSGAQKKTVKS HEANGENEKKKLN 50
W F DAY DAT KME T KKY YSPaoarrNMNaANOoORKKEMEGNS s aNaT DaAr T KKARE a DAV Yy 0
00 E DK KKTYI ENBVEE. o RNKEMERKNUKNEAUKKKEE GG RHTPFFKNKEKDEKGS 450
457 KF ESNWFGGKGKKKKHGHGYQVGDEKKSGYKPATSGEKEKEKEKASTEFPKDAEF 500
507 w oL & s03
10 20 50
Strand T Metix = [ ] oisorderea
[ ] isordered. protein binding [l Putative Domain B = Helix

o-entrant Helix Cytoplasmic Signal Peptide

" a1 e BISEE 1S4 L
Fig. 4-1 Prediction of secondary structure of B78EE construct
A: DNAStar Tl ZE A7 8 [ B78EE HISE/K M PUIRPEMSRTI AT & 1t%; B: prabi TR, & B78EE
1 2 458; C: PSIPRED 4.0 Tl R A7 25 1 B78EE (1] 24514

W Extracetiutar

180+ =
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£ Gl ra JLN)
s Wi 152 (A
AN O Ys o)
. % B i e
- “m - -
g H

-
1354

45
7
z AL
2 oo
7
45+
901~ e
ALA 241 (A
5
1354% 5 [_\ILszM
pail R

Phi (degrees)

Kl 4-2 FALEH BT8EE I =45
Fig. 4-2 Tertiary structure model of B78EE construct
A: |-TASSER il )47 2 (4 B78EE [ =4i45#J; B: Ramachandran /&,
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434 RNUERFSFREMAWL
¥ EAREE S HEIK, TI/E 55 kDa ML HELE 26, HIWE AT LEMpiE S
B (B 4-3A) . ¥ RIS E FRMEN g, BEARARESE. BRUE
FEAT AR AR A4, A4S AR R SOE AT B IE B K S 2 T A R B H B E ) S
(K 4-3B). BCA tali& /5 B78EE & HKEZ A 1.2 mg/mL.

A ™ 1 2 3 4 B M 1 2 C M AntiMSAb
180kDa - e 180kDa we 180kDa
130kD2 e = . 130kDa 130kDa
. b e 100kDa
¢ ¢ 3 100kD . -
100KDY x - : - 70kDa | M—
70kDa 70kDa -—
< B7SEE 55KDa | S—
B o
55kDa 55kDa [
: 40kDa ... .
40kDa 40kDa

35kDa .

35kDa

-~ 25kDa 25kDa S

-

K] 4-3 KA B78EE 5 73R8 . AL 4ifk & western blot %552
Fig. 4-3 Induction of the expression of B78EE, purification of inclusion and western blot analysis
A: Lane M: 4 marker; Lane1: %S$H0; Lane2: %S5 Lane3: Ljf; Lane4: Jli¢; B:
Lane M: Z5/q marker; Lane 1: 8 mol/L JRZ ¥ fi# B78EE LikifA; Lane 2: i%#1/5 B78EE. C: B78EE
H Bt MS 2 SLlEHTR 3T western blot %7€

4.3.5 Western blot

Western blot %58, #4725 H B78EE A] 5Pt MS £ wEHiik N, THINALE H
EMEH (K 4-3C).

4.3.6 [B]#E ELISA ¥ I 5E 4 F A
Gt JE AN RIS ), FH 4% B4R (1A ELISA AR 23 IAS I 35 A7 7% 1 41 (MS-B78EE ).

VB A PUE L 4 (Cocktail subunit vaccine) F14=FE 57K (Saline) X FEZH 39 1L 7% ) ODasonm
{E. rMSPB #:illl, A7 w2 AR & HUsUE 4 T %% 5 14 H IS ODasonm T1 1 rLP78
forill, AL AR SPUEE AT % S5 7 H IS ODasonm Ft 515 rEF-Tu AU, RAZ
AR S PURE A T %% )G 14 H 75 ODasonm J1155; rEnolase faill, A ZEH4H T
% )5 14 H % ODasonm J1 =1, 1RGP R H T 9% S5 7 HIMiE ODasonm 15 (B
4-4), %f%f5 28 H, SN ODgsonm iR, HIEG 14~28 H, REPIRZRA
ff) ODysonm 1l 235 (p<<0.01) & T RO 4.
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7] mmm  Cocktail subunit vaccine 37 mmm  Cocktail subunit vaccine ¢ £
MS-B78EE MS-B78EE
Saline control Saline control
24 b 5 b
L 5
7 z
£ g c .
=1 hNE b T
e T
b
a _. a a a R
0 - — DPI 0- T T T T DPI
28 7 14 21 28
ELISA coated with rMSPB ELISA coated with rLP78
< 37 mmm Cocktail subunit vaccine

mm  Cocktail subunit vaccine b

MS-B78EE MS-B78EE [
Saline control Saline control
- p
14 i
a a
i I = I I = =
T DPI U' T DPI

28

UD-l Onm
— 2
=

O [)45{Jnm

{=

ELISA coated with rEF-Tu ELISA coated with rEnolase

4-4 [A]Hz ELISA il G0 e Pk Ridg
Fig. 4-4 Detection of antigen specific serum antibody responses in vaccinated chickens by iELISA
T MR RERAEE (p>0.01), ARIFEE/RZEREZE (p<0.01). DPI £/n s fa R

4.3.7 IFN-y %0 1L-4 7K /90 E

TG 14 H, RAFEHAHN IFN-y ZKFFm, s 21 H, RAZE ARG PR
PEHTA R IFN-y AKF3¥ e, HEREZER (p>0.05) (K 4-5). RAJEHAHAMEAGH
JRPZE A IL-4 ACE T 5 14 HFm, HWALEZEZR (p>0.05).

mmm  Cocktail subunit vaccine

mmm Cocktail subunit vaccine .
100 MS-B7SEE Saline control 150~ MS-B78EE S%lme control
o S
— 1204
= i ~ b |
= 60 a a —
gl £ 904
Z I E
> a
404 —
p <+ 60 o
= =
20 304
0- T
0 -
14 21 !
14 21

4-5 GRS ML IFN-y AT 1L-4 ¥ FE I 5
Fig. 4-5 Measurement of the levels of IFN-y and IL-4 in serum from immunized chickens
¥ R RRERAEE (p>0.05), AFRFEERRZEREZE (p<0.05). DPI Fx 5 5 KA.

4.3.8 HEMpEIETEIN IS
B RS R A R R A, AR5 B rMSPB. rLP78. rEF-Tu. rEnolase 347l
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o AERFT AR E KT IR, AT AANE S PR 4L SIESEE (p<<0.0D)
FHE, P rEF-Tu #1 rLP78 i SR A TH AL SI R & PRZ m A5 (p<<0.05) (H
4-6).,

3- mmm Cocktail subunit vaccine
MS-B78ELE
A J ] =9 ~
@ Saline control b
% b L
< 27
E ) c
C

EET T a
B = a a T
5 1 T
E
)

0' T | | |

rMSPB rLLP78 rEF-Tu rEnolase
Stimulation agens
Kl 4-6 EEZH H A % S A B B FR A (SD Bl e
Fig. 4-6 Lymphocyte proliferative assays from chickens vaccinated with recombinant subunit vaccines
e MATRERZERAREE (p>0.05), NEATFRHERRERLEE (p<0.05).
439 WE
4391 SERFMSHE
W )5 14 H, gPCR Jl5E S48 <R F o MS 2 KT 10*° copies/mL. A
X FHER AL, RO W AR G YU AN MS HiE R E K (p<0.05), 1Mik
GHUR AL MS 83 B2 T RAZEHA (p<0.05) (F 4-7),

8_
-
£
w
= c
a 71 —T—
o
S
2
x
S b
en
%2
= a
=
ol
4_ I I
Cocktail subunit vaccine MS-B78EE Challenge control

K 4-7 BEEEEXSHIVE R T MS i
Fig. 4-7 Mean values of the number of MS genomic copies in tracheal swabs from chickens after challenge
T MR ERERARZE (p>0.05), AEFEEREREE (p<0.05).
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4392 SERGTES RSEMREENE

WG 14 Hilk, KEEAR 10/10 HBISEG (3.24£0.6), RABEWHAHE
4/10 HIAFEN (14208, REPURZHHAE 410 HISFEM (1.2£0.8), %
B B R PR A T A TR B8 (p<<0.01) FARAK, T i 4l ) 2 R
B3 (p>0.05) (K 4-8A-B). #i 3 % i XS A 3/10 H IR TR R (0.3+0.5),
AN ARSI IET (K 4-8A-B).

WG 14 H, B A EmRE % (p<0.0) 5, RAEHAFRE
FU P8 P 2N (S R R R R S (p<<0.01) B&MIK, HMAMEBAHANMMZERALE (p
>0.05) (}44-8C).

MS-B78EE

Blank control NDV-IBYV control Challenge control ~ Cocktail subunit vaccine

B
44 LB 2004
(4
3 4 -] !E'

150

senw 000

b

14 % coooo

100+
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0 4 T r ¥ 50-
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f & & &S
& G;b’\ c‘c? &f z‘d" K
-
& & &¥ R N &
& D &
a3 A ;
&> C \Q &
A8 &F
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K 4-8 TUREJ X R 45 1 AN U R IR 2
Fig. 4-8 Gross air sac lesions and tracheal mucosa thickness of chickens after challenge
A: RS REERNRNAS: B: BERXSHI BRI, C: I R VB R R L .
W MRAFERRERARE (p>0.05), ARAFRRREFEE (p<0.05).

4.4 g

HAT, X MS i B R AL AR FOIE 4, RN 40 B 60 %8 1T g R  AEATL 4

Pt MS o B A B 2 AE F (Kume et al. 1977; Omotainse et al. 2022). i, A58k #E A

)T A B kAR AL fERAE T RIS, RAMBIMEETS] (linker) FZ0HRAL
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EARRE N RN RIEL, Hd AAY. GPGPG il KK # H T 2247 8] i1 i% 4% (Zhang et
al. 2023b). [AIRE 751 AAY BERT IR AL B ZREE, B RMAHE, HH T MHC-1 BEAL
(] )% #2 (Yang et al. 2015). [A]B% /751 GPGPG R R AL Mfs e . o] A ER A 4T
Z, T HT MHC-11 B A7 A f113%4% (Reddy Chichili et al. 2013). [a][& 551 KK A B T%
AL ER A YESTA PN 30 2, 3903 A7 (1) S JE P (Yano et al. 2013). #4% (2R 75 (H (B78EE)
TN EA RINE B EARESE, PRI E . B78EE nlLARNFEARKIL, (HE,
R AR AL, B78EE ANREA 4 A 4AE . SEMENT AR Z 2 MR R, BiGE
F45K . BTk ESE . JATHEN His FrE5R 58 4 58 T BT8EE K 1f, s2m 58511
SEE o FHANTR) R FEE 1) 2 TR Vit 1A 751 R DR 28 S5 X IR A AT 78 20 Bk T 5 B KB o 4 B A (L
et al. 2022a). FATEL LT vE5 B7T8EE Wikt i alith, HfF TR RIRCR, 4ifbi
B78EE 1] 5 MS £ walEdifksi &, RPEARPIEME.

B78EE & A RIF PR . ¥ B78EE FLAL)G Fy Xy, [HFE ELISA Kl fo
RR] A B & A B R R LR, K W] B78EE HA RIUFI S IR . 4a i K1
TEM LA R SR AR S 28 IV 285 AR 73y B 22 A £ (Toewss 2001) . SRAHE T MS-B78EE T[]
I 75 3 S BEXG IS T IL-4 A1 IFN-y KT, AL AT RE [FIN 355 Thl F1 Th2 B 4k
R o XA A IR 2 4 2 AN [F) 3R 2H 2 RS T B G5, W] BT8EE AT 5T
M e R o SRALIE T MS-B78EE AL 5 TR 458 17 35 it S 35 DRl A B v I S FE 451 473
HARS ORI T 2l B4 MSPB. LP78. EF-Tu A1 enolase VA7 1, XAJRE S
i & RES 5 T I2 B TORT 40 i S0 %8 B 5 A K o £E B — & i, B4 MSPB. LP78.EF-Tu
A enolase MV HA7 P B AEIR . MS BRS040 R RS AL MS KT FH 24,
Uk, AW HRALE T MS-BT8EE FlHt JFTR A% 1 1 S B R R T RE A T 7 A ik
MS KiGFET . BIR MS-B78EE AL TR A8 1 34 e B 3 PRI IS S MS 3,
A AR TE A P MS By, BARJEE E—F e 5.

45 INgG

(1) MET & MSPB. LP78. EF-Tu. enolase 4 i1/ (1) = 2H Jii b FEAE KA
Kik, 4ifb)5H) BT8EE W454 MS Hifk, BA RIFMBURME.

(2) FRAL¥T MS-BT8EE BB X B AN A M S L, 2 3 PRI e <A
T MS #E, RGOS B E RIS, HAR S S EAREE A Y.
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.~

FTRE BREYEMELZ MSPB 1 LP78 [8)3E ELISA i ta:m|
FiERESL

EEE —Zrr, X) 6 NEAE AR RN FEEEITRN, HAdEH MSPB fil LP78 it T
HA& 4 ANEA. MS FUARN 72835 RSA. HIL ELISA %, RSA st #cs, [Ff
fEFHTTE, EHERAGME, HE5 MG FALEH 528 X % M. (Vardaman et al. 1970). HI
TIER R, W T MS I MG fitiA i sopia s, HHEERER, AR TR
AR, [RIEE, A% v OB M R 22 HLAS [ I s e 0T G R A A K
(Vardaman et al. 1980; Vardaman et al. 1970). #H%%T RSA #1 HI, F ELISA J7i%kaN MS
ik, FLBUBE R RSA MY, F5 571 5 HI 777240 [H] (Avakian et al. 1990a; Opitz et al. 1983).
i MS 4 i B ARV E A BT 2 IR 73 28 SUR AN AR etk 4, BARIE
PUR AT A E J7 AL H G PR AR AR e E 25 5, (R BE e 4 i ¥k (Higgins et al. 1986;
Opitz et al. 1983; Yadav et al. 2021). [E 4G HikiE i H B 20 MS 1R A 52 KRR 7
PEW B, HIF MG 538 X v (Noormohammadi et al. 1999; £5* %%. 2020).

AW T o Al Sr 7 3T E 40 MSPB A LP78 1AJ#2 ELISA FT MS Hiiita i, Jxt
FORT PR AT 7 LUK

5.1 ##

5.1.1 MR KW aNYIKIE

MS. NDV. H5. H7. H9 I &i/# (Avian influenza virus, AIV). IBV. IBDV.
My 4 B & %2 (Fowl adenovirus serotype-4, ADV-4). EIXSIEIATEE (Haemophilus
paragallinarum, Hpg) 1 MG BT & SPF MIiE, )AL = 4 51847 MS
PRI, REFRXSY, %% MSIMG #ts, HRE & IDEXX W&kl MS Al
MG HUARSI BN IRRERGE MS IS, R A MR ELFRE AT SPFIY, WHM%R
S TREARAH.
5.1.2 FERF

HH MSPB M1 LP78, il Je 8 WA AL &7, s MS ELISA Hitffta
WA &, WH IDEXX AF; MS “PARESE R, WEILE FiEEMRHE AR A
Al HARKGAE 3.1.2
513 TENFEHE

A E T AAR B % H) 3.1.3.
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5.2 3%

5.2.1 rMSPB #1 rLP78 si& B #iK E 5 I 7E# R E 89N E
5.2.1.1 rMSPB siE 8 #iKE S MEHZEE N E

FHARER Eh 2% 4y (0.05 mol/L, pH 1E 9.6) ¥ rMSPB 43 Jll#i s 22 4Kk £ 1000 200-
40, 8. 1.6 ng/mL, 2~8CHB K. FEWIMK, H PBST Pk 3 KJa, MAE 5%/l
Wik i) PBST, 37°CE P 2 ho ol MS BH A I35 A1 BH 14 135 73 51 FH PBS #i % 100~800 1%,
SR 5K S AR L 70 X 100 uL N = Bghs, A EE 3 4L, 37°CKM 2h. 1% 2.2.6 Tl
5E ODgsonm 18 » T S FHBERE MS BHM: 137 (PO AT A4 I17E (ND ODgsonm 1B ELAE (PIND ,
HEHE PIN AH B 5 o S R i AR PR A I 375 6 B A A B i e i B gl vk PS8 R A R AR ot )
BB .
5.2.1.2 rLP78 RIEBHIKE S ILEHREE RN E

FABRIR 22 22 i (0.05 mol/L, pH {& 9.6) K rLP78 43 Al Ffi 22 43 i 5000 4000,
3000. 2000+ 1000 ng/mL, & J5 4% 5.2.1.1 Wi AT B AE M BT LA 1000 ng/mL (] rLP78
FLHEAG I MS [ 44 11075 ) ODasonm 1E KT 0.1, itk — 2541k rLP78 (B IRk, 44 rLP78
Ak SR 2 24K EE 1000, 200+ 40. 8. 1.6 ng/mL BEATELHAIAGIN . 4+ PIN B 5,
K MS FHPE I ODasonm BN 1.0 2245, B MLTE ODasonm 18 5K BT B2 Fr $0 S 34 B A
BB .
5.2.2 EgFRinAIEREERINE

FABRER Eh 22 pF 3 (0.05 mol/L, pH 14 9.6) 4% 5.2.1 T & (1B 4 ik 0 i B A A,
2~8CHMO I - B A, IOANF% 5.2.1 T € AR MS FEAE LIS AT LS 100 pL,
% HHE 34L,37°CI M 2 ho ¥ HRP FRic IS btXS IgY HifdHH PBST 43 il1E 10000~50000
ks, BEFLIIA 100 pL, 37°C ML 1 ho vHE & W B R br T kil MS FH % 1175 (P)
FBAEIME (N ODagsonm {E A ELAE (PIND , 34 PIN {H 55 i FIT 06 S A i Bk S0 A4 o R 5

5.2.3 FIFAHE

F E3R 257 1) rMSPB iELISA T rLP78 iELISA 73 5l k6l 83 47345 i i Ak ELISA 71
G MS BB 09X AR, THE SRl TIE 1) SIP B P I E A bR i 22 . &
R 7 I AN SIP AE="F- BIH+3 X brifE %

524 S5HERENRZ XK MM
F b3R8 571 rMSPB iELISA F1 rLP78 iELISA 43 5kl NDV. AIV-H5. AIV-H7.
AIV-H9. IBV. IBDV. ADV. Hpg. MG BHYEINTE, #fe % 5ikmas XU M.

5.2.5 REE
B MS KGRt N TR J HAREGE MS RS IME (HI & 10 128) % 3
Y, HI PBS #ikt 100 1%, SAE1E 2 f5RR MBS 1 2 51200. HEESLHT rMSPB iELISA.
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rLP78 iELISA A 75 dh At ELISA 3575 20 Bk, AR 4G5 &k 5, ARSI A BEAE ) MS
B¢ e B R PEATE N 25 T R R RIBUE &

5.2.6 ALREFEE MS iy
5.2.6.1 1M MS A\ TREEHIF

¥ W1 Fk (10° CCUmL) SRR 10 H 21 HIM, 0.2 mU/H, 25 F#
FiE 327,10, 14, 21, 28,42, 60 H KL, 73 & MIE o K EIRMIE 55 FH rMSPB iELISA.
rLP78 iELISA FIp ik ELISA 7 & iEAT R .
5.2.6.2 1M MS KRR HE R EIE

P AL MS KB AR A RN 5 21 HIRXS, 0.5 mU/R, 25 T4k G
3. 7. 10, 14, 21. 28, 42, 60 HKIifl, 7B MiE. ¥ L& M7 H rMSPB iELISA.
rLP78 iELISA A7 ik ELISA {7 Sk T4

5.2.7 &R

KA MS KIFAMIASINE 170 43, 4> 3 rMSPB iELISA. rLP78 iELISA. Fifhfb
ELISA 371 @A ABEEE 50 (RSA) A, ELHL rMSPB IELISA A1 rLP78 iELISA [F] R
il ELISA BRI & #4752

5.3 %R

5.3.1 rMSPB #1 rLP78 & BL#KRE S MEHFEE N HE
5.3.1.1rMSPB RiEB#KESIMEHZEENRE

1 rMSPB BB E A 200 ng/mL, [MLiEHRE 400 f50F, PIN HE, w16 80505
MS B IMTE FIBE I, i MS BHPE IS ODasonm KT 1.0, BHTEILTE ODasonm 7N T
0.1 (K5-1A-C),

A MSP , B ! " C
3.0 ; :k:::)ﬁ:i?;:l"lﬁﬁ‘.” 0.5+ ; ::’?\‘:‘ﬁ “"’"2‘““::’]” 25-] @~ rMSPB(1000ngml) —&— rMSPB (40 ng/ml)
MSPB (200 ng o = —©— MSPB(200ng/ml) —¥— [MSPB (8 ng/'ml)
—h—  rMSPB (40 ng/ml) —A—  tM5SPR —— MSPB (1.6 ng/ml)
=¥ (MSPB (8 ng/ml) 0.4 ¥ MsPE
—4—  IMSPB (16 ng/ml) ——  (MSPB (1.6 ng'ml)
0
£ £ 0.3
% E
a [a]
< S 0.2
1.0
0.14
0.0="— T T T T T T T 0.0—— T T T T T T T 01 : . : : T . .
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 BOO 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
Positive serum dilution Negative serum dilution Serum dilution

] 5-1 rMSPB iELISA $503e C R < JBE R IS A0 e P PO ff o2
Fig. 5-1 Determination of the optimal coating concentrations and dilutions of tested chicken serum in
rMSPB iELISA
A: AR rMSPB B A MS BHAE M35 () ODasonm f; B: ARV EE rMSPB L4 i MS B 4
I35 ) ODusonm fH s C: ANFEKEE rMSPB ALK MS FH % L35 FH B 1 L35 1) P/N fH .
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5.3.1.2 rLP78 siE B K E 5 BT E R #E
{8 F 1000 ng/mL~5000 ng/mL [#) rLP78 fL# i, 24 rLP78 f 494 % A 1000 ng/mL,

I35 R 600 fHT, BT P/N AE S, AEAS I 1 (L7 1) ODasonm B KT 0.1 (0.127) (]
5-2A-C)o NHE—25 FEARA I BA P M3 () ODasonm 18, K5 rLP78 33— Fi b 5 G gl
BEE rLP78 IR FE BRI, AU M3 ODasonm fH B FREAREE, Mk MS FH
P75 ) ODgsonm fEEE T . 24 rLP78 Gk 24 1000 ng/mL, IiE#iRE 800 £,
P/N {E# &, HIL R MS FHEIILE ODasonm fE/N T 1.0 (0.855), 1 24 L5 #iFE 600
f5iy, PINEE S, [FEASEI MS BH M ML ODasonm 164 1.084. #i1t, %4 1000 ng/mL
YE N rLP78 [ GE AT, 1 1 600 1 NIMiE RE MR (B 5-2D-F).

AS‘Uf —@—  rLP78 (5000 ng/ml) 30.5, @~ (LP78 (5000 ng/ml) C 10— LP78 (5000 ng/m)
~©~ L P78 (4000 ng/ml) O~ (LP78 (4000 ng/ml) e TLP78 (3000 ne/ml
—&—  rLP78 (3000 ng/ml) —&—  rLP78 (3000 ng/ml) s E‘wng E:li
—¥—  LP78 (2000 ng/ml) 0.4 —¥— (LP78 (2000 ng/ml) 8% o r'm(vuuulimh
——  (LP78 (1000 ng/ml) —#—  rLP78 (1000 ng/ml) —&— P78 (1000 ng/m)
2.0+ ) -
£ g 034 6
5 5 z
(o] S 02+ 4
1.0
0.14 24
W77 T 7 T 71 00— 71T 77 o771 T T T 7
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
Positive serum dilution Negative serum dilution Serum dilution
D} 0— —— LP78 (1000 ng/ml) EO 5 —@— 1LP78(1000 ng/ml) F 10+ _@— P78 (1000 "
-©—  (LP78 (200 ngml) & 1LP78 (200 ng/ml) - ‘Lm ‘200 "gn;j’”
—&—  LP78 (40 ng/ml) —&—  LP78 (40 ng/ml) el s E " “‘;%“1))
¥~ (LP78 (8 ng/ml) 0.4 ¥~ (LP78 (8 ng/ml) 81 % rip78 (8 ngmy
—— (P78 (1.6 ng/ml) —— (P78 (1.6 ng/ml) —— |_I'],;; “ (,5“" )
204 ' -
= £ 034 6
2 z z
o) =) ~
o 3 0.2 44
1.0
" ] m
L e e S N B B W71 7T T 71 e ) B B
100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
Positive serum dilution Negative serum dilution

Serum diluion
P 5-2 rLP78 IELISA it i (4w F22 AR AL 375 s B B2 0
Fig. 5-2 Determination of the optimal coating concentrations and dilutions of tested chicken serum in
rLP78 iELISA
AR D: AFEHKEE rLP78 B AT MS FH: LI 1) ODasonm s B A E: AS[EMKEE rLP78 £ A5l
MS BAPE L3 ) ODasonm 18 C Al F: AREISE rLP78 EL 4K I MS BH 44 ifi 375 A1 BH 4 1375 i PN 8.
5.3.2 EEFRIIAEIEEBVHE
rMSPB BHEBEbRiR, 4EFbs —PifE 20000 fEFRRENT, P/N fEim, & 10 20000
£ rMSPB iELISA B s il A E s rLP78 f sk Ebrtl, 4BFbr —HifF 10000 i
RS PEIRE, PIN {8 555, %63% 1 1 10000 14 rLP78 iELISA Fkr —Hiftfd F Ik E (& 5-3).
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MSPB rLP78

2.07 s Positive serum [~ 90 2.0 mmm Positive serum [~ 10
C— Negative serum [ Negative serum
== PN == P/N g
157 1.5
=40
g £ o
: ~ z -
5 1.0 = Q—r 1.0+ >
) ) L4
20
0.5 0.5+
-2
0.0- —0 0.0-= =0
10000 20000 30000 40000 50000 10000 20000 30000 40000 50000
Dilution of HRP-conjugated rabbit anti-chicken antibody Dilution of HRP-conjugated rabbit anti-chicken antibody

4 5-3 rMSPB iELISA Al rLP78 iELISA fiffhr — 301 FH K FE F T o2
Fig. 5-3 Determination of the optimal dilutions of secondary antibody used in rMSPB iELISA and rLP78
iELISA

5.3.3 ¥I|FHIHE

R 83 4y MS BIE LI, IMSPB iELISA ) S/P {7315 A 0.182, FrifE 224 0.099,
HIFR CEME+3 FaiE2E) A 0.479. rLP78 iELISA ) S/P -1 A 0.092, FrEzly
0.083, H|Ft CFIE+3 MnifEZE) N 0.341,

534 EHEREMIZX KM

rMSPB iELISA 1 rLP78 iELISA 4Bl NDV. AIV (H5). AIV (H7) AV (H9).
IBV. IBDV. ADV-4. Hpg 1 MG i, H ODasonm /N T 0.2, 52595 it FHE % 3470
X R (] 5-4),

0257 wmm MSPBIELISA
== rLP78iELISA

OD450|1m

04 A A
= O Cf‘\ O
< ) <

S8 S

€l 5-4 rMSPB iELISA 1 rLP78 iELISA 5 H & & Ji B 1 1775 1158 SO itk
Fig. 5-4 Cross-reactivity of rMSPB iELISA and rLP78 iELISA with other avian pathogens positive serum
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5.3.5 REE
rMSPB iELISA. rLP78 iELISA FIF Sk ELISA 71623 HIAS A [F) R B FE 1) MS
FHPEMLIE (HI 280 10 128D, Hosme (A A BE 22 43 )2 25600, 6400~12800 F1 25600
(Bl 5-5). rMSPB iELISA 1 R B[RS it ELISA (I & AH Y, 1 rLP78 iELISA 1)
REPUEH (MSPB AR ik ELISA 77 & 1Y REBEAR 2~4 5.

3.0 = [MSPBiELISA [ 120
- rLP78iELISA
2.5 - Commercial ELISA ~ 10.0
<
S o
_LTj 2.0 — 8.0 §
o0 (@]
~ A wn —
& 154 60 Z¢
% o 1.5 ) 3 ?_n
= 1.0+ La40 C
75 w
% >
O 5 N N T =20
00 T | — OO

QO O 0 & 0 O & & & &
O A W \bQ 499 bbp %%Q 5@ \qp
N 5
Serum dilution
5-5 rMSPB iELISA 1 rLP78 iELISA il MS [H 14 IfiL 755 1t 5 e A R i
Fig. 5-5 Determination of the largest dilution of chicken anti-M. synoviae antibodies serum by rMSPB
iELISA and rLP78 iELISA
VE:  “e” KR IMSPBIELISA ¥ 7 (0.479), “---” FIR rLP78IELISA HI (0.341), WigkHsk
XFREIE AL RS SIPAE; “—” Fonm b ilf & ATt (0.5), FERZEXT N A ALLR SIP 1H.

5.3.6 ALRZEFEE MS ik
5.3.6.1 #M A TR MS 3855
rMSPB iELISA. rLP78 iELISA FlF# it ELISA I &I T MS BRYS 55 7 HiS
HBH P, BHAE L1430 6/10. 4/10 A1 9/10, A5 25 10 H, Bk rMSPB A&l 9/10 4b,
FERWH IR 10/10 JyBHPE (3% 5-1 M1 5-6)
# 5-1 rMSPB iELISA 1 rLP78 iELISA farill A\ T/24% MS XS AN [F] s 1] £ [ 14 i 375 EL 471
Table 5-1 The positive rate of MS infected-chickens serum at different days post inoculum detected by
rMSPB iELISA and rLP78 iELISA

GG AR TR CED B BA A4 E A

WAREA . .
Positive rate at different days after challenge
Assays
0 3 7 10 14 21 28 42 60
rMSPB 0/10 0/10 6/10 9/10 10/10 9/10 10/10 10/10 10/10
rLP78 0/10 0/10 4/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10

Commercial ~ 0/10 0/10 9/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10 10/10
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257 Lo [MSPBIELISA F10.0
- rLP781ELISA

704 = Commercial ELISA 20
<
2B 60 &
= 3
- :
o~ A i | wa
5@ 1.0 40 £ ¢
: -
2 0.5 -2.0 4
—

0.0 0.0

0.5 Days post challenge L 50

5-6 rMSPB iELISA 1 rLP78 iELISA & il] A\ T./& %% MS Hifk
Fig. 5-6 Detection of antibody response in chickens after the inoculum of MS by rMSPB iELISA and
rLP78 iELISA
M “e” FRIR IMSPBIELISA HI 5t (0.479) ,  “---” IR rLPT8IELISA H|Ft (0.341) , WizkHkk
AL AR SIP B “—7 RN A IRAI & HI T (0.5) , FEES N N ARDR SIP A .
5.3.6.2 M ALRZ MS KIER B AIGIE
rMSPB iELISA. rLP78 iELISA A7 itk ELISA {5 &3 F MS KIGHE 1 %% Je 56
7 HASHIBEE, BHYEECEI 38 15, 1/5. 2/5, %A 14 H, 3R &kt ke
P (& 5-2 AIE 57,
# 5-2 rMSPB iELISA Al rLP78 iELISA A5l A\ T4 y% MS K ¥ i XS AN [5] i 8] F) BF 2 L 431
Table 5-2 The positive rate of chickens immunized with MS inactivated vaccine at different days detected
by rMSPB iELISA and rLP78 iELISA

G FANEI AL CHD AR E

Positive rate at different days after immunization
Assays
0 3 7 10 14 21 28 42 60
rMSPB 0/5 0/5 1/5 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5
rLP78 0/5 0/5 1/5 4/5 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5
Commercial 0/5 0/5 2/5 4/5 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5 5/5
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237 Lo MSPBIELISA r 100

—o— 1LP781ELISA

204 —# Commercial ELISA ® Lo
<
2 60 &
= =i
2 :
o~ & - @ g
R 4.0 35 g
= o3|
g - 2.0 E
= ’ >

0.0 H T T T T T T T 0.0

0 3 7 10 14 21 28 42 60
05- Days post immunization L 50

5-7 IMSPB iELISA # rLP78 iELISA Il 48 MS K i 11 XS [ fifk
Fig. 5-7 Detection of antibody response in chickens after the immunization of MS inactivated vaccine by
rMSPB iELISA and rLP78 iELISA
H: “e” RN IMSPBIELISA HIF (0.479) ,  “---” RN rLPT8ELISA HI5t (0.341) , WHizkh:
AL SIP B “—7 FRoRME a b IRAI & HI T (0.5) , FEES N ARDR SIP 1 .

5.3.7 lmAREEABRM

P A AL ELISA GGG I Y MS HTiAR BHPEROFRE 119 43, rMSPB IELISA £l 4 BH
PE 117 4y, BHPERTA 20N 98.3%, AT 2 4 FF i, RSA RIS RH M B Ak ELISA
AN EASI Ny MS BRI PERIRES 51 45, rMSPB iELISA Kl N BA T 44 43, BAMERF&
%K 86.3%, AFFEHT R, RSARCMICABATE 14, BT 6 4: rMSPB iELISA F1
fi Al ELISA RS ST 53N 94.7% (£ 5-3) &

P Al AL ELISA 7 S MS HUARBH M IFE 119 43, rLP78 iELISA Al 4 kH
PE 102 1, BHEERFA R A 85.7%, AFFE ) 17 0 FEdh, RSA KA FEYE 15 4y, FAME 2
frs F Ak ELISA RGRIE AR MS HUAR B 1 BRE & 51 43, rLP78 iELISA Faill Jy B 14
48 11, MIVERF &3 94.1%, AFFEH) 3 MFEM, RSA K NI rLP78 iELISA
FRE AL ELISA R B B fF & %N 88.2% (K 5-4)

#5-3 rIMSPB iELISA 5 i i ALELISATR ) & FIRSAT L5
Table 5-3 Comparision of rIMSPB iELISA with commercial ELISA kit and RSA

P& Ak ELISA 75 & RSA
FH M I 14 FH M R 14
) EE G 117 7 110 14
rMSPB iELISA " ) 24 6 40
&1t 119 51 116 54

63



PHAC AR R A1 28 3

#5-4 rLP78 iELISA 5 i it ALELISARRI G FAIRSA R L
Table 5-4 Comparision of rLP78 iELISA with commercial ELISA kit and RSA

P Ak ELISA R £ RSA
A4 [ P A 4 I 1
) FH 102 3 96 9
rLP78 iELISA Gl 17 48 20 45
it 119 51 116 54
5.4 1+71ig

MS EEL@ES Y LA APEHIRIEE DR . MS I EAERE, KA MS
AL 2 MS B E B it . R IV 2 SR IR RIS 70 MS ISy () 5 ER
B, [ S ol XS 37 4R A T A T L7 27 M A 4 MIS T b 0 B B it . SRR R
I AR B B fE (RS 60~90 H X BT M 2= I, o ELISA #%) &2 T
MS FLAR I I (Kleven 2008) . MS B 7B J A0 8 A 3 & 2 77 AR dERr R 1 45 5 91 5 MG
PO AR, (AR, MS ARSI 1)) & AR H A I AR 0 AR 2 4 A

FIFH MS EHBURAE N MR, W MSPB. LP78 45, [/ MS R4 ik 45 &
(Noormohammadi et al. 1999; F5* %£. 2020), H4X MSPB il LP78 #8 1] T MS Bk
R, B LA A 0 LR WARE . EAWTFE, K HI %A 10 128 1) MS B
1f7E, rMSPB FIR fb A G5 & ) s AR I R P 3k 1 2 25600, %% rLP78 R 2~4 f%. 7
Kl MS G I ER, rMSPB ELISA F1 rLP78 iELISA #)n] T /KL /558 7 HAGH, Ty
HRH R EE . GRS, B S ELISA BR77) S I A BA 1411 rMSPB iELISA
8 rLP78 iELISA Farilll A4 BH 14 FIFE i KR 14042 RSA faill A BH 4, HARZ RSA KN
FIME, HEIIA] Ae 5 2 i b & A KIBATFEE R B B A K. mianfik ELISA Gf &t
WA ISR 5 4 RSA BMAREYE, WRESHMI 775G 2. ELISA {55 & sl
Mg 19G Fifk, RSA Bk 1gG 4, tHATEEI IgM itk . rMSPB iELISA Faill ilfs K i [F]
P AR B BT AN 94.7%, =T rLP78 IELISA (88.2%), HAT A& ks ik 7]
7.

5.5 IhNgE

(LT rMSPB Al rLP78 1) 538 B4 v E I ¥ 7 8k PS8 AN AR O AR I FE 13047 1 0L 4k
Sy VS TR MS BRI $2 ELISA.

(2) rMSPB iELISA A1 rLP78 iELISA % 7% R4, rMSPB IELISA ()R B [F] i
AR B 2, B] rLP78 iELISA R, #PTH T MS BG4S i3 ks ill, rMSPB
IELISA Al il PR 37 5 7 i AR S R 2808 94.7%,  #¢ rLP78 iELISA &
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EXER

1 #9764 MS T2 4 5% J5ivE 2 1 (DnaK . enolase EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78 #1 NADH
oxidase) MJEZKLEMAR, FHEHAHKEHIIWIE MS ILKHKIE, B rMSPB 4, ¥JrI%h
B DF-1 41 )f 5 DF-1 40 AR A 45 4 .

2 il £ 1) 6 /™ B 4V R AT 28 T 35D B 5 30 AR YRR 4 B 4 98 8 27, e H B4 enolase
EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78 1 NADH oxidase 58 . & I B4 MS X 1) FEFNUE R I 45
i, A MS FIRFHEEE .

3 #% T Rl4 enolase. EF-Tu. MSPB. LP78 i &A% E kA&, HRaEE
[ 1] 8 FRY AN 28 ¥ RE 5 - XS R A TBORT 0 G e B 25, I AT ERFPAS AR MS R 3L, )% A%
RIF AANPURIRE A Y, AIEN MS ik i .

443 HEESL T rMSPB iELISA A rLP78 iELISA, %) B A B I KH: 7%, rMSPB iELISA
B rLP78IELISA R, IR AL ilFI & FT & 21k 94.7%, BA I K BORH & HE 77 .
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AR BIFT =

1ERE T 6 MS F & it H, b DnaK. EF-Tu #1 LP78 RJ{E MS Ji
RIMKIE I AT BB DF-1 41 .

2V T 6 A MS B A MR (1 M T 4 N A RALIE T S IR S B OR3P K
F, ATHTF MS BB IR

3 #1377 rMSPB iELISA F1 rLP78 iELISA il MS Fufk77v%:, Al ATl MS 2

VR S A
el
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BisR

# S Overlap PCR 4 384 H i3 K Bt FH iK1 51 17 51
Table S Primers used for overlap PCR amplification of the selected genes

Protein Primer
Gene names Sequence 5°-3’
names names
dnaK-1F ATGGCAAAAGAAATAGTATTAGG
GTTAACCATTTAACTATTTCGTTATCCCAATCA
Chaperone dnakK-1R
_ TCTC
protein MSH_01775
GAGATGATTGGGATAACGAAATAGTTAAATGG
DnaK dnaK-2F
TTAAC
dnak-2R  TTCTTCTACAACTGTAGCTACTTCTTCTTGG
eno-1F ATGTCAGCAATTAAAAAAATCC
eno-1R CACCTTTTCCACCAAACCAATTAG
eno-2F CTAATTGGTTTGGTGGAAAAGGTG
enolase MSH_00070
eno-2R AAATCCAGCCCAGTCGCTTT
eno-3F AAAGCGACTGGGCTGGATTT
eno-3R TTTTTTAAGATTGTAAAATGCGTC
Elongation ef-tu-F ATGGCAAAATTAGATTTTGAC
MSH_03475
factor Tu ef-tu-R TTTAACGATTTTTGTAACTG
mspb-1F CAAACTCCAGCACCTGCTC
_ mspb-1R GATTGAGCTGTCCATTTGAATGCTGG
Hemaggluti
i MSH_O01355 -2k CCAGCATTCAAATGGACAGCTCAATC
oon  TTTGAATTCTGATTTTTCTCTAGCTTTGGTCCA
mspn-
P TGCTCTAGGG
Ip78-1F GGAGATAAAACTGATGGTGGATCTG
Ip78-1R GTTATTAATTCTTTTCCATTCTTCAGGAG
Uncharacte |p78-2F CTCCTGAAGAATGGAAAAGAATTAATAAC
rized MSH_01690
orotein Ip78-2R CTTCTCCTTCGCTCCATGGAGCACCAAG
Ip78-3F CTTGGTGCTCCATGGAGCGAAGGAGAAG

Ip78-3R

ACCCCACAGTTCTTTAACTGCTTC
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#* S1 (4 Overlap PCR 414 H =X T FI #5170 5 51
Table S1 (continue) Primers used for overlap PCR amplification of the selected genes

Protein Primer
Gene names Sequence 5°-3’

names names
Ip78-4F GAAGCAGTTAAAGAACTGTGGGGT
Ip78-4R GATCTTCCCCAGTGTGATGTTGAAACA
Ip78-5F TGTTTCAACATCACACTGGGGAAGATC

Uncharacte Ip78-5R CATTTTTCCATTTTCCAGGAACA
rized MSH_01690

orotein Ip78-6F TGTTCCTGGAAAATGGAAAAATG
Ip78-6R GATAGAAGCCATTTTAGGAATAATCTTGTAG
Ip78-7F CTACAAGATTATTCCTAAAATGGCTTCTATC
Ip78-7R GTTGTTAGTAGCTCTAACGGTTGATACAA
nox-1F ATGGAAAACAATAAAATTATAG
nox-1R CCTCCAACCCAAACAGCAATACC
nox-2F GGTATTGCTGTTTGGGTTGGAGG

NADH nox-2R GAACTATAGGCCATGTTCCTCC

_ MSH_02670

oxidase nox-3F GGAGGAACATGGCCTATAGTTC
nox-3R CTTGTCCCCAAGAACCAAC
nox-4F GTTGGTTCTTGGGGACAAG

nox-4R

AGCTTTATATTTTAAACCAAGTG
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FEFMS
WXHE  RIE TSR
ADV Adenovirus BB
AlV Avian influenza virus B
bp Base pair E90)
BSA Bovine serum albumin A= 1fiE H R E
Ccu Colour change unit SN G R VAV S
DMEM Dulbecco's modified eagle medium K K Eagle 15373
EAA Eggshell apex abnormalities o 7 T S
EF-Tu Elongation factor Tu B AEAR R
ELISA Enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay AR EEK G 922 TR B
HI Hemagglutination inhibition iR RS
Hpg Haemophilus paragallinarum I XS W A B
HRP Horseradish peroxidase B 2 A Y
HSP70 Heat shock protein 70 PR ERE 70
IBV Infectious bronchitis virus BV SRS R B
IFN-y Interferon-y Y FHER
IL-4 Interleukin-4 HA R4
IPTG Isopropyl p-D-Thiogalactoside SN - B -D-BA P FLRE
kDa Kilo-dalton TIE /R
MG Mycoplasma gallisepticum X85 3 SRR
MHC Major histocompability complex FEAL B MR
MS Mycoplasma synoviae MEMIE S ATEIN
NDV Newcastle disease virus B I
oD Optical density TR
PBS Phosphate-buffered saline TR #h 22 rh il
PCR Polymerase chain reaction RAE MR
gPCR Real-time quantitative PCR SEIN 925 B PCR
RSA Rapid serum agglutination R 11775 B AR 150
TMB 3,3',5,5'-Tetramethylbenzidine 3,3',5,5'"- VY H B B oK i
VIhA Variable lipoprotein haemagglutinin GRS S P AR S|
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