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BH LRI WK A E A

RERK' FHAC EAXL F O
FEF BHE EEn

(1. INARIBABERBRER H%
2. MEMABERKER MWE  264000; 3. KK A

266000;
210000)

FE AR AT L (Yellow head virus, YHV) B 3E 45 2 &4 N 2 571, %45 5 th 4 R AR
4t (Padlock probe, PLP)., 40l #£ 4t X 5|4, # 3L YHV # 4 & 314 3 (Hyper-branched rolling circle
amplification, HRCA)# MR 25, R4 L% %R, YHV HRCA #R 45 a6 400 09 S (KA AR B
10" # J1, /& RT-PCR &% 07 100 1, 45 0 5230 45 ok 01, Z0RAK Bk 454 3 %t YHV #4740
Mo FVEZAM R T 80 MR HARIATHM, HEHMNERE %M RT-PCR Hthix, %
R B, YHV HRCA # Ml R 45 R 8% 77 @ it T % #L RT-PCR 7 %, HHBIEFHE. £FRXRANS .

ES7 40

thESRE S9454  SCEAERIDAD A

3L (Yellow head disease, YHD)&E H # kR 5
(Yellow head virus, YHV)5 | A —Fh X UNEERG , %06
5%FHF FH BEE(White spot syndrome virus, WSSV) ., Bkfir
ZE41F(Taura syndrome virus, TSV)JF-F5 A5 i i H
TR FEFO A = K% FE(OIE, 2015), #kiKEEE T
B SRE B SR 75 (Yellow head complex of viruses) [A]

I A, & 306 AU ME— %% B (Lightner, 1996), MFAIE
BE RNA 5, FE1E0R, XTUFHURILYS 3-5 d AT
74K (OIE, 2015), 15t 3% T4 41 2 (International
Epizootic Office, OIE)R #5351 Jy /il i 79 1% I
R , T AR A B B Sk 81 R K AR S 2k
BEW o OIE /KA e 12 W FHH(OIE, 2015)iAH,
TEMRA: TG I 4k 8 b FH T YHD 00 . 2 W F i
BT AW EAUA PCR Jrik(RT-PCR 2
RT-PCR) SR T, H X P 7 ik e 5 e
DR E S IR AR B, e 2 B B A R A 2
MIEAVEN L, K PR IR T4 R i e s,
AN HETH A2 B 7 P SRS I 1) 75 2

4y R YT 18 (Hyper-branched rolling circle
amplification, HRCA)$% R J& Lizardi 55(1998)7E £k

R S % 5 M ORI A SR BRI
EHE  2095-9869(2016)05-0100-08

AP B FE Rl T SRR B, O AT B T
A9 81 R £F (Padlock probe, PLP)(Nilsson et al, 1994)
Ko 1@ 51, 38 51 ] R R e O 5 81t
PREF RN - HESS G, 2 DNA REMAETEH
RIEVERIES, SCBUH U EE 9 HRCA, ¥ IGR0R &,
76 1 h NP HERERATAF] 10° #4501 (Prins et al, 2008;
Zhou et al, 2004), M7 SEI R IE 5 1Rk BT
HEEURYE . FESME, HRCA AR IR 4R 0 T8 4%
R 2 S PERFSE (Pickering et al, 2002; Cheng et al,
2008). 4 )55 4 (Christian et al, 2001). DNA
F K (Nallur et al, 2001; Prins et al, 2008)F1 5yt
Kz (Zhou et al, 2004)55 77 10 . HRCA il ik 40H;
AIEFE HRCA Kol He AR M 3ERE B3 T — 1 EWER
Fric BRI ES , MK HRCA AR 540 Ak
RAAZGES, T SZELXT HRCA #0245 500 o0 . 7]
PRAL AL EE

AT B ERSE YAV REASF R RITY, &
MRS B U 151, @it i HRCA &A%,
PR . HERA Y B SR HRCA Rl R IR R,
FEAEMELRE 4145 YHV HRCA R4t 7] 22 R %t

* EZ P BRI (2012BAK11B04) A E Z A SR BRI H (2015TK 195) 3L [ % Bl o # F 4% , E-mail: ran-007@163.com

WA B #: 2015-09-16, Wef&sthkds H#1: 2015-11-11
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THREMEA

1 HRE5HE
1.1 #ZEESRIE

YHV FHH TR WSSV, TSV, &
Yek iR K3 g B YR S8R 7 (Infectious hypodermal
and hematopoietic necrosis virus, IHHNV)#J 5 1L R H
B 3046 158 JR B AR T S = RAERE AR

12 FEZiXH

121 7 LA A ARSI B R T 519 R
¥ Invitrogen A RSB MR B T BEER
(NTP). ExTag DNA RARHHEW . Triton X-100, T,
DNA #HEFEMF(S 10xZE 0h#) . one-step RT-PCR iz
& . DL2000 73 FHric ¥4 | TaKaRa 23] ; Bst DNA
RE® KA B(F 10xZE )W 1 New England
Biolabs /A ], Qiagen ‘R 5k HE 45 B 7 & 8 T
Qiagen /A ] ; HAR 1 % L W i (Horse radish peroxidase,
HRP), DY LI I (Tetramethylbenzidine, TMB)It
A FA T A TR AR RS A RAH

122 53 E B b 69 K A AF P 0.4 mol/L
NaOH A, 25 mmol/L Z V4 Z. B2 (EDTA)A T ;
FASHMW . DFPETRENZZ PR (SSC), 0.1% T %t
FERR RN AR (SDS); PR : 0.5%SSC. 0.1% SDS;
ZEOh A BERRERZZ v (PBS). 137 mmol/L NaCl
%W . 2.7 mmol/L KCI % . 1.4 mmol/L KH,PO, ¥
W . 4.3 mmol/L Na,HPO, X . M FR43%4K 0.3% Triton
X-100 i#7%, pH=7.4; ZZh¥ B: Z i A. 1 mol/L
PREVEW . 1 /100 ml Bi R R ; Z2ohil C:
100 mmol/L ¥ fR4EH, pH=5.0,

1.3 EEAHE

131 HXIEA A hehast R YHV RS54
FHH N LK 751 (GenBank Access No. F1848674)1% 11
AR E W R R A (R 1 B KRS
BEFR ), 0 sy ) R S U P 91 5 SRR B AR 45 B I

s 3 AR
4k ‘——7
Stsss |

PLP N

PLP

B ANAL, T R S TR 8 TR A S S 4N
pNAK1 Jiokr i) — BO R P 91 (3% 1 B NS
BEFP A, 7% 28000 1P 5 AR 6 4 S R 3 3 i 47 3 2
ek, PIRE BRI S & A 1.

YHV [ RT-PCR FEF9 851 9%~ eS| 9
YNSIF FI R W5 4 YNSIR, H S RIS 1 0t i
514 YHV-F FI'Fii#514 YHV-R, WF1, WF2 h&4:
YIbRiC AR TS 19, AIERER P 51 A Bl R 2
AR S A G SR AN LS & B X, &P AL
Fz1,

132 ARERGH & 15149 YNSIF/YNSIR X%}
YHV JEHZH RNA #6417 RT-PCR 78, 4 1= 44
1.5% (M/V)IEBEBEEE vk o B3 )5, H I 3 2547
Qiagen PR BE I HE BUR ) G tifh , IR 1% 3 00 5
/) pGEM-T R4 (H M 4%, 2011l & EmA kL, %
R GFF B EAT se bR 5 . R T7 (ROMNE S &
etz E AR, IR K RNA RRERHEY I,

iz OD A, T DU, BEERGRIGE AR
1.3.3 A XIRAT & B R0 &4 e R4k I R
WRERIRAE . B 4 AR BRI B SRR R
1 umol/L. 100 nmol/L, 10 nmol/L. 1 nmol/L, {4
Z AR AFET 1 pl, T, DNA GERERE 1 U/ul, 10xT, DNA
HEIEREDE R 1 pl, 10° 45 D1/l AR RNA 2 ul, JinZ:
BT K E RN SEFL 10 plo &R : 94°C 5 min

®1 SIMEFIRS

Tab.l Primers and probe sequences

£ 7% Name J¥%1 Sequence (5-3")
YNSIF TGAACCGCCGTACACGCATCGCAAC
YNSIR TTATGATTGTGTTTCCATGGGTTCG
YHV-F TACACGCATCGCAACTCC
YHV-R TGAACGCTTTGGCAGAAT
PLP TTGAGGAATCTCGATGAGCCtggactgctga
atccgttagccagcagecgcectcgacgaattt
ctgccattcatccecttattatcacttattcaggegtagcaccag
CGCGTTCGACTGCGAAGGA
YHYV Probe TTTTTTTTCCTCAATCCCTTCGCAGTCG
WF1 BAS-CTGGTGCTACGCCTGAATAAGTG
A
WEF2 BAS-GCTGAATCCGTTAGCCAGCAG
PLPFI/MHAR AR S
T4 DNAE%E@ ﬁ
\ /
\\\/
PLP

B B 58T A (X E 78 48, 2007; Tsui et al, 2010)
Fig.1 The connection of PLP and target
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Jr G B UK E, 2 min J50 T, DNA ##8, 37C
%R 1 h, i) 65C 10 min & FERE N,
e A B A 0] A 0 2« 2 R R s I A 2R R s i
M, FERAEIREIMRBE AT, 37 C R 4liEE 10,
20, 30, 40, 50, 60 min LB e dd: 14 3% 5 1 s 1]
1.3.4 HRCA B R £ A8 4kAk HRCA VAR
dNTPs 0.4 mmol/L, WF1 0.4 pmol/L, WF2 0.4 umol/L,
Tris-HCI (pH=8.8) 20 mmol/L, KCI 10 mmol/L, MgSO,
6.5 mmol/L, (NH4),SO; 10 mmol/L, 0.1% Triton
X-100, 2 pl EREP=4) 5 8 U Bst DNA A B K A B,
i dH,O it e iR R BARFR R 25 pl, 61°Corold 1
10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80 min, LLHfE fefd
PHARtE], 95°C 10 min £k . OV =M 235G
WHEEE DK RTI , #5454 BRI, WIFRR ik i
YHV FHH:, 2z M.
1.35 3K 4% 89 4] & A A 3l K IERE
517 wl MR EE FIRAT S min, BUS wl S TREREF
BRZE L, FIRTHRET, OO STHEEZH
2-3 K, BASMEE 3 TATRIE, UVORTE T K
254 nm, 5B EE 60—120 mJ/cm?) RS DNA EE7EME |
3TCHMT, HBIEYIHFI(S 2/100 mEF] 1.5h, .
R A% a0 R AR AT - B4R A 5 ml
TR 24 22 2 il 5835 - IR G, 60°C il
W2 hy B R 50 ml BHER T, 60°CRED
15 min; BOHIALE, KR TNAZW® A F, A
1 : 2000 Fi B9 HRP-FRiCEERE A Z, [N 10 min;
R 2 B 1, IR W S min; {405
BEZWHE CH, ERTRHS min; A TMB &
8 1-20 min, 17 J5 28 1k ROV IF ISR EE R o X 40k I 45
R R A Gelpro KIG 4 M A4 47 dot (E 44T -
136 # XK FIEL X HE S B
YHV. TSV, IHHNV 1 WSSV B#mR, I s
WHRAC A 56T 4 s B FEA AN, S03F HRy S . X
FRuEsh 100107 $2 U1/ul e 58 0 3 AR A% R 43 Sl V6 A A
M, #EATHEAERY GO, PR g, BaE
KA Gelpro EUG A BT 42647 dot 4347, K il 4R 1Y)
RIE o Bz k40 R #5555 A RT-PCR J7 ik i
7%, H#L RT-PCR K H one-step RT-PCR 5| &
(TaKaRa), KN4 $380h 25 pl AR, 1
% 10 mmol/L 5|4 YHV-F \YHV-R % 1 pul, PrimeScript
1 Step Enzyme Mix 1 ul, 2x1 step buffer 12.5 ul, dH,0
7.5 ul, YHV JRFEFERZH RNA 2 pl, 52 50°C 30 min
Ji, 94°C 1 min, 58°CiB:k 30 s, 72°C&)i 2 min, J%
N30 AMER, i 72°CHEM 10 min, §HEFEYL
2% (MY V) B W B JiE HL DK 25

1.3.7 R AA N Tk Y 5 F B A A 2 S B
YHV #7332 AR 40T 80 HE YR A Y IRREA HEF T4
I (#c B SR 3 TR A FPIR R B gl A T B B0, Hrb, ThE
X} BFFEAS (Fenneropenaeus chinensis) 30 Lk . BE57 %
I} (Penaeus monodon) 16 it ¥k . JL 44 i X} AR
(Litopenaeus vannamei) 4 LU, 2 [ 5 # g oF 11 BEY
XFUR . FLANEEXTERIE 20 bk, WRKHEHE CBETY X
HF . B JREF(Penaeus merguiensis)tt: 10 #tik ., ¥
HRCA I8 R I 45 28 5 % B RT-PCR J7 ik B 45 2R %)
o, HAE 2 AR 5 ik e

2 HEREHW
21 BESREIRENBTE

T IR 1.3.3 JIr ik i gl PR B 3% 32 By A4 % F 5%
fF, Horfr, RE 4 DR AR VR A T I
N, R 1 hJE, PL1.3.4 iRk R i1 T HRCA U o
R R R, BiECHREN M EE =100 nmol/L i}, HRCA 2
L7 ) L UK 5 SR A S B AT LT I T D I ik
JEY A SO , 1 1k B R S PR VR B (8 2)

bp

2000

1000

750
500

250

K2 YHV St aiCmet kB now &
Fig.2 Optimization of the PLP concentration for YHV

M: DL2000 43 FFric Molecular Marker; 1: 10 umol/L;
2: 100 nmol/L; 3: 1 nmol/L; 4: 10 pmol/L

2.2 PiElIREHE R E BT E

FielR 1.3.3 i i 9l SR 3% 12 S A4 3R R 4%
PF, BEAT B O DA A8 B R e i ), BT 1Y
WA 100 nmol/L, I 6 4 N ], v
s, DL 1.3.4 iRk R 1T HRCA v, 2553
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IR, YA E AT ] =30 min B, HRCA R =)
B YK 245 SR 2R A PR 3T EL 5 OB T 9 , A R e A 3 e
[a]>% 30 min(/& 3).

M 6 5 4 3 2 1

bp

2000

1000

750
500

250
100

B3 B QR foe i 2 2 N 1) f9 1
Fig.3 Optimization of the PLP connection time for YHV

M: DL2000 7> F#5ict Molecular Marker; 1-5: 10, 20, 30,
40, 50, and 60 min respectively

23 HRCA BiRMEZFHHIFHE

M E N 10° copies/pl . B EREN R BN
100 nmol/L B, B HREF %42 30 min, 61°CH&MFT,
16 8 A S B IA] 784 HRCA, =448 L ik %€
(] =30 min B}, 2570 5% BEAH S HL3E 0T UL (& 4),
HI, 5% 30 min & HRCA B 52 W it ]

bp

2000

1000
750
500
250
100

K4 HRCA b &A1 mafif
Fig.4 The optimization of reaction conditions of HRCA

M: DL2000 4> F#5ic Molecular Marker; 1-8: time of the
HRCA 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70, 80 min respectively
24 HFRMEWIE

YHV HRCA iR 40HE: S G 45 51 ok, 1848
T YHV AR, - H-5 HA 3 B 55 68 L,
VEIAAS 7 VBRI AIE YHV W5 28 R SR I (B 5).

Neg 1 2 3 4

Fl5S  YHV HRCA IR 4CHY 4SS PG T
Fig.5 The specificity test for YHV HRCA test strip

1-4: IHHNV, YHYV, TSV, and WSSV respectively;
Neg: BHMEX]EE Negative control

25 RBPEWIE

T8 Ao XA 0 3 4 BRE D 2 AR A I BRE S 1Y 43
Bragih, MFEAMREE ] 10 copies/ul B, X40fhn] s
5 BT A B B 25 R 0 A BE S, i RT-PCR J7
D ZE RN TCI B 347 s YFEARMREE N 1 copy/ul
B, AR R TR AT DA 55 A A ke, (H 55 PR X I 22 S
AR, R MBS ARG 2), THE
FBAYE . TR, ARSI T ik i) RAUE A 10 copies/ul,
1M A RT-PCR J5 A BR 24 1000 copies/pl,
HRCA {405 L # B PCR k& 2 MU H(E 6).

F2 KGN YHV B EZBREARE SRR
Tab.2 The dot value of HRCA test strip for YHV

PR

i H Item Concentration of template (Copies/pl)
10° 10 10° 10> 10" 10° Neg
o b
Neg JLnifit 107.33 76.34 42.19 26.42 7.97 0.62 0.59
Dot value
5 4 3 2 1 0 Neg

M54 3 2 1 0 Neg
bp
2000

1000 |
750 W)
500 |8

250
100 Ko

®)

6 YHV HRCA 4% 72 HUE ik
Fig.6 The sensitivity test for the HRCA test strip

(a)HRCA FH4E; (b)H #L RT-PCR; M: DL2000; 0-5
BRI R BE AR VR A 10°-10° copies/ul
(a) HRCA test strip for YHV; (b) Agarose gel electrophoresis
of RT-PCR; M: DL 2000; 0-5: 10°~10° copies/pl

2.6 SZBRM A
S A X 2014 45 [ Py 5 ik 1T 80 4 YR REAR (1Y
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YHV K3, 45558, 50 Lk E R EREEA F HRCA
45 RT-PCR #illlgs S —3%, ¥ YHV FAYE; 30
eyt R 2 #HEE YHV B, FHMEREAS b
HECTBETTXFHR , HRCA 40 45 S 5 RT-PCR 4%

—3, W3 3, AP 1 H#K YHV RT-PCR FHPERE 5
PRI HE 4507 K559, ANReHEATINFHAUE, ) 1 4 YHV
PHM: RT-PCR 25 5 2 7 iff iiE o i

3 it

AWFR S T REE R . FEFEGN YHV
HRCA 40K )73 , HRCA 44 Sk 2 i Al 3 4T
Wi RS | PRSP T B BT U e 1Y), %7 1 B S HF
St H R B IR)IF IS & T HRCA 2
TEVR Y 38 0y LAt Lt — 2D AT X5 | W) 22 43 94
MR R B T34 80%, NIk, AT DASEE0 e i ] oy
XRS5 BB RO, IR & 1 A I R s, i
XA SIS HE ST 1 YHV HRCA RACR s . bk
ST, AR NoR, Ok R AT LGAE] 10 M
DU, WTRAHE 2 YHV 5 BRI A ZEoK o FE 4 5 S0 50
., ABFSEEER OIE %A WSSV, TSV, IHHNV
WRASEHE , 3K 3 IR 280 25t 2 TR I [ 50 Sl W 4 1)
FEARIRE, ARG REN, 3 MfES YHV
Rz 7y 3k 34 e A8 X o

XFF HRCA Fik, SRt 2 0E %,
WA e S U R B e e T R A R S, IS RSE
VB BH P i 7= A= B U A ¢, B CER BT 20T -5 A A 1
ghAy . I H IR A FOREE R, MR AR
WA, 2 BRI s Y B R A O AR
MAFFE IR R T e i 42, W= AR AR PR, BrlL, 4
KA RS 5 H W IR )T 9 1E 00 B2 0L g 1 R 45
B R (FLACKT 55, 2011, BT, B4R B s
A B3 K JE 2R 140 nt (Antson et al, 2000), i AHF5T
VK EE 127 nt (F188 nt AYIEHETF 51 139 nt i 7
U UM F AN R), —HKEZE., B AMRE
B, HRCA X 8iaCHREr S R TG M Fe e e 2ok,
3 AR v 5 H B AZ R P 51 5¢ 4 H b (Szemes et al,
2005), AHFFE AT A9 SRR ET A S A i 5 3 K Sty
DNA & i (Tm)—3%, B & 99 o o] LA RN 5
BEAREE A, BA Bk, AR T4 R fE 6 %
B AR A A RO BEYE Bl — 4 pmol/L-1 pumol/L
(Lizardi et al, 1998; #4245, 2008; Thomas et al, 1999;
Szemes et al, 2005; Tong et al, 2007), ASHF5T i 37 1041
R @S W B 100 nmol/L, I T3k /- B 19 i =X
PREF 38 T W 454, A SOkl B2 R AR

(Szemes et al, 2005), X fig /& TAJKE Bst DNA
REM KRR BER TP 58m T8 7 e 1
ML, A A2 iRk (Szemes et al, 2005; Tong et al,
2007; APRPAEE, 2010)R FIAZFRIMITG IV XA PR 1L 1)
AR ET AT AL ], (R 5% 28 A3 SR VR R 10
UE, RS HETF AR 2Z A K, Hixhkha kK
FER R FTE], BRI, AW R 2%

A FE BT 0 0 AT 2 vh A O R S P AR S T
1) 1A T ) A 4 DX A R, BE R XSk B — B
pNAK1 ORI YRR 51, %8 42 IX I B A a2
LTI R A6 FE AT RS I i, L R I i ) S
PR P, BRI AR 1 @ S, SeBxt 2 Fh
JE IR G TR BE ARG I (X 7 AR 4, 2007), MR SR 20k 70
T HRCA A6 04 (1) 2 7 B85 T JE A

X T HEA HRCA WSV, 07 it BE & FH T4 DNA
T FI Bst DNA RA B E , 33X 2 i3y Sk fH i s
N, 5Lk Taq gk a0 GRS 0 XA EE, R
o B O O AV BN I oy 2 AT S A e G I S
VAL CZIEAE, 2013), T T4 DNA #EH:EFAI Bst
DNA RBAEY MR AL B, T, DNA &3 MA HAs
FER IR AR RV IR, PR, X TR A I S 1V 2 )
PR AXT LA 24, 17 Bst DNA 5845 Y 52 o7 Tt B8 7
B, H, 61-65CHYREE X [ AT REZ M5 Y5
LR ET U455 (Tsui et al, 2010), ASBF5T 45 5101,
Bst DNA RA&BHAE 3 AR ERE(61°C. 63°C .
65°C) N =¥ o 2= 5, T, B 61°C ik
i HRCA W iR FE .

HRCA K40 0E7E HRCA S HyHEal |, %
ARSI ET , ARSI AT 5 SRR e B AN R
FEpER SR 5 BB HRCA FPEIAHZE A, XFERIE
T HRCA 40Uk 7 ke s, maRHAEYR
FRICHYE 519, KRG8 SR k4T T T A fR AL B
HRCA R ACE R HRCA ik R . s
SEMERG LR T, SCELT RIS SR A B A, 3SR K
A Bl 1R EE TRDAS N

H L RT-PCR AR 2 /K A= Shp e YHV A6l
(AR 1, 1T T R T SRR X Sk R S 5 |
AT HN 3G, P 190 [ P9 AT BE A AE OC B T R AR
(Wang et al, 2005), I, £ OIE /KL 3o s W
FHH(OIE, 2015), F&fif) RT-PCR S A REAE J 3%
W2 AREE, DTS RN e EE A, KORAE
K TR, JEEG I TR A . 5% M RT-PCR
Ko 5 e A G, YHV HRCA AR 42 A 4 5
RO A D 6 22 R AR TR ARG Iy 32 (R A S, X — el
FUFE NG | PCR 5 Bk AR ET SR 245 & i 12,



SRR ] B EARAE: A SRR R A0S % R 2 3K 95 7 105
#* 3 BEMAENERENER
Tab.3 The test results of the 80 YHV samples by two methods
i ; , A i ; ; A
No. >k Source & Species HRCA RT-PCR No, >k Source fh3 Species HRCA RT-PCR
1 WA Yantai rESTEF F chinensis - - 41 #%# Fujian FLANEEXTIF L. vannamei — -
2 A Yantai HEXTER F. chinensis  — - 42 #%# Fujian FUANTESTEF L. vannamel — -
3 MAH Yantai P EXTEE F. chinensis  — — 43 F&# Fujian FLATERTUR L. vannamei - -
4 JHE Yantai o E 4T F. chinensis  — - 44 F# Fujian FLANTEXTEE L. vannamel  — -
5 JH{ Yantai HEXTER F. chinensis  — - 45 #&# Fujian BE5 % F P. monodon - -
6 M4 Yantai R EXTEE F. chinensis  — — 46 FE# Fujian BET XU P. monodon - -
7 4% Yantai o E 4T F. chinensis  — - 47 F4# Fujian BEAT T P. monodon - -
8 MHE Yantai HE YR F. chinensis  — - 48 %k Fujian BT XHF P. monodon - -
9 fH% Yantai HE TR F. chinensis  — - 49 i # Fujian BEFEXTHF P. monodon - -
10 4H& Yantai o E 4T F. chinensis  — - 50 FE# Fujian BEAT T P. monodon - -
11 4H{5 Yantai rREXTER F. chinensis  — - 51 Z&[E Thailand FLAEERTUR L. vannamei - -
12 {3 Yantai HEXTIF F chinenss - - 52 Zg[# Thailand JLANEERTER L. vannamel — -
13 Jl5 Yantai HEXTER F chinensis - 53 Z&[H Thailand JLANIEXTIR L. vannamei  — -
14 4H{5 Yantai rREXTER F. chinensis  — - 54 Z&[E Thailand FLAEERTUR L. vannamei - -
15 {3 Yantai HEXTER F chinensis — - 55 #%[H Thailand JLANEEXTER L. vannamei — -
16 4H% Yantai HEXTER F chinensis - 56 Z&[H Thailand JLANIEXTIR L. vannamei  — -
17 4H{5 Yantai rRPEXTER F. chinensis  — - 57 Z&[H Thailand FLAEERTUR L. vannamei - -
18 MH{3 Yantai HEXTER F chinensis - - 58 #%[H Thailand JLANEEXTER L. vannamei — -
19 4H% Yantai HEXTER F chinensis - 59 Z&[H Thailand JLANIEXTIR L. vannamei — -
20 4Hf5 Yantai rREXTER F. chinensis  — - 60 Z&[E Thailand FLYHEEXTER L. vannamei  — -
21 B Weihai HEXTER F. chinensis  — - 61 #iE Vietnam FLNTESTEF L. vannamel — -
22 B Weihai R EXTEE F. chinensis  — — 62 #iF§ Vietnam FLAEERTUR L. vannamel - -
23 i Weihai rREXTER F. chinensis  — - 63 P4 Vietnam FLYHEEXTER L. vannamei  — -
24 B Weihai FEXTUF F chinenss  — - 64 #iF§ Vietnam FLAESTUR L. vannamel — -
25 @i Weihai R EXTEE F. chinensis  — — 65 #iF§ Vietnam FLATERTUR L. vannamel - -
26 B4 Weihai rFE XTI F. chinensis  — - 66 F§ Vietnam BEFT XU P. monodon - -
27 B Weihai HEXTER F chinensis  — - 67 i Vietnam BE AT P.monodon  42.44 4+
28 i Weihai HEXTEF F chinenss - - 68 iR Vietnam BE TR P.monodon  64.85  +
29 i Weihai FREXTER F. chinensis  — - 69 iR Vietnam FEFTXTHF P. monodon - -
30 B Weihai HEXTER F chinensis  — - 70 #iE Vietnam BEF IR P. monodon - -
31 J7M Guangzhou FET7XIEF P.monodon - — 71 MKFW Australia  FET5XHF P. monodon - -
32 "M Guangzhou BKEFFXFEF P.monodon - - 72 WKF Australia  HEFTXFEF P. monodon - -
33 J7JH Guangzhou FET5XJHF P.monodon - - 73 KFI Australia  HEFTXTEF P. monodon - -
34 J7M Guangzhou FETXIEF P.monodon - — 74 MKFW Australia  FET57XHF P. monodon - -
35 J7M Guangzhou BKEFFXTEF P.monodon - - 75 WKFIT Australia ﬁﬁﬂﬂ‘ #F P. monodon - -
36 J M Guangzhou FETIXIHF P.monodon - - 76 WKF Australia 2575 /REF P. merguiensis -
37 J7M Guangzhou FETTXIEF P.monodon - - 77 K. Australia BT /KU P. merguiensis - -
38 J7JM Guangzhou ¥ET7XIHF P.monodon - - 78 AFI Australia FBH/REF P. merguiensis  — -
39 M Guangzhou FETIXIHF P.monodon - - 79 MWKFW Australia 2575 /REF P. merguiensis -
40 7 Guangzhou BEITXIHF P.monodon - - 80 MAH|W Australia HB7/RIF P. merguiensis  — -
+r PHAE - BIPE * S5 FHTE

+: positive; — negative; *: weak positive
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The Detection of Yellow Head Virus by Hyper-Branched
Rolling Circle Amplification Test Strip

ZHAO Yuran'”, YIN Weili?, TAN Leyi', LI Nuo®, YUE Zhigin', FANG Baohai', WANG Gongpu'

(1. Shandong Entry-Exit Inspection and Quarantine Bureau, Qingdao 266000,
2. Yantai Entry-Exit Inspection and Quarantine Bureau, Yantai  264000; 3. Southeast University, Nanjing 210000)

Abstract In this study we aimed to develop an economical, visual-friendly, and portable test to detect
yellow head virus (YHV) in field. Based on sequence of nonstructural protein N of YHYV, a padlock probe
(PLP), detection probe, and universal primers were designed. Subsequently the hyper-branched rolling
circle amplification (HRCA) assay and the corresponding test strip were developed. The reaction time and
temperature were optimized. Padlock probes were linked to the target sequence by T, DNA ligase at 37°C
for 30 min, and reacted by Bst DNA polymerase large fragments at 61°C for 30 min. The test strip was
then made using the detection probe. The serials diluted reference materials were used to examine the
sensitivity of the YHV HRCA test strip, and the result was compared with that of the conventional reverse
transcription polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR). Three primary shrimp viruses including white spot
syndrome virus, infectious hypodermal and hematopoietic necrosis virus, and taura syndrome virus were
used for the specificity test of the YHV HRCA test strip. Furthermore, the efficiency of the test strip was
verified with 80 patches of 4 shrimp species collected in China and abroad, and the results were also
compared with RT-PCR. The test results showed that the detection limit of the HRCA test strip was close
to 10 copies/ul, which was 100-fold higher than RT-PCR. It was also shown that the test strip had a
satisfying specificity for YHV, and there were no cross-reaction with white spot syndrome virus,
infectious hypodermal and hematopoietic necrosis virus, or taura syndrome virus. The overall YHV test
results using the HRCA test strip were identical with RT-PCR, but the former was more convenient,
sensitive, and easier to interpret in the field.

Key words Yellow head virus; HRCA; Padlock probe; Test strip
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