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(1. P EZKFRBEA R B WK = T RO R R ERE K FERIR E IR A LS B SR A SRR S E R L
BB S EY - I RO E UK FE 2660712, FEEERERAKTES 4R BB 201306)

HE £ F 48 4T 35 [ %% B A% % (movement disorder nodavirus, MDNV) £ RNA & #1 # RNA
% 48 (RARp) 2t K % 1+ B AZ A 8 5] 4 Fnd5 41, UA-&H MDNV 223 F 8 pMD18-MDNV Jf 7 2 RNA
FrvE S A, IR R R AR AR T, BT MDNV # TagMan RT-PCR #3077 %, E 1t
J& B9 RRL 4 4 20.0 pL TaqMan RT-PCR K RL & TR 7 # 4,4 11.0 uL — 2% 3% RT-PCR % # 7, 0.8 uL
B 386 47 .0.3 pmol/L IE 1] 5] 47 .0.3 pmol/L X 1] 5| 477 .0.4 pmol/L ¥4t . 1.0 L A= AR A1 5.2 pL RNA-free
H,O; G 8 KA F: 54.5°C 15min, 95°C 1 min; 45 MAAEFT H(95C 10s, 60.3°C 30s).
AHF 5 BT 3 ST 8 7 ik B SL AT MDNV By 8 AR, 78 1.4x10"°~1.4x10" copies/uL 47 i 4 vk
CEN, REERKEAKES KB RIEERFHEER R T ERIKTAN 55510 # 1
) RNA A7 & 2 1.4x10" 3% JL 6 pMD18-MDNV A7 Ji ok, oM BAE TR, a0l 7 =4 W G
A e C B R 5 R R (CV)2 BN 1.27%F0 1.83%, B HRFWEEEMAE K, A% T =
Xt 2019 % B REH 24 AR IATRIM A I, JL4HE X (Litopenaeus vannamel) f MDNV ¢y
TP A 2R 23.5% (16/68), BT 7% 2 51 ) MDNV TaqMan RT-PCR 77 3= BL A 45 5 M | it fn 7 4
SAEE, TR AHIFRFE L P MDNV iy ® M. AN S W DR B 4 4R R
KR FRFAX AR5 AT 3 % 65 2 WA % (MDNV); TagMan RT-PCR; & &; I 77 %
FESES S917  XEARIRES A XEHRS  2095-9869(2021)05-0077-09

I 10 3, T FEFIZR 5 V.33 580 IR o3 5k H B 11 (Enterocytozoon hepatopenaei, EHP)%:(Tourtip et al,

T 2R KRR TAT G E , s MR IRSE  2009; FAO, 2013; Aranguren et al, 2017; Zhang et al,
FiulE (Vibrio causing APHND, Vaupnp). FEEFHIAF 20140 2017)0 Horf, Vieny EZEH FR5 50 L

Ji 7 (covert mortality nodavirus, CMNV)F1HR T 7 ifd AN EEXT T (Litopenaeus vannamei), I 5 BRI 0T HF
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2 R 42 4%

HEL 90%LL ERYFET-3R . CMNV R HE S 2 4h k4
K218 AR i BRET R, EHP B £ 55184
iR ¥t (Flegel, 2012; FAO, 2013; Zhang et al, 2017; Fu
et al, 2020), XELHT AR IR Z HAT, IR E MR
B 7 45 Hb X R 57 50 1 A7 T ™ E 5K (Flegel, 2012;
FAO, 2013; Liu et al, 2018), & ik 3 Flir &AL,
AT AF I T [ F2 58 X R 38 8 BT A s D e A
11 2017 AF-4% 1 7 5 1l 208 B 4T R 05 B (shrimp hemocyte
iridescent virus, SHIV)C 5| E M AME) {2 K (Qiu
etal, 2017, 2018),

A 35 R UL 7 T R X6 W B 4 88 a0 = RN A T
WIS & B, TR VI b X A L et i e, —
L RO LA X R SR VK AR ) TR L AR KRR 5E
SR KA, XL R ITIRAEE CMNV . EHP &
e etk e T S i Il 4% B R SE% 7 (infectious hypodermal
and haematopoietic necrosis virus, IHHNV)f# g%y , {H A7
FE— T T B A o I S, 3 T T R A 7
FIEAFK/NG CMNV 284, HHILF 4] RNA K
i RNA R4 HF(RIRp) I A ¥ 415 CMNV RdRp 3
AR BERAR R R 78% (Z2/NF4E, 2019). o~ T4l
TR XA EF AR S CMNV X5k, %
Hi iy 45 A7 3l B 153 B H A 9% 5 (movement  disorder
nodavirus, MDNV)(Z=/NE452019), 25/NF45(2019)
FIFH 0 5 e A T S5 IR A TR Y 14 (RT-LAMP) K I 17
AR, X E VA T SRR MDNV A 71 Bl
HEATHIA AT L B, MDNV B4 T3 S 0 3
B, AL fEH KSHER G

HiiT, MDNV B4 £ ZK# RT-LAMP 7%
LAMP J7 3 HA 4 P FGS AT 3 46 0 45 F0
M, BB T EAR SRR, RT-LAMP 724 b 77
TEXHHE DU AR B S e PRI X Ay 1) fE e 7 EL A T
[l 32 3 FR ] (E A2 [E 45, 2015), A MDNV & &t f
W HERR TR, ARWFFE R LT MDNV 3k 3T 45
BRE1Y, JF& T MDNV f{)—#1% TaqMan SEH} 7
Y6 RT-PCR (TagMan RT-PCR)#& 4% A .

1 MR57FZE
11 tEEE S SR A

XFRFRESL T 2019 4R A IR . WIRG . ) U A
FSFHLR SR Yy, AL 81 My, LS FLANEXTER . H AR X}
IR (Penaeus japonicus) . B9 X # R Penaeus monodon) . Z X
TRHR(Macrobrachium rosenbergii) . 76 FC BN (Procambar us
clarkii) FI Y i iR (Cherax quadricarinatus) . M 35258 i b
ORI, SR I5 RARXTHR A AR . 68 22 R A 4H
SUEAR, fRAFT RNAstore FEAGAFRCAR, JLE)H,

il HARIR VK4S I SE e %, VRAE T -80°C vkAf 5 H1 .
AT 55 B 1 BE 25 A i % 7 (white spot syndrome
virus, WSSV) . THHNV . BE 45 X iR FFA4R 75 2 (Penaeus
monodon  bacuiovirus, MBV) 1 T JiE A% 40 /) 5% &
(hepatopancreatic parvovirus, HPV)%55 J5 BHH:AZ iR A R
TAEH L=,

1.2 #HS&E RNA #&

121 MEHANERNARRE#AS K EARE
#17E RNAstore H11) 81 By FZSHE S, 4 3 PIHL 30 mg
M4, BAIA 700 uL RNAiso Plus (TaKaRa)[¥)
1.5 mL B0E Y, uaihE, SRS RNAiso Plus
6 A 45 25 TR A TAE A ZH 21 5 RNA $2H0, 4 RNA
(1Y BT A 25 8 OD26o nm/ODagg am WL TE 1.8~2.1 JH I,
IR S RNA RS — R B 224 200 ng/pL #F1T 522
1.2.2 MDNV #)i# # £ X PCR # | DNl
FHIREARYI S RNA M, R TaKaRa —#7%k
i 5 PCRORFA & XA ST MDNV 938 % 55 5K
PCR (RT-nPCR)fIM, PIERGIA MDNV FHM R EE
i, TR 2E MDNV B ik /4 &7 A A

51 RY RN IR RA R 1, YR
50°C %54 5% 30 min, 94°CASM: 2 min; 94°C7AEME: 30 s,
52°CiEk 30s, 72°CHEMH 1 min, 36 PMEH; 72°CHE
110 min; 4°CHREL. 25 2 FoP 14 K itk R 4l 4 D
22, P, 95CAEME 4 min; 95°CAEME 20 s,
51°CIE & 20s, 72°CHEMH 20 s, 35 MEHF; 72°CHEff
5 min; 4°C{#JE. MDNV RT-nPCR Jii H51491 731 L
%3,

55 2 %8 PCR F=W 5 et AT 1.5%E R HHHEE S H Tk G
W, SRIGFIH Zymo i [FICGAH] £ (Sigma-Aldrich, 32
EHXFH W& raife, K aifb )5 = wiE A
pMDI8-T # {A (TaKaRa, Ki%)Jf 5% 1k 5 K W #T 5
DHSa i f75ape, BRERTERETR , X2/ TAEY T
TR (LT ) B0 A BIR 2 w0 P 30 o

%1 MDNV RT-nPCR W& 18 RNIEZR

Tab.1 Reaction mixture of the first round MDNV RT-nPCR
#[ 43 Component & Amount/pL
2xstep buffer 12.5
MDNV-F1 (10 mmol/L) 0.5
MDNV-R1 (10 mmol/L) 0.5
Enzyme mix 1.0
JCHWZE/K ddH,0 10.0
BT Total volume 24.5
RNA 4 RNA template 0.5
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%2 MDNV RT-nPCR 8% 2 R NIk &
Tab.2 Reaction mixture of the second round of MDNV RT-nPCR

2l 43 Component

A& Amount/uL

10xEx Taq buffer(JC MgCl,) 2.5
MgCl, (20 mmol/L) 2.0
dNTP (2.5 mmol/L) 2.0
MDNV-F3 (10 umol/L) 1.0
MDNV-R3 (10 umol/L) 1.0
Ex Taq fi# (5 U/uL) 0.1
FEHWZEK ddH,0 15.4
SRR Total volume 24.0

it Template :

55 1% PCR =¥ (i % 100 %) 1o

% 3 MDNV RT-nPCR FrH 341575
Tab.3 Primers used in MDNV RT-nPCR

K B4R B
5111454 I b B
Primer . Vo Length of

Primer sequence (5'~3") .
name amplicons /bp
MDNV-F1 ACGGCGATGACGGATTA 612
MDNV-R1 AAGTGCCCACAGACCC
MDNV-F2 AAATCCATCTTACGACCAG 426

MDNV-R2 AAGTGCCCACAGACCC
MDNV-F3 GCTACGGATTCTCTAACACCATT 233
MDNV-R3 AGACTTGTCACGACTTCAGGAT

1.3 S|¥IETaIIE

PEHL MDNV i RdRp K B, FIF Beacon
Designer 7.0 {4 (Premier Biosoft, 3¢ &) i H T
TagMan RT-PCR ¥l () S Z RS [ AREL . 519
f145 MDNV-Taq-F1(5'-AATTCGACCCCGAAAGTG
G-3") 1 MDNV-Taq-R1(5'-TCGGTCAAGCAAGCGT
C-3"), Z5|Ynr P HhE =4 158 bp i) PCR ¥ 14 /=4 ;
4 % 5'-FAM TCCATCTTACGACCAGAA-
ACCCAACATAMRA-3, #FEHTE SR 6-32 30
F(FAMRIL, 7F 3K TAMRA HKFbrid, 78
MDNV-Taq-F1 519 SU N T7 i sh 7351, HWEsa
T7 B3 FF%% T7-MDNV-Tag-F1 5|#1(5'-TAATA
CGACTCACTATAGGGAATTCGACCCCGAAAGTG
G-3), UUMEH T RNA frifE M E ., Em5lY
MDNV-Tag-F1. K [W5|% MDNV-Tag-R1., %A T7
BEFFSH T7-MDNV-Taq-F1 FI#REF A= T4
Py T AR e A R A J A

1.4 [FREFRAGZIN RNA fRERE&

141 JREARE SR & PL 1.2 WS MDNV
FHPERIXTER RNA ShAAR, 514 MDNV-Taq-F1
Al MDNV-Tag-R1 #£47 RT-PCR §"14, 3KH MDNV

SEIEN B R B, ¥ Bbn i BiE A pMDI8-T #ifk
(TaKaRa)#EAT 5a e, vald i Bl P 30 F IE W0 )5, FH
/N i il £ AR B (Omega, 92 [E) M FH Ak 5 2 B A
il % & MDNV #3EH By pMD18-MDNV 41
J5ki, F NanoDrop 2000 #% 2 43 #71/¥ (Thermo, ZE[H)
D 3R i 2 5o ik B2, Ol e T B4 B i E A
K42 DL K pMD18-MDNV 5 41 5 ki JT1JC RNA [iff
() H,O 547 10 f5RBR EERR RS, BN BORLAR &, I
B T-80°CIAE&H .

142 RNA 47/t du ) & Pl pMD18-MDNV Gk
SRR, LA T7 B3 FIEsIM514 T7-MDNV-
Taq-F1(5'-TAATACGACTCACTATAGGGAATTCGA
CCCCGAAAGTGG-3')fl MDNV-Taq-R1 #47 PCR §”
e FRECH b5 A BE, # M8 invitro Transcription T7 kit
(for siRNA Synthesis)(TaKaRa) Ui i 45, D5 4 /)55 5%
RR AT 5%, BRA5 &4 MDNV #LIEA () RNA
B it

R4 (RIMEF RNA (KRECH

Tab.4 Preparation of reaction mixtures for RNA transcription

415y Bt
Component Amount
10xTranscription buffer 2.0 uL
ATP solution (50 mmol/L) 2.0 uL
GTP solution (50 mmol/L) 2.0 uL
CTP solution (50 mmol/L) 2.0 uL
UTP solution (50 mmol/L) 2.0 uL
RNA #4117 RNase inhibitor (40 U/pL) 0.5 uL

T7RNA E 4§ T7 RNA polymerase (50 U/uL) 2.0 pL

JG RNA fiff7/K RNase free dH,0 X uL
2 PE DNA Bl Linear template DNA 20 ng~1 pg
413t Total 20.0 uL

H34E NanoDrop 2000 2 % Sk 4015 1Y) RNA FrifE
SR, T % MDNV RNA AR 0938 DU,
XFHIEAT 10 FRUc EERREERR RS, AR SN AR .

1.5 TagMan RT-PCR & R g4k 4t

TagqMan PCR J I 7 5E B} 9 )% & & PCR X
(CFX96, Bio-Rad, 3EE)H 1T, HAlNIA RS H
Luna® Universal Probe One-Step RT-qPCR kit (New
England BioLabs)¥i W] Hilc i, 20 pL S0 A& &R & A ik
77l 1 Luna Universal Probe One-Step Reaction Mix (2x)
X uL (X At 1 TR, BoETERDy 7~12 ul), i)
2 Luna WarmStart® RT Enzyme Mix X pL (X ik 2
(R, WEVL RN 0.4~1.6 uL), AFEZIEERTIY)
MDNV-TAQ-R1/MDNV-TAQ-F1. #%I MDNV-TAQ-
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P4 X uL (X A59 . BENRE, BELRS N 0.1~
0.6 pumol/L). [ B P ARAL IR . B Je 30 it St ok [
AR 10, 15, 20 125 min #4704 7EAAL
BRI S, FRALY AR . oS CHlAEE, 1 min;
95CAEME 10 s, X'C (X MR KIRFERREE, BEE LR
F 52°C~65°C)iB K FEM 30 s, H 45 MEK, ikt
PRI 3 ANEE, I 3 REE K ik e B R
BE B[] AR

1.6 TagMan RT-PCR 77 &M 245 B4

DL WSSV, ITHHNV., MBV . HPV Hl CMNV PH
KR N FE S A A A, [RIE L MDNV FHMERZ R
Sy B X B, B NLAN TR X R RNA Sk B o B A
M, J& RNA Jii/K 2s A B, #E1T MDNV
TagMan RT-PCR £l 75 ¥ 09 79 1 58 55 P (analytical
specificity, Asp)illi, & BIAR BRI S by i & 3 4>
HE,

1.7 TagMan RT-PCR FEH 9 REE

S HI 44k J5 B TagMan  RT-PCR J5 1 3 1043
e BEBG JE H B 9 pMDI18-MDNV i ki (1.4x10'0~
10° copies/uL)FIFAPEXT I, ARk LA B3 AR,
ffi FIBio-Rad CFX964K4(V6.0.14)2: il 314 CAE (y)H
Xof T RSN G VA B () B o 1 £ o ik b o il
LB HiIMDNV TagMan RT-PCRJ5 %) DNA/cDNA K
AR X MDNV 9 43 Bt R # % (analytical sensitivity,
Ase),

KAL) TagMan RT-PCR J5 k3 10 4%
S B BE BB RNA A5 o 5 AR (5.5%10'°~5.5%
10° copies/uL)Fl B %] & , fifi F Bio-Rad CFX96 {4
(V6.0.14) 22 143 C{E (y)FHXT T RNA B AL 4 1k B
(OFIFRAEMTIZE T brAEIT 2L, Wi MDNV TagMan
RT-PCR J5%: LA RNA BB X MDNV 9 Ase.

1.8 TagMan RT-PCR B EE

16 FH 105 B EE R PR 1.4% 10°~1.4% 10 copies/uL
pMDI18-MDNV B fE AsiA , MR EEE 3K,
B RT3, PP TagMan RT-PCRAG I J7 32 ()
PRI ) A2 R AR SR R B (CV) A R 2 i
Rl EZ M, FrRCVE A HESE A [F pMD18-
MDNV J5i 7 5 B 47 8 52 47 34 1) CfH 19 4 1 i 22 (SD)
HCoF¥IMER E 43 L ; i HSPSS 138847 5 2 43 it
(ANOVA),

1.9 TagMan RT-PCR 7 %85 B
F FH 8T 57 9 TagMan RT-PCR 77 5% 2019 4F %

I AR W T 78 S5 M % s 378 55 A MR A i
17 MDNV 1l , 434 MDNV 75 [ 35 58 4R 2 b 4 7k
T3 1 0 B A0 33 6 1l [X FE A IR 2 AT 8, PEAG 200
BTG HF R

2 H#R

2.1 TagMan PCR & M By &4k

DA & 10 I P HE T AW iR S A & Sy R, 28
TR SN R 45 40 o P L G SRR L 5B KR
FEEAL, 276 % R/ MR e 2 . B/ NCHE L 4 5F
A TR M N ARG & SO 20 4 FH 15 :20.0 pL
SCWARZ N, 18351 Luna universal probe one-step reaction
mix (2x) 11.0 pL, {72 Luna WarmStart® RT enzyme mix
8 uL, 0.3 umol/L7|#/MDNV-TAQ-R1HIMDNV-TAQ-F14}
0.6 uL. HEIMDNV-TAQ-P (0.4 umol/L) 0.8 L. 1AL
()3 SR B R 54.5°C, WG SRS 15 ming 1k
J& BB KR B 60.3°C

2.2 TagMan RT-PCR #ill 77 i& B 45 R 1 43 #

H I WSSV, MBV. IHHNV, HPV, CMNV FI
MDNV 1 FHPEZ R A AR 1T TagMan RT-PCR, 44
RER, B MDNV i FHVERREW r= 4 hr PR
Prygh e, A LA B ) R AR IR P4 A B i
2 r= A (| 1), 28 TagMan RT-PCR J7 i RE Mg 4 S
P15 MDNV R, WiAS FIRERIEH UL S Flo
KM 2 SR

1000 - Amplification
800 +
600 - g

D .

& 400 |

200 -

WSSV, MBV. IHHNV,
HPV. CMNV. BA¥EXTHR

0 T R R T \ |7:/J‘ Al L L lal
T35 7 9 111315 171921 2325272931 33 35 37 39 41 43.45
—200 - Cycles
Kl 1 MDNV TaqMan RT-PCR J5 i (1 43 M1 48 S 1k

Fig.1 Analytical specificity of MDNV
TagMan RT-PCR assay

2.3 L RNA A#4RE TagMan RT-PCR B4 #7 R 81
& FAR 4 Bh 2k
DL 10 53R BEBR BE R B 1Y RNA AR e S AR AR, XF
TaqMan RT-PCR 77 % 19 R 8% #4700, 455 R WoR,
ZITEEXT RNA - R i 4550 A S5 A A I BR AT AR 22
5.5x10" copies/JZ i » 7E 5.5x10'°~5.5x10" copies/J Jii
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FIA IR M EE Y P, RNA s offe il 3B SR A5 i ik i
STEUE R ClE 22 Al L2k R (K] 2a, & 2b), §738
77 1 G B C (E 5 bR E RIS B i (Starting
quantity, Sq)fJFEFRMLZE N C=3.455 log(Sq)+45.053,
R*=0.992,

Amplification

1500 r (a)

1000 -

'/’ 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 5
Cycles

(b) Standard curve

Cq
(V%)
(=]

0 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

Log starting quantity
P2 DL 10 A5 BEBR BERR B (Y RNA AR fh #E4T MDNV
TaqMan RT-PCR 43 il Z& (a) FAw i 1 £2 (b)
Fig.2 The amplification plots (a) and standard curve (b) of

the serial 10-fold dilutions RNA standards
by MDNV TagMan RT-PCR

2.4 LI DNA A#tAf TagMan RT-PCR B4 #7 R 81
BEFNER A B 2%

FIF 10 3586 BERR R pMD18-MDNV Tk A ,
%t TaqMan RT-PCR J5 i (0 RBUEIEATINR . 2558 W,
TagMan RT-PCR 771X BrRIASEAR 1) S AECAGHI B {1 22
1.4x10" copies/SU ., TE 1.4x10'°~1.4x10" copies/SZwi )
EIAFAR FEJEF P, pMD18-MDNV JFURAR R ik
XTEUE A CoEZ M MM R (K 3a. Bl 3b). ¥
By G AL C (B S5 AR ERI AR 1h 2 1Y OC &
2k} C=-3.327log(Sq)+42.188, R=0.988,

25 TagMan RT-PCR #& Ml A XM ATEE 4

i/l pMD18-MDNV JFURLFRIE i WA, X TagMan
RT-PCR K7k n] S M EA T4 . 452 R, 76
AR E N 1.4x10°~1.4x 107 copies/ ) 1Y TG N,
TaqMan RT-PCR =286 A9 B IERCLS, b Py At el k6
W2 N CE CV 433/ 1.27%F1 1.83% (3% 5)-
TSR BN, WA TagMan RT-
PCR S L IA] Co i 34 22 7 A i 2 (P>0.05)(3 6).

1800 - (a)
1600
1400 -
1200 |
1000 |
800 -
600 [
400
200
0
—200
—400 -

Amplification

7357 9111315171921232527
Cycles

(b) Standard curve

L
0 1 1 1 1 1 )

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Log starting quantity

B3 IR 10 A7 e JBE A8 HE i e TR AR I it R4 T
MDNV TaqMan RT-PCR 4 3 1 £k (a) Fl b #E 11 22 (b)
Fig.3 The amplification plots (a) and standard curve (b) of

the serial 10-fold dilutions plasmids by
MDNYV TagMan RT-PCR

%5 TagMan RT-PCR il ZEAH9#t MFN#t B EE 14
Tab.5 Intra-assay and inter-assay variability
of TagMan RT-PCR assay

OBV i HA C #JE C,
Concentration of ___Intra-assay G Inter-assay G
(Copfel:/s’::;gtion) Mean SD CV/% Mean SD CV/%

1.4x10° 13.23 0.06 045 13.41 0.25 1.83
1.4x108 16.36 0.09 0.55 16.38 0.02 0.11
1.4x107 20.24 0.16 0.79 20.22 0.02 0.10
1.4x10° 23.11 0.12 0.52 23.01 0.13 0.56
1.4x10° 25.86 0.33 1.27 2559 0.38 1.48
1.4x10* 28.14 0.07 0.25 28.00 0.20 0.70
1.4x10° 31.20 0.14 045 3097 0.33 1.08
1.4x10? 34.06 0.11 033 13.41 0.25 0.93

2.6 #| M TagMan RT-PCR > #7#@EirZH MDNV
HIRATIR R

F|F TagMan RT-PCR Xt 2019 4% [ 3 [F ¥ 43 ##
B b X IR A S i AT e I R B(ER 7), SR LANE
XTI 5 [CIR B AR P e iR 3445 MDNV FHP: A
Horp, JLNESTER A Z [V AR MDNV ) BHPERS H
RPN 23.5% (16/68)F1 16.6% (1/6), H4h, 5% H
JUPE Y 2 A IR ERAE & A 1 K MDNV FHPE
MRAEHITR A, )V L W L ) e R L AR A5 Y AR
KL A MDNV BHEAG H .
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3 itig

H 1967 455 1 A H A6 8 (nodamura virus)7E
H B 2 58 5, HETEF AR Rk b O 2 B 20
T 19 P RE, XS TS I TR R BT R R R
(Alphanodavirus) 1 D1 3 B FH /5 7 J& (Betanodavir us)
(King et al, 2011), MR b 4325 1 B H AR 25 A 45 )
T 5 Fifr. 2 [CTRURES FH AP #:(Macr obrachium rosenber gii
nodavirus, MrNV) . L4 X $F ¥ H #3975 (Penaeus
vannamei nodavirus, PvNV), CMNV , MDNV FI#kZL %
HF B A} 75 (Farfantepenaeus duorarum nodavirus,
FANV), Hir, MINV 2P [RIEEF, PNV £
BRI LN R ER , CMNV A Jg g iR 25 47 25
MDNV YL IR FANV 205 [ PR LI,
A5 #4E & J% (Scherer et al, 1967; Tang et al, 2011;

King et al, 2011; Ng et al, 2013; Zhang et al, 2014;
ZE/NFAE, 2019),

% 6 TagMan RT-PCR £ #iikpy#itig) T F 4%
Tab.6  Analysis of variance of inter-assay
variability of TagMan RT-PCR assay

ok 28] C; Inter-assay C;
F P
1.4x10° 6.716 0.061
1.4x108 0.723 0.443
1.4x107 2.339 0.201
1.4x10° 0.751 0.435
1.4x10° 1.602 0.274
1.4x10* 4.666 0.097
1.4x10° 2.918 0.163
1.4x102 7.578 0.051

F 7 TagMan RT-PCR 4 #7 77 5& 4 M 4 & o PR 1% #1477
Tab.7 Analysis of variance of inter-assay variability of TagMan RT-PCR assay

FEA 25 Sample No.

A2 Sample species

FKAEH X Sampling region

20190611002 FLYEXTIR L. vannamei 111 4% H }& Rizhao, Shandong
20190611003 FLEAIEXTER L. vannamei 111 4% H B Rizhao, Shandong
20190611004 JLANEEXFEER L. vannamei 1% H I8 Rizhao, Shandong
20190611006 FLYAEXTIR L. vannamei 111 4% H B Rizhao, Shandong
20190611007 FLYERTER L. vannamei 11 % H F& Rizhao, Shandong
20190708001 FLAEXTEF L. vannamei I P4t Beihai, Guangxi
20190708004 FLANESTER L. vanname I~ 7G4t Beihai, Guangxi
20190702004 FLAEXTEF L. vanname 1 5 %< )7 Dongfang, Hainan
20190706005 I AR C. quadricarinatus ]~ P4 T° Nanning, Guangxi
20190706013 B LIBEF M. rosenbergii ] ViR T° Nanning, Guangxi
20190708007 SLAIEATEF L. vanname I~ P44 Hepu, Guangxi
20190707006 JLARESTER L. vannamei VG Bk Fangcheng, Guangxi
20190707015 FLEAIEXTER L. vannamei I VE4CN Qinzhou, Guangxi
20190707016 FLAYESTER L. vanname I V54 M Qinzhou, Guangxi
20190721006 FLGNEXEF L. vannamei 174 5 #% Changde, Hunan
20190721009 FLERTIER L. vannamei Wi R % 1 Changde, Hunan
20190721012 FLENEEXTER L. vanname W1 FE ¥ 7% Changde, Hunan
20190718003 FLYEXTIR L. vannamei 111 4% H }& Rizhao, Shandong

CMNV IE 522 5 | 77 5 FLAN I X 0 ke A= 9 75
AT SR (viral covert mortality disease, VCMD)FJJH
J§i(Zhang et al, 2014), 2002—2003 4ERi )5, XMW TELE
I I B 7 48 T I v B SR BE AR R s B, 9 F 2008—
2009 AEFETTVE AR FIAR A A b 3R R OGT I P R RS
FK, 2010 S5 TFURIERE R0 T 11 35 B IR R4 Hh X
(Zhang et al, 2017), 2013—2019 4FEHI1A], T FEUFiAFHLIX
FRIEXFUR T CMNV 4R BE A R ARl 45.93%
(130/283). 27.91% (84/301). 20.85% (54/259). 26.8%
(68/254). 16.3% (63/387). 29.15% (58/199)F1 15.3%

(28/183), CMNV RILHWATRE R . WAEE . 5~
N\ & [on =y R L S SN i 4SBT RO e 4 B e
£ 5E 40 2% (Zhang et al, 2017; Z2/NFAE, 2019), BRI
Y EFIFRATARFPZESN, CMNV 38 ] 5 | 36 X6 0 57 5
3 2 A A A Y (Liu et al, 2018). BF5E A
PR, ¥ (Paralichthys olivaceus) . il j& ffi(Mugil ogobius
abei) Flfill fi(Carassius auratus)&s i ik 7k o 2 it 7%
7E CMNV (1) [ SR YL s CMNV 2 H T E H1HY 19 Fli
FEM A 1 A BRI ) i A IR £ 2 A RS
Ji§ 7(Zhang et al, 2018; 524, 2018; Wang et al, 2019),
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JEYLCMNV o Xt B 5 B3R B0 TR IR 25 45 . B
k. B E . ARKGE SRR, AT UL IR
AILA AN %5 BH % 7358 % 1 (Huang, 2012; Zhang et al,
2014), 20164F, 7SS4 3 7E HF J Xt iR i 47 AF 5% v
KR, WA T A LA BRI 4 H BEMDN Vg e
AT 5 JERYEMDNV (1) FLYR VRT3 2 PR IR Ay i
VKREJI TR A RKIRGE4E, 5 CMNVIER Y Fir S e AR
AR, B4 & B, MDNV R 25 B0k K /N 5
CMNVZEAL, {HHRIRpIEH 7515 CMNV RdRpH: [H
R B AHPEC R 78%, HBL B, MDNVZFR5 X
U r b B A — i 2R B TR B o AR SE IR = HT T
% T MDNV I RT-LAMPAG I 4 A, H 7 A4S I 512 2 v
J BRLLIE e SO RE S cDNACH ISR, 2458 LA AR Ik
JHEERT, MDNVAJRT-LAMP 5 1 G v A & AR AR
ARG ST 304 T MDNV Y TagMan RT-PCRJT ¥,
AL S XA T BE (1.4%10" copies/ 520 )R b Ao VHE B 5
Ho

TR R ] BEBE B AE B bR FE R B R ST
XA, T A5 30 G pe v 5 I AR R R S R 4
AR (Rose et al, 2003; Zlateva et al, 2011; Cassar
et al, 2017), AMFREMRTE MDNV RdRp HE &1t
TagMan RT-PCR 5 HEREHT, HEFHZ ¥
SRR MDNV RdRp #E3EN 5 MiNV., PyNV Fl
FANV [ RdRp #1775 LT 38T, 25 s,
MDNV RdRp 5K 5 f5 = # RdRp H: A 14 [R] £ A%
F 25%, MDNV [f] TagMan RT-PCR 5| ¥ FlHR4H 5 )5
=% RdRp H:H K R A By RIE AT 30%. BRI,
FRS S I A% EE 5 MINV ., PYNV Fil FANV ARfE
AR A I AR SRR R Y I AT e 2%
YIRS B8, MDNV RdRp #E3EP 5 CMNV X}
o7 X B B ) VAR 79.87%, 241k CMNV RNA Jibitiik
17 TagMan RT-PCR 74 R4 #THS, TagMan RT-
qPCR 5|¥I7R A5 CMNV R & A= AE e SO0 o
M, AWFSERTE ) TagMan RT-PCR 77 0] F T
MDNV F4RE S A % 0 1) A 200 34 43 B 0 S 2 S
PCR 7 L7 25 38 i U E WU BT RIS 3G . BBOR AR
(Zhang et al, 2014; Tang et al, 2007), AHFFALALIE )
MDNV TagMan RT-PCR 77 45 i Br 75 B[] K 29
1.5 h, 748 s ) P RIAT (e 0 bl S Bt A Si A% PR
FEANY 3, I S R A5 5 1 28 Ak W I R A B g
AR, JEHE TIFE MDNV KHUBRG I, 48 5252
FI A 7. 9 MDNV RT-LAMP 4387 J7 325 i A% Al 460
FIHSEH 2.61x10° copies/W f) MDNV RNA Fiifi
i, CYEIAE R R T 1000 copies/ W, LA
RV FE 597 38 CAE A AH DG R EON B I T B (2 /N,

2019), LI RNA AR & AR, A0 5% 2 57 1
TagMan RT-PCR IAKATAHNE] 5.5%10" copies/ Wi
RNA, HSLUFCRARAL cDNA MAsRAs, HAT R4
S B AR R 1.4x10" copies/ Ny, it HH
%7 LTI 2 7 B RT-LAMP J5 i BA T 7 1 32 4
JiF . DNA BRI BELE 1.4x10'°~1.4x10" copies/ S 2
], RNA FH e FE7E 5.5%10'°~5.5x10" copies/ [ W Z
[ iy, MDNV TagMan RT-PCR #3414 C (5
log(Sq)&t R AFIIZ 6 &, S thi 7 38 & % e i
RO VA 0 P T R S R T HE R 1 ' T . )
Ah, FERIGE I R 1.4x10°~1.4x10% copies/J i
HITE I, ASBTSE 857 #Y TagMan RT-PCR J5 s it
WAL CV 2251/ T 1.27%F0 1.83%, %05
BA RIFrRE A EE

25 /NFE45(2019)F] ] RT-LAMP 7775 %F MDNV JF
B FRATIRF A LS R WoR, 2016 4FF [ i
B TTHRZERE i - MDNV [ B 2R R 9.4%(24/254)
AWFFEHFH TagMan RT-PCR J5 8%} 2019 4F% [ 36 [
53 M DX Y SR G IR A i E AT MDNV IR A 75 50 73 A
SER IR, FRPELYNEERTIE | % GV SRR Jp i
¥ MDNV By BHPERS ), Hodr, LA xR MDNV
B BE P A L SR T ik 23.5%(16/68); MR FEHBIKF
JUV ARG L5 R LR A A MR SRR S 4T MDNV
FHPEREH . R IF5E R, MDNV B9 H3 # Z IF
KRG HIX, HEABESMRATR, HALREE R
{EAR i — 25T

zE FRR, ARWFFEE7 ) MDNV TagMan RT-PCR
Tk BA PG . RO SRR SRR A, T O X IR SR
PSR MDNV BEPE | s ki -5 Wi LKA 3L
B P R i R S 4. A XTI MDNV A @ 6 R
R, AT MDNV X — 37 & 5 7E 3 [ 7751 H 5
FE AT G T R 5 | A K 7 A B AN SR A MOl A
AR O =055 S o
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Establishment and Application of the TagM an RT-PCR Detection
Method for the Shrimp Movement Disorder Nodavirus (MDNV)

SANG Songwen'?, LI Xiaoping'?, ZHANG Qingli'*"

(1. Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Ingtitute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences; Key Laboratory of Marine Aquaculture Disease
Control, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs; Laboratory for Marine Fisheries Science and Food Production Processes,
Pilot National Laboratory for Marine Science and Technology (Qingdao), Qingdao, Shandong 266071, China;

2. College of Fisheries and Life Science, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China)

Abstract For the establishment of the TagMan RT-PCR detection method for the shrimp movement
disorder nodavirus (MDNV), primers and probes were designed based on the RNA-dependent RNA
polymerases (RARp). The pMD18-MDNYV plasmid and RNA standard containing the MDNV target gene
were used as templates to optimize the reaction mixtures and program. The optimized reaction with
20.0 pL master mix included the following components: 11.0 pL. one-step RT-PCR buffer, 0.8 pL enzyme
mixture, 0.3 pmol/L forward primer, 0.3 umol/L reverse primer, 0.4 pmol/L probe, 1.0 pL template, and
5.2 uL RNA-free H,O. The optimized reaction procedure was as following: incubation at 54.5°C for
15 min, incubation at 95°C for 1 min, then 45 thermal cycling amplifications (95°C for 10 s, 60.3°C for
30s). The newly established method was specific for MDNV detection, showing a good linear
relationship between the log value (Starting quality, Sq) and number of reaction cycles within the range of
1.4x10'°~1.4x10" copies/uL pMD18-MDNV standard plasmid. The method could detect as low as
5.5x10" copies of the RNA standard or 1.4x10' copies of the pMDI18-MDNV standard plasmid.
Meanwhile, the newly developed assay showed that the coefficient of variation of the C; value intra-assay
and the C; value inter-assay were less than 1.27% and 1.83%, respectively, indicating a good repeatability
and stability. In the samples collected from shrimp farming provinces in China in 2019 using this new
method, the positive detection rate of MDNYV in Litopenaeus vannamei was 23.5% (16/68). The TagMan
RT-PCR method established in this study was specific, fast, and sensitive in the detection of MDNV. This
method could provide technical support for the qualitative and quantitative detection and monitoring of
MDNYV in shrimp farming practices, as well as effective prevention and control of MDNV.

Key words Farming shrimp; Movement disorder nodavirus (MDNV); TagMan RT-PCR;
Quantification; Detection method
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