Wi g SRFLLEFRRFEF ]
Hdh=

Graduate Institute of Veterinary Medicine

School of Veterinary Medicine

National Taiwan University

Master Thesis

v BB op A Sk VPLE Rl

o BTRER R AR R R
Establishment of ELISA with Monoclonal Antibody agst

Structural Protein VP1 of Foot-and-Mouth Diseasal¥i

galiz=i
Jiun-Chi Gan

:},E Wit T WRE S B L
Advisor : lvan-Chen Cheng, Ph.D.

PER R 101E 77
July, 2012



Bl 3L 2 RS8Rk
DREBEEgELE

HoO B A AR G VP RRALE
F FR 7B 3 4 o 7R SRR

Establishment of ELISA with Monoclonal Antibody against
Structural Protein VP1 of Foot-and-Mouth Disease Virus

Atk HEE B (£3% R99629024 ) & B 1 & 8 K &
BBRLEZ AR ZIBALELMH HEE 101 &7 B 10 B
AKTFHHREEELRBR IR 45 L3R

~—

R N S LD

| (46 §404%) ﬁ@i\ﬂ/
G g Z =

HA L

AL
wreomk O\ T\ (%)



BEGET Y A R TR ABL - B R S o R B B

HFELgEp Ikt oK E BHLEEY A RE R F AT~ BHES

WAL B FYRAES @W,F%k@ﬁ+kﬁﬁﬁﬁ;4$%ﬁi&
WA AP AR B 2 E v RA B P B A kT A LR
Bt tho iR A2 PSR BE x4 At o R B LT R A 3

pESRREREFERMPEL DR B Fe X LN AR RE IR
EANLEEER S BHEP AR T AN FRE R AR
BETFIFEOLL  EIH L Aard o gt P EFaE o

Fuld BRI EETE P LA RET - BRANFTRIRE

BHEIY VPLERE s F Ak o 1A TREHA AR BT By B T

o B STNRT C F A A FEEE o M P AN E R RO L ol
it ol B3 A E AR Y R B e P £ 2

Wré‘_—\Iﬂj%} \ﬁ—kﬂ\iFF.&%\g{%&f?/\[’ ,"B\TE:I"I,IFQ ﬁ_&i%—]—i\mﬁ»E'é&%
R RAEPTAEREE G AR RH TR LR EALP3IRHRE A

REfIR= % R LR R REFDF L P R &5

E’ N
) ;};«, eIl B E o SR ANt E o G R g F 2

E Ol NN
B RBRENA 2 A > BRI AF L FFA LA E VAR IRE R

s s PEA R HIES E RS 0 2y

RRCESEEN =g E R FERAER

Jon
2N

P
AN
M R G R e JIE R MR S e



# &

TEALY LA 0 AR EFEL G Yo% (serum neutralization test, SN
test) k7 fEAL A EFJEE P fobukl R 4 OfEA) 0 it SN teste i * v ERE S
:}fis-% s Flm FFAF SRR AR HRE RO E%th}fia-% OITW/97 #18] & ¢h
H iRt QLOE-3> = AP ac Sy #f HFRL T WA Jp 4 i E RGD 9 fedufid-
> Site 15 7] ; ] * } H hyifl 5 tracer Ab e R % ki ivird Mehr A £ 2 58
Had VPl 24— B &2y VPL IESAIf 28 8 A% HER
(recombinant VP1 blocking enzyme-linked immunosattassays, rVP1- bELISA) &
¥R B B RN bkl > 32 SN testit 2 § £ 15 % (gold standard) & # A&
¢ FARFAEE 3 SNA B o A8 5 e i 6740 - 20 5 100 2 £ 0
# 100 7% - %% & om » 1k & PliE (percentage inhibition valuey SN+ # #7i§ %
iR MR T RS Bk AR RET FIEREFOIPMIE (p <
0.001)y @ 3#5k v 717 2 cut-off B s 422 £ R > A d ik * 5 20%58.8%
(173/294) 92.9% (353/380) # . i & + 5 10%- 66.7% (40/60) 67.5% (27/40)
X5 F kARl 5 30%- 73.3% (44/60) 67.5% (27/40) d2iRlk - o SN 4 i i 1%
A58 IVPL-DELISAt Rl PliEacnZ & - ¥ i A F| S5k jk A7 253 k7 o
P - ehdaal o & Ea F R AR E tracer Abgz rVPLen & 413k o A F B ih
Z5 P 7 rVP1-bELISA SN testenit 4p R |4 435 A K ¥ 0 E 284 » U B i

B W SR R HENRE B iR AL R e e £ TR

COE ] R B A f a4 § LY SN testik Rl & o

Mt v ERA > HiRPH - By VPl RUTRAE B A B > &
/‘}a;_‘:; ’f‘f';é%



Abstract

To know the protection of foot-and-mouth diseaseus/i (FMDV) vaccine,
intensive serological surveillance has been imptegete And serum neutralization test
(SN test) is a conventional serological assay ofDFMhe test operates live virus
desperately, so it should be handled in P3 cldssrd@ory. To overcome the restriction,
we try to establish a recombinant structural proteiP1l blocking enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assays (rVP1-bELISA) to replace tNet&st in the future hopefully.
The rVP1 was expressed by prokaryotic system. Thaocional antibody (MAb)
Q10E-3 recognizing neutralization antigenic sittRGD motif) on VP1 was raised by
the immunization against FMDV O/Taiwan/1997. The*dvbELISA was checked with
swine, cattle and goat sera samples with diffeBMttiters with sample size 674, 100
and 100 respectively. SN test is the gold standattis experiment. The current result
shows the significant correlation between rVP1-A Bnd SN testp(< 0.001) among
three species samples. The cut-off value, sertgitand specificity of swine, cattle and
goat samples is 20%, 58.8% (173/294), 92.9% (383/380%, 66.7% (40/60), 67.5%
(27/40) and 30%, 73.3% (44/60), 67.5% (27/40), eespely. The reason of the
variance of results between same SN titer samplghtrbe the effect of antibody that
induced against different antigenic site. In theufe, we can try to add other FMDV
structural proteins and MAb that against differantigenic sites in our ELISA kit. It
may be able to obtain better sensitivity, spedifigind consistency between test results

of rVP1-bELISA and SN test.

Keywords : foot-and-mouth disease, monoclonal antibody, strattprotein VP1,

blocking enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, sereuatralization test
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(ORF)> 7 #& &0 - ixd 2,332 ek fik & = 11 polyprotein (Forsset al., 1984,
Rueckert, 1996) A F1# en5':8 % — B X 22-24v 2k fe ~ | © o phfh Bfiqdtie (7
& ek ¥l 4 709 VPg (Grubman, 1980; Nayadt al., 2006)- 3'=4 R+ § & ¥ 100
Tﬁﬁ&f‘gﬁﬂ%‘\’gﬁ]\ﬁ!’k—% (polyadenylic acid, poly-A-tail) & Fle =5 & 5 - B 2L 3T
F (non-translated region, NTR)z & A 7| & 5 & B % 5= NTR 4 1,300
7w 2+ (Forsset al., 1984; Grubmaset al., 1984): + it & 54 #:¥ ~ 1 pE
FAF A~ AT H AP FE B4 4 4 AP (Svitkinetal., 1988; Masoret al., 2003); &
3 3B NTR P E P tipe4f Wi f2#72 % (Barton et al., 2001; Heroldet al.,
2001)-

d L~2A 2 3CH#1A; = enjk-v fi= ¥ #-polyproteing # :& 7 *» 2] (Rueckert, 1996;
Samuel and Knowles, 2001k #]d 5':4 3] 3= epts| iz 5 5 L~1A~1B~1C-1D -~
2A~2B~2C-3A-3B~3C% 3D-H#*¢ 1A~1B~1C%2 1D 4 A & B 5 %
H#9 VP4-VP2:VP3¢¥ VPL H 44 - J| 5 22554 3-v  (Bormanet al., 1994) @
S)s v EASERE R fopd RNA Sif f{ 2 v el e kG M
(Jelokhani-Niaraket al., 2010)> 4 #-¢ R Lfg = }}%4 etk o

223 pH RS

pa FMDV = £455) 7 B ¢ 4ok & 2= (antigenic site) H ¢ fif i i
Site 1- Site 3% Site 5t 4 ¢ VP11 > Site 2% Site 47| » %] 23> VP2 2 VP3
1+ (Crowtheret al., 1993)> & VP1} ch= @i idz i=? x 12 Siteld £ A i1 >

75 # ki A 7] 140-160 BG-BH loop) % 0% if e 4 £ 5 0 4 = ML ik



HAB PehE R P > MR EALE ARFRL THF P fofitl ) ¥ob s LR
B3l 77 Arg-Gly-Asp (RGD): ## ¥ 11 4c 7 i Ww* + & RGD-dependent
integrin i & (Masonet al., 1994; Matetet al., 1995; Jacksodt al., 1997) = ¥ i&= B
Bt 73R EG & RFT I (Masonetal.,, 1994) ¥ @ {ep & G 4 i
Moo Ft A5 (RGD) R EBER% > TR RS R g &2 g R4 (Masonet
al., 1994; Mateuet al., 1995; Jacksomt al., 1997)- ]t » Site 18 P = = R 3%
FMDV & 5 £ & ¥ &> B kg 1+ (less conformation-dependent sitg)? friih

Az (Xie et al., 1987)

224 pad pRIF

‘4&%4}\1%—% ¥l s * E :tT-? » Sl 4t

—=
3
N
i
¥
=i
2
B>
F_*
0%
-}
0%
S

MR P BB T AR TSR R R E R R

R

SRR F > 50C 2 pH &>t 6.50] ¢ 4% % i+ (Sellers, 1968; Davies, 2002j;

S

G 5 4 RELE B2 RIFEA DB E RS > Fl T A ey 4
%}%fé’«%xf oA T o3 MY o BFE A AFL A48 pF o BV pH K2 6.0
A RIEALT B0 Ba pa 7 3BT B8 ag? (Davies, 2002) ® F Ayt

E1

ok e g L

w

ST RIEBA T LR EEL A .

)

2.2.5 :}Fs:?i 4 R

CERRA T U A R 2 ek 4 K o A R mie e D 2 ;{M?.&m’?’e
(bovine thyroid celly /|- £ ¥ w?2 (newborn ovine kidney cellg 7 5 fm*2 (swine
kidney cell) 378 ; » ¥ ™ i R b4 @ 0] f B ¥ %2 (baby hamster kidney cell,
BHK-21 cell) = 7 5w (IB-RS-2cell)p # & » BHK-21 cell 3 p # & % & * e

"z & (Dunn and Donaldson, 1997)



ok B BAF PliE AR e Y SR F AL R i e R AT
e AR R VPAARRE o AT~ FA e i BAE Fpd
Bl S i RS T opA R fopa BRI
Al EhgE WIFEY oA g G- PR WA A R FFE (marginated
chromatin) 3. % » @& % & 2.5-3-] pF> Jmie 0 ImMR 2 e o Fop A AR A1
Frmie R p A aiea 24 wie s %20 (cytopathic effect, CPE)

(Fraenkekt al., 1988)-

23 fHEF T HE

231 BipRE

SRR T RA SRS ST U L2 B 2 B RBIPIIE S Pk

FEBMILE S EEFRRE 23255 B30 0 5 FMD &4 Lanigf=
(Donaldson and Kihm, 199%)% = fapR| & FiidE A ~ BE ~ 58 ~ Bréh~ & 4
2AmRESNER FIA AR AT VSRS pd EFrRERS 3-21
‘I P (McCulloughet al., 1992) 2 §mi%fp & 8 > F A SM%) 4 > RIIE S &
FFEFAAERS - T pET AT R BT B2 PR Bk > P&
Egrk A G F AN TR 23 LA Lhd oo F R FER L b b
8% 54 ¥t g4 (Donaldson and Kihm, 1997; Haydenal., 1998)-

RS- R T F B FRE g Fama N B R B AA A G

3R EHP R FARLEFBEL GO T F A% BIRE (PHEIRAR



%20 60%) 2 & i EFHEE SR AR - 2 5ol A 1§ 453 100-250

o2 s iEd g S I RF R 2 (Donaldsoret al., 1982; Donaldson and Kihm, 1997)

CEEY MR A B EERS  PARBALSRE IR 2 S LE S FE

RABENFREAIWEETRAET  FHRIEIAZEBATREL ]S R~ 29 B~

=
o
T
i
3
S
3

W3 B kA aind o AL AL AL 14283 A e g
Wit o i R %0l (Kitching, 1992; Salt, 1993) fe 75 & 5 g 4 15 » &
pigd ewmarpdidysd £ 4 - £ 23,000% (Donaldson and Kihm, 1997) &
v B R S igE  (Saizetal, 1993)c AP E 0 2 LEEA T 4
BREREA T S R AP o - kR T kA 18345 0

Ffew X plaw s 42 9 (Salt, 1993; Donaldson and Kihm, 1997)

233 R ¥

FA S d et ity A F R AW EAE > J* RGD & H 3 5\wy

=3

¥it» %52 v (Domingoet al., 1999; Jacksost al., 2002); # 4 frFFEs h #+5f
W R d EF <mr (Langerhan's cell)s s i #-p5 4 i 2 & 8 & A& (D
Girolamoet al., 1985) i 4 #1270 ~ ff 30 F B F 52 g E LA
FMArk > L& P e i TR

BERACHAS S LG) G rRFRDF 2 RPEAEF A G4 =
R MR ERE 4> & (Alexandersert al., 2002)0 & g % g5 § of s o1
B A BE A E KW FINRARS TN LR A f R Y

(Oleksiewiczet al., 2001)-



283 8d eaya o pdipka S g4 (Donaldsoret al., 1987): & ® 4
FFEe AR T om A AR 0 T2 ) PR A R AT BT A L e s B8
S %:‘Mﬁt ST B2 3R (Sutmoller and McVicar, 1976; Burrovesal., 1981; Browret
al., 1992; Browret al., 1996)-

ZEHNF AR A AENAE A I VNI RPNES S LRI
B AR XA B R s F € Fptat g e (Kitching and Hughes, 2002)2001 #
vy HH%J%’?mr’fm‘fﬁan RS ERT IR FHE L ad SRRy

#1o IF fcdE R 22 s # 4 (Scudamore and Harris, 2002)

234 B AR

BERATHADERP R Fopd i BAME SR A2 BHAF
AFTER S H kR ANEA I R
TR S ERIVERE A R R0 R e SRR 0 ke B
IeHrE s e s TERE FEARSCFD o SERER AL E P RAR > T TN
5%; @ BE#UT R L ABAREFEF IR EL VL EROFR B
= o= &% 3 iE 100% (Kitching and Alexandersen, 2002)

48R Ao g R S 2-14% (Galiliunaset al., 1966)c &1+ 42 & ¢
NI E B a Ry R EERP AR ET Y YU s o
ke ¥ NMAFTE T A TN REERT c R AR L A EFE
S A g 0 B ERSS TG pE B teie @ &2 (Kitching, 2002)-

ZERARERP 3B Rk s v R BT RS S B R
RS o e 250 2 &7 ¢ MITRA R 0 ¥ 20%F ¢ RE - AT A

hps 4 (Kitching and Hughes, 2002)



235 ERopE e

gf&}}% IR MRS AR BR A > e LTIk % (ballooning
degeneration) fw®e 3 4e *f fedt ~ e B KR o Bt twre B S T X AR E
Pk 2 R IRRE ) P Rsvee ¢ DB (hyaline degeneration):}ga% o
FESE eI F R GHT SR ERIR eIl o B EF IR A e TR
BORT RIRA S ER L Lmms (Kitching, 2002; Kitching and Alexandersen, 2002;

Kitching and Hughes, 2002)

236 BLALEF R
FALBFECHARS P REAE R0 ARL > BA MR LR G L T
F2L B - PRRFREY FEESFLLE - & F 3 )]354 g =X g %4 (McCullough et
al., 1992; Salt, 1993) szt £ F i & n\!riéﬂlis* o B kY b ad fedi ik
¥ = (Mulcahyet al., 1990; Salkt al., 1996; Capozzet al., 1997)- & 4 % # » ¢ £
FHEALAEIEFY IgM > 342 2 IQGARFF D = 2 L Rl s TR E T B A
g R B AR 7102 7 AL GRIE] o RREF i o AR 0 p R
DB B LS A OFE R Y 283 > 2 SRR R AT
£t 45 & (Salt, 1993y ¥ ¢b » & g Ferwig 2§ i enh adh ¢ w0 Rl 5
13 gk (Saizet al., 1993; Salt, 1993; Sadt al., 1996)c E vz s & 1| * &
AL E R SR ,%ﬂf (McCullough et al., 1988; McCulloughet al., 1992;

Rigdenet al., 2003)-
ML RHNE R AR RS HEL M LR KU BAR R
RAZFETLEN T af RPN P 5 CD4 2 CD8 T w75 & (Collenetal.,
1990; Garcia-Valcarcedt al., 1996; Childerstonet al., 1999; Bautista&t al., 2003)> 7]

ARl p AR RO T e ks - B 5253 % (Hynes, 1992;

10



Childerstoneet al., 1999)-

CERDEIRELEI RS E L T RE DTS JIE A
(Kitching, 1992; VaMatewet al., 1995)) = 5 & fh# 4 ¢ = 5 %5 & f » LR LR
s 14-28% 4 T ) ) 4 (Kitching, 1992y - 4@ 5 # §7 %4 4 1-3# ~ ok

2 22B0 ;LA ZHIPALLEA4Z 9B (Salt, 1993)

2.4 #H5

SRS ETT BRSO R MR el 2 iR A Y £ L 5 o

¥ F BT R e AT o

2.4.1 i 1% & #5% (Complement Fixation Test, CFT)

CFT# & 23 B30k » 5 Ak fmfip 2 FRIFMR S > £ 4o r T 24

FRRFMS LS ARG EF AT ERIF - BF LR EF Y hr B i
FRAC A i I FAME ARG EF R 2RE R S AR R E L
A ERE > BEIHBE AT FRBEY FERERM G L NRB LSS

ikt &sﬁ%P&«thx%,F’W L
CFT 2~ Beid il 2 > R ARASR T 2 LB prg £

P Fuid 1 71+ v+ (Ferris and Dawson, 1988; Donaldson and Kihm, 1997

242 34 4 # (Viruslsolation)

Fr miepFL b ZFEM AR TRE  CEARS T U R
miE R iR KRB R 0 BRAR w42 P ;’MT‘ w2 (Snowdon, 1966) p =
g e Pl G % E A BT %k (baby hamster kidney cell, BHK-21):#-
PR AR E LR R e 20 37C ~48 > F AR 5% (cytophathic

11



effect, CPE)y = Bt F 5= ph P #ivg CPENR » PIH 2 5144 o
ik s Henak B R A TS e A A F AR M RAED £
FPE AP ARR R P ER R IT T R P3RBT R PFR R TR

T4 B /g5 % f (Longjametal., 2011)-

243 Fr% i % L E = E% (Enzyme-Link Immunosorbent Assay, ELISA)

ELISAhRIZE 4 5 6% - § %+ &3 iy o

Sy

244 X & prias F & (Polymerase Chain Reaction, PCR)

PCRELH R Dl 0 & B AL 5 A egh 8RR 20 LA % DNA g fes
AEZERN R A IR MpE AT T KR FEH M AR R G
b R B R 4 T xRk D o

CEAHRL TF T o PCREMTE =480 4 B 5 F BeR Ll F i
(reverse transcription-polymerase chain reactidAPRR)~ % & 51+ & & & faiéady &
& (multiplex polymerase chain reaction, mPCR = ps & & s 4a4f & J& (real-time
polymerase chain reaction, real-time PCR)

RT-PCRE <7 £ %71 & > 7 3 1% RNA Rig 73 b5 > 4k (£ 27
e G - iE (one-step)z = HE  (two-step)e - 2 RT-PCR#k (77 A2 ik >
TR A E 0 e - HIRG Z AR i (Suareztal., 2007)c mPCRA
LRSI REERE- B DR RS T - BRERTE A R
FR o SRS - RO R4 R o Real-time PCR: — B P& ~ At ~ # 2

TR A P R iR RO 0 T R B B e 87 (Longjamet al., 2011)-

12



245 & ¥ foi#sk (Serum Neutralization Test, SN test)

MeFiple FRAFRIEIEFIRL T L > HOBRARS L RIS
m e i‘“ %{‘ 48 Fé': 19%’* e 74\?- 13 CPE ji«l'J BTt ;'j;/P'JJL /';'E‘ﬁﬂ ‘f‘f'%!'ﬁ-'%g 4 i%' "—S
oo FEd ¢ foRu R K AT T R E T B R ok e 3

2 RBFMARLD AR LA LA v LR (Meyeretal., 1997)

25 b # £
1920 B FF ) v ERE AT W AFE Ik o FdE ”,é’-lfﬁ)}’,ﬁa?
; =

¥
PR A L8P 1930# 0 R YT HAETRY AT AAL L FEE

Prd - BT BARISHER Rk o

251 #d g #]

FerERATHES IR PR OEEEF PR &
L L LR Ry Ths P T
Ak £ & F)E 0 1997 £ 4 A T AR FRE BEcAR R - o ety 2w
BP R4 L (Yangetal, 1090) B R LS P RE{ e T B d A

B i o

252 #¥,
REERFRDFLLEBBRAL ¢ BFRFOF R ANA AR UAHF %
s BB E S 2 5 A% F1E (Kitching, 1992) 5 7 4 #onid Al § A
B-REpEFERRT SR GREE =B TYRERA S CHAERAR A
PAERET R VT AEER MRS A BLIT RS EAS 2GR ERE SR

FA P EREEARY B FWAILE B SR G bR R T
13



253 £ 9 L&

1930+ »Waldmann 4 § % 455 th#é-g 484 + L mie 2 ke % ¥ m}lig* g

#itm &L~ 4 & w (Brookshy, 1982) & Fli p4 €0 mi X 22 AR o I
7 1947 & > Frenkelq)] * Jﬁsi@%ig}%iﬁﬂ—;—gﬁ’igéc K ;fi; AE. R0 E YR

el AL (Brown, 1992 34 RIEAI* 54 ¥ flm®e tk BHK-21 1+ « £ 3 58 e
Moo i a84 ARy a2 - (Rweyemamu and Leforban, 1999)
Fypin (T F hieys > MY 80% t chde e LRk 4 W ihdadl 0 4 i b

ak ﬁ.}?grﬁ"%}% (Doel, 1999)’ T HE T L TR R —**’ HIL G o F]E 0 >

RRPRORT AR HWPRLIFLAVEL o
My r R T BRRY ﬁmﬂﬁﬂlﬁﬂﬁiﬁiﬁéﬁﬁﬁ
4 (Serenseet al., 1998): F 4 % FOE A HILS Y ofl o p R %

bR gk%@%ﬁ$ﬁ?”5¢%ﬁ§éﬁﬁ@°%ﬂﬁiﬂ’%Mﬁﬁﬁﬁ
Fov pull > VLA B EREY RA D AR SRS BB L ELISA
% i 4r PrioCHECK® FMDV NS 2 UBI® FMDV NS ELISA 7 # 5% {204 25 85 3 2 8
AU R ARSI PR R RALRNRABF 0 L HHLR

LR AR R R L I 35 RS RN

B SR A R AI¥ 1P foi#k (serum neutralization test, SN test)
LaBak - R SR 3 AR A VRS R e R S
test gl (T2 /2 4o 2-4.5%745 i > L F] L H ek BAZ§ * I ¢ &%J,E;—;;F;},, y BRI R

BB E MY fROPIF KT N T

14



26 FEEid % L E R %

< 1975 & B4 pEE i B L& 'R % (enzyme-link immunosorbent
assay, ELISA)f o= 2 3F 7 B4 45 Fa %1 B 0 B PS5 ELISA: =5 P
TERF R O FELELEL - o APU T WA & 0 RS hisé- 2 Abu Elzein
3 Crowther #-7F 7] ELISA (Indirect ELISA) * »tZ %72 & v gy adndl (Abu
Elzein and Crowther, 1978)4 % s f1 % s 8 £ end £ 2k 3¢ (convalescent
bovine immunoglobulin) i+ 5 # i 4748 (capture antibody)® + 146Seh=x = & & i
T % W P|FLtd (detector antibody) # & 1 = p? ;5 ELISA (sandwich ELISA) % i ]
EERR AR RRE L SR AY e R }ﬁa-ar (Crowther and Abu Elzein,
1979); =2 % ¢ F 146S cnd £ 3k v BN k4R ¥ £ end £ 3k d-9 1T 5 capture
antibody> B+ 123 4 £ B ELISA & Svenagg 1+ (Ouldridgeet al., 1982) & k2 B

FELISA 83 I shig 453 07 % ki ir) 4 3] (typing) 2 % 4 7 I e 3

26.1ELISA 2

ELISA e 32 8 8-k 2 f8 % 48 (coating) &F 74p (solid phase)t » #-fi
FHT DA G > R RSAEF o d SRR X F (Substrate) &
doo I H kR BEAF RS P53 0 TR PR S iz T T R
(Crowther, 2001)

FTApHE ¢ 427 polyvinyl ~ polypropylene- polycarbonate glass % silicone
rubber% (Voller et al., 1978)> @ polystyrenes_p = & § i i@ * it F o 5 % 4%
NG R bldr2pd R E R LR 2§ IR o R gENIR

2 37CHIE* 13/ EfrdCirr [ErbaF R Y  EASB TR HILhd <5 T o

HHER (S e~ JEETR] 0 Bldcia 2t G s g de 2 R AR 0 P b [RYT

FEAp NS L =B 2 R b R B2 4 (Crowther, 2001) 77 o & Fukl chps %

15



3 alkaline phosphatase (AP)horseradish peroxidase (HRPylucose oxidase*
B-d-galactosidasé& > =~ 1% —*ﬁﬁ&#’ ¢ * (Volleretal., 1978)-
ELISA chig 8L Peig ¥ 3 %17 ¥ P FfRRI S 2R ST 5 5 BB g it

ERFRAME . P EAR SR 4 5 R4 (Shaferetal., 1998)-

26.2ELISA A #

2.6.2.1 ® #7] ELISA (Direct ELISA)

BB A RR S L o o T PR P RS S o 5T R

E'ﬁ’\i'ﬁ—;é% s ﬁii’l) EAR N ‘ﬂ (CrOWther 2001)’

26.2.2 F#3) ELISA (Indirect ELISA)

MALR G BB E Y > e FRFM G - B R F o £ e r T PER
PMEIT L B - B S o Z G B - MR- kRd e LR Tk 0 2 il
(Crowther, 2001) 7 # = § 7 & B3] ELISA £ & » ¥ * %4k p|#L FMDV 2t
1 3o m;}mgé‘r,%ﬁb KA BEEHEMY A IR L84 BT ELISA (k8L 5 >

TRETGBEF PR LG T DB ARERS Ry N H - B o

2.6.2.3 = P ;s ELISA (Sandwich ELISA)

AERFNRBIR T RA B R R - EELDRE S B ERIT
% capture antibody 4r » FLR & H F & > £ 4 » 15T f¥ % 7 detector antibody?
Fih % & o capture antibody detector antibodyk iar& 4= ¥ L pfe & 7 B A%
(Crowther, 2001y - #&2 ¥ Jadufl it 5 capture antibody/ #% & F 8 4 » = g *
7 F epitope ¥ i (T 5 detector antibody® #% % atR £ (Bucheret al.,

1991)-
16



FREAEE B4l 8 L9 A3 AR * g7 22 okl iv 5 detector
antibody> ¥ ¢t £ 4v » T B2 ¥ Fo detector antibodyk iR ¢ 4 E Ik B0 e
£ ¥ 5 = #2 - capture antibody? detector antibodyrk ia# 4 7 5 7 A% 0 B
i = FmE 3P capture antibodyr i@ A # i H i+ (Crowther, 2001) 2 ¥ Jhi=4g (7
% capture antibodym % a3 it i detector antibodyeaz s (4t 12 F Rkl

capture antibodyr ¥ & 48 # 5 detector antibodyk ¥4+ (Bucheret al., 1991)-

2.6.2.4 #% 4] ELISA (Competitive ELISA)

A A] ELISA 7 * »r (Rl & A4 o PFMEeS NF & 2B RAS R
£ E AL A ELISA eh= 2 5 4afh > B F Rl 2 © 7 f¥ 2 «htracer
antibody:® & s &2 Fuk F RS epitopes B 44l ehRILAp e > e tracer antibody
ZiETAEE 0 ¥ bR 4~ o RS ¥ 2 chdtracer antibodyk i #: b 4L B 3R R iR
BT 5 = e Fiple & tracer antibodyn kiR F 5 3 P EtfaN 0 1k 2 4B

BB FRIL R B A4 GHEE (Crowther, 2001)

2.6.25 re %3] ELISA (Blocking ELISA, bELISA)

LA ELISA - fi > » A S EREFEL - ERFITE LA AKER
PR o e r TR E R R T BKPEFER SR 4o~ ¢ T 22 oh tracer
antibody 2Lk it % > w2 LA FR P A E FPRIFA R L g epitoper PR R IT
ip ke > 2 tracer antibody &t fE% > ¥ ¢b 4 » ¢ {57 fiE 2% chd tracer antibody

Kbt dL BT B0 fURR (T L - dRe BRI 4 tracer antibodyn kR E 5 7

e fE G 0 UL D FRE R FRIL G F 0 A2 ZB 4 (Crowther, 2001)

17



26.3ELISA & *

WRlFLR ~ L FR (hapten) 2 £88 > & % St LG HRR] ~ 9 TR B

A R R R G 7 B E54E P enputiie 7] (Voller etal., 1978)-

2.7 H By

271 BX ¥ B
1975# > Kohler 2 Milstein #-5 5% X = u 3% 4. % e BALB/C /| B M5 m % 2
| BF R e R (myeloma) gk & 0 = LR R A R X o SRR R & R e
% (hybridoma): st # & 7 #-5 fhime HiE R L P H2 FFEFETH - B
Freope i o o B ECH Rl (monoclonal antibody, MAb): 2 sk § o A 25 &
¥ % ;z,iﬂ,?;‘v“ 1984 & =g 3% b %ﬁﬁ% (Kohler and Milstein, 1975; Cambrosio

and Keating, 19929

272 E R R

TEFR - BBHTIRE €A AR & - 1T $#- B epitopetis
T A 6 AT R AL L oA PR we ) B T e g
F g nre o T OLE A £ 52 0 44 F 5 2 o Kohler 2 Milstein 4
it & 4§ PEG (polyethylene glycol-5 # Tk LB # = 2k 2 3 § A jbdn
Wk MR b A SR AR R E R R ER L BT I R
BH A AARBEREEAM AR A EEA R4 £ .

P £ R e i (7 e LR (limiting dilution) e 7 & - (2 3 0 A

SR 15 e & B A e e T L H R b - HORFU A A T 5 R K

e e B i & ) BUR R K -

18



273 R

Hhod 335 0 a2 Glar R RET - H 3 22 HFAEL - o ,%gr}
PL R R EF NE G AHFT T EN o blded S BB~ AR B
i H A ELISAZ A UHKE R R R FOE T AR FF LR LR
R A R € AR R ARTLEE AR LA RS EEE F i (Tami
et al., 1986; Reichert and Pavolu, 2004; Saleem and &fays2010)

HAAME v BAZE DS 5 > 3 LRPICHAZRERT F £
ELISA % 2 PrioCHECK FMDV NS: =% iEs? - B SR L R B | RN
capture antibody tracer antibody i #_% 7 &c $ % ELISA % ‘=4 & BAe R (v >
gL HE RPFLEB- R F R anig * (Serenseet al., 1998; Sgrenseat al., 2005)- 12
¥4 2006+# Brocchi % 4 #7iied 5 » PrioCHECK FMDV NS kit $4* 4 1 4 % {5 g

228t 2 F BB F i 90%: 99%2 + (Brocchiet al., 2006)-

19



31 :}Fai &%
311 rﬁ%#i-‘}ﬁs:%#%
ANPATRF T ER RS 5 1997E L BTRE CHRSE AR EokiepR e
BT H N Sun Atk FMDV O/TW/97 o Factel £4 | § 73 B2 % 974
O/TWIO7 4 tx & W & H Rt engip » £ 2 R * LB ¥ LR d 32
(immunofluorescent assay, IFA) o i # {ridsk - 2 & K5 RAEIRS > p R
T#IET A ERAF hEP o TEHARS DFITE Y ER L FRRR

YL TSP RHmTPIFHREN TR -

3.1.2 %3 A B

YT A RS &G R R e 4k BHK-21 (baby hamster kidney cel)
b MR AR F KRS 22 0 F P ok o #-BHK-2L e %20 5§ 5%
22 & i (Hyclone, Logan, Utah)x 19%A »zit 44 % (ampicillin, streptomycin and
amphotericin; Biological Industries, Israeli» Dulbecco’s minimum essential medium

(DMEM, pH 7.0-7.2; Gibco, NY, USA > # ¥ 2 ¥ ** 7 3 5%= ¥ it g ~ 37C 13
Y A o
BHK-21 fm® 5 LB A & w2 » B %A x> Fme L1 A BETT

TR MR R PFAR-RE R ALY T R % ®4- > 11 150T flask: &) - * 10 mL

® 7 PBSi3 % (Gibco, NY, USA) %= & & 54 » £ 4 » 2 mL 0.16% Trypsin
(Gibco, NY, USA) ij it tm?e > 2B & 37TC#FE G 2448 Flwme T ILF]A (- i

e dpdT T Ok > B 7 mLgg &Rt flask ¥ I d-dmre b AT 0 20 (8 B Rl 2 N e
20



T 3mLmre Rxik B e » Fremflask @ o0 4 ~ DMEM 2 % 7% 3] 25-30 mL»

EEHLB w3 RELST B3 37C 5% COELHY BE -

313 vk pA U

Moy & 2-3p &chE g BHK-21 etk o 52 R 240k 5 ¥ ¢ B FMD
O/97;4 i% (10° TCIDsg/0.1mL) ##f§ i £ <HDMEM 33 % i ¢ ¥ 2353 R & >
BF AR 4 i~ o g BHK-21 in%e 53¢ 37CY B 17 304 480 # M
RERHE G2 27 HF ODMEM B &% > £ 4~ 50mL 7 2%°5 4 5 52 1%
Rrch it 2 nDMEM 2 %% 5 37C 5% COE % ¥ £ % -4 12-16
PR ST LR D] 95% CPE £ #-0t o & i 08 f iRk = =t st 4T 3,500
rpmit. 204 48 (Centrifuge 5804R, Eppendorf, Germanaj()“,f :}}ia-% R e B
Btk i Fopd et iRk 800 Mkpd ki B2 RUpE
B e

314 r Eﬁ"ﬁ'}i}ﬁsi 4 R

1295 1938 # Reed 2 Muench #7% % 7 50%!e *4« BaER 2#+% (50% tissue
culture infection dose; TCHg) & ;# (Reed and Muench, 1938)i# * 963t jic & 3t %
o JF e g i‘/x’i’zi‘z—lﬁi—* R 10 B ?ﬁn‘ﬁ v & - AR S R R & 3L 4y
» 50 UL i o F MR 3 £ 4P e~ 100 uleh BHK-21 e R i (2x10°
cell/well) g > 2% > 37C ~5% CQE £ B E 5 X SRR w2 CPEF

ZI}:‘L%J‘-—E?:/E\ 3 ]%: o

315 r 8RR pH+ ki

2~ 100 mL:)]%:?; RGE2FTLFFER L R we B A 5;,-;};«15; yBE 11 4C

21



3,500 rpmegw 20 4 45 (Centrifuge 5804R, Eppendorf, German;()%:}gai P eim
PR o ML St R EIE R R ALY 0 A r X)) 3% 8 (BmL: 152
pL) 0.1 M 2-binary ethylenimine (BEI; Sigma, St. LouldSA; 0.1 M BEI;% »*
0.175 N NaOH#% ;%) » &t 37TC R ¥ 24-48 | pFit r}}is-% ER-RAE

P50 ML2 B i 4§ 0 4o~ 6 ML 309G M iR B AR E B e REERKE M4
NF T2 A e 30 MLy @A EEA K o #-50mL2 % i# 4 F (Ulra-Clear™
tubes, Beckman)“ 4°C ~ 70,000 xgit~ (Avanti'™ J-25.5 Centrifuge, Beckman) P
PR3 i g A pellet § i T e B R Mg B 4 2 (g £ (50 pl/tube)
TEN buffer (Tris base 1.21 g, EDTA 0.38 g, NaClb@ % >+ 1,000 mL distilled water)

W ACHE R R IR REd pellet® g T 2md kg e

32 H AWMU H
321 Ry kiR

B AFRET Y v EARES O97 4% BALB/c | B - kW # ¥ ihiuag
(Chenget al., 2006) # * - tx QLOE-3y¥iifriz & ki jt br Wt it ¥ i it
if_‘i S|te 1 (RGD mOtIf) é‘{\' - N 2:‘}\' = ) ) j\'? 5@ f{ 3f * LL ’H’\E /Ef!#m%“' j\ f’f 19 §‘m/€ﬂ

;Z °

322 Hhrmhsd 2

FEH G 2" &2 BALB/c | R igipii st 0.5 mL® <7 = > iz& (Freund's
adjuvant, incomplete, SigrfiaMissouri, USA)> — ¥ 4 B~4% % ;% — 4 25 cnf 2 % 5
2 B mie iR (fw e B 1x10 B wmre) & (7] BUE R o i 2-33% 14 /) B
S R A EKAL (M F AR N REAR) R R Rk
B foBe iR £ 4 %0 1.5 mL eppendorfs 35 2 —20C ¢ & * o

22



323 Ry

iz * Vivapure miniprepG spin column kit (Sartorius BiciteGmbH, Goettingen,

Germany) jEo] B k¢ Biv W EH Rl H RiZa & 4% protein Gt kg b
FAArd KRG 0 B F S ERAG R TR D B R ko B B

BT o

i Lok 7,000 xgiges 5 4 45 (Microfuge® 16 Centrifuge, Beckman
Coulter)» i i 0.22 pm g > 112 Lk voendmie R R ¥ BB i
e77g -k 2 binding buffer (0.1 M Sodium phosphate, 0.15 M NggH 7.4) 1: 12 & 35
3 o #-7 7 protein Gepga+ 2 » o g o B OEBR F P 0 0 4o r 0.65mL
binding bufferz 1,800 xgit-~ 1 4 4 > @] Jcf & P AR > L HBEHFD R
o LT o R E A~ %; e ;fﬁw;ﬁﬂjawk 0.65 mL> 17 640 xg3gr.s 6 ~ 45
F]3 ke o £ 4c » 0.65 mL binding buffer? 1,800 xgd.~ 1 4 4575 % 4 & &
72 & F ARG g B2 2 mL eppendorf T & eppendorfih 2 4e » 65 pl £
neutralization buffer (1 M Tris/HCI, pH 9.0 {5 4 » elute buffer (0.2 M Glycine/HCl,

pH 2.5) 12 1,800 xgaft . 1 4 48 » & FEafc ™ ke 4 T 5 8 1L SR Pl o

324 Rt

b H R EARY o R Y Fleng AR ¢ 77 Glycine s Tris % /] -9
FAF > A THLEE ] 30 FAFREINE Y E AT E2 KT 8F V&
e 5385k 0 s BT R ) 9 B2 % °

BATEREF R AR E (Molecular porous membrane tubing, SpectradfPor
(molecular weight cutoff [MWCO], 12,000 to 14,00pectrum Laboratories Inc.,

Rancho Dominguez, CA)? DW ;& §ic s T+ & * »3 % * %47 4 (Weighted closures,

23



Spectra/Pdt, Spectrum Laboratories Inc., Rancho Dominguez, @A) 5 & T = 44
FoRFPHLEnE Rl r RPN S FHDRN DT F o RS R 2

% %ﬁiwg » 2~ 500 mLYE47 0 4c » 100 & 8844 ch PBS ki (7547 » £ M- 4r 2 )
WEL T o £ AL (Stirring hot plate, Cornirfg Corning Inc. USA) + > | * g g+
(stir) #==4f> PBS> 4l tind 2 Fov a3 > S EMRTE T IEEE 8P

A { & 1-2=x PBS-

325 Hhrm e g

i * Protein Quantification Assay kit (Macherey-Nagegr@any) * i:& (7= ¥ Jhiw
Rk R Rl € o § L2 1 mL PSB (protein solving buffery- BSA (bovine serum
albumin) 45 % w2 1 k& Lpglul - £ 11% PSB#-1ug/ul BSA i 41 - @i =
% 1pg/ul~0.5ug/ul ~0.25pug/ul ~0.125ug/ul ~0.063pug/ul ~0.031pg/ul % 0 pg/ul
gev TR R e

B - BRRIRE F FARE FRIE RS LB 20pL X 9634 > & B
BE B R A S £4738% 0 20 F 34 ~ 40 ul PSB- £ 4~ 40 ul QR
(quantification reagent)® * & 963t 4 » 8 Pl A chgpd K R 2 ¥ K ¢ &
o B TR 304488 MR 963V P * 4 sk k B3t (Thermo Labsystems,
Multiskan Ascent)ig] 560 nmid £ 2wk @ o 12 Fev B3 R dow ok B g W R

b A B F R E R ek R o

326 H a8 § & g& (horseradish peroxidase, HRP)

i¢ * Lightning-Link™ HRP Conjugation Kit (Innova Biosciees, Cambridge,
UK) #-H Rt 7 HRP = L 2| H Rl (tracer MAb). 3 (%) 38 ik BB 2 &30

PEiei o AP 500pL B Ryt (422 HRPA F v 6420111 % 4: 12
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) & 50uL LL-Modifier $=#zif £ 355 (5 %8 &% 5 » HRP# % (100pg) @ -
#FE 2R 3 PF(AHER)E > 4 » 50ul s LL-Quencher # % % /8 304 457 ¥ ¢

* o

33 £ gH#H Y F (VP & REAER
AR S%Arik 7 FMDV O/97 VP12 £ & FIA 5 eh %% FFth 0 ¢ 58
PREFLAEFFREIP b HRAT B N TAFEN SRR PR

PSR g R i e AR

331 £3% F2 R

Pl
3
=
S

e

b

S,

W DE R (L FMDV O/97 VPLA %1 A 7 e+ 55 4% 7))
% Ampicillin 2 Kanamycin# Luria broth & i 32

% 7 (LB/Amp/Kana plate; 100 mg/L Ampicilin, 25 mg/mLakamycin, 25 g/L LB
powder; Life Technologies, Frederick, MD, 15 g/LdBa" agar powder; Becton,
Dickinson and Company, Sparks, M, if & /& 7 5 i 716 & ** 50C-kig # £ /| p*
84~ Ampicillin 2 Kanamycin® /2 £353) 37CE £ E & °

P~H - B 454620 mLz Ampicillin (100 pg/mL)* Kanamycin (25ug/mL) 2
LB#2 % ;% (LB/Amp broth; 100 mg/L Ampicillin, 25 mg/mL Kanaroin, 25 g/L LB
powder 1,000 mL distilled watet , B & 7 # = 7 & *50C - kis £ ] pFis
4 » Ampicillin 2 Kanamycing ;2 £353 ) » *37TCR TR R 1k °

Fe P % R > 210 mLE & ik » 4 » 200 mLz 3 Ampicillin & Kanamycire_ LB
BAR > WITCRER A2/ FF > 2600 nmi £ 2= £ 5 2 0.6-0.8F - £ 7£200 mL
Fik @ B~20 mLA:® > 5 » 400 mLz 3 Ampicillin 22 Kanamycir_ LB#; % i » *+37C

REH A2/ > 2600 nmt £ 2 =k F L 0.6-0.8%F - 21 mLFR 115 mL
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eppendorf tubeé 3= = Bl (before induce)

F1 4 f) % 4 » isopropyl-beta-D-thiogalactopyranoside (IPTG; GEaltiecare,
Uppsala, Sweden) & % k& 21 mM IPTG:> 3 *37Cr 4 #° RFr 43
21 mLiF% I 1.5 mL eppendorf tube 3= % Al (After induce)-

#- 400 mL fie 2 10,000 xgdt.~ 30 44 (HITACHI®, Himac CR 22G,
High-Speed Refrigerated Centrifugef] 2 t i i¢ - 2 40 mL lysis buffer (100 mM
NaH,PO4, 10 mM Tris-Cl, 8 M urea, 10 mM imidazole, p@Bw ;3 itk » ¥ %
sk b idgd R (Vibra Cell™, SONICS)ELF » 11 20%2. 5 & F Jis 2 §) & 4
fro@ T 2004 F LERd RFR AT AAREARIMLER T 15
mL eppendorf tube -2 10,000 xgig~ 1 4 45 (Microfuge® 16 Centrifuge, Beckman
Coulter) s fc f + jrir ikt I & Bk 5 S& P> 2457k 1~ 10,000 xgig
10 4 45 (HITACHI®RX series, Himac CF 15RX, High-Speed Micro Cengifl i5] 4
DOFREG IR o B E T a R B o B4k Bl 2 Al 2 15 mL
eppendorf tube: 10,000 xgig.« 1 4 45 (Microfuge® 16 Centrifuge, Beckman Coulter)

‘53 ulzf_p ok AR BISAISSE P2 A48 39 LA

332 £ Fd FLRASTERER
3321 & Jafs feden B 2 A& (Sodium dodecyl sulfate-polyacrylamide gel

electrophoresis, SDS-PAGE)

#-% I E e F-v ¥ 6% protein sample buffer (0.06% bromphenol blu€s1SDS,
60% glycerol, 300 mM Tris-HCI, 600 mM DTT, pH 6.8) #8 4% +* 5:1 % 100C 4c #
10~ 4ats » Bkt > B3 F-9 F 24 (sodium dodecyl sulfate-polyacrylamide gel
electrophoresis, SDS-PAGE)SDS-PAGE® # = ;2 4™ @ Lz @ 12967 & % (» 4
¥, separating gel) ;+ » ¢ ‘= %4+ gel cassette. L3 7 ¢ o L s 2 R E 0 F)
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RAF S E 4o~ 5% &% (& #9388, stacking gel) & » #7Z % A $x (comb)-
HEF 1S 2~ A # 40 ~ running buffer(25 mM Tris-HCI, 192 mM glycine,
0.1% SDS, pH 8.3 ##l # 4 2 5 4 ¢ &2 £ Protein Marker (PageRuiét
Prestained Protein Ladder, Fermentas, Harringt@A)Uzt Protein Marker (BLUeye
Prestained Protein Ladder, Gene DireX, Inc. NevBlI@&A)- = 4c » %8¢ » F 415 2
KEEHO0KRF25 a8 4k Q0 RIF 754 48T A = = {6 B8 F  (transfer)

DESEAE S T

3322 & * &gz (Western blot, WB)

BAFIY 2B EF & (TE 22 tank transfer unit, Amersham Bioscienée)?
B h3-0 BRI A8 i (nitrocellulose membraneNC membrane, 0.4pm,
Protrarf, Schleicher & Schuel}-filter pad2: NC membrane filter paper: transfer
buffer ;= & (s % % >t &0+ & p 12 transfer buffer (25 mM Tris, 192 mM glycine, 10%
methanol) ;=2 £ g »er+ & p > @A EE 5 90 volt~ 90 448 - = & {44 NC
membrane+ PBST (0.09¢ Tween-20, 1xPBS buffer, pH 7.3) i 3= » # =% 5
& 48 o # NC membranei-} >+ blocking buffer (0.05% Tween-20, 1% anchor milk in
1xPBS buffer, pH 7.3)% # & i¥ 1 -] FFo4r » 12 blocking bufferfff# 500 & 2. mouse
anti-his-tag MAbf* 5 — o> *v 3§ T % 1. p > W PBST##% 3% » # X 54
& o £ 4v » 12 blocking bufferfff# 5,000 % 2. Peroxidase-conjugated AffiniPure Goat
Anti-Mouse IgG (Jackson ImmunoReserch Laboratotias, PA)> >+ 3 8 F g 17 1]
pro 12 PBST e 3=t » #=t 5 &4 > 1 TMB/H (3,3',5,5-tetramethylbenzidine)
(TMB/H Substrate, Millipore Inc. California, USA¥E = & ¢ » 2_{s 11~ & DW % 1t

4 o
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333 £ Fs FHi

3331 433 Rick g

#-2.Ack 7 ¥ & (Econo-Pac chromatography columns, empty, incluggser
bed supports, end caps, tip closures, 50 pc/pk,-B&D, Bio-Rad Laboratories,
Richmond, CA) H 2 * 452 + > T4 » 2 mL fck +7 94 48 (resin) (GE Healthcare,
Amersham Biosciences, Uppsala, Swedenj 7 & R 3-v 2 % it > H g p & 5 44
3 (Ni*) 7% & Histag € 39 o *t % 4 dmdm s B4 » 20 mL lysis buffer
(100 mM NaHPQy, 10 mM Tris-Cl, 8 M urea, 10 mM imidazole, pH 8:0) /% %27
o4 r 20 mL2o & gy F ¥R o Gndi i £ % A 4 » 10 mL wash buffer | (100
mM NaH,PQ,, 10 mM Tris-Cl, 8 M urea, 10 mM imidazole, pH 6:3)0 mL wash
buffer 11 (100 mM NaHPQO,, 10 mM Tris-Cl, 8 M urea, 10 mM imidazole, pH 5:9%
mL elution buffer 1 (100 mM NapPQO,, 10 mM Tris-Cl, 8 M urea, 10 mM imidazole,
pH 4.3) 2 6 mL elution buffer 11 (100 mM NapPO;, 10 mM Tris-Cl, 8 M urea, 10
mM imidazole, pH 8.0) » %]z & 70 i & fd %4 14 2R I 3330 4°C o B3R ip & 8%
iv %% 22 6x sample buffers 44 5: 18 & > & {7 SDS-PAGET /A~ 47 » T4 >
2 3.3.2.10 B-F A {48 2 coomassie blug 74 ¢ > A (8 RIS K3 F > i

) B VA S

/

3332 i

B E A AT Aol F B 1 (S ehde ¥ U E P e SDS-PAGE (0.2 cm)
AR RAEEZEAE 3.3.2.1 2 F A B EE 0.3M KC| T3k
Bk o BRI ARG F R B P Ryt s )
7 nE KD R BT 0 o AT i R R 2 s R R
o SIS RS e 2~ 2 mL eppendorf tuber 4r » ¥ 2 % 48 4% <5 gel elute
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buffer (30 mM Tris-HCI, 100 mM NaCl, 0.1 mM EDTAHp7.0) > 3<% »* 2 F R &
(suspension mixer, SM3000, digisystem laboratosyriments Inc. Taiwan)t > % g
YEdE R R o X P > 12 10,000 rpmeg.s 10 4 48 (Microfuge® 16 Centrifuge, Beckman

Coulter) fsjx & 2+ ik » £ €48 4 » elute buffer *edtg e 2 o 2 H 3> £ St

_—

B A T SR R A RS R o RFRE

o

ek

T

334 £23v Tl

i * Protein Quantification Assay kit (Macherey-Nagegr@any) % 4 %] P&

i 4 BArH FHS 2 RS (VPLER » $(F2 2 3.250

335 £ ds FoE RIS S i 4 R

mE >t EEREREE e BHRFMZ S LA A o B RHILEarVPLE

o 3-0 FEip § WA & 6% protein sample buffer;® & 323 > 2 100C 4 #: 10 &
485 B Atk > By ieis SDS-PAGE # iz Ik 3.3.2.10 fe B 12%T & %} & 5% &
B 10 pL #& &3 % 22 5 pL &% protein marker %)/ » &k A~ 7 > 12 60 R 4F

EERA 25 AsmtsE S 90 KRAF 75 Adm o BH L hje FHF I NC
membrane! - & 1% i* 5 90 volt~ 90 4 4% - #-NC membrane? PBST % 3 =

s % ** blocking buffer? » % ** 4C*® Z 71§ & ° & P #% NC membrane~ 1! » 4c »

12 blocking bufferff-## 500 & 2 # i ¥ ik 8 QLOE-3%L-k >t iR ™ 7% 1] p&

r PBSTiji% 3 = {¢ £ 4c » 14 blocking bufferf## 5,000% 2. Peroxidase-conjugated
AffiniPure Goat Anti-Mouse 1gG (Jackson ImmunoRebelaboratories, Inc., PA) **
FETIEY 1)} pFE Y PBST,F 3T e TMB 275 4 » 2 (g0~ & DW % 1

-~

g o

o
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336 £ AR PA TR AR

Fou s ¥ foidS (SNtest)i& (74P SNtests P e S n P ¢ frin
B4R o B RIZ AL R S B A 4 LE FMDV R
iF14 0 R4~ 4 FMDV & B £ 4 BHK-21 fm%% > A % 4% 2.3 4 1 3 CPE:
K S| 85 Rl en? fedill 4 BB R E A Y bl i (SN T724) 5 SPF
FeiF o MF 2 RELERRLES RS Be FoEedky VPLZ R EN A o
PRREI S IVPLIFL R 0 22k 3.3.2.1% 3.3.2.20 B-FRIFE & ﬁ%ﬁ 500
> = s #-fE 5,000% 2 Peroxidase-conjugated AffiniPure Goat Anti-Swinéslg

(Jackson ImmunoReserch Laboratories, Inc., PA)

34 5 R E
341 R %t

28 @i d (12kg) 7 AHhu (- 2-2) M A AR BEL R £ R

DL RERTE e B AR T A AT o

342 £V S

@ RS BhE SR VPLIFS k> LR A E 5 50ug - M &
4 % % > iz# (Freund's adjuvant complete, SIGMASt. Louis, MO, USA)r2 1: 1
P NR S EEFAT SIS o 2 oA RAARER B0y BfR
4 % % % » 24 (Freund's adjuvant incomplete, SIGMASt. Louis, MO, USA) 1 1 :
12 VR A3 EFA T § 818t o

FAEBENS 021422 63 % & BB gL > 27 F 3 5 EE AR

PR A A DA BN E A 70X X e o FRAF e RIE T 37C ~ 20 &
30



BiRHI ACHFIE R E RS & 5 0 #1512 5,000%g> 30 4 43w » fT b i

FaAr—20Ck 3 HFp R o

343 5 R FEL AT
3431 &+ LEk:

WE G EBEFRTAFIAMAE AN E e B S Rz B At o
n R s e (VPL fF G FR 0 22 3.3.21% 3.3.2.20 #ipla if 5 A 50
Bz dhig QEAFNAADES 0-21-42% 63X T jEik ) :#’n‘,;;ﬁ.-
f# 5,000 & z. Peroxidase-conjugated AffiniPure Goat Anti-RabhiGI (Jackson

ImmunoReserch Laboratories, Inc., PA)

3432 & F ¥ frik%
k2 MR 15 B 63 % THR sk F 11 56C ALE i AT 304 40 114
AFRPG T Ao E 06 B ELY > FRLF e RRR284Y
Wl F - SRR 24 F3t e~ 50 pL > #-v &%J,E:}Ii;.% AL 100
TCIDsy/50 pL {6 » # 3t 4c » 50 uL » #- 963t 2 L 5 37Cr A a7 g iF15)
pEo & 3 4 » 100pL 0 BHK-21 e fixie (5%10 celliwell) % ++ 37C 5% CG
BAHYRE 2R R YL F 0 R EFE L F Y e

puRg S

35 & FHk*
R &R R A U AR EL R € A L RRERE
Hi o2

|3

Y TIPS T F PN CEY
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351 ¥ F
#5825 SN testig RIFEEn 5 SN 7240k s s & ¢ ot 4 § i if
e ¥ b L AREEE 2 1 SPR# F s F T A AR EL o SRR A

A EF 20uL B ACHEHFH * o

352 # &5 F

3521 i FHk A
Wi 7 pend fofil 4 § > Bpgd ik s4 2 102 ~ % 5 SPF-SN3-4-
8-16-~32-64~128-256% 512> & ~#cA B 5 100~ 119-46-~67-~48-~67~47 -
6747 % 66 & 67411#3. T A R ety 4 | Q=gia /Fildﬁx; oA R B SR
WAAESEREA B RMEFELE G ZR AT T F Bk ﬂ‘%”‘i B 2
© SN testere iB] » gL E ¢ fofifll 4§ i T }ﬁ back titation# # % % 100

TCIDso 2 4 + ® # A (i © B sk 2545 v Hhobl s 5 161 -

3522 # & F# 4

o7 o fofdd > B2 8 FHR AL X525 A% SN 4216-32-
128 % 512> % a4 & 20 Bk > A& 100 B2 5 Fthk o F KR 5
BERAFE ARG EREA BT RMEFEALE IR AT oo Ay

“iES X SNEZ% }}%% back titation# # ¥ & 100 TCID;p = + ©

3523 i iF# 4

1295 7 e frdridd o BE 8 AL A 5m > A u L SN 4-16~ 32~

128 % 512> = B4+ H & 20 B A > K 100 B X & itk & o i KR e o
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BEFIBRTARGEREA S AT RME FEAE S ERAAT oo A

53 = SN > Jz+ backtitation? # % & 100 TCIDso = + -

36 % B iRle ¢ frind2 1 %73 ELISA
361 #45¢ e Fv VPLE#rd] ELISA (r'VP1-bELISA)

3.6.1.1 B ¢ i rVP1-bELISA ix i

r A SN2 2 iR 17 IVPL-DELISAGE i i 1 20 38 B-rVPL 12§ 45 673 7%
(coating buffer) (Carbonate-Bicarbonate buffer, @, SIGMA®, Louis, Germany)A
8 2 60~ 120~ 2402 480 ng/50ul it 5 % dEFil > F TR #ic kB 50 plL
4v » 963 ELISA #% (F96 Maxisorp nunc-immuno plate, Nunc™, Thermastfic,
Denmark) ¢ >+ 37C & F 1] B> = & %414 2 200pl/well PBST#i% 1= » £
4¢ » 100puL/well =1 blocking buffer (PBST + 1% anchor milk)s 37C 2% 1| p* -
i¢ r2 200 ul/well PBSTjjie 3 =t » #-3 it 3§ 2 ot 53 HRP ehH iRty QLOE-312
blocking bufferf#f# + 3 2.5~5-10~20+40~80 % 160 ng/50uL - * i ¥ & #
% B~ 50puL 4 » 963 ELISA % > »r 3 R &2 (VPL1R i 1] pF » @ {512 200uL/well
PBSTji% 5=t » 4 » 100uL/well 7 TMB (TMB single solution chromogen for ELISA,
Invitrogen™, Invitrogen Inc. Camarillo, CA} ¢ &> " % 8 o by £ (7% 154 48 »
4v >~ 100 uL/well = stop solution (IN HCI)s* ok & ¢ & i o 12 4 6k & 2 p] » 35 B

Agso e 1.5 2 % enif 2 gl S it iF 2 K2 (7 {8 § e rVP1-bELISA-

3.6.1.2rVP1-bELISA # i®ir 42

f1* coating bufferi-rVP1 #f# = 120 ng/5QuL > P~ 50l 4 » 96444 ¢ > ¢
7TCRIF 11 p - =% 4kts 1 200 pl/well PBST & 1= » £ 4 » 100 pl/well

i1 blocking buffer (PBST + 1% anchor milk)** 37C 2% 1] B - 12 200 pl/well
33



PBST i 3 =t » #-F iRl -1 » 12 blocking bufferf#f# 5 & » = i & 4% & P~ 50
pl 4ex 96444 ¢ 2 g i 16 | o £ 2 PBST 7% 5 =& » # tracer MADb
(Q10E-HRP) 12 blocking bufferfff# = % 20 ng/50uL > 7 B~ 50 uL 4r » 963t H ¢
R EF Lo L0 PBSTi% 5=t » 4 » 100 pl/well 7 TMB % ¢ & » %
TR O Ak (7% 15 4 480 40 » 100uL/well 7 stop solution (IN HCI)# 1+ & & &

J& > 1 ELISAreaden | Assoid B °

3.6.1.3rVP1-bELISA &% & i A 17 2 FEiR
ARE G F R P fofdl 4§ (SN 724) 2 SPFE S 0 kit {7 rVP1-bELISA
i Rl Hik Tk 3612 FiEF- EAFEKR P A R fZ

'VPL-DELISAE_F ¥ 11 #-0t 3 fhf 7@ fofadll 4 § chpf 5P /e % A 0k o

3.6.14rVP1-bELISA $& # 5 i #& iRl

11352605k ~ £ 2 X F gk A A W] kg (7 (VPL-DELISA i if] » & 4 I PR35
fedtPeie > TR P friadl 4§ (SN 724) 2 SPFRs F - H 4k iFiifel 3.6.1.2 &

B AR 7 A R

3.6.1.5A4s0i# E &k = P4 || 4 ¢ (percentageinhibition value, Pl value)

e F B A o0 Agsodf B & PioCHECK® FMDV NS Kit3f & p e 38 4 =

Plig : 100 — (s 4 & Ass/te B $ 8 s # Asso) X 100%¢

3.6.1.6 'VPL-DELISA 2 SN test 4 B {22 & 44
Her F R AR RIS 0 Agsof ] 3.6.1.5 0 R S S PLE S £ A4 w3 Y

DE B Rk Pl R dh A hPIE 2 F Y fofuR 4 kg ERE W SR
34



FE B VPL-DELISA % SN test) & Ap b 12 £ #4R 0 2 RT 2 E 2 4Lk 4
FFrFAtr P tE s FNtEdALiz TV E

E 1

PEHRAPMMEEEFE tES N T

— -
\l—;-
n % ~#k

LB S22 RT @

3.6.1.7rVP1-bELISA 2 cut-off & ~ ST & ~ FB & - REL 4

F1* receiver operating characteristics&t (ROC curve) % =& cut-off i& » & i
g At 10%e - %o # R s 10-90% 14 & 3 K4 o i (SN titer =
32) kP BAR B Y o 2 B RES K b (SNtiter <32): =R A
(1R ) FL X 234 ROC curve £~ 5 #1721 (0, 1) «h&:7 5 cut-off

w (Fawcett, 2006) @ AT 4+ ~ FR M ZE - R > 22 H 3 jE 4T

SN test
XS £y ed
E XS A B
rvVP1-bELISA
e e C D

A : True positive
B : False positive
C : False negative

D : True negative
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'VP1-bELISA 2 57 & 4= A/(A+C)
VP1-bELISA 2. # & 1+ = D/(B+D)

VP1-bELISA 2 — 3 {+= (A+D)/(A+B+C+D)

36.2 4 Bk 2% %73 ELISA (VirusbELISA)

3.6.2.1 B i it virusbELISA i% i

PIHE AN E B (7 ELISA Hh BB 1Y virus-DELISAZ i 2 » #5147 B @ o
»gdE BElI 7 & v ehv RRm & R RS %k (coating buffer) (Carbonate-
Bicarbonate buffer, pH 9.6, SIGMA Louis, Germany) 22@]%:% Rk B4nE(T 2 B
FHEL 5128 > * B S L P 50 ub 4~ 963 ELISA ¥ (F96 Maxisorp
nunc-immuno plate, Nunc™, Thermo scientific, Derkhar - ** 37C 2§ 1] pF »
=2 i 4gis 1 200 pliwell PBST e 1= » £ 4c » 100 pl/well =7 blocking buffer
(PBST + 1% anchor milk)*+ 37C &3 1] p# - 15 12 200ul/well PBST % 3 =t »
#-tracer MAb (Q10E-HRP) blocking bufferff = 5 20~ 60 %2 100 ng/5QuL - =
o AFFE 2 & B~ 50l 4o » 963¢ ELISA 4 3t 3 i & 18 1] p5 @ 1512 200pL/well
PBSTiji% 5=t » 4c » 100uL/well 2 TMB (3,3',5,5-tetramethylbenzidine) (TMB single
solution chromogen for ELISA, Invitrogen™, Invitrexg Inc. Camarillo, CA)% ¢ #| »
R R O bk 1T 15 4 480 40 » 100pL/well 0 stop solution (IN HCI)% i+ & 4
F J& 4 ELISAreaderi ] Ao’ E B~ Agso e L5 = weif 2 i s B id 1 ik 2 ki

7 14 4 ¢0virus-bELISA -

3.6.2.2 virus-bEL I SA % ie/m 42

f1* coating buffer¥-3 i #t.w {5 chv &%Jﬁ:@si g7 8 B AR > P~ 50 pL 4
» 9634 23 3TCRIE 1] pF o == f 4% 1 200ul/well PBST & 1= » £
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4¢ » 100puL/well =1 blocking buffer (PBST + 1% anchor milk)s 37C 2% 1| p* -
16 11 200puL/well PBST 3% 3 = » #-fFip] . 1% & 12 blocking bufferfF-# 5 & - =
o gtk 2P~ 50pL 4e » 963 % ¢ o2 F R IF* 16 pF o £ 12 PBSTj %= 5=t »
#-tracer MAb (Q1OE-HRP)# blocking bufferff# = 5 100 ng/5@L - i 2~ 50 pL
fer Q63T o FRIEH 1 pF e B PBSTE 50 » 4 » 100 pl/well =H
TMB & & | » >t 3 8 & ftff £ i7% 154 48 » 4c » 100uL/well = stop solution (1N

HCI) # .+ % ¢ F & » 2 ELISAreaden k] Assoid 8 o

3.6.2.3 Virus-bELISA % & 7 & 7 B FER
ARE G F R P fofid 4 % (SN 724) 2 SPR# s if > ki {7 virus-bELISA
g4 PR B iFnfelk 3622 FEFZ-EAEKR P I BE O fE

Virus-bELISA &£ F 7 12 #-pt & flsg @ fofid 4 § i G Frd % A R o
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41 5% WK
411 cERpE 4 RRlT

#-7 e ﬁa‘ﬁ [ ﬁﬁ:rﬂ}ﬁai R4 BHK-21 me ik » 2% 3 X (s 2w CPE&

14 » FMDV O/97 54 4 # % 10’ TCIDs/0.1 mL-

42 ¥ Al g

421 BRyag s s S g

#-ApEE H oh¥ Hiputd QLOE-30 1 *  Vivapure miniprepG spin column kit
(Sartorius Biotech GmbH, Goettingen, German¥)}& protein Gji_ |- B FE-k ¢ % i )
HRyhl o5 ¥ 8 754715 = #-Glycine 2 Tris % izt /] F-v F2 “f - £ 41 * Protein
Quantification Assay kit (Macherey-Nagel, Germarg)e = 3 Rtk & i) 2o
¥k BSATREER 2 A kgl {18 SM > 2 R* 5 099 ¥ Aty QLOE-3

M EEA E o 8 kR A Y S 3969 392.9 ngil -

422 ERhitriEs -4 pr
m H R QLOE-3> i tracerd|* Lightning-Link™ HRP Conjugation Kit
(Innova Biosciences, Cambridge, UK3-¥ & 48 QL10E-3t& -1 HRP: %+ i Q10E-3

JE & 5 330 nglL -
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431 €235 FAR

#ih BT B R MR B]R 2} i TR e 7 SDS-PAGER A 5 > 1
coomassie blug 74 ¢ > B HRAF & IPTGH ¥~ E4 M > + ] 55 30 kDa
ZPHRRY S5 R A PBST A gre 2 pellet? (B=2) HA4RFR I

Je 4~ 2 lysis bufferw 3 » @ (S8 F & B Fe0 20 o

432 e Ttz g

Begg A Lol fer A ey Fie (7 SDS-PAGE T A A 45 o - ¥ U
coomassie blug 7 4 ¢ » ¥ 2 wash buffer#-‘w e 5 2 1) (Ble ) @ elute buffer
I B & cnp 3 eigd Kk (BZ); ¥- Pi&i7g > 52 BHitig2dEdr
F-v ¥ mouse anti-His-tadgf /aFtd iv* > & ¢ {4 ¥ & mouse anti-His-tad Jm i
TS £ e VPLIEY (B2) e

Fooboo 4 e s s ehged ik 7 SDS-PAGER A 417 (Bl-) > i %%
“ﬁf TP EEE RO e BFEFRY FEE o

iz * Protein Quantification Assay kit (Macherey-Nagegr@any) & # | *» ¥ %
i endey FORRRJEBSAREER 2 He sk g AR E Y SF 2 RS 0.99

w o Fo F o HER AW 5 542.1- 515.9 298.0 306.1 ngiL -
433 £ 30 TR ERFME LN 4 R

i > S a2 e Fd VPL & 41§ 500 % 2 B Rt QLOE-37%L-kit (7

B it ¥ afad QLOE-37 & 30kDa+ /| th& 3y VP12 & (B ~) -
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434 € & 3-v ?’;’5‘5‘ AR Sl D e

1% & > g #F s VPLE SN testik#l 5 B ¢ frfid 4 i (SN 724)
%2 SPFegEa i+ /F f”},i, T rg ¢ ‘ff’;}'m@ﬁ 4 |% IFE o ,F ¥ 7 30 kDa =+ ) 14 by
VPL% & @ SPRRILG 7 ik (R1) > &7 & ° frdtll 4 § chpts ¥ 5§ #2VPL

il 0 R M ayE A k9 VPLo

44 5 R EE
441 5 RIFMEFIEL AT
4411 & & S B

Fl#* & > R ELZ R LS Vi anE B9 VPL u}aﬁﬁg 500 % 2 @Rl d o F (2
EAFINELEHEFY 021422 63 % “dRn Rihd) EFRQ T 25023 &
foF+ w AP F B % 21422 63 % AifRa ik AP P RV &2 30 kDa+ o] eh%

Riv VPLEE (BL)-

4412 5 F ¥ friFsk
B B 15 H 63 MR A L F R Y ok * AP fobutld 5 450 2

iRlE P frindl A 2 o

45 B iRl ¢ frdid 2 1973 ELISA
451 %4 ¥ 254 9 VP e¥r3] ELISA (rVP1-bELISA)

4511 B i} i rVP1-bELISA i it

PO 32 ELISA 4807 IVPL-DELISA chde (68 (2 5 & % *» 9 38 1 15 eh
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R RY VPLIFL %44 Rh > @ 7 HRP 9l Rkl QLOE i tracere iE
Assosh B 5 1.27 %% B i1 IVPL-DELISAis i (B4 - ) H 44k £ w54
3% VP1ERE % 120 ng/well> @ Q10E-HRPk & 7] 2 20 ng/welle riptif i+ g s

r'VP1-bELISA s if if i+ kit {7 {8 F e ELISA 3% -

4.5.1.2rVP1-bELISA 1% 5 F & 1T B FER

"B i 1 VPL-DELISA ik & & & Wi 7 SN 724% SPFA R4 jFch- €
M H Ao~ W5 0350341542 152 @®+=-) = ﬁ ZEEXN 5 4-5
B Agso B 0 FtV MR 0 A RIS G A IVPL-DELISAfGngse @ £ .5 5 P A 4 5

4.5.1.3rVP1-bELISA #& » & jF R Rl.5% %

45131 i FH+

71027 P fedid 4 Btk AL F (n = 674 ) kig 7 'VP1-bELISA e
RO FEERERERE T fofl 4§ (SN T724) 2 SPFR L F 0 #F Bk
A EAF e AusoE BT D0 LB Aggoif B S PILERS BT ERIZE 4470 F i
BRI FAPIEE UL LER TT 505 By p A PlEDS FAER (F)
Lz Bt v BLT B B BN B4 BB - s
Blo L) BEFPENE wnToPl @2 L8 L FENLE (Ae)o

10 etk A 5 F T 3B PlLE > “f 7SN 4igie et > Hepm ul P g @ fodidd 4

FentAa g oa PlERE LR E A 7.5-26.3% & (w)-

45132 % i+

Fﬁhﬂ"ﬂ ARz o Poiplt ’fi%-\l—/}a g1 Pl &, gﬁ’g;l;knuﬂ»}g] y I
41
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Epulp A PliEags miE$ (Bl =2 Bl-+te ~Bl--+7 Bl-+> Bl
L) BFFENF TPl R L FENLAKE (7))
Safin lei’!Pl B "‘/T‘ 7 SN4izEst > Hepwmwl P gy ¢ frindl 4 i

gt A a e ¥ S m PlLERE LR E 43 19.6-29.3% FF (2 7) o

45133 # & jFHk*

s ki > Pzl fAis FPlEg UL ER T v 4 hE R
Eup A Pl EhA e (Flo L~ Fl-L4 Bz Fl=L- K=~
C) REFENE e NTHPlEEERELEENLE (22) 0 Pl B L 40

13.3-28.0% fF (% +) -

45.1.4rVP1-bELISA ¢ SN test 4p b }4.2_ & 47

45141 B i+

12 (VPL-DELISA R #1525 115 B8 & Pl i 5 4 7 & e ¢ fokn
WA B SHEMRGEEEY AR AR 0473 FF A X A ARM I (B2
LZ)eflr F2 A H 250 E Nt 5 2457 44 2 7 o4 p<2(0.0005) = 0.001

o7 7 %R ORRAE F AP ML

45142 %5 FH &
B A R 5 0113 7 4 0 >ﬁ94ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%iiwﬁ?ﬂ
ARttt o ENtiE: 353 5427 aHp

< 2 (0.0005) = 0.001 % 7 = 5%

} REF gp M -
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45143 % i f#*

HE R AFH R E 033 VA NA KL ndpbil (F=21)e i g
AAtAFANENtEL 6.960 44 = ¥ aH p<2(0.0005) =0.001 % 7 & sk

b 1B EE F g B

4515rVP1-bELISA 2_ cut-off i& ~ St £~ FB 8- RHEL 47

45151 g ‘}ﬁ-*}iﬂ&
FI* 28 E MR FHR AT P ocut-off Eapar s RS- R A
e (%) £ 1343 ROC curve] (Fl= ) F# it cut-off & 5 20%> 5

BB R A 6 L 58.8%% 92.9% (Bl= L - ~ Bz L ~)o

45152 %% FH# 4
Flr o8P E N2 FHE A7 kb ocutoff ot~ BB - RPFITA
¥ (%) £ 1245 ROC curveR] (Bl= 1) E#f# i cut-off @35 10% a7

PR A u L 66.7%% 67.5% (@le - ~ Ble L -) o

45153 £ F# 4
FI* 2R E NI L F R AT P ocut-off Eapar s RS- R A
¥ (%1)° £ 1345 ROC curve® (Blz -+ =) F#H #iEcut-off & 5 30% st

PR R n 5 73.3%% 67.5% @le - = ~ Bz L)
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452 R 4T BA 2p# 2% ELISA (virusbELISA)

4521 B it it virusbELISA ik 2
PR SV E 42 ELISA %P virus-bDELISAshs i g i > @ * 3o fs P g
i BEI /& 1 enr Bk s 4 % 17 5 4R @ 7 HRP ehH Al QLOE w s
tracere % Ausoif & 52 1.44 %5 B iE 1 Virus-bELISA shif 2 (Ble L7 ) #H2
BFR L v BE R R 8 B4 > A QLOE-HRPE A& B] 2 100 nglwelle rz gt i i

5 VIrus-bDELISA s if i i kit {7 5 4 cr ELISA 3®5% -

4522 Virus-bELISA {3 5 5 & 7 B FER
"2 B i 1 ehvirus-bELISATE i ok 4 uig (7 SN 7245 SPFA {53 i i eh- €48
HE oo H Aol 4~ B 5 0.98-0.935~1.578% 1.409 @le - =) > 82XV 1Y —F% A

H_VF’&F’W} Fv‘] » e A450]_E'_IE&§:E' 306
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7T % it

B FELETS 2P CELISA 3 4 S - B S0 AR EE SR
adgRl? 2 > FRFRR S ZRSE A BRI EEFREL ZFLDRE
(Shaferet al., 1998)- #tr2 » MK 7 g B 3 - BieR 0 B ¢ fodl e gt
7] ELISA # 5% £ ‘& > [L%73] ELISA enif 85 » ¥ b BFR R 3 Te 65 Fo 8 %) cfk & 2

o FRlE Y 7 kY AR kil -+ 3 (Serenseet al, 1998)-

RGBS e RS 0 BRI BY R o 2 BELL
B4 35 VPLehl & (Crowtheret al., 1993)c 6= B * fedifi ik L iima & 3 7

v E‘%‘J}".}?ﬁfr NN A Pi’}?ﬁ%),g\; Lo * Ap M en? Jedih A2 0 7 7 5 RGD motif
11 Site 1 (Xieet al., 1987; Masoret al., 1994; Matelet al., 1995; Jacksost al., 1997;
Chenget al., 2006)- i% & ELISA ek 35 @ » AP g V£ 2 gf v VPLIF LA
® LR o

AR BRATRR Y NE R VPLE 1T Rk seht S ETA R @
Ryr 2R aiBpdg by FTAER T 2 BRI T E - BREHLFR
BAY TR FFRAR SR (XBBE) PR 3E o A PR g B S R
ELISA » #7010 ¥ M 5L PRIE ™ & e Jg o

WREIEETE] ELISA ¥ - BE£ & F]F > T3 HiRFH - & - 9% il
(polyclonal antibody)'t geds % » Ehid L 7 B RZFREM > 2 - L "G 2
RHRTIFFPAYUF LY 3 ST OE B o

APFHRIT R CEARS OO7 AEH L R HS DE R T4
O/97 2 O/99¢fup 4 @ fridi 2 S & %% ¢ 285 B3] ELISA ('VP1-P29) %
EEFERFMOEE L TE GE (- ) AP G H RFREY > 3 5 R
*f{a}n VP1lenk i 8 %45 A (VPLIF 5 A e A ELISA & BIE % ¢ >

H4 %y 10,0008 o iz 5t H A A B 5 Q10E-3- S12G-6- N10E-1- P9E-1
45



2 TS5H-120 2R » B2 4430 VPLIRG A ek i o o ig B E RIs “Tisn e
AR BRS-GBS S g ) = Hi T&%Jif}ﬁsi 0/97 = 0/99..%1‘{&3»;? VP11t 29
BrRARA I P29 R G0 CERRA DR - B iR S g
2 _RGD motif 3384 » $1 A ML B % A A p A PORAR A FAp R OIA 0 F
WRGD & F v WA A HA RAVEARA S A P20 R4 R R RF 0 R
PIAR BB o 1994 - o 158 % 2 4 - oA A7) TV LRI i 5
H Ry iryenani g oo

EORE A AR I HY s Rk ¥ - k5 QLOE-3) iTtRE A

FARE T IVPL2 P29gr 3 s chk J&o F o B OATFRLa _E_)@;Fx;i} LA P29} & >

"
N
3

A TR R sg ¢ fo O/97 2 O/99- #rridaip] QLOE-3#7#¢iuini ¥ 7@;;2%&{& P29

=1

LA F T B SR f]}u{g’ﬁ RGD 7 Site 10> @ ® #i ik v P29+ 7] (B
i R A FIAR IR LR 0 F F) o I gt g QIOE-3 ¥ i i ikor S 1 &
f¥ (HRP)> 12 i¥ % tracer antibody 1 ¥ Jhiitg &+ HRP i* % tracer> % 2§ ¥
b7 4 HRP-goat anti-mouse IgG7 &+ 12 & g 4 (TP > & 7 & FuBlans o
€ Pt Uk & 1T 5 capture antibody ¥ Ry A O 0 A A % & 3R o
V- kPG HRFA PIE-L etk H RiiE LG ¢ frO/97% 0/99:}1%-% e 4
2 € FER P29 Arradnpl v Aty BB A VPL P e = B P fedihikw
t‘:?a”lilja BMixom® v AaIFA 42 0972 O99F i » Tt 28 RiE «‘}ﬁafr
R s R hA 7] POE-LBE IR L ¥ fop & chic 4 e Ak JFRL B 9 VPL
Fi| gt g4 - POE-11% 5 ELISA % 3ip e capture antibody e & > = 4] % & it 47
VPL AL A &+ WK VPL 5 Rkl > kw5 capture antibody P 8 ¥ 12
;’gtb v B ELISA k3@ > 01 H e § Ryt T 5 capture antibody. B e i B o
Aok 2t e ELISA 2 & §_ 43 1998% 2005# Sgrenseri A #73 4 e ;;J:
(Serenseret al., 1998; Segrenseet al., 2005)> i & % £ 5 4 % 42 H ikl POE-1&
LA VPL 5 RFMA R G o F 2~ Ul VPL £ 3 x (Rl e AR (T
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B fs e » om 47 HRP eh 8 Jh 7k QLOE-3 ARS8 (7 % ¢ 2 2|3 o & A PI3f il

A2v I M H Riatl POE-1: §_4 # VP1 7 R4kl (7 5 capture antibody £

\

ber VPLEr e £ 2 1 QLOE-33c it 8 VPL B & » § F ibikeh % Lk 4

\“\

e FE A R e s 4re ¥ U5 3] 0 POE-12 QLOE-3#ry%ineni=

=

AR 27 ko POE-Lic fayssst 9 VP> w £33 7 ffr:)]%i e 45 Q10E-3

Pl EFEL S VPL Y «hSite 1o 4aiplv it L% 5 POE-18 £ % e VP

Frosp

e @A 2T IEES] €% 1F QIOE-3&28 VPLREE o #7r » {5 k3t

N

‘U\F

i 23 7 capture antibodye tk 5k 3t 0 2T RS S L é_,&g.ﬁifi&}é VP1iz-
B BB 4o o

AP Hechb P R K RPN Y ok (SN test) A Y foiEsk
ERE S & VRRTECLEN S E @ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁv%iﬁdi o R HORE L B L 0 ko
F AR A S RARE P REEWR LR RS ) e R Y e
Bk e % 1T 5 AV A3t ELISA oy £ 1% (gold standard)ic % § F & 15 ¢
fridgh (v 5 - BRHORBEEL £ & F3geh > F 5 it 7 SN testrzkpr - i
* S BHK-21 e 11 2 S v Brg ;];«,* » E X AR ¢ T L w4 R kR R
Fiw A WOLREB G AR BEH TSRS VR FSASHRESNHI R A G T
RO o AT AR e SN testen® it ik 0 ELISA 41 * i 2 FRg R A 59 o
TEAFHEFBE BT AERE S AR A S EBERINERPIES > BT
RAAPE#EF = ov L% 7 SN testq & o P3F &M Fiveha {2 b ik
¥ 7 g B ELISA kB~ SN testtni & %2 - » & B E - B ELISA#% 2
o2t Bw £ S whlAS N IFEE 0 ARG E i B A - R GnEsR 1T S
AP A g ERIE o i AP SR TR Y e R A > 10 3EGES = SN
testeide » FERE D KRR Y frfdld BB R o A o AP ik A
P oo

% 1R-E Eéﬁé}n g B e 7] ELISA 4o SN testid e 2 #F > e Py E 3
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wE- B EE }:}?5% R %7 ELISA #3305 5 BiRsk 2 Y > 1 SiE % # g
DA GEinrEd it 3 ELISA fipiR o BB ELISA hif @ & e it
SN test & % /& i ch= 5 548> 27 » BEI Jh>t - f& aziridinessz A& it
FooARiEr P Ed A o F15 BEl 3t kv [enit® fol o 9 g
nggi:}}%:% i (£ (Bahnemann, 1990) ¥ i% 5 ELISA #% gk chh 5 i H| o
Bow i % BT 0 e VIFUS-DELISA =3t & » 24 i il i 73 SN 7242 SPFF

R N IRACIR Y oARF (SN 7241 i Asso 10 A SPFa i Agso 85 ) iR

E’»

FIREEEN - B AEE S Aot EAFER Y 0.6 4 ¢ (0.9-1.5) Flu
VIrUS-DELISA W A {7 < £ itk MRI3E - 130 A Rl e G373 B L e R 7]
B G R RIT AT TR IR RS R AR AR

@ I'VPL-DELISA 3% 4 > — B 4o e $R 3 & - SN 7242 SPF# n ‘;Fi SRR
LRI F‘ ARG 458 AwoE > EARI BF4 AR E S FIRL YT
Fah o A ARE w5 & IVPL-DELISA eid i & 5 3 PR A B]ehe e F T FHR A
sl R F R EET A AR 2 LG ANIE AR
frdid 4 B oo o B+ 5 674~1002 100 B w e A& o fidk & PlE 2 ¢ {rfatl
ARy WElY (R=+= Bzt ~Bl=+7) 7 Uy 3l rVPL-bELISA
% SN testj P Bt w B > piEia ] 30 0.000 £ & R 1A F fp bl o
LA NPl G EER R R el ek )
PR RE G ABRALY AR - B oS ol FEE
'VP1-bELISA: Rl.% % £ & ch i F] -

- Bk M H R AT B chre 7] ELISA 5 R £ B i} L {_H R AT
iR A (epitope) ehE B Mo TG KB éﬁ%:‘@ﬁ_iﬁiﬁﬁ RE Rz &
Bl e B AT Bk o d AP S OTE R 00 frdfiR - Site
i v /‘Jr;l e R T v e & (Xieetal, 1987; Masoret al., 1994; Mateu
et al., 1995; Jacksosmt al., 1997): » 5d H Ryt i+ o 7/ R idl QLOE-3
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;"J%;,melﬁ_ﬂ}]'} & Site 1 (Chengt al., 2006)-

B o 3 - e gra] ELISA > R & mts R A ¢ d R
B> 70 cut-off EWF % A KRB A ISR PP fodul aore )
ELISA & g% > BET &4 Iy - BMAER fa.ﬂf CRUIE SR SR a0 s
R F Y L RG FU be? fei B £ B Y fedi k-2 iz (Site 1)
A2 Y

Fla CHARFDABEERS P REG 5B friRRA L § U2 /HS
WR AR LA B (S ST Y edrAl Y eRAl Y R L RS S
B ferihidlg A Flaniicg 2 B REZ ST AALDERI I )’%’E‘
Pt LA S EE - BY fefih T g g it > F @i P fod § oy
TeFiR B Y bt B S P 2Rk p Fendiip] > 2 Fended BREZ A e end TER
B 305 5 B Y e RA- AT n? fod Ml BB A e T
Fd wjf? rdRRle s or g Ak 5P foful 4§ o0 3 b ik AP
FHE - B ed R A TR AL R Bls B - TR 0 T AR B R R 2
T £ BARR P frditd 4 [ Hzzi ‘;ﬁ‘-ﬁ; * kit 7 rIVP1-bELISA> ¢ *t rVP1-bELISA

RAHFRRAZ H AR S —‘ﬁ 2t Site L Bk R E Mo F 5 4P ¢ foditl
AW iR A - Jﬁ v ekl § 444 Site 1@ ¥ - ?{EJ R S R N B
T o B s TR IR ek B *%q* € e o Flpt o g A EEIL[E S P A rVP1-bELISA
HEE R AR foimd B A enY §F L LB G Ao
bk endedh g >SN b A A PlEFR IR K E SRR (REH);
Foh— gk 4 AR E > SN Mehle W p AP IREARZ D PlLE (BHEY) &
FReaF T BREA PG R - B # rVP1-bELISA:t {7 capture antibodyp]
REOPEIE 0 IR PG P Ao 4 aE RiA POE-1- & VPLF RS 0 H IR
QlOE-HRPfIfL;‘ljf PEZPAE] VPL - REBEFEA PR PIE-1& VPL ok & 4 >
S B PR B DR AT A e #7000 e SN Ml B 4R A gr IR f
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BeoPliE  §F s iIPOE-1- > 82283 F42 8 47 frfiR gt » 7 i 7

2Rz RFORE > E2 R QLOE-HRP X 3 7% #+ 3] VPl %k &

ETTRN

r'VP1-bELISA Bl % P S E Pl o

AR foddl 4§ i 58 (VPL-DELISA R Rl % LB 3
FAEH RIS R 0TS 3T R B E ¥ ELISA chip BT L b RGBT
FROEA > LARAPSRHREEY 0 R fodl 4 B FRRe 0 £ X
# A Pl @ g;;]fw R AL R R AT S VPL 2 H R gn
i * ghpd kR lw 1T e

LATR M E FR Mk > P01 ROC curver i 38 ki #H » Ra &F
ERY PV bl ag heiFout-of B o E TR AL ST
pl¥ #-cut-off @A Mcde = o F 2 BRI o

B P %% 0 Bt 1 rVPL1-bDELISA 2 SN testsri 4p kE |+ » & pt 1) ELISA
P~ SNtestiziFecnm it » A BFH T - BoH AL INrHELER
¢ fofih i Site LRuRls# S 3F A K7 0 f e » U BRA B 0 B R
o0 NA TR Eﬁ.;-‘aﬁg:)]%% B R IR o LB EE NHIRE B iR
TimenE RPi 2 R e S T o 8 RN ET{ AR R FRE AR

LB T SN testra Bl % o
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Lane 3: € e B4 v VPL+LA (L% 2152 4 5 i
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rVP1-bELISA
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Fo- AT E A O/97 B AR oA 7

Table 1. Charactenzation of MAbs agammst O/ Taiwan'97 1solate

Cluster  MAD iﬂ'ﬂr . ‘\f“ nt:ar"'. __ ]ZF-fL —+ !:I.I:Et’.:'. : ELISA titer*
.. ain OTamvan’  O'Tawan OTawan’ O/Tarwan/ , . .
#  Name o re 97 KM1/99 97 Knilgy  AnBIVEL Ann-P29
N3C-3 Gl 160 320 12,000 16,000 1,542 2330
1 NTH-2 Gl 640 640 50,000 4,000 1,005 -
Ql1C-15 ] 2560 2,560 32,000 32,000 1,01% -
QI0E-3 Za 10,240 5120 16,000 16,000 606,000 205280
2 52D-2 la 12,800 10,240 20,000 8,000 4,097 1202
S10F-1 2a 25,600 10,240 60,000 16,000 3,069 1338
P12D-1 Za 1,280 640 10,000 32,000 1,282 -
512G-5 la 3,200 - 40,000 - 22440 1.595
3 PC-5 2a 320 - 60,000 - 6,215 -
M4F-15 2a 1,280 - 16,000 - 5,510 -
Q5C-10 2a 2 560 - 16,000 - 1,451 3119
4 NI0E-1 b 12,800 640 40,000 - 14,305 -
P11A-15 b 160 - 40,000 - 4,009 -
P2B-1 G3 2560 320 16,000 8,000 4712 1.683
5 P3iB-3 G3 2560 640 20,000 8,000 3,463 -
TTC-3 G3 3,200 320 16,000 £,000 1,106 1,050
6 O4A-1 G3 80 - 20,000 - 4 478 1156
O4D-1 G3 80 - 60,000 - 1,000 1.658
7 P9E-1 Gl - - 16,000 8,000 25,099 -
53G-1 Gl - - 16,000 £.,000 4,342 1325
8 R3C-10 Gl - - 32,000 - 7,921 1,775
S8B-1 Gl - - 32,000 - 1,347 -
T5H-12 ) - - 40,000 - 23,755 5,690
9 Q2B-13 b - - 32,000 - 6,487 -
STC-10 b - - 40,000 - 3,478 3184

a) “~" Meant the MM titer of ascites less than 80 fold dilubon.
b} “=" Meant the dilution of ascites to grve strong IFA reaction less than 2,000 fold.
c) “=" Meant the ELISA titer of ascites less than 1,000 fold dilution.

fi# v isopd O/972 O/99¢hps4 ¢ friksh » v i 4 O/972 0/99 i i
§ 6% ¢ 22 BRI ELISACVPLZ P29) &4 f54r B4 O/97 B Rkl o
Frido bt 25k M JRFLMALH § 5 HREY IVPL ek i ehdd s A w5 QLOE-3+
S12G-6: N1OE-1+ POE-12 T5H-12> 4 i 84 i 1 10,000% 4 ¢ » # ¥ QIOE-3
$#0 IVPLend 827 606,0001 » ¥ P29#4 @ 4 # i 205,280 » 4 25k ¥

ik P £ AP - (Chenget al., 2006)
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%2~ cEFgopA O/972 O/99 814 3¢ VPL ¢ 131-159w 3k it & &

Table 2.  Alignment of VP1 a.a. 131-159 (P29) of O/Tarwan/97 and O/Tarwan/KM1/99

O/Tarwan/97 131 NGSSKYGDTSTNNVRGDLQVLAQKAERTL 159
O/Taiwan/KM1/99 131 NGNCKYGESPVTNVRGDLQVLAQKAARTL 159

identities: 72% (21/29)

vEE 4 O/972 O/99 %4 39 VP11 % 131-159%fhpt & B> £ § 29 o=
Apcf AL S P29y g A7 ¢ 5 7 RGD motif» i}a{r ko4 ¥ - B9 fof
Rt iz (Site 1) Rl A0S & £ 5 g d PR 77 ik S0 0 RGD
5P A pA RaRAR R S P29 chz RIAPR R 0+ RIPIAP IR RE o

(Chenget al., 2006)

iz~ BAterF i (LHE)

s oa 0.20 0.10 0.05 0.025 0.010 0. 005 0.001 0.0005
1 1.376 3.078 6.314 12.706 31.821 63.657 318.309 636.619
2 1.061 1.886 2.920 4.303 6.965 9.925 22.327  31.599
3 0.978 1.638 2.353 3.182 4.541 5.841 10.216 12.924
4 0.941 1.933 2.132 2.776 3.747 4.604 7.173 8.610
5 0.920 1.476 2.015 2.571 3.365 4.032 5.803 6.869
6 0.906 1.440 1.943 2.447 3.143 3.707 5.208 5.959
7 0.896 1.415 1.895 2.365 2.998 3.459 4.785 5.408
8 0.889 1.397 1.860 2.306 2.896 3.355 4.501 5.041
9 0.883 1.383 1.833 2.262 2.821 3.250 4.287 4.781

10 0.879 1.372 1.812 2.228 2.764 3.169 4.144 4,587
11 0.876 1.363 1.796 2.201 2.718 3.106 4.025 4.437
12 0.873 1.356 1.782 2.179 2.681 3.055 3.930 4.318
13 0.870 1.350 1.771 2.160 2.650 3.012 3.852 4.221
14 0.868 ° 1.345 1.761 2.145 2.624 2.977 3.787 4.140
15 0.866 1.341 1.753 2.131 2.602 2.947 3.733 ° 4.073
16 0.865 1.937 1.746 2.120 2.583 2.921 3.686 4.015
17 0.863 1.333 1.740 - 2.110 2.567 2.898 3.646 3.965
18 0.862 1.330 1.734 - 2.101 2.552 2.878 3.610 3.922
19 0.861 1.328 1.72% 2.093 2.539 . 2.861 3.579 . 3.882
20 0.860 1.325 1.725 2.086 2.528 2.845 3.552 3.850
21 0.859 1.323 1.721 - 2.080 2.518  2.831 3.527 3.819
22 0.858 1.321 1.717 2.074 2.508 2.819 3.503 3.792
23 0.858 1.319 1.714 2.069 2.500 2.807 3.485 3.768
24 0.857 1.318 1.711 2.064  2.492 2.797 3.467 3.745
25 0.856 1.316 1.708 2.060 2.485 2.787 3.450 3.725
26 0.856 1.315 1.706 2.056 2.479 2.779 3.435 3.707
27 0.855 1.314 1.703 2.052 2.473 2.771 3.421 3.690
28 0.855 1.313 1.701 2.048 2.467 2.763 3.408 3.674
29 0.854 1.311 1.699 2.045 2.462 2.756 3.396 3.659
30 0.854 1.310 1.697 2.042  2.457 2.750 3.385 3.646
40 0.851 1.303 1.684 2.021 2.423 2.704 3.307 3.551
60 0.848 1.296 1.671 2.000 2.390 2.660 3.232 3.460
120 0.845 1.289 1.658 1.980 2.358 2.617 ~ 3.160 3.373
oo 0.842 1.282 1.645 1.960 2.326 2.576 3.080 3.201
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iw s B FRALTHPIES PlEfEL (n=674)

KA T3Pl & (%) Pl g £ (%)
SPF 1.9 10.4
SN 3 5.7 7.5
SN 4 11.8 14.6
SN 8 7.9 14.9
SN 16 9.8 8.3
SN 32 16.3 12.7
SN 64 19.7 14.7
SN 128 325 22.9
SN 256 33.7 22.2
SN 512 63.2 26.3

T4 i FH A2 THPIEs PlEE®E L (n=100)

KR Ti5Pl & (%) Pl &% £ (%)
SN 4 14.7 24.1

SN 16 8.3 28.3

SN 32 18.6 19.6

SN 128 23.2 20.5

SN 512 38.3 29.3
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24~ E5FHA2LTHPIEE PlEREL (n=100)

KA TmPl & (%) Pl g £ (%)
SN 4 34.0 28.0

SN 16 31.2 20.2

SN 32 31.0 13.3

SN 128 50.2 18.9

SN 512 75.1 15.4

- s etk AAocutoff B2 ATt s FRMEE - R (N=674)

cut-off 10
Sensitivity 84.7
Specificity

Consistency | 76.6

70.3 929

50

60

70 80 90

41.2 316 248 204 15 12.2 0

30 40
9634 97.9
72.3 69

98.7

99.7 100 100 100
66.5 65.1

62.9 61.7 56.4

FA 20 A7 ocut-off B2 Arg s HFR 2 - R4 (n=100)

cut-off 10
Sensitivity 66.7
Specificity 67.5

Consistency | 67

30 40

33.3 233
80 80
52 46

50

18.3
90
47

60 70 80 0

11.7 83 6.7 0
925 95 975 100
44 43 43 40

34~ EiFHE Ak cutoff Bz AT FEHE - R (n=100)

cut-off 10
Sensitivity 98.3
Specificity 5

Consistency 61

30 40
733 65

375 675 70

71 67
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50

48.3
82.5
62

60 70 80 90

40 31.7 20 3
87.5 90 90 95
59 55 48 40



Separating gel (12%)

v

A L

DW 3.3mL
30% Acrylamide/Bis (29:1) 4.0 mL
1.5M Tris (pH8.8) 2.5mL
10% SDS 0.1 mL
10% Ammonium persulfate 0.1 mL
TEMED 0.004 mL
Total volume 10 mL
Stacking gel (5%)

o Wi

DW 2.7 mL
30% Acrylamide/Bis (29:1) 0.67 mL
1.5M Tris (pH6.8) 0.5 mL
10% SDS 0.04 mL
10% Ammonium persulfate 0.04 mL
TEMED 0.004 mL
Total volume 4 mL
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