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Preparation of polyclonal antibodies against Salmonella phage and estab-

lishment of their detection methods
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Abstract: Phages are mainly composed of proteins and nucleic acids. When a bacteriophage enters an animal’ s body,
it may be recognized as an antigen, thereby triggering the production of antibodies. In order to further study the production of
antibodies in the animal body after oral administration of phages, purified broad-spectrum lytic Salmonella phage SCBS was
used as the antigen to challenge the New Zealand Great White Rabbit. The polyclonal antibodies against the phage SCBS were
prepared, and the indirect ELISA method was established. The phage antibodies were detected as follows: phages were coated
at a concentration of 1x 10° PFU/mL, blocked with 2% bovine serum albumin ( BSA) for 3 h, the hyperimmune serum
(1:500) was incubated for 60 min, then enzyme-labeled secondary antibody (1 : 12 000) was incubated for 45 min, the
absorbance (0D,,) was measured after the substrate solution containing TMB reacted for 15 min. The established ELISA
method demonstrated good specificity. The positive and negative threshold values were 0.372 and 0.310. The intra-assay coeffi-
cient of variation ranged from 2.30% to 7. 11%, and the inter-assay coefficient of variation ranged from 1.37% to 9.25%.
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BIEERE A, PR B IRIEPE 2L . Wang 202 3 i
W TR RS B0 75 R, 15 min B PEIR P4
FIFRIAS HA91H50.43% +9. 68% , FT HL 26 1% AR e
12 h ELZTCT A I R 80 16 P W PR A, ARBIFSY
DL 1 RES 35 U0 1T G B W R A SCBS X 42, il 25 1 H:
GlR 2 U BT IR B A E Ao R g sy —
Hor I S0 A 38 2 S T PR AR BT AR i ] 422 ELISA U7
2%, W IR SR MR AR Y T B b Sl i i B
AR A PRSI T B
1 BEBPFITT I
1.1 RIE At

VDI PR W B 4 SCBS Fh Y9548 Al Bl 24 B Ak
PR T A SR SR S T & T R e S E SRR
UM, PBS Sl A L IR AR R A
Tween-20 W [ Jb 50385 1) 3 FE PR AR AT BR 2 7] 8 500
pL Tween-20 M A 1 L PBS 2% wh i 1, #% 49, Hil i
PBST 223 ( PBS () pH 2}y 7. 4, Tween-20 1A 14341
4 0.05%) 3 2F I35 F 2 FH (BSA) 14 A= 4
BHEA ] TMB B4 4 i (i i A db st R E R
FBRAF]; Z AR TEEFERR G R BHE 2 F
PP 3~4 T 22 R H R A VLT e I A )
BHEARRA T, AA RATAGIE F R SRR TR £l
HE SR IR A L B B SC B S b o
1.2 REAH*
1.2.1 4K SCBS #4944t FIF CsCl %5 i 2
RS R T K SCBS, B W TR 14 SCBS 44 %2 1%
10" PFU/mLJG A DNaselF RNase #EA7 i, 2%
JERREY R 1 pe/mL, ZIHEFE 30 min, EELE
JREBICEE A 3 mL TR E N 1.6 g/em’ i) CsCl,
PRI 3 mL FTit i BE R 1.4 ¢/em’ 1 CsCl, 1. 5
mL 8 25% REME I W, 3.0 mL A4 I T AR 2L e, LA
30 000 r/min #E B0 2 h, B0 N (B 1.4
g/cm“—? 1.6 g/cm3Zl\Eﬂ)EflJl—}§Elé%?ﬂﬁ:, H Sk &l
FERWE PR F 1 mlL 5 DA T e AL 500 35 I
B, KM U W R i B T AT A4S, SM 2 o
WOHATIENT BT R TR R+ 2 b 5
SE TR SM ZZ 0, 4 C R E IR KB it
FRE SR IBCE A SRR S 5 B4l , b T iR AT,
5 000 t/minf.L> 15 min 53 A PUHFIEAH , [BISCE
Wt TR A UKL (1) 2 KA ()2, R A R Al 2
",

1.2.2 "H# K SCBS % sulE#mikegHl & EHI3~4
FE TS 22 K A it 1T 2 se BEBUIR I il #5, B Ik
T S A0 A I W TR K (500 L) 5 3 IR 58 444 57
el s VIRRRIGIR G 3L R R T 2 500 5k
AT, 2 JAUG LARRER 5 if AT — e, )5 2
JAAT = He, G = 50 B S i I TR A (500
pl) SRR F1 1 RFHIR A AL, 3
WHRIELERS T d XA T OMER L, 53 85 1007 , K
NI IRT-Ra RETIR % N € o

1.2.3 @42 ELISA FixwmF &S LIMERFK SCBS
RPURALEE ELISA “FAl, 9 &% i 4 1x10° PFU/mL,
Bl 100 wL,7E 4 C 5K T %, H] PBST 22 o
TRV 4 W BFREYS 5 min, 1 200 pL & 1% BSA
) PBS 23t PA1,37 CAER 1.5 h, F PBST 22 ik
VEU 4 W, & 1% BSA 1% PBS % vh ik 23 W 4%
1:500,1:1000,1:2000,1:4000,1: 8000%: B
B B IR , LI 100 pL, T-37 CE 1.5 h,
FH PBST 22 il e 4 ¥, ##1 + 10 000 Lt 451 7 B
B AL (HRP ) 750 19 1L 2E BT 166, AL
100 pL BN ZE gt 4,37 CHEF 1 h J5, JH PBST
SRR TR 4 K, B R AL I TMB B 2
100 wl,37 CHOEE A 10 min, FFLIIA 50 pL & 1k
WRZAE BEARRTIN OD 45, BB AR IEAT Sl 1 S L
T M BATERTIR | PBS G ihifi s (XTI

1.2.4 a4 ELISA ik é9kib  EP R &
RIS R B2 ) A« AR AL 2802 o e AR i
RS TR AE VSRR RERE . REHE W A R 6
HEE KIH1x10"° PFU/mL ., 1x10° PFU/mL 1%
10® PFU/mL.1x10” PFU/mL 1x10° PFU/mL, "%
SRy I3 AS ) A B B, DA 3 R AR 2 AR R AR TR
1:500,1:1000,1:2000.1: 4 000, 445
Dk 1.2.3, VL P/N B (P FmBHTEFLEYS 0D, 3 N
LR IHEAL T34 0D 5, ) R LT AL 1 55 & fe />
BHVE R e, e S P B 2 . 78 R TR e 1y
ARSI SR L K B R o 1% BSA 2%
BSA 5% AR Wik, M R R B P/N A, i %E
P/N BRI R, fe A5 P s ) 4 1 < 7F 1
W E A I S R AR R B il L, 4o S99 A B (]
A1 h.2 b3 h, iR R [E S AR ) P/N E,
FE P/N B f5 K B RS [ oh defde e o 95 4
FHBS ] P8 R - A L3 C R Y S A 45 R 2t L
A3 BRI SN B[] 24 45 min (60 min |75 min 90
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min , THER[A] L SO R R 8 P/N B, B € P/N
(B SR AR A0 37 SO B TR Ay fee e o e fE bR — A
R A B E W e AR A5 PR 3 Atk I, 20 010K il
Fr UM 1: 6000, 1: 8000, 1: 10000,
1 ¢ 12 00019 EL BIHEF 7RG RS, T30 AS R i — oA AR
FL R ) P/N A, B0 5E P/N (EE R R AL Bibr bt
TRBRL e EERbR B0 S i 8] . A b3 1 1Y
S AE SRR L, 23 ) B AR B0 S B[] A
30 min .45 min .60 min .75 mm,ﬂ‘%ﬁlﬁl}i@ﬁﬂ'lﬂ?
1) P/NAE, B & P/N 5K B e ROV ],
A3 00 YRS 7 ST T ) 8 < E B3R W e AR 4%
PR ERE % TMB (0% 1 S g B[] 34 R 37
°C 10 min .37 °C 15 min 37 C 20 min, i} 5% A A
TMB i 838 B v B (6] R /9 P/N L, 3688 P/N {H
KAt TMB {46 3% )52 o B[]

1.2.5 L eshE FE LAk S n SRR L
XF 25 4 B L A TR I, DU e OD 506, 715 L
FIME (o) GhREZE () s IRIEGE T I B3 R A
B (CP) = x+3s, BATEIG FAE (CN) = x+2s,,

1.2.6 4 rabml DI AR 50 T 0 B I TR A | 4 8
00 2 TR TV A A ST W8 TR AR | A A T e T %
P, 4% IR AR e Ak B b BRI E 47 (] #2 ELISA £
DU 56 e 2 kil 7 2 R S e

1.2.7  RAEA N B3 4y B A BH 1 1 7 4 1)
#EAF1: 100,11 : 3001 : 500.1: 1000,1: 2000,
1:4000.1:8000.1: 16 000F11 : 32 0007 B, F|
M EREAE RS ELISA J7 ik %56 R 5 1 BH M i v 1F
F1 WEE SCBS BESHS RAMEREREENHE

PRI, PPN B VR i AR
1.2.8 FAMRE HAEE ML B3 4
BRI AN 3 43 B 138, P ] — L vk 6 9k 1 il A
M, R R LAk 28 B R A7 (a1 4% ELISA &, 1155
ZITENHE NS 5 R ) A PR AT A
AR H A BE A I T AN BE I S A% 3 6, AN TR
UALBE AR AR, SR BRI R TGN, 315
WIS S R A B RE(CV) = hRifE e/
SEHIE X 100%
1.2.9 h#iks wHC1 H R EEE AA R 144
HORAE AR RS 2L T, Bl R 4 41,
R 6 NEE BN TR 6 HAFXG X IE 2 g
fitlh FRR, A 3 36 20 40 1) A Sty HORR Hh O o e
WK SCBS, 2% 43 il 4 1x 10° PFU/kg. 1x 10°
PFU/kg 1x10° PFU/kg, FEIRISE 21 d FI%H 35 d,
RS T AP RESL I 1 H AR FR R SR i Bk i
10 mL,ﬁ%ﬁ 30 min }E,fﬁ 000 r/min &L 15 min, g
£ LRI 38 AT g 57 1 () B2 ELISA A6 7
TGN PR X I ¥ P P A SCBS i SRR K
2 HR500r
2.1 8% ELISA AiEMEISMHK
ML A 1% 10° PFU/mL, I35 6 B
FEH1 2 500 B, P/N A8 e K BT HR B2 3N,
JIFLA1x10° PFU/mLAIL : 500 Sy B A3 W i AR 40 1 7
AR MR (£ 1),

Table 1 Determination of the optimal coating concentration of phage SCBS and the optimal dilution of serum

I AR 8 5 1 (PFU/mlL)

T g JiE WH
1x10'"° 1x10° 1x10® 1x107 1x10°
1:500 FEEFL OD 50 2.544 6 1.984 1 1.727 8 1.705 6 1.757 9
FIHEFL OD,5 0.459 9 0.317 7 0.291 9 0.278 9 0.395 4
P/N{H 5.5329 6.245 2 5.919 2 6.115 5 4.445 9
1:1000 FHPEFL OD 45 1.742 9 1.121 2 1.006 5 0.916 4 0.855 9
BIPEFL OD 5, 0.308 6 0.204 4 0.201 9 0.213 3 0.178 5
P/N 5.647 8 5.485 3 4.985 1 4.296 3 4.794 9
1:2 000 FHPEFL OD 5, 1.130 6 0.720 4 0.575 8 0.488 2 0.522 7
BAPEFL OD 5, 0.210 8 0.1522 0.139 3 0.133 5 0.120 5
P/N 1l 5.363 4 4.733 2 4.133 5 3.656 9 43377
1:4000 FHM:FL OD 5 0.743 8 0.395 9 0.329 8 0.306 4 0.258 0
BAHEFL OD 5 0.131 3 0.115 1 0.102 1 0.109 0 0.109 7
P/N1H 5.664 9 3.439 6 3.230 2 2.8110 2.3519
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I T A SCBS 78 2% BSA 15 R £ HH i ik P/ N
{HEe K, Ha S AWM 2% BSA(F£2)

F2 IEEME SCBS HEHARMNHE

Table 2 Determination of the optimal blocking solution for phage

SCBS

ENEIRT FHEEFL 0Dy, FIEFL OD s P/N{H
1% BSA 3.383 0 0.809 5 4.179 1
2% BSA 3.216 2 0.717 9 4.480 0
5% Wt R Wiy 3.400 0 1.020 0 3.333 3

I AR SCBS 7ZEHH 2% BSA M AW EA 3 h Bt
P/N {tfK, T LA E e AR E S 3 h( 3£ 3) .

F3 WE SCBS RiE = i B B K58 E

Table 3  Determination of the optimal blocking time for phage
SCBS
B P ] FHMEFL 0Dy, BAYETL 0D, P/N {8
1h 0.812 8 0.191 5 4.244 4
2h 1.297 0 0.348 3 3.723 8
3h 1.233 9 0.263 5 4.682 7

W A R SCBS TE ML/ S B [E] 4 60 min B P/N
R, LI T 4K SCBS ELISA 6 9 5 4 1M 3%

SR E] A 60 min( % 4)

4 BEE{R SCBS &R14E MiE kK R At iE] B8 E

Table 4 Determination of the optimal serum reaction time for

phage SCBS
3R] FHEERL 0Dy BIEfL 0Dy P/N i

45 min 1.094 2 0.2329 4.698 2
60 min 1.449 9 0.265 8 5.454 9
75 min 1.588 8 0.349 2 4.549 8
90 min 2.091 4 0.442 3 4.728 5

WETE R SCBS FEREFRL : 12 0001 bR PR
FuBss P/N (BRI e ARl bR — HT R AL LG
1:12000(55),

WE TR A& SCBS FERFAR PN 45 min B P/N {H
IR, I R AR — BT SRV E] A 45 min (2 6) .

WP K SCBS 7£ TMB & {4 5 [V 15 min B P/N
(e, P W T K SCBS ELISA 6 i A #5446
FZBE R 15 min( % 7) o

F5 WHEF SCBS RIEER AR L MHE
Table 5 Determination of the optimal enzyme-labeled secondary

antibody volume ratio for phage SCBS

fEbr iR FEFL 0Dy, BITESL 0Dy, P/N{H
1:6000 1.478 4 1.596 0 0.926 3
1:8000 1.783 3 1.353 0 1.318 0
1: 10 000 2.001 1 0.997 6 2.005 9
1:12 000 1.757 1 0.860 6 2.0417

F 6 WEHEF SCBS RIEETIR —Hi R MM 1B A E
Table 6 Determination of the optimal enzyme-labeled secondary

antibody reaction time for phage SCBS

Fpbr —BURNA ] BPESL 0Dy BITEAL ODysy  P/N A
30 min 0.918 6 0.226 0 4.064 6
45 min 1.298 5 0.237 2 5.474 3
60 min 1.278 7 0.328 0 3.898 5
75 min 1.813 7 0.364 8 4.971 7

%7 WEK SCBS R1E TMB B & KN EMHE
Table 7 Determination of the optimal TMB substrate incubation

time for phage SCBS

ks —Ho i FAPESL 0D,y BATESL OD s, P/N{H
10 min 0.972 7 0.253 7 3.834 1
15 min 1.169 2 0.292 0 4.004 1
20 min 1.006 6 0.317 9 3.166 4

2.2 WEHEK SCBS [E# ELISA FiEME R {E

AR IS B TE] 42 ELISA J7 1% 25 453 B i
HHATIRE (K1), THAS B A& SCBS ¢ 574
PR RS- EE R 0. 186, hrifE 2 R 0. 062, R A G it
2 JE PR BHPE G S CP =x+35s=0.186+3%0.062 =
0.372, FH P Il FL{H CN=x + 2s= 0.186+ 2% 0.062 =
0.310, Z5H R, AW 58 857 1) ELISA J7 i A Ul
I W R SCBS B AR I 75 I AR i B A
MHE =0. 372 198 B, <0.310 9 R BAYE, A T
HZ I R AT 4E
2.3 [E3#% ELISA 7454

SR FH i 98 S B 1 TRk PR 46 85 €, ) 2 3K T W
1NN 778 SRS L R N e L N B E N T LR
ELISA J5 kR s PE (4 8) o S5 R R, i & 5o w1
R PRI AR 4 € 4] 20 o e R A | S Wk A AR 35 R
B, R BRI R et R AT, A5 KA R
A 355 138 UV, A FRtE— 2B E
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1 WEEE{K SCBS iEl# ELISA 77k MIls FR1E
Fig.1 The threshold values of the indirect ELISA method for
the phage SCBS

x 8 [E# ELISA HikRE RN
Table 8 The specificity of the indirect ELISA method

2.4 [8# ELISA AR BE

R4 b3 fe A B 1 25 A, % SCBS A 1L 775 4%
FE1: 100,1: 300,1:500,1: 1000,1: 2000,
1:4000.1:8000.1: 16 000F11 : 32 000F: &, Il
FE 0D, GFRUNZR 9 s, WE AR SCBS BH M 1M1
i BEE4 00015475k BHA: | 3= BHAS G I J7 vk 1y R Bl
RAf,
2.5 [A# ELISA FixESH

HR A b3 e A S 07 2% A, S GaE A1k P FRAAHE ] %) 2
M AR AR 10 B, BETE R SCBS HHt N 42 55
RAECH 2.30%~ 7. 11%, HIL 18] 78 &R $07E 1.37% ~
9.25% , Wi B 1A SCBS #it P AL ] 48 5+ R B34 1
10. 00% VAT, & BlizAa il 75 2 i B 42 v R4

- R Jili 98 58 AN A4 K s .
Iyt w 173 e i i It |
0D 5 0.608 9 0.154 7 0.104 5 0.4320 0.117 7 0.133 5
LR + - + - -
+ 3R B - FR B
x99 [E#EELISA AR E
Table 9 The sensitivity of the indirect ELISA method
FFPE 1 375 R
WH
1:100 1:300 1:500 1:1000 1:2 000 1:4 000 1: 8000 1:16 000 1:32 000
0D 5 1.107 6 0.767 7 0.6319 0.570 2 0.473 0 0.300 6 0.121 0 0.099 8 0.090 6
[ BH + + + + + + - - -

+2m FE - FoR A,

£ 10 [E# ELISA HiEMNES
Table 10 The reproducibility of the indirect ELISA method

Ejid 1]
WEEE RS op,,  BREN  ODs, BREN
FEE (%) FH{E (%)

SCBS 1 1.502 3.60 1.684 1.37
2 1.725 3.29 1.795 3.89
3 1.830 5.84 1.851 9.25
4 0.143 7.11 0.102 6.70
5 0.123 2.30 0.123 5.40
6 0.118 3.79 0.096 5.53

2.6 FEE{K SCBS £ A8 A Bk Kk F
A RISRAEIAME T4 21 d FIES 35 d M I
FHASTIFGE 6 7 B9 (a1 42 ELISA J7 3 46 ) i 375 v s

1 SCBS BTk (K 2) , M4 AW 58 1 2 1 e 1B
(0D 15,<0.310 S BATE) FI %0, 8 2 78 H R o s i g
PR AR DR PR RS B 5 | 1R XSS R ARV B2

3 17 i

HOa P20 IR RO L TR T 4 7 IR B
A AR 2R T AN 24 0 B Y R, R
PURAYT M INME, WA A BN IR 2
1irf 24 2 R R i T A R 2 — . i i
AR RRR B D E 1 1 RN R A A £7
I e i 0 A BT A SR AR T JH A AN A
HA SR 20 I ) A WV P B 808w R Sl W R Y Y I T
R DRI, A W 200 P S IR 4 1A e T A P Y
R E AR ER I A — 2 IR 25 R R
TR AT 2L 5 7 Wt 240 i 2 ) e e A 40 R 1 B3k 4
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Ab
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Fig.2 Antibody levels of phage SCBS in broilers

B, Jonczyk-Matysiak 257 38 5 XF 51 44 18 14 55 >~ 1]
A 20 BT A =2 B 40 R RO S R A T O TR A
I7 R B TR TR T S 23 AR AR 0 30 ) 7 I 20
FEA TR RE T, T ELIGE TR R A7 Wt 20 i U e 6%
FV D A A WA R BEEAE

AN AR I 32 S W ] BB 20 I B 1A
JPIE T R0™ HE R | AFUAS — 5 43 5% 0 s TR 44 VR 7
IR, Zaczek %51 T a9 Xof A 28 BR 0 W 0 R UR A
YIGBTT B R B 0 VR R G 928 SO I R AT 43 A, R 30
R BRI S W AR 7 19 18] L7 e R
tH B 4 O B AR BT IR T, O B2 R 3
PIFEIRTT W FIVA YT S 2 v 7 AR B PR AR T 85 2
U AE WS B RTR YT 1 R rh ™ A B W R R BT I T REAS 23
MR TR AR T I RCR

4% ELISA 77 ¥R HE BT 55 ik =2 0] 45 55 vk
G54 1 SR R RE A DR M B Hb E AT TR I, L R
FE % ELISA A Jy vk 50 8 . O HL 40 Jt [ 5 ik
BA R S RS i — Sl Ry SR B AT ARSI
EEMALIR [ 25 1 AR A CsCl
B FER B U RGOk R BR T MR 1
W R i SRR T R P R, DT A g 2 SR B o o
78

HRTA B A5 R R, O IR R ATE S i B
i, B RRAE AT R R ECR R AR I I
3 P T A AR AL 2 S RO TR AR 3 TR I e
LA B I rH A7 TG W TR A 7T e L A e Y —
AN A3 o A 36 ok 7R PR XS H O S i 1x 10°
PFU/kg.1x10* PFU/kgHl1x10° PFU/ kg b 1A 45

MEE— B INF (A 5 , A 2 B AE XS fizy 1 285 M rh A7 0 1Y) g
PRI R R R AIG, 33k 5 0 gt e 45 A F g 4 R —
.

Wil s R AT T I N A RS AE RR
W DA 1) ARF S Tk AR R 8 v R AR P AT S
Wang A0 S g TR A Bl T ZWR K, 15 min B
TR PR R 4 Ll 50.43% +9.68% , I H
SRTE HREARR 12 b P {5 T8 A I VR A T 38 9 e
W P A, A< 6 38 1 7F PR HOAR H 8 i — 2 8 R
DA A T A 2ok 1 B iy e A R IR N )
FHASHIFGE 38 57 ) Rz I 30 A 00 PR) X85 I 975 4 S 1 it
A 235 SRAE ALV I TR 350 A R 00 381 W R 4 %) A S 1
Pilk,iX 5 Gembara 55> BURFFE 45 R —5, A5
S5 RN IR SE AT R AR ) VPR L T —E Y
ZEMAE

4 %5

AMFFELAVD T K B Wt T A SCBS Sy X 42, il %
T HAR YR = G L T ST T WE R AR SCBS 1 vE
U E H2 ELISA K 7 %, iz ke I 7 2 4 5
I, RAEAR, BRI IG FHE S 0. 372, BRI FHE
0.310; R P4 HLN BT RECN2.30%~ 7. 11%,
) 2 BB 1.37% ~9. 25% , ZAG I 7 B A T
K G SEPEA W R AAIR YT I S R DY I Y B A K O
T SR

SE Lk
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