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B OE:B8: 23— A TFTEIBFEY BHEK (strand exchange amplification, SEA) 5 F #L3% 4 A 5
(application, APP) 489 beik, TAASM S ITRAG Tk, Tk RAT EEHF LHBRG & ERBIFG —A
a2 BE (chitosan-modified silica membrane, CMSM) , %3t SEA SRy 3R H 54y, @3 P Ha B & F R9%F
BeFHLAPP“ I I 47, Jhatrkagas bk, REE. TR A F AT AN #4T104E, R ZAN
F o ITRE AN LI B R BOF TR, LAEHE DNA RHEH 10 pg/ul, B E R AL A 1.5<10° CFU/mL,
BN A REFAFGTREABIFOIE, AT AN PO RHEA 3.57%10° CFU/mL. £it: A5
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Development of an Intelligent Visual SEA Detection Method
for Salmonella

SUN Xiaotian', WANG Junying', GONG Yingting', MENG Jingnan',
LI Zhen', ZHAO Yanyan'?, ZHAI Ligong"”

(1.Food Science and Engineering College, Anhui Science and Technology University, Chuzhou 233100, China;
2.Anhui Provincial Key Laboratory of Functional Agriculture and Functional Foods, Chuzhou 233100, China)

Abstract: Objective: This study aimed to develop a rapid and visual method for detecting Salmonella detection by
integrating strand exchange amplification (SEA) with a smartphone-based application (APP). Methods: A chitosan-
modified silica membrane (CMSM) was optimized for nucleic acid enrichment from samples. Primers for the SEA
isothermal amplification reaction were designed, and a smartphone application "Salmonella Smart Detection" was
developed based on neutral red coloration. The specificity, sensitivity, anti-interference capability, and detection
performance for artificially contaminated samples were systematically evaluated. Results: The detection platform exhibited
high specificity for Salmonella. The detection limit for genomic DNA was 10 pg/uL, while the sensitivity for bacterial
colony detection was 1.5%10> CFU/mL. The method demonstrated strong resistance to interference from natural background
bacterial flora in pork, achieving a detection sensitivity of 3.57x10> CFU/mL in artificially contaminated pork samples.
Conclusion: The intelligent visual detection system based on SEA developed in this study demonstrates rapid performance,
high sensitivity, strong specificity, and advanced intelligent visualization capabilities. This system offers an innovative and
practical approach for on-site visual screening of Salmonella in food products.
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VP ITTERHR (Salmonella) 72— Fp ™ HE 16 F A IL T
A A B R PR BOR B, JE A = QBT L, H H T |
B ThEET SEORIR W Kt Y5 A AR
KIRAEREIRM . PRBEil, 2022 4E4x [ 32 B W I g a5
BE B SR B2 14 JT TSI A= eAS vh, YT T TR
R824 6%, rANEE— TERRYH, YOI TR B A
b A = b w1 R TS G B IR BN 2 P,
DAL, g7 —FPRE SRR . SRR DT PR PR
(Rl Rr SR | AL S

SCHMH/ TSR] LITEM AR IDE L —)2
TEHL T BH 73R -G 9), il b pH A2 1R
S DNA BRI 29 AR AL GE R
—UR A W, 3 R W B 55 RS AL ) A4 T 3 R
pH FABUERAE, (1550 /50 SR MEAEAZ IR A v e B
T B SE HMEFRIEMEP . Gan 855 SR S HRH
fEMRIEAR, PTFERIBPERLE  ER SRR ek, M
BERE S (50 pg/pl) HE 52 62% MY A W B A -DNA.
IZIFE RN, S TENE/5C R EAZ IR Al AL i B b Hof
H A P e AR P, G T TR AR A
o SAEGERIIR IR A IBOEAR LY, 207 SRV E T8
PR AR AR I A S AR EE D7 i BA 2 O, e
Gy R 7 v R L TV N RS o

BE AT W AR P H7 R (strand exchange amplifi-
cation, SEA)J& 2016 4R H i BUAE IR P HE H AR T,
SEA JWARAS TSV iR DNA 19 “ R A/E ™ i
TE A BAEEULIR S , 0T SRy A OIS F T I 7 A g £
FEASEUL, FEEAZ BRI BB AR A SV T
M TN FEEIRY 18 H R (loop-mediated isother-
mal amplification, LAMP), SEA [ 5| %) % i1 5 faj
B Y5 gL g XU SRR, Yang 25 F)JH SEA U7k,
Xt & S JEAARTHEA THEASIN, AT LAFE 1 h PYASII IR
% 1.0x10* copies/mL [FLFIZH DNA. 7 SEA S
o FRrh, T Bst DNA RS AEILY 1T R AL
/R HYR R, S VAR FR T pH BYRER A
pHS8.0 [ 2 pH5.5)" . FIHX —4¢th:, il ve 95
B pH FUBRYCRISZ BT SEA 2 25 5 0 il WAL ARG
M. Du 2N 5] LAMP KW =4 HR A CuSO,, il
A A DTTESE IR AT WRAASIN o SR, ZEARASINIRR 4%
PR, WEDTTE R slBi (0 84 5 52 S CIR B A (.55 1T
Ol R aE R . E IR R TR e
FHLEESE SRR G, AT AR AT
HE, PRSI (T SR S MER T

ABFFELAVS T ] PR AR S PR R PR A A e Ny — &
RAZTR B A TR B R Re AL S K
PR e AT AR - 5 o BFXTE T EQ B A I ok
A TG B A BR, SR SESERHE M 1) — A Ak 5
(chitosan-modified silica membrane, CMSM) SZH &
AHH DNA By 20 45 . Bk SEA S5k HY S,

ZEE TR IR BETFHL APP “ VDT TR SRS SE B S W,
1A FR B AR, STV T DGR A s vl A A
. FPAEEE R, 2o B AR R e . R
B R TPiRe ), RILH R Ui 3z gt il (point-
of-care testing, POCT) W FH#E 77, &b b T TG
bR AR AL TR AR ARSI T S
1 #REE%E
1.1 #HRIS{ER

S 38 FH TR AR 4 ) St IR T b B IR s 4 TR B
A5 98C 4 B 77 .0 (National Center for Medical Culture
Collections, CMCC) . H[E T AA: ¥ B AP e s 2
1.0» (China Center of Industrial Culture Collection,
CICC) #1132 = g Fp £ K - 0> (American Type Culture
Collection, ATCC), HWARIFEETEILER 1; 345K WA
JUH B AR 15 LB 35388t ARG RN
A3 Ezup #13C DNA fli$RiR50 & . p-4i/K H BTN
H = 1 F Rk b (3-glycidyloxypropyltrimethoxysi-
lane, GPTMS) | |+ %% ZL 5 %8 41 ( sodium dodecyl
sulfate, SDS) . 4-1 bk 2, fit§ ik ( 4-morpholineethane-
sulfonic acid, MES) . 1 PE4T (Neutral red) LA
AW TREA R F 5 78550 (43 F 5 <5000 Da,
<2000 Da) &&= EYBHEATIRA A A bk
JEE AR 3L LUARAE R A BR A W] SEA S8R 1Y

GRS TR IEA YRR A TR A F BRITA UL
W1, JFAT A A 2 ST %
xR HERER
Table 1 Information of the strains used experimental
P eyl hT#4 WS
1 TRIR YD TG Salmonella Derby CMCC50719
2 RAGFEDTIIRIA Salmonella Typhimurium  CMCC50115
3 TFHEERDT]IR Salmonella Heidelberg ~ CICC21487
4 ZHIRGIEVITINE  Salmonella Paratyphi B CICC21495
5 TABIEHIEDTTIRI  Salmonella Paratyphi C  CICC21512
6 WREFLIPTIRE  Salmonella Choleraesuis  ATCC13312
7 R IR Salmonella Dublin CMCC21497
8 KIGHF R Escherichia coli CICC21530
9 A e ORI ERTH Staphylococcus aureus ~ CMCC26003
10 A LB R Pseudomonas aeruginosa  ATCC27853
11 AR T Listeria monocytogenes ~ CICC21622
12 b ] Shigella CMCC51571
13 FENHERTA Enterococcus faecalis ATCC12953

Super Mini Dancer P BUIRIRE.OHL  FigAd

T Y TRA R Fl; TC-EA-48DA FE K HE (X
FOMTE B BHA BRAS H] s NV3000C* 8 ida 25 ohn]
WAoot Tt 2 E TR BSC-110011 1T A2-
X AW E A R LA AR R G R T
ME403E HL 7R MR- FE R 243 (i) A R
457 LDZX-50KBS 5730 R REZR VO il —



- 302 - £ Tl B4

2026 4F 1 H

KBl B2 F] ;s 28] sigma300 F33 e+ WAl
B fEERIREEFEIATE

12 WA

1.2.1 51RE ST IUEEIE 2. fimy ZH
FY 3% FH =25 Zhao &6 X v 177 BG BR1AS DU 0% BF 5%

M NCBI % #& /& 7 ( https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/)
R4S Salmonella fimY %% 5514 3L H )7 31 ( GenBank:
CP051213.1) . i & NCBI #t 17 /¥ 41 b xiF, fii
Primer Premier 5.0 24, BETTAN07 28 H £ X0 T G

B PRESTES [, 5 1R A T AR BRAF]

HR, 5P UG E LR 2,

*2 5IWFIIER

Table 2 Primer sequence information

g/

AR WA 51 JF(5-3") Jop K
Suimonell y PI-F TCGGTATCTGGTGGTGTAGC o\ 73X
almonella fimY ey b CCATCAACGAACGGGAC P gt

1.2.2 PR IR AL P st KR 1 P dEd
KREERDTF 30 mL LB AR 323800, 37 °C 1%53% 12 h,
A6 BEFR BESS HL 100 pL 3250 F LB AR B 37 3L,
37 °C H53% 24 h, XA HATIHHE. ) Ezup £1:2X
DNA #2357 S B R4S MR IL 40 DNA . filf
FHAB SR SR A8 AT W43 566 BT (260 nm 3% 1) Il 2

DNA ¥#RBEE, —20 °C L9, 15 05 225050 11 DNA
R o

1.2.3 FEEMHEM N AR (CMSM) s =

75 Cao S5 (W ik IR T el o g AR A A
F 70 C W& N (H H,S0,: i H,0,=2:1)
HUKYE 10 min. fHFHZSB5 PR b e =0k i b e

1E, 40 °C T8 12 he BRI 0 AL RERSR AR
FE N 1.0% 5¢ Z M . 1.0% GPTMS F1 50 mmol/L Z,
FRAIR AR, ZIEFE 8 he 1 50 mmol/L 4
TR VS P 2k, PR 2588 oK vh gk = vk b

A1k, 40 C WIS TR, KIS EARYY 3 mm. J&
249 1 mm WE, BT KRS RSP IR .

1.2.4 CMSM b KRR EEREIKAE SF4&E

BRAEUS (W dr i It T e . PRkl A kR R Y 5E

R T W M GPTMS ¥ FF, iFfli CMSM
WA DNA SUREATE SRR, [HH43F <2000 Da
53T H<5000 Da MFCEMH, KB 1.2.3 g7k,
{3 1.0% 5 ZHH . 1.0% GPTMS H1 50 mmol/L Z,
TR RS T4 CMSM, ¥ CMSM 3 A 100 puL
¥t DNA B4~ C,=100 ng 1 DNA % #  (pH5),
FREAFE 4 min [, {F BRI T W60
£ (260 nm 3% 1K) W45 x DNA B C, (A7 :
ng), L 5E W) i DNA B8 55 4y DNA S
2Z2{H, 15 CMSM & 4E 1 DNA &L i m( B2 Av .
ng). m WITHEAXUT,

m=C, -G, XD

b, m o E AN DNA B (ng), C, NWIh
DNA i (ng), C, A4 DNA i (ng).

R 1.2.3 ik, IEHNE G W GPTMS
5 WU EARAE, e A TR -G s W b i 5 SE R
(0% 0.5%. 1.0%. 1.5%. 2.0%). EHIBSER T
oW S R AN, AR G Wb ) GPTMS
He BE (0%, 0.5%. 1.0%. 1.5%. 2.0%) . &I
(D), MRS U F s 41 DNA & mo 1>
WRBEE ZAF N AT IR 2 S, B R Y E ks
WEZEIA TG 53T -

PPl CMSM & 4 1 DNA & s £ 30%
Fr CMSM 43532 A 100 pL #14h DNA >~ C, (10,
20. 50, 100, 150, 200 ng) 1) DNA ## 1 (pH5), %
BB 4 min JFHGE . B EESNAT WL
£ (260 nm ) A7 W P F 4119 DNA B2
C,(Ff7: ng), A (1) A H CMSM & 411
DNA i m(B7: ng), 155 CMSM LR & 55K
R op(BANE: %) o 5 FIITHELAENUTTR .

n(%)zcﬁxmo #® (2

Ao, HEERCR(%), m HEAER DNA Bh
(ng), C, NI DNA H(ng).
1.2.5 CMSM i F W k%% (SEM) RAE =%
Wang S5 SCER P EIA . E i T i (R
“5: £5H] sigma300; AETE: 47t Xplore30) X% IR & 4R
RIS Y CMSM B S TRAE . RS Z BT, KRR
B I —)229 10 nm B LLIER St . ¥ SEM
[4 0 3 HE R B R 3.00 KV, R AE A 5.00 kx
SRAE R PR MG LIWELE CMSM IR EITESH, IFIF
TR MATES IS b . IrE BUR I = Hoas 4447
NHET, DR AR S PR
1.2.6 SRR DLER 1 A 7 BRASTE] I 77 26
MIVPTTECEE AN 6 BRIAEVD T TIR PR AL 4] DNA 5L
B, Ml 2 v it v T IR B R S S M R AT
PCR ¥'#4, PCR X WARZRUNE 3 Fimn,

#3 PCRRMiIAFR
Table 3 PCR reaction system

1] E23735°3 HAR(uL)
Taq PCR Master Mix 2% 12.5
DNAHT 10 ng/uL 1
Pfl-F 0.4 pumol/L 1
PflI-R 0.4 pmol/L 1
dd H,0 9.5
BRR 25

7E: Taq PCR Master Mix: % Taq DNAK A . dNTP. MgCl,. PCR
bufferf;?‘}o

PCR W R)F: 94 C 2B 5 min, ZJ5 - 94 °C
A8PE 30 s, 60 °C 3Bk 30 s, 72 °C FE{H 45 s, LA i
FEBEAT 30 PMEER, B&J5H 72 °C #Ef#H 10 min, PCR
YT ITE 4% DIBEAEHEERE T A T HL UK, ITAEEENR
JRAGA IR EL B R 45 5, JE T 5 [ R e
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1.2.7 SEA #"#4uf A gifk I8 SEA S8R 1%
30 AR G A A A5 i SEA S AR ZR, K fic il
G R N AR R T 60 °C T 435 I N — B isF ] (10,
20, 30. 40, 50, 60 min), ¥ SEA ¥ HiF=#7E 4% 1Y
LR EE R Th A TR UK, FTFAEBERE BASA ES
VKSR, W e el B s o

1.2.8 TPRLLEWRAE AT SRR SOk
YIRS TG . B EE 1.0 mg/mL iy
LTS, VE SEA TTRRARI N (AF6 771, Bl S0 B
B pH ZE s (pH4.5. 5.5, 6.5, 7.5, 8.5), Bt 25 uL
pH ZZrhis W, I A 1 uL WP PELIE W, SR T e
5 min, FATRYCEH S U T VA5 . LS B (4,78
AETE L, B0UF SEA IR ik mnT 1o

1.2.9 SEA FHETT AL AR F 7 SRR 7
=% Li 58U Gk i ot ekt . KR 1
B RRIZEFN T 30 mL LB AR IR LT, 37 °C By
% 12 he HU 1 mL B, N A 100 pL 24 /i 22 i
(50 mmol/L Tris-HCI, 0.5% SDS, pH9.0), 80 °C 7K
¥ 6 min, {2150 40 M SRR OZ % o 1) 24 AR = v
S 300 pL 50 mmol/L MES Z% ik (pH4.0), 15-F]
255 % v (pHS.0) o B CMSM LA 45 & 2% th il
7, B 4 min, (R0 R BSR4
100 pL B MES 22 thii %7 CMSM #EATPe%%, ek
AZBRAM AR ST Bl HAE S E 42 in A 2]
SEA JZ WA 2 A . CMSM W [ (14 4% 2 T B 422 75
SEA JZ W 44 Z& 1 (pHS8.0) 47 BE I Al I A2 P 1
SEA B HRENT WAL BAAR R UNZE 4 P

# 4 SEA FhREATHALSONA ZHIE R
Table 4 SEA intelligent visualization reaction system
reagent information

I e (L)
Buffer A 1x 12.5
Buffer B 1x 2.5

LREEARLY 1.0 mg/mL 1

PfI-F 1.5x107 mol/L 3.75

PfI-R 1.5x107 mol/L 3.75

dd H,0 15
RN 25

7E: Buffer A%} dNTP, MgCl,, 2% 0fi#; Buffer BE% HBst DNAR A
s SR T WA JETS S, LA A DNARH A b i % HE

SEA ¥ HEFR )T : Kl R & )5, F A 25 pL 44
A, RFTIREY, RS L LA BRI, 76 60 °C [HRZ&
4R SUn 40 min Bm]

SEA % G vl W £k A6 I R )5 38 3 I & 19 T AL
APP “UPT1VERE” HEA TR 04T o A FHF-HLAAER S
25 5 Xt i 6 X 3 7E RGB B {4, 15 # ( Red-Green-
Blue, RGB) H1 4% (i@ B E (G ) g faid 18 (B (B ) i
11587, Lh G {EHF B HE(EZ 22(B-G) KR
HE. 4 B-G=<0 W}, W g5 RN BATE, 24 B-G>0 i,
JTGE R BHTE . #4~ SEA B RERT ARG IIA Z 19
AREENE 1 PR
1.2.10 ASEONTF S 2GS0 Fn T E 42D
SCRRHR B I TRGE . X APP (i AR A A
PEESRIEATINL, X APP AOFATE R VAT ik LA
4k Mate 60 Pro £/ BETF-HL(5000 FT IR FE)VENE A

Zfif . BEZIR BRI SEA% I 14 508
Euliesisi S PP SEA Mix (pH=8.0) I [
(Tris-HCI, SDS) (MES, pH=4.0) 5|¥9: PI-F, R (ks () (seLr ()

2 2 60 C, 40 min

CMSM & FDNA ‘

] 5149: PAI-F YFRTTTTTTATITITITT 5149 PR

#:: SEA Mix: ANTP. MgCl,. ZZhifi. Bst DNARAT, 45 .

PELL YR (1.0 mg/mL)

Bst DNAR A1

K1 SEA B RERTHALAIN - 575 2]
Fig.1 Schematic diagram of the SEA smart visualization detection platform
VE: WA Figdraw 22 .
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SRAET H., HEB = FhAS[EFEAR DNA #EE (1072, 10°,
10° ng/uL) ) SEA £ BE R HAL S N AVE MAEAS, I LA
TR AR N AE R B X BE4H (NTC) , 7E H $R56
LED Y6 R4 BR & fE, PR EIRT APP S2HREN
o5 BISEIR . B DNA ¥~ 10 pg/ul A9
SEA &' Re v WA S BEAE AREAS, FEAS ] a4k e 52
(5.10. 15, 20, 25, 30, 35. 40 cm) FRAEOAH, 5>
AT FAEE X APP SRAE (O {H 1Y 2], B 22 (0 FH 4
B 9 B A =

1.2.11 ZRAPEREINTE =% Moussa 2821 SCERHR 1
Tr R IF AT HE . PPAL TR ZR B0 8% YR
APP SRAE O EFNSERAE 50 . EI =P AS[EAL
e DNA ¥ (1072, 10°, 10% ng/uL) {9 SEA & e n]
WAL R NAEAEAS , H- AT S A E R B i ZH
(NTO), AR FHL4 3 (1600, 2000, 5000 J7)
A THAF R A CUfE, PEASFHLREXT APP B2HUE (4
HREM R . BB DNA ¥ EE N 10 pg/ul 19
SEA B BETT AL S AE WAEAS, B FEASREE 51K
AR, 537 APP il A ETE

1.2.12 SEA FRERTWALAINA R PE M

1.2.12.1 AR RREUEFT 275 Hong 5572 3C
BRI TV TR AUIIT . X SEA 2 BT ALASI
JrikryREE ZH DNA 2R SRS RN 2l PR A il 52 48 3
TPEE . BHEE 1 FAY Salmonella Derby A H AR
R, AR 1.2.2 Iy ik B3R T HR M e FE I 4H DNA £
A, 15 DNA ¥ B2 BS B 75 B 107°~10° ng/pL.
Salmonella Derby TR R B LM (1.5%107~
1.5x10° CFU/mL) . $%88 1.2.9 e A 8 Fnaszim
FRFIEAT SEA B BERTIAL SN, &5 o e ULER 2 oy 44
FREARE, ] APP TR BRS AR . SR AHIC
MR 1) S AR SR 9T BRZH (NTC) &

1.2.12.2 PrTHLRESIIPAL  ZESEBRN AT, YR
P A E T RESZ B R T IR AR SRR AR TR
M2, PEHUGER 1 H A Salmonella Derby EERVEA H
FREERR, BT TP IR R IZ T iR et . X RR
EPR GB4789.4-2016 X34 AAE M BEAT ARG, #f8IA TG
YPITIREEPY, ¥ 10 g FERITE 90 mL LB A5 57 5%
37 C ¥5 3% 24~48 h, K55 AT 50 BEES BE AR
BEE 2.08x10%~2.08x10' CFU/mL., LA 10%1. 10°:1.
10*:1. 10%1, 10%1, 101, 10°%1 F1 107":1 By Lt 5
Salmonella Derby ¥ LLFIIR G . B 1 mL iR & R,
RAE 1.2.9 H PYRIIAA 22 ARG I AR P11 T SEA F45E
AT ARAR T N, 45 TR S LR S N A 2R B AR Ak, A
APP BT REST TR o R FH IS AR 19 S WA A B
PEXTREZH(NTC) o

1.2.12.3 SEBRFEMBIN TINS5 5 g5l
SCRRA A 7 DA SR AR BR T3 W SRR PIAE i, A5
ElR7E (GB 4789.4-2016) Kl A & ¥ T IGER . #EHR
# 1 "F Y Salmonella Derby B BRAE R H b5 B AR, #K

B 122 WP E T B 3R 12 h, B TRORR R R =
3.57x107~3.57x10° CFU/mL, 53545 F0 T 10 g 3% A
R, 5 90 mL LB AR FRFIR S0, HU 1 mL
YRR, HRHE 1.2.9 Hp ARG I 44 21 F0AG I A2 7 254 T
SEA & RE T WAL I N7, 45 3R Ja WA I I AR 22 B (AR
1k, (i APP AT GEST TR
1.3 #iEAIE

SR FH TCASEHR 14 )2 AR A B XT BRZH (NTC), 52
o6 2f 5 L (1 bR i 22 2 7, SPSS Statistics 26,
Origin 2021 SFHAF#EAT43HT B AEIE], P<0.05 KR A
mEMEZER.
2 HBRESHh
2.1 CMSM AL RAZERE S 8E H130IE

SR CMSM A% IR & 468 7, ASBIFST %
it BRI RS SENE S i . WO L CPTMS ¥ E
AT T B 2A ISR R, SESEEN 45
HEXT CMSM &4 DNA SR BA B, 5
<5000 Da MFCSEMAA LL, SETEHH AR RIS T, 57
¥ £ <2000 Da 114 7¢ 5 Kl il £ 19 CMSM & £ 1Y
DNA G &, FETEH THSF RO 8N
Bt s o v A R s TR BRI, 588/ Iy F e i 5 2
WHBBAZ/E CMSM 3R AN 5] Hsui ez, M
TG i S5 AR 1 e L 2 BRHVE FH, TT 0T i A R 52 35
AT REEE 23 (R BHALUN S BUS AL FRREAIR, BRI T 4%
P& (AW S RE T o Itk Ab, Bl S 52 SERER BE N 0% 34
ZE 1.0%, CMSM 5409 DNA i BEHInP<0.05),
FEAE 1.0% RN BNE(E . RN, BT SC ek s
IE— 2B HE N2 2.0%, B4R DNA S JfoRit—24
WD, X FFEZEFETE CMSM Y 36 mif& i ik 51
THURLIRE, 23 e S FE AN RE PR N 21
BHES F 295 B, N Jeikit— 2B AR . IR 2 A
PSSR 43 AT vl 0, fil FH 43F <2000 Da. 1.0% #<BE
FIFT R 51 CMSM A 8- B IR e R EE 77 .

Kl 2B A& GPTMS R JEX} CMSM & BRI
mi . mIE 2B AT, B GPTMS HJE M 0% N =
1.0%, CMSM &4 1Y DNA a5 W (P<0.05),
IFTE 1.0% WBERT IR B)IEAE . SR, P GPTMS ¢
BEIE— 2L % 2.0%, B 4EM) DNA S IRk —
AHNN . X SR R BEE GPTMS ¥ B 1935 1 (0%~
1.0%), GPTMS #Z AR MEFE ZEMHE M T — A AR
FeumE, AT HE 58 CMSM X} DNA FY i B, W% [ BE 71,
4 GPTMS N 1.0% A, B 8K — S bk
58 B FE Zob, fif CMSM & 4 DNA UBE J1ik
B, R, B GPTMS MWRE#E—E10h1, CMSM
IFRREE LT Z IR . 461K 2A RIE 2B 1945
SRLRHH. {# 4 FH<2000 Da. HEE 1.0% 0955200
FIHREE 1.0% B9 GPTMS #4119 CMSM HAG 8= 1Y
AZ IR WL B o

& 2C BIZE R TT A, YW I ts DNA S
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FESEI) T <5000 Da 2.2 CMSM FHEEBIRFRAELER
) 100y SSTEERATREZ00DY SFe T B T B 6 CSEMD X 5 4 U 10
3 w0l Bﬁ Bﬁ N CMSM B ST 7200 . [ 3A Wk, 7Ea
ool " ] Hif, CMSM ORI A G, TG MEE 1, X R,
<Z<‘ FEE AT, CMSM [ 3R 4T 4E 454 5858 H IS/ MR
g 4or Bb SrFTHE. AHILZ R, B 3B oK, B4 CMSM
prBA LT FRRTLTE SEHUHIREIRAS,, ELIA 2 T I S 00k
F@ YT o 3R AR Ak R BT b 2 B A IR 43— g T W R 381
0 0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 CMSM 42T o 38 o X e & B2 5 5 0 38 T 4544
SRR (%) AEAE, BiiE T CMSM 1E AL S5 17 T RS A 25
(B) 100 a a a DNA 43T,
E" 80 | 7 7 7 A
?umj 60 | b
<
8 s}
il
S e Ml S, s
O s 10 15 20 B3 R, JRAY CMSM 3 LB I L
GPTMSYR I (%) Fig.3 Comparison of scanning electron microscopy images
e ‘ of CMSM before and after enrichment
© 199 A . VE: A AHEFT DNA 5 B0 HUBEI); B: 54 DNA SR 194
= ol Z BT
= % 23 SIERTH
’E? 601 % EFXT Salmonella fimY 2R %11 SEA £ Ge 0] {1
8 ) Z LIRS 4 PRI-F | PEI-R. S00ES |90 L. ol
. g VKL 4 T, PEL A B4 /N 49 bp, P 4A
)] g 1, 31 PEL 5 1 7 R RIS G T 49 bp
ol < Kb ¥R G 4, [ 4B TR, 314 Pl b

10 20 50 100 150 20
VIEDNA B (ng)

K2 CMSM LAk B KR s 4R RE 1
Fig.2 Optimization of CMSM and analysis of nucleic acid

S

enrichment capacity

e As FEERE O T H KO R CMSM & B R 1Y B2 T 5 B
GPTMS & B X} CMSM & 4E ¥ & i 52 ;5 C: 1k 5 /%
CMSM & ENZFR I B FIRCR; B A H a~e FRAFSE TN
WX CMSM B 4L RN EBEEER, AL B EZRMIFEERE
TR T X CMSM BE 4R B2 K B
a~c F/R A A GPTMS ¥k X CMSM & 2 45 14 1 & 1 2%
55 B C H a~d TR AR FI 4 DNA B4 CMSM &£ 45 11
WEMEF, A~D TR CMSM FEMERM B EER, £
i P<0.05,

7E 100 ng LAPYHT, CMSM JEEFR HY AR 24 =5 24 B AZ R 1,
ks, HAZIR & HE80CR () IR RRAE 90% LU . Kl
F W hE DNA B 100 ng B n, & H£380:E ()
L3RR, Y4WIhA DNA SHN 200 ng ), B AR
M 90% FEZE 45% it LG E 2C LSRR, I8
b5 1) CMSM RE 8 52 BE 0T A Wt DNA B & 4k
4E, R UEE] CMSM X DNA Bk 8 FEE—E
BRI, 25318, —(H B4% 3 mm. 5 1 mm 19 CMSM
I Z 0] MT2) 90 ng FY DNA ., 3XEEAZTRA] vl TR
TR A DREARG I M ™ 58 A ARA

1~6 PKIE TP IYEAEYD T TERBE S TP 1, Yo B0 H R
et 5 7 UKIE T aOFE R BLYD ] R gt H
ISR . 45932 EH, 514 Pf1-F. Pf1-R Xt Salmonella
PRSI LA 45 i MR S, 5 KRBT B . s 2=
FUTARR B S i UL AR B T B RN o
2.4 SEA i 188 A9i1L

flifk. SEA 54 BE T HAK SN 11 2 o B[], Xk A []
SN E]F (P38 =) 264743 BT, MLk & S aniEl 5
FIT7R, Bl IOV IS TE] 3800, SEA BT 49 bp AbiY)
P HME SR WG R, 2R NV RS EIEA 30 min B, AIER
RIS H A9 5007, $ER BT ] 2 40 min J5, ATAREL
FEMWIY 25T . AE, BER UK P I EE S 2>
L = e A VLM D 7/ PR S Qi< S = 1A e R A EUE N
YSEER ISR 49 bp i BARr M 2t AN R 5 2 IR EL
JE R SRR A P40, 3k — B 5 S B TRIAE OG,
2 B 2 7 B TR 14 B fRE U T HR B A P 4 ) A ko
LEAPE R W SR S ROV TR Z R 0 D 3R, ARF
528 SEA W I FL RN B a5 27 40 min.,
2.5 [ pH £ T MO TEE

AT, R SEA I W AR R AY pH 2846 (MK
pHS8.5 [ 2% pH4.5), i 1 pL. #E R 1.0 mg/mL
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Fig.4 Prim-specific analysis results
H: A 519 PEL 5 7 Rl IEEIVD T TG B 0 BTk A, 1: R
FEVPITIRA, 2: AR VPTG, 3: LHIEIGIEVPTTICIA, 4:
PEIRBYPT G, 5: WALRI i ZE VDT IR, 6: JEETLIPT] G
B, 7: #HARID TG B: 5149 PPl 5 6 FiAEUD T G B AR
BLYD TG 3 0 B vk 8], L R IBFF A, 2. 4 B0 (00 4 BR AT,
3: FRER AR, 4 BB AR, 5 AR IRE, 6: FEERTA,
7: TR BLYDTTIGHA

Marker 1 2 3 4 5 6

5 SEA § R IL
Fig.5 SEA amplification time optimization

7 : 1: 60 min; 2: 50 min; 3: 40 min; 4: 30 min; 5: 20 min; 6:
10 min,

AP PELLIE WA S e dR R . [ 6 nagl R,
MW pH=7.5 B, IR IR AR W (0. BEE pH [FE
6.5, IR i A B (R i B 0, RV LI B
KAk, (H i AR R SEA IV B pH, RIEAS B
R SN S W B bR e . BEAE pH HE— B R RE =
4.5, I AL SRl 6, X — B BB W HAR
S, BA RAFrmT B Ik, 76 SEA JSOW A 5
o, S AEE HAREER 2, B AR B S, IR %R pH
[, 1A ZR U0 RS B (O R 78 S SR 2T (0, Sl A LB (T
ARG R AT B T SN A A A

K6 A pH Z& T rpHELL AR (Al il
Fig.6 Color change of neutral red under different
pH conditions
F: 1: pH4.5; 2: pH5.5; 3: pH6.5; 4: pH7.5; 5: pH8.5,

2.6 OIERRHERSH R EREITMER

2.6.1 FAEHASEONEER B 7A B, AR
[F) e BE B DNA #E4T SEA %5 88 Al A4k 2 B 1k,
Sy LED SGUEAT [ SRR, APP TS (o (B
Z 25 (B—G) 4a XM 25 e K R +0.48, PHFOGIR T H 22
SN EAG et 3, SR WIAEAS [R] e B2 AT b
DNA 44, U5 X 3R A4 104 {85 FH 52 mig P57 388 /)8

El 7B s, MR ES S 5~10 cm B, Irig (i
25 (B—G) WL X i 25 B K +7.56, HEUBE IR SRR,
[FI A 0 B T A SR 2 5, #ii ol e & F L0 iE e
VT, RO AR TR, VR IE R = 15~
25 cm B, FAEE MGG W HL22 B2 b, Z2 0l iris
OfHZ 22 (B—G) B4 w28 B K R+2.00, EUE L 3)
BN, G R RRE o HE— BRI R B & 30~
40 cm B}, Z0ME IrS aH 2 22 (B-G) 4 X w2
B N4.22, BUE P ShARXT /N, AHZE 5y BB R
ZEOL, I AT RS th TR RS I, B se AN

A0 e a
100 LEDYGIE

(=)

&
&i

2 % (B-G)
A
A\

60 L+ 4
a a
-80 L L N N
NTC 1072 10° 10?
M DNAVEE (ng/uL)
B 30
a
20
(_? 77 ab
o)
210
ab b be
Hd E be
N PADA ) idn %
m 0 T
g
710 L
cd d
-20 .

é 10 1.5 2.() 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0
FARRIE S (cm)
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Fig.7 Evaluation of mobile application usage parameters
TE: Ac JCUON BRAF BRI 2 22 B2 B: 411 IR B X
COAHZ 2N a, b, ¢, d Frn OIEHZ 22 Z A B3V 5,
ZE5 R P<0.05.
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i, B N SR IS5 G iR 228, B A e fd:
A= N 15~25 cm.

2.6.2 FRAEPERBITANSEE SR B 8A SG5IRWIR, =
e B AR DNA #E4T SEA 25 B vl ¥ AL S v i, fii
FHASTE] 1 F-HUR 2R T 5 Ol 22 25 10 46 X5 22 53 531)
k2,72 £3.92 F+3.52, BUEP s/, HE5 R e
—3, Jo i FrE2E S, R TFHUR XA R EISR
T SZ I N, A IS AN RS R T,
BA B E P . B 8B 45 SR N, TE AR M
iz DNA T (1 ng/pL) #£47 SEA £ 88 nT WAL 5 A,
BT EE 2 22 BT M 2ZE e K o +3.11, Z
REGEIRAHIT, JC 22 5 . BRI, R AS I
RIS Fsf R AR B e L AR PR 4, REMS AR AL DA
oA B I — 2 S T AR

A0 y600 7182 a3 a

100 | E22 20007714 %
_ Y 5000/74% a2 @
3 sof
a
5, 222 | AN | DN
s
g

—80F a a a

NTC 102 100 102
HRDNAVEZ (ng/uL)

B 100

90 7

o D
)
Wl

60 . . . . .

NTC 1 2 3 4 5
AL
K8 RAFE T RE VT A,
Fig.8 Evaluation of mobile application performance

TE: A THURZ XA AR (B 2 22 152005 B: B A R E

PEWEAL a, b RN OUEZ ZEZ AR R EME 2R, 257N %
P<0.05,

S

{afliz 2% (B-G)
[}

2.7 SEA ZEEERTHRALAS MR RN

2.7.1 FERNAUMBAE RBUEVHL TP T sy
1) SEA FFRE T ALK& 1 RIUE, %) Salmonella
Derby J& K20 DNA FIN4l bR 4RGN R A 47 T
PEAE . &’ 9 IR T X T Salmonella Derby 3 K 2H
DNA R e g 3R (& 9A) L FAHL APP Tt
I HZ22(B-G) 45 (E 9B) . &l 9A o, 3L
ZH DNA ¥ JSAINT 10 pg/pl B, 20 1A 5 52 A 2
ta, W B TESGE, 2ILNH DNA WX S| LA
BT 10 pg/pL Bf, ISR FRAE A 04T 40, S i BH P
gE R, [FRE, B 9B 45 R R, MILNLH DNA HRE

B-G= B-G= -G -G B-G=

—79.80+4.64 —41.20+3.04 109.60+4.88

B 120
100 | W
~ 60
% W 21
= e )77
;E_[i 20 H
€ 40 /
_go feg2
-100 — . : : '
NTC 1 2 3 4
[N DNA R HUE PR

K19 FLHZ DNA R ITEA
Fig.9 Sensitivity evaluation of genomic DNA
T A: FE[KZH DNA REUE AL B: PR a2
2850 1. 107 ng/uL; 2: 102 ng/uL; 3: 107" ng/pL; 4: 10° ng/
uL; NTC A BAPEXT R

24 1 pg/uL B, BEEH {2 B-G<0(—41.20+3.04),
ML ZH DNA ¥R EE N 10 pg/ul B, (522 B—G>0
(3.80=1.76) . Ak, ¥ SEA B BE T *ALASIN -5 14
HARIL K2 DNA RBUEHIE N 10 pg/ul, ZE5HR
5 gl Al 45 7 3 o TR A W S 0 SRR A TR B 1Y
(recombinase aided amplification, RAA ) 5 R 55 75%
SN ERATTFE VLT T EC B T 45119 10 pg/ul 1R 44
FEAEY . T Zhang Z5P% i ] SEA $E ARG M b
2= W R B AT IR 5 19 1.0x107"% mol/L %t [K 41 DNA
R,

Pl 10 X Salmonella Derby it Bal A6 I 52455
FERIPEAE . B 10A BYEL A SE R SR, 75U E %
F 1.5x<10> CFU/mL B}, R Wik R 2884, Wy
BAPESE S M A v e 5 T4 T 1.5%10%> CFU/mL
b, S AR R B8R e ta, BoR M PHPELE SR . & 10B
TN, TER PSS 9 1.5x10° CFU/mL A, APP {45
FY B—G $U{E "~ 3.80+1.44, N FHPES 5. ik,
SEA %GB T WARAS - 5 ZE AL P HH A SR 4502
>} 1.5%x10> CFU/mL. Priya 2P {di ] LAMP $% AR
KMV T TR, &84 6 h Al 12 h Kt E] & £ 5,
H: A ZH DNA R B2 43 5 Sy 1g 2.5 CFU/g 1 1g
1.5 CFU/g. HiB&R S50 ) FH 55 2H il 2R 5 Il S5 Vi b b
(recombinase polymerase amplification, RPA ) 454l
WA E AT EE AT A 2.0x102 CFU/mL i 70 17 G
P Ta/NIEAERY S (VDT QB SR O G H A
S 45 R P 1% (quantitative loop-mediated isothermal
amplification, qLAMP) Kl {4 & 1, 83 7 h A9 ET
(] 5% BAT, &0 AT VR ) R T SR 5 B2 (X A 100 CFU/mL.
5 FREFXT VT R R BFSEAH b, ASHF Y 3 N7 1Y
SEA £ R n] ALK I - 55 1 B v S BORE T v, JCT
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Fig.10 Colony sensitivity evaluation and the software
determination results

1F: A: Salmonella Derby [ & REEE LS5, B: B3R5
ol Z 24558 1: 1.5x10° CFU/mL; 2: 1.5x10' CFU/mL; 3:
1.5x10* CFU/mL; 4: 1.5x10° CFU/mL; 5: 1.5x10* CFU/mL; 6:
1.5x10° CFU/mL; 7: 1.5x10° CFU/mL; 8: 1.5x10" CFU/mL;
NTC S % B

KB [A] B AT B A R, HL IO A B s AR, N
Sy IR BH PSS 2, BE 3 TV T TG A 1 B el
A

2.7.2 HUTHREEIIVEM ARy H R RIETE R
M R, 3SR L BEXT R DU AR 2 i SE I .
El 11 @R 1T R RIS s A T R+, B
LA SRR T Sk BT S W EXT SEA B REnT LAk
M5 R SEm . HE 11A A Eb g R n] %,
T =AY Salmonella Derby WIIR & Llik 10°:1
e, B AR SRATHREZREALH BH B A8k, 255 11B

F 1) B—G {45 524547, st B—G {H A 14.60+2.48,

R 285 5 S BHA: . R AR = i T PR L (10°:
1), PIHR AT RE S 2 B (0 AR b, (R8s WonH B-G (B
A AT BEPE I . X PP 5 8 = R ) 22 55 7T
B RAE E RS Sepa BE TR T, HARY B3z 2 4miil,
AN JE PASE AR 7RI SE A AR o, AR - 25 T BHAEY
B0, AT SR & 08 AL AR ifE (B-G>0) LATH R
T TR 2E 55 8 4H B-G {H M-15.40+2.88, A% 7%
TEBE M X A, Rk, EhrF3He e 58 74
(1)) EFEFH=APME L A H B-GHERN
14.60+2.48, %G5 RAE R T FRLAli AR g 3= WA b 21 152
TTEAENGR PR R AT GRARTE XU o 38 b 2l 62,
BRI B AR, AR FE SR T 15
— . ATSEMRISARUE . A ST SE R, TP R R
55 AR 1 LR 28 e pdsgma gk, 10°:1 L

B-G= B-G= B-G= B-G=
31.40+1.92

G
3.52
B-G=

/] v B-G= B-G= B-G=
| 39.20+1.44 31.20+4.64 14.60+2.48 15.40+2.88

36.80+2.72 37.80+2.64 43.20+1.84
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Fig.11
microbiota and the software determination results
H: A AT SRS Salmonella Derby JR-AFEAR BT I
PEM; B: B RAR M (0 2 22855 1 IR G LU 10715 2: 1R
A HBI 10%:15 3: IRAHL A 10%:1; 4: IRA H] 10215 5: IRA 1
@ 10°%:1; 6: IR A& Ll 10%1; 7: IR A& LB 10%:1; 8: 1R A LL
10%:1; NTC R [ XT IR

Anti-interference evaluation under pork background

) 2 B IA R o — A B T AR, xR

SEA F HE T LA I & R AR R e B SRS 5Pl

BERTIE R, A REAR R S 38 ARG I R AP . ST

LB LAMP J5 v R0 SE BRAE i A g v 17 LGB
A, SEA 4 BE AT LA Iy v bt T HE 7 S g,
AR b Ab P R AZ 1w e b R v i R VR ER AR A AT

CENE Y ST KRS Pk =SS N G R W NN BV e Y ST

RAFAIM TR o

2.7.3 SEPRFESNTISYLPET ShiES SEA £7EE
TR 5 A SEBRRE i P AR PR AT S8k, AFsT

eI Salmonella Derby i HFREEEE, 3+ LU WLFi5
LR RE A R S UEAT T B AE . S5 SR AE 12 PR,
Kl 12A BoR, B RS 1Y Salmonella Derby 75
YK SEZ 3.57x10% CFU/mL B, SEA % fen] #iAk 2
RS ST RE LSS 51 B 8 ) B (AR A, 454 K 12B 47
i, HEH) B—G>0(3.00=0.80), FII 5 Kl 45 5k FHM: o

S e AR EH, SEA B RE n] AL 5 v vl 42 N T ks
B RVRE &L PR Y 15 B KPR & 3.57%10° CFU/mL
i) Salmonella Derby, 1ZA I 7K -15 4l B WO ) R A5
JEE 3 B W) — B G, R BHAEASIE 58 P 3 AR O i 0

T SEA 4 BERTIRAAGIN 772 i) R AR /N, 5
AR TP i LAMP £ H 2.16x10* CFU/m L JAR
FEAS VDTGB 19 7 A0 L, SEA 5 B8 TT A4 AG 1Y

AR A6 LSS A AR B2 T 5 Y SR REE S i, B B
e S BAGI B RIS
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Fig.12 Evaluation of artificially contaminated pork samples

and the software determination results
T A N5 388 AR PO s B: PR 19 (LI 2 22 45
s 1: 3.57x10° CFU/mL; 2: 3.57x10" CFU/mL; 3: 3.57x10?
CFU/mL; 4: 3.57x10° CFU/mL; 5: 3.57x10* CFU/mL; 6:
3.57x10° CFU/mL; 7: 3.57x10° CFU/mL; 8: 3.57x10” CFU/mL;
NTC HBIHEXT IR,

3 g

AR T — LR & 0 AR 1Y
B REAAT SR S — AR 1 B g PR T R L AR Y0 S
o bR FE SR E R I — S LRI (CMSMD,
A FE 80 °C &1 F 6 min N & 524 90 ng B DNA;
SEA ZE{R Y74 40 min, {1 H & B9 G FHL APP
CYLTTIRAS” ST IRONAR FR B EAE S, SEEL T XD
[T CQ BRI PRl AT AR A, J R BRI T AR i)
PRI HE. ATy EEXT VDT T QBRI L B AR e, ik
K2 DNA REE A 10 pg/ul, BB % RAEEUE N 1.5x%
10> CFU/mL, X4 P75 SR HEA B nbi THEe
N5 38 RRE S FH RN R 3.57%10° CFU/
mL. MM MAIZIR & BN R 2 ATFE 1 h
e R, ELASERVETRIE . St . REUE & . A
REEDE S . TEBG PG A I (POCT) 4is E.A5 T I
PN FHTT ST, BEAS A B0 28 4 W SR LR In (e HdE vy e
RITEE
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