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B E:AHRA R+ A (sodium dodecyl sulfate, SDS) B4 & #2742 (propidium monoazide,
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Establishment and Application of an SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR Assay
for the Detection of Three Food-borne Pathogenic
Bacteria in Dairy Products
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Abstract: This study employed a multiplex real-time quantitative polymerase chain reaction (mRT-qPCR) method
incorporating SDS (sodium dodecyl sulfate) and PMA (propidium monoazide) pretreatment to enable rapid and accurate
detection of three food-borne pathogens Salmonella spp. (SA), Listeria monocytogenes (LM), and Shiga toxin-producing
Escherichia coli (STE) in dairy products. Three sets of specific primers and TagMan probes were designed targeting
conserved regions of the invA4 gene (SA), hly gene (LM), and stx gene (STE), facilitating the development of an optimized
mRT-qPCR assay. Furthermore, PMA pretreatment efficacy was evaluated for eliminating false-positive results caused by
dead bacterial cells, and the evaluation of the specificity, detection limit, stability, and detection effect in the simulated dairy

samples was conducted in this study. The results revealed that pretreatment with PMA combined with SDS prevented the
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interference of dead bacterial cells, and the optimal effective PMA concentration was 20 pmol/L. The assay showed high

specificity and sensitivity and good stability in detecting the three target strains amplified in the presence of 18 non-target

strains, with the lowest limits of detection for the three target strains being up to 10> CFU/mL and the variation coefficients

of inter-batch and intra-batch being less than 1%. The results obtained for the detection of causal organisms in bacterially

contaminated dairy products using the SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR assay were comparable to those obtained using the national
standard method, with a test cycle of 7 h. These findings indicate that the SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR assay can be used for the

rapid and accurate detection of Sa/monella spp., L. monocytogenes, and Shiga toxin-producing E. coli in dairy products and

represents an appropriate technique for ensuring the safety of dairy products.

Key words: multiple real-time quantitative polymerase chain reaction (mRT-qPCR); propidium monoazide; Salmonella;

Listeria monocytogenes; Shiga toxin-producing Escherichia coli
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SRSy <57 W R e o )l R A SR A R
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R SRR BYAGIN 5%, R =R A GHORIO 4
PEFFRNT | A YL IR BN | i Ui AR
A, TE R | FRsE Mk L R 253 A5 T T A R Bk
WEAFSK, T TagMan 8 £ 1Y 22 5 55 B 22 06 5 1
PCR (multiple real-time quantitative polymerase chain
reaction, mRT-qPCR) Kl 5 A B A 4 5 i . R Y
BEw . R PR | PR R DT AT A S T RO 2

Z Z IR 8E (propidium monoazide, PMA ) J&:
—Fi DNA 454557, B 52 451 40 il slAE i 40 i i 4
ML fS 5 DNA 454G o+ — % HE i 12 4/ (sodium
dodecyl sulfate, SDS) J&—Ff i B PMA 5L 32 5 4l
JHELHSE (e B 5 5R) 22723 FEEAT mRT-qPCR S i o it
H, SR PMA 454 SDS Xof B 2 ik %) A B BE A% 714
SRAE B AT A A BHAAAGIN 25 2R, DA X% B A

235 SR AERA T S, DR T S BRI Fp AR 2 ) 2 N
JFHP AP XTVD T ECBA |« PR 2= ikl oA ™
B EE R KA IQ R MR S 3L P 9 515 |4
FRET, 454 PMA 1 SDS X R 1O FAb 31, dt~r—
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SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR J5¥%,

1 MRERE

1.1 MR5EE

PAEASHTAETA (54001) | BEREZEAIAT IR (63001) |
FRATZEVPT TR (50115) . FREZHIZAERF (26069) . £
FZF AT I (63512) b [ B5 2% B Al OR R PO
(CMCQC); YHITIR R (21484) | PG W B R G
(10670) . #@ BB G (21534) . KGR & R W
(10372) | &A% FR A (21600) | IR VST
(10982) | B I IR EE (21617) | A ¥ 2F A AT T4
(10002) . GBS AT B (23561) . KImFF R O157:
H7(21530) . PHIRZEIMRRICIAT(21633) A E LK
Az Wy T AR AR s (CICC) 5 7 2 4 2 F AT 1
(51024) , 3B FQAFBE B AT BH (43864) . BRI i #T Bl
(51024) . i sa 2= WrRE B (33090) | 25 7 25 AT BRI
(29428) & EARHEE A OB T (ATCC) s pGM19-
T FokidkiA . SIBAT B IM109  ASS2EG 285 2R AR .
HANR. BEIRRZ . RGN R
AR (GO RS 7l 405 Bk 2 Uil & . DNA
2fifk, [a11Ai7] &5 . 5xSuper RT-qPCR PreMix 15 &

A6t R TR AT B2 F 5 - e Ik 6 1 40
(SDS) . BRI INEE (PMA) S5 H k%) Jbaigg
EHRAEY T RARRAFEL,

VeritiPro PCR ¥  Thermo Fisher 2\ &) ; Gel
Doc XR BEEAR S Bio Rad 2\ l; 7900 SLI5¢
YE R PCRAY  ABI 2 Al MR 54T WAt
JE 1T Mettler Toledo 2\ 7 ; 5417R 1= 3 ¥ 1R B LML
Eppendorf 23 ) ; LUV-260AD 4$4M& S UIIRAL |
W % BH A 28 A FR 2 7] 3 DYY-6D Hi, ¥k {% . DYCP-
31BN ki dbmios— BB A BRA ],

1.2 LWHE

1.2.1 BEEWRH A DNA $2HC ARS8 b e fi
M) 21 FREARRAE-80 °C A IIRVKAR H IR A, 161k
B 7 B AR VK FE A BCH TR, FH 28 28 il BB
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TE LB P bssedt LRIk 3%, 37 °C B Fe4a i
12 h e & A BRG] PR 73] LB #iik
BEFRELPTE 160 v/min FER FIEFE 16 h )5, B IRk
JE P2 10 CFU/mL. {#iH 0.01 mol/L JC I @5 iR
L% vhi (PBS, pH7.4) il 45 10 13586 R R A B o
Sh T ARASES S A E T e A2 A R, FF DT G
TE 60 °C FHEE 6 min, AN 2B FI - R A 2
KIisgy ERREFE 52 °C #1410 min?*), $AbHR S A9 B
B VKA 5 min J&, AT LB P B3 (37 C)Hid
RIS T8, R Liang 55 P71 30 7K i 125 32 B 4
DA AL DA 20 DNA, FH A ZE 7K (ddH,O) ¥ fif DNA &
50 ng/pL, -20 °C VKAETURAE4H -

1.2.2 5 FRE RIS G HRYE GenBank X
SEEY SA invAd FEH (NC_0031997.2) . LM hly FE[H
(NC_003210.1) 1 STE stx ZER (NC_017060.1) 4
SFIFEF, R Premier 5.0 A1 514, & BLAST
il DNAMAN Z 453815 1 40 00 vl 4504285 >R AT
5 Y (HAR P2 0LER 13T HARF PCR R4, 3
WaEPEE 2% IR VK, stk B 45, g
AL pGMI9-T FOki gl AA, 5 A IM109 857 2541 iy
", 37 °C PARIE TR, PR B a5, A4
MFFEE R BT TaqMan 34245 FERIINT | 5 R34
EEREFCAE T A TR (L) AR F5ER.

1.2.3 mRT-qPCR X W ARZ 4L 7F DNA LR AH
[FIRTE DT, 5 1R B R AT B i > S VA
R BRI ZEP . SRR S Ui 4%t 3 #hE
BrEE B 59 B A By s Jin & 3B AT 9 4 & RT-
qPCR R (5| FE4EH4H & 29@0.4., 0.3 puL, 0.6,
0.3 uL, 30.8. 0.3 pL, @0.4. 0.4 uL, 0.6, 0.4 pL,
©®0.8. 0.4 uL, 0.4, 0.5 uL, @0.6. 0.5 uL, 0.8,
0.5 uL), BIEJZ WA 20 uL #, 5xSuper RT-qPCR
PreMix 4 pL, £$#ifk DNA 0.5 uL, #&% 4 10 pmol/L
5 1) R ARET R BRI AR FHE A, ddH,O0 #b
JEZE 20 Lo Sr AR LSRR AR R A
Xt 3 Ff HAREE 4T mRT-qPCR {056, ¥ 11 pi 2R Ahr
HERY S FUAYAR N 5 | P FIRET S A I R a4
# o mRT-qPCR §"1E4%14: 95 °C TAE: 8 min; 94 C
ARt 3 s, iR K/FEMRIREE 60 °C HIE] 30 s, 40 PEFF
1.2.4 BEERWALEE  Hg st B 38 53555 41 it

T B B R B AE E IR R 8000 r/min .0 8 min,
Fr B, BAEES A 300 pmol/L A SDS iF K 44
500 uL Jm, TEK B 37 C 1% F 30 min®,
SDS &b B S 19 B A R SIS FMA R PMA R E
LUYE S A 0, 5. 10, 20, 30 F1 50 umol/L, %5 il
(25 C) FALF 20 min (A MAIEIENR S 2~3 )5, %
PEMCEAEREES 500 W X347 20 cm &L Hvkis 4k
H 20 min(HA [A] # AR VR 5] 4~5 W) o KR AR ER S 19
& W T 8000 r/min 5 .0> 8 min, 57 FIH 5 ITA
0.01 mol/L PBS ZZ i, T 2 IR UTE R Z R
PMA, B EAEET 100 uL JCE/KSH .

1.2.5 4R tEGiratss: L3 R HARE (VDT G .
FAMGZRITRR B L 7 R R R Ay IR TR A 18 Bk
AE HARTR (B ZP AT B . BRUSFE VDT IR . R LA
ZIERPH . ZRZEAIAT R . 40 FQAERY P . KIGRA G
PH . & O BRI . RV T TGRS . &I it 9K
PR RN R ZEFEAT PR . B ICES AT B . RIBAF IS O157:
H7. FERZEHMRFRE . T = S 2R AT R . 96 FRA iR
FEEE . Bl B AT B . iy v 2R rdRe i L a5 i i AT
D 1 DNA TR AW i, =0/ 1.2.3 7k it fr
mRT-qPCR R4, PASGIEEE ST 19 mRT-qPCR il 7
LR SR RS gs L B 3 S H AR AR
S AUPIEHNZ H Ct{EH/INT 35 il e st A
1.2.6 KHBRAHIE  SRATAIEESFHGTHEOE, S 50%t
Bl g id) 3 P BRI T 10 500 R a1
B, B BEAS BE BT 2 mL, 33208 1.2.4 THiALH )R
8 1.2.1 J7 3 $E L DNA, % fit T 50 pL ddH,0
o 43 LA A AH R4 B RS B2 1) DNA SR 55 47
mRT-qPCR ¥ 34, L B U AR B 14 X5 2580 Ay Ak A1 s R
Ct (H N ABRHIVEPRERREZR, K B B . &
BN DNA ¥ =R A% BE M (CFU/mL) < H
FEH (2 mL)/DNA B fEARFL(50 uL) <Fiflk DNA %%
(0.5 pL)/ N EAARER (20 pl) 6

1.2.7 EEMIRIS I8 BARRE T 3 RS
B (10*, 10°, 10> CFU/mL) #47 3 3L ¥ A9 SDS-
PMA-mRT-qPCR 25, f- M AR E T 3 IR,
W3 AFAT, AL R N RTHE R R] Ct (B AR 53 R 5L
PPA £ 57 B9 SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR K5 1l] 75 5 ) £
e

# 1 RT-qPCR 5|WHIERE 751

Table 1  Primers and probes for RT-qPCR
/S S1REt BAALF51(5°-3") Tmfi(C) P (bp)
invA-F TGATGCGAGTGGTAAATTATTCC 60.2
SA inv4-R CTCCCCCTCTTCATGCGTTA 62.4 110
invA-P ROX-CCAACAATCCATCAGCAAGGTAGCAGTCA-BHQ Il 70.1
hly-F CATGGCACCACCAGCATC 62.2
LM hly-R CATCCGCGTGTTTCTTTTCG 62.8 65
hly-P FAM-CCGCCTGCAAGTCCTAAGACGCCA-BHQ | 72.8
stx-F CATCGCTCTTGCCACAGA 61.3
STE stx-R TTTCGCCATTCGTTGACTACTTC 61.0 84

stx-P Cy5-CGCATAGCGGAACCTCACTGACGC-BHQII 71.7




- 314 -

B Tl B

2026 4F 1 H

1.2.8  ASTRURE SRS ERT, TR LA T L e RS
) 3= R B S AR R ) < B3RS S T iR
S/ SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR #6075 14 e, M
T 37 L W ST ek (4 AR 05 . TR WS . WK FI WS 1% 4% 8 4y
(3 32 453, Hirp 28 4y 100 mL(g) FL AL b s hn
10* CFU/mL A[A] HARBE W 2 mL, H4y 4 4 %) i
(ANBIETERE) o FESREITEE 2 mL #5140 RS
FL[H 4 DNA #2 BRI SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR i
[FIEH% B GB 4789 & hh 4 4= S hnift &b
SR IG ) P B RS IR IR A BT AR R R Y SAL LM A
STE BEATAIM, b 2 FiJy i prAG i &% 55
1.3 HIELIE

AL B R S R A AP R EE B R4 SR
5, BHRACEE R T #8658 Excel 2019 1 SPSS v20.0
RGBTV K
2 ZERENMh
2.1 ERRREFFREMILESR

S¥HIRA 3 Bk AARE LN ZH DNA AR, %A
W 1 PEFXTREIL BTS2 T PCR 371, P
By 22 0% ISR Uk 4 AN K 1 s, P S
T/ N—30 3 > DNA B, OBt [ 19 4B [a]
WS M R R 2H TR, % AT IR RAS SR e . X
BH P S s ) FE2H TR A T R 51 53T, R B 1
H A 3 4 DNA H T35 GenBank H 58 42—
R, B EHASRE B T 5 1R HE T AT . S kR
iX 3 > DNA B iR v 3 i1/ TagMan
EansR 1 AN . AR T RT A Y [F 2T R0
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Electrophoresis profiles of PCR amplifications
for objective strains
TE: M4 50 bp DNA Ladder, A ~A; fK K b H 5 5 B SA.
LM, STE, A’/ ddH,0.

2.2 S|¥FIREERERNMUER

5| W) R () R B B 252 %5 mRT-qPCR §°
WO . ARIE S 1 FRER FH &) RT-qPCR 45 5340
K 2A~C JIr7os, 78 SA B 9 P E4H G #BRED 1 H
S ULk, HA2H4@ (0.4 uL 1 0.4 pL)BEG(E S5
3 /£ LM Fil STE 1, 4 4((3(0.6 pL F1 0.4 pL) Fil
©(0.8 pL F1 0.4 pL) ¥ 4 W ARHERY S ARY ALk . 7E
mRT-qPCR 3+, & i IO BR BE 2 m § 1 503,
— L e AR BE M5 | AIRET Y, Aigi s,
SA S| ¥ FIHR4E LT 0.4 uL F1 0.4 pL, LM FI STE
S FERET 95601 0.6 pL F1 0.4 uL, mRT-qPCR

HARE#R PCR ¥ 145

Fig.1
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Fig.2 Optimization of usages for primers and probes
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PG LE RANE 2D FToR, 3 B E AR RED G AR
HEM) S RUHRZR, ARG 3 Fh B ARER 15 |9 FHE
P ETT TR 285 .
2.3 PMA QIEKREMUER

KT RS A IS B PMA A Bk R, X4 oo
300 umol/L SDS AbHH 1y 3 Flv Bl 38 43 A W 17 F= 47
J# (0. 5. 10, 20, 30 F1 50 pmol/L) PMA 4b i j5 ,
mRT-qPCR P4 45 UMK 3 i . 76 SA W P
(E 3A), X BEZH (SR & # 4 3] ) 76 AN [A] #e 32 (0~
50 umol/L)PMA AbFH 1) Ct {H#& T2, $4b
GBS0 PR 4 i g % 20 B PMLA A B vk 52 1 i
(0~20 pmol/L), Ct {HIZ#i T, HZ 20 pmol/L # T
SEF4, 5 30 umol/L A1 50 umol/L JC i 3 25 57,
B 20 pmol/L PMA At EEA ZUHERRHE B 2 AL XA
ERTH. 78 LMUE 3B) 1 STE(E 3C) 1Y PMA
PRSP AS S SA BO—EE R, R 3 FrH AR
W PMA A3 Ay e AW ¥ S8 20 pmol/L, X 5
Liang %27 Xt KRBT E O157:H7 . T8 B VEFT 2 Avb
IJECHE Y PMA AbHHZE 3,

[ o s 4 4 d

20
15F
i
“ 1ok
5 5
0
0 5 10 20 30 50
PMAE (umol/L)
B 25

0 X i

o Pk Bt
d

0 5 10 20 30 50
PMARE (umol/L)

[ o mawm 4 g4 4
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PMARE (umol/L)

K3 PMA YRIEMAL
Fig.3 Optimization of concentration for PMA
{E: AL B, CHKN SA. LM Fil STE.

2.4 mRT-qPCR R MIRIGLER

4 SR -G TR (3 BR AR 18 BRAE HARE)
[F]AF mRT-qPCR &Ml (955, HA 3 Fi BARmtkR
P S APl 2k, H Ct fE/hF 35, ik 18 F
Ak HARBEAMREIA S B B i £k . X FRHERXT 3 Fh E
HEs A7 Y mRT-qPCR J7 vk BAT B4 iR s, X
T At 955 S PR AS A7 7E 38 SRV o« A7 {2 M A Sk 7E
mRT-qPCR AR b, $EARIFH . 51 FRET HE
YOEBFY WS rE . BRI, AE st xT 3 FrEos
PR AR S 56 DU AN BT 00 5 | i FARE T FE— A 1
{#9F T mRT-qPCR 3 B A ek

2000+

1500+

¢ GIHRFU
=
(=)
e

0z i o £
0 10 20 30 40
TEHH Cycles
Kl 4 = RT-qPCR 4#F4Aam
Fig.4 Specificity of triplex RT-qPCR

2.5 SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR %/ #2337 Fn4s H PR A
ELER

Bl 5A AN [R]He BEAS B R Y SDS-PMA-mRT-
qPCR ¥ 145, SA. LM £l STE “& 10°~107 CFU/

A [ e
2500 | S
f s
2000 +
) t
& 1500 |
z
1000+
# t
500 D/
ol
0 10 20 30 40
TEHH Cycles
B = 1. STE/stx
30 F « 2. LM/hly
3. SA/invA
25| y=—3.21x+36.9467
L [y,=-3.2629x+36.9961 R*=0.9997
& E,=104.893%

- R,7=0.9998

20 | E2=102.524%
y,=3.2657x+36.9467

- R=0.9992
E=102.401%

2 3 4 s 6 7
log,, (CFU/mL)
%5 =T RT-qPCR REEPEM
Fig.5 Sensitivity of triplex RT-qPCR
: A & mRT-qPCR REEEMILLE R, B O~@R KL H
WA E 10'~102 CFU/mL; B JJy mRT-qPCR ¥ Hepmifi: i 2k .
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mL B, PR S BIP MG A £k, H A2 3 (Ct
{H<35) . LATRWUR B 15 FIXT B A A B (x) RO
R CtAE AR (y) e hilbrifE ph 2k, 451 anE 5B
FF7R, SA. LM A1 STE 7E 10*~107 CFU/mL % [Fl N4
PRI RAFAIERTESC R, HAHSC RE(R)FE 0.9992~
0.9998 Z [a], ¥ H24K (E) 1 102.401%~104.893%
ZIH], W2 qPCR ¥ IAHIC RECRGIR T 0.99., ¥4
BRAE 90%~105% Z A HEREY, XUt 195
P FNGRE SHOEL N R DU K 4, qPCR ¥ A 22400
R & BJrA, 3 fr BRI SDS-PMA-mRT-gPCR
#rHFR>A 10° CFU/mL.
2.6 SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR EEMHIXIELER

22 2 ARV BE AL (10°~10* CFU/mL) B
i) SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR #3455, SA. LM, STE
FEARRIHER AR A6 Ct (HAS 5 R EUITE 0.12%
% 0.81% Z[a], /NF 1%, E qPCR AR ZRH, il H
i CtE AR 5 R E<3% 1E N H 2 TE R A pR i
] 0L, AR B EE ST 1) SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR A&l 75
RHEA R EE RS E .

%2 SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR & LI 45 4

Table 2 Reproducibility test results of SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR

B LU S R (%) VRIS 5
(CFumL) T St gtk 3k AR
SA 0.41 0.68 0.53 0.25
10* LM 0.62 0.47 0.72 0.20
STE 0.51 0.46 0.37 0.16
SA 0.71 0.60 0.81 0.15
10° LM 0.27 0.41 0.65 0.43
STE 0.54 0.35 0.67 0.31
SA 0.28 0.45 0.57 0.34
10° LM 0.68 0.34 0.52 0.33
STE 0.40 0.51 0.46 0.12

2.7 1RGSR
% SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR Fl[E AR vE 0945
FRIEIT IS N A5G AN R RS A LA (AR5
3 OANIFFLERE S E B A I 2R
Table 3 Test results of various dairy samples by SDS-PMA-
mRT-qPCR and culture method respectively

wm ... —HRT-qgPCR(Ctfi) }i371%(CFU/mL)
L FEAREL
AR SA LM STE SA LM STEC
0 4 0 0 0 - - -
26.24+ 11x
e 4 0.45 - - I -
26.55+ 8.9x
M 4 T 037 - T
- o 2s7Ae . 96x
STE 4 0.52 10"
2045: 2954+  98x  10x
SAHLM 4 019 023 010
2934+ 2907+ 90x  87x
SATSTE 4 0.26 031 10’ 10’
2073+ 2938+ 9.1x  83x
L T 045 028 10 10
SAHLM+ 2952+ 2068+ 2932 85x 89x  O.x
STE 027 036 042 100 10 10’

e =" ARG, AFNREGL 2 S RS, WIRY AT o

FRYY . Wy ANWLIE ) PEA 7RG, S5 Rgei-ane 3 i,
PRRP ik RN 45 R e e — 3. AL S 3R TR
AR I 5~7 d, SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR J5 754658
= 7 h, XFEHE LAY SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR J5 ¥
AT LA 2L SA. LM F1 STE FUPSERI . 7F
JESEFSE I, T i3z kit — 2B M e 35, LA
Tz Hhn FH T A A S i 22 AR P
3 g

TaqMan 5ZH PCR 7E PCR JZ WA & Aoin A 2%
SEERED, SEEL T Y BRI 44 R B A T, g T m
PCR e XT38 7~ W #E4 7 Ha UK A BEARAS ARSI 235 SR iy
JE R . AW L M FLS T SA. LM, STE 1Y
SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR Kl 777, BI#E—-~ PCR /<
A R RIS S ARSI 3 R E AR B A B L SR E TR
VeI R AT, A TR A% | AR 19 B 19, TR
TH IS T ZE P A0S B I 25 SR A i B s

TEAIESE Sl X A 3 AR HAREE AT 18 #RAE
HFRE BIR & B ST mRT-qPCR §71#, 45 51 /R
3BREARPE I S BIP G2k, Wi 18 #RAE HAREA
P LA P HH R, UAHA L SA IR 2R R [ 3L
invA. LM ¥ I 2 O 3L hly F1 STE B3 S 3L [H
st ARSE X T ) R FEAR B 1151 ) F AR £ 1Y) SDS-
PMA-mRT-qPCR J7iAEA RIFmskestE. b, 48
JrikxT 3 Fh H AR e A BREBIAE T 10° CFU/mL,
VLA SCHE ST Y SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR K| 7
FATE M REE, AESZBRFLAZE R0 i b FH A e
InAEsR A e Ah, SRR SCEE ST Y SDS-PMA-
mRT-qPCR J5 %) SA. LM, STE 754y ZFhFL
For 45 5 5 E AR E T A M RE IRk v 3
HARR T EFREEFEE 5~7 d BRI R, ASHFgTa-r
B 7 1 T LRGN R N 4 5 22 7 h, KORIT 2 1A
JRAS | HREE TR

7 ERrR, AFSEENST SAL LM 1 STE @714
SDS-PMA-mRT-qPCR &l J5 435 5 Mo . R
[ Y=l /2 N ST = T WD WA 5 = e e W Lo R U
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