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Abstract: A microdroplet digital polymerase chain reaction (ddPCR) method for the detection of
fowlpox virus (FWPV) was established. In this study, a more complete ddPCR reaction system was
established through the optimization of the reaction system, including the optimization of primer and
probe concentrations, the optimization of annealing temperature and other steps, and reproducibility,
sensitivity, and specificity experiments. In this method, the optimal primer concentration was
determined to be 900 nmol-L™", the optimal probe concentration was 200 nmol-L™", and the results
of ddPCR were optimized under the reaction condition of 55 ‘C. The method showed no cross-

reactivity with other common avian viruses and is highly specific. The reproducibility of the method is
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good, and the coefficients of variation between and within batches are less than 10%. The lowest
detection limit of this ddPCR method was 2. 37 copies per reaction. Using the established ddPCR
detection method and the industry standard (SN/T 1226—2015) detection method for 80 samples,

the coincidence rate was 100% , which was higher than the coincidence rate of 75% of the industry

standard nested PCR method. In 25 artificially inoculated samples, the detection rate of ddPCR for

positive samples reached 100% , while the detection rate of the nested PCR method specified in the

industry standard for positive samples was 33.3%. The establishment of this method helps the

relevant inspection and quarantine departments at ports to detect the FWPV in a timely manner and

reduces the risk of the domestic poultry breeding industry by providing a more accurate and efficient

detection method.
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1 #R57RZX
1.1 &5

& g Pk Mk R4 R M (infectious laryngo
tracheitis virus, ILTV) R R P A e
(infectious bursal disease virus, IBDV) {if % # B87
PR X Hy 57 5 g ok XS 0 92 9 B (Marek” s disease
virus, MDV) 1 28 1 FC-126 # 118 95 95 75 (duck
plague virus, DPV){E 1l CVCC AV 1222 Pk H #i /L
I 12 W R R A BR A E N B IS N FWPV 73 5
PR (TH-1) B #7748 ARl B2 g 2
1.2 #HE5EH

R W 2k s R A BN & W B R BE R A
FR 2> 7] ; ddPCR Supermix for Probes (No dUTP) |
ddPCR Oils 19 A 111 5k ( L) A= i B 22 F 5% & A7
PR F s 51 4 RS M ki A= T A9 T ( 1)
B4 A5 R 2 7] A B ; 2X Phanta Flash Master Mix
(Dye Plus) W H F &t i MEHE 4= ) B 50 A R
YNEEI

&1 PCR3| MR
Table 1 PCR primers and probes

1.3 FE5EE

KEERIR LR CKER . ARAFA);
NanoDrop spectrophotometer # i & 43 ¢ )6 B i1
(Thermo Fisher) ; AuTo DG B 3h #0248 B 2% [ 1A &
(L) A2t ot &K A R/ F 13 TI00TMPCR
AR SR (it ) 2 i B2 BIF 5% & SR A5 BR 28 vl ] 5 PX1
B FL AR B A (Bio-red ) ; QX 600 £ 5 i 7% PCR X
CEEDE
1.4 5|9 RKEETEEK

38 1 LT 20 A AN A Hl X R IR A9 FWPV TK1 g
1, & B TKL A 5 @ B AR <7, ) U6 7 o
100% , #2 ¥ GenBank | FWPV iy TK1 % [H %1
(BB 5 : MH709125) , 3 48 £ <7 X P AR 4
ddPCR W i s 6 A #4751 ) (FWPV-F \R) #R &
(FWPV-P) ¥t ity 8474 (3R 1) i
NCBIBLAST T Hi#FfrHE R E X . ZEAE TAY
T CEE) A BRA R A RS 470 br 1
SN/T 1226—2015 & & K e B AR MIE ' £ PCR K
514 FWPV-1. FWPV-2 FWPV-3H FWPV-4,

GIR7NE73 30 J7 51 (5—>3") fr K JE /bp
Primer/probe Sequence Position Product
FWPV-F AGAAAACGAAGCGTCGCAATAGC 88 824—88 846 132
FWPV-R ATTGTGGCCGCGCTTAACGGTG 88 715—88 736

FWPV-P TTCACGCAAATAGCTGTCAAACTGG 88 797—88 821 /
FWPV-1 CAGCAGGTGCTAAACAACAA 201 978—201 997 558
FWPV-2 CGGTAGCTTAACGCCGAATA 201 420—201 439

FWPV-3 ACGACCTATGCGTCTTC 201 962—201 978 419
FWPV-4 ACGCTTGATATCTGGATG 201 560—201 577

1.5 HAEZBRIEN

1 FH R 8 0 3 2 4% 1 4 B 77 85 #F GeneRotex
96 4 H S % MR & B b AT & R (FWPV) A% Y Pk
WE S R EE(ILTV) 0 % e M 3k I 3 90 &
(IBDV) 34 557 5 # (MDV) 83 9% 3 (DPV) B
IR A B, 32 AT i R A IR T — 20 “CHRAF 28
1.6 #tRERNIEE

FWPV AR e G, 00 v B A4 A 5. 95
DU B (48 DL - 1Y) =[6. 02X 107 X (JoT i e B
ng- pL 7' X1077) 1 X & pj AR B/ [DNA K B (bp) X
660 ], A< B 5 v J AR & R 20 pl, £ ddHLO 7 B
Ja o, D E H ) b e B A 310 FE DL - R, T

—20 CIRAE# H -
1.7 WMiEHFEPCRERMEMGMHML

¥ FWPV BURARHE SR BT, LA 1 X 10* $8 L- g
N EE ) EW PV FH P SR R B4R, 34T ddPCR
N IF AR 51 RN R B BE o AR I S [R) 0 5 | vk
(300,500,700 F1 900 nmol-L~") FIA [ f ¥8 41 He £
(100,200 A1 400 nmol-L~") , ¥ W 41 & # 17 ddPCR
J2NE A B B i o B A 5 W) AR B MR B L B S
FE 54~61 ‘CHY I DX [a] %] 51 7R JCi B 47 Ak .
1.8 EEHRKE

fdi 10 £% 1 W B¢ B9 FWPV BH 4 B okz (10'~
10°F8 01« 2 ) ) #E 47 ddPCR J I, 5 A v i i &
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16 /4~ 5 &, iF 5 A W A R B R
(coefficient of variation, CV) , Fl T A4 1% 4K & # 4L
iR R A E I R T A [ o a7 N R ST )
HEATHE BRI (n=4) , T35 4 LK E 1 CV, Bl
PEARIZAR & At ) = 52 4
1.9 BIEMRIE

R E A ddPCR J7 6 U AE O FWPV b
JEKE 43 SR B R 1< 107, 1X10%,1X10'.7.5.5.2.5
AT B DL sl 7 AN ok B AR B AT ddPCR A I
25 Vi FE A 30 W, B A A RE B A N 1Y) ST 34 s g
#e BF (mean concentration) . 5 #E 2% (standard
deviation, SD) I #1 %t 45 #E i 22 (relative standard
deviation, RSD) , Lk 30 4~ & & ¥ Al & it} H RSD<<
25% WY e (I MR BE R AR vk K FWPV SR IR e a5 BR
(limit of quantification, LoQ) . A i & 4 ddPCR {&
ZUE 00 B A A BR (limit of detection, LoD) , R 4
A F 4 HE R K 95% probit [m] YA L 3 AR 7 B AE
95% BEAZIX 8] (95% confidence interval,95% CI) N
) LoD, AL IFAR AR ddPCR J 1 A R -
1.10 ¥ RHiKE

PL& ¥ 08 8 (FWPV) AL 4 P Mg <8 R 7
(ILTV) X% Je 4 vk K 4895 28 (IBDV) (X8 b 57 ¢
ik B2 (MDV) 15 95 9% 35 (DPV) 4% 18 S 82 4 , L
ddH.O ky B 4 Xt B, 3 17 ddPCR & W DA 5 iF
FWPV ddPCR JZ I 14 & 1 45 544
1.11 = R

BRIBEPFWPV J5 , > Bk T T W R kA (1%
X 58 3R R T A7 ) 43 B 5, B DAk R 3 3k |
XA X = A FB A7 i 25 SRR o B R
4.67X 10" $8 D1« J Y B e A B bk TH-1 4% 10 1%
O B, O 5 45 350 20 10 4L IR 50 I il 4R 4% R AE Dy
PIBAPEREAR & H o LA FWPV A 50 A 72 47 Ml K
Fr#E(SN/T 1226—2015) , #4745 H 9 £ X PCR
K 7 v 5 AR 58 37 FWPV ddPCR i 7 2 %
LN BH P B S 2R A7 9k ) L X, S o R R A
BE VR FE T VPl G T 094 R 7 52 B A v 8 R
1.12 AIINE XK LR RGN

TEHL S H 30 H % i it FE 4 2 47 8 95 e 7 N L
YRR, Hovh 3 HUVE by BH 1 X6 2 3 % A ) G 1 7 Ak 42
Ff 200 pL JH-1 3 #k (110745 01 ) e, HiAy 2 HAE
Shy 3 Xof R A ) A R B AR B K . 8 dJE FH
PE XS 18 4 R B K O g L T 1 B 2 4 i DR AE IR
A3 R A 5 LAY B XS e XS TC R A O . B

FEJG ¥ 859 08, JF 20 85 ML 3 43 21 9K IR
100 pL | iE #& WO R | B IS 43 5 1 ddPCR J7 6 #l
SN/T K 75 ¥ A7 K

kg E— 3 W FH A ST ddPCR R 7 325, Bl HL 1k
B 25 H 60 H #3932 N § kR 129 1 mL R4 254y
M FEAS, $2& WO R J5 43 9 FH ddPCR F1 SN/T J7 %
HEAT A

2 &% B
2.1 REEHMH®K

fdi B 10* #5 DL - S ny ' vk BE FW PV BH % Tk F
7 ddPCR, # 45 A [\ 51 ¥ ¥ & (300, 500, 700 I
900 nmol-L™") Fl A [l (9 £ £ #& & (100, 200 Al
400 nmol- L) #% ML Bk A7 050 . 25 R ANl 1A
TR, 38 3k B BH B B R B A e S 4 AR
e 43 51 R 900 A1 200 nmol- L1, £E iR gL 519
FEEN MR E T, T 54~61 CXF 51 718 kIR #4718
b (L 1B) , 45 5L 3 W] 5 A AR kIR EE R 55 °C. &
B 2 BT 8 37 1) ddPCR J7 3k i ) AR & 2 ddPCR
Supermix for Probes (No dUTP) 10.0 pL., 5] ¥ 4%
1. 98 pL (& # B 900 nmol- L~ ) #84t 0. 44 pl (& ik
JE 200 nmol-L ") , ddH,O 3.6 ulL, ¥ i # &
2.0 pLo PCR R 444 95 °C 10 min; 94 °C 30 s,
55 °C 1 min, £ 40 MME ¥ ;98 °C 10 min; 4 CHERE,
2.2 EEMHIARE

B 10 5 B B2 4 B J5 Wk B o 10'~10° #5 DL - J2
N FWPV AR R 1T ddPCR &2 155 , 55
AV VCE 16 D E A AR AN R, &Y
WE2A iR, 5 MREMNEGHLTFRZRBCVYS
A3 R 0.12%.0.21% .0.55% .1.35% H13.40%,
BINTF 5% s 76 A AL 8] f 1 34 v 2 Jo o 4 A
W A G I AT R MR, &R
4T 2 R4y R 0.47%.0.64% . 0.88% .
1.52% F16.80% ,¥I/NF 10% , Jo b 3 2= 5+ (K 2B)
DA b 45 5 36 0 AR BF 5% 4 57 89 ddPCR ik P AL 8] &
AL R
2.3 HRERE

Sy HILAFWPV ILTV . IBDV \MDV Fl DPV %
R4 A% R Ry 45 M, L ddHLO Sy B % X 8], 56 3iF
FWPV ddPCR¥F 5. WNE 3R , 48 ddPCR K R
X FWPV A B &Y A5 AR R IR K
PR SR B UL 57 ) FWPV ddPCR 1R & 4
Stk R, 5 A 4 R & 2 B R I AE SR o
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A. Optimization of primer and probe concentrations; B. Temperature optimization
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Fig. 1 Optimization of ddPCR reaction conditions
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Fig. 3 Specificity of ddPCR for FWPV

2. 4 BIEMIRKIE

i 11 10°~10° 8 D1 - 2 1 ' 9 FEW PV F 5t R
i 7 1Y ddPCR R & #E A7 B0 150, 8 &2 A6
30 . K4 R an 3k 2 iR ,ddPCR K I FWPV /Y
WeFE R S #DL- ' #F— 2033 ddPCR A AL

F2 HEMERR
Table 2 Sensitivity of ddPCR

K B (LoD) , g 57 8 & #9506 1Y HE 2 (1] I 45
75 W15 3] ddPCR LoD N 2.37 #4 U1 « 2 !
(95%CI:1.73~8.20 #5 01 - Je ;") (& 4) , K ok AT
PLAS AR ddPCR J5 ¥ 78 95 % 15 X 18] (14 46 0 715 [l
R 2.37~10° ¥ UL - J

Wi 2 %7 PCR ddPCR

ROk / (45 DL+ B i)

R (o s) /(4 DL~ R

)

Plasmids concentration s [H e /RE A K A X o v At 22
(copies per reaction) Detect.ed values (x'is)/ Positive/Reactions RSD
(copies per reaction)
10° 1003.50 +61.43 30/30 0.88%
10 103.73+£7.37 30/30 1.52%
10 9.80+1.53 30/30 6.80%
7.5 8.32+2.11 30/30 12.23%
5 5.83+1.37 30/30 14.02%
2.5 ND 29/30 /
1 ND 22/30 /
ND 7R AR K

ND stand for not detected

PL4. 67X 10" ¥ D1 - ) MR BE /) FWPV 43 2
Bk OJH-1 56 B 40 A5 A, il 4 3k I 41 DNA, F 17
10 5% B I JH ddPCR A, 324056 25 S An ] 5A TR
FE 467X 10° #8 D1 - RN R o TR R A
R E B B TH -1 750 22 3 4L R B, 4 F ATl A
MR E X PCREI W #EATEE — % PCRY 1Y, Bk
WM B R 4. 67X 10" ¥ 0L - i BB JE 75 46 (1A
5B) s 4k 2L Al ATk b v h £ U PCR 51 64755 —

BPCRY HE,AE 4. 67X 10° ¥ D1 - )z i ' 7 46 4
(18 5C) , & W i 2 37 i ddPCR 76 46 0 5 455 3 ik 2]
FAT Mk A o T 22 20 PCR VL A ] 7K OF- (4. 67 X 10° #5
LR ) EMREENE, 5% - EXXPCRE&
M 25 H (4. 67X 10 # 0L - [ i ) AH I, ddPCR ¥ 19
o I R B
2.5 REFERKEN

AR FWPV B YLFA7 , E £EXGSk XS AR XS
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Fig. 4 Probit analysis sigmoid curve reporting the LoD of ddPCR
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A. Results of ddPCR test method; B. Gel electrophoresis detection of the first round of PCR products; C. Gel electrophoresis
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4. 67X 10° copies per reaction; N. Negative control; P. Positive control; M. DNA marker
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Fig.5 Detection of FWPV by ddPCR and nested PCR methods
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JIC= AT AT RE i 1 ARARL, v g A ik s B A
L6 15 B i 5 B AR5 B 8 A R B, o4 72
3 1 Ry B PBLBE L B L 36 8O 3 B i, 43 55 4. 67 X
10, 4. 67X 10°, 4. 67X 10° fl 4.67 X 10" # Il - |z
7R YA I R R EE Y TH -1 35 bk 78 40 1R A0 0 il 4R
B (K 6) o 43 5 1 & 57 47 19 ddPCR J7 35 T SN/ T
G0 535 XoF R e 1 R R ARG 5 2 PR R TR 11
K 25 & R 40 % 3 P, ddPCR 7 4 R 100%
(72/72) , 4745 PCR I £F & %8 2520 (18/72) ,ddPCR
05 i AT ML AR E PCR T A5 A % 75 % .
2.6 NIHWEBERZREREN

XF 5 U R HEAT & e e #E N LI, 3 R 4%
P TH-1 8 0 VE A I BE 41, Ho Ay 2 B0 SRy [ o Bt i

Ig
10 6
9
8 3
N P
6
5 3
B 2
BN o
Feet 2 1
1
0 0
AN
copies/reaction
. Positive BTk
D Negative [
R
Wings

Head

e Ao
& e

6 ddPCRFIZEZ PCR 43 5l 4 il 48 6L 7
Fig. 6 ddPCR and nested PCR to detect samples

R3 BRUBKLERFEE

Table 3 Rate of compliance with results

sr 75 Method

. U b 22 N

Results PCR o 87 PCR
(SN/T 1226—2015) ddPCR

Positive

Negative

E’x%ﬁ( 80 30

Total

FHER/ % 25 100

Compliance rate

SHAERERIK . 8 dJ BH A Hs 30 3 780 I PR AR 5K
S HOR e X0 TG i F LU A I R A ER 43 F O O
PRI IR . 43 9 ddPCR J7 3% #1 SN/ T 4  J7 3%
HEAT RN o PR R 5 3% A TR 4 XS 4 SRR A v B
PEAE 2 R 4 Fros , Hod ddPCR B £ 1 4658
100%(15/15) 4545 PCRIEAHS R4 33. 3%(5/15),
F W] ddPCR 77 3 847 Mk A5 fE PCR J7 35 K i
o Fe WA A 5T #3719 FWPV ddPCR 4 i 7 3%
SHOROME T BLA B9 SN/T & il 7 %, T8 iF ddPCR
AT DL 42 0 B i 2E AT 0 T A R 0 48 % E A
ddPCR 5 5& 5 75 48 56 F1 XS T 5 85 & f B i (3 X
10°98 DL« s g —Y) 1 Bl 450 L B O 0 i 9 9 25 5 1 4R
R(IX10'~1 X 10 £ 0L - 2 v 1)

i TR b AR AR R N TR R B AR AL AR
5 S W Bk B 25 HLAG, E AT 3R R KR o, Lk A5
250 MLV FEAS o 25 1y BF A FH PR B A 0 1k 245
BB

3 i

G 50 G 8 i 22 S G G T A 1) R T R e
fiE & ZAE R e /N AL PR A L [ Bk AR L
BT IE N ME 2 T RE R RS B S T I, X 2
SRR T 2 S G a0 A R AT B A T
Xof e A B R ARG I B R 1 3 DD SR E R B
P25 5 G T Al 8 ) 3 R Ak % L E g B Rk BT
T B W E R AT . ddPCR AR 7E R U |
R S ARG 00 S A O TS TR T, I N TR
Jo5 ARG iR 32 W A A A8 0T AT PR | o G b A
W 2 B Jei ik . (85 B0 B B s A A9 3 PCR Al
qPCR I AH e, ddPCR 7E # 2% A 7] L 38 77 78 B
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Table 4 Detection rate of actual sample results

K 4 BH M 0 Number of positive

LRl R0

Detection site

I #E4l (n=3) Challenge group

BHM: 41 (n=2) Negative group

ddPCR PCR ddPCR PCR
455 Cockscomb 3/3 3/3 0/2 0/2
X5 Foot 3/3 2/3 0/2 0/2
Jifi Lung 3/3 0/3 0/2 0/2
B Kidney 3/3 0/3 0/2 0/2
1L Blood 3/3 0/3 0/2 0/2
BH P4 HY R / % Positive detection rate 100(15/15) 33.3(5/15) 0(0/10) 0(0/10)

PN I TV cr o B B N -t 7 N TS |
SO A v | 2 o ES Tl (Y 3 1 v o NI
e AN A 3 R B RN A i T2k v iRk e s R M. H
A T A SR ddPCR #1135 8L 2R AR 72 100
vl Ol ST S ™ o N 1 R v W o T o
50 % LA, AH 1 11 5 550 7 A 000 2 P AR R AR 5
FATREAEAS AT AR . R OR BB R HE— 2D AR
R SR IR [ 7 7 A B TR 2 S S B
A, HEB BT PCRECAR (Y3 Ko i 1, [m] B A5G B¢
AR A FEE AR A B T RN R BE 2, B A
Fi o [ B B2 G JBE 48 v 1 B R 87 o T B, DT R B 22
s A5 1) A I R

WA, ddPCR ¥ € 76 & s & DU rp 45 21 5 1
W Sc I AR E SE T HT R & R EOW # (avian
influenza virus, AIV) 1 ddPCR K J7 32 , 1% J7 ¥ %)
o2 BT R bR E S R O R OBR Oy 0.8 #5 DL -l
Hopken %5/ GE0E Fi il ATV FHIPEREA TP ATV B 42 3
DR AL 81 5 L 4524 (i dd PCR WoF 38 £ e V42 15 8
(chicken anemia virus, CAV ) #E17 & & & 0, 460
B Ry 2.4 $800- pl'o A F 5% & 57 9 & 95 9N 1
ddPCR & 75 vk 5 b3 SCHR v 8 5 36 2800, B IR 5
W FWPV 1y B #0E =, JF 3R 90 1 8w 09 R AgUE
FRE 5Pk

AWEFEAE ] TK1 B RAE R B AR Bt 175149
S (R D) o Frasz i) ddPCR KGN Jy ki it — £ 57
AR R Z5 AR 22 R BG4 ML [ At N A CV %
fE ¥ % T 10% (E 2) , LoD % % 2. 37 ¥ I - i !
(&1 4), B0 s v B ] 8 52 Pk | BORPE ARR S e ot
A0 55 AR U8 e B S R A 28 U, A RE
HFWPV ([ 3) s 76X FW PV A ofi Joi iz f 47 S v
for M B, ddPCR 32 FAT Ml A 0 A o 2E 47 X6 L, & 3R

8 — % PCR MY 45 2l ddPCR ¥ o S/, 55 — 4%
PCR A 25 5 S W5 Bl 77 32 B50R% B AH W (&1 S) o e
R T i — A I UE AR A RGBT AT 4 e
A B 19 ddPCR J7 6 FUVER A A7 b Kz 0 A 7R f A )
FWPV £ X8 AS [8] 38 17 i #5500 8 A, o5 8 ik 1
4.67X 10" 45 D1 Ry~ B, FF T AR I 5 vk v AR AT
ARG SE A I G S B AR —BU(E 6) . I
2, ddPCR WY BRI S AT 5 2 0 100 %60, A7 Ml A Ao
W J7 3 RS RRE S A7 G % R 2500 (3R 3) . LA 255
Al BEJE Tl PCR VAR REE K, 2R £ LU I
P PCR LUK S HAE R T . 78 N T IR FEA K
Wb, ddPCR 9 FHAE A 2R3 10026, 47 Mk A5 i PCR
2B BRPERS 2R 33, 3% (£ 4) , b4k ddPCR #6: il
S LROR 8 Bz Bk AN FW PV R ] 76 39 B I 28 1 1 7
rf X S A7 AE T 75 48 PCR ARG I X LT 1 2 A% 2% 0
FEHEAT RGN . X I FWPV ddPCR #6505 925 Y 4 57
A R D T A R S AT 2 SR R B T
e 5 kAR R, % W ddPCR 78 %K ¥ EF FWPV
(18 e PR RE A A ) v EL A B A 1 o7 FH T 5%

7636, & 0 AE B AL 7 e X A AT, B 4
2y 108 2 5 5 S A LR . BB B e B Y
R Bl L 7 il 2 3 3 RE B R EAT I 4L XS 20~30
H i i i) fh 19, ddPCR J5 ¥ A SN/T B 43 51 %
25173 X0 1L YR A SR A TR I, 25 S A Bk . 2R R
% 3% BE Y 6 & R0 1 ) TR B R R R B

4 &

E NI VAR S W S =i A B =R N
PEFa MR R F R Y FWPV ddPCR A 5 ¥ o
HOMA T A5 58 PCRECAR A DN 7 125 BE 8 X AR A
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