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Abstract: The objective of this research was to establish a simple and fast operation method for
detecting epizootic haemorrhagic disease virus (EHDV) antibodies. In this research, a competi-
tive ELISA (C-ELISA) method was developed, by using purified EHDV-6 coated ELISA plates
and guinea pig anti-EHDV-2 antibody as a competitive antibody. The assay had a high specificity
and reproducibility, with optimal dilution of the multi-clone antibody at 1:10 000 and virus anti-
gen at 5. 12 pg » mL7'(1:10 000). The critical value of the detection method was 50% ., through
the serum testing of cows and sheep, including negative and positive 270 copies each. Specific
tests showed that the ELISA method can only detect different serotypes of EHDV antibodies,
with better group specificity. Positive serum tests on known antibody titers showed that the
established C-ELISA method was more sensitive than the serum neutralization test (SNT) and
Agar gel immunodiffusion test (AGID). While the serum and anticoagulant samples collected
from monitoring animals were detected by C-ELISA, SNT, RT-PCR and virus isolation respec-
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tively, the results of ELISA were consistent with the other two methods. These results indicate
that the C-ELISA is a rapid, sensitive and stable method for the detection of EHDV antibodies.

Key words: epizootic haemorrhagic disease virus (EHDV); multi-clone antibody; competitive

ELISA (C-ELISA)
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Table 1 Neutralizing antibody titer of guinea pig serum

FUEB A Antibody titer

EIR/E Re3

. 0 R APz 1R 2 WA Pz 3 KA PE
Animals No.

Non immune Primary immune Secondary immune Tertiary immune

1 0 1:113 1: 453 LT Die
2 0 1:57 13640 1: 2560
3 0 1:80 H1- Die —
4 0 1: 160 1:1 280 1:1810

R2 GHRNERESNGARERENHE

Table 2 Determination of optimal conditions of the competitive ELISA

X Bt EHDV HUAH B

A5 B fitr Guinea pig anti-EHDV antibody dilution
Antigen dilution Indexes
1:4 000 1:6 000 1:8000 1: 10 000 1:12 000 1:14 000
1:4 000 ODys50 um N 1. 83 1.70 1.54 1.43 1. 25 1.18
ODys50 1 P 0.189 0.175 0. 164 0.151 0.137 0.108
N/P 9.68 9.71 9.39 9.47 9.12 10.93
1:6 000 ODy50 o N 1.72 1.59 1.48 1.29 1. 20 1.11
ODiys0 nm P 0.179 0.17 0.158 0.142 0.117 0.091
N/P 9.61 9.35 9. 37 9.08 10. 26 12. 20
1: 8000 ODy50 o N 1. 56 1.43 1.24 1. 16 1.01 0.82
ODy50 o P 0.168 0.152 0.138 0.114 0.083 0.077
N/P 9.29 9.41 8.99 10. 18 12.17 10. 65
1:10 000 ODis0 o N 1.43 1.24 1.12 1. 04 0. 89 0.76
ODys50 am P 0. 152 0.131 0.103 0.074 0.069 0.068
N/P 9.41 9.47 10. 87 14. 05 12.90 11.18
1:12 000 ODy50 om N 1. 26 1.11 1.02 0. 87 0.78 0.69
ODy50 um P 0.139 0.116 0. 088 0.071 0.068 0.065
N/P 9.06 9.57 11.59 12. 25 11.47 10. 62
1: 14 000 ODys50 um N 1.15 1.03 0. 89 0.75 0. 69 0.48
ODy50 o P 0.113 0.094 0.076 0. 069 0. 065 0. 064
N/P 10.18 10. 96 11.71 10. 87 10.62 7.50

76.00% X LA L& R TS (B D, PIFE 4026~ 2.4 HERMERE

50 Y0 [8] Ry #E — A2 V8 X3, W /0> 5 B M A0 555 2 X451 AR A L & EHDV A BTV BH P Il
5 FE S A7 AR M R P D PRE R T AR A R R W45 2 i GPVLAKAV . CHUV,PPRV,FMDV,
{EIAE K 50 %, P1=>50 26 ) 7 Ky BA M . PT 7€ 40% ~ BEFV BHYE il # 47 C-ELISA #& (% 3) . 45
50 Y0 Z ] A 5 kvl B FHIRE M35 B EHDV i 3 8 0 25 54 B, 24 b ofi,
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Table 3 The specificity assay of EHDV C-ELISA

TG R BTV AP i 38 B HAth AR G 5 2 FH 1 i 37 A6 )
SESRBRBAME . B . iZ ELISA J5 vk B B vy i
FES1E 5 H Al A 3 5 B 3 0y BE R LT T 58 X
R
2.5 HEMERE

WP R B R 1 s 113.1 ¢ 160,11 ¢ 320,
1:320,1 ¢ 226 1 1 ¢ 453 B9 6 Fp A [A] I 35 #Y
EHDV i, N 1 ¢ 10 FFER A5 Lo #s B, [W e iE 47 C-
ELISA.SNT F1 AGID Kzl (% 4), C-ELISA Bt
DU P Y iV e R R 4r i O 1+ 32001 ¢
640.1:1280.1:1280.1: 640 A1 1: 1 280,37
T SNT F1 AGID; AGID fg i t BH ¥ (%) 1L 175 # % B2
T/ I 1 s 80 A% L K I &5 S 1 R B

i yE LR AN 2/ % FE QIIRE] LR 2R/ % Fil 5 g R
Sera Titer PI Result Sera Titer PI Result
EHDV-1 1:160 86.72 + BTV-16 1: 320 13. 10 -
EHDV-2 1: 160 85. 60 + BTV-17 1:113 1.70 —
EHDV-5 1: 320 91. 50 + BTV-18 1: 40 11.75 —
EHDV-6 1: 160 87.50 + BTV-19 1:40 10. 70 -
EHDV-7 1: 320 89. 90 + BTV-20 1:57 9.83 -
EHDV-8 1: 320 89. 40 + BTV-21 1: 80 21.40 -
BTV-1 1:28 22.50 - BTV-22 1:113 1.33 —
BTV-2 1:57 6.40 — BTV-23 1:40 12. 41 -
BTV-3 1:40 21.10 — BTV-24 157 13.50 —
BTV-4 1:80 15. 20 — GPV No. 1 Positive 4. 31 —
BTV-5 1:57 12. 30 - GPV No. 2 Positive 5.20 —
BTV-6 1:113 5. 80 — AKAYV No. 140 3. 10 —
BTV-7 1: 160 0. 30 — AKAYV No. 1:57 1.70 —
BTV-8 1: 320 0. 40 — CHUYV No. 1:57 11.75 —
BTV-9 1:40 23.50 — CHUYV No. 1: 80 10. 70 —
BTV-10 1:57 20. 95 - PPRV No. 1 1:80 9.83 -
BTV-11 1:226 20.70 — PPRV No. 2 1:57 13. 10 -
BTV-12 1:113 23.00 — FMDV No. 1 1:64 1.70 —
BTV-13 1:57 0.28 — FMDV No. 2 1:128 1.75 —
BTV-14 1: 80 21.30 — BEFV No. 1 1:113 10. 70 -
BTV-15 1:160 23.00 — BEFV No. 2 1: 80 9.83 -
+. B —. B

—+. Positive; —. Negative
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# 4 C-ELISA.SNT 70 AGID # Ul 5 B FE 9 bk %5
Table 4 The comparison of sensitive of C-ELISA, SNT and AGID

1fi 3 BoRS M K I 77 1 S T] 1L 775 s B8 BE BRI 45 SR Detection results of different serum dilution *
Serotype Titer Methods 1:10 1:20 1:40 1:80 1:160 1:320 1:640 1:1280 1: 2560
EHDV-1  1:113 C-ELISA(PI/%) 83.12 79.45 75.16 70.65 65.03 59.11 43.07 34.72  27.73
SNT + + + + — — — — —
AGID + + + - - - — — —
EHDV-2  1:160 C-ELISA(PI/%) 88.01 85.45 80.32 77.12 74.92 68.03 57.21 43.32  34.95
SNT + + + + + — — — —
AGID + + + — — — — — —
EHDV-5 1:320 C-ELISA(PI/%) 90.87 86.81 81.06 80.60 76.53 69.02 62.81 54,04  39.73
SNT + + + + + + — — —
AGID + + + + — — — — —
EHDV-6  1:320 C-ELISA(PI/%) 91.70 88.30 83.40 80.70 75.50 66.30 61.30 53.26  36.40
SNT + + + + + + - - -
AGID + + + + - - - - -
EHDV-7 1:226 C-ELISA(PI/%) 89.21 85.35 80.97 79.69 73.32 63.11 58.28 47.14  26.37
SNT + + + + + — — — —
AGID + + + — — — — — —
EHDV-8  1:453 C-ELISA(PI/%) 91.96 88.70 84.44 81.60 79.34 75.67 65.59 54.35  30.67
SNT + + + + + + — — —
AGID + + + + - - — — —

o K2R C-ELISA LL“PI/ %7 #7% ; SNT  AGID LB (B 7% (. Bk —. B
*. Detection results: C-ELISA results are displayed with PI (%); SNT, AGID results are displayed with positive or negative

(+. Positive; —. Negative)
2.6 g R#milE

2014—2017 4], 4EXF 40 k4= F1 20 kR 4E
4 1 980 fy IfL v A1 4 & 1 #F 47 C-ELISA, RT-
PCR % 8 20 g5 K, C-ELISA #& i % ¥ . 2014
6.7 A 3 KAEE I FE RN 302052015 4E 8 1
SLAEREBE L, FEBH R 10%05 2016 48 10 H 2 k4 %%
FH L BHAR R 209052017 48 6 H 2 3k 4 %% 1, %% [H
HH 202, Bk 2016 AW #E 10 HE B HAxsh¥)
Yife 68 J e A, 1 W] 1 2 A Bl T B,
SR U AL R . 4 AF [R] 33 KR & B LU AF i TE R
Bl Wy i3 % B AT S LR R e s WL SR 5. W E o
B B TICD, J& » F % 25 [F) X B 4 /9 i T8 2 47

SNT, IfiL 375 5% BA 45 5 [7) C-ELISA 45 S Wy 4 s o e i
RT-PCR ¥ I K 9 B 43 15 i W 1M 7 5% BH 2l 4 35 9%
EHDV Jg& 4y, Jg& Ye i [a] 1 1l 7 3% PH I [ W) 4 5 HoAlh
SWIRE L A T 7 vk i SRR I 45 SR 4 Sk BT 1
%7 Wk BE A I HR 3l W B IV e B A AR B
P
2.7 EEWRE

MR —HE R B A [ itk EHDV C-ELISA i 7
A REALA I 4 SR &L 2 BRI 8 AR L IR
] 728 S ZBUAE 2. 62% ~8. 72% Lk N A8 S R
2.95%~8.89% A 5 REI/INT 100 (5 6), KW
VZAR T 6 A B I At U N B A R ) FE A
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Table S Results of clinical samples tested by C-ELISA, RT-PCR and virus isolation

Yy e H I 25 - Detection results®
Animal Date of blood collection C-ELISA(PI/%) SNT RT-PCR 93 T 43 85 Virus isolation
4-8 2014-06-24 13.95 — — —
No. 8 2014-07-01 10. 50 — — —
2014-07-08 12. 38 — + —
2014-07-15 61.28 1:5 + +
2014-07-22 80. 25 1:28 + -
2014-07-29 83.17 1:54 — —
2014-08-05 87.65 1:80 — —
2014-08-12 88. 34 1:113 — —
2014-08-18 88.03 1:80 — -
4-10 2014-06-10 10. 33 — — —
No. 10 2014-06-17 38. 22 — + -
2014-06-24 53.10 — + +
2014-07-01 72.69 1:20 + —
2014-07-08 77.98 1:28 + —
2014-07-15 72. 62 1:40 — -
2014-07-22 82.28 1:54 — -
2014-07-29 82. 40 1:80 — —
2014-08-05 83. 67 1:80 — -
421 2014-07-08 10.19 — — -
No. 21 2014-07-15 20. 37 — — —
2014-07-22 26. 43 — + -
2014-07-29 72.60 1:7 + +
2014-08-05 82.34 1:40 + -
2014-08-12 80. 57 1:54 — —
2014-08-18 83.52 1:80 — —
2014-08-25 83.51 1:113 — —
2014-09-02 88.37 1:113 — —
47 2015-07-28 18. 87 — — —
No. 7 2015-08-04 12.55 — — —
2015-08-11 44,72 - + +
2015-08-18 55. 67 — + +
2015-08-25 70.26 1:20 + —
2015-09-01 82.18 1:54 + -
2015-09-08 87.03 1:113 — —
2015-09-15 86.59 1:160 — —
2015-09-28 88. 87 1:113 - —

(TR

Carried forward)
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(#%& 5 Continued)

L] S H 8 K I 45 F* Detection results®
Animal Date of blood collection C-ELISA(PI/%) SNT RT-PCR 5% %4> B Virus isolation
25 2016-09-20 15. 99 — — —
No. 5 2016-09-27 12.53 — — —
2016-10-11 10. 21 — — —
2016-10-18 14. 89 — + —
2016-10-25 30. 33 — + +
2016-11-01 53.99 1:5 + +
2016-12-06 82.71 1:40 + —
2017-02-24 84.48 1:113 — —
2017-03-28 82.43 1:80 — —
417 2016-09-20 36. 74 — — —
No. 17 2016-09-27 9.52 — — —
2016-10-11 28.45 — — —
2016-10-18 38.35 — + —
2016-10-25 41.10 — + +
2016-11-01 56. 48 1:7 + +
2016-12-06 84.27 1:54 + —
2017-02-24 82. 69 1:80 — —
2017-03-28 88.76 1:113 — —
413 2017-05-16 19.12 — — —
No. 13 2017-05-25 12.12 — — —
2017-06-08 27.91 — + —
2017-06-15 42.59 — + +
2017-06-20 84. 94 1:20 + +
2017-06-27 87. 06 1:40 + —
2017-07-04 84.92 1:113 — —
2017-07-11 83.78 1:226 — —
2017-07-18 82.29 1:113 — —
4-15 2017-06-08 18.05 — — —
No. 15 2017-06-15 18.90 — — —
2017-06-20 25.17 — — —
2017-06-27 36. 54 — + -
2017-07-04 50. 25 1:5 + +
2017-07-11 88.28 1:80 + —
2017-07-18 89. 09 1:160 — —
2017-07-24 85. 90 1:320 — —
2017-08-01 86. 60 1:226 — —

LRI ZE R C-ELISA RI*PI/ %7378 s SNT LU B (—) 7B B AR K %R s RT-PCR i 2 20 8 1058 DL B L BRAE " 3R0R (. [
s —. B
*. Detection results: C-ELISA results are displayed with PI (%); SNT, AGID results are displayed with negative (—) or de-

tailed values; RT-PCR, virus isolation results are displayed with positive or negative (+. Positive; —. Negative)
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X 6 C-ELISA EE4iRI (n=38)
Table 6 Repeatability assay for C-ELISA (n=8) 3 'IFJ' "L/l':

LR A itk v 1]

B Intra batch Inter batch

Sample ZE R A g A
No. (=% EY1e (x =+ B4

Result /%CV Result /% CV

Positive 1~ 0.7634+0.020 2.62 0.745+0.022 2.95
Positive 2 0.84540.025 2.96 0.85740.030 3.50
Positive 3 0.8484+0.028 3.30 0.862+0.035 4.06
Positive 4  0.79740.024 3.01 0.77340.031 4.01
Negative 1 0.210£0.016 7.41 0.2144-0.018 8.41
Negative 2 0.05640.004 7.62 0.05940.005 8.47
Negative 3 0.195+£0.017 8.72 0.180+0.016 8.89
Negative 4 0.13040.009 6.92 0.13340.011 8.27

2.8 BRI

FE 3 AT S 56 %, 2 300 6 G DU ) R 1 4
03 BEPE 55 BH P AT PR LT . 45 SRR 12 03 Il v #E
R PE 3 AN SEG E 4 R D 45 SR A — B, [ BE P e
MR RBAE 1. 14% ~8. 44 % Z . /N T
10% (& 7 Ud B R & m b B 4y

x®7 BIMRARE
Table 7 Reproducibility test in different laboratories

R
- R I 52 0 % 2 ;‘;
Results of different laboratory

Sample No. /%

Lab1 Lab 2 Lab 3 z *s CV
Positive 1 0.821 0.780 0.8400.814=+0.031 3.81
Positive 2 0.819 0.811 0.857 0.82940.024 2.95
Positive 3 0.882 0.871 0.8910.881+0.010 1.14
Positive 4 0.858 0.840 0.862 0.853+0.012 1.37
Weak Positive 1 0.507 0.524 0.5320.52140.013 2.41
Weak Positive 2 0.561 0.553 0.586 0.56740.018 3.12
Weak Positive 3 0.552 0.542 0.569 0.55440.014 2.46
Weak Positive 4 0.592 0.581 0.622 0.5984+0.021 3.55
Negative 1 0.235 0.218 0.2200.225240.009 4,15
Negative 2 0.155 0.172 0.163 0.163=+0.009 5. 46
Negative 3 0.219 0.247 0.256 0.240+0.019 8.01
Negative 4 0.269 0.317 0.3050.,29720.025 8.44

Lab 1. i i & 435 BERL2 Be & B0 58 i 5 Lab 2. 1l P 4l K
2 B (5 YL 2 S0 % Lab 3. 75 FE 445 BV S B B W 7
I T A S

Lab 1. Veterinary Research Institute of Xinjiang Academy of
Animal Sciences; Lab 2. College of Animal Science and Veteri-
nary Medicine of Shanxi Agricultural University; Lab 3. Yunnan

Tropical and Subtropical Animal Virus Diseases Laboratory

T Mo BT, A ARSI A AR 2 XS T 45
J5 U R TG B0 L B & R A e B B R R B
UEAE ERAEBE AW BB, HAT. =~/ Hr s v
ST PE AT AR A5 M AR i A 21 EHDV BH P
M7 FF R 4 4 X 4 8 B0 28, EHD B 458 % X

EHDV i i §u Rk 2 T EHDV g4 i il
HABETB, HETH T EHDV Fik s i 7 vk F %
A ELISASNT ., AGID Fl#h & 45 4 3 56 (comple-
ment fixation test, CFT) PUfp, AGID K H {7 ep &
T 2k 25 R Bl K R R A A T B R AR A
46, PR KBRS B S, HFE K EHDV f BTV
L35 HAFAE 38 O BIF LA ZE IR 56 45 SR 76 BTV
EHDV A7 3 X A a5 . CFT #£ 1980 4F LA i
— HHF SR v e R e A~ 12 AN H
P K 5 B RE BUR (BB 5 AT 5 PR AR AL DR R fiE
TR 2 g2 R LT SNT 2 H T E BR PR RS
T 1 4 b U S 5 R S P L RO (R R
SR e ) B[] A Bt A AN 3 TS T R R 2
BRI Y ELISA ELAT 454 (8 G I A A i
R I Al 2 R SO 3 T R RS A ol i A A
PN SR R A IR 3 RS VAt R a2 R R R Rl D
BRLERR L W& . HoAn. B AN 2 E R A
EHDV VP7 P55 B B AR R4S S5 Ho 40 #5771l
R C-ELISA J7 3120, [# N 45 2 % F B i %
ik VP7 8 FI/E A g bt J5 57 (a4 ELISA J5vk . A
4 CHIE R ELISA J7 2 ¥ 70 Ak ik ) & .
RETF I EHDV I35 2% 8 A5 A0 3¢ TAE . AS fF 5% 6 5
ST REIEAT PR 1M v A i C-ELISA ik,

W55 30 i T A 1 2 Bk PR T R B A R A B
fiff L3R B LA 55 3% FHIK BT EHDV 2418 38
Pk, Lhalifk K3 J5 19 EHDV 1R 8 43 9% 41 5
HPR Fric i £ 50K 5K B bR B A8, 2 57 T B p 6
) CELISA 77k, H T 2 se PR G0 R £,
AN T B SO A5 i BELT S €00 S I PRt A 57 1 C-ELISA
5 15 0T R AR SRR R R S M R 0 B R B A 7
B ARFEAREFE v, 8 2T 5 R A% A4 A Ak 45 BE 1 ol
T e U Fak 90 %6 LA, BA 1 1l 375 40 ) 2R 4R
FIE 20% LT,

Fr SR S0 L 1Z 07 95 AU RE A DU s AS ] i, v A
EHDV [H ¥4 1 37 - [7] A6 ¢ 995 25 BH 2 1 3 6 28 R
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N R 5 EHDV AR P42 8, F AGID iR 56 46
W 0 B0 A R N BTV BH M 0l 3 . T 8 ST 1
C-ELISA J5iE ¥ REHERI X 4. 2016 4F FH 1% Jy 3 %
RN 2 737 Oy 4 1 iE #E AT C-ELISA &, 7
AU Sy BH A= 4 1t 355 v BEAILSE 4 700 £ 14T 13
AR50 0 5 10T 7Y L 25 A7 /F EHDV-1.,2.5.6.7 #il
8 RIIME A, 25 JUd By v LA 34T 1) T A 5
PR FA I = R A ROR R A EHDV 956 3 &
VLT 0 AN 52 3 4 S I 0 R 5 i — 2B 58 3%

ORI L 6 AP TE] ML ALY EHDV BH M i
M1 2 10 £ IF 4R A% A B[R] B E 47 C-ELISA,
SNT F1 AGID il , C-ELISA f8 ¥ 114 BH 1 19 1M 35
AR BIEH T SNT Ml AGID. H 1 d Py &
59 SNT H T 7 d,AGID F 1 3 d. G 5 Je 75 i 5
7K IV 1 I3 750 ELIS A 7 45508 B8 G ) B 7] |-
AR

R W A FE B2 4 AF SRR 1 980 i il &
Bz 7 K i L P B W KR B R Y S
SNT.RT-PCR il 5 53 25 12X 5 46 I &5 2R X5 1 —
2. 6] B R B h P e IR I Y 2~ 3 RN R B AR K
W AR IGE T, 2 e A RRE R B 4 A
T S Yy AT R R AE R e 800 LA I R EE FH B
0355 45 52 A6 00 22 Sy 1) 1 8 BH 322 5 9k B AT B A 1 T
FEPERARE M. XG4 Bk TN 45 R & B, 7 I Bt
PRI, B A R A DU BH M J5 58 2 RN SE 3 A 5
3 B3 B T L A% R BH R A RE A RF 3 ~4 ], BT LA W]
DL Skl C-ELISA J7 ik RS2 A8 I i v » 75 % 1
AT 5 A PUEE m 2E 7 RT-PCR &, J-4
A% 1 I IV 422 4 i B 0 5 L A8 25 T B X IR
KR MR IEFT RT-PCR A, $2 8 TR &0 B T
YRR . R 4 A 8] 43 8 0998 5 1647 2L RS 9 43 A f
5 1 FP AR B S EAEAE EHDV-1.2.5.6.7 U, 341
5D SCHTE . VR Y R U R AR KA 3 A
N ) 52 56 22 ) 1 PR IR, CV A /T 10 %0, it
A2 07 A B0 5 M R M

4 &

A7 ) C-ELISA J7 i BA By iy e 5 v L Uk
PN & R PR IR E EHDV Bt iR 4G ) 2 4t
TR T i — 2R H A SNT i85 4514 1
J7 W GE T il v A I L A B T 3R B #E1T EHD /9 1
5 A 2 B
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