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digital polymerase chain reaction ( ddPCR). Methods

A pair of primers and probe for both qPCR and ddPCR was

selected according to the single copy gene of nuc in Staphylococcus aureus. The specificity, sensitivity, accuracy and

repeatability of this method were analyzed. Results

The limit of detection (LOD) and limit of quantitation ( LOQ) of

ddPCR method were determined to be 110 CFU/mL by gradient dilution of pure culture of Staphylococcus aureus. The LOQ

of ddPCR was 1 000 CFU/g in the artificial contaminated experiment, and the maximum deviation of detection result of four

spiked levels was 4.77% , and the coefficient of variation of 5 parallel repeats was less than 20% , showing good accuracy

and repeatability. Conclusion The established method has good specificity, high sensitivity and accurate result, which

provides a reference for rapid quantitative detection of Staphylococcus aureus.

Key words: Droplet digital polymerase chain reaction; Staphylococcus aureus; quantitative detection
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chain reaction, ddPCR) fE N8 =0 B ¥ 1 £ R
AR, R 8 5 A AR R R 23 T Y B AR
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IR A T B EHE A A AR T, &l
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1 #M¥EFE

1.1 #k
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TR R R I AR 1, B bR Ok R A 9 . 5% [
A BE i £ 38 P o0 (ATCC) | o] B 27 2 T R 0 3
ol (CMCC) ., B — i 2R W g P D
(CGMCC) AbRTHEC (BJHG) (KiEHE (DLHG) o
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Table 1  Experimental strain

75 & i K5 B G 5 bk
1 A v A BR A ATCC 25923 1
2 G (O R R ATCC 29213 1
3 A V05 A R A CMCC 26003 1
4 G B 658 4 PR ATCC 6538 1
5 A B (R A BR T BIHG , & i A 4 B #k 6
6 % B H A R ATCC 12228 1
7 Jo AR A RO DLHG 1
8 W 5 0 1T G TR ATCC 13076 1
9 RAFEV TR A CMCC 50115 1
10 FH AR R 05 FE VD 1T I CMCC 50001 1
11 2% M Bk A CGMCC 1.2135 1
12 AR 20 0 3 A 2 A A TR ATCC 13932 1
13 WA 2 AT T ATCC 11778 1
14 8 QAR BTG CMCC 51571 1
15 PRI A5 B TG CMCC 51252 1
16 o5 U fi A A ATCC 29544 1
17 TR PR I A 3R T CMCC 32206 1
18 R I PR R T CMCC 32210 1
19 UN7ZE 3 Y ) CMCC 52212 1
20 K A [WAE ATCC 25922 1
21 R R 9] ATCC 17802 1
22 N ATCC 33787 1
23 A4 IR B ATCC 27562 1
24 335 i FF 1R ATCC 13047 1
25 4T R ATCC 6936 1
it 30

11,2 Bk i)

ddPCRSupermix for Probes (2x), 3 [E BIO-
RAD 23 ) ; i 4= i, 9% [ BIO-RAD 22 7] ; % %)
B 2 e R &, DU a N AR A BRI
ZH DNA 42 POl ) &, R A AL B AT PR | 5 By 5
BL N B b Bl SR B AT BRA W) R SR U L
FE W B A b T
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1.3 {Xa 5%
ﬁfﬁ%%&l‘ﬁ%%fﬁi‘l‘(Nanodrop2000,§§ [ %
2K R 2\ ) 3 PCR Y ( Veriti, 35 [ Applied
BioSystems ) ; 52 B 7€ )¢ PCR ¥ ( ABI7900, %
Applied BioSystems) ,fﬁ/ﬁﬁibjﬂ%( QXZOO,;@E[ Bio-
Rad) ; 3 32 BUY (QX200, 5 [ Bio-Rad)
1.2 LRIk
1.2.1  SIY8E R 5 i ik
I A B €0 R 7 Bk B B DL T B R i
S5 A (nuc, GenBank no. JQ228528.1) VE Sl ¥
B, i 356 SCHR AR GE B9 4 X 51 AR A A (F 5
W 2), A Bk B A 2 XS spa FE RN
Sa442 DNA J Bt i 51 ¥y 48 41 — I 9E 43 9 1,
BT 5 o bR 0 2 Gt FE A FAM, 373 A5 1T 2 O Uk
KM BHQ, 5l AEE i LA T AR RA
Al L, IR qPCR J5 3% BT & LAY 51 4 5
HEATF 9025 0 %, TR ddPCR B0 0E b 3R 51 4 MR 10
AR TR A R S
1.2.2 DNA 425 B s 55053 600 B Tl

I FH Ml TR 6 % o YRORT 4 €6 4 45 Bk B (ATCC
25923) Wk G 77 AR R AT 10 A5 86 BE R RS, B
BWBERMK 1 mL T 1.5 mL B.08% %, 12 000 g
B0 5 min, WOHE TR A0 5 ) 2 TR TR 2 fie il Ak 3L
B B DTTE YA T 180 L M9k 1, A 20 uL
WA 2, FIRIEF 10 min; 7 FH 40 58 2% 41 DNA 42
B ) & $R UL 40 DNA | 50 J5 ] 50 pl TE 28 b
TV A% TR

it 8 Sk &2 43 e O B T ( Nanodrop 2000 ) iE
FEWURY L K ZH DNA 9 4 B2 Rk 2, DNA [ 0D,/
OD,,, AR R 1.7 ~1.9, 345 F A AR 53 2
WU 4 0% (0 A A ER B SE P 41 DNA 1985 DLIRE

po o mx107 - (1)
n x1.096 x 10

Horp o AR 3 $2 O 40 B 3 AL MR (5 0L/
pL) sm A8 R B 43O 06 B TE I AR 0 % R Wk
(ng/pL)sn M EME L HWNA WK E (bp), R4
NCBI - & & A7 1 4 8 € 7 28] BR DA 56 DR 4 1 0 ) 40
P P K R 2. 85%10° bp,

&2 qPCR BV 51 RIS 751
Table 2 Primer and probe sequence of qPCR

LKL ] 2 B 1Y /R £ FR JPH(5'-3")
nuc-F1 GAGGTTTTTCTTTTTCGCTACTAGTTG

nue nuc-R1 TGTTGGATCTTCAGAATCACTTCTATTT
nuc-P1 CTCAGCAAATGCATCACAAACAGGTAACGG
nuc-F2 TGTTACTTATAGGGATGGCTATCAG

nuct™ nuc-R2 AGTTAACACTAAGCAACTAGTAGCG
nue-P2 AACCTCTTTGCGTATTGCCCTTTCG
nuc-F3 CCTGAAGCAAGTGCATTTACGA

nuct ' nuc-R3 CTTTAGCCAAGCCTTGACGAACT
nuc-P3 CATCAGCATAAATATACGCTAAGCCACGTCCA
nuc-F4 AGCATCCTAAAAAAGGTGTAGAGA

nuet ') nuc-R4 CTTCAATTTTMTTTGCATTTCTACCA
nuc-P4 TTTTCGTAAATGCACTTGCTTCAGGACCA
spa-F TACATGTCGTTAAACCTGGTG

spa ' spa-R TACAGTTGTACCGATGAATGG
spa-P CAAACGGCACTACTGCTGACAAAATTGCTGCA
442-F CATCGGAAACATTGTGTTCTGTATG

Sa442''®) 442-R TTTGGCTGGAAAATATAACTCTCGTA
442-p AAGCCGTCTTGATAATCTTTAGTAGTACCGAAGCTGGT

1.2.3 qPCR #:ill

qPCR J I & Z& £ 45 : 2 x Master Mix 10 L,
10 pmol/L W) L FHE5I ) MERET 45 1 L, B DNA
5 wL,DEPC JK #h5F 2 20 pL, W26 0:50 C
2 min;95 °C 10 min;95 °C 15 s.60 °C 1 min, 40 >
PEER
1.2.4 ddPCR #

SR 22345 10 wL ddPCRSupermix for Probes
(No dUTP), b F U5l ¥4 1.5 pL (& ¥ &

750 nmol/L) , ¥ 4F 0.5 pL (& ¥ ¥ 250 nmol/L) ,
DNA #i#g 5 wL, DEPC /K % 5% & 20 pL, #H ¥
ddPCRSupermix for Probes( No dUTP ) i 5 & 15 B 45
AH D TR AR B0 o % A R S A PCR 3%
FEANR 25 AT 448 .95 °C FiAS P 10 min; 94 °C A%
P 30 $,52.5 CiB K 1 min,45 M5 ;98 C [ 1Lk
% 10 min, ¥ 3G SN 25 oS IR B0 132 OIS A U
ERIEFEAT 43 M, ddPCR I 5E 45 F 5 0 1 B R T
W RE AR B A AN
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A B, € R AW BE (CFU/mL) ;N 2
20 pL ddPCR Jz W A4 & o il 45 (9 4% 2 #5 DL 5 (#%
01720 wL) 3V, A3 BOR BR 1 fe & R AR B (L)
V, 3 ddPCR Jz B7 fA& 2 i A B9 B R B i R AR
(pL) sV, AHBUY AR (mL) .
1.2.5 itk

X 10 A5 46 B2 5 B 110 20 B VR 6 A T AR T4, 4
BRoJr W B 1 mL 25 M B R E W DL 0.3 mL,
0.3 mL.0.4 mL #Fp & 43 5 m A 3 #¢ Barid-Parker
SRR, SR G LR AT A AR 36 C BB
i g% 24~48 h, BEHURE T EULE 20~200 CFU Z A 1Y
i T8 - T PR T B
1.2.6 ddPCR iB kiR 1k

L4 ¥ 00 B ER L 4 DNA A4, 20 531
£ 52.5 °C |55 CW IR KR BE T #4T ddPCR 973
S AR 1 45 S s d AR KR EE
1.2.7  SEBRFESES N

PR LA G 07 & qPCR 7 ¥k R L 4 %
075 % BR DA 1 T B B S VD LA S TS N i, X 4
B (0, 2 PR TR ok 8 R TR R HE AT 10 A R R
B HEAT A, T B I B 1077 T 107° R R
WA 4 mL F1 2 mL 2850 In A 2 25 ¢ Y H A i
H BN IR AN S AR S [F B ERC 1 R R
TIVER W1 25 ¢ VDR AE S 15 O B IR A R
mn AR I 225 mL B2 £ 28 v, FH A0 o X8 A
i 2 min, H 8RB B A AS [ R R 4 8 (0 A Bk
VB BE S U0 1T e i o A RS SJ ) 4 mL 43
SR 3K 7] vk P AN TR L P 4 DNA B 296 %
PR 7F 50 pwL TE 2% sh i b, 47 ddPCR
Fe A (3) M S AR Y & & (CFU/g)
[) B 1 5 5 A B 2 SR ) A O 25

C, =N x

V, x V,
F b C, ARHETR HARW & & (CFU/g) ;N N
20 pL ddPCR Jz i 1 & ool 75 1) i 2 ¥ D18 (%
DL/20 wL) 5V, R 4 ORZ R 11 Je 4 5 R AR B (L) 5
V, h ddPCR J Ji7 fA & Hoim A B4 % R A A 1 AR
(L) V, o 2 BB R B W B A B 5 50 T 1R R
(mL) ,

C,=N X x 10 (3)

2 #HR
2.1 SIYRER b i

SCHR T TE Y B X 4 BT 6 A A BR T R S R
¥ U1 2K R B gw A S ( nuc, GenBank no.

JQ228528. 1) 4 X519/ ¥4 nue 1~4, LI} 53 Hh X}
spa FI Sad42 FEH Wit 2 B Y IE— I #4T qPCR
R, 45 5K % I nue 4 I ERET B 2O 1 15
Shim (K 1), B onue 4 SIYHEH X 4 kA
ATCC B CMCC 14 ¥ £ 5] %5 3K B AR M R bR L6 Ak 4
B (04 2 BR A 0 B R L2 R T VB T Rk DL R At
DB EOR T DNA 4T qPCR A I 17 47 53 M
BUE, 25 R R B R 4 bR 4 B0 4 BRTE 04 B E TR
BRI 6 Bk A B bk BB PE Y 3E AE S i I 3 YR
AT 2 R TR B B VR M O TR R I X S B (1B 2) IR
W1 nuc 4 51 YRET BAT R4 A0 25 P AR Al

Amplification Curves

—_—

W RN DD O

Fluorescecence (465-510)

Bl 1 qPCR J5 ki 3 4 o 670 2 Bk 0l 5 | ) 1R
Figure 1  Screening of primers and probes for Staphylococcus

aureus by qPCR

Amplification Plot

1.000E+1
16 aHEs AR =
AR e
1.000f &1 (4TCC 25923)
oF (M) //
/
1.000E-1}F
LO00E-2
1.000E-3F | ; 1ﬁ%£iﬁﬂiﬂﬂwﬂﬂﬁiﬂﬁ2w
!
1.000E-4
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Cycle

Bl 2 qPCR J7iE B nucd ¢ 55 M
Figure 2 Verification of specificity of nuc4 by qPCR

B nue 1. nuc 4 1 442 5 5| ¥R £ [ B % 45 8
0,748 % BR # ( ATCC 25923) #y %5 [H 44 DNA ik 17
ddPCR Kz, 36 UE 5| W 48 £t 46 ddPCR ™ 043 20t
[ B L 45 AN [ 3R ki 8 o 4G 0 & R 1 R e, & R
KIFEFEJE nue 4 W 2EY 8 5 5 feom, JF H H
52.5 CHYR JOREY WHORIE T 55 C (K 3),
VL5 2 B nue 4 5IYHEEN & 52.5 °C B KOl
37 ddPCR B fR %

2.2 G V(0] 7 BR TR A B A AR

PEHU 4 B 00 8 AT BR 18 (ATCC 25923) Ay i 55
FRR M DNA , 2830 i it 40 6O BE T H I E |, 0D,/
OD,, HfH 4 1.81,DNA VK i 181.2 ng/pL, &t
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52.5Cnuc 52.5°C442 55°Cnucl 55°Cnucd 55°C442
300002 CMUCk g s Cpgpy 723 €442 35 Cnuel 55Cucd 5-
25000}
20 000 SR <

15000

Ch1 Amplitude

10 000 g < -

5000
O0 10 oloo 20 (;00 30 (;00 40 (;00 50 oloo 60 oloo 70 oloo 80 oloo 90 0|00100 600
Event Number
3 ddPCR Xf 4 2 60 3 4 3K B 5 | ) SR i i ik 5
1R R B f Ak

Figure 3  Screening of primer/probe and amplification results

of ddPCR at different annealing temperature

T TS RAA T R N 2. 9x10° CFU/mlLL, HX 4
50 9.46, 23 SIWCH 1 mlL B 4% 6 8 7 B Y 45 0 00
HIFBRE ( ATCC 25923 ) 4f 1 ¥ 2 Bt DNA |, I gk 47
ddPCR ;i . ddPCR 7 1077 i &k 204G FFR

P 3 B B R 58 100% (45 R R oR), 3 107 &
1077 77 08 £ TR YRI5 14 IoH A ol 9 00 et 0 1 ik PRI 401
WEE R WA RE B N R (BT 4 R 3) KA A
MF] 107 #FEJE,LOD Fl LOQ ¥k 110 CFU/mL,

107 10+ 10 10 107 NC

20 000

Chl Amplitude

00 50 000 100000 150 000 250 000

Event Number
Pl 4 46 R 4 1R B 40 B ddPCR 74 B 43 4 1
Figure 4 ddPCR amplification droplet map of

200 000

Staphylococcus aureus

3 ddPCR J7 ¥k 72 f2 e 00 B 38 7 B8 119 < B0 0 4 o A TR O 4 R
Table 3 Quantitative detection of gradient diluted Staphylococcus aureus by ddPCR

ddPCR & & 25 5 (5 DU 4 /mL) *

T B

T 1 T2 3 T 4 s A1 V(%) (Liffﬁim 2 ()
1073 2 200 000 2 120 000 2 260 000 2 000 000 2 020 000 2 120 000 5.29 9.33 0. 64
1074 163 200 159 600 158 800 162 000 163 400 161 400 1.30 9.21 1.92
107° 12 240 12 060 12 420 12 080 13 140 12 388 3.59 9.09 3.19
10°° 1 020 1160 1 080 1160 1 040 1 092 6.01 9. 04 3.73
1077 118 152 92 90 104 110 22.84 9.05 3.62

2% = (PR E - B R /BB + 100% , LSBT B85 38 LOG {i 9. 39 /5 BLIE i

2.3 ddPCR 5V iH50 2 45 A 1 L3

LA % ERE (ATCC 25923) W FHZ Y w
AR B4 Bl 2,48 x10° CFU/mL, o xF B (i
9.39;7F 107 & 1077 & fHEHE N ddPCR W 75 1) 14
VRV 4 ) e L X I A g A Ao AR M TR TR VR VAR
H2.1x10° ~ 1. 1x10° CFU/mL, H %t 50 7F 9. 04 ~
9.33 LN (K 3),FBME 9. 14, P AT £k
WA A% 0.25 4~ LOG {6 (Kl 5) , M 22 ¥ /N T 4%
(#£3), ddPCR W& H 45 R 5 VA H 80w e )
FEAERAFIGAROCTE (R*=0.999,F 6) .
2.4 NTT5 YR S R A DU

FE B VD B TP U N B RE Y 4 B €0 4 K
B (ATCC 25923) il G .75 Y 0 BHAERE &y TR s 2k
1 ddPCR FISF B 3T B0k, 25 5 2 /R ddPCR A9 E
HRCR B4, LOQ Al ik 1 000 CFU/g, H 4 ATk
S B ARG 25 SR A 25 e KRR 4.77% ,5 A FATEE W
R AR 5 22 B34 <20% , JE B0 R4 1) = A P DL
#4,

105 - = RRMBAKTIPCREM LR
— ddPCRIEHZE R
10.0 | - PRI SR
e RN S BETE e AR
95
T i_____i __________________
E 90 : L [
=
=
mg 85
& g0l
S 8.
75
70 . . , . ,
102 10 104 10° 10 107
BRET
53 5 I A I 4 B (0 4 R A T Y
HE PRI IR B 45 R He A
Figure 5 Comparison of three methods for quantitative

detection of genomic concentration of Staphylococcus aureus

3 iFig

ddPCR $ AR 5535 32 48 b, JO i 47
WIS BN B AT LATE 1 d N 52 R T, RE % 3
PRI R H S qPCR MR E W 4 T E Y2

%

=

P

=



Tl 8 2R 4 Al oS B E e A T

T G 60 A BRI O EE T R —— 2, 4

—289—

10 000 000 -

y=0.859x-14 526.43
R*=0.999

/mL)

1 000 000

100 000

10 000 |

4015 ¥ ddPCRZS B /(CFU

1000 |-

100 |

100 1000 10000 100000 1000000 10 000 000
S PR THB S 54(CFU/ML)

6 ddPCR XEMHZE 5T 8 R R

Figure 6 Relationship between ddPCR and plate count results

JrERILE , ddPCR AR ASAR i 26, AT DL 3% 2 AT
2 %] 78 A DN o ASBIF 5 DA 4 €5 A A K R 1Y B P
DU HLA B AR SF PR 1) nue 35 DR RN 4 % €6 6 4 Bk BT
HE A ZERAENHE S, 5 12O 5 ook i) —
E5 YA, #Ar i ddPCR K2 BRI 5, N
B E BOW T B9 2 A 4R L T — B RS Y
P E

G B (0 2 BRI O A 22 BHME AR R, 20 N BE B
JE, 90% Lk I 4 BT (5 4 % 1K B & A A A 3K A A
A AT B 4 B0 5 2 B B A I — b I AR TR
il 1) 26 1 50 AT DL AR A% R, BRI DNA B B
P, AR5 T Ao VR 0 AG A BR T 2 e G A D T

F 4 ddPCR J5 € H A I N 95 B b A ot o 4 90 65 40 49 BR B A 25 2R (CFU/g)

Table 4 ddPCR method for quantitative detection of Staphylococcus aureus in artificially contaminated salad samples (CFU/g)
AR I VA RSy iE ddPCR %58
BV /H8 0 H g Lg f 1 2 HE3 w4 EHES  FHME CV% Lefd M2 (%)
107°/4 mL 14 500 4.16 1510 1 505 1 465 1590 1585 15 310 3.56 4.18 0.57
107°/2 mL 7 250 3.86 495 505 510 660 425 5190 16. 57 3.72 3.76
107°/4 mL 1450 3.16 145 220 190 185 215 1910 15. 64 3.28 3.79
107°/2 mL 730 2.86 1150 950 900 1 050 950 1 000 10. 00 3.00 4.77

PR IR (0 A0 A e R R, T T — A AR IO 4l 4
O AT ER T KL 41 DNA 197 35, R BORR i
T BA R E A K WS B )y X (45 Rk
WIR) o XA RO TR B O T # & ddPCR & {6
SR MM A BTN E X,

YRR 8 A e 11 4 % €0 7 4 BR T 40 B TR
X ddPCR 77125 i 46 I M B HE A7 3P4 o AF — € TR
HDNA Ve B 1) 20 28546 D0 S0 L PN A e PTG 381 )
T AR 35 R 7K B0 Sy S5 A I BR ( LOD) 2 i )
BESRA AR S BB CV < 25% I 1 5 I 0 8 1A ok J3E 1D
MR E B R (L0Q) ™, Mk, % ddPCR 7 ¥ X
4 v {0 A A BR A 4 T W Y LOD R LOQ ¥ K
110 CFU/mL(#% 3) ., 1 H ddPCR EHLREA R
I HERR P AR S PO B R S A, B
2 0.25 4 LOGE(E 5) .

&5, 79— L& ddPCR 5 [H b5 F A %00y
PAE N 1205 Y 1 65 38 V0 PR o 52 36 v Y R 0 45
RVEM BT 57 ddPCR Jy ik, 45 5 R ddPCR Xt
i A B0 2 BRI R E AR AR R AT TR
— IG5 YK 5 A AT R R AR R R )
T 20%, 28 R ES M, LOQ AT ik 1 000
CFU/g, 5 8 B 5 %2 5 8 57 (9 76 X% A BE &
ddPCR B4 I % FR 3% A< 41 24 ( 10* CFU/mL, 1 000
CFU/g) ., 2013 4E Kelley % "' £ Journal of Clinical
Microbiology B iE T F A ddPCR A X 397 451G
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