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The status in the research of vector_based vaccine of envolope protein of Classical swine fever virus
LI Wen-gui, CHEN Ya-tang
Chongqing Medical University »Chongqing 400016 ,China)

(Institute of Infectious and Parasitic Diseases, the First Affiliated Hospital ,

Classical swine fever virus (CSFV) is one type of pathogen agents casuing the classical swine fever, it
recently becomes highlight to control this virus by use of the vaccine. The envolope protein is an attractive candidate
molecule of vaccine,it”s outlined on the status in the research of conscruction and immune mechanism of vector_based
vaccine of envolope protein of CSFV, those vaccines include; Pseudorabies virus (rPRV-E2), fowlpox virus (rFPV-E0/
E2).Semliki forest virus (rxSFV-E2) ., Vesicular stomatitis virus (rVSV-E2) ., Swinepox virus (rSPV-E2), Adenovirus
(rAdV-E2), Vaccinia virus (rVV-E2), Porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome wvirus ( fPRRSV-E2) and
Buculovirus (rBuV-E2) , Salmonella choleraesuis (rSc-E2), Salmonella typhimurium (rSt-E2) , Lactobacillus casei (rlLc-

VP2-E290/E2-Tal) , Agrobacteria tumefaciens (rAt-E2)and Yeast (rPP-E2).
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Wt Y 41 0 BRI Al M Ak (BHK-21) , $E4T 075 1% F0 3% 35, W 2 s
POt HEAMRERE EHUMESEAN S T, L pCD-E2
B § 8% E2 £ [N, i A pBSLR-GFR f§ pBSLR-E2, fii
PRV®TK % Ye o 5 20 M vk (PK-13) , 0 46 35 9% J5 » % 90 38 iR
A1 T 1 DNA FI/EREHR . SR B PCR BOR GBS 4 K 1.
2 kb iy E2 BN R Br. BiJE, 49 L pCD-E2 #l pSdtk-GP5 2y
Bty 1 E2/GP5 £ K .46 A pMD18-T 1§ pMD18-T-E2/GP5,
5 pHgAlacz % 4758 pGP5-E2-lacz, fill PRV 1Y TK gE k&% 1k
AR N 2R A% B A BBk (Vero) | 0 28 8% 5% J5 5 B Western blot 7R
B MIE 45 A EARFE RIS M 51 ka 9 E2 A1 34 ku Y GP5
EH. #BCSFV ) C Bk RNA MRS 1 E2 Wl A
pEasy-blunt 1§ pEasy-E2, 5 pMD-US6-US7-EGF-US2 i #2715
pMD-US6-US7-E2-US2, il PRV (¥ BE ¥k %% 4 PK15 41 Jifd #% .
i ARG Ll E ORI R HAR BRI RS EAN
4 F. J¥ E1#6A pHB*2. 4 1 pHB*2. 4-E1. il RRV 1975 5
MRIFe Ak SK-6 20 i &k . 5 £ A HE 37 5 . 16 B Western blot 7R i
FMT A B4R HERBM S50 ka W E1EA. @I ULAE
S 210" PFU SEA M HEF 12 IS 00175, 7655 1 k4t
Jo 4 JHEE 1R, B ME RY o AT AR BEESE 1 R E 4
~9 JRTE A 1 AT 9 JH IR B KT st s SR LA S
# 10° TCID,, B MEE A HOV Pk A7 Ry oy, e 80k ) 1
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O FARZR AR K pMDIS-E0 /E  #EAR § 3 Eo JE I, 4R A
pFPV-P11 1§ pFPV-E0, 5 pFPV-Psy i #15% pFPV-Psy-E0, /il
FV282 B Ak X I i 2T 4k 20 ff bk (CEF) , 5 8 15 37 5 2 B 4
TR DNA FIESIAR , v 9738 K B 0.7 kb 9 E0 JE [ A
B At WU T K 1 X 10°PFU 40 2 7 5 2 H AT
TR VYIRS S 1A 2 JHHEE 2 RGeS 1V IRIES S 4 AR
JULPA T 4R 100 LD, %8 9898 B 09 A0 1T AR AT i . e Bl 5
10 d PPA G 21 0 XoF BECZL 1Y) o 38 A SR  A7 05 2R 43 3l 7506 (6/
8)F10€0/6), ¥ FEAL FPV-E0/E2 5 & R A7 4 1 o] 35 43 % 47t
IR 5 10 1T RR i R gt
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Yo e 9 d AR R I B IR B 4 0 0 5 O Ay B R IR T A
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VSV-E2, i pSK-N, pSK-P F1 pSK-L %% B i ki %% b, BHK-21
20 Rk 575 18 15 3% U5 18 B Western blot % 3 8 3 1L %% 1R 5 5 20
JRTERIEM 99. 72 ku By ZRIRE A @ MR K 1 X
10" PFU T 41 9% 5 $£ 0 BALB/c B, fEFESHE 1 A 8 B 3
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Jfo Bk, 9 8 85 57 )5 B2 X E 20 998 7 Hh 19 DNA AR R T 97 3 s
K 1. 2kb (9 E2 29 A Be2
1.5 #EmE BRFREGCPYEE K. R —1 6%,
AR — Rl W AR . S8 % E2 SR HE A pSP 14 pSP1-
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(PRRSV) B4 8 4% 5 51 (TRS) % 5 57 2 41 RNA
Bt e TRS 9 57 3 0T 46 A 4h U5 3% K o 45 5 0. 3R
CSEV 5 20 DNA N B 73 509738 E2555 500 F1 E2gpss00 A
B, 46 A pF112-ABC-NSP2”480-620 18 pF112-ABC-E2,54.45/
E2455:2 » 55 pF112-DEF 3% 43 8 pF112-E2,56 50 /E2000.61 » ¥ 1L
BHK-21 20 itk , i 3 35 3% 5 16 B e e 9 b R LA IR g 2
B A E AT SRELA TS 107 ° TCID,, & 4105 % i
O 4 AT TEE ST 4 T8 BR MU B R R 4R T 0t
38 3 LA R 1077 TCID;, B 980 8 19 41 1] Bk A7 it
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1.9 #komd  BIFRGEERE R GRS s I8 Y &
TRRLE, TSR IK Y HEAT B 0 - bl A SR A B R Ak AR (1 )
FN&, AN LA B E2syn JEH i A pFastBacl % pFastBac-
E2syn, % fk DH10Bac & 3% 7, #fi ¥ & 41 Bacmid-E2syn, # {k
SE9 41 Jifd , i 12 15 37 J5 i i Western blot 475 3 I i 1 ) &
S TERILM 55 ku (1 E2 85 195 R R T 78 569 5L PY T S
HALE N ISA660VG fk 7 4% F {7 5% 3¢ BALB/c B3 % %
AR

2 MEEAREHME
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choleraesuis) J&= — Ff Jd PN 27 4= B, 28 3 ot & n] DA 36 3k A R 5
PIEY i CSFV i 2L M 41 DNA S0 T 3 E2 561, 16 A
pVAXI1 15 pVAXI-E2, B ETL I 1TIRE /Y C500 Bk, i
i35 SR I 417 P i) DNA FIPEBAR AT 47 3% 1 K B 1 050 bp
M E2 A Bl a3 Rk WLIA B 4K 1 X10° CFU 3 41 1 3%
PR G AWK AER G 2 04 ESE 2 ) BHNTE 1eG A% 1
ARG 2~6 4T+ AEWNRIEFN G 6 JH 3k 8w K7, Bh s i
B WUPR A 5K 201D, 4 90 S Ak 35 38 MRt AT B0k FE B R 1d
THEE BB DA IR 2 UL 4 A0 BRCZ 1 g BRI
148 R 67 %(2/3) .75 % (3/4) F1 0C0/HFH ) TL-15 A 4
o B A5, e — Bt 4 MTY . % pCB-ME2-IL-15, pCC-
ME2-1L-15 1 pCI-ME2-1L-15 43 5| B & 5% B 5L 1T R B C500
R 77 306 7 4 T 5 B T AL TR R SR S RT R B R S Ak 55 FE AR Y

I S

2.2 RAHERINTEKEA  BOHEYITRE (Sabmonella
typhimurium , SO & —Fi i PN 7728 T B A R IR G 1 ) 0 1k
FH 005 S 2 AR KRG T G 8 R 4 B G g N 2B, TR AR 3R R A
AHSMESE Y, % pGEM-E2 4y AR 52 e E2 317, 46 A
pYA3341 1% pYA3341-E2, i 5 RAGFEVD 1T R A X3730 #k AT
F LA B J5 , 75 L 5% X4550 B , i 2 55 5% )5 1 Western blot
R PR IV PR A T R AR 42 ka 1Y E2 R R A H R
¥ 2X10" CFU B\ W EMAT 3 AWK DR G 2 SR 1 %),
FEWI Y O IR G 4 J8 2 B 3 1gG 42 7). i PBMC #55°,

2.3 FESLAFE T WA B (Lactobacillus casei) W] & ¥
T W AR R L LA IR T R R e 2 A R PR L 2 — RS B IR
(8 1 AR . R T 0 NS2-3 B P 4 A E290 £ Ak L% & 1
A THR CTL R, fERBEMNZE T REEH, o1 FIRE
(Thymosin o1, Tal) f& — Flt 4 8 45 5157, B N T & R #
E290 % [ 4 A pPG-VP2 1§ pPG-VP2-E290, %% T & 3 FF i
393 ¥ . i 1 55 95 5 15 B Western blot 4878 8 4 1L 75 5] 8 41
WA 70 ku i VP2-E290 ft 4 & (@ a3 0K 10 CFU
EHREEM R R AR O R)E 1.2,14,15,16,28,29 1 30 d
FE S WLIEVIR D IRE 38 d 7R ML iE 1eG 427+, i CTL &
AR M S Ao K T SR 401D, B S Ak 55 1 Rk AT B0k
TERH G 4 d FHEOE BB I . & B G 8 41 A B B )
43R 100 % (3/3) A1 0€0/3) s 8245 B 4118 1 IR BALB/c ]
[CANECE B EAE U

2.4 RFERAFEH  HIE (Medicago sativa) B X R ik H H it
T, AT & A A B s . % E2 A pVTS 1%
pVTS-E2, 5 (b AR 8 4 AT 1 LBA4404 ¥R, Rk AL . 55 0
BT B FEIENEY  ELISA IESL R m B LN EH BN T
M5 10 pg (9 E2 B AR A IR 25 g B LN E AR Rk
BALB/c . ZEMK ARG 30 d R 1 %K, B3l E 1eG F1
SIgA 1% BEZERI IR D IRJG 30~45 d 42Tk ZERI R O IRJS 45 d
BB A,

WL ( Nicotiana benthamiana ) 2% FA 09 % 3 RAG ¥ )2
WU OB . ¥ E2 % WM A pCR4 8 pCR4-E2, &
pVX6His2Acp i 15 pVX6-E2, # 1k H 98 & #F # LBA4404
W o 7 Y M RE 1 7 L B 7 DX R 5l 0T Western blot & BH
BAE MBI EE R B R R 34 ku W E2 A R T
TEGTHF 500 pL 6 3 R B2 A 4R B (5% 50 pg B9 E2 E FD M
B PO TR K 1 R  FERD IR EE ST IR 21 R 45 d A 2 IR FEH)
WIESHE 60 d @R i 1gG # T+, K. K E2 B H A
pCAMIA1300 18 p1300MELCH, %5 {k A8 % 4% T B LBA4404
M R YRR 0l B R SR A . SR IO PY T K 100
pg LR (0 IMS1313 {70 S 8 A7 4 - ZE MR A 45 20 d
2 1WRGEWESE 34 d BTG 1gG & 7, b isf 3 i 3 &
¥ 10" CDy, B 19 YC1TWB kb 4780l e Bk J5 2 4
7 L35 P56 55 £ 47 Ry 07070

K3 (Chlamydomonas reinhardtii) RAg — WGk, 5 F
BT, Ll pGEM-E2 MY 1 1 020 bp i E2 N L il A
pAtp-X 1 pAtp-E2, 5§ p64C %445 p64C-E2, LR35 5 1k 4%
A B AR, 15 F 55 JL A 9, 38 13 Western blot 271 i
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L3 L S DI A i R A9 51 ku i E2 Y,

B E (lactuca sativa) J& — B o] B 5% 3, # HAE 46 W) B i
il o bGEM-E2 Y5 pBI121 E4115 pBI121-E2, # b il 4
FEU LBA4404 B, 5 e 555 00 F b, 35 & % A H A 1, SDS
PAGE KRB iR 2EH A 5 0.21~0.53 mg i E2 & ;%
F ¥ 100 pL 489 (& 10 pg 19 E2 8 7D 8 BALB/c R
TERIR ARG 2.3 F 4 JseAk 3 WL 7ERIR D IR 8 J4 2 Bl
i 1gG A,

JKHE (Oriza sativa) Gy T R 32 i, o7 FF & AR N HEY I
R 22t pGEM-E2 5 pMYN75 #4143 pMYN75-E2, 3
o3& i I FE AL K AR 9 F b B i AL R A Y, SDS-PAGE 275
BRAFH4.0~5.1 mg ) E2 B A8 0 R 10 g 5F
(3% 5 mg 1 B2 EEDRE 4 FIR AR ZERR 0 IRIG 10 A
20 d EE 2 WLEMK ARG 30 d B I 1gG1.1gG2 i
slgA /3% B 42 715 ELISPOT i 52 fi. PBMC th IgA™" /IgG”*
SFCs HY%CH # i it PBMC 3858, 4> 3 K & 11L-8 #1 CCL2 £
AT,

A AR Clotus corniculatus) & — R ift B A &Rk s, nf &%
M Ak 3k DA a5 88 A 10 07 25 A AN TR 5 R AT 9 B A6 B 0 A
HEHETB T ZIR FrE R REZ A LN, K
pGEM-E2 5 pl6 APT H 411§ pl6 APT-E2, i % & kAl (1 - &%
A 15 i TR ) 5 4 HURG BE LA P i) DNA VR BEAR vl 9
B K 999 bp 9 E2 JER BT

K (maize) BBl 7 0T LK SMIE & (7Y, K E2 26 4
A pCAMBIA1300 8 pCAMBIA1300-E2, % 1k 48 % 4% #T
LBA4404 # Y EOK (1 0, 15 B 7% B A W) 5 SR UG 5L TR £
Kb RNA FIfEMHT , RT-PCR 4277 7/22 #k#£7E 1. 1 kb [
E2 SEH B

WK TF (Camelina sativa) HA5 Hu 5 Pt 58 P 2 £
Bl BT U0 LR e — o A A R R B . M N AR
E2-E™ E:P#H A pUC57 48 pUC57-E2-E™, 55 pPHAP1301 &
2115 pPHAP1301-E2-E™ , i {k AR 98 & FF 1 LBA4404 #f , %% e
WERRIT 0 F I, 35 5% 56 B A A% 5 8 3 Western blot 7R [ 34
MLV R 590) 6t 2 PR A bk 223K 1 76 ku i E2-E™ R4 & B SR BURE
HiERH 20 pg WA E A BALB/c RLCEVIR ARG 14
HE LR BHIMTE 1eG W EEMR OIR)E 4~8 A 4
W MRS 6 JR kR A
2.5 Rk EBE HIHREEE: (Pichia pastoris) Fl BRI B
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae)J&= 2 B H W 1) e £ 14 . F) JH H 55 w0
JRRRSG T FBAMEHEDT, DL CSFV By RNA H R4~
¥ E2 B J . i A pPICIK 1§ pPICOK-EZ, i #% B8 i % £
SMD1168 #f , fifi 1% 3% 3% 5 i 17 Western blot & 3 8 2 L7 2 71
AWML REN 56 ku M E2 850, BEJS . UL pVEXEZ ¥ 3 255
bp B E2BC A Bt . i A plVSAG 15 plV5AG-E2BC. B % Fi 5
Pt W303 Bk, 0 26 15 9% J5 1 B fo 952 ¢ ' 3 7 3 20 W B RE A8 2
PR E AW
3 4iE

AR AR A3 B A 5 1 8 S T 2 I B W A
S5 AL A AR ) AR AT T 0 AR AP P S I 1 KT
AR AR TR B UK HE s AT R R R A EHE SR,

E = B AR R I 5 i B A Y B B 2 3 B O BUBE RNA

FUAT S A 300 000 o AELG B 4006 B B B AT ¥ T8 RO S0 A B0

P AN B PO R PR R e R RUR s AR A

AR & IR A T R A S T S G ALV T IR A Y

IR Y5 RIRE OV TR 2 5, 3R KKV B 5 5 ik DY AR 9y %€

BB ARV T IR 52 5 B B T 2% 35 10 B 2 4R S P RUIG L, AR

VB
BE A B 7 25 R R T 1 AR R A 2 R AL R

WHEE o e S o DA B R WL 3t A% 2 AT HE — 2D TR DT [ B

0 T 2 T 1 A BB A 5 TR A OC R L TR 8 R B B s )

T A HE 2 M RO B G e TR B A R A R 1 R ik
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