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[ E] UABAIAHF (Japanese encephalitis virus, JEV)WHe 8k £ H 4 RNA H#i. % RT-PCR &
R, T JEV WHe #k89 NS1 2, 33 Hil 7 TR F AP 47, WET pET28b-NS1 Rk Bk Hib Rk E £
KB# & BLZUDED , A HAF THES R A A RAFPHTRN., FREA NSIHELK 1 145 bp HEMF
55 JEV P3 tkE W K 99. 4% , 5 SAL4 F1 SA14-14-2 % 27 A JEV BB FMIFFIR B R 08% . & NS1 &
BB GR<F ¥R B pET28b-NS1 RA =P MMM FHRBAN 43 ko, KNS ML REF. NSI RN TR EL.
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Abstract: Genomic RNA was separated from JEV WHe strain, and used as template for cDNA synthe-
sis of NS1 gene. Then NS1 gene (1 145 bp) was amplified by RT-PCR. The analysis of sequence showed
the nucleotide sequence of NS1 had the 99. 4% identities with that of JEV P3 strain, and 98% identities
with the NS1 reported in other 27 strains. Then the NS1 was cloned into the expression vector pET 28b
(+) to construct a recombinant prokaryotic expression plasmid, pET 28b(4) NS1,and the recombinant
plasmid was then transfected into E. coliBL21(DE3) . SDS PAGE electrophoresis showed the relative mo-
lecular weight of the expressed protein was about 43 ku in accordance with the presupposition.
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HERTEERINEEER > =K. " HT,
AEENREPBFHBHZER, FAFE L
HE KKZFHE . '

JEVETERENERER HBEM VAR
# RNA, KA X 11 kb, 1 5 BEHRBR
(5'"NCRM—ANILTFERBE N EEAN L —FF K
4 (ORP) f 3 M ERBRX 3'-NCRYM &, X T
HEEASEWH., JEVERGEHEMOEARAE N
C-preM/M- E-NS1-NS2A-NS2B-NS3-NS4A-NS4B-
NS5 L ER C.EBEA M(ARTEE
H preM K@M MEEBESL ER JEVHEH
EH", NSI~NS5 BELWER. NSTERKE
%1056 bp, 4% 352 T HEM. NSILEAR—H
SUBBEEA, BATTEEMESAEN TER
HAFMBEENEL T EERP A, AHRL
MR H# X 4 %6 JEV WHe #F k0618, X H
NS1 ER#FTRE. EERNF WETEHR
BREARKN, HEXKBTFEPHTTREERRX N
JEV #£H TRA % 05 5 3E 7 %6,

1 MBS

1.1 # W
LL1 #& &SHhAKX®sHYH JEV WHe BHE
RO ERIBERERNEERRFEET S
B % ;DH5q 1 BL(DE3) K B #F & i B 16 4 R
PR EREERRAAEYERT: 14 AREHI
R ARt RmBpEs PO E . £ 10K,
i 8~9 gvﬂﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁmo
1.1.2 &M BAEXM PCR MU (EHE Amp-
gene9600 =&k ) , By 3K L | B B B R & 4t (£ EH Bio-
Rad 2 & 7 &), ® & ¥ % B .0 #L ( B Eppdorf
5810R =Y. RlzolR &k Invitrogen 24 B 24,
BB 03 8] i i ) & 28 Biostar 24 &) 7§, M-MLV &
563 B, Tuq M. Xho ] .Pst 1 .Nco 1 #i BamH |
A Promega A8 =M ,pUCm-T & B L L T
o s BURL/N B ) & 1 & 4 Bioteke A E) =&,
1.2 SIMeRit5&R
£ % GenBank £ & Z Wi A #i ¥k SAl4 BB
B JF 5 (GenBank & B 2 3. U14163), f Primer
Priemer 5. 0 841t 3 &519:
F1:5'-AGACTGGCATGGTGACGGAGGA-3'
(3 975~3 996 bp);
L #314 P1. 5'-GCACCATGGGCGTCAACGCA-
3'(2 388~2 402 bp);

FT#8 4 P2. 5-GCGGATCCTAAGCATCAAC-
CTGTGA-3'(3 519~3 533 bp),

3% H Invitrogen A8 & H.
1.3 JEV WHe # RNA g2 X

Fi PBS %% WHe tk 23 8 T8, I 4 5/
YHKREWAR, 8 RHEH 20 L. BHEHEE
96~120 h H A B H 2R NE, EHERBH
AL, LIS 40 mg BANA LM 1 mL TRIzol ik #)
A B 5 TRIzol IKAR A, # R UL B 4 1k 5 R
£ JEV RNA, T EH RNA HA 1.0 mL {KR 4
BT5%Z 8, —20 CRESLH.
1.4 JEV WHe # NS1 2E# RT-PCR #i#
1.4.1 RTAE B 1 ¥ Eppendorf &, KK M A
1~2 ug & RNA, 1.5 yl. F1 3% (20 pmol/L),
1.0 uL. RNasin ,5 pL 5 X reaction buffer,1.5 uL
dNTP(10 mol/L),2.0 ul. M-MLV (200 U/pL),
ddH,0 3.0 uL. 7E PCR {{*i#4T cDNA &R, ¥
HTF—# PCRY MMEHR. RNBF R 42 C 60
min, 95 °C 5 min,4 'C{4%F.
1.4.2 PCREE PCRERMEKENR25 pL: 2.5
pl. 10 X reaction buffer,10 pl. ANTP(1 mmol/L),
L F#31495(20 ymol/L)%& 1.5 uL,3 pL cDNA #
$,2.0 U Tag BA K. RIAMH 94 CHAH 3
min;94 ‘C 24 30 5,57 ‘CiB k 45 5,72 C §E fh 2
min, 30 & ;72 CHAM 10 min, PCR =Y 17
10 g/L RIRMERL KK E B2 G R 6, B KRR
REMBHKER,
1.5 JEV WHe # NS1 #@8 RT-PCR " #*=%W ¥ E

FE%BEPAAN RN NS1 £H,5 TA &
pUC-T 8k 4 CHEEMK , EERMIER K. T4
DNA ligase 10 X buffer 1 pL, pUCm-T(50 ng/pul.)
1 pL, T4 ligase(3 U/uL)1 uL, DNA 3 yL,ddH,0
4,0 ul, BUEEFY 5 uL #BRZ A DHSa B A
& 50 pg/mL Amp HiAE K LB VAR, E 37 C
BAKF 12~18 h, HZ ARV L HiE, kB AR
BAEE M E 50 pg/ml Amp ) LB B k35 3%
L, 37 °C 200 r/min BBK E3EF 12~16 h 5,
F R/ 82t ) 45 358 7R) A 4R R 4l 4k UKL, 34T Xho |
A Pst T SUBS 0 %5 , % BA 4 2 R SRR 6 & 25 pUC-
NS1, 3% Invitrogen 2 5) 5 %€ .
1.6 JEVWHe # NS1 ZEAR NS XEEF A4

#NSIEENBEERFIIRERESHER
BE /¥ 3 5 GenBank YR M KMl JEV 8kFFI 17 1L
%t 8 F Vector NTI 844 # 47 R B #5047 .
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1.7 JEV WHe # NS1 X (® pET28b-NS1 Fi# &
ERENHBRER

WMFRIES, A Ncol #l BamH | U E4] pUC-
NSL, BB EWERFE THRILEBFHTEN
NS1 #BEH. B Ncol #1 BamH [ S K Y] pET-28b
(+)F% DNA, # pUCNSI #1 pET-28b(+ ) W&
Y5 3347 10 g/L BEARBE 1K, 3 A DNA &
WEIKAFEEWE K=Y, BF 10 L KEEE

T7 terminatot  BamH 1( 1992)
Kan Neo 1 (296)
.17 promotor

pET-28(+)

5368 bp lac [

Ncol | /BamH 1

FK, 4 CHHELE, WBIFEBEETA pET28b-
NS1, Z#ERMNEE: T4 DNA ligase 10 X buffer 1
pls pET-28b(+) 1 pl., T4 liagse(3 U/ul)1 pl.,
DNA 3 uL.,ddH,0 4.0 pL. BUEE™# 5 ul.. ¥k
B3 DHSa, M TR E K (Kan) HUHE P4 L
PR, NEBEMFEH#IT Neol M1 BamH |
WE L) % E. JEV NS1 B R ¥ & & KK
pET28b- NS1 HH B FHE WA 1,

BamH 1(3 787)yg 3amH 103 900)
Ori
JEV/NSI
Neo 1 (2728
Neol | (2 696

Apr

JEV/NSI

Neo | (5272)
T7 terminatot

Tac I

pET-28(-)
6421 bp

BamH I(1)
T7 terminator

Kan

B 1 JEV NS1 %FH B R RK pET28b-NS1 &R ER
Fig.1  Construction of recombinant plasmid pET28b-NS1

1.8 pET28b-NS1 R EHSRIE

B € 5F 19 IR % % 53X i BL pET28b-NS1 10
pL, ¥4 200 pL. KB 8 BL21(DE3) B2 A4,
RIEWwH LB HAEFHR (X Kan $i4 K 50 pg/mL),
BT REF BYEESF-RIBESL6F
pET28b-NS1 ¥ E M [Fl. i % & 4 M & pET28b-
NS1 #) BL2I(DE3) B ¥i#% 1 + 100((AFRHOMAF
A Kan iy LB Wi {A$E 3R 89,37 °C 200 r/min 3K
338 ODgo f % 0. 4~0. 6(# 2 h), WA IPTG
FAWRE 1.0 mmol/L,30 THLERBG IS4 h 5
WHRTTEREE. Rt pET 28b(+)/BL21 RXiES
it B 1 BL21 X B8,
1.9 pET28b-NS1 ®ik##a SDS -PAGE #&#

RiESFELEESE | mL,12 000 r/min B.O 1
min, # E &, WEFEFFRE MW E &, M 100 pl
1 XSDS-PAGESt ek R E rh Wk B, b KW 3
min, £ B SCER(9]# 47 SDS-PAGE ¥ ,

2 BRE
2.1 JEV WHe # NS1 % RT-PCR # % 8
MR JEV WHe Bk 89 BU U R JEV

EHEMH RNA, LU 8 R#E T RT-PCR, B iR 5 8
BRI MERB/R,EL 1.2 kb(1 145 bp) &b H
—H\kH(E D, SHHMHFT. RURTHTHE
FET NS1EEEWME ZER C K490 MEHM.

D HLONOW

M2 JEV WHe B NS1 % RT-PCR ¥4 ¥ i 3% A
M. ADNA/Hind [l Markers;1. RT-PCR f=#:2. §| # %t M
Fig. 2 Amplification results of NS1 gene of WHe strain
M. ADNA/Hind [ Markers; 1. RT-PCR product of
NS1 gene; 2. Negative Control

2.2 JEVWHe# NS| ZEAZEHMREBRSHN
XMFEISH

WFFaREKHA, NS1 EEF DNA KEH 1056

bp. 4% 352 M EERBRE. FHITLER BN,
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LERE:

WHe tk NS1 BEEBEHEMFF S P3 s H LR
99. 4% XA 6 M EHBMER HABNEELRFF
5 P3 sk R Wik 100%; 5 Nakayama, JEV-
at222 fl Vellore P20778 % 10 %W E X FH 09 H
fltEik 100%; 5 SA14,SA14-14-2 %5 27 A F ¥k
BHREIFEFREEN 98%, HERFH KRB #%
ik 99.7%. &Y WHe Bk NS1 RBE 2 7 &
B3, ZEHE JEV RE#ER PR THRE.
2.3 pET28b- NSl &R

pET28b- NS1 Nco | BEVI=HKE X 6 421
bpyNco I #1 BamH 1 EVI =YK KR 5. 37 fl
1.14 kb(E 3), MFLERBR.EBETLSIERH.

23 130 bp
9416 bp
6557 bp
4361 bp i
2322bp
2027 bp~

564bp —p§

B 3 pET28b- NSI1 i1 ¥ €@

1. lambda DNA/Hind[] Marker;2,4. pET28b-NS1/N¢o [ ;
3,5. pET28b-NS1/Nco I + BamH [ ;6, pET-28b(+)/Bg! [1
Fig.3 Identification of recombinant plasmid pET28b-NS1
2.4 pET28b-NSI ik F=¥# SDS-PAGE # @45 R

JEV WHe #k NS1 2 H R # %3k Fi B pET28b-
NS1 &i5F=¥# SDS- PAGE @ ik& R B R, % 43
ku bR A BHHERERARZT (E O, KA
H5MMERAH.

M 1

97.4 ku —» -
66.2 ku —p .
42.7ku—»

31.0 ku —> s
21.0ku—>

- o
—

B 4 pET28b-NSl1 S & ik=# 9 SDS-PAGE s 3k
M. marker; 1. k¥4 pET28b-NS1 @ BL21(DE3);
2.1PTG #% 28y pET28b-NS1:3. IPTG ¥R # pET-28b(+)
Fig. 4 Expression of the combinant NS1 protein
in E. coli analyzed by SDS PAGE
M. marker;1. BL21(DE3) pLysS without pET28b-NS1;2. pET28b-
NS! induced with IPTG;3. pET-28b( +)without IPTG

3 W #

FH R JEV WHe k2 AR b X B R
ESHSERTRIIUEAR S BEETEN 1 it
FtEJEV im#Esk. AR KMRIE GenBank F#9 JEV
AR SAIY RN EERFFRH T - RE—#5
¥ F1(5 JEV 2HEMHM 3 975~3 996 bp X E #b),
FUIREH WHe SREFR4 RNA AR KHERT
WHe Bk 1~3 996 bp Ky cDNA, BJ5R5I% P1.
P2y 3T WHe k) NS1 2EH (JEV X H4A M
2 388~3533 bp X, UEEE NS1 HEH KK L # i
E XA CK¥g 90 MEER) , KN 1 145 bp,

NSl BAMMX > FREAN 40 ko, B W
BEA.ARREANNS BEARNENS T AR
Y0 3 ku, WX EHTFRERT NS LBREE
B CKH 30 MEEMITE. NSI HUR_REKE
AFEETHEFRBAME P, TP B = BT AR
B BB _RAHTE K, AHRERHANSI
UXFE > FREBEEAHBREHEBRRHN—
AU, NS FIREEREHEMBR P EEM, B
BNFERFRERSZ— ABEHEMRE EEH®.
NS 741 B3 6L, B0 A A 0 0% o4 F ol 388 990 360 356 1 L {H
REVAAEATAHAENELT  ZERRPEL
£ BT AMEKB R R KB JEV BRaARDY,
FI NSI 5, BB A AL & UK a KB o
LR AMTHR K, 3+ BT B Wy
HHOREHHY AEKATJEVEXBEHKF
%. Gibson F"HRERN  BRBOFEREFRH
BB NS RERF.HERFITERT 7HER
HEFEIEVER, FATERNARTZEA
MERET AN,

AR K pET28b(+)-NSI H4 R 1L &k
8 ¥ KB+ 8 BL(DE3) , i Sh#b #ix 7 NS1 %[,
REM NS BEAMAXM > FHEER 43 ku, S8 N
JEVNS] B RERANHE BN TREHNTER
BE T B,
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