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Cloning and analysis of the complete genome of CSFV isolate
SXCDK from Shaanxi province
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Abstract: [Objective] The study was to isolate CSFV strain SXCDK, determine the whole genome se-
quence, study its molecular characteristics and the relationship with other strains,accumulated research da-
ta for molecular epidemiology of classical swine fever epidemic strain virus. [Method) The CSFV strain
SXCDK was obtained after virus isolation from a suspected patholgical material of CSF collected from
Xi’an,Shaanxi province. According to the genome sequences of classical swine fever virus (CSFV) pub-
lished in GenBank and the reference,eleven pairs of specific primers were synthesized. By using RT-PCT,

the genome of a CSFV isolate SXCDK was gained after eleven fragments had been successfully amplified
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(GenBank accession: GQ923951). Genome comparison of the SXCDK isolate with other known CSFV iso-
lates was performed and analyzed by using software such as DNAstar, ClustalX 1. 83 and Mega 4. 1. [Re-
sult] The genome of a CSFV isolate SXCDK,isolated from Shaanxi province,is 12 296 nt in length. It is
composed of a 373 nt 5'terminal untranslated region (UTR),a 11 697 nt open reading frame (ORF) enco-
ding a polyprotein of 3 899 amino acids (aa) sand a 226 nt 3'UTR. SXCDK and other reported strains share
83.6% —96. 2% identity at the nucleotide level and 91. 3% —97. 8% identity at the amino acid level. From
an evolutionary point of view,isolate SXCDK is closely related to Taiwan isolate 96 TD, with a pairwise dis-
tance of 0. 038, distantly related to the isolate SXYL2006, which is also isolated from Shaanxi province,
with pairwise distance 0. 065. [Conclusion]) Isolate SXCDK is the first CSFV subgroup 2. la strain whose

genome sequence has been determined in the mainland of China,has the highest genetic relationship with

96 TD, which also belongs to this subgroup.

Key words: CSFV ;complete genome;isolate SXCDK ;sequence analysis;subgroup 2. la
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7% (Classical swine fever virus, CSFV) 5| & (1) — F
1o B A% G P TN BORE 1 0 90 » 45 TR 1 BB K Y
Ut . CSFV 2 BAY % B BB IE 58 RNA
LA KL 12,3 kb, g A7 F o ] i — A4S 4
) T B B HE CORE) A1 2 A 43 5% T 5' 0 3" s
(9 i i X (UTROAG A . CSEV 42 5k PR 2 AT L 42
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PR R B 1. 1 A B R B 22 o R AT bR
b AL A 2. 1 AR A A [
T [ P4 M 4R 52 F) GenBank 19 4 kR 2. 1 3 % 7 bk
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WL CSEV BB Z R — D= H .
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1.1.2 & # TRIzol LS Reagent Jfy Invitrogen
A RT-PCR K 2 TaKaRa 23 @] 7= dfr
pGEM-T easy #{& 5 Promega 2\ &) 7= 5 UNIQ-10
FEZ DNA R i 0] & W | A= A% T R
AR w) F A o 370 S O sl [ R 4 A 4l
PK15 4 \DH5a KT 1 i b [ s ) TR 5 AT
Tk Y

1.2/ &

L2.1 maEwsdh%c BURE S g, 57 BOM
AR NGS5 TSR PBS, 20 OB B 2% 75 o0 B L Ui 4R
B ,4 C.12 000 r/min &0 10 min, B _F 75 W H
0.22 pm JEMEIE T BRI . FHEM C K0 52 19 PKIS
YA W 1 h JE SR SRR TSN i A ARy
B Y% 0 A A4 L B9 DMEM B 3% W, T4 FR 23 %L
5%CO, .37 CRA rh 15 77, 2 40 i 10 5 1L 1R, 3%
gifl 2 5 AR, MIESE ORI I R H
BEXF E2 B RT-PCR J7 ¥ XF 43 8% 5 2 47 %
S H ISR B 272 bp., [ I 3527 B X R
1.2.2 3lantss o WA E2 WP 4528 000E 0 &
BEHRIE T 2.1 WA, MRHE Paderborn BRFI 96 TD #4
2. 1 WAFRE bR 2 L KP4, 6 SCkL4 ] 51 905
SIHEATIE S, B 11 X 51 DL H T4 8
PRASE Y1 . 518 A TAR ) TR i) A FR
N T A B B 20 pmol/L Jg —20 CHAFERH .
1.2.3 % RNA #9# I % TRIzol LS Reagent
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Table 1 Primers used in this research
FB 54 >3 B 1514 (5'—>3") 7E Shimen(AF092448) bk i) {37
Fragment Sense primer Antisense primer Shimen (AF092448) position
A GTATACGAGGTTAGTTCATTCTC TTCTTCCTAGATTCTGGTGGT 1—23,1110—1 090
B ATAGCCCCAAAAGAGCATGA GCCCT/\TCIC/\TTGGTTG/\TGA 944—963,2 498—2 477
C GACCAGATTGGTGGCCGTATGAAAC CAGCAGCGAGTTGTTCTGTTAGAAC 2 229—2 253.,3 557—3 533
D CAXGAGTGC'l"l‘GA'I"l‘GGCAAC CAGCGGECCAETACTTCATT 3199—3 219.4 743—4 724
E CACCATGTTGCCGTTGATC TGATGCTGTCAYACAGGTGAA 4 450—4 468,5 584—5 564
F C/\TC/\GETC/\GTIG/\CC/\TGT CGTCACTATGAAGGGCATCTT 5329—5 349,6 604—6 584
G TTACATCGCAGTCCCCTTACGTGGT CTAAAGCCGGTTCAACTATCTTGGAC 6 459—6 483.7 883—7 858
H GCRACTTAYACATACAAAAGCTGGA TGTGTAGGCCAGCCAGGTTGTAAC 7 820—7 844.9 136—9 113
1 CTTATGACTTATCCCTECACAACC CCCTTATTGCTTGATGGAAGTTGG 9 024—9 047,10 424—10 401
J CCTGAGGACCAAACACATGTTGAACC TC/\GTGGGTTCC/\GG/\GT/\C/\TC/\B 10 240—10 265,11 586—11 564

K ACGGAAGGGGAYAAGATGAAAGTG

GGGCCGTTAGGAAATTACCTTAGTC

11 350—11 373,12 296 —12 272

TE 5 3CHR3 ] 5190 AS R A9 B 1 B 0 R Sl kb i

Note; The letter underlined represents the different nucleotide compared with the primers in reference [3].

1.2.4 RE#F REERIKZRN 20 pL:DEPC i3
K 6.0 uL,dNTP 4.0 pL.5X AMV Buffer 4.0 L,
TSI 1.0 pL, AMV 2§55/ 0.5 uL, HPR 1
RNA Rl 7] 0.5 pL, RNA ML 4 pL. R FT
242 CoK¥ 60 min, U JF —20 CLRAER H.
1.2.5 AABA%M PCR I PHIKR. B
7K 34.5 pl, 10 X PCR Buffer 5.0 pL,dNTP 4, 0
pL, FEUFHESI 1.0 pl.rTag DNA B4 0.5
pL B 4.0 pL, BKREL 50 pl, KR 45 fF:95 CHi
A5 PE 3 min; 94 C 40 5,56 'C 60 s,72 C 90 s,35 4~
PEA e 5 72 CHEff 10 min,

[ i 3 50 & U B X 4% 9 R By il [l i, O 5
PGEM-T easy s A i 4% . 1% 4 7 ¥ % fb DH5a K
AT B RS2 A5 A0 . 22 Amp  IPTG . X-gal §if % . Bk
BAEHER T 5 mL LB RS SR AP IR 16 h. 48
BOmRL . T EcoR TR P9 U 25 17 Tl U 45 7 . 4%
S8 N B B ORLIR AR AR T AR TR (L) A IRA

F AT Y .
L2.7 ol KR 2 i 4 5 X T 91

DNA star {4 (Version 7. 0) 53 2 hr5l i 28 ¥k
CSEV 3L H S5 )7 51 45 0l E A7 4% 1 R B e 5 3k
2 1 5 81 . i A ClustalX 1. 83, Mega 4. 1 {44

L2.6 Smzafs RYs UNIQ-10 H:X DNA i Hl REEIELW
xR 2 28HKRCSFVESEBSHRMNEXER
Table 2 Twenty-eight referenced strains used in this experiment
bk GenBank #s¢%5  FLH A bk GenBank %5 JEH M bk GenBank #s5g5  JEKH M
Strain Accession Genotype Strain Accession Genotype Strain Accession Genotype
96 TD AY554397 2. la Brescia AF091661 1.2 CS AF099102 1.2
Paderborn AY072924 2. 1a JL1 EU497410 1.1 GPE D49533 1.1
TWN2004 AY568569 2.1b Shimen2004 AYT775178 1.1 CAP X96550 1.1
GXWZ02 DQ127910 2.1b Shimen1999 AF092448 1.1 Glentorf U45478 1.1
SXYL2006 GQ122383 2.1b ALD D49532 1.1 HCLV AF091507 1.1
HEBZ GU592790 2.1b Eystrup AF326963 1.1 CWH AY663656 1.1
730801 FJ529205 2.1b cF114 AF333000 1.1 Riems98 AY259122 1.1
AlfortTu J04358 2.3 Alfort187 X87939 1.1 Riems96 U45477 1.1
SPO1 FJ265020 2.3 AlfortA19 U90951 1.1
TWN2007 AY646427 3.4 SWH DQ127910 1.1

2 R 50
2.1 CSFVHIHBE%E

T B T 7E PK15 400 rb A4 KON 255 40
M A5 L A BF ST 32 RT-PCR K I 5 %6 52 95 354 55
L PRI BT 5 MM B R 0 S RNA, i

1 RT-PCRL ARG 1Y ZA KN 272 bp., 5 H 5%
A B — B [ I B4 X IR ST (P 1) 2 W 25 03
B ) - fiv 45 4 SXCDK #k
2.2 ¥BEMNFERDH

223 PCR ™88, 3RA5 T WU B2 1 45 57 1 7 B
(1 2) . K T iy SXCDK #k 11 A JEH A B 31
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H DNAstar #4417 PF#2 . 15 58] T SXCDK #f 42 3
K2 cDNA J3 41, ¥ H 2 22 31| GenBank, 3 f5 % 5§
5 GQI923951, SXCDK #E#: N 4K M 12 296 nt, H

YN

M

A B C D

272bp

Bl 1 B e PCR %5
M. DNA Marker; A—C. 438 %5 7% ; D. B Xt B8
Fig. 1
M. DNA Marker; A—C. Isolated virus;D. Negative control

2.3 CSFV SXCDK #4582 EKZFRMEER

B 5 B 9 4

T Ui SXCDK 5 & Wi 2% 8 bk (R 2) 1Y
KR AT T SXCDK 5% V#5 % FH k4
FE DA A TR R 2 25 1R O 90 ) ) U L 45 R L3R 3.
H ¢ 3 Al 1, SXCDK 5 1. 1 W 8 35 bk A% 2 1 i
R[] P51 4> 9 R 84. 6% ~ 85. 8% Ml 91. 8% ~
93.2% 5 1. 2 W B¥ B Ak A% 1T R R0 A 5L R W] IR P 43
Wk 85. 3% ~85. 8%l 92. 7% ~93.3%; 5 2. la
TV R A R RN 3 R IR VR M 4 A 95. 296 ~

Identification of virus isolated by PCR

1 5" UTR ¥ 373 nt; ORF K 11 697 nt, 4i5i% 3 899
ASGEIETR g A XA BRI A s B2k 53" UTR K
226 nt,

MIABCDETFGHTIIJIMK

2000 bp

1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp

Bl 2 4rEitk SXCDK 2 3E5 11 4 v By 1
MI1. DL2000 Marker; M2. DL250 Marker. A—K. 11 4~} Bt
Fig. 2 Amplification of 11 fragments of isolate SXCDK
M1. DL2000 Marker; M2. DL250 Marker; A—K. The 11 fragments

96. 2% F 97. 7% ~97. 8% ; 5 2. 1b W R 3 bk 4%
i A R ) R M 4 i)k 93, 200 ~ 94, 104 AN
96.2% ~97.0% ;5 2.3 7 BE 25 bk A% 1 W0 A & I
[ P51 43 31 R 88. 9 %6 ~90. 0% Hl 95. 1% ~95. 6% 5
5 3.4 WREEE bR (TWN2007) 4% 1 2 Fi 2 5 12 7] 5
PE 51483, 6 Y0 1 91. 3% . 38 2L 43 H7 7] UL , SXCDK
5 2. la WRFEERR 96 TD [R] I 1 B vy 24 ik 2 F1 A%
1% [ P51 43 59 K 96. 2 %K 97. 8%, 5 43 1 bk
Paderborn [A] J§ ¥ 0 % & . 5 3. 4 W Bf 3
TWN2007 [a] P B 1K .

% 3 CSFV SXCDK #k5 28 422 FHRHRE S

Table 3 Homology of SXCDK compared with 28 referenced strains %

strain Nucleotide AA strain Nucleotide AA strain Nucleotide AA
96 TD 96. 2 97.8 Brescia 85. 8 93.3 CS 85. 3 92.7
Paderborn 95. 2 97.7 JL1 85.6 93.2 GPE 85.4 92.6
TWN2004 93.7 97.0 Shimen2004 85.7 93.2 CAP 85.4 92.4
GXWZ02 94. 1 96. 8 Shimen1999 85.5 93.1 Glentorf 85.1 92.3
SXYL.2006 93.5 96.5 ALD 85.8 93.1 HCLV 84. 6 92.3
HEBZ 93.2 96. 3 Eystrup 85.7 93.1 CWH 84.7 92.0
730801 93.2 96. 2 cF114 85. 6 93.0 Riems98 84.9 91.9
AlfortTu 90. 0 95. 6 Alfort187 85.7 93.0 Riems96 84.9 91.8
SPo1 88.9 95.1 AlfortA19 85. 6 92.8
TWN2007 83.6 91.3 SWH 85.3 92.7

2.4 CSFV SXCDK #k 40 Bl R £ 9 #7

2 4 P FERIR R B C AR B e ALy 9 A
40 i 2 457 v, SXCDK R AT 5 A~ 40 il 2 0 58 4 PR 5F
HANHMERN SREFIFEZES RE T A5
PR . A 4 A A7 7E 28 TR 2 4 1) 4t B 3% 6 v L o
T E0.E2 fil NS2-3 I (/) 40 Jfd 3¢ 13 5 4 38 19 0 A7
FE 22 5 30 T I 3 26 3 51 (1 2 3 2R A 5

S WEEMA 1.1 W5tk HCLV 8¢ Shimen £,
H2 1 WHFEHERKK., &5 2. 1 WHRATH
SAATELAR, R B e R AL AE 2. 1 W BF AT bR 2 TR A
MORSF, X ARG POREREEWRAET
E0 L DKNR(Q)G F A7 37, 37 o KN by i
Pt b4-22 F1 24/16 P50 A R L 7 - RN 2 5 7] LA
Bk 2 AT A T aE— ST
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Table 4 Difference between CSFV SXCDK epitopes and reported cell epitopes

HH -SRI EVESEE 7 Shimen kR f & SXCDK #f % Ar 225 30k
Protein Reported epitope Epitope type Shimen position SXCDK epitope Reference

Eo DENR(Q)G B 4 fu {7 B cell epitope 384—386 D ENR(Q)G Zhang %15]

Eo0 TWFGAYA B4 ffi i B cell epitope 488—494 TWFGAYA Christmann L6

E2 TTWKEYSH B Zifi %7 B cell epitope 7T17—724 TTWKEY NH 1Y B a7

E2 LLFD B 4 fi & fii B cell epitope T71—774 LLFD Chang 48]

E2 LEDGTNP B#MER B cell epitope 7721778 LFDGT SP Peng %£0)

E2 TAVSPTTLR B 4l s {7 B cell epitope 929—937 TAVSPTTLR Lin ZgL10]

E2 YYEP B 4 v B cell epitope 995—998 YYEP Yu &1
NS2-3 IIfAI\{/}IfI\\]VRFT)]?)V T AWM EAL T cell epitope 1446—1 460 KJ{AI;Q{F]\;?T;] Armengol Z5[12]

NS3-NSIA  ENALLVALF T WAL T cell epitope 2 276—2 284 ENALLVALF Pauly %15

TE « 5 40 20 M A5 A [R] f) 28 H R TR R e i

Note: The letters underlined represent the different amino acid sites compared with reported cell epitopes.

2.5 CSFV SXCDK #k & S i1k 45> #7

1 SXCDK #k 1 E0,E2,NS5B %k P J 42 Jik [H

100 = ~Glentorf
GPE

100 ATICLV1999
100 ARiems1996
1004 Riems 1998
ARBrescia
ACS
O TWN2007
100:0 AlfortTu
® SPQ1
71 + 96TD
¢ Paderborn

*GXWZ02
* SXYI,2006
*TWN2004

HER
+TWN2004
+7j0801

Kl 3

R 535 5 28 DS TR EEAT LUXT . I d S R 4E

AL A EE R LI 3.

99

AHCLV1999
A Riems 1996
ARiems1998

56"
——ARrescia
Al

©TWN2007

100

100

100 I:A AlfortTu
ASPO1

63 ¢96TD
_mr_':o SXCDK
¢ Paderborn

49 *

GXWZ02
+SXYL.2006
P *7i0801
53 *TWN2004
64—+ HEBZ

EQ

90 AcF114

65A Shimen2004
A Brescia
AALD

A HCLV1999

100 4 Riems1996
00LA Riems 1998

—ACS

100

CSFV SXCDK # i & G i# 1k 73 #r

©TWN2007

100 ® AlfortTu
90|_—0 SPO1

o3 * SXCDK

NS5B

A LTI A L2 T#:;e.2.1 TH#f:e@.2.3 WHt;o.3. 4 Wi
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic analysis on CSFV strain SXCDK

A.Subgroup 1. 1;A. Subgroup 1. 2; ¢. Subgroup 2. 1;@. Subgroup 2. 3;¢. Subgroup 3. 4
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3 ) UL 7 AR 4 AN [) e 50 ) i 1) 0 Ak v v
SXCDK ¥ENMF 2. 1a W, 5 96 TD Hl Paderborn
R E 1L B B AT,

3T

3.1 SXCDK #k&EE ¥ 1R ug

FEXT SXCDK k4 5L H 4 B i, S X e E2 JEH
Bt AT 0 Y 43 A, A 6 o 5 Paderborn £ [R] I
PR Y SR L e 5 B SN AR S Paderborn
B 11 X 51 AT 938, 11 X514 1 A B
K8 1 555 bp. &) TRIZRARE L 53810 B F1 C 2 4
F BSR4 5 E0 Fil E2 4K, 5l B BT LUIAE R
DU 0 ZE B SCE . A S Brill )y i & 3. D Bt E
B F B T Bef H By g I M AE . #5195 2.1
B RR T A HEAT BT, B BT 11 X 5] v s
P SRR mAT IR AFE 22 5. ABFRARE 2.1
A T R T 50 X 51 4 v i — 7 S HEAT T8 L I
FIY 38 T SXCDK k& 751, R B 11 Xt 5]
W 2635 48 U AT =T 1 R T AT IR A I TR 1 A
W, TR BRI 25 B34 SR OB ] i 38, f
TIE 7D A 1 A
3.2 SXCDK ti5E&XEHMNENLX R

SXCDK #:4 2. 1a W.## 96 TD #1 Paderborn #f
A% IR TR U5 o v - 40 3 Dk 96 206 1 95. 206, K A
SXCDK 7E#4k I J@ T 2. 1a W78, [5] Bt 356 9] = &
TEBE SRR FoC R %), Paderborn ¥k 255+ N
BERR 0 BF B e SXCDK bk J5 9 F2 AT 36 30 d, #E il
SXCDK Hftl J2 o 45 8 ) B bk

52, la WHHHE . 2. 1b WHE S SXCDK #k A9 [F]
PG, —F M 1. 1% ~3.0%,. %8 2. 1a f1
2.1b HHEBAREE T 2. 1 WAL R E X
5. SXCDK k5 SXYL2006 # 2 [a] (4 3 1k B 25
0.065,3X 2 A FERRAB 4> 25 A BE VU4 . it Ak A ok
B ARG RRBOL , LR IE AT REAN IR . SRR
DR 2006 — 2007 AEBEPE 9 AN S5 IR EE bR E0 A
HEATA3AT G5 R 1 bR 1.1 AT RR . 8 bR 2
WREHEMR (G 7 bk 2. 1b WRE. 1 KRR 2.2 T
B . XS 28 JLFR W], BV 48 SR AT A 2
1.1 WAk 2. la WAE.2. 1b EREFD 2. 2 7 BF 25 0k
[F] BF A7 7

SXCDK #k5 1. 1 A5 bk [A] P PR AIC . A% 1 R
[ JEd: ok 84. 6% ~85.8% .5 HCLV &R ME
LWL [P 23 ) R 84. 6 %6 A1 92. 3% A AE K 2%
5o BRI 45 Rk E L9 DA R AL

A5 S5MEMMREMNTEE—. A4 5RE
AR X 4 AR LT R AT B R B,
FER & 0 AR S I SXCDK #k 40 il 36 v 5
HCLV (22 5 R f& DL X 56 9 28 B B 98 80 3R 3 1
M
3.3 WL SXCDK % ARRFEW 2. la TEEXREWR
TER

WRFE EUGE K E CSFV 4r A3 1 ¥
ML 2 B, Hodh RN 2 BEE 3R E IR AT b o
SHLE . 2007 AR k& X E 10 44 X CSFV
E0 B F A0 HEAT 10 22 o 45 S [R) B 3 W 3 A
2 FEAME S TATHR. 2008 4R, W X B [ 10 A4
A CSFV AT #fk E2 3 [N 3 240 5 4 5 X R 47
TN REW 2.1 WHEHHKL79.3%, 2.1
B AR 6 TR R I AT v o A M A, R G L
TTRAWFSE . e 1% F] GenBank iy CSFV J3
G K R, R E N AT 2. 1 W RS
GXWZ02 [P m 1 2. 1b W 32, 2. 1a W B
Fee 0L, Chen 2™ % 3% [ 75 9 &6 4 0 (19 34 4
R ERMATH E2 W BEAT T b R B RA
33MRIET 2.1b R, 1 ARJE T 2.2 WRE. A LI
2. la WRETEMR, X F W T 2003—2007 4F 2. 1b W B
BEAR AT SR 2 3R [ AR B A 0 FE R AT ) R AR
ARBFFEAERT 2009 4F 11 AN AT RE EO JE B 3 43 HF
B & B AL 45 SXCDK BRTE Y 4 AN RATHR S 96 TD
[ P52 1 (96. 3% ~96. 6 %) , FEAL B 43 BT R X
A DNTATHR S BBk 96 TD BRI #k Paderborn fi4 i
PERE BT, J8 T 2. 1a W BF, 36 B LA AR 78 36 [ L 3%
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