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HWE. XA ELISA %6 — s BAFR Tk, twn, TR E22ZAREHRAY R R P JHITH TTSuV
BFWH L FRTRFRAELAEHER X 5. KB EAEN 1918 kb if, kb 341 4, F¥H 4tk
MK 17.78%, P A AR EHR 32.5%, HEH 31.4%, FRH 19. 6% 47 H 11.2%. W K # o
FEME A A 15.98% (17.37%~23.26%); TRILEK % 20.05% (12.22% ~30.00%). KRI®EL R AW, 2w, &
JRWR G TTSuV B . AE LI, N &4 fe R BB F 5% 4 £ TTSuV & F o) X KA R
NGBS OR=1.08, 95% CI=0.49—1.58; FRFAMAE . OR=1.04, 95% CI=1.01—1.47). £ = H KX+
RGN A EERF B LA TTSuUV & 6 el 5 5 ZAF %49 3.8.3.6 f= 1.9 2 (A H . OR=
3.8, 95% CI=1.878—7.752; # &% . OR=3.6, 95% CI=2.153—6.110; HAH¥ . OR=1.9. 95% CI=
1.443—2.586), A%, A A AL TTSuV R0 LR LM EZF R 2.0 F 1.9 & (A% OR=2.0,
95% CI=1.004—3.887; ##& . OR=1.9, 95% CI=1.165—3.026), AR A B R FHX-RERN T 5%
A& TTSuV & 5 89 & 1o 1 A 8038 3 P S 42 89 £ 3%,

X # 3. Torque Teno sus virus(TTSuV); e FAiFmE; AoBR L ¥; mel — BT ; Wil; £k
hESES: S828 AR ERG: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2016)01 0014 - 05

BT TTVAEANRE D B ATIR O AR 7n s 6 B 5 T 1999 4F PO Il 3 v A I 3 4% a1l 1% 5 9 2
(Torque Teno sus virus, TTSuV)O'™ ., BEJEER . 4. F. M. MR EZF oWk Al 4k % 4
TTV KRG, FATHRA A s, R TTSuV Ry 2 ektk i, B fEFE TTSuV i EEK
AngER, BE. BA, WIEA . EE ., WG, kEMG EE, FEARRAEE . AR AR [F A 77 8 8%
B 8 & G e, (A0 E R, RRUEIERGS . BAr, 7E3RE 18 ME T Mg B UESA TTSuV-1 Al
TTSuV-2 FwAr ™.

VG P b DX TR A R A A R X 2 — DO R R DR A X S B A A T R X 126 A
et B 64.29%. FE TR TTSuV 163K E 4 M A7 76 AS [ F2 B2 A 8% e T 22 55000 I 355 a4 o 2% o) A AN ik
FERE TTSuV MR GL I B . JF R I W fE 35 58 3 B2 b g i TTSuV G 3T 2, AR B 76 4R 48 0 58
220 ELISA FIATIE 2% 19 9 61— % B 5 i XFpu il & PRAESE I TTSuV B Se dE 47 I 347 9 2% 2
FEXFRZ M TTSuV B Y i) 38 55 4 . SR8 J7 20 B AT 0 o B 2 1 TR 28 R A7 15 o PE Al T

O Wk HM: 2014-03-13
F4TH . ERMNANEE SR H (CSTC2011AB2030) 5 5 5K 1 R 1138 ik 1 #1556 4 391 H (CSTC2009CB1010).
fEHwA . B 2958, B, EEWMOA. W4, #82. EENFRELEYR S E BRI,
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1 ME5R*E
1.1 RESEERRERZ

UL, EE DA T vl A VG e s X, ARG R KU SR A . AR RO 16, 5— 18 °CL BRI P R B Ab
PN, ERPI M LA bR AL e o 3, IR 2 P e A . Bk b DX AR IR 56 AR 4l 7 b 7
M BRGSO U EE R AY 23 AN IXCELAE R SR RE M AR B A e e T e R oM, i
FEE 3 000 r/min B0 5 min, 28 0L I 38 T4 KW 5 1 Eppendorf 41, & —20 CAHRRKL. Ak
SRR MAE 1 918 K4y, Hrppulil 1 070 Ly, MK 848 k1.
1.2 FERFSMH

$% TTV-Ab ELISA i & (=4t 5 4 20110701, AR 20120101) . W A L4V £ Y RHE A R
s JL-084 B Thermo B#FR1X . 25 Thermo Fisher A )5 FZ-237 8 ELX405™ ¥ #L, £ E BIOTEK
N ) s Microfuge 22R B0 AL, SEE N 58S /R B #.
1.3 %% TTSuV PRMEME RGN R ERAE

F I TTV Ab ELISA 3580 & Ud B B AT 8 0E . BIAG RE LG . ee . A . DRV . s Ar ic 9 A i (6 2
N R B AR 450 nm A0 & FL I OE EE (OD)A.

BHAEXT IR OD {H 83 1.0, FIPEXT IR OD {1 T 0. 15 i, i3 77 A 2L, Cut off {8 = F1 1 X B2
OD {H 40. 10 G BPEXT B2 OD (AR T 0. 05, % 0. 05 H8) . B EEAR OD 50 (i =Cut off 8, JFHE;
FEA OD 450 f<<Cut off, JyBHYE.
1.4 3% TTSuV B B 414

BT R TTSuV IR Ge ifv fo A BH P 2R, e 1 — X BR 3B 7 07 75 1153 B2 1 (Odds Ratio, OR)FI
95 % I AT fF MR (95 % Confidence Interval, 95% CI), PP BE . FRAE DL AR IR X R T HN E 5 &4 TTSuV
YL AT GRS M R G R B . M B (ORI R 0. 9~1. 1 B, SR#EH ZE 55 k4 TTSuV By T
L1~1.5 W, RESGHEE; 1.5~3. 0 i, i SERREE M SCH; =3, 0 BF, SHHCHR Y GBS . il v BH 1 R 2%
SRR SPSS1L. 5 F AR AT R K 5.

2 REER

2.1 MJIl, ERMEX3E TTSuV B a9 pEEZ
AR YA PG )1 FER 23 AN 1 918 SR AE . AT RN E IR I T RS K TTSuV i $ i
FHAPERE 341 43, “PIBAMER R 17. 78 00 Hpu )i 12 AKX E ) TTSuV Sk BH PSR 7. 3706 ~23. 26 %,
¥4 15.98% (171/1070) 5 HR 11 NI EA K 12.22%~30.00% , FHJH 20. 05%(170/848) (& 1).
F1 M, EXRBEHBLE TTSuV MHTEHEEE

X FEA S 40/ 1 FH 4 55/ 17 B/ %

R 848 170 20. 05(12. 22~30. 00)
py i 1070 171 15.98(7. 37~23. 26)
&il 1918 341 17.78(7. 37~30. 00)

VLI L HE PR M AN () 4 57 A R B B ) TTSuV AL BL. DUAF 3 B9 36 ok PR R R A% L O 11,206,
o e, A2 HE RN BE S (9 53 59055 3 32. 5 %001 31. 4%, BB R 19. 6% (K 2).
F2 W, ERREEKWRBRBR TISuV 0574 R4 E
SRR R TTV BB/ %

BEA BB/ 0y FH 1 %5/ 4y PR %
U 40 13 32.5
TRk S 86 27 31. 4
1754 598 67 11. 2
=gk 1194 234 19. 6

A1t 1918 341 17.78
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2.2 AEMIE., FEZFGMERERLZER TTSuV BEEHBKE 51T

A YRVR AR BB - )1 A b A [R] £ b B A% 14 Cn Ll X5 P ) AN () S 50 RS (RS 532 3 5 A P i) IR &
X TTSuV B GLAL4& AR /N (LB 4. OR=1.08, 95% CI=0.49~1.58, X*=0.25; p>>0.05; 3
FEIAL . OR=1.04, 95% CI=1.01~1.47, X*=0.09; p>0.05), XM ZHRBERNES5E L
A TTSuV BRYTE KB (R 3).

] 5 1 AT % 3 — 2% i R 3R U 6P 1 T'TSuV g% e A% 55 52 i AR K. A7 3 19 TTSuV g% 4% BH M 32 A%
(11.2%), KH TTSuV JERGY 1 75 B P A XT3N 5 15 AR 7= B B AR 8 R Fl A B L b B R0 IS % AH
Fo o Bl AR FBERE RN E LG & TTSuV gy (14 f B Pk ) 3 i 2 A7 8 1Y 3..8,3.6 Fl 1.9 i (Fh 28 %%
OR=3.8, 95% CI=1.878~7.752; F#}%. OR=3.6, 95% CI=2.153~6.110; BMEM¥ . OR=1.9,
95% CI=1.443~2.586). MM, P L4 TTSuV B ERM B &S TE ¥, &4 TTSuV &
Y 1Y A B8 P R B ARSE ) 2.0 A 1L 9 5 (R ARG . OR=2.0, 95% CI=1.004~3.887; Fif . OR=
1.9, 95% CI=1.165~3.026), HF A% 5 B3 E B OR H K 1.05, T4 it & L (OR=1.05,
95% CI=0.471~2.349), KW F5 W SCAE IS X — 55 68 I R 506 & A TTSuV YL A% 476 1 1 B P o o 55
TR SCHR B R B0 A G HR (R 4. R 5).

F3 X3 TTSuV BEMMBFRITHEZSERERER
PR/ % OR f 955 B 15 i X f

SRS

el % o ERER i pr o EE I | EYN Il i EE I a
i 16.39 18.98 17.51 .0°  1.0° L0 110—2.03 1.30—2.39 0.49—1.58 0.38 0.8  0.25  >0.05
X 14.41  23.50 18.72 .16 1.31 108

U SR 17.46 18.93 1810  1..0* 1..0* 1.0° 134—1.69 1.10—1.74 1.01—147 1.59  0.49  0.09
Vi alie 14.45 2110 1746  1.25 114  1Lo4

. a BS WA

R4 FREME, SEEZE TTSW BEAMODERTHRESERERSE

EIEY)| PR 2/ % OR 8 95 % BAR ¥ X* fH p1H
5 11.2 1. 0
A 32.5 3.8 1.878—7.752 13.6 <0.01
B 31. 4 3.6 2.153—6. 110 24. 2 <<0.01
v 19.6 1.9 1.443—2.586 19.5 <0.01

H:a NS,
x5 MEEARSFWEEZE TTSuV BEMOERITRESERERE

EIEY)] PR3/ % OR {8 95 %5 BAR X* fH p1H
A 32.5 1. 0° 0.471—2. 349 0. 007 >0.05
bR 5% 31.4 1.05
B 19. 6 2.0 1. 004—3. 887 4.0 <0. 05
il B 5% 31.4 1.0° 1.165—3. 026 6.2 <<0. 05
H e 19. 6 1.9

3 i #

MK BHFE RN LI TTV RO, 23S 2 s IE A RT3 A4 L At
TTV Zeid i A4 1 3k © O H3R, (0 H BT TTSuV (4555 5 20 ARG A L 7KV 146 7 3l B A% 4 #85 v)
BEZ 5P, AE TTSuV SFATE R . 28 00 AL 4 A Sc o A2 B CLBuE Wl o B2 L AR W0 il B ST o vl i



4 THRFFHOGARBF R http://xbbjb. swu. edu. cn % 38 %

TTSuV R AERE M E 2 750 TTSuV 1Y 3 B AR POE B 2l A . SR T8 WY R Rk
B AR — e AR — WA

FANM TTV —#, HEGM A LT TTSuV BEEUR . M BUk s, 280¢#% KN, TTSuV JE T
o TV R RS I O R U e B R AT TR e ML A PN A RS 5 A S R PR 2R T 1 R s A
K. —eBFEE HUEIEW] T TTSuV 5% PRRSV Ml PCV 4276 M IRIME T, LR 4 e e i 23 I 2 5% Bz 46 15 i
254 9E (PDNS) Y FIK 03475 £ 2 50 i 45 5 IE (PMWS) 99 R TTV T AFEE T AE . X5 . WA 3
Yy R — S EAR SR N, Roi0E TTSuV FEREBE b i a2 A5 Bl oy Xof 3 B oMl AR N 2HS fkt B 199 W 8 0 7
S 2N 5] A

i N 22 580 3h W0 00 1 DA T8 2 I 5 O A ) B S e kA I TR TR O i 1 R A S T
PRI AT 0 F B 7 IS L AT TRAT G 2 0 e Skt R O vk T L R ) R 3R R R & A 1 L
R, H R TR TR 2 R R, DA R, SRR SR R, g R G
B | G FR IS | b B PR A DR B A AT R R AR KT L RO A R B, A U1 L K A b XA AE
TTSuV YL . A [ L H 4% 1 AR 6] 4 32 A TTSuV IR G AT A — G IS, (H G R 3 450 59,
717 4] 3% 300 A 0 3 — 2 8 R R MU TTSuV g G 144 110 1 B8 1 Shy v 25 R %) DG 96 sl oy A i 119 S B, A 7%
AR IR K AR R &R TTSuV G Y a6 MR K.
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Seroprevalence and Risk Factor Analysis of
Swine TTSuV Infection in Sichuan and Chongqing

NIE Kui's ZHOU Zuo-yong”’, ZENG Zheng®’, HUANG Yi-lan'

School of Animal Science and Technology , Southwest University , Chongging 400715, China ;

-

Veterinary Department, Southwest University (Rongchang Campus) . Chongqing 402460 , China ;
Chongqging Animal Disease Prevention and Control Center, Chongqing 401147 , China;

A WD

Chongqing Academy of Animal Science , Chongging 400015, China

Abstract: Seroprevalence of swine Torque Teno sus virus (TTSuV) infection and risk factor analysis in
Chongqing and Sichuan were performed with the methods of ELISA and case-control study. A total of 1,
918 swine serum samples were obtained from 23 counties with different topographic conditions and differ-
ent breeds style distributed in 2 provinces. All sera were tested for TTSuV antibodies by TTSuV-IgG-
ELISA kit. Antibodies to TTSuV were detected in 341 (17.78%) of 1,918 pigs sera, and the prevalence of
TTSuV infection werel5. 98% (171/1070) and 20. 05%(170/848) in Sichuan and Chongqing, respectively,
of which the prevalence of TTSuV infection was 32.5%, 31.4%,19.6% and 11. 2% in boars, sows, fin-
ishing pigs and piglets, respectively. A case-control study carried-out to identify herd level risk factors for
TTSuV antibodies in pigs showed no significant association between the geographical location (mountain
and hill areas) and seroprevalence of swine TTSuV infection (OR=1.08, 95% CI=0.49—1.58), and be-
tween the breeds style and seroprevalence (OR=1.04, 95% CI=1.01—1.47), respectively. The risk of
TTSuV infection significantly increased in adult animals vs. piglets (boars OR =3.8, 95% CI=1.878—
7.752; and sows OR=3.6, 95% CI=2.153—6.110) and finishing pigs (OR=1.9, 95% CI =1. 443 —
2.586), as well as in boars and sows vs. finishing pigs (boars:OR=2.0, 95% CI=1.004—3. 887; sows:
OR=1.9, 95% CI=1.165—3.026), respectively. The above results demonstrated that swine TTSuV in-
fection was present in Sichuan and Chongqing and that the age of the animal appeared to be the major risk
factors of prevalence of swine TTSuV infection.

Key words: Torque Teno sus virus(TTSuV); seroepidemiology; risk factor; pig; case-control study; Si-

chuan; Chongqing
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