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Abstract: Campylobacter is one of the major pathogens causing human diarrhea. Therefore, rapid and specific detection of
Campylobacter is of vital importance to control the transmission of this pathogen. In this article, the analytical methods at the
protein and nucleic acid levels that have been applied in the rapid detection of Campylobacter are described. Furthermore,
future research directions for the development of new detection technologies are discussed. This review is expected to
provide useful information for the development of rapid, accurate, efficient, low-cost and high throughput detection methods
for Campylobacter.
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IPIRUUBRSR I FBOBETS, 4K BN th 45 s il
W5, FA1S P i g bt ] N SRAGIN 5 325 R,

2 it A I 3 AR AL i K AR A T, iR Ik
PEPERE TR KARAE . B ANE 2 AT bRk A0 . (H
R EB R (—RFEES D, LI ES R A
T, HASRE X 23 AR AN AREAE AR AR AL P 25 i B % B
file MRFFISO 10272—2015 /711 F1GB 4789.9—2014 (& &
ZAEFME MMAEMFRE SIS W EaRY 7
%5, SRR D IR St , A
& X 40 72 i 25 il B RN 5 i 2 ottt o A E — 2R A FR AR . (R
R B — e 7 iy 25 il B AR SR IR R R A AR KR S
JRIEZER, BUKMRE S RIRE I BE IR S5, M- T 82 R
A LGB FE T A A R AN REAS I “VE A
AIRE IR BT, T 2 2L R e
FHRGIRES FRE S NIOIRAS, T 7E 2R 38 B i LE
BTSN 51

BT g n BEEIEN B, Tk, ZME
TR TR U 5 A e i T . A S L P A S R R A
WA T8 Je B2 BUIR 5 e) @47 250k, L At —
AP B R i B AR R AN H R RS

1 ZHdREsNEA

1.1 T EE Rk
L1l BT m) ik

G B HR I A JF B PR PR RN, BIHTR S5
Pk 2 R AR RS G o R MR B R 51k
o REUERE . RS AR, RHRIEN SR
I AT E R, P H AT S 5T 2.
LLLL FURHESE S8

FUR Bt 5 I S iR Bt R 5 P Re S v A5 A 1 R
B, R R R B 4 1 K 4T FLBRURL A A A4 T Bt ]
PEPUR, URERMETRS 2 gE G, WA R RN .
H i 58 [ b 525l 7 73 2 A 4 € J7 VA USDA FSIS MLG
41.04 7 HEFE RIS il AL IR A AR I S PanBio-Campy
(jel) BXF46 Microgen CampylobacterB >R H ML JFEEE, #
JUUZ R T @ SRR PRI 4 HOORE AN AR A S
i B ) 255
1112 BEEES L

T IR e 25 W B %2 Cenzyme-linked immunosorbent
assay, ELISA) k2 —FhEAHAZENEEAR, M5
MEFAR PN BT Z AR HEARFEEZECD
IR0 R BT AR R B ] AR B AR R T, I DR L AT
P, G BN A5 A A A R il b iR BT AR 2 S5 5 A 28K
A 2 T W B R A BT SR OB, PRI N AR P AR S e
BaEWMES, wIFMAMERIIRY), R4 M 11

FAAE I . T B AR AR T AT e M B e B AT
ELISAVZ AR R EsR. REER. PUEFEME. 2T
ML s, C2 ) 2 B T 2 Fhai i i oA,
AR M EE . 2 i R miE R o 23" . A
JLAS B 2 P o T AN 4G D e
1113 e LR as Ik

A ) A TR R 0T A ) T LUK I e K L R R e
N LA S S HEAT R A RS . e ] E Ak B ZE i
BAPEME RS e (EFEEE. PUR. Bk, fCEm. 9
M. A BMRSAEMEEDTD 55K (A
M. JEBUE . RN RS G SHOCE
BRI TR R G4 B 5 R5) etk k4
TERG, Fif3reyn Ot ) BilE SRR EEN
ATV RS S . S5, ATk B o Fr s i) H
()0 S A I8 /2 55 T B R o e 57 M 3 01 T i 1T A7 1)
BRI — AL IR . SRS R AR AL,
PG RASH AR A RIS, e REL . AR
K AT b Al bR, REUE S, o4
T2 N T e ARG R o AN T D G 8 A R B Al I
T il ARSI, AL DT T 2R R IR

Sista%F I R MR- RS 52, K= il
BRI 1) 22 SRR S b ik e s 2R A Gl E TR AR, X
25 iy 25 il T A G I VS B AT A 107 ~10° CFU/mL, H. e
IR £ 2% 7 (phosphate buffered saline, PBS) FI44)
W R NG 2 R SRFIAR I A % %%, Wei Dong % 1E
75 Ji 25 o B Al RE IR RS PRI VR R AR, ARG H PR
BA[ ik 10° CFU/mL, {H T 3% P b 3 5 B T4,
HRGEEZB] 2 i, A 2 i il 5 e g
NCTC 12673245 & & AE AR o tE, X257 25
B IR B B £ 10°~10° CFU/mL™' . Sapsford %% H 4
W R HE S IO RBE TS A, ATRT R MR £
Tl 52 0 0 5 5 PP ) 22 B0 B 3 2 i S R A 5
L B AT A . 6 B S i R R AR .
Why KAGF S KA KRR 5 22 b A il 52 52 b RS HE PR N
10*~10* CFU/mL",

i AL E B, Viswanathan 28 {5 B 44 K & ok
RS0 5 B o N [ S R AR P F R R i T e R
T2 G, RAPUESRICIPBSYK AR+,
T T LA - 20 B - A 1) = WA S 4 o 25 i B A
MFEEN (1X10°) ~ (5X10°) CFU/ML, fffis R4
4X10° CFU/mL""'. Huang Jinlin% % ] 3% ¥t r A A N
TAEHM, FFRH 28 b s s i A S e A i 3,
AL AR 2 S B B R A B 10° ~ 107 CFU/ML,
2AMHZ AR RaE, 4 MHEHRESMELARE
87.8%, TEJE NIATEH IS 5 BIRE 6% ~T%
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Masdor % H 5t 2 5o B HU A4 B 5 50 B Bt Ak i 2. 40
K RURL IR ) e 0oi s 38 ST T A B S AR TIOR P 1)
Ji 75 it VRS U G A R, AR R AR AT R R S
B A HEBR 9150 CFU/mL, 55 HAh S0 B B A 1R K
X WM. Wang Hong %5 7 3 6 T 81 - 78 6 HL R fig
% (fluorescence resonance energy transfer, FRET)
(100 5 S G g8 W 5 7%, I A ST T V0 B A R i S
4 (K6 1B 930~50 CFU/mL, A6 B[] 462 h A,
L1114 AR T SRR 175k

Huang Hongsheng®5 7T & T 3 TP IR LA B 15 58
W 2 SE S e oy BT T, BT~ O3 8 v ko i A i T
POg RN, S-SR 10 AN . 5
FEGEIEFEITIERG, 710 RS PR B 25 R i FES ih
RIS HE 0 P20 100% o A ES Fr BEA R EAS R 9 4
MR ER BT IR S &, SRRNE, BINAR
WPk, I, Sk IO 2 ) R I R 2 5 R A
WNRKIEFEMEFERMER, CEBIZNHT M
RO T BRI . Charlermroj &5 & H 5] 20 & I %G A
3MEBEURE (ARSI hE . PRI LR AT IR
B R K ik, 48 hIMH fi, o2 s il g 1
HIR 1 CFU™,

TP TTVE BN RBUE WA e 57 07 iha, AR AE
—E M RBRE, Wk SR AR S IR X R
B A 2R R B SR e Y i ) i B G 9 43 BT AR
7 &, AFEProSpecT Campylobacter Microplate Assay-
Premier CAMPY. ImmunoCard STAT! CAMPY%, ‘E1/]
B 0T 7 S i T N 4 P S R ) (R D A
{55 5 3 5 i 2 T A 5 SR R
L12  EETRER T

5T A B OO0 AR R R B R AT I TR ST S (Cmatrix-
assisted laser desorption ionization-time of flight-mass
spectrometry, MALDI-TOF-MS) i 43K K J&E it K 1
— TR TR S e A R R . H R PR
WOG HRRAE i 5 B2 0T B 3R 45 i, R N0
WS RE B, FE SR ARIRBR, R BT i AR AR R A e R A
BFEM S TR, BERAEMERER N LEES
1T, BEEFRMESBAZ (n/2) 5871 UT
I [ B I U SR 3 AT B 1, FFINASFE S 4 T 70 T B .
AN () 41 B 463 MALDI-TOF-MS Kl 7 LAJE B 544 (1)
TREUEE, AR B AR S S O 10 5 B P B
B, RIRIHE MERE . ZOTERA REE G HERE
T SOy R AR R, CAE 2 MR A A S B R
MU TE . AL R

S wh, gwid N B AER R
B s ith B A 5] L Ah 2 8] AR s BT s R AR AR
FagerquistS5iiF B A W) bric o i 19 5o v DU T X 90 25

5l 1 2 i RPN ST RN Zautner S 4R AL FAS
A FERE AR ER RS T, TSRS mE
2 W AMMLST ST22HIST45 5 A8 46, 3 4F K A
FH 53 0 A5 A e 00 25l AT 245 1 PR A R IO AT AR
X9 BRAN R SRS ) 2 7 25 it 1 247 MALDI-TOF-MS 73
RUSE, UL 2 5 3 5 R 24 T s A 22 AR, IF
VA B ARFE 0 B, MS I 5T 25 1 5 A o6 A
BN, Penny %0t 172 BRAS [A) SR8 10 2 i 2 i B8 B A 2E 4T
MALDI-TOF-MSH#ll, i e 57 1% 40 3 2 KN T 2
VRTINS M R A RLRE T, B TR 24
PRICRS 25600 B R0 (14 2 (3 41 R G IR I o W7 07 vk
W OB AE PR B 4y T 5, TR S il S R AR
REHEARIC i 24 v 5 AT 4

Har, EEA YN R E A5G w AR 2T
KT ETMHIERMAEDE A, H R T REWEH
FAH TS e, T H 2R TT VAR HEGB/T 33682—2017 (J
JT 4 B O A BT R B AT N ) 5 A A R AR ) 7 vk E
MY W4 F-201 74 12 H FF 4R 520
1.2 BTk 7 2

FE TR 1) 590 %0 B0 1 7 57 (1) — BADNABURNA
HEATRI . F EAFE R GRS RL (polymerase chain
reaction, PCR) k. SEZN %€ EPCR. /N FER
¥ (loop-mediated isothermal amplification method,
LAMP) . DNAMIPES%E.

1.2.1  PCR-%EiE HLIKIE

Sfegi R R T L, PCRFVEBRGE R (F . & H T
PCRIYHEFL A 16S rRNA. 23S rRNA. mapA. ceukE.
cdt. flad. flaB% . 16S rRNAH T1E A 2 il & 217
e, HRABIRK, &gz R T 25 il B p gl
A s R, B2 BT 16S rRNATE %2525 i 3 v 1 [R5
PR, DRI LUK 25 b 2 ot o 2 i 25 ot B AN 45 1 25
X 2 o ATk, JEIEXT16S rRNAL 23S rRNARLK
16S5523S rRNAZ A ) P 4% s [A]R X (internal transcribed
spacer, ITS) [T HILLE #1550, T X /- H A
MR A F I #RTTS IX 487, Fontanot&5 5% B —4H.5]
PV RITS AT AR X 3db AT 438G, A] A T PRt ok £ 5
o s i AN S B, T T 0] R A R ()
P HKEAR, RILnst gt X 50,

A 4 PL16S rRNA. mapAMlceuEE NEEFEH,
T Sl B R 4 Sl TR ) 2 EEPCRAR I U7V,
UG R SRR % B R ST, i KA
il AN RE 918 AR AT 2617, Kamei%s Pledeh H %
RISz T ReE Pk dile MEURESHiE (C. jejunis
C. fetus. C. coli. C. upsaliensis. C. hyointestinalisF!l
C. lari) [f)Z FEPCR, MRHEPCR™ WK /N5 Fh H0m v
o5 il AT X 40P, Saiyudthong5 ¥ iH4F 5 1% 51409 5l
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XFC. jejuniv C. colifNC. larivh 1455 P 3L K FE LT 51
aspMglyAFEATY 1, Mg xbax 3 Fhas b @ 3k 47 4 0,
X C. jejunifC. colilfiA il R M % 15 %)0.017 ng/PCR,
C. larifI I R 5% % %)0.016 ng/PCR™”. Cui Mingquan
S LhhipO. 16S rRNA DL K 5504 14 Ji 0 14 5 (Kl gryA 4 H
PRFEDR, WIN HI gryd FEAE A 3 1) 96 U R B 1K 2
5 AT R IR . Huq%% 43 I LL16S rRNA. hipO.
asp~ gyrBJy B br 5 R 7 245 A [R5 A I 25l B DL
3L R (C. concisus. C. jejuniv C. coli) K]
—HPCR, RBUZWALG IVER TS Kameids R
HBEH I L TS EC. jejuniv C. coliv C. fetus-
C. hyointestinalis. C. lari. C. helveticusfC. upsaliensis
A I H cdtit AT PCRY 1Y J5 #EAT R ) v B B 2 254>
LT NTTES 227 AN R N < 6T o 7 i e

LA EPCR-BEIR LUK 7V 0 B Bt ) &%, 1& 7
BEIEME) R IR 2 EPCRAMUA LI 5 i
PREAT R, I LT DA TE] I X LA S50 11 2 it R b DA X
gy, KIETE T A SOAS . o 2502 75 22 5 220 FEL K
R, HEBONEDL, FERTERK.

122 PCR-AREER K%

AR RBEA 7 T AV RO R, — B AR IR 7T
A IZ WA S T i B PR A W, FEPCRES WS
Tt ik, PR, Bk TR,
1.2.2.1 LR HEPCRIE

S 9 JEPCREZ AL N A% Gt (1T PCRA™ 38 AT I AH 25
&, EPCRIEZPIMAZOGEH], FIHROGE TR
I 1 BN PCRERE , 85 Ji5 18 0 s vh T 28 %68 2 Jon B AR 3k
AT R BT I Tk o AR 2RI TV — M G
BHERRE . 54EGPCRAFEL, SERF 5% JPCR T %
BARRMEER, RBEER. BMEE . A0
PPCRYG Y ] BAF A i, TE21HH LW ) 2 BLH] T % b
AU, A0 S T A R YRR SO B PR A I . Mayr
ST [ C. jejuni C. colif|C. lari% T SZI 98 o PCRE
M7k, $FC. jejunifC. lariff]) REE NS0 fg, XTC. coli
R B 9500 fgo 3G TE A3 725 b 0872 £ b A
BRI AL F]1~10 CFU/25 g. 45348 hif 5, Semfuet
PCRXF400 f3 & &t 25 ith B ks 22 955.4%, & TS
JIERIH % (40.3%) , HAJ7E2 dP94 T SR 1,
Buif #0718 I b 2 M S it B 0 S s SN Ok
PCREINANTHETT %, ARG J0 1972 i 25 ith B 2R 47 A
W, SAEGEFRIES R — 8 MR T DNAK RN 75
DHARE X 43 BE RS (R B . Hao Haihong 2841 X
VS1. 23S rDNAMUZ R R A LAGmRY IR, oL 13T
TagMan MGBFREF 11 [R] 25 4 I 2% g 25 it B AR BE 9 B 40
PEAL RURAS () 2 S 9OWPCRTVE, SHESARIAENE
SE T VEA R NIE WS (minimal inhibit concentration,

MIC) W& 7 LS R —8, JiIERA R 50.03 ngal
3 CFU/PCR™'. McGoldrick 57 1 [X 43 C. fetus fetus5
C. fetus venerealis[\JSYBRSEI % JtPCR ¥, R
FE 43 A F 100% F198.7 %, 45 51 5 73 15 11998 % FlI
99.6%"". PerssonZsllgyrB Ay H AR, @ IET
TagMan ] SE B G PCR T, H 456 )5 SE M i R
MFHEA, LB FEMEHC. jejuni. C. coliv C. lari.
C. upsaliensisF1C. fetus /I HE A T

HEl, C&A L& msem 2 PCRIF S B &
DR AR e 36 [ A K 2 (Association
of Official Analytical Chemists, AOAC) \IE, ikt
F O T FH B E KON PR it R R A 3 R S i T A
X7 & (Dupont BAX real time PCR assay for C. jejuni,
C. coli and C. lari) , TT[AIEF X 63 Firas iy g 20 AT %
5B, LA SR B T A R ER S b 2 gt v AR AR
(iQ-check Campylobacter real time PCR) . F[E H #if
KA HIEAOACIAIE 25 il B A5 &
1222 LAMPH AR

LAMPEEZEE261F T (60~65 ‘C) Rt [alpy (il
W1 hW) X HbREFEATY I, 5% MPCRIALL, T
TR A L IR EEE TR, 2 — M IR
oy ok, LR X EEIE R B e AN IX R4 2%
519, FIH B E A DNAR & B 7E1E R %4 N kT
1R, 15~60 min AT SZHL10°~ 10" M5 R4 486, 7T LA
T Ik DAY AR U 8% 1 € TTE IR T SR W B R TR B AR AE
LAMP RS & FrtEsh. RFHPCRX. fjsabhd, o
oMLV IR FH T % Tl i B R A i R] 7 gt A ) S A
YamazakiZE## 537 1 C. jejuniFIC. colif)LAMPRIIN 778, W5
Tl BT 78 N 2508 R i o ARSI R B0 4973 R5.6 X 10° CFU/g
4.8 X 10° CFU/g. %90 1 35 8 £ 5 A M 45 1 o,
LAMPH I 77 v 5 ¥ A D7 B AR B, R0 ARy 53 14 4y
ML FN81.3%F196.6%"" . SabikeZFFHC. jejunith [#) 4
IR JE B SE R FNC. colirb W) gufASEIR, 57 e i i 1
LAMPH I /7% . &G iEMEL, 1E165 SIS FE 5
. LAMPJT A R BUE 982.8% (48/58) , itk
N100% (107/107) 5 TE55 NEREH, REUEN0.5%
(19/21) , ¥EEPEN100% (34/34) ; 728 KR IFM
bbferp, RGUE AR R IEE100% . B L 7 ik
NS B FE & 2 3R A5 45 AN T 90 min, wJ N TR K B
SEHT 2 s v AN 25 Tl 2 il B R PO R A, Bk
5 e L Y. Zang Xiaoqi % PAAS [ 5 1 1 (Kl cjad Bt
NS EE DR, g 2 l 2S il T M LAMPAS I U7 7%, mI B
FI T 2685 & SR b s i s ol o PR s A . 7E475 A
ANEFE S, PCRAE 48 75 15 RS 28 53 il S 14.9 % il
12.7%, 39 TFLAMPRL R (16.6%) o TEXFAS[A] i
FERE MR, 8 B kR e 1 (95.5%) A
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MRS (96.1%) L IS(EFAIAEIFE b & . ZLAMPJY
LN T AR SR A, WTE40 min N 1S B S5, T
VE R R B S NI R i o 25 i 2 i T R 7 Jgk sl b 72
J7iE", RomeroZ54t %25 #h 1 16S rRNAW 514, ¥
LAMPH R R ik 7y B H AR 45 & le ok, T AR #t
THAZAE N B TLAMP N, 675 BT 1 7 AIDNA
aifb i 2, 90 min N ARG LE R, REUERTIAH(22 5 1
B, H5fEgoriEMt, R iR E100%, BTN HT ARG
5 0 B I AR
1223 DNARUFEHIFA

(E— AN DX Hp [ B 56 22 b S0 B AT RS I Sl R B
B, BT BURIE AR A, HF BT LR A PR — A
P AR e A o X R R DN AR 3 51036 2 DL
RER, EAMENT DU SO AT R, T AT LG B
(175 I RAE SN 25 RFAEEA T AE - Suo Biao%s LA Al X
[RIRN 5 5L R 0 E bR FE DR, BRI ST 1 [ B G A= B PR
R FRECR T CELRE BRI . W TTIRE . KIAHF
O157:H7TAI= s &) )2 FEPCR-DNAGYFEF1 77,
1224  HAMPCR-AREER B ikiE

Banowary % K FPCR 5 &1 73 HF 2 1 il 4» - Chigh-
resolution melting, HRM) #H&54 117715, EHRipOFI
aspFE 77 g i B R 45 i S il B W EPCR TV, A8
HPCRZJE WK A i 2 70 s s REAS I PCR v B 1 1/
7 2 5

PCR-ELISA J5 % # FHELISA J7 vEAC B s Bk AG I,
TELISAMI Z 8 KAER, HRBE R KiEm. LT
Skt f 23 7 25 i B 16S rRNABETHER 5 1% 51 9 FR 4t
DABRERS Smbricd A0 2, R S B i v 25 1 25l BT 1
PCR-ELISAKIIN 5%, REE LE MPCRIE =10 1557,
J A ST 0 gyr AV A W S R R S S D RER
¥ A R AN 2 4 BbR I T LB 5 v A% BRAR AT 3
Ut, BSLAIPCR-ELISA J7 A% 2 25 il i It K ZH DN A
W PR 2 £, 0P ABEADL B i A A A H R 950 CFU/mL,
XF100 3l ARAE S BE TR, PCRJTIEFIPCR-ELISA 5%
K 2R 50 5 N60% F169%1
1.2.3  DNAEWfEREER Tk

DNAEY L AR /& — Fh e B ARDNATIAAE R AR
AR LA S AL IR B . Darbha®$ 7 & H— AN LT 44
K& FRETIREF MDNAA YL &S, F T 245 i B ik .
YK GRS, RN TARIdssDNAK Gk,
PRI B B gK 4 Ja, HOBH100%75 K, MDNAZAL
KT, BT dsDNAFIssDNAF AR AR, #7 i 2e
BRI S 3008 ' VR K Y PR AR o %5 ) 25 s T 100 4 P A
JEFEN (8X10") ~ (7X10") nmol/L DNA, {HIfAR%}
55 1 B P A0 A R AT P

1.3 HAhT5k
131 ZHE PR RSO UM Bk

AH R PR IIBOEEC 5 (bacterial rapid detection
using optical scattering technology, BARDOT) s&#tT
WOGAL B T AR R 3 PR %55 U7, BRI 635 nm
T REROE REEE) BEEERTEE SO, =4
[ 78 Je BEDRE PR O P 58, T AN T AR P o T 1) D' U
EUEHE — A i f G 1AL S B a4 . B T 7 )
BRI R/ TBAR. 0035 | g MR TH Ak 2 2 Ak
UK G AR BENGHE IR R 2 AR, AR 40 T B A R 8
) TR 9% UM PR 58 o DG I B 2 RS 8 I 3 B 3 A B 4y
BT o SHBEAE ) 23 SR BT B0 Hahs e v U B = 1
AR o FFHZ T AT T S e AR S R TRl . B3l
o mEEE ., X EERENEE LS AIE S FE . He Yiping
SR AL B, X6 909 MRAH R FEAT E M M, AL T
7 W T AN 2 T Sl B B0 O R S e T, 4
REREHE S A EL, B A E G EU
BIZE, XA B 48 B VR & P ks I 25 SR Sl s xof 25 it B 5
20 (41X 23 HER 3IE85% 5 52 9 e PCRIGHESS &,
A B AR5 T A R P R 1S i R AT e
132 FETHEEER I YL R T5 ik

AR 3 e AE M ) LB W) Hh AEAE ) 2R A B BB £
I . EATS — SN A S 1B KA & PR S
MesG, HAEAFVE I T YR TE AT E. BT 6%
R BB AL A AN T2 i R 0 A DU
Ho KEHR R E T AT RAR SR B, HME S5t
IRER RIS, T 405 3 0 i 5| D 0 LR 4 28 R0 FE L
SRV T K. HRHE AN [F] 2 i 25 i B B ok < ] AR
LI ERARL, T BAAS G sk w4 28 T RR Zh % A 1k B
3. Yakovleva®i K FBREE 2 0 7k, BTy S BN
7 AN A 2 s ol B AT AR AR PR

2 & W’

DA_E s it i PO AR T TR S A g ik E, R
ARKRHINS, EXA M. BT B I7E R = e
RSP PO PUR L5 G505, £ T
TAnHARAR H ARG B B S A R ROR B F . BT
M5k BARPRGE AT §E, (B 3 BN X 2l R I 4 5
R, BGA B E R MRS il A E g,
R I G, L — R IE & ) L
3 M J7i%k. PCRITIEBIR BA RGL . HERE
PROERIE SIS, EXERAEN AR ERE S, hHE
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