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Abstract

Background: Monitoring wildlife diseases is needed to identify changes in disease occurrence. Wildlife blood
samples are valuable for this purpose but are often gathered haemolysed. To maximise information, sera often go
through repeated analysis and freeze-thaw cycles. Herein, we used samples of clean and haemolysed Eurasian wild
boar (Sus scrofa) serum stored at -20°C and thawed up to five times to study the effects of both treatments on the
outcome of a commercial ELISA test for the detection of antibodies against Suid Herpesvirus 1 (ADV).

Results: The estimated prevalence of antibodies against ADV was 50-53% for clean and haemolysed sera. Hence,
haemolysis did not reduce the mean observed serum antibody prevalence. However, 10 samples changed their
classification after repeated freeze-thawing. This included 3 (15%) of the clean sera and 7 (41%) of the haemolysed

sera.

Conclusions: We recommend (1) establishing more restrictive cut-off values when testing wildlife sera, (2)
recording serum quality prior to sample banking, (3) recording the number of freezing-thawing cycles and (4) store
sera in various aliquots to reduce repeated usage. For instance, sera with more than 3 freeze-thaw cycles and a
haemolysis of over 3 on a scale of 4 should better be discarded for serum antibody monitoring. Even clean (almost
not haemolysed) sera should not go through more than 5 freeze-thaw cycles.
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Background

Monitoring wildlife diseases is needed to identify
changes in disease occurrence and to measure the
impact of intervention. However, obtaining samples
from wild animals is difficult as compared to pets or
livestock, due to the limited accessibility of the former
[1,2]. Wildlife blood samples are often gathered post-
mortem from shot (hunter-harvested) animals, and then
centrifuged to obtain serum. Occasionally, whole blood
samples are obtained from gamekeepers and sent frozen
to the laboratory. Sera are stored frozen and often re-
used several times in order to maximise the information
obtained. In consequence, wildlife sera are often haemo-
lysed and/or go through repeated freeze-thaw cycles (e.
g. [3]). However, both haemolysis and freeze-thawing
may affect the performance of tests based on serum

* Correspondence: mariana.boadella@gmail.com
IREC (CSIC-UCLM-JCCM), Ronda de Toledo s/n, 13071 Ciudad Real, Spain

( ) BiolVled Central

antibody detection, such as the popular enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay (ELISA).

Recently, a study on the effect of swine blood sample
handling on Erysipelothrix rhusiopathiae antibody detec-
tion by indirect ELISA revealed that serum immunoglo-
bulin G antibodies were stable in the face of several
sample mishandling events, including repeated freeze-
thawing and minimal to severe haemolysis. Only sam-
ples simulating extreme haemolysis (100% haemolysed
whole blood) had significantly lower optical density
(OD) readings. However, haemolysis and freeze-thawing
were not studied in combination, and the effect of such
treatments on antibodies against other disease agents is
unknown [4].

Herein, we used samples of clean and haemolysed
Eurasian wild boar (Sus scrofa) serum stored at -20°C
and thawed up to five times to study the effects of both
treatments on the outcome of an ELISA test for the
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detection of antibodies against Suid Herpesvirus 1
(ADV), the aetiological agent of Aujeszky’s disease.
Based on the abovementioned results for E. rhusio-
pathiae in pigs, we expected no strong effect of haemo-
lysis and freeze-thawing on test performance.

Results

A total of 20 sera were analyzed clean and from these,
17 could also be tested haemolysed (Table 1). The
ELISA results coincided in 14 cases (8 positive, 6 nega-
tive; 82%). Two negative clean sera tested positive and
doubtful, respectively, with haemolysis, and one positive
clean sera tested negative with haemolysis. The esti-
mated prevalence of antibodies against ADV was 10 of
20 (50%; 29-70 95% CI) and 9 of 17 (53%; 29-75 95%
CI) for clean and haemolysed sera, respectively. Hence,

Table 1 Classification of wild boar sera through five
freeze-thaw cycles.
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Classification of the 20 wild boar sera samples (20 clean; 17 haemolysed) after
1 to 5 freeze-thaw cycles into positive (1), negative (0) or doubtful (2)
according to a commercial ELISA for the detection of serum immunoglobulin
G antibodies against Aujeszky's disease virus.
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haemolysis did not reduce the observed serum antibody
prevalence (x> = 0.032, 1df, p > 0.05).

Table 1 shows the outcome of the experimental
manipulation of 37 wild boar sera in terms of ELISA
test results. Only 3 (15%) of the clean sera changed
their result after repeated freeze-thawing, changing from
negative to doubtful (1 case at the 2" cycle and 2 cases
at the 5%). In contrast, 7 (41%) of the haemolysed sera
changed their result (2 cases at the 3" cycle, 3 at the 4™
and 7 at the 5). These changes occurred between
negative and doubtful, except for one case. This one
consisted of a serum testing first three times negative,
then doubtful and finally positive. All 10 sera with
changes at any cycle (27% of 37) tested negative (9) or
doubtful (1) in the first time, while all 19 sera that
tested positive at the first cycle (10 clean sera and 9 hae-
molysed sera) maintained their positivity through the
five freeze-thaw cycles. Figure 1 shows the mean optical
density readings for clean and haemolysed sera during
the five freeze-thaw cycles.

Discussion

Based on the results obtained in this experiment, we
rejected our initial hypothesis: Haemolysis alone and the
combination of haemolysis and freeze thawing affected
the results of the ADV ELISA test. These observations
have implications for wildlife disease monitoring based
on serum antibody detection.

The effect of the described sample mishandling events
was mostly a higher rate of doubtful results. Based on
our observations, we recommend (1) establishing more
restrictive cut-off values when testing wildlife sera, (2)
recording serum quality prior to sample banking (3)
recording the number of freezing-thawing cycles and (4)
store sera in various aliquots to reduce repeated usage.
Regarding the cut-off, we observed a trend towards
lower ODs with increasing number of freeze-thawing
cycles. So, if the cut off was maintained as the one
defining a positive sample (i.e. considering any doubtful
samples as negative), the result in terms of prevalence
(number of positive samples divided by total number of
tested samples) would not change except for one single
case at one single cycle. Regarding the possibility to
classify sera based on their apparent quality, a subjective
haemolysis-scale from 1 (almost nil) to 4 (severe), could
be defined. Additionally, the number of freeze-thaw
cycles can be recorded for each sample aliquot. For
instance, sera with more than 3 freeze-thaw cycles and a
haemolysis of over 3 on a scale of 4 should better be
discarded for serum antibody monitoring. Even clean
(almost not haemolysed) sera should not go through
more than 5 freeze-thaw cycles.

In studies on domestic animals, samples are normally
ELISA tested in duplicate to reduce within-laboratory
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Figure 1 Optical densities (OD) through five freeze-thaw cycles. Mean optical densities (OD) for positive (black diamonds) and negative
(black squares) clean sera, and for positive (grey diamonds) and negative (grey squares) haemolysed sera (+ standard error, SE) through the five

freeze-thaw cycles (Freezing 1 to 5).

variability (e.g. [5]). This is not always the case in wild-
life, particularly if the available serum volume is limited
and several different tests are run (e.g. [6,7]). Running
each serum in duplicate also means duplicating the cost
per individual test, particularly when using commercial
ELISA kits. However, efforts should be done to test all
wildlife sera in duplicate in order to reduce variability
(e:. [8)).

As in Neumann and Bonistalli’s [4] study on E. rhusio-
pathiae antibody detection in pigs, our results on ADV
antibody detection in wild boar are not directly applic-
able to other host-pathogen binomia. It is however advi-
sable to take care in the interpretation of ELISA results
obtained from poor quality samples. Efforts should be
made to evaluate the specific effects of thawing and hae-
molysis on the results of other antibody detection tests.

Methods

Samples

Blood samples were collected from 20 stalking-harvested
wild boar. Blood was drawn from the thoracic major
veins by exsanguination immediately after death. Two
blood collection tubes were filled per animal and stored
at 4°C during transport until the laboratory; although
for three animals only one tube could be filled. Serum
was obtained by centrifugation from one of the tubes

and stored at 4°C. The second tube was used to obtain
haemolysed serum after freezing the whole blood simu-
lating the treatment that occurs when blood samples are
sent frozen. In a subjective haemolysis-scale from 1
(almost nil) to 4 (severe), the haemolysed obtained sera
were classified as level 3. After obtaining all fresh and
haemolysed sera, the first ELISA test was performed.
Sera were stored at -20°C for one week and thawed at
4°C for one night. One hour before performing the
ELISA analysis, sera were removed from 4°C storage
and brought to room temperature. After analysis, sera
were frozen again to -20°C. This process was repeated 5
times.

All animal samples used for this study came from
opportunistic sampling during legal hunting. No life ani-
mal was handled and no special permits were required.

ELISA test
A commercially available blocking ELISA was used for
detection of antibodies to the gpl antigen of Suid Her-
pesvirus 1 (IDEXX HerdCheck Anti-ADV gpl, IDEXX,
Inc., USA). This ELISA technique has been broadly used
for testing antibodies to ADV in different wild boar
populations [9-11].

The ELISA was performed following the manufac-
turer’s instructions, in an ADV antigen-coated microwell
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plate, using a 1:2 serum dilution. One hundred microli-
ters of diluted sera were added in each microwell and
incubated for 1 hour at room temperature (RT). Sam-
ples, positive and negative controls were tested in dupli-
cate in each plate. Subsequent to a wash step, 100 pl of
anti-ADVgpl monoclonal antibody conjugate was added
and incubated at RT for 20 minutes. If no gpl antibodies
were present in the tested serum, the conjugated gpl
antibodies were free to react with the gpI antigen. Con-
versely, if gpl antibodies were present in the tested
serum, the enzyme-conjugated monoclonal antibodies
were blocked from reacting with the antigen. Following
the incubation, the unreacted conjugate was washed out
and the reaction was revealed by adding 100 pul of sub-
strate/chromogen solution. In the presence of substrate
enzyme, reaction generated blue colour. After 15 min-
utes of revealing, the reaction was stopped with 50 pl/
well of Stop solution and optical density (OD) was mea-
sured in a spectrophotometer at 650 nm.

Results were expressed as a percentage of inhibition
(%IN) value using the following formula: [%IN = (mean
negative control OD - mean sample OD/mean negative
control OD) x 100]. The quantity of antibodies to ADV-
gpl was inversely proportional to the OD and directly
proportional to the %IN. According to the manufac-
turer’s instructions, only samples with %IN values equal
to or greater than 40% were considered positive. Sam-
ples with a %IN value between 30-40% were considered
doubtful and sera with %IN values < 30% were classified
as negative.

List of abbreviations
ADV: Aujeszky disease Virus, Suid Herpervirus [; ELISA: enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay; OD: Optical density; RT: room temperature.

Acknowledgements

Authors thank Alfredo & Tomas for their help in obtaining the serum
samples. This study is a contribution to JCCM PPIC10-0226-0243 and EU
grant TB Step 212414

Authors’ contributions

MB collected the samples of the study and carried out the laboratory work.
MB and CG analyzed the data and drafted the manuscript. Both authors
read and approved the final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 17 June 2011 Accepted: 16 November 2011
Published: 16 November 2011

References

1. Cotilla |, Delibes-Mateos M, Ramirez E, Castro F, Cooke BD, Villafuerte R:
Establishing a serological surveillance protocol for rabbit hemorrhagic
disease by combining mathematical models and field data: Implication
for rabbit conservation. Fur J Wildl Res 2010, 56:725-733.

2. Boadella M, Gortazar C, Acevedo P, Carta T, Martin-Hernando MP, de la
Fuente J, Vicente J: Six recommendations for improving monitoring of
diseases shared with wildlife: examples regarding mycobacterial
infections in Spain. Eur J Wildl Res 2011, 57:697-706.

Page 4 of 4

3. Muhoz P, Boadella M, Arnal M, de Miguel M, Revilla M, Martinez D,

Vicente J, Acevedo P, Oleaga A, Ruiz-Fons F, et al- Spatial distribution and
risk factors of Brucellosis in Iberian wild ungulates. BMC Infect Dis 2010,
10:46.

4. Neumann EJ, Bonistalli KN: Effect of blood sample handling post-
collection on Erysipelothrix rhusiopathiae antibody titres. Vet J 2009,
180:325-329.

5. Charlier J, Troeng J, Hoglund J, Demeler J, Stafford K, Coles G, von Samson-
Himmelstjerna G, Merza M, Vercruysse J: Assessment of the within- and
between-laboratory repeatability of a commercially available Ostertagia
ostertagi milk ELISA. Vet Parasitol 2009, 164:66-69.

6. Falconi C, Oleaga A, Lopez-Olvera JR, Casais R, Prieto M, Gortézar C:
Prevalence of antibodies against selected agents shared between
Cantabrian chamois (Rupicapra pyrenaica parva) and domestic goats. Eur
J Wildl Res 2010, 56:319-325.

7. Holzwarth N, Pospischil A, Marreros N, Ryser-Degiorgis MP, Mavrot F, Frey J,
Thoma R, Borel N: Alpine ibex (Capra i. ibex) is not a reservoir for
chlamydial infections of domestic ruminants and humans. Eur J Wild| Res
2011, 57:233-240.

8. Curry PS, Elkin BT, Campbell M, Nielsen K, Hutchins W, Ribble C, Kutz SJ:
Filter-paper blood samples for ELISA detection of Brucella antibodies in
caribou. J Wildl Dis 2011, 47:12-20.

9. Ruiz-Fons F, Vicente J, Vidal D, Hofle U, Villanua D, Gauss C, Segales J,
Almeria S, Montoro V, Gortazar C: Seroprevalence of six reproductive
pathogens in European wild boar (Sus scrofa) from Spain: the effect on
wild boar female reproductive performance. Theriogenology 2006,
65:731-743.

10.  Vicente J, Ruiz-Fons F, Vidal D, Hofle U, Acevedo P, Villanua D, Fernandez-
De-Mera |G, Martin MP, Gortazar C: Serosurvey of Aujeszky’s disease virus
infection in European wild boar in Spain. Vet Rec 2005, 156:408-412.

11, Pannwitz G, Freuling C, Denzin N, Schaarschmidt U, Nieper H, Hlinak A,
Burkhardt S, Klopries M, Dedek J, Hoffmann L, et al- A long-term
serological survey on Aujeszky's disease virus infections in wild boar in
East Germany. Epidemiol Infect 2011, 1-11.

doi:10.1186/1756-0500-4-498

Cite this article as: Boadella and Gortazar: Effect of haemolysis and
repeated freeze-thawing cycles on wild boar serum antibody testing by
ELISA. BMC Research Notes 2011 4:498.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of:

e Convenient online submission

e Thorough peer review

¢ No space constraints or color figure charges

¢ Immediate publication on acceptance

¢ Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

¢ Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

( BioMed Central



http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20205703?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20205703?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18783968?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18783968?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19414219?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19414219?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19414219?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21269992?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21269992?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16076482?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16076482?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16076482?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15816194?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15816194?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Discussion
	Methods
	Samples
	ELISA test

	Acknowledgements
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References

