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W E.h# 3% B35 F (Tomato black ring virus, TBRV) # & 48:% K 4w B K, &+
GenBank ¥ #5 TBRV 4 88 55| # 47 547, % i L4 F R4 50 R A4 F A7, AR KL

sk e 5 TBRV & RT-PCR = #3474 3, A &A% F A m AUE ) 3% Az 5,

ST EEARFOR TR, BB AXR )L L4 Fe TBRV.ZL E 5 ER L LR F
(PSTVD) . B 44%F A Ja & (PVA) B & 76 32 % 95 4 (TSWV) 4l R A 29 4 1 pg/pl ¥ RNA, 5
FH RT-PCR ZHEA Y, FRAFREN LR RAZFETAT TBRV & B F 1M,

ST BB IR (TBRV) O B HAR s )

hE4SHEKS .S 436.412. 111

FKHh B I 9% 3 (Tomato black ring virus, TBRV) 2k
JINZ N % 18 5 3 H (Picornavirales) £ 4 91 & 5 7% B+
(Secoviridae) 1. Z. 5 8 . £ (Comoviridae ) £k 1 4% 22 T 4
i 828 (Nepovirus) L 51 . 25 AR P A 49 . 4 . K
il e SRS BN VENFRANEESZMEES
FAEY ML EAEENATE L., Zm v E S LR
B 5 e P T R R 2R R L, T H X
RN EEERE ZME, B k— B A RES &
FEYH HEMTXT b3 7 Ml A8 RSB PR I L R R Y
Kepe B ZAME, B A BTEIT B 42 A RS0 [ i 5%
YRR EEY AR . BEE AT E bl ot
REENEZ, ZREEANKNEGHEREIFRA R IE
BB I B AR AL BR T N se WA R R AT, R R
FRI AR R LB FB . BHRTENIMUE D EX
F TBRV Kl 75 5B 5% (0 #2308 - B P v e ) 207 s ot v
TR PEBEREFP B 7 1% , Wi H B VR (Chenopodium quinoa)
WV MW ( Nicotiane tabacum var. xanthi- NC). = i M
(Nicotiana tabacum cv. White Burley) 17 FG 4K ( Nicotiana
clevelandii)VE KM TBRV () —Z 5 BI12F 3, T 87
TR R AE R v 5 8 S 2 IR S T
W EER) DAS-ELISA K %8s o Gakr i 77 125 s 857 T 1 %
TBRV 6 NA[R 43 B ¥ RT-PCR il 6. R =

B—EEE A RAIZAI7), 5. B MR AL EAFH
My & B 5 TAE ., E-mail : zhangyjpvi@yeah. net.

FEEE X 3L 1966, B AL AL RAEZKNFHMM IR
A 50 A8, E-mail : liuhongyi665@ yahoo. com. cn.
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ZBIFI A TBRV & H 32 H 47 510 8 H e S5 14,
3T TBRV ) RT-PCR Flfpefiik RT-PCR {5374
M. Ak S W R S BE R BR 43 %5 (Immunomag -
netic separation,IMS) 5 RT-PCR ¥ ¥ 4SS, # T
TBRYV #) IMS-RT-PCR #: | 5. E 4 Pospieszny H
0N A IC-RT-PCR # AR A% o #5322 8K E#)
TBRV #47 T4 ; Harper S J %5 g 57 T — 235 5Lt
7% RT-PCR # AR FF TBRV Pk ,

WRAH S R A — b il R I R R, 2
AR R BRI SRR R R xR 2R A LBOR
F—k, BA SR A 00 A - 1T 38 2 R R 9 0 4 A R
R B ARSI | 7 b AN ] B4 B 43 Tl R TR R A U R
B IOV AE R AR FR A AT W R A8 R0 ) 5 A
RS &P E L pL). ZHEREHATEERSE
(Plum pox virus, PPV) {0 ; 2 B /i 4 1k, B AN
it DL F B AR A A PR B N E; T EEH
TP BEI BE AR I 2 AR, Sy A TN 42 1L B 22 ) 6 43,
55T Fon PPN B ORISR ARSI ik o
1 MR ExR*®
L1 Hsbe

AT R Fe i B2 A% 5 (Tomato black ring virus,
TBRV) .5 4% 2 45 ik B 25 2 % % (Potato spindle tuber
viroid, PSTVd) . & % 2 A %% % (Potato virus A,PVA),
FeAPEZE 5 5 (Tomato spotted wilt virus, TSWV) & 5
B ZERE T B P E R I R R 2 B S B SE 0 AR AE

515 %4 AR YE GenBank H TBRV ¥ #% 1 R ¥
SN, 51 iR A B R B A R SR e dL
FRRHE Y AR BRIEA FE L P50 F : TBRV-F:
5’-AAATATAGGCCGCTTTGAA-3’; TBRV - R: 57 -
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Biotin-TCTTTTTGTGTCCAACATAGC -3’ ; TBRV-P:
57-NH3 - C12 - GGTGTTTAATTTCCGCTTTTATGTG-
GCGATAATCAAGGTT -3 ; § H4=1K FE 2 A 138 bp.

3+ 231 ) 3K (Bio-Plex COOH Bead) . #5 &
(Sheath Fluid) & #ER 7 & (Bio-Plex Validation kit) K%
1FiR5%] & (Bio-Plex Calibration kit) i | Bio-Rad /A &l ;
EDC(1 - Ethyl - 3 - [ 3 - dimethylaminopropyl carbodiimide
hydrochloride ]) 2 Pierce 23 &) 72 i s MES(2-{ N-morpholino |
ethanesulfonic acid hydrate) (0.1 mol/L, pH 4.5).1%
SDS(+ = kg FHLER 4M) . Sarkosyl (N-lauroylsarcosine) .
Streptavidin-R-phycoerythrin 3 Roche Applied Science 2%
A7 s Tween 20, TE (Tris -EDTA ) 28 w3 (pH 8.0,
100X).5 mol/L TMAC(Tetramethylammonium chloride
solution) .1 mol/L Tris-HCI (pH 8. 0).0. 5 mol/L EDTA
(pH 8. 0>y Sigma 24 5] 7™ f s YK BEZR R 48 BUR ) &
W 5 B EREE N F AR T KA BRAF]

FEBAULS : Bio-plex WAHE i R GE (Bio-Rad AFD,
L2 Wik
1.2.1 #EBRIEE 4 3 FRE TBRV,PSTVd, PVA .
TSWV K LS ERE @A R 0.1 g, 8 9K BEBRAZ R
PR ) & B2 BORE & A RNA, H & 452 4 #1235 U B
H#17.
1.2.2 RT-PCR¥"# cDNA &% BI7E 0.2 mL i
B HIMA 1 pL 8 RNA.2 pL(10 pmol/L) F##5 4.
1 pL dNTP Mix(10 mmol/1) } 10 L. DEPCG-H, O;{E %]
J&F 70°CHN#A 10 min, MR B|PK TR 5 min, BEAT
BRI R NE A 5 X R R E W 5 pL,
0.5 pL RNA [ #1001 5] (40 U/pl), 0.5 pL & %% 5% B
(200 U/ pL) s 525218 5) BRI BS .0 542°C N 1 by 9K F B
¥ 5 min, 3818 ¢cDNA, PCR §"3 . BN 7 0. 2 mL A9 &
BHMA 1 L cDNA,_FY#5 4710 pmol/L) 1 pL, T
5147(10 pmol/L) 1 pL dNTP Mix(10 mmol/1)0. 5 pL.
Tag B (5 U/pL) 0.3 L PCR 22 i (10 X) 2.5 pl,
MgCL (25 pmol/L)2. 5 pL % DEPC-H,0 16.2 uL,8kJ5
#H8 PCR R )7 #4791 . PCR #2)%:95°C 5 min;
94°C 30 s,50°C 30 s,72°C 20 5,30 ™MEH;72°C 5 min,
1.2.3 4 5PEMmEHERMEEE B 100 pL HERIEIE
30 s JFHAE 30 s, B H A B4 H, 13 000 r/min B L
15 min; FAIA 30 pL 9 MES, 13 000 r/min 8.0 15 min;
A 8.5 uL i MES, 13 000 r/min B.L> 1~2 min; % |
W, UL 85 pl MES E & 3k; im A 1 pL B4 4
(0.1 nmol/L) } 10 pLL NHS(10 mg/mL) 7. RRFRTE ; i
A 0.5 pL Ffi ) EDC(10 mg/mL) 357 B 158 i ; bk e 2
RS E 30 mins N A 10 pL NHSR _F) 3F 57 BRI 5 ; fin
A 0.5 pL B EDCR] ) 3% 37 B iR I 5 38 > 2 YL 5
F 30 min; A 1 mL Tween 20(0. 02%0) 3R HE ; i ER 2
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13 000 r/min B> 1~2 min; B H FE ¥, 1 mL SDS
(0. 1%6) B I i BRIF IR BE 40 s513 000 r/min B0y 1~
2 min; 20 pL TE (pH 8. O)FEEMMIR; IR™HE 30 s J§ 4C
AT REEIRFE
1.2.4 TBRV BAHSRRARKMEY BREESL
PR SCHRBRET 33K 20 s3] 1. 5 X TMAC 238 WK 4%
HIMERFERE 2 150 A/ s i BN ROV FL K 25 1 % B L
A 33 pL FREWG B = JHILP A 17 L TE
(pH 8. 0) s M mAL 4 A INA B £ R ALY 1
74 5 wL K TE(pH 8. 0)12 pLs FAE B F R Bk LUR
5945 JIL AL 6 4 BCNEAR LA B IR 3 R, ¥ B T 98°C
5 min DL f# PCR 7= ¥ S5 28 M5 2 J5 P8 B AR B T
52°C 15 min; F§ 1X TMAC 2438 B R MR B4R
HBECHK 2~4 pg/mLGE: BT 75 oL BAB);H 1X
TMAC 2438 %% 1. 2 pm 9 Millipore filter plate Fiiji# , 2
JE IR R A 2 5 4 24 38 47 1 SO RS A B TR I FL A,
A Rz DA BE; 1 X TMAC 100 pL 3§ 3 2
W Z e HaEFLIMA 75 pL B 6, 3 FHME B o
WL B B 0 ¥R 5 R B2 I YR A% 1] PCR AR H 5 8 2 i
M B F 52°C 4438 15 min, A Bio-plex W AHIN i R Gtk
M, WA B M HE 45 R (Luminex qualitative ratio
result, LQRR) &&T4¢ 768 B Hh i {E (Median flores-
cence intensity, MFD -3 {E (MFIs) 5 25 [ X} i MFI [
- # {5 (MFIb) 9 [t {H, Bl LQRR = MFIs/MFIb,
LQRR=>2, 25 H Jy BAME ;s LQRR<2, 45 4 R B
L2.5 WAt R Rt 20 TBRV,PSTV,
TSWV K PVA ) RNA fEJ#itk  #2 1R 1. 2. 2 i J7 i ik
T8 W1 724 5 TBRYV 35 PR ET (55 (4 48 I 58 %
S R R 1. 2. 4 B 07 1 R AT 258 R TN T AR O R 1Y
M IRES HX R,
1.2.6 WAHN A5 RT-PCR R UE WK #
TBRV K44 RNA100 ng/pL) #47 10~10° B E R B J5
FAVERAR , 23 A5 HR 1. 2. 2 1 1. 2. 4 A0 B BEAT WORE S
F 5RT-PCR K, b — & ) RELE
L2.7 YA R SERRee SR R o 5 TR
AR R 75325 R 4 43 SIE 46 8 AR AF Y SEBRAE s
2 BREHW
2.1 RT-PCR Kl J7 ¥k i 25T

%t TBRV.PSTVd. TSVW £ PVA #47 RT-PCR ¥&
Wi, R TBRV Fe 7R 46 125 138 bp 1 B 4, H
BB I, 45 R SRS R (E D,
2.2 VORESES AR 7y R A et e 4 SR

K TBRV 5 £+ 5 9% %t 4 75 B0 3R 48 8K, 2 3 5
TBRV.PSTVA. TSVW K PVA ] PCR ;=4 2= 32, 45 R
WZ 1. TBRV % PCR =4 MFI B i K F 25 5 X i
f{E , H LQRR 2k 209. 37, K F 2; 7 PSTVA. TSVW K&
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1 TBRV PCR #RERNE R
EM PR LBEMBARE; 2. SR ERERHRE; 3.
PLEERE 4. DRE ARE,
Fig. 1 Specific detection of PCR for TBRV
Note: M:DNA marker;1: TBRV;2.:PSTVd;3: TSVW;4:PVA.

PVA #) LQRR #/NTF 2,38 9157 £ 37 AOROAR S Rl

FEA RIFHRe M
*1 THEHEREUNG EHREER
Table 1 The specificity test of liquichip for TBRV
BRI Virus species TBRV PSTVd PVA TSWV
RS G(E (MFIs) 8 165.5 6.5 23.5 21.0
25 1261 (MFIb) 39
FEHE HE (LQRR) 209. 37 0.17 0. 60 0.54
Z5 3 Results + — — —

T RRGE RN ARG R A

Note:  +”means positive result; ¢ —’means negative result.
2.3 WO AR 7 vk R R
¢ TBRV .5 RNA #4710~ 10° ¥ BB AR
BEA, 20 AT AR B 5 RT-PCR &, Mt 45
REH (K 2), KA R BB 10° (L42K 1 pg/pl &
RNA),LQRR {62 2; RT-PCR 4l R 5% 10° (E 2),
R —HERWEMN,

*2 THERENA ERBELER
Table 2 The sensitivity test of liquichip for TBRV
BE SRR BAE % Sample dilutions 10 102 103 104 105
B 5 G EH (MFTs) 4927.5 1599.0 1587.0 1167.0 32.0
25 P61 (MFIb) 16
&M HAH (LQRR) 307. 97 99. 93 99.19 72.94  2.00
#E B Results + + + + +

W HTRRGER IS

Note: ‘+’ means positive result.

250 bp 138 bp

2 TBRV PCR R EHRNE R
M. 43 F RARUE ; 1~5 BORA B 5 N EE , 4131 : 10,107,108
104,105,
Fig. 2 The sensitivity detection of PCR for TBRV
Note: M:DNA marker;1~5:five dilutions of template,10,10%,10%,10*

and 10°, respectively.

2.4 WA RS RT-PCR Kl SEBRRE dh LXT45 R

XF SE By 2 R AF ) 22 RT-PCR K I ) SE BRAE i £ 47
POME A A2 I 45 2R L2 3,5 RT-PCR il 45 5%
(B 3)—2, R WI% 7 16 T F TS Bt b A

&3 RS R F RN RERER

Table 3 The samples detection of liquichip for TBRV
B Bt 1 Bt 2 Bl 3 BEdh 4
Samples Samplel Sample 2 Sample 3 Sample 4
FE R TE (MFTs) 6 479.0 15.0 315 12.5
25 G (MFIb) 39
RE M HL i (LQRR) 166. 12 0. 03 0.81 0.32
Z5 R Results + — — —

AT RIRGE R A RN SR A

>

means negative result.

Note: ‘+’ means positive result;

3 EEREES RT-PCR # 7Bk E
B M A FREVAE 1 RER 1;2.8 5 2;3: 880 3;4. 85 4,
Fig. 3 Detection of RT-PCR products by
agarose gel electrophoresis

Note: M:DNA marker;1:sample 1;2:sample 2;3:sample 3;4 :sample 4.

3 itig

A BINREAE N — R E R YR, A
EF TR R EAEY LR, XREE—
BAEREY BB 1A hy BRI X, DR A A5 A A I v et 98
BRERREAEREA RN EENRE L. iz
UG HEAT T 3 it BEIA R B VRO S R R O B OB AT . B
FEERF 1%k B R WA 8] RT-PCR AR 7k
T EROEES B R B AR AR R B A R T AR TR
TR YK, K B P . O T AR i O B AR
M EFEREREDRER 4 F EZ R E (TBRV,
PSTVA.TSWV } PVA) #4755k 56, UF 52 % ik B
BRI,

TEBOREES A KA 2R S AR P SR AR A i 8
I BB UL R 2 VRO A Ay AR 5 TR 8K A TR BR AN
EHBEBE AR BB R KB RO BRAT I 2 Sk L , 38 Ik
HUAR S HRET A 24 3 LR, DA T B IS I 15 56, 8 9 A
MR, ERRIREPFEERUTILE MERER
SYTRTIE » B L TR 3R 4 5 il fHS K 5 A K 7 R B BR & S
OV 3l B0 SR B i AR R 45 2% s MES i)
pH —E BT, /MY pH 25 548 & BB RIUR 7= 4
B KR e A AT 2 MQ |13, i A RE A TE; %
ARG T AR P ER LR

1 RO A R R AR LA e S 3 R B PR
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Development of Liquid Chip Technique for Rapid Detection of
Tomato Black Ring Virus

ZHANG Yong-jiang' ,XIN Yan-yan' ,LI Gui-fen' ,LIU Zhong-mei* ,LIU Hong-yi*
(1. Chinese Academy of Inspection and Quarantine,Beijing 100029;2. Technical Center of Inspection and Quarantine, Heilongjiang Entry-Exit

Inspection and Quarantine Bureau, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150001)

Abstract: To develop liquid chip technique for detecting Tomato black ring virus (TBRV), the nucleotide sequence of
TBRYV was analyzed by using the software Primer Premier 5. 0,and specific probe labeled with biotin was prepared and
coupled with fluorescence-coded microspheres,which was used for hybridization reaction to RT-PCR products of TBRV.
Liquid chip detection method for TBRV was established by using Bio-Rad liquid chip to detect fluorescence signal in the
reaction system. The specificity of this method was evaluated by applying the proposed method to detect four viruses
infecting potato, TBRV, Potato spindle tuber viroid (PSTVd), Potato virus A (PVA) and Tomato spotted wilt virus
(TSWV). The results showed that better specificity to TBRV and no reaction with other three viruses. The sensitivity of
the method was 1 pg/uL of total RNA,which was equal to the conventional RT-PCR method. The successful detection of
TBRYV in potato samples suggested the feasibility of this procedure for routine testing.

Key words; Tomato black ring virus(TBRV) ;liquid chip technique;detection

“RAXER"HRRL WA AR

KEBIFENRPIR M T —Fp TR 7, LA 35 D AR , 7T DR R ) 4 b 20w 2, P 4% H5NL £
RECRYE B TR . XAPEEE 2R MOE 7, DR B e R R, AT AR 5 IX g HSNT BB R 3 55
R R .

BhefZGE T B ISR BhE T LB R N AP iR 9 1 BefE o “ M R Rl Al v BEAT 12 S0 2 A6
TPk 3 BRI . MBS R ik Bk D AR S R AR L N D R A S T 2 T

FHEFM R MR 7RI T 24 F A& 5 EAF R HONL B8 B 2 , 45 s hil) s Ho b 21 Fh 88 — Bl
WM., XERE M IS A SRS RBREIRIS N HONL B ik, HA MR 25 7 h 5ier
HR ARG B,
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