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Application of LAMP in the detection of plant pathogens
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Abstract: Loop-mediated isothermal amplification (LAMP) technology is a new type of loop-mediated
isothermal nucleic acid amplification molecular technology, which has significant advantages such as
strong specificity, easy operation and low cost, and was used to fast, high efficiently dectect patheogens.
LAMP technology provides more accurate control period for the effective prevention and control of
plant diseases, so as to reduce the abuse of pesticide. This paper mainly summarizes the principle, devel-
opment, advantages and disadvantages of LAMP technology, and its application in the detection of vari-
ous plant pathogens such as fungi, bacteria, and viruses, as well as the detection for pesticide resistance,
and analyzes its application prospects in accordance with domestic and foreign research progress.
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T ™ S A RAE Y B i e, 4
BREZAANEY AT B TA Y 5 T Bk
2905 B R 10%~15% (FEPRA2,2010) o U4,
Pre 5 b i Bt 5 2 3 DON 23 3 554 H W it
)™ U NS & 024 (R4, 2010) .
FE P96 3 2 W6 T B 6 2 OCH 2, an R B2
W, NS AT L3k G g S AT 110 A48 LA K S B P 9 S )
(4B, BRAIR 2R B B 2k , i L Bk e 2% v A R T
WD A 2R

H AT B ) ARSI ik 32 A AT A0 B
B HPESERTIE LU AR DL R A I A i 1%
A5 Hob g i T Y R A R R I Rl AN BRI
2016) o AZRRY HEFL A8 12 5 i) 52 I o A R 1 K
YIS IR EARTE A Y HAR U S 2 W TH B
J"3Z i ] (Parida et al., 2008) . 2 % fiff il =X [ )i
(polymerase chain reaction, PCR) ¥ 4% AR J& f 5 i
PIRZIRY FEHOR , AMAA H e B G HOR , g s
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% J¥ ) 5 il (self-sustained sequence replication,
3SR) A Fil g 5 49 1 (strand displacement ampli-
fication, SDA) #% & £ (Bull & Pease, 1995; Chen et
al.,2009; Tsaftaris et al.,2010) . AN[E|FZERY I+
AR B AR ALY ZERANR], PCR AR 7 2 AR I 4%
FF 58 1 DNA 9 & 1, 15 SDA Fe AR AEH & i BT
RIVRT 5 3l DNA #4518, 3145 H Fr DNA B33 17 471
(Chen et al.,2009) . FZRY 34 HA B H A, H
PRAE S B THG 2 8% , I 7E SE B 2k P v 2
F PR (Fang et al.,2008) . ITLE4, BHIF A 5130
TR AL TR B AR I & AR, T S T 30
TSR P 1Y (loop-mediated isothermal amplifica-
tion method, LAMP) £ K , %% R e 7E S5 1R 25 T
T 1 h PR FRECE A DNA 71 2 100 77 4y, 77 )3
TR B R 1Y 42 ot (Notomi et al., 2000) o
Zanoli & Spoto (2013) #R i LAMP $ AR A 75 ZLAE 4
AR AL IR AR A B T GORA ) A TR A D i it 2
B AR ETEXT LAMP E AR K JFEH & i
D A5 TR ELT A TR 6 75 55 22 IR s i ) A D
K ARPTLPERGIN b i B AT 845, 145 & R N 4b
5 R e 3 A 1 LR A 5%, DAY s s [ 4 1)
RS2

1 LAMPH AR BRI K =4 il

LAMP $ AR JE—Flugh B B R 38 o FH R .
LAMP # AR [ 5 W /& 28 1 ANTPs , BstDNA A1
519 2 DNA B SE 4% . 7E 55 2% 5 BstDNA
RAEMHERT 4806 FhrERMES 1 5 BAREEHE A
) X IR A 25 G, e 8 BT A A — [ 25 300k
DNA (Notomi et al.,2000), LAMP Jz i 959145 i
L XF AN S W (LSR5 14 F3 R R i A5 51 9
B3) .1 XSS [ (L3 PR | FIP TR T 5 |
Y1 BIP) LA K 160305 1) (L3 305 [0 AN S i 3A 51 4)
2R, 51 AR R B 455 1053 i R S U3 H B DNA
() 6 A X3, 25 | 9 i 25 4 i £5 LAMP $ R B
A i B S5 (Notomi et al.,2000) .

LAMP S FZE 58 (1) N ERS 49 FIP (1)
F2 X85 H A5 DNA Y F2c X 34252 I )5 5h B M i
B4 1, 514 F3 5 H bR DNA B F3c X s B 45 il
DNA, Jf E i) I N5 14 FIP 456 19 0 AME , ¢
B A ETE STl i 1A FRIREE#4 o (2) 50ty 2811
FUEE DNAVE R T UiE N385 | 9 BIP (RS HRAE | A
(1) B2c DX I A B2 24 52 -5 /8 DNA HAME , [ iy 4T
T sumEREs# - (3) FUiFFNT 514 B3 5 H R DNA

() B3¢ XA 24 22 O A {1, B 4t 5 R i N S 1)
BIP 4545 (W B AME U BUNE#S 7 DNA (&l 1-a~b) . 7E
BstDNA A FERIVE S 0 RS m 2 B Ar bk
PRl B3 F1DCI 3 i I AN W 2B, S 24T I 5 g )
WARZEH o WS R DNA 5% 5 iUH AT 2L 450 1
DNA, WA J& 3l LAMP SR 25 2 B Be—— 34"
WaprBe . TR By BN RS 14 FIP AR i
WESS 149 BIP 5| 3, 24 Z2 WA A 4 e 208 i
A — B 25 31k DNA (& 1) (Notomi et al., 2000;
Wong et al.,2018) .

LAMP 23774y A 77 ik A 45 S s
1 IR B S P DR IN 32 A R L e A ik (181 2) o
I o Ak 3 o 15 P A, 1) P ST s e 4 Sx
LAMP S Az i SRR 5 1 A D T1E BUE JE 3 &
SR Y1 (quantitative loop-mediated isothermal am-
plification, qLAMP) W J8 1Y 5 GA7 5 7 ) #k AT
SIS AT A0 5 R L A HR UL B 0 (&1 2-a)
(Mashooq et al., 2016; Oscorbin et al., 2016) .
LAMP J 37 25 58 ] LA b S5 I W G5 i vl kA I 5 3K
5 {HH T LAMP £ R 175 31 DNA Jr Be KA
—, PR T 2 R B e r Uk s 2y S it R (&1 2-b)
(Chen et al., 2016a; Wong et al., 2018) . It 4,
LAMP [ I 25 5 36 7] DL |y Fe 68 4 I 32 4R 15, 78
LAMP S AR Z PR & Jept 2 R 45 s, H
PRREAS B0, K A2 AL AR B FRFEAS B (S, DA
AR 2R, 24 LAMP 2R Z H A SYBR
Green 144l & HAR Y 1Y) 00108 MBI 1
F& 0,78 by 1 25 6, (K] 2-¢) (Chen et al., 2016b) ; 24
LAMP JZ i i & mhohin A ¥ 5 25 W i (hydroxynaph-
thol blue, HNB) I, 35 4 F b5 47 15 7™ 4 i) 148 9 B
8y 25 68 48 il K % 8 (&) 2-d) (Fischbach et al.,
2015; Wong et al.,2018) o Hu (G 56 75 ] DL 424k
BRI 285 5, RO vy 1 AGr N 3, AT S5 38 FH R A
Yy S5 ) R A I

2 LAMPHE KRB A R

Notomi et al.(2000) & X1 T LAMP A , fifi
J& A LAMP AR A% O B AR Y HE T AR AR 4k 0]
1145 [ %% 5% LAMP (reverse transcriptase LAMP, RT-
LAMP)H A 2 LAMP HR K H & LAMP HR 4%
(Wong et al.,2018) .

RT-LAMP FAfd A0 5 S5 15 RNA B AR
[ cDNA, L) cDNA 54 F] ] BstDNA 52 i itk
T —49 1 (Notomi et al., 2000) ., RT-LAMP 4%
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A FZH T LARNA Rt g s A il , ansp il dwarf-associated virus, CCDaV) . 75 ££ 45 Bk 25 (ba-
#B 4% F BE 9% B (apple chlorotic leaf spot virus, nana streak virus, BSV) A9 #5145 (32 4245, 2012 X1l

ACLSV) M 4 48 23 5% {1k A 5296 % (citrus chlorotic  BF22%%,2017; 3K W45 ,2018)

F3 F2 Fl Blc B2¢ B3c 30
—_— .-.-_..@.-_

31
1 Ay

5!

‘F%‘;V\]ﬁgglq@ Blc B3 primer

BIP primer
5 F3c F2¢ Fle Bl B2 Ble 5
0o _-.--. w
- 3
Lapst 5"1:1 -
imer  EAEREI Y
K3 prasmes FIP primer
= Fl F2 F1 Blc B2¢ Bl "

1 #5148 Loop B
@52

F2
Flc Bl
b EF5F[¥F Loop F Eé{l%(l)lr(lgtlltéertll
‘FZ'CEF“ blc s
Flc 5 a B2
F2e F1 Bl

Blc. B2c. B3c: HARIEN FFA4ES XL F1, F2, F3: HFREN LiFi4ER X5 Fle, F2c, F3c: 7015 F1, F2. F3
HAMYFER XS B, B2, B3: 43005 Ble, B2c, B3c HAMYARR X I; a: F1 XI5 Flc XKBEAME M4 7] DNA ;
b: Bl XI5 Blc X3 H #ME W ME4% 7 DNA, Blc, B2c, B3c: Specific region downstream of the target gene; F1, F2,
F3: specific region upstream of the target gene; Flc, F2c¢, F3c: specific regions complementary to F1, F2, and F3, respec-
tively; B1, B2, B3; specific regions complementary to Blc, B2c, and B3c, respectively; a: F1 region is complementary

to the Flc region, forming a dumbbell DNA; b: Bl region is complementary to the Blc region, forming a dumbbell DNA.

El1 LAMP #AK & iz J& 38 2= B (Notomi et al., 2000; Wong et al., 2018)
Fig. 1 LAMP reaction and its principle diagram(Notomi et al., 2000; Wong et al., 2018)
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a: SCHF W (Mashooq et al., 2016) ; b BiUE AR i B 1k kG 72 (Wong et al., 2018); c¢: SYBR Green I 444} (Chen et
al., 2016b) ; d: £ ILZEM #5 Yk} (Wong et al., 2018) ., a: Real-time monitoring (Mashooq et al., 2016) ; b: agarose gel
electrophoresis(Wong et al., 2018); ¢: SYBR Green I dye(Chen et al., 2016b) ; d: hydroxynaphthol blue dye(Wong et al.,
2018).
B2 LAMP &&= ¥B9 75 %
Fig. 2 Detection methods for LAMP final products
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% T LAMP £ R 38 1 % 24~ H AR 3 5
JE AN THAR I LAMP 514, ITT#4) 2 2 85 LAMP
TR SEH 2 Pl B DA A5 00995 S0 1) 6 (Wong et
al.,2018) , i AR K Z T sh ¥y I 4y 4Gz, 4n
Iseki et al.(2007) 2R £ B LAMP K %3t 1728
XTSI B4 DL B Babesia bovis F1A=SUEFEL DI
B B. bigemina BARMAA SCHEE 11 1 FE ) LAMP 5|
Wy, 8 A B D0 3 R AR 02 B 0L 3 R R Tl (X4
Lau et al.(2015) % £ & LAMP § K 5 RT-LAMP 3}
REEGAE—RHER T8 5B 3 1R 777 , iE B
Z # LAMP £ R 5 RT-LAMP £ R 454 7] H T 8¢
FAVRSTIN , AR 250 D 2 () R A T 37 LR

Salinas & Little(2012) [#3iA T Electric LAMP £
AR % &, Electric LAMP i@ 15 B, 7 $0L m] DA
7 2 3 PSR A LAMP 519, 3255 T LMAP #6701
R ZBEE . In-disc LAMP(iD-LAMP) i Jij 2§ & —
FRAE RIS, P2 b A — BB TR i N 2 2R,
Al HF H bR DNA B SERIE o %A R 88 S
TR R O A Z AT DG A 3 L (Santia-
go-Felipe et al.,2016) .

3 LAMPEARSHERMIT ERILLE

Bifi 5 A A ) A BRI e, H s S ) () A
W77 AR GE ) 3 2 2 e VR e 78 Sl - A I
o HRIHMIES2W B L, 24 O vk
RE D3 A R AR B 0, S 2 T T A I 485 SR 1y
HERRME . B LI oA 7 VA AR 5l PCRBOR AR
) it PCR (biomass PCR, Bio-PCR) $ & | §1 3% PCR
(nested-PCR) £ R | ¥ #% 5% PCR (reverse transcrip-
tase PCR, RT-PCR) R . (¥ PCR (digital PCR, dP-
CR) 4 K | 52 B % & PCR (real-time quantitative
PCR, qPCR) £ AR J W4 3 2% ¢ PCR (magnetic-cap-
ture hybridization PCR, MCH-PCR ) # /X 2§ (Mancini
etal.,2016),

38 PCR 43 AR HI R 5 1k 51 9 ik 28 v R
K IEARLE T TR SSREIE IR, R Y 3 th K B R
DNA Jr B, St i IR sl i ik z —.
i PCR AR BT SE B T X i A 2895 B Ascochyta
lentis 51 85 N BABENR 6 Alternaria radicina (Hussain
et al., 2000; Pryor & Gilbertson, 2001) . +F 1 F} £
BESR 1 A. brassicae 22375 iR 1 Peronospora ar-
borescens <5 Z2 PR W) 95 [ ) 1 45D ( Guillemette et
al.,2007;Landa et al.,2007) . ‘S54& 5500 & HL50 25 %
FE AR L, 538 PCR B AR R PR H AR /R b Ao )

R OFR AR ), B 1 SR A RO

Hi T* PCR ] K B AAAE , R0 J5 ) & sk
fRAIFEAS , PCR £ AR XELL B 42451 (de Boer et al.,
1995). Wi, Schaad et al.(1995)#ff & T Bio-PCR+
A ZFAE X R TR R B TR R
A K, WA R T a2kl TAE . AR H
T J5 B TR A4 TR A% A (Munkvold,, 2009) . 53
il PCREZAA H , Bio-PCR 4 AR Z U B i, Bk T
PCR 1 il (K F 1 52 i, HL7E 97 3G /i A 77 28 52 L
DNA, Ik, Bio-PCREZAMG X G 1% A , ik £
T A DNA BT B0 BHPE RS 25 2R (Schaad et
al., 1995) o ZHE A SR A AR R =, BRI
T BB MY 3G IR [R] B AT T A I 4% (Walcott,,
2003) .

H50 PCR B IE FH T A H bR i) & i
BARBIREA IZ AR 2 XA LS [ it AT 3, B
2N LA BN IR PCRY G N T,
MM & T 9734 A0 47 7 % (Massung et al., 1998) ,
ARG IRIEWETE Colletotrichum lindemuth-
ianum DNA F A &4 10 fo/ul, H R 8UE H
i PCR 7 1 000 i (Chen et al.,2007) . 5\ PCR £
G2 RIEAY 1G58 2 IR PCR Y MG 5| i 52 5 4L 1y
KU EE K (Aslam et al.,2017) .

RS HE Y B 0 2Bt L W) B RNA -8
PCR £ R TGk B 2K RNA J%5 7 , 1fii RT-PCR £ A
TERE SRS 1R S SR VE TR B mRNA [ %
SE cDNA, #R 5 DL cDNA WM AT R D 1, M\
TSP T X5 B B9 A (Aslam et al. 2017) . FEAK
H1 i mRNA B At , RT-PCR H7 AR AL AT X6 375 1A 55 J5E
YIEAT RGN, FRAK T FEAR mRNA I 3350 A9 18 FH P XL
5 (Capote et al.,2012) . 1ZH A FZNH T RNA T
BEMIRTI

qPCR A H 3 il A 2 Yede) 7 Az — PP REIR 1)
KA, R R ZSETT X DU 55 A TR, 4
LR Bl T35 A A5 AL T SE 30X H AR DNA 1Y
7€ ik (Gachon et al., 2004) . 4 T £R1E qPCR &l
SR A RS IR S R R R PR A 1A
F B 57 qPCR A6 I 2 45 1) 5% & (Mancini et
al.,2016) . ZEARTEY 15 T EHAE L TR, AL
TR A A8 S B il SR A BH M XU (Tom-
linson et al., 2005) , T 5 T H T #i % 18 5 5 1A
Stachybotrys chartarum 3% S T 25 2505 18 Verticil-
lium dahliae 55 22 P AE )96 I 1) 19 2 £ 4 I ( Cruz-
Perez et al.,2001 ; Duressa et al.,2012) .
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dPCR F AR Al HE 38 i R A ST 5 X 3G 7 )
PEATE TEHT B bR PCR SN 1A 22 S 44 23 e i
T J7A PCR N, DT S 3R A i 1) 48 %) 2 o, L
L5 T A T 3 i R (0GR BIE, A2 3
RN, 5 qPCR A AR AH L LA 48 5 1) v ff
FEE 2 7 (Vogelstein & Kinsler, 1999 ; 15 JK B AIET BK
J8,2017) o {H dPCRHZ AR TAE % B2 F 5 22
AR, i B A B AR B ) T332 R FH MO B ik
P,2012)

MCH-PCR # AR FI| 7 55 T 555 DNA R4 1Y
TG 2R, OFE & b 4 34 5 19 H b5 DNA, L H bR
DNA Rt i#47 PCR Y1 , i F] T 485k DNA J¥ 41
[ %6 I (Jacobsen, 1995) . H#if , MCH-PCR £ R 1
YT PCR IS A9 i R 409 B i A=
BRI, AN 28 1 K B 9% B Botrytis aclada BRI
(Walcott et al.,2004) .

DL B S P PCR $7 A g 7 4 45 LA 34 i A iR
PIEHAR  FC R AR i ARG 2 AR A
HEAESE 2% R T A 5 5 2 AE S0 0 % AT
F#E T1% 48 PCR K , LAMP 37 A 75 46 0 1) 45 5+
P R R RN AR T T4 O R R AR
LAMP HACK ] 4 35 6 PRS2 PE5 [, i SRS 5 |
Y15 H bR R TR X 3k 85 4, B A R v
(Wong et al.,2018) . 1AM, LAMP 7 AR HA7 i3 R
JEE ARSI 75 B2 A SRR AR /D, K RS RS TR Fu-
sarium fujikuroi DNA PRI FRA 100~999 pg/uL,
I I Magnaporthe oryzae DNA KGR BR & 10~
99 pg/uL(Ortega et al.,2018) , 1= R AU i HAE i &
WD 7 1T AT TR R A B, A, LAMP £ R
R0 A8 R T i, — e 1 h (N ED AT SE R, LAMP
BRI BAT LU A3 : LAMP J 3 7648 1 4544 it
A, 37388 (4 7 U 5 B AT S LAMP S5 1 Jr 75 1) 4 7k
A, TR % B AR, R AR T R A
(Notomi et al., 2000) ; LAMP 4% A 46 25 5 114 5 30
Oy AT B2 RGN 235 SR AT LA ah S sl R SR T
SRS I b T DA I A G} L FH PR R SR
19 25 b T AN AR BIR T 85 s Fi ik A T vk
(Wong et al.,2018) . %F LAMP i R KIEH, 7E45
FY B AR LAMP AR —Fl g 3 4000 [
W75, BT R RSt T | R s
FH ELIE P 38 B4 4 #5 (Notomi et al.,2015) .

4 LAMPH KRB
LAMP £ R B R0 FH T Y9 7 ) B A

I BE S IR ) ST 2 PRI, IR B S A £
FE RAEHE
4.1 LAMPHARTERE Y% [F E =& & 9 52 A

Duan et al.(2013;2014a) 4> %) L4 K Z59% i B. ci-
nerea W Beos5 I 1 F {6 B} A ¥ 9% T8 Sclerotinia
sclerotiorum 11 Ssos5 > H #r 3 K #E47 LAMP 2 W ,
RO SV R A 63°C, IF[8] 45 min, il 1 A HNB
POBLSEIL TR R EEI T BT AR AR TR 1 AT A
ARG, HNB Je (475 25 1 5 B v Uk 45 R — 3k, &
B LAMP ARG 25 55 1] 55 3 2 HOR X IR 2555 T Al
AR AL T ARSI AR B 43512 107 ng/mL A1l
0.1 fg/uL, J&3838 PCRAIN Z FUEE 1) 10 A5 1 00045
LAMP R 5 DNA $2BORF @454, nl A %0 A
ANTR] SRR K R AP B AR 1 T B R T
Ul Ortega et al. (2018) FI] F§ LAMP £ AR 4351l % 7K
E P TR B (R R T BF-o 7 91 SRS IR TR S U R
F ARG A6 04 B 7353124 100~999 pg/uL Fl 10~
99 pg/uL DNA., L4k, Villari et al.(2017)# gLAMP
R ST FEBHER RGARZ S AR B I ET Y
12 d, FF B Sl VS TEAR AL 6 m A REAS I 3] 25 <,
I 10 AR A, DL B TS i FR A Bt
R IRESp R D T —— R T 1 e S L PR L A
I . Chen et al. (2013 ) £ %] N2 9% 55 9 B Phytoph-
thora melonis 1] Ras A1 OC 8 1 (0 Ypr1 &K 435l E 47
T LAMP $ AR | PCR £ A K 850 PCR £ ARG,
LAMPH A5 E A PCREARMIRHUNLFRIA 0.4 fg/uL,
FE %58 PCR A R4 1 000 £, H LAMP 5 A A5
B PR HSCAS IR , T LA LAMP AR 7R JR2E
Y25 R0 R ARSI 7 T R 2L ) . S LAMPHIAR 5
DNA PSS AR S &5, BA m MR RS R
B, 4 Kong et al. (2016) F| FH LAMP £ R #4745
SEPEYTHE F5 KA % #E B I Plasmopara viticola P\
HE 38 B[54y 4 H ok, I HLAE 30 min 521K
TR T 1.32 fg/uL HHr DNA BRI, %55 A [RlRE AT
JH 980 760 R A TR FE (RGN , Ay ) 26 7 05 B 455
W E R AR T B IEIESF (2019)FH LAMP
BRI T 5 6 K ZE K 1 SR ME S 55 Pythi-
um arrhenomanes , H.7E 60 min PN B A PR | VA b
RAGAGIN 25 5 | B AR AG I 2 B35 4 10 pg/uL, bt id
PCR R A1 000 1% , BE A5 /2 247 PR Ao ) (1) 2K
(£1),

TE H A5, LAMP HOR B RBUE AT RES R
F% . Thiessen et al.(2018) Fl| FHH qLAMP £ A X 4 %
F1 839 18 Erysiphe necator i#£47 H BRI , - DA qP-
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CR A 25 BAE 2 B, 78 2013 4R B 25 2
qLAMP 4R 5 qPCR H AR 1) 7 0% 6 o 3 22 5%, 1
72014 4F IR IR 25 R b, qPCR B AR R U L qLAMP
AR 5 1Ak, QLAMP 7E 50 FLIXT 14> 7 UK,

(EAER 2 R R B3 20 MR TR 1L &
Y FH 5 P TR G000 %8 4 P R 9 P QLAMP A, B
PEAE g ] A MRS A it — e

&1 LAMP B ARFEEYHRE @& AR A
Table 1 Application of LAMP technology in detection of plant pathogenic fungi

i I ) Heriu i R 53 PCR/qQPCR R B 1AL I I 1] /min E= BTN

Pathogen Detection limit Comparison with PCR/qPCR sensitivity Detection time Reference
JKEEHA 10° ng/mL FE 3 PCR 2 5 10 % 45 Duan et al.,2014a
Botrytis cinerea 10 times more sensitive than PCR
B 0.1 fg/uL % PCR 451 00043 45 Duan et al., 2013
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum 1 000 times more sensitive than PCR
IR T 100~999 pg/pL 5 qPCR—%k 18-22 Ortega et al., 2018
Fusarium fujikuroi Consistent with qPCR
FEELS 10~99 pg/uL  PCR HLLAMP R 1045 13-16 Ortega et al.,2018
Magnaporthe oryzae PCR is 10 times more sensitive than LAMP
F R e 10N+ qLAMP 5 gPCR G i, % # 5+ No significant 50 Thiessen et al.,2018
Erysiphe necator Ten spores difference between qLAMP and qPCR
WA TRRR I 1.32 fg/ul F 38 PCR R 5 100 4% 60 Kong et al.,2016
Plasmopara viticola 100 times more sensitive than PCR
St 0.4 fg/uL % PCR R A5 1 00043 60 Chen et al., 2013
Phytophthora melonis 1 000 times more sensitive than PCR
i A I 10 pg/uL FLtE PCR 2 81 000 fi% 60 BRI, 2019

Pythium arrhenomanes

1 000 times more sensitive than PCR

Zhao et al., 2019

4.2 LAMPH AR 7EE 4195 5 20 B 46 i) P i) 5z FA
Biihlmann et al. (2013) ] LAMP £ AR X% A4k
Y& 955 B Erwinia amylovora 1 H 5 5& K 4 145 J¥ 5]
CDSs AT TR sy 38, IR I AF il 9 5 2R
RGBT TR, A DA R 2 100 CFU/mL.
755 (2015) ) FH LAMP £ ARG I T A 220 1]
425 5 9% B Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. , K I FR
J 1 pg/uL. B4 (2016) 43 51F] H LAMP 5 A il
Wil PCR 4% K XJ 4 ¥ & #h W Ralstonia sola-
nacearum GMI1000 B ki DNA JEHE S AN [R146 BE 1Y
M REBOZER TR, LAMP SRR PR 1.42 pg/il,
O3 PCR R AU R 107 #5245 (2016) X735
IR AT 176 Po4 1 TR D B LU IR AR A
T Z-Ag-1 TR 1) 2 4 U2 1A B BAR i
ATAGIN , 25 R 3R B LAMP KA 52 A ) A 405
A, AT DAAERA M AG U AL TR . Tk 5 (2013) 38
T X RH A 157 979 B Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. citri
Hh Xac HE YR SEAE DR ST 81180 LAMP 5197,
SET AR 57 TR A PR LAMP A 7, iR
J5 ¥E 1) R RT3k 2.03x10° ng/ul. X K 3k 4
(2015) & X5 P4 JINRE TR B8 Acidovorax citrulli 5K 2111
RSP AN BT 7RSS, S T VYRR R 1A Y
LAMP KRR IZ AR AT AE 1 h 38 i 5O i 850

SO P I PR A Al . B R g5 R R W] LAMP
R ARAER R e S R SRy T 2
BRI (F2),
4.3 LAMPH AR TEAE 49 [ i B 440 1 P B 5z

7K i 2B 4% % 45 W 1% (rice black-streaked dwarf
virus, RBSDV ) Fl g J5 7K i B 2% %% 45 % B (southern
rice black-streaked dwarf virus, SRBSDV) 7E Jp5 25 K
IS AR A7 T2 90 S5 07 T R 5 AL, A2 g Ae il
JEAMELAIX A) . A AE (2012) 57 T —Fh R FI RT-
LAMP £ AR PGE A RBSDV Y 777 , HAG AR BiR J2:
3.25x107 pg/ul. b4 2 25 HE Pt 25 25 B (potato
spindle tuber viroid, PSTVd) /2 KX FITRG 52 Y Hh 45 2
H 8 P9 B 4 2 — |, Lenardi€ et al. (2014) & 37 RT-
LAMP HARIFEXFHHATA , H T 15~25 min BIATTS
FI G 25 5L RS I B2 100~1 000 5 D17, R A
J& qPCR [ 1047 , e Ah LAMP 4600 A 55 B 1 #64 £t
FUHUE & G . BRMIAE (2015) FH] RT-LAMP
FORHE ST T RERE R 37195 B2 (strawberry mild yel-
low edge virus, SMYEV) B9 A5 il 7 3 , A i 4% PR 2
107 R BEJEE | 2R 0% 2 qPCR A TN Y 100 1% HLAE
fio BIEAE(2016) A7 T RAEM 5 2 (cucum-
ber mosaic virus, CMV) [ 7] #iL4k. RT-LAMP #5; il {A&
F MR AR TR HSAG, AT RAXT Z A g SR
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CMV HAT A eI, 38 G A7 e, H
PR BE B 9 7% (sweet potato feathery mottle virus,
SPFMV ) B8 1= Y H 18I 1 il™ 5 15 7, 22 4
(2018) & 37 T SPEMV [y RT-LAMP PR i 5 5 1 46
W75 , B fH AT RGN B RNA 6 B A 1.22x 107 ng/uL,
RAGE & qPCR AR 105, 7341, 7 HRVEE SRl
1, RT-LAMP 257 4738 25 2 5 v Ak A T 45 2R —

0, W] RT-LAMP P & I 5 2% Al A 25 H T SP-
FMV () H [RIAS I . R JF 2 48 955 7 (arabis mosaic
virus, AtMV) 9 %5 =78 F) T, e (&8 1L, 2R E
M ZRIERT G 22— WRIEEEAE (2013) W] T4 XT
ArMV 1 RT-LAMP # I 3 71 &, 7 2 57 /9 RT-
LAMP & Z GE7E 60 min 58 1% 355 B (A I, HLAG )
TR 107 R BRI (3R 3) .

R 2 LAMP SR FERE Y R 40 B 46 A9 B2
Table 2 Application of LAMP technology in detection of plant pathogenic bacteria

N 5 PCR/qPCR’ BN N [ s,
s Kot I PCRIGPCR LB Lk BT g s
S Comparison with PCR/qPCR Detection
Pathogen Detection limit e . . Reference
sensitivity time/min
H IR E Ralstonia solanacearum 1.42 pg /uL v 330 PCR R4 1013 45 WA 2016
10 times more sensitive than PCR Huang et al., 2016
R TEZE S 1 pg/uL Ft %38 PCR 2 100 £ 60 HALPAF, 2015
Xanthomonas axonopodis 100 times more sensitive than PCR Feng et al.,2015
BLKIERG A Erwinia amylovora ~ 100CFU/mL kb qPCR R 4§ More sensitive than qPCR 30 Biihlmann et al., 2013
WA 537905 T 2.03x10° ng/uL £ qPCR R 100 % 30 HKE4,2013
Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. citri 100 times more sensitive than qPCR Zhang et al., 2013
P JRPERR 20 CFU/mL 3% PCR R 10015 60 B R GEAF, 2015

Acidovorax citrulli

100 times more sensitive than PCR

Zhao et al.,2015

3 LAMP AR MR R 7% 4 A Y R
Table 3 Application of LAMP technology in detection of plant pathogenic virus

) Ao R 55 qPCR REFJE LA KUt E/min -+ S350k
Pathogen Detection limit Comparison with PCR sensitivity ~ Detection time Reference
TR SPRIR BE B g 7 1216102 ng/uL  RT-LAMP [¥,qPCR R 1013 75 LA 2018
Sweet potato feathery mottle virus RT-LAMP is 10 times more sensitive Jiang et al.,2018
than qPCR
LEGR RSN sub e 1075 e RT-LAMP Lt qPCR R f# 100 1% 45 RIESIIE
Strawberry mild yellow edge virus 107 dilution RT-LAMP is 100 times more sensitive Chen et al.,2015
than gPCR
o B 107 FiBeJEE RT-LAMP Lt qPCR 4 10015 40 BEHAE, 2016
Cucumber mosaic virus 107 dilution RT-LAMP is 100 times more sensitive Zhao et al.,2016
than qPCR
S R 100-1 00045 U1 -F RT-LAMP Lt. qPCR R 101 15-20  Lenargic etal.,2014
Potato spindle tuber viroid 100-1 000 RT-LAMP is 10 times more sensitive
viroid copies than gPCR
IKAE PRAR IR 3.255%10° pg/ul. RT-LAMP 5 qPCR A% 60 JREAE 2012
Rice black-streaked dwarf virus RT-LAMP is basically the same as Zhou et al.,2012
qPCR
FATTRAE R 107 R REE RT-LAMP b RT-PCR R 10 % 60 WRoesEaF, 2013
Arabis mosaic virus 107 dilution RT-LAMP is 10 times more sensitive Chen et al.,2013
than RT-PCR

4.4 LAMPEAREEYHIREE MR T 5 A

TR G AP S Bt 245 PR v A e A T ]
W AR S ORISR . 1T LAMP £ R B
AP TRE FR0E ST ERAE R R SO0, 3 T
29 PEREAR A B0 S M 5 et XU T4l . Duan et al.
(2014b;2015) i Fl LAMP £ AR 857 T /N2 AR B30
W F. graminearum X§ Z W R 1 P AL BB AZ IR 1R X

IR A 21 23 TR 0 24 PR R PRSI 7 v | Sl /N A2
INEEIE N AR R L2 PR B 5 B Y
2548 T 0 B HE4 A5 (2016) F] I LAMP A X i
VLA BT T 221X 3 ANBR B A ARHI bl 1% R 25 B 2
FrPUHEAGI , S22 B A Bk B A kK a3
WK . MREE(2015) 56T B-tubulin JEA, 257 T 4E
S P A T R A JiE A S JEL TR Colletotrichum gloeospo-
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rioides 1) LAMP AR i H AR SZEE T 2 8503 B AR A
UL BRI X 53
5 RE

H R, FE A0 S0 P G I AR R AR08 TR
FRASLAR U2 AR S 5 A7), AN ARSI B AR v , T ELXF
Rl N 5% £ lv R Bk, ELL)TYZ T (R A
Vs E I IRIZAGIN . LAMP H AR 5 2 B0 i
PRSI R B AL T O e AR . 5
PCR #H Lt , LAMP $¢ AR 7E 7 85 5 1 s B3, an
LAMP HRTE KRBT 7 Al B A 48 B Y e e =K
J95 75 L ARSI R AR 4 L PCR i 10 75 (R 4%
2012; Duan et al., 2014a; & 58 4%, 2016) . H X,
LAMP £ AR BA7 @ e vk, ZEAG I i 72 i o 5 T4
H brds 5 A B AR 5 X 50T, R I 45 SR o
INVERG AT 5 . LAMP £ K F T H a4 896 5 4
ARG , T AR I 3 (47 R T SR B IRkl L 45
Biiia TAE S R R AER

AR LAMP F AR A BRI T, (H LAMP AR
WAFAE—BE R o F AR R T R sl A 2 R )
T AR ST X, e — N IE R Y 38 24 0 F AR 5 2
b8 PRIER 5 5 T R, B (A 4 3R AR 4K
PEHS BT 5 19, 75 T BE TG A 1k v — S8 ik Y L7
R IBTMA T T 2315 1) (Watts et al.,2014) 5
i LAMP 5 7 )5 1 > KB DNA B, RIGZH R
ANIE T s B ) /N DNA 9 Fr B, 5 PCR
A EE , HE3E F 3 Bl B %8 (Sahoo et al., 2016) ; H F7E
P R AR T KRS DL LAMP £ AR 55
1 S G RS | X A A 2 S BT ot B e o B B
P25 R (Hsieh et al., 2014) o PR, XF T3 M 75 24T
RIS B IR e 5 T A T RO, it
T v 5 B B — B LA 7 B8 Sk AL WA
PL3BESR 5 7 (Wong et al.,2018) , i A LLIE i 76 52 1
FEA TN et ol 7 520 576 WA 3 —Fh R
e 1 Ty 1 ok W20 75 4% (Ocenar et al., 2019) .
LAMP J 7 25 S 1 Lo e G0 £ 4R (3 PR, (H v i
AT RGN B3 6T B3 €0 R BT, P, R B
ARACAS BT S B LT, TEE 4 O B ARG 45 18
(Bista et al.,2007) .

LAMP 5 ARAE b — Bl 2L oS B A e 1 4
AR, BRI AL Z AL H SR Jr A L
X T AE A L) 1 PR R I RN 9 T A
JeHRAE H [ B A i B R s 1. 78
LAMP AR & i+ LA B, Hig £ 0 k47 1 ek

NS T . Chen et al. (2016a) fiff
KT VR R LAMP 3], 78 H TR =2 i iz i)
REZeZ JR A BE IR 78 A, S T B A3, $2 5 T
MG W T REYE . LA, B T D OB R R
LAMP f i (4215 48 N 3 1 A=, LAMP R0 A 15 45 45
VETRT B SRS SARAVRRR , 38 FH T b Al s i
A EE R IN , A R G S I AR e B R
I (Wang et al.,2012; Wong et al.,2018) ., DNA $£H
FE AR AR AE P [ A I 1o A v 1Y) OGS — 24, DNA
P2 WU A R 2 URF) FH DNA 3800 S 42 B2 By
V5 ORI DNA G & 42 U DNA 2180y, 1
JT LAMP SR AT SE . 34K, BHF A L T
KT ZREET LAMP i AE & B L 4E Lt A=)
RIS DA AL B AL A WA B 4 ORK
FREEAE,2019) o AREUAS (R RELE | A Sk ik
) LAMP A= W) 4% Beds  BRAETTE 1A TAE Ll A
IR, 4 AT s 0 e DU A% 38, AT R Ak
b A 7 S R B B 7 A 1 i P AR | AR A
b A 7 H DR A0 S ) AR G T B P R
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