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Abstract: Plant quarantine is one of biosecurity measures, which refers to prevent the spread of pests in
the circulation of plants and their products by law. Identification and detection are the cores of phytos-
anitary measures. This paper reviewed the roles of the plant quarantine in China and challenges faced;
summarized the current situations and future development directions of detection technologies in plant

quarantine and discussed the prospect of plant quarantine detection technology in the era of multi-omics.
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SRR B AR EE ., TR 54
(World Trade Organization, WTO) i 52 >R 14, &
T WTO £ 524 52 5 s F i A SR 6
JEE il ) BN USCEE SR W R P2 SR RN it 7 3 155 1O
T RAF G CHE BRAR ) DR A5 A 29) e o 0 R 0] R A
T, FE IR TE AN I 2 0% B P FAE 52 5 L () R
£ (WTO, 1994;FAO,2019a,b) . [A] i 3% A {Ffa] —
A R al b DX 0] DAAE 22 J0 RV i S iy IR 5 Y
WX RE A 2 AT A SR A s HL = dh itk A%
[ 0 1% b [X. (Beale et al.,2008) . K1, 45 [ 44 5% B
TR 1R IXUSS: B4 S s B 5 HOAR VL T A R ) A 2 45 it
(Ochoa-Corona,2011)

o [ AR R R BN A R A AR 44
BT S5 ) S T AR AR S T R ARG
RURG e it (M, 2008) o 2007 4, SR A &
A 7 AR N R L FNE SEEE A R e A A 44
S R4 SETE T 435 R0 () A FEAY ; 512013 4F,
Jir AR ol 356 it ) 0 o e A B A 0 A 2 A S AR i R K
MV R X% 24 SEHEATAELT, S S 3 T 6 Rl 14
ABEAY LA 441 T8 KA F 4952021 4F
4 79 H AP AN S B 413 SHA A
AR AR R SR R A A W 2 SR TR G S B
AEAY, HETi% 4 5% 55 A 5 A Y S50 in 2|
446 T (ARAABLAE, 2021)

ER 32 B R, AR T BE AT F A
(oA FUERERE T, ERAb L [ S A N B sl K
MRS I, ST A AR YRR PR R 2k
TV EA B BA ARl b BRI &
SR R R IR R | I S AR AR 2 R
T YA By S SEBR OG Th E R A A 44
SEHEATIELT , A5 I A] e S SO R AR R 4 Sk H R
AW A S A F A Y A . A, N
T AR B 1 FHLB A AR AN 7 A A,
SRR UE D FER R S R vh R 2 R A R
(5% ( Brasier , 2008 ; Bebber, 2015 ) , iX SL 4 45 FE )
ivRice 7 1A

2 EWR RS AR R FEIR

REEIRE PR ERE AR S 51 X5 AT 4R
Yy, R AR LE RN X A 7 A 25 R GEAFAEE R
A E AW o R R T ) A O G 4 T
FEVE, HATEAT F A WA ARSI A rh s ]
Tk R R — LB R E MR H
IR A A= 000 5 R B S fRe B A A A A SR N 5

55, DATHEEC G2 28 W B 22 (enzyme linked immuno-
sorbent assay , ELISA ) S X3 (1 S 2= A0 I 5 25 =,
Z R AW RN T, W DNA S8 R G
570 2 B (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) & AT A=
HORS . AT 45 G F YRR TAE SR, XF
X =R kP B S BOR IR AT 54
FFEE S T AR A T AR T mT REAEAE A IR
2.1 1RGN

R 0G5 Ao PR MR RS Ay DA 2 S TR AT
T U R AT A BRI A G 8 R B A
Jrik o TEH R RTFERT , 38 H 2 X AR A
BEATREAR WSS , I 10 SR iE A IR, A 29 2 41 D
(SN/T 2589—2010; SN/T 2601—2010; SN/T 2964—
2011), {EARYE HUF SRR A% AR 200 U YA
AR AFEY) b, 52 F R AR L F W
FE BRI 326 B E R AN [5] (Rakhshandehroo et al.,
2006) o [R5 SR AR Wil HAT 52 G R QL S5 AR
ME LU MCRE IR b A5 IE B2 W (7K 75 346, 2021)
A F Y E RS HICH] AR A ) S L™ ol
iz & 36 1 PR HR A6 ) (Schaad et al., 2003 ; Martin &
Tzanetakis,2013) . ANiFSEMEA & HEH7 24 BRI, 1
IRZ IR/ IN , AU Gy R 8 AR A S 4 1Y)
Hh ) 27 AL AR (A AR 101, 2020) 4
I B IAR S 7 ks o PR, 5 R A e il R
TEEUIMEAS | BRI AR A B R S
B I T AT A I E R AR K A A
SR A G EFAERA e 2 W7 (SN/T 2589—
2010;SN/T 2601—2010; SN/T 2964—2011) ,

X H R K R SR A AR )
T i — AT I AN S o XA AR
A Wy X R A B S A S ARG I ek A T A
FEUTE < (1) X5 TAH Yo J5L 240 TR RN LT, RISl ot 43 25
Fi R A — 2 I )5 LA B 7 1 SRR BB 1B
AR RHIWORS RN S, PRI 5 2 — 2D kAT
P RO EOR P 2 (SN/T 2589—2010; SN/T 2601—
2010) 5 (2) X TAERE , T IOkHEAT B IR BE 5%
T AT HERN S I3, 15— 2 I R] 5 AR i 27 0 R
S A 5 T S 2R AR 28 (SN/T 2964—2011) 5 (3)
X TR0 B S, A O 4y ORI S5 R g A
B2 2S5 M R E , — RS 2ok — B TR A
Fr 0 R R AT PR M E (LA, 2011) . BT
ERIE R 3 A WA T Rh 28 S 1Y 7k, R )
SR AL TR 5, X TR SHOE U Fh, BARIE
A T LIR I 5 1 A 7 WA PR e 4 0 L (H
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2T VEAEAE RGP 5L BR AR AT A — 2 1 J PR
P 5 —, TCIB IR IR B B R 2 R R R 5 L 2
o LA PR T] LR B JLIREE 2 KB fa] )
A e R S G K  FBIN B8 7 AR RS AR ) K s
TAERIBERICHE s 55 — A 2o R ol L e 22k AR AR
T2, AN 5 oy B X, I VRN R 4 T S s i
YIRS ) LS O CRAEEE AR, 2021) 5 8 = X F—
SOAE ) S 7 it AU TR BE s S i, 1 7
AT RETCIE A TR A X 43, dik = SR eV (A0t 2 Fn )
-, 2018) 3 500, W TR 1 B B BIR TE T
T SR HL ik 2 43 28 2 R AR 0 B L b ik e
e (XMEESE,2012) .

WA FARS T LA H B IR A sl A il
PR T2 FAEY A F AR RS R DL G AR IR R
AL RN Z AT RETC Tk X AT REng 5 AL 25U
SR F AR AR e T 2L 2L
AR B A BE 5T B, A8 AR TR A A A TG 7
56 4 1 JE 25 T IR 0 0 R 28 5 SR L™ AR R K
(Rowhani et al.,2005) . PRI, T 2T & A R AG:
D73k DASE 2 B 35 A= A pL 2, ] B 44 e s
IFTA]

2.2 REF/RN

B 2R I 7 3 S BUAR SE ARE RS
A FHPTASREIEA T R S AR DR T
Jr e R BRI R AR A, R I AR 3 g, AN BRI
Wt BRAERRT P (Clark & Adams, 1977;Clark, 1981),
C FEAE P98 I s A il b Tz 9 H . ELISA R
5 52 )¢ (immunofluorescene, IF) . BE f1 #7328 15 (dot
immunobinding assay, DIA) | 952 H 5% Al 6 138 G2 {1,
Fric 55 2 5 B R F 7 vk (R ZE 5 F R 77
2003 ), 3K EEAGIN Ty ik B SERE I P TARR 3 , Ari fir
MR L Z s bt iR fE 2 ixX R oAl 25 ) (s
L, FE S SR X SE BE B IM TE () & —PE RO ™
&, B BYSESE FBASI B AR B A . X TR
52 A 0 R, 2 s DU AR T — P b A
I H AR 5, T BEAT I & 5 25 A AR R 2
J M A SR, DT 7 A Al BH P 45 R (Hsu et al.,
1988) . W25 ik Rk A7 YRR I 5 3 ik
W, FLARS S A R AU A, G T R A AR )
iRl

By REPT AU AT DL v R RS, Ek) T2
TR EE TR LR RN A IR S . B e T
PRET X BB e 7, A AT SR e e, XA
JoT AN RGP 43 B RAF I S FERE T, e LL A2

Gy Fift DR ML 37 27 1 95 A SR Ny 1 () A8 (S 52 4
2020) , FFTESEHE RO [RIR Z00 2 AL A AR K Y
e, O A bR UER) 25 JE NP8 A EE0 3 (prunus ne-
crotic ringspot virus, PNRSV) 1 3 5L {8 I fi 3
(apple mosaic virus, ApMV ) 55 5. v B T 7 B 5 7F
o HTREBUARTES L S ALY HA 25 4 (A R 1
Fe 2k 1 Globodera rostochiensis F1 [ (6K £ 2 2k
G. pallida AN T R A7 B340 (R 4E 45 1 B
T°,2003) . {HEERESTIA R & AR 4 K
Wi B U FH] £ 3R T e R 3 2 48 R 7 — e
JE BRI T AR AR YR TAE R R
2.3 SFEWFERN

O3RN Ty C SO R T AR R
FH RIS 08 51 1 TR T A R Sk B R )y
XTI TR S A LG T o AR I i 4
J7EAE R K R S T A TR K
7t =

DNA &0 7 iaad b xf B AR 438 Bl 5
SR AP AP SR — P ) R S R
7% H 2003 4 Hebert 4 1} DNA % % 9 HE 2 L
K ZITERT I T AR A YR A5 T (He-
bert et al.,2003a,b;2004) %7 AV B 14k (19 4%
AT I S bR IE B AR i Ber A 2k o X AN ]
KRR VA TR, NS5 TF R T R a )
ST LAV 5326 T R HERA 4 5 9 Fh DNA 250E
i, IR HIIT 1A AR ME L 4 SN/T 4625—2016, H
I, AN RIS ARG 2 A 35 A 33 B A AT 1) DNA 2%
TR I35 R A 16S HEPA  FLTE ITS ZE A FIEL Bt Cor
FEAE H AT g2 il T o1 Y n i PP s s 1S i B
(1) 35 1 708 S P 5 i) S T 45 R ) oA Af M 34 i) Al A
JUF BT A W e A 3 AR 2R il A2 e . ol
AR 53 AT AL ] 168 K& PR X I 0 v 48 7 B Rk 7
(Chakravorty et al.,2007) ; 3 & HAFLEE FH ITS JE A
Tk A% 5 B Fh K -4 () 8 ( Taylor et al.,2016) ;
Xt RO, B4R COIFEHTESh Y DNA 5%
8 )2 N AEATS AR AR T G R T0 v A A Y
]/ (Jiang et al.,2014) ; 5 2728 Sl LR, i L
]z 38 A DNA RIS . T4k B4 s 5L R
i1 | 22 BE PR 2 7 FIB Bk i & AT /& DNA 4%
JE A 4 38 A 5% 1) #4450 (Talavera et al., 2013 ; Jiang et
al.,2018),

55 DNA B0 7 PEAH H, PCR B AT AR H 1 R
41| PCR J7 ¥ ELAT T 58 45 S M F R A, 2 — b
[ra) PG 00 68 i, A E R A A v e i



640] % WUAE AR B AR N T B b & a5 1579

il A 43R0 0 5 v, £ 24 PCR LK PCR 15
N2 PCRAGIN J5 12245 (2R 5 3455, 2021) o %074k
A DUAH X sk B2 DNA Z5 M8 65 07 125 1) B iy, HL IG5 00
7 BRAETAEAE R, 320 ARSI AR A R e
MR AE T 5 I RE S RN B R0R (Bl 7 I
PRI 2 A DR S DX, 35 4% 72 S o P RE R AR | T R 45 5
FE 7, DT 52 e A 00 ) P S 2, 3 - A B 1t 245
WL BCE T oY) RS AL S HA Y AR
T 1 4 48, 3 TS A B A 45 2R (Vineelli &
Tisserat,2008;Powney et al.,2011;Jiang et al.,2016) .

IR G Ty | SR A I D7 R N
PR 23 oA I 512 2202 e e 1) H B A
M, R T I AW sl Mo 7AW
SFHS RN K1Y, iX SIS B A PR R B e AT
K G T3 R, 0 TAEWE BT Al D s AR Y
PN REHEAT A RO . (B AR 072 AR —Fh
R J5 VA ARSI 58 4 AT 56 04, MR i) A ) 2 R o B
HA5 2 FMPREE AR EAE T AT RE 2l e R 1 2
B N o S A2 B2, DI 552 W G N 174 Y Aff 1 i R
PR o X TR LE B R AR B AR R B9 I, Tt
AT B ARSI 7 2 AT R 2R B A (Martin et al.
2016) .

3 EMRERNR AL RBHEE

3.1 DRIAIRIEAG

FIHI, 7EAE WA T AE b 2 A% HI Y PCR
S 95 PCR A5 53 1R W~ A I 0I5 AR A 7 22 o
TEER RS A PR IR 25 155  MELUR T35
PRGN . SFR D EHOAR S SN LB T E A%
R HAR , AT PG R A R SR 1
TEG RN, ZH AR CAEE 28 F A YR bt e
RIS, FFWIE B 1 2003 25 ) 5 A T PCR 4%
A FHM AZAEARXT PCR A A 48 e 14 T 52 12
DRI T X A% 2 P9 Jo et SRR, ) 3o X A ot A TR Y
R SRR AT 9 48, AR ) Ak g6 o B ( E1E 4
2021) o dEAESR B T AE YT 3 (loop-mediated
isothermal amplification, LAMP) | T 2| i 38 & i 4
3# (recombinase polymerase amplification, RPA) | 48
M 5|99 1 (cross-priming isothermal amplification,
CPA) FIHL 41 {4 59 14 (recombinase-aid amplifica-
tion, RAA) B ARWF TR AL 2, Hogs HALH:, il RPA Al
RAA FRI 51 PIBE AR T B, — X5 [y EIY Al 73
WML TR , 5 S Z F 4  LAMP 1 CPA K )i
TR R 2 4~6 255190, B I BO AR X A2 4% (B AE S

SRR S b B OB U ,2020) ¢

H i, SR B BORTEAR Y R ek U v A5 LA
ARIFRIE, HAIE A ICHRUE , W I AR YR 9%
SEBR AR R, I HAZ AR 2 1 B e TS 4y
T BB ARSI . B A% AR R AR 3 T —
A 11 B9 37 o8 5 KRG 38 8 22 B AR P BRI,
S0 FE e TE T AT AR R st e e Lt 2 B i
97 2K (Hieno et al.,2019; McCoy et al.,2020) , 7£
AR i 0 S D e R e AR A e A
o A R b bt O A T G [ T, i AR A SRR A
TR Do 7 A ) A 2 e 0 S B A v 2 4 HE R
EM .
32 —REEEEKRN

Rl BFE R AR D R B AR AT ST, 9
IRARET RIS R B RIR I o % B [l oo 85 09 288
2R A RO R B 4 28 &R 40 (Walker et al.,
2020) A REFRE) A RS 1 789 Fl, 1T 2014 45
h1200 ZFH,2005 4524 980 Fft, 1991 44 380 il 1
H K L5003 59 FE A X (Barba et al., 2014 ; Ad-
ams et al.,2015) , —S6A4: IR A A o0 A R,
B9 B B0 B ] B AR 4 (Wren et al., 2006;
Roossinck, 2012) . 1 A F1A F A= W) B9 A7 7E FUAS K
AR IR T AR ok T APk, mil
WP F A XFR T — 4R ¥ (next-generation sequenc-
ing, NGS)$i A, Huiz AT i XHEAe] & SR J A
A W0 TR ARSI RE 7, 5 R R B b A AP L I
T AT e (Mardis, 2013 ; Boonham et al., 2014 Fil-
loux et al.,2018) . AH Y HR 2SR A SR %
HRC K T RKEWFIREE IR REBIREEHE R
o — 2 g s Al A 7 A S AE ) E R R
Db g E SAR Y A9 20 21 (European and Medi-
terranean Plant Protection Organization, EPPO) 1] A
K Re A AR ) 44 B (SRR 2155, 2020) o EAb, 1007
PANRERE A T RN AR HI Py R, A8 — A vh
HAAVFONZRA F A0 Re 7, i H ik BAT R
AR B2 95 [ ) R 3 2 B A HE 7 (W et al., 20155 75
BEA5,2020) . FIFH NGS $2 AR REWS M4 2 2 4
Dy MAZ 48 S0 AL (5 2 LEE AR Y X3 B
AT RE , I O oy S e M S 1 2 A IR Fh
(Zhang et al.,2021) . BEZE WP H AR B Wi
JF AR 1) BB AT RIS A 7 1 ) i i H AR AR
AT R — R RE HER | H AL ARSIy VR AR A
JE AR H

H 1T NGS £ AR 208 H— 2 R 55 rr ety , AP
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TEAE 23153 e 9 B0 dl A — SE LAY o LAY 20 B 4
A X LSBT REAE TR O M AMBOE 1Y ARFAE P 371 51
S5 BR T RS 1 S EON, PR A R
(2 55307, M 2R R A PR S Al B P 4 Rt i
2 AR FH T AR ) R 9% AR I T i 199 3 2 Jn)
(Stobbe et al., 2013 ; Roux et al., 2014 ; Shabardina et
al.,2019) . AISRBEA N T S i B e A AR 1S
SREE N7k €/ LW ol IR A E (U R
FEIS, R RE L R BRI TR YR 3 1) — > 2 2
BT, 2016 4F , 7 [F 5K 8 st fF A 3 5 SCRE T B
TER B E A Y8 AR S E RS HA e — I e i
Rl R P AT RS A M E 2 E TR EAY
(IRE ST, BUE A ATRERTFE 1 h N, IX R G RIS
S TAER B et 1] EeErs 3 A shid ugn R Y1E R
SO MR E B R 1 AE ARG AS D P MR
4 RE

TS AR A K H 25 52 A2 22728 1) [ PR Al
B Ty b Jmy W T T R S = I e a8 A M R
AN A R g B — PRI B AE: - DU 1L
S0 ) L P A 2 VU ) i IS T e 22— AR H I
NGS BAR A1 AR, 7E BRI 2745 B A LAl
FAZYE A TR 2 S MEALEE B AT LU DL Y
B R HERI R A b 23 ) 2 RS O 1 S A B Pk o
AIBRICAL A, DA Ry A T e T PR AR AS
SO R ol s 2 N I D AT B DO T ANy S NS
A FEAYRIRN R

) AL 928 7 3 3k ST 1 T BONA AR Wik AT B
18 o ARSI R it A STt 40 75 AL BAR v ) LAl
EIFRE L YO [ ERAT R G 5 G 8 M S e
W AR SEFE KL S T A A H A, BOR T3
BRI A 15 AL PCR $7 A RS2 A 2 PCR £
KRR FEW T AW F Ik, R YR
S A T T 0 R B R R e e — v
DN AR HE , B AR PRSI 45 SR 04 Al P P A B
PR R, 4 v R D R 1 L S T R A A
UV AR 4

P P S A T 14 B e R TR AR A T AR OR
W, X TR 44 S LLAM Rl 2 AR AT BAT Y e fe
A F YRR B = OGO HRFIA F AR
FETERURN B AR A R TAE T ANE 2 —1
MERE B S B AR R A A5 8.5 7 TR A el
#E, NGS FORTEAE YRR I TAE PRI TE R
8 1 IV 0 AHZ R A 4 T TAE ) R A I =2

B AT TLRT 2508, W7 NGS Kl i F v, ZH 2
WOREIE AR FE 73 s RAPR IR A AT 45 200K s ARl 76 2 1T
AR PR B 3k 3] 22/ ] AR — A FLIE R BA PR 5%
A VRS R 0 TR R BRI, T AR 44
BRI, AR BRI 25 5 A 2 R BE SRR
Wi ik BEACLIE FEF R T RE MR 5 o o X SR 2 il s
FHICBIbRIE . TEARR AR IE TAE R4S Pr
R PP B ARG 5 vk, W KRR T R AR
JAR RSN, 7 P o [ 1] A ) 22 e AP A 7 A 2
R IAHEE 5 5 v I A S
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