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Detection of maize chlorotic mottle virus by recombinase polymerase amplification
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Kl £ BT 5% 5 (maize chlorotic mottle vi-
rus, MCMV ) & 3% [EU A3 18— Fh A% 11 2F 55 i 4 92 1
HEAY, ARFIFA K INE T KEE. AR
THHLT ,MCMV 5 HI#E AL 7 (sugarcane mosa-
ic virus, SCMV) | £ KE&E AL 945 7% (maize dwarf mo-
saic virus, MDMV) | /)N % 28 %% 76 W 95 7% (wheat
streak mosaic virus, WSMV) 2L [a] {2 & £ K |, 7] 1 i,
KRR S R A 10%~90% (Hilker et al., 2017) .
020 B 2R G W 1S R (recombinase polymerase
amplification, RPA ) J& T JUAF 9L i) — P A S % 1R
R IR AT A, PR R A2 T B S & A 4
J7 A W (PR G55, 2018) o ARFFTER X MC-
MV U T — PP E R R R R R
RPA K45 , LA MCMV H B2 WG L O 7 33
iR L R SR E S NS S
1 #R5FHE
1.1 #H#

MR R : MCMV BH X B A 28 PCR %558 S BH
PR FK IR, MCMV M SR [ M oK K H
(4 f FE oK it o, SCMV . MDMV ,WSMV | £ K i
L9547 993 B (maize chlorotic dwarf virus, MCDV) fH
PEXTRR (i 7 ) ¥90 [ S5 [ Agdia 4w

TR A A RNA $EBGA R &, AR W)
BHE A B2 7 5 TwistAmp Basic RPA i 7] & , 9
TwistDx 7 7 ; PrimeScript RT-PCR i 5| & , H A< Ta-
KaRa 28 1] Hog il E 740 2l . 600ST HL KA,
R A YR PR F 5 T100 PCR 4 544X Im-
age Lab B IR 245, J2[F Bio-Rad A H] .
1.2 7%

1933 AR 38 GenBank MCMV CP 3K J741]

FEATH ARSI K RE R AT I H (2018GDKOS)

(B 5% 47 JQ982468.1) , Z I RPA 5| i it 2Rk i
it 4 %t 519 . 514 M1 (5-"AGCTACAATAGCTCT-
GAAGAACAGAGGGCC-3")/M2(5-GCACGAGTA-
CGAGATTTTGATTTGGCCTAC-3") . M3 (5-GATT-
ACATGTTATCAATACCCACTGGGGTG-3")/M4 (5'-
CACTAGCTTTAGGGATAGCCACAATGAATC-3") |
M5 (5-“TGGCAGCACAATCACAGATGTGGAATA-
CAAT-3")/M6 (5-TGGCCCTCTGTTCTTCAGAGC-
TATTGTAGCTGA-3") M7 (5-TGCCCTCAGCTAC-
AATAGCTCTGAAGAACAGA-3")/M8(5-TTGCAC-
TAGCTTTAGGGATAGCCACAATGAATC-3") , §/" 4
R BRIV 199,217 .,192.,165 bp, 51434 HI A
T A TR ) B A BRA F A

Bl 25 . cDNA & B« 45 B S g 25 BH 4 %
LIS MCMV FPEXTRERE 0.1 g, #% I AH ) RNA 42
B0 & e W45 $R O | 5 RNA, -80°C IR 77 &
Mo DAFREURY RNA R S 5 5k G L3R — 4% cD-
NA,4°CI-1F

RPA 4" 14 FASIN 5 1 W% : L cDNA WA, il
FHAWFFEBC Y 4 X5 1) 73 47T RPA Y4 . 50 uL
RPA " HGIR 2 « o] & 2 VR Tk 11 PCRAAE T fin
A Rehy-dration Buffer 29.5 uL . JC RNAase 7K 12 pL .,
10 pmol/L I . FiE51 ¥4 2 uL A5 AR cDNA 2 uL .
280 mmol/L BEFREE 2.5 uL. 40 °CHIA 40 min; 2
W A 50 pL A/ S, Fe53121,12 000 r/min
B0 2 min, BUE I S uL F-1T 1.5% B IR A EE I H
UK IEBERE AR R e SR EE R . $ IR FIR RPA Y™
W R NARZR , A MCMV BHPA % BB, 53501 FH 5 |
Y%} M1/M2 . M3/M4 , M5/M6 ., M7/M8 it 17 RPA 5
DN, i H e 54 Y RPA RN 51 0% o
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RPA A& 5 32 45 S K R A8 D < ) F i e
W B AL G 9 %T , AR 4 14 RPA 97 38 |2 i K &, LA
MCMV ,SCMV .MDMV . WSMV & MCDV [H 1 X}
HEOA B R AT RPA KGN > X6) T 2 57 () RPA A6 7
R ST PR . DA MCMV B X BR S RNA
FBE S5 U 55 — 4% cDNA M 7R 47 4 B, e JE
FAEE A 10°,107 107,107, 107 10" SR B, %
M B3R SN AR R 94T RPA RAEUE L . S IH 3R
FMESE (2010) HE 37 MCMV 14 3% 38 PCR J7 ik HEAT R
%R E . 25 uL PCR W AR 5 : cDNA B 2 pl
20 pumol/L I . Fii#5|470.4 uL . 10xPCR Buffer 2 pL .
10 mmol/L dNTPs 1 pL.5 U/uL Tagq i 0.5 pL, #h I ZE
JKZE 25 uL. PCREWFRT : 94 CHiAEM: 10 min; 94°C
AR 40 55 58°CHE k40 s, 72°C ZEfH 1 min, 35 M
R 72°CHEMH 10 min,  HCAS AT T EE ST ) RPA K
W97 5338 PCR J7 125 1) R A
2 ERE55H
2.1 Flpimi R

SIITHELE R BoR, 51 M1/M2 TC H 54
B BMORTE L Ay 3 X5 | 3 e S e 18 519
M3/M4 FIMS5/M6 B 1G5 H bR sy , (A BB B
A4 SRR 18 5 T M7/MS P88 457 B — |, P I RR
5 M3/M4 1 M5/M6 W %t 5| Al T, HIJCAE 5 14
27, AT FH S 1) M7/MS8 HEAT 5 SR .
2.2 RPA ¥ 7 ik 04 4 F M 3R

X} MCMV RPA 5|9 (A5 5 AT R4, &5
R, HA MCMV BHHAFE L 815 8] 165 bp 19 H By
B, 1 SCMV . MDMV \WSMV . MCDV FH 4%}
DL K MCMV B M BB AR R I 21 5570, 3R 51 9
M7/M8 Xt MCMV HAT [l S
2.3 RPA KM 77 ik R HEF0

LA [R] s B A6 B MCMV 25 57 cDNA g 15 i
HEATAG I, 45 5 @ 7, RPA K6 0 7 325 14 B 7 1sF (] 35
B 40 min R R 107 B, A7 AR AT ARSI 3 RN
165 bp A H #Y 4571 5 338 PCR v 1% B M 35 1§
PR FRRERE A 107 B, a] LU 3 700 bp 19 H 155
Mo YRR g 107, 2 RGN 5 s 24y R 1 Hy H
A2 (1) o DX 2 B A R A0 AH 2 5 (1
J& RPA KGN 7 22553438 PCR S b i i) 4, H 17
— IR BIVRT 5 B, 26 BREAS I e A TR T, RPAKG:
W5 A8 G 1 SR
3 iTFig

MCMV J& AR 2 [ 5 F KA = I 0 o 20 2R
LR D, T AR B () BR ) AR N B3 3 TR
T MCMV 7 tH 545 b (1) P £ 4 (Isabirye & Rwo-

mushana, 2016) , £ 3 [H = F & A & (Xie et al.,
2011) . ASWFFEH ST 19 MCMV RPA e k6 77 12
I EAT R AT RE S SRR, S e e s
WK AR B8 L T A PPt Tl S8 A R I DRl 1 . 5
155 11 PCR A ARAH I, — 3 R 805 A4 , RPA ]2
B[] B 4 5 5 e R E TR 3G 1 A HE 488 (Chen
etal.,2017), RPA 43 AR S 7 aef i F A 75 AR B 1)
PO, O J X5 |9, B R %, RPA I
ik A BAERE SR Rt R S
S IS S MCMV 7 1 0 H a] A8 s Aam)
M 1 2 3 4 5 6
bp
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M: DL2000; 1: 10% 2: 1075 3: 107 4: 107, 5: 107 6: 107,

Bl 1 MCMV RPA #2ill777% 89 R B2 R
Fig. 1 The sensitivity of MCMV RPA test
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