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F2 RT-PCR % %9 1045 ; 3 569 TagMan 384+ RT-qPCR % #F RNA 3 6940 £ 8% 5 EvaGreen RT-qPCR
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curately, the reverse transcription-polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR), EvaGreen and TagMan probe
reverse transcription real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR (RT-qPCR) were developed to detect AMV
RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3. The sensitivities of three methods were compared, and the contents of
AMYV RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3 in six potato tissues of different potato varieties, aphids, and thrips
were determined. The sensitivities of TagMan probe RT-gPCR for RNA 1 and RNA 2 were 1.45x10" and
1.46x10" copies/uL recombinant plasmids, respectively, which were ten times those of EvaGreen RT-qP-
CR and RT-PCR methods. The sensitivity of TagMan probe RT-qPCR for RNA 3 was the same as that
of EvaGreen RT-qPCR, which was 1.15x10° copies/uL, ten times that of RT-PCR. The concentrations of
RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3 in six tissues of Lishu 15 were 3.04x10°-1.67x10° copies/uL, with the aver-
age virus content highest in the leaves; but in Zhongshu 21, the contents of AMV RNA 1, RNA 2, and
RNA 3 were 2.94x10°-4.78x10° copies/uL, and no clear distribution pattern was found. The concentra-
tions of AMV RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3 in thrips were 8.64x10°-4.76x107, 2.13x10°-1.50x10°, and
8.08x10°-4.96x10° copies/uL, respectively, with the content of RNA 1 being relatively higher than that
of RNA 2 and RNA 3. The concentrations of AMV RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3 in Myzus persicae were
4.71x10°-3.44x10", 2.22x10°-1.32x10°, and 5.41x10'-8.08x10* copies/uL, respectively, with RNA 3

content lowest. These results indicated that AMV in six potato tissues and two insect species could be

amplified effectively by RT-PCR, TagMan probe and EvaGreen RT-qPCR.
Key words: alfalfa mosaic virus; TagMan probe RT-qPCR; EvaGreen RT-qPCR; RT-PCR; potato

HAl, S8 B IR E S 4 S E1EY , P
(4 218 188 hm®) 1.5/t (78 236 596 000 kg) J7 1
FUE L, H -4 B 18 547 kg/hm?, 77 22 1Y
43.46% . 5% [F] 1 36.52% (FAOSTAT, 2020) . Hijp= &
5 b T 2R VDA OC 1717973 7 S e (R 22 o £ 1 G
HHNEZ—. &4 NIk, 6F DR8I
40 Fh, H A 5 15 46 iR 28 (alfalfa mosaic virus,
AMV) 1£ W Y (Komuro et al., 1964; Park et al.,
2018) . Bk M (Gibbs & Tinsley, 1961 ; Parrella et al.,
2000) .JbZEM (Rahman & Peaden 1993 ; Shah et al.,
2006) . I (Trucco et al.,2014) . K EEDH (Hajimo-
rad & Francki, 1988) Fl1 4E ¥l (Abdel Aleem et al.,
2018) {2 /A . 20 42 70 3] 80 4E X, AMV 7E &
[ 52 BRI L ZR A R A4S X T A
R (I EIA TSR 248 1983258 75 ,2004) , Z J57E
PR . T A (AN AE 25 | 1989 v > 7 il Ay R o
1991) . = M-8 (B 7 A F 2= %%, 1987 4 & & 5%
2015) & U TR bR, 20155 5K06 0, 2016) |
& (Li et al.,2019) &A% (Song et al.,2019) Fll
HH ] 4% B B 800 g | BHIR L 222290 (Gao et al., 2020) |
SIp S 2 o

AMV J& T 2 & xR Bromoviridae B 18
A6 BE )& Alfamovirus , 2 1E SCHUEE RNA K EE , B
A =R A 1SR 2, RNA 14K 3 643 nt,
RNA 2 £ 2 593 nt, RNA 3 2 038 nt(Parrella et al.,

2010). AMV it AR RGN T IR Al 16 70 R
600 FHHEY) (Bol,2008) , L AMV RIKEF T2
— S I R RIS B A B Ul 24 209%
(Porter, 1931) , B5UR% i it e 25 1A 35 77 A 46 (0 3R 4
(Nie et al.,2020) . AMV Al 15 Fhigf df LAFEREA
P75 % 4% (Bol, 2003) , 36 R & AMV B &A=
Fom B EIE B T KW Aphis glycines 7 5 % 5
(Hill et al., 2001 ; Clark & Perry,2002; Wang & Ghab-
rial , 2002) . WORFNEZRHICR - AMV IR E S
1& BEWF Therioaphis trifolii ¥ F1 1& W Acyrthosiphon
kondoi Ml 53.%F Acyrthosiphon pisum FiEES| A K
(Hajimorad & Francki, 1988) . AMV 75 ] i i 4%
P (R ES A FISE R 48, 1983 Nie et al., 2020) Fil
e (SCHIEES,2018) K FL(He et al., 2010) S50tk
IR R AL . T HE R 2R, Y
LR SE AR T s T T2 EAE I, DR 5 %
e AMV JF B 10 &0 3 (BRI A S R AR
1983) . Abdalla et al. (2020) 75 £ 75 FH B T (9 B2 4
FE | HH A6 B AL 44 55 7 Fi 1) 2% 0 R0 HC At e 354
Yy K B AMV , ACH TEA [RE ) AR K 2= 1]
AMV i B AR SR B A4 R HABAEY) 22 (8]
LRGeS T AMV BAEHE RN T

Y24 2R 1k, PR b3E Y E s e #ER B iR
PR R AT R BT A I, A 7 I AR A A
2 (#4554, 2006 ; Halterman et al., 2012 ; H 5245
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2014) , AMV g3 [ | IR FEl 5 0 P [ S5 5 1) S 8%
SR AR I A 28, H T AMV A4
AR EEAH IR EYE (Panter et al., 2012) LA
S IR A0 928 WY B %2 (double antibody sandwich en-
zyme-linked immunosorbent assay, DAS-ELISA) £
(Hajimorad & Francki, 1988;He et al.,2011) %R 3
2581 (Alhudaib, 2019) |30 5% -5 & B4 S
(reverse transcription-polymerase chain reaction, RT-
PCR) i illl AMV RNA 3 (Xu & Nie, 2006) [ =
RT-PCR ¥: 61 AMV RNA 2, 4% 2 Y J% 2% (potato
virus Y, PVY) | & 24 2 3 15 7% (potato leafroll vi-
rus, PLRV) % (Abdel Aleem etal., 2018) . H rfr,
ELISA & MR IR BE 5 2% 2 vk T T R AL H R At A
D, RT-PCR 12 SR B 88 57 , 3 3 00 7 Ve JEE 4
IRAYFE N (Alhudaib,2019) . SER G i PCR (re-
al-time fluorescent quantitative PCR, qPCR) Fl &z %%
SESCHT 2% ) %€ i PCR (reverse transcription real-time
fluorescent quantitative PCR, RT-qPCR) £ K H & &
DI, b T R R RS L B N T
G N2 B (B /NiRAE , 2020) FIRE I I AE WA
AR A5 BE (CEBERNAE,2019) S 2 (AR AR
545 ,2020) (0T (9 EAAF,2019) I (FRAR L
55,2019) MR (CEAEARSF,2021) FILL R CRAER
85,2013) 55, o AT HIT G A (A0 H A N FR AL i
(X745, 2010; 844 2555, 2016) . H TR
Y J2&: % F TaqMan #£ £ Fl1 SYBR Green &Y, EvaGreen
SFSCYLRH RT-qPCR 15, AR HI 44} RT-qPCR &
G A A7 85 £k ik BH 9 5 (citrus yellow vein clearing
virus, CYVCV) (K 7E 45 ,2017) IR A SYBR Green
qPCRE AT it TS R B A Pseudocercospora fuli-
gena(FEAEZE5E 2019) I 7 U 43 51 &3 38 PCR
LB 1004511 0001 . ASHESEIEE L HE X AMV H
EvaGreen RT-gPCR ., TagMan 5 £ RT-qPCR Fl RT-
PCRAGIHZA | Lo =35 A A6 I R B K 52 B it
ROR VIR FR Il Fp 2500 B A M e 2K i
AR AR 5 5 AR PR SR
1 #B57AE
1.1 w7

HHX AMV 225 e HEAL ) K B L AMV B
PE B 54 bk GS 252.GS 367.GS 515.GS 516,
HLJ 430 FINX 72k H B I VLA H 4 Fp &
FRIX B, il S A 1 G 0 SR e iL
BB E B 2 G E R I R I B . 3 3Bk

WF Myzus persicae 15 35 i Tk B /&Y AMV 1) th4%
AR . R E AN 15 S AP 21 S R
JE A T DR AN E A Al . BB AMYV
PR GS 515 B Tl % & H L o2 15 45 firep
W21 5 R R BRI, B SR 6 bR, RE PR
K2 15~20 e B . = LS 18~24°C DGR
16 h/JE 05 8 he

R S AL S : Tag DNA R A . 2xPCR Premix
RNA fifg fp i 71] . ANTP . Bl 514 pd (N) 9. 100 bp
DNA Ladder, 49 T8 (K% ) A FR /A 7] ; M-MLV
J G Sl 8 22 A% (AL s A E AR A IR A #
TRIzol ik 7 , 32 [H Invitrogen /A ] 5 JFok /N & |
JC DNA/RNA [iff 2 857K , RARAEALRHE (dbmt) A
FR 7~ 7] ; EvaGreen #% 2 44 ¥} , 52 [E Biotium 2 A ;
PEASY-T 5 Zero s &, At i &4 TH AR
A BRA w5 HAb R 22 [E7 43 Fr4li. Roche Light-
Cycler” 480 L 2¢ ) PCRAY , £ E % KA AR
7] ; NANODROP 1 000 484M 3 JBEE T, S8 8k & it
JRBHE (D A PR F] ; TP 600 PCRAY, H 4% TaKa-
Ra/AH]; DY Y-2C BURGERE B IR AR, bt —A4E )
B A R W] 5 Alphalmager HP BEIE G 245, 555
ProteinSimple 23 ]
1.2 Fik
1.2.1 314 3RA4THET S it

M NCBI ¥ 3 GenBank %4 4f %2 H T 2k AMV [y
RNA 1,RNA 2 fllRNA 3 £ J¥51 , i /] BioEdit 7.1.3
A3 e X I PR T X 3k, A4 AMV Manfredi
43 B Bk RNA 1(KC881008) \RNA 2 (KC881009) Fll
RNA 3(KC881010) 751 A%k , Jii H Primer Premier
5.0 # 4 % 3 RNA 1, RNA 2 F1 RNA 3 fi) RT-PCR ,
EvaGreen RT-qPCR 5|4 #ll TagMan #£%f RT-qPCR 5|
YL RARE (R D) A SRR B A TAY)
TR i) e AT R A R A
1.2.2 RNA# 5 RT-PCR .RT-qPCR #i| 4k £ 5 5.

I 0 B B Sh 28 A8 1 G 0 I 284
AR AMV (1) BHVE D 4% BRI AR GS 515 ) HLJ
430 By 2021445 100 mg, & T-20°C Fi A wF ek
TR R B J5 G % A 1.5 mL 045, inA
1 mL TRIzol i 7| , #% A& 150 B 5 £ HUA ) £ RNA
% T 30 uL JC DNA/RNA fiff 2 B ok b o Jf T
DNA/RNA Jiff 25 B F /KR 25 FIT IR, B4 pul G
DNA/RNA [iff 22 B 7K F1 4 puL A4 5 RNA, 23 51
A1 uL BEMLE 9 pd (N)9 . H1JC DNA/RNA Jiff 2 25+
JKAM 210 pL, 70°C HAE 1k 5 min, ¥K _F 7 & 2 min,
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UM A 5% [ % 55 2% w5 pL . 10 mmol/L dNTP
1.25 pL .40 U/uL RNA i #7151 0.5 pL 200 U/uL
M-MLV Ji % 5§ 1 pL . JC DNA/RNA fif 2 55 7 7K
725 uL. SEGSEFREF 37CHEMR 1 h, 70°C A8 P
10 min, 4°C ¥ #1 2 min, K 5% 54 0 cDNA fE
J AR AT PCR ¥ 31E . 25 uL PCR J I {4 & : 2%
PCR Premix 12.5 pL .10 pmol/L [ N5 41 (F1)4%

0.5 uL.cDNA 2 uL, { JC DNA/RNA fif§ 25 2 1 /K #b
JEFE25 L, UV FER : 95 CHIARE: 3 min; 95 CARYE
20 s, 52°CiR K 20 s, 72°C E A 30 s, 3 35 4N 25
72°CLIEM 10 min. BUS5 puL PCR =T 1.2% B
EVHEEC HL UK , EB YL 0, BE M AR R GO EEHE il
B H B AT, QS B E B A DA A
A AMV, K HBBEARE A E AMV,

* 1 Bi5 LM% 3 RT-PCR EvaGreen RT-qPCR 5| #)#1 TaqMan 7§t RT-qPCR % 5| 1 F0 R $t
Table 1 Primers for RT-PCR and EvaGreen RT-qPCR, and primers and probes for TagMan probe RT-qPCR of alfalfa mosaic virus

IR

%I%%% el (5-37) %I%KTE %l%{ﬁﬁ HE&&BZ* Melting Kﬁ‘iﬂﬂﬁ%
Primer o Primer Primer Amplicon Detection
name Sequence (5'-3') length/bp location length/bp tempeor ?- method
ture/°C
1-970 F  CGAATCGAACGTAAGCAA 18 RNA 1, 970-987 321 77.1 RT-PCR,
1-1290 R ATGATTCGTTGAAGAAGATAA 21 RNA 1, 1270-1 290 EvaGreen
RT-qPCR
2-812F ATGAAGCCGTCATATCAGGT 20 RNA 2, 812-831 243 85.2 RT-PCR,
2-1054 R TCAGATCGATTCGACATGGA 20 RNA 2,1 035-1 054 EvaGreen
RT-qPCR
3-1749 F TACCGATTCAACGAAGTTT 19 RNA 3,1 749-1 767 209 / RT-PCR
3-1957 R TATCAGGAGCGAATAGGACT 20 RNA 3, 1938-1957
3-1522 F GTCTCACTGATGACGTGACG 20 RNA 3,1 522-1 541 108 86.0 EvaGreen
3-1629 R CAAACCCGAACTTCTCATT 19 RNA3,1611-1 629 RT-gPCR
1-970 F CGAATCGAACGTAAGCAA 18 RNA 1, 970-987 133 / TaqMan %}
P1 5'-CYS5-TTTGTCCCCAAGATGCCACAYTC- 25 RNA 1,1 033-1 057 RT-gPCR
C-3-BHQ-X TagMan probe
1-1102R CCATTTGTCCTTTGACTCTATT 22 RNA 1,1 081-1 102 RT-qPCR
2-812F ATGAAGCCGTCATATCAGGT 20 RNA 2, 812-831 195 / TaqMan $£%}
P2 5'-HEX-TCAGGTAATGATTGGATGACGTT- 24  RNA2, 826-851 RT-gPCR
GG-3'-BHQI TaqMan probe
2-1006 R CAACCCATTCTTGAAAATACTT 22 RNA 2, 985-1 006 RT-qPCR
3-1749 F TACCGATTCAACGAAGTTT 19 RNA 3,1 749-1 767 209 / TagMan %t
P3 5'-6-FAM-AGCAGGGCCCCTCCGCAG-3"-BHQ!1 18 RNA 3,1 793-1 811 RT-gPCR
3-1957 R TATCAGGAGCGAATAGGACT 20 RNA 3,1 938-1 957 TagMan probe
RT-qPCR

5 IHIRES 2 751 0 AMV 43 B #k Manfredi i RNA 1(KC881008) .RNA 2(KC881009) #ll RNA 3(KC881010) . The ref-
erence sequences of primers and probes were RNA 1 (KC881008), RNA 2 (KC881009) and RNA 3 (KC881010) of Manfredi isolates

of AMV.

20 pL EvaGreen qPCR JZ i /& %& : 10xPCR 2%
Mo (% Mg* )2 uL. 2.5 mmol/L dNTP 0.8 pL .
10 pmol/L I Fil# 5| #14% 0.4 pL . EvaGreen 1 pL .
5 U/uL Taqfif§ 0.12 pL.cDNA 2 pL, H JC DNA/RNA
fifg 2 B F K AME 2 20 Lo W AR - 95°C HUAR PE
3 min;95°CAE 25 5,52°CiR k 30 s, 72°CHEMHI 30 s,
KAEVAT T 545 MEER, 60~97 C o Hr ki h £&
40°CYH) . WLEHE A AE H AR IR 2 75 HE IR
ARG , QAR UL AL & b B AMV, SR H )
UEIRER AR & AMV,

20 pL TagMan &% qPCR JZ W 1& & : 10xPCR

22 W (& Mg )2 pL. 2.5 mmol/L dNTP 0.8 pL .,
10 pmol/L I F 5 | ¥ A £ 45 0.4 uL .5 U/uL Taq
fif 0.12 uL .cDNA 2 pL, /1 JC DNA/RNA fiff £ 2§ 7K
AMEZFE 20 uL, SR : 95 C AR 3 min; 95°CAR
P25 s,52°C18 k30 s, 72°C HEAH 30 s, RAET(E
T ASAEIR A0 CE AT, AR R TS H B 4
2, Qs b BLUE A AL & b & AMV, SR H B0
BIRE G TP B AMV,
1.2.3 AR/ S &Fe 3 F0 o AR R AU M T

145 AMV RNA 1 .RNA 2 FIRNA 3 541 ki b5
VR i LA 52 3 o 7 3 G 0 2R 480 I & 57, EvaGreen
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RT-qPCR 7%l TaqMan 8% RT-qPCR I AR 1ERTZE .
51 #) 4 1-970 F/1-1290 R . 2-812 F/2-1054 R .
3-1749 F/3-1957 R (RNA 3 [#] RT-PCR % fll TagMan
R %I RT-qPCR 72 ) 1 3-1522 F/3-1629 R (RNA 3 )
EvaGreen RT-qPCR #£ ) %} AMV FHYERE S GS 515 3
fTRT-PCR " 14 , 155 RNA 1 .RNA 2 £12 />~ RNA 3
BYY 7=, 430 5 pEASY-T 5 Zero K E# , 54 1k
BN K IGHFF A Escherichia coli Trans 1-T1 852 725 40 it
i RT-PCR 545 5 BHAA: e R+, A1l ok /N
TR P B 2 BRI, SR RSN T
W 25 A 20 SOk B, 1158 B (A RR i 2 Bk 4% DL
B, TRk D1%=6.02x 102 < Tk B/ (GGRAR K B+ H
B ) %660, 21 6.02x107 Sy Bl 4 55 %, ffi
FHRY SR 2R AR IEXTEICN 3 955 bp. FRASHIRNA 11
RNA 2 5 20 5ok #% D530 2 1.45%10" copies/ulL
1.46x10" copies/uL, RNA 3 it 2 /5 41 Tk e i 44 FH
JCDNA/RNA i 255 /K844 %51 1.15%10" copies/uL.
20 TR e B DG AT 10 1586 BE AR BEAE A pnifE
wh A PIARAR 1.45%10°~1.45%10° copies/uL I RNA 1,
1.46x10°~1.46x10° copies/uL 4 RNA 2 1 1.15x10°~
1.15x10° copies/uL [ RNA 3 [ 45 BE # B, 43 )
47 EvaGreen qgPCR , TagMan #£ %} qPCR I PCR 4~
3, ) JC DNA/RNA Jifg 2 25 7K 28 UG B B AR
AR R 1.2.2, BAPRAESL S IR 3 IRE A,
DI 3 b ik A R AR
1.2.4 24 RT-qPCR i:A7-fr v o i 5

A # 57 EvaGreen RT-qPCR 7% 1 TaqMan # &1
RT-qPCR 1: AR ZE | N R BE 43531 A 1.45%10" ~
1.45x10° copies/uL, 1.46x10'~1.46x10° copies/uL .
1.15x10'~1.15%10° copies/uL i AMV RNA 1 ,RNA 2
1 RNA 3 5 21 5 ki s 1 i #E 47 EvaGreen qPCR Al
TagMan £ 41 qPCR 444 , S W A4 & FAR v [A] 1.2.2,
BEAARUE S 3RS . LA DUBOBUE A x i, 116
P {H (cycle threshold, Ct) b y #ill , 73 H#9 H AMV
RNA 1.RNA 2 f1RNA 3 i) EvaGreen RT-qgPCR 7% I
TagMan ##41 RT-qPCR LARIERT 2L .
1.2.5 PP 340 ik xd @A) R 4R A o 6 A ] 2R

SR S U ) AMV i, 7E 3 B (G
54 35-1.35-2 F1135-3) EL B S5 AL I 2 15511 3 Bk
(4R*5 A 50-1.,50-2 F150-3) 12 21 S Hk 5 15~20 cm
B, BB R L2 Bt A Bk 21 pm & RIER . B
YL AMV (W0 58 TR 4 R R BE TR
SR TR AL 12 10 A9 LU BDIN A R £5. 2% Wi,
WFEE 556 A EP & 1,2 000 r/min 2.0 2 min, 3815/

TR B A VA, FHAS TR AS I 150 pL o 7
WORAERCR & NP ik | b il — ikt FEH T8
JEE 188 3~5 YK, 10 min Ji5 i /K /e Ao A R
B3 RRVE A G IR AU BRI Eh 22 vl . H2Fh
S AR B AR IR EE 18~24°C DGR 16 h/2E RS 8 h ik
ZhREFR, 90 dJE RAEHEFN AMV H 28 BEAE AR
AR 25 R EZE SRR 100 mg, W TRIzol
LI ) RNA I 5566 BTN E RNA
W BE , FHJC DNA/RNA il 2525 /K Wi B 22 100 ng/uL.
J% FH TaqMan #£41 RT-qPCR ¥ 1l 5& B 4% 2 6 fh2H 21
H1 AMV RNA 1 . RNA 2 fIIRNA 3 (5 &, 5 RE
3WELE VAR R FIREFIR 1.2.2,

SRy ) 5 B SK B AR AR N 1 AMV B i
KA 3 S BRIF A 5 Sk #5430 T 1.5 mL EP &
o, A 100 pl TRIzol 305 , FH B B8 F A 7 B 0 5
DAL 43 1 M E A ARG , F22 B TRIzol 1751 Uk
BB EATHRE , i J5 FH 10 pl JC DNA/RNA il 5 25 1
TR RNA, W 2250 OB BT E RNA VB
v TagMan % £ RT-qPCR #: Il 8 AMV RNA 1,
RNA 2 FIRNA 3 & &, BAMFE S 3IRE S, R A
AT 1.2.2,

A 55 4E RT-PCR , EvaGreen RT-qPCR Fil TagMan
PREF RT-qPCR A6 I 44 22 11938 1, 7 FH TR1zol 32
P FE UL B BCR A H i BT e = ik
FA X T8 2 Y 6 BRI AMV BH M T 4% A FR 1)
SLRNA, $2ECH 5 A 1.2.2, 43 517 FH b3k Jor 4 3
Tr A TR, R AR R AR Y[R 1.2.2,

2 BZR55H

2.1 AMV RT-PCR # RT-qPCR #& {4 & B & 31

RT-PCRAGIMAZ : FIHG 19120 1-970 F/1-1290 R,
2-812 F/2-1054 R Fl 3-1749 F/3-1957 R 43 % 9 14
AMYV RNA 1 .RNA 2 F1RNA 3 )5, FHERE S GS 515
FTHLY 430 9438 B B2 AR U 321 bp (K]
1-A) 243 bp (& 1-B) #1209 bp (& 1-C) , KJE 5 H#Y
J BORAT , BT B % S RV G O R it A
25 U0 IR Y3 0 H 1 4500 , e W7 4 RT-PCR £
DA R R AT

EvaGreen RT-qPCR K I {& % : F| H 51 ¥ 4
1-970 F/1-1290 R . 2-812 F/2-1054 R il 3-1522 F/
3-1629 R4 AMV RNA 1.RNA 2 f1RNA 3 J5 , i
T 0 i R £ 20 BT A2 B, BHEAE A GS 515 FTHLT 430
) RNA 1.RNA 2 H 1Y J Boes fife i B 35 430 28 77°C
(&l 1-D) #184°C (&l 1-E) ; FHEAF b GS 515 F1HLJ
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430 % RNA 3 H 19 5 B i i B2 WA [\, 20 00 2k
86 CHNRTC (I 1-F) . BPEXTREFNAS (X AR Bk
I A U P A LR I i e , 3R W T 4 EvaGreen RT-gP-
CR I A R e 51 R A7

TaqMan ¥R RT-qPCR K U {4 7 « F H 51 ¢ 41
1-970 F/1-1102 R FI#R%T P1.5 144 2-812 F/2-1006 R

FEREF P2 51 W 4H 3-1749 F/3-1957 R FIEEF P3 11
RT-qPCR ¥ 34 25 5 &7, B #E & GS 515 F1 HLJ
430 (/) RNA 1(J8 1-G) .RNA 2([& 1-H) F1RNA 3 (&
1-D) 24 H B 14 b 28, 1 B 4 X B RN 23 o) B R
Y3 M2, & W1 2 TaqMan 55 RT-qPCR £ ]
R RS R4

A M 1 2 3 4 B M1 2 3 4
bp bp
1500 1500
1 ggg |
3 500
500
0 Dby
300 P -
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M: 100 bp DNA ladder; 1: GS 515; 2: HLJ 430; 3: BIPEXTIE; 4: 25 FIXT 8. M: 100 bp DNA ladder; 1: GS 515; 2: HLJ

430; 3: negative control; 4: blank control.
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Fig. 1 RT-PCR (A-C), EvaGreen RT-qPCR (D-F), and TagMan probe RT-qPCR (G-I) detection results of
alfalfa mosaic virus RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3
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1.15%10°, 1.15%x10%, 1.15x10', 1.15x10° copies/uL plasmids; 11: blank control.
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Fig. 2 Detection sensitivities of alfalfa mosaic virus RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3 using RT-PCR (A-C), EvaGreen RT-qPCR (D-F),
and TaqgMan probe RT-qPCR (G-I)
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Fig. 3 Standard curves for detection of alfalfa mosaic virus RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3 using EvaGreen RT-qPCR (A-C)
and TagMan probe RT-qPCR (D-F) methods
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Fig. 4 Concentrations of alfalfa mosaic virus RNA 1, RNA 2, and RNA 3 in six samples from two potato varieties
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variety Zhongshu 21.
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10* copies/uL #112.22x10°~1.32x10° copies/uL, RNA 3
SRR, N 5.41x10'~8.08%10% copies/pL ; #ij b {4
N AMV 184 2.13%x10°~4.76x107 copies/uL , HiH
RNA 1 {5 e, 4 8.64x10°~4.76x107 copies/uL,
RNA 2 FIRNA 3 B & 581K, 4351 2.13%10°~1.50%
10° copies/uL F18.08x10°~4.96x10° copies/uL (&l 5) .
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FNFELRI AR 4 Eh 4% 25 S 9% 7% (potato virus S, PVS) H.
A E 5 W)L Z R4 (Duan et al.,2018) , 7] i 4
Hl RT-qPCR ¥ % 5 PVS* Fll PVS® #k £ (2 R 45
2020) . AMV HA — & 19 1t & 2 £ % (Bergua et
al.,2014;Nie et al.,2020) , &R HF5% 1 AMV RNA 3 1]
EvaGreen RT-qPCR £ Il 25 5 b, 3¢ W BH 1 4 5 GS
515 F1HLJ 430 H ) 7 B P SRR 26 57
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A3 3 F o 13538 FH T AMV ARSI T4k
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A KL, 5 PVY TagMan #£% RT-qgPCR #: (Dai et

al.,2012) Kl R B8 A [F]— B 2, 1 RNA 3 K PR
“h 1.15%10% copies/uL HZH BOkr , A GE5 514 3-1749
F/3-1957 R4 343508 L5114 3-1522 F/3-1629 RAIK
A%, EvaGreen RT-qPCR %%} AMV RNA 1 ,RNA 2
FITRNA 3 446 R 7% 5 SYBR Green RT-qPCR %
%} PVY (Hiihnlein et al., 2013 ) 1kt i B 5% 955 25
(citrus leaf blotch virus, CLBV) (X W45, 2019) f £
I R AR M SYBR Green qPCR 72 X #H 45 4 2% 5% 45
473 (citrus chlorotic dwarf-associated virus, CCDaV)
(FHEMTAE,2019) FFR TS (BB ARy (RARZE5E,
2019) ARG 2 AH0RE— 2, 390 107 copies/pL B 2 it
ki REF RT-qPCR 7% X} PVY (Klerks et al., 2001;
Agindotan et al.,2007) A% 212 #5 7% (citrus tristeza
virus, CTV) (Saponari et al.,2008) L1 &2 SYBR Green
RT-qPCR A X} CLBV (XI5, 2019) Ay oz il = £ 5
W HLRT-PCR A9 100 1%, SYBR Green qPCR 75 X%}
CCDaV ( EHERNAE, 2019 ) F1 7 it M 175 1 2 i iy e 1
FAEE 4y & PCRE B9 100 45 1 1 000 175 (AR ZE
4,2019) . {HZAMWFFEH EvaGreen RT-qPCR 7 5
RT-PCR 7% % AMV RNA 1 FI RNA 2 fit 46 1 5 4 Ji
AHTA] , TaqMan #R%F RT-qPCR 12 At A8 52 480 A
R 2 Fh O VB 10 4% ; TagMan 3541 RT-qPCR ¥ 1
EvaGreen RT-qPCR %%} AMV RNA 3 [ 461 52 %
AATA], 24 RT-PCR (1% 10 1%, W] RT-PCR %X AMV
RNA 1.RNA 2 FIRNA 3 #yfail 52 55 hise i , vl g
5B R B 5 Y SRR R A K.

AT 5T 45 S R, oK TagMan #84F RT-qPCR
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16 KU 1 26 P 5¢ & ;1 EvaGreen RT-qPCR 72 46 Ml
RNA 1 #il RNA 2 & #& 7E 10°~10° copies/pL . £ ifll
RNA 3 & 5 7E 10°'~10° copies/uL i R 4 £k P 5¢
Z, 5% W4 (2019) K H SYBR Green RT-qPCR 2
H6 CLBV 945 i H 22 7E 10°~10° copies/uL A K
UL R I EETE AL . P RE SR B FE 4 obr
PHIEH BT S RAARY S S A G, TR T
B RNAE T, FEGE RT-qPCR 2% TovA HEf I
FEMRHR BERE S P R R S i AR E AN IR 8L
JE B}, SYBR Green RT-qPCR 725 AJ 46 10 2 ik A ik
PR AL 25 A R 2 Bl 2H 20 H0 () CLBV (X1 3K 55,
2019) ; RT-qPCR i AT K 21 3 S A Bz AR S FIAR
3FhH L B3R5 2895 7 (apple scar skin viroid,
ASSVd) (RIS ,2020) ; EvaGreen RT-qPCR 72 1]
WERA RGN ) S5 44 S0 B I 25 AR AR R B 25
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SFRZAZUT ) PVS (REMERESF ,2020) o ASHIF 58 7
1Y) TaqMan #£%1 RT-qPCR 2 BERSAG I 21| Th 4% Bt F- |
AR 25 ) E)ZE ARARIR RS 6 FhZH U i AMV,
FLUH RNA 1, RNA 2 fIRNA 3 [ & AR R E
6 FHAL IR T AMV AT . 3 Bk 2 15 5
12 21 45 (50-1) 6 Fr 41 21 AMV 1 7 &k 10°~
10° copies/pL , 52 ERFAE (2020) il E 4% 55 5 Fhed
b PVS S REAHL (B 21 5 (50-2) fRBR ez
AMV &Y R 107 copies/uL, HiAth 5 FhZH 4R AMV
T HTE 10'~10° copies/uL Z [H] 5 L3R S AME RN 7
AMV & RN 155 M0 35-1 ) RNA 2 FIRNA 3
PIANA B T 325 | 5 Kogoviek et al. (2011) K6 st
PVY H 8 SR R AR B I ZEh PVY W
FEHAR T A RS 4518 —3, Nie & Singh(2001) %
TR RT-PCR VA A6 0 By 4% 555 it el S ipke 6 A ke
ZEAE SIS R A i 1 G 5 R B e 2R R S T
SEo TERMAR TR ASSVA 5, ASSVd JETE
Pk rh 35, SR 5 1) AR BB B (R IR AR A5 , 2020) , IR
LTE A IR R AMV G R AR E—ER
Bf ()3 B B R R i R i — DAY . LAk, R
AR 2 1 SRR 50-3 T AMV B i AR A, He=k
Hh B R, O 107 copies/ul, FoAl 5 R ZH AU iR
4110°~10* copies/uL , A] BB S5 il R AE BT 50-3 FEAK
ZHAA K. HIL, AMV SR7E 3 fRrh & 21 S
SRR, AT RE S AR A HZE A A — B0

gk AL PVY L AMV F PLRV %5205 45 Y 5 5
A, B RT-PCR 32 0] A6z ) 21 53k i v A py R 22
5 %% 57 (barley yellow dwarf virus, BYDV) ( il tH
55, 1992) \CTV (XK %5 ,2010) 1 PLRV (i
#£55,2016) o AWFFEAE LT B NI AMV
FEFEIOL HUE RNA B, 53 2555 (2016 ) K i AU
RIS I B0 5 I TRIzol B4 B, T A 5% A< fifi
FHVRA, BRI B T2 47 TRIzol 37 (1) EP A&
BFF B B O fT B, 5 B Sk Bk M AR Y AMV
RNA 1 & & & 4.74x10°~2.42x10" copies/uL, Sapo-
nari et al. (2008 ) Il X W8 Aphis gossypii 3K 5; 48 h 5
CTV &1 4 1.2x10°~1.3x 107 copies/uL, 5 27 &5 i A1
255 I R S WF SR FE RPN RIAA OC, teAh, i ik
& AMV RNA 3 & i i Ik, 2 W] RNA 1 fIlRNA 2
WIEA T AMV RGN 8 52 ok B A 77 1Y)
FERBZ —, ~ A S8 5 & B 13 Fhé) o (fk
H5%,2020) . CHRIA 15 FPET SRS E 2
T BEZE 9N B R Tospovirus 25 AN TR IR BEH 55 R
Harvirus 754177 BERH 75 J& Carmovirus T )7 5% 5.

A6 9% B8 JE Sobemovirus A1 T K 18 25 BE 5506 7 &
Machlomovirus 114 18 Fvip 5 FOALRE WA GI K FEASE
2013) . HHT, BAAK LG DL 5 AMV 1y #aE (2
Li et al. (2021 ) I JFF 5% 5% 20 30 5 5 A 7 8 2 1k P AG:
T AMV, Z0F 53 i F RT-qPCR 5 M Bk 8] 15
RNEEIE T AMV, it —L 58 AMV &R
IR T S8 . LA, i iR Py AMV RNA 1
S EH 5 T RNA 2 FIRNA 3, 558 H T AMV
FESL ORI . AMV RNA 1 F1RNA 2 43 51 4 i 5 461
s 55 DR B 2 S 7.5 P1FIT P2, RNA 3 4 i3z 2 45 1
(movement protein, MP) Fl1 4< 5¢ £ [ (coat protein,
CP) ,{H CP % [ fh WV 3L K 41 RNA 4 B 1112k (Bol,
2008) . P14 5 C g W e i 225 Ay 3 A N o FHY L5485
it 4 KEy 35K, 7 RNA 55 1 67 8 RNA & Rl e 178
(Vlot et al.,2002) , P2 & R A W45 #3k , MP 2 1 5
W EE AN M)A B A 6, CP R 11 5 EE kR FIE A L 1F
BERNA ORI 2 BRI G2 8155 (Bol, 2005 ;
Krab et al.,2005) #H ¢, B4, AMV 1 RNA 1 % &
B i /5 T RNA 2 flIRNA 3 B &K /R EH AMV 7E & 5
PRI FFAE S 55005 B i T i — 25

LB 5 6 B 2 4Urh A E (K ) AMV RNA 1,
RNA 2 I RNA 3 1% 7 5t DU K W5 K Py AMV RNA 1
FIRNA 2 (1) & B 3575 F TagMan 5% RT-qPCR #: #l
EvaGreen RT-qPCR X} AMV A9 H FIR , PRI 2 Ff
Tl TR _Eab ke S . AN, AR B 6 Fh 14
rb DL R T R g1 44 N AMV RNA 1.RNA 2 i & &
= T RT-PCR i XT AMV [k H B, A RT-PCR 7%
WA F TR L3RR o 3 A SR IR ZEAE
1AMV & 5K T RT-PCR 7 X} RNA 3 Agf6 HFR
L RT-PCR 75 ANGE A K I Eh 85 BRI B ZE i AMV
RNA 3, {H ] FH A i o Ath, 5 Fh £ 44 25 20 21 ) s 1
B AMV RNA 3, 82 ASHF 5% T 8 RT-PCR .
EvaGreen RT-qPCR Fll TagMan £ % RT-qPCR iX 3 Ff
5 A AT ARG 4 S 4 v L R gl R A
N AMV
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