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$RE 3 MKBIHE BN NE PCR 4 Fioa’

AME, B ¥, EBka', FEWE,
keg', FhR', FxXx

L TERE R R S5AEMRI 2R, TR 4001765 2. R ABS K IR, R 300461

WE. AEIFRBALAAEE Phytophthora hibernali . T &% % P. syringae 2 % ZKIEE P. cambivora 3 ##&
BRRBEOR T > FHm ik, HBEBEEE 18S rRNALITS,HSP0 #= Ypr1 A B > A& t@ R34, LAE2RE
THEEEARLIREERFN M, 2L TwWEPCREMNF &, A#AFTEHAFAERTEMNX, 22T TR
MEREEAARE, THAEFRREZKREENHF FWEPCREMKZR: £20 uL R BIKRZ T, REJNHRER
42 10 pmol/L # 18SUF/18SUR, PHSF/PHSR, PCSF/PCSR #= PSSF/PSSR 4 %] % 0. 2,0. 6,0.8,1. 0 pL; %48
KB AR K BT A 4 63 CAn 20 s, EARR T A A E F HIL 884 bp 49 18S rRNA £ 4= 232 bp 89 ITS £ B
HFH, TAAETEEI 884 bp 49 18S rRNA 474 2 683 bp 44 HSPO0 R H 4 F 4, ¥ 38 % ZoKkE F 7 884 bp ¥
18S rRNA % f= 314 bp 8 Ypr1 A B 454, st A A H I 18S rRNA £ ; wE PCR B E A4k & & m R4 E &
T¥# % PCR; M HRETRANTIZEAIANARE. AP ZOEPCREMN T FREALLERE, THAREMREZ
RIEFGE TR Fen, FIFEREERRBA G A EF oG RN,

X 8 W: FRE; AAEMAE; ALERFE; THEE; REKAE; WwE PCR AT

FESHES: S436.611. 1 XHFRERRD: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2017)05 - 0007 — 08

SERIE Malus Mill. 235 8% B2 30 (8 38 & A, A48 3 2R Malus domestica Borkh, I 22 1ff %
Malus halliana Koehne, 111 E F Malus baccata (Linn. ) Borkh. %5 3% /K 5 5 Fh A R Ak A F . 75 b 18
WP L BRI B b SE N A A3 AT L AR R . 3R HE O SR R KR S R R R, 2013 ARAE SRR O
WELAH 3.9 1 t, &Hiik 6, 861 JTEIT. RE FERIE KR L HME M O RS K, B EEYZ AL
TR g XU 38 K.

RETEJE Phytophthora spp. B 7 e 37 & Ak 10 55 B0 18 . 30 % 22 0o o1 [R) IsF 42 e TR bk SR B, ]
& B AR E (brown rot of fruit) . #RJE (root rot) . BT I ME (foot roO Zi E Y, BIRIE, &1 AR
EIWIRBHY N EREL 9 MO, HAP R AR P. hibernalis™ | THEE P. syringae'™ FIFE B K %
P. cambivora™ Sy A 1k 3 5% 0 R K632 o0 i TR %8 A TR Ak b AL R L LB A0 0 i A0 - 4
R ARG Z2AE, PR | A AE YIS S AR ME A R, i DA SR AR R L - SR K b D R Y B2
W W 0 e A R T R A S . BT R R O o R s R AR, LRI, PR
FCe- o0 R RE T A PR AR ER . BEE DNA KRB & J#, PCR, £ PCR % kBl
IR AR 92 B DR A W (7 32 k. AR E R R AT SR IR 3 AR e e A PCR I i 4 i

@ YR HB. 2016 -04-28
HEETH. EZEREERHTA (20121K286, 20131K290) ; FE %K “+ H R4 #3181 (2012BAK11B02).
TEZ A RAEA988 ), L, INTHIG Y A, WL, F2 A Y 50 F R A 5%
WFEE . R, B,
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18S rDNA X IR 7E FLE AN )AL 5 FEAR, 45 DR, J2 0 o 18 43 - 00 vl Jo & 4 ) ) B ARLBTL S TR »DINA
(9 ITS DX HA 7 EC T R) 78 5 B8 5 L FE AR AR S S8 0 0, J2 0 IR T 20 F R DN AR A ¥E P 51, L T TS J¥ 9143
Mk 3Eal, B MRIIITE T ZFEE®H N 0 TR s 9 (AR B A 128 T AR A i TTS FE ok %
SEIX Ay, MBS A AR A AT AR I LA elicitin 1 BEDRRIE A7 25 1 5 % 5 DR of 52 BG4 S A ) 3 74
RIERNBEANE T, NEER ITS FEW—FE9 T Z B H. Ras-like protein Ypt1 (Yeast protein two 1) I[N F
AR 2 28 Sy JLF ol LASE T BT A S 1 . A8 | T 3% 8 TR 90 5 6 ol G i T 32 B BR . Hear
Shock Protein 90 (HSP 90) F: N 581, 1R 5 Fh e L 7 50 i AR L 5 95 % A4, i o /3 41 Bb X 15
TEHR A e RN AR S 5.

ASCUAA A e ds . T A e I SR R OK e RS 3 G e M L T T B A AR N SR T R W 1 9 R A IE
%, M H 18S rDNA ¥, Wit 59, RIEH ITS . HSP 90 F1 Ype 1 5K 550 (14 50 81 43 5% 114 4
PERE ., TR M BRI R RS, @R IRRMAL, @R R & s T AR RS R K
PERE W 22 B 41 DNA () U E PCR &G 5 2%, I HEAT 1 28 50 RS 402 3 3

1 #MRERZE
.1 & #
BT MR AWM 11 DR & BB ATCC56353 1 #k; T & & ATCC34002 1
Lif2012-4 3 2 bk FEHEKER ATCC36228 Fl ATCC38811 4t 2 #k; 74 6 kR HIT R (FE 1.
AESE R SER PR LA Malus pumila. cv. Red Fuji, PR N INERIAEG.
£1 HEAHMBRB, 24, FERXE

e & T & 2 ¥ EA kW
1 ATCC56353  P. hibernalis %" 5% Citrus sinensis g 2013 Australia
2 ATCC34002  P. syringae T &P Citrus limon Fi#§E 2013 USA
3 Ljf2012-4 P. syringae T T Citrus paradisi fif#E 2013 Israel

ATCC36228  P. cambivora 5B KEERH Malus sylvestris 35 2013 Australia
5 ATCC38811  P. cambivora 59K 5% Malus pumila %5 2013 Japan
6 Ljf2011-9 P. citrophthora tHiGEWIERER  citrus reticulate TG 2013 Australia
7 CBS114089  P. cactorum WLy 75 Malus pumila 75 2013 USA
8 ATCC32996  P. megasperma KHEPEE Medicago sativa B 18 2013 USA
9 CBS114340  P. gonapodyides WK ZARPEFE  Prunus persica EHk 2013 France
10 ACCC37380  P. cryptogea Fatthfra Hevea brasilien is B 2013 China
11 ACCC36153  P. parasitica 25575 Nicotiana tabacum A% 2013 China

FIWBIT: X GenBank A0 (932 R b 9 P& R 1Y 18S rRNA JEH P51, 12 H AR KB iHE %R
(38 514 18SUF/18SUR; LKL T rDNA P % 5% [H] I X 138 H1 51 %) TTS4/TTSS X 11 #7855 W 47 48 Ml
L, PR HF A 22 AL R i R e R S 51 ) PHSF/PHSR; LA 5 55 (0 P HSP 90 JE X
(EU079760) i it 514 HSPF/HSPR, M T4 H AL A M B HSP 90 K[, 45 H HSP 90 £ 741 22 ik
T HEGENR 5519 PSSF/PSSR; KRB 1Y Yo 1 B:H (HQ85001 D 53514 YptF/YptR, HI T4
WU B AR Ypr 1 P40, H5H Ypel S0 79 25 5 5 i1 3 B OK S R 9 48 5 51 % PCSF/PCSR, 51#1% 11
K H Primer Premier V5.0 ¥4, i D RR AV REGRAF G (E 2).

AN S AL . PCR Z oh i, Tag DNA R 4G H8E. ANTP %50 [ K& F AW A Al DNA #EGLH &
DNeasy Plant Mini Kit I§ B € B QIAGEN 2 &]. Tprofessional £ & PCR 1, f%E Whatman Biometra 2%
Al ; Infinity-3026 BEREL 2S5, PoE VILBER LOURMAT A+ ; 5t Uvmini-1240 2483606 EE 3, H
AR B HA T
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x2 KFHAREABSIHFET

E7RRi B PE | 5149 4l 57-3° KB /nt BAIRE/C YR/ /nt

18S rRNA 18SUF CGCGGTAATTCCAGCTCCAATA 22 63 882
18SUR AGAACATCTAAGGGCATCACAGACC 25

ITS ITS4 TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC 20 58 831
1TSS GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG 20

PHSF CTTTGCTCGAAAAGCATAATGGAA 24 63 232
PHSR CCACTCTACTTCACACAACATCCT 24

HSP 90 HSPF GTGAAGAAGCACTCGGAGTT 20 60 892
HSPR CCTTCTTCTTGAGCTTCTCAATG 23

PSSF AGGAGGAAGGCGAGAAGGCC 20 63 683
PSSR GTAGTAGATGCCGGGCTGCG 20

Yptl YptF TCGGTGTGGACTTTGTGAGTG 21 60 471
YptR ACGTTCTCGCAGGCGTATCT 20

PCSF CAAGCTCCAGATTGTGCGTG 20 64 314
PCSR CGAATCAAAGCGGTCCAACC 20

1.2 7 3%

1.2.1 2 DNA R, ¥ 30 5% 5| 4 Bk

W R 7 . R 22, R DNA 2G5 & 52 U 22 DNA, JR¥ 2 DNA % T 100 pL 1X TE
ZErhh . HARTE 22 DNA BT —70 CLRAF. X 11 AR 22 2 N 41 DNA 34738 H 514 18SUF/18SUR
P, MR ZR A 30 pl, A7 10 X Buffer 3. 0 pL(HH LK EE A 1. 5 mmol/L ) MgCl,); 2.5 mmol/L
dNTPs 2.0 pL; 10 pmol/L 514 18SUF/18SUR % 4 0. 2 pL; 0.4 pl. Tag DNA & (5 U/pl) s DNA
b 1 pL(2Y 20 ng) s MIWFEIKZE 30 pl, DOWZE K A B AE R B % B R B2 )% . 94 C AR M 4 min;
94 ‘CAEPE 30 s, 63 ‘CEME 20 s, 72 CHEMI 45 s, 35 NEH; 72 CIHEM 7 min. 2% HNSBEEEIE LK . EB 4
A IF RAREE , X 45 7= )0 3 I 3647 75 91 Xt o3 #

Y11 DR 22 3 4 DNA #E47 ITS4/1TS5, HSPF/HSPR K& YptE/YptR 8|4 8, = W& &
FROITRFRE R 1.0 pL A, HoR SR Ly RO R T BR B O BERN TR AF, e & A A, 72 °C %E fif
7 min. 2% NG BEEE I HL VK . R 2 BE Y 0 R AR ISR, XA R W D 5 AT R B H R e . 6E 11 AN B R
W22 B4 DNA 20 5153047 45 5 51 4 PHSF/PHSR, PSSF/PSSR & PCSF/PCSR #"1#4, W& & 5 & v
27 ¥ [a) HSPF/HSPR G194 3. 2 Y0 BRBE W EE R L IK » IR £ B8 B (8 S il iR WL %%

1.2.2 W& PCR ¥ ¥4k &ty 1k4b

TEH A 2R RIS  XPE T Fe ok L AR OB L B OKETE] 4 DAk, 8
519 18SUF/18SUR ¥ Hé &k e nim . W& HALALEHE 2 0. 1~0.6 pL, BEH 0.1 pL; 10 pmol/L F 57
5% PHSF/PHSR,PCSF/PCSR #1 PSSF/PSSR AL G Bl 0. 2~1. 2 pL, #RESN 0.2 pL; 3B KR B
B 60~65 °C, BREE R 1 °C s B KB RIPLAIEE N 5~30 s, BEEEN 5 s.

1.2.3 HMzZAHBEZA DNA w@E PCR &M F &)L

FFH#E A5 18SUF/18SUR K 3 Xt 4E % 51 % PHSF/PHSR, PSSF/PSSR il PCSF/PCSR ¥ 3 11
DTRAR I 223 4] DNA, RA LR s R adr iy 8K 2 20 pL: 10 X Buffer 2. 0 pL (5 & ¥k &
# 1.5 mmol/L # MgCl,) . 2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 2.0 pl., 5 U/ul. Tag DNA R4 0. 4 pL, 10 pmol/L
514 18SUF/18SUR, PHSF/PHSR,PCSF/PCSR H1 PSSF/PSSR 434 4 0. 2,0.6,0. 8,1. 0 uL, DNA itk
1.0 pl, X ZE K E 20 pl. PLA& A B8 % (ATCC56353) . T #F % F (ATCC34002) Al 5E MK 55 %
(ATCC36228) 1A DNA B PUE PCR ¥ 38 A BHYEXT HE, DLXGE KA EAR A AE A BIPE XS BE . S W RE 7. 94 °C
WAE M 4 min; 94 ‘CA8 1 30 s, 63 CHEM: 20 s, 72 CHEM 35 s, 35 MEI; 72 CHEH 7 min, 2% B PEEE
LUK, EB He 8 J iR £,

1.2.4 wWE PCR & 2 & 20 &
W& B T B T K B T 22 R I 2] DNA R A1 20 56 0% B T 0k 47 42 R o 2 ik 2 2
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SE LN 20 ng/p L VENRIUA MR B . FRAEAT 10 B0 AR RS, SR E 6 D IIIRIERL A, /FE PCR ¥ B4
M. 3 3 LAAS [ 5 vk JE 9 DNA B AR 9 47 82 F PCR A1 PY & PCR JZ . B M4 B8 ddH, O R B AR
DNA. ¥ 8 PCR AR MFFR 1.2. 1, WUE PCR MK RFFEFR 1. 2.3, ¥ H#EHJE 2% 5HIE 5
Rk . T8 LB e, WLEE.
1.2.5 By i A

W 11 BRZE B TR 22 (VR Y 2 me) 5T A S SR A 20 (2) 20 me) IR A 5 #2 B DNA, H #2 8L DNA #F
FTVUE PCR &8, ¥ 361K R G A S B0 & W7, ¥ BT IR 2 %6 Be e e sk . EB Je | WK,

2 FERE55H
2.1 18S rDNA,ITS ,HSP 90 & Ypt1 EHES|¥i&it 54 F M8 IE

3% 18SUF/18SUR,ITS4/ITS5, HSPF/HSPR il YptE/YptR %F 11 4~ #k 1 22 3 4 41 DNA #1749
WZE BRI, 3@ 519 18SUF/18SUR ¥ 14 e A7 B bk 8 BAH [ K/ H Y 458, ZF A3 5] 18S rDNA X 35
P48 R Bt 884 bps 1TS4/TTSS ¥ 14 7= 4y 28 0 ¥ 43 B K 2 830 bp WY F Bt o S [R)Fl B& Bk =22 18] 10 B Bt R /NI A 22
S, Y F 4 BLAST 408 ITS 50, H g5 R L0 1TS FEF e R4t L 98 £ & 19 22 40 05, 4
BT R e B 1R S R 51 ) PHSR/PHSR; YptF/ YptR 4738 7 W) 200 5 45 2 R /N2 20 470 bp 1 Jr BL,
22 BLAST 43§ 3 45 S R W] Ypr 1 BE RS 4R L R 08 £ 5 10 22 A0 5, 8 i i SR B R 751 W
PCSF/PCSR; HSPF/HSPR 4" 14 7= ¥y 22 I £ 15 8 K /N g 890 bp AY A Bt AR ¥E 22 R %3t T HEE N
5514 PSSR/PSSR. Z8631F 4 X 5149 (45 S vk AR 4 (| 1.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 N M

884 bp —»
= —— 18SUF/I8SUR
830 bp — gl | — -—
=== ITS4/ITSS5
-l
== PHSF/PHSR
232bp —gp — —
L T R —— S s W SN =
_ HSPF/HSPR
. e, s, i i il . o . . — i —
—
683 bp —» S, S, o— PSSF/PSSR
——
— —_— — — — O
t —
470 bp —p» - - — -— - c— s YptF/YprR
—— PCSF/PCSR
314bp —» — — e

1~11: BWFE 1; N. BIHEXIR(LZEK) ; M: DL 2 000 bp DNA Ladder Marker.
B1 Z24BE. TEEEMEEKEENERSIYERERSIYWHEE PCR ¥ EIEIE
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2.2 H£EEZEDNA ME PCREMERHEL

Zeit Z R EAAAL . B0 RS W 4H & 8SUF/18SUR, PCSF/PCSR, PHSF/PHSR #1 PSSF/PSSR ¥k H
0.2,0.6,0.8,1.0 pL, AR KRB R 63 C; FfERABIE Ry 20 s, #E7 T3 RIFLERERH . THEHEMIE
IKPEE B VU PCR AG I 73,

A RERE (ATCCS56353) T FEEE (ATCC 34002) A ZE HE /K FE & (ATCC 36228) 1 & DNA [ IUE PCR ¢ 1%
A 18S rRNA X3/ 884 bp, HSP90 X1 f¥) 683 bp. Ypr1 X f¥) 314 bp F1 ITS XA 232 bp Fr53 H B
K PEFE ATCC56353 DU PCR 7741 18S rRNA XI5 884 bp H B I ITS X1 232 bp Fr i B T HIEER 2
AR ATCC 34002 H1 Ljf2012-4 DY PCR 774 18S rRNA X35 884 bp A Bt Fl HSP90 X I, 683 bp #i & A Bt ;
ALK BER ) 2 A HE R ATCC 36228 Al ATCC38811 PUEE PCR ¥ #8774 18S rRNA X1 884 bp H Be Al Ype1 X
B 314 bp BYEESF A Bes SESRJE L HAb 6 BRAEEFE VU E PCR 71, H 722k 18S rRNA X 884 bp 557, L&k
PERE . T AR MIE KRR S Y 1 A B PIPEXTBRTC DL Ay, S5 R R, alad 2 Y05 ie i B e L vk
RENE W X 0 & AR P88 . T 7 S 55 R S JE /KOE 2 RS S g 1) LA e 25 AT (181 2).

P 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 N M

1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp

100 bp

P. BHEEXFIE; 1~11. 203 1; N BHHEXF I (ZEK) 5 M: DL 2 000 bp DNA Ladder Marker.
B2 ¥*REEEFHZEREA DNA ME PCR ¥ 1%
2.3 [MUE PCR R ENR
HAT PCR RS A & A BB RUE AT IK 0. 2 pg/pl, THEHERHEIEA L 0.2 ng/pl, FHE
IKPERE RPIE VK 2 pg/pL (K 3).

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 M 1 2 3 4 5 o 7

2000 bp—

1000bp —
750 bp —

250 bp

100 bp =

(a) P.hibernalis (b) Psyringae (¢) P.cambivora

(d)VP. hibernalis (e) Psyringae ) Pcam bivo;a
a-c: Z/EWER . THEHMTLKERMEE PCR REE; df. LXEREH | THEESATRKERENIUE PCR RHE. 1~6. Sk
HR 20, 2, 2X1071, 2X1072, 2X107°, 2X 10 *ng; N: BMEXTHE ddH,O; M: DL 2 000 bp DNA Ladder Marker.

3 Z4EE . TEREMERKEE PCR Y RS 1N i ik E ik
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fEPYE PCR N R R Kz, 18SUF/18SUR # 3#4 N 1 M
AR 9 B RN I ROK e AR IR BR BT B Wk Bl 2 pg/pl, T S— e 2 000 bp
B 2 5 K FR BT B e E X 0 0. 2 pg/pl. PSSF/PSSR #1731 S S — 1000 bp
P e g AR AR BR B 4 Wk B2 2 ng/pl. PCSF/PCSR ¥ 38 3¢ Sh— : :ZZSEE
PR B AR AR IR BR T R R 0. 2 ng/pl, 5 ¥ E PCR X p—

NAK R AR . ARG T 7 5 7 M SR PR OK R R e e -— — 250 bp
R TR AR -— e — 100 bp

'_'_.-:_ 1Y s
2. 4 BRI L: 11 BREEEE T 5 30 A DNA, N W BIPExt I8, M
11 BREHEH S5 5 E A DNA PUE PCR ™4 18S rRNA 2000 bp DNA Ladder Marker.

. B 4 ;E& DNA UE PCR ¥ 1874
15 Tt b Y=

X I 884 bp P4 B, ITS X1 232 bp T H B . Ypr 1 X R

B 314 bp F 55 A BEH HSP 90 X35 683 bp 45 A Bt (Kl 4),

SN JC T 7K SRy B ek R W T AR B H R B

VAR, [ PN AN T8 2 PR I 1 £ 2505 852 PCR, £ # PCR, real-time PCR %, H:ih £ & PCR LI H:
R R AL, PREESE LA, O AE 2R BRI A B W . £ PCR Iy T i A I LA
o TEARE SRR SR AE O TR AR B H R A AR A A B (] e, ELPRE A, 25 R B R B, X
FERAE SR AN . 28 PCR BRI T X 22 Pl ii )[R 26 R ), S04 249 Bk ()R ReA Ay 112 DR A )
R E BB 7. Li DR YEAHE R P. Nicotianae (/) ITS JERFUESER P. Cactorum W Ypr1 FPH 435
Wi HRE 5 Y, B T R bR 5 MR8 Y — & PCR &I J7 k. ARBF 58 M 4% 18S rRNA L ITS,
HSPY0 F1 Ype1 JeHFH , it T @ ALY . L ERw . TR Mo BRI ES NRE s, @ T
SRS 3 AR EE MR R I DU PCR A I 5 1%,

N Z & PCR W AR R ZR L, AR I8 B Sk B . RE oI B | R R B | IRk
k] 4 A5 AT IR AE. BIYJE £ @ PCR K 565, 18S rDNA K 28 DL, 1] Ypr1 5K R
FEULSL T, 514%t 18SUF/18SUR W %% i F PHSF/PHSR, [ ¥ 18SUF/18SUR ¥ 34 & b
F PCSF/PCSR #1 PSSF/PSSR, ff L5 #%F 18SUF/18SUR M/ =X R 5|5 Y Rir; 5192
4 b9 % 4 8 25 SR S AR T, T 9T 51 L Bk R AR B R ESZ i PCR KR Y R Rk, L2 E
PCR & PRGN REE R Tm o 78 Ton B SO VF 0B P 3E R 55 80 00 52 1 W 2 LA Os/D 5 | 0 ARRSE Al i Al
SRS A B0k PCR RN B RS E . IR TRl e 1 i 2 5 56 4, 2 8 PCR W A 2 X514, 1Bk
) BEAR A 519 B B ORI, R R B A A, AR RS S8 4 R B, 5 B4 % T ) 3
G R EA WBORBARN T LA TG, A ARG T A 2 & PCR R R B R B 5 & PCR ML
RPEREAR, 3T KA 584 2 8 PCR FE VAR R HINA T Z X519, 1051 W) 18] 23 T8 h 51 ) — AR 5L
BT, JOF ELATRE & AR 51 ) A AR BAR A A AR FE R LS A . S EGI BRI RRAE . REUE TR,

ARG TSR EARY) DR AR L T A R R K E R VU PCR [R5 I 7 vk, X8
BHUS TRYSERBRIMRNY 11 MREE R, ERICEST 42, 4 X519 3 5 BoR/N 22 5 W 58 (8 T B8R W e i
P KRG . ASE DL T 6 22 B AT S X TR K SR ) A, ARSI AT E 1 d TS R. T A RUE E K R TR
B G, B R SR LRI, Y 2 )RR I AR Ay 10 R A 0 % DA D R 4 T T R Y R A
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Quadruple-PCR Molecular Detection of Three

Quarantine Fungal Diseases of Malus

ZHU Lin-hui', LIAO Fang*, CAO Bao-hong', LI Bi-juan',
ZHANG Dou-dou', LUO Jia-feng®’, LI Guan-rong'

1. College of Agronomy and Biotechnology , Southwest University , Chongging 400716 , China ;

2. Tianjin Entry-Exit Inspection and Quarantine Bureau , Tianjin 300461, China

Abstract: To establish a synchronous molecular detection method for the three China entry-forbidden quar-
antine fungal Phytophthora pathogens of Malus (P. hibernalis, P. syringae and P. cambivora), uni-
versal primers 18SUF/18SUR and specific primers PHSF/PHSR for P. Hibernalis , PSSF/PSSR for P.
syringae and PCSF/PCSR for P. cambivora, were designed based on the 18S rRNA, the ITS, HSP90
and Ypt1 genes respectively, to establish a quadruple PCR detection system and to carry out its sensitivity
and simulation carrier tests. The established specific quadruple PCR reaction system simultaneously detec-
ting P. Hibernalis, P. syringae and P. cambivora of Malus was as follows: in a 20 pL reaction system,
the optimal primer combination of 18SUF/18SUR, PHSF/PHSR, PCSF/PCSR and PSSF/PSSR was 0. 2,
0.6, 0.8, 1.0 pL, respectively, of its 10 umol/L stock solution, and the optimal annealing temperature
and time was 63 C and 20 s, respectively. Application of this system for P. hibernalis detected an 884 bp
band of 18S rRNA and a 232 bp specific band to the ITS gene, for P. syringae detected an 884 bp band of
18S rRNA and a 683 bp specific band to the HSP90 gene, and for P. cambivora detected also an 884 bp
band of the 18S rRNA and a 314 bp specific band of the Ypz1 gene, while the control only detected the
band of the 18S »rRNA. The sensitivity of the quadruple PCR was lower than that of conventional PCR.
The simulated carrier test detected the four bands simultaneously. It showed that the established quadruple
PCR could achieve the synchronous and specific detection of P. hibernalis, P. syringae and P. cambivo-
ra, and thus can be used effectively to promote the quick detection of the quarantine Phytophthora patho-
gens of Malus fruits and seedlings.
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