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Dual real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR method for the detection

of orange and citrus components in orange juices
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Abstract: Objective: To establish a dual real-time PCR method
for the detection of orange and citrus components in orange juices.
Methods: Through the design and screening of primers and
probes for orange and citrus components. Through the detection
of fruits, found the rule of fluorescence amplification of orange
and citrus. Using the ratio difference of orange and citrus in
FAM/VIC two determine  the

fluorescence channels to
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composition of orange and citrus. The lowest doping ratio
detected by the method was verified by the experiment of orange
juice adulteration, tested the commercial orange juice and verify
the feasibility of the method. Results: There were fluorescence
amplification curves in both FAM and Vic channels in pure
orange fruits, and the fluorescence ratio of FAM/VIC channel
was between 0.5£0.2, while only FAM channel had strong fluo-
rescence amplification curve in pure citrus fruits. In the
simulation experiment, it could be detected that there are more
than 10% citrus juice in orange juice. Conclusion; The results
showed that this method can be used to detect the orange and cit-
rus components in commercial orange juices, and can be used to
identify the fake orange juices.

Keywords: orange juice beverage; orange components; double

real time PCR; fluorescence ratio
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1.1.2 FZRAH

TN LA 5 DNA $2BOR 0 & - Jb ot RAR AR A
(/NI

SETNEE A3 T2 AR SE T B2 Ak A PR #

ToK LA pr et il A A e AR

2X Super Real Pre Mix (Probe) : 4t 50 K #d 4 fb F 4
R HE

WA MREAA TAHRAR.
1.2 u#EHiEE

AL A 1379 AL FEBR KRB (R ED AR

NG

WA IETR 2] 2% : MS A 48 [F TKA /A #]

&R B 0 Bl : Centrifuge 5430 %I, ff [ 3 7 7 % {7y
NCIE

A VR B 0L Stratos AL, TR KR BHE Ch ED £ R
NG
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x1 BHRHER

Table 1 Orange juices information

i B E B Rita s/ %
R ORE 1 &Rl 100
R ORE 2 WA 100
R ORE 3 &R 100
R ORL 4 & 100
R BT Wi It 100
LU Wi It 100
RE2#T jeE it 100
dana # 7R U0 WA T =50
It LR THIOR Wi It =10
EURIES 78R (& o =10
bR IR oA e 4R R T+ AR R =10
JEURE A K SRR 1 A T =10
JRRE A K RAKOR 2 MG T =10
RIR A THOR R =50
WA THOR WAETT =50
ot B =20

LR 72 B TR A F2.0 0 8] TKA 23 7

ol B R 35 1 I 2 A < Nano %, H A 3 A 7 5

ABAL R VK4S : BioPlus RF 930 #, £+3 GRAM 2%l 5

S ¢ 5 PCR Y : QuantStudio 6 Flex U, 8 2R & i
IREHE C ED A BRA A
1.3 A&

1.3.1  SUHPoe e & PCR P ™= M & Bl 90 3¢ e
H PCR P 5| W MRS 3k 2 Bion A TAY TR
CR) B B2 A A5 0

1.3.2 DNA 25

(1) 7K SR S iy A B - OS2 7K SR T3t e 1 990 50 T
IR I AGE VR AR AT RS L R A IR
TSRS B AR A R KR R E A B O
W, DK S 22 T R A B R A 58 T Y, Ab FRE Y
B S AR T AR IR VKA P A%

(2) S HHORE AT AL B GE &R ST R R ROR T
50 mL BB W, 4 C¥IHEBE L 15 min (9 000 ~
10 000 r/min) , 3 1 ¥ » B U0 UE S I8 &R -4 .

(3) DNA BB AL IR A & vk . © BZ i b M5
HIK RAE 2 500~700 mg RIFORZ) 1 mL F &5 .08
FOIA SRR EE 1 mL, IR A5 6 ZE IR E 10 min, J 5 K
AELHLF 12 000 r/min B0 10 min, 37 B, HEZ M
1w @ A 500 pL 2 wh GMOL fl 20 uL
Proteinase K (20 mg/pL), JE W &% 1 min, I8 & ¥ 5
@ f£ 56 CIHIE &M TFHE 3 h, I E T B AR 15 min 48
GIRA @ A 200 pL 3l GMO2, F8 43R 41, I BEdR
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% 1 min J5, FRHEZ 10 min; ® 12 000 r/min & L
5 min, J¥ FIEREBREHSHLTHELET:O© W LE
WA 0.7 R R NEE LRG58 T —20 Cik
N IE 30 min,12 000 r/min B> 5 min, 7 15 . %1%
YLHE s @ MUTEMINA 700 uL 70% 2B R A5 . % 1k
10 min,12 000 r/min B.0> 5 min, 3% |5 K . B & I 45 5§
TGO T OEE S EERFMTHE 5~10 min,
HEWERETEOETERNIE: @ A 50~100 pL
MM ZE 0O TE, FE IR 1 min, 5445 3 DNA B .
1.3.3  DNA 2 B S 364

(1) &l 35 40F - A F Nano % B2 2 1 43 7 104 $2 B i)
HAFEH A DNA 46 B (ODyg o / ODoso m ) UL I 45 B 114 36
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Table 2 Primers and probes

518/ B e 4 B

J¥ 51

FF5149) R22-F
MiFGI 4 R22-R
R22 FAM ¥4t
R22 VIC #4t

5’-AACTGATAAAGGAAGAGAGAGAGAGG-3’
5’-CGTATTGTGTGTGTGTTGATTTTGAGTTAGTTAG-3’
5’-FAM-CGCTGCGTATACCATAGATTAGTATCATAG A-MGB-3’
57-VIC-CGCTGCGTATATATCATAGCTTA-M GB-3’

x3 EYWERASI MRS

Table 3 General primers and probes for plants

B3 H 519/ B £ R 731
I 5-CCTGAGAAACGGCTA CCAT -3
BB Y 18S rRNA
i Il 5-CGTGTCAGGATTGGGTAAT -3
B 5(FAM)-TGCGCGCCTGCTGCCTTCCT-(BHQD -3

F4 PCRYEENER

Table 4 PCR reaction system

125 WHE A/ pL
2xSuperRealPreMix / 12.5
istiE 7 10 pmolL/L 0.4
T Y 10 pmol./L 0.4
Wi 10 pmoL/L 0.2
DNA 30~100 ng/pL 2.0
ddH, O 9.5

""""""" om0

x5 PCRYEBREER

Table 5 Procedure of PCR amplification
R/ C B[] /s PGB
50 120
95 600
40
95 15
60 60

FUB 23 A Dy B X B TG TR R Al K AR S s R R DL
FE SRR B AR S e RO R R LR 6, S B JE L
#*£5,

1.3.5 BB B AR IS A B AR AR
GBI 27 ) R sl Al 4 K i G D K 8T 5 AHg T 3 A )
HBIR S B Vi * Vigggy 20538 02 10,15 9,2 ¢ 8,
3:7,4:6,5:5,6:4,7:3,8:2,9:1,10:0) %R

&6 PCRYHERNER

Table 6 PCR reaction system
1) W A/ pl
2xSuperRealPreMix / 12.500
L5149 R22-F 10 pmol./L 0.750
T4 R22-R 10 pmol./L 0.750
AT Prav 100 pmolL/L 0.625
WA Pyic 100 pmoL/L 0.625
DNA 30~100 ng/pL 2.000
ddH, 0O 7.750
""""""" & 25000
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HEAT DNA $E IR X T 52 i 92 56 PCR 4748 K% I, 46 1E W
L9 PCR 7 ik Al ATk
2 HIR50Mr
2.1 DNA#EHERE
2.1.1 DNAZifE i Nano #% B8 (143 B (U0 35 = 37 4
+ AR BRI RS R KR R B TG RS MR s LA
MG IR AT PRI & L £0 W B R AR Bk, R A
14 Fralik S DNA JE A7 20 B R 5 vk B8 0 52 BT A B
7 DNA 40 B (ODusg m/ODogo ) 976 1.7~ 2.1 Bl 2
6], 6 FE B4 DNA $E BT AT Qe 25 R LR 7,
2.1.2 DNAF¥ R FHE Y8 A 18S rRNA L[ 5]
PyREEET ST BT 4R B DNA FE SR B AT 970 i 1 iR,
JT A A S Y R S R T o il £ L I M ) R R s
F O RS I F L, 45 SRR A AR SR & A PCR 974
i) DNA,
2.2 R2z 3|4 iRstERAM
S 2 T BT RO 1 B R22 51 4 R0 AR Y k.
TS SR Y LA R R Y SR R (8 DB A )
FEAB AL O PURPHERS) Sk 8 R22 5| Wy AR £ X 48 A
ff%a@ww“wnneﬁ@ia,zn%m Bl 2, 247G RE ST
FAMMBEA T ML, CT HAR 1451, % 6HA R
3373 161.750,7F VIC il i JCo 64 3% M £ . &l B A
# VIC il Ml FAM 3l 38 %) 45§ 3%t 26, CT {864 51 K
22.97,23.24 38 Y6 H 4 Bk 976 360.625,356 213.219, F

17 DNA 42 i F 3 E 52 i) 3% 0 PCR §7 3

RT GARHRAERRERE

Table 7 Purity and concentration in pure fruit samples

G

2 COD260 nn / ODaso wn ) M E / (ng + pL71)

EEHA L 1.86 38.85
B[ RE 16 6 57 75 1.94 166.86
7Y 1.91 66.22
MARE R 1.87 57.07
TP RS B 1.93 39.34
= HA 1.93 106.33
it 1.71 70.54
IR A 1.75 70.54
Ent 1.90 119.20
FAR i Ee 1.96 170.74
0 AR 2.02 159.33
BBk 2.07 145.91
W 1.87 68.09
A 1.94 38.85
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Figure 1  Fluorescent PCR amplification results of 18S

rRNA gene primers and probes for fruit sam-

ples
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R A C S T i e R vk 1 = N [ P (O ]
iEF FAM i%iﬁﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ“iﬂﬁfi CT fH 1 %< 6 4 4n
£ 8 iR, Wl IE 286 B (FAM/ VIO 7E 0.540.2 (938
Hl A

B 3Ch) T 7 o A 28 1 JH: At 3 35 7 Rl R O 1 5 S 9
iHH%%H@M%U“E@%*FM@%“ﬁ?}”iHM%*HM X HE
FAM i 3847 ¢ 15 il £& . VIC 3 3 T 5 a4 1 i 42 . FAM
WEN CT HMPOGHEWNZE 8 iR,

2.3 R22 5|9 RIS RIE

S W BT G E 19 R22 51 ) A0 ER B 09 R S
T R22 51 W FEREE X BRI VLD 2 B AE L BBk L
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Figure 2 Fluorescence amplification spectra of pure

orange and pure citrus samples
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Table 8 CT value and fluorescence value of other

orangeand citrus cultivars

B Wi#E  CT{H 26 FAM/VIC %G HIH

VIC 2218 1028018

& B J% A 0.37
FAM 22.07 379 468
VIC  23.34 976 360

BB 0.36
FAM 22.97 356 213
VIC  24.52 980 103

[E[ER 0.41
FAM 24.27 401 800

B FAM 12.54 3233 769

= M >1
VIC /
FAM 14.01 3 281 489

A% >1
VIC /

: FAM 16.43 3174 287

KA >1
VIC / /

RURE AR B ar o) A4 AE (b A8 G A0 B 14 X IR, &5
WL 4. R22 519 FER &1 % BN G L L0 R L W R L B
B WA R AT 6 il AT AR I K SR 1Y S 2Ok PCR 4 3 45
JH A UL R22 519 A AT Xl M A B 2R K SR E
PrigvE B B 1R R

2.4 BTBEFTHEKRE

A E R22 519y AR BT 00 A 0 R GO He R W L
B T 45 24 TH a0 R A B i 1E 4T DNA 42 S (i
F R22 5 YRR G HEAT S50 98 56 PCR 971, 97 1 il 28 I
Bl 5. 451803k 9.

RS K9 AL B 10% KDL 1 Hfil i
T AR S ¥ FAM G B 9861 15 &L, H FAM/VIC i
9 HGH HE > 1, FAM 3 3 2¢ 6 (4 I B 35 A 148 22 10
EL 5385 i 4 K . BB R22 514 AR £ AT L 52 A0 AR
2| 10 %65 2% LU ) 1) 1B A7 A

The fluorescence amplification curve of other orange and citrus cultivars
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Fluorescence amplification curve of six non

citrus {ruits by R22 primer and probe
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TER R
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Figure 5 Fluorescence amplification spectrum of orange

juice mixed with citrus juice

2.5 mEREHE N
X B 1Y 13 AR T ORERE R I b TR R OB E
1T DNA $2 BURIZE St PCR 9738, 45 R WL 6,18 7 Fisk 10,
Hi [l 6 A3 10 WAL 10 R {0 & G 48 71 543 09 Ok
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&M | Vol.37, No.8

BFREEE ETAMPEESRRS NEXMRREEE PCREMNEAR

£9 FELGHETHETSRLRER

Table 9 Experimental results of different proportions of orange juice and citrus juice

WILH
FAM @i VIC il

Vgt * Vgt

FAM/VIC FAM/VIC FAM/VIC
T FOLHEVIYE SO A

3926 834 106 784 36.8

0+ 10 3141 555 104 777 30.0 31.6 31.64.5
3670 096 130 240 28.2
3701 010 291 767 12.7

1:9 2971 594 105 996 28.0 23.0 23.0£8.9
3627 343 128 144 28.3
3305 625 173 717 19.0

2:8 2785171 86 656 32.1 22.1 22.1£8.9
3418 447 226 841 15.1
2996 861 127 721 23.5

3:7 2672 605 80 823 33.1 29.7 29.715.4
2 804 528 85 929 32.6
2909 368 133 566 21.8

4:6 2 405 011 168 031 14.3 15.7 165.745.5
3 010 754 270 200 11.1
2737194 154 443 17.7

5:5 2307 195 73 279 3L.5 24.8 24.816.9
2533 050 101 048 25.1
2571 217 158 193 16.3

6:4 2219 218 83 159 26.7 20.4 20.4£5.6
2610 707 144 124 18.1
2555753 192 940 13.2

73 2197 378 126 316 17.4 17.1 17.1£3.7
2326 594 112 464 20.7
2515987 351 809 7.2

8:2 3136 479 254 411 12.3 10.9 10.9+£3.2
3581277 273 918 13.1
2448 223 561 715 4.4

9:1 2490 504 391 264 6.4 6.9 6.9+£2.9
3180 333 316 734 10.0
635832 1101772 0.6

10: 0 336 413 1011 234 0.3 0.5 0.510.2
518 394 1094 327 0.5

FAM/VIC SOE LIRS P 7 M2 10 iR 3 Fibi i 3 glagps

RERE WA FAM, VIC i i PCR 72 )¢ ¥ 44 i & .
FAM/VIC %¢ 6 W AB > 1. 46 I 43 34 5 4 28 b W3 0% B 43
HE—FGHAMAEB T RR LY B 4. LW fr g
SF A AEE 9 5% 8 i PCR J7 2% A % 46 0 T 85 1R R i 4
FUAR I o 35 FH 77 8 0 Ok S 04 .

BUIR AT 5 #9 W0 S I 985t 52 B PCR % 7 [l — K2 ;.
PRZ A AU | RSO IR AR I S H e 3
LR LK AR T RS TR A k. %
TR0 T E E 9% 0t bE (A A BT R R AR R 23 2 FAMY/VIC
THIE G HEAEAE 0.5 1 0. 2 1 Y Rl I BEWIASL 35 A 1 I 4
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i3
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Figure 6 Fluorescence PCR amplification curve of

orange juices
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Figure 7 Fluorescence PCR amplification curve of

mixed drinks

R 10 BHRBEEKE PCRYBER

Table 10 Fluorescent PCR amplification results of orange juices

CT1H I FAM/VIC
i R B A 153
FAM VIC FAM VIC P AE
ROk 1 23.3 21.8 373 043 1102 560 0.34 + —
ROk 2 20.6 19.6 397 878 1086 455 0.37 + —
B okt 3 21.9 20.4 358 342 1023 254 0.35 + —
B iR 4 21.8 20.4 352 962 1004 819 0.35 + —
R 23.0 21.3 312 526 955 023 0.33 + —
C U R 22.8 20.8 319 009 875 207 0.36 + —
BB 20.1 18.9 299 804 940 447 0.32 + —
dana B 7 31Ok 21.1 20.1 348 390 896 414 0.39 + —
T LA T Ok 23.7 22.7 358 343 831 991 0.43 + —
PR R 21.1 20.1 348 390 896 414 0.39 + —
L L 31.7 35.0 15824 098 2 656 002 5.96 + +
A R 1 33.5 36.1 11985952 2131576 5.62 + +
M A TR 2 35.6 38.6 10 713556 1837 734 5.83 + +
TR A TR / / / / - —
WA ROR / / / — —
RO / / / — —
D ARG 17.5 / 3362 066 — +
3 E By 1+ 22.5 21.2 385169 1061 083 0.36 + —
FAM/VIC 2N > 1, W & A G 4y . 5 HABK IR T S 3 — 25 F 3R Re 0 i RS, 8 57 SR v b B — il 4 U8

L BUPRE A T S22 E B PCR J7 i K gl FI T CT {H
FIWTEE A BT AL FTRE T CEE CT M E 25 R B R B
M3 W 220 E it PCR J5 5, 78 BOE #Y R22 514 #
BREF AR ROR IR 2R S BT R A S b AR A3 1 X
1o AR BE X TIT B OB A S 26 R S LA B ) R
HE— 25 0 B AR AL 5140 IR EE RSB R L 3 R OB 38

SIS B 1) G o ) AR S8 e SR T R S S A A o
ik

S & 0k
(1] A7, 3K, WR/NE . S 45 18 ARG 0 B AR B 5 3 Jg (3], 7
AW R, 2015, 43(6): 292-294.
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