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PMA-gPCR for detecting live bacteria of Shaanxi

Kiwifruit cancer dominant pathogen
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real-time quantitative (qPCR) to detect the number of the live
bacteria of kiwifruit cancer dominant pathogen in Shaanxi
province. The optimal condition for PMA-gqPCR to distinguish be-
tween live and dead ulcer bacteria was determined by optimizing
the optimum concentration of PMA, incubation time and light
exposure time, The results showed that all Psa were killed when
treated by boiling water bath at 98.3 °C for 13 min. When the
concentration of dead Psa was 1 X107 CFU/mL, the suitable con-
centration of covalent crosslinking between PMA and dead Psa
was 105 pg/mL, the best incubation time was 8min and the best
light exposure time was 20 min. Under this condition, no DNA
amplification of the dead bacteria, and no effect on the DNA am-
plification of live bacteria. The linear regression equation estab-
lished based on the Psa plasmid standard was Y= —3.220 4x +
37.73. for which R?=10.995 5. It can detect the Psa in the 6.39X
102 copies/pL at minimum. The established PMA-qPCR method
can detect 2.38 X 10? copies/pl. Psa at minimum. By using the
sample of artificially infected branches, the minimum detection
limit was 6.30 X 10* CFU/mL, consistent with the detection
results of colony counting method.
Keywords: PMA; qPCR; kiwifruit cancer; live bacteria detection
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R e o JU T B A T RS X TR B DNA R A7 37 18 7Y 1]
B2 A BRI DNA 505 JER 19 DNAY 6
FRAEARBAYE O Psa i 4 1% AR 0 X 15t 5 6 19
R AR B2 T AR TE W X B L BT YA RIOCR A R
SR

ZHIRAL TN %€ (propidium monoazide, PMA) J& — Ff
HEAI DNA S 32 56y 22 6 Je k. PMA AT LU & 58 18 93
193 11 200 L 52 30 A BE TR A0 B, O EL O BT PMIA ) D g Bk
PG AL R B AL 558 DNA & AR JU M 22 6, AT
TG 2% DNA §- 18505 3% 1 40 o 52 58 4 . PMA A B ik
AR PN T T B 0 B B TE S WOH B PMA U T & 5
WK S T 45 A R I (— NH—OHD .k & 5 DNA 45
B W 1 s PMA-qPCR $ A G0 A X — etk 908 7 R
P8 0 AL DNAL A9 #3841 i) DNAMY

PEAER , PMA-qPCR £ R C 8 )32 B T 2 Fh i AE
35 BE AT 1 6 S G 0 T AL 2 e AR T i I 5 A
Tt B 00 0 D G DL AR E . T e S
PMA-qPCR J7 % . BB A 00 @45 VBNC R ZTE N 1) 5 Al
TR S B RTG53 T A 460 A Ak PMA AL B 5% 4
SEH T R G AL AT B T T A DR T 5 R S 7 PMA
R 30 pg/mL T B 5 min, AT SE B 4 0 643 4 Bk
I TR O B B

5 Psa F 270y = R ZEHE L [ U A7 19 90 6% Bk 15t
5994 1) Psa 505 35 76 55 RF) B P8 22 V9 BE 2 vk L A
FEEFATH Psa Ky I — 2B 1 F HE 8w
syringae puv. 1 Pseudomonas
avellanae 5 Psa W3 % K R AE ¥ . MK 70 TARIC 5
ARBHER EATR S TF L Gallelli 415 445 55 4 Bk 5% 55
W hrpW HEFARSF X, i3 PSF/PSRI 514, AL EE X
4y Pseudomonas syringaepv.theae Fl Pseudomonas avel-
lanae , W AT LAAESH DX 53 50 BUR JJ 8 Bk (Psa-V) 5 55 B0
JIRRR AR TFAEN SR T BTG AR A AR B Psa (9 hrpW
B RAF X HPF1] Y Psa-V IR 9926 .

PR b A BF 5 400 ) P 90 7 B 0 Bk A0 3 Psa 119 hrp W 1Y
P3F/PSR1 Jy 51 ¥, # 57 PMA-qPCR K i 75 ¥, BF 5%
PMA ¥ JE I8 5% 75 I ) K W 't i) 8] 55 % Psa 7 4 1 5%
W] o K4 BE B A 1 e — 8 1 L R A . % PMA-qPCR
T3 AR S BRAG I P B T AT PEHEAT 20 A . Dy B T R A G 15t
327 994 140 PRSI | A 12 T B T TR BRIk S 2%

1 MeHR ik
1.1 o ENEE

TR ML AT T SR 6 Bk B9 8 B ( Pseudomonas sy-
ringae pv. actinidiae ,Psa) : 2 B VE R B 3% 955 99 16 #9
JEBATT P b g MR R 2 b 2 B T T A O

PMA . % [# Biotium 2\ # 5

Pseudomonas theae

B % :PMA-GPCR HERNBRERBERZHEABFEEETHNHR

Psa JRRibntfE M 28 TAY TREEE) KKhEAER
NEIH

Ezup #E B H 40 DNA il $2 X5 & B0 PCR §7 4%
A G R T A TR BRA T

SYBR Green TR & : RARAALFHE A B A 5

B E KT 500 W, A 4T HABRA A .

1.2 Kk

1.2.1 Psa WA M % PEH Psa V% T King’s B
WAAREE IR, 24 °C (190 r/min fHIEFE Y 12 h, TR K1Y
R 1X107 CFU/mL,

1.2.2 Psa B BEH5 00 A A8 IR 500 pL R T
1.5 mL 8.0 8 L ik KV (98.3 °CH 43 il Ab 3 10,11,
12,13,14,15 min J5r AIE VK B 2 =00, xHRA R &
WA AL FR . WRIR 100 pL WA F King’s B 14 5 5% &
.24 CHFR L3 ARG BB R W E A KA 28
SEBCTR % I ] Ay L 5 AT 19 Ak LI [

1.2.3 DNAEE  TRH 500 pL #K,8 000 r/min £5.0>
2 min 3¢ B 4% 8 DNA Ezup #E20JE K 41 DNA il 28
&R U B FH R DNA,

1.2.4 qPCR ¥l  qPCR Bl R4 Gallelli 25097, & pit
W, B9 8 R GGTTTCGGACACCGCAGGTTC-
TACCGAG Fl CTTCCTGATCCCCGTTACCCATCGA-
CofiA: A TR (R By A BRA B A . SR SR
%% 10 uL, DNA Bi4g 1.0 pL, SYBR PCR premix
5.0 uL, 5[4 P3F .P5R1 4% 0.6 pL,ddH, O #b & 2 B 5
A B FRIT A 95 CHIAEPE 10 min, 95 CAE P 10 s,
72 “CiR Kk 20 5,30 NMEFR,72 CIHEM 20 s,

1.2.5 PMA kb3 fy &

(1) PMA TYEW M H 4 :1 mg PMA F 8 000 r/min
B0 2 min, LA 20 % HUE WA (DMSO) % i 200 pL
AT 1S B 5 pg/pl PMA 8. T — 20 C oL
TRAE

(2) MHIFET T3 09 PMA fe /N B2 - 43 WL 6y
FEA 4 AL R 2R 500 L F 1.5 mL B4, il A PMA,
f# PMA (29 B2 43 51 0,90,95,100,105,110 pg/mlL,
WIENRAT G R E 8 min, AR 5 E Tk B, 808 1 Wl
FLE TR 20 em 19 500 WG R KT R BE OG0
20 min, $2HCRE Y DNA, ] PCR A, M T 5E BE 9% 5¢
SHIBEE 1 1 PMA BNk B

(3) NFATE P 1 1) PMA S Rk B - IR 4 33
AW 500 pL F 1.5 mL .08 i A PMA, {ff PMA
MY BE 4330 Ry 0,105,110,120 pg/mL, BUENTR 2, I 5%
H 8 min, AL R E TIK L, B.O0E D8 L, & TER
20 cm [ 500 W & AT, BG40 B 20 min, 32 BURE
DNA, Ffl qPCR 4 H1 46 0 o BF 78 A 410 1 3 B 9 44 19 PMA
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(4) W5 95 7 B 1] 04 DR Ak - 43 30 WL 5 3 RS 458 495 19 3 1
B 500 uL F 1.5 mL B0 A E 19 B PMA T
EMRA R, 73 HIRE I E 5.6.7.8,9,10 min, FFFE & & T K
FLELE O BB THEMAEMN 20 cm #9500 W R FH T
T L BEB AR FE 20 min, A PMA [W#F 1B b B X B L 48
I DNA, A qPCR #6105 5% 56 4 0 1l 5 18 ™ 38 19 o 4 %
S B B,

(5) BRI (] (9 0 Ak = 43 ) W B 6 44 K 45 443 1) B 144 7k
W 500 pL F 1.5 mL B0 %, 8 E 10 I fE PMA Iﬁem
R RE N B A 5 0 I R AT AL B B R B T UK L
FHW L BTS20 cm ) 500 W %‘HT,&%%U&%
AL 5,10,15,20,25 min, K I PMA 98 8 75y FH P
Xt HR 10 7E RE A5 58 4 10 I 5E B B 1 1 R A B A

(6) PMA XA [R] H 513 T /5 T A i 109 R 0 2808 < 4
F%’%i 10" CFU/mL f i B4 AL 18 # J 3R 1 BEATIR &

Al SR PMA 4B B DNA, 3547 PMA-qPCR J
BE s AR PMA fb B4 AR 55 1 0 X 1R

® 1 RE LG iE T E

Table 1 Proportion of different live and dead bacteria

i/ % W/l A pne
0 0 500
25 125 375
50 250 250
75 375 125

100 500 0

1.2.6  brufEmh R mdsr IS FIUC BE Y Psa JBURLBR #E fh
CHl A= DA R C R D e A FR2S w58 B0 » AR 45 20 (DD
B L R 7 DR

C
A*MXN" (@Y

Ao

A——JFUR. DNA # DUEC 45 D1 /pLs

C——DNA ¥ ,ng/pL;

M——F B R/

AP ARAMAE 5 %, 6.02X 107,

H Psa FURLARE M 10 585 FE M B 2= 100, 479900
A HE PCR BN » LA #5 DUEOW $OE AR A5 Co fE 0 B 904k
o gl ST bR 2K
1.2.7 PMA-qPCR W R E WK 10 f5HERBEE
10", 2 & 3& %4 {4 1) PMA &b # # B DNA, 3 17 PMA-
qPCR 1 2 8 5347 .
1.2.8  BRMGMAS S5 il 17 T4 A6 U

(1) B 450 1 G 0« IR TT 1A 1Y 5 A0 b A 4% B0 AR

BE2108 | 2019 4 B | &RSVH

25 g M/, BRTE TS TR A BT B FAR L A 225 mL T
7K 8 000 r/min ¥ 2 min, i BEE &SI . 43 lm A
10" ~10" CFU/mL 0y 15t 97 14 1% 1A 2 W 1E 9 N LY TE 1Y
FE .

(2) R4 & &0 PMA 4 3 $8 BL DNA, 3 47
PMA-qPCR #50 , AR 45 A 1 il 245 2 58 5 5 0L &K, 45 - Al
TR A R AT L
1.2.9 ¥EHF R DPS 7.05 M i i SR b 17 B F
P22 B R R, P<<0.05 Rn HA BEWLER.

2 8RS0
2.1 Psa B {5 A 18] B9 7

AR IR &l b A 0 ] 0 v U K T T 2 A5 4t
HEY . R E R 1X107 CFU/mL, #40 #LA [F]
BFIRT B R — o Vi B S TR AT, 24 CCRE R 3 dL A Es
2 TR, PROAL B[R] , X T 1 JCE AR M, 2
FEA5 03 BoF (6] 24 13 min B, JEEH & A4, Rk, DL 13 min 1Y
7K A A BAE Ry 5 T Y AR BB AT ]

R 2B A E R RGE AR

Table 2 Effect of heat-treatment time on sterilizing rate

AR5/ (CFU « mL— 1)

FAb A ] / min

0 1107
10 5
11 2
12 1
13 0
14 0
15 0

2.2 PMARBEEEGEHHE
2.2.1 PMA ¥ E ik tk

(1) $EIBE T 3 18 (1 PMA S/ ol B2 . fy 18 1 0] 0,
RfiE PMA ¥k B2 09 38 K. Cr {H 2 #i 3 K. PMA 19k B
100 pg/mL B, Cr {6 3 K b /b, 2§ PMA ¥ JiE 24
105 pg/mlL B, XFFE T DNA 47 38 30 il 35 3 55 K PMA
JEH 110 pg/mL B, Cr {H LT, 5 PMA ¥k &
105 pg/mL M e, JC 8 3 25 5 (P>>0.05) , 1 Bk, B 2 0
L DNA 73 5/ PMA By 105 pg/ml,

PMA J& —Fi BRI S8 1 DNA S A0 52 Bk 19 2 6 Y k),
T B 10 58 B 400 MO B T BEL 1 PMLA BE A DA T 2 806 00 355
BOR . A2, PMA YR B 3o = T RE I B 0 48 R AR
M) o 5 A I A o R 0 2 R T A A PMA ik
BE 2 pg/mL F,500 W G ZEATBESG 15 min ] 3K 3 4 I 4
WOMAREIEE N B . BB E £ PMA ¥
15 pg/mL T ,650 W I £ AT HE K 5 min, AT 35 B 4G U 5 A
FIETE M H A . R &Y PMA W F 30 pg/mL T,
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650 W B Z T HEE 5 min A 3k B 07 2% 4 2 A 45 R A T
DA RVE L OF HLaK 38 o 09 T B Wk B 2 7E 10° CFU/mlL,
ARAFFEAREN 9 Psa 19 FeH PMA ¥k B 105 pg/ml, 1 &
W BES 107 CFU/mL, 4 7§ Y 40 M 25 S AR K BE 22 IR
I5F) M A7 L A 2 I PR ) 4 B 5 400 i B L % PMIA 1Y)
I A0 PMA e BE I A (ELAS B 5T A5 FI 1Y
Psa [f) e fE PMA R B 5 C & SCHRAH 22 80K 7l B S BETE
TRAGE M AL B T TR A B X Ah S R B R KT e ) A O
Xt PMA 7= A HEHT 14 36 40 B2 340 75 B8 02 I 4 59T

251
20( = [
o 15,
=
S Z
S 10r
sk
0 L L L J
0 90 95 100 105 110
PMAHKEE
PMA concentration/(p g * mL™)
B 1 PMA KRETERYG 09 Ha
Figure 1 Effect of PMA concentration on

heat-treated bacteria

(2) R IG B4 38 1) PMA f Rk B di & 2 7]
H1L 0GB DNA Y Co fE B PMA 3 B ) 38 KT 8 K PMA
W HE N 105 pg/mL B, 52K PMA B Cr {8 G 3% M 22
St (P>>0.05) , Ud W] I ok BE A 23 %35 7 DNA B9 97 3% 7 4E
B A2 Y PMA fif IV B > 105 pg/mL B, 55K
Jm PMA fy Cr {54 M2 5 (P<<0.05) . i ] PMA #
JE>105 pg/mL XF 3G 1A — & 52, [H Ik, 5 PMA
WL 105 pg/mL 1 S R 5 0 36 1 8 1 PMA i R
W .
2.2.2 WEWEEBSIIA 6T BB 3 WA B A G IR A
] ) T4, Co (2 8 4% K, B 93 75 B[R] R 7 min, Ce {H 3
KECE /N 24 I8 9% 75 B ) 44 %5 8 min, XFSE B DNA 73

201

5 L
0
0 105 110 120
PMA

PMA concentration/(p g * mL™)
B2 PMAREMEH M0

Figure 2 Effect of PMA concentration on live bacteria

B % :PMA-GPCR HERNBRERBERZHEABFEEETHNHR

0 150 35 B 45 A 5 09 7 B 6] =8 min, Cr {6 JLF B84k, 5
A% 75 B ) 8 min A Fb, 0B M 2% % (P>>0.05),8 min
) % 0 5 B 1) R 5 A 0 JE T DNA § 3%, BB U o dee
FA) % 55 75 1) 1) g 8 main,

T B 5 B DNA 33 B PMA ¥R B2 S L 0 £ 19 i
IE R EXEE, PMA ERBEMT, 5K F4
B U N e AN e F DNA 43 1456 AT G v 4 1
FETE ) DNA, B B, 7E4F 5 Poin A PMA 2258 6 40 31 45 58
AT B i) T G 507 B ) A K S 7 B O B UK B L PMA YR BE
MRS SE R R M . S5 2R R W, 8 min 1 W5 5 7 1 ]
A4 PMA 5 DNA 254 B4 35 5 DNA 454
TE AT 30 ) 2 S8 R 4544 MM I FE B DNA 9738, R 5
DNA £54 1) PMA MG RT 57K 43 F 2 AR B0 Jie 1 2R
FIGHER,

251
201 |

= 151

Cifl
Ct value

W
T

0 1 ]
0 5 6 7 8 9 10
I 5 77 P )

Icubation time/min
B3 B A e R ARG e R
Figure 3

Effect of incubation time on

heat-treated bacteria

2.2.3  WEOGEFEI AW E B 4 RN B RO B R Y
FEAC , Cr B 4G O, B OGN ] 2y 15 min, Cr B34 K H#
NS BRI E] SE K 2 20 min, X SE T DNA 3 5 41 41 5
B i K BEERT E] 2 25 min, Cr {H LT B84k, 5 8 6 H)
[E] 20 min A8 bb . 6 2 % M 25 % (P>>0.05), [H .20 min
B4 W Y B ) T 58 2 I BT B DNA 334, 1 8 o 1R 19 1R O6
B[] 2 20 min,

257
20r — Tl
o E15F
= =
S 2
S 10
5L
0
0 5 10 15 20 25
WG 7]
Light exposure time/min
B4 BRSb e AR A5 1 9% e

Figure 4 Effect of light exposure time on

heat-treated bacteria
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W S s [0 i 5 ) 3 BRI S — B L Ok R

B[R] AR 7540 - PMA K RE 58 45 Bl i 4k L 385 43 5% 81 76 B B )
WL 4R B DNA B, T 400 00 40 B R ek 3R, R ER Y
DNA # PMA 43745 & (A0 25 50 b s . W8
KT 1 3 430, 25 52 T 3 R O A B R 650 W R #4347 B AR g
R AR RE IS o fEL R B 25 7 A KO A S L T R LA 1 A
PRI FE TS, BT LA B9 3 A 500 W i1 pd £ 4T JE &
20 cm, B2 20 min, — 7 H i 5§ DNA Z5 4 1) PMA 5
DNA 4F ik —25 58 40 3 Bk . [7] B i 7 25 ) PMA 58 4 9k
ik,
2.2.4  PMA XJ K [6] Ll 13 P RSB 3R 52 ) PMA X
R T 90 3 B R BE B A S WA G0 R 3 TR, 4 RE R e ok
HE BB G5 B EL B 0%0) L A il PMA AR 3 Y Ce Bl 16.21,
i PMA &3S Cr B H 23.28, 2% Bk 35 (P<<0.01) , 1%
B EL R 259,502, 75% & il PMA 4k 3L £ & Ce
{HHA AL F A PMA B Ce fH, UL PMA £ #0 l
FEBE DNA P38 19 £ A . 24 8F & b 36 B8 i) 3% 31 10026
WA PMA #E 50 Ce fE 5 A PMA & FEAE 5 i1y Cr
6 % 3% P 22 5 (P>0.05) , YL B Jl A A9 PMA X 75 76 /Y
PHIUT- TR . R 0 B LG ] 0 1 R B Cr (A
B, ULl 2 PMA b B J5 38 1% DNA g PMA #ill il R~
Be 1, Al LI B A T % PCR fg 3 388, [ 16 5 FH 1 4% 21
B T RE M

F3 FEILLGIEEH S PMA-PCR &R’
Table 3 PMA-qPCR Results of different live
bacteria proportion
2051 X AL PMA gh ¥4 ACt P1{E
0% 16.214£0.10  23.28+0.18 7.07 0.00
25% 15.2340.08  19.70+£0.58 4.47 0.00
50% 15.384+0.26  18.3140.19 2.93 0.00
5% 16.02+0.10 18.26+0.16 2.24 0.00
100% 16.18+0.18 17.37+0.41 1.19 0.06

T ACt=PMA Rb3i2 — X HE4 .

2.3 BuiESRMHERMREMEHET

JORL AR HE D LR B DB 6.39 X 10848 D1/l % H
HEAT 10 F5BE M R, MR BESE M AE 1 X 10" ~ 1 X
10°98 DL/ pl, LAFE DO B(E AT 4 Cr B B Gh AR 5
AR e £, WE 5. AT LU G A AE R £ 1 e
Z.r2=0.995 5, R —3.220 4,1% )7 B AL AE B A6 L
6.39X 10745 D /L 19 15t 357 1 .
2.4 PMA-qPCR W REE

B 10 fBH BEA BE 2 101,107, 10°, 101,107, 10%,
107,24 & 3& 4% {4 ) PMA &b # # it DNA, i 17 PMA-
qPCR J W . AR At o il 2645 B 8 Wt 25 5L L% 4, PMA-

BE 2108 | 2019 F 4 B | RASHIK

qPCR J7 B A% AT 4 tH 2,38 X 10% #2 U1 /pl Y 3% 9% T L
A6,
2.5 BRBREBEEHRFEGN

YL DA BE 42 PMA AL FE4R I DNA, 347 PMA-qPCR
RIS L At At Eo R e B PSR A G R T W QIS
HEAT LA, Sk 7 T 5 I W 3 M 25 7 (P>0.05) (R 5) .

301

251
y=-3.220 4x+37.73

R’=0.995 5

[S5]
=]
T

Cii
Ct value
O

—_
(=]
T

(9
T

J
7 8 9 10
Psa JEORCRIE i R
Concentration of Psa plasmid standard/(lg Copy/Reaction system)

B 5 Psa istrfwi

Plasmid standard curve

(=]

(S}
w
~
W
=)

Figure 5

R4 TERBHEERKN PMA-qPCR 47’
Table 4 PMA-qPCR results of different dilution
bacteria

Rl Ctfi 5 14
10! UD —
102 UD —
10° 30.07+£0.24 2.38X10?
10" 28.0140.03 1.32X10°
10° 23.5940.12 2.45X10*
106 20.15£0.02 2.88X10°
107 15.9540.04 5.75X 108

T UDRmRAM&.

6001
500
E 400

BRI
Fluorescenceinten
[9%]
=)

S

200
100
0

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

T

Cycle

1~5 20 F A BEE 107,105,10°,101,10° 1y 1 2 W 9 4% il 28, o
R AT A6 2.38 X 10245 D1 / L (4 35 9% 144
B 6 PMA-qPCR & # & 4 #
Figure 6 PMA-qPCR sensitivity analysis
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B % :PMA-GPCR HERNBRERBERZHEABFEEETHNHR

R5 RERES PMAPCR 4R E5TRITHLERILE'

Table 5 Compare results of PMA-qPCR with plate count
VR BE / qPCR 451/ qPCR %41 AR A AR/ AR
(CFU *mL"1") (Copy*mL™ 1) liTQORi'e (CFU » mL™ b SN B
10! UD 1.25X 10! 1.10
102 UD 1.50X10? 2.18
10° UD 1.35X10° 3.13
101 6.30 10" 4.80 5.10X10* 4.71
10° 1.12X10° 5. 1.00X10° 5.00
106 1.34X10° 6.13 1.45X 106 6.16
107 2.60X107 7.41 2.90 X107 7.46

T UD&KRAMAE.

3 g5
AR 5 DR AR B 5t 97 R o B 0 4L 8 T i i PMA
b T A% 1 L S B 0 I W 5 A6 Ak 15t 5 9 G B DR TR TG B
M E M. 258 FR L PMA 528 5 2 4 38 6 09 S5 £E ok o
105 pg/mL, e A1 0% & 0 8] 4 8 min, J5 £ B 6 i ] o
20 min, 7E B AE T - Psa JE TR I 38 Bl A0 1, 100 35 B8 09 B R
ZHRM . [REE, E AR AR IS I PMA Y B2 X 305 T 1) 97 3
A7 HE R WA {H R VR BE R X I 28 SOk T F AR 2 R e T
DK = B9 v 2 A Bk 15t 92 75 A0 #O08 JTR J & 6 PMA B
YR N T — AR .

2 % Uk
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