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Abstract: This paper reviews the structure and stability of triplex
nucleic acid, the progress of triplex nucleic acid-based f{luores-
cence, electrochemical, colorimetric platform in detecting food
borne hazards, and discusses the challenges and future develop-
ment prospect of triplex nucleic acid-based detection technology in
food safety field.
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Hoogsteen(parallel)

-
Sooooooo

5 W 3" Polypurine strand of DNA
R —— Polypyrimidine strand of DNA

3! Triplex—forming oligonucleotide (TFO)
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"N,
x’\/i (a) N N (b) ‘j\/IMe (¢)
AL -GG HY\")\]\‘J 06 G-c Tar Watson—Crick Interactions
ll U
,,,,, ! ol ¢ -~ Hoogsteen Interactions
Ol N 0--H-N H---0  Me &
s Nl l\n L o (N/ \“ = ,
I\*N H AN %I\’H""' l\gEN ACAN-H- %IN ---reverse Hoogsteen Interactions o .
HN-H () s HN-H--0 ™ o ™ ﬁ%l‘ﬂ:ﬁi ﬁ%w:fﬁ
N ﬁN'
f“( (d) NN (e) Meeys (1) N (g) =l
Y - T/& oy =1 of =
UCF( (’\‘IN GG-C  OONTO ot NN AA-T =1 o |=
ol = o=
H ! N =1: - -
N N NN N 1\ 0 Me et - = E - :|=
Gy AR S il FE|EE
Va0 NN g =1 alm =
Reverse Hoogsteen (anti—parallel) T N
3555555355 Triplex—forming oligonucleotide (TFO) JEHUE =8 BUE =4
5' T 3" Polypurine strand of DNA

3« 5" Polypyrimidine strand of DNA
(a) TATRUZFAT= o251

A1
Figure 1
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1000 = A T L o R A R ST L

DR C+GC.G-GC.T-ATMWFAT=EHHL K
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— SRR R T IR 1 B B AT S 90 S8 8 = IR E 4
WA B A —E R EREN. GE XA W
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Hoogsteen ##JE L1 IR EL5 1 @ — KR IRYS 5
— PALEAZ R 2 Watson-Crick il Hoogsteen X H 7 A TE i
F A ol 3 = MR A

1.2 EmM=#ZBRRAEENEER

FURT . A — R 51 LA = SR8 45 4 S JE il 1) = 55 2 R
Or TYRETIOT & T A8 A A% 12 a0 T T G 52 B 3 e #) 5
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PR PR Z AT 232 1A R A R 19 A D T G v o PR 2 R
TR T 5 A B o Au) 8 = MR E DX 41 6 4 B L kB 4
JR R R AR DR R L AR A SR I X = IR i
SR Y BRI R . B R W R BH B Tk R
pHY R AR R . LR R R AW A 3 &
A R A 5 % TR UL 4 - W ) B A D 9 B2 004 A% 1R T
Hl I FR BE /I R B = MR 2 R P R
L2l BEREREW 25 =80 E5HIY BN 55 R A
EH B (ODN) K EZZEMHREMMEZNRE. — Bk
Ui B K KK - Hoogsteen SUHEAE T 1 K5 - A 53 T IR AR
TE R ZIRBEAE A . BE R KL &R AT & R
SE 1 TG R R SRS R . WA R
AE 53 T ] IR s IEE 0 1 0 = € DNAL BT Jl o i (i I

(b) 43T IN=HEEE R AT =HEL5

Z MRS

Different triplex structures

BER 12 k3L, Brown 2P % B, 7E RNA « DNA-DNA
R = MRS H TR L 5 3 4% RNA S R AR F19 4
BHBR AHEKREERE 27T MR ERIFA SR =6
MR E t . WAk, Francesco %557 & BLHHE = 86 0 3K
IR R e M . BRTRAC B 4 0, — O 1 A LA R AR =
BTG U 75 0 78 #E A AT = 4 008 il R X T
W pH B8 8l 5 53— J7 T, AT #2545 4 10 A4 TR
BECT ) st AR e 1k .
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B T AR B Y G BE 0% T P AR S8 AL AR 1 AE
VB - PR 0k e i) 85 T L 2R 3 8 TG B 4 ) i OR = IR R 45 4
WA =B R EES T« A-T/C« G-C Z Bk
XA RFEAED, BT« AT Fhtih 50% A=
100 % i, Z#EFE ) pH X 8] AT (7] 45 0 98 4 A B0y, 2 W
T 510 1 5 2L % = B O I R e AN T 2

1.2.3 BHHE SRR AR A A o P R AR d R DL I
B IEAE A 0 302 — W N IE R 5 LR . T

A 16 1 AT 9 SR = B A% IR 0 K A T L T 4 9E =
Fa %€ 7 76 9 pHL X (8], [ IF 2 g ML figk 5 3 52 A0 2 0
B SRR AS I T AT BRI R A R I = i R
AR 7] P~ i P A ) o7 st BBOA 0 = 48 A 7 P8 94 322 Wi
ARHTR) o A5 7 W I Y 5 SR P 2 T A 2 P
R = BE R RE P B3 T R W E 1) 5 0 i AR, WA )
ZHERTE R o AT R OIS RS T v A 2 R
A K. BeAh AR B SR M T = R 5 R 0 AR E 1k
A, WS )L DL 2 K A IOAR B R R A T AR
B IR TR 5 DNA B B = 4 454 9 55 E 1R 15 21 B 2 2
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1.2.4 pH FIRLBERYRZ W E .56 3 A8k TP IR iz (O
) N3 7 5K AR BT A0 5 A AT 5 BUIBiE Hh 2 e (G) B
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M R R B B i A R E & T+ A-T 9 =18
WESE K Re e T B BT BB R R E AR AE . Liu &0V &
WL pH AL, &4 6020 C« G-C ) =4 % R ITE K
RFWFE A 100% T o A-T () =4 A% BRI i % 9 R
RS . BRAh T R e Y C5 v 5 HEAT F SRR B i X
A AFIHEMERE (TO) AR R C « G-C A DNA =4
FE s B pH N AR B MR L I i = B E 45 g o
T+ A-T/C+ G-C L Bl IR ] 2% 1% pH X =4 Fa @ty
e,

SRR, R R BAATE Tofd. HIHEIR
FERF ZHERBR Y T i = W2 e 45 F K 0 36, 3% i =
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B RS IE Y B R 2 R BH S ] LB R
TR B 2R 1 57 R AT T ORI A TR B 2 TR 1 HE R D5 IR
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e
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(a) BT XU = MR BELS A 1 4R TG S 2 3R 1 A o P

IERE  ZHUZRERRRSRNPHTRER

AOCTEIR IR TR F Y R h B R, R T
=R R 0 T S T i S AR TR By R R AR S S = A
MR I LB AR AR 7 P S8 b, M #5218 30 =8
RTNAF S . T = 6 % R 10 % 8 5 s K A 4% g W
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W) 5 15 AR 55 8 bR A S 9 6 [ A KB K (“on-off”
SRS o — 2 VB Y O A SRR R AR A S AR
BERIEH . B, AT LR 48 ¢ e AR Ak 5 5 ) E M AR 2
MRS R o E ARk, M T
“off-on”HE M » “on-off” {1 ¢ 't 6 I 5 s By 32 AR HL W) R T
o 7 AR PR PR 5, LA DL 2 A B BB v R T2
FEHEEA AT

R A 2 aR B A AR 2 X AT A i f B
fa . WA TR IR 0T AR RE R DL SE G R BE 3h W R
AL YR K g s AR b e R, TR
NR PR B R AL R R 25 S AR R WY, Wen
ST gl S M R N 2 5 % 2R B (HCR) % 8 7 — b
“on-of " T HE Ay W F & H F 4 9 vp S84 R B ORI .
HTAVER A5 Z ik HCR &M T8 B4 24564
SZURI DNA XUk, /% DNA WUE AT 5 58 56 gt bz i
M5 3 25 HE 5 5 VEVE TR B = 8% 52 & 1R K 9ok 2 Ik Fn
HARRLE S H RAETOLILIRAER B RSO0
{3 7 = N S = N R 5 M- ¢ ot O o4
1.2 pg/mL K bR 28 5 RE i 19 7 2 [l 2 97.5 %6 ~
106.0% , Deng %" fy g T — Bl 3 F XU — 92 JiE 45 44 119
“off-on” BIFOLIREH A FHEHERWKRMLAE 2], FIH
R R AT RS AR T AN TR A B R R R WA
AR AR o 5 B0 R A5 R T IR L 5 O 5 o0 M K Rk AT s
AT S B AL . B BT — A 9 R 3R AT )
Ak P R K 3 TR K 9Ok L TR G A R AR 5 G T
W BE T I M ERAT RS BE 0 1 s 1 AR K R R B
I BRAE & 0.18 nmol/ L, I B8 KE B W 5 £ 1 28 495 ol b A
AR AE RS, RGBT . Qu S =
HERL R AN G-I AR IR T — Fh S b 19 906 4 7 91 6

Ta|

(b) =§E5>TITRESRRIMITREIH DI E SHOREA
FHF He™ (ARG /% 8 1
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Figure 2 Application of fluorescence analysis method based on triplex nucleic acid in the detection of food pests
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T PR ARSI . 303 T I O A BR TR BT O WE 1L K ) %
PR LA 9] o A 45 5 U B 5, A R0 e K R
BB AR B R S 4. R E WIE R G-I R A,
2565 IR N-H ROk I AR IXCNMMD 52 5 . M1 52
IS BE SR A4 A L A R Sy 2,38 nmol/ L.

We b, BT = IR 1 98 06 AL IR I e B b T 4
JE B LAl vk S n A G T AR gk g R EN . Liu
SEUOTRI R T-Hg™ T Bl e 6t 11 AR e R & R 454
FESE R b5 A SN U B Rl Bl R B R = R R T R
ST X Hg B F B9 @ R 058 O6 K, KRR R
1.04 pmol/L, & M £ #£ 75 B & 0. 01 ~ 50. 00 nmol/L
CE 2(b) ]o Yuan S50 83t 7 — 8 T- = R AUL-T oAk
A S B R F 5 R (RCA) J5 ¥ SE 3L T 0 4 5 v
= RGN B G A L A DB Ky 2.5 nmol/L, #5856 43
B 55 A% BRI R AT Y AT A R o3 3 4 T G ) SR
JURE R A EY IR T ORI A
M FEGAE 5 5 32 B 42 AL T2 i, & 4 T 52 0l ik A s ¢
7 HE A LA AR TE SR A A 2R vl g0 ARG 0 5 SRR R R R 1Y
R RETT I .
2.2 BFESHIE

LA 2 3 BT 7 vk LA R O L AR AR B A R
WA o WAL S L A AR S T R B DA
T, R Ak 25 A A% TR 1 R AR 32 DA G B O L % TR 5
A AP RME 1R 50 ST A R T O R AR K TR 1 DT 1 5 A
P 22 (] PR S AR B AR R e e S i AL A (5 S Cnig L/
BEL « FhL 25 s HL VA 55 R TR i o8 15 5 114 78 Ak S 3 X A E
HECEEST. EETZ@EmR b aiEd, =
A TR W 8 TR b T AR S A

B IR B0 TR S A 7 2K TS G 2 T R A IR O A
B A B N AR (R R TR RS R
S E R ENGRESE MRS, SREBURE
FFE 20 PR L 7 BRI 2 2 TR A R Y Bk
. Zhou MY RRET —Fh AT SRR S FF LI
fheE GRS T & S A Akl R LE 3¢ ], i
) A TR 3 G A — B Bk R 400 4 5 1 R 0 46 B R 2 R

(a) SEEMRRE LA R

Figure 3

Current/nA
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B L R B 4> B I DNA $8 . J5 5 2 5 i Bh Y 8
B R 7R A KRR S DNA S8 8% A 4 ) 54k ok .
155 DNA Geff R 57 M 45 & I B 0K [ e T AR R 1w 1y =
BT R. BBELMT=Z62EMNE GFY. 8 GF
N YT &Y i G- Y 5 A4 S5 K5 35 35 v 3 1 43 F hemin, 5 45
MR AE 5 K A B Ak AT AR 5 0R 5  fY 1% JROR
W&, 3% T R O A B B 3 O, R I R AR E
8 CFU/mL, R A A5 0 1A 14 8 A5 i v 1) < 0 €60 ) 4 R
B . Jie ZEUOVME H 0 3K hemin 19 ZHE AR 4 F BT
HLR b AR R 5] AR A il R A Y Bl Y TR fF
SRR, 5B T X N R R 2B R ol A
T AG R AT 3K 0.012 fg/mL,

= RF R — T AR E B BB E RN E TR RS
I E A K sh iRl R . Liv S50 R BB O 8 CAP) X
=R R R A AT S R U R DY = e g
430 2o A% R S VD Bl 1T 20 B 68 = B 45 4 . £ B0 Y R
FRIC IR LB , )5 38 I BB s AR R T, > A R R v
5o DT S R = B U ) R R UL 3(h) I AR A o
1 F A 2 0 R R T A o = R U R DN R M Y
50 nmol/L~500 pmol/L, ¥ il fR & 8.7 nmol/L, & & Ik F
& 5e it ELISA 43 #7771 .

SRTIT 5 o 25 10 A T = 4 A% R 1 AL 25 43 BT O
1) R A0 A I B AR T T B A H R TR P
A6 I T ThT W SN AR . IR A =B TR IR AT S R A
fe2E {545 & A Can I B 30 B8 A 4% 2 3% 4 Bk iy B 5
2.3 kS iE
YN 1 A AL 2 A AT I AR LG, B S BT IR E
G 00 2R A0 B T W AN o A A D 45 R W L AT
PR SR, JE 385 0 T & W s e i R L K . 7E
BT =8 EIR M A ROT B P, = 0B ROE H T R [
A B P EL o5 i 00 52 0 R ) 1 I CRLAE 2R O G R
it G KT

HEGRAEGEEHIN T &SR A SYEE,
ST LR S Y, B Som B0 S RIE M, BORHR

(b) AR5 T = BRI (¥ s 2 P
A3 ATZ#EBROELLESNTFTERNTESRA T GLNAL

Electrochemical analysis method based on triplex nucleic acid for the detection of food pests
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VR BRARE - XE LU L B 2 R I Ok T Y
R X BN = A IR 1A B RO O L T R
TPl L RO B T A R R A T (A O
W = BRI 1Y PR BT O A% RS B MR R B LS R
HREREWGB . B R R R &
BEGE 4 11 45 5 hemin JE B A A A0 06 1k 09 &2 45 14 i AL
H, O, 8k ABTS . (0, g R 78 22~37 “C /iR AL
T N AT, 1 h RIR) R A G I 2 SR, KR R O 10 ~
1500 pg/kg. Luo %01 FI F g 2 M 1 5 = 46 fif 0k oE 1mi
filn % HCR S o 16 Bk BT W8 Wi fr 2 4> B T e 9
i) DNA K BE. i 20 25 05 . F) U SRR T 4 AL 9 1 i 1L
TMB %€, iz sk Ml f A A 4 ho, IR UL %% i A

IERE  ZHUZRERRRSRNPHTRER

DER 2 20 ng/mL. F] J 06 2 A 4% 345 69 46 U BR
50 pg/mL. Z%J5 i 5] A HCR #% B ik 4 38 76 —
FERERE L WRAN 1 HC 3 K S SR AR A9 AN 2 D B B
IR R IR F YR BT L R AR R T R R R

5 R A AR 4 6 A A TR B S TR . Ling
SE U P 4 8 R A BRI X R T A1 1 PCR P 5 =
T A 4 K BB SR A R A BT A Ak

HEAZ IR IE WL E
10 min P SEBL T <5 B 1070 29 SR B A9 AT RR AR A . AR Ol
SN RE AN ER 9 0.28 pg/0.05 mlL, A6 il £k 15 15 [l
9 16.0 fg/pl.~1.6 ng/pl, A2 5T 4 40 K JURL 2R 42 1
He ik b % 5 2Rk
.

V4 52 ) 5 3 LA SE T T 52 B R i B A
ARSI ARG S HAR A EIR FIRAE

A boosts catalytic activity

Addressing interference of autofluorescence from sample matrix
AT =4 DNA 6900 &0 P & dml# o 5 & Rz |

Illustration of triplex DNA-based colorimetric platform for rapid detection of Ochratoxin A

A 4
Figure 4

2.4 HfpoiriE

B L3R 43T 7 ik A Xu S50 BN T — Rl T AR =
HER R BRI R L SO0 B T A i R A
M Ag  ETER L, AT A5 C-Ag'-C W2 4R T AR 6 4% R
ZHEE L BB WA T T 6G 1 4 9 K BRI % L 7
A B P 6G YL 2 A5 S 0 TR BRI Ag™ B9 A Y
Ebrahim %57 £ 3% 2 SRR AT FF AR ) RS
I I TT e 1 — Bl 2 9808 B TR bR L PR I 0 BT 7 8
(B 5) o %5 AT 22 SRR R R = MR @ 45+ B ik o i)
RS 55 [ E T 90 b5 ANF 51 2% 32, g Y AL 3 A b
W) 5T A 2 ELE T, BO I B (R B AR Mk, Tk
BRI T B 1.5 X107 pg/L, R REFE PR AL I A A K L3R
SR W i) 2 B . B R C A I0E K e R
5 TS E 5 B8 B 5 IR A T 32 A% B S B 7
B0 B R A I T A A
3 Haibes

i L IR B By i S A5 A T 4% Ll RS
ST HIL 5 1F 5 4R E BT B A BT T
H Ay A R - AT 7 B 2 A A TN 45U T T R BT
Whge . A or A LT b 2 7 4080 ) B4 . R A TR
WK G- RS DI RERL IR 5 = SRR T — AL T
ORI T = A R DL AR ARk B R — BT =
SRR L5 4 TR Y v R BE LA O = BRI A S T

B 5 KT =4 DNA a9 & &-F &4l $ RBK
&R
Figure 5 The schematic diagram of the triplex DNA-

based L.C biosensor for PCB77 detection

BEAh = IRIE RE S S i & A 412 (HCR) (i i
(CHA) SRR IR R J5 15 45 » B o X B 9 A ) R A%

BRI T =GR 1AL O B TE R IR AT E YRR
I C TG — 2 kR L 5 2 % 2 T 58 0T % BRI AR Ok
2R B TR BT 3 A5 A 1 B0E
O 42 = FE AR A B E P (S HLRE 05 B BT T &R 2% 1 i
BETT A F Y A L 0 ok . A kG 2 Ak Y I Ak B L A
TE R SC R IR PR L A I O T RE s © R SRR I
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