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At iy A0 E R BSC T EE = PCR
EEFENEIEMA

#EFT OETLE R O£ MEE xR’ mex’
Wam? ok HD R 47

(L TRSGBREEAIETA2ERE, M 5103155 2. T ARA BRI b o025 A= o b 2l B, M 5114305
3. TR BITRE R O ARRR TR R, TN 5114305 4. TTARA SRR ES PG, TN 511430)

# E [88] 7P Eiil Anopheles sinensis 57 K441 Anopheles lesteri 5276 )t 5E it PCR (qPCR )
BrlEe A, S 2 P e s S SR o rik. [ ik ) #0572 AU REA S, FIRDE &%
51 R DRI Xof B RORE A HEA T 368 5 G RO 5 B PR R 48 o DA NICBI S8 P B 8 b AR e IO By
[CHZ ) IDNA-ITS2 J751, FIF Prime 3 £ ILTT 2 FHE U 5 I W FHRES, IF50EZ PCR 51 i
TR R | sk . R R T R . [ R ] IEEIR%E 4 Fh 383 Shiyedy, Hoprpfediene 159 k| &
Fofiziv 104 3k . B 28 Culex pipiens quinquefasciatus 60 sk T H 207 Aedes albopictus 60 3k, FrAEHzI
TR ALY qPCR A AR IBR N 31.50 #5 D1/, bRl et C RMERE (R ¥28 0.99,
TRURPE R LI 100% , B 82 M B0 45 S 7R , T A IsoRn 735 FC e I i) 28 o9 A2 (8] 28 5 R BRIV T 2%
[ &5t ] AT FrEsr i) TagMan #4H qPCR Mk REUE R, FeFrhm, w1 HF Pk Bom B [
Gamat S
KER ARG IR TaqMan 85 S 29E05E 1 PCR

Establishment of real-time PCR methodsto identify
Anopheles sinensis and Anopheles lesteri

SHU Huang-Fang'™ WANG Ke-Yi’ WU De? LIN Rong-Xing® LU Wen-Cheng’
RUAN Cai-Wen’ DENG Zhuo-Hui’ ZHANG Meng® SONG Tie*™
(1. School of Public Health, Guangdong Pharmaceutical University, Guangzhou 510315, China; 2. Institute for Parasitic Disease
Control and Prevention, Guangdong Provincial Center for Disease Control and Prevention, Guangzhou 511430, China;
3. Institute for Communicable Disease Control and Prevention, Guangdong Provincial Center for Disease Control and Prevention,

Guangzhou 511430, China; 4. Guangdong Provincial Center for Disease Control and Prevention, Guangzhou 511430, China)

Abstract [Objectives] To develop a real-time PCR technique to identify Anopheles sinensis and Anopheles lesteri.
[Methods] Samples of each species were obtained and identified using both morphological methods and gene sequencing.
Positive plasmid quality control products were synthesized and cloned, and the rDNA-ITS2 sequences of A. sinensis and
A. lesteri were downloaded from the NCBI database. Prime 3 software was used to design primers and probes for each
species online, and the minimum detection limit, sensitivity, specificity and repeatability of the PCR method were verified.
[Results] Three hundred and eighty-three mosquitoes were collected and identified to 4 species; 159 A. sinensis, 104 A.
lesteri, 60 Culex pipiens quinquefasciatus and 60 Aedes albopictus. The minimum detection limit of gPCR for A. sinensis and
A. lesteri was 31.5 copy/response and the linear correlation coefficient (R?) of the standard curve was 0.99. The results of a

repeatability test showed that intra and inter-group coefficients of variation for A. sinensis and A. lesteri were < 2%.
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[Conclusion] A TagMan probe, real-time, fluorescent, quantitative PCR method with good sensitivity and specificity was

developed to identify A. sinensis and A. lesteri.

Key words Anopheles sinensis; Anopheles lesteri; TagMan probe; Real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR

FietstJm Anopheles i HUR AN R B i 34
ARFZ—, PHEISAWAIE, B 42 5
Anopheles sinensis F1 75 [G4% 1 Anopheles lesteri
P E A2 I01 J& Anopheles FTZEICV )& Cellia,
BURIEEE N B ZAGRR Y, TR G 2852 BJE ™
R, FRET R SR T A s (TS,
2020 ), RUEFREE T 2021 4F 6 A3kt A4
21 (WHO ) AIERTHBRIEL E 2K ( World Health
Organization, 2021 ), {Hfi APEREE XS FRE2EfF
e (B, 2021), A7hFs SALRHE B A H B0
WA B A o TR 32T AL e I A rh AR
e, f/NFE B0 Anopheles minimus ., K 45 Fi2 B
Anopheles dirus 12 5 4% 5L Anopheles maculatus
P15 19 Fh (Sinkaetal., 2011), H, ™R
BAEIEPGLAT IR DA rhAe e 7 IRAR B,
INFERL . RO, H AT 32 DL Th AR i

S s ) ) S A ISCHE B N ) Al T
1, BRERM FE )5 A TSR e o4
o SEGILAFMLI, B FAEYFHEEH AR
0% TAEGE T R 250 (0 5 BEARS , I 7T 1] FH s
HIFRIAR AT A R 2 2 , MBI R 7 Pk
WERBER (ZWMERAE, 20105 HPEL5E, 2014),
ZAEMITIE, R DNA 5 — N4 SRR FR X

( Ribosomal DNA second internal transcribed
spacer, rDNA-ITS2) h By 2 57 B A B
[ AR 5 A 4] Anopheles hyrcanus group Jif b
Ba b S il fie BT B (D E A, 20055 ZfHAE,
2020), ZABAEF AR AR/, AR ) AR
SEARK, AT AR SO RN 8 %500 (9 43 s % S b
A (VL ZE4E, 2008; DI, 2011 ), Hiig
FRMSCR B [ U Tk I Bt A, 7R85
BOMESS T . LTI, ARFSEEN X (DNA-ITS2 3
[H 1) TagqMan & qPCR A Ty ik, X iz
FEE AR AT 02508, A PR i 40 2 Fh
FRMSCHR A — T A I T B

1 #REF*
11 WHERESERE

2002 4F, B BRI RE SR S AR 0 B A (4
TBYE ) BT - 20 CRUTIRAERES
ISCRIVEP IS P T 2 48 52 8 T00 B 4 il w0 31 % BT 4
fit, 2021 4F 5-10 H, 2R ARAMSLEWX
FRYTBAAE T YL & I AR AR T B
TR I8 T 30 DX S IO B AR R T 6 SRR A, R
VEICKT TR AR R A, SR AL A0 F5 27 1l
N W6 S5 L, PSP Y 2 37 TR R DA TR % A4
BRI ELSRE S H,

BRI E T - 20 °Cyk A %
30 min J5 B, B TR T R B H I T
eI, AMATEIKE 2 EBE, 5.2 9k
AR EBE, S8 AR ATk 2 4
FEE, 5.2 HWkBA RS A EEEAEERMIBETC T JE K
BE, %0 0 TR IR,

12 FERAASMNE

QIAamp DNA Mini Kit ( QTAGEN, f&[H);
TagMan® Fast Advanced Master Mix(2x)
( ThermoFisher, 2£[F ); GoTaq® Green Master

Mix ( Promega, [ ),

PCR §"#4{% ( MJ RESEARCH INC, [ ),
AR HL KA ( Takara, HAS), SEHFDEGRE
i+ PCR 1 ( CFX96 Touch DeepWell, £ ), fi#
i 8% (Leica Microsystems, it ),

1.3 SIMFEHPRITEEM

FIHI3E [ R AR HEARAE Bt (National
Center for Biotechnology Information, NCBI ) [
v, XA, R R ITS2 RN T IR
FEHNHEAT R e, R 2 g o 22 A R iy
Xk, PArh e SO R K ( GenBank 555
MG028946.1 ) FIh ALK AR ( GenBank %
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S5 AJ004941.3 ) 5| W AHRE AR ERF A1,
1F Primer 3 web a5 11 2 B0 5 | 9 FER
g (I 1); shfEsi qPCR EiF514) (AS-F)
J7 5'-GAAGGCAGACAAGTAGAAAGGG-3'; !
1631 qPCR T Ui5 14 ( AS-R )N 5'-AGACACC
TGTTCCATACCTACA-3'; i 4EH I qPCR 4!
(AS-P) H 5'-ATTGAGCAGGCGCGTCCTTTG
CT-3', FHIRHHM qPCR 5% (AL-F) Xy
5'-TGGCAAACAGAAAACTACGCA-3'; T [K#e
i gPCR e 9 (AL-R) 4 5-AAGTTCCGA

GATGCAAGCGA-3'; 7 [K#& I qPCR K 4t
(AL-P) } 5'-TGCTGGTCACCACGTCACAGT
CGT-3'. "AEFIEREN Y 505 L FAM #4526
FHAFMC, 3L BHQI YK ILHARC; F KT
WCHRET Y 5'0m LA HEX )45 9 3 FARIE, 3" L
BHQI ¥EKIEFFRIC, KT R E 13 51 48
NCBI M3 - BLAST Hext, BiEREHFo154%
H IR rDNA-ITS2 J7 31 (AR U AR E 100%, FF
SRR BT S R E B AR TR R )
A BR F A

/MR R Secies/Abbry * *1rr 1t

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

nnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnn

1 AL A. sinensis CTAAGAAGGCAGACAAGTAGAAAG— -- -GGblmGTTOOa}OGGACGGCGGAGGAAGTAﬂ\TI’GAGCAGGOG(Xﬂ‘CCT - TI‘GCF*\TG'I'GTAGGTATGGAACAGMG'I‘CFTCL'FCI’IUFAI TTTA

(MG028946.1) ASF

AS-R

AS-P -
2 B IRARIL A. lesteri GAAGT#TGGCAAACAGAAAACI‘ ACGCAﬁk}TGA’ITGdT GCT GGTCACCACGTCACAGTCG’I?CATAAAGGTGTAAGA - GAGATCTCGTCGAT - CGCTTGCATCTCGGAACT - TGTGTTG

| (A1004941.3)

AL-F AL-P

AL-R

E 1 iR 5E KRS ARSI N E N FE T Xt E
Fig. 1 Position and sequence comparison of primers and probes designed between
Anopheles sinensis and Anopheles lesteri

AS-F: A8 qPCR B 5145 AS-R: HARFZIL qPCR NIl 5 | ¥ S [l HANF 51 5 AS-P: FRAEFEIL qPCR #7%T; AL-F:
T IRHRI qPCR BI#5 1495 AL-R: 75 [RIEIC qPCR iS5 | W) S 1m) ELAMT S AL-P: 5 IR qPCR 54T
AS-F: A. sinensis qPCR upstream primer; AS-R: A. sinensis qPCR downstream primer reverse complementary sequence;

AS-P: A. sinensis qPCR probe; AL-F: A. lesteri qPCR upstream primer; AL-R: A. lesteri gPCR downstream primer reverse
complementary sequence; AL-P: A. lesteri qPCR probe.

1.4 IHERAHIAIER DNA ZE

P BASKSERL I T 2 mL A HAS 3 mm
HEER RIS A R, ARid /5 A 100 pL PBS ZZ
W, IRATEL SRR TS BRI 4% ( OMNI,
PRI RA R AT ) ELL 4 m/s i3 B
J# 30 s, HU 80 uL WHESWE] 1.5 mL B.04 T,
JILA 100 pL Buffer ATL 1 20 uL 25 H i K, B2
JE KR 56 °C/KIE 60 min, HJ5AHRE
QIAamp DNA Mini Kit $#2HGR5 & iy B HHRH
iy di DNA, fJ5 01 200 uL Buffer AE ¥Eft,
8 000 r/min Z.0> 1 min, WA DNA JLEETF 1.5
mL B.DEH, -20 CHAFEH.

15 PCRREEMF. RS

HITF PCR A i) v A4 i 3519 ( AS-
FO) }y 5'-CCATGACGTACACATACTTG-3'; T
519 (AS-RO) N 5'-GTTGTCCAGCCCGCTA
ACAT-3" ( HyffEAE4E, 1998 ), 75 Ty o]

¥ ( AL-F0 ) 2N 5'-CCATGACGTACCCATACTTG
AG-3'; 519 ( AL-FO ) & 5'-GTGGCCTCAC
TCGTAAGTGAT-3', PCR W& & : GoTaq”
Green Master Mix 12.50 pL, AS-FO 8¢ AL-FO
(10 umol/L) 2 0.50 pL , AS-RO % AL-RO
(10 pmol/L ) 24 0.50 pL, EEST7K 6.50 pL,
B 5 pL, SARFR 25 uL; AR s i 3 4%
. 95 °C 2min, L1 95 °C 30s, 50 °C 40s,
72 °C 1 min ¥ 35 K, fcJ5 72 °C 5 min fRFF;
BB Y 3 45 F: 95 °C 2 min, DU
95°C 30 s, 60 °C 40 s, 72 °C 1 min f§¥ 35
W, fJa 72 °C 5 min f/%F,

PCR W28 2% BEWHEE I HL A, 4
A PCR =Wk At s A RIE R B A
BELZA WA T X 1) RS2 g 00, 0 285 SR A 0 9] 7
GenBank ' BLAST tbX}, H SeqMan {45 4%
E A5, - MEGA6.0 8- FAF 5T
HRY ) 2 FBIEFR I ITS2 FAI R 2 440 ebk
74, BM GeneBank H45 %k 1 MR 7E3EFMY
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Anopheles Kleini . 1 # H 18 #% 50 Anopheles
belenrae. 1 #RH/NZEL A Anopheles minimus A,
1 BRR B HBUR) 1 TS FEAN S T LX), i — 20
ST X RGN R AR, i R B
( Neighbor Joining, NJ) HHRFELEW .

1.6 PHVERAL G @A # &

BH P S o g ot R 2B TR (R ) AT BR
NFEER], FESRROE R A A Uk 2
Fofr iz A0 B4 5 400 RN 4 B iz R 1) B 2 37 14 T X P4
G, AR N : AGAAGGCAGACAAGTAGA

AAGGGATTGAGCAGGCGCGTCCTTTGCTTG
GCAAACAGAAAACTACGCATGTAGGTATGG
AACAGGTGTCTTGCTGGTCACCACGTCACA

GTCGTTCGCTTGCATCTCGGAACTTAT, ¥4
A DNA 52l £ pUCST 244 il i BH 1 J5hr o
i, SR PRI a1 A7) e e D) R0 P B 96 0F 47
AR B v

1.7 qPCR R Rifk##05 Rz &8 51

TaqMan” Fast Advanced Master Mix(2 X )4
10 uL, F51% AS-F 8 AL-F (10 pmol/L ) Jy
1 uL, FU#E514 AS-R 8¢ AL-R (10 pumol/L) H
1 uL, #4F AS-P 8 AL-P (5 umol/L) N 1 pL,
BT 7K 2 uL, DNA Bt 5 uL, SRR N 20
ul, PS50 °C 2 min, 95 °C 2 min 4% 1
MEFR; 95 °C 55, 54-64 °C 60 s 45 MG ;
PEHADSAFEAAZ GO, DL I e i i 2 G
/N CE AR R, XHB KRETE 54-64 °Cig
il N AT
1.8 KRR INIREREZBNEHARES
it I8

F A% R /38 14 5 9 6 5 e 4SO 52 T3k vk

JE, RPELLT AT U5, B DNA #51
¥ (¥ D1/mL) =6.02x10% ( # J1/mL ) =¥k B
(g/mL) /HH FAA Ex660 ( H4H ki K =
pUCS7 #4411 i L 25+ H (9 L R 9 38 4% K
N Do O 47568 FEE A R 1 B A RO o 8 i A
BEST B X R, DA AL i S R 25 A A7 2 Fhdde
WA BAER QPCR 419, LA PR kL o 44 4 D12

HIXTBOI R AR, Ct EN AR iR 2k ;
PL Ct <36 NIRME, MHrRERSHI i Y/ Vi
ORI DUEL

ARG R (4 B BOR A B T 3 IREH N
MR EE IR, DI iR E v

1.9 #HREFHRIERE

XFrh AR (159 3k ). B IGHEEC (104 3% ).
FAAEPERL (60 k) AL (60 k) #E1THL
TR FIVRE S A o P rh A IR B FCH s
5 AR 53 S INAR S 95 B B v AR e | 7
FRHEISe 850 RIS L S SIS Y DNA, - [R] B
BEST BHE RIS X IR

2 GZHRESH

21 WHRERESFEERE

2021 4F 5 H, FE) ARk T I X 2L 4
IRAZIL 68 3k (45 . CHAS001-CHASO068 ); 2021
fE 6 H, TEFRVLIHA M HAd oz 5 3k ('
YCAS069-YCAS073 ); 2021 4E 7 A, fEILIH
i ek e 6 sk (4% : TSAS074-
TSAS079); 2021 4F 8 H, fEZEpK) 7 HALHak
Heir 7 3k (45 . GNAS080-GNAS086); 2021
AE 9, FEIE I TR WX A AR 6 k(R -
QCAS087-QCAS092 ); 2021 4F 10 H, 7EVLI 1A
T A R B 67 Sk (45 . EPAS093-
EPAS159), Ht 159 kA, IrAARIEAY
YorE AP ARFEIL . 2002 AEAEBRIGRE SR S AR Y
104 3k (4%'5 . ZHALOO1-ZHAL104)$ I FEA 2
TR 50 R T AR

2.2 PCR # i&fairE

LY BT 2 S I AR 159 RIS
FCHZ I 104 17y o Horp 159 4y oA ic 4 sl oy 4 34
W H A IR o 104 SLIES A %2 1 E
FCHR IR T 8 1 87 17y, AP G Y 17 (R4
MO TR ARSI | T B T S s H AR,
227K PCR PR AR T, P4 HEXT 45 R A 7R G
FE8 87 11 (4w . ZHALOO1-ZHALO087), Hifg
e 17 4y (45 : ZHALO88-ZHAL104 ),
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23 RS

R T RRARGFHEA T o043 B, AR5 o3 il e 4
CA 1 bR Aede itk ( GenBank %575
MG028946.1 ) Fil 1 B FCH I F#k ( GenBank
BT AJ004941.3) JFHNHATA T, ST 5 LEXT
KIR 176 BR P AR IR 51 5 BV 1 AR AR it
FRRFIVEPELE 98.83%-100%, J& T[] —iscfl; 87
MR R BUFF 5B 1 MR R i CF bk A
PN 98.91%-99.78%, J& TIa]—Wfh, 7EA K
FgEr, M7 ORI R 21 MUR)T
GIHEATHEA 34T, TR s 5 | A I et 1T v 1)
MR, TE SR IO FL AR L, DA R N
e A FIREH—RHTHI T, MRS

62

EPAS104
TSAS079

ZHAL090
QCAS087
— CHAS001
88 L—QCAS089
EPAS159

A. sinensis (MG028946.1) ] T

A. belenrae (LC634748.1)
A. kleini (DQ177501.1)

KEW (Bl 2), RGkEM BRI 3 MR,
ARG 14 55075 (CHAS001, CHAS068.,
YCAS070 ., YCAS072, TSAS075. TSAS079 .
GNAS080. GNAS083, QCAS087, QCAS089,
EPAS104. EPAS159. ZHALO090 I ZHAL094 )
e R ERA TR —4r 32, 7 &KIF5)
( ZHALOO1, ZHALO010, ZHALO16, ZHAL026,
ZHALO032., ZHALO036 1 ZHALO54 ) 575 FRHi I
BT [F—23 3, XA 5332 5 v Sy v
51 (DQ177501.1 ) FlHLAE4E I ( LC634748.1 )
TE ORISR AT 5 8/ NE B A ( AF416783.1)
J& TN A KRG H (LC333225.1)
J& T REHIIL A

A. sinensis (15 strains)

AR A

Anopheles hyrcanus
group

A. lesteri (8 strains)

41 —A. lesteri (AJ004941.3) ]
{ZHALOIG
52 —ZHAL001
10t ZHALO026
41 ZHALO036
% ZHAL010
1 ZHALO032

43 “—ZHAL054 i

r—A. minimus A (AF416783.1)
100 L—4. dirus (LC333225.1)
B2 heegarinE R TS REN R R B

Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of I TS2 genes of Anopheles sinensis and Anopheles lesteri
CH: #if§; YC. PHE; TS: &ili; GN: J 7% QC: i3; EP: BF; ZH. BRI,
Pl b HEAE AT B A T 1 000 YEE SRSB4 LU AHL

CH: Chenghai; YC: Yangchun; TS: Taishan; GN: Guangning; QC: Qingcheng; EP: Enping; ZH: Zhuhai. The number of
nodes in the phylogenetic tree in the figure represents the percentage value using a bootstrap analysis of 1 000 replications.
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24 PAERAKHESERE

W 2 PRS0 5 | W DFE Al 42 K 279 bp ) DNA
Wil B, e iU soREE] pUCST 344, HRHL
BH P s 28 XU ( EcoR I /Hind I ) BV %58,
i) 25 5 B 7R AE 279 bp Fl 2 630 bp BT 4371 Hi EE
2 MEMF, FBR/NGHUIES, MR
BIRIAEAR B 1R BER E LT TR KR,

25 (PCR BRI S5&#MHi4

He BEPE R JEAT 10 £ RUFRRE, DL 107 H
PRI 1 B ORIV E B A T ORI 2 iy
HLEE qPCR J7ik, iR KIREETE 54-64 °CYulEN,
WG LEA ATRITOEE . Ct HUUKLY 1 S ik

L A Y% Amplification _ ——

=8 20

S8 /

xgﬁ

Z g 15T

@8x |

;Ejrﬁ\:lo

L 2E

REF st //8 !

+— 0

24—
0 10 20 30 40

TEEREL Cycles

- c 9 Amplification

> 8 I5F

X8

;§§10—

B

.;R.g..u 5—

RE5

2 0 : . .

z 0 10 20 30 40

TEEREL Cycles

SR, HIBJGREN 59 CHf, Wiy
o AR ST 8 B L )R 3R e e

2.6 HRIE 2R FNAE MR

I FAZ R /8 11 9 A A A ) Jo A v
J¥ 4 10.05 ng/uL, 8 HH R AR E K 3.15x10°
PeUl/uL, SR JGRE, UL 3.15-3.15%10°
P& DU/l 9 B Bk D4 i VR A A, 64T 2 A
U gPCR §73Y . 25 R B, 2 Rl
qPCR AYRGIMIBR Y4 Hy 31.50 #4501/ (18 3: A,
C), trifEMZ LA 3 (B, D), WM K
P B8R A 97.10%11 95.50%, 2 Ff
FEUCH Cy (B 5 B ORI 4 T 5 DR X 2
RUFILIEER, R0 0.99,

35 trifE 2 Standard curve
=30
e y=3.39x+38.71
B g2 R>=0.99
&5
o 20r
4 "o
< S 15F
10t L 1 1 I 1 1 1
2 3 4 5 6 7 8
FEIARAR L X B
Log starting quantity
35F <0

WRUERNZE Standard curve

y=—3.44x+37.96
R=0.99

w
(=}
T

TEPAEE(H
Cycle threshold
)
S &
T T

—_
S
T

1 1 1 1 1 O
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

HEE ARSI B A o
Log starting quantity

3 A[EREPRMERALBE MmA) qPCR ¥ 18 i 2 FkR A ih 2%
Fig. 3 qPCR amplification curve and standard curve of different concentrations of
positive plasmid quality control products

A, PR L C WIRIRBURY I B, PRI bRERRZ; D, TR IR bRiE 2 o
1: 3.5 ¥ D/ul; 22 3.15x10" #501/ul; 3: 3.15x10° #501/uL; 4: 3.15x10° 5 01/uL;
5: 3.15x10* #01/uL; 6: 3.15x10°#ED1/ul; 7 3.15x10% ¥ 01/uL;
8: 3.15x107 ¥#I1/uL; 9: 3.15x10% $#£01/uL.

A. Amplification curves of A. sinensis; C. Amplification curves of A. lesteri; B. Standard curve of A. sinensis,
D. Standard curve of A. lesteri; 1: 3.15 copies /uL; 2: 3.15x10' copies/uL; 3: 3.15x10? copies /uL;
4:3.15x10° copies/pL; 5: 3.15x10* copies/uL; 6: 3.15x10° copies /uL; 7: 3.15x10° copies/pL;
8:3.15x107 copies /uL; 9: 3.15x10° copies /uL.
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27 BEHRKBER

X} 10-1 000 #% D1 /uL 1 BH M BORE B fb AR 3
WHEERD, 45583 1 i, PR 5HK
iz W1 21 PN A 2 ] o A G Y A S R AN F
2%, FWAIRIG 7 1Y TaqMan #4841 qPCR 5 H
=Re/ion

2.8 HREERERE
FEEST B 2 FMEIEHZ I gPCR J7ikxt ik 4

it 383 Skt UBEARHEA TSN, Ct<30 H 22 S
RUHI TR FAME, 30<Ct<35 FIWT Ry a] 5E, Ct=35
FIR BN . I Al ST 2l S, fal4h
WATEE, FIWT A, BB, A%
FERY 383 Skigrdurf, AR HE 176y, 5
WP a5/ —50, HEBRy i, fuRH
A RPEY 100%; B IRHRCBHME 87 iy, Sl
JFPUE LS IR —3, HEYRY i, Ut
FESFPES 100%.

F 1 TagMan FRET LM ENEE PCR FEEEHIRXWER
Tablel Repeatability test resultsof TagMan probe real-time fluor escence quantitative PCR method

R e i AN R 2H AR S R
—— ($£01/uL ) Coefficient of variation within groups  Coefficient of variation between groups
Anopheles species Template FREE ERRE (%) TR E BRAE (%)
concgntratlon Mean =+ standard Coefficient of Mean =+ standard Coefficient of
(copies/pL) deviation variation (%) deviation variation (%)
HhAEH I A, sinensis 10 33.1040.10 0.30 33.31+0.17 0.52
10° 30.30+0.27 0.88 30.10+0.08 0.26
10% 27.13+0.02 0.06 27.24+0.04 0.15
T LA A lesteri 10 34.47+0.31 0.89 33.58+0.35 1.03
10° 29.49+0.27 0.90 30.36+0.04 0.12
10% 26.16+0.11 0.42 27.32+0.15 0.53
3 Wit SREEIFAE, 2014) SFGUSRE T Z N o Bk AE)

FRAOR R B L | NIBZS 2 I S5 ol g 3t
TSR RRMERE , Rl R R = s,
B2 AN T A2 5 F AR N B, 2 il T 1) 1)
FEMOTGTE R I IS A A TUER 4328, SR IE R I
WS R B R (BTl AE, 2022), AT
fif X —SEBRRME, 45E X (8 ) BRI 3+
SIS % (R ST, 7R SR RO T2 e
IR E B AT RE . VI, ARBFSCENRT) AR 2
FEAIEEAN TR T 0 T 58 ks, e
HEIEBEA WEI T AR &

qPCR B EAT R & . Fe by, P
WERA SE AL 05, ZEK = IR AE WA I ( Zhou
etal., 2007; Cutrin et al., 2009 ). FEFEEAM ( £
HONAE, 20205 AHESESE, 2021 ), 4HTRAEI (5
BEESE, 2019), AFAYKEN (RESE, 2011;

B T RS MIES B AR, Bk T
feZesg . TR, Jefifk . DNA FREFFISEER A
V) i BEZ SN Z R AR Rl Il 46,
1983; Z5AK 4, 1991; R H45 | 1992; Beebe
et al., 2000 ), {HRZEERMELIAE A TR 2 A
HrE T R o AT AR, BT R AR X PR <1 3 R
16SrRNA, CO 7 J:[H | ITS2 JE R 45 )7 /Y DNA
FICAEF A AR 3 g oy 2 e v (5 g
S, 2017 ) FIUR P TR ERHEARL
PRAAGERE T R 2R, MRATE 2527 2 I e 1
Z RN o ELHEEIEI TR RE S B RS, AR
B B 0 25 S 2 5 IR A 5 48 PCR, 5 B2 1 5t
JEE FL UK 7 I 041G R kA T e M AT, SRR
ZHH S ZEE 9 (ZEAHEMDHEZE, 2004 ),
Il QPCR FEARNHRAER ARk AR, HEAE
fAf PR R, Fhgais Yy, A R AN R R



13 FP RTINS PO E it PCR %25 J7 vk I 7 5 ] - 311 -

PIBRHERESA I Ct (ER= AEFRUE M2, DX A
HBAR AT o0 (3882, 2005 ), ZHARA
BRI T 5 G0 1 H BB 2SR I 1 R R, A
K& PCR 55 R Z M it &, HItE
B Z BN HRT R

FEAWEFE Y, P I e 2 A 2 AT 4001
328, FE AR O TR R 2 PCR ¥ 1G5
BT P2 e, ST T 2 FMEIEHE I qPCR 7
EVEM REAE . 7E7E1T PCR ¥ 3 fip B,
2002 4 RAEM 104 Sk SIE 2758 08 1) H IRIE I,
A 87 k& RIS 19 1 B4, 17
1y R b AR F IS | BN 35 1 H 5671, e 4
DUFF A3 M % 87 3k TR FRHem, 17 3k A aedi
WL 5 I — 25 S 1Y) 2 A R R AR IORN 7R R
PRSI A5 27 S5 8 AR T FEBE S 1 qPCR %522
AR, qPCR RINZS SR S5 P45 3R —20, Ht
VLA AR 78 H 57 /Y 2 Bl qQPCR 5 i30T 5
REAE XL S F SRR 2 Pl nl o ik
T F 258, OB R4 e g 4 i 3 i —Fh o
ke

FE AR ISORN 7R R H RS i, thF
ANBE R 4R 31 A5 B0 1) B/ N4 ISORD R 45 e I 5
PRI, AR GTHERE T 8 R UL %) P2 BSCRIAFH I
AR EREST , N REFE 43 R Hr AR SO T
PRSI e e e PCR S5 ik edt, nl e
J& 2k B oA Rt — D BER R

Bt SRR A SO IS 4 i 0 SR B A
IR 5 2 i B AL ) 5 OB AR
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