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# E [BK) Zuhdik Spodoptera frugiperda B . KlS4h | HHE: 2 Al sy F Al B 25 8
B RART, HMELAHERR TR 5 ARG LA K it 56 A AR B ) PT84 H B AR AF R it B Uk TR AR
dtr, T LR A ) R A o AR SR T B TR S T A R A 17 R o e 2 T
[ A% ] FIHZHRAA DNA CO I K58 H1514 LCO1490/HCO2198 414 11 Fhfititisd H R difiy co 1 ¥
G, BRI AR B S M AR ST 51 BRI 6 % PCR FESHES 19 . 1 X qPCR RSt 1 AR ST, $EH
HPEREL U DNA, JF LA RO 51 Py AR A . [ 455 ] PCR 51%) SF_F3/SF_R3 F1 qPCR 7|
Y1 60F/154R W HESEPEY SRR LA (00, 4. SRR ) B W 5 A ik 3 R 2 B s LA R AR I
PCR F1 qPCR 5§} #5772 ik DNA A5 1 S AR B 43510 1 ng/ul #0110 pg/ul. [ 48] AWI5E
HEST I T AR AR I A P R P S e T, B TS [ R A b B A 1 2 R AR
XA BRI 4Rk DNACO I £, PCR; SEHF#E % & PCR

| dentification of different developmental stages of
Spodoptera frugiperda using species-specific markers
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Abstract [Objectives] To develop a rapid, and accurate, method of identifying all developmental stages of Spodoptera
frugiperda based on a species-specific marker in order to enable the detection of this important invasive pest in the mixed
samples of insect fragments commonly obtained by customs and plant protection monitoring stations. [Methods] The
mtDNA CO I gene universal primer LCO1490/HCO2198 was used to amplify CO I gene sequences of 11 lepidopteran
species. Six pairs of PCR specific primers, and one pair of qPCR specific primers and a probe, were designed according to a
conserved sequence fragment of S. frugiperda. The DNA of the tested insect species were extracted as templates to determine
the specificity of the primers. [Results] The PCR primers SF3F/SF3R, and the qPCR primers 60F/154R, had specific
amplification capabilities for the genome template of different developmental stages (egg, larva, pupa and adult) of S
frugiperda. Sensitivity tests indicate that the minimum PCR and qPCR detection concentrations of the primers for the DNA
template of S frugiperda were 1 ng/uL and 10 pg/uL, respectively. [Conclusion] A rapid identification protocol developed
based on species-specific markers can improve the efficiency and accuracy of identifying different developmental stages of S
frugiperda.
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5 Hb 47 7%k Spodoptera frugiperda (J.E.
Smith), JE## H Lepidoptera A #} Noctuidae
2R SN BGHT A iy X, B 3 S
Bl B, i SRR AERE A, SR RE
ORI RN F L, BRA BERR H s -
S Ryt B+ K #E i 22— ( Montezano et al., 2018;
Geetal., 2021 ), BB FE AT EK . &
e OKFRSERAIEY), HAh dus E RAEYI D O
MU R, SECRIEY) ™ E (Jing etal.,
2020; =ALH, 2020),

BT AR P R T R R
Bi7 1E ARG S ED IR AR B IE SR 5
FEARAE S BLARVRRE S T, 5 SECTEE . %)
SRR ) A S ) A 13 o XA ] L A R 57
RIS FE RS C AR (FIFESE, 2019;
PrREr S, 20205 5K, 2020 ), HALAIMTIE
ARHE, HLBP | (RIS 4 e i EE 2 pi R H M E DL AN
% B A S E DX, 2K TR e 0
LB BT o [RIB, X T AR LR W Ik DA S it ¢
SR R 1 ] B 00 7 B b 7 Ik A R LR 17
RAFES, IS EAe, ExE DGR DB SRS T
HERR 2 E .

AHFFE LB M SRR A B L &l AL A
L hi 1k DNA (mtDNA ) Wi, U4
c AL 1 W H Cytochrome oxidase subunit [
CO 1) JEHMPRSy o1 HAREEN , it PCR
FEFPET DL R SE 9t it PCR R En 1)
FEREE, S5HAh 10 FhitH B R R, #r
FHF PCR F1 qPCR P 55 AN [R] HU A M 571
W PR AR R, Sy e b 5 13 K P A T 0 ) 2
B P B LA , [RIHto o] Sy B FRp R SRR I )
YIRS HOR B S BRI S HE

1 MREAE

11 BHLRIE

i 11 oS B R AL R R R S
frugiperda. A2tk S litura, FHERIK S
exigua . i L Mythimna separata . A 4 i
Helicoverpa armigera . IV il £ >K € Ostrinia

furnacalis HYBR . #hHe . SHANEHL, HOEOR AL
IR R 2= L AR A RO B 27 B AT ) DR 4P it 5
Pt s 3458 Cydia pomonella, S5 5 iE /NG
Thaumatotibia leucotreta, — j5 Z# ik Athetis
lepigone, 4R%E %1 Macdunnoughia crassisigna.,
11 Ectomyelois ceratoniae M, HUIESKR 3%
R OCH R TG

1.2 #HEH DNA 2E

Z2 A0 G U A R AR AR 11 Fhige
KE H ) DNA ( SteadyPure Universal Genomic
DNA Extraction Kit, Accurate Biotechnology co.,
Ltd ), i H 56T (NanoDrop One,
Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA ) X} DNA A=
FIMR A TR, e DNA e 55— K 50 ng/uL.,
DNA FERAEICT - 20 °CUKFRTRAT

1.3 #iKEH co | EE PCR ¥ igiaE

DI 11 At R B DNA SR, fii
1% mtDNA CO I i@ F 514 LCO1490 Fi
HCO2198 #17 PCR ¥4 ( Zhang etal., 2010 ),
LCO1490 : 5-GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATA-
TTGG-3', HCO2198: 5-T AAACTTCAGGGT-
GACCAAAAAATCA-3', PCR W 451 94 °C,
5min; 35 PMEH (94 °C, 40s; 48 °C, 30s;
72 °C, 1min); 72 °C, 10 min; 4 °C{fiR. &
T B AR R LKA PCR P24, IEXTH 4
W AT o

1.4 CO | EE PCR #4451 4ig it 56 1%E

T %% Genbank H [ ML ST Mk CO T FEH %
5, ##47 Clustalx FLXF, EHFIRSFH) mtDNA
CO I %X H B, A Primer 5.0( PREMIER Biosoft
International, Palo Alto, CA) #HfTHeREs Y
wit, XS ¥iE1T Blast, JL3it 6 Xt
PCR #5519 (£ 1), iASIYYHESE
B A P E AR A PR T A e AR Hh 53 1% ik
DNA AHAHEFT PCR 9744, DIHAL 10 Fhigk
L DNA B XTI, ddH,0 A2 FXT IR, it
17 3 4747 PCR W o 973G 7~ Wi o B AR b e
JBE F K A T A
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x1 ETEMAERE COIEREITH PCR RIS
Tablel Primersdesigned based on CO I gene of Spodoptera frugiperda

A 314144 SIS (5-3') K (bp)
Gene Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3") Product size (bp)
col SF_F1 ACTTTTACCCCCATCTTTAAC 118
SF R1 CTACTGAACTACCACCATGAG
col SF F2 ACTTTTACCCCCATCTTTAAC 122
SF R2 TGAACTACCACCATGAGCAAT
col SF F3 ACTTTTACCCCCATCTTTAAC 191
SF _R3 AGTGGTAATAAAGTTAATAGCTC
col SF F4 TATTAATTTCTAGTAGCATTGTAG 95
SF R4 CTACTGAACTACCACCATGAG
col SF_F5 TATTAATTTCTAGTAGCATTGTAG 99
SF _R5 TGAACTACCACCATGAGCAAT
col SF F6 TATTAATTTCTAGTAGCATTGTAG 168
SF R6 AGTGGTAATAAAGTTAATAGCTC

SF: BOMITTRME; F: 1EM514; R RIa51H. %26,

SF: S. frugiperda; F: Forward primer; R: Reverse primer. The same as table 2.

1.5 PCR 544354 REEd A ME TR 53 744 B DNA (1) qPCR F# 5%
PN, BEFPREEVEAT 3 APATIE . S5k
I 05 B DNA FEARBUUH ddH,0 JEH PCR N GMAZ: 2 x RealStar Probe Fast
JEFT 10 FERBEERGE (100 ng/pL-10 fg/pl ), Ll Mixture 10 uL, RS RER 45 0.5 pL, DNA
UEARE S5 [ )0 Bl 5 7% ik DNA AR A I (%) BHA 1 ul, I ddH20 ZMARRL 20 ul, St
538 ﬁﬁﬁfﬁtﬁlﬁiﬁgﬁ E@’?’I%X‘J‘%/&E DNA ﬁéz,i %%E% PCR Tfi%ﬁ}?ﬁﬂ 94 °C, 2 min; 30 /l\
iﬁﬁPCRﬁﬁﬁfirjiﬁ% PCREMAMRI 13, gmgk (94 °C. 30s; 60 °C. 30s: 72 °C. 358 );
EERVRIEHERT 3 40P ATIRE 72 C. Smins 4 CIREL

d ‘\ LY E I
1.6 gPCR #RM 3| #WriZit 5&m T

§i i Primer Express Bt co T HERE Table2 Real timefl;:(;%s::sgtesPCR specific primers
SR BORARET NG 1Y, JF AT Blast K%, it -
1 1 APSCM IO R POR SR VRIS o A )
2)o GIPIREREL T B A R E I EARA IR COT SF 60F TATTAATTTCTAGTAGCATTGTAG
jAﬁE 2 Eﬁ%ﬁpﬁﬂﬁ ST DNA Jy *%*f‘ COT SF_154R CTACTGAACTACCACCATGAG

?r#ﬁ?i%ﬁﬂfﬂﬂﬁ ) DNA HAAE R X R, ddH,0 TagMan probe
YERZ FAXTRR, 54T 3 41717 PCR {58 0 .
2 ER5HMth

17 QPCRERREERT
S5 BRI B M S 0E Ik DNA BEbH o g 21 CO I BET S RERENH

7 10 f586 BE R B ( 100 ng/uL-10 fg/ul ), LLERIIE & 3 A5 149 LCO1490 F1 HCO2198,
qPCR FESEAES I Y0 R ST k1 DNA REAK:  DARIUAY 11 Fligk S B s RE AR (1) DNA WAFAIEF T
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PCR 43, ¥ 34 5%ir sh— HIA 2T M, KIEZH
710 bp (& 1) B0 25 5K 5 NCBI 5 122 b Xt
J&i , PCR P 25 S RITEA525 % 0E — B, R 4BH%
X1 RFINHSL R G LB (E2), FHsr

BT RS R R RH SRR o — 3 RS
PR 73 A 5 10 25 2 3 R W e By A R s
R gt =i DY B2 e WSS e

SRS,

M1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

711 bp

1 BRI 11 #hi3E DNA IR RERNE R
Fig.1 The quality of the DNA template of 11 species of moths measured using universal primers
M: DNA ladder (2000 bp); 1-2: BEHITIHIK; 3-4: KhHL; 5-6: MR4AHL; 7-8. FHRAIK;
9-10: WY FKEE; 11-12: REERIK; 13-14: SRR, 15-16: MEERE; 17-18: PR EME;
19-20: SPEARFME/NEE; 21-22: AREE; 23-24: ddH,O (& FXHR ), 181 3 7.
M: DNA ladder (2 000 bp); 1-2: Spodoptera frugiperda; 3-4: Mythimna separata; 5-6: Helicoverpa armigera; 7-8: S. exigua;
9-10: Ostrinia furnacalis; 11-12: S. litura; 13-14: Athetis lepigone; 15-16: Macdunnoughia hybrida; 17-18: Cydia pomonella;
19-20: Thaumatotibia leucotreta; 21-22: Ectomyelois ceratoniae; 23-24: ddH,O (Blank control). The same as Fig.3.

49

100

445|: R IR W, Athetis lepgone
58 WM T KEE Ostrinia furnacalis

M Macdunnoughia hybrida

63

HHERR Mk Spodoptera exigua

$h R Mythimna separata

SERE M Cydia pomonella

—— YR BB NE, Thaumatotibia leucotreta
Y | S— FEIE Ectomyelois ceratoniae

W4 B Helicoverpa armigera

35 I: BRI Spodoptera frugiperda
97 BB IR Spodoptera litura

B2 EihSRAEREMEREEE RN REHLR
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of Spodoptera frugiperda and the other tested species of moths

2.2 PCR 5| ¥4 R4 8E

WL &8, 519 SF_F3/SF_R3 5tk
Ik, FrFHERINES R SR, RA LR OTIR
15 DNA SRR, A 34 1 B se s — 20, 1
FoAh I R HOFN 2 0 B R 8 A ] 5
FUG1Y) SF_F3/SF R3 X Bl 7 7 I H AT 4 5+

PEFIRREPE (B 3 ).

FIHS14 SF_F3/SF_R3 X E ik 4 Fh
ANFHRZS (BE, Zhd. s@FS L) 19 DNA FEA
AT PCR ¥4, BERCHIKZS R HAH— B
LB AT, ULRHS Y SF_F3/SF_R3 XfHiib
TR 4 FOASTR] BT SR 25 (11 4 ),
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24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 M

B 3 3514 SF_F3/SF_R3xf 11 fhifi 2K B 45 B 1 18 K 52
Fig. 3 Specific amplification reactions of primers SF_F3/SF_R3 to 11 species of moths

10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 M

C " S a0 -

B 4 5|4 SF-3F/SF-3R X Eih & A iR A O .
ZhH . HEANAL B RIS R R
Fig. 4 Specific amplification reactions of primers
SF_F3/SF_R3to the eggs, larvae, pupae and adults of
Spodoptera frugiperda

M: DNA ladder (2000 bp); 1-2: Jidt; 3-4:
s 5-6: 4hi; 7-8: BF; 9-10: ddH,O.
M: DNA ladder (2 000 bp); 1-2: Adults; 3-4: Pupae;
5-6: Larvae; 7-8: Eggs; 9-10: ddH,0.

2.3 PCR4RM3| ¥R ERN

DIV EE 100 ng/pL-10 fg/pL #Hh £ 77 15 DNA
s, FIFHE14 SF_F3/SF_R3 #EfT PCR 557
PEYHS (18 5), SF_F3/SF_R3 Fpiks|#aly”
38 H AR A BRI N 1 ng/ul, HEHIBTR
A DNA FEAHEE J 100 pg/ul HFEFY 4 Hi Y
Z AN, D, FIH PCR ¢S4 2 X B
b 5 AR g DRSS A I 1) v B2 R BRA 1 ng/pLs

2.4 (PCR 3|##niFst g Rl
HATE LR H 5000 DNA AR, 71

A TEAERR T PEY 48 . 2 A5 o0 IR 3 (R e
AR Ct {E5 9N 16.4 F1 16.5, EIME 16
FIEE 17 MEH, DO F 5 R LR BOE A K,
A B2 DNA SRR (R, Rl | SR
I | ARSI AN TR ) DS (N B AR A
N AR BSOS RAES (B 6: A
FW qPCR (W51 P FNERAET B AL A X B b 578 0
HA R

2.5 QqPCR fR1ES MFER s R B N

DIV EE N 100 ng/pL-10 fg/pL #5707 1% £
DNA Mtk , HHL ST KRR S HL1H CO 1
SF_60F/154R #il TagMan 541454, #f7 qPCR
P, YRR T 10 pg/ul I, HIEEES .
K, I qPCR ST R 57401 DNA FEAY”
38 R B ARG ¥R A 10 pg/ul (& 6: B ),

3 itig

DNA &4 R ( DNA barcoding ) “A#)FH
oS e SR AL TR pF 9T Bt (Hebert et al.,
2003 ). FFXPEAS Y WME . AN SR A FE 5
ELIAZE, DNA SIPMEAR R R s
N i) 2 B TR F-B (Zhang et al.,
2010; Yang et al., 2013 ), CO I JEH&4FR3h
WY E RGN ORICEE R , BA S RS T S
HUR SIS A7 8, AMUTELE ZA 2[RI 7 51 7
MRS, MANTDRGE G Y 3, Cek
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18 17 16 15 1413 12 11 10 9 8

76 54 3 2 1 M

191 bp

B 5 3514 SF_F3/SF_R3XEM XA PCR ¥ 18 K K 49 R & B il
Fig. 5 Sensitivity detection of primers SF_F3/SF_R3 to PCR amplification of Spodoptera frugiperda

M: DNA ladder (2 000 bp); 1-2: 100 ng/uL; 3-4: 10 ng/uL; 5-6: 1 ng/uL; 7-8: 100 pg/uL; 9-10: 10 pg/uL;
11-12: 1 pg/uL; 13-14: 100 fg/uL; 15-16: 10 fg/uL; 17-18: ddH,O (55 A%} R Blank control).
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2250000
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£ 1750000
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}

11,770,910114

2 4 6 81012141618 20222426 28 30
Cycle

B
300 000
250 000
500 000
450 000
400 000
350 000
300 000
250 000
200 000
150 000
100 000

50 000 1-15,800,220868

=50 000
—100 000 £

mawmbmcmdmemfmgmh /

/

T 1T 17 T 17 1T T 177

.

2 4 6 810121416 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
Cycle

6 EHEHAWHEHKEHLER PCREFRMERN (A) SREERDN (B)
Fig. 6 Real-time PCR Specific detection (a) and sensitivity detection (b) of Spodoptera frugiperda

A FEHGTAIE (e £), XA (a: AhHG be AERHG oo BERAM; d: BHERK; g0 FoKIE) &

25 (X ddH,0 (h); B.a: 100 ng/uL; b: 10 ng/uL; c:

1 ng/pL; d: 100 pg/uL; e: 10 pg/uL; f: 1 pg/uL;

g: 100 fg/uL; h: ddH,O (%5 X R ),
A. S frugiperda (e, f), control group (a: Mythimna separata; b: Helicoverpa armigera; c: S. exigua;
d: S litura; g: Ostrinia furnacalis) and ddH,O (h: Blank control); B. a: 100 ng/pL; b: 10 ng/uL; c: 1 ng/pL;
d: 100 pg/uL; e: pg/uL; f: 1 pg/uL; g: 100 fg/uL; h: ddH,0 (Blank control).

]z HN T B A S RN gy S E E AR
( Folmer et al., 1994; Kamran et al., 2020 ), %t
T mtCO T FEPRINF A AR LLIAR 45 1 1 50 b 57 732 M 1)
P, ULEHAIE CO T JE R X B b 53 73 gk E
TS A T ( EMSSE, 2020 ),
AT mtDNA COI JEH ¥4, MR
SIS T 5 7 Bri b PCR 4551
PIFN qPCR FESPEL W SRS, I LAHAL 10 F
RS L Ry X6 R, 65 | ) V%) A S P AR SR A A T

TR, B T BRSO PCR RRFMET
SF_F3/SF_R3 #l qPCR %5 514514 SF_60F/154R
FIHRER, XFHA 10 PP AS BT 51 6E T .
PCR 5 5¥5 1% SE_F3/SF_R3 % 54l £ 7% 5k B
gy WA R A B R ROR s R
JEE RGN BR AT 35 1 ng/uL, DNA R4 R 100 pg/ul
F, PR H SR T35S . gPCR Rt 5]
) SF_60F/154R FIH4ET HX w57 e ik CO T
RLEAYIGRE ST, XS =AM 10 Fhifts B du s A
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AR AT 4, S R R I RR R T #)
10 pg/uL . fLFZ 4 (2020 ) FIH mtCO I
PCR-RFLP $¢ A L 1b 57 7% 8k 55 RSO ik | B
PRI AIRG BRI T T S50, R LA O R R
B R S R BRI S A I FSEAGIER] T LA L 3 Fb
X BAE BURAETE Sof T BV 0, JF R L ik
R HREATIAE, RIS R — ARSI
T R X AN [ 2 ) R SR ik i
TR, Fiifise h s e s, HR
ﬁ%iﬂﬁ%;ﬂﬁ%m$$%ﬁﬁ%$ﬁE@
(S 5 SR AR i B OB o i R 3
IS BT 3 ST 1) 3 ol AR S 1 b T 1
DT RIR S AR, AR R RRUE LT,
T ELRTFE 4 b P 58 O AS [1]) R S e b 53 78 ke S H
TRA R RN S o AF5E AT S A sl &
FORAFE TR A i % e SRR 2%
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