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16Sr11 A EHEREER PCR #ill 7 ERNE L
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W OE.fEPE, 5IEREARE LK (areca palm yellow leaf disease, AYLD ) AU A 3284 16Sr] 2H . 16SrIl 41 5% 16SrXXXII
43 ASFIRE, HE ETA R I R X 16t 4 Ek 3 ASFNEER L [RIAS I, Bl X 16SrIT ZH AR JEAAR i R St 0 T B
ST XF 16SrIT ZH A A 38 A Al AR AT R SR, AP 56T 16SrIl M R AE 1 (rp) JEFEFS, Bt Ifo
PEFEF S PCR 51, FEXTZ 7 A R S 0 SR AT VA . 25 R R, TEMERPEDT I, %07 R BEERA X 43
BRPEFIBERE s ZERURME HL# b, 05 BURPE R T 16S rRNA I tuf JE P4 1938 T 818 PCR A6 3 7R 4% i EAG
16SrT AN 16SrXXXIT A A . i i Al I Ko N A TR A Ty o Ra& T40s 7ERi Frh, BRI SCESRER M 22
P REMBRE SRS s 4 43 FHEEARE B, IF ELATAG I B T 16SrIl 2H HOAR IR 45 PSR TR A | 4 T 19 J2 38 AR SRR I 7626 M\
KoM A, RPH A AE M. 28k, AT AYIET rp ZERAYHEX PCR J5 0 16SIT ZH MM 38 Ak At SR {AAG:
BA B R E, TR 16SrIl A AR E (LA JEL R 1Y) B2 W7 . i M 4R it R 5%

SRR AEAR; AP AERIRRT; &5 PCR
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Establishment of a Nested PCR Detection Method for 16Sr11 Phyto-
plasma Associated with Areca Palm Yellow L eaf Disease

LIN Zhaowei, TANG Qinghua, YU Shaoshuai, LONG Shida, SONG Weiwei

Coconut Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Tropical Agricultural Sciences / Hainan Innovation Center of Academician Team,
Wenchang, Hainan 571339, China

Abstract: In China, areca palm yellow leaf disease (AYLD) is primarily attributed to infection with phytoplasmas from
the 16Srl, 16Srll and 16SrXXXII groups. Currently, detection methods predominantly target the 16Srl group or
non-specifically detect all three groups, lacking specific identification methods for the 16SrIl group phytoplasmas. To
achieve specific detection of 16SrIl group phytoplasmas, specific nested PCR primers were designed and screened in
this study based on the ribosomal protein (rp) gene sequence of 16Srll group phytoplasmas, and the characteristics and
application efficacy of this method were subsequently evaluated. Results showed that the method could accurately dis-
tinguish positive samples from healthy ones. In the sensitivity comparison, the sensitivity of the method was higher than
that of the universal nested PCR targeting the 16S rRNA and tuf genes. In the specificity evaluation, it showed no
cross-reactivity with phytoplasmas from the 16SrI or 16SrXXXII groups, or with other tested areca palm pathogens and
endophytic bacteria. In practical application, among 22 areca palm samples collected from Wenchang, Hainan Province,
4 samples were detected as positive; additionally, the method could detect 16Srll group phytoplasmas includ-
ing Parthenium hysterophorus witches’-broom phytoplasma, Cleome rutidosperma witches’-broom phytoplasma, and
peanut witches'-broom phytoplasma, demonstrating good applicability. In conclusion, the nested PCR method estab-
lished in this study based on the rp gene has good specificity for the 16SrII group areca palm yellow leaf phytoplasmas,
and could provide technical reference for field diagnosis and disease monitoring of the 16SrIl group areca palm yellow

WRBEH 2025-10-16; #ZHE 2025-12-06

ELWMB g 5 MR I AR L 45 2% L300 (No. 1630152024006 ); 4 A& A A V45 i L3628 0 Wil 5 By i
2351 H (No. 102125211630150009005 ),

EEEN  MIRE(1993—), B, iEWF5E A4, WFFT T 1)« Bl 8RR 290 F 45 6 Bi iR o * il {5 /E# ( Corresponding author ):
Ktk ( SONG Weiwei ), E-mail: songweiweid26@aliyun.com,



%5 3 4]

ARICELAE . 16SrIT AT B AR S5 M4 S PCR ARG Jy 125 ) g o7 695

leaf phytoplasmas.

Keywords: areca; areca palm yellow leaf disease; phytoplasmas detection; nested PCR

DOI: 10.3969/5.issn.1000-2561.2026.03.014

FEMR( Areca catechu L. )JEFE MM Arecaceae )
HEMBE (Areca) ZAEAARAIEY), | iZ FAETE
DHFAHT b DX, R AR AE TR A ol 8 22 () oy 22 B 1
Y, FESMTIEEYE. B8 AamE S,
EAMUEALTFME, & —WEg ey, A
W oE e n B A PUAF AR B PUamal . bk &t
LR A N AR R, AR I £
Pl R R, AN B R
MR AADIA: - Horr ke R R e 5 | p e
1k (areca palm yellow leaf disease, AYLD ) &Hx%
Hu R Enin 2z —, HAEWRERI N T 20 ot
NS AL, WEgN . R EIETO, % TE
B B AR PPAR Xi &AE, RR— B 10%~
30%, HO X AR AL 90%, i M 70%~
80%, HEga=l

FE R AR — 2 T M BE . XELL N T353R 89 IR
Wy, A A TR R, 2T 16S rRNA
57 F %8 o, MR fEAE AR (areca palm
yellow leaf phytoplasma, AYLP ) 7EAS[G] i X 2
BE A 25 57 BB 4GB 344, 430 R 16811
4. 16SrXI 411 16SrXIV 415100, 7 B 2% R4y
S B 16SrXTV 20U s 7 v [ Vi g D) 60 1 3 AN
B 16SrT 2H . 16Srll 201 16SrXXXIT 414 A&
W A AE AT A FE A SRS e b R,
16SrI1 4 AH AR FE 5 e SC B L A S5 R A A X
BA—E WY, CHE &I kB, 1Ei
By 16SrIl AR iR EVa il B HFH
Fw . BURRRIZHE, NI RS A A R R
W PSR, 5 AR T RS R A A D A 2
HEAH EE L 16STIT 21 A8 A4 X 1 g 4y 4 b 22 42
Jof B R

YF 16Srll A A AR E W Rg Y B,
P g 1 T 2 AL o L S e g M A £ D
HRAB R . HAr, o FRiEA
CCh AYLD 2l 2 F B, REEEMERA
PCR ( #:F 168 rRNA ) U S5 42 9F % 1034 &
SEIRY RS oAy PCR HARU, %
S PCR HARPYC N FHT AYLD #&i0, {5473
AEFE— B Ry BR M, B 3o Sk I 7 v = 24 X
16SrT HE 24> AYLP ZEFF YL [, XF 16Sr1l

A DA R T R SN R, TR R A
16SrI1 ZH ) H [ AT A3y, B0 LU X T i
ZRBE PR

T EARAZ A 1 ( ribosomal protein, rp)
HE KA ARSI N e AR ST  E IR 25 57 i 2
) TR AR R . 4 DL R s AL AR S 1)
FOARCIY . I, IR 16STIT 415 3 A A
AR SR B AR ZS 1, A5 LA 16SrIl 448
JEARR rp FE AR, BT RS PEHL S PCR 5]
Y, IEVPARIZ T BRI L BURE R T TR)AE
MR, BAEESORER) 16SrIT AR 2 fb il
JRARR B A, AR A i Bk B 4R f ¢
HEROR S

1 MREA=E

1.1 #R

11 BHXAR REREBHPERE SR A A W S5
( 19°33'9"N, 110°48'5"E ), X I B ¥k % 5 M
HNDZ1., HNDZ3., HNDZ6, HNWCS5, %Lft
A0 960 A 16SrIT 2 A M 2 At B AR B 0
MBI AL RS . MERBC IS EE 1 (areca palm
velarivirus 1, APV1) QZ255 ¥R Z& Il QZ256 ¥R % .
FENRIRIEIABE NG 7 (areca palm necrotic ringspot
virus, ANRSV ) WCI BRZRFI WC2 B & | HEfif i
JETH ( Colletotrichumsp. ) DZ1 FEA&F DZ2 Btk |
R ER R ( Thielaviopsis paradoxa ), 2T
FAA LA /R ( Burkholderia andropogonis )
DNA ( 5 ¢cDNA ), 4 rp [E $af Ml B2 B sl -+
G HR AL o AP AR LTS . AR N AR TR A 3
27 (Pantoea ananatis). h4% 4 & B 5 it i
( Sphingomonas yantingensis ). [ {4 4 /) T B
( Curtobacterium albidum ) . #% #£ 2¢ #1 4T B
( Bacillus cereus ) M it J& & ( Frondihabitans
australicus ), HAE i DNA H H & #vis £l B2 e
SR RS/ O 95 13 ey L e B € I R P
AN B¢ B A8 5~ I 5 FIASE AR By [T o B 4 AL
AR (16SrIT-A W41 ) DNA Hy H [ #i ol B
BB SAE Y R TSR BT B 5 AT AR i
& (16Sr1-B W4 ), BB LA 5K (16S1T-B IF
). diE AR AR (16Sr 1 -B W4l ). 11
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R JFAAR (16SrXXX11-D W4 ). F84E AL
HEER (16Sr1l-A W4l ). 46T 5 2 AR IR
A (16Sr1l-A WAL ) ML DNA, LLECH G Y
fEFRAE b DNA, 37 by o [ S £ b Bl B R - F
e AL

1.1.2 £ &RXA 585 YA FZ DNA #2H
)& . 2 x Hot Master Taq PCR Fii{R {57 ) H K
AR (b)) BRAA . LR
DYCP-31DN %4 3yt fiig 4l #E ¢ H3 9k 1% . Thermo
ND2000 75 & 1T . B84 Biometra
Tone 96G % PCR ¥ . KZ-III-F %! = {1 Y5 2 4L
JEAL . AP20R-30-ARY %U/Ki#4% . Universal 320R

ill::l! % 'I:A\ m o
II-rp-1F [l-rp-2F
1 2|50 5?0

’3%0 | |4|'r87 -

Primer Pade:
EF193375 |CEAGE
EF193380 |Eade
EF193371 | EZade
EF186815 |EAGE"
EF186818 |EAGE"
AY264855 | RAGET TGO
JQ360962 |FAGET (T Cl
EU651838 |AGE"

AY197678 | FZAGE"

EF183492 qeTx
AY197683 | FeAHET A
DQ318239 [

Fig. 1

K1 AHREKX PCRIENFTEMSIWER

Tab. 1 Primer information of nested PCR detection
method in this study
uyy L
Ecld 79 (53) b A B
Primer S (53 Amplified frag-
Name equence (5= ment size/bp
II-rp-1F CAAGGTGTTAGAATGAAACG 727
II-rp-1R TACCCCATGAATAGTTTTAGC
II-rp-2F  TGGGTCAAAAGAGTAGTCCTATT 565

II-rp-2R GCATAATCAATTTTAGAACGA

1.2.2 DNA 428 i FHfEY 341 DNA 485U
R &, = b R e AL 00 U0 B 45 3R HURE & A
DNA. SR FH IR 58 s Fi K R ol i 23 YO BT
TR S DNA st dEAT R I, A 4% 19 R
DNA F-20 C4&A FRAF&H .

1.2.3 E#HEIGE L34y 16Sr 11 4R A fb kil
JE A A B P X R, e BREASE R ARE 5t P Ay [ 4 %o
MR, ORI TCHE ddHLO 178 IR IR, 17 85K PCR,
55 —%8 PCR i IAZ (25uL )24 : 2xHot Master Taq

B 1 16Srll HERER S Wt
Design of specific primers for 16Srll group phytoplasmas

12 FHik

1.2.1 £ X PCR 3l #ikit #F|f DNAMAN %k {4
FL Xt 16SrII-A F4H [ peanut witches'-broom phy-
toplasma 1Y) rp 3& K ( EF193375) 5 16SrlI-E V.41
( EF193380 ). 16SrlI-D W 4 ( EF193371 ).
16SrII-B V. 41 ( EF186815 ). 16SrII-C W #H
(EF186818 ). 16SrI-B W4 ( AY264855 ), 16SrIII
W40 (1Q360962 ), 16SrV 41 ( EU651838 ), 16SrV
41 (AY197678 ). 16SrVII 41 ( EF183492 ), 16SrVI
20 (AY197683 ). 16SrIV 41 ( DQ318239 ) HifiY rp
FE, BEBEAE 16STIL 21 PR <1 11 AF HL At 4 [R) £ 7 7%
ZF X (B 1, £ 1), 51¥h4ET
TR (B B A BRAFE .

II-rp-2R II-rp- 1R
7?0 10|00 12|50

- S~
- ~ o

10f15 10|35 1082

. 1062

= TH Tl

)
)
)
)
n
)
4
1
e
4
B

€C Enn L’EA

CACATTTH |ApleT(eler nrp

PCR TR 10 pL, /RS9 (10 umol/L ) 4%
1 uL, EFY DNA 2 ul, JTHETH ddH0 #h 2
% 25 uL PCR ¥R 5514F:95 CHZE M 5 min; 95 C
APk 45 s, 48.5 ‘CiB-k 45 s, 72 ‘CH#EfH 1 min,
I35 NMER . RS —R  E 1 20 (KR
Fb ) # R E VR EE 5 PCR MR (HE 3RS 500
#hy . B KR 46 °C, FE{HEHE 1 min, HAZS
HRIF 28— ). PCR ¥ 34 /=W i 1 %S i M 5
HL UK ITAE 224 TS ML 501, 2%l KON & 1™
WRATAY TR (1E) BhARA R T
W, W45 3R AR Pz . 28007 4R A5 Y
H (4 3 A i i NCBI ( https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.
gov ) B I I FEZE blastn F2 7 #E4T R TR K & 41
Hr; ffi H DNAMAN %<4l NCBI ORF Finder &
FEa it B R B IR T 5, MG B sc 2
GenBank (48 % .

1.2.4 #oes BBHMERES HNDZ6 JEH 4
DNA #HE BER R, 7 BIFGRE 2.5 % . 5 f% . 7.5 1% .
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10 fi%. 12.5 f%. 15 5 EVEN PCR Bk, FH N B FEAE & DNA S FAHEXT IE  JTCEEJC B ddH,O

AWF5ESIY . 16S RNA #5149 (P1/P70 5
RI6F20/R16R21" ) | tuf 5E [ A9 @ JH 51 9
( fTufl/rTufl A fTufu/rTuful®!) #1475 X PCR,
PCR § AR 5HF SR 1.2.3 %, 16S rRNA £
#x PCR AR 5 %2 SCHNEIDER %510
GUNDERSEN 2"y J73k | tuf 2K §3% PCR 1k
% 5FLF 2 M SCHNEIDER 4:2°) PCR 743 i
1% B RE B8 I P UK HE A7 0 AT, JTAE S AP 6 g
A, MR 3 A H30 PCR BRI SR ME . ke
ST RE MR BHE , PCR =Myt A4 T A1) T2
( b3 ) et A BRA w7007 o

1.2.5 #F3h3E D) 16Sr 11 ZH A i fh pt S A4
HNWCS5 [tk DNA R PHM:XTIE, f@ AR A
DNA A X R, Joll TG ddH,0 K28 X E
APV 1 5T QZ255 ¥k & APV Wi # QZ256 Bk & .
HEMPIRFEIA BERN B WCT AR R KRR FE IR B0 75
WC2 #R &M cDNA, b LA AR 16SrT 41 .
L1 2 iR S AR 16SrX XX 11 4H . Colletotrichum
sp. DZ1. Caolletotrichum sp. DZ2 . T. paradoxa.
B. andropogonis. P. ananatis. S. yantingensis. C.
albidum. B. cereus. F. australicus ) DNA S5k
AT HL PCR, PCR =458 ik 1 %350 i M 6 Jie HhL Tk
TN, FRTERIMNE TSRS KN PB4
FesetE, ROWVIRR RS 1.2.3 95,

1.2.6  #ApAESagdm B8 FESCREM N SCE
T STk A A A o o D W A (19°337147N,
110°47'15"E ), ZKERBEE B RN 5%, J& T
Wb o BEALRSE M R RIE AL AR 5 22 4, R
Fon A DNA VERIH, faREAE il A B fiE
JCHEICHE ddH,0 My as xR, yE47 85 PCR . PCR
PR I 1% RE B EE R LUk o B S TE R
W St e, VAT | P i T R) N PR, RO
TR ZR B AR F S I8 1.2.3 35 89 38 H i 7 B
) PCR ¥k 24 TAY TR ( 1) AR
ol AT W E, IR T AIE R R E
GenBank #2 J7E .

1.2.7 RRF EHMARAREEN  DERK S
IR JEAAR (16SrIT-A W4 ). 4011 B3R
MR (16SrIl-A W41 ). 484 PR A TR 1A
(16Sr1l-A W4 ), 71 F IR (16SrI-B
20 ), TR LA FAR (16SrT-B W4 ). 413 A
KA AR (16Sr1-B W4 ), L8 RS JF A4
(16SIXXXII-D W.4H ) # 45t DNA At , LIX}

Jyas AR, BEFT 0 PCR, PCR P25 3T 1%
BINEE I FL VK EA T A0 BT, HEAE 2RO T IS 5%
WA WAL R Y s Y, RO
KRR MFE TS 1.2.3 95, PCR ¥k &4t
TAY TR (B ) By A R " HE T30 Y
FHKs 55 B3 E GenBank 4%

2 HR55H
2.1 AT

M 2 AT%0, 3 £ 16Sr 11 ZHAs A 5 Ak Al 5 A4
PR i 47 38 1 S R0 B R/ — B 51
1M 3 (AR ARAE & ( BAEXT IR ) Keas Frxf iR
RY MR AN . B PHPERE S 0 B 0 Begead iy
H5FARE, FREMR BT, SRER,
MAES HNDZ1, HNDZ3., HNWCS5 /) DNA Hi"
R4S A R AR A OC ¥ 51 ( GenBank %% 55
PX406222, PX406221, PX406223 ), KE# N
565bp, 3 ZFKIFHIME —5, G+C HFEHN
27.43%, RUEST ik 348.19 kDa, % F B
3~563 nt 4l 187 MEELR, J75) HXS H g b
FEY) AR JF AR BEAR SR S3 ( ribosomal protein
S3 ). £ NCBI blastn [A] AR B, #£ i
HNDZ1 ., HNDZ3 . HNWCS5 [¥] rp 2 X 551 5 16Sr
Il 0 FiJ7 /A Y Peanut witches’-broom phytoplasma
(&% : Q900570 ). Pigeon pea witches’-broom
phytoplasma ( % 5% %5 : FJ560598 ). Cajanus
scarabaeoides witches’-broom phytoplasma (% 5%
5 MF488706 ) 45 30 MR R Y rp FH 75 AL
PER 100%, BLEAY 3% R B Ry 16Sr T4 R )
rp B B

M: DL2000 DNA marker; 1~3 4354 BH X I8
( HNDZ1 #ikk . HNDZ3 Hikk. HNWC5 Bikk );

4~6 HBAMEXTIR 7 Sas FIXEIR
M: DL2000 DNA marker; Lanes 1-3 correspond to positive con-
trols (strains HNDZ1, HNDZ3, and HNWCS, respectively); Lanes
4-6 represent negative controls; Lane 7 indicates the blank control.

B2 AT

Fig.2 Accuracy evaluation
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2.2 BIRMELEE

FIH AW S &R RS A S 168
rRNA | tuf 5 51 P4l 5 #1755 PCR,
Feds 3 451 st . SR BN, ARSI
2H ) ARURRME e, TR I R 12.5 A5 0 BH AR AR 5
HIKJE 16S rRNA G54, Al IR 7.5 %
FHMEAI AR f5c )5 2 tuf PR S 14, [ aess il
FIRMRER (E 3), LRy =gy, ¥4
SRR H 4, TR HMEY 3 BEI A
o | ZE G T e U B B T 16S rRNA FII tuf
FEPHE G 1A, B AR AR R R

bp
1000
750

M1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9

-

PR3 S A ERSRER O R MR RTEO

M: DL2000 DNA marker; 1~7: FFHP:AR 56 A% BB
(R AR O, 2565, 5%, 7.56%. 105,
12,5 4%, 154%); 8~9: ddH,0.

M: DL2000 DNA marker; Lanes 1-7: serial dilutions of positive
sample (undiluted, 2.5, 5, 7.5, 10, 12.5, 15 ) ; Lane 8-9: ddH,O0.
B3 #3: PCRA%L5 16SrRNA. tuf il A& PCR Y
BRI LE R
Fig. 3 Sensitivity comparison between nested PCR method
and universal nested PCR targeting 16S rRNA and tuf genes

23 R

FIUHABE SRR T A, X AR
KA (AL R Y M AR ) SR i
FEREJEAA 16STT 401 16SrXXXIT £ B bk kA 7 S 2
PCR K&, 23 M5 | H%F 16SrIT 41 KAl 1k At
SRR A RE S . S5 BoR, A0 16SrIl ZIAEA
B AGAE R DR 1S S5 AR B R — 30
Foalr, HARFERCRY W A, S 1 R
PR/ 24 (& 4), Eab 25 UL A 5519
ZHXF 16STIT 2 A A 2 b il J Ak HL A A8 4 vy Az )

Rt o

12345678 9101112131415161718

M: DL2000 DNA marker; 1: 16Sr T 244548 (AR A ;
2: 16Sr XXX T4 BRI RAAR; 3. APV JE#E QZ255 #k
F; 4: APVIJNRE QZ256 R A& 5: MMBIRSLIFBENGFF WCI #k
F; 6: IRMPIRFEARBER T WC2 BR R ;5 7 HERFAIE BT DZ1 TR A%
8: KEMPHIHTE DZ2 Bbk; 9: WRMRHBHKRENR; 10: A wid

TOERTEIRE; 11 WEEZHE,; 12: SR WaEAR R RE;

13: A /ANFTE; 14 BREZEMAFTE; 15 MR,
16: FIVEXTHR; 17. ZEAXTHG 18: FHMEXTHR,

M: DL2000 DNA marker; Lane 1: 16SrI group Areca palm yellow
leaf phytoplasma; Lane 2: 16SrXXXII group Trema tomentosa
witches'-broom phytoplasma; Lane 3: APV1 QZ255 strain; Lane
4: APV1 QZ256 strain; Lane 5: ANRSV ~ WCl strain; Lane
6: ANRSV  WC2 strain; Lane 7: Colletotrichum sp. DZ1 strain;
Lane 8: Colletotrichum DZ2 strain; Lane 9: T. paradoxa; Lane
10: B. andropogonis; Lane 11: P. ananatis; Lane 12:

S. yantingensis; Lane 13: C. albidum; Lane 14: B. cereus;
Lane 15: F. australicus; Lane 16: Negative control; Lane
17: Blank control; Lane 18: Positive control.

B4 R
Fig. 4 Specificity evaluation

2.4 IEWPEAHE M AR

KA HLS PCR 514, %R AR SCE
AR (1Y) 22 I A AL A HE A TR, S5 SR s,
4 AL A Y PCR 9738 77 13 10 90 5 8045
BOR/N—340, HORFERY 1 45, 5.
YE R E | iy AN P W S IR I 5 o i
PERE S Y B A R TN Y, SRR T A &
H Y 271 B RE S XA 2] 16Se TR JFEAR ) rp
HEH (CBFES: PX406224~PX406227 ), i#t—4)F
LT A AT 2B, X 4 (B Y rp SRR IR Y
GUAHALE R 99.87%, Ho g hth ) 2 LR 3 51 AH AL
ik 100%.

M1234567289101112131415161718192021222324

M: DL2000 DNA marker; 1~22: FE#FER; 23 xR
24 ZEHXIR,
M: DL2000 DNA marker; Lanes 1-22: Areca palm samples;
Lane 23: Negative control; Lane 24: Blank control.

5 MRMEUHERNNAKN
Fig. 5 Applied detection of areca palm yellowing samples

25 ARFFEYEBEEFERN

16Sr1 41 . 16Sr11 2H 2 16SrXXX 1 2H Al JF A4k
it -5 0 17 B A 2R G 55X PCR A 45 3 (&
6) G, 16SrIl AV I 45 AR JRIR . 96 F 15
JE S SR R S A6 A S A JEL R 4 3 5
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B H BE R/ N—B 9 4545, 39 16STIT 41 4K rp
FER (B 515 . PX523482 . PX523483 . PX523481 );
T JHGXoF I it B 27 = AR R T H B AR
16Sr T 2047+ ISR S A4 . v R B Al Ji A4 . 4
[ o ABSAR JEAAS , 16SrXXX T 2 111 35 bR AAAS A 5
A, B AR AR 25 FAE S B R 1S s H i 2%
0o RIS G WX AN FIAE Y 16Sr 1T 246 )5
PRI ELA — 2 i3 M

Ml D 3 ARSERCER/RSERORI0R11 12 13 14 135

M: DL2000 DNA marker; 1. 3. 5: 16SrIlZHHLJFEA (40015
FR KB B IELIR | T 15 JE S VBSORE JBAA | A A ISR R4 )5
2. 4. 6: XFRMEFEXT IR (Sl AR A . B R 3E . AEAE )
7. 9. 11: 16Srl HAHEMA (5300 0T F AR R . AL
LA . 2 [ e A AL IAA ); 8 10 120 X ARE R X R (43
BIRPTF . ws AHBRE ); 130 14: 435105 16SrXXX T4 1l #
JRABCRER . LR IR; 15: 25 IR,

M: DL2000 DNA marker; Lanes 1, 3, 5: 16SrII group phytoplasmas
(Parthenium hysterophorus witches'-broom, Cleome ruti-
dosperma witches'-broom, peanut witches'-broom ) ; Lanes 2, 4, 6:
Corresponding healthy controls (Parthenium hysteropho-
rus, Cleome rutidosperma, Arachis hypogaea ) ; Lanes 7, 9, 11:
16SrI group phytoplasmas (bamboo witches'-broom, Melia azeda-
rach yellows, Pericampylus glaucus witches'-broom ) ; Lanes 8, 10,
12: Corresponding healthy controls (bamboo, Melia azeda-
rach, Pericampylus glaucus) ; Lanes 13-14: 16SrXXXII

group Trema tomentosa witches'-broom phytoplasma and its
healthy control; Lane 15: Blank control.

E6 ARFEEVERERENEN
Fig. 6 Detection of phytoplasma diseases in
various host plant species

3 iTig

RS 25 T2 e R A, B
VYL T 1000 22 k4 K oK R0 50 g B 1 PO,
[ T R S VR — R S, AR E AR
FERB IS Tl JE 4, CHE ZEU5IE g g 12 10 94
I 18 FPAT YL TR R, 1T 16SrIl 41
L JE AR AT R e T B A TR, WK L BB
e H RESE . 16SrIT AR AR FVaH) iz, 12
Y] i B AR 2 NPT A TN B8 A
FrE et MG AR B PO 2 2
TAEYIRE . 740, KRR R Z 6] bt 5 2
SRR B AR AT rp B, # T
BEXT 16SrIT A1AE AR A9 R 57 528 PCR il
B, 2R R B R S AR, HonT

AT HAZF A 16SrIT ZH A JEAARKS I, Rt
A HE ST ORI T vk ] A 16SrIT AR i b A
DR Ko HAth 7 T AR AR AR 112 W R R R
A

2022 414 YR B 16STIT 4 51 AH AR R A
TR YLt ARk, AL 3 fd FH £ Fh 825 PCR
Sl TR, Wk HEHEX PCR 51494
L15F1/MapR1 Fl SecYF2 (11) /SecYR1 (11) B4
J rpF1C/rp (1) R1A Flrp (I1) Fl/rp (1) R1%21,
MAHRFBEHW RN . REHL PCR 5194l
fTufl/rTufl F1 fTufw/rTufu PIa] 448 1 B 194087,
L LA ASE AL DL (A ARG I w118 SRR AR T AR 5 2
SEHG AL, X ] RS G|  2H AR R ARSI v Az
RERR L PR 2 4675 502, 2 PCR P B ROCR FEAIR
FIT S ASBIFFE g 7 RS I T ok A g H 2 B il
FEA AR R SR 3, HED VT BB A2 R A = T
Yo, AREHERE R MY 3G 550 5 AR A KON
B, AR B IR BB UK EE R . S b, REE
B 22 B AR, A 4 O A M R A, X T
KA AR RS, TR T BB HE 3 SR .
—JE AR A AR AR AR T A IR B,
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