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(1. Kb Y mbEpe, KE 3003845 2. f[E b B Bk MR B 58 it
TP RE Y= E R E SR E, JLa 100193)

HE HAE A BT B a , T E A9 12 3F T 35 7R 4k & (viable but non-culturable, VBNC), A 3 F) A & &%
WHEE(PMA) S PCREARMLE S ELT —HRRAKXE S FRARE@AS> TR F %, AT hreS AR A
5\, &3t T — s E AR B A4 A 5] hreSE/hreSr; £ PMA s¢-F 45 8 PoS2 M 4k 89 fm it & i ik AF B $EAT FRAL
MR FAPCRY Y, SR AW, SHET PMA R BREH 3 pg/mL A E X T 5 min &, PMA T4
A HI T E AR MM P 09 DNA 3 A3t T34 VBNC K& e+ o9 DNA ¥ 3% A %o KX 20
PMA-PCR 7 ik it A 2t @46 VBNC K&/ N 69 FAH EH AT 8 % TSR0 R e =&,
KR FRE: EREAER; FHETERKA
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Rapid detection of viable but non-culturable (VBNC)
Ralstonia solanacearum by PMA-PCR method

Yu Xiaolong'?, XulJin®, Zhang Hao’, Xu Jingsheng’, Huang Wen’,
Hu Xiaomei*, Feng Jie*, Wang Xueli!

(1. College of Horticulture and Landscape , Tianjin Agricultural University, Tianjin 300384, China ;
2. Institute of Plant Protection , Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences. State Key Laboratory for
Biology of Plant Diseases and Insect Pests, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract Ralstonia solanacearum can enter into the VBNC state (viable but non-culturable) in response to ad-
verse environmental conditions. A novel method to differentiate viable/dead cells of R. solanacearum was estab-
lished by using a DNA dye of propidium monoazide (PMA) in combination with the polymerase chain reaction
(PMA-PCR). On the basis of hrcS gene sequence., a species-specific primer set hreSf/hreSr was designed for de-
tection of R. solanacearum . Samples were pre-treated with PMA which bound DNA from dead cells so that only
viable cells can be amplified by PCR. A final concentration of 3 ptg/mL PMA and 5-min exposure time was found
to completely inhibit PCR amplification from DNA of dead cells. and had no inhibition effect on viable and viable but
non-culturable (VBNC) cells. The PMA-PCR method established in this work can detect viable and viable but non-cul-
turable (VBNC)cells and avoid false positive and false negation result of R. solanacerum.

Key words Ralstonia solanacerum ; propidum monoazide; viable but non-culturable
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VLR i X A8 LK . HETE 17 s 97 HER 20°N
(IHFEE A Y B E 42°N 6 b b X, 5k
T A AR 7 b EE R T

VERWTFE AT TR S5 D A o A R 2R 45
Z— R TR VR 4 R B 4 T AL S T T
PR CBUG TR 2R R, (BN 15 A,
T B T 338 SOKARFR S o 2B 25 A T 2 IF 5 AU Y
AR ARG o — PO A A 7 4l T R AR ) 5k
PRI 7 AR B 05 B AL & A o 8 3R IR )
TS DATE -3 o R AR 06 ) 5 53— o s Ay
RT3 SR LR L EEREE RT3 A Y
JEA] B2 FE2 R 45 (viable but non-culturable VBNC),
HFZRE T RIS . VBNC R &40 58 L
XSRS VB T T T I B 4 R S B ik T
-3 SR FH 1 — Bl AR A7 % . 1982 47, VBNC IR
P RIS . HATE 85 AN A7 /e VBNC fk
A H P A 5 R AR AR . 30 S 6 R i
B (Pseudomonas fluorenscence) . 1 EE F &% AL Jig
A 06 28 7 (Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. cit-
1) R KR H (Rhizobium leguminosarum)™ (KR
SEEAFTHE (Agrobacterium tume faciens) FAFE /R
CH (R. solanacearum)™™®

i T A VBNC R 25 0% 4 78 JC v R FH L
M B £ 5 AR K5 75 O e i VBNC SR 285 40 1 79 R B
PEREIN A5 S SOl DLZCR A AE 0 4 TR LA B e )
Ry, FEM AT AL AL MWBE LUK E N E
AR T TE Y BB . H EIE T VBNC RS0
RO 75 1253 0 B T WAOGF S 27 LA ) 14
ME AL, PMA-PCR 1 EMA-PCR 2 4F 31 3 T
M PCR SR oK FH T VBNC AR 40 1 A A
W77k, XPIR ek 7% A PCR Jo ik X 73 1
TR 5 58 T TR AR D 130 B DNA (Y Bk, W]
A R G Al R A I 25 2R

SR BRALTAEE (propidium monoazide, PMA) 578/
1k 25 B2 A IR (ethidium monoazide bromide, EMA)
JEICH DNA Gkl Joik i i s B 4 g i 4 i
HABBMiAn M se 125 2 85 ok 9 DNA, I 5 Z B
Fe e AL R B B DA T BELIST DNA 71~ 1) 2R 45 il
FUSONE FE5R G BRUR T F AR ) PMA Fl EMA 57Ky
FRVAE B WM R . PMA 5 EMA 5 H
5 B PEE, I HLAE S PCR £54, 383 b4 I i
HH i TRk S5 55 AR (EMA) B AT 41 i 7

PEOOD I H A FFR A 10° ofu/mLMY , A i 56 vk
A1 PMA At DNA 4ek},

AMWFSE LA D7 5 0 LA Y VBNC IR 285
R B A AR VNG AR 4K 8 19
L3 TR A U 52 B 90 S5 03
HRrI 55 42 SR W 1) ORI AN S A H R AR O S
VR AT R A AT B 0 A

1 RS

1.1 ###l
PE B IR T RE 357 5 1 « AW 5 050 FH 0 75 0 T
MRS ISR MR Bk A ARSI % TR I3 1,

x1 FHRURIEMATHERER

Table 1 Ralstonia solanacearum strains used in this study

CEEN T ST P b NS
No. Strain Race | No. Strain Race
1 Snl 1 29 Tml 3
2 4-2-1 1 30 Tm2 3
3 e 1 31 Tm3 3
4 Bd1 1 32 Tm4 3
3 A=2=2 1 33 Tmb5 3
6 2=2=1 1 34 Tm6 3
7 o=2=1 1 35 Tml0 3
8 R92 1 36 PoYN3-2-2 3
9 Wi 1 37 PoYN4-2-1 3

19 B&B=2=2 1 38 PoYN5-4-1 3
I e il=1d=1 1 39 Th23 3
12 SPIL 1 40 Th43 3
18 8=2-2 1 41 w1-1 4
14 I3 1 42 H2-1 4
15 GMI1000 1 43 Hw3-1 4
16 Po82 2 44 HS5-1 4
17 R74 2 45 7-Aq-2 4
18 R291 2 46 Hi7k 16 5
19 R9 2 47 ik 7b 5
20 R419 2 48 It 3e 5
21 R236 2 49 It 2b 5
22 R304 2 50 % de 5
23 17 2 51 I %2 5 5
24 R286 2 52 714 5
HERERRE

25 R457 2 53 (Ralstonia ﬂ:fﬁ

mannitolilytica) AR

T Wb

26 R261 2 o (Ente;}fi?/ji‘i]r Sp. ) %1‘;

e N5%

27 Ris4 2 5 ( ('}Lryszl;aii:rm sp. ) ;k

28 R96 2
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SRR R NA PR T 28°C &0 R 5%,
FEFRERIC O AR A A 10 g . ZREBER S g 4
B3 g R 0.5 g . Biflg 18 g. i pH £ 7. 0,
EARE 1 L,121 CKE 20 min,

BRI FNFER « B IR LN BE (propidium monoa-
zide) (Biotium Cat. No. 40013) . 4 & 3 41 DNA
EGAF) £ (BioTeke Cat. No. DP2002) . Marker 1
(Bing Da),PCR {¥ (Applied Biosystems) ., Advan-
tage 2 Polymerase Mix(Cat. No. 639201) ; HL4 317
R oA A
1.2 A&

1.2.1 FREREEFREH &

3 R R AR A T AR T K 25 8 KR i
&R Rk, T 40 Y & Mk (Ctriphenyltetrazolium
chloride, TZO) K77 ¥t bl £k, 30 C 44 F £ 5¢%
48 h J5 , Pk LAY 1) T R A B A B B L B
NA B5F#5F-H. 30 C 4644 F 15 9% 48 h, R A Mk,
PR a5 324 . o3 i) T O 2 2 7K A i s ik
JE2 3X10° efu/mL IR EF IR 100 CIKIFAL B
10 min, 245 75 4l 1 JC 1 40 i B TF R . IF T NA
M b 2R B E e OR 5 4
1.2.2 PCR 3| 4% it

H4% GenBank Hf %5 5% (1) 5 Al 1 Po82 T A% 1
hreS KR 4% 12 ¢ %) (NC_017575. 1 1330556 -
1330816) . F| F§ NCBI £ £k 5| %) #% i1 % 4 Prim-
erBLAST AT H A AR L5 1 it sc i il
AETAY TREARRAF A K.

1.2.3 PCR¥ ¥ 4&#

HRPE PR TS , B L VAR R, 25 pL (R R4
i PCR Mix 10 pL, hreSf(0. 099 nmol/pl) 1 pl,
hreSr(0. 106 nmol/pl) 1 pL, ¥4 1 pl, ddH,O
12 L.

PCR W AT A : 94 CHIAE % 5 min; 94 CAE 1
30 s,59CiB 'k 30 s,72° CEfH 30 5,2 30 MEH ; 5
Ja 72" CHE# 10 min,

1.2.4 PCR#HFHERKE

S LA 52 AN Al B R R A 3 2 BB T
DNA Sy a1t , e 25149 hreSI/hreSr #47
PCR 434 P WA R AP 1. 2. 3, IK I L& T
AR BT & 9 38 =9 2. 0 Y0 Bt i R e v ik G
NIESVE=SSE

1.2.5 3|4 ¥ RAEE

FARER M 2 2 AL (Gene 42 T] , NanoVue plus)
5 B2 B Po82 R4 DNA ¥k, I 10 f5 86
PEMRK A TR 25 ng/pll 2. 5 ng/pl. 250 pg/pl.,
25 pg/pl 2.5 pg/pls e 1. 2. 1 J5 ikl 4 v BE hy 3
X10° cfu/mL (1) Po82 B, 10 f5HE BER B 2 3 X
10! cfu/mL. F)FS ST Y hreSt/hreSr, 3% 1. 2. 3
P4 S5 I A 2R IR T 3 ol Rl A6 88 s R 1) Po82 3[R 4
DNA #£7 PCR §" 14, 2. 06 Bt g W58 5 v, 1 /6
MELLEGL
1.2.6 &t PMA 47 77 %

PMA ¥ T —20 CHOGIRFE. B 500 pL 45
R A E T 1.5 mL B.08 L A 2 pL WRE
9 1 mg/mL ) PMA %3, fii PMA (2R N 4
pg/mL; PMA 5 EGRIR G X5 G TE S AT
FHCE 5 min, FJH 500 W A pi Z 4T BEYE 5 min, 6
HEAZHR A i B F oK b G ad #0 . HAE BRI
50 emih s SRR FE AYARIFIK 1 000 g B0 5 min, JiffG
UUTERS T 500 pL TTREKH
1.2.7 F#% VBNC KA WE S

AL 4 1 mL 3XX10° efu/mL [ 25
WILL 50.52.54.56.58.60.62,64 F1 66 C4bFH30 min
Ja s a1 pl AT T NA AL 48 h J5 A A W
AL

8 T AN A VBNC IR 5. & ] PMA-
PCR #4740, %of REZH Sy [] v B2 1) 75 R 7 B8 T A AT
BRI TS IS

2 ERE5HM

2.1 HRMESIWEt

FET FATH W & F By PoS2 43K 4 FF %1
hreS FEH T T 12 X540, i 4845 7 — X
RS (hreSt/hreSr) (% 2), A 38 45 K/
4 246 bp W H I Bt

x2 BHE hreS EFE PCR 18545 5

Table 2 Primer sequences of Ralstonia solanacearum hrcS gene

5|94 FR Primer BW1F%1(5'-3") Sequence

hreSt GGACTACGACAACATCACGC
hrceSr GTCTGCATGATCGAGTTGGC

2.2 PCR &1L
FEROBAR Z A A 7. 5.10,12. 5 uLL PCR
Mix, 4734 25717 JC B 2 22 535 A [) 1B KR R : 56,57,
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58.59.60.61 C /™ AL A 34 25l WL 25 5% 51 1)
FEIYHIN 0. 6.,0.8.1.0,1. 2 L PSS BY P14 4%
A IEH 22 S (& D s th I UE 25 pl NIk &R
AR : PCR Mix 10 pL, BG4 1 L
1 pL.dd HO 12 pL 3B KJEE 59C,

M 1 23 M 45 67 8 9 MI1011 12 13

bp

M: DNA marker [; 1~3: PCR mixi{fill& A 7.5+ 105 12.5 pL; 4~9: iRk
EHEEHS6. 57 58 59y 60+ 61 °C; 10~13: hreSE/hreSti R %70.6+
0.8+ 1.0, 1.2 puL

M: DNA marker I; 1-3: PCR mix content: 7.5, 10, 12.5 pL; 4-9: Annealing
temperature: 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61 °C; 10-13: hrcSf/hrcSr content: 0.6, 0.8,
1.0,1.2 pL

1 5|49 hreSf/hreSr PCR &4 WIEZE R
Fig.1 PCR conditions validation with
primers hreSf/hreSr

M 1 23 4 5 67 8 9 10111213 1415

2.3 PCREFRMEERGERIE
2.3.1 HREBHiE

L 55 AZHE R DNA SR (& D R FHFE
ST hreST/hreSr #5177 PCR 9731, 453 8w, BT

HAE DNA HJREY 1 1 246 bp Z245 Y B —F§ 55

A, SIS R — 8 H R R G
PRI BEORT TR S5 0T R P DU 7 AR 3 45t (1 2)
2.3.2 REERKIE

DIRG9 hreSE/ hreSr 43 6 AN [R1 e BE AR FE 1
Po82 FLHAT DNA 5 BRI T4 3 B B ISR K AR
MRS IR 250 7 - B I DNA FH B IR B IR A
WA EE 3318 25 pg/ pl #1 3X10° cfu/mL(&] 3),
2.4 SHRMEFSEHEHN VBNCRE

W 3 FiR» BRI 52 C LB AR AR 30 min
JG AR RITER B IR RO 0. KP4
S R HEA T VBNC R A B RE 5 2 i
35 d g AR IR E T FRIRE

M 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28

bp
300
200

M: DNA marker I; 1~55: 5&1@tkd5—3k
M: DNA marker I; 1-55: Strains as indicated in table 1

2 5[4 hreSt/hreSr 45 FHIRIEE R

Fig. 2 Specificity of the primer set hreSf/hreSr for detection of Ralstonia solanacearum

M1 234 5

M 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

M: DNA marker [; 1~5: DNA¥ B H25 ng/puLs 2.5ng/puLs 250 pg/pL~
25pg/uls 2.5 pg/pL; 6~13: BERIREHR3%10% 3x107s 3x10% 3x10°
3x10% 3x10°\ 3x10%, 3x10 cfu/mL
M: DNA marker I; 1~5: DNA concentration: 25 ng/pL, 2.5 ng/uL, 250 pg/pL,
25 pg/uL, 2.5 pg/pL; 6-13: Bacteria concentration: 3x10%, 3x107, 3x10°,
3x10°, 3x10% 3x10°, 3x10%, 3x10 cfu/mL
3 3|49 hreSf/hreSr REIERIFLE R
Fig. 3 Sensitivity of the primer set hreSf/hrcSr for
detection of cell suspension and total DNA of

Ralstonia solanacearum

2.5 AbF VBNC REB#HER PMA-PCR &
XTHEA VBNC AR 25 (19 3 B i i 47 PMA-PCR

M 29 30 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45

M 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 M 535455

i, 25 5 R (B 4) , & PMA FlAb PR R 5 1~
9 PEARES Y AN, MO AL 11 WIJCHE %
7, =W PMA-PCR REAZI AL T VBNC R 15
o B A RGEE B 1 R AR T R A T S B B
PR 25
2.6 PMA-PCR il 77 % B (B PRI IE IE

g iE PMA-PCR J2& 15 7 Az {5 BH PR A 0 25 2
A3 SR HE Mtk PCR 5 PMA-PCR %} 3 40
FURERE SR IEA AN, 25 (3% 4) R W, # L PCR &t
PIBETE DNA VE SR IE 515, A I 45 5 34 2 FH
P51 PMA-PCR A LA B Ry A #0A% oK Hh 3 BH
PRI ZE S (& 5) L SEARTH B — 2 R UE T PMA-
PCR ] FEdE,
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®3 AREEBEALEESHE P82 RIITHER
Table 3 Colony number of bacterial suspensions
of Ralstonia solanacearum strain Po82 treated by

different temperatures

IKIEHLEE /S C FELL/ ctu

Temperature of water bath Number of colony

CK 1 000+
50 32

S O O O O O O O

9

M: DNA marker I; 1~11: 50~ 52+ 54, 56+ 58\ 60 62, 64\ 66 C.
EHEAHR SRR

M: DNA marker I; 1-11: 50, 52, 54, 56, 58, 60, 62, 64, 66 °C, live bacteria,
dead bacteria

B4 AERELEFER PMA-PCR 1548
Fig. 4 PMA-PCR products of bacterial suspensions of Ralstonia

solanacearum strain Po82 treated by different temperatures
M | 2 3 4 5 6

M: DNA marker [; 1~6: PCR (3x10° cfu/mL)» PMA-PCR (3x10° cfu/
mL)s PCR (3%107 cfu/mL)s PMA-PCR (3x10” cfu/mL)s PCR (3%
10° cfu/mL)s PMA-PCR (3x10® cfu/mL)
5 JEE R PCR 5 PMA-PCR ¥ 845 R
Fig. 5 Comparison of PCR and PMA-PCR for detection of
dilution series of dead Ralstonia solanacearum cells
R4 ERTMBFITHE EN PCR %,
PMA-PCR il ZE % i& &t B B9 L B
Table 4 Comparison of plate counting, PCR and

PMA-PCR for detection of dead Ralstonia solanacearum cells

BRUREE/ ARG cfu # R PCR PMA-PCR
cfu s mL™! Plate Polymerase PMA-polymerase
Concentration counting chain reaction chain reaction
3106 0 FHE FA
3X107 0 FH % [(5]E3
3X108 0 PR FAYE

3 itig

VBNC RS2 20 T A Y 00 55 A 38 A= 25 e
BU L ZCRASTT 1Y 40 T 2 0 5 A B 25 4 L 4E R AR
TP S A R DR ATP 5898, H AL 4%
SRR DA B A BRSBTS L ]
TAE YA T AT RS SR AR . VBNC AR 240
PRI B WU o B o T RS I B AR DA % 9 s 4
GG 2 G VI OC, H B R 4w rl i R S
VBNC P AR 2Z 18] A B 5% 48 1) 43— I 45 L3 o
AHERE, RIS VBNC R ZS 59 40 3 % T 7 fi 41
B A O HILEE e A 2558 I Pk & e F |

Grey % 2001 455 IR IE 1 R FI 4R 61500175 5
HHiEUEA VBNCARES . REFFRZER T RAS
T 3E 75 AN 2 5/ Po82 T Mk P A
VBNC ARZ  H-f F P A ks 77 5 PMA-PCR 4%
G e BRI S A VBNCARES . 9125
RIEEE A BR 52 C K& Ph B iR BE AT 25 5 Po82
#EA VBNCARZS, 68 CHH i W Y BOL IR E . &
Frpia J5 . i A VBNC RS Po82 & kK Al & 7
B FRRAS . H BB B 38 IR B 0 e 2 O
[B) AN JE K 52~ 56 C 4b#, =3 T & & £/ i)
JE BN Al A 9558 ~62 C AL I, 2 d J5 Al & Ji 5 64 ~
66 C .42 Fj it i) ) 4 K 2 35 d. %45 R 5 Oliver
and Bockian 4§ i i (1) 38 28 fa] 5L i B2 A8 b AT 5 i
VBNC AR B 5 95 FE AW 40070 AR 9 25 21
(] FsJ 2 7% FATT 7 5 o A0 R K ) I R A ) &
AE 5 SO I 0 7 R T OB IR E R 52 C 1y 4
W DAL A= 9 BB ZE 1 50 C il = Fh 45 & il
/LD I e = e i3 | T < = e S i R
BRI,

A 5T 5 0 5 B B VAR OG0 horp IR v
PRSFIED hreS VR0 3 il o8 B K F- Rl 8865 . Arp
LRI AR e TARY) 5 s s e A vl v g )
S SHEE R B W RS IR R R H
R 12U 2500, 1 A AF =40 . LA (D )
B AR B . 5 B I S B L R ( Xanthomonas
campestris) AR VR A1 B A [R] S A B horp B
PRI 552 2% 5 L 5t DR 2 ] A P A 0 2 DR A 8 B T
Jf 30 5 3 K -5 RS AR I B0 50 . 41 A 2R
AL R PO IR 252 T ORI T, Rt
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FERRZKT- b HLAG v AR ST DA IS PR SRy A6
BB o LA FH RS B ) B DX 30 R R N T e By
CIEP

25 FRnd, AiFgE 7 i PMA-PCR #0572 RE M
RARE P2 i AR AR 1 1<10° cfu/mlL
()T A AT T, DT RB 8 A 0 IX 43 SE 4 L Fn VBNC AR
BHIEA AL T VBNC ARZS 5975 M A 2 448 T
B R ARSI Ty s HAT — o 1 S AN (E A
N R

S8 3Lk
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