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Comparison of routinequick testsfor solanacearum in potato
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ABSTRACT: Objective To explore the epidemic prevention and control of solanacearum in potato.
Methods With routine supervision sampling potato as the material, the serology agglutination double
antibody sandwich enzyme linked immunosorbent assay (DAS ELISA) and molecular biology method of
real-time fluorescent PCR (RT-PCR) method were adopted for quick detection. Results Continuous multiple
statistical analysis of the testing results of the batch of potato test showed that the application of the above two
methods of potato solanacearum carrying case had a high sensitivity, especially for in latent infection without
showing symptoms of potato tuber detection showing more effective. Conlusion Both kinds of methods were
of great importance for potato solanacearum epidemic prevention and export detection.
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Table2 Primer sequences of solanacearum
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