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Abstract: Anovel method for rapid identification of Salmo salar and Oncorhynchus mykiss based on duplex PCR assay (conventional and
fluorescent assays) was developed. Specifically, after sequence alignment, specific primers for S. salar and O. mykiss based on the CO I and
Cyt b genes were designed and verified. The duplex PCR was optimized, and finally established. Only S. salar and O. mykiss amplified specific
bands of 108 bp and 207 bp, while the other 23 non-target species were not successfully amplified. The optimal amount of primers for S. salar
and O. mykiss were 0.1 umol/L and 0.4 umol/L, and the melting temperature was 81.5 “C and 85 °C, respectively. Among the 29 commercial
products, six products were identified as S. salar and three were identified as O. mykiss. Finally, theremaining 17 commercial samples were all
tested as negative in the duplex PCR assay, and the results were consistent with DNA barcoding method. The results showed that the duplex
PCR method for S. salar and O. mykiss was specific and feasible. This study provided reliable technical method and theoretical basis for the
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adulteration identification of S. salar and O. mykiss species.
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132 5l4p%kit

a Cytochrome oxidase subunit I (COI) Cytochrome b (cytb) 16,600 bp
| 1550 bp 1160 bp
5 / / 3
SalmoF-1/SalmoR-1 OmykF-12/0mykR-3
S. salar, 108 bp O. mykiss, 207 bp
b 10 SalmoF-1 20 30 40 60
Salmo salar CCTCCATTTG GCTGGTATTT CTTC/I\ATTé{' TGGG(I}CCAT'} AATT’]I'TATTA CAAC(IIATTA’II' 60
Salmo trutta ... .. A LCL T. G.vvviii i e LG 60
Salmo labrax .. ... A LCLL T. G.vviiii it LG 60
Omcorhynchus mykiss R A LCL T. AL AL e LGl 60
Oncorhynchus kisutch LT A LCLL L T. A..A. ... .. ... LG 60
Oncorhynchus masou ... T..CL A LCLL T. A.. Ao o LG 60
Oncorhynchus nerka N A LCL T. A.. Ao Lo C. .. 60
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha . . . T . . . .. A LCL T. A.. Ao ST 60
Oncorhynchus gorbuscha e T A AL T. Ao b LG 60
Oncorhynchus keta . . .. .. ... A LCLL T. G.vvviii i LGl 60
Clustal Consensus 60
130 SalmoR-l 140 150
Salmo salar AGTCACTGCC GTCCTTTTGT TACTCTCCCT C 151
Salmo trutta ... ... C. .. .... C. . A. e 151
Salmo labrax ... ... C... ... C..A. ... . 151
Oncorhynchus mykiss LT T ... C.A. LT . 151
Oncorhynchus kisutch . . . ... ... T LT. .. .C.AC ... T . 151
Oncorhynchus masou e T T ..A...C..C T..... . 151
Oncorhynchus nerka CAL L T ..A...C.AC LT A 151
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha . . . T . . . .. T ..., C.AC . ......... . 151
Oncorhynchus gorbuscha CAL L T AL .. C.AC AL 151
Oncorhynchus keta LA T AL .. C.AC LT AL LA 151
Clustal Consensus 106
c 10 OmykF-12 5 30 40 50
————f———> . | | | | | | |
Oncorhynchus mykiss CAATGAATTT GAGG&GGCTT CTCC(.TT(.AC AACGCCACTC TAACACGATT 50
Oncorhynchus gorbuscha - - - - - ce e CUVAL L e 50
Oncorhynchus keta -« - - .« . . ... ....C.. G Lo T 50
Oncorhynchus kisutch ~—~ + « . .« . . . .. LT 50
Oncorhynchus masou - . . . . . . . C. .T..C. 50
Oncorhynchus nerka - . . . . . . ... ....C.. A . ... 50
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha . . . . . . . . C. T 50
Salmo salar T..T..A. 50
Salmo labrax T..T..C. 50
Salmo trutta T..T..C. 50
Clustal Consensus # 50
230 Ol’ﬂykR 3 240

Oncorhynchus mykiss
Oncorhynchus gorbuscha
Oncorhynchus keta
Oncorhynchus kisutch
Oncorhynchus masou
Oncorhynchus nerka
Oncorhynchus tshawytscha
Salmo salar

Salmolabrax

Salmotrutta

Clustal Consensus

| | | |
TCTCCTAGGA TTCGTAGCCA TACTCCTAGG CCTAACATCC TTAGC 245
-G

cog. .

ﬂﬂ%@%ﬁﬁ%%

S r e

B 1 Zehitk col Fn oyt b EEHIE PCR 5[4RIHEXAIE
Fig.1 Target regions of duplex PCR primers on mitochondrial CO I and Cyt b genes
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Table 1 Information of the primer sets used in the present study

B Ardp At AR HE7 B2 F5 (5°-37) Tm RERE  HELRK
SalmoF-1 CCTCCATTTGGCTGGTATTTCT 55.0
S. salar Col 108 bp
SalmoR-1 GAGGGAGAGTAACAAAAGGACG 55.1
. OmykF-12 CAATAAATTTGAGGGGGC 529
O. mykiss Cytb 207 bp
OmykR-3 GCTAAGGATGTTAGGCCTAGG 54.8
mlCOlintF GGWACWGGWTGAACWGTWTAYCCYCC 63.2~68.6
@A COl . 330 bp [17]
jgHCO2198 TAIACYTCIGGRTGICCRAARAAYCA 38~48
M13-FP TGTAAAACGACGGCCAGT 8
M13-R puc CAGGAAACAGCTATGAC 18]

M GenBank T #UEERH BRI SRR IE R 751 (&
35 AF133701, LC050735, DQ288270, KU872713,
KR778842 , KU761857 , FJ435612 , KIJ769167 ,
KU761863, KF985737). il /74l bt 4, KH
BioEdit 7.0.9 #4 AETKPEEE =3 (S. salar)
ATt (O. mykiss) PMpkeFtEg|¥. 198 FR.
FPA. Tm AB 593 7 BOR/NILER 1o 51 0AR XA B A
Z AL S R IAE 1.

F IR 1.3.4 B SNAR 2 SARAR ) B2 AF: 5 43l 1
FH 111 SR s FIARAE S ) DNA X 51 IR 5+
PR T IR 5 PLE
133 %% PCR REIKA WS

FLE PCR §4KH 20 pL Wik %R 2xTaq PCR
Master Mix 10 uL, . FiF5[%) (10 yM) %1 uL,
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X TR PR =S A e e e 5 1) (3R 1,
H PCR #1264 N: 95 CHIAM: 3 min; 95 CAME:
15, 60 CiB-k 20's, 72 CHEMH 25 5, 40 MEIF; 72 C
ZEfH 5 min.

X§T DNA 25 TSI 514 (% 1), H PCR ¥4
FAEAN: 94 CTIARNE 3 min; 94 “CAEE 30s, 43 ‘CiE
K 30s, 72 ‘CHEAF 40's, 35 MEI; 72 ‘CHEF 5 min.

PCR ¥ M5, L 2%35 IR HE e A v v il
PCR ¥, Pkik DNA ZJENS Y1 s H ok 5 — 1
FEYAT AU T . KA BioEdit FAX I BT S
U P FEAT RG22 R IE I 1) 5| )RG5 & 1) 7 31
Ja, $#82%2% BOLD #(#i/%E (http: //boldsystems.org/
index.php/IDS_OpenldEngine) EXF 7347, H4EF51AH
UL ELIR 4 SR CRABLEE>98%"D), Bl &-BE S I
PR o
134 ¥ PCR R KRGS

PLS. salar, O. mykisss, O. keta, O. masou, O.
nerka, O. gorbuscha Al O. tshawytscha #2HL [ DNA Ky

R, AT E PCR [, % 5| )2 FERC ELadb AT
b, PRSI AE AW E PCR 7V,

W EEALIE PCR §#KHH 20 pL AR R: 2xTaq
PCR Master Mix 10 pL, KPEF =3 _EL RiF5 910
umol/L) ST . "FiF514 (10 pmol/L) VifA
REIREILILIZIE 2.2 XE PCR AR R4
R, DNA 4% 50 ng, fil dd HyO #MEZE 20 pL. A
i@ PCR § #2644 M: 95 ‘CHIANE 3 min; 95 ‘CARME
155,60 ‘CIBK 20's, 72 “CHEAH 25 s, 40 MEFR; 72 C
ZEAH S mine FHETERE, DL 2%Br IR HE S UK A I
PCR 4.

XUEE e PCR 448K FH 20 pL e M4k % : SGExcel
Ultra SYBR 7B & (with low ROX) 10 uL, KFE#H=
b RS (10 pmol/L) FIMLE#f F. RS
(10 pwmol/L) J2 MR R FERC L% 2.2 XU E PCR
SR R ST SR, DNA #4550 ng, B dd H,O #b
JEZE 20 uL. WEHSE PCR § 1% 1EN: 95 CHidstE
3min; 95 ‘CAME 155, 60 ‘CiBk 205, 72 “CiEAH 25
s, 40 MEH. E FRY WMEERIE, AT
M, WE 72 CHREMGIRE, FR%E 95°C, HEFRE
65 CIiEF60s, 1sFHEZE 97 C.

2 HEREDH

2.1 5t 5 it

RN, AR AT R A 57T LA Dy
YIRS R HEORER. SRIM, SIZERIAMLE, 2ok
IR BA G PP R LR R . BER
. JCHEAH., %%J”\’:T—%%ﬁm, 2 TR
PERR e, dEsE AL SR AU 2 AR
&ﬁﬂ’]ﬁl et Zliﬁﬁ?ikpjtiﬁ’]?ﬂ ELXS 7T
73T CO 1 AT Cyt b ZE PRIt 1 K PE A =S AL
YRR S R D,
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400bp —
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200bp—
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E 2 519y AERIE
Fig.2 The specificity results of duplex PCR using two sets of
primers

E: () KEFEZX &3\ FHEiE, (b): it 3|
P FEE, (c): ME PCR4AFHENHE; 1. 2: S. salar.
O. mykisss; (F4 1 39 FA B 4 FatE); 3: O. keta; 4: O. masou;
5: O. nerka; 6: O. gorbuscha; 7: O. tshawytscha; 8: G
chalcogrammus; 9: M. aeglefinus; 10: T. obesus; 11: S. scombrus;
12: E. costae; 13: E. areolatus; 14: U. japonicas; 15: M. barbatus;
16: L. niloticus; 17: X. gladius; 18: Coilia spp.; 19: P. sextarius;
20: A.fimbria; 21: R. hippoglossoides; 22: T.alalunga; 23:
S. mantis; 24: T. albacores; 25: Z@; M: 100 bp DNA
Ladder.

SR FUARRRE (Tm) /22 H PCR /A RE
SRS, RSB T 5 B R BRI s
SYECXS, M5 HE B AR — € HOR AL s
P, DA AERE SR P, 41514 Tm (EARE )
AT Z 0 GILE R AN SRR 2R R4 5 R H A
FEAIPL, AR 2 X514, 3545 AR S
FEARCA . FEH, RPEFE=SCH R RS SalmoF-1
A SalmoR-1 ST 7354 5 MFT 4 ANFEECHRE
W40 4% S 51 ) OmykF-12 A1 OmykR-3 5 KGR =
SCAIA 2 MRS (B D X514 Tm (394
9550 °C (R 1), RUIFXTFIP/EXE PCR /KR
(1 EOd IR JGREARIR], A BT 515 BA=705h DNA
Gity, RN5IEERYF DNA HH TR K,

I HIR I IR R Sk R GRRAIR
BRAEAEI5 25 S50 DNA KA [RIFE RE I B2 47 1
FORIN, TERERYD T PRt BERI P, T DNA
Bafidt, EEAIMASEH T 250 bp 1) CO [ A1 16S rRNA
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BEOR B A FUURE T (9 K ¥ = S FE R 8 £
FPEGIY, HA 5 By 108 bp #1207 bp, 2
PRI T S AR O PG v = S A R i £ i s e R
NEAE S YR, AT 7 Rl R a2 DL R
17 FhAREERLK PRt DNA R, 5518 KT
T ST R 6 £ R SR 5 | 0 EAT PCR 73 255k
B, R KPGRE = T it DNA G5 5914
108 bp (P& 2a) 1207 bp (K 2b) AIHERIESA, H
B ARRE R A B LA AR B ARRN R A o
HEIAR IS 3, LRI 51 4045 A0 K P
=S R 6 f B R PR

22 WEPCR R MAKZA#EAL

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 M

%/—/

@) (I

400 bp
300 bp

200 bp
100 bp

17 18519522 (e 263" 2775288295 301 315 32 “ M

%/—/
(1) V)

400 bp
300 bp

200 bp
100 bp

& 3 WELiE PCR AR
Fig.3 Optimization of duplex conventional PCR assay
E: (1) REFZX @5 Aedcsd & 5] eRm g 05
A 05uL. 05uL; (11): K\F =X &5 4fedrsh & 5| 4095
Hag A AH 04 uL. 0.6 ul; (I0): KIG# =L & 5| Mindrtd &
Tl R e A A 03 pL. 0.7 uL; (IV): KBE=X &7
WyFedrsd @ 5| M egiimEN A A 02 uL. 0.8 uL. 01. 09. 17,
25: S.salar; 02. 10. 18. 26: O.mykisss; 03. 11. 19, 27:
O. keta; 04. 12. 20. 28: O.masou; 05. 13. 21. 29: O. nerka;
06. 14. 22. 30: O. gorbuscha; 07. 15. 23. 31: O. tshawytscha;
08. 16. 24. 32: A EE; M: 100 bp DNA Ladder.
NEESL IR AEAE PCR NAA FR, X 51 W) s RiAA 5
SORBERCHEA T, WE (D, dD. dID. aV)
VOZH sEEedt ATy L. Hodr (D AR =3 5]
P10 pmol/L) AT £ 51 47 (10 pmol/L) & 111 0.5 pL;
(D 00 0.4 pL A1 0.6 uL; (1D 414501 0.3 pL £
0.7 uL; (IV) %0 0.2 uL A10.8 uL. 7E3i# PCR H7,
(D~ D F D 41 PR i Ry S 2 Y0k,
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1M IV 338119 KV 3 — S R e R 5 M 2 38
BB (B3). fE96 PCR 1, B (DL (D A1 (1D
HH 686 PR R AR F 2 PT 2R, IR £ T ISR B

T IV AR 3 = S e R A £ f ™ 1 ke A v

(B 4D, LA FE (V) NERETIVIKERCE .
I 0009
0.008
0.007 F
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003 |
0.002 -
0.001

0.000 L k &

646668 7072 747678 80 828486 8890 9294 96 98

-dF/dT

Temperature

I 0.010 )

0.009 - a
0.008 - .
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001 |...
0.000

-dF/dT

6I6 6I8 7I0 7I2 721 7I6 7I8 8IO 8I2 8|4 8I6 8I8 96 9I2 9I4 9I6 9I8
Temperature
1 0-009
0.008
0.007
0.006
0.005
0.004
0.003 |-
0.002 |-
0.001 L _—
0.000 C

-dF/dT

66 6870 7274 76 78 80 82 84 86 38 90 92 94 96 98

Temperature

v 0.007
0.006

a

0.005
0.004
0.003
0.002
0.001F
0.000

-dF/dT

66 6870 7274 76 78 8082 84 86 és 90 92 94 9698
Temperature
[E 4 WERS PCR (RAML
Fig.4 Optimization of duplex real-time PCR assay
E: (1) KEFZL &5 WAadrtd & 5| ez 45

A 05ul. 05uL; (I1): KEE =L &7 Hfadrsd & 7| gk
ImERHH 04 UL, 0.6 uL; (1) KB\E=X & 5| hfedrtd &
TR AmE A A 03 pL. 0.7 uL; (IV): KBE=X &7
WyFedr s & 3| M egiihmEN A A 02 L. 0.8 L. a: KFF=
LB tEfR &, b hrs G RGK,

AL G XL E 58 PCR 18 e AR &40 T
2xTaq PCR Master Mix 10 uL, KPFEE=Cf b, T
514 (10 pmol/L) 4% 0.2 uL, ULt F. FiE514 (10
umol/L) 0.8 uL, DNA i 50 ng, fIl dd H,O #MER
20 pL. HALJEHIAEZSH PCR 918 SR R 40T
SGExcel Ultra SYBR V&% (with low ROX) 10 pL,
KPEFE=3C By FUEsIY (10 pmol/L) £ 0.2 L,
iTta EL RS54 (10 pmol/L) 0.8 uL, DNA it
50 ng, fidd H,O M2 2 20 L.

HHE 2¢ AT I, ARALJSE HIXCE PCR B [F]R 434 H
RPGPE =R e Ry e 2y, HAS B bR okl
TEMT, A BRSO P8 ¥ = S0 BH XS R ZH DL AT
filh £ BHPET HRZH — 35, HRIKEI AR =%, R
AL JE XU PCR & R EA RIF IR RE.

23 WEMFRRKIE

FIFHAHIE TR ZE ST X PCR J7ERREFIN 29
LA =3ty A R RN = Rl AR
fi~ AR A RREL I D BT S e (R 2). &
REH, 6 MES (4’5 S1. S2. S3. S4. S5 A1 S28)
ALY 3G H 108 bp HAR B, 2@ 45 R N KIHE=3C
;3 MRER (5 S15. S16 F1.829) A LAY 14 207
bp Hbr B, $EssFomitgts (& 5).

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 1112 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 M

400 bp
300 bp
200 bp
100 bp

25 26 27- 28329308V}

400 bp

300 bp
200 bp

100 bp

&5 WE PCR £ EHEHS
Fig.5 Application on commercial samples
E: 1~29: 3R A S1~829 HAH-SL; 30: EEATRE; M:
100 bp DNA Ladder.
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Table 2 Commercial samples information and molecular identification

HohE (ke  mIFX FH W& PCR DNA 4754, BOLD (48454 >98% )
S1 45 S. salar S. salar
S2 45 S. salar S. salar
S3 45 T4 o S. salar S. salar
S4 45 S. salar S. salar
S5 45 S. salar S. salar
S6 80 - O. gorbuscha
S7 80 ) - 0. gorbuscha
S8 80 & - O. gorbuscha
S9 470 - M. cephalus
S10 470 - M. cephalus
S11 470 T4 o - M. cephalus
S12 360 - O. keta
S13 360 - O. keta
S14 69 - 0. masou
S15 66 B S 0. mykiss 0. mykiss
S16 66 O. mykiss O. mykiss
S17 39 - O. gorbuscha
S18 39 S - O. gorbuscha
S19 82 - O. gorbuscha
S20 82 . aIx - O. gorbuscha

HE K o

S21 82 - O. keta
S22 82 - O. keta
S23 282 - O. tshawytscha
S24 282 - O. tshawytscha
S25 282 pres g ; 0. tsha:v,yytstscha
S26 282 - O. tshawytscha
S27 1909 o B A - O. nerka
S28 370 A e FRE S. salar S. salar
S29 96 Ak E O. mykiss O. mykiss

MG PCR %58 41 R 11K 6. S1. S2. S3. S4.
S5 F1.828 ) Tm HZ1 A 81.5 C, S5 RPGHE=CfaH
PEXTIE ) Tm {EAHZ. S15+ S16 A1 S29 [ Tm {HZI N
85 °C, STl PH MR Tm BT . HRPEE=
SCHAMT A Tm EAHZEROR, o] DIARYE Tm {E#ER
IX 43 K P = S f RN il 4 g oA 20 ANEE B As4Ff
IR TE Tm {8, REXIARBIIY 1. 25 LRTAR,
MEHH PCR 5 EMHE PCR L€ i EFE 45 1 —
.

RS R UHERTE, S8 Ginther 25 7792
X REEHT 29 FhTTESAE MLEAT DNA 2P %E, BT
EHBIYFS EE 1. DNA FIREAR YL & iR
ZERINER 2 Fn, 6 MEAR (45 S1. S2. S3. S4.

280

S5 A1 S28) MRS E L AR =30, 3 MF
A (G5 S15. S16 F1 S29) [Ah % 52 25 S AT it £,
3AMEEAR (4’5 S9. S10 AT S11) IR ELs Rl
fiifs1 (Mugil cephalus), HA 17 MEAIAAEHIRY)
PR EERL A 25 DNA SRR % e 46 B 5 X0E
PCR ¥EL R —3 (2.
BT DA =S i 44 () 8 R 0 7 s oA gt
T EREARFE, $Egi RERA 3 MFEA (S9. S10
AU S11) AEEER} A, X B A K 5 4 RO
(Mugil cephalus), J&Ti/ZH (Mugiliformes) fifiF}
(Mugilidae) /& (Mugil). fiffiff 3= 553 A 7E 1R A5 Al
eIk, A2 TR IE R 5 I RO K TR A i A
Rz —, WRMHA L WEESF KL —
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P, A GITEVE 2 [ AR 2o, i R
PTCRLRE . ARk, e Bzt 2018
TR R, W AN 5 U, TR
. FIREATHEN, A RO IREA R i
BEOEERMO S, O s & 5 R 0,
BA B S AW RE R R EET, Rk, @k
VG = S AR AT 1 )4 R BAS IO N
0.009 ,

0.008 |
0.007
0.006 -
0.005 |-
0.004
0.003 |
0.002
0.001
0.000

-dF/dT

;‘ e

1 ~
646668 7072 7476 78 80 8284 8688 9092 94 96 98

Temperature
& 6 WERH PR EEAFF=X@MITEER
Fig.6 Duplex real-time PCR detection of S. salar and O. mykiss
7E: A: S1. S2. S3. S4. S5. S28. K®F =X &fan
*FEE; B: S15. S16. S29. ré# @ fapstfB; C: S6. S7. S8.
S9. S10. S11. S12. S13. S14. S17. S18. S19. S20. S21.
S22, S23. S24. S25. S26. S27.

3 g

AWFFSrHIFET CO T Al Cyt b IEFE T APEE=
SCH AN AR RS Y, IESE R B, A
KPGPE = A AL it fa DNA BE4r13 48 H 108 bp Al
207 bp FIRE R AT, UERAASH AL T 51400 K
P AT il e B RAFIRE It . B LR
H PCR R MAR R, BTN 5| P Ak 2 49 FE L L
BT, @I H AR AR EE 0 B, 15 HRTE
F = AR 6 £ 5 | PR B AR IR S 433104 0.1 pmol/L
F110.4 pmol/L. ifik DNA Z5 A %558 J i ANARH 7o
SEHISETE R, SRR 29 FhiTEERE AT AR
Xfo GEiFIEIR DNA SKIBHHIAR S w45 R 5 A0 Fi e
SEHITIE S R AR —B. RIAARWI ALK IGE =
SC A AL AN X E PCR CGEEAIR ) kB AR
IHERRTE, NORTPEE = SC AT aE e Yy pp 2] B
KA T SE AR TFB
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