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FRERN S FEYFRME R
HREBO" AR

(CRREINAFEEER  RE 264200)
("R EAEREREFRE T 266071)
(™ RERFAE  RE 300222)

i B SZRTENATARARNS TEDFANKAR, ZEFREESH 3K, WET
BRI RN SR 22 BRI o B 2T BOR (ELISA) o 2 F £ W% 8
WA R T B RACRE B R B AT B F 5 0 A Y B R T W R e
MASKREDHRNE, SFHARXNELRDAREN CAELINBRNEARER T LK,
FEAE AR B A B 2R E L RBUE, F R A F RN A, SR B .

Rutinl M, FME, KT, B, 2T EHF

0 3 &

i (red tide) WFRELI , 38 245 T —2Lifg
PRI ) (s s R A S S B ) #E K ik
i R M KA B SY  EAER,
IR B (harmful algal blooms, HABs) EL
B —Fh BRI B R KED . HABs R E 28
IR RRBOEZ EFRY K RS2 ] 2 R AE
B RS BRI, B R0 T 5 0 2 2 R 3R 38 )
TEMTHRPHMES . NRFIHIRS 238, & Se AR
A X AR B AT IR B R, A ST AR W
RT3 , XK BT A S A

BB TR, MABN, RS WL
Ao B E T EBEREE DR, AMUER
PR T A B MR AT R0 25 HIWG, T L RS B
Boxt RIS IEAT IR A RER , T F R AR b 1 1 4 A
MEH, FHib, MR L e 2 B s B 5
FEXK IR HEAT W AR B, A2 5 A I 7 ¥ R B R X
T SR B B AR AE ) TR S R FERT B8 00, e
B YA KR T BT, SR R,
J— 5, IR G S T SRR, B BEK B
FIARFET A 2E b, BHIL, ISR A M 0 22
R AL, RS 53285 AR XE R X2 .

REBI R BT SRR AP R S 22 S, AR 26
FHRA BRI F 7 28 27 bR , A5 el
BIPBREINE . BEAh, — L0 B A A [R] 3
HHRA AR R 2R, P LB Alexandri-
um spp . FUZETEBE Pseudo-nitzschia spp . TR 25 B8
Heterosigma akashiwo 55 , A o FRAR =5 , T ) — 4k
WA =5, HAE S LR ENTX . LR
Y45 TR A M A R R B R R

I35 HE BRI S B D o 0 A ) ) M R A
TR AL T B LG, A0 I S 0 B G 5 P T AE £
ARBLETA o 70T AW B FA fa 3 PR |
HER SR —PERR A AL, X SEBOR I L R OR R
T AN P R BEANRCR o T B AR A2 )
RN B R, A SO IX 75 T B B 2 JR 17 28
RGERGR

1 ETHRREIAAN A

H T, 2 TR B R AR 322 DL (DNA
FER LSRN FRlJ2& SSU tDNA il LSU
tDNA, "B A7 d1 <1 X R AR DX 48 i K, 3k fff
PRI & B0 43 28O I R R IR 55 | Bk W]
figo

@ 863 713 (2007AA09Z110) \ FIZK F SARL2 2L (U0633006) | P& ARIE b A5 (i ) BT AL 4 (HIT(WH)07) & AR Toll KA AL A1 2
4 (TMOQ29080006 ) Fl ik T 7K ¥ ¥t B3¢ [ 52 B S I 5 T U AU (15200802 ) Bt B H o
@ 3 ,1977 B4 A PRI WS ) < AR O T A MORK SRR
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1.1 BEAZ4ZH A (dot blot hybridization assay)

BRSSP — P B A A R . A%
A P 1 B A% R DA % 1 o b R R ICEE i PCR
P HEIRTG , SR 5 B A IR BKs U A% R 78 P B ER
FEE R RS R AR L, AR R R
PERET BT 58, A8 SE AT AR B, H —5E
BB N — € B R, T —& BN ERE
AFE A BE SR AL, D) T 368 30 R B A K e HE
YA P Rk M B, A0 Guillou 2505303 3 iR 1R e ik
KI5 Pk 1 SSU tDNA, ¥ 3R 15 B A% R 17 B 22
L, RWPR—FE T 5REE R G R RBOL B & T
FHR 200 B 7 30 B T AP 9 M L 98 Y 3 5 Simon
FABE RSSO 2 4 AR SR X 70 TR G B E
HEPE 20 F Pelagophyceae 3 >4 B 77 i BE 8 HE 47 %
5E 5 Metfies 255 ST T —Fh L = BYA 238 2 L Al 14
AL 2R 0 B2 AR F DA A, ostenfeldii , TE & FL AR
H R iz B R Z S BOR B T 3R B R

BE LA — M R AR MR 5T, A6 T % 1 8 1) A7
EHE, HEBRFEEN . EHXMERNER
JERANTE « (1) A BB X — 3 A& Fh B 40 vp 0 25 2%
T2 , 20 DA 2 TR TG 200 DR 5% 1Y 2 1 5 V5 9 v S B RNA
B0 i M FE AR R0 10 K 38 3B RNA T4
M HOY MBS R E A E G Nk E
B BRI T B R AR 38 R B A A il Pl BB AR A a2 1Y
B, WG AR ; (2) RNA KFBESE4N
IR ) 2 TR A T S A AR AL 8T, A [ A BUIR S R 2k
IR EZR R R, BAELZM; ()RR
RATEFAT AR, B PR R T I5H 585 , PR
THRE WSS A0S E Rl 2 AR R Y A
BB X — R &, X AR B B R
% (O TERZRF IR B FE P T A IR E K R R
WA o
1.2 =HMiE# L A (sandwich hybridization as-

say,SHA)

SHA T 7E—E R B b FeIRBE s 2452 Hh B ]
ool XFEAR A 2 A EUE 2 TR TR,
BB R RS, B S B AR YRR IS S
TR BEAMEIRSE B RRIBY) 5 Z B BAST Wk,
AR R AT IR AR TR R, SR SR Wi gk
HIAXBR [ 8 9O G a2 2 R HIRRIC I 5% — R %t
IRE T2 . RATREKIR S MR ERE Al
KRS B B A, B “ =R A RBTE . 78
VR ERET 5 , 2% 58 T He B 1) i 2o A6 3
e E bR B AT E B AT

SHA i 6 ¥ F 1B #0022 T/ 6 1 25 € A
Scholin %1 ¥ S5 3 37 T SHA il B SR 7K v 3
KT IIZETE T Pseudo-nitzschia australis , 16 ) (R %
FIR AT 3 R X i R R T R AT TR O SR, RS XL —
BARALT SHA &4, Fi&1H T —8&F A Shvl ik
B, RO 8 T R R R O b, R
HIEXT SHA AN A S AT T IERT : R E 5 A
] 40 B A B BB RS [T 2% AR A8 AT Tymell
el 20 <y T A FE A SHA KIIE , FFIESEE HLH AL
B B8 A 3% 1 5 o JRU A 2% 38 (fluorescent in situ hy-
bridization, FISH) ¥k B8 i BAG I Al 4k, 76 & 10K
SHA iz B EF e il o, & B 08 G XL B H
HIRBE

VEAER , B XA e S R DR
SERME GBI E R P, B T — S
fILL SHA ST ORI BE R o Cai 2117 SHA
BE T BRI 2P R (nuclease protection assay,
NPA) , BIFEREAT SHA Z R, Fl—1> NPA 4+ SE 540
BABRZRAE , AT AL PR T AR F 58 1 SRR AL IR , PR
XFERZIRENE LU BB BRI RS R o IZEBORLEXT Y
INJE B BE Prorocentrum minimum F1I 3% J5 B ¥ P.
micans RTI RIS R SRR  RIBUE R M ER
PEAF B0 A5 o Metfies ZE5IHSL T AL ostenfeldii FIH
2R AR % B AR L SHA 2Rl B DNA £ 4
1R A SR S A A E S, A I BE R
BAFIHE , Ahn S SO SR AF 4R ST A (fiber-
optic microarray) & & 2| SHA H, X 2% W 7 1 K 3
A. fundyense \A. ostenfeldii TR K FI] I 30155 T % 1k
FIR , 205 v B R 5 B R SRR T 255 B TR
& b PR R G 2D 4 | 055 R
5538 13 A FR AR B AT 2347 5 1207 5 RO ARSI e ] R
A 45min, KR BRIK 2] 5 408, T BR[R] B X 3 F
PRSI o
1.3 PCR&MFEAR

PCR 2 —FRBH TR AR, PCR Kl
HE R D 135 AR T 00 4]
¥, B, 38 H TR SR P 2 RN IR, R 2 B X
HEEARB PCR IR R WA RUE, B ILREATE S B, 1
51, PCR #7575 7% 18 DNA B4R BT 1, BL# IR e
R — T A 23 A il P 3RAS DNA, 523U I
A R

WAL PCR FEER—FhE AT, B I 2 A e
A TG H AR R B, X R A o 2 B, —
MR EEEN PCR KR IEZR N, W0 Akase
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LU IR R SIS B @ R 1R DNA 519, R
HRESE BUXT 23 B0 45 S PEAS I , 36 BR A HA W] b e
X 43JF 5 Ki 1 Han'"7 2257 9 PCR RrilHEA RSz g xt
FR 98 2P0 B A R 5 Bormeta 2511838 1 1] fR7 B FE &
F (ISSR) ¥ 1 ¢ Ak 1 I 3 4 iC 19 45 5=t 1 7 51
(SCAR) SEHIXTHEAR G LK FE A, catenella FILZE
TN ZE B BE Pseudo-nitzschia pseudodelicatissima V) K
Wo F3—FIrkELL PCR EERY, FIERET 5 PCR =4
WATHF IR o Asai 2510 S0t B35 57 1L K3k A
affine HFB 43 LSU tDNA #417 PCR ¥ 3%, I3 )5
FITC B¢ AR ¥ R ARIC AR BT 047 4238, ¢ 38 5 At
FITC FRiC B AW R Wik 5 2 308k, 238 f5 il it
AR A (resonance detector ) 76 M 5 Asai %[20] Se
PCR #3471 S BE AT SSU mDNA, 2R 5 JH 5 71k 14
WA RN ICEREXT PCR P 172438, BESL IR
XHZBERASI , B ARG I S FRFE M ALK, {5 PCR )5
BRI IEE R AT 10min,

BEE X A6 I SR B 52 1, 4 1 = A E
PCR #: I £ AR R4 B TESL KK -F b, AN BB R T 52
B, UG T — 2 g B AR, U Penna 1 Mag-
nani 2UARYE I LU KBE R 1TS 51 B3t T 45 RER
Ft, 5% PCR PSP 4474, IFi@ 1L Southern 2234 EY)
BN E b, BEJS PR PR R T 4058, SEL T
JAILIKHE A2 5 BRI . D Goodwin %512V PCR 7K
B3I BE Karenia brevis ) 1SU D1-D2 tDNA, -7
BERR AR 58 U R 432 7T, RE R B X 5 4R 7K A
SH:EZ Ui st 7/ iy il

BEE PCR B, AR SEH E & PCR BORKIR
J& , BOR B2 R FE 4R th e XS H A 8 B B 1Y E B
T, I3 ARG T 5 AR 7E BRI it A T A9 A o
Bowers 25 3) D) 52} PCR(real-time PCR) JyJfd, 87
T Piesteria piscicida W E RRMBA VEEFE TH
X PREE A i HEA TR I I T BB B B Y & A A R
I FTE AR AR HEAT 32 352 52 36 40 HFr A T P e 5
P, A, 3873 P 1 8 PRAFRIR DR A RO RE i R4 T 52
By, G RBE Y ZBORE T X PR F KRR b B AR o5 3 5
FIEER I, Tengs ST 24 Gymnodinium
galatheanum ¥R Z 1 SSU DNA Fl {4 ZE /& DNA ¥ 51,
RIGEREE @A, I LA R BT T R R
PEVRET , BT T % B real-time PCR ArUFI AR , i3
RAEE BRI X B SR 7KAE A i B BT A I,
K f B /N PR AS 2 2.5 A4l /ml KA. Zhang
SIS T DRI AR b NIERENER
i P, piscicida W AR, VEZEFRZ N time step PCR,

— 316 —

AR BRLAEIS S 0.2 A4/ ml, Casper %126 7
3L T AR A Al B PCR 3738 (nucleic acid se-
quence-based amplification, NASBA ) 6 il 45 HL1& % 1Y
J5¥E LA thel, mRNA J#EFF 5, R0 =
P, BEAE B I XS 7K 30 45 v i S LA BE HEAT AT
Galluzzi %27 #7 T A real-time PCR g 37 ) 5 &
R/ 1L KB AL minimum (7555, %0
TE T SE I 3 A 7 [ R DR AR B K PR B L 5F
B izl a2 W R ARG T BUS B 45 R
4, PLRA 7 B BEX K BR A B IZ BE R T A R o
BRT AR ST IR X 2 V0 T8 A L 11 A A R S
ORI T A A I 1t A R JE, 4 Kamikawa
LESI Sy THEF W ILKHE A, tamarense HIZE )
SEI PCR HE BASIUEAR , Z R BER H S5 HER I
HILR R X T

2 AWML HA

PHHE 2238 (whole cell hybridization) J&— Ff %k
T HARSE R 3R T BT JR R 4 L BE W 2 ) TR S5 R A
TOBEAAM , DA 8 FIR U 2R B B . Bl i
PR R IE RS, I BRIR S I BR IR 4T
PURSBEE R, SR T 2458, B TR
—MRFRPEEIR I, FARET R ic 1 B 4 i m] B ) 9
HEBMBEMEE , UM HEAR RGN R : (1)
TR R MR, B RIE A B RTEDS, MEE
W5 (2) HeXERE E &, H Be R Bl 2 R AR i 35 (3)
T R HR A B F AR, BT PR R T 5 4% R B
BRI , 5 200 i 2 A2 o7 FH 1) 0 ) 1) 468 8 ARl e
B Z RIS
2.1 BEEBIRFHEAR

BT BRI BAR R ER RN 2 L3+
MW N ZH M. EETRES —RU
rRNA & B AR SR 31, 38 # 2 e Xt B AR AR B 1Y
tDNA # 17 PCR ¥ 3% . #ll J¥* F1 BLASTn 437, T %k
GenBank H' 5 Z B B KA IR TS, 4T Align-
ment 73T, 3R AR MR X TTR ST . BRETEE
5 18 ~ 25 bp, FHYOLE FITC FRic , 4TS B A B3E
FHRAEY AT TE M FOERIRC R 534t
HY B AMEZBR T B N7, T K5, X #7458
X RFIIFALARE
2.1.1 ZF LSU 1DNA f FISH

T2 H T A A rh B o H B — R
B, XATEE R DL LSU DI-D2 K NIRRT,
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FELAMLIE RNA HERFF . BT 4R SA KR
tRNA, B it 4252 J5 B 4 B B iR BB 5,
TN WAL T 5 WA

EL7E 1996 4F:, Miller F1 Scholin'® ¥ FISH i i
THIZETE B AR, R 4E , Scholin Z51%) L EEST T WA
FIFAZETE B0 FISH A F A , {H5X SeRfF 55 /45 68
LR KO- FE E B B o BEJS 5L FISH # AR &
BURET RO BUR B R J& , IR B E S A
¥ FISH N7 F 2] B 28 /K UORE 5 1 &R A
Scholin 251014 FISH 12 FH Tt [ 4R 7K 355 i 38 K 1] .
PIETE BEMARE I, 1B pl T 00 2o 7 o A7 22 B0f 41
BRMERAE, BB AR LR LR E 8. AT
G0, FISH H [ 20 3% 2% , Miller 1 Scholin ' #5831 T
— P g E , KRR T 258098 , BB A R R B2 i
R B HUZETE B , I B Al — O AR S TR .
F R BNTESL iz FI A, A i DA SR AE b 3 A6 00 3 —
TEREE K2, B IFE FISH 2 578 Z X 5
1T, SRR S #E FISH J5 A B8 ) B IRER, Miller I
Scholin"301 2% 2% 7 4% Fi [] 2 7 %ot 2 52 1% 5 e i 1 44
UM, R B LAEh - 2 P Ry BE A 1 5 VR T P A 22 T
HIZAE T, H 55 IR T .

IEAESR , FISH 8 1z b v F T H B 2R BE A
WMo Sako 23Uz Sy T IEHL W L1 AW AEEIR I 7
INREFER LI ER M A, K HFT 1h, B3
k3] 70% ~ 80% ., Mikulski 251244 FISH [ i 40
P BE PRI, I X B R AT R, R A
10% R /R ARG ) 3h- 2 B OB A 1 2 1 38
AT BCR BT, BB 4CHER T ARG
PR35 B R B 22 32 15 5o Kim I Sako!®! 43 5141 %
SSU 1 LSU tDNA &3 T 2 MR A A, tamiya-
vanichii #47 FISH &l , ZBUH 2 Mric B8R 2
T B R4, Hosoi-tanabe F1 Sako!™ #2577 —Fh
fRT B PR A 2 4h FISH Bl E2 R, ‘B BE7E 30 min
SO B F W7 1L K BEFREE IR S 1L R A

A, % 183 FISH BY3E FIPER), — gz 3 22
THRZFESHEHBRMBEANEK AP LE
PLBL33] T I A B RRE S ST TR
R R AR K B B sl A (] A A 2 A 38, T B8 43 F tRNA
HFR 35 B A 20 M A= IR 50 B9 [ T & AR A8 4k, X AT
REXT 2325577 AR R, 5% Mm% , (B3 I A5
W FISH miﬁmﬁﬁ[sl,ﬁ,sﬂ .
2.1.2 E7T ITS ) FISH

QIR BT iR, 2 F ISU DNA B FISH & DL j &
RNA K #8493 F, T tRNA 4> F 72 )57 T A4 g &

B, F R I e R A ER IO, T AR
FEMAETEE Z R EYFIE HIRE , FE 31T FISH Al
B, EMTRZHE B R0, KR TN Bir 3
BERRI , BRI 2 H AR AR BRI, B
HE5RE WA R E I, ET IS [ FISH
BBTE— B AR — X, %O DA A%
tDNA JARICX 42 , 26 2438 B 38 1 P MK XU DNA
SRR , 4k T SIREN 2858 . B AR A2 4R,
HEHEAREERNS S, B ETOLBHE T 5
TR E 7 5 40 B AR BB A 2% B IX 43

VP S RN Ok UM TR SR AT e
BB B, Adachi Z5PN4RE T R JH B R 3 35 H W
PR BE AR W (L KB AT R, (BAE FE S 1
B P EE X — R T T PHE, A g M
Z 5 S8, R T, kg sgl
FIRFFR G5 R FWIE B T LR WS, VEF LA ITS
RS, X ARG R BE P, donghaiense #£47T FISH, B,
SRAEYH R Th o P DL &R 8,580, (EAR 4 ELER Ak (1 J 32
B R, Al A A5
2.2 Bk#%E£ ( peptide nucleic acid, PNA)#E$HHAR

PNA B4 B2 AR S Iy — s Il 775 390 3 9 2 40 g
FISH # AR, PNA 2—M#H A TEE 4T, EAFE
T , 5oL FIREE B RS S A IR, B E
TR N-(2-H Z5)-H &R o Bkt R 2%
TR AY A , (0% A% RR B T P ke 5
HEBARARIES] PNA JAR 4 TS E T B
TR TRIRE B — i AR (1)PNA &2 —Fh A
TA B DNA 2504, A 5 52 08 35 3 B 1 B
Waston-Crick BRIEXT , 3X R HREE 3 FITE B2 B 1) 4
P EAAR T ARG TE BUAEIR G558 4 A A (R4 51
#HFAH ATGC 4 FRgi 2L, H¥H85 RNA Fl DNA #¢ 5%
GEATE 238 4 F PNA/DNA 5, PNA/RNA, H 3% ff
MGG I R R L AHBL B DNA 5 DNA 454
BEEPL(Q)PNA 4 T BEAS M RE, JE
B XM R T HAF 2 DNA 340 A B A 1
PERT, WS RAE R R F M AR R AR e
PEZEP) (3) WBh 112 A F , PNA/DNA 28584
T-H Tm (B RT3 H9 DNA/DNA SUEE S , X st
5 PNA FEZL3SH il 13 72 Hh (9 R B 5% DNA 2= 15
gbs] R

PNA BREHMRAFTE— SR 2, A 5 3t 5 7=
ARSI S T E) M . BAT, KEa THE
AL TFSLEG BB K PNA B4R T 7% 38 3R A6 0 £
AIFRIER D, EE¥E Comell 25K F2F B 3h
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SHA, W55 LLAE T AR IE /9 PNA R 41 FAE Rz 9 XUAR
10 DNA #4F RAJ =510 DNA SR4H #0030 )7 1L K 3
AR , 2 BRI ARG TSR B B0 T g =14
B Py A g ZE 4 B2 PNA R E X 4R /R
Takayama pulchellum JEATREIN, 2B PNA #REHHI 2%
ARG, gk S A B E SR,
S P AL, 2438 E] 48, 30 min RJVR] 3RA5 AR 1)
TR
2.3 REWRRHEAR

FIETEEARET FAR BRI PR 36 R e R b ik
(monoclonal antibodies, MAbs) Fll £ 77 F& $i {4 (poly-
clonal antibodies, PAbs) (iR GBI R E LD, FF
SRR IC AL A S , SRR 90 B AR SR Bt i
PUA RS T WAL B0 5 o R AT g 4 g e
CIRET BRI R LE TR S DU BRI , — MRt
RN T LB R: (1) 48 difk It 53R E
PRI B 5 (2) 2 O A S 1 SR T A 1 o0 B S Al
(3) R EtiAk 19 25 B 1< 4 5 240 o 48k e ) e 92 30
W5 (4 BTk 538 54k

MAbs 1 PAbs E#FIE T 2 A B AR B %
SEB M . Anderson %V & T —Fp4H Xt 51 & 48
&R A Aureococcus anophagefferens ¢S
£ PAb, 3+ H i BU R 8 FAFSE A, anophagefferens
FE 35 E ARG R M AT B L) o Bates 2471 %
T 2% PAbs FILARFIRBIIUZETL B Pseudonitzschia
pungens (WA BRI LR R. DLAEBMETHE
PRI E SR, Nagasaki Z180 814 T —FhHi i
5, EREXT B B HAEH 9 MoK ISER B % Gymino-
dinium mikimotoi FEATHRIT ; Vrieling %4 ] 4 K4 M
THRE S 05 B VB IW & B A W B Gyrodinium aure-
olum H)ZHMIFRTE R APURBUAR L . A, MADbs
Yeiz AT 0 A B 1Lk S p
piscicida[55 | HERET R Scrippsiella trochoidea 55 1%
TagE SV %

oAb, 75 B4 RS2 [ i B rRNA, 4 i 7 R T
PL Dt 7T G i 28 4 A BECR A A [R] T A B 2
B4k, 1 BT AR ICAE 5 IS , 3 AT BE M ik
A REASOS AR T A AT, R Vrieling 26141 % 31
2 MEIHBE(G. aureolum 1 G. nagasakiense ) 41K
RN SRR BR T R4 T 5 A I W e
Hh , TEHRAERK G BRI B AL, HX T RE 2 — 1
SR DL ; Anderson 2515 [T 5T 45 AR TF s UL B T
X5 EE RTEAFAEIROLT , SR E R
EHARiCAE o, MAD ARIC SRR, G B T R
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055 X M SRS AR 45 6 SR e e R S5 R
2.4 BREZFARSTHEIEA

BEERE— RIS 6 EA S E
SPNCEIRVESE R RS S - £ (P
AT, BEER GRS A BN T M AT
Iy, MBS R 5 WA Y B AH B AR IO T 403 A
JEAE A P BB AT Y

Fritz ) 1 Se e BESE R A R KBRS I
HE ), AL, Costas %101 GE T FARMRE S P SRR 57
Ph Y BESE R AR A AN BESS A [F] AR BORR 2 0 A 4
Ao BERBERATARTRE RN, 11 Costas 1
Rodas'®! 2 5% 42 3 HR 41 T % 314 2 A1 0 7 (9 R
B IR R U B AR B AP BTG AR S SR
PRE SR, B WA 5 22 (OB SR K 454 35 s Rhodes /]
BESR RN 2 B BTV 20T K R W TE R P AU
EIV BT T HE

3 ERER AR R AT AR

BRI, FH 20 0 ARG T (¥ T I S 8 W P 43 BT 42
7K (enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay, ELISA) 3 %A,
W2 f, Hep—F5 PCR {8 B, B) BT iE B PCR-
ELISA, XF ¥R s e s wmAEmER
Fric, ] PCR ¥ 3 #8 2 H , oo PCR 7= # H DIG #%
i, 5% PCR P=0 M A B AR W0 2 8 B A 8 B b
M, T & A PUREDUR BN , PCR =4 W B ZE B AR AR
L, JAREPERE B E AR IC BT DIC Pilk 5 2 B, B )5
T B B, W n] DUARSE 60 5 R ok ST
RRE b B PE AN MIYR . Penna 1 Magnani'®" %
3. T PCR-ELISA Kl 457 AR , ) SL 86 = 3 55 F0 5 SR %
TKAE S P BSA ED W L R BR AT TR, R
P2 B 1, (B L B AR A KR eT AAS ) 3 A4
M, BB E EARENREUE, Caon S CHRET
¥ ELISA FiT A. anophagefferens ¥ W f1) 55 — i J5
2,2 SRR Rl BT RR 6T T 2 M 2258
—F, BRI SR MPUR, © LR HRE S
R WL B AR TARIE , AR5 R Rt i 4t
{RPEAT ELISA 2347, Xin W8 T ik 2 b
ELISA B3 : 1) BERL e 40 B ids , BICKe 38 40 i
BT ISR (R BREF L R ) |, PR 4T ELISA
30T, B R AR YR B AT A KRR S &
(2) 354+ ELISA (competitive ELISA, cELISA), HJ
PR MU SRR R 0 B AR AR 1T LB, A B A S
I B2 ST PR IEAT ELISA 247,
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4 T EMFRN AR A

ZR T AV ER I R B F HABs B H %
W, AR R AR LI = I R A B ANEAT , AR
B TR PR GBS . B =
BRI R, BT, F 2L #A X T
T 406 TAE, Scholin Z0VFF % T —Fl {5 5
KW A b TAES, , & W R 32 N SHA SRR 48
FHEESHAE TR, Miller F Scholin' ) ] £
T—FRi G IR E, 2R A DR AR
LRI #E4T FISH Al o Metfies 205 32 1 T —F
DNA A= Y& 2%, ik T SHA Xt 75 8 8 ik il . —
ST IR FF R T — S B GORE A ik, T
INBE i 2438 H M BE UK B I THE T FISH 4B il
FEEHFICH M BB s, Wi A
FFF A2 7 2 il rb, 4n 4 240 B 2% 2 46 )
%[31,35] R

5 4T EMF RS S ELH

5.1 FEESH

BT TN T MR L E K, @t
X —A~Hi X R RE SN 1 S5, AR B R B
FEFRERACEEE 0T, T DL R T 32 1 X2 5
BRRIENA G, BRASFAEY RN, 5
e AT ERE BOR, AT LAy (58 $th 35 47 A B 4
Hro BRI ARG E ) 0 2KKF Y A
FMRR K B R e TER B b R R
Ba3 B RAA R 2R E AT AR T, ZE— IR A3 K
Wi K 2N EE RIB I3 A 5, W AT 5 (6 b fi
BRI 2 AN R 2GR PR id A X T
5.2 EEXRPETMPKEE

EHE N, REX & 5] KA E R s R T
BCH M, XA A AR R X CRE AR K = 3R
FA DX ) LN EEE K 3R 5 A W] DAAE AR 2 R i SR B
AHRE B FE TR R % B B/ o X BE R B
— AT LA o 7R SO B 3 0 R AT R S A
BRSTENEI AR EFTT . XM
BRI BRARE, AGTHELRN, 4F4Y
N A BE R, S AR AL, TEAR B
W) B s B RN A
5.3 FEERENLS

HIFE Y13 B A 50 B B RHE , — AR

BHEHEGHXFHIERX 53T, B, BN EY Y
U — MR BT HOE L U SR 40 M A BB 5 A, T
BRI R W R, R I H B 7 vk AT R
B FREN TR IR BB o 43 AR s R Ik v AR
ZIEMBEN AR, I PCR K3 F0 FISH K
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Advances in molecular detection techniques for red tide algae

XK XXH
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(™ Tianjin University of Science Techology, Tianjin 300222)
Abstract

This paper reviews the molecular methods for detection of red tide-causing alag species, which ourperform other
kinds of approaches because of their advantages in simplicity, speediness, precision and specificity. The molecular tech-
niques can be classified into three categories: the detection based on extraction of DNA, the whole cell hybridization, and
the enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) . Molecular methods can be extensively applied to many fields, includ-
ing natural population analysis, daily monitoring of harmful algae, identifying spores and detecting ballast water. The fu-
ture work should emphasize on how putting the established methods into practice, improving the detection rapidity and
sensitivity, and inventing new detection instruments for detection automation .

Key words: red tide, red tide algae, identification, detection, molecular biology
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