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Identification of Levisticum officinale Adulterated in Angelica sinensis by PCR-RFLP
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[Abstract] Objective: To establish a rapid method to identify Levisticum officinale adulterated in
Angelica sinensis by polymerase chain reaction -restriction fragment length polymophism (PCR-RFLP).
Method: By comparing sequences restriction sites in ribosomal DNA Internal Transcribed Spacer (ITS) of 4.
sinensis and L. officinale, the specific restriction site Fnu4HI of L. officinale was selected, and the primers for
PCR-RFLP reaction were designed. Different 4. sinensis and L. officinale were amplified by PCR. The conditions
affecting the PCR-RFLP reaction, such as annealing temperature, primer concentration, cycle number and
enzyme digestion reaction time, were optimized, and the accuracy of the method was investigated. The
established PCR-RFLP identification method was used to investigate the applicability of L. officinale adulterated
in A. sinensis with different aduleration ratios and different origins. Result: A PCR-RFLP method for identifying

A. sinensis mixed with L. officinale was established. When the annealing temperature was 62 °C and the number
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of cycles was 30, when the L. officinale adulterated in 4. sinensis could be digested by Fnu4H 1 restriction
endonuclease after amplification with specific primers, and the two single DNA bands were detected between
100-500 bp, the A. sinensis were all negative. The minimum detection limit of this method for adulterated
L. officinale in A. sinensis was 3%, which could be used for the detection of adulterated L. officinale in
A. sinensis. Conclusion: The established PCR-RFLP identification method is sensitive and accurate in detecting

whether there is L. officinale in A. sinensis, and it provides inspection reference and basis for the quality control

of A. sinensis,with great significance to ensure the safety of its clinical medication.
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Dry Block Heater2 %Y {H it 4 J& i (72 E 2L R A
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SureCycler 8800 % PCR ¥ #§ {X ( Z $E & A ] ) 5
NanoDrop One I f#f & #% R 2 &0 (TE 2 K /R G IR
/N D) 3 Sub-Cell GT 8 Byt i b 858 e vt Uk A3 ( 25 M1 4R
N T s GelDoc-1t2 AU BE e 1% &2 & (B /52 5 (b
FO)ARAF ). rTag DNA R AW, Tag Plus DNA %
41 ,D2000 DNA Marker, Marker [ [ K H2E LR
(de ) A B2~ |, S 4 5k ET101, ET105,
MDI114, MD101] ; FnudH [ FR #1 A U] B (New
England Biolabs /A ] , it 5 RO178L) ; ¥ A5 ##
(Invitrogen /A A , fit 5 75510-019) ; GelRed ( Biotium
N AL HES 41003) 5 H Al AH OG0 3 ok 4 AR 2
g, W A RARAEARH (L) A RA R . ARBES
TR U5 RS AR S R 2 R 5
TF T B AT O ez 5 D g 42 0 2 7, FE T A B I 3R
1o Y% 25 4 (41t 5 120927-201617) 1t T o [
1 24 e E BIESE BE , MY UH 2 B2 A B H RN 4 24
st Kz 560 AF 5 o A SV ML A 6 VI 5 v Bt . 36
SEAE AR AE Bt (NCBI) R #5813 2.
2 FHik
2.1 45 DNA MR BOYIHFE S 2920 g,
JH 75% B 75, 7 K T 8 2l K ok, il T 3R
KAy, By R AR, o 3 5 L, BURY K 30 mg BT
1.5 mL 2.0, FHAE P 55 5 20 DNA $2 BUR) &
(KA DP305) 4% HE 13 ] £ HU 5L [ 2 DNA ; 75 B 15
Xf B 25 44 30 mg, [ ik il B % BR 25 A1 455 Mk DNA %
W o WA B & DNA, H NanoDrop One il & # i
FE R 72 AR A DNA ¥ BE T
2.2 [P 5 Y % B 1 PCR-RFLP B 8 38 51 9
# it # J§ NEBcutter V2.0 (http://nc2. neb. com/
NEBcutter2/) & £k X} GenBank 5 ¥ & K i /7 %) 24 15
FRR 5 U5 (4 ITS J7 0 Bl U0 067 s AT X 43 A, 2 4%
K 4 5 fé) R S5 1 U007 85, 9F A Primer Premier 5.0
B A 1T PCR-RFLP J I % 51 51 #) Lo-F, Lo-R, 5|
Y750 e i B R L3 3
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Table 1 Information of Angelica sinensis and Levisticum officinale samples

PF & 5 £ T 4 IR
As-1 EYE| Angelica sinensis A IR B K B ) R
As-2 EYE A. sinensis = A PO E B
As-3 EYE| A. sinensis A R B U B PR T 1 0 U A
As-4 E1E A. sinensis TR v B AR AT MRS
As-5 EYE| A. sinensis HARE RS S RS
As-6 15 A. sinensis s B BB i
As-7 I A. sinensis R I DX T R A R
As-8 EqE A. sinensis 2 T A 1R B R 0 A
As-9 A A. sinensis ZF A WL R IX e L S
As-10 A A. sinensis u i s s B &
As-11 E1E A. sinensis A BB S FUB R R
As-12 15| A. sinensis RGN R NN A
Lo-1 BK 245 Levisticum officinale Ho I Pk 2
Lo-2 =l L. officinale Hilta B R
Lo-3 YA L. officinale Hw I e T
Lo-4 Wi 5 L. officinale Hikta s R
Lo-5 K414 L. officinale H A i £
Lo-6 Y El L. officinale Hife &R
Lo-7 @Y=l L. officinale ENZ NS
Lo-8 WK 24 5 L. officinale Ep EXRN
GS2020YW00129 E1EL e A. sinensis HR B v 258 T
GS2020YW00130 E1EL e A. sinensis R I Wk 2541 11 3%
GS2020YW00131 HIHR A. sinensis HOR IR 256 77

2 HPAMEKLYIFITSH GenBank FFIESE
Table 2 GenBank sequence Information of ITS from A. sinensis

and L. officinale

AR BT AR HNERS
15| A. sinensis FJ204235, GU289653, AY277247, KJ999447,
KJ999482, KJ999457, KJ999526, AF393784,
DQ263570, F1572042, GU395144, JX022936,
GU289658, GU289656, EU591999, IN704872,
KF725039,KU853483,MH&807960

B9 L. officinale  AF077899,GU395146, KC812809 , KUS53643
KT944674, KT944673, KT944672, KT944671,
KJ999469 ,KJ999466, MG218304

%3 PCR-RFLP R ¥ 1554 Lo & PCR & Rz 5 4
Table 3 PCR-RFLP primers and PCR reaction conditions

JTPH(5'-3") PCR & Jj 41
i ACGACCCGCTAACATGTA 94 °CHiZF 1k 3 min; 30 ME R
Fif ATTCGCGCGACAAGACAT (94 °C 7% % 30 s, 62 °C i} &
30 s,72 °CHE{# 30 s) ;72 °C #E
{415 min;4 °C+oo
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2.3 CHIHZM KR B R RS H PCR-RFLP 2
NS RE R T R 2.0 300 R [ 7 R PR EUE I 4 DNA
J&i , #E 4T PCR-RFLP J i , PCR JZ W {& & (s AR AL

25 wL) 4 i : 10xTaqg Plus Buffer 2.5 pL, dNTPs
(2.5 mmol-L")2 uL, 5[ % Lo % (10 pmol-L")
0.5 pL, 5% Lo Fi#(10 wmol-L")0.5 wL, Tag Plus
DNA % 4 (2.5 U)0.5 pL, DNA #i#z 1 pL, K #
ddH,0 #h & 2 25 pL. W 45 5 J5 B PCR 2 Wi,
B F 200 L PCRAE i, E A7 B V) B I, oy s 44
20 pL, W AR & A1 45 10xNE Buffer 2 pL, PCR JZ it
W 10 wL,FnudH [ (10 U)0.4 wL, JC T ddH,0 b /&
320 pL, BEYI R R TE 37 °C/AKH LW 1 he BB
ddH,0, [ IR PCR-RFLP JZ W #:4F , 7 A 25 4
M SO S5 S IR YI 7= 8 wL, I 1.5% 19 3 i
B T 1 A7 R VR DU, SR 5 R R R S AR A5 43 A A
WA BT o 5 3 8 e Pl VK RS P A S RS I 2
T 225 b 58 s P UK RT3 AH N A2 b, #E 100~500 bp K
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W% — DNA &4, AR B A R IH .

3 BER5HWH

3.1 YA 5 P A PCR-RFLP 2 1 7 4 5] 4 i%
i 7E 26 X GenBank U5 B K I P AY 24 U9 FIER 24
VA ITS 5 50 B V1A 45 2047 F X 43 #r , 45 SR 0L IR 1. Bk
B ITS FHIAE 1~571 bp, 7655 198 {3 15 406 {3 £7
FE FnudH T 1 Xho T 4~ 45 5 %l U147 50, it 24 15
WA I EE YIS . T FnudH T B§YI07 5 GC'NGC
Hh K A 2 A A AR AN B 1 25 5 1T Xho T il

YIHL A C"TCGAG W ER S IH 5 5 10 R AFAE — A fd 5
1 22 5, 9T LAAR 7 ik e 488 DO 224 0 1) e S5 1k Tt 0 407 51
Fnud4H I , Jf JH Primer Premier 5.0 % {4 1% i} PCR-
RFLP JZ )% 514 Lo-F,Lo-R WL 1,51 ¥ %5 WL 3% 3.
T FIER 24 U0 28 Lo-F, Lo-R 51 ¥ ¥ 44 J5 2545 5] K/
“h 522 bp M FRF 51k 554 WY IH 28 FnudH T BR i
VA T) i it 1) 0 45 3 P 2% /N 93 3l 2 178 bp i 345 bp
A FE S DNA 25717, 1 24 U3 WS BE 9% FnudH T PR il
P P4 D7) il D

N
A lbp iR, 100 bp 200 bp Ll 300 bp 400 bp 500 bp R 571 bp
L 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 1 1 | 1
i [ 1 I | I [ I O [ I
*Hpy99I Mscl -Styl #Clal Tsp45| *Ecil Bbsl Drdl PpuMI
Nspl Eael “Bsml #BspDI BaeGl Apol Dral BsiHKAI
#Faul BpuEl EcoRV Bpu1iol BseYI *BtgZ| Banll
Pcil NmeAlll BbvCl *PaeR7I Sacl
#BsaH|I BspCNI *Aval Eco53kI
#PspXI Msll
B BsoBI
B/ #Xhol
1bp 10([) bp 200 bp 3(|)0 bp 4(}0 bp 500 bp 571 bp
L 1 1 1 1 1 1
I [l 1 I | (N I I I [ I
*Hpy99I Mscl |-Styl #Clal Tsp45| *Ecil Bbsl| Drdl PpuMI
Nspl Eael “Bsml #BspDI BaeGl Apol Dral BsiHKAI
#Faul BpuEl EcoRV Bpu1ol BseYl *BtgZI Banll
Pcil NmeAlll BbvCl *PaeR7I Sacl
*BsaHI BspCNI *Aval Eco53klI
*Fnu4HI *PspXI| Msll
BsoBI
#Xhol

1 HUIFNEL Y YT ITS Fr 5 BB U1 25 5 4F

Fig. 1 Restriction endonucleases analysis on ITS sequence of A. sinensis and L. officinale

3.2 PCR-RFLP JZ I &4 4k
3.2.1 PCR W &M my i A J7 vk 3 BUAS [6) 7
B R 24 5 RN 24 SRR S 4% 2 43, X PCR-RFLP )
F A e R AR KO BE LB Wk BE O BR R BRI
PCR J i il 25 Y AT 2% 42, 1 1.0% 1Y) B i W 68 e
AT LKA . S22 SR R W], IR JCO BEFE 52~54 °C
BF, 25 6 B B0 T R R S v RS (HGR JOR B 7E
56~62 °CH}, 25 [0 BRI A BRAR R S e 9 38, H K
A FG I A B YT RCRE R WE 2A 5 i TR
KT P B PCR ™ 1 (9 Re S M b v, BT DA O ik
TE I 62 °C A Ky 1% 2 I 9 3R KR . in A Lo-F Al
Lo-RY 3519 (10 pmol- L") 435145 0.2,0.5,0.8 uL
BF, PCR Y™ BG4 oKt AR R S MR 9 1%, HL R 19 A
IS B P RCR WK 2B i TS AOR
it 5 5| 40 e S A 84 O T o A R 1 5 | A B s
SR AE R Y8 BT LR 5 B BE IN A Lo-F Al
Lo-R % %151 %7 (10 pmol-L") 4% 0.5 L. TH 5N
35 HF, WY A Y A BT AR R SR8 L
A6 R EAE 25 F1030 B, R4 09 R IR 2R R

EFE Y1, WL 2C (B8 P4y 25 1), PCR
455 AR AGAR , A B T PCR-RFLP K B A&, B LA 7
RVEFE PCRIGAE N 30,

AR J5 P A W Tag DNA BA B (KR AH K
LRt b, S B Y Tag Plus DNA R Al (KR ) 3
17 525, 45 5 WoR FH @& R FL 1Y) Tag Plus DNA R4
it} HE 47 PCR 4 14 B, Wi 5 1Y 19 9 57 4 45 4 o
—, JCARRE SRR B, BB AOR T Y Tag
DNA R 4 il , R W% J5 75 8 57 (1 PCR W AN 3% PCR
J 7 i 28 R B S 0, {HJ2: Tag Plus DNA 3R & R 3
1820 AN H v T % 8 Tug DNA B4, WK 2D,
It LA 2 7 5 16 % 5 % 3 Tag Plus DNA R & B fE N
%75 PCR L 4 38 il .

3.2.2 A[EZEMPCRY AL Z L A Jy kXA

[A] 7= Mo /9 2 0y B 24 05 A 24 5 & &, A Applied

Biosystems Veriti PCR ¥~ #f {{ fI % # £ 1Y

SureCycler 8800 PCR 4 14 1% ¥k 47 PCR 4" 4 , I

1% 18 3 i 58 JE 2E A7 LUK A I, DL 81 30 BT A R

¥I1E 500~750 bp ¥ 14 i — 55 FF 5 1 DNA &7, &
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A 62°CiB K

60°CiB X

58°CiBk

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp

500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

M 1 2 3 4 5 M 1 2 3 4 5 M 1 2 3 4 5 M

56°CiBk 54°CiBK 52°CiBk
M 1 2 3 4 5 M 1 2 3 4 5 M 1 2 3 4 5 M
2000 bp
1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp,
250 bp
100 bp
B 0.8 L34 0.5 uL3| % 0.2 uL5| 4
M 1 2 3 4 5 M 1 3 4 5 M 1 2 3 4 5 M

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp

500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

C 3SAMER

30/MERR

25MEF

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp

D Taq Plus DNAR & H§

M 1 2 3 4 5 M 1 2 3 4 5 M 1 2 3 4 5

Taq DNAR &

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp

500 bp
250 bp

100 bp

M 1 2 3 4 5 M 1 2 3 4 5 M

AR KGR FE B .51 ¥ CAE M % ; D.Tag DNA B4 257 ;M.D2000 DNA Marker; .55 A%} I8 ;2.Lo-1;3.Lo-2;4.As-1;5.As-2

B2 FAREEZEXPCRRMEFME

Fig.2 Effect of different influence factors on PCR reaction

W] 2.3 3 g 57 (1) PCR AR & FIAR JF A 32 PCR 43
A7 g BR A

3.2.3 PRI 9 DD GG DD RN AR R L PCR-
RFLP JZ ¥ B T 5 PCR J I 14 5 (1 52 i, [ 15f 4l 32
<172 -

I it D) B2 IV B [E] , PCR 7™ 9 i 45 1) 52 W), A I AS o
FENF it U0 2 I B[] i U044 R hoin A PCR = ) 1Y it
YEAT T %58 5 R LR 4. VIR R 4508 15,30,
60 min B, BRI FF & 3 68 5¢ 42 8% FnudH 1 Bl )
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Applied Biosystems Veriti PCRY" 31X
1 2 3 4 5

40 SureCycler 8800 PCR ##1X
1

M M 2 3 4 5

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp|

500 bp

250 bp

100 bp

M.D2000 DNA Marker; 1.%5 (4 % #8 ;2. Lo-1;3.Lo-2;4.As-1;5.As-2
B3 A[EPCRY LI PCR K MK 0T
Fig. 3 Effect of different PCR Instrument on PCR reaction

A K51 K B260 min

BV X B30 min

7E 100~500 bp £ i1 W 4% i — DNA 457417, ULl 4A
it V) 1 25 (20 wWL) H i A PCR 7= 44390 4 17.6, 10,
6 wL B, BR Y UTHE i 76 100~500 bp 25 AEK Hi 75 4% 2
— ) DNA &7, H 27 %2 FE B 45 i A PCR 7™ ) i
(14 e ARG T FA IR, I BT 4B AR F 2015 45 R (b [ 2
) PO R E ) 1001 5 A i BE =R vk 40052 vk
S 7= 4 G 0 v B0 RN, R AR B — g SR 20 pL, Jin
A PCR "3 7= M) — e A 5~10 pL, b 3 BR 6 1 4 1)
fitf 1) Jsz g Bsf ) A A5 3k 1 h A A DG R T LA O
PAE RN PCR Y™ 7 W) (1 22 10 L, 3£ PR V)
I} 18] 4 60 min.

E§ V) R M 15 min

AT I TE] B PCR 7= #) 8 ; M1 . Marker [ ;1,25 (4% B8 ;2.Lo-1;3.Lo-2;4.As-1;5.As-2

B4 7RE E YR R BB

Fig. 4 Effect of different factors on restriction endonuclease digestion

3.3 HIEFEMHEEE

331 WEHMEME S AT H AT E HE,
(G R ERVA R O R i N Wl S s = I = DO
HR 245 B 110 13 K [R) 7= b 19 24 09 BE & 2 17 PCR-
RFLP S i % 5], 45 R ULIEL 5. B A FF i &0 PCR Y™
5, #E 500~750 bp ¥ 14t — 7% L — 1Y DNA 4%
W, WK SA, 2 ad FoudH T FR 7 9 VI B B V)5, 6
0y Bk 24 U9 BE & AE 100~500 bp B4 1 2 &8 — 1
DNA 577, 24 U5 % B8 245 4 R 10 43 24 U3 K 5 7E 100~
500 bp 2 A K H G 4% P — DNA 4717, LKL 5B, & B
% B BRCY U BT R S

332 LEPERAE A Y H A B AR
— K 0%, 1% ,2%,3%,5%,10%,30%,50% , 80%,
100% F1 R 24 I3 FF & 1E 47 PCR-RFLP 20 %6 5], 45 3
WL 6, U5 X5 R 25 0 FdB A LB R 0% RO FE &, H
£ 500~750 bp £ ) — 45 5. — DNA &4 , 7£ 100~500
bp ¥ R W 4% 28— DNA &4 4038 A 1%

A 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17
2000 by

1000 bp|
750 bp)
500 bp)

250 bp)
100 bp)

B
2000 bp)

1000 bp|
750 bp)

500 bp)

250 bp)

100 bp|

A.PCR Y34 72 4 ; B.FnudH 1 BR 61k N I 6 fE U0 7 ¥ ; M. D2000
DNA Marker; 1. %5 4 % 1 ; 2.Lo-3; 3.Lo-4;4.L0-5;5.L0-6; 6.Lo-7; 7.
Lo-8;8. A X} HE 2544 ;9. As-3;10.As-4; 11.As-5;12.As-6; 13.As-7;
14.As-8;15.A5-9;16.A5-10;17.As-11;18.As-12

B 5 7A[E i ER L Y350 L V34 & PCR-RFLP = K2 46 i

Fig. 5 Results on PCR-RFLP reaction of A. sinensis and

L. officinale samples from different areas

1 2% 9 B2 U, 76 100~500 bp A6t 2 25 7R 3% 1y 24
— DNA i s B2 10 38 A 3% DL LAy RKCS I B,
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BT A R S 2 AE 100~500 bp K HY 2 55 B — i DNA

At

12 3 4 6 8 o 10 11 12 13

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp|
500 bp

250 bp

100 bp|

M.D2000 DNA Marker; 1. %5 % 18 ;2. 5 T X BZ5 44 53.0%54.1%;
5.2%;6.3%;7.5%;8.10%;9.30%;10.50%;11.80%;12.100%

E6 [—#txkZHIFHRENE—H# K ARE LG HER L Y3 # & PCR-
RFLP [z Kz #: )

Fig. 6 Detection limit of one mixed with other one species by

PCR-RFLP

FEAS TR W22 05 v 4 50 48 AR TR R B 50%
Wi 2409, £ 17 PCR-RFLP F2 i % 5], 45 R LK 7. 8
fit A A L ¥k 50% BR 4 0 19 24 03 FE 5 35 #E 100~
500 bp K HH 2 25 B — A9 DNA 454 . DL 45 R R
ZAk A REME R @ s ke U T H
WG IHB RS H AR A
333 BOWKSEIE XAl #2183
HE1B 25 VAR R B S Fi BEAR D 0k 8 ST 2 1A 24 4
FAR B 48 O BR S T 4G 25 10 0 vk R A5 R A, 45 1 AL
P8, TR 1B e i UKk L L, R S RS T 2 R
2 14 5 PR UK P15 AR R 467 L 7E 100~500 bp £
P2 — 1 DNA G501, Bk A 25 R 5 Y 19 2 i 2)
M—2(E 8A) S IH K A 1 A BRCS IH K A 24 14
ROR 2 A AR R 3 8 i H K B v FE S RS A
Z: W20 bF R e R UK RS AR VA7 L #E 100~500 bp
i th 2 4 #.— DNA 447, UL IE 8B, C, I 4 91K A 2
AR IHR R 3 M BA R H I SR A .

M 1 2 3 4 5 6.7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

2000 bp

1000 b
750 bp

500 bp
250 bp|

100 bp)

M.D2000 DNA Marker; 1. 25 ([ X i ;2. 5 13 X 25 4 ;3. Lo-1 88 A
As-3;4.Lo-198 A As-4;5.Lo-248 A As-5;6.Lo-248 A As-7;7.Lo-31%
A As-6;8.L0-318 A As-9;9.Lo-4 8 A As-8;10.Lo-4 & A As-11;11.
Lo-5# A As-5;12-Lo-548 A As-10;13-Lo-6 8 A As-6; 14-Lo-6 8 A
As-12

B7 AEHAREKLYIFENTEH K LT 50% # & PCR-RFLP
& Rz

Fig. 7 Different batches A. sinensis mixed with different batches

50% L. officinale samples by PCR-RFLP
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Fnu4H 1 ,3F¥% 3+ PCR-RFLP 514, 57 72419

A B C
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2. U R 3. R VT 2 B2 BE 5 4 P AT RE S 155 P ATRE R 256 P47 RE L 3

8 A I#t LTS PCR-RFLP & Mz 47

Fig. 8 PCR-RFLP reaction test results of three batches 4. sinensis samples in market
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