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Various countries have established regulations that stipu-
late the labeling of agricultural commodities, feed, and
food products that contain or are made from genetically
modified (GM) material or that contain adventitious GM
material in amounts that exceed certain threshold levels.
While regulations in some countries refer to GM material
on a weight per weight (w/w) percentage, the currently
applied detection methods do not directly measure the
w/w percentage of the GM material. Depending on the
particular method and the sample matrix it is applied to,
the conversion of analytical results to a w/w percentage
is challenging or not possible. The first rapid PCR system
for GM maize detection on a single kernel basis has been
developed. The equipment for the grinding of individual
kernels and a silica membrane-based 96-well DNA ex-
traction kit were both significantly revised and optimized
for this particular purpose, respectively. We developed a
mulfiplex real-time PCR method for the rapid quantifica-
tion of GM DNA sequences in the obtained DNA solutions.
In addition, a multiplex qualitative PCR detection method
allows for the simultaneous detection of different GM
maize traits in each kernel and thereby for identification
of individual kernels that contain a combination of two or
more GM traits. Especially for grain samples that poten-
tially contain combined-trait GM maize kemels, the pro-
posed methods can deliver informative results in a rapid,
precise, and reliable manner.

Genetically modified organisms (GMO) are products of re-
combinant DNA technology, which can result in improved
functional properties. .In the past two decades, tremendous
advances have been achieved in genetically modified (GM) crop
species including maize. The production of GM crops, especially
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maize and soybean, has increased in the United States over the
past several years.! Recently, the production of combined-trait
products (stacks) of GM maize, in which two or more different
characteristic traits were inserted, has also increased in the United
States due to their enhanced production efficiency. The stack
varieties of GM maize are actually bred by crossing a plant
containing one transgene with individuals harboring another
transgene to introduce sequentially new transgenes into the plant.

In some countries, the acceptance of GM foods by consumers
is still controversial, and concerns about their safety persist among
public opinion. In many countries, the labeling of grains, feedstuff,
and foodstuff is mandatory if the GMO content exceeds a certain
level of approved GM varieties. For instance, the European Union,
Japan and Korea have set threshold values of 0.9, 5, and 3%,
respectively, of GMO material in a nongenetically modified (non-
GM) background as the basis for labeling.2-* The enforcement
of these threshold values has created a demand for the develop-
ment of reliable GMO analysis methods.

Most of the developed analytical methods for determining the
GMO content in foods are based on the polymerase chain reaction
(PCR) due to its sensitivity, specificity, and applicability for the
analysis of complex food matrixes.5-¢ Furthermore, many real-
time PCR systems have been developed to identify and quantify

‘GM muaize, GM soybeans, and GM varieties of other agricultural
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commodities.9-% Real-time PCR systems are based on the use
of fluorescent markers that monitor the formation of the PCR
product during each cycle of the reaction. Most commonly, GMO
quantification by quantitative real-time PCR methods is calculated
from the ratio of the target GMO DNA versus DNA from the
respective target plant species.

Since the analyte of these methods is DNA, the immediate
results reflect, for example, the ratio of two DNA targets in the
sample. Nevertheless, the unit of the reported results should
ideally be equivalent to the weight per weight (w/w) percentage
of the GM material in the sample. For example, it would preferably
reflect the number of GM maize kernels relative to the total
number of maize kernels.

Although levels of adventitious commingling of GM materials
into a non-GM background for the labeling system refer to GM
material on a w/w percentage, the currently applicable detection
methods do not directly measure the w/w percentage of GM
material. The GM percentages calculated using current quantita-
tive PCR methods are calculated by converting relative copy
numbers between a specific recombinant DNA (rDNA) sequence
and a taxon-specific DNA sequence into a w/w percentage using
appropriate reference materials. The GMO percentage in a maize
sample containing the combined-trait GM maize as determined
by the currently available methodology is prone to be overesti-
mated as compared to the actual w/w percentage of GM maize
in the sample because the relative copy numbers are calculated
on a haploid basis. A combined-trait GM maize kernel contains
the same traits as the two separate GM maize kernels from both
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‘ individual parent GM lines. Once kernels in a grain sample have

been homogenized to perform the analysis with a subsample of
the homogenate, combined-trait GM kernels cannot be differenti-
ated from separate kernels of the parent lines. This restriction is
intrinsic to the sample homogenization and applies entirely
irrespective of the subsequent detection methodology and target
analyte. For instance, it applies to the 35S screening quantification
by reaktime PCR as much as it applies to the detection of
biotechnology proteins by immunoassays. Only the analysis of
individual maize kernels in a sample can reveal the presence of
stacked maize products. In the presence of combined-trait GM
maize kernels, a single-kernel analysis is also a prerequisite for
determination of the GMO percentage on a w/w or kernel/kernel
basis. However, the analysis of individual maize kernels has been

* thought to be time-consuming and not feasible for samples with

hundreds of kernels.

In the present study, we developed the first rapid and simple
detection system that delivers informative results by single-kernel
analysis of grain samples that could potentially contain combined-

-trait GM maize kernels. -

EXPERIMENTAL SECTION

Maize Samples. Non-GM maize grain was obtained from the
Ministry of Health, Labor and Welfare (MHLW) in Japan. Maize
seed from MON810, GA21, and a stacked trait product (MON810
x GA21) were kindly provided by the Monsanto Co. (St. Louis,
MO) for the positive controls of the GM maize.

Oligonucleotide Primers and Probes. Sets-of primer pairs
and Tag-Man probes for the construct-specific and universal GM
quantification were consistent with those described in our previous
paper.02. All the sets of primer pairs were purchased from Fasmac
Co., Ltd. (Kanagawa, Japan), and the Tag-Man probes (p355-Taq,
GA21-Taq, SSIIb-Tag) for the detection of the cauliflower mosaic
virus 35s promoter sequence (p35S), GA21 specifc sequence, and
maize starch synthase IIb gene sequence (SSIIb) are labeled with
6-carboxyfluorescein (FAM) and 6-carboxytetramethyl-rhodamine
(TAMRA) at the 5 and 3’ ends, respectively, and were also
purchased from Fasmac Co., Ltd. In the Japanese official standard
realtime PCR methods, 02177 the SSIIb 3 system (SSIIb 3-5" and
SSIIb 3-3’ with SSIIb-Taq) were used as the primers and probe

for the quantification of the taxon-specific gene encoding SSIIb,

p355-1 system (P35S 1-5" and P35S 1-3’ with P355-Taq) and GA21-3
system (GA21 3-5" and GA21 3-3’ with GA21-Taq) are used for
the screening method. The target sequence of p35S-1 system to
detect the 35S promoter region derived from cauliflower mosaic
virus is widely found in the rDNA of almost all GM events with
the exception of GA21, and the GA21-3 system was designed to
detect the construct specific sequence GM maize event GA21.
The total quantification value obtained p35S-1 and GAZ21-3 systems
is deemed as the estimated total amount of GM maize events.?’
In the multiplex realtime PCR method developed in this study,
the SSIIb-TaqV, which is labeled with VIC and TAMRA at the 5’
and 3’ ends, was newly synthesized by Applied Biosystems (AB;
St. Louis, MO) and used as a probe for the detection of the SSIIb
instead of SSIIb-Taq. The SSIIb-TaqV sequence is 5-VIC-AG-
CAAAGTCAGAGCGCTGCAATGCA-TAMRA-3' %

(27) Notification 0517001, 2004, Department of Food Safety, the Ministry of
Health, Labour and Welfare of Japan.
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Determination of GMO Amount Using Japanese Official
Standard Real-Time PCR Methods. The percentage of GMO
in the grinding model test sample was determined using the
Japanese official standard real-time PCR methods202.2%after suf-
ficiently grinding the model test sample kernels (See the method
in on-line Supporting Information.). The ratios of the copy number
of the transgenic gene and the taxon-specific gene in each genuine
seed of a representative variety of the GM event were calculated
using the following formula-1 and defined as the conversion factor
(C9.2-22 The GMO amounts (%) are calculated using the following
defined C; and formula-2. The C; for MON810 and GA21 were
0.39 and 2.01, respectively.?

Formula-1: C; = (copies of the transgenic gene in the DNA
extracted from GM seeds)/ (copies of the taxon-specific gene in
the DNA extracted from GM seeds).

Formula-2: GMO amount (%) = (copies of the transgenic gene
in the DNA extracted from an unknown sample x 100)/(copies
of the taxon-specific gene in the DNA extracted from an unknown
sample x 9.

Evaluation of Purity and Concentration of Extracts. The
DNA concentration was measured by UV absorption at 260 nm,
while the DNA purity was evaluated on the basis of the UV
absorption ratios of Azg/Azsy and Age/Agmp. (All the samples
showed an Aggo/Azs ratio ranging from 1.6 to 1.9 and an Aggy/
Ags ratio ranging from 1.8 to 2.0.)

Grinding of Individual Single Maize Kernel. We individually
ground the maize kernels using a MultiBeads Shocker (model
MBG60INIHS, Yasui Kikai Co. Osaka, Japan) with an improved
tube, which was developed in this study. The grinding of individual
single maize seeds was perfofmed using the Multi-Beads Shocker
with the new tube holder (type SH-123) at 2500 rpm for 1 min
and repeated for 1 min after the tube holder was reversed. To
remove the powders and broken pieces of the other kernels, the
kernels were washed with 1% sodium dodecyl sulfate, rinsed three
times with distilled water (DW) and dried at 40 °C for 40 min in
the incubation box before grinding the kernels as described above.
The modified Multi-Beads Shocker with the new tube holder
(model MB601NIHS), modified sample tube (ST-0350MZ), and
distruption medium (metal corn) (MC0316MZ) in this study is
commercially available from Yasui Kikai Co. (website: http://
www.yasuikikai.co.jp/)

DNA Extraction from Each Maize Kernel Using DNeasy
96 Plant Kit. We modified the volume of the several extraction
buffers for use and the procedure in the DNeasy 96 Plant kit
protocol to simultaneously extract the maize genomic DNA from
the finely ground individual powders. The modified points are as
follows. Buffer AP1 (preheated to 65 °C) and RNase A (final
concentration, 100 ug/mL) were combined to make a working
solution. One milliliter of the working solution was directly added
to each modified sample tube containing the ground maize powder
described in the previous section. The, tubes were capped and
incubated for 30 min at 65 °C (inverted 10 times at intervals of 10
min). A 170xL aliquot of buffer AP2 solution was then added to
each solution. The tubes were sealed to avoid leakage during
shaking. The tubes were next incubated for 30 min at —20 °C,
and then centrifuged for 20 min at 3000 rpm using Metalfuge
(MBG100, Yasui Kikai Co.). A 400-uL aliquot of each supernatant
was then carefully transferred to new microtubes (LF tube;

Prescribe Genomics Co., Tsukuba, Japan). The microtubes were
centrifuged for 5 min at 12 000 rpm. After transfer of the solution
to the DNeasy 96 plate and aspiration, 800 xL of buffer AW was
carefully added to each sample. The washing was repeated three
times. A 800-uL aliquot of 100% ethanol was then added to each
sample. For the elution of DNA from each well of the DNeasy 96
plate, 75 uL of DW (preheated to 65 °C) was added to each well.
The plate was resealed and incubated for 5 min at room
temperature and aspirated until each DNeasy membrane was dry.
The elution was repeated twice. The entire protocol can be seen
in the on-line Supporting Information.

Multiplex Real-Time PCR Conditions. The amplification

. curves of the target sequence was monitored using a fluorescent

dye, which was labeled for the designed oligonucleotide probes,
using the ABI PRISM 7900HT sequence detection system (AB).
The reaction volume of 25 4L contained 2.5 uL of the sample
genomic DNA solution, 12.5 L of Universal Master Mix (AB),
0.5 uM primer pair, and 0.2 M probe (except for the case of
p355, 0.1 uM probe). The reaction conditions were made for the
following PCR step—cycle program: 2 min at 50 °C, and 95 °C
for 10 min and 45 cycles, 30 s at 95 °C, and 1 min 30 s at 59 °C.

If the amplification curves for the GMO detection or taxon gene
detection were clearly observed after 15 cycles, we considered
the sample as positive. If the amplification curve for the GMO
detection or taxon gene detection was not observed after 15 cycles,
we considered the sample as negative.

In this study, the GM Maize Detection Plasmid Set—ColE1/
TE —(Nippon Gene Co., Tokyo, Japan) was used as the positive
control. This plasmid set contained six concentrations (including
the ColEl plasmid as nontemplate control) of the reference
plasmid pMul5, which is inserted into all the amplification products
of p355, GA21, and SSIIb, diluted with the TE buffer (pH 8.0)
including 5 ng/uL ColE1 plasmid.??! The ColE1 plasmid con-
tained none of the amplification products of p35S, GA21, and SSIIb.
The positive controls were prepared using the two concentrations
of the plasmid set such as 250 000 and 1500 copies/plate. In the
negative control, the ColE1 plasmid was also used as the
nontemplate control for the analysis. In the reaction plate, the real-
time PCR was performed in duplicate using two reaction vessels
for NTC as the negative control and positive control (two
concentrations of the plasmid set). The other 90 reaction vessels
were individually examined for the genomic DNA samples
extracted from single maize kernels.

Muttiplex Qualitative PCR Conditions. Multiplex qualitative
PCR detection was performed according to our previously reported
method with some modifications.!! The reaction mixture for the
PCR was prepared in a PCR reaction tube. The reaction volume
of 25 uL contained 25 ng of genomic DNA; 0.2 mmol/L dNTP,
1.5 mmol/L MgCls, 0.5 umol/L 5" and 3’ primers, and 0.625 unit
of AmpliTaq Gold (Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA). The
reactions were buffered with PCR buffer II (AB) and amplified in
a thermal cycler (GeneAmp PCR System 9700; AB) according to
the following PCR step—cycle program: preincubation at 95 °C
for 10 min, denaturation at 95 °C for 0.5 min, annealing at 60 °C
for 0.5 min, and extension at 72 °C for 0.5 min. The cycle was
repeated 40 times followed by a final extension at 72 °C for 7 min.

In addition, after PCR amplification, agarose gel electrophoresis
of the PCR product was carried out according to previous
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Table 1. Overestimation of GMOC Amounts Using the
Conventional Real-Time PCR Methods in the Sample
Containing the Stacked-Trait Product®

contents of GM maize

mean (%) SDé
stack (MONS810xGA21) 15.1 1.0
MONB810 and GA21 12.2 0.3
MONS810 5.9 04
GA21 6.1 1.3

a All experiments were performed three times. In this.experiments,
the SSIIb 3 (SSIb 3—5 and SSIIb 3—3” with SSIIb-Taq) were used for
quantification of the taxon-specific sequences, and P35S-1 (P35S 1-5
and P35S 1-3’ with P355-Taq) for the detection of MON810 and GA21-3
(GA21 3-5 and GA21 3-3 with GA21-Taq) were used for the
quantification of the transgenic specific sequences in the GM maize
sample. ® SD standard deviation.

studies.!'" The amplification products (7.5 L) of each specific
PCR were submitted for electrophoresis at a constant voltage (100
V) on a 3% Takara L03 agarose gel (Takara Co., Ltd., Tokyo, Japan)
in the TAE (40 mmol/L Tris-HCl, 40 mmol/L acetic acid, and 1
mmol/L EDTA, pH 8.0) buffer solution. After gel electrophoresis,
the gel was stained in DW containing 0.5 #g/mL ethidium bromide
for 30 min and then washed in DW for 30 min. The gel was
photographed using a Chemi-lumi Image Analyzer with the Diana
system as the analytical software (Raytest, Straubenhardt, Ger-
many).

RESULTS

Overestimation of GMO Content in Samples of Combined-
Trait Products Using Real-Time PCR Method. A model test
_sample containing 180 kernels was prepared using 9 kernels of a
variety of stack GM maize (YieldGard Corn Borer with Roundup
Ready corn 1; MON810 x GA21 (YieldGard, Roundup Ready, and
GA21 are registered trademarks of Monsanto Technology LLC.
MON810 x GA21 was obtained from the Monsanto Co.) and 171
kernels of non-GM maize. The percentage of GMO in the model
test sample was determined using the Japanese official standard
real-time PCR methods?021.77 after sufficiently grinding the model
test sample kernels. As shown in Table 1, the value was
determined to be ~15.1% though the value should be closer to
5% on a weight per weight basis. A second 180-kernel test sample
was prepared using 9 kernels of MON810, 9 kernels of GAZ1,
and 162 kernels of non-GM maize. The percent GMO of this
sample was determined to be 12.2%. These results clearly sug-
gested that the GMO level determined using the conventional real-
time PCR methods could be overestimated in the sample con-
taining the stack variety. This is because the GMO percentage is
calculated on the haploid basis, which is defined by the formulas
as described in our previous reports and in the Experimental
Section.2027

Grinding of Individual Maize Kernel. To rapidly grind maize
kernels into a fine powder, we made several modifications to the
grinder (Multi-Beads Shocker). The program for the Multi-Beads
Shocker was upgraded so that the maximum speed of the
instrument could reach 2500 rpm. The diameter of the chamber

(28) Katou, Y.; Kanoh, Y.; Bando, M.; Noguchi, H.; Tanaka, H.; Ashikari, T,
Sugimoto, K.; Shirahige, K. Nature 2003, 424, 1078—1083.
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6_‘_'_‘_‘_?_“_‘% (cm) W (cm)
Figure 1. Newly designed Multi-Beads Shocker (A) and sample
tube with metal corn (B). Multi-Beads Shocker was redesigned, and
tubes and metal corn were modified to improve the efticiency as
described in the text. (A) Inside the chamber of Multi-Beads Shocker,
(B) sample tube with metal corn; (a) sample holder, (b) tube, (c) metal
corn, and (d) ground maize after disruption.

was widened to 340 mm for easy handling of the sample holder
(Figure 1A). In addition, we redesigned the sample holder, sample
tube, and disruption medium (metal corn) for better performance.
The safety plate for the sample tubes was modified so that it could
be secured using a torque wrench for high-speed operation
(Figure 1A). A new sample holder was made to accommodate a
24-well plate for the convenience of handling a large number of
samples (Figure 1A-a). The sample holder was made ‘of a synthetic
resin (plastic) in place of metal so that the instrument could be
operated at a higher speed (Figure 1A-a). The diameter of the
sample tube was changed from 10.5 to 12 mm so that an individual
kernel was easily placed in the tube (Figure 1B-b). Furthermore,
the shape of the metal corn was rounded at the both ends as
shown in Figure 1B-c in order to prevent them from adhering to
the inner cap and also to increase the grinding efficiency. The
structure of the inner cap was also changed to a round shape,
and an O-ring was placed in the tube cap to prevent sample
leakage (Figure 1B-b). When 48 kernels were ground in this
remodeled equipment, all the kernels were uniformly ground into
a fine power in 2 min with a high efficiency regardless of their
size and shape (Figure 1B-d).

DNA Extraction from Each Maize Kernel Using DNeasy
96 Plant Kit. To simultaneously extract the maize genomic DNA
from the finely ground individual powders described above, we
applied the 96-well extraction kits and developed suitable extrac-
tion conditions. First, we examined the silica membrane-type kit
(DNeasy 96 Plant Kit, Qiagen) and magnet-type kit (Wizard
Magnetic 96 DNA Plant System, Promega). The silica membrane-
based method appeared to be significantly better than the
magnetic-type method in terms of the content and quality of the
extracted genomic DNA. We then modified the volume of the
several extraction buffers for use and the procedure in the DNeasy
96 Plant Kit as described in the Experimental Section.

To investigate the yield and quality of the genomic DNA
individually exiracted from the maize kernels, we evaluated the
concentration and purity of the genomic DNA from 12 maize
kernels. As shown in Table 2, the yields from the individual maize
kernels in all the products ranged from 104.5 to 125.0 ng/xL with
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Table 2. Yield and Quality of Genomic DNA in Four Kinds of Maize Using the Modified Extraction Method?

. stack
non-GM MONS810 GA21 (MON810xGA21) total
RSD RSD RSD RSD RSD
mean ©) mean ) mean %) mean %) mean %)
DNA conc (ng/uL) 123 15.1 i25 8.8 104.5 10.5 115.7 12.3 117 13.6
260/280 ratio 1.77 1.18 1.75 0.59 1.77 1.06 1.75 0.57 1.76 0.99
260/230 ratio 1.94 5.94 1.86 3.65 1.89 3.89 1.9 2.84 1.9 4.39

¢ Each value represents the mean and relative standard deviation (RSD (%)) of 12 kernel determinants. The UV absorption ratios of 260 nm/280
nm and 260 nm/230 nm ratios represent Azso/Azg0 am_i Azgo/ Az, respectively, of genomic DNA individually extracted from maize kernel samples.
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Figure 2. Amplification curves of the 12 genomic DNA solutions per one kind of maize (total of 48 test solutions) using the multiplex real-time
PCR method. (a) SSiib detection of non-GM maize, (b) SSIib detection of MON810 maize, (c) SSiib detection of GA21 maize, (d) SSlib detection
of stacked maize (MON810 x GA21), (e) p35S detection and GA21 specific detection of non-GM maize, (f) p358S detection of MON810 maize,
(9) specific detection of GA21 maize, and (h) p35S and GA21 specific detection of stacked maize (MONS10 x GA21).

an average of 117.0 ng/uL. All of the GM and non-GM maize
varieties had Agg/ Az ratios between 1.6 and 1.9.

Multiplex Real-Time PCR Qualitative Detection of Ge-
nomic DNA from GM Maize Kernel. To identify the extracted
genomic DNA from the GM maize kernels, the development of
the multiplex realtime PCR method was evaluated. The cauliflower
mosaic virus p35S was introduced into maize products MONS810,
Btll, T25, and Event 176, but not introduced into GA21.10.1
Therefore, the two sets of primer and probe for both the p35S
detection and GAZ21 specific detection were considered to be
mixed in one reaction tube to detect the genomic DNA from the
GM maize kernel. In addition, to check the validity of the extracted
genomic DNA for PCR, the set of primer pair and probe for the
detection of the SSIIb, which is a the maize taxon-specific gene,
would be considered to be added to one tube and simultaneously
detected. However, as described in a previous paper, P355-Taq,
GA21-Taq, and SSHb-Taq were labeled with FAM dye.202! There-
fore, we redesigned the SSIIb probe labeled with VIC dye (SSITb-
TaqV) and then used this probe.

With three pairs of primers (p355-1, GA21-3, SSIIb-3) and three
probes (p35S-Taq, GA21-Taq, SSIIb-TaqV) in one reaction, the
interaction among the primers and probes appeared to cause a
decrease in the PCR efficiency. The efficiency of SSIIb amplifica-
tion was more significantly affected than the other two (data not

shown). Therefore, we increased the concentration of the SSIIb
primers (SSIIb-3) and probe (SSIb-TaqV) higher than those of
the other two primer pairs and probes and also increased the time
from 1 to 1 min 30 s as the annealing step.

As expected, the amplification curves of both p35S-Taq and
GA21-Taq labeled with the FAM dye were successfully observed

_ and the amplification curves of SSIIb-TaqV labeled with the VIC
dye were also simultaneously detected. These results suggested
that detection of target DNA sequences from the GM maize
kernels and confirmation of the validity of the extracted genomic
DNA for PCR can be simultaneously performed in one run.
Furthermore, we examined whether the amplification curves of
SSIIb and those of p35S and GA21 could be consistently observed
in' 12 genomic DNA solutions extracted from non-GM, MON 810,
GAZ21, and a stack variety of MON810 x GA21 maize kernels. As
shown in Figure 2, we confirmed that all the amplification curves
of SSIIb and those of p35S and GA21 can be obtained in all the
relevant events of the examined maize under the developed
multiplex real-time PCR conditions irrespective of a stacked GM
event trait or single GM event trait.

In addition, we examined the end-point analysis of the stack
maize product and reference plasmids using the developed
multiplex realtime PCR method. As shown in Figure 3, the
genomic DNA from MON810 x GA21 can be clearly identified
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Figure 3. End-point analysis of the stacked GM maize sample, non-
GM sample and reference plasmids using the muitiplex real-time PCR.
(a) nontemplate control (ColE1 plasmid) as a negative control, (b)
amplification of 250 000 copies of reference plasmid as a positive
control, (¢} amplification of genomic DNA from stacked maize kemels
(MON810 x GA21), (d) amplification of genomic DNA from non-GM
maize kernels. The GM Maize Detection Plasmid Set—ColE1/TE
(Nippon Gene Co.) was used as the positive controi and the negative
control. This plasmid set contained six concentrations (including the
ColE1 plasmid as nontemplate control) of the reference plasmid
pMuis, which is inserted into all the amplification products of p358S,
GA21, and SSiib, diluted with the TE buffer (pH 8.0) including 5 ng/
uL ColE1 plasmid. The ColE1 plasmid contained none of the
amplification products of p35S, GA21, and 8SlIb. In a negative
control, the ColE 1 plasmid was also used as the nontemplate control
for the analysis. In the reaction plate, the multiplex real-time PCR
~was performed in duplicate using six reaction vessels for the negative
control and positive control (two concentrations of the plasmid set).
The other 90 reaction vessels were individually examined for the
genomic DNA samples extracted from single-maize kernels.

from those of the non-GM maize samples and reference plasmids
using the end-point analysis of the developed multiplex real-time
PCR method as a complement confirmation.

Verification of Proposed Detection Method for a Stacked
Maize Product. The detection method developed for stacked
maize products was used to detect the three types of 5% model
test samples containing 9 kernels of transgenic maize seeds
(MONS810 or GA21 or MON810 x GA21) and 171 kernels of non-
GM maize. As expected, we detected the target DNA sequence
derived from the respective GM maize (9 kernels) in the three
types of 5% model test samples based on the amplification curves.
We showed the typical amplification curves of the p355 system
for MONS10 seeds and non-GM maize samples in Figure 4, and
the end-point analysis result of the model test sample containing
the MONBS10 maize seeds as a complement confirmation in Figure
5. As shown in Figure 4, when the amplification curves were
clearly observed after 15 cycles, we can denote the sample as GM
positive (Figure 4a). In contrast, when the amplification curve was
not observed after 15 cycles, we can denote the sample as GM
negative (Figure 4b). Therefore, we set up the clearness of the
amplification curves after 15 cycles of the realtime PCR as the
threshold for the discrimination of GM or non-GM maize kernel.
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Figure 4. Typical amplification curves of the model test sample
containing the MONB10 maize seeds using the multiplex real-time
PCR. (a) Typical amplification curves of the MON810 maize seeds
in the model test sample, (b) Typical amplification curves of the non-
GM maize grains in the model test sample.
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Figure 5. End-point analysis of the model test sample. (a) no-
template control as a negative-control, (b) amplification of 250 000
copies of standard plasmid as a postitive control, (c) amplification of
genomic DNA from MON810 maize seeds, ahd (d) amplification of
genomic DNA from non-GM maize kernels. All the conditions were
as'in Figure 3. N

Confirmation of Stacked Maize Kernel Using Multiplex
Qualitative PCR Detection. Finally, we identified whether the
genomic DNA from each kernel contains the stacked traits or a
single trait using the multiplex qualitative PCR detection method
published in a previous report.!! As shown in Figure 6, each GM
trait was identified as expected. For MON810 x GAZ21, the two
amplification bands for MON810 and GA21 were simultaneously
detected by the agarose gel electrophoresis analysis in one
extraction.
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Figure 6. Agarose gel electrophoresis of the PCR products
amplified from genomic DNA extracted from individual maize kernels.
Arrowheads indicate the expected PCR ampiification products. Ze?
represents the amplification product from maize taxon-specific gene,
zein gene. Event 176, GA21, MONB10, T25, and Bt11 represent the
PCR amplification product from each GM line, respectively. Lanes 1
and 2: amplification of genomic DNA from non-GM maize kernel.
Lanes 3 and 4: amplification of genomic DNA from MONS810 kernel.
Lanes 5 and 6: amplification of genomic DNA from GA21 kernel.
Lanes 7 and 8: amplification of genomic DNA from MONS810 x GA21
kernel. Lanes 9 and 10: amplification of the mixed genomic DNA of
five lines (event 176, GA21, MON810, T25, and Bt11). M: 100-bp
ladder size standard.

DISCUSSION
After the introduction of new labeling system for GM foods in

Japan and other countries, many food industries in the countries
have been obliged to switch to non-GM materials largely to meet
demand from retailers and GMO are excluded from the market
except for special products, such as edible oil and animal feed.
To monitor the commingling level of GMO in non-GM materials
controlled by an identity-preserved handling system, the screening
system using the combination of quantification systems for the
p35S region and GA21 specific region is the most practical method
at the first step for the maize grains in the United States and
Canada. A possibility, however, which the telative GMO amount
measured from the copy numbers of SSIIb and GM target
sequences is not consistent with the actual GMO mixing ratio
(%) in grains, would arise by development of stacked maize
products. '

Several GM maize evevts have been authorized for import into
Japan. The GM traits include resistance to feeding damage by
the European corn borer (event 176 and Btll from Syngenta
{formerly Novartis Seeds), MON810 from Monsanto Co.), resis-
tance to corn rootworm (e.g.,, MON863 from Monsanto Co.),
tolerance to the herbicide phosphinothricin (PPT) (e.g., T25 from
Bayer Crop Science), resistance to the European corn borer,
tolerance to PPT (TC1507 from Pioneer Hi-Bred International Inc.,
Mycogen Seeds/Dow Agro Sciences LLC), and tolerance to the
herbicide glyphosate (e.g., GA21 and NK603, Monsanto Co.).
Furthermore, six stacked maize products (MON863 x NK603,
MONS810 x GA21, MON810 x T25, TC1507 x NK603, MON863
x MONB810, MON863 x MONS810 x NK603) have already been
authorized in Japan. All the authorized GM maize events have
p35S except for the GA21. Then, if the stacked GM maize variety
is included in the grains, the measured percent GMO might be
overestimated by the doubly quantified target sequences. The
percent GM could be expressed on a kernel basis, which is based
on discrimination of GM or non-GM for single kernels or on a
haploid basis as described in the Results.

We have described the first rapid detection system for the
amount of GMO in a sample containing a GM stacked maize
product. We first improved the grinding equipment and the tube
for grinding some maize kernels in terms of the tube size and
the inconsistent fineness of the ground maize powder. We
improved the sample tube shape as well as the disruption medium
(metal corns) and sample holder in order to grind, irrespective
of the maize kernel size. Furthermore, we improved the perfor-
mance of the blender by enhancing the durability of the equipment
and by replacing the motor with a high-speed one. Using this
improved equipment and tube, we confirmed that 48 individual
maize kernels could be ground in a few minutes. In addition, we
examined the genomic DNA extraction step for a single ground
maize powder. We optimized a rapid extraction method using the
modified silica membrane-based 96-plate extraction kits. Although
we examined the magnetic-based 96-plate extraction kit, the silica
membrane-based method performed better than the magnetic-
based method in terms of the content and quality of the extracted
genomic DNA (data not shown).

We also developed a multiplex real-time PCR method for the
rapid qualitative detection of the genomic DNA extracted from a
maize kernel. This developed method can individually discriminate
a stacked or single GM trait of GM maize kernels authorized in
Japan and simultaneously evaluate the quality of the extracted
genomic DNA for PCR in one run. We can discriminate GM or
non-GM kernels by the amplification curves from the multiplex
real-time PCR as shown in Figure 2 and Figure 4 irrespective of
the stacked GM event trait or single GM event trait. The end-
point analyses as in Figures 3 and 5 could give supplemental
information for the judgment. Furthermore, we confirmed that it
can be determined as to whether the genomic DNA from each
kernel contains the stacked traits or a single trait using the
multiplex qualitative PCR detection method published in a previ-
ous report.!! The multiplex real-time PCR detection method may
be applicable for the detection of all authorized GM maize kernels
because this method can qualitatively detect both p35S and GA21.
The detection system we have developed is also applicable to other
combined-trait maize products. For example, Monsanto’s triple
stack maize product (YieldGard Plus with Roundup Ready,
MONB863 x MONS810 x NK603), which incorporates Bacillus

thuringiensis (Bt) toxins for corn borer and rootworm and

tolerance to glyphosate, should be detectable. In addition, this
detection system could be applicable for the detection of other
GM crops such as wheat and soybeans.

We consider that it can clearly discriminate GM or non-GM
kernel using the judgment system, though .a false positive might
occur. Therefore, for only the positive samples, it would be
necessary to confirm the results using a multiplex qualitative PCR
detection as in Figure 6. In addition, since the multiplex real-time
PCR would be very sensitive, carryover contamination from one
kernel to another during the grinding process and the DNA
extraction step might occur. Therefore, we considered that the
grinding process and the DNA extraction step should be carefully
performed. Furthermore, we would also improve the experimental
conditions of multiplex real-time PCR to clearly discriminate GM
and non-GM kernels in future.

Many quantitative methods for GMO analyses have been
developed.® Undoubtedly, the most widely used methods are

Analytical Chemistry, Vol. 77, No. 22, November 15, 2005 7427

— 166 —



based on PCR and, more particularly, the quantitative real-time
PCR.” GMO quantification in mixed food samples using these
quantitative realtime PCR methods is based on the calculation
using the ratio of GMO (copies of the recombinant DNA
sequence) versus the plant species-specific DNA content (copies
of the taxon-specific gene), calculated on a haploid basis. The
calculated value is converted into a percent GMO content (weight
to weight). This conversion is based on the assumption that there
is a direct 1:1 relationship between the endogenous gene and the
GM gene. However, there are many biological factors that can
affect this 1:1 relationship, such as GM gene copy number, DNA
degradation, DNA endoreduplicaion, outcrossing versus inbreed-
ing, and variability in the genome.? Therefore, it is necessary to
attempt to convert the GMO content using the conversion factor
such as the value defined by formula-1 in the Japanese current
official method202! In addition, as we have already described, the
GMO content of maize samples containing a stacked-trait maize
product could be overestimated using the conventional real-time
PCR if the definition of the threshold values for the labeling
regulation are on a weight per weight basis.

In the consideration of the feasibility of testing individual maize
kernels, for example, when GMO mixing percent is clearly less
than the threshold levels that each country have set up, it would
be attained by the measurement of the conventional real-time PCR
method using p35S-1 andGA21-3 systems. Therefore, we assume
that it should be a reasonable way to determine the GMO content
using the combination of the grinding maize sample and the
conventional real-time PCR method as a screening method. The
individual maize grain testing using the method system developed
in this report would be applied only when GMO mixing percent
larger than around or over the threshold levels is measured by
ghe conventional real-time PCR method. It will be necessary to
clarify acceptable uncertainty in consideration of the level of a
risk and method applicability by statistical approach in order to
consider how many grains to inspect. It will be a practical way to

determine percent GMO using the conventional real-time PCR

(29) Lipp, M.; Shillito, R.; Giroux, R.; Spiegelhalter, F.; Charlton, S.; Pinero, D;
Song, P. J. AOAC Int. 2005, 88, 136—155.
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method as a screening monitor at the first step and the individual
maize kernel testing for ~200 grains using the detection system
developed in the present study. In Japan, we have already been
monitoring the GMO labeling at the quarantine inspection centers
using the real-time PCR method. If a sample’s GMO content was
over 5%, the material's labeling would be corrected by Ministry
guidance. Therefore, the definition of threshold values is very
important and remains controversial in Japan. However, we believe
that the application of single-kernel testing should be considered
from the viewpoint of traceability.

CONCLUSION .

We have successfully developed a simple detection system that
delivers informative results by the single-kernel analysis of grain
samples that could potentially contain combined-trait GM maize
kernels. The present detection method system is a novel, rapid,
precise, and reliable technique for the quantitative analysis of GM
samples containing stacked-trait products. Approximately 180
maize kernels can be individually detected within a couple of days.
This proposed method system could accurately monitor the
labeling system in a reliable manner and can be useful for
governmental regulation.
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To investigate important factors affecting the analytical results, a laboratory-performance
study was attempted for the Japanese official methods to detect genetically modified (GM)
soybeans (40-3-2). Test samples containing 0, 1 and 5% GM soya powder in non-GM soya powder
was prepared. A set of 3 test samples was sent to the participating laboratories along with the
protocol. The data were collected from all laboratories and statistically analyzed. In the real-time
PCR detection method, the average values of the GM 1% and 5% samples were both much lower
than the spiked value because the laboratories using a silica-membrane DNA extraction method
underestimated the GM value. On the other hand, the laboratories using other extraction methods,
such as the CTAB method obtained values close to the spiked value. These results suggest that use
of the silica-membrane DNA extraction method may result in underestimation of the GM content
in the real-time PCR method. In the ELISA method, the average value of 5% spiked samples
appears to be slightly higher than the fortified value. But, overall, it was considered that reported
values were close to the spiked level.
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(2) ELISA i

KENHER I, TAZHE 0618001 5 3.1.1 ELISA &
DIFITHED, 0%, 1%, 5% #E %2 (GMOY #1 X* »
® Soya Assay BEHK TCFNEFNIRIT B LAcE
LU ThE 10 EHERL k2R EARE L, BTk
Z 54 XDBANEREREL .

5. SMEBREEEREROELN
REEOHEHFT I ERERLTE v 7 —05HY L /-,
BEMHERE D 5Bk S © o Ok R &2 Rk B8 PCR
HE ELISA Q2N ZENIcoWTE &0, HEHER Y 7
U7 JUSE-QCAS ((BF) HAERIEEINTHER) =BV
THREHLEZ TV, SERHTEB LUV z2aT70EE%
Tot, Uk, 22X a3 T70EBIEBVTIER, EFEE
(assigned value) DX & L THIEY (B0 FigE
(Xbar) DY) Z{EH L, %7 Xbar OEFHBER BT
BHE28D. &Lk 3227 OEME2 Y. Btw

W OB > W TIZARPEDOIRENRE - 12,

& £

1. ¥—MH L USRS

EEPCREICL 2 —UHBRIRBE 6 fkliconT
ENEN2EDFT 12ERAIEEIT - 1. DS, Table
IR L2 &S 0%t W h & BETHEERZ 1
XidHang, B—WrmEsnt. £, 1%BLU
5%IKIDRIEMEAE o ¥y MEBRBENEh—TTEEIC &
BAMAN AT 18R, wFhb FHBEBKE (p=

0.05) & FEly, H—hiEilantz. ELISA ikick 215
—HHRIZEE 6 o wWTENEN | [E 0 A BIE
EiT-l. ZTDFER Table 110RE L2k 5 i 0%aEHT W
TNOREBRLITTH -1z, F 12, 1% B L0 5%
DHEXTEERZ I 2 M F N 5.38%, 7.55%Th - 1-.
LEEBRROY v 7 v 7, &2 oRkHz- s5tpht
MEHERB LU - s ERABEEEE® 2 @7, R
MR OREB O RE IR —20°CTIT - 7. 213 Table

2HTR LR, 0% T RBIAAT S & CHBRK T ROV

TH&ERPCR ETIHERTHERZ ¥ 1 X h
9", ELISA B TRBRHERALT TH - 72, BERTORIE
EDFE % 100 & LTRD LK TR OEHEIZEER PCR
FETI3 1358 (1 %D, 1191 (5%EED), ELISA &t
131129 Q% FKD, 1089 GRHE) &, TEPCRE
B LU ELISA #: & & HEBRE T8 o I SE M A3 BLART O B E
B kR - T,

15k, H—HEBRE L OREERREISHTE X UK TR
2B 3FEE PCR BT & 2 EMEIENEIC 0.57%, 0.53%,
0.72% (L £ 1% &t #D, 3.87%, 3.20%, 3.81% (Ll E
BN LT bEEREBEALEZ TE - . —A,
ELISABIC L 2 REHERZVWIN LG ERBESLE 3% L
WhE R ERZERTH - 1.

2. SECEEEIEER

(1) FEPCR

Table 3 i BHIKERID DNA INE, L U 260 nm/280
nm, 260 nm/230 nm OWSEELLE DNA itk &
EHT/RLUE. DNAHIHIIZ, YV AXVES 4 7% 5 |
B BERE 18, CTABEEIRS, Y sa~R—2 1L
Vv yATEy rEER 1 TH -7, DNANEICEHL Tt
No. 31 D#RE, WEELICBAL T3 No. 12 DK

Table 1. Results of Homogeneity Study Conducted by
Quantitative PCR and ELISA

Quantitative PCR (n=12) ELISA (n=6)

Sample

Concentration . Concentration RSD

Fl)
(%) (%96) (%)
0% 0 <0.142
1% 057£0.15  1.0962 093005 538
5% 387+055 24795 583+044  7.55

Y Critical value of F (p=0.05); 4.3874
2 Minimum detection limit: 0.14

Table 2. Results of Stability Study Conducted by Quantitative PCR and ELISA

Quantitative PCR ELISA
Sample Number of ot AL Dot
; efore ter . efore After .
trials %) (%) Relative value %) (%) Relative value
0% 4 0 0 <0.14Y <0.14Y
1% 4 0.53+0.05 0.72%0.12 135.8 1.01+0.10 1.14£0.07 112.9
5% 4 3.20+0.27 3.811+0.26 119.1 5,70+0.10 6.21+0.23 108.9

Y Minimum detection limit; 0.14
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Table 3. Yield and Quality of DNA Extracted from Samples

Laboratory Method DNA Ratio
(ug) 260 nm,/280 nm 260 nm/230 nm
1 A 2.48+0.84 1.7340.06 1.92+0.37
3 A 6.76+1.74 1.91%0.05 no data
5 A 4.66+1.03 1.74%0.19 2.82+0.59
6 A 485+1.03 1.900.08 0.24+0.05
8 A 753+1.95 137011 1.42%0.15
9 A 5.20+2.43 1.48%0.13 0.73+0.18
10 A 382+1.12 1.70%0.15 2.37+0.64
1 A 9.45+3.37 1.8520.09 8.86+18.02
12 A 13.04£3.69 3.07+0.49 0.95+0.09
16 A 2374090 1.7840.10 1814025
17 A 431+0.75 1.13%0.04 1.25%0.06
18 A 360+ 1.16 1.88%0.06 2014011
21 A 337+1.25 1.85+0.08 2.60+0.43
24 A 464+0.68 1.90%0.03 227+0.14
26 A 5.42+3.05. 1.81%0.03 1.22+0.24
27 A 2.84%1.06 17940.05 2.41+0.32
28 A 5.58+0.69 1.8340.03 2.30%0.30
30 A 2.92+0.62 1.73+0.04 no data
19 B 5.06+1.20 2.17+0.22 0.86+0.11
22 B 7.87+2.33 1.7640.07 0.73+0.16
31 B 63.17+4.95 1.8440.01 no data
20 c 30.75+8.10 1.90%0.05 0824013

A: Silica-gel membrane type kit

B: CTAB method

C: Silica-based resin type kit

%, ZHBAOREBOBICIFIRELERTVEEDR
7z. No. 31 O¥EBETIZ, DNA fhEOBRcH %AV Tl
HER AR a3 THRAE Liclw, oKL D DNA
BB - EHE S Wi, F 72 No. 12 O¥EIT3,
YUASNEY AT xy VEORBOERETS Y o N
T A — VB AT DS, % OBIEEIT> TOWT &8
BICHEHL 2. 2072 260 nm /280 nm DRNE LS
i OBERR I b ~Eh - - EHEER S L

Table 4 IZFFE PCR 0N HBEEEER 2R /.
153, 0%HEBOEBEBORITEO TS, 1 EEAERV
TETRTCOBTH - 110, FEHRETIZITh I, -1z
SENEBIOHEE » Sk - B S.D. i3 1% 58
T 0696 £0.175, 5% 5k} ¢ 3.769 £ 0.671 T & - 7.
Xbar 5 EEEHERR 4B A 5B 1% R 8, 5% HE
Lbzhzh 2 #E, ROSEHBRADA BB 1%5
Bl 288, 5%a BT 1ML -7, L L, 5%k
C Xbar 75 FEVEEIRA AL - 2 BB Xbar RZ W Z
N 5215, 5.640 LT LAIBAERH.H X O ELISA ic &
ZHIEMEICEWETS » 7. ThSo#E81 DNA i
CTABEB LU VI IR—LIvsg4 7%y hiEER
WTEh, BEICELALLIRIhSoHEA#RL
A, YUAXNES A Ty VEERWREELD
BEARTOOEEZ OGN, O DNA I VY
ATNVES 147+ 5 PEZROVICER L 2 h A ombE
OB IS I THEERSHET RIS L & L

FORER, vI)AXNVEY 4 TF Y FEEROEIIE
BoahoEohREHESD. I3 1%k € 0.669F
0.157, 5% ¥ T 3.5633£0.386 TH -7z, £, Xbar D
TERETERR A A RS 1 %R T 1 i3S, R B
TRA A A 1 HEBAYS 19650k 2 #4BE, 525K T 1 #kBY
Hote, —H, YUAFNVESATE Y +ELSO DNA
MHEE W 4 R 0B £S.D. id 1% T 0.865
+0.166, SBREITA.778F0.791 TH - 7225, FIEH/D
1\ fo D REHIRIT I T 1 i - fe, :

(2) ELISA &
~Table 5 iz ELISA /=% 5 L7 17 BREAOATBESE
HERERLUEL 58, 0%AROREML, £WET
F v F ORIERRLUT TH - - - DEFEHEIT 3T -
7. ELISAHEIC & 2 1%3% 8 & 0% RE ORI+
SD.IFZ 121 1.058+0.136, 5.658£1.033 THh - 7c.
F 1, 1%HET Xbar © FHEHBER 2B /BN 1
VB, 5%EHKI T R 0WETMRRA AHE A o HEBEA 1 RIS -
7z,

E ®

L1 H—-MEERE L UREHERR

PEEIL 7oV IR B SV RHA B & PCR B TR L 7235
—HRER T, FETEA -t HERE h /. ELISA
Btk 2 - HRBRE—TREBIc L BITH TSRV
%, RSD A25TH L (GMO) #4 X% v bD7 L — bAH

— 171 —



274 E#EE Vol 46, No. 6
Table 4. Results of Laboratory-performance Study for Quantitative PCR
DNA Test sample (GMO content, %) -
Laboratory extraction 1% 5%
method?® 0% ,
Xbar R z-Score”  z-Score? Xbar R z-Score"  z-Score®
1 A 0 0.870 0.269 0.994 1.345 3.753 0.661 —0.009 0.570
3 A 0 0.774 - 0.252 0.444 0.732 4,140 0.639 0.567 1572
5 A 0 0.794 0.150 0.558 0.860 4.080 1.539 0.478 1.418
6 A 0 0.606 0.004 —0.514 —0.334 3.718 1.420 —-0.061 0.480
8 A 0 0.494 0.340 -1,153 —1.046 3.713 0.915 —0.069 0.466
9 A 0 1.087 0.770 2.229 2.721 3.983 0.224 0.334 1.167
10 A 0 0.599 0.105 —0.557 —0.383 3.163 0.338 —0.888 —0.959
11 A 0 0.484 0.120 —1.214 —1.114 3.136 0.562 —{(.928 —1.028
12 A 0 0.562 0.125 —0.769 —0.618 3.093 0.847 —0.992 —1.139
16 A 0 0.724 0.607 0.156 0412 2.907 0.563 —1.269 —1.622
17 A 0 0.760 0.082 0.362 0.641 3.723 0.387 —0.054 0.491
18 A 0 0.484 0.102 —1214 -1.114 3617 1.180 —0.212 0.217
19 B 0 0.708 0.045 0.069 3918 - 0.119 0.236
20 C 0 0.964 0.117 1.531 5.640 0.320 2.801
21 A 0 0.575 0.073 —0.694 —0.535 3.037 1.113 —1.076 —1.286
22 B 0 0.736 0.271 0.229 4.334 0.635 0.857
24 A 0 0.624 0.135 ~0415 —0.224 3.883 0.379 0.184  0.906
26 A trace 0.5659 0.436 —0.784 —0.635 3.057 4.092 —1.045 —1.233
27 A 0 0.735 0.239 0.221 0.484 3.6562 0.534 —0.159 0.309
28 A 0 0.683 0.139 —0.649 —0.485 3411 2.194 —0.518 —0.315
30 A 0 0.548 0.131 —0.849 —0.707 3.5628 1.056 —0.344 —0.012
31 B 0 1.050 0.072 2.020 5.215 0.624 2.168
n 22 22 22 22 22
CL 0.696 0.208 3.759 0.928
e S.D. 0.175 0.671
Statisties” 'y’ 0.252 0.179
UCL 1.046 0.537 0.537 2.389
LCL 0.346 2417
n 18 18 18 18
CL 0.659 0.227 3.533 1.036
Statistios?  Cy 0296 0105
UCL 0.973 0.584 4.305 2.667
LCL 0.345 2.761

n: Number of laboratories, CL: Central limit (Mean), UCL: Upper control limit, LCL: Lower control limit

" The statistics are based on all the data.

% The statistics are based on the data obtained using silica-gel membrane type kits for DNA extraction.
9: DNA extraction method, A; Silica-gel membrane type kit, B; CTAB method, C; Silica-based resin type kit

BB T & E Lk, H—HRERO RSD I3 1%5,
K53 5.38%, 5% K (10 AR CAED 1, EillE
B2 0.5% A1) M 755% 7T, WFild (GMO) ¥4 X
F o PEURGIAEY O 125% BEIcB I 5 7L — FNE
BHoD RSD 89% % FEl-» Tk, H—HrHERIhL
bOLEZ .

R PCR :# £ U ELISA BRI & 3L EEBR O R,
BIARI O RIEBOE A 100 & L TRD K TR oMY
ftiid, FEPCREZETIZ 1358 (1%EED, 1191 (5%
£D, ELISA T 1129 (1% 5D, 108.9 (5% kD
L, EEPCRE® LU ELISA B & b RBETHORE
BRI OMIERE A LBl > T Wi, RENSER O HIEE

*L Strategic Diagnostics Inc. Food Ingredient Testing
Soya Kit User's Guide, Rev. 111799, Ver. 2.0

RERoZERI G T, BEEEGO 7 L — M EEEH
f, AMEEMLEOBRELEATVWEEEZ OIS, B
HEDOEAINSIET BIER /T W0, EEEBO
FERASMT A I ERTE N 5k, ERRRICH>VWT
RBEBIhoOFERENELLLET, v 7Y v FOH
®, 7=y OFMEEOVTHRETT ALENH B D EE
Abhi,

2. TEPCRE
SLMERA~DBIE TR A &4 XABEEERE O
BEARICHL - TH-HRREERL 28 RLRE
0618001 5] 2212 v YA X VES 4 7+ » FEDIFIC
- TEIAEE B ICBFET 5 &, BEORP TR AL
U, DIROMMBEIckEE & o ¢ T EMHBAL . o
72% DNA fhiidhi 2 —HZF U TE—Hali b L ULEt
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Table 5. Results of Laboratory-performance Study for ELISA

1% 5%
Laboratory 0%
Xbar R 2-Score Xbar R z-Score
1 ND 1.047 0.219 —0.080 5.607 0.980 —0.050
2 ND 1.123 0.044 0.480 5.580 0.330 —0.076
4 ND 1.293 0.280 1.736 6.600 0.400 0912
6 ND 0.899 0.159 —1.164 5.343 1.900 —0.305
7 ND 1.066 0.128 0.065 5.927 0.710 0.260
13 ND 0.883 0.168 —1.284 5.563 0.580 -0.092
14 ND 1.349 0.163 2.148 7.617 0.220 1.896
15 ND 0.999 0.138 —0.430 7.040 0.520 1.338
17 ND 0.987 0.094 —0.519 5.670 0.240 0.011
23 ND 1.163 0.196 0.777 3.823 4.790 —~1.777
25 ND 0.829 0.229 —1.681 3.820 0.640 —1.780
29 ND 1.104 0.070 0.345 5,423 0.570 —0.228
30 ND 0.988 0.084 —0.511 4,090 1.070 ~1.519
32 ND 1.110 0.022 0.384 6.400 0.730 0.718
33 ND 0.968 0.074 —0.656 5.893 2.360 0.227
34 ND 1.040 0.348 —0.129 6.260 0.690 0.583
35 ND 1.128 0.128 0.519 5.637 0.870 —0.118
n 17 17 17 17 17
CL 1.058 0.149 5.658 1.035
S.D. 0.136 1.033
C.V. 0.129 0.183
UCL 1.330 0.384 7.724 2.666
LCL 0.786 3.692
Abbreviations: See the footnotes of Table 4
Table 6. Comparison of Quantitative PCR Results between DNA Extraction Methods
1% Sample 5% Sample
. Number of
Extraction method trials Concentration Recovery Concentration Recovery
' (%) (%) (%) (%)
Silica-gel membrane 5 0.7240.12 72.0 3.81%0.26 76.2
type kit
CTAB method 3 0.860.08 86.0 474%+0.53 94.8

HEIEE GEEFEOBERD 2EBL, &S0
TOREDKRIC bHE L HETERT 2 X 5 IK@EL /.
YA NVESA T Fy FETEBIAESBOIBETCEN
Do BEE LT, SEER LS 1 XhsmkE okt
BTy 4 R ERNEFEREBRLE L LMD,
DNA B8 2 2 x YHYOEEOEWVICLD, &
MERNEORENBERTE LD > LAEENEZEZ Sh
Fo. —F, RELEVIASVIES A Ty bdic k0
H L% DNAZEHVWTERPCR 2t 2 &, RASEE
HHB XU ELISA BICHANTERMENSEL 1 2 HAMBE
SNt AE, HEEOEEIRET- 2%, fthokh
HEoN)F—va VAL > TEBTE LD 1. HFE
g2 mE (- 7BIARE OER) o EREIC,
EVHEFcBWTHELE YU IS VES A 74 FER
04 CTAB &z £ b DNA =iiH L, EEPCREIC L3
MEBEARE LR WELLY VA VES A 7+
MEEERHRECHWORS, & PCR ORIEEA CTAB

AR TR 183 T & H¥ER L 2 (Table 6).

Thompson 59D 7 @ b I — iz RBEEI & 0 RIEE
WEMNES B EDA O 0SS, EEEERIEERICER
FELTHITT 2HEMNTZENTVE, ZhicESWT, &
B PCR D#55R % DNA fhHigkic & b X5 L THET T %
OPBELR, FOMR, YIHFVESA Ty MiEER
W7 MR D 4 D EMT T Xbar MEHERR B 03 1%
HEO1BEOATH -, CORIETF— 53R GEE
BAEZBATEBY SREOHI> B 1 AESSETH -2 T
Sk DEEENEEEZT OO EFEL LN, TOE
PICHIRHB TROEERR A B A BN 1 HEE
Hote, Thd 2B WTIREBEE LML
727 DNA i, EEPCR & b4z R4 57,
MEBENE SO VHERRIERTE UM -7, EHIT5%
HETRABEHERAEAHEA RN 1 B0, Ol
EF— 712 3MED RSD H8 72% & i O BB A~ THF
LS RED T OO DNA 1Z 260 nm /230
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nm DRSEE LA I th~/N& {, DNA OB&INAR
T3 TH - - algEtE b 213, EEPCR T NTC i
& 4& 0 0% HEORET O LUADREBARE LT
BIEMS, avyix—va YOO LEZ SN

DNA #ith# i CTAB 2 A L kB> Wiz 4l
Bnsb iz W - O RETHBT 21T b 12 - 1208, 1% EE,
5%k E D BRFEOF~ St RS S > FHL, &
OTNOREERESERILICHEN TV &0, B
BEE ARV D EEZ LN

LlED &5 icEEPCR T3, DNA &R et
WIZFTS T Eic &k O BIEBIORIEREE A HEEST 2 2 &
BTELW REVYIFXVESATF . FEICED
DNA i1 2475 L EBROBAE L D bRIEEMEL 5
TEDEHOMET - 1, :

COMRAEERLT 221 by EDa VRS 4 REK
75D DNA TR, 2212 v ) AFVEF L 7%
FEDOIFIC Ty Eo 2 VO AEETEE 0545810 L
$'4 XD DNAHIHES S v ) X VES A 7+ » b k%
PR 7oBEIERIER CERK 16411 A 13 H, BERSE
1113001 807 B EHEH» S@E L 1.

2004 ££, Peano 513, 4% DNAMH+ » FiE%E
EHEDT - ERAMME» SBRETL, YA VES A7
F o MR, @ CBRF SRR, s
DNA B, Fhfit s /. DNABEL U h
TWBZEEZFALHICLTVEY, DI Embd, WA
TRENTWIR VY AT VES 1% VERSA XOE
BOWEICEEL TORWATREEARE S Nk,

3. ELISA %

ELISA i 80T 1% 30K @ Xbar 5 FEREERR %
A 72 1 ¥EBEIE 5 %Nk o I E @ b MR b NF b i ]
Hli COBBEOBRBROBI;ED CV (2RI -~
TREVWIEDDS, REBOES S TR EICLDAIE
EAEDIC Y7 P LIcAfESZEZ S, CoiEhic
%K T R WEERERABA 7oA H - 72hs, £ DR
ET—7E3REDS B 1RIKEN 1.31 EF L KL,
HREFRRT BT O OBEI RD5H > LD TRV
o EHERIE i,

b i

GM 71 X SN TBEEEFET B L TEESER
B, I RB L S BE O RIEE AR L SR,
V) AFNVESA T Xy FEEEBVT DNA AT 72

56, EE PCR ORIEBEMEL 75 B UEEAEH S M &5 -
fo. TORHEBINEE S S O RIEM O 13 ELISA
E, o)A NVES AT F .y b EEEIC L 2 E8 PCR
#, T LTzoMhoimtiEic & 2 EE PCR B 3 I
SFTERBLI. ZOEER, REHOBIMEB >V
2-2 37, Xbar-R Tk ZEHrSEIEEE 75 0, KREE KM
HERETRTEALODEEL SN, LL, ZoMo
IS & 2 8 PCR LT OSBRI B A/ 15\ 7=
DI T E I - 1,

Ero, KR EED ZBIET, YIATXIVESA 7%y
bR I & 5 FER PCR 0 RIEE O S HRlk 1 BERI psA:
Ul o D@BEIEOBIEEITY, ¥4 XD DNA i E» 5
YUBENES A TRy R EERGO .

it i3

AR, EER 14 FEEEYBHERLSRBRESES
L UBEHBHRERARTHPSIC L 0ER L. APFRICS
BV R RSV L s T

Z Ak

1) BEAFHESRERSSREHESN “REMEEEBTRA
RUHR VAR ORSRIEF BT 2 &6 0—HaiE"
k138 3 A 15 H, BFE 79 5 (2001).

2) BEEFAEEERAKRESREBA HIRZ DNA KNG
HERoBREREC>0T ERKISEIH2TH, &F
#1105 (2001).

3) BmEEEMTRE (Bf23 EBEAESE 23 8)

4) BEFOEEEARBERTLHEEN HERZ DNAH
MCAAEROMBEAKRIC > VT (—EBWIE)” Em 1546
H 18 H, B%% 0618001 & (2003).

5) KM 5, WHETEHICHII M T — S8, BREE
SEHESE, 39, J-325-]-332 (1998); 40, J-325-J-331 (1999);
41, J-238-]-242(2000); 41, J-316-J-322 (2000).

6) Thompson, M., Wood, R., International harmonized pro-
tocol for proficiency testing of (chemical) analytical
laboratories. J. AOAC Int.,, 76, 926-939 (1993).

7 BEAFHEERASRAILLWMERN WL DNA K
WMEHAROREFEIC>VT (—HHE)" K155
11 A 13 H, &% 1113001 S (2003).

8} Peano, C, Samson, M. C, Palmier, L. Gulli M,
Marmiroli, N.,, Qualitative and quantitative evaluation
of the genomic DNA extracted from GMO and non-
GMO foodstuffs with four different extraction
methods. J. Agric. Food Chem., 50, 6,962-6,968 (2004).
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SEETARBA /<34 ¥ (55-1) EWRERZHRE LI
NEEE B EERRER O

(3Er% 16 £ 6 B 18 HZHE)

B EANEY  EMET RTHTH
BmABET ML B0 KA R

Laboratory-performance Study of the Notified Methods to Detect
Genetically Modified Papaya (55-1)

Hiroyuki Kixucar*!, Takahiro WatanaBe*!, Kikuko Kasama*?, Chiseko Wagurt!,
Akihiko MATsukI*2, Hiroshi Akryama*"* and Tamio MAITANT*!

(*'National Institute of Health Sciences: 1-18-1, Kamiyoga, Setagaya-ku, Tokyo 158-8501,
Japan; *?Hatano Research Institute, Food and Drug Safety Center: 7 29-5, Ochiai,
Hadano, Kanagawa 257-8523, Japan, t Corresponding author)

To investigate important factors affecting the reliability of the analytical results, proficiency
tests were attempted for the histochemical method (GUS method) and the qualitative PCR method
(PCR method) to detect genetically modified papaya (55-1) in the Japanease official method. The
test samples were distributed to twenty-three laboratories that participated in the study and were
examined accofding to the protocol. All the data collected from participating laboratories were
statistically analyzed. In the PCR method, one negative sample was detected as positive using
detection primers in one laboratory, though the sample was negative when checked using
confirmation primers. Contamination might have occurred in the step of the preparation of the
PCR sample solution using detection primers. In the GUS method, all the test samples were
identified as expected. Thus, all the laboratories reported correct results overall.

(Received June 18, 2004)

Key words: &z F#f#ez /1 ¥ genetically modified papaya; &1 detection method; & Y
A 5 —¥EK G PCR; GUS i GUS assay; 7MER¥EE & laboratory-performance study

#*
FE, 4457 /0v—-%2GRALLEEFHEBA
(GM) BSORFAHRIICED SNTEBY, RVEKS
WTd, ¥4 X, hvEDaVEEDGMENE XU,
ZhoAERET AMIARSRETZLI LB/, B
EHEHETIE, ERIFES ALY, AREERERCSE
W, TH#Z DNA BifiCH &R0 Re M MiEs ]
B-1 GM ABROFMARFEENERBL THELLE D 2
oW, FRICIEREAT->TE k. £, EK1245
Rlc s hrBEAEERE 2325, 233 5c kD,
BREEEIC B 38R, FINYEOFIEEE S —HEIE
Xh, BEBEENKTLTVWEL GM EGRMBERNTHR
BLIEWES, BEUBESEMNCEF ST on/l, Ih

g

sk

*OEN RS REETAT: T158-8501 HEEHEHAX
LAE 1-18-1

2 PHEA BRERE S s - BHPRAT. T257-8623
HRNEBEHRES 729-5

kb, K134 4 ALK, REUBEEOKT LTV
WOM B RIEA, PG ENENcELansl L
ot ché&biz, VK 18% 3 AOEAFBEESR
B RETEEN [ASEEEETRAR LR OIS
RO HEEEICEYT 245 0—MHRE] CEK 1343
H15H, AXE 798 B\ T, GM AROFRHIE
KowT b EMICEBLE M,

chiclE L, BEERHdcl, EERARFRETRRE
g1& LT MR Z DNABNICHBROREREKIZ>V
T) (CERI13E3H2TH, AZRFEIIOS)) 2 &M
L, GM BRoEE4EED . UFEAIE, GMEROD
HEUEBEEORE, BLURERNOBBRECEDLE
T, BEIOHWESTHbNT, k16 £ 8 ARETH,
EERALFHARELWEBM S N WIER (FRK 16 £ 6
A 28 H, BZHEE 0628001 58) N L 1L > TV A5,
KRB VREEIT - R, ZelEaErgTLT
WiV GM ARSSERIICR S N Be ), BEMT
B4, MABRROKE~ORRE L &H 135 L DITHiLS
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DRREL D, ZDly, FREEOHE[OEES 2\
BIESHEZRIET 270013, DITEOBEEES 5 Vit
wHEHALRAIRTH B LEL NG, BESTICESET
BEEREWEN, EAEFBE MLV BRI A
E—BIC AT L, BoNAEROBTE8 U CREg
KRDONBZF—9sDIE 5S> E XML, BREKELTE
T5CE, FRBMEEORERYENE ORI+ EE
HNCRRE L, REBINOME, MEER2 L3S
BETH 5,
FESRINETI, GM P E0a v Bt Ye
1 EDEMREEERNRE U ASEEEMEoRS I
DVTHE LY AR TR, AZRHE 0628001 B9
AEOGM ¥/ Y ERBEEREETRE L, GUS (8-
glucuronidase) /&, S UPICEMEPCRED 2>\ T
AMBEEER A ER L O THWET 5.

EBRAEE

L ® ®

BERR E L CRE LA REUBEBEOKT LTV LA
T AEGM /NS A ¥ (55-1), BLOEEEFHBRA
(Non-GM) »¥/¥ 1 i3, BAEHNBHEEERRDIFEBER
LEREBLTIIYEVFRI—(BILSBALLLD
EER L7

2. A o

GUS IEMERHT 2 . 0BE & LT, FBMIET
% (BR)& @ 5-bromo-4-chloro-3-indolyl8-d-glucuronide-
cyclohexyl ammonium salt 2\ 7z, DNA O RS
I3, Qlagentt® vy A5 WY 4 7 F » b (DNeasy
Plant Mini Kit) #f{ /2. DNA®Y x5 —-€¥ & L TR
Applied Biosystems (#%) & @ AmpliTag™ Gold %,
dNTP, 10 xPCR buffer II 72 & Fictfifb= 7' % v o 44,
AmpliTaq™ Gold iffBD & D% W, 7Ho -3
EBEE @ B LO3 [TAKARA| %\ /2. DNA = —
H—BEEEFROE100bp 5 ¥ — 52 HV I, KIFEAR?
Y A7 (B 8 Milli-Q Synthesis A10 THESL L 7 #B#tizk
% 120C, 20 3 DEMHTA— N L—THELEZ D%
Hwie, MioRER TN CHREREEB V. B, b
LA, EMRECHRRR, bLURESRBREE
WU 7 HEBAMSER L ic b D A 0#k L 72,

3. # 2%

Bvesg: ¥ &4 — 30 MM200 (Retsch #H%Y), {58
B FS5A49—%Fa2=y FDTUIB (¥ 1 7 » 7 ()
®), WEE.O#: Avantii HP25 (Beckman ##Y), £
E&EOH KR1000 (772 v (BOBD, ¥ » F 1 &
¥ =1 MT-51 (¥ = b (B0 8D, 9 ¢ K E 5t Gene
Quant II (Pharmacia Biotech#t &), + — <=4 4 2
7 —! GeneAmp PCR System 9700 (Applied Biosys-
tems (B &), BRIKENERE: Mupid-a (7 F/¥ v 2 ()
B), 54 A — VBTEE: Diana ¥ 2 7 & (Raytest
8D, 5k, LIOHIRER, R OEEER B

CRTEMRER % M L 2o HBIAER L 22 b o %328k L 7-.
4. BHOBER

AFLIGM BLY, Non-GM /(4 v 22 hZFhE
REEFBFICABIL e, BARIRE =~y 2128 100
gEBORY, EENEAET L D2/ DFERE L
fo. &1, BFIK20WTE, H2g%50mL EiR&EiceE
DERY, MRFEEE L TRV, BESBLOETIRE
biT, ENHZVEHRICHT 2E TACTIRELR.
fo, AF LI Yo ic, A K, R E
DRNERTERBILENTWA, TONEEERTEC
LB E UEERBRAT- 72, THbE, AFECBL
T, BIEELTERGB LIz vico %, BEEBLU
HEro—#Ey v 7Y v 7L, AERE 0628001 B4
oA E ETIC>VTIH GUS &, BRHEIC->VLTIR
EMEPCR &) KHELWAITET -1 85I, JREES
HHRERHRDICREOEE SE LT & & AR
1579, UTOAERHOCTRERREAE{T-7. GM
BLU Non-GM 7¥/° 4 v & 1 lAERIEK L 72 HiElcfE VR
WE B LT ICHILE, 4CORBTIRE LK. &
FIo>VWTIRHRESEOH, 3H, 9BHBL U168 HK
GUS HEEZHWVWT, BAICOWTIHEHESEO0H, 3H, 7
HB LU 14 HBICREEIBNIBAEIT - 1214, 4 PCR
BEROCCHR U, F7, ERLUABERRL L UORE
WHER 2, REERLZLY Y s —BERERICTIT- .
5. GUS HEi%

BLRE 0628001 B9 REHOSMA YT L1,

6. DNA AMHEOBHE

GM B & U Non-GM 7¥/% A ¥ 0 BRI ARE L L, &
LR 0628001 SO HEE—EKZ LT, DNA
BBRORBEIT -t RBIANICEHOFEICB VT,
DNARKMEK = TEBBEEIC TIOEFER L, WALE
(OD) DHIFEZITH D ELEEESN TV 248, RIAEHEE
FHEHR T, PHEIN S DNAMHE, 4o &Sm
BBAVGEE T 2 0B OMERE A Z/E L, 5 EFR
EF B EE L FHRE 230, 260, 280 B & U5 320
nmiZE 5 O.D. N EEHEHVTRAIE L 2. %72,
O.D. 260 nm Of# 1 % 50 ng/uL DNA &5 L DNA &
BrHEHB LA, &5, HiHE Nz DNA OBRIEEE 41T
5 7294 0.D. 260/280 nm % EH L, DNA OFSIED
MR EIT - 1o, RIBKELLLA 1.7~2.0 © & = BiFrs kg
BiThhtcb o SR L 1.

7. IS4~

BEFHE 0628001 EVCHEMO 75 4 < — A EHEH L
7z, GM /¥s¥ A |23, papaya ringspot virus (PRSV)
DAY v 7 BHha— F Ui EEF GUS BEF, cau-
liffower mosaic virus 35S promoter (CaMV3568S) B,
nopaline synthase terminater (NOS) Bi7|AS#A X 1T
W5, FEEARYD, CaMV35S E5| & NOS BEF| o
RAIFITR I S R (NosC-5/, CaMVN-3"), % &
U CaM V35S Bl & GUS #fnFOBER AR IR s hs
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EMREEE MR L L AR E RS R O M 23

TEZEA (CaM 3-57, GUS n-3") 7 7 4 = — & AV 7238k
AiTot. AT IA =Tk 0iBS5N 5 PCRIZG Y Y
FEIE, #NF4 207 bp, 250 bp TH B, Fih, /%A
Y ) BCRTET B804 VIBEFRICEET & MO IRA

(papain-5’, papain-3") 7 3 4 v — 5 & EHEMIR & LIoH

BR b EIICiT-7. A7 54 v—sfick BEEIN 2
PCR g~ FE3 211 bp TH 5.

8. PCR &

BEFE 0628001 BV OHO LA ETF LI

9. RHBOEM
AAREEESERRICSM U o HE AT 23T
&7, EMEPCREEIEMU 21 Bt LT, GM
5 & U Non-GM /¢ A ¥ BRI/ i HE & 2 RiF %
blind duplicate & L T#fF L7z, €7, GUSEIEML
F- 13 HEBEIC > VW Tid, GM B & U Non-GM » /¥4 ¥ &
FNY I EELR 2 #fkE Z N F 11 blind duplicate & LT
B U7, F7, BEEMAEICE, HRERS L OHER
HoORALELHBEE L2 REREEHRN, S50 EEDHE
AT LAERES BLUOBLTHEE 0628001 BCHE
UW&LKEEﬁ@%@ﬂEmv:JTW%%HLt AN

, ABIEEICE, GM ARREORREAME L URE
%m,ME%%wAﬁwﬁﬁ,%EMim%@x H—,
A L7 DNAHItE 794 - 0aKELSTIS
v— F, BXAKEIEE, vk a N |, REFER
L, RBELMRICH I D EEMSTEENSITAS X OEEL .

Table 1.

%7z, RERERICo> VT, BB L RO L UF
A2 R0, DNA Mo 0.D. (230, 260, 280,
320 nm) B L DNA VB, Z5c&ET 51 v —xi%H
W BICFES Y FEOHEIBEMMSBES N h S, ERD
#Hoo A, EROMHEE L. SHEcoRBRE TR X
ESNEBERICOVWTEN AT 2. SRR E
OFERRICH 12 » TIRIEBRSICL BREYEEEIC LI

BREIUEE

1. BAEEORERRR
RALIBEEEABRIC B VT, Bif& LTER LI
fA YBEASBLOBRICoWT, MRZE, FEEBRAKD
BAMELLLSN TV I EAMHRET 500, &l
L7 GM $ & U Non-GM »</¢ 4 v & 11 f{Kico %, %
D—ES 7 ) v L, BEFBHEBMENR <= 2TV
u%m@ﬂ%ﬁot.mm%%mmtﬁ%%%%Tmm

SRT. GM A Y ORETERBERE L, FEEA
wt%é,@%%mmﬁ%u&bt%@mm%mes
FEMAREL, SEAETE0EEZONLD, KRR

TREFEEEARIC Eﬁbfh%u&ﬂb,&ﬁ%ﬁ#
(%) 7 30% LI ETdH - 1 BH S HEL Y 20
ﬁ%,GMnn4v&§mémi11m%_omfu,m
FhoBE» S b 30% LI EDEIAE T GUS RIERNEE
aN, THICEDTNTHGM /1 ¥ ThbHLTERS
-, —FH, Non-GM /¥, ¥4 ¥ LFRENI L IR{EID

Results of Confirmative Test with GUS Assay

Number of Number of embryos . M ..
Sample Sample No. embryos tested that turned blue GUS-expression (%) Decision
Non-GM papaya N1 12 0 0 -
N2 12 0 0 -
N3 12 0 0 -
N4 12 0 0 -
N5 12 0 0 -
N6 12 0 0 -
N7 12 0 0 -
N8 12 0 0 -
N9 12 0 0 -
N10 12 0 0 -
NI1 12 0 0 -
Average 12 0 0
GM papaya Gl 12 11.0 91.7 -+
G2 12 10.0 833 +
G3 12 9.0 75.0 +
G4 12 9.0 75.0 +
G5 12 10.0 83.3 +
G6 12 6.0 50.0 +
G7 12 9.0 75.0 +
G8 12 9.0 75.0 +
G9 12 9.0 75.0 +
G10 12 5.0 41.7 +
Gl1 12 9.0 75.0 +
Average 12 8.7 72.7
+: positive, —: negative

* The percentage of embryos expressing GUS (GUS-expression) was calculated using the following formula
GUS-expression (%)= (number of embryos that turned blue/12)X 100
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Table 2. Results of Confirmative Test with Qualitative PCR Method

Non-GM papaya GM-papaya
Primers

Positive Negative Positive Negative
Control papain-5’, papain-3’ 22/22% 0/22 22/22 0/22
Detection NosC-5", CaMVN-3’ 0/22 0/22 22/22 0/22
Identification CaM 3-5", GUS n-3’ 0/22 0/22 22/22 0/22
* Number positive/Number of sample
PCR was performed with three primer pairs described above.

Table 3. Results of Stability Test with GUS Assay '
Sample Non-GM papaya GM papaya
Preservation period (day) 0 3 9 16 0 3 9 16
Number of embryos tested 12 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Number of embryos that turned blue 0 0 0 0 11 10 8 9
GUS-expression (%) 0 0 0 0 91.7 ) 83.3 66.7 75.0
Decision - - - - + + + +
-+: positive, —: negative
Seed for tests was stored at 4°C
Table 4. Results of Stability Test with Qualitative PCR Method

Sample Non-GM papaya GM papaya
Preservation period (day) 0 3 7 14 0 3 7 N 14
Extraction No. ' 1 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Control primer pairs + + + + 4+ + + + + + + + + + + +
Detection primer pairs - - — — - - — - -+ + + + + + + +
Identification primer pairs - ~ - - - - - — + + + + + + + +
Decision Negative Negative Negative Negative Positive Positive Positive  Positive

WTROWTENOBREL S & GUS BB E T, 3
T Non-GM 7/ ¥4 ¥ T&H 3 T EhTER E n iz,

F 72, B PCREIC X 2HEFEE 1, GM, Non-GM
N Y BRAEE 11 MK % duplicate & U, & 22 (&
ERBICER L 12, SMEE 10 mm BECY) D O, —
20°CF 24 BRI P MBS AT - 72, BibER, B0k
TRIRESN 2 TEELRLIT- 1. BEs+ocE
Lol EAMERL otk Mg EERL, +oca—t
Xt bD% DNA iR E L. O, U
TUES A7 Fy bEEE DNAMHEE LTIRALEL. #
DR, DNAFHIE S LT, 93233 ng/ul MESH
fofs, BRERE (10 ng/ul) 2 FE - 12BiFic>WT k%
DOFFE, LAl HREIC DO TR TR LR
XTEEH, MHHE, WERAOE T 54 v - x BV TPCR
ATV, BHOBEIE N Y FBBERNICRE s 2 hENE
BE L7, Table 2 1ICRT &£ 91T, GM /¥4 ¥ & EFRE
nrc 22 REOTNTHh S, WEH, KRR, #EREAWS
ND7 54 < —waHAVIESIC S FEED PCR HIE/
VEBKREESN, chickb, $RTOREN GM rese
A¥ EHES N, £/, Non-GM/S/%4 ¥ EFR&h
fo 22 BIFERRE LcHE IR, WIhoEE» S b5

BE”S 4202 HAVAEScOAFEED PCR I
Ny EhtREhn, BREHE, BERAO 7S 1 < —xEHL
f2IBEICIE PCRIBIE N v Fidlaia b o k. T 0
Bho, $XTORED, Non-GM /¥4 ¥ THB I &
THER L1

2. EfMREOREERR

AFLELEEDS B, GM B & U Non-GM 7¥/54 ¥ D
E1EE2EEAELL, RAFNEETFLCHRLH
LCOERMETFTHRELL. —EOREYR (08, 38, 9
H, 16 H) &kl L, BREAREREOHE
KL DEEEAN L, ARBEEESRREE O OL
EHICO>VWTHRALL GUSEAHWEAERE %
Table 3 iz7rd. = DR, EBF%2 ACTRELEAK
@ BERICEHNFBLTEGM S/ YR
30% LI ELDEIET GUS BEEMSTED St TOFEEMH
5, RESHUENLCTH 1854, D Es 16 A
HECEEBA I TEEREE RO EMREE N, &
fo, EEPCREZAVWEERIIBLTS, GUSHEICL -
THONIEERA T T 2R ME S N (Table 4).

3. DNAREBKURBRE

BEFE 0628001 B¥iciE, 79/94 ¥7 5D DNA HiHH
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