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Abstract: Environmental DNA (eDNA) detection method is considered as a new survey tool for the wildlife
aquatic animals in recent years. To further investigate the Hong Kong newt (Paramesotriton hongkongensis)

population distribution in the wild, we thus aimed to design a set of specific primers and TagMan probe and
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verify the feasibility of this eDNA method for water samples. The mitochondrial cytochrome b genes of 11
Paramesotriton species were sequenced, and then the primers and TagMan probe were designed using Primer
Express Software 3.0. The primers and TagMan probe specificity were verified by comparing to the NCBI
GenBank and testing with the annealing temperature gradient. The qPCR amplification efficiency was
optimized by testing different concentrations of primers and TagMan probe. Then, eDNA was detected in the
water samples in aquarium tanks with different numbers of Hong Kong newt to assess the sensitivity of the
established qPCR method. Also, the decay rate of Hong Kong newt eDNA was determined to estimate its
lasting time in water. The results showed that the designed primers and TagMan probe only amplified eDNA
of Hong Kong newt but not the other 10 closely related newts (Table 3 and 4). The optimized gPCR achieved
the efficiency of 93.9 % and the limit of detection down to 10 DNA copies (Fig. 2 and Table 5). The
established gPCR method was sensitive enough to detect 13.56 + 3.35 DNA copies/ml in the aquarium tank
with 1 Hong Kong newt after housing for 24 h (Fig. 3). In addition, the decay rate experiment demonstrated
that the use of 0.45 um pore size filter membrane was effective to detect and monitor the Hong Kong newt
eDNA in 15 d (Fig. 6). In this study, an eDNA detection method was successfully designed and established to
detect the presence or absence of Hong Kong newt in water environments, which can be potentially utilized in
the field inspection.
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TagMan qPCR
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1992, Miller 1994). 1%t 75 2% X LEFEAIl 5 B
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Vi 21 M2 B e T 7K K (Deiner et al.
2014), XAEGIHE N RRMELETE . &R
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2017, Parsons et al. 2018, Adams et al. 2019).
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¥ 4434 (Goldberg et al. 2011, Rees et al.
2014, Katano et al. 2017, Walker et al. 2017). &
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Table 1 DNA samples of Paramesotriton species used for primers and TagqMan probe design in this study and its

Cyt b gene sequences newly deposited in NCBI GenBank with accession numbers

DNA F: i GenBank &5
JEBE ATl e R SR A (Cyt b )
Paramesotriton species DNA sample Sample locality GenBank Accession
D no. (Cyt b gene)

1. HFUEBUWE P hongkongensis PHK-HC H[E & HH7 SHUEH Ho Chung, New Territories, Hong Kong, China MNG641878
2. FUEIEUE P, hongkongensis PHK-KP H[HEHH A /LU Kowloon Peak, New Territories, Hong Kong, China MNG641879
3. HHEJEWE P hongkongensis PHK-MTL H [E 7457 5M Mk Mui Tsz Lam, New Territories, Hong Kong, China MN641880
4. FUEIEUE P, hongkongensis PHK-SM  H[E & #H7 Sk 1 T/KIE Shing Mun, New Territories, Hong Kong, China MNG641881
5. FHWBWE P hongkongensis PHK-TPK H [E itk Hr A KHfivE Tai Po Kau, New Territories, Hong Kong, China MN641882
6. FHUEBWE P hongkongensis PHK-WKT A [E &t A i Wu Kau Tang, New Territories, Hong Kong, China MN641883
7. HHEIEWE P, hongkongensis PHK-TT 1 [E#&WEE S K Tai Tam, Hong Kong Island, Hong Kong, China MN641884
8. FHIUEBWE P hongkongensis PHK-PFL i [E & #AHE 5#HEHK Pok Fu Lam, Hong Kong Island, Hong Kong, China MN641885
9. FEIERE P, hongkongensis PHK-SP w1 [E #5111 K 1L Sunset Peak, Lantau Island, Hong Kong, China MNG641886
10. FHEZWE P hongkongensis ~ PHK-OP 1 [E £ AT Ocean Park, Aberdeen, Hong Kong, China MNG641887
11. FHEIRUE P hongkongensis ~ PHK-WTS HE ] ZRARYITIHEM L Wutongshan, Shenzhen, Guangdong, China MN641888
12. FHHIZWE P hongkongensis ~ PHK-NKS H1[E] 74 B M i 2Ll Nankunshan, Huizhou, Guangdong, China MN641889
13. HEYEUE P chinensis PCN-NB  HH[EW{L44 7 573117 Ningbo, Ninghai, Zhejiang, China MN641890
14. FEEIEWE P aurantius PAR-ZR  H[HIEHA MR E: Zherong, Fuding, Fujian, China MN641891
15. EHJEWR P fuzhongensis PFZ-FC  #[H/ 7544 & )IIE Fuchuan, Guangxi, China MN641892
16. J V9IEWE P, guangxiensis PGX-CZ1 )" i T E 5/ Chongzuo, Ningming, Guangxi, China MN641893
17. ] V9JEWE P, guangxiensis PGX-CZ2 "/ PEE T E 5T Chongzuo, Ningming, Guangxi, China MN641894
18. LIRIGJBUE P gixilingensis  PQX-QXL H[EVLTG4 HRIR IR IX Qixiling, Yongxin, Jiangxi, China MNG641895
19. ZEEUR P yunwuensis PYW-LD HH"HREF €A Luoding, Guangdong, China MN641896
20. ZEIEUE P zhijinensis PZJ-TBQ H[EHi M 48 MLiiHff# Tianbagiao, Guizhou, China MN641897
21. JoBHBUR P labiatus PLB-DYS H[H/ 7§44 KEEILIRY" X Dayashan, Jinxiu, Guangxi, China MN641898
22. JRBLEWE P. caudopunctatus  PCD-LS 1 [E SN E T A WLEFKHH RS X Leishan, Guizhou, China MN641899
23, HECIEUE P deloustali PDL-HK  H1[H 2 B4 H BEE H YA & Hekou, Honghe, Yunnan, China MN641900
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1.1.1 DNA#EH T %affH DNeasy I A4
21 DNA $2EHGAFA & (Qiagen) MAHNAIFH
HAFEM TP EEEL DNA. A T I RFZEL ) DNA
4l B AR B & AT PCRFIIN Y , £ H Eppendorf
BioSpectrometer® basic HUFE 260 nm HIH
[ (4) REJE DNA WKEE, 7E 280 nm ZbHIWL
FFEREEAWE, JFHTE 230 nm AbHE 44
Jio 4 Ageo/Aasgo IELBITE 1.6 ~ 2.0 (Lee et al.
2010)F1 Asg/Az30 7E 2.0 ~ 2.2 Z [A] i} (Desjardins
etal. 2010), DNA F£ A& =i E 1.
1.1.2  ZRbfRZHfEER b ZEFK PCR 5
W EEEh4nfE S DNA £ DU 2 12k
BRIt R b (Cyt b) FERME N H s B
(Robin et al. 1988). E /e HE Wu 55 (2010)
PI5I9A PCR #4773, 748 11 Figs 23
HAME (£ 1) [ Cyt b FEEFH. Cyt b FEH
f{] PCR 41844 2 50 pl, 445 50 ng DNA.5 pl
10 x PCR ZZ ¥ (Fermentas). 2 mmol/L
MgCl, « 0.25 mmol/L dNTP ( Promega ) -
0.2 umol/L HIEM A\ 514 (K 2). 1.25 U
Taq A (Promega) . PCR #EI5544: 95 C
NHIAEAE M 2 min; 35 MEHI95 CAEME30 s,
52 ‘CiB-k 455, 72 ‘CHEfH 90 s; HAAE 72 C
NIEM 5 mine PLASINTCAZ BRI B /K AE A B
X RE DA INYS e o 2%35 HE B v e LKA Cyt
b PCR =¥ ifs . KM BGI Tech
BioSolutions Company Limited '] ABI 3730XL
DNA 43#74% (Thermo Fisher Scientific) ¥} iR
Cyt b 1) PCR =i AT Xm0 5 ) FH#HE

BioEdit 7.0.5.3 HEATHfHE. ORI IR LT AL
X, 133 23 AN5EHE Cyt b 751, AT H—k
THRE 18 5 | DRI ARET o
1.1.3  5|%# TagMan #R4H#3T  T Rk
F|H Cyt b J¥51, KH Primer Express Software
3.0 (Applied Biosystems) 1311 Hi 7 s B RE 57
SIYIRIRE . EEER] DNA fERAN SRS
R FR RN B, DRI v B 4 S8 ) P2
FEFRHIZE 150 bp LLAY (Deagle et al. 2006). A
TP RS R, Wk B I AR e
£ NCBI GenBank 5K 4 P b AT Xt e, A
At AEEBRDMME S, &5, H
Intergrated DNA Technologies A & & 1% 5| ¥ Fil
A T BE L ¢ 6 hRid (6-Carboxyfluorescein,
6-FAM) J IF¥E K71 (black hole quencher-1,
BHQ-1) HI#R%l. %kt 6-FAM 2 R NEEEH T
RZHE PCR XS, 17 BHQ-1 AE4R ALK
5CE TG N qPCR M 5E Y R BUEE(Yeung et al.
2004, Gene Link 2019),
1.2 RUEFYAIRE KR R R4 qPCR
M

AT IR ) 5 AR N B S R )
REFRIE, X2 1A 11 FhoBOuE A o 1 56 R o 43
ARV S| AEREF 1E4T qPCR M. 1E4h,
JEMEVE R, (2D, WRER . SR Bk HURORT
TR ) A HLFE(ESEREBUY DNA # AT g i iR
BHPE, PR, @it DNeasy IR ZH 242 R
7 G PR B R AL ) DNA, 5050 % 11 5
YIAARET 134T qPCR Ml

2 BRSPS WA TaqMan $REF IS

Table 2 The sequences of the Paramesotriton hongkongensis specific primers and TaqMan probe

S RE e

Primer/Probe Name

S ARE P (5-31)

Primer/Probe sequence (5-3")

PCR F“#)KE (bp)
PCR product size

F 3514 Forward primer PHK-F
UiE514) Reverse primer PHK-R
R%F TagMan probe PHK-P

CCCTTTCACCCGTACTTTTCC
GTAGATTTGGTRTAATRAGGGCAATTAA 94
6-FAM AAGATTTACTGGGCTTTTTTCTGGCACTCCTC BHQ-1

TSI R RIOERSE, R A7 B CG” REFTT “6-FAM” Al “BHQ-17 4 IR IE B 7 bR ic AL SRR K o

“R” in the reverse primer is a degenerate nucleotide representing either “A” or “G”; “6-FAM” and “BHQ-1" in the TagMan probe represent

6-Carboxyfluorescein fluorescent dye and black hole quencher-1 dye, respectively.
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1.2.1 qPCRBXEREENR I H & AR
WG IEWEFEWE R DNA #BH7 3 %514
SHREHB KIRERE (60 ~ 65 'C) MRk,
A~ DNA #f i EE P A qPCR. qPCR ¥ 314
%425 ul: 50 ng DNA. 12.5 ul 2 x Universal
Probe Supermix 2z (Bio-Rad). 0.5 pmol/L
M54, 0.5 umol/L 41 0.5 g/L BSA. qPCR
PAEIRZEAE: 76 95 CTFHILAAEM 3 min; 40
AMEIRK) 95 CAEMESs, 60~65 CiBK 5s.
TR N TCAZ TR G (1 7K A D B 1 0 B DA 05 G
1.2.2 FHFHEHEWEHEEXBERFE GBS DNA #
NHHHE  dhe s ERkEEE, FIH PHK-
OP & HJRUE Cyt b 1E RBHIEXT AR AL qPCR 2%
i, BRI 1) 5 AR R 1 A R
WL DRI B i TA 31 5  1) qPCR 977 18 20 (90% ~
100%) FIEARKG MM . 56, H Tech Dragon
AR A A B FEFEAZ R (Oligo) A THH
AR (SRS 2018) 315 —4 1122 bp &its
JEWH (PHK-OP) Cyt b £/ DNA, 4RJ51d
Eppendorf BioSpectrometer® basic 73 /221X
& PHK-OP Cyt b &% DNA K (pg/L).
PR CUF AR D BRI =
(C - N/ (n - 10% my), C R~ROEEM
PHK-OP Cyt b &1 DNA iK% (ug/L), Npi&
AT AR Al 2 & (6.02x10%), n 4% PHK-OP Cyt
b &% DNA MK (1 122 bp), my, /BRI
P57 E (650 w. ¥ PHK-OP Cyt b &%
DNA 75 TG BRI /K T R &8 i 4 FE 107
¥ 05U, AEAELE - 80 CHLEHAMEA .
1.2.3 qPCR %46 8 7 priit 514
R B 5 £ qPCR 2644, AR Bustin 55:(2009)
A1 BioRad bulletin 6252 rev C #4744k, 18 H
PHK-OP Cyt b & i DNA [ 10 £ Fi B it
(JEFEN 10°~ 10° $5 IUH0, {F CFX96 SEif &
& PCR ¥ (Bio-Rad) L#{T qPCR M. i
AR 044 0.5+ 0.6 umol/L 34 B 1 1 51
YIFRES, UARfE et qPCR 4544. 4 qPCR
38 i 2 (0 FE OB S A KPR, 7745 DNA
FEFEIN CtiH. 285, @4 DNA #ikt e

5 Ct A2 IR FIARAE i 4R B A A T
qPCR %% (Karlen et al. 2007). £ qPCR 2%
7E 90% ~ 100%.2 8], HL6F B AR (1) S AR A U
W FEAE R W eDNA A AR -

1.3 = N RRKE IR 5 AR E R
BE

131 FERERAKERHET  NIEEH TN
Sl ANEREL S B IR eDNA ) S (R AR T 255
FE, WA FIAN 2 2 T A AR . 3t
WA 8 MNBEESLIRKEL, LA 26 L kK,
FEAKELI KA H 4 0.1 L/mine 47K
HLSRISHT e 1% AR 24 h, R H%
IR e, DABA AR K SRT P9 33 7 s YRR 1)
DNA. 6 NMKELAEALIRA, /a1 R 3
R 6 AEWEEE (AMEFAK 13 om, F
BIRE 16 @), BMFREANEERKEIA 2
Ay XPHRA L 2 ANIKET, PIATON Fr s 2,
R 550 1 S B KA E R A I . A
S AR IR IR FFLE 24 Co

1.3.2 eDNA #E K qPCR KW 7iE H—4
SEREARATAKHEE o BT A K FETE RN /KL I HE
KA BYCE, {#H 250 ml BEEH (Wheaton)
KEKFE . AR REEAAEAE B AR
] eDNA, KESRA 1%EE7RE 24 h, H
Milli-Q /KAJEErHE, BEFAE 121 Cmk K
15 min. 435I 7E S 56 F 7 PSSO A AR N ZK BT
ZHIFIRNG ) 24 48 F1 72 h REKFE,
R MEEAN 7K TSR AE 2 3 250 ml K AE H: 57 BN AR A7
f£4 C, 1€ 1 h WizE R sLie =4 et r LA
B, 9 BRI eDNA. BHI/KFEH BEAR
47 mm fL1% 0.45 um [f] Advantec fiff g 21 4 2 i
i€ (Hinlo et al. 2017) J&, ¥ LR HH eDNA
UERETEON 2 ml $5UE, FH J0 B I A AR AT
FEFRE R, 75 ] DNeasy LR F1ZH41 DNA $#2EUR
FIE B AL 20 M RAA AN R 1R K AE 56 Ci
W81 h, S JE ARHER S AR A 1 S50 0 BRI
100 ul DNA. 5 =2 R H ik 1.2.3 ekt
Jii i) qPCR J77%46 eDNA, 4 eDNA £ i
HE M QPCR. H/KFEH) Ct (B I Sk AS
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TR CAEIT, Aric Abat:, 750 AR
SRJGE, R 2 AR R DNA W5 HAMA
HOEZ AL RE, T HARSE R ¥R,
R, PN B

1.4 8= A EB/KENAEBEE eDNA
R B ffp o 2R

N PPAh 7E B 2SI 75 3 (1) A UEIEWE eDNA
FEAE RIS TA),  ASHIE TR T DA SR I A s
JEWT e DNA ¥ B A% 22 . R4 Moushomi 55£(2019)
IRIEFS, I eDNA FIURLHR /N LR fift 26 812,
(Rl LA H AT AT BUEEC 0.20 pum A1 0.45 pm %
FhALARIE AT A MR 20 eDNA I 38, IR
TS B ) 7 0 eDNA IR B4 At %

RSLIGILE 4 DNPEOKED, RS R
1.3.1 BB TG . AMEH 26 L %K,
SRR AR ) 2 ANKEL A 1 RAEHEEWE, X
I 2 DNIKEL A RAKVE N . 24 h 48
S 2H 1) A RBP4 AN KEL4R S
B 17 d LU eDNA [ BRI R . B2
SRR FEIRRERE 24 °C, pH {REFTE 7.1,

BN KL 1 K AE R B2 2 BT S E AT 1) I 4
B, BRI . REERAE L 5 S
B 1.3.2 AP RSN Y SLISHT —
R, RAENUH A RREWRFE HEE 04 1. 24 34 4,
5.7+ 9. 114 134 150 17 R&E . FRM
FEAIKEL A REEFEI 250 ml /KBEFE ST RI{RAF
fE4 °C, ff | h Wigik B =4k aLidt 17 L~
R BRAKFEEAHER 47 mm fL1E
0.45 um ] Advantec THIRA4E R B g S5,
Ct P K A EZ 47 mm fL42 020 pm 1)
Advantec IHIR T4 R UG IE . ARG HRE I
i 1.3.2 THRIREL eDNA K qPCR J7 i3
eDNA ¥KJE .

R Lance %5 (2017) F|H Sigmaplot 14.0
BEATEAR T AN B, e 2R H e o
ERIE, AN N =Ny e, R, N &
7E ¢ B (8] f¥] eDNA #% VI BE, Ny 2 B 4111 eDNA
PEULREE, HIEE 0 JCREE/KIER] eDNA # DIk

FE, A RPRMEE, ¢ 2 RFERE . 1M E G H
XA R A PG, ROE#ME, BERIE R
BRI S, P < 0.05 BRI AT R H
1 e T FE3E 0 (Figueiredo Filho et al.
2013). eDNA ¥ (11, WAAHAR 1, =
(In2) /2 i+5.

2 ZREWR

2.1 FHRIER RIS MRS

23 AR R A Cyt b FER 4 BRI
A, aEArs e F4&F] NCBI GenBank
FERBEE (R 1. ETXEFA, RAEY
&5 B34 Primer Express Software 3.0 LEXf & it
Ha , ot H B A A AR 5 4 51 A1 TagMan
TREF 5 HoAh 10 FREUE 11 4> Cyt b B 751135
FA AL, R 5ARM 5 12 DNEEBEIEK
Cyt b FERFH 52 4L, §48 K FE N 94 bp
) PCR ¥R G55 (R 2 F1E 1.
IeAh, K514 KR e P FITE NCBI W AT
HEx b, AN S &SRR 100% 1 FIVE 7 K&
100% [ FP A B 5 (R 3), #t—D kAT
BT I 51 VR ERE FEA 2 7= AR AR H AR R )
P
2.2 G ARG B s T

GBI REREE 5 bt L &
RS PE, {HTE qPCR SN A FH IE A 3R K I
EARZERET, FOWRE KEERE, &
Gire A dERE Y, RE RS, WITTRER
W SN AR, SRR R IR = Ct
. AFFACHT HEE (Merck 2019, PCR A
Fer ). R, R qPCR 1B KR FE LA 54
FREH RS SR 8 . 3838 R A R
R (R4, HAME63 CHHENT, 51
BT DLRR SR AT A 12 A F MR
DNA, [ HAth 10 MMEZIZEEYI A 11 4> DNA
FEAFIGA RN ) DNA REARFABEY 1. i
HACHIE 5 () 2 HE IR ARy S M 5140 TaqMan £
B AR KRN 63 C
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UEYIF (DNARERZFR) PHK-F L3759 PHK-PiF4t PHK-R F¥¢2 |4
Paramesotriton species (DNA sample ID)  CCCTTTCACCCGTACTTITCC — AAGATTTACTGGGCT TTT TICTGG CACTOCTC AATT AACGGG ART AAT RTG GTT TAGATG
1. T BE P. hongkongensis (PHK-HC) CCCTTTCACCCGTACTTTT OCT ATA AAGATT TACTGG GCT TTT TTC TGG CAC TOC TCACCT TAA TAT TAA TTG CCC TTATTA TACCAA ATCTAC
2. B WE P. hongkongensis (PHK-KP)  CCCTTTCACCCGTACTTTT CCTATAAAGATT TACTGG GCT TTT TTC TG CACTOC TCACCT TAATAT TAA TTG CCC TTA TTA TACCAA ATC TAC

3. TR P. hongkongensis (PHK-MTL)  CCCTTTCACCOGTACT TTTCCT ATAAAGATT TACTGGGCT TTT TICTGG CAC TOC TCACCT TAA TAT TAA TTG COC TTATTA CAC CAAATC TAC

4, YR UE P. hongkongensis (PHK-SM)  CCCTTTCACCCGT ACTTTT CCTATAAAGATT TAC TGG GCT TTT TTC TGG CACTOC TCACCT TAATAT TAA TTG CCC TTA TTACAC CAA ATC TAC

5. FHRJEUWE P. hongkongensis (PHK-TPK)  CCCTTTCACCOGT ACT TTTCCT ATAAAGATT TAC TGGGCT TTT TTC TGG CAC TOC TCACCT TAATAT TAA TTG OCC TTA TTA CAC CAAATC TAC
6. UL BUE P. hongkongensis (PHK-WKT)  CCCTTTCACCCGT ACTTTT CCTATAAAGATT TAC TG GCT TTT TTC TG CACTOC TCACCT TAATAT TAA TTG CCC TTA TTACACCAA ATC TAC
7. T AR P. hongkongensis (PHK-TT) CCCTTTCACCCGTACT TTT CCTATA AAG ATT TACTGG GCT TTT TTCTGG CAC TOC TCACCT TAA TAT TAA TTG OCC TTATTA CAC CAA ATC TAC
8. FHsIEUR P. hongkongensis (PHK-PFL)  CCCTTTCACCOGTACT TTTCCT ATAAAG ATT TAC TGG GCT TTTTTC T6G CAC TCCTCACCT TAA TAT TAA TTG COC TTA TTACACCAA ATC TAC
9. FULBUE P. hongkongensis (PHK-SP) CCCTTTCACCCGT ACTTTT CCT ATAAAGATT TACTGGGCT TTT TTC TGG CAC TCC TCACCT TAA TAT TAA TTG CCC TTA TTA CAC CAA ATCTAC
10. FHEJEUE P. hongkongensis (PHK-OP)  CCCTTTCACCOGTACT TTTCCTATAAAGATT TACTGGGCT TTT TTCTGG CACTOC TCACCT TAATAT TAA T1G COC TTA TTA CAC CAAATC TAC
11. FULJEUE P. hongkongensis (PHK-WTS) CCCTTTCACCOGTACT TTTCCTATAAAGATT TACTGGGCT TTT TTCTGGCACTOC TCACCT TAATAT TAA TTG COC TTA TTA CAC CAAATC TAC
12. FHEBIUE P. hongkongensis (PHK-NKS) CCCTTTCACCOGTACT TTTCCTATAAAGATT TACTGGGCT TTT TTCTGG CAC TOCTCACCT TG CAT TAA TTG 0CC TCA TTA CAC CAA ATC TAC

13. Y8R P. chinensis (PCN-NB)

14. B8 4E P. aurantius (PAR-ZR)

15. EBBUR P. fuzhongensis (PFZ-FC)
16. ] VGIEUE P. guangxiensis (PGX-CZ1)  CTCCTTICACCCATACT TTTCCT ATAAAGACT TGCTAGGCT TTT TTCTGG CACTOC TCACCT TAG TAT TAATOG 0OC TCA TCA CACCAA ATCTGC
17. ) VaBHE P. guangxiensis (PGX-CZ2)  CTCCTTICACCCATACTTTTCCT ATAAAGACT TGC TAGGCT TTT TTC TG CACTOC TCACCT TAG TAT TAA TCG OCC TCA TCA CACCAAACC TGC
18. LIRIAEIE P. gixilingensis (PQX-QXL) CTCCTTICACCCAT ACTTTTCCTATAAAG ATT TGC TAGGCT TTT TTC TG CACTOC TCACCT TAG TAC TAA TCG CCC TCA TTACACCAA ATT TAT
19. =R P. yunwuensis (PYW-LD) CTCCTTICACCCATACI TCT OCT ATAAAGACT T6CTAGGCT TTT TICTAGCACTOC TCACCT TAG TAT TAATOG OOC TCA TCACACCAAATCTGC
20. & YRR P. zhijinensis (PZJ-TBQ) TTCCTTICACCCAT ATT TTT OCT ACAAAGACT TGCTAGGGT TTT TACTAG CACTCT TTG OCT TAG TAT TAA TTG COC TCA TTACGC CAA ACCTGC
21. JCHEIE R P. labiatus (PLB-DYS)
22. BRI P. caudopunctatus (PCD-LS)  TTCCTTICACCCAT ATTTTT CTTATAAAGATT TACTAGGCT TTT TAC TAG CACTCC TCA TCT TAATAT TAA TTG COC TCA TTACACCAAACC TGC
23. fEJEUE P. deloustali (PDL-HK)

CTCCTTICACCCATACT TTT OCT ATA AAGATT TGC TAG GCT TTT TTC TGG CAC TOC TCA CTT TAG TAC TAA TOG CCC TCA TTA CACCAAACCTGC
CTCCTTICATCCAT ATT TTT OCT ATA AAGATT TGC TAG CAT TTT TTCTGG CAC TOC TCATCT TAG TAC TAA TOG CCCTCA TTA CACCAAATCTAC
CTCCTTICACCCATACT TTT CCT ATA AAG ACT TGC TAG GCT TTT TTCTGG CAC TOC TCA CCT TAG TAT TAA TOG CCCTCA TCA CACCAA ATCTGC

CTCCTTTCACCCAT ATT TTT CTT ATA AAG ACC TACTAG GCT TTT TAC TAG CAC TCC TCA CCC TAG TAT TAA TTG CCC TCATIG TACCAAATC TAT

CTCCTTICACCCATACT TTTCCT ATA AAGATT TACTAG GCT TTT TIA TAGCGC TTCTOG CCT TAG TAT TAA TOG CCC TCATTA CACCAAATCIGC

Bl 1 F R R 5 A TaqMan #5415 23 AR 75 HLxH 45 31
Fig. 1 The Paramesotriton hongkongensis specific primers and TagMan probe with
comparison to the 23 Paramesotriton spp. DNA sequences
FOARE IR TR AR G 51 b 5 A i SRS 53 R ST AR L 57 6 . PHK-R RSP0 “R” RFRIEIEE, R “A”
5 “G”.
The nucleotides highlighted in yellow in the DNA sequences of the closely related Paramesotriton spp. are the mismatches to the P.

hongkongensis specific primers and probe. The “R” in the PHK-R reverse primer is a degenerate nucleotide represent either “A” or “G”.

2.3 qPCR &84k
SIYDFIERET (IR B S qPCR 7 #44 &R 1)
KRR —, ANFEI G AR ETE R —
qPCR RN RHTERGEF R FR . WK T A
SIFRENR RS (R 5), RIMERFMIY
0.5 umol/L FIHR4EF 0.6 pmol/L &5 T AEfF H &
f qPCR 2%, 4 93.9%, HAE 40 MEFF M
PRSI AS U BR A 10 A5 DK e b pih 2%
(B 2) KRB R*=0.99, EIATFEN y=
- 0.2876x + 11.793, i B A B 50 7E 7 B (1)

PHK-OP Cyt b & % DNA W FEJa 1 B A B i
Lo &, BITEE ST AR AE I 2R A 68 1E 1 S
A B Cyt b BRI 1
2.4 eDNA REERM
WG, TESEIGHT 4 N/KEL R AESL i ik

T VISR 1) BT AR5 R4 3 A S DNA

(B 3), UFBITEREAN S0 Hh 3538 52 B U9
W5 DNA [Fi5 4. S2ig2tid 24h 5 (E3), &
LREETE 1 R SR 6T P KR AS I
DNA WFE N (13.56 £3.35) ¥ J1%y/ml /KEE,
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#3 BWEERFYESI YA TaqMan #REHE NCBI M3 At 45 5
Table 3 The NCBI BLAST result for the Paramesotriton hongkongensis specific primers and TaqMan probe

NCBI M3 It 45 5 NCBI BLAST result

51 PR
Primer/Probe L LRI PEAS R [ 1 F3 78 i R
Organism species GenBank no. Similarity (%) Coverage (%)

FHSIEWR Paramesotriton hongkongensis AY458597.1 100 100
TSR P hongkongensis AF295678.1 100 100
Fr IR P hongkongensis AF295677.1 100 100
Fr IR P hongkongensis AY593139.1 100 100

PHK-F TEHEUHIFE Oodescelis oblonga MG993086.1 95 100

s

Forward primer JEPEUEEEE Prereleotris heteroptera KM357798.1 95 100
FIK#ZLIK . Champsocephalus gunnari KC907776.1 95 100
Fi 7 KR Triturus karelinii HQ697277.1 95 100
AN Nicholsicypris normalis MH909856.1 90 100
=il 4 Gasterosteus aculeatus KX910752.1 90 100
FUBUR Paramesotriton hongkongensis JX237748.1 100 100
FWIBUR P hongkongensis AY458597.1 100 100
TSR P hongkongensis AF295678.1 100 100
TSR P hongkongensis AY593139.1 100 100

PHK-R FUSIBIE P, hongkongensis AF295677.1 100 100

;efiiljmprimer TCBEIEUE P ermizhaoi AB601425.1 89 92
PEAEYT Pachytriton brevipes KT152366.1 100 89
BELLAEYR P inexpectatus KU375001.1 96 89
FeEACHE P, granulosus KU374999.1 96 89
JEBLIENR Paramesotriton caudopunctatus JX480879.1 82 91
FrUSIEUE P hongkongensis TX237748.1 100 100

PHK.P FHSIBUE P hongkongensis AY458597.1 100 100

e FWIBUR P hongkongensis AF295678.1 100 100

Probe WL P honghkongensis AF295677.1 100 100
TSR P hongkongensis AY593139.1 100 100

Wt B ASHIF 7 3 37 (1) 7 S Y eDNA A AR R
M M . 76 3 A6 AR R (1 Tt 43 1)
Rl 7K AE DNA KN (81.61 +£13.97) #U1
¥/ml K (125.67 £21.28) ¥ %y/ml. L4
i 48 h A1 72 h J5 (B 3), FEA/KELAL N HH DNA
WREETMAHN IS o JCHIRTE 6 R AR W 6T
H1, DNA WKEEFHIEAESLIRZe it 48 h J5RARY
KZE (1091.07 = 106.90) # 1 ¥y/ml, HEHRE
A BE AR 1L A AR BT AR ) B B AR L
REAIMIERECR =N DNA (B 4), fifH
Fr DNA ¥R Z KilE_ L7t . i HAx DNA 3K A&

PRI WR KR EIX 24, 48 FI T2 h ZpHIEHE R2 N
0.97. 0.87 F1 0.95 FIEAHZRME (K 5), WEH
FHEWRE R Z, BTSN ) DNA ®Hie
[LEA
2.5 eDNA F&AzE A

P 4H A S IEE eDNA FRi K/ (> 0.45 pm
% 0.20 ~ 0.45 pm) SIS HHRE 0 & AR Hos
AR (R =096, P<0.0001) (El6), X5
HI AR eDNA FEAR BT 745 RAHIAL (Dejean
et al. 2011, Strickler et al. 2015, Lance et al.
20170, AWM EFHEIENE eDNA [R5
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Moushomi %5 (2019) K25 SRAHIT, K eDNA
SRS BN PR A T RN . AT 9 T A T R
KT 0.45 um ) eDNA BEfEHZFE N - 0.53, ¢

.

T 1.31d, 1 K/NN 0.20 ~0.45 um ] eDNA
MR RN - 0.30, 3R] 2.31 do XKRAFHE
JEUE eDNA KT 0.45 pm I, HFEMHEE

4 BOHRIS YA TaqMan FEHEEAR FIR KGR EE T XA FHRIRY R0 B R KR S8 1 3
Table 4 The specificity test of the designed primers and TagMan probe for different Paramesotriton spp. and

feeding species under different annealing temperatures

R (DNA KERATR) *F#4 Ct { Mean Ct value
Organism species (DNA sample ID) 60 °C 61 C 62 C 63 C 64 C 65 °C
JBURYIFN Paramesotriton spp.
1. FIEYR P hongkongensis (PHK-HC) 26.1 26.6 28.1 31.1 — —
2. FIIEYR P hongkongensis (PHK-KP) 26.1 26.2 27.6 32.3 34.1 —
3. HWEJEWE P hongkongensis (PHK-MTL) 254 25.4 26.2 312 37.1 —
4. FHIEYR P hongkongensis (PHK-SM) 24.8 24.6 25.4 28.7 353 —
5. HWEEWE P hongkongensis (PHK-TPK) 27.4 27.3 27.7 33.0 — —
6. TR P hongkongensis (PHK-WKT) 26.5 26.3 27.3 324 — —
7. HHEIEYE P hongkongensis (PHK-TT) 27.9 27.9 28.9 33.8 — —
8. IR P hongkongensis (PHK-PFL) 24.3 24.3 25.1 29.4 38.1 —
9. HWEJEWE P hongkongensis (PHK-SP) 29.7 30.0 31.3 34.5 — —
10. FHESEWE P hongkongensis (PHK-OP) 25.0 25.3 26.0 28.0 35.8 —
11. FHEIRUE P, hongkongensis (PHK-WTS) 24.5 24.3 252 27.6 36.2 —
12. SR P, hongkongensis (PHK-NKS) 24.5 24.9 25.8 27.7 33.6 —
13. "PEYRYR P chinensis (PCN-NB) 38.8 — — — — —
14, BEHEUR P aurantius (PAR-ZR) 37.7 38.9 — — — —
15. ‘B5PEUE P fuzhongensis (PFZ-FC) 32.6 35.8 38.4 — — —
16. ) V9JEWE P guangxiensis (PGX-CZ1) 34.9 36.9 39.1 — — —
17. ] V9IBWE P guangxiensis (PGX-CZ2) — — — — — —
18. LIRIGIBIR P gixilingensis (PQX-QXL) — — — — — —
19. =ZEJEWE P yunwuensis (PYW-LD) 39.8 — — — — —
20. HEJEUE P zhijinensis (PZ]-TBQ) 36.4 37.9 39.2 — — —

21. TEBHEWE P labiatus (PLB-DYS)
22. JRPEEWE P caudopunctatus (PCD-LS)
23. HEICBUE P deloustali (PDL-HK)
kM Feeding species
i LM Tubifex hattai (Bloodworm)
ii BRI Acheta domesticus (Cricket)
iii 4§ Drosophila melanogaster (Fruit fly)
iv BkH Hypogastrura spp. (Springtail)
v KTPEERRT  Euphausia pacifica (Pacifica Krill)

—. CtfH >40, AMMLES . —. Ctvalue > 40 as negative result.
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Table 5 The qPCR efficiency and standard curve results under different concentrations of primers and probe

% Concentration (umol/L)

qPCR %% HIKRE (R EVE Py IR IR (#5 IO

EiE 514 TSI WE qPCR efficiency Correlation Linear regression Limit of detection
Forward Reverse TagMan (%) coefficient equation (Copy number)
primer primer Probe

0.4 0.4 0.4 89.9 0.99 y=-0.2785x + 11.706 10

0.4 0.4 0.5 85.9 0.99 y=-0.2693x + 11.431 10

0.4 0.4 0.6 87.4 0.99 y=-0.2727x+11.557 10

0.5 0.5 0.4 89.7 0.98 y=-0.2781x+11.595 10

0.5 0.5 0.5 87.4 0.99 y=-0.2728x+11.410 10

0.5 0.5 0.6 93.9 0.99 y=-0.2876x+11.793 10

0.6 0.6 0.4 91.5 0.99 y=-0.2821x+11.612 10

0.6 0.6 0.5 85.6 0.99 y=-0.2685x +11.256 10

0.6 0.6 0.6 91.3 0.99 y=-0.2817x+11.585 10

v RIREL 10 RN $ B SRR PHK-OP Cyt b £ % DNA # 11, x &R qPCR 474 B JA ) Ce AH.
y represent the logarithm value with base 10 of Paramesotriton hongkongensis PHK-OP synthetic Cyt » DNA copy number; x represent the

Ct value after qPCR amplification reaction.

e —
<z<“5.z§7'

%]
L8z
£E5<s) y=—0.2876x+11.793
52 ¥3 40 (R2=0.99)
©8<sg
sgfe’d
%S5
AT
%ﬁ Eo
, "0 . . . )
%E’REE 20 25 30 35 40
i =2 CH{# Ct value

B2 FFHEEYE Cyt b EE KB qPCR IFMERZR
Fig. 2 The best qPCR standard curve of Cyt b gene

for Paramesotriton hongkongensis

eDNA 5 0.20 ~ 0.45 um I fIb. REmik,

eDNA KT 0.45 um 7ESRIHRAYIMIKRE AN
(186.31+5.91) # J14y/ml, Lt 0.20 ~0.45 um
eDNA I 8®Z [ (3.40£0.16) # U1 %yml],

EIRFE SR eDNA FZ H KT 0.45 um FI550
P HRAMNEfRGE R EIR, KT 0.45 pm
) eDNA EF|Z 15 RAZEMMAR, 7
0.2 ~ 0.45 um ] eDNA 7E55 13 KAF 58 A

2. 16T Cormg 0 newt 1350.43
8 2 E1400[ O 1HBE 1 newt
= 95500 [ B 3FUKEE3 newts 1091.07
BSE TU[ W 6FURIE 6 nowts
< 21000}
238 ol
25§ sy .
555 eoof N 5
z 53 400f - .
w8 i 2 o<
ﬁ&% 200 E;S o §

£ 0000 % R

0 o=l 0

0 2 43 72

SLI6 R A] Experiment time (h)

B3 FHRIESER/KER eDNA RIS
Fig. 3 The eDNA sensitivity result for the
Paramesotriton hongkongensis
microcosm experiment

FOIR_ERI#79 DNA WREERP- 35, THRZEL AR MER .
The numbers on the columns represent the mean DNA concentration

while the error bars represent the standard deviation.

AF, Fik, FATANKH 0.45 pm FLAAHINE
JIBS 5 2 08 WA S ARG I K30 4338 B A 7K ) A i
JEIlE eDNA .



* 634 *

B4 Chinese Journal of Zoology

B4 EHRYRAE BB B

Fig. 4 The dander and mucus of

Paramesotriton hongkongensis

T o 200 ;186_31 o 1B 1 newt, eDNA > 0.45 um
g §g o 0 HJEHE 0 newt, eDNA > 0.45 um
X 2 B1s0r
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The number of Paramesotriton hongkongensis
B 5 FHEE DNA KESEMEBE KRS
Fig. 5 The correlation between the DNA
concentration of Paramesotriton hongkongensis and

the number of its individuals

= b
Fat & 1 U85 1 newt, eDNA0.20 ~ 0.45 pm
R 8E | T340 0B 0 newt, eDNAO.20 ~ 0.45 pm
2 P
£3E
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SLIG ] Experiment time (d)

B 6 ANRIR/PHIEHEIR eDNA FELER
Fig. 6 Different sizes of Paramesotriton hongkongensis eDNA decay result

a.eDNA K/ >0.45 um; b. eDNA KT 0.20 ~ 0.45 pm; 21 EHIEE 0 DNA IREE T 950, iR g EbriE % .

a. eDNA size > 0.45 pm; b. eDNA size between 0.20 - 0.45 pm; The numbers on the points represent the mean DNA concentration while the error

bars represent the standard deviation.
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