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Abstract

Background: Accurate diagnosis of malaria infections remains challenging, especially in the identification of
submicroscopic infections. New molecular diagnostic tools that are inexpensive, sensitive enough to detect
low-level infections and suitable in laboratory settings of resource-limited countries are required for malaria control
and elimination programmes. Here the diagnostic potential of a recently developed photo-induced electron transfer
fluorogenic primer (PET) real-time polymerase chain reaction (PCR) called PET-PCR was investigated. This study
aimed to (i) evaluate the use of this assay as a method for the detection of both Plasmodium falciparum and other
Plasmodium species infections in a developing country’s diagnostic laboratory; and, (ii) determine the assay’s
sensitivity and specificity compared to a nested 18S rRNA PCR.

Methods: Samples used in this study were obtained from a previous study conducted in the region of Iringa,
Tanzania. A total of 303 samples from eight health facilities in Tanzania were utilized for this evaluation. All samples
were screened using the multiplex PET-PCR assay designed to detect Plasmodium genus and P. falciparum initially
in laboratory in Tanzania and then repeated at a reference laboratory at the CDC in the USA. Microscopy data was
available for all the 303 samples. A subset of the samples were tested in a blinded fashion to find the sensitivity
and specificity of the PET-PCR compared to the nested 18S rRNA PCR.

Results: Compared to microscopy, the PET-PCR assay was 59% more sensitive in detecting P. falciparum infections.
The observed sensitivity and specificity were 100% (95% confidence interval (CI0.95) = 94-100%) and (CI0.95 = 96-100%),
respectively, for the PET-PCR assay when compared to nested 18S rRNA PCR. When compared to 18S rRNA PCR,
microscopy had a low sensitivity of 40% (CI0.95 = 23-61%) and specificity of 100% (CI0.95 = 96-100%). The PET-PCR results
performed in the field laboratory in Tanzania were in 100% concordance with the results obtained at the reference
laboratory in the USA.

Conclusion: The PET-PCR is a new molecular diagnostic tool with similar performance characteristics as commonly used PCR
methods that is less expensive, easy to use, and amiable to large scale-surveillance studies in developing country settings.
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Background
Malaria is caused by protozoan parasites of the genus
Plasmodium that infect humans through the bite of an
infected female Anopheles mosquito. Plasmodium falcip-
arum, Plasmodium vivax, Plasmodium ovale, and Plas-
modium malariae, all lead to malaria in humans, with
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the first two species causing most malaria associated
mortality and morbidity. Although progress has been
made towards controlling malaria worldwide, it con-
tinues to be a major public health problem [1,2]. The
most recent report by the World Health Organization
(WHO) estimates that 216 million cases and 655,000
deaths occurred due to malaria in 2010 [2]. The report
further indicates that 106 countries are malaria endemic
and up to one-half of the worldwide population is at risk
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of infection, with the African region accounting for 81%
of malaria cases and 91% of malaria-related deaths [2].
Global malaria elimination and control programmes

currently rely mostly on two diagnostic tools: immuno-
chromatographic antigen-based rapid diagnostic tests
(RDTs) and microscopy, with RDTs pioneered in the
1980s and microscopy in the late 19th Century. Some of
the limitations of microscopy are that evaluating stained
blood smears is laborious and time consuming, it is dif-
ficult to standardize, and diagnosis of extremely low
density infections is very challenging and requires very
well-trained microscopists. Additionally, there is a two
to three-fold discrepancy in parasite quantification bet-
ween microscopists [3]. Yet microscopy is still the most
widely used method, with at least 165 million smears
reported to have been performed during 2010 [2], and
remains the reference standard for malaria diagnosis in
many malaria-endemic countries. The use of RDTs in
case management and control programmes seems effec-
tive. The target antigen in over 90% of RDTs is based on
detection of P. falciparum histidine-rich protein 2 (HRP-2)
antigen. RDTs that detect lactose dehydrogenase (LDH)
and aldolase are, in general, less specific in differentiating
different species of human malaria parasites although re-
cently, attempts have been made to improve the perfor-
mance of these tests. The evidence that a considerable
number of P. falciparum parasites in South America, have
a natural deletion of the HRP-2 gene [4] raises concerns
about the use of RDTs in some settings. Furthermore, new
data show that caution needs to be taken with the positive
predictive values of RDTs [5] and that many tests falls
below the desired 95% sensitivity/specificity target in poor
environmental conditions and in children under the age of
five years [5]. Nonetheless, RDTs are still a practical usable
diagnostic method in the management of febrile illness in
remote regions [6,7].
There is an urgent need for developing robust field

usable molecular tests with high level of sensitivity and
specificity for use in large-scale screening of samples from
malaria surveillance studies especially those that are
focused on malaria control and elimination. This need has
become particularly apparent in malaria containment pro-
jects that are focused on eliminating malaria in regions
where parasites resistant to artemisinin-based combi-
nation therapy (ACT) have evolved [8-10]. Advancements
in molecular technologies provide a continually evolving
and relatively low cost system for high-throughput scree-
ning of malaria in surveillance studies [11-13]. Molecular
methods are more reliable than traditional microscopy
and RDTs in accurately diagnosing the species of mal-
aria parasites and detecting low parasitaemia levels.
When considering the development of tools for large-
scale field application, it is desirable to consider cost,
robustness and ease of use. Recently, a novel real-time
PCR assay that utilizes self-quenching primers for the
detection of Plasmodium spp., and P. falciparum was
developed [13]. Therefore, this PCR assay does not
require internal dual-labelled probes, which are usually
expensive, or use intercalating dyes, which are often non-
specific. The PET-PCR is an attractive molecular assay for
malaria detection, especially in surveillance studies in en-
demic countries where this methodology can be more
readily adopted than other probe-based real-time PCR
methods. The study herein aimed to evaluate the PET-
PCR assay for the detection of malaria parasites in a field
laboratory in Tanzania, and compare its performance to
microscopy and a widely used nested 18S rRNA PCR.

Methods
Study area and samples
Samples used in this study were obtained from a previous
study conducted in the Iringa region of Tanzania during
the years of 2010–2011 for assessing the accuracy of RDTs.
These were collected from the following eight health
facilities: (A) Tosamaganga, (B) Mlowa, (C) Kimande, (D)
Usokami, (E) Idodi, (F) Mafinga, (G) Kibao, and (H) Igo-
maa. The region and districts are shown in Figure 1 on the
2010 map of spatial distribution of P. falciparum malaria
endemicity and entomological inoculation rate (EIR) [14].
The two districts from which the samples were collected
have a P. falciparum prevalence (PfPR) and entomological
inoculation rate (PfEIR) of ≤5% and ≤1, respectively. A
blood smear and dried blood spot (DBS) samples were col-
lected as part of the original study. A subset of 303 DBS
samples, randomly selected from the eight health facilities,
was made available for use in this study.

Ethics statement
The parent study was reviewed by IHI and granted a na-
tional ethical permit from the Tanzanian National Insti-
tute for Medical Research (NIMR). It was determined by
CDC IRB to be a non-research activity with no require-
ment for consent from participants.

Microscopy
Both thick and thin smears were prepared per sample.
Depending on the health facility, the blood smears were
stained using 10% or 5% Giemsa solution buffered to
pH 7.2, and stained using a standard protocol. A blood
smear was considered negative when no parasite was de-
tectable after examining 100 high power fields. For posi-
tive smears, parasites were counted in reference to 200
white blood cells. Blood smears were first read by a dis-
trict laboratory technician in charge of laboratory ser-
vices in the rural districts where samples were collected.
The slides were then sent to a reference microscopy la-
boratory at IHI in Bagamoyo, Tanzania. Any discordant
reading between the district and reference microscopy



Figure 1 Regions in Tanzania screened for species-specific malaria infection using PET-PCR. Shown is the 2010 map of spatial distribution
of Plasmodium falciparum malaria endemicity and entomological inoculation rate (EIR) [14] in the region of Iringa where samples used in this
study were obtained. Samples were collected from eight health facilities as shown (A-H). Plasmodium falciparum prevalence (PfPR) and
entomological inoculation rate (PfEIR) for selected region are shown, 0% > PfPR ≤5% and 0.1 > PfEIR ≤1, respectively.
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reading was resolved by a third reading by a senior tech-
nician from the Muhimbili University of Health and Al-
lied Sciences (MUHAS).

DNA extraction
DNA was isolated from DBS samples at IHI using the com-
mercially available QIAamp DNA Mini Kit (QIAGEN, Val-
encia, CA, USA). Genomic DNA was eluted with 100 μl of
elution buffer and stored at −20°C for use in PCR assays.

PET-PCR Assay
The PET-PCR assay was performed as previously de-
scribed with a few modifications [15]. Briefly, amplification
of the species (P. falciparum) and genus (Plasmodium)
DNA targets was performed in a 20 μl reaction containing
2X TaqMan Environmental Master Mix 2.0 (Applied
BioSystems), 125 nM of forward and reverse primers, ex-
cept the P. falciparum labelled primer whose concentra-
tion was 62.5 nM, and 2 μl of DNA template. The
reactions were performed under the following cycling pa-
rameters: initial hot-start at 95°C for 10 min, followed by
then 45 cycles of denaturation at 95°C for 10 sec, anneal-
ing at 60°C for 40 sec. The correct fluorescence channel
was selected for each fluorescently labelled primer set and
the cycle threshold (CT) values recorded at the end of the
annealing step. A cut-off CT value of 40 was used to indi-
cate a positive result. All samples were tested in duplicates
and repeated when necessary. The DNA stocks that were
used in Tanzania were also utilized in the USA reference
laboratory. The Stratagene Mx3000P real-time PCR sys-
tem was used to test all samples in both Tanzania and
the USA.



Table 1 Number of positive samples by health facilities as
detected by PET-PCR, nested 18S rRNA, and microscopy

Health facilities* A B C D E F G H Total

Total no of samples 51 33 36 31 46 23 59 24 303

PET-PCR positive 7 7 4 0 7 0 1 1 27

Nested 18S rRNA 7 7 4 0 7 0 1 1 27

Microscopy positive 1 3 4 0 3 0 0 0 11

*Health facilities: (A) Tosamaganga, (B) Mlowa, (C) Kimande, (D) Usokami, (E)
Idodi, (F) Mafinga, (G) Kibao, and (H) Igomaa. PET-PCR results shown are for
both Plasmodium falciparum and Plasmodium species.

Table 2 Sensitivity and specificity of the PET-PCR assay
and microscopy when compared to nested 18S rRNA PCR

Reference standard

Test result Nested 18S rRNA PCR

Multiplex PET PCR Present (+) Absent (−)

Test positive (+) 27 0 27 (18.75%)

Test negative (−) 0 117 117 (81.25%)

27 (18.75%) 117 (81.25%) 144 (100.00%)

95% confidence interval:

Lower limit Upper limit

Sensitivity 100.00% 94.04% 100.00%

Specificity 100.00% 96.10% 100.00%

PPV 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

NPV 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%

Reference standard:

Test result: Nested 18S rRNA PCR

Microscopy Present (+) Absent (−)

Test positive (+) 11 0 11 (7.63%)

Test negative (−) 16 117 133 (92.36%)

27 (18.75%) 117 (81.25%) 144 (100.00%)

95% confidence interval:

Lower limit Upper limit

Sensitivity 40.70% 23.00% 61.00%

Specificity 100.00% 96.00% 100.00%

PPV 100.00% 67.90% 100.00%

NPV 87.70% 80.90% 92.80%
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Nested 18S rRNA PCR
Nested 18S rRNA PCR tests have been shown to be su-
perior in their sensitivity and specificity over microscopy
and are commonly used as reference tests for molecular
assays. Here the nested 18S rRNA PCR assay described
by Singh et al. was used as the reference standard [16].
Briefly, reactions were performed using 1 uL DNA tem-
plate in 20 μl total volume containing 1X buffer, 2.5 mM
MgCl2, 200 μM dNTPs, 200 nM primers, and 1.25 units
of Taq Polymerase (New England Biolabs, Ipswich, MA,
USA). The products were analysed for the appropriate
size on a 2% agarose gel. All nested 18S rRNA PCR was
performed at the Center for Disease Control and Pre-
vention (CDC) laboratory.

Data analysis
Data were analysed using the R software for statistical
computing [17]. For calculating sensitivity and specifi-
city, including the positive predictive value(s) (ppv) and
negative predictive value(s) (npv):
Sensitivity = # of true positives / (# of true positives + #

of false negatives)
Specificity = # of true negatives / (# of true negatives + #

of false positives)
Positive predictive value (ppv) = # of true positives/

(# of true positives + # of false positives)
Negative predictive value (npv) = # of true positives/

(# of true negatives + # of false negatives)

Results
Assessment of PET-PCR performance at a local laboratory
in Tanzania
Twenty-seven samples out of the 303 tested were found
to be positive for both P. falciparum and Plasmodium
spp. by PET-PCR when performed at the IHI laboratory
in Tanzania. The same samples were retested at the
CDC laboratory and 100% agreement was found be-
tween the PET-PCR results done at IHI and CDC.

Comparison of PET-PCR and microscopy
Microscopy detected 11 positive samples (3.63%) among
the 303 samples tested. These microscopy positive sam-
ples were confirmed to be positive by PET-PCR. In
addition, 16 microscopy-negative samples were found to
be positive for both P. falciparum and Plasmodium spp.
by PET-PCR (Table 1).

Sensitivity and specificity of PET-PCR and microscopy
To determine the sensitivity and specificity of the multi-
plex PET-PCR assay and microscopy, all 27 positive sam-
ples and a subset of 117 PET-PCR and microscopy
negative samples were tested using a nested 18S rRNA
PCR method as a reference test [16]. The samples were
randomly and in a blinded fashion selected with an
average of 14 samples from each health facility. The data
showed 100% sensitivity (CI0.95 = 94-100%) and specificity
(CI0.95 = 96-100%) for the PET-PCR assay and 40% sensi-
tivity (CI0.95 = 23-61%) and 100% specificity (CI0.95 = 96-
100%) for microscopy (Table 2).

Discussion
Of the 303 samples from the eight health facilities, 8.9%
were found to be positive for P. falciparum by both PET-
PCR and nested 18S rRNA PCR. In contrast, only 3.6%
were positive by microscopy revealing a clear underestima-
tion of malaria infection when diagnosed by microscopy.
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The PET-PCR method detected a large number of sub-
microscopic infections. This is in agreement with previous
studies that reported the detection of a greater number of
submicroscopic infections by molecular methods [18-21].
Indeed, the PET-PCR assay compared favourably to the mo-
lecular reference standard, nested 18S rRNA PCR, with
100% agreement between both methods. However, PET-
PCR offers important advantages over standard nested PCR,
such as affordability, faster turnaround time, less chance for
DNA cross contamination due to lack of post PCR mani-
pulations, and is overall better suited for large scale scree-
ning. In addition, the assay was shown to be comparable to
the TaqMan-based real-time PCR method described by
Rougemont et al. [22] in which both the PET-PCR and
Rougemont assays showed a detection limit as low as 3.2
parasites/·L [15]. This detection limit is also comparable to
the reference standard nested 18S rRNA PCR where the de-
tection limit ranged between 0.64-3.2 parasites/·L [15]. Due
to the self-quenching nature of the PET primers this assay
does not require expensive probes, making it a relatively less
expensive method. The estimated average PET-PCR reagent
cost for this study was around US $2 per reaction. In
addition, the reconstituted PET primers and master mix can
be stored together at 4°C for up to a month or if the primers
are kept lyophilized can be stored until the end-user is ready
to use them. These practical advantages, along with the rela-
tively low cost, make PET-PCR a sustainable new method
for malaria detection for large scale screening of field sam-
ples. The multiplex PET-PCR assay was first tested in a local
diagnostic laboratory in Bagamoyo, Tanzania and then re-
peated at the CDC laboratory. A complete agreement of re-
sults was obtained between the two settings in performing
the PET-PCR assay, indicating that this assay can be suc-
cessfully utilized in a field laboratory in malaria-endemic
countries. In addition, most standard real-time PCR ma-
chines will be appropriate to carry out the assay.
Microscopy and RDTs still remain the most appropriate

methods for primary diagnosis of malaria in many malaria-
endemic countries. However, as the goal moves towards
malaria elimination, newer tools that are able to detect all
malaria cases, including low density infections not detec-
table by microscopy or RDTs, and that are applicable to
large-scale screening, are required. The PET-PCR assay
described herein provides such a tool as it has performance
characteristics similar to other commonly used molecular
methods and can be used in a developing country setting.
While this assay cannot yet be used in most primary health
facilities in many malaria-endemic regions, many reference
and research laboratories are already equipped for molecu-
lar testing such as PET-PCR.

Conclusion
The PET-PCR assay provides a relatively rapid and af-
fordable new molecular method for large-scale screening
of surveillance samples in support of malaria control and
elimination programmes in malaria-endemic countries.

Competing interests
The authors have declared that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
ET, MM and NWL carried out the molecular assays. ET, NWL and VU drafted
the manuscript. IM provided the samples for the study and helped draft the
manuscript. ET, NWL, IM, DP, and VU conceived and designed the study. All
authors have read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank Dr Daniel G Colley, Dr Frederick D Quinn, Dr Kefas
Mugittu, and the staff at the Ifakara Health Institute, Bagamoyo, Tanzania, for
their support and for providing us with the necessary resources to conduct
this study. We acknowledge the support of the Atlanta Research and
Education Fund (AREF) for supporting this study. The work was also
supported in part by a CDC-UGA Seed Award to VU and DP. ET was in part
supported by a NIH pre-doctoral capstone experience and also support was
provided by The Office of the Vice President for Research at The University
of Georgia for travel to the field site in Tanzania. The use of trade names and
names of commercial sources is for identification only and does not imply
endorsement by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention or the US
Department of Health and Human Services. The findings and conclusions in
this presentation are those of the authors and do not necessarily represent
those of the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.

Author details
1Department of Infectious Diseases, University of Georgia, Athens, GA, USA.
2The Center for Tropical and Emerging Global Disease, University of Georgia,
Athens, GA, USA. 3Ifakara Health Institute, Dar es Salaam, Tanzania. 4Malaria
Branch, Division of Parasitic Diseases and Malaria, Center for Global Health,
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Atlanta, GA, USA. 5Atlanta
Research and Education Foundation/VA Medical Center, Decatur, GA, USA.

Received: 26 November 2013 Accepted: 22 January 2014
Published: 27 January 2014

References
1. Hay SI, Okiro EA, Gething PW, Patil AP, Tatem AJ, Guerra CA, Snow RW:

Estimating the global clinical burden of Plasmodium falciparum malaria
in 2007. PLoS Med 2010, 7:e1000290.

2. Wickramarachchi T, Devi YS, Mohmmed A, Chauhan VS: Identification and
characterization of a novel Plasmodium falciparum merozoite apical
protein involved in erythrocyte binding and invasion. PLoS One 2008,
3:e1732.

3. O’Meara WP, Barcus M, Wongsrichanalai C, Muth S, Maguire JD, Jordan RG,
Prescott WR, McKenzie FE: Reader technique as a source of variability in
determining malaria parasite density by microscopy. Malar J 2006, 5:118.

4. Gamboa D, Ho MF, Bendezu J, Torres K, Chiodini PL, Barnwell JW, Incardona
S, Perkins M, Bell D, McCarthy J, Cheng Q: A large proportion of P.
falciparum isolates in the Amazon region of Peru lack pfhrp2 and
pfhrp3: implications for malaria rapid diagnostic tests. PLoS One 2010,
5:e8091.

5. Goncalves L, Subtil A, de Oliveira MR, do Rosario V, Lee PW, Shaio MF:
Bayesian latent class models in malaria diagnosis. PLoS One 2012,
7:e40633.

6. Endeshaw T, Gebre T, Ngondi J, Graves PM, Shargie EB, Ejigsemahu Y, Ayele
B, Yohannes G, Teferi T, Messele A, Zerihun M, Genet A, Mosher AW,
Emerson PM, Richards FO: Evaluation of light microscopy and rapid
diagnostic test for the detection of malaria under operational field
conditions: a household survey in Ethiopia. Malar J 2008, 7:118.

7. Kyabayinze DJ, Tibenderana JK, Odong GW, Rwakimari JB, Counihan H:
Operational accuracy and comparative persistent antigenicity of HRP2
rapid diagnostic tests for Plasmodium falciparum malaria in a
hyperendemic region of Uganda. Malar J 2008, 7:221.

8. Phyo AP, Nkhoma S, Stepniewska K, Ashley EA, Nair S, McGready R, ler Moo C,
Al-Saai S, Dondorp AM, Lwin KM, Singhasivanon P, Day NP, White NJ, Anderson
TJ, Nosten F: Emergence of artemisinin-resistant malaria on the western
border of Thailand: a longitudinal study. Lancet 2012, 379:1960–1966.



Talundzic et al. Malaria Journal 2014, 13:31 Page 6 of 6
http://www.malariajournal.com/content/13/1/31
9. Cheeseman IH, Miller BA, Nair S, Nkhoma S, Tan A, Tan JC, Al Saai S, Phyo
AP, Moo CL, Lwin KM, McGready R, Ashley E, Imwong M, Stepniewska K, Yi
P, Dondorp AM, Mayxay M, Newton PN, White NJ, Nosten F, Ferdig MT,
Anderson TJ: A major genome region underlying artemisinin resistance
in malaria. Science 2012, 336:79–82.

10. Takala-Harrison S, Clark TG, Jacob CG, Cummings MP, Miotto O, Dondorp
AM, Fukuda MM, Nosten F, Noedl H, Imwong M, Bethell D, Se Y, Lon C,
Tyner SD, Saunders DL, Socheat D, Ariey F, Phyo AP, Starzengruber P,
Fuehrer HP, Swoboda P, Stepniewska K, Flegg J, Arze C, Cerqueira GC, Silva
JC, Ricklefs SM, Porcella SF, Stephens RM, Adams M, Kenefic LJ, Campino S,
Auburn S, MacInnis B, Kwiatkowski DP, Su XZ, White NJ, Ringwald P, Plowe
CV: Genetic loci associated with delayed clearance of Plasmodium
falciparum following artemisinin treatment in Southeast Asia. Proc Natl
Acad Sci U S A 2013, 110:240–245.

11. Perandin F, Manca N, Calderaro A, Piccolo G, Galati L, Ricci L, Medici MC,
Arcangeletti MC, Snounou G, Dettori G, Chezzi C: Development of a
real-time PCR assay for detection of Plasmodium falciparum, Plasmodium
vivax, and Plasmodium ovale for routine clinical diagnosis. J Clin Microbiol
2004, 42:1214–1219.

12. Swan H, Sloan L, Muyombwe A, Chavalitshewinkoon-Petmitr P, Krudsood S,
Leowattana W, Wilairatana P, Looareesuwan S, Rosenblatt J: Evaluation of a
real-time polymerase chain reaction assay for the diagnosis of malaria in
patients from Thailand. Am J Trop Med Hyg 2005, 73:850–854.

13. Shokoples SE, Ndao M, Kowalewska-Grochowska K, Yanow SK: Multiplexed
real-time PCR assay for discrimination of Plasmodium species with
improved sensitivity for mixed infections. J Clin Microbiol 2009, 47:975–980.

14. Gething PW, Patil AP, Smith DL, Guerra CA, Elyazar IR, Johnston GL, Tatem
AJ, Hay SI: A new world malaria map: Plasmodium falciparum endemicity
in 2010. Malar J 2011, 10:378.

15. Lucchi NW, Narayanan J, Karell MA, Xayavong M, Kariuki S, DaSilva AJ, Hill V,
Udhayakumar V: Molecular diagnosis of malaria by photo-induced elec-
tron transfer fluorogenic primers: PET-PCR. PLoS One 2013, 8:e56677.

16. Singh B, Bobogare A, Cox-Singh J, Snounou G, Abdullah MS, Rahman HA:
A genus- and species-specific nested polymerase chain reaction malaria
detection assay for epidemiologic studies. Am J Trop Med Hyg 1999,
60:687–692.

17. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. http://www.
R-project.org.

18. Dormond L, Jaton-Ogay K, de Valliere S, Genton B, Bille J, Greub G: Multiplex
real-time PCR for the diagnosis of malaria: correlation with microscopy.
Clin Microbiol Infect 2011, 17:469–475.

19. Rantala AM, Taylor SM, Trottman PA, Luntamo M, Mbewe B, Maleta K,
Kulmala T, Ashorn P, Meshnick SR: Comparison of real-time PCR and
microscopy for malaria parasite detection in Malawian pregnant women.
Malar J 2010, 9:269.

20. Mayor A, Serra-Casas E, Bardaji A, Sanz S, Puyol L, Cistero P, Sigauque B,
Mandomando I, Aponte JJ, Alonso PL, Menendez C: Sub-microscopic infections
and long-term recrudescence of Plasmodium falciparum in Mozambican
pregnant women. Malar J 2009, 8:9.

21. Mayor A, Moro L, Aguilar R, Bardaji A, Cistero P, Serra-Casas E, Sigauque B,
Alonso PL, Ordi J, Menendez C: How hidden can malaria be in pregnant
women? Diagnosis by microscopy, placental histology, polymerase chain
reaction and detection of histidine-rich protein 2 in plasma. Clin Infect Dis
2012, 54:1561–1568.

22. Rougemont M, Van Saanen M, Sahli R, Hinrikson HP, Bille J, Jaton K:
Detection of four Plasmodium species in blood from humans by 18S
rRNA gene subunit-based and species-specific real-time PCR assays.
J Clin Microbiol 2004, 42:5636–5643.

doi:10.1186/1475-2875-13-31
Cite this article as: Talundzic et al.: Field evaluation of the photo-
induced electron transfer fluorogenic primers (PET) real-time PCR for
the detection of Plasmodium falciparum in Tanzania. Malaria Journal
2014 13:31.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.R-project.org
http://www.R-project.org

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Study area and samples
	Ethics statement
	Microscopy
	DNA extraction
	PET-PCR Assay
	Nested 18S rRNA PCR
	Data analysis

	Results
	Assessment of PET-PCR performance at a local laboratory in Tanzania
	Comparison of PET-PCR and microscopy
	Sensitivity and specificity of PET-PCR and microscopy

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


