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3.1

FEULFRAE  voucher specimen
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WASRS O S FFENEE UET
3.2

DNA &5 DNA barcode
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3.3
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FHF % E 0125 05 15 Jm 0 DR BEL 7 ) DNA R IE 69 . A & 8] B& 5% % [X J¥ 51| (Internal transcribed spacer.
WIFRITS) 7 rDNA 3EH % ,18S rDNA 1 28S rDNA K [H 8] B 5 51§58 (1TS) , & 09 1 BE 717 5] £ 1L
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phaseolorum (Cooke etEll. )Sacc.var caulivora Athow et Caldwell (¥t B Phomopsis phaseoli) .k
S £ W% M Diaporthe phaseolorum (Cooke et Ell.)Sace.var.meridionalis F.A. Fernandez( JG# 2
A Phomopsis phaseoli) ,[o] H 35 25 it 4% %5 1 Diaporthe helianthi Muntanola—Cvetkovic Mihaljcevic
et petrov( K &5 N Phomopsis helianthi Munt,.-Cvetk., Mihaljc. & M. Petrov) ., # JI B 6 # i %% 4
Phomopsis sclerotioides van Kesteren, ¥ & B /B # # Diaporthe vaccinii Shear (k% R Phomopsis
vaccinii Shear N.E.Stevens & H.F,Bain) 3ER R 45 8 Diaporthe perniciosa E.]J.Marchal (¥ %
Phomopsis prunorum (Cooke)Grove) %) H I8 E 25 F GG E4Y.
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DNA $2 5 ¥ .
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N8 _#(Na, EDTA « 2H,O) . EALBI(NaOH) . Tris 8 . i L 8 (HCD . AL+ A =
g (CTAB) . L8 (NaCD) J3E Z 1F ik v 2/ (PVP) KBS R (CH, COOH) , Z& 8 7K . & {5 (CHCLy) . F 1%
BE.T0N LB,
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.91 9 (3 B.D (4K .DNA #5109 B AR B . GelRed #% R %E B B4 8} .
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R FR T 45 2 PR 4 4 KR 2 4 DNALBUR st R A9 CTAB 25U (2 IR A) .
7.3 DNA 4§ 5 R & 8l 7E

FHGCHE 58 50 70 Y606 BE v F M E DNA 9 8l B 5 3 BE , 43 50 B 260 nm 1 280 nm A&k W i, i+ B &
2



SN/T 4877.5—2017

AR ) 4l Bk B L iF R AW .
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DNA # =50 X ODys, (peg/mlL)

PCR % DNA i  OD.s, /ODyg FL(E I R 1.7~1.9,
7.4 PCR &
7.4.1 PCR ¥ 1§

5191F %) .PCR ¥ 1% ik & .PCR [ [ 1 /¥ 2 WH % B.
7.4.2 PCR =4 894 0 0

5 pL #) PCR =915 1 pL 9 6 X ERERMBIRE 120 V THRK . MAGHERBERBRAEPWEH
09 Fr BT AR B A7 38 7 Py b A7 Py 50 W . W 51 40 O i W F 519 MI3F-47 F MI3R-48, 80 % 1
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M F A
(F BT R
DNA 2L i%

A1 S B 224K (500 mg) fK AR BE B EE ICAE 2 mL B0 P mA 500 pl. 2XCTAB(60 C), B
T 21 20 M A5 b 0 1 41 4 4 i B L K R IR 30 min~60 min, B/ E#HE ).

A2 A 500 pL(1: 1, 5&BDEMH-FIXmE24 s D, BE4¥5)E (3 min), 12 000 r/min, B L
15 min,

A3 HRIBCEWW,.MA 250 pL(1: 1,53
R —IK.

A4 PRIEWFRIMASEERBRAR,
AS HBHENIER.12 000 r/min &L
A6 FHEWH,IMA 400 pL 70% Z. B B H Uk IR .
A7 FLWM,. B8R TGS T DNA,Z) 20 p
A.8 JmA 50 pl 8% 100 pel. AUZE K CPL O 1
4= H 3h DNA $i2 HUSCHE 38 1308 1t 77
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5 min 5 AR — K.
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Mt F B
(HEEHR)
DNA #8835 ¥ F0 & B & &

JrEs| P WE B.1,
PCR W& % & (30 ul.) B.3% B.2.
PCR W (TS) L3 B.3.

# Fr H /2 A
ITS4 | 5-AGCGGATAACAAT TATGC-3’ N
1SS 5-CGCCA6GGTTTTCCCASTCACGACG GTAACAAGG-3’ e
iE T R AR o il Wy 51 9 MIL3F- T 9 = R
Mt/ L
10X PCR £ 3.0
2.5 mmol/L dNT 2.0 I
10 pmol/L 1.0
10 pmol/ ) 1.0
= J _": U/ul. Te 0.4
10 ng/p 2.0
R 30
R i [8] {ifi 3 ¥
il AE T 94 4 min
5 P 94 30 s
Bk 58 30 s 35
SiE i 72 3 45 s
SiE i 72 | 7 min
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