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Detection and identification of Diaporthe perniciosa Marchal & E. J. Marchal
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2 MEHESIAXH

ISR T A SR RS AR, LRTE R B85 R0 0E BB RAE A T4 3
. JLEARE B SIRXH, HEH A (BFETA B R 8) E R T A,

SN/T 1638.1 iEFrEMH&I8H 8 1 o . LBREHIFEH &R RIEER

SN/T 2077 i35 3 R A B2 LA

3 RIFMEX

T FNARE F € A& B T A o
3.1
FI{k fruiting body
THEES A LA ST REMNRE AN EEREN , SR Tk,
3.2
FE stroma
HEHHALSIE B A ARG FEEEBSEORRESREAS,
3.3
F¥E  perithecia
FRETITEEERN - TFRAT SHREARENI O FR(TFRE) .,
3.4
SHEMTFEE pycnidia
FAFR B AERAERN—F TR, 5 TREN FREESHURIBRIEE B AT,
3.5
a Bl BRISYAETFIF alpha conidia,beta conidia
WL ER (Phomopsis sp VMW FRPFEENFMLRSABR T, MOERTNNEREY
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MBS ERFHPELENRESER T, EFFRELE,
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I RS . R B (6] 3% 6.7 A 0T 4G 5 Ae 3 7E /B B LR T R I /N b TF 8
KIA o

ABRIME LLAF T b R A 0 R A SR RAE B IR AR (2 LM SR B RN 3 O 3 S L T
0 B0 A S AR« B0 S B T TT'S 7 970 43 B 465 SR g 2 S S 16 i 4 0 B G 2 8 5 4K 4B
5 BRERRARA

5.1 {(U#&#&

BB Y EMNE B FRFUER 0.0l ) BEKER . BSTHES . AYEHS R
K1) R B AL PCR (X, BB

5.2 XBHAR

PREE EPEIEAR R AL AR IR EEAR L TR OKE
MR BRI R SRR RO AR (T K

UREAT B Rh o IR L BEAR RLE L =

6 WAMBEFE

6.1 KA

1% NaOCl i5# . KK L ﬂ%h{x%&\lo%sl)s W .3 mol/L
it B8 8 W PCR I M (4§ Tag A B .ANTP.b SE Ay, = EH b R EE, Tris-HCILEDTA B
HE 4  DNA f X 4> F i brofe \ T 7 }

6.2 EFE
0y 4 S 8 W B ' F: B8 SN/T 1538. 1 2R,
7 e

O EGR, &IE S

8 WEBEERZE

8.1 HMFER

8.1.1 HAKRE

WS AR KA AR T 85I 4 W A LR . BB AR R 2 E A REMFIEA
KT T R A VT 00 1t 925 5 & BRI R0 ER 50 RS BE L PR B 41 4050 T AR R L W B RSE IR R B A
WA R ER S E

8.1.2 RILKE

74 2 S S A SR L A R T R B A SR B AT AR EAREMN T
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BEfEH— KR,
8.2 LWERI
8.2.1 HEHER

110 S 355 6 T SR A O B AE B AT R MBS A 7 (A S 1ROBE T MR IO O T O A B B
FAEYRHMETER MECRMERTE MERFS SERTFRTFRT. TE. TERATHEESR
i , HEAT S 5] e 2 780 LA

8.2.2 RiBEF
B E R E HA ] 5 Sem)HBRBTFHEME P, T

20 C~25 CTFREHEEFF,.BX
8.2.3 BN

T D IO T8 £ 7 3R A T R Y
WATRM I 3 min, TR AKMYE 3 K
24 h PO H/M TR SR 10 d, %K i
Yok AT RIS,

(A5 mmX5 mm) . 1% NaQCl
v F 25 °C 24 h BEREFE 14 d RG] 20 X
RAEEFRE, BREENEE BA KD ETF
RAFEH .

8.2.4 HmHEMZE

e 44 43 5 P01 2 it o 7 L K A o R R Al
PDA F# F,F 25 °C.24 h B F L
S AT i B G T K R ] AR A g

F 70 & W i K A i S 2R
30 L FRBEFWEALGON
25 CTRIBEFR. B9
8. 2.3 JEE BN XA

LA e, R O B U AR, (K B Rk
b SN & TSR 10 d PRBUE 7% 1Y

SUIH 98 1 em ZE 45 iR A5G IR K
O AL PR I ARESR S BT
R S Y K 1 O . 2 6 IS 1 R AT R

8.2.5 HTEMFELTE

RS FEENRET . 5D
DNA 2B % . 5191 /F 5] .PCR §" 1% %

AT o T TR A R Y TS 3 A

9 ¥ERE

9.1 fER
B AR RE R BOR SR CF AR KRB A 21 B.1.C. 1(1-4),

9.2 REEFMER
MR MR SCF A ME R SR B, 2.C. 2(1-2).

9.3 HHEMBHIE
KHEBREFMEMA S SHECFRHAME R 21 B.3.C. 2(3-6),
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9.4 HmtAE

o TR 5 B ) 15 40T ik U 04 BV ASE SRR SN B AR, R A B R 10 d USSR S S ED
DA BAL I I 8 T IR R LB DL SR C. 1(5) ], MR AR5 B i 4 B5 4 38 R4S AE L I BT 5
R R — 2

9.5 ITS FolyEmsir
Z 10 BERE W BE IS s 3K 43 47, PCR 38 P24 9 A B A /N K 540 bp. BB E /5 5 Genbank & £ 4

B 2 SRR 9% 1 A% ME B Bk ( American Type Culture Collection[ ATCC]No. 38578)ITS FEF| (& &
AB302254) #t 4T BLAST HXH43 47, [RIEH: K 100% .,

10 HRAE

LA IR I T 20 B 0 () 8 TR R R A8 2 R g AW RRAE  BOR R I A TTS JF 51 43 4
P29 B B A RAE . 45 & T SUE— R 5L 29 WK% B 8 0 % SR SR B W ( Dia porthe pernicioso) ;
a)  WHYREA W ERRRARE, FAERFE S SR EE S ¥ RIS EERHIEI. 1~9.3 Y&, ¥
AR ITS 515 9.5 5.
by WRE A PARETCRRAL . 2 ORI 5 5% A (8O 0 B B SR B 7 AR R B i B SR R VB B R E
HEERE 9. 1~9. 3 W&, BURMEIEH RS 9. 4. P B ITS EE 5 9.5 HF,

11 BHRNARNRTE

1.1 E#iN DNA B RAER

FRREHRALEBYEREERRE . FE 0B EENGEERES 30N HMBOEHEFE
T80 CHRAE. I ARG EAPDAMNTM LR RRELKKBAMER. BT 4 CTRE.FEP
(180 H¥%E ., WEIFA DNA BER T —20 CT R,

1.2 BRBEABPHRE

ZERARBIR UEER RAMFR. RRMELEFARBEAY. 7R ERE HFEREA
B2 KR GEER RE K.
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B R A
(R R
¥REBRENSL . SHNFE

Al ERRBHREMS KM

F ¥ 4 s pathogen of fruitrot on apple

A MM . Diaporthe perniciosaMarchal & E.J. Marchal 1921, /8 F E & # (FungD) , TR E W]
(Ascomycota) , 655 B 44 (Sordariomycetes) , /6] B 5% H (Diaporthales) , [8) J& 5% £} ( Diaporthaceae) , [8] Ji
75 J& (Diaporthe)

Ttk B . Phomopsis prunorum (Cooke) Grove 1917 (54 : Phomopsis maliRobe,s,1921),J& T E
H R (Fungi) , ¥ 15 ¥ | ] (Deuteromycotina) , (Coelomycetes) , BR 5% #1 H (Sphaeropsidale) , 3R 7% fa ft
(Sphaeropsidaceae) , ¥1Z£ S B & (Phomopsis)

R BIERRE LS : Phomopsis canker, Phomopsis fruit decay

A2 SHERE

WM HA HE.

BRI - AR f M2 L 2890 B 0 (B A i
KM FA2,
EW-mEXR.KE. BN,

A.3 HEuHE

ARG 4 AN 7 BRI R R .

BBk B (Actinidiaceae) : B ME )& (Actinidia spp. ) ;

i El (Ebenaceae) : 1 J& (Diospyros spp. ) ;

EH Bl (Rosaceae) : 1 #£ )& (Cydonia spp.), ¥ R B (Malus spp. ), 2 & (Prunus spp.); 3L 8
(Pyrus spp. )

H & Pl (Vitaceae) : # % B (Vitis spp. ).
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Mt R B
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ERRBHER FEEFER S HEHE

B.1 JER

B.1.1 @ARMEE . HEF ER

— A2 B SR R /N
B P AR W VS [ A L
1 T4 B 1 15 97 9 B L ™ TR 5
FR G o A B BE T B o BB, TR 1 2 '
o SR O T W58 T H5T l‘lﬂhﬂﬁtm‘ﬂﬂifm*ﬁ&f”

B.1.2 BRELER

12 Yt ) 1 SR S e B L o
A PRCIR A T2 #ITS
2R 5 S 3 1 AT K

Y IR BELH 21 AR D 58 3% A W B 4y
GUA ohLs fi) DY S R L 7 A R
ERAR. ANKEEEETHRR
B9 R T2 B8 5 FORLAR 43 A 1 T
» 190 16 B i ) 5 9 € Y A AR LT

WREZTHB LY . B G2 KM
NG, RWfEH L WRE6

B.2 mEEFEER

5y G AE 25 °C 24 b ! 4.5 mm/d T L T A HE
ISV B T L5 18795 1 T FHE BE T 20 C 24 h G640 T R
%410 d 7247 A R 40 6 U= A TS o R P A AT S

B.3 RERSHIE

B.3.1 ZITMAERAEIE

FHERE M. 512 1 mm~ ik5m TR TN A ERE G, R
B BRIk, SR TR ARG ER T« MoERTFRMEE, L6, 2. &%
ASHER B B A AL T 420K, e B, R ER . — . o« BB R AT RS HHN (T pm~
9.5 pm) X (2.2 pym~3.8 pm) (20 pm~34 pm) X (1.1 pm~1.5 pm) (Marchal &. E.J. Marchal 1921
#58);(6.5 pum~9.3 pm) X (2.1 pm~3.0 pm) (26,1 pm~33. 0 pm) X (1. 1 pm~1. 8 um) (Dia-
porthe perniciosa ATCC No. 38578 I #KAE 20 °C .24 h WNHEHTER.

B.3.2 BEHTSESHIE

TR B RIE AEFED  RKMR B %, TRER KRR B85 HE. AT 8T T
AT HEFUR B M S . TREA T IR . G 6o, WA . S BR AL R 4648 . Marchal & E. J. Marchal 1921
AR T, 7R T A5 H G0 pm~64 pm) X (5 pm~5.7 pm), (11. 5 pm~ 14 pm) X
(3.2 ym~4.2 pm) . 7E 8.2, 3 HiF KM T B A4 THT.
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M R C
(B RHEMIR)
¥RRRFER FREFERRESHESR

e .

1——47) #4719 48 75 95 b B f B3 i (5| B http://plant-clinic. bpp. oregonstate. edu/content) 3

22— G WA R TE U BS . IEEL(5) B http://www, agro. basf,it/it/diagnostic) ;

37 S ) 1 470 00 2 BUA £ A AR

4—— iy S0 10 F 00 5 R € R R

5——— 3 S 80 1 S 3 AT R M AT 2244 (3-5 5| B www. fomesa. comCalidadFactoresF_03_11_1_08, htm) ;
6—— 2N EF FECERRE (e R A WA EFE PR ATCC No, 38578) .

BCl ERREFEMNERKE
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A

1—— W%

2—— B V& LI A1 A 0 F I T A0 AR L A
3——a B B B 6 43 4o 4 F

A——R BRI HLF

TR T TR

6—— i B T2 L 0 F e e B Uik s 0 L T

iE: 1~4 38| A : Diaporthe perniciosa ATCC No. 38578 @ #E7E 20 °C .24 h 28 & T 9E:5 31 B :hup://www. ag-
ro. basl. it/it/diagnostic/ ;6 | H :http://dic. academic. ru/dic. nsf/enc_iology/1976/.

BC2 ¥RRBHRE(BEFERMESHER
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CRRHER )
DH B AR RE PDA WEH

D.l SAEFREPIHNE AR TENSE

s 200 g

Wb 20 g

AR 18 g
D.2 $lAH&E

PRER UG 25 2 B9 T4 2 200 g, ) /N finoK 4 30 min, HIVYJR 20 A i 38 36 WO A #2748 20 g,
BiAG 18 g kL MABPHIR A . MR HEEAE 1000 mL, 4% = MM, mE BH,121 CTHEKXHEA

20 min,
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M x E
(RRSEMER R
ITS FF 513 E

E.1 DNA {2 Bl——CTAB $28;%

TR TE PDAL25 °C BB & {F FH3 7 d, Mﬂﬁm’é ﬁﬁtﬂk%ﬁﬁf I 22 20 mg 3§ 1 H % U 6 A
YRR/ FEE A 570 pl. 2% G T HAe 1 S W 7 FEE L 65 C oK
30 min, LA 600 pl. = 40 H b i (8 HwRGEH—KRE.11 000 g
WIRE L 5 min, B E I EHRIMA+HZ—EBR
3 mol/L B2 ENIE I 2 fi5 R TG K P in.11 000 g 4 CE.L> 10 min,
FEWBC IR OEREMA 1 mL 70% éﬁ‘?fﬁﬁ& 1‘ 0g4 CB.L 5 min, F EHHH LN
A 40 pL. Tris-EDTA 92 sl 3% i DNA P 3E o UL AT R Ak 00 A EU T R R A4
DNA $# B0 & 2 U 22 DNA,

E.2 PCR3|%
ITS4:5'-TCCTCCGCTTATTGH AAAGTCGTAACAAGG-3’
E.3 POR ¥ 18 % PCR =l 4 #7

1,)5 pul.odNTP(2. 5 mmol/L
.25 uL.,DNA g 1 pl,
CHEM 1 min,30 PG ; &

PCR R I S A 50 pl..ddH,(C
each)4 pl, FFUHF5I9 (10 pmol/l
PCR fZ W #2F .94 C i 3
5 72 ‘CHEM 10 min,
PCR 7= #)7£ 0. 5 X TBE 1 3k%
¥ BLAST b4 47 .

& 4r#7. PCR /=9 4lifL )5 M
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