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Abstract

To identify the pathogenic fungus that caused peanut southern blight in Jingzhou City of Hubei
Province, the pathogens of peanut southern blight were isolated, purified and identified using the
methods of tissue isolation, morphological identification, and molecular identification, which is
based on ITS. The pathogenic fungi (QZ) that caused peanut southern blight were identified as
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Athelia rolfsii, which belonged to the subphylum basidiomycete fungus. The unnatural state is
Sclerotium rolfsii Sacc., which belongs to the subphylum hemiknophyllum.
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1. 5|15

164 (Arachis hypogaea L.)jE 4t 5t FEEREFEN 2 —, MR HAREMEMED T EEE =, ZA
FRAEF WG R R EAEYI[L]. TR, B BRSO ARG 2 L FH RS 1 5038 A R A I AR 24
P RS, e agmta T mE, WO ERES KIEAE X M EEREZ —[2] [3].

164 F1 4599 (Peanut Southern Blight) T~ 1931 4F 1 IR7EFF AR BU[1], J2 H Sclerotium rolfsii Sacc. i ]
— PR E 4], R HE B RAEDCR, IO A RERE RIEAEFME X . TR M 38 [ R e A
X, BEHE AR RIS R PR B O 25%~80%, Hi LAt 3680 Jit[5]: AL T RIRAERIRIREZ
FLAE R SRR AR 7= X 1991 4F- 28 1994 4F pH %00 T 348 SR P B 40 2R =11k 34% [6]; AR 2B TEAEFE X
DRI A 1 45993 R R AR 3 R P2 S R AT 10%~25% 2 8] [7]. IE4FR, 64 4R E R EDL 720 )7 4R S T
YLV LRSS Oy R 3 A6 AR AR 77 XORTR AR A, HORIR RAE 10%~30% 2 [H], 32 B AE 10 K T AR ek
51 L™ H 2 BB R [8] [9] [10] [11] [12]. 2004 4E, 1L A48 i i 55 & AL AN 60,000 hm?, Z85F45 %
fi% 9000 /3 76[12].

L BRI EEEARRE T, RS EWIAMR13]. ZAR[14]. ERM[15]. MHE[16]. Bk R A fif
[17]. SKA0[18] HEFE[19]. HEHE[20]. BEF[21]. MbntEwT[22] KF2[23]. %K%i[24)5535% 2] T A4
M. 516 14399 1 H B 1 oM A5 55 88 /M2 B (Sclerotium rolfsii Sace.), HEVEIERFRE L2 A6
HeetR, WL NI B R EZ, Ar=flr. WREPIEA a6, BiaRpEsSmasdxe e, V)
TRRAZ IR 2K A AR HRAE, RGN, TRARNERIEEAMMERTE . HA SN D KPR H
(Athelia rolfsii), {H7EHARIABEMN TREFRAE W, A AERERE. SR, SRBEREZE R
i RAE[25], AT DAEEREAE BN B IE e H . HaFH A, F EAEME AR AR . 2580 RAEEAL. R
Jir B AT AR G AR IR (1) ZE BRI, R YA A ARIE IR RS T A 2R 2R 22, IR B 4. K
JRVIHR R LR IR AR, — B E S A MWL, ERZIER, HES50RE 2R
NEA L R R BRI T I, e IR R AERE AR [26] [27].

ST AEAE 2B B IE B 7T AT fR1E . 1987 4F Branch 25 A [28] 1 K 1E 35 E HEAT 18 AL BT 3 49995 (1R 56
WL, FEAE R SR AR T S0 — S B Britk i s bl . Xie &5[29]45 36 B K5 1 84 PRIEAE B4
PRI AT BOW IR Z R 7T, 45 R AL b 53 B8 H I TR AREUW 7 #5:1. Shoke 58 A [30193 1
FHE) 120 ANMEAFERN A, KB T #Hi% Southem Runner %Y, B A Florunner B2, Jebaraj 25 A\ [31]#fF 7T
RIACER AN E] V2GR B - SR GG, AGE AT I BE R 2, HARR TS IREBONAE TR E A2 5 .
WMFR 2 2 E 64 AR BT IR i S F o, 72 1957 SETFAA XT84 280 1R R R 155 0 e T
2, AT T 0T 72 [32] « T3S 2 N [33 AW 78 5 A4 EI 489 I 25 80T SR 1 9 Rk i 771
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8 LR U = RO B 7 O PR X 11 4595 1T 1) 0 B o ok R 55 N [341IF 5 i LA U Ky 2 PR B 5 A6 A 1 28
WA BUF I AT RO . 2R s S NI PR ONT URE 1 6 R B 22 A K T 2 R 4 1 PR e b 2 AT I, Y
AT DAL AR 280 B B 22 I AR, SR REAI R TR A% (7= 2E [4]

FNTH AL T A h g, - F %R 15.9°C~16.6°C, %M & 1100~1300 mm, {847 i &
TR S TR 2 —[35]. ITLeak, TEAE F4R 0 OO O S AR R 7 B R E 2 —, I
X% AE A 7 R B R R, EUN M M AR 4R 0 R T R ATE AR R E D o AR SO R T AR
A AR R R B AT B, A DL SGEATIES S50 T K e, DU IR E R — P AR RS
%,

2. MM 55%
2.1 AR

TEAE LT 40 B8 1 2021 4F 9 1 AL SR TS A HURE SRR AL B bk, 440 QZ,
2.2. MEH*E

221 EHNSE

KA L5 B85 FEACARE IR A0 5 18 FEAR 22 4 43 BT 5 mm K 1922 BURT 5 mm W75 et v,
75% B RS X ADRLRT TR R A7 R TRV 73 5 T 1 TAE & kAT #4F . S8 H 75%I1 ClEALb 3 30 s, A 30%
DCEBANAEEE 2 min, 2 5 FHOCBE /KM dE 3 ik, 5o FIJC R IEARIR 2023 117K 73 Jo 4 31 PSA B 7 dk
b, RIGET 25CRIFRAAH B R B R W 2 . BRUEE 2 AEKAF .

PSA Kigdk: 200 g B e J: eyt FERE 209, BilEky 209, Z&TR/KEZ A 1000 mL.

2.2.2. EFRHVEELTOGRTE

B 7 B Vi 2 R L DA R B SR ILNS , AT LSRR VA L GAT EUEAR Y 6 mm B D FOB 1 3
PSA “Pirh it AT 4k, SAJEE T 25 CRIFM AT ISR IR, HAERX W E BRI AR TR
RIFALE RGO MR A U L2 AT R DR A, T 4CUKRE R & H] — R ITII R BHE K
BRI 1) 50% 1) H it o T —80°C B I IR VK A8 K LR A7

2.3. WIREREE

231 KEFEE

TR ST B IR A QZ IR TA AT IR U, H LB RIH0 PSA SFAR H 9k, I+ 25°C SBHE 4%
PERRE IR, = RIGMEERTEINAS Rt fEB 00 PSA AR 1 B A Bl SR N TC B e 3 Fr, AR IR (3%
FREM TR TR B = R)G, WU B3 72 BB TS 22 TR RS LA JoRR s 4kt Hak 1T /9%,
MBI, R, KRS,

232 TEYEEE

KH CTAB VAHEHU J5 B B Ak 1) DNA,  FLAARAE QR

YR MREEFIAE PSA AR I, 76 25 CREFRM P BB FRIFE =R, WEE BRI LA, WEHEE, H
T BB PR D 220 B O IR, AR5 #6 R 25 2 ml I JE B 5.0 . NN 600 ul CTAB ¥, 1£ 65°C /K AR
#H 30 min, BEFE 10 min FATRIEIRST . IMNEATIR DNA $250K, 75808 RS, FiE TEKPE
PEAX 342 20 min, 50 rpm, #RJ5HEAT 4000 rpm, 5min B0 . B EIEBREABEOE T, IR
&L FIREE(Q24:1), =i KT LSRR 20 min, 50 rpm, #8537 4000 rpm, 5 min B0, K
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EIEWEACHT B O T, I /10 ARFA 3 BE IR BT IR T R BN RN 2 F5 4R AR (1) 100% L1 . 7£ 4°C, 10,000
rom ZAF T, B0 10 min, f§ DNA JUE. B.OEHZE B, S 75%1 CESEERITIE, A 100%0H) &
RIS —i, By 5 P JC KIS fRDTIE, MR JS T-20° C AR A7

FIH 16S rDNA X #Ek QZ #HT 7 T4 % . LIIREUE PR DNA RN, X3 #3417 PCR 4~
B o AT R AZ R R SE IR P A St TR B X (P DNA-ITS) B A 51 %51 . 1ITS1: TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG;
ITS4:TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC. PCR SifEfF: 94°C 2min, 94°C 30s, 55°C 30s, 72°C 40s, 35
cycles; 72°C 5min. PCR #4148 1%35 g Wl e FELUKAS I i A FH 45 P LA SR A PCR P24 iR
N, HETFEERIG PCR & 3 W28 B RVE RN A PR A "I HEAT I o #4745 A NCBI Wik T
Blast ELXt 347 o

24. MERRGAREW

F1F 751 A% 2] GenBank £d FE AT LLXT, S HUGF N EAR LR S WK T 5, H MEGA 7.0 3K
7 ) ClustalW 3247 #IELST 5, %4 NJ (Neighbor-Joining) HiE & KRG K B W .

3. BZR55H
SFERE

AR QZ MAKLE R 1. WIEHIG 2 A, BEHE), WL ML, Gk, Mo dem P
JfES A . BB TS RIEMK QZ MWL BiRKt, BRI, o8, HAaXZREM. 0N
K, QZ BMRA KR ERR, FFRAE 25 CR M IR R =R A, BRI B4R 90 mm ~Fif. dksissdc
P 2RSS OREE R IR T i 1%, FHUR R A, BB N, RGRONREE. WEEZ AL, B3R
RN, KANA—, WEKEAG, REDGH, AJ6rE, PR, EFRFMpaaAassy. UEES
SERRAE S (AR S W 5 B va R (LIRS ) [36]RIME S SR B, mT LUK i I Tl 8 A= 1 23993 1Y L T
WP %58 N % IR K B (Athelia rolfsii)

Figure 1. Characteristic of colony, mycelium and sclerotium from strain
1. EHRES . BLMERES

SFEPFLE

¥ QZ Witk DNA TE NN, XL ITS 74T PCRY 1. S5 R ILE 2, § /=& ik Al f5
S5 L2509 650 bp (15— 2441 . J5 IR QZ 19 16S rDNA 5547 T, FI733HK A 660 bp [R5 51
Bk QZ MIF 515 GenBank $df 12 H i 7 41 3E4T Blast Lt , K LT SRA5 10 [F) 5 51 5000 5 e 133047 /)
WEIELLE, MERGERERWE 3. MWEIHPHE HEHK QZ 5% IRFT K H (Athelia rolfsii KT337414.1)f #x
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KHE, %R EIE AR JE— R L0 [37]. & EER SIS 9 TAWF00, BEKGEk
QZ %5E NT KA, HICHEZ 753/ MZ T (Sclerotium rolfsii Sace.). BLESEREH, SLEMIM TIEAE
SESIT-N: Y SE AN G N

750bp

500bp

Figure 2. PCR products of ITS for the pathogen. Note: 1, 2, 3
and 4 mean the ITS PCR products of southern blight

2. REER ITS FHIEKE. E: 1. 2, 3. 4 AABKHE
89 ITS PCR /=4

o
63 KT337414.1 Atheliarolfsii strain

32 L KP214032.1 Athelia rolfsii isolate

7 KY640624.1 Athelia rolfsii isolate
81 KY640625.1 Athelia roffsii isolate
o7 GUS67775.1 Sclerotium delphinii strain
KJ145328.1 Sclerotium delphinii strain
MF170962.1 Sclerotium coffeicola
EF157739.1 Mycosphaerella arachidis strain
99— KJ417283.1 Leucopaxillus cerealis strain
100 L KJ417246.1 Leucopaxillus cerealis strain
75 EF409718.1 Hohenbuehelia angustata strain
98 FJ167654.1 Crinipellis dipterocarpiisolate
83 { FJ167650.1 Crinipellis dipterocarpiisolate
97 FJ167640.1 Crinipellis cupreostipesisolate
{ NR 119707.1 Crinipellis cupreostipes

Figure 3. Phylogenetic tree of the pathogen
E 3 mEERGLEN
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4. g

4595 B S L R 7 R 0, SRt A AN E I 5 A AR s R B A e R, R — b E R
HE (R 25 o FEFR T 5 B SRS T 1979 4141 11 45369 S5 14 10 TE M 25 0 g /I T B S 8 G
FI4E/IMETE T TR — R IR IRR R 55 BN s SO MRS S BRI . 1 1891 4E 35 [H % ik
P VUARSE T M A, SRR 1 2595 (K 98 RO AR5 2 0F 50 Hh O £ 1 f[38] . 2011 4FJRF
R RAE ISR — R B AE 1B L4 3 S BT, L VREE [ AR A A0 50 T e BT 9 R 39
EILR R —Fh A ERMERT S, 25 R IZ, Weber 75 1931 45 R FRAA T T 575 /IMK T RE IS 12 2 1) 189
FhF A, LT R PLALIZ Y 500 ZFhAF A, A R R TE T OB [39]. IRk, TEE A4
3 1) 5 SRR B, (S BB T, 20 R IS R, A TR RIBREER, A R R
W, FTKHAZE IR TR, R R R E AR T L

PG A 25 558 i B 5 DRI 2 DNA 91 40T M 445 4 T DA o0 L4095 JE A0 55 8 e PO A o, A SCSR
FALGU B B R S, 466 T A2 SR iDNA-ITS FEAIAMT, Hmitk sy 3 tH IO Bk QZ %5 Ay
B CRIAT, WG T SR IN TR AR R R . XN S 2SR 371%, R T [40] 4 B 0
HIL 162 A8 (09 L AR — 50, b S B 90 7 16 2 11 2595 0 5T 1 2 0 e e 2 70 7 e
— BRSO RERY, s E T R B v SR — i SR, BTSN AR R 1 B I R
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