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Abstract

Green mold and sour rot are the most important postharvest fungal diseases in citrus, which cause
a large number of rotten fruits and seriously restrict the development of citrus industry. This ar-
ticle explains the incidence and influencing factors of the green mold and sour rot of citrus, and it
provides the basis for better control. The use of chemical fungicides has many adverse effects, so it
is very important to find harmless and safe methods to control postharvest diseases of citrus. Bio-
logical control is of great significance to the control of postharvest diseases of citrus. This paper
mainly introduces the control mechanism of pollution-free and low-toxicity antagonistic yeast
against these two pathogenic phytopathogens. It also introduces the combination of antagonistic
bacteria with other antibacterial methods to improve the antagonistic effect. Finally, the applica-
tion of antagonistic yeast was prospected.
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1. 5|8

MR HFR R, FERES SR . B . M, Wi RO E AR
ST MR B AR 1]. ARG R B R P R R E KR, R R BRI —, 2A
&R AT o FREAAE 7 3 2L A AE A TE ARG O IX,  AARG 72 I 5BUR  Haod A2 Hh bi 2 DRI A 55
AT LE, SRR T EIL 30%, (ERAPF G PR T MG JERPI RS B RS, 7R B A H ik
HANe PR i (2], Pt DU SR AR G R 3 R B0 ARG HRDR 3 O lE 20 28, K
o BN FRAGE T R SN RIEE, 2l B SR T S KR B (Penicill italicum Wehmer.) 4R
HH(P. digitatum Sacc.)~ B (Geotrichum citri-candidum Link)i& . 1X =Fhip JF A48 2 55 27 2B i &,
HEiE R R TR R fEMTE R SRl e, . st f2rh, MHE SRRk 5 %2 1 i
B B, A SRS, EACOREE], ARG R SR EHIP AR L

FI AR A S 85 08 2 B A8 SR AR SR 5 N R AL S R BRI SR BT 45, a0 40 B W (imazalil) WK 5 iz
(prochloraz)~ &I (fludioxonil) VEFENE (pyrimethanil) VEIWKI (thiabendazole) K SZF[3]. AFIHIE,
T R T TR TR A B FE o PRI B 2 R I 22, T WU B (quazatine) UR A, HAFRRME. 28T, (%AW
P2 1 82 7 SRt — Se AR TR M, G IR R P 24 1R (R BTG N A 2B BN PR B A AR ) f 3
SE[4]. BlAE AATBROR 1 A 2 4 e U S FR I el B, DA SOW PR B R ROk R [ 5], AR R
FIAE B 2 2 ATTHE R . RIS HRETE . Z2WPhaHERERHERTE R REE . 245 h1kEE
ARERT A IR PG RS E BN E M RIE . B, AR ORIl v DA Jem i 5 48 1 2248
KAk 6], B AR SIREINE G 7] LL5E a0 HI BRI IR A 7] IS 7 4% 5 1) Bod 74
AP R(53° C L 45°C) [8], RS AL (40°C LA_L) A] AAE — 52 N AUAF MU BT iR BRI (9] Bt th g
RO AN B AR B AE R [10] [11]: 5555, BRUbZ b, fEPeEtE i T HA AR MR H
JEFH R NATEAL, RS SUMCAE VDR VE MR 5 8 T 20 tH4D 80 SEAUst e sk T w7t [12], £
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Yoo I BE RE IR AT T A M R AR gy, T HO AR N R A fa s, R Rt & i KA AL
JTE[13]. PRI FE R GUREBF B 00 AR i AL, 58 e it SO B 3 IO U O AR AR SR e s 3 (R Bl 2 A E 22
B3

ASCEEA TGRS 2 BRI ARSIl SR 2, DL R ) 1 Jeys G s i3
LI B T X 3K 7 A JEr 35 T T 917 4 ALt B 2 P 288 R
2. HIBEEBR. BRERNEYSFRYE
2.1. HEFBHFNRFERNPEER

M SR AR T B 2 GEN B RJSE 5[14] [15]0 FEATHAR RS2 s8ts f e B 11 0], S8 18
SARGER LRI, EAEFR DRG0, SURRSEIE AR . G LR 19 SO0 L R AR 4
TOLE D). YT EA A5 1, 4 R Bl IR BOR e, 0 e A, T R 12 o 3 SR B 5
Ry 2~3d I, IR E FEE ZIF RSN R TR AT R SR RN L AN R IR
PG KL 7 d R R LA iR L

A 0d 1d 2d 3d 4d 5d 6d 7d

W 22 SERTE pAERT

X300; 50um

A: RIREFHEAMNIER LS PDA IR 7 d WAKIEE, ZLRIFR 2 d W05 R BEK BT, 05 10 el 7o ROTUA ™ A2l 2, 3 d
I E TR 22 [ A, 15 P R AT S O AT B PIRRE IS AN R SOKBULR (LB R, R C: Ju
EHE SR T IREFRESN, WHIR, HRHE 20 pm, HEE 50 pmy 10 pm. 1 um (NEHF).

Figurel. Phenotypes of citrus green mold in vivo and in vitro

1. HBREBHSEFRE

fittsr a2 MR B RE Em50EN, 20N E, BTEERTELEREAS AN AR
B[16]. HAAEMTHEFRIR, WA 1~2 Kok MR, 3~5 4, MEREEsE, BTk,
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BYIKGEREY : AE F AR 3~6 MR AT IR REAIE[17] (WWE] 1), 20°C~30°C#8E B A
WEEER B AR, HEERET 0CREZE A K, 26°C~27C NEGEEKIRE, B4R 37 CR %A
K, BELARA KA SE BN 15°C~30°C[18] [19]. MHGLREREE >4 2, W AE S Fa LR
RN, PRPAEKERT, S4BT B S SRR, R DRI R L, GRS KR,
ZJEIRER X REr E RE A AR AR AR Qe R e . AR YIRS AR, P digitatum B8 57U K ERE, 0
Z PRI IREE[20], KRR ALEH A S e . R, S0 R R 2R O — S s R ),
M BRI . PASRIA S, (R IENTR SR AR TR AT 1 E K [21]

2.2. HHEERRHFHN R FERNREER

MG I R MR o P BeE B s e R 2 —, BEE X RESRE IR AT LB iR 2 J5, TR
T REBAE BT MERRIE N AR 51, — ARG RS B R G BRI, 2B
MRS AR, 2KBUIR, AR SR B, 3~4 KNP RIE A Y EY B, e 8
RREI R DB AR, ZJRRAABIELZ; 5 6 REEW KRR A, IR PER 5 2T )
BEENAGE LR, RS s 2R N RS, HBEA I PRI %,
REM G0 8, T REERE, FHomE, AU S A i 22] (LK 2).

Figure 2. Incidence of citrus fruits inoculated with G. citri-candidum

2. EMEREREHERBRI LRI R

AR 68 05 T i — PSR AL T B BRI 2R, B TG S B EBUR H (IR 5 %), HAE PDA (4
REMERER IR LA KEEER, WERAAN, ETHIR. RIBHENHELERARE, BF
BUEOAT B AR 22 B R R ZOTIR T 7, W i, SECREEARR23] (WK 3).

Figure 3. Microscopic structure of G. citri-candidum

3. BRI RE B HEHE
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A TR JE o BT AE L3 P s 7 A, 2 A AR B AT 10 SR el 338 vt i R DA% S5 1T [ 24 o 8 B PT A
TR A, HA AR AR R, TR R s ESIIE A BE B R SR T
BT RIREEGL25]. TE2 W B WSROI s g 25 S B s m i, R o kA, 7EGR
AN KANR26]. H G SFRSRARE, WIRSENCE S KRG . REHEE 10C
~3SCHI ALK, HEEMIT 4CEiET 40°CH, BHEJLFAEK. HgddEKiREEQRST~30C)
] o TERWCSCR 5 AL B FR A, 9 Ji BRI SR SR TR i) & P TR G SR sz, JFRI A D AR SR s
FERUK S POR BT, W& SERIE A7 [27].

3. FMBAEMNHBRER. BRERHIBEZHLHRRABR

BB X DU R R A AT B0, AR T 2 S DT B AR . S5 Pl BEA £ MR
SR RErE, M, KSR E k. CRIUREA RS HIE R S BB B RECE 1),

3.1. FEMEBESEAERE

TEDURERE B AT LAAT R B b (A AR, FLRE TR AL — BRI I sl LA
YRR (0B LR R BAAECE 2): 1) BRSNS 2) HEFAEEM: 3) P AEMEYN;
4) Fa M. A E WIRE . PR = DU S I 8] AR TR AL LIS 4.

Table 1. Effective control of actionagainstic yeasts against postharvest diseases on citrus

1. BYIEHIHER EREN e

Yeast Pathogen Reference(s)
Kloeckera apiculata P digg;):%izrf;n;rf; licum [28]
Yarrowia lipolytica P. digitatum and P. italicum [29]
Pichia guilliermondii P, digitatum [30] [31]
Candida membranifaciens P, digitatum [32]
Saccharomyces cerevisiae P, italicum [33]
Rhodosporidium paludigenum P, digitatum and P. italicum [34]
Rhodotorula minuta
Candida azyma G. citri-aurantii [35]
Saccharomyces cerevisiae
Metschnikowia citriensis sp. nov. Pdigitatum and G. citri-aurantii [36] [37]
Debaryomyces hansenii Lodder P, digitatum and P. italicum [38]
Clavispora lusitaniae
P, digitatum [39]
Pichia fermentans
Cryptococcus laurentii P, Italicum and G. citri-aurantii [40] [41]
Aureobasidium pullulans P. Digitatum and G. citri-aurantii [42] [43]

3.1.1. EFREEES

BRI B SE R 2 K 2 B DURE B R (MR AL o A AR R R IR 1 e e 1 EE e, A R
HUE FRYI AR R BTEH, s PURERE AT DAE ar 00 ACRESE, SRR 5 05 AR E SR BN, 1
5 2 A R [44], FEITIRAERF 200 DAL KR BAH, 3 A SR B 19 AN B2 08 1O R ML A7 S RN AT B IR A
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FEAES, N0 B B B3G5, FE BTG R G o B8 K Ik BRI BE(Cryprococcus albidus) 2 1
PRI AT 28] K B0 T AR T R B B 22 AR K B IR, RO SR, B RR IR S, S
T SR GV AESE R B E SR AN AR, RS I B RS A AR, SRR (R, g i AR R
FH[45]0 FETOIRTTIR/IMIE 3 1 BRS80S R A S DU C. oleophila, RIVFeHFHEHUR 24 h 5
FHEMR IR, 58 RN 0%. I LA BT DiR B s A M T RE et b e i, S
F T E[44]). RN RICIGAEZTRERE (M. citriensis) P EME O 4L, 2 h FEMWHBEE G ci-
tri-aurantii, 15372 d Jailid SEM W% K IR BRI Ae R 72 6 e R I RS E T eI R, oL
T ANEARRIM S, gD TG AT SR R B R B A ] AR SR AR MR T R
HH BT E AR, WG G. citri-aurantii ToiLBFA[45]0 T DAREREBE 599 J5 3 4775 5 7% & 75 ]
TFRR.

Table 2. Mechanism of actionagainstic yeasts against postharvest diseases on citrus

2. tHER MBS E YR ERLE

Yeast mechanism Reference(s)
Yarrowia lipolytica FERHF L [29]
Saccharomyces cerevisiae (ACBL-08) BERETA. B-1,3-H R
Rhodotorula minuta (ACBL-23) EIEE G B-1,3-H RIS [35]
Candida. Azyma (ACBL-44) i NUINN.

Candida guilliermondii (UST) Etia [43]
Aureobasidium pullulans BIReg . B [44]
Cryptococcusalbidus HIR g [46]
Pseudocyma antarctica JUT Bl &K [47]
Kloeckera apiculata (34-9) B S. HEGAE., PAEERIEIEY) R (PEA) [49]
Metschnikowia citriensis sp. nov. B HETE. FEIERME [50]
Pichia galeiformis (BAF03) VOCs [52]
Hanseniaspora uvarum ViR iRk [53]
Rhodosporidium paludigenum B-1.3-FI K WENE, JUT FilE, 5% Ryt [54]
Wickerhamomyces anomalus (BS91), A. pullulans (P11) VOCs [55]

Candida Oleophila (I-182) EITEd. VOCs. B-1,3-Hi R HEEG [56] [57]
Debaryomyces hansenii (CBS767) B-1,3-% K HE g [58]
Pichia guilliermondii (BCC5389) i [59]

3.1.2. EEFEER

T PR R T 600 T o 0 B o5 AR R o 40 1 A B R o R I (W R s 2 b, TR 24
YulgE, It H o —BeoK MBS, W)U T REEA B-1,3- RIS MEER, AN K ARG TR A B A L B R 22 4R (48],
75975 i B A K 2 PR 209 i B 1 22 AT o AT TR IS U B B B A K. apiculata ()3 BN HLE 2
FEPUTA RT3 i TR I B 2 AR VR, o 4 4 P v W 5% BB B B AR (34-9) R R L B I 5« SR B
WS IEEAE TS . B R M2 b, BRAEHIAG T« SR o B IR 4 . W[49]. W 7T R LI LR
P. antarctica 5y K E ML AN K AR BE ME, BLE LT R BERAR (KRG, Wi KR4k 5 B g, Jf
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SEFRIRTE B LB R[50]. 57 NIESE T HPUBERE M. citriensis sp. nov. FLO1 Al FLO2 &S % I 5 1 4%
B SR R 22 b, FET R R B R T R RS IR SR SR S VAL R R ik, A3 Ji v 1 mT A Ak b, AT
FE P. digitatum F P. italicum [F)F8F85 K FBE 22 4 K2 24137 ]

3.1.3. FEEHEPIR

VP2 FEPURERE B 0T LA 26— e T 0 SR T a7 B T R A o 32 B — S R DL R B SR E R ME
MD: W ZBE. LR OER. R CRESE o R &R (L (HPLC) U5 B (GC-MS) AR B 1 H (LC-MS)
oy B 55, B T ATLANGIE S . SRS PURERLE K apiculata (34-9)IBTEYIR
FUZHUE YT N 2 (2-Phenylethanol, PEA) [51]. H@id AU (A3 - J5iE % H il B} Pichia ga-
leiformis (BAF03)3:r=4: J\FIE K B ML B YI(VOCs) R INEIA G SR B0 R B P. digitatum WAEK[52].

3.14. FEFEHM

TP 1 27 A (0 SR, AT DA 2 P2 A PUi R IR R . R EARE 1) B E
SR ARERS, o R SR BN REE . 2) S A A PUR MR AR, . TS, B
JRAER R . 3) HFEMpREH R AR, 0 REINE, AR WE12]. REBEE A
FIPUBBERE(H. uvarum)iF'T T MG 2 2 FI 2 By A EE(PPO). Kl & &, i A BFPOD). JLT
SRR A B U, AT BT SR R BIROR[53]. AT AL T 5 PiEERE Y. lipolytica,
H R IR SHE B MBS 1. SRS S B RS A, 3R T RGPS S 1
BE 7112915

N

Antagonistic yeast

UWTER. MBIEMNE. BRBGRS

ﬁﬁﬁ% phytotoxin, inhibit oxidative burst, uptake nutrients %i%jﬁ
Fungal pathogen R KRR . SULRI . HURE Fruit host

Improve the activity ofhydrolase, oxidative burst, phytoalexin

Figure 4. Possible interactions between host, pathogen, antagonist and environment

E4. FE HEE. FRBIE=FURSHEZEHEIIERIE

3.2. FEMEBFHNRAMREEHHRNHILR
DU RE B B AR I 0D S B AR LA P R AT R S5 o T R A (B — S U B B PR 4
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WARVE, PUERCRBCA R E R, T HIEPIR R R, 52 sem, e R sh A
BT . FEPURRER 5 HAR BT R T iR 45 6 W] DA B S s 5RO, FFERAE AR .

3.2.1. ERESSRAENEREER

TSP A B TS A, it B — S U YR ME 76 R SE B P R IR B . LAAT DR
PUREBF B 5 HARFS DU AE IR &, TRV SR 10 2 MOk 3 . 14 28 B (Rahnella aquatilis) 5 19 B
(Rhodotorula glutinis) V& & HM 58 H X K G 5 R P. expansum 1 B. cinerea WIHEHUIEE. 1EA I8k
N, R. aquatilis-R. glutinis RS YIREFNHFERK G KEFHMNT BEFAK, HARWREIKE)LFNE.
{EHARATAT RS PR A AT LUR S, EORIETRA PSS PURE L e m,  HARZS[60].

3.2.2. FnESSUFYRESER

TEPURE R P LA S A2 SO & F A R Ja s S B vE 7 T AT DA e 3 P B M85 ) i 52
P, I LA E AR T W AR, IR EE SREERE(Pichia membranaefaciens)5 5t K HER
oAb PR 0 2o 8 R A B0 T SRR i A U R AT G SRR ISR ROR (611 K &1 A AL DU I B
(H. uvarum)50BEG(1.5% wiv)E5 618 G 22 0 0m 1 5 DURE BEXT ARG K 5 2R 820 5 AL 1) JE A i) 4 4
FHI53]. W FuEs 3R B I RERR o] ARSI Fi R 7 85 O A BRSSO 06E 5 28 P e R AR Lot PN 25470 ) LS
K WHEIR 5 % B BRIEBE C. laurentii 855 AE R, &8 1 H5PUREBEXSATE SR SE Bl B KATF 5 (P. italicum) s
HEL IR T B2 I BT BUR[62] -

3.23. EMESSYELTZEES

VFZ W FUARIESE TS PURE B SRR, Bln: $bH, SRAMRIR . il A B SR AR 45 A T DL
SRR T WECEERE P guilliermondii 456 3 AL Bk R J5 Wi (Rhizopus  stolonifer and P. ex-
pansum) P FTIE R, G5 RS B F A SO B SR RS G R0 3 S 0 5 A ISR B I, T I 2R B SR 5
PR SER TR, AR RGIREEN H 1I[63]. WHFLERM, KRR AIEUV-C) 55 PRzt
WK (Candida tropicalis) 458 F % 3 55 22 J5 998 (1 97 76 20 R B T 38 9 [ 64

3.2.4. fFREERLRIE G RET

BEE NS 73 UL FUA KRN, R R AR, A A 22 R A 5 240 o e (1)
FEPUIERE OB ILAE B 55 o K21 B 10 B B 1 B DR N B DU BRI B2 BE(S. cerevisiae EBY 100)/R N RIA,
] DL 52 PR B 2 K B8 (R 5 UL [65]
4. IR RE

TE BT BRI A= P57 16 A2 ) FH B B TR 7 [5) LR ELAR S84+ Wb [RI R AL R o R Bt 4kl S v AR IR
AR A RABURRE . AEG5E B OR IRIL T2 5B JEUR A B B 2 I [ HEAG Y, eV RO R0 4t
PEo DR, A R FRATTRE1Z I Ane] i ik N\ T 0 108 BIOPA A58 428 1) S5 D0 B A B BR1 PR A T 52, A A 977 B 2 3 )
B IS ZIORFRIC S o AT N T 5T AT DLRNE S DU BE B 2 PTG R m S &, AR IS, &
Ay B IRE tHT VE 2 k0T TR SR S5 0 S PR RS e B (H T S ST AR RS f i PR B S e
A ZER, BN RSB RE R AR R RO HACRAR R, HIER A BT g AT m AL £ FH B Hs i
B BEOAR D o AHECAG AR R0, AR BRI i s H AT AT A LA A= 77 1 BE i R 4308038 1 T 473,
Ui: Shemer™, FEPiEEREN Metschnikowia fructicola Candifruit™, FEHUEEREA Candida sake L\ J% Boni-
Protect™, FEPUBERE A. pullulans [48].

N T AEA DT RERERIF AT, IEFE#E— BN U T HEATE S : 1) o7 B S iR B
IFTEALE . 2) SFHERAMEEE, PRI E ST EEE . 3) TR N sz, E KA
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Wl 4) MAZERN TR FBOS TS G REEAT B SR, DU TURIE T 008 RO S 4F 5 TR B R
P AR e 5 BT -

E&WE

[ 2% BRI 42(31972122), 3R R A BT Y 55 9% L T 55 < B2 B I H (2662020 Y LPY 008) ATEL

ARAA Pl AR P 2R e % I 75 4 V8 B(CARS-26).
P

[16]
[17]
(18]

[19]
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