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WE NS il PDA Bige B ag il o R4 B il i JE S LG R 18S rRNA P 7 51 43 A7 H:
16 BRAEE N BEMS T (Alternaria alternata) 1 R %58 MR TE T W (Chaetomium globosum) 1 ¥k J& T4 J] 1 )@
(Fusarium) 1 WRJE T 5 M1 B H (Xylariales) . DA% 5 (931l 3¢ 4 AR 08 b, 6 8 11 1 kA 400 7 0 4 19 4 B
W —— R LW (Chaetomium globosum )Y Y-11, I T# &k % il % B 4% %6 B (Sclerotinia sclerotiorum ) | 3i. K 22 #% 1
(Rhizoctonia solani) il 3% JK 75 3% B (Botruytis cinerea) /N2 I8 B (Fusarium graminearum) %54 A [ 2 BE (1) 71
TIVER . BREFCTE YY-11 X 37 A 22 4% Ta i B 7 % URp 58 4 45 R S 7R« 76 X6 ST RS 22 4% T A 40 o o 2 v BR B 52 A 4

POOLAR R E A AR .

KW  NAEE; 18S rRNA; BT MEEH

FESHES Q933-331; S432.4"4

YN 4 H T (plant endophytic fungi) /&8 78
T A 3 v 3 A P i - 4 70 A 3 ) A A fel
FERIUEMIERA — K KW, LA T2 MM
A Ay rh P A T PR AR S AR 0 AR A A N 1Y
FEOR R B, OF B 5 18 T 0 R kAR e v Ak ) i B
THIN T B R R T A N R B
SEHE GG PR ) BT 5 53— 5 T A AR LT A AR
YRe R BAE Y A K R 3w Ar E AR R AR
A=) 30 B ASHTRE 7, DAL B B AR 2 A5 BL ] 4
A e SRR B AR . AR NS 1 BRI PN AR
WY EBEASTH 100 ZAEM P L5 H X I
BEFRENHRIGT 20 g 80 &£, AL K
AR P A LT AR B U 2 R R R A R B S e &
R I A R BE T [R50 N AR J R A B IR
R AR AR F0 24 W 2 U0 1 A T 588 25 1A BF 5
POs

1% G2 1Y LT B A 0 O TR R LUB S 0K
it o BV o 55 5% 5 A TR I 2 S AT IE S MR
THCRR AR T TR Pl R AT S . SR B W 1B SRR IE 2
2% BA DR EIL SRR AE A b bn S F A
PREE 22 AT S AL o BRI A% G2 B ELTE 3 SR i 25T

Wk H 4T 2010-04-07
HETH . BK 86371 H (2006AA10A210)
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A2 0 T T R DR MR AR R

FAT . 18S rDNA JEHF T H 1 5 55 7 FE Ui L
O RGEE AL R TR B N T HE R RS
HAL A A AR B R S, B H AT Ik AR
LAY B EED B 18S rRNA Fe K [ 5 3% - 51 #6
LB AN A ATTAT LAAR 48 0 7 90 ik 47 35 1% 1 4k o)
BT3RS B AR AR R B R, HEE
410058 /N3 rDNA(SSU rDNA) 4 5 51 9 43 1
RGFITHT K 1 R KRR Z2 AT | 53 85 1 T B T 2
FE R KA F5 0 B2+ ( Bensingtonia yamatoana) ,
Chambers ZE17 %} 1 #f )\ Woollsia pungens L4578
1 1 il AR 9 7 TRAR EL A 9 rDNA TTS X 3R 7541 4
Bt 3 5 © 0 51 [ 951 L X 3 BT 52 T X i A
A E

A GEHG AL GE T 25 2 4 5 TN IRAR 73 7 AR W) 2
YE IS G W S A B R 9 RN A B
W EAT RS E I R G R B [, e
1 Bk e A B 1 BK B 52 W (Chaetomium globosum)
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TR VE R EAT T 91 5T
1 #MRERZE
HRREREKRLS S
SRR AR K 2R 5 o H ISR (Bras-
sica napus L.)HEIMAR 4 D AE A5 4 kL, 23
RHURE R B R S8 2 . SRR 2 20 em,
W) 4~5 R b, Bl S E B OoRKIE U T
5% L BEIR WL 4~5 min, 0. 1% HgClL & K& 1
8~10 min(#% Sy FEAFHE ) . TR K Mk 4~5 1k,
o & TR 894 0.5 em X 0.5 em /NHR, if
WLZEB AR ER B K 0.8 em /NEE, I B T
PDA VA 55 3723 (5 50 pg/mL §5 R) 11,28 ‘CHi 3%
FETOROEIE SR 3~7 d. FF U R — UK R ) JC TR K
0.1 mL A PDA SEARVEXT IR, LUK #8508

K L ZUREARLD] 11 A0 1) TR 22 AR B o J 2 2553
fiff 1Y) PDA B 3% 3 b5 5%, 78 0 % h 3L 43 0l 4k B
T B SRR R R W TV L S e 22 5 4 T
PDA }i 25 M (B % K .50 pg/mL) I ¥E 47 75 8%
F&. X E i B R R b, A AR T Ak
R R EAT SRS 5 B E PDA b 8 R 5 b
F28 CHFF PR 5~7 dJG A 4 CukEEh
RIS
12 EEBFRESEWNE

A 4l Ak 35 5 80K B 35 95 B T Pk U 22 ) Bl 3%
R W JE R E600 A9 B ilBe) TR 24 . A
P JC L F R 25, 0 4 W 2 T 40 TS AR A A P9 A B
(iR 3 R DA
1.3 18SIRNAEEHMNFERREEZEENH

1) AE BB 3 R4 8 DNA 4R B, Bl 5%
S5~7T AN EBHE 2T 1.5 mL .08, i a
YeRP A 600 pL E P 2% W (10 mmol/L Tris-HCI,
150 mmol/L NaCl, 10 mol/L. M-EDTA, 0. 4%
SDS), M #F B # OF B, SR J5 & A B K (100
png/ml)5~10 pl,60 CK 2 h, 5 000 r/min &
O 10 min, B E ISR AR /& 05 . 1R 5,12 000
r/min B0 5 min, B, NS R B &5, 1R 24T
12 000 r/min B> 10 min, B A 25 K FL ok
M LIRAT, —20 CHEE 15 min, 10 000 r/min &0
5 min, JUUEM 70% S BEVE 3 W, KT, A 50 pL
KB T IKE M DNA &5 M A 2.5 pL. RNA [if§,
37 “C/KH 30 min, B 1 pL AR FEAT PCR §7 14,

1.1

2)18S rRNA [ ) PCR ¥ 1 & % % . PCR
Y1 B 51 nu-SSU-0817-59 (TTAGCATG-
GAATAATRRAATAGGA ), nu-SSU-1196-39
( TCTGGACCTGGTGAGTTTCC), Ml nu-SSU-
1536-39 (ATTGCAATGCYCTATCCCCA)®, 25
L A AL S A DNA 1 L 10 X 28 il (3%
Mg"") 2.5 pL,dNTP 1 pl., R primer 1 pL.,F
primer 1 pL. 2 & 7K 18. 2 pL.Taq i 0. 3 pL,
PCR J R £51F:94 °C 3 min,94 ‘C 45 5,54 °C 45 s,
72 °C 45 5,72 °C 10 min, JT W #FAT 29 A HE
i AxyPrep PCR #lifb ik 7 & 4lifk PCR 7= 4, i
A TAE M BORA PR ) S8 N A

ARG R B, S IOCERL9 ] R Iy 7
B A /D ESE rDNA FFSILE R AR RNA %
¥5 FE (European ribosomal RNA database, ERRD)
A EMBL 4 128 i R AT A1 2R e TR I 1 A
= B BB 18S rRNA FEH P FIE N S Xt 4, B H
MEGA 4 Bt RE R BRI E . 5kittr £
J 51 UG RS HeXT SR 05 A8 IR R 5 2 LU 1 22 T
ARG kB M. AR % 2 by g i 4k R, H
Bootstrap MUk i FE AL 43 B X B P-dis-
tance, FEHLFR 7% 4 1 000,

14 NEEFENEERISNE

NEETE AR = P AR LT R B R 1 AR A
R P 0 A B L TR K B A TR R A R AR
IR E .

DA 15 75 1 . e 0 S T A% 18 (Sclero-
tinia sclerotiorum ) \ SLAK 22 %% W (Rhizoctonia sola-
ni) NEAESE AN (Rhizotonia solani Kihn) 8 R4
F9N W (Fusarium oxysporum ) il 3 H HE % H
(Cerosphorella albo-maculans Sacc) . I 3¢ 2 B 5
W (Alternaria brassicae) 2 K B W B (Botrytic
cinerea) /N IREIR B (Fusarium graminearum) .
SER A SUE (Physalospora piricola) %5 5 5 51 1 Bk
BT YY-11 1E P SO IR 85 5 AT AL 4% 23 il BBk
B 5C W AR JEUR D, AR N 5 mm, T PDA
FERILHE B DA B 2 em b4y AR A L HEAT XTI By
FrLHEFRIRIE R 26 C AL H 3 ANEE ., DL
Bi R BR BT YY-11 F1H b5 B4 B RERR 24 h
WLEE I 53 0] 0 k2% T VR O AR 1] 2P AR . B T A AL
TR -5 5 A ) R B e LA R i e R X 7 R T 1Y
pos il
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530 &

) BYE 7 AR R SR . ) B A2
25 % PDA R 3R (100 pL) , F7 5% 97 B 8¢ [ 5 16 9 i
R E AR 5 mm FERBIEE YY-11 H#5F M
NI LKL TE TR D . KRk B BT B A N
AU R IR ML, 26 °C B 77 78 D WS B 5%, Y 9 18 1A 22
TEYE R FAHIB G . 7F W OB T W58 3K B 7 1R R 37 A
W ETERE.

2 HRESH

BEMOBMTERE

M 3L 4 B A5 31 9 R AR LI L A dilie
YY-1. YY-2, YY-3, YY4, YY-5,. YY-6, YY-7,
YY-8.YY-11, il {22 FF IS (A 1,
) A EH YY-1.YY-2.YY-3.YY-4.YY-5
M YY-6 NEEAR LR (Alternaria) ;YY-11 N EFR)E
(Chaetomium) ;YY-7 Fl YY-8 T 45 & T Y
T Bttt — 2 %0

21

A:YY-1; B:YY-7; C:YY-8; D: YY-11.

1 ABERNRNEEREES
Fig.1 Morphology of isolated endophytes
22 18S IRNA EEFIHHEMELRERELE
53 4

Ko E R N AR B R 4 A YY1 Y Y2,
YY-3.YY-4.YY-5 F1YY-6 H14H;YY-7.YY-8 Ml
YY-11 350045 9 1 20 8O 50 AR ARLE LE Xt I # o R
GEREMUE 3,

ZER WK YY-1.YY-2, YY-3, YY-4, YY-5,
YY-6 5 Alternaria alternata R M &% &. N
99 %% &5 HAL T IR A % 58 H O AR fL B (Alter-
naria alternata), WK 3-A;YY-7 5 Hypomyces,
Fusarium Fl Glomerobolus [R5 R 98 % . 454

C

A:YY-1 B4flF Spore of YY-1 strain; B: YY-7 #4f1F Spore of
YY-7 strains C:YY-8 f§#F Spore of YY-8 strain; D:YY-11 [y
fflF Spore of YY-11 strain.

B2 EEBMFES
Fig.2 Morphology of endophytic spores

FIEEFMEE, X HE T %I W 8 (Fusarium) .
W 3-B; YY-8 5 Hyponectria buxi 1 Hypoxy-
lon fragiforme JF[RIVEE 551K 97 % F1 96 %, th
T H AT 18S rRNA N HOH 128 5 U4 PR HLfE
B S 2 i A B H (Xylariales) , WA 3-C5; YY-11
Y5 Chaetomium sp. . Chaetomium globosum i
Chaetomium etatum TRIJEVEY N 99% . 45 & 1 T8
WL g H 2 5 AR B SC W (Chaetomium globo-
sum) W& 3-D,
23 KEZHA Y- 5REHFHREEFRER

FEERBTCH YY-11 X35 A% B8 L 52 Av 22 4%
PR A AE ST TR R AR A 220 T T SR I BREA TR SR
TR D T MK B TR N O B A PR AR SO
TR T S AR T D AT S ASOG IRE 4 T i 3 (L 4D,
SEREWT Y Y-11 X 3 A% 1 (18] 5-A) (374 22
K (18 5-B) (A AE 32 A (B 5-C L il 2 K 55 0 T
(& 5-D) A7 Ik 25 B 400 4] 2800, 8 A A6 A 22 1 (I
5-E) il 38 11 BE i B IR 5-F) | il 3% 2R BE i 1A (R
5-G) /INZZ A B9 B (I 5-HD A 500 1 00 4 235 2R F
SR EE 8O B (&1 5-D R S s 0 1 (] 5-D A
M CE 4L 5,

MAEE S5 Hhad w] DLW 3 Bk 6 56 TR AN IR TR IR
2 fioh 22 A7 o) KRS B R 2 RO 22 4 A s ok mT LA
WL B Bk 5 7 B NS 5 Jir BT A4 AT S 0 o o D R 22
WrE= 5 PRE T I T 2 B W R R T 22 R K Bl
Jei B TE R A R R ) (AL PR 5T
Mo HE v T 5 TR 22 0 TSR K A% B TR B 0
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527;;};2;;2 alternate (U05194) a Fusarium oxysporum (AF219124)
Strain YY-6 Fusarium oxysporum (AF219123)
Strain YY-4 | Fusarium oxysporum (AF141951)
Stll-r:lii YY-5 Fusarium culmorum (AF141948) B
Strain YY-2 60 Fusarium cerealis (AF141947)
S rain YY-3 Fusarium equiseti (AF141949)

tram o _ R Fusarium merismoides (AF141950)
Alternaria brassicae (U05196) Fuascomycetes sp. (AB016175)
A/»Iernarxa} ql!erna{e (AF218791) Glomerobolus gelineus (AF050097)
| Alternaria brassicicola (U05197) Hypomyces chrysospermus (M89993)
Aliernaria raphani (U05199) 5! Hypomyces chrysospermus (AB027339)
Paraphaeosphaeria nolinae (AF250818) Strain YY-7

Coccodinium bartschii (U77668) Halosarpheia retorquens (Af050486)
0.005 0.005
Chaetomium sp. (EU826480)
C Gibberella avenacea (AF141946) D « Chaetomium globosum (AB048285)
100|Gibberella pulicaris (AF149875) Chaetomium globosum (AY545725)
Fusarium equiseti (AF141949) o Chaetomium globosum (DQ234257)

Chaetomium elatum (M82857)

Fusarium cerealis (AF141947)
Glomerobolus gelineus (AF050097) Chaetomium sp. (EU710829)

Pestalosphaeria sp. (AF104356) i 5| Strain YY-11

1001 Pestalosphaeria hansenii (AF242846) 50 Chaetomium sp. (EU710830)

Strain YY-8 Hypomyces chrysospermus (M89993)

Hyponectria buxi (AF130976) Fusarium cerealis (AF141947)

Hypoxylon fragiforme (AB014046) Barrmaelia oxyacanthae (AF064048)

9'Hypoxylon fragiforme (AB014045) Microascus cirrosus (M89994)

0.005

a:YY-1~635 b: YY-75 ¢: YY-85 d: YY-11.
3 IRIEISSIANAEEFIIMBNBRNEERSSELHEANRRZRER

Fig.3 Phylogenetic tree of rape endophyte based on 18S rDNA and reference taxa

CG:BREBIEW Chaetomium globosum s RS: Ak 22 8% W Rhizoctonia solani s BC: M3 K B W Botrytis cinerea s SS: M & 1 ¥ 9 1
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum ; FG /N HRFEIR W Fusarium graminearum.
B4 EXHEYY-1 EEMRERNIFREER
Fig.4 Results of plate confronting test between C. globosum YY-11 and pathogens
UL BAC R T R XS AR 2 AR LA (8 6-A) s QB AF R 228 K (B 6-B) s @
MEGWIC A E, —RAE 3~4 d W IE AR AT R, LA KR AR I (18] 6-C) 45
I T U6 4 /AN 5 72 3 4 8K B 58 BT B A
24 KEXTHSUIMLBERFXMIFRERER 3 i
WA RN R R SRR E L

PR D7 X 2T O 4 il 2 28 B2 60 D i 7 22 A5 I S A R o B 9 bk AR R
TR 4 TR R A BRI JR TR 22 F — B i A TP 6 bk S8 58 B M L TE (Alzernariaalternata ) 5 18k

%
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A B C
= BREFE W Chaetomium globosum = BR BT Chaetomium globosum = BREFEH Chaetomium globosum
— WL E MG 1 Sclerotinia sclerotiorum == LA 24K # Rhizoctonia solani ~— ARG E Rhizotonia solani K i hn

£ 230 z 45 £ 250
<= Z 35 <=
EE20 2.5 g 40
>3 ) e
%?: 1.0, = 7T 1.5 :l(%w:; 2.0
Ex ) E
B B B R T3 a5 6 7 8 0 03 4 s 6 7 % o
B /d Time B fl/d Time )/ Time
D E ¥

= FKE5CIH Chaetomium globosum = BRE5CH Chaetomium globosum = BRE5CH Chaetomium globosum

M3 K BEIN T Botrytic cinerea ~— MEAEAN 2905 W Fusarium oxysporum =2 ABEIE B Cerosphorella albo-maculans Sace
£z gz 40 g2 40
ok ST 3.0 == 3.0
N N N
] = 2.0 = 2.0
=z =3 L IIRE
o \ . 5 N N . = X N . , N . X , =t

O35 6 7 0554567 89 R T S B R R

i} f)/d Time i El/d Time i El/d Time
G H 1 J
= ERBICIH Chaetomium globosum = ERB5CH Chaetomium globosum - ERE 5T Chaetomium globosum = ER BT Chaetomium globosum

—— WSS BN Alternaria brassicae —/NEHRBFWGT Fusarium graminearum A B Physalospora piricola SIS Bacillus anthraci

4.0 3.0
2.0

heg
=}

Z AR em
Radial radius
- N
S O

AR em
Radial radius
e em
Radial radius

o
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Bl em
Radial radius
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I 18)/d Time I 7]/d Time
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Fig.5 The inhibition of C. globosum to pathogens

B M

& 6 f*%ﬁ%’—'ﬁﬁ*ﬁé x%i%ﬂi'f’ﬁﬁﬁﬂ"]%ﬁ'ﬁ%ﬂ*ﬁ
Fig.6 Mycoparasitism of C. globosum on R . solani under fluoroscope

W E NIREFRH (Chaetomium globosum) ,1 ¥)g T MY,
B W IE (Fusarium) , 1 #RJ& T AW H (Xylaria- ARG NI i BB N AR ETE YY-
les), M T HATEE 18S rRNA KK ERHE R P % 11 78 VB0 IR 36 v Xk v 5% B A% B8 L ST bl 22 BT
TRAT R 25 BUTR A0 M Al R 1 — s B JRE A 3 ARAE SRS TR A AE A 280 T LI 232 1 IR T i1 232 PR R
AL V) ESRIATM BRI T FBL Rt —2 T SR EERG T /2 AR g TR AR AT 4 A 1 Hep
TF kRIS 3 A W) LR B R X A% A T I SRR B T LR 22 A% T A AR

RIEC A EN, B @M LA LR NE B
JREE A B ISR R RO TR R AE R 2 B L AR BRE 7 -5 S 22 A% T B B KT IR B A 2 2R
%@#ﬁﬁ@ﬁ#ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂ%ﬂ(ﬁﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁ FEMREE 7S AT AR AR F TR 3K B 58 T4 B IR T A G R

g ORI LA T S5 R R A A — € I BAAE A T L K T A T A R —
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Isolation,identification and anti-fungal action

of endophytic fungi of rapeseed

LAN Nan QI Gao-fu

YU Zi-niu

ZHAO Xiu-yun

State Key Laboratory of Agricultural Microbiology/College of Life Science and Technology »
Huazhong Agricultural University sWuhan 430070,China

Abstract

Nine strains of endophytic fungi were isolated from rapeseed and classified into 4 genera

through morphological and molecular biological identification. Plate confronting test showed that the en-

dophytic Chaetomium globosum had different inhibition on Sclerotinia sclerotiorum , Rhizoctonia solani ,

Botrytis cinerea and Fusarium graminearum ,etc. The mechanism of antagonism C. globosum and R. so-

lani with confrontation on slide found that C. globosum had apparent process of mycoparasitism during

the confrontation with R. solani.
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endophytic fungi; 18S rRNA; Chaetomium globosum ; anti-fungal action
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