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O R AR G 202 R RV R R G O A
FEECRERRIE T R E 1972 FTEREH R
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I L ELTF = . Xad BE g1 2 |
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rDNA 751 53 Br | BR 6 4 7 B B2 2 25 1 (restric-
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%2 5% (amplified fragment length polymorphism,
AFLP)H A& g W52 B fig (fatty acid methyl ester a-
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Table 1  Origins of Xad strains
Tk 5 /T3 b 3 Ok U5 A R 2t 5 AT iy 3 K Y5
No. strain Anthurlum varieties Geographical origin No. strain Anthurlum varieties Geographical origin
Xadl-1 VT S W Arazona Bk Zhuhai Xad29 Fantasy love J7 N Guangzhou
Xadl-2 VTN Z& M Arazona B E Zhuhai Xad30 Ventanasens J7 N Guangzhou
Xad? &£ Qingmi ¥ifF Zhuhai Xad3l Ventanasens I 4N Guangzhou
Xad3 [ f7 2 & Alabama PR Zhuhai Xad3?2 & Passion J7 N Guangzhou
Xad4-1 KA K Dakota B Zhuhai Xad33 Lady love J” M Guangzhou
Xada-2 KB K Dakota PR Zhuhai Xad34 Sempre J7N Guangzhou
Xad5-1 SV Z& W Arazona FHH Panyu Xad35 4476 Tennessee J7 N Guangzhou
Xad5-2 TN ZF Arazona % B Panyu Xad36 #1E Passion J7 N Guangzhou
Xad6 KHF K Dakota PR Zhaoqing Xad37 Winny J7 N Guangzhou
Xad7 #3 5% 4= Pink champion ZE K Zhaoging Xad3$8 Sacha J7 N Guangzhou
Xad$8 KB K Dakota k¥ Zhuhai Xad39 BEMEZL Cherry red M Ak Conghua
Xad9-1 #3754 Pink champion Bk Zhuhai Xad40 KEF K Dakota M1k Conghua
Xad9-2 #76 % Pink champion B ifF Zhuhai Xad4l 5 # Qingmi MAL Conghua
Xad10 INEE W Galaga k¥ Zhuhai Xad42 35 B Sunfire MAL Conghua
Xadll KHF K Dakota 1l] Zhongshan Xad43 KEF K Dakota J7 N Guangzhou
Xad12 KA K Dakota HFrill Zhongshan Xad44 KHF K Dakota i f% Shunde
Xadl3 KB K Dakota 1] Zhongshan Xad4s KA K Dakota Jlfi % Shunde
Xadl4 #3 5% 4 Pink champion il Zhongshan Xad46 KA K Dakota B Gaoming
Xad15 #3574 Pink champion 1l Zhongshan Xad47 KA K Dakota EHH Gaoming
Xadl6 T Serenity " M Gaoming Xad48-1 KHF K Dakota =M Gaoming
Xadl7 KB K Dakota & Gaoming Xad48-2 K EF K Dakota B Gaoming
Xadl$8 [l fi7 12 & Alabama = Gaoming Xad49 7y 3 White princess B Gaoming
Xad19-1 #3754 Pink champion % Gaoyao Xad50 3 5%4 Pink champion J7 N Guangzhou
Xad19-2 #3745 Pink champion A% Gaoyao Xad51 Ff$7 B4 25 Alabama J” M Guangzhou
Xad20 T4 Sweet dream J7JIH Guangzhou Xad52 KA K Dakota I N Guangzhou
Xad21 Midori J7IH Guangzhou Xad53 [ 7 B 55 Alabama J7 N Guangzhou
Xad22 Btk &R New line J7 M Guangzhou Xad54 frf 37 B 5 Alabama J7 N Guangzhou
Xad?3 Fikk & New line J" M Guangzhou Xad55 #3758 % Pink champion J7 N Guangzhou
Xad24 Mystral J7 M Guangzhou Xad56 #78 %4% Pink champion J7 N Guangzhou
Xad25 B Kentucky J7 I Guangzhou Xad57 Kaf K Dakota J7 N Guangzhou
Xad26 Fiesta J" M Guangzhou Xad58 #3564 Pink champion J" N Guangzhou
Xad27 2158 %% Red champion J7JIH Guangzhou Xad59 #3 5%& %4: Pink champion J7N Guangzhou
Xad28 Impreza J” M Guangzhou Xad60 3 5€ %4: Pink champion J7 N Guangzhou

12 FEMEEELH DNA FIIRE

W Xad WHRAZEFTE LB WA S 3 5, 30 °C,
180 r/min Je P Hi 9% 12 h, R HiXH & b at 4=k
S AR BRA FD i, B U T A0 B S DR A
DNA ¥ DNA J5it &5 % i 2 50 ng/mL, 7E 1. 0%
1) B i e Ji b E AT LK
1.3 SIYFIRERK

SR FH LA T i PR 2H N 2 A AR Y R A )T A
ERIC 2 & @il % 3+ 19 51 % ERICIR (5'-ATGTA-
AGCTCCTGGGGATTCAC-3") #1 ERIC2 (5'-
AAGTAAGTGACTGGGGTGAGCG-3)HM, ¥y
B IR R A F AR
1.4 Rep-PCR & I

PCR W AR FR Ay 25 pl, Hitf Xad DNA &

B 1 pL.10 X PCR buffer 2.5 pL..dNTPs 2 pL. 5]
Y451 pl. Tag B (5 U/ p1)0. 4 pl, FXUZE K b
S RS FAEYE 95°C 7 min, R 32 W (AR
94 °C1 min,i& % 52°C 1 min, ZEff 65°C 8 min), fix
J565°C T 15 min,PCR j=%) 4 CIRAF .
1.5 PCR # 1 7= ¥ 35 fi5 78 158 Bk 8 ok 44 iU

B 6~8 pL Y349 T 1. 5% BUAE B I A ik
(I B 2~3 h) o HL UK 56 B2, 8 BE 0 T 88 I IR &
S SRS i
1.6 Rep-PCR EiEHRBRENH

FIH ERIC 51954 54 7 9y B UK 13 25 40 05 5%
WA JEXF REP-PCR ¥ 34 7= ¥ 1 15 80 1] 3 47 152
A IIC 17, Jo WIE 107 il il Excel 3C
TR,
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{14 TR R 4 20 1B % 25 S O B G L o A R R R 6L
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M: DL 10 000 marker; 1~66:Xad24,Xad25,Xad26,Xad27,Xad28,Xad30,Xad31,Xad32,Xad33,Xad34,Xad35, Xad36,
Xad37,Xad38,Xad39, Xad40, Xad4l, Xad42, Xad44, Xad45, Xad46, Xad4 7. Xad4d8-1, Xad48-2, Xad49, Xad50, Xad51 ., Xad52,
Xad53, Xad54 ., Xad55, Xad56, Xad57, Xadl-1, Xadl-2, Xad29, Xad2, Xad3, Xad4-1, Xad4-2, Xad5-1, Xad5-2, Xad6, Xad7,
Xadl16,Xad43, Xad58, Xad59, Xad60, Xad8, Xad9-1, Xad9-2, Xad10, Xadll, Xadl2, Xadl3, Xadl4, Xadl5, Xadl7, Xad18,

Xad19-1,Xad19-2,Xad?20,Xad21,Xad22,Xad23.
1
Fig. 1
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4R PCR §71 DNA J= 4 B3k 47 7 1943 G » 5%
e R By 1 5E 0, R ] Ntsys B XF 21 % 41 5 7 92
R 66 B Rk IEFT UPGMA 52843 0t , 2 1 iR
WREL 3 Hr a5 R AEAHRUIKE R 0. 85 B, ik
[ 66 AR LAZ A 14CT ~ X N4t fe 4, H
L VIR X O e A (K 2)

AN [ 35 Xad24,Xad25,Xad?26, Xad32 .
Xad36.Xad27. . Xad34 27 A% E@ MO 4% 1
B MR, L K Xad3. Xadl-1, Xadl-2, Xad?2,
Xad8.Xad9-1 55K FBRIF 1 6 AN [A] 203 5 Fh i
[k i i N = - D O ST I S e e e
Xad28., Xad30, Xad31l, Xad33. Xad37. Xad38,

Xad & # B Rep-PCR H ik &

The Rep-PCR electrophoresis map of Xad strains

Xad21.Xad22.Xad?23.Xad20 253 8 )M oF 021
FEFE 10 A TERE Sk B R B2 A8 e A R Y
Wk Xad19-1, Xad19-2, 5K A il i 2 A8 5 22
I RR Xad14,Xad15, A1 A3k A & B B HL
B Bk Xad18; e dl X E 2 LI M A i AR 0
F. 1 Xad50, Xad43, Xad59., Xad57 ., Xad60 .,
Xad51.Xad54 ERHT MAM L 3 HFE 7 AW
PR,k B o W 4 A KRR A Bl B B Xad 46,
XadA7.Xad48-1, Xad48-2, % H MAL I 3 DA [
iRl AR Xad39. Xad40, Xad4l, € A % &1
2 AN 389 g 0 T 5 0 5 O R AR Xad5-1. Xad5-2, %
B 2 A REF R M AR Xad44 . Xad45,
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033 0.45 052 0.59 0.66

O.I73 0.179 0.I86 0.I93 I.E)O

M 3R %R ) Xad B BE 438 From top to bottom corresponding Xad strains, respectively: 1. Xad24, Xad?25, Xad26,

Xad32,Xad36,Xadl-2,Xad?2,Xad3,Xad27,Xadl-1, Xad8, Xad9-1, Xad34;

II. Xad28.,Xad30,Xad31,Xad33.Xad37.,Xad38,

Xadl18,Xadl4, Xadl5, Xad19-1, Xad19-2, Xad21, Xad22, Xad23, Xad20; . Xad29, Xad12, Xad13; N. Xadl7; V. Xad42,

Xad56; VI. Xad4-2; WI. Xad55, Xad7; WI. Xad52, Xad16; IX. Xad58;
Xad50,Xad5-2,Xad43, Xad46, Xad59, Xad48-2 ., Xad57, Xad60, Xad44 . Xad51, Xad5-1, Xad54;

Xadll,Xad10; X . Xad35; X V. Xad49,Xad4-1,Xad6.

X. Xad39, Xad40, Xad4l, Xad45, XadAT7, Xad48-1,
X I.Xad9-2; X II. Xad53,

2 66 1 Xad BE#k DNA B3 2 53 17 Ik B

Fig. 2
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T AR 5 7 AE W AR TR 35t A% R S i HOR H
R Rep-PCR HOR T2 T A8 9 99 5t 4 o7
I8 K DN K D ) RE AR 35 A% Z RE PRI 20 BT . Rep-
PCR J&5& T B 24 # &7 91 1) — Ff DNA 2854,
PRAE T B A MR, FA T AR i I 4 R 2 R
o 2 0y J& DL 4 W 58 I 40 9 & 2 )7 91 REP,
ERIC M1 BOX B354 . i ik PCR ¥4 . Ho 427 bk
(] 114 45 SC PR3, ] PR X735 5t 4 e el LS A (BUR
ST LA [] — B0 728 b PN T PR A] A 25 S . AR R
M Xanthomonas WF5E ™, B N F] FH Rep-PCR $
AR W D 7K AR LA T (Xanthomonas oryzae
pv. oryzae) " NS BEIR B (Xanthomonas oryzae
pv. oryzicola ) AR A6 fa BE R B ( Xanthomonas
cam pestris pv. malvacearum )™ 1) 5 16 2 K¢ ¥,

it

Dendrogram of 66 Xad strains generated by UPGMA cluster analysis

[ 50 il Rep-PCR 2 A X 50 4% ffy BE G B ( Xan-
thomonas fragariae )" | H % J& W (Xan-
thomonas cam pestris pv. Campestris)[m 5K ¥ IR
JLA T Y TR I 5 A% I R B 2 A BFSE . Khoodoo
=20 R RAPD-PCR DA M Southern & A& %t £ %
ok 36 [ AR BR324 K25 A ) K R A R A
W E 8 Xad WERIEAT ZAEPEOT ST 8 20y 4 st
B4l Ak H AN KT Xanthomonas 3545 Z HE 1%
HIBT9E 8ok # % . Dinesh 211§ Rep-PCR(REP-,
BOX- and ERIC-PCR) 77 ¥4 51k + 5 4E 7 R &
ﬁ 1) H g Fp’iﬁcﬁ %l‘ (Xanthomonas cam pestris pv.
cam pestris, G FR Xco) B EERR B9 815 ZREMEEAT T
BF5E , FEA UK R 0. 75 B 6 22 A Xee Btk R
8 AW 4. Adhikari 5E %F 56 & b 3k B A N
Xanthomonas translucens pv. undulosa (i & Xtu)

1A 1 0 B 2 B ) 38 AR 22 RE PR EAT T RRAN L T
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Rep-PCR Hl IS-PCR W 5 0E T 226 4~ Xru WK
st Z FE M, IR A5 AN A Xew TR R B9 b 3 22 5
Donahoo £ [f] Rep-PCR 7 %M 10 Fh K5 £
B E LB E 175 A Xad # MR AT 28 B B A5 1
SIHTR S TE NG T Y AR B R R 4 A E
BRI YL., A, X8 H 4% (Anthurium an-
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& R (Syngonium podophyllum) B 40 4 Xad
WAk H AFLP il FAME $ AR #F— 25 %5

AR TR I T RO T AR T A TR e e D R A T
Rep-PCR 70 #1 . ERIC B 45 R LW ok A A
BRI 9 DX 27 DL SR 66 1
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PE— i 5E Xad BRI BOW 1 75 10 R B Y 2 12
BRAAEESHNE, H Xad 55 EH 5 A F %
L HHOR T R SC R ] AN W) A FOR IR Xad T
R Z B ) 38845 35 S5 A ] AN [ L 2 75 A0 A7 78 5 B 1Y
AL ZREVEIE A iy it — B P 5E.
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Analysis of the genetic diversity of Xanthomonas axonopodis

pv. dief fenbachiae in Guangdong Province

FU Bei' ZHOU Xiao-yun®* LUO Jian-jun’
1. College o f Natural Resources & Environment/Key Laboratory of Microbial Signals

LIU Qiong-guang’

and Disease Control ,Guangdong Province ,South China Agricultural University ,
Guangzhou 510642 ,China;
2. Guangzhou Flowering Plant Research Centre ,Guangzhou 510360,China

Abstract The evaluation of genetic diversity of 66 Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. dieffenbachiae
(Xad) strains from 27 anthurium varieties in 9 cities from Guangdong Province was conducted by Rep-
PCR technology. The DNA of Xad was amplified by the primer ERIC and the genetic diversity was
evaluated by UPGMA clustering analysis. The results showed that 66 Xad strains could be divided into
14 genetic groups at the similarity level of 0. 85, and the genetic group [, [l and X were the major
groups. It shows that there were obvious differentiation and rich diversity in X. axonopodis pv. dieffen-
bachiae strains in Guangdong Province.
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