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FE: ANHNT IR DB 2 FABLREN TR EAIRG 1R FCE R B AR 60017 0 5 K Hfs
WY A FRAENEL A 5 F A 1B K (ITS) v B-# 8 B G & B (B-tubulin) /37 Yo 35 57 A BB g b
ME AT IZARETTAREZ, ZREAN A4 60017 £PDARFA L H L AR, B %
286, AARLRY,TEFAEARESAETET ;K TITS Ao f-tubulin 7> 5) M #) R 55 F A
PR AR 60017 Fo 3 R IR R JE J% H Neofabraea kienholzii 2t T Bl — 4 3 ; A4 60017 =+ ¥ R &,
FEFPIHALAL T AR B IR, 5 REAFRIEK—, BETHEFHIE BREMNETLERARSFE T
SRR ZARELAFRFBREBIAE N. kienholzii,
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Isolation and identification of Neofabraea kienholzii on Malus pumila
imported from Taiwan Province

Zhang Huili Li Xuelian Duan Lijun Xu Ying Chen Xianfeng Duan Weijun’
(Ningbo Academy of Inspection and Quarantine, Ningbo 315012, Zhejiang Province, China)

Abstract: To identify the fungal strain 60017 isolated from the apple imported from Taiwan Province of
China, the morphological observation, sequence analysis and pathogenicity test were carried out. The
morphological results showed that the colony of the strain 60017 on PDA medium was round, with neat
edges, milky white, less aerial hyphae, and could produce a large number of conidia. Its TDNA ITS and
p-tubulin sequences were sequenced. Analysis of these sequences with the related sequences in NCBI
showed that the strain 60017 clustered into Neofabraea kienholzii clade. The pathogenicity test showed
that the strain 60017 could infect apple fruit with the symptoms of brown rot. These results indicated
that the fungal strain 60017 was N. kienholzii.

Key words: Neofabraea kienholzii; morphological characteristics; sequence analysis; pathogenicity;

detection

AR, i e BRI &, R A28 3
H it D1 ,2016 4F i B B8R i T ik 81 1.22 42N
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1 AR 1 E SR B R AP AR A
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(EZERW AR EERERIVAE,2017)
SER Y CGHR R R, AR 7 KR 2 T
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S B A IR SR 8 R 7 Neofabraea kienholzii T
2001 7R %5 A #H AiIE (de Jong et al., 2001),
H A1 7£ 32 [# (Henriquez et al., 2004; Spotts et al.,
2009) . {8 H IV (Cunnington, 2004 ) | i > (Michal-
ecka et al.,2016) .fif == (Wenneker et al.,2017) . £E 7%
H:F0 [ (Pesicova et al., 2017) & FE [H (Kingsnorth et
al.,2017) ¥ K . N. kienholzii 51 2 f 9 3 5%
R E—FEZARBUS I E , Aguilar et al.(2018) 4
TETE & 3 SRR SR WO 2 4R iZe i, R
SRR 1K 88%. N. kienholzii T LIMZ YL +- |
408 4 F2 N IDARE M2 7 Ru’ In £0 F FI 8 £
V2 BB SE L B FR (Pesicova et al., 2017 ; Aguilar
etal.,2018), & 2 3 [ PSR Th A Y 1
SR, e 4 SR S a1 70% (R
2010) . U4 A N. kienholzii ¢ 3% [ 4 A % /&, {2
PR EWN ¢ EAS ZoR o S S B S € TR /8 9 W SN ]
R

201744 A, THEA B HRERERE ARG
5 A8 R 2 HE AT IO R v A BB i SR, Sk W A L
PR , A S 2 P SR R T B Ak B SRR
NEL AR 751 EERT o3 B A a2 |, 454 DL ik
B 25 RN 20 IR T AT 5, LU O H R Aok A 3
YR ERES %

1 MRS H*
1.1 R

BRSPSy TR S s R ALY
TR 5 1 A R B SR, AR T

Bh SR 5L - H S 55 40 W5 3IR (potato dextrose
agar ,PDA) IR Jk : THE4 35 200 g H A1 20 g It
20 g, AR EAIHOINK A W 20 min JF AL UE , InZE
7K EZ 2 1000 mL, JH T 18 4325 AL LR AT ;
M 5 (oatmeal agar, OA) K5 373 . A F 30 g 3
JE 3 20 g, INZE /K AE 25 % 1 000 mL; % 27 (malt
extract agar, MEA) ¥ 3738 . F2FRE 30 g KB HEH
PR3 g ZoiR 15 g, INZIEKERZ 1000 mL, _Eid
R B K 2 A, FH T8 TR A R W5
(JrHhik,1998).

17 K AN %% - Labserv Plant DNA Kit 1 2 42 it
157 &5 , 9 [E Thermo Fisher /A Al ; Tag DNA 5T |
MgCl,, 10xPCR Buffer, DL2000 Marker, DNA H B
alifb iR &, S TR OGE) A IRA A Hg i)
Y R F= o #r4li . Imager Z1 AR G R 55
Discovery V12 fi# il 85 S H 1% R 55, 15 [F Zeiss 2

] ;Friocell 222 A Ab3%5 5246 , 752 [E 3M A 7] ; Kingfish-
er ’% 2 H sh b #E B . Thermo Scientific Multiskan
GO =W 53 Y66 B 1T, 5% [# Thermo Fisher 2\ & ;
TProfessional Basic PCR 1Y , {% [E Biometra 2\ 7 ;
PowerPac Basic Hi, 7K 1% %5 . GelDocEQ U %E I il % %
4;, 3% [F Bio-Rad A F] .
1.2 7Hi&
1201 RRANSBUANETBEFER

FH 70% 5K %oF 326 A6 51 R 1 i RE 2647 3R AT
B, AR IV L3R I BUR il sg AL 2
/NFS mmx5 mm, B T PDA A | 25°C 15350
2 R VR G PRIBG 2 b 22 24k, 24k )5 TR RR 4
5860017, WAL J5 A £ PDA . OA Fil MEA V-4
FRIRE LA, I 1E Zeiss Imager Z1 i 5% 200 hi
BRGNS OA 55 F7 I 135 [ BT A9 A= 45 A0
SIS LS 5 S HLEY i 30 A4 oA A
TR
122 AREANS T EDFER

FH K B AR Sk i) B PDA - # B 1537 7 d Y B Rk
60017 T 22{A , 74 I Labserv Plant DNA Kit % B2 4 Bt
ARG B S FEAZ R A S AR A kAT A
2] DNA 25, $#2HUDNA J5 4566 G i
&, T-20°CIRAEE H o R BT B % 60017 K&
PKIZH DNA , & I ITS i@ 514 1TS1 (5" -TCCGTAG-
GTGAACCTGCGG-3" )/ITS4(5'-TCCTCCGCTTA-
TTGATATGC-3")(White et al., 1990)Fl f-tubulin |4}
Bt-T2m-Up(5'-CAACTGGGCTAAGGGTCATT-3")/
Bt-LVL-Lo(5'-GTGAACTCCATCTCGTCCATA-3")
X} H AT PCR 474 (de Jong et al.,2001) , 5141t
WANBRRERNBHABRAF G . PCRY ™
W25 2% Ty R WHBRE I L VARSI, B A 1G24
HE DNA J Bealifbil i e vi i kv alifh . glifbr™
Y A R IR R AT B B T8 Y. BT
1231 5 GenBank " AL R BE 1T BLAST LX),
ClustalX1.8.3 85 2E70H1 )5 , FIF MEGA 6.0 414
1% Ff] Kimura2-parameter [ 25 A5 750 D 418 422 16 44 8 3R
R E W, LIt TG #L T Pezicula cinnamomea FISE
BB I Pezicula corticola VENAMEE , KB R
H AT TR 56, L9525 1 000K .
123 AR E SRR T

H TP AR T A 10 4R T0RSER &
PR LR 1, 1 70% 04 2 T 35 5 , 76 H 3R 18
Tew I RIS 1 em 2247 TR AR B PDA P-4l |
FEFR U TR AR 60017 B 22 B 2045 1 L, HIBL A
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Hr e OB KRN, S SR 28 AR EEAR N B T 25°C A4k
KA h 157 , LA PDA ML B A X R, ISR Fh
SESRI ARG DL o A I R A AN P A T i
P 3 S LS
2 RS9
2.1 ERFEREFHARER

PR AGSE S i UL K BB e R, SRS
TR RS IRBERDE 4 (o Bt EE AL A AER V)
e B (K 1), 53R A4 MRS e R AR o

1 AEAER FHARREHREIX
Fig. 1 Symptoms on the apple fruit imported from Taiwan
Province caused by Neofabraea kienholzii
a: SMESEAR s b EPSEAR . a: External symptom; b:

internal symptom.

2.2 RIEEFSEFIE

s JFLR 7E PDA K5 923 Lg% 4 dJn , WK
FFLA G, RIFE , MBS (K 2-a). 12d)5,
TR BB IR (8] 2-b) , 35357 575 T B V5 0 60 S Mk
i (& 2-¢) o

IR B EAN R RE SR B A RIE U TR B 54
e K, Ho 78 PDA Bi 7 3% AW 24480, i
Py, IR IR i 2 ik o, RS (K 2-d)
EMEA IG5 [ = SR 22  FEHEph i 223
AT 22, TR V5 2 DG B BT, i 2% 4540 (1] 2-
e); TEOA B FR L L AW AR Z , Wik %357,
R rFe s (E 2-) .

PRIPE 60017 75 3 Fl i 5 58 L35 n] 77 e /NR A3 A
KR AT . 75 OA B % b, KAl A=
filF R EKMETE , K2 5, AR i, KR 12~
14 umx2.5~3.5 pm; /N A AT 2 RKAMEE , K/
H4~6 umx1.5~2.5 um (& 3-a) . ZrAE AT 5
RAE , 7E R T 22 2R i 7 A A sl 7 A SE )
A SR A TR 5 7 4 L T A s [ A 5 T A SRR 5 £
AR, T B HEIE , A (] 3-b~c) o

B2 Etk 60017 FERFEIEFE _ LHEERE
Fig. 2 The morphological characterization of strain 60017 on different media
a~d: SN R 60017 76 PDA B 9738 F) %4 d(IE ) (12 d(IE ) 12 dORHD 21 dGE D B TS A ; e Witk 60017
TEMEAIF5E FHEFR 21 YRR IEITERS ; : IR 60017 7E OA ¥EF5E 1155521 dWTETE IEIEA . a—d: Morphological char-
acterization of strain 60017 on PDA medium for 4 d (front), 12 d (reverse),12 d (reverse), 21 d (front), respectively; e: morpho-

logical characterization of strain 60017 on MEA medium for 21 d (front) ; f: morphological characterization of strain 60017 on OA

medium for 21 d (front).
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3 HEHR 60017 7 OA 2 FR E I SHHE
Fig. 3 The morphological characterization of the strain 60017 on OA medium
a: 3T b~c: FEfYINIE, a: The conidia; b—c: the conidiogenous cell.

23 FEEND FEVFEEEER

S ITS1/ITS4 (934 7= Yy 285 g4k il
Fr 5 15 3K B R 530 bp [ 1TS ¥ 51, 5 GenBank H-
A ITS FE 81 4 7 BLAST FE X, 45 5 2 WA £5 1TS
74 5 B HRE 19 3 ¥k N, kienholzii T kE 4 ITS 5 41
(KR859083 . KR859082 \KX424942) i [m) i fi 1y
ik 99%. 5% Bt-T2m-Up/Bt-LVL-Lo ¥ 14 15 5] 1Y
B-tubulin I 5 ¥ B 4 955 bp, 55 GenBank H A ¢

B-tubulin ¥ 51#4T BLAST HLXT, 45 53R I IAS B-tu-
bulin J¥51 5 TR 1Y 3 ¥k N. kienholzii W FR Y B-tu-
bulin 3 (KR866107 KR859289 . KR859288) i) [F] i
PETE 100% , Horh 2 55 KR 859288 R S A IR AR
JEIETE N. kienholzii 5 X A5 78 4325 ) CBS126461 1)
B-tubulin JFF5 . REREWEIR, WK 60017 5 H
TR ARG N. kienholzii 53 B ) B AE 7] —
Moy (K 4),

Neofabraea perennans Mj4 (KM262210)
6 Neofabraea perennans Msz11 (KM262212)

Neofabraea perennans CBS 139.41 (KR866099)

97 Neofabraea perennans CBS 275.29 (KR859292)

Neofabraea malicorticis CBS 102863 (KR859290)
A{ Neofabraea malicorticis CBS 122030N" (KR859291)
70 7| Neofabraea malicorticis CBS 102863 (KR866105)

60017
46 Neofabraea kienholzii CBS 126461" (KR859288)
100 | Neofabraea kienholzii CBS 318.77 (KR859289)
53 Neofabraea kienholzii CBS 355.72 (KR866107)

66

0.01

Neofabraea inaequalis CBS 326.75" (KR859287)
Neofabraea krawtzewii CBS 102868 (KR866108)

Neofabraea brasiliensis CNPUV499" (KR107011)

50 W‘—{ Neofabraea actinidiae CBS 121403" (KR859285)

100! Neofabraea actinidiae CBS 194.69 (KR859286)

Neofabraea alba CBS 628.72 (KR866090)

100

100 |_| Neofabraea alba SJ15 (KM253735)

96! Neofabraea alba CBS 109875 (KR866088)

Pseudofabraea citricarpa CBS 130297 (KR859313)
Pseudofabraea citricarpa CBS 130532 (KR859314)
Pseudofabraea citricarpa CBS 130533 (KR859315)

Pezicula cinnamomea CBS 482.97 (AF281450)

—_—
100——— Pezicula corticola CBS 259.31 (AF281451)

4 EF p-rubulin EEFFIHIEE 60017 R HBAXEHHNREXER
Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of strain 60017 and other related strains based on S-tubulin sequences by using neighbor-joining method
RN FR BRI A T B R SR A B . "and " indicate ex-type and ex-neotype strains.
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24 RERENERFE

HERSE SRR PR 60017 J5 8 d, RIS 7 R 16
IR AR, TR O R AE 1, Sh AR L (18] 5-a) , Bl
A IEAS R BEZ T TR % BRICHE AR (]
5-b) o XA KR AR EA T TR A S RS
2SR ITS 30 AT & BRAS B ) 23 B ) 5 1 Rl
FRIESE 4 —30, BURMEI e 25 RE W X Rk T
MR YRR AL,

Bl5 E#k60017 FEERR L LR IENE
Fig. 5 Pathogenicity test of strain 60017 on apple fruit
a: SMIRAEAR; be WERAEIR (BB R, T I o a:

External symptoms; b: internal symptoms (above is the inocu-

lation, and below is the control).
3 itit

SR MRS 2 R B fa ke, 8
B 70 45 1 )@ Neofabraea spp. 1 4 DFh5 |k , 4351 &
N. alba .N. malicorticis N. perennans M N. kienholzii
Johnston et al. (2014) & ¥ W % ¥ N. vagabunda
(Desm.) P. R. Johnst{E -~ N. alba [ IERG4 PR, % 4 Ff
o B 2 TR E B R e MG A W s B KR
ORI FAEY MRS, 2016) o 31X 4 R
FERLHINE LIS AR RE S | 2 2 HRUIR (9 SR S J 12
AR AETERRE AR B BEIR AT A R] AR D
H: 15197 (Spotts et al.,2009) . iX 4 FP3E R4 IR S JE R
PR T AF R 7 56 [ 45 [ 5O B 38 ™ H i 2 5%
P, B ATEACR AL AT A XU 5 o SR Bl i
AR FRIE ET RN R SR A R 2R v s
WEINER, RE AR L LT R LR IR
DI 77 e 55 11 2 2 GRS R A MRS i i . )™
IR F1 i RS 26 SR R T N malicorticis 1
N. perennans (£ T 7545 ,2010) , FKHE T 8 kBT
FIE L 1R N, alba (A 55, 2012) , L
1 D358 56 [ 37 2R B IR N kienholzii (5K 5% v
25.,2016) .

WA s N LR AN RS 22 R BV N, EEAN T

RS T I, R PR S RHE R LR, X
2512 EL R PR 2R M SE AR T R 1Y A 3E (Cunning-
ton, 2004; Gariepy et al., 2005 ; Spotts et al., 2009) .
(RIS 20 1 235 SRR A5 A2 D 1) TR S B L
BSHARIE, 3 B SIR M R R B
RN EESHKYE . W INN N kienholzii
(Cryptosporiopsis kienholzii) ) K 53 A= £ 1 K/
9 12.0~17.5 pumx2.5~3.5 pm, /NS4 £ 1K/ A
2.5~6.5 umx1.5~2.5 um(Spotts et al.,2009) ; N. alba
AR A= HF R/ R 17.0~30.0 pmx2.5~3.5 pum,
INFLG A KN R 15.0~18.0 pm > 0.5~1.0 pum; N.
malacorticis B K 434 1K /N K 15.0~35.0 umx
3.0~6.0 pm , /N AEHIFR/INA 5.0~8.0(~13.0) pmx
1.0~1.5(~2.0) pm;N. perennans HJ KI5 A1F KN
4 12.0~25.0 umx3.0~6.0 pm, /NI 43 A= 46 7 K/ Ky
6.0~10.0 pmx1.5~3.0 um(Verkley, 1999) , A#F5 b
S HR LIS B N, kienholzii B Bk 60017 1) 431
1K/ Spotts et al. (2009 ) AFFT 45 FIEA—
WEE R R R R 1 T
ST VRN, T ) 9 25 TR R TR R AR 2] 4, R
il PE 3 VDI B K B 22 A Pk (restriction fragment
length polymorphism , RFLP) #11TS ,SSU , A-tubulin
LSU. tub2 . rpb2 55 )3 51 4341 77 1 (Verkley, 1999; de
Jong et al., 2001 ; Chen et al.,2016) ., ITS JF5I7E H
B2 N 2 A de Jong et al. (20013 i L
BRI B-tubulin 75 FE W 760 54 1 S A S8 A
R ITS B, AR Fh 2 0] 19 13 371 22 53 R A8 21 X 434
Fh 7K, B ITS F1 B-tubulin 25 75 51 %5 35 52 45 R
IR IEAT RGR BT, KPR A #4323
RSN E R IRA T BHZ L EI 2 BRI R AE N
malicorticis \N. perennans .N. alba Z 511 4 T )i
AL, I 2Ry 37 SR A TR T 5 T 8T B 2K Neofabraea sp.
nov., Cunnington (2004) 3t — & F| H - tubulin 15 5|
oA ARSIV AT P S S 2 IR SR S s TR A AR A 7 1 BF
9%, R IR B R JER 1 B 2 AR AS FPE A
1) 1 AFRAS 5 IS K% 2 (1) Neofabraea sp. nov.
J&[F]—FF . Henriquez et al. (2004 ) M A5 &) [X] JH
TERR AL b A BT 3 SR A IR o R e 2
Spotts et al.(2009)AF 57 & I Fh 3 5 2 BRI 6 9 B
SR S ] AR DX R A i ) 1) SR el A e A
Bs 3K — 8 Bl iy 44 A Cryptosporiopsis kienholzii
Seifert, Spotts & Lévesque. /45123 B 1A PR —
LA A B, Seifert (2013) FBH & 1T H A 44 4 N.
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kienholzii, Michalecka et al.(2016)3& T p-tubulin |+
ST E RHGE T 2232258 1 N. kienholzii ; Wen-
neker et al.(2017) 3£ F ITS \LSU . tub2 J741 Lt X4} 4347
Y RAE T N, kienholzii fEfa 22 AL b5 | T 4R iR
HLJEHR ; Cameldi et al. (2017 )T B-tubulin I35 534
K I N. vagabunda 52 & A K F - % Hy i Hi X
A= B SR8 993 1) 3 22 35005 B4 5 Kingsnorth et al. (2017)
R HTITS Al f-tubulin J¥-51 FEXS 7387 9 77 125 U ARGE
T N. kienholzii 75 [F {3 b5 | 2 4 1R 850 .
Chen et al.(2016) X} B 41 % 7 J& Neofabraea F1JCHK
BB Pezicula S AR @M T T Z2HH RS
KB 5Hr ¥ N. alba N. eucalypti F1N. citricarpa X))
IR AR E B N alba JA N Phlyctema J& , i N.
eucalypti F1 N. citricarpa 533X A & 57 W) Parafab-
raea J& Fll Peudofabraea J& W . A5 LT B-tubulin
JPI R RS L B W BN, N. alba F1 P. citricarpa
5 W96 3 P e v B R OE R BGE , 3X 5 Chen et al.
(2016) A AE IR —B, & LUXT b, AR5 & B
N. kienholzii S HZANIAURP Y ITS Fe3 Rl nl ik
#99% LA L, Bpb R TS 7 81 JG 35 A 5K X 43 N
kienholzii , 1] p-tubulin |75 5 GenBank B 4R i 1Y N.
kienholzii F I F7 81 [RI IR T 35 2 100% , HARIFRZE
WEAEATR 53 38, BRI A RLIX 53 N. kienholzii, 45
E IR R TR S ERAE (1TSS F B-tubulin 175 b X} 43
B 25 SRRSO I 7 25 3L, 4 TR PR 60017 4 7 RS
AR B N, kienholzii, 6 V548 2 Bl A& W3
SFAEHR IR N, kienholzii WA SEARIE , X RAE &
AR BB YO IZA S SR AR IR R E
fiif

R E G AN T T SR X AR Ac At fn s
HAEVEMN R, R E R L 2N EE R, tE gk 5%
MY —IEOCH . AR, B TR 2 B R & S a]
RIG TR PR T, H R A BB 2RI
A ELEYBE T AN G AL AU A B
X265 TR L A A= 7 RN A A2 AR B T R R
PR IR B 4 IR RE M A 2 G2 . i —
HNNR F R R A PR 2 K R il A A
B S A A PRGN B AR | s G T AR
FALTIBE S m S RIS F A AR G E R
AU, LASEGF s A3k B ) AR 2 4
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