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WE: AR ARG EHNA ARG Loy o AR, 18 1T SP-Sepharose '8 & F 3 4 B AT
Mone S 8 2 - 33 & #7 F= Superdex 75 %t ik id & ZE AT IR /K K Brassica juncea var. multisecta #% ¥
AT B — b 5T E 2 A 30kD #9 SULH & &, R A KA ¥ HOkM 2z H & & 948 fe
MEEE,FRAREE RS AREIH, EREA, EpHH -3 42 11~13 54T ,SULREA
B IPH ERR L 0w ;40~80°C # &L # F2 100 mmol/L Mn** A"\ Zn*" . Cu*" \Fe™ .Pb*" Mg . K'#=
Crd T4 )G, ZLH ROV AAH EH, M 100 mmol/L Ca™ & F LG Z WA K a eI H &
MEIH %k, Sk, T = B9 TR (ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid, EDTA )&z A2 )5 SUL A & & 49
MR ELRE L, BFRNCE E T, R A ERRE ., SULREZGiedrh 7 HEM9% R AR 0
A K, TR R F04k 71 8 Fusarium oxysporum 8 42 48 JORE 5 Ve e 20 BOLAZ 09 7 B, 51 7] AL & AR IR
W, S8 o for B 22 2 BT BT A AR R 04 5
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Purification, stability and antifungal mechanism of antifungal protein SU1 from
Brassica juncea var. multisecta seeds

Yuan Susu Qin Wusa Ye Xiujuan'

(College of Plant Protection, Fujian Agricultural and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, Fujian Province, China)

Abstract: In order to increase the potential application value of antifungal proteins as new bio-pesti-
cides, a 30-kD antifungal protein SU1 was purified from Brassica juncea var. multisecta seeds with cat-
ion exchange chromatography on SP-Sepharose, cation exchange chromatography on Mono S and gel
filtration chromatography on Superdex 75 in this study. The stability and antifungal activity were mea-
sured by using filter paper method and antifungal mechanism of the protein SU1 was studied by using
fluorescent staining method. The results showed that the antifungal activity of protein SU1 was fully
preserved in the pH range of 1-3 and 11-13, temperature range of 40-80°C, and 100 mmol/L Mn*",
Al*, Zn*, Cu™, Fe*", Pb*", Mg*, K* and Cr’" ions. In contrast, the antifungal activity of protein SU1 dis-
appeared following exposure to 100 mmol/L Ca* ions. In addition, its antifungal activity disappeared af-
ter treatment with ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid (EDTA) solution, and its antifungal activity was re-
instituted following exposure to Cr’* ions again. The antifungal protein SU1 inhibited the growth of sev-
en species of phytopathogenic fungi, permeabilized fungal membrane and disrupted nuclear integrity,
disrupted fungal mitochondrial transmembrane potential and upregulated deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA)
degradation in Fusarium oxysporum hyphae.
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FY R B N SRR, I e kL
FEre gl R A& 8 . AR T B8 Fusarium oxy-
sporum TEA- M2 o3 A1, AT 5 AT A 220, AR 1t
S AR B E GRS REE,2017) o AEA ELIA
i 2l S R R B iR H AR Ak 2
AR, o B PR BT 2 1 i 2 A R B T
A5 ] R B™ (B 45, 2014) L 30 AT SR
B IRIRAEY) R4 BT PR oL, W T R
B WA 245 W — Rl A (X 18 55, 2018 ) o

PO R AR ) T OR Gy B AH) 22 40 1) Ji 24 A
W53, Re A e R L A A BRI
A5 G RERATCE RS UL R
YAk 25 09I & L HA B RPN T 77 (Yan et al.,
2015). HTT, C&AEAHY) (Chan & Ng,2013) . 51%)
(2% BLAE , 2015) L 40 T (AR 7K B 4%, 2018) 1 EL 1A
(Wang & Ng,2004) 2 BPT R &, FeE T 4E
B Y B9 T B 25 (Gozia et al., 1993) I F (Lam
et al., 2000) . 2% FI # (Huang et al., 2000) . 3 3£
(Wang & Ng,2002) Hb %25 (Chu & Ng,2004) JFf
F(ERZRZE200) M EAPHEN. iREA
AT B I A1 o o i L B AR e, Ak EOR i Asper-
gillus giganteus $1 & £ 1 5 JK ] % #6117 Botrytis ci-
nerea fFIRA JE AR R AZnt f, B A it
S 3 1Y) & A= (Moreno et al., 2003) ;552K B Hi A< ZE i
¥F & Bacillus licheniformis B3 78 &5 FH B0 21 35 I
R, AT 0] B PE B N B Pseudoperonospora
cubensis {2 4% (Wang et al.,2014) . PUH [ REIR
XA 0 3 A B B VA SR (R TR R R TRAT)
SR PRGN M EER R Z —, FHERIL PR &
FURMEIERTAE YA 2 & AN T sl Sl A i At

I /K€ Brassica juncea var. multisecta J2&: 71k
B2 288 SR B b A, ] N A 5 K SR i i
REBED FHEEMAR ST ™8RS,
2009; JAZRAE, 2010) FIAE SR (BRI EESE, 2015),
MO T HA TR R A iGE R . B
IR SR B PO G o, ARG
FIT b A A A9 i F A JZ B 2l fb £ AR R
PUREE 1, 2R AR 7 B0 bt i 2 AR e
PEFIN TR TG , R GG o A HAH TR AL, A
WERZUREE A R R A R 2582 2%

1 #R57E

1.1 ##
PR IR L TR FIAT ) - U5 SR R IELR B Colletotri-

chum gloeosporioides . 1 ¥ Ji & Magnaporthe ory-
zae  JR A G HOTE S ALHR T TR it Bk D TR F. sol-
anif WU IRIELIRE C. micotianae F/|N A S R JELIR R
C. higginsianum ¥ HARHELRM KA YR 25 502
AW E TR S AR . KSR I T
DUEARLMAE BT LA RAF

BE SR AL . I RS 4 % B 3 IR (potato dextrose
agar, PDA) K 3723 : 22 200 g #4505 20 g Biig
18 g Z& M 7K 1 000 mL; B 4% 27 2 i (potato dex-
trose , PD) VAR E: F25E . THE4 22200 g A 20 g 2%
17K 1000 mL.

7 S A7 - SP-Sepharose BHES F-1E8} .\Mone S
T2t | Superdex 75 FieAE , 3 [E GE A Rl ; SYTOX
Green ¢ YG45% , 95 [E Cambrex 22 7] 3 & £ 123 (rho-
damine 123,Rh-123), 32 [F Sigma /A 7 34, 6- J)kIL-
2- R HE 05| (47, 6-diamidino-2-phenylindole dihydro-
chloride, DAPD) 44k, Jb i 23 E R A BRA A 5 4
B HEBUAR £, H A TaKaRa 28 7] 5 HE 511
NEFA AL, 43T RGER B 3 500 D YIETEE, 5
FE Gk B2 24 8 A 3 AKTA purifier 25 14610 R 48, 58
GE 4 7 ; Nikon A1 0GR A i 7 W Ads , HA
Nikon 23 ] ; Centrifuge 5860R 1= 4 Y2 7% 25 0> ML, Ep-
pendorf H1 [ A FR A ) s DYY-6 HLIKAY , b 5T 75 —14%
#5 ] s WP-UP-LH-20 41K AL, DU R IR 7K Ak 3
WA FRA A s LCI-18S R R T, ALt A i A %
FHER A7 IR\ s SPH-200F fH IR 5 F- 48K, F i
7 SR AT B2 W] s DW-251262 5 FK IR AR AE
LT SRR g A R AR s LDZM S U ) 2%
VKA, [ 2 BRI 4R 5 UV-1600 52507351
JeEETE, BT IR A
1.2 ik
121 FKREAFSULAHE & @ #2614k

FREL 150 g 57 K 22 FF L i A 10 mmol /L
NH.OAc(pH 4.5)ZZ i 1 L, & T 4°CVK4H 12 h, H
AL A3, T 8 000 r/min T 5020 min, B
TE R T MUK T SP-Sepharose BH S 722 24T .
Mone S 58 BH 2§ -2 4 JZ A Fl Superdex 75 #E 1L 8
ERrittraiie.

SP-Sepharose FHE 224 24T : BL il 10 mmol/L
NH.OAc(pH 4.5) 2% i , ¥4 SP-Sepharose [H 2§ 52
BEAETE L O 2 i o EVE RS b
FE£T SP-Sepharose FHE] 134 2 My, EAESS
J& , 442 10 mmol/L NH.OAc(pH 4.5) 2% g i
AN R P, 0GB ODoaso na=0 i, A WG FFH 2R 1 52
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SV A Ik A5 BRI B A 4L 53 PO, AR 43
S H & 0.2.0.5 F1 1.0 mol/L NaCl () 10 mmol /L
NH,OAc(pH 4.5) 2% i %) W B 2 FEA T SRR, 4G
UK 280 nm A EAE, 43 A5 2 0% B 2R 11 48 55
P1.P2FIP3, LIS TR AR /R, T2 Ye et
al. (2011) 4% 7 9 ik 43 S A I 28, 1 28 43 PO P1 .. P2
FP3 PG IE M, USSR TR R 2 53, FHZE IR KB BT
JE R UR T

Mone S 58 BH &5 F 35 #5241 « 15 F AKTA purifier
EHLE RS, B 10 mmol/L NH.OAc(pH 4.5) %%
MR, TS T VR IE 45 Mone S 5 PH B 128 # E AT
L, A i # o~ 1 mL/min, i 10 mmol/L NH,OAc
(pH 4.5) & Mg s M O T s LA, Bk
FEE/NT 50 mg/mL, FAESS G, 9k F 2% bl ok
JI5 ZE 0 YEAE ODso =0, 15 F AN B 25 11 2H 43 SO, 4K
W 0~0.3.0.3 F110.3~1.0 mol/L NaCl ] 10 mmol/L
NH.OAc(pH 4.5) 2% MR A T4 PEER A FE VRN , 15 2]
W R 415 S1ATS2. LASRTEH J) B TG /n B, 43
SRS 1120 43 SO .S 11 S2 Al T2 1 M , WA 1
oy, BT T

Superdex 75 &L 1L BEZ T < 12 FH AKTA purifier
HE A4k 248, Bl 10 mmol/L NH,HCOs (pH 9.2)
LR, TG eI Superdex 75 BEE I I8 )E T
FE LA F W3R 0.5 mL/min. 405 PR 11T v i
T 10 mmol/L NHHCO; (pH 9.2) 2 Ml H , Ik I
FER/NF 5 mg/mL, FRESS RS, 422 H 10 mmol/L
NH.HCO; (pH 9.2) 2z #hifg e Bt , W% 4 4 280 nm 4b
ISR, 75 2 8 1443 SUT, SU2 F1SU3, AR
S ) TR A A8 S T, 43 A B 1 4 43 SUT L SU2 A
SU3 B PP R 6 1 , W TE PR AL 0y, BT Je R UR T
A EIHME A SUL TR &
122 FAREMFSUIRE ZEH-T 202

K FH 2R D9 05 O e B3¢ Jise L UK (sodium dodecyl sul-
fate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis, SDS-PAGE)
B E FOKEM T SULPTHEA M TR (ERER
55,2018) o BLil 15% 43 85 AN 4% We 45 68 , A bx
£ F marker FIIE 12 51K 207 SUL BT R 8 AR
i, FEURF 30 VAR HLUK , £ SUL BT R B AR itk
ADBEIR)G B HRERESO V, HEE AR MIEE
FERCIEHRLY 1 om I OC AT HL IR, U BERE , 5 Sl
WY P e 3 h, 76 S 10% VKSR (PR FREL ) A0
109% W CARFR LG I G0 P i €2, 10 s 2
123 FAREMFSUIRE F O H iEtagm 2

Z: M Ye et al. (2011) 48§ HBOL A6 50 K S Fh

T SULHUBEE I EPE . B 0 SR R IR B RS
T NG R RN RN Ok AN 1Y sk AR A
BRAEIA T AN S R AL T 43 ) 42 7T PDA P-4l
ik, BT 28 CHEELA M F 5 5% 3~7 d, REAIVE B
29k 3 em I, 4 TC RIS AR R s T B S T VR i %
0.5 cm &b, HWARTELS En 15 pL SUT TR
W, DLAE VR B R £k 2% v (phosphate buffered
saline, PBS) M B ME X IR, 28°C F 4k 4215 9% 12~24 h,
BB RVE NG B U0 R, S0 SR
4k
1.2.4 FAKEMTFSUIRE & G 69482 ] 2

PFeE P PBS & v L 1.0 mg/mL 57K
SR SUL BLIE & I, 7E 1.5 mL 20 ThimA
1.0 mg/mL SU1 HUR & I 50 uL, 43511 7E 40,50,
60,70 F1 80°C /K ¥ 7 T 4 ¥ 30 min, LA PBS & i
WA IS R DAL T AR AR R T, S I 1.2.3
5 0 S A R

pHAEEME  7F 1.5 mL 204 THIIA 1.0 mg/mL
FOKEAF SUL HUR & FIA R S0 uL, RV T 5
Ay A pH 4 1.0.2.0.3.0.11.0,12.0. 13.0 i PBS
2% vhfE 20 uL, 25°C E JRILCE 30 min, T8 000 r/min
FE A 10 min, BUEVE W, DL PBS 22 0 A B X
HE, DAAAE BRI SUT BT 1R 2R A FH AT B, DA
AT R NS /R S8 1.2.3 7 E RSP

B AR T - FHJCRK E 1V B4 100 mmol/L
Mg . Cr*" .Cu* \Fe’* .Ca* |AI’* Mn*" ,Pb*" \K'#ll Zn*"
SR BT, & 2 BII 1.0 mg/mL 5K
Tl 7 SUT T B 26 F1 A T 50 pL A B 11 B
R SRS 1) B0 AR BN S0 pL ik
& B BTV, 25 CEIRCE 1 h, LLEN 50 uL Jt
PR SU LB 181 8 PR RS X IR, DL F 4k 7]
BORTRR T, S IR 1.2.3 kil @ I s

SUL $T I 5 1 . £ -} PU 2R (ethylene diamine
tetraacetic acid, EDTA) 5 4 J& & F A A EAEH . H
JCHE /K BC 10 mmol/L EDTA W £ . FREL T mg
SUL HL & M EME 1 mLIGHE KT, B LIRRLE
A3 EDTA WA SUL BT 5 FIA TR, 7850 1%
PRA),4°CHE 12 h, T8 000 r/min | 50> 10 min,
W VW, LA T o R s v, S I81.2.3 Tk
KB RETEE . AR5 4kSE7E SUL PR (1 EDTA
PR, 3 B 1 LARFR L, 2353 100 mmol/L
AP Zn* Cu*' Fe** .Pb* Mg> .Mn>" .Ca> .K'FlCr
SR T, TSR, 4°CHFE 12 h, 8 000 r/min
250 10 min, RIS, ARTBSR TR IR R, S
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B 1.2.3 i @ g v BN SR 22 B (O R
1.2.5 FAKREAFSUIRE & G 6308 pub T8 T T T 22 4 DNA 43R « 43 it 4 0

I F0L 58 1 TRT VAT 22 24 0 B 35 1 L A A BB FL A5 A 2 & B 7R 5 Ud B A5 B2 B 2R 16 Bk ) TR DNA,
A% SE BRI : 278 Ghosh et al.(2015) 57k ,i2 T -20°C 44 F AR A7, & o F B 1R DNA 0% T
G kil o Kl b SYTOX Green, 41 1.5 mL .04, 545300 pl, [ Hor 38000
Rh-123 FIDAPI &G L, SYTOX Green j&—F#% B HIILA 4.0 mg/mL 5U/K SR SUL TR AT
FR YKL, RENS S i AN A Z A AN IR (1, AN 100 L, {8 SUT LI 8 AWK 4 | mg/mL, 43 5 4E
AEZE L SE AL I AN MRS s Rh-123 & — APl AL 25°CAF FCE 24 .48 .72 h, LRI SUL B & A
Juis MR DO GRE, Tz TR ZRiR S 72 h 92 F 4k 7] B DNA Sy [P X IR 347
EHL A ; DAPT & —FP AN MuA% Ykl , A LUE 528800 1.0% SIS A EE e v Uk , 46 2270 5% 71 T4 DNA 114 43
LA S5 DNA 56 & MO0, BRI RO,

LT PDIRIARE SR L, T 28°C 150 r/min R 1557 y

48 h, 73 51U HL 900 L % T 22 1 PD AR TR LA 2 GRS

B 64N BLLAF R AL ERAL A B B R 2.1 FUKRMTFSUIEE A4

A 2 mg/L FUKSERRF SUT $1 1 25 IR 100 uL, Xf KSR IE WA IR 3 SP-Sepharose [H 2 -3
ML I 3 AN B0, B IR A MM A PBS Zvpiig - JEZHT (81 1-A) \Mono S 58 B B 5 5 = 4 (18] 1-B)
100 uL, KSR R 32 4 h, I PBS B ol [ 2 ik vk M1 Superdex 75 BBl g 24 (11 1-C) J& , FF A I AE
LRERZE R R B 22800k, SR E e T 1 EITARRIE AL i T, 45 R R VI E R 4y
22F 500 uL PBS Bl P EIF , 1 M FRLL AN 14 P2.S2 FI SUL Xl ) B 1 16 1 , i 2 11 4
S BALE A 12,40 M 34, Ayl Hodb i A SYTOX 43 PO.P1.P3.S0.S1.SU2 FI SU3 X474k JJ 1434 ¢
Green .Rh-123 HI DAPI 26 YLkl 2 uL, 73 Ay fn, ISR, Jorb SULE B 41708 H I E B, 8 Hodn
W Bt , B0 48 T 28°C PR RG FAEE R 8 30 min, J| - AN SULPURE M.

PBS 2z MR TH U2 AR G, il U A, 70 ISR AR il

3 1 1.0 110 ~
i 5 o5 asof P AY2s o€ Y
—~ > ip =2/~ | S == oo~
Sz (1719828 2 2200} /08T E S22
<z i EE <2 : EZ5 < Z300
E3 06 8 ES 150} 1 1%m3 ES
gs |\ 04% £ &5 VAV Joag £ w5200
g3 : =0 iﬁ'g 100 \\]‘ : 53 eRg
= — b=t - — 2.
RE 0223Z KE S0fs0 151 VANR RELE i SU2 SU3
0 . ! 00 ~ 0 e —400 “ 0 by
0 2000 4000 0 20 0 10 20

Y& Elution volume (mL)
E1 FK¥EMFSUI AR BERTaLERE

Fig. 1 Chromatographic purification of antifungal protein SU1 from Brassica juncea var. multisecta seeds

A SP-Sepharose fHE 35 )Z#7; B: Mone S 3 BHE F35 )2 H7; C: Superdex 75 BRI IEEMT . LR . WOGME; Lk .
NaCl¥(JE . PO, SO: AWLHE 141555 P1. P2 FIP3: 0.2, 0.5 A1 1.0 mol/L NaCl 2% vhif e i Wi bt 2 114143 5 S1. S2: 0.3 mol/L
NaClZ A1 0.3~1.0 mol/L LR B & NaCl 2 nh it vt e i 2 F 2873 5 SUL, SU2 R SU3: ARIAFUEBEHLL7r . A: Cat-
ion exchange chromatography on SP-Sepharose column; B: strong cation exchange chromatography on Mono S column; C: gel fil-
tration chromatography on Superdex 75 column. Solid line: optical density; dotted line: NaCl concentration. PO, SO: Fraction con-
taining unadsorbed proteins; P1, P2, P3: fraction containing adsorbed proteins eluted with 0.2, 0.5 and 1.0 mol/L NaCl in buffer;
S1, S2: fraction containing adsorbed proteins eluted with 0.3 mol/L NaCl and a linear gradient of 0.3—-1.0 mol/L NaCl in buffer;

SUI1, SU2 and SU3: elution of proteins fraction in different elution volumes.

22 RAEMFSUIRBEEANS FE AR TR G PR A TASIN | & B 8 SR AR AELIA B R I

2: SDS-PAGE MUK E , SULBLIR B A &4 WA KA IR ST & s /] o AR s
—SEAAA, T EA N30 kD(E2), JELIA BRI/ I S TELIR TR 7 FIAE s Dt L R 44 A
2.3 FUKEMFSUIEEZEANMEREM JOHE A, R BUK SR T SUL BT & 1 B A T %

I A0 P HOE X SUKCEM T SUL TR H IBTETETE(E3).
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2.4 FKEMFSUIMEZEEMEEK

40,5060, 70 F1 80 °CAS [R5 £ AL # 5 , SUT Hit
RLER P VROV IR At 7 DA A et A 40 1 T (T
4-A) , FW KR T SUL $1E 5 8y g & 5
U, A pHALFS , 24 pH A 1~3 Fl 11~13 I, 5Tk
ST SUL Bt b 8K 11 0T 2 F 4k T B AT A3 B0 il 3%
(E14-B) , R EIFEHR R GRAKIAEE T 27K+ SUL
PO A IR PEAT A B A E M. 100 mmol/L
AP* . Zn* Cu*" \Fe’" \Pb* Mg” .Mn*" . Ca” K"l Cr**
BT E)S , 5t KCER T SUL BT B 8 X9
S B A0 100 361 95 4 G B S AR 4, 1T 100 mmol/L Ca?*
BTN LS , SULPL B 8 X P 6 8k 1 1 iy 4
TGP R, B UK AT SUL B 8 1 4R
BT R R

5 mmol/L EDTA Zb# 5 , 5 /KSR SUL HLEA
R N IARL G T TR B RS PRI O (B 4-C) o FERT
IR F SUL L 15 EDTA FIR-A W A IA
G RE TR, HAE A 50 mmol/L Cr 4 8 & 15 ,

B g [C g g

KRR SUL BT 8 (X H 76 8l 7 B 1 9 il 0
PRI SE T 50 mmol/L Al . Zn** .Cu>* .Fe** .Pb* .
Mg Mn*" Ca* I K 4 J& & T I , 5t /KSR F SUL
PR AR SRR T AT TC I T, SRR SR
Fh 7 SUL HLHEEH . EDTA Fl Cr 4 @ B8 =& 2 i)

FERCHTBC A9, T A A A

kD M P
100

30
25

20
15

B2 FKEMFSULIREEERIBIKSHT
Fig. 2 Electrophoresis analysis of antifungal protein SU1
from Brassica juncea var. multisecta seeds
M: # F70 75 marker; P: 5UKSERT SULSTAEH
M: Protein molecular weight marker; P: antifungal protein

SUI from Brassica juncea var. multisecta seeds.

3 FUKEMFSULBEEB XN 7 ENRKEREERENMEEE

Fig. 3 Antifungal activity of antifungal protein SU1 from Brassica juncea var. multisecta seeds

against seven species of phytopathogenic fungi
A~G: S3 R R IR B | RO I L KR TR IR | ST TR L IR T TR L AR BRI 1R /N R SRR R 5 P BT
JKFERF SUL P ; CK: PBSZE W . A-G: Colletotrichum gloeosporioides, Magnaporthe oryzae, Botrytis cinerea, Fu-

sarium oxysporum, F. solani, C. micotianae, C. higginsianum, respectively; P: antifungal protein SU1 from Brassica juncea var.

multisecta seeds; CK: PBS buffer.

4 FKFEMFSUIHEAZEBRRTEME(A) . pHIZEME(B)FEDTA F2EMH(C)
Fig. 4 Thermal stability (A), pH stability (B) and EDTA stability (C) of antifungal protein SU1
from Brassica juncea var. multisecta seeds
P: HUKSEMF SULHLEHE 1 ; CK: PBS HLPKZE 0P ; EDTA: 5 mmol/L 4 %P Z FRIA W . P: Antifungal protein SU1

from Brassica juncea var. multisecta seeds; CK: PBS buffer; EDTA: 5 mmol/L ethylene diamine tetraacetic acid solution.

2.5 FKEFFSUIMEZEARNINEIH
2.5.1 RIOHRTTH sl A R
HUK AP SUL $T 1 2 AL BREH P R A e )

TR T 22 PN AR T WL A 2 (51, TS R ZH T 22 N
AR ERATE (E 5-A) , R HOKSR T SULHLIHE
ARSI T TR A FH I, T 22 20 Y e e
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BRI, 5 AR M i s , IITIRELLE PR 22 4R K
252 RIOHRI A RARIE B AL T

UK RN SUL BT & AR HR 2 rh I 1 5k U]
Rl A 22 N R AT DL B S 2T 6 e T IRZH B 22
KI5 (K 5-B) , R R KSR+ SUL HLHE &
XFITELR T R B, LR 22 PN Lo (AR B LA T
ITHAMEZ R 2 A
253 RIHRITTA A Lot T EMRRE

X HEZH J 7815 ) TR T 22 N SR AN A%l o o, B
A REAZ A LTS I O] UL SRR R A
TR ZZN, T KSR SULPT R 2& FAL PR P 22
N IR (LT ERE A A T 229, R DL IR 45
Fa A% , AR A% 2 oA (8] 5-C) , FRBH BTk S
+ SUL $t 1 £ 1 A] DA SR A 960 ik T 0 248 R A 1) 5
Helk , MR AF6 55 7 o o A=A AR A E H

A SU1EE H SU1 protein StE& Control

poir
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Bright field
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b
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HHLEF '
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CFis
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C

b
Flurescence

WL
Bright field

N
=
Merged

E5 RARIERLKELBHREREE
Fig. 5 Fluorescence microscope images of Fusarium
oxysporum hyphae stained with fluorescent dyes
A~C: SYTOX Green, Rh-123 HIDAPI Y4, A-C:
Stained with SYTOX Green, Rh-123 and DAPI.

2.5.4 RIeHkIIH W L mILDNAS fF

Xof BRZH J 7040 71 7 DNA S 15 ) I, , A Hi
FRIG ; FUKEFRF SUL JLBE E A AL B 24 h )5, 2R
U5 7] T DNA 5 753 T O, b 4 FE R 42 5 3t
IKSEFF SUL PL B AL HE 48 h )5, 27 8k J) T4
DNA Z&a B , 4 R L4 ™ 5 5 KSR+ SUL Bt
W FIALIE 72 h 5, BEACER ARSI ) 7 DNA (1)
HLUK &5 (81 6) o RWIFHE HUKSERF SUL HLIE R
P A FHRAS ] () 9K, 26050 T TR DNA 50 i P
S ™ H, 5K SRR T SUT T AR 1 0] LA ol
i T TR DNA., #E DU 5% 7K S0 2 1 AT B2 — i 4
KRG TR , 33 43k R 22 DN, T A AT TR

1 2 3 4 M kb

E6 R7uEIIE DNAKDRER
Fig. 6 Degradation results of Fusarium oxysporum DNA
1~3: JpHI 2 SUL LR SR AL T 24 L 48 1 72 hs 4: K&
SUL $ii & HAL P ; M: DNA 43 marker, 1-3: Treated
with antifungal protein SU1 for 24, 48 and 72 h; 4: untreated
with antifungal protein SU1; M: DNA molecular weight marker.

3 iTig

TFRHEYAAEE S WPREEN, TR
INSAHE], 5UKER P SULITHE A TR ST
FAERHE Y 5 H W R F-HU 0 8 11531k 30 kD AR
(Ye et al.,2011) , 1fif Hb ¥ 8 Fh i W & H 4> F &
5.9 kD(Lin & Ng,2008) . JH = F 731 1 & [1 campe-
sin 7+ T 9.4 kD (Lin et al., 2009) Fl 4535 2 Fh 141
EEM T 13 KkDOEEERS,2018) K,

PR A AR E 5 , 4 Lin & Ng(2008) i
TETE 20~80 C IR 4 1F F AL 10 min AI7E pH 2~3 1
10~11 T &b 34 30 min, 7 ¥ F Bt 8 2 (A5 2 AT 0
BRI P 5 PN R0 AR B2 (2010) 8 A 55 25 M AT
Bacillus subtilis YL 1 & H X Py B & Penicillium
expansum AT I 7% P, 289 BE 50 mmol/L Na'Fl
Mg 4 JE B T Ab BES 2 B0 BE AR 1 B0 R A i
M £ 3% JE 50 mmol/L Ca** . Zn* Fl Fe* 4 g 55 F-Ab Ff
J ARG M O s B A (2002) 5T 25 S 2= W
10~50 mmol/L K" 4 J& & &b FXS 44 & H i & 1 3
BTG PERYSZ RSN, T Fe't Mg Mn* Hil Ca* 43 Ji 55
TR0 AW RS P A —E MR, R R >R
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BT NEske s = DO o = R ) Yl i N 1 P N O e T
W, 230 EDTA A HE 5 SUTHL B8R (A 00 300 B 0 1
T TR T P55 (2002) F T 25 S £ W, 20 EDTA
Qb 98 G T B AR R A LT IRT A R TR B Shhi-
gella dysenteriae F1 45 %% (0,5 % BK 18 Staphylococcus
aureus PN HIVER] , EDTA AL HRf5 2 Fpde i &5 11 400 5
TR B 22 5 AT BB LT A0 B Y 40 i RESS R R TR
Ko HHAKQOIDBITEL R L], EDTA 27 5 b
R Y v 5 M Gd™ Ml Fe' & & B T IR L &
Yy, 3k B G )N G B AR AR T R AT TR Esche-
richia coli 1 8,252k B Monilia albicans ¥4 41l
W, MAHE 45 R R, 78 50K SR SUL PR
HH 5 EDTA B BT INA Cr i, I 788 T 1Y
PRSP, T RESE I B R B TR 540 -

PR E AT iSOk, i TR P
FRESN Y& L4 BRIE 7 Mycosphaerella arachidicola
T K K BEIR E Setospaeria turcica F1 E K /N BEIR
Bipolaris maydis W41 (Ye et al., 2011) ; JF #5 # 1
LR XA T T K/ NER A 7% 6 AR BRI
FRRISE SR I R T Valsa mali 45 I (Lin &
Ng,2008) . & THU w8 B4 s AL 5 1 iy it 5
A # Z )1 , U0 Chan & Ng(2013) B 57 45 S % 1]
ARACLL TR PR T3 A6 AR BRI R I, 23 530
TR 22 40 B 25 1 1 5072 DT R T 22 4 SYTOX
Green Y4125 (4,14 1% O, HLBEE T IE A VR B2 1Y 3
N, o 65 B TS 5% ; Ghosh et al. (2015) BF5Y 45
78 R Bk 4 2R B TR A 1 BB | RS SR 22 A% T Rhi-
zoctonia solani Z& i R HL 38 i , 28 DAPL {1,
Ji , B AL LS ] ) 4 3 €8 08 O R ASORY , 15
AU IR G B R B B i, 3R W) 40 A 5 3 Pl IR
e B H A IS R — 2D BIE T A R AL
10 A B R 20 25 /K ST 5 i B T 22 4
(%) 21 O FBE | A7 AR 4 LA ) T 5 25 R RAR I et
AT R FE AT TR 1

— PR AT R AR AL R W 0 B RN
e, 4 Wang & Ng(2001) [ A% fh 1 4l {015
Bl —Fh s> 30 kD A A A AZ TR I , 12 RE
e 7K i ol £20KS 1 DNA, SCRE il ¢ A 2 760 11 1) 2
USIERORATIOR: JANe PPy RE o ATz Wveil Fi A
Tomar et al. (2014) BF 7L 45 1R W], B R 2S R A
Atds A AL IR B AT RS ) ERE
JCYLATEF DNA J3 a0 4 IR, 1Z 8 e S R4
AT, TR E DNA ML DNAEAT -/, 1)
B R T 76 58 ) TR B AR PR AR L AR R TS

P — M 5 I B EL AT A 00 AR R A T T 1 %% 1)
FHE

WP ER A BRI AI ST R B S PRl A = v
IRAFAEAR Z2 RIYE AN AL, 40 ol 1 18 28 F AR R TR )
RUT B A = B B R4 PR R AR AT
FH B 817 363 205 SR RO N IS B 1) 8 A 1 3 S Il BT A
FEftp . ASHIFSE AR Al Ak A5 3] 50 K SR Fh 7 SUT it
PRAR T, X AR M PRI T AN B ML A T T
WFFE AR R i/ D Xk At 70 A% 2% 00 D AL 3 1 1 i)
SEBRI RIS o 5 S i — 2P R UK SR T
SU1 LB £ B I 2% 1 o A9l ) B IR 240
PR HLEERTAE A5 55 1) F (RD B YA A5 o A, ZE 3K
SEAPT SUL HUR 2R 11 A1 EDTA IR A Cr 42
JE& B TR MBS R () R R A A
TE R, T Bt — AR
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