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Establishment and application of real-time quantitative PCR assay for detection
of fungal pathogen Pseudocercospora fuligena in tomato
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Abstract: To quickly and accurately detect and quantify Pseudocercospora fuligena of tomato, a real-
time fluorescent quantitative PCR (qPCR) method was established. The specific primer set JWB-9F/
JWB-7R for qPCR was designed based on Avr4 gene of P. fuligena, the specificity and sensitivity of qP-
CR method were analyzed, and a total of 14 materials from Chongqing City, Hebei Province, and
Guangxi Zhuang Autonomous Region were used to test the practical application of this qPCR method.
The results showed that the primer set JWB-9F/JWB-7R could only amplify a specific fragment of
232 bp from the genomic DNA of P. fuligena and the limit of detection was 67.09 copies/puL, which
was 1 000 times that of conventional PCR. The pathogen could be quantitatively detected from asymp-
tomatic tomato materials by this qPCR method and the detection limit was 6.02x10* copies/uL. The re-
sults indicated that the qPCR method in this study can be used for early diagnosis and forecast of toma-
to black leaf spot.
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TEFREETE I 3 00 L e B2 I T 6 AT T AH G A
ik, WA EREEM (Johnston, 1963) (AEPH (Mulder &
Holiday, 1975) .4t 3 ¥ (Blazquez & Alfieri, 1974) |
74 3% Uil (Halfeld-Vieira, 2006 ) [ 35 43 7 fifi & Bl 1 35
RILT 2. PEARIE 200 35 v] S 3 8 29 32% 1Y
72 it 2% (Hartman & Wang, 1995) , i i 9 7% %
1 68% (Mersha & Hau,2009) . ¥4k, iz 7EIL[E
RAERHE, O X AR RS AR RS
1 (3K E ¥ 45, 20045 F 48 IR 55 , 20065 4 37 K55
2008) . %I IR R R B TS R B A Pseudocercospo-
ra fuligena, FEAR YL -, H LAY g i IR 7E i
B A AR AR B A T A AR R AR S AMZR
¥ 5 5 ¥ Passalora fulva (syn. Cladosporium
Sulvum R Fulvia fulva) 5| &2 14 7 il M 25 55 A0 T
(Braun et al., 2003 ; Halfeld-Vieira et al., 2006) , M
FEHIHAXAE S .

5 A R A0 A% e 5 o T 1k R BRI RO SR
T2 Y5 A5 EG 15 U B HIE (Subedi et al., 2014),
el (Suyity STINIEROE- Sl AL DRS4S I3 0 S =
TG B AR A Ry 77 3 I 0 AR K R 212 (Thom-
ma et al., 2005) , - S BRI E MW . BT, 93+
A R T 8 4 PCR 2R 1) o FH A e 1 3 T TR
() ez ) 2550 2% AR AR B 1, e IR T A% e kI T Tk AN
B o SR LT ITS 38 FH 5 19 %6 D 1 45 D9 4H DNA
P17 PCR 414 (Saroj et al.,2014) , A] 52 HLXTE 5
ARG S (R TCNGIE i. SER 2
15 PCR (real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR, qP-
CR) LA 20 {H22 90 47 AR A L ok 1) — 301 7 A=
WA A, J2: D38 PCR Ry BE AR f b A& 2
AT HENHERT, PEAE 5 5 BE 1Y 28 1k 15 31 s I
PCRFFFEAY B Y, 8 2 22 i A A o i £ A C (B B mT
SEIRT A AR DNA ARSI & &, BREL) 2 N H T
e i DL M SR 5T . 41 Harada et al.
(2011) W58 T FRTIBE AL A P AR IR A K AR B A
SEFE 138 , TH 1T qPCRAGINF AR5 & Bl 4 1A
TSR W PN AL WY I/ K i il ik R XTH A 3 N e
F R RITERR TS AR 5 B AR [ A= B I A 2k 804
TSR

Hir, BN AT R A n i 5T 2 A v
TAY F R (BRI, 2006) K F AT LA
(Mersha & Hau,2009; Mersha et al.,2014a,b) . Prik
#4 B 8 (Wang et al., 1995) DL M 9% 3 B % (Heine
etal.,2011; Taguchi et al.,2012) %5 /51 , Il & T4
AIASHINEE ARIB A AHCHGE . AT TS 1

A Avrd SEBETHRR LD ), S A 1K qPCR
R A, IFH 2 I AR RIS B A
AR P RO B, A2 3 1 B 012 W 19
IR AN R B 16 4 B M A AR S

1 #R57FE

1.1 ##

B« A AP oA TR 4% 105, B B sl
PHEAERD)ABRA T o Fh 71 28 CHEZF 5 #5570 T
ST R EE TH R E T, T28CH MR R
3~4 0, 2

AR T bR 3 PR TS R TR R RS R
FQ10013003 . FQ10010325 . FQ09051407, 43 Il % 4
HFRE A PRI BIE X (RTFRT 7)1 7
it E s AR 17 i WL SR S B 400l 3 T AR e A
Ps. cruenta Bk TD12020807 ( M3 R 44 5T 543 B
A5) KO A Ps. griseola #iFk DI14082815 (M
A A LB RS A R R AL Ps. solani-
melongenicola A QZ10110627 (N HE T i+ 47
BARTS) # 0% 1 Bk FQ12031701 A1 FQ10082910
(I3 A ZR T8 B b o3 B R4S ) (BREEET 4
Pa. personata & HS12091202 (At i 464 b 53
B ) MRETHL Pa. circumscissa HHEYT11101416
(b i BBk b o B3R A5) iRBE 4% i Alternaria
solani F Bk JGFQ15080702 ( M 4k B /R T IR X
I T30 oy B3RS ) BEAS 1 A. alternata TRIFE G-
FQ15080469 (MUHTSRAEF /K A 1 DX T3 i L7y
B3R5 ) L BUIK Y& B Phytophthora infestans T R
FQ09092001 (A H it 45 e ifi L 73 S A% ) Sl 224%
Rhizoctonia solani 7 ¥k FQ120513110 ( )\ P4 % H
16 XA Loy B3R5 ) KA1 Botrytis cinerea T#
FRFQ17041203 (A ILIZARAE i Lo S 2k AT ) (2 ok
l Corynespora cassiicola £ FQ15062302 ( A1t
B M L B 3RAT) i IR EE Stemphylium solani
BIPRFQI4111912 (NIL 5t i b7 B R4S ) Bl
JERE Ph. capsici FAE LI113032802 ( AL 5217 Bfib 1
TSRS R Fusarium solani fkFQ17102628
CIATIEAE Bt L o B RS ) (ARAESRAE F oxysporum
FPEFQ15051401 (AN IL AR it b B 414 ) Ak
& Sclerotinia sclerotiorum 7 £ FQ17031401 ( ANHTYT.
BEM T ERTS)

KR ISk . L4 A A M (potato dextrose, PD) 8%
T : HER 200 g A AIHE 20 g ZEIK 1 L B
] M B IR (potato dextrose agar, PDA) 15 3¢ 3. &
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200 g HIAINE 20 g IR 20 g FRIRK 1 Ly 2 2F
2B 5UIE (malt extract agar, MEA ) J5 323 . 2 2R $2 L
Y130 g FEFR4 g F%HE 20 g I3l 20 g ZEIEK 1 L;
LB (Luria-Bertani ) 55 77 3 : A F PR 10 g BEREHR L
Y15 g NaCl 10 g Bil§ 20 g Z&48K 1 L; V8 Tk ks
FRHE: V8B 3TT 200 mL ARFRES 3 g BiilE 20 g FEIH
JK1L,

15 : 2xTag PCR Master Mix, BM 5000 DNA
Marker, Jt 50 18 1/ 75 3% K £ R B2\ 7] 5 2xSuper
Real PreMix Plus. 50xROX Reference Dye., RNase-
free ddH,O 43 [H 41 DNA $£BGXF £, JL T RAR
AL B A BR A A 5 pEASY-T1 Z 4K | Easy Pure
Quick Gel Extraction Kit, Easy Pure® Plasmid Mini-
prep Kit, KI¥T & Escherichia coli Trans-T1 J&&52 2%
A, At S BARA BRA A HA G R
= w11 oAt

AR < 3-18K B & 3 2.0 HL, 18 [ Sigma A F
Spectrophotometers 43 %)t 11, 3% [E Nano Drop 24
) ; PTC-200 %! PCR Y . Jel Doc 2001 %Y % I i A% 55
4t , 3¢ [¥ Bio-Rad /A ] ; Applied Biosystems® 7500
Real-Time PCR Systems, FE8k G HH/REHE A FRAF .
1.2 Ak
1.2.1  BHX B IR H 28 DNA #9432 5L

PTG R A6 3 BRIE R4 FD ) MEA 3557 4 I
B 17 Fegs UL B S s J L T 2 Fh 21 PDA 85 5% 3k
LT 28C 12 h /12 h BERE SRE FRE R 7 d
J& o AR TR 7% i S AT HUE A 6 mm (1 B DF I X
4~5 B YFE T PD BRI, T 160 r/min  28°C 5%
P ERIRG IR 7 d, AR5 R H T I A I AR TR
22K TFE T VR T AL R T 5 20 I PRI 0.1~0.2 g fHhiat
VAR 9 TR 22 A F K RIFBR v, T 8 78 40 s iy
KA 1LS mLEOE T, A 65°CHil#4 %) CTAB
U 2% I 700 pL, A 65 COK I ER FRK 5 30 min,
12 000 r/min &5.0> 10 min, FEULHE, W EIH R T5
(R B A T A SRR AR L oy 24 1 IR
15 - SRR AR 2R AT, 12 000 r/min B0 10 min,
WG B 35 W T ) TR O v, R R R LG Sy
24: 1 AT - S IR A AR T B0 8 ETE R
e AT KA B 08 T I 2 A5 ARER I Tk O BT
F-20°C i 'E 10 min, 12 000 r/min £.0> 10 min, {&]$5i
IEWINA T mL 75% CEHEBETVE , LA 12 000 r/min
FEES 0 5 min, B W, BT DUEE S A 50 L
ddH,0, #£ U DNA &0t E &5, T-20C
e

1.2.2 S5 et AR s ik

1F GenBank AR HE IG5 IR B0 Avrd FE IR 751,
i i NCBI W 3 BLAST #2 ¥ (https://blast.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/Blast.cgi) ¥ R B8 T 5 Avrd L HAT
[] 5 %) e W B R 91 5 2R FH MEGA 5.0 4K
PR R 2K T5 R A Avied B R 51 (GenBank &
S5 KR108309.1) 5K 2R AR T R IEIE A
JEANHEAT EXT , B 22 S, BE 22 S A8
Primer Premier 5.0 X435 114 55045 |4 IWB-9F (5'-
TCGCCAGCAGATGACTCCTAC-3')/JWB-7R (5'-T-
ATTTGCCTGCGCAGATGGTCAG-3) , T P 1 Kk
/N 232 bp, 514 o AC I A AR B )
Ao A AILL 120 BRI 3 BRI TS 1R R A L K
LB 17 P LB 593 JRL AT 1) 56 PR 41 DNA S AR AR,
RIS 1 9 2E1 73538 PCR F qPCR ¥ 1%,
il PCR JZ ¥ 14 % : 2xTag PCR Master Mix 10 pL .
10 umol/L 5|4 JIWB-9F 1 JWB-7R 4% 0.5 pL .3 Jit
AL 41 DNA 1.0 pL, ddH,0 #b & % 20 pL. [
TF : 94 CTIARTE 4 min; 94 °C7EM:30 5,64 °CiE 2k 30 s,
72°CIE 30 s, M35 MR 5 e fm 72 °CHEAH 10 min,
PCR W 25 )5, BUS w38 =148 1.5% Billg e
JREFL KA . qPCR [ M % : 2xSuper Real PreMix
Plus 10 pL % J5 B 2% [ 41 DNA 1 uL . 10 umol/L 5
) IWB-9F Fl JWB-7R % 0.2 uL.50xROX Reference
Dye 0.4 uL, RNase-free ddH,O #h & % 20 pL. JZ Jif
FRE : 94°C TS 15 min; 94°C 25 ME 10 s, 64°CIE &
32 s, A0 NEIR . N ZE S L 4% 0.1°C/s FIFHER
B 72°C T+ 94°C  TEFHE IR 5, BT F
i 2k
1.2.3 £ PCR 5 qPCR % Z#% rbiz

K FHAEE PCRY G5B ARk FQ10013003
() Avrd FE R 1 B, T IR R R IF A 1.2.2, 9738
Y22 1.5% iR HHEERL LUK VIS [T L 55 pEASY-
T1EARIEATIE R, SR )5 5 A KA FTF 1A Trans-T1 /8452
A0 R AT v B . X v B BT AR 7 AT A R
PCR A5 I A1 75 53 E , 32 M) Easy Pure® Plasmid
Miniprep Kit 35 B 45 42 B4 75 & 8 /8 7wk
FQ10013003 {4 Avrd Fk [ /i BL i) 5ok DNA /E M FH
PERRUER

JERE DNA £5 5356 B 1100 7 e 5 I AR 91 28 /)
TERT L VUSSR i 103506 FERR B R4 e
6.709x10°, 6.709x10%, 6.709x107, 6.709x10°, 6.709x
10°, 6.709x10*, 6.709x10°, 6.709x10%, 6.709x10"
6.709 copies/uL. LAR I 15 21 A 4515 iR 10 TR Bk
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FQ10013003 J5i 4 DNA A5 A , 4351 i 1735 38 PCR
DL Je qPCR Y 1S, M A R AR ¥ [F] 1.2.2,
1.2.4 qPCRAF/Ewh & e 5

PL1.2.3 iy R A bR FQ10013003 £~k
J& ) 50k DNA #E47 qPCR ¥ ¥4 s ir 5 C A 9\ 4k
Frflt, DA U SOk #8 DU X450k A AR A, il 1
qPCRARMEINZR . ARl Z S THR3F4L C, 5 qPCR
FEAR Tk DNA RO E 2 [RI Lk oe 2 . BRIL B
T IR A 72 QPCR o 2 P A PG R BB v T 2
ALSR AR S AR DNA IR
1.2.5 AT L AFAE SN

¥ EAR R 6 mm AT R F B R FQ10013003
DR 2 PD B0, 28°C (160 t/min 5544 NIk
320 dJn, R4 290 i iE H R I EH 2
PRI PR K AR 4 3R THT 22 % 135 32U, PR 1 22 14
FETIRK AT , 2 22 B B2 450~
750 pmo FR 5 FHICER 7K BE i Gk BE 43 51 R 6 10°,
6x10°,6x10%, 6x10°,6x10%,6x10 [ 22 B/mL HY & 7%
% (Hafeld-Vieira et al., 2006 ) , 5 FH1% 55 2 5 Fh 2 il
Mo SR P55 R 43 TP AN ) B ) AT 22 B
T WX ST Wit T 3~4 W3 4t B 3 b 40 i i
[T e AT T ST Nl Nyl P (582 i W
B FREEFP 10 BRZIT 3 IRER . R e a N
A T A B IR R 28°C AR RE R 90% 1)
{RIBAE T, 76 12 hOGIR/12 h BRI 45 R 15535 72 h,
ZJEE TR N 27°C X BN 70%~80% 1Y ik
FHAT R AL IR OB . RS TRER
17: 00 WELF i i ARG O, I AE M5 55 3.5,
710,15 RA K RFE A, BRI BN BRI3 7 $27h
R B RAE AR AL A B 1 ¢ R F RS9 25 [ 41 DNA
FEBOGAF S FEHGE 3L 41 DNA . XHZHUY DNA
I3 AT QPCRAGIN | LARH AN [ B T 5 1
FEAEC R BERTRI SIS AR . qPCRASIN 7 iklR] 1.2.2.
1.2.6 W B KRR AR R H 6 2 2 Hm

Sy TG A4S CEE DT AN PG i e DX ) B
FERE L BT F, SR 2 AT 2 BSR4
14 T A REAR o 6 (AR AR AT SR 75
A B RE AR , 3 0 BA BERLEEAR , 5 43 JCAR Ao E
AR, AR AHU L g R AR ) 3 R 240 DNA $2 UK
F £ 43 5 $ BUEE [H 2H DNA, 3 5 47 3% 38 PCR M
qPCR G, 2 W A4 28 R R Tl 1.2.2, [R] A 1264795 5
BB RE R, DA e T a7, qPCRAGINEE AR 1 52
Iop ISR o 9 SRR 43 B 35 7 2 1 Subedi et al. (2014)
Trk o BC6 1y BA WAL IE B RE i, K R3S T 53

I BTECE A2 0 0.5~1.0 em AYHGBE , F FH 0.5% NaClO
FEKE 1 min, 85 B T V8RB FRIEH 75 28°C |
HEEVIT IS F R IR 2 . UIZEERAE(2010) %
SE 45 SR W X o3 B B R A TR S 4, )
M5 A V8 TR IR 5 I AT TR 8 AR
0, WL AR Ry B o, BRI 0 A R TR AR AR
S R A 0 e K G 7 NG o i = IRV % E O
T, 0~3 PRI, 18.5~50.5 pmx2.5~5.0 pum; 434E
fil AR R RO, BIREY IR HEE T, B
SEO RS, 3~8 BRI, 35~75.5 pmx2.5~5.0 um.,

2 BERE5HM

2.1 HRMESIYHIZITERIEER

BTG R A Avrd JE T 51 5 GenBank H
He RUE I Y5 1 22 540 S TR 51
JWB-9F/JWB-7R , Z& BLAST T2 JF £ 17 A [) 9 it [11]
Y[Rl A, HE XTS5 SRR B 514 TWB-9F/TWB-7R
SHEE R A Aved LR FIEM: R 100% , 5 H e P
(1) [ JEPEARAIG

{8 J115 | 1) TWB-9F/JWB-TR i 475 {5 2 41 L) Kz
B 17 FheR DL S I R SE R 4 DNA 23 5l A 735
i PCR Y14 Al qPCR ¥4 . 353 PCR 4" 34 45 21 b
7, 5149 TWB-9F/JWB-7R # 1] P A5 {5 FE 46 3 Fk 141
FRILDZH DNA FR- 38 Hi 232 bp B4 S0 H 89 B,
XTI E 17 Bl UGS I 18 56 81 21 DNA ¥ ot
fal 5 HBE (8 1) . qPCR Y45 IR 7R, 40 MEER
P AR5 (18R F JE PR 41 DNA £ S5 iz L P 4 )
TEOUES, BY s ih S A ) S B (18] 2-A) 5 45
fifg i 26 S s AT B — A A T 6 L L A IR
LR ZNAE T, P Z o H (KI2-B) . #
HH 51 % TWB-9F/JWB-7R X 45 5 {5 B2 1 HA K 41y

S, AT LU T 7 qPCRAGTIIA R .

2.2 ELFEPCRS5 qPCRERBIELLEL

5 PCR G i 4% 5 o, 2494075 (18R 0 R
DNA ¥ [ 4 6.709%10° copies/uL It JC™ 14 7= 4y (&
3-A), IS8 PCR R H 6.709%10° copies/uL;
I e PCR KGN 25 5 W7, 24 ok DNA MRy
6.709 copies/uL B , R RN HEOG(FS (K 3-B) ,
1 qPCR A Y R A% 4 67.09 copies/uL. B qP-
CRFIN R A% L8 PCR &5 1 0001
2.3 qPCRARAEMZLRIEL

DL DNA $5 DUBU X BOMRE AR b CAE 2
AR FRZHIFRIE 2R, y=—3.522x+40.242 , R*=0.976 , 4"
BN 112.455% R EA BTG R 16 Avred 1
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PR B JkE DNA 7EHE JEE 6.709%10~6.709x10°copies/ul Ju BN A BRIFARILIER R,
M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 N

bp

500

250
100

232bp

E1 514 JWB-9F/JWB-TR 35 R EH I EiE PCR ¥ 2 1Y 15
Fig. 1 Conventional PCR specific amplification of Pseudocercospora fuligena by primes JWB-9F/JWB-7R
M: BM 5000 DNA marker; 1~3: ${5 52 4~20: S BRI IR O iR IR i BERS A AR L B e s |
SRR R AL 2 TR AR R BREEET L AZRET I i RN BB R e A R R N XS
8. M: BM 5000 DNA marker; 1-3: Ps. fuligena; 4-20: Ps. cruenta, Ps. griseola, Ps. solani-melongenicola, Alternaria solani,
A. alternata, Phytophthora infestans, Rhizoctonia solani, Botrytis cinerea, Corynespora cassiicola, Passalora fulva, Pa. personata,

Pa. circumscissa, Stemphylium solani, Ph. capsici, Fusarium solani, F. oxysporum, Sclerotinia sclerotiorum; N: negative control.

127 A 067 B
1.1
1.0 057
= 097 & .
% 087 T 2 04
iz 0.7 = %
8 064 = o nad
R (54 E 203
Filh R &
2 0.4 Fau £ o024
£ 034 jé g0
2] RS 1
0.1 1 :
0.04 2718 - _2-18,N
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 0.0 T T T T T
024 6 810121416 18202224 26283032 34363840 65 70 75 80 8 90 95
TEAEL Cycle ¥ Temperature (°C)

B2 5|41 IJWB-9F/JWB-TR X 5 R EFH KA 5 K E 8 PCREFFIEY T B 2 (A) FUSHE I 2 (B)
Fig. 2 Real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR specific amplification curve (A) and melt curve (B)
of primers JWB-9F/JWB-7R for Pseudocercospora fuligena
1: BRI SL ; 2~18: SRR KGR AL il A BB B A HEAS 6 BOR R I LR KA A L 2
PRA A AL BRIBEET L AR i PN BB R i R SAE AATE N BIPEXTIR . 1. Ps. fuligena; 2-18:
Ps. cruenta, Ps. griseola, Ps. solani-melongenicola, Alternaria solani, A. alternata, Phytophthora infestans, Rhizoctonia solani,
Botrytis cinerea, Corynespora cassiicola, Passalora fulva, Pa. personata, Pa. circumscissa, Stemphylium solani, Ph. capsici, Fu-

sarium solani, F. oxysporum, Sclerotinia sclerotiorum; N: negative control.

A M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 N 2757 B S
250 B —

2259
2.00
1.754
1.50
1.254
1.004
0.7549
0.50+
0.254

232bp 0.00 —
02 4

bp

PCR™=¥I¥I & ARn

500

250
100

W2/ 3/4) 5/ 6/ 1/8/ 9’"
- — - IO,N
810121416182022242628303234363840
&AL Cycle
&3 514 JWB-9F/JWB-7R 31 /E iR E A8 PCR(A) FISEM S EE PCR(B) RN R B &

Fig. 3 The sensitivities of conventional PCR (A) and real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR (B)

of primers JWB-9F/JWB-7R for Pseudocercospora fuligena
M:BM 5000 DNA marker; 1-10: 6.709x10°, 6.709x10%, 6.709%107, 6.709%10°, 6.709%10°, 6.709%10*, 6.709%10°, 6.709%10?,
6.709x10.,6.709 copies/uL. N: BHH:XJB# ., N: Negative control.
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2.4 AIEPIEMEHRMH EESREREERN

RS (Y= 0N R e S i1 )l i 17133
iy, R R IR R A R R EAR TR
MUK B R 6x10°,6x10°, 6% 10° [ 22 BE/mL I, 43 51 T
FERE 912,15 di B BT ARietk s 4 Fh ik
INT 6x10° 22 Be/mL i, iE e b R 30 e AR .
qPCREGIMNZE R R, M5 3 d, TEVRE R 6x10°.6%

10°.6x10* T& 22 B/mL A 42 B i 7 rp 87 {5 e i 2
[F1Z1 DNA # U1 %043 51 o~ 2.30x10% , 1.00x10° , 4.99x
10? copies/uL , 5t B qPCR Fa: il 44 22 7] DA AE 3 3 R ik
S0 TG 00 1) S B, TR AR R B SR 6107, 6%10°
610 TR 22 Bt/mL (1) i F A A I 38055 J 1 5 322 s
15 d, SRR EE At i (R R 5L R 41 DNA
P& UUBAE 1.07x10°~9.14x10° copies/uL Z A (1)

F1 ATEIEFAERM FRESHRERNEERNER

Table 1 Quantitative detection of Pseudocercospora fuligena-infected tomato leaves

HMIE 3 d )5 d HMIG 7 d FefhE 10 d e 15d
Weps (1 #2Bf/mL) 3 dpostinoculation 5 d postinoculation 7 d postinoculation 10 d post inoculation 15 d post inoculation
Concentration qPQR qPQR Fodk qPQR qPQR qPCR TR
(hyphae fragments/mL) (copies/ S (copies/ Svmbt (copies/ Svmt (copies/ Syt (copies/ Syt
uL) ymptom ul) ymptom uL) ymptom ul) ymptom ul) ymptom
6x10° 2.30x10* - 2.11x10* - 2.44x10* - 3.59x10* + 9.14x10* +
6x10° 1.00x10° - 2.82x10° - 1.28x10° - 3.03x10° - 1.49x10* +
6x10* 4.99x10? - 7.73x10° - 9.34x10? - 7.78%10 - 2.54x10° +
6x10° / - 1.87x10° - 1.07x10? - 3.99x10 - 1.81x10° -
6x10? / - 2.00x10? - 1.66x10? - 2.67x10? - 8.90x10? -
6x10' / - / - / - / - 1.07x10? -

+: IR - RHEBUER; /0 REMEGIE . +: Symptoms appear; —: no symptoms appear; /: no pathogen.

2.5 HEFEE#HFARRFEREENESKRN

X R A AN [ 1 DX A 5 AR AR AR R AR 43 1
PE4T T %38 PCR Al qPCR K& . % A BT (4 5
1~3) 7P (45 7.8) FIT AL 45 (465 10) 1 6 173 B
HRIFGREREA | 3558 PCR Il qPCR A 45 JR— 2,
PRI ) T RS 8 R 4, HL 3k K 21 DNA #5 DL 50HE
4.70%10°~6.34x 10" copies/uL 2 [d] ; H 3K [ |~ 74 ( Zi
F9) 5 dbE (s 11.12) 1 3 I BEIEEA L

qPCR I E T 5 i A, FLEE PR 24 DNA #5 DS
E 6.02x10°~1.02x 10° copies/uL 2 7], 1fij 3 PCR A
FE S I 255 J5 AT 5 LAY S 403 JORE A i r S8 A A T 241
IR B (F2) . [RIEE, Ry T 50 3F PCRAG NS S, Xif it
T2 6 £ HL BURL IR A ot A O SR 0 0 B R R R
I qPCR M S5 5 43 B IG TR R — B, RUIADE
ST ST BT 1B L qPCR G I A AT LA T+ H
[ e O 1 At s s U

R2 FEMBXEFMFESHRERMBRHALEPCR 5XMNEEE PCRIEMERILE

Table 2 Comparison of results between conventional PCR and real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR for the detection

of Pseudocercospora fuligena from different regions

WX FEA G ek K2k 5 Result of detection
Location Sample Symptom j'at@ PCR qff CR Iyt %??
code Conventional PCR (copies/uL) Isolation
HR 1 HH . Obvious + 6.34x10* WS BB Ps. fuligena
Chongging 2 HH {2 Obvious + 1.97x10* TS R A Ps. fuligena
3 B 2 Obvious + 5.82x10° SR T8 Ps. fuligena
4 J&No - - -
5 J&No - - -
6 J&No - - -
I} 7 A i Obvious + 7.13x10° ISR A Ps. fuligena
Guangxi 8 I 2. Obvious + 4.70x10° TSR A Ps. fuligena
9 BE{L) Suspected - 1.02x10° SR A Ps. fuligena
e 10 HH {2, Obvious + 2.15x10* 5 R4 Ps. fuligena
Hebei 11 ZEA) Suspected - 7.88x10? WS B A Ps. fuligena
12 BEAL) Suspected - 6.02x10? JRIS BRI Ps. fuligena
13 JENo - - -
14 JiNo - - -

+ R B R - A ER R o +: Pathogen; —: no pathogen.
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3 it

T AT B AL B T A L 7
P A A 00 7 DA AN R R A R A e R .
IR TE K99 W) 431 A RE AR 5 7 i P R B A AR
(Halfeld-Vieira et al., 2006 ) , PRl HE LAGE i G IR 61 T
LW i PCRAG I A AT LR 6 I H g 2H 21
HH B399 SR, (ARG T qPCROAG I A R 1 R
B, HICHE e it PIACA IR 37 T RB S S
IpPR A B 2 B 1 A TS MR A qPCR ARG I 4
AT OB R AR R R A s | e it 5l
PIAURE S 2 i, T RN AR A R IR SRR
P91 (Denman & Mcsweeney,2005) . A58 R G
M LE B AT T AR A& N AN R T i) Ave4 B ][] 5
FEH, M HA 0 22 57 () X SR 1 T s R 9
F S E5 1 4 TWB-9F/TWB-TR , 4853 %38 PCR #il qP-
CRAGIN , UERHIZ 5 | Wy HA TR i e 51, ] LA AL
DA H B UG S I LT, ELBOA A R A il
& TS qPCRAGIN AR . — Ok UL, S RAIED”
HEAR BT HE P 0 R/ A5 I TE 50~200 bp (Den-
man & Mcsweeney,2005) , AAF5E 145G =PI KN
“h 232 bp ABABIRORFR TR I B3G5, HAE ST
PRUEIN & BA RAFIZMEOC R bRt 205 2
RIVRTXoF 2 i BT R A A T B AR M

qPCR AN EE AN Ay — A AR S0 50 F A9
FHOR, B RBUE R € RERE SR B A
A, HETC 28 V2 0 T I o A A2 5
SE 1B DA R AT IO A5 T T . AN PN Y 4
(2015) 3T B-tubilin FE ST T /N SURG 9 TR Rhi-
zoctonia cerealis 1)) QPCR K Il £ A | ] SZ X /N
SUME A R LRI, R AR 6.5% 107 copies/uL;
FAE P A (2015) MG H A AR E AL I Leifsonia
xyli subsp. xyli 1) Pat] KRR SF P90 B3R SR 5|
PIRERET , ST 1 3200 I B 1Y qPCRAS B A, A6
T BR>A 107 copies/uL ; FAEAE(2017) EEN T mibk4D=E
1iBE Phomopsis amygdali [*35-38 PCR F1 qPCR A 4%
A, H qPCRAMFEE A R U (4% 10 copies/ul ) &5
i PCR (100 fg/pL) i 1 000 1% . ASHIF 5% HE 57 B4 qP-
CR AT F AT BT R FE A HE [N 2 DNA B R B3
B E, M 67.09 copies/ul, J& %1l PCR 46 i R £ %
(191 000 1% . F T N THEFEA BRI, A< AF 52 o
qPCR AT EZ A 19 5 IR A 1.07x10% copies/pL, S5 1{E
S A5 (2016) FI I qPCR HAKG I T 3Rl i M
AR JH 2595 T Pestalotiopsis versicolor 1 P. micros-

pora W RAGE —B, AHY) 69 5 B 17 4 7 10—
AN RIAEAR , 2908 B TR AR R B — 2 Rt i A 8
HF 30 R HIR T AL PR R, PR R R AR AT 5 o 4 5 1Y)
qPCR 4 AT 2 it it P 647 B wi s 0, 5 A
YIRS Z 3] TR R

AP 5 1) B SR UL < TR A L 2R B BIR
DAL M PR 3 22 7 B s G0 s D BT T3
EHHE AT EE . AT AR X 3
T 1443 BEARL TR it 5 1150 2 6 - BRE R R fde B 38 5 114
FEAS, LA T 3538 PCR 5 BT @57 (1 qPCR B2 AR I
LR, Je IR 38 PCR B AR HRBAGIN 2] 8 W AEFE A
w5 D TR, AN AS 38 A S E A A b A 9 SR T
qPCR B ARTEAR WAEAEA 5 O W AEFEAS 1] LUAe:
TR o HAE , qPCR A HH ]G TR A H
5 B R 1t DNA 1% B Al A I 12 72 6.02x 107 copies/pL
Fb R DNA BAG I BRA 1 R 2%, nl e 2 T%&
i TP AR B PCR AR T4 1 qPCR S (Schrad-
eretal.,2012), Z& [T, AW 5T & 57 #) gPCR 5
DUHE AR S, RO =, P LA SE X Ji B 11
1M LA R 5 18 TR0 ST
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