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Toxicological effects of camptothecin to Botrytis cinerea
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Abstract: In order to ascertain the toxicology effects of camptothecin to Boirytis cinerea, growth rates were de-
termined by the application of different concentrations of camptothecin inhibition of mycelial growth and cell
well structure of B. cinerea. The results showed that camptothecin concentration 3.13 mg-L™" can strongly in-
hibit the mycelial growth, inhibition rate 45.49% antibacterial rate of significant differences. In the scanning
electron microscope, camptothecin treated by B. cinerea, mycelial cells rupture, perforation, shriveled, growing
point of collapse, cytoplasmic extravasation. In vivo effects of camptothecin on B. Cinerea showed that camp-
tothecin against B. cinerea has a significant protective effect. [Ch, 1 fig. 3 tab. 14 ref. ]
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W Bacillus subtilis, /\ZBFKH Sarcina ventriculi 5 W B I HIAE T, =R ZEESEEY 0 B h & As-
pergillus niger, K% Trichoderma virid 175 5 Penicillium chrysogenum 45 WP TG, B2 /KLY % 5 W
WAAMGAER 7. &SR OB X 5N 2505 B Fusarium oxysporum, /N7 IR 9% B Fusarium
graminearum, 75 hh K5 )N B Botrytis cinerea iM% # A% i & Sclerotinia sclerotiorum 5§ 15 Fh A8 495 IR B
APURIETES s SRALARSE LA E R R 2, SR TR R R I K SRS . & P AR T AR S IR B Y
gE R B . B R K RS SO Rhizoctonia solani, 5 JI\ [ 83y 3K Sphaerotheca fuliginea, % J\ 7g 5% A
Pseudoperonospora cubensis Y4 8 m M A W G, PEESEC R B E 4> 5 R 41.964, 40495, 27.489
mg- L7 [RS8 ICAE 500 A FH ) 25 70 e 45 SR 3R I 5 R 0TS 7 25 0 R A R RIS M, LR BOROE T
WRE Ry 11.221 mg- L7, Rt S 4608 0T R BN A 8 A IR R AR o SRR H AT, 4 54 B oy
AR Y P B B N Z LD o AR A IY 1 B AR RN 2 A5l K A R T S HE B, X R A A R R R A
AREE B, LU R IR AR 245 1 T e A T4 it SO il

1 M5 7 &*

1.1 ##

W IR . e KB B Botrytis cinerea BT TLAR MK 2ERUE Y L0 S $2 48, 25700 F0 E 24U . FH
Bi% (camptothecin, &5 CPT) (4fi B =95% ) ML B R AL 2= FHECA BR 2 ] 3K . MLS-3750 42 H 3l &
VKR (H A SANYO), MfI 4 3 g i@ & i+ 80X (b E Br il SHINESO),  HCP-2 #ilg A T4 (H
A), IB-5 BUES S (H 4% ), XL30-ESEM B PR35 $94# Ha 58 (far 2= KR 7] ), Reichert 8 U] F 4l
(),

Bt RIAR . AR R AG A SRR 308 F1, RAZLIEE N, MK E 2~4 K HbA, K H—
O AR A R B BHAS 12,5 em IR B, FIRE PRI, R

VS RTC ] ER AR BUE A SR R 0.2 g, IAE 200 mL W HEIE R, SRS AEAETE oA 50 mL
N,N-HJELWE A (DMSO) , 7 40 CRIE 5 ks i, BRI oS 20, B2 4 000 mg- L (14 544 il
VS (BED) o BAE 4 CUKAR AR A28
1.2 Hik
12,1 EMastm @ el En AR TR h K &0 1R 1 T34 D48 B 45 B 5 A8 (PDA) K5 5%
HEAEN 9 em WEEILp, F 25 CHEERFAPEERIE 8h 5, &M, 85 TIES L, BEHM
BRI A B KB G2 51 2 50~60 CHy PDA 5556, (i 5 W 8000 i S5 PDA ¥R 3R 52 2R 5), i85
B F9 55 Vi B B3 R 200.00,  100.00, 50.00, 25.00, 12.50, 6.25, 3.13 F1 0 mg- L™ [ & 544 il (1 5 75
S, RIS B E B B SR A G R B SR I, 15 mL- ML REREFRILBERE S, A 6 mm
(T FL A E AT 7 0t K 5005 TR DA 98 1 3 95 0k R ATHL, FH TG TR B 43 i in 380368 [ 1 5 245 1 Al 3 35 B 3R 1T 1Y
WEH . B RRE A T A A R 1A O RO R, B R 3 - RERIE T, 725 C T
WG, BRER R ER . AT EE IR GFEM R RE LUK B X ) 3% His
(mm) =14 7% 744 B A% (mm) -5 mm (FEYFEAR) o AEXTH ] 8= D6 BV B (mm) — 40 B 7% B 4% (mm) ]/
X BB V% ELAR (mm)}x100% . Fr 455585 F DPS #4 h (#) Duncan 3 &2 W 22 W 047 75 22 40 A Fn 22 55 B 35 1
K% (P=0.05) , Ff 5 i KB Mk BE (Coeso) B ERAF 15 BN 181V J7 R Crcso MYV FE ¢
122 EMBRAGHEFE 5 W OE T T I RN R E (Creso) , 5 B9 47 1938 5 10 38 48
A3 TR L 1) B R v A TE T K L AL 0.5 b B Ik T 1 A 10 855 3 ) A 8 K B Y B SR L
Hr, 15 mL- MU, B8 6 AL, REEBER )G, EH T 3 A g it A SRR B4k, SRR DE
(HAR S5 mm) R T IE40H B b A28 . 53 3 AR A K IR A IEL4E R, b e A Bk
Pfo F 28 CTHIEERFF 48 ho BUFE SATALBE . W3R 24, 48, 72 h (1485 24 104 B A Ak B4 ) Xof 1Rt
T KB, 5300 F 1R 2230 G ik (R 2276 B Ak ) D12 1.0 em x 1.0 em K/ IE J5TE /N E (45 2 BORE G
P T T 2 TE BT A 4 Bk 2.5% IR W R 4 CREE s B[ e i, AT 0.1 mol- L™ pH 7.0 f
iR 2% pP R EEVERE S 3, 15 min- K7y FE BT 3 BN 1% HR IR VE Wb B e 1~2 by {4 E R, 0.1
mol - L™ pH 7.0 1 B R 22 vl B IS BEAE &b 3 W, 15 min- 35 AR BE AR FR 20 BOA ) 1 & B (AL 46 50% ,
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70%, 80%, 90%, 95%) WWSHE AT KL R, ALFE 15 min-RFA- 5, HIRFR S ECH 100%11) 2,
FE AL 2 K, 20 min- K7 FH O BESBERR SEIR IR A WV (L FE) = V(EE)=1 : 1 JZbFAE & 30 min, 7
FHAEES IR S I AL FRAE i 1~2 ho A0 FRAFAORE S E AT T4, B TR AF RO RE S B SE , IR B e, 15
SN EUG G A TS o .

1.2.3 EREM T ERET &R ERE 6 EEY R EFME . BT IR AR K IR KA 8~10 -1
e it R AR AR T2 it AR DR B R, I FE AN () 5T R Y R 2 VR R 3~5 s T A AR
T, MR, BT 9 em FEFRILA, X RIS & 2550 1) i 40 20k 0.1 %ft) T-80 JC B /K Ab B
FHERR 6 mm (1K EITFLEE N 25 CRHEFR 4 d 093 0K 505 8 3 35 0 AT IR DF, 4280 T 7 b ikt
BT 25 CRFMP SR, 3dEWERMWIEN, T8 LM LR EE. B8 3 K- fiaik
JE, MR 10 e kb,

124 &#22 PridcE A DPS 3 (1) Duncan 37 &2 W 25 1 47 J7 25 43 Bt 22 5 W 35 PR ARG 36 (P=
0.05), MR, PR EM R ERBEE AR, R REREE, HEBIEECRL . P(%)=[(DDy)/
Do]x100% . Horb: P RBiARAR s Do a8 FOM R BE A2 5 Dy O 24570 Ab B B B A%

2 HER G

21 EMEMENRBEERENSH F1 FERERENERTEIE KSR
BRI 45 R BT T A KA R
WIVERT, HEBRE kB s dh e AH etk 40t . B Table I Restraining effect of different concentration camptothecin
WA R RFORERE, BHETARE, on Botrytis cinerea
WL 4% R R B O B UK AR IR SR R (A4 TR (mge L) W A mm A%
RV BE (IR (1), % P AR R B 1 0 7657 a 0.00
3.13 41.74 b 45.49

AR Bl 00 X 2 K B R Y AR A AR T, R

X ) 7 . o 6.25 29.10 ¢ 62.00
Wl 6.25 mg- L7 i, Ml 283K 62% ., = W o0kt 19,50 187 d 8320

T At K 2 A ] 1) 2 B RN W B (Ceso) 2 3.503 1 25.00 1098 d 85.66
mg L7 3X FEE I A K B Creso(9.583 4 50.00 440 e 94.22
mg L) /NT I 3 £5, BRAESE W (Coeso K 4480 3 100.00 333 e 95.65
mg - L7) F1E B 47 (Creso i 3.208 1 mg-L7) 22K 200.00 235 96.93
Z . WG ERMEER, AR Edh 2 n) BAE 15 BT F A BOR N 3 WE ST, B E R RNE T
FIbRHEMIZE (3R 2) B S0k I 22 5

K2 EWMEMEHRKRBENSNEAEATIE
Table 2 Toxicity regression equation of camptothecin for Botrytis cinerea
2451 I I 77 At xz Cicso/ (mg- L) 95%1) A7 B/ (mg- L)
R y =4.252 4+1.373 1x 1.934 3.503 1 2.34~5.25

22 EWMEXMENRBFEANHESSERNE

AR TR AL B 114 7 AU B R RS L R R 22 A ROl AR RO S, W 1 s o X BREL R
ZE P RAL B A K B AR K RAF, BRI E K, M s—E, LR 2En
BRALEE 24 h 5 KB R, BRI GI R 224 KR BCA XHRAUIR A 5], W2 B R g 4b ot
48 h )5, WyEAGNHLZI T HBBEAR, HLZAHAVEMAER; &M 72 h )5, HELEZNELZ
W Z, WEAFRAGY .

I Ak B 8 AR R 2 B T IRBER LG (1B 1 N A7) o RZEE I AL B T KR A, B
WA, MR R (BT BA); SEMAb 24 h J5rF MK A, HRmR (K1 -
i) AbPE 48 h s, Wz mAMRE, JFEHF B TIREB A (K 1 ) AR T2 h )5, WZRA L
M BIREA R (1 4.
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Figure 1 Effect of camptothecin treatment on mycelial shape of Botrytis cinerea

23 BEHEFGTEMENEMRERENZMN *3 FEHAEHTEMENEMRSRENEE

AR B 7 R AR AR )50 A7 B BCR A K — 3 A Table 3 In vivo effects of camptothecin on Botrytis cinerea
M B RIS PE (R 3) . S WAL S PR R BRI (mg- L) BBEFLAR/em By i AR/ %

Bt B R RN S X A B, HA 0 1524 -
B R T AL B A S R R 313 142 6.58
313 mg- L Al 6.25 mg- L BFBEAT £ 4 B1 AR, 1 o Lo 5
Fe b 5 BE B 2 T L (3 KA TR/ . BTA KR o é;i o
U 2 B G B E 3 AT AR <000 . o1
3 %i@ ’[;]‘ ‘Vj» )L/e 100.00 0.63 cd 58.55

200.00 047 d 68.64

A0 I A I 1A 56 1 A8 Ak B ke i 5 AR BB . PR N 3 REE T, BIRE ARG

X 7 i K B R 1B PRARON. o A PR B O 2 T K FAF R 59K T 2 R B,

WP 22 A KA MEIE R, BN 313 mg-L7 iF, S0 3R AT 45.49% 5 5 W06 75 i K B 97 1 TR 24
TEAH BN, PSR AIBFERE M E . AR ARIE 4% . NEYINB AL, w5
H AL PR KB S, SR AN R AR, B AN N S ANE, BE TEORE 41k
W, HEMERAEK . IR S TR LSS, B YR S B, AT X 20 B A 1R Yk £
—E MR IR o i e R0 P R B AR 0 B ) ROR B LTS AR B e A, R PR T R B AR R SR T A A B
FEANMF A —3, AAETETF RS, 1A T6 (AR08 o 3 1 SR A AR AR O 35 32, I8 it 24 70 J5 X R 1
SR BRI BRI A B . A EAE R TR, B AT IREE R B ST R K R 4R 0 —
BIHEE

FEBE 2 FAFEAR R . BE O RS A N A B | . SR DNA JE B = e & A1k, i ffi DNA
FES R st e e AR W, B P ECANMUAE T B R AL EEAT S U A R eyt ¢ Kk
i, TEAEPFIREE, SURANME AR eyt o B, OSSR LRI Y caspase, T EUERL IR K A Py R PERE
e RS RO 2R, I BB T2 RTS8 S AR A A F S 1) R 22 N 5 0 8 Bl R B
ZIBEIG, SRR, ﬁEEWW%?%%%%%i%W%ﬁE%Eﬁ%f%ﬁ% TG
(G eyt ¢ FaR R AYASAk, B A I R DL B R 75 m i A ) 5 20 R T B R AR
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