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(1. BImFERE BiheEbe, B 2001205 2. BT RIME =PI RE, 1 200232; 3. ALK ®iIRS
AR, 17 Wk 110819)
WE: (868 ] LERRAE A LW Rhizoctonia solani Fo 73 48 Sclerotium rolfsii ® & @ik B A ZEALHLY E5 A
K, AT 2 LB RBAAGRE T FHMN Tk, [ Fk] BLFL2ARRARTRIND, RALE M4,
[#R )T EST 2/RRE G LT LT F PCR(GPCR) ¥l 5 %, 314 ST-RS1/ITS4 #= SRITSF/SRITSR 7T 24 431
A T A LA A S DA 69 QPCR A, H R AUE 47134 24x10° Fo 22x10° #F N -L7', 2 REH A w69 B F % 555
A 3.37%~4.61% F7 0.66%~8.61%, 3+ L FIEAF eI MER A SHLEAFFEIZAGE R LS5 A
100% #= 19%., [ £ ] #5269 QPCR A 5 sk B A BB 1M, RAHZBEFERET AN, TAR T LER TR LS
W AE LA e RN W Pk . AR 2, B2 A5 429
KA MG IR, SHRLERA; FEIEE,; qPCR
hES S Q949.32 THERFRERD: A YERS: 2095-0756(2022)05-1087-09

Quantitative real-time PCR for rapid detection of Rhizoctonia solani and
Sclerotium rolfsii in urban green space
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Abstract: [Objective] This study aims to establish a rapid quantitative detection method for Rhizoctonia solani
and Sclerotium rolfsii, 2 soil-borne pathogenic fungi that seriously threaten the normal growth of landscape
plants in Shanghai. [Method] The reaction conditions were optimized by screening 2 pathogen specific
primers. [Result] A quantitative real-time PCR (qPCR) method was established for the detection of the two
pathogens. The primers ST-RS1/ITS4 and SRITSF/SRITSR could be used for gPCR detection of R. solani and
S. rolfsii, with sensitivity of 24x10° and 22x10° copies: L™, respectively. The coefficients of variation of the 2
repeated reactions were 3.37%—4.61% and 0.66%—8.61%, respectively. The detection results of soil samples in
Shanghai green space showed that the detection rates of R. solani and S. rolfsii were 100% and 19%,
respectively. [Conclusion] The established qPCR method has high specificity, sensitivity and repeatability, and
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can be used for rapid and effective quantitative detection of R. solani and S. rolfsii in Shanghai urban green soil.
[Ch, 2 fig. 5 tab. 29 ref.]

Key words: urban green space soil; Rhizoctonia solani; Sclerotium rolfsii; qPCR

38T 45 2 A S A8 I A ) At R 2 R A A T R R AR C X i E R RS
fa R B T H I, R S BAR R E 7 AR E G 2/3 LA B, Jrh AR AR e R LR
JETE NAE Y ) E AR, MR R W . SEAN £ BT Rhizoctonia solani B 55 /ML T Sclerotium
rolfsii S T ifE2 b A e b 5 i UL T AL ARG I LA, ST AR 22 4% TR 8 T ISR Agonomycetaceae 22 4% T
J& Rhizoctonia™, F&FSRF N ZAEAE, 25 EAYHRE FZE AR 00 S 2R IR 0, A R R LR
T 0 AR YR R 2 — B, WM Pittosporum tobira. J\ ffi 4 % Fatsia japonica. & -3 Festuca
arundinacea 2L T Ligustrum lucidum 55 360 /& (1) [l MRERAUAG Y1 25 RE 0 74 22 4% R GLY). S538 /M T
J& T IR NMEEE Sclerotium', & — R FEALRE 1) T AR EA, WIS R F 480, BUEREY)
JEREFE T KR R Bombax Fl %5 K8 )& Pterocarpus #6 %) VL N ¥ M Cinnamomum camphora F1 I 47 Bk
Nerium oleander Z5 Tl MEFACAE Y 7 1 5738/ MK F = 4l

A A S L TR B AG G A I 5 s BRI R RO AL . P O R S ik T, (HAE
BF2R 07 . WORBAR, BIRUCHERZ:, BRI R SEPr TAETR K. MG T AW HARR R R, SLROtE
i PCR (qPCR) I AR kol . REUE &SR, CaBoRBE gy 1T SN IR BRI . B
A, 2N R BARR AR H 45 b ST 22 B TS IME R S T e v 8 s il i it e, (H,
v 15 =2 8 ] qPCR A X I 117 o Mty S A7 7 Ak 224 TR RN 558/ MR TR s A I 9 B . SR R A AE
Wi 22 5, g I S Tk v, A I AR A LTS P SRR R T, R, B XTI T A
b e ST AR ARG/ IME T, IRE A A BRSO R BRI A R T A
R J7 8, T BBt T e b v 3 g kb, - 438 vh ST R 22 R TR RN SRR MZ TR A3 A, DR IREAE A A T Sk kb A=
BRGIERAAFEE L

|

1.1 iR E#k

ST 22 K% TR RN 55 R /N A TR M TR AR ) K T o [ R f A ) v R O e B R oL (Agricultural Culture
Collection of China, ACCC), 454358 ACCC37615 Fl ACCC37946., T# Fk 1) I%F55 MR (22 MR B 4y 140
WA= 2 5 SRR E AR,
1.2 Rt IEEMR

2018 4F 7 H, RHZMIRA KA, 76 LG RENLR AL ML 0~20 cm )2 RHERES . SRR B
Lo BARFESBE ST, B HERESE SATAESEMEA TS, BEERTMREE,
FBRAPe . BRGELY, 20 C1RAE, T IRgaREe!,
1.3 DNA 2E

K AntGene DNA $#EIGRA I & DU FRRHEAE W8 AR A BN A1) $2 BT A 2242 1 RN 55 8% /N TR b
Hikk DNA, %1+ 25K 4] DNA 425 5] & (FastDNA spin kit for soil, MP Biomedicals, 3% ) $2 B4 Hh
+ 3RS DNA, {ifi  NanoDrop 2000 ff i 439 /6 B i1 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 3¢ [&) il %2 DNA A9 )%
JE HUE D(260)/D(280) 2 D(260)/D(230), #fixE DNA it Mk, 2 )5 F-80 C B IRE KA -1T -
1.4 qPCR 3| ¥H0f1E R &5 R IERIE

W SCEKG R, RIEE A IRIEESE T ST-RS1/ITS4, ITS1/GMRS-3 %55 | My HEA T4 1 7 A% 24 4% T 1 4%
SYES W, $EFk SCR-F/SCR-R, SRITSF/SRITSR %55 | ¥ HEA T4 1 55 %% /% T A0 45 Sk 5 | 0 1
E(F2), SIWHRATAY TR (L) BOARAR G i3 EEZAEYB A E .0 (NCBI, https:/
www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/blast/) /' Primer-BLAST Ifj BE ¥ 4 X} 5] #) 43 %] &5 Non-Redundant Protein Sequence
(NR) B B SEA TP B ELXT, 6 SR 0 5 RN 90 0F 5 | 40 1) A S 1k o
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55 39 56 5 REMLLT S IRTTT S bl A 37 A 2242 B 5528 /N B Y qPCR R A i 5k 1089
z1 FMTEERER
Table 1 Information of green space soil samples
SRFEA
FEf S LAY
ATHIX LRI AL TR ZhE (N) 2% (E)
1 T PR b il R /N B S L HT 30°49’ 121°08’
2 YNTTESS: FFTIX BIFTSCAR A 31°10 121°21"
3 UNTESS I il I (NI 30020 121°18'
4 S s3] ZilX =AM 30°20" 121°20"
5 NESS! ) ZEEIX ZE I F A S 30°56' 121°27'
6 YN GES S SEHIX SERBIA [ 31°37 121025
7 NTEES: ) X =B /NI 31°13' 121027
8 TE KRt BILIX 0T A % 31°08' 121024’
9 1M Lk b R X HALRE 31°16' 121023
10 TR THARHTIX Ty e v 31°13' 121032
11 TE K&t HRBTIX W 31°15' 121°35'
12 1M Lk b THZRBIX T BH %L 31°08 121°29'
13 B PR THARHTIX 1 e A 31°11 121°31"
14 TE KRt HHIX PR N/N 3 31°12 121°07'
15 1M Lk b THZRBIX JHEHEK 31°12 121°38’
16 NTEES: ) FIX D ONERERUTS: /N | 31023 121°30'
17 YNTESS: FilX HNE AN 31020 121°28'
18 1M Lk b XFTIX T RG] 31°01 121023
19 B PR I X BEAT % 31°19' 121°31"
20 YNTESS: HRBTIX LN /N AR 31014 121°33'
21 UNGESS: ] FE X Iy AL YN T 31022 121°14
Fz2 BATFIHLZEMFENZE PCR HI5[HER
Table 2 qPCR primer sets of R. solani and S. rolfsii
] 512K IHIFE (5'—3") TR Mop B KR/ 2 30k
ST-RS1 AGTGTTATGCTTGGTTCCACT
ITS4 TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC 187 60 (19]
PR L ITS1 TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG
564 65 [20]
GMRS-3 AGTGGAACCAAGCATAACACT
SCR-F CGTAGGTGAACCTGCGGA
540 54 [21]
SCR-R CATACAAGCTAGAATCCC
FrEE /N R
SRITSF TACACCTGTGAACCAACTG
465 52 [22]
SRITSR CATACAAGCTAGAATCCC
1.5 FRRFREmMmBIEE
Pk 2 Flvios I A AR R MR DNA AR, 430l e FH 0 8 ) 45 SR 5 [0 HidE A 7 PCR 973 . PCR 7= #14:

JRCE 38N 2% SRR E I FL U VIS [ml e H B 251, fdFilad
EL)HKE/\T eSS PONE RO S Sii X

B DNA 46k & [ KRR db
Talifk Il F MR pGM-T Fast #5857 & [ KAR LR db

) ABRATE, PEILE ] U AR I TS B BGE % 3] pGEM-T Easy #/4 I (Promega, £ [H), #{bE

IM109 B2 540 (Promega, ), £ H R E M ek, FikfT

V% PCR BiiE 5, &M Sokr

P& [ RARAALRH: b)) ARAF, FEIuE ) s Bt Bk e, RIS EA R % 2 T
W3 W BE R A PR /I o {8 NanoDrop 2000 3§ & 43 Y6 9% £ 11 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, 3%
FE]) I Sk bR o R B, TR ORI EE DL,
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1.6 qPCR #&iN 7 £ E LA
1.6.1 R &M #HAL qPCR MR R4 10 uL GoTag g-PCR Master Mix (Promega, £[E), DNA
A0 % 8 4 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 40 puL, . FHE514 (10 pmol- LY 23 %1 & M 0.1, 0.3,
0.5. 0.7, 0.9 uL, JNJCHE F A AKKME 2 20 pL. BT B Al ] JC 7 3 28 K 18 DNA #idi . i Roche
Light Cycle 480 11 # qPCR ¥ (¥ [RE24{U#RA A, Hit). qPCR VAR : 95 °C HWiAE 5 min; 95 °C 48
P15 s, BKEREE IR K 40 s [RJGREEESCERP 519 T, (8 (6 2) L FF8)h 3 CiaBNiE 7 MEER
JE 1, 72 C 4P 40s, 45 DMEHR. PEIRS ARG IS IMEATT . 65 C THRZE 95 °C, 1 C REFDL
55,
1.6.2 AR & ey 5 B SRG ZLAL TRURN S RS/ N DA SSORE AR M i 3 I EA T 10 A5 AR FEERR RS, BURLAR ME i
WEEFE B R 10°~10" (x10° ¥ D1- L"), 20545 2] 8 ANF Bk B 1) Bk bm o S Al , (R 1.6.1 b5
qPCR RN s F AT 3, 2ifilbnifEZk .
1.7 FiEHRETEN

AT BR v RN i+ S RE i DNA RIS T qPCR 9734, 8 15 i i 28 KT qPCR ¥ 3 7= 2 %
H—, qPCR 4" 347y F BT it 4380 2% BEREWEEERSFRLIK (110 V, 40 min) £, 38 S HMEEIC IR R 50
X LUK AR AT IREE AN AT o W TR v R R (i ) 14 = ik & 10 953 AR ) R 2 R A PR w gt
Fve e, I FH NCBI B et R AR v 5 Al HERE 5 PCR 3744 P4 e 45 SR 0047 e 471 L
1.8 Fik RGN

G3NHG: 2 o [ TR ) SR PR HE AL T 10 fERREERR RS, AN 10° x10° #5011 FifE % 10'x10° $5D1- L',
EURR TB e ) R B o S VE B, 4% 1R 1.6 "R RLJG A qPCR A FEA T4 1, ARG IR IS 45 S ik iy
FARASIRR , 6 3IE 1 5 32 0 R Ak o
1.9 FHEEEMHETMN

BEALERE S AR Sk i+ HERE 5 DNA VBB, #288 1.6 "R OLA0)S 0 TR 204 T 57 A 22 A% T A 5%
LT qPCR Y1, BNV ES 2 R Bl AR R S 4 N E R ) DU AR S R A, SR
B T AR e T
1.10 LEigFith H P IHLZENFRMNZENESKRN

K 1.6 ARG B qPCR J7 k% 21 453 1 i 8 b+ ERE Sl i 47 7 A 22 4% B RN 5% 358 /N T 7 oA
RN BEE 3 ARG, T LR R R TTS R AGHE DB, y=cxnxvis. Hidr: y AFER$E D1
B EFE-g"), ¢ MHREE (<10° ¥ DL, n ABARIREATEL, v i DNA VEBUAT (uL), s AHIETFE ().
111 HiELE

iz FH Excel 2016 345t 8 2815 /AT AL B

2 HREHARH

2.1 qPCR 5|¥IHI0fi%E R NCBI & FHRIE #3 qPCRI|MELLETER
ﬁi FH NCBI ':F‘ Primer-BLAST Ijjﬁlé){%%‘:{ 2 E"J 4 Xd‘ Table 3 On-line blast results of qPCR primers
SIS NRBCR IR RIS . R ER:  ppppg | P91 DRAM RCFHE A

KEEbp FIRUE OIS %

3|4 ST-RS1/ITS4 #1 ITS1/GMRS-3 3 7] 44 VL i H

ST-RS1/ITS4 187 908 76 7.7
3 ] 5 SRAN B
%Tﬂ9m%ﬁ{%ﬁ$ﬁﬂﬁlwﬂﬁg%,ﬁ TS UGMRS e 036 6 3
R b TS HU SE A LR ORI G rsrsriTsR 465 129 ” .
(#%3). H5I¥ITSI/GMRS-3 #lt, 5% ST-RSI/ITS4 R F/SCRR 540 30 4 133

PyE H A R B /NTF 200 bp, B 3E FFAE qPCR
IrEth R, B, ASEFSEAUR B B 14 ST-RS1/ITS4 Fl 15 22T A 2 A% 8 A O e i it ~r o 514
SRITSF/SRITSR W] A %4 VC L H ()7 51 429 %, FEECHEN 8.1%, i AT LLSE BN 5573 /N R FhoKSF- g
S, 514 SCR-F/SCR-R {UVEHL 30 45 H 1P 5, 7 35 F A% T 54 SRITSF/SRITSR, Hix75l
Wrssie e, B, ABFR UG-8 514 SRITSF/SRITSR F TG 4L 50/ MK T 2 Fb Rl i ey (32 3).
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2.2 PCR &M ERMBEIIFMLNL

221 R FAFAEAL DL 2 R SR BRI AR IE SO REAR AT qPCR RN SRR . 25 REHT: 519
ST-RS1/ITS4 e (1B kIR N 60 °C, 514 SRITSF/SRITSR i fEiE ki r“;%f 52 C. 7E LRIR KR T,
2 PO B A qPCR 34 R80R e m o IR, B 288 28 ST AN 22 7% TR qPCR 738 4514 R 95 C HilZEHE S min;
95 °C ZEPE 155, 60 C Bk 40s, 72 °C ZEMH1 40 s, 45 DMEFR, FR/NETH qPCR § &4 Hy . 95 C i
AP 5 ming 95 C A8 15s, 52 CiEBk40s, 72 °C HEMH 40s, 45 MER,

2 Fh g LB qPCR S 7 A & o d5c ol 51 9 &= Y98 0.3 pl (10 pmol-L™"), DNA £ AR ] & 35 4
2uL (10 mg-L7™"), RN AP TOGES k. Wik, B2 2 Fofili s qPCR KW K % (20 pL)
A B 2 pL(10 mg-L™Y), RS (10 pmol-L™) 4% 0.3 uL, GoTag®q-PCR Master Mix (Promega,
EE)I0 L, THEZEK 7.4 pL.

222 AR Ay DL 10 5B BERR R BOR AR SO AR, i 2.2.1 AL 1Y qPCR S s it
T34, bR, ST 220 T PR U I 2R 2Pk R KRl )=-3.319x+33.98 (v N C fH, x MR
), RERB RN 0999 5, PR N 100.1%., FENEEIRERLEELREERN
y=-3.552x+33.65 (v A C i, x MBiMi), HE RE (RN 09979, T IMACER 91.2%, SR FH .
2 P IR qPCR 1Y C, {55 BURIARE 5t W B2 IR B BA RAFIAME G R, M IRCRAT & qPCR & &= A4
T (2R, e IIASIFST ST 1 2 oo Do o ) 1y i 5L A 0 v T B R 25, T Sy ST A 24
A% T RN 55 3% /N TR R e A T ) 9 o X S A 22 % TR R 1 A I Y TR 2.42%10'~2.42%10° (x10°
PEDL-L™), XEFFRE/ IR B Ze A R R 2.20%10'~2.20%10° (x10° #5 01+ L),
2.3 FERERETEM

DR R A i RN 2% b SERE  DNA S BIHRiE 1T qPCR Y734 . 252 Wom . ISR i 23 0 1 — 45 it
WE, JoAulf, KW qPCR Y B /=W — HAR =S R IR . qPCR 43 7™ W) Tt fis b e Je vl ik &5 S Wk
7~: 519 ST-RSI/ITS4 47 #4845 51245 200 bp 19 - Bt, 514 SRITSF/SRITSR § ¥4 15 2|2y 450 bp 1 5 B, ¥
5 H® A BR/N—2 (B 1), FIFH NCBIBHE XS PCR 354 7=y v B 5 (4 25 S A7 5 90 Fe v, 45 50 L
F 4. KRG ST-RSI/ITS4 M JTTRL AR o 5 S+ HEFE & 47 34 2009 77 9 53 0 5 57 4G 22 % T8 R. solani
BTRFBI1(% 5% %5 : MZ158299) fil R. solani AG-F(C& 535 : 1Q343829) J¥ I ML fe iy, AHALLEE N 99.4%.
K514 SRITSF/SRITSR M UKL HE it K - EAE S 4 385 20 9 7 1 3 301 5 55 38 /MK TR S. rolfsii NTNM(E:
S5 MT126473) 1 S. rolfsii SR1(CE %5 MG847186) JF MBI fic i, 43 %1°h 99.5% F1 98.8%., #7147
Y e 25 SRR . A 514 ST-RS1/ITS4 H1 SRITSF/SRITSR 1 2| () DNA £ 513 5 H By F Bt 51—
5, HARGRMEESM.

500 bp
400 bp

300 bp
200 bp

100 bp

A. BIW%t ST-RS1/ITS4 (A4 38224, B. 5140%F SRITSF/SRITSR [ #7241, S1~S4. LHERE S 724 R, 7
T 22 A% W SRR S 3725 C. 5558/ INAZ B BORI AR T T 384 725 ML b i ; N BRIt R

B 1 SAFZAE Ao 52 H DNA 49 PCR #7349
Figure | PCR amplification of R. solani and S. rolfsii DNA
2.4 FiEREMETEM
DL 10 175 6 55 A% B 10 JFORE b o B OB AR Ll 2.2.1 T4k 5 9 qPCR B A4 R BEAT 9788, dEAT
qPCR REMEIGUE . 455 B/R . ARWFGT LAY qPCR A A I 7 32 6] 57 Al 22 4% EI%D?F%%/J\& PR ) T PR
A3 RT3k 24x100 F1 22x10° ¥ 01 - L7 (& 2).
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x4 FRIARAE AN TR EE RS R

Table 4 Sequencing alignment result of plasmid standard and soil sample

514 FEdh [ A e FFEE ARLLREE /%
) JEORLARE R. solani BTRFBI MZ158299 99.4
ST-RS1/ITS4 .
AR R. solani AG-F JQ343829 99.4
BORLBRIE A S. rolfsii NTNM MT126473 99.5
SRITSF/SRITSR .
T HERE S S. rolfsii SR1 MG847186 98.8
16 - A 16 - B -
12 b = — 12 b
i =
o 8 F = 8 L
‘;li 4 L s{i 4 [
® 1/2/ 34 5678 i 1/2/3 4/ 56 78
0+ > (U ) )
S e e e e
_4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J _4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
TEIAREUA TEAEA

A, SIAKZLAETA, 1~8. 2.42x108~2.42x10" (x10° #% UL - L);
B. FFE/MZH, 1~8. 2.20x108~2.20x10" (x10° #£ J1 - L)

A2 qPCR # Z#0iE
Figure 2 Sensitivity test of gPCR
25 FEEEHITFM
BEMLIERE 5 4> 2kbb 1 FEAE i DNA VE AR, A FHASHIF 58 G ST 09 7 3 XA St v ST G 22 4% 0 RN 55 3% /N
W 1TS JE 5 DR T o 25 SR . Sttt - 38 i ST A 22 B RN 55 38/ M TR TS LD D18 2 Ik
K100 45 5 1 A8 S 2R B B4 90 K 3.37%~4.61% F11 0.66%~8.61%(F5 5), 753 ZBUIYMET 10%, FKIAH
G IENT P ST 22 A% DR RIS 3 /N DR R e e DN 12 EL A Al A B 5 P R 1

x5 qPCREIEEM

Table 5 Repeatability of gPCR

Eb/ SR S0
I IR A HEdt i AR ZE%
G PEDUB/ (<104 01 - L7 C, PEDLE/(x 1048 01 - L7

4 31.74 3.09x10" 31.60 3.25x10" 3.57

5 30.54 6.45x10" 30.56 6.15x10" 3.37

ST LT 6 29.49 1.23x10? 29.51 1.17x10° 3.54
10 30.98 4.91x10' 31.03 4.60x10' 4.61

12 29.71 1.07x10? 29.74 1.01x10° 4.08

3 33.76 2.16x10? 33.53 2.44x10° 8.61

6 35.15 1.02x10? 35.09 1.05x10° 2.05

FEEZH 14 35.04 1.08x10? 35.05 1.07x10° 0.66
16 36.55 4.77x10 36.63 4.57x10' 3.03

18 35.72 7.46x10 35.67 7.66x10" 1.87

2.6 LiggttEPItLREMFRENMENESR

B ARG ST 1) ST A 22 A% TR R 55 R/ M TR S A D 75 VR I P vl b SR ARSI o AGH I 25
KWL SEASZZAZ R BIR O 100%,  1TS JE N5 D8R = o 2.61x10° $5 D1 - gt FFRE /IR YA HY 56
N 19%, KRN ITS FE P8 DU R R0 2.94x10° $5 01 - g7 BB SN 2 A% R TE LSk 3R )2 L3 h
JZAAE
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3 3t

51 ) R S P 2 X A R EL TR A T qPCR R A4 DGR, TR ITS JP 4 BT 8%) 2 FH T E A )
G RRHT, RIREA ()4 F R BRI T R BRAR B 43 F AR IC Y ACHIF 5 A K R SOk 2 R R e
P, O R 7R T R ITS X T 9 37 bl 22 4% TR RN 5 B /M R A OK SRR SR 5 1) ST-RS1/ITS4 il
SRITSF/SRITSR., NCBI NR %4 7E 2k HE X 25 5 7« ST-RS1/ITS4 Al SRITSF/SRITSR H 19 | BLAS il R
3R 7.7% F 8.1%, PRSI n] 5L ST R 22 % o RSB/ R R KRR S G s [WIRF, qPCR %
ML R s — e, 9738 R BN SR A S B R Be—8 LRGSRV AR5 E S AL
i 22 K% RN 55 38/ N TR 6 8 AR 7 vk A B i R Pk o eAh, qPCR R Jy ik i) R S SR AN S
ST — O 2, — M AE T AR I S (AR S 5 /N DL, mis AR oE 2B . X £
HENT A 22 K% TR RN R K2 ZE 48 [ 5 TR Phialophora gregata %5 4% 993 I P qPCR Kl () 28 51 ] LAk 26.7~
100.0 (x10° $5 D1 L Y2728 ACHIF S S X0F 7 Al 22 4% T 5558 /N TR ARG DU B 43 01 P 38 24%10° F11 22x10° #5
DL, BAEENREM. ik, AR08 7 E qPCR &I 772 T LR 3R 1T & s 4= 498 b ST G 22 4%
DRI S5 /IR AT 1 7 A

SR LA PR ST R /I R AT BB R E R E AR R B, nR YA,
WIKFE Oryza sativa. {84 Arachis hypogaea . TEA FNEARSE, 18 ORI MR 996 RN 25908 S5 3 1) e A 101,
BT 2 Bl IR A AT BTz M, R T A T S - S R A A L, DT S BT e AR
FEYSEAG IR ARG A B 06 S E B R A . ARBFIT P IR Sk 3R )2 B ST RS 22 K B G R GA
100%, WAL 22A% TR AE Dl aktth I 2 A2 AR . PR /MRS R BAIR, O 19%. ST/IME TR
RAL, ATREA T E R R . — 5T, BEE ST S b SR B R OR R T N W i AR, SRS/
WTE P ARSI T Rea /N 75 50—, WiTRe 2 M TR SRR, A4 2 LU B 28
T SR N AR RS O, 5 T B 4 Rk SR SRR VE L, O Dy 4 T ARSI 55 N
M AE Lk P B 3 A i Ol . [IREREIZE 2], N qPCR J7 346 il 4 8 b IR B 0 B i, A
REAT 25X 0 1 AR AL AR5 B BT 1) DNA, A 45 SR 7T 8 2 ok vmn Al 1 38 o J B S5 R AR 2 B2 90, TR I
Qnfar VAR L PR I IR T o b S TP I AR ST A 22 A% TR RN SR IME RS IR R B, i 2P Y
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