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I 2390005 3. VLI R BNHF B ARSI, TLI5 F A 210014)
WE: [ B8] 5% % LM Carya illinoinensis *F 5255 4 #r 9% R E , L& FHIEE Fusarium commune, WIRIEH &
Phaeosphaeri 1 # P. fuckelii. % J&-F %) 2 B Botryosphaeria dothidea #= 4 %) ] 36 Botrytis cinerea BEAT % My 5 45 ) &
FeREALFHMNGENENME, WAL ZEAKRRKS, FHhaxamEEmn, [FF] RRFL2AREREINZRAR
B R Rl AR i T 4k Kk RO R R RIS 25 ) s R B 694 4, A DPS S dm ) b A E (ECso)e [ #5% ] 234k
FOHE . P fuckelii., %EFTHEAEEEARATN HIOZEAKBESANA 25, 25, 3042 20°C; i pH{A 55 £ 8.0, 7.0,
7.0 F6.0; REBBESANARHIE, TEBEH . EHEFTERES; RERBIINAMBKRI, MEQK., AEFERE
B, SAPRE AP 450 g L sk S meat TR . RRTFH G A E f LW B FH Rk, ECso 2 A% 0.010 8,
0.091 5 4= 0.021 0 mg-L™", 250 gL' wibwk Bk 14 B %+ P. fuckelii 497 /1 3%, EC5o 1A% 0.004 I mg-L™', [ &# ] 4 #m R
BEASH BB TERENBERIRE T ARSRE ., MRATFEE OO RRRE T ARKERS, ke p 5t & A B
iz m A RIF B ER . B4 &2 431
XEE: FA LNk vTERER; AW, FAnE
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Biological characteristics and toxicity test of the pathogen of Carya
illinoinensis leaf spot

ZHOU Jielu', WU Tianhao', JU Yunwei', YANG Xutao?, LIANG Tian', ZHU Haijun’
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China; 3. Fruit Tree Research Institute, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing 210014, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: [Objective] This study aimed to determine the biological characteristics and toxicity of four
pathogens, namely Fusarium commune, Phaeosphaeria fuckelii, Botryosphaeria dothidea, and Botrytis cinerea,
that cause leaf spot in Carya illinoinensis and explore the optimal growth conditions for these pathogens and
effective control agents. [Method] The mycelium growth rate method was utilized to measure the growth rates
of the pathogens under different culture conditions and the inhibition rates of 5 chemical fungicides on the
pathogens. The ECs, was calculated using DPS. [Result] F. commune and P. fuckelii grew optimally at 25 C,
while Botryosphaeria dothidea and Botrytis cinerea grew optimally at 30 “C and 20 °C, respectively. The
optimal pH for growth were 8.0, 7.0, 7.0, and 6.0 for F. commune, P. fuckelii, Botryosphaeria dothidea and
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Botrytis cinerea, respectively. Glucose, soluble starch, sucrose, and soluble starch were the optimal carbon
sources, respectively. Similarly, potassium nitrate, tryptone, urea, and tryptone were the optimal nitrogen
sources for these four fungal species, respectively. Of the five fungicides tested, 450 g+ L' prochloraz exhibited
the highest level of toxicity to F. commune, Botryosphaeria dothidea, and Botrytis cinerea, with ECs, of
0.010 8, 0.091 5, and 0.021 0 mg- L™, respectively. Additionally, the 250 g+ L™ pyrazolyl ester demonstrated
the strongest toxicity to P. fuckelii, with ECs, of 0.004 1 mg-L™". [Conclusion] The four types of pathogenic
fungi growed well in carbon sources with elevated levels of glucose and soluble starch, as well as nitrogen
sources that contain urea, potassium nitrate, and tryptone. Prochloraz and pyrazolyl ester can effectively controll
the disease. [Ch, 4 fig. 2 tab. 31 ref. |

Key words: Carya illinoinensis; pathogen of leaf spot; biological characteristics; virulence test

M5C LBk Carya illinoensis J& T A8k B} Juglandaceae LBk Carya, 7= db 3€ % 76 74 b i) i
B, BRI MR, M TR, BB R RHETS , BRAVEER, IALTTIE . T E SRS Lk
P S i T 19 20 RDY, BEAE PR AR W O, WSS LA Rk T R R AR Ok B, EARE 2
21 Ff, QL4EIHIRRE 11 A, Hodr, WS IARB R BN . R S Rt AR RN T B, SR
ST LLAZ Rk B A0S BT WS LA S SRR S B v GE AR R BEAS . INGRAMT Ay s gk
JHTA Colletorichum spp.i&75 | 78 ILAZBE SR EERE 9 £ 2R, XREFES DR LAk SRR A /N4
#£2 B Pestalotiopsis microspora, 2 FhEEESHIEIXT I MR SCEAG R YNE . 00 XU A% Bk
BEIos EA TR PR U A 36 0k, BH A O Ik A 708 1) Alternaria alternata.

AU SE LLAZ AR SR8 2 2 b 23 B S Y 4 i IR e L 2 9 I Fusarium commune . W5 3K
& T J& Phaeosphaeria B P. fuckelii, 7% & ¥ ] % Ji & W Botryosphaeria dothidea 1 JX % % {4 Botrytis
cinered, X 4 PR C WU AEYIIR IR B E 2L, RESRERA E AT SRR TS Lilium
brownii var. viridulum 255" FIN & Nicotiana tabacum ¥R JE K" K ERIE # )& Phaeosphaeria spp X iR
V1 Phyllostachys glauca . ¥EAT Phyllostachys reticulata 77 Musa spp.'" ™ ARG HE ; A8 175 4
W B AR R, AT MR YR IL R Carya cathayensis. 8 Populus spp.. ¥&# Eucalyptus spp.55 28 55 #4
Aol I o ™ B A Uy R A A AL AT R AR IR A S

HRTIX 4 Fvi J5 i 0 AH G A= 2 e M A 2555 0 e O BF 928 o bl T (D g JirAS [m] ke PRI A5 22
S MR BUREA ], I W EEXS % 4 FPEUR R T AR = E o A BB TR R e 3 Bt iy
FEFE, AR AT LI R AT 21, BOIMBIARCRT . ASBFSEXT 4 Pl i 0 0 AR ) 22
PESEATHESE, JFH 5 Ml R AT = N EE I, B 78 e LLAZ BRI B A 7 42 $2 ¢4t ] 52 ) P e
et o
1 MEE 7%

11 ##

L1 A 5T IR SR R B L 2 . P fuckelii . 235 B~ 17 JA8 S T R IR 71 70 L7 R
A VLT | A RUR RN TR A B i L LA Rk o g At AR s

1.1.2 Ak 2R 5 Pt 50 A 45 250 g- L7 nbtmse fk 77 15 8 02 9] (T b R DR S R AE D RHBCA BRA 7D
450 g- L™ WK JHe L) (e B Ll gl & IRy AT BR A vl ) . 400 g- L' E TRE BRI (R SRS Ak 2Y
FHEABRA T, 250 g+ L™ FUR RS PE ] (TLIRE R GWETE AR A FRAR]) . 300 g- L B B e 7
A B G B AT IR 7D o

1.2 HER LM R R A ENE

121 BEMEH2ARKRZFGYw 4 FVBUR R ICEITLA TR EAR 5 mm B9, R D%
EHEERRR IR AL (PDA) HiFRA I, B 5. 100 15, 20, 25, 30, 35 °C % 7 MREEALFE, Kb
WH 3 WEE, RATF XA MR REFE 7 14 d BRE A, HEARKER,
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122 pHNHLAK#E RN ra DISEEWAHEIAER IR (PDA) NHEARTEFRE, M Imol- L Y
HCI %% A1 1 mol- L™ /) NaOH ¥ M 4 %% PDA #5575 pH {H, & 4.0, 5.0, 6.0, 7.0, 8.0. 9.0, 10.0 %
TAAEEE, K S mm (B ACRTE pH RF 3, 27 CHHIER IR, BN E SIREL . Bk P.
Suckelii 735 T3i 5% 7 F 14 d W HARSN, HAx 3 i TH5% 3 /7 d bl gt dk B, AR
A,
123 AR B LAERKEEG Y DUIERIEFREE 025 gL fAREE, 030 g-L' #i A #, 2.00
g L7 iHIRHN, 30.00 g- L™ %74, 20.00 g+L7' Bifg, 1000 mL 7K) Gt . Ok Hophin A 4s
SLh 30.00 g+ L7 A WE . REME . M. FLE. PIEYERERE AN RIBRIR ,, SET ORGSR At
AR, 3510 2.00 g- L7 AHEREH . BilREL . IRE . ARRE . REARERAFERAI, #1728 H
5o B 5 mm PR ASESREL, 27 C RS, BACEIEE 3 RES, MEER 122, HHHEAK
AR,
1.3 HFHRERRLERKNSHNE

SR HH AR AR 33 835 I AN (] 3% 1 501 % 9 e LAk I S0 o Dt o A ST BRI P o o 5 R 24 0 A TR K
B E LR R BCE 5 TR REERREE (R 1), FREER RS SR SRl PDA B3R B LA L
1:99 VR -GH45), Bl R BT i vk B i & 235 R BT A B 2 g e b R 2 i T vk B, 5 2B R
24 o e VAR P =2 AR R < 24 5] v AT R0 43 T o W B 2 B SR SRR AR 2 0 A T TR R IR
3ANEE, WE AT PDA H IR AXTEE . K S mm MR AR, 27 C fHIRR SR,
BRI 3 RE R, H55E 3~T dJE, R A X A TR R TR T B . R R =O6 BB VR
F—Ab PR 7% ELAR )% BRIE V& EAR x100% . FF 5 F2h5) 5 /4> Jox v B2 A T 11 7% 2B K 0 410 o e ) (B 5 0
BAMEULERE, fERRAE R (v), 2RI BTRREE Y B AR BUEE N A A8 i (x), I B/ A eik sy “wk
BEXTR—LRAE” B2, FH Excel Al DPS #X 4R HAHIE R EL (r) . 01 vk BE (ECso) K27 77 [H1H
TR (y=ax+b), AN [R50 %60 9o It 11 B 1 R50CR

®1 HHHREERE

Table 1 Dilution mass concentration of reagents

TR R B /(mg- L)

I FR
L A P T i IR fief i HEH T B g TR B

N 1000.0. 100.0. 100, 2.0, 1.0, 02. 100, 2.0, 1.0,  100.0, 100, 1.0.

T 00, 2.0,10.°0 1000, 100, 10, 2. 1
10.0. 1.0, 02 0.1 02. 0.1 02. 0.1
) 10000, 100, 10.  10.0. 2.0, 1.0, 0.2, 10000, 100, 40.
P. fuckelii . o 100,10, 4, 2,1 ° 100, 10, 4. 2. 1
e 100000 100,100 1000, 100, 10, 10000, 100, 10, 10000, 100, 40,
S SN 02. 0.1 2.1 20. 10 VT TS
Pa— 10000, 1000, 1.00. 0.20. 0.10. 10000, 100. 10. 10000, 100. 40.  1.00. 0.20. 0.10.
‘ 400. 200, 100 0.02. 0.01 2.1 20. 10 0.02. 0.01

2 HERESN

21 HREEEYFHETAR

211 BAEMAZAKZEEGHw WK PR HEHRMAELE 10~35 C FHRAK, mlERKIRE
25 C, WHKEMAERKBREN 1076 mm-d', REFE 10 CLUNE, WEZBNE; P fuckelii 7 227
10~30 C F¥REAEK, Sl ARKEE R 25 C, BEMAKHERS 5.00 mm-d™, REELE S FI35 CHAE
KECR A 05 ABE 74 R B FTE 10~35 C FHReAK, BodAKEE R 30 C, REMNERERY
2176 mm-d™, WREETE S C R UAUFBIAERZEM0H; KA M7E 5~25 C PHReER, SaEERREER
20 °C, BHEIAEKHER N 1495 mm-d ™', JELE 30 °C KDL A K220 .

2.1.2 pHH 24Kk Ry WK 2 fin: EHRIEE A pH h 4.0~10.0 4 T AR, b
HE2ZEKM pH N 8.0, B EKHEAE N 940 mm-d', £ pHAO WA T, HLEKZR; P
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AERKIHER /(mm - d)

5 101520253035

P. fuckelii

5 10 15 20 25 30 35

BT ] P T
b a

5 10 15 20 25 30 35

5 10 15 20 25 30 35

7/°C 7/C 7/C 7/C
AENG P RFRORAN 2R R (P<0.05).
B 1 RSB E AR L ARk R 60
Figure 1  Effect of different temperature on mycelial growth rate of strains
P SOl P fuckelii FTHE T R Yk

12 7 20 rababe 2 abc 20
] 2 ab
o 1(8) . be ape 2 ab @ g be cd 4o s d beded slbe o bebe ¢
g d
S 6 I 10 10
% 2 5 5
@ 2 1
# 0 0 0 0

456 78 910 456 728 910 456 78 910 456 78910

pH pH pH pH
AFNG FRERR AN 7 57 535 (P<0.05).

B2 RFE pH T #sE LA KR FH0

Figure 2 Effect of different pH on mycelial growth rate of strains
Suckelii 7 pH 4.0~10.0 B 55 T EW AR, RIEEEZAEKE pH R 7.0, WA KEAER 590 mm-d',
FE pH 4.0 AT, 224K 2R ASHE 0% B I I AE pH 4.0~10.0 MR R AE K, ROEH M
A pH o 7.0, IR IS T IS AR, 2K RN 18.74 mm-d ', A% HE ) 4 R TR AE
pH 4.0~10.0 Y5 T TCEH WA M B9 NG, pH BB HAE KL s K A /87E pH 4.0~10.0 B 4%
PFR¥ATAR, BalHEZAERN pH o 6.0, W24 K#ERN 10.69 mm-d ',
213 mRMNEH2ARKZERGY A WK 3 PUR: LERMEE S WA IR L2 RKER, 4
KN 11.89 mm-d™', (HIHZEHRAL R XTI 5 PRI ARG 22 55 RN B35 P fuckelii X AT HETE R 1Y
BRI R RO b, B 224 KRl 432 mm-d ™', P. fuckelii F FRCR Fe 25 BRI R FUBE, T 224 Kol
A 2.87 mm-d 'y ASEE TR A R T R FH SO B 25 DR EON 27 R, TR 22 KR 811 mmed ! K
2 FELNT T P TE B P DR A8 R e i, 22 AE KRR 10.79 mm-d™, B 4 48R HRICR £ 22 i e
VR R A2 20, B RKEE R 8.7 mm-d ',

T P. fuckelii TR AR
L3 a 5 0ra a a
=12 4 15 b
B 2
# 10 1 5
& & T N N S
SESFE SESTE SESTE SRS
i i i B

KRG FRFRAA R B (P<0.05).
B3 RESBRAARE LA KRR YA
Figure 3 Effect of different carbon source on mycelial growth rate of strains
214 REBRAEHZAERRFEGYw WNE 4 P7R: LEGRAETE 5 AR AR RUER, Hrp R
ROR B IR e, WA KHER N 1311 mm-d!, SHAVAF R BE, TEmmRgkhE KRS, #
22K R 7.00 mmed s P. fuckelli BIGEF R &2 BEE AR, HEZ4ARK#EEN 257
mm-d”, TERRIRE T AEK RS, ARKEZE N 0.66 mm-d ™' 4555 2 8 I AR A R0 B i 2 R
R, HEaARKEER 1477 mm-d7', FIHZCRRZEORE SRR, W2AERKEREN 7.54 mm-d™'; K
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HAAERRIRZ SN 4 PR IR BRI T DUER, Ferp o s AU RCR I i R IR AR, 2228
K@M 1043 mm-d ', SHAARBEZEFBFH, ERFHIZEAER

~ F T P, fuckelii 2% T A P s V-

< 15 b 2 b 3 a a 20 a 2 a 150 2

£ 10 ¢ d 2t b b 15 ab 10 ab .

5% 5 1 c :

# 5 >

¥ 0 0 0 ¢

RS SR O e & &8 ke B F R I & 8 k5
T O ST LS SSF
K KL @ KL KL

ANFVING R R ) 2 57 B (P<<0.05).

B4 RF IR AR 2 Kk i Y
Figure 4 Effect of different nitrogen source on mycelial growth rate of strains
22 STREFNREENZENZTHNE
I 2 FIHL: 5 RO TR D S 2 g6 B Y ECso B /NBIJIRUCH K e . FURTRTR . AT . BRI
W R TR o PRI, WA T X R S AR B A N RR, BURTETRIZ , MM R TR A . 5 R
RIS P. fuckelii B ECso HH/NBIRARUCN MEMREBER TG . BREFE . DNBRIEME . FOET . SURENR . Pk,
M mA Pk DRI X P fuckelii 25 N7 T B0, WREERRIRZ, U TR 55 o 5 023 181 701 ) 255 1 - 2 A2 s T
1) BCso FH/NEIKARYCH Kl . HmseE DRITE . A RTE . IR AT . SUR TR . R, WREFIERT Z5BE+
R I S N BE S iR, MR R IR, SUR TRR RS o 5 RIS TR I A ) ECso H/NEIRARIK
BREENE . BRI . ERTE . WURTRITR . MR DR . PR, RSSO PR A A6 % N B B, R
PRI IR Z, M Pk DT T A 55 o

K2 SHEHX 4 MRENENFHNE

Table 2 Toxicity test of 5 chemicals against 4 pathogens

Bl s SiaNs) P. fuckelii R T 4 R S T IRA AR
255 A EIH ECy/  #EHEIA ECy/  #EHEIA ECy/  #EAMEIA ECsy/

T " (mg-L™") I d (mg-L™) I g (mg-L™) g g (mg-L™)

MEWEEEETE 1=0.15x+4.76 0.97 39.2229 y=0.14x+5.34 0.99 0.0041 y=047x+520 090 03675 y=0.45x+3.91 0.93 275.0527

N 1=0.68x+6.34 0.97 0.0108 y=0.47x+6.12 0.97 0.0043 y=0.69x+5.72 0.87 0.0915 =0.64x+6.07 0.97  0.0210

ER:afi 3=0.55x+4.96 0.99 1.1789 y=0.57x+4.96 0.96 1.1676 y=0.57x+5.00 0.96 0.9904 »=0.28x+4.74 098 8.2380

FURHEE  )=0.72x+5.38 075 02947 1=0.88x+3.40 0.92 65.7059 =0.79x+3.66 0.94 50.7026 y=0.80x+3.34 0.95 118.1367

TIBRBEIE  3=0.73x+4.00 0.97 233633 3=031x+5.14 0.95 03582 =0.60x+4.43 097 8.8454 »=0.73x+5.64 0.98 0.134 1
VLB p M LRAE, xR 24500 B ok A R

3 7tk

ARG XF ICEIRALTR . P. fuckelii . 2% HE 75 %5 I BRI IR 2 FL R4 T A= 2 RPN 2 0 28 P9 26550 B9
BAWE, R HEEE RIS, TERAEPAZ N L= E R XRE . pH &I NGERE, 7E 10~35
°C, pH4.0~10.0 B 224RE K, Hh BGE IR 25 °C, 76 pH 8 I 224 Kdmeble, ki 5 RG i P54
WFFE 25 R . HAE R UG A, Bl AR M ASIRER , SRS s g 2= Rk, Xl hE
AR B e T TR Y 102 AR 00 BETR P fuckelii A=) R MR WT ST i HR DURGE , ARBFSE R
P. fuckelii il A= KI5 R 25 °C Fifci& A=K pH M 7.0, P. fuckelii 1& ‘B 7F 5516 0% HLER B 5 i PR IR 5
AR Bl bR IE A AT PEVERY . il AR R AR IR . S A A TR O 22 2B RO BB R 10~35
C, TEAKIRE R 30 °C, & pH K 7, 7F pH 4.0~10.0 4 KR 2 IR K, 5 XL iy iF 57 45 5
— 3, FBOERRIEN R, 52AER R A R, BGOSR N IRE, SIS oY g R 2
BlEK, HIFEHFATRELE T RMRE A AR 75 £, HXPEFRY R NOA A A 225 . KEE w24
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KRS Iy 5~25 C, Bo@ RN 20 °C, 5id pH A 6.0, 5BRMES B4 AR . EABT
WO A AL R 22 A RIS BRI N AT ETERS , Bl RO BRE AR, 5ok A AR A KA A f LR
SFRRPERAAIR Y, 4 R R DL B R A B R 2 D AE K E B 22 Mg, AR A b n] e
FIBRPREEAE AR, LUK B A A 0 H Y

AT 5 FHEGFIXT 4 MhECH RN A BCR M E NI E 225, Horh, BREEN XI5 5 7] i
BOREA, SR SEEAFPY BT AR DREEME AR — PR/ 0], AR PLE L T4 i) LR Py i 22
P B A L, BN RECT, XL HE AR Fusarium 55 22 B0 % 7 R0 A 035 1R Y,
X P. fuckelii KU, HEMEEE G ERAD ERCR ey, P RIS 0, 259% WK B [ o ] 2 Ja8 S TR 40 R S8R A
4, HLECso 4 0.08 mg- L™, SAHEFEESIRAIL; S0 R 18308 Fr A% I o i o K A 8 A A = P 2
FIEE S AE T A BRBK SR I ECso o 0.99 mge L, BEJIME A, ABTTEAG N IS5 I8 SHT# AL, bR
R A AN R RCR foc ey, MR R R s o T TR) A 2550 IR AICR 52 Z2 R IR B, o Jm )k — 28 1
AR UESE o BA WFFE I IE S IE 2570 L BRI B iR s8OR BEAER ARBIFSERY 5 R 701 A2 e 2 75 A e
BN R R SEE 9T

4 Hip

25 I, X% 4 PRI E R, fEE NIREE A 20~30 °C, pH 6.0~8.0 BYFREE AT LIAE KASHU, %
4 Pl D DA AE LA AR RS R VE R AR TR, DAPRZE . AR A ER (MM R I AR T AE K IE R . IR
8 JH £ R TR RIORAE S R R TEF W, ECso ¥97E 0.10 mg- L' VAR, P R B 1R 3 09 3 14, N
LR A 2 B 9 v e LU A BRI BB 1) B e 24 700, 5940, IR ok R i LA B M BRI E . ARSI B
FERRIT BB TR, b T B kR e — 2050 R B2, P s o TR A fi FH R A e L5 s ik Ry
fiss, DLSEIRAFMIBHIARR .
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