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Abstract: In this study, we explored the inhibitory effect of Piri formospora indica on Sclerotinia scleroti-
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orum to lay a foundation for the further application of P. indica as a biological control agent. The gene
(GFP) encoding green fluorescent protein was transformed into the genome of wild-type S. sclerotiorum
“1980” by PEG-mediated protoplast transformation to obtain “1980-GFP”. Under the confrontation culti-
vation with P. indica, the growth of S. sclerotiorum was investigated. Additionally, the expressions of
the key genes including Sssod 1, Sssmk1, Ssshk1 and SsITL , involved in defense and growth, were detec-
ted by quantitative real-time PCR. The confrontation cultivation showed that P. indica had direct antago-
nism against S. sclerotiorum. Cultivated on PDA, the colony radius of S. sclerotiorum was decreased by
36.43% ~53.56%. Colony growth rate, dry weight and amount of sclerotium were decreased by 84. 76 %,
64.16% and 73.38%, respectively. The hyphae of S. sclerotiorum was abnormal, forming lots of short
bifurcations after confrontation cultivation. Additionally, the fermentation broth of P. indica could inhib-
it the growth of S. sclerotiorum. The dry weight of mycelium cultivated in fermentation broth of P. indi-
ca was decreased by 52.01% and 25.52% compared with that in PDB and 1/2PDB. respectively. The re-
sults of quantitative real-time PCR analysis showed that the expression of Sssmk1 was up-regulated 3. 89
times at 48 h (hours post confrontation cultivation), Sssod 1 was up-regulated 2. 78 times at 72 h, SsITL
was up-regulated 2. 94~4.71 times at 24 ~72 h, Sssod1 and SsITL were down-regulated at 96 h, and
Ssshk1 was down-regulated in the middle and late stages of confrontation. The results indicated that P.
indica affects the expression of genes involved in growth and defense in S. sclerotiorum , and can signifi-
cantly inhibit the growth of S. sclerotiorum.
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¥ 3% (Sclerotinia sclerotiorum) J& ¥ %€ W |1 ( Ascomycota) . #% #% B B} (Sclerotiniaceae) . #% #% & /&
(Sclerotinia) BL# , BEME ) 12 12 YL A0 35 H W5 M 32 (Brassica napus) 16 IR 400 Z RS, H i B0 3¢
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1 #MRERE

BT 2019—2020 4E7E H PRTIT I S TARRFORBE 5T o0 kAT
1.1 ##

1.1.1 RBHHk

B 45 BR “ 1980 iy T B T Ih 28 TR L AR B ST O R AE . B Mel 70 5 K AT 0 AL S5 4RA0 % 35, BN
AP ALDSM 118727 i K VLK 2 ok SCH Bz g, H 85397225 8 Johnson %7 1y 05 ik AT, K AT 8 (Esch-
erichia coli) &334 7 DH5a 1# FE.

1.1.2 XA AR A

R L T (PEG-4000) . Ih 4% 245 %) i B i 55 9% 2 (Potato Dextrose Agar, PDA), D44 S5 & HE A ¥
1 37 3 (Potato Dextrose Broth, PDB) 251y [ Jb 5T s ok 8 B 4 47 B 23 7] (Coolaber). %M Johnson 45"
4977 2= B 1 2 . PNM (modified PNMD 15 55 5,

1.2 FHik
1.2.1 pEF-OGFP W MAELZ AR R LRk

AR HEE S5 (F DY BB TR GFP (OGFP) W F 5, 35 8™ OGFP Fr B
A TFHH EF-1a 3 (SS1IG_07595) [ 8l 7 Filf . 3543 pEF-OGEP i %5 8k (K 1a). 3% Rollins™"
(14 7 VR AT AR AR 1 28 B PEG A 52 09 J5 A IR Ak o K R 300K i Ak B A% A T 19807 L DR 4. ) 5
RO T . IFAEDE R 488 nm TN WL JL DR 5 B 0 DR A TR R I 22, ik < 1980-GFP A bk, I T /5
1.2.2 BEW L9 LB ER

SRR S 1 7 i, AT AR IR 3% BRI TR ATAL AR (AR 6 mm) BUED B AL i 18
ENGH LY, BT HAE 90 mm ) PDA A b, BEFHGEZN 1/8 Bk, HEERIEMEEERKE
AR 2/3 EAREE, il B AH ) AY 7 2 B 1980-GFP” % 43 T A TR 22 B B S MAG S5 — L DL SR il B R A
TE A0 S A Ry % B BCE R A TR S . BB 12 b RO o TR 22 Herbon B VR B & EE B (em) s DUTEAY
PR 22 1 AR A BE . R ¢ ' A R I B WL 6 VP T T A B A A, R IE M R 2 IR SRR AE. 43 ) T R R
Wig%)5 24 h, 48 h, 72 h } 96 h iU 2, 2 B T A P AF, T T SEm 9 & PCR 430, 3 IRE &
XU 3R 7 d JE WO A% . eI R R SO T R (»).

B RE AU 10 & T B SR 0 R A R 0 B TR R O ik AT, WA ks, TR AT, MG
BT %8 (6 mm) UL 5 BREN AU I 22 e & T PDB 35 Wb T 28 “C, 200 r/min $ K R BERE 35, B
Fe 4 dJa. IR R R RO TAZ B B 3%, DL PDB, 1/2 PDB 85 38 5 IR 4% Bk R X IRL 22 °C,
200 r/min ¥i 3% 4 dJ5 . WA OISR 22 3R T (9, 3 IREH.

1.2.3 & RNA #BEE cDNA § — 4 4%

IR & Ultrapure RNA Kit(DNase D (db 5% fe Sk thh 40 24: Y RHE A B2 5D #E 47 5 RNA #2505 4tk
PR £ PrimeScript® RT reagent Kit(Perfect Real Time) (TaKaRa) #1F cDNA 2 #% 3.

1.2.4 314kt & EaF & k22 PCR

% I8 NCBI 03 12 i AH ¢ 358 A i 9% B 77 51, JH Primer Premier 5 % HF5I# (£ 1. RNE R 1 pL
¢DNA(100 ng/pl), SYBR Green Realtime PCR Master Mix 10 pL, IF [ & 52 [ 51 #1145 0.5 pl, RNase-
free H,O 8 pl.. Fl CFX96TM real-time PCR ¥ (Bio-Rad) #1752} %€ ¢ & 5 PCR K. B FEF . 95 °C
A 30 s, 95 CAEME 5 s, 60 CIR K 20 s, 72 CHEMf 20 s, 40 DI, B IHEAREL 3 K. DIEEHE
SsTubulin JEPRVE NS, 0 22T SE3HE LN (A Xm0,
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F1 BEMERIHELESR PCR ALY

HEAH RS ER SR (5-3) BT 519151 (5-3)
OGFP CTACCCGGGATTATGGTGAGCAAGGGCGAGGAG GACGAATTCTTACTTGTACAGCTCGTCCATGCCG
Sssod1  SS1G_00699 CGATGAGGTCCGCCATGTAG TGGACTCTTCAGTGTCTCCTCTG
Sssmk1l  SS1G_11866 TTCAGGGCAAAAGGTCGCTAT GTGAAGGACTCGTAATTTCTAGGCT
Ssshkl  SS1G_12694 TGAGGGACAGTATTCAGAGAAACAC CGTTAACTGCGTCATTCCGATA
SsITL ~ SS1G_14133 AAGAGCATAATGGATGGTGG AGCAAATGTGGTGCCGAC

SsTubulin SS1G_04652 GTGAGGCTGAGGGCTGTGA CCTTTGGCGATGGGACG

1.3 HHESHT

H Microsoft Excel 2016 fil SAS 8. 0 B A4 #EA7T 54 43 A . N ¢ D056 3 47 25 7 3 MRG58

2 H#REHSW
2.1 #ERAXEAHERZEZEEK"1980-GFP"HRXE

S LT BT Ml L5 X IR B R N R B T R A R L, AR S T A 8 U G B 1 B B DR R B T T k. A
H PEG 546k, H %S T J5 1 pEF-OGFP Ak (K 1a) % AL BE R B AR “ 19807 1 Jii A= iAoy, 28253 BE
B AR MR R PO IR e, SLARAT 26 DAL, TG A4 3 2R A 10 AU R 2 ' A0 b A L% it A JE 4 R
W22 (8 1b, 1o, Tk g @IOUES RmmE 1, HEE AR, WL2IBE UL EZIP i 5 5 AR —
e, T AT S 8L 5E.

pitzoGi: [ opF-1a H OPTGFP )| TEF-1a H PupC H hyg ) TtpC 7/

(a) pEF-OGFP#E &

RERfE

B
&

®) BtH (c) BEITK

i 3k TS R S AR AR s B A AR P O 3 o B T AR (ZEISS LSM 9000 3148, 1 22 1 98 6 B A B (OLYMPUS MVX 10) #1145,
1 ZBERAEEHRERZETREHK“1980-GFP”
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2.2 EEEEA(P.)XMZEE(S.s)WIFHIEHR

B RE RUIE A6 5 b £ R VR SR S, R A 32 B B (B 2a). 7E 36 ho B, AR KRR R
IR (p<C0.05). WeJE, AbBHLH /Y 76 V& 4 i E AR FEAR 1 36.43% ~53.5600, A KB BEEREAR T 84.76 %
(E 2b), I A TG (B 2a 20607 HE) . VP AL ST T 22 & & 58, oo b 908 2 19 43
X, HESMAER, GFPE 50l (K 20). Bi38 7 dJ5, XI55 3% oo i A% &5 5 B A% 55 b X 18 R 1K
T 73.38% (E 3a), TR T 64.16% (K 3b). ENERUEAMLE PDA B33k v K e, HiE
22T RE Sy AR A SR AR R A ) R I A S AR . ED AL e B PNM B 3R 3 R R B A
B, AN S O B TR A K S R Z BH (B ). il ARBFSE UAE R PNM B35k b kA7 B AL 6 5 4% 4
TR R X IR B %, 65 5 T A 48 A TV A AT SR Az B o (I 4, it — 25 3R W B0 2 B 9 % A 48 T 1 400 ol 4
AU T A K 25 1] 5 4

24h 36 h

(a) ENEREANZERE A KNI IER

BZEREEFRE on

HEFATE/h S siPi
(b) ENERFANZEREEEKIEEN I (o) ENERFANZERE LTSI

a Pl rpox B (S s ) AFE ST A 2 00 3 Pl A% B 1 < 1980-GFP” 5 AbFRAH (S. s/ P. i) M2 A2 42 T A% 45 TR 1980-GFP” o A il 32 Fh BN & RLIE 11
c P X BREH (S, ) S IE B AR KA B AL 1 1980-GFP” B 24 8 25 B 96 55 AL BRLA (S, s/P. i) g X IRk 45 35 48 h i 410 1 #3082 A2 4% 18
“1980-GFP I #IE 3 M e 615 %5

E 2 PDA i kBN E R Xt % 2 H R0 &

% B TR A 22 SR AE AR I e B b 2 T8 U 22 B8R ] A [) 7 AR 5 73 R 55 R A B B, JRAT] 6 9 7 22
BRAE PDB By R W b A KB RE B, 72 1/2 PDB 8538 Rz o (B3 M 7 BN RE B #0021 1% 77 8 ) I e (1
Sa). A4 25 b B T 22 SROME T AR i, R AR B EE ALY 96 1 B 77 U 0 % 28 T AR T BT & 4 PDB R 1/2PDB
B IR rh 48 BB FEAK (p<<0. 05) » BEAR 2351 52. 0126 H1 25. 52 %0 (I 5b).

2.3 HERAEAMNZERAEKZEEEEMNXBERREKENZN

R B 5 6T URE 35 5 B EE BUIE A X A% 5 A0 A HLER . FRATH ST SO E i PCR FRK I T 58 &0 1E

R & AR L B A B B B i O A SE 6 ) Sssod 1, Sssmk 1, Ssshk1 Je SsITL A% 235 K.
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20r 0.20r
b b
18F T 0.18} T
16F 0.16F
14F " 0.14F
wo12f @ 012}
§ 10 . E 0.10F
iz} - & gost a
8 T oo 2
6F 0.06 F
aF 0.04F
2F 0.02F
0 1 '] 0 A
PS8 S. § P.ilS. s S.s
(o) ENERERNZERRZ
() FERFANZEHHENEN 0 EREFRNZEFEEZRENEI E BRI (5L FrHE )

ING PR R p<<0.05, ZRALHFEE L.
E3 PDAF|ELNERFEAMNZERTEZE TG
48h 72h 96 h

P.i/S. s

0.06 ¢

0.05 F

0.04

0.03 F

HEFTRE/:

0.02F

0.01F

0
PDB 1/2PDB P, i-PDB PDB 1/2PDB P i-PDB

() REEF RN REEREZRERKNING (57K FTHE N B £K) (b) AEREFRRNZERELKRENZN

INE R R p<<0.05, ZRAGIHHEX.
Bs5s HNERAEBAEZBEFREXNZEREKAIE
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Sssod 1 5 4% £ T B A% B Sz LA BT 6 5 00 2 DDA 90 FE 0 I 1 9% L. Sssod 1 B35 B (p<C0.05),
JFF 72 hikfemaRik e, LA XTIRAY 2. 78 £, Bl R R R EFEML. 96 h BF T IH T 94. 53 % (Kl 6a).
SEALFE, BB AL 002 5 S A A DA 0 R0 B A S NE . AE S TN 2 5 e A R TR TR A% R R DGR R i R Gk
IR 1 X5 Ry 5 5 X6 A% 26k VAT T A% 50k R 5T 6 1 00 4 .

Sssmk 1 JEA% 5 T A5 5 15 35 00 SC Bl 5L R, [ Bt 5 4 45 BT T 9 JE AR L A R BRI ORE L A X IRE B 3%
AU, Ssmkl Rk a8 % LI (p<<0.05), 48 h i L 3. 89 fiF, J5 WMWK & IE % F ik /K P (E 6b). 4R %
B, BN R AR A M TR S B R RIS S AR AR, S TR T 1 B a8 N, A T RE IR T PR %
9 JE BL.

SsITL F& R4 0 8% 5 00— ARt W B, X BOR 1. 24K WIS AEA 20,
AR H h SsITL H3235 5 Sssod 1 2L, FEXHIGREFR 24~72 h WA RAE B E FIH(p<<0.05). Lk
PR 2. 94~4. 71 A5 (] 60). EJEEBLIE 76 5 8% 45 A 0T U85 85 3% 2k R v A 455 1T A 7 e A7 BEL TT R R 1% 3 TR A
W R R B IR R 22— T 2 3 R 3 1k A A0 00 T RE B M T A% 2 B B A B K

Ssshk 1 J&—Fp 20 G0 FR PG . 5% BB R 2B A5 | VA 18 {8 DL B Xt b S B0 B8 1438 B ) A7 5L 7 X IR
K g2 01 . Ssshk1 B RIK K5 X BEEF, hIE B T M (p<<0.05), T EN 20.81% ~28.55%
(B 6d). g5 H M, XTI 35l B v, EREE RLE A0 ] T A 818 Ssshkl JER M RIE, WTRES BT AW
WIS R e — 2 B LR T % 2 B X A 5 A% s

or O S s | O S.s b
st ms 5P b 351 msgpi
a 3.0F
w4 ]
P ¥ 25t
% 3 b = 2.0 b .
m 2t a a = 1.5¢F a a a a
a & 1.0} a
Ll Sl B
0 " " " - 0 L L L
24 48 72 96 24 48 72 96
At iEl/h At iEl/h
(a) Sssodl (b) Sssmikl
451'(5): O3S.s 2 :(5) Os.s a
40l M S. 5P b NILERGE
i 3.5} w30 b
#® 3.0} K25t
® 25t b b % 20F a
E 20t . B 15t a2 b a i
1'3 [ a a a 10}
05F I_LI I‘LI I‘LI 0.5t
0 4 L L 0 N . .
24 48 72 96 24 48 72 96
At iEl/h At iEl/h
(c) SsITL (d) Ssshkl

INE F R IR p<0.05, %A L.
Bo MNFEFNINERFEAMNZEFRERKAETERFEMEXBERRLEXHNEZI

3 iTig

X URE % FR 0, A% #E TR 5 BN R AUE J 2 il o 7 AR T TR, LS TR AR B RO T B, O R I
fol i A A T 22 X 5 5 70 B S R R G IR B SR A B L B AR A 5 3 4 A R A4 %
R 3% 35 25 SRl S AR 5% 2 0L, B3 BLIE A0 RE 06 10 ) I B 0 B A0 AR K s Y e SR B R S B 5 B AU L it
BEAS T ) 55 4% B 1 24E K55 Ghahfarokihi 2857 FER EE RUIE 461 5 /N 2 2 0o 1 (Gaeumannomyces grami-
nis var. tritic) XFURFEE IR . K BERERUE A1 5 /N 22 4 Dl T 22 (Rl 2 8 M R A, O BLENEERUE /s
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il /N2 A ko B TR 22 B9 A G BV RE BUIE A0 5 BT 2 0 TR RS IR B IR I, Ok B HC R BT 2 O T A B R R AR
FHYY . Moharam 2555 % B, SFHioo) I3 355 F2 F, RS BLIE 60 9 R X 2 F1 4% 71 B (Fusarium oxysporum) P= 24
B A S5 H0VE . (E HR B R WA BE 8 0 0 i) SR J 9l T T B A L BN B RUIE L AR AR K R v 2 e A B
REZHRAENRIEY . U WEA .. BEL T RS (Hydroxamic acids) &5 B G R A Y
A N-HI B2 BB-3497 (N-formyl hydroxylamine BB-3497) J& 51 B (9 5T 681 7 . HE 4% 410 il 5 0 g i B 1
By AR SRR I5 R (Cyclic hydroxamic acid) GE % 14 58 A% 1 %6 96 TR s 2E 0 B ve ™. AR BFgE e e T Ep
FUE AR PDB 15 5RO DL IR AL AL . IR BB RUIE 90 15 77 W b i T 22 BRO/INVA T B B 25/ T LA
PDB FiI 1/2PDB K5 35 W 35 75 (A% S B 22 Bk, 3R W B BE BRIP4 & e 335 77 W R 40 1 A% B T A A 4, (H L RR
M A 1A e it — 20 o B e

Sssod 1 J2 A% % T 48 A P 1 AR i (SOD) R A 51 s I Sssmk 1 @t % B 5 5155, 5w
WAL TR T TE A T 22 B S R R AZ T I, 3 1 5 A 4 A O B 0 N 5 TR A T I DDA G A BIE 5T
Sssod 1. Sssmk 1 FEXTURF 55 TR AT RAA B W3 LR, RIWINS IR 15 Fe ik B2 ey, BRERLTE FRL TG 1 A% 45 7 1 B 1
FRE. SsITL 4S8 W n) — 8t W E e, I 5w R A T B VMG, TE% R W= i s K
52 PR AR 1R BSOS B L B A A BELAS TR A R A TR VA A, SSITL eI &k i
T BB R 5 B RE B A6 4 i) T AT A SZ BT SRTAT, Sssod 14 SsITL fEXTIRERG 3R 96 h ik 5132 2 )
il s BN EE AP £ AT BE7E X IR 55 35 5 WM ] 1A R S A% K B ARG R I R G XTI B R A TR
2 0 5T B DA EIE 1 i A R A A TR AR o TR 22 B A AT S AR R A RE 8 T Bl A A TR KA
SN R IREE, BT RS B o S Ak A0 R, B AL A0 v Bl A 4 BT A B A LA S AR 3 B 4 B A
PRI ZCR. Ssshe 1 VTS BT BRI N, TUBRFRIE Ssshel MR W LTE S 58 . WK TN, 3K
25T R BEN LA Skt A B 0 SRS L AR g R, PR S, A% B BN Ssshk 1 IR TR
A 8 5 I B 75 o B v R T TR VR A RS L R 2B A R R VDA DG, X IR RS R R b, BB TR Ss-
sod1, Sssmk1, Ssshkl } SsITL HFIBBA ST RN, B0 RERLIE 460 5 4% 8 8 Z [0 A & B B 22 BAE DL
il A i — 2o

SETH T EQ B RLIE A0 1 /N 22 o 25 85 995 1 b v N B R R A EC R T p IR R R T AR
Molitor % & LA A e B ENERIE M . 51 5K E REPIMEMCIEE MY 1R, HEKENHE
PR RE 3 10 B 1o FL X RS M B, A A ER B AU AR . A A bR A B S5 R R AR T 3020 BT
AW FEAEASMIESS T BN B B A5 A 8 A M 5 200K 90 1k B R AR L 5 T il SR 5 2 R RE A T i
TS R PO I O, IR AR HAR SCHL .

4 it

BV JEEBUIE At X0 A% 5L oA ELHE VR T BB 40 A% 25 s S AR D R R S B O O T 22
FEAS . ELREE 52 WA A% 25 TR 9 10 B IO, % A K 2 T AR DG Ak I Y 3 3k

SE K
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