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Abstract: Leaf spot disease is one of the common diseases of Taraxacum mongolicum , which
can lead to a decrease in the yield and quality of T. mongolicum when it is severe. To further i-

dentify the species of pathogens causing dandelion leaf spot disease and screen out green and ef-
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ficient biological prevention and control agents, the single spore isolation method was used to i-
solate the pathogen of dandelion leaf spot. A total 3 strains were obtained, which were deter-
mined as Stagonosporopsis chrysanthemi by morphological observation and molecular biology i-
dentification. The mycelial growth inhibition method and confrontation culture method were
used to further determine the sensitivity of nine biological agents to S. chrysanthemi and the
Alternaria solani which could caused dandelion leaf spot disease obtained earlier. The results
showed that, among the biosimilar extracts kind of fungicides, matrine had the best inhibitory
effect on A. solani and S. chrysanthemi , with EC;, value of 0.05 g/L. and 0.042 g/L., respec-
tively. Among the antagonistic bacteria fungicides, Bacillus polymyxa had the best inhibitory
effect on A. solani and S. chrysanthemi , with inhibition zone widths of 0.80—1.43 cm and 1.00
—1.87 cm, respectively. This study is the first report of S. chrysanthemi caused leaf spot dis-
ease in T. mongolicum , and successfully screened out the efficient biological control agents,
which layed a foundation for the biological control of T. mongolicum leaf spot disease.
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1 #MRERE
1.1 HRSRIE
2022 4 8 HTETT IFA VE 7 v X S8 S A T 50 G Al BR L 1 B Bl . SR AR il A D i B
FEA 3 0y AR EELS R AT, B Bf ly 0] S5 26 3 0 125 0 JAL T
1.2 EHE
2 Y6 K 35 B 7% 3 CWA ) 1 B 424 227 25 W BN 4% 37 2k (PDA) i 1 2 IRAR S 24 45 1 ik
1.3 EWMEHF
R A 257 %R 1,

F1 #KEMREA

2570 24 B CEVR I 3 W BE (mg/L) /R BEA 4K
0.018 8, 0.023 1, 0.030 0, 0.042 9,
0.075 0, 0.300 0

0.037 5, 0.046 1, 0.060 0, 0.087 5,

300 Hh A B R KR et A EIL ST A A ) AT PR

0 A A X G A - I\ AS=]
6 %0 & T 75 Z KF L1 7 S VR A Ak T B A R F 0.150 0. 0.300 0
e . N 0.037 5. 0.046 1. 0.060 0. 0.087 5.
6 9/ M I A% ST B 2 K Bk v4 22 ] B AR W L R A X 7
0.150 0. 0.300 0
- e _ 0.018 8. 0.023 1. 0.030 0, 0.042 9.
3 Y0 & Ik T E A MW EY TREARAH
0.075 0, 0.300 0
- N Wy s 3 — 0.012 5, 0.015 4, 0.020 0, 0.028 5,
294452 WK ST U6 ) A RS o 7
0.050 0, 0.200 0
o e e e e
;E,ﬁ;;éju/g FRIFRITE ) g i ob A T W28 100, 400, 700, 1000, 1 300, 1 600
MY T T

1X 10" cfu/g K & 28 7 FF 3 wf

N DU YR A R A W 100, 400, 700, 1 000, 1 300, 1 600
Yﬂk‘lﬁ*ﬁ}lu
1X 10" cfu/g fift V€ K3 2F #0141 18 ) y =

. F G e R LR 100, 400, 700, 1 000, 1 300, 1 600
T 95 S e VG Se e 2 MR R )
8X10° cfu/g W 5t ZF AT 1 IR &t 25k A BR/A A 100, 400, 700, 1 000, 1 300, 1 600

1.4 FRENSE. 4L5R%E

TG T A T RE AR B (A2 AL BTH 0.5 cm X 0.5 em R/NBILH LIS, BT 3.5% K
AR P IHEEE 1 min, SREATLEKMYE 3 K, I LR IEAR LW T 240K 5, 58 R AR 1Y)
T

SRIE s BH R A BIRGAE S 01 N & R E B R K BNE PR b, A 25 CHER K F= 46
353 36 he PRI ZE, JHTCHE ACK HVE T IR 6ok B8 2100 A~/mL #9487 B,
FH RS A W LA T B VPR 200 pl, B0 A6 5] 2 YK BIE M b, S IR T, LA 25 C
BT, FRTHEAZE, MEHEAHERME T RRECEH KW AN A BTET
PDA FHR |, R VR 5 S T alife 1 7 .

BT s K o B A B 0 B MR IR AR ORAFIE ORI, BT 20 C kAR IR AE
1.5 FEENSEETE
1.5.1 AHBEFERL

£ PDA K323k B Ry B A3 2Bk . A 25 “CHEIRE AP 5 6 d. FHEA 0.5 cm
(1) K TR FT L A 8 BOF A B B B B, BT PDA PR e, AR E R 3 K, IR A — 1L
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PDA $5 50 )R — 80, FRRA 25 CHEFRAA TGS 6 d 5. WS B R I8 T2 SRR 1E
1.5.2 Bk TAEADFER

DNA [ B S I # S Mk, R CATB L EBH bR E# DNA 5, BT —20 C
TRAF .

PCR 14 B LM T . WEARIT 040 1 51 9 3% 2.,

PCR WK £ (25 ul) A . 2XPCR Mix(Takara)12.5 pL; 1% 1(25 pmoD) 1.0 ul; 514 2
(25 pmoD 1.0 pL; DNA #4k 1 pL; H4liK 25 pl,

PCR P29 F 0.8 % Bt 5 B BE i L Pk AR 0 . PCR 4738 P2 W alifb 5 o6 B b s R A W 5 R
BR 2N 53 47 0F B2 161 51 0 W I . T MAFFT 4K 048 % 1F &= [ 5 90 17 PF 82, P )s
MEGA V.6.0.6 #{F#E47 ¢ 1E . $ 0 PAUP * v.4.0 alpha 8 R LB W, 7EHE S+
WH T g £ X RHTEH . SR EE 1000 WAL R M HETE. 2% 8751 L NCBI
AR . HRk PS-3-1-1 NCBI & ¢ 5 PV382376 (ITS), PV248648(1L.SU), PV391878
(Tub2); H#k PS-3-1-2 NCBI & %5 K PV382377(ITS) . PV248649(LSU) ., PV391879(Tub2) ;
FFk PS-3-1-3 NCBI % 5¢5 5 PV382378(ITS) ., PV248650(L.SU), PV391880(Tub2),

x2 REBELEERASY

¥ 51 44 Bk 5144 B SIBFH(5°—37)
rDNA-1TS% ITS1 TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG

1TS4 TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC

TUB2H Btub2Fd GTBCACCTYCARACCGGYCARTG
Btub4Rd CCRGAYTGRCCRAARACRAAGTTGTC
Lsut™ LROR GTACCCGCTGAACTTAAGC
LR5 ATCCTGAGGGAAACTTC
LR7 TACTACCACCAAGATCT

1.6 REEBFENE

W bR R 2 PDA B5 3R 5P MR, 76 25 CHIRAMN TR 7 d. 7TEARH 12 cm B EE
FHRIHAEFR T, BEMR TR B, FFHAELA T AR 30 d 5 IR, 255
I EE 3., R 2 FhEzAh 75 100 7 5 1A A SO P BARERE R .

BRI B AN IR, IO ACK AR RS U T 5 . BRI 10 cm 35 ML
P SIS R 22 B A B A et R L X R AT JC R K R B A S A b RN e K
Jo s K IRES IS T 25 “C B & FARIR S35 24 h, BEJSTE 25 COLMSME T 8355 d. 3R &%
W], DS S T R i AR TR

M2 F A . ] 10 mL 0.025 % Mkl 20 B WOTE DER 22 . &5 U 22 B PR . SRR 4
W TR 22 B PR R S IR RTE T A Sl b AR IRIK 2 W, RS . HMAERE T25 C
SRS S P AR R 3% 24 b, BlJGFE 25 CHURFEOCIB R TR 9% 6 do R Im) . 25 00 G 1 ol
AT BRI DU Gk . AR AR IR 3 A TE, A 3R,
1.7 SER MBI BGE £ AT E NI E
1.7.1 Az AR I % 5% B A 2951 4F A a2

SR FH AT 22 A A A0 ) 3 DN )7 A4 ) B B 285 % TR R0 % s D TR ) R PE T e o, R OR
[F) 475 2= 0 i BB 266 4% T R0 1 A 808 4 3 s TE O 250 B i R R SRR VR . T 2T AR
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I, e R S ] v 35 0% JBOR 107 B8, A PDA 15 35 58 05 18 B M A 35 S ARUS B — 5k, Bk
ERE 3SIER , MIAEREFENIMASFERE LR K. FEE, B EREN 0.5 cm 1Y HYHE 2%
PR e, R 25 CCRYIE AT 7 d. BE . AR AR S AR R I K
(10 LA LA Bt B4 A 9 1 LA AR A 2 2 I 118 2 1 0 DB 12 Al 245 70 A [ T X 32 T ok 11 40
il 7EH
fise s e i g o = IR L RDLAE

H 00 1 Bicdls F SPSS. EXCEL 3K A7 A B, SR o B +FrifE2E . I Pk B (ECs) .
95 % EAR X MH . RF(ER p .
1.7.2 #3839 4 15 R a2

SR FH b IR 5 7% 95 T 2 55 B 71 245 4000 1 790 6T 9 B BT O 0 ok T O o R U P 2
TR T2, g EP &, B — g R B T B K X 2 E AT RS, R BT B o il R 100
400, 700, 1 000, 1 300, 1 600 %, H A [FFHBASE A0S R/ R G 5], RS2 BB, A&
J& s TR WL 10 L 3550 B 2300 G 500 B 9 422 20 AR 19—, B A2 0.5 em MY B F 422 21 °F
B 55— 5 25 S R L A 7 PR — B R R AR E 3 IRE R . KT AR R
25 CHREFRAE PRI 7 d, TSI BT . MR B 00 TR 1) /DN 0 I8 12 b 24 790 7 R [ e BB R 6 i B
PRI AR .

2 ZBRE5HW
2.1 BAEMRREMNETE

2022 4 8 I TR A VH T v X S8 5 AH T 50 G A B 1 U el e B i A D R A
BEG . SRBEN Y EMEDIE . 2B A EEB O (R D, AR DL B3] 3 R,
G5 53 A PS-3-1-1, PS-3-1-2 Fl PS-3-1-3, R JHA[ Mk DGk W HEAT M4 4000 . 3 Bk B bR 120 3 20
gt A EORE (R 2, HHIEERIE -8, RAERL RGO EEG0, PRIBGARE, H5H
Bk, AT 6, EEIESRIE, TR (& 3,

X100

B 1 Faxetsime gk
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gt PS-3-1-1

RS Tt

E AR

|

B 2 #AE Ak PS-3-1-1 Akt B

a WEAER TR b N RN R BT B A R R s o ST T
B3 #HadmmiBisie

XF 3 MR U EAT 2 T AR W o M L R BT AR AR R AR A TS, tub2 A1 LSU % [H ¢ 51 75
GenBank #1551 #EAT BLAST AU LB 73 #r . LAEAE NCBI 2345 3 51 1 B bk 2 2% 1
B, AEWHEARZLBW ., SR E/R: PS3-1-1, PS-3-1-2, PS-3-1-3 5% {4k B (Stagono-
sporopsis chrysanthemi) UL 100% B SZFFR BN — Ao SHAL 3 HlC L WEE & W
Stagonosporopsis lupini . S. rudbeckiae . S. chrysanthemila J& T AN W) &K B 5 32 (K 4,
W S5 50 IR TR SRR AN 2 7 A W 2 S E A5 R 3 RO TR 48 E S B AE AE A TAT

PS-3-1-1
PS-3-1-2
100
PS-3-1-3
Stagonosporopsis chrysanthemi strain CBS 500.63
Stagonosporopsis lupini strain CBS 101494
100 I—

L‘Stagonosporopsis rudbeckiae strain CBS 109180
100

Stagonosporopsis ligulicola strain CBS 137.96

Fusarium solani strain CBS 102429

— 100
B4 FakvrsmmEat T DNAITS 4], tub2 7 LSU A B 55 B A AN A% L FH
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22 BHEREMWFEYIEATERNKIE
2.2.1  JRJR A xF A I I K G A 69 B

K H A 22 A KA 00 5 5 5 A 4 46 B 288 2% T 500 8 T 2 % P BRE 0 T 30 i A A0 N 28 4K
A 975 AT 1) SRR (BT 5) 5 R B S 0T i B ek 60 11 2 6 A6 A 95 T 1 400+ 280 2R e . ECso B 53
SR 0.050 g/L F10.042 g/L; HUCGEFERER, X 2 R I &= w0 RO B F . ECs 540514
0.109 g/L F1 0.248 g/L; %4 3 ZE W8 22 30 ] Ji B% 4% 61 R 48 46 46 Rl s B ROR 8822, ECs (730 8
0.693 g/LAl1 0.572 g/1.(& 3),

A5 TRKESIZHEFERLEZTFELIRTHARA BRI I HER

£3 FEEMNBEMRRERAF NG EE

N ot P Y
AR it 4% A% 18 0.97540.185 0.204 0.121~0.605 0.406(4) 0.982
AR E  1.529+0.226 0.309 0.133~0.490 0.513(4) 0.972

ERER HiBEHE T 0.5780.143 0.109 0.073~0.174 0.436(4)  0.987
FACAEARRE  1.037£0.152 0.248 0.187~0.376 0.430(4) 0.980

W NE AL R R Tl B A A 1.0564:0.183 0.441 0.275~0.932 0.544(4) 0.969
BACIEMIRE 0.445+0.176 0.312 0.168~0.556 0.272(4) 0.992

R R Tl B A 1t 0.17040.138 0.693 0.225~3.047 0.292(4) 0.990
BACAEATIRE  0.092+0.139 0.572 0.242~2.409 0.591(4) 0.964

e 1 Jiti i A 1 1.1424-0.222 0.050 0.024~0.436 0.202(4) 0.995
HAEAERHE  0.642+0.201 0.042 0.013~0.546 0.136(4) 0.998

2.2.2  JRJRE I T K40 A 69 BBk

SR FF L Py %o U 5% 33 9 00 2 4 b 5t 70 288 A 0 400 81 700 o il 2 0 I BRE 90 T 0T B S 78 0 4 4K A6 A
o5 AT AT BRI AR (I 6) o K B 22 6t 288 2 R TR X 50 B AR L 1 2 A6 46 A 9 T ) 90 o 2SR B e AT T
8B HE 0.80 em Al 1,00 em DA b UK 2 fiff UE By 25 70 FF B, X Jh i A 6L B Y SE T O
0.73~0.87 cm s X35 A6 ALK G B 3D B A G545 0 1.13~1.70 cm. Al 55 2 F AT B 0T 35 46 46 A
Tl R, DT YE N 0.97~1.57 em., W ZE AR T X 4 M A0 0 2 48 A6 AR R 0 T s SR 4R
Z 5 XA 6130 BR HF 98 FEAE 0.20~0.47 cm, X 45 16 AEAR I B A0 BT Y B TE 0.53~0.73 em (3R 4) .
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DRI HUAT E 2P S R 2 AT B FRERD 2 AT
1 3005 i 1 6005 HFF 100fEHRERL 00

B ST B R ZF AT U R AT I B ZE A B
1 000fEHiRE M 1 30015 FikE 190{%5%#& 1 600f5H B

&

B 2 o 45 AL AL R T AT RS B2 R
A6 FREKRERZRREFZAANTFNE R E P LA R B 09 375167

R4 FEHUERE T B R EE I E
N[ 3% B R AR BEAT T B Y 98B/ em

A I BT

100 1% 400 % 700 1% 1000 4%  13004%  16001%
5X10° cfu/g £ K 2K 2F itz sl 1.43 1.23 1.17 1.00 0.97 0.80
FELFT B PI935 B A8 AL A 1.87 1.73 1.60 1.30 1.13 1.00
1X 10" ofu/g Hili B 2 41 S 0.83 0.73 0.67 0.63 0.63 0.57
LR RURTA cv i BACAC A 1.57 1.36 1.20 1.17 1.10 0.97
1X 10" cfu/g fif 3E 4 25 B 1 0.87 0.83 0.80 0.80 0.73 0.73
FOAT TR ] P M ) B 4646 A 5 T 1.70 1.60 1.53 1.50 1.23 1.13
8% 10° cfu/g M i 2F i T BE RS 0.47 0.43 0.43 0.37 0.27 0.20
FFE B A AEA 55 TR 0.73 0.73 0.67 0.53 0.53 0.53

3 it

A GE K A A AL T (Stagonosporopsis chrysanthemi) G 5| d2H 2A S B0 . 28 164
Fh A SRR T F 2R 1] (Ascomycota) |, 8 % B 49 (Dothideomycetes) . #% ffd 15 1 H (Pleospora-
les) . WRHFE 7R (Didymellaceae) ™, %R B H K Z R YR R H . Hh S, ligulicola .
S. dorenboschii . S. heliopsidis F'S. rudbeckiae %5 2 75 J5 T e 5 | 25 B Y B9 RG 25 9 . I B
AAEBERR . e R AT . ARV Y rE L ZEE O BUOR [E E ERE R, SR YA K 2
BH, “EBTEZEIET.. S. citrull . S. cucurbitacearum M S. caricae %975 JR 1 G 5| # NS & AL
W R B R E R, MR EAEW L e e T . 2023 4,
T E WG VG BN BB - Stagonos poropsis vannaccii 1P . BRI, IR FE R
SR AT, 0o F B TAE.

5 AR 45 RS BT IR Y R B, A U T IR v B G T A I B T A
B AR 730 A A RN 4G AE AR A S TR . B AR LR LR AN 2R 2 HLAF IR, K DOR X R AEY Y
7R R T B T A RS 0 2021 AR, A WF ST & BB R VT MG IR T S N 58 B P i 4N
M AE R,
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Kaewkham %% 8 15 Al 55 2F 70 FF 587 Ak B3RP, A 8RR AR T BN & MR I R R, =
IS L B I E AR A 0 LR Y B A R B, ORI T 3 MR EF LR T . B A 2 AT I (Ba-
cillus licheniformis) . f#VEN 2F KT B (B. amylolique faciens) . Ki ¥ 2E fFF B (B. subtilis)
X Fiti i s A6 TR 22 AR R A — s BRI E ] . A RS R B, R R ZE SRR IR L A TR 2 AR AT
B AT AT T KSR . B 2R L A % . s 4 FBE R T Strepromyees
kasugaensis) F/NG: OEE B (S. microaureus) 53, B8 2 T REE R B =21, paptes)
LI, EZ AR M 0. 1% v Z 08 5, 58 b 88 2Rk ik 0 3 (Fusarium monili-
forme) IR AR (F. oxysporum) B 5E K #5 DUECREAR, H AR W Rk, XS5 S &
VEW s 3 0 s o B P 4 i T 22 M B W U RN A W DR e R . EL A S 0 L R S B S

ABEFE T UCAHRE T 45 A6 ALK BRI 5 | B 3 S T I B . SRR O AR W B B 28 AR TR R A BT
PR ) 43 R TE T AT it B A A R 2 A6 AE A e T B A I I . RO AE R IO R R T
TR, SO Tl B A 6L 2 4K AE A T B R BOR B A s TEASPUE SRR N v, 2R 3 2 5
TR X5F 5 B A A 11 3 A6 A6 i T 1 30 R SSOR R R R R AT I Z . iR S R BUINER T FRATT X
AT B G IR AN Bl AT AR AR ER B LR A Y O T BE R W4 v o 2B B T AR I 458
FHAT S50 18 KRR A BiE o R BT, DR m PR RO . T RSk K R A T R BT .
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