SR @ T L kA 2021(1).68-T2

gitin Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

http://hljnykx. haasep. cn
DOI:10. 11942/]. issn1002-2767. 2021. 1. 0068

2T, 4, XIS, 45, KB G 1 ISSR-PCR B2 A7 AR R AR AR[T ], SBAB 4 lk #2# , 2021(1) ; 68-72.

EREHE R ISSR-PCR AR R L4k

FMRM, L A,

-‘-'Tsﬁ']ﬁ"_

(MIERF BHREAESITEZFR, T HH 056038)

WE. 2 AH BRI ZERRAE BB (Fusarium proli feratum) s 4 8 # B ISSR-PCR 3 A w4k £ . KA L
AE BRI DNA A#H, FiaSE B TRELE. ARNEREFRAE. A5 BEi i, 2 mERLEK R M
134N BT Ry HET AN, S50 F03 P, FRARERRKEA., H#RANISSRPCR R LB
RS BT RE S A DNA 40 ngepl? 4% F % A 2.5 mmol-L' 51 H R A A 0.4 pmol-L* . dNTPs
#E 0.2 mmole L' Taq Bk & 4 2.5 UspL", % i& ISSR 5] 4 % 808, HiEE KBAAL 58 C, /8 Mkt i
T4 B08 ALK MY B 4 5. 5ABEFT 3L, 2 50E&EFREA92.90%.

KEIW A E ISSR-PCR; BB 4R &

TR O A R KA R B R AR —
FBT A F 2 I 2 TR AR O R AE AR TR B ],
B RAETE ERERB PG, 5am. %5
B, 2008 4R AR 5 D KR E R
EAILFE B LA T 86w, 20W 8 2 gk
il ( Fusarium proli feratum), HR] %508 R ™
HRMEEERETNELELEREZ— 750
b E AR LS ERRYETELZLE A
HERFEIMER G EEBREIL 3~5 %, ™ HH
BURT 2, 55 EARA G T B EA K .

Fl 2008 4 54, < U5 BTLH X K 5 8 955 1) 95
JELEH B B0 B 55 O AT T IR, KBLE
K B 1Y) 2 SEEOR T O JE R oAb e L
AR TR R A WA R R R A, LA b
by AR R A2 FR A s 8 () S A
WA T ARPERAWERGR B LR, @
a8 PN Ny R TR TN A B B
il A A 2 A W R 2 R LM EESE IR 7R A
fll b WEAT T KA A A ) F [ B OB IR 15 2] T
AT R B VRO X ] B K Ak B B
B . HAET. B TAEE TN 2 Foa Y5 5 E /1
A R PEHEAT T 2B, TR T8 R T S BT
AL AL, R L S T K B R 0 R R g
AR GE . TE B L SR 5

I F B H#5:2020-10-22

E&W B L E S BB 2 R O 98 T H (QN2018
055) ;I LK EHRBE s HE .

FE—1EE NI Q987 ), 2 L, PRI, A 2
W9t . E-mail:726508104@qq. com,
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ISSR, RFLP 1 SSR 4 A& & # & & 5 5,
ISSRJ& Zietkiewicz Z7E 1994 4E42 i —Fh 43 T
PRIc AR TR R R 09 3t 1% 2 A PR
P33 T A . Nirmaladevit™ ) F ISSR
X 69 BRASTBRAEAT Tt fE R, R
69 #k B Bk A7 AL ] B ZFEPE, Thangavel % F
FH ISSR $7 AR % & #E b 22 9 TR AF 98 & B 107 BRTA
WA E B 2 AN, sk Y o R, A
ISSR AT4 33 PRI fuffR Al 23R X 40 FF .

LR A DL 26 T 6 K 8 13 5 TR it 1% ZREPE 1Y
5T HE A BF 55 %1 ISSR-PCR 1) 5% i R % #0158
JORBE BT AL X 13 5| Tk . HERZ
H L ISSR-PCR e 4 & 0 44 2, a] hy K 9 1
i s Z MRS %,

1 M55k

1.1 ##
L1 #RuH FRELRINEHFRAMNEXR

M0 O A T

1.1.2 43X E  PCR ¥ 8%, B4 2t
R Y (Sigma 24 8] HEIKAX G AR—EE) .
1.1.3 43X # DNA marker, Tag fiff.dNTP,
Buffer Wl F i THEY TRAERNA.

1.1.4 43X7314n ISSR 343k A 16 b K2
AN RS, EAE T A TRA RA RS
1.2 Hik

1.2.1 AmEHGZERAELRA DNA 65K
B A I = o B OF R AF I 2 SR TR MR T PDA
Wigr 25 CHi3: 7 d 547 2 i B 2 DNA
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EIAF . 2 RSB 9B Y ISSR-PCR B4k & £ 1L

AR

1.2.2 ISSR-PCR # # 4% R4 A& DIAE
SoH KA ISSR N iR &R O Sl AR DNA
0.8 pL. MK 20 ng «pL 75519 1.0 pL k&R
0.5 pmol«L* ;dNTPs 0.5 pL, ¥ JEH 0. 2 mmol+L* ;

Taq i 0. 3 pL, #HEH 2.5 U-pl'; MgCl,
0.6 pL,¥ A 25 mmol+ L"; 10 X Tag Buffer
2 pL3ddH,O 14. 8 pL, XF bR 5 % # B o 7 5
BRI E D,

1 ISSR-PCRIXBERFEIRE
GBS e JE
BitR/ (ngepl D) 2.5 5.0 10. 0 20,0 40.0 80.0 160.0 320.0
Mgt /(mmol+ L) 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.9 4.0
514/ (pmol=L 1) 0.1 0,2 0.3 0,4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0,8
dNTP Mix/(mmol+L") 0.05 0.10 0.15 0. 20 0.25 0. 30 0. 35 0.40
Taq AR/ (Uspl ) 0.5 1.0 L5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3ub 4.0
1.2.3 ISSR 3|4l AR KRBAEBE FMANK 1.2.4 HFRIHASH PCREYHEKIE

TR B R K 7, 4 13 266 BLEY ISSR 514 (519
JPAERTE 2,5l EiBETAYW TRARA
A A O HEAT 0 2 7 5k B BEHLIEE B 5 4~ DNA i
MRHEATY 3 P3G P W AE 100 B e B R P A B
P3G . P BE T AR o BT & e A BaE sk
13 /51 ¥y i i 22 A5 PR AT L 3 06 S5 T Ol LR
1951 % A T oK 85 T8 95 B 1) 35T 1% 22 R 4 43 By 2 it
S, ¥k Y ISSR 514, 5 11 A48 kil
BE# B 50.0,51. 0,52, 0,53. 0,54.0,55.0,56. 0,
57.0,58.0,59.0 1 60.0 C,BEHLEE 5 1~ DNA
LA Bl 18 0 35, 1 8 SR 45 R L E 10 SR AR B
B8 I0E vh A3 g 4 1 7 M, L BE TR B AR o3 B R G4 IR
5%, 0% & A gl 4 4 BB IR BE, BT 64 A

DNA #5474 .
*2 SlHFF

314 51
807 (AG)8T
808 (AG)BC
809 (AG)BG
812 (GA)BA
831 (AC)BYA
835 (AG)8YC
882 VBV(AT)7
883 BVB(TA)7
884 HBH(AG)7
885 BHB(GA)7
888 BDB(CA) 7
889 DBD(AC)7
891 HVH(TG)7

ek AT Wa Y g a5 R, Bk K b
1 /Y WM ¥R E T 519584 DNA T #b#y
L XM &SGR TTHEA 1A FARid. ¥ DNA &
i P 4 B R BCE L B R IE O 1L R R iE A
0. FIH NT-SYSpe(Version 2. 10e) ¥k {4 # 17 %
255347 I A R B AR Y R GE IR K .

2 RSN
2.1 FEEH DNA B # ISSRPCR & K
HR

DNA ¥ B4y 5% R 2. 5,5. 0,10, 0,20. 0,
40.0,80.0,160. 0 F1 320. 0 ngepl.', B & 1 7
HIDNA # B2 40 ngep LU0 4738 ROR B b 5%
WL T H 4 W M DNA W R 2. 5,5. 0,
10.0,20.0,80.0,160. 0 F1320. 0 nge L A, £57HF
B DNA 4 440, 0 ngepl” F 20, Forp, W B
2.5 1 5.0 nge pL " I 2870 R g b, BT LA, AR AR
HWeFEE R 40.0 ngepL’'.

TiE 1~8. % DNA ¥ &4 %4 2. 5,5.0,10. 0, 20. 0,
40. 0,80, 0,160. 0 #1 320. 0 ng+pL! ; M, Marker 5000

AR DNA B E 18 R R A3 09

& 1
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2 A

ok @ # % 19

2.2 AR Mg  iRENENER
Mg*" W B 4 5li% Kk 0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0,2. 5,
3.0,3.5f 4.0 mmol-L', & 2 o] HI . ££ 58 F ik
FE2 2.5 mmole L' i) 9" B U R e b MR EE T
P4 A% BB 2 T L AR Y T B Mgt W R
0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0,3.0,3.5 #1 4. 0 mmol«L" i,
P4 S BB F R EECH 2.5 mmol - L Hif b
YIS AR AN M, A e D 0.5,1.0,1.5 Al
2.0 mmol- L' if HEH" 84 15 A JL &7 HOA T
W, M FE R 3.0,3.5 A1 4. 0 mmol« L B4 54 i 4%
A T M EL S5 B b, BT LLBE S R e ol Rk BE N

2.5 mmolsL!,

5000 by
3000 bp
2000 bp
1500 bp
1 000 bp
SN 750 hp

500 bp

250 bp

100 bp

jkifi 1~8: Mg* i B 4r %R 0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0,
3.5%1 4. 0 mmol=L! ;M Marker 5000

2 FE Mg REMTERNLESR

2.3 AESIHRER KRR

2| Mk BE 4 H1i% R 0. 1,0.2,0. 3,0.4,0. 5,
0.6,0.7 #1 0. 8 pmol+L", M E 3 Al ., 5| ¥ #
BER 0.1,0.2,0.3,0.5,0.6,0,7 F1 0.8 pmol=L*
it 2R B AR B 5 DR FEAE 0. 4 pumol L
A AR AR AT Foh L MR BE R 0. 2 pmol < L' 2577 4K
/b BB B LA 5 | Bad MR BE A 0. 4 pmol <17,

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 M

I 1~8. 5 MM B4 H 0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6,0.7
F 0,8 p.muI'L" ;M. Marker 5000

B3 FAESIMKREMTIEREER
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2.4 AR INTPs iREMRNER

dNTPs 18 & 2y 5 % 25 0. 05,0, 10,0. 15,
0.20,0. 25,0. 30,0. 35 # 0. 40 mmol-L", H [
4 W HL.dNTPs ¥ 5 0.1 1 0. 35 mmol L7 &
T A 2 B8 5 ok B 24 0. 05,0, 15,0, 25,0, 30 Fil
0. 40 mmol« L' i 5% 4f7 #5205 55 407 15 M 5 ok 0
0. 20 mmol«L" I 4" 34 SR Fe b WM E T L 2570
Z i H W M, Bk, dNTPs (9 55 & W& B2 N

0.20 mmol-L",
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 M

=
=
e
—
m—

ki 1~ 8:dNTPs ¥ & 4+ 5] & 0. 05, 0. 10, 0. 15, 0. 20,
0.25,0.30,0.35 #1 0. 40 mmol«L1; M; Merker 5000
B4 FE INTPs IRERYEENER
2.5 A[E Taq BERKERRE R
Taq B W HE B4y 338 M 0.5,1.0,1.5,2. 0,
2.5,3.0,3.5M4.0 Uepl, BHE 5 0] H,E
f£0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0,3.0,3.5 1 4. 0 U+ pL" &,
KRR M A 2.5 Uepl' 1), 557 Z 1
Wi, B L, Tag B R B WRBEE N 2.5 Uspll?,
1 2 3 4 5 7

6 8 M

1Kl 1~8: Taqg BE¥M /504 0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0,2.5,3. 0,
3.5 1 4.0 UspLt s M: Marker 5000
5 AE Taq BRERY ERELER
2.6 3|¥HIE
Xt 13 251 YIHEAT i, 514 808 4 I B R H%

.59 808 M HE Y 14 R, 13 RAZ TSR
WL BB BN 92.90% (3 3). B 6 2y 808 X
BEHL Bk Y 17 Ak T K 5 8 9 5 )= Hh 9 48 7 MR Y



1 #A EMMEF . 2K RE ISSR-PCR BB 4k & 4L

AR

PGSR A 6 WL 514 808 X R & B KT

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

PRI 08 BRI o 2517 1 B T L L AR B

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 M

PRI 1~17:17 BRI E R A 18 55 R s M. Marker 5000
6 S|4 808 My BRNLER

F3 ATEAREEREHRBEESEYE
S 1T 8 ISSR 5|4

gl 53 iR SR £ ZHHE EHNK
4 51 E/C i R Hpl/ %

808  (AG):C 50 14 13 92.90

2.7 BNBEWE

L 808 Sl , e 11 >R kR BE R JiE - 50. 0,
51.0,52. 0,53. 0,54. 0,55. 0,56. 0,57. 0,58. 0,
59.0 #1 60.0 C. 5|4 808 AR kiR EFE 50. 0,
51.0,52.0,53.0,54. 0 f1 55. 0 CHf L&A, iB
JRBEFE 57,59 1 60 'C B 4 4 iy 2 {H I i L 7E
58.0 CHy ¥ RUR I . g /Bl B 2 A
T 0 » PR, il B K IR BE D 58.0 'C(E ),

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 M

ykifl 1~11.i8 kB & 4 %1% 50.0,51.0,52. 0,53.0,54. 0,
55.0,56.0,57.0,58.0,59.0 #1 60.0 C

B7 FEEBARENTHER
3 HiwHihe
ISSR-PCR 23T PCR W i R . ZiE %
Z R, [N, 26400 52 R R EAT 4, A
SCi 3 A, e 2R A T R KO8 T S Y B iR
ISSR-PCR F hii & & % [H F #& B 53 Bl g - 155 4R
DNA ¥ & 40 ngep L' . Mg*" ¥ 2. 5 mmol-L",

514 0. 4 pmol- L', Tag BEWREN 2.5 Uepll' |
dNTPs ¥ ¥ 0.2 mmol= L', §fi & tH 3 34 & 15
Wi 2 PR RS S P 808, e i il ok JE E K58 C,
514 808 Xf X BAR Y W A BB FW RN
92.90%.

K 5 1 75 T ISSR-PCR B 44 28 40 4k J2: 1
R ZREERERL, HAT. © A ZFCTHEY
1R ELH TSR FSTRE 55 B8 b o B0 0 % B9 BF 5
Heitf. Neeraja %1 4t itf. 1 B £ 96 b % 75
W (Fusarium oxvysporum f. sp. ) ) ISSR S BRI
435 TR OBE B M Bk VR B A A 56 PE. Santillan
A ) R D R £
J 1 A 3 o I8 T E M 2 X 3 49 R . Dinolfo
SEUOURR L, AT R 0 Y TSSR 26 B 5 L 2 ok U
ToHH AR . A PR TR — 28R X K A I
PR AR A ISSR 2 3 R 77 5 #b 2 oK P2 5 AH
5K Rk 2t 1% A 1R P 5 Lt 20 Of R A A AE AH 6
HEAT AR GE  BF 20 6] A 5 K3 I8 1) Bl 96 KAt
5 B i ALl
e e
(1] 82,15, 3266, . 5 K8 % R i 4 Fr v o

FE[1]. E K Fh£,2008,16(5) ; 131-134.

(2] #H &R R H Y H M b5 o B Rl .

2001(2) ;183-185.

(3] BafE ZREWHEFIML L. & R R,

1997(11) :98-104.

(4] FRFM, L8, LW A, 5. E KK F-9 855 05w

OI]. o E gl B2 . 2008,4(10) 1 3083-3087,

[5] Visentin 1, Tamietti G, Valentino D.et al. The ITS region as

a taxonomic discriminator between Fusarium verticillioides

and Fusarium proliferatum [ ]J]. Mycological Research,
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Optimization of ISSR-PCR Reaction System of
Fusarium proliferatum

LI Peng-peng.YOU Yang, LIU Ke,LIU Ji-yi
(College of Landscape and Ecological Engineering, Hebei Engineering University, Handan 056021, China)

Abstract: The major pathogen of corn sheaths rot is Fusarium proli feratum. In order to clarify the optional re-

sponse system of ISSR-PCR of F. proli feratum, DNA was used as a template to screen the concentration range

of each factor.and orthogonal test was used to optimize 5 factors to determine the best response system, The

primers with clear amplified bands and good polymorphism were selected {rom 13 primers and selected optional

annealing temperature, The results showed that ISSR-PCR optional reaction system: template 40 ng+pg’ »mag-

nesiumion concentration 2. 5 mmol + L', primer concentration 0. 4 pmol » L', dNTPs concentration

0.2 mmol+L" , Tag enzyme concentration 2. 5 Uspl." , the optional primer was 808 and optional annealing tem-

perature was 58 C .a total of 14 bands were amplified with the screening out of primers 808. And polymorphic

bands were 13 among them. The percentage of polymorphic bands was 92, 9%.

Keywords: corn sheath rot;ISSR-PCR;reaction system



