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Abstract: In order to determine the control effect and mechanism of cotton endophytic fungus CEF-373
on Verticillium wilt, the inhibition rate of strain CEF-373 against Verticillium dahliae was assessed us-
ing the exudate filtering method and plate-to-plate culture method, and the control effect of Verticillium
wilt on cotton was tested with greenhouse and field experiments. Meanwhile, the content of reactive ox-
ygen species and the expression of defense genes were detected to analyze the mechanism of action.
The results showed that the growth inhibition rates of volatile metabolites and non-volatile metabolites
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of strain CEF-373 were up to 37.75% and 100.00% respectively. After root irrigation with 1x10” CFU/mL
strain CEF-373 conidia suspension, the greenhouse control efficiency on Verticillium wilt of cotton was
up to 71.12%, and the solid bacterial strain CEF-373 with a mass ratio of 3% was mixed with soil and
cultivated, the greenhouse control efficiency was up to 62.74%, which had a significant control effect
on Verticillium wilt. The field control efficiency of strain CEF-373 on Verticillium wilt of cotton was
maximized by drip irrigation and microbial fertilizer treatment for 40 days, which was 36.23% and
27.71% respectively, but decreased in the later stage. Strain CEF-373 could induce the outbreak of reactive
oxygen species in cells of cotton leaves, and successfully activated the expression of phenylalanine ami-
nolytic enzyme, peroxidase, polyphenol oxidase, chitinase and pathogenesis-related gene RP/(, which
had a protective effect against the infection of V. dahlia. The results indicated that strain CEF-373 of en-
dophytic fungus in cotton could effectively control Verticillium wilt of cotton by inhibiting the growth of
V. dahliae and inducing disease resistance of host, which has a good application prospect in biocontrol.

Key words: cotton Verticillium wilt; endophytic fungus; Verticillium dahliae; biological control; induced

resistance

FRAE R BB KR ey, R RS A5
W E . R H E Verticillium dahliae 5| 7 YRR
TEBEZEN , T AR I 2B 7= 1 U R M fe i (i
R45,2003) . KUNASAL P & HARTBIZ A FE414L
WYL, SR R B AR, SRR SR E G
RUEFFIEL/ IR, 2009) o AEGERIALFBTIA T EE R AR AR
B I B SO A B, AN TR, i X
FIUN I (e 5 8 1l 071 1T s M (]S T 5% 24, 2003)
A YIB i thF BA S BB, XF A2 sh 4
T ISR/ N, ANFE 5 e HE U R, 5 T &
HRAAR (2225 ,2018) , AT LUK HHRELLPE A i 2 ]
RFRAE,2014) . BT, H T YR FAEYBG R
i A FARZ  dES B Y U R RS S
TFAE (IS, 2010) , For YA R A AR B 6 IR i o
SEH IR (255855, 2006)

AR TR B TR R A A 2 0h  FUR S 95
AR A AT AT B S w2 TT S0E AEAR , F 48 LA 4
B RITCER T (R4, 2018) o MRS PN AR T 1w v
ALK Ry 32 —ZRJE X H B & R A B,
(X e 2 B BOR P — 20X T aF £
ANEU s A — B RBOR I R RX A 2
W AE Y 153 (Backman & Sikora, 2008) . 1E K Z 4L
TEOLT, AR TN 3T 32 2 TR A0 56 R I TR a7 20 R 3K
P HE AR R, FHEL L, WERNEFEESHS
A AT TR AR A W 3 7 A B (AR
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SR ER P 2B A T 9 D D A= e R A,
G TR L 175 TR 0 R PR T SRy A AR T B
(Gond et al., 2010) , WNif5 S48 ) ™= 15 2 B E AL T

(polyphenol oxidase , PPO) . i S AL ¥l ( peroxidase,
POD) | 7% N 2 IR i 2 i (phenylalaninammo-nialy-
ase, PAL) I B4 ¢ 25 1 (pathogenesis-related pro-
tein, PR) 55 i AIAH G ot G F54F3 45, 2013) . HAT,
FAOCHIFFEN SN —ZR A VR T 3 B IR S 1 X ek
A TR TR T B A B R o A%
£5(2003) TS E 00 15 7 B T i 7 Ao BAT
TR N AT, Herh 2R AT 18 Bacillus spp. R
BA7 {14 FH 18] B 5% 51 15 74.98% 5 5K 573745 (2005) A T
T 2 AR A L, LR Fq72 IR BRI 15 7R DK
WX 6 PR D B XA S BT R, R K
& Botrytis cinerea 18 ¥ )i 18 Sclerotinia sclerotio-
rum NI4T BIA ] T 75.68% M1 66.11% ; 2147
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14 R SE AR ARSI | 253 4505 35 14005 L 7T %
PN IR BE (RSB PE . a2 N A TRRR [ 27 A AR
X T i T () HRAEN BB ) f R 0
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A= F6 B TR A% W i R A ) S e >R o A L
Xof A B 20 1) 07 8 5 I 308 3 AG: DN HE o A AE Bl 1A
KEERFRIKAY M, WAL TRV TIZ R AR BT IGARAE 22
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558 B0 1 B AR VA0SO, Hif AL it Feh Sy i 8 25005 i o 45
R 215, 49 ek v B O B2 AR AL A 5 BT A A9
TR P

R 5 AL . OB S 5 B 3R (potato dextrose
agar, PDA) }5 573 : 200 g 25 f7 h 2 22 b i JE TR .
I 20 g Bl 14 g ZEIRK 1 Ly SR IRHG FR 5L -
FREN 3 g B A 1 1 g LUKBRIREE 0.5 g & fL AT
0.5 g B2 0.01 g FEHE 30 g Z2IR/K 1 L A HLi
FORE IR L A A S g EKBRIREE 0.52 g iR &
AP 131 g AEIREN 0.2 g A ARET 0.52 g HEE K B,
3 umol/L ZEAZE H 0.1 pmol/L Z8M#/K 1L,

357 A2 A %% : Reverse Transcriptase M-MLV 2
e iR 50) & | TransTag®-T DNA Polymerase, 4 ¥
TR (R ) A BR S B AR 3 [ 77 A 4l
BRI , RS0 g 4 A BR A | 5 GZP-250
JGREREFRA e B R B AR PR 7] 5 Nikon Dt
WA, iSOG R A FRA F] 5 T Gradient
96 PCRAY, fl [ 3 ASEA FRAH]
1.2 Ak
1201 MEAEARGS BREL

T E Ol B BERE AL ZE TR A FH R AL R 7
TCsE AR ACRE R , B LR IS VS 25 B2, #1111 70%
SR EE 1 min, TCREZKER 3K, 3% AR BN 75
AbFE 4 min, TG R K PEEE 3 W B TE S AR AE AR BR
Y% 2~3 em K /NBE, BT HAR 9 em 1) PDA VAl
T 25 CREmERE SR BRRANAE R AERIENR,
SRS L VR R/ B, RTERHE , Fr TR K 2
1/2 AR B} R4 T A 53 B8 -4k 2/ PDA A AT
afilhFE o B AR N A B T MR A 44 24 CEF-373,

FIFHEE GG FEHEAE 25°C (180 r/min 5514 F 4855
PAPE CEF-373 215374, 4245 5 d Je i DB A4S L 22
&, >k F CTAB iAH HUHEE R 41 DNA, Il FH LR 1D-
NA ITS il FH 59 ITS 4(5-TCCTCCGCTTATTGAT-
ATCG-3")/ITS 5(5-GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACA-
AGG-3") P TS B, 5 W 75 G e A YRk
AR F A . 25 pL PCR WK F 1100 ng/uL
DNABEHT 1 pL 10 pmol/L I FUiF5 14145 0.5 uL  10%
TransTug"-T Buffer 2.5 pL..2.5 mmol/LdNTP 2 uL.Tra-
ns7aq”-T DNA Polymerase 0.25 uL .ddH,O 18.25 pL,
PCR P 27 : 94°C WA 4 5 min; 94°C A4 30 s,
55°CiE & 1 min, 72°C #EfH 1 min, 35 MEH ; & )5
T2°CHEAH S min, PCR ™28 1% Byt W Bk I L UK
R, 36 22 95 M 4 MEAS A R A FRZA W 2B A0
Ff o D A5 41 55 GenBank £ 408 A A 56 1 Bk

[ ITS 75547 [ L X, AL Clustal X 2.0 i#£47
FEF L XT, % I MEGA 5.0 80 DA AR 3 4 1 22 455
KB, bootstrap fE 4 1 000,
1.2.2 Ak CEF-373 %t X i 484 B 44 4 +h) il 2

SR X FIG SRR R TR AR CEF-373 7 A& A Gl
PR RN A A TR SR B0 T BRIk VO8O TR 22 A= K 1)
SR . B EFR VA0SO FI CEF-373 43 Jil# F0 75 PDA
i AT IE AR SR R VR L S AT FLARTE T
N GATEUE AR 5 mm B TEYE, IE20 9632 2 5
() PDA “F-H b o W H:F0 A TRk Vdo8o Fi1 CEF-373
BEDRAY 2 A B 2 dt, 25 °C 1H T 15 77 48 Hh B
3% 10 d J5 (Whipps & Magan, 1987) , | F 532
SO TR T AR TR S, LLRIPE Vdo8o 5
25 [ PDA PAROSFIRE 35 FR VR 0t BB, B4 b 3 3 Yk e
52 o T R = O BE B V& ELAR Kb PR B V% ELAR ) /X
IV HAEx100% (F W4, 2007) o R FH (B 45 08 vk
I 5 B AR CEF-373 R4 A AR G =2 X T A8 R B
SR 1 R R VA0SO T 22 A K AR IR . K TR Rk CEF-
373 AP R A A BLEE AR PDA SEAR I, FR B 22 K
BEISAC)S , PR S AC, 7F PDA AR H e g 1 A4
BN 5 mm B TE BE VA0SO B HE , 15 5% 15 d s Al
AR SR YE B B R (BB,
2014) . LA=5 1 PDA Pl b 42 i bk Vd080 Sy Xt
BB AN FR 3 A

K FH 10 92 00 5 B Ak CEF-373 JC B U TR0 K
W R T R O 7 HE VA0S0 43 A LT K RS
BTN AR 5 mm 1Y B R VA0SO B 1 452 31 52 [T
R Rt T 259 180 r/min 54 FHEREE 7 d, JH4 2
TC LA 1 8, DI ED A R VAO8O 43 Al A T
W, AT i3k RO 35 AR L VR B, A3 I R 2
1x107,1x10°,2x10° CFU/mL, & FH . [R A, B 1A~ B
05 mm B AR CEF-373 B DFE 122 31 8 [C 1 55 5
H, T 25°C . 180 r/min 554 T~ #£4% 7 d 315 CEF-373
FEFEE, LA 5 000 r/min B30 10 min, 1 0.22 pm gt
UE T 2 PR 4R SRAT TR IR . IR 3 4k
P TPk CEF-373 A JC A IR IS L 1/2 AR B R 1/4
P BV, 4 i B 100 uL 5 45 & 19 2x10° CFU/mL B
Pk Vd080 43 £ 8 F B IR I A1 IR A, 4 B 20 LR
SR T M A b 78 25°C PR IB R B 3%, 3 h s
BERTTRRR VA0SO 43 A bl (1 & I L, B~ Ab 3 3 Tk
R BAEE KA S IR, LR 100 5047
T, ISR 3505 5 bk Vd080 43 4F 70 T B PR MR 1Y
FRBIRA WA XTI (Li et al.,2010) .

SRR A R 71500 5 B ik CEF-373 JC B I RO
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KA AE A B 3 B0 1 TR VA0S0 P iy . 55
P3N . bk CEF-373 BTG B B W 5 L 1/2 T B
VAN /AT, 43 W5 mL 545419 2% 10° CFU/mL
P Vd080 /A= f TR IF I SR A, T 25CHR %
W5 4 d, A IR THEOR T T bR Vd080 434 1
THL, IS IRRE 92 5L 5 TR AR VA0S0 73 Ak 18 1 B Il
SRR B R0 R R Ab B 5T 3 IR

K IR ARG F2 7500 78 Rk CEF-373 JC IR USROG
IR 6 A5 T 98 B0 77 TR ik VO8O fRll BT A% 1 & 1Y) 5%
i) o FH I BRI A2 A P B0 3 4 2 7 o) 5 e () A LT
SEARFEE , B 1x10° CFU/mL T #k Vd080 J3 A= 1
TFIR 100 L IR AFEBE B AR L, 20 °C SRS 30 d, il A%
KNSR B B 4% B W (Hu et al., 2013 ; Lopez-Es-
cudero et al.,2007) . 515 3 MALFE . kK CEF-373
14 T R D8 VR IR | 172 5 R YRR 1/4 B REWRL, 4 1) B
100 pL 5 55 KRN 5E A P TR A% A I IR A1 TR
T 20°C W5 5 3% 24 h, A F G 2% 10 30088 58 1 #k
VdO80 A% B & F L, B Ab P 3 IR E A, B~
KA S LR, A 100 M, R &
R DASR IR 37 3 5 KN e A3 R TR A% A V7 W 4
IRBUR G R R
1.2.3  HE#k CEF-373 3148 63k % 09 18 = By 2 2

FERR RN O AN H AR 5 mm [ B R CEF-373
T HER RS G SR D, T 25°C 180 t/min 5544
TR R FE 5 d, 152 # Bk CEF-373 AR B 57, A
BRI AR IR AR B R 1x10°,1x 107, 1
10° CFU/mL, % . BigE oy vb 4+ FE Rt e 3 :
314 ¥SIRA TN E TR R 285 3% A TR
BT R IR 21 S A TR 12 h, LAk 8 ki Fh
T % BRI AR S SRR TR DA 6 B SRER 14
P TEIRE 23~30°C AR 60% LA i H G IR
FEIEE 17 dJE 08 1 B R o3 i 2 A
1x10°,1x107, 1x10° CFU/mL B #% CEF-373 J 1A B 57
50 mL, 3 dJ5 P4 REERVEAR A 1.2.2 TRl 8 4 1) 1%
10" CFU/mL B £ Vd080 43 fd 2% 10 mL, LA
10 mL £2 [CE SR ARV X IR, R A B 3 IR S
LRI AC AT 25 d JE S BRI Z1 55 (2017) 5 o7
PBRUETEAT AT 21 52l B R 1 PR, (R4
o I R BRI Z B WG o AR - 090 :
T AR HE S 051 G- 0< & 1T AR L <33%52 2
33%< 9k T AR 5 H<66% ;3 2% : 66%< 5 Tl FR
Fb<100% ;4 9% : KR AL A HER 100% . 517 5 4k =
S (BRI IR R E) /A 1) R R £ < 4) <1005
T 2 B A% = ORT R 175 i 50— Ak 31995 175 5 450 ) /0T HEg

TEFEE>x100%
PEE AL B TR HE R 10 1Y TR AR A
() 5 B8 K B e, BRI AL A BAR 2 1 em (9 P
Pk CEF-373 il , 25°CI 1 95 7 d R UL B 5, B
SR KTl B Bk CEF-373 IR TR 7] . 19 0K £ -
VoA FERFAARFLLL 3:3: 4 51 IR A, A R A L
1% 2% F1 3% 42 A TR 70 LA 78 ik (2RO 4%
2013) . B 3% UCATRENIE FE 0 & B 21 5 Fh iR
012 h, LURRBR 8 P10 %5 B PP e 5 3k b, LA
B OB SN VI, R E AR AR
ELIH A PR PR RR 1x107 CFU/mL B T #& Vdogo
Iy RIFI 10 mL, DU A VD + 3 RIR A 0
KR AR 8 RO XTI AR AN 3 IR . R R
ANACAE TR 25 d Je IR S AR 21 5 D i i Ies , 44
BRI b, THER0 9 HE BRI 2= Bk
1.2.4  H#k CEF-373 *IA% 1L 35 57 09 W 18] By 2L 2
R TEWRHE < 25 R TR ISR IR R IR0k, O 4%
WS IR LA T 59% P 1x10° CFU/mL i #k CEF-
37353 A TFRTRIR, TR N R IR R 3 diif &
B, 25 o 20174F-5 A FAreh E gL R EBER 1L
RN R A B ZE R AR AE R D AR B AR 2145,
WHFpAE/INX, BEHLHES], 2> /NX K 5 m, 983 m,
PR 2 2 o0 3 7 fk/mm? iR 615 3 IR B3 AN
AN FERRAE A B 3 IR, 25 R MR A AR 303 TR Ik
J& 4 1x10° CFU/mL [ i #% CEF-373 &8 100 mL,
BERR 1R HE 1 VR, FLTEHE 3 vk, AR HETE K R B
BT 1A S 40,6080 d P8 & & H BIF 21 541
(R o R TR A G TR A bR R 1.2.3,
TR RRE AT R L R 10 1B T K A £
() 5 B8 KB i, A AR A 1 BAR 24 1 em (9 T
Pk CEF-373 M, 25°CI 1 9% 7 d R UL B 35, B
RIS EAR R . 2017 4E 4 F T AI7E ERARAE
] A AR AR 21 5, B/ INX ST RN A 2 ]
b AERE R I TR Bk CEF-373 [f AR B 7 07 b
W1 m A7 K H20~30 g A, 20 9 TRl 40,
60,80 d JA A EARMT 21 S4B 1 R O . TR Y
AR HARAER] 1.2.3,
1.2.5 H#k CEF-373 # 545 16 & M R K o 4o
BRRHE 21 5 AP A R 1.2.3 68 1 R LA
PRI RS BE AR 4R 1x107 CFU/mL 1 ¥k CEF-373 43
AT BRI 10 mL, DL 10 mL ZE R SR LT EARAE N
XHHE . B5E 3 dJS FHERP 1x107 CFU/mL # Rk V080
A3 AR 10 mL, 2R BRI 3 d 5 KA AL
g s R R R O . ORI Y S Fr Ak
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MR FHJCR K PER G B T30 A D& 3, 3-
TAEOR MY, E IR B Y 8 hy A YRS
T 95% £ BB /K 2 min il 54 2, L BRIUA,
TINJC/K AR KIS R Ak S 0, B B 40 58 451N
B 5 SRR IR T 70% H- il R A 40 i ]
S, 3, 3- AR BOR g A AL S AR ORI T
VE, W, LR BB TS WA T
W B RELCE IR 5, 2017) , Qi B0 4G (5
SR FEE S TG A o
1.2.6 H#kCEF-373 3 AR 10 By fipdn £ JL B Rk 52
BT 215 BRI E kR 1.2.3, 78 1 R 5D
PRI AR BEAR 2R 1x10” CFU/mL 1 ¥k CEF-373 43
A F B 10 mL, D 10 mL 8¢ [G 8% 35 5L AR
AR, 4 d )5 F4EFP 13107 CFU/mL BBk Vd08so 434
i F B P10 mL, RS 12,24 48 F172 h RAEA
et F TR 2R . SR CTAB/IRE I S2 U AL
I F B RNA G B2 -EFISK K L, 2003 ) , Fil FH Reverse
Transcriptase M-MLV S #% 5% il % ¢cDNA, H A&/
P R B 0EAT . F ] PCR ARG AR 48 1 7
B 40 4 5 £ Xl PPO . POD , PAL . CHI . RP10 1 3 ik
i, UL Ubiquitin 3£ I8 S5, it RS HES 19
BN S MER AR A BRA R AR (F 1), 20 uL

PCR JZ W4 % : 10 pmol/L | F #5144 0.4 uL .cD-
NA 2 pL.,2xUltra SYBR Mixture (with ROX) 10 L,
TCTHE KA L 220 uL, PCR S R : 95°C T A8 P
10 min; 95°C7AEME 30 5,60°CiE k 30 s,72°CZEMH1 30 s,
ILA0MIEIR . SRR R P B N 95 CTIARTE S 55
65°CHEfH 1 min; 65°C [ 3 97°C A5k , £ 0.11 s I
F1C, W EE 3 W, BRI NMHAREL ,RH
20X TR CAEHE AT o3 (1K 2555 ,2016)
1.3 HIESH

IR BE R SPSS 22.0 B4 HEAT G815 Mr , i
H LR R 5 2 43 M1 (one way ANOVA ) i#E17 4b i
Ji) Fr) 2 5 o PEAG 6

2 BEREHM

21 BENEERNSBESEEER

ATRIG 53 25 KA () 1 RRARAE P AR TR TR AR A 44
“y CEF-373. #| Ffl & I rDNA ITS il F 51 4 #8175
PCR Y™, X34 F Beifb A I , 2873 Foxt & B
¥k CEF-373 58 K B0 7 Fusarium solani 78 £ BC-3
(GenBank & 5 5 MH782034) i) ITS J¢ 51| [w) 54 Ky
100.00% , & 15 £ 1k 100.00% (& 1) , B & P A=
CEF-373 W& J A v

F1 BIEAXERNSRESY

Table 1 Specific primer sequences of related resistance genes

BEH S1¥F 5 (5'-3") FrBIN
Gene Primer sequence (5'-3") Fragment size (bp)
PPO F: CCGCATAACCATCACAAG/R: ACTCTCATCACCTTCAACA 99
POD F: ATATCCTTGTTCTGTCTGCTA/R: CTCCTTCTACCGTCTCTTC 91
PAL F: TGGTGGCTGAGTTTAGGAAA/R: TGAGTGAGGCAATGTGTGA 323
CHI F: AATGACACGGCGACTCCCTT/R: TCCCACGAACCCCCACCTAT 167
PRI0 F: ATGATTGAAGGTCGGCCTTTAGGG/R: CAGCTGCCACAAACTGGTTCTCAT 70
Ubiquitin F: GAGTCTTCGGACACCATTG/R: CTTGACCTTCTTCTTCTTGTGC 246

100 [ Fusarium oxysporum A549 (KX463000)

76 Fusarium verticillioides LCBPF09 (KX553874)

100

Fusarium culmorum A544 (KX463005)

Fusarium graminearum HBF (KU254606)
98

89

0.025
[

100 |
I

100 Fusarium langsethiae 1BT 8051 (AF414969)

Fusarium langsethiae JTOCO03 (KT184780)
Fusarium avenaceum F. avn2bal (KX058548)

Fusarium solani BC-3 (MH782034)

CEF-373

Verticillium dahliae T _OVD-1 (MK028532)

El1 ETHEE rDNAITS 73 USRI B FE R CEF-373 REEHEX AR RR L B
Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree of strain CEF-373 and other related strains based on rDNA ITS sequences with neighbor-joining method
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2.2 E¥RCEF-373 3 Kn & EpI sl {E A
221 ATRWEEE A LA KGIPHAEA

X nEk B IR ah R, 4 WPk CEF-373 ¥ & 1
AR 7= A ) R T e A B BT P V080 B T4 LA Ky
3.38 cm, K& H Pk CEF-373 b B 1 B #k V080 T 74
B2 4 5.43 cm, Bk CEF-373 4% & PRSI = My o) 14

PR VA0S0 B 22 A=K Il 34 37.75% (€1 2) o

(58] 8 i B SR 45 R B, £ TR bk CEF-373 3
FER A Py A 304 K He R P R AR VO8O P
15 kAR K, R TR R CEF-373 40 3 % B bk VA0SO T
T EAR N 5.71 em, R B #E CEF-373 45 & AR
FERIRT R A VA0SO T 22 A= K (A il R 4 100.00% -

2 RN ERBEE R CEF-373 32 & MR 7= ¥ 39 K W44 B BTk V080 B £ & K a il E A
Fig. 2 Effect of volatile organic compounds from cotton endophytic fungus CEF-373 on growth of Verticillium dahlia strain Vd080
A: PDA JEZRIEXTIR; B: WMk CEF-373 &b, A: Inoculated with strain Vd080 and treated with PDA; B: inoculated with

strain Vd080 and treated with strain CEF-373.

222 R WEAA T T 6 I HIAE R

W5 K RS A T TR bR VAO80 7 A 0 TR IR I 5 AN
[i5) % 5 11 BT A% CEF-373 U UEVRIR A G5 72 72 h
J&i 25 PG 37 3600 IR T R V080 43 A= 1T B
1.18%10" CFU/mL, Ifii A TR % CEF-373 JC TR 8 15
172 5 REVRFI 1/4 5 TV 114 TR B V080 43 fi T
B0 9 4 0.27x107,0.41x107,0.53x10” CFU/mL, 2%
i ZE T X B 5 B kR CEF-373 19 JC i B TRF I L 1/2
T BN 1/4 T BEIBON TR AR VO8O 7 i A 111 il 3243
K 76.85% .65.42% 11 54.97% (£ 2) , LA TC T4 I W
R M SO B, W = T 12 VAR B A 3L,
FEHH N A= LB CEF-373 AT UM K e B B =10 .

223 T RWAEAEA - ETTH A IEIAER

W TR FE AR 1R bR VA0S0 43 A= 7t T B iR i 5 AN
IF] 3% 5 () B Ak CEF-373 U IE MR A 5597 3 h e, X
HE (14 B BR VA0SO 43 A5 761 B & R 52.87%, T 1k
CEF-373 JC A & IR L 1/2 B BERORN 1/4 B B AL
PG TR R VA0SO 43 A= 48 F 1 & %435l oy 28.28%
39.08% F143.01%, ¥ i 2 Ik T X B ; TR Mk CEF-373
{14 TG TR 108 VR D TR 1/2 4 e RRIT 1/4 4 e YR X TR PR
Vd080 73-A= I & A 353 310 46.51%.26.09%
F118.64% , LA JC DA U8 W 5 W 1) I ROR B b, b 2
T 12 VAT RRRAL P (2 2) , R B N A= LB CEF-
373 ] AP R FE A T A T

®2 IRIEAEEF R CEF-373 X KT H E H#k V080 Ryl HI1E
Table 2 The inhibitory effect of cotton endophytic fungus strain CEF-373 on the growth of Verticillium dahliae

Rk ST HA MR &
Sporulation Spore germination Microsclerotium germination
Ab B AL i [ & eI [ s el RS
Treatment Conidia Inhibition rate Germination rate Inhibition rate Germination rate Inhibition rate
(x10” CFU/mL) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)

B 7R3 %) i 1.18+£0.09 a / 52.87+4.08 a / 82.59+6.46 a /
Culture matrix control
TCTR IS TRER 0.27£0.05b  76.85+9.22a  28.28+426b  46.51+4.75a 67.50£2.66b 18.27+3.21a
Concentrate of sterile filtrate
TCHRBETR 1/2 W B 0.41£0.06 b  65.42+7.71b  39.08+4.49b  26.09+4.33b  65.04+2.38b 21.25+2.87 a
1/2 diluent of sterile filtrate
TR /AR B 0.53£0.08b  54.97+7.55b  43.01#4.56b  18.64+544b  76.47£5.76a  7.41+6.97b

1/4 diluent of sterile filtrate

R PRI P SRR v 2E o TR BB IS S ) R R R 22 BN R 7 28 03 BT L KL e TE P<0.05 /KF- 22 5% 8.3 . Data are

mean+SD. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by one way ANOVA.
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2.2.4 XK TAEALE MO AL I R A R AR R

W5 K IR AS T TR AR VA0S0 23 A= i T2 IR IR 5 A
[i5) % 5 11 AT A% CEF-373 TC R I8 O A G 5 9% 24 h
Jei % B TR AR VA0SO T3l A% 1 & 3k 82.59%, s
I TR Pk CEF-373 JC TR BI85 L 1/2 76 BE W RN 1/4
i B YR TR AR VO8O f A A2 1 110+l 2% 43 51l A
18.27% .21.25% F17.41% , Foh LI JC T BE R R AN 1/2
T BE R AL LR 4 R RO By, 3 T 1/4 PR BRI
A (FE2) , FR B N A= EL A CEF-373 W] LA il K i
R MEEY A
2.3 E#k CEF-373 318 HEHmABER L

1106, 1x107,1x10° CFU/mL Y £k CEF-373
O3 A TR TR EAR AL B E AR 21 5 5 AR IO

T8 B3 ) 9 12,73 .6.40 1 7.84, 24 i) A% T % B
(TG FE 42215, TR ZE iAo o0 42.53% .71.12%
K 64.60% , H: 1 1x10" CFU/mL 14 # ¥k CEF-373 43
A BB PR R RO R

DU o 1% 2% F11 3% 4 Bk CEF-373 B 7
FE PSR 2155, FEP0 I 8 R R PR Vdo8o
I3RS TR IR 25 dJ, R R T B HE R )
R 18.87.16.19 F019.84 , 357 i AKX BE (19 17 F6 4L
29.39, % B 854391 K 28.519% . 38.68% Fl1 62.74% ,
DL 3% Y CEF-373 W A3 E AR el (£ 3) .
1 TR CEF-373 XL 8 280 A B i il E R
FE: A FIVE AR A 3 A A PR EARRT R AF AR A it
AR O BRI R A R T (B13).

®3 BUENEEE CEF3BEFIXMBEEERIRERN

Fig. 3 The protection of treatment with cotton endophytic fungus CEF-373 fertilizer on cotton against Verticillium wilt in laboratory

AbPE Treatment 3 Dose T84 Disease index  BA%X Control efficacy (%)
CEF-373 3l T B R I HEAR 1x10°CFU/mL 12.73£291 a 42.53+£2.73 a
CEF-373 conidia suspension was 1x10’ CFU/mL 6.40+0.70 a 71.12+1.28 b
used for root irrigation 1x10* CFU/mL 7.8443.15a 64.60+3.83 b

X CK 22.1543.46 b /
CEF-373 B A+ 1% 18.8742.60 a 28.51+4.58 a
CEF-373 fertilizer mixed with soil 2% 16.19+2.26 a 38.68+2.47 a
3% 9.84+2.34 a 62.74+4.65 b
IR CK 29.39+4.72 b /

PR R P SRR i 2E o TR BB IR AN ) R R R 2 BN BT 28 3 BTk K e 1 P<0.05 /K25 5% 1.3 . Data are

mean+SD. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by one way ANOVA.

T CK
B3 #BIENEER CEF373 BFIXIEREERIBERY

Fig. 3 The protection of treatment with cotton endophytic fungus CEF-373 fertilizer on cotton against Verticillium wilt in laboratory

2.4 Bk CEF-373 Xf48 7% 5 =% A9 B BB 3L

FIIFH IR CEF-373 & BE e AL FREARIT 2145,
TEALFR 40 d(7 H 13 H) .60d(7 H 27 H).80d(8 H
16 H ) J& , A i A9 993 155 18 2053 il o 15.33 .19.12 Al
25.40 , TR /K0T B B I 48 20057511 24.04.27.65 Fil
32.43, R Bk CEF-373 & [ IB0O0 R A6 3 2995 114 H (1] By
RO 43R 36.23% .30.84% F121.64% (F4) . £
PAIRE CEF-373 & B0 A A6 3 2295 1) FH [) B 30CAE Ab

VEMRALBE Root irrigation #1335 Maize sand culture

PR WA BTG

FEFRI RN Rk CEF-373 B R EFnF 215,
TEALFR40d(7 H 13 H).60d(7 H27H) .80d(8 H 16 H)
J& AR R R TR B 5k 16.51.19.50 f125.27, B4
HE 5T HRR) 0 17 46 B053 1l h 22.84.24.83 F130.94,
PR CEF-373 TR 556 A 46 2 225 1) FH 8] B 2% 53 3R
27.71% 21.46% F118.32% (3% 4) . KM #k CEF-373
PRIFRIXIAI AR B 220 1) P (8] B R50LE A P AT BT RAIR
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R4 BN EEHE CEF-373 KB R REEZRH BB

Table 4 Effect of fermentation broth of cotton endophytic fungus CEF-373 on control of Verticillium wilt in cotton field

40d 60d 80d
b5 T g PR R e PR IR e PR
Treatment Diseased . Control Diseased . Control Diseased . Control
plant rate Dlsease efficacy plant rate Dlsease efficacy  plant rate Dlsease efficacy
(o) M (g (%) ndex ) (o) M (g
R E 2621+ 1533+ 3623+ 31.61% 19.12+  30.84+ 49.53+ 2540+  21.64+
Drip irrigation 536a 2.13a 3.56 6.77 a 436a 4.21 221 a 3.16a 3.84
of fermentation
broth
T KX R 3177+ 24.04+ / 4520+ 27.65+ / 54.88+ 3243+ /
Water control 493D 461D 549b 5.15b 451D 595b
EILENESRl 22.50+ 1651+  27.71+ 34.13+ 19.50+  21.46+ 59.65+ 2527+ 1832+
Solid inoculant 6.12a 393a 2.68 7.12 a 532a 5.65 6.13a 4.26a 4.61
FRR AL AR 29.82+ 22.84+ / 35.57+ 24.83+ / 6531+ 30.94+ /
Culture matrix 541b 4.11b 4.55a 3.85b 4.72b 5.63b

control

PR T SRR E2E o TR B0 B IR AN ) R R R 2 BN BT 28 3 BTk K e T P<0.05 /KF- 25 5+ 1.3 . Data are

mean+SD. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by one way ANOVA.

2.5 Bk CEF-373 5 SBEEEENRE

22 R CEF-373 70 T T2 IR AL FEAR AL 3 d
S5 PR R I A A B VO8O B A% , 35 3 d S K6 5]
FAAE I R v PR AR Rk &, BV 22 TRk CEF-373 43 F

2 ".
i 4 i
-y o e
ks 1
- Ay 9.

> -K;".
- I mm
- . . =il

XHHE CK

TR R B AR B i Lt B E LD TE W]
e i i AR GUTHE 2 (1814) , R BTTE Pk CEF-
37315 T AR AR s PR MR A

. ...‘ A >
e

"

CEF-3734h38 Treated witth CEF-373

B4 HBIENEEFE R CEF-373 57 RIFSBEMN FEEENEL

Fig. 4 The reactive oxygen species triggered in cotton leaves by induced with cotton endophytic fungal

strain CEF-373 culture medium

Bk CEF-373 X8 ERhfitE X B ERE 2RI

2K CEF-373 73 AR fil T B iR AL BEAR AL 4 d
J PR TN AR A TR PR R V080 40 A i TR V7 L
FERIG 12.24 .48 172 h BURE A0 AT 4 26 0, BT pR
CEF-373 B& 1 U1 175 5 A A 4B Bk B 180 AH OC 356 A
PAL .POD .PPO.CHI 1 PRI0 ) Fik ., Hd,PRIO
FPAL SE R ZERERD 12 h 5 IR B IR R i 4
BOIK B B K, 4 ) = T BB Y 5.6 175 F1 4.9 %, CHIL,
POD il PPO $& R FE 3 Fh 24 h i HiZe ik 45 8 -
PA P R EIGE B B K, 43 3 R 6 BRI 8.8 % L 6.1 185 A1l
4815 (E5) . FUAMAEN A B R PE CEF-373 7304
002 T VR A AR AEAR TS |, T S AR AL AEAR 1 B

2.6

TR ZR | B S AR B AR SC LR ik
3 itig

H HO6 AR AL 20 25 Bl B F oY R P e
PRI b, 0 4 22 1 2 2 AT T s BT (T
1£,2008) . #i%E(2014) AL H1 5385 1R ZE AT
PR AR 41B-1, & IR K i 2 3 PR AR AL 5 25
SRR TETE R, R , R 28.09%; Ji] 5t Je 45 (2017)
MARAE 73 B0 T 1 RRBEIR 2 MIAT 18T B. cereus DAIPR
YUPP-10, & 38 HAR 8 7= 9 %6 K e 8 B HA B 2
(AR IR, LR % B 3% 35 80.60% . {H H ATk %
A RENS ELIE WY T S B AE = RS DU A 9, R
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AL 7 A PR AE 7 5 ELASE 1Y LE BT BT, 58 35 FOte
M7k e DT, Y N A HE T 5 e TH
FIEEEH, I ELRERE 7™ HE 22 Ml B T 3 28 1
TG PEY T (TR 2555 ,2016) o AHFIE AR AE 25 43

204 PAL = S CK 404 POD
*%
== CEF-373
1.5+ 30 4
EE
1.0 H 20
8
2
8 0.5+ 10-
5
2 004 = ok 04
- 12 24 48 72 12
Q
nﬁ 100 4 CHI
9 90
fio 80 - *x
& 70
= 60
50 o
10
8 *%
6
4
2] 1
0 . T T T
12 24 48 72

* %

P2 L P A T B R R TR T B CEF-373, AR &
PEAE = W00 TR I R AL bR A9 R 22 A 1 A A T
77 A BT e RV A2 ™ A R AT W B
L BARS I R BT

- PPO
5 Hk
4 sk
4 EE ]
37
*% 27 £x
’ Hk l - \
0_ T T T
48 72 12 24 48 72
154 PRIO
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104 #x
5
ok
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12 24 48 72

PSR 1] Hours after inoculation (h)

Bl 5 BN EEFE K CEF-373 % SR HE X E RN RIE

Fig. 5 Expression levels of defense genes in leaves of cotton by cotton endophytic fungus strain CEF-373
P r Bl 0y P SRR HE 2 o * R 0 ) 3Rk 22 B D BT 22 00 BT ik A B £ P<0.05 AT P<0.01 /K- 22 57 1. 3% . Data are
mean+SD. * or ** indicates significant difference at P<0.05 or P<0.01 level by one way ANOVA.

Wang et al.(2007) & SUAR AEAR BB N 4= H A B A
Z e HAR 0 Bl ) AR S HE AR B Li et al.
(2014) FERRAE o3 B T L E FR N AR B, 10
HE T X A 2 LA R T R T R P R R, S
SRALEE 1 PRIBE K Sk 00 1 TR Pk CEF-325, F0™= A4 iyl
FE R MEA R R 85 A1 1) A T e A PR e 305 7 TR A
Vd080 Ay K ; Tk 2545 (2016) MARAE FF 4385 HE 1Bk
N AEBRBFE)E B Chaetomium globosum 1 #k CEF-
082, X #3465 2505 A B 0 RS HUAE T, 1R 2= Bl sl s
ik 66.88% . A5 43 B F 1) N A FL AT R A% CEF-373
XoP R AR B 2 1 Tl & B U = 1 71.12% , B i
FHRAE BEZSR B FH ] B 5CAE 18.329%~36.23% 2 [A] 11K
FHRERTRL, MR FR A e 2 AT N, B
TR R A T A R H A R R
BEAN A B A F2 B A TG TR AL SR, s e A
Py SR IS B A AR AR, T LS LA S A= B
AR FH 1 R A 3 1 T BB 2 FRAIG, AR FE S Y 1
I REZS T R, (AR AE A LA [ PR RICR AN AR, 3K
A [ ) 70 AR RS A — XA

A= B TR 2 B A A A2 (B RS R 5 4 AT
PEYI T S AR S A P A pUe b A A A
77 A FE P 3 (Krechel et al., 2002 ; 47 fnn 2125
2006) . HTxE AR B T B 0 B AE AL ST A
b ARBFGESRAS BB bR CEF-373 ik ] T 8 B,
A KR e e P T K I A TR, R ) 25 4D 7
TN A A TR 12 YL A A6 Z 11T, TR AR CEF-373 1 LAt
A AR AEAR TR R G0 5 BRAR AR A, AT {254
TEHE NG 0 K A0 . IR Ah , A= 7 TR B VA FE A
) — A~ E B AL R RO A A B SRR A R G,
RIA= 57 B A AT DLSE A A i B TS I, DA ol
PR X T L B AR RE 3, B0 S R g bt
3% P4 (Compant et al., 2005) . ALY B AAZ TR 4
J& KA B R S — R A N A TS P SRR R
R, 5 A BUESR AU S o T I AR — 2R
{5853, A 40 6 P 38 o o020 40 i 4R A 3 bR A A
TESEBIER, S 5E SR SR, &4 kA
TSR AE LT B B (Qi et al., 2018) o ASWFSE
SR PUEEE  & LR R CEF-373 155 T 4ififeis
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& 46%:

PR IR K, 2 bk CEF-373 20 A 160 1 B 17 WAL 3
FIARAE M R R s v SR I 22 T X R R N A R
CEF-373 A] LA S PR 28000 77 26, AT AR 2 A 40 1)
IR ESR SN o (AN A A B A A v 5
FYIPUR AR POD \PPO \PAL .CHI F1 PR10 3:[A
TEN A B # Pk CEF-373 55 5 1 ik, KW
P PR CEF-373 W] LU i1 55 75 £ R G btk s
AN EEFHR A . Horh, POD 5K E & Wi C,
REAS0 B AR (A5 55,2003 ) s PPO fEL RS
A EWIE L, RS ) Jo6) T3 it o EAT 90 7
(fRHN4E,2007) ; PAL J2JE i 24 Jot AR DR 2R 0 ¢
SR, NS T M R R S SRR 295 1
FN (Eh R £ %, 2007 ) ; CHI AR =4 ] LA i
AT i 24 R DA T 00 T 9 i A G (8
2005) ; PR10 & H AT $2& A I 4Tv Re 1 (7 A E
#5,2017) . B2, BiAE P AE FLB TR A CEF-373 A L)
SR E ARG YU TE  (EAE ST B R R AR
R TGRS, 2T 5 RZ R B AL an 5|
) EAME S Fis R A etk — IR A5
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