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WE. ARG ETFmALERR, LA TR E S B E2016F 8 ZLILEFFERTRE
89 PR 2m 1R M5 B0 % 09 B T LRI AT R R T 4 B 5 S A0 ARIEAT kI ) A L SR M AT 5 5 R
Biolog B Zh# A& 4% % % % .16S rDNA #= 16S-23S rDNA 18] & X 531 547 & Jdk R A 69 A& 22 A AL R
L X JR L%szﬁi‘}\&'ﬂ‘vv“lkﬁi%/? B 13 R AR A AR, R IR, NETF R et
KR BE P 3 B AL KAT 10 AR3F A MR — S AG TA Bk, BT 1K ) B 3 4 2 R M A BE R % JR
. % Biolog 5% 3R A A RS A7 A #k & Z B2 18 Acidovorax avenae ¥ 8ME 5% %1 0.716 .
0.705.0.723, B3 51 B, X 3R A AR S 2 LR 1A 2% & AP A, avenae subsp. avenae #9 — 3
PE A 99% VA L5 ik R R A 6 F 2K G & RO BB R A AP AR G At R bk R R R IR
ICMP3183 A IL—%, A, AT BT LR mRAAREERE ., BEFoaARERRBRB
JREREHHRMZI21101 57 80% L4372 5LiH .30% L4 F SLik & 0.3% w9 & F K7 69 AR e3R8 3, 37
H) P R E BC T 389.31~939.94 pg/mL Z_ 8] , 3% 2 7 25 7] 7TV A B 8 BT s A M A s m i B i 25 7]
KB BT mARLRR; REERE; RRALT,; FHAAN; AR

Identification of pathogen causing bacterial stripe of millet and
its susceptibility to 13 bactericides
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Abstract: To control millet bacterial stripe, the method of streaking plate was used to isolate pathogen
from the diseased samples that were collected from Qigihaer City, Heilongjiang Province in 2016. The
pathogenicity of the isolates was tested to fulfill by the Koch’s postulates. Biolog systematic, sequences
analyses of 16S rDNA and 16S-23S rDNA, biochemical and physiological reactions were used in patho-
gen identification. The sensitivity of representative strain to 13 bactericides was also determined. Ten
isolates were obtained from the diseased leaves and sheaths with similar morphology on medium, and
were verified as the pathogens of the bacterial stripe of millet. The results of Biolog test showed three
representative strains were similar with Acidovorax avenae with similarity values of 0.716, 0.705 and
0.723, respectively. Sequences analysis showed that the three representative strains were more than 99%

consistent with 4. avenae subsp. avenae. Physiological and biochemical reactions such as Gram staining
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and carbon utilization of these isolates were consistent with those of control strain 4. avenae 1C-

MP3183, thus the pathogen was eventually identified as Acidovorax avenae. The MZ121101 strain was
sensitive to 80% ethylicin EC, 30% ethylicin EC and 0.3% tetramycin AS, the EC;, of them was
389.31-939.94 ng/mL. The two fungicides could be used to control bacterial stripe of millet in the field.

Key words: millet; bacterial stripe; Acidovorax avenae; pathogen identification; bactericide; suscepti-

bility

BEF RNARABIR G — A RANY) , 2RI &
LR EEY Z —  HFrhr g R e 2 LR e
gEtyh A EEAE . B TIRE AL
A4t VEES ARAL ERT DL AR AR AL X GX RO,
2014). Bl R S5 P IR RS  ZM AR 7 5 22 6T
2006 4 BE 11 5A E Z IR £ AR PP e AT st
KRN E GRS bR BE R T AR AN
Wi o, s 3 Il H £5 28 I, U BE -2 s (52 /R 48
25,1989) JBE ¥ R (R 52, 2017) BE T VB
(AT AE , 2018) B 22 B Pl 8556961 Bipolaris so-
rokiniana 3| K2 AR i B (5 FH G 55, 2016 ) 45
B L AR A . 20164F-8 F
TR VT AR F5 5505 7K T BE G U5 181 I A Bt P
L B RS e A R T AN A M SR BN X B A
P G, AR WG T I AR OCHRE

JBE 21 TR M 4% B 993 9 35 E AR 5 Myung et al.
(2012) 2 3B 1 H FHE 2 W5k 1% 1 JHE 22 S PP Acidovorax
avenae subsp. avenae 5| 8 [1) J5E ¥~ 21 o P SR BRI bl JHL
AR o THESZ W05 i T JHE 22 I P 2 T 22 AR s D 1
T Iz, AT R AR 0 25 80K (Xie et
al., 1998) JKFHZH B M 250 (RN 2555, 2008 ; Lai &
Huang,2018) . F KA BEMG (Ji et al., 2014)  H #E R
2% (Shan et al.,2017) . 2% F 20 B 7 25 B0 (Wu et
al.,2018) K HS2E 2% 41 B P 25 BB (Seijo & Peres,
2011) . 55 N B2 B 14 45 BEH (Sanahuja et al., 2018)
4. Song et al. (2004) 7E K Fh b ASE I 381 122 55 it
PRl R T 00 200 R 5 D P ) S, — M Sl ik
9 J A I B0 M OB RRIE R IR R AR AR A I
N SR G X I S, ARG T4 6 16S tDNA
H116S-23S rDNA JF 1| 53 # % Hoog it 7T 1) 4328 o7
PEATHE— A 5 . 16S rDNA FEH) 40 HT e 40 3 2R 48
KA IO T T HX T S 40 Fh i B AN
58, 16S-23S rDNA BEORSF AHXT AT A, | Be#/)N,
i PEL, 7T T 20 9% 16S tRNA J¥ 1) Jo ik 2 51 1)
Z0 B PR R N B AR, A2 16S rRNA T3 371 43 M 19 A Al
#h 7t (Giirtler & Stanisich, 1996; Garcia-Martinez et
al.,1999) . Biolog %8 i 8 Gt M 4l il A= Wy X A~ [] i

DRI F RO A A PRI R SRS 2 R 50
ELA AR o PR AR VA AR, H T
AR LA B BTAN TR AT g5 L AU R o
o IEESE(2007) K Biolog iR 9 H 8 % £
5 %08 A2 TR S5 R0 Do P A T S 5 AT XA
(2008 )k H Biolog idtA= 4 H 2h 4 1 2R Ge Xt /K R 2 1A
PERE S50 i BRI HEA T4 5 B 545 (2016 ) K H Bi-
olog fitA= 4 F sh % 52 28 Go Xt B N4 B P SR B o 0
TP ;s 75 =45 (2019) 5k A Biolog Sl ZE#) A 81 %
TE Z G0 AR RE I BT A R AT 45 2 5 9 B Myung et
al. (2012) X JBE 4 P 11 2% R o ot 77 468 o At R
T Biolog il E ¥ %5 Jrik: . HgHLIE API 20NE il 4=
YA AR S e 2R G FNIR I IR Y TRl b ) 2 R ety
FHF 20 5 1 PR 46 5 , 4 Lai & Huang (2018) %
API 20NE ffAE W AL 25 R gexf [ 5 TSk Fa i
SR IR R A T

Sk B B I VTAR 55 5 R I T JBE 40 DA P SR B
S BT, AR FUO0) L i P A TR 2k o s aliAb,
4h A BURPED 2 (Biolog il A= 4) H Bh % 52 A48 . 16S
rDNA F1 16S-23S rDNA [1] [ X )7 51 53 b7 B2 9 Ji 1R
A B A A0 N X ISR A B 43 B A T A R A I
SR FH A R P 3253000 2 20 D o X 13 ol FH R R 75 1)
TRURRAE , T S 2 R B B R TR 245741
DA R 200 5 1A S B s SR B AR
1 MREFHE
1.1 8

HER B VR FIAEY) : 2016 4F 8 H 7E B ITAH 555
Wy I TIT JBE T 8 U0 TR R 3 R s 8 TR , BE T b o
OB i R MR R 2 A A W SR AR A
K H TR A NC89, T3 MUk KA M 4 &l
H2F S ) IR R, R4 I R T B
FR) a0 S At . Ko R T AR A e A7 W R T 1C-
MP3183 FI PG JINWE BRI A. citrulli ICMP7500, )y o
FE AL B2 B AR AR AP I 5 R A8 B SR 4L 5 %o
W GR WR K REWE R T8 4. oryzea RS-2, WL #2450
HARAE
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Ri 323 B SR 5U1E (nutrient agar, NA) B5 57 &
RT3 g SEHMR10 g NaCl 5 g Bifig 15 g 2818 K
1 L,pH 7.0~7.2;4: K B(King’s B, KB) Jii ks 57 3L .
JE 2R 1% 20 g K, HPO, 1.50 g.MgSO,7H,0 1.50 g. H
15 mL Bl 15 g Z&1RK 1 L.

B2 7« 53.8% S A A K 3 FORH] L 46% =
A K Ay Ok, 58 AL 7 5 85% K - FE IR
& (bordeaux mixture-cymoxanil) ] ¥ P4 43 7 | 77%
it 12 0 5 ] R A 7 L 85% U UK - H R R (bordeaux
mixture-metalaxyl) P J2 PER 7], VLIR AT 424 FR
3 5 70% BB ER i 7K 43 ok, S AR A BR A
Al 3 50% F R 5 R R (chloroisobromine cyanuric
acid) TSR I, T R AR RS A4k T4 FRA W 530%
15 75 [ (benziothiazolinone ) 1 FL 5 , YL I8 ¥ =F & 1k
JBeA5 A B2 7] 5 3% A TR K (zhongsheng mycin) 7]
MR R, AR 25 T b AT A IR 7] 5 2% B B R
% (kasugamycin) K], H A< b 244k 22 Tl #k =2
#150.3% DU%E 2 (tetramycin) /K] , i T4 T,
TR A7 PR 7] 580% L35 3 (ethylicin) FLH , I /I
B TABRA T 530% Lo Z 3L, W rg sl s Bl
FA T AR,

I KA S « Tag B .ANTP Buffer, £ T A T.
T () By A PR S W) 5 GEN I 28 5 Al L 42
(inoculating fluid A, IF-A) | Biolog il F % 7% % (Bio-
log universal growth agar, BUG) , ] M i 4£ 8 B kBL Rl
M A BR A F AR A w22 IR AR &
BRI DR AR HEARA R ) el 2 oh =55
Fréki, D7000 Z S ARAL, H 4% Nikon 24 H] ; T100 PCR
A} Universal Hold 11 7 %t ¢ 5 4 2 4t , 52 [ Bio-
Rad /A F)] ; GEN III Microstation H sl ¥ % 5E &
4t , 9% [# Biolog 2 7l ; GEN 111 B 96 LA, | Tl 4E
B ERREREE 2 A BRA WAL 5T 5324 B s BPH-9082 4%
FEEIE SRR, L E RS FR A F] ; Evolu-
tion 300PC 7PEIEIETT, e FEIR R RBHL A 7 5
ISH500 A5t , fEFE /R - 4 m ey 22 7l o
1.2 ik
121 AEFAGRES @ RER

2016 4F- 8 H e Ip 1148 57 570 7K T BE B U5l
SR AR M BE T ATLAR , WLEE I 7 A8 L AR BT A
K 8 Ak A T REIE , A AR LA BRI E S . 43
SISO I B R, — AR AS H A A ] S
5% TR R A R 3 B8 5 00— 8B A0 & ThR A Iy,
FRAS BT 20 5 E 22 R WK AR, B R HE 46 2 TR K
IR, HRPRATEE, EARARRN, TARAHE N IRTE

122 EF@adri&smmRAssh st

W5 R B BT e s A e B [T S 56 2, i
Be PSR IS, R AR 2 o 253k (O bk,
1998) X A7 WS PR B AR ASHEA T 73 85 0 AERRAS o fgit
B BTEL AR /N R 2 mmx3 mm BYZH B T 75%
P EE 1 min, JCRR 7K 56 3 WS BTRE, O
A 100 pL Jo K B K B 55 55 ML 1k 10 min, ]
IR o PR PR BB B A NA B 558 1R
LB BT HXHEE 65% WL 12:D 12, il
J& 28°C (K HE IR 1 35 46 h 15 37 24~48 h, WAL V5T
A, o0 KB IR — S e v b alifh . Kral
FEBRESS BIEERD T NA B 3256 I 4°CRAE4
1.2.3 BT A BLm 7 R E 09 SRl £

W 1.2.2 53 B ARAT I 10 BR 8 BE 53 51 370 T NA
WFRHE b, FAHAHEE 65% JEEWI L 12:D 12, &
J& 28°C i 1E IR 55 R A T B 97 36 h 5 PR B VE 1%
FhF KB AE =30, T 220 r/min 28 CA4 R E55+
16~18 h, il SRR . FH A 66 T TR
BEIFT 600 nm AR G OD g o » I HIK
T 7KK 20 T B 17 W OD g, V8 28 0.3, BV 41 T 2 P2 R
(e BE A 3% 10° CFU/mL, 45 H .

WA BE L SR PR RS KB R+ HR
20 em P EFRER T, RGN 30 K7, B T AR
75%~85% I 15~28°C . A SR H LR E rh
FRo MBET KB 4~5 HEFIE AT, ISR,
PROREE 1S8R o SR & MU IE 25 42 R 7 1k 43 K 3%
10° CFU/mL 4} B PR W 15 S Wil 7 (g Fe BE 114 |,
FRFERME 20 mL , AW A5 1 K PR 7K R BRI 5 42
LRI SR 3 dJF ST IC SR AR DL . P e
fEERR BE - 1 ™ A 5 ERE DR AR AL 4 (. 45 5, HL 5
T SR BIS BIRG RIA  . F IMbBEAE 31K,
A A B AL B 5 2 o RE R R 7 98 i TR P
O3B OB B RS R AR A TR S AT
FEANA LA, 1 5 i R A R AR ] D) S22 B e B
R
1.2.4  JE-F @ P4 5% 9% JR 14 49 Biolog % &

% Gen 111 7 96 1.4 & Biolog I 3l it A= ¥y %
R G R R W B MZ121101, MZ121102,
MZ121103 #4771 Fefe P A1) 0 38 Fn 23 Ff Ak 22 4
JEPEIIR . 2 B8 Gen 11154 96 FL AR & Biolog 1344 ¥
A 2% R G E UL A5 R G bR 7 KB 55 573
RS 23 R P B BUG K i |, T
AIXFRIE 65% G L 12: D 12 iRJE 33°CAYTE IR
KEFRAATh R R 24 h, FHEERIRZSREI BUG $5 575 1
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() PR TR V%, % A B TF-A 2 R0, VA& bk BE A R
90%~98% % M %, [n] A FL GEN 11T 48 5 Hx H in A
100 pL FREVR , TAHIXHREE 65% SEEIAL 12:D 12,
T 33 C Ry RS R G 5% 16~24 h )5, 55 1 IRGE
B, K557 25~48 h i, 50 2 UGB, A e Sk
PREERE 3R E S . MY Biolog H MM/ E Y % E RS0
A5 AR AR RL R T T A7 (6 0 T TR AR 1) 3 2t
125 EBEF@drismmiRiesTAahsEE

VEBUR R MZ121101~MZ 121103 #4743 F
R E . R CTAB 2 (R E 7 4F, 1998) $EHL
75 T A AR 6 R 4L DNA 43 53l R FH A 400 9 D A 1
16S rDNA {438 FH 5 |9 F11 16S-23S rDNA [1] b7 [X 7 41]
18 FH 51 P ARAG A0 5 Jir TR 55 (X 41 DNA #E47 PCR 9™
14 . 16S rDNA 193 H 5|94 16F (5-AGAGTTT-
GATCCTTTCTCAG-3") 1 1492R (5-TACGGTTAC-
CTTGTTACGACTT-3"), 16S-23S rDNA [f] [ X J7- 51
W54 8 L1 (5-AGTCGTAACAACGTAGCCGT-
3") F1 L2 (5-GTGCCAAGGCATCCACC-3") , 51 ¥4
AR T AR TR (i) e A1 FRA R A Al 25 pl
PCR JZ i 4 % : 10xBuffer 2.5 pL.2.5 mmol/L dNTP
2 uL Tagfit}0.2 uL ¥4 DNA 1 uL .25 umol/L 5445
0.5 uL, /it ddH,0 % 25 uL. 51%J 16F/1492R PCR §”
14 26 . 95°C T AEYE 5 min; 94°C 78V 1 min, 55°CiE
K 1 min, 72 °CHE{# 1 min, 35 4MEH ;72 CHE(H 10 min,
4°CHR-AF . 519 L1/L2 PCR Y4 41 95°C Fi AL 1
5min; 94°C7ZEM: 30 s,60°CiE ‘K 1 min, 72°CZEA# 90 s,
35AMIGHS 3 72°C ZEH 10 min, 4°CIEAE. P78 WIRY
AL S0 58 Ze AT T AW TR (IR ey R
NFEIEAT , T A% R ¥ 511 5 GenBank (http://blast.
ncbi. nlm.nih.gov/Blast.cgi) ¥  f2 Z 4 4 H 1) A 5
J¥53£4T BLAST HXt
1.2.6 JE-Tam A 55 m 0m R 6 £ 2 A AL e

2 IR B 2 LY R0 e (o P 108 B o) JBE -4
T P 45 B s I TR T Ak MZ121101~MZ121110 347
22 QY I/ Schaad et al. (2011) F1 75 1 ik
(1998) J5 ¥ X JBE - 4fl 187 14 2% B 05 o B 11 147 Bk
MZ121101~MZ 121110 43 5] i 47 422 fh g4 56 | 4807k
i | 20Tk FF G R s LS U5 AR AR iR
VE R AR AR A R R A SR s R 5 A K
55 BRI 41 °CTF A KGRI o) H 2 R
B ALEE RS (D-SFBE L OB LR BT
IR () 356 ; 218 Schaad et al. (2011) J7 33017
LR BRI ORSS , Sk S BT RURIR RS R R4S
NA B5 35 5L |15 37 24~36 h 10357 6655 T B e bk 42

F R R VI, FAIXHEEE 65% SEEAL 12:
D 12 B 28 °C i FE R 3G 772 48 vh ORI 57 |, B K
LR R WOE L o T A 120 12 D) M 22 Wk I 7T 1C-
MP3183 . PG JIWE 2 B ICMP7500 F1/K A5 PR 1 RS-2
Skt BRI PR, AR AR 3 IR EL A

R 3 e S AR FH 1 mL TG B Ve 0 )
W AN (] B R 1 TRV R V7T 0.5 mL, T 25 %1 4 i1
L NC89 i 555 181 Y I (] 2 23 v, 3 5 T AR R
0.5~1.0 cm’®, BRFR B AR AE [F]— i 20 3 i, DA S
S KRR /K R BT B, T AT 3 R, $E R B AR
TAHXHRE 75%~85% It 15~28°C . H AR CIER H
TR R R, 24 h 5 SRR R i RN . A
FERN 24~48 h NIREL I | b7 A i BOPE A SEBEAE AR
(19 R BRI SR, AN 77 A 3l PR A FE BRERE LR 1 U] Ay B
PR
1.2.7 T4 iA P4 3w % R T AT A R ) e SR

PEEEMZ121101 FACFE AR HEA T X AS [/ 28 71 71
P ORI . B NA R SR B SR 36 h 1)
MZ121101 T A& F TG T 7K e B, e i Bl ik B2 oy 1%
10° CFU/mL 1Y PR, 573 H1 28 50°C 1 NA B 373
F 1220 AR LU TR A0 J5 0 & T 0 NA P AR s 7 2
FHIC R85 3 Je B 3 Fr A% N 6 mm 1) L2 0 1
UEAR R LLAE I — MR RHES O B T O AR
PR NA A TR 5L b 5 o b 24 550 e BR R ol o
o R AR A 70 i P B, SRS 40 ) R TR
Bl 2 BCE AL S AR B 80% £ 3R R FL
T 43531 4 500,400,350 ,300 A1200 pg/mL, 30%
Corn R FL MR BE 43 3 A 12501 000, 750, 500 Al
400 pg/mL , 30% WE 55 [l f2 L 751 v BE 4331 24 5000
2500.2 0001 250 11 000 pg/mL, 3% 4= [ Z AJ
T 495 700 e B2 3 531 SR 7 5005 0002 500, 1 000 Al
750 pg/mL, 0.3% PU%E R 7K . 50% IR 7 FURER AT
VSR 3R L 859% U 7K « i MR A AT IR A 7 L 70% B X
Bt P e 7K 43 HIORE 7] L 85% U 7K« HH 7R 28 T A 5]
46% S ALK 43 BORLF | 77% B R AR 55 ] R A
F 2% 76 Z K L 53.8% S B AL K 43 0K 1)
HePE 59124 10 000,7 500.,5 000.,2 500 F11 000 pg/mL.
FARS W53 I B 10 WL AN [7] e B8 2 Wi = 0848 A
b LA N 10 pL JE R K I UE AR R 2 O R R
FRILE T A X 65% DG JE WL 12: D 12 & B
28 °C WY FE IR 55 R4 R 57 24 b, 258 Xk i
AL BRI P R B TR TR R . A= (b B
2L 00 AT Pl LA — % R L 41 1 R LA )/ Ak B 410 1
HAEX100%. LhZG50 e X EE A H A8 12 x, AP B
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RHERAE N AR iy, S B S IR Gl 8 B, TR )5 U R IR, S E T Fr A, e
F A R4S 2 R R BC, (R X, SECEAREMRIET- (D).
2002; Wi ,2016) 22 BEFHEEERFRREENSBES4
SR FHAEM R 26 2 i85 v X B e A 2 A 743 8

2 ZRS O alifb )5 HeARAT B MR — B0 10 MRS RE , 53 51 45
2.1 BEFHE I SBTAE A H EREIR  MZ121101~-MZ1211010. 7E NA }; 55 % A4 K

BEF- e AU B UK R ARBE LG 24~48 h 5, 10 MR BRI T A 1 €21 35 W 1 IR T 1
W), Bt 17 T B IR B BB € I BE 0] 9% RYMSE, Sh ke, RmHEHE (- 2-A~C) .
G\ 1) S A 1) 9 e, 7 ISP BE LG T B 1 ARtk

Bl 1 BEF B S bR i H 8 & R AE K
Fig. 1 Symptoms of millet bacterial stripe in the field
A M B I C: #E#k. A: Leaves; B: sheath; C: plant.

2 BRFAREE SRR R B Bk MZ121101~MZ121103(A~C) BE RS
Fig. 2 Colony morphology of MZ121101-MZ121103 (A-C) strain of pathogen causing bacterial stripe of millet

2.3 BEFAEMRIRRRENERE F (K 3-A~C) , Xf FEAE R AR UL 57 % (18] 3-D) 5 X $2 A
HERIR SR 3 0 AP I BE T A I BRRE 2R (B AR BEA TN I O, SR A Ko T

DURKBLZCBE, LRSS0 7 K BB O B % SIS o s bk S IR Al s bk — 2

PE, R 9, KR B RIAE IR AR —

A B}

3 BETFUMEM S BEmRIR B E#k MZ121101~MZ121103(A~C) B 1%
Fig. 3 Pathogenicity of strains MZ121101-MZ121103 (A-C) of pathogen causing bacterial stripe of millet
D: X} HEHERE. D: Control plants.
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2.4 BETFHENENRREERBiologlsE MZ121101~MZ121103 () 3% K 41 DNA #47 PCR ¥”

2 Biolog %22 , AR MZ121101~MZ121103 4 AR A5 09 1 R J¥ 51 GenBank % 5% 5 43 1 Ry
Y5 Biolog K41 & v He 2 Wi B A AU AH R 20 ) 8 KY797316 . KY797317 . KY797318,, 5 ki [¥ BE 741l 1
0.716,0.705.0.723, A REVE A 7390 4 0.787.0.782 Pk ZR5kEg it 11 JHe 22 105 92 B e 22 30 Fof BC3207 Y1)
0.774 , BOKS BEF AN A T A BB IR TR A A0 458 A (GenBank % 5% 5 JQ743877) — B 4 100% , itk
FEWETR TR - — 0N BB 4 P SR B T TR 8 A kg S W TR A
2.5 BEFAREMHERRREENS FEVZLETE Y Fifr

FJ ] 16S rDNA il ] 51 ¥ %10 £ B # 2.6 BEFHEEMEEIFFRENERELESY
MZ121101~MZ121103 {1 % A 41 DNA 17 PCR §" Iy ESARAS Y 10 BRBE T 40 1 Pk 4% B0 0 I 1 B
RS 1A% BR Y 4 GenBank %5k 40 Bl BRIYS 3 MR BEBRRAE 55 25 QYL (U 0 L £ 3
KY851782 . KY797314 KY797315, 55 GenBank e FEEIRXLS | Eh 48 S WO U0 A0 B B80S 0 42 fi it
22 W TR o v — SEFh G 3 91— Bk K 99%; AU U SAUAR NS  HLS AR U | B VAR I G R
165-23S rDNA [0] [& X )37 513l H 51 xR R B 41°C A RMNEER—SUERRERFHANE A DR D,

F1 A E SRR AR AL R N E LS R

Table 1 Physiological and biochemical characteristics of tested strains and related species

BRI P 2% TR 1 T T R Xof MR G B
Pathogenic strains causing bacterial leaf streak of millet Control strains
s I H ek KA [LEP)N
Test item WERRTH  WRERI WERRTA
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 ICMP3183 RS-2 ICMP7500
A. avenae A. oryzea A. citrull
ICMP3183 RS-2 ICMP7500
2% G YL (4 Gram stain - - - - - — _ _ _ _ _ _ N
BB VP ot - - . L L ) ]
LA R i + 4+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ o+ 4+ o+ + + n
Potato soft rot
1/ i Catalase + + + + + + + + + + + + T
S fLTH Oxidase + + + + + + + + + + + + +
HHFE 15 A8 W Tobacco HR + + + + + + + + + + + + +
H,S 7=/ H,S production + + + + + + + + + + + + +
41°CH K 41°C growth + + + + + + + + + + + + +
TE 3 7K Starch hydrolysis + + 4+ + + o+ + 4+ + 4 + _ _
A& Lipase production + + + + + + + + + + + + _
4MAEL A I Nitrate reduction  +  +  +  +  + 4+ + 4+ +  + + + _
FrigEmEh #IHH Sodium citrate  +  + + 4+ + 4+ + 4+ o+ + 4 _
B AL Gelatin liquefaction  +  +  +  + 4+  + 4+ 4+ +  + + +
BRI
Carbon source utilization
H #21 Mannitol + + + + + + + + + + + + -
AM# D-xylose + + o+ + + + + o+ + + + + +
11141 Sorbitol + + + + + + + + + + + + -
D- B D-fucose + + + + + + + + + + + + +
2 2 Maltose + + o+ + o+ o+ + o+ + + + - _
BT AF1 P Arabinol - - - - - - - _ _ _ _ _ n
A Sucrose - - - - - - - - _ _ _ ; _
£, Ethanol - - - - - - - - - _ _ 4 "

1~10: B MZ121101~MZ121110, +: FHM:; -2 BAPE. 1-10: Strain number MZ121101 to MZ121110; +: positive; —:

negative.
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Xof W T Bk /K RS TR T4 RS-2 S BE K A TE N AN RE
FIFHFFEERRER , RER FH EME AN 21 (ERRE R 22 25
T 5 G B B K PG T IR B ICMP7500 14 T8 83 7K fi it
55 AE = A 0 A R R AR IR g0 45 S X A B
FEGETRER R IR B0 25 5 52 B, AR H S TR
P, SRR H BB LA 2 2R AR s AR
BEMZ121101~MZ 121110 A9 5 B 7= A 1006 Al R 15
WIS AR IR 1 FH U B U B /K A 1 e 5 2R
LRV, REA T H #E L BB A 2R , RN REF
FHBTRLAAEE | MR 2B, 5 08 R B e JHE 22 W5 e
ICMP3183 PR kRl 25 0 —5 (£ 1) .

2.7 BEFLHE &I IR E X 3 F AUt

F LI I 0.3% PUEE 2 KR MZ121101 B#E R EC,
B/, 4350 389.31,721.90 #1939.94 pug/mL; 50%
AR SRR AT A R L 30% WE A B fEL R L 3%
rF A TR 2 TR R ) L 85% K - R KGR T T By
I 70% i =X B R A 7K 43 HIOKE 770 %6 MZ 121101 B A%
[ BCy, B /1N, 43 510 2 190.68 .2 261.74 .2 497.57 .
2 560.47 F12 744.63 pg/mL; 85% % /K + F 75 R Al I
PER ] 469 SR ARH 7K 3 HORL L 77 % B3 1R 8] 55 7]
TR ) 2% B 8 2 7K R S 53.8% A A A4 K 7
FCRFIXTMZ 121101 R ECofi K, 43914 5 586.95.
6 191.68.8 945.38.9 741.95 F110 014.25 pg/mL (%
2), %KW 80% L3 R LM 30% Lsn R FLi & 0.3%

TE 3R RERT, 80% 37 Z A 30% 475

R 2 EFHEMEEDIRREIRE B MZ121101 31 13 F U257 s gUiE
Table 2 Susceptibility of MZ121101 strain of pathogen causing bacterial stripe of millet to 13 bactericides

VU3 2 KT TV A B P12 P T 245551

i wr  EEEE g ) mpmmim mxske ..
Bactericide Concentration Inhibition Inhibition  Toxicity regression Correlat.lon (ng/mL)
(ug/mL) sone diameter rate equation coefficient

80% sz FLih 500 17.0 64.7 y=13.625x+30.294 0.882 389.31
80% ethylicin emulsifiable 400 15.3 60.8
concentrate 350 12.3 512
300 10.7 43.9
200 6.0 0.0

30% Lz FL 1250 20.8 71.2 y=3.561x+2.995 0.957 721.90
30% ethylicin emulsifiable 1000 17.7 66.1
concentrate 750 15.8 62.0
500 9.3 35.5
400 72 16.7

0.3% DU Z K 10 000 20.8 71.1 y=0.486x+3.554 0.974 939.94
0.3% tetramycin aqueous solution 7 500 17.1 64.9
5000 16.1 62.7
2500 14.8 59.4
1 000 12.1 50.4

50% IR SRR ] i R 10 000 21.3 71.8 y=0.726x+2.575 0.973 2190.68
50% chlorobromoisocyanuric acid 7 500 16.0 62.5
soluble powder 5000 14.6 591
2500 12.0 50.0
1000 103 41.9

30% WERS M fcEL 5000 17.8 66.3 y=1.310x+0.605 0.967 2261.74
30% benziothiazolinone 2 500 12.3 51.2
microemulsion 2000 12.0 50.0
1250 10.2 41.2
1 000 8.3 27.7

3% T A TR Z AR MR 7 500 19.1 68.6 y=1.297x+0.594 0.920 2497.57
3% Zhongsheng mycin 5000 17.3 65.3
wettable power 2500 14.1 576
1 000 10.0 40.0
750 7.1 159
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43R 2 Continued

s wr  EEEE g ) mpmmim mxske ..
Bactericide Concentration Inhibition Inhibition  Toxicity regression Correlat.lon (ug/mL)
(ug/mL) sone diameter rate equation coefficient

85% IR - FlR A AT ] 10 000 21.1 71.6 y=1.047x+1.430 0.958 2560.47
85% bordeaux mixture-cymoxanil 7500 19.1 68.7
wettable power 5000 15.0 60.0
2500 14.3 58.1
1 000 8.5 29.4

70% 2B B 7K 43 FORH 10 000 17.0 64.7 =0.603x+2.928 0.992 2744.63
70% copper dihydroxosulphate WG 7 500 14.5 58.6
5000 13.8 56.6
2 500 11.6 48.5
1 000 10.0 40.0

85% /K + H 75 R AR AL 10 000 14.0 57.1 y=1.240x+0.354 0.971 5586.95
85% bordeaux mixture-metal-axyl 7 500 13.7 56.1
wettable power 5000 13.3 555
2500 9.0 333
1 000 7.1 16.2

46% S E A 7K S5 HORE 57 7500 12.2 52.6 y=1.823x+1.912 0.965 6191.68
46% copper hydroxide water 5000 10.2 41.0
dispersible granules 2500 83 277
2 000 8.0 25.0
1000 6.3 5.0

77 % it B4 65 AT W M 10 000 12.3 51.2 y=1.380x+0.453 0.949 8 945.38
77% copper calcium sulphate 7 500 12.0 50.0
wettable power 5000 10.0 40.0
2500 7.0 14.2
1 000 6.8 12.1

2% F TR 2 /K 10 000 11.7 48.5 y=1.126x+0.508 0.984 9741.95
2% kasugamycin aqueous solution 7 500 113 47.0
5000 10.0 40.0
2 500 7.7 21.7
1 000 7.0 14.2

53.8% S AL K S HICK R 10 000 12.3 51.2 y=1.230x+0.079 0.995 10 014.25
53.8% copper hydroxide water 7 500 10.3 41.9
dispersible granules 5000 92 34.8
2 500 8.0 25.0
1 000 6.7 10.4

x: 2GR EEXTEUE ; v PWEPRAER(E, x: Logarithm of bactericide concentration; y: probability value of inhibition rate.

3 Tt

ARWFFEE RRGE T BT 557 IR T BE T
R [V v A BHEE A0 R M AR B , T R R T
L5 R PR —Fh 4 R | 28 Biolog F s/l # %
TERGUIEE IR SRR R R IR TR . AR
JH 16S rDNA H116S-23S rDNA iX 2 43 K 5371 X} g
PR T Y8 B S T T 5, 218 Schaad et al.
(2008) J7i , 45 A 53 G b 7K e 05 92 Tl R PG JTOIE TR

TR R A B AR AR R Bl T 0, e 204 14
AL 25 B0 5 D T 25 o R HEAZ DR R T, 55 Myung et
al. (2012) I 18 f1% 56 [ 58 5 240 B 1 2% B g it iR
FHTA]

I3 2 11 & 2 Willems et al. (1990) $2 H i — 4~ 5
J& , Willems et al. (1992) 44 5 1if I Jy e 22 fik 20 o v
Pseudomonas avenae .25 77 g {5 5L il 17 P4 JIN V. Fp P
pseudoalcaligense subsp. citrulli 2= G B i 1 JBE
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N F P pseudoalcaligense subsp. konjaci Fll K¢ 3€
ARSI P, cattleyae FFE I AN AF A FHEE I
TR R AL BT R S v, BT 2744 53 0] D e A2
1% T HE 22 A JHEZ W B2 T PG ) RD A. avenae sub-
sp. citrulli F1FHE Z W R 181 JBE % V. A. avenae subsp.
konjaci FNFHEAZ W R TR R "¢ 3¢ =2 P Fl 4. avenae sub-
sp. cattleyae., Schaad et al.(2008) i H 16S.1TS J+
51 \DNA/DNA Z& 32185 J R o0 A L B — 2624
A AR 52 T T o) 6 22 Wk TR T T ) B O3 AT HE B )
BT A LA FHCA IR 53 S TT, 435 R
ZWETR A VU TR PR B R RF K 22 R PR I A. cattley-
ae JKFEWERR A o (B HRTEARI 2% SCikrh , S
A3 BEA WA IS 2, WA RIS A5
& H Schaad 412 HY 19 G W05 198 T A 43 25 S T i hr
TXHk,

H A T 20 56 3 B 16 i 2501 /b 280k H
PUAE R SRR FE A TG . ARFEIE T
AFPHTAE 2R L6 AR iR (S BC IR SRS HUR R
FRITGE R I 01 7 B8 400 Py 1A 2% BRI s it T 114 24 791 e
PRI, HC Pz SR A 80% s R FLIM . 30% &
w5 2 LIS 0.3% VO RE 27K R i RO RS ey, A AR
Shy JBE - 240 A PR 2R BRI 114 FH [B) B 9 245 591, FE T B TR A%
A FREE— 2D S
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