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(1. VLB RN B2 A YR WG T, B BT 210014 ; 2. ZE24T YR AE PR RE S . ZEM 225400
3 VLHE YRR EYS , BIET 2100365 4. FhEAOVBABATY AR IIFTT, JLET 100193)

HWE: HAEXE RRMREFfREF E LR & & Meloidogyne spp. 7% K 5 VAR BEAR & -4
D, A T BE B e 3E R BRI S F] T84 35 & SCAR 4 F AR T AKX 2017—2019 5K 6 4 19 #4454
#F@jl‘éﬂé"’\rfvi’] #7 40 /\#E’; & HBIRIEAT ST AT AT o AR & Sk M. incognita BER 4 F) 38 i A
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Intraspecific variability of the southern root-knot nematode
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Abstract: To better understand the geographical distribution, and the pathogenic and genetic variability
of the root-knot nematode, a survey was carried out in six provinces of China in 2017—2019. Forty
root-knot nematode populations were recovered from 19 host plants and identified by using esterase
(Est) and malate dehydrogenase (Mdh) phenotypes as well as the diagnostic SCAR marker. Races of
Meloidogyne incognita populations were further characterized using pathogenic tests (host plant range
and virulence) and morphometrics. The ITS and NADH dehydrogenase subunit 5 (Nad5) genes were
PCR-amplified from them, and used to generate the phylogenetic trees for these root-knot nematode

populations. The results showed that 38 root-knot nematode populations belonged to M. incognita with
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35 in race 1 and three in race 2, while the other two populations were identified as M. enterolobii. Sam-

ple CN19, which could multiply in the resistant tomato carrying Mi gene, was identified as virulent,

while other populations were avirulent. Comparative analysis revealed that morphologic traits (body and

stylet lengths) of the second-stage juvenile varied remarkably among populations, while ITS and Nad5

sequences also exhibited intraspecific variation to some extent. The phylogenetic trees based on ITS and

Nad5 suggested that these populations could be clustered into two main clades, M. incognita and M. en-

terolobii. However, the relationship between molecular evolution of different populations of M. incogni-

ta and the host origins or geographical distance could not be determined.

Key words: root-knot nematode; Meloidogyne incognita; Meloidogyne erterolobii; identification; intra-

specific variation; race; isozyme profile

HRE5 2k Bt Meloidogyne spp. /&Mt 12 %+
ki 2 T EREY AT L L RBIR YL 3 000 &
PR | BEAE I I T 2R i T/ 35 7C (Abad et al.,
2003;Jones et al., 2013 ; B A 45,2016) . HETEH
W (AR 45 2k 2 2 100 Ff (Hunt & Handoo, 2009) ;
A IE YL 40 B, A 7 AREEZR IR M. incog-
nita TEAL T3 T b DRI R 5 #0770 A1, 7T
HF B IR R B R AR A, S b B e R R
HRZELL BUFhZE (Xu et al., 2004; R EHRSE,2013), 4
H OS2 1 M. erterolobii 5 P70 F% B 1R &M
TR E TR BRI, Rz R ReTE DUt & 3
FAIRE AL E A O S50, oA Ry dc BB AR &5
2 i1z —(Yang & Eisenback, 1983) . Jr4E% , 4 H
TMREE L AT W 0] Fe E A6 7 9 R A, © AR
IRV IR AL AR A XA A (SRS, 2019
Zhang et al.,2020) . F b, XAR 454k RUBEREA T
RO E LA, A Bl T e a8 HL AT RS A AR
BELL R B4 RS

TR GE AR 2 RS U ik F R TR AL
WE e 2s BAE SO AT 32 22 S A EAT o0 A, (E el AR &S
2 HORR A) TR SR E AR DL R AN 2 0 B 37 A
I 1 2o R B A i R B e A T ik R 32
PR o AR Ak S8 AR T3P SR R I U i (malate dehy-
drogenase , Mdh) A1 ( esterase , Est) [A) T-fiff <135 73
BT B AR A 32 10 AR 235 2 s i 288 %5 2 (Esben-
shade & Triantaphyllou, 1985 ; Carneiro et al.,2000) ;
SRIMTZHAR HREF AR 454 s s 47480, G
¥ IX 43 Ff 4 A5 5 (Blok & Powers, 2009) . H ij, 43
THEHORALSE DNA 280500 A 55 |38 &
I X2 2 22812 T AR 2k L AR S 1 S
AR SERIESY 10 1 AR T 5 T A (AR B
G ,2015) o Ho AR P % 5 E] B X (internal
transcribed spacer, ITS) FIZERAR NADH i &V 3

5(NADH dehydrogenase subunit 5, Nad5) J& % % R
SEL AU HIIFRICIT A

T 20 4F , A 250 TR L A3 bl XA 7] 2 SRR
(AR GE LR REAT T 2 S RS S o T (B AR 4%,
1999 ;X 1k, 2000; Xu et al.,2004) . % T E £l
77l 2354 1 R R R A R A AR AR B 2k U
Az BTN R A, e AR IRESS R AN T 3kt 6 e A
T AR, R MRS T RAR 45 2 b b R s 25 ) A A
RIBAL AT T o3 EE . AHIESY FH 2017 22019 4F X}
FRE 6 19 FA 25 Y b AOMRLEL BRI T
JEAT 2 [ T S Ao TR AR A T A
SE 5 [P e g AR 25 2k sl A L/ NFR b B
FIAK- 2 84 Wy BB ZSHAE LA S TS Fl Nad5 FeH ¥
B 2% 5 K s A8 e RAEAT 0T, AR 7R TR AR 25 2
R b B A R ) A SRR, SR AR 4 2k U B4
SR H e RS

1 #B57E

1.1 #8t

BER LR R L 7E 2017—2019 4F , WFR 1L 4 %
BTN I TR R 648 R AR ZE LR HUR YR
MR LUREA G145 15 Fligh =2 (il B Al B
A ZEAE) 3 FPKCER GBI P ICABR A ) 2 Rt
GEAEY ORZE RN H 22 ) LUK 2 Fh AR AL BBk
FRER) o A AEPIAR A ZUREAS F I /K wp ok BRIV,
12T 0.01% 551 YL 15 min, LT BEEBORE YL il
{01 PR B HR 22 238 Moneymaker i [ iEA 715 77
P55 50 MREEL U BIHA , Ji 'S CN1~CN50,
B TR D ez E5 e AR B 40 MR
ShEE oy BRI . AR 4528 1 M. javanica
FH B A R EFAE D AP B R AF It

B « ik %) IR 5 Ff Moneymaker F155 Mi
bk 5 A Motelle A £ 5 A DP16 AR L iy
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NC95 HVLIE LM P B AE Y PR AP I 58 i A7 0T
PRt kY E TR Kb+ (Rg £ v
FUA AL A5 AR R L ) 1) S8R ek, 1 (2543)
HETAE AR T RESR A K 2 3~4 L

TRV AR PR A, A R =R
FATBRA T s PCR Y38 AH S350 , il 4 Br 2B W £
ARA PR 7 ; Mdh Y4 A1 Est Y4 , 2 % Karssen et
al. (1995) J7v&Be i , o FH i 7o) A i 55 2 O ) =
43 #r 4l . Mini PROTEAN Tetra Cell 25 [ L UK X .
C1000 Touch PCRAY , 3& E [ AR 2\ F) ; DM2500 J2F
T, T E R R B R GE A RA R,

1.2 Fik
1.2.1 REE ARG ET Tk

Est £l Mdh [7] T fif§ %&£ 58 . 2 2% Karssen et al.
(1995) 777k, JFA B, B 73 B ARAR 17 40 -4
HEAARITUHAR S5 2 ., 23 307 0 Use T BEHLPkH 4 2%
W R BT 30 L FvA AR PR R vhifk (5 35% H
M1 .2% Triton X-100 F10.01% 1R B3 i ) BB L&
FHIC o B B e ARl A RS, LA 12 000 r/min 25
> 3 min, P T R RD A PR OB A B 1 HR
W o 53 20 pL A FRHOR AR % 8% AR AR R
THHIRE , 76 150 V HL I $E7 750 A T e e FEL VK
TFITERFHUEEIE T n ATUHEAR 25 28 dU 8 $R U AE
Z M LIRSS AT, B BE RS IR B T Mdh Y 1
Est 449 FP 44 (%, 5 min 130 min, 55 10% H A
10% &, T 1) [ 72 W 18 52 3 ho AT I AR 25 2k 1 1
Mdh 1 Est [7] T it 7 55 TUHAR 25 28 de 2 Bl (1)
FXT S 3R RN BT 2% B0, 25 45 T i 2 A 1) 3 1 e
MR 452k i Fh2% (OEPP/EPPO, 2016)

SCAR 3 FHric /AT : B2k 1 DNA 2 S ]
A (2016) LT HFM A B, FEREE T,
MAE P97 Hi 2 22 BEATL P R A5 H 2 B8 AT 10 pL
1xPCR ZZ M (AN E Mg ) ) PCRAFH I 2 puL 19
1 mg/mL 85 1/ K 780 1R 20, BEENZE A PR R
20 min, B T PCRALH T 65°CHFH 1 h, FJ7 95°C /X
N 10 min, Bk BAARAR 2528 s DNA KR . 440
BIRERZ D4 3 ph 7 DNAREAS . i R AR
gh 2k e VR 5 ) MiSCAR-F (5'-GTGAGGATTC-
AGCTCCCCAG-3") F1MiSCAR-R (5-ACGAGGAA-
CATACTTCTCCGTCC-3") i#£47T PCR ¥ 1 (Meng et
al.,2004) , T 5 19X i A= T A9 TR (i) ey
FBRA TG, 25 pL PCR 2 W & % : PCR Hero™
Mix 12.5 pL .DNA FH#E 5 pL .10 pmol/L 1F JZ 1] 5|
Y145 1 uL,ddH,0 7K #h /& % 25 pL. PCR S 2514

94°C T AE 1 3 min; 94°C A5 10 s, 56°CiE K 10 s,
72°CHEM 30 s, 35 MIEFF s e )i 72°C )W S min, 18
1 1.29% BENEWEEE L F UK PEAS P2 KN, I I B AR 245
A,
1.2.2 @5 AR LE L& R A IR AR Fo A Ay

A FRINEI S ) < AR T2 S I M S R T A
2 AR JH/NF (Stanton & O’Donnell, 1998) . ¥4 3~
4 -3 DP16 A3 £ A NCOS ML/ IR AR E A R
T REEER AN Ay B AR H P (2 1~2 5% 2 1%
#iH/em?®) , LUBR 25 il i Ff Moneymaker 7 A % B,
TERE AR F 53R 30 d i, A S AR RRAR 45 2%
AU RGO B RHAE S 3k AR
WAy - ANBEIRIIHZ 4L DP16 A5 46 I NC95 HH % (1) 2%
HoR 15 A /Nl BB A= e NCOS HH B {H AN fg {2 4L
DP16 AL A2 HLU R 2 5 A BN BE AR 2 DP16 Al
AEAHRREIR YL NCOS5 JHHE 2 H oA 355 A= U/ IV 5 g
[F] {2 4% DP 16 A5 46 F1 NCO5 HHHE (2% g1k 4 54 3
N i

B 12 AR ES 2 bt Mi SRR 5 K S %
Semblat et al.(2000) /5 7% , B AT B2 . PRECE BN
i 2 50 4 0 v B B AR 45 1 Moneymaker il
M, A4 8~10 DRk, LR A /5 55 250 em’® KT
Wb IR G B 5T Mi FE DR A 50 ME TS in i AR Motelle
MR E T ARG AL LIRS Y sk,
TEIRE AR FREFR30 do LUBYR TR hh i A Mon-
eymaker {FE A0 IR, BB EE &2 30k 2 OB
FIAKF-HR Y T A AR 45 7= A I L AT VPAR AR &5 50D
TS MIREA R BRI RS RO T T 54 HE
AR A
123 #HFREE R 2804 & a4KEFRKagnE

SR HIER B 57 B 2 R B AR ] S AR 454k
o, BIFE 2 mm FLAR 4 Ja i I L P-4l — 2 Jo A 4R, in
A 20 g #EH7 AT B AR 45 LR U TR o B BRI G 1
FE SRR X BT IR 55 7% 0L_L, W03 X0 % 1 DL
P 2 B TR IR A, IR 8 24~48 h, IR
AR AR 252 2 08 A . A2 WA T~ SR R
7 ARZELE A R 2 08 %)) B AR ARAE , FI) ] Imageld
LSRR A A R 7 R 25 2 A 2 8 40y Uiy 11 4
K BERVALR , 43 H7AS [R] 2 3 A DR R A9 RS 7 HR 25
LA RE2E R B HHARENLIN & 5 A
1.2.4 4% 2 DNA 59 57

FIFH 1.2.1 6185 19 40 MR E5L L B RER DNA,
K51 TWS1(5-GTTTCCGTAGGTGAACCTGC-
3') Fil AB28 (5'-ATATGCTTAAGTTCAGCGGGT-3")
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P ITS LK 7 51 (Maafi et al., 2003) , #1549
NADE2 (5-TATTTTTTGTTTGAGATATATTAG-3' )
F1 NADR1 (5'-CGTGAATCTTGATTTTCCATTTTT-
3") ¥ 44 H Nad5 %5 [H J¥ 51] (Janssen et al., 2016) .
PCR AR R ] 1.2.1, K7 5544 : 94 C AL 1 3 ming
94°CAEM:30 5,48 °CiE K 30 s, 70 CHEAH 2 min, 38 ™1
)5 72°C N 5 min, PCR =¥k A= T A T
P (i) B AT R A A TI0F o K 3845 7571
142 5 NCBI #E4T BLAST FUAT, M3 48 5 5 150 Fl %
INEAEHN B 450 B AR L Ui 2. SR Phylogeny.
fr 752 T 5L T i KA SR 1Al 1 3R 495 i AL A (Der-
eeper et al.,2008) , BRIA T 24U, 1% %E Bootstrap N
500 YOk A R

[) S K 0 A5 04 R 7 AR 45 4k TR 4% o B R 1Y
ITS 1 Nad5 3£ [H )75 Fi MEGA 7 5 F 9847 Fe 43
B, K H Tamura-Nei #5580 31580 [6] 25 3R PR 00 /G 7
MR 25 LR th BRI ITS I Nad s BRI iR R (28 5+
)BT A B PRI AR S L

Mj1 2 3 4 5 7 910 11 12 13 14 15 17 19 20 22 24 25 26 28 30 31 32 33 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 44 45-145-245-346 47 48 50

Mdh

Est

A ). MR ikl o : L R
Mj: JTREERSSE 2 3 5 52 i 08 (Mdh) -5 i (Est) B3% R A N1-J3; 1~50; HIZE4k B3 BSHEA CN1~CN50, Mj: Mdh-Est

1.3 RS

>R I SPSS 22.0 B Xt i 5 AR 45 4 L 2 i 4y 1
(Y F AT BRI K #4742 3t 20, B Tukey HSD
LT 26 5 R

2 HER55H

2.1 RELRMRLETLER
[Fi) Tt R 3K S s 40 AR 45 2k Loy B R AR A

A 2 Ff Mdh 225 (N1 N1a) f12 F Est 250 (11 . M2) .
PITUHAR 2528 Bt Mdh-Est [R5 26 81 (N1-J3) h 2
H:rf1 CN1~CN39 .CN41~CN47 2 CN50 3 38 /M B f4
TFEr TR 2R R 7 (N1-11) , CN40 Fl1 CN48
X 2RSS G H AR SR L [R5 78 (N 1a-M2)
(K1),

T MiSCARF/R 5 [ % 40 R A5 L L5358
HERTEST PCR Y3, BREEIR CN40 FT CN4AS K34 1
H B4 A, FLAx o B REIAR I 15 1 24 955 bp 1 4¢
SMEA RO R TR L (K 2) .

isozyme profiles N1-J3 of M. javanica; 1-50: CN1-CNS50 of Meloidogyne spp. populations used in this study.

1 RELHAE S BRI E THEEIE
Fig. 1 Isozyme profiles of Meloidogyne spp. populations

M 1 2 3 4 5 7 9101112 13 14 15 17 19 20 22 24 25 26 28 30 31 32 33 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 4445-145-245-346 47 48 50

bp

M: DNA 4+ FHARIEDL2000; 1~50: 452 BB IR CN1~CNSO0.,
M: DNA marker DL2000; 1-50: CN1-CN50 of Meloidogyne spp. populations.

B2 FIAEARELHSCAR S FARICHK I &L B BEHE
Fig. 2 Identification of Meloidogyne spp. populations with the SCAR probe

2.2 EARGELRNEENHERFENKE
I B 5 2 B 38 AR 5 MR A5 4k W 4y i i
TRYE5 hy 2 A HE BR/NFISSRE , 43501 R 15 2R B/ N R
25N, HiFP CN41,CN44 Fi1 CN45-1 3% 3 4
HE R AN B8 17 Y% B PE A 48 DP16, 0 fE {7 4% 10 L
NC95, 2y 2 5 A= INR AR HHARE A BB IR YA
16 DP16, tH AN HE {7 YL M B NC95, iy 145 AR B/ Fp
(£ D). B HMELsRER, B CN19,CN20,CN32
FICN3S Fb, HR AR Tok A 51 MipibE R 1Y

T LIE BARSS  (H A CN19 2 B RS- 2y ) 7=
A2 20 MRGS , SRR IR
23 EARGEZR 2B RNESHTEER

A T AR 2 2% 43 B RER 2 W4 4 By D AT RS
FAKAFTE 25 . AR VRS B (0748 S B DK g
HREEZE B A B REAAR Sy R 3 41, 50 1 A DBy
10.85~12.63 pm, 55 2 4 [TEF K 4 11.54~13.26 um,
W53 4 B K 11.70~13.55 pum; Horp CN7 BEAR
(4 T i, 4428 10.85 pm, CN4FEAR F1 A
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K, SEY o 13.55 um. AR EE DA B R 4h
LR A S R 2 1 4 AR K AR SRR, o

®1 RELHSHFBREHE TEBEE LB/ NFERNEZHKF

Table 1 Isozyme profiles, races and virulence of Meloidogyne spp. populations used in this study

CNSO BEAR 1K fe Ji, 7347247 379.01 pm, CN45-3
BRI K, P34 443.62 pm (6 2)

HHELS

Pl

AR

RGBS SRR E Hh P I B S BN
Nematode species Popul- Host plant Location Isozyme profile /1 Virulence
tion Mdh  Est Race
FITAREEZ L CN1 89K Cucumis sativus VLI ME LT Huai’an, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
M. incognita CN2  FEW Catalpa ovata TLINE M T Xuzhou, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN3  HUH Capsicum annuum VL8 ER3 T Yancheng, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN4 ¥ Solanum melongena VLI 7 5T Nanjing, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN5 3% JK Momordica charantia VL9 4 B 5T Nanjing, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN7 i Solanum lycopersicum I Z-48 T RS Jinan, Shandong N1 11 1 -
CN9 R Cucumis sativus INARB LT Zaozhuang, Shandong N1 Il 1 -
CN10 &K Cucumis sativus WA F T Zaozhuang, Shandong N1 I1 1 -
CNI11 i ¥ Solanum lycopersicum INZARABE 1 Zaozhuang, Shandong N1 Il 1 -
CN12 &K Cucumis sativus VLI MEZ T Huai’an, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CNI13  FHJK Cucumis melo YLHE M T Sugian, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN14 U5 Amaranthus tricolor VLI 1T Sugian, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CNI15  VPY)R Citrullus lanatus YLINE 15T Sugian, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN17  E#HJK Cucumis melo TLINE M T Xuzhou, Jiangsu N1 I1 1 -
CN19 i Solanum lycopersicum 1248 T Weifang, Shandong N1 11 1 +
CN20 i Solanum lycopersicum IR 11T Zibo, Shandong N1 11 1 -
CN22  Fifi Solanum lycopersicum VLI ™ 5L T Nanjing, Jiangsu N1 I 1 -
CN24  JZ Trichosanthes kirilowii — FH48 %P1l Anging, Anhui N1 11 1 -
CN25  JRZ Trichosanthes kirilowii AR % PRTH Anging, Anhui N1 11 1 -
CN26  JRZ Trichosanthes kirilowii LRI 2 PR Anging, Anhui N1 I 1 -
CN28  J\Z Trichosanthes kirilowii — FH48 %P1l Anging, Anhui N1 11 1 -
CN30 #%Apium graveolens W44 254717 Tai’an, Shandong N1 11 1 -
CN31 #4214 Brassica oleracea VLIRE IR Yancheng, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN32 L2}y Dioscorea oppositifolia  TTIEHEM T Xuzhou, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN33 43 Zingiber officinale 43K IET Laiwu, Shandong N1 11 1 -
CN35 15K Momordica charantia M1t +HET Shiyan, Hubei N1 11 1 -
CN36 22K Luffa aegyptiaca TLAVETEM T Xuzhou, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN37  FJK Cucurbita moschata TLIRE M T Xuzhou, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN38  Jiidk Actinidia chinensis VLI ™ 5L T Nanjing, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN39  |n] H 3% Helianthus annuus W FA 44 16 T 717 Haikou, Hainan N1 11 1 -
CN41  Jr3¥ Apium graveolens 1§44 16 11 717 Haikou, Hainan N1 11 2 -
CN44  3£%j Phaseolus vulgaris VLAV E~HETT Lianyungang, Jiangsu N1 11 2 -
CN45-1 & Solanum lycopersicum LR E AT Lianyungang, Jiangsu N1 11 2 -
CN45-2 Fin Solanum lycopersicum TIVE R T Lianyungang, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN45-3 Fhii Solanum lycopersicum VLIV E ~HETT Lianyungang, Jiangsu N1 I 1 -
CN46  FitJR Cucumis melo TLIETE T Lianyungang, Jiangsu N1 11 1 -
CN47 V9K Citrullus lanatus g4 =Tl Sanya, Hainan N1 1 1 -
CN50  1L1Z} Dioscorea oppositifolia {148 fEAETT Jiaozuo, Henan N1 I 1 -
ZH ML CN40 TRk Abelmoschus esculentus W45 ¥ 11111 Haikou, Hainan Nla M2 / /
M. enterolobii CN48 B Capsicum annuum W RI4 %<J5 i Dongfang, Hainan Nla M2 / /

=2 SRR TR Mi U3 R i Motelle 1B pUHR &5 (IR BORK T 5 Fol/N T 5 BUARZS 2 U B REAAR s /2 RIE
Mdh: 3% FFR I AUl ; Est: BEAF . +/—: to denote whether Meloidogyne populations had the ability to induce more than five root

knots/egg mass in Mi-resistant tomato Motelle (+) or not (-); /: untested; Mdh: malate dehydrogenase; Est: esterase.



428 i A7/ AR S 484

R2 BARBLARE D BERFEK 2 104 A SFHFE

Table 2 Morphometric measurements of the second-stage juveniles Meloidogyne incognita populations pum
AN M EHK E Stylet length A4 Body length
Population 7L Range SR R Mean+SE Ju [l Range SR R Mean+SE
CNI1 10.49-13.31 12.2840.9 abc 280.47-426.35 400.80+13.50 bdcdef
CN2 11.70-12.49 12.03+0.24 abc 391.28-413.30 401.53+6.40 bdcdef
CN3 11.35-13.24 12.2940.32 abc 399.49-439.82 416.55+7.17 bdcdef
CN4 13.40-13.76 13.5540.11 ¢ 396.93-425.06 411.30+8.13 bdcdef
CNS 10.65-12.47 11.91+0.23 be 403.52-422.15 412.89+4.06 bdcdef
CN7 10.33-11.63 10.85+0.40 a 395.84-450.44 423.98+15.78 dcdef
CN9 10.28-14.83 12.58+0.51 abc 382.23-424.28 398.38+6.46 abcde
CNI10 11.51-13.65 12.90+0.29 be 376.29-409.06 387.06+6.30 abc
CN11 11.79-13.52 12.74+40.39 be 382.98-404.73 394.07+6.28 abcde
CNI12 10.92-12.22 11.54+0.30 ab 373.16-393.41 384.40+5.06 ab
CN13 11.44-13.27 12.28+0.53 abc 391.10-441.43 410.84+15.51 bdcdef
CN14 11.60-12.91 12.31£0.21 abc 394.31-432.65 413.26+7.89 bdcdef
CN15 11.14-13.41 12.46+0.24 abc 393.60-435.29 406.40+5.26 bdcdef
CN17 11.09-13.59 12.76+0.36 be 383.67-425.48 404.21£6.99 bdcdef
CN19 12.06-12.85 12.3240.18 abc 372.80-415.07 396.87+8.85 abcde
CN20 10.86-12.50 11.70+0.35 abc 385.38-396.86 390.32+3.41 abed
CN22 11.51-13.59 12.56+0.35 abc 403.94-428.36 413.15+4.23 bdcdef
CN24 11.63-12.68 12.22+0.22 abc 382.75-405.86 394.7146.68 abcde
CN25 12.22-13.38 12.70+0.35 be 381.71-428.98 403.56+13.76 bdcdef
CN26 12.29-13.58 12.94+40.31 be 378.18-437.48 411.45+13.92 bdedef
CN28 11.71-12.95 12.48+0.13 abc 416.84-448.96 431.53+3.98 cdef
CN30 10.27-13.88 12.1940.52 abc 383.31-437.65 414.68+12.53 bdcdef
CN3l1 12.44-13.11 12.74+0.12 be 398.38-451.79 425.37+8.14 dcdef
CN32 12.17-13.34 12.78+0.20 be 369.66-425.21 403.86+6.63 bdcdef
CN33 11.67-12.91 12.2940.17 abc 395.29-417.31 404.16+3.24 bdcdef
CN35 12.08-14.09 12.89+0.28 be 397.74-431.95 411.34+6.05 bdcdef
CN36 13.19-13.78 13.47+0.13 ¢ 389.31-423.62 402.76+7.37 bdcdef
CN37 12.11-12.98 12.4740.21 abc 382.77-410.92 401.31£3.16 bdcdef
CN38 12.12-12.58 12.34+0.07 abc 378.06-425.52 409.35+8.39 bdcdef
CN39 12.66-13.93 13.26+0.24 be 364.56-428.33 401.02+15.97 bdcdef
CN41 11.43-13.19 12.3340.44 abc 404.30-450.75 429.7749.59 cdef
CN44 11.90-13.36 12.83+0.23 be 414.94-450.68 435.02+4.91 def
CN45-1 12.69-13.47 13.07+0.23 be 425.44-450.25 438.3244.20 ef
CN45-2 12.58-13.36 13.05+0.09 be 428.47-438.55 434.85+3.20 def
CN45-3 11.24-13.18 12.23+0.33 abc 418.57-467.38 443.62+10.46 f
CN46 11.46-12.55 12.02+0.29 abc 386.27-422.05 409.07+6.68 bdcdef
CN47 11.88-14.03 12.63+0.24 abc 401.32-454.20 426.73£8.06 dcdef
CNS50 11.28-14.07 12.02+0.32 abc 369.44-392.69 379.01£3.73 a

[ 3K N [6) Fh: e n 48 Tukey HSD K56 7F P<0.05 7K F-24 5% .3 . Different letters indicate significant difference at P<

0.05 level by Tukey HSD test.

24 WRELAITSFNadS BEEFIER

XT 404~ AREE Sk LA BRI PCR Y3 53 5]
AT 553~557 bp I ITS J¥41 7 B, KBk 608~
611 bp ) Nad5 HH 51 7 Bt , 4ifith 201~205 28 A&
fi%2 , 7€ NCBI H 4 % 55 5 S MT490886~MT490917

MT490919~MT490926., iifi if BLAST F X}, i T
CN40 F1 CN48 BE A4S, HAR 1A 5 ey Ml 25 2 AL It
e B A, JLITS [ 91— S0 98.56%~99.82% , E
{H0 05 H: Nad5 B 5751 —BHE 4 95.96%~99.81%,
E{H 70, CN40 fil CN48 FEIAN] 54 B 5 AR 2548 1y
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DU BC R B i, FLITS 40— 8k Hy 81.509%~99.82% ,
E{H R 5e~0; H: Nads 5 H 51— 2ME 4 91.35%~
99.79%, B} 0. %545 [A] Tl 25 1 H Uk 813 A1
MiSCAR 4+ F #5 it PCR 5 il 45 3 , #F — 2 7 %
CN40 Fll CN48 Bf (A R 5 LG AR A5 ey, LAY
B R GEL h ,

FET 19 B 27 FRIFE I 38 1R T AR A5 4k L4y
BIRHARIT AR S, RIS B R (CN14) 574
246 (CN31) B J/R(CN1,CN9 ,CN10.CN12) [ H
2%(CN39) . #2JK(CN36) 7% N (CN5 ,CN35) J 3 &2
(CN44) 5y B FEAR VG 22 465 B R (CN31) 58I
(CN1,CN9,CNI10,CN12) . [i] H %% (CN39) | # JK
(CN36) . # K (CN5 . CN35) K 3% 57 (CN44) 43 55 B
1A, B3 B BER (CNT.CN9 .CN10.CN12) 5 i H

2%(CN39) . 22JIN(CN36) 7% JIL(CN5 CN35) e i
(CN44) 5y B HEAR, ] H 223 B HEAR (CN39) 5 22K
(CN36) . JIN(CN5,CN35) K 3¢ 0. (CN44) 73 B it
A, 22 W43 B REAAR (CN36) 575 IW(CNS (CN35) K 3¢
17 (CN44) 73 BRI B AR (CNS L.CN35) 5
S 5 (CN44) 43 B FEAR Z (8] (9 1TS J7 91 28 S5 3 35y de
5%, 4 0, A AR 4 B3 A (CN2) 5 59 43 5 A
(CN37) WY ITS JF 41 A8 5 % i (i , 9 0.035. Xf Nad5
SRS UEAT Lo g, K PR [A) aF 35 43 B B 1] Y
Nad5 B P HAE 23R L ITS P9 19/, e KAE S
{4 0.004, H it I/ BEHFA (CN13 .CN17 .CN46)
SR (CN3) . JIK(CN37) Fi1 22 JK (CN36) 22
A LA 15 A7 FE L B R R 22 R AR SR e K
(%3).

F3 AEEYEFERIFENEHFREL RS BHEITS 0 Nad5 EE F 5 £ RIELE
Table 3 Comparison of ITS and Nad5 gene sequences of Meloidogyne incognita from different hosts

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

0.000 0.001 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.003 0.004 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
0.001 0.000 0.002 0.000 0.003 0.004 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
0.001 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.004 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
0.002 0.000 0.003 0.004 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
0.002 0.002 0.003 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.000 0.002
0.003 0.004 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
0.004 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.003 0.002 0.003 0.002 0.003
0.004 0.003 0.004 0.004 0.003 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004
0.000 0.001 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
0.001 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.000 0.002
0.002 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
0.002 0.002 0.001 0.002 0.000 0.002 0.002
0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002
0.002 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000
0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002
0.001 0.001 0.001
0.001 0.000
0.001

1

2 0.002
3 0.001 0.001

4 0.002 0.000 0.001

5 0.009 0.007 0.008 0.007
6 0.015 0.013 0.014 0.013 0.017

7 0.003 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.008 0.014
8 0.003 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.009 0.014 0.002

9 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.008 0.014 0.001 0.001
10 0.019 0.021 0.020 0.021 0.029 0.035 0.022 0.022 0.021

11 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.009 0.015 0.003 0.003 0.002 0.019
12 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.007 0.013 0.001 0.001 0.000 0.021
13 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.007 0.013 0.001 0.001 0.000 0.021
14 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.007 0.013 0.001 0.001 0.000 0.021 0.002 0.000 0.000

15 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.007 0.013 0.001 0.001 0.000 0.021 0.002 0.000 0.000 0.000
16 0.013 0.011 0.012 0.011 0.019 0.025 0.012 0.012 0.012 0.028 0.012 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011

17 0.004 0.006 0.005 0.006 0.013 0.019 0.006 0.006 0.005 0.023 0.006 0.006 0.006 0.006 0.006 0.016
18 0.003 0.001 0.002 0.001 0.009 0.015 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.022 0.003 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.012 0.004

19 0.006 0.004 0.005 0.004 0.011 0.017 0.005 0.005 0.004 0.017 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.004 0.013 0.009 0.005

1~19 0K FIANIR) 7 A AR EE R s AT B REAS . L BN s 20 T35 3 rais 4. VWE 254 50 B 6 AFI S 7. EUK
8: FK; 9: BJN; 10: FJK; 11 102y, 12: I HZE; 13: 22)K; 14: #JK; 15: 385 16: Ffis 17: M1 18JRFE; 19: A3,
F B H IR Tamura-Nei BB 1 09 AS 6] 75 R IR 2k BRSO a5 I BREE T 41 28 28 5 26 N RO 0 AN RIFEAR ITS )37 41 28 S
R A FEYE N Nads R P50 728 52 . 1-19 stands for the populations of M. incognita used in this study. 1: Actinidia chinensis;

2: Amaranthus tricolor; 3: Apium graveolens; 4: Apium graveolens; 5: Capsicum annuum; 6: Catalpa ovata; 7: Citrullus lanatus; 8:

0.002
0.002 0.000

Cucumis melo; 9: Cucumis sativus; 10: Cucurbita moschata; 11: Dioscorea oppositifolia; 12: Helianthus annuus; 13: Luffa aegyptia-
ca; 14: Momordica charantia; 15: Phaseolus vulgaris; 16: Solanum lycopersicum; 17: Solanum lycopersicum; 18: Trichosanthes
kirilowii; 19: Zingiber officinale. The number of base substitutions per site from averaging over all sequence pairs between groups is
shown. Analyses were conducted using the Tamura-Nei model, divergence of ITS and Nad5 were separately shown in the lower left

and the upper right.

25 RELBHSBHENREZELZBESNT
T ITS Fl Nads FEH e 9 F) HE) R G2 % B W

IR, 40 AREELR He o B REA A D 2B R By
32, = AR R R T ARGE L T BRI, 5
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B3 MASKURAZETITSFIMBERELZASBHENRZLER
Fig. 3 The phylogenetic tree of Meloidogyne spp. populations based on ITS sequences using maximum likelihood method
FEH BT KT 70% 1 B 25 b RO R BEAZ IR 7 8 & 42 0.07 2670 . Branches with bootstrap support>70% are

indicated. The scale bar denotes 0.07 substitutions per nucleotide position.

3 it

BT FEMAAREE L RO AR 25 R 7, b ok
A E AR Trra i, gk AR A =0T, s
T AF T L DX 42 20000, SRR A 194
WL AR A2 A . TR TR
o322 5E , B UKL 75 2 MR AS L L, 73531
R ITARGE L AR LRSS e, bR AR S
2 O ORBFIRE (5 1 95%) , A Ava A2 32) 12,
W 6B 18 L, MG B EARES A AU R 4

YRR SEFIBUN L B 5 . R GRS S Ui Rk
TEME R B, 27 )2 AR GS TR, 3 Ak 4
P, bl 2, EL T4 (Niv et al.,2012) . 1F
FEAKBCR BRI, ASHFFE T 2017—2019 4FBEHLRAE K
MREEE MAEA AR F A A Th A B B HE G AR
gh2R i R\ G B GRS LR i TE i e 4 Z AN A
I R AT TR o B, R B SRS,
2 PR 7R T I 174 e S RN BT P bR, 2™ 28 R B
KBS (FRE5,2016) . TR REE L B2
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B4 EF Nad5 BEEF ARKRUAZHEREEZ R BHENREZREN
Fig. 4 The phylogenetic tree of Meloidogyne spp. populations based on Nad5 gene using maximum likelihood method

El s KT 70% 1 B B35 b RER ML IR 07 5 & A2 0.05 AN BE 4 . Branches with bootstrap support>70% are

indicated. The scale bar denotes 0.05 substitutions per nucleotide position.

FTARGS S LA R R A B INFp . 27 R
PRI R 4 90 A 3 NI 3 7 vk o AT S
38 ANEE AR EE L BRI, SR B e N 1 5 A B
ANBI ADRCR 25 A B VR X S AR AR A (1999) 1)
WFFELERARRL . /NS 3 Hp6 K 2 A AN i
() 55 551 25 SR AW SRIARAE , JCTk T 0048 78 i I AR 4 2
AR PSS ZREE A A T N R . R,
ARTIF 5T 2R FH 22 415 AR T B R AR S5 4k s s
FER B R AESEAT 20 BT L B 7 0K 2 B0 S A
CNI19 AR YL 54T Mi HibE 3L H A9 78 i , 2 BT 4500

(EE ST o Mi B3k IR B TR AR 435 48 H I i 1 bt
PRSI, BEHE PR AR 4 2k i AE A AR AE LR i M.
hapla FUTNEAR S5 4L L, SR RE 5 il Mi Bk 3L R 1
He PR INF k4 8 A AR il 22 8% & P (Jacquet et al.,
2005) . REEAES(1999) NFRE T RAE H3E Lo
) 1A AR Lk sl PR BRI MIGD-1, AT 7EdT I
i L KEEIHMAE . A5+ CN19 ARk A
R8T R e b, il TPl i AR, HAfe
PUrEF AL AR B AR ZE S MIGD1-1 BEIR AR, {H
BRI —E SR R EE S REARN B
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WIFER I Y FIEHE RN MR i n e &
HEARH S il M FER R4

— SR AL I SEB AR | R R AR
TEFTAE Ry 25 0 — SR 25 4k LA 25 19 25 1K 35 (Jep-
son, 1983) . AHFFE LLER T 38 1~ T ARZE L A5 85
TR G B BRI, RIS 0 B B AR () A7 A 22
SRR AR Y 22 S T, RIS AN 7] b B A4
2 F SRR AIRRZE L i AE AR R ) A2 Sk 3 SR
F 57 245 9 (Kaur & Attri, 2013 ; Nyaku et al.,2018) —
2. Bellafiore et al.(2015) WF 58 & P, ARARBIAR 25
2L M. graminicola it rE FEAR 28 0 2 5 5% J5 3L 2 %
4y e VR B R 2 —e A Ak, ANTTTIACH 08
AN AF 32 SR R AR 45 4k HUE A 7 19 7E
o SR, AW GE A R R AN [R] b A 2F 320k
TG R B 7 MR 25 2 B o3 B BEUR Z [ JCAH DG CR B 38
250 o BBEARITS 751 R AR 45 2 U S e B iy Y
DFARCZ —, TZRAR DNA B EHA EACR A S
A S BRI R TE X R R S B —
(Janssen et al.,2016) . ASHF5Y &8, j AR 454k L
55 B BEAR ITS F1 Nad5 35 P 9 R L T 1) A5 %
5525 F I B OCHE ; Shao et al. (2020) Lb# T H
ANFIH X R T A5 H GRS 4 kR COTEEIA
7 S IR 3 A5 YOG R |, 45 AR W AR 25 2 Ly
LR B 5 M REE B TOAR e . XSS LRI
I Rp BT REIR Y )32 JiE W] e S EOR 45 4 AR A b 2
FAF P B AR A

MAEA , B A BV EA S 0 s i 5T 6 U5 ) 1255 b
B AE LA K AR 2 R B AN R A AR 25 4k HUw 1Y
R R R R TR 45 4 OB ) A ) SRR
WA &P, Ul Huang et al.(2016 ) TR [E KA i b
AT T X ALk R I B BV i e R G54 R
Sy ESREAR IFBR R T P A AL AR 45 4k L 2 Tk
NEBRAR B LR 2 A2k T 9878 o AT N Z A4S 5 Tk
HREE LR HUAS [T R A9 26 ) st A RRIE R T3 I8
R AR S5 2 A AR S5 R A Iy 22 5, LU A
HR G2k Ul 0 T2 977 47 B AL AR 3
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