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HE: HIRZT D RNA AH Rk E £ 2% G £ IR W Magnaporthe oryzae &K & F il ra o
FemE R POER, EFARAKRGuyll Hx T, o5 ML 2R SE% R TR AMoago3.
AModcl2 . AMordrp2 Fo 3835 B 3% R E AR AMoago3AModcl2 .AMoago3AMordrp2 .AModcl2AMordrp2,
FMERE R EAMGERAR IR AR E A0 B BRI B R A L ER SR T,
AL B Bk R T AR AMoago3AModcl2 #= AMoago3AMordrp2 #9 1A % H 23 5 A& A H #k Guyll £
FIR 5 R EAR AModcl2 F» AModcI2AMordrp2 #) F 30 5 3 2% TR ZH AR A Guyll fe B X
PR AMordrp2 # 66.67% ; -+ =)z J A7 ER 41 (sodium dodecylsulfate, SDS) \NaCl. :L ZL B F= H,O, A8 A
EREROGWFHNE2Y R EF ,2ENRahia T, R %K AMoago3. AMordrp2 #=
AMoago3AModcl2 3 3p) & ¥H L% 35 TEH AR R Guyll s93pH 2, 55 A R A Guyll 4800, &
TR AMoago3 .AModcl2 .AMordrp2 F= AModcl2AMordrp2 8 3 7 es-#m 53 , R TAR AMoago3AModcl2
Fo AMoago3AMordrp2 ¥ 3 J& M M| 9 R & 55 , W B AMoago3 . AModcl2. AMoago3AModcl2 .
AMoago3AMordrp2 F2 AModcI2AMordrp2 ¥ 3 7 3 Fo K AL 443 42 1 22 e Yo tp) Al Bk Y o &9 A
RNA A M & M iE 7 TR AM EARBRE EREZF 86 8 Fe BoRT A2 F 39 X AE /2R
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Major components of SRNA biogenesis pathway are required for development and
pathogenicity in rice blast fungus
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Abstract: To investigate the role of the major components of small RNA (sRNA) biosynthesis pathway
in the development, stress response and pathogenicity of the rice blast fungus Magnaporthe oryzae, the
single-gene knockout mutants AMoago3, AModcl2, AMordrp2 and double-gene knockout mutants
AMoago3AModcl2, AMoago3AMordrp2 and AModcl2AMordrp2 were constructed in the wild type
(Guy11) background, and the vegetative growth, conidiation, stress response, pathogenicity and inva-
sive growth of these mutants were investigated. The results showed that, the fungal growth was only sig-

nificantly reduced in the two double-gene deletion mutants, AMoago3AModcl2 and AMoago3AMordrp?2,
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compared with the wild type strain Guy11; conidiation of AModcl2 and AModcl2AMordrp2 was signifi-

cantly reduced to 66.67% of that of wild type strain Guy11 and AMordrp2; compared with the wild type

strain Guyl11, the inhibition rates of all the six mutants were not significantly altered upon the treatment
of sodium dodecylsulfate (SDS), NaCl, sorbitol and H,O,, while under the treatment of Congo red, the
inhibition rates of AMoago3, AMordrp2 and AMoago3AModcl2 were significantly increased; moreover,
pathogenicity was slightly compromised in AMoago3, AModcl2, AMordrp2 and AModcl2AMordrp2,
and was severely compromised in AMoago3AModcl2 and AMoago3AMordrp2; consistently, the per-

centages of type 3 and type 4 invasive hyphae overtly decreased in AMoago3, AModcl2,
AMoago3AModcl2, AMoago3AMordrp2 and AModcl2AMordrp2. These results suggested that the ma-
jor components of SRNA biogenesis are involved in the regulation of asexual development, stress re-

sponse and pathogenicity in rice blast fungus.
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FEJE I R 22 R 3% FC R AR IS0 B Magnaporthe
oryzae 5| 2 , 1% 95 AT ] T HOK FF I 10%~30%
(Talbot, 2003) , 1 A Y 28 B it 2k i 35 660 1295 7T
(Pennisi,2010) , M H 20 BRI K R A 7= . FRE4%
TR X LT RRAEAR 2 A h A RS DL A R
F, B 20 4 R 3 2 IR B, K
H 2013—2017 4F 3™ 8, 4 1 fe 3 1 A ik 2
7500 3 hm’ 2247 CE IR A5, 2019) o R T 12 e AL
il () Z2 FE VL R A AR 77 32 1 2 s B, T p e B
TR T 04 S5 R A PR AR S DU 2 Al T b bt 2
FHUE R N K RO E KRR AR e g
TR O A SR R s M LA B 4 9 AR AR i 1A (Toal-
bot, 2003 ; Th ZE4H5, 2017 ; FHES,2020) .

/INRNA (small RNA ,sRNA)J&—2 R HA 5 H
Gt Dy RE AEGTJE PR 4 B A AL (R Rk i A
LA Y FE 51 (Bithler & Moazed, 2007 ; B3 Hi 21 %
2019). sRNA FEZL5 K Py Fi 519 JC H 52 3L (P-
element induced wimpy testis, PIWI) A . /F /] RNA
(PIWI-interacting RNA, piRNA) . /N T4t RNA (small
interfering RNA, siRNA) Fll/N73F RNA (microRNA,
miRNA)3J&, AN [A] sRNA B9 A4 914 BCHL I A A
], AN AE ) siRNA 09 A= 9 65 175 25 RNA M
RNA E&Tif(RNA dependence RNA polymerse,Rdrp) |
RR il A2 R N VT (dicer , Del) AR 5145 44 1 235
4 45 11 (argonaute, Ago) , Ifif miRNA [ 4= )& hi )
H 5 Del #1 Ago (Qiao et al.,2021) . {E B4 4 F1 EL
P, SRNA S 4 47 35 DR 4 e Al 7 36 PR 2 Sk
F By B 5 KT (Biihler & Moazed, 2007;
Moazed, 2009; Z2 i %% 45, 2018) , i) 4 7 fE £,
SIRNA 1] US40 25 11 H3KO Y B JE Ak Fn S e (0 i
W Y, e 4% FE R 5% S )81 32 D1 e (Jain et al., 2016;

Jihetal ,2017), [AIf, sSRNATEHAZA YA K EH
5 aa G AR bl k45 A AR, AN, KA
miRNA Bk ] T 842 B 6 i Asie Ho 4o ml LATR]
IR R DU IR MK AR 7 4 (Li et al., 2019) o 75
HEE T, sRNA 2 54K & F (Carreras-Villasefior
et al., 2013 ; Torres-Martinez & Ruiz-Vazquez, 2017;
Gaffar et al.,2019) W0 MR )7 (Bai et al., 2015) . ZU0H
4 (Weiberg et al., 2013 ; Kusch et al., 2018 ; Zanini et
al.,2019) F140H% 8 (Segers et al., 2007 ; Campo et al.,
2016; Wang et al., 2016) 55 F2 . 78 A5 0 1 s
sSRNA NMHAT DI 4E L A e vE , b2 54K
KB M F HAES o (Murata et al., 2007 ; Raman
etal.,2017;Nguyen et al.,2018) . FF I 1 Jk R 4
G515 8 1~ sSRNA A= W) 5 AR Y 1 , B 31> Rdrp
# 1 (MoRdrp1 , MoRdrp2 1 MoRdrp3) , 2 /4~ Dcl 2
1 (MoDcll F1 MoDcl2) F1 3 4~ Ago £ 1 (MoAgol .
MoAgo2 H1 MoAgo3) (Nakayashiki, 2005) , H: i
MoRdrp2(GenBank % 3¢5 4 MGG_13453) .MoDcl2
(GenBank & 5% 54 MGG _12357) #1 MoAgo3 (Gen-
Bank 555 MGG 01294) 7 [1 17 5% sSRNA 144
& M (Raman et al.,2017) . TEREREIR A K 70-15 1,
MoRdrp2 .MoDcl2 fl MoAgo3 iX 3 M H £ & 7 5t
sSRNA AW & W 1, 12 5B DR A K
RH IF BAEREN T = g R B R iy
A —EAE H (Raman et al., 2017) . KL, ifF 55 F
JE I B sSRNA AE W16 ik 42 2 i D se Xt T
FEIRLIA Bl v AT EE 2

i — ARG R B sSRNA AR & iR 2
FEITIFRY N RE LA SGX 34> F ool Z B2 AR
WAL AR, AR B MoRdrp2 .MoDcl2 Fll MoAgo3
A AL R i Bk 28 AR R AMoago3 . AModcl2 . AMordrp2
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FURIRIZH A B RO R B 28 28 1 AMoago3AModcl? |
AMoago3AMordrp2 Fll AModcl2AMordrp2, | & A~ )
RASRAE FRAE R 7 AR AN [R] e e i
HOw S fz L i 22258, B MoAgo3 5 MoDel2 5%
MoRdrp2 i BAF 5& Z S A 42 R i o T T 22
KRR ER , DA TRA ST SRNA 7F
€4 ST B S AR A i e G AL K e G
1 RS A%
1.1 #F#

A B R 5 A AR - R T T AR R B R Guy 11
F 7% [ Didier Tharreau [+ B4 | A 57 i FH 28 A8
PRI VLT AR BB R Guy 11 T SR . KRS8
M CO39 HIARSLR 2 PR AT, T4 H HAR 8.5 em I
HARS5.5 em (5 7 em B ZE PP RIAE, BERRIAE 10 B, 155
30 UM AT BRI AE | AR K 4 J8 7K Fg i
o, B9 K T 8~10 em A S5 HEA THE RS

R dk . 52 15 38 (complete medium, CM ) i,
SRR 10 /L R AR 6 g/L BRI 6 /L 3t
fIg #5320 g/L; [ 14 K B 55 77 FE (rice bran medium,
RBM) i 43 J KM 40 g/L B IE #) 18 g/L, pH 6.5;
TB3 1533 73 3 R 3 /L RENE 200 /L £
e 3 /L IEHERY 15 g/L. EFRHEIN 121 Cm
JE I 20 min.

TR B A - e R ) 5 X 4H DNA 48 B 7
& DNA B Ji 4lifk [m15 ) & 2% Tag PCR Mix Fll
DNA Marker, K A A4E B (b 57) A BR A & 5
Hybond-N" [l , 3% ] Amersham Pharmacia Biotech 2
Al ; DIG High Prime DNA Labeling and Detection
Starter Kit I F5 i Ak 50 & , B 1+ Roche 24 A ;
Phanta Super-Fidelity DNA Polymerase 5 {# 2 DNA
RAE M, B MEE A W H AR BR AR 5 24 il , 7
Sigma 2\ w5 BR i N VI Hind 111N Pst 1, 52 5
Thermo Scientific 2 ) ; AW 35 35 Sy 157 73 Afr 4
Olympus BX51 {2 f#{ %% , H A< Olympus 2\ 7] ; PRX-
350BHEFRAE , T IR LA AR A FRA F] 5 ETC811
A PCRAY , A6 5 R HE BT AE P BHE A R W] 5 Pow-
erPac HC HL 3K 1%, 2%[E Bio-Rad /A F] 5 3500R % i 1,
AL 5200 BUL 27 R OGRUSRAL, i KBB4 fnFl
A BR2A w3 HL-2000 20 45 29 43 12 28 47, 5 [E UVP
N CL564 FEAHML, H AR Canon A .
1.2 &
121 AR SR R TR M i A i

I FH B A R e o 8 2R R A R R Y R

P RSN FE s H A FE DR LR R (30 A 23R, JE T
] 5 4 A DA B R BT i Rk R BR 4 MoAgo3 .
MoDcl2 5%, MoRdrp2 F& R 1¥) FF 1% [ 152 HE (open read-
ing frame, ORF) , #i: 45 H 3L R A4 R B 28 A8 1A, A
LR 285 R AMoago3 h B B4 58 A8 (AR I 4y 4 7
7% I Southern blot B iiF . HAth BAEE R mf bk 28 AR AR Ay
¥4 22 5 ¥ A1 Southern blot B0 iE[F] AMoago3 58 A&,
KU DA R85 2 AR AR P A A A 5 B DR e R 2 AR
— 3, FUR A BT PR B 2 AR A 1) Sl e 5
AN

AMoago3 FRAFRFE . 2 HE He (2000) 7724
IUHF A= R B R Guy 11 1L I 41 DNAVE M. M
NCBI ¥4 )2 1 F % MoAgo3 3 H 2H DNA J¥%1 , i%
BOPF I RSEAE R 745 1 kb B9 FF 80 R A BE A
B, & 3t 51 ¥ X} MoAgo3AF/MoAgo3AR il
MoAgo3BF/MoAgo3BR (3 1), FI| H 5 ) . DNA %
B 1 MoAgo3 KLY A FBXAIB FrBt., 50 uL
H i B 3K & . 2xPhanta Buffer (7% 2 mmol/L
MgSO0,)25 pL . 10 umol/L 1E JZ ] 514 4% 2 pL . dNTP
1 uL G 4] DNA 1 uL &% B DNA A7 1 ul .
ddH,O 18 uL. PCR JZ W £ : 95 C A1 3 min;
95 CAEME 155,60 CiEk 155,72 CHEAH 30 5,304
PEFR 372 CHEIEMH 2 min, ) FH 5 B 4T 1 5 42950
MoAgo3 JER I A BEFN B 1 BEA i S5 e R bk
FE C v 7 1IN g J7 8 G, # ml A Bl
O R A AR, 8 T 5 H A R ) TB3 WA B 5% , ¥k
HSCRR [ 1B 1 CM -l B 15 55 3~5 do #% BRE AL
P4 HE DK 20 DNA $2 505 & 150 B A5 4R BT A= U B
Pk Guy 11 S8R AMoago3 ()3 2H DNA, #]F15 |
1 %} MoAgo3tE/MoAgo3tR 6 Il 4% 4k T MoAgo3
FE DA% ORF S 15 O 8 il B , #7 PCROAS I 45 2 4 B
P, ) 3 — A5 F FH 5 140 % MoAgo3DBR/G250R 46l
MoAgo3HEF ORF & HEHTaE =T, 20 uL
AL TR 2 . 2xTug PCR Mix 10 pL .10 pmol/L 1F 2
15 9145 0.5 uL JE 41 DNA 0.5 pL.ddH,0 8.5 pL.
PCR S W #2)F : 94 CHUAEYE 3 min; 94 CAE 1430 s,
58 CiB & 30's,72 CHEAHI 1 min, 30 MEFF ;72 CH
FEAH S min, 4] 5[4 MoAgo3DBR/G250R #E17
PCR G , 6510 235 55 Ay BH 1 Fr DU LA Ay fige e 58 72
1 #E4T Southern blot 363IF .

AMoago3 751K Southern blot % IF : Z: it He
(2000) J7 LA BCEF A= RUG PR Guy 11 FUBEE S84 Y
L 41 DNA, 54> B4 B 10 pg DNA, Fl ] Hind
TIT B )1 PR D o L D) 48 h, BEDI =4 A 1.5%
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DR BEE IS LUK HEA T 40 85, 4540 25 J5 1) DNA 5488 |
Hybond-N"fi |- ] & 5 DNA A1 K51 Y%t
MoAgo3AF/MoAgo3AR ¥ 1 MoAgo3 3L 1) A Bt
FIAEN(F2), PCRYMIARIBRFRIAMA B 837 B 8 THRES S, TEET T
P8R R FIFRY . 4% 8 DIG High Prime DNA La-  J#, T-20 C{#7%.

&1 KRR
Table 1 Primers used in this study

beling and Detection Starter Kit 145 ic A1 I 3257 &5
DA HEAT IR EARIC eSS A (0 . SRR R4
FREHA 1 emx1 em 840 1Y RBM 55748 | O

5|4 Primer JF%1(5'-3") Sequences (5'-3") JHi& Application

MoAgo3AF CAACCTCACATCTCGACGGGCT il MoAgo3 ] A Bt

MoAgo3AR GTACATGCATGTTGCATGATGATCCCAG- Cloning of the A fragment of MoAgo3
TTTTCCCGCTCGCTCA

MoAgo3BF GAAATTGTAAGCGTTAATCTAGAGAAG- il MoAgo3 T B Bk
GCCAGTTTGCGACGGTAG Cloning of the B fragment of MoAgo3

MoAgo3BR AAGCGTCGTCAAGTCTTCCCCA

MoAgo3DBR CTTAAACTTTGACGGGGCTGCA WAl HE K S IR

MoAgo3tF TGTCCGAGTTCAAAGCCAAGGT Genotyping of the transformants

MoAgo3tR CGACATTTGGACAAATTCCCTCA

MoDcI2AF ACGTTATCCGAATGTCGTCCCA YLl MoDcl2 ) A Bt

MoDcl2hygAR

MoDcl2hygBF

TTGACCTCCACTAGCTCCAGCCAAGCC-

AGCTCCCTCAGGCTTTTGGGTG

GAATAGAGTAGATGCCGACCGCGGGTT-

GCTGGATTTTGTTGTGGTGGCA

Cloning of the A fragment of MoDcl2

il MoDcl2 () B F Bt
Cloning of the B fragment of MoDcl2

MoDcI2BR GTAGTAGGTAGGCCGCGGTTTC
MoDcI2UAF TTGAATAACCAATCCGCTGCCT WAl TS IR
MoDcI2tF GCATTGTCGAGGCATGGGAGA Genotyping of the transformants
MoDclI2tR CTTTGAGAACGGCTGACCACCT
MoRdrp2AF2 CAACAGGGCTGGAAACCCAAC TLFE MoRdrp2 (1) A Bk
MoRdrp2g418AR  GTACATGCATGTTGCATGATGATCAATG- Cloning the A fragment of MoRdrp2
TAATGCAATGCGCGTCA
MoRdrp2hygAR ~ TTGACCTCCACTAGCTCCAGCCAAGCC-
CACTTCAAAGCAAGTCGGGTGA
MoRdrp2g418BF  GAAATTGTAAGCGTTAATCTAGACACTT- i MoRdrp2 [¥) B i Bt
CAAAGCAAGTCGGGTGA Cloning the B fragment of MoRdrp2
MoRdrp2hygBF GAATAGAGTAGATGCCGACCGCGGGTT-
CAATGTAATGCAATGCGCGTCA
MoRdrp2BR GGGAGCATAGAAATGGCTGGT
MoRdrp2DBR CACTACACCGGCAATTCCCAG Al B G IE
MoRdrp2tF TTCCATTGCCATGACTCGCACT Genotyping of the transformants
MoRdrp2tR TACGGTGATGAGAATCCGCAGA
YG/F GATGTAGGAGGGCGTGGATATGTCCT — Saiiis Wil i Rl N
HYG/R AACCCGCGGTCGGCATCTACTCTATTC Cloning of the N fragment of hygromycin resistance gene
HY/R GTATTGACCGATTCCTTGCGGTCCGAA  TEiiias Bt Rl C
HYG/F GGCTTGGCTGGAGCTAGTGGAGGTCAA Cloning of the C fragment of hygromycin resistance gene
G418NF TCTAGATTAACGCTTACAATTTC SERER R R RSN
G418NR CGGCCACAGTCGATGAATCCAG Cloning of the N fragment of G418 resistance gene
G418CF GCACAACAGACAATCGGCTGCT SR BT R R R RS I C
G418CR ATCATCATGCAACATGCATGTAC Cloning of the C fragment of G418 resistance gene
H853 GACAGACGTCGCGGTGAGTT Al HE PG IE

G250R

AATGTCGTCAAGCGGGAACCA

Genotyping of the transformants
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22 Southern blot BRIEFRER B A F REAET FEEYI G = 06 &5 A DNA B

Table 2 Restriction enzymes and DNA fragments for probes used in Southern blot assays

for different mutants of Magnaporthe oryzae

ZEA PR Mutant 25T T H DNA H Bt DNA fragment for probe R il 14 PN VI il Restriction enzyme
AMoago3 MoAgo3 F:[H A A B¢ The A fragment of MoAgo3 gene Hind 111
AModcl2 MoDcl2 3E[H A Jr Bt The A fragment of MoDcl2 gene Pst 1
AMordrp2 MoRdrp2 5[5 B Fy B The B fragment of MoRdrp2 gene Pst1

122 RREBBRE R TR TRERE L

H T 5 MoAgo3 .MoRdrp2 Fil MoDcl2 F& [N 1
REIRIA 18 A K R B R PR AR R 8 AL A g
AN GEARALE CM I EFRAE RGO, KR
H7 A AP PR Guy 11 FI %R 28 1K AMoago3 . AModcl?2
AMordrp2 . AMoago3AModcl2 . AMoago3AMordrp2 |
AModcI2AMordrp2 73 514 Fh 2= CM AR I, 55557 3~
4 dJg HTEAE 5 mm BT AL I TRVE T AT U D%
P Z BT CM P-4 |-, 28 “CEIE %7 d e, W4T
LSRR K ER. BN AREL
3B 3R
1.2.3  REEAE R TR > otz

R MoAgo3 . MoRdrp2 Fl MoDcl2 3 [H 1 #¢
S 9o T T A o o b R S A AR Rl PR A AR L X
AN GEAAR B P FL R R A TSR o S A A AR
FP= A 5 S 8 Liu et al. (2010) k. REIER 1
HF Az B PR Guyl1 Fl %R A2 1K AMoago3. AModcl2.
AMordrp2, AMoago3AModcl2, AMoago3AMordrp2.
AModcl2AMordrp2 W3555 15 1%A) 1.2.2, A% 5 mm
AT L DA 7 0 0 T WA D , 4 L 53 31| 7o 2]
fARBM I, & T 28 ClHIRAA P 2 RIS EI SR 7 d
J5 UK B O 2 R R T [ AR RBM R T Y <
A2z, FICIH T AR UTBUAB B AR A TR 22 3
HT TR B R E TR S, T
28 CIGIAREFE 24 h, ] AR B VLR 1 22 Bl i A=
KB A R B A B, AR
PRALEE 1009874 o 45 2 10 45 UAE T 22 i 1 K
RBM # T 28 “ClH I IR 4 oLl 57 3~4 d, 1
5 mL WZACKHE T B SR AR e, JF HH 2 )24
BEAUK A TGS IE R 10 mL B, FRGEE K E
25310 mL, R 10 L 967 2 skt ki, 2
WM PO RE R A MAREREE 3K, Y ER
3
1.2.4  REAGER A R LRI R B W8 a9 of 53X B

B+ ke BB R 40 (sodium dodecylsulfate,
SDS) NaCl. LA H,O, FINIRLL A 5 A E il fl
[ CM B85 R 7350124 0.005% 0.5 mol/L

1 mol/L . 10 mmol/L 1200 pg/mL. eI g Ak Al
FAIkR Guy 11 FURRIZASAR 5537 5 ) 1.2.2, FHE AR
5 mm AJFTFLAS TR V& T 1 THBA D K T o3 SR
25 SAA A CM PR L, T 28 CHE B3R
7 d, MR VA TEAS IR, D PR V% A2, Tl
o A A= BRI TR v B AR -0 PRI R 78 BLAR )/
XTI TR VR B % 100% . BRI AR FEE 31K,
YR 3R
125 FEEBAEA R TR BREN T

NRGE MoAgo3 .MoRdrp2 Fl MoDcl2 FE [H J& 75
Z: 5 R T 0w T |, SR FHWE 25 74 (Valent
et al., 1991 ) 5 AN [] 5 A5 A X0F Jdig 7K A i il CO39
FIEORE 10 FH 0.029% I35 20 75 9843 50K R s
P A AP OBE A€ AE K AMoago3 . AModcl?2 |
AMordrp2 . AMoago3AModcl2 . AMoago3AMordrp2.
AModcl2AMordrp2 (/) 53 A F PR, il 25 W FE 35 R
5x10*4N/L B fl = PR UL, 45 B 10 mL R H 53 31l 422
P 3k 1O I KRS I, B A PR FR 3 40, 4R
JE B T RS R R 9% 24 h LR IR 6 d, T A
IR B ) K o 1 411 B Fa RS IR B A5 0 )
KhrfEgeitmt i EARFSESOREEEE . B~
P S Bt A AR FRER A 3K, LA 15 it
o FRIR B 2 bniE (Valent et al., 1991) : 12K,
SR BESS S IR 5 2 G0, v Je B AR R BE AR RN
0.5~1.0 mm; 3 ¢, IR A BE B A2 A/ R 2.0 mm;
498 R BERARIE R BE E AR 200 3.0~4.0 mm; 5 K,
B EHARZ) M 5.0 mm, FH 2 FIRAE
1.2.6 R EBREA R TARGIZ XL

it — K MoAgo3 . MoRdrp2 Fll MoDcl2 %
PR B PR Y B 22 R K, B T WK Rt
B OR[R) 28 AR R YL PR 22 A KA L . 0T
(45 Je e B[R] 1.2.5, 2% Kankanala et al.(2007)
T5 B R 1 10°A/L (AT B TP TR b 21 K
4 8~10 cm /KRG I, B TIOR8 & b 4 RIS 5
F% 24 h J5 BUREILEE | AR5 RS0 DA AR S A1 22 00 b
WG A BRI IR e P 225580 . R b BRIR A 34
M RS A 3 U, A 9N . R
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DR YL R 22 53 bR - 880 1, BB bl 25 M, R JE
HUR YL T 22 3 10 2 AR YL TR 22 KT8 iU B 257 3,
{RYLTE 22 I8 W3 B (AR 2R B AR AR A i ; 25 AL 4,
1RGSR 224" FE B A AR A A L
1.3 #HIES

{di Ff§ GraphPad Prism 7.0 {4 X 18056 £ 4fs 2t
Gt ot B R g A T 25 S W B A 0
2 ZBZRE5HH
2.1 FEEREAR R E R I IE

ok K, g A 3R A 2 Bk AMoago3 . 3tk
AModcl2 .3 ¥k AMordrp2 .2 ¥ AMoago3AModcl2 .2 k
AMoago3AMordrp2 Fl 5 ¥k AModcl2AMordrp2 5 7%

S

17

A M 1

2

7
- 2.7kb

B M

9.2 kb

4.3 kb

C M

£, Southern blot % iiF 45 % W7, B AModcl2 AMor-
drp2-10 50 IL2 JT A A5 18 5 728 AR 4 A A ) 21) S5 47
AR R B (1) o A R4S 5 1 #k
R TR 2L
22 AREEREREENEFREK

5 AR TR B AR R B AR Guy 11 A L, i R 722
N E R R R I A N (P2 W S S RSP R N
AMoago3AModcl2 F1 AMoago3AMordrp2 V) 1§ 7% H.
R A BB AR Guy 11 52 25080/ (P<0.01) , T HAh
R AR AMoago3 . AModcl2 . AModcl2AMordrp2 F
AMordrp2 W) 7% B AT BB A R Guy 1l 254K
2 (18 2-A) , % B MoAgo3 AJ G B[] MoDcl2 1k
MoRdrp2 PRI T 0 AR K

8 9 10 11 12
B 5 6 kb

D M 1314151617
3.8kb

2.0kb

2.0 kb

1: BPAR TR Guy 115 2~3 : BN EBR R AR K AMoago3-4 Fl AMoago3-15; 4~6: BN ER IS 25K AModcl2-3 . AModcl2-8
Hl AModci2-9; T~8: K[ BFR 535 1A AMoago3AModcl2-11 Fll AMoago3AModcl2-20; 9~11: FER & RS AMordrp2-50.
AMordrp2-55 F1 AMordrp2-92; 12~13: F:H BB 28 25 1k AMoago3AMordrp2-45 Fl AMoago3AMordrp2-47; 14~18: F [l i
% 2 AR R AModcl2AMordrp2-5 . AModcl2AMordrp2-10, AModcI2AMordrp2-19 . AModcl2AMordrp2-29 1 AModcl2AMor-
drp2-46. 1: Wild type strain Guy11; 2-3: gene knockout mutants AMoago3-4 and AMoago3-15; 4-6: gene knockout mutants
AModcl2-3, AModci2-8 and AModcl2-9; 7-8: gene knockout mutants AMoago3AModcl2-11 and AMoago3AModcl2-20; 9-11:
gene knockout mutants AMordrp2-50, AMordrp2-55 and AMordrp2-92; 12—13: gene knockout mutants AMoago3AMordrp2-45
and AMoago3AMordrp2-47: 14-18: gene knockout mutants AModcl2AMordrp2-5, AModcl2AMordrp2-10, AModcl2AMor-

drp2-19, AModcl2AMordrp2-29 and AModcl2AMordrp2-46.
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Fig. 1 Southern blot assay for wild type strain and different gene knockout mutants of Magnaporthe oryzae
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Fig. 4 Pathogenicity of wild type strain Guy11 and different mutants of Magnaporthe oryzae
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