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WE: HIRTIE CER I ST I/ R R 09 375 BLEL , ATGINAE & 9% B Fusarium oxysporum f.
sp. niveum A 3% = H , VA ZAKA H K (minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC)0.5 g/mL % & & , %
F0.025.0541.0 g/mL34F AR E AN T HLBELEM BREFE HKA_BREE,
om L BE AR SR K B M BRI IR R B B TR R O A B AL RAE S F IR AT
FEAMIE, R R, 1.0 g/mL I LRI BN E R A R ACR R, P, SR
AR R 3K, K Tk 1.45 ms/em, A& SRR GG 1.57 1% A —B54AF 14 3.16 mmol/g,
K 3T IBL G 22445 s LT FiliAe B-1,3-F BAESG 0 R 5, 5 51 4 10.57 U/g F2 14.16 U/g, 5 3T 18
55 B % I & T 48.04% F7 17.80% , F) B 2m JLBE 4 %, A 2m e 2 B Ve 2 450 930 BR DL SUBR A S R
B IV, S 4 7 ML AR, 250 % 7.33 Ulmag #70.28 U/mg, 4 5+ B2 51 2.3 F e T 73.020% 47 47.17%;
TR G Fo ik RAE A5 B TEIK, 5 A 4 0.44 mg/g A2 5.34 mg/g, B AT B LA A T T 60.71%
F256.30%, “F R A AL, I HAR A K, R BRI T A 2B 6 B INAE R R
KR K MNAEESR; WA AL

Suppression mechanism of the ethanol extracts from Brassica juncea
against the pathogen of watermelon Fusarium wilt

Liu Lin Wang Qiang Ruan Renwen Zhang Rui Wang Jing Fan Shuying’
(College of Agronomy, Jiangxi Agricultural University, Nanchang 330045, Jiangxi Province, China)

Abstract: In order to explore the inhibitory mechanism of the extract of Brassica juncea against plant
pathogenic bacteria, Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. niveum was used as an indicator bacterium, and the
minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) 0.5 g/mL was used as the benchmark to set 0, 0.25, 0.5 and
1.0 g/mL treatments, by measuring the morphology of mycelium, changes in bacterial liquid conductivi-
ty, bacterial malondialdehyde content, cell wall-related hydrolase activity, respiratory metabolic path-
way enzyme activity, soluble protein content and reducing sugar content to analyze its antibacterial
mechanism. The results showed that the conductivity of the bacterial liquid of F. oxysporum f. sp. nive-
um after the treatment of the B. juncea ethanol extract increased significantly, and the conductivity of
the bacterial liquid at the concentration of 1.0 g/mL was up to 1.45 ms/cm, which was 1.57 times the
control, and malondialdehyde content reached 3.16 mmol/g, 2.24 times the control. The chitinase and
f-1,3-glucanase activities were 10.57 U/g and 14.16 U/g, respectively, which were significantly higher
than the control by 48.04% and 17.80%, accompanied by cell wall degradation and impaired cell integri-
ty. The succinate dehydrogenase and malate dehydrogenase activities were 7.33 U/mg and 0.28 U/mg,
respectively, which were significantly lower than the control by 73.02% and 47.17%. The contents of
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cell contents such as soluble protein, reducing sugar content were significantly reduced to 0.44 mg/g

and 5.34 mg/g, decreased by 60.71% and 56.30%, accompanied by blocked respiratory energy metabo-

lism and inhibited cell growth. It indicated that B. juncea ethanol extracts could effectively control wa-

termelon Fusarium wilt.
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VO TR Z2 05 A PRI , SRY = R | 25 55 ik
A5 02 Y NI AR JT I8 & AR Fusarium oxyspo-
rum f. sp. niveum 5| #2 1—Fh it FPE BB F , FE
WREE I AR 189, X R TE VS NI S | T A
W SRS ST RIS EURN , UHAE
Al LSRR JTCHA &9 55 B, 26 VG JIC A 77 £ Rt JoT i
BT 7™ 5 i (Miguel et al., 2004 ; Dau et al., 2009 ;
HOEHISE,2016) MRS LR 25 PR AR
VED s HUTE XA A PR R N S e 3y 1 bl KA
FORLASF,2017) . MAEY) h FHIFHRHUN R 75
P I A iR — M A ROE AR 2 —

R RN, — LG AR A AT g AT
FeW i, i B A PR PUE R G | AR E
BT SR O B M55, 2014 8 0555 ,2018) .
B RAF (2017)I5E 1 D3 LR STRAE I
W59z 9m 8 Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. citri i)
T P, 075 £ {149 7 V¢ B2 (minimum inhibitory con-
centration, MIC) 47 3.68 mg/mL, H XJ B A2 & (1) #H
fa A ARG Y B A AR 5 2E 7K 25 (2018) il i 1E 52
RIS BN TE L 60% LBEREEH, BHE BT R AR TR LE Ry

Wt 4 0 (056 % BR T8 Staphylococcus aureus F1K
FF & Escherichia coli /)40 il 24 2R 42 4f ; 72 18 g 25
(2011) FIX1 35 1k (2018) e I 48 I3 £ 4 HU 4 %ok 4
AR T A L A TR A A B A A i 4
Jakatimath et al.(2017) 5245 S 3R B K srd2 By Al
T 24 45 HUY) e W Sk 4100 55k 1 48 U TR Phomopsis
vexans [N 2244

A ZH {98 & BRIT 22 Brassica juncea £
P FECH 0T VG TR 25 T —— P JINAR Ff gl T T 41k
AU B B A0 ORI a1 15 31 L MIC Oy
0.5 g/mL (R & KRB ) , (AXF I3 L BEFE L) By
WHLE ARG . H T2 BT 4 R R0, A 4
FSA 0T o Jirt GRT A A0 o 3k A28 3 A e R TR 4 24
BE IR AN BEE VE T RGeS g 1 A
(BRAEEDAE, 20165 A 4 fi45, 20165 2= B AR MR,
2018) . XA (2016) BT 45 SR 3 W 175 $2 e
U T 2255 TRT A% 410 TRT ML 3 29 300 AT AR A T it

U A=W AR S SR R R T 1 5 2
PPAE (2018 WFFE A IR 22 1wy i v M 2 i R b 3
Jev , VR 25 T 1 221 B/ 9871 R A FEAR
H AR RIS . AR A PRATZH Fi A5 2
filh b AT WA O S ialbg 0 O 7 TR 25
o TR 22 AR PR A AL FE PR RSN , o3 B A AL, LA
BT E— 2T A LB 2 AR 242
R IR R 2 BB A

1 #R57E

1.1 ##

PR ) RO TR - ATV AR K2R AR A e
SESEHD AR 10T 3 SRR SR 08 (CEROT ) iR B
e, R J5 FH /N B ML) 1R ACIR AR & L 23 40 B
i, BT AN A . VEIORS 25905 B FR VTP Al K
SETLVE A AL B Y o IR T 2 SR T RR SE G = AR
FEITHAIE

i % 5L . 5B S A BEBUIE (potato dextrose
agar, PDA) 595 5 : TH44 55 200 g 44 20 ¢ Bl
20 g Z& 17K 1 000 mL, pH [ #& ; PD Ji A 35 572 5
PDA 53R 5L RS INBg o

5 - BEFARL N Z (succinate dehydro-
genase, SDH) 1 Pl 5 18550 4 39 R 2 JiE &0t (ma-
late dehydrogenase , MDH ) #if 430 52 1075 &5 , B 50 &
B W) T AR 5T 0 5 HE Ay 50 24 Sy [ = 43 i 4l
XB-K-25 MR 1500, _E 1 7 RO A Al A s A
PR F] 5 S810R B L, f ] AR /0 ] 5 HI 2315 H,
TR, ARFIEYA 7 RXZ B RE N TSR, T
P 2R B AL FRZA 7] 5 UV-2600 22418066 3T, B
A B A F) S IXT3 WA, H A AR B 3w .

1.2 Fik
121 SRR CEAR B T LT 5w el 2

HTA TR LR, 95% 215 . 80% FF % . 80% 1A
i 43 I ST R AR AT T IR, & B AR UL
HRAF, HMIC 0.5 g/mL R & R5) , HI5 45
IR BT, WER PRI 10 g FF 2040
AL IMA 10581 95% £ BRI HE 24 h, BB )
BB 2 b, i VR ER IO, T 40~50°C 25 T Jig 5%
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RS 2 10 mL, il UM FE R 1.0 g/mL ST 3K 2
TR B , ARG 15 E 0.25 g¢/mL(1/2MIC) 0.5 g/mL
(MIC) 1.0 g/mL(2MIC) =ML, 4 CIRAFE .

FETC B AT B 63 7 TR 2597 1R 2 Fp 2
PDA B3R 5L , BT 28 °C A T M4 rh E TR IR 1 5%
5 d, FERH B T AR B, 2R TR 75 i AT T AR
8 mm B IFE H . BURIAS LA B A F5 0.5 g/mL
IR LB ) PDA SRR P o, DL AR IR
LT HUY) 1) PDA SR R X B A4 A0 31 3 vk
5. BT 28CNTAMA TR 3 dJF, 4005 ik
s SR 22 IE 25, JEER 12 /1 F0ET
1.2.2 3K LB AR B xF dm ROLBE % vy ) M) 2.

HRE R AE 55 (2019) Ty ik, 7RG TR 254 FF
% 8 mm 1Y PG JIVA 22905 0 P DF 42 Fh 22 PDA P-4 I
BT 28°C AN TAMFATGIL 7 dJe , HJE B 7K 8 75 I
2295 P PR 22 RV A =S, I A v, ekt
BT8R, (o B ERR A 1107 CFU/mL, K 1 mL
VG TR 22975 TR A B 2R 90 mL PD WA K: 77 4L
H, F28°C LA 180 r/min #£85 3 dJi5 , SN A 10 mL
AN [T B T 25 B4R BRUYD R, % B ACHR ] 4
B ZE 1K, IFHE 1.2.3 .4 15 h J5 L6 mL TR LA
4 000 r/min 5.0 10 min, F B 5 SR A0M 2 4% kb R
T AT R 3 A A TR

JCHE EF OB 1 mL P4 JTORS 22055 1 P B R b
T 90 mL PD A5 R 56, B T 28 CHH Il 42 IR LA
180 r/min 557 3 dJ7 , 70BN 10 mL AN [R)¥K B i 07
S CEEFE LYV R, % BEOMACH R AR R 2818 K o
UkLLbE SR 3 dJn  BURE  Hhg Wl T 22, 2 JC A
IRIPYE 3 UK, il & U I B 22 T80 CAR A4 . B
#2205 g, A A 0.05 mol/L Tris-HCI(pH 7.5)
L2 0PI 3 mL, 4 CHIERIFES )98 5 , LA 12 000 r/min
R URES L 20 ming B E T VR BN AR, T I
{479 — % (malondialdehyde , MDA ) . Jifi 1% P . AT ¥ Pk
H I SO i I

MDA 5 £ [0 7 « >R AR A L bE 22 R v 0
(FE R ,2006) . B2 mL iR FiEmEhA4E T,
A 0.5% B ACEL L Z RS W 2 mL, #8257 o B ikiE L
AR &3 30 min Ji5 , 37 RPEHR A BUH A
AR IR, FRE RS, B3 000 r/min 25
D15 ming LL0.5% Hft L F 2 FRIE IR M 25 X A,
43T 450,532,600 nm T I KGR IR
MDA &g, B3R EE
1.2.3 33K TBAR B xT H Ak B 7 M R v 09 M 2

JUT BB P 4 5 : 2% Mauch et al. (1984)

T A e B R 2 o/L LT AR I i, LIJL T
Jo JBE AR SRy JES 0 52 JL T J5 il U P (Prochazkova et
al., 2001 ; =R X, 2006) . B2 g/L BERILT i 77
0.5 mL, i A 50 mmol/L ZFR-Z T 5N 2% il (pH
5.2)0.5 mL  FFIEFK 0.5 mL, IR GH44), LI&&E
5 min A9 BERAE DX IR 4R24E 37 CAE IR K IR 5 55
1 h, AR N- T4 A e B A o B Ji s B
A 0.6 mol/L PURIFRHI K 0.2 mL, I AEWh /K IA Th A&,
B 3 min, SR J5 57 BRI AR 7KV s e
o IMAFHVKBETRA RS S AT AT — F JL L8 g
VST 2 mL, FE7E 37 CHEIR/K AR 7% 20 min #8178 (4
R o B HG T 585 nm KR & HW O
AREEE 3R . R, LA N- 2 T 5 48 A A
FRUERREE  THERE S LT Bl DARERDBh
B va A (B ) h RS IR LT ™ A2 1 pmol
N-C AR VAN LT R G B

B-1, 3 FRMEEG PE A 5 (Mauch et al., 1984
W FE4AE, 2007 ; Huang et al., 2008 ) : 52 v /4K & £ 45
4 g/L B AW Z WA TR 100 wL FI4% 00 B 100 pL, LA
b 5 min FRRRAE s O IR . IRAIE RO
BT 37°CKEH P ARIR 40 min, AR5 W] SN
TMAZEIE K 1.8 mL A1 fil§ 3L /K 412 1.5 mL, 7E 357K
I3 min, FHHZERACK WO R R A
25 mL, W4T . e TR A AE 540 nm P T AT
o BRACER 3R T o [ A LA 2 0 AR A v R
2T -1, 3 RMHERE M . LURERM BB SRR
(fef 75 ) g o i B A 22877 2E 1107 mol 4 0
1A~ B-1, 3401 SRMH S 1 B

SDH i M I A2 « A 20 Bk 4 R SDH 176 P4 o
A GBI T . BRI S IR s B AR
Fe L, 76 600 nm K T o, 5 s B e FIOGEE
A,,65 sBHE FWIEEE A, , 2Kt 2 IR 22 (HAA=
A=A, B3R E R . DA R A Al
F2N AR 22 G REF#A 0.01 24 1> SDH i 1857

MDH 7 V£ 0 5 « 45245 20 B8 7™ % 4% B MDH {5
PEDE SR SR R T B TR S5 BRE S 5]
AT G L, 7E 340 nm UK R A, 20 s B
TSGR 4,,80 sHFFRRIC TG RE 4,, 2K H 2 R IF)
WO 22 HAA=A—A,, B3R E R . LR
AR R N AHEAL 1 umol IEHE S 110 R 14
MDH {F PR A
1.2.4  JR LB T s iR e A R e 2.

ALV A I R S R G-
250 9% (R4S, 2002) . B 2 G-250 7%
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W3 mL, [ HAO I AR B 0.05 mL. §# & 5 min,
T595 nm P I LG o [RIEESR 5 1 3
SEHE G-250 7%, LhAR IR i fERR i 26, T H3RE i
SREIRESS o i ==o8
MO (R0 - BURF U 0.5 mL 55 3, 5-
TAHFEIKAA IR 2 mLIE AT B KIA S min, HRKER
MG ZEmKEZS % 25 mL, T 540 nm 3K &
WG RE [RIBS RA 1.2.3 J7 2 il 6 1 2 A b o 1l 2
THARE P RO ) o i
1.3 HIEST
FIH SPSS 17.0 B A X B A s A T4 1 HT
)% FH Duncan [ 52 % 22 15 047 22 5 i R 6

SR 1 Origin 8.1 B AFHHEAT B A0 FEAN L A
2 FER55H

2.1 FEZERIMIE LTS ERR T

OISR 2 R, %o R ZH AR KA B 22 A 3
5] MR AR ER (B 1-A) , 4T3 L B
WU 0.5 g/mL Vi B A 3 0 TR 22 3 R I Ty K
FEARASKLIN (] 1-B) 5 H W22 1 BLRE | 5y & A W
24, RGN S (B 1-C) s[RI, B 2272840 |
GELRIFHLN ML 2 EARE R (K 1-D) . SRUIT
K WSV RE A TV VE A 2299 T BT 22 119 A=
o, BB 1R

-----

E1 FFR BRI A ERE E LTS
Fig. 1 Effects of ethanol extracts of Brassica juncea on the hyphal morphology of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. niveum
A X B~D: $EHUHE A 0.5 ¢/mL. A: Control; B-D: the extract concentration is 0.5 g/mL.

2.2 FF3E ZESHR BN B A 40 B R Y 22 i)

IFIR LR U A5 18 A 2 1 VG TR 25973
PRI PSSR B BSF [] 1 JE RS IS s B e
FER AR, 7EALEE 1~5h19,0.25.0.5,1.0 g/mL I+ 3¢
CBEE Y A R ZH ), T BRI 00T RRZH I S RS
T[] — 300 5 TS i) A, 4% Ak S S o3 ot A 3k
ORI B, LB S h, 1.0 g/mL AL PG HL
IR K, I 1.45 ms/em, X R AT 1.57 5. Ui
T 3% 2 AR B RS VG TS 252993 T D 4 179 40 g
JEEEAE X RASTE A A A I I (B 2) o

5 X HRAIAH LY , 29T 5% LB U Ak R Y 75 TR
H 2299 R A AR MDA & i & 5. 0.25.0.5 11
1.0 g/mL ¥ & Ab ¥ J5 B 7 MDA 5 &2 43514 1.70
2.34.3.16 mmol/g, J&XF BZ1 1Y 1.21,1.66 F12.24 f%,

LA B b PR 22 53 0 2 . RIST SR Z R B AL
B 6 P R MDA 55 2 5 25 10 0 , BV BRT 4% 119 41 s
P ik S AR BE IR, A BELRSE R G0 ) S8 PR IR , XoF
PR A — 2 i EER (R D)o
2.3 IR ZERIR BN X 40 B B 4R S5 oK AR B A B2 N

AR B I T 3% LR B AL B | BRI
JUT Bulgis v T . 0.25.0.5 F1 1.0 g/mL ¥k
JE A 3 TR A LT B TR 1 43 501 8.59.9.76
10.57 U/g, 43 6 B A0 A L T RIS 1 7.14 Ulg
P T 20.31%.36.69% F148.04% ., W IF3K 215
PRI A 3T ol PO TR 2205 BT AR PR LT Jo il 1
AN s R o N TR A S E <6
(£,

Bl T 3% £ B HE B ViR B 3, BRI B-1,



820 i/ SRR S 464

A T T 4.24% 13.23% Fl117.80%. 2] %
Tro SR U A BRI P A, 200 B AR Y -1,

3 SR Tl M W T e, LA A PR B
PRt W2l B E THE . 0.25.0.5 F11.0 g/mL ¥k BE AL
PR R B-1, 3-SR AHBEIG VL4301 O 12.53 13,61, 37 ROVHMEE 1 0 35 Far , REAl 4t e R e , 400 o
14.16 U/g, BV IEEAHIY B-1, 3-SR MHRFGPE 12.02 Ul 224K (3R 1),

—=— (0 g/mL —— 0.25 g/mL —— 0.5 g/mL. —— 1.0 g/mL
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Fig. 2 Effects of ethanol extracts of Brassica juncea on the cell membrane permeability of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. niveum
P s SR P 2 AR E 22 o AN[RIR /NG 5B 1) 27 () — N [ A [+ 9 J38 Ak 2 ] ] — i J3E AN [ i) &k B ] 2 LSD
PRI TE P<0.05 /K F-24 5% 3% . Data are mean+SD. Different uppercase or lowercase letters indicate significant difference among

different concentrations at the same time point or among different times at the same concentration at P<0.05 level by LSD test.
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Table 1 Effects of ethanol extracts of Brassica juncea on MDA content, enzyme activity, soluble protein and reducing sugar con-

tents of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. niveum

o IR ORI

fithr Ethanol extract concentration of B. juncea (g/mL)

Index 0 0.25 0.50 1.00
N ¥ ¥ & Malondialdehyde content (mmol/g) 1.41+£0.02d  1.70£0.06 ¢ 2.34+0.11b  3.16+0.14a
JUT A% Chitinase activity (U/g) 7.14£028d  8.59+0.28 ¢  9.76+0.48b 10.57+0.28 a
p-1, 3B R MG p-1,3-glucanase activity (U/g) 12.0240.24 d 1253024 ¢ 13.614031b 14.16+0.18 a
BEHIR L R BHEPE Succinate dehydrogenase activity (U/mg) — 27.17£0.55a  20.15£0.25b  15.39£0.65¢  7.33+0.32d
SRR I A B Malate dehydrogenase activity (U/mg) 0.53+0.01a  0.49+0.02b  0.40+0.02c  0.28+0.00d
AP 17 1 Soluble protein content (mg/g) 1.1240.05a  0.95+0.04b  0.60£0.02¢  0.44+0.00 d
I JFAE S Reducing sugar content (mg/g) 12.22+029a 1030x021b  7.08+0.13¢  5.34=0.11d

FPBE T ER b RE2E , [RIAT AR INF R R OR 4 LSD B AG 36 7E P<0.05 7K F-24 57 . 3 . Data are mean=SD. Different

lowercase letters in the same row indicate significant difference at P<0.05 level by LSD test.

2.4 FYIEZERIRENYIRT AR A& R B A 0

ZIF 3R QAR AL B | PR Y SDH 6 P i
FREAR, FLAE B0 SR I ok B e , S PR AR A
o 7E0.25.0.5F11.0 g/mL Kk E AL R , SDH 1Y 1%
PR 514 20.15.15.39.7.33 U/mg, 43 518 %F B 41 £
SDH i £ 27.17 U/mg 2. 2 T B T 25.84%.43.36%
F173.02%. FWAIT R L B4 BB sl il 1 R
PR20 L N SDH & M | il B2 A~ — R IR A Z BH., M7
IR AER (R 1),

Bt TS S TSR BUY) MR B2 135 i, MDH 16 A

WA . 0.25.0.5 1 1.0 g/mL ¥k J& &b ¥ 2H ) MDH
TEPESF 51 0.49 .0.40.0.28 U/mg, 43 Sl ext B 20 1
FRET 7.55% .24.53% M 47.17%. 1= E I+
LR W) RE 447 T AR T AR A9 MDH & 4 , B 97
S OB AT X PG A 2595 TR 1) 440 a5 ol i 75
AEAT R MDH ¥ 14 , 175 40 M B 2 A8 A2 B, A
TAMHE AR IE R A K (1),
2.5 FFEZEHREUX AR E QSR PER R0
Bl 25 7 S LB H RO VA B R B 0, DA AR () T i
PERE & i 2 W TR, oot B2 Y AT Pk
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EEEER S, .12 mg/g,0.25.0.5F11.0 g/mL ¥
JEE b 3 ZH G AAR () AT PR B 1 430 R 0.95.,0.60
0.44 mg/g, BXF AL 500 0 3 R T 15.18%.46.43%
F160.71%., FHIT 3 £ BEHR LY o] 58 3 A H
VYT 25905 TR AT VPR 2 11 B G i o, LA
(A PR R (R 1)

ZIF R LTI AL BRS | oA PN B3 O 2
T AR . 0.25.0.5 F1 1.0 g/mL e B 40 B ()
TR OB A i 43 4 10.30.7.08.5.34 mg/g, Bkt R AH
0 JERE & i 1222 mg/g W FH FFE T 15.71%,
42.06% F156.30% . FRWIFT3H L BEE B AT BEAD ]
VTR 20 A B A I SRS Y B, S BOA TR
R, ARSI R 224K (R 1),

3 g

IR SR TR BN B R A R A — S Bl
AT 2235 [T 22 R BT (B 3 R n A
PG, DT RELAT IR 22 O IR H AR 4. X MIAE (2017) B
FT 45 3 W] A S 3 B X S R 58 S0 18 Botryos-
phaeria berengeriana W8 22 KA W EWIMEN , £
BRINHE 224 KGN W2 IR R Y GRS,
I 22 2 RE RS BEORSOR] 5 Rl it 42 55 (2015) W5 A 1
SZEAB Y PO Ak B A [ A S BN T Colletotri-
chum gloeosporioides 7 22 W I B3 £ K A7 J
HAHANAYE AZHE K ™ IR | 22 BE AN AL 55
MR X GAIKE P IT R SRS B8 PG A 250
BRI 22 Y B ARSHEIn  Tisi K a2 25 B G ARAL.

TF3E LR U READ 13 74 TR 29 11 T R A 240
PRLRRE , fel 00 B B3 P A A AR TR P LR B A2
HL 3R K, X 50 35055 (2016 ) i 18 117 78 $2 U AT
FEPYTHEZRE RN S PINE B IR i 318,
T IO 5 W00 G T A 22 5 7 40 O JSE 3 e ) 4598 B AR —
o [FIASRES Th 2573 SRS U AL B B P4 K
i 229 TR MDA & i 5, 1 B 5 i aod S AL A i A8
KOERGE A, FE— DRSS T AR 458 1 15
PEo VPERIRSE(2016) BT 25 AR B 2Pk 5 K AR
Py A PHL 1% 5 TR 20 B RS PR 0, 5 3P R P R
R, MDA 5 8 FIHR fif 5T NS R R] IR 3 21 B KA, UE
BT B SRR 1 % TR A A0 A, X 5 A F
FHR—E

JUT Al B-1, 3- A S MEJ2 1 20 BT AN BE A4 32
BRI T, BEOK PR TR D R 4 A M BE ko, fel 4
AL BE RS 2L, T T4 ) 25 TR i Y A= K (Nagpuree et
al.,2014) . RIS (2015) 5T 45 5K W B2 Ny

100 mg/L F G2 R 5 By b 3157 505 12 00 B Valsa
maliJ& , W22 N LT B FN B-1, 3-8 S WH Al 5 PR T+
T o I T S R T H22 0 T A4 B P e fee, 410 i 7
A 2R/ DR EE (2015) SR FH A0 - T35 4 4 I Ak B2 hf
FEIR A Alternaria solani J& , K IR N LT i
TEVE (N-C Tt A e & i 25 LT IRk, LT Joa i
T FE, JLT BRI, 1M N- 2 19 i 280 W i
FA R ILT o 0 22 153 , 4T B B 2 3 o it S S50 A B
BERNGH,, S A TR A, S TR 22 Y IE ARG . TR AE:
(2010) R A5 R, 38 i 403 0542 F P4 3 9 TR Mon-
ilinia fructicola WK L2 L JEAME AL B S | H:
JUT a1 B-1, 37 SR i 41 00 R I 25 18, 3k
HH SRR MY AT 75 S BEER SE P S HUm AR DG 3222
fifg 754 . Zhang et al.(2011) W58 & FR H g-2 3L T
1R b 38 A R SR S LT B R B-1, 3-
SR W Tl 5 X6 REZELAH b3 I 25 T e, AT A R v
TRIGIERBPUR T . ARG, IT R B E)
3 e R Y T 2 A A I BE AR DGR i —— LT
JET AN B-1, 3 SRRt 1% 5 M, DT ol 248 b R o fo
IHIEARA A X5 ERBFIEEs AR

SDH I MDH & 3R IRIEFA v 2 4~ 2 Ak
W , S AR AT RE LA OGR4 . S2 e
(2017) iZiB T %= KA H % Penicillium italicum 25
PRI AL P S , H SDH FI MDH 5 M BEAR, g A
A=K B RE S AT KT AH R A, DA TS 1) B AR ) SE
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