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EZLXFEFRERFEFEEXSEPCRQNTT EZRIEL
Bie IR WEE FERN ARF

(TR R AR a2 B, Wi LA BV MG R R B R SER =, BT 310018)

WE: ALARRS BT AAETEAFTLARARE—RARP LR, A TEXNSE
PCRE AR 434K 1 45 08 B8 X (ITS) 9 5 31345 51 4, PR L £ X % FPCR R B &
A, 33 5V ) B e Ak A A B R % 9 R R D & A R A Colletotrichum liriopes F= 2. 52 9% )% & #
I [% TR Alternaria alternata ¥ 7 %, 4R E WA, E WL X % £ PCRAMNIKR & 4F 7447, F
B A 2 PR JR A 49 RAE 15 100 pg DNA/UL, 33 10 /> & 8] @ ARk 4746 m] | A 5 ANk aiAeml 3] 2 #
FEIRE 3R B H b L AR R 2 AN KA B B AR R IRE T AR R AT S
MM, RAPTE SRR S FPCREART A THEEMEN ZL2F L RRENGKERE .
KR A4 WEARMER; ZREARA; £$X 5 EPCR

Nested multiplex PCR to detect two major fungal pathogens of
mondo grass Ophiopogon japonicus

Yang Yihua Wang Mingyun Cao Zhenyan Shentu Xuping® Yu Xiaoping’

(Zhejiang Provincial Key Laboratory of Biometrology and Inspection & Quarantine, College of Life Science,

China Jiliang University, Hangzhou 310018, Zhejiang Province, China)

Abstract: In order to accurately and quickly diagnose two major diseases of Ophiopogon japonicus in
Cixi City of Zhejiang Province, anthracnose and black spot, specific primer sets were designed based on
the internal transcribed spacer (ITS) region sequences of the two pathogens, Colletotrichum liriopes and
Alternaria alternata and conditions of a nested multiplex PCR assay were optimized for reliable, rapid
and simultaneous detection of C. liriopes and A. alternata. The results showed that the nested multiplex
PCR system had a high specificity and could detect C. liriopes and A. alternata in infected plant tissues
rapidly with a sensitivity at 100 pg DNA/uL. To verify the feasibility and accuracy of the detection sys-
tem, ten disease samples were randomly collected from the field. The two pathogenic fungi were simul-
taneously detected in five samples, either of two pathogenic fungi was detected in three samples, and no
target pathogenic fungi was found in the other two samples. These findings indicated that the nested
multiplex PCR method established in this study could provide reliable and informative identification of
two major pathogens of O. japonicus.

Key words: Ophiopogon japonicus; Colletotrichum liriopes; Alternaria alternata; nested multiplex PCR
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2012) . &P EZEME NS SRR S
S SR 224 LA R IR DR AP0 1 R
4 SRS PO R PR P A 2 A E
M GZBIAE,2018) o DLAZA R BRI IS 42 FE 5T
T KT S5 B BE S5 7= i 7E 2015 AR R B ik 20 &2
feot(ZEm 45,2019, B2 M5 ,2019) . BEE T
TR AW A, N TR AR 22 4 1) T R ZE R i
KA H TR AR, A 2580 A S
W AR AR R B I D5 |, e U R, PR R T
Ay 5 U (RjERAE,2018) .

BRAF I F1 P B 2 27 4 d5c B UL 1) 2 b L TR
I IR 0 2 LU 2 A B JE A Colletotrichum liri-
opes FIH BEAZ5EHU A Alternaria alternata(5KIEHHEE
2008; XN R A2 45, 2019; Wang et al., 2020) , X LL55
JE B A7 T 4, 8 303 B A A R i
R FE )RR K (Liet al.,2019) . AR X B0 FE H
WA EA A2 MRIRHE GRS, HA
[ J5L PR 7 22 & AN ) & B IR RS [ AR BE 4508 F B
FILHYREAR AT BE—HF | 58 AR HEAAAE — & 1Y 1A
MES IR ZE o AHAIE A P R IR R s il 17 O
(BRFEAE,2019) o L5000 B s A 7 v & 2 1
TEAZERETT R 0, MU T & 1 A 8
FERTRE ST B B AT BB 22 15~20 d(F7ESF,2010),
e e A Bz Bt 3, X e R A 1) o 4 O
W ESCH B, b, # o —FhERG PG BB R
F18) 22 2897 T RS 7y 2 PR e LA I oo ™ ) G e

548 )5 AR HE , PCR B2 A PRIHE 3R 30 v 1
I R R A M R I (T3t 5, 2020) . £
PCRZH8 7 [R]—A™ 52 4 28 LS i 2 % a8 2 % LA L
5140, Retis R iT43 th 2 X sk 2 X DL AR Fr B i)
PCR [ W, # K354 1 ], 22 1 T[] I A6 ) 22
PO IR A=) . 2T PCR B @ikt . R4k . &
TerEZEt 5 . i 55X PCRJZAE H M PCR B R JERE
R R, il 2 58 PCR U, S e 18
259, 1 X HEE S 915 H5 19, 4 1 52 PCR 5|
Y1 B B AR PCR AL, 26 2 58 51 W FR N $5C
1Y, RS AL TS 152 PCR N 1) — B
DNA B, (14556 2 %8 PCR Y14 F B T4 1 8 (B
W94 ,2005) . $38 PCR 5 e v A R e vy
WSS V3 7= A T AR B ISR 2 S N REEGE
WA B L HEAT S I B B RG  FLER 2 AR T e BE
K519, (1 DNA § 38550 2L X 8 508 , K
PewE T RMUE (B Y ZE S8 578, 2008) o M HIT
PCR 5 Z 3 PCR 4545 v T A8 905 Ji TR7 g PR A
DB, ASASCHRE v 7 ARG 1 2R A0 J3E 38 W] LA S B 2 s

JE R ) 22 H A PR R I, 45 24 T B ) R 28 2% O 32
(Cao et al.,2021) . AHF5E4 2 #H PCR 5 5 PCR
FASE A, P03 <7 — b B ] A-BRe s v At G ) A2 & PR B
o FAR AR S B 19 32, LA A 22 4 LRI 8 1Y)
Ba R R AR 34
1 MREFRE
1.1 w8

BERATRL R FibR: 2019 4F A TP i iT
ZRG T R AR B AU R AR By AR A SR A7
ZIRARIRAE IR 22 4 45 50 407 5 U 25 9 26°C
JEJE 12 L 12 D X R 60% 2% 40 T 45 3% ) {ak
JE A AABRRIT i 9 I PR 1L 22 4 I JiT R R L
ASBEAI TR, XF B R ER B 72 7 Chaetomium globosum
W T Fusarium inarnatum AF04E 1 1E F. oxy-
sporum FIME RIE A C. lineola, ¥4 H#TVTLAA YT
i MR R AR E S S AR I AL

44 B A A B BUIR (potato dextrose agar, PDA )
BBk DR 200 g A A HE 20 g B 20 g 25 0R
JK1L,

B ALES : CTAB B , Jb it 2o ERHE A
FR /N 7] ; Hieff™ Tag DNA Polymerase, I3 2% E4)
£ R F] s DNA Marker, 4= TAEY) TRE(_¥) e A
PR ) s HearidGRI 8 2 [ 7 40 2li, IXFSTPRP-11-02
PR, g5 S0l & SR AT FR Al 5 Gel-2000 EE /i
WAZAY . T100 PCR 941X, 35 [H Bio-Rad 2\ 7 ; DY Y-
6C AUEEIE L IKAX , AL N—1#R) ; NanoDrop 2000/
2000C B /LR, SEEFER CIHRBH A
1.2 FHik
1.2.1  BRRJRAE % A B A BAL Y o) DNA $2 3K

SR IR CTAB 42 UL i A R 5 1) DNA
7326 °C N 7E PDA A GG R 7 d iYL 22 4 05¢
JH P B R ACHETRL R BR B R T T (S TRk
TR ANk L DA 1 i ] 22 K L K T T SR AR Fg e
YA A FMEE R A2 At 45 2 g, TIRA TR TR,
T 10 5 B 42 4 1 mm 9K & 500 L CTAB # 1t
W, BT HFRALE, 4.0 /s PR 10 min, AR
WIS O T R B B O P, TRANA TR
2 min, & T 75°C/K AL 2 min, E 3K, &5
1IRT 75°CoK s El L 30 min, T A 500 L DNA
P (B - S0y - B AR L 25024 1R A
pH>7.8), | FHEEEAT, L) 12 000 r/min 250> 10 min,
B35, A 2 R B VK TG K L BEDTSE 1 h, LA
12 000 r/min 50> 10 min, 3% V5, B UTTE F 70%
CEPRYE , HARIAT )5 H 50 uL ddH,O % i DNA,
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¥ iR 48%:

F20°CLAAE# o K4 DNA FH 466 T
FE M EEAEL 15 OD g0 5/ OD g o P2 THITE 1.8~2.0 Z 1]
YER 52 PCRY AR (22 4 355, 2013) .
122 £ X % & PCRAN 69 4F P &

ABIFEARYE NCBIEE i L1 22 A I T A
AR A (I AZE 1A P9 7 SR (] IX (internal transcribed
spacer, ITS) ,{#i F Clustal X 1.83 fl Primer Premier 5.0
A TR SR 5 | X MTI8-F (5'-ATACCCT-
TTGTGACATACCT-3" )/MTJ8-R (5'-CGAATCCCA-
ATGCGAGAC-3") fil Al-F (5'-GTCTTTTGCGTACT-
TCTTGTTT-3' )/AI-R (5-GAACAGGCATGCCCTT-
TGGA-3"), Xf 1.2.1 Hr 4 B L 22 4 o JH bl A B R
A HEFRL P DNA I ITS J3 5l i1 75X 2 5 PCR Y4,
S A T A TR () e A BRA WA o
L Adt i 42 2 DNA SN 55 08 Hofth 4 Flois WL AE S
b SRR & S AN IR 0F SAN R IEIES
JEL PR A B T R

H U PCR KL - 35 1 48 PCR fifi A FL 147 i
FH 514 1TS1 (5-TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG-3')/
ITS4(5-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3")§ 1 1.2.1
9 Ji B DNA (9 1TS J551, 25 pL 3 1A 2 .
10xTag Buffer (Mg free)2.5 pL .25 mmol/L MgCl,
1.5 uL . 10 mmol/L dNTP Mix 0.5 uL.5 U/uL Hieff™
Tag DNA Polymerase 0.2 uL. 10 umol/L 5| ¥ ITS1/
ITS4 4% 3 uL .DNA A 1 pL . ddH,0 16.3 uL. 43
FRIF £ 94°C Fi 7% 1 2 min; 94°C A5 PE 45 s, 55C 18 &
30 s, 72°CHEAH1 45 5,35 DMEFF ; 72°CFHEEAH 10 min,
T 4CARAE# . 56 2% PCR AT BE 1045 )5 B4
1 58 PCR ¥ 34 7= 4 4 DNA BMIEA 7473, 25 uL i~
HAIK £ . 10x Tag Buffer(Mg> free)2.5 uL .25 mmol/L
MgClL, 1.5 pL . 10 mmol/L dNTP Mix 0.5 pL .5 U/uL
Hieff™ Tag DNA Polymerase 0.2 uL .10 pmol/L 5|4
MTIJ8-F/MTJ8-R £ 0.6 uL 5 AI-F/Al-R 4% 2.0 uL.
DNA#i#z 1 uL,ddH,0 #M 2 25 pL. § 3R 7 : 94°C
ASYE 5 min; 94°C A 30 s, 55°C1R K 30 s, 72°C HE
#1135 5,20 MEH ;72 °CHR A AL 8 min, T 4°CLRAF
# o BUR 25 579 10 pL7E 120 V R 42 2% 35
JEHEEE A ik 40 min, FHEERC UG R G MEHA G

HX Z 5 PCR G . 75 [A] — & rh e iU A 2
PCR JZ v o H B v 4 22 Al 2% (4[] S 3K B 7 PCR K
D, (HAE S 2 %6 PCR A 1S I 55 A A i A5 1 58 2 F
PCR /=¥ . 5| %) MTJ8-F/MTI8-R 0.6 uL Fil Al-F/Al-
R 2.0 pL#EF 793, 7 3445 R 5 2w 1o
123 £ X % & PCRAEMIK £ #94£4L

g T ARIE MTJIS-F/MTI8-R il Al-F/AI-R i 2 %}

SIPALE R — 1R & h 4 BE Ik B i = Y B R0 E
1.2.2 T 50 2 8 PCRAGINAA & B JEmH -, %FR Kk
IR (50.51.52.53.54.55.56.57°C) JEHE (15,
20.25.30.35 ) L K 2 XF 514 MTI8-F/MTI8-R Fll
Al-F/AI-R 142 (0.2.0.4.0.6,0.8.1.0,1.2,1.4.1.6,
1.8.2.0 L) #ATHILAL , 9738 7 W) 28 2% B R Wi ok e
FL VRN, FR A 25 1) 5 BE e P A 3G 4508
1.2.4 £ X % & PCRA&W 4 ZHBE 2

P 1.2.1 88 114 1L 22 4 1 I R RN BB A S A T
DNA 3 51l4% 10 %59 246 FE 7 B4 100 ng DNA/pL
10 ng DNA/uL .1 ng DNA/uL . 100 pg DNA/uL .
10 pg DNA/uL . 1 pg DNA/uL . 100 fg DNA/uL .
10 fg DNA/uL .1 fg DNA/uL 100 ag DNA/uL, %
1.2.2 S [CHH PCRIFATY 1Y, Kl 28— 5 [ Py i R B
o [RIRE 2 Fboips L ) DNA 2550 R 4, H2 10 f5 ik
JERBEEHUMN 100 ng DNA/uL 4 100 ag DNA/uL,
FBREW BE[R] |, R 1.2.2 LR L PCR UEATH 1,
HRPEEER RS B 25 A Tz i A 2 &
PCR AR H) R AL
1.2.5 £ X % & PCRA&M 9 5 FR i A 2R BiE

BEAILIZE I 10 £ AL A , 3B 1 40 fadt A o S ok
B R 1.2.1 SR CTAB 431 3 BURE & (Y DNA
FRIE 1.2.3 HEA7 AU [C L B PCR Y AL AR R, K
10 {53 HI [A]A 5 ) DNA HR A A7 7E LU 27 24 IR JH TR R
HRRACHEMITR . i PSR R G B AR
Py 3 th 0 25T B INFAN T I A L 7

2 BER55H

2.1 EXEEPCRENAESM

AW FE VLTI 1L 22 4 I TR AR S5 | ) MTJ 8-
F/MTIS-R¥ 34 th i H il Be K/ R 433 bp (B 1-A) 5
BRSPS | ALLF/ALLR I3 8 H Y
FBEh 249 bp (] 1-B) , HARA BHSE A — I £ 25
XoJ HR o 2 A AR LA, 4 e 94X e D o rh B4 A
B AT AT 25y . RIAARBE ST BT A9 5 4 MTIS-F/
MTJ8-R Fl Al-F/Al-R F 3147
22 EREZEPCRYEERNMIMSEL

HAZHPCRY GRS R R, iRk
R 55°C AR PR R 20 4 L 51 )X MTIS-F/
MTI8-R Fl AI-F/AI-R H1 A5 [ )7 25 uL AR R 1Y
AR50 0.6 L F12.0 pL i 7 88300 e i
2 AL A B I 2 PCRAGIINAR R 97 B 435 SR 6
U I & IR RAAAERT AT 3 1 433 bp Y H Y
7, R EL R AC HE 16 A A7 AE BT AT 43 Y 249 bp 9
H AR, 24 2 i B R A7 A B AT [R] s34 15 433 bp



414 W TRAeAs « 22 4 J2 B0 T I B S22 o PCRAGHIN 7 v2: A T 745

1249 bp i H B &4 (K1 2) . RIAABIRZA4L)G

2 3 4 5 6 7

433 bp

B pp M
1000

12 5 PCR AN 2 ml 5E

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

750
500
400
300
200

100

249 bp

M: 1000 bp DNA marker; 1: IIZZ4<HIEH R ; 2. HIEACHETER; 3. BREBTH; 4: W BE; 5: R
ORI ; 6: AMERIRIET s 7. {84, M: 1000 bp DNA marker; 1: C. liriopes; 2: A. alternata; 3:
C. globosum; 4: F. inarnatum; 5: F. oxysporum; 6: C. lineola; 7: healthy plant of Ophiopogon japonicus.
B 1 MTJS-F/MTJ8-R(A)FA AI-F/AI-R(B) 5| #1845 R IR 25
Fig. 1 The specificity detection results using primer sets MTJ8-F/MTJ8-R (A) and Al-F/Al-R (B)

M I 2 3 4 5
bp

1000

750

500
400
300

200
100

M: 1000 bp DNA marker; 1: FFEACHEAIR ; 2: 1L
KB 5 3~5: FL IR SCHE AL TR A 1L 22 & B JH TR R
AY1. M: 1000 bp DNA marker; 1: 4. alternata; 2: C.
liriopes; 3-5: mixture of A. alternata and C. liriopes.
2 EXZEPCRUERNEL P 2MRBEEHNY BUR
Fig. 2 The nested multiple PCR amplification of two

pathogenic fungi in Ophiopogon japonicus
23 EXEEPCRENNREE
22 §iaCHUE PCR IS5 R R | 1122 A I A
0 E AEAG U B 1T 35 100 pg DNA/RL (&1 3-A) , HL 2
5 6 7 8 9 10

App M 1 2 3 4
1000

750

500
400
300

200
100

433 bp

BppM 1l 2 3 4 5

Bl 60 T 17 B {E ARG B 1] 35 10 fg DNA/uL (& 3-B) .
T A 5% T i 1119 35X &2 5 PCR 4 2 [R] 1A HE 3
2 vl L B 1) B ARG BIR A2 71T 53K 100 pg DNA/UL (1]
4) o VEEAAAIFGE Ir i 7 1§02 F PCR K R R
B, AT LIS H A P B R
2.4 EXHEBFERPKNLER

A5 B B G £ i PCR KGN 25 61,4 5
FE S 38 433 bp 4507, FRIH A 1L 22 & B TR
24,7 .8 SRS 18 H 249 bp 19 H 4547,
HA O A SRR Y, 1.2.3.5.6 SFES 1
FT 24 HE kA0 , RO 2 PR R E A1 4,9,
10 5B 5 AV A2 A th AR B 48 2R N 45445 (81 5) o
ED 951 10 A% &y HE 18] G i tR: -5 o S0 AR S Bk
S FEARL  AEAS 2 ARG H 1) 2 s B o 5 | /S, P
IAFAE HAN LR, A R — 2P B0, 25 b ARHESY
A7 ) H L H PCR ik by, RAEE &, 6k
5 o7 FH T 2 2% B R R 1) T SN
6 7 8 9 10

1000

750

500
400
300

200
100

249 bp

M: 1 000 bp DNA marker; 1-10: 100 ng DNA/uL, 10 ng DNA/uL, 1 ng DNA/uL, 100 pg DNA/pL, 10 pg DNA/uL,
1 pg DNA/uL, 100 fg DNA/uL, 10 fg DNA/UL, 1 fg DNA/uL, 100 ag DNA/uL.

B3 EXBEPCRARILZELRKER (A) NERZHEME (B) RN REE
Fig. 3 The sensitivity detection results of Colletotrichum liriopes (A) and Alternaria alternata (B) using the nested PCR system

3 it

Bt 25 43 F A2 W2 B PR & R, 45 Fh PCR AR A5
B TP A SFH, HTFZ25HPCR EAEREK
NS F: P O 0, AR I G ) w3 I

41 Lu et al. (2019) £ 37 (4 2 PCR J7 1% A LA[R] I S
WK A R8T A 35 RS T Curvularia lunata \ F KN
BEW Bipolaris maydis T £ KL TT 5 IH R Aureobasi-
dium zeae; [R) N TEAT AR | R T2 v IS 22 i 5 1
oI vh s )3z 1 (R %8 77 45, 2017 ; Das et all.,
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2019;Yuetal.,2019), A PCR i THAL R AUHF 5+
PR R BE , O T a0 H IR 55006 1 Acidovorax
avenae subsp. avenae % ¥ IR & Candidatus Li-
beribacter asiaticus F1 & 4 {5t 47 %% 8 Neofusicoccum
parvum SEAE I B B 53T DA, SR TR
I AN (i 45, 20125 {89545, 2017 ; Hong et
al.,2019)., HTT, £ PCR MR PCR (454 T I
FHT B 5 R BRI SAE Z A ) 5 2 W (N
et al., 2012 ; Bernal-Galeano et al., 2018 ; Ashmawy et
al.,2020) , #T22 &N R—Fhd FHEEAN 245 FHOCH
FAZ R [ A DRHAS I A R s A b . ARFSE
FR A NCBIE 2 v 22 4055 J5E 1 11 22 24 I 1 A A
BRACHEAL PR ITS 781, 23l ittt L1 22 A B JH TR R
SEPES 9 MTIS-F/MTIS-R (433 bp ) Al H FEAc 45 1 B
S SPES Y AI-F/AL-R (249 bp) , I 257 FLAL 19
JE AT L 27 4% o S A R BB AR A 0 B 1 B 2
PCR RGN EE A, AT LA ] B 3 2 ol Jot o7 a4 7 1
KBS A ASEIN
pp M 1 2 3

1000

750

500
400
300

200

100
M: 1000 bp DNA marker; 1~10: #4377 100 ng DNA/uL .
10 ng DNA/pL.1 ng DNA/uL.100 pg DNA/pL .10 pg DNA/uL.
1 pg DNA/uL 100 fg DNA/uL .10 fg DNA/uL .1 fg DNA/pL.
100 ag DNA/uL Y 1L 22 4 7 JH B FN BB 52 55 1t 7 DNA TR
A WAEH . M: 1 000 bp DNA marker; 1-10: C. liriopes and
A. alternata DNA mixture template in different concentrations
100 ng DN /uL, 10 ng DNA/uL, 1 ng DNA/uL, 100 pg DNA/uL,
10 pg DNA/uL, 1 pg DNA/uL, 100f g DNA/uL, 10 fg DNA/uL,
1 fg DNA/uL and 100 ag DNA/uL, respectively.

B4 ERZEPCRERMREFEWNMER

Fig. 4 Sensitivity detection results of the nested

multiple PCR system
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

bp

433
249

M: 1000 bp DNA marker; 1~10: Z24J5kk; 11 flEEEL. M:
1 000 bp DNA marker; 1-10: the Ophiopogon japonicus plants
with different disease symptoms; 11: the healthy plant.
El5 HKZEPCREFRIELHEFFENARR
Fig. 5 The application of the field disease samples using the

nested multiple PCR detection system

G PCR 5 £ 5 PCR 454 W 1 T FE 0 I
()RR AGE U, NS R L4t v A ) 3R B8 A mT LA
SEER A S DA 11 22 HARPGEASI . A FY 45 R 3R
A, B [G B PCR F AN L 32 & B JHL T B Foe MR ARG
PR AT 35 100 pg DNA/UL , X 1. [ 38 #1005 110 fc [ AS:
MIFR AT 15 10 fg DNA/uL, i F4 2 Y 51 [C £ 5 PCR A
ZA (R B Az 2 Fofoig [ T 1) 2 BURE 3K 100 pg DNA/UL.
ZRTIN J7 VRS R T 5~6 h AR M 2 T I
) A28 2R 32, I H EAT R 5 o A R B v A
S T FH T 22 A% FE ) e T R B 18 T Aff 25 2
S N S A R AR R R R

FIHABIE 5 e 8 57 19 S G 2 PCR IR R AE 22
2% FH AV s ) S Bl v, 6 HE 28R 31 8 0%, 1ERF 32
15, A8 2 SERERE AR 48 G R Sy, T 7 A4
FEAE HE ()G E bR -5 5 S R R BRI AL %)
R BT R A F  (HA Rt — L A e iR
TR Z AT T2 4 R F A AL a2 W, i
il T AR M s s DR AL RS X
IR B 2 A T 5P R RCR .
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