FY#3 273 Journal of Plant Protection, 2022, 49(2) ; 486-496 DOI: 10.13802/j.cnki.zwbhxb.2022.2020142

L Tt KIW REL EET EREY W OHC

(L AREARMAKEE, B SV T A A B P I R S0, N 3500025 2. 48 HE48 /KA B AR ORAE G Y

SR 3626005 3. [BJVL2EBEERFFERE , RN 350108)
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Rt A2 P AV, VA F e A4S gm A B A A TA AR 4287 A ATER, AR AL B Sk 7 ik 3K 43 FolMSN2 %
B & % =2 K A Folmsn2 B Bl AMKE %k A Folmsn2-C, i@t M £ B Areg A Kz £ JoF > 5 AR
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Biological function of transcription factor FolMsn2 in fungal plant pathogen
Fusarium oxysporum {. sp. lycopersici
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Abstract: To determine the function of transcription factor FolMsn2 in development and pathogenesis
of fungal plant pathogen Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici, deletion mutant A Folmsn2 was ob-
tained from the wild type strain 4287 and the complemented strain A Folmsn2-C was generated from
mutant. Phenotypic analysis about growth rate, conidiation, and pathogenicity revealed that, compared
with the wild-type strain, the Fo/MSN2 gene knock-out mutant displayed a significantly decrease in hy-
phal growth rate and a dramatic reduction in conidiation (only 6.7% of the wild type strain); external en-
vironmental stress assays found that the Fo/MSN2 gene knock-out mutant was more sensitive to osmot-
ic, and salt stress but was more tolerant to cell wall and oxidative stresses. Moreover, the mutant had a
significant reduction in pathogenicity and compromised penetration ability on the cellophane paper; the
cellular localization of FolMsn2 revealed that FolMsn2 localized to the nuclear of F. oxysporum f. sp. lyco-
persici. The results indicated that FolMsn2 contributed to vegetative growth, asexual reproduction, and

external environmental stress response, and might be involved in the pathogenicity of F. oxysporum f. sp.
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lycopersici by regulating the penetration process.

Key words: Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici; FolMsn2; asexual reproduction; penetration; patho-

genicity

Tt — M P R S, H R
)0 LA R 43 (Srinivas et al.,2019) . BEE A
TR K it H 23 354, R T E A Wride
PR IR Ko FR A 229 I Fusarium oxy-
sporum f. sp. lycopersici 3| KL B TR 25 & T Ak
77 L B SRR 2 — T R ™, 1
T E M E TR (K AF L 2015; Carmona et al.,
2020) . Tl 20 AR O — Rl R SRR
A BT, BT FAREBIA 07 1 sl E AR R A Bl
WA A BRI AR TR S T, S
TRHESL W K o S B 1 i i, e A B R S
Z AT (Pietro et al., 2001 ; Srinivas et al., 2019; Car-
mona et al.,2020) .

TE AR T T S50 FIK o 5 IR R R 2R 2 5
BARAHY  JBHITF R AR i BB AR L2 AR AR
—Fif [ A 4 (Martinez-Pastor et al., 1996; Gorner
etal.,1998) . TESZ BRI AL, 400 3= 2850 1d 4
5 BE DR Y FR IR KT X PR M Sk SRR E T, DAL
i M85 K 77 (Stewart-Ornstein et al.,2013) . 55 5% K
TR R A TR AR R AR ST, LR S
P& A e R A B 2R A AR 11 (mammalian target
of rapamycin, mTOR ) . £5 [ A (protein kinase A,
PKA) G, 3X BE AT — & 4510 T AT — R 51 5%
SE PR 1) 3 1, T O Y A 3 IR Y 3R 38 (Cai et
al.,2008) . VA 7% i X LA SR L R O 11 17
I T PR AR AR B AR T A N AR Y
35 {5 3IF (Stewart-Ornstein et al., 2013) . Msn2 Fl
Msn4 J2: 8 55 B 8 % 1) Saccharomyces cerevisiae Vi
PR 1Y 2 A4~ T BE TU AR B 48 e s I (Boy-Mar-
cotte et al., 2006) , W 5 L [r i 2 22 A [A] 2 AU ) A1
FL W38 (Moskvina et al., 1998 ; Boy-Marcotte et al.,
2006; Stewart-Ornstein et al., 2013) . 7E & J1 Jr38
T, Msn2 38 i TR B A BEHR 25 AR 45
AL PR RS Bl A9 JBir e )3 T F (stress-response el-
ement, STRE) , Ji% T~ Jife 5k PRI 10 27 i 3 325 i oy 0
(Schmitt & Mcentee, 1996; Liu et al.,2013), fF22%4
J5L I £ I (mitogen-activated protein kinase,
MAPK) 2035 A5 538 #  , STRE 3R 8l (197 ¢ 32 &5 8
1% & (high osmolarity glycerol, HOG) i [ ¥ #&
(Schiiller et al., 1994) . Msn2 2 = 5 1% JT 3 % H )

7 T 3 %% 5% - (Tian et al. ,2017) , 2 5E35 85
JE, Qe A MR A 2 % S -t 2 PR IR T R (cy-
clic adenosine 3’, 5’ -monophosphate , cAMP) {55 &
R R E e . cAMP MR S 38 B RS )R
U RS SN N ATV & o S I S S
(Martinez-Pastor et al., 1996 ; Boy-Marcotte et al.,
1998) .

C AR, AL Y I EL R 5 sk R R
{308 3 A IR DR () e 2 Rk AR AR X ok A ISR 15
AL, IR TN 1R Y% (Rep & Kistler, 2010 Srini-
vas et al.,2019) . TEFR M EWNE IR H LKA Z
NSRRI FTER A AE K R B B B HEAEH
140, FolSgel FEAR A= Y b BOK B iIERIA , IF52
e 22 B R4 A 638, R T 2 5 IR 45808 T 1 B0
11 (Michielse et al., 2009 ) ; FolCtf1 i1 FolCtf2 i i
P9 B R A S 20 i #2 (Bravo-Ruiz et al.
2013) ; FolPacC 52 i pH 15 538 % 17 4 42 955 P 1) 3K
Wi 71 (Caracuel et al., 2003 ) ; FolCzf1 {E 975 i JG M 2
B AR TR 7 A DA S R R e e B v B E AR
JA(Yun et al.,2019) ; Con7-1 #11 Fost12 38 % &5 I 22
T 25 52 W i B 200K 1 72 (Garcia-Sanchez et al.,
2009 ; Ruiz-Roldan et al.,2015) ; FolFtfl Fl FolFtf2 %
5598795 8500 B Y 2R 38 A 245 T TR B B0
(Nifio-Sanchez et al.,2016) . Msn2 /£ & MAPK 2% 5£
F cAMP 35 A% H 1 SCHRPE 5 S P, AR 53 D
BT R EY DR O iE . FE ARSI T Mag-
naporthe oryzae ' ,MoMsn2 7£ i 224K Ml FIES
VA= IN Y SER DA DS &SRO LY R L s i (S
(Zhang et al.,2014) ; 7£ KN4 KL 7 Verticillium dahl-
iae ', VdMsn2 5 ¥ B A K BB A% P A S B
3 71 (Tian et al., 2017) ; 76 B HUBOR 7 4% {8 14
Metarhizium rileyi F1ER{E 118 # Beauveria bassiana
H, MrMsn2 F1 BbMsn2 Y5955 [ G 25 it i 5E
1 KB 1 BAT BRI (Lin et al.,2013) ., {H
FIiT Msn2 ZEFR k22 e A HAAE AT AE

AHIFS feft FH DA ST AAR 2 A0 e i 22 TR
H: RATE R FolMSN2 5 P BEAT iR , 245 5 A
I GEAR AR Fe FEMIAMA TR A% , BB FoIMSN2 7625 i il
Z95 TR R DI RE , LU A 7 i 220 TR R 1R A 2 4
FRIFF RIS 2%
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1 RS A%
1.1 #8t

AL TR R R 25 R e B R S < et 22 5 TR P
A U MR 4287 FRAS 5200 % AR AFIT 4 o i S b
RGN, W T A M B 1T, F i b 2 2 e AL
A 10 d S I ET BRI TR 1 (e 25 o R
Hili R S T A i T

PR B 77 3 ¢ 5¢ 4 1% 3% 3 (complete medium,
CM) 1453 4 20 &R 50 mL fil e AW 1 mL
ZME10 g REIR 10 g EERR Y 1 g R /K fifk 1% 4R
FI T g HE2ERVEW 1 mL, pH 6.5, BL i A S L)
ISINBEAR Ry 15 g5 B85 55 75 25 0 35l (potato dex-
trose agar, PDA) {5 FR 3150 Ky 2 Je SH 84 55 300 g 7
HE 20 g iR K 20 g5 FEAKT IR (minimal medi-
um, MM) &, 43 4 NaNO, 6 g.KCl 0.52 g, MgSO,-
7H,0 0.152 g . KH,PO,1.52 g 44 B1 0.01 g fifiar
JCEVAM | mL FZEWE 10 g TR # 15 g5 Eonss e
H (recovery medium, RM) Bl A TR/K ffEEE B 1T 1 g
TR HCY 1 g EME 274 g, pH 7.0 TR (2 2 R Bk
PR RS SR BN o R Te 2 B R AU 6.7 g D-1L AL
M 182.2 g ik (5 2 IR 2 KL 1R M3 0K 0.74 g i % M
20 g Bifig ks 15 g, pH 5.8; iR FRIEIMEH LB+
KEZZE 1 LOAET,2015),

R SR B R B, AU RS R A TR
Al s MOk % £, 2% [ Innivogen A ] ; i X 5 R
(G418) , Jb 7t & 3¢ E B 2 A BR 2 7 ; Digoxigenin
High Prime DNA Labeling and Detection Starter Kit [
Southern blot i & , 32 [ % K23 ) 5 rTaqg B . Hind
Il EcoR V Xho 1, RNase, 5 H B A= ¥ A (Jb50)
A BRA A ;2% Tag PCR FUIR R IH(KT211) , RARA:
R (b0 A BR A R 5 pCX62 kL . pGF11 24
AR S R AE 5 2 6B R (caleoflour white,
CFW) . WISR£T (congo red,CR) .4, 6- - JpkJik-2- 2 3t
5| (4, 6-diamidino-2-phenylindole, DAPI) . 111 %4
Jiz (sorbitol) , P4 A% F B8 B 25 ( i ) B2 5 A3 PR A
w5 AT Y 77 4 v 4l T100 PCRAY, [
Bio-Rad /A ] ; GXZ430 RV GEOGRE KT 240 , TR T
FEILES) s BAAKEL 0T DPSO 280 B s , H AR BRI
/A 7] s Nikon E200 4= %) ' f#(4% . Nikon TiE-Al plus
WOCH LR A BT, HARJE B Al I ER 5L
M, bt B E R A BRA 7] 5 Centrifuge 5420 5.0
BL, F [ A B 07328 7] s DY CP-31CN U B Ak

LKA, AN — A R A R 7] PowerShot
G7 X Mark AR, FERE (H DA FRA A
1.2 7k
1201 RTERGKFELR

R P T 400 v A ) 0 2R AL 3 e A i —
ARSI B, BV FolMSN2 3K | R iF94% 1 000 bp
() Fr B R B 2R W R S B8 Tl IR A B 1y o
ZH P B, SR B FolMSN2 354 . RISkt =
R fb # (cetyltrimethyl ammonium bromide,
CTAB) J5 14 24 fifk 40 ff £ FRUET A R Tk 4287 JE R 21
DNA (Talbot et al., 1993) , - Lk DNA #ifi , 519
FoIMSN2-F1/FolMSN2-F2 F1 FoIMSN2-F3/FolMSN-
2-F4(FR DT PCRY 34, 51 ¥ i A= T A T4
(1) et A BRA R A5 . 100 pL PCR IR F
2xTag PCRIFRIAFI 1L 50 pL .10 pmol/L iF S 1] 5 |
4 L B 1 ul, INJC TR 25 85 17K 4N E 2 100 pl.
PRXT5 |9 PCR S AR F 1214 - 94 “CHIAEYE 5 min; 94°C
5130 s, 60°CIE K 30 s, 72°CIEf 60 s, 30 PG FF ;
T2°CHEM 7 min; 4CORAE. F3 5L pCX62 T A AR
M, B9 HYH-F/HYH-R (35 1) %Hi 8 Z ki
Rl L 2 K AT 18, O T 5 LR A TR, ZE e
BFTE] 90 s PCR =¥ 2 alifblnliif5 47/l & PCR
(Yu et al.,2004) , K15 BEh 3 400 bp Y HF 4 F Bt .
P ULZ B R AR, #1514 FoIMSN2-F/FolM-
SN2-F(F 1)i##47 PCRY $4 , =¥ M A T
%4k (Hou et al., 2002) , ¥ 600 pg/mL i 5 K 1)
CM AR Al AT 1

T AR RS AL 5 78 CM AR K AL T,
FHRK BRI A 250 5 Ak 2 4 22 00 A7 300 png/mL 155
R CM Pl 15553 dJF , >R FH CTAB ML P 4 1
H: DNA (Talbot et al., 1993) , F145 2] f{) 5% 4k FE A
2l DNA M4, 53 5 FHE 5151 4 FoIMSN2-BY-F/
HY-R F13& K 4 #5851 9 FoIMSN2-id-F/ FoIMSN2-id-
R(F 1)#47 PCRKIE, 20 pL PCR [ W4 2 : 2xTag
PCR i 8327 11 10 pL . 10 umol/L iF J 1] 5| 4 &
1 pL B4R 1 pL, TS 2 B F 7K #h 2 %2 20 pL.
FolMSN2-id-F/R 5 | ) PCR J2 Jj F2FF : 94 °C Fil A8 1k
5 min; 94°C75 14 30 s, 60°CiE & 30 s, 72°CHE{H 30 s,
30 MG FF ; 72°C IEH 7 min, FolMSN2-BY-F/HY-R
5100 RN R T 94 °C S 5 min; 94°CAEPE 30 s,
56°CiR k30 s,72°CHEfH 1 min 30 5,30 MEFR; 72C
FEAR 7 min, PREE HHTE D1 2 BHE S R B
(A TV A FoIMSN2 S 78 IR TR bk .
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Table 1 Primers used in this study

GALY/EA S JFH1(5-3") B GRE iz
Primer name Sequence (5'-3") r/C Function
FolMSN2-F1 TTGTTCCGAGTGGACAGTTT 62.13 "1 FolMSN2 Fijif Bt
Amplifing FolMSN2 upstream fragment
FolMSN2-F2 CATTCATTGTTGACCTCCACTAGCTCCAAAAG- 6720 471 FoIMSN2 Fijif v Bk
GCCTGTCACTCGCAA Amplifing FolMSN2 upstream fragment
FolMSN2-F3 GCAAAGGAATAGAGTAGATGCCGACCGAGC- 67.90 94 FolMSN2 T i A Bt
GACTTGACAGTACGTTGA Amplifing FolMSN2 downstream fragment
FolMSN2-F4 TAGCGGAGTTTGGTGGTGAA 65.44 P18 FolMSN2 Nl Bt
Amplifing FolMSN2 downstream fragment
HYH-F TGGAGCTAGTGGAGGTCAACAATGAATG 72.05  PHNEEE BB REL Rl
Amplifing HPH fragment
HYH-R CGGTCGGCATCTACTCTATTCCTTTGC 72.19 P S E R
Amplifing HPH fragment
FoIMSN2-BY-F  AGCACATCCAGAGATGCA 60.58 Y UIF R 2 AR AR B i
Validation of gene deletion mutant
HY/R GTATTGACCGATTCCTTGCGGTCCGAA 76.34  BIF LR IR B
Validation of gene deletion mutant
FoIMSN2-id-F  TCAGCATGCTCGAACCCAT 66.88 B IE R BRI AR A e b
Validation of gene deletion mutant
FoIMSN2-id-R ~ TTTATGGTGGTCGTTGTCGT 62.79  BUFRR S AR AR PR
Validation of gene deletion mutant
FolMSN2-F GCGAGTCTAATGCACCTTGAT 63.04 P HEEIR A B
Amplifing knock-out fragment
FolMSN2-R CTGGGCTTCCAACCATCAA 65.99 ¥ HUETS H B
Amplifing knock-out fragment
GFP-R CGGTGGTGCAGATGAACTTC 65.67  BGUE BN 4
Verifying the vector for complementation
FolMSN2.com-F  ACTCACTATAGGGCGAATTGGGTACTCAAATT-  70.90 4 8 [ul%p ji Bt
GGTTCCATGGCCCGTACTGGCAAGACTGC Amplifing the fragment for complementation
FoIMSN2.com-R CACCACCCCGGTGAACAGCTCCTCGCCCTTG-  74.81 B [mixh Bt

CTCACTCAGAGCGCTTGCGCTTCTT

Amplifing the fragment for complementation

R UE FolMSN2 & [R] 2 75 4% il 5 A S 25 2%
W IR EE R I X (9% DL R, E4T Southern blot 73 #7 .
A 5 2 705 A FRITIRT A R TR R A CML YRR IR 5 7 ik
H1,25°C 180 r/min 2514 F 5597 2 dJ& , RH CTAB /7
P B PR A4 5L R 40 DNA (175, 2015) . BURTR Y
B A ORI BE S AR R TR R [ S R 2l DNA 4% 5~10 pg,
1) FH B 4 P9 Y1) B Hind T A1 EcoR V% B A2 7Y
4287 FMige e 5 AL AR ) B LA T D o RS, 49 31)
L) pCX62 JFr FIEF AE TR 4287 T Mk 14 Ji PR 26 R A A
| FH 51 %) FoIMSN2-id-F/FoIMSN2-id-R il HYH-F/
HYH-R (£ 1) #47 PCR ¥ 3 , 100 L PCR J Jif 4
% :2xTaq PCR FRIRFA T 50 uL .10 pmol/L IEJZ [f5]
Y145 4 uL B 1 ul, INJEE 253 F7K AN E 2 100 pl.
FolMSN2-id-F/FoIMSN2-id-R 5| #J ) PCR JZ )i F&
JF 2 94°CTASE 5 min; 94°CA8HE30 s,60°CiR K 30 s,

72°CIEfH 30 5,30 PMEFS ; 72°CLEH 7 min, HYH-F/
HYH-R 5| ¥ ) PCR J i # ¥ : 94°C Fi A 4 5 min;
94°C7E1E 30 s,60°CIE K 30 s, 72°CHEFH 90 s, 30 1M
5 72°CHEAR 7 mine J3 393G FolMSN2 1) 7 Bt
(Probe 1) FIjl 85 R W IR 5% o i 2L ] (Probe HPH)VE
HRE I R E R IC G A o B2 R N DD il
Hind 11 #1 EcoR 'V BgT1 T4 fift J5 10 B A= 78 4287 Fil i
PEIEAF IR T B JE R 41 DNA F 1% BilE eI B
VKT B SRIGHEENE e e I

W5 B 5 1) JE e RS T v i B 5 L A 7
HORI R, BT A B h i T 2R AC , PR S R
bR RS T 23S RN o RV 45 R FH G vl
Ve JE IR, e 2O IR T A, R SR T
fE, FLR T AR S B B R, 50 mL Tt
P XGE /K B pH 8 /4 I1XTE PYEAK 5 min PAZ | 6%
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7 5 FARETC SR e R I (el 1%
122 EAMRE RO ES ST

DL A R TR Rk 4287 119 5 A 21 DNA S8t , H
51 ¥ FoIMSN2. com-F/FoIMSN2. com-R ( & 1) ¥/ 14
FolMSN2 5K il ia sl A4 [ml kb i Be, 100 pL
PCR 2 % & % : 2xTag PCR i IR i 7 11 50 uL .
10 umol/L IER 1] |45 4 uL KAk 1 uL, InJoi 255
F /K AN E 100 pL, PCR 52 25 : 94°C T2 ¥
5 min; 94 °C7AEME30'5,60°CiE k 30 5,72 CAEH30 5,307
PEIA; 72°CHEAR 7 min, P& b MG 5 28 Xho 1
LML) pGF11 A b B AL Ak S e bl AE b
SR ERA RIS IR LT . FHS 149 FOIMSN2-
id-F/GFP-R #1714 7% PCR % & P vl , 20 uL PCR
VAR ZR : 2% Tag PCR IR 10 pL 10 pmol/L 1E
545 1 pL B PE SR 1 pL, I JC TR 25 8K
#MEE 20 pL. PCR W FRJT : 94°C HIAE P4 5 min;
94°C7E 30 s, 60°CiE k 30 s, 72°C #EAH 90 5,304~
PEIR 5 72 °CHEM 7 min, BUSHPE BT B BUSR ,
T KRG FF T Escherichia coli ¥k . K AL T
J& , F- 514 FolMSN2-id-F/GFP-R #1T PCR X 5E ,
PCR J2 A4 3 B 5y 454 [ b, BCSA P B ikl e A
G ] 2 A 1 o L ZRAS [0 R 24K pGF 1L :
FolMSN2: : GFP, 4l 7 1E 0 (%) A Jookr 28 Jis A o
IREAR S NG IR TR AR, (il IR 25 2 s A%
5 2 (G418) AT BE , FHZEE WA X e A5 4T
PN . X HA LRI CI LT HUDNA i
17 PCREGUEFIAH G A W) 22 R AU I 22 , PCR 5 1 9)°H
FolMSN2-id-F/GFP-R, 20 puL PCR JZ W 1K % : 2xTaq
PCR T {7 11 10 pL . 10 umol/L 1F J% [1] 5| ¥ %%
1 pL St 1 L, e 258 F/KAME 220 L, PCR
SRR : 94 C A 5 min; 94 °C7ZE1:30 s, 60°CIE Kk
30's,72°CIEfH90 5,30/ MEFR ;72 CHESH 7 min, PCR 45
S5 P H AR AT 25 5 A R — B B Ry [l A
PAME (CEAnEESE,2020) .
1.2.3 FolMSN2 # B Btk = T Ak & K Am = 50547

Az K A < K T A= 78 B Bk 4287 L FoIMSN2
PR e G AR AR S [RIAMA TR AR TG AL 27D 28 CM 5597
BB AR 28 CEAmE IR 2 AR, 20 B AN [ T AR T 7%
NG 2 mmx2 mm B [ Z P37 F PDA .MM |
CM 53535 b, T 28°C LIS 15 9% 3 d g WLAR I V& TF
A, MR IE HATHA R MR R 4R K
A 3K,

PRI AE OB CM BSR4 AR K BAF Y B
AT 4287  Fol MSN2 F PRI e 5 AR A4 I [l % MA B ke

e 2 PDB W AR 373, 28°C 150 r/min 5514
B2 dJa  WRAE -, I8 R B8 %2 10°/mL.
1 3 mL 8T B TF IR T 50 mL PDB ¥ 1445 57 3t
1,289 . 150 r/min 514 N HE 97 3~4 d )5, AR+
WO I ER T EO G2 1A 7 (Mes et al., 1999) .
RIEE 3K,

1.2.4 FolMSN2 A& R 5 X R TR ERBL A 7 Zm) 2.

RHARFT FolMSN2 5 R il 2 53 AR A6 AN [R] A 5
Jolpa PR P (R R T O, 158 B S b MEL R, 43 31 R ol
1 A~ (0.5 mol/L NaCl) .38 1% 38 [H - (0.8 mol/L
LIS ) 20 At e e PR (0.2 /L CFW 0.2 g/L CR)
AR 360 7 (20 mmol/L H,0,) . 433 A E
T AL BT A U T Ak 4287 . FoIMSN2 K& PR i 98 28 A
T TET A TR K B V% 119 320 2 B /N 2 mmx2 mm (1)
WA 22 LR T 5 A R R I0 77 89 CM AR L, F
28CRRMEIE AR 3 d el A 7% BRI . B
AbFR 44T A 3K,

1.2.5 FolMSN2 A B Bk 32 % 4k 0 Bgm b 5

W5 FolMSN2 PRl 2 58 A8 14 X6T 2 it 401 1 1)
FHowPE . T CM - 36 Ak %) B A U B Ak 4287
FolMSN2 H& R fift % 5 725 R K [m] % MAS TR PR 17 7% 340 2%
BUR/INA 2 mm>2 mm 1Y 1§ 22 He 3% R T 50 mL PDB
WA B 3R B, 28°C 150 r/min &1F RG22 d)5
AT T, 2500 )5 TSR /K =7 A0 3 il sk
THEOHE 2 5x10°4~/mL.  [RIEPREC 2 2 1 1.0
AL T4l T N - S rh Az K A AR P K R
T4, FRRE 4 AR B TR Bl 5% 10°4~/mL 78T
BB TR 4R (Wellman, 19395 Mes et al.,
1999) , & THE 0K |, 78 70 r/min T 3211 40 min, B
JE KR A E A R A BT
28°C G 12 L 12 D& F o5 3R, AL T
O, AR JCTRUK I F A4l i ) B 43 Sl H SR ik
[IFET -, FET - =L P Y ST MR B AR )
0,01 S B TR IR . R TR AR EE D 10 BR A8 4
Hi L EE 3K,

M 72 FolMSN2 & R il 2 5 75 1A X 7 it S 52 1)
Bowte . WA Lk 3R AR AR, IR
1x10°4>/mL (- TF-BIF W . [RIAT PR R/ h—2 2R
PRIV 11 73 SR S TR R T 5 FH 75% WA kA T 3R
. BER KA SRR AR EFLH 1R
FEZ 1 em 8945 0, FEa HiA g A5 ul /507
W, T 28 CHURROEHE I 6 d, WA SRS L 1% LIt
HRicsE. B4 ER R HEE 3R,

B IREERN 21 d 5 PB4l i A T LR A K
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5 B ARTE VR T I BRI 5 AR 2587 il 1.5~
2 cm /NEE S B BB 2K B E T 70% TR O 7
1 min, BEJ5 5% A 10% H,0, 1 3-F 20 r/min Z51F F 3%
Ki 1 h, HICR K spyk 33k, 2 2 PDA K593 I
28°CHEEHE 35 4 d(Zhao et al.,2017) . WLEEEL |
P22 A RSO, JF R IRIE S . TR R AR M FH 2 B
Fhns, e E S 3R

I AR ZE B0 B K TR A B S 40T Al 7 MM
SRR L, 3 S EGHT T Ak B B A TR TR ik 4287 | FolM-
SN2 B PRI 5828 (A K MIAMA TR KR/ 2 mm>2 mm
(IR RP TBEEEAR I, 5 B T 28 CRARSR R 4 d, 7
RS A R AC, P R SRR T, 28 C RS B
i 4~5 d(Zhao et al.,2017) . WELH % 104 KAG ML,
RIS, MARER 4R IR ER 3R,
1.2.6 FolMsn2 & & & & Az YLE

HU/D VT B 15 AL 0 [ MAS TR R R V& 27D T CM
WA 35 b 28°C (150 r/min 5518 F #2345 12 h, If
FHANMIAZ e B 57 4, 6- PR IE-2- T FE M| WX 1 22 |
AT Y0, SR G T OB IR A B AU AR
ECA (UR S EAY O P S S N PR VA RV SV =4
6 MLET , AR SHR P 22 1016
1.3 EIBSH

IR K K 1 Excel 2010 1 DPS 18.10 %54 i#F
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EcoR V, Hind 1I: restriction endonuclease. 1-4: The FolMSN2 gene deletion mutant no. 3, no. 8, no. 9 and no. 10; 5: the wild
type strain 4287.
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Fig. 1 The targeted deletion of Fo/MSN2 gene and identification of mutants
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Fig. 2 The colony morphology (A), hyphal growth (B) and conidiation (C) of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici 4287,
AFolmsn2 and AFolmsn2-C strains
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SE. ** indicate significant difference among different strains at P<0.01 level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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Fig. 3 The colony morphology (A) and growth inhibition (B) of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici 4287, AFolmsn2, and
AFolmsn2-C strains on CM plates containing different stressors
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SE. ** indicates significant difference among different strains at P<0.01 level by Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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Fig. 4 Pathogenicity assays on tomato seedlings and penetration of cellophane with Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici 4287,
AFolmsn2, and AFolmsn2-C strains
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A 77 1A SRIRE 19 7 0 3 (Pietro et al., 2001) .
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Fig. 5 The subcellular localization of FolMsn2 of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici
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