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Abstract: Rice blast is the main factor restricting the high and stable yield of rice. In order to clarify the genetic diversity
of Pyricularia oryzae populations in Northeast region, 96 strains isolated from Northeast region in 2021 were used as test
materials. Simple sequence repeat (SSR) molecular marker technology was used to detect the tested strains of P. oryzae by
PCR, and the genetic structure and genetic diversity of the tested P. oryzae populations were studied. The results showed
that 16 pairs of SSR primers could amplify clear bands in 100-500 bp. The 96 tested strains were divided into 13 genetic

lineages. Among them, the DQL02 and DQLO1 were the dominant lineages, including 37 and 22 strains, accounting for
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38.54% and 22.92% of the total strains, respectively. DQL04, DQLO6 and DQLO8 were secondary lineages, including 9
strains, 6 strains and 6 strains, accounting for 9.38%, 6.25% and 6.25% of the total strains, respectively. The other 8
lineages were minor lineages, including 1-4 strains. At the group level, the level of genetic diversity among populations was
higher than that within populations, and the genetic variation within populations accounted for 83.37% of the total genetic
variation. The average Nei's genetic diversity index among populations ranged from 0.083 6 to 0.457 1, with an average of
0.204 1. The average polymorphic percentage ranged from 6.25% to 100%, with an average of 45.67%, indicating that there
were some differences in genetic diversity among the populations of P. oryzae in Northeast region. The results of cluster
analysis showed that the genetic distance between the populations of P. oryzae in 13 regions in the Northeast was 0.011 0—
0.187 9, and there was a big difference. According to the genetic distance, the populations of P. oryzae in 13 regions in the
Northeast could be divided into four groups. The second group was all composed of the populations of Liaoning Province, and
the third group was all composed of the populations of Jilin Province, which reflected that the genetic pedigree of the
population of P. oryzae in Northeast region was related to its geographical distribution. The results of this study can provide a
theoretical basis for understanding the genetic structure and population evolution of P. oryzae populations in Northeast region.
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H FEBLA(Pyricularia oryzae )5 | FEE 1 REAE R X TH B0 R A B9 7K R A 7= 4y b ™ B R, S BUK RS = =
MR BE AR, — B0 1 109%~20% , 7™ FE ™ 3K 40%~50% , ORI . AR AL X AE R I
KRR 3277 X, HCARR AR A L B3 AR Mg PR 3R A ) Ao 4 & 2 5 AT L 320 KB Lok — B2
JoIM 2R AL 0 DX KRR AE 7 1 1 B Y. HRT, AR AR 22 B TR Tt T, 1B AR B 2 B i R R B
ST AN SR AR T B A 52 ARG AR, 7 F 8] 5 7 A B BRI /R, S B U A
R R SRR SRR R, 1 i REDIR A T R 235 4 R 53 4% Z2 AR M T S 14 > A B 6 SR LA 4 i 7K
FeE ABUe I B HEAE

A W8 22 REPE RIS A T 38 A B i , DA MM 48 /R 45 I RF R A B L FRIE 25 5. ©
BRI T PP A 9 D A 3 A% 2 FEME R DNA 23 BT B R G 45 17 50 85 &2 )7 51 (simple sequence repeat, SSR) . fifi
WP 48 B B £ 5% (random amplified polymprohic DNA, RAPD), RR il P | BE 1 1 22 5 (restriction frag-
ment length polymorphism, RFLP).rep-PCR %", Horfv, SSRARICAAT 2B R JE Rk & b5 ss
SR A AR MR A R R, )T F T VRO AR R AR ) 35 4 AT SR il 2RI
AFIUTRIF 16 X5 SSR 51 %t T BH I Je B T ERBE A H 52437 6 /KA dh A (R ) o B 21 B0 312 MRAS I
P HEAT 1545 Z2 R 23 AT, 235 3R S0 0 SR 5T e FH B 5 1) e i T 5 A [ AR ot Ao (3R ) ) eI i T AR AR
AL SR 22 5 B 5 22 P S OR U HRAE 1 13 X SSR 51 R VL E 48 54~ E (11 ) 19 189 AR R 11 1Y
WL Z R CYARRIR B 0.74 1, AR BERXTE R 23y 15 8% 550 030 IXLO o SRR AR AR Y
37.57% , GBI VU4 RS0 T AR AR 45 40 B AP —E R R 728 S, O ELR R M AN 1] ) BT K 7 HICZE AN [+)
TSN o

AT ] 16 X SSR 514, % 2K F 2R A6 1 IX Y R T 64T PCRAGIN , 43 Bt OB AR 352 4% 4 A L35t
1% AR, 020 S AR G b DX R R T AR5 A 15 . DAS SR AIF 532 ot X R TR R A 35 A% 5 4 I A
PRI A4 LR JE Al
1 MBS
11 i RERE

2021 4 AR bl X R AL /K R B SR Ui | 28 B 20 9 M PR i Ak 2L AR AT 96 BR AR IR0 14 (1277 61
PR AR 29 PR BIETL68K) (R 1)

1.2 #XSSR5| ¥

[ AN 9T 3% 16 % SSR 31, B MS677 . KMS20 . P607 . P37 . P83 . P319 . P77 . MS305 .
P409.P99 .P233.P427 .P657 MGM269 377 ~ 378.369 ~ 370, i FifFA4: TRMHEABRA A A 2),
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Table 1 Information of geographic source and codes of tested isolates
Hin T AR AL Hi X IR >
Province No. of strain Region Name of strain
7LFH Shenyang SY4.5Y6.SY12.5Y19.SY1.SY3.SY10.SY7
T4 Panjin PJ8.PJ18.PJ4.PJ2.PJ13 .PJ6.PJ7
#RIE Tieling KY14 .KY12.KY17 .KY10.KY8.KY4 .KY2
o 61 LI Fushun qy5.qyl17 .XB6.XB10 .XB12.XB1 .qyl .qy3
Liaoning HKi% Dalian ZH1.ZH2.PLD12.PLD1.PLD3.PLD5.PLD10.ZH3
#1745 Dandong QY3.QY5.FC13,FC9 . FC17.FC3.QY9.QY1
#1011 Anshan HC3 .HC5.HC11.HC7 .HC1.HC10.HC4 .HC13
#H Yinkou DSQ7.DSQ2.DSQ13.DSQ4.DSQ3.DSQ1.DSQS
K% Changchun YI0.A15.A18.A21.A33,A36.A38
GRS 29 L5 Liaoyuan Y23.Y24.Y25.Y29 A6 A7 A8
Jilin #E3/1 Yanbian Y19.Y16.Y21 ,A22 A23 A24 A25
Tk Jilin Y32.A2.A5.A9.A11.A12 ,A14 Al
BT - .
. . 6 W5 /R {5 Harbin A26.A27 A28 ,A29 A30.A31
Heilongjiang
R2 AHRHSSRILAKSIMIER
Table 2 Information of SSR locus and primer sequences in this study
B SIFHI(5—3") IR KREEC T Fr B/ Mbp Z:7% 3k
Locus Primer sequence Anneal temperature Expected fragment size ~ References
. F:TCGTGAGGGTTCCTATCTGC
MS677 R:GACCTTTATCGGATGCGTGT 36 253 (1]
F:TTGGGATCTTCGGTAAGACG
KMs20 R:GCCGACAAGACACTGAATGA 37 250 (16l
F:CCCAAGCTCCATAATACGCTAC
P607 57 270 [13]
R:TCCGAGACTCTTTGGATAGCAC
F:ACCCTACCCCCACTCATTTC
P37 ) 57 196 [13]
R:AGGATCAGCCAATGCCAAGT
F:GTCTGCCTCGACTCCTTCAC
P83 R:AGCCCAAAAACAGAAAGCAA 3 168 (13]
F:TAAGACCACTGGCGGAATCT
P319 - ) 55 280 [13]
R:GGCTTTGTCTGGTTGTACGG
F:AGGCTCTCTGCCTACGAAGT
P77 55 172 [13]
R:GCTTTCGGCAAGCCTAATC
F:CGTGCCAGAAAGACCTGAAGC
MS305 A CCOCATEA A CTOCC AT 58 180 [13]
R:CAGGGGATGAACTCCGATGG
F:TCCCAGTACTTGCCCATCTC
P409 55 144 [13]
R:ATCTCATATCCGTCGGTCGT
F:CTAATTGCGGCTTAGGGTCA
P99 - ) 55 178 [13]
R:ACCTAGGTAGGTATACATGTTGTT
F:TGAGATGGACCGCATGATTA
P233 55 251 [13]
R:TTGATGGCAGAGACATGTAGC
F:CTGTCACCACAACCAAGACG
P427 55 212 [13]
R:TTGCCCTGATTTGTCAGTCA
F:ATCAGTCGAACCCACAAAGC
P657 55 155 [13]
R:ATGTGTGGACGAACCAGTCC
MGM269 F:GATGGCCAGGTCAGCTTTT ss 266 (13]
R:ACTCTTTGCAGCCATGGAAC
F:CTAACGGCCGGCTAACAAG
377~ 378 55 266 [13]
R:GTTTGCACAGTCGTCGTCCATTG
F:GCTAGCTTTCCGAGATTGCT
369 ~ 370 55 250 [13]

R:TTCGCTTCTATGCCCTTGTT

13 EEAFRBEFRE
) - ECRE D 4L DNA $RIBORH &, ALt 23R R A R 7l 5 Taq PCR Mix BRI, 4= TAEY) T
e (R I A PRl
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Wi bt B A A BIE(PDA ), 2 200 g, 4G #E 15 g, 35008 15 g, INZE 87K 2 1 000 mL; PD
RE TR - 20200 g, AT HE 15 ¢, JINZEIEK 2 1 000 mL.
14 TBEFRFAEFFADNARI

alifb 5 B RS 8 A AT FLER FT I 3~5 A B DRI 100 mL PD 5532 % 7F, 28 °C . 110 remin™ 554 F
Bigt 12 dJa , A ok 8, SR B DF, JORR /K vhk 3 Yk BB 22 8 F 50 “CHERS 24 h LK Ja il A B &

=20 CUKFAPRAT . >R HIE 3 FE (Solarbio) .1 % K 41 DNA $2BUA R & (175 : D2300) , $2 HURSJE A
P2 DNA
1.5 PCRY BERERNERF
1.5.1 PCR¥ ¥4 Z S HUAFRF20 pL, K IEMGIY) 5451 pl, 1 pL DNASIHR, 10 pL 2 x
Taq Master Mix, 7 L ddH,0.
1.52 PCRE AL 94 CHIAENE2 min 30 s;94 “CAENE40 s, 1B K GRS 036 H)30 5,72 ‘CZEFH1 min,
364 ;72 CHEMHI10 minf54 CLRAF -

1.6 TR RS #EEE B FE kA

B HL B BB AR I AT B4 1Y TAE 28 P Hh 2 B 1% (R B BE WA YL, SR o Jan (el B g i 72 43
WRRIE  INAGE & Gel Red #FRYLR} , F2& S8 IR 21 5 8 A CHl , 2 7 T 2 #1 30 min.

4 B [ - 1 B i W R I T L UK, Marker . PCR P20 2543 S A S RESL , EAT LK . FRL VK 52 R
Je  FHEERE AR A GHA T BR R RN A Rl 5 .
1.7 HIEFKES S

AEFR PCR Y345 IR, 1 ACRIE MRs e 4 3G 4547, 04U Tel , i 0~ 1 B8 % . I POPGENE (ver-
sion 1.32) FA4XF 4540 R4 Na, Nei 55 K Z2FE P48 50 H A 85055 67 6 LB Ne A5 3515 2 FE M KOT-HE 51
AT . 1 neighbor joining B F , 38 F MEGAG6 3% - #-4 7 A E AL BC X 2 (UPGMA ) 24347

2 #RE5HH

2.1 1 i—tfmﬁri%.,ﬂDNAPi)mJ 2088\1 1234 56789101112131415161718 192021222324
%mﬁﬁ@%ﬁ@%%ﬁ1ﬁhﬁﬁ@%l@ R

DNA BEATAGIN , B HEBE L L Uk 45 R s (I8 1) ,9 250

1‘5!%1 LR AR IR G 36 R 2 DNA 78 B 89 B b 39 T}L I M2526272820303132333435363738 30404 142434443464748
S DT B 20, 22T BB R 1 000
BT, ELARA O RS TR B 1 41 DNA it BLAF 250
22 WRIBERENSSREMRMPCRY HER
HERT16 XTSRS AALBIX AP B i 906 bR =

SIS TR P B MRS T PCR A1, 3 REAE 100~500 bp 259
P H L A SRR 1 362 2
BIP A% 88.67% (K12) o NGRS HE%L 5 0"8 M 7374757677879 8081828384858687 888990 919293949596

RAFAE 25, Hoh 518 P83 Y I R e , A 1000
97.92% ;5|91 369~370 9 4 i ) i B /D B HERICR. 500

0 bp M 495051525354 5556575859 60616263646566676869707172

250

S 42.71%, Vi B 2R b 3 DX R B R RR 1Y DNA JE (X 100
HMAFER RS TR AR R G O R (K 3) 6

23 ?F\ jtiﬁj‘ 'Z' *E Eﬁg¥{$jﬁ1§%*ﬂ ﬁ*ﬁ MrND/\Nr/:did;k,el]:;;?ejffjn;%/\% olf]i?rzzflz;iltfrzl(Le.

231 ,ij_:\ jbi{hgﬁéyg%%jﬁ/f% ’::J:’?i’gzi@']ﬁ\ )l%"ﬁ:t‘iit The same below

ZR At X RS T BER PCRY B 45 A5 il A 0~1 Bl FRER E 4 1451 9 (RTF+RTR) Xt 85 4 iR Bak

KPR | 38 FANTSYS-PC2. Vi S s AL i g, it EEADNARIH

ﬁ‘ﬁXTPCR?fi‘“Zﬁ%J_# B *&1@ ,ﬁfElﬂﬁﬁj\T‘ﬁ%?jlﬁ Figure 1 Detection of genomic DNA of some test

b X IR T B 1 i A 5 strains by specific primers of Pyricularia oryzae
(RTF+RTR)

LN ER B ,*E%Eiﬁ%ﬂﬁ T T K 96



4

7

#

AN AT SSR A9 6 AL R R R AS R IA B

Wtk AT

409~

KMS20

bp M 1234 567 89101112131415161718 192021222324
2000
1000
75
500
250
10

, ol)g M 252627282930 31323334,

=3 S

)
[
)

0.

@

7

w

8 30 404142434445464748

bp M 49505152

2 000

1 000
75
500
250
100

I'l’ M 73747576777879 8081828384 858687 888990 9192 93949596

o
@
@
m
&

56 575859 606162636465666768 69707172

o
S
”

1 UOO
750
500
250
100

S

P37
bp M 1234 567809101112131415161718 192021222324
2000
1 ()li(l
ili(l
250
100
I’I’ M 252627282930 31
1 000

750
500

w
]
w
@
Y]

4

©
<
@

6

@

7

w

8

@

9 404142434445464748

250
100
bp M 495051525354
2000
1000
500
250
100

N 0‘8{: M 73747576777879 8081828384 858687 888990 9192 93949596

1000
75
500

W
<
[y

6

W

75859 606162636465666768 69707172

o
S
O
I

250,
100

P319

bp
2000
1000

M1234 56789 101112131415161718 1920212223 24

=1 L
S0 So
3S 3

M 252627282930 31323334 35363738 39 404142434445 464748

2000
. n

bp M 495051525354 5556 5758359 60 61626364 65666768 69707172
2000,
1000

IJP M 73747576 777879 8081828384 858687 888990 9192 939495 96
IOOO
750
500
250
100

MS677

2000
1000
750
500
250
100

l'p M 2526 272829303132
200

I
@
w

43

o
@

6

@

7 3839 404142 434445 464748

1.00C

500
250
100

l»v M 4950515

)
G
@
[

4

O

5

Iy

6

o)

7

W

I l)()()
73
500

) 0"“\1 73747576 7778798081 82 838485 8687888990 91929394 9596

bp M 1234 5 6780910111213141516 1718 192021 22 2324

.
]
SS

85960 6162 63 64 65666768 69707172

O I

P607

bp M 1234 5678910 1112131415161718 192021222324
2000

G
S 33

M 252627 282930 3132333435363738 39 404142434445 464748

!
22 S

bp M 4950515
2000
1 000!
751
500
250
100!
bp M 73747576777879 8081828384 858687 888990 9192 93949596
2000
1 000
75
500
250
100

75859 606162636465666768 69707172

I
G
<@
[

545

[
[

6

[

P83

bp M 1234 56 7891011121314 15161718 19 2021222324
2000
1000

75
500

S SO

25
100!
, 0‘(’)5 M 252627 282930 3132333435 363738 39 404142434445 464743
1 000
750
500
250
100!

IJI‘ M 495051525354 5556 575859 606162636465666768 69707172

I 00()
75
500)
250)
100]

bp N 7374757677 7879 8081828384 858687 8889 90 9192 939495 96

2000

1 000}

750)

500)

250)

100l
7

M1234 5678910 1112131415161718 19 2021222324

h{]‘ M 252627 282930 3132333435363738 39 40414243 444546 4748

1,000
750
500
250
100
bp M495051525354 5556575859 60 6162 6364 65666768 69707172

2000
1000
75

50
500
250
100

](‘)P M 737475 76777879 8081828384 858687 888990 9192 93949596
I

1000
750
500
250
100

MS305

bpM 1234 5678910 1112131415161718 192021 222324
2000

1 000

=]

2 000 M25262728293031 32333435 363738 39 404142434445 464748

1000
73
500!
250
100
}’I’ M 495051525354 5556575859 60 6162 6364 65666768 69707172

I

I ()0()

750
500

250
100
bp M 7374757677 7879 808182 8384 85 8687888990 919293 94 95 96
2000
1000

750

500
250
100



N W 8y Vo3 e
-410- om oK L X F ¥ R % 55 %
P409 P99
bpM 1234 5678 09101112131415161718 192021222324 "" M 1234 5678 09101112131415161718 192021222324
2000
1 000
750

500
250
100

"P M252627282930313233343

53637 3839404142 434445464748

1 0()0
750)
500)
250)

100!

bp M49505152535455565758 5

200

1.00(

75
50

25(
10

S0 ]’f’ M 73747576777879 808182 838485 8687888990 919293949596
1 OO(i

750

500

250
100

960 61626364 65 66676869707172

P233

Z(IIl))Fi M1234 56789101112131415161718 192021 222324

1000
750
500

250
100

I’P M 252627282930 31323334353637 38394041 4243 4445464748
l 0()0

750

500
250
100

l\p M495051 5
I 0()0

53545556 575859 60 61 6263 64 65666768 69707172

P657

34 56789101112131415161718 192021 222324

bpm 12
2000 g
1000

250
100

bp M 25262728293031323334 3536373839 404142 43444546 4748
2000

bpM495051 52535455565758 59 60 6162 6364 65 66676869707172
2000
1000

750!

500!

250]
100!

bp
2000

M73747576777879 808182 8384 85 86 878889 90919293 9495 96

M1234 567 89101112131415161718 19 2021 222324

l)p M 25262728293031323334 353637 3839404142 43 4445464748

I li(l()

750
500

250

100

bp M495051 5253545556 575859 60 61 6263 64 65666768 69707172
2.000]
1.000)

750

500

250

100|

bpM 73747576 777879808182 8384 85 86 878889 90919293 94 9596
2 000
1.000]
750
500

250
100!

N l)‘(’]g M 737475 76777879 808182 8384 858687888990 9192 03040596

1000

P427

bp M 123 4 56 7891011121314 15161718 19 2021 22 2324
2000

) ()](')E M 2526272829 303132 333435 3637 38 394041 42 434445 46 4748

1 O()O

500
250
100

]’P M 4950 515253 5455 5657 58 59 60 6162 63 64 65 666768 6970 7172
1 000
9%
500
250
100
l"’M 7374 7576 777879 8081 82 8384 85 86 87 8889 90 9192 9394 95 96

MGM269

bp M 123 4 56 789101112131415161718 192021 222324

369~370
20 I"‘ M123 4 56789101112131415161718 192021 22 2324

1 uou
e

l’P M 73747576 777879 808182 8384 8586 87 8889 909192 9394 95 96

1 li()l)
750
500

250
100

El2 SSR5|#13T96 Kk FEER EIFRDNAR H 1 45 R

Figure 2 Amplification results of DNA of 96

strains of Pyricularia oryzae by SSR primers
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Table 3 16 PCR amplification results of Pyricularia oryzae in Northeast China using SSR primers

(A PGSR PR % (A PSR IR %

Locus No. of bands Amplification efficiency Locus No. of bands Amplification efficiency
KMS20 93 96.88 P409 88 91.67

P607 93 96.88 P99 75 78.13

P37 90 93.75 P233 82 85.42

P83 94 97.92 P427 93 96.88

P319 93 96.88 P657 92 95.83

P77 92 95.83 MGM269 87 90.63

MS677 92 95.83 377~378 73 76.04

MS305 84 87.50 369~370 41 42.71

PRFEI G TR R 43 13 A1t A5 2 (181 3) o o 223 DQLO2 1 DQLO1 43 5l & 37 #k (22 MR TR #% , 435
7 B TR AR ALY 38.54% F1 22.92% , LTS ; 5511 DQLO4 . DQLO6 Fll DQLO8 ik BE5%ii , 43 AL & 9
PR ORI 6 BREEHR , 5 B AR BN 9.38% . 6.25% F1 6.25% ; oAl 8 44238 J /N2 40 S VR N 1~4 Bk
(F4). BMKFE A0 H X PSRRI R PRAR S 25 00 R B (AL UAR 2%, Ao vRl A (L 45 F 2
E 2 S T A

232 ARAMRXAGEEABRGEELEH  SP5E BRI DRI A 0 B oSk, R B A
ZR At b DX 04 RIS TR T iR 1 A% SR i A A A HLARAE 25 57, AN [) 48 1 () RIS 11 A AR T A 8 10 35 o
TR N o b (I T AR R TR A AR R 1 I A R, PSR S DQLOTAIDQLO2,
A3 AL E ISR AL TRR TR AR , M9 3 G o7 B a0 77 48 RS DA TR AR 511 52.46 % 5 TR B 5% 3% i DQLO4
DQLO6FIDQLOS, 43 54 7 8k 6k RS KR TR A% , G o (AL 748 A o TR7 A PR R AR 1 31.15% 5 HoAv 61
SRR/ B AL B I~ ARR AR o R A R RS AR AR PR 8 AN 8t AL S A A, PR
DQLO1FIDQLO2, 73 5l 2 6B AL SKERIAK , A o7 il 75 MR Rt TRTLEL PR AR B 72.41% 5 v 65315
FIRELZREDQLO4 . DQLOS, A /NEREDQLO7 . DQLO9 . DQLI I FIDQLI2, 40 /N i B 4w & 1~3kk T
Mo AR IR VT A R B AR AR 8 28 L 530, A IS DQLOTFIDQLO2,, 43 M & VR RN SR BRI
W, A o5 R B VT A48 L DX RS T S R 100% ., 45 FE W, ZR A Ml X RS0 T AR A i A i 22 7
S WA TR 53 S8 A 2 2L S s LR 3N AR TP R A= 1E 5 DQLOT . DQLO2, {H IR ZE 5%
TR INEE A BN SE AR TR] , SR AR b th X R o BRI G e R 2738 (3R5) o

24 FitihRBEREFEZESHEE

241 AR EAGE A BREE M XTOOKR R B U T AL LT . A5 R BR, 165
SSR5 |3k i 8] Z2 ML LB 161, 28RN 100% . FFAL BRI B 32, B A R 1S 1
DANEEQT LN L S S BB (Ne ) 71,5596, 28 5 411.319 5~1.994 1, “F-2JShannon'sZFEVESSE
H(1)0.525 1, 7281§ 470.357 0~0.691 7, P-4 Neidk P Z M550 (H) 240345 5, 28 i 20.203 6~0.498
5. RAREARE G BRI H0.257 4, 2818 8 0.113 4~0.440 55 37 BEAE- 22 4 5 1S 2{E R
0.214 6,725 470.098 9~0.331 5; [l — (i S I E SRR 42 6 B R TWHHA - 24 5 5, HE SRR
I Z A B SAEARR T REAT-3 2% 5 B 0T34, 28 BH R b b DXREIEE A A R AR 1] 1) 38t % 224
PEACOE LR N A3 % ZRE KO o P 5E R I 82,506 0, F- 33k K 25 550 1L R 8 0.166 3, Uk HA
AR A Hl DRI P A7 AE TR AR ] P a5t 4% 28 S o A B A8 78 5 19 16.63% , A7 AE T REIR N ast (5 A8 5 oy
TR BB 1L A8 52 11983.37% (36 .

242 ABJARE BN S AMOKE AT RN R R AE 161 SSRER IC A i 1) 22 A8 VBN T3~
16, ZR A6 134> Hh DX HEAAR [B] (14 - 34 25 55 A7 FE LB - 35 Shannon sist A% 22 FE 8 50 S5 15 A% 22 FEE SR AR AT
FEA 22 5 — R AL A A AE T AR b X R i s T AR 1) o L e B A 1] S 34 Neei 2[R 2 4
PEFE B AL I 0.083 6~0.457 1,°F-1°40.204 1; X238 H /3 HPAEIERI 8 6.25%~100% , V14 4
45.67% . VLI — & Bl ZREVE 22 SAETE T 2540 130 b DX RSB B AR A oy, JHG e ok B T oo TR
A PN TS A5 IR0 B A 2 008 T RIS B TR R 1) 3okt 4% 22 B kAR T A v, S Nei 2 1 R 38 25000 Ky
0.444 1,0.457 1,0.381 5,Shannon’sZZFEPEFEE0 751 °40.634 8,0.649 4,0.538 1, FE1 5 1 A I M AG IR
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Figure 3 Cluster analysis diagram of Pyricularia oryzae based on SSR markers
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Table 4 Genetic lineage of Pyricularia oryzae

SR PR IR JIt 5 Le 451/%
Lineage Strain No. of strain Percentage
DOLOL SY4.PJ8.PJ4 . KY2.qy5 . XB12.qy3.FC9.FC17.FC3.QY1 .HC4 22 22.92

DSQ7.DSQ2.DSQ3.A26.A23.Y23,Y24 A18 A2 A12
SY6.SY12.SY1.8Y3.SY7.PJ13.PJ7 KY17 .qy17 .qyl \HC5 . HC7

DQLO2 HC1.DSQ13.DSQ4 . A27 A28 . A29 . A30.A31.A22 . A24 A25.Y25. 37 38.54
Y29.A7.A8.A15,A33,A5.A9 A11,A14. PJ18.,PJ6,A36,A38
DQLO3 DSQ5 1 1.04
DQLO4 SY19.SY10.PJ2.KY14.Y21 .KY10.HC3.QY5.QY9 9 9.38
DOQLO5 XB10 .XB1.ZH2 ZH3 4 4.17
DQLO6 KY$.KY4.PLD10.HC10.PLD5 . HC11 6 6.25
DQLO7 DSQ1.Y32 2 2.08
DOQLOS XB6.PLD1.PLD3.FC13,PLD12, Al 6 6.25
DOQLO9 A21 1 1.04
DOQLI0 ZH1.QY3 2 2.08
DOQLI1 HC13.Y19 2 2.08
DQLI2 Y16.Y10.A6 3 3.13
DQLI3 KYI2 1 1.04

®5 FlGXBERAFKEERESH

Table 5 Genetic lineage distribution of Pyricularia oryzae population in Northeast China

B BAREL BRI (T HREO

Province No. of strain Genetic lineage (No. of strain)

o7 61 DQLO1(15).DQLO02(17).DQLO3(1).DQLO4(8).DQLO5(4) . DQLO6(6).
Liaoning DQLO7(1).DQLO8(5).DQL10(2) . DQLI1(1).DQL13(1)

HHk 29 DQLO1(6).DQLO02(15),DSQ04(1).DQLO7(1) . DQLO(1).DQLOY(1).
Jilin DQL11(1).DQL12(3)

HRIET 6 DQLO1(1).DQL0O2(5)

Heilongjiang )

3 DA FEE A 5 12 Z A K ST ARG A 5 T 80 3 e, DX R BT AR AR 11 358 4 22 R AR X AU, W JR U T R
s AR IR A5 2 PR PRI AR (3R 7)o
25 FitRBEREMERESHT

ZRAE 1341 X ARSI B RE R (] A 3R AL BB M 0.011 0~0.187 9 fFFERE K22 57 (e 8) . & E
A B T8 T K 13 A4 iy DX RS BT BRI kg 4 A2 < KO Tl b AR S A B35 1A 2808, T PE T e
T RRUA TR R PO T PR A JC 5 2 A 2800, A Sy S e R 136 N R RE L DR T A IRE K AR TR AR
55 3ANERE, T RIE A RUE T RIS S ER T AN B TR O TR R AR T AL (R R AR
AN ERE, 2 ABE IR AL T PR AR, 45 3 S TE AR b T AR FhEER A, B R AL b IX R
I PR R AR B A R 5 L B A AT — B IR AR5 50 1 2R L S R T iR, S 4 R S L T
A BIPITAR 348 6 B IX A FPHE, S B s AR b b X R IR0 PR B AR A5 % R I B 2 2728

MR AR AL 3 48 s B R IA] B AL BE B4 0.011 0~0.187 9, FEAEA K25 5 (32 9) ., &L IR B
T8 2R b 3 48 REIRCS T R AR 4o 2 AN 2B BERS , 30 7 4 IR RN 7% AR Fh AR I — N2, SRR VTR
PRF B — 2, BB 1, 10 748 5 5 MR M AR IR pE 8 , BRIV St R Hr e et AR
A Hb DX REIE G P PR AR5 15435 2R 5 b B0 A A7 — 8 AHOC A
3 Wit E4Eie

R T R R 3844 2 R — 12 [ N A SE R TAE 2 AT 58 A, 2 J5 0 A [ 1t X 174 A
PR it 1 4l W e s A% 2R MK S HEA T T AT, 28O R 245 SR I R v R L B e s fe &2
BEPENS AR, SSR 43 F AR 0 B A R 22 i 17 7 9 T A B A A% 22 R R 512, 2 W R
SSR 5 | W%t S A RE A4 18 A S5 A S2EA T o0 T2 AT AT
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Table 6 Genetic differentiation analysis of Pyricularia oryzae population

ZEREE R B 22 5
AL HBEEAL NeiZEA % Shannon'sigtfe  FIIREGHEE TR IS

B FEF %L LR FEMEFEEL  ZREESR SR Composite Subpopulations Genetic ,%Iﬂﬁ‘
Locus . . .. Gene flow
Na Ne Ht I population average average differentiation
heterozygosity heterozygosity coefficient
369~370 2 1.5909 0.3714 0.558 4 0.3017 0.286 5 0.050 3 9.447 4
377~378 2 1.994 1 0.498 5 0.6917 0.440 5 03315 0.247 6 1.5191
KMS20 2 1.396 1 0.283 7 0.4577 0.214 6 0.1997 0.069 7 6.676 2
MGM269 2 1.715 6 0.417 1 0.607 8 0.333 8 0.2890 0.134 4 3.2207
MS305 2 1.8157 0.449 2 0.6415 0.376 3 03112 0.173 0 2.3897
MS677 2 1.3745 0.2725 0.444 1 0.156 1 0.1270 0.186 6 2.178 8
P37 2 1.569 2 0.3627 0.548 8 0.2652 0.2370 0.106 1 42136
P77 2 1.462 8 0.316 4 0.496 2 0.234 7 0.2159 0.080 4 57165
P83 2 1.2557 0.203 6 0.3570 0.113 4 0.098 9 0.128 5 3.3920
P99 2 1.982 1 0.495 5 0.688 6 0.4330 0.3320 0.2333 1.643 5
P233 2 1.734 6 0.423 5 0.614 6 0.268 4 0.166 4 0.380 1 0.8155
P319 2 1.3195 0.242 1 0.406 6 0.136 9 0.115 1 0.159 6 2.6319
P409 2 1.6415 0.390 8 0.579 6 0.3345 0.276 9 0.172 1 2.405 6
P427 2 1.3195 0.242 1 0.406 6 0.136 9 0.1151 0.159 6 2.6319
P607 2 1.3195 0.242 1 0.406 6 0.136 9 0.1151 0.159 6 2.6319
P657 2 1.462 8 0.316 4 0.496 2 0.234 7 0.2159 0.080 4 5716 5
F-H4{H Average 1.559 6 0.345 5 0.525 1 0.257 4 0.214 6 0.166 3 2.506 0
R BERAREEESHEEKTLRE
Table 7 Comparison of genetic diversity of Pyricularia oryzae populations
X HSE PSR st T e B FRNGERE BB
Region No. of isolates ~ Average Na Average Ne n " RIS P/%
Average | Average Ht A
ULFH Shenyang 8 2.000 0 1.8121 0.634 8 0.444 1 16 100.00
#LH Panjin 7 1.1875 1.1539 0.1193 0.083 6 3 18.75
ERIS Tieling 7 1.8125 1.719 8 0.538 1 0.3815 13 81.25
PN Fushun 8 2.000 0 1.8449 0.649 4 0.457 1 16 100.00
K% Dalian 8 1.3125 1.2130 0.179 5 0.1220 5 31.25
F+75 Dandong 8 1.3750 1.3492 0.2529 0.180 6 6 37.50
111 Anshan 8 1.250 0 1.218 4 0.162 0 0.114 4 4 25.00
H 1 Yinkou 7 1.3125 1.283 8 0.208 9 0.148 7 5 31.25
I K % Harbin 6 1.062 5 1.0118 0.018 5 0.009 9 1 6.25
FE3)1 Yanbian 7 1.5625 1.4620 0.3573 0.2503 9 56.25
1LY Liaoyuan 7 1.3750 1.3139 0.2419 0.1700 6 37.50
1% Changchun 7 1.4375 1.341 4 0.264 6 0.184 4 7 43.75
F M Jilin 8 1.250 0 1.188 8 0.1539 0.106 4 4 25.00
FEHIE Average 1.456 7 1.3779 0.290 9 0.204 1 7 45.67

RS FIMRBERAFGEEHEURESEEES

Table 8 Genetic similarity coefficient and genetic distance of Pyricularia oryzae population in Northeast China

X by fiixil Bl W K#E - AR Bl B0 RRIE &R 1L K& HK

Region Shenyang  Panjin  Tieling  Fushun Dalian Dandong Anshan Yinkou Harbin Yanbian Liaoyuan Changchun Jilin

P BH Shenyang ok 0.8804 09457 09705 0.8533 0.8868 0.8882 0.8827 0.8627 0.9259 08987 0.8886 0.8888
£4 Panjin 0.1274 wrrk 08967  0.8458 09161 0.9454 09816 09753 09710 09322 09688 09263 0.9891
HRIA Tieling 0.0558 0.1090 ek 09415 0.8917 0.8854 09026 0.9044 0.8513 09143 09139 0.8915 0.8969
LM Fushun 0.0300 0.1675 0.0603 skl (08753 0.8878 0.8453 0.8589 0.8287 0.8766 0.868 1 0.8644 08585
K 3% Dalian 0.1587 0.0877 0.1146 0.1332 **** (09173 0.8961 08826 0.8649 0.8697 09068 08719 0.8964

F}45 Dandong 0.1202 0.0561 0.1217 0.1190 0.0863  **** 09279 09561 09146 09033 09396 09121 0.9609
#2111 Anshan 0.1186 0.0186 0.1024 0.1681 0.1097 0.0749  **** 09548 09505 09443 09488 09047 09706
H 1 Yinkou 0.1247  0.0251 0.1005 0.1521 0.1249 0.0449 0.0463  **** 09542 09214 09646 09169 0.9852
I3 /K ¥ Harbin 0.1477 0.0294 0.1610 0.1879 0.1451 0.0893 0.0508 0.0469  **** 09057 0.9529 08954 09754
#E3) Yanbian 0.0770 0.0702 0.0896 0.1317 0.1397 0.1018 0.0573 0.0818 0.0990 **#** 09606 09344 0.9421
1T Liaoyuan 0.1068 0.0317 0.0900 0.1414 0.0978 0.0623 0.0526 0.0361 0.0482 0.0402  **** 09735 09797
{4 Changchun ~ 0.118 1  0.0766 0.1149 0.1458 0.1371 0.0920 0.1001 0.0868 0.1105 0.0679 0.0269 wREE 09383
MK Jilin 0.1178 0.0110 0.1088 0.1526 0.1094 0.0399 0.0298 0.0149 0.0249 0.0597 0.0205  0.0637  ****
R P AR AR IR AR, 2T AR B R . T

Note: In the table, the upper right part is the genetic similarity coefficient, and the lower left part is the genetic distance. The same below.
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Table 9 Genetic cluster analysis of Pyricularia oryzae population in northeast China

H ST Loy/RIN AR
Province Liaoning Heilongjiang Jilin
e

= o 0.907 3 09548
Liaoning

““j.lz{l.. 0.097 3 wkkE 0.936 3
Heilongjiang

e

ki 0.046 3 0.065 8 ok
Jilin

AT TR DA 2R At DX R BTG K 438 AR A5 96 Ak R i B B0 TR ARV S (K B ke , 1) 16 %6
SSR 5[4, A4l 15t 12 1R g 37 JF P A3 96 AR FERIEI TR 43 13 st A% iy, e A0 3 2 /M #5538 DQLO2
FIDQLOL, 3 MR EESEE , 8 /N i o FERFAARIK T b, AR b Hb DRG0 TR1 A AR (1] 7 38 4% 2 PR 7K F- Ll
BEIR N I 50 ZFEMEKOT 5, HARE FREA N I 50520 5 o5 AR BOR (% A8 510 83.37% . BEIAR[EISE-3
Nei 5L [ ZHE P HE 5025 AL 35 L 4 0.083 6~0.457 1,394 0.204 1; -3 281 4 %A 8 6.25%~
100% , V-3 45.67% , VA — € it % Z A6k 22 R ARAE TR A 13 b DR A DA RE A4 o 5 3¢ 55 00
SR AR I SO R RN 25 R i X RE IR A AR T A SR — 2 DR, T BRI T T AR
BHIAR B L S5 5 2% SR A AR 2 e S o0, LA IR st % (5 B 2 FE T 5 45 L X R s o L
A RERS R Z R 0 10 3 ARAE 35X T B85 FEDIR N TR TE AR SR E T s IR B SE P DAk A0 B U .
L TR PR L3 7 P T o AL 2 A e A R M A B (L KRR i AT 1040 A A 1 A A () L
B A T ARSI E A = AR PR AR BE AR 1T B S ORI PR AR 15 1470 S (1) F2 22
BLHIP, RS M s SRR ZR L 13 b DR IR B RE A [A] i 5t A2 FE 25 4 0.011 0~0.187 9, FFTERUR
F5 50 et AR BE B A vK R A 13 A b DX RS AR 20 i 4 A2, 5 2 S BE AT I T A A
LA, 5 3 ZSHE AT p T MR TR R o8, 3K T R -5 R TR A A B Ak T Y el AR R A R R A G

AR b T REA B 5 A8 S LB Z R A BUIR A REIEDS 1Y &2 T RE H 257, BRI R
eI TR AR 545 Z REVEBIFY, R 1 K RS RN AR AR T 2 () A 2 [R] E A b B (355 Bl ] s 2 353 4t
eI 7K ek o o B B Al
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