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Abstract: Yellow-core disease of Codonopsis pilosula significantly reduces its yield and quality. First, we clarified
the taxonomic position of the pathogen causing the disease, and developed EGFP-labeled transformants of the
causative fungus, providing a means for visual tracking of infection characteristics within the host plants. The
pathogen was clarified by using both morphological and multi-gene locus analyses. ATMT was used to introduce a
binary vector carrying the HygB and EGFP into the conidia of the yellow-core disease fungus. Genetically stable

transformants were screened. The results indicated that the field incidence of yellow-core disease is 20% —30%.

Y B2 2024-12-03; 2k [B] B # : 2025-03-03

FE&TUE < 25 02 0 5 A0 R 7 2T CH i BE 2525 0k (2024 145 ) |, W B0 R AR M R A3 < 5 A ARl ™= b £ AR AR R %8 B (CARS-21) L 1
AR R T (23ZDFA013-1) , H 4 B SRR 4 (22JR5RA458) , H 45 2023 4F 2 4 75 WF 5% A= “ 03 2 57 (2023CXZX-762)
VG b v i 245 28 0 2l B 1R] B0 397 v 0 R RE 4 391 H (X bzzy-2022-02) %2 1) o

FEH B AR (2000—) , Lo, INARH & N IR+ . E-mail: a225265153@163. com
* il {F/E# Corresponding author. E-mail: gswangyan101@163. com



B34 B 11 Bl 2R 3] 2025 4 137

The pathogen is identified as Fusarium curvatum var. codonopsidis. Genetic transformation produced 138 positive
transformants at an efficiency of approximately 46 transformants per 10° conidia. Four randomly selected positive
transformants, after six subcultures, exhibited stable hygromycin B resistance and green fluorescence expression.
Transformants EGFP7-3 and EGFP7-4 showed no significant differences in biological characteristics or pathogenicity
compared to the wild-type strain, indicating successful and stable integration EGFP without affecting virulence. This
study provides valuable materials and technical support for investigating the pathogenesis and control of yellow-core
disease in C. pilosula.
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S 2 A MR AR W) 56 2 (Codonopsis pilosula) . 3 A€ 38 2 (Codonopsis pilosula var. modesta) 3 )1 3 2
(Codonopsis tangshen) { T 1R o Babrp 253 37 A B2 Dhak™, & % AN 25 25, T35 7 Il i 55 <00 13
SERE I R R IZ o TR S Sl R X 22—, 2024 4F TN 48 58 2 R 1 BUEE 50000 hm, 77 i 2y 558000 £,
B 5 b AL TET AR B AR B R e R TR B AR R R R AR E L R L S S A AR (18 M e A
(Fusarium oxysporum) ; s Ve K BY ( Fusarium oxysporum) | 55 % (Puccinia campanumoeae) . BE A 5 (Septoria
codonopsidis) . AR R (Sphaerotheca codonopisidis) MK B9 ( Botrytis cinerea)” * o 2% M BIAR B  , 43 Fk 15
B SRR EEER I A S R R R O A B2 A N KR, EARPUE IR A
SMRIET . R EERAERESBEARE WY, SR KEBSEE . H 2014 4 Lok AR R KRR 1006~
30% , H HHAT 3K 65% , BN HIN A 56 S A4 = h iy 2 2

40,5 6 8 H (green fluorescent protein, GFP) & —Fh & 68 H , HA FE i L OeRe ik, v fH Bh 2ot I R 2
T S P A7 00 8 L A T 200 i v 23k R R S e B AR 0 BT, DABIE S0 DR R AR G B A L E SR
AR Y HLEN Y o R AT H AN S92 (Agrobacterium tumefaciens-mediated transformation, ATMT) a] LK 5 B 48 {4 i
W GEPHR A F] A B TiFOR A9 T-DNA X, I K4 A GFP ) T-DNA F Besg 4 3 B SE N Ao R 28 dRit
i e BH M S A o 7k Iz A T R A B AL AL, B N S CORH ATMT BLHs 51 R 2 Fior 9 AR T8 9
AR FLHE I B HEAT T GFPARIC ™, IR b AT 142 Y LI A 5% .

ARG AT GEORE, 58 S 8O0 T AR G 58 2 (012 Gl 3 428 TN 8 8 5 W A5 35 TCAF 58 18, DR ok, A 9 400 ) HH 4 £ 58
JGAE AR I H AR FIARAT B A S kA 5 2 B0 T 2 R AR, S WL 5 2 B8 0 RN 4 2 I AR % g P R 3 i Y
4 0, ¢ L M (enhanced green fluorescent protein, EGFP)ARIC Mk o [6] 0, A G508 g st G e ALK & vl 1] 7
B S U B FE D Y 0 1E 5 e A AR .

1 #Me5FE
1.1 A4

A TR BRI R AR < R A2 S K FF R DHSo R FF B LBA4404 1 A Jb 50 8 B A= 9 B 47 e A A R 2 7] 5 kL
pCAMBIA1303-gpd A-EGFP-TrpC-Hygro W A s 2 R A= Y RHHCA RS A iZ POk LU 25 R B A PUEARiC , 2x 6
PEGHE RS FE R (& 1) o

FZIRF 5 K B(hygromycin B, HygB) , 1 A BBI 4 fy Bl 2245 R 28 7] ; £ I8 % & (kanamycin, Kan) , 8 H
b a2 AN R FR A A 5 ARV (rifampicing, Rif) , W [ b I oA YRR BR 2 W 5 1 bk £ R 2 Sk 60 158 15 44
LT T #F B (acetosyringone, AS) W H i 22 e bR AL BHE B0 A BR 23 ) 5 BoRL 4 B0 R & B R AR AR AL R 4
(b)) A R A —H I (dimethyl sulfoxide, DMSO) W FH TN € E A= PR A R A F 5190 i g A T4
Yy TR AN 55 25 w5
1.2 RARAMSBLERT
1.2.1 by RE R AR K It T 1Y 43 5 4l Ak 2021 FE 7T—8 HTEH N B 46 2 F 77 IX P 79 B 1 BHH (104, 41° E,
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35.07° N, 4K 1973 m) JH IR E &)1 (103. 97" E, Bgl 1 (1)
35.12° N, M4 2248 m) 434t 43 Wk 8 25 3¢ 5 3505 0 A
KRG BL 0 SRR T B AR IR SRR
BEIEFE AR AR o 38 a3 L4120 B 1 A B BUR
W BT LI R A T 4 CHE .

1.2.2 JEEZFWE TS ITIRE R N 7d
(5 2 B B (d=4 mm) , B Fp T 4% A

#HRBR (potato dextrose agar, PDAL Y : B8 % | PCAMBIA1303-gpdA-EGFP-TrpC-Hygro 2
200 g i A4 10 g, B 15 g,k 1000 mL) (BEJm & || 10965 b =

I F 3538 [ carnation leafl agar, CLA, W% : B ) 3 0}
F(3~5 mm*) 90% & BEAb ] 20 s, 102 H,O, b #f
10 min, K ik 58,50 CHETF 2 h, BT WA K
73 (/K 1000 mL, Bifig 20 g) o e JRIIC B 5% A B
fig (synthetic nutrient-poor agar, SNA , i 77 : KH,PO,
1g,KNO, 1 g,MgSO,-7H,0 0.5 g,KCl1 0.5 g, #i%j
BEO.2 g, REME 0.2 g, Bl 23 g, 7K 1000 mL) "5 3¢ 1 pCAMBIA1303-gpdA-EGFP-TrpC-Hygro # & Bl i%

H L F25°C.12h Y:/12 h H%fé*éi%% i /\;‘ﬁ 7R Fig. 1 Restriction map of vector pCAMBIA1303-gpdA-EGFP-
SOFIE REOR B RS R, T R

(Nikon ECLIPSE 80i, 4t 5t 7€ 24 0% 16 B 4 A R A

A ) WS I R R AL Ay A AT N AR AT R TS RN SRR R R ARAT I A R T IR A 5 T
20 AR A TR R, A — I 30 A4S B HE -

1.2.3 S AEwsEsn B3 S 800 R B 0 22 76 A D TR A S D B 4l DNA 2 O R &
(BioTeKe, To %) A %8 5w A W HOAR A BR 2 w)) £ HUi I 18 FE 20 DNA . 4351k 519X EF1/EF2 . Fa/G2R #1512/
Ter'™ 'Y # EF-1a [RPBIFI RPB2 3% 34~ K Bt . PCR R & % (20 pL) :ddH,O 7 puL, 2X Mix 10 pL, 10 pmol- L™
EFHESI 4 1 pL B8 DNA 1 pl, PCRY™ 8 44 : 95 CHIAE P 5 min, 94 “CAE 1 30 s, L 48.0 °C ., 54. 3 ‘CAHl
52.1°CH 34 1 EF-1a i Bt ,RPBI1 Jy Bt RPB2 )i Bt ,iR K 30 5,72 ‘CHEffi 1 min, 35 P E ¢, 72 ‘CAE A 10 min.
PCR =¥ f A4 T A 9 TR (V) A5 BR S 5 R A7 4B AL RN o 8 0 1 45 SR 7€ GenBank £ 47 Blast HXt, T kA4
JE A e BB R IT 81 ORI MEGA 7. 0 31 5R s KABUAR AR R e R & W, LABA 28 BOW I R G0 K & HA .
1.2.4 BURMENE KRS EOSHE AT 7 d, HICE KSR R 1< 10° cfu-mL '8 F B 7R I, B I 1 4RI
it B 56 250, (0 FH K B8 BT 70 AR (10 28 3k A2 41 0 3 U, B 50 miL 67 A 7 0 12 A T 3R 4% 30 67 LA % A Ak R R 4 05 LU
TC B KRR IR RS S TR N SRR A8 h S 48 25, B T3 N (25-2) “C, Jo M R 20 R #E 47 30 4
FOA ()0 3 b 34, 3 b 3 20 Bk L B HORER IR IC S o AR RRZE RS R ab 31 2 7 B DA b AR TR 4R A8 TR € DR R R
WL GE T A R, I DR B AL P 4 0 A

1.3 AWHAZXBARBLRFE

1.3.1 KBRS R 100 pl K AT DHSa, il A 10 pL BURLIR 2, 7K 30 min, 7742 °C
IR H TP I 45 s, VKT 2 ming JITA 500 pL A9 15 3% % (luria-Bertani, LB, 84> & M 10 g, BEREE B 5 g, &AL
Y5 g, MZRE 1 g, 7K 1000 mL), 37 °C,200 remin 'R FHREFE 1 h, W30 pL W& A T LB F M (% 50 pg-mL !
Kan),37 CH; 3% 12 ho FREUTE B V& IR T 10 pL T K /E B DNA,PCRY % EGFP 3 H K B b 47 FH %
¥E . PCRIRFR (25 pL) :ddH,O 9.5 pl., 2 X Mix 12. 5 pL., Bt DNA 1 pl, 10 pmol-L™" E F 51 # (EGFP-F .
ATGGTGAGCAAGGGCGAGGAGCTG;EGFP-R:CTTGTACAGCTCGTCCATGCCGAG) % 1 pl. 147
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N2 94 CHUAS 1 10 min, 94 “CAEME 40 5,59 “Cil 'k 40 s, 72 ‘CHEH 40 s, 35 MGFR, 72 “CHE A 10 min. ¥ L KIF
F) BA. BT A R 3 D T LB B 35 (% 50 pg-mL ' Kan)H1,37 °C, 220 r-min '$E3% 8535 12 h, 32 BTk, & T —20 °C
.

1.3.2 RIFE ML 16100 plL AT B A2 25 LBA4404 Foin A 10 pl FokL AR R VKA IR .37 “C/K I Fuk
W, 4% 5 min, LA 700 pL LB} 35 %, T 28 °C 180 r-min '#R % 1 3% 2. 5 h, W H 30 uL%?ﬁ%‘\?ﬁﬂ:LBiFﬂi(/‘\
pg-mL ' Kan Al 25 pg-mL ' Rif) , 28 “CH 5% 48 h. Pk WL 5 5 B R FF B8 32F 47 P 1 %5 7, PCR J B 14 2 FRR 7
1.3 1,

1.4 5537 % R A A HygB 6988 &l &

W03 B3 B AL IR AT (9 58 2 BUGHR 1 DSHX2 /R 87 4R AL B, T PDA WG AL 7 d J5 #:Rh T PDA P H (3% HygB
0.25.50.100, 150 1 200 pg-ml "), BEAS M B &2 3K, 25 CHE 3% 7 d, WL £ I 12 S AN 8] ¥k B 19 HygB “F e I
DSHX2 A KAF B, i F HygB (91 FH vk 2
1.5 Sk FavE g 4h ot 55 N SR 0 ROAT B 4 ) A2 2 gl 2

B N B A AR AT B B2 AP T LB B 55 M (% 50 pg-mL ' Kan #1125 pg+mL ' Rif), 28 °C 220 r-min 'z 3% &4
Fr 24 h, M E W ODg (L] 0. 6, 50 plL 4359 Ik A Tk FLHE 5§k B 24 0.25.50,100,150 pg-mL "/ LB ¥4 ,
HE 3R, 28 ‘CHi 9% 48 h, WL BHPEAAT B AR ARG B0 i e Sk 100 108 I 4 149 e AR ViR 2
1.6 DSHX2#% & R A% G KRR

B AT 1R FH PR AL T 3R T LB 55 35 W (& 50 pg-mL ' Kan F125 pg-mL ' Rif), T 28 °C 220 r-min ' ¥ 35
24 W, fH I ODyo i 0. 6,6690 remin &0 5 min, [ 1 mL % 555 3% 3 [ induction medium, IM, J#% 4> : K,HPO,+
3H,0 3.44 g.KH,PO, 1.45 g.NaCl 0.15 g. MgSO,-7H,0 0.50 g. (NH,),SO, 0.50 g.CaCl,-2H,O 0.067 g.
FeSO,:7H,0 0. 0025 g A Zj B 1. 80 g M mk Z % R 7. 80 g H il 5 mL,pH 5.4, 7K 1000 mL ™' $k ¥ 2 ¥, fin A 10
mL IM 5 32 % (& 200 pmol-mL " AS),28 °C 220 r-min ' &%} % 4~6 h % ODy, 3% 0. 3. # 100 pl. DSHX2 7l
FREIFMW(1X10° cfusmL ) F1 100 pl A& FF B 3 W TR 50 )5 U A T 4L 85 3% 15 5% 2 (co-culture medium, CM, BU43 : 75
IM SRRSO 1. 5% B ) A9 0. 45 pm ALIERR I o 30N, 19 CHE 55 5% 48 h M AL IE 45 % 2 PDA
i 16 74 (7 100 pg-mL ™' HygB M1 50 pg-mL 'Sk fIBE 5 8 ) , 25 ‘CRAME 5535 . I JC B 005 I8 IR S0 B/ B o K i
14 LR 7% % 4 T PDA S0P A (3% 100 pg-mL ' HygB) 47 & i
1.7 34T 89 HygB 4tk Ao 2k & 3 A8 2 Hm 2

PRS0 VBT 0 TR VR T 22 AE O I IR AR W OB (AR B FV 3000, H A 8 A A ¥ O6 MUk R Bk (1,
Pt K TOCPERAL T T % ML PDA A 23 37 S, #5867 2% 100 pg-mL ™" HygB 19 PDA V-4 LS iE 5T
PERRE M o PREOAT IE AR K I R AL bR L T # T 2R 3R L B T OO0 B BIUEE T WL T 22 AR SO BR BE
1.8 44T 89 5iE
1.8.1 H#4bF 8 EGFP & H 5 iF DA WL O 3RS DSHX2 )% Ak T DNA, #5417 EGFP 3 PCR
Bk, PCR R R AARF A 1.3, 1,

1.8.2 Hf/EFH5HALTFAEYFRHA . AT S TBOE R 5 DSHX2 AL 4L 7 5 1 (d=4 mm) , #
¥ pH 4510 5.6.7.8.9. 10 1) PDA V-4 b, 3R E A, 25 ‘CREFR 7 d, 57 38 S I o 1 % A0 4 T, 45 34 1 V%
A I E BT 5HALFAEREILE ERKRHE 25 8@ pH B4 7 55 A 52 .

1.8.3 AL FHONMENE K EFAE BB MR DSHX2 5846 7 347 SO D L Jr vk ) 1. 2.4 L4 & v 8 B Al
R VAR B A T S AT EOR 1 22 5

1.9 HEa 2

fii FH Excel 2019 #1 SPSS 25. 0 8 A4 i A7 10 45 B4 48 11 43 #r L d5c /N 3 14 22 01 (least significant difference,
LSD) #1722 5 W R 50 .
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2 HBRESH

2.1 A5 HELHR
2,11 GEAR RGN R RR ML B 1~2 K04
SR FEE TR, KRS SRR ALK, BRI R
S AR 5 S5 U R A AR TR, E AR R R 2
WE L HRIE T . R ETE HIE ST S E A,
FAECIERRESIRAES A AR, 6—7 H R B2 RSETHER
BRI BRIk 20%~30% . M HE - I B 4 Bk IE Fig.2 Symptoms of C. pilosula yellow-core disease

B A Hi B4 Aboveground part; B: R #84 Underground parts.
T T (R, AR R SR R e, 6 ] T R A
PR, 8 H ik B e . 20 A HON A W S R il
DX 3 & AL X B8 2 A 7 R ™ U (181 2) .
2.1.2 R 7ETE RS )1 BRI v B B B K R A 5 S B0 BUAUAR B 20 0y L Gl G ZH G L 3R AR 1
BRI IR B L iy 44 8 DSHX2, 20 B R 100% . 76 PDA I % B v S 20K W4 30% R RIREaaEl
o, 15 IR B IR B A s CLA b & N A 5 8 8 &, TR 2270 B, 15 9% B9 1 vh e 58 68, AR 68 5 SNA
L AR, PR R B IR R I % R AL A AR A i IR B R A T4 e L
5B LA R A A R R 1~4, — AN R R 9 6 KN (16, 1~24.7) pm X (3. 0~4.6) pm, F3#(20.0x4.0)
s A B G - R/ R (23.3~28.3) pm X (3. 7~4.0) pum, FE1(25.2X4.0) pm; 34> B&E A 8 7 K /N K
(24.1~43.1) pmX (3.9~5.9) pum, F ¥ (33. 1X4.7) pm; 4 A B A 7 K /N A (42.5~46.1) pm X< (4. 8~
5.0) pm, P35 (44.3X4.9) pm, /NG A fLF RGBT BOE B H O~1 /> FR BE, J0 R 5 4 46 7 K/ (7. 4~
7.7) pmX (2.5~2.8) pm, ¥ (8. 1X2.7) pm;— P F KD R (10.8~11.6) pm X (2. 6~2.9) pm,F
P11 1X2.7) s 7= SEAE Sy SRR ; JBE4E 46 7 B A IRE. WG R , A3 A (181 3) .

3 DSHX2EHES

Fig.3 Morphology of DSHX2

A~C: PDA.CLA FI SNA | %4 Colonies on PDA, CLA and SNA media; D: K& 43k {4 F Macroconidia; E: /N 43 4= #1F Microconidia; F:
JE1H 7 Chlamydospores (45 JT Scale bar=25 pm).

2.1.3 TSRS Xt EF-la \RPB1.RPB2 F B i P4 34 I 4 45 K 5 43 51 o 6851499 1 925 bp ¥ )7
B ¥ 5 5 I AL B GenBank 3K 18 % 5 2k PP885712~PP885714, % BLAST LX), 34 A B 5 Fusarium
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curvatum , Fusarium oxysporum , Fusarium sp. ZAEMA RIS 7E99% UL o ¥ EF-la \RPB1.RPB2ix 34
BBAWERGE LT W, ERME 4R, 2B DSHX2 5 F. curvatum W R CBS 23894" B A [ — 43 32 .

Bk DSHX2 5 F. curvatum WY& B S AL, 76 PDA B 9% 56 13 BOR A 40 6 IR B 6. £ BHUE
& F,DSHX2 5 F. curvatum B78F K/NHIE . DSHX2 K8 43 A4 4 1 B 1~4 A B 5%, /N4 51 2 (20. 0X 4. 0)
pm. (25.2X4.0) pm . (33.1X4.7) pm Al (44.3X4.9) pm, /N2 4 F H O~1 BRI, K/ 51 R (8.1X2.7)
pum F(11.1X2.7) pm; i F. curvatum KB 5 40 F H 2~5 A Ba I 0 F K /4351 (19.0<3.0) pm L (33. 0X
4.0) pm . (40.0X4.0) pm H1(42.0X4.0) pm, /N 53 A ] 5 B O~T AN, R/ 7090 2 (7X3) pm F1 (12X 3)
pmo HEF. curvatum (/)R I o A7 2w ZUA il i DSHX2 19 R o A 4675 20 il , I oA 0% 3155 21025 il 1)
KRAVFEAT . ERGELBWMH ,DSHX2 5 F. curvatum BEAE D03, I TIBE BA —E 225 ik K52

U R DSHX 2 %8 5E R 245 8 18] 56 Z A2 FP (F. curvatum var. codonopsidis) .

¥ A= 4 J1 1 Fusarium ramigenum CBS41898"

90 15 B8 7] 1 Fusarium tjiaetaba NRRL66243"
1 8 N ) B Fusarium napiforme CBS74897"
48 23l W25 W 0 i Fusarium andiyazi CBS119857"
AR IRALVE Fusarium lactis CBS41197N"
J5FH 8k T Fusarium sudanense CBS45497"
A4k J1 V8 Fusarium terricola CBS48394"
Je 2z % J1 ¥ Fusarium nygamai CBS74997"
W B J) B Fusarium denticulatum CBS40797"
IR 9 V) B Fusarium pseudocircinatum CBS44997"
99 4 J) B Fusarium phyllophilum CBS21676"

A ) B Fusarium xylarioides NRRL25486

BRILWE JI B Fusarium globosum CBS42897"
10% 25 i Bk J) B Fusarium inflexum NRRL20433"

gﬁi ¥ 9 71 B Fusarium callistephi CBS18753"
Qgﬁ fig % )1 B Fusarium carminascens CBS144738"
92 JIH i ¥t J) W F. carminascens CBS144741
IFL IS8 )] B Fusarium vanleeuwenii CBS148372"
100 |} KB 71 i F. vanleeuwenii CBS148374
84”%:%@ F. curvatum CBS23894"
8DSHX2

RAUE T E F ooxysporum CBS144134"
%2 SRAWE T F oxysporum CBS144135
—— % Rk J) W Fusarium foetens CBS110286"

o6~ FRZEWR T Fusarium bulbicola CBS22076"
106 5 IV 2295 W Fusarium konzum CBS119849"
o A ¥ 5 9 T # Fusarium begoniae CBS40397"
100 R EL Y J] W Fusarium ananatum CBS118516"

Z 5169 J1 B Fusarium agapanthi NRRL54463"
157 [k J) B Fusarium dlaminii NRRL13164

97

100

0.005
4 F. curvatum var. codonopsidis DSHX2 Z EEBKERZEX B

Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of F. curvatum var. codonopsidis DSHX2 based on multi-gene combination

2.1.4 BURMNE WS FTR 4 R0 TR A AR R SO B A AR MR, 21 d i SR 2 AR R 1 43
100% B ZE 5 =W (B 5A,B) , o Rl 41 76. 2 %6 1R AR 48 45 AR 52 38 A (s 28 (181 SE ) , il A3 45 Rl 41 89. 7 %6 1 AR
A 0 3 A S (0B L, 86 %6 1 A R & A i AR (TR 5F) , TG A5 4 R 4 i) b K s R S 43 38 R & (1 5CL, G,
il 495 %ot R 5 90 0 AR S 403 3 07 7 A v R G A8 (T 5D HD o MAE S & 3 037 43 25 1 9 JR B 5 DSHX 2 — 38,
F W DSHX2 o 4 2 38 00 1) B0 1 -
2.2 AHARBEKBLRFRA

PLEEAR S AR AT TR UKL DNA S BAR , #8547 PCRY™HS , 5149 EGFP-F/R. #E LUk 45 R R 345 — 25 717 bp
e 5 M 2kl (81 6) , 5 B R B EGFP R /h—3, W # /& pCAMBIA1303-gpdA-EGFP-TrpC-Hygro aﬁszijﬁ?
L2 ARFF IR LBA4404, [R B 3R-A5 T 11 AR AHAT B PH M % 4k 5 o
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Bs5 BEMELSRREEERSREANERER
Fig. 5 Symptoms in roots of C. pilosula after inoculation with yellow core disease pathogen
A, E: T4 5P Noninvasive inoculation; B, F: §il{5i32:F} Stab inoculation; C, G: J&4 % & Noninvasive blank control; D, H: #ill445 %} I Stab control.

bp M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

Ee6 PRERBRIEEGFPERNPCREIEER

Fig. 6 PCR verification results of the positive A. tumefaciens EGFP gene

M: Marker; 1: ZZM K , B % X 18 Sterile water, negative control; 2: pCAMBIA1303-gpd A-EGFP-TrpC-Hygro, BH 1 % B8 Positive control; 3~12:
EGEFP R P 4k 7 Transformed A. tumefaciens strains harboring EGFP.

2.3 DSHX2 s HygB #9 # 8 | &

DSHX2 75 &% A A A W BE HygB B9 PDA AR 1537 7 d, 45 A0 7 R, B HygB ¥ B8 38 n , 18 76 4= K A
Z% . HygBWJE RO pg-mL "I} ,DSHX2 AT IEH 4K, 7 dJ5H % AN 7.8 em; N 25 pg-mL 'Af ,DSHX2
AR ZBNE], R EAR R 1.6 em W BE 50 pg-mI "B AR TR UF R BB D1 T 22 A2 K s HygB W EE % 100 pg-
mL UL EVE AR S R, 8 E Bl 1 EGFP AR iC# 1b 7 B bR A9 S HygB ¥ B 100 pg-mL '

2.4 SKFaCERE A ) RAF A K R JE el 2

ot BH P A T T T R U A T AR T vk B S A0 5 A 1 LB B 35 35 48 h S L VR BE K 50 pg - mL 4 Ak B 4H TG
5 LI, DRI 7 0B 2 Ak 7 I B 50 pg e mL R g R AT A0 M R (K D),

2.5 AFLRA IR

H I ARAT WA 05 EAT T AR DSHX2 ) EGFP J: e Ak, 45 R 3R WY, 76 19 "CH 3% 37 48 h )5 42 2 0 8 ~F- Al
25 CHE 3% 72 W, SFL U B b R0 A < s B V% DG V81 0 1 D8 T S0) /N e -0 A V5 43 ik & O S AR L 6
138441 HygB # 4k 7 5B K i 8 138 4% b 74K Wk w44 2 EGFP7-1, EGFP7-2,EGFP7-3, .-+ ,EGFP7-138, %%
BRI 46 DEALT - 10 DT . ZUO6 R MBIWE S , B4 MR IOLER ) 7 /b T EGFP7-1~EGFP7-4 7E
PDA VAR 4 548, 5 % 2% 4 100 pg-mL "HygB B PDA V-4 b, ¥l iE & AR K, B gk @ o e B | i B 4E
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B 7 ARE#REHygB X DSHX2 B £ KR
Fig. 7 DSHX2 growth rate under different concentrations of hygromycin B
A:Opg-mL 'HygB; B: 25 pg-mL ' HygB; C: 50 pg-mL ' HygB; D: 100 pg-mL ' HygB; E: 150 pg-mL ' HygB; F: 200 pg-mL ' HygB.

F1 RABEKZLREHEHOMSER

Table 1 Agrobacterium growth rate under different concentrations of cefotaxime sodium

i H 3k 718 5 £ 6 B Mass concentration of cefotaxime sodium
Item Opg mL ' 25 pg-mlL ! 50 pge-ml ! 100 pg-mL ! 150 pg-mL !
LA B AE KRB The growth state of LBA4404 ++ + — — —

4+ A K R Growth well; + @ #5542 K Grows slowly; —: 58 R4 K Doesn’t grow.

B8 PRI F HygBiaE NGB F AL KR

Fig. 8 Stability of hygromycin-resistant transformants and enhanced green fluorescent protein expression

AN A 100 pg-mL ™ HygB ) PDA - # I 4 % 1k 7 F1 DSHX2 Four transformants and DSHX2 grown on PDA supplemented with 100 pg-mL ™"
hygromycin; B, C 4358 4 5546 7 (EGFP7-4) % 1 U i 3 & 06 F B 22 il 43 A= 1 F Mycelia and conidia of EGFP7-4, respectively, under blue

excitation light microscopy (#7 /X Scale bar=>50 pm).

T bk DSHX2 58 A il , A A K (B 8A) I S2#% 46 7 HygB Hi bk Mo i R e s AL o e Ak 7 10 1 22 Fn 43 1
T5 DSHX2 —2, H7E# LR T 2 iy & (9L (K 8B, C).

2.6 HALFISGE

2.6.1 AL THIZKOIOCEPENEIE  PCRYMEHEHLPE LR EGFP7-1~EGFP7-4 i) EGFP 5[4, BE IR
HL UK A9 3 717 bp 1 W52 450 5 H 0 BER 4R — B0, B EGFP B 1K & U 5% A 38 5 8000 T TR 47
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EGFP 3 A5 ic i B A4 BB fk DSHX2 o AR T it 4% bp M1 2 3 4 > 6
H(E9). 2000
2.6.2 XF I DSHX2 5% 4k 1 A4 W) o 5 1k n & 1000 —

W0 FF % 566 T EGFP7-3 5 EGFPTA MBI A Y o
I A B bk DSHX 2 26 B i w5 B8 AR DLV, B 22 2 22 1 fjﬁ

[N R A N E P Rty b S ISR E A (S
R, BT 5 B AR R bR DSHX2 T i 25 57

Kl 113 % "] A1, EGFP7-3  EGFP7-4 il DSHX2
16 PDA V- I 7 d P ¥ 4 KR 4y 00 o (1. 24+
0.30) cm+d ', (1.2540.29) em-d ', (1.2320.36)
em-d ', # b F EGFP7-3 . EGFP7-4 W 224 Kl 5
5 4= HUBR bE DSHX2 25 5 A 1 3 (P>0.05) o

W E 12 iR, EGFP7-3 . EGFP7-4 fil DSHX2 ¥
A 7EpH 4 5.0.6.0.7.0.8.0.9.0.,10. 0 f PDA F#7
AR, 4 7 dEE R IAS 45 TR RRAE pH=8 I} T4 V& EL1%
B K, 3R (7.7340.89) em. (7.67+0.86) cm,
(7.75+0.76) cm, i 3 & T HAh pH 2 14 T A9 45
B (P<<0.05), £ W pH=8 N & H pH. 3WHEEAR
[l pH 210 T A4 KRS 22 5 AU | HoAE: ol a3
A S T i JE BEA , HL A B BR AR R RE pH 35 3% 7 d S A
TAKBEREAR -, KW ER., &Z,& EGFP
M HygB $o P 3 F AOT 84K B T-DNA B LG A A 2
S 5 2 B0 T 1Y TR R T A8 M IE R AR R
2.6.3 Ak T B MEW E ¥ B A TR Bk
DSHX2 fl# k. F EGFP7-3 . EGFP7-4 #: fh 48 % 14
dJF . Skt R ¥R EE 21 d)5 b EE5K
e YA IR TR BL I KOIR 5 R e A R AR S
T s Y R AR O A € IR
RERRBE T . A b BRZE K 5 i R 7504 .80 % .75 %,
X R AR R AR OE R, TCAEAR (8 13) ol 2 o i
2, DN R Ak v R 43 B L 9 D TR I R R vk
— 5, R EGFP (5% A A 32 35 %83 J52 7 1) 250 ) 8
B 5 R

9 #HUFEGFPEEPCRIGIE

Fig. 9 PCR verification of EGFP gene of the transformants
M: DNA Marker; 1~4. ¥ fk - EGFP7-1~EGFP7-4 Transformants
EGFP7-1—EGFP7-4; 5: pCAMBIA1303-gpd A-EGFP-TrpC-Hygro,
[ 44 X} B Positive control; 6: DSHX2, B4 %} B8 Negative control.

E10 DSHX25MHMH#MAFHEEES
Fig. 10

The colony morphology of DSHX2 and positive
transformants of F. curvatum var. codonopsidis

A: DSHX2; U7 4 # B #k The wild type strain; B, C: EGFP7-3,
EGFP7-4, BHY: % 4L T Positive transformants.

10 wmm DSHX2 == EGFP7-3 == EGFP7-4

aaa

W% HA
Colony diameter (cm)

KH Day (d)
11 HEFERUFEPPATR EMNEEZER
Fig. 11
transformants on PDA
RFE /NG 78 £ IR 22 5 3% (P<<0.05) . Different lowercase letters

mean significant difference at P<<0.05 level.

Colony diameter of wild-type and positive

3 iig

AR, Geiser 53 00 T R G L B /M0 4r 2805 3%, B Uk I T8 & (Fusarium) WA S 8l ) B JE H
AL 23 N R E B MAA00 RN RGE LT LAl XA F . F. oxysporum species complex (FOSC) J& Hirp —
ANPRR AT AR A R 0 B D R T | A ) R 25 AR o N 2K R e R T DR A B )T R
TR i 70 TR () Fh 2S5 T2 W R B 36 A OG0 B B OCH 2, B TR 4 2 IR TR B IE M4 F RE K B o4
AR FEX S BA ML R 2R NHR WY R, 23K BRI R G LT 0 ae e i 38 SRR, AT E A
X 43 FOSC 1A Fh o Li%E " HIH ref1-CaM-rpb2 22 e PR B A0 8T, 8 B4 (Pyrus spp. ) i 25 95 B %5 %€ 8 FOSC
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M Fusarium cugenangense . W55 H il 36 2 F 77 X 10~ === DSHX2 == EGFP7-3 == EGFP7-4

35 B A A DL AT T IR 50 B A T T shi meE Bio Lo
9% 19 R DSHX2, 3 F R &% 5 EF1-a-RPBI- w5 olggi

RPB2 £ 5 R B4 1 8 5 50 % & W43 BT, DSHX2 5 g_g

FOSCHI F. curvatum 3 37— 4332, 3 H R % T2 5% #@; 4

TEAHRL, 20 A= 87 K/hE R, RUTEANT B A R0 2% ;g 2

LR R L HEF. curvatum W) R84 A4 0 R Z1 o UL, | | | 1 i
i I DSHX2 (4 K 7 40 AR 107 RS 45 i, W O 517 3 6 7pH 8 9 10

12 D) o AR A PR L W R A W A 4k R B 12 pHXTETFSREFEKHEM

(international code of nomenclature, TCN)"" 42 ¥ Fig. 12 The growth of wild-type and transformants under

S SB R DSHX2 %2 N (F. curvatum) i different pH

13 #{LFEGFP7-3#1 EGFP7-4 5% 4 F DSHX2 /% 4 &
Fig. 13 Pathogenicity test of transformants EGFP7-3, EGFP7-4 and DSHX2
A, E: EGFP7-3; B, F: EGFP7-4; C, G: DSHX2; D, H: JGHi/K Sterile water.

— BASF w4 R F. curvatum var. codonopsidis .

22 4R FL R AR AL B R 32 B A HE AT I e Ak H 2E AL A TR R 2R & % (polyethylene glycol, PEG) 4 &
P18 5 A O A B A 3 A 0 AR 9 o Y I AR R TR Ak L e e R e e N B DU A ORI L Tz
T HR B s 54k . GFPARic 20580 e i 5 25 FAE Y T AERY B 47 o] #4157 B 28 8 GFP A A Jmy FR M,
AN AR e W o BRI RS S P R D R R A 2 W B R . EGFP AR GFP AL 28 A8 Ik sl e il 1

XLk IE , H EGFP 20 B I W A= AU (% 354% , B& T+ 17 L0 58 1) 1k R o i 1, IRt A 92 258 ] EGF P AR Ry 4

FEPd o HB, WA R B MR A R SR R SRR IO UN T R s AL AL, @%1’%?**%7&&?@%%%‘@
WA i 16 2 Ak 7 o AR 5% 1 FH Hyg B AR S oM 0 S A i, 38 20 T 48 7R 58 2 3000 B % HygB i U8t L 4
R AE 100 pg e mL Y BE T 5 2 80 T A AR G A2 Bt SR DAL O kB ] T Al AR h R R e Ak T

AT 5T 2R FH AR KT 18 55 Ak 2 DD 445 48 S5 B /8 19 EGFP AR IC B bk , LK1 138 BR R 1L 7, B AL IR 240 R
46 ANEEAL T 210 AN T 5 R e SR A 1935 IR (Momordica charantia) % 25 9% T ¥ A6 80K Ry 14, 5 AN 646 1 -
107 AN s AR AR A8 55 AL V9 I (Citrullus lanatus) 1 22955 8 1 R0CE 0 11, 7 A F 46+ 107498 5 5 X i 4513
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AL R AE (Gossypium hirsutum ) K 25555 B 0 7 AL ROR$E T3 (252. 0047, 37) 410 °MEF o MHEZ T, A&
F 5T 0 A AR AR, T L o 0] 5 A T R 1 B 3 R AT TRV B LT A0 7V B L 4] S % 3 s JR] R IR B
ST A VA B A 4 A LA A 2 BN TR U AR R T AR IR S B AL B 4 Bk AL T AEAE AR IR IR 61K
Jo MARAETE RO T R I ARE MR AR (A9, JF H I EGFP ¥R M54 PCR AT 43 1 W01 /Ny 34, X 3R
W EGFPIRHNC Y E A A S BRI N, R0 TREBRE S Akl . CAMmR R KRN T
At FErh , T-DNA 75 B3 L D2 rp (948 A G EA BEALM: X — F5 R Al RESZ i B 4k T W TR B8 (B 1
B R LA R A B PR S AR A . EGFPARICHE EGFP7-3 5 EGFP7-4 4 KIEH , HIE LA ERK#E pH X4 K
I 11 5 ) L % 0 e R A vk I A 2 ) AR AR Ik B AR A R R A T A A ) S R

FEI7 SR B — A ELAE IS b, W AR 0 1 5 D T 06 D R AR A AR 1 T AR B M
SRR FR 23 R RS AR T 26 I 7E 9O WU T M 2R H R ORI RE S TR g
96 H R PRI . 3 A2 O 14 B 30BE (confocal laser scanning microscope, CLSM) & 7] LIt & £
AN [6) 1) 308 0 1 30 S R A DRV LD B AR A A 2 Y TR T DA A A SO0 T AT
FEAE BUMK L3 FV3000 36 3 4 Bl Be T WL4E EGFP ARIC A #R 1R G 58 S # i, B B B 78 o 1, (AR ZOL MR
SRR S A RSO TR T ke, HfELLIX 4 EGFP FRic i i & S A & 2568 5. Bl 2ok
7 f W% (fluorescence lifetime imaging microscopy, FLIM) Fl & 43 ¥ 3R — 2 siAZ 9% H ok X 439 e fl A & 9 615
S ARE AT F O O i g R R B0 ) B, G0 R SR BOVE SR R AR . R T — 8k S %
Jiang % T & W bR G TP AR Y A R DO T 7 vk ISR IR R A2 e S

4 it

AW G sk A A B 7 B PR O B S 1B 2 B A B R A B OY L B S T S8 2 R0 Y e D TR R
F. curvatum B —DF 22 F0 5 24 K F. curvatum var. codonopsidis. EGFP #3710 # #k EGFP7-3 5 EGFP7-4 ] [
TWFFESE S 800G T X 38 S R YL b B2, T — 20 TR J 3 2 8o T i B ML B iR BOR SR SR 4L T R AF i
MRS RIS AR BF 58 8 T 0 AR AT TR A 32 1 58 2 880000 TR AR e AR &Rl Jia I RIF 50 5 2 B 00 Ji TR 22 TR ) AR AL
w7 A R T B
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