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Identification and analysis of culturable endophytic fungi from quinoa seeds

QIN Nan'?, CAO Rui-peng', GAO Jing-han', PENG Yu-fei', TIAN Miao', LYU Hong'?, REN Lu'?,

YIN Hui"*', ZHAO Xiao-jun"*

1. College of Plant Protection, Shanxi Agricultural University, Taiyuan 030031, China; 2. Shanxi Key Laboratory of Integrated Pest
Management in Agriculture, Taiyuan 030031, China

Abstract: Quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa) is a newly introduced crop in China, and it is attracting much interest
because of its high nutritional value. In this study, we aimed to clarify the population structure and functional
characteristics of endophytic fungi in quinoa seeds. Culturable endophytic fungi were isolated from seeds of four
varieties of quinoa. The fungi were cultured, identified on the basis of morphological and phylogenetic analyses, and
their pathogenicity and antifungal effects were explored. In total, nine culturable endophytes were isolated from the
quinoa seeds. They comprised nine species of six genera, namely, Alternaria alternata, Aspergillus flavus,
Aspergillus  sydowii, Fusarium boothii, Fusarium clavum, Neocamarosporium betae, Neocamarosporium
chenopodii, Penicillium oxalicum, and Talaromyces stollii. A. alternata was present in seeds of all four varieties,
and had the highest isolation frequency (64.42%). The fungi with the next highest isolation frequencies were A.
flavus and P. oxalicum (11.66% and 9.20% , respectively). Among the nine culturable endophytic fungi, five (F.
boothii, F. clavum, A. alternata, N. chenopodii, and N. betae) were able to infect quinoa leaves, and two (P.

oxalicum and T. stollii) showed inhibitory effects against quinoa pathogens (Bofrytis cinerea, Ascochyta caulina,
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Fusarium citri, A. alternata, Trichothecium roseuwm). The culturable endophytic fungi in quinoa seeds showed a
rich population structure and have potential applications in the biological control of plant diseases.

Key words: quinoa; culturable endophytic fungi; population; phylogeny

#3 (Chenopodium quinoa) J& T R BEJE , —4F A W WA A RIS AL G A7 B AT 40 R 328 DS AL v ] A4
A A AU B RS NIRRT, R A R A& 41 21 (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations, FAO)HE# M 48 R & 5. [ 22 & 45 2 0 2 W A 1 AR T RE AL & 0, 2P0 A AL A w4
A Pt R 184 50 S 8 7 45 T A — A2 RO AE Y . A e R Tt EL A A s AL BE 2 TP T B TR AR 22 8 T
KARIT 5t 07 , F b (9 K SRR W 3R T LA T I DR B3 Bl 3% s R 7 o M I RS0 Ak S5 0 o BE 2 8 DRV LR R Y
TR B LA 55 10 AL SR A B v B IR R RRE L I A ke, TR R R A R T RUR RO, R X
MAE NFEHABX LTS smEE HBEE . 20234 F P EZEEZ 7 LT IR BB LR R A E ik
3333 hm®, By 2l FlAd = 52 B W, A >4 1l 0 A £ 32 5 7l

22 3238 VBB 1 A 7E A PR B P R AR 2 K, B T SE TR T AR BB S e AR Y i i RE .
FE W PN A TR A B R T AR B DT FE RS T R EEAE M. Jacobsen SRR R A T RAMT L BEE
AL O P R R ALOREE I K o B B X AL T T R A R R AL IR A MR o Adolf 55 BIF5E R L,
25 0yt ER VAL SC BEETE T RE A A8CHEE R AR BT TR 0y Na, I ELA T i 04 39 M AU i 52 1 o

YN A B RS E e, A T 4 W 1] (Ascomycota) | # & B ] (Zygomycota) Fil $H F B ]
(Basidiomycota) , H 1 K& 530 FREE 1], 10 65EA4% 18 (Alternaria) HRA0IE (Fusarium) 25 5% )& (Phoma) )25
MEEJE (Phomopsis) I #A8JE (Colletotrichum) 55 Ry N A= FUTA R LA @ 0 an i By 58 48 R B, BE AR 08 Bt 48
1t1 )& (Neocamarosporium ) F 516 J& > B i AL 58 6 4> X 2 M 5 (Salicornia europaea) WA= FLTE RE & L8 5
AR 4 F (Tulipa gesneriana) WP 3438 51 N A BB 33 Mk, L B 4% 1 J8 Ak 40 8 A A0 32w s RSN
B BE (Thespesia populnea) W 343 85 2] P9 4= B B 60 %k, 5 4 5 )& 25 i, | & 18 )8 (48. 33% ) Fil [a] JiE 5¢ J&
(Diaporthe, 26.67% ) AR JE ; T 24085 %" WA (Broussonetia papyrifera) BIME (25 TR 52 b 23 85 21 P 4=
LT 187 Bk, Horh BE AR 908 (50. 27 %) Al g (11. 76 %) MR ¥ Jd . MY N AEEE S5 WA EFEVI LR,
FE ) N A LB X FE 2 AR R R A A DL R e R A TR AR . — S A L S AR
PR FERIE SR AL B A RO 25 45 Dy T SR IR L T S Ah SR N A B AR W e A B R
Dy T LA R

Gonzalez-Teuber %" & 8L, B FI BT8R DY IR ER R TR RN E AR AAR S M SN, LT EE
(Penicillium) NS B G 5 T R IR R BERY 59 %0 o 28 25 0 3 11 32 (Quinoa) B BB G 22 FF A Fr 4 43 55 3 mf
B R 09 N A O 44 B D03 R O BE S fLJR (71.4000) (B 52 I8 (Chaetomium, 36.70%) . % J& (33.300) . Xie
N AN A K R T W BEAR (25 i b kA3 F AT B R 00 0 A BB 122 8k, Hd i b R 8 3R 0 A B R R
W %, FAS AR AL BT 45 7T 8% 75 9 2 BB B0 AN R, RN AR (66 1k ) > 25 (39 0k ) > (17 8k ) o AR I 551 A FE
2 B o B BN A BB 32 0k, T & B 2 BRBEAK )R B B A I A TG M . B R PR AR 1 s 45 AR I AV R H
W U] PR RIAR 2 34N i DX A ZE A2 b - b o B B R BE SR N AR BT O AR TR ], 3k 26 8 77 A AR E I R m
3™ JE Ay A% 1L (40. 2000 ) Hieftl )@ (17.40%0) P25 555 )8 (13.90% ) . HHEIC THEZ WA W MR FZEEd
TEGY B3 S 78 MR RE Z FEVE 3 B b (UG 22 22 7 AT 85 55 9 26 TR A9 D BE 245 0 Bk = 30k R GBI 5T, FE B 22 Fh 1 7]
B5 % N AR LA I B0 ) R A AR T O TR GE B D o AR B R I FE A B T n] B IR N AR LR O RS A i —
R W R N A LT BRI A, O A R R s 3R N A LT Y VA I RN s AR W B T B SR A

1 HEST®

1.1 HARELA®
PEPE 3AAE P IS (] 1 OSSR A AL ) B 4D TR, 2024 4F 6 F A L PE A T N T SR 0Rs BB R . FRRE
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Hi X R R B S AR KR 6.3 °C L AE K R 400 mm, BEAN /NI RPRL 1ANEE ZE A R, /N X R 30 m, Bl
PLHES A 3R, R 4 Fh L2 JE S VR B R Fh 7~ 4 0 8 T 1. 5 mL B0 8 P, 4 CIRAF .
1.2 BHXEH#

P 5 P T B 43 9 Sk B 4% 961 ( A lternaria alternata) L.GB-h | JK ) % il ( Botrytis cinerea) LMHM2 A 1% #ie 1
(Fusarium citri) LMSF-1d01  #; £1 8355 61 ( Trichothecium roseuwm) LMSF-th05 25 4 72 — i & (Ascochyta caulina)
LMHS-3, ¥ A< 52 56 % 3 2§ AR A7 B Rl
1.3 XX Al B REFBE

A3t 57) : Tag PCR Master Mix . DNA Ladder Mix Marker ,PCR 5| %) . Ezup A1 2 2L # 3% [ 41 DNA $l1 42 128 54
BT AEY TRCEE) RO A BR A F 4,

B 97 3 . T 4% S A 4 B IR 15 9% 3 (potato dextrose agar, PDA) : T4 4 B M B IE ) 46. 0 g3 22 ZF IR M B IR
Bi 7 B (malt extract agar medium, MEA) : 22 ZF 12 ¥y BIE ¥ 48 g5 da i £1 85 5% 2 (rose bengal medium, RBM) : v
TN RL LT 8% 7 K 36. 7 g & UG 15 97 2 (oatmeal agar, OA) : 8 % TG My 72. 5 g5 8¢ IC % £ 7 B G 1% 9% &%
(czapek yeast autolysate agar, CYA) : ¢ [Q ¥ BE B BUIG ¥y 55 g5 S i e 1820 H i 3t i 15 7% 2 [ dichloran-glycerol
(dg18) agar base, DG-18]: E i B 18 % H M BXIE #r 31. 6 g H i 200 g; T4 il & b Bl 5% 3% 2% (potato carrot
agar medium, PCA) : Db # # 20 g # & b 20 g BLAR ¥y 18 g & MUK & 5% B AR B 7% 5 (synthetic low nutrient
medium, SNA) : 2 #8 Nirenberg B 5 ¥ B il . LA L T4 15 5% 3L 45 FH 2818 7K 22 25 2 1000 mL .

HPE AR : SW-CI-FD B35 TAE & ¢ Ll i B 7 A= W AL 2% I 003 A7 BR A 7] 52720 Thermal Cycler PCR 47 3
1% : 3% & Applied Biosystems A F s DYY-5 H Ik AX : JL 508 —AX A% ) s FROSO #E I R &R 4t - 1 52 H BHEAXES A
B2 7] 5 SMZ18 1R 2tk B8 B iUA% & 4t - H A Nikon 24 ) s BX53 043 T #5 W S8 S iR R 46« H AR Olympus 28 7 5
Centrifuge 5425 R BI¥ i /55 2 250 L : 78 [ Eppendor{ 24 ®] ; GISADW S B 57 5 s 77 28 95 K R 3% - B R TT) AL ER
AR E] s WH-3 OB R TR A A - I 07 75 A0 A AR T A7 BR S 7] s RXZ-380D % fig N T AUMEA « 7 % AR p A A A
PR F s HGREF-9203 $R 28 IH T AH « 1 I BR3P 2 AT FRZS )

1.4 Ko *x
1.4.1 A7 RE SR A BB 1Y 0 1 W R B B A Fb 1 4 CCLRGEL, 73 85 I Bl 74 i O] 7590 CBRIR I 1
min, 1% WA R B2 1 5 min, 75%0 LWL 1 min, Jo R K VE 3 WK, BUR G — IR VR TRAE 28 (ot B B vk s
DT BT O PR AR SRS FE R A 4 R B3R B (PDA \RBM MEA Rl DG-18) % i , 25 ‘CIR I Hi 37 ,
B3 R RIEIE B I& 5, AR PRGN & 5 22 T PDA 1,25 °C . 12 h G BRI 12 h BB W5 38 & 4500 T 5
I, R AL 3~5 X, S5 F Ak 1 Bk 4 CAR IR PR A
XF o3 B LT T AR AT TR R LU A R B R
J& A AR Ei
é}%ﬁm—m X 100%
1.4.2 WIEFENARBMIEEYEE  HICEITILA (5 mm, D) BN AL B I 0% D, 5 4 R 3
PDA .OA \MEA .CYA .SNA PCA ¥5 373 1,25 °C 12 h Je HE A 12 h BRI A8 85 46 {4 F 85 9% 5~15 d, T 1 45 TR
P V% B AR R e WL TR I TR 28 (6 J5T M DA B 5 77 AR AT AR RRAE o 7E Olympus 5 085 (BX53, HA) T
WL 545 TR 1) 7 AL 25 4 43 A 0 T A8 55 0 4k 40 A A6 RS S A KU
1.4.3 WAIEFRNA BRI AR E WA o 0 TR R TR 22 WAL IS UK, 2 B DA, 2 51 9 7% 41) DL
# 1, PCRIM K ZR (25 pl) : Taq PCR Master Mix 12. 5 pL, E FHF5I44% 1. 0 pL, 884 1. 0 pl.,ddH,O 9.5 pL.
PCR W 2 :95 °C 5 min; 94 °C 305,57 °C 308,72 °C 90 s, 30 MME# ;72 “C 10 min, PCRP=# ik 24 TAEY T
TR ) AR A B WO o 8 JIr i B A 14 AH OC 7 91 #E NCBLAHE 2 i 47 BLAST K & H X301 o 456 4 ¢
B BRI 9, SR AR 453k (B F PAUP v. 4. 0b10) #EAT R4 & & 407, A 10001K .
1.4.4 GWREFERME BRI AR B Y R D R R R PDA #1255 mm &b, 78 0 X B 2 R s IR
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x1 KARPFTRHEIH

Table 1 Primers used in this study

K Gene 5|4 Primers J¥ %1l Sequences (5'—>3") % 7% ik References
ITS ITS1 TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG [25]
ITS4 TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC
tef1 EF1-728F CATCGAGAAGTTCGAGAAGG [26—27]
TEF1LLErev AACTTGCAGGCAATGTGG
EF-1 ATGGGTAAGGARGACAAGAC [26]
EF-2 GGARGTACCAGTSATCATGTT
rpb2 Frpb2-F CCTGCTGGCCAAGCTGT T4 B Synthesized by Sangon Biotech
Frpbh2-R CAGATACCTAAGATCATAC
CaM CMD5 CCGAGTACAAGGARGCCTTC [28]
CMD6 CCGATRGAGGTCATRACGTGG
Altal Alta 1-F GCTGCACCTCTCGAGTCTC [29]
Altal-R AAGTCCTTAGGGCCGTTACC
endoPG endoPG-F GGCACAACTTTGGACCTCTC [30]
endoPG-R TGATGACGTTGTTGCTGGAG
OPA10-2 OPA10-2-F TTAGTGCAGCTCTCTCAAACG [30]
OPA10-2-R TTGAACTTCGTAACCAGGGC

PRI TR F, LA S o D T O R, 25 °C 12 hot IR 12 h MRS se B A 0 M 3R, L 3R . 7 d BRI
VB TR
) — Xof HE Y TR 7 2 4% (mm ) — ﬂ‘filﬁ@?ﬁ%*@(mm) % 100%
X B ) R V% 2 AR (mm ) — B EE AR (mm)

1.4.5 FURENE TE B B FE 2 v 2 TC K M E F AR AT o NBR IR 7 d B RE DN P A TR A TR R L O
PECEA S mm) 20 T 2 7 BRI 5 it LU3ERh PDA Sy %R . $EFD S ORI T 25 C AN TSR
o MBEIC SR ARG DL o SR T SR B LRI R I R, D AR Ak T 0 e D A B RT L 3 B TR AR S e TR AR
I A FFAE

2 HBREHGH

2.1 REMNT TN A LAMNBHSH

A A b R I A2 22 o v k43 8 B AT BE IR N AR LIS 163 Bk RIS TR A 2 (I8 1 68 RV BT A ) Loy A )
AR 6 08, 430 R B RS SR it R 8 (Aspergillus) AR Bt e &R B AREE (Talaromyces) . Hrp
O Fl 1] K 27 P9 A AR S8 R B0 R, 4 ) A A A 90 8 Bh B (Aspergilius flavus) R 22 W8 (Aspergillus sydowii) A K
Bt 18 (Fusarium boothii) & R 18 (Fusarium clavum) | F 25 50 1™ 8 1 (Neocamarosporium betae) (B ™ 2 4
(Neocamarosporium chenopodii) %518 5 %% ( Penicillium oxalicum) M ¥6 /R W5 R B ( Talaromyces stollii) o k% 18
AN EE NN, B R R E, b 64420, RO B ihd RS &, 0 BRI R 11,66 % .
9.20% . PHA=RIZER (5N A R A B BTt a BOIRIRIE FR L el IR E R AL SR (R 2).
2.2 REMFTHAFNEALAGLER
2.2.1 WrFE R AR REF R LMNS-GIP17E CYA 5555 7 d, W & 2 P30 R M 8 G5 BRI 22 80% %
FEFF  H AR 45~46 mm, RO N ZIRE A (E 1A), MEARR 7 d, Wik hc g o, M 2R A%
RS HAR 43~45 mm, 1m0 (E1B) o o0 A8 A a AR OBV A Sl = A A s B RS 3~6 1 A B T




102 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA(2025)

Vol. 34,No. 11

R2 BEMFUERNEERSELER

Table 2 Results of endophytic fungi isolation from quinoa seeds

fib b Variety J& % Genus 144 Species 43 B 45 %% Separation frequencies ( %) % H Numbers
1.2.3.4 HEKE TR Alternaria HERE T AL alternata 64.42 105
3.4 1 2 Jm Aspergillus wIME A, flavus 11.66 19
2 RZMEA. sydowii 0.61 1
2 WAt J® Fusarium i RSk F. boothii 0.61 1
3 PRI F. clavum 1.23 2
3 B A HLE Neocamarosporium HFHOFHIN. chenopodii 0.61 1
1 BB AN, betae 0.61 1
1.3 H 8@ Penicillium R H R P. oxalicum 9.20 15
1 AR B Talaromyces WA /R BEARTA T, seollii 0.61 1
1.2.3.4 FH1 Unknown A H Unknown 10.43 17

1: FZE (i a %) White quinoa (intermediate type) ; 2: 122 (3% % ) White quinoa (amaranthiform type); 3: [1%Z ([#14= %) White quinoa (glomerule

type); 4: I3 (1K) Red quinoa (intermediate type).

B, 5 4~6 4~ (B 1C) 5 43 2B A7 BROE | BE SR, K
/N (2.5~3.6) pmX (1.6~2.5) pm, F 3 3.0 pm X
2.2 pm(E1D).

£ 2% B ¥k LMNS-G1P1 (9 ITS 1 CaM 5& I 5 51
KB 43 B Sk 557 A1 499 bp. VA Penicillium stolkiae
(NRRL 5816) AP KB R G KB, 45 R KW,
B bk LMNS-G1P1 5 CBS408. 93 . JN1-1 fl HH1-1 LX
100% 9 A & SRR B — A4 3 (B 2A) o fEITHE
IR IR T Bk & 8], 18 Pk LMNS-G1P1 5 IN1-1 HH1-1
REE—R R DU, LRHEOY., HGEIE
B MR G K B 53 M E Ak LMNS-G1P1 b #i #6
IR AR TR
2.2.2 HRFEH  UREHKLMNS-K3R27E PDA
BT d, W VE RO b gk AR &
AR E B 61~74 mm, 43 A= 16 7 45 F K & 7
A AL T s T R AR A (B 3A) . MEA KR 3R 7
d, B % 2P R RS T & 6 RO IR
HAR77~82 mm, ¥ H 2R 6 (K 3B) . pAEMFH
TR U A 3 W A 5 2~ 34, HES 5 A B 4T
sk A TE | f5 58 2~6 4~ (& 3C) ; 43 2 il T H BRIE |

7 X .
1 HE#H LMNS-GIP1HEEHE(AB) SEBFE(C)H
SHERF(D)
Fig. 1 Colonies morphology (A, B), conidiophores (C) ,
and conidia (D) of strain LMNS-G1P1
CYA: SEIGEEFEH BR 5 97 3 Czapek yeast autolysate agar; MEA : %
ZEIR By 3R K5 97 3 Malt extract agar medium. T [d] The same below.

BESEHE , K/N(3.2~5.9) pm X (2. 0~3.7) pm,FH 4.3 um < 2. 8 um (& 3D) .

R Bk LMNS-K3R2 (1 CaM F ITS He DA 7 514 B 5359 2 623 #1565 bp. LA P. stolkiae(NRRL 5816) 24 #h
KBWHERGEEEW, 85 R LW, H LMNS-K3R2 5 CBS173. 81.CBS219. 30 fil CV0822 L 100% Y A J& 37 £5
REN %, EHRE RN, E M LMNS-K3R2 5 CBS173. 81.CBS219. 30 B2 1E —i , & Wl — 4~ 4
LR 90 (B 2A) o LERIEA =M ALK & 48 B & bk LMNS-K3R2 Ry HLiR 5 5 .

2.2.3 wihd&E

R LMNS-K3D1 7 PDA K537 7 d, B % hJe gt SUBIR L&A e s HEk

BRI B0 EAR 52~53 mm, RN IR B A A RR (B 4A) o 73 A 7R T 8 R U BRE TH 4% B €0, 2w ™
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il & B Penicillium hepuense (AS3.16039)
A1 7 B Penicillium hepuense (AS3.16040)
Penicillium soosanum (CCF3778)
Penicillium diatomitis (CCF3904)
J& NIV H5 5% Penicillium jiaozhouwanicum (AS3.16038)
Ji2 JH ¥ 5 ¢ Penicillium jiaozhouwanicum (ZZ293)
YR FF Penicillium oxalicum (CBS173.81)
LMNS-K3R2
YR B Penicillium oxalicum (CBS219.30)
YR 75 B Penicillium oxalicum (CV0822)
99 LMNS-GAIPI“
100 Wi ¥6 /R WK B Talaromyces stollii (HH1-1)
Wit /R R B Talaromyces stollii (JN1-1)
97| L Hi $T R W IR B Talaromyces stollii (CBS408.93)
100 SR HE 5 5 R B Talaromyces amestolkiae (CBS132696)
100 4 K 3 4T 52 5 R B Talaromyces amestolkiae (CBS14049)
L 4R WK B Talaromyces funiculosus (CBS272.86)
Talaromyces galapagensis (CBS751.74)
10 Penicillium stolkiae (NRRL5816)

LMNS-G2M1

LMNS-G4M4

LMNS-GIMI

BEA% Tt Alternaria alternata (CBS194.86)

BEAK Tt Alternaria alternata (CBS595.93)

BEAK Tt Alternaria alternata (CBS121348)

BERE U Alternaria alternata (CBS102598)

Bk Alternaria alternata (CBS118814)

RS Alternaria alternata (CBS118818)

R Alternaria alternata (CBS102603)

FERS A Alternaria alternata (CBS102599)

FERS A Alternaria alternata (CBS102602)

BN 161 Alternaria alternata (CBS102604)

BERG A Alternaria alternata (CBS119543)

HEMHR Alternaria alternata (CBS102596)

i1t Alternaria alternata (CBS918.96)

o AREERS T Alternaria gaisen (CBS118488)

Alternaria alstroemeriae (CBS118808)
WRBERS 1 Alternaria gossypina (CBS102597)

100 Tu%%ﬁ‘%f@ Alternaria gossypina (CBS104.32)
WRBEH A Alternaria gossypina (CBS102601)

KANEERE A Alternaria longipes (CBS540.94)

Fe RS Alternaria tomato (CBS103.30)

100

001
B2 EFzERAHUENRZREN
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree constructed based on multiple genes
A: 1 Bk LMNS-G1P1 Fl LMNS-K3R2 % F CaM FlITS J- 51 4 £ (1 3 %t & & # Phylogenetic tree constructed for strains LMNS-G1P1 and LMNS-
K3R2 based on CaM and ITS sequences; B: E#Hk LMNS-G2M1 ,LMNS-G4M4 Fl LMNS-CIM1 3 F Alr a 1.endoPG Fl OPA10-2 J¥ 5 My #1 R 58 %
B B Phylogenetic tree constructed for strains LMNS-G2M1, LMNS-G4M4, and LMNS-CIM1 based on Alt a 1, endoPG, and OPA 10-2 sequences.

A A RN TR 3 25 A 23 R T (B AB, C) 5 40 A 7 BRI s B0 R, K/N(3. 1~7.3) pm X (2. 9~5.8) pm
Y 4.7 ymx 4. 4 pm(&14D).

R B MR LMNS-K3D1 1 CaM F1ITS H Py 514 B2 4359 fy 583 F1 594 bp. # H ITS J¥ 41 7£ NCBI# 4 g
PEAT BLAST LWL A}, & B 5 il 2 (NRRL1957 . DTO: 245-A7 . DTO: 132-A4) B A BIPE J9 99% . LA CaM FE A
FEOI AR 2R S0 R B R B, B Ak LMNS-K3D1 5 NRRL1957 .DTO:245-A7 I DTO: 132-A4 L 100% B A J&é 37 15
RRN D0 L (ESA) LB TE S MR G K F 43 B 2 18k LMNS-K3D1 2 2 il 75
2.2.4 Rzih%E RFR M LMNS-K2R1 7E PDA K535 7 d, W & e 2R B (0 Rl e GI0IR T 22 8808 T
R 2 6, AR 34~35 mm, RS O, A 2R (K 6A) . 7E RBM K557 15 d, T 7% e 52 K ¢ 00 28 I 4
o G 2 BUE DGR A E A B LIRS B AR 37~39 mm, T K A (E 6B) o R 2R, K/
(6.3~10.9) pm X (1.8~2.6) pm, F¥ 8.2 pm X 2. 6 pm ([ 6C) ;53 A= il 7 BRIE 8l BRE VBEF- 1, K/N(3. 4~
4.7) pm X (2.8~4.7) pm,F4 4.0 pm X 3.7 pum (& 6D) .
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R 2 T bk LMNS-K2R1 f CaM F1 ITS F [H J¥ 51
K53 928 512 1 544 bp. F FITS 7 5 7€ NCBI 4L
2 AT BLAST X, R 5 R 2 % (DTO:
246-A3 . DTO:266-16 . DTO: 245-G9) 1 [l 44 74 fih %
(NRRL13150 . DTO: 286-C6) {5 7 Bl K 98% , J& ik
X ko LLCaM FEF Y 50 H 32 48 kB W B, B bk
LMNS-K2R1 5 DTO: 246-A3.DTO: 266-16 . DTO:
245-G9.DTO: 236-19. DTO: 236-D4 Fl NRRL250 L4
100% 1Y H L HR RN — A5 L (B 5A) &G
SRR G 3 0 i E TR LMNS-K2R1 24 & £ iih
o
2.2.5 A I A & % Wtk LMNS-G2P3 7
PDA . OA Fl SNA #; 5% 3 d, Wi 7% B & 70~72 mm,
PDA K5 3% 3 d, B V& AR 200k rh R B £ i B A% R
KT R IR A R P AE AR (B TA) ;OA B 5% 3 d,
kR EER REWL LS, THEBE O 0]k
K (B 7B) s SNA H5 5% 3 d, 1 ¥4 52 2R A4 1 2470
B, ERO A EAR(ETC) . BRI TE
3R FR AL LTSN . F AR R AR B IR AR W
RPN KA ERTIEES .

R 2 B bk LMINS-G2P3 [ tef1 3 [F FF 51 K B
649 bpo LA ref1 F X P 5 #3858 & B AR I, TR bR
LMNS-G2P3 5 NRRI.29105 , NRR1.29020 ,NRRL29011
NRRL26916 f1 LC18723 LA 77 % My A J& L HER B —
A3 (E SB) L ZR BB E FL R G0 R B 43 B ifl o2 1 bk
LMNS-G2P3 4 i FC i £l
2.2.6 #RERME UERE KR LMNS-K3P17E PDA
BRTAEERRD O ETBR RAEWL L H%
ANHEFE HAR 62~63 mm, T I 2 IR @ (E 8A) ; OA
BFTd HERA6O MER RAERLEL HE
43~45 mm, 75 T 5 5 4 6 (K 8B) ; SNA i 9% 7 d,
HEAE CER RERZARKK HA63~75 mm,
R OB 8C) ., HAE AR IR H
SEMTFIRA.

R 2 T Fk LMINS-K3P1 Ay zef1 3 A 5 41 K B Ry
612 bpo LA ref1 F: X 7 50 #9358 K & R B, TR bk
LMNS-K3P1 5 CBS126202,1.C18293 L 58 % ) H J&

3 BEHRLMNS-K3R2HEEEEZ(AB) HEBFE(C)H
HSEM|F(D)

Fig. 3 Colonies morphology (A, B) , conidiophores (C) ,
and conidia (D) of strain LMNS-K3R2

PDA : 4% 3 % B Bl 1% 5% 3 Potato dextrose agar. I [F] The same

below.

4 HEH#H LMNS-K3D1#EPDA FHEERS(A)  DEBF
#(B.C)FH%EMmF(D)

Fig. 4 Colony morphology (A), conidiophores (B, C), and
conidia (D) of strain LMNS-K3D1 on PDA

FHRE N -4 X (K 5B) LB M AR &K T oM i Ak LMNS-K3P1 4 #1R 8 78 .

2.2.7 BEME M

REFE R LMNS-G2M 1 7£ PDA 8535 7 d, W% B W AE O 2 KA BB B B RO ar,

HAE 84~87 mm, T ERE WA (K IA) ;PCARFE 7T d, Wk B IRFE O SR80 MER WL K PDA KR A H

RIS EHAR 79~82 mm, I A & B (B 9B) .,
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2 W% Aspergillus creber (NRRL58592)
2 % Aspergillus creber (DTO:180-B2)
2 W% Aspergillus creber (DTO:180-B1)
2 W% Aspergillus creber (DTO:180-A7)
FHER VG T 57 Aspergillus tennesseensis (DTO:286-C6)
4yt 1 57 Aspergillus tennesseensis (NRRL13150)
[HEN TG Hh 5 Aspergillus tennesseensis (DTO:178-C5)
AR Aspergillus jensenii (NRRL58600)
fEFR % Aspergillus jensenii (DTO:268-B9)
Aspergillus puulaauensis (NRRL35641)
10 Aspergillus puulaauensis (DTO:128-15)
LMNS-K2R1
K2 W% Aspergillus sydowii (DTO:246-A3)
100 K% % Aspergillus sydowii (DTO:266-16)
K2 i Aspergillus sydowii (DTO:245-G9)
KL W% Aspergillus sydowii (DTO:236-19)
R Z % Aspergillus sydowii (DTO:236-D4)
K2 ih# Aspergillus sydowii (NRRL250)
W8 Aspergillus tamarii (DTO:267-E4)
B Aspergillus tamarii (NRRL20818)
W Aspergillus tamarii (DTO:248-C1)
I Aspergillus tamarii (DTO:267-17)
Aspergillus caelatus (NRRL25528)
Aspergillus caelatus (NRRL26100)
R 55 Aspergillus pseudotamarii (CBS766.97)
i % Aspergillus pseudotamarii (NRRL25518)
LMNS-K3D1
15 i 55 Aspergillus flavus (NRRL1957)
i i1%F Aspergillus flavus (DTO:245-A7)
w5 1152 Aspergillus flavus (DTO:132-A4)
100 Aspergillus nomiae (DTO:246-A1)
Aspergillus nomiae (DTO:246-B2)
10 M W55 Aspergillus avenaceus (CBS109.48)

104

LMNS-G2P3
Hi IR Fusarium boothii (NRRL29105)
77| 4 (4T Fusarium boothii (NRRL29020)
A5 [HEA Fusarium boothii (LC18723)
A HRIE Fusarium boothii (NRRL29011)
Hi IR Fusarium boothii (NRRL26916)
Y5 AR Fusarium sambucinum (CBS146.95)
P RIS Fusarium sambucinum (CBS745.75)
WA Fusarium brachygibbosum (X1-YL-F04-12)
WA Fusarium brachygibbosum (HN-1)
R Fusarium brachygibbosum (FbCS)
91 | BLLERA Fusarium incarnatum (CBS132907)
LI Fusarium incarnatum (NRRL32866)
ARLLHRA Fusarium incarnatum (NRRL13379)

03 RIWRHRIE Fusarium equiseti (CBS119663)

KRGS Fusarium equiseti (CPC35262)
KRIEHRAE Fusarium equiseti (CPC35220)
KIEHRA Fusarium equiseti (CBS414.86)

LMNS-K3P1

PEIRBEM Fusarium clavum (CBS126202)

MR B Fusarium clavum (LC18293)

L Fusarium camptoceras (CBS193.65)

5

o]

|—

C 100] Neocamarosporium salsolae (MFLUCC17-0826)
Neocamarosporium salsolae (MFLUCC17-0827)
W59 610 Neocamarosporium korfi (MFLUCC17-0745)
Neocamarosporium lamiacearum (MFLUCC17-560)
Neocamarosporium lamiacearum (MFLUCC17-0750)
WE T B 58 A Neocamarosporium salicornicola (MFLUCC15-0957)
LMNS-C3M2
FHNEE A Neocamarosporium chenopodii (CBS344.78)
Neocamarosporium obiones (CBS432.77)

LN Neocamarosporium calvescens (CBS246.79)
FHSEHT 51 Neocamarosporium betae (ICMP-10945)
LMNS-CIR3

EEHT 51 Neocamarosporium betae (CBS523.66)
BB Ee 0 Neocamarosporium betae (CBS109410)

25 {15 Phoma drobnjacensis (CBS269.92)

1
5 BETHEFAMENRELEN
Fig.5 Phylogenetic tree constructed based on a single gene
A BBk LMNS-K3D1 fl LMNS-K2R1 % T CaM JF 51 ¥ # i) 5 4t % & # Phylogenetic tree constructed for strains LMNS-K3D1 and LMNS-K2R1
based on the CaM sequence; B: I # LMNS-G2P3 fil LMNS-K3P1 3t F ref1 J7* 51 ¥4 2 (1) R 48 & & H Phylogenetic tree constructed for strains LMNS-

G2P3 and LMNS-K3P1 based on the tef] sequence; C: B #k LMNS-C3M2 fil LMNS-C1R3 3% F ITS J¥ 5 ¥ & (9 R 4t & & W Phylogenetic tree
constructed for strains LMNS-C3M2 and LMNS-C1R3 based on the ITS sequence.
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R Wk LMNS-G2M1 78 PDA 55 3% 5 d, JE i 2
2 AR RB R AR 3 A T L 1~4 A4 ar kL 2~8 4L
TR LA R (B 10A,B) o 40 2R 8 7 B 5
EHERATE RGO = A, B 1~6 D REARIE  0~4 19\
B B, 3 Bl Ak W 45 4 HL B8 R, K/ (5. 7~21.9)
pm X (4.2~11.8) pm, *F ¥ 12.1 pm X 7.7 pm ( &
10C).

LI Alt a 1.endoPG F1l OPA10-2 3 F ¥ 51 4 12 £
Gi ok HW &I, H Ak LMNS-G2M1, LMNS-G4M4 FiI
LMNS-GIMI 5 CBS194. 86, CBS595. 93, CBS121348 .
CBS102598, CBS118814, CBS118818., CBS102603.
CBS102599, CBS102602, CBS102604, CBS119543 .,
CBS102596 Fl CBS918.96 L 89% 1Yy A JB L R BN
— Aoy (I 2B) . TERERSIIIE R, RE K& W BN
T RN Z BEPE, Bk LMNS-G2M1, LMNS-G4M4
LMNS-CIM1 5 CBS194.86, CBS595. 93, CBS121348 .
CBS102598 Al CBS118814 R JAE—ife , ¥ il — A~ W 43
XLEFER AV (K 2B) G BTN EM ARG K E i

6 EHLMNS-K2RIMEZEE(AB) HEBFE(C)
MmoayEmRF(D)

Fig. 6 Colonies morphology (A, B), conidiophores (C) ,
and conidia (D) of strain LMNS-K2R1

RBM : ifi 42T K5 37 3 Rose bengal medium.

7 BE# LMNS-G2P37E PDA(A).OA(B).SNA(C) L WEZERE
Fig. 7 Colonies morphology of strain LMNS-G2P3 on PDA (A), OA (B), and SNA (C)

8 1k LMNS-K3P17 PDA(A).OA(B).SNA(C) FMEERS
Fig. 8 Colonies morphology of strain LMNS-K3P1 on PDA (A), OA (B), and SNA (C)

2 B LMNS-G2M1 . LMNS-G4M4 . LMNS-C 1M1 Jy 5 #% 161 .
2.2.8 FFMi RRF R LMNS-C3M2 7E PDA 5592 7 d, W 75 2 V40 K48 @ g0k H A2 19~21 mm, 75
T rh R B G KSR (E11A) 1537 35 d, W yg 8 AR e, v S R4 (0 2 K (1 (4 6 T A BB 40 S0k VY B
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ARk R TS UE- & & SR s o SRR 3
o JFZ(E11B) . 43 A 161 2% 7 b R A, 354 (0, 8 IR
My I BRIE (B 11C) o 43 A 71 [ B s |, i &
A B RS B B AR B 4, K/ (120 3~19. 6) pm X (4. 3~
7.6) um, 1 14. 7 pm X 5. 8 um (& 11D) .

B Ak LMNS-C3M2 4 ITS 3 K J5 51 K & 4 558
bp. ¥ H ITS ¢ %1 78 NCBI s & b it 77 BLAST b
XF, & B F N B (CBS344. 78) 1 A48 BL 1 Ky
99% . HTFITSHHF I H# R G & E W LN, W%
LMNS-C3M2 5 CBS344.78, CBS432. 77 il CBS246. 79

B9 H# LMNS-G2M17 PDA (A)#1 PCA (B) E M EERHE
Fig. 9 Colonies morphology of strain LMNS-G2M1 on PDA
(A) and PCA (B)

10 HHLMNS-G2M1 WD 4EBF (A B)HSERF(C)

Fig. 10 Conidial chains (A, B) and conidia (C) of strain LMNS-G2M 1

LL100% Y J KRB R — A (K 50) . 44
B 255 R 2 B8 & & 43 B 2 T Bk LMINS-C3M2 2 22
L LR e

2.2.9 FIESEHT R A 2 B Bk LMNS-C1R3 7£
PDA K32 7 d, B 75 S P40 P o kKA 0 G0k B 2250
W HGIK A A H AR 65~67 mm, 75 I 2 8 @ (K
12A) o Zr A48 F 3% R BRIE (S B A (I
12B) . 4B 67 B JC (4 A 151 JE S B0 R L K/
(4.6~8.4) pm X (3.3~4.8) pm,F# 6.0 pmx4.0
pm (& 12C) .

B Bk LMNS-C1R3 ) ITS % [H ¥ %1 K J 4 558
bp. # H ITS Jy 8 fE NCBI A % i 47 BLAST
X, & 5 S OH N fE 48 (CBS109410., ICMP-
10945.CBS523. 66) 1 #HALPE R 9926, e F ITS £
FFA MRS K E M KB, W LMNS-CIR3 5
ICMP-10945, CBS523. 66 Fl CBS109410 L 100% K
HREZFFRRN 1L (EI50) . ZRIES¥HA
S5 R Ay BT E Tk LMINS-C 1R 3 J #3508 57 45 71 .
2.3 REMFTERCAAELAAGIRNR

B 11 HE# LMNS-C3M27E PDA M EEHE A (AB) S &
mFHR(C)FMLERF(D)

Fig. 11
conidia (D) of strain LMNS-C3M2 on PDA

Colonies morphology (A, B), pycnidia (C), and

SRR A5 Bhon] B3R AR HR AR YRR A R, O A EC iR IR R A AR TR 2R T o e At AR SR
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12 E# LMNS-CIR3ZEPDA EMEEEE(A)  SEBFH(B)FMSERTF(C)
Fig. 12 Colony morphology (A), pycnidia (B), and conidia (C) of strain LMNS-C1R3 on PDA

Fed (B 13) . #&Fh e 1d, SHEEH N A I AT AR G B A I i B B2 B4R (8 W B L B4R 6~7 mm (& 13B) . %7k
PRSI B A AR 2 d, i R I B B, 1 DR A A 1 i o B L I R | T B R K (R | ELAR S5~
6 mm (& 13D) , 4= F 2 8™ 48 L B BE 246 ¢ BDE L EAS 1 mm (181 13E) . M A [WHfB M EEAR 785 3 d, it &
TE £ S0P A R, e Aol A1 T B £ % R B 2 TR A 1 SR B A AR €/ i R BRI R 32 i R BR LA 9~11 mm
(I 13F) , 32 i 6 4% 9 A I 7 3 B b e B2 A (8 L R 2 (0 AN LI | AR 4~6 mm (8] 13G) o %Rl JA 1~3 d Xt
ML 7 B R AR (BT 13 A, $2 8 i 8 95 HH B I g B (181 13C) o

pigiii RN &[0!
A. flavus F clavum

G

AN e WA T

/. chenopodii F. boothii A. alternatal

E13 ZEEMREMMAEREREFIIER

Fig. 13 Symptoms of quinoa leaf inoculated with mycelia of endophytic fungi

A X IR R LR ; B: 380 N. betae 1 d; C: %80 A, flavus 3d; D: R F. clavum 2 d; E: 3R N. chenopodii 2 d; F: R F. boothii 3d; G: 4%
M A. alternata 3 d. A: The control group was not inoculated with pathogens; B: Symptoms of quinoa leaves inoculated with N. betae for 1 d; C:
Symptoms of quinoa leaves inoculated with A. flavus for 3 d; D: Symptoms of quinoa leaves inoculated with F. c¢/avum for 2 d; E: Symptoms of quinoa
leaves inoculated with N. chenopodii for 2 d; F: Symptoms of quinoa leaves inoculated with F. boothii for 3 d; G: Symptoms of quinoa leaves inoculated

with A. alternata for 3 d.

2.4 HEMTITRANEALAGIEANER
gE L UAAT 2 0k T 1% 33 N A TR (R R 7 5 RN 3 6 R TIR TR ) X 5 R 28 22 g I O A 2 400 2542 52 M TR HH A%
R BERR O Y AT AR A I RIVE T (B 14A,B) o XTIREEE 32 7 d, B0 75 55 00 I 4 78 760 25 A 7 — T A A i



B34 B 11 Fll2F 3 2025 4 109

B AR 6L Y £1 B i 0 ) S M T IR T A R AR YR R 11,81 % .53, 07 % (47.19% .32. 64 % F119. 91% (& 14C) ; B4t
O IR TR X D A A A 2R AR 5T A R A PR AR A A R O B s AR A ST R R 41 R AR U R 1. 4996 .38..82%
21.80% .12.64% #116.33% (& 14D)

>
[oe}

JRA % 18 B. cinerea IR % 1 B. cinerea 228 7% — I 4. caulina Hii i AL F citri

HRT 5 P, oxalicum (LMNS-K3R2)

WHE/RIEARE T stollii (LMNS-G1P1)

o

C 6o, . LMNSK3R2 50 ¢ a LMNS-GIPI
S S
< a 2
e 0 S 40 |
= &
40 b 30}
5= = b
2 30t =
c be E 20| b
w207 M be
i £ 10 t
| )
C
0 0 L
WAE A AR TR MG HERGAL RN HAEA AR IR AR BERRTE RPN
B. cinerea A. caulina F citri A. alternata  T. roseum B. cinerea A. caulina F citri A. alternata  T. roseum
% JR B Pathogen %% J& B Pathogen

14 BEMFRNEEEISHHBERENMHER

Fig. 14 Inhibitory effect of endophytic fungi from quinoa seeds against five pathogen
AFNE PR IRTE P<<0.05 K22 5 1.3 . Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference in P<<0.05 level.

3 54t

WFIE A AR AR )8 Pl S0 )8 L TE S5 T VR N AR R AEAE T 2R o 3hisiih & 8 (Ziziphus jujube) N 4=
FUB A5, D0 5 R R Ol A% 96 R i 90, AR X 2 BB S 5 D 37, 8406 N 2162001 . LA T U 2 AR A
(Tamariz ramosissima) %018 ) 35 A AL Y0 75 35 (Phragmites australis) F1 3 A ¥ Y 08 5% (Suaeda heteroptera)
P AE LT 0 3R 4 R AR R PR SR AR IS R I, A R AT R L PN A LT 1 AR A R
R R o F A AR g R B, DA R 3 1 b DX AE S B o A B0 0 T B 3% P9 AR TR AR X o A v ) O B
WAL o AT I o3 B O M0 AT B IR N AR BT 6 8 O Fl, L BEAK A0 L B AN R A O A AR, o s R
BAR B 64,4200 11,666 .9. 20% o #F— 20 U B 1 HE S 76 5 08 7R A W) 1 AR ) 0 o8 A DR RE O b 38 0 s
BEHA .

ARATHY 6 J8 9B N AR BB b A 5 UL B AR D T, 2 b S LA B A R s i (B A A E T
A ARG R B, B TSR K (Zea mays) BRI o NS AE & B, A ERHR AR T 51 & ROk
LIRS . Gilardi 25 WF 5T & B0, B R SR 40 0T 51 S 3 i (Solanum Lycopersicum ) M BER AR B . Vaghefi 5V 1F 5%
KL, T3 (Beta vulgaris) #7 i e 760 7T i BT SR AR T 995 A BREJ05 o AR SR 3 S5 Dl 1A A 28 22 SR A X R 5 | kAT Al E
AR AR HE I AR 38 BRI 25 AR T R B T R L (T SR AEAE WS AE RS, o A IRPR A1 R AR R M R T N
i 8 FCR LA R R B M R Y AE L (Arachis hypogaea) . E K /NFE (Triticum aestivum ) 5542 7= iy o X H
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FHEW Y1 E R R G ™ H g N & B e . AR5 & 0 i & AR TR R T i oT

3K AT BE 5 TFAE R T 5 Z AN AR SRR AT OG o DR, O o sik 2 22 T A6 0 ()45 B B 0k 2 BB R R
FETH, SN B
BRI B R 2l A OE & K 1L T (Sasussured involucrata) WA B T HG R W5 0K TR BE W6 7 A B B 1
Y5, H R TG R R TR I B A 6% A9F 5 R AR A (EUAR AR 5T B Uk e BT HE R R T X B A o R (25
S T AR SRR ) LA A U TR, | K 2 W T HE R R B A B R N O T AR . R
B E A ) 22 TR 0 05 TR O T R B K A T . e X R A 2R A R AR B A RO R T A i
LR, Qo 37 v A RN T A A A A RO AR A B 98 B (Fusarium oxysporum) WA K KRB skewE &SR
T R IR T R T FE XA Rk 2 I R iR A6 TR A5 2 P A0 A X A BRI B RIPE T . SR R
B, HOR TR X O 97 IR QB (Ralstonia solanacearum) 4 b 35 09 30 i &% SR o B8 Y I &K (Camellia
oleifera) ML 1 HE v 43 5 1) 0 R 7 55 BRI I A5 BRI L JEI A5 22 D R TR AR T A B k. X SERFSY SR W], BR
TR AN —Bh A= W B 36 0, 2640 ) 22 PR A0 D B TR LA T 0 o FH

AT FE I\ A FhBE S (Rl 7 e A B AT R 3R N AR FUR AL 6 8 O b . Hiop  BEAS A | B il B R T R O A
BBl A R R R A A S A BB B TR RN B ST AR A B R A BUR R ) o R T B MU G OR AR
AR TRXT 5 A0 22 22 955 S50 M AR B o B2 22 P T R IR 9 AR LR R RE S A T ZE R W AR W B IR O B W A
N A8
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