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Pathogen identification and fungicide control of trunk canker of
Cornus alba ‘Bud’s Yellow’
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2. Shanghai Shendi Garden Investment and Construction Co. , Ltd., Shanghai 201205, China;
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Abstract Trunk canker is a severe disease of Cornus alba ‘Bud’s Yellow’ in Shanghai. The causal pathogen was
identified as Pestalotiopsis sp. through isolation, pathogenicity determination and morphological identification.
Phylogenetic analysis based on the comparison of rDNA-ITS sequences showed that this pathogen belonged to the
clade possessing versicolorous median cells, which was consistent with the morphological result. The half maximal
effective concentrations (ECs) of five fungicides were 0.639—1.787 nrg/mL. Field trials showed that the control
efficacy of 25% propiconazole emulsifiable concentrate and 25% azoxystrobin suspension were above 80% in early
stage of the disease, while the control efficacies of all the four fungicides were less than 50% in the following
stage of disease development.
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RiZEFET . IO AN * 2 807 20 5 AR A T AR B 4R
U T HHAE AR A BRI A B B X
MRAE TR 602D I,

U5 F IO XS ¢ 2 2 B AR B R S
AT I A T REAR S5 AT T WL IR L X5 i A
HEAT T 43 B G SR ORI e R AL G B A8
YO AR R R DNA N R %% SR ) B X (ITS, in-
ternal transcribed spacer) FF 51 1 R 45 & B W20 #r s
X IR HEAT TS s IR IEAT T 24 500 Ui 18 24 85 B
AT DR A RO 45 F20m F U 5 B4

1 HESHE

1.1 X¥ES5HE

A v - e 2 el P b i [ 2 8 2 R E R
BE RIS o XoRE RS (1495 e 184 75 D 7R i
BUR AL S (s SEAL i AL 4 mm X 2 mm A9
HAT0% LT 2~3 s. SUH IR AR FH
2 min, FEFCH K PEEDE 3 RGBT BT 0. 2705
fiz ) PDA - I, 25 CHEIREG 77,5 d JG Pk 2k
Je) BT ) TR 22 5% L RS 557 L 4liAb » 0220 P A7 e ik
TR By . X B IA2E s FIG A 4 CHRAF .
1.2 ERENE

FrFE kT PDA Ay B 25 CIEIREREF 5 4, G
WTFEARITIEE 22K 5 mm X 3 mm K/, BEH
CSREC LU AR R AT AR . FIIC R TR J) R R R ik
SR HE YR A L SRR KR
JBRRERR ORIRAT 10, JF X R A SR AR IR 24 h, B
ARG 3 AN IR E W KR R, #eRh g 53
T 7 d A 14 d BT SR AN L, X & i B 2k ik
A7 996 S TRT-FE- 3 5 B PR T O PRI E
1.3 REAESHIERE

W B0 AR 2 2 PDA AR .25 C e i ks

F% 3~7 d, WA VKL S HeE . FE N2 BB T
WS 95 T TR B 4 2B L 08 2 IR I 2 R D,
1.4 J%/EE rDNA-ITS f§ PCR ¥ 1 5 5 5 5 47
1.4.1 3 E4 DNA £

VEBUW RS PDA PR E L T 25 CHE5E 5
~T d, FE AR AR AR KR %) 2803 R ) BB R
2 R AF B, R o B A CTAB 32 $2 B3
41 DNA™
1.4.2 rDNA-ITS PCR # 4 fn 4 ¢,

R B A TDNA TS [X 3858 54 ITS1 -
fungl A1 ITS4 47 PCR 434, 5147 5040 . 1TS1 -
fungl ( 5'-CTTGGTCATTTTAGAGGAAGTAA-3"),
ITS4(5'-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3") , PCR J Jif
R 2 AARTH 25 pL. 4245 . 10X PCR Buffer 2. 5 pL,dNTP
mix(% 25 mmol/1)2 plL, MgCl, (25 mmol/1)1. 5 plL.
FLEE S 9 1TS1/1TSA(20 pmol/1) 4% 0. 5 pl, DNA
BiAR 0. 5 (50 ng/ ) o Tag (5 U/ pl 0. 125 pl., N
FEF R 94 C AR 5 min; 94 CAR: 15 5,50 CiB k.
45 s, 72 CHEAP 45 5,35 MEFR; 72 CHEfH 5 min,

1 Y0 B BR WESE I B Bk ARG PCR =4, ] DNA
B TSGR 7] B (Axygen) VI iE 44k J5 1645 B i 3k
H B
1.4.3  Hw kB s B F BOF 5| a4

it pMDI19 - T Vector ( TaKaRa) %} 4fifk J5
DNA R Bttt A7 5 b « W P BRE 05 28 i K BH 2 B o P a6
A T B A R A R, g R A
NCBI GenBank Chttp: / www. ncbi. nlm. gov) H
Blast [A]J He X, 1] GenBank #2434 [H )7 51, 214
Jeewon ZE5I%F Pestalotiopsis TR P B R 58 K
B Megab. 0 #ff Maximum likelihood 434t
HEMERGEREW . HITFIEAGFEIE 1,

R1 AMRPSERGEENSWEF Y

Table 1 Sequences used for phylogenetic tree analysis in this study

ffi2& Species 27 & Host

GenBank accession no.

HiFE K P Geographic origin

BT Digitalis purpurea
4 TEJE Leucospermum sp.
HilH-#4 J& Xanthorrhoea sp.
MEEYEZR Sonneratia alba
Cupressocyparis leylandii
JINELYEME Scaevola hainanensis
12546 )@ Camellia sp.
Telopea sp.

1256 )8 Camellia sp.

Pestalotiopsis adusta
Pestalotiopsis aquatica
Pestalotiopsis bicilia
Pestalotiopsis disseminata
Pestalotiopsis funerea
Pestalotiopsis gracilis
Pestalotiopsis karstenii
Pestalotiopsis leucothoes

Pestalotiopsis maculans

HP 2% New Zealand AF409955
®IE South Africa AF409956
K H . Australia AF409973
JEf: 22 Philippines AF409976
#1424 New Zealand AF405299
1% F# Hong Kong, China AF409962
HG 2% New Zealand AF405300
% [E & B8 Hawaii, USA AF409969
5 [E France AF405296
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Fh2& Species

2% F Host

HiFEHKJH Geographic origin - GenBank accession no.

Pestalotiopsis microspora
Pestalotiopsis neglecta
Pestalotiopsis palmarum
Pestalotiopsis pauciseta
Pestalotiopsis rhododendri
Pestalotiopsis sydowiana
Pestalotiopsis theae
Pestalotiopsis versicolor1
Pestalotiopsis versicolor?2
Pestalotiopsis vismiae
Pestalotiopsis sp. 1
Pestalotiopsis sp.

Pestalotiopsis sp.

= W Do

Pestalotiopsis sp.
Pestalotiopsis sp.

Pestalotiopsis sp.

~ (o) l

Pestalotiopsis sp.
Pestalotiopsis sp. EN8
Pestalotiopsis sp. 8
Pestalotiopsis sp. EN9
Pestalotiopsis sp. 9
Pestalotiopsis sp. EN12

Seiridium cardinale

Aegiceras cornilatum
AHEIE Calamus sp.
FEAEAR Palm

FH & Ulex europaeus

T A 45 Antidesma ghaesembilla

B BB A Protea melli fera
BALE B FEWA Protea melli fera
Garcia mangostana

FAOR Psidium guajava
EFEAEIR Leucospermum sp.
Garcia mangostana

HE Saccharum of ficinarum
21T )ZJ& Callistemon sp.
KPS GE R Nepenthes khasiana

/

KRG ER Nepenthes truncata
EFAEJE Leucospermum sp.
JNEELWHERE Scaevola hainanensis

EH AR Leucospermum sp.
INELHEHA Scaevola hainanensis
4 GEJE Leucospermum sp.
JNEELWHERE Scaevola hainanensis
Cupressocyparis leylandii

Uncultured Pestalotiopsis clone C13809 * 5 B35 Alpinia o f ficinarum

Pestalotiopsis sp. C6b2b * 745 Citrus limon
Pestalotiopsis sp. 14]JAES *

15SH-W2 *

Maytenus ilici folia

S A FR AR Cornus alba “Bud’s Yellow”  H1[E China

H1[E #FH#E Hong Kong, China AF409958
A FI. Australia AF409975
BAAH). Australia AF409990
FHiv4 22 New Zealand AF409972
KA. Australia AF409986
HIE South Africa AF409970
mAE South Africa AF405297
MR H]V. Australia AF409993
WRFII. Australia AF405298
2 [E B B R Hawaii, USA AF409977
BAH). Australia AF409984
H1[E FH# Hong Kong, China AF409968
MAF) I Australia AF409985
WRAF) . Australia AF409989
H1[E FHFH#: Hong Kong, China AF409992
JEH: 2 Philippines AF409991
mdE South Africa AF409961
H1[E F# Hong Kong, China AF405294
FE South Africa AF409980
1 [ & # Hong Kong., China AF409963
m3E South Africa AF409979
H1[E F#E Hong Kong, China AF409994
Hi74 2% New Zealand AF409995
H1[E China KF718252
% 3 [ Cameroon J1X436803
[ 74 Brazil EF451799

KT953379

1) REREE * BN, 5% Jeewon 00,

Refer to Jeewon et all5lfor the species (genus) without the label .

1.5 ZFIBERE
1.5.1 B 77

25 Yo B TR B IR A (SO (S 1F ik o [ # 9 A TR
ONFD 510 %0 ATk F BRI K 43 HORE 7] (WG) (B 1E 38
3 R A R W) 5 80 %6 % 25 A4 e T IR I B
(WP) (g il T 25 AR Ak T A BRZA D 550 %0 2 18 2 1]
BB (WP BB T A FRARD 525 %0 N 3
g 2L (EC) GEIE R E A BRA FD
1.5.2 EAAAF#®

SR FH R A AR T3 0 T 483X 24 390 %o 8005 T 1)
P22 A KA, KGR RN E PDA JE3R 58 1, F
25C REFAHTPRREIESR 7 d HER 5 mm FTLERH
PRVE G THURE , B 22100 1) T 8 TS Bk 0. 1.
0.2.0.4.0.8.1.6 F1 3.2 ug /mL ) PDA E4i I,
R 3 K, B To 2y A (IR IR, 25 C JRmE S
RN R E AR BB RN ERY 2/3

B F 728 SOk I 45 Ab PR T VR AR MR R 2
AR AHIE,

P22 AR IR 0 =[1— b BRI BLAR —
HPFEAR) /O R AR — D EAR) 1X100.

W T 22 A A B4 38 U LR () 5 27V
SR L X E (o) o Fe e P05 T LR A Il U koK
FELEPE RN H AR v=a+ba, H I &R 25 7] 5
JE B I P e B (ECs0)  JLFRAE -5 e B % B2 1]
A1 A AH DG R B r .

1.5.3 [ 2% kR

T 2014 4F4E i3 - JE PO by [ 21 T H ) 24
BRI . SR WSS (0 ik SRR 2 3 UK, [E] PR
Wi 14 d 24y, BASZRIAL 3 100 750 28 B 21 5
AR FHBE KT B, 25— Uit 25 5K r A LB B
BERR 0T bR . B2y )a 14 d S L tE oL, IF
AR B R TE T8 B B IR . R E A 9
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FRAEINR :0 9, JoBi 1 9, 1 BTGB /NS A
2552 90, TorBON /BN ZE BB R T 1 BG3 9. 1
R TRB AL IR S 25 54 G TRB AL IR A
MiZE HB AN R H KT 145 9. 1Ak 1 AL
IS RB (EDH PRI BO M2 6 . A
%, R RMITTEA RN R O = KM
PREL X100/ BB Bk & Bl TR AR (V) = (1— &b
PR A 2R /5 BEAR 98 %) X 1005 95 17 45 %X = 100
X2 (B PRREIOK 5 FARRAED / IR SR B <
AR s R IEFE BB 1A ZCR (Vo) = (1 — b P
R FE 5/ X BORAE R 50 X< 100,

a: AR b: FEPDAFAR L AKS dIE4; o Widi o A7

2 ERE5HM

2.1 fREERIE

LB AR BUZ A IR T 6 A K
RPN FERAR B EHBIK Y 3 mm i 845 0
PP S R S S 30 T2 9 B » B 15 114 5 g+ g BRE 128
YRR, sl R S AN HUUPAR A
SRR BIVIRIRIE . S EORBESRIE TR 73 b 5B 26 A A
M Fr A (BT La) o 5 JL T B AT 452 AR AR TOURT 4 /)
AL BB S AT (R YAE bR AR AR &
HURPRAEYIRE 20T

™ R
= 2
&
‘)m

a: Symptom of infected branch; b: Colony on PDA after 5 d; c: Conidia of the pathogen

B 1 4dmAKTFREREREFERELS
Fig. 1 Symptoms of infected branch of Cornus alba and morphology of the pathogen Pestalotiopsis sp. causing trunk canker

2.2 REHEETE
22,1 FRESH L ERBRENE

MORBER R ¢ SR80 L1 Hm AR PR 5 AN e R
R BE » DB RE A il 5 FEAL & T 3 Jetti )
LT 8, KRG A% 16 DHETE, Hp 54>
PRIV L R €8, AP ATLPRIR 2 > TRV 2R 1 T B 13
g5k 15SH-W1, 15SH-W2, Hi4r 10 AN
TETCAFFIE — B0 B3 R A4 N BEHLERIC 4 4~
IR BT RS R 43 i 5 15SH-G1, 15SH-G2,
15SH-G3, 15SH-G4., # ik 6 Bkd's FtkiE 1 80mtE
M 235 5 L% 2, 15SH-W1 F1 15SH-W2 25 J5 A bk
YT AR S TT 4 R EATR U Ry A R TR AR A
JEANERG . MEORTERE 15SH-W1 1 15SH-W2 #:5p
PERIRBEIF T T R B SRR

76 PDA R 323 |-, @i#k 15SH-W1 fil 15SH-W2
A2 BB A, BAEKES L H -
PR TR (8 1), BOUEL S E R
YV A AT RN R (29. 14222, 25) pm X (7. 12+

0. 39) pm, S EMLFHAT 4 508 W A0+ h
5ANANAE, ) 3 AU R e, o S, W
s PN AN TG e, 3 = AT . DA EHeE R 3
HRRR R 22 (K3 30, 7742, 81 pm) , i@ 22 T A
SRR BE AN A — AR I B R 22 (K
7.78+1. 96 pm) (B 1), MAEFREE B BB/ E
P R S EARTE SRR —8. R EE RS A
AT RRAE 2 BT 20 AR O SRS L I Bk
BERF S W2 B8 Pestalotiopsis 73 1L, B
R R X LB 2 B Pestalotiopsis sp. o

SRy ik TR R SO P 2 R T 41 TR PR TR A
15SH-W1. ¥k 15SH-W1 i 953 B bR . 5 A
15SH-W1(SC) , Btk 15SH-W1 [ [R5 B Bk » G
5 16SH-WI1(E), witk 15SH-W2 1 [l it 73 15 16
¥R g5 15SH-W2(E), M 2 558 ml 51, ik 4
TR BT 22 P 140 R AR X0 28 B A s o T 6t BRAS 2 5
PR T 0 A 3 15 4R A5 1 B 4% 2 B4 Pestalotiopsis
sp. BRI 2 2B AR IS5 0 1 B0 e R A
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Table 2 Pathogenicity determination of the isolates of Pestalotiopsis sp.
LS R B/ 4E-A-H 7 d JEIR BT /em 14 d JEIRBEF- B /em
Isolate Date of inoculation Average length of canker after 7 d Average length of canker after 14 d
Xt B8 Control 2015 - 06~ 30 0
15SH-G1 2015 - 06 — 30 0 0
15SH-G2 2015-06 - 30 0 0
15SH-G3 2015- 06 - 30 0 0
15SH-G4 2015-06 - 30 0 0
15SH-W1 2015-06 - 30 2.03%0. 45 2.6740. 54
15SH-W2 2015-06 - 30 4,134+0.19 5.67+0. 31
Xf 8 Control 2015-08 - 22 0 0
15SH-W1 2015-08 - 22 0.77%0. 17 1. 0740. 33
15SH-W1(SC) 2015-08 - 22 1.1340. 17 1.1340. 17
15SH-W1(E) 2015-08 - 22 0. 87%0. 05 0. 87+0. 05
15SH-W2(E) 2015-08 - 22 1. 2040. 08 1. 9040. 84

2.2.2 JFJRH tDNAITS 75| 947 B & Gesk (A 2

FB14% 1TS1 - fungl #1 ITS4 %f 15SH-W2
PRIEN 4] DNA PCR § #3875 T 1 4% 600 bp &£ 47
(R T 25ty o B H BR AR R 2lifb O s BT S
43 TN 590 bp B rDNA-ITS 341, ¥i% ¥
H (2338 GenBank B3 % , & 555 KT953379) 1
GenBank %4 72 /b 717 Blast [A] Y4 L XT, 4528 2
AR P 5 5 Z MR B8 2 B AR (Pestalotiopsis
sp. ) T R T 91 G 5345 KF718252. 1, KF718250. 1,
EF451804. 1,KF718249. 1,JX436803. 1, EF451799. 1)
AL AR k3 99% . i FLLEFFAIR fE %
SE B [ B 25 3R v AR RS 35 98 26 LA 1 1 171
RZ, HE WP s R 2 B A& T A F Fl Blast
Foxf 25 &0 15SH-W2 J§ FHIE 2 EM)RE. A
ABS o B TR T,

T2 1 FHRTEY), 288 Jeewon 25535 ] MEGA
5. 0 Bk 2% A Maximum Likelihood 4387 75 1, ¥4 72
ARG KB W bootstrap R 1 000, RAEHHT 4R
TR, B AR 1 R G 25 2 X B R
ELIER N EE N XY Z =K. BTk
15SH-W2 5 Blast [a] 14 Hb X b [l V5 e 5 ) B
¥ 51 (KF718252,]X436803, EF451799) #4178 X 4% F
(F 2 BHEMNZ R EEERE. S BaE
oA = REFEA I Teewon 5 F| ] ITS Fl
5. 8P 1 R G it AL A B i 25 2R — 3K, [
i}, Jeewon 8E IR IE 25 R KM, X 3 AT T &
Gk BIE BRI, S U R FIESREX 401
KB RV - X IEBHE S RAE Sy o 8] 40 it 5 (6 H. T
Vit A0 L B 24 DB ANAAAERLAR ke, Y 28 BRI hy vh
V) 240 e ] e, L T it £00 e e I8 22 T 47 A LR T i L Z

AR w T 4 i ] €2, L T 240 6 o Js 22 oA
FAERCIRIE . ABF I 5 DR 28 37 20 B AR 5%
AR AT A SRR A4 5 X SRERFAL « v 1) 240 S
0 Tl bt s 22 TR AN RER ™ .

— Pestalotiopsis aquatica

Pestalotiopsis gracilis

@ 15SH-W2

Pestalotiopsis sp. 14JAES

Pestalotiopsis rhododendri

Pestalotiopsis sydowiana

Pestalotiopsis sp. C6b2b

Pestalotiopsis sp. 3

8] Pestalotiopsis leucothoes

— Uncultured Pestalotiopsis clone C13809
Pestalotiopsis sp.1

W{ Pestalotiopsis versicolor 2

I— Pestalotiopsis sp.2

Pestalotiopsis sp. EN 9
Pestalotiopsis sp. EN 8

Pestalotiopsis sp. 4
ME{ Pestalotiopsis versicolor 1

Pestalotiopsis palmarum

le

L— Pestalotiopsis pauciseta
Pestalotiopsis sp.6
Y4%‘_‘ Pestalotiopsis theae
99| Pestalotiopsis sp.5

100

Pestalotiopsis funerea
Pestalotiopsis sp.9
Pestalotiopsis sp.8
Pestalotiopsis maculans

7 — Pestalotiopsis karstenii

100 Pestalotiopsis adusta

99 Pestalotiopsis disseminata

Pestalotiopsis neglecta

Pestalotiopsis microspora
97 Pestalotiopsis sp. EN 12
Pestalotiopsis sp.7

Pestalotiopsis bicilia
100

Pestalotiopsis vismiae

Seiridium cardinale

0.01
E 2 EHT GenBank HEEMRGEE SRR
Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree based on the ITS sequences of the
15SH-W2 and other isolates from GenBank
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2.3 ZFIERRER
231 ENHAFSRER

R 3 HRIRW]L 5 R BN EC (AT, 802
ARG B IR R ) ECs, {EL R AR 9 0. 639 mg/L,
25 3 W i A7 A0 ECso fELfemi -y 1. 787 mg/ L
2.3.2 EHNAFHHEARER

MR 4 AP I EE A R AT AL 2R 1 ORI 2

YRZH S5 P %R A B 51k 4. 20 A1 6. 00,
3 R AR R . e, 25 20 P BRIEELIINA 25 %
A TG BRI R 2 A B O BT IR 5 1 IR 2 B
TRCRAT B 95. 24760 85. 710 .55 2 K2 4
BIRKE] 90. 00 %1 80. 00% ., (HFHZE WG & 1 & e .46
3 Y A 0 B B T BOA B 17, 40 B, 4
AT E BRI N T 50%.

R3I SWRAEF FE'LAMAIRHFZRE Pestalotiopsis sp. FIERNFHANE

Table 3  Sensitivity assay of the pathogen Pestalotiopsis sp. of Cornus alba alba ‘Bud’s Yellow’ trunk canker to

five fungicides in laboratory

Nl A7) [ 5 7 7 ECsy/mg » L1 R ZRE ()
Fungicide Regression equation ’ Correlation coefficient
80X Fx4E4% WP 80% mancozeb WP y=1. 206x+5. 234 0. 639 0. 952
10 %A Bk H R WG 10% difenoconazole WG y=0. 404x+5. 050 0. 751 0. 979
50% % H R WP 50% carbendazim WP y=4.6992+5. 519 0. 775 0. 969
25% M EC - 25% propiconazole EC y=0. 561x+4. 987 1. 055 0. 997
25 %5 liE SC 25% azoxystrobin SC y=0. 470x+4. 881 1.787 0. 970

R4 ATWMREANFE

413w AR5 i Y 18] B i 380 R

Table 4 Efficacy of four fungicides for control of Cornus alba trunk canker in field experiments

%15 %20 %3 fE
After the first treatment After the second treatment After the third treatment
%Tﬂ?ﬂj ek Bie wtE BilA s bive  WtE BiiA . bive Wt BiiA
Fungicide o, RO/ BB WU/ L RO/ Y HREC ROR/% LT, BUR/Y% 1B BUR/ %
W/ % i " W/ . W/ . .
. Control Disease Control . Control Disease Control . Control Disease Control
Incidence . . . Incidence . . . Incidence . . .
efficacy index efficacy efficacy index efficacy efficacy index efficacy
80 %1% WP
UA/TJ“?;:%E%# 7.00 22,22 2. 60 38. 10 8. 00 33. 33 6.20 —3.33 16.00  46.67 9. 80 43. 68
80% mancozeb WP
10 %0 27k T 1 me WG - -
10% difenoconazole WG 4. 00 55. 56 3. 20 23. 81 5. 00 58.33 4. 40 26. 67 17.00  43.33 11.00 36.78
9 Sk EC
ZSAWH % EC 1. 00 88. 89 0. 20 95. 24 1. 00 91.67 0. 60 90. 00 23.00  23.33 10.40  40. 23
25% propiconazole EC
25 Yo g SC
. SRR SC .00  88.89 0.60 85.71 2,00 83.33 1.20 80.00 25.00 16.67 10.60  39.08
25% azoxystrobin SC
WK Water 9. 00 = 4.20 = 12. 00 = 6. 00 = 30. 00 = 17. 40 =

3 hie

WL EM)E Pestalotiopsis B Steyaert®11949
AEEST HZAE LK Guba'® | Sutton'™ , Nag Raj'"
E R RGN FE T IS FHEHA T 0% )8 SORAUE 1
SR —EAFEA AR RS Jeewon S5 (55
HOLE T T R G K BRI KGR UR T
5%, 22 W] Sutton'™ {43205 1 AR S T oy T &
GRBEFIRBIN I REIR . BRETA M RE iy A
ZEHUJE Pestalotiopsis A VL FIESEAES . 234
il BA Z AR T it s 22, o0 AR 45 5 D4, T
Ui i & 22 AN 3 SR 03 3. ARBFSE R SR BT AL
B AR B AT A E R TE AR, R H R

WL B)JE Pestalotiopsis sp. .

[P ASAIF R AT rDNA-TTS 281 53 M 4 1 5
SR BEWRIT BN E AR 15SH-W2 647 12> 5/E9)
U o % rDNA-ITS B AE GenBank (3 4
) Blast [a] 5 Ho %) 45 R R W vk 15SH-W2 J&§ T 1)
BEZBMIEN R, SIS P LEEELT R —2
B FiZJE N (DNA-TTS F B () AR R v, A
5 rDNA-TTS X DURF I B bk 48 5 31 Ff— 73 28 1.
JC. TERGHALR b 5 Rk 15SH-W2 4b T [6]— 79
SC A ZAAN R RS 04U B 22 7 S R Pk 2 B X
TR R [R18 % IE B A0 0  [m] RME8 vo  AH B Z TR XE A X
gy i EEEZ TR N % E 2 Lo A TR/
AT T B it R EREM S 2 BAEN
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P23k 241 4>, SR Jeewon S5 4k 55 45 &
FRGEE IR R NN AF ERRAGEIEN
05 2 B AN N 4328 BRI, 23 A= 467 Rt H AR
VE R TR N 23 28 B9 R EEARSE . RLIG Y AT 0L 38 2 B 40
W RERFEE S — MR E N KRR R,
PIRALF HER FLIAR S 38 2 B % 7 3
BARB A R AE

B2 B0 e AL 5 AR 2 R W6 S L 1A (]I
R WRAAREY) | — K HENEHE., AR
Blast FEX 255 ELH], HAA 5 15SH-W2 J581 AHRL P B
BRI RE . a0 KF718252. 1. KF718250. 1, EF451804. 1,
KF718249. 1,JX436803. 1, EF451799. 1 S8 i iA
NAE LA, FAROESE MR R rDNA-TTS J7 41
SRS R BREIREY], WM 2 B RAER
FOR W AEPE SR B 1 BT SR R SR B R
[F]l— %N . ASHEEH, Blast FExtgh B B or 558
ZFR BRI Pestalotiopsis sp. AR
A PETRAR A M A . T AROGAET A B Pl
Z BHAEA R AR TED ARy AT USRIy 3 A= 4R
AR RS, WAL BT — & &0 T AT L
7 R IR AU B 2 B A, NS 2 B A Pestaloti-
opsis theae JEAHIIR I EL T . 1E & AEAABHT AT
PR FRNAE TR, R, 51 © 28 L0 B R 5
SR B Pestalotiopsis sp. S 1E =S IR EE 4 T .
AR A AR L AP AE T BRAE AR sl A A Y b
{EAFHE— 2P BT

21 H ATt 76 i b X% AR 38 4 o0 0 1
PR RES 73 A S5 22, B BAE AR ARG AT . % THIAL
SO LL AR 4y el K A0 5 ] ) — 41 B R R
Cornus alba “Sphaethii” F 1597975 3E 47 10 995 5 1 &8
ELE R I, Hoh 35 %5 B B W Botryosphaeria do-
thidea 5|2, 5% 07~ 76 36 1, 1L 2 6 8 A YY)
Cornus spp. |12 5 2| 111 48 84 J8 JH 95 (dogwood an-
thracnose) & 3 o0 5 B8 B 28 58 N Discula de-
stractival'™  RIGFEM AL HAR 25| 2L R
COIRFERE. AWFFE . i1 e SR e v i © 2R
£ 3 AR f AR M X O B 5 Rl 51 3t 97 ik 1) i i
F % N Pestalotiopsis sp. . NI, 78 F B %
SE 15 DL A 97 9 14 JL o 2 /D A7 AE 2 o (H
X 2 Pl I I 2 0 B B BN AR R XL H 2 AR
L DRI Ao L %) 20 3 A it A [] o 5 | o A 5 AN []
PRI AE b st IXR L P 21 B A 15 | 15 97 1) 2

o S TR 2 A AT e AT R A IBURE 03 B A g
HiE .

SRV 38 P 2 790 it e B 114 T L 2475 240 %0 D
BRI A AN TR J3E B 40 8 4 T S 2 b 25 0 3 3 %
o BN I N R LE R W 25 06 P9 PR
FLIbFN 25 06 v R T B TR R BT IR RCR ATk 8000 LA L
(EL 25 T A Ji i - AR 4 ARl % TR X 3 A B R 2
REPNT 5000, ABFTEARREH B —Fh REAS A 280
W2 E IR PG M E 2 T LR A
BRI - BT SRS B HORAE B A B BT I
T SRR A B 3 o KB D AR SR TE R
T Z T AT AT A 24550 T 7 P
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