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Genetic diversity analysis and virulence differentiation of Pyrenophora
graminea , the pathogen of barley leaf stripe in Gansu province
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Abstract The genetic diversity of Pyrenophora graminea collected from different regions in Gansu, was detected
with RAPD markers, and the virulence difference between isolate QQ and isolate QWC was tested by the sandwich
method. The results showed that a total of 126 fragments were obtained from 45 isolates. Among them, all of the
fragments were polymorphic, with an average of 7.41 fragments per RAPD marker. The genetic similarity ranged
from 0.468 3 to 0.984 1, with the average of 0.830 8. Isolates in the study were classified into 4 groups at a ge-
netic similarity level of 0. 723 6. Virulence test showed that isolate QWC had higher virulence than isolate QQ,
and isolate QWC and isolate QQ had virulence difference on all barley varieties except ‘Ganpi 2° and ‘GP-37,
which were immune to isolate QWC and isolate QQ. The results indicated that there was genetic difference among
45 isolates and a clear virulence differentiation between isolate QWC and isolate QQ.
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Table 1 The strains in the study

i = St £y The Y.
miffﬁklé%v R A2 R s x%ﬂﬁ,ﬁ A 4]
solate Isolate Sampling .
Host . Sampling date
no. name locality
1 JT K#E Hif stz 2009 - 06
2 CWT K#E Hf 522 2009 - 06
3 SSW K& Hikms 2009 - 06
4 YC K#E Hifk & 2009 - 06
5 QWC K& Hf s 2009 - 06
6 SW K Hikr4 2009 - 06
7 GL K HifdR 2009 - 06
8 SD K HR P 2009 - 06
9 SGS K3 Hias 2012 - 06
10 ClZ K3 Hifiak g 2012 - 06
11 XSB K#E Hifk & 2012 - 06
12 QZ K% Hf 2012 - 06
13 XTB K H RS 2012 - 06
14 HZZ KE HHM 2012 - 06
15 QQ K HR LA 2012 -06
16 QQ-4 KFE L 2012 - 06
17 DQ K# HilEN 2012 - 06
18 DQ- 2 K% TR EN 2012 - 06
19 CH K% Hr ik 2012 - 06
20 HZ K Hifrde 2012 - 06
21 SSB K#E Hifk & 2012 - 06
22 HYH *E H i Eo 2012 - 06
23 TB *E Hifrk 2012 - 06
24 SS K HikhE 2012 - 06
25 HZT K Hifrd 2012 - 06
26 HSH K Hrmom 2013 - 06
27 HS K*E Hkmim 2013 - 06
28 NH-1 K HR P 2014 - 06
29 NH-2 K3 Hr ik 2014 - 06
30 ZHZH K HEH M 2014 - 06
31 DZ K#E Hifk & 2014 - 06
32 LB-1 *E Hifrk 2014 - 06
33 LB-2 K Hifk B 2014 - 06
34 HJX-1 KFE HifkE 2014 - 06
35 HJX-2 K= Hifia g 2014 - 06
36 YPH KF# HxE 2014 - 06
37 ZYM K*E Hrkmem 2014 - 06
38 SGST K3 H R 2014 - 06
39 WG K3 H i R 4R 2014 - 06
40 SBC KFE Hifr Rk 2014 - 06
41 SGXT K& Hil R 2014 - 06
42 MLS *E H R R 2014 - 06
43 GKM HRR Hkhih 2014 - 06
44 SSH KR HikhE 2014 - 06
45 SKL KE WSENBUREM 2014 - 06




¢ 192 -

5 4Ly

2019

Brgedt, T B A BN (potato dextrose agar,
PDA) B4k . BhE 38 200 g %k 10 g 35l 17 g.
AEWKERR L,

A B AL 2 X Master Mix, R i 28 (A6 50
IR A BR A s Marker 1, RARAE AL RHE (AL 5D
AR 7] 5 HoAth 1250 34 O = 7= 4y Hr i, 070 - 851
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RAPD 5|9l At 5075 G A K B 0y A R W
G AR R I 2 BN 51 Y B3 2. PCR Y™
WK Z K 10 pl: 2 X Master Mix 5 L., 10 pmol./L 5|
W1 11,60 ng/pl KAk 1 L, i ddH, O % 10 pl., PCR
P TN 94°C TR 3 min; 94°CA8E 30 5;37°C 1B
K 3083 72°C 4 2 min, 3 35 MEFR; 72°C 4E{H 10 min,
ACARAE PCR P28 1. 5 VOBl BRI L kG
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Table 2 Sequence of the primers and number of polymorphic fragments obtained by RAPD analysis

5% J¥31(5"-3") ZPE R B 5% J¥31(5"-3") ZPE R B
Primer Sequence Number of polymorphic fragments | Primer Sequence Number of polymorphic fragments
S66 GAACGGACTC 4 S2088 GGGAAGCGTC 4
S84 AGCGTGTCTG 5 S2089 CCCGCTTTCC 3
S86 GTGCCTAACC 4 S2094 CTTTGCGCAC 8
S122 GAGGATCCCT 6 S2099 AGGCCAACAG 16
S1080 TGATGGCGTC 3 OPKO08 GAACACTGGG 8
S2082 ACGCCTGTAG 14 OPK12 TGGCCCTCAC 9
S2083 TGGACTCGGT 14 OPA03 AGTCAGCCAC 3
S2084 CCCAAGCGAA 8 B10 CTGCCTGGGAC 6
S2086 CAGCGGGTCA 11

1.2.2 K 4000 & wHk QWC M QQ By BUm 1 I €

O 70 52 T iR = BA AN OB Rk
QWC 1 QQ 73l 7 PDA R dk Ry SR 7 d ETR VR
NGATHE D & T8 PDA #5330k b 78 22°C T E
MIEFR 7 d, RIEERN KRR 1.

B 70% ZEEAL B 30 s, T 5 Y0 R AR B
AEFR 5 min, Z2TCH K MGE 2 U B R T
RGN FE TARK 7 d MZER2Z K PDA 157
Berpa], B A H A A 30 R R F B BN A
SWHEKE 6CRIEIE 20 d 5B EHA 12 em fE
#5.L/D=12 h//12 h, 5555 45 d Ja Rl B8 42
PR AT WS 10 28 g X i O ) 4 R 4 e R B
REAR A4 B 2K
1.3 #ESH

F LTRSS R DNA B35 i Hoa] 852 1Y 450000
RV TCAAIIC 0”7 R TR NTSYSpe 2. 10e 1
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GS) , % ] UPGMA (unweighted pair group method
with arithmetic mean) JEEF 7825047,
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WAk HIX-1 5 LB-2 3845 A0 LR B ok, & —
AL IR B L 22 /N A LB-2 5 NH-1
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FEH MR T A [ 3 X, 38 5 5 2R 3 W e PR 4
TR — b XA BB R BR A i, 4 DQ A DQ-2
POARVTH I 51T AR SR ] — P B F) A T 8 A e
BRI AEA R A R W Ak DQ F1 DQ-2 1]
FAAE—E B 22 5 AP RTINS 1 T ik SKL
SRR T HN K E 1 XSB RAE—& , 1L ARl R 5K
BRI 3R T RAPD 3B 4 W R 22 2 B0
PR RS AHE-55 TR OR 1) ey LA Y0 18] 35 W ) AR SR A
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0.54 0.65 0.76 0.87 0.98
Coefficient

Bl 1 45 M Erk RAPD tRi2 B RS E
Fig. 1 Cluster analysis of 45 Pyrenophora

graminea isolates with RAPD marker

2.3 EHQWCH QQHIHRNER

Rtk QWC 1 QQ 70 B4 M T 62 1y A [l
PR R i BRI LB 1 22 5. SRR 4%
PR QWC R MRHI A %R 0~90. 1204
R TR QQ 1R IHR 0~66. 672057 62 MR

fn el R QWC Fl QQ 35 &5 %5k 38. 28%
110, 04 %6 43 I FE BN vh S B0 71 A0 55 B0 77 - 1
Pk QWC Buig J1 5w bk QQ A ELESR . ik QWC
1E 62 A B B0 1 RIK IR 9 A~ Fh 3R
PUEREO 1,36 A S Al B F B0 4 8o 1 A1
A A BRI 5% T1, 6 A Rh 2RI TEEON
715 FRE QQ XA 62 A Fh AR R B R EOR 77,
TE 12 Al 13RI R T A 80w 77, 30 A A 1 3R
RESECR 77,20 A b AP B R B BBUR 1 (R 3.
QWC F1 QQ BRTE S Fl“ H gL 2 57 Fin* GP-3” L3RI
RTCEE TIAh 2R R EBOR ) R K. T
FERIKE B AR R QWC LR QQ BUR 1155
{EJEZEA 0 b A LB AR QQ H R QWC 2w
58, QN7 “BARI1937 il Py 08PJ-36" Ltk QWC 3=
A TCEOR T R QQ F#I M EEUR S, BT
AN [R) St bk A R R 1) B 7 2 S 5 B TR Bk QWC A
IR QQ 7716 B EUR 1225 .

x3 AEXZMAANIEM QWC 1 QQ FHEIEM
Table 3 Resistance of barley accessions to isolate
QWC and QQ by artificial inoculation

ik QWC itk QQ
Pyrenophora Pyrenophora
S FeWE graminea QWC graminea QQ
Variety Source LR/ % BURNER KR/ Y BUR I %R
Disease Virulence Disease  Virulence
incidence grade incidence grade

Baudin TRKH Y. 35.42 rh 16. 67 55
Lina P 88. 89 Ei 5. 26 55
L 13 FiZ% 39. 65 B 6.67 5
%13 ki ] 48. 56 rh 15. 00 55
99 & 7 1t ] 56. 52 rh 7.14 55
Alexis ik ] 88. 24 Gy 2.22 55
Cristina FidEs) 55. 56 e 26. 83 e
vodka b Es | 85. 28 il 4. 44 55
FNKF-2 B 32.98 i 10. 00 55
TABORA W E 36. 55 rh 9.70 55
Podie b Es| 50. 00 H 4.76 55
Fergus JIESN 71. 43 i 0. 00 b
Z140V015W FEH 33.33 rh 6. 08 55
Z036Q029R FEH 78. 06 Ci 0. 00 I
GERTRUD [ 46. 67 Hr 6.67 55
72030004V FEH 9. 89 55 0. 00 o
Monex E3E| 94, 44 iR 10. 00 55
Z141V055W FEH 12. 50 55 6. 25 55
BARI193 FEH 0. 00 o 25. 20 i
G0615119T [ 93. 75 i 0. 00 TG
707190489 B 59. 14 i 0. 00 Jc
Z120V016W EH 8.09 55 11. 11 55
Z122v027w FEH 31. 09 i 25. 00 s
HAZA ERN 40. 64 2l 0. 00 ¥
EaTEEs H A 29. 17 e 38. 09 i
I R < ERS 68. 75 o 16. 67 55
JEBEE 1 5 ES 50. 00 il 30. 69 Gl
kR 12 5 HA 10. 20 L] 15.15 5
PR ) FH] 33.33 G 0. 00 X
Raxana Lkl 12. 50 55 6.52 55
Jubilant ) - F) 25. 17 rh 0. 00 G
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43R 3 Table 3(Continued)

Hitk QWC itk QQ
Pyrenophora Pyrenophora
S Sy graminea QWC graminea QQ
Variety Source R/ BURNER KRR/ Y BURS1%%

Disease Virulence Disease  Virulence

incidence grade incidence grade
Jaxana 1) A1 36. 38 th 7.33 55
S1 BUR I 29. 45 th 31.19 th
HELE REERH 26,52 t 2.78 95
Hom 2 ] 0. 00 I 0. 00 Jo
BY-1 thEHR 33.33 th 2. 22 )
e REHR 12,04 5 26.19 th
0010- 13 REHA 18.75 55 6.73 55
9910 - 49 b 5. 56 o) 0. 00 e
8810-3-1-3 mEHM  37.50 th 0. 00 T
ZYMO876 REHS 22.73 th 0. 00 J&
9821 -137 b 8.33 o) 0. 00 e
FHH i b PEHR 78.57 Ci 0. 00 ¥
0020 — 4 r A 0. 00 ¥ 2.38 55
GP-3 b 0. 00 5o 0. 00 e
T 1174 FEYTSR 25,65 th 0. 00 ¥
R i E VL 0. 00 ¥ 10. 37 55
74 08PJ-36 RENSEL 0,00 5o 33.02 th
W1 REEEFE 6431 il 4.18 55
f#E 15 HREWT 33.33 th 0. 00 ¥
Ftiz 2 & FREWIYL 55. 00 i 12. 25 55
ZYMO0890 hEPER 43,74 th 20. 22 th
VY- R PEPER 3813 i 0. 00 ¥
ZYM0207 thEPEEK 16,67 5 24. 44 th
ZYMO0339 hEPER 68,42 th 10. 00 55
ZYM-3394 REPER 42,07 th 8. 89 5
ZYM0433 hEEE 33.33 th 18. 63 Gl
ZYMO379 EPER 45,00 th 25. 25 th
ZYM6953 HPE PG 26.57 th 66. 67 th
EE=5 FREWIL 50. 42 r 0. 00 ¥
FT79-2 H [ L 5. 88 55 0. 00 ¥
WK 2 PEWL 90,12 Eiy 3. 89 55
3 it

A SRR A B R RO LR R XU
AR T Bl if B R R B 9E L P A
SEPA EARAT SC AR i i p s L A RN 20 77 22
S X T A U ARSI RAPD J7 XA
R K SR U R AT AL ek 0 HT I i ad
NTHERRTTEEXIAN R AR A T 800 71 22 505

ABIFELR L7 RAPD 231 Al PLAE 78 S
BRI (L 225 . 5 Jawhar 2607 F1E AR B S 45 R
B2 I HAB T B 5 | 80 2 T i A0
FETHER] 17 2670 L bk (8] 2 B 2 250 51 9. T
Jawhar S5 EARBISES 2350 LR 9 Z6H 2 5%
Z 754 RAPD 5191, AiEe RAPD 745 1 2R
PGS TE R AR M X R I 2 B 5 EH VI ES iR
TEFY 46. 1500 AF LA 77 A K 22 7 T RE S AR BF 5

I 6 AR . S |-
PR GKM SRAE T H N H ra BB R Rk 1 2R
ISR W R H vk GKM 506 I8 1 H kol 18 89 3 vk
SSH it 22 S a /N, REE—, X 5 EHEWHES ]
AR 5 A 2F 4 — 2 AR B o 45
WA—E AT Re S UL ME R A ¢, AR AR
B RAPD 58265 90] 5 1l [X B AR HUHOIC U TC AR Sk L 5
Bayraktar 2 (55 45 FAH— 0, i OG0 R R
55K 2B MR E A 5, TR — Hiu XA [ b feh
FRUFH AN G o A [E)Fp A X I8 [R] ) o 03 %o R P
TEAN 7] b 3 DXl ] P A2 405 A 38 B A

AN 8 AN [R] b Fb 28 N 32 RP A 8] B A I 1
IR XA ) R AR AT B0 ) 22 S0 45 50 o
AN B BRI B0 11 22 5 40K S5 a0 AN BFgT 46 0o 1)
F—8, A ZFR D AR K S Tsotta” 1 XT 43
PR 22 2 B0 T HEAT B0W F1 0 22 , HP sk QWC
FTERE QQ 201Kl 43 b 3 B0 1 T B A0 55 8807 1 1
MR TASHFSE SR R QWC FIR PR QQ 7E 62 iy K
7% FAE T EUR T30 e » 45 3 BN Rk QWC B K
QQ ok J1 » 5 7 " ER A B gT A5 R — K
R QWC FIEHE QQ FA7E MR B0 )1 22 57 7530 45
ARl R QWC RBLICEDR 7, (R Rk QQ ik
IR AR . 4N BARTI93 F1° Py 08PJ-36", ASHFE
S 2 i Fb < H R 2 457 R GP-37 Xk QWC F
PR QQ BRI MPUIR - FP 5 R & BB AR, J5
S 7% JEGH I R s AR R IATE S S A SR B
JEDR B QTL, i 5 44 Ry A 42 4% B0 RO FL & il
PR TR

M A R HEER T 40 4% RAPD 5|9 24
PRSI 17 25 RAPD XA MR IET T8 15 2R
B SR T K AR B L £
FEME T T 11T KR 1) RAPD 5 | i 18 55 R F
HbRic IR T A ST . AHFSE H B B Ak QWC
FFE QQ TEARFIK A ffh Fut 1 T80% 11 25 S 5e
Ji B N e R 22 R R AEAS ] il F b A T 380 ) 25 57
TS » 30 30 BRI RR ] 352 4% 22 S S0 ) 25 59 K32 2R 8
TR B FR S B SO HLE A I S S A A
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