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Resistance monitoring of Penicillium digitatum from Gannan navel orange to com-
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Abstract; The frequency and level of resistance of Penicillium digitatum population from 7 counties of Gannan,
Jiangxi Province to commonly used fungicide imazalil, prochloraz, thiophanate-methyl and iminoctadine tris, as
well as the resistant molecular mechanism to imazalil were studied. The results showed that the consistent resist-
ance to imazalil and prochloraz was presented in P. digitatum. The resistant frequencies of P. digitatum to ima-
zalil were 82% and 90% in 2011 and 2012, respectively. The average resistant factor was 51.5. The resistance
molecular mechanism of P. digitatum to imazalil from Gannan belonged to IMZ-R3, which was conferred by an
insertion mutation of 199 bp in the promoter region of CYP51B gene. The resistant frequencies of P. digitatum
to thiophanate-methyl were 82% and 91% in 2011 and 2012, respectively. However, all strains tested in the
study were sensitive to fungicide iminoctadine tris. The study provided a scientific basis for the choice of fungi-
cides in the post-harvest disease control of citrus.
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T ERCR S A T 71 Ak 332 [ P 91 B T T A 4 500 1Y
FEFB, 14-o- It JE 1 ) 57 (14 -o-demethyla-
tion inhibitors , DMIs ) A% i 71 417 25 M FIWK i e | 8T
WRIB R PR FRIME A R L i R A2 R, DL
SRR A TR AT A5 2 35 pi BT R B 36 SR 5 v 5 1)
AR,

DMIs 7% B 57 A9 5 FHAIL 1 2 90 1 78 14 22 # §S
P11 B B ags A2 R ) 14-oc- 6 FR L 1 . H 1987
AEEE T RIREHT DMIs WG S5 R HE R G,
TH A5 b A 208 i T AH A7 2 s TR DL 3 2K 24 7 ) (1]
L H TR A HE R SR B R X DMIs 77 A
YR FHLEIA 3 Bl B IMZ-R1 B, H: CYPsIA
NG FIX A MG 4 4 126 bp FECE R A
A7 IMZ-R2 B H CYPSIA BRI R 3 7 KA
199 bp HYHH A 27851 Al Sun 21 % B IMZ-R3
R H CYPSIB 3L S 81 T IX A7FAE 199 bp HYTH A
RAF . SUARELIN (CYPSIA B CYPSIB) RN 5T
XK T R Beddi AR 248 1 3 80 bR 3k P 3238 1)
BN B & PR, B I0E (Aspergillus fla-
vus) CYP51C 5[5 4 AT B AV 5 & A 4 L%
SHT DMIs F= A Hi k™ DMIs % R A% 4% 55 9
(R B VA SR RO T 2R 77 A PR 4 KT 32 31
FEE RIS ORI 2 R B R AR FH AL
AR SHRE N B B R AL S, HIEME A
B OWIR T SRR AT B, AN M A Bl
25 RS, Bk S 24500 1 T R B T A Tl
FERWIY K, B 27 B B g e k10 B
TS R 1 198 7 200 v 44 3R & 1F a5 28748 A A
SR DRDO AR TR IR S 2K TR AR et ™ A 1 4 L
il A SRR LR B SUIER A BT o A L
i,

SE SIS s AP R T 25 70 B R 0 3h
BAGEAE A% F LR SR B Y,
ARSCHGE T 2011 4F 1 7 F12012 4F 1 H MBS R
G TR N T ALRE T o B 4 SR B0 TR G H R 7R A
ez REERE L 1A 2R E RS A B
S5 LS NS S 6 R 5 A B2 ) e B LA

FER,

2 #MBEF*
2.1 #XEHKFZEF
ST 2011 F12012 4F 1 F ML P 5 M 42

B ORRE FOHE TR 2B R SRR B
JER RN T B L B T ek me e R T KR 2
2 IS SR 1 B 2 R B B R A AR T B ALK
M ELOE T A ML = - T s il alifbid
] 20 A5 TR B ) TR R K (% 0. 1% iR
20) , F il o B A 107 A~/mL 987277, BUH:
0.1 mL IxA T 0.1 mg/mL #% £ 1) PDA
Wzl 4~5d EHRRAMETRH A PDA R I,
ACHAER . WHREERERL,

22.2% MMEEW (imazalil) FLi1, 35 B4 A BR
N 345 % WREEIEFLIH , LA S 5 5w P k2= 8 |
40% BRI AIRPER R, HACE Ik &4t 70%
FH Rt o R AR ), B AS B AR A

2.2 JUMHESRERNE

XN WK B R E AT A AP R A i S
% Ghosoph %5 1y ik ¥ 76 0.1 pg/mL 15
M IR R EY T AT AR PDA B3R L EORBEAE K
PR (BRI MIC<0.1 pg/mL) & SCHBURGERE(S) 5
BAES 0.5 we/mL 5E LA b A0 E me | IR il 5
A[f319 PDA K353t b REA: K A9 1 Bk (B MIC =
0.5 pg/mL) & R PR (HR) ;755 0.1
g/ mL FPEEE K i il ml AT A5 Y 8 R A e
KM7TE 0.5 wg/mL 8535 5 BN RE A K 1 T8 Bk
(0.1 pg/mL<MIC<0.5 png/mL) & N FHi
FR(MR) . PAAROE M 10 wg/mIL B LR = N
SERIASE R 10 g/ mL U RERR R R B 7R 4 I
ABREAE AR R (MIC<10. 0 pg/mL) & X A #gk
HFE(S) ,7E 100 pg/mL i PDA ;355 A fig
KR (MIC =100. 0 pg/mL) 5E K S HiPE
R (HR) , MBFAE 10. 0 weg/mL fEA4E 1,100, 0 pg/
mL 35 5% EARRRA K IR (10.0 pg/mL<MIC <
100.0 pg/mL) & A HHTE K (MR) I J7 7%
9 WEIEL PDA _ERE 9% 5 d 4R BRI A il 1,
BCl A 107 A~/ mL il F2 72, B 2 pL i T & L
IR B 25750 PDA AR -5 d J5 AR R
BT N, MR MIC {8, B & B8 Rk 245 5770 19
P/ I

2.3 XHIEMITEKFENE
S TCH KR 22. 2% B0 25 e FL I Bl A



534 FEYIIR PR 43 %

AT 1 000 we/mL AR, £ TG TR K B
SR v B 2 W, o L A B 50°C A2 A R E AR
) PDA Bie Bk Be il — FR G RV B 1 7 24 855
IRk, Hor I SRR R EC, 15T FH A9 41 5
A BEERBRE A7 0 (FFIE) 0.02.0.04.0.08.0.10 Al
0.20 wg/mL, U %E PR K EC,, {8 B FH A4 4 25
A EERRIE 0 (XFFIR) 0.5.1.0.2.0.4.0 F18.0
peg/mL, ¥ 100 L ¥ BN & mL % 1 x 10° M4
TR BRI AR A 7 PDA AR |, 25T 1
352 d, fTHCEAR N 5 mm AYFERE BERE— R HHR
JERN A PDA PR o 25C R 3R 7 d, TF
S T RN, A E R 3 KRR
AR AR DR BEXTEL(X) S5 A s R ey Pl
i (Y),JH DPS v7.05 445K B 25 s X h A7 2
B P 1 EE ) LA 5 R B SO R I BC (H, %
MABEE 2 K,

2.4 HIEMHHESFHLE

WAETE PDA 85 3% 7d 19 AH A 2 50 1 4 A=
0, IR RIS S5 FH 1 7S Joe 3k — HY 5 R AL B vk
(CTAB) & IO A9 5L M 41 DNA % .

MIGLAEEG # B A 1Y 3 & DMIs HTE4r THL
il AR S A S W PCR gk HRH AR A ]
U FHLH AR T ) AR ER FH C A
R X} Bk P I A o i AR 79 DMITs 701 43 #1L
TS5 . A2 PIESE A DMI AR [l 25
(A8 Mk PAKHS (IMZ-S), Pd01 (IMZ-R1),
Pdld (IMZ-R2) il Pdw03 (IMZ-R3) [) DNA Jy %}
HE DATSI0 T ok 119 35 [H 4 DNA g #4145 1 ]
K IMZ-R1 il IMZ-R2 45 55 5149 CYP51A1
(5'- TAGCTCCAAAACAAATCGTCTGCC-3') il
CYP51R2 (5'- GGTGAAGATATTGCCGTACTAG-
AC-3") VXA B R 2R AT PCR Y78 HLUK S 38
Tk PO AR I R R R R BB BRI R 1 2ty PRI T A,
EREI TR PR 6 PR B 9K S PN A T IMZ-R3 71
P FHLHI RS PES [ % B1(5'- TATAGCGA-
CATTAGTTTGGC-3") l B2 (5'-AGGAAAGTTG-
CAGAGAGACCCAT-3") """ | %t r A F B Ak HE 4T
AR T IMZ-R3 %%, PCR I & & (20
pL) :DNA 1 pL (0.1 ~0.5 pg/nlL), 10 x buffer 2
pL (dNTP (2.5 mmol/L) 2 pL MgCl, (25 mmol/

L) 1.6 uL 5#)(5 pmol/L) 4% 2 pL TagDNA %
ABF(5 U/uL) 0.2 pL, KIXZEK#M R & 20 pL,
PCR & )i Z %~ : PCR 4 {4 94C Wi A ¥ 4 min,
92 50 5,56°C 45 5,72°C 75 s,32 MEH ;72°C 4E
110 min, HLIKAMF. R 120 V, B 400 mA,
B8] 35 min,

PCR =¥ % AxyPrep DNA Gel Extraction Kit
A& BSUE 3% Invitrogen (i) 57 5 A BRZ w1
7, it — R SR 25

2.5 IMZ-R3 EHEHREMRHNELEKE "8
fENEE%

BEHLYESE R F B R HY 10 S085 e SRS B Rk
10 A0 E W 70 TR PR, B 2050 3 2 T o A TG 000 e
iR LR 2R KA REE T, 2R K R
SRR 22 K R L ARE 3R 6 d Ja T A B
VEEAE (em) o S A g0 RED AR U DL 425
nm A5 T2 TR OD {Hk R, BRI
S MR 6 d MEHE T IIA 5 mL % 0. 1% i
—20 MTCH K, T i B e i ) T BV Y
AT WL mL, FRE 10 £5 05 R85 et
JETE D OD o WOGAE, 38 28 He B W S K/
0 DRRRAFDOT 7 FELRE 7 (o s A1 B8 v, IR
NETFREEAR) o A FER 3 IREE, LR EE
K DPS v7.05 8T B 2 5 254387 % LSD
ZHELK, BMRBEE 2 K,

3 ZRENH
3.1 B/BWMI] mEMBEMIETREQNER

I HIEEAE 1 26 ) e (A g s | WK i Jig A1 m
85 0.1 pg/mL #1 0.5 wg/mL, 5 G H R K
10.0 wg/mL F1 100. 0 pg/mL) M E T 2011 A
2012 4 P R SR AR B SR B0 TR R AE X 4 24 5504t
PEPEIR, 45 H R 7R 2011 4RI E A9 60 AN 1 Bk
X B A R R R ELPTE B 49 4,05 82% , i
H IR T o PR X 4 2 e e LB P 1Y
FREN 49 4>, 5 82% , b miyi kA 34 4>, e
Bk 57% X R Ak Fie (1 e 1 175 190 45 % 910 5 e Fr) B
PR FEAR — B0 (S X} 10 e R 9 T A ) R B e
TR DL, AT, i Bt 2 I A STin T
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T v P TR Xof Y R D SR 400 e AR DK £
R Sk FZN T 1 13 EARR A 6 AN ERRTHZ
3 Fh 24 SRR SRR BRI L B 46% TSk A
AT B R JLT- 35 1% 3 Fh 25 590 i o
F, MOk AR B AT AR BT I O 3 SR e 1 4 7K
bR TR R4 Ay B R A SRR s SRR TR R
SRIMT 5 R AP B T A R B BURR (£ 1) .

KT 2012 4R 133 DB AR, X L8 1 R
FKIPERA 121 4, 5 91% ¥ P, Xl
WA RTIDK i Jile 6 IR B9 A 120 >, 7 90% , Horbrxf
MM PLEMEA 113 4, & 85% , XK fef e i bt
WA 116 1, 1 87% ., KA F LA 5 4
VoMb 11 5 AN AR 2 A H R B 2R 01 s A
JRBERE AR A T A5 ek Sl 2 B gt
F= 5V B AR R BT B R ELBTRSAG, 2 k
40% F162.5% , 5 2011 4E2E0 4 h0 T % 1 il
FEXS E TS A R BN U, R N2 5 5
B 11 AN FERRREE £ 0.1 peg/mL A9 H 713
IRE SR LA AR (F 1),

5% T A I %) i R X410 2 A DR i
AR AR —BUR BT s U R RNt , bt
IV A TR i i 1 e . ) s B PP R 7 R, B R
SEB DA R BARE T A1 A B AR X 00 ne K i
JHe B M RS

3.2 FMEMMHTEKTF

DIZE 2011 4F 1 H R A& KAy S-S I R
) 60 TH Pk EC,, {8 & B, S BURE HE AR 0. 05
pe/mL, M PL AN 8. 42 pg/mL, ¥k A %
e PPk 2E Rk 168. 4 A, BURE R 1Y F- 2 EC,,
90.082 wg/mL  fRHL R FE T3 EC, fE R 0. 32
e/ mL , 2 RUBRER R Y 4 A% ; P R AR B 2 EC,
B8 4. 22 pg/mL, HREUEFE R 51.5 % (£ 2)
MEER AR W] DLE ), Bud R bk Z 8] 1) EC,, H 22
SRR B RAR 5 B im0 22 735 17 4%,
3.3 XHIEMMHTES FYLE 547

PCR ¥ 8 j= ¥y s 3k 45 R £ W, Y4 i A
CYP51A1 il CYP5IR2 5[] NE FIHY IMZ-R1 %!
HI IMZ-R2 RUXT FEE AR o 4 3 5545 1 000 bp Fil
700 bp BYZ&HT, NEL I IMZ-S T AR P 18 375

KA 500 bp BY 55 X 5 40% e A B AR
Tt BRI A , (KDL R R , 8 2 Bt B AR 24 H
1REIR/ING 500 bp FIAcH (B 1), HgEal 0L, ok
F 5% R B0 TR R 1 5T 43 HIL BEAS 2 IMZ-R1
WA IMZ-R2, 41 ] B1/B2 519155 Bt A 1 Ak
HEFT PCR ¥ 34 B, MOIT A S0 B i v 4R A5 /N2
400 bp 1y &5y, 5 6 BE Y URR T #E, IMZ-R1 Al
IMZ-R2 FERE 3 1 21 R/ — 20, MOk A #%

(14 T A S B AT RN T AR vh T 3 3R AR RN
600 bp 5417, HAU/NS EVAIRY IMZ-R3 Xf BE 15 Bk
M —E (B 2), WAL, I3 F Bory iy 25 3 5
IMZ-R3 HkkH 199 bp (3HAFFHI —2, dit
A A, 35 TR S B TR KT B R PR 43 T HIL
Y& T IMZ-R3 B! Bl CYP5IB N5 311X 199
bp A RAS

3.4 IMZ-R3EEKEHBRERNELERKS™
HaREN LB

TR AL T 10 A 00 e SRR B AR R 10 S
BEMEPTPE MR IE N T I e 5 52 5 L8 5R 6 d )
(TR VK ELAR AN =g i, F g SR WL 3, IMZ-R3
DARR T 22 2R K ORI KT IMZ-S Wk (p =
0.000 1) ,{H IMZ-R3 I IMZ-S FEkkAE ™ fl 8 I
WAREER(p=0.116), B I, £ T2 1H
BT, IMZ-R3 UM AR 19 TR 22 A= K AN 1 A%
FERE , (H =88 1 I 15 52 B 5 ), A S A e AR R
& TR o A AT S i e U AR R 2, )
IR WLEZ 48 IMZ-R3 Fil IMZ-S T AR 7E 35 35 101 fr
TE B o A 0 et AT & B RS

4 HR5E

ARWFFE VEM T 5030 4 R H % RS R 1k
193 AEREE0 IA B AR AT A8 T DK 25 DMITs 1SN
RN TR BT | 45 2R & I3 A AR AR ks
JSH1 DMIs A776 8530 P BT , Boik i 2 00 He 24
K 90% Lh_I (2012 4F) , HZ R WPt I o Fp R Xt
XUIER 24 3% T 700 D0 e IR AgURR a8 AR A AR B ik
3 T VT4 B A R IR B (%) B 1 S AR — B, $T DM
(5 FHLHIA A IMZ-R3 . WF5538 & B, 78 0245 85
FRHE I IMZ-R3 BRAR 9 TR 22 45 K B 5 55 T BUsR i
L (R VATET AN B3 YR 1 o e e WA [ G ER
TR
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Fig. 1

PCR identification of imazalil resistant molecular

mechanism by using primers CYP51A1/CYP5IR2
Fragment about 500 bp,1 000 bp,700 bp and 500 bp (lane 1-4) was amplified from the molecular mechanism known strain
IMZ-S (PdKH8) ,IMZ-R1 (Pd01) ,IMZ-R2 (Pd19d) and IMZ-R3 (PdWO03) respectively;All of the IMZ-S and IMZ-R
strains gathered from Gannan produce the same fragment about 500 bp (lane 5-13). M: DNA Marker.

bp

1000 —
750 —

500 —

7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Fig. 2 PCR identification of imazalil resistant molecular mechanism by using primers B1/B2
Fragments about 400 bp (lane 1-3) were amplified from IMZ-S (PdKH8) ,IMZ-R1 (Pd01) and IMZ-R2 (Pd19d)
and 600 bp (lane 4) was from PdWO03 ; The IMZ-S strains gathered from Gannan produce fragments about 400 bp
(lane 5-7) and the IMZ-R strains from there have 600 bp ones(lane 8-13). M. DNA Marker.

Table 3 Comparison of radial growth and conidiation of IMZ-R3 and IMZ-S
of Penicillium digitatum on fungicide-free medium

Strain Mean of Significant level Mean of Relative spore Significant level
type diameter (cm) 5% 1% production (OD) 59 1%
IMZ-S 6.36 £0.41 a A 0.43 £0.13 a A
IMZ-R3 5.14%£0.33 b 0.36 +£0.06 a A

28 70 ~ 80 AEAR, 2RI DR 24 % B A
TSI Xz T AR Ja e 3 I BG T
PUPE IR 1 120 9 1 VR UK, B DMIs B85 397 114 A% T
FIBTBAR 1100 2010 AEFERTIT RN | ORI K
A 2A % TR 7R SR S AV 1 B 5 A 38 e 2452 FHGEE 20
A (AR SR B TR PR X A R BT 110 431 4TS
T 54% L PR 2012 AR AT | R RS

DRI T 2 A AT SR 8 FH R R 0 R A Sl 140
Z—, 5 DMI A5 7 8l E AT AR A H T B R AR
JE B AL B ST AT & I e A AT B T
Xof AR 24 % TR AR ) B TR AL 90% , BTtk
PRIRREIE T bt , N2 S50 & A5 B Fh R I s 285
PrbEE R, B A ROKE A 1 000 ng/mL F LA
PR AL B 5 3 P O LT N E (R
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) =S U TR IR IR s 2 2% TR 700 76 5% i T
Tl DX SR S 9 2 B i v B 1

FH % 2% 55 0 B X DMIs 477 M fe BT 1987 4F
(FEAMEEMRAE F 6 475 ) 7628 B o k4™
TE 1990 4F1ZH X (e ik el Bk 21 77. 2% 107
2011 FEWTVLAA T M3 AR VL 2 A 32 7= XM A 4%
B DL R LB ) s 77 1%
62.5% 1 ASZEG 2011 F1 2012 4FIT. 76 8 M T
PETE 2 53 5 ik 82% F 90% . BARATPE R bk
X DMIs POPTHEACRAR &, P AKCE I AR =, Wi
LA A3 R T IX B 1 B PR 14 - 34 BC, (L A
2.07 wg/mL F12.35 pg/mL" 2011 4F# M HHE
T2 X A 5 1 b M R R ST BC, 43 5l
9 4.31 pg/mL Al 4.20 pg/mL (3£ 2), EREMA
S B P TR AR 1 -3 BCy, B R 1. 45 pg/
mL"" AT L B A S TR X DMITs 2 2 i
P B AL HTEAT AL T AR, FEAH A Y
R JG F BTG T, 38 A B 2 e B WO
J7ik, in 5 NaHCO, TR FH 45 & 72 4 =y X 4 25 9 1Y
BIARCR™

T2 e TR A 1z [ S DMILs , HE AR TR AL 24 A
T 22 £ 655 B A A A A% R ) 14-e- 5 R R SN
XFIX 2 A7) 2Z (A7 AR 28 BT I A ER AR, 5
DMIs AS[A], 28 K s 24 2% 71 7] 9 4 R AL ) B 1k
TS AL 2%, B IR T 2 R A 19 T A, 52 ) 40 G 43
AT HARHRSY & BRAE 5, T DMIs 1) B bR 3
PO AR I R e S R T ), &5 R S5 0 PR A AR ) —
O RAOBPUE R A T B 2 KRR
FE 77 DX el A G

TEWTILAE M, G B IMZ B0 PE B bk 40 P HL
il ¥4)E T IMZ-R3 B Bl CYPS1B 3K 5 )1 X A7
FE 199 bp HYZAEN A 5T S PR i g ARG 4k B
I TR TRl 22 % DMIs I o+ DLl 34 8 T IMZ-
R3, IMZ-R3 RIGEPRAE 2 B G £ 77 X262
WAEAEAN T o — 209 K A7 R A A,
Holmes 450" 4 410 55 e Bt 1 A1 ok A0 50 JRK B Ak 119
T PR R B, TG 24 SR e s B P AR 1 35 7
AR AU . RS o E Holmes 255256 T FH
FERR BT ME 2> T HLH, 1B N Ghosoph 25" 3 1 Ay
5 [ M Ao g s e M T AR A B v A3 PILR B SR R
i IMZ-R3, 7] LA Holmes 52 5 B JH T bk 1Y &
T IMZ-R1 5/ F1 IMZ-R2, AWF5% Kk IR AE TG 24 15

FRHE I R4 IMZ-R3 PRI B 22 4= KA SR T
L7 I (EVRE 0V G 5 h0° & S O e R AT AN - 3 w1
AL AT Z2 0 43 A A0 AR S TR R A PR AR
5%, IMZ-R3 T8 Z 75 7= X R {0 35 B I, ) 24k 252 1 1]
DMIs B A% R Jo i 5 o B R XU

FEIE [ R N g 25 255 B 700 1% 7R I ( fludioxo-
nil) | A0 PR A TR T 288 275 T 791 1935 41 15 (azoxystrob-
in ) TR WE i 288 25 T 711) W5 25 e ( pyrimethanil ) 7F 2R
JE R Rl B AR B e ARSI = A
FUGE TR | R e B 7] e P R ) R A 1 T
AFD RSB R A A B 2 f
A B R 5 AR % 85 TR B 3R AN 0 1Y Jey 1T 1
H, ZFh 2570 By Fe 3 i -t 43 200 sk /> DM $t
PER R B LB, HE, S SCERT TR P Bl i
TEFIE LT R 5 A AR 977 A B AR

S 3k
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