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TR 22 AR B T-DNA i A5 728 R Z Ak fe 28 A 1A i

WA KA A, R, B R
LA VY 5 W 45 22 A 1 o s S 28, AR RO R E R R 7 HOR 27 B, WL 1T, 430070)

TEE SR BRI S H Leptosphaeria biglobosa 7| 2 I —Fh EL R o X PR & £ TR EIHSE 7 K T2 & 4=, Ifa
B AR . il i SR SR AR RS SY L. biglobosa 4= 253 b M AL K Boma HLiRI , A ST AL T 54 M e AT T
- FHAL(ATMT) S SR IR IR B L. biglobosa TFE Lh731 (IR 36, PEAR 4 A6 F I i, RO M OG 28 AR Pk . 45 SRt T
PP A FHAC R Lb731 B e K 3R 1015 3% B E R 50 pg/mL, B A2 AR (3 A= 4607 ) B FR I AL 15 d (20°C), #¢
FE R 2 X 1073 0 FimL, AT B -2 AR RE JRIEE N 25°C , FLRGSRF 1 0 72 ho FEdRd 2514 F RO AL R IR 3 80 4%
FIE T 53 A4 F . T-DNA i AL AL 5T 5% A 100% , B8 DU AT 72.7% , 5 A7 a4 R etk i fae it
fleo M2136 PMHALT RS T 1A T2 E KIS AR R, 7 A0 ZR 7 AR B S AR RN 14443 AR 0 7= 2R Bl 28 A8
A, I G B S AR PR B 5 ) 7 A B0 13 e 58, SR hiTAIL-PCR £ R , A 343728 1A 3545 T T-DNA ffi A
PESMFFS . EIREE R IRAMISE L. biglobosa HY 2538 W PERL X EORHLEIRBL T AR &K

SRR R R AT A 3B L 5210 s T-DNA i AY57E ; JER AT 6

FE 525 :Q785:8565.4 ERFRIAAD A X EHE:1007-9084(2021)06-1115-11

Optimization of T-DNA insertion—mediated mutagenesis of Leptosphaeria biglobosa and mutant screening
YANG Yue—han, ZHANG Jing, YANG Long, WU Ming—de, LI Guo—qing"
(Hubei Key Laboratory of Crop Disease Monitoring and Safety Control, Plant Science and Technology College,
Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract: Blackleg of oilseed rape (Brassica spp.) is caused by Leptosphaeria biglobosa, which has been found
to occur widely in oilseed rape—producing areas in our country, resulting in a substantial seed yield loss in the in-
dustry of oilseed rape. However, the mechanisms for ecological adaptation and pathogenesis of L. biglobosa have not
been elucidated. Therefore, it is necessary to conduct in—depth studies on molecular mechanisms for ecological ad-
aptation and pathogenesis of L. biglobosa. In order to fulfill this objective, this study was done to mutate L. biglobosa
by Agrobacterium tumeficens—mediated transformation (ATMT). The contents included optimization of the factors af-
fecting the ATMT, evaluation of the quality of the transformants, and screening of mutants. The results showed that
the optimum ATMT factors for L. biglobosa Lb731 were: hygomycin B concentration at 50 pwg/mL, transformation re-
cipients (conidia) from the 15—day—old cultures (20°C), conidial concentration at 2 X 10”* conidia/mL, co—incuba-
tion of A. tumeficens—recipients at 25°C for 72 h. The transformation efficiency reached 80 transformants per million
conidia on average. The T-DNA insertion frequency reached up to 100% based on PCR assays with 72.7% single—
copy insertion among the transformants based on Southern blottings. Results also showed that the hygromycin-resis-
tance trait in the transformants inherited stably through nuclear mitosis. A total of 32 mutants were screened from
2136 transformants, including 11 mutants with suppressed mycelial growth, 7 mutants with deficiency in pigment
biosynthesis, and 14 mutants with deficiency in conidial production. Meanwhile, 7 out of the 32 mutants were identi-
fied to completely lose pathogenicity (virulence) on oilseed rape. Using the hiTAIL-PCR technique, three DNA se-

quences flanking the T-DNA—-insertion sites were obtained from three mutants. Overall, these results laid a solid
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foundation for further elucidation of the molecular mechanisms for ecological adaptation and pathogenesis in L. big-

lobosa.

Key words: Leptosphaeria biglobosa; Agrobacterium tumeficiens—mediated transformation (ATMT); T-DNA

insertional mutagenesis; mutant screening

T2 22 A2 9% (blackleg of oilseed rape) FH F R
Leptosphaeria biglobosa 5| 2 , H. TeVEZS A Plenodomus
biglobosus. JUHIKFN L. maculans (TTYEZIE P. lin-
gam) 5T ZE 3150059 (Phoma stem canker) . {H
P — PR AR ZE A7 0 W ST )5 1RO AL N
£/ N7 ES N 3R L Y ES 1 O R B | 4
i e B AR ST F [ 2000 4F 1E 2R E iR
FRIRIS, BEFS AT 1R AT B A S R AL
IR Ji M5, 45 SRR T I i PRI s 70 R ) 4% S
PRI T ER A Hh DX Tl S BRI e R 3 A
F90% LA E¥ 5550 L. biglobosa ™, 5 fdt B Ak
TSR 7 R B, R A R i SRR 7 T B 109%~
50%",

Leptosphaeria biglobosa Il L. maculans 75 #1373
A B I MBCEE S 20T AR B2 . TE
PR3 A0 J7 1T, L. maculans 5343 FE K FE B 749
22 R 36 R i (ke P
W22 )%, T L. biglobosa tY L. maculans 8953745 [X.
BUCE T BR AT TE B DA TN (AR )
A oA, TEECR S MECEE I, Lo maculans B
o 1o, BUEME R B R A RIS A ER,
BEAT WAL, DA TR AR I SRF P &5 S AR A o AH
&, L. biglobosa B0 S8 55 , BUF ME /N ALBEIR A
TSR ZERT R, — AT SEE AT T, X SR b 25
S5 BN LA S M B /N A AR A M K B
HLH A58 J5 18, 55 AT L. maculans 515 BIRA
WX L. biglobosa WIWF5EAL 11, {H I, 76 30 1 &
SrHUIX L. biglobosa T JSG T HERF 7™ 45 2R AN 1] /)N
R0 A A TN A 28l IO AL ) S s B e
AW

IEAESE , I [n) 345 2 (reversed genetics)ﬁji £}
R R RN AZ Y3 A Wy 5 T 1Y T R i P (L 45 2
A3 N PR R SO AR G R PR ) S 43 T SR I R
2o IXITHA Y 5t BRI 3 2o 48 1R AH DG L Y (I o8
A D] g R A ) T R P R MR 2 R i O
F AU A Y2 IRE . X T H WA St
RAKM T I RFT AT 5 AL H AR (Agrobacteri-
um tumeficens—mediated transformation, ATMT) J& f

HE Rt f A — B AR o BN 1995 4R 7R

T L (Saccharomyces cerevisiae ) 5E 1 B ATMT 5%
LB BLAE , C A 100 22 F BT P s SE 3L T ATMT
WA, tu A5 2 Fh E B AR Y I T, A0 R R T
(Magnaporthe grisea) A A5 J] i ( Fusarium oxyspo-
rum) KRR R (Verticillium dahliae) . = M55 %
L (Colletotrichum trifolii) . JK %% 6 ( Botrytis cinerea)
M1 ¥ 4% B (Sclerotinia sclerotiorum )", Eckert 25
USR] ATMT £ AR 216,58 56 8 11 (DsRed ) 2
ek a2 E 1 (GFP) K 2 A B L. maculans 1
L. biglobosa "', JR i Ho @ FE ML W) K # Bh &
Blaise 55 N R FH ATMT £ R T L. maculans )
T-DNA i AR, I DA v 0 355 B0 g ke B 5% 74
K, T EORPLRIATSE R . 324, MR R T ATMT
FARMHE L. biglobosa 47 AR JZE K Tifi e AH G 58 728 14
IR IE

S AT LA IR T Lb731 O H R TR
B CAESE I ATMT 3 463X — PR O P R, (0655 1k
Ao A AT ) B B IR I ] Svk B, DL AR T -
WAL 2 RS RS IR IR B SN IA) 45, 7R I Al E A
T-DNA i AARJE , I PFAl BT, DA AR
BERARR & H B2 WG L. biglobosa A 2538
PLAERL ) AR LI 2 AL R FZER

1 #H57*

1.1 EHRREEFE

B SE BBARAE B (L. biglobosa) FkE Lb731 43
B H SRR, 2017 4R A M A R BT . A
FF 18 B bk EHA 105 Fl pTFCM BUTEAK (54 115 &
Pk JE ) H A Al KA HE S R B T A
EHA105 /8% 37 25 40 M AR S0 50 % il 4 o KB AR 1A
Trans So J&Z A4 Bt w2 & A YR
(TransGen Biotech) & PR\ F) o 214 i ki PMD18-T
W4 A TaKaRa £ Y4 ARA FRA B G748 KiET) o

Ab 3 K % A0 45 D B B A A0 DR By R
(PDA) \ B4 S A i 15 72 (PDB) | LB 537 & (pH
7.0) LA BE 3R 35 (pH 7. 0) | JB 45 14 R B PR F
FACNRE IR EE (SOB) R AR (R IE BRI B S AL B
AR FR 5L (SOC) #5373k 15 S 1557 3L IM(pH 4. 9)
PR S 351 SR IR Co-IM, X BUREF IR0 %



Py AL AT SRR R T-DNA 4 A 175742 PR 0 Al S 5 A8 1A i 1117

BeE 7B % EHEY, DL ETA B IR 1210
T K 20 mins
1.2 FEEHRLAREXEERRK

TSI E T HE AR Lb731 WA 2 B AR
HE TR PR Lb731 42 Fh 25 5 45 AN [R) Wk i 1 85 % B (2~50
pe/mL) FIAR i 8 2 B (R B9 PDA AR L, 454k
PSSR B IEFR YR 22°C R IE 550 T 55 5%
12 d, W 5E 25 W V& BHAR .

S 25 RFF WA T HE A A A 0 T R i1k
M AT AL R Lb731 9 & . BB ERT
2 (D) BEARFF R (5 A R pTFCM) 2R £ 75 Il 4R
B AR AREE R (4550 pe/mL) 1 LA ¥4
9% (28°C, 36 h) 5 (2) KA A 25 PR A T U | 3
Z 10 mL &5 A FHi8 % (50 ng/mL) 1Y LB 558
28°CHERE (160 r/min)36 h; (3) B 2 mL 41 B K ,
Ff 28 25 mL IM IR AR T2 3 (5 FeSO, . LE T 7
i 1 2-N—- G B — 2, FE 0 1R ) , 28°CH% 3% (160 1/min) 8
h (4) AR RS Lb731 A Al F B IR (2 x 107
AR /mL) FEARFUR A, 100 nL iR AW, U A 2
Co—IM K5 F2 FL R M BEEE AL [, 25 C ARG HE F72 72 h;
(5) ¥4 B IS ACH T, A TR 22 10— 1 1) L, i AR 8%
FRMLAr, b 1H 2 55— 2 A W E R B(50 pg/mL) il
kA5 ZE4 (200 wg/mL) () PDA 55355 5 (6)20°CH;
72 2~8 d, PRI V%, H B8 2 5 A 1 % R B Y PDA
SRR Ak b IR K RS AR K R VE W R B
7.

TEUL AL -, 44 A T4k ATMT 5% 4k
BIF . BB REHAZIERGO ERT) ISR
IFIE] . fF B bR Lb731 R0 7E PDA B5 95 5L |, 22°C R
MEEEFE 9 11,13,15,17.19.21 F123 d, BUH 45 05[]
SOEEFRY) TR KR T AR AT B A T R
W (2 x 107 8 F/mL) , IF45 HAE Ry st 4% 5 Ab 1) 32 44
MOBE, 3 50 5 AR AT TR B SRR A TR A 7R % 5
41, 25 CIMERE % 72 h, FH 5815 K B Y PDA -
M 7 35 LI AT, 20CHE 32 6 d, G it & Ak ( B A2 9
em) K H AL F o0 . R AN R Rk 2 iRk
JF . B ERR Lb731 78 22°C I & F F 197 15 d,
TCHEKPE T 2 A= 4607, B B VRl 2 % 10°.2
X 10°,2 x 107 Fi12 x 10°f F/mL B2 17 0, K5 AR R
FEASZAR 23 0 S AR AT IR L5 57 (25°C, 72 h) o BJS
TE S A TR R B A PDA AR LRG3, St 45 F K
WAL TR B oA NR R RIRE .
AT B R S B R Lh731 20 AR T B VR (2 x 107
T /mL) IR A 3 A 75 Co—TM 355 35 35 3¢ T 14 B 35 4K

LB E T 22°C 25CHI 28°C R RE3R 72 he RIS AE
AR B PDA AR EIE SR, Gt & T B
WAL TR . SIS R R IR R A K
AT 5 PR Lb731 23 A 96 7 B0 i (2 x 1071
FmL)IRA IR AAEB AR |, 25°CF 5557 36.48 .
60.72.84 .96 #1108 h. 43 Jll7E & A W55 & B 1) PDA
P S S - O T e N S A 1
R A A B 3 UK K AT I 2 AR AT AR
20% HitH (-80°C) .
1.3 T-DNABNGEERETME

M T-DNA Jfi A F PR 4 J0 K it 1% £ e P LA
T-DNA #5 U104 34Ty T % T-DNA i AR i 2
AT T PPk . R PCR 725 % T-DNA #fi A SE A
ZHI P A . BEALIE I 220 DAL T (15 9.5%, n =
2316) , I PDA £ 5 B 5 Fe 45 5 AL 1 (22°C,9 d) , UK
TR 22, F CTAB L™ M TA 22 h B2 HU DNA i oA
g PCR A AR , LAJTKE pTFCM g X6 FRASE AR | FH 4% S e
SIYHYG-F/HYG-RY & R K (£ 1), PCR
RNAR R JGa iy S5 ", B 1% Bihg
WEBE I FL UK R PCR 7™ 41 0 119 674 bp ¢ 5774 DNA

RS DN A Ak P it AL e 1, BEALBKE 1244 1k
F(LbT-85.LbT-126 . LbT-529 .LbT-595 . LbT-721 .
LbT-754. LbT-999. LbT-1256. LbT-1440, LbT-
1598 . LbT-1731 ,LbT-1854) , ¥ HiAE A 25 Wl 55 25 1)
PDA “F-Hi | 3% 22 5 AR R S AR (R F A 140 &
P FERRIOEE LARRIEE 5 AR B 22 53 0 Hh 2 35 A 1)
52 B(50 pe/mL) i PDA 5535 55 3535 (20°C) , A
P 22 4 K5 15 I Wi 25 R Db TR OR AR 8L
FiAR 15 d R MER TS TE A FIWT IR V5 T 02 5 — 3L
sl AR

K H Southern 2% 52 (4 J7 & A M Ak i A /Y
T-DNA #5 D1 %k, B MLPkE 14 45546 T (LbT-85.
LbT-126. LbT-544 . LbT-595, LbT-721. LbT-754 .,
LbT-999 . LbT-1256. LbT-1440, LbT-1598. LhT—
1601, LbT-1731, LbT-1854, LbT-1960) , 4 B ¥k
Lb731 KAk 43 i #e A0 7€ PDB 85 523 h |, 22°C ik
Pk 4 d(150 v/min) , ST UEWCHE R 22, R A CTAB
LU B 22 DN A, FH R il 14 P9 DIl Sacl Bi§)
BN AR I L UK 438 DNA B, IR BE I H ) DNA
R BB RN . 5, LUK pTFCM
DNA #i8 , >k ¢ 5 151 % (HYG-F/HYG-R) PCR
P 1 55 Z BB (hph ) 843 Fr B, 1T, e )
% (10 ng/pl) o 7% Amersham Gene Images Alk-



1118 v EHRHED AR

2021,43(6)

phos Direct Labelling and Detection System (GE
Healthcare, Little Chalfont, UK )R &9 77 i 7 5k
0 hph 7 B, 45 R BT o 15 (0 1 v B S I 4R
R PO 7 I RS S -DNA B 2438 . AR
P G R 40 05 1%, P B i TR A 2 R OB IR W)
CDP-Star TEAL 7 LG HUR RS Rl 2 2255 -
1.4 REEGZREYFRENE

He T8 Wk Lb731 K 2316 A 5% 46 43 il 432 Fh 1E
PDA VA b, 20°0CTR I 55 97 15 d, W€ 22 2 KA
OISO SO AT RS DL, T 224 K
SZ AN FR A B LA B o A A 7 A B 1
A6 R HA M B Lb731 52 14

TEREER b e 15 MUK TER AR, L Lh731
g of B I R T 22 A R R N B o 7R E TR
22 M K HURE I K 8 A8 A B T Pk Lb731 73 3| B Fh 7
PDA AT |, 20°CH; 35 4 d I8 d, I 5 BRI 9% B4R L 3
B2 KR (mm/d) , HE 5K

JH 00 5 B o B H 5 A S5 i o2 R b 95
K R o 2 R ) R B Rk TP, D IR SR
(20°C, 12 hOBRE/12 h R ) B 95 2220 3 i FUMF 58 42
JEFF . SULEEE, I PDA 55 3% 584 (R AT R Lh731
(20°C, 8 d) o HEMPINy, HIME BT BT AR TE N SRAR AR 3
J L S I IR R A A o o o T R T 22
(AR5 mm B 22 la ) Hefh R340 , 454> s bk 4
T 3RRINSRE o B JeRHAISRAE RS 2 16°CORIBAR h 1

7510 d, W0 5E 42 b s B B B A, HE Al e
23
1.5 T-DNANfL =AM ERFFIHREG RS

& H hiTAIL-PCR (high—-efficiency thermal asym-
metric interlaced PCR) 3 AR M\ 2 A8 1K 1 3845 T-DNA
RALLEIPIME) DNA FFF, 45 3 58 PCR 51 L
1, N AR R BCH & PCR Y FE ¥ 2 % Y5 S
Liu & Chen™ F 35015 W B I Hy VKA I 4 J — %6
PCR ™), 44k F AR DNA R 3% 42 B A pMD 18~
T Bt b, B 5 R Bk 5 A KB AT T Trans 5o 852
A, e LB B 3R B (37°C) , K I JTOkE ,
¥, a4 il T-DNAJR AL K o
1.6 ZEitstr

K FH SAS A% (SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA, v.
8.0, 1999) 1 (1) 77 2253 Mt (analysis of variance, ANO-
VAT i B E 22 R KU e T4 e
FE BT AR S8 b5 o R /N 0 35 1 22 S A o vk
(least significant difference, LSD) 37 A~ [7] B
Aib R RGN [F) e Al 1 (52 1K Rk ) Z TR AE B3R FE b
Jr Y 2253 B 5 E(P< 0.05)

2 HERAH

2.1 HMEERFEMNEEEBRSERGE
TERE I ZE B AU PDA EMR b, Bk Lb731 7F
20C F R Z A KIERE, K532 7 d e, VK B A2 15 3

®1 SIMEEZSZERRES

Table 1 Primers and their oligonucleotide sequences

5|¥ Primer F41(5°-3") Sequence (5"1037) FH%E Purpose
HYG-F GACAGCGTCTCCGACCTGA oI R UM R A SR AT
HYG-R GCTCCATACAAGCCAACCAC Detection of the hph gene as probe
) ) ) ) hiTAIL-PCR (%5 —%%)
LADI-1 ACGATGGACTCCAGAGCGGCCGCVNVNNNGGAA
hiTAIL-PCR (the first run)
hiTAIL-PCR(4i—%)
LADI-2 ACGATGGACTCCAGAGCGGCCGCBNBNNNGGTT
hiTAIL-PCR (the first run)
hiTAIL-PCR (% —4%)
LADI1-3 ACGATGGACTCCAGAGCGGCCGCVVNVNNNCCAA
hiTAIL-PCR (the first run)
hiTAIL-PCR(5i—%)
LAD1-4 ACGATGGACTCCAGAGCGGCCGCBDNBNNNCGGT
hiTAIL-PCR (the first run)
hiTAIL-PCR(5i— . %)
AC-1 ACGATGGACTCCAGAG
hiTAIL-PCR (the first and second runs)
hiTAIL-PCR(4i—%)
RB-0a GGCAATAAAGTTTCTTAAGATTGAATCCTGT
hiTAIL-PCR (the first run)
hiTAIL-PCR (£ —4%)
RB-1a ACGATGGACTCCAGTCCGGCCTGTTGCCGGTCTTGCGATGATTATCA
hiTAIL-PCR (the second run)
hiTAIL-PCR (% =4%)
RB-2a GTAATGCATGACGTTATTTATGAGATGGGTT

hiTAIL-PCR (the thirsd run)

Note: Source of primer [21]: Liu YG, and Chen YL. BioTechniques, 2007, 43(5):649-659.
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78. 8 mm([& 1), 7E&H 2 wg/mL 4 pg/mL i &
B A PDA AR I, W Bk Lb731 B 22 A= K52 3 0 i 4
il , VR A A R K B R, TR AR 2
16. 4 F18.5 mm. il % BIKE = T 6 pg/mLET,
B AR Lb731 45 1k A K o AT UL, 85 2 B o B Bk
Lb731 ARV FE N 6 wg/mLe Sk T 9808 P 5 4k
T AR SR G 5 Ak BT T A R Bk 2
M50 we/mL,
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(PDA, 20°C,7d)
Fig. 1 Sensitivity of L. biglobosa LLb731 to hygromycin B
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for mycelial growth on potato dextrose agar (20°C, 7 d)
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JEEEE Co—incubation temperature / °C

2.2 ATMTH#U X ERBRNIRESG

AT FE H ) 4 B R T ATMT AL RCR 8 B
F(P<0.05)m (F2) . BT g m s,
15 d BV HIE R s R R AR AL T IR
BEMLFE AL F AR B 1924, B3 (P< 0. 05) iR T A0
HE Bl o A= A7 v A5 20 19 5 AL T 50 (37~160 4>
EALT/L) o o> T AT U BN 7, B 25 VA B L 2
10°MEF/mL FFFZE 2 x 108 0F/mL, 4 MLF- 2%
EFHEE AL 24 T 374, AR, mk e AL
ZARX AL BOCRARE S, AL SRR L A
25CF , BFILE 7= 42 170 N4k 7, B T (P<
0. 05) 7E 22°C 1 28°CF 7 A 1 e Ak + Fl it (43 3
140 F1 115 AN A /100 ) o gl e85 % 15 1] (25°C) i
&, 3R 72 hint BRI AR IR B 1501, 1B
F T (P<0.05) Hog kb 3 (72~100 N4k F/01L) .
DG, Je AT AL AR Lh731 i d: S B &
B2 50 we/mL, 55 A2 AR 15 d T V& 19 43 AR 7L
T WA 2 X 10734 F/mL, AT I -2 A 3
BRI A 25°C, LR FRI R 72 he FEBLAIETR,
B oy AL T 3RS 80 ML TS
2.3 HXERFET-DNABNEKENRE

K H PCR 5 K6 T 220 4~ %% 4k F b T-DNA

601 p=15
=< 50 F
5 a

E ~ 40 | b
" 2
= < |
i E 30
2% 20}
&z

* ]0 I~ C

0 r_2_| [ 1 1 1
1x10° 1x10° 1x10 1x10°
IMEFRLTHE Incubation / (conidia/mL)
1801 p=15 .
b

<150 o —I—
21l
~"120F d
g 2 4
2 oor f f
N5

* 30}

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
36 48 60 72 84 96 108

JLEERTA] Co—incubation time / h

TE: A BALSZ AT A F B TR 6 5 B - e AL Z A3 A AL TR L 5 C o AT TR 52 ML B R 5 D AR AT 1 2 AR B F i )

Note: A: Incubation time for transformation recipients (conidia); B: Concentration of the transformation recipients; C: Co—incubation temperature for A.

tumeficiens=L. biglobosa; D: Co—incubation time for A. tumeficiens—L. biglobosa
B2 RHENSEEFLBRKBRFAOZIERMENL
Fig. 2 Optimization of the factors affecting the efficiency of Agrobacterium tumeficiens—mediated transformation of L. biglobosa 1.b731
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AL, S5 R W AL TR F A+ LA UKL pTF-
CM H 47 RE A I 21 /N A 674 bp [ DNA 25415, Bl
B RPN 7 Br (B 3A) o L, e fb b T
DNA #8431 3L R 4w 35 % 5k 100% o

T AT W B ZAEAE R PDA MR FoKF 12 4554k
T3 SR, PRl LR R AE & A 81 8 K B(50
pg/mL) [ PDA AR B35 57 (20°C) . A ¥t 15
R REER B BRI A M & R B e,
TN Rt B R A M A 22y 2 B A %
Ko WIS dIE A TFHESREFRESSH
5 VR IE AR (K 3B) . filn, #% 46+ LbT-
1256 1 LbT-1854 (1 P ¥ B8/, H K 27
AR AL T LbT-1440 F1 LbT1731 H AL
WP SRR, A AR, T WL BT R R R

PERIEFRE 1 -

1E Southern 2% 32 i, 5 H , B A= I Lb731 % A
IR, I 1A R 225855 (& 3C)
3T R 22575 TR R R i 22 4=
KB, A E %, NI DNA AR 2 . 7
TANA 2255 5 1AL TP, 84N (9 72, 7%) w1
ZRZacy UL B AT 2208 DUE A, 34 (27, 3%)
7R 2 45423507, BB E AT & 08 DU A .
2.4 HFERFERTEIGIEREWF4HHE

i ) LR AL 5 B A TR R Lh731 1Y R v P
A, 2136 Mk i et 3 28 32 AN RAR R (R
2)o AN AR R R AR S 114
b, o 10 e R = Al R, 81k
P FARE = A T 58 RN A B

B LbT-1256

LbT-1731 LbT-1854

(SRR INY
S a IO LCESR
&\&,\’\) /R’ /&/&/&/&/

bp FIIPTTFIIY

A K B(20°C, 15 d); C:ARFMEFL /L T Southern 2438 45 %

Note: A: An electrophoregram showing the PCR—amplified DNA fragments of the hygromycin-resistance gene in the wild type Lh731 and 14 transfor-

mants; B: Comparison of the morphology of the first and the fifth generation of the representative transformants (PDA + hygromycin B at 50 pg/mL, 20°C,

15 d); C: Southern blotting of the Sac I-digested DNA from Lb731 and representative transformants using the partial sequence of the hygromycin-resis-

tance gene as probe

B3 HEERRE Lb731 K T-DNA RN EMNRETEMN
Fig. 3 Quality evaluation of T-DNA—-insertional library for L. biglobosa Lb731
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RIGEARR  BUAP= Ay R 45 7 ANtk 7
S AL T ANBE T AR AR LT BB SR
017 7= A Bl R SR AR A, RN RE = A 2 A 1 25
SR A 14T o T AN AT T 2
AR ZEE] 3 TR AEB AR, 1
Hh BFRAG T — AR A KR Lh731 4, H=1
I 22544 B LbT-1440,

BERE 15 MR PE R AR K, DL Lb731 Sy X B, )
TE TR 224 K R T B0 T .

R 22 A A 3R 5 R R B - 7 20°C R, Lb731
B2 K% N 3.5 mm/d (K 4A) . 44548 K
(LbT-126., LbT-595 . LbT-1601 . LbT-1731) B 2% &
KRN 3.3~3.9 mm/d, 55 Lb731 %4 & % H
(P>0.05), %A4LT LbT-1440 i 224 KR K 4. 1
mm/d, {3 (P < 0. 05) /5 T Lb731 B 224 K H AR,
HE 10N 28K (LbT-85 . LbT-529 . LbT-544 . LbT-
721 .LbT-754 .LbT-999 . LbT-1256 .LbT-1598 . LbT-

1854 . LbT-1960) i 1 22 A=K %4 0. 6~2. 2 mm/d,
B (P <0.05) KT Lb731 BB 22/E KR,

o S RE (16°C, 10 d) 25 R E 0 A 16418
BRAE M R B Bm Rt AR 2 5 B (P <
0.05). BH#ELb731 Fl LbT1440 fir 350 B B AR 5 K,
391355 18,2 mm H121. 9 mm (& 4B) , 7 4% A8 {4
(LbT-85, LbT-126 . LbT-595 . LbT-999 , LhbT-1601
LbT-1731,LbT-1854) i A A0 BE EL 72 K 3. 7~11. 0
mm, 5 Lh731 Fl LbT1440 Ji% BE B A& 1775 1 % 2 7
(P <0.05), [l , EfE TER s =2k, 1
A7 AS AR (LbT-529 , LbT-544 . LbT-721, LbT-
754 LbT-1256 ., LbT-1598 . LbT-1960) ¥ A & i ¥R
FEBE, EATZBUR T R A
2.5 T-DNA#BANA

FIH hiTAIL-PCR 4" ¥4 5 R K45 T 3 248 1k
(LbT-126 .LbT-754 .LbT-1440) ) T-DNA 1 A {37 &5

HAE . RERN AR T-DNA i A7 32

A 4.8 n=5
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Note: A: Mycelial growth rates on PDA at 20°C by the diameters from the 4th— and the 8th—day; B: Leaf lesion diameters on oilseed rape (16°C, 10 d)
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Fig.4 Mycelial growth rates and pathogenicity of Lb731 and representative mutants
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Table 2 Comparison of mycelial growth and colony morphology among 35 mutants
RATRIERY RATIK B22AK BR7 IHEAT R
Mutation type Mutant Mycelial growth Pigment production Conidial production
LbT-411 — + —
LbT-529 — + ND
LbT-605 — + —
LbT-667 — + ND
Tk KA LTt B : 0
Suppressed mycelial growth L1256 N ’ N
LbT-1709 — + —
LbT-1729 — + —
LbT-1818 — + —
LbT-1854 — + —
LbT-1960 — — —
LbT-126 ND — —
LbT-574 ND — —
LbT-595 ND — ND
3 A b B
Deficiency in pigment production LT B n n
LbT-1570 ND — —
LbT-1731 ND — ND
LhT-2233 ND — —
LbT-85 ND + —
LbT-314 — ND —
LbT-340 ND ND —
LbT-392 ND ND —
LbT-544 — ND —
LbT-646 ND + —
IR AR B LbT-721 — + —
Deficiency in conidial production LbT-894 ND ND —
LbT-999 — ND —
LbT-1208 — ND —
LbT-1361 ND ND —
LbT-1598 — ND —
LbT-1601 + ND —
LbT-2153 — ND —

i — B L7314 5+ & Lb731 P ; ND : 5 A5 T

Note: +: Faster/more than Lb731; —: Slower/less than Lh731; ND: Not determined

¥ 5 5 Leptosphaeria biglobosa ‘brassicae ’ b35 H1f
X I AL IR — UM I8 3 97%~99% , 5 W T 3¢
DNA JF 9 R P T R ALK o (B2, H 5 A 21 5 ik
b35 J PRI 2H By TEREAR B, R, KRB AR B & 22 R nY
L. maculans N3 4115 853 Hr T-DNA i A7 55
M LbT-126 H1 3515 /)7 51 5 L. biglobosa ‘brassi-
cae " b35_scaffold00043 J¥ 51| —E 1k} 99% . %51
5 L. maculans JN3 ) —MEGE & H it 3 (Gen-
Bank Acc. No. LEMA_P032900. 1) — B K 56%.
FHHE AT G AR IX — B fA T, T-DNA i AR 14 4k
ity —EE 1 (B15) . M LbT-754 HhaR 1Y

DNA ¥ 3 5 L. biglobosa ‘brassicae’ bh35_scaf-
fold00001 K% FH IR — BN 97% . %FEHN 5 L. macu-
lans JN3 /) MAP kinase kinase (Mkk2)(GenBank Acc.
No. LEMA_P017630. 1)3E I /37 51 — Z Pk 15 21 79% .
FT UG 3k 5 T-DNA $i A AE MER2 FE R I (1 5) .
LbT-1440 th KIS B M F 75 5 L. biglobosa ‘brassi-
cae " b35_scaffold00003 complete sequence 1% 1 i —
HEHN 9% AL AL T — AL i XK X
AR T 9 5 L maculans JN3 28 32 AR OC 8 A
CAP1 3 A (GenBank Acc. No. LEMA_P011670. 1)
¥ — B 94%
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Fig. 5 Schematic diagram of T-DNA insertion sites and

262bp-|

flanking sequences in the 3 mutants

3t

AW TR I AL T AL AR AT B A T 5 A
SRR (L. biglobosa) W Lb731 BIFLARIK R,
B 1 5 A S R (O3 PR A8 1) BGRB8 LA KAk
FE T 52 AL 15 35 il B2 B ik ] 45 P38 % ATMT % 4k
RO, A L. biglobosa &SR PEQITE T 4%
o WNAETPTIR, L. biglobosa 1E 2B = X ) 12 &
A — S L. biglobosa ELA B A AE A
N . BRI, XS L. biglobosa 1A= 2538 W HEAIL I LA
FEOREALHI ISR, R - FERCE Sl
KA G2 72 X, L. maculans F1 L. biglobosa H
L maculans BUR LR , f6E 5, 1 L. biglobosa
Fow PR o H BRI, 33028 4 XA 27 0K
5T T SCHE L. maculans 1,10 L. biglobosa W11
APEM ., (HZ, R EFETE L biglobosa" ™™, X iX
— o I ST O R OT SR AL IS TR L
biglobosa FUJ 14 55 1X — WL & B 0], Fe [ A 22 2%
NN B WEXT L. biglobosa FF IR A ST . B,
1] 1 A R LA R ity =i B A 5 1 RS IR R
FE A5 [ AN 5E AR [R) , B 1) P 3 57 AT 5 45
FWI: L biglobosa TE 3K [l —LL 1 X 3 WIS KT 98
10%~509%"", 75 Jey i b X, L. biglobosa & 4= 2 i HE
L TSR . XEERIB] L biglobosa
e [ JRy A 3t X A 16 T AN AT /NI, A7 b EER AT
AR 25 W PE AL A EOR AL . ASHFTE N 2136
AEEAL T T e 7 A B TR R AR A A A AT
L. biglobosa BB HLEIFRAL T IR FEAL KL

Lowe S5243 1of & PR 20~ RN s 20 27 3 e A 9
L. maculans F1 L. biglobosa 17 Y& 25 == ¥ ¥y LA S N %
FHLP AT E TR0 I AR [R], /LA TR 5
T N EF P OGS FR Y 5T, s ) ASE AR E 57
J7 AONFF PR SR Y. X 5 R ATHE A W

EHPRER AV A, L. biglobosa 22 A% AL (Uit L
TR FE AR TP R SR A ISR 2, R NTE
IFCBEN 1T XS A 6 (Botrytis cinerea) FIA% £k
W (Sclerotinia sclerotiorum ) %5 WL %1 5F 14 35 37 R 20
PRI 58 25 R 3R )« A 22 A K 38 5 i LA LA )
1) 452 28 3 LA B A8 ) it JS0 0 e DR B8, T 22 4 K
e, WA= 28 T35, X 2F EAR YIRS AR5
DZE T 1545 AR BB 77, K R 22 1E Ko
SRR ERA —E KR, WEERRR %
AR (0 LbT—1440 ) 38 J8 A998 BE AR R, T TR 22 A2 1<
18 (1% 28 A5 44 (40 LhT-529 . LbT-544  LbT-721 , LbT-
754, LbT-1256 . LbT-1854 , LbT-1960) i A%, (1) 5 3
HEBUN, HBARERIRFERE . X — 4R Rt L.
biglobosa E AT 5 JJ A 4 F FIAZ 48 TR A5 BE M SR AU
JE T AL ARAE . Lowe S5PA & ¥R . L. biglobosa 7E
A A R B S MK I , 2 5 03 i EF 32 AN M RE
LA K 28 5 v ) K53 W 5, AR BBCRRT 22 A6 K DL K
To e B B T 1B SR T . A K R R B TR
O LR B 43 A K o 1Y) 4 B RE [ A g 2 A i
7 AR R FE PO, KA 4 461 77 7 botrydials®™”, A% 8 B
AR, BTSRRI L. maculans 77 £ siro-
desmin PL, 1fif L. biglobosa W A~ RE ;= A= 13X 25 ¢ /™,
I, L. biglobosa B F 27 3 240 ML A AIL I AT fEAS [R] T
L. maculans {HAFRA T

PR Y (R DU Y AR %) TE
L T 3 ] LA A v i A T, 2 32 B
Uk ZE AT M, L biglobosa KH 3 W8 (0 {0
KO, AT LI 2 L. biglobosa B 224K 52 B30
il 1155 K B(2~4 we/mL) IS, L. biglobosa K 853
W EEZER . HAMNE K IL T 1045 224 KA i 71
RARRE B OER(K2), XL RU] .
L. biglobosa 73 i (4 (3 5 HALPT W B A L& .
ARBFFEARAT T 8 DANHE /3 Wb 5, (0 3R 1Y 2 A2 4K, %t
T8 7R 0 R AW R o AL AR AR A
NEPEDIREA — & N

FE ST T FERE T-DNA 38 A7 50038 5 51 /Y
hiTAIL-PCR™", AHF58 R AIiX —HAR , 345878
& (LbT-126 . LbT-754 .LbT-1440) 3575 T T-DNA
AL EAMF TS . 7R 52K LbT-126 1, T-DNA
WABIR T — D IBe i B8 1, 5 Z AR R A
LG R A B IG , ANRE 7 AR o A fiL -, 30 T 8
59 . 7E 22 AF {R LbT-754 H, T-DNA i A B 3K T
Mkk2 £, 5 Z ARG B MR AL HE 8 R 5 iUk fG , A
RE7 LR A AL, DL RBUR 58 ek o TERAE A
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LbT-1440 1, T-DNA 4fi A¥E CAP1 3L A iz gt
X R AR 2 A KB, P IE R 80k 55
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globosa WA, L ST T L. biglobosa ) ATMT 4
ARAERFR . T-DNA i A S 235 5] 100% , B85 DU A
BRI E] 72, 7%, HitfE e . M 2136 Mk T
AR 32N GEAR R AT HE 11T 22 A K0 28 5 AR Ak
TR PR A B S AR RN 14443 A i 7= A B
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