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[ ZE]1 [HK) Ik aEA 27 A S R 5 8 B R B (Penicillium digitatum) B350 BEEE T - 0 R 09 % J5 1 #F
RS2, [Orvh Y M 25 5 Tl SR SR S AT A 7K SRR 5 o FHRR B ST M 125 4 88 O 3ok A 7 e B DAk, 1 R AT %56 5 SR ] PDB WA
B 35 12000 A0 A0 BB ) 7 1% S WIS () VR B T B D B TR VOO B PR A TR A AR SR B T P BT IR AR . (5 R Y 3K 75 1 bk
BURERETE HP-10, 456 A B A= (b 4e P S 18S rDNA J7 51 [m] 5 4 43 B7 o B 3 56 58 o B 5 307 o 5 248 8 1k (K luyveromyces ma-
raianus) o B RFITE AN B G 2 B Bk HP-10 B I7 R AR A 200 il 4R 208 B 78 7 19 5 & ;s A 10° CFU/mL HP-10 & 7%
TR AL B D6 A T O R R A 3. 61 Y0, X HR A BT & % 88,06 %6525 “CA4 T, A 10° CFU/mlL (1 I A B I Wi Ab
PRHIAE SRS 2 dJ5 R RAL R 6. 67 %0 BE ELAR AL 2. 14 mm, g 25 A% F X BB 1% & 995 %6 (93. 33 %0) F1 BE B 42 (53. 31
mm) . (&5 Nk B HP-10 B 2806 BT A S 250 T 1 LA — MBI TARIOR R I RAFA A BT .
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Screening, identification of antagonistic yeast and its biocontrol efficacy
against green mold caused by Penicillium digitatum of citrus fruit

GENG Peng,ZHANG Yan-bo, HU Mei-ying, CHEN Shao-hua,QU Fei

( Key Laboratory of Natural Pesticide and Chemical Biology ,Ministry of Education ,

South China Agricultural University ,Guangzhou,Guangdong 510642 ,China)

Abstract: [Objective] The study focused on isolating and characterizing yeast with abilities to control
diseases of citrus fruits, to provide an alternative strategy to control postharvest disease of citrus fruits.
[Method] An antagonistic yeast HP-10 was preliminarily identified as Kluyveromyces marxianus based on
physiological-biochemical characteristics and the similarity analysis of its 18S rDNA sequence. The efficacy
of HP-10 to Penicilluium digitatum in vitro and in vivo was studied by PDB trials and wounding inocula-
tion. [Result] The spore germination of P. digitatum was significantly inhibited by the yeast cell suspen-
sions in the tests on potato dextrose broth (PDB). High efficacy was achieved when fruits were treated
with suspension of HP-10 at 10° CFU/mL. Disease incidence was reduced by 84.45% compared with con-
trol after 2 days incubation. When antagonistic yeat K. marxianus was treated at a concentration of 10°
CFU/mL under 25 °C for 2 days,the decay incidence occured by 6. 67 % and lesion diameter 2. 14 mm, while
the conrol fruits had 93. 33% disease incidence and 53. 31 mm lesion diameter. [Conclusion]) It was sugges-
ted that HP-10 had a great potential to control green mold of citrus fruit,and can be used as a new strategy

for the biocontrol of postharvest diseases.
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A ¢ 5 2 AT AR SR ST A0 ) 1Y 3 B0
i A AR R 5 98 35 1 Bl IR 32 EEAR T2 R TR
PUEE LN S 9T N L NS ) R N RIS
e P A 2% 2% TR0 B 36 0B 55 A0 B 75 e [] I Al
VBRI R TR P AR B2 R L B AT 2R O e R
SR AN BT B R N R PR SR Y 1 R L AR A A BT RE RE
g AR A 27 24 50 1Y 22 4 TE o B Ry AR Wit n) L ik
A= A B A B b i — A

FIF 2R G AW B 36 B B 0 00k O A s i i
TR TR LA B T B TR v B B R D LA B R
UF A7 A B 2R AT LRI 27 3% TR R R A5 00 R
K5I A W B IR B AT A RS ARk [ P Ab
FH A DU R ] TR R SR E PR AT T
Z W98, Zahavi 29 M R 22 B £ (Cryptococcu
oleophila) Blj iG M K 75 %5 #1%5F (Botrytis cinerea ) X
M (Aspergillus niger) 51 i 8 2205 . S T
KL B 36 8505 s Janisiewicz 267 B % 18 R Bk 1 £F
(Cryptococcus laurentii ) Ab BB 57 5 B 52, 0] A %
TR R0 00 & A B s N R oY TR 2 B
(Candida Sp.) CWW-4 3 M1 2R 5 2% % i (1) Bi 6
RO BRI B I e B 1 MRS PR 2K R
Wb LAl 22 [ B I UORE 12 T B 1 T 2R Y
et H i, 3 50 B B IR 22 B2 B (Candida
oleophila) A B2 BRI HF (C. albidus) 75 3¢ [FH Ml w5
FECEH TR AN IR TR CRE W
R BIR o AT I3 B AR R R S Al X g
A7 U6 R AR % R o 1) 0 I B TR HEAT T U 0B A
SE IR HAME RO AT TG LU R AR 2% 2
A= W B 16 S 256 BT IR R B9 7 4 A BRIS A

O i RS IR

.1 EEMHE

L1.1 AR E BEPEINILE ST . K/ —3 B
HOE TCHUAIR A EL AR 28 3 SR S Ak B A0 R A 2R S
12 B S0 % J5 7 B JO A 430 2 00 ) U TR AV TR
M3 5 min, FHRAK M UE. BT /5 R

1.1.2 MAEmRHA LT EFRGHNE MRS
B I (P digitatum) 53 85T H SR A0 WA A SR 52
E b % 35 7 B DR B 97 5L (PDA) B3R 7~ 14
ds HE&E G R4 % 0.05% Tween 80 1Y T 7K BL i,
018 77 WS . P I R T BRob R vk B Ry 10°
mL ™ AR

1.2 BEBEMKNIBS5RIE

%% Wilson " (17 ¥ - 1E — 8 & . NAE
P AR R A7 el 20 58 el SR A A I R R AR SR S ot o 2R
EIEST R TR I 2 em X 2 em B /N, 4500 B 5
FREC10 g A BIREA 90 ml 525 T4 2 B A 1% 97
L0 = A 2R JE A LI B 43400, 100 1Y i 1R
B THIRER FIRGH 5 (26 °C 120 r/min)
48 h, FAB WM FEL 1 ml Bk, vk B BA BE 1 B
Je s A3 B B 107,10 1,10 AR IR 100 pl, IR
AT 2R AR B AR 3 IR A PR b BT 25 CHE
R FRFE DRGSR 48 h SR 5 PRI I 00 AE AH 57 11 5 TR
% & R G AR TG s R

TR RR 07 32 SR FH I8 B TR 5 N ARG S 0 TR T ik
B JE K 4 10°,107,10°,10° CFU/mL Y
7 B TR JEL T W K R AR 2 R O TR R 10°, 107, 10
mL T TR 400 A& R T mL A 20 mL
50 CHEA MG ZE T AIA MR R RS R B AT
PO rp K B AT, T 28 “CHEFE 2~10 d,
AR 3AELE AR EL 2 K0 TRFRMWE
2,6, 10 KL IF 10 53 TR v 28 I DL T 38 XoF N A 2
B A B A RS PR A5 B BE TRk
1.3 BEEKMETE
1.3.1 A#Aesse SBCH[13-16 1/ J7 1%,
W E AR HP-10 (19 48 B AE AL ARAE
1.3.2 18S rDNA R & ¥ A A RHABERRH
18S rDNA {43 15| % EF3(5'- TCCTAAATGAC
CAAGTTTG-3)fil EF4(5'-GGAAGGGRTGTAT-
TTATTAG-3)" 47 PCR 41, [ £ 2 DNA
R, 2 B A TAY TERBEARRS A RAF
FOAE ) 55 R 20 DNA 2 B0l 5 & dF 17 . e b ik &
(50 pL) g KL DNA 1 pL, 314 EF3(10 pL/L) Al
EF4(10 pL/1) % 1.5 ul,2 X PCR MasterMix 20
pLl WK 26 pl, PCR P .94 CHIAEM 5
min;94 “CAE#: 1 min,48 ‘CiB k 1 min,72 °CiEff 2
min, 2AFFR 35 WK 5 72 C ZEf 10 min, 4 C A}
f£. PCR =Wy alifb 5 W . 5y By L v o e 5 5L A=
Y AR AT BR 2 W) 58 B

£ GenBank % 4f F2 . b F 4] Blast Xf fir I 5 (1)
18S rDNA J¥ 31 5 € #2 i8 (4 % 1 1 18 Pk /9 18S rDNA
27 5 AT A IR PR L E L 4K FE N MEGA 3.1 #l
DNAMAN #4447 [5] U5 M L X, IF 4 2 &R 40 i 1k
B
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1.4 BEREBESE HP-10XNHEEERNERRE
1.4.1 HP-10 S MAG L FR A T H AL FE 0 Ha
2 W8 Janisiewicz 2577 (1) 7 5 . 4 ) W B N
10°,107,10° CFU/mlL {4 %5k 1 23 W 100 L, ik
ABA 5 mL PDB 8532 359308, DL 100 pL KA
ZRIB K by %k B P AE 25 4 o A 100 L MR Ry
10° mL " PR ARG % 25 9 TR At BT TR, T 1E IR R
R EFE 25 °CF 80 r/min #R3% 5 9% 24 h, BB T
G A 1% 1 R DL FH G TR K B B A R A Uk
F R R 100~120 A, DA77 A 1 2748 K
J3E R a0 ST 38 B R I O W R e I AR T T A%
b FRAE 7B AR O TR T R R, A E
3 U BT .
1.4.2 FARTH4 HP-10 A MAE 2 BB X s & o
R AZRME R 5B Janisiewicz T, H
TH 5 Y 42 b BT A2 A AR 09 JR B A A2 R 1 4 4 mm
() X3 mm C58) 05 1 F 405 11 B S5 43 93] 42 A
30 pL 10°,107,10° CFU/mL 4540 e B B 207 1

PATE R K S B3 h 5 FREERR 20 L 10° mL ' AG Hf
W T R A T BRI RS T 25 CINE,
IORSF 95 0 24T IR E L 430 T 2, 4,6 d J5 il e &
R BE AR, REALIE 8 MRS LI ER 3 Ik,
L5 I

K H SAS # 4 (Version 8. 01, SAS Institute
Inc. . Cary, NO)#EATHHE G LB 45 R AL H K
B W 22 £ & B P (Duncan’ s muitiple range
test, DMRT) #£47 22 57 8 3 1 73 #r (P<<0. 05) .

2 gER 55

HERBRERNBESERNIHE

MR SERE Bl o0 B 3R A5 B AT B 1 1R R T PR
13k« 36 5 9RE T X O T R AR % 0 T AT 4K
GF O RO B BB B HP-10 (R 1), 10°
CFU/mL HP-10 ¥k & 77 W -5 A [a] ik B2 A A7 4 22
TR RGBSR 10 d BB R DL R R R
PR T B B HP-10 147 Jm 2052 .

2.1

1 BEEKHP-10 EHBRERANERERER
Table 1 Result of mixture of P. digitatum and yeast strain HP-10

HP-10 ¥}/ HH A7 23 25 9% 1 W B /mL ! Concentration of P. digitatum

(CFU « mL™ 1) 5 5 !

N . 10 10° 10

Concentration

of HP-10 2d 6 d 10 d 2d 6 d 10 d 2d 6 d 10 d

108 ++/— ++/— ++/— ++/— ++/— +4/— ++/— ++/— +4/—
107 ++/— ++/— ++/— ++/— ++/— ++/— ++/— ++/— ++/—
109 ++/— ++/— ++/+ ++/— ++/— ++/+ ++/—= ++/— ++/—
10° +/— +/+ —/++ +/— +/— +/+ +/— +/+ +/++

TE /TR 20 500 3R B B R A % B 0 1 1 2R R O 5 - 7RO TV IR I 2/3 DA TR VORI A BRI /3 WAL =

FRARWEHE ALK

Note:Before “/” means growth of yeast, after “/” means growth of P. digitatum;*“+ +” means growth higher than 2/3,“+” means

growth lower than 1/3,“—" means no growth.

2.2 HESEREFEREBER HP-10 MERE
2.2.1 BHEMKEAFALKEE BEAE HP-10
1€ PDA Ve I R i) 1 7% 52 R B 3L A 6, & m ke

L NGRS, HAR 3~4 mm, £ 0 JCOG B, 5
B AT 5 A B AOR . A R B A R s L TR R
20 i 522 O R SO R . AR BRAE ARRRAE ISR 2.

¥ 2 BEE HP-10 WAEIBEKIST

Table 2 Physiological and biochemical characteristics of HP-10 yeast strain

LI H Test W5 +5Fr Indicator HP-10 ML H Test Mg F5Fr Indicator HP-10
% FE Glucose + NH,;NO; +
2R B Maltose + KNO; —+

ok T B Sucrose -+ R R L NaNOjs —

Fermentation D-2EFL## D-galactose Vv Nitrogen source 1% % fix Tyrosine +
FLAH Lactose + 1 & % Histidine —
TEMETERS Starch — R APk Aspartate +
W A& Glucose + TER K f# Amylolysis —
FZEHE Maltose -+ 72 R Acids production —

T W ) 4k FLHE Lactose v HAlr JR Z K fi# Protealysis —

Carbon source ABE Xylose AV Additional tests

D-2£F B D-galactose -+

FLZ5 B Rhamnose

TE 7 RN PR SR — 7 7R B SR R V7 37 ) A S

Note:“-+7” represents positive reaction,“—” represents negative reaction,“V” represent variable reaction.
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2.2.2 18StDNA B35 # DL EF3 fil EF4 A5
Yy, i 5 BB A S Pk PCR B3 18S rDNA JF
G, g DNA Jy BN B — 250 KR JE 21 1 496 bp
(I 1. $i%F 55 GenBank i HI R T 51 24T L
xb 252 (&L 2) s s HP-10 T 4k 5 1 v i v & 4i 5
+: (Kluyveromyces marxianus) W103 [ [8) I 14~
1002, 454 2. 2. 1 4521, W) 6 HP-10 B bRH 5
e v B 4k BE BE, H GenBank % 3 5k
HQ414234,

2.3 RREBEE HP10MHERBERNEBRRER
2.3.1 HP-10 x4 & FR A T 9 L0 %a
PDB 2 56 45 5 3¢ B (& 3) AN [7] ¥ J3E 4% 0 B 42 77 W
A7 T 410 ) A A A T AT R R TR T R

R ) 3k S S L L 4% A B A G AT kR Y
2 F KT X IR (P<<0. 05)
M HP-10

L 1496 bp

750 bp

100 bp

B 1 WEEE HP-10 i 18S rDNA PCR 9 45 5
Fig. 1 18S rDNA agarose elec-trophoretogram
of HP-10 yeast strain

Pichia Americana (EF550466)

100
61 Candida mycetangii ATCC 62901 (FJ381692)
] Candida sp. CW3.2 (GQ506979)
Pichia hampshirensis (FJ381688)
Kluyveromyces marxianus W103 (FJ444633)
100 Strain HP-10(HQ414234)
== Kluyveromyces marxianus (AB536783)
Kluyveromyces polysporus (AY046249)
— 100 — Kluyveromyces sp. IFO 11072 (AB087374)
0.002

2 WEREE HP-10 18S rDNA FFHI Y £ 48 & & it AL

Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree based on 18S

100 [ a
°\°§ 80
o S
= o
oo 40+
2
4 20k b
d C
ol_ommem , [EE :
10° 10’ 10° CK

HP-103 J¥/(CFU » mL™")
Concentration of HP-10
3 FHPURERETE HP-10 7 WO A A% 21 0%
A TEL i 1 5
B R F /NG F kKR 4 DMRT $%:4t i),
HAIET P<0.05 K P ERRE. TR
Fig. 3 Influences of antagonistic yeast HP-10 on spore
germination of P. digitatum
Data in columns with different letters are statistically different
according to Duncan’s multiple range test

at P<Z0.05,the same below

rDNA sequence of HP-10 yeast strain

2.3.2 FMRTF HP-10 x 445 4 F s K = & A s 52
A m IR R (E 4, B 5) R, PR
PR HP-10 207 WA Ve i B vy o X 4 85 it 7 (P
digitarum) | E R AR S S 4% B I s 25 R BE R
SN A R RS B L, HP-10 b B SR S22 d ),
PL 10°CFU/mL HP-10 & 77 3 A 30 i 35 R fe b &
W RAL N 6. 67 %, -G BE H A2 N 2. 14 mm, 5 H
b v B TR TR B T V) AL BRSO A A W R 25 5 107
A1 10° CFU/mL B HF 7 HP-10 £ 77 A0 4k #1301
o B S P Tk BRI 4 d DL JE . 107 i 10°CFU/mL
HP-10 8 7 Ak 335 52 14 & 05 2 5 %) HECAH L E b 3%
25 0 RS0 B E AL W KT X R 108
CFU/mL HP-10 B 77 AL B S50, 72 Ab FEER 4
6 KK R0k 37. 7100 F1 82. 22 %, s B A%
4351k 16. 32 F1 38, 61 mm, 1 X 18 14 & 9% 3k
100 % . G BE 142 J9 85. 06 F1 86. 37 mm, —F FEA1E i
FEES
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10°CFU/mL; [J10” CFU/mL; Ml 10° CFU/mL;H CK

KR E %

Disease incidence

2 4 6
i 18]/d
Time
B 4 FEHEERE B HP-10 577 86 A% 22 5%
S

Fig. 4 Effect of different concentrations of HP-10 on

disease incidence of citrus fruits
3 v o’

Ptk TR A R A B R T T SR 8 R S 1 B R R
fif, — B LA AL R RS PR T L
P2 A TR TR A5 A 0L i B S — R 2
AR W O 7E £ N T Ok R AR 7l AR B )z N
ARG fa F NR3F E R, e etk e
AR TR, ARG AR (B R A 2 1 4
BIOH R 13 BREERE T L 200 R B 6 0 e A5 2 G
Ji R HP-10, Jf 38 1 A #A: b RRAE 45 & 18S 1D-
NA J5 50 53 Br o B 55 7 S B v 307 5 6 2 B BF (K.
marxianus) s IZBE B R ERBE XD T B IF
PR B A R A P R R . R S o T v A TR
R 32 BT R Bk R W LR T A
AR 5 1 4 A R R DL HL SR8 R R 5 B A
1R DG 4

ABIF 5 07 Ve 4 1 B B HP-10 (0 35 BT8R 5 vk
JERLIE ARG, 2 HP-10 Bk 10° CFU/mL
BF LR P HIAG 285 2 d S5 o H A S 506 A1 1Y) R
FAUN 6. 67 % F I BE E AR N 2. 14 mm, ¥l
AR TR RE AL P 6 d LS . 10° CFU/mL HP-10 &
T A 3 S5 ) R R A BT e AR BE AR AT
SREE/N, K 38,61 mm, B FHMTFXFR, il %
SER W] FEHUEERE T HP-10 32 58 2o 400 5 16 1 4
EHGR TR R A A HERIURERE, X 5
Hashem %" | Ge 257 {9 #f 58 45 B — 5. BB
HP-10 784 i85 e B 1] % H A% 2 85 06 8 1 Bl TR AR A
AEIA B e fF . 3X 15 Fan &1 118 0 B HE 8 16 5 5 AH
W4

ASHIF 5 G 56 2] 00 45 B R B HP-10 X6 4 47 2%
BN DR LA B AP I B IR AR B — i W R g

10 CFU/mL; [J10” CFU/mL; [l 10° CFU/mL; H CK

100
g g 80
E 15
@ 5 60
m-c
5 G 40
R 5
ks 20
0 2 4 6
i 181/
Time
B 5 FEPrEEEE HP-10 2% W 5 G 8 555
93 BAE %) 10 o1 200 SR

Fig. 5 Inhibition effect of different concentrations of

HP-10 on lesion diameter of citrus fruits

(EAR I 2 o R ] T R ARS R i & % 0 4 A 1) B
TRIEAT T W0 ER Y - 02K 2 T R e 2 10 T A4 7
S I IR B R R R B B IAROR B 2R
HAb AN BT HE AT IR G, Bk K AL S 1 L & Jm ER 2k
TR T R R R A LAk 3 4 iy g 1
BRI AR B 200 9 R T 5 86 B8 A 1 T R 22 TR A
LB . [A] o A0 75 X6 2 T Pk 4% A= Bl 2800 B 5 T HIL B
PEATHE— B RADTIE

(5% k]
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