Bt gL g @’ 2026,35(3):535-539
Acta Agriculturae Boreali-occidentalis Sinica

doi:10. 7606/j. issn. 1004-1389. 2026. 03. 015
https://doi. org/10. 7606 /j. issn. 1004-1389. 2026. 03. 015

HR A TR R TR R TR e B T W 5 3R i i

TR L FH4P A

ARYLVE OLEEELRER . ERWE L FBR]

L H AR KR R BE, 22 M 73007052, HH & R FR2= B MY RBT ST, 290 730070)

=

hr WL TR A D B R SRR A S TS 2 R O A B A T O 20 o 10 A O R T I A Y

WA Z X o3 S A AL A B 0 75 BRSTA 22 4% TR TR R SR AT RS HRE U 8 R PN EE I R L A5 R SR W .75 BRAT AR 22
B 4r 3 D H A BT AG-3, AG4A-HG-TT Fl AG-5, Hoth AG-3 4 6 3 800 it & R, o B A 18 4k 10
66.67% , AGA-HG- Il Hl AG-5 19 /i L4354 10. 67 %6 #1 22.67% ., 10 FAEBIZ5 R AG-3 1Y% N 5 ) 2 &5
HERW] L1 00012/ g WiH ZEFAT I WP Fll 3 12/g W R ARRE WP I3 I 8RBT EC;, 435124 0. 035 4 mg/L

F10.066 2 mg/L.,

KGR DR ERREN A LR AR YRR ENE

A B (Salanum tuberosum L..) EA W T
BT TR AR e o S R TR
B S R W ny 5 BH k. 2022 AEH R A D
FRER R ALA F) 57,61 O hm” . &7 4 [ B FR R
AR 19 %0 5 S IR B 222, 6 7 v, 4 8™
W 12.4% , Bl B G0 E AL R Ak e 1Y
FHE T RS it o T % S AR RS A 0O A A
[ H g5 58 L 4% 55 A5 0 5 I BB AR i
B, 0 I B 4% B R A BNk 5
LR R i AL BT, TR B PR E N O ST A 22
W (Rhizoctonia solani) 2 Y5158, 374k 22 B W A
{UAT 42 Y Th 44 2 5 0] LU Y oA A 4t . Eh 4%
S CE S 22 A% T H AT 14 A RlE R
(AG-1~AG-13 fl AG-BD™ . 5 #f i 3% [ /9 £
PR HEE AG3 Har i)z, sl il 7R L 1l
Vi T R B A RE R AG-3TY

Ih % R SE R Y B 7 B AT 2 DA R 20
F AR 25 W5 45 BAT DL Y P B, B i 2 % R
ST g X N SR —EfaF . £
A 2 B IR BE A0 R0 2 A R S AR TR 1Y & e
B WA E R AR A R R Y
B #2060 T P8 B B % 7 A e e e B A

W88 :2024-09-05 BEEBHE:2024-11-05

SCo ARBIEFEREH A SR AR 1Y B % 2 SRR i R
Ty RIEI LS 12 5E . B W0 H O & SR R
FEIA Rl 5 AR S T R e 4 S il 5 L O 1B 10 A
FE AR 24 08 UG B O R R AT N 2 D E
A 9 26 Hh A S8 R AR 24

1 #M#E5F&*

1.1 KBk

L% R AR HH R 22 M E T A
BRAE 6 T, 3k 80 AR AL, 3 B Al Ak 25 5 15 3
75 BRSLA 22 A% TR R AR . AR ARl R ) bR
HERAR N : AG-A AG-Fa,AG-K,AG-1-1B,AG-2-
1.AG-3PT,AG-4HGII, AG-4HGIII fil AG-5, 3t
9 ARG X b B RO K2 R R B B R
R AN
1.2 #HEH

34/ g MR AR B R QLR R H A
FHEA R FD (0. 3% T F 7 M il 1B 77 (PR T
WGA fi AR FHE A FRA F]D (10 0 2 hi 8 R T i
PR ) (B VY 22 AT B A W B A BR A D 1. 3 %6
S0 V7 3R COR e i 18 VR A A= BB R R AT B
N EDD (1 Y0 H R A FR RV R TR AR AR AR o R

EEWB: H & B £ 3 2 (20CX9NA09L) 5 H it & 4k B 27 B Be 9% B AF 11 &) (2024GAASLI6) ; H i & & % B £ it %

(18YFINAO095-1),

B—EE IR B WL A N R K B A5 . E-mail . 1822427028@ qq. com
BIEIEE 4 F. 5 098 51, BB N F A% HUE LB s R 58 . E-mail: gslip@163. com
BoORLE LA R, N E A YR R KB AR BFSY . E-mail: zhengguo@gsagr. ac. cn



*+ 536 -

mode &kl

35 &

E

A B D (126w R R KL (Ll AR R ik
AR A RS 7D L 24 % KB R K GRIURE
WA YR A A R A FD 1 000 12/ g Al HE 24
FETE TR APE R ) QLR 55 A R ECA BR A |DD |
100 42/ mL fif 5E #3 2 F 4T A CRRIDURR I AR )
BHE B A PR ) .80 % Z s E L i OF & Kb
KA B AR A A
1.3 HZMEHETE
1.3.1 s ihx% e ZRimnmbs LRE
SELRE I Rl A TR SR FH A AiE R A At B AR A IR
B R EHIT R E
1.3.2 5.8 SrDNA-ITS A 7| 5 #7 % & k5B
B TA Bk DNA 09 £ 8. ¥ B A it il 1/ ik S5 7
PDA “FA | 2500 BWEH: 37 3 d. AR5 AL iR 36
FRHA FRZA w] A2 7 1 LT L K 41 DNA $2 B0 )
41 (Fungi Genomic DNA Extraction Kit)#&H DNA,
PCR #" 4 1 5. 8S rDNA-ITS J& %1 Il & . ¥
P T AR A L 4L DNA SRR, 2 F 514 1TS1
FMIITSL 47 PCR 3% . #EH 25 pL RWIE R,
ddH,0O 8.5 pL, 5% ITS1 1 ITS 4 1 pxL.DNA
AR 2 pl,2X Tag PCR Green. Mix 12. 5 pl.,
PIGRRT R .95 CHIAE M 5 min; 95 “C AR
1 min,58 ‘CiB & 45 5,72 CZEH 1 min,35 MFE
;72 CHEAR 10 minsd CLRAF. § MM 1%
(4 3 R W 5 T PR YK RS I (R VK 22 MR 0. 5 X

TBE), B 5 pl, ¥ Wik EE TAEY T
TR C ) A A B2 w47 %) 3 I Pf 42 .

W

\

J¥ 51 53 B K i 0 45 1) TR R ¥ 810 7 NCBI |
547 BLAST 4087, [R B 78 NCBI L F 2% H Al AR
RRA RTS8 M MEGALL, >R N;j
DA R G B HEAT RlE T Y 43 AT SO E
1.4 ERNFSHNE
PIAT AL NG AL 3 d A B VK i 2 3T BURR O, e T
ST B 5 2 R0 Wk BE A 6 A PDA P AR
TR 3 S, AT ORI B DF 53 0 B & 2
B 50 b LB 25 CCHE IR R 40 SR mE 5 9% 3 d.
FREBR R R 5777 1) 0 2 TR 9% ELAR  SROF- 3418 L 0l
2% 5.0 mm & PF E A TR X,

i = Oof IR 75 B — A E % AR /
O FR VK B AR —5) X100 %

1.5 HiEAIE

FH Excel 2016 Fil DPS 9. 01 $¥i 4b ¥ & 45
A X8 % 245 700 08 B AR A T D 0E O R R DG R A
(r) N EC,, HATIH M.

2 HREAMN

2.1 DHEEFFHAHLT

2.1.1 APUFIERAR 75 MEAMEX GRS
Gy 3 ARG RE, 43N AG-3. AGA-HG- 1 #1
AGS5(E D HPE T AG-3 Rl & BE B bR A 50
B o o5 BB AR 9 66. 67 % s AG4-HG- 1T @il 30 7
MR R A 8 B o5 T U B BR A9 10. 67 %05 AG-5 il
BRI MR 17 Bk, 5 B B AR Y 22. 67 %0,

S
—

/)

=
a. SEAEFLA b, EERES

a. Complete fusion:b. Non-fusion

1

Fig. 1
2.1.2 5.8S rDNA-ITS 5 7| o #7 % 52 k& B
H b 4% 5 Sk PT8, PT9, PT67, PT29, PT74,
PT66.PT32 Fl PT39 M1 M itk 5 % AG4-
HG- 11 Rl & A 1Y T AR 3R — 7, 1 g DL B 9

B4maeRE

Hyphal fusion types

PR T AGA-HG- 11 @& 8%, & B il 7 Bk
) 16. 67%; % 5 & PT42, PT60, PT7, PT3.
PT46, PT48, PT61, PT47, PT70, PT33, PT37,
PT49.PT75,.PT24.PT19,.PT16 Fl PT2 Ky £ I



334

TR T A T AT A R R T A THE M R R A ) 2 O

* 537 -

BARS10R AG-5 Fil & B A T bR RO — 7 . 5 2
A b 4 5 15 U0 T bR B T AG-5 miA RE, o BT I
BREY 22,6706 5 Hodr 50 BRTF DI #k 5 AR AG-3
3 FHF 190 T R 2R B — R L B E X 50 Bk o I R AR SR

021 g

(e-oy VE20000gy

Lid
Lild
£2hd

T AG-3 B GHE 5 BTN B BR Y 66. 6700, S BT 4s
G RIR B IR A R A — (B 2. B HOR
A RFEI RS FE IS EORRE G Y AG-3.

T 3
a @
2

2 5.8SrDNA-ITS RFFIMBHNRZLER
Fig.2 Phylogenetic tree constructed based on 5.8 S rDNA-ITS region sequence

10 HEYREX AGIHWERNE A

10 R A= W4k 25 %) AG-3 By EC,, [HFFL N .
1000 12/g Wi ZEFAF I WP>>3 14/g M R K%
WP>100 14/ mL ff# 3 ¥ 2F 1 FF 5§ LD>0. 3% T
THE SL>1 % HIERER SC>80% L% EC>
10N ZhEE WP>1 XN IIR TR EW>1. 3%
2 SC>24 % X EE R AS, Hrf 100012/ g #k
FAF AT WP Fl 3 44/g WX KB WP X AG-3
M3 ) B A, ECyy 43 %2 0. 035 4 mg/L
0.066 2 mg/L, HK KN 100 12/ ml f# T8 2 4T
W LD Ml 0. 3% T F #& B SL. EC,, 43 51 N
0.108 6 mg/L Ml 1. 442 9 mg/L, 1% HEBEHEER

2.2

SC.80% & EC10% ZHiH R WP il 1%
JRF% EW 19 EC,, 73514 2. 300 4 mg/L.2. 460
7 mg/L. 2. 500 5 mg/L #1 20. 979 5 mg/L,
L3% &0 SC M 24 % K% FE AS M # N1 i
55.EC., 4%k 260. 281 8 mg/L Fl 1 413. 667
mg/L(FE D),

3 w5tk

AW R, Tl A DA EBER SN 34
A RE, A AG-3 AGA-HG-T #1 AG-5,H
Pessoms Bl A B AG-3, 5 [ Py H At b 1X ) %8
ELE M . Anderson' " BF 5T & I L Bl G RE AG-3



538 Hodb & Ak % iR 35 &
K1 FRAEYHF AG-3 B HNE
Table 1 Toxicity of different biological agents against AG-3
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Identification of Anastomosis Groups of Rhizoctonia
solani Causing Potato Black Scurf and Screening
of Biological Control Agents in Gansu Province

HUANG Zhenbo', LI Jiping"*,ZHENG Guo'’, WANG Li*, HUI Nana’,
ZHAQO Changquan',LI Xinyu' and BAI Zhimin'

(1. College of Plant Protection, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070,China;

2. Institute of Plant Protection,Gansu Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Lanzhou 730070,China)

Abstract To determine the anastomosis group (AG) types and identify the predominant pathogenic
AG of potato black scurf disease in Gansu Province,and to screen biological control agents against the
dominant pathogenic group. This study identified the anastomosis groups and evaluated the indoor
virulence of 75 purified isolates of Rhizoctonia solani. The results showed that isolates belonged to
three AGs: AG-3,AG4-HG-II, and AG-5,with AG-3 identified as the predominant pathogenic group,
accounting for 66. 67% of all isolates. The proportions of AG4-HG-II and AG-5 were 10. 67% and
22.67% respectively. Indoor toxicity test of 10 biological agents against AG-3 indicated that Bacillus
subtilis WP (1.0X10" CFU/g) and Trichoderma harzianum WP (3.0X10° CFU/g) exhibited the
most effective activities,with EC;, values of 0. 035 4 mg/L and 0. 066 2 mg/L respectively.

Key words Potato black scurf; Anastomosis group of Rhizoctonia solani; Biological fungicides; In-

door toxicity
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