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Biocontrol effect of endophytic fungus HPFJ3 from Magnolia officinalis
wheat take-all disease

JIANG Hua-nian' ,  DING Ting2
(1.College of Ecology, Lishui University, Lishui 323000, China; 2.Anhui Agricultural University, Hefei 230036, China)

Abstract: The endophytic fungus HPFJ3 with the potential of biocontrol activity against wheat take-all caused by
Gaeumannomyces graminis were studied through the investigations of the interactions between HPFJ3 and G. graminis by du-
al culture experiment on PDA plates and enzymes activities in wheat root at different growth stages. The strain HPFJ3 had
an antagonistic activity against G. graminis by causing mycelial malformation and breakage. The inoculation of HPFJ3 to the
wheat rhizosphere could significantly improve the resistance to wheat take-all, and the incidence was only 15.95% at seed-
ling stage, much lower than that of control group ( 88.07%). The activities of polyphenol oxidase ( PPO), peroxidase
(POD) and phenylalanine ammonla( PAL) in wheat roots treated with HPFJ3 were enhanced throughout the growth period.
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A BRI

TR 5 50 1 2 48 A ) 78 52 3 Sh L% Fh
PER Ak 27 LA A W 45 R R RS a3 B &R
G5, 7 A AH O By 0 T A 7 8 ) 5 AR BT Ah AN A
KRB, MYAN S5 280 A AT 2 1Y
Z WA ALEE(PPO) ALY BE(POD) FIZRN A
P itk I ( PAL ) 55 22 T B A 52 107 1 5 L ) K 0 9
JETR R AR & B YR O A R
YO IR A AR AR, BT, KT AL H
INELMIR AR E AR B2 RE T
A B MO e Ot ] B 18 # ( Pseudomonas
fluorescence) IR , T A ¢ /N2 4= b s A B L 1A
AR BIF 5 U i A 4 3, A 1256 DA RS 2R A5 7Y — R0k
JINFZ A ol TR LA A R A T T ) JER AR Y AR LT
HE#E HPFJ3 ( Nigrospora sp.) N i 56 B B , 70 A 45
PO TR AR XS 71N 22 42 o TR 1) 300 B AIL ), X /N 22 4 ol
o BT 118 BT 16 280CR DA R /0 22 AR B 4 b 465 BT T ik
HPFJ3 X AN [6] A= & 1 09 /0N 22 A8 bk AR 3 17 100 i
(POD .PPO FI PAL) i&PERISENA | B TEAR R IE AN
A= BT HPFJ3 % /N2 42 i 1) A B v 0 S 55/
EIMRF TR OC R, My HPFI3 /R /N2
s 14 £ B TR AR IR 2 A

1 MRSk

1.1 E#RIE

TR kg AR S 55 % 0 43 B O B 1) — R R /N2 4
ol AT EL A AT O TR T D JER A P A TR TR R G
5k HPFJ3, i B il 1/ J& K & ( NCBIL % 5% 5.
KP795394) .
1.2 EHRE

PDA #5555 . B4 55 200 g, 4 b5 20 g, Bl
15 g,7K1 000 ml; 2Ry e 56 . FER FH/KIR I 12 h
JEAEM 1 b RIEH IS TV AR RS, 0. 11
MPa KB 1 h,
1.3 E# HPFJ3 SN EZELMRERFERANRER
13,1 sbwd3g e SRR Ao IRg ik ™
Bk HPFI3 Fl/NZE 4ol B 430l 72 PDA P4 b Ky 5%
4~6 d, HNE R 6 mm MYFTFLARFEHT F B V5 T 54T
AL USRI EAE 90 mm) B AR Fh LA P A BT
I JL TR 1) B 4% — B, BB DERE P 35 3.5
em,, [R) DA SRR T S A Oy X R B AL B 3 SR
BT 25 C P RBERESR, B35 d ENEE

AN A ELTE HPFI3 X /N 22 4 g B 26 K A 310 i
EH,

1.3.2 HHEAER 6 BHAEIE  1EKE MBI A
HYLE 10 mmx 10 mm B ICHE PDA 15973 —He
SR BRI 2 1 JE AN P9 A2 L HPFJ3 F/NZE 4l
5 B (R T 2243 W3 T PDA T A7 3 i o s,
P HCE TR IR L e 25 C R IR S IR 40 N 2B
ORI BT % | 18 K K 0L 22 A P 1 A B P O 7k
e,

1.4 EfRNEEE HPFJ3 S ERPZH/NELMRF
BB 3L E

FEMHET, NE (353 16) Fi 74 A SRKR L TH
B JCHRUK MRS, B TR T P R 08 4K Y B 5 0L
W, T 28 CHYHIRIFFAG NAEZE 24 h, 30K E% 5%
UF R EANN A2 BB HPFJ3 /N 22 4 s T T bk 32
ANBEH KRV R = AP, 25 C B4
FFRFR10d, ZHEPIRAGE BN, THKHE,
RIGBE 5 FhALER . O RHMEXT IR, K0t 2 1) 22 4 4%
FiF2ea K& H M EaE, QEMNAERKE
HPFJ3 Rb3 4 220 70 15 3% 56 15 55 1 TR AN P9 AE LT
HPFJ3 5KEEZ M 4 1 5(Fia - R 8 )
RA PSR T SRIERE R i 2 22 60 B/
224 10U TR+ R AN P AR LT HPFI3 AR B 22 i v
FEFREERE SR /N E A i TR JEE RN I A TR HPFI3
SREHEM A 11 5(FTE - B - ) L
BRAFI5T SR IE AP 200 22 6 ; @/ Al
TEAL B B AR B 35 B 1 55 1 /N2 4 il T4 5 K
WA 15 (Fii - (KB M BiR G 345,
SRIG M 28 W 22 0L Q) /N2 B i T + 2 T R
(RIFIRIE 44 5 T R T ) AL 3 22 vb B 57
BTN E RN S KA AE- 8 15 (R
R IR &5 R &t 15% %
PR RFERNAL PR 2R, 22 T R P FR T 2 1 S o
=1 0.3%,

BN 20 75 (#5516 em, 142 13 om,
THAR 6 em) , BRAREFN 5 K, KA LIE T 22 C
TE R B SR R O 12 h RIS 12 h G,
FEF 7 d JETEas AT BRIV v 58 4, FR AR et
FAEFRANE R, FERE 21 d A S
KRB, 2 BEAES 7k AR /N2 4 o 1Y)
5 WO BARUESE T & ™ B TH R I 1 EORn
KRG R, AR R AL B L 1 A A K SR (AR bk
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fo MR TR M LRI o IERE= [ 2 (%%
PR AL x AR )/ (A BHREx 5) ] x
100 ; % = (LB BARED x 100%
1.5 EFEF R EEE HPFI3 3t/ ZE 18 BREA # B
E TR

INFZ (7 16) R AL PR TR Bk HPFI3 Fl/NZ2
S TR A S RO IE R i 1.4, 22 1 iR AGE i
FIARYD , TR B, K8 4 FhAbHEL . /N7 4 i TR
Ab B JEEANPN A ECR HPFY3 AR B /N 4 (i 1 + 5
AN EC HPFJ3 AbEE X AR 4 i 2 (%) LA
B3 Km ik 1.4, AR 20 %5 (45 16
em, F1I4E213 em, F 426 em) , B FEF 5 ki, ¥
B IE T AN T AR FA DR, Bl 22 C, K
18 ¢ 6EIA 12 h BEE 12 h OB, 4351 F /)
2 WIHTI Ay BRI AT A RN SR AN [R]
SR FRZH Th A — B /N AR A LU ARL, 73 5 i 4T
Z W EALEE (PPO) A AL (POD ) FIOR TN 2R
i Wl ((PAL) W5 ME I, RS ALEE S AN
PPO POD F PAL R B ¥ $2 U7 125 . 500 mg HH Y 4H
AU, A 0. 01 g R OIEMEELERR (PVP) ,FEA S
ml 0. 05 mol/LBFFRELZZ WPl (pH 7. 8) , VKU HIF I A,
S B AR RS B B T, T 4 °CTF5 000 1/min
B0 15 min, FISWEDAHIERR , S BIMREEET
B E PPO . POD 1 PAL 3G YE
1.5.1 PPO FHmZ RMNAEZRA.1.0mlo0.1
mol/LARZE 3 ,2.0 ml 0.05 mol/L#k MR £k 2% th ik
(pH 7.8),0.5 ml MlEHWE, 1R G HE T 37 CHER
KA IR 60 min, HUH S BIINA 20% =5 £ 1R
2.0 ml 281k SR, 25 (O R DA% o i A 38
PPO B € SR 1 g BELHZUEILTE 420 nm AR IO
fH 1 min 284K 0.01 Ky 1 ANEEEIE B0y, & 42 I
3,
1.5.2 POD FHmE RNERHK:2.9 ml 0.05
mol/ L BEMRERZE K (pH 7.8),1.0 ml 2% AL A,
1.0 ml 0. 05 mol/LATAIAN,0.5 ml M, A
FHUGRTHF 10 SR B 1 min ITE 470 nm TG
AR POD BIGE XN 1 g BEHZURBIE OB 1
min 284k 0. 01 24 1 AEGTE AL, HAME 3 1K,
1.5.3  PAL FWa 2 RNERRK: 1 ml0.02
mol/L L-AN & R, 2 ml 0.1 mol/L 2 £k % vh ik
(pH 8.8),1 ml AW, TRAIG & T 30 CHEIEAK
WO T h, RZEHE, A 1 ml 6 mol/L HCI

DAL b S0, 30 5% R B FE 290 nm &b Y G (E,
PAL 1% 2 X R 1 g SEAH SUEAL I OGME 1 h 284k
0.01 24 I MEEE AL, BAEE 3 1K,

1.5.4 #FaopitFaX OFEFAERH HPFJ3
TER R R (B FR AN N AL B HPFI3) ot
/NFZHR PPO . POD PAL = F{ 6 P (14375 58500 (43
S Appo Apop « Apy 3R ) 1A= (FRIRERNE AN A=
LR HPFI3 Ah B TG — P 1 ok R 4 )/ BH 2 %ot
MR TG ;. QIEANAN L BB HPFJ3 7E X 1R R (&
FNPAE BB HPFI3 5/NE2 4 il B A A hoxt
INFEAR PPO POD PAL = Fh BTG 75 53500 (43
%IJFH BPPO\BP()D\BPAI‘%Q%) :B = (Eﬂ‘ |j‘] L‘EE%T
HPF)3 55 /N3z G B VR 7 422 b Ak B P — /N 22
g TR Ak PR EEEG 1 ) /N2 4 o TR Ak B 1

2 HERE

2.1 EfRNEEHR HPFJ3 /N EL£MEENER
1EA

KR IR 2 37 2 d 5, B bk HPFI3 595
JE B E U B Ak A Bt JEE AR P9 A ECTR HPFI3 P 22
MR PR i JORTIRR T 1) /N2 4 i B B 227
T s BE 2R S d U JEANN AR B HPF)3 TRV 35K
TR R (B 1),

BB L R B TR Y i S 2B K AZ B /N 4
TIRTA T 22, KI5 TE /N R TR TR 22 AR 1L TR
22T ARLAT | T IE R R/ INAE 4 kg T TR 224
K Semis s (),

2.2 EWNEER HPFI3 X &/ ESMHEHE
BRR

INERERN T d SSRGS B X IR AL N2
sea RS 5 ML BEE) /N R, 4R (I
2) BN, ZJEAMNN A B HPF)3 Zb B A /N i R
5BV BT/ 1 1 32— 30, 345 100% , i ]
FERPIEANA 2 ELTE HPFI3 T A3 b3/ 22 19
WA RENR 3 28 AN AE LT HPFI3 Fl/INAE 4 i T
RAAFRR/NZ RN 68.60 %, W I 3 T 4 /1N
2 G A R4 B /N E T R (56.20%) , 5
222 TR R RN /INAE G i g TRTTRE 5 Ak B ) /N 22 T R
(71.20% ) B R4z, Ui B EFD ) A= LB HPFJ3 (1)
TR 22 R FE - RE IS AR AR KRR BE b Ui /N AE 4 g T 4o
ANFZE BRI RE I | X6 7N 27 4 s TR A — 1 1 4]
YEM .
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Fig.1 The confronting culture experiment of strain HPFJ3 and Gaeumannomyces graminis
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Fig.2 Seedling rate of wheat with five different treatments

INERERN 21 d J5 SRt A AL B N A 1 R TR
{0, /INFE A g T A B /N7 R R R ™ B o NG
FREGE R 72. 29% ; 1M1 /N2 4l T + IR kD P9 AE EL TR
HPFJ3 A AL /N o)™ o B LUAARR, Ja T 46 4K
R 11,27 %, 5 /N2 2 v + 22 T R IR A Ab P 1Y)
N IR TR TR AL (10.63%) AT BF R (£ 1), R
B, LSRR AR R AN P AE FL T HPFI3 et [ 1K v 1/
e o UL Ya S R AN e o P A WA N S O 0 S
2.3 EiHNEEE HPF)3 X/NEEKL E E’]ﬁi
£

XF 5 FhALFRER (/N A2 B BT ER L Bt B R A 1Y
AR SHO TR AL R (R 2) BoR, S Fab B
PR AREE BT R g ROk b A i o e 3
AARFFEEE A G, Hod /NAE 2 o T + ) A N AR
FLE HPFJ3 JEANA A BUB HPFI3 /N2 4 o 1 +

ZH R 3 FPAb A AR AR i 0 S D R 4 v R R I
i35 43 B S A X T B T R S, L
A 2T A + JEE D PN A L A A BT /N 2 ARG AR fif
JoTieE PR R B S 43 5 SO A ) S e e o A
3 E/T TE/INAZ 4 1l T + JE R PN 2R ECB HPFI3 Ab

INFE A T + 22 TR 3 Ak BRI BA I X R 3 4

J iéfmfﬁlﬂ+ﬂ°l\wﬂjﬁﬁ HPFJ3 4bHEAR K iz
K, /INZZE AU TR + 22 B R AR B YR 22, T B 4 X R AR
AR B 5 76 /INAZ Al TR + R AN N A2 LA HPFI3 Ak
B B XT BRI/ INAZ o TR AR B 3 4 rh /A Al
T + AN N AR B HPFI3 AL B AY A K i,
HRAK DA Bk e ¥ e A, T /0N 22 4 g oAb BB 1) A K
iz, AR DL RO = A [ X B 357 0 £
B I Ah 3RS P 28 /N7 A il s TR+ SR AN N AR LT
HPFJ3 AhHH ) /N2 A7 ik 25 50 T B o 3, i /N 22
Gl A ALD FHLZEL 114) /)N 2 A AR 225 S5 U0 o B o B
UEIAAE /N AR B 5 | AR AN P9 AE FLI HPFI3 3R 1A
R Z B RE N A KA B R AR, BN
S TR + R RN PN AR LR HPFJ3 AR B/ B4 A
YERIE T /INZZ bR o + 2 TR R AL

%1 HPFJ3 3/MEEMFEABENIMN
Table 1 The effect of HPFJ3 on the incidence of wheat

g B TR R (%)
F % Oc 0d
FEAE RN 42 BTE HPFI3 Oc od
FFl /N Al T 72.29a 88.07a
HER/NAE A2 il T + JS AR N A= LT HPFJ3 11.27b 15.95b
FeR /N 2R TR + 2 R 10.63b 14.29¢
R TR R 5 AN EE N TIE, AR NG FEFRR 22 S
%% 0.05 BFHKF,
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®2 EMNEEE HPF)3 MEM/NELMFEERN/NMNEDEHERKNFZT

Table 2 The growth effect on seedling infected with wheat take-all disease of endophytic fungus HPFJ3

i IE b, -3
IR (em) FRREE BT (o) I (em) FARREE BT (g)
ERER P 12.62¢ 0.96 d 19.03 d 1.03 d
FERE RN 42 ELTE HPFI3 13.41 b 1.04 ¢ 2152 ¢ 1.14 ¢
Hefh /N R T+ 2 1 R 13.52 b 112 b 23.61 b 1.24 b
FER/INAE 22 ol TR + JE RN P A2 BT HPFJ3 18.13 a 1.37 a 24.39 a 1.36 a
Fe/NE Al e 11.43 d 0.88¢ 16.52 ¢ 0.89 e

R FTIV BRI 5 AN EZAEE, RS AR R NG FRER IR 22 58 B 5% B35 K,

A3 PR RIREEE (A7 o /A2 S o T+ 22 T S8 AR B 5 v 1)« A B 5 7 . /N2 e PO TR + PSR A AL A BT HPFI3 AR T ) B/ N R AR A I 17520 5 B2 3
TR TR (A7 o /N A AL B w16 B I 70 /N2 A g T+ JEE A P9 22 U HPFI3 AR ) B/ 22 MR A I L 5 C 2 3 PN ] Ak 2
(i /N G B AR B 5 v IR) < B P 5 70 < /N 22 S Do TR+ SRR A 2 O HPF3 AR B ) /N2 R 7 AR R 9 A L

B3 FRELLER/NELMFHIDEER

Fig.3 The incidence of wheat take-all in different treatments
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Bl i 14 O 22 M

Hi 181 4 AT LU 1, AS [ A 380 /) 22 A bk AR
PPO TG HETE/INE 5 A KB I AR fh s 3434 R ke
TR TR B/ N PR T A B e e 1, B
J&i , Bl /INZZ AR I AR A AR BTG M B, 3K
g JEAN P A2 EL T HPFJ3 Ab B AN 4 o B +
JEANN A= B HPFJ3 AR BREIXT/NZ MRS PPO il 1%
PEP= A2 i R0, 28 3 AT, &R AN N A H
HPFJ3 ABE/NEZAE 5 AT (B 1A 40 BE 40T
P BRI 0 AR PPO TS B KR
(Appo ) 53 9 M 11.2% . 38.8% ., 54.4% . 57.0% .
57. 9% , 28/ INAZ 4 s T + )R AN N AE FLTA HPFJ3 4
/N TE/NZE S A K AR PPO it T 1 1%
KR (Bypy) 25 N 2.6%, 13.5% ., 26.5% .
33.2% 49. 4%,

ARV 3R 1) /N 22 AB AR AR B POD 3% M 1) A5 Ak
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Fig.4 PPO activity in wheat roots at different growth stages
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WSRO, ZJERN N A HE HPFJ3 AhBRA /NEHE S
KBRS PPO ?ﬁ'rﬁiﬁg(/‘l}wo ) ﬁ%ljj‘j
11.3% 17.9% 33. 6% .28. 4% .26. 4% , % /N3 4= ph

o5 B + AN N 2 L HPFI3 AR FRAY /N A 5 AN E K
B AR PPO 1E PR R (B, ) 5351 4. 6%
12. 6% 14.9% 22. 1% 15. 4% (3 3) .

®3 EMENNEEER HPFI3 X/MEIRE PPO.POD 71 PAL BEiE HMIE S M
Table 3 The inducing effects of strain HPFJ3 on PPO, POD and PAL activities in wheat root

JEAMA A B HPFI3 %F PPO
TEPERIE RN (%)

JEANA A4 B # HPFJ3 %F POD

JEAMA AE H I HPFJ3 % PAL

TR TE- RN (%) THPER P52 (%)

) 5 st
AI’I’() BI’I’O AI’()D B[‘()D A[’AL BI’AL
Hi 11.2 2.6 11.3 4.6 30.7 9.8
53 BE 38.8 13.5 17.9 12.6 45.9 13.7
AT 54.4 26.5 33.6 14.9 55.5 33.5
il 57.0 33.2 28.4 22.1 28.3 20.1
M 57.9 49.4 26.4 15.4 39.3 15.8

Appo Apop Apay SIS BN AN N L B HPFI3 I JSUR A 22 BL HPFI3 AU S0 3 Bppg Bpop «Bpay 2091 3278 Fe MR AN N A2 LT

HPFJ3+/NAz &l T I IR AN A4 L HPFI3 (35400

2501
=
' 200F
2 150F
nd
” 100
&E SOV
S
Qﬂ Q.‘ 1 1 1 1
7 39 SFEEN W dhRW RER
AHW

—— NEARR A EE; —— AN AR E R HPFI3 b ;
—h— NFEA I B AN AR ELEHPFI3 AL B, —— [ PEx] IR

B 5 AEEBENHARKNERE POD EEEH
Fig.5 POD activity in wheat roots at different growth stages
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FHE TR, HAESR TR R R R E (K 6), H1k 3
AL R JEANN A EL HPFI3 Zb 3B /NETE 5 A
KIS PAL 16 PRS2 (A,,,) 439014 30. 7% |
45.9% 55.5% 28.3% 39. 3% , /N A e T + R
FNAE B HPFI3 AR /N AR 5 A BT HHAR &R PAL
TEPERE K 2 (B,,,) 7708 9.8% ,13.7% . 33. 5%,
20. 1% 15. 8%

3 9
INGZ ARV b — i R B + A R 5
RN P L BSR4 B M B
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Fig.6 PAL activity in wheat roots at different growth stages
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AR BERE P A Z R AR, i r
ALY R P A A B R e A AL A —Ff
BRIEAE ) o B A SRR e A B MYt 5t
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9o 5 L BRI K F) %6 96 ( Botrytis cinerea ) F1JIN 2 e JH 74
( Colletotrichum orbiculare ) E. A7 % 58 410 ] 15 4 ; Zhao
ZE24 IR ( Moringa oleifera) WPy 8515 31 i) 2B 70 75
PR, AT AR — R A X A s S L TR A R S R AR
FHEAEE Y. B ew] W R e EL R AR e
ARG T B A AR R TG T HETR TN
Ao AR IR i TSR ] — 2 N AR B N A
PR | PR A0 B0 R A T B TR /N
s DU 6 A i, ROt JREAD 9 A LT HPFI3 7
N A i R I TR S — R AT B T R N ]
RS AERT B, AR R A S A )&
FNA A BT HPFI3 X /N2 A T 8 400 8 T i
TEAE 7 SEBR R H T AR B B0 9 F R 23 52 3]
g NG S SRS LR 2R s | DR 7E S BRI oY
HfE xR AN AR FL HPFI3 $E AT A, X HoAe
INEERE R LB e ORI — PSR

LB B, 1 FH A% T AT = AE P 3 By i b
(7 SR, B I ] 225 BT 0 7 00 S o 7 A 4t
PR [l g A 25 5% B DR A TS S A )
X AL S A A A A T R A D AR W B 36 5 D
iR AR 25 5% BR In) LB (3t 1R 0 SR B R ik o (HAE By
PR PR T R A7 7 2R B SSOR AR E | 25 80 T 22
18270 A5 ) R, S A B AR R R B A R
& WA R T AR 2 TR ™ i v Y
BB OB TR R E, AW JEAA
HE W HPFJ3 ( Nigrospora sp. HPFJ3) ALK} /NFE
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