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Research progress on pathogenicity, toxin production, and control meas-
ures of Ceratocystis fimbriata

WANG Sen, TIAN Jun, LIU Man
(School of Life Sciences, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221116, China)
Abstract: Ceratocystis fimbriata Ellis & Halsted is a widely distributed and devastating phytopathogen causing signifi-
cant losses in post-harvest sweet potatoes. In addition, sweet potato can be induced to produce furanoterpenoids during the in-
fection of Ceratocystis fimbriata Ellis & Halsted. The toxin can cause hepatoxicity, pneumonia, and lung edema and seriously
threaten human health. Therefore, it is urgent to control C. fimbriata and the storage loss of sweet potatoes. The current paper
mainly reviewed the biological characteristics, infection pathways, pathogenic conditions, pathogenicity mechanism, synthesis
pathway of furanoterpenoid toxins, and the control measures of C. fimbriata. The paper aimed to provide an important theoreti-
cal basis for the efficient prevention and control of C. fimbriata and the improvement of the storage quality of sweet potatoes.
Key words: sweet potato; Ceratocystis fimbriata; biological characteristics; pathogenicity; furanoterpenoids;
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Halsted ) {2 4475 |2 1 H 25 ARG ( SRR IBIE ) 1 2
MR EHEA B RFENERRHEZ—,TE
A T3 A kA, s L H A 6 E
U HERVGTH RN EH R YR E
YER, A A Tl A I RCR Ja il 5 1k
H BT AW A28 IRPE I3 i P57 |
JEEHE T3 ™ BB G, HAh  H B K SRR
YR REVS T H 55 b Az nk mi i 2K 28 2K, 40 H E R
(Ipomeamarone ) . H 2 i % ( Ipomeamaronol ) 45, A
=BG ThEE AT G AFIYE R A
FiAh, Tl Az 7 vk il H 2 P8 B g T 1= G ) H 55
FER Tk 2 e SRR s, 26 Tl FH e = A B AR
AT E 2 T W A= 7 ek A ™ i AR O I 7 4| Jo
PRI, A K T R B O
PR TER A T Ll SR AN R RN R
FEARAUME R B OCH B, ASCEELER T HE KT
W IS G5 AR KR RGBS B0
Bt B AH B 48 0, LASHT S B 36 H 38 K e I S
PRER T H R 5 it B4 S AR

1 HERGCH L

1.1 EMFEHE

HEKBER ( Ceratocystis fimbriata Ellis &
Halsted ) J& T E B ['] ( Eumycophyta ) | - %& & 7. ']
( Ascomycotina) . #% B 49 ( Pyrenomycetes ) . Bk 5¢ H
(Sphaeriales) | £ 15 5 B} ( Ceratocystiaceae ) | 1 W 5¢
J& ( Ceratocystis) )
1.2 EELEN

R SN G- VER NN wspmes Vi lEEil
A PEAE TR B, Horh Jo v BE5E B B AR 98 1A 43
A Al RIEE AT 2 PO AR SRR, T
AR 200, AT BCE VIR, BUE S S ] 2
Wi R BRI R B, 2o
M A A H AR T R TE BRSO T
KA BUdiRE ot , B K — A 40— I [i]
AR X RTETE B4 R & A M g, 7=
TR, KRB K Z IS G DG AN,
PR 22 SRR R A KT Y TSR
ol— R BRI, HA BRI A, 1A B 05, i
Froemg' ™ N TFRONIEDE B FRN S 8 A
TREAL T EIER, C O EREE R AT AR A
J E Wiy St ADIR SR AE | B & B AN PRI % 11 P A%

WRBEEMEA"Y BRI, PR ESH
PRAG A B ARG R FEPE RA O B 97 3 o
e R B REMEIE BRI = RIRTE IR, SR IG5
FRACIHE AR , T Ry 2 52 14 7 A SR AL 0 55 A AR
S HEAE R B, B TEAETERS B 11 44 Tt mT i
HEF e A HE AR AL Y Bl 8 5 S e A Y TR B
FERIFP A R YA = e |
1.3 HKiFH

TR, SR s R B A R AT .
TR Z UM, R A BEREE  pH (H 5.0~ 12. 0, feiih
pH {24 9. 0, £ ZIEAH 55 C (10 min {58 C |
5 min, 22X BN BUR 72 A/ TSR IR &0 T 1
AR e G A 1 T B A KRS I, A s
TR T AR RS, H R R 22 R R
AR, H KR ST TR AL AR
9~36 °C i HAEKIEE H25~30 °C, BOLHE M51~
53 °C, 5 ROV TR TRE 14038 I A5, 24 pHL B M4, 0~
12.0 B R84 K, il pH Ll 6.6, PIT T
S R EL, H A T S A K AR N
ik FREL 25 °C 46HR pH i 8.0, IbAh, HE Kk
FCUR Y 6 T A7 B3 R A R RS SGRREE RN pH {H
119520 AR 75 SO Y AR L3S STl = W 0)
() H B G IR AR R B i 1. 5% pH {E 7. 5 0
BE25 °C, aRRHSEAs A ™A 22 S R R AT g
FTHEKGTEE MR RNE GEM, B
G NS 7 N [ B 8 e B S S Y o e el i
M Bowt: A R AR AR

2 RGBT
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AV LI, H B RKRGSTHE R 2 Fh a3
), I BRI AT 32 AN [R5 B iR 2 L 7™
W2 LA E™ HAEARA RARKY) 25 F Ik
5 A 2290 R R B | 25 F A AL 5 B (Actin-
idia spp.) "™ TCAEIR (Ficus carica)'™ 1 ¥3 ( Puni-
ca granatum) " KR (Mangifera indica 1.)"*) 15
i ( Platanus spp.) ™ | & 8 28 (llex paraguarien-
sis) 2 FE3L ((Colocasia esculenta) "™ FNALEH 3
(Arracacia xanthorrhiza) '™ %5 | FEAR[EZF b, H 2
KT TR AR TR AR 2 edh, Kk
FoRT A EEA LA, B B H K s
AR PRI ZF F AR B4 8 B A 3k
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AT T M) — Hb DX R AE 1) 2P H 2K sk
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sp.) FIAT 0] ( Theobroma cacao ) [ BB PN 5 3% (8] B [X.
(ITS) B AAHIA] , {HIX 86 i ik 22 8] RE % AH B 7047 A 1
A5, R E MR F R AR AR 3 RO
HIRBY TR £ B 127 2RI M 1 aF L ek,
AR E AR Y A ZF 322 B AR ) 2 3R TR Y
R, BA AN R ORI A sk Z [ WA F e 2 41k
£, B AN TR T EL PG AR A TR RN RE AR 4L R S U 1Y)
AR FEBH ) IR 1 2 AR
2.2 RFEEEMZMER
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T3k R i ) ) 2 T (R e 1 R AR
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KA BT B SR J5 I3 127 e i R R, A
TN H B BB 1 fE S AR 1 7 B By
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P T A TS ST, DRAF B9 T T AE 2
N EBARYIES | FERIE I AR
Kbl did AN & B RARBEZ RN T2
TR H S RBER K 2 & A A U R R 04
b 1 A G I 2 R /N BB, T2 i S i LS K
18 AN RN 14 9 RE 328 ¥ O AE — S, g BRE e A 1
B, MR R RS E, 7R A KR (R L R4
AT R () e i A KOO T B
T AR

P HE R GSTE R FENRAE T &
i 0T Ak B I TR B R R ORI B S Stahr
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50 AN B LA b B BT A 1 e 24 T 4 O B
12, H ST AR B LT 144 h I 5 B A2 5 5k
PR IS ] 52 TEAH DG, {EL Bl 5 Bk B I [ 1 — 2D S K
PEATARALS O MG =, B A5 R O R i 3
SRS BE M T 45 °C R, W BE ELAR B N Y
SRl AT 7R i R R
X RYRG AE PR I 2, 25 R 7,29 °C (23 °C a2l

T EAE M B R VR U T & A, R
MR BHEA K MTE 1 ml 1x10* ~ 1x 108N F 75 &
JU RN R BE B A T R AEAR O 43T 2
AR A A 22 LR K A SRR, AT RE BT
HoE Tl A PR | J5 3 e N T AR

3 HUHEHLE

3.1 BEHLH

LI S A AN [ AL R e 3 AT S
HAREAEN  EF 7 N4 Y8 78 R E 5
RS R AN H RS WA N —
i Az 1 SR B 00 JT R SRR i A H S A 41 2
s, e R s A8 SR B, S5 1 4 i i gl 21 3 A4
Bl I 1= AT A0 B RN 4 21 b O R i B SRS Dl 3
IICEFRH B, A FETE B4, T LASET- A LURY
BRI EFRE
32 EWMEFMEK

TELEWE SR B, H B K G T IR 402k 18
T AR A — M %, TE B T B i R 45 454
WA RE I N TR 22, A 7E T 8 1s 35k
KT, WK ZILEROK, 78 24 h WiEATE
TR MRS K, HRRA A IE AN E
G AR R W 22 A B B A A, X — A
TR U S, T LIAEAE RN o0 WA 7= 1 , 78 H 25 ek
PR TR, i & 0 o AR A TR R Y B 22 14
REfS HAR AR KA R TV P2 9 R AT
LIERREED

W 22 2035 3R A Z IS oA M B 4= APETRE
22 MR AR 223 2 PR AR TR 22, Forb i (el =
AR 22 A KA 2 Fn Al L 4 2 [, SR e o A\ 3k
KBS N . 5 IE R 22 A L, B RR A
PER 2B /D R SRR REEH, H 20 e 5
B0, TE A A ) 4p 8 B e B 1], 0 L2 A 2 48 o ]
Bl BT A P 22 02 1R APE TR 221 £ 2B 0, i
PR AP TR 22 RN 1) 4= AP T 22 7T A B 5% Ak )
1RAVEE 2238 ATE R M S | iR %t oA
SN Ol B AN v N R A A RN e
QQBI] N
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HARHR T RN R AR 22, M 9] f APETR 22 i
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FIPE & BA SRR IR IS 2R B Y | 20 H
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H 2 HET
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AT FTEE R R, H SR A T T R
PO R AU A 2 A I R AN AE T 4R
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RS T BRI T B SEAE R ER
KA 5B B30 00 i B H S A AU v
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Fig.1 Structural formulae of several major furanoterpenoid toxins
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—BRBIC R R F5 T H B B A K A 4 7%
JEEWL, TG IR BE)2 4 i gead — RIS HARHE, 7=
A 2 PRI IR G 24 T v SR Ry A AR g
Yy, HAE e S AR AL A R R AR DG BRI AR
P, HE L U R R R BRI A R
B, H 2 ¥ 3G R 18548 ( Mevalonate pathway ) &
B, Horp S BEET T A (CoA) | H F2 R B2 ( Mevalonic
acid, MVA) FIEE#E IR 5 1% /4 ( Isopentenyl pyrophos-
phate, IPP) %25 1 H B0 19 £ )& WL, LA id
R, H 2R A 209 18 i A H 2 7 ( Dehydroi-
pomeamarone ) FJ = %06 Ak Ry H S5, 2% B i &0 H 25
M T A Sy T e AT AL BT S (18] 2) 7
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{Eﬁ
F 2 14
(MVA)
fis . Bk

S AR R —— IR Y SRR R

(IPP) (DPP)
PP
FEBERR A TG
(GPP)
PP
FEBE RS R
(FPP)
1
|
|
H SR o S H

B2 HEMBEMERER

Fig.2 Biosynthetic pathway of ipomeamarone
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H SR I 14 T AR T T () i
B A A0 TR] P Wt et B 2 AN 2 23 I e 5 1
AR IR R ] 5 1 A AL BT VA T LB
IR BORE 36 . & 5, RADKAE SO R £
B H B R T - RS AT LA . AR
J5 o3 RS A T o ORI T Y, B R
. fiee, H 45 C KO ) 4 H 22 R AT« ol b
" BRI REAEAE T H S 2w R AT

TEH BT AT A b B 2 By 2 H B 5
FEREAR AT AR HE . B A BRI 251 il
Ji£ 32 °C MRJEB0% ~ 90% Ab 3 ~ 4 d"7) 3 (1 A 15
AEFRAT )T SR MC R ) 2 v T 32 LA 493 1)
A, I R A 005 S O T AR T 36 0 R
92, WTTE RO AL T RS I [B] AR 2 % [l g
X R Gl i TR A B e — 8 Y B R AR
FHES L BRI T it A m %) 8 0 B s i e 2 G
B o WFTE AR, I A AT rT 4 i g TR S, (HL
ST A RN v U R T A R A 5 Y
R IR  AESEBR KU 5K T, B A A i i5
TREANE A A o i HLARAEAEE, I HL AT Al A H 24
1477 , PRI IO 3t HE 7R 10~ 14 °C 42 AH X
JETE 80% ~ 90% , 7T e AR H 25 < % 5¢ 1 19 47 HUX
R
5.2 HEpE

FIRIT, A2 A AT B I6 T 2 PRI ) B 2 T
B A EBR E O BNRIZR AR L (Amobam ) (22
R (Carbendazim) . H FE47% & R ( Thiophanate-meth-
y1) 1255 2 (Ethylicin ) 4 Fh25 7] 7N B8 EE ( Flu-
triafol ) . B 74 ( Chlorothalonil ) AI3%%E R ( Hymexazol )
S AR 20k B I B0 T R B A W R B IR A
FHR S BeAh  H SR 1.0 /L ZAR sz Rl
) 1-FHHEPR AR (1-MCP ) SEZEAR B 24 b, FRREFLIE -6
F 1S CHMFFATRRATH B TR SR

BIREAF AR AT A A H A PR B (A AT
VL3 N[O YN Xl = N E e G D SR 4 X ]
PR, , PRI, SRR U RE I AR B A IS E 1
— AR AR AR ) KR B SAE R
7 S B AT R B RV 1 AR
NNEE ¥ T=% Ll RN RS AN i WP RS B QK

B AL TiE— B I

FEAEH b 9 3% M A & W AE B (Nerol ) A Y
X 5 2% [CAH B ( Gram bacteria) (R} ( Yeast) HA BT
R, i B I 25 410 ) 281 W7 T A9 T 22 7 T
L7l A, I 5 ) AR, 2D i e B S 2
J¥ B0, B A a4 240 ) 00 35 S 40 PR o
DT ] 8 05 58 T 119 24 4 B L3 1l i T )
W

SETRTEE 2 N B AR ) 25 55 v SR U AR FRLRG 26
&Y, B B R 2 B R A BUE T
PUEAL BT R FERIDS . R BFESE R B, LA
TARFP R B RO B AR 25 wl/L. 50 pl/LAl
100 /L 58 5 o F 28 4b 31 AT Jd 25 400 ] T 3005 5 B
PR IRAMI S K IR, 58 T B A0 < e TR T
22 R AL 1 &, Il i S s M (ROS) B
SARES % A LN e R VAN NS & INTTEA o= N b =
R R A BEE PE T g% B TR, AR I
FE 43 T R SR AAE i H A 5 B Y — AT i B AR
PRI Y (AR AN 2 % K,
57 A AEBR ], BRI & th — Bl e i 158
(2 AAA X8 T B THAE oS il 0 B MR AT R
FE YIRS T8 o H] U AR ] e oh R S
AT A T 20 SR L 7 A IE 1 A e
W B R RCRA R B A EE
53 £k

IR A R R TETS YRR s R R
KRBTEH B BB EE DY HA, LT
ZME ( Chitosan) [BREAMITE ( Pseudomonas adaceae) .3
TR ( Bacillus ) MK E5E ( Botrytis cinerea ) I TR 1
FICA AR Fe MR I X 2R IR
AP G 2 BT I, PR G AE B Tl R T
IO ARk S MM K S T T
SR T, AW, SO s 7 SAE T S T
B e P AR T 2R 8 A0 I 1 5 H P, DA T 417
AR e e A R B HEs B P H S I AR
I3 B /N 7 S BRIt - T A RORE T2 T
AR B SR AR R TE T H 55K W7 T 240 i
T, DT 400 ) P 22 A A RN AR 17 &, 3k B 0 AR
LT A SR TR S /NG T A R Y
WA i E RS A B R I R

SR RO 8 B o T 4 VR R T B
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it 0 LB I H RS K ( Lipopeptide , LPP ) B4, AT
BT YR R LR s 221, O HEZF AT R RE
g7 A AP AE LT B BRI E I,
BB N S e LA R R 1 E A R .
AR S N H AR B 4 rh Ay B AR B TE
2E 0 FF B ( Bacillus  amyloliquefaciens ) XZ-1
YTB1407 , FF0IF 58 HRS H B k5 i A4 il VR A, 25
IR AR TER 2 AT T r] 5 AR 7 R A
P AL TKIR , KA IR i AL AP
Y BURE 5 RE A8 S it H BP0 5L NPRI (PRI 1)3R
5, TGS H U

AWFFEEER R 2 T JE B B AR B il 2k
PR AT AR H K e i iR R
PTG 3 2 R A L (0 3-FP -
1-T ), AT 8 75 1 28 B T ] T 22 25 7 )8 1) 1
PG

B2 A: B T I C Iy AN , By R, BB 7E
() B A 8] A AT IR 5 BEAIE , 53 8, AR B T
e 77 A PP T R0, AN R B AR
RORATIIR BAT AN e

B 1T BB AR AN, A e R A R A B Y
MERBCER , AU, NHZE & ey LT B
AE M H B R S A 22 4R K E U A
IR 3 THT 4 J R IR, 78 B U HE 2 R AR s
HABIFWRHRTRT . R 1 A HEREEE
JURP TR 4507 %
x1 HEKBSZENEERHERE

Table 1 Main prevention and control methods of Ceratocystis fim-

briata
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