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W E:. FAERENHL (Bidens pilosa ) SERERIHLIX T2 4340 (I AAZPESR L, R 2 R R EY (AR A 22—,
[t e — ) S S B 1) PP BT B . AR 2% B — I BESG 7E 1 AE VR AT BRI vh 2 2, hyidt—48 T
HEUR IR, R AL BRI A T R B o 8, BRI B R o R A TR M A, I A
WMEL, 454 tDNA-ITS 1 tefl JFFNERAH 8 R G0 & B W BB TR RIS, W25 9T AN R | ORIR L, Riaedt .
pH. i U5 . TR 45 A B B VR AR K I . 45 R R A, 200 JE R R TT AT 4 48 (Lasiodiplodia
theobromae), TT AL Y AT FE: R RG2S R 2, 38 FZ BRI VR 2R R IR hy 28 °C L pH6, ThA% S 28 i 3t
JEREFRHL(PDA) | M. WEMREN /> AR VA AR K I Bl B R | BRIR AN R0

KRR AR SRERE; B i R AT AT B A
XERES: 1674 — 7054(2025)06 — 0819 — 10

FE S ES: S451;Q948 XHERFRERD: A

PR, W FH, SAEGR, 45 F AR VBT F T B B A B A SR R R (0] B AR AR, 2025, 16(6):
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1 1€ YL 51 ¥ (Bidens pilosa ) N %5 %} (Compositae)
LR (Bidens)— AL W FAKEY) , J2—Fh &
NARAEYI RN, J 77 T S P AT H X, I E 7RI
FISIE I B9 S AT S R M DX 32 4040 o AR
L DURR T S50 O 3, BERR AT 2R 3000 ~ 6 000 i
T, Fh AR EOR, BA B B, 5 W&
TS YRR S I i . Ak, BRI
BB T BT R A R, TE R b X A b S BT
Wi &2 0, FERRAS B RE IR AR 0 A8 BA B R
YT PR 0, X i e W 2 | A 1 e 7 L A
AR5 A A, oA A ) A AT A R T,
Fo HORd A I PR A o5 AR B A AR R L XA (R
TR 2 AR 2 —, BERE RS
MMz KT (Glycine max) . 1614 (Arachis hypogaea) .
% 2 (Ipomoea batatas) FFAEW A4 T UL KA AR
[EAEIE = IN  Sc S R T R e e WA I EN 2
Py, R A Aol FE HOl A S A 2SR
SR I R MR o 2R AR DR D T A i 1) v T

WS HHE: 2025-02—-17

T, FEAl A 7= i AR 0 SRR, 2%
FLRE S I AL Z2 T 7 . L TR Z0 TR S,
) an Wy e & (Avena fatua) ¥ 7 42 1 P 7] &
(Fusarium oxysporum) Fll % ¥ % 7] W (Fusarium
verticillioides) " & 4% 2 /N3% (Triticum Linn), 5| %
HRIBEIRY, FIAE SR BT R T2 43 A R e s oy 1
HZ W R R R R F7, ERHAERRY
TR B0 B R AT AR R o LA R A BN GE
ot S8R A RIS A2 AR ) A K, IR BEAE y 22 F
o Ji TR 1Y) Y 2 B AL B A, ik — 2D i R AR P e
TR LA FEZF B, BR T OCHEHA IR
JIRAEY) 7 5 0 B4 S R A, R 7 A AR
o D AT A% 3 v TR | A R 2R AR L, SRIUER & B
IR R LABH s E AL 48 55 . BLAh, 25 I L
X TR E AR R B IA BA BRI ), A Y)
o B R A BV D m e B . SR, X AR R
B 9 I T P9 LA R A 7 T A 47 U 6 f D,
fiif
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AT 5T VAT BAAE 98 £ 5 A1 2 B o A v
B, A7 T v 2 A1 M i A AR e B G0 Y AR R
BEECRPEE B T BERAE IR, Dyt — 2 TR
P, SR L 03 B 06 R 5 S B 1) L o DA
L A R NP B iR, 20 | e R R E SR A
VSR BEAT S, (0 B AR I R R bk I S R PR Y
How e, BAEBUWEE ST, TRV R, AR
AL L R B B A EOR AL BT 5 S A=y
AR

1 MRS TE

1.1 kR PEE R A AR T 2023 4F 8 A
K H ¥R A N T (19°51'N, 109°49E ) 4% H A
SN B E o S N e S 7 NS ol 1 RS e
100% ¥ | F iR N RER . U E N TR
FRRLE I [ B R, S8 S A W B AR 1 5%
FE (potato dextrose agar, PDA)Zfi fb 1% # J5 & T
4 °C VKAFEN A

PDA 355735 (F B W AE W H R A RS | ™~
i) LB K5 323k (S 1k #h 10 g, BEthRy 5 g, BRE A
i 10 g, Bl 15 g, ZRIB/KE 4 %2 1 L); LPGA 557
FE(BEREE S g, RE R 5 g, Bilg 15 g, BEHE 5 g,
BKERR 1 L); BRI AU B AE
PIRHE A BR w7 ) st se 15 5725 (Czapek) (H
PR 1 g, iHREN 3 g, SUALET 0.5 g, BRAREE 0.5 g,
RERE 30 g, TR 2K 0.01 g, Bl 20 g, ZZWKER
2 1 L); 12MS i 5 G B i A M HEARA R
A2 o
1.2 REESBNBIHEENE
1.21 S BHAFTEEE RAHASUEEXT
1 AE S BT B0 0 o D L T, (R R
HLIEEH 10 A i iy it R, FEAE b s s ik
PIZ) 5 mm x 5 mm K/hpg it 240, o w=
1.0% (YU PR EA 2% I TH 35 1 min, JC IR 28 1M 7K o
Uk 3 W, HITCR AU T 3R K 47, HEfh 2 HAR N
90 mm /) PDA “F-#x I, F 28 C . L% ): D(HE )=
12 h: 12 h AR S5 T3 5% 2 ~ 3 d'Y. Frld TR
M BRI 2 3 om Ji, FHEEFR R DATA 75 A1 Bl UK
LB P 22 AR, B2 Fh 2 BT e ) 5 1) PDA 557 3t
SEAR b, I 3 LAl e AR PR B, BRIK
“lifk A 48 h, Zifb RS A kA 4% R Fu-6, B T
4 °C F1-80 °C VKFEHIRAT o

R Al 0T 8 X 325 DU PR B Fu-6 14547 8005 14 56
TIE, i IC R FTALAS I EE AR 5 mm (B8 223 -,
W H R Ah T 20 e T K B AL BRI (R BRAE S i 1 T
75%(v/v) CBEEHTE, TCRZER/K s 3 U0, IRl ik
BRI K PDA 53R 5L 25 R IR, e e
F 28 °C THIRIEFRAA D, R R PREE (100%
RH) TR IR . FE iR IR, &
i FS AN T BT 0 0 DL AT, L TR T A L e
WORERIEATRIE 4 JE 28 o B P B AR =
PDA “F-#, 28 C K532 5~ 7 d Ji, iCsH B 7% ELAE .
WZIEZS | S E PR SRR, IF5 5 G LRl
PRIGRHESEA T — B R B TE
1.2.2 BAMAE  FREMNEREN R RS
(LRI 1), H OB KBS R IR A (Ve
Vikgeme=1: D [ 24 h, RIGTE R T HBBDK G
AW (2.5 gmL ) E /D 24 h, HH LR 5E
AR, FHZRBAKIE T R, BBt s
2 DI S DY A 1 LAWER Fu-6 BERRTE R
Bt R )RR YRR, A E 3
UMST AR E AT, TE S I RIRERNL . &)
WREIR CREAR IS L T AR AN B0 €255 ) 1 9 A S
AR, 8 Image BAFTHRI Fr K o A5 BXE T AR .
1.3 FEEESTSFEE
1.3 BAEE R A SRR
(22K R IUE M E S A BT o
AT AT IR AN KRR TR
Bep s BEAN 5 mm B EEEHE T PDA
SERR (AR R 9 em) Hubs, FETE 28 °C F T AR s
H S do XFER &AL €8 28 05 1 0 R4 T 40 IR
SEIFIN G, B IS EAR N 2 A3 EAR A28
fHo HUPDA AR 1 /i il B 22 ¥ T T B 23k
A BRI AR R SRS 2 T, I A B T 28 <C
KEH 15 d, i % #12 BioTek Cytation C10 H: 5
5 5 S LA TR 22 43 A 6 F (R O S R AIE 40
WEIE S, 8 -3 30 A4 76 1) 2 (E R B
ST EIR NG
1.3.2 ST KEkETHEIRRERM2S8 ©)
HEA TSR, TR 22K 58 27 35 PDA BE 3R IR
Je , i R A R AR B 22 R REAR, 48 3 IR TG 78
TRKERGE I, He e 2 K IR AR IR BR 24K 48, B
FEARE 15 mL .08 5 I A B EEBR 7240 e iR 3k
D], R CTAB 72 4 HUR #k i 2L K 41 DNA.
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Mo RR AR AL TS B LA ] 1 70 1 2 8 SR S 821

fifi FH rDNA-ITS i@ FH 514 ITS4(TCCTCCGCTTAT
TGATATGC). ITS5(TCCGTAGGTGAACCTGC
GG)MEF-1a 5W) TEF1-0-F(CCTTATCGCTCTGG
TGAGGGGCATT) . TEFI-0-R(GCTCAGCGGCTT
CCTGTAGTGGGGC) . 43y HE B kY ITS, EF-
Lo FEHFH, I8 ¢ G, g 1% (wiw) SR HEEE
Ji2 L PRG54 488 B B R R /NIRRT, Ik PCR
Pora ik 2 e L AE RN Oh ED A BRA Rl T
4l AL Ay

H NCBI £di% (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/)
) BLAST eIl 7455 )5, M GenBank il 2
FEAEE R TES] . LLNMES % Penicillium
coffeae NRRL 35363 1E 4N, SR H MEGA 7.0 %X
4, DL KA SR B (Maximum likelihood, ML) X} Bk
B I TR SR B 50T, Bootstraps 15 (FEE 1000
UKL
1.4 RIFEEYFRE
141 BENBLAKGHH S B U
[14—-15] /4 J7 %, W oA Bk Fu-6 114 B8 75 101 2% 4T B
5 mm B B3, B R BB T PDA By R &k
(1.4.2, 1.43 [[]), 43 HIHAE 5. 15, 25, 28,40 C Y
TR BT R A P R IR, R E 1R, B398 3 d
Je PR A S 3 0 A R AR IR A K
F(1.42.145[H).
142 RBMEHLAEKRGYH WE24hFFL
SRR 24 h FZE B 12 W12 h YGRS E . 24 h %
L AMCREG A 4 PRGBS b3k
W 3HEE, MRS 3 4G, WEFHE BRIt
FAERK AR,
143 BHEENEFLAEKGYR ELHPDA.E
FHIE(YYQZ). 1/2MS. LPGA. LB ¥55: 3, 73 )
il & AR A o K (R TR Bk 42 Bl 2= PDA -l
o, BT 28 CHIRIGFRAE PRI R . PR
B REFRILEAR Y 3/4 W), i TGP FT LAV R V%
IR B (A2 D=5 mm), 7 563 2 [k
SRR FRIE T, 28 °C fHIREE SR, AR E 3 IGE
52, [0 12 h SR 1 IRIATETEAAR L, R H A
MO SRR EAR, IR A KR
144 pHAMNBLARKKHR RHWKER
1 mol-L™" A4 &S AL 40 A 3 R 15 0 R 17 PDA 15 357
LAY IR B R, B2 E pH B A 4.0 ~ 11.0([H] F#

1.0 BT ), JLihl 46 8 40 R[] pH 2% B 15 37
Mo B AN T ik pH A PDA KigE3E
Ju, JEFh 24 h 5 EEE] G 12 hid s 224 KR L .
HoAthia 5 kA 1.4.1,

145 BRR{BATEHLAE KNG m K Czapek
55 IR A Ry TR L T, 3 2 S Y i R AR R
(Canseg 2 b . H #8 s ) B AR 0Y it i B A LR (AN i
PR . B R ) 20 301 B 48 SR v 0 R RS R
5, LAIGH R IR 28 LR TR 36 0E IR . s
FA B 43 ) 2 T A AN [ 5 R G U 8 9 3 o
Je, BEFh 24 hJE ARG 12 h g7 5l 5%,
HoAh iR 5 I [\ 1410 AR R . nl 3 1 T B
H gL, FbE. A Sl Bl A
JR . B

1.5 SRR A AR e AR 3 K
<7 S T A, K DL A (bR R U
M. RH] SPSS 27.0 #AF#EATEAE 3-Hr, Horh 4[]
7% 5538 3 Duncan's 2 5 3 [ K 56 3E 17 PEAG, P <
0.05 KR FIiRBEKF.

2 HREHH

21 REESBMBUEENE M KEN
PDA }5FRILH A X IR, 956 R 1R Fu-6 2% (16 R
FF AR AR, T 100% 38 5 28 °C fH R B
TR SRR . FEE B S BURBES , KGR
FORT AT B R, SRR R R L, 25 R B,
Fs R 5 DR e R AR L. R &
XoF 9 J DR TEA T PRI 0 B, R AR 55 0 0 A Rk ) D
1) O B TR 5 XS PR 43 B A5 2 9 SR, L
22 WKL R385 A SR o3 B TS I
PRARAE =1 EE W) A5 BTl I U B IR 25 SR 6 B, 43 B
Y Fu-6 Ay 146 S S I B 114993 S 1A

WL 1 FTR, 9 D T A B B B B AR
2 d i, PR B A R R B, A A
AR, R BETE AN 35 mm?, [ B ARG A 00 22 B
Rl 3 d e, R BE R B IR, K A R 223 £
S5 BE TR AR GA 109.44 mm?; 4 d J5, S BE S (0 8
LR AR 0, W 320 A 2 I, 5 BRE T AR S 4
s 6 d J&, W R BE A i 4, 5% 426.3 mm?
(B 1=A—B) o FI HIZK G G it 0,355 0 5 42 Fefr -
AR ANAE T 00, R0 1~ 2 d 5, A AT LR
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[N} (9% B
(=3 (o =
S (=} S
T T T

I BRF T AR
Leaf spot area/mm?
)
S

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Fis} 6] Time/d

6d

AR T DL B. ﬂfﬁfpﬁfx{ﬁ s C.H R 4R T Ol . ARVNG FRER R 2253 8.3 (P<0.05), T,

A.Leaf incidence; B.Leaf spot area; C.Leaf cell death. Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference at 0.05 level,

the same below.

E1 BRERHEMHREFEBIRENE
Fig. 1 Determination of Bidens pilosa leaf spot pathogenicity

FET; 8 3 ~ 5 d 5, KSR R M st T
I N HeF 6 d J5, W 3R 4 M R4 ST
(B 1-C)o G55 FEW], Al A] B4 — R Pk Fu-6 2
AR EORE

22 FEEESHIFEE

221 AREBABEIER JRIEIEETE PDA TR
ARG, R 22 IR TE S5 57 48 ~ 72 h BIVAT 58 ikt
B % e 1 i 42 78 35 (D=90 mm) . 7E PDA 1%
5 L WIE MBI, EHOIR, MG AR, WL
KA 0 3R T B BOE 1 o B AR EE H, S L  aA
ZURTRVE, ST 22 KT, WA T 22 R B
I, TR € 2 T A ek, S R A A
T Sk A, S TUBE LR s TR 24 5 22 B R
IR o AT A R R T B s AR
WA R, TR E . BB T, oA
FERGEDE SOOI, 7 B A, R e AR
/N(20.03 + 0.24)pm x (10.26 + 0.14) um, n=30;
AL TR/ R (20.58 £ 0.22)pm x (11,16 +
0.14)um, n=30, MAAAFIER BRI R ED]
AR, 4IHE 5 N A5 BORLR N 25 4 HL G R B 2544
Wi 2 S SEA EE 1 I, 32 T 7 SR A € TR B ke
R B (1] 2—A, I R =100 pm) . #2455 7% E

BT AVEA . R AT AR S RE, B0
I E PR Fu-6 A 7] B4 R (Lasiodiplodia
theobromae)

222 AEASTEHFEL IR ITS4
ITS5 5191347 PCR 73, 15 3] T K JE 548 bp 1Y
tDNA-ITS %% (GenBank % 5 5 PQ459914) , F|
FH NCBI 45 % (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) ¥
PRUERZ AT IR L4 (BLAST) X B Bk Fu-6 1541 i
A7 R AR A3 B, g5 R o, 5 AT £ A 1
(Lasiodiplodia theobromae) (575 ¥ 5IIFAE 99% 1]
Fo e . TG INFE BRIAR efT LN BOER A3
B, 443 TR BE 172 bp B tefl J75 (GenBank % 5
71 PP613914), K4 iZJF 5 L. theobromae 73 B
(4 tefT B9 FF 51 EEXT, K BUAH PR HL R 99%.
VEPRA U R R, 183 1TS-tefl ZIF9IMHE RS
BREW, BIs Fu-6 Bk L. theobromae BHE [F]—
X (K 2-B) . LA VLGS, Fu-6 TR B
AR B U (Lasiodiplodia theobromae).
2.3 mEEEMFEE

231 BEMELAERNGYH K3 A,
A B 0 A R ) il AR IR BE O 28 °C, IR R
I, B R AR K R R, O 1.23 mmeh, 72 h
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8
49 Lasiodinlodia th

Lasiodiplodia theobromae JHP61 OR468302.1 OR428219.1

Lasiodiplodia theobromae DZN-27 OK666385.1 OK599035.1
57d’Lasiodipludia theobromae DZN-24 OK666384.1 OK599034.1
Lasiodiplodia theobromae C1 PP551938.1 PP532861.1
. [ Lasiodiplodia theobromae Las1B PQ278133.1 PQ282129.1
51 Lasiodiplodia theobromae FU-6 PQ613914 PQ459914
84fiadz'plodia theobromae Las1 A PQ278132.1 PQ282128.1
GSH Lasiodiplodia theobromae GZHS-2017-010 MG932789.1 MG932788.1
Lasiodiplodia theobromae JHP62 OR468303.1 OR428220.1
Lasiodiplodia theobromae MKUBK-M13 PP066972.1 OR902423.1
MC OR785414.1 OR804049.1

Penicillium coffeae NRRL 35363 AY741776.1 AY742702.1

AP AL LB O U AR Fu-6 BT | B 22 A TIEAS; BAEET ITS-tefl HEGFHIK) Fu-6 RELEW. a i

FEHIPERSS b RZIES; c T HIIIES: dATRIDERS

o

A.Colony, hyphae and spore morphology of Bidens pilosa strain Fu-6; B.Phylogenetic tree based on ITS-tefl sequences
strain Fu-6. a.Initial morphology of colony; b. Hypha morphology; c. Initial morphology of spore d.Late morphology of spore.
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RRERESMD FLEE

Fig.2 Morphological and molecular identification of pathogens

I T8 7% B A2 M 8.85 cm; 25 °C I B bk AR K R
0.99 mm-h™, B 7% H A2 7.10 cm. 7E A4 K E] N
24,48, 72 h I}, 25 F1 28 C B ERY B E S
T 5. 15,40 C(El 3-A), ULBATE 25~ 28 C iR
0 RPN, e B A 22 K B d, AR K R R

15 °C 1 40 °C B Jit i A= 4 A2 B, v B AR
1K 4.43 cm A1 4.75 cm, XF R A K 84 5] A
0.61 mm-h™" F1 0.66 mm-h™", 5 °C W ¥ J5 i Jo kA=
K (& 3-B) . SEEZRE, nl Al B A bl 19 deeid A=
FREE AR PR AE AR FEH O 28 °C.

A g i w5 B 5.
8} . = 15C ~ .
a [
2 7t . =25 =120
3] =) b
5 6f " 28°C =
eI # 209t
I g St m40°C W=
5 41 c ﬂ '§ d c
® = b &2 06F
S 3t g o
S )
L <
2 5 03}
1t <
0 e e 0 e . . . .
8 72 5 15 25 28 40
if 1] Time/h iJE Temperature/°C
A HE AR B E KR,

A. Colony diameter; B. Average growth rate.

& 3

ARIRENAIAI £ —ME 24 KE I

Fig. 3 Effect of temperature on mycelial growth of Lasiodiplodia theobromae

232 ARBASHLAKGHH K 4 FH,
HLEEIE (24 hed?!), ELEEIE (24 hed!) | JEREAS
B (12 hed " OB +12 hed ! B ) LA K 42 % Ak
(24 h-d' UV) BRITAE 4 b4, Al B
TR A 2 R IE R A K, 22T A KR
9 1.14 ~ 1.18 mm-h, Mo, 3% 20 AR K el
(1.18 mm-h™"), %2 B A K 12 (1.14 mmh ™),

I SR FIF 2 SR A I 705 O 1.16 A1 115

mmh's ¥ 3 72 h)E, B HE SR 847,
8.19. 8.35. 8.28 cm. %2 [ A= KR AN V% ELAR
R B 25 5 (P> 0.05), 22 BZ00 J5L T 1 22
Az R GRS BSR4

233 RFASHLARGY R E SHH,
A A] B0 AR RRTE T A G SR R T B R A AL
4%, T Z2AKTE PDA J5 08 Lo R HUR AR, P
By KRR 1.18 mm-h, 358 T HAl 55
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>

e EAR
Colony diameter/cm
S = N W B U N 9 0 O

a a a

SRR AT 12 R R Mk
FeHE 254 Lighting conditions

o —_ —
el \S) %))

TR
<
[e)}

Average growth rate/(mm-h')

o
w

a a
a I [
AEIR AERIEE 12 GRS RSER LAME
eI Z& A Lighting conditions

AT R AR BAFI AR ROH R Ca- 26 b- 2215 c-Ob/WEs; d-585E .

A.Colony diameter; B. Average growth rate; C. a- [llumination; b-Darkness; c- light/darkness Alternation; d-Ultraviolet light.
4 XBAAER-HEEZA KA
Fig. 4 The effect of light on the mycelial growth of Lasiodiplodia theobromae

A, = PDA
8t " YYQZ
X 12M8S
w8 = LPGA
I g ST
@;g 4l =B
H >
S 3t
o
O 2t
1F
0

9 24 72
58] Time/h

™
o — —
e 8} W

o

Average growth rate/(mm-h')

<
w

b d
I ‘ d
PDA YYQZ 1/2MS LPGA LB
R385 Media

AT EAR BAF AR KR
A.Colony diameter ; B.Average growth rate.
B 5 AEEBEFRENAAEEZAEERNFZIT
Fig. 5 Effect of different media on the growth of Lasiodiplodia theobromae

e, 2 72 W BFRE R AP ER 8.51 em, Hk
S 12MS B RIS TR R AL (YYQZ), HiZL
A K F 3 5k 1,10, 1.06 mm-h™, X7 Y B 7%
HAR9 K 7.92, 7.65 cm; 75 LPGA. LB [ 1%
FREPEH L AR BT, T AERKERH
0.99 F1 1.00 mm-h", X 1 &Y B 7% B 42 5 0l R
7.13 A1 7.22 cm, W A] B AR AE PDA Ki Rk
ARG 3 AR TR P AR T A K R
H T A 4l SR, I T A A B

(PDA) BEFRHN MR A K Rl B 9 5t

234 pHXBALAKNYAH WA EEMMH
227% pH4 ~ 11 1 PDA }i 9235 1595 24 h Y
K, Horh, 78 pHe MG IRTESR 1N, A K%
B, K F) 1,18 mm-h', 85 3% 48 h i B 5
7R 7.13 em, WETHAM pH. 2 72 h i, pH5 ~
7 W 22 FAR SRR, W T AR 5 H At Ak 3L 4H 19
12% ~ 18%, FEWIF R 2 P P EREE (pHS ~ 7) 218
22 M= K B el DX [R] 5 5 R X5 B 25 14 (pH4.L pHIL)
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Mo RR AR AL TS B LA ] 1 70 1 2 8 SR S 825

B 22 2 7= A A, I AR R R Ay ) [
% 0.84 F110.75 mm-h', 7% HAE{UH 6.05 Fl 5.39

A

9r ada = pH4
X HS
st b, =P
pH6
g7 . = pH7
E o d lpH8
(ﬁﬁ QE) 51 -pH9
g%’ upH10
E > 4r = pHI1
S 3
o
O 2t
1_
0 1
24 36 48 72

Hf 18] Time/h

em, S5RIRM, SRR ME AR A% AN FZ T bR
AERE6).

w
o — —_
O [\ W

T K%
o

Average growth rate/(mm-h™")

<
w

4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

AT HAR; BB A KR,
A. Colony diameter; B. Average growth rate.
6 pHXAAIER ZAEEKKN
Fig. 6 Effect of pH on the growth of Lasiodiplodia theobromae

235 HRMNELAEKGHA A EOAME
REFIH Z R, o, S i 2k B ¥R
PUIE ) VA EAE R o AL 7 BTN, 78 DLEERE R ik R
B RE FRIE R 22 AE KGH R IA E] 1.16 mm-h !, 2 3%
T HAB R IR RS FR L (P < 0.05), 3553 72 h N4
EARA 8.33 em; HAR 5 ) AR E 1 55 77 4,

A

9,
gl
e 7f
= 6l
g St
%'—8 4t
>
s 3}
S
O 21
1k
0
24 36 48 72
A 8] Time/h

A A K R 5 1,10, 1.05 mm-h™, 72 h B
VTR N 7.90. 7.53 cm; TEA SHRIEALLTER . H
TR IR MR FR 3L b, R 22 P 334 Kl R g,
43514 0.94, 0.90, 0.87 mm-h™', 72 h B} 7% 12
BN, 5350 6.80. 6.50. 6.23 cm.

L ‘ ) ‘
OJ - | . | i l
fJE Carbon source

s}
o —_— —_
Nel \S] o))

AEOEES S

Average growth rate/(mm-h')

o
w

AFB AR B E KR,
A.Colony diameter; B. Average growth rate.
B7 BEXAAEE _EEERKAZME

Fig. 7 Effect of carbon source on mycelial growth of Lasiodiplodia theobromae

236 REMFLAKRGYAH A EE M
1 AE R 2 R &R, SEI0 U WoR, BT A A A
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Fig. 8 Effect of nitrogen source on mycelial growth of Lasiodiplodia theobromae
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Pathogen identification and biological characteristics of

leaf spot disease of Bidens pilosa

YANG Zhichao”, XIAO Yang, WU Yanna, WANG Honggang, LUO kai, CHEN Yinhua, ZHANG Rui’

(School of Tropical Agriculture and Forestry, Hainan University, Danzhou, Hainan 571737, China)

Abstract: Bidens pilosa, an invasive weed commonly found in South China, is considered as a companion
weeds in various upland cropping systems and serves as an intermediate host for a range of phytopathogens.
This study reports the occurrence of leaf spot lesions in a population of B. pilosa. To investigate the cause,
pathogens were isolated from the infected leaves using a tissue isolation method, and pathogenicity was
confirmed through detached-leaf inoculation assays. A combination of morphological characterization and
phylogenetic analysis of concatenated rDNA-/TS and tef] sequences enabled accurate identification of the
pathogen. The pathogen was identified as Lasiodiplodia theobromae, which causes leaf wilt and rot in B.
pilosa. Preliminary environmental studies indicated that the isolated strain exhibited optimal colony growth at
28 °C, pH 6, on Potato Dextrose Agar(PDA) medium supplemented with sucrose and sodium nitrate, which
served as the preferred carbon and nitrogen sources, respectively.

Keywords: Bidens pilosa; leaf spot disease; pathogen identification; Lasiodiplodia theobromae
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