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EIFAN: BRE, ROR

Open Access

KEBRMEERTASASERFES TN

?%%I’Z#i 7}% %%2’ )5/\%2’ 71%{%%27 71% fﬁzy

T O BRERA FRET
(1. WFRCRE e, W 1 572005 RIE s 2. A St e be, 5 ffeM 571737 sh)

=, Mink T Y E (Xanthomonas phaseoli pv. manihotis, Xpm )12 Y4 AR % (Manihot esculenta) "
At e RIK NS R, B OR 5 SL R DRI IE 0 AT S0, LRG0 & Rl JG 1301 FUEei i FSCO it iy
WEFEAE R, FER R Y5 0. 6, 12, 24, 72 F1 120 h BERAE, X5 FHA S 50 Nascent, EFla, ACT., GTPb,
TUB TEHERNAS R 8] 55 RS AT 40T . G5 2R 3R, 16 Xpm (RSB S FP < IG130 1 FBR S FeSCO° A
Bt e, 5 NN SERERIA AL A 22 57 {1 Delta Ct. GeNorm. NormFinder 1 BestKeeper %X {/f-% i3 46
WS EERRE HEHFTHEY, JT45 G RefFinder #M4 #1745 NS B EREENLZGHES, 25 R LI, Xpm ZYAR
Eit R ERBERENNSEEREN EFla, ARFRMED T Xpm RYEAREMN 5 RERENHNSER, AR
S N Xpm LR FeR FTs ZE B i iE— 242 R B T A5

KR, KRB VERZ; AR, WS ALK QRT-PCR

hE S ES: S476 XERERAERD: A XERE: 1674 — 7054(2026)02 — 0215 — 08
R, W, RES, SRR R Y BRSNS BN S IR ], Bl AR E R (ha

0), 2026, 17(2): 215-222.  DOI: 10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.20240201  CSTR: 32425.14.j.cnki.rdswxb. OPb

20240201

52 B 2% )% % & PCR(reverse transcription
quantitative real-time PCR, qRT-PCR)/J& 3 [K 3 ik
WEFE rh B e . e T SE R 2 —12, % 7 ikl
1w OGAE S E PCR JERY 3 ™) S i, A
WS ELE NS5 X e cDNA JF8HF T 7 47
Bri4, gRT-PCR # HI TR R AEAR[RIL B, A
[F] A= & B I ek f AR Ak, TN S AR I R AR
B MR E TR I R 3R 5 AR Ak R E R
I, (PR E SRR 1 N 2 B D6 H B 2 R R A K
FRAR L B X EED, NSRS 54001
P BEREAC DI RE, TR AR T O R AR R X,
ANZ AP RS T, SR, HERTEAY)
R AR R R A R AT )RR 22 7o
HBA AT — NS GBS TE T A 554 T &R H
FEFIRE PR, AR ELAA A S S 1 2 3R
TR AT AR 1 P 2 5 DR R X B AR BE TR (%) Rk i

QOCO) R EA: 2024-12-30

175387, I 3RAG AT SE g 4
K B (Manihot esculenta), & K & F}

(Euphorbiaceae) K J& HH ¥, 5 48 & (Solanum
tuberosum ). 41.%% (Ipomoea batatas )I1-%) Jy t:
HEMERIEY, P58 THRE” M “JEHZ
FEO ORE A SR R, N
TGN PEDR IR 25 G RS FIE R B e R
AU R TE A B i o E A S B R il
ok 1 HH o XIS B R 1) 322 N AR,
AREIRREVE N CBER) F 247 JORE, o] DL DA
TEEAS. 9781, BT 2450 50, (B E & 29
RE g Rk R ELERNRZ —, R
N, 18 AR A I E Rk 30 280, Hi
A 22200 B PE B 25 995 (cassava bacterial blight, CBB)
HfEFICHE, CBB J& M 2 B PR AR S5 2=
1 300 A8 Ff (Xanthomonas phaseoli pv. manihotis,

fEEIHHE: 2025-02—-16

E&TH: 1 m A E R A EB R 5T H (GHYF2022005); 1 M 4 & 55 A 808 B i vt g &S A

(Hnjg2019ZD-2)

PE—EE: E L (2000—), Lo, MR RAERGT R AR BE 2022 FARHF5E A . E-mail: 1695841062@qq.com
BEEE: FBEFE(1979—), B, B, WL AERIW . BT ) AR E . E-mail: ninterxll@hainanu.edu.cn


mailto:1695841062@qq.com
mailto:ninterxll@hainanu.edu.cn

216 PEEMFIR (PR ) J. Trop. Biol.

2026 4F

Xpm) 5|6 AR P 3, 3 EOR TR Pl L 2
Hagiten, JRAEX CBB RYRIESY C G — e HEE, {2
FHORWFTE R 245 BRTE AR FIUKF-, HAE 3 )2 E Y
PUORHLRIA TR RE— LB . FAT, #oRA AR
Xpm 12 55 AT TR 2B NS 2 N B BE T 4iGH,
DALt i e 15 Xpm 1R QAR TR AR E R IR A
22k DR IF 50 A S 0 IO 240 T A 25 A DG Z RE ik
DR T FER TR TR A SR 3R, A AR DU 1
R D RET I T4 Bl i B DN SR K P AR R

1 HRST®

1.1 SKIEMB AREPUR SR IG1301°, B &
Pl SCO° FI=E 7 5 B TR Xpm 347 FR 1 B R 2 3
AR B s Ve S 10 W B AR B L

1.2 EEHE

121 AFHERE MHEREKRL @
B — 20 3 #RA K 45 d R ZEIG1301°
‘SCO”, SR HIM T AR IR Xpm, B3>
FEAh 3 bR, BERREERN 3 N EN, B E MR 2 4>
B BER S 20T 0. 6. 12, 72 F1 120 h SR HUH:
A, BB AN 3R AR AR 1 M (3 IRE
52, REFHAE OB, WMAETR)G, 80 C {1

.
122 MK E RNA RIRAE cDNA &4 &
i FH R AR RNAprep Pure Z i Z %) 5. RNA 2
U £ (DP432) 4% FE U B 5 Jy i idb A7 ARt |
A RNA P2 HL . A 3 566 B2 31 (Nano—300
Micro-Spectrophotometer ) 5 Jll] RNA ¢ B F1 5T & .
I 1.0% BfIREER B kKL RNA 28 . SR
K FastKing — 2L BRI 4 cDNA 5 —HE5 1
ORI (KR118), # &1 B 45 75 vk i 47 B i 5k,
i FH 1 pg B RNA 257 20 uL cDNA j3 5% 5% )5 i
K&, R FJ5H cDNA T —80 C UK 4 {4 17
#=H.
123 ASABEQ®FER] Mgkt kX
ik [15, 18-22] A R AR ZEWF 5T qRT-PCR SE 55
FE NS I, I B 2t th SC e Pr i 220 5 4
W3, 4358 TUB. Nascent, GTPb, ACT FlI
EFla; i@ 11 7E Phytozome 45 2 Hh 2 i) B K 7 1,
i AR SE R Y CDS 741, R4 SEH Y CDS 7
F| fd FH 7F £k 1. H. Primer3 web(https://primer3.ut.
ee/) AT 91t i Phytozome Blast 85 |4
PSS, AR A YR R A BR A R gk
I519E B, 51F LR 1.

x1 ASEEREXNASIY

Tab. 1 Reference genes and their corresponding primers
FEHFFS 51YF51(5-3") LB SRS VK Ebp SV R % RERBR  S%ECHR
Gene Primer sequences (5'-3") Accession No. Length Efficiency Correlation R*> References
F: gt tggttct
TUB EIEBABEAACIBELICIBER  \11es.08G061700 180 105.5 0.997 [15]
R: tgcactcatctgcattctee
F: tittgaagctgct
Nascent £AAECIECIEcagase Manes.09G005100 192 100.7 0.997 [18]
R: tgaagcggatctgaacaacc
F: ggtgggt:
GTPb ggiggelaacaageeagaca 1 1es.09G086600 169 102.4 0.993 [19]
R: tgagtcggtatctgecaagee
F: ttcgtgt totcgt,
ACT catgtoaageigiogtea Manes.13G086400 149 106.7 0.999 [20]
R: gecectcteatttgetgeaat
F:
EFla fgaaccaceelggleagaliggan oo 15G054800 139 109.4 0.998 [21 -22]
R: aacttgggctccttctcaagetet
124 AREARIMFABLEHZES SHE—XF  PESERE=107") KikE 25 R

S L TR 5 | P T I A v il 2, 1SR L 5 |
Py s . DL ddH,O 1R [T % IR, T4
IS4 ) A rh AR B A5 Y B A i o
2 3. RHHRE %G E 5 PCR qTOWER384G
(Analytik Jena) ¥ f5 qRT-PCR 52 5, #2455 I 5 119
Ct BRI R () AN R Aok B AT Ve J3E e et [l 1
CHARPRIE RNy slope), T4 &5 5L A9 5 149

125 HEAEZEPCR XKAIRERGERE
PCR qTOWER384G(Analytik Jena)#t 45 qRT-PCR
SIS, RS BN TE 1 R 5 A 2 ul
(10 pmol' L), N[l BEf5 £k ) cDNA #idi 5 pL
(20 ng-uL™"), 10 uL 2x SYBR Greenq PCR Mix(2x
SYBR Green qPCR Mix, & B} £ ), Jil ddH,0 £
20 pL AR R . A IRNAKRR AT 3 IRER .
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qRT-PCR J )i 514 94 °C #iZeE 3 min, 5 4T
94 °C 8P 10 s, 60 C LEfH 34 s, JHIR 40 R — 2
AR, (RSO SRR, (il FHERASBHE 60 ~
94 °C P 0.3 °C Hy3E - FF4E 60 s 1Y JA I E1 705 %
£k 20 #7 .

2 HEREHR

21 RSERASPEN LI Xpmiz e K
“JG1301°F1°SCO’ M F AS[A] ] i cDNA &5 iR &

Ve Fit, #E4T385 PCR 3% . FIfH PCR X N2
LR 5 W SR BEAT RGN, 7E 2%(w) B NS BHBE IR

HLUK T, NS HY3 7= PI7E 100 ~ 250 bp 1], H.
HARSH —, TARFR SR RS 1Y) R, &
B R B RMEE U (K 1-A) o Lh Xpm 125
AREIGI301 FNSCY Iy 7 5 A [] I [A] S5 Y cDNA
JAR, 253 qQRT-PCR 973 J5, X d 14 b B
VA 22 AT 3 A, 25 SRR W, e By 5 R
B NS B G | Re PR, oAk, W TS
SLNSHEH R E TER R (B 1-B) o

it 5 MBI N S G Y bR e £
1RENG 1Y) BEROR A E REL, A5 R K W, ik
PR 5 DARE RN S BN 53O0 &5 [P 1 8L

A GTPb__ Nascent _ TUB ACT __ EFla
250 bp
100 bp
B
8- 8
g— GTPb g Nascent
= 5
g
2 3 z 3
< 1 — o 15
0 0
-1 F T T T T T T -1 I T T T T T T
60 65 70 75 80 8 90 60 65 70 75 80 8 90
i/ C SELE/C
Temperature Temperature

60 65 70 75 80 8 90
R/ C
Temperature

12.51  EFla

60 65 70 75 80 8 90
HRE/C
Temperature

60 65 70 75 80 85 90
MR/ C
Temperature

A NZIER PCR - HIBNEFHEE I LK AG; B.S MMEENSIEN qRT-PCR # Rk .
A. Detection of internal reference gene PCR products by agarose gel electrophoresis; B. Melting curve analysis of five candidate.
B1 HSERS Hen

Fig.1 Reference gene primer detection
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BAE 100.7% ~ 109.4%, 3 34 %R 57 15 17 3L 2
EFla, 5193 Ba3 RN 109.4%, 519 88 80R i
RIS Nascent FEH, §HERCE K 100.7%, 5 451
YR P 280 R? AE 0.993 ~ 0.999 [7], P i 2 K
R SERUE: ACT B2, Y RECH 0.999, HeE &
BORARE & GTPh FEH, PeE RE0M 0.993(3% 1),
22 WNSERREEESNT X SXARENSIE
K5I LA Xpm AR GLH09% b A IG 1301 R i
‘SCO’ AR ZEM: | J5 AN [ 5] (6] 25 Y cDNA Ry AR 4
17 QRT-PCR SZ56, 38 1 A6 0 JHE 26 08 w45 210 % 1 1)
Ct{H. Ct{H53EH M FEFE BRI, Cr EHill
K, SEE 3R = BEERAIR, [z Cr AR/, TISE A
IR F RSB . MR 2 AT, 5 AR E e NS
FE R Rk B e I BE R EF Lo, CeAHAEREAS
K v SRy 18.46 ~ 22.48; F ik =F B fAIK Y 3 R 2
TUB, Ct{HAEFEAKN H > 22.30 ~ 26.89 .

%%?é

TUB Nascent GTPb AC
FEA Gene

B2 sMRENSEE CHEST
Fig.2 Ctvalue distribution of five candidate reference
genes
T MRS IRME AL s b 8 AR B — b 8, AR R O
— TP, bR IRE IR BB AR/ M
Note: The line across the box represents the median. Upper part of the
box-upper quartile, lower part of the box-lower quartile, The upper and

Ctf{H Ct vaule
[\e) [\ ) [\)
(3] N N

[\e}
(=]
T

18

EFla

lower error bars indicate the maximum and minimum values.

23 EEREREESH

2.3.1 Delta Ct 5 #7 Delta Ct 112 F bk
2 (m SD) ARV NS ZE N R E . m SD )
K/INRENE [ W PN 2 5 DK A R Pk, BB /MR 3
WS LR AR, BRI BARFRE o 384 Delta Ct
JriETHE 5 A AR B E N S A e 1 mT
SAMBERE NS IR m SD HEF A TUB > EFla >
ACT > GTPb > Nascent, Hot m SD fx K= TUB,
H om SD N 1.18; m SD /N 2 GTPb, H: m SD
9 0.75, FRYIREE IR b 1 S Nascent JEA, B €

2026 £
MR 2ZE 02 TUB R H (3R 2) .
Fz 2 Delta Ct HREDHER
Tab. 2 Results of Delta Ct Software

P SR bR R HE£4

Gene m SD Ranking
Nascent 0.75 1
GTPb 0.77 2
ACT 0.92 3
EFla 1.00 4
TUB 1.18 5

232 GeNorm £ #7 GeNorm F2 /7 &M 45 -1
AR S B MOABR AR 5 R A AR T, BRIy BRIA A HR
FEM 1.5, 24 MAE<1.5 i, FERBOA AT EOE,
M BRI ) 7 BE PR AR o IR T R AR B
151 (pairwise comparison approach ) 3144 H} F [R5
ISFRE M MAE, R P8 Genorm BRI\ AE 7 R 4K
(Vn/Vn+ D) BRSNS B NS H . Y
ValVi+1<0.15 I, WA O f5c 4 09 9 2 2R I BOH
n A, & Va/Vat1>0.15 B a] 51 A 1 A N S 2%
5 TR AL R - X B AR 5= VAE, IFAR
I Vn/ Vi1 (BRI T il NS HEE .
WE 3R, 5 MARENSEEER T MHE
#NT 1.5(E 3-A), HERAREEA R K ER,
MAEHET ;N TUB > ACT > GTPb >EF1o= Nascent,
Hrp, MAEFKRI & ACT, MAE R 1.00, M {H /)
AYJ& EFla 1 Nascent, M {H >~ 0.66, Ui BT & T i
Uf- W) J& EFla #1 Nascent, & € M i 2% %) J& TUB.
Horp, va/s B Xt 22 5 R B0 0.141<0.15(/4] 3- B)
UL B IE W N S R 4 4, ATREEG A
e AT UE EK,Z—‘%EB@*%%%@ZE%
44, B EFla. Nascent. GTPb 1 ACT,
2.3.3 NormFinder 2 #7 %F2/7 3 THIAL 47,
AT S HE R Y Rk Fooe (i, PR FR e R/
Kbt i A iE NS . NormFinder F2/7AR
Pod e N S B I 9 FROE (AT PP 0, e (B ey
FRFRE M, FRE S/ M SR AL, IS Fe ke e
MYSER . Z5REH] 5 AR BERENSHEE TR E
{EHEF & TUB >ACT > Nascent > GTPb > EFla, F:
H R (B B K TUB, RS0 0.714; R (8
/NI EF o, BEE R 0.348, Ui AR PR B df
(52 EFla JED, R e v 22002 TUB HEH (3R 3)
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>

—_

S e s
Ny 9 o o ©

S

FHFRA T EE
Average expression stability

Nascent
EFla

Most stable genes

ACT GTPb

<uin E'ixi%\%%
Least stable genes

o
)
[0y

0.222

0.187

o

b

(e
T

0.141

I
—_
(93]

B XA S 2R 4
Pairwise variations
=]
—_
(=)

o

S

oy
T

V2/3 V3/4 V4/5
B X} A% 45 Pairwise variations

ANSHENTENE; B FOHAE 5047
A. Reference gene stability; B. Pairwise variation analysis.

B 3 Genorm ##7

Fig.3 Genorm analysis

#& 3 Normfinder ST ER
Tab.3 Results of Normfinder Software

HEH T He#4

Gene Stable value Ranking
EFla 0.348 1
GTPb 0.381 2
Nascent 0.444 3
ACT 0.520 4
TUB 0.714 5

R 4 Bestkeeper D ITER
Tab.4 Results of BesKeeper Software

B LM Gene

Parameter TUB Nascent GTPb ACT EFla
JUA 4B CP]
geo Mean [CP] 24.65 22.64 24.04423.3620.37
HARIIE[CP]
ar Mean [CP] 24.68 22.65 24.05 23.3820.39
5/ IME[CP
Eﬁ-”m ] 2230 21.02 22.59 21.1 18.46
min [CP]
i CP
BREICE] 26.89 24.15 2536 24.8422.48
max [CP]
FrifEZE [+ CP]
SD [+ CP] 097 061 0.66 075 0.78
AR5 2B % CP]
By
CV[% CP] 391 268 273 321 3.84
in—H_,\” 4\7‘ + x-fold
i 10 RARE 2L xcfold] 195 152 158 1.68 1.72

std dev [+ x-fold]

2.3.5 RefFinder #*#7 RefFinder 788544 1] LA
X R 4 R A A AR B 1 25 R AT 25 A HE
7, Wi N S 3 — AN S I AGE, SR )5
THE U391, @ 27 5 HE4 , 1550
AR e, ik th R IR E NS RN, 4554
7% RefFinder Z5 4 DL b 4 Fh & 5318 HOR 1
Fa EHHER & TUB > ACT > GTPb > Nascent >
EFla, i e (A K2 TUB, FUE N 5.00;
ROEE i/ NYJE EFla, B2 1.41, v
PRI A& EFlo B2, Foe PR 25 1 /& TUB %
BRI(E 5).

#& 5 RefFinder HTTER
Tab. 5 Results of RefFinder Software

2.3.4 BestKeeper 247 BestKeeper 27 LI N2
FE Ce B AR fE 2= (SD) Sfe il i R A R A AR
PE, SD {HB /N, FIKBEE, SD I FHERIA R 1,
24 SD{H>1 B, BEHZ SN R A A faE . RIHE
SEBCXT AR OC 3 A A Bl H 43 B, sl T3 Cr (E R AR
e 2 (SD) R R e TR EAF N S B . 452
R, 5 P AREREENZS SDER/NT 1, SDE
HEF i TUB > EFla > ACT > GTPb > Nascent, }:
W SD i KA JE: TUB, SD {E 4 0.97; SD {H#c /)N
)2 Nascent, SD 1E 1 0.61, 1] 52 58 Tk B - 1) S
Nascent, B e i Z 1) JE: TUB(K 4) .

BEH FasEfH He4
Gene Stable value Ranking
EFla 1.41 1
Nascent 1.73 2
GTPb 2.21 3
ACT 3.72 4
TUB 5.00 5
3 it it

AR ZE R R AL P45, CBB J& H Hir o ™
AR B E 2 —, iRPEFE A S AR, 51
EAHR ZEE IR 100%, R, 78502540 AR T
3 5 DR 8 B Ry A M ok i DR ) () B — , T
VEREARE 1 PN 2 3k TR R S0 35 DR 42 4 179 3L
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filh o AZE PR E 1 N S A i 3 O A F o il
U Moreno 25UV BF5E T 5 X NS 3L IR AR AR 2546 4%
75 B 1% 4 AR 2 5L Bl TMS60444° ‘Ebwanateraka’ £l
‘AR34° M R R AR E M, & B GTPh R 7R IR e
KRG R 0 S5 R IR R A2 o Hu 58U B
581 26 %5 N 2 B TE K B Ku50° ‘SC124°
‘Rongyong9’‘SC5’ 1 Arg7 %5 i A H AN ] & & )
HE R SR AR AR ST S E TR AN [R] s ]
MM ARG 2L RPN SR e, B3
Nascent SERTEL R ZH0F LT # e Rk, 7E
HHE L. Xpm A= BL/NRP UA681 Al CFBP1851 12
YeBIR A T 60444 J5 215 SRR AR EILH
DRestsE h, Carlos 21" fifi Ji] TUB J: /R N2
SR, ASWFSE Bl T B9 Xpm A2 B/ Rl CHN 01 J2
TEMF R 43 B A3 B0, K TUB B R ik 9 S 3L [
5T Xpm A= #/NFh CHN 01 {2 LA 2R TUB 7£
AREPRIRREGRRED, ACT FER BN SETERL
RS U SE Th EcfeUE I P 2 2 IR 20, A5 i 4
TP B AHARLBE S5 1) K 3B B AR (W] IR R (Manes.
13G086400, ACT)WE MMk NS . EFla KA
4k FH T CBB Hujps 2 K i L (1) 3 S R i F 2
H AT, AR AR RS AR NS A
RO PR D, I8 T 3k 5 6 SCEk B
H AL GTPb, Nascent, TUB, ACT, EFlafE
RHIGENSHENW ., KRR KM T Delta Ct,
Genorm, NormFinder, BestKeeper DA & 7F £& K {f:
Reffinder X} FT & FH A8 5 X P2 35 R 7E AR ZEHT R
Pl (JG1301° F1‘SCO ) AN [RlHE A I [A] 23 34T T R
PEFT 53, E— 2L 0k R AE Xpm (R PEARE 454
hoRtefa e RIKM NS . 451 KW, qRT-
PCR $54l b7 5 A3k P9 2 5 R0 A ] et 1
Ak, WE5E KR, Nascent FERFEAREAZ SN A0
FAE LT AT DA E Rk, (R FE T 5 T &3k
AFE, 254 Nascent FEHFTE Xpm (RYARZEN: Fr
JETEARZENM FhfRE YEHER SR 2, WHIAN R AR S
A= ¥ W38 %2 W T Nascent 3 R 1) 36 15 & .
GTPb R TE Xpm AR YL AR Fr J5 R ihFa e T 25
GHEA S 3, MTEA B RN TR AR R TR
Sy ke e M, AT RE RO A8 A5 BE R P LIRS Xpm
VERYEAE A R LTI, &R T GTPb %
PIZEA [FAE D a 250 N R IA b 22 7
Carlos 7E AR ZEHUR AL R P H T TUB 1E

NS, [FIET Wei 55824 ZEGE 7R B ER 05T
i TUB fE A NS EE . Tong 55 W58 &
M, TUB B R AEBE 9 A R 2 2 b Rk Fa e,
Zhong 5 1F5Y & B TUB FE A 17E 75 K O AR R 2H 2L
FLESCAL T FRAERS A 2R3k, {H2 Nicot 07 iyt
FERW], TUB T B 45 B2 Yl W i 95 V4 38 52 56
KRB EATE . ARSI RE, TUB 1E Xpm
RYRE S e M i 22, Ui TUB 75 K52 29
Ji TR R B RN

ACT & R e 72 2R 1) A [] 40 2 v e ),
ACT WRETE A G AR & F I AR R H 4 f
FEFIEP H Nicot 427 W58 & BI, 78 Sy SR YL
MRZER IR AL B ACT FERTE R E kil
B AR, Li SE00 75 H 38 N 2 5L D i s S 40 Hh &
B, TERR R A R 1 ST T A
Y ACT B RIS | ATE . A5 LI, Xpm
RYAREM 5 ACT ZERTEARZEMN F iR EA TR
FE, Y ACT HE P BARTE Z PR w2z A
WS, (B2 E G TR o B RAEY BN
e = i

Chang %5 1 Zheng 5™ 7E # 17 CBB if 5
W48 ] EF 1o AE R N2 5 Nicot 457 ifF 5% &
I, 7F SRS S i AR G T AR i aa R S
A RIS ERBREN NS IR JE EFla, Mascia 55
CU S KR, EF1a SRS B AR A b iy
FiRTaE i o FEACUR A0 BF9Y A BR, 5 55 3K
s 1 0 LRSS T PXO99 Fil PXO61 124 T YK
i EFlo BRI fa g » AR LR,
TE Xpm (YT, K2 EFlo 3 R 7E PR A
) i R R R e . 256 LRGSR AT, 78
ZREYI M Z RSN FAE T, EFlo JE AR RELEAH
Pt R e Rk, AR — A RRE N S A
i o AT 5T 45 5 AR B4 R MG 22 A DG Bt
g RIAZ IR A A h R e N S DR fiff 25 T 3
LA

S 3Lk
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Screening and Evaluation of Reference Genes in Cassava

unpon Infection by Xanthomonas phaseoli pv. manihotis

Li Ciyun"*, Yang Jing’, Lu Dongying®, Yang Jianfei’, Yang Qi’
Wang Fei', Chen Yinhua®, Niu Xiaolei'

(1. School of Breeding and Multiplication, Hainan University, Sanya, Hainan 57205, China; 2. School of Tropical Agriculture and
Forestry, Hainan University, Danzhou, Hainan 571737, China)

Abstract: In order to screen for stable expression of cassava reference genes in cassava leaves infected with Xanthomonas
phaseoli pv. manihotis (Xpm), we used Xpm resistant variety ‘G1301° and susceptible variety ‘SC9’cassava leaves as research
materials. Samples were collected from cassava leaves of ‘G1301° and ‘SC9” at 0 h, 6 h, 12 h, 24 h, 72 h, and 120 h after Xpm
infection, and the stability of the commonly used reference genes Nascent, EFla, ACT, GTPb, and TUB was determined. The
results showed that there were differences in the expression levels of five reference genes after Xpm infection in the leaves of
‘G1301” and ‘SC9’. Delta CT, GeNorm, NormFinder, BestKeeper and RefFinder software were used to rank the stability of these
candidate reference genes. We found that the most stable reference gene expressed in Xpm-infected leaves is EF/a. This study
identified the stable internal reference genes expressed during Xpm infection in cassava leaves, laying the foundation for studying
gene expression in response to Xpm infection and exploring disease resistance genes.

Keywords: cassava bacterial blight; Manihot esculenta; reference gene; qRT-PCR
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