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Establishment and application of molecular detection for
Parastagonospora nodorum—induced leaf spot
disease in Elymus nutans

LONG Jiahui'?, XUE Longhai'?", LI Chunjie®, ZHU Yongqun’
(1. Institute of Agricultural Resources and Environment, Sichuan Academy of Agricultural Sciences,
Chengdu 610066, China;
2. College of Pastoral Agriculture Science and Technology/State Key Laboratory of Herbage Improvement and Grassland

Agro-ecosystems, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730020, China)

Abstract To establish a rapid detection system for leaf spot disease of Elymus nutans caused by
Parastagonospora nodorum, highly specific primers Pr-F/Pr-R targeting the conserved RPB2 (RNA polymerase
1T subunit 2) gene sequence of the pathogen was designed. An efficient, rapid, and stable PCR molecular
detection technique was developed to identify Parastagonospora leaf spot in E. nutans. The results indicated:
1) The detection system specifically amplified a 127 bp band from P. nodorum, and the sensitivity of Pr-F/ Pr-R
for detecting genomic DNA of P. nodorum was 100 pg/uL. 2) The Pr-F/Pr-R primers can specifically detect
P. nodorum in infected E. nutans leaf tissues, as well as in suspected diseased field-collected E. nutans plants.
These results provide a technical basis for the early detection and targeted control of leaf spot disease in E.
nutans.
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T Fl 3 08 5 CE Lymus nutans) ¥ Y AE N 75 8 =
Ji v S B by 1) 3 R RO SR R 3R (] s TE
X3z oA, B i AR AR R T AN 28 5 OF kM
(B R R A B 4 e TR Y R
Rz WL £ W EJE (Parastagonospora
sp. )5S I AR A B i B 5 3k & A, v 4 45
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T 5 22 0 AT o 2 40 6 AT 4K R 1 BOR S R
J B AE A Bk F2 /N 7R X Can b L 38 R RS
J7IZ AR IR AT AR Y £ B AR ) R A R R
TR —Fh L AR E 57 RS IR EC R 38 i 7 A SR AE P
BN (NEs) 1 AH OC g e 75 5 25 £ it i U8 it
PO BE M. A7 EALUIRGE S e R B AT T K
FEN T D R R S 10 5, 3 WO FAG R, K,
GRART e i) A R BR S A ff b X SRR L 3T S 22 B I BE
(1%) T AR % 0 AT 12 W S, R AR I 3R 9 1 By
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D45 7 T A A

e Gt 5 78 MM i o3 B BE R T AN 2 LA I
Z 3 (U0 ITS/SSU/TEF) Bk 4 43 Bt 55 J7 1k % 5
HH A T 5T 2 M B AR RE I 2 ) ELE DA R
PR A I Y 7 oK o I AR R R R R A TR
FHRTE T K EROCR , PCR AR J& A1 9% T AR 4y F
LW Y LR AL H5 R B PCR | £ B PCR (Multiplex
PCR) . £ X PCR (Nested PCR) | 5 B} 9% )% 5 it
qPCR (Quantitative real-time PCR)Z¢ 4 AR/, Al 4
Pk I TR E AR KA PCREE A . R £
H PCR AR LL tub2 B R AR #E X, 8 57— Ff ] LA
SE R I /N ZE 4 b TR AR 1Y O i, AT L TR] R
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BB R ESIE T2 WK, Hr,
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directed RNA polymerase II subunit 2) |\ B-f4 4 & H
BN (B-tubulin, tub2) 55 4% |2 B T 90 J5L 18 19 53
T, R TE R — A K ITS 1728
SRR, AT RE R W Sy T S AR T . AR

S 10 W FE FE AT B 0 5 i B e e D 48 i R B,
Hili 3T 5 22 M T 5 T e 3 e I B 4 52
(Didymella) .40 /NER 52 J& (Leptosphaerulina sp. ) .
ot A8 (Neoascochyta sp. ) W ITS J¥ 51 A1 2L P
B BOMEE 2 TS Jp 90 8 FL DX o3 IF Rt A 2
B H A 1Y L B B AT %0 T R R . 7R LR
ARG FW T, RPB2 3L N B B T oy F 48 fn
RGERB SN . H RPB2E 5% & P B 45 R f
& HLAE AR 0 A8 S R RE AR Y AR L ol AR X
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gy PR S T R R AR D, ORI RPB2 # 5T
R0 T e 22 M ARSI D7 s T F SRR AR 2 L

AW 5 A8 F0AK T 5T 22 M TR BT 1Y 43 258 i e Ak
filt b, 400 DA 30 A 0 2 it R A S BIF SRR 4L SR
RPB2 J§ 50 Xf e 43 # 05 v , il ok 54087 19 73 7 8 b
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Table 1 Validation of specific primers Pr-F/Pr-R for test strains

EIRZE/R EoE S

G A B R i LA . e
Number Test strain Pathogen host Primer amplification
results
1 ddH,0O — —
2 W% 1 52 J& Didymella boeremae A B 8 % Elymus nutans —
3 W B 361 5% J& Didymella pomorum 15 5% Elymus sibiricus —
4 55 )& Neoascochyta cylindrispora T AP E Elymus nutans —
5 55 )&/ Neoascochyta europaea 14 Elymus sibiricus —
6 55 )& Neoascochyta desmazieri e FE B 0L Elymus nuzans —
7 INNFEI® Leptosphaerulina miscanthi I B % Elymus nutans —
8 K L5 2 M Parastagonospora nodorum T FE PR F Elymus nutans +
9 st Z M JE Stagonospora bicolor ¥ Deschampsia caespitosa —
10 R JH W J& Colletotrichum boninense WA Taraxacum mongolicum —
11 AW & Colletotrichum cereale W& ® Koeleria macrantha —
12 ME A Bk J] B Fusarium avenaceum LB T Medicago ruthenica —
13 =2k J] W Fusarium tricinctum #5 5 Leymus secalinus —
14 W& Z )R Pestalotiopsis trachycarpicola 2 6 HA 3% % Lolium multiflorum —
15 U 2 BAMIR Pestalotiopsis telopeae LA BT Lolium multiflorum —
16 U 2 B AR Pestalotiopsis lushanensis LB E T Lolium multiflorum —
17 W Z BHWIE Pestalotiopsis australasiae Z A B Lolium multiflorum —
18 J85 B W 1 B Bipolaris sorokiniana L BZ T Lolium multiflorum —
19 WAL JE Bipolaris zeae J BB B Setaria viridis —
20 ZEEAR AL )E Alternaria alternata B0k 5 Elymus dahuricus —
21 Jiig 3 WS T Plectosphaerella cucumerina Pl % Elymus dahuricus —
22 LK T B Gliocladium roseum A F Festuca rubra —
23 PR} BR B Epicoccum nigrum B e Agrostis matsumurae —

e TREA R A —

TR TR RS

Note: “+” represents a specific band, *

KitCOMEGA E B 3% H 41 DNA $#2 BUK 7 &) 179
J5 T DNA B 42 B $2 58 i s e H vk 5 4l
R — 20 CIRAE T .

WA B Fh A 0T e 22 D D 5 | S Y e Al B e - B
i R RS I EE I R RS AR R
BF B BB IR 5, R E. Z. N. A. ®Plant DNA Kit
(OMEGA ) 4 215 ] 41 DNA $2 B0 ) £ £ HuiE
Yy ke i 2N DNA o I [RIRE 18 J7 15 i B gt e = Al
80 AR R 2H 21 DNA AR Ay £t B X B2, DA 422 7o I7 B £

‘—" represents a non-specific band.

o8 5ot )8 /DOt 7 8 (Leprosphaerulina
miscanthi) AU 2 4618 (Pestalotiopsis sp. ) 7% % M
J& (Stagonospora bicolor) KI5 & 1% 0 (Bipolaris
sorokiniana) AL i 1R (Alternaria alternata) FfE
B B (Plectosphaerella cucumerina) 5| 2 i T A8 45 7%
L B 1 Ry B%T BR2H
1.3 #FHiEmZAESFESIWIZIT R PCRY &
MR GenBank 6% 55 1 #0411 7€ 22 WLk 1 — Bt
RPB2 3 K-S JF 91 (RPB2: PQ675422) , ff I # T
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SnapGene BB 7 22 M 8 A4 S 4E 5 19, 5190 h
ATEY TECEE KRB ARAF G, PrF:
5-CAATTCGCATTGGGGTCTTGTTTG-3, Pr-
R:5-GAAGTCGATGATTGGAGTAGCG-3',

PCR JZ b & & B KB 25 pl: 12,5 pl 2X
High Fidelity PCR Master Mix, 5| # Pr-F/Pr-R
(10 pmol/I) 45 1 pL, 1 pL £ 4 DNA, il A ddH,O
AR 25 plo B VAR RIS E T8 PCRAX
W EAT R RN, BN AR F R 2 95 CHAE P 5 min;
95 ‘CAEME 30 5,56 “CiB k 30 s, 72 ‘CLEH 1 min, fi§ 2R
35U ;72 CHEAH 5 min, K4 8 79T 1. 026 HiIE B
JE R UK, HEAT 51 R S PR R IE | FE B RS R
o 11 B
1.4 PCR¥yEREEKR

Wi B T 5E 22 MU DNA 3 JE M 100 ng/pl. K
Fis B¢ %] 50 ng/pl. 25 ng/plL. 10 ng/pL. 1 ng/plL.
500 pg/pl.. 100 pg/pl. .50 pg/pl fil 1 pg/pl, 3£ 9 4
Wi RERE o MKIB TR 1. 37 r il i O AR R 5 R )T 0

DNA Ji I N B W AE R AR 3647 PCR BN, il 55
i 5 2 Ml i PCR ROV I R iR 4 31k
1.5 ZIiRHEKALRIRERDN

L3 b A 0T A 22 I BA 1Y) & 0 e A e
R B R LR E DL DB 2 I R R g E i
A4 R B 3L 41 DNA B H 98 17 % B PCR 2
B BAR R AR, 3Pk . AWML 1.0%
Bl 8 0 L K R A AS I 30 A 3K

2 ERG5SMW

2.1 HFRMEIGIEA T

S G R A SRR I CE D, A 5T S Y
M 56 22 M T PCRAS M Jy vk AT & B e S, R
TR AL 5¢ 22 M T DNA B A9 B R A B0 BE R
/N 127 bp B R S M A T b 21 B R
ddHO ¥ Ty 8 &l . RS W =B A7 2 i
VAR S PRSI W, ol T A O e 22 B T 1 A S
K5y F R

M1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 M

bp

2000

1000
750
500
250
100

M:DL2 000 DNA Marker; 1:ddH,0;2~23:3 1 #k LA Pr-F/Pr-R M 51 W9 B 45 54 .
M: DL2 000 DNA Marker; 1: ddH,O; 2-23: The PCR products from the strains of Table 1.
E1 F#HiEEEZEEPCREFRERNLER

Fig. 1 PCR specific detection results of P. nodorum

2.2 Pr-F/Pr-R¥ & #5E 5% % M & R & E 46
TR T 56 2 M B PCR R A58 A 0 1) 45 SR 7
2 DNA B B M & B 78 100 ng/pl. 50 ng/pl..
25ng/pL 10 ng/pL . 1 ng/pl 500 pg/pl. K 100 pg/pL
[, PCR ¥ 6897 1§ th J% 417 M DNA B B % &2 0
50 pg/pL F 1 pg/pL i JC 5541 (& 20, 6B Pr-F/Pr-
R G #A 3E 5¢ 22 i B 35 R 20 DNA A A 0 2R 400
100 pg/pls
2.3 ERIREYERHERT
Xof 4 Tl 50 At 0T C 25 I R i A i ) R e e

S B 4 DNA #4775 HL PCR Y4 (& 3) , 1%
FESLREDY I 11 127 bp BYRE SR S50 | R0 0 B i 7
& Frt AR DR MR ERE L2 ME .
PR M TR A e S e R S A R T T A
i 7 0 R {5 T R B B R 20 DNA #4R
REY 38 457, AW Pr-F /Pr-R BEXS Sk 0 72 £
P. nodorum 5| ¥ 1 9% F SEATPE S A

3

TE ST B L 57¢ 22 MO R A ARSI 5 2 o Tori 9624
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2000
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250
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M:DL 2 000 DNA Marker; 1~9: L4 8 A 3 72 £ il B DNA ¥ £ 43 % 29 100 ng/pL .50 ng/pL .25 ng/pl .10 ng/pL .1 ng/plL 500 pg/uL .
100 pg/pL .50 pg/pL Al 1 pg/pL i) PCR Y45 5 5 10 [ %) 1
M: DL 2 000 DNA Marker; 1-9: PCR products from 100 ng/pl, 50 ng/plL, 25 ng/pl, 10 ng/pl, 1 ng/pl, 500 pg/pl, 100 pg/pl,
50 pg/pL, and 1 pg/pL; 10: Negative control.
E2 #FMHEZEZMEPCRREERMER

Fig. 2 PCR sensitivity detection results of P. nodorum

M1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 M
bp

2000

1000
750

500
250
100

M:DL 2 000 DNA Marker; 1+ B4 %0 8 5 2~6 + L3RR R0 1T 5E 22 M0 A1 A9 28 B8 0905 42 93 i DNA H BEAR (Y PCR A4 25 581 5 7~ 11« {d Fle 2
FE B B8 55 0 DNA f9 PCR 4738 45 2R 5 12~23 19 2y 2 Bl 4% 000 55 42 b R [R5 S 18 1 B9 2205 - DNA #9 PCR #7389 45 5%, F b 12 Didymella
boeremae; 13: Didymella pomorum; 14 : Neoascochyta cylindrispora; 15: Neoascochyta europaea; 16 : Neoascochyta desmazieri; 17: Leptosphaerulina
miscanthi; 18: Pestalotiopsis trachycarpicola; 19: Pestalotiopsis lushanensis; 20: Stagonospora bicolor; 21: Bipolaris sorokiniana; 22: Alternaria
alternata; 23 : Plectosphaerella cucumerina.

M: DL 2 000 DNA Marker; 1: Negative control; 2-6: PCR amplification results using the DNA of diseased leaves of E. nutans inoculated
with P. nodorum; 7-11: PCR amplification results of DNA from healthy E. nutans leaves; 12-23 were all PCR amplification results of DNA from
diseased leaves of E. nutans inoculum with different pathogens. 12: D. boeremae; 13: D. pomorum; 14: N. cylindrispora; 15: N. europaea;
16: N. desmazieri; 17: L. miscanthi; 18: P. trachycarpicola; 19: P. lushanensis; 20: S. bicolor; 21: B. sorokiniana; 22: A. alternata; 23: P.
cucumerina.

B3 KAPr-F/Pr-RE|I¥IMEAREBEERFEBHENRHF PCRIEER

Fig. 3 PCR amplification with primers Pr-F/Pr-R on diseased and healthy E. nuzans leaves

BT w60 g 2 B 1 qPCR B3I, 8 57 17 — A ]
LR DN A ST 22 B T A vk K e b L
T A 4 2 A AT LU $2 o T TR AN 48 h JiE DX 4 fekt e
FI 728 41 LB 6% . Oliver 257 ffi il 3 T SYBR
Green [ qPCR W 5 7 v X8 A 90 ot i 104) 500 Al 3
T MU B AT . qPCR Y46 X 5 kS BE A

E 3 #5 AR B 5 38 0. e 4k R F L PCR i 5 1t 5
AEEVE R AT ER T, AW 50 o # ) RPB2 2 R R 57
SR B, e T HE PCR Y s Y AU 5 £
#H PCR LA S A P, JF B BEAIR 1 #E A1 70 i 45 1
Ao ASHIE S LT D K 1 e R O e 4 41

L A2 G 0 B B, A O 2 R AR K R L X
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PR 2 RO 406 A 00 JR1 38, 1T B 4 DR T Ak
RAEFEA . RPB2 & W45 DU 1 4 i B A, vy B
@i, A R RS T RS kT A I o
B SRS S AR AKCOF B Xy, BRI RS ITS £
5 D[R] 5 TGS X AT BE A A5 1Y 52 52 Fp 51 28 St [ e
TEA K AR F2 g Sp ol B v, B e P 5 W B
Ol (GC & & B AR L P 81 O Sy
1P A — 945 H (PCR A Z b i 1 20 8 191 45
2, LB PR PCR SR o 20 e M e 470 0 45 S
Yk = 3 AT DAE S 9 R R R RE BT Y 6
Ve B R T . PCR 1Y 58 BUR 1 8 i 1R &=
G AT B bR, £ EAF PCRY B =¥t & 5 By
PCR ™4y CLUHE 3 91 Sy BEAR B2 351 1) R/h— 2, A
Ly S 2 R W 2 A R kA G ) —
BRI AR5 T B R B G I 3 [ 2 A
HR )R A AT 5C 22 MO T A S R A T S T I, R
R R Je a5 AT ) — AR AT SR 5 R/
Ul BT 7 R A T R AR R AR )
3 5 MY R DL ST LA R [l 4 B ke R Bl fRR A B
B AR SRR BT E 2 M I B JRL T TG A% BOTC A
P&, W] Pr-F/Pr-R 5| ) %] 3 B8 B i 5505 52 2
i B B A e R R S . AR T ST IEAN 1B I
e 25 MO TR A R A R S R R D T 9k A s Bk, 1 IR
Bt RPB2 ¥ 5 70 H I52 F] T FUAG 30 52 22 B 1 A P 3
YeE i, i 5 2 M B 1Y S E T I T iR AR TR
f, 3 T RPB2 7 1) 2 57 ) K 0 A 28 % T 2% 4 H At
o T ARG N S A s 2 46 i S O

R e N U = DR R AN N 1/
AT RUMG L T 2 M0 T B PR A I M5 E L S
Pr-F /Pr-R Xt 7 i 5 B e 78 B i UL Ji T Cn
Didymella boeremae . Neoascochyta cylindrispora
Bipolaris sorokiniana 5§ ) 4 I¢ 38 X W, i 52 % 51
YR R R S 2 R AR BT R S 1 T g
1T 22 25 5% 2 M BE 559 i (P. pseudonodorum) 1) K
I, g BE2H 16 T 6 b BE 85 R S rp W AR B R
55 A3 0 X IR T R I — i, R 1 o
PR Y T 2 b BT T A [a] B 2R A7 R S R o R ok AT
BE— 2 B i R A T 3E T R AT 5 22 M T
AT G B R PRSI o L A, RS T 5 22 ML TR AT
@%%%%iy@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁTﬁ%%TE%
0 15 e 7 R B Ak R 51 R A I B A A B
R A AR Rl TN R A A Al B

KA AR L BAG T 7 2 WA I, 2 — 2

it 2 Ik A9 HE A
4 & it

B 5 I 504 0 52 22 M 1 RPB2 {3 5F I 4
Wt T HA SR RN S Pr-F/Pr-R, &# T
— Pl A PR RS RE I PCR R I T 58 22 M I B
B2 F 3R, Pr-F/Pr-R X7 A T 5¢ 22 i 1 5k R 41
DNA % # W R 8 B 24 100 pg/pl. %4 AR B Yy
) 380 ] 4 A0 v %) ARG 0T 5 22 L AT T X TR AR
B R W B a3 R UL i TG AN B AR
4 o AWFGE A RPB2 ¥ 51 43 # T 34 3 572
22 JEL I TR T S5 v, SR 5 22 R I B 1 5 E T AR

TR O AR E 2 W R R R A O A BRI T
R AT e . [, 3T RPB2 ¢ 1 & 57 iy K6 AR &
X 2 A At Jert R A U S B A B AL R B

£SO

T B B B R AR R BT TR AR B AT
B T Ak ARG X R 3R IR R 2R R B IR T 5 R AE
FHTHECRFRER I,
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