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Abstract: Forty-eight rice sheath blight strains (Rhizoctonia solani AG 1-1A) from seven
counties in Guangdong province were analyzed for genetic diversity using RAPD technique.
Ninety-eight RAPD bands were amplified with 10 arbitrary decamer primers, among which
89.9% were polymorphic. Analysis of amplified polymorphic DNA fragments showed that the
Nei's similarity coefficients of isolates were 0.560 -0.949. The tested isolates could be
classified into 5 RAPD groups (A, B, C, D, and E), and most of the isolates from the same
area clustered in a same group by using UPGMA analyses. The virulence test carried out in
greenhouse showed that all isolates were virulent to rice variety Tetep, the disease index(DI)

ranged from 0.73 to 18.7, the mean DI was 5.24, and the virulence variation was signiﬁcant.

(2=0.05). The analysis showed that there existed abundant genetic diversity among rice sheath
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blight fungal populations, and the genetic variation was very significant in R. solani AG 1-1A
population from different counties in Guangdong province (Fg=0.579). The RAPD clustering
groups had obvious correlation with geographical origin,but the virulence variation had no
significant correlation with geographical origin and with RAPD groups.
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KIBYMEREAMRAUBEFERENRITHRE, HRESEEEHLMGETEVIRR,
BRZE/ER . AR BESIRANBXE. SRR KBERMNBRRENEZ . HWEE
FTESEEE, UAESRRAKBEEIEIHEEEAE, SR EB™E, ¥
m Y KR E R

KB R Z RN TR & [Thanatephorus cucumeris (Frank) Donk, 76t 8 A ST Ak 22
BB Rhizoctonia solani Kiihn ) Ji8l. MIBEHLME MR I L EET 40 14 MaE&#
( Anastomosis group, AG) , A\ AG-1 £ AG-13 fi AG-Bl, & -REHEBIEEHEER.F
F AR B AL ERM 9 A R R 9 358 (Intraspecific group, ISG) , HH AG-1 @&
BH IA.IB.IC =/ ISG, KFBLHHEH AG-1 A 3[EH., ZHETIEIEBE, @
RYIRLE, AL EPRFEE I 2E, 0H0E . BENF XL, ENEEIE, BB
B+, 20 42 80 F AT E X K FELUR 3 B BT R LLECE L, W w9 R R R
SR R E TN, 5 A 07 T RHT T BF90 Y. (B R R EUKRBLRR & MR
18 1% 45 48 75 T I 93 3R L 3RGE , 76 B Br L Rosewich™Widt iX 75 T #I8F 5¢

BT IEERCT ZNATHEYH 25 8 RAPD HE AR HE L&
£ DNA F BRKE A LA TREFRA A AR AMEZ gtk £ 7. AR 9E B RAPD 4
TFTHEHARX T REDR M X KBS R & 1T DNA $5 80865 o 07 R BUR IR, T
A TR 3 U Hb B AR B SR 2R X R R BUR S350 A IR, 97K RB QLR IR Bl YA RSO 7 K B8 & b
TAHefR 4t — s iR K 35 .

1 MR
1.1 G Bk

IR 8 T A E R E R QU R St AR R bk 4 BE 18 3 48 AN TRLUkb R ik, A
T DNA R ERF1 RAPD § ¥ RBUR WP E (R 1) .

1.2 EBEAME

BEQS-2Z00AANTERZNEAREERNBOR . KB (Oryze sativa L) FHFp
Tetep Z AR, MK 10 MRk, RB\BAKKIELME B HFABKB 2-3 408G, %
FHOBRYIPBBAT. SARHHRAMEN R, RFEAMBRENRELE . &/
20d FHBERE. WESTEREREAM KEEFAKPE SR 0-9 %, 10%LLTF
R0 F. 10%-20%4 1 &, fKIREHE, 90%LL LR 9 F. HIGHEBOD= (RH%KEE
B x FEIRE) x 100/(FFP B 53 BER x BRI LK)
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+ 1 HHERIR SR R ERTE] (1999 F)
Table I Sampling sites and date of the isolates of Rhizoctonia solani AG-1 1A (1999)

WG S  REH KAL) Ekdns  REMH RAENTE] HERmS  REH K]
Code of  Sampling Sampling Code of  Sampling  Sampling Code of Sampling Sampling
isolates site date (M/D) isolates site date(M/D) isolates site date(M/D)
¥ .
DY-11 A 7717 NX-15 MW 7719 IX-21 %E 7716
Dongyuan Nanxiong Jiexi
DY-17 R 71717 NX-17 I¥J7iﬁ. 7719 IX-24 %E 7716
Dongyuan Nanxiong Jiexi
Y 4
py20 B 717 Nx4 719 TX-25 ol 716
Dongyuan Nanxiong Jiexi
§ e s
py23 R 717 Nxs I 7/19 syaiz M 7/8
Dongyuan Nanxiong Guangzhou
DY-3 AR 71717 NX-7 ki . 7719 SY-15 M 7/8
Dongyuan Nanxiong Guangzhou
R T Iyl
DY- 7717 - SY-16 7/8
3 Dongyuan Q-1 Qujiang mi Guangzhou
P ith T Iyl
DY-7 77 J-2 " 717 SY-2 7/8
Dongyuan Q Qujiang Guangzhou
R it 2 It
DY-9 7717 J-20 7717 SY-24 7/
Dongyuan Q Qujiang Guangzhou 8
=M 1iiFan M
GZ-1 77 - - SY-2
Gaozhou QJ-22 Qujiang mn1 5 Guangzhou 8
(=2 1ii§an |
GZ-12 77 -24 o Sy4
Gaozhou Q Qujiang mi Guangzhou 8
(=24 T I |
GZ-3 77 J-2 .. /1 SY-6 it
Gaozhou Q25 Qujiang 7 Guangzhou 78
(=Ll iz by
GZ4 77 J-8 .. Y SY-7 7
Gaozhou Q Qujiang Guangzhou 8
B T HET
GZ-6 77 - -
Gaozhou x-n Jiexi s Z-10 Zhanjiang 76
NX-1 il 719 N RVE L M6 a7 EL 76
Nanxiong Jiexi Zhanjiang
Nx-11  POHE 7719 x17 AW 7716 z21 R 76
Nanxiong Jiexi Zhanjiang
Nx.13 P 7/19 x20 B 7716 7.2 EEL 7/6
Nanxiong Jiexi Zhanjiang
1.3 DNA jZEX

258 24 i i McDonald"™ 75 3 . B EBREM T E 70 ml PDB (B4 % 200 g, #
ZBE 20 g, 7K 1 000 mD) ¥ FREM 250 ml =AM AN, 25CEREEFE 2-4 d, EEHKIE LAY
W, 2 KEKMBE 2-3 K, AKEERFERT. (1) B0.1-0.2 g R TFHHHE
ZAEVHERPMPOHFRAER. 800 ]l CTAB(+ A A= ZZERAB)IERMNENHNR (&
0.7 mol/L NaCl, 100 mmol/L Tris-‘HCl pH 8.0, 20 mmol/L EDTA, 1.0% PVP-360 (w/v),
2.0% CTAB(w/v)) ,0.1% B - BiHZEE, BB 7R JE ¥ N\ 1.5 ml Eppendorff & 4 65°C{#
& 30-60 min, fRiR WIB1 4T 3-4 K. 2) W E TR MEARE D : BB (24:1) , 784>
¥R57,5000 xg B 5 min, (3) L EERERQ)— K. @) W EFEBRINFEIRY CTAB Tk
# (1% CTAB(w/v), 50 mmol/L Tris-HCI, pH8.0, 10 mmol/L. EDTA) 3£ 4324 ,5 000 xg B ..

;
T LY 1 3¢ R SR G T 1 g i (KBTI A 1
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S min 2 F %, N 1 mol/L NaCl 300 ul EH ¥, 3 ul 10 g L'RNase #,37CR&E
40 min fEAE RNA. (5) ME KRG : RIKE LIRS, #E 10 min, 8 000 xg & L
10 min, (6) % L&MW MA 2.5 kB K A H LK ZE, 5 DNA 4 f5,8 000 xg &L
5min, F LE®R. (1) 0% ERHE 2-3 K, F 70% ¥, B+ . B 100 vl TE(F
10 mmol/L Tris-HCI, 1 mmol/L EDTA pH 8.0)E th R F 4y ¥R, —20CRE&H .

1.4 51408 %
M 100 A~ 10 bp FIFERAXET ERBENL S (SanGon A 7)) i Ty M EHH L A
EHTRY 10 518 T RAPD § 3%, ¥ 1T DNA i#if&¥5ic f0 DNA e 9 B (GR 2).

*2 FEIMRESFT

Table 2 Primers used in the study and their sequence

RAPD 745 WAL)F Y 537 RAPD SR H R
RAPD primers  Nucleotide sequences(5°—3")  Total number of RAPD bands Polymorphic bands
S167 CAGCGACAAG 11 9
S$190 ACCGTTTCCAG 9 8
S189 TCCTGGTCCC 10 9
S181 CTACTGCGCT 11 10
S179 AATGCGGGAG 10 9
S177 GGTGGTGATG 7 6
S174 TGACGGCGGT 12 12
S172 AGAGGGCACA 13 12
S163 CAGAAGCCCA 8 7
S143 CCAGATGCAC 7 7
i Total 98 88

1.5 PCR ¥ i8R

PCR /i ZE PCR {¥ (Perkin Elmer 2400) L#1T. RN RSMAI 20 v, TAERE
50 mmol/L KCl, 10 mmol/L Tris-HCl, 0.1% Triton X-100, 3.0 mmol/L. MgCl,, Taq DNA 5
&8 1L.OUCEEEY TRAT), | pmol/L BIBENLSIY, 6 ng 1 I' 2275 DNA #8EiK .

PCR ¥ #%: 94°CTZAE M 2.5 min [5iff A{EF, 94°CAE 1 min, 36°CE £ 1 min, 72°C
FEMH 3 min, 38 NMYEIF 72°CH{# 15 min. PCR P=#) 7 I1xTBE £ # (89 mmol/L Tris
¥, 89 mmol/L FifL, 2 mmol/L Z, —f&VN Z,Fk, pH 8.0) F £ 1.5%5 fis ¥ e ks 68 vk FI iR 4L
LERERE, ARERBRSETE, ITED.,

1.6 HEHH

APk JEARYE A DNA ZBE1H B AME T+ 8 B B9 4 Bk /s . DNA $5 50 it o i 49
—% RAPD WA - Fhid, FRESIDEEGH A BED>TERPIEHHVEEL
SrAEA 18K 0, F DNA F 847 idh 1, BAIEHN 0, 55 W a3 B2 4 1. #1348 Lynch
F1 Milligan"175 v B35 (R 5 42 FOBH ARG AL R 8. LA Neit™\ 2o+ 5075 8 vk 1] 1
WAL — %, A 3 AR XF 8 R SE#i: (UPGMA) B8 2%, FJ Popgene 1.32 #& {1143 47 0/1
M, A B AR B AE S ERITEE
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2 HERFSHT

2.1 wmAhME

FEIRZE(25-28C) T , B BRAR = AE SL R MO SRREE o AR , 7R K T g ¥ B o
BUKBUR B0, AR REREM/NGES  LUSBE# Y KTE B RITE Sz SURBER . JABE+H R
REOEKRBE, RERGIIK A6, ARG, F RS D.OE . FRHEL I AR %
TR =8 R BHC A 8.2 em, A M EHERTE KRS Z2EAT LIE BB, A TR ZEAT
BT B BRI 22 M

BT Bk K RS S R Tetep A BURME , R AR ERIFFTE . BHRTE Tetep £AY
BUw 1 R B («=0.05), R ETE BT EZE 0.73-18.7 Z[H](3K 3), KB AR AP EH
R BRI T ER I ECR 524, WREREM B DY-9 B4 HE JRIEEECY 187,
Bk DY-17 FIBE R NX-17 BIBUR 1855 SRR RN 0.73. BUR 71 5Bk IR AR
B , (B I8 VSR AE A B AR B 1 L E H T SRt SEHR TR 8 BN 6.77,

£33 KRBOUHKRAHFRNEYR
Table 3 Disease index of rice variety Tetep infected by Rhizoctonia solani AG-1 1A

[ s ARl NS K BHamS oKl

Code of isolates ~ Disease index Code of isolates  Disease index Code of isolates ~ Disease index

DY-11 3.54 Imnopqr* JX-20 4.08 ijklmnopq QJ-24 7.77 de

DY-17 073t IX-21 6.07 efghijk QJ-25 4.92 hijkimno

DY-20 6.14 efghijk IX-24 12.8b QlJ-8 2.43 pqrst

pY-23 11.2 be IX-25 7.38 defg SY-12 4.29 ijklmnopq

DY-3 6.87 efghi NX-1 3.03 nopqrst SY-15 982¢

DY-5 5.29 ghijklmn NX-11 5.69 efghijkl SY-16 2.88 nopqrst

DY-7 3.62 Imnopqr NX-13 5.03 hijkimno SY-2 6.9 efghi

DY-9 18.7a NX-15 1.13 st SY-24 6.38 efghij

GZ-1 3.67 Imnopq NX-17 0.73t SY-25 4.98 hijkimno

GZ-12 9.24cd NX-4 3.28 mnopqrs SY-4 3.88 kimnopq

GZ-3 7.65 def NX-6 5.59 fghijkim SY-6 1.33 rst

GZ-4 3.42 Imnopgqrs NX-7 2.84 nopqrst SY-7 2.74 opqrst

GZ-6 7.02 efghi QJ-1 2.90 nopqrst ZJ-10 3.72 Imnopq

IX-11 6.75 efghi QJ-2 2.06 oqrst Z)-17 4.78 hijkimnop

JX-14 4.72 ijklmnop QJ-20 3.12 nopqrs ZJ-21 7.10 defgh

1X-17 6.36 efghij Ql-22 4.31 ijkimnopq 7322 2.86 nopqrst

)& Mean 5.24
{R2= Deviation 1.99

*Duncan FHAKZME, WHEIESEHBIFERRERARBE ., Means in a each column followed by the same

letter are not significantly different according to Duncan's test («=0.05).

2.2 RAPD jiag g

FIATEIELF B 10 LBEHLS | MIXT 48 N B #Ri 1T RAPD 4y T 4Ric, K18 T KB 1% B
A E R K DNA 85 @ % (B 1) . 85I PFidric 9 DNA A B K/MEE 200-2 000 bp 2
B, &SI MXKIBLAE R E Y M) DNA &£ AR, &£ 7-13 &2 08, B K B
A 6-12 %% (FK 2), 10 M5 | a3ty ¥ d 98 & DNA IRGH, TEHEH Y 88 4%,

PR TN Y L i T TN EET TR THTE R OE F R N
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Z AN A 89.90%, XA FEH M BRI T EFA08E LM

1000bp

600bp

$163 S143

1 519 S163 A S143 3T KFREAHREA B HRD 1 RAPD 5 & E1¥%

Fig. 1 RAPD banding patterns of Rhizoctonia solani AG-1 IA with primer S163 and S143
kil 1-6 514 S163 PCR 145 ,7-13 S25[4) S143 PCR ¥ 45 £, M 4 ADNA
Fr¥E4r T-H . Lanes 1 to 6 show amplified DNA bands with prime S163, and lanes
7 to 13 with S143. M, 100 bp ADNA marker.

DNA 8 E R\ B AR FUT B R SHARKMBERER X, S5EKKRE
EEHEMHM. AR 33 KBEOH R A S ARSET Y 18, Fdsid 38 s B S X
AR LXK W M AR R IR KR ZE 5. 10 K318 8 9 DNA %35 5 G861~ [F] b 2 ok
BHEKRX 2R, P25 M EDNA B EEKILE, X &5 BREH#LE
WFB T RF A5, &7 A LUASRED R MK BSR4 Thid HEd s,

2.3 HHREIBESN

M Nei's 38 % 25 B8 A a9 T2 B (B 2) 7T LUE B, ZEAR AU R 80H 0.7 1Y, 48 AN KT
AR HHERMR AB.C.D.ES P ERE. KRB A MEHKMEREE 2%, B RFEHE K
T, BRI D, BRI ERE 2D, mMNEK 1A KB B aE T @Esk o 1,
JTRHFABEEREARS 1D, KHCUFBBUHMBEREKS S D, BN MEKE 2 1.
KEEDEAE LB MERREMAR, BF7E 8 AT MHEARM 1 NI, K EXh 2
M EMNERE KA.

KBEFHREEKBRGERRLBEE . A—MEXMEKST B L T RE RAPD
FRAE BLL1-2 4 RAPD RRA B RMAR, 75 DA B B — 40 28 5k B0 B8 bk 56
KEA—E. AREESPAITR, T KBAMFEEI N RETHHEBMD, ULARD
AEERKAR, Ko SY-24 REAE B AR . L ERUAR B M B, 1 Q-1 £
AR D N BB XA MEK. XRHBHMHEEZE T RH RAPD # & RA R
FEREFAE 12 MK, XREER —MEAEKREHBHSBEN ARAE T, BRE
FERIRFRERE AR, R AR ZX R LRI,

24 BkESESU

SITHRE TP EWEKAT M Y DNA 15408 #8047 40 4, 78 BBk ) 1 F 13
HERNZHEEEOR4 ARPATUERSETAEKBNEESEEIEREH)ER S
0.181-0.228. FE WAk FIHEFEZHBEIERMH)A 0204, F AT H R REE

;ﬂ !
IS 1 IH

c
[
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PEEFS BTE S 0.249-0.310, % BT BE A A FHRR BRI E(H)H 0.282. T"RA
RBATEHRE S M (H,= HitHy) R 0.486. BEAD W RE(Fa= Hs / Hp)H 0.579,
W REARAFMBE T ABY W FRE SRR FESEHBHBEE DL
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Fig. 2 Phenogram derived from random amplified polymorphic DNA
analysis of Rhizoctonia solani AG-1 1A by UPGMA

3 iT1ig

AR B S5 R 2R Y - JKCRE SUR 9 B PR 9] B 4% 2 AL A0 RAPD 3B 1% R BE 0 20 7 52 Hh 38
EE R, AR b X Bk R34 b, AR 31K ANREAME Z 6 F 3 1%
B 5 LLBEOK, B BK TE) 0 A AR DM R B (LA Nei's BFH — B RIR) 7 0.5612-0.949 2
&), AR ERER E R R AT HIEARE R R CFYRR T AEIEHCN 0.204) , NFE b

T VAL SEABURIE . nl, . cabasbl ok B0 . 1
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SR VE KA F S R EE CPER Z MR E0Y 0.282) . Jin"F) H F T & £
KA T 21 MRS RE NS EZ RN, WAKEBREINEKE S &R ST
ZH, ML RETE 49%-100%. BAINS LS5 H—3.

F4FARAMBEEFABANFRNFOAERAZSFEBERH)NBEFARKDERASHERYH)
Table 4 Gene diversity indexes of interpopulations (H,) and intrapopulation (H,) of Rhizoctonia solani .
AG-1 IA from different geographical locations

M T L] M T =M KR
Guangzhou  Qujiang Jiexi Nanxiong  Zhanjiang Gaozhou Dongyuan
I~ Guangzhou (0.195)
glj 7L Qujiang 0.273 (0.196)
BT Jiexi 0.274 0.275 (0.189)
B Nanxiong 0.279 0.249 0.251 (0.181)
H#LYL Zhanjiang 0.274 0.295 0.286 0.247 0.217)
E M Gaozhou 0310 0.304 0.305 0.286 0.289 (0.228)
=i Dongyuan 0.310 0.290 0.293 0.266 0.281 0.278 (0.226)

* XM ARESANPTRR R —ENKEEHRABHEN SRR E S EEMEIEM . Numbers
in parentheses along diagonal are means of gene diversity indexes of intrapopulations in the same county.

BTN HE T M BL£HEERVENEXRENEHR I NIRRT FETRANS
BEGRNRBAESRE, BHENMLATERH LMK, TEANRE, BETABES
B, EREERA, LRTHBRER, REMER  BILO® M TEEBEK, 6 KM%
I, KRS, SERH, AFRE, FEMELRES . BEMNRERTER, SR
R, AR, RIRAR IR TN TR TERID =AW 2 r B, T IRAEIR, SRR
. XEEIRF A KB HEER N oW ET —EREFRER, & A F 0§
gt RES, A — KM ERE R REFENEOHEE, BmaeBER. fT
i DX 8] B35 S A ) 22 5 B R DR Y A S ) 4y A D 22 e U, {6 A [R) b B ke IR R R 1R SR oK
RIE, A R B E N E RIS S A EF K.

I"HAEKBONRER A FEERMEIUEE RN S > RAPD BEEREH, Fi&
FHERRBR EEZ KA MR E R L0, CIERIR X AL R & . Lin®hA
AAKBOFREE S FERF AL ER, TWHIREE R S FEHT 6 MEE /N,
Nandi 1 Chakravarti®'f 9 NN/KFEMFAEEH 4 MBUKRE! . Rosewich® FF 7 A~ Il
AFLPs $Ric 4>t 28 50 0% S MUK BB AU R W RO B AR B A5 454, 3858 tH 36 % iz &= RFLP
FERE, RIK B AHFERFESEKRK 24 A RFLP BEFERREXAE, 1A FRAL S E K
BEANFE. SRAARAXKAE - XK PEKELSE TFH— RAPD @ REBHHE R —
H. HEBARBEN AU X AE, RENMRKEELBSA, XWREH TER
WIER.

KBEHR AR BUR 1 5 RAPD A REHM I BERFEFMH AR R, REE
#8 [ ] RAPD. 45 8% fAH [F] F9 B SR IR O AR I BUR B K, RERBEEREE
(a2 =0.05). HYIRIZRHMFEIES DNA ZEHZ XA LBRE . Levy 25 A&

A

| AR R TR B b
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53 B b K R 51 MGRS86 1E # £1, X 35 [ #5450 73 B 8E4T DNA #84050#1, KBLEL DNA
o BRI R S BT AFEEE VKR, Roelfs &1 B PNEZFHBRE
(Puccinia graminis f. sp. tritici) B8 ¥ 5 [E) T # £ &t A # X% , Kolmer™HR i /)» & 0t
5K B (P. recondita f. sp. tritici) ) DNA £ M5 5 HMHEHEBRIK. *XTFKEL
HEENBR S5 FE2AMERXRES K N CERIRIE, AT K8 80 8 B A B
5 RAPD B AEXC A E . NFBEXENERRA L RBNEFAMELE, &
1R B4 7E RAPD 4 B A /9. Baker fl Martinson'™\{A y R. solani I BF 4 B B Bk 7= 4 48
AraRaEkmEREHNHRE, EFENHTERMGrRARGSEENERHER.
IKFELM R E ML, AR R A S KA w2 p & 08, o BR8] 69 #1438 7 7] LA
HEHNRERLIN: KBS FAEEERMALESRLAHE TR LB, BHN
HARKBER R RER S EENEA.
MASFARERB S8R REBOREES MRS, THRBUGIE MM E S M. FEE
FHER(EBOFAMNMER BEHERRESETROIE XN EDHRFRBE . JUR
BMIAEUARMMERMMNAREE TSEENHEISEX  KBAFHOIAEREEEE
FRBREAHBEEHANSER. MHDNA R EEAEAM T THRF I SRERZ MK
BAER R . AFKRE dn A S0 75 B BB 408t (& 040 R BUR 1 Z R in 8 T E ik — PR
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