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Biological characteristics and pathogenicity of Botryosphaeria

parva isolated from ‘Hongyang’ Kkiwifruit
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Abstract; Objects; In order to wunderstand the biological
characteristics of Botryosphaeria parva causing soft rot of *Hongy-
ang’ kiwifruit. Methods: The mycelial structure was observed by op-
tical microscopy and transmission electron microscopy. The growth
curve was established with dry cell weight. Multiple methods could
be induced to sporulate. The optimum growth condition of Botryo-
sphaeria parva, and its relationship between lethal temperature and
lethal time, as well as its pathogenicity in other fruits were studied.
Results: There were branching, diaphragm and intact cell for the
mycelium of Botryosphaeria parva. The growth curve of Botryo-
sphaeria parva was divided into three periods, including lag phase
(0~36 h), logarithmic phase (36~96 h) and stationary phase (96~
168 h). The pathogen did not produce spores. Botryosphaeria parva
grew well in 30 °C, pH 6., glucose. and beef extract. Botryosphaeria

parva was not sensitive to illumination. Botryosphaeria parva was
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died of 42 °C for 10min or 43 °C for 5 min. The 10 kinds of fruits
could be contaminated by Botryosphaeria parva through a wound.
Keywords: kiwifruit; Botryosphaeria parva; biological characteris-

tics; pathogenicity

ZL BRI Ak Hh O )1 4542 L e B Ll e T A e S
21 P VBRI o A T L IR AT A o R B £ B
BiAGe B S s B CHO T - 5 B 42 1 B et v 20 g 1 2
FRR T — 7 49 )R i W (Botryosphaeria parva . B. parva) ,
Botryosphaeria spp.j&=—ZEBOR AUREBE NG F 3 14 , AU fE %
AT X AR B EoR MR R Bk gt L DR A A
TR BB AR 57 200 F 52 20 A TR R (g 1 4
TR S5 b B A R SR AR SR AL Bk ) el T e
R GE A% B B T R B T O Botryosphaeria
dothidea , 5 B.dothidea , J& T % '] (Ascomycota) | 7 %
B J B B (Botryos phaeriaceae) 55 %4 J48 65 T J& (Botryos pha-
eria) . ZEYAET T T VE 28 5 BRI MRS 9L 4y B 6 b
BOR B H PG B dothidea ABAXUG 4 75 38 i 1 JEAT T %
R+ I 0 A % R J TRT B9 A OC AR ) o R M HEAT IR AN B BT
BEHMFAEN M Bodothidea He b W AR BF 5T T M A R
i T 5 T4 3 2R 2 20 ) A R 2 A o A A T SO T 1 AR W 2
PEIEAT 4T F 5T 5 LA T T IIAIT 5T W AR 43 B O T A R R
P AR AT 1 SO B 9 R WK A R 0T A T AT
37 BRI I T = S T i 1 e AP S R 7
Slippers &M 121 % 959 85 7] % ¢ Botryosphaeria spp.j= 1,
AT TEL A B Y R 1 2R AR IR VB R B = CRRIR /R SR
J7 X . Cunnington 551 % 4 22 F1) S FH R L Bl 24 )
Wt Botryosphaeria YTt ZFEHEFEATOF 5T, & B E0R T £ 2
KBRS D Bk AR AR SOICR o el L
R E & B. parva .,

Hur. [/ N 4% F B, parva PR /D, FEEFRF
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Botryosphaeriaceae W4y T2 % 5% & Botryosphaeria W H At
WAE R FEB RS F . T HE w2 R B. parva
BRI MR 5 2 0y 2 e TR N S 2T BB TR Y B parva =
KR R A IS AR KR BE BB A B0 M S E
TIBESE, R B 9% 5 10 R A R R A 4 A 3 36 Sl [ oAy
HH 5 1 By VA R HERL 2 A RO A AR

1 #5057k

1.1 #5EE

L1 M5

Botryosphaeria parva : B A 5% B % W 9 21 BH B 46 Bk
Sy BT, 20 B 7 SR AR AT A B Ik I O S 5 L i Ak L AR A7

A EAL I KR W E T T

TR OB FLR R B MR H o E R R TR
Bl RT 2 22 2R A SELAE R RN R E VR AR
TR B AR PR L AE PRSP R - /-t , bt WP B A W H R
ARFTAL AT .

1.1.2 FEAUMEE

T B 4% . Olympus CX31RTSFE #, H 4& Olympus
NG

B PE R G 7544 . DNP. 9162 %I, iR & LI ik &
AT

TRAE N FR K E B YXQ. SG41. 280 B, R
B A% FALER A R A 5

B B L BR41 Y, 22 [H Thermo 24 # ;

FE R R W 35 354 - HZQ. X100 #, & 45 T AR B R i 38 f
FRA ] 5

VKA MK BCD-190TMPK %, # /K v, 28 48 [4] 5

i TAEG :SW-CJ-1F A, IR dE & 38 20l

% Bt H 8 3BT - H-600 8, H A Hitachi 24 ],

1.2 Fik
1.2.1 BUWR T T 2 451 1) WL

(1) 2 1B TR 22 25 4 1Y) WL 5%« JFH 3L 88 A o T A A
H YY) MEE B. parva WIELADT,

(2) 325 S5} P45 A 22 B L5 ) 1 L 258 K TG T 7K I AR 34
AP B. parva REH . B 225 JC B K IR & 3550 il 1B B
F 4 °C,10 000 r/min .0 15 min, F 2 FIH K. 505 16 %
YIS 1 em® (UL, FH 2.5% I BB E 2 h)5. H
0.1 mol/L BRRZE th i I VE 15 min, A 3 . A 100% W
Bl 5 W K 15~20 min, A 3 k. FLIA W 37 CAL 3
2~3 h,45 CHEAR M BEML 12 h, BB MY ALY AL R R
50~60 nm 3 Y0 i 8 il — ) 45 92 45 XU €8, 3 O H B L AR O
e,

L2.2 BURWEARKIMEWNE TERRMEERIMZL, ¥

LENBREEZINIEME 50 mL EKE M S8 EER

W (PDB)H, F 25 °C,150 r/min £ 3 24,36,48,60,72,84,

96,108,120,144,168 h, 43 | EAR R H WY B. parva

P22 200,80 CH B F /G AR E . KA B ER 3 W I

8. LABOR BB 75 0 fe) O B A8 AR 1 22 T 31 0 A AR AR, 25
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1.2.3  BURW S ER TP

(1) B0 K055 KB RAF Y B. parva B A% 42 Fl
B OB SRS SR 3 (PDA),25 CIE 7 7 d 5. AT
BT RKGEER . 3 7~28 d, B 7 d WL TR
28 2 75 7= 4 2 7 A P I 240 M 5O P A

(2) BANL ST 4% B, parva BiRREEFNE PDA PR L.
F 25 CHMTF ML 6.12.24 h J5 2B 7~
28 d,

(3) BB Z  LLA OB 5 55 0 S Al 15 % 45, I 5 TR AR
2 ENE VR FLME RS A RE 6 bk U0 T 22 7 76 5 1Y
S LAAS IR TR 9 2 B 8% 35 2k Ak R W R R LR A
W VR R A% R PR K R R AT R 6 R LR SO B B 22 7
5L 52 MR AR T UUR 7 A BR R IR o B AL, F 25 C IR
W3 7~28d,

(4) 3075 1R 16 500 0 < R O 40 B B 3R kT B T
B0 T I IR
12,4 EUm M EGE A K& RASFRD E RN K
B. parva EMRIEF TREFRIE PR B FR 3~T d /. AT FX
SO B AR . 1 IURT RE R B bR AR K R [RRL B
pH {8 Bt IE 15 SRS [ Bk ZUIR AT B 3K 88 . BR AR A
P50 F G R B R R A0, JoA 45 41389 R I PDA 85 37 45 BR R B2
G 2 A0 oA 45 A AL B35 R F 25 "CHE S5 3%, Ak 3
HE 3 W BOPHME,

(D) R MSEW B B, parva WEREERINT PDA e, 5y
WIETF 5,10,15,20,25,30,35,40 °CWE 15 75, 2 00 00 2 4 7%
HiE.

(2) pH W3 K B. parva B #RIER T pH 533 4
4.0~10.0, 14 1 MBS, 4L 7 4 pH i) PDA Hie, & F 25 C
055 7% 5 0 8 VR AR,

(3) JGRAMMSEM 4 B. parva W ARHEERNT PDA i, 5
BB T AR A e 12 h YERE RSB I 97 3 M AR B L iR 56 T
TR Ay 2 Y6 kT (60 W), F 25 C K ¢, & W 2 7K
HiE.

(4) BRURSZW A4 B. parva FEAK SR BN F A ke
P B RE 3% 3 Ot HRAL) T 43 0 % Jin 6 W L 22 28 B L JE A L 2L
TSR R B 6 BB R Y REFRIE . 25 CCRERE IR . 2 I
FE W VE HAR

(5) HIR M FZW N4 B. parva WS B F R i iR
B A BRI 3R 3 Ot IR 4D B o B 4= 8 V2R IR iR
Bt BRIREE AERA IR 6 A AR MBI L, F 25 Cm EE
I 8 W2 W HAR .

1.2.5 FUNHE W ZBSCRIEMNHE B, parva WLEHT
PDB $7 3270, 43 B4 #E T T 40,45,50,55 °C {48 5L 7K 15 44
FOITEY 20 min., XF B8 41 R HEAT K I 40 BRET L K s Ak B S 6
HETE S PR s BE 3R 46 b, 25 °C1H R BB w5 4k 3% (100 r/min)
i3t .3 d M A £ A KOR DL . P LATR ZZ BB % A2 K 1
A iR 32 o e T R D AL L DURERS I 1 °C o 1A IR B R AT
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AR PR, Fe e 5 AR AR TE A AR H P S KA I TE] R
5,10,15,20 min, 35 25 & BOW A 19 8000 IR B B 5 40 3 )
[FFESE
1.2.6  BUNHEMEORME  H B. parva B G mm) A
9370 TC A3 43 30 e b 2 gk R 11 2 R AT TR P R AT L O R
A KRR BN B R VA A 10 MoK L IR EE B
XFHRZH . W B. parva 78 R KR F 0 &0 15 B0 . 43 8 [l
e O P
1.3 #iEaE

F Origin 8.0 #11& ;5% F SPSS 19.0 % i+ 8 44 # I X &
KL E L (Duncan’s multiple range test) Xt 22 5 i 2 P of
75317, P<C0.05 2y ;B F K, P<C0.01 iR B #FKF-.
2 RS0
2.1 BREELEN

B &1 A B FLRR A R R R I A5 1 B, parva
WL AEEF DB P2 WIS 2 FoRES, W 220 B 40 28
G T 2 S AR A TR 22 R R I N 1 22
YRR 2 A A, W B 22 B AR A, d 2 R
B. parva B A 58 1 40 M S5 7 o 20 B RE O ¥ 08 AT L L 46 i
N 20 JH 2 45 A0 S R R AR .

x 100 x 400
Bl HaEEARLA

Figure 1  Morphological characteristics of B. parva

x 15 000
B2 WHEEAGEH LA

Figure 2 Transmission electron microscope of

x 15000

B. parva (Bar=1 pm)

2.2 HRHEEKMEZNNE

HE 3 aH.B. parva BHERH 3 A, 43 51 oh 4E
W0~ 36 h)  XF #  (36 ~96 h)  FasE M (96 ~ 168 h),
B. parva b 4E W] 2 50 00 B8 R S 6 g
FEH AR B AR AR AR i 2k R R U B
AR R K ECR 05 B, parva AT X0 BOH I 41 i 43 2
W AR AR K2R - R0 R A AR K R R R Bk
B. parva &b FFa 0 B EF, 06 40 M5 H B AT 1 s g
Wb B E AR AR KBRS A R A Z A KW
WEEHBT 0,

0.181
0.16
0.14
0.12
0.10
0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02
0.00, T Y STy STy S o Sy yary Ty
24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108 120 132 144 156 168 180
A ]
Time/h

W2 T H
Mycelial dry weight/g

B3 HHREAYELRYL

Figure 3 Growth curve of B. parva

2.3 AAEKUESHFETH

AR 50 T Ao TV R 0 2R A IR BRI U X LR Y
KiFER NELZERSE 7T RIFIRELMEES 28 R, KUK
IRFEESERT. U LBESFIRRLEREW B, parva
Seh i gD IR B, dothidea EH 5 3 A F L e I 3%
TP 32 202 il T 22 R AT B .
24 BREREEKEZHFHNNE
241 WEMNEZAKNEW @3 1AHA,B. parva 1
W 15~35 CH B REAEK  EREM T 10 CRIE T 40 C
P2 ANBE A . T BHlE W 0L B H B parva T 22
A KR T‘Jﬂ 30 “CHTERE 15~30 C iy, i ¥F 88 BT s
TR 7% LA AN T 38 O 0 D TR 4 7 IR TR RE S L ik x5
T RE SR AR OG5 B IR & T 30 C I, TR 24 A= K R i R
s A KR 5 EE 2N, 8 Lo 5, B. parva J&
FpOR R A L T 7R AR Y AR R B RS M A A R Rk
a7 TR EE I R OQ i RT RE 2% 2 BUE M

X1 BEXNEHZEKHZMm

Table 1 Effects of temperatures on mycelial growth(n=23)

EE/C Wi % HAZ/cm g/ C W% H AR/ cm
5 0.000£0.000 25 6.5800.162¢

10 0.000£0.000 30 6.854+0.126¢
15 3.67440.124¢ 35 3.05840.128¢
20 5.436+0.264" 40 0.0002£0.000

T A B4R R R R TE 0.05 K E R R EER R,

2.4.2 pH WHEZEKIEW  B#E 2 WH.B. parva 15
pH 4.0~10.0 B} ¥ RE 3 ir A= 4 7 pH 4.0~6.0 B , B ¥ ELA&
Wi pH ENF & B Wi K. B, parva A K HR RN
24 pH 6.0 B A ¥ B 48 5 K, T 22 AE K o B A X i s T
pH 6.0 2 224 K pH {H; 24 pH 7.0~10.0 W}, 7%
HEZFAUE AT pH 6.0 B 1 5 22 K B, 3L &
pH EAF T HE LK., L LR, B. parva 335 T
BhAK.
2.4.3  BRUE VR W 2K M B3k 3 A, BURH
UL 6 PR ¥R AE K B AEAS AR U5 b B 22 1 A K AF
FE 25 . B. parva T8 LI 45 R B U8 I 2B K SRR, A I
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Table 2 Effects of pH value on mycelial growth (n=3)

pH fH W Y% H A/ em pH fH W Y% A2/ em
4.0 5.786+0.166¢ 8.0 6.644+0.128">
5.0 6.548+0.242" 9.0 6.858+0.146"
6.0 8.146+0.246° 10.0 6.386+0.098"
7.0 6.79840.158"

T RS AR R R SRR AE 0.05 KP BT R EZE S

B SR 2 2R D B DR A T DU 2 s LB D e Y A=
K18 (R i s T ORI A M 2 A K, 25 b
TR B R IO T OE A I B0 B A H B0 X
U ) R SO T BE D A A — B B 25 o I B T A4 L O R
T FE B BE ek L4200 D S5 o ) 26 I P 0 A1 T P Y L A
W5 A 8L ) 2 0 SR B0 BT A B A T T R Al 194 e U
IO S ) T 6 2L A0 T N AT 0 i e A E A AT 9 DR
TR B A B R O A 2 0

i JERE 6 i TR B X BB AR G L AEA [ SOUR I A7 7E I
#5. B. parva 164 A BB 22 A KA AF L LU B R B
B R A R AR LG R B TE IR R AR K g A K R T
T HAMAH, BEFEIESRIE. & L m. && Ak
o 5L PR I A ) AR i R G R Y TR AR
FERPR TR X A PR S W 5o 8 EY)
M SO P R A A O LR AL & W W S
MESAME LA ALY ORE) s RIGRETHTE
R TE LR 6 FhAR . 4 PE 325 LLE S IR 2 AL
BEA R TR/ 5 T 0 IR 30 50U A T
W s PR 2 AR RIS BE ) d 22 L DN AT BE ol TR R A B 2
AW 03 i A REBEA .

®3 EFMRMELEKHZMW

Table 3 Effects of nutrients on mycelial growth (72=3)

VLI B R K% HAR/cm
AR 7.864+0.1242

HEWE 6.73840.148"

v 6.48440.166"

e VR E i 6.36640.128"
A 1 TE B 5.47840.162¢

L 5.18440.184¢

Xf HR 4.186+0.142¢

4 W H 6.92640.234"

il TR & 6.81440.184"

) 6.80640.216"

AR T IR 3 6.59840.246"
T R B 5.36840.236¢

JRE 1.7324-0.188f

papi 1.378+0.148¢

T S _EAR TR A R R R AE 0.05 AKF EJC R #F MRS,
118

2.4.4 BB ZAERKN P HR 4 AT 7EOR R B R
FATF Bl parva W22 A KR TE W 2% S BLH) TR 22 008
N

x4 ABWREERELZEKBZM
Table 4 Effects of lights on mycelial growth (n=3)

b izt W% H7&/cm
Ein 6.894+0.238
TG AR 6.802+0.266
o 6.85640.142

25 FREHEELBILERENIE

2 5 W Hl. B. parva W22 BHEHR E Ry 42 °C b3
10 min B 43 C4¥E 5 min, 5E7E 40,45,50,55 °C [ {E R K
W P AL B 20 min, i & B. parva B Em A KR E R
40 °C,45 C K VA FIRJE B. parva ¥ T0EAK s HLL 40 CHE
filh AR 1 Coy— AN Ab L, S 5 MR A, fEE A
b ¥ #% 8 5,10, 15, 20 min 4 B ) AL B, B & E
B. parvafE 42 “C 4P 10 min 8§ 43 ‘CALH 5 min A HEE K,
By H B R

RS HEEREHLHTEENNE

Table 5 Test on lethal temperature of B. parva
B/ C b3 ] /min

5 10 15 20

40 —+ + + +
41 + + + +
42 + — — —
43 — — — _
14 - - _ _
45 — — — _
50 — — — _
55 — — _ _

T ETRRAR LR RN TR K.

2.6 HEERNBFKE

HI 3% 6.1 4 FN 5 WTANL 4R S 5 3 K 10 Fhok SR ¥ 58 it
B4, B. parva &Y, F B0 W] b 0 4 4R, oAt KR
T AT BRI ERER. EALH 10 Fok S,
A 28 2 99 i DR A AL 2 28 300 Ry 422 R0 35 0o SR B T il 4 A8 HL
TR 5 Kl SR e S A7 1 B0 T A 5 T B 5 i B P B 4o A 2R
993 BRE 22 159 9 5 Ay 285 TG B S22 T L JC W S ™ BIOIR S 5 B RS 2R
?%Wﬁmwmm%@/k?ﬂkﬁféi-%Kﬁﬁi{m%‘zﬁm@,
SRR KUIR 5 A A B A I AR AR B . A A 3 5
TG A8 1 A 0 - BT 3R 31 PDA l*ﬁ’%%i R R
BREAE . MESREFEREMBEYHEERLES
B. parva WEIEA—BG 4R EW LB, parva W FFEHRA
B T
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Table 6 Host range of B. parva

Pk R BB B P R wE pEnER 3R R ikl

#15 + + + + + + + + + +
] 2] JAE I T

] - - - + - - - - -

A - - - - - - - - -
2 H

Tt - - - - - - -

B4 W E A SR CE G u)
Figure 4 Pathogenicity of B. parva (control)

3 i

T T 8 7% o 4 4 s T P T 22 S O IR L I S B S LA
TERE I AN A5 ) 5 2 K T 2R 3 o 3 AN B M AT (0~36 h) |
X B (36~96 h) Fa s W1 (96~168 h); B2 i i S %
993 LA AN 77 43 2 0, S T A AR B SR M IR i X A 2 g
I B AR ) 2 R R R O AR TR B 3E AR R AR A KR
30 °C.pH 6, LAHIA5 88 B U5 . A 0 O 0T 3 IR AR R
UG 2 B AR 42 “CAEBE 10 min 8f 43 “CALHS min;
] 5 e S R ) TS o 5 0% 10 AR K SR R TR L R
WA 22 D B EL A T 3 SO M R TR R Y R S e T R
38 IR YL . (HR A A T TR E 20 BH R S B 0 R LR A TR
it — L WHIT .

5

H5 WEHEER KRR

Pathogenicity of B. parva (treatments)

Figure 5
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