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WE., AR EERE TR RGBS R, L 230 BBEE 1 A AR 2 £, 38 i P A s b ok
Fa 3R g e ik AT R i, A A A4 AR A B A LA 26S 1DNA Bl st Rt i 5w, 2R K
BR 0 ik 69 6 ARIE B AR (ZHB39 .19 - 10 . F3 S4B2 - 13 . TI MLY1) M & X Em Ao F R E 0%
M6, LA 35 P A 558 FA T T A S 107 ofw/mL B, 44 40 T 00 40 0 B A2 R K, 0
12.50.13.83.16.33.25.17.21.83 . 11. 17 mm, ¥ B H 45644 46 /7. 6 ¥hiz 0 BB B k2 Al Ak % 2
A % ABA% 2 8 (Metschnikowia pulcherrima) Kazachstania sp. . % WA 8 #F | & 5L 338 8% £ ( Wicker-
hamomyces anomalus) N %ﬁ '?’% H’ﬁ'},@ 57»@@%51&(Hanseniaspom uvarum) \Barnettozyma californicao
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Screening and Identification of Antagonistic Yeasts against

Verticillium dahliae

WEN Yuting' ,ZHANG Yao',LI Yang',SUN Yanfei' ,LEI Yonghui’* ,WANG Chong’
(1. College of Life Sciences,Shihezi University,Shihezi 832003, China; 2. Agricultural College of Shihezi
University , Shihezi 832003, China; 3. Xinjiang Entry & Exit Inspection and Quarantine Bureau, Urumqi 830063, China)

Abstract; To obtain some yeasts that antagonized against Verticillium dahliae,230 yeast strains were
screened by plate confrontation method and agar block method, and then identified through morphologic
observation , physiological and biochemical character determination and 26S rDNA sequence analysis. The
study showed that 6 antagonistic yeast strains were screened out, which were named ZHB39,19-10, F3,
S4B2-13, T1 and MLY1. With the decrease of spore concentration of Verticillium dahliae, the 6
antagonistic yeast strains increased its antibacterial activity. And the diameters of bacteriostatic rings
formed by antagonistic yeasts screened in this experiment reached the maximum when the spore
concentration of Verticillium dahliae was 10" cfu/mL, which were respectively 12. 50, 13. 83, 16. 33,
25.17,21.83,11. 17 mm. All of them performed good bacteriostatic effects. The result of identification
showed that the 6 strains were respectively Metschnikowia pulcherrima, Kazachstania sp. , Metschnikowia
pulcherrima , Wickerhamomyces anomalus , Hanseniaspora uvarum and Barnettozyma californica.

Key words: Cotton; Verticillium dahliae; Biological control; Antagonism; Yeast; Identification
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XA F LR Z R AL R L RER 67

Mo MR AE B ZE 0 B9 RO W AR AT, OF HgH
FHONE T 2™ 28 S8 AL A ] R 2
K.

F AL T 259 2 K TR %6 KL B ( Verticillium dahli-
ae) I —Fh AL R E RWEEA DA S
A I o L AN o B e A R DT NS
BB B e 2 A BT VA AR A B2 R I T B
R 1 AR AE 8 2= 0 P B BE 5T, AR 7 e 240 Ao
A2 B IR AR AL B8 25 9, A% 07 5 A7 1R ™ 1Y B B
PRI A Wy 7 3 AT A G B OB X e o
PN L B 15 21 1 22 X0 A 78 B0 22 0 T AT B0 BT IR A
FH 9 2 b7 1 bk, 3 B K B ( Trichoderma ) ' | 2E 13
FF 1 ( Bacillus) " A5 20 1 ( Pseudomonas) '®' 4k 5
B ( Streptomyces ) o B H (Chaetomium) Lo & —
SERTFEUE B, AR T 2% B2 R AR B 5 1 B Bl R
Yol LAAE — 5 R T 4 i A) 42 3 AT AR 0 i it T 1)
e g T R AR 0 B 2 SR Y T B
R, B A A: YT S BAT AL R TS
P E R 22 A i AR A, DRI P A e T Y
R R R TR R B 36 AR AR 2
I (R BIF 5 AT 3 [) e el A= B T R 5 AT B R Y
Hu I 2 M A A A ROR KM, s X A
Fo I T RE TR BT RO, R s X 53 S 0 T B A
PR AR 42, U 108 AE 6% 400 1 AR AE B 25 0 T A KRG B R
TR, o ) P T B TR 977 9 R A B 25 O 4 At LS AR i A
S AL

1 MR A %

1.1 #F#

PR < A T R 2% AR i Bk 2 2 B A ) AR S S
I SR AR A I B S T VDO Kz A 588 Hb, X 5 bl it
St 5 PR TS Ve A 48 b sl K OR 3R R 4 8 Al Ak R A
[y 230 Bk B BE TR

Bh g Ak O 2% TE A 4G B IR (PDA) By 5% 5L
BEFR M by R ) %9 W8 (YEPD ) B 35 Bk OB 28 & e 15 5%
HE kI A Ak 3 R A
1.2 HEREBEISENGZE

KBTI 3T e PDA [ A 35 P
BCE E AR 8 mm 1Y B ZE N T A O, K R O B T
AT HREYE 2.5 cm &b, DI IEEE T 10 85 7 5
SRy s LR B UL T B T B 3 B 2 0 TR T 22 AR K
L. IR EZ BOCHR[ 19 ], BRI E A2 T mm |
A0 TR P B TR TR TR D O3 ) 4 R T AR R R
10* .10° [10° cfu/mL (P E B E R R M 2 T PDA W

e IR B 3R T d 4 2D A0 R R AL Uk
W ) B9 B2 P AR LT d R I A
T B TRT A 00 BT AR O D0 HC A R B AR A R
L3,
1.3 EHnBEEESURREEELFEED

K 07 B AR A5 1 1 B T MR AE YEPD B 5% &7 Al
LRI EER 28 CHEFE 2 ~5 d eI TE &M
5% L T KA AE B AN RN T YEPD A 85 57 2k
H,28 CHR HE 97 24 b POREAE W ARLBE T WL i 4
A WEBE T AR AR AL S E J7 S ] ((The
yeasts: A taxonomic study) 200
1.4 ENBESERARZLESN

1 T 108 R AG 1Y e B TR RN T 20 mL YEPD i {A
B e dkp 28 CHFRE R, B OWUR R AR, o5 be
e = B B 4k 4% ( Cetyl trimethyl ammonium bromide ,
CTAB) =2t DNA J5#t47 26S t+DNA ) PCR ¥,
P19 % FH B BF 26S rDNA @ 514 NL - 1:5" -
GCATATCAATAAGCGGAGGAAAAG - 31 NL - 4,
5" — GGTCCGTGTTTCAAGACGG -3’', PCR & & &
FEIF 2 BESCHR (21 ] JF o DA gl it o 7 4 1k & 4t 25
wL:10 x Tag Buffer 2.5 pL,10 mmol/L dANTP 2 pL,
25 mmol/L MgCl, 1.5 wL,NL—11 pL,NL -4 1 L,
DNA 2 uL, Tag DNA 3 & B 0. 625 ulL, ddH,0
14.375 pL, PCR #F H:94 C 10 min; 94 C
1 min,56 C 45 5,72 °C 1 min, 30 PMfF¥;72 C
10 min, 5§34 A9 26S rDNA J¥ 513k b g A= T.4E
YT AREA PR 2w I, % 5t NCBIL W 3f (hup://
www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/) B} BLAST # JF #t 17 /% %1
FeXS, T 8P, i@k MEGA 6.0 fFgE47 734 I 44
AR

2 HER A

2.1 HEHBESEIRIE

g X IR SR, N 230 B BE BE T O 2 2R AR
ZHB39 19 - 10 F3 S4B2 - 13 ' T1 MLY1 3t 6 #ak
RBIF B HE PO R IR bR (18T 1) o Bl 76 A [ 8 7
JEE A 2 00 T P B 4 R A B I BE B, 6 B LA T
Bl /N B Bt B2 0 T 901 v B ) R AR, 5 e
A U0 R . 2 B B A Uk E O 10°
cfu/mL [N, 55 570 8¢ B T A 300 587 B B AR R R, LI 6
A B0 B B A 0 7T Bl AR 230 Ol 12,50 (1383
16.33.25.17 21.83 .11. 17 mm, H:1,S4B2 - 13
VBRI R S DT A 5 BRI R BR, TL A 0 3
BEMT MLYL ZHB39 19 - 10 Fl F3,F3 {30 3 i



68 T R A

47 %

P LT MLY1 (ZHB39 H1 19 - 10(5£ 1), {H il
Bl 1 A, S4B2 — 13 A1 T1 7 Az i) 400 68 18 N 473 A5 2

VF R I 2225 1, T F3 O Y 100 7 R b A ]
B R R ZZ AR

Az FUR IR B RN RS DU B B bR MLY 15 C . 122 Fh 65 O B% £ B bk ZHB39 3D 4 Fb 5 50 W BE bR 19 - 105 E . B M
P BE PR MR B35 F o AP HORE B B bR T15 G AR T4 U BRE B 1 bk S4B2 — 135 H -6 BRI HURERE B 7 A2 10 10 74 Fel /b
B 1 5B ik

*1 ENEBIENNEBEER mm
———t tﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@??ﬁg/(cfu/mw‘l
10 10 10
S4B2 - 13 18.00 £1.41a 21.83 £1.94a 25.17 £1.47a
T1 13.83 £0.98b 17.83 +1.83b 21.83 £1.94b
F3 12.83 £1.17b  15.83 £0.75¢ 16.33 £0.82¢
19 -10 10.67 £1.21c¢  12.17 £0.41d 13.83 £1.17d
ZHB39 10.17 £0.75¢ 11.33 £0.82de 12.50 +1.05de
MLY1 8.67 £0.82d 10.33 £1.2le 11.17 £0.98e
H: AR FHREBAFRERAMABRERZESPE (P <
0.05),

2.2 HmEBSEMNEESEE
A6 SL U PE AT 6 BRAEH DU A6 B 280 11 1) 1%

B, HOB SRS AME (B 2.% 2), Hrp
ZHB39 T1 Fl MLY1 7430 2 % 5%, T 19 - 10 1%
AEESE F3 G A R PIAOIR 9 7 50, S4B2 - 13 1
22 4R ZHB39 FI T T8 V% BE R ALK, 19 - 10 25 M
RGF3 B R B2 BF AR, S4B2 - 13 B & PR,
MLY1 4 #t# ; ZHB39 (19 - 10, F3 S4B2 - 13 1 T1
Wk AE Y, T MLYL 2R, ZHB39 Al F3 # 1
RIS RMEIE, 19 - 10 2 RJE,S4B2 - 13 2§
B, TL A7 EIE MUY S KAT R IRk, AR 7 A
B A 19 22 5 LA R B 28 HH Y 6 SIS ST AR R T R
(Y9 I T

B2 #RBESENEEMEERS
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A AR TR R B A

= i

W ih it R SR 69
2 ENBEBEREREESRAEELYHFSECES T
R 5 T % BRI R IE 2 A ) Fib KBRS AL AR/ % EfH
19-10 ﬁfs ;ﬁmﬁﬁg g;f;;wm?g Kazachstania zonata KP966897 99 0
F3 %%;Ifﬂffﬁfﬁﬁ;@ i e Wi Ay 25 i B KY108498 98 0
S4B2 - 13 HERE fg;{f;f ﬁfé B2 ( Wicker’i f:iﬁimazm IN248608 100 0
MLY1 HEARCHE R, MWk, Barnettozyma californica KT225561 100 0

GOREST s R KT IR

2.3 ENBEERZLESH

Xt 6 R4 PN BF b 47 26S 1DNA 9 PCR 3"
B9 3RAF RN R 500 ~ 600 bp 1 H B F B, 5 5% NCBI
K3k ) BLAST #2 J5 i 47 7 %1 I XF, & 3 ZHB39 |
19 =10 F3 S4B2 —13 T1 fit MLY1 {)AH 3T 4 Fh 43 51
N ZE W M A7 8 B ( Metschnikowia pulcherrima) Kazach-
stania zonata 3¢ He ¥f A7 B2 B | Y o0 DU 2 BE ( Wicker-

50

42

100

hamomyces anomalus) . 7 %4 1T A 8 1L # B £ ( Han-
seniaspora uvarum ) Fll Barnettozyma californica , Jo 18 A%
FRRIPERI R T 98% , H E(EI 0 0( K 2) o XFHEHimEE
FEBRIECHIBL S AR MEGA 6.0 4 f-Fo i 545 %
BRINE 3 s, 19 =10 5 Kazachstania J& ) B+
BRI T— A REV AL 73 3 (05 1% )8 B bR fE R R
BAIm ; F3 M ZHB39 5 #g & B2 £ J& (Metschnikowia )

681 Kazachstania solicola CBS 6904/AY 007895
64\l Kazachstania servazzii Y-12661/U68558
43|L Kazachstania unispora Y-1556/U68554
Kazachstania aquatica CBS 10102/AY881651
Kazachstania africana Y-8276/U68550

Kazachstania martiniae Y-409/AF398481
Kazachstania sinensis Y-27222/AF398484

99

31

47
59

oorKazachstania zonata CBS 10326/AB198187
Kazachstania gamospora CBS 10328/AB087388
Kazachstania lodderae Y-8280/U68551
Kazachstania rosinii Y-17919/U84232
71 = Kazachstania piceae Y-17977/U84346

19-10
100~ F3

100

31

L zHB39
97 Metschnikowia pulcherrima NRRL Y-7111/U45736
Metschnikowia chrysoperlae NRRL Y-27615/AY 452047

1

00 LI:[Melschnikowia sinensis XY 103/DQ367881

38 Metschnikowia zizyphicola XY201/DQ367882
90 - Metschnikowia fructicola NRRL Y-27328/AF360542
100 I-Hanseniaspora meyeri CBS 8734/NG055313

I-Hanseniaspora clermontiae CBS 8821/NG055311

T1

Hanseniaspora uvarum CBS 314/AM039456

97

100

o

MLY

Barnettozyma wickerhamii Y-2435/U75419
Barnettozyma californica Y-17395/EF550276
Barnettozyma populi Y-12728/EF550277

IOOI

Wickerhamomyces anomalus Y-366/EF550341

0.1

B3 ETF 26S rDNA F3#

S4B2-13

BENRENBEBEKRNRELEN
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47 %

T B R A T — A Rt 14 43 3¢, JF B F3
ZHB39 Y B — > AR X ST (38845 43 30, 2R 4% OC &
B B 5% m 1Y AR M AR BB B T 5 D0 e B
J& ( Hanseniaspora) W) IEBE R R 4R T — 4> KA it 4% 43
S, 5 R A6 DU B AR % 3 A 43 S ik —
I WL — A HE X S 35 % 23 3 MLY L 5 Barnet-
tozyma J& WIBERE I R T — DKM B 0 3, HY
28 T AR BR PR B 0 5 SAB2 — 13 5 gl v DU 1
BERAE T — Dt fe oy 3. WL, W18k ZHB39 |
19 - 10.F3 . S4B2 - 13 T1 A1 MLY1 iX 6 ¥R+ 0B~
B0 5 o A A B B B ( Metschnikowia sp. ) | Kazach-
stania sp. AT EERE T | R 5 DU E B A AT A 1B
DL ¥ B FIl Barnettozyma sp.
2.4 ENEBSENEEREAENSS

MG 6 thBEEE R I RGE LT &R, ISR
{The yeasts: A taxonomic study) VFA E— A XT 6
TR T T E A7 A O AR B AR Ak 4 P A, o A
RLEAT e 200 E o W R B0 R W], 6 MR A BB B)
T 24 R M) A R AT A B R S4B2 - 13 i E A
FHREMEGEAT 42 2,19 — 10 38 AE FI FH BE B | 22 26 1
FRAFBEEAT S e (3R 3) o ik U5 A T al 46 25 2R 3R W
(#4),ZHB39 F1 F3 Y 6g | 1] %5 B0 2 2L
BRSNS  CBE CH D - HER R L R A =
Wl B — e A R 2T 4E o KA D - 1AL
B BRI BN TR AR AR IR (D — ) AR e
g 5 e A5 IR HE AT [ AL A T, 19 — 10 BRI H 4 45
BB REMRE N ORF OB AN 2 20 4 e DR R AT R AR A
FH,S4B2 — 13 GBI HI#I A54%H REME ARFARE Vi A |

0]

OB HM R BERE I 22 ZFBE A OB AR - i
AR AT VETE A AR 4E 8 Kk D - H R
Bt D — WAL FL R B L BT TR B RN AT A R R S5 ik
IRBEAT RIAEAE T, T RE ) T 7 28 4 | 2F 4 — 4 Fl K
W S5 B IR PR AT R AR AE L, MLY 1 BB FH A 45 0% L &
B CHO D - R 2R 4E 8 KA T L - LAY
WD — A CFLIR Bh L 5% 3 R 4k 0 A 2 M R R 45 Bk
BT AR . IR R B RER B TR R
A BRA AR PER I 25 SR R W] (3R 5) L B MLY T fizidi
IR E N 28 CAHb, HARBERE R 2y 38 °C 56 PRI
BETR KT RETE 50% % W 35 % S vh A= K, AN REAE o 4
A ZE R AE K ZHB39 (19 - 10 (F3 G- A 551
PR BN, MLY' 1 7 A 5 bR 3R g S 7, S4B2 - 13
T ANREHEAT IR R WSV . 48 %55E ,19 - 10 J2& Ka-
zachstania sp. ,S4B2 — 13 J& @ 7a LB £, T1 2 3
ZT B ML EE R, MLY1 J& Barnettozyma californi-
ca,ZHB39 FI F3 &Sty 25 I £ o 6 AR 5540 % BF A
1ty — 2 2 A ARCRE M GBS R 3R il B0 45 5 ( The
yeasts: A taxonomic study) ) | ig sE I HEAG 25 5 ¥
AT R 2 (] — A A AN [ S Ao 22 ) 7 X350

RI3 ENEBESEBABANER

Wk S AAIE CEILE R P SLBE AR i
ZHB39 + v - - - - -

19 -10 + - + + - + -
F3 + v - - - - -
S4B2 - 13 + v + v - v -
T1 + - - - - - -
MLY1 + - - - - - -

T+ RERWE; v RIS L BE, WA KTE; - RBAKNE

x4 BHRBSEKEFALBRER
e PR 8 Cla
ZHB39 19 -10 F3 S4B2 - 13 Tl MLY1 ZHB39 19 -10 F3 S4B2 -13 Tl MLY1

A % A + + + + + + D - ¥ Bk v — v v — —
Bk - + - — - - I B — n — — — —
B + w + + - v b + — + + — +
ke — — + — — Rl + — + + — +
g — — — — R BE A — — — + — —
I + + v - - KA v — v v — —
LB — — — — — — 2 FL M — — — — — —
T + — + + — v D - H & + — + + — +
E2 + + + + — v D — o i I A — - — — — —
= + — + + — — D — 1) A + — + + v v
Wiéigﬂﬁ + — + + — v JIUEE — — — — —
TR VE A - - - + — — FLIR &N v — v + — +
4 + — + + + + BE IR 4 + — + + — +
KAt + — + + + + R L + — + ¥ — v
L — I 50k v — v — — + ] 7 PR + — + v v +
L - B2k — n — — — v ] 2 W T v — v — — —
D - K## v — v v — + D — 4 % # i + — + — n —
L- W KEERE — — — v — — figh 05 45 + n + — n —

T+ AU A s w AU [l s v AR ) AL, 3820 A [l s — AR A L s n AR TS K
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LRBEE BLEERARRETAFLERLE R 71

RS RABSESSEEEUFERNER

FaEdk  1ES50% % RE

P R 4 B /C Wil K % i THE R
ZHB39 38 + w -
19 -10 38 + w -
F3 38 + w -
S4B2 - 13 38 + - -
Tl 38 + - -
MLY1 28 + + -
TE: + AR s w (RR SRR 5 s - FURAA KL
ENERAS

3 k5T

AW FE LA 6 Bk 45 U AL BT 20 T A % B
W, 9 ZHB39 .19 - 10, F3 ,S4B2 - 13 . T1 Hl
MLY1,Z %% ,19 - 10 & Kazachstania sp. ,S4B2 -
13 2 558 N e B ( Wickerhamomyces anomalus) , T1
2 A T A T B2 B ( Hanseniaspora uvarum)
MLY1 J& Barnettozyma californica ,ZHB39 F F3 &3
iz #6557 18 B ( Metscgnikowia pulcherrima) . 6 ¥ Pt
P B A 72 95 2505 TR 90 PV B R 107 efu/mL I, 0
P P42 fe K, 43 WM 12050 13,83 ,16. 33,25, 17,
21.83 \11. 17 mm, ¥ HA E LR # GE T

VTAF R, A VF 22 56T B RE 1 B 6 A Y 3 14 BF
FEARIE , JCHAE BB B KRR S5 8 3 1 B 36
PP AR O 1 A R K AR O 1Y
T PUBEBE 1R R A L vg BE R BE TR ( Pichia caribbica )
I H R ITE— € ZF T, K 25 FIUAR 2505 114 g s 6
ATRESE A s i S BRI R, B s AR
BB ( Meyerozyma guilliermondii ) W] A7 & 410 1l = 5
BRI, O E R HIEA W £ A LB
(Rhodotorula sp. ) ™" H %) T 45 960 DLt e £ 127
g 27 Bt 1 1 ( Metscgnikowia sp. ) 28T ek v T
+: 5 ( Kloeckera apiculata) N [ Bk 5% £ B ( Crypto-
coccus sp. YIS A 2 s R B ( Candida sp. )20 A
M 5% F Kazachstania sp. Fl Barnettozyma californica
B7 6 AR 00 B Y AE 9 LT B 43l Bl v 0 AR 1 B
W 2 T R, L JL-F- A 56 T B 16 A 40 5 19 F
55, AW 58 & PR Kazachstania sp. 8 08 DU IR BF
Barnettozyma californica ¥ THAEE IR E A — €M
TR R, 3200 T RE TR By 16 R 9 T 0 0 9 AT
B o T BRI AR W D T ) IS, ek
A U0) e | fi B ) 2 B 5 ( Debaryomyces sp. ) 18 Xt
05K 0k R o TR B 30 T B AR R 17,20 mm T D AR
S B L I X SO TR AT 1 0 o A
29 20 ~30 mm . i A= B G 0 AR A8 B 200 T A F 5
H L R AR A R B A SR R W, N AR 2E A FT B LH -

L3 XJ A AE B 22 T A9 40 7 P8l A2 25. 00 mm; X1
VAR R 4 SR R W, T IR A ZE AT I ALY
F14) i JOROHEL 2 B0 o0 A A B 22 0 T Y 910 T BB EL A
36. 1 mm; 4 i 75 45 IR 00 45 S W, P 2R LY
T HB3S — 20 B Ak XA AL B 22 T 1Y) 410 7 el L
F20 13.70 mm, AU I A HE DU B A S4B2 —
13 o5 A A6 BT 22 55 T A9 0 B Bl B AR O 25. 17 mm, T1
Xof i A6 BT 220 T 0 T Pl AR O 2183 mm S HATY
B BN T ROR , ATt — 20 PR AT AR R B E .

AT L ARAT 6 WA TR AL B Z2 05 T 10 I R 1R
B, Horfr ZHB39 F1 F3 Y )8 T L A ar I R, (5 9 &
[E] £ 490 BT B8 0 A 22 5, O HL I VR T A AN A [R] 4 T
ZHB39 1 F3 n] fig J@ T [A] Ff (6] A RS Ab, g, T —
A Xk HC A ] ¥ 22 T Y AT R0 o0 AT R I A A
Eo 19 -10 py 4 B ALY S5 Kazachstania sp.
AR Y AR A AL R MRS A 22 S BOIR AT AT RE 2 B
PR A I8 k2D AT 5. 8S — ITS 7 41 43 #r Fl HE &
FRAG AL 70 5 o % T 45 BT RE B9 435 BT R 1 R T A%
R0 T B HE— 5 AT AR W 3 £ A ) AR D Y
R SR RS

Bk
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