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Optimization of ISSR reaction and genetic diversity
analysis of Exserohilum turcicum
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(1. Mycotoxin Laboratory Agricultural University of Hebei, Baoding 071001, Hebei Province, Chinaj 2. Life
Science Department, Tangshan Teacher’ s College, Tangshan 063000, Hebei Province, China)

Abstract; By means of the single-factor experiments and using DNA of Exserohilum turcicum as the tem-
plate, a suitable ISSR-PCR amplification system was established and optimized in the Tag DNA polymer-
ase source and concentration, primers, dNTPs concentration, concentration of DNA template, melting
temperature (Tm) and the number of amplification cycles. Among the 40 ISSR primers tested in the re-
search, 9 polymorphic primers were screened to study the genetic diversity between 44 isolates of E. turci-
cum coming from the major corn planting areas in China. 40.3% polymorphic bands were amplified a-
mong the tested isolates, indicating the high genetic diversity in the population of E. turcicum in China.
The dendrogram based on ISSR results revealed that the 44 isolates were clustered into seven groups at the
threshold of genetic similar coefficient 0. 8, which proved that the genetic diversity was evidently correla-
ted with mating types, and there was no distinct relation between the fungal genetic diversity and their ge-
ographic distribution.
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F KR KBEHG (northern corn leaf blight ) J& T KT
BRI E 7R IR E B A T AL R ik L
DX AF Y i FORFIRE X, 8 1 ™ A 2 R 2
5 R T K IR 1 i TR Ry KBS 48 Ewserohilum
turcicum ( Pass. ) Leonard et Suggs, J& 2 H1 i IV ']
HH

124 Rk, B ZF DNA 43 Fhric Rz
N TR A Z REVE TS, QBRI B
Z & M (restriction fragment length polymorphism ,
RFLP) FEHLY 44 £ 544 (random amplified polymor-
phism DNA, RAPD)  fif T2 ( microsatellite ) 5 SSR
(simple sequence repeat) F19 4 FR il P F Bt 22 A&
7 #T (amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP)
AR

AT, 60T 5 KRB B AT 7S b B 28 0 Y
DNA 4} F 45 id # R EE A RAPD Al AFLP® ™,
RAPD FRiC 2 SRS BAFAERRE 22 AR B
AIBREE . AFLP bRic 2 PR & (H R R P 2
I DB XL B TARICRORTE KRR
B R AR % Z A 9 TP A — B R BR A
TR R ARE L TARICER RS &
KRB T At (% AR R BB L, (i
52 75 X [8] (inter-simple sequence repeat, ISSR) 43
Ao — 3k T 1] B H 52 7 41 (SSR) 1943 T FRid 2
AU JELL—SAE SSR A 3'5 5 S 1 ~3 A
B E TR SERAZ AR A 51 W), WAL T B2 1] HE 51
[ SSR Z[A]fY DNA A #E4T PCR 978, ZE AR
EEIE7/N iR N WK Cl e (SN (e L
FIRIE 3, AT L3 7 38 g 2 B DNA 22 254 2
i,

AT JLAF  ISSR 40T hic MR 8 22 1) g R 23
FHAYS 5 BB (a8t A 2 R RS L P A i R
DA ISSR 73 FFnic 3 AR B9 oK K BERR 14 152 1%
RIS . VXTI ISSR-PCR BB A 2 1
HE R RIAT RGN, A IR0 B K R B
ISSR A A A 25 , LA IUT B Wt A A R ) A 2 R

1 MR E5RF=*
1.1 &
1.1.1 A#ALZA

(ES TN B N7 5 R 7 e o E A s 3 1| B N E R
A6 JTRg AT BRIV AR D)1 EARAE T AR
FER (£ D), HTdb ol K= B R LR R

2o W HER BRI S PDA FIL F 25 °C R3S 3
2510 K, FRE 7&K LS B A% 5 mm $TFLESHT
W B R 150 mL 2L Fries $53 2L,
5 ~6 N A%, 25 °C 100 o/min BEIR R 5 10
Ko UEEIEFRW, K K R 22, WK 48m 1 7K
Iy G E 22 BT - 80 °CHARIR VKA RAE 25
1.1.2 XA &3 %

Tag DNA RETEHIE T Promega 23] (MI1665s) |
TaKaRa 8 ] ( DR100A ) Fil_E A4 T A9 T 52\ A
(ET-101) , dNTPs .DNA marker 50 F b4 T4
WTHAT . T ISSR-PCR 43 HTHY 40 4% ISSR 3]
Yy AR A 5 R BB L R 4] DNA 525 3 37 (14 4%
fiE, M= EFAE FL R 2E 319 100 2% ISSR 514
(http :/www. michaelsmith. ubc. ca) i€ H | I H I
WA TAEY T AR FE R,

1.2 Fi&
1.2.1 H# DNA 25

X} 44 A-C A AL BRI TP 2 U 22 H
THNZH DNA #9$2 8, DNA 1942 R ] CTAB
2 AR DNA FH 1% Brt i b o5 i el T RS 0 , FH
L AN FOERE I E DNA i FIEE |, 0D,/ 0D,
HAE 1.8 ~2.0 Z AU DNA 2l 45 , 77 A i
1.2.2 ISSR-PCR BB 4k % 4 HEA4L

EFH ) DNA A5 AR 34 0 B R 9921 19 25 X 21
DNA,ISSR 5%} 113 (AG),TC, 7E25 pL ISSR J2
MR ZR T Tag DNA R & B 53514 0.5.0. 75,
1O 1.5 Us 51 Wk RS 0.2.0.5.0.6.,0.8
pmol/L; DNA HEAR v FE A6 2 24 10,20 .30 ,40 ,50 ng;
ANTPs ¥ JEREE 4 0.05.0.1.0.2.0.3.0.4 mmol/L,
ISSR ¥4 A2 ¥ 4 : 95 C FAL % 3 min; 94 °C A8k 30
5,48 CiE Kk 305,72 °C FEAH 2 min, fEEF 30 35 40 5L
45 YK ;15 72 °C ZE{H 10 min 4 C 17, BL6 wL PCR
Y= ERE, 1. 5% B BE A E IS FEL UK 4 B, EB
Yuft, 7F BioRad BENXBUR R SE  Quantity One FX{F4
B A A I BE A
1.2.3 314 if ik fe L T ISSR-PCR #9i% 4% % #F 1%
5T

FIFHPLALRY ISSR B it 2 Fg 3 25444 %t 40 4%
ISSR 5| WkAT LL A, i % 22 A8 P Ao i 51 40, IF 1
AE I AR GR B . 2 SRS R e A
PR TRARIEAT ISSR §73

XK IS TSR, A IE o 1, e e 0,
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Table 1 The characteristics of isolates used in the experiment
A b M EHNER SRR A ARV SReR
Physiolo-  Mating Physiolo-  Mating
Group Isolate Geographical source . Group Isolate Geographical source )
gical race  type gical race  type
IGI 9911 Jardb i Chicheng, Hebei 2 a IGII 9940 iLT*MlI%A Canyan, Liaoning 12 A
9961 {u[dbEF B Weixian, Hebei 1 a 20  JJLPRE Baoding, Hebei 2 A
0130 L T°¥U& Lingyuan, Liaoning 1 a IGIIT 0127 MK IK Baicheng, Jilin 1 Aa
9950 iL TN Fushun, Liaoning 0 A 0117  FHMLZE Antu, Jilin 13 A
0306  {A[dt24[% Xinglong, Hebei 0 Aa 0122 It FE3k Kuancheng, Hebei N a
0316  Mdt=E7* Fengning, Hebei 123N Aa 0129 JAJt7Rf& Chengde, Hebei 2 a
0115 AR R 5 Lingbao, Henan 13 A IGIV 9921 {[Jt{R:E Baoding, Hebei 1 a
0109 L7 E 22 )5 2 A 9952 JA[JtiE% Qian’an, Hebei 1 a
Pulandian, TLiaoning 0112 JJtPkIE Laiyuan, Hebei 0 a
0110 {4t RIA Laiyuan, Hebei 0 A 0322 {i[dtE 4k Zunhua, Hebei 23 A
0323 {H[dLRESE Baoding, Hebei 1 A 0181 {H[JLIRE Baoding, Hebei 2 a
0301 LTI Lingyuan, Liaoning 1 A 0320 PUIlSIC 23N A
9926 {n[dt7EH Raoyang, Hebei IN A Guangyuan, Sichuan
9924 i1 TWE A Kazuo, Liaoning 0 a 0311 {u[dt7R7E Chengde, Hebei 1 Aa
0121 JRIEITHIHT 12 A 0312 MRIITHIHL 123 Aa
Mudanjiang, Heilongjiang Mudanjiang, Heilongjiang
IGIT 9940 1LZR¥F T Jining, Shandong 2 A 0313 {[dt5 & Yixian, Hebei 0 Aa
9934 ILIZRIFEIK Zhucheng, Shandong IN A IGV 0104 LR 5E Baoding, Hebei 3 A
9902 {H[ALIRSE Baoding, Hebei 2 a 0102 i 7%/ Kuandian, Liaoning 0 Aa
0124 [t K Dacheng, Hebei 1 A 0107 WAt E: Cixian, Hebei 0 a
9941  ILIZR#iER Qixia, Shandong 1 a IGVI 9954 AL fR:E Baoding, Hebei 0 a
9915 {[dtE fk Xuanhua, Hebei 1 A 9914 [ JtE 4k Xuanhua, Hebei 13 A
9918  {u[dtiE M Dingzhou, Hebei 3 A 0307 HLLRSE Baoding, Hebei 1 a
9956 L7 Pingdu, Shandong 0 A IGVII 0123 LT ¥ % Xinbin, Liaoning 1 a
M. # ISSR AT 450, Note: * The cluster results based on ISSR analyses.
TR ZBMEA BT & L), 91 A DPS i b 21 &
GEREAT B AR D) 2 B E F1 UPGMA 262047, 4
ST ERZERPARIET, (A1 o3 B R 2R 45 RS TR ORI A
INFI B RS2 -
2 BR5HSh 100 kb
0.75 kb
2.1 ISSR-PCR & Fifk AL 0.50 kb

3 F Tag DNA KA LY 11514 H o] i
a5t UL FUR AT PR A — 2 22 57, WH i i &%
AW B, X Tag DNA 4 B AT 8901
R TE25 pL BAA R ANA 1.0 U % Tag DNA
KA AT ZRATIE M A€ My 400 (8 1) . 1
VB 4 A5 Y BB BE N S REY 1S Ak 7E
WeEN 0.6 wmol/L B4 3 Hh A A5 I b, 8 LT
PR (F 2) , ANTPs [k BE X 34— E 5
M) , [958 A B AR A 0. 05 mmol /L i 47 8 4 2% 5 AR 555
A AR BERREY 1Y 25 AEVREE R 0. 2 mmol/LL

1 Tag DNA BEEIREX ERXKBRE
ISSR-PCR % Rz #I §
Fig. 1 Effects of Tag DNA polymerase concentrations
on ISSR reaction of Exserohilum turcicum

1 ~4 8 Tag DNA RAMWHEE 0.5.0.75.1.0,1.5 U;M;
DNA 4+ F i 4RiC DL 2000, Note: 1 —4, Tag DNA polymerase
concentrations 0.5, 0.75, 1.0 and 1.5 U, respectively; M, DNA
marker, DL 2000.
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BH 3 A S BT WM R R, S A
DNA VR FEREEE B8 AR A 20 97 34, 78 25 pl )2
A 25 H DNA B4R B4 30 ng B84 H A 4547 B
55 EMW, R E R 4 DR PR R RE AR I ) b
B2y, Horf 30 YA 35 URAGFRD I (3% A B
R FE F03 I E L 40 YRR 45 YA 31 5 30— b % A
SEREL I M TR RS (’3) . ZEA L RIR
IS5 A 1SSR 514 113 (1S B R N AR &,
R 25 pl J2 A& & H % 0. 2 mmol/L dNTPs, 0. 6
pmol/L 514 ,1.0U Taqg DNA B4, 1 x PCR [
ZErhi (Mg’™ plus) , 30 ng DNA g AR ; 9738 72
47:94°C 3 min; 94°C 305,48 C 1 min,72 °C 2 min,
30 ~35 MEFF;72 °C 10 min,

1 2 3 4 M

2.00 kb

1.00 kb
0.75kb

0.50 kb

2 IR E R ABERE ISSR KB A 2
Fig.2 Effect of primer concentrations on ISSR
reaction of Exserohilum turcicum
Wl ~4 HEIWHIE 0.2.0.5.0.6.0. 8 wmol/L; M: DNA 43
FEARiC DL 2000, Note: 1 -4, primer concentrations 0.2, 0.5,
0.6, and 0.8 pmol/L, respectively; M, DNA marker, DL 2000.

M 1 2 3 4

2.00 kb—

1.00 kb —
0.75 kb—

0.50 kb—|

B3 KRBT E KR KHERE
ISSR-PCR [ Rz ) S50
Fig. 3 Effect of cycle number on ISSR-PCR

of Exserohilum turcicum
1 ~4 A ISSR-PCR W EFF%45 40,35 .30; M; DNA 43
Fiehric DL 2000, Note: 1 -4, cycle number 45, 40, 35, 30 re-
spectively; M, DNA marker, DL 2000.

2.2 S|¥MTHIE R E#RA ISSR-PCR # 1

B EESE PCR Y EERNEZ —, —
MEAEOLT 1R R EE R PR, 3 S | 5570 32 5 TR
SRR, B RFI TR R By g, R
X519 113 A9tk AL 1SSR-PCR ¥ 38 2 jj 4 14X Hee
BB P AT 18, K B114 125 F1131 558 %55
YR =AY 1 46 103 102,107 %5 10 55190915
B S ELR IR, 115,133 141 %5 13 44519914
B R 55 L T 101,104 105 25 9 5111 (% 2)
P3G A T T N e, T RN [ S 1 3E
AR SR 7 A B i SRR AE S R L
ik 1 9 AE S 1Y, R LA 4K ISSR-PCR
R Z X 44 {3 B TR BR 9 S R 24 DNA #5417 ISSR-
PCRY™ 3 45 KRV, ¥ 4540 o8 Tt 7E500 ~
2000 bp Z[0],9 2% ISSR 51 ¥3L9 1 th 62 Z iy,
ST YT G 6. 89 & Hih e 2 Ve
ZA BN 25 4k, 2P LB 40. 3%
TR BN B PR AR AEAE £ & I 8% Z R ISSR
AT AR G b 48 7~ ALK PRI PR B) 1) 35 1% 22 S5 PSR 2%

&2 BEEKRKBREEESHEIHTH ISSR 5|4
Table 2 Suitable primers for ISSR analysis

of Exserohilum turcicum

slesE MERs -3 IR ()
) Annealing
Primer no. Sequence of primer 5’ -3’
temperature
101 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTT 45.9
104 ATGATGATGATGATGATG 45.2
105 GGATGGATGGATGGAT 48.0
112 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGTA 52.0
113 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGTC 54.0
116 GTGGTGGTGGTGGTGGTG 60.0
117 AGAAGAAGAAGAAGAAGAAGA 56.0
118 GTCGTCGTCGTCGTCGTC 59.5
121 GTGCGTGCGTGCGTGC 61.8

2.3 ETISSR WERAWFRREEESHEEST
ST AR TE W RSl , AT RIS T, ST R
KK 4) , BHXTRPRTE BE S 0.8 BF, AT 402 7 4
HRE(FR 1), Ho IGI A 4E 14 DERE, A S5
31.8% ;1GIT Aud& 10 DRk, 7 22. 7% ;IGIII £ 4
A, 5 9. 1% ;1GIV A48 9 AHRFE, 15 20. 5% 5
IGV 45 3 N, i 6.8% ; IGVI 4345 3 Ntk
17 6.8% ;IGVII G 1 N, 7 2.3% . H—254)
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9911
9961
0130
9950
0306
0316
0115
0109
0110
0323
0301
9926
9924
0121
9940
9934
9902
0124
9941
9915
9918
9956
9949

20
0127
0117
0122
0129
9921
9952
0112

0322
0181
0320

0311
0312
0313
0104

Rl

0102
0107
9954
9914
0307
0123

ul

1 1 il

0.00 0.48 0.96 1.45 1.93 2.41
BAEALRHL Genetic similar coefficient
B4 ERKHFEET ISSR-PCR HRESTHER
Fig. 4 Cluster analysis of Exserohilum turcicum

based on ISSR-PCR

B & B, K [ [R]— b DX 04 B AR 4 3 43 7 AN ] 7y S
o BT RAE T ISSR 225 PERI 20 i 6 K KB BT A ok
S PR BRI 2 [ I R A AR e FEE
FEHIR R, F KR BEHE R Y 1Gs 5 A4 3/ N 2 (1]
WA B B A AH DG 1 S/ N A A AEBR TGV IGVIT
ISR 5 A 1G FErh TR L INF . RS R rh
A LUE Y ] — P 2g BE 78 () B AR 3 o R A — i,
MAHEFPREE I S B T R RR 9 38 L AL 5 35 AL 2 AR P[]
AT K FAEE—E IR R

3 it

T 7€ ISSR-PCR 2 1416 I B 2 U 1 96 1l
TGN R 22—, 1% PCR SN P A9 iE iR
FEB 1900 Tm (A 5 ~ 10 °C  {HAHIFSE Kk 3 E KR BE
Yo TR ISSR SO0 )35 LR KR BE 55118 Tm {H 2

[ XRIFATLE A5 YIS ER K RES
Tm [HAHZE 1 ~2°C, 11 104 105 ; A 26 5] ¥ 493 B IE
KRPE . T B, W0 121 34 8951 4038 B kR E
5 Tm (EAH[F], 40 113, XATREEM ToI9AH GC
SN I N ECT Y8R 51 E R 1 KRANAS T
[ G

St 1ISSR-PCR 45 5 i vl 5 14 K n] 542 4
PR AE R A AR Y b R I AR B X 1SSR-
PCR TR RIATHRAL T . A FE e T 500 1S-
SR-PCR WY 2 R 17 R G W5, Wk O B
Taq DNA R G B MR EE 519V B ANTPs ¥ |
DNA A it I REEE, 73 I TR R 4 ~6 1
KPS, E#E 57 ISSR R IR AuiR &R, Ik R Ay
SEONHE— 2 AE DNA 437K B X T K K B9 B 1
SUig [T A SR L7 A D W Ui (- el BT G TS h s o ol
] ¢ RS AR AL T PR F B

Borchardt Z£17 81 F] | RAPD 4> F#ric £ AR %)
IO Hh 8 B Ay b DX (14) 6 oK KBRS TR B A 4 R A T
THEGE, KIKEB A BRI T 8 i A8 A
FRaRE I Bt | Tml sk 2 B0 8 B 1) A7 7 =F & 19 s A%
ZREE R (R — Ml A0 TR R B R 1 AS () b s 1Y) TR
PRIBIAFAE B N B VIR 5 %K &, Ferguson 251"
FIFH RAPD #ict, 4341 1 38 B AR &t IX. K KBS
PR R LS R, 25 R B, XN st 1% 2 A e
B R Ah A58 0 ISSR 28 Fhric F AR
Xof K K BERG T DNA G ZREM AT T 250
5T, &I ISSR F3FAric 5 ALt iRk i 38k Y A
A= BN JE A B AR DG X nT RS T IS-
SR 43 Fhric SR MR8 TR R AR B 9 3 45 2 S ST Y T
Az B/ IR AR N T2 2 ) 27 328 0k B g s 1 )
I3, 32 5 FF 3 - T BAE I A S N A
FRUERISZ I, 20 EAETE R B SRR AT Y
W2, AR AL, EAKIEH I DNA & Z Pk
5 TRPRIN ACTC AL 22 (8] A7 7E — o A2 B B AH G PE ) B
W EVF, ERRESCHCALE 2 DNA 20 F B4 2 R
T, —H Z i — TR AR R, (Hl T4
TFFE 2 S 00 T 37 ) A4 R ARSI, SR P %) A AR 3
AN, A B — 2D AWESE ISSR 4341 AR ik
SEHE A FIr 8 7 1Y B oK K BER I 2 HEE R S R, )
F 75 J5 B2 A Hhny o (3 77 ke iy e R
BEFRME SBORYEAERE— 209, DU 345 Y ISSR
S iR L (E BRIk,
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