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R EEKRR 2017-2018 FHFE A A B APTET 2 5| F ¥ FofraF/FofraR
TEReEFREHKE (PCR)  ARENSEERTEFEARE (Fusarium
oxysporum Schl. f. sp. fragariae Winks & Williams, Fofra) &5 —4 - #3258
LA FofraF/FofraR 5| 71T PCR BREEEHNEEA T EEZARE < HIR
MARE - BIEARE2%E (F oxysporum f. sp. niveum) ~ FMZEERE (F
oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici) TIEFEEEERE (F. oxysporum f. sp. cubense )
FRNREEES X/NRITRVIERE B HEE FofraF/FofraR 5| ¥t N E AR
AEEEHERRE - AMERKRmARFA A 2019 F3578 KM Frag_F/Frag_
R 3|F¥ARFIaL FofraF/FofraR 5| ¥ Eisg 22 & B &5tz Fofra qF/Fofra qR 3
FHORET PCR AESHETZARECBREANE  IDFEEEESER
HRRMN - ME2EEFERRE RN EEEEN T - AERKERZL
HEBZRAREESE— B ERMEEND FRBEADT o

FRERE 2 7RA  BE  EEERARE  RaBREHNE

T:jl

5l 8
b ke

BB E L5 Fragaria x ananassa Duchesne » 2%7#! (Rosaceae) -
(Fragaria) NZEAEREY) - MERR  ERERFTHMERNAR « #BEH ~ BMEF
o BHRAKEESHELEED AXBASE  BEEENKBFEY— - IRESE
F 2018 F 1k - SESFNRIFEEL 4 500 AtF - F=ENBEEDLS®ES 14

-H— —O--O—
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& ETeRMENREBEEBENE 454 A LEEREHME (1TBREEXSE
E%2018) - EFANBMEBEEEZENKEEY  DEREZMNENKBESE - A
ME 2012 55 - 2EEHERKNH  MELEMEESRED & DK EER RTINS
BRE RETCABEEZEAR  HEBEEZEARE (Fusarium oxysporum Schl. f. sp.
fragariae Winks & Williams - 7% Fofra) Fr35[iE - FUREIRE « BRENL ~ TER
AR =~ EXF R - SEARIEE - #ERBL  RESEEKRIET
(BRE A 2017) - LERKRR&FEEAIT 1965 F70RIMNEH X #FHE (Winks and
Williams, 1965) - BEEMBMETN HA ~ 3BE ~ YT ~ REANEESMEEEE S
ZEFEBERE (Okamoto et al., 1970; Kim et al., 1982; Arroyo et al., 2009; Zhao et
al., 2009; Koike et al., 2009; Williamson et al., 2012 ) o =& Z K5 AT 2012 £
EEHZRARMNPITRE (RFEA 0 2012) » MAUZFEREEREERFIRX
BERMAEZCLUBRNESERDBE LB 30 MNEFEARR DB W HEE
ZLERRAREBTIE M 2EFZRARE (REA 2017) -

A (Fusarium spp.) BRERZGFEBARNER @ ERXLUKREAE F
oxysporum Snyder & Hanson S|ERE A EE @ ATLUREERE 100 EiEY)
( Armstrong and Armstrong, 1981; Smith, 2007 ) - 2R B B &) 5 Wi L B2 %
B8 AR R E S| EMEYZARR © B F. oxysporum B] DIEEH ERE 7854
TEATEFESTFCA LUK T EERNSEEFHTEDZANZERE
REAd o Witk - BERmESILIURRMERRE - ERENEEHE (REA
2003) - AMALBEIAEmMEBHEENTURIREZT @ B ERREEABEER
RAMTE » R RRE A EYZ AR E LUES ERENEZEFEEE -

HR Suga F2EER RN B EZARRESE -S| FHHRSBREH
X FE (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) #f] (Suga et al., 2013) » [BRR=
ERERANRRIZ  RERENEEZERN KA EERE 2017-2018 4
HiThEENEATEREZENESZRWEK - LIHARZ R 2 PCRIEE
AEHZERKCBEAMARE M - WA Z L Random Amplified Polymorphic
DNA (RAPD) 52214 DNA 752 rDNA E Fr bt 7 5l iz 2= R & 75 TURE H
SEEHZERARERAEE NS - EM&st PCRo|7¥ » DIFRZEEEE
AR E 2 E—M PCR #8547 -
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HEZE DNA ZZBURRAKRE A (2008) 2 BHMEZRIE ~ MEZ#Z
feZ<EVE4H ( Genomic purification kit, GeneMark, Taiwan ) =\ FI| B 50k 18 )%/ |;QL
R o HEKZEA (2008) 75751 g 2 H IR R AR ETTIZERZEEN ; ff?@&
BRI L2 RBZEAFTRRERE » DIA 30 mg 2 REzHAAE TR EE HZ
IR IRIREZEUZ R A B N2 k= E (2005) £ Saini & A (1999) #1975 /f B
MR BLIUSEERCRE#  WHEAREA 200 uL 2=EU& (TE buffer; 10
mM Tris-HCI, 1 mM EDTA, pH 8.0) » R 1.5 mL BEEE 0T F BHEEZEE @ L1
IhE f 600 W 2 URIBEDINER N INE IR — 0 i81% » KEEBURER K L—
D8 0 =iREE (17,000 x g, 5 248 ) BE DBERAREEZ DT

BEfE=E#EHRE (polymerase chain reaction, PCR)

AT AT 22 B2 DNAR B+ E & 1 ul (410 ng) 1F & PCR Z & 1R
(template) DNA - Fr{#fHz PCR 5| F¥ a1k — » Ef FnSc-1/FnSc-2 A% AR
FTERIBIE F. oxysporum 2 B—45| 74 » K5 FH ARIARKRAIAEEZE
JARE Fofra x BE—145|F% - PCR RIESMAINER—FTR - AREBLLT72 C (=
10 #8558 PCR & » & LL1.5 5% 2.5% BB ESE X217 PCR EY) 2 BEfk
0 AR A BRARNIR—FTR

FEMZIR 2 BV B8 (Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA, RAPD ) 11
PRI FT 25 B, DNABX 1 1| fE/& PCR 2124k (template ) DNA - 2% Lin
£ A 2009 E2 2010 4E (Lin et al., 2009; 2010 ) =414 F. oxysporum FT&st
Z RAPD 5| F#E1T1E1R - PCR R EBRHR 94°C 90 ; 2 & L 94°C 307 -
ARIL36C 3075 ~34C 3075 X f 32°C 30 20 % » IR 72 C T IE 1
DiE > HE 30 EEIR - £REHFLL72C iR 10 DiESERL PCR & FE o L1 1.5%
BIEBEEE X DT RAPD EM 2 MBEGT » SHERMERE -
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AT E B SELL 2013 £ H A8 & % 3R FofraF/FofraR 5|+ (Suga et
al., 2013) #17T PCR A TR EEINEFZARE (Fofra) - (BRIFLERE
A B EERRIER Fofra ik - BHE %L FofraF/FofraR 5| F¥ 1818 H
239 bp WEZGT (EFRFIaIE—) @ 22EE5 Fofra @iy PCR & RBIHEM
RE EZZHEANZEmE (F oxysporum f. sp. niveum - 578 Fon) ~ &
MZERABE (F oxysporum f. sp. lycopersici) MEEZERE (F oxysporum
f. sp. cubense ) ks g H A/ \4) 239 bp ] DNA &% » £ rh Fon 9 DNA
BRERERFE » Ml Fofra WEEZBFIIR B EREE —2ERZAM (single
nucleotide polymorphism » SNP ) {ii % - K|tk E FofraF/FofraR 5| ¥ #&)55
AR =SB TZRREK @ BELIE#IERL I ZEE (RAPD) 147 @ 1=
REVEZIAI LN A E— R R o

M 2018 4 - 22 E DI H ABH Rk FofraF/FofraR 5|5 % PTG ig H iy
239 bp HEE HEY » 1itH %=1 Fofra gF/Fofra gqR 5| %% (Hong et al., 2018) -
PIezs| 5317 PCR AJLU7E Fofra Bk mP1E iR H 123 bp WEZRGT (HF
FlanE—) - WHEEEE PCR AN » DUEHAESI FHAAEHZENE K
tWARTREA -

Iteoh » SEEIININE —FFEHETE 2019 G35k — {8 Al 41208 Fofra Ry EX[A e
A #% 51 1 Frag_F/Frag R 3| ¥ ¥ (Burkhardt et al., 2019) - DI:% 5| F¥H E1T
PCR A LU7E Fofra Wk EmHIERE 176 bp WEZRGS (AF7mE=) B8
T Lt HAREE F R FofraF/FofraR 5| 7B ANE RN EEHIE K ©

R FTESIA T 4 R - AR LI H AZEE 3R FofraF/FofraR 5[
R X2 E %3k Frag_F/Frag_R 5|73 - B0l L8R ZEEEH L5119 Fofra
gF/Fofra qR 5| F¥#17 ={E 88 %8rY PCR - 23 5l RIS 239 bp ~ 176 bp 71 123
bp WEZ GRS @ AlAIIBESESZRAREK  BI=@5| 7+ £5H1t PCR 1EiE
HEHEREGKEERREESZRARE ; B 1-24H5|FH AL PCRIGIE L R
TEAN—ERESFZARE ; M PCRAREEELERGFELA—ELAEE
HERRR @ BHEEEEIARIEEZOAREEEZIREA -
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REMCEERREMNDEEE  BMERRRR S BEHETE  AMES
Z AR BRI R 2R - ARRE N AILIEER TR TR+ F IR
 AERZRRBERNES (HEFXhfiwE L EYEEINE) -
BIFssm IR  EBK MR E A @ M ERE - KItFR R RIE X ERENE
BZERRRED TRAKMERVA - ARBRIERXN BRI THHHEES
ZARE PCRERBRMENME  WBEREZEARZEERRML - RRFE
RRARBEEE-HBRRMECD TRARM  BREEES8EXXEETE5ER
ANESE -
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Table 1. PCR primer and program information for Fuarium oxysporum f. sp. fragariae

Product size
Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3') PCR program (bp) References
P
FnSc-1 TACCACTTGTTGCCTCGGCGGATCAG 94°C90s 94°C30s,62°C30s, 327 Lin etal.,
FnSc-2 TTGAGGAACGCGAATTAACGCGAGTC 72° C60s(30cycles) 72" C 10 min 2010
Fofra qF TTCGCTCCTCCCATACAA 95°C1min 95 C15s,51" C15s, 123 Hong et al.,
Fofra qR AAACCACGCAGAGAGTAAA 72° C for 45 s (40 cycles) 2018
FofraF CAGACTGGGGTGCTTAAAGTT 94°C2min 94" C1min, 63 C1 239 Suga et al.,
FofraR AACCGCTAGGGTCGTAACAAA min, 72" C 1 min (30 cycles) 2013
Frag_F GTGAGACGGACATCTTGAAG 95°C2min 95 C30s,56 C30s, 176 Burkhardt et al.,
Frag_R AGGAACATTTCCAGCACCGA 72° C30s(35cycles) 72° C5min 2019

CACGATTCACACTAATATCTGACACCAchT
FofraF
TACCATCCAGGACCACCTAATGCATAACTAAAATTTCGCTCCTCCCATACAAA
Fofra gF

ATCCAAATTTTGATGTCCACAAAAAGGCCCGATTCTCAATTAATAAATGAGA

CTTTGGAGAAAGTTTCTAGAAAATTGCTCAAATTTTACTCTCTGCGTGGTTT
Fofra qR

TTTGACCTCCCGACCGCTGCGTGTGCGCTGGCAGTGCIITGITACGACEET

FofraR
-A

Adapted from Suga et al 2013 and Hong et al 2018

& — - Suga & AJt 2013 F 35k HanRC E4 SkippyFC 5| F#IRIEFTS < E &= AR E
DNA FE& - #rto @38/ FofraF/FofraR 5| 7¥F% - Em@@¥e & Hong 5 A% 2018
FE R Fofra qF/Fofra gqR 5| ¥4 77

Fig. 1. Sequence of DNA fragment of Fuarium oxysporum f. sp. fragariae amplified by
HanRC and SkippyFC primer sets published by Suga et al. (2013). Those boxed
in green are FofraF/FofraR primers. Those boxed in yellow are Fofra qF/Fofra qR
primers published by Hong et al. (2018)
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ACAGGAGTGTTAGCCGTTTCAAAATAGTGCGTCCTGTCTCCCCCTCTCGAGCTCGTGCGTGC

AAGAACAATATAGGATCGTGCTGTTGATAGACTTACTTTGAACAAAGAAGTGTGTCACCGCC

CATGCGCATCCCAAGTONGACCEACATCIIGAAG CAAGGAAGCGGACCCAGTGTCTTGGG

Frag_F
AGTTCTCATCAACCTTGGCGACATTGATGCTGCCACTTGCCTTTGGGCTCTGGATACTAACTC

CAGCAGCAATTCGAGTGCGATCCTTGACTTGATCGAGATGGGAAGTT

Frag_R
GGG TG TACTATGCAAGAAACCACCCAGTGTGAATTGAGAAACAAATACGGATCCTGCA
GGCAAAAGACTTGGGTTAGCAACATGCACGTAA

Adapted from Burkhardt et al 2019

& — - Burkhardt 2B pNINEER 2019 FRXR—RAIREAESZERARECERE » 4t
et PCR&AIS| ¥4z - K@% /& Frag_F/Frag_R 5|7z @i

Fig. 2. A gene locus of Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. fragariae (Fofra) suitable for Fofra
detection was used to design primers by Burkhardt et al. (2019). Those boxed in
purple are Frag_F/Frag_R primers
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Abstract

We assessed the specificity of the FofraF/FofraR primer pair from previous
report to Fusarium oxysporum f. sp. fragariae (Fofra) in Taiwan via polymerase
chain reaction (PCR) in 2017 and 2018. Results showed that using primer
pair FofraF/FofraR for PCR could not generate reproducible results on the
tested isolates of Fofra. Besides, FofraF/FofraR primer pair could produce
DNA fragment of similar size in some other isolates such as F. oxysporum f.
sp. niveum, F. oxysporum f. sp. lycopercisi, and F. oxysporum f. sp. cubense. It
was obvious that FofraF/FofraR primer pair was not suitable for Fofra detection
in Taiwan. When the Frag_F/ Frag_R primer pair was reported in 2019, this
primer pair together with the above-mentioned FofraF/FofraR primer pair, and
the redesigned Fofra qF/Fofra gR primer pair from Korea were used for PCR
separately on the same isolates, the results still showed poor reproducibility.
Therefore, the pathogenicity of Fofra isolates to strawberry still depends on the
inoculation technique. Further study to develop the PCR detection technique
for Fofra with specificity and reproducibility in the near future is warranted in
Taiwan.
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