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Effects of Trichoderma asperellum on antioxidant enzyme activity of
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Abstract; Trichoderma asperellum 581 with good control effect against sunflower Sclerotinia sclerotiorun was se-
lected, and the effects of different strains application concentrations on the seedling growth, antioxidant enzyme ac-
tivity and control effects against Sclerotinia sclerotiorun of sunflower through pot culture were evaluated from May to
August 2021. The results showed that application concentrations of T. asperellum 581 effectively improved the
control effect of Sclerotinia sclerotiorum of sunflower, and T3 of T. asperellum 581 (1x10° spores + mL™" of Tri-
choderma asperellum application concentration ) was the most effective, with disease control efficacy of 98.77%. Dif-
ferent application concentrations of T. asperellum 581 all improved the plant height, stem diameter, whole plant
fresh weight and root shoot ratio of sunflower seedlings compared with CK1 (only using sunflower Sclerotinia scleroti-
orum to irrigate roots without Trichoderma suspension). Of which the T3 treatment of 7. asperellum 581 had the best

promoting effect on the morphogenesis and material accumulation of sunflower seedlings. Compared with CK1, plant
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height, stem diameter, whole plant fresh weight, whole plant dry weight, root shoot ratio and strong seedling index
of sunflower seedlings increased by 64.71% ,193.55% .99.15% ,188.24% .50.00% and 416.67% respectively. Dif-
ferent application concentrations of T. asperellum 581 all increased the activity of peroxidase (POD), catalase
(CAT) , superoxide dismutase( SOD) , phenylalnine ammonialyase( PAL) , ascorbate peroxidase ( APX) and poly-
phenol oxidase( PPO)in the leaves of sunflower seedlings. Of which the T3 treatment of T. asperellum 581 had the
best effect on promoting the antioxidant enzyme activity of sunflower seedlings. Compared with CK1, the activity of
POD, CAT, SOD, PAL, APX and PPO in the leaves of sunflower seedlings increased by 64.35% , 35.62%,
59.14%, 50.02% , 43.39% and 41.16% respectively at 35 days after sowing. The results showed that 7. asperellum

581 in this study increased the antioxidant enzyme activity, promoted the morphogenesis and material accumulation

of sunflower seedlings and improved the control effect of sunflower Sclerotinia sclerotiorun.
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1.2 ABEEBRMFEERAFREENGE

(1) R REER T %, B ARG R AE PDA 35
Fobk LT 28C M A5 F% 3 d, IR VR A S L
%5 mm WBEADE S B HERE B4 100 mL ThA8 24
EIFERAEE SR 2L (PD) B9 250 mL = M p , 7E 98 K
(250 rpm) | F 28C MG A F IR SR 7 d, Ak
REER B, FH IR i E50 I 2 16155, 4 AR 85
KR BT BRI & 1.2x10°4 - mL ™ &,

(2) R AL PR P 228 TR W 45 . R 1) H 250
BATE PDA K573 FF 28°C B & F R R 3R 3 A, N
WIE NG HERE 5 mm BEEDE 5 Y FEFTESA 100
mL PD [ 250 mL =it ,28°C 250 r - min~'$&¥%
3% 3 d, HXSUZ DA U6 Hh A 22 A K v 2 i, S
HKJH# S 1.2x10" CFU - mL™' I H 22 B2 W),
.

1.3 AEBE @ B 25 S4B E R 00N E %R

Bt e
1.3.1 X F&k 2021 4 5—8 A, fEH E AR
B P AR B 0F 5 T iR P T R A DGR B F Y
R BT 2 B SR AR AR IR 4 0 1 82
BE RAWEM B E (11 emx11.5 emx11.5
em) P, FEA TR 300 g, [ H SR FEZES, B A
&R 2 kL, W R AR AR, BT RHG T R A
D7 B 1 d BRI K 100 mL, REALHRE H 4
Jr B RIEFP S 20 d, AR ) H 2% B8 20 9s JA B PR
I TFIROEAS B 45 20 mL, AE R i O Sk
F A0 0 O 0 1 ) A AR S, RORE ARG 5 d AT
100mL - 75 KRB R TF R FE b+ R B A% T A 2
d AL 100 mL - %5 AR B IR AR , IR 4%
W TS VR (T1~T4) Kb 3R,

JE N ol O B = S S 7 2
PALTARFRAL T ROR B 4 K, 8k T1:1x10°
A e mL T2:1x10*4 « mL7™' T3:1x10° 4 « mL™",
T4:1x10°4> « mL™" CK1 . B0 FH 1) F 258 G A% 7
ERS HAN I PR 5 B PR 5 CK2 - S ) FH T T /K
HEE AN T 1] 28 TR A0 o R B 8 PR, 1>
Wb PRI 60 FE, FEHLIX 30T ,4 IRER
1.3.2 MEIetrL 7k ZM)E 15 d RIS 35
d BRI AR , B A BEGE B 20 Bk (AR 5 BR) ,
FHTF A2 17 H 2540 18 S48 bn Fy) B R d8 xR,
THAARGE LY ; [ B IBCHCAR AR | B4 A BRI 40 #k
(BAEE 10 ), T E m) B 25508 A0 B s Pk
HIPUREEFE AT

(D) JEBSEIR I E . R - AR Y 25 5L 3 A
K Z IR B, F B RO 5 250 A AR P
1 em ARFHEE , IR R R ZE .

()P BR B A bnilla . AR K R & bk
R, FEFH W K 4R T, e B b 1350 45 1 3843
J 0 FL A o a5 SR R AR AE 105°C AT 15 min 7,
1E 70°C HEZ=fH &, 7 RF (TB-4002 # L
JEO Y B FH L 4 AR A BR A R 43 50 b 138
R B, 4% 8RR A 2 EAR RO
S

HRSEE Ll = b T FR e Jou i/ |- 3 6 o o

B8 = (ML MR R+ 1R T i/l
TR ) x kT T

(3) HUEALBERE PN 2, FE4R S 15 d BP4EFp
J& 35 d, Ui A R T 3~5 Fik Sy HERIE, R
FERFIRIZE 9 ¢ 00 oAy, B AL BRI 4 M B
A 3~6 F b, B CR AR TGHE 1A 4R e ot
W AR ZE A TR R 30 min, 2R 5 A AR TR
UKFEH-80°C PRAF . LUGRERG 5 d HURE 1 W, JEHORE
5,

P Ak 6 3 1 R B A% 23 BT A ( Rayto RT -
6100) M7 7317 , K A3 A AL P ( POD ) ELISA
IR & A POD T4, A4 43 4 o fif o B
A TE 470 nm T IR B AR A0 R S T RN 5 SR
Fi¥prt E AL A E (CAT) ELISA A7) &0 5 CAT
T DV g s B AR S AE 240 nm FIROGRE
AR TG P DR /)N 5 >R FH AR ) 8 48k ) IS A T
(SOD) ELISA il 7] £ & SOD ¥ 14, LA 43
G A B2 AR 22 % NBT (280 DU e ) Sl Ak 38 T i 317
il 50% B Ay 1 ANBEE P BT 5 SR FHA 25 TN =
fif% 2 ( PAL) ELISA A5 3A50) &0 2 PAL J5 %, LA
R AE e fE TR RE SLAE 290 nm R RO AR AR A
FERBEENG T KN SR FH A P 0 3K 1 R 5k SR Ak B ity
(APX) ELISA Kl iFf) &0 APX 364 , LA 438h
T v BT BAE S OE 290 nm T WO R AR Ak e s il
TEHERN R A ) 2 B %8 AL i ( PPO) ELISA £l
AN EME PPO W TE, LA 8h 4 v S o B A 7
420 nm WG EE AR AR RN IS PE RN BT T
HLLU - g_l - min"'FTIR, BMEEEE 41K,

(4) PURPEFR bR A SRR 20 R R TS 15
PR, R RS 6 d JF 4G T A RN
0L, UG RERR 1 d A 1RSSR A 5 IR,

Tia] B 2 TR S b v 5 BRI 2 ik | 4%
NS G0 WA TONE ;1 B0 BE AR i
10% VAT 32 3795 BE i A 7 40 10% ~ 30% ;3



555 3]

L ERAE OAACEE RS [6] H 38 40y vl PO A A RS M B T R B 28 52 249

RATRIRBEMRL A7 20 31% ~50% ;4 HAR R BE
bt 51% DLE. Wi 1880 S o IR f R Ok
AN TS I IR R RN RS 15 d 454k
PR MR o ) A SRR B B L

itETE = [ X ORPRBOANREED) + (Htk
SR UERGE) ]x100

BHBRCR (%) = (O BRI 35 40— 4k B 155 1
B0 X R TR 1 %< 100
L4 HEGEH 59T

FIH Microsoft Excel 2010 x4 #E 47 1K F il 1F,
T B 4 YR SR - 24 (R R B 0 22 R
DPS 7.05( Data processing system ) #f 17 22 5 g 2 P
3T,

2 SRS
2.1 ABEME B EH B ER BN RR R

=AU

o) HZERE RIS 35 d, T. asperellum 581 AS[aljiti FH
WX SR AR AR RAE bR an 3 1 i
T3 BV EG RAB I WOt R B 1x10° 4 - mL™' /Y
PR i 2R e, 43 38 19.60 em 1091 em; T3 Bk
1o 4035 R T CKL (B FH 1) 2% PR A PR AR L
ANt AR B TR ) L CK2 (Bl 1) F G 7K AR L
ATt FH 1] B2 A T AR B2 1P ) (T (R B 18
BN 1x10° 4 - mL7™") T2 (KEE R &
PRI 1x10° 4>« mL™") T4 (AR5 =T
WO BE R 1< 10°4> « mL™) , 43l {8 64.71%
42.03% 18.79% 7.10% .13.95% ; T2 ¥k = 8. & = T
CK1 .CK2.T1. T4, /5% 53.78% 32.61% .10.91% .
6.40% ;T4 5 T1 thim Z A2 A R EH T F N
T CK1 Al CK2, 43 %Il 55 44.54% | 24. 64% FI

38.66% ,19.57% ; CK2 tk = b % & T CK1(15.97%) .
T35 T2.T25 T4 ZHZEH2EFHAEE,T2.T3,
T4 ¥ 8 FE & T T, 20 5 & 31.25% ., 42, 19%
17.19%;T1 B3 & T CK1 1 CK2, 435 106.45%
F139.13% ; CK2 254 2 3% T CK1(48.39%) ; CK1
HZER AR, 4 0.31 em,

[, T3 4k fif Jo & FN 4 ik o B 2 o i, o3
Wk 7.01 g Al 1.47 ¢;T3 5 T2 T4 5 T1 Z 8] 04
b 5 22 SRR B3 H T1 T2 T3 T4 1Y 4k fif
J B 34 i 3 T CKL L CK2, 43911 69.03% 91.76% |
99.15% . 82. 10% F1 41. 67% . 60. 71% . 66. 90% .
52.62% ; CK2 At fif it & i 35 /5 T CK1(19.32%) .,
T3 &tk A BE R T CK1 .CK2.T1. T2 5 T4, ¢
il 188.24% 162.50% 68.97% .19.51% 32.43%
T2 5 T4 T4 5 T1.CK2 5 CK1 Z A2 F ¥R,
CK1 2tk T B, 0.51 g,

IR, T3 AR 5 Lo A B 48 20038 5, 40 5l ok
0.18F10.31;T3 5 T2. T4 5 T1 Z AR & 1L 2% 5+
WARRE ,H T, T2 T3 T4 BRI L1 W 25 T
CK1 F1 CK2, 4> % & 16.67% . 41. 67% . 50. 00% .
16.67%F1 7.69% .30.77% .38.46% .7.69% ; CK2 5
CKl ZEZRANEE, T3 B EEERT CKI1,
CK2.T1.T2 5 T4, 53 5 & 416.67% . 181.82% .
93.75% 29.17%#155.00% ; T2 5 T4 ‘T4 5 T1 Z|A]
ZRPRNEE; CK2 B E 5T CK1(83.33%) ; CKI
R EURAR, b 0.06,

DA I 25 5 0 B R B N [ i FH Wk 3 X6 1) H 25 4))
Bk ZEHL R EE i | ek T B AR G A
AR EOOE RO A 22 SR 3R 0, T3 b BEXT 1) H
SIS EE RN ) TR R R R f i, A AR
] H 254 i HUasi PR AR AL T 3Rt ARIE
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Table 1 Effects of T. asperellum 581 on morphological formation and matter accumulation indexes of sunflower seedlings
. e bRt Pt/ & /g — .
T i /cm Hl/cm SHGREg ST U AT
. . Whole-plant Whole-plant . L
Treatment Plant height Stem diameter . Root shoot ratio  Strong seedling index
fresh mass dry mass
CK1 11.90+0.48e 0.31+0.02e 3.52+0.11d 0.51+0.02d 0.12+0.01¢ 0.06+0.01e
CK2 13.80+0.63d 0.46+0.01d 4.20+0.16¢ 0.56+0.01d 0.13+0.01c 0.11+0.01d
T1 16.50+0.62¢ 0.64+0.04c 5.95+0.21b 0.87+0.03¢ 0.14+0.04b 0.16+0.01c
T2 18.30+0.43b 0.84+0.04ab 6.75+0.31a 1.23+0.04b 0.17+0.01a 0.24+0.01b
T3 19.60+0.09a 0.91+0.03a 7.01+0.27a 1.47+0.08a 0.18+0.01a 0.31+0.01a
T4 17.20+0.56¢ 0.75+0.03b 6.41+0.37b 1.11£0.03bc 0.14+0.01b 0.20+0.01be

T R P ABUE S B R E AR 22 | RFUA R)/ING TR R A BRI 22 53 .35 (P<0.05) .

Note ; Values are mean values+tstandard error in the table. Different lowercase letters within the same column mean significant differences among treat-

ments( P<0.05).
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T35 T2 ZHESARFEHFLEERT CKL,
CK2.T1 F1 T4, 43 9 5 35.62% . 24.51% . 15. 14% .
7.38% 1 32.92% 22.04% 12.86% .5.25% ; T4 i3
=T CK1,CK2 I T1, 7 5% 5 26.30% , 15.95% FlI
7.23%;T1 W& T CK1 CK2, 7 17.78% 1 8.14% ;
CK2 BFE ™ T CKI1(8.92%) ; CK1 ) CAT i 1 %
ik, 7 291.65U - g

. -l
s min
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Note : Values in the chart are standard error. Different lowercase letters in the same treatment time indicate that the differences reach a sig-

nificant level ( P<0.05)among different treatments. The same below.

B 1
Fig.1
2.2.2 KER G B R T h AR ALY H A
(SOD) Fe 2K 7 28R 8 2 B ( PAL) & M09 %5 vh T.
asperellum 581 “[a) il I He B2 %F 1) H 35 4)1 1w Jv i
ALY AL (SOD ) 1 14 1 5% i an 1l 2A 7 . 78
R G 15 ~35 d, ANE AR FE Y 1) H 25 40 1 ik R
SOD T PEAR fbA W Sl AR 1, B0 B B[] 7 8 22 1
Je LA MR AR L HAEERMS 25 d ¥ik )
R, fEHEMT 15 d, T3 1Y SOD i 1 % &
1613510 - g T3 E T2 ZEERANEE
HoH¥BEST CKlL,CK2, T1 1 T4, 73 5l &
48.46% . 39. 26% . 25. 21% . 10. 11% HI 43.49% .
34.59% 21.01% .6.42% ; T4 4.2 75 T CK1,CK2 F
T1, 535 34.83% 26.47% 1 13.71% ; T1 &3 & T
CK1 F1 CK2, 439155 18.57% 1 11.22% ; CK2 &5
T CK1(6.61%) ;CK1 1y SOD i M:HA%, 1 086.81
U-g' - min', ZEZMIE 20 d,T3 (4 SOD i M
F,N1888290U - g™ » min ' T3 5 T2 ZHZERA
WEH - F Y T CKL .CK2 T1 1 T4, 5 55
62. 90% . 53. 44% . 39.43% . 19. 01% F1 52. 17%
43.34% 30.24% 11.18% ;T4 B F & T CK1 ,CK2 F
T1, 435 55 36.88% . 28.93% 17.15%; T1 . % & T
CK1 il CK2, 435175 16.84%F1 10.05% ; CK2 & &
T CK1(6.61%) ;CK1 1) SOD iEtE&A%, M 1 159.16
U-g' «min™', 7EFEFE 25 d,T3 19 SOD &M
B, h2189.21 U - g T3 WEE T CKL,
CK2.T1., T2 Ml T4, 4% % & 62.79% . 51. 88% .
41.79% .13.08% .34.43% ; T2 . % & T CK1,CK2,
T1 F1 T4, 53555 43.96% 34.32% 25.40% .18.88% ;
T4 5 T1 ZRZESAREAFEHEE ST CKIL,
CK2,7> 1% 21.10% . 12.98% F1 14.81% . 7.11%;

* min

. m‘

T. asperellum 581 XF 5] HZ& 4y &M i3 S 4L ¥ndEgFn i

Effects of T. asperellum 581 on peroxidase activity and catalase activity of sunflower seedlings leaves

3 RSB E MR RN

CK2 BEF T CK1(7.18%) . TEHMJE 30 d, T3 11
SOD i P, 1 847.55 U - g+ min'; T3 55
T2.T4 5 T1 Z[EZF¥AREE,T1.T2.T3.T4 ¥ &
FE T CK1 Fl CK2, 4% 9 & 24.63% . 52.82% .
63.41% . 29. 97% F 13. 10% . 38. 69% . 48.29% .
17.95% ;CK2 & % &= T CK1(10.19%) ; CK1 f) SOD
TEPERAR,  1130.63 U - ¢! - min™', {EJEFNG 35
d,T3 # SOD i Pk, 1 680.68 U - g 1,
T3 5T2.T4 5 T1 ZWZERYAEE T1 T2, T3, T4
i % T CK1 A CK2, 43 9 R 25.78% . 47.93% |
59.14% 31.30% 1 9.86% .29.22% .39.00% . 14.69% ;
CK2 B E & T CK1(14.49%) ; CK1 ) SOD i M %
fi%, 5 1056.10 U - ¢
T. asperellum 581 7~ [A]Jiti FH v B XF [n] H 25 &)y ¥
B 2R TN R 2 ( PAL) 1% PRS2 ma i (€] 2B i
TN TR 15~35 d, AN[RIALER Y 1a] H 2240 1
W PAL T PEAS A B A, BB S IR A HE RS A
WA G TR AR S HAEHER S 30 d ¥k
Pl KAE . FERERNG 15 d, T3 ) PAL 3% M
200.62 U - g T35 T2. T4 5 T1 Z 25
AN T1.T2.T3. T4 ¥ E 5T CK1 Al CK2, 50515
30.61% . 58.95% . 70. 51% . 44.20% F113.75% . 38.44%
48.51% 25.60% ; CK2 ‘i % /& T CK1(14.81%) ; CK1
) PAL WEPERAE, b 117.66 U - g7« min™', 7EFERD
J5 20 d, T3 # PAL 3% MEde i, 4 256.48 U - g™
in"' ;T35 T2. T4 5 T1 Z M 2ERH AL, T,
T2 T3 T4 ¥ 5 E T CK1 Fl CK2, 43 915519.15% .
30. 17% . 39. 33% . 23. 50% F1 11.81% , 22.14%
30.74% .15.89% ; CK2 . % ¥ T CK1(6.57%) ; CK1
1 PAL 35 P A%, 5 184.08 U + g™' « min™', 7E4%

* min

-
s min

* min
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Pl 25 d,T3 {9 PAL {6k fcim, 28289 U - g7' -
min” ;T3 5 T2 . T4 5 T1 Z[HZF ¥R EE, T1,
T2 T3 T4 ¥ 5835 T CK1 F1 CK2, 435 16.70% |
29.41% 37.60% 22.54%F16.79% 18.42% .25.91% .

12.13%; CK2 & & & T CK1(9.28% ) ; CK1 1Y) PAL

T PERAK, R 205.59 U - ¢!
d,T3 1y PAL 1& R, #335.82 U - g7« min™' ;T3
WEET CKI CK2 . T1,T2 Fl T4, 53 9% 52.57% .
35.50% 23.88% 9.56% 17.79% ;T2 ¥ & T CKI1 .
CK2.T1 Fl T4, 43 5l & 39.26% .23.68% . 13.07% .

25001

- min~' , EHEFE 30

(A)
ﬁg 2000 F
HI . 2l
-
= 2 1500 g b
22 -
N 1000 =
w35 5
RES E
3 500 F 2
< E
0 =
35
Kb LI [F] Treatment time/d
M cK1 [ cx2

223 KEBEA @ B RS et R HR R A
W B ( APX) #= % By 8 ALEE (PPO) F 6 #m T
asperellum 581 /N[a] Jits FH ¥k B X 10) H 22401 8 it ¢
IR B AL W B ( APX) 35 I 0 5% i T 1R 3A BT
TN TEHEFNE 15~35 d, AR ) H 22401 A
HE APX AR A A B I R | RIVRR R ) 1 4
BIGNE F A AR, S 15 d,T3 /1
APX WEMERE, N 1519.04 U - g« min™';T3 5 T2
ZEZERAEEH - HYEERT CK1,CK2,T1
T4, 53 9 69.56% .39.84% 24.35% . 13.64% F
66.28% .37.14% . 21.94% . 11.44% ; T4 B & & T
CK1.CK2 #1 T1, 43 5175 49.20% .23.05% 1 9.42% ;
T1 BEFET CK1 1 CK2, 4357 36.36% F112.46%
CK2 B #F & T CK1(21.25%) ; CK1 B APX 7% 4 %
&, 895.89 U - g™ - min™', 7E4EMT 20 d, T3 11
APX JitEfe i, N 1 652.38 U » ¢!« min ;T3 5
T2.T4 5 Tl Z[WEFAEE,T1.T2.T3.T4 # i
BT CK1 Fl CK2, 4% % & 26.42% . 42.99% |
49.54% . 28. 00% F1 13.99% . 28. 93% . 34. 84% .
15.41% ;CK2 @& =T CK1(10.91%) ;CK1 ) APX
TEPERAR, 110496 U - g7 - min™', 7EHERNS 25
d, T3 [ APX {E P8R, A 1 706.94 U « ¢7' + min™';
T35 T2 ZEESFAREH - FH¥EEST CKI1,

OT1

7.52%;T4 5Tl ZRERAREE _EHRESGT
CK1.,CK2, 43 3 &5 29.52%  15. 03% F1 23. 16% .
9.38% ; CK2 ' # & T CK1(12.60%) ; CK1 ff] PAL
TEPERAR, }9 22011 U - g7 - min™', 7E3ERNG 35
d, T3 1 PAL 3P, 304.65 U « g7' - min™' ;T3
5T2.T4 5 T1 ZRIZFHARE,TI.T2.T3.T4 ¥
WEE T CK1 A CK2, 43 9 &5 22.79% . 37. 1% .
50.02% 31.65% F1 12.01% 25.62% .36.85% .20.09%;
CK2 ST CKI1(9.62%) ;CK1 1 PAL TGk, M
203.07U - g

400

.-
s min

(B)

e min ')

TN R A A

PAL activity/(U * g

20

30
Ab FEIRF ] Treatment time/d

B
B2 T. asperellum 581 Xf[6 BEL B HE S Y B LB R W SERBE S EFEEN N

Fig.2 Effects of T. asperellum 581 on superoxide dismutase and phenylalnine ammonialyase activity of sunflower seedlings leaves

T3 A4

CK2.T1 F1 T4, 43 5 5 35.32% , 27.80%  19.50% .
9.56% F 33.87% ,26.43% . 18.22% .8.39% ; T4 %
=T CK1,CK2 #1 T1, 43 5l & 23.51% ., 16.65% .
9.07%;T1 3% =T CK1 Fl CK2, 435l i 13.23% Fil
6.95% ;CK2 .5 T CK1(5.88%) ;CK1 B APX 7
PERAR, 9 1261.43 U - g - min™"', 7EHEFS 30 d,
T3 B APX JhPEf i, M 2084.93 U - g« min™';T3
EMnzEEFAREL - &EWBEST CKI1,
CK2.T1 F1 T4, 43 5 ¥ 55.62% .33.55% .23.18% .
13.99%F1 47.91% 26.93% 17.07% .8.34% ; T4 .3
T CK1,CK2 F1 T1, 53 %] & 36.52% . 17.16% Fll
8.06% ;T1 W3 =T CK1 Fl CK2, 53 51 26.34% il
8.42% ;CK2 W & T CK1(16.52%) ; CK1 #J APX
TEPERAR, M 1339.75U - g7 - min™', 1EEEMG 35
d,T3 B APX &, 223373 U - g7 - min';
T35 T22ZRERAREH _HWEEST CK1,
CK2.T1 HI T4, 7 % & 43.39% .36.27% .29.22% .
18.29%H1 34.19% .27.52% .20.93% .10.70% ; T4 i
& T CK1,CK2 1 T1, 4351 521.22% . 15.20% £
9.24% ;T1 W& =T CK1 Al CK2, 435l & 10.97% F1
5.46% ;CK2 B 5 T CK1(5.23%) ;CK1 BYJ APX %
PERAR, 155778 U - g™ « min"',

T. asperellum 581 A~ [aljifi FH v B2 % 7] H 25 &)y i
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R Z2 W AL (PPO) i 14 19 5% i 4n 1] 3B TR
FEHERNE 15~35 d, ALY 1) H 25400t Frvp
(1) PPO % M AR fb A BH 2 i B, BRIV A ] ) 4 A%
EIGE E ARG, fEEME 15 d,T3 1Y
PPO {5 d i, 4 10 031.62 U - g”' « min™' ;T3 i
FET CK1,CK2,T1,T2 1 T4, 4y 5 & 35.06% .
18.05% .11.89% .5.34% .5.83% ;T2 5 T4 Z [0 % 7
AN EH P = T CKLLCK2 AT, 43 5 &
28.21% ,12.07% .6.22% F1 27.61% . 11.54% 5.72%;
T1 W& & T CK1 Hl CK2, 4351 7520.70% F1 5.50% ;
CK2 B #F & T CK1(14.41%) ; CK1 /) PPO 7% 4 %
K, 7427720 - " - min™', 7EHEFT 20 d, T3
) PPO T M f i, 9 11 096.54 U - g™ + min™'; T3
5T2.T4 5 T1 ZHZSHAEE TI T2, T3, T4
¥ T CK1 Al CK2, 4351 23.42% .37.50% |
40.27% . 27. 85% 1 9. 32% . 21. 78% . 24. 24% .
13.24% ;CK2 . =T CK1(12.90%) ; CK1 [ PPO
TEPERAR, 791085 U - g7 - min™', 7EHRNS 25
d, T3 [¥) PPO {f M mr, A 11 254.98 U - ¢! -
min” ;T3 5 T2 . T4 5 T1 Z[HZF ¥R EE, T,
T2 T3 T4 ¥ 535 T CK1 F1 CK2, 4351 18.16% |
31.21% . 34. 84% . 26. 25% Fl 6. 32% . 18. 06% .
21.32% ,13.59% ; CK2 & =T CK1(11.14%) ;CK1
i) PPO TG PERAR, 8 347.19 U - ' - min™', TE$%
FiE 30 d, T3 (9 PPO {fPEf 12 114.72 U - ¢!
~min”" ;T3 5 T2.T4 5 T1 Z[EZFHAREE T1,
T2 T3 T4 $)  Z 5T CK1 F1 CK2, 4335 22.11% |
28.08% .30.66% .25.62% 1 4.40% 9.51% 11.71% .
7.40% ;CK2 i % & T CK1(16.96%) ; CK1 f#] PPO
TWPERAR, 8 9271.89 U - g - min™', 7EHRNS 35
d,T3 (4 PPO Mk fem, i 13 738.13 U - ¢ ;
T3 W& T CK1 ,CK2 . T1. T2 1 T4, 730 5 5541.16% |
37.32% .19.67% .10.08% 1 13.18% ;T2 5 T4 Z |f]
ZHARFMA YR E ST CK1,CK2 F TL, 4

- -1
s min

25001
(A) a
e a a a
=2 2000 b A b
= ? ad cH A E Z
= b d E
5 %0 1500 edC ZIR g
jogs) E
23 = g
ég 1000} -
=35 -
K S =
R 5001 B
Ba g
< 5
0 H
25 30 35
Ab F ) ] Treatment time/d
M cx1 [ ck2

2 Wy S AL i T

PPO activity/(U * g '

O

T 28.23% 24.74% 8.71% Fl 24.73% .21.33% |
5.74%;T1 BE =T CK1 Hl CK2, 23 %5 17.96% Fil
14.75% ; CK2 %375 T CK1(2.80%) ; CK1 % PPO
TEPERAK, M 9 732.02 U - ¢!
BB T. asperellum 581 A~ [a) il FH ¥ BE X 1] H 2%
I B POD , CAT . SOD . PAL  APX #1 PPO i
(R AT B S 22 5], Hedb T3 b B e 4R v e H %6
4t A POD, CAT . SOD , PAL  APX #1 PPO [
T SR T H AR AR B 2R S T BE N A B
T B T 1) H SEL T B AR 1 B VA ACR
2.3 ABEYE A EEZFZKLEERIRN
FE] H SRR 35 d, 184 45 Ak B3 B A0 10
W, KM LL CKL SR, i 97.58% 5 LA T3 b &
AL, K 1.89%; T1 T2 T3 T4 Fl CK2 k¥ %
431K 10.21% .8.76% . 8.34% Fl 26.12% . HHEL
IR IR BB R RO, 45 R W 4 Fos ., i
THHRES & R I A — 3, B DL CKI d i, 2
57.50; T3 St HEHRA, M 0.71, AT 1 X B A
BB IR R LA T3 Fef, 9 98.77% ;T3 W& T Tl
T2.T3 #l CK2, 23 % & 5.50% .2.97% . 3.90% FlI
41.98% ;T2 T4 Z A1 227 AN B EH —F YR EET
T1 Fl CK2, 4% % & 2.45% . 37. 86% Hl 1. 54%
36.65% ; CK1 WB AR B AR, 2y 0, B AR AH]
Jiti PV 8 6F 1) 3% TR AZ R I Bl TR R A — 2 52 ],
A7 3 3 K T R R RE it D X R v R A S I A
HA— R MBRAEH

3 W ®

AKE ( Trichodema spp.) J&— ) 1545 P A, AE
PV Z R U, B AR SR ) AR By A, B RTTE
VPR E YRR P . TR AR
SR AR R P T IR A T IR R B A
FREAC 2~ AR PR AR PR - 1 0 R 25 TR bR R A 7 7 2 | 25 2R
BRI, TEAR B AR AR R AR BN AL 40 18
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Fig.3

Effects of T. asperellum 581 on ascorbate peroxidase and polyphenol oxidase activity of sunflower seedlings leaves
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Fig.4 Effects of T. asperellum 581 against

Sclerotinia sclerotiorun of sunflower

RS B A R 43k 3 759% LA -, FEEEF 46
I [ 35 A I 22 T LR T K 8% ( Trichoderma kon-
ingiopsis ) AEAR AT A 7 W %0 A% 5 T A 400 ok 4
GEIRLRI AERRE 3 d G W IR TP 2 e Y
JEFIBABEFRIL; 5597 5 d J5, WA T 2&T8 L, 1A
W22 R, HAE A 2] 100% ; #5375 12 d, 3
2 KRARH G0 WK B8R N RETE S IR 3k LY E,
FERA R, B AR R SO 0 A% B A
BAFHIMHIRRE = WFoE R, R X /IN22 8L
i BAT 35 0 A= B8R  BIIAROR I 89% . ANk
Brp T, asperellum 581 76~ 6 IRE 56 H m) H 25 5
KA B IG5 SRk 91.46% , 4 Fiviti FH v B 1Y) 725 4% 7 2%
Pk 93% DL L, X0 il TR B Al DU i v
EIRFIASIA] TR 7 AR B0 AR AR AR A ke
IR R T DR R A K Y R
GEpirEdE e, (e SR Y B 18 AR G BT, S R AR )
ABTPE, FRATTTE B A ST SO A I B AR R
WA RIS, A I P azOR R T A TR
LR R TERA TR S I 2 E 1 a, AR
R AT LATE R P E AE I R R E R, A
It 959 Wl ¥ 1 & 32 B, 7R 4—6 A H I, 1
PR SRR S AR Y TR 12 DA AT
HEZARGER W W2 G R LIEPE 2E .

ARFE R ] e SRR 22 537 ), i B A
VML S W A0 S A R D B T SR R R TR I A
AR A TR B e bR 25
KLY AT A Az A K A B B 48 A, 38 i 52 )
PRI BB RMERESE L EY =12, Zhao 451
Wa% Zvif)r[l, Trichoderma afroharzianum TM2-4 B35k
W2 100 fE A RRAL B , T B IR B AR T
NEBOI IR T 28.7% .19.4% 62.1% , BAT 7/
A= W ) R A B 2 a1 & B9 AE 5 Yani
LSV Y R PR R AR EE ( Trichoderma spp. ) RE TR
Rk i AR R 25 5 23 5 5 0.8% 9% ~
23% 219 ~51% , i@ id HEPAT AT DU i K=

AIEH T. asperellum 581 1Y 4 PRI B E T,
ENERA S/ e 7 =N o 179 T = o 7 S D o
R 5 LE AL B 4R 0 W 358 T CKL, B2 5 1R B2 43 53
9 38.66% ~64.71% . 106.45% ~ 193.55% .69.03% ~
99.15% 70.59% ~ 188.24% .16.67% ~50.00% .166.67%
~416.67% , 5 CHAGEZE AL, AR R T L™
AAEI AR TR T W o, 4 v A A 0T T b ) B 1
W, R A KR E , RIS ARG & T 1
B RIR R, e A R T

Az B TR s JEE O ) AR KR — 8 RS BT E
FE R A PR 22 %) DE AR B AR g 4R ok 4 o
Z PP LR P, N R R W A, IR 2
A= B R R 2 BB 175 5 A 2 3 5 7 A ORIl ) 39 P B
ek D T LR B il A O M R P M T A
VT R GE R LA AR B R Sk | B ) R 0 B 45 0ot 4 Ak
Yl (POD) | i AL EU M (CAT) B8 Ak Wy B Ak il
(SOD) AN R R AN (PAL) PR AR Ak
it} (APX) 45 EAT TR A IR Bt AL 2R 4E 1 A
53, ReA RCHb B 1k 20 240 i 37 21 A Ak B s, I re
AL 240 B e A NS ok SR AR L AR AR AR
POD ,CAT .SOD .PAL . APX .PPO % 6 Fhii & AL Ml %t
AREHEAEH B R, 20 EAmES, 5
CK1 AL, T. asperellum 581 1E 4 Fjii FHHe & T 5.
FIINT POD CAT .SOD PAL APX .PPO % 6 Fi{}
PEFRTE Y, P DL T3 A B A K, A R i T
64.35% 35.62% .59.14% .50.02% .43.39% .41.16% .,
g S R kL PR IR AR T pseudokoningii
886 AbFHEE JNAN T I A 5, % bb B 422 35 A 289
955 B AL B SOD  POD ,CAT . PPO 5 #4338 fin
T 46.82% 34.93% 18.75% . 11.63% ; i Bl &
FIFHAE B TB2 LB H RER: 7 5 & B, Sl i A= B
VRIS H g T D | ST 2 s S A W i A= B A
SEIE it A B A H e S TR | D A AL B 2R B R
S FREFAEFRS | S5 AH ) B BB AH G /Y PPO  POD |
SOD \PAL, CAT [ 18 fif§ 1% 1 3% Lo X B 4 &, & ¥
TB2 FAR 6 T 4 RE 5 HRE R R o %) 7 R0 0
Hanim, ARG A 5T 45 R 5 SCER R B 45 R A —
B, KR YY) Z W R AR Y S R
TR 75 AT M) BT AH OC 7 18 i 4 A= AR 4k 12
R AR BT B AR D) e , TS [R) A £ 4 i 0 1 5
B S 1 Z TR R B DI R Y

4 4 i

PRIOAREE T. asperellum 581 A [a] Jife FH ¥ B 188 5
S H 25 4 v pi AL B TS R AL 2 T 4 i p A
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BRI RN 2R 3 T 1) H SR AR P, L
T3 B EG BRIF Rt FH R B 1x10° A4S » mL™ b3
of R S ds, 7E 0] H 28896 R0 5 35 d, ) H 250 frrp
f) POD . CAT ,SOD , PAL . APX F1 PPO i ¥ 43 5 It
CK1 $2/8 64.35% .35.62% .59.14% .50.02% .43.39%
41.16% , 1] H 5541 T bk ey 2R M AR B T i 2Pk T
i MR L FUH R RO S b K 3275 64.71%
193.55% .99.15% .188.24% .50.00% .416.67% , %} [l H
LRI B BGEA S 98.77%

2 % X k.
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