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Diaporthe batatas ~ Fusarium spp. ~ Lasiodiplodia theobromae ~ Macrophomina phaseolina ~ Phomopsis destruens
B HAb Phomopsis spp. ° Lo #f 2 A H & 4T E Xk B - B3 D. batatas ~ L. theobromae ~ M. phaseolina ~ P.
destruens B -t Phomopsis spp. 35 7T ¥ IR G B » #E& H 3830 AR G4 380% /R » Fusarium spp. Bl fE AR bk &
AR - RFRZER > THLEEEHEHEERERTEMBEEERNFERZ S -
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H & > £ % Ipomoea batatas (L.) Lam. >
ol E ~ WS - B BE(CRF (Convolvula-
ceae) HEEBE (Ipomoea) YY) > JRERFEEMN
FeARRE T RN S PETE » T1% (A B s
FIEM = 2 2011 FF88 - HERIREZEE R
Rk N Bk BRE - BEEREHEAE
B ¥E B EY) (Regional Office for Asia and the
Pacific, Food and Agriculture Organization of
the United Nations 2014) - {£ &8 » R (EIREEHE
EHERE - RIE 2016 FREZGREESTE
i (http://agrstat.coa.gov.tw/sdweb/public/book/
Book.aspx) &R » HEH A A 10,589
ha - 7 & 242,030 Mg » DAEM - #{E- &
MATEER FRLEFREAZ 'BR57

9 R TBREe6sE,  EXHLMEAA B2
71 5%, K "Bk 2 58, -

CRIH BRI - RN FRAEELE
BENREM EMEVAR  5ERIRRE
fr (Clark 1992) o (Rt » BR1% Gl F i Rl 2
R HHHEEENEZRGHEFZ— (Ray
& Ravi 2005) = H H (7 & B H 55 BR 1% e 1
JRE » FIH Lasiodiplodia theobromae 5| #E
Z HEE B JE W (Java black rot) » Hf Rhizopus
stolonifer 5|#E 2 #RJEHK (soft rot) » H U EH
& (Fusarium spp.) &K 2 fRIE% > B Cerato-
cystis fimbriata 5[# 7 BBEHE (black rot) & >
RREHZ A H Macrophomina phaseolina 5|
#E~ IEJA (charcoal rot) © F§ Phomopsis de-
struens 51#E 2 ELJE% (foot rot) » [ Diaporthe
batatas 5|2 ¥ZJE %A (dry rot) Sl Aspergil-
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lus ochraceus ~ Cochliobolus lunatus I Glio-
mastrix novae-zelandiae 5| FE 7 AR TE L -
Hrh o L. theobromae ~ Fusarium oxysporum f. sp.
batatas J% P. destruens b T EERIRIGHSN » ey
TEME PR _F S B R # (Harter et al. 1918; Ray &
Nedunchezhiyan 2012; Clark et al. 2013; Huang et al.
2016) - HATC.ELERE &/E S HEE H SRR EE
H C. fimbriata ~ Fusarium spp. ~ L. theobromae
R. stolonifer (Hsu et al. 2002) ~ D. batatas
(Wang 2014) fz P. destruens (Huang et al. 2012)
% > M. phaseolina 1F & & i £ ¥ H 35 G E #H
Ao HE RN G &L R ER (Tsay & Tung
1996) KA G KEFEFR (Lin et al. 1995) o

BEBAHREEAHERRREREZ W
A (B SH ER IR 0 TEROR R
BETHREREEYAEEZEE - KR
SR B E MK R H S BRAR Ry b 72 A
(Y FEERRE G = 2 FAH R~ B
ZoBEEEPRE RS RN R eE
HEUUR B FAYBR I GO S TR
KB 2 P A BRI 2 2% -

MFERTE

R ERSHE

PR4E 2015 FEHALAIRILIE K 2016 LEEHE
KM% 10 HE H IR SRR B B
B2 | wk itk » 5 FIB L 50
SMBISE BRI 2 BAR  SEAEVEIBE P -
PASCEARERE 2 wk &2 iR
SRR R A I SR R A 12
BRI -

BREHZERREMRDHEERRGERE

W2 wk & AR > I HIAE
Rop Bz SRAR > R DL B 2R K% 3 mEZ 1% 0 3
BHH SR - &8DL75% Bk RE N ER  H
T 5 T) U B AR S D (R 5 > B pH B
3.8 7 Potato Dextrose Agar (PDA) 5 5L [B
acidified PDA (APDA) » {45 B E 1% 2~ 300
mL PDA B#&E » B E A 750 uL 50% (v/v)
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i

ABBR (lactic acid)] AL - ffor 2w 4H
B N RAEE MR - VHRRSG PR
% E| PDA ERiE - BV ER > B2 2%
JKIGRE (water agar; WA) S8 AL BREE > AR
FEABETIE&T 0.5 cm x 0.5 cm J788 » B A
MEKZIREET  RERK 10CKFE F &
R © BEOh - BB PRAETE - KPR s B
SCH SIS 3 em /N 0 E R CE
2% KHHERER EIBER KRN A L - £
HEPA = S BCH 55 80 B iy - Pk
ERFEREIR b WA MR
(differential interference contrast; DIC, Nikon
80i, Nikon, Tokyo, Japan) BHZZfld 7~ L &E » i
LI NIS-Elements BR 3.0 #g8 (Nikon, Tokyo,
Japan) BEIEPLEE SO (E o4 M1 HEHEE
KR -
RIRE D S #EE

HHEEEER PDAREE E FEAE
W1 BIHESRER 1.5 mL 880 d -
A 0.5 N NaOH JA % » A9 8 1% i 4%
W% o BN OB R - I AA 9% B8R
2 0.1 M Tris buffer (pH 8.0) » #{T/E&&E
J5 PCR [Z JE 27 1% B 154 (Tsai 2005) = DA Taq
DNA Poly (Protech) 2 &l 2 # 1T DNA %
Sl sHsH 7 FE » B91iE internal transcribed spacer
(ITS) F By P 2 51+ ¥ & 1TS1 J 1TS4
(White et al. 1990) - WilE{&EY) - ZHIF &R
B AE VI RER R 1 A FR /A & (Tri-1 Biotech Inc.,
New Taipei, Taiwan) #{TE ¥ > & P4 RIE
National Center for Biotechnology Information

(NCBI) B E T HETPHIELE -

EERNEERRRRITAE

PERERE( F Z bk » B14E D. batatas Ph-832
Bk ~ L. theobromae B2715 B ~ M. phaseoli-
na Mp-001 B I ~ P destruens SPPD-50 & £k &
H At Phomopsis spp. Ph-835 Gtk » & Hi e 1%
RN B &S - RN RRTY PDA |
DIFESEIE T ESE o B P. destruens DL 20CES &
Ah o H AR R E DL 25CR & - FEE A E
4-6 cm IF - DU 2 FTfLas (FLEL 0.5 cm) 1]



30 EEEENIZE 68 B 1

HERBG 2 HSIRE R fH - HEH 2 5RER
2 BUE K S FELL 75% B S 4 5 1% B -
PEAE U7 R o7 Ry ¥T FLIEE R I 7 P T FLHEAE
BLUREE T2 B 0.5 cm T 25 A PR AR U
L em > HL 0.5 cm Z B ILUE - B
FHIE R 2 B4R A FLIE (Khatoon et al.
2017) 5 iz BERE - RIZ DURER < & 5 T 75 3
IRFEEHHIF — B4 1 cm x 1 cm ZRF
%ﬁ{BB”*§@%$E$E@ » BRI 2 K7 Pk B

B ERAGRE R WA E T NRAKE - &
Hﬁ%ﬁg%@j& o IR & H 4%~ PDA
agar EIYRE T FLEH 2 2 #3051 - 1 R
B SEBRRENEHaRE BN 25C
F%ﬁ; » HEIREHIR I o VIRUR R ETT
AHA oy - ST o ke L R R L A I R A
E o

#1.
ZHEERE

Table 1.
Changhua in 2015 and Shueilin, Yunlin in 2016.

faR

HERBRBRNEERR DEEMEZH

&

A 2015 FERAL KB E TE - 66 57
HEE R 2016 FEMAMME "G 575,
% HEMAY$# 4 = (incidence) ~ 77 B B 1
Fe A [E 85 B R B 2 SRR B = 1 o o
2015 FEAL R & 2 H 35 > a3 G e 5 R
Z YN0 o HOE RS A AR N o 2 12 wk
I > 504 FREEAR A 436 FRIGH > H P HEH
YRAR AT o7 B 2 H B DA L. theobromae % 5 6
wk B 4L 145 FRIRIR 77 B 254 B H{nﬁﬁﬁﬁ{é
4-8 wk B HEH S & - K& By Fusarium spp. » H
&4 15 6-8 wk - HAHIEL S D. batatas ~P.
M. phaseolina J; H. ffl Phomopsis
spp. % > H Sl Gk 6 wk I - 2016

destruens ~

2015 FERALAIN I, 2016 SEEMOKMHE FER FERGHRE R AR - BB RS A FE RO BE

The incidence, fungal species and quantity of rotten roots in different periods of storage from Dacheng,

Numbers of rotten roots

Year Location Species 2wk 4wk 6 wk 8 wk 10 wk 12wk  total

2015  Dacheng, Changhua Diaporthe batatas 0 2 13 7 0 0 22
Fusarium spp. 0 1 29 33 15 0 78
Lasiodiplodia theobromae 1 55 145 64 18 1 284
Macrophomina phaseolina 0 0 3 0 3 0 6
Phomopsis spp. 0 1 12 3 3 0 19
Phomopsis destruens 1 2 2 0 0 0 5
Others 0 1 1 0 2 1 5
No fungi isolated 3 7 4 0 1 2 17
Incidence” 5/504  74/504 283/504 390/504 432/504 436/504 -

2016  Shueilin, Yunlin Diaporthe batatas 0 0 15 8 10 1 34
Fusarium spp. 0 0 4 26 47 23 100
Lasiodiplodia theobromae 0 1 6 4 0 1 12
Macrophomina phaseolina 0 0 2 1 0 2 5
Phomopsis spp. 3 0 2 9 5 2 21
Others 0 0 2 6 4 6 18
No fungi isolated 0 2 4 11 7 9 33
Incidence” 3/500  6/500  41/500 106/500 179/500 223/500 -

“ Incidence: accumulative numbers of rotten roots/total roots investigated.
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FEEMOKM @I EZHE > £ 12 wk i
500 R ESRR A 223 RIEHL - /T EEEIR %
I E B B Fusarium spp. » H S &% F 8-10
wk [ > 5 % AITE fEiEe 10 wk B > JEoEEE] 47
P o K& By D. batatas > 1£ 6 wk B4y BEF] 15
Pk H A& & L. theobromae ~ M. phaseolina
K H Al Phomopsis spp. > 57 B £ 5 B SR AR Bl

% WG B 5 R (8 ek % 6-8 wk ] o R Z ]
R #EmE BRSTH B, - %

S50 P R AR — b R U o 4 2R SR - ELAROA(E

(A)

FHp ORI B S PR P L R ([ 1) -

RIREZ DS HEE

F%ﬁa*&'ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ NEFRBEINRTE
7 #EEME > Pk T Ph-832 ~ Fu239 ~ B2715 -
Mp-001 ~ SPPD-50 J Ph-835 [ fk it {7 i 22
J#EE o Ph-832 J/* PDA BEE A 2 A ®-F
HRETE (B 2A) - H BB R afE ROk +
2% (pycnidia) E)\I%%ﬁ%i%iﬁi?@%
([& 2B) - 5458l - fe > B> FEA 2

& 1.  57EES Diaporthe batatas (A ~ B) ~ Fusarium spp. (C D) ~ Lasiodiplodia theobroame (E ~ F) ~ Macrophomina

phaseolina (G ~ H) AL Phomopsis spp. 1~ 1) 2 &
Fig. 1.

& 57 9% fEESAIG R H SEBRAR S MEL -
The appearance of rotten sweet potatoes “TN-57" that Diaporthe batatas (A, B), Fusarium spp. (C, D), La-

siodiplodia theobroame (E, F), Macrophomina phaseolina (G, H) or other Phomopsis spp. (I, J) were isolated.
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2. Diaporthe batatas Ph-832 EIR1{T Potato Dextrose Agar (PDA) RFEELZ H% (A) ~ {1+ (B) ~ HEEEEET
ZETIRSE (C) 3 Fusarium spp. Fu239 BiRAE PDA B2 A Y B (D) ~ 8T (E) ~ N s3E L2 EfaREE (F)
Lasiodiplodia theobromae B2715 (T PDA BHEE Y 7% (G) ~ 0 (H) ~ AR 7 EEHufE (1) -

Fig. 2. The colony on Potato Dextrose Agar (PDA) (A), conidia (B) and sporulation on stem of sweet potato (C) of
Diaporthe batatas strain Ph-832. The colony on PDA (D), conidia (E) and sporulation on Casuarina equisetifolia (F)
of Fusarium spp. Fu239 strain. The colony on PDA (G), conidia (H) and sporulation on Casuarina equisetifolia (I) of

Lasiodiplodia theobromae strain B2715.

% E7.21 pm £ 0.07 pm £ 2.53 pm = 0.02
pm o fFH S EHT b E 4 A O AR E i
i ([&] 2C) » D. batatas Ph-832 & 1k ITS F& %
(accession No. MG827239) 4% Ei NCBI &t}
ER¥ - WEZIAI D. batatas FA{LLJE 515 (accession
No. KP995194) » {RIEILRE ke 77 FLL B &5
$E B D. batatas ° Fu239 j* PDA &K FiE
ARt O®mE% (B 2D) o o4 i1
JI (18 2E) » Wl dll > %% > & 32.6 ym
+0.73 um + £ 4.93 pm = 0.06 um + 1E AN
I FIP R BRI A f e (8 2F) < Fu239

B #R ITS 7 %] (accession No. MH747099) 4%
81 NCBI &R LY - #EREA] Fusarium sp.
I f = (accession No. KF246479) - {5 H
FEINE - T IPRR R ISR - R
Fusarium sp. e B2715 Bk PDA B3 A FE
EHEBRES > FEPRFEKE (B 2G)
AT IR (B 2H) - e BHBEE
E 22,53 ym £ 0.26 um » £ 12.44 um + 0.16
um > E RN = EJP AR BB 25 (E
21) « B2715 @k ITS fFFI4¢ 8L NCBI &l L
¥} (accession No. MH789983) » B L. theobro-
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mae TH{LLJE & = (accession No. MF580791) -
RIBESEINE - PP REARBLES  BE
By L. theobromae » Mp-001 £ PDA £ & K P
RN RO EIRES (B 3A) 24 M &
U (18 3B) » HHE - M6 > 22.04 um £ 0.25
pum > £ 9.98 um + 0.08 um > 7F K i = #E -
7R RN 88 (8 3C) - HITS 751
(accession No. MG827241) £LE1 NCBI &} /&
CL¥ » F0 M. phaseolina FH{LL /& B 15 (accession
No. KJ780774) » k4% H & S8l - 2+ P

(A)

BB 5 THBHEE R » 58 B M. phaseolina -
SPPD-50 {£ PDA Br & Ak b4 R G (i % -
BGARY (E3D) » fE N LEEE FEE D
418+ (& 3E) - EfE RSOV - BH - e
Wi BB M 0 & 7.67 um + 0.12 ym » &
3.82 um £ 0.04 um > FEARESEE FEATLAG
O EE fil## & ([ 3F) © SPPD-50 [ ik ITS f¢
Sl &K1 NCBI E et EELL ¥ 0 B P. destruens 7
5| (accession No. JX421687) HH{LIE EH 72
B EBHEEIIERBEFEE EER/P

3. Macrohomina phaseolina Mp-001 F1£(F Potato Dextrose Agar (PDA) EFEEL 7 H% (A) ~ T (B) ~ N
=EE [ EAUNSIS (C) 5 Phomopsis destruens SPPD-50 BFRE{E PDA BEE R 2 7% (D) ~ #i11- (E) ~ HEEEEHT 1
2 FEFAREIE (F) 5 HAth Phomopsis spp. Ph-835 BIFEIE PDA B E 7 B% (G) ~ i+ (H) ~ RifisE b EfIRE

O

Fig. 3. The colony on Potato Dextrose Agar (PDA) (A), conidia (B) and sporulation on Casuarina equisetifolia (C)
of Macrophomina phaseolina strain Mp-001. The colony on PDA (D), conidia (E) and sporulation on stem of sweet
potato (F) of Phomopsis destruens strain SPPD-50. The colony on PDA (G), conidia (H) and sporulation on Casuari-
na equisetifolia (1) of other Phomopsis sp. strain Ph-835.
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destruens - Ph-835 £ PDA 52 & B F E £ A
BREOCESKIE% (B 3G) » 2487 R
HisEi (5 3H) » A - fEe - W R B
o0 £ 5.93 um £ 0.06 pm > E 2.49 um + 0.03
pm o EHEEH LEAAOCEPE S
(& 31) » RIBETEINE ~ TP - EffEiE
DL ERR ITS %1 (accession No. MH746018)
o FEEEEE R WP E R Phomopsis sp.
FHN - o BERE R P 3 PRAETT ITS
FI43 M1 (Ph-845 ~ Ph-846 ~ Ph-855) » H.Fp %I Bl
Ph-835 IS BETZH -

(A) (C)

»

sere

8

68 % 1

RIRITAIE

DL D. batatas Ph-832 & # 1F H 2 1 &
TR R 0 21 d 1% 0 5 O] R B 4 A
o HAMBLE W BT B S oy LR BA AR ([
4A) - EEIFRR - NERAH S 2 F KRR 8
W HRELIR R ABHAE (B 4B) - HEERA
09 (e BB AT AH AR o B - Ty B D
batatas » 75 DL K7 BE7E » AR R 3595 - L.
theobromae B2715 B £k DLHI K7 77 = 18 > 3
AR - R 3 d SRR E TR IRE AR

4. Diaporthe batatas FfF Ph-832 DIFTFLEEFETY T 57 9%, HEE (A ~ B) 5 Lasiodiplodia theobromae 1%
B2715 (C ~ D) ~ Macrophomina phaseolina B 1k Mp-001 (E ~ F) ~ Phomopsis destruens Bk SPPD-50 (G ~ H)
At Phomopsis sp. Bk Ph-835 (I~ J) DIAI Rz BERERY /2 57 5% HEDIREHA K- L) -

Fig. 4. The symptoms on sweet potato “TN57” after Diaporthe batatas strain Ph-832 (A, B) drilling-hole inocu-
lation. The symptoms on sweet potato “TNS57’ after Lasiodiplodia theobromae strain B2715 (C, D), Macrophomina

phaseolina strain Mp-001 (E, F), Phomopsis destruens strain SPPD-50 (G, H) and Phomopsis sp. strain Ph-835 (I, J)
inoculation by way of peeling. Inoculation with agar as control (K, L).
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B ([ 4C) » WATIEIS 5 5 d RFHIFABEMR -

WE SR E T ERL B FRANEBIL
oy EA{EED oy SR B (8] 4D) = M. phaseolina
Mp-001 B PR DUHI Rz 7 U #eE » BRAR S B A i
FE AR BT ([ 4E) - 51 5H ] 5 A B 1 e B
JRTE AR R R EURAHAR - TSNE B A AR
e B0 - B oy SR DA B (I8 4F) - 5
AR AT B0 ft 0 AR T 4E A 0 Bl - R R o0 e
M. phaseolina ° P. destruens SPPD-50 & £ LA
I K7 7 Pt - BRAR R 78 AR B (& 4G)

PIBHSEAR - N E4E B e LI MR ([ 4H)

G H 5% Bk o Phomopsis sp. Ph-835 E ik DLH
R 7R REE A RSO (E 41) - V)
PSR - PERIEAL - sHARERER ([ 47) - 554h

#H ¥ Fusarium spp. B{H EPREST HEHE > &R
IR SRR EE B IRE - HHRE
PR o dEae DAFT FLBERE BOM R R B9

R

AR haBEREsTHER ISCTHEIRE
ARG T » HEEMRIS I A B R ETTREEL
WATF e - HEELRBEEZENREEY 2
— AMABEERZETR 12 1 Kk
TS BERERFfE - R RO ek > DAHT
I BRAR 8 oF R BE B ORG/D (BT fi 0 T o (o ek
MmE &4 - B2 BRI R 12-16TC
(Owunmen 1978; Kader 1985; Picha 1986; Li
2013) » AfF S L ISCIE R EREORE - 7TH
RS "B ST 97 K TER 66 37, HEBMR
o AR BRGNS - A0 BIRSMA
Feiat o RLEEEGRAET o iR RAFRGIEE -
PRARA AT RE R F 1R K 10-65% & & (Ray &
Balagopalan 1997; Li 2015) « A E A
fefisek 12 wk BT H EESIRAVIE S R 1B - 45
REUREAL R R EMKARIRARES 12 wk i
% 2/VEAF 40% DL ENEHREER > HR
MUBTL QU el 1% 6-8 wk BHIG R &% 4 -
BERT AL EORSEREHNHRIBEAR #2258 - BEA R LI5S
20 1EH R R IR - BRI & HER
FHERIE - FOw R EEER R - DIEER T
Z R A REE SR SR AR A (5 e S A R
Ei= I

i
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KR EZ RN ERER R 6 8 H
B 2 F R P destruens B1HAM Phomopsis
spp. Fyl[El—J& > [ElF D. batatas HIEMEHEATNE
A Phomopsis spp. ° CE % RE & » P destru-
ens IEPDA 2B B L EA EEREEBETE
BESANEIE - HEINEAM Phomopsis spp. 1£
PDA S A FES O LSRR &R HE
& » 81 D. batatas 1£ PDA 5585 FIPRE %
WY O B R R R R AR T e
K[E s 46 0 D. batatas K. P. destruens TEEEAL
~ APDA 5= FAEE %18 > Phomopsis spp.
W& IIETd ZNRMERK 6 cm 2 PDA §53&
B e HAh o KHBEERE 0 2 P destruens 1%
Fe 7 WIRABHBI R » D. batatas B1E Al Pho-
mopsis sp. 1% f& Rl f [t {5 7 - Phomopsis spp.
M #EEMRBEARME TIPS ot DK
FAHERESEME &R HET MRS
FR/NEREIAEAT - FEA R L& FERE (van der
Aa et al. 1990; Rehner & Uecker 1994) - Z5{§
DUITS | B (T 4y LR - RIS B R F IR
[ S 3 R - BRIPRE R F#EES » IR
AT A 7 i B 2 B R R M T A o (E
JiR B 2 A R R R 55 R Y - Ik
5@ YA B0 4E (Schilder et al. 2005) » 75 5 &
BT EYIREE - 455Dl EIRZE 0 {6 Phomop-
sis spp. 2 #5 AR R 8 o A NEF] #E E 2 1
,‘/% o

TE R IS R 2 W BT T > AR STEE R
BUR > IR HEE - K EH—IREW
U ta At - 1 53l A (5] B B A SR AR 2 R G fe B
B > DUBUAAE B /NE R E GRS 2
T B AN SOR U R S AHE - DL D.
batatas Ryl » o fk ek B 2 75 e 1 H 2 — U
FiatE L - EAREHEMEE - BRI 24N IR
g ERE RN R ~ 904 o AHARETE KT
ARG © L. theobromae gt —ImtaiL
S HEZREERE HRRAgELR
SR E M R R E &S > TR HEE RER
[ 975 B9 B RS 5 0 M. phaseolina R o 7E H £
KT R AL IR I » FER s R EE > 1%
JEP LB By R B G IIAARHALRE
P. destruens QI & )iy BRI EE B HEAR - W
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5 e HH 22 2 - 385 5 18 (0 I JE S 8 (Huang et
al. 2012; Clark et al. 2013) o ASHFFE1E ek A
LEN R Z R BB YN SRR (Harter et al.
1918; Clark 1992; Clark et al. 2013) fHE - #
HITTRE RV R A > SiEF Bl H 28 il - ERA 1
HRA o T AR R 8 5% (4 78 7T BE s B L B 5%
& HET R R AR > W L. theobromae ©]
RERIEREEBOEFERESEE - AN A
FEERE T BB R AR Bk T
LA B T AR FL R B 4 48 e i AR
B R AR AR 22 B R T LA
WEEER R 2 — o 5590 » M. phaseolina K
TE Gl M s B YR & h B £ B A 3 2ATT
g > BT RRRE  FELEER
7% 8L 0 RIJEAER 4h SC Bk (Ray & Nedunchezhiyan
2012) fEHEARTT ©

ARBFFEH o T R N B B 0 o B
FINEFEFEME LB RMEE o L&A A
Bl > S EESEE B2 L. theobromae » 1F 4-8
wk B K& 3 0 0 Fusarium spp. & {8 20
L. theobromae » {H R TE {2 IAR G4
DL 8 wk B 77 B i %« 3 & T AR K bR e H
5 DR &% W& Fusarium spp. > %%
W R (R Y 8—12 wk o [HAEE » 41 D.
batatas > L. theobromae J; M. phaseolina HII{E
felek T BAAE S A R 2 o B B o B A [ R S8
SFAEMNIFEA - A e BRI A B 4R e A4 HUE
A o — B SRIRAV AR fe A 3 S M BE 2 8 e
HYRE R T FE > AR Y R it i i R TR 2R
PEFRAY R A A o GERR IR - BRARAYIS
PERME TR > HE M AT RE R AR - 4HER T B
AR R TEE - ETBREINER
ATRE BB AEE > MIERIRE -

Rt Rd HERAR oyl 2 B B w1
JEMMREM A R ZIRER » ETEEER -
45 L D. batatas ~ L. theobromae ~ M. phseoli-
na ~ P. destruens J &\ 43 Phomopsis spp. H] i
RCHRIRIE AL - BAWEME - BHEIMRE (Ray &
Balagopalan 1997; Khatoon et al. 2017) #&RH
SRR E R E —EL o Fusarium spp. AR
REAE RO (8 > HC R R AT A R 1A 7 B R (R
AR - o] sEF G MURIR B0 BERY Fusar-

rere

]

68 % 511

ium spp. > B/VH T EANEREENE
41 o Fusarium spp. £ H A E S E A
b Bi E i 2 4 (Ploetz & Palmateer 2007; Tay-
lor et al. 2017) Z 4} > Fusarium spp. 71 7] BE B
BEFEEZRRNERR  MEBEMEREHE
b 53 AR BN A B T BE B A A I 0 8
(Fracchia et al. 2000; Bacon et al. 2008; Barik et
al. 2010) «

WIAK DA HH R ZE 7 e A AF BB 06 H S ER 1298
FH 7 FEE R A R E R - R
FEEBNER Uk E2EEBRMEERE
DU T T e A e S e P BBLES 4% 1 FE ] IR 74 1Y
TBIF P destruens B H EEREIR W > BT
BRERSN > e fE R s A e bz it
TR E B ZE (Huang ef al. 2012; Huang et al.
2016) o H Aif £ AT H #5287 0T #5 th fE i il a
K~ AR EREEE © (d R i S o F e 4
PG48 ke H 73 JE v M S e fT RSP A » R TE
SRR L TS > 25 T & P
Rz HEEE MR - DU R E Rl
REMN A o L. theobromae [ & E IR EAP »
TRE] dE R H S 5 &S (Huang et al. 2017) o
PRIt Z 5h > L. theobromae Fy % UV H & - i&
MR SR > 0500 ~ (0gE - BIZEBER
EOREEM > K a R AEiEER @ENIRE
BCHR SEAE Ryl - N0 A R AT E Y
BOHE 0 EHPK REFRY _EAEE o DR ERTE -
AN (EWLEE FIRA FI AL SR R #E
1TFH 6 1Y ) & (Reddy 2015) ° M. phaseolina
FEHEEE > TEEHE B KR SRR
& (Ndiaye 2007) > H o[k 113 - 1%
B EAESER - TES/ MIBEOEZ
T B A W) RIEZLR - AIRIRPGE = » TT#EH
TEOHE - B H B 7 S ET (Tsay
& Tung 1996) o B RFFE L > L. theobromae
TEHREARBAE R EB R, - R ER IR
T HAE9% (Adisa & Obinyereokwu 2004) ; Pho-
mopsis Spp. FEEHREE LB HWEH
AEEHIEFEEN{CES £ (Pscheidt & Pearson
1989) « B R1AE AN bt 52 o i 25 7Y s o B 0 -
£ /0K L. theobromae F1 Phomopsis spp. WA fi
B R EARRIE - FENE HH B A I A DLUE & 4
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FIHELT P » BHIEW R B AR » WEEC & Al
e ERETT = PR I R R R E
I IR BR UL 15 AR -

KimmEEHEER - R HEE R sto-
lonifer » LR Fy H EE PR 1% (80 = B AV IR
J5 B (Ray & Nedunchezhiyan 2012; Khatoon
et al. 2017)  R. stolonifer & H & I ¥ iV ¥k &
oMM ASEGEO BEBRER A
g MAIZ 4R E K 20°C (Clark et al. 2013) > [
Scruggs & Quesada-Ocampo (2016) f5H & &
F& R A 08 FE BRI - FIAAE 13°C B ¥R
JEARTA 90% EREE T » R. stolonifer {EHRIR FHY
RIIHBEEE - HIE2-5CH > HE&ERRK
il T8 2 % T 52 227 (Amiri et al. 2011) »
KRS — B Pk B SN oo B s (B (R R
R HPMEOR T Gk > REEA RIS R, stoloni-
fer ZAZZ% » AIRE Ry AT o R o0 B B 30 i
HZ R BCEF IR R B HIEOR G R R 7T
R 1E SR AR R R i 2 4 -

ARHEHEGEHSEREHEEREZ
T R A BT MRl R R - i FeaE SR A
{E Bt EH BB R EIAR 2 AR1% - ik
fetmE e a8 Z W95 » bR S A 05 [ &
HITLEEERPTIEN » TR R E R
THHENDE » &K - JBRRHEERE -~ #WiF -
TEOEE - FHEEEES > SCETEMY)
B EYPiazitse s DIERIRENIEZ S
% o

AWTFERITEE R B G Rl BT 52
FoOATEREZEKE ETEAFETRIEEE
PRt R o DU RSEZENE T
BBl e 25 AR 2 S A R B BB 1T - P BE S -
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Study on Sweet Potato Storage Disease and Etiology

Chao-Jung Wu', Hong-Ren Yang®, Ching-Yi Lin', Chiao-Wen Huang’, Sui-Li Hsu*, Su-Yu Lai*, and
Hui-Fang Ni**

Abstract

Wu, C. J,, H. R. Yang, C. Y. Lin, C. W. Huang, S. L. Hsu, S. Y. Lai, and H. F. Ni. 2019.
Study of sweet potato storage disease and etiology. J. Taiwan Agric. Res. 68(1):28-39.

Post-harvest storage disease is one of the important limiting factor of sweet potato produc-
tion. To investigate the incidence of post-harvest storage disease on sweet potato, healthy roots from
Dacheng Township, Changhua County and Shueilin Township, Yunlin County were collected and
stored under 15°C for 12 wk, and fungi on rotten roots were isolated every 2 wk in period of storage.
After 12 wk of storage, 436 of 504 roots from Dacheng Township and 223 of 500 roots from Shuelin
Township were rotten, and isolated fungal species included Diaporthe batatas, Fusarium spp., La-
siodiplodia theobromae, Macrophomina phaseolina, Phomopsis destruens and other Phomopsis spp.
Pathogenicity tests were conducted, and results showed that D. batatas, L. theobromae, M. phaseoli-
na, P. destruens and some Phomopsis spp. were virulent, and could cause rotten symptoms on sweet
potatoes, revealing the pathogenicity of these species. On the contrary, roots inoculated with Fusarium
spp. did not show symptom. This study provides important reference for further fungicides screening
to control the post-harvest disease of sweet potato in Taiwan.

Key words: Sweet potato, Storage disease, Dry rot, Black rot, Charcoal rot.
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