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Research progress on disease resistance-related genes and their functions
in sweet potato
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(Xuzhou Institute of Agricultural Sciences of the Xuhuai District of Jiangsu Province/Key Laboratory of Sweeipotato Biology and Genetic Breeding, Ministry
of Agriculiure and Rural Affairs, Xuzhou 221131, China)

Abstract: Sweel potato is an important food, feed and energy crop. China is the world’ s largest producer of sweet
potato, and sweet potato plays a very important role in China’ s national economy. In recent years, with climate change and
frequent transportation of sweet potato seedlings, the incidence of sweet potato diseases has become more and more severe
and new diseases continue to emerge, seriously affecting the yield and quality of sweet potatoes and restricting the healthy
development of China’ s sweet potato industry. The rapid development of molecular biotechnology has provided new techni-
cal support and research ideas for disease-resistant molecular breeding in sweet potato. This review mainly summarizes the
research progress of sweet potato disease resistance-related genes and their functions in recent years from the aspects of anti-
fungal , bacterial, nematode and viral disease-related genes. This provides a reference for further research on disease resist-
ance-related genes in sweet potatoes and molecular breeding for disease resistance.
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RO MR IRHEN IR B KTy, H A —Fh g
FAVEY) , B T 7 0 7 RN i 2+ LY )2 3
PE TEDR AR B2 4 AR A 2 1 T Hp 2 i ey Tl 2
AEERL, HEAMUE ALY Ty, b
S BRI T T A R A T R
HEEGATA A P E R PR B BU Y
I | REAR IR AN T8 A DR IR AR AR
B HEYUAR T g- % bR 4B R R EN
J DA S ) 0 A X N2 R e AR A R
S, HEZE s SR AR R 8, Sun AR K
MH S MR EEAN AR ke wE, ®
T, 2 0BT ) e S B U5

AR BA BRI PUR T, (B A ) A
Ff ] AR Z V2 I i 3, S ECH B &
W™ B =R F 4G B Ceratocystis fim-
briata 124511 H BB | EEH Fusarium
solani 1%%%[@[3‘]15"%1‘&%}%[9} I Ditylenchus de-
structor 1G5 R H H2EL i s m 7 HIX Y =
K FEAALEH Fusarium oxysporum 1R Y511 H 2
5" Ralstonia solanacearum 12 45| # () H
HAER Y M Elsinoe batatas 125451 M H 2
s KV R iR X A TR dbsc B, S
T3 B X BT 22 5w 05 5 DR TR] v ] L Y
¥ g LR o Y LAk R
SARZEALITR R0 p A S E | s LS AL
B Rt b X E] H BN F IR A M A H ™ E, hE
BHIF TAEE s H B0 F 10 & 4 il Diaporthe
batatas 1ZY5 R H 2 &A% H Dickeya dada-
ntii 224 | Y H 2 2 s e 1 Monilochaetes in-
fuscans 1245 B 1 H Z BRERG" A Lasiodiplodia
theobromae 124475 |2 (1 H 25 )T B 5™ 1l Scle-
rotium rolfsii 125 R HZ HHER" U 5
TARGEL BRI H B AR S5 L dUi S pesh,
S T A ) 24 v 2 A R A R RO
FZ—, EEHHEUR A OMERR SO S
T e [ = R B DX H B 5 19 R A DR A 45
LW, HE PR B L% 7 (Sweet potato feathery
mottle virus, SPFMV) . H %7 G ( Sweet potato vi-
rus G,SPVG)  H 2 B2 5% ( Sweet potato latent vi-
rus, SPLV ) | H % %2 B /&5 % 3 ( Sweet potato mild
speckling virus, SPMSV) | H 4 BEL 55 ( Sweet po-
tato mild mottle virus, SPMMV )  H 248 4% 5% L5 55

( Sweet potato chlorotic stunt virus, SPCSV) | H 4l &%
PR 7E ( Sweet potato chlorotic fleck virus, SPCFV) |
H I AERB AL 9% B ( Sweet potato caulimolike vi-
rus,SPCLV) 85 JKRAEM% 7% ( Cucumber mosaic virus,
CMV) 55 9 P fe 18 B R, Ik H
o B TE Y ] 2% 2 DD 8 i | o) T
Jo R T AR

I HiF, X 25 5 9 Bl 1A 1 it A A5 A 2= B
A=Wy Biia AU AR, b A B B B
MIBTAROR B2 2 77 B e A R A5 ¥ e ()
B AR IR I FE B P AR A TS A T TA] A 1 H]
WORBA R — L 52T s AEBUhR i M B 7w, H 8
FEL 1 B2 A M DL R Rl oy B RIAEAE T 12
FACANGERME N 1 3 5 W L7 bR 3 7 0 T
FEBUE R B R AR PRI AR 4
AR H R AR AT S R B R 22
2 HU AN S5 T PO S Ml B H T
b, AR e BRI 63 3 5 4 B 1Y H A A, T
U BRI BR . PRt SRR A AR R TR R
HEDURMXHEYOR > TEMAAEZEE L,

1 HEEREWREPUERER KL IRER
wFFE it

BRULK 2 H 4y B4 5] IDNPRT SEM %
LR AT Z K A R i B 5, HE 2 3 A vl e A H 2
HEAR P 4= e ol B AV, AR R 45
R 60 A AZ HF IR 45 & 1 - e &R & (NBS-
LRR) 25005 3 K 8 1 R B A <7 9 e 519,
P4 H I P A R B 3 L R P 8 (RGA ) L 3R
31 2529 500 bp 14 1 B, Zead se B AT 7 ), 45 31
20 4~ NBS-LRR 2% RGA, HAfE S 0 & LRy 51 1 2
H P-loop .Kinase-2a #/1 Kinase-3a & GLPL X & LA
PSPIX, FEH A58 0 Toll- FA4AMIA 2 1 32 AR 1R
SiANE-E F L AR E Z )7 5 (TIR-NBS-LRR) Al
non-TIR-NBS-LRR 2 W2, J7 41 bkt 43 #r 46 R
X 88 RGA 5 B 5 B (A FH ST 35 DR AR I [X B 1
BIEMR N RN R 15% ~ 46% , 3% 46 RGA 7] {E
KA FRRIC I H A B e o 1 3 X5 TR A A
H B3B3 342 4> RGA, Hih 7 44 TIR W26, H:
AR non-TIR W2 ; Kim 257 458 5 7 B 12 U J5
IbERFI 1 IbERF2 7EWt b iy Ris W W 7, 2
™~ ERF B:RIAEHEL ( Nicotiana tabacum) W v it Bk
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23k P BORFE R AHCEE PRS (FE KT,
T B I8 A ERDIO  CuZnSOD 1 CAT FE IR, #fE
X 2 4~ ERF {E£4 PRS .ERDI10 ,CuZnSOD F1 CAT
B PR P Bt i 4 DR 7 S BT A A 38 B v R HEAE
T Fote 2 ARG RIS NBS-LRR 26 RGA 1457
X3R5 T 87 FF 51 90, D H 23 2 B A= Fh - Ipomoea
grandifolia "9 1% NBS-LRR 2% RGA , 135 7 4% NBS-
LRR 2§ RGA , H 4 it 1) 2 FE 8 )7 41 64 7% NBS-LRR
K RGA Fr B A 19 P& 5F 1) P-loop . Kinase-2a #1 Ki-
nase-3a M GLPL [X | T 222520 D) H B4 95 AH 56 3
TAOI YE R HARFE 3 1 & RBE5 19,5 1
FBHOLG LA B 11 X518, IR 11 X551 %
HE AR 11 SR 13 T HAR XY £
SPYE(TRAP) - RAEMFHE N (PCR) P73, 45 R %
BT, 11 X5 [ 20 6 Re S0 15 Hh T M 2%y, HL R I
RAFI 28N 3RS 5 TAOI-like J PR AH OCHK
() TRAP #3ic , A e vl 47 H SR 1 8t 1% 24
Yo, o H B RO B R, BN
X H SR LT F) AT Hb - 75 20 H Y
AR 4 Ik PR 4 8 11 0 B, O A B il B X NBS-
LRR S5 3 R R A7 4 78 A3 A, o3 A 4 SR 3R W
HERWH A 379 4> NBS-LRR 285 AL | H:
o N B A 120 45, NL B 103 4>, CNL BUA
133 4>, TNL #0422 4>, PN BUF 1 4>, fiFf Y o fk
¥ NBS-LRR 2R K FE P o0 A, (B8 B B R
6], HirP A 60. 9%14 NBS-LRR 28 5 % i A P 1) 2 4%
ARG FPHN XS 534 & B NBS-LRR 26 55 5 [
JEHA 15 MASFAHEL, 75 N s h RAF IZ 5
S JEH 3 NBS-LRR 28 58 % 5 A i D e 98 At
MR FBEE T RIS TG, =B A H
B AR H A E R E PR L PR B A
FAEDY SR Snap B = 2487 22 4R S K 41 51
HEAT A L PR A B 1 5T 9 I I 8 AR A5 B2
D7 5558 Mo AT 8 T 81 NBS-LRR 28 % 5L
SR A AU 110 62640 FE K | 0 8 2] 4
fih NBS-LRR 2888 (9 3£ (1 361 4>, Hivp CNL #13%
A 136 4>, NL B IEF A 128 4>, N BRI KA 50
A, TNL BUEENA 46 4>, RNL BIFEH A 1 4, CNL
WA EAE NB-ARC 25 50A 7 A OR 574514 4, TNL
WRIEA 10 MESFLERIR, b, =R 5487 4 11
15 Z&ge ik F 12044 NBS-LRR 28 3N, H
He R I R e 2R 8 51 A, L ek 3

PRI 2 A4, e 58 MR, LS T 53.7%
) NBS-LRR 2R IGEEH  IZ TR 4 R BT T =1k %
HF 7% /F NBS-LRR ZE SR B N A& g gk Y
I3AT I BRI SRR G R | N BIESR B L A 2
REFNBLIG Sh A e 75 4R AL T F AR

TEH A = Ffig et F2 P, 9 I EL TR Ceratocys-
tis fimbriata 1297 | EC A H 2 ML ™ 500 H B
Fe A BT, WA i TR (s e i b S R
JEEMEY T, NE B G LRSI, A,
JFH B0 5 Jir P e % 100 S R e e e o v o
BRI BG TR | E 2% R Tt 72 | R AP RS ™ et A o
wCERAT HE W & J&P . Muramoto
G R A o-HT S S AH 25 5 FP Kokei No. 14
o IZIERA T E12Q BSR4 S 3 30 H S
AR -VE oy il 2 DR %) i 3l T 0, A i ALY AR
TR B A RRIL . SR IR LG, o-HT e R A
H 2 g Ceratocystis fimbriata 5} 8 {L B 52 B i ),
B2 IR AR AE Ceratocystis fimbriata WTFE TR
T S L 28 DX /N I B R H B e AR K
M SRR RN T E TR & 2R, BEH
R FH BB 9 e TR A5 S A [ B 1 e
FFR G S 2 PRI 26 30 T H S0 SR B HTPERL
FHUESE 221 DPUHEAHOCEE  Horp i (KIN ) K&
Wi Z , A 117 4>, 5N 52.9% 38 i JE ) s il
WG AL IR AT IDINV 33 2350k R (OEV tk &R )
RNA PR IA R R (RiV BER ), H B R B ] 7
FERAERD 9 d J5 M4, 25 1R, 5 X IRAH EE, OEV
PRR B SBEERBUIE 02 5 =, T RV BR &R 09 SR B
PUPE 0 2 BRI A 40 2 B e 45 2R WU | 78 SR B
SRR YL HT OEV A B L X REAE PR o B 2 it
WA, M (RTATHE FISRME) & i W3 T e AR
Hiy, RiV R P RERE & i T i OB (AR AR
W) & i AR TREOME % b I O I R I 4 SR R
OEV k2 e AL B0 1F 1 35 e, 5 0 AR AR
PP TG AR S 2 R T RIV AR AR P A
F AR, W ST R0 A0 B IDINY 38 3o ] 45 e b
e AV BRIV (S 5 A28 DA I R T 200 PR B o Jir B
BT, R H B RBERYUR T B M e 1 A
B SRPE DY M H e o T LT A3
IbChiA FEXEFGHERT T 3 RS0 iE P13 35 4 b7, 45 S
W, IbChiA W] 52 H 32 B [l i 5 R 0k HAE
AP B SRR RIEE S B E,



1024 AN N (A R

2025 4F 5 41 B B S5 W

2 A A A ik ] B ( Fusarium oxyspo-
rum ) [R5 R 9 3, B £ FE A H A R
A v SRR AR AR €, IR RRAE T, %
i B H T K AT 38 10% ~ 50% 7, Tao
U Tllumina-Hiseq BRI T H 238 B4 (14 3% 5%
AR R FRIKFE (DGE) 2087, N 12 i ke
A2 7101 988 ERIE A i ik b e Sk 4l 45
W4 A SO 22 SRR IR R [ AN/KAZIR (SA) A
IR (JA) 55 0 B AR OCIE R ], D I 22 53 3R Rk 1)
SEFL U MYB % 5 K1 T 20 S 1o P % R
(ERF) 158, AT 7~ 8 AE BT HLER , S A H 2
A3 T8 AR S AR PO R R AL S AR, xR
SO H A B AL AR 4 Ll 57 0
BIFIAEHEAT 222, AT 0 S A T 0 b %
ot , LSO Tt ATE Tt A SE PR 4 DNA S ASEAR , i
VRS 1 %5 H P04 EE 41 SRAP 519141
4o Onofua ™ LA4x 1l 57 FUE AP AE AR, 23 551 FH
ARSI 2 A3 B OR A 1 H 2 ) 0 R B0 T TR A
Fob7(F07) FHEZ0 P Fl Fob04 (FO4) {2 4 H 25
RS R AT SEALIN T, 8T 1T [RIPUE M H
it N E BTG I B 12 Yl sf 1) 6 PR St R AR R AE
424 AN CERKI 1 MAPK %5 5 H 22 i 1 g i 1k
MRS FEIA o /INes A5 IH 25 2 S 21 Bl vh
Ve 25 AR FE N IDMAPKKY % 3 R AE H Z AR |
25 RIAR R SR AR AR DT R H S e
B IR YY , 76 A B rp BRI 2235 IDMAPKK9 7] 305
SA LA S AT 5 i SRR A O 5 A EE R (V-
PAL4 NtICSI .NtNPRI .NtNPR3 I NtNPR5 ) 7E 48 h
Py L RS IbMAPKKY Sl it 4 5 SA {52446 5
WA UG T, Li 450 H 25 R
ND98 H 4325 3| H 25 & Fig Bt s 5& A ILSWEET10,
JEAE S B USRS A ST A R kAT R
ik IBSWEETI0, 455300 | IbSWEETI0 i A Hkk g
BE PRI R s o 1) Mz i, R TR Rk R R
(AR B, ST D 1 9 D B A K A T 7 11 B
W, DT S 3 4 v T B B DR X SR A B
Zhang %5 R GT 45 R LW, IbBBX24 i ik ik
Xof 2 SR B S 3 v, i — 20 R R 9 i R
SEPRJE ) 1bBBX24 334635 e RNA T4 Rk fl pk it
17 RNA-seq 1 ChIP-seq 43 M7, 45 & & B, IbBBX24
RERE 25 B AE R ARG 5 7 IR R B L N 1bJAZ 10
FbMYC2 ByJa 8+ L, W6l 16JAZ10 f 3k,

HOE IbMYC2 RN, AT BRI R R,
IbBBX24 A] LA B %5 TbJAZ10 AL AR T, M1 s 4%
IbJAZ10 XF IbMYC2 & M0 il V6 T, i 98 45 5 B
Ty IbBBX24 1 H 55 & B HTW DI e T B W] T B-box
BEFEER [ IbBBX24 G o i 45 R A R i 42 4 o H 2
SEPRHOE R A T LB, XA I AR i 4k )
ARG & F = hUry H 2 S AR 11, I e bk
5 IbERFI 3£ R | JE47 52 ) 5E B PCR, 45 9 R W
IbERF1 7E £ FIWs R w2 4% 2 h #14 h J5 Rk & W
RN, AU S ATRR F R (MeJA) F1 L4 (Eth) 2
h.4 h Al 12 h A] 5 38 Az L R B3R5, i e e
IbERF1 W REME 3/ MeJA/Eth 15 538 % M i $2 55
HEmEERYrE, BiEE YK bPIF] SEF A
FI% 19, 25 R, IbPIFT % 35 DR Bk 10 & %105 4t
PR PR I H BPIF] 52323k 1 TG MEE R
AHICIE R V5 R A AH S BE R R4 B 1 SRR
PUIFAH DG I P 1) e 35 | T B LA A i 0 45 R R 1
IbPIF1 BEW% 509 A 1Y Serpin-like & 11 T H.1F,
B AT =2 160 4 A R s 2 i DRI AR e ) 2 1
bk, BRERE @ X S ER 22 R 2 A H
B SRR TR S A3 A AR RGN | B 3k i )
WRPUTER CIEI IbF6° H2 FN IbCOSY 5 R PR it
FIh S HATR I SS R R W, IbF6” H2 FI IbCOSY
BASEPR RO PR 3o 3 5 H4) B 418 v 0 R it e X O A At
TIR BT, WU R e A5 R B B i 5 S 4
HE A R PR O T HUME R B
AR 2 b 1 60 AR AR & BB — Fh 58 K 1
W FEILZR T RE AL & AR M R, R i R
B E 10% ~ 20% , & H E L A e T 2 4
WO S AR 0 4 3 L I N R e )
BT A, HR R B | SRR T B A R A
KIRER Y H 5 R H AR, Ma 257 Ik
TR T 55 H B A% B R A A AR F T PR R
JF5 (SSR) AR i 4 5 H SR Ji 9 B30 i MR 3k [ s
(QTL) BYBFST , 3% 28 QTL Al 7F H 2 M & iR P ik RL 1A
FRVHS 240 22 50 I H bR 10 5 B & Fhrh R FE 2R
Zhang 25T i ;AL e IR 5 068 B S ) o 5 H
BR A EAENLER, 4387 2 BUTE H 255 6 K ol 0D
HHEAEH T, FIHRIR AR b FFFRA N £,
X AT AE 5 2 0 5 B AP RR A O, i o 45
R AR TR R B o H AR i ho vk 4R 4t 1T
PMEREIEIN . Kim 2505° %} 96 A~ H 2 3L 8 R A7
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SRR ZH SEIA0HT ( GWAS) LU 8 3T s e L [
FEEBT LT e T TR AR T 5 1 35 A% L 38 2ok ) I
RIAr B (GBS ) AT HE PR 73 2 3o i )5 B8 44 255
AP IR 2 A PR 5 (SNP) |, X S5 Hu A B2
KA SNP PG 11 AR P T Rk 07, KB
Horp o MR FR ik B & A AR AL, F B Se SL R nf
RES 58 T B AR JE R P PR R o 4 SR Bl
T H SEPUHR T DA MR s 1 1B 35 DXL A B i A B R
IHERFIE .

AN FEH 2 FE B ia T BN R I, (8
FAA: B B AL P AN BEAC 31 B JAe 3 (e 0 H 2
AR IVER iR ReHE = H by 5L i ek, AT
PR H RO PEDST . Wang 258 i FH P9 AR M v
i ZEFRAT B YTB1407 B V7 i Ak B H 2, 25 SR R0
5 X EAH L, YTB1407 30 1 7K 4 R 8 45 & 42 v
PR-1 FERAY IR BN T SA &, Ifwb 17 H 2
Fad AL S &, RIBTEE & T NPRIFI PR-1 LR 1
FEIRAKOT, TS T T 22 X6F AR 3 5 R S BB 114 47T
;ﬁo

2 H AN FE R S RERY
it i

Ralstonia solanacearum ZYH E 52K, &k
RN 2 Ly SR Y =5 I SR C S c 7 e S
FRHE I, H S R Ao 0 B R ES
e BTS00 R A E R O X
RAYEM T o, & 95 1 e H 2 7 o — i 45 2k 20% ~
30% , HH T35 70% LA 1 H: Z 4alie, 93 A v R
AR 0 R BRAE AR D41l 57x 42 1l 630
Ze2 I AR BT AR K1 43 B EA SR e Sr Bkt , )
FHBEHLY 1 22 251 DNA (RAPD) £ A 1% 320 /> Fifi
MBI, i A 1 A5 14 E) S213-500 7Bk [a] 4
BT 28R, Bizbric S B IS E WA R
B, ATVE B T 70 S5 3 T4 0 3 Bl b e, Ay S0
S5 K BTE R RS SR B AT 3 d A
) R SA Hn] i S 20 R R Ptk Hodh SA
BB W EE R 5 mmol/L, SA RERSHE = H Sk A i
A AL (SOD ) it S AL EUH ( CAT) 16,
R E ALY B (POD ) (A3 1 RN 8 (MDA ) &
i, A AR A (H,0,) BYBRR HEN7E SR ik
JREAR YL T, SA REMERRARA NG S F T 5
HEXEE e A b, TR WS R B, R

RS RRR R 5 H S R v % D AR G
CAEBTIR A A S A — S F M E, M
Tt R F eDNA Ry i A (RACE) #4737
i Al S I T IRAS IDSGTI 4 KT, iZF 5 &
A 1451 107 bp FFHUREAE , 465 369 2SR, 7
FIEEXT 430 & B, 2T 95 45 SGT1 AHIE I PR <7 45
PR3, SR VR B 45 0 B At R R [ R e 753
NHFL ] IbSGTI % FE PR B, 285 5 i R | 3t 368 A H4
BRI AR fR BH ., 52 04 € L 3 A, T 2 i DA
R DL BRRIR , W IbSGT1 5 KPRV # % i B
IR ECHA BT T

BT POD TE45 SRR B ( Pectobacterium chry-
santhemi ) {ZYe H 213 12 b (728 (L B , Jang 251 46
T 4 AH 2 ARG RIS POD TEVERT 10
A~ POD FER R IR G, 45 1 K% B 3 A~ Fh
POD TEMEFE RIS 16 h FF4R 34 AN, Shinwhangmi 1
White Star 2 4§ FR ) POD TEYETESEFI G 24 h 155
RO, ELHOGT R 5 4 5 5 RAR BRI 53 435 1 .
7N TERTA A — R R FKGE RS 2 POD [
TR PR YL J5 2Rk i i 0 I 5 sk, 10 4> POD
FEIRITE 4G F AT TR e R B 22 5 ki 340
POD FEHUN swpa2 .swpa3 supad swpa5 swpbl FE4H
T PR G JE 9175 53508, i eI S 2L KR (1 POD
M TS5 T %3 5 WA B i By B e Ryu
Sl R — TR T swpad 2 374 bp B 811X
SO A Y 2 R AT T 5T, Kim 78T
H5E IbMPK3/ IbMPK6 99~ DI BE , 7610 B ( Nicoti-
ana benthamiana ) W H P BEF£IE T IDMPK F:H 1
SR TR AR A A2 B T O OGS R
ik, W IbMPK3 F1 IbMPK6 TE40 40 # 12 Y vh K 45 25
WEAEH, #F — L 05 & B IbSPF1 J& IbMPK3/
IbMPK6 Y, 6 H i & A= Y a5 5 7% 510
sk R N F /R, IbSPFIL BE % 5 IbMPK3 Al
IbMPK6 4 5445 /E , IbMPK3 1 IbMPK6 38 1 B {k
IbSPF1 ) Ser75 il Ser110 5% 3 Wi T IbSPF1 X} 40
FEHE ST W-box JTAFIZERIT ; BLAN, 7R
B 2RISR R AL BT 1bSPFT 3£ R %5k
1M H., I6SPF1 W B R A AL A0L 5 A8 1A T 4 B S B T
(IPTHERG 5 | IbSPFT BEIT 338 B MR FE AR KR T T
5 A 6 3 PR 1 ek, B 4R 1bMPK3/ IbMPK6 3
TEXF IBSPFI WRETR Ak 38 T UiE 5 R A% 2k, AT
FEAHIB TR R R T B ER
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3 HELAUR TR I RERY
WFFEit

H 2Lk U & i Ditylenchus destructor 12945
B, 2B N ZE R, FEE SN TR, A
JeF KA1 B B PR ™ E R e A
b, 0 H B A 7 I R, s B ] b
20% ~50% , Ko7 I AT G B L0 S A
TIRFEHE Rt 222 BTSN, ) H 35 =252k
B Rl JK20 FUE & RS CEAT TR sk A oy
B, FEIE CRN JK20 kB3 11 284k di 22 3Rk
e, i 3ERE 6 4~ DEG #£17 qRT-PCR 43175
UE, 4550 G R SR AL 4 R — B TS R o H
R HURHUE S 0z S it T e 2% AT
H LA T AR ROR P R H 35 i b g 25 48 O e
Yan %570 5E 2528 B BUME I SRR S8 4T
IR 222 U T 25 L Fh AR 55 2 8 R ag Mk
T 2744 FLEM, JAEHY 10 A QTL S5 # i 2ELk
O Tk B A B, O T 2R OC B A ik 2 A
itf13g19570,, Zhai %7 ) H S HT 25 28 i 548 1k
AR 603 Hh T e M JILIE- 1 R A WL D)) IbMIPS I
IbMIPST 3 IR H A RARAE R 25 1R B R B B
SR ZELR BTIE T AF I 45 5 2 i R
Ptk T 2% Cai %57 0f H BB (3%
SpTI-1 S AR, A B 8 Ak 28 75 41 i e 1
iy A K & B J7 R E AE . Fan
EPIRET H 2R une-15 R A B T RNAL T
PR HR IR HARAT A T T ER AT
FANAPIRE 22, S5 R R [N H 2 2R 4R Ui
YA Fr#t & . Oryzacystatin-1 (OCI) 25 & —F i
1 D ) 591, w41 ) £ b 3 v Y 2 S T RH
IR R, Gao %7 i i A AT B A 5 12045
OCI F: P AN HEE SR 18 H, i i [H ] 2 5 Al
2Rk U N ARG | DT i A A ok e O 2 £ T )
2R R PTIERR F BE AR B, SRR i Rk
OCT HEPR B 4 e 1 % H 3 25 2 duig ok, A6
S50 R R R R T OCT HE R RBP4

AR ZE L ( Meloidogyne spp.) MY LN
T RS R, R A LR HAIR TR
VR A s 22— o i 32 B 2 i AR 25 2%
H( Meloidogyne incognita) , %% BT ARG H 2= Xt
FECRR 3 ™ o i 5, 3 B R A TR AT R T By
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