TLHAN 4R ( Jiangsu J.of Agr.Sci.) ,2026,42(2) :407-419
http: //jsnyxb.jaas.ac.cn 407

IHE K e RES S HPTRIERIR R[], AL 2AHR ,2026,42(2) 1407-419.
doi ; 10.3969/].issn.1000-4440.2026.02.020

BR AL 7 T 97 T 5T 3 B

SE, WAEE, FEE, IrM, &R, HEH, TR
(TEIRAE AR Be i ST/ LTR8BSt A o R SR8 28, V08 g &t 210014)

FE: HMUWENRIREZENETAEY , HOIH N B B I6 A2 SE 907 Ml W] Rp gl i e i 268 . AR SUN = J7 T 45
IR T BB AR AER A 5T i R R IR I BOw i R S BAEOR Bt 4 vk SR BT RORAZ R PO o oL S A
PR LS A, 2 A B P IR S L T SR PP AR R AR AN SR | QTL 2 08 B8 A FR DL e o itk
MR BRI S5 M, RIS FHUmfh Bt 5 IR QR | 2 4 =B AR & SH L R AT, It o+
BB AR 0 N FH A8 DL B8 T R+ A ) B R R R 2N AR O 2R B BIIR AR FR |, DT HE Sl BORU™ Ml 1) 85
HAERE,

KR B SJENR; RREEBEIR; BURHLE; iR SRS

FESES: S436.418.1'1 XERFRIREG . A XEHS: 1000-4440(2026)02-0407-13

Research progress on pepper resistance to anthracnose

GUO Guangjun, LIU Jinbing, PAN Baogui, WANG Shubin, GONG Chengsheng, GAO Changzhou,
DIAO Weiping

(Institute of Vegetable Crops/ Jiangsu Key Laboratory for Horticultural Crop Genetic Improvement, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing
210014, China)

Abstract:  As an important global cash crop, pepper requires effective anthracnose control for the sustainable
development of its industry. This paper reviews the research progress on pepper resistance to anthracnose from three aspects:
the pathogenic process and control technologies of pathogenic fungi, methods for identifying disease resistance and exploration
of germplasm resources, and molecular mechanisms of disease resistance and metabolic regulatory networks. At present, this
field still faces problems such as the narrow genetic background of disease-resistant germplasm resources, insufficient
standardization of evaluation systems, limited precision in QTL mapping, and lagging analysis of disease resistance
mechanisms. Future research should focus on the innovation of disease-resistant germplasm resources, the integration of multi-
omics technologies, and in-depth analysis of resistance mechanisms. It should also accelerate the application of molecular
breeding technologies and establish a comprehensive management system centered on “disease-resistant varieties + biological
control agents + precise pesticide application” , thereby promoting the high-quality development of the pepper industry.

Key words: pepper; anthracnose ; germplasm resources; resistance mechanism; control strategies
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FEAD, LA A AT I NI BRI R B RS
FHEARE T 28 °C AHXHE JE = 95% ¥ 55 Hh AR 1 24
h,7 d JEhFEmEK B A E B 4 Rr H #4126 ~28 C,
TR 14 d JE AT A

P PSS 55 Ak B 1 o R AE AN R 10 2, T
AR EE 1 K R EA <1 mm H1~2 FEHH %
W52 G SRBEEA2>1 mm H 2 F &3 %, 1
MEMIIG BT 7 BB Fak 2 DL Rtk
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PR R AL FE S RS SE TR
BTz T B B0 153 AT S BB B
P EAREE RIS, 5 B R R SR Rl kAl
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HPUR RN R IR AR 52 45 K7

i RGN A S BN
HNETE BB B AR R S R AR R R T
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PRIRAE TP RE % JEF0 7 d SRR A LRGSR

BIARSRS L A  B 1E r PARHE T .0 9%, TC
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Table 1 Germplasm resources of pepper resistant to anthracnose

2.0 em<if BE L AA<3.0 em; 5 94, i BE B 4> 3.0
em O TR 32 BER ) Montri S ST 1Y
PRI O 9, TCIR BE; 1 9K, 19% <5 B 17 AV 2R 52 3% 1
BI<2%;3 2%, 2% <IRBEIBY RLKMM <5%:5 2%,
5% <SRBI R LR M < 15% 57 9, 15% <R BETHi
RV R IERMR <25% ;9 94, s BT FHY/ S S 3R 11 FH >
25% ., FESMIFTE N A 35k X — bR T BT
PRACIFHCIRIARI L S U & FpAFSE 0
2.2 EHMBLARER R R IR T

BT P 352 AL O 58 5 7 A A R ) il
IT 30 AEBIFSE 4SS R WY, BUBURR 15 i b bt o I i A
BRI AR A BT . —4F A B ( C. annuum)) TP TR
PRI T2 A BT BTt IR A vh T rh
FEBABL( C. chinense) 5 T T HH ( C. baccatum) , H T
P I BT TR ARG SRS 0 2 5 BIL ] S B, 3
UAIEIE Rl A I P B R IR 22

BT ARG Tl BT 96 5 1) 3R 48 %58 4R T 20
40 80 ARAX, EN Rl 8 A5 F 5 i AT R BT
SERWESE Y BHIE G138 2o R I TR 22 A Rk 22 o O
BEAS B 3 34 Fh T BV C. baccatum () PBCS1
Fh AN PBC8O S X} C. scovillei , C. siamense A1 C. trun-
catum FTIH T 5 PURE, C. chinense cv. ) PBC932
AR % C. siamense F1 C. truncatum B 78 ¥5 51 ¥t
RO g A T VR Y & B R IR BB
FERE AL ST FIRic T R BEE T e Al ok
P B FP BRI 1 s,

PIH B T FE R PR S A Y] B i S5 3k

C.siamense  C.chinense: PRI95030 LU AT [26]
C.baccatum ;PBC80 PBC81 PBC1422;C.chinense: PBC932 HAGARZI, EE L [14]
C.baccatum var.pendulum ; UENF1718 \UENF1797 AL Sk [32]
C.annuum ; Punjab Lal RS GRS IR [66]
C.chinense: GBUELO6 , GBUEL28 . GBUEL73 . GBUELS7; C.annuum: 75 ¥\ UL B 03k [67]
GBUELL04 ; C.baccatum var. pendulum; GBUEL106
C.frutescens ; UNEMAT17 ,UNEMAT52 .UNEMAT51 TR A B [68]
C.chinense ; P1 594137 AL B [69]
C.annuum:no.1009 ,no.1018 ARG IR FS [70]

C.truncatum  C.chinense ; PR195030 FAR /8 I DS [26]
C. chinense : PBC932 Eriﬁﬁ,%ﬂiﬂ%;ﬁﬁﬁ,%iﬁiﬁ;%%&l@%ﬂﬁ%&%ﬁ, [71]

C.baccatum ; PBC80

WA FIZLAY BRI [72]
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ST B ST TR B A B Bk 27 3k
C.annuum ; Daepoong-cho AR AN, L [73]
C.baccatum ; PBC81 AL B [74]
C.baccatum ; PBC80 . PBC81 PBC1422 ; C. chinense : PBC932 HAGARZI Bk [14]
C.chinense  C. annuum ; Bhut Jolokia; C. annuum ; PBC-380; C. frutes- 752\, &% [75]
cens ;1C-383072
C.annuum ; BS-35 BS-20 . BS-28  Punjab Lal Bhut Jolokia , Taiwan-2, 752 FIZL Y, £ )3 [75]
1C-383072 .Pant C-1 Lankamura
C.annuum ; Punjab Lal AR GRS [76]
C. chinense; CC0164 . CCO165, CCO191, CCO192, CC0202, CCO206, £, 413l [77]
€C0209,CC0218
Comilla-2 ALYk [78]
C.annuum :n0.1009 no.1018 EAR/8 i IS [70]
C.annuum ; Bidhan Chilli 4 Pant C 1 Chinese Bona . Chilli 38-Ragi  ZL3AJY], 41 3% [79]

C.scovillei  C.baccatum ; P1594137 HAGW, B [80]
C.baccatum ; PBC80 TR 20 Lk [72]
C.baccatum ; PBC81 TR s [74]
C.baccatum ; UENF1628 T AL 2 Sk [81]
C.annuum ; CN404 , HNCS H AR B [82]
C.chinense ; 158502 ,229200 ,270479 305437 305455 . 158769 ; C. bac- 75 #A I FLL Y | B )32 [83]
catum var. pendulum ;218958 ; C. baccatum var. baccatum ; 229147 ; C.
baccatum ;240869 258953 305478 ; C. frutescens : 276470
C. chinense ; 11229207 . 1T236717, 1T261436 , 11261448 | 11284059 , 75 #A I FILL Y | B )32 [69]
17305437 .PI 594137
C.baccatum var. pendulum:UENF 1628 T MR A [81]

i ERHIE 51 Bl SEBMUET AAR  5 5E IR Y42
PETFIE T )2 W58 X AR A5 SR T 101 25
Ffgs, LAVE 81/ B VE 73 B3 1Y C. truncatum | C. sia-
mense Fll C.scovillei HTEEFPE IR, %1 0154y b 7 Fp i
PEIRMEA T RE SO e 1 81 My BUm Rl S R R, e
7.98%, BAFH S DLE P IRIEE C. siamense
SRR, I SR ST I A 146 £y hn TR
PRBURH BT 5% I h 4R A5 5 BT R BT BT I, SR DTN
S UST DL AR AT B Y C. siamense N HEFR T IR, 8 i
T ARG LA R E A, D 23 43 BOABUR 5T 55 5 o
e O MR A TR . TKRE 2SN L C.scovil-
lei FRHERNTUE , XF 60 173 I BURN 5T 3¢ Y5 E A7 00 1
YE AT 4 PR R R, kA AT N 256
3 I A B BT B¢ P b O e L 3 0y e bR B U
F8 Gy PUi Al o eI, 3298 A1 ] P 2R 9 A
55122 D\ 38 13y BB 5t Bt i b i Ak 3 L C. sia-
mense FRIFPTUCUR, SKATIRAE " Xt 128 4y Tiif R B

Fh BB IRAER C.scovillei, Tk Hy 7 40 i P i %R
R 21 OYGU R BT BT, T T I JE A0 A 98 13 N
5 it M DX SBORBURD 5t B 36 P R 05 8 T C. scovillei
(RN GEIR . Wang 55" AN 17 453 BOBURP 5 7% I v
TV 1L C. truncatum (IR GE IR, 35 0 251
FIHIBE AR S He Rk | 5 B4R 15 3 39T C. fructicola
() 5T B R, B — A0 3 I R R IR T
RX22-1016 B 5T %8 Y8 (G0 1. TR LD 14 451 R A
BBTTAIER QTL 5% 9ibric UN, M 318 iy A
2 F P AE 10 5T UN JE R 50 i BT 5T I

[ NS ME BB R AL o J5T T 10507 328 0 T 347 1T
I HT s Ty s B s Bk ik . A5 it F B
FhBTGE IR 24 P T HURUE A5 R C. baccatum il
C.chinense ,\TINA= 7= L) 12 MO AR S A C. annuum
Hh i BE AT IPTE T BT 5E AN 2 5%, ILAh, AT
U5 22 3R Y S (0 T AR | o 22 T 2 9L T ke =2 A3
SEMTIEHURTE . TEREI, BB IR A BT IR Y
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WFFE S B I 2 ) P, IO 28 HR BT
T BT e F2 A AT AE VU R 77 X (F B ), i At
BRARE ™ X O AR BT SR NAE T B = [l
ZHHIRIRE C.siamense VEATR R G IRPTIR ML E
MELLA AR BT IR PO RE T, AN, D THiBk
BRI 1) 73Tt AL ML S AT B A I

3 BRI G > T AL

BRAX 2% T HO B s 1 132 1R AR

WFTREE R BB SR BB 1 52 BBURD
[ 35 15 5t o S /R A M LR R SR B BB
SN, AN [RBRUR BT T IR U s S LRI A AR
225 C.chinense cv. PBC932 Xt C.truncatum HIPUIHTE
L2 LAY Y [ BOMB A RRE , SR ST U BTR 1 S
PRI coll V145, £1 ST 4 DU ply B P B K]
col2 W™ Cobaccatum cv. PBCSO MHTE I S F
RS st A, TR R EAEE TN co4
P LT UeTE U eh Sk BRI Cos IR
FEBHUTFR C.annuum cv. Daepoong-cho X BIEIR AT
etk L AR A B M B R PR SAE T T C. bacca-
tum cv. PBC81 X} C.truncatum FIPTIRTEN] H 22 35 K
™ LTI | C. chinense cv. PR195030 % C.siamense
AP P F 22 2L R IR 5 1 C. annuum ev. Punjab
Lal %F C.siamense WHUIRMEZ WA SR RCeI PR35,

3.1

Xt C.scovillei AT W AEBAIERREE ™ LA RFST
FINHK C.baccatum cv. P1594137 X} C.scovillei WIPTIRTE
SRR RR

25 B RTIR OSBRI R R =
LR S A [RTASUR BT 5% U5 A 00 P 35 A A X
FTEZE S ﬁ-?ﬁ*ﬂﬂ‘)ﬁ’ﬁ‘ﬂ? X A [v) 5 JL T /N ol )
PUME BN B S 5 [ — AR 5 95 YA AN [
ﬁ@l?ﬂ’]hﬁﬁ?’ﬂﬂﬂﬁfﬁﬂ I TEH U B
rhe SO0 H bR S e A B N B R SR B B B A T
R HEGH &
3.2 HEMIIREREREENML

> F BB 2 I s 35 PR 6 F 9 2 2R AT C.
chinense cv. PBC932 C.baccatum cv. PBC80 X C.bac-
catum cv. PBC81 = RFUIpFP T 5% I S HAT A BEAA
Hr C.baccatum cv. PBC80 F1 C.baccatum cv. PBC81
Xt C.siamense ,C.truncatum F C. scovillei 55 22 g it
/NP B AR E TR BT

BRI HE R & ST T I AR 22 PR,
6, ARSI T 2B B3IV RS2 42 Ao i 1B
(T e (3] £08)) Bt b bR e (B T Bt
HAE JRTETRE R 2 51, S BUE A5 R E
SRR, AU IR RS IR R o — A1 1
FHIRY LR I HAZBR T BABCE R b 5 53+
FRICIFF L HERE , CRIE Y QTL BN IX [N FE1Z 365

RN G E S AR EL TS (LRR) WPt & moRwkE BAFRMMER SR BUrE R, Bibdhix
F7 A AN, I, C.baccatum cv. PIS9A137  JEHIOCIEIRFN QTL AL AN 2 FR
x2 HMIREREXERM QTL s
Table 2 Anthracnose resistance-related genes and QTL loci in pepper
e - 5 e ol e S ¥
HIHE I bR BrE M R ETIRE Sk UREN L /QTL HERFR I ik
C.siamense / C.chinense PRI95030 LIUBREEE S EAR B4 H#4 D4 BI B2 HI DI BI B2 HI DI
TRy B#H H#  BI.B2HI BI B2 HI
PR SORREEAS B4 H4 D4 BI B2 HI DI BI B2 HI DI [26]
C.truncatum / LU STREE EAR B4 .G4H BIGI BI GI
C.scovillei  KSCa-1 C.baccatum PBC81 AR e R 12 CaRI2.1.CaRI22  FEtagMecagll~FEiccMcgals [74]
EtatMcge(4d ~ EataMcgc0l
A LSO BE EA 12 CaRI2.2 EtatMcgeO4d ~ EataMegcOl
AN EY RS C CeRC EaacMcge02 ~ EaatMccg07
FHA R 9 CeR9 HpmsE143~ EtgtMcgt03
C.truncatum  ThSCe-1 LTINS AR 9 CcR9 HpmsE143~ EtgtMcgt03
LTRRBE S AR 9 CcR9 EtgtMcgt03~ EtgaMccg10
C.scovillei  KSCa-1 C.baccatum PBC81 BRI A LI B 12 CaRI2.2 CaR12.2MI1-CAPS [94]
BEA
C.truncatum  ThSCe-1 9 CcR9 CcRIMI-SCAR
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. I NN e e e , e s 5%
PRI SJH A AR iRy itk % e fatn PN N/ QTL R L it
HRAWPREES AR P3.P5.P7. AnRGO3 AnRGOS,  ES382~HpmsEI26 InDel-
PI0.PI2  AnRGO7 AnRGOIO,  HpmsE116 HpmsE057~
AnRGOI2 GpmsI6I Gp20068~
C2At4g03400
A ESRRE A P5 AnRGTS InDel-HpmsE 116
C.scovillei  Ca C.chinense PBC932 TR RIRR P5.P10.P12  AnRGDS5 AnRGDIO.  InDel-HpmsEI16 Gp20068~ [95]
AnRGDI2 C2At4g03400 ES118~ESI8I
LIRS B PS5 AnRROS InDel-HpmsE116
LT ESEE A P5 AnRRTS InDel-HpmsE116
LT R P5 AnRRD5 InDel-HpmsE116
C.truncatum  158¢i C.chinense PBC932 TS 2 RA932g CAP_T39318 0_I_1042~ (%]
CAP_T22290_0_1_429
FAR 28305 T 2 RA932r CAP_T39318 0_1_I042~
CAP_T22290_0_1_429
PCa2(Ca313) LTI R RASOrP2 BACSNP-4-63~BACSNP-4-60
C.scovillei  PCa3 (CaMJ5) C.baccatum PBCSO AR RASOrP3.1 BACSNP-4-63~ BACSNP-4-60
12 RASOFP3.2 BACSNP- 12-61 ~ BACSNP-12-58
PCa3 (CaMJ5) 5 RIS T 2T 2 4 RASOrHPI BACSNP-4-63~ BACSNP-4-60
9 RASOrHP2 BACSNP-3-84~BACSNP-3-87
C.scovillei Cal53 C.annuum Py, TSRS A 2 col SCAR-Indel (100 bp) [63]
(PBCO32 RTER)
C.annuum Py, T AUPTYRE EAR FROH SSR-HpmsE032(231 bp)
(PBC8O it %)
C.scovillei  Coll-153 C.chinense PBC932 B TYNRE AR 5 AnRGOS P5L-P-81 ~P5SL-P-137 [97]
C.truncatum  MTCC-3414  C.annuum Punjab Lal — ZIZUIRIFSS RCtl CtR-431 ~ CtR-5%4 [98]
C.scovillei  Ca C.chinense PBC932 FA IS AR 5 AnRGO5 P5in-2266-404~ P5in-2268-978  [99]
C.scovillei  MJ5 C.baccatum PBC8O ZLAIIRBE AR 5 LG 4 RA80f6_r1 SNP305~SNP331 [100]
(%)
RASOrP3.1 BACSNP-4-63/ BACSNP-4-60
AR R A H RASOf6_g1 SNP541/SNP571
(%)
3 RASOf6_g2 SNP228/SNP218
C.scovillet — / C.baccatum PBC81 BRHRTETEELS L 4 ARG _4a chr4_161.7 [101]
4 ARG_4b chrd_207.43~chr4_196.86
LI EE G L 12 ARG_I2 chr12_39.89 .chr12_36.95 .chri2_
219.56
1 ARR_11 chrll_234.14~chrl1_232.44
C.scovillei  coll-153 C.chinense PBC932 LTS BE AR 1 AnTI.1 S01_269452010~S01_269452873 [ 102]
4 AnT4.1 SO4_181119266~S04_182900037
AnT5.1 SO5_23094798~ S05_23095680
AnT6.1 S06_183956953 ~S06_201925771
10 AnTI0.1 S10_63817504~ S10_63852540
11 AnTI1.1 S11_175566252~S11_175569641
LT ASUREE S AR 4 AnO4.1 S04_181119266~ S04_182900037
5 An05.1 S05_22557109~ S05_23095680
6 An06.1 S06_183956953 ~S06_201925771
8 An08.1 S08_79854152~ S08_79854177
10 An010.1 S10_63817504~ S10_63852540
C.scovillei  SXBJ23 C.annuum cv. R24 LTARBEE AR 1 ¢ARLI 01g282~01g256 [59]
1 ¢ARI.2 01g134~01g063
2 AR2.1 2g028~02007
9 qAR9.1 095025 ~092070
C.scovillei  UEL8.1U C.annuum cv. UENF  F2GUHRTE 505 H 1 QTLI AFLP 45 [103]
1381
2 Q712 AFLP 17
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3 QTL3 AFLP 108
5 QTIA AFLP 106
9 QTLS AFLP 111
11 QTL6 ISSR 1
C.truncatum  / C.annuum PPTC26-3-1- FRIBFEOI KR 10 CaRI0.1 T482 [104]

1-1-1-1

PR S AE T A el 2o R 0 5
FIBTIP TE 35 AE AL, 2 A AS [R) st 390 47 76 R [R] (R B0
BN SRR E AR T KT RIE T G
A9 % BR, LE BT 2 | LR S IR o o 2 45 R o
K SRR AN TR SR TR 2, DRI e e I T
LTS AR C.siamense 124 LB AR PepCYP F&
Rk T ] A AR R R A A
FEAE I | 21 BIHABO BRI A H0s Pk B iX
JENTEZ B B FR il 3 R PepEST 323584005, fig
i 38 3 41 ) B B B R T A i R BT
,ré[ﬁz,l()ﬁ} .

FE5r T HUEZ T8, R s A R B s T
BRGNS A3k 2 3R 38 oA 25
R, C. truncatum 1RYL)5 , CaZF FTEI) 18 A,
GO FRR R 2ZES BE N FIH CRISPR/Cas9
KRB CaERF28 FE[H | A i EYESR BB C. trunca-
um BIHTEN B SRR ST A4S SRR KR K
IR AN 27515 538 s RN R ACHHE 7 SO S 3 5)
¥ ( ARR-B ,AP2-EREBP .bHLH . WRKY .NAC) 7F
BT C. truncatum W N H I B PR 12 X 2% | For
WRKY F1 NAC 5 A% 03 38 2 1F [ 98 5 348 i BRARU BT
JRAESI ) HE C.scovillei 2 Yead B, 3 HL A
PR BRI R24 5 5 A TROIR R25, ik i 7 4>
PR EAFIEZE I CaWRKY L, Hih CaWRKY20
F CaWRKYS50 38 28 417 ] 37 M 402 et ] 455 BB
WRES
3.3 HMImAREREXREHY SEEEERE

ARG 2H A 5% 45 SR 8 7R T BB [0 7% S0 1=
Pl 22 AR TR 4 WF IR 45 SR R, IR
FR YIS , 21 AU S0 B R 28 I e
WAE Y EM YRR R, LAY A N2
KAC R I 110 O siamense RERS 15 S B
S-Ih YA I AR (EAS) R A Rk, M4 30F B AR

FHEY A SR, A ST S B
FO B BT R T B G B R DG, T
TRE SN S 25 ) o A A R S R R R
PERUE IR Y 5 e SR s VIR Y B
PRSI KW, Z 1 E ALEE (PPO) Flit 4k
g (POD) 3 1 T v S SH AU, X 7 I TR 4 Y ) oL
Bi A S 1 TS T SRR R A A
IR B e 5 P 14 T 35 o 07 A X e s AR 5T 7R
T P 1 . 4 R AL W AL B (SoD) ANt
AALYIGE (POD ) 3% 1 #a) 38 B AR 5% FE 1717 J8% 05 R
BT A A 21 20 B0 B0 55 A ) 1, o L TR AR G
J& , DU AR BT b BT i R i S AL Y (APX)
T TS (Had A AR B (CAT) T RS2 5
ﬂﬁﬂ [111] .

A= W0155  Ab PH BE 8 IS 2R T e A 10 3
R E I 2R B Bt SO TN 2 TR A B ( PAL) |
ALY (POX) W6 M, DA T 1 5 AE P 19 R ST
FRPEN L H AR AL 2 W A SRR C. sia-
mense {2 Y% J5 | PRARBTIR T 5T H obHE 2 0 4% 5L 2
SEPERLER oAb V- e P S e R i fBE-O - OB
R AEHURACE T A BRI T -
2, 3-SR S P R A OC, HA B ERAR T
BE-2,3- WS W T E AN oA
S 300 AT T R ER G 7 A 2 N7 1 5 B0 RE
J1o IR ZEMFT B ( Bacillus rhizobium ) Ab 3 1] 13 [F]
P25 BORUR TN 2 R i 2 B (PAL) | 3t SR ALY Tl
(POD) %Wy LHE (PPO) JEA AW (LOX) KL
TR (CHI) 35 1, DTG B AR 2% 950 2 9 00,
FI A8 T BT X - #E 47 T Ak B 0T 3 a4 o
W Ak & W 19 A= 1 6 B, 34 5 7 18 8t ( PAL . POD |
PPO) A SEALEE (SOD APX) 1E 1k M B
DT PR (ROS) B

ZE LR, A 25 5 5 W T 0ORS o R 45
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