Y AR Plant Physiology Journal 2021, 57 (4): 739-748  doi: 10.13592/j.cnki.ppj.2020.0596 739

SRS T T SRR R AR £ RS IR RIS
vid

4, KK, 2B R, JAE

RALHROL S A B, AR AR TR b R 5 TR R A A G0, T IR 150040

SR K 2 iy 5 PR R A 2 B, TR /325035
SLEEASVEE BB F(qiuying@nefu.edu.cn). @ 754 (yanxiufeng@wzu.edu.cn)

THE: MR AR ARG H R G EA X, B AERLTATZNETER. K30
AL R AR VB ER B FANE, 45 AR AN, 8 AR DA FBRAR & e ok A K
ey g, — A RAAMRBARG AR RS, BN BT WIS A R AR FE R 6 F R —,
T SN BT T 4848 B F AR S e oAl KOR AR E e R R . KA B ATw R 69 A4 B AR A Mk
GF, RGBT SN ¥t &% @ik ARG T i R AR R,

EER: AT B mi KA KRBT Y

Research progress on the effect of exogenous elicitors on the
accumulation of secondary metabolites in plant suspension cells

WANG Ming', SONG Yue', AN Hui', PANG Qiuying"’, YAN Xiufeng®

'Key Laboratory of Saline-alkali Vegetation Ecology Restoration, Ministry of Education, College of Life Sciences,
Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China

*College of Life and Environmental Science, Wenzhou University, Wenzhou, Zhejiang 325035, China

"Co-corresponding authors: Pang QY (giuying@nefu.edu.cn), Yan XF (yanxiufeng@wzu.edu.cn)

Abstract: Plant secondary metabolites are not only closely related to plant defense responses, but also
have important regulatory effects on plant growth and development. The secondary metabolites of most
plants have important economic value, especially medicinal value. To increase the yield of plant secondary
metabolites through metabolic engineering has become a hotspot in the field of plant metabolism re-
search. The plant suspension cells culture is one of the commonly used approaches to produce secondary
metabolites, and exogenous elicitors can significantly increase the accumulation of secondary metabo-
lites of plant cells. Here, based on the well-studied biological and non-biological elicitors, the current inves-
tigations about the influence of the elicitors on the accumulation of secondary metabolites in plant sus-
pension cells were systematically reviewed, expecting to provide references for systematic cognition and
in-depth analysis of exogenous elicitors for increasing the yield of plant secondary metabolites.
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A Re A= T LR T EA LS
V), ZEH LSRR KRBT LUy =38 #E
AR K E W7 I A AU 72 ) (primary metabo-
lites). S FAE A5 PRI AE TLAE I I AR AR =4
(secondary or specialized metabolites)FlI X ALAK T [
AU A = 20 5 /E H AR Y3 3R (plant hormones)
(ErbFliKliebenstein 2020). A 5N NHE P IR
A AR PR AN & A AR A 0 7R 1A A P (Kutchan
2001). BtE AT BIERAN, AATRIEATAN
SHEYP R NS BAEE, B EMAERKRKEH
HEPTEM, R AHE AT 552K, HER
R, FAER ) Ay iG B A B R L (Katz
22020; Yu252020; Li%%2020). KEA DR AAL
B R mE WA TE, Feal 24 HME, t
i1 N\ 2 515 (Wang 11 Zhong 2002). 74 i 2 (Salehi
2£2019a). = A BH(WangZ52020), A1 (Zhou fl
Zhong 2011b)%%. SRT, KEZEATIME =, B
R A AR = WA A AEAE R = R ARG . R4
oK, QAT E AU AR ST B S LA I AR AR
W=D R, O ARR T B I T AR R

AU TR T BORAS A A AU = 1
WRAIRZ, 553 Y20 M2 A 7 AR A
P AT B —. BRIk R NS
PR R Y, BRI, Bt R, kR
P R B BE AR M, o] LIRS e B AR e
JREE )8, Hean s 3R H A 5 (Coptis japonica) &
Y A 7/ BE iR (Verpoorte 5 1999) . £ 2 ¥ 4]
Hxs 7Rk &2, FIRAMNEG S 7% SRR X
AR =R — R EERG., FS TR RREE
HCHIAE Y, A il I 0E I T S A A A I R
AH DG R 1 B2, A2 A8 REL A AT B R B8 A DR I AR AR
WA, MRS HRIE YT 0 AR 3 T A AT
S, FEYWHES T EEARE KA L. K.
—HER. EEEHRLL LRSS, EMIESTE
B OR A NE s R IS E NS S EN AN 7 Gy K
SO H AT & LRz AR R A s S
0] L 7 2 o A L A AU = P AR R R T AT
RGLRR, LA RGN FFIIR N R R ANE T T
TR EHE AR = = e 4t 2% .

1 EEMFE S FIEYEIF AR & K5
sty 0EA

1.1 FRFIEGA

2K #] R 25 (jasmonic acids, JAs)#% 5 /& H Al
BTN TR R E R 0 — RS S 1 (Gird
AlZaheer 2016). JAsfE LA {5570 TAEH I HEN o-
VBRI AT AR A A 54, A4S 2K 1 1R (jasmonic
acid, JA) S FLATAEY), ELANZRFT R H 6 (methy] jas-
monate, MeJA)FI 56 F iR 7 =2 8 & &4 (jasmonoyl-
isoleucine, JA-Ile) %5 (Ho %5 2020). HF 70 & Bl 4h 5
JASHE . 5 14 5 M 47 2 0 20 B rh o AR A P A 1)
R, B2 H T B4R IR R4, WiMeJA
AE 5 S 1 2 (Brassica oleracea) 4l i f 2L
(Sanchez-Pujante%52020), 112 i3k 44 8. 7% 5 (Rubia tinc-
torum) 41 Jit P A7 2 7 I (PerassoloZ5£2011), 1 i A
16} @ ¥ W) Plumbago rosea? i vh 2 5 Z5 15 () AR
2 (Silja%52014). HMETAST] B80S N EIAE (S
S FUAERE IR R, WANE2-5 L HERF]
2 (2-hydroxyethyl jasmonate, HEJA)if5 F 4458 | P
TRIA Y6 OBEE P, 4 7 WURPETAZKST, AT
Won 7 NS @Y =-L(Panax notoginseng) 2774
Jig N N\ 2 B IR 2 (Hufl Zhong 2008).

AN RIS IR TR AT AE WA TR Y A0 T
XTIRAARH = BB R A0, HER
FEER R R R WA N R AR A
A, sz Ak, W LU SR R R AT A 5 e AL AEAE
WA M ot ST (R TASZ AR HAE FH S ARG (H2
BEHHEKZ, SRR, (23 7 RFRATA
W M KHE 0] AH B AR R AL s e 7%, AR T s
BRI, FHEG T3 40 52 25 1) D-46 %) 4k 5=
K AR (D-glucosyljasmonate, GJA), & 24N 23 )
2,3- "2 N 3K R R (2,3-dihydroxypropyl jasmonate,
DHPJA) 175 F 36 1 56K, AbHR 2L S AZ (Taxus chin-
ensis) 214N AN B £ 1 A2 (Qian%520044a) .
SR, R R PR R & 75 T3 MR AN 4, WiMelA B
HEJARIDHPJA R FERH0/D . SRR TE R, (BJR ¥
B S IE M R, B A BT 2 B AE A
(Qian%52004b; Shen52012). [& itk 4h, MeJA&E
P i UBEE A A AR, AR ELHEJA, MeJA
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=L REFARANAZ B H NI RE RE NS
EH, 3F B o 7T AS BHEARHE 5 & =R ],
TEBIANEMeJAR R R B SR EES T
= [ 2 1 (Wang fl1 Zhong 2002). 75 5T [k i Fil
B A IS 1] 1,72 B 2250 (R 2R, TA AL 3R 28 A4 Po-
lygonum minus 4 LI, 2 B IMA R w5 IAE K. W
B RS AU = I &, (H 2 A — S AR A
FEY R IAE — e R PETA R B A B, Bk G 2-1k
Wi FE I I AE AR T 258850 pmol- L™ JA &b B i1 41 o
B 30 RS AU 1R R FE B A O AL B TR () 8 K
1M 3, 4 40 Ji7 50 pmol L™ JA &b B 2 & #1 4 P
minus i, 2-F2 3 -y- T WESHIARXS & = i 1 diF Y
2.41% = 202 dJE112.88%, 153 dJa AHX & &1k 3
5.11%, 1M FH25 pmol-L™" JAKLFH i Hi s R R 7L 74k
4 dJE A ) (Shukor&:2013).

JA S A7) = 7 20 L O A AU 7 P 5 5
N BERILAE E A AR P A A s AR A
RPGHE R AR AN 51 A BRI SN o F1 M 6 I (squ-
alene synthase, SQS) fll ffj & I 34 & AL I (squalene
epoxidase, SE) & — i Fl & B AE W) & W& 15 1 #
Filres DL, HEJA R MeJA7E b B = -t B V5 41 i b
SQSMISER ik L, #Emfedt 7 =i {b &)
W4 (Huf1Zhong 2008). JAsAEIRS]. ZE&17
T 0 M Hh R RH L5244, 31T 5 5040 B N ) 3
AN, B S 4EIA T NN IR AP AR KR, Gl KT
FE0 s N R 3 ot 4 ) B AR AL RE T REFEF AR XS
(Scrophularia kakudensis) ) 2 15 41 il it inMeJ A 4k
LS, A0 N 27 A — PR B R 5T (acacetin), IXFif
DA AR = 18 3 38 B v 4 L 1 R R PR T
77k 14 55 241 it F) BT S AK BE 7 (ManivannanZ52016).
IR TN fift % I (phenylalanine ammonia lyase, PAL)
RN T EEZNE, 82 5T RN T
A IE RS, PAL IR SRR A At
AU =R R 2, S EE 40 AN i —
RANBTH N, & — ForE ) 40 B B 48 A5 & (Qian %
2004a; Manivannan%5$2016). MeJA{E T 74 4 1%
T 20 ST 4 M N PALVE MR o, R T By SR B
i S8 0 AR AR P 5 1) 6 B, A A 1) 22 Iy A il
Re 1 W R A0 & W A b B, TR e L 00 45 6 A o0
EHBREREEY, X RSV EEEA D

B AGE M EE S P, I B AT DAB 18 & B3 P (Sanchez-
Pujante%52020),
1.2 7K15ER

IK W1 (salicylic acid, SA) & — il i 47 7£ [
MY, B2 5T ENAERKKE LKL
MY A G s h v 2 312, AR S IRAE
R ED & S 5 70 1 (Yu$2001). HMESA
REMS 5 T M ) B A s R AL S AR &R, an sk
VRSAMEIN T 21 542 07 4 i 58 A2 I (Zhou A1
Zhong 2011b). E[ B (4zadirachta indica)=: 15 #H i
N E[1#% 2 (Prakash #1Srivastava 2008) DL A2 J&5 22 v fif
(Mentha pulegium) & V7 41 M HH A7 48 s« 8 407
VAT T A o- i M 1O AR 2R (Darvishi%5:2016) . By 364k
S E A2 BN SAR B E 5 T, WK
SARENS 18 5 IV R (Linum usitatissimum) 28 i PN &85
Pl P (32 B 2 AN HT AR 2R) (Nadeem
Z52019) F1 2R vb $5 A& # ¥ Calligonum polygon-
oides B VF MM PR E TR JLEER. WERS
(Owis&52016) LA A G (5, 95 2 7 A Jfd b 76 52 3% (Or-
ban%52008) AL 2. AMIESA KI5 S A F R I AE
X HABE YR R b, ansMIESARESE HOfE 54 58
(Bacopa monnieri)= 5 41 i N 1) B 7] £ (bacoside)
(KoulfIMallubhotla 2020)F14 4R F-(Cuminum cymi-
num) VA H 57 R 1 B (Kazemi®52016) .

H A7 I 5T 2R B, A IRS A RE B8 i) IR I 41 Ay
WIRPESA S B, BUAMNIES A B B8 41 B 56 IR 3 o
Y1 B P BE AR S A 1) KT 3 1T 5 AR A IR AR AR )
AR A P SAEAE DA B X & Fh A P AR AR
VI ia (s 5 i S 0 E 2 E A0, o] 83 0 n &R g
A AEAE & R, AnANIRTESAE N T 4L
AN WIETESAZKE TS T T RS A
Y0 £ i(ZhouRZhong 2011a). HMESA TR it %
MEFER T2 5RERRER, nsbFESAREE
P} (Salvia miltiorrhiza) 2l il -HPAL. %2 1% 2 7L
L T AN R IE A IR A R 2 DA 1 R Ak 3 i, AT
W IR ALY & B4R R BERE(Li%F2016). ZLE42
VT AH R AL B A WG RS AR I O Bl A T
TREIR G R RS AS I B I e KT 2 Ab
PESATE T, MM 7 A2 AE) & (Zhou
Zhong 2011b). #MJESAH B8 i 34 5 7 28 A i
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W B R AR e A B Ay, Bt R AR
PIARRRAF AT ZR, AN EA RIFHPTE
138 77, EAT A A BOBE & MRS AV L 1 T
R AL 3 B[] 1) ZE K 1717 3 5t (Nadeem £52019) . Bt
AN, AMIRSAIE RE i I H ) 5 I H - AT PR 1Y) 35 14
T 38 0 40 5T e T H S B 40 i R (1 pH, 5 34
I A 3 T S A O AR ARG WD I (LSS
2016; Sakano 2001).
1.3 HEMH R REE RN

BT N EER T2 IJASFISA, HoAth Y &=
Je HoA R A AR 5 S AR A I A A =)
FEA NIRRT T 1, EATT R — Fh R 4y
T, RERIEE YA K AR G A2, dRe Y
P AE R AR AR ) B 7 A (Jamwal 55201 8)
Lnp-"5| Wk 2. 1% (B-indoleacetic acid, IAA). a-Z5 4R
(o-naphtalene acetic acid, NAA)FI16-7%FE R 14 (6-
benzylaminopurine, 6-BA)3E I T4 5 7 $ert B
¥ (Digitalis lanata) &AL B G & &
(Botafl1Deliu 2015); fix 7% I (abscisic acid, ABA)i%
ST LG AL BT AR M H R A B 17 A (Luo%52001);
2.4- —E A4 4 (2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid,
2,4-D)F16-BA KA ff H 38 58 1 < T B KBl oK
(Ammi majus) % 40 fo =% 79 F7 2 (Tahmasebi
552018), T ZIAFILE KV Re 7 R TN £ M
(Linden%52001), Ft A 75 1 ) iz 55 7% Fh i
CIERNERCR AT RS, W& F ] L F SR
Y 5 B (Trigonella foenum-graecum) s 4 i
N 2 O A (GomezZ5E2004) . A SCHERFE I,
22 5 A AR A= -6 BB 2 DT 1) 358 T e <2 3
MY R A IR R, MM ERE S5 RAAR
U= A 2 TR B 2 VIR RATAT & H O M. ABA.
KR 24-DEEYEER LA Y il & 1
(TahmasebiZ52018).
1.4 HithdEEMEST

br T HEVIBER, &F S HALR SRS S
TR F IR AR R R, A —4
HRNO). —HEHMWIK(CO). A ME. Mkt
(pulsed electric field, PEF)%%

NO# NN & — M 75T T, et
AT 4 (sodium nitroprusside, SNP) A PAYE N1} 2=

2SRV I P B AL SR A & (Manivannan
452016). W 73R BINORE M L A 42 R A A =
WG R O R 1) 2K R T IR AE AR, WISNP
A] IV L ¥ (Onosma paniculatum) 4l il + 2 545
R AW R =P oG il —— 8 i R R R i ()
I FEFE R I (phydroxybenzoate geranyltransferase,
PGT). PALFI3-¥%3E-3- FI I [ — k4 il AL Ji7 g
IR, BG 058 R 1) 2 B (Wus$2009) . it
IOAMIR INOfE 6 7. BV 38 55 40 i P9 28 13 i v 1,
FH HARFFER ST, BEM AR O ER R AL, AT
BRI AR IR R, WINO ALK AE (Catha-
ranthus roseus){7- 2 i 40 i P9 AH o0 25 L R 1L,
Hoi 5| AR DB ) B (XuflDong 2005).

i SE A E e B ER AR AR (Cistanche salsa)
TR OR OB R AR A OB IE R [P oK
F, BT SR R R A )G (Chen®$2015a).
FP - B- P WA B 15 3 O 2L & 42 (Taus baccata)
VRN P AZ BE AR R (KashaniZs2018). 5341,
ANJRCORE TS T 2 1L B H.(4juga multiflora) F1 8] F;
5 (Ajuga lobata) 235 21 o v B- Mt J {5 i i) A
RAMEFESF2015). A W7 Y& Btk iE fiT AR 44)2-(2-
-6~ R T R ) L WE -4- BB R NG 15 3 T 404
B (Trifolium pratense)ZH i N 2 A5 S 2 i A5 i 25
L&Y EIRR R (Kasparova®52012). i Fl & il iF 5
TG-S 5L R (In-1le) N-30 3 BBk Jk-1- 23 Z Bk
(Lin-Gln) 88 X415 5 5 &) (Vitis vinifera) 4l il N 1t
H & 7 4 (Caid2012b) . 75 18 3 PR i 2 v 1K
A AR 2 A IR AT A 5% B B ) Rk 7K 2 K
T AE 240 0 v i 28 M| R AR D) 7 AR (Lin 58 2014)
THBRALAI 23 Db H K5 T 7K BE S S+ (Saussurea me-
dusa) 4 [l AU (jaceosidin) F11 15 45 1 2 (hispidulin)
f) 7= 4 (Zhao 25 2005), #H 4 J& B T (Co™'. Ag'.
Cd™") At 12 25 18 96 4 4 B V7 40 B P A6 75 R A R 28
AR B (Cai%2013), IR FG L e 3 Ce™
RE I8 I AR A = v 4 i b B R R S B e A, 2
& R Ce™ 4 T B AN MU AL T (Chen%£2015b).
WeE TR Re$E & =M (Camptotheca acuminata)ik
VAR A SR 5 B (Pand52004) . )& Eh(GUL
. k. IR, Sk, FALES R EILAS)
2> 1 om B 35 7 (Gymnema sylvestre) & 1% 41 i 7= 1R
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(tn =2 1) RE J1(ChZ52012).

PA BRI HEA Y 3 AR 2 B A ) B
S0 LN ) — FR HAR SRR A% 3 AR AR 4,
A — SR A5 T 1 AT RE X = T 4 B A A e A
S, XX R I S SO M P 84 2 SN HE T
S URAEACH =Y. WIPEF AT DA SR B A H 4
e, RIS FUA UL BN = R LEC (Yeik
2004) F17] %] B IF 40 M N AL T 2= A R I AR 3R (Cai
220115 Saw%52012). BEIER ™ A BINLIR L ) 2%
TR AN 45473, ShukorZs (2013) A 30 3 36 Bk Ak 31 21
JEAEYIP. minus B 20 MO BE 3G N 2-PR g HH g, 5-F2
FJL SR AR AR I & B . (KGR 75 (low-energy
ultrasound, US)Xf HEA)4H i 2> 7= AE WL, /), 3 %
Fe AR IZ B FIAR SN 77 5 S A (RE ) 2 P B A A
115 3 IR, TMUS 5 FLL G A2 2 N R AZ
HIAE P=(WulLin 2003) ) 32 55 NS (Panax ginseng)
Y PN 2 A B (WuLin 2002). E 22 Seib 3%
BN ARL T A0 G — 58 BB IEAE F, R gk
T EA/DNT AL E AR, 7T LVRE S 7 &M
b0 BE JE 2138 IR, AR5 R BS - s diE A s
A, XYt ] LS G, Tk
AN [E] R4 i 2%, Karimzadeh 5 (2019) & 349 K ki
ZnO RE AT 438 58 0 bR 41 Hi A PAL A PR 2 it S0 i
I, ZnOATIO, I 4 48 58 210 i PN A it 22 G 1y
W&, BERRRRE, MM KIEZ KR
AT, AT 2 AEAEAE S T 1 S AL
Hilth 72— PR R 5 5% .

2 SUNESTIEMEF R E KBE
A

21 EEEFSF
3T e A 205 S 2 4k &
AR IR R AR RS FHEY
VRGN A IR AR PR 2 AN F . B
0 78 th %5 (Aspergillus niger) i 13 16 £007 40 L Y
A B TN (Valluri 2009), P94 U EDEZBUE
il # (Piriformospora indica) g5 58 o 22 P} (Lan-
tana camara) BIF MM AN LA =wsi R GV S &
(KumarZ$2015), H 5 AR E (Trichoderma viride)ff 4

2 4t.(Calendula officinalis) & 41 Bl PN 55 2R 12 10
2 1 i (Wiktorowska52010) . AN [A] ) B 17 25 1Y
AT DO & I 40 i o A A 7 AR 7 AR A [ £
PR RO F sk UE T WO 21 S A2 40 i A B Bk
E 5% (Chaetomium globosum) F1 KR T Rz (Cor-
Ylus avellana) 41 i P 111 25 5% /N [ 48 B (Paraconio-
thyrium brasiliense) ¥ 6 14 N KRR 4H fa P 5842 B (1)
& E(Salehif52019b) . F3 b, SN T 1 KA
e R Z R, L an ek 2 0 5§ (Vigrospora
sphaerica) i)+ 248 Jfd ¥y K 7] LA 041 )% 52 (Calo-
phyllum inophyllum) & %7 48 ffl ] — WL IR 7 & % 28
(inophyllum) ] & & (PawarZ52011), 2 il 25 (1) 4 i
BEw] DL S T & (Hypericum perforatum) 2%
A A < 22 Bk R 7 A (XudE2005) o
FLR 52T 15 SALUH AR S 1R
BT BERRIA VOIS, AR
B BB & IR ST 701, FRONIAEPIAR OG0 A X
(microbe-associated molecular patterns, MAMPs), fi
V240 3 TH A R 1) 2 AR IR IIMAMPs, 11T 51 K
T 0200 1L PN 1 17 2080 S 2 AT AR g 1 IR A= ARG 7 1)
[ 57 2 (SalehiZ52020b). MAMPs 1) 5 DL K 4 &
MAFZFBAFESFTHFBRM 2. A
DR A Hh 23 8 3 N A B e R vk (HEF 17) (1) 48
f $2HUP (cell extract, CE) A1 1% 7% i€ Wi (culture fifil-
trate, CF) 1 7 76 AS [ ) 2L MAMPs, 256 3iF B {2
BE KRR B A0 A AL BB 5, CEAICF (15
H Ak BB B A P %) 280 SR B B (Salehi 55 2020a) .
E 5 AL 10 18 K 22 @ Trichoderma tomentosum$R:
U Re A K 16 2 4H i A K A& Bl (vindoline) 4 4
B O S H I AH 9K 5 Rl DATHAI D4H () 2 3k 7K ¥ Tt
151, RS K ZE AL Bf(vinblastine) (1 25 B JE 4k A1 HH 7k
A, T BT (vineristine) K & 1% 5 K HF LT A 25
FH AL A A0 AT 0%, B DA A AR LT 2 B 38
TRKBELAN N KFEART S, > 7K
17~ A4 (Ramezani®$2018) . I SRIET K % B (Botry-
tis cinerea)[P) N 5 - FUHERE FL B 1 (endopolygalac-
turonase 1, BcPG1) Ak P 4 2 75 41 g B 2 B IR
A AR = WG B AR I S BERR PAL AN — 2K 24
G R R i s, BRI T R R AR R TN e 2
AP 2 (Vandelle%52006)
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22 HEXFSF

AR LG R B 8 SR A R, BT DAL A 48
WIENGES TGS RBRELT. MEHERS
T A M A AR R A I
K (Candida albicans)FN 4> 35 (5 % BR 1 (Staphy-
lococcus aureus)iFs TR (Ginkgo biloba) &% 41
W R P BiE(bilobalide). #3745 WERA (ginkgolide A)
AR W EEB (ginkgolide B)f 1 fi1(Kang%52009).
RN B (Agrobacterium rhizogenes). F ¥ 251
& (Bacillus subtilis) A K g#T # (Escherichia coli)
REis TRl 32 e B 4R H — s e 1 R 32 R IR (gymne-
mic acid)[fJFH 2 (Chodisetti%:2013), | R HM T
B HUW B (Pseudomonas syringae pv. syringae) I MH &
B 97 JR 41 i (Pseudomonas syringae pv. tabaci)
&2 Y H (Nicotiana tabacum) &5 A i i 2. Bk &
FITE (acetovanillone) 3 N, 2 WA B % 2 A LI R
ORI, T 4 BT %) B R B ) BN B R e T
sV 2 L v ) A R R T 8 n ok AR AR R )
(Baker%5:2019).

2.3 BEEHRE)

T REHE ) (veast extract, YE) & —28 B B 1i5
FF, Bl SRR A MR AU AR R
WK, YEREAE B 161 B A V)2 4 M N 4
FEER(Siljad#2014), KEFE Gy B AN T & i
R (Xug5E2007) DA TV JBR 2 20 B A 2 03 1
AR RCT EF IR AR R SR )
HUHTA o1 25 (i 28— 5 BRI 4 bl A0 P H 3 -B-
S FURE K ) (7 = 1 i (Nadeem 552018) . YEXT
AR s R 228, nTRe BN E = 2 ik
EWIHITRAY . Cho%(2008)IEHYEH F K. B-
RN 22 A SR N- T 28 ) 0 OB R L e
B E B YEH B 2 5] 55 T2 ()48 3 1 17T 5 0 ¢ A=
AR P2 W) 1) 77 A (Sanchez-Sampedro45:2005), [A 1L
YERJ A B FE & — N EHEEWIFE R R &SR E
HIYE £ 58 57 = (Gloriosa superba) &7 21 il N £k
AKANBRR I 25 5, 0 S YE R B st v ) ARG AR 7K AL i
)& & (Mahendran%5$2018), X 4% I 5 YE 4b #
MV JBR =2 V5 2 i BT R 2% 3 1) 4R I — 0 (Nadeem 55
2018). YE5 4 fg 42 fir i ] th B B 2 S,
YEF S AT EEHEY) (Decalepis salicifolia)=: 774

I T R AL Ty AR B8 ) i 15 5 I [B] A2 72 h (Ah-
mad®$2019), YEI&A] UAE NEIE, 755 220740
JLRK A AL AR B AR A A B3 ) A2 6 s b R 5
R4 F (MahendranZ5:2018).

2.4 HEMIEST

X RZHAEYG TR, BAHSEE
YR A3 32 2 2 0, W R IR T B R ) A i
56 2% A6 2 25 B N A6 35 ¥ (Eschscholtzia californica)
I 2L A AR B AR R (Cho<52008) . A7 R
T TR 40 M BE Y R SR R AR M. SR B RK
TR0 SN Sk 1 ey 18 11 v S TR A R 0 1 o ] ]
PR P R M EIRIN & B (Caifs2012a), 2Bk
BT TIEESZ A R SRR )52, 5 RS T
SR 3R BRell. MR, B R
BEZH B 25 (Zheng?52020).

56 A 2% (coronatine) /& — il T A i L B
(Pseudomonas syringae)r= = IHEYI T, 8675 F 74
2% A6 BV B IR A M B S Ak A ) B B 2R (San-
chez-Pujante£2020). 11 Z /5 A7k B 25 B b ml 321G
E1VE B RE S S A E (Artemisia annua) =77 A0
B R AEYA BRI B AT A N AR R E S
2 (Salehi%$2019a). K H MHE Kk (Manduca sexta)
G R, Re A SOAE S E AN EE R
(1977 A2 DL K 20 B 40 3-O- 7] 20 0 k- 1 22 7 B 1 AR
B, B R e i B R A kg3 7 AR IR A AR AR
i 22— I 5T (Cais§2012b).,

3 AEESFFZENEEEAXNEYRZF
AR £ A P IR 2

AN [R5 5 XA A A 4 PR O A AR = A
HFEREZREAMAEEAN. RN, KEHS
F(YE. TEHE., AgHhB LR —FS FAEE
EiRE VK FRTEFMRAN T EHERERENGE
(Xu%$2007), MeJAFIIRRIRE GG A HE 2 25 3
T KBS AN E IR & (Almagro 55
2014). S5HAMAEAEDE T AL, O)EE R
A0 ff o A AR PR AR R AL AN 2, B AT
TR 0] DL s AR S 3 IEH, Wi
FIFNPEF 3 [5] 7 F WT DL e 45 40 i N 7= AE B 22
M7 L 3 (Saws52012), FF H )& FIE RE R 5 Mel A
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X AL S BRI A0 N SR AZ BE 1K 15 (Tabata 2004).
ANFEFE ST RSG5 B WA TR, B
UIMeJ AFY B 56 % 38 N 46 35 538 7 20 i Hp % 9%
FENE YT, HREMeJANYEN S 7 2K 360
VIR A AR A TR B, MeJATS 5 T 5%
R B A R R, mYEfE#E T
IR IEIERE A VIR AW g A e SR i 2
R IN%E4k, 37 H AMeJA. SA. YE 7 &b BE 4 o i),
Y B P A TR I e AR AR R E L —E S
T BRI A AR BB AR 2 (1) B %2 (Cho%52008).

bR T iESTZEEERM, 5% 7MY R
1) 3 [ A A 2 o s A 42 O A AR = W 1 = 2
Lb GnAH bE . — {5 FIMeJ A, MeJARIZR TN 2 /R 4H &1
FH A 2] BT A = A B 2 AR T 3 (QuE2011).
NT R AR AR B AR P, HiE S
TR ARA T %) S [ A FH i v R A A i 35 5% v IR
AARE P B, AR 40 R S H R PR T B
* [&(Qu52006), Lt UMeJA 5 HoAli% S 140 & X
I 7= 40 i = A B [RIAE T 6 v 7 4 4 i AR D %
H(Quas2011). HHT, X T ARG S EEH T
LA 8 V- A M ) 75 5 Ok A A = P R R 1) 4
YERMLEI T RS IRA IR, AR IR .

4 518

LR AR 7 P 5 e Y A A S0 E A o A2 2 3A
BE N AR, I ariE s h A HEE X, &
RVFZ4Y). Gekh AREEL S Y0 E 2RI
UCEARYS P M AE R ) P BE AR, A 40
TR RS T B A 7 AR A = P O i AR
T I FE A . R AMIR S 3 1 RERS 2 % 4R
e AEL ) AV A I R A AR P M AR R, 0 AR
FTRSRAME RPN, JEHR S 5 AR
AR W) & LB RN T i, RES IR 11
FHEAR B ARYE, A B T L= Rk 5 07 k.

IR T 4R v R A A O 2R A
BT ES T 540 IR 5 2% B A EAE
HATBE iR, B AEMIFE T TIERLEY
FF T, 2RI EE YA I R B A 5%
S, AR R R R, PR R
SRR B AR SONE, e A BUEAE AR B IR R

AR 77 W Sk 645 R B 36 1 (Vandelle 25 2006; San-
chez-Pujante%$2020). A 7T B LEFRATTX AMIE 5
SRR LHAEY IR EREANGE T —
EINIR, EAEIRZ 85 TAER RRRAFEE,
WANES S T HARSE AL, 3% 7 001E LS
BT ZEMMHEER. 5575 S AR5
Z A EAE S, sk, R FRERE. BT
TIRE. HEEE. F TN SRR E
B B A 52 v 240 e A 4 B R0 AR )3 MR R AR R ) R
B[R % (Vasconsuelo fllBoland 2007). X} #M 5175 &
- 5 Vb R 4 A 0 R R AR AR = R R R N
T, P R R ) A A M S R R AR AR A
AR AR T 1 1), 0 A A ok AR AU YD R
AN AL IR
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