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TS 2E R, AR SO D03 i B 0L 1 A RS AIE L 2K
e SR Feas L] DR EeE L A
T AT 7RG, RN AR RN T H T AT
TJREL

1 9 RRON IS AR

3 JErL TR BN 1 ) R G M S — LA RO TS 4k
() —AN MRS, G 32 Ji PR 48 K 2000 ) 5 REAIE
HARE, RN FEAFIEHDCS YRR
R IRTIEAE. AR - F P ARE . DIREFIIE AL,
RIT — S5 S TR RN A AL

S, RN TE R A UME T AR T,
I FH 326 2 7 270 3 it T 4 2850 07— 3 b R A AT 40 A48
KB 22 QB Dt 240 T R P S R v T 28 53
Z%i(type 1l secretion system, T3SS)KF&4 W T A B 7
. AR IR T NS A —
FOPWREB )P, XL EARTNIRSE, (HEA
— BB ELARAE. AN, TR R M P TR A0 Ny
TR (PN 17%), 5 A5 R AR i 2 5 R
(REAARBAANR), I HAT10 2R EL P i = 47
TR SR, I X SE 77 G AR AE AT LS4 e 4 TR 1T 78
SOSEF. R R B  A EAZ J B T A FRE AL  £R
Yesbly, AN AR T E A AR, XLt
Jir P 36 A FH 28 ML 11 43 W 42 (conventional - protein
secretion pathway)siJE ML EE 11 433545 (unconven-
tional protein secretion pathway)BFA0N F 732 21 Al
SN, 2 2 AR 53U RN 7 41 L 3 FENG
HA5 S Ik(signal peptide) 5. H A H 543471 1.
ELXT AR SR A AR U5 5 BRI S B, an
SignalP T H.E.2) 12 I T8 S IR B /47", 441,
B XoF A ML AU 3 DAREONE - ) 43 MAME 5 P 7 S 0 A TE R
A TR

PN 5 AR e PN BN VAR R 27 N OB SRS A
{7 & (genomic context)'™. U, Hi% FCRIM:EE 0
AT I 2500 37 5 DL 7 T 35 R 4w iy T 28 530 3R 58
Gy LRI, SRR S A 7E <8 71 i (pathogenicity is-
land)”. 33 SEA4 Y -5 4 AT R o 5 DR KO % (hori-
zontal transfer)3R15, HIERE FHAIGCE EAIR T HAD
A,

5= R TR R RS Bl DG SR ORST
(RIS Ok, AEAEAE (Rt i S i 20
i 24 A 1 T 784580 17— 35 PR 3 A AR IR 4 3500 13
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YL 5 R8BI AE Y75 55 ) 1 (plant-inducible  pro-
moter, PIP-box)#I-10%£/7(-10 motif).

I, SRR T T R LA R R R, I
A Y A S B AR W) D) RE R AR i A 1 B
M3, AR S 4 T 2 AR AR AR R R
S, WFRVEZE H AT e RN . XL+
o BARE e I Re, H R RERE AR £
YA, THRAF A A A A S oy (D). i,
55 /R EC# (Ralstonia solanacearum)GALAZ i M AL
N5 A AL YRR I F-box Z5 IR, B4
P 50 B 1138 2 5 26 S HR AR A 5 14 2 11 o o fi
s AR AR 20 RN R (A T A B LR I 4
MENAES, GnARREA% E AL 5 PR A S A5 5 5%,
A IX R R 45 R S8R 20 TR AR AT S TR AR I R
FUO AN, — e SRR T A AR B 2 (R4 A
HHEMAX(Magnaporthe oryzae avirulence and ToxB-
like) 500 -] A9 F 51 A AL, (EAR A (L0 25 7]
21 BN R S S B, D AT AR 3 7 57
1E [0 BE £ (positive selection), X LERHEL AT AE K350+
USHIE = A

2 ROV T AR B

B2 G T D A TR T B I 78 4 2R 455 3
RN F(type I secreted effectors, T3SEs) T4 77 1Y
HPRE. X LETISEs KL 38 B LABE FIE X A A 3k R 41
sk, H RO R B g T3SEsHI A& T i i
LTI sy BN S G e I S I S U A O (5 7 N i 753
JRAH TR [ I T3SEsBU R AR K22 5. R L =07
B, 7T HREI R (Pseudomonas  syringae)DC3000H
BAFBRT3SEs, il # 2 U T8 5828 1, IR
X9 S PR B M SE A, R T A M P O R R A
B30 ZEATTISES . A, e T KRS A
(Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzae, Xoo)H A iL407~
T3SEs!"”. HH97 /R RS 4 S A T3SEs L T 7 (B
PP FUK R SRR TE 2. AN, ORGSR QTR bR T
FRGMI10003EH 21 Z 4 70N T3SEs! . AR F T
LR R, A 2T 7R A T B A AR e, 51
REMNAEE IR, XFPR YRR T B T A R
A2 T3SEsHY JHA.

AN]R8 95 S TR 5 A I 00 3R 25 R R,
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Figure 1 (Color online) Targets and functions of pathogen effectors. Pathogens secrete effectors to interfere with host PTI and ETI, as well as other
physiological events, such as stomatal movement, protein trafficking, autophagy, nutrition uptake and metabolism, and gene expression

BIRFIE T ffad EL A B, 0 JHEA5OR - () 1) B i
2N BEETAES IRGE P SVRRE, ATECh R b Tt
ELBE SRS . G, FEIENE TR (Magnaporthe ory-
zae)F 863 W TR IR AT i3k, Horpsde
WA P Bl T A R T AN T T N AR R
(Puccinia striiformis f. sp. tritici)%=H 4 4mli5 2520924
SRR, PTREEM916 50K (family); 1T/ INAZ M4 T
(Puccinia graminis f. sp. tritici) ¥ # (Melamp-
sora larici-populina)XE AN 535 4whS 1459 F111784
SRR TR T IR (AT 3414 SIS R 11 B
IR TARSFPE, TT62%0 2585 T 43 W A 1 B T R e
Pk (lineage-specific). MAh, 445 H 192% M50 WA 11 5
HAth BB, W0 ORI BRI B (Ustilago maydis)~ K3
FUMHR R (Blumeria graminis) Rl @ A/NZZ IR EEHR
B (Fusarium graminearum)?5AE45 093 I B 18 119 0 b 2

H A B &R R (orthologue).
H R0 FLAZ s B O RO 1 T AR T R
P2 N 5N F——RXLRFICRNZUN . BOWE R b
(Phytophthora infestans)F 2 4t 245631 RXLREL N,
FAN196/ S CRNAIN T, 1 i J§ 14 K 57 8 B 1 (Phry-
tophthora sojae)FEFH 4153 A it 2350 RXLREL .
1004 CRNALRE T, F0e i 55 B Ak b 176 % 1
B A B T s, TR S AL
N F Z [BIFETE R T 5 2R, AR 8 2 [ AL
N F P2 TR, A TR AR RS, X SE BLAT
PRSPPI RN T AN A% RN (core effector), X
TR B e e R

R i v FE R 4 43T (pan-genomic analysis), F&

T 2 3tE— 20 WA Bt ot 1T 1) A 3800, F P (super-effec-

tor repertoire), XL BAY AT LTS Bl 2 A2 800 F
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AT AR R W F-(variable effector), [RJH AT A [ B 114 2
F YL HEPLE K F(host range determination)$ it 2.

3 BN TINEEIS

TR 229 I b R0 1 A 27 E AR T A
PE. AR K EACEIAE. 22 FCIT 0 I 40 1R 32 2]
MT3SSHERUN 154z B A, T3SSIE— Ui
ERIRE A E A, ZH2024 S5 5 1 i
12 B 2 B 5 A TR PN A RE L A4t L A ) i R S 4
R FOR rh 25 45, T3SS M2 T 4 1 51 27 S 4 i 43
5 H ATPREE 4K (ATPase complex). CFR. Jrihds &
(export apparatus). J&{A(basal body). %MKk &K (nee-
dle complex). A ¥k G (tip complex) Fl%% iz fL(trans-
locator pore)”. ZHET3SEsI& T & A Nii /- F4r W nfE
S, E RS AH A MRS G S5 (chaper-
one binding domain), 157 5HHNAITISSHFIEIRL
. T3SEsiliid T3SSHe iz ik A 7y 40 Ml 1Y i 72 5
T3SEs [ S5 W55 P @O AR R s, [H
2 B T3SS iy I,

FLRZI S AR 0N, - 1E AAF AR A ML —
AARR 56 42 W, (HATAER IS T — 2 2k, )i
FRON FRIE AT R T iz ifES. fln,
Douf NPT R W, BIERXLRALN T HIRXLR-
dEER{RSF JEJ5 0] LAY 522800 6 328 i#F A A 49 4t .
20104F, Kale%F A& B, T B ARXLRALN T4
ARXLRELSY, AU H AN T W& ARUET, I
HRXLREEFF AT LA -5 55 3= 4 S5 FEE MO %) 1l g 1ot L e
— WM& (phosphatidylinositol-3-phosphate, PI3P)Z5 4. 4L
N 5PI3PA GG, &R SN EAEH](lipid
raft-mediated endocytosis)iff ATHPIANML. L4 5L
5T i, HADLE AT g th 2 50 S N R RXLRAUN
THEE, BIRXLRIEIF A — i i i,
EEE b A BEARE S 7Es i i 5 25 AR A B2 Y)
RECL 285 T 7 AMER ™ B TRXLRIRESEELF, 76
FCAZ I ST RN - S I — e B SR AT
25 T8N Fitiz, WP CRNAY F 8 NG Y
KFLAKIEF A 85 (Albugo  laibachii) 1 [\ CHXC
BEFPAE,  ARINTIX LL R 1 35 3 A 3800 1 AR 448
OB B AN A0, R, e AL B R B R R A 0
PETG R RN, TR R UG T S, AW E
DA% L A 1 P A e R e T A i TR R,
BT AR TRz 0,
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o S TR RN T B A% L D RESE A AR S, (e ik
HASR RS, 2R, BORBZ R RM, BT
A ER R AR, i IR Al R RO T T Y
ZRAEE R, WAflizsh. ERfs. A A .
BRI BN S SR E WA (5D, B,
399 ST ARONE T 1) A A D R AR FIATL A AR 3 T figg A
(K1)

4.1 R BOM T P TI

BN F 1) — A% O DI RE I HIAE D) T, 15 S
PR ED. WOk A AOESR I, R T LR £
PRI o IR AT FPRRA A, BIXTPTIAYMSI. &%
I F X PTL ) 32 B4 F5 B0 I PRR s F 316 LA B2 800G
Ja G S5, PTIVS I8# 75 2 PRRsIYBERRfL, 11T
75 115 B T 50 F AvrPo 1 i 41 1 #1876 2K 1R ) 2 A4
FLS2EBEmR AL, T F I B 4 64 95 — SRR T AveP-
toBI HAT 17 e B A0 TG P, T DA 8 [ FLS2 fn
EFR%PRRs, SHEOXLEZMAE A MMM, Xu
PO B, AvePtoB T LUK [ A 4 5E 5 2 (lectin) 5%
MIPRRs, 5| A IXEEZIRIEME. HAh, —L80 -+,
HopAO 1 H A BER TG PE, 1T LAXT ST (I PRRs#EF T
LWL, MachoZE AP FILuoZ A3 5% 3, Ho-
pAO1 1] LUXTEFRHILOREZEAT 45 5057 15 1 £ s iR 4k,
P A7 AR A T 1) 32

AR, SO T8 7] AT HEPRRsXTPAMPs YIS, 4
T BRSO, FMoChia l A JLT T2 &30 M, WSS &
JUT R LABHL 1F o4 52 A OsCERK IR AR, %
HhEE 4 Ecp6(extracellular  protein 6)Z54 JL T i
B, BHWOHS 27 A 2 AR (I 2s A, DO BH R 2F
ERRBI BT RS RIS S, Gao%E N7
KIK, KN Verticillium - dahliae)) 3 BN T
PDA 1(polysaccharide deacetylase 1)A] %fJL T iEf12s
LAk, X OFARRILT BT 5CERKIZ KL A RET T
Rk, DT ) 5555 LA 32 A L ).

bR T BT B R, R R R AT
VIR RN T30t B 2 iR 2 Ay Hofthg 43, T3k
G E R T AL TR R IR B T, Horh e i
BAK 1J£FLS2FIEFRZ £ 1~PRRsf L2 1K, 7EPTILIG
T LA EEAVE . SR, ELPERIAH B B AT LS RN
T FHBAKIBIThAE, BHLIEHASHESEEC 1t
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Table 1 The representative effectors and their targets in plants

BT Wrkh A AT El SCibk
AviPtoB P. syringac 315 S5 FLsz/EFR/BA&/gsOIg?UNPR1/R1N4/ [(34-37]
AvrPto P. syringae el b iz Rl FLS2/EFR/BAK1/RIN4 [38]
HopAOl P. syringae IR EFR/LORE [39,40]
AVIAC X C“’””;Z ’:t’:lf’v cam- FRATS- SRR RS BIK1/RIPK [41]
AvrRpt2 P. syringae e I a2 R R A RIN4 [42]
HopNl1 P. syringae It R AR PsbQ [43]
AvrPphB P. syringae b R A 1 i PBSI1/BIK1/PBLI1 [44]
PopP2 R. solanacearum LRI WRKY#4 %K+ [45]
HopZla P. syringae AL RS T MKK7/JAZ/tubulin/ABR 1 [46~49]
HopAll P. syringae WL I3 2 R 2L g MPK3/MPK4/MPK6 [50]
AvrRpm1 P. syringae ADP-EHEEHFE R il RIN4 [51]
HopU1 P. syringae i ADP-#Z MR L RE il GRP7/GRP8 [52]
HopQ1 P. syringae AR Al N2 G /14-3-38E 1 [53,54]
XopD X. euvesicatoria. SUMOZ i SIERF4 [55]
PthXol X. oryzae pv. oryzae Tl 0% IR 7 OsSWEET11 [56]
Avr2 C. fulvum B 15 PIP1/RCR3 [57]
EPIC1 P. infestans B B PIP1/RCR3 [58]
PSR1 P. sojae LR TR T PINP1 [59]
PSR2 P. sojae KL R AR PP2A [60]
AvrPiz-t M. oryzae BEICa™ (L /8as APIP6/RIP1/CatB/OsAKT1/OsCATC [61~63]

Fb, PTIIIE MO T N rI5 1538, Rl )EMAPK
PIKIBHEAWRKY s R4, XRS5t
BN BEHEERR. Flan, T AR w0y +
HopAIl [ LI 5| & MPK3FIMPK 61 = B2 1k, FH WY
MAPKA S8 W s SRt PTG J5 ) T 4
(AR CREE 1M T 1 %A (reactive  oxygen spe-
cies, ROS), P 75 A MAMEHE N E2 2
NADPHAfL. PTUEIG i F2, PRREZAE S Wi
A N 2 Z AR 1 B i (receptor-like  cytoplasmic  ki-
nase, RLCK), HIBIK1HIPBLs%%, X 4ERLCK sitk—H
RAL I TENADPHE L RbohD, i #F I P4 4 19 A=
AT T A A B R BORR R B R T A FH RO T
HE LS BIK I ZE N U2 RLCKs, BH BRIk, M
T RLCK s A5 36 R 4R 3 26 2 g 7 it
AN, KKK ESUN FPepl(protein essential during
penetration-1)FIREHE B AVR-Pii %5 Al LI i A [7] Jy =0
27 S IE R B R 2T,

4.2 Wl BOY T ETI

o3 i TR L B S50 T 1 5 788 R E TR Bk A
B AR T ETUR H AT a5 U Y CHE,
SEPUR AT i RN BRI, R
Jir T A0 T LA ) G b 20407 ik 42 14 8 S 0 (-
persensitive response, HR). {7211, T Z¢ B 5L g2 1
AvrPtoBy; MHopl 1 Al 1l £~ T3SEVE FHYHR, Horf
AvrPtoB,; T 58 ZU4 | AvrE1l. HopM1. HopR1. Ho-
pAM1FHopAD I TEAS [RAAAEY) (Nicotiana  benthami-
ana) %S WHR, MiiHopI1 7] 58 Z4M il AvrE1 .
HopM1. HopQI-1. HopR1MIHopAMIi%S:AYHR"".

o Ji TR ) 2 SE ET L8 A 2 B8 508 ) A 9 1
NLRYUKEH, MijEi i FIRETI—Le e (5 55 S 41
S IThBEREVEM. RARI-SGT1-HSPOO THHRE &
Yy AE R Y NLR YU 8 1 ik & 14 e i vh 45 B AR
H AR AR BINLRE (s 7, T
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AN, FHopBF 1 Al LIS FF EHSPOORY “ % 1 1R
1 (client), J#ERRILHSPOO, I HATPasei®i Tk, Ml
BH 1 NLR&CE R 1 09380E 7. SGT LR AR [CAHTH I 5 4
ROV FRipAA. RipE1HIRIpP 110 Sy fr 5 1,
ROV FRipAC T HIFE Y H SGT1SRAR TR HAE, Jf:
THEMAPKATSGT1RY#ERR L, MIHHIRIpAA. RipEl
FIRipP1fih 2 (4 6™ Heob, 4936 FINDRI7ENLR
PUIG B U Hh R R AR, R 0T A WA A
N Avh24 1 T4 R AHNDR S B4k, gk mi i
ETI™,

Jito PN 2 2 AR B (RLCK) ZE A #I PTIMIETI
PR BB IAE™. R T AR R A,
TR ™, filtn, T A M ALY T-AvrPphB
AT ] Z RLCK KR ALY . 24 AvrPphB#! [ BIK 1+
PBLIMIPBL2ZRLCKHS, WA %Ml 2F EPTIM, i >4
HA[ERIPK A, U0 HINLRYLHE & FHRPM LA S ()
ETI®™. 4h, MAPKZRIKEAR ZPTIFETI Fif— &
B Sy, T A M FE R0 F HopZ 1an] #8140 5+
MKK7, Al 44 8 S T 0 15 1 R ok
5, FHWMKK 7S 0 e (5 515, DA [RIBHHp i) 25
FRYPTIHIETIY

995 S BRI ¥ EETIAY 55 — L 2 B 40
T i 2 AL G TR S RO . D, T M A
SN FHopZ3 1] Lh 5 AviRpm 1 FllAviB3 B AEI: £ k4L
RN T, 0 PS50 T i A& BN LRE TR 2
FIRPM 1 FGCHE ™. 7K e 38 B B 41 T X op QT K AR
AR b 5 XopX EAE, fil &K AE ™, (HAN T
XopG i i i 5 XopQHMXopX HAE, ¥ —H HFFAEMY)
AR, X AN O T ik R R ST T
U, 5 SRR F T AR FH 22 il SE B HAE  E T
.

4.3 RO T T 1Lk

AL AR DATMA R, FIF 2 2k
ERER L B L N N S IR = A Y
LAY SNSRI K S R 3,
SRR Z YN RN LR HE A 7 H AU B IE. 7R
Wl R AR T, FE 2 3 8 0 P AL L BH LR s S5 v 7Y
A5 BRI, 5L & Rk TR AL, A
TEIAZ B S A AR IS A AL — 2 G028 S,
WFR A S FL Y% (stomatal immunity). MelottoZs A
KL, M AZZI1 hB 5| Y LM, HHPROSTH
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SRl REE T R AL OCHE D 2R . AR 2 I i 20
TS 5 XTSI B R4, SR T e B FIRING
(RPM 1-interacting protein 4)5 {5 401 FilH -AT-
Pase HLAE, S5 HOGPE, PEESFLIFAR, M0 T A B R
RO AveBil i {2 25 R IPKOV RINARESE (37 51
10 5 1R A 02 AL T ik, 5 B et T N I 2H
AP0 T T B BT A A -l TR 1 AL,
HopF2 [ 3 L 5% IO T HopM 1 7] #L1 At-
MIN10/GRF8FFREIAHIRE, BHIEHA TR TR
PP b, R T AT L RE I SR LG A
W5 RN, XooM IR XopRF AR I+ H AT BH L PTI
S H LI PRPY, KRR AN B 25 KB B (Xanthomo-
nas oryzae pv. oryzicola, Xoc)FNEF =5 FAME
(Xanthomonas campestris pv. vesicatoria, Xcv)BIZUN F
XopC2F1XopSa] 43l BH. 1k 7K F& A48 pE 7 19 S FL AT,
(AR AT 27 A A, Liud
KNV, XocH R T XopAPLE S HENE, HIHI A
SFHOBGEIR AL, T2 LIT L.

JAE AU e R o ERL LR R AR P+
GyrEEE, HAALAH I R DG 2 80 ok ik
1515 K2/ N i < 7 1 ) 9 7 e (&2 )
PN, F AViEVE I T3 £ — MR R B R M A
TOPP(Type One Protein Phosphatases), /¢ 3 ABAFL 2 Fll
AL, TS & i Bk BT i ok a5
A RT RE 2 I B A B A MAR S 5 B IR i — D IR
GentzelZ NVR IR, K40 VEAS 25906 T (Pantoea
stewartii subsp. stewartii)) AviEZR AUV T WisEL ]
FIEFE KM poKEHL”, H-SFEROMET R E TR
. B —IRESE R, AvrE/DspES i RN -5
R _b AT CAFEAS ) 20 MRS TR i — s, (AR
FLN /NGl m I 2 B B AMA T, A T R
(1RG5 I KR 18 L ] (Dukee 27 o] ik v 52 56 28
255 https:/doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.29.547699). SZfx
F, HopMIZ R & AT 5 AR I i /K AL i1
ROW T, {HHopM 14t ATBEL1E 80 37 AL g 56,
PH I HopM 1 R] RETE i it B = G B AN [R] B B 18 A /] £19)
ff. BTSN AR I E AR, B an
A2 ALz sl RABH L 18 8 AR FAT B S

4.4 WIEEBOY T THRREIRERE 9@

WY ES S THYERKEE . FEHNE G
JE BRI R W 55 22 B . TEARZAEIMER T, KGR
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P A

FAHTRRAEAE AR S5t o e et A b B d SR A,
oK b 2 3222 5 X TG AT 1 R 99 L 11 1 e i,
TR IR 328 107 0 FEAARES 03 [ R R v e A
YK R SR FRAG T i8R 250G 00T BAH B AR,
X R A — Le R I B TR . AR 21 16 AR 4 T
455 K (coronatine) LA I SR AR (E 5, MK
Wle(E7, (R AR YL, IR IR FEFIIR T AEAE b
it B A OCEEVE R, PRI R R T AR 2299 S R AN,
THIHEFR.

IKIGTR A R 3 2 1 43 3R (chorismate) 28 543 32
M2 il ff(isochorismate  synthase, ICS1){#LG BF5>
YR (isochorismate) HE M 7= A5, F K BHK; 1R (Ustilago
maydis)ZUN - Cmul HAG 53 3 #8725 v [ (chorismate mu-
tase) G PE, AT IR MR IR S WEAk, FEAIK
BRI A, TR KRR S, ki
()5 B2 PRI S5 3 AH Y 7 S I F-CBP60g FISARD
PEE, BNEA BICS N TS 3+ 1F 1 ¥ KA iR
G a. DHR IR, RFe A B ASUN FVASCPA T HE [ 40 R
JFHCBP60gFISARDI, 55 CBP60gfi# i ",
NPRUZKBIRISZAA, KA ALFE T NPR1ZEA 2
R — R AR A R b L N 12218, RILHENPR 1
FRYREL 49 S22 L X9 5 T vy BB SR, NPR IS J
RN F R B AR, T A BRI RS0+ AvrPtoBE:
A E3Z R EHRHEVE, KGR 2> H 5 NPRIFYEAE,
A FNPRU AR, KRR,

IR F TR A BUFNE 51 15tk Ak 2295 I B () 800+
JITHE []. ZEFTBRAYSZ RCOT S IAZS R (A, A
FRA55 (. YRFIRAFAERT, JAZsHIZ RAILFEE,
B R U S T, AIMYC2, LI R AR 1Y
PEREAIFIR. T AR M R RN F AveB R 5 R AT R
ST, BT MPR YA % LA B HSP9O S
251, T BRI (i (Xanthomonas - campestris)
A3 F XopHIBIHIMY C2 /9 F3k,  THRFIRE
SU XPTARZ YIS, KERRE SRR
TR S G A TR IR R G, TERAR(E
PSS W 2K IR (G . IR T R R
v FHopZ1an] %5 K G AR IFH IIAZE H HAE.
HopZlall A LWEFFEBHG M, 0l CBHLIAZEE A, fEdE
TAZIGS, SIS SRR 51

i JE DA 000 -t AT R ) AR AR R AR A
KRS R HE = G R ARG TT0r T 7 (S 1 U
P T B B RO T AveRpt2 A 38 o 42 5 L e TR 1)

AR R AKOT RN R A A 4 225 5 SC R 4% B 1 Aux/
IAA, BIEERZGESBRZE, BT HFBAMER
el 1061 ji S R (AB A s 5300 s S SR T s S
A —~H WLRAR.  ANRGEITABARS I T 4R I3 T A
S BA M T BB . B0V T AviPtoB AT S [ A ABA R
AR AR I CYPT0TALFICYPAR, FiZ ZALIE#%
XA EN, ST EABARF R, NG T 3L A
FERRRT T B Ml R 7, s, T AR
PR F-HopZ 1an] #:5 Hpg I % sk 4 il ABR 1 (ABA
repressorl), 4RI I A RO E™Y. TR
PR RN FHopQ 1 ELA AT K Ml 16 14, 38 ad 8Y 1)
AN ZE R RS> 2 FE RS 4 (aminopurine  tibo-
side) AT EANIE R, B AN 0 2L K A5 S i,
MR D AN, SR NEEI RS S iR h
A3 )49 % B G 2 5 T ) RENE - AVR2 IR K P8
AR T PsAVh238 I T4 AT LA HH,
JEBA T DL M -0 ) A £ 2 A EE B, T
B BEF SR, SR R R Y.

4.5  WEEBON T T i s e

AU T Bl i R i (vesicles) R TE Ria M 21 i
ANE ) O S PR s e = T E ey O e N M O N
FAMBRPURA G A 2 CEE. EAR M SNz E
BT PN 5 R X 8 R 42 B, 76 N4 (endo-
some)F| S5z 2 5 ZR FLAAR W £ (trans-Golgi  network)(TGN/
EE)WIERT, |OAPS AR $E D, Sk 30k
fig. ek —id B /NG TPRE(GTPase) /i F T #I I
M B RS, i — 2 ESNAREsH H FFk
W G W) (exocyst) IVEH T AT, SRR =09 —
DH SRR NS, ETEMRS R AR T A
FEHENBAIE N, I e AAE it R A, 85 1 s SR i
FEE b 7 G e 32 1A L S M A b e B AR R 1 87 AL,
I AEAE DRSS A P AR h B AR, R
BRI S TR - AR AR, AN, R AR DG EE 1
PRI/ AT 2 GTPase K 5 i 2 FRab8 FlIRab11Z 5,
T 9% 32 R R FIFLS2 300G Ji B R N S0 R
Pk BRI, RO FILEER TE NS
) B — IR, BUWEE R RSN T RXLR24 7] 5
GTPaseZZ R AL FIRab1 1 AR, THLAEM 1Y BIAIPR]1
(43 2R B 80N T AviPtoB . RipE 1 FIXopP U #E
ANMARE AW, T m FER RS, HHExo70
732 R AR Exo70B 15 B350 - it
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RS, T T AIPRREE P ol BEIGB i BRA. IHbAh,
T B A B SOV T AviRpm 1 5 AviR pt2 7] DA i
JERE 7 FRING, BH1EExo 700 JFARAYEE, PR Tt b
PEA B st B O T
PexRD315SNAREHE H HAE, &Ml RAEMN,
RRE RS, IR T & M skt

9 SR BRSO, AR T3 RN AR, IRZPRR
MRS e PTG ZEA R N A B, Bl N
J5 S BRI B PRRIFAGIAFI . BUWRE R B RN T
AVR3aj& 5 — 8 4GB B9 5% I PRR Y 7 1 8N T,
Avr3an] Jg /D 5 B FLS2 N A E M i I FLS 24 S 1)
e A, T A M B KOS T HopM LE JH T
TGN/EEE N YR FAMINT. MIN7HA T 1% 40w E T,
F B 3E P i 2 5 s A S I 1 3 i A A G
JRIFLZR, MiHopM I{EFEMINT 1 A, i I 5544
%ﬁ;[lm]-

4.6 i lABON T T- 095 T4 1 vt

Y [ I (autophagy )& A5 M)A 4H B R AN 75 22 1
B ANES DL RSN B ) —Fp oy =X, R R
YEH R — A R EbRRAE. AR h—K R EAE
HJ&ATG(autophagy-related)f5 H, FHAHATGSHEH 5%
FlvE AR EAE, S RE R A AIEERER R, B
B/ IMAR, R R AR R A R R WA 2e 1
ARXF254 40U/ 7 HH A ATGER FH R K A ST [R5 R 4,
RN . B IR AR A 1844808 T kAT
MHEAER T, I T 88N EAE, HAATG8Z Hixik
Mo FEAEMFEREA". #—BPR R, 7EX
S M 0N FHrpZ1 5 ATG8cFIATG8e MU T A
ATG8HE HHAE, MHopF3-5FRATG8c5ATG8gs M
HATGSEHEAE. AR, PN 751 % T AR
H W . HrpZ 12 ATGAS S/ ATG8 B 4] M T4 i
W, T HopF3 WMl [ W e A, T 7 M1 B B 2k v 1
AvrPtoB/AviPto 5ATG1a B AR, FEALHBERRIL, FLE
T AEORPEB AMH T- 25 LA g AT s
SEIRUIH, ORI RON TR T A AN Y [
IR, IRIRIAG 5 A8 9 S TR A= .

Y [ WS 5 BIAR Y G 0T BE -5 AN [R) 0 D b B L
Ry A, ANAE A WIS S 24 R R e R
Yirgdowe k. Blan, HiHE e R (Candidatus  Liberi-
bacter)3 v T SDE3 [ ATG8 SR 1, 4k 77 = 41y
FIWG, ATTEI SRR st ™, A 2 A2, 0 Bk
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N F-SDE44051 5 ATG8 Z G & I EHAE, 0% 27 T4k
I A, TR s M, SF e g
JL RN T XopL5 H WSz A4 1 21 43 SH3P2 B AE H-F1|
HE31Z K G4 ME A S SH3P2RRAR,  HE 1M 0 i 20 i
F, fERER el ehh, K S&8UEM iy bE S
ATGTHAE, 30125 32 Frwst ", 2k dusk s F-NMAS 1]
H I ATG AR AR 111, I MK 40 it 11 W AIE 1 26 i A
2122 5 A AMEARE T RN Tk A B R 1
PexRD54, B0 LI5S A EAYATGSCLEAE, fEdk A bk
IMEBIIE L. PexRD545 HWEZ{KJoka2 s 4+ 5
ATGSCLEAE, I FHtToka2sr Fryw7 B2,
PexRDSAEHE ) H EAS R TJoka2, HEML T 5 FE
ZEIRAWE, JE&ERRESI RN AV Fit, SoRE
B UL T PexRD 543X FE F RN - SF B ikt 2 = e %
AHOC F W, [RIEE SUAR A8 5% W, 33 mT R X0 JRL T e
A2 e AR B SR B T Y i
] WA Ay A W AR e AR [ o s 2 e o B2 () A B 3 2
—, TSR R R A TP R A, AT
5 R BLT B RN - ) A A R AR A FE A
LalZ N RSTS8R0S 0N ) A T v
HA MR, X0 T A e ar 40 v AR
PR YAEAF AR — B IRAWF Y.
4.7 RO TR A B SR s s A gt

7 JEr A i B N AT A RAT B IR e e e T AR .
Y EZARY), SR, AR, AR
FRILAWI5E, BR T RETETT A B A K AGs, i 2R
WEERE SRR IR, HERYS
SR AP F BRAMA L R RS A0S i AR T,
BEAh, R IR R et 2 FBURSMA R & K 25 R
TE I BT 4R 252 S50 s 5 I 7 5 e
Al RE 2 i AR AL SRR R A, ki
S B 25 ) (R B 2R 55 8 R 0 o 1) 5 e ok i AR e g
AT SR, T8 D B 2550 - T BE S AR A A G
—FhE 52K

BHS T D B SRR IR A — 1 I 2 B TR,
AR 2B A R R A E AT T A 2R T YR Ak
BV AN A0 D B AT ST, 98 T T L) o ) 2
I TR ARG A T e TR R R 4. filn, R
25 B TR I TR 250 TP XEG 141 7 3 40 Jif B v 1) AR 7 3R
ARHOA A o AT e A ey B, g K
TR AR Y I TE A BRIR, (EAHY) F B T s &



P A

EAHAR. EOL R KB, K ERE R R AN T
PsAvh413 0] DL E 250 1) K S SR BE IR & BEGmTPS6,
T A MR AR U 75 R e R B R, EI R
DRERR HE ST BRI E R, Rk A SR
e AR, 5 I A AR T s A A 2 i
y-Z T R (y-aminobutyric acid, GABA)HY ™2k . TEARHY)
A, AR R B (glutamate decarboxylase, GAD)
PG IR 2R 1 (calmodulin) & 1L =4 GABA.  #F5%
BIR, FANTT IR I S — 08 FRip gk A 40
M5 GADEAE, ML A5 A& A A AR, (et
TGABAW ™A, JFRIFILAE N A 5 558 1 8 57 ok
P BRI I, V. dahliaei it SUMO(small ubi-
quitin-like modifier)fF 55 & 1 VdUlpB(ubiquitin-like
modifier(SUMO)-specific protease)-5 HifiZf# i VdEno
(V. dahliae enolase) H 1% B AERFRIZATLY) 1 BHEE AR
. VAUIpBREE 2% VdEnoZE H I SUMOAL &1, fiE ik
IZER TR AN A R SRR T LR RE R Y ThAg, (2t
V. dahliaet B0

TR RS, B MR YA )5 8 A
JEAMAR, T RAMAT A A E S A T R R
A ASASCAT DA FH 28500 - 9 42 R 0 8 R A A 1) 7 A
W BE A AR AR 8 FR A ) SOAMA R 2 5. b
JE 032 i AN AT FL R S B G i B L s, Hop
SWEETs 545 1 A WE A ENE A0 1 20 i el iz 1Y)
T & B KRR R TR H Y TA L (transcription activa-
tor-like) R FPthXo 1 A] [ 4%45 & OsSWEET1 13 H )
FA T IR A, ARt TR AR it
— R R, W T-AvrXa7. PthXo3. TalCAHITal5
YR LAE B OsSWEETI 41076351, 32 W 25 o 1 i 1o
BN HE [ SWEE TR R AR #ERE R AL, AR IUE
FAR P HIG TR YL, BRANGEIL, /KRGS B (Rhizocto-
nia solani)sv ¥-AO0S21] 5WRKYS53MIGT1(grassy til-
ler) EAE, FFUBEFLG KRG C A 12 S I SWEET2aF1
SWEET3aW 33k, &S BOKR M C B
SR TR, WISEIE R, TR E AL 2
E (Pantoea stewartii subsp. stewartii) {1742 F1138 1343
W AVIEF G RN T WsESRBK 511 7K 73 N S A S
KA YITERTY B A MA R R 25,

B TAHLETYL, TR R 2 7F 55 0 i
JCE R AR Y AR K. B2 e R Ak % 25 1
ERZHID A RGE R EZICR. B A, PTI
WG S5 FAEY B R B (ARG SE R s, Wk

TRV LR I R AR AR T, xS
ARG B SON T8, /K R 40 B Ik 4 DR B TAL
YO - Tal2 g #08 [n] JF- 30 K R i e is BE [ OsSUL TR 356
(IR, VEMEIHAE MR BRI, SEURHRYLEE
R S R AU T AvrPiz-t B 38 ) 7K R 0 AR
FHOsAKTI, #0iil A5 040 8 1 N TR 2505 B 2
Pl R EEEAMEITE. TR, TR
PR T AvrRpsd ELZHE A AR AR R AR, ity
AP R A BTS AR R T k(5 554 sk
AOkaEE, PETTAEDE T R Rk i R I, o T D)5
DATEFOMA R . B0 R — e e B ) 2
K, KRS RS T 20 W B TALRY S F-PthXo 1 A] LA %
KA RL K Xal3, TiXal3 54%: 5 E ACOPTH
COPTSPHEIJAE T 4 o0 AT 548 m AN e iz,
WAR T R A ST X o 28 2 0,

FaY)Z B TR AR e e 5 T AR AR 2 AR AR
Y, XS CITYIRE REVE M AR (L RE AR R AR, 18
AT LME NS S A . bR T A LSRR
- BoC R, o I ot 23 R FH SO0, F 3o He i id
BRALIARY. AR R AR A — 4%
HERAR, AL TR TR SR N b
PP, RTRER . FEIRER . BEEYIAE, XLy
JEAEAEA) A A S B RPN B e A v 2 4 EE R
T A M B O FHopZ | FLE: 5K 0 F il A= ) &
S GmHID 1B AEF i 22 B A, 0 T 403 b S 25 1Y)
FerE, T R IR R X S A AR e ARk
(Hirschmanniella oryzae)3 i) FHoCMATHoICMA!
T B R LR ORI R Y A9y
IR FC RN T RipNH AT ADP-Z M /N ADP £ i i fL fif
AOTEE, B RERE A AN MINADH/NAD 4 L), 3]
fis EEIPTUR WY, T 7 (1 B Bt 1) %% T Ho-
PAM LN AD /K fift Ji— 28358 10 i B0 R e IR A
v2-cADPREKIEIRAE W HINAD G %, 1 400 il
Yrtere it iie A B EE"Y. ah, PREREIT 2
WY A BCRTA, RS E L. T B R T
HopAF 1REHE [m1 48l g S FH i W A Ao, 41 o P it
PR BEMTN L RIMTN2 G R, > w4
52[146]'

4.8 WA T TP B2 R DUBRE R AL A
Hik

RNAA S HFEHIGUER(RNA interference, RNAi)Z

]
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I T AR I —FPORSF NS, Rt 2 # A%
WU B RS 2 —. RNAL 22 S50 5
LSRR e R SN ¥ WS E 2 B g RN R (SOAEE Uy
AGO(Argonaute) i F 2 T = AEmiRNARY—> 25
M. EEYE80KTE(tumip crinckle virus)& FIP3SAIGW
I L S PR IFAGOL, THRNALEZ". T
FLR R SAMA B Y, AT B R R Y —
AT K sIRN AT A EL B 40 b e L 3 380 3
Feik" zhuds \UVE B, KIAE A ALY T VASSR1
AT HE AR A A% ] sSIRNAFTAGO1-miRNA 1 H 4%,
AT S A T AGO 1 FISiIRNA R K AR, 155 T
FEPL A DCAYSIRNA ) RIS B iz 6. A,
BT PINP 14 1 JH 2 miRNA FIsiRNA R 2 ik
GER AUV T-PSR1M 5PINP1(PSR 1-interacting pro-
tein 1) EAE, THE2F ERNAICY, K085 PSR A] B
FEAM TR R E B TR P siRNARY A i, AR L A
RNAifE "

mRNAR AR [ ] AR 5 42 0] DL i L R S e 1
FHIRMIZREME. HuangZs N R IR, S0 e85 1 (2 YL it
PO T G IE AR L R A T AR BT, (kT G £ 0
FERN R AR BT U AR, AP A, BoRRERE E 2D
F 9B YRRV F(SRES) S 5 T X 4 ERTIARNA
RIS BYU A T, 2 B R R N Tl T
mRNARGARA AT AE B IR 27 U TE. T & ER
JH T R FHopU 1 i) #L ] 255 GRP7HE 14, T Hxt
FLS2FIEFRA BIPFI4%. GRP7TE— 1 RNALE & HE 1,
A 45 G FLS2FIEFRIVH: 554, 1MHopU1BH 1IEGPR75
IXLEER B P RISE G, 3 R N A R
96 U SO Tt AT X NLRIE P Sk pE AT, tn/kAg
F1 A 9 B RV F XopQ 1T 5 5 0sa-miR 1876 Y £ 1K,
M Osa-miR 1876 1] AE/ FNLR 4w i 3L [ NBSSRAY5'-
UTRH A ifm i L3R5k, il A 50 %
FEUH R R AR A A LY, A A
RNA(rRNA) S B FARHA SR AR, /N2 OB T
N T-CSEP0064/BEC 105445 & SIAZMEIAR, 40128/
(MeJ AV 25 EAMARRNA M . A5 22 8
2, BRI i (Heterodera schachtii)3 v T-32E03
WA rRNAR Rk, D EAY32E03 & rRNAE
ik, PEFEZR AR, AR A32E03 M A T 1DNAKE R
FIsSRNAA L, FHBERNAN SHIDNAH 34k L K
rDNARJITER, BREIZ iy AR H AT 0, e s
(RSN —F AN BEAE 5 1R 27 = 35 PR A DT R AN SERNAT
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P, EFEMRNATRA ST Rk IR L AR
PR TIRE.

4.9 LN TR A AR A TR e
4.9.1 BB v 40 R AR o 4 o e A R

2 L AR EA A B T A B AR A R 2R A,
ISR AR 00 AN 2% A A28 U8 (microtu-
bule). f#ZZ(microfilament) & 7 [a] £F- 4 (intermediate  fi-
lament) 4. EIH2ES S 2R A B R, AR 401 o)
Ay LR SN 1) UG Q D Eaava L I DA - S DA AN e |
iz, 25 RN SRR RN, T
BB B AN, T HopZ 1 a 5108 SR — RAARH AR I 21k
s R, REME L RE, FEshiER2Y
PR E BIB TR R, ETTRER 1o Wb AR AR 1
AFREA SR TR T AR AR 1 5 — A
RO FHopW I TEAR Y h 3Rk it 5 WL & B 2 &
Yy, BCORARM B 2T N AT R s fd i, HOR
Ui A5 A S Hop W 1-C ] L B HEAER S MR RLE- LB 2 1 45
O W 853N B S A S0y A I e o ] 0 8
20, GRS UM AU, XopL AT E3VZ R IEHE
WPk, TGS A stromule I HES, FEHHilstromule
ARG TG TG 98 AR R S o T, RIS T
BB Xop LMl G SRR, oAb, ST IR S % A,
LR ARV T2 T A M B 2R A AR R AR A2k
WA IMIPFN3(Meloidogyne incognita Profilin 3)&H
ZEE N E R, BIRHZ R, TIMLMKIE
EEUSS].
492 W F T AR R G

2R AR YIS i g, W E 2 Pim
BRI R DGR, PRIt 25 i TR0
BEh BB, T A I T A OO T AT I
10 ENL T3 F 4K, HrbHopl1 255 % MR
FHsp70, 51EMNBEARZEHIEE, BT KGRI
FUT SR T HopN LEAT e W 26 11 T 1, 47 2
FROSHIPFACST R R R ANEFET:. HopN 1t AHEY)
S, ELLTNEEMRE, SOERSEPSI) EREH
PsbQ BN I FHEOLREME, THOGE i TR EEASA N
AR, MR T 4R IRROS Y AEW) sk, TR
B 5N - AviR ps4/HopK 1 L) 2 HopM1. HopO1-2
ST A SRR, HIROS AL FIPTIR LY. A
eI, BRI BB TR 1500 -t AT RE AR P B AR, 4
VR A A A 25 FE FE0 B (Plasmopara viticola) B 475K



P A

N FENETAEY AR, 8 A4 B Pyrenophora  tritici-re-
pentis BN Tox AR [ A 4 -4 (4 2 1 Tox ABP1, [#AI%
G RGEPSUMIPSIAY FFE M5 FROSHY KR &R, i
M SFEGE YA IAFE! 1, T, 5 B AR RN T
AR AR AR AR, TP A BT RE R LA 5
Y RE LN .
493 WMMNFTHRFEARFAN T RE

AT R FAZ A A G A i 2 2 RS U Y
EEAMAS. PR A AR A a2 PR A
RN, FEARER 1A DA Sk A sk b R R 28 8 1 L
(unfolded protein response, UPR), M4k H1fa
A B RUEAR Z G2 A OCER A LS4 0, an 20 fifa s
AYPRRs LK A b B AN AR DG (3. FRBE
T2 T BN T L 7 ) — B SRR, IINACH: 3%
KPR AR MA%, AL ) #35. Menga§:
NUTR B, R B R Y5 KR N R MR, S
PR ) A7 1) 928 0 8 4 R U N A CH it [R) 1 B 22 B
fift, TS KRB, (HRESN FRASS TiX—id
AT U — P HFTT. AL, SO0 R R B SR nT &
A A 200 B PN 5 0 <2 V7 N A CHE 5% RN TP 1 FINTP2
N, WO B SO, {H 350928 2 TR AU P03 192 AT H
IENTPIHINTP2 AR, #E 1 FEARAS [ AR B0 e 22 T
PENOT Y Py R I R R T AT LAV 9
Fil, wtss Fshulchlshfh k anpEstr=. Bilin, pasm L
FIBiPs I A 23 15 & P8 J5 I s S8 s i i e st =, {3
SR A A P R RN T PsAvh262F4 i BiPs, BH1E4H
JIRFE, SR e S A7 R B s, SR, i
JE F9 P 5 O Mt T BB AR A G2 Fani AU VR B, N
JoT W 5 57 I FK BP 15-2 88 [ H A ARSI 22 BRI 2 5544
fiti(PPlase) &, L% I 1 1E JRIAE 4 X5 ARURE B3 (Phy-
tophthora capsici)HTYE, (HIHHUE 253 WA RN, T
PcAvr3al 24 [ H- 4 HIFKBP15-2 (BTG P, AT 4014
PR I e A S AR e e DRI, PN IR A G g
R ZMER, WS SRR AN T A AN P T
D) i) P A S 2R AT A B AT O b T PN O 7 A
Yo sE Ve .
49.4 BN FTIHIFFF £26SE & B &30 |
T *

26SHE A SE—FZ W INEAE Y, A%
FREE B, A8 AR TRz 21k, 268
R BHA T A T 0 R R S e R0 2 IR B
B A5 B Hh & S T RE, IR (A

{ARF FERPT2aFIRPN 1 22t AR 34 T T A6 T 7 i
AR, P2 T H R AN T, MHopM1.
HopAO1. HopAlMIHopG |4 [i] 27 38 I EEAA, 37l
TEPENL A, TR U T HopZ4 S
fitg (A ERPTO HAE, I ARHAEE. RPT6S 5K
HBHAR %%, HopZ4 W] AgJ& 5RPT6 HAE, T-Hlaf 4
FIRGARSIRE, SEm R HE ", 2688 FIHARY T2
Uite&xiz ZAR B TR AR, V20 IR BN T
BT 2 Bz 2 bl i, IR — o R
PEFE M. T A RN T AvrPtoB ] ¥ [ Ik AZ R 52
fANPRI1, FF48m1H26SH AN SRR, AT,
95 JEL B AN A R 35800 7 B4 T4 27 £26SEH
AR TIRE, 0T RN T2 RALEF T s A e R
M, FIHZ E226S 8 IR X SE 8 TR, T
P 75 = .
4.9.5 WM F IR F E M L R M

JIf T 2 22 40 L R 240 e ) o A SR A )3 3
I AT 9 & B0 22 g DL TR (A 80 -3 1ok A T ] 42
22 AR AISEE. i, Lige USSR, TR
BRI 161500 ~F ] 3l aod i [R] 32 22 502 . R AL ) 3 24
() DA A i b ZE S BR s B ) it — 20 AR, BRI S
BN FAE AT B R, b —RhEE A Y K
SEPE IR 22 A IDFRR R DA, BIFE R B, AR ft1k
& (Fusarium oxysporum)SUh T Avr2 &7 T 37 3 M ] 4
24, IR 22 B F LR LA I A TR
5 B0 M T 50U% T HopO 1- 14 52 A5 T~ 25 T M 1) i 22 I3
TFHGEAEEY O, PTIS A DEIR BT 5% 220
[i) 322 22 T R A2 SR ) 9 Do TR 2% 1 -9 B A 3T X
97 JER T U e 1) FH 255017 - 30 ol R A 7 L 52 0k 35 Bl 3k
TR 2F T2 20 B e

4.10 SR BON TS A

YRR EEA I —F 5 EAER A,
XTI YIE R T A R TE P 4 (microbiome).  IT4E
KMIBFFE R, A W AE DR 2 3 032 08 S TR A
AR, R AT R A A
YL MRBR A RGP LR,  LATI S R B 1A
1=, AR, ARV R AT IR Y
ROV TARND FCE WL, LB BT,

3 TR0 HL A A PR O 2 %) 52 i) T 3 e 3
TP TR A R RN TS B, ST R, R Ae AL
B AT ] FH AN T VdAve LRIVAAMP2 A 25 )
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A VdAvel A HUEIEE, TI0H 2 32 s BT
FORERFED) B e, B B e i i K F R
W] ] P AN IR VAAMP2,  H5 BhEAE -4 rh gk ie A
PR, WP B AR A e 3 1 e et Bl
PBFFE B, VdAvel (Y [RIJEEE FIVdAve L2t B A
PR, (B HRSPEFIVdAvel RTR, VdAvel L2 3
TR A SR R PR Y, esh, Kk
T8 7E A7 Y I 0138 o b — A~ ik bl 2 R RN T
VAAMP3RINHIAE A P B A 25 . AR
()2, VAAMP3 EELHEHUARLE B 1E KN 58 i i =2 UL )
LR e SR R AR B T AR R [ B
6 FHAS [R) BR800 TR 25 B E 2, AT i it
=,

3 DL T 34 T ) PRS0 - 1) 2 S AR & A ke
P EMEYA. MYAL P2 eI T TR
HIN TR A, % S S ) B AR 0
FH SR QRO T Brg 1 1A §1 5] 2% 32 2 e & Mg 12
PP (A R I R T (ADC) i R 3 s ek, fe k£
MR EA G T Brgl 1 1 2 A O 5 45 57 /R [
A KA S, A T T R B R A R RO
X A B g A T RS P e ) B AR A O
S, G a0 A Y R BR R A A g A K, A
T B2 R R E R T s 4 ).

411 Bod et

% 1 D R AR A8, e 4 ) 2 2 S AR kA e,
AR T B IS TR AR S5 AT 2 AR 0t mT R TR ALY
AL T 4B 240 L 53 D 2050 SR Wb T T S5 A =2 TR
MAESCR. VIR ], Hor W 8 Bl air 44k
NOPs(nodulation outer proteins)[lm. H AT E IR
BRI ERAIETISS/rilb iy, K fed kb B
IEVAEAE. NOPsBR 1 e gt AR 55 ny Ak, b i
fig Erg g s,

HR IR BN GR23443 WA % T NopM & FH H A E3
7 F TGV, RETEREY h A HIMAPK &2 HIROSHY
e, AR HENGR2347E i .(Lablab purpureus)iRJ&
g AT AR T Nop THA ¥ bk 2 R 2 14 il 5
PE, S H Y IMAPKR /2% AR HENGR234 5
KBTI Nop L h—AHof ik f
AR R SO0 1, REAE M HI A I MAPK IR A2 I
B TP AYERIK. NopLEEARE(E HENGR2347E 5 1 iR
LR g AR R, RE/ENGR234 53¢ T 193k A:
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AR AR 1 Nop P 2 AR TR S A
¥, Holgedr EEARERR L, I HIEAENGR23459F
LB TR T T R vh g i A ™, Bt &
P, R EA] DL 3 GmRj2/R fg 1 8 P A [ 988 T 110
NopP, MM SEBIAN [F] 1 X R o0 A T i ik 48, Bl
b B b 3k IS AN IR R R G R B T
PEHERRT. eAh, — SRR B A TR
NLRA H PR e il e A s iy, ank o84
HJ& B (Bradyrhizobium  elkanii)®Uw FBEL2-5F1H ik
RARIE B (Bradyrhizobium japonicum)SL N FMIr636 14
2 ENLREIHCR ETIR .

H FBE -1 A TR HR L (Arbuscular mycorrhi-
zal fungi, AMF) S i91E RS I . BF 5%
R, MK MR N ER M RE (Rhizophagus irregularis)FF
fH#ERE (Gigaspora rosea)/ )&/ 872 F12633 14U F,
Hor AR R AR N ERBE RSN T SP70] LUtk A 76 (Medi-
cago truncatula) 02N SR E FERF19MEE T
PR AR T RINLE LI 4R AL
1 A A 5 4 AR FTH2BAS & T il Hop e, ki
W27 P DRI ERE, EHEMEREE. it
Ab, i R A B E R A (Serendipita indica)y
W06/ RN T 5 R A BAERE, ks
RO T S R (5 T 1 S B OCHK, R
RO AT B 1 L R A SRR e A A K,

4.12 BN TR A s

1946%F-Harold Flor#f 3 P X} 3 R i 14 (gene-
for-gene hypothesis), A AAEY) SRRSO MK T
L YIHTRG LR (R)FI S 2260 o7 14 TE 15 L R (Avr) HLAE G
£, FA S A DA R E AT L R O Ho J
P AR XTI B TR SE RN, A A e I P
B R 2 7 R oy T AE R R i AL, ok
AIRE DR SR B e . A B e 2 18 w2
AUNB-LRREZSFIR, RIS A AZ AR ES & 0 /5 (nucleo-
tide binding site, NBS)HI43 %A & 4E # & (leucine-rich
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NLR. #IREIFHEH 4 4w 150 NLREE I, /KAEAITE
LN ZH 45400 ZEA7NLR !, AR HL AR NS 454
BRI, NLR4F R HA CC(coiled coil) 25 #3511
CNL. HATIR(toll interleukin-1 receptor)Zh el (i)
TNLFIEATRPWSZE F B AYRNL =26, HH, CNLFI
TNL FZAE AT 4 NLR (sensor NLRYEFINE R, 1



P A

RNL FZ/E M B INLR (helper NLR)7Esensor NLR
W ZHEVEH. NLRE U — 0TI, TREZ 5]
9o DL DR AR % i ST B2 T A T8 9 i e 1) 1
T, DU, Bk 2 R SR A K R
A R,

R B 1 55 D B 850 1 AR 0 AT ook 4
PR R BN B I A, BRI IR 8 B 554
BEFEAE, SEGURE A B0 A TS g,
B, SRR PTG B F LRRES M3 5 42 45 4 W RR A5 1
AvrL567, SEHURE IS, B—FPoRE 5%
W HAZER AR Y DR B 6 (R protein pair)
Xt D B O T U . BLRE IF PR 2R X R PS4/
RRS1MF T X T F B I B AW T AveRpsd F 5 Al 57
IR EC TR Pop P3SN, F- AT, 76 B4 I IR A L A 7 4
T, RPS4AYTIRZEI S RRS 1 TIR S s T A,
B9 5 FIRPS4/RRS 14b T 1R A 245 SR 5500
FAEAER, AvrRps4miPopP2 5RRS1 MR Kb 5
WRKY#: 5 A 7[R I DNAZE & 45 My S 45 4, %
RPS4/RRS1. RRS1FRFHN A WRKY 254 SAR L, 13 i
PR F PR WRKY 7 SR, kR Mintegrated
decoy(ID)Z5 A3,  HTii 8 (IR BIRUN 13X Fh oy 204
PPN A R (integrated decoy model)™'*. 7E
AR S, B3 RS TR H
IDZERYIER,  AN/K FRENLREE FAIRGAS FIPik-1H1 FURATX 1/
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2981 NLR-IDsHY 2 23 A 6 WA Y R HINLR Z 4L
FIREAE L R R S e

PR 2 S R0% F B AR R e P 2 R
R B4 R RIS AR (1, 2T ik A GE . 3 D PR sk
SHyrh A E A A E, SEh R RE AR
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O AEEED. ARE R E AAE R SRR D
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TR A — 1~ BRI (8 1 R AT /I MA (resisto-
some)J & FL. 20194, 1EMEI L ARHEIBN . EFR
2EBint Al 5 R B A WA I RS R A BRI AR~
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Phytopathogens cause many serious diseases in plants. During millions of years of battles with plants, phytopathogens have
evolved many strategies to suppress plant immunity for their infection. Effectors, secreted by pathogens during infection,
are the key weapon of pathogens. These effectors act either in the apoplast or cytoplasm and play a vital role in interfering
with plant physiology and defense responses in order to create a suitable environment for colonization. Effector biology
research has achieved tremendous progress in the last two decades, enabling us to recognize their essential roles in plant
and pathogen interactions.

Technique advancements have increased our understanding to effector biology. Development of high-throughput
sequencing and omics techniques have dramatically improved our ability to identify and characterize effector repertoires in
various pathogens. The elucidation of effector targets and their mode of action has helped us use these knowledges to
engineer disease-resistant crops through genetic modification. Currently, our understanding to pathogen effector biology
has undergone a significant expansion beyond the well-known immune signaling suppression. Effectors have been found to
interfere with diverse biological processes of host plants, including plant metabolism, the dynamic regulation of stomatal
movement, phytohormone signaling, the function of organelles, and even the delicate balance of host-associated
microbiome. This paradigm shift highlights the complexity of the host-pathogen interactions and reveals the multifaceted
strategies that pathogens employ to establish successful infections. One of the groundbreaking achievements in effector
biology is the discovery of plant resistosomes, which resolves the long-standing question that how plant NLR immune
receptors recognize effectors for immune activation. This groundbreaking finding not only provides a complete framework
for us to understand the effector-triggered immunity in plants but also holds profound implications for the view of host-
pathogen interactions, which will prompt the development of innovative strategies to bolster crop protection and food
security.

This review summarizes the recent research advances of phytopathogen effectors, including effector characteristics,
diversity in different pathogens, translocation, the functions in interfering with host multiple biological processes, and their
recognition in host plants and the discovery of plant resistosomes. Additionally, it offers a perspective for future research in
the field of effector biology.

effector, plant immunity, virulence targets, immune interference, immune recognition
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