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Abstract: N-Acyl homoserine lactones (AHLs) are important quorum-sensing signaling molecules, which
are mainly involved in regulating physiological behaviors such as the colonization of rhizosphere
Gram-negative bacteria, bacterial cell metabolism, and signal transduction between bacteria and plants. It
has been shown that plants can sense the presence of AHLs and make specific physiological responses,
but the exact response mechanism is unclear. This paper reviews the intracellular signal transduction
mechanisms in plants after sensing AHLs, the effects of AHLs on plant growth and development and
stress resistance, and the positive role of AHLs in agricultural production. It lays a theoretical foundation
for the development of AHLs products and their application in organic agriculture.
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FIREA BT R Rl R AR E;
At G2 A2 ) A 2 A R F) 2 5 R IR BE SR,
VA AR A LR 4T 385 S5 490 975 0 R 47 2 ) 1)
T A ZE AL AR 224 i R4S T AN SO R 53 (A
IR T K) . SRS EME RN E
R A0, 3 08 o 3903 JiR A R 4 T TR 24 1
PRT 3 SR — b 22 4 10 7 QR T A0 JIE M AR 243 SR 1)
BT SE I, KA B 138 s A pradi v A i,
/DX I [ 77 (Tsygankova®2016) .

1 BERNEEESH T

IR, — PR 9 B A4 2% R (quorum sens-
ing, QS)"HIIL G| V2 W I, 1K A — Fh 20 B 40 A )
WG RGE. A N R AR A, HET A IME S
I3, FPEHE R FR, XIS AR A e e e SR
(Shrestha%$2020). I H 5 R 4= 90 50 W 0145 5 4>
-t BB T 1T 4 B 1 2 A RN A B R (Frederix A1
Downie 2011; Whiteley22017). H RiH 78 & 500
Z P e 8 7 AEQS IR, 9 4B 2 AR IR A (Rhi-
zobium leguminosarum). T4 & BRI H (Sinorhi-
zobium meliloti). 4%/ 5.} B (Pseudomonas aeru-
ginosa) V£ 240 W E /R (Burkholderia cenocep-
acia) REAZAR /R 7% [ # (Yersinia pseudotubercul-
osis). FEGLINE (Vibrio cholerae). % 5K (Vibrio
fischeri)%

22 IRE I 1 QS & 4i 1 4% Phzl/PhzR . PQS.
LasI/LasR. Iqs#ILuxI/LuxR%, f&/™ A [E (115
5T UNN-TE 3 5 22 2% P 56 (N-acyl homoserine
lactones, AHLSs) (Churchill #1 Chen 2011). #& & %
(Schaefer?$2008). i fid(Diggle%5:2007). 3-F2%
EE AR H 18 (3-OH-hydroxypalmitic acid methyl) (Fla-
vierZE 1997)Fln] 47 B A5 5 [l 7 (diffusible signal-
ing factor, DSF) (‘AR H1452020)%%; &= % K FHVE i A
M5 55> T £ 2% Bk (Waters fliBassler 2005; Ge
£52014). AL, B FAAL2Z G IRYNE (Vibrio
harveyi)?—‘giEﬁ”ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ?iﬂﬁ, J& AN [F 4
YFh 2 [BIAZ R BIME 5 7T

ERFERQSIE S /0T, AHLsM RN & 5
PR (B R RAECEAT G . AHLs BAT IR SF 1 5
22 AR NN ARG BE AN [R] VA B AN 2 2 (1 V-

P B (1 1) o AR AR P A2 00 5 1 K B2, AHLs ] LA
T NFLREEKEE 7 1o M EEAHLSLE BEFE 70 A7 4
FISABRIE T, AIN-TT P v 22 2R N 15 (V-buta-
noyl-homoserine lactone, C,-HSL)FlN- [k 5t /5 22
Z % P 18 (N-hexanoyl-homoserine lactone, C,-HSL),
M EEAHLS B 102 18Nk 1, anN--+ DY bl 5k
T 225 1% N T (N-tetradecanoyl-homoserine lactone,
C4-HSL)o BBt HEGE (14 AN AN B2 5 I L 4 C-3 431
72 W SBR[ T N-3- 40 A 25 T s vy 22 IR A TR (V-
3-oxo-decanoyl-homoserine lactone, 3-0xo-C,,-HSL)],
I 72 2 e BUAR [ U N-3- 2 5 2% It ik 1y 22 4 R N I
N-3-hydroxy-decanoyl-homoserine lactone, 3-OH-
Ci-HSL)IH5 %

5 5 BE AT AR B AR, 1 5 T
TR T L AE G 2R, EATIAE 20 B AR ) TR B
2 IE A 1 i (SchikoraZ§2011, 2016; Schenk A1
Schikora 2015). 7T k4 % B AHLs /2 A 2 I
AR KA 3R 77 DA B e A= A E A A Pk 3 s 38 ) R )
T (GuptaZi2019; Moshynets?£2019) (K2). 7E
R A 25 B, IR EN AR PRl B 7 I I AHLs J5, 4%
R A — RAN R R L, FEARSCRFRZ A
“AHLsi5 308", BREAE DL, S5 77 2
TR ST A SN o AHAE IR EN AHLs J5 5| )
MRS SR SHIH] . AHLsHIAEFAIHER] . AHLs
YRR B R AR DU . Bl AL B DA
AR AR MY R R BRI 5

I DN A
2 EYIRAHLSE SR, #HFRERR N
TE RS

S FIAHLs, 721825 JLFE R
IR R TAR KM EM, BN EARENE 1 S 1Yt
Wit B4 855 38 1) 77 78 Sz B (Schikora:2011; Schenk

RPN LY

&1 AHLsZ5#)[E
Fig. 1 AHLs structure diagram
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of the mechanism of induction of plant-specific physiological responses

by quorum-sensing signaling molecules AHLs
QS: BB ; LuxR/Luxl: ¥ 2 K A B BHRER E 4 %2 —; B #: AHLs, N-BLik & 2 204 A B%; GPCR: G& @ 18845
IK; CaM: 45 % ; MAPK: £ % R 510 & i B5; SA: K48k, ET: UH; MDA: & —8; SOD: # 8L ¥ 4L8; CAT: it Ak
£Bs; GP: A RErit &AL Bs; Chl: ot 44 ; CA: 3% B2 BF#%; Rubisco: M BAAE-1,5- —BRBR AL, HMARRIATIRER o F 2

KA .

£62014; Shrestha®$2019), DA A i AR 2 45 44 FlfE
YA K A8 4k (Baid2012; LiuZ52012; Zhao%52015;
Rankl5$2016). SR )% AHLs {5 5 43 /&R0 1
B S IMLAIIR KRR o AR, () B I e AL 1)
AT DN AR A KB AR 8 1 B 4%

AHLs I i 4 s i) i ) 7 AN 28 . B
RGRTTREA T A b, 78 4482 AHLs (5 5 4

THIZAR, JinZE(2012) & IR, 5 7 (Arabidopsis
thaliana)"F )G H B BE 32 44(G protein-coupled re-
ceptors, GPCRs) Cand2 Fl1Cand7 1] ¢ 42 & A1 AHLs 1)
WS FE AR . GPCRsEER K AVF 2 A MIME 5,
RIGFRIBL TN M IGE A, TR IR = RAG
£ A (heterotrimeric G-proteins). [ J& 5 i = KA G
K IR L 5 AL 2B 25 40 i N R E 1) R
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34N 7% (downstream effectors), iX 48 JiF % N 25 7F
EMESEB T IEEEZNEH. RIE=RKE
GEE [ s ash SR s o s 1) 85 B8 -l i, ATk i
HhCa’ P R B B 40 AL J5R 9 (Song%52011) . Ca”™ {5
T R Ca® G A B 1 B LT I RSB I A
IR AE B N o 4T A 45 1 2 (calmodulin, CaM)
& — Fh 45 B 85U 2§ [ (Snedden Al Fromm 2001).
ERZESH SR HREE T EEE THFED
#E 15 (downstream protein targets), 3 H.CaM 1] it 5
L 40 i 1 M AHLs (5 5 70 115 5 (E2) . HIN-3-
AR e L 3 5 22 ZR N i (V-3-0x0-hexanoyl-ho-
moserine lactone, 3-oxo-C,-HSL) AL FE 5, i 2 31 il
g 7T R (1 CaMK JEE 18 i0(Zhao%52015) . )&, CaM
fih e I S N o 3K i B 4 B i 22 LRV
A4 A EF(mitogen-activated protein kinase, MAPK)
(1935 1 (Beckers 55:2009) LA % 75 5 1 5 & DA Rk 1Y
sk [N WRKY [1)3% P (JaskiewiczZ52011; Schenk
£52014), H A G MAPK [ R IABE H 2 &
Hgvta a0 . X TAHLsE 557 31054t
TR IN, ZN-3-2604R DY e o 25k 1 22 R N i
(N-3-oxo-tetradecanoyl-homoserine lactone, 3-oxo-
C,,-HSL) Al HAth AHLs AL FE 5, 21 i N i 2540 &4
(phenols)fH 21, AR Jii & (lignin) A1 [ AIK i (callose) 7
S BE AR, IS TR AR R B R AR T R
71(Schenk%5:2014; Schenk A1 Schikora 2015; Han %%
2016; Pakdaman il Mostajeran 2018). £t N-3-%84X. %
Joe Tk s 1 22 & 18 N TG (V-3-0x0-octanoyl-homoserine
lactone, 3-oxo-Cg-HSL) AL H f5 i UL rE 7, M4k
T R BT i (carbonic anhydrase, CA). % Ei#E-1,5-—
128 12 2 AL 1 (Rubisco) (7% 1 2545 B 4id i=r (Mliao 55
2012), FEERIE T, C-HSLALFE 140, 5 7+ P& A% 1
74 % (malondialdehyde, MDA){& &, ¥ IN T Hi 4%
A T LR S AL ) 5 AL ¥ (superoxide dismutase, SOD).
A AR Wy i SE AL W (guaiacol peroxidase, GP) it
A S B (catalase, CAT) A E 4. H. A H 3-0x0-C-
HSLAb BE IR 400 1 A1 /N 22 76 25 JiihiE T RE Bl A5 1A
2H 4 v i 4 8% (proline) M1 IH- 4 2 (chlorophyll, Chl)
B E MG I UL A MDA £/ (Ding552016; Zhao%§
2020). AEYIE W T YIS ER KA R (sali-
cylic acid, SA). F # % (jasmonic acid, JA)FI £ /i

(ethylene) B 18 2% BEAT H F RS B0 57 B 1
N 1Z(Glazebrook 2005). #2574z AHLs [ 4 B 1]
DUSES ATFA £ 475 (<5t P s A AH OC 8 1 S R F L T I
Pl 35 R v B 2, 3 M 0 2 kA AR R SA AR 2R
(Schuhegger$2006). LA, 7£ 400 7+ A1 K22 [t
5 H U AL 4 B (SchikoraZ$2011; Schenk A1Schi-
kora 2015). SAFI4JIg i (oxylipins) & 18 4 T 1% 7
AN R Gk e FI <L B9 . Schenk%5(2014) & 3,
Zoxo-C,,-HSLALH 5, 400 Fg I 18 SA AN ot (1)
FRE R IG R R BT BE 77, AT W.SA RIS R 5 7 [
KIFER . AN AR Y P& JA (Babenko%s
2017), HZTJAFISA EHEHUME I, AT RESEUIR L ANTA Y
SR AE AR BT 18 A 77 AN A . BT DL X AHLs 5
S5O IR R S I ST SR B, AR A R A AE U AHLs
RS, SR, HEA M OGRS IE S AHLs fig 516
Y B R B A AR, X0 T P i g
T o

3 AHLsXHEYIA K & B FBh i/ M B /31E

AHLs ) 1) 52 B 5 AR R X R HE )
5 15 (Medicago truncatula) 4% 5 B 1] (Mathesius
££2003), Mathesius %5 (2003) Rk i&, ¥ 2 & 15 HE &%
SR 1 A ] 2t R o L R AR A TR AR R TR )
AHLs, Jf 381 150 22 Fh i 2 )51 AR 52 A8 A fi o g 7,
HrZ123% M8 A R 5 EY IR A L, 37%MEA
SR EAENIT A %, kT DUE H, AHLs/E
P ARG A E A 2RI AR
3.1 AHLs{E#HEIEKELE

O Z FRAHLsHEIE BN FHE A KK E (R
). FLEETF40 M P Ca® B 5 4 C,-HSLi% 5, Tiijix &k
Ca®" & K H 40 i 57 AN AS 2 30 51 E 40 i 3 kA7 1
Ca’" (Pakdaman fllMostajeran 2018). oxo-C-HSLAll
ox0-Cg-HSLii# 1f G 5 11 1 3k 52 A GCR1ATGPAT /)
%, BRUE TR, FFEMETEKRE
H OGRS U R 1R SR TR ACMY B44 e i
ox0-C,-HSL [P 5l {2k 40, ra 7 i A K AR A
(Mathesius%5$2003; Song%52011; Zhao%5$2015, 2016;
Rankl45$2016). AHLs/} 3 {2 A2 K N AN 9 ik
TR r I I R T i 7K i BB (fatty acid amide hy-
drolase) X} AHLs ¥t i fb 7= A= [ L- 151 22 2 2 (L-ho-
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Table 1 Effects of different types of AHL molecules on plant growth and defense
JizLY| AHLsFH2 SERRAE R 22 30k
WETF Cg-HSL R KR E Schenk52014
(Arabidopsis thaliana) ox0-C,-HSL {EHERARR 2R K, BNk i, 10 s bk Liu%$2012; Shrestha%s
firf 6 14 2020; Zhao%52015,
2016, 2020
ox0-C¢-HSL RO AR, BRI R4, B Liu%%2012, 2020; Miao
IRE AR AP i, I k25 1 B AR R s i B £2012; Palmer52014;
TR A EUR A R B Shrestha%52020
C,,-HSL R R K, U R A5 Ortiz-Castro2$2008
0x0-C,-HSL TRIEAEARAR 2 AR K, SR A i Ortiz-Castro22011;
Shrestha%$2020
oxo-C,,-HSL FEL KX J& B Golovinomyces orontii Sal- SchikoraZ%2011;
monella typhiumuriumAN ] {5 75 1 25 00 Zarkani%$2013;

i

(Lycopersicon esculentum)

K%

(Hordeum vulgare)

W

(Triticum aestivum)

N

(Cucumis sativus)

C,<HSL. C-HSL

CHSL. C,-HSL.

C-HSL. C,-HSL
oxo-C,,-HSL

C¢-HSL
C,-HSL
oxo0-C,,-HSL
C,,-HSL
oxo-C,,-HSL
C,-HSL

C,-HSL

0x0-C4-HSL
oxo-C,,-HSL

C,-HSL

oxo0-C,,-HSL

oxo-C,,-HSL

BOR ARl 15 18 BE 70 5 T O, R AR
RAEK. YR

AL 7 L T SO 1 A% £ T PO 7
fit

TR A A, S SRR 251
2 AR I I X T AR PR O fE

TR AR N PR AL Bl % S R g S, 1
DR T B, IR BEREARAR R ALK

TR R AR PN B S Tl % A T
753 o AR B IR m 4 B R
TR R A, BT

18 5 KEL IR X995 S5 T8 Blumeria graminis f. sp.
hordeilf 115 11 §¢

IR A AR 95 5 B8 Cochliobolus sativusH)
155 il i

FRE/NERIF A, (REER KK E,
7=, I SGTRAEARON R N 1) 52 4

P& PR £h 7

WS A AR S 995 5 B Blumeria graminis ¥ 5
THEe )

P SRS — A R, (R R I
WIEAR A DL B 3G AR 2 fif 2

P FAEAR S — A BRI OR, SRR R
gt

18 553 FEL IR X995 )R 18 Pseudoperonospora cub-
ensisHl Pseudomonas syringae pv. lachrymans

(¥ 75 S BE 77

Hernédndez-Reyess
2014; SchenkZ2014;
Shrestha%$:2020
SchuheggerZ:2006

Barriuso%$2008b

Hernéndez-ReyesZs
2014
Gotz-RoschZ52015;
RanklI%52016
Gotz-RoschZ52015
Han%%2016
Rankl%52016
Schikora%42011;
Hernédndez-ReyesZs
2014; ShresthaZ$2019
Gahoi%%2021

Moshynets%$2019;
KosakivskaZ$2020
Zhao%£2020
Hernandez-Reyes%s
2014
Pazarlar%$2020

Pazarlar®$2020

Pazarlar%:2020
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=1 (&)
LiEE?)| AHLsFZk S2BRiEH ZH R
ANz Ce-HSL. C,-HSL. RIFEMAERKERE, IREEEREY R, S8 Ibal&52021
(Panax ginseng) C,,-HSL TIPTS5
EE Ce-HSL. C,-HSL SRR N BB Gotz-Résch$2015
(Pachyrhizus erosus)
T AEk ox0-C,-HSL FSERAN SPI. Ge A CHH R ¢ Mathesius%2003

(Medicago truncatula)

oxo-C,,-HSL
4k 5. (Vigna radiata) oxo0-C,-HSL
JE I L C,-HSL

(Cicer arietinum)

RARRR KA R EL
BERFRARGREEE

TR F 34, AR AR A
P AR AR, A, S SRR RN S
eI PN R RN &N SR E (W] 2021

Veliz-Vallejos%5:2014
Bai%2012
GuptaZ2019; Gahoi%

moserine). L- 522 2 B A 0 A5 5 48 Pk 25 15 1
FH 358, (RRE P MK o e #2, 3Em] L 2R
(145 K (Palmer%:2014).

Fi4bh, AHLsP L8 KRt 2 5o HL D e, 8%
AHLs = ZRe B It A&, M s AHLs U 32 %2
SR 1 AE W) By 4 ¢ S (Shrestha Fl1 Schikora 2020).
von Rad%%(2008) & BiL, Ul Fg I+ 4R 4 48 C-HSL Ak 2
J& , AR AR KRR A DR B S R Rk 22 R A S it
28 . Ortiz-CastroZ5(2008) HF 77 3¢ B, & N-
24k Hk v 22 5 1R N BiE (NV-decanoyl-homoserine lac-
tone, C,-HSL) % 2 48 14U B IF AR i A4 AL, 72 1A
AR FR 5 R 7 T AR S AR R 7 AR AR AR AR,
{HC,-HSLAEAL R T+ AR AR SRAL T 45 T B 1A
RS T EARMAEK, KRS SR KT S5 4
KR AR AN 10555 AHLs 3% A R FI1E
A (Ortiz-Castro %% 2008; von Rad%52008), ## —F
HIHE 5T 2 B, oxo-C,,-HSLi# i H,O, FINOAK i (1 24
L3 PR (cGMP) 5 5 18 11 1 &% AR & 43 # (Bai s
2012). Schikora(2011)Rf 5t 55775, £ C,-HSL b
J& R T I A ) B L T oxo-C,-HSLAL B, {H
PRI FT L ox0-C - HSLALH J XoF 75 J5 1] (47 4 A
W .

AR TR BH, 58 % 1Y) K i AHLs 7] B A8 4
W3z i B o A, T BE AHLs U 7E A )1
A 21 (G6tzZ5£2007; von RadZ$2008; SieperZs
2014). #E#kiE, AHLs B F PR AL, H P L-FH
R B R BRI ENE, MD-R AR EY R RA
Sl EAFA B, IX AT B A 77 A D- 7 44 /4 AHLs

(R T 19 A 1% 4 18 (ChhabraZ$2003; PominiZ2006;
Palmer%$2014). ItAN, KHEEAHLsSE IR PEAG T
HARR A KRz . X T AHLsTERE Y ) IX
T2 ks fan, v B JE B AN K B AHLs 15 S AE A
R S A A B e A AE R, X RS 2 B R
A BB FE 0 LASGIE o
3.2 AHLsTEARYIAMBS ERR

AHLs{E NN F Reis S HEPUE, 1Y H
B [5718 77(Schenk Fl1Schikora 2015), ZarkaniZ$(2013)
WL, B Th YR ™ A oxo-C ,-HSLAL HU
TR AE 95 IR BT A M R TR 2 50 B0 AL (Pse-
udomonas syringae pv. tomato) [\ Pi 4 o 2 5%, H
F i FH AHLs B 20 72 AHLs R AL VD 5 TG EA (Serra-
tia liquefaciens) MG1F1:% BB 5.} 14 (Pseudomonas
putida) IsoFi, T] DL 58 X6 $07 VEBE R 10 56 (Alter-
naria alternata) {1 Pi1E, FEAEF SAKFHE &, s
AR A SER PRI F I, FBHAHLs 53 [ ISRIEE(1F5
T A4 P14, induced systemic resistance, ISR) (Sch-
uheggers52006). ISRAE A —F B AE B0 M AR br 4t
PR il % ()5 3 VAR A B3 10 s 8, il i A SA K %
FIRAE R GRS, 3G I0AE YR B S 10 i B AR
IR G PilE. Pazarlar®s(2020)i %38 T 4 T4 i
JiU/SAIEAT XS S ALIEAT I 72 AHLs /1 3 FA 0] 41 B
o JEAAR 7 40 S S IR 2 —
3.3 AHLSTEIEEMBMEH E IR

AT N, A AT DL S AR S A SR
ATAZ L, FEXTHEDD I FIR AN K 7 28 R AT 4%, DLtk
AALHE AR T 5 R A FE W e U7 T A




KNS BRSNS 5 70T AHLs A SAEY) A2 KRB G L AT 0t fg 2259

TR S . Schenk % (2014) 3 i oxo-C,,-HSL RE %
WS I S ALBT 1 SN . b4, Zeoxo-C-HSL
AL PR IR AUL S T G 5 1 AR SR 38 T IR 52 14 (Bar-
riuso%:2008a; Zhao%$2020). H: 1 Zhao%5(2020)Hf
FCUE B, FEA38 i B 7% R (abscisic acid, ABA)[{]i%
25 3 S R RD B AR S T T I S . AEABAE
o 1 R AR 0k B R (salt overly sensitive)i& 45 SR 1
SE6T P PR . A TR, adad C,-HSLAL B
(1 480 7 7% A1 K 32 th MAPKs I8 i MPK 3 1 MPK6 (1]
TEPEIYSR, WRKY22, WRKY29. GST6. Hsp7HI1PRI
S5 fH A S 3 R %2 1A _F 1 (Schikora5:2011; Schenk
Fl1Schikora 2015; Shrestha%$2019; Zhao%52020). #%
SRR, 5CaT 55 GEMA. Bifi. 4HHuEEf
FET AR AH I JE R R IA Bl b4k, AHLs1
FE 518V L 20 M BE b i M 4 (reactive oxygen
species). My AL A A F0 K BT (%) B2 v AR 22 (Schenk
FSchikora 2015). AL AHLsAE % % S A% A4
VI E T 32 1. ASFEFSE I AHLs 1 S K A
AR AS TR, SRS AT R MR T A K 2 1 0
X E P . R R T AR AHLs 7 F X Y
s IR T

4 AHLs7ERN A = N R =

2 ERTIR, 1T AHLsE S AE w842 = (B i
PRI &, K SLAHLs % S 80N A AR R — Rk
b T R R it [R] i AHLs B 7] B8R A0 AR A
X ARSI F R AT S B ARR, 7ROl
SR A RUFHIN B AR, EXFHOSH
WA E TR T AT AHLs 51— R+
5, v] R bR 358 A 2F SR AT B JE (Bacillus sp.)
AU 54 )i 1 J& (Pseudomonas sp ) AN G AE K, 1215
FLAEAR 2 T 7 HE B8 H 40 i) = 3B A 55 b 3 5 B 11
I T (Elshakh%52016); 7EARBR X I8, AHLsH 3% [ )
REK. WRT RS m 7 xR E Ay
(3R 53 fig 77 (Lareen52016). 22 C-HSL AL F ) /)
FFF, W REE . AR B /N I 2 0
hne HBFRRS, 2 BN ERED R, 7R,
FPRLEL . 4R I R E . A AHLs4b
PR SEARE IR = A2 I Rh 7, AR H SR IGF AR
B T, R AHLsE SRS T Tk

(Moshynets%5:2019). Pang%5(2009) % ¥4, C,-HSLAE
g AR RO 2 O SR B AR R gt BLAOR
Bk YA KA (von Rad%52008; Zhao%52016).
I H.C,-HSLIE 4 iiE BH 72 — Fh 7E A W i 3 - R WY
A TR AESEY R R, RN C-HSLALHE f5
FIRE PR, FLmE Fr 36 R A 20 i B A A 53 2 TR R G
(KosakivskaZ52020). FHC,-HSLE 8k ik 44 K 21 4
(C,-HSL/Fe-CNF)_L-if5 T B ARF 7, vl {23t Ff 7 i
K, SRR PE . ERLE AL (S mmol L
H,0,) F15 (200 mmol-L™' NaCh)hi T, F 18 &
Rif. #&m I 4hmEYE. Hgx, EEREE,
I B AR A8k T B (Fusarium oxysporum) )30 1 5
& WM (Gupta®$2019). 4 % B AHLs R % 1 5
{EY*) 2 R Pt . WehnerZ:(2021) KL, &
0x0-C,-HSLALFE [ K 22 AR AR 1 e By SR (1) 171

som . DRt AHLs N A 35 4R 25 A0 REAR ot 5
A BRGSO

5 45iE

Ll A F= i —TE A E S R I 4. TG
T A RERIE KA G, 228 AR5
AR R AR IE ., XA YRR =Y - &=
HA ARG ED G 52 LE VAN AR A= ) e 52 0, T
A gent IR SO I . T BRI
RIL, AHLsZ: 55 40 0 £E A )R 2 8 FER 40 B 5
M RIPE 5T, mafEERK . MERERS
B OBECPE. R DL A Pt S 7 AL Y
JE 1 (Moshynets %5 2019; Shrestha £l Schikora 2020;
Gahoi%52021). HARAEY) BT AHLs 1 4RF 5 AL
W AAF 2 785 B AE, (HILA T 7 2 DA W AHLs A
A RENS 3 X5 S B B A8 S 2, T HL RE A% B 3
EEY =&, [Nk, AHLs5E 43 2 nl Frat gt i
A K R EER, ] gefE R AR B — A
TP B 5 7] (Khan®$2019) .
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