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Research advances in disease resistance mechanism of herbaceous plants

ZHANG Cai-xia, FANG Xiang-ling’

State Key Laboratory of Herbage Improvement and Grassland Agro-Ecosystems, Key Laboratory of Grassland Livestock Industry
Innovation, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, College of Pastoral Agriculture Science and Technology, Lanzhou University,
Lanzhou 730020, China

Abstract: Grass disease is one of the major limiting factors for the development of forage industries. At present, the
development and utilization of resistant cultivar is the most economical and effective disease management strategies.
Research on plant disease resistance mechanisms is essential for the development of resistant cultivar and the
construction of eco-environmental friendly disease prevention and control measures. Plants form a variety of defense
mechanisms when they are infected by pathogens. This study summarized the research advances relating to disease
resistance mechanism, including tissue resistance, physiological and biochemical resistance, and molecular
mechanism involving resistance genes and quantitative trait loci (QTLs) related to disease resistance traits. The
major problems and opportunities for solutions in the research into resistance mechanisms of herbaceous plants are
identified, which provides a theoretical basis for breeding of grass disease resistance.
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perenne) I F L FL R (Poa pratensis) %5 R ERIARABHICE . 95 35 — B S ISAR Y A= 77 L& B0k & Jé i 32 2 R
PEPRIR' 2 BSHYE RS OB BB RIEL RR G R 0 R R A5 0 AN (0 T R R
RIS BT e, T EL 2 5 SR b s 3B L A0 PR e B AR R iR R 500~ 1000 5 Fh AR T 0 i B A 7 A
K2y 205, IR IR 6090 . A B A R B IR I A ROR AR AR S X R I e A Ry EOM N R
S L A FE R 52 B BRI 0 Rl 4 T KR R B A0 R 4 T A ORI PR BE A 1 Dk AER E AT Z
POt A G PTG BE K, T 25 PO B AR AU BT IR . DI S RS A ) O BUR FL B, SRS R S PO
PR 7S B S AB W) T R AR R T B

TPy A e Z2 R HTPEAL TR L a0 2 S8 A 01k A AR PR AR AR oM 25 o R W A 6 T B0 PN B 4 4 T S E i B i)
L i L L i 1 452 e A — 25 s (R IR A 3 7 A — S A s W S S A L 2K Al A 0 D
FE 0 TR R Y R ) sE 2 7R AR I R 4R (reactive oxygen species, ROS)#E & i f505 W A# 4 1 fife 75 46 DL e {5 5
1% 3, AEL P 38 3 AN W 7 A — R B A W ok U0 0 B TR A RIS B L TS AT T T ) S5 R R D TR A R I R 2
Yy R O B - AN HE/NEZ (Triticum aestivum) & 300 55 — A SE B DL R I 309 48 0 < i R S R it
WK A A P 3 A T B E T AL . R BT R (R) A S BB TR EAT PO R 4 i R e
DR Y S € B P SR o B i DAL e B DRI R T T O T R R S 2 AR 3 e R 22 B A SR — A i
JE B RN — A /NRR R AR T B2 B AT T80 S50/ Rl i 0 B A S AR R |, e S BT B R AR T 2k .
IG5 EE AN W 1l 7 5 e e T R, AN W R T ) B R DR I B R e R T R R AR ) A 0 4 L
il & H AT SE AT HU AR 0 AR (H R HOETOC T2 7 o ML Y BIF S S AR R T R B AR W/ 2 K R
(Oryza sativa) VA S B XA Y FE I (Arabidopsis thaliana) S5 A o X T 50 28485 4 09 500 AL IF 58 AH X520
T T e ik 57 B AR TR e /Dt (1 LR RIOR A BL B AR YN UM V5B IR | RE A R R AR e e S
T o AWEFE 322 AE W) 20 A5 A S A P A AR A A B R TR DL K T M R P R A2 A (quantitative
trait locus , QT Ls) % {3 45 73 ¥ 75 T £ 38 B A ) 40 BIL ) 1) BIF 50 30 &

1 EYMARLLH

FEL ) 2 R 5 AL R LR T 5L T 4R AR TR, T v e o U A AL R A IR I R R A R B SN E B
J0T )22 2 B L By AR R O R BB AT LA S8 A a0 TR 6L 04 B 2 DA BEL L 3 22 VA D A ) B
BRI R R P B A (Medicago truncaruda) W W 5 31T 53 WA 5% 00 it 306 368 4 A5 A0 55 A
S 6L 1 B R RN AR o R W T2 340 3 Ao 5 0 A ) 2 TR K P L R R 6 0 45 e DA T A A e 2
JRTE MR G LRV 2 iR 0 R AR AR Y E R AR S Tl T R AL U B R AR
L AL I PR TR B T SR e D Y B RS R S A A T E B R R Y R R T
240 L B A% TR LT 0 S DT 5 AR AL G BT B LR S LR AR S — g T i L I A AR R S UL
T S I 2 A AR Sy e SR, S LT R B £ Ak AT AR R i L TR AL OGP Y AR A R 2 — T R
FLE R A B A PR AR VAT BE X BB E K (Embellisia astragali) (b 5L 2R F A 22 B 45
X R BB UE A8 (Bipolaris sorokiniana) 51 2 W) 4% 555 BTME 5 A FL 8 B A OC , AP B B0 B9 D BT T R
ST AT RS 2 WAL B AN B S U T G, A0 O T AE R E T IR] SR R AR AR LA B D T
Pl B ST, RN TE] i AR R AL EE R K 22 AN 3

2 EBANG

2.1 HFHAHEK

L) W0 L R A2 4 1 B3 175 40 S 0 2 — 2 ROS By SE hin . —J7 T ROS 1E A8 4 15 00 U7 B AT b BAT 4%
% FE I T TR ST A 0 T P I P s T 2 A R A TR R 3 M R R 1 i S I 4 B i
A, FRAE g S TR A AR 5 38 T LA S A A ORI AE 2 S A AR P SE T R . 55— T T ROS A LA
AT 5 4 B I IR] NS O R TR R By TR DR SR AT, R SR U A T B A i 2 (OF ) R A A A
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(H,O,) % & 5 () 28 38 o 9 DB = 4 foh % 3o S04k 9 B (peroxidase, POD) i 7= 4= . # 4 b ¥ 17 1k i (superoxide
dismutase, SOD ) J& HRAH T ¥ 408926 —TH By 2, BRAE W BR A 2L O° | BREECKE O 3% 460 HLO, A1 O, £ 7 4l i 5 52
SAARIRE" . i SOD i % ik 2 (catalase , CA'T ) 45 11 14 420 T 3% 1) Ak 252 00 T A 28t 410 o) A 90 v AR 3R 04 65
H5RE®, HOZEm TR 5 2 g B b R R 2R S S5 Y 0 B0 RS R . an i AR HLO, 7T L)
PE R VD FT HE X 2 0 MR 03 o 0 3R B A% AR 461 (E. astragali) WHTPE , W HLO, 5 V0 3T RE BT 1F 5 % 40 ¢, I 38 1
5 P R DG i T R 1 VD AT B X B AR R Y PO L e R G R B g R B HLO, X B BA AR 22 4%
(Aphanomyces euteiches) 1= Y4 92 22 H 15 B RSP A WA A RIS 0, HXF 1) PR AR B8 22 98 55 VA EL3E Pt wiAE A L (H
&2 5L R A0 R 0 SR AL B ok e D T A A MRS ZH SR B ek 4 b O R 22 40 R I G R A RS P A R
CALTTHI Sy I FR CF83005. 5B Y HLO, SOD (POD AT i P B 2K FIUA B 2 &5 &, HLO, K 5 50 b Bl 9 POD
RO T 200 77 A S 0RORH OG0 ROS AT LA B 3 AS 35 ‘R0 5T BT A= A7 R B8 0 (0 PR 58, HL O, 308 01 38 440 i B A I Ak il 2
A B, DT 4 5 240 Bf R R AR B B TR o A, HLO, il — S AL A (NO) AT 5 50 AH G S I 1y 3k, W iy
R i A W (phenylalanine ammonia-lyase , PAL) % #2 4 )¢ £ 1 (pathogenesis-related proteins, PR) #1148 it H ik S-
5 ¥4 Wi (glutathione S-transferase, GST ) JE K A9 35,

2.2 iFHR F (hypersensitive response , HR) f= £ % 3 £ 12 40 1 (systemic acquired resistance , SAR)

FE W) A s 55 130 AR 22 B A AL A, S S 0 SR — o B S 907 A B L Y ) 2 B o D A e N, B AR
HBAL LA #0202 IR P G 5 Ok BH IR YA HR 2 — R R e XA B P Ptk 4R FE T . 3l a7 2E ROS V2
I R A6 i BT TR AR R B ke B L D B — 2D E B L A R L T P R B R i D R AR U i 5 B Y
HR, HL 9 F1 55 185 R ALE 2P0 5 JEL0 B8 ( Colletotrichum trifolii) 72 h N, 61 F W A I 16 38 K2 20 J BE 19 3% 42 b T2 B 2R
0 () B A A A 0 3 2ok TR RSP 5 R 5 R A 2 ik ) 4 R XoF 2 ik A U 00 B BTV L RN o 0 LT v R 2
0B B 7 A DA K A0 R e R B 2R R AR AR S I B T 8 2 BEL Lk L R R 2 O AN P R, AT O A R 4 4
FEPU AR B 5 2 A8 S PR Jemalong 67 H AR & ROS R 240 & % 04 7= A i & A4E HR, S5 AH % B 18 A8 Y Pi 58
Fr A RS R R IR, Kemen 55 %%t 113 43 %€ B2 1 48 b B PU Ik 47 %5 5, 25 R R I E B 18 (Uromyces
striatus) 2 NG, BUPE R 28 B0 L AN [) B2 52 0% 400 L A8 T B, — S8 J5T 3 o i e IR A 78 SR Bt HR o e Ah , X 45
I 2 BT TG UM Y 2 2 AE R R A R B, el T R R R AT DU 1 B R T T B AR DA T IR 1 g Y
B, LA — S it e n ] RS I B 5 42 e B 22 A G I i A BRI AR T R B BT . S — T R I TR
18 977 A0 1L ) A 1R AR o i T A o IF ST R B, M I TR AR A ) T L SAR R IO OB T8 K 9 S R 1 K A
iz (salicylic acid, SA) Fl— Z 51 PR & F I8 =, I A BB — 28 51 B0 A B TAH G B DR i 2R 3K, i R AH G 8
PRIAINPRL. HA PRI FIZE SA S T 19 SAR {555 T8 B 09 SCBE R 15 X 1, NPR 1S R AR W B 26 9 3%
IR GEARAF BT IE P i — A SR R P, L 3 0k B 1) 28 1k 2 1 4 5 v A ) %o D T 1) IR B BB
2.3 AR#MFRETHTHEE

KR HK AR (jasmonic acid , JA) F1 Z K (ethylene , ET) JEAE M T 5 S SRR EENGES 2T 4
) 52 B0 D A1 A2 G BT, 4 B PR 2 A — R 90 55 0 A DG 9 BN YOS R ) %) 7 B g 0 0 ELAS AR ) AR bk L TA
MET S5 55 SR EEYPUR P ZHEEZAEM o SA TEIG S 37 BRI 06 78 75 R I B 10 ok Rz ok
EH RO K2 0k £2 4 NPR1,NPR3 R NPR4™ | SA il 4 i3 S 4 ¥ AH 3¢ PR 2 (1 3£ [ PR1.PR2 il PR5 [ 7=
Az, PR2 FLA B-1, 37 SEME Bl % P, BE AL 5-1, 3-8 ZROME 22 SR AR K gk, ] XoF JEL T 1) T 22 B 1 4 R A7 TC s, DT 68 A
PrreAs SAR™ P Nt SA J5 32 B 37 A 22 4% B (Rhizoctonia solani) W] DLl 55 W BOR fit M 5L R PR1FI NPR 1
0 R o 2 3 it 2 TH R, DT R A AR AR PR A SA FIAE N BAME 5 4 I CAT 36 1 51 HLO, 7K
VB Tb o — 7 HO, & RGNS B — R A B R A 3Rk T A ) BT o D3 — D5 T 75 AR P T Tl
T PR RO AR R BT 3R B Sk 1 DT VOR AR B PO . A i SA T A MR 8 POD AT PAL I PR DA T 2
1R X FE AR PO 18 T LU B 4B 55 B (A grostis stolonifera) X5k 1 B Ak 259% R & £ (Festuca arundinacea)
X} 5 A 5 B0 ( Curvularia lunate) IFLHE™ >,
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JAFIET 2 54 Y% I A 08 5 B ik S, 5 SA AR E RS BUVE R o AN JAVE N T 3% 9 A P50 (X1
PO AR 5 7 ol B b B AR 5001, 2 S5 A W R0 i TR 1 R 25 S R AR 1) B AR 2R G DA T 5 A A0 1) B R g
5 B 4R A P SR R B AR O MRE S o I AN TR TA K B E RS 0 R 4 RO R A & (Stemphylium
botryosum) F125 15 5 (Phoma medicaginis) , 0] Vi 3 B 45 7= AR PUm PE . 26 #1 R F 1§ (methyl jasmonate, MeJA)
JER AR AT Y, M MeJA REIAE FHEY 7= 4 R G PUE 2 aE PR AY B 2R 12 2 19 & 0, B3O8 §0 95 H 56 14 Bl £
il 3 1 o T MeJA W] DL 58 PAL (POD 1 SOD i 1 , K& A% 1 2R /8 8k 71 3 (Fusarium oxysporum) 5| 8 #8575 #LIE
993 140 22 995 6 IV I 1 8 L 486 0 B b BL R i - SOD . POD .CAT . £ 8 & fL i (polyphenol oxidase, PPO) il PAL
it 0% M, % TG T SR R 0 B T (R M B R B PO PR R R A 7 32 B R R G ST 20 R TR B
If- FLAE % 8 7 — S B 35 N B AR (A9 K 1k o Anderson 25 3E 1 B 5T 20 {5 5 38 1% B A0 ST A 22 4% BT R b AR
R EDMER LR, LM 2GR R YSRGS G, B R A ALT (9 206 A 2% ] R R B m N Y GCC &
(AGCCGCC) Ja 3l F # WiE A0 AE 58 28 B skl ™ A 9 005 |, 7] B 78 35 A= 8 A7 h 20 2% 5% T 7 (ethylene-
response factors, ERFs) ) B-3 W.2H F 8 b8 . [Ntk , 95 22 5 48 X 57 Al 22 A% o 0 B v 3 o 32 22 R ¥ B-3 ERF,
MIERF -1 H B ik .

3 EYMHNBSER

FEL 0 1) e 25V 2 D o1 42 e I 15 S 1 2 gl O RN, e 08 A3 s S TR 7 A IR ) B 3R L R R A O o EE
P 5, WAV L AT ) B 410 0 D DR A A P 2 2P i L SRR M o IS AR ) A A R R R T AR R R AL
YT UE SR YA O R A i, 2 WA W 0 AL 2 i 22 1 L RDBOR AR R & . B BT EAE Y /N 22 90 R
I T A 23 4k 1 B (Fusarium graminearum) WHFS 2 R Y M E MEHE T AL ERE. W42 H R
(victorin) j& #2495 B ( Helminthosporium victoriae) 7 4= (1) 2f £ 47 5 METE R |, R M 22 /4l 18 77 26 1 2 2 1R
B4 FHE A0 VR R, 12 h S R o VR 2 A A 2k Bl R (R R Ak 2 IR R Bk R
24 15 PUIR b IR 258 v B 28 A BEOON B AP B 1730 b Ah 1 T R (medicarpin) 76 700 B AR 8 9 v & 15 R
FAE A, w] LA 2 B (Phytophthora medicaginis) W 4K, MY PT 5 F B 7= 42 0] BE & AR 00 1 227 AR Btk .
A ST e B JEL S T AR G RS B ORI e i A i BRI R B S Bt AR W rh | 18 &R R R & (allicin) BY 3 M
FE

FE W) 7 A B9 400 AR 7 ) 0 R AR 7 ) T L ) 7 0 o A b R O TR B9 A T L R AR W P R AR = AT LA
WA P A B TR P ™ A U] DR 75 S H 045 5, 38 o] DR i 5 1 Wbt i o o 2k 155,
HHES 5XHR R B R P61 . R AR A R R I R S SR N R TN R AE . R A N 1 b T
DA PG I T A K T 75 0 B S, o T 3 5 0 DB TR S A 7R 40 (9 i R AR A A D I AR A, e 4 B0 D T IR
FR IR S m A PO R . IR AR A SR AN A TN 20 IR 43 0l A 5 Ak 0 i RE S 5 2 R AR G I A B T
ST 20 B R TR A — S AH DG A A I B AR R A A BT E s IR ) SA RN TA SRR
TS5 W0 5, ST R A AR A FR R B, 1 5 R TR R 1 AR89 (o A J5 3% A A0 B R TR BEL ok D B A AR A
WA IR AR 7 1) S B R 5 REL A ) 45 6 W0 B B B 3R TR T LU /55 W 52 (Clcer arietinum ) XF SR 618k 71 1 (1)
e
4 MEEERMPFER ML

FE W 0 B s M 2 AL HE R BN B2 AP0 (R ) 5 DR i Ay J5 2t o vk Fn AR i Ho vk L b B B vk A TS
s APE 2 BT e K3 (Hordeum vulgare) KRG FIFE i (Lycopersicon esculentum) %5 B ZAEY) v 43 85 1 &
XiF 4% P B BT A R R (R R 2280 R B D e AR SRS ) LR T AT S A IR A o s M M R P R G A
IR YR 5 E IR B SR T P AR B, B TR A K L YU R B R R N . B S AR D EOR I R R
T B PR A A (QT Ls) 1T L JE AL 22 Fiig 5, QT Ls 5 5 J2 A Bl gt A% 2 B0 151 3% , 1) P 3 28 Motk 5 32 B RT3 | 1Y
Gy FHRICHE B R R T 2R R A 57 A 1 AE 1 B PR A A X B IR QT Ls E A7 3845 00 I 1745,
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BAE AR KRG  KFE N E K (Zea mays) SFVEY) 170 BuAk 455 X0 4 952 2 8 78 Ok 1 22 Hb T % B9 7R AR
JBF 22 HERT | e JEL I TR RN 25 0 B A5 SR BR PR RIS B e R B P R ) S R O (R R A
s B U PEBE RO L B 59 AR BT B IR e B A DL SR G A ARG A A . FEE P Y
16 VL0 =W (Trifolium pratense) % /B G FF MR DL S e A: AR R AZ BRI R R R S R A B R (3R 1
mE2).

4.1 Hmkr

4.1.1 SRR 5L SRR U AR R A AT ST A TR AE SO A 2R | R e AR e S (3R
D)o ARAH R IR F2 B = R T B K i JH & (Colletotrichum destructivum) T 51 JH & ( Colletotrichum

x1 BEXEUNFRER

Table 1 Disease resistance genes of herbaceous plants

AEEN FEMEY 9 g Ji A% 75 3 FH % 3k
Host type ~ Host plant Disease Pathogen Inheritance Gene References
TR EVACE BRI = BORIE RN 1S i Dominance Anl [63]
Legumes M. sativa Anthracnose C. trifolii race 1
SR B N 1 A2 {1 Dominance An2 [63]
C. trifolii race 1 and 2
FEAEIN = B L A 5E 4 i Incomplete Dm [74]
Downy mildew Peronospora trifoliorum dominance
{2 P Dominance PiR1-5 [75]
¢ AN LITE A ) BB E A 7 Dominance FWI [90]
Fusarium wilt F. oxysporum f. sp. medicaginis  R5¢4: GV Pk Incom-  FW2 [90]
plete dominance, additive
TR Y5 P. medicaginis [ Recessive Pm [70]
Phytophthora root rot i Dominance Pml, Pm2 [71—72]
{2 P Dominance Pm3, Pm4 [91]
{2 P Dominance Pm5, Pmé6 [73]
PER LS BN =SB RINE C. orifolii ¥ Dominance RCTI [1,64]
M. truncatula Anthracnose
T 22 TR AR S O UM S 22 4655 A, euteiches i1 Dominance AERI [67]
Aphanomyces root rot [k Recessive priel [22]
HEAEHT BA IR K AR C. gloeosporioides A Unknown SgPALI, PAL [62,65]
S. guianensis  Anthracnose
RAFE} A SR ARABHG & H M B Blumeria 2% Dominance Eg-1, Eg-3, Eg-5 [77—78]
Gramineae A. sativa Powdery mildew graminis 2% Dominance Pml~5, Pm7~11 [76,85,92]
[E 4 Recessive Pm6 [92]
A% Dominance OMRI1, OMR2, OMR3 [79]
#5975 Rust PR P. graminis A Unknown Pgl~4, Pg6, Pgs~13, [86—87]
Pgl5~16, Pgl9
G P. coronata %1 Unknown Pc38, Pc39, Pc48, Pc53, [84—85]
Pc54, Pc58, Pc68, Pc71,
PcI1, Pc94
it ¥ Dominance Pc62 [93]
SEOR R 8 BE Brown blot NG KEE R, solani A1 Unknown NCED [89]
Z. japonica
FHREOR  B59 Rust FFEEFRTH P. graminis A4 Unknown PRIL, NPRIL [82]

P. pratensis
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gloeosporioides) 55" . B T PUIR & A Arc-17 Fll“ Saranac AR” 4% Fh B JH B8 /NFR 15 F/NFR 2 5 18 40 2 8t 4% %
B, Arc-17 X8 /INRf 15 BT AE 52 AR SE N An L B9, T Saranac AR /NGl 1S AN 25 (9 B0 32 121 56 D
An2 W FEHI . DABERE B S F A Jemalong AL77VE Btk 26 A HEAT FLARAE BRUBER S5 6 = i 20 5 I TR /N 1
S HA G A B SN RCTI,RCT1 j& TIR-NBS-LRR KGN, (v TRERE A8 4 5 4 4k [ X RCT1 3
ook JEBARICYEE T 5D NLRHE N, RCT1 & 2 45 rh o = i 5 5 1 2 A /N B Bu b i 5L I #% 7%
F) 5y R AE B AR IR T TS S PUE Y . R RCT 1A FF & USRI IR 00 8 T8 S A 30 T i . )
NPT HEEE B A5 R Jemalong A177 R SR T RCTI W RIVEY BT 5 Anl B3 F UL AU H 0978 H A
WAL FIHY R B K E £ A (amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP) #il cDNA K ¥ § 3 (rapid
amplification of cDNA ends, RACE) 73 FF5 iC £ AR MAE AL B 5 Bt BT s A Y PAL B2 1K, HLAEHUG i A 119
FeaR i TR SR A B SR 2H A 7 U A A ST B AR TN S R A A R IR SgP AL T, AT LU i 4 R
U R A AR A e R S A R R SRS B

it cDNA 71 B B K 2 & M (cDNA-AFLP) | 34 B 51 F1 Bl AL 9~ 3 2 &t DNA (random amplified
polymorphic DNA, RAPD) J7 ¥ W 5% J& W &2 5 2 48 8 71 B J&E W 0 L A6 8 15 /NBI (F. oxysporum f. sp. Ciceri
race 1,Focl) 51 M4 20 A BEAEH o cDNA-AFLP J7 8 2 g 65 B0 5 B 5% 10 B R0 3-TE A Bl 7 32 DN e Pk
A EAE I W5 S, 14-3-3 FEPITE By J8% i A b ool B2 385K, 3R WA ZE 7E 10 8 FR UL, 105 40 14 AR B ] AT A8 3 ok i
JE 175 S A A0 R DR ke 7 Xof 3k e B DI R, 28 W 30 70 224 i 7 9 i R R 945 5 4 o (T cDNA BEALY 3% 2 851
(cDNA-RAPD) J5 i A7 W .5 Foe 1.2 F1 75 BY A BAE HIAE 58 0 0 1 A 40 80 A0 25 7 % i ik DX A e 2 s iz v
FO PR o 958 T A 0 A O T AR A 22 R 5 )5 1 RIL A (4303 i 44 2 LR3 R LRS) 52 AN [ ik [R] fhy  ohl, a2 7 ]
— S0 AU 1) T A A [) O A AR 22 e AR LRI FEAR b 0y R AL HUE 32 WAk B AER T #6191 B4 522 1
6L 22 B P PE Y LT T LRS B AR (Y 2 B BT 22 R SR prAel Y o DE A A FP Vernal” Fl
“Lahontan” Vi & 1 B0 Jk D568 B3 AR 9 9 D 2 e ELAT S BRI o X SR A B RL TR Y B SR 2 B R E A
A B —JE TR P 1 24, ©AEAE ) vh S0 1 22 M T BRI i A A5 T R S A D TR A G 1) A ) s TR R
AT AN R I B IR IR, B Ja ok DA ) 9 72 B ke 2 2 PR s D5t B 0 B0 0, AT S B ) B Tl Ho i ™. A
W58 K IR HTME 2 ol B R B D P 5607 0 AE AR U RD DO A5 IR 5646 B S A T, U 22 WA R B AN R Pon RN
Pm2 B BRI 2 DO AR R R ) T S5 RE T 5 AP R A S B L B Pns R P67 . BIF 5 3% B A 6 R R
(Peronospora trifoliorum ) BT HE AL 52 — AN A 58 42 1R 14 DU A% AR 15 4% 36 IR Do B0 5 A B0 4G B9 H 16 2L A PeR 1~
5 Fm T
4.1.2  RAFHBCR BT 5L A AR AS B P R 0 B PR 3 AR AR O e AL R S T (R 1) o Pmd A
P 7 F RS2 386 22 %F 48396 09 = U 3L K, 1 Pl . Pm3 Fll Pm6 e R P # g otk s ™ . BEPUR RN Eg-3 4T
3HE 42 F% 55 S AP Rollo” 5 75 A5 AR 42 5 Ff“Mostyn” H ™ b 1 38 % 5 H H A 8 M B 36 R Eg-1 Fl Eg-5'" . @ i
SCAR-BG8 b ic i #2241 11 B 6 . P 3 OMR1,OMR2 # OMR3™ . % FHU M BF 5% 19 R REAE W) £ 2 A
e PR B AR BOR BRI T 0 R FARIC 09 7 12 5558 100 24~ 842 el 5 e s 2L A, Hovp 96 4>
R Pe 3, K280 Pe 36 B & WA A7 A B0 38 45 S0 A0 etk , ok T DL ey A 2 A ok L I R R AR
H BT A2 00 5> P 38 PRy 7 A2 3/ 04 5 300 e 45 o o 7 8 Ik [] 9 T DAt 2 50 1 T B o R A e, s i o A
A Pc38.Pc39 P48 \Pc53 \Pc54 Pc58 ,Pc68 \Pc71 . Pc91 I Pe94 FE40 i 5 LAY it Fb, He oy Peb4 36 TRX R 8 7 ek 65
93 W (Puccinia coronata) AT Btk , 5 HAth Pe 3 45 & BB A s $2 = UME™ ™. BEJS R B0 T M 22 HUFF 4590 3
K Pgl~4.,Pg6 .Pg8~13.Pgl5~16 fl Pg19, H:H Pg9 fl Pg 13 %& K %F A= B /NFP NA3 FI NA7 B A 38 HT 1, (5 Rl
& /N 6AF (CLO M NA2T i 30, HUbk B B R i AL W 5% & 90 Ik 3 X 2l A2 FF 5 s 0 s ik PR 1) 3%
NH B ER W, Pgl f Pg2 BE L E TS U vk T, Pg10 Xl (0 A8 fb 3 Sk B, i HE Ath 32 DY) 359 3¢ IR T s
PR AT M LR R LA A 5% AR b RHIE AT 599 T (Puccinia graminis ) W BT AL IR 58 38 B, PU Sk
PRIFINPRI V5T 12 hJ5 W94 35 & 0 2 4 5, 100 W 8 Ak 98 72 A Ak 0 A 45 T 119 0ER Mk S o . 2 LT 98 R BT
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PRI FINPRI 3 PH 2 8 4 A8 9 B s M 10 OG5 56 P9, 098 5 b 19 28 1k 2 T 492 5 e R 400 T 95 D 7 1) BB B g, H v
NPR T3 [H 25 490 55 480 G 28 114 5 Sk 0 s D90, 120 356 A1 100 ot 0 36 3 49 ol A 0 398 3 17 S o0 D B P B o AR A 4%
2 e B B SOR JE AT LUIE A PRIL  NPRIL J Y % s oK P 42 &5 DL e PRs 2 1 5K 1% 00 & A28 1k, & B
PRIL NPRIL JEPFTER W7 5 12 hif (4 2235 53k 5 7 0 (8, FL7E 5% 16 28 728 R bk b (8 H 0 835 o 249 K L AE 0o R
R B T 0 38 3 112 3 ol SR 2 95 48 45 2K ( Zoysia japonica) B YL T R 24 W B B BB BERT , NCED J:[H 2% 7 3
BT IR ABA (194G BUTE— 2 2 5P PR LS

4.2 HFHRMEEQTLs

4.2.1 ERMEQTLs  #E UM QTLs W R E R TE FIMIN F 200 R 0 55 F (% 2), %
B RS AR B (Erysiphe pisi) & , FIRHR I HTHE RS Ko 3 AR OL S, 40 50k A5 e dk i Eppl R 55
Ptk B Epal Fl Epa2' o 3¢ oAty & BHACR A SCATF 58 26 B, R 1 = b X8 1108 90 0 S BB R i R 2% 58 F AR
MR BER SR A AFLP $ AR M 8 7 A 38 SO0, K00 51 5 450 B A 5E 10 QT Ls 74, Hob grp-5 7 F LG5, Hi Ay
BRI T LG4 54 QTLs o s 3 R IE R, Hovh grp-1 20 F 8L QTL, Pk grp-1 B0 22 S 45 1 21 = it (8 s 47t
P 2 B e B DR AR A X A 2 PR R I — S B R A R [ B R R 22 R AT 2 58 B R T P Y
QTL, A5 K EE 4350 0 7 T LGA R LG8 B rnpm 1 Bl rnpm 2", Hotp rnpm 1 5 — 41 toll/interleukin1 5% & 4% 1F ik 45
B0 R S S AR T T A S R RN AR R DR R . AR A R R DR A3 B I AR A R £ S M
F# it (single nucleotide polymorphism , SNP) [ B 551 1 25 {37 55 R, b4 T 95 FILERG 35 4 1) e 85 3 3 B IR 05, 25
T HEERBMEM M 5 QTLs, BT 44 LG(4D,6B,6D A 8C) I, HAF 34 QTLs(gVW-6D-1,qVW-
6D-2 Fl gVW-SC) (I R % (1LOD score) i i o 1E qVW-6D-2 Fl gVW-SC [ IX 8]t , 3 B S8 58 T 244 1 IR 4%
B LR E 5 S R T U B DR e S Ll B A B SRR F83005. 57 R By I A A LT T
4 A 28 F (RIL) B A 32 b 1) D 48 28 (Solanum tuberosum) 4y # ¥k LPP0323 HHF 8 B 8 206 10 QTL, B2 7 44
QTLs"™ o X3 21 45 DU A 5 8 Fh 82 B 1 A8 58 B I ( Veerticillium alfalfae) 73] WM JEAT 3 5 4 2 W 5E 6 WA
Pk dh R e RN R B A B R DG RE R R 7E 3 RIL BEA P b A7 T 863 1 8 s W Pk i AL 1 1 Y
BFSE 805 T 34 QTLs(MtVal MtVa2 # MtVa3) 3556 QTLs 7E AR AL7"FI“DZA45. 57 F Ik T %) 28 (4 48 K
(Verticillium albo-atrum) Witk ,, 3 QTLA TEA“ALIT"HLGT E MM QTL AL T3 A“DZA45. 5" ) LG2 F1
LG6 1", F BRI A% 43 B 22 W1, 52 22 Y 1 F A0S 588 35 05 A7 76 AN TR) A 4o M L 1

R2 HEXREYHEMKAS

Table 2 Quantitative trait locus of herbaceous plants

2 20 Rt I g It Kt PR AL 2% 3k
Host type Host plant Disease Pathogen Quantitative trait locus (QTLs) References
R PR A 1839 Powdery mildew B AW E. pisi Eppl, Epal, Epa?2 [1]
Legumes M. truncatula %57 B 250 BERT Spring black stem H 18 25 58 Phoma medi- — rnpm1, rmpm?2 [60]
and leaf spot caginis
BN Verticillium wilt PSR V. albo-arum  MiVal, MtVa2, MtVa3 [98]
=t 1395 Powdery mildew =R R Erysiphe tri-+ qrp-1 [94]
T. pratense Jfoliorum
RARE ez A. sativa 5% Rust TS P. coronata Prqla, Prqlb, Prq2, Prq7, Pcql, Pcq2 [99]
Gramineae Z24FH: ML 59 Rust TR # P. coronata LpPcl, LpPc2, LpPc3, LpPcd [100]

YL L. perenne

4.2.2 ARABMCH QTLsERL W TARREGUR LN E LA OT TR 8>, ERE R e ek AR RAE R R
2) o WFFEE i M AR ORI 2 2 BT 5 QTLs(Pegl Ml Peg2) , Forf Peq 152 45 i H 8] B0RR 30 40 v 1 &2
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B QTL, Bl 47 76 I 76 41 i IR 23 77 AR B e L H 224 Peg 15 Peq2 854 I, 2380 31 5958 4 1 S vk s /e . fdi )8
HEAE R QT Ls 43 A1 2 4F A4 A2 RERPBE P (i M 48 /R T 442 50 G508 1 L R 241 X3, Hoh 24~ QT Ls
B F LG1(LpPcd Fl LpPc2) , 2 i T LG2(LpPe3 Ml LpPcl)™ . 15 36 2 56 45 95 0 20 B M i) 5 e o R 356 A )26 ) A0F
g, i O A B Noble-27 FIHT o Rl “MINS41801-17" 2% 32 i F e 42 1 41 [ 28 R BEIAR b A i T s % R . 1%
B F AFLP Bric , Ko 21 4 P50 19 % QTLs, Prqgla.Prqlb Prq2 1 Prq7, UL & 3 /MR B QTLs, Prg3.,
Prq5 M Prgé6.,

5 BESRE

5.1 HRAP N RA S Edusm A R a2

H TN C A A B0 b A r 3 8 w0 Al Bl O B0 B RN SR R X IR E A W RS R R B A EEAEA . (H
2 it 5 TR ] A b 45 4 AR RN R M AR S IR BE ) A2 A M T BUR E R IR 2 BN TR AR 3 X TR — 3 B SO Fh A5 A
FETERER 22 5, 1o WU 6 10 %) e o o e 0% 905 44 T 1 T A A A R ) Xk AN A o 1 o B 0 B 1Y SIS A
Py 5 I A0 5 DLl T T /N 8 o S P ek 555, DT PR A A S B 2B 7 v B L X 37RO R P R R B
PRI Fe B 19 25 PR AT R0 T DT 0 DA T R U ol P — 5 R X i Do T 7 A R L B e R R ) (AR TR R A A
A= AR AL AR AR R 00 RN R A R BU R R B PE o SEEE I PR A R LR S 2 B 2 R A
B BT PR B 78 0 S TR AR S v o e A F T R R A A A N el AR RS e e R R X B0 A AR — 2 B BRI
AU i B A A R AR CIRIAME o PR I A e 2258 T N 32 B B O AR IS R B AR S R e 1 o T L
(] FF 7 2 WA 000 9 it TRT R % 235 A 5 b 3L PR B 2 [B) A S0 3R DA S sl A AR AR B, A P AR 98 fel FH AN (] A B /N b %) B s i
B 2 S RN RS AE ) 0 R A BT E
5.2 #iRABAREZEBE Kb K H LK

H iS4 W n] R A0 2 AR D, DR 2055 A8 R I PR s 55 TR Y 43 o B e e R R A
FoR B K e A B R s A% A TR BE o B, B R A A AE SRR B AE A WKAR (Lozus cornicularus ) LA N U W G 1 42
BE A 2R A5 D W B, W 5T SRR B s R TR 5 R AR G FR L AT LA K SRR ) B s B DR 90 B8 L A Bk TR 2 2 Bk
fitlh o 5 R Gt 6 0 AR AE A W B R F 5 v © A5 B R AN, AR 04 B T Y B A ke R 22 ) A A A S
U BB PR ARG M A T I S AN AR R o AT AR A B A OCER A R SRR R R ARG A L ke
BU 5 DAL 20 B A5 o ) o R DR R D R e oy PR i o ] DA v R 2R A W ) B M o 0 e AR T TR A S R
TP E R FE LT AL Chi M1 p-1, 3-8 BWEIGIE N Glu = AR WAL N, 7] DL & & X R
BT SR R E L
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