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WE ESHEMREFNKE e, HYSAE S AIURENE, E 4 RNA JiBk M R &
FAMNSFHRERERRZ AN R EGFHAYLE. — 7 @, RNA R ZEI IR SR LN E
L3R MMERSZ LRI RRE RN N RNA, £3¢ DCL ZE®YE . nT
7 ik sRNA, 5 AGO & 8 % 67 ik RISC 48 7% RNA WILER, A TiERESE. A M, &

K HEiF
T =
RNA 7%k
RHH
M- = BAE

FELSHENRE P RNA JIBRITH T, %1% £ RNA JUE & 5 ULk 855 £ RNA T
ByURERN, MEBOREN. B AW, Hhtl R ARNFHEANEEREEAN
ZEFREGTME. R B EERAERIFEET, B3R NE5#SREREED T
MR RL, TREIRENH— PR AEHREOF A B T AR 2 F 30k 0y 38
M, HEZWRFECRBEN M. AXER TR S TG EZHE.

FLWIAE R KRN R 7 e e o A2 31095 145 4018 LR
GUTA 2k HUSE 2 PR IR AR 5. — L8905 IR ) e 8 58
AL 00 4 T 1) 0 T2 8 I 2 o 4 e 5 4 2L o e 2
NAEY; — 343 e D42 N R0 B4 995 DR 40 6 0 ik Jo %
R IR ) R B A, CEAE R AR RS R, 51k
MY, B AR RN A A AR BELLE,
N AR 5 R 3 2 4. Ak A2 77 (R AR Ak 3k A
SFEVEYIEE ZREVE T B, BN T AR G SR A
MHLE. HAT, FHYE R AR A BRI LA T B
10%~30% [ A Mk 453 2.

Wi 752 LR 4> T-(DNA B8 RNA) L 2 A Tk i
[, JLREAE TG ARG H Py 356 58 1 2B A 4. 2 SR 7
M T B U Ry WA EAT R 1) RO 4, AL
P25 240 DN 10 3 B R R 4 M se s A, i

A0 I i 7] 3 22 R 4 2H 2R HCR A1 T A M R v
LR, JESPA EAE SRR, 725 AR 2RI
K =p e, AEPREAL 2 MOPLIRIIRBUR TR 4. —
BN Ry A ) G 5 2R G0 EH PR A 2 THT ) B 9 I I A
(1) A A I G R P i R R ) 52 A R i SR )
M 2% 4 F (pathogen-associated molecular patterns,
PAMPs) It 7 £ 1) S5, Pk 0 B A0 A 5% 23 1 B0 I
4.9% (PAMP-triggered immunity, PTI); (ii) fH#k A
IPTE R A (resistance gene, R gene)itl i 455 57 IR 7 95
JEL P AN R B 7 A ) A0 B A e S, R kg A PR
TR A G 7% (effector-triggered immunity, ETT)™,
RNA JUERA T LK R FE A3 AP0 v 4L
P H HTIE ST S5 A A ) P AR A B R L. A
Wi RNA YUER R GEUTBR 2 2k K 20 TR P00 75
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YR M PR R BT B R B T
JETAEAEEE IR %5 0 PTI — BHAAAE S, (B
WH N RNA JUER SR AR 6 3510 PTL H Ay
RNA JUER O AN W 22 5 R RS R FE PRI &
THEPIOIEEE AU BR . TT PR A 2 A 2 S R 1
Pk RNA JTBRRT R & W fl el e 00 i 5, 91Kk
— RYN IG5 5 5 T HRARS 2342 G e 1T AR A A
PO FEHUEIAE S A ) . AR SCKs 25 A AR S &
IWEFC TS 5, IR ML P P00 75 119 2 T AL LA S A HF
GO 1) 5o 13t e

1 RNA 3B A SHHE PR AL

1.1 RNA JURBSBER

sRNA(small RNA, sRNA)/ 1) RNA JUER & 7E
R AT BERIE T BT S R IS A8 A ) S35 e A7 A 1A
MUARHRH T #EAZ g . gERFRE IR e . e KR T
MEZPLH]. sRNA F2Z0E S 5 3 5L H AN mRNA
B FE RNA [R5 A BB 1R 400 DNA B4 & (e i
ST, P I DR 1) 3R OA BRI, AT B
IR PR RE DN 0k RNA YUERA T A B UR 25
IR A PG S G A 3T B 59— 0T, B
FES RS K I SE 36 P 34 Y RNA JTERF - 461
fii = RNA JUER RS, Mk Ers B . 1855 5
JWHEST. RNA TUERHLEN A BAE AT 4 3= B AEFn
- s OARE T Far el

1.2 J%7 RNA JBS 0 &I

T A9 BB YR ) B A% 4k, Jorgensen FlI
Stuitje BFFE /N2 43 50 5 5 46 (T8 B3 D) AR G 1) R
Wi G B (CHS) BE D8 5 N2 TF 58 (e 1) B AR R A A4 v
BN R I L A VY 43 2 — i RS AT e Bl A
LA e, XLAERE CHS FERI AR IA A LLHEy A= 7
FER U AATTIEN AR SN CHS FER0E] TR
W CHS RIS, G, KEWICER AR
LRI 0 B L DR AH R B % 5 DRI R )R] A T DA i
SR T REML R HC YT A R AR R AR . RS
KFRATHTAN 1995 7 RNA JUERBL% 01,

JiEE SRNA A FHEF YIRS 5 M Poms 25 ) VY,
K — ML A [ B RS Y TV I % R R ) g
PMEIM S KRB, HAE 1928 4, Wingard M 82 5] 54
M S IR B B (Tobacco ringspot virus) - FAE B
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IR JETRE, i oA $ i 7 16 T A R )
A I AR REAR T HGT 7] e sl AH 0T 05 B 10— IR AR B
HATHiME. BEEZWX G R A L T8, H
Wy 1 Ul A2 I 5 i A A () IR 4 9 R B EE 2301
SR A T P R RE . SRR M AR X i
(Potato virus X, PVX)5l 5% 2 Y 3% 5 (Potato virus Y,
PVY) I A R0 B e, 110 [ I 4 A PVX A
PVY WA ik, 3R G PVX [ Ll
T PVX IR TURIIE T, 37 e St A R 2,
PVX fAAE SR PVY & I 5 AT 5 m. 1X R 1W]
PVY M50 T PVX (80 e J10L BEE TN,
PATVRRAE P ST IR G RE D EE W0 B 7= - 1) RNA JTER
B A 5 L F &8 L, A4 2 R A% A 0 B BT B 1) R
GetkfR gs. — 71, AN TN EEXUEE RNA Bk
sRNA, J 17 B f# Wi 2 RNA 2>, BRI 2 70 e i
BEAHUM AR, Ty —J7 1, UOBRAE 5 WA T R A
(132 BN B 2 SRR, ORI . RGEVEN
RS A R I, R R B AR I )
SE PR D — g 15 2w i 1) A 1 A0 T E ) RNA DB
ARG, W MR A G R R, A P
T3 75 BT e B O 7 E R RE. XA IEINE £ RNA
DUBR R GG (03 75 2 (1 D29 75 RNA JUskam 71,

1.3 957 sRNA [ 4 Ao sl

RNA VU S PR B SN LA HE 4 AP
PR 9 2R T XS RNA(DSRNA) 742 ; dsRNA £
DCL FEAYIE], Tk 18~25 L) sRNA; il
sRNA 5 AGO HE 45 & B RNA 7 FUTBE &1k
(RNA-induced silencing complex, RISC); RISC 5 %4
e SRNA HAMPPEEEIE 4] RNA [(1)E], piBkin
%[1547].

KZHAEYI T/ RNA WG, 7Ef2 ged s
S A 4w e A A e ol o 22 Fpo7 U G dsRNA.
RHE dsRNA 72 A 77 AN [A) 0 25 K5 1) SRNA
Iy MG sSRNA. X% sRNA Fl & & 45 Ky Sk Y5 1)
sRNAI'YL 4] ¢ sRNA [ 2 i 4K #1958 1 5
RDRP(RNA dependent RNA polymerase, RDRP) & i,
dsRNA. HUHE RNA Jj /518 5 40 0 N 3t 52
dsRNA 44, XEEK K] dsSRNA 75 SRNA
(1) 22 R, AR 22 I 70 52003 1543 G (14 16 40 40
W, IFE X sRNA F1 5z X sRNA IR 2 LT 4R e R —
JKAPIS-201 e e o SRNA JT i 1) dsRNA T 5 3 175
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T41fe N RDRP W25, (H43 i KB Ik 2
SRNA P24 T EAI% RNA 51 K. kI8 KKE
1) sRNA R T~ H A7 e Je &5 17 93 25 ik D] 4
mRNA(H 1).
PRI IS 6 A~ RDRP, H:#' RDR1 Al RDR6
PR W S5 A PR AN O, AR = 2 AERT R
BRI M F KRG FE 5 RDRs Ak DR A
Wi P12 AtRDRG ik O 58 A% Ak f 3 R AR I
(Cucumber mosaic virus, CMV)25 % Fl A 4195 15 FUK.
J34b, ARDRG &1t 2 5 tasiRNA [5G N FHY)
S A 5 DR (1) 6 S DR T BR 20 W50 R IR, AtRDR6
10 A 00 B (1) [R5 K K NBRDR6 E A4 A 07 i J e
PVX IS Wi . RGUTRAE 5, B PVX I RGMEIT S,
G TR AR A A K5 RE £ BT RDR1 X T
T IERBBUIE I ERF L L 7511, 7K R (salicylic acid,
SA)ALH B B K G AR Re % 5 T AU RS IT AtRDRI A1
WAHHL NeRDRI TR 33k, IF B 75 0] 5% Wi 40 1w 7 6
CMV FIH & 53495 75 (Tobacco rattle virus, TRV)I¥]
RO PR BL K 5 T R0 ) E 9 75 (Tobacco
mosaic virus, TMV)F1 PVX [FRBURE. G HF9T 38 Xk

AdssRNA TTTTTTTTTTTTTTL TP

T‘fg RdRP

dsRNA @i

B TMV IR FF RIS rdr] R rdr6 5375 4K % TMV
SRNA B R AT IR IE W 770 A IR, 5 B A= AR L 5%
AR SRNA PR R R I AR T I, 8] RDRI
H1 RDR6 %} TMV sRNA {25 sl HL A7 SR 2, A
AEHRE S — A AR TCIIREM RDRI BEIA.
I S 5 5K 2 AT D) RE I 8 K B NeRDR 1 551K '
N S SOAR A RS B 1) U 1 o,
KI5 NDRDRG PRIt BK (1) A A= 0 B AR ARL,
RDRI1 W Re A MELIRE: (1) H9m SA N FHHEF
PUrEFACiL) $05%] RDR6 A3 # RNA JUEk. &
A R A St T AR RN B B DN ARG, TR I B 2 1R
2 7), RDRI 1) BARSEALT] G L 4EKF RDR6 i+
Pt g5 1L,
ANJEI RIS ) dsRNA £ DCL 8 AV n TIE K
Jii 1 sSRNA, Ji & sRNA 5 AGO & 14541 RISC,
&5 5 H 4 DNA 5t mRNA & 4F i 5 K CE U 5%
Je KT IR DRI C R, AT HS T A 75 B A IR 3R DR 1 42
AN, G4, IXEETT R B T ERAS 5 RE S W A o 7 (1)
LEIZ BT L B AR, ORI REEN
WEEPUIE(E 2). VUBRAE 5 1 S A B g i 25 1) 4h i oy

A

WWTF@TWW FrssRNA

ffE%RdRP

@' dsRNA

mmsrna ][] IHIIH i l:{)g iy IIIIIIF (] wemsrna

!

o

B 1 %3 sRNA RIA K

HUEE RNA BT A & RdRp Sl dsRNA, 78 DCL & H V) E T I LIEipIZk sRNA. #1294 sRNA 5 AGO A 454 JE i RISC,

18T sRNA A FEF VIR, 5

— 7T, ¥ sSRNA LU ssRNA A RERRF FH 15 32 RARp L dsRNA, JEiMT 7245 4 sSRNAM
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B2 & sRNA JIBRR- R ARG MG AR E
BEAEHE R 23 0 A LI 7 SRNA HEHUR ST, LR S 2
TR R TR AR, 31 RGO

WOk, WA 1] 34 22 39847 40 1 1) 4 47 1l 22 40 3 4
W, ZJE A T AT KB B TR, B BT I
BIE RS2 T A I R GENE T A0 i, e X LA i
L) 4 27 ML TR 32 22 00 A A0 ML T 3 J55C, 95 A (1 5 JeK
Y FERVATTE N ER=NIS S AL ¥ CE /R E A

1.4 55 RNA JEHP ] F4filrg EREVR RS

FYIIE T RNA JUER RS DTER A B 5 K 4L LA I
LR, PR BHR Y. A S YR K B AR
B4k ) P1/HC-Pro, P38, 2b, BC1 25 RNA YLERAE T,
J4H 1 5 5 DRICER 2R 8 LA I A 3 10 o A S Y,
IE S AEEHLR, XLk H B RNA JUER ]
TREMINHI RS sRNA A A D BEAE N 1) 2 A3
47:5[32,33].

HHELBh Z9% B (Tobacco etch virus, TEV)Zmtd—
A~ HC-Pro & (i, HC-Pro HEZ PN sSRNA A= i iy 41
H115 £ RNA UUER V. HC-Pro BN KI#K S sRNA
TN T B R S AR A del 1 R BIAHAL. PVY [FIFEGR 5 — A
HC-Pro & [1. HC-Pro #llifil RNA JIERfi#RE T PVY &
S5 s AEIS. 5 PVX 8L TEV JL[RMR 4

1002

HIYINF, HC-Pro 4017175 = RNA VTER R 45 LAk A 1
B A0 S Y, A A — 28 JRUA N BB AR G 12 R A 1 9 1 TR
P 3RAF 80w i 1547, B HC-Pro 4b, P38, P19 Al
P122 55955 2 RNA JUERID ]+t Ge % 18 ik BH T sSRNA
A sk B i U i S S R GUBR R 4.

W EEUTERAMEF B nT LAE sSRNA DhREIR T R 4%
FOHIVE . WEFCE RN, L #5 U BRI T I A
Wi SRNA [R12E 1%, 98 7 sSRNA (8 B4 RE 78 1F 5 KF,
VB SRNA (WS RER 52 3] 7 406 1% 295 540 11
L5 sSRNA XU 454 B FE N RISC, #1532 Xkl
X995 B P 3 R T BR T AR,

W EFYCERAM A a8 T LUE R 6 4F sSRNA 41k
SERRAMEIE EIER DU RS, AN IEHTE sSRNA
4 HENL & (10 3-F 5B 1A BE 1k A
AT PE K sSRNAML S5 dE sSRNA ()8 S R RE 7 3
ok AR 8 U o B — g i ) DU g L A 4
SRNA 1) B B4k 18 M el R4, RS S T4k 7 i
FORZ R AE A B — [ BT, (H 2 75 2248
(1) — L5955 BRI ] T REBE I RNA JUERII Z AN K
FEANEIE . CMV #5722 2 — AN SR 7
AR R 2b BEfEBHWTE £ KRG MEDURTS 5 4%
o, BESEIRCHE I 2b H1E 3 AGOL B HBBEEAE
MmAPHl AGO1 S E g TE, M FHET RISC Zhfke. th
HIFFFR B, 2b 520 SA PG 1) RDRI 15V iy [a] 240
H7E T SA Btz

2 REHN SRR B

2.1 REEFANSHAEYIHORN RV BEE

R FEDI IR BRI KA R LD R
()22 VU 5 7 903 S ) ) Do 3 RE DAL, 398 T s e A B
SN, AERE D s A G i b SE S T U SR Y
Fethan M ae T, i SR A, A0 BE R 5 A 4 6
BT R A AN L B AL LA S — R B AR A
WOk, S EER H IAEE —YER), PiE M SR n
15 G0 J AH 5% BN AH O AR08 Js IR Bk, Bk &%
43R5 M PP (system acquired resistance, SAR). fE
SARREFEHT, SA KRN, 9 I % (PR)E A 557 12
PR IA, WLYIR 25 Bl I K i — 2R G Bt
PESEOR. BROKIRAL, KA LM —F AR EELE
FEAHG b 4R 1] 2240,
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22 RIELPFF R EHEH

Hir KEZS S5HYPURT R LR P g, R
IXEE R AR R 5 2 3 ELBA [ )5 Jit
V), HIXSEHTR . AW . hlSnE, BE
Prlef el = 1) R FEDR G A ) B 1A AE 45 M A7 AE A
PR HETRIEFI K Z 40 R 5584 NBS-LRR K8 $i 1
FED, b A A R A AZ RS & AL T (NBS)FI
SR EHFY(LRR)™. NBS-LRR 255 )40 5L 4
T33P J5: TIR-NBS-LRR fl CC-NBS-LRR. TIR-
NBS-LRR i3 K g fish (1) 8 I 4E N i 3 — N8
LT R0 Toll FIWFLANM A 2=-1 2RI 45 F4 55,
Il CC-NBS-LRR 2401 55 K 9 i (1) £ 1 7E N g 75
—> CC 45k,

PUAS [R5 i 1R B0 366 IR i ) 1 2 11 LA &5 ) A
BAPERE RN R FERIA S I PU0 (5 516 Sl 12 0] g
AL B, i1 Kk Z£ % TIR-NBS-LRR 284707 HE K A
SHitk%isk EDS1 1 PAD4, k% %t CC-NBS-LRR 2%
PERE A St sk NDR1, R£Z 1 R BN G
PrrE 2k SGTI1, Rarl Ml Hsp90 5%, #RiMLA 4k
CC-NBS-LRR ZFitE 3 KA S Pk 2k EDS14),

2.3 FEYRE DU XA U
P E IPLR 2 R 28, — 7T, FY ] RE
Bl Z 95 B B 52 B BT 0 17 1 3k R 1T S B0 R AN RE
R AR F X R IE RN SR U & R Bath), it
PVY [{IH 6 45 T eIF4E 25150 5 — 5T, #4057
HA W SEat o b w2 DARH 1R AR 2290 5 1042 G, Wikl
W4 o BE n DL RS A Y 5 S AR R G, FEY
FH RNA JUERHLH B A0 2 RNA BB B8, M
AR BAR YeB. — S22 00 RNA R85 RAEY =
B RNA JUERS L A AP B0 259 IR (f PTIR?,
WAk, R AETE RO BAK L 190 25 L il k3, 5
25, MBI L i R WA SR P, #
R GRS, R RS D w1 2R A A L Rk
V)2 R0 B (R S8 720, WS A BN, S
RGP EPER =, RGE RN T R & ik
AP R S N () P A, R AR G ekt B 4T A
T, AR EUR N IR S BT AT T, R
Rxl FERA S0 PVX BT LK &G Tm-27 £ A
AT BT 35S H B DA HR T DL P e s 3 %),
HArSEa 10 A 089 25 ik 3 R ol o e B2
(B 1), 1550 WISy B P TMV 22K N, 5

AP PVX JE Rx, Rx2, R EP PVY KN 1-1,
M3 88 IR BT 3t A6 9 25 (Tomato mosaic virus,
ToMV)FI TMV ] Tm-2° Fil Tm-2 JE K, &GP0 B
FR 290 B (Tomato spotted wilt virus)F& R SwS5, K&
YUK AL 995 75 (Soybean mosaic virus)i) Rsvl FEX,
PRI CMV LR RCYI, LR T30 96 75 4 46 9 4%
(Turnip crinkle virus)3: K| HRT, N2 55 B HIPLEE
3 A6 % B (Mungbean yellow mosaic virus)% Kl
CRYI1. WAk, 50l T JUAN R SR Ry 73 Pk B A,
FFEPIF T PL TEV 2[5 RTM 1, RTM2 R RTM3; 3 it
T At 5 5 (Tomato yellow leaf curl virus)PrPEFE A
Y-1/Y-3(4R MO RNA IR 2R 5 8 RDRy), 0 75 52
T A HT ToMV e Tm-1 5525057 g 50 B 1) i
RO R PSRN T, N BRI PVY SRR Y1 Ok
TIR-NBS-LRR 2% i 3 #t 1 & I, R ¥ 04
CC-NBS-LRR ZEHu it 5L A,

24 REFNSHHEIMEESHS

HAT XL R RN FMPIH G5 M T
it AR, EIXLEHURE R R FEPR X N BB
ST TMV 55 557 SRR IR, N R
#& TIR-NBS-LRR K s HifE LA, N iR EH 5 TMV 18
Ve i F) B2 AH ELAE L R B U N S I FE B, K
TMV BRBIER #2408 N AN TIR i
TMV [R50, N2 L3R 41 B AZ 6 B P A 2 T
(K10, N FE DRI A 5 A 5 5 ) NIL RTINS, X 28 58 4
ITIE A L TS0 SA F—4 4L B (NOYLE N FE A
A FHIPUR TR R A EEAE N, RATRIEFHRJA)FI
IG5 T A W OCEIER coll f CTRI1 4% N JE A
N FHIPUR TS S S CEAER©CY. S, N3
A S TMV FibE il &k 2 2. BA1%e T
KEMZERW & N RSP TMV 555#S, &
41 SGT1, RARI1, NPR1, EDS1 X} N HERH ST
TMV &b, 32 KI5 SGT1AHHAEH 1) SCF
7 R LR E AR COPY 15 5 84 N R A
[FIHT TMV H e 8 224 O 9051 JRf 1k I 43 1 F1AR
HSP90 5 SGT1, RARI AIHitEE A N AHEAE T I
KBRS 5% 5. MAPK(SIPK, WIPK, NTF6),
MAPKK (NtMEK 1, NtMEK?2), MAPKKK (NPK1), %
ST MYBIL, WRKY, 2, 3 %) N KA S 4T TMV
S T LT T HERIE 3 — R L, — 4 CC-
NBS-LRR 2% R £ [X NRG1 X N E KA S)$HT TMV
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R1 CIEER R R, Ave RGBS T

R HEH L) R E 1451 I 7 Avr TUBRAM -
J v - 2 , ,
N Nicotiana sp. TIR-NBS-LRR F AL & A & A
Tobacco mosaic virus
L% I75 75 .
RxI Solanum tuberosum CC-NBS-LRR ik X i L= p25
Potato virus X
N e
Rx2 Solanum tuberosum CC-NBS-LRR Sk X AT A FEE A P25
Potato virus X
. . il ft fp O o
HRT Arabidopsis CC-NBS-LRR bl WA WFE A
Dijon-17 Turnip crinkle virus
IH-J5 B e
RCYI Arabidopsis C24 CC-NBS-LRR HIRAE Jrﬁ,** . AR 2b
Cucumber mosaic virus
i bk g o
Sw-5 Solanum CC-NBS-LRR B A 54 NSs
lycopersicum Tomato spotted wilt virus
N ==X
Y-1 Solanum tuberosum TIR-NBS-LRR ik Y Gk ? HC-Pro
Potato virus Y
J Y H g —— , .
Tm-2 Solanum CC-NBS-LRR ML R EHE S
lycopersicum Tobacco mosaic virus
M E A 7 7 .
Tm-2? Solanum CC-NBS-LRR SELFERH T EHE I
lycopersicum Tobacco mosaic virus
. 5 L B AR I B T FWOE R T
YRI Vi -NBS-LRR P ?
¢ 1gnamungo cC S Mungbean yellow mosaic virus (AC2)

SO, ST SPL6. M4RAE 1 NRIP1 &5
N RAEAEIS S TMV HLrEC 7 4 N 3
TMV Hitkis K N R AR FRD, @1 R %
fif IRK1 25 N S0 T™MV Btk JF H R E
2 R E AT 4> AR R EETOL kAR, miRNA 2
5 N ERASFHPET, &, AR J-domain
HE MIPL ¥ K& N RS TMV HLiE7, 54—
SRR K N BRI SR RUR MY, W caspase-like
TEPE R R IR VPE X N S5 DA 5 R B 2
TR S AN, I T BRI G 2 AR S (R 41 B AE T
9 B 2 T 7

TE I HRT JE N2 TCV $iutk, HRT W
SBR[ 77 A, AR B U 2 A0 ) — AR N
Batk R RRT 2578 HRT NS HIFIERI T SA,
feWile, HAKHE T JA FI L4, 4£ EDSI1, EDSS,
PAD4, SID2 Y REfik 2R 5844, SA FA SR 2 5% W0, HRT
S B TCV Hr ik kU HRT N OE N
CC-NBS-LRR 2§ R JE[H, ‘B3 TCV HriE A
NDRI ifif&#i EDS1. % N LK —FE, HRT /311
ok th ka7 6", BIF§7F ATPase CRT1 S4LHE
HTR Fl Rx 2P0l E A AR, 552 Mmit
PETOSOL 53 R B XsE RNA 454 25 11 DRB4 % HRT
FERAFH TCV Frrk 2 sy, BARBIR I HRT
SN SHIEEIT RCYI PSRN, —HEAAH
90% I [ Y 11, AT 6T Y. 1 G B¢ 4% R (TCV. CP
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CMV CP)7t 8 FH K TATA [FJE 1, RCYT A 31
CMV HiIPEA B KT SA F1 EDSS5, 13557 i 5
T2, (AT TABS 45 2 e RCYT ¥
BRI AL R BT CMVEY. T4 % Ryl
FERA 10 PVX Bt v S AR ] D (17 8 s Y
PUMEWH T SGT1, HSP9O, {H A4 T RAR1 Fl
EDS1®-#1 MAPKKKalpha # & RxI 4~ 5] HR, {H
AW Ko Rxl A SR Rx & 45 M3 8] B4k, 5 B
CC Sty ARSI, 1 NBS S5kl M5 5 k&,
Bk NBS B A% S HR ()% 4%, RanGAP2 5
Rx HAE, 25 Rx WA ER, & Rx S8
PRS0 k2 @k AN TR 7, R T B
AT SR BT EES . S EE ST RTM T R RTM2 X
AR R FE, AN S TEV Btk Kt
VI BAE R 10i5 S, e ALK TEV (K i s 50,

Tm-2° JEPNE RS ToMV 18308 1 (MP)IMl i
RPN, ToMV MP J& Tm-27 % i () 6 5 8 (12,
Tm-2% J& T CC-NBS-LRRs Z5\$itkE A, H 861 4
FIEMYL . WFEE W], LRR G5 E T Tm-2°
P R B SR SA W Tim-22 Bk,
K BEAE SA () NahG LR 7 A, Tm-2° % ToMV ]
PUMERIL N RGNS, AR LI, Tm-2° %
P A2t JE R IR T g 11, i Rk 5 B s bt
PE, hRIESEULA R HR HPiE, [CRIE S
F R GERSE R GLIEST, 544K 1 Rubisco /)N W 3



PEERE EaRE 20144 B 4% F 100

Xt Tm-2° A T R P 2 6 5 (1, FERIPTER 5 80
Ui ORI O, HE ISR R A s B Y b TR
%5 TS LR E T ToMV MP HAE X 5tk &
H Tm-2* HAER—4 T 5 A MIP1. & B MIP1 A%}
R YR LT, 1 EX Tm-22 A S AP0 &
WIE LTI 20 R I MIP1 Xt 22 R 2 = Bk A
5T EPrrE 2L T, 2 H AT R I 5 = A
Wy a5y 12— FATKI MIP1 5 SGT1 2
B Ay 3l Bl AR 23 1 8 5 B 75 R A R B R
111 LE A T 8 R R 2 50 F AR R AR DI B I
&[73]‘

3 e

A SONAE I DUR BE K P 4 L EE 12 RNA JUBK
AR BN A (K REGTIE 0 2> T HLHIAE T i 22458,
| BT A2 A8 A B9 285 LA 7 T 475 A7 VF 2 K [ A5 Ao
fifge. B, RE H WSO AR Ave JUE N T, )
TR S ? AR E Ly T2 R RH
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Molecular Mechanism of Plant Antiviral Defense

QIAN LiChao & LIU YuLe
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During a long coevolutionary arms race between plants and viruses, plants have evolved various antiviral defense
mechanisms. Among them, RNA silencing and R gene-mediated virus resistance attract more attention. On the one
hand, RNA silencing plays an important role in plant resistance against viruses. During virus infection, virus-derived
double stranded RNAs can be formed and processed into small RNAs to target viral RNAs for destruction.
Accordingly, viruses have evolved to produce RNA silencing suppressors to overcome host RNA silencing and
enhance virus infection. On the other hand, plants have also evolved R gene-mediated resistance to various pathogens
including viruses. Research on plant antiviral defense will help understanding of the molecular basis of plant disease
resistance, and will have important scientific significance and potential application value. This manuscript reviews
the important advances in molecular plant antiviral defense mechanisms.
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