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Abstract: Ethylene is one of the important plant hormones, playing versatile roles in regulating almost all
the growth and development stages throughout the plant life cycles. Moreover, ethylene can significantly
influence plant responses to abiotic and biotic stresses. Fungi and terrestrial plants are closely related,
and they can be mutually beneficial via symbiosis. Meanwhile, fungi also represent the main pathogen
groups of plants. Plant pathogenic fungi commonly retain the ability to synthesize ethylene, while ethylene
can also be sensed by fungal pathogens to regulate their metabolism, growth, and other processes. This
paper summarizes the ethylene biosynthesis pathway and potential ethylene signal pathway of plant
pathogenic fungi. By comparing the similarities and differences of ethylene synthesis and sensing in
plants and fungi, it provides a reference for in-depth research and understanding of the roles of ethylene in
the interaction between plants and pathogenic fungi.

Key words: ethylene; pathogenic fungi; synthesis; signal transduction; disease control

. fi(ethylene, ET) & ME— S SHEMI R, 78 (Binder 2020; Chang 2016). FEY)7E 52 29 R H
HUAEKKERSEN T MREEEZENEH, F RENIEDTSBBORE O, T OEERER
B P CUE S G ARG AE 55, h REESRXEDEANEEH: — i, L& S
WOIRAE TiEA S HAE 5 &R AR, TSR (45 5 ] CLEEAE A A PRodi A% 346, D[RR IR . 5K
A RS B AN R S N, AR AR HPRE
VIR, (REEMRERE . B KRS 20220615 B 2022-10-20
LT LSO AN AR AV I8 [ N AF AR AR By BT AR AR 6221 2R 1421600).
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FI IR &A% PR T HE Y P = BV (Berens55£2017); 55
—J7 T, AT LU AR e 22, W] ReA A
T JE B 3k — 25 42 G (Saltveit 1999). [FIH,
LA LAME I IR LR HME T, Sk J 5 B R i
Kev ARGLEERITE R 3507 /) (Flaishman FK olattukudy
1994; Kepezynska 1993, 1994; El-Kazza%51983).
BB T CMGAE A3 B B ELA R AR AR 5 B
KR AL DS i g, v Re i 2 N ELAE
XUJT BRI 7 BETE A e BE O B, I T X A P 0
T YA LA RO SR L B B v 7 AR 4R T

H AT, A KE TR 1Y) OIEH 6 S
1 K CAAE SAE RS, T TR R JE W RS
DRSPS INATIS WP R 57 IS IR 5 L BLLE AV
TEIW S5 L 5 ) BAE AR 1 B A AL,
A SO Y5 R L A O 20 8 A T
FBVIRBEAT 45, FF0hm IR B iR Sy BAR R R
() A A 5 A% A FIREAT EE AT e

1 BN HBEIERIER

FLLE201H 2040 5t R 3R IR AT R B IS A — Fof
AR BB A B S O A AR B T A, X AR AR R 2
Mo HHE 220t 250 B SAHE AT AN
AR SR SE R AR M AR TR I W R, LA
BB MY . 19664F, LiebermanZs(1966) \ &
A IR SE M A6 BOS AR I AT AR O B R/
FH i % 1% (methionine, Met); Bfi 5, AdamsHlYang
(1979) W Ft A B 1 - 24 7 e -1- 32 R (1-aminocy-
clopropane-1-carboxylic acid, ACC) N ZJ&mAENIE %
BRI 26, S-IRT 2 iR & A (S-ade-
nosylmethionine synthetase, SAMS) {1, ATP ¥ i
FE A 5 Met/E B S- I F i & B2 (S-adenosylmethi-
onine, SAM); SAM7E ACC & Ji%.Jif (1-aminocyclopro-
pane-1-carboxylate synthase, ACS)[1EALAE H R Tk
ACCUL }75"-H i i3 H (5"-methylthioadenosine, MTA);
W85, — 77 T ACCHE 1-Z B30 14 bie - 1- R IR AL AL Bl
(1-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylate oxidase, ACO)
HEAPER N AR IR, 51— J7 HMTARE — 24K
fif N F % 2% B (methylthioribose, MTR), il i Metig:
FEEHT A iMet, A LG AR AR R, 10 R
R KRG (Adams Fl Yang 1979; H - 45

2011). Ak, Met/KF- 52 1 FR Mk 7% 1% (pyridoxal 5-
phosphate monohydrate, PLP){{ i 4 #% 2 lif§ (rever-
sal of sav3 phenotype 1, VAS1)% i, VAS i i A1
Met 15| W3- P i 2 (indole-3-pyruvic acid, IPA)K[H]
Iz ] L Jd A K 2R A6 (Zheng52013).

Fihbh, AEZ BRI EAE D E i, FEYIE)
G AR 2 INE, FlanfEL g I, ACSIER 3R
1K 52 B & P A AN AE AP ) R, 33 1T s AR
Pk A ¥ 2 B R A AR A (U 4620175 Arteca
FlArteca 1999). fEZEH, ERKFEETE T M6 U2
FIRKR, FFHEREE ACS2EE N (11755 (Gharbi%#2016) .
T R M ) 2 B JEL A, X T PRI A Y A
WP R A Y SRS, 20 57 1) i L A2 4 B 38 2 R T
B % LA, 107 £ i JH 1 (Colletotrichum musae)
17 Ye 75 IR 52 (Daundasekera®$2008) . $51R T 25 (Pen-
icillium digitatum) 12 %< 15 A 52 (Gonzalez-Candelas
£52010) LA K K 781 %) 16 1 (Botrytis cinerea)f= Y7 %j
REL(ZhuF52012) f5 CME R RN #E7R
I 97 B (Magnaporthe oryzae) ¥ Fh 1, /K FEHUIn
AR AT LA S ACS2RIACO73E K K3k, Rk 2064
JSCE— S A AR R YRR (Iwai%$2006) . T
WL R B, PigmR EAE R LT s S8 H1 (PigmR-
interacting and chitin-induced protein 1, PICI1)if# i
R E AR G R E AR e, BILEER S,
TRBEBT PR SR A6 s, AT 45 7K R )
FERHATUS 1 (pattern-triggered immunity, PTT). 45 &
LA, o D R JE I o0 s B MR R ) L BB R PICILL,
F K i b BT P, A8 A R T R R BN
12(Zhai®52022). B|1L, FEREY) 50 SR S B AR A
L, R AT R IE I S S 0 G RO DG BE R R I 2 gk
LB R, 3 — 20 R 42 R A 5 At A A o s D
WG SR, 98 B LB [RIAE A 06 iRe ), T8
KAE AR R, IR A E R G S5 OmE R
2 MIEEEEKROERIRR

19684, TlagflICurtis (1968)iH i 78 N £ Fih g Fit
FEAE G R A, K228 Ff 3 pR HEAT AL, 28 3ok i
LA H IS8 E R B LI E e 1. S
LIEE g AR, B RA3% OhE g
1% : ACCi& 12 (1-aminocyclopropane-1 carboxylic acid
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pathway). KMBA j& 1% (2-keto-4-methylt-hiobutyric
acid pathway) }2 EFEi% 1% (ethylene forming enzyme
pathway). F (A A 2D % 3 B e -5 A8 4 AH A
MACCIEE A I LId; D EL B e AEFEIR AR 5 ik
W, T HAZ B WA A O M B E B AR
KER4r FLBE, JUH IS A P95 5 50 B LAKMBA i
E LI, Bk,
2.1 ACCi&f&E

ACCIE AL AEAE P AN A Py b [ A7 A2, 451 4
ACCIER AR AE M AE 75 B (Penicillium citrinum)FE 5
IR WA B (Dictyoselium mucoroides) 5 & . 1992
4, AmagaifliMaeda (1992)FfF 73 AH & F2 IR X K
W IR AR B E IR BE UL X S A6 gt 5
e AR SRR, 9, A MetZ2R ALl £ T 22 1%
IR (ethionine) A] L4 246 A= 06 B, a3t i #0 1 &
FRRPURR B A TEAE DA, T 20 SAMERACCHI
FA AT DAHRTH Sz B I IR () 4 /R FH » Tia%6(1999)
NI 73 B b R 5 A R R 2R T ACC & & DL S ACC
G HEAMACCH & M 25 H PR, MRS E R
Wi FE B OB 1R NACCIESE, HS B EY) 06
WG BIEE A2, S & ACCE ZAR
WL BRI 7N S, T2 53 R TE U SUR2- 46
1% R (2-oxobutyrate) . 20014, KakutaZ(2001)
NG B b v B I8 T ACSEE, Rz ke
TERRIP P B R R L 2 FEACCH R, 2R,
TERA i T (Fusarium graminearum) 4 5E )37

ACSEN ERIE JG, A BA ACSHE M (Svobo-
daz$2019). P, BB A A Eefimiad ACC
ARG LN, TR 2 HCE B AT RE 2 AN 5 5%
TP R FEAT M o
2.2 EFEi&1Z

19414F, Biale#lIShepherd (1941) % X E HE IR
HEA LI M. FukudaZs(1989a) W F5IR 5 5
IF-09372 & ¥k o, 73 B 404045 21 2475 T Bl (ethy-
lene-forming enzyme, EFE), 3%} 1Z £/ & 1 R 4¢
KARGNEG R G347 0. EFERAZH— N B —1
Z UIfie CIRTY I BEEFEMEAL, 1206 & T-2-0 1 — 12
(2-oxogluatarate, 2-OG) 4B 2 e, Hoig M5 24
ARIFE [ 4EFE, HRE 321 Fh 25 (0 A ] LARS 20 R
BB R S HAR Z I R AE N B R, Dho-Hi % —
JiZ (2-oxoglutarate, OXO) NME— KW &M L. R
8 JJ B (Fusarium oxysporum)t 7] i i EFEi#& 1%
& L (HottigerfliBoller 1991). 20144F, Johans-
son%5(2014) i %€ 1 f8 IR 7 % HEFEM R EY, I
BN T AR 5 L6 A YR ). Ballester
F1Gonzalez-Candelas (2020)#F 73 1iF B 15 IR 5 & 1
efe AL R E AR % BF vh S Y5 K08 2 5 B0 BE3R AR
B LM B RE 7T, 1255k DR R 2R AN 52 1) B 22 AR KR
SHEMRTRKE, HEFEIRIRE S OGS R
2.3 KMBAIZ##

KMBAEAT N IH LHf-E U 3 21, JUH

xR WREECHERIER
Table 1 Pathogenic fungi ethylene synthesis pathway

[Esp e pE N S R
T A% B (Penicillium citrinum) ACC Jia%1999
BB MW (Dictyoselium mucoroides) ACC AmagaifliMaeda 1992
Y8R 75 B (Penicillium digitatum) EFE FukudaZ;1989a
AU T (Fusarium oxysporum) EFE HottigerflBoller 1991
TR fi # (Botrytis cinerea) KMBA Chagué®52002
BEMS 1R (Alternaria alternata) KMBA Zhu%:2017
R TIHE (Fusarium oxysporum) KMBA Tzengf1DeVay 1984
B 28 I T (Colletotrichum dematium) KMBA TzengfDeVay 1984
Bt J& (Verticillium spp.) KMBA Tzeng#lIDeVay 1984
T IRIH 1 (Colletotrichum musae) KMBA Daundasekera:2003
A% T 8 (Penicillium citrinum) KMBA BillingtonZ51979; JiaZ1999
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AV R B R, %815 PAL-Met 9 &Y, 1557 %
B AE N B B (8] 7= I KMBA, 123 — 5 H
A H R EAIE B 4 Jf (Chagué 2010). 38 5 1F 5L
T, AR TR BB R A AR SN ES I BURYIL-
Met. KMBAEHE )2 215 00 A Be A 21 £
Ji IR (Chagué®52002) . E 7% [ B BRI B (Cryp-
tococcus albidus) "}, Fe(IIN)EDTA %8 1k, it 5 f (ox-
idoreductase)ffi: {4, 2 3 B H 7 (hydroxyl radicals) ]
W, T KMBAZ% L (Fukudas 1989b). 7 45 F
FIE H AT BRI 2 F FKMBAZE ik 2515 F B [ M,
A IR N O 0 TAEEIE SR A T KMBA) 73
fifr — AR AR A OB AR . i,
TER B # fE h, KMBATE BBRG B 72 H R &, 78
HH N AL R 0, G NI OM A R b
PG 25T N T MR L (Chagué®52002) .

1Ak, KMBAGEAE I A A2 S f 8k T B
2 R JH W (Colletotrichum dematium). 55356 ¥4 71 &
(Verticillium spp.)E. 6« BEFS 1 (Alternaria alter-
nata)ff) CHE AR, I HAEGIRZAM T BA RS
1 2 A2 R (Zhu%52017; Tzeng M DeVay 1984).
Daundasekera®5(2003)#F 75 3¢ B, £ Met{7-££ 1) 1 I,
T, HEREFHBLTKMBARRRE G RO Al
J&, KMBA & 4738 i ACCIE 2 JEAT LI =4
H AR IMet R IR ISR R (Al . fEMIRS 5 &
H, AR A I KMBA S 12 Fil ACCH% 42 [7] i
F1E (Jia%51999; BillingtonZ5:1979). 4R, HHi#E
FLE R B S KMBAR R A L 06 A 5S L
[X](Ballester f1Gonzalez-Candelas 2020), 7 20
MR 2 T R T T 5 S5 AE ) VAS R JE ) 5
S, 28 BL R PR 0 UE D BE, 3R P AN [F) i i
RITE 2056 B R AE R AN [F] (5115,2020), KA
%) {0 B I KMBA &R A% 55— 0 i 2 5k I B AT e R PR
MO IR, 52 % Pl B R L [FRT, A EDIREL
R, JE LT B2 LR R R R AR R, B I
1E ()38t A% 22 T B e B B KMBAER A2 1) G B 1 4%
FHE[A

3 RERERSHEMEFIET CHINEY
Bk
LIFAER R A - B R M 2

FERY, ARFEE I EY BAEVEANE, 467 RE
TEAE D HCHTI I 3 B 1 2 h R E AR L
A BEAR 19 5 B AR e 45 4 1 T 1 S B0 77 (Van
der EntfllPieterse 2012; van Loon%$2006), #R1fj, 7
TR RE RS S5 BAEL R o I@ 8 & Aok
ZEW. ZER R (2006) A 7T 3% BH B £ 7 JH
(Colletotrichum gloeosporioides) 13 4% 7% ¥ B 5L J5
3 )5 L 5 3 1 R SRR T 8 LR R E R
51, T 978 o B B AR B (1) R T ] 2 ANt FAE
VI 95 A2 G BT 1] 771 28 2k 48l £ R (aminooxy-
acetate, AOA) AL HE K7 %) 1 B AR Je 2 A S 5, &
PR e 1) SN BETICR RIS T 55%~60%, TMTnor R
A RS SRR TR PEIK 1 80%, HHULERH, BF A4
RURN AR A FESL I LA AR T A B i R4
{175 5 (Barkai-Golan®51989) . 7F %5k H &5 e
A7 SR SI2 205 SRR R BIE 98 v R B, B e A v A
JEIR) 7350 53 K5 T3 I EL B (Achilea®$:1985) . A
VR ZH B 95 2 B, Ol A gl i g TR I B 8 R
IR KMBAYGSE, S B = 8 2R3, AH 2 %)
i FERE ) TC AR F; FH ACOH il 751 kL 12 9% i (pyra-
zinamide, PZA) &b #1140 7 7+ 52 99 JiE 1R = e mt, H
YEAR R (1) M5 AT 52 3% R 5 2RI 3,
KPEWERYEE EERETSE OGR4, ik,
IR e AR B 5 8 i R R 8 1) ELAE AR AR b R RE 5
F KRB S (Guo52020). [H I, FE 4 1E 2 £ Ji
HER GG, YA B AU iR 5 1 0] B #0400
R BG4 th ok, IF B DB 286 & s
X, EAUA RS B YRR IR 5 O A BOE
TR ERRE TEAZAAR I 23 v, 12— 20 B A ) 5 0 iR 3
R H AR 20 R R 15 AL

4 BN IHESESMRIER

S AE VT M A A ) E B0 AR AR
R¥E T HEENER, XHZAEHPR, 772 g AR
fRAE DX 08 W IR SZ AT 5 A8 AL R il
TE A X AE WU FE TF (Arabidopsis thaliana) %) 15 4 W
SLRINF LM BRI AR B = N, BIAR FIRE 25
B B SZ MR, VR ZF B AR A [ Aok, I ELTO
S ) 725 k) B 35 0 R (Guzman A Ecker 1990; Bleecker
£71988), Chang%%(1993) A f 1My i izt 480 g I+ 1« =
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Fig. 1 Model of ethylene synthesis pathway in higher plants and phytopathogenic fungi
Met: & Z B/ T #LAEL; SAMS: S-M% 5 F A2 B 4 A8, SAM: S-IR 3 W LA L ACS: 1-Z R IR A be-1-58 L A AR B
ACC: 1-B A A h-1-R B ACO: 1-B IR Fln-1-R B BALBE; MTA: 5'-F Uiz MTR: T #iAzbE; KMBA: 2-B7-4- F A #%
AR T BR; IPA: %5|%k-3-R BRER; VAS1: PLPAR 4% 2B Trp: &8 BR; OXO: o-B7 R —8; EFE: THi B .

N % L AU GRS, R Th v e 1 E 5
— N CIFEZARETRL . B J X 40 g J 58 A8 4% 1) 4k
S 0 DL R ) 1A% AR AT, Bl 4 R B T ERSI.

ETR2. EIN4 }Z ERS2 /. Jfii 52 ¥4 2 & (Hua %5 1995,
1998; Sakai®$1998), LA K 452 4 N lig i 4y, Fa sk
T W5 54 F AL R 4 AL, TR R T
oo R 2 —ETR K i —CTR XK
Jti—EIN2—EIN3/EILs—ERF— 2,4 [ W AH 5 3 [A]
(R 2232, W T I 2004 B3 (Binder 2020; Li%2015;
YangZ£2015). ARHEIZEA, fEEH LGS T,
CTRIH 52 A BTE, W BR AL EIN2 (¥ Cuity, R 1L (1)
EIN2#%F-box 5 FAETP1/2[4 fi#, $i {5 5 17 T it

iy CIEAE R R RS A0 2 Ak, FEEK T
CTRIVEVE, BEEIN2# ], 1 15EIN3FIEIL] (G4
EIN3) s 5 K 7 I 7K1, 3 1 B B2 1A 4 2 0 i o7 3
R F 2RI, FRYE X BRI B ER A 5
WEpk. SERAEEEHEY RSP R TETREK
R IR SEARIGEE, FHIE 20615 5i8ms 5 T
B #5351 TR 4% (Liu 2% 2020; ChenZ52018;
Alexanderf1Grierson 2002),

LIRS STEEMPURE R R T AR HE
BIVEH, X TIRIEE TR B0 R H B, O 58kt
HETR1FIEIN22H 75 [k 2k 2 5 SO P Bt F f%
(Geraats%£2003; ThommaZ%1999), 7E#LF I+ 4,
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Fig. 2 Model of the ethylene signal transduction pathway in higher plants

EIN2: THs R4 & 8 2; CTR1: Raf# 4 &s; ETP1/2: F-box%& @ EIN2 TARGETING PROTEIN 1/2; EIN3/EIL1: Z}ifz 5

ARG MBLEFE T ER: RR M.

AtERFI I FRIB RN KA E W 3N E SR
(Plectosphaerella cucumerina) 4708 T B 1%
53 31| 18 5 (Berrocal-Lobo %5 2002) . 7E 1My X T 1% &
B 7 T B R 2 3 A S 7 T R R E A
T, ASREIREY) B L0 A BUR R AR AR I HU % A7 AE
Z 5. #ln, LawtonZ5(1995) FlPieterse %5 (1998) Hif
FUARTE EIN2AN S Wi R 000 1 AR 5 2 B o 7 50
W (Hyaloperonospora parasitica) VA J2 2151478 75 7Y
11 T 2 750 2 A R B 975 1R (Pseudomonas syringae p.
tomato) ) Bpi 1 . BentZ%(1992)F1WubbenZ%(2001)
KA NEIN2$E 5y 1 40055 71X 2 i 4 1 4 33 R0 B
DL A ARl G 52 2 899 B (Xanthomonas campes-
tris pv. campestris) it . BT W, LHE1E 5%
A0TSR TR AR TR B (R T R 52 B H Atk [R]
%E‘J%U BRI FEU TR
KIL, MPK3/MPK 63 i B2 AL — N ERFO 35 [A T,

VA 1A B 0k R 15 5 2R 0 I B P 14 (Meng
2013). HOFTBEAARY, W M. RFR
(jasmonic acid, JA) FIMPK3/MPK 615 5 i i i it
ERF1 F1WRKY33 % 5% [ T % camalexin 4= #) & il
HAT 2 Z P AR 2, o — 0 P R R AR R
(Zhou®52022). Z5 LFTIR, 255 B AAEA A Fh
TP EAE B TN 2 FE p R 4% T BB,
BT AE P B0 1 1D 5 e Bk A 42 -5 A e R
W EAE .

5 mIRERERTE CHINIES @R

LR N BBV BER, AU BLR R
PRI, WEE) V2 #5311 1 A K
KB RBACE . T s TR LR AEAEY)
SR EBAEPRER, #ARERRERZ L
Wi 1) 73 T AL 225G L, AR H AT A7) Bk = % IR
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B Bz WINPT EE e . AR 3 BT PRI AT A
T8, ALY HEMFE Y% IR 51w ] e B S5HEY)
AN ) I 15 5 LA
51 3 RIEEERF

A REWFFARE R, HYR R B AN &
WU R, BAR I R HAERKKE
5509% 71, B0, Bl-Kazzaz%5(1983) A 52 % 1,
LIGPT UM RN E R« ¥R 5 % (Penicillium ex-
pansum) &7 5 1R 5§ ¥k 5 (Thielaviopsis paradoxa) B
RN 2R, AR FR B 50T 2K %) 76
PR ANEE RS 0 B (1) AR KK B AN 1T 2D 1) (Kepezynska
1993, 1994); Ff6 7R JH B A1 A B 0 JH T 1 i3 20
Re o Rt A i A 1R G gh e B B B T B
(Flaishman il Kolattukudy 1994). [&] K, 2.0 N F
J& o AR R, BN, ZnT LA B
it & (Aspergillus flavus)F 55 W % (Aspergillus para-
siticus) "H T M1 8 5 2R A O T A G KL R afIRFN
aflD i) 3% 1% (Huang %5 2009; Gunterus%52007); Cha-
guéZ(2006) NAIF 722 WY A< i & 60 B vh ST be-
hsp30UL B B0 3 K bespl 1 (363552 2555

e VR T R TR AR R B U T
B R N IR & E B (FlaishmanZ5:1995; Flaishman
HKolattukudy 1994). % 5 7E 17 G2 1o T v i 22
T H 5 A KR B FIEURE Fg, K& A A
A BN KT (Prusky552013) 0 4 55 W R LA
TS 1 BRI PUIE R, AR I W LA AE 77
NETE AR IE Gy 2 RS PivE T %,
200 T A AR R, S BURIE R E IR (De Silva
£2017; Alkan%52015). i £ JH B (1) 9605 1 & Al
12 GG K R B 0 £ ven FERBURK, I 739 iR L AT
T B2 S SR AR AR I il A 2 R, AT
BRI R B ) R ENR G AR
WFFERIN, 05 T 2 (g J P A T T B 8 3R 5 s
JUT B2 Gl K 2S-& 8 E LA o 5
MR B A EUR 778 O EE R 2R 1A (Ren552022)
SR, 93 Jir B TR XS M P B R 1 A B Bl o
5.2 CHEFMEEINGHIFIXREERNEM

1- 1 £ 38 T4 45 (1-methylcyclopropene, 1-MCP)
Retl 5o M SN IR AR, BHWTE ) 206
& H (Sisler 2006; Watkins 2006), 1-MCP L {E40%

A S AR R & (1) 7K SR ) B b SRAS AL AE,
PASE K B2 B TR OR 47K 5 o1 & (Able$:2003; Patifio
£52018; Saltveit 2004), X973 J5 E 1 10 &, 1-MCP4b
] DL A0 R B BT R R R VR AR K
BEE ARG 39 AL 5 (Li%52017), 1-MCP-H ] DA ] i ff
T TEL TR 0 1 R % B v AR R PR AT T SR ) R T
(XuZ£2017), [FEF 1-MCP& a] AT 2K SR
SR 25 1 A K (Wang252020), 1H1-MCP 2 75 Rg 41
1975 J5 B TR0 S (RSN BE AT B R Fe ik . 7
BN BIFRIE H, FH 57— 20 52 4 56 S ) 57702, 5-
[ 9K A )% (2,5-norbornadiene) &b ¥ 7K 5] 4] 1 14 7]
DAF i 6 IRV A A, 1T S0 o] LAV BR2,5- B0k i —
Ko B4 17 i (Kgpezynska 1989). £ BEHS 1t 5
R T AL 4 (Kepezynska 1994).
5.3 ZHBZHEEESEYPIVER
20174, Hérivaux5(2017) N\ Ji ik CL43E (1A
IF) R L TR R 2H 54 2 A R IR, HEADAR &R R
PN B B [ IS T AR BB (Rhizophagus irregularis))
T J85 A LA [ e 3555 )& L B (Basidiobolus spp.) -
%% )& H.1# (Conidiobolus spp.). HEAR; # & H # (Cat-
enaria spp.)~ 11/K% & E #H (Gonapodya spp.) M 7K
0 T JE (Spizellomyces spp.) | 2H Z B ¢ ik (Histi-
dine kinases, HKs) {7 1E 5 FH W) £, )6 52 4k 435 1) v FEE [
TRISZARER L 46, FEKAEYIFORAE 3 & (Alloomy-
ces macrogyynus)F H 4 FY 27 A4 UK 52 B 24 50 TR
(Rozella allomycis) ' 1 W %2 B FE Y ETR K ik 2 A&
HIFEEYD . IX S B G Y £ I AR [FIE Y0 ) 31 B
VIR SV BUE AR R, BT
FhK AR 25 A2 LB 2 0] o DRI MRAET, 205 7E 2 Rl 4-
HWE A - A AEY RSP VA TAE, Y
Al Re R S MR 5 e G R BT .
FAb, AE KB B TR XA B 1 (Agaricus bisporus)
H, AR SR SR, B AFAE S = )R]
U5 £ 52 AR AbST LA S AbT2 (Li%52019). AT,
7E H B AT A% )5 B AR R b, 2R R
Y 7 A P ETRs S I B 1 REAE (14 [ Y 225 [K] (Pa-
ponfliBinder 2019). HH AT UL, HARH 7 H B H A7
TE ST O N Z ARG AR B 1, (X O R R (1)
D RE M AR B8k s [R]I) 7E R 400 5 3 B A oK e IR
W) g sz AR TR B ), UE B L T B AR AE S
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WIASTRNI) L6 32K AR T 15 A
54 EYREERTPEENCHZRRCKHES
19 B

TR CIRAE R R L S 5 7
BLH, 5 HA 7 5 78 T B A i 7 B 20 T BAS
294143 kDalf) & H B 1L (Flaishman£51995), 22
RFE A B BRI (MAPK) U & 12 K 417 MEK 1
(MAPKK) 5715 20155 7B R B A J%(Kim
£$2000), (HMAPK I 2 B H A2 FL R B A% 3 2 Fh
55 TP MR B R 0848 (WangZ62021; He
£2017), H b o7 SRR S R e B A 1) 4 3 T AR
REN . AE I %) 0 TR R R R R — R AR S R R
BEAGEA) ol K begl FRABRFRIH X 20
RO A SR 1) K 8 (Chagué&$2006), 1 759 5L 3L B
Al BRI GER 11 3 (045 5 8 % TR 0 T

5GHE AKX MGE AEEZR(G protein-cou-
pled receptors, GPCRs)H XK %, J& HAZ AW ik
() — S 40 M R TS24, BB ANOR & 1 PR BT B A 32
B9, MEREAEKEKE. i FU8THAAE

VoY

~

GPCRs
lnnn

F 5 4E F (Brown%2018).  $15[{JGPCRsf5 5
GPCRsfBIXINIGE A u&%‘—%ﬁﬁzﬂ@lﬁ“*ﬁﬁi
FIRN B H .. MGPCRs SR SW 4 &, it
Go V2 L ¥)GDP# #: A GTP, i i Galll 22 & A= 44
R, TSGRy IS 5. 456 GTPIGallr. 5
PFD%F%E’JGM]]Z%%‘KTU\ 5T U B RN B E LA
A B AR, BRI QHEIH’@XT%%%EEFEHFH]
fh GPCRs-G 2 41 F (1045 518 % NN & A
£, $f cAMP-dependent protein kinase A (PKA). fi
JIERE . MAPKFIES filiE 5, 17 H T MAPKAHIPKA
ST T X T T R 9 0 I L R 1 B B T R B AN B
I3 JIAT AT & 0% B E (X 52452020 JiangZ52019; Li
£52007). A BT BN, A %A )G AR A B
SZARBCGPR3HAT 45 G R 0 R Y 1) i
L cCAMPIR AT AT (5 T 4% 38, T IR EURAH G
DAl ) 2 18 (Lin%52019). A SIS = W F R B, el
BRI B G AR A AR I SZ 74 DL X MAKPAE 5 38 i 4H.
G R (R R R I 0 U A B (Ren 55 2022))
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Fig. 3 Model of possible ethylene signaling pathways in plant pathogenic fungi

GPCRs: G& & 1882 /K; Go. GB Gy: G& & a. B IR ; cAMP: SRBRE AR PKA: & €45 A; Mst]1: MAPKKIKG#% A4
Mst7: MAPKK 4 Bs; Pmk1: MAPKi# B4; PM: Jii Ji£; Bc: B. cinerea; Af: A. flavus; Cg: C. gloeosporioides
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GHE 5 5 @AM N 2045, (EAH R IR AR AT A £y
AL A A AN A SR 20 T DU IE .

6 BESRE

A OB OSBRI ACCHE TR, LiMet
NIEY), FEACSHMIACOMEALIE R FIE M M. s
YR AR S S S R ACCE g%, H
b b, I BT ACCHIAR 25 0] t AN A [H]
FHMEFEIZ 12 5SKMBAIRZ N AR A 1 L)
A RaEfE, HAEFER T AL AL & T2
B IR A R SR B S 7 T A R 2 A, T
KMBA &A% AL S S B BR ) 1 CMs 6 BUBUR,
B H A7 A % T KMBAR AL 1 7 F HLE A TE 2
T4k, KMBA{E NE Y Met BA B T8 P29, 9
Jor L B AR e A o 5 AT DUOR A AR KMBA
AT O 6 BOE T — R T

ERAEDWE I, OEESERERT
LHFNTIE RE, 16 5B DL SR 2 A7
TERE ) 06 2 AR R, T BA 208 e 55 2 1)
I B LB A E Y ETRENEY) . AL A
FERT, T3 I LB B £ 32 AT R AT g DR Ao
AR AR ALV 2R Bk A A% (Hérivaux 562017)
I IX 6 R 0 B 20 (R0 S LB, IR TR B
SEARAF TN O AR S 5 i8R . Fix i)
9T R B, 9 iR 5 B AT BRI G B LR B
A5 GHE MG 5B AMEIm N O . GERAMPZ
P2 B A s K ) — SR M R T 52 A, BT
TE4H B 25 11 0 AL BN FE 4 B A 5 % 3 R A O A
H, G BRI nT A i 75 1K 25 M) B2 £ (Wacker
£52017; Eglen%$2007). H #HGPCRsTE K & Fl& 1)
HORTE TR0 AER, I B SIS =2 ik B2
AN, AEEATRA BN H R R ST ), T
FH 3 3 B 92 5 L B 7 31 05 44(Dijck 2009)

M, IRBUEY) 5 R R % H AR O
GRS E T FIBEHRR R, #—2 T
I AR R 0 A RS A ) 2 BL,
AN T FRATTHE IR 20 0 2 T M PR A 20 TE AR
AN 5 L B EL A AR 2R TP B AR R S L B k4
(AR, 5 TR P His LA K 5 B0 BT B ¥ R A B
FHER L.
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