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Abstract: The jasmonic acid (JA) and salicylic acid (SA) pathways are the main phytohormone signaling
pathways related to the plant resistance. The JA and SA pathways interacted extensively during the signal-
ing transduction, which further affects their mediated resistance genes expression, metabolites produc-
tion and resistance performances. Studying the mechanisms and effects of JA-SA interaction in plants is
of great significance in explaining the molecular mechanism of plants against biotic stresses, improving
plant resistance, and developing plant resistance elicitors for agricultural production. Based on the related
studies in the past 20 years, we reviewed the JA and SA synthesis and signal transduction pathways, the
interaction effects of JA-SA pathway on signal transduction, plant metabolism, defensive functions, and
the factors affecting JA-SA interaction. Finally, we proposed the directions and emphasis of the research
on the plant JA-SA interaction in the future.
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WYESHEEE . HIEESENKIHEA RS, 3
T — B RO AR 4 I3 1 5 5 BB 1E 4 R (Ba-
ldwin 2001). 529038 AH S IR 3 B 7 A 42
BRI B )2 AR S, 5] R A 2E 23 ) e L Ay
Ztfetb Ca sl 2 25 IS 1k AR (1 (mitogen-
activated protein kinase, MAPK)i& P42 i DL K 14
A (reactive oxygen species, ROS){E 5 % 5 (Wu%%
2007; WufiBaldwin 2010). [A]i, fEA 14 Py 2EAT B
BRI R A G R R FE i (Narvaezvasquez 55
1999). Z #f2(jasmonic acid, JA)F1/K#%1 (salicylic
acid, SA)Je )4 BT A= 40 iy 38 f 3 2 1R 9 2R g
MR JA. SAGSE, ATHGEIA. SABIEITE
5 AP BE DR Rk, R R A A HU AR
Vi, BEIE. YERMENE BEURN, 2 sE Y Pt
4 (SchumanFlIBaldwin 2015; Ziistfl Agrawal 2017).

JASSA(E SRR Z AN S AAEE BAE R
R XL AR BE— P RN IR SIS T
T HRRERIE . WG R T DRER R I .
HHT, JA-SAIE 1% HAE CAE40 2 PP AE 4 H 4 R I
(Robert-Seilaniantz45$2011; Thaler4$2012; Gimenez-
IbanezffISolano 2013). #H A7t 2 5 HH T X 2
YR NIA-SAEE BNiEfE 5 28 m i Ul e, 1M
XTTARATEY) . R it D Rg )= i B s A
XD, —E UK, YR A ITA-SARARIE 1 HAR
KA LA B PS8 £ (Thaler%$2012; Berens
F£2016), IR W FLINNIA-SAIBAR[A] ] 5< 5
SRR PIEUR 6 RS R R,
AIRINAR B, ToH B2 55 2 Rl 2(Thal-
er2:2012; Moreira2$2018). Hff 5% i ¥ i1 JA-SA 1.
VEXT T M B R A AR VD i a L 32 S i)
P U e RO AR 77 P i R A5 B
AT I35 BA B ) e

1 JAMSAE R R ESHFIER

JATEFEYIR N ) BRI T P S A v B g X
W EINE TR . X T 2 B0, -+ )\ Bk o- VR
fi%(a-linolenic, a-LA)ZIJAAEY) & BRI A (Vick
FlZimmerman 1983; Howe 2004). I ¢ 44 JIK 1)

 J53 E T JIE T (phospholipase) (1 F R 7K R il
a-LA (Ishiguro%$2001; Hyun%:2008), [ J5 o-LA7E

13-l %8 & i (13-lipoxygenase, LOX) I HEAL T A 1
13- A RRIR, 1T 5 MAE TN I A & i
(allene oxide synthase, AOS)FI{EH T4 ili12,13-34
AU KR, 5 ) M S80I JRR R A2 T8 — 4 S AL 3R 4k
fiff(allene oxide cyclase, AOC)IIME I A4 JA %6
1) 57 1248 -FE ) — )% R (12-0x0-phytodienoic acid,
OPDA) (Ziegler:2000; Lee’2008). OPDA# ABC
¥ 12K (ATP-binding cassette transporters)iz i 4 it
AMNYBE A, (81 S AL PG K 4 OPDAGE Ji i 3
(OPDA reductase 3, OPR3)ifJ&, J#{OPC %2 1
(OPC-8:0CoA ligase 1, OPCLI)7% 1t (Sanders%5:2000;
Schaller45:2000; StintzifliBrowse 2000; K0oo%52006).
e, BTG OPDAZ 3 IR B-4 4k J5 AE A (Vick
FZimmerman 1983), DL it FEFR N+ URERIZE,
ERIAGRINEERE. JAL G, #igZE 40
R, H AR IR 3N TR AL E B B A 2 R AN
EE RTLE 2 PR AL N2 L. SRR YIS
25 I N A R #12 F S (methyl jasmonate, MeJA).
oK F R - 77 = % 2 U & W) (jasmonic acid-isoleucine,
JA-Tle) 55 2 PR FI TR IS AT A2 W) (Browse 2009; 5
A5%52015; Wasternackf1Strnad 2016). ZEF[ERIEY)
JRA R P EE I AR E NG SESED. B
JA-Tle 11, JA-Tle ] # SCF & & 14 (Skp1, Cullin-1,
F-box protein complex)iR i, T K COI1 (coronatin
insensitive 1) A A(Xie%1998). % & &k r iR 5]
18 K #1 2 ZIM 45 4 15 (jasmonate ZIM-domain,
JAZ), fIAZZ F AL FF 95 26S 1 1 B4 % % (Devoto
A2002; Xu2002; ChiniZ52007), [ T-JAZ S 2 H]
P I 7 34 A% 1) SRV T IR, BRI LB B A fS, bHLH
BEFE SR T-MYC2 (myelocytomatosis 2). MYC3.
MY C4%548% H R OF 5 Th ) 2 & Y/MED25 (medi-
ator 25) HAE, 1M H0E AR 2 AH 534 R 1 2R 1k (B
1) (Fernandez-Calvo%$2011; Zhang%$2015; An%s
2017). Ak, JAZIE AT 38t #5234 2 FANINJA (novel
interactor of JAZ) 4 %% #% 5% 3L f1 41| 7 TPL (topless)
SRAMHIMY C2 [ 55 FHT A 37 358 (R 1) 3R I8 . Zad
farh, 4B GCNS (general control non-dere-
pressible 5)F1 % Z [ AL BEHDAG (histone deacetylase
6)78 Y T REIARE R RIL M 70 I % FEIRET,
GCNSX TPLEAT Z AL A2 1M, 4 92 TPL 5 NINJA




B MYIRFR 5 KRGS

B EAE R 1491

O O

| scEg &Rl

COlE &1A

V2657 1 14 P iR

-
oY

PN

fRIRFEIA. SA

JATBEA T B P A A

SABRA S B R RIE (UNPRA)

(WIPDF1.2. VSP2%%)

E1 JASSAESEEEMNEFER
Fig. 1 Model of crosstalk between JA and SA signaling pathways

K EHHSAETRRZ, GEHR,SAHIAES

BAE, MY C2 ()35 PR A1, TANR [ 3 R 34 56 5
M A AR RIS, HDAGX TPLEAT 25 Z kb
&4, HISSTPLSNINJAHAE, {2 @ TPL S MY C2f#
B, BT AN B A (1) 31K (An%2022). BifE, £
RIIFREFIR T 73 AR o TA-Tle ) 73 g AR
IE=R A STERINERES X b= puy Ly GE WNIPS
YRR, Ho o il A S Rt S 2 5 AR AT T,
H— RIAR KL 5Te  [a] i L 5 4 75 19 1% 7K i Bilg
(amidohydrolase) ) /E F T~ Wi (Widemann%$2013);
FL R AR FE A 5, 2K PA50-CY P94 2R [ S AR 1
(145 CYP94B1. CYP94B2. CYP94B3 L\ & CYP-
9AC)FIME FH R, JA-Te [ 13 475 3 M % 4 VX - 5
1k, M 5537 (Bruckhoff252016) .
it 55K BH, L IF (Arabidopsis thaliana){E i
29 HUEIE, AR 2790% 1 SATE IS 5 7 >R A I
(isochorismate synthase, ICS)I& 12 & ik (Wildermuth
££2001; UppalapatiZ£2007; GarcionZ5$2008).
BT, 4y CRRAE M S EEICS{E%AEEﬁ/\fi
1%, S0y R4 #1885 1EDSS (enhanced disease
susceptibility 5)¥% iz 24 i L i, AR AR
lFPBS3 (avrPphB susceptible 3) It F HFEPS1

AR, LA AHTAL SAIRIZ M) EAFAE K.,

L SN R S e =

(enhanced pseudomonas susceptibility 1)#J1EH 4%
£ NSA (Rekhter%$2019; Torrens-Spence%52019).
BEAh, R 2910% I SA L FT# AN A DAL-2 T 2 iR
(L-phenylalanine, Phe) A B {4, 28 7 N R i 2
(phenylalanine ammonia lyase, PAL)I& 12 & i, 15
— EL ARG i (EHE (LeonZ%1995; VIotZ2009; De-
mpsey %5 2011; Zhang %5 2013). 4R 10, #x it Wusk
(2023)8F 50 K I, FIZ R e R RARS AR IR C,-
Phe fa]MEADL G 77 i, AXAETDL RS - A A I 380 4 b i
(7 SA [ 53 5 F4 1 PC-4- %t $5 5 % R (PCy-4-hy-
droxybenzoic acid, "C-4-HBA), 3 A M1 5" C,-SA .
1M R AL 2 bR ic i P C - 4 F1 R (P C-benzoic acid,
PCe-BA) AP R T, T AT AR 2 °Co-SA I A=
Fo IX BRI FE PhefE AU e 77 HH AN REAE IS A, T2
A A E S MR 4-HBA . BAR]RER LR ST &
JRSAIRTAYI IR (Wus2023). SAEKG, 1EKMIR
FH L %% 7% i (salicylic acid methyltransferase). SA %
Fi L B 2 il (salicylic acid glucosyltransferase) [ £ 4,
T, kB4 K R H S (methyl salicylate, MeSA).
TKA R AR-BH &5 M (SA O-B-glucoside, SAG)5 %
FRTAEYI(VIotZ52009). Mo, MeSATE R4 1




1492 TP A B 244 www.plant-physiology.com

G A H A B F (Park%2007) .
SA % 52 ANPR1 (non-expressor of pathogenesis-re-
lated genes 1)FINPR3/NPR4%E (M55, M 5:SAE
ZHME S5 5 (1) (Dong 2004; DingZ52018; Wang
2£2020). 703K B, SASZANPR1 5 NPR3/NPR4
(RIVE FHAE 52 (DingZ52018). NPR1J&SA(S 5 ()5 5%
JLWE R T NPRIFLARANAR E, 30 75 40 i o 2
RN LR AR RFE. 475 ENPRIFAR, SA
7 5 4804 & i (thioredoxin, Trx) Trx-H5 A1 Trx-H3
I J5 2 I 2R Tk FE Cys82 F Cys216, flINPR1 44
1b(MouZ52003; Tada252008). FL{ALLFNPR 1M
0 J5 8 2 B8 = AN A%, OF AR A0 R A% Hh BOE SA TR
2 BB i PR e S o 24 ol 68 ot FRINIPR LA
T SAFAJAIE 1% [8] ) 15 P45 5 22 i (Spoel £2003) .
NPR3/NPR4 /& SAE 5 Wi L ¥ 4 s L4 7. 44
WK N SATK KIS, NPR3/NPR4 AT 411 SA 7 41
R, Pk B 5 5 (Ding%52018) . 41fI% N
FINPR1. bZIP (basic leucine zipper)#% 3 [KFTGA
JNIMI HAEE 41 (NIMl-interacting 1, NIMIN1) =
F A AFAE M TLAE FH (Weigel252001) . W95 %58, TGA
TESAFINPRI 112 5 th R i B 4 32k [R5 5%, T
NIMIN1 A 5 TGA. NPRIFFHFEAICE A1 (patho-
genesis related 1, PR1)J3 3 T E &1k, @i
I HINPR 13 T 1l 55 77 480 AH 5 J& PR 1Y) 26 1k (Weigel
£62005). SeAh, 40 N WRKY % 5x R 13 i
4 5 PRIL IR JE 31 7 X 3 1T W-box th 1] 38 5 [ 4 2
)74 (K1) (Eulgem 2005).

JA. SAEARIFAEN KL G 5 5 FIE L.
fEZFH WG S S S, JASSAZRAET o+
AR Z S 5 A0 IR M (cross-talk), | Jif
5 AT T — B BJA. SABREN T
WA, A TeE%E 45 B (Thaler®$2012; Berens%
2016). PEARAIIX— R 5t E 2 A BAR AR
HNIA-SAEARTAE . BFFEIA-SAHAEAA B T3 fig
PR EN SR Y P A EALH A ShRE, X 7%
PR AN T R 457 T B B2

2 JASARREESESEER LN EERN

B2 HAT, A RIA-SAEE BAEMW LR 24
T ENT IR IF . A (Solanum lycopersicum) 2515

YR NIA-SABIRE(G ST FERIFRIAR 1)
G52, H Uk T 3 M BP9 (Robert-
Seilaniantz %5 2011; Thaler%%2012; Berens%52016).
— AN, SARRFEIA-SAELAF el e £ SR .
SAJZ{EHINPR]1. TGA. EDSI (enhanced disease su-
sceptible 1), WRKY. GRX480 (glutaredoxin 480)
EZANT RS 5XITAG FIEE K A0H (B 1) (Meyer
2008; Ndamukong%52010; Zander%52012; Dieuwertje
££2013; Nomoto%52021), U, SAJHE M NPRI ] iH
HEAIHITAE S HMYC2. MYC3, MYC45H /4 &
EWIMED25 HAE, #Ei0H|ILOX2. VSP2 (vegetative
storage protein 2)%5 JAT N 3 [K] ) & 15 (Nomoto 25
2021); NPR1I% 1] 3% GRX480 3 5 TGA #% 3% K 1
ghtr, W HITAIR 4L PDF1.2 (plant defensin 1.2)
FNVSP2 %5 5L K 1) 2% 14 (Ndamukong ££2010); EDSI
5H HAEXFPAD4 (phytoalexin decient 4)Z 5SA
(IR R SABIRIN e 2, JFHHITAIZIEPDF .21
2215 (Wiermer%5£2005); WRKY 70 fllWRKY 62 7] #]1
HIPDF1.2. LOX2FIVSP2%5 2 AN AW I 3 [R] 1 2=
1X (Mao%$2007; Shim%5:2013), JAR#E X SAR1E
YE R A B TR N, 22 2R R TE iR
H¥EFMPK4 (mitogen-activated protein kinase 4) 1]
IE M IAE R T PDFL2FE R R 30K, H A
SAj& £ 1 EDS1/PAD4 /) F 1 SAFH & (Petersen ¥
2000; BrodersenZ42006); JAj& % H1COI1 AJ i@ i 111
WRKY70R 1 H|SAIEFPREE K IR IE (1) (Ren
££2008). ULAh, DB G RPIA-SAIRIR I L))
T AR B P [E) (MurZ%:2006; Schweiger45:2014b)
an, RV FEHAK(10~100 pmol- L) ITA 5 SASL
S WA ¥E (Nicotiana tabacum), W] i {H FAK N JAIR R
PDF1.25Thil.2 (thionin 1.2)%53: K AMSAIR1E PRI
BELR [ B 1 (Mur%§2006); DR 7+ 44 P, SATL 2
PR i, SASZARNPR3/NPR4 A 48 5 JA 52 44
COINMRFEIAZ T A I A, It — DR ETA B4
f2I5 (1) (Liug52016).

Zhang’(2020)%fNCBI SRAKTHE i tH257 43 /4
FF 4L B FFRNA-Seqdit (K R IA 3 34T T Meta 2 #7 o
XL BL DR AL S U R TR N 9 173 25T AR R 42 (1) 2
KIAI6 98356 SAR AR IHIZ R, a5 1 H Al A Hi
MHIA. SAWBTEIIBER G, E5HFULT




B MYIHRFR 5 KR

S EAET R 1493

W ARG & B R B K 2 8075 1. Metaz)#r
T, JARE I 193304 2L [ 57 B SA(E 5 4
i, FEGFEDDE? (delayed dehiscence 2). AOCI .
AOC4. VSPI. VSP2Z: 5IAN SHIBH N . B}
AR LA S HE A P P ) 6 AR R RE R SA
AT 1 316565 K 32 BITAE 5 I Hbt, 12
{35 PAD4 EDS16. ICS1% 5SAA S I MM S o
FER MU T2 . MAPK I I A LA 3 b,
A 36345 2 K [F] I A2 JAFISA(E 5 1%, LB
LOX3. AOC3ZE5IAG - VifE 5 0 JEAR I
24 A 2 R (Zhang’5:2020) .

BEAh, W TR HAD IR 15 5 AR I — 287
W2 H5IA-SAERIZEF HAE . Wl: ZMi(enthylene,
ET)i& 412 HJEIN3 (ethylene insensitive 3)F1EILI (eth-
ylene insensitive 3-like 1) H /& SA&1£SID2 (sali-
cylic acid induction deficient 2)%& [ [ FHi&E Y, A
ETH] 23 BEAIRS AT TATE % 22 1 (1) 4 1) 4 FH (Sele-
nafllRoberto 2013; ZiistflAgrawal 2017); Proietti%s
(20183 1 4= 2k PRI A STk 73 M S o) 3t SR AR AAHIE 9T
RIN, LR TR N gt 2 — RSB (1 3 R GLYT4 (gly-
oxalase I4) R AU 7y #4212 I ARR1L (TYPE-B
RESPONSE REGULATOR 1) EHZH S5 T #l
FASFINIA-SARR AR,

3 JASARZAEYNHEE LM E(ENN

JA-SAW & 12 G 5 2 AT 52 &% H A 5 1
AR R RIS, PRI AR LR AR 2 T ) ELAE R
R BT R EUEE S R R, AT
RS S HAE, AREE T FIA-SAIRTE BLAE RN
[RIAIE 72 5 /0 (Jia0262022)

B a0, AUHE - 2k 5 A sl TUA AR
WEYIE R BTSSR NIA K SATI R
T EACRAIWIA-SAIB AR HAE R R, BB LA
S IA-SAFH B 4591 N F (Schweiger52014b; Jiao %
2022). 11, Yang®5(2011)f % A10 pmol L' (1)
JAVE WAL FR 96 5 (Pisum sativum) )5, 56 S FEPRA N
% Wy AL B (polyphenol oxidase, PPO)yE P FIJA &
i, M HWRE 10 pmol L' JAFISAH & b
RS, W2 X B4 im U8 T i, REHSAXTIAN &
IPPOVE M HAE BT ; SAKLL B AT 5 T HHT 8 (Citrus

sinensis) B IMeSA, MMelA 5SAH &35S )G, i
P I MeSA B THUE PR IS, BB JAIRIE X SAIRIE
[ FE A7 LE A0 1] (Patt552018) . FEWIHA P2 K AR
B, YR BT B BARA A 2 — R
ey, 5l kRSN EREN. (st R —
B JUAR A& PO AE 948 BR X FLTA-SA PR I8 4% (5]
MR FREFESCHR. R0, e PR #
R P S5 2 2 T VR AT TA-SA HAE AT, DU T
1 5 A B R FABE B AU A A8 Ak, FEHEXTTA-SAT) B
1E 2% R HEAT %€ M (SchweigerZ2014a) . 41, Patt%s
(2018)FH B IIA S SARAR G, 51 Ka-JRME . p-
RIS BTG p-Efeke. -3-C R EE. 2R
LIFE30FNTABLS Ay SRR TR HE R WD 20 53 R T
BEAR, M a-A17)E. B-2Bid . a-mb e, &t
Ji 55 1 3FPTABLS AN SRR T (45 R W20 oy R Tl T
e AR SR R IR I AR AL TEVEFI W TAFISA
WA HAER R, X, Schweigers (2014b).
Jiao%(2022)38 i T PR ALY, KA AR A
R DG KBS AT 5395 s A —
1, KT E A SR, TR X —
HERL

SchweigerZ%(2014b) () BRI AR R b, KA AT
JA. SABRBUK T M T A A 755 &
SONCTABRRFFAEYD A “SAIRRRFIEYD” . ITAF
SABUK THE T SHEY G, MMARNIABIEEY
TEPI & RN =), MR BASAFSEHL(HR) JAE
1Fo [F3, AldE IS SAB AR RRIEDI & & A WA XS
SAIBRMI K R i IR IE K 22 /i (Plantago
lanceolata) I HIHF 58 /& BA, & M 25 57 - A A 4 A
A5 1 4002 FPAEY, H A A AL B 43R TARFAED) |
DFSAFFIEY) . JARISABUR T B S 35
24Fh TARFAE ) FN 34 Fh SAREAE ) (1) 2 278 4k 4 417
], 22 B 75 B 5K N JA-SAGER 42 7] AH B 45 B0 (Sch-
weigerd$2014b).

Jiao %5 (2022) % Schweiger 25 (2014b) 4 5 ) FE
AR AR — 20 ik, I N H Tl i A 4
KON TAEIA-SAEAE. BT RENRE
K- 5 BOE LB UK TR BE 2 IEAE S (Jiang 5
2017), iZB R S TA (SA)RREF Y H R BUE 5
JA (SA)IBRWHR TIRE R IEF . FAHKIILA
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Witk —2 7 N<IA (SA) IETFFIEDD . “JA (SA) it
FIRFIEDD” . JA (SA)IE FIFRFIEY) JA (SA) FlalfE
TEVIRE I E A YA H 73 NIA (SA) &R
RIEFEERRFHEER. ARfElir. SIARRGZH
M SAH LG, FHIARISAEUR 7B A 15 S E1FIA G
T4 R E 20 PR R TR /D, B A IE T R AIE 40 £ i
I, WISAIEZEXTIAIBARIER . MR, HIAGARHIE
VIR N, BIA LE M RRAE ) RS L, TISA
BARNTABRERE BT BIAIE. U EE R
BTG R BA, WISAIEAE XA AR TG AR A .
[FH, FHSATE. S RIRFEY) AT A W AR SAIE AR Y
fER]. 5 Schweiger®s(2014b) FIA R A LL, 2t 5
(AR A 1] 58 PETA-SA HAE C &, 6] il i 424
FRAEVI R R 250 BUSE X JA-SA ) BARFE B
BEAT B . MR A AL N T A (Camellia sinen-
sis) AR I, ZAR S RO M AR 2
JAGUFRFED), o-9RME « B-FF M. I-3- O O
BAEISFRIAIE FAFAED), DL MeSA, 2K HIfiE,
Py 3RS AIE [AVEFEY) . JA 5 SA Ja] e i A A 381 155
SHA I TA G RRAE R R 2 2 BRI, JAE 1)
REAE D) A SALE [A) R AE 90 (10 B i S5 35 3 g, TTJA
FISAP IR A2 A I R AL FEXTIALE . 7 [ RFAE ()
PR A 2 BOE R, (H 5 T I SALE [ R IEY)
R B AN 2 B B b o SR MTAFISAH &
IR ORI, JA S SAIRAE A H Hr IR, THIARISA
AR [FINHEOR I, SAXTTAIRAZR TG i 25 520, {HTAXT
SAIEAEHE 1 (Jia0552022).
T — LKA, BT 3 B AR A L
J ik Z R B R R, 2R R g i A )
RAFARI T 200 e Ui 73 J2 T R TA IS ASE i K
FEAE R RAT R IR A T A8 S8 UF (Thalers$2012;
Moreirad52018). My 34 #1845 8 AR U 2 T A
XA AR AL T — FHTA-SA FLAE 5% £ (1 [ U5 5 4iE
T ik, XN G B AP K AH DG A B A B

4 JA-SAIRRTEEYIRT T RE R E LRI EAE
L

JAL SAWBRZAEMIPLI. PURAHICH 2% 5
TR T@T. PR AR SR AR

IV AR 1 — B LA BT L U IR &
DhRerIRIk . Prdu B, YR T R 1
DTN AT T R AN e o S = e i /N =t i L3
PEEEFR AR B B AR B, TR N B
FETHURSE; TR TR 73 W 0 HE B 3 R B 51 150
PERIE R Y. RSN ER SRR A n il o Y 5 A
IR TN T 35 281 1) 3 977 40 B2 e i R0, DRI T A A
()R PT R R NE o F 90 B 8L U 5 e 2o 0 A AL A R i
BEVESRTE, & BT B2 Bl . s R A R
FOREE SLARXT 0 S (4 % % Tl g (Dicke Al Bald-
win 2010; Bosch 2% 2014; Heil 2015; Biere fl Goverse
2016; EscobarbravoZ:2016; £ v 2£2018; 4 L NI
2009; ¥ %5£2016).

WA R, IR ATA. SAWERZN ST
dHUm T e R B R . AN, JABAE
2 A To0 IE AR T A R I R
UL, LA FEARE FR Ve R AR B TTSAIEAR
FEE R R U U OB,
AR O} i A4 R 09 JEL AR B 4704 (Hare 2011; Thaler
F£2012). JA-SAT ARG A A A A 3t — 25
PRES BN SPIETEE. W, 0.5 mmol L
JARLPRAT 5 T A - ZE A A Y iy SR EEAR B 35 B4R
=, BUE H E A ZE Ok (Heliothis virescens) %)) HL
A K 2R SE; 0.5 mmol- L™ SAKRHE I AT i 547
e K ZE 1 R (Myzus persicae) BT, FEAGIH
U (4735 R 15 AR, FHO0.5 mmol-L' JARISA [
AEFER I ZERT G, BT IA-SAIRAR A B RS PR,
Qb PR RS 0 2 AR IR A R A R 1 B 12 2 S AR
T BB M TR A MR (SchweigerZ52014b). IR 4% T
Al A A PP R )7 A s : A 1.5 mmol- L™
MeJ AR A0 31 AT 75 5 AR IR VW 51 5 4
2% W& (Apanteles sp.), 3 FE X} K75 R (Ectropis
grisescens)[¥ (8] ¥ 55 18, (H 15 5 (I R 5] K
Z FUME WU 77 BN, AR ELRE B A5 FH20 mmol L
S AN it AL B T 175 5 2% W R T A ) I A o R
WE M B, (EGS R SRR e 51 AR T T 1S
mmol-L ™' MeJAFI20 mmol-L" SAH] 712 hik & 1wt
it 155 HR 2 B R AT EEMeT A 3 11 B 5
51175 B AEH, R IE B 2% 5 SATE T R 55 0%
JEE PR 0K 3 1 25 FRUMEE MEIS ™= B VR o DAL, TA-SA
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PR E A T 7 2B T E P R, JR AR
F+ 7 IAS S A o P 5 B (Jiao552022) . H 1T,
JA-SAHAE B R IED I W T . 2
H G T 204E RAE 1S AE Y L HIA S SRy
Z# (3R,

HEBPZ, BT NABFEYIA. SAERHK
AR P AL, — LT A AR Y
JA-SAHAR R R KRG ZF F M/ he”. 0, Bk
WE(Pieris brassicae)il it BEEE AL =GR 1 5 Uk &
FHEVISARLE, HEATMHIEIIARR, Uit
HJF A 2 3 A0 & P (BruessowZ52010; GrieseZs
2017). Hi4# H(Helicoverpa armigera) v} F| F W #y
e IR ] 26 B 28U B R B0 B E A ISAIR AR, M
M 1 55 75 F FITAB 2 5 190 R S (Musser 55
2002). Ak, — 8 duik ny R A s A R
JRAARRSEIX — ik #2: W1, G4 W Hi(Leptinotarsa
decemlineata) %)) 81 ] LI FH JH: ne i A 45 717 1 S 77 B
i 1 & (Stenotrophomonas) 15 - il # & (Pseudomo-
nas) J ¥ i J& (Enterobacter) ¥ 41 B >R W0 27 32
TP SAIR 12 I FE HTIAIR AR (Chung®52013); TH1E
# Ly (Frankliniella occidentalis)v] VAR FH H: 45 417 1
Fe B 290 75 (Tomato spotted wilt virus, TSWV)Jg
PeZF FHEY), WOESAERRIFHREPUIAIBE P R
o7, MM 5575 F)(Abe%:2012). ] UL, it ThE 2
[ FHTA-SAHAEM TN T~ EY RS RGP A
[F)E FR ) AESHLE] . RS RE R CH
% (Thaler&52012).

5 JA-SSAIR R B RIS A =

EIREANZ I E AR AR 325 LUA-SARH B4
Yoo E, (HER R 2 (PR R S PR S )
RN TA-SAZRAE HAE R ME— T . FEM IR UK
T YA RER R T, PIRAIE R R I
18 G Ek B S 520 (Thaler%$2012; Moreira%:2018;
Jia0%£2022).

JAFISAIEFE IR T-HEE . PRIRAR BRI
FFEE AT REMATA-SAHAR G &R W, Bl EIwE R
B, MTA L SARAR I Eik FE UK T 0SS, &
A58 )48 e BL P AR AR B B0 T 00T I B 35 P i
A2 (R ST 0T BF 47 B % B PR I8 458 4 T B0 B B

%% (Thaler52002a). HHALLM, 22 HIA. SAIE
12 E] 24 higod HIARAR UK T BRI, 2%
WHIA S SAIRAL R I N AH ELWRA]; 1724 PR IR 4% [A]
BRI, ZERHTAR A2 0T SAIR 12 45 41 (Jiao%2022).
EHHR P17 SOk 45 5 ORI T 2R AL
W% . 1Z175 CHk 7, Thaler®%(2002a). ThalerZs
(2002b). Liu%¥(2008). Considine %5 (2009). Yang
ZE(2011). Proietti%s(2013). Schweiger4s (2014b).
Wei%%(2014). Asghari fll Hasanlooe (2015). Ji%s
(2016). Lee%(2016). Hidenori%$(2020). Mendo-
7a%5(2019). Seo(2020). JiaoZ(2022)45 1555
AR T TR0 (K 05 SORBER JA RIS Az 42, H.
XL fm) i PR AR HAE R R RFEPLERD.
JA-SATETURIAE A B 3T~ — L8 PR i A% 1) g UK 1)
e T, HIX L FsE HUAE K 22 AR T S it FH 3
KT R E B E (1) (ThalerZ:2002a; Cipollini %
2010; Engelberth%$2011; Wei%$2014; Jiao%5$2022).
YA AR IO . H S RO R IR
I, JA 5 SA &A% [A] tH 303G 20 FH (3% 1) (Shang 55
2010; Engelberth%$2011; Jiao%52022). ] W, JGHT
W 5 22 % FH [5) I 80 1 5 LR i 58 PR s 1% BLAE,
IR R ERITA-SATE YU T 1024 PR I 1% [A] B& L
K, B2 RO 1l BRI, JA-SA A2 1H]
AFAEAH EL P [F] I A
JATNISAEAR UK T PSSt AT 52 TA-SA T
HAERDL. W, Moreira%%(2018)4% 108 5% SC ik itk 47
Meta 73 # 5 &K 30, A F B d R SRR A IR TA
WA ZINHISABAE S T R HT RIN, T
93 J5L TR 452 GRS L) B TA R AR U SAR A2 &
R Bt B AR LG B 35 52 ;. FI MeJA+SA. JA+
SA. MeJA+MeSA. JA+MeSA YR & T4 454>
FIALBEASH, 45 R WIMeJA+SA AL B 5 (1) 25
JA-SAB [FIAE FH #5 b oA = Fh 5% (Jia0%52022) . f
FRY], ARSI TR0 FBER S 5@
TR A SRR E R K. BFEHEF FE
PR G SE AR WD IOR TAE S SRV S T WLk R
5.t 545 % B R Z (JansenZ52011; Uemurafll
Arimura 2019). PRIMAN A B B 9 B4R 51 % R 18
Vb I 2 R B A A A T 22 75 70 . RIATE 2[R
K EBOK T, A5 FEY AR 2 7.,
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T MeJ AR ERITAS, MeJATE 5) 5 54 B 28
VI . BRI, AHRIVREE T, H AR MeT AR 1L
I % & T JA (StitzZ52011; Wasternack Al Strnad
2016; WasternackfllFeussner 2018), iX¥E5n]HE L
PR TR HEIA-SA EAFE R REIFEIH 5%

AL, HTAFEEYIRTA. SAE AT I3 AL HL Al
A, TREGE XTIAL SABAR UK % JIA R, JA-
SA HAE R ILAEAS [F] 4 B 7] A7 7E 2 5 (Thaler 5§
2012). 1, F10~100 pmol-L ' fIJAFISAL &5 5
M, HARNIARIEIPDFI.2. Thil 2 X SAi&E
IPRI) .2 b, R UIHE AR N TA-SAIEARAFE
AHEL P E T fe SR I R R R 7 V55
J&, RN PISAE I AH OGTT s Rk B 2 35 A AL (Mur
52006).

H A7 % T2 JA-SA B 1E K &= Ak 54143
=, 28005 B R 3R 2R A N R AR A
MIA-SAHAEL R WA 2P FE 2 Fh A %R
SN N JA-SA HARRURE, AMUA BT BRI A2 1)
BAENLE, H IR @A BAE I B 2k A (Rt
SRR TRIIT KM R A EEAAEM. F i,
Shang %% (2010) 18 it W FLAE 3P IR FE HIJA. SA K2
PRI 75 5 N B4R 204 4 B TA-SA FAE AL
o7, f 2803k T <4 F10.06 mmol- L JA T, [H]
§%24 hJs, 0.1 mmol' L™ SA $7iX—JA-SAH.
YEMI R EEANIRE S k. A7 Sl R
Tr~ MHEL, A LB Capsicum annuum) X} 3 T
1695 85 (Cucumber mosaic virus, CMV). fH &1t
9% 73 (Tobacco mosaic virus, TMV) J J¢ 5 4% 46 i
7% (Turnip crinkle virus, TCV)%5 [ 9114 B 2 $2 71,
P 5 [ B ] 2 [ 1K 80%~90%

6 ZhiE

JA. SAWERARAE AAE Y HCAEN A= ) ol 1) s
BRI ERE TRE, —H R AT T
o MT204K, AT THIRETT . F S EY)
A NIA-SAME 5 BAEM 2 F AL A 78IS
AR, NPR1. EDS1. WRKYZEHigfa i F 28 H
VETT f S D RE A T BE FNSGAE . X T — 2R AR
T, WIEESE T AR B SRR, HAEAR A AR S
DhREJZTH b5 X L AEH ) I JA-SA B A O% F R0 R4

HAT TRURIRZ . thAh, AR E] TIA-SAT
TERRME R ZFENE, DLRAM R 20 P12 %
RIS, X AH IS0 TA-SAHAEA 7 5 b4 i (1)
g

HRETIAN, fETASSAZREI HAEL R A, SA
B TR, TMIABENT SARARHIE H AR
AR XA i 5 1 B St AL B Al e AN T A
(Berens“$2016). P13, T & F AR ITA-SA
KR, RRHEYI B . 387 R L T 2
fif Y- R A RS R . PR, BHR
fif FEAILH S5 5 T A B 2L X (Thaler%$2012). it
Gb, T YIIA-SAHAE R RIHARIEH £ Fh, 1
YR . A A 5% AF45 (Thalerd52012; J
52022). FEHMEAFMABEIRS. AT,
Y] E Bk 1 T TA-SAIR AR A 1) 9% ROk AR #E E & 1
ERREETFHE LI BRIA. SASL, EYE
WIEH L0 MVERREPIZREeR, A KR Hil
FRE. FERFEKEHR. XEHEEREIA,
SABIE Z AFAET 2 BE 538 I, L A4 a )
WRESIAEN. MWMEGES IAEMIEEEY]
TR UNBR FAL P24 ATPEE)E & A K 5B
FHAE DG IR A AU A 18] 0 20 T, SEEAR ) 78 AR K- B
11 [B) B “AX 17 (trade-offs)” (Schuman A1 Baldwin 2015;
Ziist%$2015; Berens%5:2016). R AHWFFIA. SA Y
- IER AL 1) A 5 R WO TR AR B R
P HLEE, I ) fo 1) A A - 7 1 P 4 R S
T =5 SCE K
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