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Research Progress in the Functions of Key Enzymes of Ubiquitination

Modification in Plant Stress Responses

GUO Hui-yan DONG Xue AN Meng-nan XIA Zi-hao WU Yuan-hua
( College of Plant Protection, Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 110866 )

Abstract:  Ubiquitination is one of post-translational modifications of plant proteins, which is involved in the regulation of plant growth,
development and various siress responses by selective degradation of proteins. The reaction of ubiquitination modification is carried out by the
synergistic action of three key enzymes. Ubiquitin molecules are activated by linking to thiol ester bonds of ubiquitin-activating enzymes, and
the activated ubiquitin molecules form a complex with ubiquitin-conjugating enzymes, and finally bind to the target protein under the action of
ubiquitin-ligase enzymes. With the development of proteomics sequencing technology, the research on ubiquitination modification has become
more widespread and deeper. A large number of ubiquitination modified proteins and their modification sites have been identified, which is
conducive to further understanding the regulatory mechanism of proteins and further analyzing the function of proteins. In this paper, we mainly
introduced the reaction process of the ubiquitin-proteasome system, the structure, quantity and classification of key enzymes of ubiquitination
modification, and focused on the functions of ubiquitin-activating enzymes, ubiquitin-binding enzymes and ubiquitin-ligases in plant response to
abiotic and biotic stresses. Concurrently, we summarized the issues in studying functions of the key enzymes in plant ubiquitination modification,
and discussed the crosstalk between ubiquitination and other modifications, which is of great significance for further research on ubiquitination
modification in the field of plant responses to various environmental stresses.
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T & H I B IS 184 ( post-translational mod-
ifications, PTMs ), J& ¥ b A5 9 20 it 2% A4~ A i i 409 1%
S E LN Z —, W R SR EE A
[l REFAT, SR P2 AR I R 254, . SHRE AL 40
JsE s, MWMTEFEMER G, 75 eEmith
RAFEARFVER, AN A KRS T 281k, 58
WA e L . TR, CAWE 1T
460 FlEE 1 BURIIE IS B M2 B, DL RO AR ) A 1
B B 2 2 5512 =16 (ubiquitination ), B2
{1t ( phosphorylation ), Zfk (acetylation ), 2z %
1k ( SUMOylation ). BEREAL ( glycosylation ) A S-F
fili 5e 4k (S-nitrosylation ) %, 31X 46 B} J5 18 i el A8
THEAFRIIBERTEN:, g TEABRAEHN SN,
N2 AP AR T S A=) 5 R AR 38 Bt
Ry, 2R E—FU/NEA, X 8 000 Da,
I HBEA SRS, TR Y A s h &
R, 2 RS BWERR, S ST A
e nl AR R, AT AR R SRR A
RN FE RS R SR ENSS, BSER
Ve, MIMECEEFhEE, 3 Fiz R b
RAFTEEAE L B R A B R AW &
Ji&, Xz RACERE YR K R F ML R
MIBFROREREB. [T A O XHZ R AR A
B2 S S A A B vb B9V AT T A A T
B O ARSI RENZ F 268 BIIRHARIEAT,
GOR T IRAERIZ F A B OGN, 52 R E
2 REE G ANZ RN, TEAEYIPT SON Hh r iF
FIR, BIERRZ R RTER YR 050 e
R E ST
1 ZE-EAMERSE

R - HAMMAZRS (ubiquitin-proteasome sys-
tem, UPS) M ¥z Z b i FE A& 1S, Glickman
R TIZRAG, IR T 2004 41 TR
fes e, I 1T R ATz R A i o 5e ot
o ZREMESZ ZEHIER (ubiquitin-activating
enzymes, E1 ), {2 R 454G (ubiquitin-conjugating en-
zymes, E2) Iz 2 %10 ( ubiquitin-ligase enzymes,
E3) 255900, Wmse SREARILMaiS. &7
Je, ZHREN CumH AR IEATE E1 ML TIE

ISR, 255 E1 RS NR AR, A
VOIS . ARG, BOEOE Z RO R B2 TR
WM E, WRE AW, R)E, B34 E2 5z KA N
M S AL B R IR B, IR SR g —
D H Z IR TR EALHE Lys-6. Lys-11, Lys-27.
Lys-29. Lys-33. Lys-48 Fll Lys-63 S5JE il ke . 4
2RI ER TR 28k 26S B R RRE MR, iz 2
TERZ FALBE T SIRE A e, AN
FEARER A (1) 7
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Fig.1 Ubiquitin-proteasome system
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E1 2 HOGZ R R A, XHZ R AR5 5k
ok EER, Ml . ERIRIT (Arabidopsis
thaliana ) "PALEERPIFN E1 AL, 435102 AtUBA1
Fl AtUBA2 'Y, B 1HA 4 RSP RIS, 4
Ble PR A . BRI At Y AR e
WESHIA C oz RPTELEMIR, B 1K/NE 110-
125 kD Z ). i FHA R, IR H ) RE R o
FWE . Y PURTER LT, ME (Nicotiana
tabacum ) WIIZ 2K W5 B NeUBAT Fl NeUBA2 Jk K 7E
Z A EAE M5 5 (tobacco mosaic virus, TMV ) 13
Wi AE M5 B8 (tomato mosaic virus, ToMV ) {5 4L B &
B L EEIRNE T, B (Gracilaria
lemaneiformis ) [T AL R E1 B RBRGL ST
BEAR L LA EBFSEUEN] T E1 AR PR A
EAYIE T SR, WS T2 R E A AR
EERIER7 bRV DS - 88
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3 E2HEBRSHEREEEMERRITIEE

E2 HAT A2 RABIREEH L ( Ub-conjugating
domain, UBC), iz & H i E1 {218 5] E3 /Y
HE A, ARz R AR G e SRR,
I HAERYE Az Z KT, B2 RN
TEZ R P e, HBTTEIR I AL 4 b 2 4
FE 37 AN B2 FEIN, JF HOR BT LA i = Ak Br
A BRI S T, WPz REE B AL 1A
(ubiquitin-enzyme variants, UEVs ), 5 E2 25453 fi
Pz FEERIEAL . KL B2 SRR 7R R
P E R, ITEEAK (Zea mays ) HILKER] T
754 E2 3N, 7 K5 (Glycine max ) WAL % 5¢ H
T E2 BN (K1),

*1 AE&EYH E2ERHE
Table 1 Number of E2 genes in different plant species

Species Number of E2 genes Reference
Dimocarpus longan 40 [12]
Glycine max 71 [13]
Maninot esculenta 62 [14]
Oryza sativa 48 [15]
Ricinus communis 33 [16]
Solanum lycopersicum 59 [17]
Solanum tuberosum 57 [18]
Sorghum bicolor 53 [19]
Zea mays 75 [20]

3.1 E27EA4 st 3E £ 4 ki 69 4E A

E2 e Z Rl Y B N il . R T
FAFAR A Y i, e sROK AP 32 4% R 5 i 15
T HHZRBRZ WK, DR,
It (Arabidopsis thaliana ) "1 AtUBC7 . AtUBC13 Fil
AtUBC14 3& A 5 B 1 ( Saccharomyces cerevisiae ) 1]
ScUBC7 SRS R AR, X 34> E2 BN AR IT R
A T B e R A | AR R A 7 1R
i, JF H AT RETE N BT 8 R DR B R R R
AR, SlUBCY FER 12 1 B8 T4 B Solanum
tuberosum ) 2T 5 FhMEE BV R AL BE R R A,
1 5% StUBC30 JE N 32 15 Eh . Vg R Ak
BRI Sk, B ETHE PR L il
( Solanum lycopersicum ) W) LeUBCI, 51 L) ScUBCI

Fe AU AL fie i, FEFAUMA FIEE & B ~, B
FKOE B R 2 KY emUBCI TE% T 5. 1%
W K EFTR A P TR AL P R 1 R Rk P, A
( Musa nana ) 1Z Z&5G BRI MaUCE2 WA 7KF
ZF5. miR. R, SEaam ek . Mk
DR LS RIUE T E2 S 50 AEE Yilhan 5O .

E2 Z SR A Y a1 R o E Ak
S AT S R 2R A I SR A 1 S A o
) M JF AtUBC32. AtUBC33 il AtUBC34 5 U-box
AU AtPUBLY AHEL AR T, e [m] 67 98 42 A 4 (%) it 57
P, ACUBC32 J2 4 J5i 100 AH 56 8 1 7t 1) 2 1
oy, HARERITSEARN IR, SHEY N
SAARIAARSE 20 AMYB42 AT L) s R
AR ALSOS2 MR B F 456 S H RSB, BT
AtUBCI 1 AtUBC2 it A A Bz R AR m
B S IRF AtMYB42 1 22 38 )56 AL 2R P13 AsMPK4
() P 5 Ak oK S ok I8 P T £ 1 FB 2R (Arachis
hypogaea ) 1Z % 454 Wi 5& [ ARUBC2 FEALFE I7 ik
35T LA I 2 BR TP R AR s L A RE 1 0
i NtUBCT 3 2 77 ZAk 37 40 48 T+ %) 5 4 Ja i 4t
P, FERE PR, FRAREARRUS . K
& GmUBC2 3N 52 T S fn b Wria B, 78408 JF
thd Ik GmUBC2 {8 i 2R & AR DG HE K 4N Na'/H
W0 1) 5 3 2R 1 S PR ACNHX T FIVER S -3 1 B P S
AICLCa 532354 I, MR Em vt 0, xue
SERFH, B2 TEARFRI YN TR A, b, &
& JEEMa T R AEEEVER, ATLGE R B2 1Y
TR VAP Y T Al A P e 4 g
3.2 E2/EARM) AT & A Bkih P e A )

E2 7EM Y s i D RERF s 5, A D
E2 fEAR O AR v i E AL geoE . i, B
H:FE (Oryza rufipogon ) OgUBC1 FER 323K 7K 32 41
TR KA IR F 48 IR BT S, TE3RE I SR ek
OgUBCI W UM LT RN R, JHBE IR C
SEIN Rk, $R K B BB E L 0sUBC26
e [ 98 A8 2 AR K R (0. sativa ) X R 5 5 1
( Magnaporthe oryzae ) WIHLHE, fff OsWRKY45 ik
8, S0 OsUBC26 5 E3 OsAPIP6 HAE, FEAKATHE
o TR A B 132 R ARKE P T R M AT
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( Pseudomonas syringae ) R = B4 FR 4 T R
AP e R i S s, T3 i SIUBC13 55 H Bl A
F (S. lycoperiscum Uev, Suv ) TEZMi3Z T A B MEFT
R 5 50 0 S R G i 5 3 1 SIFen AH LA,
Iz AR AR A FHUIE L N SRR R A0 i A
FPHEFE T B2 MU S SR YR Y Bk, @
AR L R O BT A R ) 14 S g SOy DA T £ A
H SRR BFFERET, T AR AT o 7 20
ASFh AL B 11 AviPoB, HT LUFI A 27 3 SIUBCIL
SIUBC28. SIUBC29. SIUBC39 #l SIUBC40 (¥ {Z %
T SR SR RN R IR SRR AR -
( cotton leaf curl Multan virus, CLCuMV ) HJ BC1 w5
P LAY SIUBC3 AR LA I REARIZ 2 AL KF,
TR Y . IR AlUBC2 LM S 1
ScRad6 FER I, Il IRNEEEE Scrad6 5885
IhRE, WHERBL, SR IT AtUBC2 1] 5 26 i A&
75 (tomato bushy stunt virus, TBSV ) YwtAg P33 &
AR FUMTEL AR, A3 TBSV & 0 L Rk R
B, E2 M40 “XUIIG” , TEAEY X A= P eia
BEFT 2 5 2F EAEY TR SO, AT s s A
et A SR g,
4 E3RZEBSEHREEEYRERIIEE
E3 S22 RPUR R G i m ZAEEFROEG, di2
Z R AR P —— S B R S R S RE RO T
E3 A LUK B2 512 RESE IV MU S A RS B Hok i
Wz R B R e e S A b, S8
BHARE A RZ R R, R A 268 & FEHA
WEfR, SEMCBE Mz R LR, 5 EL M E2 M, E3
ECRTERY h e i 21, FTLAAE] F TR, HiE
H4HA AR . AP E3 ARSI 1A 9E 2L
SN 4 NEIR K, 2% HECT (homologous to
E6-associated carboxy-terminus ) . U-box %, RING
( really interesting new gene ) A1 CRL ( cullin-RING
ligase ) 7 2% #4) 36 37 Z¢ . Hib CRL AU 2 W 3t
E3, 4% 4 Fh 2 W34 4 & : SCF (SKP1-Cullinl-
F-box ). BTB ( Bric-a-brac-Tram track-Broad ). DDB
( DNA damage-binding domain-containing ) F1 APC ( an-
aphase-promoting complex ) T KRR IS A
A, AFZERIEY B3 TEfhidiz R b e X

WA AR (£2), EZEHT E3MFEET B
WEZ, 5 TRYENSEEN 2N, NmkE
T EREER) 2. 2022 45, HPITPRE A E3
SCEETEKFR PRI, ez ZALER U N 1Y) B3
B SR Y,

x2 HEYHEIHNE
Table 2 Classification of E3 in plants

E3 AL SERRRE SRS TR

E3 type Structural feature Binding mode

HECT HUESE (HAA HECT &5 S 5hl E2 s iz R 4560
) B E3- IZ R BRI, fe

PRz R R BRI 1

RING FAPE (HA RING 451 ANSIZRASE, HEBZEN
W, EESMER LR B2- 2 REAIREBEIRY
ST A I IRSE
Jhe 2 R AN ZH 24 PR AR A )

U-box WL (HA U-box 451 AHIZREE, HEHZREMN
%) E2- ZRE G IREER R RY) L

CRL ZHE (H Cullin A .
RING-box 2 (H FIEY) 55
EEALIL)

RING-box &[5 E2- IZ K&
BRIRBILES, Cullin AL
RS HRE

4.1  E3FeALA i 5FAE & 4 kit b g 4 )

4.1.1 E3 TEAEY N TR rh e T 24E
FrA B A EhaE v R A K R B R R, MY
SEEWEFRERKZI, SRS ER
MiThfe. FEi kst KantEy) £3 9Lk
25T 5 amn (82 3), KR —FhEZEK)
TP, R Y O A O R R M AL G
RVIEAE YR PT R,  X A 4 AR R AE A HAT
R W B3 K g 2 i i 1) A R
i 5 T80 0% %) B A 4 DX T A e S g v 2 A
e /NZ (Triticum aestivum ) ) RING B E3 Xt
TaSDIRT 2T M i i 1E PR R 7, il 5 4% 5
T TaWRKY29 () B {E, ¥ TaWRKY29 5 i 7% iz
R 11 TaABIS JH 8 7454, LRI SR
S, KEE RING % E3 OsRF1 5 [FiE MR (5 5
T ) RO R 2C YR IR I OsPP2C A,
P OsPP2C MZ Z AL A A, 434 56k /K e it 52 1 0 i
L B (Capsicum annuum ) B RING %4 E3
CaAIRE1 5 2C #85 W B2 I CaAITP1 AH H.AFE FH It
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iz 24k, IHOLRERR RS M, EJR AP 5
P FRAREMYBEL, B TEiEEN
T 20 L PN B S R 2 AR AR ) I AR
WA, B3 nTEHES S FEiEEAEME, H Y
B, JKHRS RING %! E3 OsRINGzf1 #2 [] 7K 3 18 25 11
OsPIP2, {2 iF FLRAfR, 1F PR KRR S5m0 ok
f& U-box AY E3 OsPUB41 #% E2 45 & [iff OsUBC25 ¥4
i, FHEE FEEEA 0sCLC6 HAE, J&/KFEm

1T S A B ORI TN AN, A — T
FERIE3 FER A FRIK 51 EACE G, /INER
RING %Y E3 3£ [N TaSADRI TR B IF ik 3k, T
T BUE AR, R R A R T i
FiK K T U-box B E3 GmPUB21 $: A A= 4l (.
benthamiana ) FEARXT B 75 BR (5 5 S INABURR, 1614
BT ER, R R 0 X SRR W], E3
A AR IERR . B EEE N AR RN

®3 E3FEEWRIEEMME R ETheE

Table 3 Functions of E3 in plant resistance to abiotic stresses

Yifh Species E3 4l E3 ligase  2R%) Type  HEAR Target 18 Function Z % 3CHk Reference
Arabidopsis thaliana ~ AIATL31, AtATL6 RING ESill PRI EAN e [40]
AtPUB25, AtPUB26  U-box AUCEL U EC TN E 63 [41]
AtSDR SCF ARHN AR T R N EN S E Gl i [42]
AtAIRPS RING AtGELP22, AtGELP23  IEJEEET 21 [43]
Capsicum annuum CaAIRE1 RING CaAITP1 AT S [44]
Cucumis sativus CsCHYRI RING CsATAF1 IETAE i S [45]
Glycine max GmPUB21 U-hox KA B [46]
Ipomoea batatas IbATL38 RING Sl AV R [47]
Malus pumila MdPUB23 U-box MdICE1 AT IE [48]
Oryza sativa OsRF1 RING 0sPP2C TE VR S T AR [49]
OsRINGzf1 RING 0sPIP2 TR T [50]
0sPUB41 U-box 0sCLC6 PRl e o [51]
0sSIRP4 RING 0sPEX11 TR R [52]
0sATL38 RING 0sGF14d eI e [53]
Populus euphratica PalPUB79 U-box PalWRKY77 ARV R [54]
Solanum nigrum SIATL2 RING StCBF1, StCBF2 FIFE T FEE [55]
Triticum aestivum TaSDIR1 RING TaWRKY29 IE VR [56]
TaSADR1 RING ESll ARt R e [57]
TaPUB2, TaPUB3 U-box ESll AE TR T [58]
TaPUB4 U-box ESl AT A [59]
Vitis vinifera VyRCHC114 RING ESll NS EEainEstdd [60]
RS SHEY PR o I AATLG TR £k, 55 5V IR {5 5
412 E3EALPIRIXTERMSA A REAES B KA RING B E3 3£ OsSIRP4 135 )

B ARIE S SRS EL E R, LR ES B RS
WG, WEIKEERNE Sl O e E S s A,
B A 2% () I 45 X 2%, % v AL ) 0T R W A ) TS
( #£3). H % (Ipomoea batatas ) RING I E3 Sk
IbATL38 TE U T o e ah 8 i L R M, DABLVK
PR A 5 A i =X R B aa e by 6 D 65K, FRREAIR
VAR Y BIBEST RING % E3 SR AIATL31

R EERIE, 13K 0sSIRP4 By LR /K Feih vk
SETE PR DG TG PR ARG, A 21 R mT s M A ) B R
R ER, WE T T RS A R IR
REA%, I H OsSIRP4 AT L5 1k AL Wy A A ) % 1k
N7 OsPEX11 HAE, fajdesshbhaon > Wik,
E3 DI & B (s S sl AR =, T Bk b
EMISCFERFIR, e R Sn i & AR
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4.1.3  E3 MY NCHGE I R R IR S
FPIXT K A3 R SR s, e e e, &
WA A 2 BIFSIF U-box %1 E3 35K AtPUB25
1 AtPUB26 52 W ¥ 75 JE ] AdICET ) 3Rk, i
PAEYI T FENE . 8% (Solanum nigrum ) RING
A E3 StATL2 i i 5 C- o 15 52 2545 [Fl - StCBF1 Al
SICBF4 B AE, A6 AR IR M o & 4 o 4 1 s
SR (Malus pumila ) U-box % E3 MAPUB23 il 1t 55
Y T3 R TE R DR MAICET B, AT £ 4
VAT Y LR R, B3 R
AR Il 28 T 7 PR A AR A o S
gE Bk, E3 S AS R A R O AR L

TR, & BFEFIEEYE T REEEER. W
UEBFSE E3 (B FIBLE A BT B AR AR 38 1 AN TR
WA RRE ST, MR EARIEY) R EA TR L
4.2  E3AY BT My il e R R

421 E3 HESHEMAEDSUREALE Yt
K& & bR S G 2 A0 R E M R g, Bk
A ) — 25 52 2% 1Y) 928 2R S LA R A= Py v
Z R LIREEE A, SRR R TR, i

JE s T LB 268 SRR IA R GE, ITA R T
FHRRE, E3ERZ RAGBEMR G2 —, TEME
Yot B h RS . BRI, A
E3 A DL i S I B G s A AR, et
Hz ZAemipl i, immdpin Fied (£4).
i E A AL B (tomato yellow leaf curl China
virus, TYLCCNV ) HJ B T G b ) BC1 & EPENER
Joi P R, AT 5 B RING B! E3 NtRFP1 A H.
Pz 24k, IR 55 2 6 7 AR R A
) RING %! E3 NbubE3R1 5 47 48 - % % ( bamboo
mosaic virus, BaMV ) (44 il B A EAE A, M
BaMV 2l " A, 5 g Y B0 8 1 AT
5 E3 BAREESG Bz R, e A S RYE (£
4), /INEMHIEE ( Zymoseptoria tritici ) 43 W B —
il 55 7% BE % D)AH 5G9 /N 11 a] 5/ U-box T E3
TaE3UBQ A ELAEHI, i/ NAZ ({2 R RGNS e I
I, AT BEG 5 2 7%, KRS ARG RE (rice
black-streaked dwarf virus, RBSDV ) 4wt P7-2 251
JEWTER) F-box B, ATLA GG EK, KR,
i ( Saccharum offictnarum ) ZFHEYIAE N ) SCF #Y
2 R e L SKPL AR, S5 MKEZ RE

&4 E3EEMIEYIE P TIEE

Table 4 Functions of E3 in plant resistance to biotic stresses

YTl Species E3 #4%0 B3 ligase 287 Type HFR Target IHE Function 22 Mk Reference
Arabidopsis thaliana AtMUSE16 RING AtRPS2 TE VAR G2 SN [63]
AtPUB4 U-box AtCERK1 BRSO A [64]
AIKEG RING AtMKK4, AtMKKS — IEJE gy [65]
Glycine max GmSAULLI U-box KA TP SAEM 7 [66]
Nicotiana tabacum NtRFP1 RING BC1 AE A BT HR [ TR A0 0 F A [67]
NtRNF217 RING ESil IR S S A A RS (68 ]
Nicotiana benthamiana NbubE3R1 RING oa EEEGAT AR 2 e [69]
NbSKP1 SCF BC1 GO BUA IR R 5 1152 [70]
NbSKP1 SCF P22 BT A AT AR SRS 1R U [71]
Oryza sativa OsMEL RING OsSHMT1 VR TEH U [72]
0sAPIP10 RING 0sVOZ1, 0sVOZ2  IEJEE it [73]
0sSKP1 SCF P72 TR Sy A call [74]
0sPUB73 U-box 0sVQ25 TR RER I A 1 A [75]
OsPIE3 U-box 0sPID2 GO PR [76]
0sAPIP6 RING 0sCATC B S SN [77]
Triticum aestivum TaE3UBQ U-hox 71SSP2 SR BL/NZZ MR TR = [78]
Zea mays ZmMIEL1 RING ZmMYB83 ORI A RS RO [79]
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AR, kR 7,
422 E3EEF FHYPORILELIE E3 L0 H
PR TR SCIE N, PR B s . (%
4), KRS R C4HC3 Y E3 OsMEL 7] 522
SR P L RS OsSHMT1 BAE, IFA @it
268 K MR R R, T EUS AR A A S
B ARG E R ek, AR TORRER) T T Ok
e 2 45 M W) BB FE 25 1 OsVOZ1 1 0sVOZ2 34 5K
FEVUIR R [ Piz-t HAE, W55 Piz-t W56 SRR, T
RING % E3 OsAPIP10 5 OsVOZ1 F1 0sVOZ2 ¥ HAE,
FRil 3 268 K IR AR 2 (e E LR, DT IE R85
IKAEURE . BIEEZE RING % E3 AIMUSE16 A]
)5 NB-LRRR [ AtRPS2 &4 HAE I3z R4k,
T8 AR ) S 28 S g ) YA G -
423 E3 WA FHY MAPK {5 5@ 22
JEIE AR (O (MAPK ) {5 53 BS54 Y s %
YIRS, @B RsF il S5 Sk, i
I¥ Raf 2575 (G AtEDRI T8 o 45 22 2L )55 40 56
B4 AtMKK4 1 AIMKKS (383K SO M) S s,
1M AtMKK4 il AtMKKS % £ 11 7K *F- 52 RING %Y E3
AtKEG V¥, [l AtEDR1 fiil#s AKKEG [k,
i AKEG FIFRER L BRI, 15K ik
U-box Y E3 JE[K GmSAULI 7Y 14 58 X6 K &7 A6 -5 25
( soybean mosaic virus, SMV ) AT B AT o B BT
PEIEBOE T I GmMPK6 JER 933k 1, DL E 45 R
FH, B3 Al LU PR35 MAPK {55 18 B& 2 ke 4 64
o (3 4),
424 B3 P EMYIEAEE Y iE R
T M R RT  Ji B AR BRI R M A 5  F Peel
AR S I, T AR A o e R R S R A 1 R Ak
PR AT, E3 Al 5 i A R AR )
BIFLETE (£24). KRS E3 OsAPIP6 3@ i 5 1 4k
S OsCATC HAE, fE3E OsCATC IR, FF IR 55
HOHE PESAH R BCR T, MIRNF217 240 % 1 RING
A E3, &L 3#3K NeRNF217 B 00 B o 84k SR AR
SE AR A A TE A R, R X AR
W ( Ralstonia solanacearum ) WIBLIE [mo

Zr L RTER, E3 AT LLUIE 1 R A e 4 S50 IR,
SYURA G BAE, MY MAPK {5538 2%
WA 5 2 R0 XS S Y PUR RV, W]

Bl A I RO S R S s . I, E3 7E
TP Y a b R A
5 mAEERE

ZRENSS5EEEY W ZREY)E R, b
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