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Different strategies of plant resistance to insects and their interactions
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Abstract Plants have developed sophisticated defense strategies during their long interaction with herbivores. Defense
systems evolve at multiple levels in space and time, leading to a variety of defense patterns. Here, we summarize the
concepts of different defense patterns. Based on previous research and our work, the mechanisms and interactions between
different defense patterns are reviewed. Finally, the trends of plant defense research are discussed. This review

comprehensively summarizes current knowledge of plant defenses and may provide useful information for future research.
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DRSS ILT  VANDE IS S 7 e up Sl %
B ORACRFE - B -L ) LT ik T
— R HRER AR R AR E R sl
AR B SR 2530 LA B 6 B HL A ) 25 0 5 &R 3
AN, MR A TE A, 2 R TAE, N
AFEAAT g, W) A 3 DU IR 2 0 SR AR 1) A8 T
AP gamiEgh, ®ES7 S NRIEIL T4 IR &
PHGRBEA SR e g2 27, ARG ) A R L 2 []
IR R B TR A] W —5E

B AR 22 5 o 1k R BRI A ol
ZWRRE, ENEmIR FEegEm T 203 02
4F ( Whalley and Jarzembowski, 1981; 4 /&2 7
1987) . BB B, 245 A YA B 1) 60%
ZZ BRE RN 29 M HP HA 9 AN H UM T

YA BRX 9 AN HES MY EEE R, 4
A1 360 000 Bl £ 1 B AR, HUR — Fift i 35 22 Bl A
Y, R B H B9 —2F 5 T 2235 300 000 Y4
B, LT TIo—B A R H HAG A EAE (R
#1987 ; Schoonhoven et al. ,1998) . 7 i < iy 4F
ARt R Y X PSSR AR TS e A L N B
BT BRI EAE LR
KTRESHYMEE LR, A WA R T
i, —FESIA MY BRI SR A
B SR, B BVESEAE Y SR A A BB R AT
PROHCFEAE ) A B HOAH B R eb Al o 9 32 A
LR B P N, AT R OC &R 2 U Ak
( sequential evolution) (Jermy,1976,1993) , #K1fi,
2R 5 3 1 B R A ) B AR R Ak

= BRI i AR BE AR AR A AP S (R AP WF S BT SEA Rl 5 3% & T 5E 6 (CAFRIFEEP201102-5) .
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FH AR A B He 2 (] 2 AH L PR A L N A
K14 Iy s v AL [R] 346 Y ( co-evolution ) ( Ehrlich and
Raven, 1964 ; Breedlov and Ehrlich, 1968, 1972;
Ehrlich and Ehrlich, 1973 ; Whitham, 1983 ; Ehrlich,
1984) . —J5 Tl , FE ) AL e g2 B ECE Y 491 4
T B AR T B i SR AR AR IR —
PRI bof B B R AP T i As ) Je i % 3l , 1R
22 N dE B He Rz iy M 1 AL 46 A8 B 55 (ARR 15
FEFEF: 2001 ; Bronstein et al. ,2006) , H5b—T7
T, B AR 23 RAF ) AR K SRR 3 J s e, PR I A
Yite At B I i T 2 Rt JupL TR de
SRR Ml 55K R A 52 B AR W TR R R Y O v
( Schoonhoven et al. ,1998) ,“ ZE£5 52 38" LA H.AH
X, RTR R S R 2R RE SR B T
ZHIYEH ( Rausher,2001) |, 1%k 3 3E 4k it — Ff i
K955 7 (Ehrlich and Raven,1964) .

B F B 2l 5 — AN TR | 58 B 0 S 2 By
AR ZR  FHT T IR S5 A S0 0 14 Jo R 07 ) ABL 4 o
fA4 Y E (Faye et al. , 1975; Edlund et al. |
1976) , E (AE Y BT & 8 3% 800 AR ARG, H B 1
B A M B T O R Ok A W B 3 P
( Fraenkel ,1959) , 1M & HUOUAE P 09 0 F W22
THI Y , 1% B8 e 5 J7 SUASR] Al 3 Dy R g =0 B de | )
MR VPR e =2 MHE R HUC AR
ENU NNV S 4 e i S B S e AN B
& W/NSE Mk Plutella xyllostella ( Linnaeus ) | 2 4}
W Pieris rapae Linne | Ml % K M Protoparce sexta
(Johan. ) %¥ ( Neuvonen et al. , 1987 ; Hanhimaki,
1989 ; Hung et al. , 1990 ; Hanhimaki et al. , 1995;
Korth and Dixon, 1997 ; Dowd et al. , 1998 ; Gosset
et al. ,2009 ;Park et al. ,2009) . KW = E H A O
I ARE )R W IO W, K 22 8k IR 8 H R
i Aphis | M ¥ Bl Trialeurodes vaporariorum
( Westwood ) 45 BE 47 S 1 RO 190 2 3 0 W, 30 Uk
) Bz B BCE B HL (phloem-feeding insects, PFIs)
( Thompson and Goggin,2006) , AT HE 4% 18 1 ya />
JCEVER s A KNS TR, 52 Hofm 3 iy 25t
S BLBE AL B 2 ORI R IE, EAT R
AT HIAEY IR BE 2R, A B 2 1 Bz AR Y
WIEAFEY I, HErER R R e
R B A e aF AR R AR,
BT Ty BV 0V i 39 55 ( Quiring and Meneil ,
1987; Chandler and Thomas, 1991; Wei et al. ,

2000) , YA RE % 18 ik A% Sl R T AR B Y
HET, T LA SR T AL R AR Y LR FAR AP RE
EEIRBRA RN R 2 —, el b, Y
TR T Z Rt r =, e Yy e b, SO e
55 BR AT LUSE B B W) SO 3 B A R NP T
R, SCAT LA Bl B i) RBOR R A% B 1R it %8 B, O
LAY B3 80 28 Geak e Bt 2 P88 10722 A it A AS e
AL (Fh E A, 2011 ) AR SCHR 6 B A SCHk &
H O RYBFSESE R (5K I55,2010) , shAd % B B
B A 7 AT T AR B RN A 4 IR AR 1 A
HIFE BR) Jh J s 5 R — 6 ik 155 i e Y 1) R AT
9,

1 EYREE— R R

21 R 2 B A8 ( constitutive defense ) : FH Y%A
2 5] o w5 B R A AE T ARTAR £ B
He B B D B R 2 S5 4 R BEL A Y ) BB Al
T, GRS A LA B A, WA A 3R 1Y
S W GNE AE ) 0 W 5T 2 5 A I A A — 2
YR ARG, SRR K5+, LR (4R
RIE,1987) ; LA KAEY) I 2 BT B e g e 5| B
REHELNEY) BT, A ) 1 2H 1 8 B A — PO 7
PR IR, I H R Gk 52 Bl A BR BT kAR AR AL
( Lombardero et al. ,2000) ,{H 2 UG A AAE TAER
I RAEHUEAEN]

175 SR 5 18 (inducible defense ) : ¥ % 32 £ 41
FR TR, A S0 | B R e TR R G
LG A IR FRIATT HoE R IR sl 0 T 1R
JE BCBH % 19 [ 1 ( Karban and Myers, 1989 ; Uknes
et al. ,1992; Agrawal , 1998 ) . 755 W B 1014 ot —
BRI AR A P i Rk = T
FE R 5T () 38 22 5 o m] 7 AR S B A ) o B
B, AN e B SRR Y 2 R 5 5

JRTRBIH (local defense ) : A4 32 B /P FH4BS |
B BRI R G, i IR B R G Y
PR RIB YA YRR 2R A A ) 70 5 A R
I RE AL S W WU A ) S 815 0, B 75 3 7 A 1 —
#8435 ( Vignutelli et al. ,1998) .

FRYGEBH1H (systemic defense)  AFYHMER—Fh
RO SRR 05 B T Rl 3 ny i Bk
BHHRA SR BIEY AL, Hoe R & ot
BCH A s AT HUPE Y B B R 3 Y AR
(1 Z GE B B ( Orians ,2005 ) . — Bk Ut 5 Ge B A 1)



- 1430 -

W B 244 Chinese Journal of Applied Entomology

50 &

Py J5 L it R ey RS B A A AR, H R SRR A 25 S
( Turlings and Tumlinson, 1992; Agrawal, 1998 ;
Vignutelli et al. ,1998)

FLAEP ) (direct defense) : 45 BEAE XS F HLE #
N RS e WA TR SRR N S AN TR e 7B
T2 Iy R T A 2R R 5T Ak o X
YRR A AGA Y AR 0 ) 57 55 ( Dicke
and Poecke,2002) ,

() FZ B8 (indirect defense) ; A & 14 B HUH
HARZ KB, Wl & & M A5 f 8 i R
TR A P T W 5 | A P R PR R 8k 5 Bl A
Prxbbi F Ay, 5 B 48 7 28 Ak a) 12 B 48 ( De
Moraes et al. , 1998 ; Arimura et al. ,2005 ; Martin,
2008) .

2 JBEYMHEZERXER

ML 25 Fof e 9y )5 8 28 B4 B B 2 m] LA B
ENZEAFERSLIZ RN R KT B
Mt e 2 AR E AR AR AR
W AR 26 1F R BB S B AT AR R 25 57, .
TTARIE AT AR A 54 SCHR X AE P BT 78 0 245 i —
AL (1), UM RS, FA] E 2R
CEARLY AR B AR EL AR DRI X 5 5 | A A
VrBis A D e, AN R R B A 28 1 2 TB] A7 AE A
R P I S U E AN T ok
7o LA B 0 2R B 22 RE AL, 78 1 X AN [] By A 288 7
Z IR R AT A

(B Hf& FEinsect damage)
Constitutive defense| Inducible defense H Hﬁrﬁ:ﬁ
| | d K ™~

W3 : JRFBBHAE | sasmonic acid E T H 22 a) 43 A
Physical Chemical Systemic defense] Space
Il | —
AL - - B \\
HEM w2z /
®ZE EESWEME
BFE L poBone 2L PR 40 e R e
*E § w g %g 47}@1 £ |Constitutive defense enhance Inducible defense enhance
8 x B SV g
£ = g a
= 2

=k o

Direct defense

=k: o e 5 4

Direct defense] |Indirect defense

e 5 4

Indirect defense

2 Btk
Defense origin

E1 EUBHREEE
Fig.1 Plant defense system

2.1 HREIRG A0S BB 1= AR B 7
i8] 537 _ B B 8

TEAEY MR I8 KA AR P AR Z fE
%] B R 3 A A 52 Wi A TR R TR AR ) T E T
oK, 5 220 B3 9 A SR L 4 AR Xt AR ) B 21
ST, LR AR R A A B
—IEIRA W3R B BRI AR AL DT HURE T Y 2
FebR (AR AR 4 1992) . HAEYI ISR —1E
FARBIMY, 32 2 B AURCR 5 5 i, i 25 B
7B ALE], xR T R NP S IR
W AR AR AN A BER HEAT B AE , DT AR AR B 1

BIZMAEYI RIS S E (Agrawal ,1999) | JE2— TR
THE N I BHTTE RS (Agrawal ,1998) . 7] WL, 2H
ST [0 55 3 97 0 2 A 400 AN [] B ) 7 3 1 7
PB4 52

B0 M AV T M Y B R B — A
( Underwood and Rausher,2002) , 55 B f b £
R B R AR K B 105 3, AR )
B AR R R P 0 FL T SRR R DX B
HUATH AL ZR Ge a0, DT B H TG ¥ 0 1Y
W ISR 77, B 2 AR ) 1 AR K R T B )
( Carroll and Hoffman, 1980) , H 3 J5 5 YL GEW%
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FEOR R (45 2 W5 | B HUR R L, 35 BVAR & 1Y
]2 B AR (Martin 2008 ) 75 B 40 52 1o A5 PR
AN PR 5T S AT LA B A B O B 4 3R
KBS 75 5 SO AT LA TR ) A i S b B R
BEJE 28, ORI E R A R4 1 RSk
PR RSCRE N E A A P i B A A 16 s vp
X o B R A S Y ST T AR R e ORI AR
(Karban and Myers,1989), FEHUMEAT 534 |, 4
BT E— M A bR 1, TS S BT O R R A 4
PR 434 ( Baldwin ,2001)

M2 Rt 2 E A R e AR 9 5 8
RIS W e 7 H i 32 A LA =5 TR AR

S—, HREtE M, Y SRR
ROE Sl = S S SR AP O eI/ IS BB S
( Sirikantaramas et al. ,2008) . K HTE 75 2 09 B fi
AREI, AT AN B B ANAE Y R AT
TETWE T, A2 055, Wt i3 Py 1 A4 i v
IR &, A fer LAY 88 % ( Duffey and Felton,
1989) .

5 R 975 T AR 1 L e L OHE TR K
b, —RIFEFHUEIRTRBENE 7 A2 I B AR 228
(AR AN ZH BB B A8 R e — A AL RUEE B
A RETE 1 1T ELAE 9 114 15 5 B 10 feft A 0 ik T 722 Ak
Hr, B HURNBEREAR PRI J— >3 WAL ] ( Whitham,
1983) .

=L FERER D, AR Z WS HR K IR W By
E— AW FERE 1Y i R ( Rhoades, 1979 ; Mooney
and Gulmon 1982 ;Coley et al. ,1985) , X F L4 7£
BAAEE H O SRR Y G i (Karban
and Myers,1989) , RZ TAEARLE T AEXS X R BT
O 19 R F 40 Mauricio (1998 ) DL ) FF 3%
(Arabidops thaliana ) 4% T RT3 Bk B2
AR T O By, A 2 T X A, il
A NNA K@ G A B T 4T i 0
BRI I A AU 2 AR 2 R By s, Horp
BERIRYFNZRAY |- (4 22 S 5 e de K, OO B 5= )
JoT Y AT A 0BT AR 4 5T Y 25 B ((Koricheva,
2002) . FEPYILE L ] 8] 14 8] 43 BC BE
A REIR BN F £ fie KA

gr b AN T A MR N T RS
F AR By A % S ) (B ( McKey, 19745 Rhoades,
1979) o AL A HE = 7R D BE /K- 2347 B 48
TERI N3 A o IZBRE I B ik &

LHZURR ) 2 AR L X A 3 5 BE BT Je R TR I 20
AU ARSAIRIE A FE AR A 20 2215 B T 47 i B
[ g DA g 7 480 B A5 i g A H AR B 5%, PR A B
HHE IR, WA K R BAE 2 18] 47 18 XU F
(trade-off) . BJj A 7E A 40 A PN 1) 23 A1 2 A ) 45
Sy RN IE A BE A BCE AL R A g, B T E S
JEAEREREY) AL T A2 PR, B0 1) 70 i [
WA Tz, T AR IS 2 2P [
B2 ZK B0 IE ( Zanger]l and Rutledge , 1996 ; Ohnmeiss
and Baldwin,2000)

2.2 EEKEMREHHREYESHEES
i8] b BB

B A6 T U5 (R AR ) 977 0 AT LA T ] DA
JU3 PP 3 —ABEAL R IR 8] 5 mT DR B s ], A —
i B R AR A B B bR A Y (Turlings and
Tumlinson, 1992; Divol et al. , 2005; Rose and
Tumlinson ,2005) , F=—ANHUPERHIE A9 23 0] Y [l AT
DLRE B REAS BEAL ) 2 25 i BT T, IR D dn 2R
FER Y BT S AR R R R A, I8 40X 23 5 B R
N [AIRA ) 0 H B 7 IR, 5 R e F AL T
{H %A /0 ( Karban and Myers,1989) .

KT R GEBHAR0) fe FAEE R VR T Ross FMLAY
[l AT (Ross , 1961) , (i1 5 BRI AL 75 -5 2 12 e
MHECAAR T 28t 2 5, ey A [F A
FESR T B Y HEHT ST, $E TRk Ryan FIBY
[ AT AE X AU AE T FE KR8 (Green and
Ryan,1972) , KR R E FAM A DUS , BRE
AR e AR I -] LA SR BT )
JoT B AR ) o BT AR F ) SR R ) o
XL ARG AD BEAE WS ] B B T 35 2 1]
YR R B iR e T R G AE
7% (Turlings and Tumlinson,1992) ,

H iy oG THE ) 2R 58 B A8 1 B 5 3 AR v e Al
PWKFHME S S b At 2 U B A 45 5 02 Qe A
Bl F By oAb B B R Z FE M A #Y, Ryan 1
A TR) A T i A B T 2 Al o B v B R s TE I
BARALE M — K, TR RGER e Y g R
TRIXAN LR AT LA | 2 A o 5 A 4R S R A
(Mcgurl et al. ,1994) , AT —ERNEHRERG KN
RERBZEHNNEATE N RGE S, BB
YK R Iz, 2 A 5 b —Fh RGE TRk
g5 RE R RYEADFRAL™ . HF 2002
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8 AL R oA R AL 27 G 4 52 3 e
WIS RGPUERY AT DL AT K IR B s i 5 5
DFAIER G R M EHK AR (Lee and Howe 2003 ;
Li et al. ,2003) , HiF— DRy RER I
ESRFIR Y 7 A, MR AR AE R KA E ok 5l
Z5 5 /& % ( Schilmiller and Howe, 2005 ;
Wasternack et al. ,2006) , X—Z5 MARAS [ ot 2R
KIALIOR ATTE RGP KB AE 5 B rgiiRR
DX, BT T 2R AR A P 45 A ) % B B B M S i
R RZ Lo UL, X A BT L R 22 4 Y TR AR
RUEAT T B ARAEIE (Li et al. ,2002) , 7E HBR [ 5]
A T H R M ( Ryan and Moura, 2002 ; Stratmann
2003) .

SR, NATT A SRS B 5 A5 R W) I 32 e, o gl
JERANRTE = ME LA Bz 1k 09 J7, U BE 8 1L 1Y)
ik RGP {5 5 (Kiefer and Slusarenko,2003) ,
XULHIER TR N KBS 540, BOZ e A — A &
SRS S K -, SEBR b AR YA R Y e g B
FEH 2R 50 51 i R 3R 3K BT W) BT ( Frost
et al. ,2007 ;Heil and Silva Bueno,2007)

FERWE 5 MUE KRG 578 R AP 15
AR SRR S R RS
W, AR © 2 e dE Ak B4 1 52 2% 58 35 1Y
WA TR G, RARF K ARE 5007 7l Lo i
(DERERE =Y ESIL iR 7/B S At W SRS VA < NI
HNEGPI R A MR PRIE, XRS5 L
WIE MR GE KB KG9 I ESURA KR T, S5Ebr
BJREI, B, B A F R RN —
R BAR AR B it b i s TR AH 4 A
TARDAT BRI B TR 38 5 X T R B )oK 156, AH
QR i H Ok FASTR] B8 73 3, MR T AR B 2
AL, TR 00 4% 5 0 D) 6 4% B A ) A B A 51
2k 12 [6) 5 5 ( Orians, 2005 ; Frost et al. ,2007)
HWR R YRS R AL 38 R G5 7, X A AR
RGO, A Ay B A0 ) 3 8 A A Tk s 1 97 A A 2%
R BERYESIMERBE SRS A
HoAbFE, T IE B B £ Bl 4H 452 2 (Heil and Ton,
2008) .

2.3 EYBHRBREERAEENARBTLAS A
B H5 B A0 A0 8 B B 4D

LA R ] 7 0 2 AR 0 BT e AR AN )
KA I3, EAEDUE th $O8 F R A B A

X B AR T A T I AR T (8] $E BT
VU2 AR I 51 B A R A R LAY R
AR AL, SEBR b A 1 R 2SR AR
75 B (B4 S 5 3 B B A AR GE 7 S B4 ) #R
e P L 7 0 A ) 42 B A AL 18, AN i R A
TR Ry 1] 2 B RUBE EoR Rk btk B, B
2 575 0 R i) 42 975 0 A o R A ) AL I D SR

3 EYBHNESEEREEREX
EA

DL B 22 B, AN [R) A 42 )5 00 28 76 2 AL ) B
ARG AE A 6] 15 5 A 28 25 1 °F 09 ] 25 BB
=X, TAEYI B R GE R e o), JCHOE 75 S R 0 &
Gl a ol #0A BTAE Y R 9 i LA BTt (E 5iE
3 MR SR AR (JA) {55 % KA (SA) 15
S M (ET) 5538 5 (Ton et al. ,2002)
TN B8 2 FE W) BT B G B I (Jones et al.
2007) , FRATFR TR AERE O 4A RHER
AR , 11T 5] PR R 20 28 LAk A2 e Bt L 1 7 T
AVGEENEH] (Ton et al. ,2002) , FHPIHEE H &
EIG KA R A AR R LT, R oA S B
W, R MRS AR T EEEH, K
P IR 0 5k L (9 0 R ) 22 B A Ay (e
85,2011) o IKAGTR AN A5 5 30 6 DU R 2R A0 R A
Sl [ 2 AU A7 A 2 A2 2R R A R T i
I 55 AT R {5 38 B AR A Y e AU A R Y
YEH ., PME (synergy ) FIOF-Af (trade off ) J2& A [A] {5
53 JH 22 ) AE LA B R R 3R AR 9 &R (Bostock,
2005) .

3.1 PE

= RKAEYIB B ER (SA JA ET) % % 7] LU H.
FHPMETT A B D6 LR E . M (ET) FIEF
2 (JA) T EIFE FHE e 2R b e s, il
WHRG TR IE R PDFI. 2 (07 3 7 258 IR Al
RS 5 2[5 15 3 ( Penninckx et al. ,1998)
TR TR TR 2 11 PR AT LATE 0 FI R AT R 1 5
L RIVE R 8% E R (Xu er al. ,1994) , 04
WIS RI, CH (ET) FERFHIIR (JA) 55 BT i
FIFEA ES WS, NAKEHESFESDN
FER . A A R L A S SR R R
AT A8 ERF 8 2R A [ R Y B A 2 0 0L e O
H, CAEFIERTRR AR RE #5155 % ERF1 %35, I H 5l
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AL U AR R P A 30 5 (ELJR T 2R £ MR FT TR
HR AT — A5 5 Bl 58 22 50 BELIBT, U 53 b — 4>
A5 AREAE T ERFI f3RIK, Uil ERFI (935 T %
B OB ATRFIR AR BA — A 135 i

RIRRZ BB RFTR (JA) FUKF IR (SA)
SEAREAHEF Y, (H 2 4 P A P4 7 i 3R o e 6 [
f RIS . B SRR (JA) FUKAIR (SA) 3E1H)
A, BE W8 i a6 AR 4 R TR 4 Pseudomonas
syringae pv. tomato [NHTVE, BEBI SR AR KA IR AF
FEDIGE FAERE] (van Wees et al. ,2000) , H#)[H]
FEBH A v, 7K A PR A oK A1 R AR HL A A
FH o AN R G 0% 0 i A8 4 W 5 | 27 A= 88 ) AR
F, AN AR R EBAT X FPRCR ; SR K IR A
SRR B I SR T AN SR T R Y A A e
W5 VSR 553 , 3 156 B 7K Ay 2 A AL 400 1) T 2 B 1)
H R SR BES B R AE R, 203K TR FTRR 1
A (van Poecke and Dicke,2002) ., HHI, & T A #j
R AR AR B R4 4 3 1 HLBR A IE R T AE X
SN ARG Y ) &
3.2 XA

FEBT R FBTRA LR v, SR FT R FK A7 R A
UGS Z M AETE T4 (trade-off) . F A9 BF 5T
R PR R IR 2T, KR (SA ) BT LA il HLA
PO ECE AR (JA) T W55 BB, 5] an & i
HASRART R 175 10 2 11 8 410 7 51 BB 08 Bl K A7 19 e 40
Tl ( Doares et al. ,1995) . Tifa, ATk PR ix Fi
PRI T8 b %) R 0 o A R A ZE PR 3R A B AR
K (Thaler e al. ,1999) , il 417K A% B 75 5 55 5
GEVEDUE RN, (ERAR I A4 URE T R R 3G T
Bt A T A XU ( Preston et al. ,1999) o IR AR 4)
5 T ST UE A S R A K A7 R 22 18] o — T k)
PR M B Z [ AR — AP, i) an e 55 I
T 5E R A V) DU A Wy A4 B R GE Bl AT
K2 (Felton et al. ,1999) o BRI, K701
W R WK IR (5 5 (14 15 58 B S 410 1 ST R A5
SHVER  iAH B 1 AR FBFSE b

IK AT T R FRFTIR AT AR W 0 ) 4 I A0
NPRI ( nonexpressor of PR genesl ) F& K4 % U it 5
F o NPRI FEFIJE A T K A% R M 0 A ) 2R SE it
Joa SR INE T L PR R TR 28 AR AR e 8 3 B
Prxos K R 5l LAY 75 5 0 R G o I g 2R
o 1994 FZ B Z I (Cao et al. ,1994)

MT—HE B T B W] A T K A7 BRAK K 4 HE  Bt
oa SN, (R B AT R B Z B IR/ 3 T HE )
BBV = B AH BLAE HT, JU 2 KA RS 5 X SR A
M2 {5 5 0 40 &1 AE . 80 R T X Pseudomonas
syringae pv. tomato DC3000 ( PstDC3000) FHT P 3=
BUKIK IR S, PstDC3000 {24« 2515 SR T
H K IR SO T A5 5 1 T s (HJ XY VPRI &
PRI 28 25 Ji , PstDC3000 N FF-AE 8% 175 5 7K 4% B2 1
5 ERSEFTIR W B S 5 S AR B, X
HEM] AR AP SRFIR S 5 T PstDC3000 Y HLTE,
BRAEAURE ST T K IR 5 5 0 1 ( Spoel et al. |
2003) . A BFSEWIER] NPR1 LR85 | SA i
SR Z AL R 32 3] 1 52, 1 H bl o B IR 155
SR E R F B’ ( Glazebrook et al. ,2003) ; [7]
i, nprl-3 AR RAUAL RE 5 175 3 K 47 1R A S 1)
,IX SRR NPRI 7EAFTR UK IR (5 5 AH B
YERIT RS T EEAER

LM (ET) IR F R (JA ) Z 18] — Mk o 2 B
VESCZR  H I HE 2L B0 T BTt RE 98 AH H. 4 1
91 A e Y B B BT B T R AR
BERIORRTIR 5T, T &A% W REGE 3 il X A e, X
AT RESEPR R S 1 Je T & i % R 20 3R
(Winz and Baldwin,2001)

4 RE

4.1 AEEYMEEPHEEXNER R ENE

R A O 2 07 0k AN [ B9 U 5 R 3, 9 [A
IR R T 22 Ao 1 17 A SR WG, a2 977 0 R ] 4%
B T AN [ SR TR f 57 0 S s =22 (1] F) R 2 I 5 %o
FHIYIAR G — N A AR, iR & H A
SR BN [ By A 0 e 0 AL IE B, 3 AT R i Bk
TAEPIAE SEPRIRSE R 8 B 09 £ T R DL K
HURHEH BB REE

LA 60 R 8] 422 37 40 AT I 23 AH L o 5, 9F:
ELATRIAE I S 33k 19 o 5 0 5 s F) ) B A
—FkE, BN, FEY B E AR R RE s TR HUR
G N= i P TS Y D s Y 8 4 A ] S
WORD AR R SO B B B 0 ] A B 5 2 43 0
Pt o DALl T 7 40 A1) 4 B A mT R v 5%
(5, A HR AR R, 453 i A H I R 4 B A
USRI ), e T B M 3 I AR A B OB
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