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W O LURJE OB AR SONRIGARL, i B R A v A 1 SOR R (Hanseniaspora uvarum)
IKFEEHL (Botrytis cinerea)  JotEFN H. uvarum JGEhEIEFT B. cinerea SKIRFT H. uvarum X H8 K )5 K 5%
9 I A 7 8RB BLAE I TS R A ML . S5 R EIR, H. uvarum W] G [A] P9 £E S S04 F AL 8 BB 9K
T, O RA IR EN A B IPTARCR , R EAR R D . ERRE S R BN, SR H uvarum
Ja kR EEFD B. cinerea AETE L% RS /KR (Salicylic acid) {5 S AH <K PRI\ PR5. GLU. WRKYI .
NPRI Fll PAL FIXF MG 12 ~24 0 WRZE R, IF&ET H uvarum R B. cinerea MALIE, (RN
Fil2 (Jasmonic acid) 15 S BRG] PDFI M JARI TERoM; S48t H uvarum JGHhi%3%EF B. cinerea
AL FE T LARL 18] 4 4 T REAE LS HUMEAT OGEE SOD. APX. CAT Ml PAL VG YE: HeFh H. uvarum 7] LLAESE
RSV U (Y HATH S, AERFRGE IR 5.
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Studies on the Resistance Induction of Hanseniaspora uvarum to
Postharvest Gray Mold in Strawberry
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Abstract: In this experiment, ‘Hongyan’ strawberry fruits were used as the experimental materials
to explore the biocontrol efficacy and mechanism of inducing strawberry resistance by inoculation with
Hanseniaspora uvarum, Botrytis cinerea, H. uvarum challenged with B. cinerea. The results showed that H.
uvarum can compete for nutrition and space in the wound by large reproduction, having good biocontrol
effect on the gary mold of strawberry, and the lesion diameter of strawberry decreased significantly in H.
uvarum treatment. Results of gene expression abundance indicated that the WRKY1, NPRI, PAL, PRI,
PR5, GLU were up-regulated within 12 h to 24 h of H. uvarum + B. cinerea treatment, which are the
marker genes of SA signaling pathway, and the up-regulation was higher than that of H. uvarum or B.

cinerea treatment alone. But the PDFI and JARI genes of JA signaling pathway were not accumulated in

WREM: 2019 -05-16: fEEIAR: 2019 -06 - 10
ESWH: EFEAREELTE (31701829) ; LI ERMLA SR TREIA
* Jl{E{E# Author for correspondence (E-mail: xhm@njau.edu.cn)



FEE, ¥HES, WU, 3, WIE, HaO
2 A T R BN R G R R B UM I S AL A
[l 2 54%, 2019, 46 (7): 1290 - 1302. 1291

each treatment. H. uvarum challenged with B. cinerea treatment can increase the SOD, APX, PAL and
CAT enzyme activity in a short time, which are involved in plant defense. The H. uvarum treatment also
can delay the deterioration of fruit and maintain high quality during the cold storage period.

Keywords: strawberry; gray mold; postharvest; Hanseniaspora uvarum; induced resistance; salicylic

acid signaling pathway

HHKHi % 180 (Botrytis cinerea) 5| MK EW ¥ A (Fragaria x ananassa) X )& £ B HF P
Jii# (Wildermuth et al., 2001; T 3H 25, 2010) . EWBEIA NGkt 22 47 RUSON B85 K I 99 3 45 il
(IR S5 (Amilruiz et al,, 2011; Jiangetal., 2015) , ZRiAEYIn] b6 H AR5 KR (Wang
etal., 2013a, 2013b; Lianetal, 2017; Gaoetal., 2018) , HrFEERFFH A= LT R. BEFE .

PR BE R B0 R b R S R H A E LB B E R P e g (AiEE, 2012) « HEFE AR
FE e, 2018) « WA (FI#kEE, 2015) 4b, HSF AR E— N EEEH
Pl G7Hke, 20060 .

PP FE AR AN RIS R i — o S SR, BUSEYA A B RIS 5 TR T A
e TR APUE (Pieterse et al., 2014) o REHFEAEPIME (Systemic acquired resistance,
SAR) FIFES R4 Pt (Induce systemic resistance, ISR) 2% S EPTIEM PRI AR K. SAR 1K
KR (Salicylic acid, SA) 55 1HEE, SA /EAE S PUEN 15 SRR H (Pathogen-related
proteins, PR) JE[RFKIAN T SARE5H S (B 58, 2015) ; 1M ISR MK T5KFHE (Jasmonic
acid, JA) {5518, 5 PR K. HEKRTHK 715 R SEPIVERAE S 7T £ 2 H %58 PR T RE,
WIEE % (ENEE 4%, 2012) . %l (Wangetal, 2011) . %2 (Faize etal., 2004) %5$ 5z 175
BIMRLE L. YREZEINER RIS, @il SA F 5 FEBEEEN TR, 75 SRR E
LU S B 1142 % (Somssich & Hahlbrocj, 1998) o fE#uEEBFEIE N EMRK T, THESE
S PR RIS, $EmpuitE, WEEHT 24 h S ER UL (Rhodosporidium paludigenum) 7] LA S
BUR SRR R IE D PRI-like M1 PR4 1) FHZRIERIZHIR R E B AL (Sunetal, 2018) ; 3%
Jtg 7 tE (Meyerozyma guilliermondii) Rb¥RAL RS m i i S 458U (] it B R PAL 1 GLU 1
FIEIK-RBEACK S5 FH IR E (Yanetal., 2018) %%

CVUESEA & 7T A UL R R (Hanseniaspora uvarum) W5 SHRGAR N B BESE MESE T, A 2B
AEEN CETHE, 20160 DR EAEMRSUKER (PP, 2012; Z=REA 55, 2013) k4. H
H. uvarum XF AR SEH BARE SPUENLEIAH . ARIG ks i SRR RSoniel, o T
H. uvarum 3F 58K JG K0 A BT AR Ko Hipi B LR RIS AR sz,  DURM /KRR
HAAFRSEHURILE], AR R SR 5 S i B S B R ARAE

[ VL SRS DARES

1.1 ##
T HRERE T AAE R T XA AESE. 2017 4 12 H—2018 4F 3 A KMl aE
—8 . THERG . TRHRERSE, 2h 2 NIERSLK =,
HETTE DGEEERE (H uvarum) NASLR =W AE4H, 7 PDA £578% FiGfb ) H 0.85%7
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B AE B AR G I IR B A 1 x 10%cfu - mL”, AT
R EH (B. cinerea) WAET PDA 533 (4 C) k. WHAE25 CTFEF 7 d, FH0.85%%
B AR AR KK UM, 8 EZb A g, SRS FH L ER T EOBCR AT £ 1 % 10° spores - mL™, I IRAC .

1.2 H. uvarum EFBRETINE

SR (2016) W77k, BEEEM. HAERSEKEEH 0.1% K& RMNE TR 10s, H
SRIE AT o KR IRl T 70 SR S 7R A A T AR 3 mm x 3 mm (1945 1, B 5 7E &AM 14k
M1 x 10° cfu - mL™" B wvarum B2 30 pL, HARRTEE T 25 'C. RH 95%35 3540 . $5Ab
J5 0. 24, 48, 72 F196 h J5 & Hefp s AL R BRI i (M5 2 h il 0ho) o B g 21
CUAR B, 05 mL JE R 28K 78 WS . B BE A (4 R LA 107 BR P RRE,  ARAREEL 100 L 245
TAE PDA “FAR iR, ¥ PDA “FARE T 28 CHiF% 24 ~ 48 h, 1F PR LR EE S, THHE R
MR 458 1g cfu/wound R7R .

1.3 H. uvarum SSEERERFREHLHINE

B 4 AMREFE: COAG R 50 uL SR, 2 h JFHeR 50 uL JCRI/K s (245 F e 1 x 10° ofu - mL™!
H. uvarum W2 50 uL, 2 h J5#EFh 1 x 10° spores - mL™' B. cinerea EVFW 50 uL;  (3) 155 4%FH 1 x
10° cfu - mL" H. uvarum B2 50 uL, 2 h 53R 50 uL HAK; (4 0508 50 uL TEHK, 2h
JEHERR 1 x 10° spores - mL™' B. cinerea BT 50 pL.

HAOFRL RS H AR T fEE 25 CRH 90% ~ 95% ¢ A5 155 72 76 H I8 o 7E3F0 B. cinerea J5
0+ 12, 24, 36, 48 M1 72 h BFRRIEREH 22 (LR B. cinerea J5 2 h it8 0 ), HURBAC A AR
WHLTER R EE, T - 80 CRARIMRIKA PR/ & M, BRAFE 135 NRE, W3 AT, BT
45 RS2, WIREHE 2 K. W 72 h J5 SR 58 XKD E % b BE AR RSO B EAT

14 EEREFEFELN

TR RNA RIS R0 (2016) (17732, WA 1B 50 BT F 250 # Sk RNA-free
2% 7916 . B 1 mg RNA H] DNasel(gDNA Wiper from Vazyme™, Cat.No.R133-01)4b ¥, SR H HiScript' ™
Q Select RT SuperMix( Vazyme™™', Cat. No.R133-01 )ik | & i #5% ¢cDNA %5 1 5% . Quantitative RT-PCR
fifi i} TaKaRa SYBR Premix Ex Tag (DRRO31A) ifid ABI 7500 system BEATH 3. SN 4644 95 C 3
min; 95 ‘C 155, 55 ‘C 20s, 40 MEH; 72 C 20s; 72 C 5Smin. R LL 18S RNA 1E AN S %
Rl 56 A S RS R S 026 1 Bz, A AF 256 38 BR] i A 6 e 15 7K

£1 RBFRASIHYFTI

Table 1 Sequence of the primers used for gene expression in strawberry

A Figsi (57-30 TS (51-30

Gene Foward primer sequence Reserve primer sequence

PRI ACATGGGATGCCAATCTAGC CCACAGGTTCACAGCAGATG

PAL GTGAAAGAAGCGAAGAAGG GAAGCTCGGAGCAGTATG

Glu TATAGATCAGTTTGTTATTTCTTCTTT TGTTATCTGTAGAGCAGGCATAA

WRKY1 GATATGCGTTTCAGACCAGGAGCCAAGTCG GCTTCTTCAGATTGCAACCCTGATGCGTG
NPRI ATCAGAAGCAACTTTGGAAGGTAGA ACCGCCATAGTGGCTTGTTT

PR5 CGTAGTTAGGTCCACCGAAGCATGTA ACCTCCTAATGACACTCCCGAAACA
PDF1 GCTTCTGAAGAGACGGTGATTCGCAGT ATGGCTTGAAGCACATGCATTTTC

JARI TCTTCTGCTCAACATCAACATCGAC CTACATGGCTTGAGAAATCAACAACTTC

185 RNA TGTGAAACTGCGAATGGCTCATTAA GAAGTCGGGATTTGTTGCACGTATT
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1.5 Br AE<E RSN

BTG RN 2 IR IR AN EE (2013) MITVEFEM T B0 BEFEEGR A HI 4% BRSSO A IO
PRI O ARG R 2 g TATARE . 2PN 5 mL 50 mmol - L™ pH 7.8 BERRIZHGH (&
1% PVPP) , WRIEEHYWAET 4 C, 1x10%r - min” {EJE B0 10 min, B S

Z MBS EWEE (2015) JF70l5E SOD. APX. CAT Al PAL BvG 4

1.6 H. uvarum 3 IB3EE R G RN

BUOK/N—3. RIS EHUG SRR SZ, 25 1 x 10%cfu - mL™" H. wvarum HEWR (5 0.1%
Tween 200 ALK (% 0.1% Tween 20) 355 WiifE R LK M . A 100 MR, 3RER. £

(2+1) C. AXHEEE 90% ~ 95% A R A 1E T I-5k, 52 BAHL 10 4> SR SAE b T I AH 26 5 5

AT TEY) & Bk WY T-4 B FHpfli B 0O AT I E, BB 10 4R sk,

FERLET 2 em A JIVIEL 2 ¢ #50 B TR AERE, FIN 100 mL &, INzEK 2 %)
FE, RAE¥SEHE 20 min, 4 2BV, A 150 mL #EE)E+, KA PHS-3C pH iI4
PRUEVE R HE 2 JG/E =i 25 C4M4 R & pH {H.

HerEZ C HEMINESR Y2 S (2012) M7,

IR FNLETE 2 & B I E 2 g AR 220 (2007) BT

17 BRGSO
SR Origing.6 HfF AR M B AT 207 24047, LSD % LA,
2SR50

2.1 H. uvarum EEEHORNEERE
R RS LA MR E N 1 x 108 o .

cfu - mL™" H. wvarum, F40 SR AE M S 24 h g
WG, 2 JR4ERFER A (B D . § 3 ; /+\\‘/+\+
AL, H. wuvarum 0] DR PR HIE A% IR EG IF :E" § 7 /
A K, R S5 4 A0 2 A R 2 |/
5 AT SR R, 2012) AL 1R
2.2 H. uvarum SEERFEREHRVERNA o 0 u a8 1 %
2 R, H. uvarum B R A AT s s pedston
SIEAIESE . H uvarum + B. cinerea ¥ M
REFR R SR BE EL AN 1.72 em, L B. cinerea B 1 H. uvarum ESEREGOMMNE KIS
KEEEJE N T 41.1%, H. uvarum kB L B, cinerea Fig.1 The growth population of H. uvarum in the wounds of

strawberry after inoculation

MFVENT 71.6%. £ H uvarum X EBEF
Jei KB B BT A B RO .
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SHBEEL R /em Diameter

*THE Control 0.52+0.02a

H. uvarum 0.83+0.04b

H. uvarum + B. cinerea 1.72+0.03 ¢
B. cinerea 29240044

B2 H uwvarum HEHRBHFHFHEABR (5% 72 h)

Fig. 2 Effects of H. uvarum on induction of disease resistance against gray mold in strawberry after 72 h of inoculation
P <0.05.

2.3 H. uvarum SEEHMEEREFEEFME

— ki, PR & A LEEHCAE IR B R Jed B b A €4, PR-1 52 SAR JRBH ) — M5
HHEHE, SAR Z2ZF PR EAMLFEMRIEAKER. 258 (E3) BIR H uvarum RPN $E 45 R
SE—UL PR FER ) RIE Ko H. uvarum H. uvarum + B. cinerea Xb¥E PRI GLu WKL ETE 12 h 1A
PIEAE, PRS 7t 24 hIARE(H . H. uvarum + B. cinerea {03 PRI+ GLu WIZRIEETE 12 h I 4371 /& 5.
M B. cinerea A-FRFF) 2.9 3.5 fi%; 1E 24 h B} H. uvarum + B. cinerea A-FE PRS FiAE N M B. cinerea
ARERF) 2.18 5. EIREUREY] H uvarum FEERTHRE PRI GLuv PRS WIRIE/KT-Z 5 H A%
SR

WRKY #53¢ [F 0] LG SHH] SA R, S5 SA {55l i sl 4 . AR50 R B Ak
PR RS WRKYI HIRIEKPAE 12 h iISEEAE, HA H uvarum + B. cinerea #b3 535 & T 5l B.
cinerea {03, FIHFRIEKFHT 1.5 5. HIEA R WRKY 1 7E 7T BA#E 15 FRIA TN = 5 Bk R KB
LEAR NS S

53 [X-F NPR1 (Non-expressor of pathogensis related genes 1) 72115 SAR fll ISR 15 5 Fi&1%
Py B TR, AR R SR AR . SR B8, H uvarum. H. uvarum + B. cinerea it
P NPR1 RIAETE 24 h iKBE(E, H H uvarum + B. cinerea Jb¥FRHRIE E NI B. cinerea JHFE
1 4.1 f%. AW NPR1 7EFT RS 75 5 208 FF 1E [ 3% 52 SA {5510 B HCA 08 S5 e A= 4%

RN R ZIERE (PAL) 25 SA WG RS 5 %%k, 4R8N, H uvarum + B.
cinerea RbFE PAL FRIXETE 12 h B IEBE(E, /& B. cinerea ALFEIF) 5.9 £i%, 3£ H. H. uvarum RLFEAE 12 h
FiAFRIE, & B. cinerea SbFE[F) 3.6 £, ALK, 5 PR IEKZEALL, H uvarum v IR
SE PAL FRIKkFK-HE 2 5 SR P A BB

PDFI F1 JARI ZFKFITR (JA) {5 5 @R IR G . 4008 S AL #RSerh PDFI R JARI
FILTE A E T HABEER, 7EBEAMZ G B YRR BRI R IE K. BN JA (E5dEikEs
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B SR SR KB IR R

Bl < Control [ Hauvarum XX H.uvarum + B.cinerea
18 1 pr; 16 1 prs a

B.cinerea

FXFFRIE R
Relative expression
FXFFRIE R
Relative expression

18 [ Gl a 12 ¢ par
16 a
14 g 107
g b a g <
g g 12 N g 8
X & 10 N A oa
*Kﬁi{ ® S 6t b
' 2 ' 2
5 6 ol Ne EE 4t
0 0
&4 “ 0
Zaaaa ég aaaad
0 0
8 1 NPRI 16 1 wRrrY! a
7t a 14 | §
=}
= 6! ) :
i I i %
HE 9 B
®S g w3
=2 ' 2
=3 Z =
s 5
) &
1
0
2.0

FXFFRIE R
Relative expression
FXFFRIE R
Relative expression

EeZilingla| EeZilingla|

Hours post-inoculation Hours post-inoculation

B3 H uvarum NEFREFEEEFXKPHRE (5 72 h)

Fig.3 Effects of H. uvarum on defense-related genes expression after 72 h of inoculation

2.4 H. uvarum 385 RLFHHEESE M RIE M
H. uvarum S-FRV]HEFHBLAE RS MRSV EE AR R o H. wvarum. H. uvarum + B. cinerea F B.
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cinerea RLFE SOD B (&4, A) 7E 12 h XA ETH 1 40.0%. 40.7%. 32.6%; 24 h I H. uvarum +
B. cinerea b LY B. cinerea JEE EFF T 20.4%. R EHHACHEE SOD B /17512 Jeniy BAHS A ATl i .

H. uvarum + B. cinerea~ H. uvarum. B. cinerea {b¥E PAL WEiEPE (B 4, B) 7E 24 h iAH|I&(H,
Z GBI N B H. uvarum + B. cinereaH. uvarum AC¥ETE 36 h LY B. cinerea AbFE FFF T 46.5%-.33.1%.
AR F sk BHIE] H uvarum + B. cinerea AR PAL 5 .

H. uvarum + B. cinerea 1 H. uvarum Rb3 S 52 CAT ByEPEC(E 4, COTE 36 hiA B|IEAE, Lb B. cinerea
KEFRSR T 51.7.0%F1 51.4%: B. cinerea Wb¥RZH CAT BVETE 24 h ik BIE(H, FLxT 4IRS 58.8%.

H. uvarum + B. cinerea #:¥ APX Byt (B 4, D) 7£ 12 h X B. cinerea A3 FF+ T 32.1%; 24
h i H. uvarum + B. cinerea. H. uvarum {b¥LLL B. cinerea 73 7325 39.4%H1 23.9%, JG 212 BRI 4E
KRR GG 1M B. cinerea (bEEABTE 24 h IABIEAE, LXTIEHES 1 45.0%, 2ol id FE1K.

28 b, H uvarum W] L@ TR R B 2H 2R B R O B MR B R e B S pot, b
) o AR B0 A R A

—=— %fHf Control ~ —0— H.uvarum —a— H.uvarum + B.cinerea —v— B.cinerea
22 ¢ 24 1
20 ~ 22 r
218t Z 20
=6 | o1t
! P16
~ = 14 |
£ 12 F B
g g 12
- 10 + ~ g0k
L =]
= 38 = 8
a or 3 6
8 4 F ~ 4
2 r 2
0 0
350
§ 700
300 =
= Z 600 |
E_\D 250 T 500 |
g -
g 200 ¢ g 400 |
5 150 © 300 -
s 2
g 100 + s 200 f
501 2 100 |
0 0 \
0 12 24 36 48 72 0 12 24 36 48 72
i HEFh B 1A
Hours post-inoculation Hours post-inoculation

4 H. uvarum FEHERSTHMBTEORE (5 72 h)
Fig. 4 Effects of H. uvarum on defense-related enzymes activity after 72 h of inoculation
P <0.05.

2.5 H. uvarum LIBIHE RN ESE R KRR Y

H. uvarum A3 BTS2 JE IRl 254 B s Ab ARk, 458 (B 5) BIR H uvarum 4k
PRAH S SR W 5 %) HEZE AR b RS e R %, R H. uvarum W] REZE WA S EE AR L,
BT HEIR SR SE A 5 32 .
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*fH8 Control

H. uvarum

B 5 H uvarum RLEIIREEERIIMUARE (25 d)
Fig. 5 Effects of H. uvarum on appearance of strawberry during cold storage period at (2+1) C (25d)

K6 fiow, BRI SIS A 5 B AR I TSS pH. 4E2E R C. B H/AE T KM & BN,
H. uvarum AbPR5 X R AH LU AE SRR B AT iA Y E ) & 2 AE RS E, EREE24
FrERMWAER, (BX) pH Joi2md, BI H. uvarum AbFRAF) T F0 %5 G2 3 (8] 17 5 5

95 [ %H& Control 50 .
©
9.0
I = 45 |
o 2
2 85 -
N B
% = & 40
“ 8.0
#H F
& S
= =15 3.5
7.0 3.0
= 15 ~ _ 12
E = 5 E
W E 14 = £ |,
..,, g . 'cD 8 .
g g 12 2 £ 08
= = E
W 12 ﬂ“ﬁ 2 06
4z hagt
22 11 ®E 04
o g = o
=z 10 W 5,
" = E
w 0.9

12

3 i 1) /d Storage time

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

Vitamin C content

HERCHE/(mg - g")

0.2
0

0 3 7 1 16 22 25
3 i 1) /d Storage time

6 H. uvarum LIBNEERFREBEPBIBENEM (25d)

Fig. 6 Effects of H. uvarum on quality parameters of strawberry during cold storage period at (2+1) ‘C (25d)
* P <0.05.
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3 Wi

B IR A 58 S A N 2 RS BN B0 R JE 5 B e 1 e R AR . )RR (20100 B
FRI H. uvarum £ K BAFEBCE AAAERITE DL, 3] 758 % SR 52 AL st 1 AR TR e J A AR K
RE R RRERE H uwvarum FINVENLIEZ —. BRF5E (20160 [FIFE R BLAE B IV 27 I BFE#2
PRI ERAL 24 h GRS KB . ANRIAE BB, H uvarum (E3HM 3 FLEE R L
15 AL AT CEHR I 8] N ORI 5E, UEBH SR G+ E TR AL AL 2 — . tbsbh, Br 7 EHFAEME
M OAMEE, 2012) , Wb kAEREI (R, 2015) , FS 5 FPuiEd 2407w P ia R Sem
F A EEAE L

B FHEN R AR R IR G FAEBTa R — N EEAENH . AR w AR A A 3 RS H
Srpite, NP EE AR, BAZeER, AR E I A (Droby etal., 2009; Sharma
etal., 2009) . HEHA)SZ AN FAED S AR AR Do i RE PR 3 B e AR Rt 248 a3, Hd SOD.
CAT. APX. POD %52 MYk N E LGN, 2 Embumee Iiers. £ EIENEEK T
TS AR T SR SR A DG B SRHCAEE SR R AR G, W EAN B NH-8 ({4 5%, 2016) . C
laurentii CEWE, 2013) F1 P membranaefaciens (K% 55, 2013) AJ it $2 7+ By A <l & B VA
HiREKE W, P membranaefaciens W] HE T B A S i B B (FETH R A1 AR K 2,
2011) o AHIFCAKIL H. wvarum AIESETHR L HEAL SOD. CAT. APX Ml PAL B 71, X5
AR LA R A WA BT B AL B AT LA R TSRS 5 S DRl &, 39 i SR S0t 5L vl R HR T R
AR

b T Bt R AR, AR AR UK T T T RS B P 2 R Rk R AR R AR
TEDALE 52 219 JEL R IR AR G Bk 1 B A i Ry ALK g (1 A2 4k, b2 SLEM RN — 28 PR B E K R,
Hrp PRIL Glu (PR2) . PR5 #1 PRI0 f& PR F I A HIEEIETERI R AT, HARER PRI —
WAE R SA W R FIFRICHE R (Uknes et al., 1992; Lawton etal., 1995) o H. uvarum + B. cinerea Jb¥E
A SR RS PR JERIRIE, R H. uvarum AFRAF R SCAL T Priming (5 52 SEHT FAAN R I HTIE,
Je B BRI R B RES, XEH B cinerea 1R YRR I R PTIE RN . HFEEAE
BiileEE (Rhodosporidium paludigenum) NFEFERR B« AR 5 S SR N 2 Rk SNEUR Tt 68 73 il
FAME (Luetal, 2015) . & (FEINER 55, 2012) & Rsih PR K FRGE R s8R St

KNG ENG (PAL) /2 SA W& M EE RS, REAEZ R FHOR+ BIR G R N 2
PEBEE PAL 7EVE A N guit L R ()R IR 5%, PAL /BN SA A LIFE S T2 5 SA G54 S
IFE (Verberne et al., 2000; Wildermuth et al., 2001) o AHFFHERI H uvarum eI R R L
FaPAL WIRIE=ERE, [FFERT, HEBiFEREE P membranaefaciens Kb ERAN AT $& FHAHAR B 52 PAL JERI 1R
ik (Zhouetal., 2018) . 1M SA TFiFI{E 51% T FZ H T & H NPR1 (Non-expressor of pathogensis
related genes 1) i, FAERE SA WOE 5 78 4 K S B AHAH SR R 1) 7% s AL BOE R 7, MR N
AJEFIEIRAG, 15 SA KFEEAEY) G HR B KGN 2 ~ 3 4%, 1 nprl RAAARN SA & B4R IEH
JKF, (H PR B I FRIA RIS, 180 NPR1 AT SA FUR A R PR & (1) L Cao et al., 1997).
Rairdan 1 Delaney (2002) . Weigel %5 (2005) RILIEI ST AN H N NPRI/NIML, KILAE
S BRSO B B B, AR R ARSI S B AR S PR SRR, DL RS RIESE T NPR1
f7F PR ) _EUE IS PR; b4h, NPR1 IET 54T PR JE A 3h+ X I 4 5% B WRKY %A
HAEFSRILFEET SA TS S S (Fan & Dong, 2002; An & Mou, 2011) . AWFF4s RE
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B] WRKY1 F1 NPR1 Z 51E A% H. uvarum 755 R REGURME . FIRERT, A ZF AR SM21
(Bacillus subtilis) (Wang, 2013a) k)5 2 fAF B AR156 (Bacillus cereus) (Wang, 2013b) 1E

NAEWNBCR T AT B 4 505 SRR RS2 NPRI PRI PAL A CHI 3 A 33 R _E i 38 3 SR B v Bk
JERFERIKAE . TAMESEJERR (Chlorogenic acid) FAF-SEK S EHE (Burdock fructooligosaccharide )
VENAEAEYIEOR 7 AN i SRR SE (Jiao etal., 2018) . & RSZ (Sunetal, 2013) fJ NPRI,
PAL. WRKY. PRI il PRS 253 [N A RIE SA {5 5B A SIMBI bk B0 . 84 KB A
Ao mI L, ANEEUR R Z T PR B IRRIAEOE R SL SA 15 5@, 25 R LyitEpLHE R .
gi b, AWHFRIR Houvarum VE N EVIEUR TR S5 R R K NPRI PAL. WRKYI J PR FE[K L
FILRBTE SA 15 T, HEm R vh B R SL KR KA

T AN ISR 5 SAR AN [, ISRAK T SR FT R A 206 , AT SA T 5 PR =K 3R 1A T % (Piterse
etal., 1996; van Loonetetal., 1998) o Z5REIR H. uvarum WIEAREA BIET JA 15518 % bR &
LK JAR1 A PDF1 3R KF, KB H uvarum RTREXS JA (55 WA BOEIERH . 11 Jiang %5 (2018)
FIRH FC R B VSR 2R 0T B8 (Bacillus velezensis) AbFEBAREEFE S EMUT A PRI A1 NPR1 1) L1/
FLBMHOE SA 5510, EARTES PIN2 1 TINI ) LA, EH JA 588 KSS B.
velezensis 1755 1 BABO 2K 800 I HLPE M LA o

A= 75 R AR PR BEAE FF U R E RS R . RFT T (2016) KB P guilliermondii Y35-1 REWS W] .
AR SR S R ) P T S A R AR, SRR R R B R . WV PR AR . SR B A
PEy AR CEHE. S EEMAREEYA —EMBPMIEH. skfifMm (2013) AR H uarum
M1 P membranifactien AAN R EE ST BOAL 34 &), BEE TS DURFBEGRE TH iy, A6 4 IR L B P AR
FRf3 AR AP (4, JRIER. IERREC. AR PRI B uvarum 4bBERURE S ] GE 47 S5
o RYERFAR SRS R C S B IR ETEAIET RAEN & &8 — @ MARNIER, (55X pH
AT E AR X & AT, vl eI SR B H. wuvarum AEERRCRAME, ZRieA (2013) KK
B H. uvarum SEFE EAR VT USRS AR SR LI B, H SA + H. uvarum RS

ABEFEH AR SA 15 5 8 B bR G R B T E A VE R AEAE < R PR1L PRS. Glu Fli%%
SKIAF WRKY1. NPRI1 PLA SA A A REEIE R PAL 7E H. uvarum RCER G915 2055, BIKEH H.
uvarum P {ERE K FARRE SA (5 5@ M e T, [RIR il S A A R s hu e s, iR IA E
PR R 4 R Je KB I ROR o NI 45 RATE R T H. uvarum 755 543 L SLPUIE TR UL, H
FHOGHE Rl ¥ NPR1 Al WRKY 1 BARIE RN 2 H wvarum AF2 5 2R R SE IR SA & & 15

& ) AT 17 J BRI T
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