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Wi (Pisum sativum var. arvense L.) ;&5 P EEGEMEY) . BiSFFRE QRS ER S, e
R A REN S E. H— MBI E R E 23R (Aphanomyces euteiches Drechs.) 5]
Aphanomyces #JEHR (ARR) , TEALFE NS RTE P IRV 22 M DO 30 AR 7= R fl ™ B gy, 7E I 11
IR SR AR B, EROKIE R . AR TR R AT, BT E
RGP F A, FEB DA AR I BT DUR S A AR, RS0 S iR (/e
FIFEANAREE) ANBESE AWM VA T 10 fE T . K5 T DUms sl 998 i 5 & b vl B A2 40 BT B9 1 P RS 22

Xi2if B ARV S S0 B AR A MO8 AE . B, ROBUR SR PR IE DR e (QTL)
LS. ) MBI E R RIS . RSO R 2 BB ORI RE . ARR B P i LA SR 3 5 U AR R 1)
Aphanomyces euteiches QTL ¥HT T 453k .
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W2 HEY 2 —, 20164FH O WM EL1.2x10"
CAD[2].

1.515

Wi (Pisum sativum var. arvense L.). il 5
(Phaseolus vulgaris L.). &3 (Vicia faba L.). KF.
[Glycine max (L.) Merr.]. J&EWEE (Cicer arietinum L.)
M/NwS. (Lens culinaris Medik.) ¥Jg GRHEY) . BT
5 R v Y BAE S BORE 1T i, 8T AR R e Bk
] 5 KA IR, ATTA R T8 S A AR B A
PO TERARS®ES, BaEh. e, 484
. WM ZBmENEY, NMARAEERMEE S &
BB RIE[ 1] 550 5 o 8 vt A Mboin T sl e Sk 5l
VRI= i, B S 0 R B i N 2V 2 A4 B ) e

* Corresponding author.
E-mail address: sheau-fang.hwang@gov.ab.ca (S.-F. Hwang)

19904 HH 7 i & 7= B fie i, 14 1.66%107 to 20144F,
P R S & b A TR ek /b, PR R PR T 5.5%10° ¢
[3.4]. MIBEFEZ, BEEHTASLELRIBUGE (CAP) ZR1bHE
it D ) S R R TR AR SO G N [5]. Wi AR B AE —
A Z A DT AR NN R[6], 75 19t 40K B ik H BT
IR BIIX . 19854, In% KB S 3% Fh AR
798.05x10" hm®. M 2012090454 4G, 639 CE AN
FERMEED BT E BEN. T8 E N T A
A DA SR N AN B 9 o 1B TR ANME B s, AT AE
N—FhEGAE YIRS G, LU R I K O i
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K. 20144, MERCOLRHEFR ERERMTIE
A, BAER R BRI 21 %[4].

Hul, AphanomycestRJEi% (ARR) &t 5yu Hl N
BiG AT FEERBF R — W EHRELERS
(Aphanomyces euteiches Drechs.) 5|iZ, HIE KK JEE:
P A8 7 X ) 1 K 2 B Ah AL [ 7], R L B AE
A ER A K B R E A ER R 2 FEE N
TG mRK, HkZ ZaPimmtsi G AR, {15
B4 ARRAAFAR N ME . A SCERIAR T R 22 2855 1 B0 1
AR, DLRAL G 5 S AN A PUMELE B 45 31 5 ARR A
RIS o

Wi AR E G (PRRC) & NE KT &t 5w
GAEFEAR AN R ) E[8,9]. M E R E R, PR
P AT ik 70%[ 10,117 EdRiE, —Le B8RS S
PRRC, QUFREL4TERE . HMEE (Fusarium spp.).
&5 )& (Pythium spp.). ¥£%:)& (Phytophthora spp.) F
S22 (Rhizoctonia solani Kithn) [12—15]. J& J2 4k
[ F. solani (Mart.) Sacc] &t Sy | PN 36 S AR 5 95 10 B
WILBOR R [16]. BRIEAE BN, RN LFE/ILSEM
AR FELE [ 5, LA H A, SRR AGH G =2 A
KA[1T]. FKEWIRE 7AWEE (Pythium ultimum)
FIR S 22 B8 B3 4% Yt jl ™ AR 22 [18,19]. 19834, £
22 RIS A S PRRCIE J i 5987 2.4 % 10% t[10] . 32 it
[Fusarium avenaceum (Corda ex. Fr.) Sacc.]/ZF /KA
AL JEFE AR B S R e 1) B R B, R
(4 TRIRE S 80 %A F[20,21]. #&Hwang F1Chang [22]
3E, PRRCFEINEE KB /RAAEE A IR 38 . Tu [23]4R
AR B 5| R B S ek B R R ST IR A 15
W, IX AT BERZ A BRI (F solani) [16]R13E67 k1l
FRAH A AT 22 [20].

PRRCZ QLRI FER T I 12, SLAh. ahimizE. R
JER ARG . AR, A A AR IE AN B A 5 B
TRV B Oy [24] 0 IX 3G DN T A8 05 K V8 R HG Al 4 [X i
DUR 428 ) 59 AR TS I3 (P MERE o ARAT— Fh 3 B PRRCI1)
TR L AR N b1 5 38 A A A e B L R [ 25,261
(B W= & (Pythium spp.), XS8R AR # .
ERPRIFIRE T2 . SLRE AN P AL 2R BRI T R A
MR, MR TES AR, HER T EE A, IS0
TARETEG ). P A IX S R R A AT R T B [27]. AR
JEIE IR T 52 FEAR R K AT s, FRAC TR 2
25 R FE) ) — Bk [28]. BB Al B AR R, &
FORR A0 [ 20k [29]
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2. IRIBLEES|#RI ARR

WE2THERTIEMN (Oomyceta), H— KHE
BAEMHM, Hhafime i, REENRPEHC
HIKMEEER[30]. OPRAETEAS 5 B EAHLL (R 24
), 2 edFEN. SHIENAEREAR, SE™4E
BN HE i 2h 1 [30,31]. A=A A1 2B AL AT 7T A L O
P AL R AT HAB AN R 2 Ab[32-34]). EEFRAEKIE,
Y B IR B 22 B DR R A5 AR I ZAZ B AR A [33][ Bl 1Ca) 1.
BRI ) TR AN e Rk 70 R B - FE LGB
B, BWEAT AR, A A — A AR
MMRZ. MeAh, FLRAHMEE F Rl LT R (LB AR
HPEREGY) 5WEE. 2. F2R. iRk
HpL, SR, UNEE AR S A 4R R
FEIMER, HEA LT H35]

Y HETE g (Aphanomyces spp.) HWFEVFZ ML, /h
JAFFRE Y BB AR BRT AR K BE [36]. 2 3REE B AT 40P
[37], RZHMPTFEEARBE, HHA L5 55,
WME TR 2253 FE (A. cochlioides Drechs.) HAiZYLiisE
(Betavulgaris L) [37], SRE%4%E% (A. iridis Ichitani
and Tak. Kodama) RS IR (Iris spp.) [36]s
BN E 2 AR ER BT 2 a . HXT 5
AN i LI R 2 BRI Ok B K [38-40]. IXFh A AR O
MW &, B5 (Medicago sativa L.). 3G/ 5. (P.
vulgaris L) &E.. ZL=M% (Trifolium pratense L.).
HZ=M5 (T repens L) Ji 2 A1 LR 24 &b 4355 H ok
[38,411. R, & M) R A= FIEH P B R FE W] e BT A IR ]
MZE EFNE E O 4 %08 R G wi O AN 75 AR Y 2 e 255
PR, A ARBE AR S5 & R P A A5 [39,42,43].
PapavizasfllAyers [38]4kiE, AR5 22 FEFXT AL PN AIRK
PHB G L RCERE ARG R T BRI ATk . IR«
W) iz a7 FVOHISE G H O T3 KR S, 2
FIFAED A h ARRIPFIHEFE AR Ko

H MJonesHlDrechsler [44] 1 X iR . Papavizasfll
Ayers [38JIRAZRIB LK, R L FE 4NN T RHE
Yyrbdg R B R IR R e —. BHAT, R
BAEM A Er A B S R X A RE[17]. AR
JB5 e BemEse 1 AR X B AR R [41]. 7R
TP, AR ET 22 B T AL N FE ORI 36 [ ) TR I X . 36
B AR A M X [25] DA S R PP VG ALl X [45 ]85 38 B 1 ™
H P ERK. R AFHRIERR, RE2RE SR
5 AR B e E BT R AR B P R AR [46]. fETE 2 E TR
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(@)

Antheridium

(b)

Oogonium

(d)

Bl RELBGME . () TRRIEMZ R L, (b) REMEBMBEMT; (o) WREALIREGIEANNE; (A A YRR B 59 BRAH A G S A ; ()

JRERE BT AN A T A7 -

P wi R e, X FR PF AR B 51 R I PR B R AT R aA
86 %[47].

2.1. R skAF

ARRIEIRATE SR — AR G5 7~ 14 AN R, X ELHR
TR, RO IR FE[38,47]. MM 2 957
M) T B Fh s FE BN T ARRI R ZE R A H AL . Chan
HMiClose [71HRIERE100 gt 33 O 1 1 H 5 AR JE 5 )™ B J2
BIEMK. TR Y, EEEEER AR
B2 3K 43 5 R A 7R 2 1) TR ORI B 76T 1Y)
R, AL B R 1 B0 i AE SRR Bl K 4y
JE I BRI 22 (48,49, TEENfU TR Gt ) T i
TAREACE RS 501, IR T R R R IR
Sl Z WA [9]. KEEWNEF TARRER, 1
Ji§ 22 3255 I T ARG A) it B 58 AR Aid #2 [25]. ARRJS
BT LK B B AR K 2008 L 8 R K RE J1 1930 %
[51,52].

ARRK A 1 R BE Y0 L 5 3 5 A2 KA [F][25], 4R
M, RPEREREREZELZNI6C, HEREREREN
20~28°C [53,54]. HEEAZGeidt— DRI 1 i H 7K
RIFRIF %, P AR 22 B 542 Y2 Ja v IR o] e o i
TR [55].

GaulinZE[561#RiE, #RE L F5E v AT A KB B
RGP G RV, 5 LR T A R G A I R W
[57,58].

2.2 MR 4 TR A

MRS 22 B 75 A ARV SR S T A MR B, e dod
T U AN A R R IELE A TR S A T LOR AT R
fEIE[41]. BRI EARAN18~25 um, H—)ZE LRI
BE, JREA R ERTE NP A SR 45 (9,381, EAI1AT LA
FE RS E L 1042 [47], I HonT DLd i (2 e ity - 4%
(B 32 FEP AR ()3 i A7 K BE B AL 75 [38] .

YR TR B G ARET,  TEE B RK A AT
AT, B AR B TR . ST REAE DD
o B, W LAREBOR & ) #11-[59]. XUHE
T Uit 216 8 I AR R A b AR 254 5 T 5 B A E Y
ar £ E[60], BB WERRIMERATEEL (a)]. fr
FEAR R R FEAE TU/INIS P R I 58 0% A K JZ AR [38].
— HENTAR YL, A% B L A0 25 EAR LS 40 i ) Bt
WK G, )5 MR E LR 2 CTIRAF R D,
RATHETEMMER. WREMRBETR. KUK,
IF UG B R O AR OB, 7R E R R I E A B AR
R AR B BAR T [E2 (b) A1 (o) s

RGTLRA, HRJE 22 3255 n] Bt N S AR B i A O
Jor 24 PR ) T S AN R A PR B [S9T[E T Cad A (dD T
BEJS, TERUERESRALT, ORI TE, IEE
B R JUEE ) E BR GR 611 (o) 1o FFEB AT LA
MR 28— AR G RN 9 F T R, 7E10~14 dN s AT
FER[62].

7 AR 975 15 JEP ALK 1) 7K 40 R 7 433 B 77 L 52 PR



(d) (e)

2. IRJE 23 & SR B TR ER . (a) BT 2545 M (A AR ORI AL (b) (MR (750 Atk ChD ILLEG (o) BOR B AR 1728 AR BUIR
(d> ST (AL 22 A B SRR s (o) PR (2D MUESERIbR CRD EEBG () SRS HMREE A2 i R ZE A R A2 5 (@) TR A e Lk

[63]1[2 (a> AT () o I FEIRAE 3 A KB B vl e
KEIRLG, RIGTHIENZ, SEHEHIIET[64][E12 (D) ].
AL, ARRT]fg™ EHER 31 5 R, PR SES/INFIFf
T, BREM TR E[64][E2 (o) A (2) ]

2.3. MR L2 FE R AR S A AR B A0 1

KT MR 22 3 25 B0 1148 e A1 A2 BB AR 1 )45 B 2
AIRE. HT 8= 5w aPuiE sl e wi S LKA, 1R
WAL BT FRX A ENA, TH, BRI IA
SN A RS B/ RT R R I AR BB M [38]. RN
I, AR S A O A RN T T RO 7R B
21 3 W 203291 R s A I 1= Sl (1 R SR SRV 2 SN
i T R 1 4 2R i 1R 7 A A5 R A D R I H B PR 2 (R
#: 7[38].

KingfllBissonette [65] 8 Joh & 7R & L4 FE 5 104
PEALALYE, $BHAEHJE IRIE N B S A, AR
(R EF g AN [F] o 38 3 422 P 0 R U 50 i b P AR
4%, Carlson [551F0ll 7 MR JETRIA . 4L 240 R g 40 JR A2
SR Ge ity L B B R 1OMR B 2 TR W bk, I
HRIE T AN B ARAZ A ) A0 P2 A2 DR T R I AFAE B A Y
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® (9

K ZESR. MWK IIAE T F 7 S B TR T B, JEXT
BAAETFRIE AR KRS MEEAT T M %2[48]. Beutefll
Lockwood [661H 154N 22 355 At B AR R 7 6414
[H) A, JFRYE EAN7E B S SR B S e S
B (K1) [66-70]. AR FHIEE, WADNIE6 B
G bl BRI A FE H SN K H Beute Al Lock-
wood [66]1 % 52732, SundheimFIWiggen [67iESL T
WA B 1AL 22 B2 55 B PR A7 R4 AR BN R
Sundheim# Wiggen [67 ]38 1 TH #3515 10 dAE TR
BRI HiME . Sundheim M Wiggen [67] T3k 1) /N fih 4%
E J51%:5% F|Manning M Menzies [68]f) 51 5E, Jm & IN Iy
PG 10 dAS AT RS 25 R 0 AN e 56 4% e BIUAR JBS 22 B 23 11
Bl IXELHF T M A — SO B TR 2 R N
Y IS

MalvickfllPercich [69]/ —E#H ML H %1 (EFE
Bi G IR AMN313, MN314. 90-2079. WI-8904. Lit-
tle Marvel, SaranacAllEarly Gallatin) ¥4/ 35 E 1) 1144
MBS 22 BB R AR I BUR ZFEPE GR D, R ALY 1S
ZA&MEDNA (RAPD) HHAT T8 4E Z eS0T, T
M — AN A PR EOR T, 18 %F114 % 1] 43
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KL P HAIE] B 54 ) A 2 22 D) AR 0] R 22 3 285 1A B0 1k 48 e A 2R PR A

Identified

Method Differential genotypes race/virulence type Isolate region Reference
Race identification Miragreen; Early Perfection; PI 175232; PI 169604; PI 180693; PI 166159  Races | and 2 United States [66]
Race identification Miragreen; Early Perfection; PI 175232; P1 169604; PI 180693; PI 166159  Races 1-4 Norway [67]
Race identification Miragreen; Early Perfection; PI 175232; PI 169604; PI 180693; PI 166159  Race 5 New Zealand [68]
Pathogenic variability MN313; MN314; 90-2079; WI-8904; Little Marvel; Saranac; Early Gallatin Virulence groups I-IV ~ United States [69]
Pathogenic variability Baccara; Capella; 90-2131; MN313; 552; PI 180693 Virulence types [-XI North America, [70]

Europe, and Oceania

W{EE fE (Saranac) A% (Early Gallatin) #(Jji. Mal-
vickflPercich [71]1#3 8518, 3% [E A vt SR X AR J 22
WEMARAGHE RIERAPD T MEMA R, 78
B JS W T, BiE 74N TR, oA S TR E R
T3.0 CHIERT 90%MMR 2 er ks, (H BRI~
R TEAREAR Dk FHA'E B A A0 S0 AH LA () RIEL[72].

J&3K, WickerfllRouxel [70]/ 5 —& % 5% 3 (Bac-
cara. Capella. 90-2131. MN313. 552F1PI 180693) 43
Mok EVEEL PR Eedt. RE. S InE R
ZEHIT09 MR L2 Bemg ik, HE IR GRD.
FEX I T, Bef8 51 AL Fr A %0 25 = 7™ B ARRAEIR 11
BETRER S K28, 70k, WickerfllRouxel [70]
IR A A B S IME (0~5) THER S E
JEFREL (DSD, F44 DSI<ME BT 4EFF

FH)5, WickerZ:[17]48 Hi, MalvickFlPercich [69]F7
FH 9 5% 1) 27 35 B BRI B Te vk [X o v AR S 22 38 25
BMk. AT SRRV SR B AN R S0 SR R ) 5
71, Wicker%:[ 17134 T WickerflIRouxel [70] 4] fT FH
HI33AN B2 i RANSAN 25 . FEIX Lefff 78 v %200 B 12 1
PUik O T8 B STARRIIBE A [17]. Wu [73]5%H]
WestorfliRouxel [72]FF i) % 51 75 X0 Bl R F 44 Al 5y
JEFE A M MR IR £ BEHMKIIEAT TIRELE. K2
B S e NE I, F— PRk AEAIE. N
TG T AR R AR, EREAEZ
A 4 1) 2 32 i ZR X0 ke 11 0 DR At DX P TR AR R A T 2 —
paz R[S

24 WIRALTER T

MR 5T 22 BB R R I 7 B 2 R R o 0 AR AR 2E
rn AR Ty IR G I AL A b B 7% B L3 [74]. P2 HEE
W T AR 5 22 B2 F5 114> B5[75]. ManningH1Menzies [75]
I - F I R E SR A BB E (PDAD PR
FOB IR AR . AT RED SRR, BHBR
R ER (MBV) 25137 E 0 ZH T 0 Bl g«

Perg, FOVERWINGIEE . EEN K2 AR AR,

Wu [73RH T RO AR fts BLEE 70 85 AN 3875 1
FT7 e T B B, R 2~3 8 AR R e 4
JEYPRRCI WA AR AN L3R o B R R 3ERE B T
TR B A BRI [68]. MR B AR D) TR
0, AR B TSI T A . IRIRAEIRE N %
1) NaCIO R MW #E30 s, LILEAKMEE, H TMBVE:
Rk o RN, ARYE VandemarkSE [76]1HTIA I SN SR A
BEBE /M. (PCR) REIEE R, HAEWKEN0.1 %A
RO 2 T ARG 22 BE 22 [76] -

2.5. FEF Tk

e B0 18 ik 2 A6 v A LI — PR S 2 e 4
h¥[23,43,70,77-83], SR fU-F-Ri 7 At F - == A0 E]
R [38,73]. LA BNl 7 R Al M 2 iz B H
T Wi G HLARRIE E[77-83]. We sl 75 Fh 4 i 5 2
KR, ZEPEEARMMESE (4vena sativa L) &
IV 2 ) VR A 85 5 0, B P AR S 22 B 3 B P B TR K
PSR T, R NI R IR5~T d[84]. K T1S B
BB WHIER P H R AL, PEEAE
3x10°~8x 10°ANF Bl T I B V7. W73 i 138 ¥ 9t
TR THR B, REBHmBEREEE
R, ST IR R, DAOHBREE R E
FEPDIT AN R 520 o

GRF PR R . KM R K AE i R 25 5 1 3t
F LA MR MR 2 e, =R N R
30d[38]. Wu [73]%f 52047 1 okadk: DA RS
TR FRRSEA ) T RS, W T
o, WESRZIAEYN . Thygesen®5[85 PRAAHRJE 22
TR P B AR R 7R 5L, 20 CHE S 7R4~8F; R
PR AR, RGN YIERS IR . RIS
KE G FiRE, EiRTE, HFT4C. PlFE
TR AT LIRS BB 0 5 4 RN B R, Rl AR R
‘5 SIS I SR T B



3. SR EYIATEE

ARR L 28 A AT 204F >R B 06 35 45 7™ 28 1) AR
Z—[86]. #AM, IXFEE MBI ERE RN X
ARRKULE A e APt B o i Fh [25,87], HA#
PbEAD (2 M tEAR[80,81,88]. — BRI 7T AR P AE 1
A B AR A A 3 RGOR I IR B AT DA e A A A
(89,901, HAT, #x/ iZHEFE I ARRE VAT %2 EAE
W) Foh T 8 A P e A RN VP 1R e 2K S S AT kS A R
(911, AEWBiE CEIEF 7R HIRAEE) 7E 5256 M B
AI4T 9,921,

3.1, B

VEMRAE R PIIR AL BURBR F i 2. mFEAR
Tk —, ARSI EE —2[93]. ¥iE
TR (R B3 5 AR 9 7™ B P A AE IEAH G OC R [86]. AU,
L EE EAEY AR v] PR LI AR S 22 Je 5 (1) % 2,
MNTT FEAEC ARR IR P 8 B2 o KIAVEDRC AR vl DA BRI 338 rh
(IR 2 B2 % P, AHFRCAEAS BB A RO AR 55305 T [941].
SR, AEN—HMBIvE ARRI TR, ARV AE B S A
AR RAEFHEER], BN TAERA %5 ERIE LT
AT RAEIE 10~154[95]. db4h, V2 BR% £, UEE
WET. R EAE PRI, W] DAFE VA B LR L
N YEFFR MK [38]. HossainFE[96] 8 WAFIAE AT 4 )
N6~8%F, Williams Woodward25[971HF 71 1 e o
THIRAEEY BN, R I 2 i R ARR P 0 i) 4
Mo ik, 1EY)ZFEMERIE oI B2 B 6 0 3 R AF
5k [98]

ST LI # B 25 T ARR[99]. HeymanZs
(10074 IRAG I FE 550 T K fe 52 038 OAH DG, 10 B 9 45
R 2 Fem LIS R R, XKL
5 R G 24 ON A6 P AR S 1 B4R [100].

A RHEY), W0 (Brassica oleracea L)
¥ (B. nigra L)\ % (B. rapa L.) FIHZE (B. napus L.)
[7,8,63,101-103], VLA ARARMEY), Wn#ez2. M2 (Se-
cale cereale L.) FEK (Zea mays L.) [8,97,104-108],
A AR ARRI ™ H JE

TS IR ARRIFAR JE, 800 G Bk =
1563 %[107]. AHELZ T, e i PR 7 o 9 & L L
P LB TR AE O H R 148 %, R IR AL I H
ARSI 16 ARRIJA 2 T75 . Allmaras?s [87]HEH]
TR NI AR T ARRIGHIEHIVER . Jh¥e - SHHE
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AU AR b3 B ) I B2 55 ] Re 4ot 35 L3 i HEZK, A
T FAEALG MG 22 e 3 A 45 1D 7 v PR A 2k

FH [R) HOOAE At e - JBEAR 6 22 98 55 B2 Fh i 2 Wi 2 % P
AL FEARRI A K k. TERE XM T, D& E
FEIX 4y 7 7 E AR YL (1) HH RN AR e B AR A= G 1Y) FH B
[109,110], IXFh 791 56 A6 46 FH B i 45 5 v25 42 Jik S ARR Y
— MR SEM T 111]. RT-PCRAM 4% A Tl &
FH 1) 3 rh R S 22 32 B BE4AR . VandemarkZ%[112]41 Arm-
strong-Cho®§ [113TUERH, 8l GARH JLFH 4 B ¥ DNAJK
F£ 5 ARRZ 5L FEAELE IEAH IR G &R

3.2, 959 T TIN5 AR 22 BE A (1) 4y TR

Iy FAR I A2 BB AN R TR JE A A TR R A E A AL
T H. FYFR S5 347 PCRA T, A8 1= 48 55
T IRE S AR 8 42 B B DNARIAELE O 2 M [76].
Chatterton25 [46]F1 Armstrong-Cho 25 [113]F]H PCR4;#1
3 BRI T B ZR AP B 48 RO M )R 44 55 T P (AL 22
Pew . Vr 2R E s F kA RO R AR R 22 B A
[46,76,112], REW, KFEH D FAricRE e R
22 B (V) RE /NP BB SR A4S B AR 2 A BRI R4
FIP

MalvickFPercich [691F & | RAPD43#t LAVFA/T 35 [
MR 22 FEH R 8% Z eV, H76 2 & MRAPDAR
S BUR AR RS, 25—, AR
549 &7 FE R BRI R AP D4y B B Dh Hivs ok B 58 [ 440l A
114N B R X 43 S — 2H 3 282 B A R 79 2L %% 1) R O T ok 2
BK[69]. SauvagesF[ 11114 P4 ARIC136F/136RA
11F/280RY™ 38 | 1054 4R 55 22 52 25 43 B W0 1) A 7] K /N
PCR™=4y, W] LB B 45 0P B 5 ARR™ 5 52 %5 1))
P

3.3, Bl AL

TE—Sehh X, AL HERR N R 4 H X, 25 ik A ] e
w6+ I R BTG ARR [96]. B4, FHALZ#Y 5 ab 3R
358 1) R A AN R P B B 5 AR X B O VETE T KB
AN L X R AN DT SE PR AR BRI 114,115]. AR5
I (hymexazol) SFMATHI AT A &2 & T [116]. 28
i, Tu[lO6]4&H FH 5B /T (captan, N-=4H EHRIC-4-
HO-1,2- B O B8 9 S AR B 1 R PR PE . itk
Ab, W B 22 FE AR — e B T4 i) At O R 0 R B B
itk Bltn, WFER (metalaxyl) Xf k22 50 2 A 2%
(), EXHILTBATLRN . TR ERIE LTk F
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PEREFREE M) EE I [25]. B2 RS I AL T 2 R
KA CWHHER), B2 LR BREE (nts 58 4F
B SETEJE . fosetyl-ALEcymoxanil) #/AAEA Xt
FEHIARR [117]0 — L4l 24 0 78 4% 1 5% 44 T v A 2
FIHIAR F 22 245, (H7E H RS TP A R I BRI 253K
R[89,90]. 7FHI[AALE 2T, LY (tachigaren) (2
SEREM K R . hydroxyisoxazolemihymexazol) T [%
ARG e R, s [116], A& E H AR
T4l d S f B M ez J 45 [ 117]. SR, £ H A 52
W, EBTH (tachigaren) X T ARRIIH &t & A
[EIFI[118=120]. T K — TR 57 & Intego Solo[MEME
it (ethaboxam) ] (Valent, Guelph, ON). BAS 516F
MIBAS T20F1E IR = 24 F vl B0 5 1 H A, HAE
R 261 A R [73]. HET, fEIE KRG EHEY
W AR R g e P —— %) 977 Vi 8 AR T 0 A ATV | 92 8 A 22 3
Gl Shbp U Y ST el

3.4. VBTG

YUY e A 7 B R R R A B TR B
TAEIR S LB AN B AR G TR (AMD FLE
—HEEE AR T, AR AT B AR AR B T A
ARR, 7£ H A5 b B ] T ARREKFE[121]. F]
M RmE R (T ERHE Y 22 1 2 = A i — Fide
a1 BAEGIARRIEIERE 7, PUNTEFEHI 24 X
W 22 B85 FA #RIEE I [96]

AT IR AN B AL B R AR TR AL Rl
AE T R W], — L TR A R T bR, ok £0KG 5
#[Gliocladium roseum, syn. Clonostachys rosea (Link)
Schroers]. %¢ Y&AR B i 1 [ Pseudomonas fluorescens (Fliig-
ge) Migula] f11 ve 2 /R 15 [ 1 [ Burkholderia cepacia(Pal-
leroniflHolmes) |& & 11— L85, ] slFR A& ) 5 4%
B — R, SOUGH R EFI AR BRI L, EARE
22 BE R AR L) H A) HY P R ER15 22 [17,18,90]. Xue [90]
VR T B R B RACMO941 CHYZ0RE T ) F153% 1 771
[Thiram 75 WP (thiram) % Apron FL (metalaxyl) 120 %
(oAl 7 Ab 2, R I ACMO94 1+ B 1 771 ) P 1 f A 4
TR 2 BER PR B SR T RFR, ER=E
WS, AMI B R4 I BH BB 2 15 B 40 1 Y H
{EEAIFE H A IFAS S e LI [85,122]. A JLIHFL R
B, fESZAE/EY . BRI & 4k 224 o1 8AE P 4% o
AR S R B, R R Y Hb X B 6 B AR B O A2 A A
[r[123,124].

4. RBLESHEENM

4.1. ARR #r Ptk

B S PO TS BT 1A ARRR A R 5ng . ©4
B & B PUE s B G s R, JEH TR R G A
PR P AR 2 [78,79,88,125] . 6 K ) 2 3 i AL A
A, fnCapella. MN 144, MN 313, MN 314, 902131,
90-2079. 552F1PI 180693, X H:iUbfR i 22 Fe 55/ Npp H AT
T HINE[17,72,125]. %5737 FP1 180693 F1552 K H %)
ARR B A 7K B8 itk i £ 52 K [17,126].

Conner%5[88 14 1 ¥ 17 i /2 00-2067 54 1= /K i I
PE, TEINEE R R FE A 0 ARRY [ ) 7™ 28 2 A= 99 [
FEMRAE K AR = E )BT Wu [731#Ri1E TR0 4s 5.
F, 00-20670] B8 24 ARRIT 7 M 5 52 1) 4 2 Mk 2
MBS LR R — AR SR, — LS
K S AEFNFR BT B0 AN R MR, AT 1K
B B B TR B BIR SRR R S R HERE[127].
ARRFB AT Pl AL G0 & Fh 52 Wi & Pk 22 35 R 38 A% 1) 5
[79]. BElL, AT A BHREPUEILR, 5Pk sE
1) 458 8 R SE A2 B B PO B R IO

42. BiE X ARR HIFLIEEN

PapavizasflAyers [38]1£ 4R T 1A ARR™H &
W T i M E3~4/ N IR rh 2 vk, H A
KAKPPBE, FZ0~4ZF —VFM M E R, 0= R ARM@EHE L
AR RAER s 1 = WIAEBIR AR BB KER; 2=
WA BRI AEAR B Rl FE KBTI, Bk (XA R
AR, 3 = RGHET K, i, HEMRRTBA
Wik, H EMRREZEgE A E,: 4 = RRAKHARER, 4
SUARA A AR, BREY e ST I3 (a) ], Rao%i[128]
P HRAR AN bRl AR R AERR L, e T 1~
P RN 1. Xue [129182H T — /N0~ brE, AN
AT AP AR RAZ G & o b, 1 IR 5 58 T SR SEFE S
[E3 (b)].

4.3. ARR F#5r Ptk

Pk v 2 AR MR A (QTL) #4111,
XT3 5 R SR AR R A A A A A F[130,131] A
FH AN [Fi) 53 A 25 DR 28 ) 25 22 28 6 60 ) P 5% B4 1B 1R
22 K W H 92 1) 3 40 P 1 AH S8 IQTL[77-83]. Fi
Pugetx90-20791 E 4148 &2 (RIL) BERIEES T (LG
IVb. VAHar 43 54 N 34 Fa € ) QTL——Aphl . Aph2



E 3. ARRE EIEA bR . (a) 0~42%[38]F1 (b) 0~94%[129].

FAph3 [77). BN, AphIF1Aph 23} 3% FE AN E FIAR &
B EREA TP, T Aph2OF % E Bk R A B
PE[78].

Hamon%%[79]41# T Baccara x PI 180693 flBaccara x
552 AP RILBFAAR 135 MM QTL, X
F 23T X I AN 134 B2 B EAF. Pilet-Nayel
SR P[77], FELG 1. I1. 1L IVAIVIIE RIS 5200
MR E (RRD FOHh b #ki % (ADD — 8tk
FERIH X, (4e-Psl.2. Ae-Ps2.2. Ae-Ps3.1. Ae-Ps4.1
HMAe-Ps7.6), Ae-Psl.25Aph3fr BAHIE. XfPuget x 90-
2079 [77]« Baccara x PI 180693 f1Baccara x 552 [79]3/>
RILEER, DLR AN EEADSP x 90-2131 [80] 2 #E4T
TQTLECG M. JL%5E th27 1 HiARRmeta-QTL, 43
AETAESHET, Hp11 P meta-QTLA T 74N R 4H
X 45

Lavaud®[811i& H $i i 2% 4 & K] £490-2131. PI
180693 H1552% A8 AL I 25 FE R & (NIL) BRAlE 1 A
FAQTL (de-Ps4.5MAde-Ps7.6) FJL M QTL, £
b6 5 R SE T, Lavaud25 (8210 5% | Ae-Ps4.5. Ae-Ps7.6
A A — LA QTLAE B & H (1 ThRE, KILIXELQTLY
ARRAEIR K IANM G 22 T AEMR R e Fi A B0 .

LoridonZ5[132]7F & I SSRERICAE ik B 58 gl
ZRH T g S E bRl HALE Mo Fhrid ik AT
ARRHFLERIWEFE, @FEAFLP. RAPD. ISSRFISTSHR
iCe MR, BT FhricHA b & L R 4 7
FRAHIBEAR, AL CH T (GWAS) Ol 1z
F A 2 MR ) H AR AR e, TG S RMEDD IR 2 2k
RIPUIE[133,134]. 5S40, BEEF B (8] (P 8E K bt
FHEE, BT T S R R, GWASRES /AT EE )
ZHEAE Z R, RN R S E AR Bk, %
AR BEAAY, 15 PR AR S A DG 117 5k DT 20 X 3l o7 B o

Desgroux25[831/H 13 2044 ssZ FiiR 2 A1 (SNP)
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Fricd#E T GMASTEE], DA%/ ARR™ 5 FEAH G QTLE
fEIX Al XTI FELERL /N X R N RS2 QTL, XXt -T
Wi E Pl AR B R 22 BRI o Ui R 2 AR
HINMMEMI[83].

FEQTLAS MBI 7T v, AR o ™ 26 B & VP A i &2 vh
ARRK J& 553 IR [77-83]. HiA ] 52 ARRAS B 2%
NI B FEADI [79,80], LLRARE . - H IR AR AR K
881, Wu [T3]KIMARR™HEEHEKH, Hhm, T
GER 1L o B0

5. 4518

P — M E I ERHEY, N BRI E T
AR TR ST AR B S AR 2 ARRI R ),
ARRZ AR JE £ B 5 51k i) — A E LA E . 7
e, ShZEACT R EPitE, ARRIE ™ H WA D
Wk, PR FE R — AN E A SRR
AE Fh Y AP S A AH B, AR R 22 B 5 B A v BEROR 1
" FAR G (1) FH B i B ) 7 B A 2kl 80 % [47]. R
SRR 22 B AL B O A P ) E R e A iR —
MZA[44], HRARYE S AT 2 558 J7 15X ARRI
R A A B R AR A B LA A TR . AR 2 3R
BEURTER R — BRE IR . AR TN
SRR BT EAEEAE, A RAELERE L. AT
Iy BTRR R L2 B0 A (AL 2 R, wT DU R R —
FRIFF (NGS) HARKHEAT R 73 B (GBS).

ARRI DB A6 A BRYG I N AT IR & — kil . HH
T b g JERE R AT RS KNS, A S AR i
VEPDECAEXT ARRIFFESISCR T A R . - A FEASRERR
g eI E], RS A KE BN HARR, 1 H H
RTAR DA Fb ™ ] o SOk — BB 50 2% B R AT A= 4 B
RANHE AT EAGRE, VE il ARRIF)F-B. &
Sy HUPE B 99 P AT BE A U ARR G| S R H A ol
TR BRA A H R, Bl Moy rEREE TIFS
FRUQTL, IXECH AR R N5 E Ptk (1) 5L K R S 4
HEFE SRR, FIHIETNGSHEARMAFRFH, #3AH
(1% . SNPARIC T & 1l LLgE— 5 4 & A 21 QTLIY
5 Bff e R S 1

SRR B - 3 AR S 2 B N s M AT M R PR
MR, T RSB0 ROV PR 7k A 1) B2 1 1)
BLHAE oAl A% 99 B b A RN FE, WK G5
(Phytophthora sojae) 5| K TR, XL
2 5 -Hi G B AR NAZEAT O . T BURALRIE A
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