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Abstract

In order to prevent the adverse effects of rice bacterial blight, the worldwide bacterial disease on
rice breeding, the exploitation of different disease resistance genes in rice plays a vital role in the
genetic breeding. Xanthomonas campestris pv. Oryzae (Xoo0) has also evolved in response to this
pressure. Therefore, studying the pathogenic mechanism of Xoo is also important for the control
of rice blight. This article summarizes the infection pathways and molecular mechanisms of Xoo,
which can provide reference for other researches on the control of Xoo.
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1. 5|8

KA A9 (Bacterail blight) & 1 7K [ 495 B (Xanthomonas campestris pv. Oryzae) it 5| & 11—
Rt SR AR T, ARG AT B A AR BOR A R . EORAETERT S IRATE R, B R, RAME
At S KRG AR PP R T BRI, A R LIS ROAT A, FEAEI . SRR KA
EI A A TR S AN F B RAGEDN4EE H R, R EY P AR R R R Y
AFHEFZLBUOMmeiE, JF 2RARREE 1 FoR). 2582 KRG OEE R R AT, BAERE &S AE
HE—Z R Z 0, 2 RERIER RN 7R I REE S I8 5 A BSR4 T AAE . WA
(1) A1 22 W 8 IR JI I R % 1 JE 2 IR L I A A 21, AT B 2 5 [ 1]

Figure 1. Xanthomonas campestris pv. Oryzae in Rice

1. KFERMEHRE

2. BMHFRENRERE

P AR 93 RN 7K R 1R e —ANIZHT S SE IR, 5 5% 1 Pt T T AR P 7RG AL B A 27K A
RABIGIT A7 I MR BKFEE LT, FEBEAT K EIME R R R A4S /b . TR K
B, PEUEE AR, MMKEIRIEE RIS, WS AR KR RS, B B A
ZIHUKTE R E TR RO T IRGUE e R RS AN S S BIRZ A . BURK
7 nlig, B WERSRIMHDK R e R ME E AT, 51—, SRR 28X PR
B AEAE R R R IR A S s O TR SR R R AN I Jdd 237 A s B X )
JRAE T LA B I B A /K R B B e T AR 2R, SARF S A B 3 D /K R 4 P i O B 2] (3]
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3. HMHEFEENEES RS

B 543 WA TE 20 TR 5 P58 R A A P R R EAE FH PPt O A o R T IR A ) S IR, S
R 22 70 WA 22 S5 R A S 0 S NEAF G A B A 0T o R0 1) G At D o1 PO R, 9 o 1) 2 1 A BB 0 13 3142
e SR, T AN M 3R A (R A R, SBR[ 00 A T A N 1 B R A0 200 B PN T 5 P e ds ot L
BRAER, N T RBUE AR E, OSSR R G T AR A R
TR R, AT B T ORI B S 2 R WL AT AR G, T FE R 1 B 53 R G (T3SS) A FIEL
PRI, RZ CEmE IR RE MW RGEHE VM. T3SS H 25 R KM LK, HT
HAEBUR b AR A% 550 . BFFE KB T3SSs 5 HL T = 240 M i, B4 P9 20 B8 AN AN
A EAMMRE, 0 B 6 0 K RS B AR I B0 A, e AT RE RS S e A S A0 B Y A R Th e AT A B
THHBE AEIE R e A . 43 W N R I FE BRI T RE B ANAH IR, X O T 55 e 1 2 1 L A s 30w 1
FHEAE FHIN 7 ZEA R N R o RS AP 2 FEPE, T3SSs 145 HF1 o b L 558 A8 £ 51 [4] [5] [6].

T3SSs AFAET 5525 [RFH PR A0 i B AR A 3L 2R ph v, R BRI R M sn il AR EEIE, BT —Fa7
TES . T3SSs REMS I R % b 4 14 200 FeL RN i 2 40 5 ()i, 840 BB 185V 22 A8 Bl TV N T E 4
MOAARS, 52 MiE E@ LA AR .

T3SSs rEiib FEHEEA O, V2 5B R B G5 I A A i B AR S . X A
HOE T3 E R S ARG R L 2SR Th RE 7R 22 20 2R ER (1 [4], (H 2 X S8 8 (I /EAN A (R 40 1 P g i 7 17
FEE AR, XSS YIFN LR S AN R e 53 W FI4H A% A7 (Sct) BT S A /2 T3SSs TR~F2H 4 1
G, IO V2 RH[6]. T3SSs MEESA R A SMEMTE LA, CHEMK ATP BEE &Y. KR
(CHF). WIEH M2EE . JR(MLT4I5E WA, G WA RS S5, LR AL T 18 40 i b 1) &)
Pl FEJERE— RIIMIRGEM, IRAEA 1A SMBEH[6] [7]. Sctd A SctD 7E N BTE R R O3, 7rilh R
SctC 7E—4& T3SSs H i — AU AT 3 8 A A/ IR B 1 91 FTERAMEIR .t 13 B A T2, B SctR.
SctS.SctT . SctU Al SctV Fo A (1 2H 2 11 i HH 171285 8 19 1E R J5 A2 1 SctQ B ) C-FAF1 B ATP fi§-SctN
ZEFEH SctO. & FH [ Sctl A4# K Sctk 2] ATP B &40, 1XL82H il 0 R 1 W) 55 5 R0 7
WA 58] [9]. WA “EEME 7 ZERERIN IR, G B T R4t [ BIEAA o Bk WA £ 1
iy, fE—28 T3SSs Hiil SctA #HRE S % . R E SYH BT #4381 SctE A1 SctB 7£75 T4 L
B G ATl X AEYH B M TR 3 UM B 2 TR N T — AN IS, AT SEILRON B A R LA I . Ak
A BE H SctP 2 4% i, SctU AT SctW ifi] 15 73 J2 UK, 1 S 2K 1 53 ECA)) 23 WA I R[] IR [10] [11] [12] [13]»
BeAh, V27 uh R A BT AR S AR AR SR S0 MA[14] [15]. — MR DHRETERT T3SS, A& R MEr, WK
N AHEEERT , ST BN S AR E SY(HBB). 4> T3SS R & hyfroh “VESHA” o MR &
I ZOf 8 IX AN S AR Gt N AE 20, AT PR ELAE A I B 18 2R B

4. B RREREXEN T

PG AR = HIANE,  H RT4H R I JEEE I R 1T LAy avrBs3/pthA XA avrRxvlyopd SRIX N5
e, TR B KR T B I R RS2 J8 T avrBs3/pthA 5%, K AT avrBs3/pthA KR GiFR A avr/pth 5
JEL avrBs3 FKif. (AN 7S R B pthA JE R SR 4544 5 avrBs3 2 [R5 ik 1) 45 R A7 1F 35 1R = (1 AH AL
IE& AR X FARURE, 7R avrBs3/pthA SR ik 53 0 33 35 [RGB PR 5L A2 A7 1Y

avrBs3 Zk A2 55— B FL IR 20 B 1 2 20 RGN B SRR D . BE TN DX avrBs3
17 TR, AT AR Xev HAREEMAE 5 18 5 Ff (ECW) FIT 14 5 Fh (Capsicum annuum) BiR_E . $T
il ECW-10R 1 ECW-30R 735717 MR Fi i K 5] Bs1 A1 Bs3, EATIHAGEH GI A S| ECW & A4
(I S5 R R R [16] - Xev B bk 71-21 71 82-8 45 R A M5 3 77 ECW-30R it Fft 7= A — Foft BEL 11 248 A 34 N F DT
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Je 8 ETAEL ) 240 L B T (8 U B (HR) o 32X 20 B X 7/ T ok P A7 AE — AN AH BRI TG B (avr) 2 BT, BN avrBs3.
iR ER avr BRI S EUS 5T IUAC R JE R R0 EAEASKEZS, ikt Sy BAE TSR B 2 0 1 IR R A7 TE
FAEMZR[6] [17]. fERZHIGOT, X AR = R 0 32 S8 HR 172

T avrBs3 A S A EFEM G + C &, X{E/34 L DNA FEFIHT A 2B e H W xE. &2, ff
F DNasel 725 524 4 52 % 3£ 8 F Sanger Al Maxam-Gilbert (7 VEREAT IR . ZFERE0HE, AS[A k25 70 [
7 FE KRR . b, avrBs3 ZEFEFHOE & 2 N BRKERFAIAN, BNETTFHE
HILTARTF ) 102 MgdE, 174E 17.5 525 . FIH avrBs3 Ja &) 7l & 3215 2 #1 il Western blot 4347 () 7
PR, RN R YR ER LN, PR T A 122 kDa E (1164 aa), - H AT LU R R £ e pUA
ol £1[18]

FES—A avrBs3 FE K RIS AN A, BN BFIH avrBs3 1ENIRES, MKAS A H-F5 B PXO99” /7
B T = EJEYI(avrXa5. avrXa7? Al avrXal0) [19]. iXEEHNE A5 avrBs3 EE RS, EATTES ALK
FCEETH; (HREE ISR, 7K EAARFE. X avrBs3 1 AvrXal0 =5 7 5 EL i e
WM, AR AALE 12 M 13 £7[19]. WFFCIE KR I avrBs3 S C A X 45 i % <& 67 /5 1 (NLSs) Ko H:
TEMEAEE EE, M, SF NLS 1 avrBs3 R RN & F 1 C-Rufid & A — AR BGE I (AD) [20].

WAL R IAFAET avrBs3 H1[#) NLSs Fll AD 1X P ANRFIEH & $0 8 1) R, IX R B avrBs3 7EAEAI4H
J A Y 1 o T R R 1 avrBs3 (R A1 43 AT R X G Y B v BE DR SF IR o TTTKE avrBs3 JE IS A AT
BRI 5 P 2 R 2 % 3R 008 380 3 AN P BRI 1 400 i R I R FE i 245 () ECW-30R H HR A #i5 %, 1X
Z/RA— DB NLS [20]. 5 FH S b 2 1 7732, 3@ kil Xev T3S & GurE Bl Jv 44
ffeid, 2R avrBs3 M e A TAE4NMIR%[21]. 1f7 NLSs X} T avrBs3 [A] &40 & Z 115 31 7 EsE,
Bl (AR G AvriXaT. SESE L, AD RIRASFIGR L HR A B (A B Ok 2 e, F AL AD #ar i ThRE
A DA R aliyii 25 1% VP16 18 AD FITHUAR, IX IR i 45 M ek i) T i 2% [22] [23]

5. Zit5RE

FEAIAE S EVH AR 1 S R R rP AR AR SR PSR T T 5 38 7 O R AL — AT S 48— 1K
BE o 1 A T PR AN T AL, R A FRORT 1 A 5 T ) S BB AR AT 2> R K Thise,  tE R L
P SR R8N A BEXT A W EAK B89 13 AR BT o R R RPT 7 5 P A 5 T P S50 LB K FLAR i A2 B K
R AR B B, O RS T A AR P PR A 4
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