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Abstract: Quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa) has a rich and balanced nutrient profile, and also shows excellent stress
resistance. It is an important crop because it increases farmers’ income and contributes to national food security in
China. Quinoa downy mildew is the most destructive disease of this crop plant worldwide, and it seriously restricts
the development of the quinoa industry. Quinoa downy mildew is caused by the oomycete Peronospora variabilis,
and its heterothallic mating system is the driving force for its continuous evolution and pathogenicity differentiation of
pathogen populations. Seed-borne pathogens can spread over long distances and cause systemic infections.
Therefore, it is very difficult to control this disease. Research on quinoa downy mildew in China has lagged behind
that in other countries, where extensive studies have been conducted. Downy mildew pathogens were initially
misidentified, which affected the progress of research in this field. In this review, we systematically summarized the
occurrence and damage, pathogen identification, biological characteristics and infection cycle of quinoa downy

mildew caused by Peronospora variabilis. Furthermore, we discussed the agricultural, physical, biological, and
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chemical methods used to control quinoa downy mildew. Finally, we addressed existing challenges in current
research, and proposed future research priorities and directions. The overall aim of this review is to provide a
reference and guidance for further research on quinoa downy mildew in China.

Key words: quinoa; downy mildew; Peronospora variabilis; integrated control
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I E

33 Fa % W IR B Peronospora variabilis 518" {2 YL J5 M JE BAR S SR SEBE , e RO v 7, 1k il 32
U SR R P S A, e, o | B R R A0 R B Bl A 1R b %5 5 R Peronospora farinosa™®, iX
PRI T X R PR . JEOR A SEE G A A W R S MT AT A LA I i B 2 A R BUR
W N P. variabilis™ . 38 E 51 A B SR 6 HAF g8 B S DR R R RS . BRI 20184F A
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BRI T AR YA PR T 3 B I 80, R AR e TOU 3t o A 4 8 B AT A B e AR S I A BT 0N T AR R0 Y R
INBEBE , 22 500 0 8 B 4 v G ik 2 g B e K 8 LT R ) U B /N A X AR ST B 1 R
JE R BERL A BRI R, K B BRI R R KT KR R
MR OBLTE AR R
1.2 AEHHK

BEFBROAT T BIRER . BEERRG R R EE %, S50 ALk Z 8, oks
VEFZ B 315 SR AT TR AL R SR & 80P T 7= B M T i o R TR R R TR & IRE A Y
Wi Ao AE AR % T W0 3094 e i, 5% 0 22 22 FOE AN ORE R E 3, S SO A0 R AR /I o TR AR B B, B S A
FERILiT S RE il

B2 TR Y A R R R K T A R A BT ) R B M R SR, R
] ¥ AR A 0 33 %0 ~100%6" e B 3 U 5% AT B0 BOPUR R R K 3396 ~58 % R R E R LI R
fESAET R 2 ik 10096 . TR E H i 2 #2242 77 X 75 B &9 305 3 7F 40 %6 DAL, I B0 B IX 5 2 5k
9556, 1L PG 48 i AR LM M B R Rk 9500 B 40 % Ze A e B T A IR R A A A
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1947 AR B2 FE R 17 U TE B 65 B, Y0 B0 A I 1 28 D BT AR 4 38 A 48 2 R0 R L RFAE L JE TR £ /R
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FEFPAE T A M X2 (R 1) . x1 HAZEZRERNSM
o AR Table 1 Distribution of quinoa downy mildew around the world

2 FEEHRR

X P EEBUN
2.1 mREHEL District Country Reference
2.1.1 DR A% 5 42k EEEBUHE, S MY South A& Peru; PTARAE Argentina; BEAIAEE  [26]

« iy . America Bolivia; & #| Chile; & {2 L I Colombia;
SRS B B LR — AR R o o
JEJKZ /R Ecuador

e ALz, N N, s e
FCRAR AR BLIT IS 2 2 B ) 5 C fungi kingdom) . Ja b3 North A V5 5 Mexico; % K Canada; 3% [F Unit- [29,31]
5|€,F@ﬁﬁ?%ﬂ’ﬂxﬁﬂ%‘/\,%Fﬁiﬂﬁﬂ%lﬁ@iﬁf?*ﬂi America ed States

FE R U S 18 F R IE S rRNA B 18R 7 51, 6 el F+ Denmark; #i%j 4" Portugal; ¥ 4 [30,32—33]
HOH 8 B % (Chromista) ™ o % 5t 0 #5 i 3 Europe France; faf >4 Netherlands; %€ [ United

) U . o i Kingdom; i it Sweden; & KF Ttaly
(diatoms ) Fl1#5 % (brown algae) ™', 1M X & W 45 DN &

J& LA 5 3% AR W AH S 1 Straminipila 4k i k7 ren

BB 1] (Oomycota) A= 4 9 1A A B RS U5 T 0 5 op 458 AEM Afica )8 Kenya; 5% Egypt; BE¥% 5 Morocco [ 28,34]

25 1 B XUHE T (biflagellate ) J5 A= A= 9 1 ELAT W 7 2

JiE 3 % (marine basal lineages ) , Ho I 7 1ot 9% 2] i 25 /0 22 15 1 4 Rtk Ak, Hodie S B (R 5 & A7 6 A PEOR fL 7
BB 44 (Oomycetes )i 7 1 22 4 5 5 22 (U AE 09 D 1, W 55 )& ( Pythium spp. ) JE B J& (Phytophthora spp. )
TR . P ORI E Y 1/3 L b 4 34 38 R A (monophyletic groups) ™ 43 A T A € 19 7 R
(downy mildews with colored conidia, DMCC) K £y 500 Ff , W 2% A4 (1) 55 % % (downy mildews with pyriform
haustoria, DMPH) 4 150 ' ; Brassicolous 75 % Ji% ( Brassicolous downy mildews, BDM )4 100 f*

IR BT 4 A K 2T TR R A WOBCRR I 5 B TR AR RL  (E AR A% AR S A ) T [ 2 i RE By

DX J31) B R R L TR A R EERREAE A AN MLRE DL LTS A AR A BRI T O ) S A K 2 4 2RI B SR A
JUT & il (1%6) ™ AR ILAE AR w2 . PR s 2 4 i 2 4%, JCRR ™ o V7 22 B 18 JC 14 B B ™ 26 i 2 7
F (zoospores) .
2.1.2 HEERERMN WA HAT, B 005E P. variabilis =3 Fa B R B i dE P farinosa™ o ¥, H
T2 R AR M BR ], AU TGS SRR RN FE 22 TR 85 A %558 0 P. farinosa {. sp. chenopodii™ . P. farinosa(GE4)
1l %4 N Botrytis farinosa) & M Fries & A WA= Y By MR B2 & (A triplex) R AW FP G —Fp A PR 24 95, 5 ok 7 1 5]
FEEIE (AR K ATAT B AR 27 EHE . Choi % IA R Fries Xf P. farinosa(Fr. : Fr.)Fr. [y £ A #EH , H R
AR R 48 8 LR A T SCHE R AN U8 PR A, oK 5 12 e 1 2 J A ) 1) 46 85 Ja A A o) R 8 1Y D TR DG BB, X 43 A A
I AR B R AL 2 M BT 2 K0 .

P e AR R Gt At 700 24 G 1588 Fe SCEH P. farinosa £ 7%, G H 2 % HTE 3 5% (Spinacia
oleracea) \Ft 3% (Beta vulgaris) MFEAZ 3 Fp H AT 28 0% 55 22 M ZERHE Y0 75 55 0 o I oA b i LA FF & 3R 1 i ) 7 8%
G SRS 4 R 9 9 N Peronospora effusa . Peronospora schachtii M P. wariabilis™ . W T 7 % & %5 &
Peronospora spp. 4 I BAEZE R AR L2 TARZ B N IR IR P, farinosa” © ZAE1E , 1T Z AL T %t
HAGRE S PRAL P — 3B e R YL BE A . P. farinosa 45 FR AR F ™ 55 105 05 1 4% [ X6 76 B 00 AU A

Ja KA 2FHE R E RN BRSNS FRE LSRR Y% Atriplex Wit 40 P. farinosa B9 R 9 A
[, Choi %" Xt A [ 22 J& A ) I W AR A 1 P wariabilis 53 B HEAT T IZ 9 A4 IR 3L FIB S 24 R DNA-ITS )3
B 43 AT & B Y BEFHAE W) 1) 76 B B 093 SR A2 78 = BE I 2 RE 1 o Chot %81 R FH 43 1 4 R X6 36 1k S [l 28 U5 11
HEMERSEY SR MY R ST TIESAE T DNAFI N R G LT 0 LG I
B EFEWRIRE P. farinosa {. sp. Chenopodii Wi M 1E°~ P. variabilis .

2.2 AMFHKE

B W P variabilis J& AR S50 B T B0 B 29X 75 % H (Peronosporales) 7 % £+ (Peronosporaceae) 75 % J&

(Peronospora) . P. variabilis Re W12 Y2 22 J& ( Chenopodium ) FE Y , J&— Fh % 14 1 K 5 372 5 (obligate biotroph) AF 4=

WM Asia H1 [ China; E B India; # [E Republic of Ko- [9,14,21]
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P, HORE SR IR 2 240 SR ) T A R A T B
2.2.1 BB S RRE o I TR 118 25 R AU 2 P i S S T R AR | T RS B T 9B 2 A (sporangiophore) 1 X
R, A PS5 [ 2% (antheridia) F1ECBP 2% (oogonium ) | RN JC 1 25 44 [ 461 4 (sporangia) [J& H L BUREAE . J0H:
JEAT AT (F 748 ) 194 T bb B A TC A S 3 A ) R R e D R R R

Fo T R Y 2 Jm i PR i AR A 2,
L0 B 0 1) 6 4 O SR BE AR . TC €8 1Y 6 AR A
AL AR B S EORS G il BRSO Sy
KL, 3 A 5~T7 9%, 4B AE K /N (350~550) pm X (10~
18) pmo AR ¥ 43 ASC3E H O, 25 =R ZOk K 10~
30 pm, FEEB TE 2~3 pm, i Gl T | BE o MY R . ff 74
B AR AR R I o B TR, VR4 0 = AONE €, S i BB =
NI A S S T U B N R = 2 ) N
(25~32) um X (22~25) pm, K 9 1 1. 18~1. 56, #l
4 TH i (B | BRI B Bl W AR A Sl R A AR R (B
HETE o R TR AR, K 1.0~1.5 pm, 9 1~2 pm ™™
PEAEBE P A BR AR , S EROE |, B (s (0, BEXLZ

E1 BEEHENRTFRSHE"

Fig. 1 Morphological characters of P. variabilis spores”

]

F MR B AR N 22, 91~31. 57 pm (1),

2.2.2 GEGAEME REEE AR AR A A b AR e R
AR BE AR A B B T A= B B B A A T M RV M AR R
R R A T A i R AR B B (diploid stage)
A TE WA %2 (meiosis) A il & (karyogamy ) 1R 4

A 3T 9% 19 #9984 Sporangiophore with sporangia; Aa: I Fll
17 8 K/ # Oospores-sporangia size comparison; B: T4 2141
i B 1 F Oospores on top of dried leaf tissue; H. ] ] Scale bars: 20
pm; C: #E & Fp F oG9 4l F i ¥ /8 & Schematic representation of
oospore localization in quinoa seed; O: Bl 4l ¥ Oospore; pe: Fi
Pericarp; en: RFL Endosperm; p: #MEFL Perisperm.

f B 30 PR R B B

JE M A B - O T DA 7 A W Sl A I R SR L A R R JE N TR AR e A i sh i R R T R L TR
e RAER S TR 0 JC M AR B i T IR R AE I R B B S A BT R AL AT RS 8 B 42 CF R A
), 7 A AR AR (7S, 2n) , K2 1 AR R AL, 7~10 d 5 f B S0 A A 7 3 (et 1, 2n) o £
PR RIE , LB 2 2 SOIR A, A7 B AR R AR U B B A RS S A AR Ay B TR AE
b ORI RN A% o ] 8 B AR RE 22 BT 0 R Rz v O 32 B S R K AR B A AR R R R A L )
AREFEIE.

A A B B0 T e AR AR W b M — TR R A B B AR B AL T R ORE o O R Y AT P A E e O G AR A
(oogamous) , H1 5 15 B 45 #5 Fh IiC 7 % (gametangia) @i & 7= 42 B0 76 1, f1 AH [A] 8 4 (thallus) & & 1 2R B9 % 4 [5]
£t 4 (homothallic) , 5 AN [6) B K I Bk ok 5 52 e 4 (heterothallic) ™™ [l 52 B 4 A0 53 5% i 4 2 09 T % L A A 1k
A5 A R R B R AR R

TR AFAE SR G B, HoA 2 SRR A5 5 TR 22 40 A B A= 1 e R 6% ) M (D9 28 ) I F (gamete) , 5
HAG AT . SR A Y R A T T AR T R B 22 A B, A5 TE MR A e AR . Danielsen'
2001 4 B R IE T 2 A FR R Y v S IO A PG, OOk B R B R B R 4 NIV A5 A () b XY 8 AN TR AR TE B AR B
K T A 4G AT 24 S8 K 0 28 R3S B 0 SC I AL, R AP TESC TS AL PRI P2, B LA S 6 55 08 100 42 e 15, 266 BT
FE R A T BB AE FEE 130 S AR B B o S ¥ R B 10 2 0 T OR R AR AR O R A AR RS L
TE a0 A= i 1
2.2.3 EHEAKEKMF  FEEEERER ERNINE A PR, AR 0~25 CAE K il i B 18~22 °C, i 2 A XT
B =80 06 B e M PR, 78 0 S5 A TR AR T AR BRI A R TR P A i 4 R PR R AL R R AR
PER T AR T HAZA . Kumar 570 58 & BLED B g & X #2 22 M K[ (27+2.01) CIEH R
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[(3342.01) CIA AR B AR BE N (214-2. 1) “C AU B2 =90 90 I, 7 %5 o ' B B 5 4 o Danielsen 45
18 A8 A B R R ™ R AR AR BE Ol 95 % ~100% IR K. DR, — SR B 4 [ K FE>500 mm A L [X 32
ZREME AR e E
2.3 AR A REABEEA SN

B TR 8 A A A R b AR T D T A A RN S 0 R L S R I A B A T R R Y s A 2 A
PRI T 5 [ A L A TR SR FE A R R DA 11 35 4% 22 R R N b B RN S AT R TS B R
GRS

Choi %X K A 36 AN [A) B K B2 2 F5 8605 47 B W 3 T rDNA-ITS P M & R G kA B W IR 0 T
B 2N RN P22 PO ASAS (7] b BRAE , 7 58 0 43 B0 0 TT S JF 8 56 4 — 30, (0 5 K 70 PH 22 4 8 W0 AR LU A P %4 IR R
7] . Danielsen 55 SR HI 43 45 W2 7 U5 LS T ok B PR 22 55722 50 47 L X (2 e 28 22 (1) 7 55 T8 s L 1A 179 Rk PR L /2% S5
g LB PH A2 5 22 58 3 L DX Rh R 0 )80 S AS TR G . Testen 2836 F PCR FNM > 35 43 SRS I 1 33 1) 22 32 Fb 1 #5
R A T AR O TR SRR T I 22 R B R A Y A S (] %) R TR I I N e S AL B X (TTS) AR ALl 2(COX2)
RGBTV, KRB ITS 45 R A M 22 57 0 COX2 /R 78 35 B Rl s 55 U0 22 (8] £ 7F H P 25 5, B o0
W1 5 22 M BEOR PR . Nolen' ' X} 3 3 bR ¥F- 22 28 Ff ( Chenopodium berlandieri var. macrocalycium,BVM) 2 {3}
BVM X C. quinoa 2238 1 B A B 42 %5 104 BEJ@ MY P. variabilis 05y B H T COX2 P R G K
B SR Bon R g AN [ 22 8 A W) 1Y FE R O B Y Z BN AR TR AR 22 5 . 10 H 38 (Helianthus annuus) 55 55
(Plasmopara halstedii)™ \At2 % T (Rubus arcticus) 7 5 W ( Peronospora sparsa)"™ FHH & ( Nicotiana tabacum) 7g
B W (Peronospora tabacina) "™ 43 854 W 18 15 78 S 00 9 308 7% 98 D A1 B 5 0 5 0 1 b 8RR W T8 AT G B o
2.4 HmAo

6 B TR A M A B I LR R N DA SR 7 A R I B ) B T RO B AN [ A /N 508 3
PRI X o 6 5 T8 AR BUW 1 A T T AS [6] 1) 7 1 B (virulence groups) , ¢ T 76 55 i 2% 1 BE 09 BF 58 4108 8 40
Ochoa 5544 5% A JE JK 22 7K 1 & . b AL 8 09 20 MRAE 22 5655 1 20 5 0 o0 S e e 60 N REZZ it I 56531
R AABE I HERT 3B A 7 (resistance factors) , 75 7 #B B R AX 73 #5218 J1 ¥ 2 (virulence group 2) , AL A B
J1#E 4(virulence group 4) , AL EBAFLE T A 4 Fh 7 S BE

K A AN () 22 J 1 0 e 25 R 0% 50 Tk DXL A S AN (DI AN (), 2 22 R 1) 46 B TR S50 PR AR AL . R A ke AR
B (10 A A2 T BRI 28t 20 R B R R TR AR e (R I T 0 ok, T 0 4 R s A7 114 ) 2 T g R A A 7R
B Y BRI . Arago'n SFUBE 5T K B4y B A B “La Molina 897 1Y 7R B I R Y B AR AR YL B 2
(Chenopodium murale) . +3#F% (Chenopodium ambrosioides) 1% 7 * Blanca de Junin’ .
2.5 AR H IR R AR R
2.5.1  FH ] 202 e HHI A OG22 22 30 55 i 19 4= GO PR AL A AT 0 2 R AR AT B = RGEPEAT SRR AT
S R T I T I 4 G 3 DR B v A 1 O A RN R IR B R A A5 R R T bR L R B
B T 22 N FF EAR R GE T S TR 22 5k R AR B Sk 0 e 2R L SO gk A KUY I e A i 4
B 2) o F AR I R AL S, A ROR o 7 A A7 38 (O AR A7) L e PR e A B o 5 T 22 53 AR O s e
HERC -, ) e A B A V2R B, P 35 Rl 7 A IR o 6L 3 AT XU R KT RE AR Ml B RN N S Bl AT
PRB AR, f BRI T B B S RO W K O A A R B L A L R IR IR IR Y. AR
TR 1) 6 28 A B A2 2B K R N AT 5| R 20 A G AT B A PR U BB TR T IR B A L R R TR B BRI A X I
158020 LA b IR BE A 15~20 “Cif , A F T i e AR K R &, M), 32 2000 i 6 1~ A2 g o RN, 76 45 R0 UL D2 1Y
AR T, B 0 A R 2 R R ARG A5 B PR A R R R O R A R ALY U 22 7R A
ML i, 77 A J AR TP IR IR 3R . — MRAS LR, I FrE R E A K Rk —IR .
2.5.2  ZHMIAH LU0 f Gy FERE AR T M S B AR W AL, T PSS A AE T 22 AR T R
BE R AEN AL S0P 2 e ad BRI A T R AR A AR S IR AR T (AR B =809 ) 12 h A AT i &,

S
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: £ ... .“‘ Q
. .'é gs ~ 2 :
“ ( © @ e
2 2 /j : Y, %% # C. album
i Chenopodium albuf ol C. quinoa

TORERE «
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0
»

S ﬁ‘f&{@ﬂ?
exual gamets e LEs ae L 7
s 4 v a: tﬁ% \ Spores on leaf surface Eﬁiﬁfgﬂﬁg%ﬁﬁ,
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o: JELOI 4 ¢
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of the leaf

BRAFEIBE R Ge )
AR
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N

g

1. EHEAEIR Asexual cycle (2n) )
4. kg
Secondary infection

3. HWIMR Y

Primary infection

M2 EEEHERER

Fig.2 Infection cycle of P. variabilis"™

KA ZF A (germ tube) o 24 28 4 Y 2 i i ik A B JE
KI5, 5 I 1B % Ml (appressoria) !, B & 71 & —

A 5 0 £ U2 R S B 3 2 Ha
BB, B B A T 2 T A A T A 2 .
A 2490 1 B (haustoria) W 580 9 5 S (W3
B 5 S R T (L A2 4 J;Q%QT
P M R B SR R e 9 7 5 s =

AR 365, ] IRt S 2 3 A8 ) 1977 0 R 40 0 o D v 2 B9
SERST . MR 22 2 Ik 075 9 ff 52 (abaxial cuticle)
J5 A N AL AT S TR B A A A A B 2 A A A
A TR R A T . AL R A R e R R Y i e

@)

@)
E3 BEHELMAALAMNTE
Fig.3 Infection process of P. variabilis in mesophyll tissue
S: ffl F #& Sporangia; SB: % i Salt bladder; Ha: % #§ Haustoria;
Hy: B %2 Hypha; St: 1L Stomata; Sp: fl#4# Sporangiophore.

[61]

th s R RAE (1 3) .
2.5.3 MrrR% 22 FR TN A — R R AL AT p A A L O A T R AT R R AL L P AR R A
RPN R EE EEAER . M T RE L TR AR R ORI BRI S B BREE L RN
ARG HE I R 22—

T AT 00 0 60 7745 T3 42 R 10 B 2 o (pericarp)#' B~ o i 910 463 A 25 53 38 5 nfr ek B R
Danielsen %38 1 46 1 22 22 Fh 1152 30 2 17 W & B 15 %6 (9 SRk 7 Fh B TP 72 76 FR 85 T (W I A 7. Alssiuty 5538
Tk ' 2 S AU A DN IE S R A T ) O F6L A7 AR TR A 0 AE B (perianth) AR 7 B9 Fh Je A (testa) (IR (embryo)
FAHMEFL (perisperm) AR 2 LU . Testen 54 33 443 222 Fl 7 5 T PCR AN 125 43 530 4z 00 JFG 465 4 5 5L 14 P,
variabilis WIE L , K LS00 33 4 FE 22 5t Bl 94 V6 (4 ol #5417 12 A1, T oy ok G 00 810 488 75 92 BT %) 1 43 il A 31
324



200 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA(2025) Vol. 34,No. 9

2.5.4 FGRY HEHEFRERE-MRSEEEREF LB FERERE D R EEEEEM ., Mot
IR B 6L B R R 22 AR A G T AR R S A Rl A 40 B R B 1) R 2 R RR R A, BIGRBE A It i 4B R RN
T I I 08 3 R B R

FREWEAAE THERERKAFRB BT A4S, Taha" 5% PCR J7 2 %5 A [\ 4 K B Bt (5.10.15.21 d) 22
F I IEAR (radicle) 8 AR & (root) . 71 (cotyledon) 8 M F (leaf) iR (hypocotyl) 525 (stem ) 25 £ 21 & 60 A1 80 d 14
87 PG IR P. variabilis 1 DNA PEAT T ARG, 45 57 B 12 22 2 4 ke b 78 7 /it B (10/12583 % ) AR
Hh/ZEALU(5/12;41. 6% ) B A4 60 1 80 d B2 22 11 4k o= rh A I B 3% 9 JRL b, IRAR /AR R (1/12;0.8%) P & i/t i1 /b,
H -t B PHE , L A FE 2O R B o Assiuty & EAE R 7~15 d ZEE A F bk 4L, 4K 45.80.120d
F It R FAE B B AR K 120 d AR Y S RE 2H 4 R BT R R A A B A6 i ELAE AR K 80 d R B FE it R e K 1 44 i )
B BB TR R B 22 . Kitz ® 3T ITS 519 % F PCR 7 278 76 B0 AR Y 9 28 22 i i ZE R AR 41 21 rp i 14
i1 688 bp 4547 , 7843 UL W] 6 25 W A7 7E T i 4 41

32 AR AR K 0T 1R 74 1 2 21, e R A O 9 T (PR BRCIR 25) 10 7 b B A Bl AR 12 Y 76 3 rp ol 2 R B
YEH o FEREAL 3 56D (tepals) ™™ A7 78 K BRA 1 IR B 25 5 JF 24 B 0Rh 1, A6 9k 7% J5 B0 46 1 B 3L
A I IR ORIR A R AR SR B B AR P BE R 4 i AR, RV R AR . Il TR IR R 18
FIUEL
3 ZEAMBHER

oA VA A M A R O WA B, LA RO G IR A B R M A R b T LR ) A S R ) B TR Y
PR BB T RAE . DRI, BE SRR A 4 B 36 0 R T A R e 1 25 B 4 SRS
3.1 it At m e P

L AL Z e Ve B 2R X R R 1 PUPE 25 S K AP TE VR AR I UM B R 3 O S E T R BT
SRR R R LA 28 T Be sl AR o F AR W HOR B8 F UM SR O LR Bt R B R A B 2 U LR A R
RLRHE T o — BT 5, B 3% DN 22 5 40 L DX B v R R R A SR I R I A A SRR A R R b B e
P, 100 R 7 T A4l DX, o A A TR A A e e o R AR D T R I e A 2 A 0T v M 14 B S B o R
WA, IO 44 A 5t o 5 B R AT 24 5, B T IS A b 1 B R
3.2 R EHE

Al By ¥ 45 it FL A 28 T ST A8 ARG PR 58 A G 14 R i, FG 32 S e 4 R AR PR O ) 0 TR RO B R A
B RS Ty L3 Y B L B 1k K 5 AR A e ROk G () B AR R AR AT 68 Y F R A T A RO AR
W T S it 65 4 R (humic acids) A= $ 0 AT 0% A 90 1 A AL B2 (RP IR 6 & 4 DRI 238 & &) R WA R R A 0 77
4 BB O R R 5 W BT i iR R R Y ) B R OO T o it AT O R e A A, D DR R it A
BT IA R AERRE VIR T E SR AR B, MR T AR T AR KB B A A ) 5 e T ik A= 2 1 B
(] 40 e A it R e TR A e S A R v R A R R AR 1R D A A R R R BRI it R
HE T A Ok e R AR Bt T RD R B o R B R AR b T A O e R R IR B R A O
2% U BHL 110 T 00 R T BUTR T 2 b S SR S R A AT O o H T AR R R B LR AR B B A
T UEATALRE DR, DTG DX % ool (. 5 o T, 0F B X 3R S R AT T R L DR E R YL IR . AN R R
2 U 42 G 11 6 B i
3.3 B bHk

Py B it A S — R B T R T RSk A B R ik AR ST & B A S RE A DR FR R 0 k. TR
B A% 5 A 27 ALY et — M 00, ok v s IS Y R R T RE 45 S PO R EORE T . Ding 88 OY R B
() #4 it (heat shock) 4b ¥ = 1 8 IR (Cucumis sativus) %) Hi 58 B 1% 56 % % 7™ 8 B2 50% DL b, & W1 B % .
Bernardo %" Il 25 5 2k LA 150 F1 250 Gy 71 & X 22 42 i #f © Amarilla de Marangani’ #8178 5, % H M3 R 17
FEREGPUVE DR, B 20 06 1 44 AN BUR AL RR R 16, 7%6~30. 0% o BEAh, R T 00 D 4R B Y R e B2 2 O AR

i3

3
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KB D i B 1 W
3.4 A iEHHk

A= Wy B 1A I R T AR R IS AR T B SR, PR SR TE TS e L RT HR AL A AR AT R B2 WG AR, G TR
WA YR B R . BT, BF ST RS2 A W R TR R R R TR (Trichoderma spp. ) 4 B A B 28 FLAT 16
(Bacillus subtilis) , WV AT 15 82 22 Fh B b 90 J5 0 5 4 AR SRR AR R 0 R B el 7 LR T SR BB VA OR -
WF 9% /s A5 B A 25 AR 8 4 (Vitis vinifera) 7 5% 3% (Plasmopara viticola) F14: 11 5 (Antirrhinum majus) 75
B9 (Peronospora antirrhini) ™ W B i6 1 E LR o BOIR ZE AT B (Bacillus mycoides) 68 % 180 /0l TS 2
88 (Cercospora) i SEH (9 7™ T BE ™ EE HOIR ZF AT 18 43 25 9 16 By 204 A AE 55 R (Amaranthaceous ) i) %5 32 22
& FYAE . ZFRAFTE (Bacillus) Wi i6 2242 565006 W A58 38 A WLARGE .
3.5 MBS

22 32 FE R B I6 T o3 R o Ak 24 2 TR R R AR G i B IR D ik . B A I (quinone outside inhibiting,
Qol) A% B 71 3 2 41 il £ kL {4 P W () 400 it £ 25 be & & ¥ (cytochrome be complex of mitochondrial respiration) 1fi &
FEVE R, 3 28 2% 1 5770 6 B9 7 PH - 1 ( Basidiomycete ) F1 T4 i ( Ascomycete ) = KA 49 i 7 HL AT 58 4 19 95 28
2R B R A L 5 R 5 (site-specific) |, ¢ 1) B 1] 40 i €2 2% bel [ 25 019 Qo f st (H 28 5 7 A= B 25 M KUK
76 22 (metalaxyl) ™) 2 42 76 83 955 A BEUF (0 B 28, A LA A% B Bt L 55 22 R St , AN 1 55 2 1 iAs , B
WA 5 5 B0 S e AR BT

R (1 FH A 27 2% TR AN A0 G BRI T L X it T o e % s ), B AR B2 1 D R T B MR AR B Y
9o D TR PP R A TR, 7 A A BT 2 M KU R TR R T B A AR B R s 2R R R
S0 8 TR R R B R SE AR B e A B A M o T S A R R R SR 1 40 BT R BEL 1k e 2 P e e A R
Dekker " A 4 A5 8 4 5532 5 o th 1/ I A AEE 28 1T AS il 5 4 B I

4 PBERE

BE A S T AR 5 | 2 A0 e JR A SR 1) T R AR S SRR, e TR R 0 SR AL S B4 0 i A2 B AT Y
W O o B8 A AR A Bl M 45 4 e B IO TG £ A5 A AN R B SO B e T R T B B
T 5 SR AR 3 0, 2 22 i T AR BN e oK, S BOHN =2 5 fa 7 H 45 L R A RN R R —
PR 1 R e A A BR VG E FLBIG o RO T 7 EE BEAS A A ) A B i R o B [ 5] R AR A ]
JLBETEN G B A L, 3 B R AR T E e, U B A T T R SRR O R . i T
S TR VAR T IR AL ST L 200 T T B4 G 1 R LA IR A 3 A BR R TR S HAE BT, AR
SR T R PR

AL S 05 7 R A P T A R 9 b SR R A TR S ROk — Bt I, 22 A R AE ST
SR AR A GE U R E IR ST o B2 AR R I T ST A7 AR LU 58 H IR 1) 76 R AL 46 T 2
W 2 5 6 3 AL 0 B A6 T B A5 5 A AR W S R R 0 2 B 5 2) FR N B TRAT R o AR AL S AR R AR b
VISR AN 5 3) B RiFE I 7> T LE W) F K R G B M AR TRABTIT , A8 2 D KF 10 2 B/ 5 4 ) 36 9 ol ) 0t A%
LR AT R 5 5) B A AR R 43 WA 5 TR AR 06 FR B AT T RIS 5 6) AN (] 52 I AL S B e O 8 4
B, DU 2 S B0™ A A [ A2 e B A BE DR o DRIk, A I — B 30, I8 i LA 6 B 0 2 [ A o
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