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Research progress on infection characteristics and molecular mechanisms of

interaction between forest trees and rust fungi

SHAO Chenxi' LIANG Yingmei” CHEN Wenxian'
(1. Guangzhou Customs Technology Center, Guangzhou 510623, China; 2. Museum of Beijing Forestry University,
Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China )

Abstract: The rust disease on forest trees is distributed around the world and poses a significant threat to the health of woody
plants. As biotrophic parasitic fungi, rust fungi exhibit distinct differences in their infection processes on woody plants compared to
other phytopathogenic fungi. It is a hot topic in the field of plant pathology to elucidate the histopathological processes during the
infection of rust on woody host plants, as well as the molecular mechanisms underlying the interaction between rust and their hosts
at different developmental stages. The widespread application of high-throughput sequencing technology has greatly facilitated the
acquisition and in-depth analysis of complex genomic data of rust fungi and their forest host species. Especially, genomic structural
analyses of Melampsora larici-populina, Hemileia vastatrix, and Austropuccinia psidii have highlighted the significant role of
transposon amplification in host selection and environmental adaptation of rust fungi. Furthermore, the integration of transcriptome
based on complete life cycle stages of rust fungi provides valuable insights into the molecular regulation mechanisms of their
complex life cycles and biological characteristics. It is one of the key pathways for investigating the molecular interaction
mechanisms by characterizing the numerous functions of effector proteins in rust fungi, and significant challenges have arisen in
verifying the functions of rust effector proteins dependent on the model plant system. Nonetheless, the molecular interaction
mechanisms between rust and host trees with varying resistance levels have achieved good results. Through the association analysis
of high-quality genome of rust fungi and forest trees, the improvement of effector protein function verification system and the
functional exploration of microbiome in the forest trees-rust fungi interactions, it is expected to promote the research of molecular
interaction mechanisms between rust fungi and forest trees into a new stage.
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%% 1 H Pucciniales 4 tH #¢ [ #5 K 09 48 4 9% 5t 1A
HEMR (Kirk et al., 2008), 47 2 Ff B A7 #2228 55 0 (H B9
PAE Wy FRA Y A K3 L, A /N2 Triticum aes-
tivum L.(Zhao et al., 2016) . K 5. Glycine max (L.) Metr.
(Goellner et al., 2010) . MIME Coffea arabica L.( Talhinhas
etal., 2017) . ¥A Pinus spp.( Tomback and Achuff, 2010) .
¥ Populus przewalskii Maxim. ( Steenackers et al., 1996)
Fo BT, MANEEE Puccinia 51 0 /N2 R AE &
BRI PN B AF 2 B 28 % 40K T Gk 40 12~50 1235 5T
(Figueroa et al., 2018) . V& M- #i -4 Mt 55 & ( Melampsora
larici-populina Kleb.) 7| & [ A7 4 i 45 955 5% L F T AL 4%
AR K 5 DX, 3 R A% RN TR AR ) 5 0 i T 3K 66%
(Stochlova et al., 2016), 5| 2 i ¥ 3 14 95 L 5 7™ &
RIS il & X R AR [ B 37 (Steenackers J et al., 1996) . 4=
BRYE A AR 95 I L TR Bk 6 B 85 93 TR [Austropuccinia psidii
(G. Winter) Beenken] 73 3 [l )71z, 51 & Bk 4 i F}
Myrtaceae 18 4 ik 72 M K FE )2 Wi AT, HEjdw 2
1E 26 B B g 3K (Stewart et al., 2017) . F E (JF &) = Fi
BBLEE, 2011) . 7 7 22 (Carnegie and Pegg, 2018) 45 [
G R DX B, E AE TR A O M F AR B
(Soewarto et al., 2019) . 5§ AiJ , Ak A 85 Ji5 1 By 2 JE %

B AR ATE L L HERERFENEY
SRR, 245 5 TR B0 HIL TR AIE 5T R B R B B TE R AR
K [K ¥ ( Talhinhas et al., 2017; Duplessis et al., 2021; Chi-
cowski et al., 2023) o 5 A A4 85 5 A L, MR 85 TR B
S ML A B 5 N S . A 20 e rp i = 4 K
5% T A 4 b 28 MOR 55 T8 0 B8 T 2 /) . AR R R
%< (Mims et al., 1976; Hoch, 1987; J& it &, 1992; #& i
Il 55, 19945 B 555, 1988; HI 52 W] %, 2002a; Park et al.,
2023) . B 5 A BAE R 42100 B A 0 B K 4N 2
J R % 7 1 ( Silva et al., 2002; H 5 B 45, 2001, 2002b;
TFHE, 2016), 3% S IF e 55 TR BOUW 43 1 BL I BIF Y 28
GE T BRI AE R, Il DR R 1Y PR
JRAR HE T MROR -85 T 0 L A 5 e skl S E Y, T —
GERREE B8R 7T S AROKR AF 32 TAE 0 4 L,
Sy AT 5 TR L P T A A A B A 0 2 R R B e s
B TE B I i R K 8 IR B 2 0y B 4 AR
(Lorrain et al., 2018a; Duplessis et al., 2021) .

H T, © 34 7% - ba -4 85 T . Bk 2R 45 1
XK BE L HE S5 Cronartium ribicola (J.C. Fischer ex Rab-
enh.). W ME ¥ 7 5 B Hemileia vastatrix Berk.et Br., Ll
M 45 W Gymnosporangium yamadae Miyabe 55 25 > &
SR G A A s PR 2 RN A ik 4 R, A v I A5 3

TR BRI o B I B 5 BUR AR
G QIR g B B = e 1 7S = 7SR e 3 L R e M £
5 NP ] 5 (Xu et al., 20195 Rahman et al., 2021) .
i b A4 BT B S [R) B 8 e 3 B 00 PROR B4
e SR AL SR ROHE, O A8 s A 0 e I AL B A2 B
PP PR B0 Bt . A OB TS BT AROR B TR S A
F 0 BAE G 5 HLE 5T R R, X ARk AROK 5 85 T
YEVLHI RS BY J5 0] S N2 AT T B2, DL pRoR
B sk (B AR AL IR 4R T

1 MRS T 78 JCPE BE 78 MR 1R A 5 B BE A 4=

JERFAIE

11 MAFEERMNEFELFGE

KA B BA FH ARG BI AT L, @
W AR 2 FOR R AR AR b7 A 5 FiAS [ 25 R £
T, BP0 BT (D) B, 4
7 () #$HE 7 (IV) ( Cummins and Hiratsuka, 2003 ),
myg A - I . S EAE RS R A . B AR
WRMEEATEMFI B, Wil MRS . T
55 B Gymnosporangium asiaticum Miyabe ex Yamada
4 (Kern, 1973; Cummins and Hiratsuka, 2003; Tao et al.,
2020b) o H A AE PR AR s A A TR s D B AT ()
AR AT CID BB, £ 2 DV 7 B Be (0), Wi
VAR 55 Coleosporium pini-pumilae Azb. (7 27~ Fl i
Jo, 1992) 55 o SR, Bk 4 1R 85 i B R I M S 16 55 T
25 T 0 PROR 5 1A A= T Bl i oK B 5 (McTaggart
etal., 2018; Koutouleas et al., 2019) , H:FEA H: B 27 1
154 5 WY

DA A BR AL AR I sl 04 3 i F -4 M55 T (&1 1a) 0
il I A6 R0 A 3 S 0 R 0 (8] 10) S, AT LA X
K WAEATE L LAY = REA R X, )48
T By Bt ATbE 5 A T B B A 2 28 A Y ok B R A I
B o Y& AL - A M T Y A& F T Y B A TR AR,
4% B (Lorrain et al., 2018a), ¥, S TR Bt % 4 T
BTFHY), & HF Larix gmelinii (Rupr.) Kuzen.; 1M i
B TR A 161 B Be AF 2R TR A9, GAaRHE Y Cup-
ressaceae, 1 . 518 B Be A A= TR AW, A gk Rt
TH 4 Rosaceae(Kern, 1911, 1973; Tao et al., 2020b; Zhao
etal.,, 2020) o #RT, H ATATSAS W1 3 A 248 45 18 A 2 2
PEFE Ty TR 22 AR LR AL . D) AT R A
TCHR PR RE W E AL E A7 ok B R B
HE % 380 2ok 1 200 0 i 2 A 55 TR 114 35t A% 22 R P N P R
5 4% 4 5T #ik ( Duplessis et al., 2021; Sperschneider et al.,
2023), i K 2 F 0 85 e iy A 1% L b b A, A
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Fig. 1 Schematic of heteroecious macrocyclic and demicyclic life cycle of rust fungi on woody plant
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Notes: A. Schematic of heteroecious macrocyclic life cycle of rust fungi on woody plant; B. Demicyclic life cycle of rust fungi on woody plant. Black arrows

represent host switching; dotted rings represent reinfection process; n, haploid; n+n, dicaryon; 2n, diploid.

I AT LA 00 Sk R 2K 45 T A W) b A AR v i 35t 4% 78
ﬁmﬁ%ﬂﬁfﬁﬁ(ﬁgueroa etal., 2020) . 3) X} Vi % 43
PP FEATR o T AR M TR A A T8 b R AR
B, 7= A= 8 F 5 i3 47 98 0 43 24 (Hacquard et al., 2012;
Yu et al., 2022) ; JIi& 85 B 75 & 17 H 2% BE A0 K o3 2
[ i %% #E (Tao et al., 2019) o 3 Fh 22 57 7] (82 1 45 14
TEAN[6) 25 EAE ) 28 A b 7= A 0 P BIL ) 3 1 Y
5 — 15 B B A 3 R AT 5C & (Duple-
ssis et al., 2021) .
12 HARFEEBANNG REF E K KRR

%%%@%A@ﬁ%ﬂfﬁﬂ@ﬁfiﬂﬁz Fi(E2) .
— B E AW A AR TR N S G R ALIR A
(Shain, 1987; [ & B 4§, 2002a, 2002b; Talhinhas et al.,
2017) AR5 55 T Y B A 1 DL R O R AT

Fy TR B T A A RN A R S A 3R 4
e H #2142 A (Mims and Richardson, 1989; Goellner et al.,
2010) o fHABLF FIFL, L anFn-A5 45 B Cronartium flac-
cidum (Alb. et Schw.) Wint.[¥) 8 1 F iy < fL =2 A P 1
Bt it (Longo etal., 2012) . 2 ¥ 45 14 75 56 %% A= i J5 19
AL X 2 B4R A 3 (Bakkeren and Szabo, 2020) .
FI BT # A  BLEE T 9 7 1 R A D7 U5 e Bk
RUM G, 85w b A 8] 46 5 = A D7 X JE bl i e i&
IO B SCATSAS B AR o

BT AN R 61 R AR B T 7 AR AE 2
{5 89 55 I il W A% A5 A8 2 A T AT R AN, A

BIRAERO B, A7 A2 R 0% B0 40 1 2 S

AT . R TR PRI T, 2R PR
200 i K% B A0 4 A T B R R BE R (T S B 45, 2001,

2002a, 2002b; T J}45, 2016) ; 76 #H 1 T =2 A 2 W,
AF ML AE AR AW BB A8 K 454 T Wl e AR Ak, TR
PR 161 B B & A= Jo BE O3 15, e 2 TR B 9 1R 1 9
KA SR BE (J [, 19925 B0 6 55, 1994; B = 05 55
2024) o 3k d WY 2 3 4 B 0% B 8 S5 17 32 3 85 TR 4R 4
PHAE, WG 7R G 5 TR TR A R AR B B B R O M B By
B A7 AE A [6) 19 20 4= 4 43 F AL il (Duplessis et al.,
2021) o AHOCHE 2 2= W T — 2048 7R T I ME S 1 55
TR A0 1) B0 S L v 08 428 ik 2K A W 3 P iR
TR AH OC i A i e 3k, DL 2R e 0 JLAIL 1 B[] A
$5 1% 1% Aid #2 (Talhinhas et al., 2014) . Rig 2 T
BOHH AL S A PR AR B AR, B TR b g i 2 AR L BROK
&Yl . iz B . &R SE ) 5 Y i D TE E A
W B FRAE R K B Be B R SRR T2 B T
Y3814 & B I8 4 (Duplessis et al., 201 1b; Fernandez et al.,
2012; Liu et al., 2015; Lorrain et al., 2018b; Tao et al.,
2020a) o 3 4h, W AW P HUEA OGN, G0 22 R
15 A0 EE I R R DR R SR TR T L g R T M A OC
HEERNSEES RN EME A LKL, BF
FEIR 2R 3K B 4 1E (Hacquard et al., 2010; Liu et al., 2015);
i B U A= A W G B i I Y R DRSO T
o By B 2 3 98 2 3K (Miranda et al., 2007; Tao et al.,
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2020a) (5] 2), 33X 3% B85 18 78 % PRI AR 8 37 B Be ) 2F
A A R R R TR . H T AN T R 2
TR Y B BE 1 B 90 - 32 B b A5 - ROAIL ) 8 42 5 A
HEA LA B BL i

2 BNLEE RS B S MOR BLAR AR P S RE

R g D T 1 R0 2R ) 32 4 ke Y E ALY
B O BE U] VR R AT R Y R DR SR L BB R
AFERMIEN B F EMHY MRS E W
Yrhe (H B4, 2021) o ILAE R, AROREE B 2500 25 1
PRI 5 T AR R R 000 28 1 0 A A5 8 A T e T
L A ) S U5 2 3k 1R R 1 D) R 50 iE ) RS 5 Ay ik e
Y2 N N S QA el S Y= == S SNl -
(Petre et al., 2015; Hayashibara et al., 2023), Jf & 7~ H
PRS0 A28 & EMYPTSERvEE H rh B A 2
N {E (Maia et al., 2017) .

H i, ©7E 00 HE 58 48 45 7 (Fernandez et al., 2012) |
KA E (Liuetal, 2015) | 3% #A-# M5 6 (Lor-

1} Protease

Ad OOOO0O0O
Hh Glycerol
+ CAZymes

Ab
Ous st”

KA T T

\

rain et al., 2018b) . 1] H i %5 & ( Tao et al., 2019, 2020a)
Bk 45 U8 &5 9% B (Swanepoel et al., 2023) 45 £ > H &
7 N R I AR RIS 3| BN = (7 vk v I o = A (T
T AROR 55 B A B R A i IR R B e
K, PR T v 200 28 109 D) e B 58 T AR i )
H R B30 & 1 e s B R AR (R Do et
i -1 455 TR 800 2 R D BE AR Y TR T SR AL R,
TR IF Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) Heynh. A1 A [C Al Nic-
otiana benthamiana Domin %5 1% =X A ) 53 Ui 3% 15 7K &R
[ B7 s B 2 A el VA R ) IR 7N o= S N S 7 2
X2 A i 58 A N B, TR] B 36 E T 5 AR N B A
AR Y H T30 e 55 B 180 19 #H 5€ 1) BB ( Hacquard et al.,
2013; Germain et al., 2018; Lorrain et al., 2019) , X 24}
G435 SR AR B T A - M TR 0 A% AR D e R A
Z R, BB S BE A A FR R 9T o Bl X &K
I 2 [ ) BE B AR B N TR A, R T S U5 R 3R &R G i
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Fig. 2 Schematic representation of the infection processes of heteroecious forest rust fungi during the aseual reproduction

and the sexual reproduction stages
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Notes: Ad, adaxial surface; Ab, abaxial surface; ae, aecium; bs, basidiospore; h, haustoria; py, pycnium; st, stoma; sv, stoma substomatal vesicle; u, uredinium;

us, urediniospore. Gray cells indicate the dead host cells; blue circle indicates heteroecious demicyclic rust fungi; red circle indicates heteroecious macrocyclic rust

fungi; the green font indicates the host plant genes; the orange font indicates the genes expressed by the rust in the clonal propagation stage; the blue font indicates

the genes expressed by the rust in the sexual reproduction stage.
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Tab.1 The identified effectors of rust fungi on woody plant
IV 4 AT
5 0 7 BB 1 AIRIE 2 T W7 RO 5% ik
Rust species Effector L Biological function Target/R gene Reference
localization
KRS Cri-9 402 - IR 45 0 Tl S 38 Bl A R - Maetal., 2019
Cronartium ribicola
Wi P B 16 47 1 HVEC-016 - 5 HE U R T A X A Syl Maia et al., 2017
Hemileia vastatrix 124 By Ptk
78 I - B TR Mip124478 Bf~ i A Y g B i A Petre et al., 2015;
Melampsora larici- Germain et al., 2018
populina MIp124017 21 i A% 0 40 e - TOPLESS-#i < # (4  Petreetal, 2015
Mip124111 - 2% R 1 40 i 3 IR - FENNIK F I AL Petre etal., 2015;
WA de Guillen et al., 2019
MIp37347 2 i % 5T 0 M [ 12 P4 ¥ B b 7+ F R iR T Petre et al., 2015;
ug’a Germain et al., 2018;
Rahman et al., 2021
MIp124202 N J5 1) i ] g5 #0055 38 A G ] A2 5 Ml 25 A Gaouar et al., 2016;
HA de Guillen et al., 2019
Mip124357 R I A & 151 A W % e T AR M R HE A M+ Madinaetal, 2020
F -1
Mip124266 A iy A% 240 5 - - de Guillen et al., 2019
1y FH i 45 GyHGSRE1 I A RN LB 35 A E A AN R AT T, R A - e A A, 2024
Gymnosporangium 922 )5 A0 B2 1o
yamadae
Bk 4 R 5 5 Ap28303 401 i A% AT fi6 A 0 7 3 AN A 40 R - Hayashibara et al., 2023

Austropuccinia psidii

e DAY D) fE

TR O 36 A ) 2 3k 2 0 R R A R U DL O X
RN B AR5 TR 5 A LR T By LSS D) e (Ma et al.,
2019) o R, 76 MIHESE AL EE B BF o b, B T &
12 2R AT B o Mk 2005 AR F Pseudomonas syringae pv.
garcae 1) =1 Z2 5044 W Ml B 7645 TR 1% 3% 0 2 1 HVEC-
016 1% 36 22 W MEE R v, A5 200 Hh 6 2 280 2 11 1A
HvEC-016 5 Wi MEFT 1 36 R SH-1 (1) — X — HAE % &
(Maia et al., 2017) o 33X —HF 53 AL SR AN A A i HE 14 3¢ 465
i T R B MR, A AROK 5 TR AL AR D) g
PRI T B . IeAh, R B Y 51 R 4
PRI R T BE B A B B s R 25 R, AT g
% % 4% ML 89 31 BE (de Guillen et al., 2019) . 1, i
FH Az Ak 5 K 14 Dk 36 A 45 T A8 2R 1 I RE (B A
. BAACEE, RO AUV & A D) ae 5T R
o TR 9 A 32 AR W G R B B T REAH OGN AR, B2 4
PR R ARAC 2 0 7 R Wl AR i A At Dy T A
I e B e 5% o [6] B, MR 85 B B 1R g e O 5 1A
RABAGE 56, BRI T 85 B 5 MOR B4R 21 ALY
AR

3 MR I B T 0 M 20 5 2

AR K 55 TR 9 ik DX 2 2 T 5 T A v A A s T
PR 2 fR R B R AR RO R A TR A Y, 20205

Duplessis et al., 2021) . Fifi & Il )37 £ A B AR Wi & &2, [
WAMIE R 22 O 2 A ZE MR -85 I8 T AE R gt
Ji& T R DR K B s 2H A Bl b o DU AT A =
AR 5 4 AR RICT 224 RO 55 TR e JoT o 199 55 R 4 850
I, e TR A R DR 2 s T K E T A
I R A5 BRI 2 2H 2% DA Scaffold £2 T 21 4 4 (K
V-, RE 8% BT IORG M Hb A B B TR A2 A 0 R TR 2H 25 A o
Tk 2 i R A AE R A Y st A% 1R, 4808 B 2 AP
9 A IR R T AROKR 5 45 TR AR 1 7 S 4 B0 42 18 5
WA 5 SO PR G R BRI, DL R R AROR B 2 R
e 5 1) 2 s e i BIL ] o 3K A 5T R A i BT AROK -85
DA 2 10 4 F HAE M 2% B85 T IR S BE A

B 2024 4, ARAEE B P AR & iR - M T
WA P 5 16 55 T RN Bk < 2R 5 e TR N T A R T R DY A B
(R 2) . S X 3 FhROR S A B 4 R/ L GC
e N R ) s PR B AR T A AE 25 S, {H R PR 2
S5 RE R AL, Bl 1 S R AN ST BB T R
() 3 DR AL, 77 7E K 4 A 49 1 2 11 (9 2 ] ( Duplessis
et al., 2011a; Tobias et al., 2021; Angel et al., 2023) , Ml
M i 761 55 TR RB 4 20 5 o TR 2 U e i 3 B S i
K 2H %048 22 % (Cristancho et al., 2014; Tobias et al., 2021;
Angel et al., 2023), 3= B2 W 5 7 A 1R R A RE B T
H AR [A 3 1% 1 (Tan et al., 2014) . ) H Hi-C % A 35
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Tab.2 The published genomic data of rust fungi on woody plant
e # e T ;

e e ) A 4 o 3 Wb M~ .
o g DTROR o REE - e T 1 S S S
Rust species Strain d . e 'p Proportion of Content of GC The predicted . Reference

technique Genome size L. proteins
repetitive elements genes
& U -4 A 45 T 98AG31 Sanger 101.10 45.00 41.00 16399 1184 Duplessis et al.,
Melampsora larici- 2011a
populina
I e 5 96 5 T HvHybrid 454, Illumina 333.00 74.00 33.00 14 445 483 Cristancho et al.,
Hemileia vastatrix 2014
Hv33 PacBio SMART.  547.00 82.00 33.60 13364 615 Porto et al., 2019
lumina
Race | PacBio HiFi 747.98 - 33.78 12870 - Angel et al., 2023
Bk B W 5 0 115012-Mr Ilumina  103.00~145.00 27.00 - 19000 - Tan ctal., 2014
Austropuccinia psidii Au3  PacBio SMART  1018.08 89.00 33.80 18875 - Tobias et al., 2021

15T Bk 4 0 555 5 T e £ AR 2 26 KT 1Y 4 L R A ke
T B [ A o G AR 1 R I 89.00%, I i Y
Al M nE ) A TRV EZ TR, M2 55
CpG iz s 1) #E 35 A1 E % A% 19 &L GC & 1 (33.80%)
WG A, 35t A% 38 A R B O 1 < R S SO R A b g R
R A Y R R, 3 ) e AR R R Y R A
YK HL AT R S PR A N A TE Ve T ORA N TE
K % (Tobias et al., 2021) o 5 H At A8 ) 955 J5L L TR A LE
T PR I A T AR R TR A A e D B AR, d2 A
SRR AR 1Y R B is B B D R T R LA SR
HURE 58 27 3R IR 0038 37 B3, ABLAE A [R) 45 1A b AR
IR %) 38 23 1 00 3 AS A0 [A] ( Spanu, 2012; Duplessis et al.,
2014; fEE &, 2016) o LN, 767 AL -4 B 455 B A
MV JRR M 45 B Melampsora lini (Ehrenb.) Lév.H 77 75 8
S8 B () B IR 5 48 38 3% 42 ( Duplessis et al., 2011a), {H %
B0 TP B8 48 (Nemri et al., 2014) , X 7E— & F2 &
FRBET SRS T EMY N EAERRE . B
SR, BT 2 1Y WM S 6 8% TR RN Bk 4 AR 5 v T R I
21 WF 5% I R X AC it 1% 42 B IT 49 #r ( Tobias et al., 2021;
Angel et al., 2023) . 4 )5, 38 & H 853 7 A [R) 45 T4 19
BREAAER, SOFRR AR E R ST EEY LT
HAE PRSI HEL R

£ R Populus trichocarpa Torr. & Gray., H ¥¢ Eu-
caly-ptus grandis W. Hill ex Maiden, ¥} 55 £ Ff 85 2L AR
R DR A 540 7 AR B, A K b A R TR MROR -85 TR
YE 43 F & 48 B9 1N iR (Tuskan et al., 2006; Kovach et al.,
2010; Myburg et al., 2014; Stevens et al., 2016) ., i i,
55 H At AR Py 0% & DKL ZH A FE , 4% 1% 5 P52 NBS (nucleo-
tide-binding-site) - LRR ( leucine-richrepeat) $ 1 % [H 52 %
I PR A DGR A5 R A B 1S s W 32 4 TR
J5 5 5 A 2 A 5 FE R 1 345 A T EIR (Duplessis et al.,

2009) , PR-1 & X AT g /2 4 W IR Be 85 11 2F 4 i G B A
P (Wei et al., 2020) o X AN ] 5 DX 2 4 A 52 Bk <6 U9 4%
995 TR A2 % I 1 5 DR 3 3k 0 B 58 11 T K A TR A A I
TE H I & 5 &R % 7k (PK-LRR, protein kinase leucine-
rich receptors) %5 AH 5 ) J& [ 5 27 = 4095 14 ( Santos et al.,
2020), DA B AR AH OC L IR 5 25 3 B PR AR G 1Y
% 3K 1 (Swanepoel et al., 2023) . 3 i 2 il #3 # 1)
fe i FE st A I, S TR N B AR OR IR B0 4 TR AR G Y
Z S B AL BT AR B 4 TV ] (Tsik et al., 2012; Liu
et al., 2019; Lauer and Isik, 2021)

B SR E AR SR T8
T AE A [ SO 1= e B B Hh 56 R 36 38 A ik A Rl A
FETE2E 5 o TR B ARG 68 71 1Y B 46+ A8 i+
2 i 55 A ) A R RE A i (B K AL B e L 2R SR )
AH OG0 i IR W 35 LR 2GR, A B T O TR R okE AF A
Py 9 B3 10 ( Duplessis et al., 2011b) 5 75 & 9 478 1,
55T A N RN BT 395 B R G Y SR L, A0 g B A 4 05 A
HE /28 AT S R A AR RN KL G AR Y B T A e R
ik, R B T A AE IR A A 3R 3 0 AL ] (Hac-
quard et al., 2012; Tao et al., 2019); T . & FH
By R PR e 3k 8 2 H Al £ - B B R BOM [, AN AR
TOON A5 2 9 43 WA B 1 8GR B AR AR 22 5% (Liv et al., 20155
Lorrain et al., 2018b; Tao et al., 2020a) . H i, Ak A &
PR A L P TS 5 RIS 45 T S ST T IR R
TR 2 I ARAT T WA Y e SR A1 B HE (X 85 4%, 20195 5
45, 2022) o HEHRHE S 29T B, 1L RS 4 TR
ARV U S 55 1 %) W82 s v U B 1 A ) 2 e R AR R DR SF
{82 Pl 45 T AE W i B B B 2 B K oF F B R )
Jfr= AT B AR o b, W v AR B 1
RN FE U A] RE S R A5 A EAE ) A B RE A G (IR
85, 2022) o RN TR B G 0 W R 7R KGR AR
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K25, (BH 545 BT 2407 T & 5 B B 75
AT Y 1Y 1k £ %5 U1 A 5 (Duplessis et al., 2021) . {H75
TR, FE T X -4 B TR e o A A TR I Y
Bl SR 2 2 BUHE Ay B, BB T S T v e A A AR
AR B DR R T R 45 5 TR DRI R S 2 i
Wi R VR, X O BB R B S A T s e e
43 F VA AL H B2 45 T8 K (Louet et al., 2022) . 4>
Ji B 2 7 T N B TR 5 3 A i ] 30 ) e SR 4 A B
it 2 R R KR M R IAE B, DU TS TR 2
e T S A e R

4 MARBUE R T HLH

AN TR 45 B 5 MOK 75 3 BLHE 00 B b o ML AR A
TN MR HAERRER . T ENIMER
B B AR X I R - S TR A BN KA B B
PE b A IR, A A R BT TR ML AE R R R
IR R L PO PR A G IR R AR R ) A 2 AN R T
THNEW ., REMIIFR (F3) . MITARPERAL
st ) B A 32 5 DRAR e S S A AR S A G R T
1 22 3k A A L AR A AR R RN BT M R R e 4 R
J& K% B, ¥ % %% 5% [ 7 (Chen et al., 2019; Chen et al.,
2021) Fl MicroRNAs( Li et al., 2016) £ Wil ¥ 45 i 1= 4%
BV G 928 Bl 8 AH O B X s sl 2k, B AR i K i I
(Wei et al., 2020) . # i 251k & ¥ (Ullah et al., 2019) Al

3

I E ALY (R AH S5, 2010) R B, KT T B W ikt
B R B RN R (R B e B o 3 BB B X e
[EsN R viE e S I L0 NS T o 1108 i 8 S ) | B S S ES N

(Young, 1996; Dowkiw and Bastien, 2004) , KT, it
AT 5 1 A 1 B 3 X #E77 RMIp7 Bt 35 I Y 56

# Populus x interamericana ‘ Beaupré’ i P fid 3 35 1,
KIMAE AR EPivE R By s Rk £ 1 2T, T -
W W65 B AvrMip7 55 3k TR 2 A RS B R TR 8 78

AL R SE A B R, T BOE TR R ) 4 N B R T

% £ 1Y 5¢ 42 PR 1k (Persoons et al., 2022; Louet et al.,
2023) o fHIX IR T EvE AL - M G R R
RN I 7l N NN S R NV 1 | D (O 3

PEAR K Az 8 Ak o BRL Ot A 0 A S B A= 7 b T E ok

B e VR AH LT B P M A IR X AR AT R S A 7 Y

% W & /)N (Djidjou-Demasse et al., 2017; Maupetit et al.,
2021)

H A E 2 WA A Pinus lambertiana Douglas., P 3K H
¥\ Pinus monticola Douglas ex D.Don., P [A# Pinus stro-
biformis Engelm.Fl ZZ F # Pinus flexilis E.James H 43 %]
Y E M A PSS AR RS TR A N R AR G 0 B
J#& Cr1(Kinlochetal., 1970) . Cr2(Kinlochetal., 1999)
Cr3(Kinloch and Dupper, 2002) #1 Cr4(Schoettle et al.,
2014) ; 7€ K AEHS Pinus taeda L.rp %5 58 it 5L N Fri,
AE % 41K BU R TE 98 5 9% B8 Cronartium quercuum (Berk.)
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Tab.3 The main results of the interaction mechanisms in the interaction of Melampsora larici-populina and

poplar with different resistance

IEEES T EWF 5T 45 R 2 7% Rk
Research content Main result Reference
L LK IE MicroRNAsH i 85 B 2 44, Ho A 5 19 B 045 5 30 B 56 B 4% 5t U5 9 4% A £€ PAMPSHI PTIFY Bt & #% /F F,  Chen and Cao, 2015;
Regulation of gene Bl J&7 # K & Lietal., 2016

expression

itk 2 A

Resistant gene

R Wy
Metabolite

TRHB T3 B 3 PR 2 00 5 T AR e B IR 5 2 SRR R R AR K 3R R DG R AT TR 2Rk, A TR R
138 6 AH G Bk I 3R 3k

TEANT Z W, 5Kk 8. & . NBS-LRRs. EDSI. NDRI, WRKYsH PRs% AH & £ [F 2 35 2 0  ; £
M Z M b, AR T 5 AR P M M B T AR 56 19 3 B, W0 Kunitz-type trypsin inhibitor

PAtNDR 13 [H 3 15 K L7P0pulus deltoides x P. trichocarpai(ifE4%§PﬁE/‘J@%‘V#IE*E%, WET HMWIE
AR S R

B aF £ 34 PReFE B (JLILPR-1) 1 35 5 R 35

AviMIp7H1 5 5 A~ Z L R 1) A ) S0 8 R DR e ¢ 4 e 2 AR 5 106 A 3 4 il 012 BIK 8l 5 T L T B
14 RMIp 735 TR A S 1) 42 932

FE 0 VE RS - MR T, A B IR i b g SR TR o L TR R LR R TP 3 S BRI L R T B
2T 4 3% 1t A0 B4 450 B B I kT R R

PO A G B8 A T2 S BT RS T A R R G S YRR i B (PAL) I R TR A

B A AL W B AL (SOD) |
F PO M IR A 5E
RISP( rust-induced secreted protein) i 3 41 il 5 61 F A= 1 | A1 2 4% W o0 R 40 A Bk £k 5 oy 16480 455 18 42 e 5
JLZR R AL T 3 2 4% W HE 85 0 4= e 09 Bk Tl

I AL W i (POD) {7 1 5 4% A iy B b 4 2 Bk ¢, LT B g I A S

IR A W 3 0 I 75 S LA 2R N EUAE T 3R A0 BUR B R T XT 5 T AR R AR 5 B 9 R £ 3 e 5 o 4 7 A 5

R TR X 5 TR 52 2 0 R K¢
PAL. PPO. JL T J5 il Fil B-N- . T 20 B ) 48 Wik g 75 0k 5 Tk 52 1A O 4

Chen et al., 2019

Chen et al., 2021

P, 2018

B

Wei et al., 2020
Louet et al., 2023

FH 5L BH 45 2008

W #H ## 55, 2010

Petre et al., 2016
Ullah et al., 2017

Ullah et al., 2019,
2022

XI5 T 45, 2020
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Miy.ex Shirai f.sp. fusiforme 1% 4% ( Wilcox et al., 1996) .
X R B 2 S T s DR 35t A% T 1 A A A e s T
I F LM L R 2 8] (Liu et al., 2022) LA Kt EE BT
PR TR o S 1 A i PO PE 5 0 PPk Z (8] (Liu et al.,
2019; Weiss et al., 2020; Liu et al., 2021) 7 ik 1 5 &
=Y 5 2% i D [R5 0E F . DA v i 2 i MAS
( marker-assisted selection) #5104 B i £ T A (Liu et al.,
2020) . SNPs(single nucleotide polymorphisms) /3 F #1
it (Ence et al., 2022; Wright et al., 2022) &5 %1} A #3 ##4f
YOG o> T 5 AR T H 25T (Liv et al,, 20195 Liu
etal., 2022) .

5 @

I = AR A A 45 B R 2F R RO 1Y e TR
3 PR 2 DA K T e 2o B A TR I 4 ik TR AL B EL R )
Mr, B AH 55 T A 27 2R AR R L AR TS S By
B 5 AL B To M BB 5 A M A B B B 2 R A e
ML 45 AL 2 7] 25 ( Petre and Duplessis, 2022) ; ¥ FF 12 Jif
PR B R 20 B3040 IF 22 W e M B PR s o 35t A% TR
DU S P05 M 4 1 B R 4L 3R s (Weiss et al., 2020) .
T T K ) B[] R 2 ) RUBE L AF 5T 45 AR A TE AR bR A
R G ey AL 5 A% B, HE T R B8R R TE 2 4R A
ARAKY o EREBEE N 2 F R & 28 SR, b 7%
AR 25 2R G Y A E A (4 TS 1 O .

QAR F TR AR R A5 TR 800 A 1 AR T S TR R SR A
F B ) B v 0 JR BR A, R 9T RN AR A R
F RGP DR BN A JE AR 5 TR rh A 2 1 E
7% TAE RSBV )8 30 3 4 = B W R B 5
14 5 PRAL i i 2 (Maia et al., 2017) R HT B A5 14 %
I % £k (Ma et al., 2020) 44 55 B 19 JE P 4% 3 22 bROK 25
F A P 5 E B 8 S I ST N BB A TR 0 L A B
T AT 4 A AR K 4 T 3 R ) B 5T RS, T A
BACHE HE 5 T B0 4 T HLHT AT 5E

XF L VR IR A AR TR TR T I B A W A
BRI ERNE IR W B AR EL
J7 T AR AL HIEAF R Y . O A BF 58 R B, AR it
PR A W) AE AR 2R W) R 2R 838 (Tao et al., 2022, 2023) 5
1E H 85 45 1 (Zhang et al., 2023) F 2 fig i )3 5 1 1=
Yoo A JE 9T T B IR AR W A A A AT 5 i
55 DA - MROR B A 2o A R AR RO 5599 B 4 T 4 AL
PRI A= 7= 1 48 R 2 3] £ ( Leopold and Busby, 2020) .
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