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Important research advances of forest pathology in China in 2025
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Forestry, Beijing 100091, China )

Abstract: This review systematically collates the major research achievements in the field of forest pathology in China in 2025,
aiming to grasp the development dynamics and cutting-edge research hotspots of the discipline, promote interdisciplinary
integration, and drive the breakthrough of bottlenecks in core technologies. In 2025, Chinese researchers made remarkable progress
in multiple aspects, such as the classification and evolution of infectious and non-infectious forest diseases and pathogen, the
mechanisms of action of virulence factors, forest tree resistance resources and mechanisms, and supporting technologies for the
integrated disease management system, which includes the publication of monograph Taxonomy of Fungi, the clarification of the
functional mechanisms of pine wood nematode effectors and fungal toxin synthesis genes, the in-depth exploration of resistance
genes and regulatory modules in tree species such as Populus L. (poplar) and Pinus L. (pine), and the optimization of disease
detection, monitoring, and management technologies. Currently, the multi-field and interdisciplinary cross integration of modern
information technology, biotechnology and materials science is continuously driving the high-quality development of forest
pathology, facilitating the construction of an integrated management system for forest tree diseases and providing scientific and
technological support for the high-quality development of the forestry industry. The periodic summary, induction, and refinement
of research advances are of great significance for clarifying disciplinary development orientations, focusing on the international
frontiers, advancing scientific research breakthroughs, and promoting the practical implementation of technical services.
Furthermore, these efforts contribute to the effective implementation of national science and technology deployments, the

fulfillment of major strategic tasks, and the in-depth development of ecological civilization construction.
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Fig.1 Elucidation framework for pathogen-host interaction in forest tree diseases
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W T B, 2025 4F i [E AR AR I 2 F 5T B 2 0 R 3

1 R 35 o B 0 6 K Ak

B 5 T 43 R AR R i 8 2D 5 3, B Y 4
28 BT RN 3 5T AN T o i I, G TR OB O 26
HICH R BIC AR . W53 282 ) (H 5] 4
2025) R AL R M T AR Sh A B AN E I B
$16 171 29 40 94 H 276 B 800 4% J& 9 1 ¥ 2 #F , W
1AM H L 6 9 D T e, 4 T R B T AR B Rt
KB . 78 Cytospora Ehrenb.5| e Y %% K7 |
ROk s 75 4 )2 4 A, PO H IR X BrEE4E B R A
VA XA K& B E AR Populus L., W& Salix L., 3¢
BB Malus L5 1) 20 434> 3 F# (Jiang et al., 2025a; F
fifi, 2025); PO K H A X | 18 R 44 55 M s L0 BR Quercus
semecarpifolia SmAL G . KEEME Quercus macrocalyx Hickel &
A.Camus M B 55 95 3 20 ZURE A rh ) e B TR) e 76 A2
Diaporthostomataceae [ #7 J& 1 Z 4~ i Fl' (Jiang et al.,
2025b) , 2 W3 28 3l XA S F S A ) 22 R A 34
X, TEARAR T W) B2 9 i A7 R iR A .

ETIESRIEWES R LT /0, NIl R
AW R AR AR 3 AR 25 S XS 200 4% 1 B
R EREAT, XEH P ELEHE Pestalotiopsis
Steyaert 6 1~ ¥ B (Wang et al., 2025a); B T ] 4
B BB Morus alba L. BE 9 (1) SO 7 R 5 i 2
Pseudocercospora mori (Hara) Deighton, 1% & 3% J& T B8R
JiE # B Mycosphaerellaceae, & f& & R W 4 K Ay £ &
5 JB W) (Qazi et al., 2025); i db & /K ¥ Metasequoia
glyptostroboides Hu & W.C.Cheng J&% 5 A1 iR 1Y K6 1 4% SR
Boon, HAR 5 R 0 20 W e 8ok ik ) E R
Fusarium Link F1 3 75 5¢ J& Neocosmospora E.F.Sm., 5
AP B B AR BE 25 Phytophthora acerina Ginetti, T. Jung,
D.E.L. Cooke & Moricca 1) B T FLAH Fb , 7 € S 1 7
F. fujikuroi Nirenberg, W 8 fd [ F. reticulatum Mont.5j
R 2 RS 3 B0 5 T TR G 42 R S B e R TR K, R
WA TE Z Bl I o 2 B 4= s 3 BOK 2 32 R 1Y v] Be
(Liu et al., 2025a) . & B A 1R % B K M/NE Hylurgus
ligniperda Fabricius 5 2 F £ Wk 76 28 FLIA 4 4, (3246
6 MW, Horh R = FEEAROARG B (Xie etal., 2025a) o
F F SSR 4 FARIC KT ¥ Eucalyptus robusta Sm MR
W ( Calonectria pseudoreteaudii L. Lombard, M.J. Wingf. &
Crous) [ 8 /IRl HE 311 s J5 11 43 25 W kA7 JE 1R 43 A8,
Il MAT 5 [N 5] 4 45 5SS L 2, R 5% HLit A% 2 4
PE LA RESS A o BT A R T Al R R Y 35 15 2 R 1 A
L BRI BN T THZ RS, FLA R T 2 4
&, THZ BiiE -5 H A R 2 AL B B (Li et al., 2025a) .

o I AT 4 B DR A B 1 AR A AN A A, LA R

LKA 2= W5, Ry 3R PR A g T TR 1 S0 AL 1 R Ak
UL T oAl o SRR AL A B o, A A G R
I 3 BUW B A2 6 8 Diplodia sapinea (Fr.) P. Karst.
(¥ 7 44 . D. pinea. Sphaeria sapinea) 5 J7 Jii 5¢ (4 —.
B D. corticola A.J.L. Phillips, A. Alves & J. Luque £l
5¢ 0 "B D. seriata De Not.iYy #f 1k 5¢ & % U] (Wang
etal., 2025b) . WHRIEE Colletotrichum gloeosporioides
(Penz.) Penz. & Sacc. 2 & Fl' ( Colletotrichum gloeosporioides
species complex, CGSC) J& fi& 3 fre ™ T 19 48 9 9% [ B¢
BEREZ —o YR A 37T MR SMOKR ., EAMEY & A
[Fi) 15 =5 90 B 0 i 4 49 A T bR 109 4 B R 201 7% 9) 2 46 4
BT B, 3t A ST A (I G 2 K R o 0 52 306 7 S 6 e ¥ )
A4 3G, HESh T % 3 R R Pk S s AR
1977 4= (Ma et al., 2025a) o & W 4k 95 T ( Calonectria
eucalypti L. Lombard, M.J. Wingf. & Crous) 3& [K 4 ££ 1F
60 ™9 5K Y JE R G005 R 8 1 B R S BRI,
PEET 5 IR Y 6E (Liu et al,, 2025b) o 4 Ji
[E R R N TNV N R el SR o o N e I o W
#l Hymenochaetaceae #% /0> & 5% i fL % JB Porodaedalea
Murrill (% #H 5% 7 g 30 T 0 (12 1, 22 50 Rl OB Bk
SR STB U UI RF ST S T A v 07| 3 e [ 2
BRER G v Ak o FLE AL R AR R R 2R 10 IR R B
FIS WA BR b 28 00, foe 24 i BRI 2 5 1 3 4 oA
YA R AL T A B A2 A (Zhao et al., 2025a) , 4 FE A
HEW P Bos, oA TR ILA . NEE AR IX
135 R 1Y 23 A5 A5 Larix gmelinii (Rupr.) Kuzen. 57
5% 82 #1 i Neofusicoccum laricinum (Sawada) Y. Hattori &
C. Nakash.[& PR A7 76 W] W 1) 35t 4% 404k, H -t ARAE S
b R RS R B KX R TSRS
ATP 256 | A4k 0 D g 76 1 B 200 43 24 G 56 A A
JCHE (Pan etal., 2025) , A3 T HoPs & R 4455 1) g
% 209 Ak [6] i 7% H Diaporthales . B B bk T R T &5 2
WLER | LK R G & B o0 Koy Al o, RS A
A I ] 5L, R P 2 40 AR R] GA 1.815 AZ4E T
AT 35 AR, OFE— LR T S A FE L 558
i e 32 A3 A Eil sk E 2 AW/ It 5 %2k
B (Zhang et al., 2025a) o

o 38 B A W) 2L A3 BT AE TR I v OC i B0 A 2R
hORHE T EEAEN . TR E R A A T 4 A
k& Castanopsis eyrei (Champ. ex Benth.) Tutcher, H: I Fr
FLTA 2 Rk A 2 R, B A i S B e
J B 2 R R S A DG o 40 I LA AR g I R Y 24
e &2 2%, v T )5 B J& Recurvomyces Selbmann & de
Hoog 5¢ 85 J58 EL A, 76 BT A8 A4 1% [ B 1 1 2 0 I 24
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rh Y49 B AR R AZ O W D 5 i B I 0 W R Y XU A
& (Xie et al., 2025b) . 38 i FU I B V& 07, R LT 4
B ] Ascomycota Fl1#H ¥ [ ['] Basidiomycota /& 11 #% #k
Carya cathayensis Sarg AR Br 1= | AR PR 4= S A 41 41
B2 B E B V% (Suetal, 2025), VETEEUR EFE R
A AR E B, TR TE R AR A
L FRETTERARMER P E L J15, Kk PHE
Xylaria Hill ex Schrank 5 {Jt #v B 1/ 3 BEA77E T 4 Fl
Fets, H 2y 2 HARJE %6 7 (Su et al., 2025) .
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PR 2 HUH™ 1 2 SR AR I O 38 A B IR A AR b X B,
IR T XY A S e ry . HERXI R, fELL
¥ Pinus koraiensis Siebold & Zucc.. i ¥3 P. tabuliformis
Carriere fil H A 7% W # Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carriére
3 AR, R A 2 U AT S N R 5 O A B 3
APk TELLRAAR N RS B e 07 3R Tl RA R H A 35 i Ay
X ZE A 1) B0 1 e i, 2 W I TE A AR N
PR 2 B0 Ik 1 D R (A A, 2025) 0 3
— WS IN, AB e B AE T EAR N R AT N K&
B 2550 A5 R AR Y8 1 3 o e R, A — 8 AR
B b 2 T DR T B AL A A OB B e, 2025)
W8 A& IR, 7E 7] — Hb I [/ — 3 F (9 25 ¥ P. densiflora
Siebold & Zucc. Fll 22 ¥ P. thunbergii Parl. & & 1, ¥\ #)
BTSRRI A e Ry U R R
IR B AR, HZ H 0 BEEE 7 4 Ak AE R AR
rh— 2, TP I BT M A AR Y O3 B R B 2 U AR
BOW b (B RS, 2025) o 76 M A £k BU B B e
T, A 3 B R AR IR S AR SR R R R AR N
T35 32 P8 15 W 0. ok A= AR = B DN TR 3 2R B A
AR BN, LR A 2 e s (F g2 R S 2025),
FUFA AL 2 UOTT RERE R 20 AR RE B B R S8 . A
A N G & - = DN T i R EZS SR A Y
R 8K 8y, 3X 6y Jon n] 3 gk e 45 A 35 By AR M S g
N AR 9 2 & 8 (Song et al., 2025a) . [a] i, HARF8 &
K b L 1(Bxy-gld-1) Bl UE 52k P8 18 2k U B R
20 0 i s 19 O B PR, AT S ) AR E A0 A 22 43 % )
R o R G AR | DR BRI & M 2k B 5 i (Shao et
al., 2025) o FURABF LR HUAE S A F 4R LAY Tk ok o % f
A Fl, HCEOR VAR R EAE — B2 B E A, e R R
A 42 2 3 W o U B 1 DY) Bm-vap-1, i Y
HHNE CAPE B W B E N, 524 h
VAP 5 [R] 5P 5 5 208 R TE i e b 3R GA

H A 5@ 00 T & 8 BR, #E0 Bm-vap-1 2 H A g 76
WM& R F SRS RERIN, S 5L 5% F
HAE(ZEF 5, 2025) o R AW B kB R T
ML HUR 2 2 . 2 AR IV FRE, DL AR B
¥\ 88 K 2F Monochamus alternatus Hope 55 K B B WL 7%
4 % W Dastarcus helophoroides (Fairmaire) it 71 Jii] 111 1t
P o 09 LA, O L% 03 AR AR AT R A2 31 A1 S
i S BRI [H 2R A9 20 (L et al., 2025b) o

22 EEREWHERIE

B 5 5k o BB s 1 2 FhoboOR B 5
DAY B0 A DG R AIE o FE B A Pinus sylvestris var.
mongolica Litv. i #5955 33 I 18 42 8 — 82 e i 2 v,
22 A~ 4 0 RE 5 A L R B R, T BB S S AF
N A 0, TR] B AR A AR PR e R A B A OG5 TR
TR ETE . T 2R RIB RN E AT EAE
I 26T 18 3 A e T AR R DRFRE, 400 5 9 it TR B0 A O
(Wang et al., 2025¢) o MR A HE I 955 SO 1 =5 45 % 38
W Armillaria gallica Marxm. & Romagn.[1 % K 41
Yot K2 5 m AR RK LS WA
A (Luo et al., 2025a); 3 5 465 BE A 2O 3 d £ — 78
Marssonina coronaria (Ellis & Davis) Davis [ 5 [5 241 1
SE R AL &%, D\ HR B A 97 A5 % 3N T & H CEPs,
Horfr 84~ CEPs 7] i 2 417 1] BAX(Bcl-2 associated X
protein) 7% T B AN I LT, 4 1~ 18 BE 4 il fig22( Flagellin
22) fiph 2 19 9% M SRR A o BT IE B, % NPPI &5 4 45
1) McNLP1 I McCEP3 A 4 i {7 - ik ) 40 i € 1 1%
SR, H McCEP3 1E 12 1/ | ]t i fr <7, HAE
S BRE 2 72 B Valsa mali Miyabe & G. Yamada H 1)
[ Y [ VmMeCEP3 ] 5 W) s S AR [ A 5 Nicotiana
benthamiana Domin 4l i1 #¥.1-, H i 1d 72 A K 6t BAK1/
SOBIR1 ZZ {& # i (Guo et al., 2025) .

LR S TR 1Y A A R S O R e 2 S
ME ., B & ETRIA C chrysosperma (Pers.)
Fr.5| 2 (9 4% B B2 B2 G 76 2 BRI N 32 404 o BFSE
& B i A AR 52 FE R (CeTpsl, CeTps2. CcTps3)
Bl 2% 1) 92 A8 0K e i SRR S BURE 0 R B, TR 2 4 KR
PR AZ A, XA % B 1085, Bk
W 8 4 B A S ( Xu et al., 2025) o g A8 5 JH B Rl
CgDbf2 5 CgMobl 4 & 1Y A 22 53 %418 13 i 7 (MEN)
A% A AR, AT E R R 1k CeCdel4 14 5 4 i
B 5% P 55 3 AR 0L B N7, A T AR T D T AR
fit /1 (Yang et al., 2025a) ; SWI/SNF & & ¥ W 3 CgSwil
FE AL T A% AR AR S B B R Gk, Ol ok 4 R0
BB PR AR, R AR K RS R E L,
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W T B, 2025 4F i [E AR AR I 2 F 5T B 2 0 R 5

T R 8 B0 1 I 8 5 ik & i 3 Ak 9 S (Yuan et
al., 2025a) . 7F M 2% Camellia oleifera Abel 7 JH F HF
He i) #:40 C. fructicola Prihast., L. Cai & K.D. Hyde ',
bZIP % 5% A ¥ CfHacl W38 o JE 5 M 55 #2845 12 & 1%
Pe 3 CAHRDI 1 CAHRD3 1) # 3k, 4 5 P9 J5i I A
KR YT B Iz R AR, 2E T O A T
76, BFF & B IR 1 K B F) (Li et al., 2025¢) ; Rab 5% Ji%
/IN GTP i CfRab6 i it /15 4 61 12 i o] 428 bk 2 4G
O3 RS T I S B P, H D RE K T GDP/GTP 4 )7,
H 5z CfRicl F1 CfRgpl(f& 5F GEFs) # % ( Zhang et al.,
2025b) 5 CfSet2 F1 CfSet9 7] 43 il 4 % H3K36 — I K4k
(H3K36me2) Fl H4K20 = H! % fk (H4K20me3) 14 7K °F-,
w BRI 2 A i TR JE HNE R A B R AR
K BUw 1 (£ ER A, 2025; 753855, 2025) o 1E TR
W Cryphonectria parasitica (Murrill) M.E. Barr H', CpSgel
A B 4454 CpPLI F CpMFI ()5 3 7 X 38, J2& 9% i
AR TR TR A2 L PR3 Ak e B ) I A O R AR I T
(Lin et al., 2025); m6A % H 2 4L i CpALKBH LI m6A
WA Iy =2 I 45 % Sk 7 CpZapl ) mRNA B € 1, H
CpZapl # F 3£ 1k 5% CpALKBH 5 CpMTA1 3 [&] # 2,
% CpALKBH 25 33U B m6A K F-THm Mk | 7=
L ANEE J7 F B (Zhao etal., 2025b) . SE 52 IS Fz 7¢ B Al
ZU IR )68 By SE T V. pyri (Sace.) Fuckel 43314 5 7€ 5l F 3
B Malus domestica (Suckow) Borkh. F1Z4 B Pyrus spp.,
P 22 S B O AR A 7 W) A ) R TR A AT RE
T 4 B S B DR E R o Hoh VimPKSS Sk PR 2 i 45
SRR B e TR A EE R X R O TR (p-CAEE) Y
OB PR, HC T R B2 52 e s R S SRR 1 A 3 i
WES B ) o %R D TR AL R E B 5SS IR AR
fE W T H 5 1 p-CAEE 1Y BE J7 I 4 58 X 32 1A 1 4=
Yt Jj (Tang et al., 2025), IE5Z T p-CAEE 2 VmPKSS5 &
DAL T D TR A T R S 1 E SR TP R AZ DA I o AR R
Hevea brasiliensis (Willd. ex A.Juss.) Miill. Arg.[1 ¥} 9%
Erysiphe quercicola S. Takam. & U. Braun H' i) EgDCLI .
EqDCL2 7t i & M2 n g 0 391 5 ¢ 5, YUk 118k
2 Kk PR 2 B 2 R AT T U 1 T 3 5 AR ) B
NE A&, UE S EqDCLs J2 129 i A5 G 2o 7 19 5C 8 Y
(He et al., 2025a) ,
2.3 WBEREDEFHLE

HH 4% ¥ Jv 9 (Huanglongbing, HLB) Hi V. iH ) iz 38
FF 1 Candidatus Liberibacter asiaticus( CLas) 5| iz, £ %
18 33 AR B\ Diaphorina citri Kuwayama 258585 . CLas
43 Wb 14 250N AR SDES G i X 4 i A A R R
Citrus sinensis (L.) Osbeck ¥k Z I il 3 ¥4 % P 4 i B ik

I T R, MG s OR B A WS 07, S A
#7385 4 B (Zhao et al., 2025¢), DT 7= A BUR AR« BR
3 4% 4 B 5 0% 9 JR T Lonsdalea populi (Brady) Li &
[H £ v Pre 2K 1 %5 TSPn, PDZ, PEP, DUF 4 254
R =3 2 T AR SO S R R SC B T RE DT o Pre
A5 IR YeeA HAE, 8 o I8 45 T8 Bk 1Y 2R ) IR
T 1R 1 5532 B BE 71 (Ming et al., 2025) , F Ifi 5 i
R H1 o BRMEBk Actinidia chinensis Planch. B 2515t J7 i
B Pectobacterium actinidiae Portier ) ifl ¥ 22 ## PCAP-1a
BA W35 40 0 5 v, 2 e HE e T AR B 1y = O T
GX1 B AR B 21 A~ K PR 2 1 1 i A0 22 9 A 0 45 i A
%, Horfr Rmid 3 7E PCAP-1a 8 & IR & 42 v & 15 %%
O VR AR, RBR Rmid B DR 23 5 3% B Ik PCAP-1a /™
IF S EEUE 1T R, H RmA 8 FURY 456 L
SR 23 I 55 3 5 A R - 1-BE TR (G-1-P) AL 4200 17
= 1% MR ( Deoxythymidine-5"-triphosphate, dTTP) [ 4% &
fit F1, 1E M G B AR BOW 7 (Yuan et al., 2025b) o ik
W Bk 35t 377 9% 7 Pseudomonas syringae pv. actinidiae( Psa)
i s A% B PR 5w 2R 11 TR U 1 RS16350 K BRALAE 16 °C
IR T AR S BUiw ) IE 4R I, 7E 28 °C ol AR KR
BETN T T RE; ST R B, % Ak R g A AR AT 5 4RO
RpoN # o [A T HrpL (45 IIT %! 43 ik 2 48 T3SS F ik )
AW FEAR B AE R, #4598 HrpL 5 hrp-box )7 8l T Jo 4
() 45 G S5 Ay, b 198 T3SS 00 F 3k P & 3k DL 42
Tt 5 71 (He et al., 2025b) . 1 B Psa-GFP $5 iC B bk &
B, Psa LA T -5 48 O 32 2 A% R, il S il
FLASE 52 B 4 [A) 3T B, T A ) B AR i a3 ek
A A o i i L 58 T HG 2R S 2R EE Y i 4
PR, A 0 B I 35 Ay o B 1) R B s B AR T K
38 18 (Tian et al., 2025), #E3) T 56 F M RGEM L
24 FEEMEREHRIE

5T KB, 1 2 40 4F 4 BR AR AR I8 38 TP TR
B AR B & B B (Pang et al,, 2025) . A T ARK &
I PR T BB 3 B DR R, T RIAAR T 5 o iR, HO
BB R A SR S5 e KA & B FE T — 26 ) 1T A
TR G 55 1 (Pang et al., 2025) 5 4l ] i AR M 4 T =
AR AL, DL R 5 v A% e B 3 38 B ST Ml 1 AR ) B
32 T FUKE 19 9% (Liu et al., 2025¢) . Bl & 2 BRA 5
G N ) G Ll s | A U K N B2
R AL G, 3K © N B bR A 5 TR I A A% O R R
R R AAEAR 22 05 0, M8 T il B 55 AR Al R 0 B
W )& Populus LA A 1) & 1 ARUAE K FIAE AR 98 B2, 20 A
O A PR 1 o R B T R AR A M, R T B
R 7K o 5 B 1A 5 4% JB A AR AR 32 B A 1
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1B T AR PR AR A58 T fl R AR T A A A B R (2 0
45, 2025) o PR Ib 5T T 80 b M A Kz 6 2 LA A
BRI, T1.7% WAL T A e B2 LA S5, Wi i Pk
K5 2 85 5 T X AR AR it R S T W 2, LR A Ginkgo
biloba L., — ¥R 2 K Platanus acerifolia (Aiton) Willd.
AR Pl B IR T 3 R ) AR, 3 K A A B S R
T 2, A L AR A R IR B R 3 G/ R %, 2025)
Z P AR R G M B 38 T ] A AR R B2 Y A AR
EURSE S S Wi A SERA S S o S )
A ER R BEFRAM . OLE ARER. CEIEM
Z A, A S B W I e S o b B 458 A 2=
FRINFEN, A & R A A E PO, T E A
T B RE A WA L. RN B AR B IR DT TR AE
S5 MR (Xie etal., 2025¢) o 4 °C IRIRAL 3 2 4> H i
MIAZ Ak Juglans regia L3 BT 5, Jom i S T %
(MDA) & £ .3 Tt &1, i RO 22 R0R B35 B 5%
SR R BT R 22 S 3R EE I E B E A T 28R
W R ) N M R TR e A ) B R AR, 45 B miRNA
I 340 %2 5 41 1052 AR A B2 miRNA, i 3 ) 244 4>
P AR, Thne s A T UEM REREAC . QR
PR A1 3R TR A B H il 5 s A= ) & 855 i 2% ( Zhao
etal., 2025d) . i KAT B F 5K Lol-miR11467 5%
A HAREM 35 x MEIEII 9% L. kaempferi
(Lamb.) Carriére 3 x L. gmelinii (Rupr.) Kuzen. 9 ) it 14
WAL S, PEG BT 28 T, i %351 miRNA
P A A 2 G R R AR AR R L RTIR E ER
ALV PR RE O BN BF AR B, MDA B ) i T
R B A . S b i 5T I 38 B AH O 25 [ 52 R 0
#(Zhang et al., 2025¢) o 7E IE 12 G4 M 55 X5 FROK 19 B
o 80N AE 5 e, D A R O T R 2 MR Y AR
PRAR AR, 10X H O AL 0 A RIS AT O S

3 MRORBUE BT IR S ML

31 MARHIERIR

LA 12 5 PR 2 A 0 A 9T A RO B
B PR AL T OCHE S GE A 22 1 BB Camellia
sinensis (L.) Kuntze M T % BF A F (1) 72 JE I 41 9% 43 #r
275 0 MERFRYREAR 25 0 28 5, & B 22% 14 & K s 3+
5 S x5 R AE AR Y & B, CiLRRI JA 319 159 bp
3780 A D00 28 AL ST A 255 A 6T S 6 J 9L T 19 47 M ( Tao et al.,
2025a), TESE T 25 H AR S A A5 Ak e 3 R T Ak
P07 W R AFAZ AR R o %o iR i 2 Tk S 5 R B X
B 30 AR 8 Malus B2 4H (20 4~ 5K 102
R4 Bl 64T I 7 20 %6 0, B F 12 5L R AL 4 A ) ol

IF JRe S G5 AR 5, FF R D SC BEAS 18 Alternaria
alternata (Fr.) Keissl.5| &2 [ 3% 5 5 5295 (apple scab) $iL
PR 5r 7 bR, JF % 0E 94k o B2 b ) — A MdMYBS
BN R A, %058 T B R BUA TR A (L et al,
2025d) . i 25 % A AR o FP NS14(HiA ) 5 QS
IR ) 1 AT AR B TR 4, 256 376 13 b 5t 8 35 1) K
AL 2 o A, TR SRR IR T = 5t I, B S A
A AR AL, LR PR AR g4 22 FE M T s X NS 14
5 QS1 Z% 52 4K 15 1 538 4~ F, AR 44 B ik 47 Bt 9 1 A
D, A8 Bh 43 23 14 5320 43 BT (bulked segregation analysis,
BSA) Fll 4> K& A 4 5C B fF 5% ( genome-wide association
study, GWAS) 4> #1, % & 14> G 7Y 52 7K B 34 i
(RLK) £ ¢ KR PR AR, 12 i PR AE 2 1 it b v 6 38 i 3
FA S, #E— AR 52 H 2 5 RS 229 (mulberry blight)
Uk V8 £ (Wang et al., 2025d) . LA 135 £33 A [5] 40 4% #4
ol 5T R B4R}, O 18 3 Fh A IR A B BB e O PE &R 4
BB BR M5 GWAS @ bt , i 2k 1 6 APtk
f5e 156 %5 M ( Zhang et al., 2025d) ., I Ab, & F 4584 725 B
a1 M E Fraxinus LIZ 2L 4H B 7R, 15 FH i
e RFFAE- B2 B 28 5 (PAVS) 1] fiE 2 5 i 36 1 8 5 5
Xt 4% B # F. velutina Torr. (it £ ) 5 3¢ H £1 8 Fraxinus
pennsylvanica Marsh. (£ 8508%) F ] 22 22 F, #E R ) 4 3
PR 5 0 ), A L 1 i A5 IR A A (QTLs), I
SE FvbHLHS5 Fl FuSWEETS A Tt #; A 5 A5 16 ik Al (Liu
etal., 2025d) .

AN [) b o ) A 3 AR AR R 22 RS 5 A R 42
AR S T AR DMK RN
/0L i TR W ) SN 11 P U N2 S 1 1 v T
IR /N 3 R o =0 1/ i T 7 N I 71 N (9 1
3FNEAL, IR IE 1 5 A =P R AP AR A
(XA, 2025) 5 2245 P. nigra LSR5 AP e otk fiA: K
KA PR RE 2R, KRy 5ELELEY b
(1) Z2 550 Wb AR ) AT T X0 [6] R A% it Bl ( Deng et
al., 2025a) ; K2 B AN [a) it s 68 M 7 7 1 35 22 5 (e
¥ E. urophylla S.T.Blake., JF& B 1% 2% 28 #' E. urophylla
S.T.Blake x E. grandis W Hill ex Maiden, 5 ¥ E. grandis
W.Hill ex Maiden, 4l ' 4% E. tereticornis Sm.), 1% 22 %
55 5 A B K 3 2k 5 A0 OC AT 38t % (Ouyang et al., 2025);
XA (134 473 ) 22 B (92 4y ) 3% 226 4 3l 2% b
JoT 9 R R AT I e BT P SO R R X e, kB
PR b D BT T 25 S 3 OR o B P AR AR (B
3T RBE G AR L 34 YA R, 5 H 36.96%; 17 H
Fi 45, 2025) o 3k B HJF 5 S0 AR 38 bR ol 1 0 14 T R
A AR B A T EA
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RT3 5% A 45 2 PR A R A g D T A e 1 i A
A, 2 B TR A3 3 B A T 00 B AR BIL ) AE 22 bR
Ko H AR . AEM Zanthoxylum bungeanum Maxim.
BUwe an Al BB 3 Ak B R SIS A I i O B BRI R
ik bR B S R N, HCE T AR A5 T
Coleosporium zanthoxyli Dietel & P. Syd.{Z 4% ( Yang et al.,
2025b) ;5 VAUGTS87HO il i H £k 85 B Wb 5 45 hil . 4§+
H A2, 1F 1) 9 #2 3 fi Vernicia fordii (Hemsl.) Airy
Shaw X 2 761 # 7 B 1 A & AL &) Fusarium oxysporum f.
sp. fordii /0 R P (Yang et al., 2025¢) 5 Z1 ¥ 78 R YL A1
AR U I, 2 R TN ot 25 R 25 45 6 B A AH G
B R B (Yuetal, 2025) . i SE AT
gL [R5 7R T 2 A A S B MOR B AL . 1
A, D B ¥ P. massoniana Lamb. 5 B #5 X ¥y 44 28 B 119
Uk 25 5, %0 U T DL D-A 2 0 IR S OC B 25 S ) o
PR I M 5 iR 14 75 (Wen et al., 2025a) .

R A 38 2 e P 5 PR K 3 () 4 OB 1 B A0 g it TR
Y 43 BIL o A 2 i e A S I TR T, B e RS e K G
# Populus * canadensis Moench 1 5 18 #H ¢ 18 3% 1 2%
i 3 R 32 3R 7K - 55 S AR i i B R e 2 I e TR
Joi AN 84K A7y, 136 B 0 A D T e L £ 5 K B AR
e MRS, BRSEA7 19 FE PR 238 22 Ak 5 4K P i1
5 W e FE O R P, A R R A v A5 B AR 4 T
84K 73 B ) 22 Fh AL B0 5 20 3 B SRS L (R
LK 8 5 A B R Y SRR 5, HE By A o AT
RE Gk = 51 X5 M, 3 BORE TR 2 BB AR 2R Rk (IR MR A
2025), M & A% P. deltoides W Bartram ex Marshall
s 16 4~ PRI LN, & B PdePR1_10 J& ¥ W B
TS A% U bR i TR, LR GK 28 SA RS B O 4
A RE 5 221> B A R R B AR, HL Gl 3R 5K DR A v
YU BE 71 I 2 1 5% (Wei et al., 2025) . 53R P00
PEAH E B9 LRR-RLK 25 [ BE 98 5 FL A 1Y sSRNA 2500 )
so P4 4, Bl il G YK &2 MARLKT1 Al MARLKT2
FY 2 31K LA B A ML, AT RE BB 7 2R 1 MARFPI
(Lei et al., 2025) . M AZ Ak b % 5E Hh 74> PR10/Bet v1
W5 AH A OC B A A IR, 24K Ber vi FE DR AT 4 I JE
N0 EIE S L, I H JrBer vi FEH 5 LT R L
bRk 3 AH 5% (Wang et al., 2025e), & B #% Bk AT
fig 8 i Bet vI-JL T J5T it 57 A0 BIL i) K080 15 70 2 I TR A
2o FE¥e W EuSwAP70 3 K % ARSI+ Arabidopsis
thaliana (L.) Heynh A ¥k 7] 34 fin J Xt JK 55 B Botrytis
cinerea Pers.{] Pt 7% (Huang et al., 2025a) . PmChia4-1
5 PmChia4-4 % % 19 25 (AT fob 35 40 6 b 4 Ze L B g

e, JF 4 4l B T2 3 FE AU O, o Rk ix 2 4>
5 DR X A b e ol %) il 928 S I I 5 4 5 (L et al,
2025¢) o 73 A, a-30JRR R AR 3 3E B% Y A0S, LCAT3,
DADI % FE PR Al W] fig J2 1 45 5 JE A B A A £k s
/)8R F (Hu et al., 2025) .

i SR TR R R P MROR PO 1k I A% 0 e i . A5
1, CsPR10-9 Y 3 ik % %) CsMYB72 () f i 4%, H —
X 2 5 0 g e A6 A S TR A e S K % R (salicylic acid,
SA) /7 #i B8 W W& (jasmonic acid, MeJA) b 3, #4 1% 1Y
CsMYB72-CsPR10-9 % 5 38 32 4 #5° SA/ZK #i 12 ( methyl
jasmonate, JA) 4\ 5 B B A [ 7 18 ¥ 25 B 0t S 5D Y
itk (Tao et al,, 2025b) . 5 F& ¥ 1) NAC §% 5% [H + 7]
Wt 25 SA/JA I T Y e 95 38 K R 45 0 b b 2 o Y
[ 40 Wi 197 ( Zhao et al., 2025¢) o # B 1 A AR A B 458 =
FEY), A6 FLPUIR % SR ML R T ) o B
5% K ¥~ PopbZIP2 T 47 B 32 s I T 42 e J L Se 7 I8
MR 3, T TR AR B i Rk, AR S B SR 0TS A
255 $B 5L PopGRF3 F PopAPAL W J3 50 7, $2 71 &
167 2 B it AT 34 58 B0 M (Tan et al,, 2025) . {HF
7 T PopMYB4 1] 5 PopbZIP2 H.1E, F&AK H & 3 T
454 1 PR, E T 30 PopGRE3 Hl PopAPA1RY % ik, i
235 PopMYB4 114 47 W AF A X JiZ f1 ¢ JEL 1T T SR, HL
AR 5O AT PR IR AR R & i 3 R (R (Tan
etal., 2025) . WAk, id 3 3547 14 B AL AR i 7 OC B A sk
PKl ¥~ PtoPHL3 A L) 3 5i 47 48 X 15t 97 9 B 19 0 P4 (Shi
etal,, 2025) . PsnWRKY70 % 5% [H ¥ 1] i 52 38 5 47 A
I o B A 0 D 4 1) R L R 2 R O S
5 MEFEERIEW A A K, 48 55 681
A% I6 TR AR G 09 25 A0 B, DA B A R T 1k
(Wang et al., 2025f) .

H AT #8532 T i R M s AL L, 7E A AROR Bt
e E W RHEEZOCIREIIGE . ILRLEE W AR RS S
T3l o A R FE R NLR16 3 1k 3 i X6 41 A% 460 5 A9 41
Pk SRR, moA B IR B i 5 A ) A 51 MdVIR]
A MAVIR2 /] i Jiy 1y B4 s 5 B A% A 6 4= gy, Ji i
m6A & i fa 2 WRKY79 Fl NLR16 ) mRNA Jf- 3 7} %
PRROCR, #F— 2 5m AL BTk PE (Song et al., 2025b) . 2R
H1, csn-miR393a i i # i CsAFB2, P45 16 YE AR 2 .
o AR DG R IR R 3K B LS R, B o) I 428 X8 e S
() B ) B2 57 (Jeyaraj et al., 2025) . DL Z% 32 #% 4 NL895
HRERE, 2 5 2R LT (5-Aza) &b B FREA5 36 RIS S b
FH RGBSR RER 8 o 21 % 2 B A5 R IE 4k
6 WL 28 78 7K 4 3 [ 41 DNA H B 4L K F T [, 22 5 1
F Ak, [X 4 ( differentially methylated regions, DMRs) %5 £
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PR, WIBG T 2 28 A% I 9 78 /K DNA YR 4k 30 25 L 1
(He et al., 2025¢), 24 % [l i Se Hrisdi Bl T . 35 & & Fh K
TRAR AL ST

UvE R T & A Bz R A, B RTE B AR
AKHUos o7 FHLHIBF R R R 2 — o i, E3
12 3 % 1 PUB21 J2& 0% 6 i B0 Ak DX, 9704 428 B i
5 Sy I8 Bl Helitron % J3 ¥4 A fff PUB21 J& 3l 1
W MYC2 455 e, JE L “PUB21-MYC2 i [ 5% [1]
B, i MYC2 2 3 A RE i 51 B 55 JA A S 09 B 48 5
N T.% fE (Artificial Intelligence, AI) §ifi % %) 30 25 11 7K
fif Bk APP3-14 7T HE ] 41 ] PUB21 72 % Ak 1if 1 JF 0 38
CLas 4 JfL i, i % 55 (] 56 v b 3% B 3 HL 3,
7R T A& G bt A R (Zhao et al., 2025f) .
33 MAHMIFEEMERENSH

21 S8R A TR A= e PR PR S s iR AR S H
TRAE 43 1 IR P HL R A AR DS 9Y & IS 38 2 58 i M 3k
Ji&, R U R A Y B E T RS . T RAE
AR A e 1 i Y R R A DOk = AR )
A5 A E S PRI . TR R
& F ¥ == #2 Picea crassifolia Kom MR 2 A8 HLEK 43 W
A, AE AN 5 ) 43 WA R[] B A AR RO S ) 3
GRS FE AR 5 MR W R 5 5 A AR R AR 2
FHOG, HORSFRIMAR 2 IEA G, R T 25404 MR A M
Jo PR BERR A A7 AL 2538 I, R 7 AT 3l , 1245 R 3
figp AR A SR LML A 4R T E K (Li etal, 20256) ¢
MRATIE BT DA [7) 288 28 3] 42 55 DR Ry A% 0 1 2 2 IR B
BAF Ol . Hod, B M Betula platyphylla Sukaczev
14 % S B -F- BpWRKYS3 HJ 38 746 8 i 45 A OG g 5k P
BpCHS3 5 BpCHSy W) 3 1k L4 & ¥ B 21k & 4 % &,
H BpMAPK3 45 1) BpWRKY53 45 201 i 22 & FR Wi R
AL RE 3 o HL I g 0y, i — 2B 42 T U ME i 52 M (Dong
etal., 2025); 5 2 il il miR169z 1) % ik , i JLHE 3%
PagNF-YAS5 3% ik & I Ft, if i 3 3% PagGPDHcl,
T B v A0 P AR Al B TR e R R Y R H TR
(nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide, NAD") 7K % 4l ] 1%
4 %8 (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) = 4=, 14 5 4% B 14
i 588 77 (Li et al., 2025g); §1 45 P. euphratica Oliv.[1y
2 b B R B 4R /)N UK i B Bk IR PeGASATS AL AE bR R
& 5 26 me) iy A % OC 88 A H (Huang et al., 2025b) .

FEER 300 3 b, MRORTE B TR HER BT #E 52 %
AR E B . B 1145 P. tomentosa Carriére bZIP49 F:[H
W BTARAZ AR bZIP49S 2 WEARARRRIT $h1E s BT 4L ¥~ SC35
AR 5 PR IR bZIP49 Hij /& mRNA [ “ GGAATTAG”
FLJY, 3 403 bp Jr BE ST U LLAE 2 bZIP49S 77 1 5 T

W38 T 9 B2 32 & 4545 I UBC32 R il i iz % fb ik
&R f# SC35, Wl /b bZIP49S FUER o HE— B E LR W,
bZIP49S it 3t 41 i B 1 1~ 5% 15 3 AR I AKTT 3R3K 14
PR Na'/KF- 7, 1l UBC32 4 5 f9 SC35 [ fiff 7T fift B 1%
THIAE L, RO B 1 P A O 1 s i R, M B
Wi 137 6 ol 38 PR A% 0 T 45 A R (Liu et al., 2025e) o
34 FEM

N T VR B2 1 MeJA Kb BRZT A8 4 1, % i b 2 bt Jgk
11 AH X it 52 45 BOFN AR 6F T 2 L Fs R B 22 5
Herb 5 mmol/L MeJA #5175 5 1 Tt 32 CR S f5 JA ]
REFATRELI RIZ RZ A T A A B R U e =X
w2 5 s =X PR R TR A OGS TR R 3R s AR A, E T
BOX PRI T 22 7 M 2 FhoR BT R 5 # A
(1 JE 1 (Chen et al., 2025a) o A1 it H] MeJA i i 12
e A7 T A AR A ) Tl A R ST W S A R 2, [ A R
N R ORI 437 BBk, AT S
i AL IR I T C. gloeosporioides =2 G BT 5 | & 141955 3E
i1 F (Peng et al., 2025a) . 38 2o #5 52 HLAH 1) o 9 175
551 2% 3f g8 —mk (1,2,3-benzothiadiazole, BTH) 5 /K #
Fi2 H Tig (methyl salicylate, MeSA ) X} £ ¥ HL ¥ b1 28 1L fE
JIE2 0, S B8 BTH 7T 175 2008 7= A= Bt bk, 75 ROCR
A7 76 W BE AR A, 0.5 mmol/L Y BTH ¥ 11 53U
e A, H it b B A %R 1 25 (Zhang et al., 2025¢) .
2 BTH Ab B 3 0 A0 b1 4250 1) 0 A0 AB PR TP, 2 B
Az W) I J e DR 3 ROTS A DG i AR
B Tt 5 2Z A, MeSA K RE T 40 7= A B2k
Wi (Zhang et al., 2025¢)

7% ¥y N & /e Ips subelongatus Motschulsky 1
He K k5T B G FFh Ophiostoma pseudobicolor Zheng
Wang & Q. Lyu 5 /68 Fl Endoconidiophora fujiensis (M.J.
Wingf., Yamaoka & M. Marin) Z.W. de Beer, T.A. Duong &
M.J. Wingf. [ BUR A7 7E W 35 25 5%, E. fujiensis 75 H A<
7% MHS L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carriére F1K: 4 7% M #4 L.
olgensis A.Henry [ Az 0 IR BEBEF5 T (19 2F 3 L5 5
S, ¥WEFE KT 0. pseudobicolor i P, 25555 EL#
O. pseudobicolor TALFRRENS 5T H AVE M AR (1 ¥51
FA XY 5% B EL B E. fujiensis 7= HUE (£ Z8%E, 2025b) .
M C. chrysosperma ™ ¥ii 35 % 22 ) %00 + CcHEL, &
[i] A% [R5 A A% B I R VS 5 pmol/L CeHEL, RE fil &
Sif ZU 7 AR BN, 04 T M R R L R IR DT AR B B A
AH OGN b 32k, L% B 48 B2 7 4K 48t NbBAKT F1
NbSOBIRI FE [N, ] 3 5 4 4y X I 4t 5 JH W L 4 B4 58
9 £ 55 22 Tl S L TR A9 BT 1 (Liu et al., 20256) o 3x 46
WF5E R B, MeJA, BTH., &0 7 1155 B B bk Ak 2134 AT
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% BB 2025 4 B AR 3 2F A 53 o 0 9

AR TR AR BT, i 5 I 4 402 3t 1O A S e
4 MR 2 B 45 A 2R SCHEBOR B 5 it e
AR FE TR 5 0 DR ARG I L R RE M L A% A B 4R

A A
&
DDA

ERA-CRISPR/Cas12

HiniH€

AR BB WA £5 5 B 45 R R SO HOR
(151 2), n] D\ 2 4 B 28 G 18 5tk Ak AR AR B 480 BE 7,
O R R T R 2 AR A R S A R S

RPA-LFD

T

IR SRR

FOEH 5T R AR
i gL ) TR 2 ) BB AT+ LR )
; Y p N T B L5
- $ . }?\ '—m;/ i ‘"wmv”\ \\”‘lw‘\f« \ ’-'..:’:._'- @:
2 ; bk
B RS Kb FANEEE BB M A ST PR SN
s Pt A
& ) g
I;‘-;I/ g s\wm‘ ) yy); z & jl/\ ll)\ ﬁ — -'.‘7.;':‘:"‘
ime T @ gEm R ey w0
AT EY MR WEERNA/MUIRNA SRR LA o~
WS S A2 RNAi%KZ F R R s

EMBAR

e =

2 MAREGGIEGRTERAR

Fig. 2 Supporting technologies for the integrated disease management system of forest trees

4.1 AL R IR 4G B R

U ARk, DL DNA O B2 A5 19 Ol A1 3 AR P 6 il
HORWAS TR AR, R 1T R A 4
J% I ( polymerase chain reaction, PCR) . % & §" % $ R
(In 7 41 16 3R & BE ¥ 3% £ R Recombinase polymerase
amplification, RPA; I/~ Z5E P 1 47 R Loop-Mediated
isothermal amplification, LAMP) %) i, 7% #I £ 5] s 4 [0] ¢
T E 75 /40 5% H R4 [clustered regularly interspaced
short palindromic repeats (CRISPR)/ Cas system] Y 3 18
R, T T AR MR e T G T 4 A R R
% (Wu et al., 2025a) .

I F 10 28T PCR $2 AR (Droplet Digital PCR,
ddPCR) Al RPA J5L B, i 57 9 1t b A #1 £k Ht ddPCR Fl
RPA-LFA 9 ¢ 5 K 0 2 AR, 38 FH 7741 o G o ) o2
(Wu et al,, 2025b) o DA#A 4 26 i A9 ITS 7 51 O #E4
B RPA 5] 4 F1 RPA-LFD 6 U 48 £, 7T L M FA b1 22

Hu Ko 4 Fofr 3z ARL Aol v R S ARG A A G L (AR A A
2025), AN JH TR G 1R FABE 2 H R PR S ) B AG T
AR 5 - B 5 M 0 T B R S R S TN Nlar 12009, B
TR 5 51 W) F DNA #8 41, # 57 740 1k RPA-LFD £ il
T3 W5 % 5 VR X Vi I A T 5T M 6 TR ARG T R S P AR
5 G Al s D T 5 SN, S D SR BB 38 10 fg/mL,
BH ML PCR 125 10 £5 (Ju etal., 2025) o ) FH 11 W5 AR A 9
& [Hymenoscyphus fraxineus (T. Kowalski) Baral, Queloz &
Hosoya] 5t K 41 56 F & 17 1 Fp R 809 LAMP £ il
T, REUE 3K 2.53 fg/ul, H AR R0 HI% 0 5 1A
B L 3 A8 I ( Zhou et al., 2025a) . % 7 1% W] DL T &
FE DR YR S PR R, Db R0 e R DA R A 2 X
LA BE . — A SR T 02 H 419 1 (enzymatic
recombinase amplification, ERA ) %% & CRISPR/Cas12a
KW 12 W O vkl T R D 55 Al R 2R IRTA Ralstonia
pseudosolanacearum Safni 5| & W ¥ B F Al g, 5 H At
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UL B0 B TE 28 SRR, 2 AT ) i i 4T 2% (lateral
flow strip, LFS) K il 25 45 (9 46 3 BR ¥4 {1 2 100 4% D1 /uL,
Hoolal i 56 545 . W6 T ol LFS SC 45 5 ]
AL, 4 FEA I AE I A 2 1 h(Peng et al., 2025b), K%
T A 1 R O VR A I R A AR T AT
H o JEF JERENG T R 5 M 7% S L CpSgel 19 C iy A
AR X, HESL TR R R AT A Y FERE RS T A
AE, ZAG A 37 CHIELMG T BT (Wuetal,
2025¢), Jhy FH [A] SERERG (2 Wi it T S 24 R S 9

B o X9 5 2 G R B B0 HIL T A i 32 A TR
o, — S5 AL A] R ARG I B R AR AR TR B i, kB
FE RN B 2R R Y LT, MR OB L 3 SRR N K 4 i
W R, R e G R 45 G S I A B RR, B
ASD FieldSpec 4 3% {Y 455~677 nm il 1 974~2 340 nm
N2 WG B O, I L IX 2 fi BRE S5 R ) 0
PR B4 7 5 2R 3K 91%( Zhang et al., 2025f) . 18 i % &
PR 3 Tl AS [ B 7 9 B bF 2 Ho FADLRA B 42 1, R B
Fb 45 AR U 4 v 07 3 A 7 S A e R R A
PARE R ORI AR YL 5 1 1 iR AR P, T LUORE AR
A28 1R Gl 5 H At R[] o 286 42 e 1) T R A IX 43 T
(HBHTAE, 2025) .
42 AKHBIEBSE AT SR BN

Bt B b 2R U B R T R Y 5 R R &
o5 X R B MR, B A S R AR B T A [ 3 Jk
-5 5 RE LB, BB ZES 2 & I E N
I B8 A7 B F R T, R B R R A L o
TS ALARZE G, JFIF & i B0 Fi A P 0L 5K 3
F R TEY Sl g WA R 1 £ Ak R AR TR T S 1 i
Y7 % (Wang et al., 2025g) o 38 & 44 £ A5 A 5 HL 5 5K
P 4E, B SimAM 73 & S ML kA MnasNet X %, H7¢
A TR IR B HERE % 35 98.03%( Wen et al., 2025b) .
T3 Hh, L8 B4 1 (apple valsa canker, AVC) £ fil 37
TRV ARAL ., AR TR, B AR TE R
B Bz A, HL B0 BB A TCRE R R R T
K 2% 5% 3% 1% 1% (terahertz spectral imaging, ThzSI) 4%
fIEHE N T HLAS 2% 2 B 7 5 3 J e R B B RT S
BT AVC A 5 [R] B 25 & 25 [ O6 1% 5 B, il il th
0 BA5 . Ty TR 3 A 0 DR o B B R S B S SR AR
T e X 5k (1) TT 94k ( Zhou et al., 2025b) .

BT T MR IBSAR 5 TRBE F SI HEZR, FAbF 26
73 W AT 5% BRUAS: T £ 300 58 £l : PWD-YOLO-D #5145 Ji
% YOLOVS, AP@0.5 $#27+ 4.0 N E 43 . AP@0.5:0.95 4
TF 7.3 AN F 43 45 (Chen et al., 2025b) ; 2k #E ) YOLOv8n-
RCD. YOLOv11 53 i FH T 92 X e A A I, ~F- 34 45 B2

3K 97.7%, ELTE A I 25 DX R A7) e RS v LU0 ( Ax B
45, 20255 BRAG IR A5, 2025) 5 & T4 248 AR JH 7 1) 4 B
P2 DX TE AN HLAIL AR 55 2 B B A 1 A e 1 A 4R
DSI-YOLOV9 ¥4 £ ik 96.4%, 4% 4 BoT-SORT #f 55 5. 1
TF 0 A I 22 48 A S B 9% R ARG T | R B T A0SR ) e
(2= fE6H, 2025); Bk () DSEN-YOLOv7 %3 ] £ %t
PEEE T TN B ARKIN P RE S5 4G BE (BRVKRN A%, 2025) o
TX B R R FA B 2 U B Ak 2 A A IR A% 0
ARSI

1 XF #4458 )2 B Botryosphaeria dothidea (Moug.)
Ces. & De Not. 5| & R J5 R L F, @0 T — &4
2 Y i (Surface-enhanced raman spectroscopy, SERS) %%
G HLAR 5 T Y 20 5T TR EE B A, RTORE AR
7 e TR, I RE AR T A BB TR R B Bk B0
AR FhP. syringae pv. actinidiae, i % & %M # P
aeruginosa (Schroeter) Migula, 7 A 75 /R [ B A 7 (R
YA P. extremorientalis Ivanova i SERS F§ £ K 1%
S22 B 2 M (Luo et al., 2025b) o 38 i X 9% B B
SERS Jt i £ 41 #F 47 32 43 43 B T A &KX 53 4 45
2 JAE TR TE PG S o I TR, o A 3 2 3K 100% (Luo
etal., 2025b) .
43 ZBHEEAR

Wi XE AR A ik B A DG Tl A W B T O A A5 A N )
RE R4 7, DL BT A: P 4 2 1 2 R i, Bk B 22 1Y
F5 B ik A= W 95 U5 B & BH( Zhang et al., 2025g) , [A] i A
T M) A b B (SynComs) 8 I 35 78 2 4F = MR vp
R I Bra | A A B DR, S DA PROR 9 Y
AV BIGR SR AL T IR A B AR B g
G35 U T 9 Rk e EL itk RN 02 A e T R AR, B A
TR R A, R R SR B S
Y oe . VA7 B B AR R T R P 1 R D RE, I BB SRR
FEM R A OCH T BT, o — DR TR X R R B
38 7 1 (Li et al., 2025h) o A, i i #4) 2 4 g 24300
HPEE A AR R R, WUESE T & R S 7E
A2 AR W B YA A S 3 RLCRE (R R 5, 2025) 6

R 2 S Y RO B R A A e AT
AT TR AR S 0 B T2 B B AE W AR 25 25 50, TE AR
AR 3 7 4 AR R B 5 A o AN, DT S 2
AT B Bacillus velezensis Ruiz-Garcia & ¥k FZB42 7 |-
VAL Prunus x yedoensis Matsum. 4} i "R AT R . L0
Lo 7K A T 18 5 AH OG22 DR 9 22 3K (Qin et al., 2025) 5 A
3¢ Gleditsia sinensis Lam. W 4355 753 3] (1) D1 3307 2 #0413
Pk GsBO1 B 7™ A= 22 R I A& W0, W) 12 A% 25 9 2
5 7 RS 7 32 & 5 Thyronectria austroamericana (Speg.)
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Seeler 3¢ i 1 @ 2% U H &5 15 1 (Zeng et al.,, 2025); M
P& A G B AR AS 1Y T = 4 SR KT I B. thuringiensis
Berliner [# #& SD30 M| E & ) 5 9 A & B G ME, H
T MH &L Nicotiana tabacum L., H 18§ Medicago sativa L.
TG 2 9 Pk (Han et al., 2025) . M i BE M 52 Castanea
mollissima Blume AR PR - 38 vh 43 B Y 1 B 27 FL 4T 1
B. amyloliquefaciens D39 T# ¥k, Jifi FH 12 1 ik 7] d 2 B {I%
AR T BE IR B &% 9% B2 (Deng et al., 2025b) . 3 4b, WF
G RS Tetradium ruticarpum (A Juss.) T.G. Hartley
2 (Rutaevin) g % 41 il V& i #2444 5 20 N
laricinum "= ¥, HT B 15 P 2 F 2K B, 0.5 mg/mL
W E T 100% 0T8T 5 5 9 B 0T 8 ) 2R R SE e i R
A, MLER ) () B 24 4 3 (Zhang et al., 2025h) .

RNAi & 25 L bR % — | & (0 J0 5k B I 35 ik #4
Mo H 25 %) 2K Bk H 4t £f (Emamectin Benzoate, EB)
ME LLAIIC AR R 42 L, IRV B2 EB Ak BRCTE FA B £ HL i
FEHLI Bx-SDR3 B I I 5l RNAL TR IZ L )5, 4%
% # Be 7 T B, EB 3R ROCR AT 2 T+ 20.9%( Zhuang
etal., 2025) . HE[A] FA M LK H V-ATPase Z % 8 4~ V1 I
SERY dsRNA F] I 25 0 ) H A7 05 | 38 3 %5 fg 1, Hovh
dsV-ATPase-H &% 2R fiz 10, H 2 i 3K £k HU ol 25 1
(Zhao et al., 2025g), A #1542 (1) RNAI A& 2 if & 42
eI R o G K AR Y DGR, A RSl T AR
HE ZOM RNAL HCRIETE (TR A, 2025) o B0 372 5L B
9% -, BT T L ) 0 Bk R MATIR-1 9 955 50375 5
/INRNA tsRVal, % it A T. miRNA si-tsRVal Jf 71 2% T
DU 48 AL = Bk M 40 oK UKL, 44 8 MNP-si-tsRVal & &
Yy, I TG i T e R Rk BORL A . RS
FH [ 3 30 IR 52, 32002 5 W) 20 R0 A PR R R R Y, I 3
1 38 5T M (Zhang et al., 20251), g & BAE W) 2% 9K 5)
9 RNAi A< 25 0F 4§ 40 oK A= WK T %6

AW N TG ARG 7 W B AT AR W O R
RARBE AL 2 AR 20 R S i T AR HI o A A A 20 T
Y5, K % A 2 R 22 R (Fraxetin) o 58
KB, W A f v R 1088 peg/mL, X I
] FEIK 66.67%, H il i B R 9o I BT S o M Kk 4
1 Fl (Zhang et al., 2025)) . ¥ LR IR 7= W) 25 LTI
1 K (Decursin) 3fe 55 5 BU& 1 T B8 5 B0 J5L4E
AT fih AR ) S AR R R, 3R BTN R LysM-
RLK ZJ% CERKI1. LYKS 45 &, H & Py 4h 55 56 3 10 52
AIE . 3 410 ) 22 b AR s S5 L TR AR I (Ma et al, 2025D) o
WA, 2l A AT T ¥ 2% P 3 TG 1 2R O IE S ]
PRSI 410 ) AR A AT 1 AR K (Qin et al, 2025) o A E
# Bk & FC B Chaetomium globosum Kunze B £ MG2 7=

A TG PE AL A Y BR B 72 3 D AT ok 4540 9 I R A0
RIS, 00 o o 22 AR KR AR T R, BB
IR R 5 R A R R A 2, HLXE 2 R R L B
I3 40 4E ] (He et al., 2025d) . A 0B 2 Bk ms
[2,1-b] 7% A 1Y) 387 B 05| W 437 A= ) %oF 22 oo A 400 o D T
B 3% b ECRR S P, LA DL-21, DL-27 23 5 4 46
H5e BT WS ER 5 H B Sphaeropsis sapinea (Fr.) Dyko
& B. Sutton ZUR 5 MY, 1Z A0 G Wy T 3 o 8 0 D T
AL 22 R0 240 B RSE L 5% i D U3 P AR A R FEAE (W
etal, 2025d) . a, o- — K Z BT Y AL S W)
Ti ] K ¥k B2 v 53 i C. gloeosporioides H: | FEAR 3R
ﬁj](Yang et al., 2025d) , Psa Bf 1A i AN 7F 1E 8 22
# (streptothricin, STs) KARPUPE B ¥R, H STs Hrik 5 48
S At 24 350 T W b 38 Ui, R W STs Al AR S fp sk
57 42 B A% Bk 35% 97 5 14 245 7] (Wang et al., 2025h) ; 5-3
W3] W ( 5-Fluoroindole) XT Psa H A7 {b 25 2% T 1% 4, 7]
aok i T A0 R L R 3 R AR BRI T R AR
(Zhang et al., 2025k) ; €& % [ ( tryptanthrin) #7 % 777 4= 4
T7NO-4, T7TNH-2 1] 5% Wi 4l & £F ) 15 1) I i, 2722 40
i 88 36 3% 1, O 5 B IR BT, H B ) TINO-4
X Psa HA R4 HY B 4505 Ve, AR A0 AR T AL
43 9135 3] 75.61% F 66.84%( Zhu et al., 2025) , % L& Hf
5% B K B ¥ Psa i F W25 R BRAE T HE S %
44 EHRER

DL A 25 T 45 R A% 0 B S I T R R B A A i
PR BE AR b3 s AR AR B B R0 0, 1E H 25 52 37
AR G5 S B R v B DG . X R R R
TR P ) AR bR 3 i i, DO Sk A AR
RASYHL, e B A B GE 5 R R Z R A .

B2 B R 53 25 46 7T s L — R K T ARG R
A, 3 AT B T A ) 2 AR, R R R T R AR R Y
A SR, DT A AR P R R U . dE e il
B I T ST T S5 E M, 2P kg
AR KIS, FEPCrE AT b, TPtk R
AT E iR — B A& 2 REM Gk, F H CRISPR/
Cas9 F& PR 4 8 52 AR AT A 850 e bROKR B D 1914 46 1)
R, AR T PR R R, I R AR e
PEo BN, xR« AEAREERE 2457 () WRKY33a/b K&
DRI A7 308 e g 6, BRAS T 3 b 4 i S R A UL [ 28 A
1K Wha. Wkb Rl Wkf (T £ 55, 2025) ; Wk ¥k & 76 42
FhHo Pk 0 [ B 4R T OIE R A R, X T
CRISPR I [i] 2 55 (4 0 2, b 0 17 2o B8 3RS By 40 2 i
S B AR IR, TR B A AR B0 RO T e Y A3
TR IR R RN . I Ah, W TR T a4
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F RSB S0P A 2 ROPT AR R R, OF 0 28 1 2 AN A
otk K F B9 5 R b 40 i R GX19-1-2 Fl GX20-3-3( Bk
FMGAE, 2025) o XA A KA G 18 PT AN A1 2R AL
BRI B E T IR, I O TR AT GT B B A SRR
W 2k H 22 181 AH B AR A LB A B ST . B
2, DAA S R B A 1B MR AR R &R TR
SR AU S BN NS R e A 5 i RN
B2 F, B A RO X MO o T Ak A 0

5 g

B A R 5 A0l 20 21(2025) 42 BR AR AR 5% U5 3
& 7R, 2025 4F 7 A BR AR AR AR 38% 1 47 4 [
KA X, FRMO FE & A 1 BLA 613 77 hm?, fy i
DX A% MO TET B 0.4%, ol i 2L 296 T3 hm’ JE 1
7, B T 3% DB S AR B AR 1%, 2T,
ES o NE SN A T R 7o o T A B I =1/ SN B
kb, MBS RS . AR EREFERER, F3
ARG AR Y WER R T R R SR R
R &5, Ty S P e AN R A e L DR K

HARES RGP AR Rt H 5 d0F =Yk
i HE L B A BAE M4, SR AR A B KRN
KV e F Bk . PRI W an B 88 oK
urk, SCE ) AR A 3 AR RS 1R] 4 1 0 4= 5 XU,
B “ 8 -Bom - 55 7 BB YETEER . 2002—2003
4, R E PR AT R ul K R RE S hr 2 SRR Pinus
edulis Engelm LT B EIIE T X — . . T 28U
TIOKETRE . W AE 8N AR, bt B i T i A 5L
HRIK R Y TBAL, B2 B £ ¥y /NEE: Ips confusus (LeConte)
A TR AR o R 2E, B 2 R T AE TR (Malone
etal, 2025) o MRARNEILFAE PP RMAET L L2H
WO S BE, HG 3 B 12 5 R W R R 2 1% A B
FER A, 4 R RN 25 R GERe s PR R DG B S

Mol s E RO B ET W ET
X5 RO 2= BRI UM OC . MR TR AR
Yy, MROR A= fi R IR B0AE 2 T-4F, 75 8 S OQ A 1w
A A R () 4= %, 2025) o 53 B 5 s i o 350 LB L
i 3 B 45 HE A | AF A BELIKT 2% A BOAR A, TR S AR AR AR
BRIV . MRORBTYE TR i S 2 4 B B BF 58 . #E 4L
1A% 2% 5 A A S o (0 RS O A BT MR BT L 4
HECHL A o RIERGAE Mt 5 R Z WIS
BR DX 38, S SRR 2 0 R A U E LR, A il
G AL RE R Sl 0P A 2 3, A R BT R Y
IR 51 5 25 8 4 4 (Downie and Tung, 2025), 3 1 [
BSR40 o KT g T A A ) 1) oy e 2 5, Sl

LR 5 0 M8 . AR OGO 98 ik 52, 38 B 1
T8 b R DR ) B4 5 B 1 e W] 3K 2l 9 sl A 72
TE BT A1 H R 105 B B AR B A b, R T 4 R ) 4 R
3BT B, AR AT 38 S AR N BT N BEOR
S AR R 2l S B PR 22 R DR A N, X R B %
B {2 YL i 179% (Emerging infectious disease, EID) 15 5 T,
IR 7 P22 S (RS 7 adE A AL ] (Metheringham
etal., 2025) o Z ML 5 LS Z4 PR 19 2 ZE R Rk
N7, 5 T B — e DR 5 AR (R R R, Dy 22 TR 3 7 7Y
HY Hb SR 4R 0 ], i — 2D R T AR RO A B
PG 5B A

H g, o E O DA S MR AR 3O %
U B AR B P AE SR, 7R D PR ARSI | BT B U
FE4 . B 4 R S5 Dy T HUAS R (BT A AR 4 B B 4R
I SN N G N5 v B Lo o N RSN o G o 7 B | R N
RORATRESF AR . XL, iTiE AR A 5 225
BT R MRA G B 2 kR T A B i 1k ) i, o i D AR
AP AZ O ) R R 4 B 28 B A B R B AR T P (3
KEZ,2025) H, GRUEY S Z A K G
NTRRE . GOREOR | BB 24, 388 1Ak
AR o B A7 T I U) ()  Jre Rl e R R B R I
AT | AR B R HELS 25 BUARE L AR R
A ORE BT AR B Rl A R (R TR 55, 20255 BR T 55,
2025; Gurusamy et al., 2025; Sangwan et al., 2025), 7] fig
J2 S B 5 T G A= 0 L 300 T 5 o B 4 )
T (R B, 7R A T RO B AR X
Z 5 HE L (Oostlander et al., 2025), F 45 & A [ k425
)RR AIE 55 005 35 2 TR R A Ak 7 4 SR e, HE S B
55 A Bl 7 X 5 ) T Sl B AR . DR YA R TR AR
BRGEAR I ; 38 1 7= 2 0o A 5 = bR & 1R, Al
N R RS PR AL RS W T A SR s
REARKR . BKE, PR HL 5 5 b 2 2% Bl
B HEARQ, ORI L4 R EERG
FaE RO B S

2 % X M
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