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Classical and Molecular Genetics of Bacterial Wilt Resistance in Tomato
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Abstract: Studies on inheritance of resistance to bacterial wilt caused by Ralstonia solanaceanum in
tomato were reviewed under the following headings: 1) Germplasm sources of resistance; 2) Classical genetics
of resistance; 3) Molecular genetics of resistance; 4) Discussions.
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BB H Ralstonia solanacearum (Smith 1896) comb. Nov. (JBf52% 4 Pseudomonas solanacearum
E. F. Smith"”) 3li2, fER&IEELE, B, TRFHRERTE?, RERTUELLLE
IR R BN ER, EREKRAD . SR LERE, FIEE, RERERK, ABiGE
BEEEME, REMERRNEARER, MRREHRITAEMNERERES. 2 XRENE
MRttt R R TSR
1 HiLik

BaiBMEMAENIEMRI EER 3 2%, (1) Lycopersicon pimpinellifolium PI127805A, K&
HEEEBREAKFLEE, B ‘Kewalo’ () *Hawaii 7996’ , ‘Hawaii 7997’ . *Hawaii 7998 gy$i
P (2) L. esculentum var. cerasiforme CRA66, Jx R HBEEHER K VIR (INRA) X8, B
“Caratbo’ . *Caravel” BYPUIHERIE; (3) L. pimpinellifolium P1129080 1 Belisville# 3814, RiLF
BRMTMERKEE, NZRENEL Venus’ |, *Sawm’” | *BW2° . ‘BW4’ 5 W ‘BW2’
‘Roma VF’ fij/EH ‘Rodade’ ™, M ‘BW4’ 8%] ‘Rotamd’ ),

B3R 3 BRI, MR EREE/DR 1 AR 17 RTS8 R/ 1 AR 30
MAFERIE, BRAtSEEEARTMRME, EER2ER, HT PI27805A WIHHERREH#E
GTHRABRREE, W ‘Kewalo' ESEBTICHEMHLERY, XUETHEXATLRHL
BETR . THEAEMARR B E RS Z R ANRE" . BUERREREE LIRS T
BEMTME, WEHTHRHTERIRE A S MBS, B Venus * x CA-64-1169 1K/ VC-48 £
KREFBRENPEHH"; BB T 0CH, *Venus’ | *Saturn’ K& ‘Kewalo” #HEI NG, B
‘Rodade’ FEEHBHHMS . HAFFEE VC48 & ‘Rodade’ SHHEHIEREHNSHEER
BERETEREIFLNER
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A, BEAMEE—H5E, 1L, esculentum var. cerasiforme LA14219 12852 L. esculen-
tum PI263722 . PI1126408 . P1196298 J L. pimpinellifolium PI251323"™ | 0 % 5 1285 /b 1 4048
#3407 PII26408 XPEALER 1, 3 BARKSY, HEMRMERER 1 AERE", MK
THEAFRMYERRNME, BHATHIE, A XEMELRETHTH A,

L. esculenium AS52 BREUEBFMFME, KEEFHMEREASH, BEES5KEHRE LT
HHRER AR EE, MR EENERERERES N ERRREARBMRE

2 HtERHGR LT

Singh F 1961 FEFFIEITHIMETIT, T Acosta HRETFRRETRSE R, WEREEFHE,
CHRENTIRG RLRRA, MEREREEREY | FRLER " PV RER" SL/HMA,
BB RRE AR R EEY | BRERCCP R £RC T wkE, R EKEEERSR
BHEMRSN, BFETEIERON B ERIERN, &R B /MR 2 S ERHEE T L
Fg L, —RFEZEUEE (IE. 54, DEREYNTEER. FERTFS) BmFEE
BPTERE. B, REA T B FROEEMREE, Mg F—HS FREREZRBERR—
B RAMAERE NN | AT, HBmRMUELD, BEURNKEA ZC-1 4 RE £
ERENRERREMSRHBEERMET . Rk R M — S ERREANE, HALLEEH
MEAE, B5h, FEAREE (MERTE. SENY. IFOREREELCETRS) WER
BIGHAYESR, BHUME Hawaii 79977 | * Hawaii 7998° . ‘ CRA66° Ji¥G B % & ot I A &1,
AR B RIABR . Acosta BHFR RN, REE KB BEHIERERIRRE, FREKS
NREE 7 FMEEESERANT, SIS B, TRS ~ 17 ANBEMF RIS EREE. &
£57 506" AKX . FHLTEREEITREMT, WEANTRIRELBHE, &
ZINHER N AZLEN, ERARNERETEEE SEELETAARA %,

ZHGR AT HT BE B, — R S 0B R i A — LR AL
BIERE, WIRT PI2780SA MR AEm BHSEERTS | AE2Bn™ B2 HmEH",
I EERMATIEMBES R 52 M EEMSHEEREH, LA2] Hitkh SRR EH, B
Hhar FRRIUY . B R AT A A AR HA R R A . B E e
HAERUN . BN RS N. M EEKBEE L. 2, 3. 5 WERRASE; KL R X IHEEER
DUMEROR R E 222 (B SRR R0 s £, SR s,

UEMBERRER (MX) ZRIEEENTURNE, XL R ER SR
TEEE ERHREE, BFR RN e, B g/ hEEMCERARNNE, EXTFEEREX
TR BT B R T A OO, R RIS 2% B AR, Mohamed A&7 B AHH, Hanson iA
T REEBRIEE, MR EERES,

BRTASEMIIRN G R i RS, XTRETREERRGOTEIE, B8 XHRK
MR BEBR AL, Crimault SBIEXTHL . A RARBIEIR, TURMEZRAEST™, R
YRR, EAAEERBZTIRA, X—MR7E *Hawaii 7996’ MREMBBHREEHD . 5%
BHiEEh. B RHHARNEHEEERD,

FRZ BB IE 2 EE T T FRGURER MRS E M. BIE 1956 4F McGuire & IME TR HE iR
R myiE (M EREH) IERRESSR—E, KEM LTS 6 RAAMENEL RS
NS HFRRIEE LR ER A TE 6 REMKHE M REMCEMES . BRMOBIRIESE TX—#R,
KM BB G A Caraibo’ B *CRA66’, HERMERKIEAR TR, HHANERMEIFEIE
AW E R ERREE T Acosta Z BN FRHMES p + BFEFMT, WIFHASEEMLTE
6 Jefafk,
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3 PR FEETTH R

SFIREEARMERE BN E AR EROEHEA R AT, 5 1992 4F Tanksley %™
AENEMEEESTFESBEBRIEMR S FARMCHRNEG . BENE, MFEREERRRAR
M RFLP, AFLP, RAPD fRiCHARC YA HE M HHRITY OTL, IMEMKZZRAXELRBT R
HE KA —EHAT LR (recombinant inbred lines, Rlls), HEPIMEEFETUAKARKESR
AT, AEIKHETEEHERT M ER; BT Rils KHRANDTHE (FIEEEMGFH RFLP 4R
i) ATRLRBHER, AMEAFMK BEEE &k RWIUERSTLSE 00, sl QTL
BEfTERMER, MATERSTTRM; s, FIH RILs B4 By T AFPRoHbi ik L8 e

BB EN 1285 (R) xCLN286 (S) K BNk, Danesh " SZM &M F,, F, B
AEfTotr, TEH 6. 7, 10 A E BRI itk QTL, 55 6 Jefifk - #4755 CT184 71T 40
oM, FHIXANF ELTF A fPitt, BABRKERME; F10 Rk B SR AT, 48
RIUPUME; iR, 6, 10 REFEMASKATURER, MZERERE, %6, 7, 10 ftfs
& ER G AREIE M . Carlos %5 FIREMRZA A M 112 1> RILs 2M7, RIS 2 Ytk b ks
e TG48 St B8

FEEHR RS Hawaii 79967 (R) x Wva700 (S) &RBTi¥., Thoquet %“** %M LM F, .
F, SRR T 7 41~ QTL, SR T3, 4 (241QTL), 6, 8, 10 K 11 Hefafk, 55 10 Pefafk
LB QTL 7 F Fimw, HALEAET Danesh FRLER (M FLE), @k 11 LA QTL X AHEHE 2
ERF, BEAERMY, B F AR, £TH6 ek i QTL B4 T, Mangin % AR 447
(temporal analysis) M QTL A& (two-QTL model) %t ¥ % QTL HE—E 4R 2 1~ — 15
Danesh %7k 1285 %A 6 ok B GHER, SULAHEEZT 30 oM £7ES —fIm, HTH BRI
PR Cf2, MR F,, F, BAEEEY B/ | A3 S5, SRIENRE 6 Rak LS
QTL J 58 8 Jefafk H#Y5S QTL 4b, B7ES 12 Jefa ik b R B — AR B KM H QTL; BFatrRM 3
M ENERE —EREENT, 57 d 166412 B8 QTL A AERE/EH, 14 d BHA5H
B, 14 dmEs 6 etk by QTLERANIBERT R, HAEA B4R, maks
bB QTL fEFRTE 14 d B iADIE I, BRI R A ERB/N. Balatero 2% F/NFh 1 4L 2R3
SHZA AR 189 1~ RILs (F,) $##h, KB SHitEEDM 7 4~ AFLP 4RiE. 1 4~ RGA (resistance gene
analog) fRiCEF A TELF PRI, AFLP fRid af02b/af02c S5Hitt i8I % B%, FNELHR A
53 R RFEFHALS

BB ERE BT TR EARICHZ, Yu £ % —4LL ‘Hawaii 7998 itk %A H
F, BEAIEAT RAPD 4347, $RBIARIC A 12-13 (450 bp) M A 1229 (1600 bp) Sttt BEH &Y.

M FRRCH R BEIMEREE, Fo falk bm— Ptk QTL XM E, /EAME, BAT
M, EEFRBPAREENE, HEM QTL BREFRHEN, REE—FOHTARE, REMBEBH
A= WA, & QIL AERBIEER, MEARFHRY, XEERMNI T KRBT FEHRBEN
R E I

4 RAS5REE

Fil - FMHERAM AR, HEDRERNBOROUE KT ERPURILEERR 200l ZMRET
RERUPAEMEF EHERTAR, Hit, ZNASMBETTIERIE TSRS SER, 5i8tHh
PEBERN R B LT R Bt 20 HEAC 90 4R, EMERBIR ARPOHR T AR IR
W (REEE, FRE, ERANE. RN, ®E) HERUME, X HEER SR HTTE X
FERATUERAT TEE, UMHSRENEREE (Jaw-Fen Wang, T A@IM), HREREY
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MIBER R X RRE RRA . RE A WFTEAEHE E S 2 T 5 R 5T &R b 053,
M HMEREEABHUREHFRETEXEADT, L, REGAIE, tEEAREH
ERBR, EHEEAMESR, DMELEEEMAZRE, AA2ENMMEEE, AFRERH,
MEEENE, RUSENBEERERFASXWHRERARERXREE, LA TEFESTRHL
o

BRI H MRS T AT 5 M A MFRiC £ & RFLP, AFLP, RAPD fRit, TERTRI AR B,
XUAFIORBE YRR REA, HEREEHNSEEREESY, 2REMESRID,
ATDAHEM , B AR OC RBOE I A N AT AARIE (ANAETEE &= K P L8 7R 254 SNP 45
ic), WATRBRTE BRTHS A K BA IR TLIEN S

RUESFRENMRCUELES AR AR LFERMAS, FORBMENKD TR, AT
PRCHBIESE (MAS) fIT THEM, SBEH— AT RS & MIAKRENEE, HITARRB
HEMREEF, s T RFLP, AFLP FCM AR KBS . MR, i RAPD fFicERARE, K&
FRCEEORE TR RER A, FEAERLTERRBIEBIRICH ML PCR yEAHITRIC
(40 SCAR . STS#FT) . SSRARICRERMR ERFICMA R, A ATFHMA™ , HERKRDSHEER
FIEGA SSR tric, HEERE SSRAMCH AMAEHE, BRIAREK SSRAFICHESNS, ERBEFNY
A S . BAHMREIRERFSIHE M HEEI, FE R R S B EE AR,
B R R EME B ¥ HE R REEE AR R SSRAFCK SNP #RiE, MMM AND TR
WSS . E . PR, f MAS MSCBRM BN RE, FFAEANM QTL MRA FRETT T2 Ak,
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