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Research Development of the Differentiation and Control of Citrus
Bacterial Canker Disease
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China)

Abstract: Citrus canker caused by Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri (Xcc) is one of the most bacterial
disease of citrus. In this paper, the taxonomic status of citrus canker bacteria, fungi and pathogenic
mechanism of differentiation were summarized. Focusing on the research progress in the use of biological,
serological and molecular methods to identify genetic variation canker, and introduced the disease control
methods.
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1 MG ) 20 A KOs It iy 44

MU R ETE T 22 m WL E ¥ (Fawcett & Jenkins, 1933: Civerolo, 1984), MGy &2 dE
HAR L ORI &5 [ AHLX. (Gottwald, 2001, 2002), FFZR#HTA 4 I A& HIAG A== o o [ M
Ko 5t B LT AR R X, i 4 A% A X AT il e rp DL b X R A B A P
YL MI ARG B0 T S ARG ARG, B 1915 SE A LA e b — ot 6 4t B R AT A 0 5 o LU0t
MRS R R 2 BN REL, A2 (IR KA WS T M) /eI E a4 h
Xanthomonas campestris pv. citri. BJGAR#E 7> 745400 DNA-DNA Z8A8 45 R, KA.
Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. citri (Vauterin etal., 1995). UT4EK, HRHE 16S RNA FERFH) 25, ¥
H:5%E 44 Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri (Schaad et al., 2006).

2 WARSM

21 FEENMH

AR HR Hhy JE 53 A RO 27 - A0 P 005 1 1) 22 S R AT AG 5t B 7 A AL By C. D E 2% 5 MR &
e ORI BRI R A A TR, RGBT, B WARKILT M, A Ftrgm
SVYREE: C MAKILT VY, FER GBI EEEEMRE: D W RKIT HEVTE, FEEYS
PERFSEE: E B AR TR E M P HIK N [ o %0 RIO7VEAIE T 20 W& = B4y B i
Xanthomonas J& J Ji st i& A BT AP IR EL S o ok 1E G BAFN S [ 43 ARG 00 TR EAT AFLP 738 &5
RWos, R B W RM D W RNAAAAE R E RHEZE T, H A BRM C BRI RS 252 1 3
Ze MR (Khodakaramian & Swings, 2011).

22 MiEFEZak

TS o, MESOZR I S AMAFB &R AL By C. D, E [MAEEIMGE 42 5. bG8
T2 T 3 BT ol U AL B ORI C RS IR (Alvarezetal., 1991).
23 ATER

LWl T Ay By C WARREHREAFPIER ZR . TERMBIIER, R 5w R
4t (T3SS) hrpB4. hrpX JiE K DL K AAERH 509 1 P 408 1) htrA JE R 7R AN [R) 35 2998 T 181 R 1) 2000
NES, FHRBEEREGEEG S, R A HRNSME B, C HAR, WX sI R 25
A X ANFI R & (Laia et al., 2009). iz rep-PCR 734, 5106 Ms™/Ms™ aJ 524X 4> A i &

A" & (Fatemehetal., 2014), ¥ ASEEY WE AT E A S A, B/C/D AT (Rigano et
al., 2010,

3 Mtk

31 16SrRNA %
RGN A 3 T 2 DR, BAFAER 2R A 4, LR I oIl .
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A 16S rRNA JEK PR 22 5, KM It 18173 T M AR B B AR A (X, citri subsp.
citri, Xcc). FF{O T FMISERB AP (X, fuscans subsp. aurantifolii, Xfa) FIE 15 5 AR FP (X
alfalfae subsp. citrumelonis, Xac) %% 3 VA (Schaad et al., 2006). H:rHAHHA i 5 oA A% S0 ol Ay JR
A T RTS8 kG AR (X, axonopodis pv. citri), e FE ARG 5 0 B 0 E B . MG B
ARG TR AL AR AY AR Hirp AT SRR LT T P R IR AR 2 YRR A AR
BIFNENFE, AXAEAN T . AN AR A T35 [ B R W, b D HLIA Wi, AR AT RISAR, AR LA
%M (Verniere etal., 1998),

32 WEINBE RS (T3SS)

T3SS s H LR & s w0 ) A EV R EUR TR DA G . T3SS e T
XccA™ W A RIBURTE, JE5m AT 75 EIGH (Rybak et al., 2009). M4k, HR Xce Fl Xfa #41
45 T3SS, {HJT & T3SS MSE A7 225, Hd XccA. XecAY /At & 24 130 4N T3SS %N 1,
M Xfa &4 26 ~27 /> T3SS Z % 1 (Moreira et al., 2010; Jalanetal., 2013). i&HH4E avrXacE1l.
avrXacE2. avrXacE3. avrXacBs2. pthA4. hpaF M %R E 1 (XAC3090) JERE T 151 45
EF, XFELTY 157 NEFEHEST Southern 2448, Box-PCR. Eric-PCR 73 #7#1W], pthA4 SR FEF ML
&M (Jacianetal., 2009).

33 SFHREHHh

Li % (2007) N T IES (insertion event scanning) 772025 I FAR 35 027 93 W IrF A AS 3547 b 241
O3 A ML Z RV AT, UEBH T8 LA M 1911 S350 R IR KU . PthA JER 0 2 AEbE i3k
W, MEBEIRE S 1 ~4 4> PhA$E DL, A ERAHE 34, B/IC. A' AVIRIER AARFSH 1~
34 PthA # 1 (Lee etal., 2008). Buithingoc %5 (2009) F|H SSR bricHiA NS 25 4~ 5% 239 #Aif
Ao 52995 T 1) 0 AT 8 R S s SR 14 AN SE DR e rh oK 22 B0 A AR i R A% 2 1 - Ngoe 55(2009)
JET AFLP B2 SRR LR i ], AR (3 AY) B A W RE H s it
ZHE. Rezaei 55 (2012) XK BN 25 DNRARIEAT R AL IR R G122 VP4, HLH 25 3236 Bl e nf
Y NPEANGRE, BB Y PG, (HEE R SR Y B VY FF AR, i8] rep-PCR 2 RAPD
ST RWIB AL Z RS, Hohok [ Sistan-va-Baluchestan K2 S8k, T HE 5 H S B RE VS
ANl 7EHE, Ye %5 (2013) HUCRZET tale FEK Y Southern Z4AZ I 7 5% B 77 9 ARG Pl 44
By BRI A 527 T B AT S A% 2 REVE 0T, SRR B 3o A~ N 3L 14 B[RS SO Y, ot
AN S PR A B SO A FEAN A o Arshadi 28 (2013) % Sy U 25 BRMIE 50795 #3347 rep-PCR
3N, SRR NGB R T E a2, BRI S BRI, HE5EAImME =
FhRTCK

34 HEYBEER

IR Z0E . A IRALAG, AR BE R ORGP R R R, S Bt e
RSO 13 DJF9% (Malamud et al., 2010; Moreira et al., 2010; Huang et al., 2013). {EZNFJ)
T AY R A SR A A 10 N5 N AFAE i 2257 (Sena-Vélez etal., 2014),
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4 BRI

41 BHURidiE

FORPEFED pthAL hrp ZEgiid LR &R (1 Avr, JTCREER 7R IR B &I, T3SS #1551 HpaB
5 Avr [ N 35 1~ 50 NEIERRANSE A, it T3SS (EsEE 10, Avr 2K 936 BIRTRE 40 i JF
KA. fE A 1A PR BI R F Importino 5 Avr A% @55 (NLSs) HrstEAE, 25
5 Importin B —&{f PthA BEN4NMIRZ, WTia 5 2 Aok b, B SN i dl, SE0MERE
JREE HR N (Yang etal., 1996; BHZEME 25, 2008). HIAEIHZ 0 B A0S0 7 £ 20l T T3SS Fl Avr
il 523 (GUrlebeck et al., 2006).

42 BURtAXERE

WFFTEos, FEZ R W AT 25 B (glycoprotein) Bt R TR YL G . (EW05
93 11 2 B 1) 005 A0 G L R e, avr Cavirulence ) rpf (regulation of pathogenicity factor) F1 hrp
(hypersensitive response, pathogenicity) 253 K 5k K STBIRN o
avr JEPR 5K avr FOGAE 77 E—R IR 1) HAE T HAARGE D Rg, RIZEdurE e 3 Byl HR RV,
P85 25 1 BN EAEIR R L (Dunger et al., 2007). JTCEEEEK avrGE2 O & C 1 R AE M2 kh
PR R SRR IR, AR avrGR2 F AL 2 A ARG T avrGEL T R] B S ik R N A
REA, (0 A W R NEZERIM F 5, 3 avrGiL 57 avrGR2 ({263 Al i oA [F] () 2 8L . iR56& W] B
WARTAML S 1 awrGR #E T, X RESH B HAY C MAMN LU ZR (Gochez et al.,
2015),
rpf JERIK%: HErc &k IL pthA. pthB. pthC %5 10 43Fh rpf JE[R, IERIERE A e fE S
X (NLSs). X NLSs @7 @ 5848, nlffi Pth 28 80k J) (Elizabete et al., 2008). rpf
FEDRE L U $E opsXs gumB. gumD il galU JE[R, MITTREM SR IR ISR BE N VIR SR FLRE I IR
TR MUAh 2 B BOR AR DGR 7 (07 A o H R AR M A 1t 20 1R R I B M B rpf i DR K
FRRFAT I rpfH AN rpfl 5K (da Silva et al., 2002).
hrp R K% hrp BERI Kk - 229005 T3SS &1, FEEAEYE L4 P B BORNVE . ¥ hrp
LRI hrpX F1 hrpG BERIREAT SRAR 5 , A 15t 027 98 B A GG R B8 ) (Guio et al., 2010)
B4k, T3SS iR 4 FhEER T PthA ZE[K (Cubero & Graham, 2004), 7EdESU0 PE 3 AT B
WG pthA JER S, ATFERAG b r= A2 R ()35 ik (Swarup et al., 1991). AR pth JEKIR
FHIE, AH RN IERARAT — AN JRR I B A P g X3, Xee306 WK T 4 A TAL R 7L, pthd
SR IOZ R IR B A — €1 (Yan & Wang., 2012). AJ 4545427 B2 Xee 2 4% TAL 2
K15 AR B S 0T TAL 24N 45 &0t (EBE) TRINAT TAL 20 PR 1~ B fff o A 1 18
(S) JEPAl (Huetal., 2014). hrp 3l 1) s X AEm W) 75 5 91 H3Z hrpG Al hrpX 75 (Alegria
etal.,, 2004; Guoetal., 2011),
BT LR EE R ZK AL, opsX. pgi rfgp. gum ZEREPERL N2 5 T MG ROE 0 B 0 20 R
(Burnings & Gabriel, 2003). HH, @@if% galu, colR. colS Z53E[K, #Rnl T3 Xco 765 4 Al A
KIFEIR (Guo et al.,, 2010; Yan & Wang, 2011). EZ ¥ (LPS) AEMH HIEE wxacO Fl rfoC [
RAH] 5 Xee RN LRIFE M Uit A gt FBE (Li & Wang, 2011). Tn5 ¥ 5/ 3
(14055 780 s 32 e ) A S AR ) — PP AR T A RUIR 7 v, A P 8 Bl B 10 9 B A DS AT 1) v 2k
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i1k (Wangetal., 2008; Laiaetal., 2009; Rottetal., 2011). JBiLXf Xce306 FHALL & HILT 22 000
il SEAR RS A 2 A b BOWERFE S AR AR I A, g T 82 ANEEIN S Xee 5 1S AT AR It 2 o S R AH O
v 23 ANEEDRIBE VA2 O B RS, FLAR Bk H 2RO (e B AR DGR R 268 (Yan & Wang, 2012).
UbAh, MG Z08 R g 1) XadA FRIBEER 1. kG PR 28 B 1 A5 ERTE AT 15t 02790 AT P 38004 It A5 b i 2
fEH (da Silvaetal., 2002; Salzbergetal., 2008).

5 MAESUE B

51 REBEEES5LFERMAE

A2 BB . TR, TR AR, RIS IIRE AR . D) AR A SR i
FH AR SRR, W eik B — @ LA T RAE RIzs 1 k4. 2970 LR ZE: (1) #idiR, £
15 30% S A AL B ETF L 1.5%MBERE MK FLA . 27.12% 0 B FR A B 714, (2) B RS, dE 2%
HRBEZRAN S T0% A EERT 2 AT RIS . AERET 2550 B0 I 7525 e A s = =, it
AT TR A St A RT3 F A IR V6 N5 7 08 SRR PRI R AR it b, 0 25 707 ¥ 1 [ I Al DA R 7 L

52 SYIBhiESHmEM

A AR IR BRI TV 2 iE ik A R HT, B T AR 2 0 Ak B e 2 Pk i) i, 26
BEANE IR Dl RV RIS HETAREL, AR, B, B S haR  2
B By 1) It )RR 35 TR AT AT R A TR AR, (Csizinszky et al., 1993 Akltar et al., 1997).
TH e A A B KRR, BE AT I CQBSO3 A5 Bl ik, vl ARG A% B R A A vk BRI ]
(Romero etal., 2001). BbAb, TR IIE H AR B AR RN WK SC B 1 0 58 B 76 R AR 15 02908 PR 78 0

H R 3 3 R BR B B B e i A RS Bl 2 i U iz — . 20 2R SRS T 4
ALK D R PR SRR R (FRB 55, 1996). B G 3RAFMFRIA SN IE R NLS.
chitd2. Xa21 LLJ PthA MIUIHERE . MR FIF RS X ARG oz B — e ditE GRS 46, 2008;
Mendes et al., 2010; Yangetal., 2011). #FFKH, N - B S 22MRNEE (AHLs) 1E0E 501
SN BRI RSG5 5 200 A I E0R RS (Withers et al.,, 2001). KI5 T4 1) AHLs
IKARBEIE DR e NAEA), T3 SRR 50299 I PTPE (Fuqua etal., 2011) IR R HH L R B4R
KU, B E b tale BRI 4 fis v cp B EE A PR T 12 A1 13 (7SR MR S 5 8 1 45 4 v 0 AR AR A
PR SN, XA A G5 i B AR 1R L

Y& A WA R I BRI B A MR Uz 25 R F0 ks SR, e P A% S rp [ e B Ll X708 2R
WAZRRIEIT . AR be S8 HE It . 18 FAR A 50 5 AT I 4 AU T BOAR &5 5 I 5 i, BRAT ™A% A
335 1] P57 835 1 AEAR 35t 20 908 A1 PRI 5o A0 TGV ECTR B RS (R L DX, W A A 2 AR 2, ST 7 IR
MR, CAKBI v v R A Tt . OO R 352 0 SR T N TR R RS R 2 A, X T
BUR IR AW IRE SR A e, W &S00 1 50 5 R AR UHERR G R, IPui B PR 4L 5 2k
PR R, AR FF R ATB 10996 55 45 1 SR s
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