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WE  REC PO R I NBS-LRR 57 454 3050 1 9651 4 . Bt e 7 #R 45 28 o 19 78 i 1 kL cDNA
A o8 [ P s 2 IR [R] U 371] (resistance gene analogs, RGAs) , 33 i4 qRT-PCR £ R ¥l RGAs 5 5§ )7 3 45 2% it
RBYBIAH AN, FI 0 EBL .2 575 B A7 NBS-LRR #5745 4838, 5 Ml 45 45 4 F5-8 Fil F5-20; {#5F X 8 & 3
TR L X 45 3R 7R L F5-8(GenBank % 5525 MG860907) #l F5-20(GenBank % 35 9 MG860908) 5 B 414y 1
PA PR S DX S EL A AR i AR B b F5-8 5 M- 1 AR X I S B MR AR AL S 94 %6, F5-20 5 Hero 5 FAH B X
WA FERA DI HN 96% . qRT-PCR 45 &M, F5-8 fl F5-20 fE4Ef B 454k th 2 18 4hh 24 h 5 HiFk k&
PR AT ARE . BN F5-8 Rl F5-20 S Fg 77 ML 2R 48 {2 Y 4 0 3 B R 5% 91

KEW  Fohh; MOTREEL A HUR AL FNE)T S ; NBS-LRR

RESES S432.4 XEIFIREG A
a5 Bt (Meloidogyne spp.) 51 00 T i AR 45
2 HUR T hn (Lycopersicon esculentum ) I B B R
B R — B A 1096 ~2000, M
R IK 750 LA BRY L A B OR TR AE RN A
T AT RGBS —E BB IA RBOR B R AR SR
R PR IR A A H ekt B
AR 77 A A R 8 o b 22 8 SO R A BB e
vt PP 58 A BE Bl B 7% Bo ok o — S R) i, R
PR TR B AZ 8 T B U 2k B L A5 BT SR 45 2
HURRPE 1 6 BE R R — SR S B R AR
W) R SR BT 5 1A LA 22 5 IR g oA 1 R PRDJE
AFTE . BOR 2 (1 R SR T4 Hu JE IH ¢ e B R )
FH 20 3 i B AR &5 2k s 3R B M- 1,20 % ot e i 4
LI Hero AY BUHETE M 4E 28 R (Heterodera
schachtii) 3 R Hs17' 0 B 5 2 25 i 4 248l
(Globodera pallida) 3 Gpa-2"*, 8%t 2 H BT
o 5 LR FP 91 3 Bt B 5 R 22 B i RV B A LA B
PR ST G5 K0 388« % 1 BR 45 5 1 5 (nucleotide binding
site, NBS) | & & % % R #H £ ¥ %) (leucine-rich re-
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peat, LRR) . %% 2 M2 i 5% 45 #4) (leucine zipper, LZ) .
2 H TR/ 95 & BR 5 [ i (serine/threonine kinase,
STK) S5, AR B 2 BT 4 5 28 1 25 F ) g
P L AT Ll 4y 4 K3 NBS-LRR,LRR, STK,
LRR-kinase, H:H NBS-LRR 2855 2 AR TE N ¥
L5449 8 [W] 42 5 TIR-NBS-LRR I CC-NBS-LRR
PIRZE, RBE R Z I i) W — DR e 55
FENT, Mandeep 250 AR JEWE G AL N AP A BT
121 4~ E A7 NBS-LRR 57 X 38 £ 7L 4 ax 121 4
FER AT R G IE KB 27 4L IR 5 48 BEHR B A1
5. Roberto 1% I #4 S 5L 41 BF 9 & B 435 A4~
NBS KBl KK . Giuseppe % 78 % il 3 A
PP 105 A~ B A NBS-LRR {4 5F X 385 A9 56 7,
R L I 3 DR 1) PR < &5 4 38 15 1 15 9 51 49 A
YR 2H 50 cDNA 4 39 09 & K [F] 95 F 91 (re-
sistance gene analogs , RGAs) , J& i 08 ¥ g 5= K &
UM G KR By — A A 2T Be. BIH AT IR, T f
CEUMMEYRERYIHE T A F LN
RGAs" B 53 MR 4 B 5B 3 PR A <1 45 48 38 1%
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THRT 3 51 40 BT R 7 M 25 26t 5 24 3 i b L v v e
Bt i R[] 95 5 L OF 3l 3 26 O € it PCR (gRT-
PCR) i AR I He 5 3 B [R]85 51 5 7 Jr #4452 1l
1R YRR IENE . BIF ST & BAY B RE M 45 4tk IR )
A IS I s e o S TRl = s (P o RN R ek A S B SIS R )
i A 25 A

1 #RlE7FE

1.1 iR REFMTR

P AR EE LR R )Y R T DX S
FM o 20 %58 g AR A R R A Rl ofE T VG Al B2
B T 25 P B b L A A . 8 I T ) B T PR
R4 N DI B F 25 °CIRAA N IR AR R i i 4
q, PTG R F5 S 2B AE ) VU0 1T AR X R
LRI AT NE 1S RE 5 5% Mi &R
F T R 7 AR At 2k R i R P SR S TR R
WF5E A0 B R AR K W R T AR A T K MR
SER A B A AR PR 209 R TP AR L R 2 B
SR E .
12 mEELEE

SR B Pl % &)yt e 1% 45 3 i A R4
FETARGE L MM B W &P KRS 4 B
AR B ARG & M A b (A 20 em, 5
12 cem)  BEM A BAIME 1 BEE. BRE
15 d. BF L HER 2 000 kg I ARGE LR R 2 Wb Al B
PG 45 d P2 AR 2R R 0 AR 45 4 Sbn 1fE S I
PR 0 AR R L MREE 1 R MR LH 1~5
MG 2R WA LR 6~15 MRS 3 % HWA
A 16~30 MHRZE 4 R R BA 31~50 MRS

5 YR LA 50 DAL ARSE . AREEHE ML LT 2
AT

VE 2T SR B < B T A B
i A Ak T T 7 AR 45 2k R BTN S IR B
SREEVC IR oy G RS EL 05 b AR HR AL
1.0~10.0; 47005 : AR A5 HE 4 10.1~25.0; J8% « MR 45
TR 25.1~40.0; = B AR G545 % 40.0 DA |,
1.3 RGAR¥F HEEF 54
Fehna RNA FH Trizol 328U, % | Fermen-
tas ZE 719 cDNA 55— & A 7 & (2 K1622) ¥
M ORNA 55 cDNA, 25 B R 2 4 T8 B
FR A 2 N 5 X i 4 5 19 NBS-LRR &% 11 2

J
N

=
AT,

£ 519 F: 5 GGNGGNRTHGGNAARACHAC
3",R:5' AKWGCYARRGGDARYCC 3 ', ¥4 1 £ Fii 2E
P TRECEHED A BRAE G B, UL cDNA B #1T
PCR §"34 , PCR 7= 9 1 1 % 35 i 4% 458 Jie vl Yk 2 A7 462
M, PCR =¥ /M DNA #ifeif 7 & k17 464k K B
(7t 5 B 51 pEGM-T Ak v, 7 358 BH 4 5 B a2 47 )
¥ o W ARAR I A% AT R ¥ 51 SR Vector NTI i#47
AL M B XF, ff | NCBI f9 ORF (open reading
frame) finder 48 & ¥ il B2 52 HE Jf- 47 D) 8 3k 4 #r
5 Megab 4T RGE K B W L
14 HEEZ PCR#&N

e SRR HE A8 B 2 MU B [ A SC 1,27, IR
PR B /A A X L RS 24 h BURE,
B A Ak FHEC 5 AR 7R A VR R S TR A
R, 29 10 min J5 AR G CE — 80 “CUKAR TR A7 75 H

R PP 45 5, B AR S e BRI (R DL oy
S VA TR MR 2 2 e 2 4l sl R s ot R A i
cDNA R itz , GAPDH b N2 3, #4750 &
it PCR |, PCR R MW AKFR A 50 pL, H 4%
SYBR® Premix Ex Taq™ I1(2X)25 uL.,PCR For-
ward Primer(10 pmol/L)2 pL. .PCR Reverse Prim-
er(10 pmol/L) 2 pL.,ROX Reference Dye (50X)
1 L .CDNA #itf 4 pL.ddH, OCR#Z#@AK) , &4
FEdh 3 IRER . BR4ERL 2 220,

#1 ZHEEEE PCRMEIYM
Table 1 The primer of QPCR

B 519 SIFS(-3 D
Gene Primer Sequence
F5-g F5-8 F  ATTGTCTTAGATGATGTGTGGGATAC
F5-8 R AGGTCAAGAGGATCAGTGTTCAG
F5-20 F5-20 F  TACTGCCTCGGAGACAAACGG
F5-20 R TTTCAAACCTACCTCACCACTTCG
GAPDH GAPDH-F CCATCACAGCCACTCAGAAGAC
” GAPDH-R TCAACCACGGACACATCAACAG
2 BRE5HW
21 BMMBNEARELZBANAELETE

M 2 AT UL Y 5 0 2 i AR X R AR 4
APk 2 7 U W, A5 48 B 3.75~73.33 Z
], Hh KRB R MRS ECN 73,33, w43 &2
A58 ECH 38.67, B s 1% 15 A% 5 5 F F5
WKy M 5.00.3.75 i1 6.25, 2 F AN B &,
i .



%1

540 45 . F il NBS-LRR FUAR S5 2k 3 B[R] IR0 51 19 s B 5 0 A 69

R2 BMMBNEFRELZ RHOHUREIESR
Table 2 Evaluation of resistance of tomato

to Meloidogyne incognita

AR R LEAEiRA otk
Tomato Root-knot index Disease resistance
LN [

. L 73.33a . )
Tejidamingxing Highly susceptible
a3 S

A 38.67b ] i
Hongjixing Susceptible

15 =i
ﬂJJ.?é“ = 5 00c ' mi‘JL.
Xiankel Highly resistant
% 55 _ [
. 3.75¢ . .
Xianke5 Highly resistant
F5 6.25¢ ki

Highly resistant

1 R B EE G A W] 7 8 R 4 Tukey HSD 3K 56 7E« = 0.05
K22 7 3 . Note: Different letters in the same indicate

significant difference at a =0.05 level by Tukey HSD test.
RGA By ¥ 18 & B 5l o 47

RGA ##8354% 2 % B NBS-LRR K H1H5 %
KT 45 A % 57 45 #4 38, (p-loop . Kinase-2 a. Kinase-
3a GLPL X)) By Hit 9 FE A W] I8 5 51 . 43 53] 4w 45 A
F5-8 fil F5-20, XtiX 2 %k RGAs #4515 2 APk
F R 7B AP AR 45 28 AL 3K [ Mi-1 (AF091048) | 7 i
PR & 2R i L Mi-1.1 (NM_001247693.1) , % fifi
PR g5 Lk i FE [ Mi- copy2(U81378.1) BT HY
g B caMi (DQA65824.1) | 75 i 4 M 4 £ v It
Hero ( AJ457051 ). M % $i TMV 3
N(AAA50763), & #ii ¥t M & W w HE K
Cf-2(2207203A) . F Al Pt 40 & Ik BE & K
Pto (A49332) AT 2 FE MR T4 LE Xt . HRT 45 2R o
F5-8 5 8 A>T AT 35 A A B X 3ok 220 35 82 AH oL 1
Hh28% ~94% , Hivh F5-8 5% AP 45 4k 3L N
Mi-1 A5 R DX 358 22 5L W AH AL 9420, F5-8 52 4
T PIR L AL R Mi-1.1, Mi- copy?2 FIEHT
MREEL VR caMi AR B DX 3 220 6 R AR B 14 34 R
92% . F5-20 5 8 A~ NP0 ik PR AH B X 358 24 L 7R
FEAAPE S 2890 ~96 %0, Horhr F5-20 5 % i i Ml 2E £k
HOIEH hero 3 PRUAR IO X 358 2 35 9 AH BLPE 4 96 %6,
F5-20 5 4 AR 25 2 3k PR A IO DX 385 220 5 192 AH A
PEXI R 72% (K 1),

M Clustalx R HE RS K BR (B 2). W
2ATLLE L2 % RGAs 5E MU HE 0 4 4
33,2 4 RGAs 5 5 4 CC-NBS-LRR( Mi-1, Mi-
1.1, Mi- copy2.CaMi ., Hero) B N —2%; A 5 i

22

TMV %K N (TIR-NBS-LRR) ., & il $it M 5% &
BB CF-2 (LRR-TMD | 75 ifi Bt 240 A1 1% 30 0 2k [
Pto(STK) 433l A —2 3 F5-8 Ml F5-20 43 5
Mi-1, Mi-1.1, Mi-copy2.,CaMi Fl Hero & 1E —
LR A B A H N, £ F5-8 il F5-20 AT RES
CC-NBS-LRR 2405 AH O HE A [7] 8 5 51
23 ELHEMEEE PCR &S H

SR E WS K B F5-8 F1 F5-20 5% Midirg
J5 MR 24 4 AR g (9 R O M SR FH 52 B 56 O s & PCR
K F5-8 Hl F5-20 # b R 7 MR 45 £kl 2 #6 4
24 hig Rk, 4R R 3, SXHEM L F5-8 1
PeRh g AR AE R R 2 4 S 24 h Rk B E L
FEL M F5-20 ik TR W5 HEM F5-8 Fl F5-20
kR 7 R 2k HUR Y AR DG SE I R T 81 L F5-8 B0
A BBk B 5 4G 2k B P A OGS R W] IR T
3 it

) RGAs & — 278 09 5 9% J5 ) A0 B AR
Y A ELA R ST S R R T RE A S L ]
VB A 5 B Ty B 1 B s 5 P 0 ik o Sk R
1B, BFE/NE KRS BT ERZ Y R T R
W RGAs "7 {HRIEAN T A B RGAs #5 /2
Pow LN 15 2 1 RGAs BlIE 52 0 5 5L X, 4% 2
R 179 A~ RGAs ABRFEER R I & 8 10 4~
RGAs AN & B 161 1~ RGAs M5
KL 76 E & B B i RGAs 10 % #3iF 52 {2 5
Rt R 2R IE R 5 NBS-LRR H A 1R & 19 [
TR (H PR RS 5 ol 4 L TR ¢ 1 2% 1 55 28 AE 3 3L
HEH & F 5] et & 3 RGAs R £ [H A e iR T
A R 1 A4 A Tl Bl 2k 5 A 1 A s AR T B 3 T
AR — 28 AT T e A 3 R, H A S R 35 IR m] DL A
S mRNAPY L AR R 2 % RGAs
AU Ry TP e 5 R, 5 B 1 — 2 A a0 B ity
ik K TIEE

Fe i 0 JLAR ] B ad 50 AN 9 3 R 4L
B BLL T T RGAs B & B, (B AL A 2D B is
FERER R, WL, 5T RGAs S5 YR
PR A0 € 2 L W EL ) 6 G T DR o 3 IR ) v B L
AEBEAEM., b TiEA I KN F5-8 Fl F5-
20 Wi 2% RGAs J& 15 R I m J7 R 25 2k dfs AH DG SE A
K SE w9 5 5 PCR Kl F5-8 F1 F5-20 4 Ff
MRS d 2 AR 24 h R K. AR K
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BLEF5-8 1 F5-20 fE 4P g r iR &5 4k dt 2 W2 40 F5-8 350 T fig Ay pg 5 A 245 2k He 47 1 AH G 35 I ] U5
24 h 5 HRIK B RE T2 T U HENFS-8 78], #F— Ll f 2R 8 HA K741, i o 5
I F5-20 AR AR AL AR QAR G N Rl IR 7 4] R 2k B SRk B iiE FL I RE

Cf-2 NLSMLYLYNNQLSGSIPASLGNLNNLSRLYLYNNQLSGSIPEEIGYL SSLTYLDLSNNSIN
Pto HKFLIGHGVFGKVYKGVLRDGAKVALKRRTPESSQGIEEFETEIETL SFCRHPHLVSL --
N HNLRLTEWK SAIEHMKNNSYSGIIDKLKISYDGLEPK QQEMFLDIACFLRGEEKD YILQ
F5-20 ANKVYNNTLVASHFNV RAKCTVSQNFNKSKVLREILQQVTASETNGSE --
Hero PGVGKTTLANKVYNNTLVASHFK TRAKCTVSQNFNKSKVLREILQQVTASETNRSE --
F5-8 RGLGKTTLAYKVYNDKSVSSQFDLRAWCTVDQGYDDKKLLDTIFSQVSDSDSKLSEN
Mi-1.1 P AYKVYNDKSVSSRFDL RAWCTVDQGCDEKKLLNTIFSQVSDSDSKLSEN

CaMi PAYKVYNDKSV SRHFDL RAWCTVDQGYDDKKLLDTIFSQVSGSDSNLSEN
Mi-1 PMAYKVYNDKSV SRHFDL RAWCTVDQGYDDKKLLDTIFSQVSGSDSNL SEN

Mi-copy2 PIGSGKTTLAYKVYNDKSVSRHFDL RAWCTVDQGYDDKKLLDTIFSQVSGSDSNLSEN

p-loop
cf2 LYENQLASSVPEEIGYLRSLNVLDLSEN ALNGSIPASFGNLNNLSRL NLVNNQLSGS
Pto IGFCDERNEMILIYK YMENGNLKRHLY G SDLPTMSMSWEQRLEI CIGAARGLHYLH
N LRILIDKSLVFISEYNQVQMHDLIQDMGK YIVNF QK DPGE---R--SRLWLAKEVEE -----
F5-20 DDLAEKLRVALLDKRYIATGEMSIACFPKVERGNRVILTSRSGEVGLK
Hero DDLAEKLRVALLDKRY[IVLDDVWJPIATGEMLIACFPK VERGNRV ILTSRSGEVGLK
F5-8 IDVADKLRKQLFGKRYLIVLDDVWIDTT TWDELTRPFPEAKKGSRIILTTREKEVALH

Mi-1.1 IDVADKLRKQLFGKRYLIVL DDVWIDTTTWDELTRPFPESKKG SRIILTTRIEKEVALH
CaMi IDVADKLRKQLFGKRYLIVLDDVWPTTTLDELTRPFPEAKKGSRIILTTRIEKEVALH

Mi-l IDVADKLRKQLFGKRY[LIVLDDVWPTTTLDELTRPFPEAKKGSRIILTTREKE VAL H
Mi-copy?  IDVADKLRKQLFGKRYLIVLDDVWDTTTLDELTRPFPEAKKGSRIILTTREKE VALH
Kinase-2 a Kinase-3a

cf2 IPEEIG YLRSL NVLDLSENALNGSIPA SFGNLNNLSRLNLCIGAARGLH YLHTRAII
Pto TRAITHRDVK SINILLDENF VPKITDFGISKKGTELDQTHLSTVVKGTLG YIDPE YF
N VMSNNTGTMAMEAIW VS S YSSTLRESN QAVKNMKRLRVFNMLW TETKHLPS L
F5-20 VKCRSDPVDL QVLTDEK SWELFEKRVFGDEG SCPAELLDIGHQIVEKAKGLPI
Hero VKCRSDPVDLQVLTDEK --WELFEKRVFRDEG S CPAELLDIGHQIVEKCKGLPL]A
F5-8 GKLNTDPLDLRLLRPDESWELLEKRAFG NEICPDELL DVGKEIAKI V----KG CL-X
Mi-1.1 GKLNTDPLDLRLLRPDESWELLEKR AFGNESCPDELLDVGKEIAENC--JKGLPTv
Cali GKLNTDPLDLRLLRPDESWELLEKRTFGNESCPDELLDY GKEIAENC---[KGLPIV
Mi-l GKLNTDPLDLRLLRPDESWELLDKRTFGNESCPDELL DVGKEIAENC--- \é

Mi-copy2  GKLNTDPLDLRLLRPDESWELLEKRTFGNESCPDELLDVGKEIAENC----{KGLP

HF 51 HE X 8 AP R 5 K R 51 SR I T GenBank, Vector NTT #4F 47 7 51 e %t i, NBS-LRR 45 44 35 H] 22
HEZK 7%, The sequences of the R (Mi-1 AF091048, Mi-1.1 NM _001247693. 1, Mi- copy2 U81378. 1, CaMi
DQ465824.1, Hero AJ457051, N AAA50763,Cf-2 2207203A, Pto A49332) used for analysis were derived from
GenBank. The NBS-LRR domains are indicated with boxes.

E 1 RGAsEEHEERF 5 S M I mE B R F & E b xt

Fig.1 Multiple alignment of amino acid sequences of RGAs with the NBS domains of other R
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i NBS-LRR $7 HR 45 2k 5 A ] I 1) 19 s B 5 20 71

Mi-1

83
CaM i

91 Mi-copy?

Mi-1.1
100

74 —F5-8

I:FS-ZO
100 Hero

—

Pto

Cf2

—

F Mega5 B4 B ARIT % (ND 0L RGAs 5 MPUREEF I R GEHEALR . BN FIIRIET GenBank, FRGEM 45 5 b B (A

#1000 WIEASAY A 26 K 56 & {5 ¥ . Phylogenetic tree of RGAs and known R were performed using neighbor-joining algorithms in
Mega 5 software, The sequences of the R (Mi-1 AF091048 .Mi-1.1 NM_001247693.1,Mi- copy2 U81378.1,CaMi DQ465824.1, Hero
AJ457051,N AAA50763,Cf-2 2207203A, Pto A49332) used for analysis were derived from GenBank. The bootstrap confidence values

shown at the nodes of the tree are based on 1 000 bootstrap replications.

B 2 RGAs 5B infm & B &R 5 R o4
Fig.2 Phylogenetic tree of RGAs and known R
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Abstract

Degenerated primers were designed according to the conserved regions of NBS-LRR do-

main from known plant resistance genes. Then these primers were used for amplification of the NBS-

LRR analogs from Lycopersicon esculentum. Sequence analysis showed that 5 fragments contained the

resistance gene analogs, two of which have the ORF region and conserved NBS-LRR domain. F5-8
(MG860907) shared 94 % identity with the resistance genes of Mi-1, and F5-20 (MG860908) shared
96 % identity with the resistance genes of Hero. The quantitative real-time PCR results showed that ex-

pression of F5-8 and F5-20 was changed after Meloidogyne incognita infection, suggesting that F5-8

and F5-20 might be related with nematode infection.
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