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(1 BN RS, LR R S R EREE A0 =, m AL 2100955 2 Ab LRl IRY
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indispensable role in ensuring human food security. However, with the continuous expansion of soybean cultivation
areas and the escalating impacts of climate change, soybean production faces severe challenges from various biotic
and abiotic stresses. Among these, viral diseases have become one of the critical factors restricting soybean yield
and quality improvement, posing a serious threat to the sustainable development of the global soybean industry. In
recent years, soybean viral diseases have exhibited a trend of expanding occurrence range and increasing severity,
imposing immense pressure on agricultural production. With the rapid advancement of cutting-edge technologies,
such as high-throughput sequencing, molecular biology, genomics, and genetic engineering, significant progress has
been made in the identification of soybean viral diseases, understanding their occurrence and pathogenic
mechanisms, and in the discovery and functional characterization of soybean antiviral genes. This review aims to
summarize the etiological characteristics, epidemiology, and impacts on soybean production of the major viral
diseases. It emphasizes the recent outbreak and epidemic features of newly emerged soybean stay-green viruses in
soybean. Furthermore, this review will delve into the latest research progress regarding soybean antiviral immunity
mechanisms, encompassing the identification and functional validation of resistance genes, the molecular dissection
of antiviral signaling pathways, the integrated analysis of multi-omics data, and the innovative application of
cutting-edge biotechnologies like gene editing in the genetic improvement for soybean antiviral resistance. Finally,
we discuss future directions for the precise management of viral diseases and the development of resistant soybean

cultivars, with the aim of providing a theoretical foundation and technological support for the sustainable
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development of the soybean industry and the effective control of viral diseases.

Key words: soybean; viral disease; resistance gene; defence mechanism

K 5. (Glycine max (L.) Merr.) #2J5 T+ &,
AT RERHFE L, 2 B AR TR FAREY)
(&, 2. B OB ) 22—, Hr “R0” BIfERE,
FE ER M SO A AR A %S R R E AL, KA
A BRE A ORI A R B iR YR, DTk 1 AR
29 =y 2 — HIEY) R =5 2 i sh W B
REW, W N T PR AR, e
RN TSGR P R AR . SR, K
FEAE KR B AR i I 5 2 AR P A AR P a1
PR . HEGETE, B R BT A R K
PR IS 15%~30%, 75 5 5¢ X 22 Al B 8l .
Horb, JREHW H S BN HI 20K & A PR T )
HER R, MAERKE PR R MR | =
KRR e BEE KGR B AR, DA
VE TRAEAN B 55 22 R4 MR ASE X HE ) AR 24
B (AR FE . R EEADGHREE ) ARk, RS
RABEAMREZIE I, R MR EE S
RUWE IR, FEEm R G R ZeE A
Grakas B

AR WABHER R =T, K
TORERE M H AR . EIGE, BRTCRAE
i 100 FEYI I R AR KT, HAE R T
REfE SRR Y K G IR B 20 50 Fh Y. IX e i
—BERPRGHE, %Ik i, 1ent.
TGN G W T 45 22 Pl B RLREIR, 7 B R K B

AR P EAERRE, ARHLX KT I
FEYR R R E . B, KGR
(soybean mosaic virus, SMV) 7E 4= Bk [l )N 32 &
i, REMEZERKGEHRTRHEDY Mo
JEPELL I BE (bean pod mottle virus, BPMV) 1352 5.1
I8 ¥ 1975 7 (bean common mosaic virus, BCMV) N
FERATTERE, BSEER ST A, KGRk
IR BE 955 #F (soybean vein necrosis virus, SVNV) & %
1536 E AN S R S g i ™. Hophops 2 49T G 5
BEIZi 5 (cowpea mild mottle virus, CpMMV). JH %L
2825 9i B (tobacco streak virus, TSV)~ & 15 46 M0 25
(alfalfa mosaic virus, AMV). K745 (soybean
dwarf virus, SbDV). MHEIABETEE (tobacco ringspot
virus, TRSV) 1% AL % 5 (cucumber mosaic virus,
CMV) W AERERZ DM HIIX AR IE, 6 R T A 7l
AT R O B AR ORI, KRR
JRMRE R, HB AW ANEIL. bz
K, EREEMER KRG EX KRIRBER T M4
N K EHE 799 5% (soybean stay-green associated virus,
SoSGV) [ i, e FEK Bl ig i T K e
&, HR X HEE BBl ™,

ERE, KEENKRETRAEREMME. K
e G R S e P = O I NI = T 5 <1 DA
SR, B R DR G M T I A R P A R 2R A 1
e AE KRG PORE, FRIE 4R R &Sk 1.2
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fem, JEAERE AL, EE A RN 2 000 270,
BE R AT B 80%,  IX ARG K A N 22 A 5 3%
B PREUA K2 TR B s i e, B E K E
BEANAL, — 7 A2 PR T N2 /D R AR AT PR
FJr L, RO R EER 2R R, J AT
] K- 28 B AN Ay R R R B G 4 3 A 7 [ )
60% A7 e B BORT EE 7 AR A e A A T
U RUE DR, B 2 KRR R T
KR = .

gi b, ARSCHE RV TOREH W HRE R F
RGN T IR KGR B I 2L AR S R R AN
fEE, IFREL T TR SR R S B ) R
FCHE JE UL K A G 3 S TV AR DR A K B P 35
BAL R AN, DU AR SRS 1 wF 7t LK
SRR PR S

1 REENRERE

1.1 XKEHMHES

K Z e % B (soybean mosaic virus, SMV) /&
T At 50390 [ A= G K 57 A 3k R s LA A 14 1)
g, MUSFERERIBRN . o R R R Y A SR
FEIR, R E WK E R REMSR Y. SMV &
TSR ZE Y IREFR (Potyviridae) By, 51 kK5
TR B R, EEERESKEE~XWE 2
oA U R T 1915 SRR 56 [ BEIE AR M 1
KARiE, IFF 1921 4F B Gardner A1 Kendrick 1E =
ik " EILE, SMV AT S BUR S 8%~35%,
Wi 15 50 S 430K =IA 94%, HIB = FEE S R, R
TR R R X R AR YLt 45 2 R IR Z g 1,
SMV KPR R I 25 FFE R AL i EEtk & MK
JB B BRI 25 AR 1T S K 22 BUB i R R A
BEZA. a5%8ub, R N W,
HEATARERR . W SRy = tH &
DL ER S5 URERAR R I BE S, 5 A 3 ok Pt i B B
JEOIR TGS, TRk XS ) v WARSREE, W2 T EEE
PEIRAR o B 70 i Fob BRI ] 2B BT R H IR R SR SR B
B R ENIKIRIE . AL K&t s sREEAR R AT
FIRMEEBA . RGMERIE, A, iR 2
FEIRBE. TiiAh, ERMEERIET . FRETIR AR 1)
FIKBARZEFZW . 78 18 °C MR A,
Fr 45 R 5 24~25 °C BREAR A BT s T 24 iR
FEIt 30 °C I, GEARNEEAPHERS . dhsh, WA
M E I, 29.5°C %) 4d RIWJEE, T 18.5°C
VBB A I K 14 01T

SMV J5 5 R ¥~ H1 41 7 8 AT L E RNA 4108,
H IR IE SCHEE RNA, KL 10 kb, H S
s A S R AR N AE R ) (VP) 455 3
K WA 2 WA E @™, FEF4 RNA BF
— AN K FF R SEAE (open reading frame, ORF), A
BN —N21 360 kD 2 JEH . BLAh, 7£ P3 %
B X A 38 A7 £ — > B RNA R A B 7 7 42 1) /)
ORF (pretty interesting potyvirus ORF, PIPO). X
A2 R AL B g D 1) =M B R R
DI, #5774 P1. HC-Pro. P3. PIPO. 6K1. CI.
6K2. Nla-VPg. Nla-Pro. NIb fl CP & 11 FiEHA A
FDhRER AR H o (AT R, 78 P3 S 1
PR /N ORF 5 P3 1) N i S 7] 4 05 T2 Rl il & 2
P3N-PIPO, 1% H7EM T3 B HI M R G AR Gl f2 o
RIFFEZLER M,

SMV 5 K 545 37 A8 K SL A7 i 72 v [ gk
1, TR T BRAAFEBURMERIRR [ 3B, 5
R, —Lerk &R/ 70 BV RE U8 S B S M E HT ik,
DR e A N R & PUrE R, X — I RIER T
SMV 73 & Y 18] 4712 = & 38 1% 38 7 38 A% 2 bF
Yo HRAE H )R AR AN R 70 B WAEAS R R & il |
RSO 1 22 7, & X SMV 28 kAT 7 A
[F Ik &5y . IEFIH 10 A% SMV VAR 5E
KRG8, B ETDEDRT N 22 MR
(SC1~8C22)* 1, Hrhr, FgAR 1138-2 K ot it
Ao P EIR IR, FAaR S 27 T N E 73 Pk
REAAE. HAKH 4 DNENEF T/ SMV 7
WX S MR R (A~E)P s EEFIH 7 N
FRHIKIG R T MR (GG LT HRIE )
SMV PR REE RS, — 7 TR 2 AN,
5y J7 T SO TN B AR R S A S B
Pkl ER Z 584 1 A -

SMV 7E [ 28§ T2 2 i de DLAR SR APE (non-
persistent) 77 LR, HATC M2 15 NMER 32
T dgp R AR Dy AR B . b, B E
(Acyrthosiphon pisum) SWF (Aphis fabae). KIZ1f
(A. glycines). kW (Myzus persicae) 1 L KW (Rho-
palosiphum maidis) & B 5 5 )AL T B P fH
fit potyvirus —#£, ANE SMV 7 B ERAERF R/
(145 57 1 22 5 £ B 5 3L CP &5 (1 F HC-Pro 25 (111
A ok PO, e Ah, SMV T LU i T4 4,
{E AL A 2 IR K G R A 2 0 B AR T . (ERZ
B b, SMV B 7% 36 2238 % 9 0%~5%, {8
Bl SRR 1AL B R R IE 64% BT, SMV R A% g
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52 K S RNA JUERAL S B 520, [F I 5 SMV
P1. HCPro LA} CP 7 5 5% ¥, 7E SMV iftAT
e, B R AR MO RSB . XL
PR SMV 1) EZWZ Je 5. (R 5547 B 5 LA
MR SRR AL, BEJS I A2 1) IR AL # A
HEE R AT R B, SMVZERR T Py AT B AR
R GEE,  BIAEAE R A 5 e 0 b~ b AT e e il
FER . AT AL R AR IR T S A ARV AR
ORI ], A I IE AT R A R A TR R R B
i_B‘—L;—"%— [27, 28]a

SMV i EE AT LN KT AR, AR
SMV 73 B pR e fR G HoAth 37 32, & V0 £ 2R
T 6 MEHUHEY), B GR}E (Fabaceae). HiF} (Amar-
anthaceae) # %} (Chenopodiaceae). 193 ER} (Pass-
ifloraceae). % %%} (Schrophulariaceae) F i Fl (So-
lanaceae)™ s ARk RIEANHDF F LSRR AL
BEER, BN el RAEBREG. it
SMV 5 BPMV 5t AMV & &2 GL I A7 45 Bp 7] R0
E 1 i Fh o, SMV 5 BPMV & 417 YL 1l 5 51
66%~86% I AL, T&H & T I SMV (R 4Lk
JRIH 8%~25% . R AR GAEMRR I o™ &
HOREAR, BN IR . AL GURAE St
MR, FE, HH—HEREMLL, WEFYHE
Pk AR TR A B kD> B2,
12 REEBIEMHHRS

S IE 995 7% (bean common mosaic virus,
BCMV) j& L ZE Y W58 (Potyvirus) [ 2 —,
TEARBRVEE N2 040, &7 BB S RHEY =
LR E R 2 —. BCMV 5 5 (1 Stewart I
Reddick M3 [E 4 25212 YL i 5 SR 2 B 3045,
BRI RRN “ S AL A G 35 7 Y. 1934 4F,
Pierce %% P 1 WK fE 3¢ & b Flt “Corbett Refugee”
I8 17X BEMV figitt, IRz ka4
BCMV, 1994 4, Gunasinghe 25 P & ¥ 58 & T
BCMV JE KA R . 3 E X BCMV fIBF L8+
20 {2 30 4EAC, (¥4 (1936) Mldr kg (1939)
TR T2 B AE IR E R RIS G F T A AT
FEW, BCMV £ EERENE, ik
Ak 50%~100%"", H T H AT EE %, BCMV
AR T SIS M X AL 4R, H AT a3,
A WL RPN A IR S i s 21, BREE )
WAL, AEREKIMIBAE 43 4i. Worrall 25 B9 (¥ 1F 58
WAUESE, BCMV 7EFi A & BHE Y 1) 31X 5 35 A7 7E
B i T HARPHER 7 B R k= A Rk i),  HSEbr e ER

FEMAR TS Ik, BEAERBRE 5 M1
H OISR, BCMV 7EH 590 Bl N IRE L7, ol
RUERHEYI RN BT L

BCMV ZE K45 I 8 RNA, KEEZ)N 10
kb, HIERALEHWMEmLE RS SMV K4, £
R OB G D) #2477 42 PLL HC-Pro, P3,
PIPO. 6KI1. CI. 6K2. Nla-VPg. Nla-Pro. NIb FlI
CP % 11 Rl LA AN A Th 8 (0 e 24 & (1 1 BCMV
2 EVEE NNz, AR 9 AR 44 AN B )
100 ZFfEd) . fEER%M T, BCMV Al 4%
MERMEY), WKE. 35 (Phaseolus vulgaris L.).
AR & (Cajanus cajan (L.) Millsp.). B (Senna tora
(L.) Roxb.). [EYET (Cicer arietinum L.). F57 (Lens
culinaris Medic.) « &2 (Vicia faba L.)« $i%Z. (Pisum
sativum L.) F % Wi . (Lathyrus odoratus L.) %5 . 1E
AN, 18I HUbR R 35 45 Fhod vT 42 ek SR
Y, WA R =M (Nicotiana clevelandii) F1 A [
1 (N. benthamiana)™ . BCMV HItE#R@E 2, *
SO wf D AR R AT AL 3R, Horh i o, &
SR AR A& TR AE R A B0 o R SR I ) A
R (1 min), JoREFARI], Al 1 3% B 4 A 2
P (3~15 s) BRI AT 3R1F AL 3B 3, f 280tk s
Donnelly 25 " #ff 78 % B, deF B % 38 3 J8 0 1l
BRR YA S S OB U AN [FHE R A UL &
Yy, EEARME I, XKWL BT R d N
WAZ G AR PR [ {2 FRAEL PRI R HO B R, AT i a2 75
TE 8] (A PRIEAE R . BCMV [FIFERENS @ I Fpf, Fb
R %5 BCMV Bk & 1= Geif (7] DL A A= 4L 1) 27
T, fERE A RE g P,
1.3 EIERNEHRS

B S B39 7 (cowpea mild mosaic virus, CpMMV)
5L Brunt 551 1973 SEAE NN EL S E IR I IF4R
B ™, BJE, 1982 4F Thounvenel 25 ) 7 5 5 ifg
(K G 1 R o B B0 35 5 [ 4E Twaki &5 M9 78
ZRERE A RARIE T CpMMV FIAFLE . 2000 4,
CpMMV 1E PG R & B s, FFx) 4ok & =
I AT ™ E R . 2008 4R, Tavassoli
S USRI R & ARSI B %00 8 5 EFRE, 2009
4 Chang 25 ™ JIREGBHXET LRI T
CpMMV R %% 5 2019 4E 47 e 55 ™ 72 i i 191 52
ERILT CpMMV ;5 [A4E, Wei & B o IR AE 22 Ok
oI ENZE R B Wei & PR HAEKRE L
PIRAAT T R, RIMHAER . bz
BN NEM 25040, IFH SMV 5 CpMMV
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AL EMR R, XK, CpMMV C7EE
WMz K AL, 7 E UM SRR ) % 4
& Sy

CpMMV & 2, B 2 4R i 55 B (Betaflexiviridae)
TN IR B R (Carlavirus) W) R 1. R4
NIEHEE RNA, BETIEME., %2R0 5
WURL Y, 5 B OBURL K BE 29 9 1000 nm, H RN
12~13 nm. FEH 4 3" 5545 A poly(A) B, 5 i BA
BraEi, JEgnbs A TF B ELHE (ORF)™, 55—
A~ ORF L F2E K41 5" o, Hhtin 8 1) RNA HOE
RNA % % il (RdRp) ; ORF2. ORF3 Fll ORF4 % i}
W8 & [ TGB1. TGB2 Al TGB3, X =/
MK 43 ¥ 5 &4y 5 25.6. 11.6 Ail 7.7 kDa ; ORFS
YRt 52 HE 1 (CP, 32 kDa); ORF6 fir T- 5 [R 41 3’ i,
R AR RS G HEE. B ORF1 Al H
et B AL A B3 4h, AR B> ORF ¥ 270
W5 2% 7 K (K 2H RNA (sgRNAs) #535% P, 78 [ SR %A
N, CpMMV ] i i Ff 1 A1 M ¥} E\ (Bemisia tabaci
Gennadius) LAAERF AMETT AL HE « AESRIR = KA T,
] SR U R R REAT A 58 Y. CpMMV 1135 3
Yoz, ARG S8, B4 (Arachis hypogaea
L.). K¥L & (Vigna unguiculata subsp. Sesquipedalis
(L.) Verdc. ) FIZEG (P, vulgaris L.) Z 2 Fp G RHED) .
WA RIE o TR ekt # R R 2R
DA 2 RS 2 Fhia g B 4k, CpMMV i&n]
WAL RE, HAL R PRS2 2 5 70 S
AL, PRt ARG AT SR A
ZRR RN ™, CpMMV 24 E 15, # 5l
HAPE . REGTEPE S . BT SRR S ek, @ E
AT RECEARIATE, 23 PR = A 5
14 REEHRHS

S JEBE R (bean pod mottle virus, BPMV)
T 1948 47 3 [E g -~ 2 RGN S 182 & (Phaseolus
vulgaris) ERARIE B, T 1958 4E 76 [ 5 (M &
WR B HAR G K = 7, BPMV 2 X4 44 9% % #)
(Secoviridae) T1. 5. %% & J& (Comovirus) 1) i 51 ©Y,
2RI A EEEA R, FEERRATREY,
HP KRG emRAAFEEENTE. %Z BPMV £
e B R B H IR 3%~52%, Y= R B DR 3L 5 A
12 it I 7 B B2 AR YL K R BUR R BEEKE,
MM AR T 55T Y BPMV 5 SMV 7E H [l g%
RAEZ GG, I 7= PR RN 3 12 = BPMV
(9 B AN R, BE D™ R ok G e & e
BPMV 7£ 3 [ i R B~ 8B B Rk, 3k

H B e 1 B il k. (HEEAE JIE K30
BIFFEE N, BPMV Rl MK G AR A XU H 28
k. Hil, OFZUGEEFTRG R H BPMV,
W29 1 0 K A 7 A s E b

BPMV A W 53 1895 75 Bt (Comoviridae) U1 5.9
B J& (Comovirus) i 7t . %90 53 2 A X2 4 1F 8
RNA JE[H 41, r RNA-1 I RNA-2 41, X 5%
RNA 73 7 #% (0 F /£ HLAS N 28 nm [ 5545 25 RURL
H O B R B, RSB M N =
ey, sy ml AT (T). 2 M) MIEE (B). T
Hor oA Pk, M A B 4H 5 a5 By
F 1 RNA-2 FIRNA-1 . 3X = 2H 55 1 B 4 e 7]
1 60 KA (L-CP, 41 kDa) £l 60 /A
FE [ (S-CP, 22 kDa) 4. S-CP E E 74 K/
PARREAY, BPSEREER A C imal i . T iXFh
i, BPMV i 85 FURLAE FLUK IS R I P AR 2K -
TR NG AT R BRI AR AL, AERh SR AL 2
M 1 B & A 415 . BPMV K41 RNA %)
i A poly(A) B, JF H 42 RNA [ 5" b #B L4 i
B — A/ NBEPE R VPg. BPMV [3E K 41 i
B AN G SRR R 2 R H TR Ok R A 2 M iR
F. BPMV ff] RNA-1 g% A B EH, 250
AWM, N5 B 3ARIN: AR T R
T 15 5= D 40 % 2 R 1 VPg. 24K 5 g A RNA K
HUE RNA €& RdRp 5 1 RNA-2 JU 2 ith — Foft 4
38 B R LR R R 2R 1 17,

FEH[E], BPMV 7] 2 Fi g i H AL 5%, A46
& (Cerotoma trifurcata, Forster). i % 14 ' H
(Colaspis brunnea, Fabricius). 774035 )\ H Bt (Diabrotica
undecimpunctata howardi, Barber). 2548 % (Epicauta
vittata, Fabricius). H RN 4 (Popillia japonica Newman)
ARG BF S 50 (Epilachna varivestis, Mulsant)* **,
Horp, SR — MRS AR A TR
B 2] 80% HUE Gy K 51 52 B BE 65 4 ik 55 4% 3R
Yhfg FERERR . BPMV IR R YeiliEH A =4 -
ZAZ IR EF . B FRAT 5 iR A A T
HOR IR 5, DL RS2 B AR G I SR R B
BPMV K Fh-FAZ 4e 4 HA%, IF BM B B I JEFh
T BRI SR bR, DO RIEM TR i aE ]
B R AEBER . BPMV ARG 025 22, W SR I
—Hp A SR LM JE R L (Desmodium canadense)
1E AR T2 BPMV B H R T £ BAH H
1) R R s B 5247 L 2 A4 Desmodium J&TEY)
R JRELEH R, IXEH R R|
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e bR R, BEJE AR S A K A
RE 2> 4k AL AE FH B Py DL R ) A5 1% 1200 25 U
L5 XEESHKSE

FROFRENGE, IR KERERZREEN
KEAFR R TR . Tk, fEFRE M
WREFEFXRIARBER T —MANKE “GEH”
M, B XE B I, 45 S HUR Rk
TIEMATHUR, REHIS TRRMERER
AR UV, G5/ RNA & il 80 5 45 & A 1E
B2 M, Cheng %5 ) ¥ Wk AE K GE 5 #F i i %
8 — R R A SR R, S A8 R R
NESE T KRG FER R EE (soybean stay-green associated
virus, SOSGV) 12 4« K & 1] L& oK & “REH 7 IR .
I 2 2 R G A & B OR, SoSGV A
WHE MR Z ORGP X2 A, SR E A IE
B K 3 7, Cheng 26 7 33— 45 % 0 AS [6] i [X
ISERL “RET” FEMmBRILE MR T RHESS, &
FIL A R 9 B R R . AR 4 5 3 B E AN R R
B, IXESREIR AT L A = AR - T RPN R 3K
B BAE 4538 RBUE S ;- 1B R BN AN SE(H 45 35
B R s I BRI A H 45380 w, (H
SHREIBGE. H, 1B AZHHE “EEF” E
BRI, HFEFHAL. BT, e E AR A,
O IR Y AT s VER X, SoSGV &K “hE
H7 O FEFHAL, R EER G R SN DL O S
FhZE R, MEHFREAEAR, HISHLARF ALY
e ASE T, BEJE, Wang 25 U@ KE K E 4
MAEYIH MRS TR AERSRE RS Bl K&
) “HX 7,

SoSGV ¥ £ # /i ik O 4l %5 ey — Fpp i B
=2 ZRVE M = M (Orosius orientalis, Matsumura) ™™,
ZRAANZEMHFR, FEUEEWCATZ, TRE
SR RN R B R 2SR SO R
Z/b 60 FE Y U % B R 3 B A TR I
SV A B S S RS R IX o E RO (1) — L 447y
IRV IR 25 P R o 8 P e R e i ), o B
ZiEH] 60%, HEmRHETEEEEE ™, Kt
W) 2 P i 4 TR 22 i 2 MR IR A (1) B AL B Y
R, BEMALIEZRR. EfE. 3. KL EM
M AR, DL K 53 % 95 75 (tobacco yellow dwarf
virus). JEWE G AREEESE XA B (chickpea chlorotic
dwarf geminivirus) 25 % #1555 7', Cheng %5 ¥ 7 1
Fit— BRI, SoSGV AMYREHE 17 4+ T RHEYI I K
T, Wi, BT S, AR M. O

WRE L R = R S T ., HIRIE R
KMBRE., thoh, REMEME NETREMNE
) 27, HIFASBERE SoSGV 2 4. AR ER
142, SoSGV ZYA MG FIFEAI 51k “RERH” &
A, QAR 2 FIE ST, 78 SoSGV ] REfE
AN B 2 o R R A L, SRR
“CRER” ER P

SoSGV ML 4 WA B, A KK 47 4l
2762 nt, TG 6 ANEEH, MK FER R
PERTERE R BIOALE, JRE gL s e (VD)
FPTBRAM ST (V2) AN A, FURMEE g Y 2 1A
KEH (CLFEHIEE A (C2). ZHlI5RE [ (C3)
FUEE AR ¥ 52 KT (C4) TUANE A P SoSGV HXE
i EE R 14 JR AR F R 0 4 5 AR T 51— 3
PEFRAR T 60%, B BT #E VA A A 43 210 X0 A= 995 55 b
XFAZ00 B IR S R 2 3 A7 4 B b, AR L AT BE YR T
WA R RS F B R E 4L, o Cl. €2, C3 M
CA X3 5 XA TR EE L Begomovirus J& 1 5 H A 5 =1 )
FAFRPEYE, VIR V2 X 530495 8 R Mastrevirus
B RS A A B EEE Y Hik, REKE
SECYEE” AR REAR R T R B BUAE TR
BRI A5 8 8 d m AL A npom U

2 KEmREBMRIHER

PO B AENREY R AT AT
B, OO AT RS R R (1 B R .
1 E A BA SRR EY SR, nT DO b
WD IREMNRASTAT, 3 FRARAR 254 F A% A
PR, IR IR BTG YRR 25 5% B RS U, SR
K, REPURB SIS T REHRE, JTHLEN
SMV 5 R #2408 5 1 FH 75 T o 3 G 14 25k BT 1)
WA E mPiE R At 1 B B AL R AN
HGIEAE . SR, SHAMEIZEMML, KEPn
BRI 2R A e AT R =, MR —
ST K P02 AL R R A2 S ThRe i,
DLl K b T R R R 2K
2.1 KEMHRBENEAEMSERMERNEES
ENL

H BT, K50 50 Pt 1 5 R4 e 32 2 DL
SMV &, C%¥EH 2 A5t SMV BRI AL,
Rsvl. Rsv3 Fll Rsvd 25, 3X 3 MM AR T K E X SMV
GI~G7 /MR HdE U™, shah, RERWE T/EH
W% 58 AR MEAT 25 (Rse E1R] : Rsed RscS. Rsc7.
Rsc8. Rscl5 Fl Rsc20), XL T K54 SMV-



5

s, 5. KEPURTEHLHITT T ER 595

SC (1~22) /MRt gLrE 1, K EHL SMV 8447 &
FESALE 2 TYOR, 13 SYARDL K 14 55
kb, A, Rsvl T RGEE 13 T4k, K
T RS0 & P196983, fEH REKIL SMV 2 A
F/NFE (G1~G6), P24 mPLE (extreme resistance,
ER)™ ™1, [ Py 24 1 ] BPMV /i 5 [ 5 R TR B2
AR AR 7 00 5 Fh PI96983 (1) 1% 1% JE K] GmZ15 i
GmR42 Wik &, $Fh SC3 J5K SMV & &, 45
SR AN S5 R R O BR A R PR AR R B P 1, T
HITER GmR42 X HU99 BE 110 FAR A 58 Ay A 2 B9,
Zhang % ™ i i} BPMV & JTER & Rsvi ()5 Fh
L78-379 #1 i NLR (nucleotide-binding leucine-rich repeat)
Hfr ik Fe K 3¢G2. 5¢G3 Fl 6gG9, 4R o 1 F 3k [
Mo gE P SMV-GUS 12 Yett v B sk, AN AE R b
FRIE T GUSIEYE, ITE RS H@ I RT-PCR
Kl 2 T SMV R R . (B i TR R 2 (8 B
B AR, H AT B R s R B — A
NLR %3 KA 5 7 % SMV 51 DL fi% 5 3 K]
Z I HIE R R RANAAATE 2. & A Rsvl B i
F P196983 X B[] SMV )& 2 A (avirulent gene)
i 54 Hajimorad % 9 52 {3 75 P3 & (1 4 5 [X 3%,
AR GT ¥R &R P3 I =AN R ERITE
U AR 2 T BER AL 1 B RGN RGN
Mo & Rsvl PR M AN L78-379 XF G7 IR AN
ARG HE, Eggenberger 25 7K G7 A A X 25 Al
HAEMIRR R, R L78-379 I 3 Mk ik &
G2(N), R Rsvil X LTG5 5 K 48 %€ 9 HC-Pro Al
P3. HET 13 SYalRPT SMV 8L AL 5 5 AL X [A] B
£ NLR 28 81 B Hi i i d%6 FE 1A

Rsv3 4t NBS-LRR K& A, {7 T 14 5 4
i fk (Chrl4), X} SMV f] G5~G7 25/ B A7) i
otk B, Ma 25 ™ kg T HU R Zaoshul8 ) BAC
SCHEE, ORI T ALK BN B G AR 25 1A S, R
A Rsv3 A, %08 A0 X B NLR R 4
P37 FEBRNA ) BOAS A B4 . 0E— 25 KA ] i
W Rsv3 78 A IX B P4 {0 14 5 DR 1) S5 B B8 4 40 #
SRR, 1ZIX B 5 A NLR ik B K s 3 4
(NBS-C. NBS-D A1 NBS-E) {5470 8% it b v 45 H 20 9
S, HATHEN S Rsv3 X SMV [\, Rsv3
ISR G X SMV 0 2 8 i 13 SMV (1) CI
FEESIE PV, 24 SMV [ CLE F# Rsv3 R 51E,
SWOE R PO SR, 38 T 1) 5 22 9 IS A () AR
2, M BH 7 # P PY. Seo 25 Pk B A
W @ dT Rsv3 IPURALEE, @ X T SMV

i b 129 $2Fh SMV GSH Al G7H 73 B W) Ji 11 3% 5%
HEAE, KIPP2C RIENKREEREZE, Hi—
AN PP2C HEIRILE B it P R it Rk 5, SMV
F) 32 52 B BH R ADH], BEACR AR = . AT
HEW 7T B 2 BE s T M7A IR (abscisic acid, ABA)
PURIER, A SEHHIRMA R (E 1D, #me=
TR SMV [T, Alazem 25 P2t — 5 4> b %
SR, KIN L29 H:M GSH J5 B-1,3- i 554 il
TSR N BRCD T IR B . Beak, ik
— BT R IR SMV 24 h 5, R A 40 E
Wik 34 442 F1 RNA T P0I& 240 0 B R DL K JA i 45 A
WRKY ¥ 3% [HF M L5 R R 2R i ™Y
(D).

FNE B} 2 58 K 5 AP OR E R X SMV-SC4
PR R HIFINEAL 5 Rsed 0T 14 S Yk, Rscd sEAfL
[X ] £ 7 Rsc4-1. Rsc4-2 Al Rsc4-3 = %% NLR
B % %k JE K. Rsed 5 1 Ah 52 A 16 T A s
Rsv3 ] 2 346 T, Rsv3 E A7 X 8] B& 3 75 Rscd-1.
Rsc4-2 Fl Rsc4-3 4, A5 54 2 A4t NLR &
F A (5 % 26 R, Yin 25 PY 3@ i CRISPR/Cas9 i A
R T PO AR R Rsc4-3 Al Rse4-1 FE [,
fili FH 4 & R 0 R B RP SMV SC4 Bk R R, HA
Rsc4-3 BRI RS 0 R B, HEMIESE T Rse4-3 &
KEFREIPT SMV SC4 ¥k R 3R . Yin 25 P9
— 5 K S b K R R O I A e R T A S
£ Rsc4-3, HImis— AN NLR HH. AEE
(2, W7 RIS DLE R B NLR S8 H090 &
ANFE, %P R H Rsc4-3 i i) NLR & (A 7E )
9 f BE F 5 SMV o B CLAF S R 0 3 /e 550
SMV 4t (B D). BhAh, ATk BUAT i Ik 4 45
X} Rse4-3 Pt SMV 275 1. AEAS 320052, Rsed-3
F& 75 A E A% 5E 1) Rsv3 2 [F— DN RERIB T itk —
TN

Rsv4 f1F 2 S Yfiik, Gunduz 2 ¥V @it il
ST I, Rsvd £ s/ S GI~GT7 438 7 Mk &
FIditE. 5 Rsvi. Rsv3 BIPUITENLFIASE, Rsvd £
ST FEA M T SR B B OB, S SR AT
RINBTYEFE DR Rsv4 4k | —F RNase H F ik 1) &
1, %9065 25 11— R 0% RNA (dsRNA) #% R g
ERENE B A OUEE RNA, 117 WUEE RNA J& 5 5 B il &
BRI R R 4y . Rsvd WP ELEG SMV 7E A [ £ Fil
potyvirus B A 1EGIE, FEHLHITE T RE 655 X P
B RNA 3632 2 3 73 E 1 X, AT A RO % 25
B RE (& 1), Rsva [IE AL 5 948 AR RE 41
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Rsv1AEULIR BISMV [ 3% N T P3FI(B)HC-ProE (1. 4iRMHC-Prolif, £ Sl N, XAk FE s S 45 HSP90 .
EDSI. EDRI. WRKY6HIWRKY30/E W )2 Rl K EPURAH KL, i b K 73l it K A% BR (SA) M SR FTIR (JA) S 5 18 i S R 1
., TR TR 40 P (extreme resistance, ER). Rsv3IHRISMVIICIHEEH, < shIATR(ABAYS Sl EL . HUiEERNAVTENL
HIRAR g R, AT PR 05 B2 A e, SEIUBOE NS P E . Rsv44i i — PMRNase H 2, BEWIRHISMVATLHIPIEE, 4
R B S M AR P O UEERNA, SRR, MMIPR IR RS M. Rscd-39 482 R m D — AN T 40 sE FNB-LRR %
PEEA, (ERAMEREISMVERSHICIER E, 758G U, RSP R .

Bl XEMFREENSHRKZISMVANIIRA S

e Ep g P

Rsv5 BERBLT 3 S YLthfk (Chr3), RILFEHK
DL SMV HTPEEER, Xt 7> SMV PR RSt
SOV RsvI Rsv3 Fil Revd ZEh it 3 IR A7 25 AN,
Rsv5 BEMEIR T K E X6 SMV #70k & (01 (T Gl
{ERAPL GT), RO MFERPLER 7, RSVS #i
SMV (1A FIHLHITISRANIE 2E

Fah, WEBYFOL%E T LZ b
SMV [f] Rse AL P Eutn sy BT SMV #k &
SC-8 M1 SC-9 i 1 () U 1 FE [H] Rsc-8 Fl Rsc-9 B4
ENTRE 2 S thfhk, Rse-8 FPFALT— B 200 kb
3L X R], Z XA 17 AMrikFE R, FEF
Dy i 0 A 2 ik B A #r, KB Glyma02g13310.
Glyma02g13320. Glyma02g13400. Glyma02g13460
N Glyma02g13470 1% 5 NHEF AT REAZ Rsc-8 %%
B U, K E RARLE 1S B SR Ree-7 B
SERLFIRE 2 5tk 1 2.65 Mb X35 ", B8
JE i /NE] 158 kb [X sk ", EIZ X 15 Mk

R, — > NBS-LRR & 3t K] Glyma02g13600.
— AN HSP40 £ Glyma02g13520 F1— > 42 5 2 1%
Jik 1 7 L R Glyma02g13620 7] fig & Rsc-7 W15 i%
% [102]0

BT SMV, T HAbK & o 5 1) 5 R RE
Bb . KREEWIHNEE (soybean dwarf virus, SbDV) &
— IR EE R (Luteoviridae) Wi#s, HAFFH MK
b Ff“Ouhou” H1 %5 5E H HT SbDV 1 56 it Ik [A]
Rsdvl, X & H #7211 EZHt SbDV £ K. #F 5%
FIBAFI ] Sat-217 F1 Satt211 fric b i T 6 &% A7 A1
(R34 5 B & (Rsdv1-NILs), 3523505 H Ak 5%
LEHLRW], Rsdvl-NILs % SbDV E A HulE, #5605
M Rsdvl fir g BI AT K7 B M. AR Fak— D4
Rsdvl ¥ 40 5E £ 3] Sat-11 5 Sct-13 2 [d] — /> 44 kb
MIX k. FZ X Sk 6 AL, HiE 741 b
SFR B, X S DR 1 5 A 20 9 BE B I S IR
To 53 RIS E, BRI Rsdv] T g3 — Fi A %0
HLAI A G xF SbDV fyFi sk U phah, T AL
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7 (peanut mottle virus) & 7 /b —FhHE 817 G4 K1)
potyvirus, H Fl L4 7E K& 5E A Wi E
LK Rpvl 1 Rpv3, VLK — AN EHUIERE R rpv2.
EAF —$E 12 Rpvl BB, HTEZA KRG RHAE
— A7 p EAELEXT SMV [T B BE B, PR AHE
ot 3 R A 1 B P AT A el R — S R s UYL A8
PUK & AL % 45 % B (soybean yellow mottle mosaic
virus) R 7T, EAR O E 2 B b o 93 U A A
SE, A 2 35 DR ) e A6 AN v FE AT AE R 98 . A,
YUK E 445 7% (soybean crinkle virus) il SoSGV %5
FIPUIE L R T i Ak T2 B B B, Bt Rl 2
B B, AE A B DR 1 R 5 4 i v B R D R AT
IRk, BEAE EARSHER I EOR . 4 F A ic 4 B
1% $¢ (marker-assisted selection, MAS). 43 K] 4 5%
X7 T (genome-wide association study, GWAS) & $t
L [R5 L7 (resistance gene enrichment sequencing,
RenSeq) ZEgr B A BN A U, SRR 1 i 5 5
DR 9% v B AN D RE MR AT o RROR, il I ik IR G 48 55 i 4
R, HEH—BIZIAMFHEET . AR
FRUERIPUIE S, K G P00 B Mg fit 5 S ) 2 A
2.2 RNAFHIMAKERER

RNA T (RNA interference) J& i ¥ 10 /& ¢ 1)
B0 T —. TREHRRRE )G, HEERIZH RNA
a2 ] Hh 18] 44 ] 46 4 Dicer B§ (DCL) R 1 I ) %1
F/NTHE RNA (siRNA). X388 siRNA #255 % 31 RNA
FHFVRE AR (RISC) #, 15T RISC 45571 B i
I EE RNA, AT 5 55 25 110 &2 ) AR R U1O% 17, i
FRI, KEH DCL. AGO HHN M RIEK T
PURBEAE 2 UM Y, I R R F B R IA R
5 3 M SiRNA B0\ T miRNA, A & 35 42 5 K 5 4
Z Mo B U E . RNA JUBR AR A AE T vl 31 m) 4£
i EE, HPUHEFRFA

B DRIPU B 0K H AT R IR 31w Ak S B
B, HOHUESEX SMV 55K 55 8 B A R IFpii%
HOR - HEFEN K SMV [lAh 7 B H (CP) FE K] J2 0 3!
JE#PEX (3' UTR) 76 CaM V35S Ji 3 TR EN T &
AKE, T3ARE TS RS R, X
1 5 8 B AE A R4 P Rk 200 pg i BRI LR,
P3xF [EJE SMV BRI = BEfiPE . iX RNA 4y
SRR B DU R SMV BRI 2L, FRAE
FH ) R 6 2R B0 R AR s R 97 2 1 4R RNA UL
BRAcx, oo iit 7 RiE SMV 88 n
MR AR AR, DARREEEK-F 74 siRNA H T4

SMVI'™, &7 SMV, Tougou 25 M Fyg 1 #E CaMV 35S
JE BT URE) T 221k SbDV CP % [ 5 & [ 51| (1) % J
K. 45541, SbDV CP siRNA (¥ 7= 2E 5 %}
SbDV (Wit 2 UIAH G, A d 4 2 1) 93
PR REgE R D 2 N H . A, PRGN EE RNA
TUER AR — A 25 N7 P S ] A 8 1) — s 25 0 S ) 4
BBk R R 2 AR B . Yang S5 U Mg T A
XF SMV AN[a] 43 8540 S HoAth potyvirus (1) NIb 5 [Fl 1)
RIELER, e N KT R 7= A [F X 5 Fp SMV
B YA BCMV DL K 78 K A% 955 7 (watermelon
mosaic virus, WMV) (i1, Zhang %5 " i 7 [
I} 26 & SMV. BPMV il AMV = /5% £ ] 150 bp
Joi 1) L B () B R R OK B, X R AR R
Xif N =R R SIRNA, 5% = Foi 25 fO R & 1= G
ROt SR, DR — A S KA
X [) — 4 25 2 Fh 83k S A [R5 1) b

B4k, Gao 25 "R HIK G eIFAE] & (I RERS T
MAEIZN S SMV ) VPg & A HAEH, FHE4iE
Jii 5 SMV 1] Nla-Pro I NIb 25 (4 45 &, BF5CA
R H RNA T ARIRIG T elF4E B R 4 5T ER
FEFEN K, $ERh SMV i i i %95 75 A R A0 3
RN, IF S B i 5L R K G L AR SMV
¥k (SC3. SC7. SC15. SC18 1 SMV-R). BCMV L,
J WMV 353280 tH s 2 HL 3l (4.
23 HEESEREREAERERE

TR AE A R YD B B SN Hh R 44 31 A
F MM, KR (salicylic acid, SA) J& Hijm 75 B 48 (1)
K55 T, AEES PR (pathogenesis-related) &
RFk, WEDPPE. KA (jasmonic acid, JA)
M (ET) tHS 5 50m 8 RN MY, T 4R
FRI, RS0 2 MAFAE A A8 Ff i W
2%, AS[EDR R AN K G A AR A T IR R 2
Fo SA FEAKEMG IR VS AT BAE bR E
PE5> T Rsvl /v 30K 2 4 SMV # ¥k 1) B 1
MMTFEZADHERNNZS S, WFEW KGR
(SA) FIZEFIR (JA) BRI ZER, It H AT Rk &
R 52 () WRKY #5681 ™1, 78 SMV itk K&
i A& L78-379 w1, UUERY SA A% K GmEDRI .
GmEDSI 1 GmPAD4, VIJ5 JA FRIEE GmJARI,
2 SRR SMV G2 #k RN R I 5 5 Bont 8
Al Williams 82 AHBLIREIR ™0 78 57 —Tihf 70,
KEITER GmEDS1a/GmEDS1b 585 AhITER GmPAD4
SRR S SA B, HE—PHE X SMV
G5tk R I &y iK%, X K W] SA 1E Rsvl v 3 () XF
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374

SMV G5 ¥k &R HPitEh B EE/ER U siah, Ul
B GmHSP90 2= 3 BUEM ™ B AL, I SMV-G2
(¥ 52 ) X F W4 T RS HSPOO X+ Rsvl /1%
[ SMV-G2 [t 26 T (B 1),

EAA 412, BVAIR ABA 1E Rsv3 Bk
5 SMV-GSH HE 80U B ik 2 18] [0 ASAH 25 BLAE R 1%
BRI P27, Shang & MO i e s 4 R BLAE Ok
BN, SMV 2% S SA 5 5B AH KL R FRIA i,
HHN T T KE SAZSIPISMV (R 4. Li M7
XY SMV 11K S P09 i & (Kefeng 1) 1B i
% (NN1138-2) AT 7 st il fy, @il Js 22 b
RIVPUHER KGR 2 7 RIEFE N FEE £ T HDHM
RESHSMEYNHEIER. BT SA R JAXH
FREAE Y PR N B )12 08 R 4h, ABA.
5|k -3- 2.1 (indole-3-acetic acid, IAA) Fl 41 it 7 %4 &
(cytokinin) 425 | KE X SMV 1) 52 BN .
24 KEREMEXRZRFESHHIER

KGE S ZFRAERG =Y, I 7 5.
RN E BT, XY A EAEENE
FRGRAENE, EEA BRI & £ s
FHThAE UL apaEck, T REARWY (R
W% ) (£ R E PR ETIEAT RN L, =
TR Re g B ik 2 R bLE R SR DU RE T - — O
M, FPiEARROPTEI T, RERsTE R &
12 G ok FE A P2 2 B U5 P %A (reactive oxygen species,
ROS), WEAMS « 55— 770, B ENE
SHT, FSHEME R RE, BIEEN R
GVEPIME RN . ek, 53 e v R s T B v
TR HIAY L P, Cheng 25 " RILK G GmiFS1
SR 2 A 551 SMV 4 . Zhang 2 "R A
CRISPR/Cas9 N3 [1) 2 FE R Gm LR, [ B 3 1) G
T KEM) GmF3HI.GmF3H2 1 GmFNSII-1 ¥,
SRR, T3 Q4 & = 948K 1 - 57 3
TERRLMEM T Wi, M SMV SCT R,
X G AR A U B AP SR AL R D T 130 R
Ky ERNSENTIZ LA P I 53T AL B I X 2%,
FE K S0 85 B PN SR R 45 B AR E i RO SR A
MEARIER
2.5 HittimSRENIZRES FI A

Helm £ "% i@ i 7£ K & NLR [7] J§ % K| PBSI
s N — BRI 4 SMV 1) Nla-Pro & H B 45 5 P 7]
I Z I8, Sl T N TSR E A
ZEAN TAENRIET, 2 SMV R KER,
1) Nla-Pro 2% 1 B RE 9% 1R 51 - U1 EiZ N LHE A

LKA B, TS NLR /- S e B, %S
TP = RGN, 0G0 R Y8 SRR
AL Z G TR T A SMV i, #8445 T
TH % (decoy engineering) 75 AE ¥ P10 P4 i K 1)
N FIRAE T BB SR AR R 545, I T LA
K UE SR B LEAE PO 1 17 2 R P i R 7 129,

K 5. Rsv4 Fi i 3 K 4w 5 — P RNase H ZX %
HH, HAXEE RNA XIRBEEVE, BR8P R0 =
Sl & A 1K (viral replication complex, VRC) H1 [ 5%
Ry dsRNA, KXt 45 SMV £ 4 (1) 2
potyvirus RELH IS PibE. TR, BFEE R
VRC 127 £ 5 1 elF(iso)4E B A AEHE 1 A VRC
FR973 85 40 < 2R 1 5 #UU R I i RNase RTL2 #EAT @l &
ik, ZRhA R AR W) 2 B 0 DS AL,
FEHOR RTL2 1Y RNA il 3% P % i 25 2 i i #2
FEAEI] dsRNA, AT TP 2 IR Bl 7E
A A 08 X Se il A B B, TuMV. ToMV
CMV Z595 82 (0 F Rt B R B, I0AE 17 iR
FEAMEIE B 18 75 T A 280k B 3 — W SR
T 0 FEE SR EE RN DR, Hoh
FA 7 TR R E SR IR
REJJHAL T i BB A v

5 R T R 2 5 R 0 R A 11 Pl
JEAR G0 B MR 7R THEAE SRS, i
NREEPIMESE A . RNAT A T miRNA, A&
F 5RO G R E R PP, IRk, CRISPR-
Cas9. CRISPR-SpRY %53 [K 4 i R 7E K& LK
L, A5 4550 K S B s B ik DL 1R 7 g A R R T
e U BN, REER Potyvirus J&I FE 12 YT
IR IE R (U0 eIF4E. elF(iso)4E % ), W 2% (1
RYAGHISFE, RS ISP

3 GHEOESRE

SR IR E %€ A PUR AL S 0T FT
7 EEARE, EOmEEEZ R Bk, KEm
HAMRE D Hi AR R, FBON AN E
PE B, E 7 UAE X ZRATRIR EEA E O AF2
TR E . SRS, ST EEE R B
TATERWL HUERFAEA IR, X ASEHH A 2
WEHE. K, W2 OB ER USRI T1F
FIALH] e R e s 4= B B, HLATPEPIR 5 R SRR
PR RAFAERCRAERE o BEAN, e Jik PRIRI 5 [R) o
REF b 1B T PR E A GI8EE H B RS
WK AU BE S AR ZE M) PRI 7 kAL K S A
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Dy Mok EEANR, RHE— D hnamxt K Sy
F TR RGERT L, IRATT R A RS L
AR BRI DU R VR S A, BRATEIR A
WU R D XA AL . AERORJZ T, NTE
DEE TR ERGE. N TGN SR A
FEERTRTOR, HEMNZ ARG, IR
PR ARBR S i HLA S B BE T SR B U K
Wil (RIS, EESRALR RN ML S U, Ky
B AEAE R ERTARAACMBHE ] R R i =, 2t
— BN R ARG AR R, ARTEK
LB KT RS IR Lk A AT R R e die it I S
TREE .
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