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Abstract: Succinate dehydrogenase inhibitors (SDHIs), targeting succinate dehydrogenase complex,
have gradually become the third largest group of fungicides in the world after quinone outside inhibitors
(Qols) and ergosterol biosynthesis inhibitors (EBIs). In recent years, the market share of SDHIs is
increasing yearly, and new members are emerging, playing a vital role in the chemical control of plant
diseases. However, due to the single action site of these fungicides, fungicide resistance has become a
key scientific issue that restricts the development and scientific application of these fungicides. In this
paper, the development, products, occurrence and development of resistance, molecular mechanism and
application status of SDHIs were reviewed. Together with the latest research achievements from the
author's laboratory, the research on target biology and application technology was summarized, to
provide references for the innovation and application of higher activity SDHIs.
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1965 “EMNE KJCJE P /R (Uniroyal) A W]
T 1B A O] A4 T 5 A i R T R 28 8 R
(carboxin, 2,3-5&-5-(N-H LA J%)-6-H1 5-1,4-41
B« BIEF) (US1965451048), FT 1966 £
afl, TP LA, B va VR SR AR .
ZH R TR A SRR T A
gl 7 AT FAE F AL A0 5 i 5 B AL
Fe A 1) R B 7T . 1970 43 [F 52 K B 37 K2
1) Mathre & 30 2245 2 11 R AR 2 PR IRCBE Hh 1 3%
M A B (a1, JaRE— DU,
Z5 RAEH T IR N A 8g B RN, Z5d 20 £
FER IR, 220 4l 80 FAHEI, HA
FERM R A S HAE Ttk &4
H 7 A4k 5 Tk #k X 23 4 23 0 TF & HS K ik 1 i
(furametpyr). K% (mepronil) FlBE WKL 1%
(thifluzamide), T 90 SR S AL H T B if K 7
U . MG, SRR — D5 TR AR 4
WAV W RS2 T ik, mRk. K
BE AR R B A R i S e 57 (succinate
dehydrogenase inhibitors, SDHIs), H A CL& il 4k
S BEAY) G AN 7128 (ergosterol biosynthesis
inhibitors, EBIs) I Qo 7 i FFI 41| 55125 (quinone
outside inhibitors, Qols) Z J5, AWz LA R
55 3 RHUHTALIEREMR ). HA2, Ffi%G SDHIs A
AR KRS/, ZMEYRHIEERH DA 1ZEY
FUFAE T g, ELAUE PR AR T B R A b A EE A
AU A A8 B AW TH i, 0 RANBE BN R T
ZPEVE B I, 0 K 5 R IX R T A B A
. 2010 4F, Avenot 7R T SDHIs A% B 55 1E H
MU RO BT BEAE AL, 2013 4E, Sierotzki Z7ik
1 SDHIs 7 & 7 ) ST PEBE 7T 8E R A 3 ik
SDHIs 7% B 711 8 5 Jee 52 b AR AL, B R 2Rk
TV R B R A P R AR ik
DI HIPSETRESEEER TN

1 SDHIs REFIHA LR

SDHIs & 1f HI 21 o £ R A P 0 B 52 5 40
IR R R TR 7, DR HL A S S A v 3 5 A I R
JE A PE S AT, SRR B 2RISR B, AR YR B
R T R BE [N [R] SCTT 23 g nhE P RS L e
WEMERZIS . FRIEWLRESESE . SDHIs A% i 771 Jg £ ki
AP IR B ST 51, DR T 91 B A 0T RE B A AR
AE R AU AL/ T RO ST ORIER,

F SDHIs A% B 7% 1~ 5 & # ot vi  J 3
fe TR BR 22 AR KA E M. B AL SDHIs AR
FIFRAE 7 H BRI & ) SDHIs A W il an&=45 R S FH
KAV F BN R BR M, AORHHF 5 &
AR W (PP el v 12, 1T ELXS 22 1 B 1R [ A R B0
mE e, Bk 7 o 8CE OGBS S, AT DA
GG 2 M ED R ECT, 3 EWRT 2003 4 LT
PR BE) T MR XA AR MR S
PE T B BE B % (boscalid) LG, & KR 254 & %)
DN KERE A TR T 4. mas
] )% —4X SDHIs AR AW &, I H Rk L w
mfb. WM ZE R % (isopyrazam, 2010 &, JGIE
i5). BREMEE % (bixafen, 2011 4F, FEH). M
PR % (penflufen, 2012 4, FH). FAMERE &
(isofetamid, 2015 4F, HAAT ). M B L2 Jie
(pydiflumetofen, 2018 4, ZaiEik). BXIRHLIER B
fi% (pyraziflumid, 2018 4F, H AR 24) Sk s m)
WA (E 1),

F AR AR R IR 5 SDHIs A% 1 7l 45 28
ARIYE YT, W promysalin /& —# Pseudomonad
aeruginosa WA, HA PRGN, &Y
MR R 7 8 ok, SEAE E B (affinity-
based protein profiling) % &K, IR M E N N
TR A R SN, BT, &4 f 254
SDHIs 2% B 771 i gt AR BRI T 3%, RS2 i
EL A A TR A T 3 B U K s o R ) — 2K 2
A, 7EEEAEYAE E R R R E RIER .

CAE WAL R, SDHIs A B 71l (1) 45 14 B FE R
FrBe i BRI i B i e 4y 1 2 [ R o
B AIPUEAT 8% 71 2 (Fungicide Resistance Action
Committee, FRAC) 2021 “E/A i i) SDHIs A% B 7 [
2R g5 R4l 53 I T3 10,

£ SDHIs RIZE R, i V2 9t i B (R
A TR P9t 52 i A 2 R IO P S, 9 A AT T e Y A ] 2R
iR R AR R, AT RE S I e B ) g A
K, HRWAERERYMUERR, AR RH, B
i 5 e B P B ot 27 7 R M A S 3 e
BEAh, 2 I e 21 21 B 571 1) UL R B (fluopicolidee)
IR E B 3B 1 B BEZ (fluopimomide)
BN~/ SDHIs AR B, AR 48 o it 7 45 3L
FRAC H4 bk B fi A i Tk A1 T e 1) 4 F LR DA A
1 T 48 BB 38 A By ik 25 E Y delocalisation of
spectrin-like proteins .25 (fE HHL#I w554 BS, $it
YEgwAD Ay #43) U1,
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Table 1 Classification of the chemical structure of succinate dehydrogenase inhibitors fungicides
2S5 & wH4 TR i) LA
Chemical structure Chinese name Common name Announced date Registered company
MR- P 12 PR P fenfuram 1974 FERLAZ T (FER)
furan-carboxamides Shell and Aventis (Bayer today)
N-PR PR J- -2 PP - e - P / isoflucypram 2019 F¥/K Bayer
N-cyclopropyl-N-benzyl-pyrazole-carboxamides
N-F I - (R 2358 - - T P TEEEFL % pydiflumetofen 2018 JeIEIA Syngenta
N-methoxy-(phenyl-ethyl)-pyrazole-carboxamides
AT O - Bk FEHR carboxin 1966 JJe B IR (BRI IE) Uniroyal (Chemtura today)
oxathiin-carboxamides
FMEHR oxycarboxin 1973 JuR B R (BRI ) Uniroyal (Chemtura today)
- VR FHR benodanil 1986 ik BASF
henyl-benzamides N
preny EENIAE flutolanil 1986 H 4% 24 Nihon Nohyaku
K mepronil 1981 HAH A
Kumiai chemical
ARFHE-FRT - e A / cyclobutrifluram 2021 J&1Ei% Syngenta
phenyl-cyclobutyl-pyridineamide
IR HE - A 2 F-WE Wy TR i S PRI VR T i isofetamid 2015 H4f 5 Ishihara Sangyo Kaisha
phenyl-oxo-ethyl-thiopheneamide
L -4 P iz IR A benzovindiflupyr 2012 J&IEIA Syngenta
azole-4-carboxamides .
P FR I i bixafen 2011 F¥H Bayer
BT T fl fluindapyr 2020 R FEMEFH ' 5552 Isagro and FMC Corporation
FMEEEEE  fluxapyroxad 2011 475 BASF
I B furametpyr 1996 {E &AL Sumitomo Chemical
/ inpyrfluxam 2020 {E K45 Sumitomo Chemical
L P 25 B fic isopyrazam 2010 J&IEIA Syngenta
TR T R fl penflufen 2012 F/K Bayer
I1HE P T i penthiopyrad 2008 =HA4k 2 Mitsui Chemicals
SRR B sedaxane 2011 J&IEi% Syngenta
NHEIE - P e W P9 AT i boscalid 2003 T4k BASF
pyridine-carboxamides
N - 7, 3 FR Ik i TR BT TR fre fluopyram 2012 #¥H Bayer
pyridinyl-ethyl-benzamides
NG R - T e BRI G pyraziflumid 2018 H A4 5 Nihon Nohyaku
pyrazine-carboxamides
TR A - e PR Tt fre thifluzamide 1997 H =4k 2% Nissan Chemical
thiazole-carboxamides
2RI I e T fr PR amicarthiazol 1970 JLR B IR (MR IE) Uniroyal (Chemtura today)

phenylthiazole-carboxamide

VE: 7 ARI AT A2 TR 4

Note: "/" means that there is no corresponding Chinese name for the fungicide at present.

I ST 1) 7510 SR 32 5 I 260 5 PG ) 5 9 %
PV K ARITH T B FIE FE AT 7R 3

2 SDHI FEFI8 N IR

SDHIs A% 1 77 B 3 PR R i i b o

i 7 EEAL, fEIRE, SDHIs A% B 7I7E % 5
TR A2 G AR Y T By i B e, i
2y B B IC IR IR 2.

SDHIs R M EEGICH THTE. THRE
AN R0 SR R YR A B e . BT
SDHIs 7% W 77l AF AL s 8 —, PibE RS, fE™
ah S0 B HAR 7 i R RO TR IR . N
AT BT AN, SDHIs A% 1715 Fii T Qo iz 3

3 SDHIs FEFIFTE &L E IR

SDHIs 7% B 771 (1) [ A7 50 1% KU 4 FRAC 1426
N E L, B 5K SDHIs 4% B 7 I i 1 2 /b
AEMIE 1975 4, Gunatilleke 25765256 = 6 1EF
BEFFRAERG T EZE RPN E i E
Aspergillus nidulans Y. 21 LK, R
(RIBUIE i) 2T 5 EC AT B, 5 B[R SDHIs
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Table 2 Disease registration of SDHIs fungicides in China
PR keatat AR B R Gl E AR B2 R FilRiE
Fungicide Registered disease Fungicide Registered disease Fungicide Registered disease
TN IKFELUR I S TR O R J B K B W T 2 IKAELUR I
flutolanil Rice sheath blight isofetamid Cucumber gray mold thifluzamide Rice sheath blight
TEE 2R IR B NG
Peanut stem rot Tomato gray mold Wheat sheath blight
IR PN ALK BN RS
Lawn brown spot Strawberry gray mold Peanut stem rot
KN HRAESL AL VISR FRE LU
mepronil Cotton blight Cucumber powdery mildew Buckwheat sheath blight
Ey AT S TR e AR AL R NI
Cucumber blight fluopyram Tomato root-knot nematode Wheat rust
IKFELUAG I FREIRGL SR T R
Rice sheath blight Banana root-knot nematode Potato black scurf
MEE I T KB JHFEAR G2k B 26 LU
penthiopyrad Tomato gray mold Tobacco root-knot nematode Water bamboo sheath blight
I K EFIN BTS2k KA
Grape gray mold Cucumber root-knot nematode Rice false smut
VNS VISR TR
Cucumber powdery mildew Cucumber powdery mildew Peanut Rust
SRR TR i ook 22 B VG TR S5 26 TEE P o 2 TR FL R
sedaxane Corn head smut Watermelon root knot nematode boscalid Potato early blight
KB ZEHHR N AT IR B
Corn smut carboxin Wheat Rust Grape gray mold
LB NIRRT HRAE 38 29 2 i -
pydiflumetofen Fusarium head blight Cotton verticillium wilt Tomato early blight
TSR 0 BT A NI EI
Sclerotinia stem rot Millet smut Cucumber gray mold
B T B L B iR EE
Lawn leaf spot Wheat smut Tomato gray mold
S TR R fr T RN TR PR IR EEI
penflufen Potato black scurf Sorghum smut Strawberry gray mold
FoK 22 BRA EE ST o SRR B
Corn head smut Wheat rust Balsam pear gray mold
N LU FooR 22 BRI 2 i -
‘Wheat sheath blight Corn head smut Tomato early blight
KR T T I e IRFESCR TSR B
Rice bakanae disease fluxapyroxad Rice sheath blight Sclerotinia stem rot

T 7 ROREBCBILEG, A S Bl .

Note: """ indicates that it has been registered for prevention and control, and now the validity period of registration has expired.

2R TR 7 10 L St R AP R R EOR

R

FIH SR B Sclerotinia sclerotiorum 2523,

Ko, X ZRZG TR R B0 1) T i E DT, H
i, SDHIs 7% 1 7 i 50 1 ) B L 28 R AE 2 g
SR b, W R EAEK. 7E3EE R IO R
JE 129 8 Alternaria alternata PiVeE R B & # ik, H
X2 R R B TLPTPETS s B R
Alternaria solani It SDHIs AR T4 2 KL%
A. solani FUWE Bt b fii AL WIE A fic B AR 5000 7
EVG/NEF IR E Pyricularia oryzae W, A
FI) 560 M B B G U T AR, AR BB A
Puccinia horiana ##f -t 2k 2 SDHIs & B
FUPTEER . FERRIN, O &I 2 P i 3 6T SDHIs
ABE ARG, W/ SR Zymoseptoria
tritici~ SER BRI Venturia inaequalis. %%
FIE B A. solani~ H &M #4595 B Botrytis elliptica

HE, NEIREWRE Fusarium graminearum®.
K229 1 Botrytis cinerea . MR 129 H A.
alternata®', W JN¥EHE Wi H Corynespora
cassiicola®" 2595 JE 1 Hh 15 2 UL SDHIs 2% B 73T
PEFPEE. B3 SDHIs A% B 78 FH 4F BRAN Y Bl 11 3
D) P 712 o L D S = I I 1 2 2 = 1
SDHIs 7% B 75 I T 1% 4 B8 — /N 18 V) 75 ZE g o
) B R )

4 SDHIs FEFIIME D FHLE

41 EIREEL[RE

TR0 95 L 3 T 24 8 2 IR 1 3 A A R T R
PR R RS PR AN [RIREL A 5 L 3R 24 3 3 X 4 £
MR R A e 57 BURII YA R
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BR] 24 I TR e A R e M 9 T 3 OGS O B R AR
AFKF it Mair S0 K BT A B[R 288
A AP SR FATIEAN, KB, AR
R TR AR B L RABER Y T — R — R R R bRl
R, I SEERAr B anf], [FYRE IR AL s AL
PR T A F) R T, 8T N B R B2 A
EPS, kiR E A& 18 B SDHA. SDHB.
SDHC F1SDHD 4 NS R, 15 CA KIHkiE 4,

WA SDHA W B P2t R4, SmF %
M P2 1 AL s #EH 7E SDHB. SDHC SDHD
3N I

W& SDHIs A% @ 7l A FH AR g, A5
U IR IE HIE D38 2 o AR T AR AR S B AL
HIHF T IRTEFI FRAC Geit- 453, K49 IR 1 1)
UL PE R TR B AN T35 3,

AR, FRAC BRAEHTR. FHH. Rhdde,

*3 EYREES SDHIs REFHMHHEXH SREEERR
Table 3 Genotypes of plant pathogenic bacteria related to SDHIs fungicide resistance

RIERIFE o E TR E) P& KV RAL 1
Hosts Pathogens Fungicides Origin Mutation sites
/INF Wheat RIA% L AL A B P S FE B-H248Y, C1*-A64V, C1*-R67K
Fusarium asiaticum pydiflumetofen Laboratory
REHHTIH L B P FH [ C1-A78V
Fusarium graminearum pydiflumetofen Field
SEAK 2 A% E R I gy E 0 B-H246Y, C-H139Y, D-H116Y
Rhizoctonia solani thifluzamide Laboratory
N TEEH T 245 7 carboxin SO B-N225I, B-H267Y/R/L, B-1269V, C-T79N, C-A84V,
Zymoseptoria tritici Laboratory C-N86K, C-G90R, D-H129E, C-H152R
N TR SDHIs FH fig) 3. 353 B-N2251, B-R265P, B-T268I/A, C-T79N/I, C-W80S,
Zymoseptoria tritici Field C-N86S/A, C-R151S/T/M, C-V166M, C-T168R, D-I50F,
D-M114V, D-D129G
KZ Barley At SDHIs FH ]33 B-H277Y, C-N75S, C-G79R, C-H134R, C-S135R,
Pyrenophora teres Field D-D124N/E, D-H134R, D-D145G
FERE FH &2 B-N224T, B-T2671, C-N87S, C-G91R, C-H146R/L,
Ramularia collo-cygni SDHIs Field C-H153R, C-G171D
% Oilseed rape B BE LB % boscalid SEIg = B-P226L
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum Laboratory
AL SDHIs | 2! B-H273Y, C-G91R, C-H146R, C-G150R, D-T108K,
Sclerotinia sclerotiorum Field D-H132R
#17 Gourd VAR L R 5% SN B Bt M HH [R]) B-H277R/Y
Didymella bryoniae fluopyram Field
PR GASEL SDHIs FH )1 B-H243Y
Podosphaera xanthii Field
B BR E =il WE I B 1% boscalid FH o2 B-H278Y/R, B-1280V, C-S73P/L, C-N75S, C-HI134R,
Gourd, cucumber Corynespora cassiicola Field D-S89P, D-95E, D-G109V
T FAEL ER O KEEE SDHIs H i) 23 340 B-P225L/T/F, B-N230I, B-H272Y/R/L/V, C-
Tomato, strawberry,  Botrytis cinerea Field G85A&IBV&MI158V& V1681, C-G37S, C-193V,
apple C-179V&G85A&L1511, D-H132R
164E Peanut K EE #45 R carboxin SEEG EE B-H249Y/L/N, C-T90I, D-D124E
Aspergillus oryzae Laboratory
T4 Lily A [52  2 70 FA SDHIs FH [ B-H272Y/R
Botrytis elliptica Field
EK Corn TERBHE #45 R carboxin SIG B-H257L
Ustilago maydis Laboratory
FEL 3 Pistachio BERE R SDHIs H [E]0 B-H277Y/R, C-H134R, D-D123E, D-H133R
Alternaria alternata Field
1% Grape HE L 5E SDHIs FH i1 B-H242R, B-1244V, C-G169D/S
Erysiphe necator Field
P Asparagus MERING kA ] SDHIs H e B-P225L, H272Y/R
Stemphylium vesicarium Field
L% Potato IHFEAG A, BEMKAUTE  SDHIs FH Ji) ) B-H278R/Y, C-H134R/Q, D-D123E, D-H133R
A. solani, A. alternata Field
R Apple WRBEW SDHIs FH )21 B-T2531, C-HI51R
Venturia inaequalis Field

TN EREREFAAER A SDHC WAL, LLCl, C2 X4,

* Due to the existence of two SDHC subunit genes in the genus of wheat scab, they are distinguished by C1 and C2.
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JlFik. EERSL. @i (EKERESIESE
L PG KRS XEAT T 2 Pl i ) e 1 B
MTAE, FHIBELE FRAC B W _ERAGE R, 1
SDHB. SDHC F1 SDHD V% EHi24 1 2= A
HiR%Z, HZEFE—YA R AZESFA R
2P R AR (R R 117.29.37.50-55) 0 g ) | R AR
SDHB W3 [ 9AFAE 257 267 8% 272 f HH &R
RACNIE AR/ A B IRE R, 225 7 R BR
R ARR, 1EZYM A RS (A
3E BT A 11 H ] 5848 # BE 51 A 24 Bt i A2 4k, Bl
an, /N FE A TR B TR T 2 TR B AR Y AR B-
C266G. C-N33T. C-N34T F1 C-L184W L4 5 1iE
15 SDHIs 7% i 71 24 ik To 623 A 5 11 BA 5 8
WK, 4% SDHB-A11V %78 313k /& SDHIs
A AP AL S, T SDHB-P226L 747 RE 5l
iE2 SDHIs 7% B 7] ) Hh & 7K P i Ees,

TEPLL MR AT FE R AR 2 ff: i — 2
AVNEATEN IR, WAEREER, Ui f5eesT,
Ak, HT—SHEEHNZERIR, HERBEN
PLzitE— B S, RNTETFREME (2
W2 R E ) X SDHIs A% B 77 5 14 1 41 S 1 7%
o, JE N T RRABH R E T SDHB-P226L ]
MR, I B AR, (R B
AR SDHB FE R, SRR ML T2 A
T, EWESEAK, 3R A AT 25 Y
1, R1G T ARG T K, PLAMHEKPESE
W3 A 2 0 R O X G T 7T [ A AE ST A
2R (R IRE ) M d, Wxrs
PR RIEAT A AL, BT A E
ai GBS, AT J P
FEB, Bart 5L BN AL T — 8 RS R AK 3
RURBEAPUES SHEOR, FT VG SDHIs A B 7
HIETR IR
4.2 SDHIs REFIAVIEFLARIME

Yamashita &R /NE FEM B LiRIE T
SDHIs 7% B 71 () AR SEARPUIESS . 78 KRR AE 1 H
() /IN 22 52 At FL SRR A Hh A B T AT AR E 18 A% 1)
Wz E Ak, B4 H SDHA. SDHB. SDHC Fl
SDHD W H I FF AR Al B H0 25 M RN £ TER
F RN E R ORI, AP AETE T 4
L T T f AR S5 A WS 1 T PR 11003508 K A BRI i 2%
SDHIs 7% B 71, T X 5 2R Ak B frae R 5t P B 19 fie 55
HoAhBEf% S SDHI AR R0 IEAS HAUER . JE4EFR

U245 1 T ok ANAH R 1 FH SRR 1) 3% 181 77 2 TR) B 58 L
PRI, Gl T AATH SDHIs A4 W APt S
2R BEAR RN B AR TT

WEIEOLT, bR B R AR A Rk g H
XA TR A ARG E R, 2 H R R
DR H I Mot 2 i A O Y 25 ik R i SR A T 5| A B 24 1
AT 9T . JR1M, Mae S8 RIMAE /NS 52T U
HH, MFSI (major facilitator superfamily) J& 3l [X
% AN SR T R SDHIs 2% B A7) i B
Sang 55 75 % ML B 9t Fie AN S5008% (0 DR S 8 51 TR
Fusarium virguliforme WY, KM T MFS ¥ig
RIER ERIE, FR, EREFEERST, EidR
TRFRIBIGAE 1 IX PR 25 100 3 A 24 14 7= A= 1
Ji BRL DR A5 0 Dot A B AH OC R PR Rk, 5 A A
JL e 245 70] ) AR HEVE R BG 9,  ANTT FEAIS 1 2% B 7R 1Y)
YR
4.3 KZIFELFZZE (stretch heterocycle amide,
SHA)SDHIs 5@ SDHIs R E it =R

A FLEI BRI, AR E5r B 2 T HE
C. cassiicola X7 SDHB-H278R ;i RA%, S3HE
XoT WE Bt B i = AR i, {ENT SDHIs A% B 771 Ji it B
M (8 TR AW LW 2R) AEEAS Bk, 5k
e S5 B, FE IR F 0 R, JRUALE T TG i 5 e e
B Z 2 [0 e A Bk, Ishii %8RB, 1E2 F 8
AN ¥ B Podosphaera xanthii-f, X WE I
P (AEZR RIBE I 28 RO R 1R % (AR 28 AL i
W) BT B R AL B O I O R R I A BT
PR, XL TS SRR, 0 K SR A
V2% SDHIs 538 SDHIs [N AFE 2 57 o

Steinhauer & DL “7= A JEREAR BTG VE I /N 22 7
R AWM RE, $RFE T A2 SDHIs A% B 5
s L 71 4 05N P P ;B W T SR 31 B = £ = 53 N
B3, NEFEE Z tritici IO MEER AL
A~ SDHC [FJEHEH; FH45A Rk EZHA,
7N T /NZE S B AR AR U 24 1% 2 AR 1 S R 2 e
T SDHC3 FERAFAE, HBitE/K-FHRI SDHC3 ¥
FAL KV Sk BB IR ) 22 A % AR,
SDHC3 JA ¥ X ¥ fE Tl A8 3 T SHA-
SDHI R 7 itk . A2, SDHC3 KA
% SHA-SDHI A W& 2R i, xF HAhdE SHA-
SDHI A B I AR R H bk, mRAZFIE 5+
Xttt —BAESE T SDHC3 2y SHA-SDHI 7% B 7
2 FEEARS IX — RIS BE SRS 1“2
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LAENLE, F5 7 4018 SDHIs A w77 K FT L

HIHIF 7T o
4.4 SDHC T FHizf&E7 k3t SDHIs 3% & 7 St
RIS

Hil 2, EAFMEYRRERES, 350
P& I U ) C W3 T AL Ao 2 AR, HOR
45995 5 B 6T SDHIs A% B 77 A Uk . B S 5 4%
KRIMIEKERRE B. cinerea T, 127 5 Fi AR
SDHC sy WY, A [E) 30 B (1) 2K 25 993 1 %) SDHIs
A BURPEARAE— B Z 7. KB SDHC
NGB 354 o4k, AT RE R TE SDHIs A% B 77l 1
EREE TSN, SRMAEZELE S. sclerotiorum
W, SDHC W2 ) 4% 73 A B -F- 5 H ) SDHIs 7%
R AU R TR, A 5 [ BATEAZ B 1 Ok
Yl SDHC WIAFZERFLA, P& FE 11 DNEFEE
R 22 5, 75 B A R AR It 208 7 2 3, (H
AL SDHC . E: 3845 4 A I 79 AT B2 6 SDHI
I B (P 2GR I TG T 3 22 s

Steinhauer &5 &L, /NEFCEIRIEE Z tritici SDHC
WALk 3 N EEE (SDHCI. SDHC2. SDHC3),
FHAESE SDHC3 f& SHA-SDHI 5% 1 77 (1) 24 57 41
PR, ZESEE ORI, TE/NE IRE N P AR AR A
A[F SDHC W3 (SDHC1 F1 SDHC?2), F:[Aiix%E
Z B MR SDHIs Z% W 75 R BUBME) . 24 SDHCT
BRI, /NZEFREE IR BN SDHIs 2% B 771 i Uk &
EWM, RILHEHUR; MY SDHC2 bR, T
UM EE R, RIEPIaM. MREENL
i, TE AR FE K M R R R 2 I R B-tubulin 1E
NSRRI B B AR L, Bi-tubulin SRS
WS B AEIFR BT, T Bo-tubulin 1E 3
SRR B PR R A PR I o 24 I S [ e A
1A% SDHIs A T 71 (%) U6 22 30 X ) 18 48 (1)
W, Wi SDHCI, SDHC2 WREs4hz 5
B IR R A S S R I A T i, (I
W7 AN T s B A AR S A R
B3P IIIE .

5 SDHIs FEFFIFUMERN/ AN 75 5%

WA A — A AL 5 B BUA e 3 % T 71
MR AR, PUEGTE R OOy iR, Ik, T
JEHTLG PRI/ WS DB 7T, AN fE S BUAE A I
RIBT 25 PR AT BB, T HL T 4R AR 0 F B
FUEE 25 AR 2 fti 2y, OREE B AR 250 5 K

M AR 2 Ao HEG VA I/ M I AR A B A LA
PR A2 B 0 1 i AN W A R AR SR B, AT AR D A
3B E:

%1 M B A G A E vk, T 2 )
TRl 22 25 K B T A A Y 22 S R K T AR S
BAGIZ M, W K B Hi i e ks A0 24 ik
e S5 A X 23705, A% 07 925 0 3 T 1k v
PRATRD TAER, Wi BRI JIEW I A, alternata
S %1 SDHIs % B A IO HT A TN e %05
BRIy B SRR TR, AR S 2R bt
PR, BT TEER. FAHK, S
I A peA T, DB ) R MR R B, A
A AE A I 380 B0 TR R I, I R A 0 24 1t R
PRI LB C 2L F] 1% BLE, 725 P R AT 3
PR FRAT, FEORAMAEE KR AES,

2B B R T AR 5 A
R PR BAZ IR PP 91 22 S 10 T R B 70 1Al 77 7. 3%
— By B R W 4 R AR AR DR G B R U R N
(PCR) MMM, HOAAR. B, #EwR TR
I GRS IR, BT RAR AL R FE
TR, FH R D)5 5 1) 2 3
PERZIR 7 9\ AT 22 A, BETREAT FLIK 0 Mo 3K A
T3 AR T 00 Py 60 AR KR B, )2 SR it
TSR AR . Hod, REEFBRKEZES
£ (RFLP, restriction fragment length poly-
morphism) J7 28 B T4 I o0 SR B 95 0 B AL
alternata. %% X IKE Wi B. cinerea X SDHIs
A% B BT I TRAR 700 LR I 22 A5V A
(CAPS, cleaved amplified polymorphic sequence)
W T Clarireedia J& SDHIs 7% B 71T 4 ALY,
ZEf7FHE R PCR (AS-PCR, allele specific PCR) #% H
T A. alternata %} SDHIs [T AL IS, —Fp2E T
PCR =120 HE U i it 2692 (HRM,  high-resolution
melting) F KA 2K % % B B. cinerea SDHB-
H272R/Y FFHIAAE) . 3 — B BRI 25 1 23 1A
MEEA, BB AE LN N 28 58 502 W s AR 1 24
P, il E B PCR BOR RS0 7R R (A b s
Nz —2 102~ R R mE, S2m
PUEIE LI, Mo T PN T R RN 4%
BTN ST 7 H S, B B AR R R
e ot A AR M= R N A A Be 5E i, V3R IR
HEARFIHET N o

%3 BB THA FEET HEECAR (loop-



944 g 7 ¥ F

Vol. 24

mediated isothermal amplification, LAMP) 1] & & ]
T PRI Sy AR v . AT AT [ B B1)3E P M
T TR Y1 SIS EE RO ROR, R RM T
AT 12 W 24 30 LR SRR SR AR 1) LAMP 47 245 11 vl
BB EORTY, E LAMPEOR, {ERIIK
FESEELT B GER. 2014 4, AHF TSk
# LAMP $AR 25 & S Y0 I & BT 245 1 far Il o7
i, JFFRT —RINMELAR, KKEH 1
T P10 24 1 1) AR I SRS 7, teJ=, &t xd SDHIs
B FIPUMEAT S LAMP R AR AR T R 750,
LAMP far il 53 A T 75 & D1 A9 ACAS B2 AN S B it
IR RIS, A R B 5 4G M R 245 B Bk — 5
S o AH L AR ARG I 4 R BT R bR s W 1 )
T SRR T ARG AR A PR A R R, AN S B
{4, FH TRt =k B AT pRos A il . — & /K i 4 BE
TRAE SR 1 h,  BIAT I8 I PR AR AL S il P £ 22 S oK
FIWr g R, fEERAE, AR & & H A PRE 2
EAZIT R IRAFAE A R REXT PU 24 PEHEAT 1% 70 Hr
frok b . H AT, A58 [ A IE 7 B &8 — AR
LAMP fi#j Pk BRE > TRl ok, FHiZfoR
WEAR AT, A SR BT 245 VAR R PR F2 iy 100 fi%
PA b, KD pAR PR 1%, AR E Bl 431
R B AR A7 NI -

6 SDHIs FREFIFTENIG 5518

FRAC ¥ SDHIs 7% [# 7 i [ A Pt KU 1 A4
R LR . KR A SDHIs R
A, A R B R B e AR . R R
B ¥ SDHIs & B A SEARSE R A EMR . . mikF
Pregve SN AL, {H[A—Fh SDHIsA B 771 (1% 4L Ak
FARMEAL 2 28 50 80 i BUBR AR ST K P 1
IR, IERTE R mKCE P R A, T
SDHIs A B AR Hlitk, ZEZZ B FH k3025 PERE
R R IR B A H AR

P T 24 B0 5 DR 2 A [ PR 5 i 1A PR A7 AE Ak
HAAEANF R, Kk, 78RR |
B VA R, B FE ST SR B 2R T T B ME KU R
fili, NREF 2 NPT W R BE R 2K HE . H R
S RE S, SDHIs % B 7401 B Ak 1 H bk AKCF
FENF . ARK U, MEBUREEE, BCs fE
EEAE 5~30 Z (0], AP KPR FERE A
IR AR EF EENTIY Y

I3 5 R 0T 7% B R R AR P AR e S IR IE A R

PR R R E R R PR E 4.
alternata SDHD-D123E SR PLIEFEME, 7=
BN, ERACRIEUE )T A K R LY, )
WIEE A IR FE T, B2l It s 1 72 A A4 1)
tefl <= SR, SR, SR FEMAENE A. alternata
1 A. solani ¥77 SDHB-H277Y/R A1 SDHD-D123E
MR, THEES BB, BAKER
B. cinerea ¥t SDHB-H272R/Y/L. SDHB-P225F
H SDHB-N2301 s RAS M w P, I RIE S
A, KR ZHWT SR, SDHIs A B fl it s
SR S A S B AR U R AR L, R R
e, ULEHTEZRIESRE T, PiaithmEiika kg
R, FERW SN H BN CLUG, SERF 3 i
DN /s 000 L TR R R L2 1 R AR BN A, X T
PERITHE PR EER . NPT
VARG SR (A RS B BB

PUEG P TR AT AU T B 24 14 B R AR
P Y A, SR T B 24 1 TR ) A 0 AL
o U B B AR R BE B R, RIS
UL B AR LA R, 2G50 BT v6 I 36
(P25 P Bt 2 DAl R AT . DRI, RefS
FEARZG e £ e, WP B0 S Fl . AEWBi v6 55
T LR B BT IR SRS I A R T E P AR K
J& . Samaras R, AP Bacillus amylolique-
Saciens 155 5L B I i 110 5 5458 FH PhO6S 2K 85 93 TR
KIS PAHEIER, JFFRIC T SDHIs KA H
TR AR AR, g T kAR 7 L RE L 4K R 2R
JREAR R JE, Mg R T AR 3 Ik 2
T, FE [ T AR R e R ' S R B A i 35 2 Bt
2R A B SRS 5 R R 1) B )

SDHIs AW fIMEZ, diERrK, RE
FRAC % T 11X %6 3% B 77 AH 8] 09 40 1 40 28 2 1
#7), BTHE—ZHEH, HEEWDEKI—
S 5 TR A K A A S SDHITs A B 771 A d
SDHIs A B AT Btk BIEE N, &
HF R BT B 46 (10993 SR AR 6 SDHIs A% B 71 2 (R A7 7
LHPUEA T, BRI B AN R 26
ff) SDHIs st & 78 AAS R 2 B SDHI A% B 771 R 2%
fift SDHIs A & AT PEES 1,

FEHMERE SDHIs A B 71 5 HARAE FI AL 1 245 5771
(Qols & B FI A1 EBIs A% B 7)) LA BC 77 A8
I, AR 12 8 A 2 R0 RN e 24 3 SN, T EL
WA SRR A N T ia B . ANEAER J7
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2P 235 A1 7 a0 SR A A A 5] R 245 P AL 1) A A B 1%
REER, WAR R 3N 255 A HeEBTHE LS . AH
) 44, 27 35k ] 1) B A 5 AR 2R LR 55 EAS TR W)
A&, ARLeHTPENLERIE A 5 20N 1R 9 A s vk
JRI: 7% B 77t S VR ARV A 1 A, B o 7 N ) P
993 5 B R PR RS B AR PR AR U, R A AR R
B %, A SDHIsR #7715 Qols 4% B 7R
FIBITI6 B KB, AR PR 2 A1 2K 5 TR 03X 1 b 2
R R B 7 A AP DU B R

W R AE FHALEDET . A 38 P 3 2 ok
BRI 7 V8 BT 24 1 AR AR e o 0 2 AR e 1)
AT BRG] BT R R, TR
HEREA > TR A EEZME. R0,
FIFH BRAR AR W 2 B AR 298 AR B B FHT I 2 1
BbR . RV Z-E AR CEEE O, N RIR
DL HEAR B 0T (0 25 00 5 A I, B e i 2 O
] )R EEEL ) 398 25807 o) o) P B 12 A

7 RE

247, SDHIs % B 7 75 4 BR AR B 77 17 3 Hh A7
AT ETH, SDHIs AW A A T R 8 3 &
K, HILITRE SDHIs %W AT PERT 7T, X T-4E
G HPUME R IR, JT RCH B i VE ) SDHIs
AR AR EEE . [FIE Y AT SDHIs A B
755 R TR A 24 7R HE A 2 TR R BIF 9 45 2Rt IR
T T RE HARR AR, % 7 SDHIs AR
(IE LI 7T, oA SDHIs A% B 71 ) s ik 24 771
Bl e DL 2R BTk R 24 700 W A SR A T M
fili®). HARFRIRET S SDHIs A% B 77 25 4 25 UL i
WPEIT, 5 2 2R R R B AN Rl
gk, XWE K T REZOTREHT L SDHIs % 1 771
(RIS, [R] B AR A TET ERIE T SDHIs A% B 751 1
Mgz . teAh, I A2 AN s LA R
A, WEREEREE . s s aetE . AR
(] SDHIs & W A AEHEAT, SR P2y PR IR
I ety SDHIs % B 71 R B0 24 P I I S 17 4%
ARLRBE . AT RATR L, SDHIs A% B 77 475K 76 AR R 1
AT 3 R R TR AR T

TE LA XIRZE P BRI K SRS 5504
ARL 70 A,
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