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Advances of cucurbit bacterial fruit blotch abroad

FEI Nuoya"?, CHEN Huamin’, YANG Yuwen’, GUAN Wei’, LIU Baoyu®’, ZHAO Tingchang’

(1. Shenyang Agricultural University, Shenyang 100086, Liaoning, China; 2. Institute of Plant Protection, Chinese Academy of Agricultural
Sciences, Beijing 100193, China; 3. Modern Agriculture and Animal-Breeding Development Center of Bayannur, Bayannur 015000,
Inner Mongolia, China)

Abstract: Bacterial fruit blotch (BFB) caused by Acidovorax citrulli is a worldwide disease, which seriously damages the
watermelon and melon industry and causes serious economic losses. It is necessary to study the pathogenic mechanisms
of A. citrulli and the characteristics of BFB, which is also of great significance to develop integrated control strategies for
the disease. Although BFB causes serious damage, the pathogenic mechanism of A. citrulli is still unclear and the integrated
control of BFB is still not established so far. Hence, many scholars focus on researching the mechanism of pathogenesis
and developing effective management methods. Especially in recent years, there have been numerous new progress related
to BFB research. In this paper, we summarized the new findings in the research of A.citrulli in recent 5 years to provide
new insights for future research.

Key words: Bacterial fruit blotch; Pathogenesis; Management
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IDFFRE T KREW I EH XTI 5 4 A7 TR ER
B (A. citrull) () F EZR 5 5 IR IE ST TR, A B)
T E B A R TSR A B M SR B BT V6 SR, I
HolfE— e 25 FIRHA 5 Bt 7 5 1)

1 PHJRMERR T A A 704

75 IR R B T~ 2008 4 1E XM A 37 A — Nl 7
(AR AR TE B T B-72 T TR 2N W 1R 1 1 — A
Firo HAh Py RT3 A 3 ANTEAH, 76 0w M5 T 14
PR Z 505 B8 B o BH IR P VAT 3, a8 7 R
(1) J LR 27 32 A H 25 2o v alosm s0m v 5 1 11458
PRK 2 5050 8 B VU, %o 78 I E0 14 5 , (556
BHIEPE A 805 7155, B 1 41R 10 20 75 UG R 1
TEAE A& 1 H (0] SR R0 & N T4 Fb i) #1545 BH i
1) 75 SR &R AT 2 R dF, G 2 78 S 2H 21 Hh B B
s TITEH Sy — 2 55 3500 14 140 B vk 5 e 0 R BT
FE, T 4R T 403 A AR 3R bRk R A 3l A%
% NCBI, fE T [ 70, Yang 5" HE T H%E 1 1
HEFE R M6 LR ZHE R, KIL T — > RIRFEER
JF KL pACMS6, M 75 11 28 B Ak H BT A & A 2R AL

2 VU TCRE R T 14 A

Tl 7 A% 5 & BFB I H 2 AL §k %45, R, Fh-1
o2 5 99 i R U 5 AR AE 48 o1 T R 3 E A
M. BT BB Z fkill A 2 3T PCR 8UMLIE
FI7.

2.1 PCR&

PCR & o I J5 11 v s FH R R I 7 i 2 —
7 78 JICHE R 18 A & 1 PCR Rl 7 v 5% 4t
PCR. £ # PCR. 5K} %% & # PCR (qQRT-PCR) LA
N AE X G YRR E IR Y 18 (cross-priming amplifica-
tion, CPA) %5 . 15 H At A I 7 i5 AR EL , 538 PCR &
MBI 77 0, qRT-PCR M2 N T A A
(773, HARPHPEME R AR EAK. Tk, B gl
5 PCR A& R AW 42 T % , Slovareva 5 Stariko-
va'l B T 9w i PAS 45 4 3 (Per- JE W A& K &
H-Arnt-75 HE 2 AR e 12 B H -Sim-% — R H 451
1) S-box HH K FH, T 1 — M 25 7€ V4 JINIR
W2 B 1Y) qPCR #6551 47 PAS F/R 15 %5 5¢ 771 ; Sh-
neider S¢EE T 5 5 2 IR B 5T AL A IR A1) | g K]
(Leucine-rich repeat ribonuclease inhibitor) % 11 M.
H T8I 514 AC-1 F/R X 7 JICWE B2 11 3E 474
PCR il 38 ] F F+ X 75 78 T Wk 8 R 1K) A [R) I 4.

. D .

Zhao F5EIH FH A [R] 25 045 S MR AS I 51 400, 3 ST T AL
H PCR & F H TR M it rb T4 R0 11 26 7 IR R
B 3 A 0
22 MFFED

BT G 9% IS R ARSI U7 VA AE T TR R B 1 1Y)
I FH A A R TE (R A% 48 G 2 T VR AE RS S HET
FE 77 A — & Rk, R AE BRI IR T, 7
955 SRS I 4 AR 1) R S v e TR A S A R
A o 1) it B 50 9% 43 BT (lateral flow immunoas-
says, LFA) PRk i i 77 & vl AR flE o 2 45 R
Pl A, FFRD R 2 . Saisin T F5)
At BB R R R & S 40, WA VLR G [R5, 5
H a5 G EAH L, W P8 TR R B LFA (A FR AT
RPEEnPEm 7 3 5A05 .
2.3 H2ESIEA G

Bk b 3w L BRI v A F TN SR Ho A
— SERT I 77 ¥E AT 1 241X, Hoonsoo 5 N H &
e T AR A A A 7 TG 8 T P15 B T
A EKKITE F7, R 400~1800 cm S [l Y 147 2
R AR EAE , S BT E 1076.8 cm F 437 em™' Ak
(1) 2 &1y v A 9 X 2303 B R G R e (1)
B e 20, HA DU AR AT AR IR I B4 A

3 VORI T I ZUR AL

FAR IR A B 1 S B0 H A 3™ 8, (E X 3K
Tod T B0R ML RRIE T 0 AR T i 58 35 I 4% o TR
TV IO R B B0 I R AT L BOR AL, A2
I I ) 751 ) 52 ot 12 o 9 SRS 1) R LA L
FE B VA PO 0 2 B ITAER, B AN i
1% B BUR AL B 9T 2 B R A =T I R G
B EUR A 1718

AT, O &8 F B3 74 IR R 1 1 = B 7 Wl R 4t
(Type 1II secretion system, T3SS) & H ¢ 4 F i
T AR RN ZF V0 N i T8 G AR N e, (£ % 32
55 T3SS [ BLARRE 70 A, AR ME B 78 AR S ELAE X
G, R T PE R R B T3SS Mk — B Ht 5t .
{H B &5 /I & (Nicotiana species) #% iiF B AT /F 2 74 JK
Wk P B 1) 2 2 T 9 7 IR R 1 T3SS 75 77 32
AR AL, T3SS RN 2 H (T3SS effectors,
T3Es) J¢ HAFE HSEFR B M7 4% K48 H& T AraC B
% S 45 KT HrpX XF T3Es g ity J2 DA (1) 1 42 LA &
AEE B 53T, Jiménez-Guerrero 5" W)AE i 1L 2 |
7 Mk T3Es. 2018 4F, Rosenberg 259 Bl 1 fiE
RV B (Type IV pilus, T4P) 2 P8 JTUWE 2 14 207 1
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HERRZ —, @It T4P e+ R LESE T
Z N RARIR AL, X T4P AR Dy Re 4T 1
WE 5, Bir A R ARS8 £ 7€ TR 6 70 BUW RE 1 )
JETE G RE 0 5 J7 T 55 T 3 A2 2 M6, Kim F5°1E
LT A.citrulli T — MR E BRI §E 73 3 W AL A7 g/
IR R I 7K B CmpAc FEE 1Y Glycerol-3-Phos-
phate Dehydrogenase (GlpdAc) 3] 5 74 JIUIE R |4 ) 2%
JIMOE, HAEM T GlpdAc 25 H il % .

4TRSS B R SR B B B ve T i

BB B, IS 40 B 1 B 1 TG 7 v AL A
B B PO AR 4 RTIAR 2 Bt E MR
A TG o B ml /N YO S R 3R VR D5 AT
BTG W YE S EN RS .

41 RKABAiA

T AR T2 B T ARBTG5 e v R ) i
FAASE T SR IR PR3 17 18 000 35 PRAIC T 14%, K
AR T 12%, 38 7 LIEAR D) MR A K FE
FEIRIL, R JEFEIEIN T 8%, Al v 14 [ L 4 & = 1
T 7% [R5 Hh -t A I AN 8] R 52 Fh 2
[ RERN R 2= 7. — L g B ia T B
2 90 T A EOR R, X HA 2 S5 1EH
WL EBAE T B iR . Zhao SR FL 1 il B X VG
JIREE TR TR7 5 B (1) 5], 45 SRR, 5 RpEEAE 28 CR
BRI LL 8 28 C R FEFIIF RS 3 d e 3
40 CT R Ad 1~ FE D A 22 5 717 T B 38 W B
IS AR BE T 6T BFB 43 i 7% 1 22 PR IR 52 e 72 v
W, K A1 AN 40 °C RO 2 28 CHE R, R B
RIRFR T AR S RIRT 3 d, 75 R 1
Xof it FEE UK
42 {LEFBAA

A 22 B i AR AL BRATS 2 S B LU 20 B
1675, WAL R A CLO, S AT Rl Ab B AT 7E X%
Fh-F 322 A SO0 A 80 P (s B, (H— 2
245 7] G 25— 1) 70 A B T 3 el P TR TR B 8 N AF T
MAR R FRIRES(VBNO) , & G 54 HE B A H 5
I HER . LBRFNAIR 25 (100 mg-L';50 C ; AHXT
WERE 43%88 85% ) AbHE 1 h RIS 76 JIIG P 14 4 4. 35 (1)
PRI, B2 W2 o b (1) R S 5P
4.3 HEYIB5A

Bkt TN 4 T 1 2R B s R A= P B v o o
WHIE, H AT T A 2 P A 7 Bk A A ™ P ik
XoF 7 T 2 B A 410 161 R, ¢ D't Al B T B (Pseudlo-
monas fluorescence) i #. 25 f #1 H (Bacillus subtil-

is) VA T 4N B 1A 50 IS B (Burkholderia sp.) WS B
0 B (Pseudomonas oryzihabitans) %5 J¢ S Y& 75 e
(Pichia anomala) # °] — %€ F£ & B& AR 3 K
A ZECERV IR B A A B A R I LR IR AR B AR
Rahimi-Midani <51 F AP I TR R TR AR R 4R
FRRE it 73 5 TR Wk R AR 57, 1 — PP AE 1) BFB 424
Biiia 7710, HHE gt AR, A 20 Wk T 44 Ak B 1 Fh
T P0G JTCE R TR 5 2 B9 AN B R B0 K JE I
BFB SR, AH 2 5 Wk B A4 A0 4K 1) 7 TP 1 E 4%
T v TGk 2 B S5 ) R R R 5 1) BB s 38 90% 0
Ab G A 57 TR R AR ™ W e SRR B 7 AR IR
G -o- AL BEDY B 78 55 8 1 Pk (Neocosmospora
sp.) 77 AR TR 25 I SR ) o A ) T T TR B A 4 A
FHBY, BT PE R B PR 20 55 7 v, LA B ML A2
TEMT . AR 0 A2 7 AR & T V8 TR R B
il £ 1t At B 0 9 B R SR U (Bdellovibrio and
like organisms, BALOs) 2> K & fifi £ A 48 & H. %
BEIS AL o U HAB FE I, PO TG R B %o e I i L
A —EPuiE , Aharon 58 1 0 PG G B2 A B IR
M6 ISR # S5 e, B 1 G TN R T v A
MR B E B2 gspK 7E OG0 B 8 9K
(Bdellovibrio bacteriovorus) W) Pt 14 77 THI 2 & ELAE
L, HS R RGO
44 FUREM

H AT 3 A8 oK B0 A e s AN R
R TR 1 SR BEE PO A, BB A2 3 2
H AT R M R BER DU & F 2455 . BAR
W TG U A WP RN B S BR AR = o, S 4
958 TN SIS A T 1 SR DR (18] o i 9% ) 30 A i L, H e
i 3E P IO 78 JICHR R 1 Pt 1 AH ¢ QTL A4 e 9t
PESA I R S5 48 1 7 ™ Islam 555298
ok AR E AR A b, S TR NEE R 2 6 A
AT REMIHL BFB ik R K. &t —B DResiE e ,
XL BL R AT DL I & AN AE )R T B ) 4\ DL
P mEal I BFB $iitE. M 491 N B 1 Fy i A&
i E | BFB PP RS AL AR, 1X 26> A B BFB
P (PI 353814) FEI (P1 614596) SEA AT, F AR
B A e By AP0 AR R 8 4 B LU 311
g5 KB, BFB futE i 1 /> B DR S R R 45 o
FEXT 57 AP AR I R 2 b ORI, R 7E
ORI R A Z 18] Bos 2 25 1EH) MELO3C022157
FL[A (4 TIR-NBS-LRR &5 #4380 B\ A2 it —25
T F0 ) R gk JE ], iZ 5 Y B B8 HE 24> InDels
1 SNPs , 5T B A4 B — M\ InDel dRic it

< 3 .
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[¥1 MB157-2, BEfE7E 491 A~ F ARFN 22 N4 T i i/
28 ZAREHR X 43 B3 A AR , K6 I 1 22 4y
N 98.17%F1 100%. X —%: T PCR HIHT L IL &
PE InDel A51C N 7> T A BN B M2t 7 —Fr sl T
B, BAEIF AT BFB AT ff . Assungdo S5%1%
SE 1AL AN [R) W 30T 40 T SR BRI B AT AR P
R AR, J bRl 1-136 il A-43 R I H R KT
e, HORSC VA LR PER AR , A. citrulli 1)
T T AL 4% AU 0.6% (1-136) F1 2.5% (A-43), 1] LA
R T Ip H1 JE R R S AR A
4.5 &R

Azman ZEPIZEIR T T AR R S A0 B R D
FEZ W 5 B 6 77 T 0T TS5 R, T S 7 AR M
T3 R T A A T B - A o A A f
I 52 - 4L % Bl ¥R (Seed treatment- Pathogen exclu-
sion- Resistant cultivar- Seed health testing- Chemical
control) A7 — AR IR AR 2, il i fe G RO AT RE
Z:1f) BFB {2 i KM% 2 (145 F . Shirakawa [4] B\ "fi
8 7% FAE HAR T OO IR B A 5
ARIEAT TOHFRAIT R, BT ORI RS & H A K
o [ I B S B A AEL T B4t 5 A 51 21 T
B 31 18] ) — ZR B R B R B 42 e
5 & H

AR, TSR AR B A2 2R TR 9 T e A 1 35
T AL A K 7 ¥ 45 7 THD 0 0F AR T AR R BE R .
H Al [ 502 42 273 AR AT BT 0 SR B B0 R 7114
77U 2 48 (Type 111 secretion system, T3SS) [ HF 4L .
FH K — B[R] N, T3SS AL Fe 52 IR T35 3=
P TR A% A5 A 28 B0 AN e, EL B A 56 1 9+ JE
P TR Traore S5 HIE B AR SRR M 5 W] 4 D 7t I
WG PR B (1 = 5 FH Tk FE PG N R 14 T3SS #E 77
oh AR FIALAR , TR 50N 3R 1) 46 € A 7 T B9
SULE TZ T TR, AR 22 (R TR R0 2 3 ol 8 A
T8, A 15 /5 ST 2508 2 5 AR 25 3 RS A AR
KREAEF TR TTRE . X2 A I 7 T 1 S50
BUHIRT T B ZE N2 . LAE I AR K2 (1) Burd-
man Z3% AR, 3 T3 15 P55 HrpX % 75 )R R 4 1
PR M6 i) T3Es #E47 1 K& Hr 5 1, I
TE 5 B0 78 o0 N B 1) T3Es #E4T 742 55 T
PEM . 36 [H M6 K 5 (1) Walcott 245 [41 BA£E 78 /R
W 1% Pl AN TRI LB 0 B 5 25 5 T A B 2 R, B
FEAN R 2 8 27 A B A R PR A 2 T VE SRS,
NE WA AT E R T K ES . HAh—

- 4 -

6 [ 52 51t [ A R s ] ) 2 3 %of % S T S0 K]

FRIRIE 7 A5 45 78 JTCIGR PR T F) 5005 R 5% 18422 19X 4% B

DB , HoAth — LEBOR A R R E 7 AT 3

FURALS IR P 5 E AN SR F I AT SR

T3 55 78 TG TR 1 ) BTF 7 2% A O B, {EL [ It A T A

TARAE S 2240, 255 & A SR B0 A Fe it FE

AT RART SRBEA BEA T SO RO I R R

5 TSR 20 B 1 SR TR0 ) T AR T At R

JER 41 B AT LA JE S AR B B0 0 R s g A

Wi B0 55 0, K RE NS T B8 22 5% 1 G IR TR T ) 1

RO, 0 TN i P SRR 09 A B 4 T AR AR
H1 T 78 IR 1 LA 745 T X, il i b i

b5 07 AT R B 5 KRB AL AR, R Uk, X Ay

e TAEIEE R E B> 22, CIF RN 2 Mk

T E A RE TR AR B R SCRF . FERF BIA

T3 T T 2 A T SR IR N 22 AT 2 Ak 5 B

6 A3 R 25006 Bl gR AT b B H RT N BT BAT

ZH IR Tk — % R A BUIR,

i 05 ) B 22 22 A A BRI 24 701 Rkt 4 s 2 71 A

A e 5= o YU R A AR G

T BT A2 B 2 A B ia SRR 1) T B, O T

ISR FL s, BT, MR CE1248 150 4t

X PG TR R T ) L1 A RE 5 2R BT B PR, B — 2 1

I P % B ARG 21 N AT A IR A B B . O

SIS G B 1 SRR 78 A 7 L i 2B e, 0 IR

TR T B0 L 45 75 0 b AL T Pk ot A ) 97 328 DA

L AR L S SO 7 AR SRR R
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