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O XA R RS B 2 R S D A 0 S BEEA T SR UE R S B SR MLER A T A, R
— PPN [FIR IR TR R LK B RERE B, T 2 ASRED R se b TAE . 45 2R3, ok A E N K% e e
P E B R v A5 ) 5 R0 (LT iR ot 4 2 1 )RR LA R K e, AN T I S A A QR TR R 240 20 ) A
copTAB I XmeRSA PIMHUHIFE AR . A FIERRAY 2 RN A & L FPRE, 20 RS S5 LA,

] AR RO A5 AR T DI REAR G .

IR AN MEZEEN; DU %; copTAB; XmeRSA

FE 5 S. S435.33 NHERFRERD: A

NEHES: 1674 — 7054(2023)05 — 0499 — 07

TRARAE, 2R, I, 45, RSN TR PEZE RS TR 2 MRS DU BE R A SERE R 0T (D], Pl AR 244, 2023,
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A2 (Manihot esculenta Crantz) KB A 2
JEHEARZAEAENEY), R DR T FRry
RE=RKEREYZ —, G TSR, T
L2 AT P DR L DX T 100 224 [ 5 R
XE 1820 4F i, A E WAL AT AR HIX,
H Al AR R o S e X, KRBT [ F2 %
FAE T JERE, AT A= 2 000 Z2 877 5B, A0Sk
TEY g 25 A EE AL, A 2005 4R L
K, FRE— A LR RAE S O EY, fib
B B IR OR 25 2E S B0 A A (Xanthomonas
axonopodis pv. manihotis, T Ff Xam) 1% & 5| 1Y
YT 22 B, U0 BR A AR A 2 B A T M
St FAE R AT A B EE R IR R A ALER
Py VAR T B 3 240 %) [ i PN 34 3, 36 ok 4 A
WHEAT RGMEY B MR I a0 AR

ks HEA: 2022 -03-21

T, GRS = A A BT, L MG RAETIR &
AITHE SN & Y NS e 7N = 87 Y e 3
o MMRSZ F GRS EEBET, K R
PR AT A2 L B 1963 4F, N IKTER
HVEHLIX AR, 1980 4F 73K E W p A Kk A=, Bl
JEVEENTAR )T VIS, AR AR (A
FW], 200 O AE YR8 0 X A, S YT
1673 TR AR A ™ E e
B 7% TR R A ) A R 3 B A P R
2550, W IR R A 2R S R B4 T LY
AR 2GS, A o S B P AR B R X
) g R S S A R T R S ] B R TR R 2 B A
B K A, T SRR 2 2 DU B B R 3
YA copTAB Fll XmeRSA P51 1 Ht i 2 A
FE, ELFE P R At b DX Y Xam MR AT Hid

&M@ HER: 2023 — 02 — 20
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YRI5 X 2 AP 2 A i i D 9T . PR
B S DR SEMCHEAN SR MR HEA T TUR PPN B9
BLAih b, AR LD P SRR B 1), it PCR
FEREATIX 2 AN N 1 SE B AL 31 0 A E 9,
HE— 25T AR ST D] A D BE 0k Ao S B Tl B
TS A

1 MR5E7EE

1.1 #RE (D FERE: 5809 39 4> Xam Yt
o BT A B 22 B A BE -5 W AR 5 T 4
B, Bk S 5 . 53 25 FHAE & >R B2 s () R b 5 D0
1o (B FEFREAAF: Xam BRI 1L FnEs 37
PR YGP i 58 KIGHFF AR5k H LB K;
FRIE (S M kY [ %5 ) . DNA R Big
[N &A1 pMD18 — T R AK IS [ 44 T /%
(K% ) A BR/A 5 Tag WA ANTP 3L H KARA: 1k
B (A 50 R 2 &l B 514 % (Copl: GT-
GCTGCATCGCCTGCTC #1 Cop2: TCAAAACCA-
CACGCGTACAC; Xmel: ATCAGTCGGCCTTGG-
GC fil Xme2: TCACGGCTCAAACCGATACC)
AN B HER I R B A BRA w6 i K
FFR T1 Bz 841 B db o X E B H AR
RRLZA 5 AT 38 o0 [ = o i i

1.2 AEBKIE Xam fRERBMEITN RS
A T3 A A AT AT o U R AT, S IR
SR T A R R A SR

1.3 REMMEEENTIERM D &0 E
WRIE AL 55 TR SR R TR AR, 1 SDS k4 B [A]
24 DNA!"™I, PCR W AR & Hy: 10xPCR ZZ /i 2.5
puL. 10 mmol-L™" dNTP 1 pL. 10 umol-L™" %5 ¥
VW1 uL., 40% H i 3.75 uL. 20%DMSO 3.75
pL. DNA #5 4z 50 ~ 100 ng, Tag DNA 4 1.0
U, IIJCHIZKE 25 uL. PCR JEASECH: 94°C FiAsE
3 min; 94°C 30 s, 54°C 30 s. 72°C 2 min, 35 M§

s feJm 72°C FEAH 10 min, 7 1.0 % B
REWESE RS R VKA . 2 18 DNA Fr B [l fsciat )
EF pMD18—T R & i B 1 T4 34 =1
PR IS | 325 2 R v B, T 326 BH PR s R I, A A B
HLBRIE 3 AN sebak ALt /s A AR R IE R BHE e A
FRA G TS INE, BANFHISTE http:/www.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov/BLAST [ #E47 FX o FIIT U8 o A i
24 56 AR 0 7 9 B AT R 25 4, B MEGA

version 4.0 H i) NJ(Neighbor-Joining ) J7 54 i &
SR, H Bootstrap X & et 17 K 4%, 1 000 1K
HH,

2 HR5HH

21 Xam FREFSEMEIFN 5T 39 DREET
PUHPE VAT, 45 5 F W, B0 I8 ) %o 25 TR AR 1 410 T e
A RO EETE 1.25 ~ 1.55 mmol L™ Z[d] . 3k [ &F
& HE A9 B Bk Xam 1197 HU4 8 J1 fe ok, A 1.55
mmol-L™, 2 A YT 78 fJ XamJXO08, |~ V4 A Xam-
GX44 , XamGX45, XamGX46 , XamGX51, XamGX-
52, XamGX53, XamGX68 fil XamGX70, 3k H
KBy XamGD54 ., XamGD55, 2K [ ¥ B A XamHN-
57, K H oI ZE A XamKHMO5 H1 5 5 P4 7. Xam-
ML1825 mybisi 2, 48 1.25 mmol L™, HiAth
HRRIOHTARAPEAE 1.30 ~ 1.45 mmol L ZJA] (55 1),
22 fRizmMERZNREMTS oM R
2 A 3 I PR A 1 ) N R A, 43 T T Copls
Cop2 Fil Xmel, Xme2 PHXT 5|47, $2& 45 B pk FiE
K120 DNA 7, 43347 PCR &1, & PR 2 4>
SR REFRAG KNG 3.4 kb OB 1y, Bl L
R E AN 17 AR 31 I R (XamIX02, Xam-
JX08., XamGX46, XamGX69, XamGX70, XamGD-
26, XamGD54, XamHN16, XamHN57, XamMK-
1823, XamKHMO04, XamKHMO05, XamMLXY-
1825, Xam1197, Xam1198, XamUG1 F1 XamUG2)
H4 S8 ), Al mie . SEReE e O AT ] R R
PRI B o

B SRR Y i i A Al XamGX 11 5E 4240 R )
CopTAB J& I 1 , 1% 3 R 7% 1 CopT. CopA Fl
CopB 24 t5 J5 ] — 20 3 A LR ALK, 3 4 H
Z AN AR GRS X A FE 53908 90 nt Fl 454 nt, X4
FRRH, AU XamGD26 FH A & ¥R 7E copA Fmfis
X 5 964 4~ nt A “ A, T HAL B A “C7, X R
MR N st AR, A R MR SR . DA
TR R A B S R R AT T 0125 934, CopT 4
X 44K 425 nt, FIZA L B A BN CopL %K
TR 4 I 45 A R T B R (BRPR A 7 i 3R ) U 2
A0 22 5, IR TR B O 99% (5 SR 5
CP012063.1, CP012060.1 %), iz JE N 4w i 139 4~
aa, FIF 040 TR BE 206 T8 (Xanthomonas axonopo-
dis pv. vesicatoria)# ¥R 7882 ) Fil il 25 1 ¥ 5
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*1 HAEKREEERR

75 (17 P AE R AR A ] SR AR b A FEYE IR AR 0K/ (mmol L)
1 XamJX02 2018.10 TR TR 2 X 3 1.45
2 XamJX08 2020.08 TLVRATEM AR & XAF A4 3 1.25
3 XamJX10 2020.05 TTPEETMER S X 4 1.30
4 XamGX09 2019.09 JUVRHER A XA 4 1.30
5 XamGX39 2017.11 IR BRI A R 3 1.40
6  XamGX42 2017.10 IR A X T R 3 1.35
7 XamGX43 2018.09 JVEHR B R X T 5 1.45
8  XamGX44 2019.07 TP FIA X 22 BT A B e 4 1.25
9  XamGX45 2019.07 JTVRHE A A XA A B oA v 3 1.25
10  XamGX46 2019.07 JUPRHE B A R T R X 3 1.25
11 XamGX47 2017.11 IR BRI A R 3 1.40
12 XamGX48 2017.11 IR IR X AT A 3 1.40
13 XamGX49 2017.11 I PR FA X T TR X 3 1.40
14 XamGX50 2018.11 JPRHR G XA A 4 1.35
15  XamGX51 2019.09 JTVRHE AR XA 3 1.25
16  XamGX52 2019.08 JIVRHE AR X R B 3 1.25
17 XamGX53 2019.09 IR RIR X B B 3 1.25
18  XamGX68 2019.10 IR IR XOE R B 4 1.25
19  XamGX69 2020.07 IPER R A XOE R B AR 2 A 3 1.30
20 XamGX70 2020.07 JTPOA FA DR T A e B A 3 1.25
21 XamGD25 2017.04 JHRB =V 3 1.35
22 XamGD26 2017.09 I HRABEDL KRR 3 1.30
23 XamGD54 2018.09 JRAE) MATAE#R X 4 1.25
24 XamGD55 2019.09 I RABF SR 3 1.25
25  XamHNI16 2017.09 MR W B R SR BN 3 1.30
26  XamHN17 2017.09 TR R A IS T R 4 1.35
27  XamHN54 2018.07 HEA N A 3 1.35
28  XamHNS56 2018.10 TR M T R 3 1.35
29  XamHNS57 2019.07 GRAEM T 4 1.25
30 XamHNS58 2019.07 AL R Pl s IR S S e 3 1.35
31  XamMK1822 2018.08 E i JEVE 3 1.45
32 XamMKI1823 2018.08 FE B JeTa 4 1.55
33 XamKHMO04 2019.09 WO I 3 1.35
34 XamKHMO5 2019.09 WO L TH 3 1.25
35  XamML1825 2018.12 Sy PG Y L T 3 1.25
36 Xaml197 2013.12 R R 3 1.65
37 Xam1198 2013.12 B R 3 1.35
38 XamUG1 2014.12 B R R R KX 3 1.35
39 XamUG2 2015.02 BT ih e X 3 1.45

(WP_017157235.1) 58 &= —&", CopAd 2=+ 1806
nt, S AT (7% I 2 ) ATk il 5 R ) 9
1, M 99%(CP012063.1, CP012060.1 45), 45 21 4~
B 25 57, %R SifiD 601 4> aa, FISE BT LA
W (Xanthomonas phaseoli) ¥l | & [ ¥ %1 (WP_
017157234)—3%), CopB 4> K 654 nt, FIHh T #E

A T AE 80 A8 B (Xanthomonas axonopodis
pv.dieffenbachiae) 1 LMG 695 Tl 447t 4l #H 5
FLIN (CPO14347. )XA 16 AL 22 52, [RIR
1 99%, Fifth 369 1 aa, FIZE LLE HRL L BR TI 25 1
J¥5I1(WP_017157233)—3,

1 CopTAB J DA A T, Fiv A T Aok [vi) A i 1)
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H XmeRSA FEH %, Hoip XmeR 1 XmeS 13 T Y (2
R BE b, P E GRS X A 443k A &, i
XmeA {57 T IEHE b, FN53 41 2 A3 R Gy X 1) A
JIFA 161 nt By 18] B X o iX 26 B Bk, Xam-
GX69 fl XamGD54 5 HAME A Int HF5122
5o XamGX69 7E XmeS i X Y55 1 015 4> nt -y
AT, AR < CT, X R B IER R IR AR,
HALFE R N E R . XamGD54 78 Xmed % 5 X,
FIEE 1 141 4> nt R “C”, i HALE R R “G7, 3R
IR Iy KA IR, HAB R MR H R . LI
M BRI (1 JE K P B 2EAT T 5081, XmeR 4ty X
4K 684 nt, FIZ/> B FRUIL B 0 Y DNA 256 %%
ST T BaeR K (CP012063.1, CP012060.1
CP012057.1 %) [ i P & &1, 0 99%, LA 64>
nt 25, ZE NS 227 4> aa, MK 8 P H
5 995 L T TN 2R 11 ) 31 (WP_046833221, WP_

017157623)—%("9, XmeS it X 421 1 380 nt, Fl
B PP T TN 1Y) 2 R A T RS2 G A 9 T s ]
BaeS [A] U5 ¥ 7 99%, i 124> nt B9 22 5, 4 b
459 A~ aa, F13 B 5B TN A 1 91 (WP
017157622)5¢ &= M 6] . Xmed Hfi% X =K 1 224
nt, 124~ 5 B 1A 700 A9 40 HE RND (resistance-
nodulation-cell-division, fii Ff RND, it 245 4557 40 1L
k) iz B A LI (CP012063.1, CP012060.1,
CP012057.1 %5 )f7 24> nt iy 2= 5, [ U8 % R
99%, Hifith 407aa, FIRE 57 2 HL R A U L R 2 115
(WP _017157621)5¢4—%k,

23 BFEMBEEIENREREZELESH &
NCBI 408 A H K6 2% R T 28 0T U o8 o B s i Bl B
HoAth 55 L Y copTAB Fl XmeRSA ] 5 35 K 5%
(3 2), W NI RGEiEER, T b C R, 45
WL, Frak 17 A K 2540 5 Pk 25 2 9% o AR Y

*2 LRRS2MRERE KRR EEEE

o IR (AT S) W& FIIERRS FEIR (FE R ) 20 Al
Agrobacterium(Agr) CEIZ; LT009725.1 1/ A4l 4 it PFRY A TP Pl

Pseudomonas syringae pv.
Syringae(Pseu)
Xanthomonas citri subsp.
citri(Xcce)

Xanthomonas citri pv.
citri(Xcce)

Xanthomonas campestris pv.
Jjuglandis(Xcj)
Xanthomonas axonopodis pv.
citri(Xac)

Xanthomonas axonopodis pv.
vesicatoria(Xav)
Xanthomonas citri pv.
punicae(Xcp)

Xanthomonas fuscans subsp.
fuscans(Xff)

Xanthomonas phaseoli pv.
phaseoli (Xpp)

Bacillus
methylotrophicus(Baci)
Xanthomonas citri pv.

DC3000 KY362372.1

Ad4 HM362782

C5 L19222.1
306 AE008923.1
7882 AY536748
LMG7504 CP030166.1
ISO118C5  CP012051

PRI NZ_CP029277.

—_

B25 LN999829.1

29-1 CP023661.1

citri(Xcc)

Xar{thomc?nas campestris pv. 25.10 CPOL7190.1
vesicatoria(Xcv)

Xanthomonas citri pv. GXGO07 ~ CP073209.1
mangiferaeindicae(Xcm)

Erwinia tasmaniensis(Erw t) ET1/99 CU468135.1

Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. 1SO98C12  CP012057.1

phaseoli(Xap)
Xanthomonas perforans(Xp)  91-118  CP019725.1
Xanthomonas phaseoli pv. Xep25 CP029284 |

phaseoli(Xpp)

HicopS. copR. copD. copC. copBMcopAZFFER 4 1%,

HicopL. copA. copB. copM, 1'MEJEERGIEH | copG. 14T ER
M. copC. copD. copF5FEF 4 "

LH276 NZ_CP018854.1 HicopL. copAFlcopB 5P

Fh1 47> T AT 2 ol

HicopL. cop AT cop BAFHEF 20 Jii 1)

HicopL. copA. copB. copM. copG. copFZEFERZH f
HicopL. copAMicopBEEHE 20 ¥,

HicopL. copARicopBREIE 4 1Y,

i copL . copARlcopBEE L 4 ¥,

M BaeM, BaeN, BaeRF1BaeSZE4A TN i) #MERND# iz FH 6 5k
[RIZH i

Hi BaeS K 53 AP SMHERND %2 AH X FEH 41 1

AT 1) 22 243 i 4 1 RE P

HiBaeR, BaeS, smeAFN1TIIN ) 22 24 12 i 2 11 RE K 2 0
FH BaeS flIBaeRE5:27 3k K 41 A

F TN ) 1D RND# 128 2 11 A2 22 2412 i 2 11 B DRI 2

W AY 1 RNDFHZ A | IAME BRI S LA TN B £ 24512
HriB 185 R 2 g 20

F A LA B T L 12 257N HERND 2 R8BIV 2

I MERNDE iz 85 P20 i 5 7 S S Bae SALY,
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TRFREAE: AR M TS 2 MG R IR ) e AT 23 A 503

copTAB FEPIERE A 1 A o3k, FISR 2 B B Sk
A Ff (Xanthomonas phaseoli pv. phaseoli) &
PRI [ Y5 A 9 25 2% 0 BRI dT o ARG 15 97 9 T
(Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. citri) Pk 306, ¥715
B L A 5 B0 AR B (Xanthomonas citri pv.
citri) T B LH276. ¥ #5 ¥ B4 M 1 (Xanthomonas
citri pv. punicae) F & LMG7504 F13¢ &35 18 41 74
P 2 9% % B (Xanthomonas fuscans subsp. fuscans)
WK ISO118C5 R 1 D o3 kL, IR B 1EZE
0 TR DA AR A AR e ) R o T I R R
(Xanthomonas axonopodis pv.vesicatoria )RR 7882
FrA5 B 9% 18 (Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri)
PR A44 FET Il SR B 5 M TE W) Bk 20 A

(Xanthomonas campestris pv. juglandis) ¥ C5 F
KA IR o AR AT TE (Agrobac-
terium) Wk CFBP 6623, T F R T & 2ok
A% Ff (Pseudomonas syringae pv. syringae) B
DC3000 HIA 25 20 T2 1 25 75 i 141 1l AR 7Y (] TR B
IR 1)

100% 80% 60% 40% 20%

Agr CFBP6623

Xac 306

Xcc LH276 99%
9 o7,

Xep LMG7504 1| 97% 34%

Xff ISO118C5

XamGD26

XamJX08

[
Xpp_PRI1 o1% 28%

94%
74%

Xav_7882

Xce Ad4

Xcj C5

Pseu DC3000
K1 BHKE R copTAB FeHFERA T
XamJX08 fREAHFH 16 1751
& ATE N P 22 55 0 1 TR R Y XmeRSA HE A
FERIFER A 1AL, 52 0 8 B S 7 A8 A Ak
Xcp25 [A] 5 3 PR AR AR B v o R B R L R

5% 580 AR B (Xanthomonas axonopodis pv.

phaseoli) T ¥k 1SO98C 12 11T i 32 T A Jifd B B
FUWRZE i (Xanthomonas campestris pv. vesicatoria)
PRPR 85-10 O 1 A0 A, IRkt o Frisees
BN TR TR 29-1, AT AGE B BRI R B0 8 i
(Xanthomonas citri pv. mangiferaeindicae) GXGO07
1 35 7 2 JE WRBK SC IS B (Erwinia tasmaniensis ) B
BR BT1/99 2R KRB, Oy 1 IR, AR
MW TEER W R R LR, Lo
(Xanthomonas perforans ) £k 91-118 FlH 3&5

Y ZFE 16 KT & (Bacillus methylotrophicus) 1 & B25
EAREMEIEZE R RS RO (] 2) .

IQO% SQ% 69% 4Q% ZQ% 0%
Baci_B25
Erw t ET199

57%

Xce 29-1 ] 999 26%
Xem GXGO07
XamGD534 1090 2894
XamJX08 100%
XamGX69 9% 15%
Xpp_Xcp25 36
Xap_ISO98C12—| 96%
Xcv_85-10 J

Xp 91-118

E2 MR XmeRSA FRFEBHT
XamJX08 fCEAFIAY 15 4751 .

3 i ®

WEFEEE R, ok A E N AR A X L K %
L iR AN S i | AN B VN1 ¥ (g R 0 A ¥ N
] % 1) A S A R P 2 A i TR A X 2 - R A
BT . s bEgs R, T B vk 2
WA copTAB Fl XmeRSA P/~ 155 B L8 51 W) T 4] Fk
PRI, R o B R At DL Dt 7T 9 0 0 A G
2 DA A 2 v A [R) D, R O 356 DRI i D TR e i
SN e HoAth Ty T AR FHAILR, #0222 ot
H

AN [R5 5t 20 B 2z R] ) B ] 5 PR B A PRy,
TR TR R 38 o 5 5 e R AR A A DG S R O 7 4R
PrA R EAMIFSESE R, bl R SR
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FH, A6 3 e AIUFTRT AR (%) 35 B R 7 v, O R AR 1Y
A R IR e N o [ e 5 L R R SR O
TR, Bl B IR A A, 8 AR A
9295 995 I B8 (Xanthomonas arboricola pv. juglan-
dis) A R FRRE vt BT BE 7 A [m] Y 40 4 1 TR
PR 6 TS 1l DX (% 200 A1 1 945 90 5 7 (Xanthomonas
euvesicatoria) Fl Hf 47 15t 977 5 Bt #5254
PRI, AW A AR, BN AMRR I R A
PO, 53 AT TR PR 2 0] AT REAFAE )12 RSO AH DG
B IME

FRIUA S, copTAB HEH 14 2 5 v LI TR 1Y)
HoAth Ty B8 o B 40 i 0 B (Xanthomonas
gardneri) WK Xv10 ) copB F& [ [R5 il & P
P R A5 e 2 Al 09 BE 0 PO, T K AR I A e R
(Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzae) W tk PX099 iY
copAB 77 6 MR IEIR SR, TR B 1L
ST ELREAR T X5 K R (AR L RE 107, 2855 A1 BAAE
N AREE R X i 2€ . BHE L . &5k %
SO JE VIV bk PV S5 XSS S, BRI
AR R EA B &SP BRENTPE. TR
SEHR 43 T DX 2 A, H A 50 M X TG 4
FER R AL %, ZrraX 2 A2 PR T e A i
PRRYL AT 3 18 N IR A T D REAE G

HE A FEZE SRR W, B0 1 B B o 3 % 4]
B F B PP K F Gl R fE 0.6~ 1.2 mmol LT 2
[ 4, A5 45 SRR B R B 40 o 1 22 B T bk
JKFEAE 1.25 ~ 1.55 mmol-L ™, #& 4k I A4 fe J1
TRIAINGE Y HADEAE . copTAB FEH 535 4t
] B i AR T . 2 A AR T R BT R A DG BRI T
XmeRSA F:H 4% DNA 2557 5085 R F . 41
SR AT RS2 43 WA 5 Bl A A HE RND §% iz 2R
AL . 4 BT AE F A4S RND &5 3 PR 52 1%
HIZMHEVE R, PHES 48 (CDF ) & S5 ) 1o g AR
F1, P RS ATP i A3 4 25 AN TR] J2 U A F AL
], ELFEE B M BHITAR |« BRES  AB A S ) S
1B o R T TR 2 S T T AR B ) R R A
151, A BEFIIZN 14 [ B copTAB BE A 1 4 25
TG I BEA XmeRSA JE RSN HENE FIAHE

BE Rk

(1] SefEe, B0, M. REEIRIENLHT S S8 (M.
Jeat: RO B EHOR AL, 2018.

(2] BUANES, TR L. M5 R P AT A L D] Al T
2, 2015, 5(5): 124 — 126.

(3] BRiNE, -8Rk, e A Tl 19 & e AR 5 i B2
[J]. FE 25 57, 2011(3): 87 — 90.
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2009, 5: 29 —31.
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iz, 1982, 3(2): 91 -97.

(7] Z=Ra 0, B, XISESE, 4. [ AR S 33 A S 2 v
2B ATV (1], AR 27 4z, 2011, 32(1):
116 —121.

(81 G /IR, FRMIE. A S 20 HU 1y & A K Biiia (0] 3
TRl ARHE, 2011, 18:200,205.

(9] Wi, S5 1, 25, S5 AR AN B M 25 1 B p U
AT S AT AR SC L DA FE 2120 A (0] iAo 4k,
2017, 38(3): 529 — 540.

[10] Jyvhak. AR IFoE Uik IM]. 3 . dbst: A EAb e

*t, 1998.

(V1] R ACAR, TR 2R AR D 20 e ] B 0 DM b st
IR RE ST, 1992.

(12] 7 S A A= R e Js 8 (M. Jeat: thE RO
th AL, 1999.

(13] T/hz, BN, BSR4 R R i BE 7 v 0 K AT
B DNA $2IA 0 [J]. SN AL B, 2010, 4: 149
—150.

[14] VOLOUDAKIS A E, REIGNIER T M, COOKSEY D
A. Regulation of resistance to copper in Xanthomonas
axonopodis pv. vesicatoria [J]. Applied and Environ-
mental Microbiology, 2005, 71(2): 782 — 789.

[15] BROWN N L, BARRETT S R, CAMAKARIS J, et al.
Molecular genetics and transport analysis of the copper-
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Cloning and analysis of copTAB and XmeRSA gene clusters from

Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. manihotis

XU Chunhua'?, LI Chaoping', SHI Tao', WANG Guofen', CAI Jimiao', LI Boxun', HUANG Guixiu'
(1. Environment and Plant Protection Institute, CATAS; Laboratory of Integrated Pest Management on Tropical Grops, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural
Affairs, P.R.China; Hainan Key Laboratory for Monitoring and Control of Tropical Agricultural Pests, Haikou 571101, China; 2. Institute of Tropical
Bioscience and Biotechnology, Chinese Academy of Tropical Agricultural Sciences, Haikou 571101, China)

Abstract: Cassava bacterial blight caused by Xanthomonas axonopodis pv. manihotis is one of the important
diseases in the world, and it is also the most serious disease in the cassava plantations of China. Some strains in
other countries with their whole genomes being sequenced were found to encode two candidate copper
resistance gene clusters, copTAB and XmeRSA, and part of these strains were higher in resistance to copper ion.
An attempt was made to clone copper resistance gene clusters of more strains from different other countries and
analyze their copper resistance level. The results showed all the tested strains from China, Micronesia,
Malaysia and other countries were also higher in resistance to copper ion. All the representative strains from
these countries also encoded the copTAB and XmeRSA gene clusters. The two gene clusters from these
countries were highly homologous, and they were not only involved in copper-resistance metabolism, but might

also be related to other conservative functions such as pathogenicity.
Keywords: c assava bacterial blight; copper-resistant gene clusters; copTAB; XmeRSA
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