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B a0 4= G smUOR I 7 BT S B0 1 AR A 0t i
BT BRI RGBT N, AR AR G 2
299 JFAR I J5 82 N {2 (Durrant and Dong, 2004), iX
PRI REAFI S I 75 S PR A RAAT BT
4 (systemic acquired resistance, SAR). SAR & 7
FK ¥ 82 (salicylic acid, SA)IFLE, S Hbrid
R FEAH %3 [H1 (Pathogenesis-Related Protein 1,
PR1)% — &R A1 B DX 1 % 5% . 4 72 (van Loon et al.,
2006; Park et al., 2007). SARYE i &5 14 -3k 17
1, H20tH 26090 B AR I, PRI AR R K
HAEHED R g E R ME, 51 TR KAk
ML EH N B )32 2 (Tian and Zhang, 2019).

SARMBOE N, TR A I Ge H 2Pk (BN )
ARG T IMEIEBIRIR G RS L, Tl R oo
S AN SE R R AR 5 B2 R g4 1) e e [ B . SARfiK
HISEP RS (1) 725 R IEGSH A A SARIE 55
(2) SARE 5 R#Gifkidh; (3) RAWHLRE TIKAL (4)
RN OISR eE " RS A, SARIE
HA BRI, fel i “idie” 8Ean T —R
(Luna et al., 2012; Slaughter et al., 2012). [FfT,
SARMHAEF . YEFRFANE IR R . —IRIEF A Bt
PeE— AT 4ERF2-3 ), 2 AL FRA I RERAT B RF A
Piltk. SR, SARINFEZNE TR A2 i bhE sEi

Woke H 39: 2022-01-16; #2252 H #1: 2022-04-24

WAREE? AR, ZMHXES S THEINAR
BahfE5 T8 21 iz it (Dempsey and Kles-
sig, 2012; Fu and Dong, 2013; Lucas et al., 2013;
Shah and Zeier, 2013). ASCHE S5 748 R M
Y15 5 4 FUkNE R (Pipecolic acid, Pip)/N-#27&
W B 2 (N-hydroxy-pipecolic acid, NHP)FIA: ¥4 i
AR A RO K Pip/NHPAE SARBUE A3 A 1) 5
TREIER

1 BEBIESHT

T, BT AR S A R e i ) R R 1 23 i 4 AR
BT RESA, FHSARE I Jy iz B B 15 5 (Métraux
et al., 1990; Yalpani et al., 1991). N T HiESAETH
HIRBIE S, FIHRIEHESAREEEF(NahG)
B L R RE W BEAT WG BRSO, R PR R DN RE
(Nicotiana tabacum)EAAREFR HSA, HE 2R
A5 T, T BUAR e B R AR 0 S A SR G 7 A 1
PEo WEFRRW], MK TR EAL T B R G A 2 17
TESA, ZE 54 il FRAPUE. FIt, SAAKTHE
BEHET, REHLBENFE T SARI & 7
(Vernooij et al., 1994; Pallas et al., 1996). HJ5& I
Z S NSARIBER INE T T, BHKY
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Fi% i /i (methyl salicylate, MeSA). F — /& (azelaic
acid, AzA). 3-fEZ t % (glyceraldehyde 3-phos-
phate, G3P). it &M\ (dehydroabietic acid, DA).
Wk ¢ 2 (Pip) 1 N- 32 2L IR e B2 (NHP) %5 (Jung et al.,
2009; Chanda et al., 2011; Navarova et al., 2012;
Bernsdorff et al., 2016).

MeSAfE N SAMFE R ERTAEY, il
REAL B SAHII A R Gt L R 015 5 70 1. MeSATE
N—FBINET 5T, @V ISR, JERGM
WK R R A IEYE Sy SA, ik SAR. [,
MeSAM AT E Ny — M AL G 5, T AL
PR M (Park et al., 2007). {H{E — &4 4l #§ I7
(Arabidopsis thaliana) i 5k ¢ 28 42 A 1, MeSAH
FEAEFISARKIE FHA—E. filin, SAH LN
(salicylic acid carboxyl methyltransferases, SAMT)
FE R T8 R I T-DNAJE N RAZAER, FEH0 R AR AN
RIG5EEFRA TS EMeSA, HIEH T &AM H
(Pseudomonas syringae pv. maculicola, Psm)fEFf
JaiBtiE, SAK EFFIEiASAR. It FERLEETT
H1, MeSAAZSARFTL T, TSATEZE - A AR
LB 75 7R A % (Isochorismate Synthase 1,
ICS1)M LG HE 12 5L i (Attaran et al., 2009).

HAR CF St AzAE I ) R 812 fi (Jung et al,
2009; Lim et al., 2016), {HAZATE#H1E 5 &4
Ihedhsh = BB ALIEHE - Zoellerss (2012)HF 78 K B,
AZATE K YL 4 1 aviRPMLIE K] (1) T 7 15 B0 1 1 7% it
Fop A (Pseudomonas syringae pv. tomato, Pst)
Pst DC3000f) % #ifi(Lycopersicon esculentum)/&
HETRRKER R, ERGHHHTIRER, (HAZATIA]
B8 RS T . fE R T, G3PLARF(G3P
dehydrogenase, G3PDH)ZE 48 [& ik T 1 #k X Psm¥)
SAR. H & G3P & i AH 5% B (1 H i ¥ i (glycerol
kinase, GK))f1984: 1 FH SARKIZENL, 1 4HitEG3P
AR HSARE AL, R YIG3PHiSL 2 R4tz h i
HEF T2 —, HINEGCIPA L LA 3 B A A
YIfISAR (Chanda et al., 2011).

B A% AT DL 23 w6 DA LA X 32 47 51 B (Trapp
and Croteau, 2001; Bohimann and Keeling, 2008).
TERLRE T MHEEFNE i, DAJESARIIA RIS 7,
A] 34 5 AE ) %) 9 R AR 1 Pt 2% (Chaturvedi et al.,
2012). 5Pto (Pseudomonas syringae pv. tomato

RIEE: RGRVEGINERS S5 5 Pip/INHP BTt fe 413

DC3000) 73+ I AvrRpt2 2 H 175 5 SAR 75 HE K N [A] A
E, DARTLE3073 8 A1 AR 7T I SAR. [ A7 ZAxid
SEEG W], DARETE1573 % MR BBV 56 AL e 7 3|
RYHY, Pk SAR. {HChaturvediZs(2012)
f2th, SARIM 4 A BR 2 ¥ DAMAR A P LMW
(low molecular weight fraction)its 3l 2 £ & i 1
HMW (high molecular weight fraction)it 4. F i
M i Ak H A IR AvrRpt2 5 F FE AR 1) AR 2 W
(petiole exudates, PEX)i% 3 [1JSARVEERT, HFF(K
THMWH DA &, RHIDASHMWIt H (1) & 1 i
K. R, HMWitl 8 B B AT A7 X Tz
DARIHEY), &7 5 2 1 SEAG R >R A € DAZ 5 N5
S SARJIT 4 7 (Chaturvedi et al., 2012). f&iTHITEFT
KW, DA %S H 3 &40 5 B Rk R IR
#|[X - 7'FLC (Flowering Locus C)#tiiif#z 18, H
FIEFILHESARF RIEEH, HFLCTIILALR . SA
J9DA% T SARFT & 75, (HIFIEDATE F I 1E T b /&
(Chaturvedi et al., 2020).

Pip/NHP Jy3f 545 K8 K LI AR 5 70 7, HAE
SARTE 5 I /E B A W7~ BN 2\ [ SARF

ZNET .

2 SAR#z{5SPip/NHP

Pip H#fi & 2 (lysine, Lys)ilit AGD2FE [ il 2 v 2
1 (Agd2-Like Defense Response Protein 1, ALD1)
FISARGRIEZE 14 (SAR-Deficient 4, SARD4) L&
% (Gupta and Spenser, 1969; Song et al., 2004a;
Zeier, 2013; Ding et al.,, 2016; Hartmann et al.,
2017), Ffimid i Z M F i %8 1 (Flavin-Depen-
dent Monooxygenase 1, FMO1) (Chen et al., 2018;
Hartmann et al., 2018)it — 5k INHP .. £ SAR
IR, L BT A I B IR AT AE MIN- R BE R
12 (NHP) A A= W) BCHT 4 DR 2 IR (Pip ) 7E B2 s 5
B [ Ak, NHPRISAIE L 7E R G A R i
SAR[¥)# 37 (Navarova et al., 2012; Bernsdorff et al.,
2016; Chen et al., 2018; Hartmann and Zeier, 2018;
Hartmann et al., 2018).

21 Pip

211 PipHIZIBEHEMERK
Pip2 —F IR R AR, W IR 10 4 AR gt
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FEN, AT AR g bk s T ARG 1A 80 114 12 Wi b 75 ) (Plec-
ko et al., 2005), J7E =1 R WE B IMLAE £8 35 1R P R A5,
1T e WK BE P2 IMILAE 2 — o 27 DL R R P A 25 L0, 5
AL YIEE A ThfE 2 EL A X (Tranchant et al., 1993).
AT A AR AE T AR A AR B R R R
(Kvenvolden et al., 1971). {EAEYJCH 2 THY)
L Pip & R AL HE 0 SR ARG R AN [R] B e s 2 o T
i (Palfi and Dézsi, 1968). L& Jaixtald1o A4 )
WAL LR, W BB EALD1E R A R 4B
1 52 3 kR S5 B4 F (Song et al., 2004a, 2004b), {5
HEEFEA R IPip) T ie(Navarova et al., 2012).
WEFEE ] (1) ALDAFEA ST H X 8 R 1) JEG 40 i
T, 2 R 2 1 ) AN B vh Pip AR W & R IR E T
1&(Song et al., 2004a; Vicente et al., 2012); (2) #\
BT PipI A& BT ALD1 (Navarova et al.,
2012); (3) ALD1fE Ay ifi z B2 43 AR 55 1 28 I L i)
My, BRI L-M R N o- 2 B B — P TR
b, RS TE R TE R R, IR 2 e- B -a- B 2R
(e-amino-a-ketocaproic acid, KAC)FH & 2 (Ding et
al., 2016; Hartmann et al., 2017). @itKACH a]{k
1 E R 5> NI FIBLK, T R I & ) R (deh-
ydropipecolic acid, DP)MIfi i [i%1,2-DP, 4R )5 544
e BE RS TE FA I I AR S K #462,3-DP, AT TR 1% Pip
(Hartmann et al., 2017).

21.2 PipEMEHIRERERE

I JEAA 5 T K Pip AR S 7K 1 7E sard4 2% A48 A 1l 7k R 6
PP 2 R Ak PR ARG, (AR I v I KR PR A, 3R
ISARD4 - Z A T2 HH AP Pip &M 5 R, A
M FTi% $SAR (Ding et al., 2016). MALD1A
SARDA4 ) 3% ik % SARD1 A4S il 2 (1 45 & & 1160 g
(Calmodulin-Binding Protein 60-Like G, CBP60g)
(Sun et al., 2015)[JIE A7 . Sun%%(2020) R &
TGA1 (TGACG Motif-Binding Factor 1)f1TGA4 K
SARD1FICBP60g#: % fir it 75, I+ HSARD1ZTGA1
) E AR, TGA1MTGA4# i 1 35 SARD1L A
CBP60giI&IAE S S5 IPipHIEM & . MAh, B
FFRM, fEicsl.npriflpad4 48R K FTE M F #F Pip
IR BT FAE, IESA. NPR1 (Non-Expressor
of PR Genes 1)f1PAD4 (Phytoalexin-Deficient 4)n]
fie 3t & 4t 2H 24 Pip (19 2E ¥ & i (Navarova et al.,

2012). Pipif Al G SARIPip A= 94 i b 1E 42 2 [
ik, fFECBP60g. SARD1. PAD4FIEDS1 (En-
hanced Disease Susceptibility 1) (Kim et al., 2020).
R, fE R A R UK 4L 51 K SARJE, ALD1
AIEA S R pk i S, O AR A R Pip e Wt B
JRI TR A% B R B2 R R SE(Navarova et al., 2012;
Wang et al., 2018b), #EMIPiprIiEid iHCBP60g.

SARD1. PAD4FIEDS13 1A LLRIH A & AISAK &
B Ak, 7EPstor b IaviRpt2EE H%E S R G
B, Pip Mk & & 7 2 G3P f1SA (Wang et al,
2018a). EHWIFAEY], 8 IO & A g5 (Ca-
Imodulin-Domain Protein Kinase 5, CPK5)n] it i iff
T SARD1 f) # A 3K i 15 Pip ) 4£ ) & 1% (Guerra et
al., 2020).

22 NHP

221 NHPHIAXHABRHKEYEN

H Hartmann%(2018) & X 4 iE NHP 2 #L g 71 R 2R
SR — BB A MEARE - Bk, — RN N HAE
ANFEYFSAR A L ICEEAE L4 T UESE (Chen et al.,
2018; Hartmann et al., 2018; Holmes et al., 2019;
Schnake et al., 2020). 7EE R B 1 5, 90/ 7+ F
M &G T OREAARAR, BT AR
REEMR . SCHE R FER AU R K B 2 (Navarova et
al., 2012; Vogel-Adghough et al., 2013). L-Pipr]{E
TR RIS AL R A [ R M P fr SRS AL TR
BERR AN 73 1 EAFAE R 264 N EHFMO 1AL E FINHP .

I AR S A R R 1 PipiE /T RNA-seq T, &
LA FG I+ SAR HH Pipfilt & « FMO LIS ) 57 £ 25k DR 4 5
WO T XM AR B HEAT Z AR T, JRA
A IE) A7 25 b 1d B3 45 AR iy 3592 5 5T FIGC-MS 4y
Mr, TERLY) A BIFMOK . L-LysfiT A= FIPipfiT
AERINHPRR R o 4k, FIH HARILHFMO1HE A
RSN S BT, IEBIFMO1 B 2/ §:L-Pip 4 N-#
HAEANHP (Hartmann et al., 2018). Z 5 A, il
T B I A SR, U T FMO1E INHP 5 BN-
FALEE RN A5 FESZ(Chen et al., 2018). BRilFE
NHP4, S AESUL R I+ A U B — FINHP- OB &5 5 )
(Chen et al., 2018; Hartmann and Zeier, 2018). #
WL — R BT FE I B T IRAE RRIB A2 A ReE, FF
NHP7ESARE A% OAE IR T 2 TESE .
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AR Pip 7E #00F T HH 8 15 3 FMOL AR 46 B % 5% ) B,
H 5 SAR [ B = E L &, K BINHP fE fill & — R 41
SAR I F: K {121k (Hartmann et al., 2018). {573
RIS, XL R IENHPAY & L R ALDL
SARD4FMIFMOL, 5 SAEW) & miAH ¢ 5 K 1ICS1 AN
EDSS5 (Enhanced Disease Susceptibility 5), LA ifi
45 3t A EDS1/PAD4 F1SARD1/CBP60g. 5 itt— %,
FENHP B 4206 Tt v, W 3 EALD1. SARD4,
FMOL1FIICS1#% 1% [ ifl(Chen et al., 2018), X L& B
FINHP A IN5E E & A G R, BT SAK)
WA K, TR R R SARSE 5% B 4w B T 7 G B
(AL BRE] 17

3 Pip/NHP#z{5S R HXTSARKIIBE
1EF

3.1 Pip/NHP{ESHyKEEE %18

HRHE 3 M IR 1 5 155 SAR 1 -4 40 WA 4 v Pip ) 2
M E 4, Navarova:(2012)#2 1! 7 SARH PipfE fifi
B RSB AT ENE . BRI, M C-HUN PEFRIC Pip
JE R BEAT 55, T C-PipE A R ELA 1
IR e #e Bz v (R Fr, I B R R it Y Pip RE
PAF A7 30 R G v Hh 2 m A AR B (Wang et al.,
2018a). fHIFEEMAE, 1E RS20 7L H, PipiB A\
AT =7 ST G iR A NS IO G 1 S
(Navarova et al., 2012; Chen et al., 2018). It4h, Pip
FEsard4 58 A2 ARk 1) JR S H AR A R 2R B R R
KT, TWAE R G i iR B R IR AR,
IXUEERE SCRE LA R TEAEER AT, Pip e K
MR EB i i ] R 4 F (Ding et al., 2016; Hartmann
et al., 2017). Lt FHPipAHLL, FINHPAL 3 FER F
w7 AE R A fmoLAE MR I R G e bk, I HAE
NHP Gk [ fmo LR Pk 1zt i i oo P SINHP- CFE 25
G 1Z4ERRVINHPEIL OB AT A A # 3t
(Chen et al., 2018). #Aif, 1A REHEBRPipFINHP
AR AEAE N AT, RO K EPip MINHP )
JR AR 2 B 13808 P RE 22 003G — A s N T s ag
s, MIMA R T H DR A S 3w 2 (A
A .

RIS RGRVEGINERS S5 S Pip/INHP BTt 415

3.2 Pip/NHP{SSX}SARKIFE

3.21 NHPESAE{ExSARKIIAE
FEHM SR T BN SANG, M SAKF-THim, B
B3 — RINGTHA R I R RIE, I3 sk 0t Fe
27 A8 370 5 A 12 QL I 4K 4T 77 (Delaney et al.,
1995; Nawrath and Métraux, 1999; Thibaud-Nissen
etal., 2006). 4 PipTisb#ns, B4R F 7+ 1 SA
FFPRIKIA® T, Hfmol AL 1k PR1E A &
%A Tt (Bernsdorff et al., 2016). 11 /£ SAAEY) & ik
e 248 phsid2 4, A1t Pip AINHP 7 5 (1 fi ikt B
FR T ER (Hartmann et al., 2018), £HINHPE
A TBCRSARE S HU I RN ) FEE T fg . Tald1F1fmol
U 1k SE 56 45 SR R WY, 7R JR AR %5 5 U SAR
NHP {2 i AR G 1) RS0 43, T A =2 M = 41 41
SA A4 Hi(Mishina and Zeier, 2006; Navarova
et al., 2012; Bernsdorff et al., 2016; Hartmann et al.,
2018). fEHEW M, SARIRIEA T =5 T Pip MINHP
AR 8o R, 7EIX —Fr BANHP AR (R i SARI A &
B HUH &, fEi i, NHP/KFESA S TR
1 2 2 A7 Tt (Hartmann et al., 2018).  [A i, NHP Al
SAEAE R FE1E B TRV AR Qe i Bk 35 - AFAE
TR EAE RN, IX AN R T FRFTIR N L=
E 18 W) B3 18 R 488 7 W 1 P [ F FH (Memelink,
2009). A1, NHPEAEW EA ML TSARK 733, S
R, T2 sl SAIL 2 SARA &, # Al fESAGR
= I 5 AR 4R WL %2 B NHP R Pip 7% S 16 Bt o 2%
(Bernsdorff et al., 2016; Hartmann et al., 2018).
NHPHMISATE 5 #8730 MSZAFAE T Hefli e e, 7 HSA
A Pip/NHP [ fr) sid2/ald 1 X058 25 1 i 41 1 12 YL
FERHHRGT /) & H B R AR K B 55 (Bernsdorff et al.,
2016).

3.2.2 NHP&EINPR1HESAR

SAil A 85 481 52 B ER A s RS FNPRA S0 7E42
Bl A, SAZKCFERTHEAENPRA M A A5t 7 7 5|
YHfik%(Mou et al., 2003). [tJFSAENPR14: %, it
HEBUWEAH G R R 3Rk, WIS S = B (Wu - et
al., 2012; Ding et al., 2018). [H]i, NPR1 /2 55 J7 {4
7% S SARM L E B 73 (Ding et al.,, 2020). {EEIF
npriiE R RA KR, ARG Pip 51 & I SAR UMK
e Uk 55, & B NHP i& 12 B 38 i NPR1 £ i3 {5 5
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(Navarova et al., 2012). L5 T npr1 5848 A4 2 b Al
Y R AR R Y, AR IRNHP 46 44 T8 5 SAR
(Liu et al., 2020; Yildiz et al., 2021). 4NHPJii Tsid2
(14 Jed 38 P B, 328 g R 7R AR R B I SAR R BE, {H
nprl AR A FISid2/npri W R AL A TESAR R B » IX R
B NHP 3@ i 14~ £ Z K B SARINPRT 11 12 1 5
SAR, LUK A VRE I AT T SAE AR AINPR1 (1)
#1215 S$SAR. 5t —%, nprithNHPE S5t
45 2K b sid 2454 v ) B 7= (Yildiz et al., 2021).
HAET, AT ZNPR1 41 % 3 NHP AT SA K f
EEWOE TR . — 71, NHPH] AE42 ENPR1/E NSASZ
PRI PE KT, AT 38 5 SA R & (A S s . sk
I, NPRAR % 57K b 5 ZMENHPELPip 2 873 58 11
J+ & (Hartmann et al., 2018; Yildiz et al., 2021), H
fEcamtal/2/3/sid275 5t T, NHP[F/KF5 S B H
NPR1ZE A A& 5 IEA S (Kim et al., 2020; Sun et
al., 2020). #Rifi, HEHFNPRAI: AL MAZ H AR &,
T A% AR 5 A2 LA 73 10 = DR i P R # T e ) 0 B2 5%
2 —(Kim et al., 2020). Ak, KILIEAEY)SE R
AR KT, NPR1E L4 TH % SAR (Ding et al.,
2020). % &2 SAFINHPLE R BRI ¥4 LSS5 44 77 T
FIARALPE, NPR1E AT [H] B 9 SAFINHP ) 52 14 K i
SENHP R NZ . BRI, T64 45 G 9250 oK s o il 2]
NHP5NPR14E 4, BLEFSACHINPRIGE & . A
52, NPR15 H [HJ5 & ANPR3/4 L /ENHPAY) & %
MISATaA & 15 3 244 FH (Liu et al., 2020).

3.2.3 NHPHEH(EE)L X SARKI A ig#=

FEBENHP R &I, NHP-H %] 8% 45 & V) W08 ILAE 2
i B B A SAR T R AR, KT NHPAED)
& L EIALDLIFIFMOL (Chen et al., 2018; Hart-
mann and Zeier, 2018; Hartmann et al., 2018). 7£3-
HNHPHE AL B S R, UGT76B1R TR A A 32 %
(g g, RONUGT76BLEL Sk KF- 5NHPAEY) & )
e RIAE 200 JF AR N AR I 38 R ge itk B, H AN Pipist
52 4t (Bernsdorff et al., 2016; Hartmann et al.,
2018; Hartmann and Zeier, 2019). F5z F, 4
MR FER T, AR F P AR AE R IR INHP-N-
O-7#i %] B £ (NHP-N-O-glucoside, NHPG), H. 323 )5
7 S SAIEIE Ik TNHPAIUGT76B1 (Bauer et
al., 2021; Cai et al., 2021; Holmes et al., 2021;

Mohnike et al., 2021). 4fifk ¥ EHUGT76B17E A 4h
PAUDP 7 %1 B/ NG b AT BT 20, KENHPH: AL A
NHPG (Bauer et al., 2021; Cai et al., 2021; Holmes
etal., 2021; Mohnike et al., 2021). IIt#), H2FNHP
45 A MINHPH 2 4 5 (NHP glucose ester, NHPGE)
WA FF I AR 8, DAmA SO JE AR AR, (EBR ST T
UGT76B1 f1 SA {5 5 i& 1£ (Hartmann and Zeier,
2018; Bauer et al., 2021),

FERLRE I A, UGT76B1 A AT 58 Z1 9 5 44
F R RGN B R0 5 R I ugt76b 1R AR 14
RFFRIF, UGT76B1/ FNHPGIHIEY & ik, I
F B2 i B AR BT SAGH Rl . (HIFEE
[, 7ERFE T it R IAUGT76BLENHPAISAH %
- B B 4 B (R BT B 3, AN K e e A Ui 25
NHPFISATE 42 Bl i 3 F8 bk R it AR R, 9 5%
VbR T AR A A R . PR, UGT76B1
i A MR LA S ) BRI 5E 422 R SAR  (Bauer
et al., 2021; Cai et al., 2021). SHRML, HHUFE T
UGT76B15ALD1FIFMOLTE & i /INH- rp i i 4 365k
i, REBH LR INHPG A 48 i, iNHPAC 2%
WD, X W R T AN IERIEALDL A FMOL R fil % 37t vt
/N SAR N FT BE P (Mohnike et al., 2021). -
AR, UGT76BA7EN IR 7R 75 T #4125 [F I B¢
iX THEENHPFISAR KT, NIt HAESARE 54 F
Zbh BHEEEH.

4 BHERE

TEYAEWOW IR B R Y5, SARBENE SR R4t
P, HIEME S SARA G, Jfnl i A T SA
A5 S IEEE = N . W T, 7658 0% W 5 il
VM AR AR, Pip/NHPIE i SATEHK i IS A
HRE T FSAR. MRS B J5 B 1R Y, TR M
NHP ] LA SZ AR 1 J 38 - v %% 20 21128 iy 1) R 42
M, I SE IR, 1% N8 SAR R 15 E N
5, FEEIR KRR BARHTNPR . [FRS, NHP A g
I AR SANIR R FSAR. W1 RAR Jet il &,
NHP IR 2 1 2 S BUR Y 7k 1 SAR R B 3%, 1 H
SAZHSRNHPIE 4K T NPRIE 275 5 1 B 18
Mo —J7TH, Pip/NHPH] 55 & i A 4% 5 2H 21 SA
HRG B O, RGEA LR Pip/NHP M Sk &
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SAG NHPG
N\ A
\\ /
Y. \/
SAR
UGT76B1 \
@D [
|/ JRNPR3/4 \
JMeSA SA <« ... Pip/NHP <
RGO |
SAG NHPG !
s ez @remamT |
e I :
MeSA [SA ™~ 1L
. - '
T AGEED Fvio
EDs5) Pip -
1 - SARD4
aup }

B UREEER (Pip)/N-F2HEIRIEBR(NHP) K A= 20 & i g 15 S LT REEIRAB HE PP (SAR) K 451 F

PRI JEAAR I S O SARE LI FE FF H 1 N 2% . NHP 5 /K482 (SA)IE R 3K 30 £ ZISARE Fi24% . SAHICS1. EDS5HIPBS3 M)
KIR(CA)ITEA A IR, PipHIALD1FISARDA MG 2 #a (Lys) T aa & ik, FHiliid FMO13#E— & INHP . Pip/NHP AT 3E 1 57 #4412 2l
s, T SAIB T SAF LR (MeSA)TE BB Bliz i A . Ik, REEMA LR IINHPK I GG T, TS SINPRAKAS 1
FESRSARKN, ANHPACFF e TSA, RUILNHPIE gl (53 FIHSANK 7 sUIESARK N o L4k, NHP/SA T 11454 3% [ M il
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Figure 1 Biosynthetic pathway of pipecolic acid (Pip)/N-hydroxy-pipecolic acid (NHP) and its regulation in systemic acquired
resistance (SAR)

Figure shows a schematic diagram of regulatory network in the process of pathogen induced SAR establishment. NHP and SA
jointly drives the main SAR induction pathway. While SA is synthesized from chorismic acid (CA) by ICS1, EDS5 and PBS3, Pip
is synthesized from Lys by ALD1 and SARD4, and then NHP is further synthesized by FMO1. Pip/NHP can be transported to
distal leaves through phloem, while SA can be transferred to distal leaves in the form of MeSA. Therefore, the level of NHP in leaf
tissue of the system begins to rise, which starts the NPR1 dependent transcriptional SAR response, and the increase of NHP
level takes priority with SA, which means, NHP can also activate the SAR response by indirectly upregulating SA. In addition,
NHP/SA induced transcriptional response converts SA and NHP into SA-O-b-glucoside (SAG) and NHP-N-O-glucoside (NHPG)
by increasing the activities of UGT76B1 and other catabolic enzymes, thereby reducing the levels of SAR active metabolites NHP
and SA and reducing or terminating SAR response at the system level. Brown route represents SA pathway; Blue route repre-
sents Pip/NHP pathway; T-shaped arrow indicates inhibition; Brown and blue dotted lines indicate long-distance transportation;
Red dotted line indicates the induction of pathogen.
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Research Progress of Mobile Signal Pip/NHP in Systemic
Acquired Resistance
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Abstract Systemic acquired resistance (SAR) is a long-lasting broad-spectrum resistance at the whole plant level acti-
vated by the primary infection of pathogenic microorganisms at local leaves. The signals generated rapidly at the initial
infection site can be transmitted to other parts of the plant through the phloem to activate SAR. Pipecolic acid (Pip) and
N-hydroxy-pipecolic acid (NHP), as newly discovered mobile signal molecules, play important roles in SAR signaling
pathway. Here, we mainly review the latest research progress in the synthesis, transportation of Pip/NHP and their regu-
lation of SAR.

Key words systemic acquired resistance, mobile signal, Pipecolic acid, N-hydroxy-pipecolic acid

Wu N, Qin L, Peng ZH, Xia ST (2022). Research progress of mobile signal Pip/NHP in systemic acquired resistance.
Chin Bull Bot 57, 412—421.

* Author for correspondence. E-mail: xstone0505@hunau.edu.cn

(GUHERE: AR ILLE)

© Q0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany





