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Relationship Between Phenotype of Blast Resistance and Similarity of Resistance Gene Analog

in Rice Varieties
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Abstract; Six pairs of primers, viz. RGAl(Resistance gene analog) (XLRR-for/ XLRR-rev), RGA2 (XLRR-invl/XL-
RR-inv2), RGA3(NLRR-for/NLRR-rev), RGA4 (NLRR-invl/NLRR-inv2), RGAS5 (Pto-kinl/Pto-kin2) and RGA6 (Pto-
kin3/Pto-kind) , were used to fingerprint 21 rice varieties based on RGA-PCR. Clustering analysis showed that the 21 varieties
could be both classified into 5 groups at 0. 72 similarity coefficient or using index of leaf blast severity at 0. 84 level. Although
there is no parallelism relationship between group and group in two different types of the clustering, the varieties, such as
Xiangzi 3150, IR156, Zhuliangyou 02 and ZR02 with broad spectrum or durable resistance can be finely fallen into the same
group. It was also suggested that 3 pairs among 6 primer pairs, viz. RGA1 and RGA2 designed from the LRR region of rice
Xa21 gene and RGA3 from the LRR region of tabacco N gene, were more suitable to evaluate rice germplasms for their genet-
ic responses to rice blast by RGA-PCR.

Key words: rice blast; resistant phenotype; resistance gene analog; similarity .

# E:. B 6X RGA3|#, Bl RGA1(XLRR-for/XLRR-rev) ,RGA2(XLRR-invl/XLRR-inv2) ,RGA3(NLRR-for/NL-
RR-rev) ,RGA4(NLRR-invl/NLRR-inv2) ,RGA5(Pto-kinl/Pto-kin2) 1 RGA6 (Pto-kin3/Pto-kind) %t 21 & b 47 RGA-
PCR #y DNA #8805 #7 . AR S 0. 72 MM IR B E FE 0. 84 S B A 21 MARKBRMATLIAR 6 2. REE
ERZEBE ——XBIRFEHRE AERERERATEENH I A, BRITFHE N —2, M 3150, IR156 B F L
02.ZR02, 7 6 X 31¥ %, RGAL #1 RGA2 X B FARMBAMMITER Xa21 & LRREH RGA3 XHE FTHE NEFA S
LRR &), LR 3X 5[ BEHA T ABHEREEHBET RSN,

KRR BEM, HERE; HEEEFEFF; Hk

@SS Q943; S431,111.471; S511.034 XHEARIRAD; A NEEHS . 1001-7216(2005)03-0209-08

KGR RER P E H AR EBHE N £, 5
AUREMEERNI, RN SR E—H
HEASEEREHENNE-TEERZEKY L
HEME. ERTURERBENRXWE R EARE
FUTHEHAERGR.

EHIEREZHEDPERED—RIMHR
RIS AR BB RO BB A R
BHEE N KBHAMHRER X221 HiBERE
B Pro . WRITE W ERE L6 RO BE N EH
Hsltrol 28, Y2450 BERW Y I 2 B o B IR I 2
Wy, e E —S2ERNEH, NERERER
(leucine-rich repeats, LRRs) BB B %4 i & (nu-
cleotide binding site, NBS) £ & &/ H M E A
B (serine/threonine protein kinase, STK) , ¥ &
#J 1, (transmbrance domain, TM), & & 8 I &

(leucine zipper, LZ).Toll B £-1 K& (Toll-in-
terleukin-1 region, TIR ) Ll & & B ¥ BF (protein ki-
nase, PKO%, XM E5EORZAIMMHEEER
5HMBEARGESERER. BREVERSEOH
HEEEE LR MR T X, IBARE TRETEH MR
PRERERPEAEREMORTX. BFX—#
B, 7] LA LUK B4R <7 25 1 B0 7 3] R B A R 18 OF 9
1, TEAE Y i A PCR AR 3 #0485 BUE M RUF
5| DNA J Bt, BP9t 9% 2 B 7] %5 ¥ 5 (Resistance
gene analogs, RGAs), Maleki %031, Kanazin
%041, Leister %051, Yu 45081 7 F X # 77 76/

B B3 2004-07-01; MU B BHEA: 2004-10-07,

ELTH: 2001—2003 EER LB ERIEL SR ™
WA ROGERABDELE TSR RE.

B—EEEN: W A959—), 8, L , KA.
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2 KRG SRENHEERMRE S RERI. Ma-
go ZLIH FHE 4 S1.S2 R H A 4 % Nipponbare X
Kasalath ) 186 /™ F2 ¥R & B9 RGAs #4737, 1A
o F F B R0 B 9 AR <F 5 4 3 ) 9 4] O 3 A
W) RO R DM 2 R 2 W) RE I 5 Tlag 25001 F) I BL R
P RPS2 H#llggIF #) NBS-LRR #3403 1 7K
WA IR64 HLFS B ™ 9% (Xanthomonas oryzae
pv. oryzae) L R 3 3 HARRE#E AT T RFSE, B 5E
T—A PR, Zhuang Z001F ] 8 %} RGA 7
V.ol oE 2SI REMBENRENEREML T
556 P ik b, # e  H RGA B 4T 7K
HUREPETEM T .
APRFAKERMEBERFNEARBERSE
4T B IR 15 7 BB R B R [ R R 51 80 A A
P, X ER A KRS S R DL M BEAT T B 1 B R A A
HRFERGES RS . XXT &M
AR, URNIEER#H P REF—ENEXL.

1 ARSI

1.1 #ilm¥

FrR MM EFERER 7 5 (L1)iB40(L2),
CO39(L3) . B 1% 11(L4) . Moroberecan(L5) ., #f %
3150(L6) \IR156 (L7) R BEIR 02(L8) \#k 1S(LD)
ZR02(L10),C101A51(P7+2) (L11),C101LAC(P+
1) (L12) ,C101PKT(P#4) (L13), C104PKT(P+
3 (L1o., BR 7 4N%5FF Tetep(L15) B 13
(L16). 9 = 43 (L17), & 4% 363 (L18), X A& 51
(L19) &1L 18(L20) .Ml VLT B4+ (L21),
1.2 MEEEFERITEMRE
- HERAREEIXAHS, SRf 3 KER,
HBEEFE, YHEMEAEREEHTHEE,
PN E RS, R R EEDY,
1.3 XkE2EFE DNA WHERN

B it (25 0. 35 @) B /NI AFE —T0C T T
¥ BB b, R BB S O K e AR /N L AN
A 1000 pl 2% CTAB #£ BB 21 pL -2-Fi i 2,
BER 1.5 mL B.OBH; F 65C T KBHIE 45 min;
MBS P B FE 10 000 r/min F &L 3 min, B
W 700 pL TH— 1.5 mL B.LEF, A%
&N+ RIREBEB Vay ¢ Verm =24+ DR
10 min (_E FEEE A7), 12 000 r/min F B L 3
min; B B E W 600 pL, MAFRHYFRET
10 000 r/min P .0 3 min; BU_EE W 500 pL,imA
BAEFL 1/5 9 10 mmol/L NHyAc, Him 2 & H L

ot [ 7K B B 2% (Chinese J Rice Sci) 45 19 #% 3 $1(20054E 5 )

KZBE,FF—20CTFHE 2 h; UK E F12 000 r/
min F 8 4 3 min, 75 - 1§ %, A 70% Z, B 700
©L,12 000 r/min F B0 5 min; & FHF® . A 4°CHK
T4 1.5 h,fm 200 L TE B A 1 pL
RNaseA f5F 37CFiE 40 min; RR/F M A LA
B 5% B 5 T 10 000 r/min F B4 5 min; B 1§
WA BT 1/5 A 10 mmol/L NHy Ac, Hin 2
BRI KZEE,JET—20C T E 1 h;12 000 1/
min 2.0 10 min, & _E 88, BN 70 %6 700
#L,12 000 r/min F &0 5 min, {2 FER, F 4°C

KE R FH 1.5 h; A 30 uL TE %%, B —70C

kAE P RFFA .
1.4 DNA R E# 13 ,

B1XTE BE#ER/KRE DNA & 1 pl, 7
0. 5X TBE HF 0. 8% 5 g W B e I 55 b5 M ok BE 6
¥ (15~300 ng) A A-DNACGRZ B Wik, 2R 1k
Z.580.5 pg) Yef8 15 min J5F , 7E B 38K AR 27
%4 (Imagemaster® VDS, Pharmacia Biotech) | ¥}
P/, W5 ADNA ¥ F B BF AL S DNA
B2 G5 B LG B8 B R DNA B3R BE .
1.5 #HmEEERFS(RGA)SH

R 6 Xt 5 ¥, £ B Chen %[14]" Zhuang
%001 4 )3k, B MJ BFSEFF I8 DTC-200 4848,
M DNA sy S hiieE H [ E 55, & ER.
94°CTF AN 2 min, RSF 94CTFEH 2 5,40C
TiBk 45 s,72°CF Ef# 1. 5 min, FHEF 40 k. ¥
S 7 ) D B VA T e B S L UK 4T 43 B8 R A Pro-
mega AR]) DNA BPRGE R €. ASIYHE
Brok FABF ST PT Leung LM GR D,
1.6 ¥iEgE
1.6.1 &%

FEVEOLHT 46 £ H RGA-PCR 338 7 ¥y i 25 1
T TR H T Je B AR PR K R . IRIEYTIIERA T
LR, AWHIERL, BHFHNIER0”, HEIEHIIE
B Microsoft Excel 30 {4, /I T B K40 Hr MY 5 5+
ZEEHE,
1.6.2 #HZHEHBLE

2002 4= 1 2003 4, f B35 7= B B Ok A DPS %%
HrBEKERAARLEH#TRERE. FEH
MRS Fly [ RGA JR& X R, Fl | NTSYSpc
Version 2. 11Q(Applied Biostatistics Inc. ), USA
Ak B g UPGMA (Unweight pair-group method
with arithmetic averages) ) F HIT B L T, &
BIEREWEE,
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Table 1. List of RGA primer pairs used in the study.
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EIE b 5 &R BFH (5°—3") Rp g R T
Code Primer name Sequence (5’ —3”) From conserved motifs(?]
RGA1 XLRR-for TCCGTTGGACAGGAAGGAG KBHEHHBEHAE Xa21 & LRRs &)
XLRR-rev TCCCATAGACCGGACTGTT LRR region of Xa21 gene from rice
RGA2 XLRR-invl TTGTCAGGCCAGATACCC
XLRR-inv2 GAGGAAGGACAGGTTGCC
RGA3 NLRR-for TAGGGCCTCTTGCATCGT kB FME NS LRRs 4514
NLRR-rev TATAAAAAGTGCCGGACT LRR region of the tobacco N gene
RGA4 NLRR-invl TGCTACGTTCTCCGGG
NLRR-inv2 TCAGGCCGTGAAAAATAT
RGA5 Pto-kinl GCATTGGAACAAGGTGAA kB FEIM Po MBS
Pto-kin2 AGGGGGACCACCACGTAG Kinase domain of Pto from tomato
RGAS Pto-kin3 TAGTTCGGACGTTTACAT
Pto-kin4 AGTGTCTTGTAGGGTATC
51.0%, JB%; I f4E L14. L3, L2, L1 #£ 4 M5
2 BR5HM

2.1 21 RMBRERERE

2002 4EF1 2003 EF 21 MM E LR E, HIA
HREEEREHTAZ, UEHERSR,. B0
BUEE SRINE 2,

QI MM ENFEHE~EELRGRAE
apT.EERMAE 1. HEREHR 0. 84 B, A4 21 G
FAME 5 2%, 1 2% L9.18.115.17.16.110.L5
FE1ABM,BURETEIR,HEM™EREE0.3%
~23. 3%, & 3 AN FAPLEMSEM Morobere-
can(L5) . #¥E 3150(L6) Fl Tetep(L15); [ KEIE
L18.L16.L11 & 3 4~ G fb , 55 M 2 & B 7E 40. 3% ~

£2 21 MR AHECES
Table 2. Leaf blast severity of the 21 tested varieties in 2002 and

2003. %
[=}
RS 2002 2003
Variety code

L1 68. 0 71.4
L2 71.9 67.8
L3 68.5 66. 8
L4 61.1 64.5
L5 0.3 4.9
L6 0.7 2.7
L7 3.0 3.5
L8 3.6 10.1
L9 15.8 23.3
L10 1.2 4.5
L11 50. 5 49.3
L12 89.9 85.2
L13 59.2 80. 6
L14 76. 2 75.3
L15 2.0 3.7
L16 40. 3 45.5
L17 55,2 71.0
L18 41,2 51.0
L19 42,7 75.0
L20 45.3 75.0
L21 92.5 94.0

F B EBETE 68.0% ~76. 2%, BB E; Vg
#£ L20,L19.L13.L17 L4 % 5 A~ 5 Rh, B = E B
42.7%~75. 0%, BE B VA L21 #1 L12 By
AR, R R 85.2%~94.0%, B E R .
2.2 R¥ RGA x4 X

ftik iy 21 5 F, B 6 X RGA 3143ty
R PEMT OIS 3807 &k, KB B AR WL 2890
o BHEM 75.91% (K 3. MiZHEBENE L
% ,RGA1,RGA2,RGA3 #l RGA4 #{7E 600-%& LI
,RGAS5 #l RGA6 5 7£ 600 4% LA F ; Bt 84 &b i
ME ARSI YZR 2R, HEHEAE 10~55 %,
HaMMAEESEWENE O RAEHXE. 25

L1

L3
L14

L17
L13
L19

L1i
L16
L18
L12
L21

Lio

L7
L15

SRS

0.82 1.63 245 327 4,08
EH Cocfficient

e
8

Bl 2lARfAaRA

Fig. 1. Dendrogram of the tested 21 rice varieties.
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B2 21 Ad&#ATF RGAI(XLRR-for/XLRR-rev)-PCR & 3§ /= 44 & & ik & i#%
Fig. 2. DNA fingerprinting of the 21 tested rice varieties based on RGA1-PCR.

PEIEH BB AT, B RGAS 78 60% L T4, H 4
e 73% L LA WX s g AR R .

6 XF RGA 5| # 5 Z i 40 F i KN
25 ,RGA1 7£ 200~1500 bp,RGA2 £ 190 ~2000
bp,RGA3 7£ 150~ 1200 bp, RGA4 £ 160 ~ 2000
bp,RGA5 fE 150 ~ 1250 bp, RGA6 # 200 ~ 1200
bp., —f&LL 200~900 bp JE %,

2.3 FA RGA HHULER RFpHITRE

4% 6 XF RGA 5195 21 A SFy 4 £ 5 M
AR LILREG K 6 M5y A R S,
FH UPGMA FRFHITRE SR INK 4 FIE 3~
6.,

ARG B A S L K 2002 4EF1 2003 4F 45 [l

21 AR R B R R, LML R
0.66~0.86 434 ,6 % RGA 314 55,8 6 354y
AR 21 NREFITI S X(GFK D,
2.4 BRMREMRBESRUEEERBRERF MM
E3A

o 4 SRR M AR T B SR A B ST 21 A SR
i & » A 2002 4F 1 2003 4F B 4F 44 9 881 4 0 2 g

WE R, W 3150 (L6) L IR156 (L7) . #k # I 02
(1.8) \ZR0O2(1.10) , Tetep(L15) R P, Bk 1S(LY)
BT, A 15 A S A R R R R . Bk
E,H RGA Fimtig EE R, L HRZAEEF
— X RE R AR AR ARG 4, A R B
BRI EREDREN T LB MR H R R (R D,
AR RGATL K H8A MM, 6 MHY G

®3 6 RGASIME2LNTRBPRAB M B AN

Table 3, Polymorphism of the 21 rice varieties based on 6 pairs of

RGA primers,
. o e g A A B
y . LA 5 BB
] No. of Frequency of
. No. of . .
Code total bands polymorphic polymorphic
al bands bands bands/ %
RGA1 689 563 81.71
RGA2 697 529 75.90
RGA3 667 394 59.07
RGA4 615 489 79,51
RAGS 565 418 73.98
RGAS 574 490 85, 36
44t Total 3807 2890 75,91
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F4 6N RCASIHRMNEGRAMNBETZEE 21 M RFAIS %
Table 4. Grouping of the 21 tested rice varieties with six pairs of RGA primers alone and all, and severity of leaf blast,
5 ¥ AR ShRh BT B35 B Variety group
Primer Coefficient I il m v Vv
RGA1 0. 66 L7, L9, L10*., Llb*~* L11 L21.L20,1L18,L19, "~ L2,L1
L8 \L5** \L6** L13.L17, L16, L4,
L4,L3 L12
RGA2 0.71 L20,L19,L13,L12, L16.L15 L14.L3 L4,L2.L1 L21.L18.1L17
L11, L10, L9, L8,
L7.L6.L5
RGA3 0. 86 L7.L3,1.6.L10.L4, L5 L17,L16,L15,L14, L12,L11.L2 1.19,L.21.1.20.1.18
L8.L9.L1 L13
RGA4 0,70 L21.L20,1.19.L18, L16.L1.,L5.L3.L2 L11 113 111,117,114
L1z, L6, L5, L10,
L9.L8.14.L7.L1
RGAS5 0.78 L5.L6 L19.L17,L10.L9., L16,L12,L11,L20, L13 L21
L8, L15, L14, 1.4, 1L18.L7
L3.L2,L1
RGAS6 0.73 L5.L7 L15.L14, L13,L6, L2 L21,L20.L19,L18, L12
L9, L11. L8. L10, L17.L16 '
14,1.3.11
6 Xt 5147 0.72 L7.L6,L5.L10,L9, L17,L16,L15,L14, LI12.L11 L13 L19.L21.120,L18
All L8.14,L3 L2.11 .
MR E 0. 84 L9.L8,L.15,L7,L6, 1L18.L16,L11 L20,L19.L13.L17, L14,L3.L2.L1 L21.L12 h
Severity L10.L5 L4

CTTESUR AR, RRADUE A

* Represents the variety with a broad resistance spectrum to rice blast and * * with durable resistance,

HAETRPH SN MM.6 M HYE, BTX—4
RIGEEEXSARMIT RN KR,/ 3 X549 RGAL,
RGA2.RGA3(H 3~ EABERNIBEEFR
T5 5 AR AL 43 A » TR WD BE R & %t 51 40 4 7, I BB

RGA2 1 E9H 11 NG R ,5 MEYA;;RGA3T %
A 8 AR ,6 MHYA RGALT K+ H 13145
5,6 MHMA;RGAS T KF R 2 NG, 2 AW
A ;RGA6 T K H 2 A GFp,2 NMEW A6 X519

1
&

0.70
R Coefficient

B 3 RGA1(XLRR-for/XLRR-rev) st 21 Nt oy £ £
Fig. 3. Dendrogram of the 21 tested rice varieties based on RGA1-PCR.
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m
e
»

—— —T— mma ae — v — —— ——
0.58 067 0.76 0.85 0.94

F¥ Coefficient

B 4 RGA2(XLRR-invl/XLRR-inv2) 2t 21 A #Fed & X
Fig. 4. Dendrogram of the 21 tested rice varieties based on RGA2-PCR.

— | 5

0.73 0.79 0.85 0.91 0.97
B Coefficient

B 5 RGA3(NLRR-for/NLRR-rev) s 21 A~sa#p ey R X
Fig. 5. Dendrogram of the 21 tested rice varieties based on RGA3-PCR.

RESFAMNEEERSHAZERRBEFIIMEMUEX 2.5 SMAKEEHSEMMEREXR

RYEH, MXMTS POE IR ENRFAL M3 FE 4 WLIFE Y, & RGA-PCR ¥ 1
BYER B, RGA-PCR ¥, BB IFHERAM N —  MEFTL4FE. AN, A ZEANFRRA LTS
¥, 10 Moroberecan(L5), ¥ % 3150(L6),IR156  ABF#. BiBxsftR SR ENERELLER —%
(L7) BEFIE 02(1L8) .ZR02(L10) #1 Tetep(L15), BEMNER . RAHUIIERENZESE. NSRRI



X B %, KRR R AR R A SR B R RS A R X R
BEFEFENIEREANS . TURABENE
SR 255 TRk & R A9 BT B R IR T 5 A
KNS, EE—EBE LRBTEHIBHEERE
HZHMARLELWHEMMER., AMG# RGA K
DNA £ 2SR RERAN ZHE, TP
REMARREELERBRMUEKXR.

6 %t RGAG|# BRI E (H 6) LI E B #b I Bt
L ERBEXREN BB T HRE—-RXLHLURES,
IERP AL 02 (L8) KA B #k 1S(F,L9) f1 ZRO2
(%,L10),C101A51(P#+2) (L11) .C101LAC(P#+1)
(L12).C101PKT (P#4) (L13). C104PKT (P73)
(L1H)K CO39 BMEBFRTHESERR. Bk, A
RGA-PCR #ITRE A BT R B EEER
WF IS L 7E— B B B LAKEL W & A i 55
BRE,

3 ik

3.1 RGA S|#MpigEMEYR

EREREN, AKBBERAEREERR
FFHIMMHERRET S, 514 RGA1.RGA2 fl RGA3
BEE KRG8 E (A — 5 f AR FES F i,
BAEAREKID . XFARESHER, —EAT8
AFRH#HRPREEREFINEHEFEER;
—RHME LRR &#8 2 K 25 E M HEHD
MR E A P RRIEL AR~ AERXMES F
FI#EFA7E LRR M3, X 8 f7 76 LRR 54 i )
EAFEHFASHBERER X ZETES M
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MMEREEREX. AR ER, BLHRTHE
Z i HXHR—Y R EEERT NS YHTY
B M IEBHES RN TTRE. BER N TRE
MEYREDES 2, MR REMER AR —1EY
FHEERITH RGASI Y, AESHRXFRES;
S BBBREFE 5 XU L, XS EIRED#T
HHEN R KM T EOFRBERNEE.
3.2 RGA-PCR 5H &R

Fi RGA-PCR AR %58 B 5 M Al e 2 H R R
RIS SR, E R HERAE RGA Y
SEBEEYHRERELEIRABROFLT . BR
MG R EREN, AT EBNERER
BELRMAMME. AFRBAR 21 M BHRIE
PR A (MR ™ B ) M A RGAs-PCR # 7 B:3# 47
BASW, BREG B A HEEXRZE K ——3F0
KR, B BFAPERTEES SRR T
BEA—K., EAHCHFATESESMESE,
Y FHTE M489 RGA B[4, #2108 ﬁﬁﬁ\iﬁ%ﬁﬁ
MR, FTRER — PR A F B
3.3 EFEANEE

MR ERBPIHERE X - TAEEN
TR BRI K Bk A U R A 5, 4 ik e B R
HHABEEFASHERENE/E. Hik,RGA-PCR
UAHKENSBERUFE—-—ENER. ©iF,
ETHREZHBERIEERSHMAFR T . B
Wit H M5, H SRUERASTH T EEES X
A 15 L 55k B 50 7 b A R

—

0.68 0.72 0.78

A 19
0.85 0.91

R¥ Coefficient

A6 62 RGAsxt 2l Adufbug B i

Fig. 6. Dendrogram of the 21 tested rice varieties based on 6 pairs of RGAs-PCR.
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