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T A i (alcohol dehydrogenase, ADH ) f¢ & P 5 H 3% £,
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B BLE BRI, M ROCE T AL AR F A
LT PR LA .

SER BURRLEE T L AL CR AR AR O LU B B e i il
(SOT) | 1Ly Z4 st Jit S W (SDH) F1 1L 24 - 6 — B 1R i L il
(S6PDH) 3 MR KX EM LR H 2 TAE#H MY
S6PDH SDH I SOT B:H KA R MBh Z A T K, X 3
ANHE DR G R TS SRR A 4 3 R SE SR AR
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B AN 4 F AR R 2R S AR R A 1 FEk T b AF 7 L (H
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haplotype — specific F —box) ZeH 71 BLILH A BIIT L5 R
B, TE S — HE PR e TN E) 6 A~ SFB et ke, i H 2 SRk
SRR AR TAENERFIRAE P BENL 0 . S35 R IAL Y
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PO P TR AR A S O T 1 B MR, TR 7 A
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main, TM) | B & #= & i & & (leucine — rich repeats, LRR) , D)
I 55 58 Toll 25 1 KO FL a8 A AR - 1 524K (toll and
interleukin — 1 receptor, TIR ) fi{] 41 }g 7b A 0L X 48, %%, NBS -
LRR BEPRJZAHY) R e K v o3 A7 due ) A e ok i 1 BRI K
o TEEMHRADE AL N SALLEAE NBS, MifEiT C o A7
7E LRR; i AR 2 N i AT e 46 1 A~ 2T 5 2
FORSF 5K : B R (coiled coil ,CC) SEFF A TIR JEF 7
TEC 7 B SRR 55 o T T R BRI 9 2K
Hl.CC — NBS — LRR ,CC — NBS |, leucine - rich repeat receptor —
like kinase (LRR — RLK) NBS - LRR .NBS.TIR - CC — NBS -
LRR .TIR - CC = NBS .TIR - NBS - LRR #11 TIR - NBS, Hp%%
BHHZM R 3N & LRR — RLK . NBS — LRR F1 TIR — NBS -
LRR 3 ANl TIR - CC — NBS 287 /5 Hofe /b, 2y i o

B 0%,

323 F b fEE 5 HAD 11 Fpdl)7 S 3L K41 VBS - R
LY LLE ST BT h  48 Y LRR — RLK ST R 56 A B —Fih
SR R DR e S 3 g TS R RS 4 SRR
5RO e 2 (9 NBS - LRR 5, TIR - NBS - LRR; 3 HL XAl
I SE RS PR 2 5 1 9 LR R 35 PR B i o S ), e S
DRIZELAE MR EL B, S5 ) 972 A R SE) 18 551 L e it
Wi 1312(992 +320) AN 7R A5 AURT HL B, k2 5
1511 4~ R IR TR 52 % AR IEF A % .

FASRIRIBESE 4 G R 3 DR F A o7 25 53, (L4 ol i)
1] A3 4% SR I, S5 R 1L K ) SR AR AL 3 S R 4 o
() R PRSI Ao R X Jt 3 B 1 AN ol T 5 DR 4 /DN g
HErp R PR B H R

®3 REN(GRILIMYE)EER BHENEE 4 MBI LR

CC - NBS - TIR-CC- TIR-NBS - R 3L
My Fh IRR CC-NBS LRR-RLK NBS-LRR NBS NBS — LRR LRR TIR - NBS é_Afl
¥ %5 ( Fragaria vesca) 44,37 14/9 200/ - 70/70 45/31 0/1 21/22 15/8 409/178
SR (Malus domestica) 79/181 34/26 475/ - 409/394 230/104 2/18 195/224 87,20 1511/972
# ( Prunus mume) 40/30 8/5 261/ - 140/148 74/47 2/2 144/151 35/28 704/411
% ( Vitis vinifera) 39,203 12/26 232/ - 176/159 89/36 0/ - 18/97 3/14 569/535
TE R/ AT ECT IR A SCIR9 ],/ SR BT IR A SRS 5 - " R Bl Bk

FAh, B AT HE AL SR R R B % H A W 25
5o B AT 396 A~ NBS 25 R L, (F IR (992 4~) 1
39.9% , 3 HAL P CC - NBS - LRR L HEHS 8T TIR -
NBS — LRRs 2R i3 R WIAR R . BR T NBS H: [ BLIEF 41
F14 403 4~ LRR - kinase J:[RF1 11 A~ H A1y CC - LRR - Ki-
nase JEIN , & TR 320 A1

BREMEIE N 41 P A 261 4 RLK - LRR, % T 4% F i) 232
A, S 253 ASAEIE' o MR 253 4~ LRR - RLK 43
19 N FEH IR, Hori LRR - XIFI LRR - XIE R i S 3 o
3K, Bl Bk R BUAE T TR R SRR . BN, R T R
SEN AL N R R R 2 PR BN K, Ju Ho: PRIO
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