48 2 DNA HE#TiE.

O v A EEFERE.

IEFRM ORI

BT XIS F .

EETHERMMERY 7/ —ILELEEE
x4 E SPS-000Y9-7

SFITHE 12 A 24 H
BEMKEEEHE -T2B
BKEREEEHRF




BR

S = o A5 P 3
Il R R O E 3
<=1 b 3
1 EEYOBRFOLOEDORIFHICEATAEE ... 3
5 (1) BEMERMICET AEIE . ... 3
(2) REZEDRELTHABRERICETAEIE. ... ... 4
(3) FAHOBEESEICEATAEE . ... 4
(4) BEELFRBEOERAEOEEICETAIEE. ... 4
2 HBAKOFNABMRUFRAAEICETIAEE. ... 4
10 8 TBEICET BRI . ... 4
(1) 24, RfE. AMLEOLEFLOMEMFICETSEE................... 5
(2) BIEMEAICET DI . ... 5
(3) BEEAEEMMBEDEEICETAEE. ... 5
(4) FEMHRUVEBMEICETAEIE . ... 5
15  (5) VML AEQREEDNERFITERINTWVGEWI LICETSEE......... 5
(6) BRBEZRMIT IEBEUHO T TOERERVIBIEREHICETSEE. ........ 5
(7) BHEAERSHRURMEICBETAEE. ... 5
(8) MAMIZHAEINEERICETAEE . ... 5
(9) FAMDORELFAICEATIEE ... ... 5
20  (10) £EFERVEBIERENEHB T AEHICETHSIEERE. ... 5
(1) EREOAELEEMYEOEEICEATIEE . ... 6
4 ROBZ—ZBET BB . ... 6
(1) BMEVEEICET DI . ... 6
(2) MEBICEAT BB . ... 6
25  (8) FEAIMMEICBE T A IR . ... 6
(4) (EEMICBE T AR . ... 6
() BEREMICET AR .. .. 6
(6) BNV A—DERAEICBETEIEIE . ... 6
(7) ERRIZI—DBEEADEAFERCUEICETSIEE. ... 6
30 5 HABEGFICET AEIE . ... 7



35

40

45

50

55

(1) HEERIZBET B EIE . . 7
(2) BIEFOEBAFEICETAEIE . ... 7
(3) BEICRAT B BIE . . ... 8
(4) BEICEAT BEIE . ... . 8
(5) FIEICRAT BEBIE . .. ... 11
(6) AE—RICBAT AEIE . ... ... 11
(7) REMICET AEIE . ... 11
(8) R, HRERPRURHEICTEISEIE. ... 12
(9) MEMEMET—H—EGCFOREEICEATSIEE. ... 12
(10) AXDA—T o) =T 4T IL—LOEELVIZTZDOEGEERUFEBEORREMEIC
BT BB IE . . . 12
6 HAMRZIKICBE T AEIE . ... . 12
(1) B ADNMREICK YFT-ICEFIN-MEICETSEE. ................. 12
(2) BEFEVOSMHICETAEIE . .. ... 13
(3) BERFEVOYMELEHLEICHT HRZMHICEATEIEE................. 13
(4) BECFEDORMBRAOEEICEISEIE. ... 13
(5) BEEDERICET AR ... ... 14
(6) NREICETOEGFRTIBIERAICETAEIER. ... 14
(7) EHERVIEBEREADFIRICETAEE .. ... 14
(8) REILEICEAT AEIE . . ... 14
(9) AEICEFARAEICEATAEIE . ... ... 15
(10) #EH., BRRUSBEAZICETAEE . ... 15
(1) BFOEERVEBEAERICETAEE . ... 15
7 2h5B6FETICHBIFI2EHRICEVAHDEREEICETIMENBLINATULERNMES
[T, RICEBIFHAHRBROS> bR BELHROBEICETSIEE. ... 15
IV B R . 15
V SEXBR RS EE R 15



60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

[ A E RGN, ARIEREY 2T 0 RIETCHELA MERY 7 = /) — Vg bR

I

¥y I A € SPS-000Y9-7) (2% D %4 M e il

LIz
U I A BRI, ARERET 28T X o RO R OMRAR Y 7 = — VR LB

FEV ¥ A E SPS-000Y9-7 (LAF ¥+ A% SPS-000Y9-7) &£\9H, ) ITHOWT,
SROTH 10 H 31 BT TEa MR E L COREMHERORENDH -T2 Z &

IT

N5, TEHE 2 DNA H i R OREHR I O 22 VR B3 D Mesd o Fie ) CERk
14 4 11 A 26 H EMKPEE LHRE 1780 SIS FHR 21T 12,

fife 58 % 2 fiml 8k o> i 2L
ARt 4 o U A BRI, RERET AT X KREICHELXMERY 7= ) —
VAR Y v T A & SPS-000Y9-7
M H . Uy A BERIE, WERET AT X EBIUHEL R Y 7 = ) — VR LEE
e A5
i : J. R. Simplot Company (CK[H)
B %% : J. R. Simplot Company (CKk[EH)

V¥ A E SPS-000Y9-7 X, ¥ A EFEIREIIHT 28 GMEZ (T 535720, ¥
¥ A EWARM Solanum venturi HRDERBHMEBLEFPNEAIN TS, £2,
X WA EF R E L TEIRMBIN TS 21@BRIZEBNTT AT 0 HNRTTHED 4
RENDHT 7 VT I REET 5720, ¥y A B0k FE Solanum tuberosum H
KDOT AT X ENEREL T BIUEOGKICED L KY X —EBEIn T, RAR
V7 —8-L#a 1., BiaA 2 —EBBa 1 OMsESNREA I TND

IHIZ, VXA EPYHENEREEZIT D & /)Vﬁ/f:EP&JaLB“C7I/*—/V§E@@§‘
{EEENETLZ & T, ¥ TAEDMEDIKTIZORN L BRI ND, T OREE
DR AR T D70, V¥ A E¥HER Solanum verrucosum HFKDAKRY) 7 = ) —
IRALIE SR BAR T DB BLSIDNEA S LTV 5,

Vv A ESPS-000Y9-7TL A ¥ WA FRHBELILZE Z A, BinTl
BxENERH T EISRTEINOoMEZRE, 2RIV -T2,
D7, /?ﬁ%?&%%ﬂ??ﬁ@éhtﬁf DWW TE e 2R L
el Z A, Akt LT EMEE R RITR DN o Tz, Lo T,
fEte L TERTLI2XFEEORBEICEEL LRI TEBZENIEIRVWESZS I b,

ﬁk\/?ﬁ%%SKW%WVi\*l@%m@l%fﬁ%éﬂ\%m®l
BCRT Ty 7 2AHCMIAMHEINS TETHY, EACEEHE LT

ARIZEAIND TEIEL RV,

I 5EBNE
1 AFEYOBEFEDS D L ORI %5 HE
(1) ERFEMIZET LHHE
V¥ A E SPS-000Y9-7 @ fE EHMIE., T AR RAEIZET D Solanum



100

105

110

115

120

125

130

135

tuberosum subsp. tuberosum D IEFAME Z 2+ T A E MLFE Atlantic ToH D,

T x A E SPS-000Y9-7 (2%, ¥ A EWERM S venturii \ZHKTHT ¥ T
A IR (Bpi-vatl) B FEAINLTVD,

T2, VAR S tuberosum \ZHRT H T ANT X AR

(Asnl) Bfs¥. KX+ —¥ (R B 7vT—%—fHk HAKYI7—E-
L (PhL) #Bist 7 vE—F —fEEL NEA o~z —E (Vinv) Bla10OH
BLFIAEA SN TEY , BASINTEEH I OEBRGEDIC L > T — A 1
YU IREESI, 2O OWNEMER T OFBE B ME S Tw b,

ST, Uy A EEAEME S verrucosum \ZHRTHRY 7 = ) — VER{vEESE

(Ppob) Bin T O EANNEAINTED, BEAINTE B DB FEY) I
KoTUV—rvH ALy 7RFEIn, NESERE FORBABIH SN TN D,

(2) E&EFOLELEFRRET 5 FH
Cx A FFTRCEBHOZEZ B E LTRSS Z 8320, &
ELTIHASKHMAENTEELERH D, GEHIIT, BN DY ¥ A 0/
ESzm U TSNS,

(3) fArtORER D EICBE T 2 FHIA
Uy A SPS-000Y9-7 MOGEMHILZ ¥ H A T ORERL R 5 O STl e ONC
BMEIZBA S22 E 72> TRV, N FRETH D,

(4) BEAFHRE & 91infE & O A IEOMIEICBE T 2 FIA
Uy A E SPS-000Y9-7 Tik, =mIohE 2 K 2 B HE O 7= 9 By [ 4 28 oo
1DPANL8~9MAHIEFEEIILTHLART NTF Yy T ROEAEMMAD Z LN TX
5o ZORERRTIE, V¥ AT SPS-000Y9-7 IXFEMMZ Vv H A T L EREITR
<. OIHEREH] (AR, OQFEF0EI (FR) #if, OFEFOEIE, @
L I T HEIZOWTHIFEILZ ¥ v T A F & OFEILRV,

(1) ~ (4) Ickv, ¥ HAF SPS-000Y9-7 Ofiilkl & LTI E
WL, FEfaZ v HA L DN RIRETH 5 LI S 7=,

2 SR ZAROFIH B B R ORI TIEIC B $ 5 HIH

Vv A SPS-000Y9-7 1%, A INTEREGUE (Rprvatl) Bia 2Ly
¥ A BERA~OEPUELFF o720, BEAIOHEHAEL TREMHEZRO T2 &0
T&E%, £, 727 VAT X NERIZEDL D ERET A7 X2 R ONETCHEO SR 2
flToZ &Ik, MIRTMEIIT LIZEEDOT 7 U7 I RAEKEORBNK &4,
BB LI AME~ORE AL ST 5 Z LRI ND,

SHIZ, 7=/ —VEOBALEMHIT A Z LICL Y, WENEELZZITZEOR
BEERZIKRET 5 2 & T, ERTOIEDR RSN,

3 fEEICHEIT LEHEE



140

145

150

155

160

165

170

175

(1) 4., W, REAFODEF EOAMEM TS 5 FIH
15 FHEMIL., T AR R EIZET 5D Solanum tuberosum subsp. tuberosum O
FERAHA 2 2 ¥ T A EanfE Atlantic TdH 5.

(2) BarCHICEIT 5 FH
X HAEDFEMTIFEKRT T AMGTTHY . X HAEOHELTK 7,000
FERINLEBEINTWEEEZ LN TS, (Vx4 EEE, 2012)

(3) AEAHIEEDE OAPEIZET 5 FIH
Ty A EBHEIDIL, EEWETHHY T2, Fra=rEOs Y aruh
oA RREEN, ZEFRBENRINTVS (Smith et al., 1996)

(4) FHEMEROEEMICET 2 HE
U WA FTDOFEBETEER ONEETEITE S TR,

(5) A NAFEDIFFVEDISRE AITIHE RSN TWRN T LI 5 FIA
Ty AT, VAR MEEOCEBICZ2FERES MO TS (1
IR &, 2004) 23, BB ARESEITH L TREMEZ RS Z L i3mosn T,

(6) HIREREEZ KT 25 ZEBREMO T COALE R OVEFERE NI 5 1A
X A FIIREEMTH Y . ML, BARAERERICBIT HEEMEICE
I 5E0EkIT 72V (CFIA,1996) .

(7) AYEAFRE I O MBI 5 5 1A
VXA TR, KRB L VEEGE - BB S, Z<OMBETHEW S BAES
RSN TWD, 7o, Vv TA BIRMEEELOLZHEMEEDOE DD, B
RAEMETHZENTEEDEFTABOTTHLH FHELZELIFEOALTH D
(CFIA,1996) .

(8) fEHIFIH S-SRI % FIH
HENAD Y ¥ AL, BRI T a5\ TAELC BRI DR E LT
AN TWnWg, £7-HARTIEH, B0 E 2t LTRIA LTS

(9) fEEtoZ272FIRICET 5 FH
VA HAETDOHFEAZIZT YV aT A aA RREL é‘iﬂf%é?ﬁ HWELTLY
Y HAETHS THEDOEZ NI RPN TWIIRX, FEHICHT LHERPE
Tenek T

(10) A7 K OHEERE /) % HIBR 3 5 S ICBE 9 2 3 1R
YA FBILIHIBREAETTLLE, OBEREBEAETHZ ENTET (CFIA,
1996). FEBITIT ¥ HA TN AT L L 1EE I W, Mz T, &lztEHEdPoK



180

185

190

195

200

205

210

215

SDIHAET ARSI HIR DI TlT, Py A ENMWEA L TAEETHAHE iﬁ
D TIEVY (CFIA, 1996), ¥+ A FBITHRERERICEB W THESMENMEL . é
X nEEZ 5TV A Love, 1994),

(11) B OA EA BRI E O A EICET 5 HIHE
THEIZIT T ABRO b~ b F X2 E8R3H0, FARNCHEE L CTHFEETH 7Y
a7 ReEEaT 5,

4 X7 EF—|ZETAHEIR

(1) AFREOHKIZET 5 HIR
SPS-000Y9-7 ODIEHIZEH SN2 BAM 77 A X K pSIM1278 & T pSIM1678
DOIVEREIL., 777 A2 N pVS1, pBR322 &S EHE I NI,

(2) MEIZET 54 H
77 A3 F pSIM1278 K O pSIM1678 D 1% 19660 bp & TX 18601bp T
D, 77 A3 K pSIM1278 KX pSIM1678 M 4=HJEf 41, il FREE & G A e Y
HREZEOMHEIIH LI R>TWND (BEEE L, 2548 2) |

(3) FAIMMEICRE S 5 FHIH
7'F A3 K pSIM1278 KX pSIM1678 121k, E. coliBAkDT X ) 7 ) av K7
FATHNTUAT 2T —BEa—RRT5H KanRBa R EFENTEY, MEHFT
A T Ui~ — ﬁ ELTHERET D3, Vv T4 SPS-000Y9-7 (Zi%, =
NoH I F~A T UTHEBEFITEAIN TN ERHERI LTINS,

(4) fRiEMICRE % FIE
77 A3 K pSIM1278 KU pSIM1678 OAVEREFEICIT, (R AIhE & 3 HHELS
ITE TR,

(5) 15 FKAAMEICET 25
77 A3 R pSIM1278 KO Z A X K pSIM1678 IZ& 41D 2 TOMREFRED
PEIZHA OIS TEY, MY Ehy CoOEMA REL T 5B 4 5 £ 72\,

(6) FEAZ Z—DIERRFIEICET 5 HH
E colioh TERR LT-7 5 2 3 ROT-DNAFERIZ, 7 AT XU A ilEHE xR
FRORY 7= ) — VbR B T2 &l Yy PR —BEa T
MORRARY Z—B-LETeate ity NEHATHZLICL-oTTFIAIR
pSIM1278% {ERk L7z, F£7=. 77 A FpSIM1278 DT-DNA%HE 2 kA1 >~ v
B —PBG TR OY ¥ A RGNS R %2 & OT-DNAGEL & B #izx b 2

& T7 T A FpSIM1678% 1ERL L 7=,

(7) RBIINT Z =D E~DFRATTIER ONLEIZ BT 5 FHIH



220 TR TV AECLIVEAR YT A F pSIM1278 KU T A3 K
pSIM1678 @ T-DNA fE#k 2 FEF#A 2 fhfE Atlantic (ZE AL TV 5,

5 ARG TIZET 5 HEE
(1) BL5ARICRET 5 IR
225 O AP, BHREOHEICET 590
Uy A TRt (Bpi-vatl) BE XY v TA B4R S venturil
K. TANRTXUEKEESR (Asnl) BnT, K¥V¥F—€ (RD) Bt 7aE
—Z —fEk, RAKRY 7 —E-L (PhL) BlaT7 v E—Z —fEE Mk Oa A o~
& —E (Vinv) BT OHSEINIY v T A EHE5HE S. tuberosum B3k,
230 U7 = ) — VbR (Ppos) BARTOEIEANEY ¥ A T AR S,
verrucosum H3KTH 5,

Q@ ZetIZET 5 HIE
Uy A TEAREIT, XD 5~10mm FRE L/ SV (Hawkes and Hjerting,
235 1960) 7=, AL LTRAIN-Z Lid7ev, UL, Rpi-vatl &is 113y
¥ A BERETMEEE T & LT, £72 Ppobs Bl OEHDEINIARY 7= ) —
IWIRALEER 2 IR S 285 & L TRWEERFRICEB W THEDILTE 2
512355 (Malcolmsom and Black, 1996, Jansky and Hamernik, 2009) ., 7
ANRT X UHREEFE (Asnl) Ein . KX —8 (R a7 aE®t—4%—
240 ik, FAKRY T —E-L (PhL) BT 70T —F —FE &k OEIEA L5 —
£ (Vinv) EaTOEHSEINIWER Y v T A TFEEmfE S, tuberosum BT,
BRIZEBRSNTELREERD D, ZbiE, ZOWREENIZEI - TELDLY
— AV T EFET LD END Z G, FileleARED
FBENI R AEWESE ZEAT D TR R W,

245
(2) Bl 1TOMATIECET 5 HH
FHARES 28 CHEFF SN OEM IR 2 AT SETH 4 B OV v A T OHIMK
FEEIVHL, 77an"s7 ) g EHWTEARYZ A K pSIM1278 %
AN UEEEBREIT -T2,
250 ZD%, MAEMETHLT AL T aaEicETsicky, 77an

77V L EPR LU ECHARMICTERL, EERERNEDIRERES
52T, AEEERICH D ipt Bl FHRORBM 2RIk ZRE LT,
ZO#%EEE O PCR RABRIC LV, A DNA 25T EkZEE L, TOXES
HMHLBHETA L F U250 ETCRIRESELZEICEY, 77uaxrT Y
255 U LR & Ak L TITo T2,
ERCEE LN 2 — EY Y LFAEE SE %, PPO 5% (F
Ta—)) RBRICEVEY 7= —Vig{blEE (Ppod) Bin 1 D¥— 7238840
HIANERD BT AT L, pSIM1278 DO4VEH DNA fEEIN 202 & KO T-
DNA fHOFF A Z 7oy Mo X0 R L. &E&MICIZS TORES
260 P OFEFRIZ KD E . FRIEZAER LT,
ZoHiEic, 77anNs TV o L AERHWCEAHT T A3 K pSIM1678 %



265

270

275

280

285

290

295

BALUEEEZIT -7, 2B OREEEIO AT v 71X 1 BIH LR T TH S0,
2 [T PPO {EMEREBRONRDVIZY ¥ A €)W Phytophthora infestans
xR D IPIE R T 2R A T o 72, VX M A TEFEICEPEEZ R LT
fEARIZ R L. pSIM1678 D4 E s DNA FEIEAN 220 = & KO T-DNA FEI% D4 A
Bavr7ay Mo L0 ER L. RE&EIIZIES TORETIFHM O 5 51z
SE . R ERTE LTV ¥ H A E SPS-000Y9-7 Z5%k L 7=,

B, VA TIXREBEEOENTH D2, 2 TOMMRITHE— IR
Thbd, V¥ HAE SPS-000Y9-7 DLk ziEE L THELZAEL, 208
XEREE UBEAED 2 L2V IRTZ L THIESND,

(3) HEEICET 5 FE
O Zoe—X—|ZT5HH
VX A E SPS-000Y9-7 IZEASNTZT ANRXT XU GREEREE T, EoohE
DERRICED AKX —B#BET., FAFRY 7—8-L 8Bx1., Ao~
2 —BBIEFRORNY 7= ) — VbR R B O DBLINIE, Uy A E
(S. tuberosum) HE D ADP 7 /)L a— A aR AR 7 —BiEa+ &k OERGE
BT T A REF (Cbss IR F O 7 mE— 2 =B SN TS, Yy A
EEHHIERE 710, COBETHEDO I BE—4—Th5 Vntl 7rE—
Z—=DPHWoNTEY, BED Y A E S venturii \[CHKT %,

@ Z—IFx—F—|ZHTHFIH
VX A BRI (Bpi-vatl) 85723, ZOERFAHOX —I X
—H—Toh>dVntl ¥ —IF—F—DHNLNTEY, BEY Y HAE
S. venturii \ZHRT %, FOMOIHAEBLFITITY —I xR —F —Z H T2
AN

@ BEEMOAFEERSNEZERNZ LTI IR
WA T A3 R pSIM1278 } O pSIM1678 DA ik DREHEITREIZH &
P72 > Ty BEMOAFERIERINIE E20,

(4) MEEIZET 5HHE
HMAH T T A3 R pSIM1278 KT pSIM1678 D A DNA O& AR D Sk
MOBEEEIZOWTR 1 LR 2R LT, TANXRT X UAEERERELR T, KP*x
F—¥ (RI) Biaf. SAKY Z7—E-LEBLT., B NV —BEaT. &
U 7 = ) — VIR BRI AG T KON v B A SRR G T OBEREIC W CTIERE
A (e A Dy

#1 fHA DNA OREES (pSIM1278 @ T-DNA)

R DNA ok & OV aE

LB Rhizobium radiobacter ® Ti 77 A3 RHkD EHI5E
SEey] &L oA Rk DNA




300

KRk DNA H >k M O E

1ty R

pAgp D A ETREFEH D ADP /v a— A ak AR
7 — Va7 a T — ¥ —fEE K O 5 R I FHRR fE Ik

Asnl W D HA BRIEFEH KD T AT X A kil 8 s Wr
F (TrFrURE) THY, VAL TR
P

Ppob i X AW AERBBERKRORY 7 = ) — V(LR BE T
FRIAIEFRE M (T F v AH) THhY, U—
VALV U T R

Spacer-1 Ty HA TS ) DO EEEIE B RKOANT B —THE
TSR D 7= 6 DA

Ppo5 Wr v VX A FTHAFAKORY 7 = ) — VIR LEERE BT
PRIGIEFERFEMT A (B 284) THhh., O—r A
Loy SRR

Asnl W Dy WA TRIEFEE DT AT XL Ak E RS T
(B RgH) THY, Oo—r VA LT ERE

pGbss U B A ERIEFRH SR ORGSR T V7 A Rk R
RO 7 v E—Z — Al & O 5 R IR R E 5

Ho Aty k

pAgp DX A BB RO ADP v a—ARAKRY T—
BBE 7 1T —Z — I K O 5 R IR fE Ik

PhL 7 )7 Py WA ETREFEHREORAKRY F—F-L Bt
T— A —fEHEKT T (T TR Thh, U—H
ALy T hgE

R1 Wi D WA EBRIGFEAE R DOK D FF—F Rl 72 A B EIE
7 aE—F—fEEE T (7T AH) THY, ¥
— YA L T ER Y

Spacer-2 X TAEFEDOR) 2EXFF UBLETOA L e HED
AT U H— TS D T2 O OES

R1 Wi D WA EBRIGFEAE R DOK D FF—F Rl 72 A B EIE
a4 —fERW T (B RH) THY, v—rH
L Loy TR

PhL 7 )7 Py WA ETREFEHREORAKRY F—F-L Bt
T (B RAH) THY, v—rHh ALy
VT e

pGbss VX HA ERIEHEEROERAE ST 7 A kR E
(577 0 — & — B O 5 AR AR

RB R. radiobacter ® Ti 77 A I RH ORI FRACH] L

F oG i DNA




305

310

315

72 fH A DNA OREE S (pSIM1678 @ T-DNA)

5% DNA ok M O RE

LB Rhizobium radiobacter ® Ti 77 A X KA KDL
Sd] &AL oA B DNA

H1htw b

pVnt1 VX A ERAEFEH KD Rpi-vat]l Bin O RE—H
— I OY 5’ R I FERH AR AE Ik

Rpi-vntl Uy A EHAFEBRKD VNT ImAHE% 2— RT 5,
T A B A G & 2 FIRIRIK P infestans (X3
L % £ 5

tVntl1 Uy A CEHAFEBRD Rpi-vat] B DX —I 11—
A —RE Ik

w2 htw b

pAgp D A EHEEREHRD ADP /L a— AR AR F—
PBnF 7 1 —F — IR & O 5 R IE R RR sE I

Vinv K77 T A BRI REBR O A v E — B BB TR

(B 28) THY, V—r I ALy T EHE

Spacer Uy WA THEDOWIIA SN K — BRSO
ZETe~T B — TSR D T2 D DRG]

VInv A VX A EBREREEROWA v Z — BB T WA

(TrFrUAH) THY, V= ALV T B

s

pGbss VX A EAIE R R ORI ST VT A R R E
a7 vt — 42— kO BRI ER A

RB R. radiobacter ® Ti 77 A 3 RO LML RES] L

F oG i DNA

O 7 ANRT X B REEF B T DO%RE

T ANRT XU BRERIL, TANRTIUERIBICBIT D 7V E I hb T A
WRIX DT X ) BB AT 2ETHY . Uy TAETIE, EICBXT
FKBTDHT ANRT XU AR ELG T & BICETRAT 57 AT X A pilEE-
QEIEFNDH D, V¥ A E SPS-000Y9-7 DHEIZEB T, T AT X Ak
# (Asnl) WiHOEANIZLY, V—r VA LV INFEEINDREER, NEKE
T ANRT X AR (Asnl) BIG T ORBINIEI S 4v, EBET A /8T X5 23

/}\Téo

@ K¥YFF—EEIET., ZAKRY T—E-LEREFLRTERA o~ E—EEET

DIEHE

KFF—E, FAKRY F7—F-L KOEIA o~ L2 —B L, 7 7 ORIz
BELTWS, BALLKERA LV E —BEIa Ly —r AL
OFERN, KT —PEBLEFEPINRARY TF—8-LEBrfFO ot —%—fH

.10.
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325

330

335

340

345

350

355

R AT ENDZ LIZE DY =P A Ly 7 OFE (Yan et al., 2006)
2L D NEMER T ORBIH S i, BUOHEOARNMERB IND, 727 UL
7R FITERET AT X EBICHEORIGZ LV ERINDZ D, ZhHd
A PMEIR L 72 fE R, v A T OEEMBUN TR R 27 7 VAT 2 RAERR
T A Z EIATE D,

® FY 7= ) — ABEACRERRAET OMHE

KU 7 = ) — VR IE, AN OEAMERIL LT o -/ VA EAT .
SO 0% VI, S DICHMERMRELL - FEABURIC LD | BRI T A T
LR L. BBAOEAAMERY v — LY BENERSND, K 7= —
MBERESRIRIE T OWATIIOEAIC LD | D= ¥ A Ly v IRHE SRS
WL NTEMER U 7 = ) — VLRSS T OB SN, FTHRBE DR
PEAEIT B 2 LS TE B,

@ V¥ AT (Rpi-vatl) 8inT OERE
R 7= ABHEIIRBEERN W T 2R 7 = 7 ¥ —T VHBE 2T 5 2 &
WXV, RO T = 7 ¥ —FEeE 2753 %5 (Nimchuk et al., 2003) .
ZOGER T T 0 7T A A L CORFIROME OB 24575 Z & T,
JRIFAR DR IRN T OHEE Z MH 3% (Gururani et al., 2012) ., Rpi-vntl 8in
FRa—KT25 VNTL ZAHEIZ, REAVHEDO—STHY, Vv A EERE
(P. infestans) 373 Ws DT ABEEZRHE L T, AEKICEZEZ T2 LT, XE
W2V % A TR ~OEBIEE TIN5 Z 3 TEx 5 (Pel 2009)

(5) MBI 5 HE
AT A3 K pSIM1278 KX pSIM1678 dffi A DNA 2 HH4 D &L+ D
BANIZNT EiE, HEESIFATIC LV MR STV 5,

(6) ZEMICET 5 HEHE
Ty AT, BEICIDRELE CTH DD, WD REE LD AEAMELT
IREW &R KR Z D X D RBIRERNEL DT rEARELS | #A DNA X
TENEZZ DD, BIoFOREMELBRFICHR T 5720, 5 koY v A
£ SPS-000Y9-7 764354072 DNA 2 HWT, o7 my Mo aiTo iR,
AN DNA WNLZELTH MR NTWD Z MR SN BEGE 12),

(7) 2 —HIcd 5 FEH
VX A E SPS-000Y9-7 IZEAINTZBLEFOat—HE2RE L., A DNA
TR OBE A 7T 2 X RHKROIMUIE KBS O BEHEET 5720, VT
oy Norafrotz, FORER, ¥ v A T SPS-000Y9-7 1213477 A 2 Kk
OFF A DNA f8303 1 202FT T DEASINTND Z E KR, EAHT T A I ROSMI
BRECVINTFAE LR W ERER SN GEEES), oz L1, R &L
== v AN B DT RATIC L > THAER LTV b,
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360

365

370

375

380

385

390

395

(8) FEILARAL, FEHRFH M O BLERIC ¥ % 11

VX A E SPS-000Y9-7 OFHLICIIT D, T AT F U RMBEREIE . R
2RV 7 —E-L 8Baf, KVFFT—BEEF, KA NV —BREETF LR
U7 =) = IREEE R B T OREAPIMEI SN TS Z L 2T o720, S,
X, REMEEZHNT,  —FrT7my oHic X 0HE L, TORER, B
Xx2REMICBNTIE, BEAHAH SN TOWRWEBE T H o702, ke L
TOREEMIZH L TUIREL LTI W EEX BN, HEICBW X, 7 A8
IXUAKEEELR T, AARY T—E-L Bht, ®RA -NE —PELETEL
WRY 7 = ) — VI B R E R T ORBLAIH S TW D 2 &R I,

BEKOED VNT1 ZARELZET D7D, VxAZr7ay MyptraiTo
TeAER, WTIN b RARITERRIERT ChH o7, 7238, Rpi-vntl BI5TFDOxf
SBIETERKRTHD Rpivatl. 3 BIn T2 HT D5 ¥ A EMETH S Alouette
DOWELZHWTRRICY = A Z 7 vy Mgl EiTo /R, VNT1 A HED
FEBEIIEBRIMERm CTH o772 (BEEE 10, B2EEE 16)

F7-. & Reverse Transcription PCR (RT-qPCR) %% T SPS-000Y9-7
DO, K, B, IELOBIZEIZBIT 5 Rpi-vat] &8s D5 &%, S venturii DEE
MO L 7= RNA Ztka >y ho— b UCRIE LR, Rpi-vnt] 51O
HEBER SN (BEER 1)

(9) PUEMEMME~ — 7 —8nF DRI T 5 HIH

6

HAHTZ A3 K pSIM1278 KT pSIM1678 (21X, T~ A v Uitz 53
% KanRiBfz 1 23 A DNA IO IMINZAFTEL TWDH R, ¥ x A E SPS-
000Y9-7 12 KanR@EIFNEA SN TV RN 21k, ¥ —7 o A ETIC L - Tl
M TW5,

(10) Nk A —F 2V —F 4 77 L — ADOFEW NN ZF DG K O IR 0 AfREME

(B9 5 I

X A E SPS-000Y9-7 Offi A DNA & = Oy EELY| D E: REikIc B 1T 5 A
—7 V=T 4771 —2A5 (ORF) MRE{To7z, #lba Frhbiiba R
FTORHNE 6 7L —L 2 TIIOWVWTHELIEER, 77 A3 K pSIM1278 3k
O DNA fEIk & & A CiX. 8 D ORF 2t &, 77 A3
K pSIM1678 HikD4f A DNA fEik & i8Ik & OFEAF TIL, 9 f8d ORF 234
Hanz (BEEE4), 250 ORFI2HOWT, BEEo M- A BE & OFEEME
MR EAT S Te/ER. MHEMEITRO bnnro Tz,

ML 2 RICBE % HIH

(1) #E#a2 DNA BARIZ X 021G S EEICE 4 5 4H

Dy HAE SPS-000Y9-7 TiE, HEA SN ERHEHIERIE 1 k5T Y% H A
TIEIRICR T HPENFT G SN TWD, F2, BAINTET AT X Akl
FEMETf. kK¥VxF—FEBRrroToe—4—HEik, xAKY 7—8-L 8D
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400

405

410

415

420

425

430

435

7aE—4 —fHEEk, WEA NN E =B BIE T RORY 7 = ) — VLR RS
F D EAINC L2 CO— A LV IRFEIND, TORE, Vv A
FERNEEOZ B FORBENMH SN Z LIk, BENMBINTICL ST 27V
T X ROERI N BRI K 2 FTEEERBE O R MEJR L T\ D, Z D
ZERITIE. v HAE SPS-000Y9-7 (FIEMHL X v HA € EMHEEOFEITRD D
T, ARl LTCORAFELEDLRN,

(2) BIEFEHOFIEICET 5FIH

V¥ HAE SPS-000Y9-7 (2L, T ANRT X UKL EL . KVF T —YiE
Gro7ae—2—fEEK, "2AKY F—P-L EafroFat—F—fE, kg
VAL B —PEIEFRORY 7 = ) — VB GBS E G T DO E SRS N B A ST
WD, 5 T & i U Clie e ABEEDNEAESND Z Ei13E I, K
TR D MaHI M B e & Sz,

Fio. Uv A BERESIMEEG T a— K45 VNT1 72 A B8 & BEE oMk
TTAAEEOBEMRFEDOEEZERT DI, T—F2X—X ZHWVT E-
value<10-5 Zf8IE & L CHREMMRBR 21T o 7255 %. VNT1 A8 &R 24
THRMOBET- AR IR S N7 (BEEE4)

(3) BinTEY OB LSRRI 69 5 S PRI B9 5 45

Rpi-vnt]l B TLSNADOEANSINTZBETI1E dsRNA Z5RBLT 508, il
HENEAIND Z LIFB I W), AEICET2MFHILE 20 B S 4
776

Uy HAE SPS-000Y9-7 HiXEH D VNT1 7-AHEIZ oW TIL, BHEENEER
FYERIGCTH Y . Vv A £ SPS-000Y9-7 Hi3kD VNT1 7= A HE O EHE &K
EHEHI SN Z Enn . BRERITHE L, VNT1L ZAREOFEERITRWEEZ XS
iz,

(4) BisAPEWONHIREIE ~ DRI B T 5 211

¥ HAE SPS-000Y9-7 Tik, V—r VA VLT EFHETLOICT AN
I X UARBERG . KX T —PRIETFO S 0E—F —FEE RO AR T —
LB F O mE—F—fHlk, WA SN F—BRIEFRORY 7=/ —b
B LIRS T OO EANEASINTEY | FEBFORBENMEI SN TN D,

IO OFNED B HMUANOBE FRBUCEELZ KT L TWRND & Ak
BT LD, N AA LT H~T 47 A EIT-T2 (BEGE 13, &R
14) . TOFER, KX T —BBEFROEFARY 7 —8-L BlFENLAETS
siRNA @ 21 AR S MFMEZ R T HBLANAOBE T2 16 HfER s iz, 209
b, 2 AR =P A Vv T aFET LD RESER o TWER, Z
SIET F T ZR=0-10 BIGFD 2 DDATTA LV ITERKTHoT2, A X
FRAFHEKOT T AR=-10 BB, EPORERICEET 5 LHESh
TW% (Wang et al, 2012) 728, Y% HA E SPS-000Y9-7 DJEREICEFILRD 5
LMo T,
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440

445

450

455

460

465

470

475

480

7. V¥ A EBERRTMEE LGN T — R4 5 VNTL ZABEIZ. v A
EREIREN W T D7 =7 X —To AAEZ75 LT, MY O s %5 X2
T8, TSN DOEEREZ FI DAL T U720,

(5) 1EELDAERIZEET 5 HH
U A E SPS-000Y9-7 M ONIERIL X v A E & ORERAL T O [RIZEVE % 3 EAG
T570, KEDOIFHIZBWTHEHE SNV ¥ T4 E SPS-000Y9-7, *HEOIELE
Hiz v AT L OFEMAI RGO 2 AW T, OFFEREMKKT, OF
ZIVERIRTN, QT 2/, OFFLHIEEME O E21T- 72 (BEEE
15),

© TR

B ORI ABE, BRI, K. RLRHE, BRAKIER. KITIZOWToT L
Tt e, —EBORIIZ BV TR OIFHIA X 2% T A £ L ORI THEHFIA EZE
MEONTD, WTNBIERMEDOTFAXHNTH 7z,

@ vX¥I KR IRT IV

HEHOEHZ I Bs, EX4I B, EXIC, i, v RXTTLKLIHY
U LESHTLTEAER, U U AW T, HROIEMBEZ 2 v H A E & ORFITH
FHEHIAEAN R O, ERMFEOFTFAEXBN TH - 72,

@ 7 /M

BEHOSKT I VBIZONWTHOIT LICHER, TARTFUBE T AT F
DEFHDBMHFNCEEICED L, ZVE I VBRI VE 2 v OERDIHE
HINCARITHEIN L TV W00 b 18R L AR O 7R 25 X ] B ONSCHRAE D %A N ¢
Hol, TOMIZHLEEDOT I/ BRIZOWVWTHEFMNAEENR LR, W
AUHUER SLFE D FFA KA K OSCHME OFEIFEN T - 72,

@ HELFEEYE
WESBOEEAIEEE L LT, ZVaTrrhaf RIZOWTHN LIzkER.
STROIEIZ ¥y WA T ERETH T,

(6) AT T DAL R OHEFERE /I B3 2 FI1A
2014 42, V¥ HAE SPS-000Y9-7 DIFHRERICKE TITHONTWA R, 4
TN OEFERE I 2 v HA B L RETH A Z E BRI T WA,
(7) G KOYEAEEE /1 OFIBRIZEE T 5 FI]
Yy A E SPS-000Y9-7 DALF « BFRRE NI Z Vv WA T LRETHY |
AT - PEBERE ) OFIIRERNIZ & WEF ORI ZbIZ RN EE 2 6D,

(8) NELIEIZET 5 4IH
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485

490

495

500

505

VW74 SPS-000Y9-7 OANTEALIEIZOWTIE, TERO Y ¥ A E L TH

o
(9) AMENCER T HRRAIZICES T 5 FIH
1 BANEICRB T AR R
HGEE HGE H HGE IR
b/ NES| KEE#A (USDA) R ) A B 2016 4 10 H &%
KEEMEEKLT (FDA) B - fEk 2017 4= 2 A 2 eVErERY
) BRbE 2017 £ 1 A B85 T
K [E] B B g2 .
KEBRERET (EPA) S D | 2007 fE 2 1 e
Vet d H 2R (HC) g 2017 4E 7 H7&#R
HFEEEEET (CFIA) | e - B 2017 4= 7 A &R
F—A LTV T | A—AFT VT « =a2— B4 2017 & 12 A %GR
— 7 v K& &K Y
(FSANZ)
U HIR—)L VUK —IVEREY - BN 2019 4 3 H 29 H &R
mh e BRIER) (AVA)

*2018 4£ 1 H 24 A HIE

(10) 1R, BHE OSSR T 5 FIEH
U AT ORI TIETIEMB MR L AR TH S,

(11) M ORYE N OE RIS 5 4H
WG ORIE R OEBIEITIMEIZ Y TA ELRAFETH L, O bHIL,
Simplot tEDOFE AR H THARRICANL S NURE STV D,

7 20056 £TICHITLERNC LV FROZEMICET 2MARE LN TH RN

B, WIZHEIT S

% LRV,

IV gkt R

V¥ A E SPS-000Y9-7 12D\ T,

V. ZEI MO EE

Z5Ek (HaEafet M)

FRER D 9 BB 72 R O R (2 B9 5 IR

DR 2 DNA Hffho A R ORI o
ZAPEIZEE T AR O Tie) ([T ER LR, et LTI A2FEE~0%
2 EOREIT 2V EHIWr LT,

1. Sequence of pSIM1278. 16-42-SPS-SEQ.
2. Sequence of pSIM1678. 16-43-SPS-SEQ.
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