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Abstract: The potato cyst nematodes (PCN) referring to golden potato cyst nematode (Globodera rostochiensis)
and the pale cyst nematode (G. pallida) are the most important plant parasitic nematode in potatoes. They are
characterized by early inconspicuous symptoms, ease of spread, long latency periods, and difficulty in eradication. Due
to their severe harmfulness and economic impact, PCN are listed as a quarantine pest in many countries around the
world. Utilizing resistant genes to breed resistant potato varieties and planting these resistant varieties is an economical,
effective, and sustainable strategy to reduce the damage caused by potato cyst nematodes. In this review, the
classification relationships and pathogenic framework of potato cyst nematodes, as well as the definition and evaluation
methods of tolerance and resistance to potato cyst nematodes were briefly described, and the known resistant genes
and molecular markers against potato cyst nematodes and the development of potato cyst nematode resistance
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breeding were introduced in detailed. Additionally, the prospects are made.

Key Words: potato; potato cyst nematode (PCN); resistant gene; molecular marker; resistant breeding
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LA A R4 B (Potato cyst nematode, PCN)
G DL B O e T B A 2k L (Globodera
Skarbilovich, 1959), f4& 548 E 44k 1L (6. rosto-
chiensis) . S E AL M (G. pallida) . G. ellingto-
nae fl G. vulgaris®, o, EhESEE 428 R TS
AR R E RN WA FAY, m
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C, Rod X RLAr 22 73 RIE I F, Pal X B 35 [ 73
L B, Pa2 XN 220 BIEH D, Pa3 X g [H
g 2= B B 0T RS SN S A R 2
P, Saenz 1 De Scurrah'$2 H 1 4~5 i1 34~ %
I3 HEZR AN ) B9 73 S ME Z2 [ 22 55 37 73 24 12 (Andean
scheme)], BEJHEHE &4 B4 A RA. RB. RA

HZ&di s PA, PB. PA. PA. PAFIPA, H

HHPA KR Pal, P.A FilPsA 435I XF B Pa2 F Pa3.
WliE A A e AN AL, BIAnFERRIN, H
[F1] 345 38 77 7E H1 Pa2 Fl Pa3 2506 RUTR A 240 il T 4% 2
Ik AR R, X SIR G RE R FR N Pa2/3 B B0
A, XU RMESRARAETE — R R, ATt

FIRA, 223X Rol, Ro4. Ro2FlRo3; % f&iT™),
x1 DRIJARLHBRRESLIER
Table 1 Taxonomic framework of potato cyst nematode

Y[ 4379 British scheme!™ R Pathotype

S5 3F 3 Differential host A B E

Solanum tubersosum ssp. tuberosum + + +

S. tuberosum ssp. andigena CPC 1673 hybr. - + +

S. mudtidissectum hybr. P55/7 + - +

faf 2% 437435 Dutch scheme!” FHUFRAY Pathotype

Y93 7F 3 Differential host A B C D E F

S. tubersosum ssp. tuberosum + + + + + +

S. tuberosum ssp. andigena CPC 1673 hybr. - + + + + -

S. kurtzianum KTT 60.21.19 - - + + + +

S. vernei GLKS 58.1642.4 - - - + + +

S. vernei (V") 58.1642.5 - - - - + _

[ 5388 FH 43 7972; International scheme'™ R Pathotype

45195 A Differential host Rol Ro2  Ro3  Ro4  Ro5  Pal Pa2 Pa3

S. tubersosum ssp. tuberosum + + + + + + + +

S. tuberosum ssp. andigena CPC 1673 hybr. - + + - + + + +

S. kurtzianum hybr. 60.21.19 - - + + + + + +

S. vernei hybr. 58.1642/4 - - - + + + + +

S. vernei hybr. 62.33.3 - - - - + - - +

S. vernei hybr. 65.346/19 - - - - - + + +

S. multidissectum hybr. P 55/7 + + + + + - + +

S. vernei hybr. 69.1377/94 - - - - - - - _

LA/ T Andean scheme!™ FHUFE A Pathotype

Y527 F Differential host RA RB R:A R:A P.A PB P.A P:A P.A P;A
S. tubersosum ssp. tuberosum + + + + + + + + + +
S. tuberosum ssp. andigena (H1) - - + + + + + + + +
S. kurtzianum KTT/60.21.19 - + - + + + - + + +
S. vernei GLKS 58.1642.4 - + - - + + + - + +
S. vernei (VT'Y 62.33.3 - - - - - + - - _ +
S. multidissectum (H2) + + + + - - + + + +

SRR =TI

i

Note: "+" denotes susceptible; denotes resistant.
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AT AL ML AT I A
22 DHRIJFAELZBEMETHN

Th % B A 2 H BTk DR RO e = H M R A
HOGHER IR, 20 el S04EACHT, Ak 54 %
L MPTPETE IR, S E DR E F A Ellenby C
M\ T ] o 5 2 Fp R 9E 5 % (Commonwealth Potato
Collection, CPC)PRAF 1 200 Z iy i & A 5 3E W
LT BT PR rh, e 5 DR B sl
PUIER BT, B L BT P2 = IR R 5
FERSE, HoAx 4 Oy B0 T 4% AL 5 T
i (Solanum tuberosum ssp. andigena) , %M.l 5 3%
B LL S B (S tuberosum ssp. tuberosum L. VG R
U, 55 R ERIE MRS, e T4
SR PR BT T % B A BRI T
o H B A TR, AR O i R S 2k
FUPEGT IR A BEAE AR BRSNS, Thi%
PR S, vernei F1S. spegazzini HP BT A E]
A SRR, HET, CAR%ES0ZN B
AR b 2 /DX — b T A% A 2 A IR A B
BRI ILH PpEe,

LR A 2 MU BT PPN IR R . BRI
Hb o ) PR B 2H 21 (European and Mediterranean
Plant Protection Organization, EPPO) | % 1) PM 3/
68 (2) s METE By 4 B 5% I8 B0ORT &b R ook 5 2 4
P MPTEPEA v I B, %5 2 DU
A A Désirée” 2 b 1E S JEO0E B8, DU 30 bA Rk 4 b
L B AL R RE S, TR 4 AR U2k
9 £ (Relative susceptibility, RS)=(Pf #{ i i Fh/
PE R fE G KT AR A x 10097115, Hirp PEgoR
TR 28 Ty B8 R 2 ORI RE RN o A I 3t it Ao v
Th % A B2 Hy SR A 5 X B R B AR kAT
VAL, BB O REG, Horh 1~3 90k B IRk
(RS > 25% ), 4~6 Z Jy ¥ 7> Fi Pk (5% < RS <
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25%), T~9 % NHiPE(RS <5%), 9R/FRNIiPEmR
P (F2), R Ar A A AT B 4 5 I A R A HE

PRS-, it EL AT 5 B 2 A0 s RhHT Ik ACF A 7
L.

Fz2 UMHEERTH

Table 2 Standard scoring notation
AR IR F Btk
Relative susceptibility (RS) Grade Resistance
RS< 1% 9 B
1% < RS < 3% 8 AR
3% < RS < 5% 7 [
5% < RS < 10% 6 LT
10% < RS < 15% 5 i
15% < RS < 25% 4 BT
25% < RS < 50% 3 Ik
50% < RS < 100% 2 18N ) I
>100% 1 1 5y Ik

3 BAEFHELRGUERRE RS TRIL

31 DREARLZHAEER

BEAT 20 22 90 AR 73 TAE W2 2408, BIFSE
HITIRA 53 T Fric e AL sl e b T 58 B g 2k
PPEEEA™, i U+ 24050, CRAZ A
[Fi) 470 1 Ok 5 1 5 4% 58 0 40 2k e 0k B [H BR QTLs
(#3), HA3I DR v b . i ol v PRy Th 4%
AL BT R AR B A e R
Gpa2, WHENNLT B I NH 12 SR @A L,
2 5 A B X B (Potato virus X, PVX) Ptk IL A
Rec] 5% % 41 HL % J32 [ U /1) NBS-LRR Hp 5L 4
b AT] 4 B 1 28 R R I 41— S0 ) 889%™ Gpa2
I R e B BT S AR 4 4 BT B R Solanum
tuberosun ssp. andigena CPC 1673, %% F AT th4%
H AL AN R RSO, R E NP E
PP n) HARPEAR , al BB IH Gpa2 ZETH 5 Ral LA
SR P H Az B PVX HA stk BT DAAE
BRI TR PVX B BB 3 25 951 A F
VFZ DI AR 55 2/ v b i R DRk 1 i 5
i (S. pimpinellifolium) W] 3 NBS—-LRR i P 5L
B Hero, %KL T 4 5 4 (1K F 118 kb X 1§
N, 1% XA 144 Hero FE IR A IR JRFE R . 36 i
It e PR A0 T X A DR 2 v A Hero 5 PR X
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9 7Y Pa2/3 32 B A 5 1 B ME . Hero 5 Al 45 A5
NBS-LRR % 1, 7E LRR %5 ¥ 38 P 40 & — 4> 30 4>
RIETRTE MAY TR PR 4 8, ELAV L BLAE Hero
KRS E A Bk, HEWHZZEH T RER Hero
JL PR A T A A R 2 U S B Grol-4 5L
PSR 1 NPT Gro 1 LR Z P BOREIZR shdT
PRI, W2 S8R I SRS
HUEREA , I% LR NBS-LRR 280 MERL I, T
TSR L, S LA 1 136N AR
5, %A A HEA TIR-NBS-LRR 45445, 5 Grol Jit:
NE A EBERI BB, Grol-4ER7ESS 14~
W& FPEESSE T ooHB A, I RIS E N
B29NHILIRE S . XA A BB Grol-4 3
DRI T Ch % S AT TH R S 428 1 Ro | BUR AL,

B ik 3RS, BFH A KB B EITE
Th A% S0 8 2 BT R R kAR Y S
DR HT e PR R o B i B0 g o A 1 T 0 T 4 2
MU EE A, PRHORE H % 28 4 2 1 Rol 1 Rod 2
o T ELAT F A Wit H JED ) 3z R 3
PR R PTEF R p e H R R R A
Solanum tuberosun ssp. andigena CPC 1673 H % i .
kXt CPC 1673 A 28 J5 ARHE ATt % 0 b, TESE
CPC 1673 X} Hh 4% 55 42 2k iy ok 52 504~ Pk 5L
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PRI 24 o0 HI L HL A S 98 8 e 4%
FHE S YL R K Iy, 5 RFLPARIC CP113
CD78 B3 i, 5 AFLPFric EM1 #1CM1 &%
(BN 0.2 eM AT O eM)®, Finkers—Tomczak
SECIR A F AR e A 2 T PO A Y SHO A
BRI RHO A RH A9 4 R 3% o XX 3 4~ s Y

T Y5 I R AL 8 0 A i A B, T 3 RS T B Y
2 [R) e B S K, 2 KR KR R B
BOEEFINHAG EAEM ., LRI R,
FE T PRI 1 7 A SR M X LA TR HT RN . DR RS
ZIEE A DR B L R B R R A A
F, (HH 1952 59 & B EMT A9 el

R3 MEEMHSREAELRTEERES QTLs R4 FiRic

Table 3 Potato cyst nematodes resistance (R) genes or QTL:s identified in Solanum species

PUPESER L QTLs - Praiohil ik USRI O TRRC (O TARILZEA) 275 30k
Resistance Resistance to Species Chromosome Molecular marker (Molecular type) Reference
gene or QTLs pathotype
HI Rol, 4 LR T 5 CP113(SCAR), CT51(CAPS/Alul). 239E4left  [39,40-45]
(CAPS/Alul) . TG689(SCAR). 57R(SCAR) .
110L(SCAR) . N146(SCAR). N195(SCAR)
Grol Rol S. spegazzinii 7 [39]
Grol.2 Rol S. spegazzinii 10 Ssp75(RFLP) [46]
Grol.3 Rol S. spegazzinii 11 TG36(RFLP) [46]
Grol.4 Rol S. spegazzinii 3 [47]
Grol—-4 Rol S. spegazzinii 7 Grol-4(SCAR) . Grol-4-1(SCAR) [48,49]
GroVl1 Rol S. vernei 5 TG69(RFLP) ., OpTO8(RAPD). Ul4(SCAR). [50]
X02(SCAR)
Ro2-4 Ro2 GERWTEMAI(EE) 5 [51]
S. vernet ,
S. tuberosum ssp.
andigena F(5#)
S. vernei
Ro2-B Ro2 LA WA RN (2% ) 5 [51]
S. vernet .
S. tuberosum ssp.
andigena (e )
S. vernet ,
Hero Rol-Ro5. Fits SR it 4 [52]
Pal. Pa2/3
Grpl Ro5. Pa2, Pa3 CEEIHWAFI 3N S GP21(CAPS). GP179(CAPS). TG432(CAPS)  [53-56]
WP RS, oplocense
S. vernei, S. spegazzinii
H2 Pal, Pa2/3 S. multidissectum 5 [57]
Gpa Pa2,3 S. spegazzinii 5 [58]
Gpa2 Pa2/3 LA 12 77IR(CAPS). GP34(CAPS). Gpa2-2(SCAR) [49, 59-62]
Cpad(GpalV) a2l AR . STM3016(SSR) . Contig237(CAPS) ., C237-1 (63-65]
(SCAR)
HC(SCAR), SPUD1636(SCAR)., GP21
Gpas Pa2/3 S. vernei 5 [56, 66-68]
(CAPS). GP179(CAPS)
Gpab Pa2,3 S. vernei 9 CT220(CAPS) [66]
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PUPESE I QTLs  Hraieh ! Yrfh Peafk I TRRC (O TARICIE) S 30k
Resistance Resistance to Species Chromosome Molecular marker (Molecular type) Reference
gene or QTLs pathotype
GpaM1 Pa2/3 S. spegazzinii 5 GP021(RFLP), TG569(RFLP) [69]
GpalM2 Pa2/3 S. spegazzinii 6 TG365(RFLP), TG581(RFLP) [69]
GpaM3 Pa2/3 S. spegazzinii 12 CTO19-A(AFLP) . CTO80-B(AFLP) [69]
GpaVsspl Pa2/3 S. sparsipilum 5 GP179(CAPS). GP21(SCAR). TG432(CAPS)  [55,56,70]
GpaXIsspl Pa2/3 S. sparsipilum 11 [70]
GpaXlltar Pa3 S. tarijense 11 GP163(CAPS) . FEN427(SCAR) [71]
Pa2/3-A Pa2/3 LB RN (20)S. vernei | 5 [51]

S. tuberosum ssp. andigena F1(5Y )

S. vernei
Pa2/3-B Pa2/3 LW RN (E)S. vernei | 10 [51]

S. tuberosum ssp. andigena

(8%)S. vernei

Grpl LR X Eh 44 2 4 28 1 Ro5 I 14k HL Pa2
I Pa3 ARy i HiPE S . Rouppe van der
Voort Z PR ES H 88 AU LA 88 B AP (045
S. vernei . S. oplocense FII'Z 55 1 WA ) i) 2= 32 J5 AC
AM78-3778 K BLIZIEIN , Grpl FNWE NI AES 5
Je @ A% RFLP 23 1451 GP21 1 GP179 Z JA] X
I . Finkers—Tomczak 26" A4 Grpl 13 f5. B9 A%
R T 8% 55 3778-16 (AM)  BE AR 5 RH89-039-16
(RH) 4258, TE A& 1 536 N SEHEBIH) A5k
BB SR . L XA T 2 AR C O
FIEL R B AR R P2, Th% 2k L RoS HL S
P A5 R G o, R BRI 8 S A g 2k iy
PUYEARRERT B, HENERRIC SPUD838 FlI TG432
Z I E i R, AT THERT Grpl 7 53 17
HBTPEE — B Z A T BB T NBS-LRR 2619 X
PR BE P B U

ThES SRS HI JE DR R A] X Th 4% S 4 2K
HOEEBEUR B AR . ambTE, TR A
P2 JUR 3 AT W o S 2 PR R G
Rouppe Van der Voort i 57 & B, T 4% 254 A
HAETE GpaS F1 Gpa6 o7 5 AT (i H X Eh 44 25 48 L™
AT . EALT S SR F Y GpaS s R
DIRERE T 61% MR S o AL R BT XA
X (Nb . Re2) . FL (RT) R Eh 4% 5 f 8 2k
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(Gpa. Grpl) 9B F o Gpa6 1 15 % Ptk o7k
BN, h24%, I H5 Gpas A s BEA IR
Gpa6 S mERL T 9 S Qe ik |, % Xh A 548
X RE PR FE o GpaS FER N Lh 48 E B A
Fl1S. vernei T AR LA E A, EHBE LR
A YT FE  Sattarzadeh S & T —AN45
FHRICHC, FFZARIC /3 A X B 44 28 1 2
O R Pa2 R () Pa3 HAPIMER 34 4> T E 58 A
FhAT22 4 Gy ISR, & BRHC AT 4R Sk s AS  5
RTS8 T SO B Pa2/Pa3 HH 511 SNP HLA%
AU C. Wang 57 UHEMNS Gpas IR HA ST LR E
14k B O A A L5 88 B A Innovator” /S 2
2%, i £f SMRT-AgRenSeq £ A, % 7E 5 Gpas 3
PR 5% HL -5 HC A ic 55 % 0% B i NLR i e 25 4]
RN EN T 55 Y K 1Y Rpi-RI i 551
GpaS RIESEIN o 283 RAUSCHR T 5E Rpi-R1 5
AR MPIMETCE, Rpi-R1F Gpas ik 3 A
S ARSI . Gpad (Gpal V) 3 55—
Xof T 4 1 2R R Pa2/3 Bl RE 7 A i BT Y QTL
N7 g5, HORJETF Solanum tuberosun ssp. andigena
CPC 2802, JfHAEZ AR FE A A AU bk
BAZ BT AL 557, Moloney 45 3 1 485 47 Gpad
(Gpal V') FE NI F RIS B C1992/31 5% 4% 5 H
2 FUURR S B Record” 2428, #A A FREAAR 1 1 4%
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Flitk . 5198 Gpad (GpalV..,) T fE QTL
XA, ARAF 240 RO A2 % QTL A S5 1 4 T
it STM3016 Fl1 C237. Dalton %5 ™ | FH 43 F #5 ic
€237 HTHC #F Gpa4(GpalV,..) Fl Gpa5 B4 5] Th 44 5
BRI, AR T X T 4 R Pa2/3 P L
A 1 BE DU ) A R R U
32 DHREREZHRNEEERS FIRCHMHA

EAR, 2405 D E A bt R
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