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REMA LR (Agrobacterium tumefaciens) 134 %
FEMZER I3 L A LORKHEY B & CEREY I RE
L, FEEFETIRFIINT, ¥/ TEEREL > TV 5,
RFICBRT 5 L BB L OCREIZHA L (crown
gall) PR EN, i LE~OBEKSOBEHBHEES L
BLOEFNEL, WEWRTT240, BiciEtsE
TREGHEEPREL TV 5, BE, XREIHRNES
FrZafi LT b, 19 F]HIZT I v A THREE X
N7ZDOBRAT, 1880FEIZT A A - H) 7+ V=T
FIZIEA Y, BHATIE 1890 EICHKILE THBE SN/
DOHFFHMEVDLR TS (BREEERER, 1923),

BREHA L0 WORFHBREIFEMHFEENATVS
(H-1)o ARORERIL, EFFEOEBMABEL» SEBA
L, FEMBEINET LI EDOMEE 5, MR
7% L7z A tumefaciens TiE, HPHBANTHEERGE L
THR SN % Acetosyringone %2 £D 7 = / — VLAY
12 & o T Tumor inducing (Ti) 79 XA 3I FR D
Virulence (vir) FHIBANEMALE N8, Vir D BIZTFE
12 & Y Transferred DNA (T-DNA) #EIRATEIMT & 11,
FEMBANOEEN TONL, ZOMELFIHL TKAE
BEETFHBZONZ Y=L LTHWLR TV S, T-
DNA il ofafk bicARrThs &, T-
DNA k{22 — F&h 7z Tumor morphology shoot (tms)
%> Tumor morphology root (tmr) BIZFIZL > TH—
VU, YA MM UBEREN, BALOITEKRE
ha,

REDA L 0RIER LR EI WD, 0O
BRiIBOTHETHL Vb TS, LA L, £—2
k51U 7 @ New and Kerr (1972) 1 A. radiobacter
strain 84 ZFIH T 5 Z L TRENS A LwiHEZ FBTE 2
ZERRWEL, [Ny 57u0—X] L LTHESILSNT
B, TOERPERETHHETH L I ERHEVPREL
TV EOMES (Moorg, 1979) 206, k& L

Resistance to Crown Gall Disease on Roses.
Fukut
(F—7—F I RENALHKE, 1NT)

By Hirokazu

W [3e] »
' -
THBRRELHREE STV, EBHESEOFTRIIR
EBALHREHBRT2-D0FHEHETHY, Th
T TLEL DRI ITORTE T,

INTIREHNA L w iU, 2 < id Brown (1923)
DHENDH Y, PEFESREE CREMRE KT
AL DHENH B, 7, Borema (1969) 13 7 &
HOBRDIEIUE % MET L, Rosa multifiora (/) 4 35)
% ‘Manettii’ (3EZMHT, R multifora > SBRE N7
ISU 60—-5, Brooks 48, Clarke 1957 2S#kfitE%z/RL 7z
WELTYA, LAL, KH (1993) DRKETI ISU
60-5 IFIESMEATI o 728 SR THB Y, AR R mul-
tiflora ‘K2 bWFFREIZ L o THERABOHEFE L > TW
% (KH, 1993 ; Revynpers et al., 1998) ,

IO EHMOHEHENRL2IRRE LT, &
MBREEITE, TEH 2 VRO ET Lz L OE
BT, BEREICHANH -0 EEXL
Ndo KFETIIARRERGOREN LR, REM
HOEFTE IS 2B 2 R/RIZHIZ, HE, BREZ
R -EEHBREEOHL L REL, KL RL-5E
T RAVTHEIEORBBE 2 RE L7

I in vitro BFEEDFEL L EBHMEOKBTE
(E-2)

I READNG EEBERPSTRRLAPFAL %
0.5% REFEEEST M) T ABWCERERE &AL,
0.1% TP AKPTERLTHERERZED,
Briseane and Kerr (1983) O:EIRHE# CHEAGEE L7,
R SN/-HEE% % YEB HH CHE L To8E L7214,
Haas et al. (1995), Sacuapyn and Kur (1997) 5 & O°
Sawapa et al. (1995) D FEIZED T A, tumefaciens T
HHIEEMRL, BEHEE (FL, 1978) AT
A. tumefaciens O biovar 2 Bl & [ SN/ S EEH & #55&
We L7,

HHEEY AL LT, ETERES Murashige & Skoog
B (MSH¥:#h) 12 BAP & GAs %ML 7-354#C 658
MIEICHRER LSO 2 - MIKF A, Va2
— MR O E P REIRIRE % B4 L2t CHEET 5
[StRIBEREE] 2RCWTEEL T4, 2O, B
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Agrobacterium tumefaciens
GOU1

virD2 receptors

virE2 receptors

RHAA A L w il O

-2 in vitro BE O T

2 HE I TEAA S, M4 A B O SIRED
70%IZ#E L7, E72, RAEEBIZE VT RO R
PELNIZZ s, BmUBEBNIROLN, HRLEHR
EHETH B LML 72

)AL 22 fhEB X OVEAR 14 SR A v, SO E &
7o 7R (F-1), WAERMIEFEMRES 100% D
‘White dream’ 7*5 0.5% @ ‘PEKcougel’ ¥ TIXH D&,
BARGETETRTH6BSBULETH720 T2, DA

LwDKE S KD Rosa multiflora ® 6.6 mm T, ¥
/M ‘Charming’ @ 0.2 mm T& > 72 R. canina ® 6 5
HIzowTAD L, FHEIEVTNS 65% L EEED
S72H, BALDOKESIF07mm BT ENEDo
e

REHASA L w05 AL, A, tumefaciens DR A
75 T-DNA OB ~DO AT LR 7/ LAND
HMAAAHETOBIEL, W7/ LAPNZHAR TN T-

— 16—
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£-1 HRALANTRBICBI B in vitro REETO gall oL F-2 invitro REEE BT REOBRREIEESR
o gall ® TR o TRET R a
White Dream 7e 100 1.5 Low  White Dream Low Lifirane
Rosa multiflora (%N 95 6.6 > 50%* Purple Rain Dukat
Purple Rain ik 95 15 Madame Violet Charming
Madame Violet 1k 90 11 Dukat Golden Emblem
R. canina ‘Inermis’ =% 90 0.7 Fashion Parade Tineke
R. coriifolia froebelii aXR 90 0.5 Pasadena Rosa multifiora
R. canina ‘Pfinder’ ak 90 0.3 Golden Emblem
Dukat 01t 87 3.6 Sonia Middle Evelien
Fashion Parade e 85 1.0 Alba Meillandina White Dream
R. rugosa ax 85 0.8 Little Marvel Purple Rain
R. canina ‘Heinsohns Rekord’ Ak 85 0.7 Rosa multiflora Madame Violet
R canina ‘Superbe’ axk 85 0.4 R. canina ‘Inermis’ Fashion Parade
Kuiper HA 80 0.7 R. coriifolia froebelii Pasadena
R. eglanteria Ak 80 0.5 R. canina ‘Pfander’ Sonia
Uniform f=¥ N 80 0.3 R. rugosa Alba Meillandina
Pasadena m1e 75 0.9 R. canina ‘Heinsohns Little Marvel
Veendam [N 75 0.5 Rekord’ Livia
R. canina axk 75 0.4 R. canina ‘Superbe’ Joy
R. virginiana aA 73 0.8 Kuiper Rise ‘0’ Shine
Golden Emblem RIL(A 65 24 R. eglanteria Roulette
R. canina ‘Brégs Stachellose’ [=¥ N 65 0.5 Uniform Dolores
Alba Meillandina e 55 1.1 Veendam Rote Rose
Little Marvel it 53 0.9 R. canina Pink Wonder
Evelien e 47 21 R. virginiana R. virginiana
Livia 22 47 0.9 R. canina ‘Brégs R. rugosa
Bridal Pink 1e 45 2.8 Stachellose’ R. canina ‘Inermis’
Charming e 45 0.2 R. canina ‘Heinsohns
Concerto miE 35 0.4 Middle Evelien Rekord’
Tineke 01t 33 2.4 25~ Livia Kuiper
Joy it 33 1.2 50%  Charming
Dolores it 30 0.8 Bridal Pink High Concerto
Roulette Te 30 0.7 Concerto Bridal Pink
Rote Rose it 25 1.6 Joy PEKcougel
Pink Wonder LY 15 14 Tineke R. eglanteria
Lifirane it 7 4.8 Rise ‘n’ Shine R. canina ‘Brogs
PEKcougel g1e 0.5 0.0 Roulette Stachellose’
Dolores R. coriifolia froebelii
Rote Rose Veendam
R. canina ‘Superbe’
DNA 2T — FERTWD tms R tmr 72 L OREW )V E High  Pink Wonder R. canina
A o - e . < 25% Lifirane Uniform
Y EBRBEFRBETHRORBUCL o TRV EL T ¥ AN PEKcougel R. canina ‘Pfinder’
BRTHALOPER SN EBREIZKELFTIONS, c BIRE

EHE L RFBRB L OBEFRE AL L, FIBEOBRICILR
B BEHLME (Resistance to tumor formation) ASE4R L,
BRERTRT Z LN TE, BEOBR IR EEH
% (Resistance to tumor development) 2SE84#% L, #TA
LONKESTRTIENTED, TDL)ITLTHR
L7 g% TIRHE OB IcES XS LA (R-2).

I FHEEREREOEE
in vitro REFEEZ R VBB OREERE, S, W

FREIE OB VR L L T ‘PEKcougel’ #:#IRL, §
WikfE L LT ‘Dukat’ #BIR L7, MREOESERKZ
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% -3 ‘PEKcougel’ (P) & ‘Dukat’ (D) OZH% ; PXP, DXD, PXD, DXPIZ

B B RRR
Stof Mo SLO | PO | Pl
PXD gy | PXP Ty | PP e | PP
DD20-1 18.8 PP24-10 1.7 PD21-2 5.0 DP17-1 10.8
DD2-2 193 PP34-1 5.6 PD40-7 5.6 DP18-1 24.5
DD4-1 222 PP23-6 74 PD40-4 10.3 DP6-1 25.5
DD2-1 32.5 PP23-2 113 PD14-1 14.8 DP7-2 283
DDi12-1 35.9 PP3-1 15.6 PD27-1 235 DP9-2 30.0
DD20-2 37.2 PP33-1 20.9 PD40-2 245 DP28-4 311
DD24-1 50.0 PP24-3 25.7 PD40-8 283 DP7-1 34.7
DD24-2 55.0 PP24-11 26.2 PD21-5 28.8 DP21-1 35.0
DD24-3 81.7 PP23-5 30.6 PD40-1 32.1 DP18-3 39.2
PD21-1 35.2 DP30-1 429
PD29-1 35.8 DP18-2 48.2
PD26-3 40.5 DP9-1 50.0
PD28-4 40.8 DP7-3 60.0
PD26-2 43.8
PD40-6 43.8
PD28-1 445
PD27-2 50.2
PD28-3 52.6
PD31-10 58.7
PD28-5 71.7
Average 39.2b | Average 16.1a | Average 34.5b | Average 35.4b

vy, 2D S1 & F1IZ A. tumefaciens #3558 L, WM
DREZRITo 72 (F-3)o

‘PEKcougel’ ® B RZHHZMN S1 DFHHERER
16.1% T, ‘Dukat’ HRHHKI S1 (39.2%) BV
‘PEKcougel’ & ‘Dukat’ DIEHRHMEIZL > THESN/FL
DIFHFRIFER (34.5% & 354%) & B L THEICESL,
‘PEKcougel’ DHRBBRIEMB I RIZTIHETH S Z
EEIEBESE, £/, Dukat BETHEBRN S1 ORR
FIZoWTH, i Dukat DRIFEH 86.7% TH -
DK LT, TRTOREDERESRREL DKL,
& b\ DD20-1 Tid 18.8%, KT DD24-3 ®
81.7% TH Y, FHEMEIL92%THo7, 7z,
‘PEKcougel’ & ‘Dukat’ DIEMZHEIC L > TH SNz Fl
AFIZVT IS BIFED Dukat’ £ D& <, Dukat DH
FREZAL S ORFRLEEBR L TLRREOENVDL D
% < ‘PEKcougel’ ® HRAMEN S1 DRIFFEIZITH
TAHEEKD AL NI,

‘PEKcougel’ DERKMSLI D9 b 5 ZFETHRRED
20% DT L&, T2FLOL2IZ 5REDHRBIK
W EISR VAL A SN2 L 25, ‘PEKcougel @

REE BRI SBAICER SN EER 2, LAL,
S1 BLUFLOWFRIZBWTH BRRILERNICE(L
L7:2&dh, RBHBEATEENEE CH 5 LifiE
T&, ‘PEKcougel’ DIRPMENFHEBMOBIZFIZL o TH
BLTWARETHLLEZ

M ‘PEKcougel NFRBIHIERIEEIED
fEEA

RESALORERZ, EYORGHBITWT S
Acetosyringone # v —% — & L TEEMMIED X,
HEHIRL A% L 72 #, T-DNA % iR A2 Ak
tro ‘PEKcougel’ DHEEBIEIIEDORBHBIEL L T,
( Acetosyringone AR AED KIB, QOREWHR~ D
FHREVZEZOND,

1 iEHERAOERS

REFALSHIINT 2RBEREREORY
‘PEKcougel’ & §3\» ‘Dukat’ # i\, B #EE L TEL
HETHEMECHRE L

W E AR & DRI, BHE L HEE S N D MR
Mgk & MR Sk & HEE SN B SRR E AT &
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-3 ‘Dukat’ OHfE 72 K] %

30 Apr 03 121312 ¥D22. Tom 10: OkY. x20k Zum

: : St . 16-Apr—-03 “' 208 3mm

-4 ‘PEKcougel’ D 72 M %

F-4  WHOLBIEHIME O K L Acetosyringone iR & & O R

BV Rl §5 V> il
I BOR BB
PEKcougel Lifirane Dukat R. multiflora R. canina
4-hydroxyacetophenone & vanilline 0.20 0.16 1.46 0.66 2.62
syringic acid 0.06 N.D. 0.03 0.09 0.05
syringaldehyde & p — coumaric acid 0.09 N.D. 1.47 N.D. N.D.
acetovanillone 0.62 N.D. 0.53 N.D. 2.81
ferulic acid & acetosyringone N.D. 0.92 N.D. N.D. 1.51
sinapic acid N.D. N.D. 1.14 0.91 N.D.

N.D.: No detected

N7z, WIMEDOF ‘Dukat’ O 48 BfH A Tl, H
ARHERIEE R L TEMZ IR L Th b b o0h
MIBICHE LTwa b o @igE S, 72 KE <l
(B-3), HEYMIEZER O E 2 Tl O HER ST
B0 Go THEMZER L, WMWMIEICATEL TWwi,
TP A~ O ST o 7IRETITh N T B
0, FEYARRRERE L E R L O LT, il
HH Sk O SRR Z 2 T % Ao 72 PO RV
‘PEKcougel’ |23} 2 H:Hf 48 IHEf#: Tld ‘Dukat’ & Jik

L Clatpila ki 2% < DMK BV FEL, HHL
53 S N7 HEHEIRREE 1 & BERR E AT > T B Ik
DL (BB S, HWHIE~ OB O3 ‘Dukat’
DL ITHYMERT ICEZENET L 00ALRT,
BIIRLIRM B I E L TR 008, HGrIlidE
FLIRYE CILY P E IR TV B W S fF7E L7z, Hifd
2R TR (H-4), SS5ICHRRWENZ 2D,
HEY RGO 21 & KR B AV > CHE A 1A
BT ADEMES SO0, FRAKWEIH) I Eh <
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TELENTVWEIHbBE I,

2 Acetosyringone &R EEDRIE

TR BRI A ‘PEKcougel’ 3 & U ‘Lifirane’ &
EHHEATE ‘Dukat’, R. multiflora B X U°R. canina %
AWT, BEH,S)—774 A7 WML, BayO»
oW SNAKEEMEWE 7 0O RV ATHELLD
DM b Acetosyringone F#E k% HPLC THE - EEL
720 NT DEH 613 4-hydroxyacetophenone, syringic
acid ( 3,5- dimethoxy — 4 — hydroxybenzoic acid),
syringaldehyde (3,5 — dimethoxy — 4 — hydroxybenzalde-
hyde), acetovanillone (4 -hydroxy—3 —methoxyace-
tophenone), ferulic acid (4 -hydroxy —3—methoxycin-
namic acid), sinapic acid (3,5- dimethoxy -4 —hydrox-
ycinnamic acid), vanilline (4 —hydroxy -3 — methoxyben-
zaldehyde), p-—coumaric acid (4—hydroxycinnamic acid),
acetosyringone (3,5 — dimethoxy — 4 — hydroxyacetophe-
none) @ 9 FEIFD Acetosyringone FHEME I FE SN,
BRI A% ‘PEKcougel’ 3 X U ‘Lifirane’ & &
PMEHEIY ‘Dukat’, R. multiflora B & U R. canina @
Acetosyringone FHEAER* BT 5 L (¥-4), 4-
hydroxyacetophenone & vanilline i By & 2 i
‘PEKcougel’ 3 & U ‘Lifirane’ TI& <, [E#EIZ syringalde-
hyde & p-coumaric acid {28V T ‘Dukat’ D 147 ug
12%+ L T ‘PEKcougel’ TI120.09ug L E L Lhho
7zo 72, Acetovanillone 3 & U ferulic acid & acetosy-
ringone 2BV T H IRBEILRIEILEOTH M LT
B GEOEEDE {, ‘PEKcougel’ & U ‘Lifirane’ T
i3 sinapic acid 2 SN e o 72,

Z D &) IR EIE R IEDEMTE D Acetosyringone &
HESRIEEISHCSEOESE L KB L THL 2
<, RBEIRPLM: 5 Tld Acetosyringone 4 &k
AR L TV S REMEAHEE S 7z,

V REFA L o REBEHEBRDOETR

‘PEKcougel’ DRI BIRIEOREIBBELRAEL /-
HE, HoOWMPMMBE~DOf7%, Acetosyringone 4 & B
DREOVTRDDPHERTEIEPHL2ERD,
‘PEKcougel’ & ‘Dukat’ & D EEH XK EH» 5
‘PEKcougel’ DRBIEBIEIMELEBDORIZTF IR S
NTWBILFEIETE,

BAERTNIARLE LTHERBERTVWSEDIER.
multiflora T, FNSDRDPDS MR LREDEE %
Fl& LT KU, K2, ‘BB 35 % LORMHIREK S

nNTW5, TN5HD R multiflora DRHHEix, BEORER
HRPEAHETORERRED S, BEMA L 0 HICHEH
Hazdl2hnwI EHLNLRoTWVES, BIRD LI
REAHA Lot L THERAEDTE Dukat’ &5V iF
BB IEYiM % &+ 5 ‘PEKcougel’ 2T 52 & T,
ZOBRD SR A BIKT 5 Z L HTRETH B =
Ehs, BENAL@RFIEHHEDFE R multiflora &
‘PEKcougel’ & 254+ 5 2 &L TF1 oIkt % R
THEGSBENS Z &, 7 PEKcougel!  HAEHMILIE
PEFHENZ &2, EHEOE F1 ELOZHEIC L
> TIEMBOREL*EETE D WRENHEETE

R IESI M D5\ ‘PEKcougel’ & AARGFHEDIE
R. multiflora & %3317 ) A CHEL zHREL
T, R multiflora 7°2n =2x =14 TH Y, YUH/NT f
D PEKcougel 7°2n = 4x =28 TH 5 7-%, ME%X
ML B A I IR ORMES R 25, 22T,
a e F & AT R multifiora O 4 15ELET o720
REEROBEFr LT VBERICRELIHE, 4B
L7z 2400 BHED 2056 2 BAED 4 EEBELERT
52D TE T, R multiflora \3BIERR (Pythium heli-
coids) WX T AEMELETHILFALP L L - T
B, ‘PEKcougel' & DML > TREIALwIHE
BEROWRE I T LEGERMLZE T LT ERE
BT DILNTEEL D bDEEX D,

BifE, ‘PEKcougel & 4 &5 R multiflora O3
FEBLTBY, ZOFL2»0FKEEEEOESEY
EETANTERREITBIRENLODEEZ L7,
RIFINT-F1 RER L ORMESH, FREICIIEFH
FEEEDONTERGEOBTRT A I EDTEIZRLDDL
Exbo
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