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Advances in the mechanisms of pathogenicity of sirex woodwasp
Sirex noctilio venom on host trees
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Abstract: The wood-boring woodwasp, Sirex noctilio, native to Europe countries, Mongolia, the Repub-
lic of Georgia, and North Africa countries, is a major international quarantine pest infesting pine trees.
The female woodwasp injects venom and a symbiotic fungus Amylostereum areolatum into pine tree
trunks when laying eggs. It is generally believed that the venom weakens the host trees’ defense mecha-
nisms, leading to pathological symptoms like yellowing and wilting of the needles, creating conditions
favorable for 4. areolatum infection. While venom and symbiotic fungi alone may not kill the host trees,
their collaboration can be lethal. In this review, S. noctilio venom properties, physiological host tree re-
sponses, and molecular mechanisms were reviewed, and the prospects for future research were dis-
cussed. It offers valuable insights for improving our understanding of how the coordination between
venom and symbiotic fungi impacts host trees, paving the way or the development of innovative mea-
sures, such as developing plant hormone immune inducers, for preventing and controlling this pest.
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A SN E S EH WAL E SAAEE R, FE N
FIABIMOR , J& T E PR KMol A2 A 3 AR P A
B KU 19 A= 2E ) (de Groot et al., 2006) .
T T b, PR 86 38 H R 3 AL R BB T AL )&
Pinus BRA T A b K B4 800, A 2338 iR
TR 3 (2R KB4, 2015) . (HiZE HIER AR
77 1 S A A DX, H T 2 AR A 0 B
VR BA B, BBz KEA R, HE S8
YL MO, I8 R K

20 HELEH) 24 BREGIR AL, 25 M A
W A4z M3 B0 % (Corley et al.,2019) ., 2013 4%,
7 [ R e VE AR AR AR R S T T A TR B A
Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica N T M HVE IR & LAz
L E RTINSy AR NN TN T TN
MR R TT A SN 52 R DG LT A 43 A (4
B, 2018) o AR 3 3 S50 i [ SRl A iRy A
BIREEHRA Jy 4z FE RO A 6 VA 3 AR e 4 4t oh
AN AL e B A B ) 2 A A
BEVROFN A L —— I B2 248 1) 55 1 Amylostere-
um areolatum ,— M\ N IZEE WK AE HI 55 aF EARAR
Bt fe J1 , A B R A &0, - IR G
FHEHR AR 5255 , EL 2 58T (Coutts, 1969a; Fong &
Crowden, 1973) . SR 2 H A A 1k, 25 9 40 o 38 1o
PR ARAIST ) S5 by e R AP e A B AL
AANTEHE o AR SRR s BRI L TR A A 5 BIIR
AT RGBS, LU R R A 9T 8 - TR0 3F EARR
M ECFEALE IRFE I L TR 1 AR
DL TAMR B A A AL S P i Tt f 2%

1 PSRRI RS KR

AR e e I PR A — %o o1 3 R 2R Y A4
— MG HAEM AR R VTR B, DL — X
BERAE TG RN D ELAE i B A T AR IR =
IS , (A PRI EE ™ BRI R DN (BE R AL AR
LI — S E A AT FAR P (42 K5 ,2015; Wang et al.
2016; F B4, 2021) , B A7 A A BT it A2
B ML BT AR PR

PART 06 3 Bh 1) B VR i R — P I 237 W 1) e
PERECIRY) T, HA R B R 6 1 25 2 M RRIE (Wong &
Crowden, 1976) o I ] <0 AH €8 41 - 51 3% 3K J (gas
chromatography-mass spectrometer, GC-MS) £ /K /3
BT AGIN0 HE AR e B U v A 42 FhOSL) A4 A
R Wl SOBE T R B AR i 4 2R B, e
BETR 4 L5390 R 57.9% .28.7% . 8.3% 1 5.1% (T

KRS, 2021) o AR IERER A SR AL 73T s 14>
R T 22 4] SEL T Tl 5 DR P 2008 i vy, LA A 1
BNy AT IOk 2 AR A A W A A
JH , 1A G 55 156 Tk i D75 Tl e TR il R0 3 1 Tl )
SRR L 238 (Bordeaux, 2014) . 25 P14 2%
BT 8735 DA B 8 3 W R B 4 P | B85 1 1 4544
FI1 225 AR, Hh R 254 90 A A 4 A 1
(Wang et al., 2016) . B 875 9 1) B 3% 2 P 2
JoT ZH I 0 B WU 4 1 VAR -3 2 1T 45 113 > S
HEHERTE,2022)

DA BT ST VR FA BRSO H 30 S 0 B
AR R FE P R T A6 PR o3 n] BB KA/
4 F W) . Coutts (1969a) fiz F & I HA AR 1 B 1
FEAEANSZ R BE S0 B R B 1) ) 5, i) o )
DAG R i FLDIREAR , (AR BB 4325 H FRIA  Fong &
Crowden (1973) #EWr HnT g 2 —Fh A 11 . JAEOR,
KA B8 BE VR 70 B 1 1 AR 2 £ F1 Noctilisin,
TR AT LA™ DR 38 ik AR BT iR e A% 22 27 E AR
AOET AL (ST i IR BT ZE RS SRR R REE
PR B 156 PR #2325 1) (Bordeaux et al., 2012;2014) ;
IFTEREI 488 T T TGS X 1 22 Ikl acph-1 HE2R
HAZ B A B RAEIETERE R AN, Hrb  Ji
T PR 22 R AT LT B R 25 ) o e At , 7 74y s o
Apis mellifera 5 W HH SRR 2 T A7 #0E K 2 ik
(Resende et al.,2013; Wang et al.,2016) ;acph-1 F£2E
H 72 5 4l At I A O (Wang et al., 2016;
Bull et al.,2022) , 7E M1 4> /N Pteromalus puparum
FIrh A5 W Apis cerana TR T K E T acph-1
FEEE 1 (Zhu et al.,2008;Kim & Jin,2014)

2 BFERBIRT AR T i A A 2R N A

TR — B B[], 2 0 DA A A g e e A TR ) 42
SR A JE BT, BB A K iz i, 5 1R R
ARBET: (Coutts, 1969b) . (Hfiff 71l 52 H A J7 WL 4¢ &
I TER AR M 5 2 N BRI ZE T i
I SRR A TR AERT 2 JA{UAE R T 6 mm, X
DU B A ) B R 2 P 2 TR 5 Y (Coutts &
Dolezal, 1965; Coutts, 1969b) . T 4& Coutts (1968;
1969b) 42t T 27 FARAZRIN H A9 10 A AR A b2
PR 53 WA %) 86y o 5 [ ES 1), HC AR AR 32 5 30 A6
Bt HE MO RERA 7 A2 2R G52 M A it

X R HR SIS P radiata B TE AR e 1
AR BOREWG AR R I T S 9t ig B
SRICE MRARAR L At I8 o 2235 A L 0 AR Fm )



614 W TR AR RE RO 7 A R PESL R DTk 1413

T3 SR U8 K ) 55 B Amylostereum sp. KBz $
TP S s DU R T A 3k S A L) 3, 0] 26 TE SEAA AR
B8 3 WA PR EE VR 5 | S SR A P S0 A e 7 f70) S 2L
2 (Coutts, 1969a,b) o X 48 S A 1 S BE UK A
WA FE RO I R M B RS 2R U0 1 s g v
WL T ALY A e B B G2, it — 2D S T 55
WHIYEH (Coutts, 1969a,b) .

— PR AR el B e 7 BRI 2 U — I
FEABIR A, B 23 BB W AR K is i 2 3
ARz B AL , 5 | PR AT UL A IR, LA
RN TERYRL AR AT Ab TE A & S ) B
L AEIRAE 7 00 a5 52 B AR PRI A FH i
AR R AR PR A A AR AL SR (Coutts, 1969a, b
Fong & Crowden, 1973 ; Wong & Crowden, 1976) .

PAR I FERAE — R EE b AR T A AR R B AR
B A LTS LSS U B A K I R i gl
Wiy & B A £ (Coutts, 1969b; Bordeaux et al.,
2012),

2.1 HEMKREZFDAEKEMm

TEWAARIIE I 5, 4R AN A RS2 2], w0
GEBNET M A ZE S A RIURE AR . T S A B T
2JAJE B T~9 SRR FR S A AR ) AR K2 B T
A 52 A4 ( Spradbery, 1973) .

2.2 §HHFEFEH RFR MR

Coutts (1969a) X 15 B by 2.4~3.7 m I & 5§ A )
TR A M RE R, 2 SN B TR LA R
1.4% ()3 B S AN, B 5 A S AR 3 T B F i
RO B AR A B4 . Fong & Crowden
(1973) W& B T4+ THIG A B S, (B B IR AL
ZRAZ UL B2k B R H IZ IS .

Coutts (1969b ) & B4R S A WAN R 88 20 5 J 9~
14 d, Sy rhyety & it bt TR AR 8 GU i
AR AR BUR SR TE ST B RS R T 2 s
Erorrp s 2R T KETER . 4R1MT, Fong & Crowden
(1973 ) WIFETE AP e B3 TR A R S A v i WA T
By ot TE 1R LGS T R i e e ) R
B X FRIRAR S TE Hy SRR 5 FR A AN AR
PR B8 B TR (A A O, WA R I B A — e pi bk
AR SN MR I T AT rh ek RELA T 5
JEEAMA I A S

X T gk 2RS4, Fong & Crowden
(1973 ) HHI 2 2RI AA R e B0 I J 300 PN pl A A A
HBAL IR AL B P AT K, {H Coutts(1969a, b) il
ok 38 9 X . S A AR e T8t 174 o S A A B A 2

AT A I ORI I, R ET b iRy R AR
R T R AR, mEER B T2 T B
e

TSR W RE TR 4 JE J5 , TR ST AA IR Rz L A
DUANFGE RS , 100 AT S 25 VR P 8 SR AR Jg v 4G
B T yER, X AT HE S BRI AR A K A E AR |
BEIFEEAR BT A A BLIR A i A 3 By i i f el A
K, W AT RE 5 BT SO T 5 8 3k 8 () S S
% (Coutts, 1969a) .

TERARIE IR M0 T 2F ARt LAY
¥y R G 5T & #h W38 N R 97 Thellungiella
halophila Wt 5 it BRI TE Ry ) BRI ARPL, AT
I 55 JBir 20 6 B B A K B9 A ] (Wang et al., 2013)
X 4 e B Y EL AT AN (AT P 1) 6 S P B i b O
RIS, SICAHRL, AP AS R S A
(BRFR) HDONER WA I b e dy SR BRI [t A7 7 2
5, QN L KRG Oryza sativa ¥k 20 R HCBUSRE 2
b BUER T T £ () JE K (Pattanagul & Thitisaksakul ,
2008) ; it £k 5 i Solanum lycopersicum Bk & 0 Fh
(Ve R B L AUE bR J i R Y = 2~3 £ (Balibrea
etal.,2000) . XLERIRKILAPIHIFR RPEA g2 L
i APTEERIE T 4EREC AR TR =R R,
2020),

2.3 $HMMEET A

A EAAPITETE 2 AP e T fe o Y IR i g
BRER IS, SR HLEZ e B i v it 4 2K 5 1 (Fong &
Crowden, 1973) . BS{ARER S AR AR 55 IR 11056
7 AL EEZE R 2% BRI R A HE 1~2 S5 B A
SRR, G BRZE S I AT 4 4p 2 4 H 224 AN BR g
AN TR P 0 A P 6 25 8 e b7 32 Bt AN (] 2 4 AR
FEALIR L SR JE IR o AT B AT LA AR 4
I (Coutts, 1969a) , F W] 1 4FA= 10 Lt 2 47 A 41
FA TR AT, BARES B B HHT ) e 3 T
ZEHUEE X TRE ST AE T 2 AE R REA L
(Onaka, 1950; Coutts, 1969a) , Z 45 MHHET- 3 &
TP AT B A AR AR b A B T VORI S 7 A 1Y
B 5 SN 3 o 2 O 2 O T SR T R TR, TR
W24 1E B A FEMLRE SRR BB T . Fong &
Crowden (1973 ) 75 5T S M A I & BL2F FAMA 52 3]
PRy e v SR B s 5 2 BB MR & BRI B
ARG o TR BK I 7 A IR e TG R A AR
T oA HEURTEER, R 35T A 22 0 I 4
(Coutts, 1969a,b) .

PAR I RE R XA [FFARI R FPER it rh 4 38 5 1
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(5 M AN 5], B A TS P tabuliformis 8] i 420
BRI e RS 5 W FEAL, ML P, koraiensis
FR AN P elliontii TEFERNBE R G M40 R & it 1%
AW AR A (e84, 2020) o

YA R R S5t SR EE T
K% HALHI S A . a0 48 22 Solanum tuberosum
KV YL ST AL 227 W Rhizoctonia solani Ji , IR FE 3%
WSR-S AR ZE R I 2 o 2 255 B, LA KRR RO
INEBUBR R 2R 3R b R A A, SRl i e R
T 5 B WA (BARAE B, 2017) 5 M0 25 BT 6 B Pseudo-
monas syringae pv. tabacifz %% 3 d J5 , W& Nicotiana
tabacum M Jy N4 38 0 & 5 AR, iTRE R
HY K B R G E R i SRR A OC (R PHE,
2016) . PUMESR ARSI PA B IART I T o 5, PARR e 5
W] T3 2~3 AP AR AR B HR B T K
TRERELE (Coutts, 1970) , F W4 K & BRI
HEJE I K S B SARZ U5 &0, il RE S
s GIN M S & 517 S S (ERE 15 VWYY S
- BB AR e A o B f B AR AR IR SR AL ) 4
il (Bordeaux et al.,2012)

2.4 SHRHFO R P IR N 2

P b RE TR 15 A AN ) g R ZH 2T
% G 4 = (Madden, 1968) , B MM 7 d J&
WA 15 cm P SR AR I I 1052 T8 3R i iy A
T7T3 7E 5 1 1T 2.5~4.0 m i b B ) I K7 3k R i R
(Madden, 1977) o {ESAMREERERUR S5 O K, B S A
B I I R T S A0t R i 2.5 4, HL R A
PR S P I PR 5 B R, B B TR 7T A
Vv 5 28 RIFI AR AT A F 1.3, 10X HEAR I
TR EEALERFTE 1.0 2247, RUIA RIS B 255 37
F 2R HICE IR AR, X AT e S AT oA G
(Fong & Crowden,1973)

BT A T A PTG R AN [R] . —fRtE
LT IR 43 L A 3 a6 ) A S A 5
AR A R 7 A T 2 R e S R P, B
TR AR RN A I T RS A L P W 5
2355 (X 52455, 2005) o AP PP AR Ae o 25
ESBZ50i7I STE T 2 SRt R (1 d o ) S T2 ) A S P
Malus hupehensis W i bR 2 7 5 AL i (alterna-
tive oxidase, AOX) MW i 42 ] it 3 I+ 151 67.1%, &
I I () 34 0 32 22 2 AOX IR I 1A fin & B A, 1T AOX
IWRAET- B0 7 GRS B R & 35 3 AR
AR5 £55,2015)

2.5 REEANRT kB R

T S A AR e VR 2 07 SR8 S A R RO R A P
sylvestris Bf 7K 4 .35 THET , 29 FhFA R TEH R AA R
W TS BT 7K 34k 31 300 psi T B a] BH S A T
o, 58 BRIV B4 P onigra var. caramanica 1 P,
nigra var. cebennensis [T i /K FAESE 10 KL E]i%
8, AL SER MY P babksinna AR 2548 1O & IF 7K
FINTELS 46 KA TRBNZAH , R IR EIFAAER Y
i 3% 4 22 5% (Spradbery, 1973) .

55X BEAR AR L, AR i 0 S Y 1~5 d N A
SRS 2R BRI 5K 1805 T 29.8%, 1S Y 10~
14 d, BBUBARAA KL ST 7K o35k R8Tty i
HUOEMRARAER SRR o245k T 52 F B # (Mad-
den, 1977).
2.6 SRR &Y FNEEE 10 A

A I RE WS  FR S AN i rh AT v R
SN, i A AT Ve AN 22 1y AR T T
T, AR PR S5 2 K — EL RN B i I VR i 7 st 4R
A B PR B L A T RS A T iE R S T
R, BRI rh AT PR S B0, X S VE R G
Tt 24 5% (Fong & Crowden, 1973) . JE A i1 14
T e 2R I A /K i ack AR ek, Rk B A A A DL
IRE I , 1T AL i ) 175 5 3R B R BBV 1 B
S o ANTEHTEL TR R A T PRI A R X ] ] 4
MW 5, e 3 JRE kA, R 251
G W EL A B AL 4 EA W R 0 /R T (Hillis &
Inoue, 1968 ; Coutts, 1969a) .

Bl bR e o B S AR TS S A AR
7 ) R A A 3 O AR B T R R, (HaxX s
M I P B A, AR S S B 16 A DL 4 T ) A HL A A
AL B G 4R E

3 FARTES R IERR ST THLE

I AR e 1 W 12 U B A KAE A P taeda FNAR
SRR T PR | DA X6 R A L3 R 3% 58 A 22
LSEHEATGET, JOHERAIEAT 885 ML Rk it &
A H P TE R AL B 24 h 148 h K JERA L) i
rh 9 752 4H 56 2 14 PR-4 (pathogenesis-related protein,
PR4) F1 2 & 5 A i 85 1 (thaumatin-like protein,
TLP) %5 712 1 dmAd 2k R 3Rk S i 22, =R W
BEVROUROIG T AF E AR Y Bl 2 1 (Bordeaux et al.,
2012) . TEKSPIHET , ZFAEY) T PR4FI TLP HEH
Y28 H B, 3 5 BE M MU AR BUK 43 R &R
Y 45 A1 — 2 (Coutts, 1968 ; Liu et al., 2010; Wang
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etal.,2011) . FE—LPPAh & B S SR 25
T KIEHS PR4 AN TLP L LR, nl AR N
AT AR R 04 BV A A B 7 1 A i 3
(Bordeaux et al.,2012) . 7F 58 S A ALK AEAA T,
P e 75 175 5 PR4 1 TL.P 5 DX 2 ik miey oy A5 =X AH
BN, L8 S A i 7 e P 4 J 3 v T K KA TR 2 3
AP A [7] 3ok PR 754 [v] A o 36 PR Ko RV 1 S5 g R
WAFAE2E 5, ARG ] S Weaf R R 1 22 5
(Bordeaux et al.,2012)

TR AN GRS P S BE U 72 h s, eI
W 25 IR LN 8254, Hirh Ay 5594 ik
iK,266 1 T RIS, Fe R R IR LA 7061,
FFEP B A H T R A U R A b R
SA AL IR 2k (R AR, 2022) .

N L G Y SR AP L /N AW [ EAE R ST 2 ety o
IR ZE IR A 37 BRIG IO |, T B 2 o -3- P 1 i A
BEM S L, R A I A R 1 R
BACR YR 5 A A G R L DA AR
2 5 AT e PR 258 B4 5 kT )80 2 T 4 S s 0 5 1 XoF
SR A AR SR, BB AR K R B Rk
FTRE S BT ARG BB B4 BV 5 | 1) 3 o P i
Z: (Riquelme et al.,2022)

PR 0 5 25t T B 075 5 T R ) 57 A A 1
fiti 3 A lacYQLO3B b3k | {2 FE A g 43 W N4 1=
VR 77, 385 D B 200 1) RN R AR e R A K
O3 T T R RE T, 1155 AT 3 0 B AR I 56 A B
(ZERMG,2015),

4 B2

PP W i 2 7= D [ 2 SEARAC T A TR A i 2
¥ P TE ,  BOTF E AR B i A % A SE R
%, Coutts(1968;1969a) F1 Spradbery (1973 ) 5% &
AP Fh M B R AN R B AT, A
HIRAVEA S AT= A B0 . L, A W5 A
ShIA RS e 5 R 2o A A MR B AR A I BiR 24
B R A BE RN TR 22 A KA AR B T SR
TS i D% B AT T R 2 S BUMOR e BB T
() 3= ZLJF K (Coutts, 1969b; 22 K M5, 2015) . AW
FCHPAR I TR W B 2 B i L R 2 5 T
A= 2 (Coutts & Dolezal, 1965) . TEFA B2
HHff S AT 1 A R R AR BT R AR, HL BRI
AE 75 5 I 50 SR A9 ) T it v S 43 D T ), B
A= B ) e BE TR YL BE 11 (Bordeaux, 20145 25 K
2015; B IR, 2022) o 17 P90 it 053 $9) A5 R Al T R SR

BT Z:F ()8 Heterobasidion annosum BT
AN A B OISR 25 MR A A8 T AL T AT
FEMAM I (Kile & Tumbull, 1974; 22K, 2015; T
145 ,2020) , {H i 5 BE— LA ST IE o

MR KA IR I 55, 2016515 42,2020 £
,2022) SRFIIR (I ZE, 2008 ; PRAHEHE, 20145 18X 2.
PH %, 2018) F1 4 (Glazebrook, 2005 ) & 175 5 7 &
FE AR S A= A B A S . AR K R 15 =
XoF 17 A 5 R I R A B A S R, K A R 5
BT T A I T R R OC 2R L TR 3R SR R 43
F, DA R IR DXl R P 1 0 R AT T O ) R B
N7, B 3 A 3 5 TR T TR R 7K 43 L 5 A A
(Kouzai et al.,2018) . 17 4% 1| = i & F1 £ 45 Bl
TEFEAARE 55 % B F (Glazebrook, 2005 ; Kouzai et al. ,
2018) . ASFI RISV i e A A5 o e el B 5 | S I
SR AL, DL K 52 i i e AR R SR g B R AR
(Nahar et al.,2011;Liu et al., 2017 ; Z=7K 4845 2021) ,
HAF 0975 RGP ae R R B 18 A
(Gordy et al.,2015;Kazan,2015;Liu et al.,2017) , 5
AR RPESHHUR A R YN R -

L5 IF Arabidopsis thaliana 515 W5 i 26 #1] iR
Jei , AT H K 3 5 0 R Botrytis cinerea F1H s A A%
{05 Alternaria brassicicola S5 FCE F7 8 B 5|
49 BAE IR (Thomma et al., 1999 ; AbuQamar et al.,
2017;Kouzai et al.,2018) . FEEF 4 H -t & ILAM IR
N FHPRFTR F R A5 S AR 25 00 3 L R IR
Jir TR 73 A 18 77 0 5 s 1 3 % F-E H (Mloreira et all.
2009; Liu et al.,2017) , BB R ARAATCIE £ 40 Hk
Yt TLP P R SRS Th i WA K R B8
2| B #3445 (Kanberga-Silina et al., 2017) ; 3-fil & H
JZHA P albicaulis ¥% 5 B0, 77 A 596 S50 L T
Cronartium ribicola 75 &\ AH{LLS5 181 52 1 (Liu et al.
2017; Snepste et al.,2018;2021) . TLP 1F A ik ik
FHICHL T, 79 AR e B 2538005 27 35 A AR BRI
JE b ] R — S LA D L T T 22 A K A
T & WA YTE E2H 43 (Deihimi et al., 2013 ;Jain &
Khurana,2018) , 24 AR 2R TLP X 9 i 24453 49)
B B R AN (Liu et al. 20105 Spepste et al.,
2018) . HEWTAMIE it A AT R H R AR5 5 B 2R b
A5 R A X oA 52 2553 7). T 1 B 0 S iy,
BN MY B T o ABRFIR H BR 50
A 1577 0 J52 7 AP ] 52 i s o g 52 8 — D) i SRy o) 2
PR EAE I ROBLE] i A B . AR SRR T
T ERREBPCENLEM A IR A (A S,
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2016;Kouzai et al.,2018) .

B PR e ok () 2F AR EE AT ) I
TZFEAL 32 TR IS, — O 5T /i A
WMEA X ARG A RKBERMER A EERZ
M P A 38 07 ) T AL o AR e Ol A A
AEXT 3 55 1 25 AR, 0 S AR AR M a0 3 R 23
W55 A EM AR, TR0 7E 2 KRR A B3
S W A % XSS, 1A R B X L 75 A Je T TR IR
AIBFFRARE .
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