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ABSTRACT

Potato (Solanum tuberosum L.) is an important global crop, but its production is severely impacted
by late blight, caused by the pathogen Phytophthora infestans. The economic burden of this
disease is significant, and current control strategies rely mainly on fungicides, which face increasing
regulatory and environmental constraints. To address this challenge, potatoes with resistance
genes from wild potato relatives offer a promising solution. This study evaluated field resistance
to late blight in potato lines (Maris Piper) containing the Solanum americanum resistance genes
Rpi-amr3 and Rpi-amr1 across three years (2018-2020) in Sweden. Field trials were conducted
under natural infection conditions to assess disease resistance. Results showed that the transgenic
lines conferred strong resistance to late blight compared to the susceptible control. However,
slight late blight symptoms were observed in the transgenic lines. These results highlight the
effectiveness of S. americanum resistance genes in providing strong resistance, and emphasize the
potential of stacking multiple R genes, including these genes to maintain efficacy. This research
supports the development of resistant potato varieties as a sustainable alternative to chemical
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control, promoting food security and environmentally friendly agriculture.

Introduction

Potato (Solanum tuberosum L.) ranks as one of the
most important globally cultivated crops, with an
annual production of 370 million tonnes in 2019."
It is the third most consumed crop worldwide,
highly valued for its rich nutritional content,
including carbohydrates, proteins, minerals, and
vitamins (Naumann et al., 30). However, potato
production faces significant challenges from plant
diseases, such as late blight, caused by the oomycete
pathogen Phytophthora infestans. This disease
poses a major threat to potato production and
causes annual losses with a global economic impact
estimated to €6.1 billion*’ and is also a major
problem in Sweden.* Under favorable conditions
with moderate-to-high humidity and moderate
temperatures, an unprotected potato field with a
susceptible cultivar can be severely damaged by
P. infestans in just a few days®

Conventional breeding to pyramid resistance
genes in potato is complicated because efficient

back crossing is practically impossible. In contrast,
genetic modification (GM) technology offers a
more rapid approach offering a significant and
sustainable reduction in the need for fungicides to
control late blight.”* Some wild Solanum species
have demonstrated high resistance to many potato
diseases, especially late blight, and have been inte-
gral to breeding programs for many years.” Several
resistance genes against P. infestans (Rpi) genes
have been characterized across different Solanum
species, including R2 (Rpi-blb3), Rpi-vntl, R3a, RS,
and Rpi-blb2,'""'* but some of these are not any
longer functional in agriculture due to their very
narrow specificity and changed Phytophthora
populations. One reason for this could the fact
that have been deployed as single genes. In order
to be able to pyramid different resistance genes, it is
necessary to have many different genes to choose
from. Solanum americanum, a wild species closely
related to a common weed in Europe Solanum
nigrum, has shown a genetic potential for strong
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resistance against P. infestans'>~'” Previously, the
relatively broad resistance genes Rpi-amr1 and Rpi-
amr3 have been cloned from various accessions of
S. americanum,">'”'® and Rpi-amr3 have been
shown to be efficient to control late blight in GM
potato field trials in England."®

In this study, we conducted multi-year field
trials in Sweden with only natural infection to
assess the effectiveness of Solanum americanum-
derived resistance genes Rpi-amrl and Rpi-amr3 in
potatoes. These trials aimed to evaluate the resis-
tance of potential NGT/GM potatoes to late blight.
Field tests with Rpi-amrl has never been reported
before. Southern Sweden is a good location for
these experiments due to conducive environmental
conditions for stable late blight infections caused
by diverse pathogen populations.

Materials and Methods
Plant Material

The genetically modified potatoes used in this
experiment were derived from the cultivar Maris
Piper. Genetic transformations were performed
using Agrobacterium tumefaciens to introduce
resistance genes, Rpi-amr3 or Rpi-amrl, from
Solanum americanum. Three single R-gene trans-
formed lines, designated as Rpi-amr3_5C, Rpi-
amrlD_15A (allele 1101), and Rpi-amr1D_15B
(allele 1101), were selected for testing.15’17 These
were compared to a non-transformed Maris Piper
line, which served as the susceptible control treat-
ment. All lines were maintained under the same in
vitro conditions."

Detach Leaf Assay

P. infestans strain 88,069 was cultivated on solid rye
sucrose medium, in Petri dishes incubated at 18°C
in darkness, and sub-cultured every three to four
weeks. Sporangia were harvested by flooding 14-
day-old cultures with cold (4°C) deionized water
and gentle rubbing. The resulting suspensions were
filtered through 40 um nylon mesh and concen-
trated to 50 000 sporangia/mL. Twenty-five uL of
the spore solution was pipetted, and the leaves were
maintained in a humid environment (RH ~ 100%)
under controlled conditions.”® Results were

recorded by measuring the infection size of each
leaflet at 7 days post inoculation (dpi).

Field Trials

The field trials were conducted over three conse-
cutive years (2018, 2019, and 2020) with natural
infection conditions at an established field trial site
with a four-year crop rotation in the Borgeby
research farm in southern Sweden (geographic
coordinates: 55.75289, 13.04872). The experimen-
tal setup included three transgenic lines and one
control line, arranged in a randomized complete
block design with four replications, except for year
2018 with only two replicates were used. Each
replication consisted of a row of ten plants. To
minimize virus interference, the trial was sprayed
with mineral oil.*' Planting dates were 7 of June
2018, 21 of May 2019 and 27 0f May 2020.

The late blight susceptible cultivar Bintje was
planted around the perimeter of the trial field and
left untreated to ensure an even infection pressure.
The experiments were conducted under a permit
approved by the Swedish Board of Agriculture
(Dnr 4.6.18-10775/16), in compliance with the
regulations outlined in the “Environmental Code”
(1998:808), the Code of Regulations of the Swedish
Board of Agriculture (SJVES 2003:5) related to
transport and labeling, and Regulation 2002:1086
regarding the deliberate release of GMOs into the
environment.

At the end of the season of 2020, tubers from
each block were harvested and a number of tubers
were recorded. The tuber yield was measured in
kilogram per meter square for each line and then
transformed to tons per hectare. The percent
increase in yield of transgenic was calculated by
using following formula:

Percentage increase in yield

Yield of control line — Yied of transgenic line 100
— * .
Yield of transgenic line

Scoring of Late Blight Disease in Field

The severity of late blight disease was visually
assessed throughout the growing season by esti-
mating the percentage of infected leaf area twice a
week as described in the guidelines for field trials of



the Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences
(Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences
2011). The percentage of infection was rated from
0 to 100, where 0 indicated no disease symptoms
and 100 represented complete plant death with no
green leaves remaining. Disease scoring was done
from the time of first late blight symptoms on the
control plants and was conducted twice a week
until the end of the growing season. The disease
incidence of late blight based on area under disease
progression curve (AUDPC) was also calculated.”?

Pathogen Population

Pathogen sampling was done by using FTA-cards.”*
For each sample, a leaflet having only one lesion was
pressed onto the sampling area of the FTA card with
the sporulating side facing down, and plant residues
were subsequently removed. The FTA cards were
dried and kept in room temperature before being
sent to the James Hutton Institute for genotyping.
Then genotyping was done by using microsatellite
DNA fingerprinting with a 12-plex Simple Sequence
Repeats (SSRs) method.’® The SSR genotype data
was analyzed by the Minimum Spanning Network
clustering method™ using the Bruvo’s distance
function® in the Poppr package v.2.9.3. in R.

Statistical Analysis

The disease and yield data for each year were ana-
lyzed by using pairwise Student’s t-test for compar-
ing genetically modified line with wild type control
(Maris Piper). The data on disease severity over
time for the different lines were analyzed using
one-way Anova in R.

Results

Late blight resistance in the potato lines carrying
Rpi-amr3 and Rpi-amrl in Maris Piper background
were confirmed by detached leaf assays. No symp-
toms could be detected in artificial inoculation with
P. infestans model strain 88069, whereas the
untransformed Maris Piper shown full susceptibly
(whole leaf blighted after 7 days). Three-year field
trial data (2018, 2019 and 2020) were collected to
assess the field resistance of Rpi-amr3 and Rpi-
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amrl to natural infestation of late blight in
Southern Sweden.

Late Blight Scoring and Phytophthora Population
2018

The field experiments indicate that during 2018, all
three the transgenic lines, Rpi-amr3_5C, Rpi-
amr1D_15A and Rpi-amr1D_15B conferred resis-
tance to late blight of potato under field conditions,
whereas the wild type Maris piper (control treat-
ment) was completely infected within five weeks
after the first appearance of symptoms (Figure 1a).
Mean values of AUDPC of each genetically mod-
ified lines were compared with control treatment
(as two replications of each line in year 2018) and it
implies that Rpi-amr3 and Rpi-amrlD reduce
infection of late blight of potato under field condi-
tions (Figure 1b).

During 2018, only seven samples of P. infestans
were collected and genotyped. Of these, only one
had been recorded earlier as SSR multilocus geno-
type EU_41_A2. The other, earlier unidentified
genotypes were highly diverse among each other
and clearly distinct from EU_41_A2 (Figure 1c).

Late Blight Scoring and Phytophthora Population
2019

The field trials 2019 indicate that all three trans-
genic lines Rpi-amr3_5C, Rpi-amrlD_15A, and
Rpi-amr1D_15B - exhibited significant resistance
to late blight in potatoes compared to the wild-type
Maris Piper, which served as the control
(Figure 2a). Additionally, the statistically signifi-
cant lower values of the disease progression curve
for all three genetically modified lines (Rpi-
amr3_5C, Rpi-amr1D_15A, and Rpi-amr1D_15B)
compared to control Maris Piper showed that these
transgenic lines can effectively control the infection
of late blight in the field (Figure 2b). In 2019, the
disease score reached a maximum of 4%. During
2019, 34 samples of P. infestans were collected and
genotyped. The analyzed samples consisted of ear-
lier unidentified genotypes together with the
EU_41_A2 genotype. Like in 2018, the samples
displayed a high diversity among each other
(Figure 2c).
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Figure 1. (a) Visual assessment of transgenic lines (Rpi-
amr3_5C, Rpi-amr1D_15A, Rpi-amr1D_15B) and Maris Piper
(control) with late blight of potato. The x-axis indicates the
days after planting. The recordings for the transgenic lines
Rpi-amr3_5C, Rpi-amr1D_15A and Rpi-amr1D_15B are over-
lapping in the graph. The y-axis indicates the disease sever-
ity of late blight symptoms in percentage. (b) The area
under disease progress curve (AUDPC) is shown for each
genotype in field trial year 2018. The x-axis indicates the
tested genotypes in three consecutive year. The y-axis indi-
cates the mean values for disease progression curve. N = 2.
() Minimum spanning network (MSN) of P. infestans using
Bruvo's distance for samples collected in 2018 in this field.
MSN is based on 12 SSR markers and each circle represents a
unique multilocus genotype. Branch thickness represents
genetic relatedness. Circle size displays the number of sam-
ples of each MLG. Circles in red represent unidentified gen-
otypes, while the circle in blue represents a genotype
previously characterized by the Euroblight network (www.
Euroblight.net).
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Figure 2. (a) Visual assessment of transgenic lines (Rpi-amr3_5C,
Rpi-amr1D_15A, Rpi-amr1D_15B) and Maris Piper (control) to late
blight of potato. The x-axis indicates the days after planting. The y-
axis indicates the disease severity of late blight symptoms in per-
centage. (b) The area under disease progress curve (AUDPC) is
shown for each genotype in field trial year 2019. The x-axis indicates
the tested genotypes (transgenic line and control). The y-axis indi-
cates the values of AUDPC. The p values are given for each trans-
genic line as compared to Maris Piper (control) in two-tailed
student’s T-test. N = 4. () Minimum spanning network (MSN) of
P. infestans using Bruvo's distance for samples collected in 2019.
MSN is based on 12 SSR markers and each circle represents a unique
multilocus genotype (MLG). Branch thickness represents genetic
relatedness. Circle size displays the number of samples of each
MLG. Circles in red represent unidentified genotypes, while the
circle in blue represents a genotype previously characterized by
the Euroblight network (www.Euroblight.net).
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Late Blight Scoring and Phytophthora Population
2020

The 2020 field experiment demonstrated that each
transgenic ~ genotype  (Rpi-amr3_5C,  Rpi-
amrlD_15A, Rpi-amr1D_15B) had significantly
lower AUDPC values and reduced disease severity
in the disease scoring curve compared to Maris
Piper. This suggests that Rpi-amr3 and Rpi-amrl
effectively prevent late blight infection in potatoes
under field conditions (Figure 3a,b). In order to
compare the disease severity in different years for
each line, we performed a one-way Anova. In this
analysis, disease severity did not vary significantly
over time for any of the lines (Adjusted p-value
(Benjamini-Hochberg): Maris Piper 0.20, Rpi.
amr3i_5C 0.48, Rpi.amr7D_15A 0.38 and Rpi.
amr7D_15B 0.20). Nineteen samples from 2020
were analyzed, and the results were consistent with
the other years with a mix of “unknown” genotypes
and EU_41_A2. A slight genetic differentiation
within EU_41 _A2 could be observed (Figure 3c).

Assessment of Yield and Number of Tubers

Tuber yield of Rpi-amr3i_5C (transformed with
Rpi-amr3) was significantly higher as compared
control line (Maris Piper) whereas the increase in
yield for other two transgenic lines, i.e. Rpi-
amrlD_15A and Rpi-amrlD_15B (transformed
with Rpi-amrl) were not statistically significant
(Figure 4a). The percentage increase in yield for
each transgenic line was 34% for Rpi-amr3_5C, as
compared to Maris piper. The number of tubers for
each genotype was also determined, and the results
showed no statistically significant difference in the
tuber count between the transgenic lines (Rpi-
amr3_5C, Rpi-amr1D_15A, Rpi-amr1D_15B) and
the Maris Piper (Figure 4b).

Discussion

The present study aimed to evaluate late blight
resistance in potato lines containing S. ameri-
canum resistance genes, specifically Rpi-amrl
and Rpi-amr3, while also assessing yield and
tuber count. Incorporating these resistance genes
into S. tuberosum offers a promising strategy to
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manage late blight in potatoes, addressing food
security and reducing dependency on chemical
fungicides.'>**?> The field trials in the study
were conducted in Sweden, at a location with a
complex natural population of P. infestans.

The field resistance to P. infestans was assessed
through three consecutive years of trials, with dis-
ease progression quantified using the area under
the disease progression curve (AUDPC). This
method is widely used to evaluate resistance to
polycyclic diseases like late blight.**** Visual dis-
ease scoring was conducted weekly by evaluating
the percentage of infected foliage. Foliar infection
in 2018, 2019, and 2020 was significantly lower in
the three transgenic lines (Rpi-amr3, Rpi-
amrlD_15A, and Rpi-amrlD_15B) compared to
the Maris Piper, providing field resistance against
diverse P. infestans populations. No prior field
research has been published with late blight resis-
tance conferred by the Rpi-amrl gene.

Our findings align with the results of previous
field experiments conducted at Norwich Research
Park, UK, in 2017 and 2018, where Rpi-amr3 was
tested for late blight resistance potato lines. In
2017, the plants were subjected to both natural
and artificial inoculations, while in 2018, only arti-
ficial inoculations were applied due to the absence
of natural infections.'® In general, the disease levels
were lower in Sweden. The SSR genotyping of P.
infestans samples from Southern Sweden revealed a
dominance of new genotypes not recorded earlier
in annual surveys. The only earlier known geno-
type found was EU_41_A2. This genotype has pro-
ven to be able to highly aggressive and be able to
establish and dominate in different pathogen
populations.”® However, a comparative study was
not able to identify any specific traits that could
explain the high competitiveness of EU_41_A2%
with the possible exception of virulence.
Determination of the virulence profiles based on
Black’s differential set of 11 potato cultivars®® indi-
cated that EU 41 A2 was able to overcome more
R-genes compared to samples classified as “Other.”
In 2020, a larger proportion of the P. infestans
samples was identified as EU_41_A2 compared to
2018 and 2019, but no statical difference in
AUDPC was found between the years.

Our results are also consistent with findings
from Southern Sweden, where no late blight



268 (&) S.RESJOETAL.

a
100
%
80
2 7
f_:,: 60 @~ Maris piper
§ Rpi-amr3 5C
o 0
§ Rpi-amriD_15A
Z 40 Rpi-amr1D_15B
30
20
10
0 +——7"7, ; v v
n 80 83 86 % 97 100 104 107
Days after Planting
b AUDPC
P=0.037
P=0.039
P=0.042
1500 -
1000 o+
.
500
——r——a
0 s BN S
r T
Maris piper  Rpi-amr3_5C Rpi-amr1D_15A Rpi-amr1D_15B
C
B Other
B EU_41_A2
Samples/Node
5
9
On
0.014 0.13 0.191 0.254 0.315

ﬁ'

Figure 3. (a) Visual assessment of transgenic lines (Rpi-amr3_5C, Rpi-amr1D_15A, Rpi-amr1D_15B) and Maris Piper (control) to late
blight of potato. The x-axis indicates the days after planting. The y-axis indicates the disease severity of late blight symptoms in
percentage. (b) The area under disease progress curve (AUDPC) is shown for each genotype in field trial year 2020. The x-axis indicates
all three transgenic line and control. The y-axis indicates the value of AUDPC. The p values are given for each transgenic line as
compared to Maris Piper (control) in two-tailed student’s T-test. N = 4. (c). Minimum spanning network (MSN) of P. infestans using
Bruvo's distance for samples collected in Southern Sweden in 2020. MSN is based on 12 SSR markers and each circle represents a
unique multilocus genotype (MLG). Branch thickness represents genetic relatedness. Circle size displays the number of samples of
each MLG. Circles in red represent unidentified genotypes, while the circle in blue represents a genotype previously characterized by

the Euroblight network (www.Euroblight.net).

symptoms were observed in S. nigrum acces-
sions, a close relative of S. americanum.”® The
success of our field trials in Sweden underscores
the genetic potential of S. americanum resistance

genes and new genomic technologies (NGT) in
potato. However, one step that is probably lack-
ing for make use ofthese genes within the EU, is
to create breeding material that include these
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Figure 4. Yield and number of tubers. (a) The x-axis indicates yield in tons per hectare. The y-axis indicates all three transgenic line
(Rpi-amr3_5C, Rpi-amr1D_15A, Rpi-amr1D_15B) and Maris Piper (control line). The p values are given for each trangenic line as
compared to Maris Piper (control) in two-tailed student’s T-test. N = 4. (b) the number of tubers harvested for all three trangenic lines
(Rpi-amr3-_5C, Rrpi-amr1D_15A, Rpi-amr1D_15B) and Maris Piper (control line). The p values are given for each transgenic lines as

compared to control in two-tailed student’s T-test. N = 4.

genes within in potato breeder’s gene pool,
since today you cannot directly cross S. amer-
icanum and S. tuberosum. In Europe, New
Genomic Techniques (NGT) including cisgen-
esis (defined by only addition of genes from
the breeder’s gene pool) have been brought for-
ward as an important tool in achieving a sus-
tainable crop production.”***

Given the promising results, we recommend
stacking different R genes, even those providing
relative broad-spectrum resistance like Rpi-amr3,
to strengthen protection against diverse and evol-
ving Phytophthora populations. This recommenda-
tion is unpinned by our earlier results from the
same field in Sweden (with two overlapping
years) that gave even better results than the single
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genes from S. americanum used here. We did not
detect any symptom development in King Edward
potato plants carrying three different resistance
genes (Rpi-vntl, Rpi-blb1 and Rpi-blb2).” The pyr-
amiding strategy could offer a more sustainable
and durable form of resistance, contributing to
the long-term management of late blight, especially
if several different stacks with 3 or more R genes
could be used and recycled.

Acknowledgments

We thank Professor Jonathan Jones and Dr. Marina Pais for
providing starting material.

Author contributions

CRediT: Svante Resjo: Data curation, Formal analysis,
Visualization; Iqra: Visualization, Writing - original draft,
Writing - review & editing; Nam P Kieu: Investigation;
Muhammad Awais Zahid: Investigation; Marit Lenman:
Bjorn Investigation,
Visualization, Writing - review & editing; Erik Andreasson:
Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Project administra-
tion, Resources, Supervision, Writing - review & editing.

Investigation; Andersson:

Disclosure Statement

No potential conflict of interest was reported by the author(s).

Funding

This work was financially supported by, Novo Nordisk
Foundation [NNF190C0057208], SLF [R-19-25-282] and
Formas [2020-0121].

ORCID

Erik Andreasson (%) http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0666-7204

References

1. FAOSTAT. 2021 [accessed 2021 Jul 10]. http://www.
fao.org/faostat/en/#data .

2. Haverkort AJ, Struik PC, Visser RGF, Jacobsen E.
Applied biotechnology to combat late blight in potato
caused by Phytophthora infestans. Eur Potato J. 2009;52
(3):249-64. doi: 10.1007/s11540-009-9136-3.

3. Tsedaley B. Late blight of potato (Phytophthora
infestans) biology, economic importance and its

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

management approaches. J Biol Agric Healthcare.
2014;4:215-26.

. Eriksson D, Carlson-Nilsson U, Ortiz R, Andreasson E.

Overview and breeding strategies of table potato pro-
duction in Sweden and the Fennoscandian region.
Potato Res. 2016;59(3):279-94. doi: 10.1007/s11540-
016-9328-6.

. Sundstrom JF, Berlin A, Phuong NK, Karlsson M,

Andreasson E. New genomic techniques can contribute
to reduced pesticide usage in Europe. Plants, People,
Planet. 2024. doi: 10.1002/ppp3.10559.

. Fry W. Phytophthora infestans: the plant (and R gene)

destroyer. Mol Plant Pathol. 2008;9(3):385-402. doi: 10.
1111/j.1364-3703.2007.00465.X.

. Bubolz J, Sleboda P, Lehrman A, Hansson SO, Johan

Lagerkvist C, Andersson B, Lenman M, Resjo S,
Ghislain M, Zahid MA, et al. Genetically modified
(GM) late blight-resistant potato and consumer attitudes
before and after a field visit. GM Crops Food. 2022;13
(1):290-98. doi: 10.1080/21645698.2022.2133396.

. Haesaert G, Vossen JH, Custers R, De Loose M,

Haverkort A, Heremans B, Hutten R, Kessel G,
Landschoot S, Van Droogenbroeck B. Transformation
of the potato variety desiree with single or multiple
resistance genes increases resistance to late blight
under field conditions. Crop Prot. 2015;77:163-75.
doi: 10.1016/j.cropro.2015.07.018.

. Machida-Hirano R. Diversity of potato genetic

resources. Breed Sci. 2015;65(1):26-40. doi: 10.1270/
jsbbs.65.26.

Foster SJ, Park T-H, Pel M, Brigneti G, Sliwka J, Jagger
L, van der Vossen E, Jones JDG. Rpi-vntl.1, a Tm-22
homolog from Solanum venturii, confers resistance to
potato late blight. MPMI. 2009;22(5):589-600. doi: 10.
1094/MPMI-22-5-0589.[PubMed: 19348576].

Huang S, Van Der Vossen EAG, Kuang H,
Vleeshouwers VGAA, Zhang N, Borm TJA, Van Eck
H]J, Baker B, Jacobsen E, Visser RGF. Comparative
genomics enabled the isolation of the R3a late blight
resistance gene in potato. Plant J. 2005;42(2):251-61.
doi: 10.1111/j.1365-313X.2005.02365.x.

Park T-H, Gros J, Sikkema A, Vleeshouwers VGAA,
Muskens M, Allefs S, Jacobsen E, Visser RGF, van der
Vossen EAG. The late blight resistance locus Rpi-bib3
from Solanum bulbocastanum belongs to a major late
blight R gene cluster on chromosome 4 of potato. MPMI.
2005;18(7):722-29. doi: 10.1094/MPMI-18-0722.

Van der Vossen EAG, Gros J, Sikkema A, Muskens M,
Wouters D, Wolters P, Pereira A, Allefs S. The Rpi-blb2
gene from Solanum bulbocastanum is an Mi-1 gene
homolog conferring broad-spectrum late blight resis-
tance in potato. Plant J. 2005;44(2):208-22. doi: 10.
1111/j.1365-313X.2005.02527.x.[PubMed: 16212601].
Vossen JH, van Arkel G, Bergervoet M, Jo K-R,
Jacobsen E, Visser RGF. The Solanum demissum R8
late blight resistance gene is an Sw-5 homologue that


http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data
http://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-009-9136-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-016-9328-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-016-9328-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/ppp3.10559
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1364-3703.2007.00465.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1364-3703.2007.00465.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/21645698.2022.2133396
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2015.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.65.26
https://doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.65.26
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-22-5-0589
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-22-5-0589
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2005.02365.x
https://doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-18-0722
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2005.02527.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2005.02527.x

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

has been deployed worldwide in late blight resistant
varieties. Theor Appl Genet. 2016;129(9):1785-96. doi:
10.1007/s00122-016-2740-0.

Witek K, Jupe F, Witek AI, Baker D, Clark MD, Jones
JDG. Accelerated cloning of a potato late blight-resis-
tance gene using RenSeq and SMRT sequencing. Nat
Biotechnol. 2016;34(6):656-60. doi: 10.1038/nbt.3540.
Lin X, Jia Y, Heal R, Prokchorchik M, Sindalovskaya M,
Olave-Achury A, Makechemu M, Fairhead S, Noureen
A, Heo J, et al. The Solanum americanum pangenome
and effectoromics reveal new resistance genes against
potato late blight. bioRxiv. 2022;11:8.

Witek K, Lin X, Karki HS, Jupe F, Witek Al
Steuernagel B, Stam R, Van Oosterhout C, Fairhead S,
Heal R, et al. A complex resistance locus in Solanum
americanum recognizes a conserved Phytophthora
effector. Nat Plants. 2021 Feb. 7(2):198-208. doi: 10.
1038/s41477-021-00854-9.

Lin X, Olave-Achury A, Heal R, Pais M, Witek K, Ahn
HK, Zhao H, Bhanvadia S, Karki HS, Song T, et al. A
potato late blight resistance gene protects against multi-
ple Phytophthora species by recognizing a broadly con-
served RXLR-WY effector. Mol Plant. 2022;15(9):1457-
69. doi: 10.1016/j.molp.2022.07.012.

Wang ES, Kieu NP, Lenman M, Andreasson E. Tissue
culture and refreshment techniques for improvement of
transformation in local tetraploid and diploid potato
with late blight resistance as an example. Plants. 2020;9
(6):695-709.

Abreha KB, Lankinen A, Masini L, Hydbom §,
Andreasson E. Late blight resistance screening of major
wild Swedish Solanum species: S. dulcamara, S. nigrum
and S. physalifolium. Phytopathology®. 2018;108(7):847-
57. doi: 10.1094/PHYTO-10-17-0355-R.

Liljeroth E, Lankinen A, Wiik L, Burra DD,
Alexandersson E, Andreasson E. Potassium phosphite
combined with reduced doses of fungicides provides
efficient protection against potato late blight in large-
scale field trials. Crop Prot. 2016;86:42-55. doi: 10.
1016/j.cropro.2016.04.003.

Simko I. IdeTo: spreadsheets for calculation and analy-
sis of area under the disease progress over time data.
PhytoFrontiers™. 2021;1(3):244-47. doi: 10.1094/
PHYTOFR-11-20-0033-A.

Bruvo R, Michiels NK, D’Sousa TG, Schulenberg H. A
simple method for calculation of microsatellite geno-
types irrespective of ploidy level. Mol Ecol. 2004;13
(7):2101-06. doi: 10.1111/j.1365-294X.2004.02209.x.
Forbes G, Pérez W, Andrade Piedra J. Field assessment
of resistance in potato to Phytophthora infestans: inter-
national cooperators guide. Lima (Peru): International
Potato Center; 2014.

Karlsson M, Kieu NP, Lenman M, Marttila S,
Resjo S, Zahid MA, Andreasson E. CRISPR/Cas9

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

GM CROPS & FOOD (&) 271

genome editing of potato St DMR6-1 results in
plants less affected by different stress conditions.
Hortic Res. 2024;11(7):uhael30. doi: 10.1093/hr/
uhael30.

Corbiere R, Puidet B, Mabon R, Guibert M, Chatot C,
Saubeau G, Aurousseau F, Dewaegeneire P, Andrivon
D. Pathogenicity-a driver for the epidemic potential
of the clonal lineage eu_41_a2 of Phytophthora infes-
tans inside sexually reproducing populations of
Nordic European countries? Proceedings of the
Seventeenth EuroBlight Workshop; Vol. 19. 2019. p.
127-36.

Puidet B, Mabon R, Guibert M, Kiiker R, Soonvald L, Le
VH, ... Andrivon D. Examining phenotypic traits con-
tributing to the spread in northern European potato
crops of EU_41_A2, a new clonal lineage of
Phytophthora infestans. Phytopathology®. 2022;112
(2):414-21. doi: 10.1094/PHYTO-12-20-0542-R.
Malcolmson JF, Black W. New R genes in Solanum
demissum Lindl. And their complementary races of
Phytophthora infestans (Mont.) de Bary. Euphytica.
1966;15(2):199-203. doi: 10.1007/BF00022324.
Schneider K, Barreiro-Hurle ], Vossen ], Schouten HJ,
Kessel G, Andreasson E, Kieu NP, Strassemeyer J,
Hristov J, Rodriguez-Cerezo E. Insights on cisgenic
plants with durable disease resistance under the
European green deal. Trends Biotechnol. 2023;41
(8):1027-40. doi: 10.1016/j.tibtech.2023.02.005.
Naumann M, Koch M, Thiel E, Gransee A, Pawelzik H.
The importance of nutrient management for potato
production part II: plant nutrition and tuber quality.
Potato Res. 2019;63(1):121-37. doi: 10.1007/s11540-
019-09430-3.

Euroblight. Protocol for sampling phytophthora infes-
tans DNA using FTA cards. 2020.

Li Y, Cooke DE, Jacobsen E, van der Lee T Efficient
multiplex simple sequence repeat genotyping of the
oomycete plant pathogen Phytophthora infestans. J
Microbiol Methods. 2013;92(3):316-22.

Kamvar ZN, Tabima JF, Grunwald NJ Poppr: an R
package for genetic analysis of populations with clonal,
partially clonal, and/or sexual reproduction. Peer].
2014; 2:e281. doi: 10.7717/peerj.281.

LiuJ,SunZ, Zou Y, Li W, He F, Huang X, Lin C, Cai Q,
Wisniewski M, Wu X Pre-and postharvest measures
used to control decay and mycotoxigenic fungi in
potato (solanum tuberosum L.) during storage. Crit
Rev in Food Sci nutr. 2021 31. 62(2):415-28.

Zahid MA, Kieu NP, Carlsen FM, Lenman M,
Konakalla NC, Yang H, Jyakhwa S, Mravec ],
Vetukuri R, Petersen BL, et al. Enhanced stress resili-
ence in potato by deletion of Parakletos. Nat Commun.
2024; doi: 10.1038/s41467-024-49584-4.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-016-2740-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-016-2740-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/nbt.3540
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41477-021-00854-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41477-021-00854-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molp.2022.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-10-17-0355-R
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2016.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cropro.2016.04.003
https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTOFR-11-20-0033-A
https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTOFR-11-20-0033-A
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2004.02209.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/hr/uhae130
https://doi.org/10.1093/hr/uhae130
https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-12-20-0542-R
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00022324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2023.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-019-09430-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-019-09430-3
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.281
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-024-49584-4

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Plant Material
	Detach Leaf Assay
	Field Trials
	Scoring of Late Blight Disease in Field
	Pathogen Population
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	<italic>Late Blight Scoring and</italic> Phytophthora <italic>Population 2018</italic>
	<italic>Late Blight Scoring and</italic> Phytophthora <italic>Population 2019</italic>
	<italic>Late Blight Scoring and</italic> Phytophthora <italic>Population 2020</italic>
	Assessment of Yield and Number of Tubers

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Author contributions
	Disclosure Statement
	Funding
	ORCID
	References

