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Fig. 1 Induced expression of related genes in

tomato under stress
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Research Progress on Transgenic Tomatoes

AQ Yan' ,WU Qi? ,ZHOU Guisheng?
(1. Suzhou Chien-Shiung Institute of Technology, Suzhou, Jiangsu 215411; 2. Institute of Soil Sciences, CAS, Nanjing,

Jiangsu 210008; 3. Institutes of Agricultural Science and Technology Development, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou,

Jiangsu 225009)

Abstract: With the rapid development of molecular biology techniques during recent years, significant

progress also has been made in genetic engineering of tomato. We reviewed the research progress in

disease resistance, insect resistance, stress, quahty mprovement and genetic resources utlhzlng

respectively. The enormous application of transgenic tomato was also summarized in increasing

resistance and improving quality. It was expected to provide references for the research and

improvement of transgenic tomato.
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