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Abstract; Soybean cyst nematode (SCN) is a pest which damaged the production of world soybean seriously. The resistance

of soybean cyst nematode was controlled by multiple genes.

It is very important for exploring and applying disease-resistant

genes to the SCN disease-resistant cultivar. This paper summarized genes of rhgl and Rhg4 resistant loci using QTL location,

CmHs1""" of homologues of Hs1™!

which is a nematode resistance gene using comparative genomic, and some SCN resistant

candidate genes which were based on microarray. And provided a theoretical basis for genetics and breeding of resistance.
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