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Abstract ; Ribosome inactivating proteins ( RIPs) , which have been shown to exhibit rRNA N-glycosidase
activity ,are mainly present in plants. They are broadly classified into two groups:type I and type II.In
this review , their biological functions of toxicity to cells and animals, antigenicity and antifungal activity
are discussed. In addition,the research advance in application of RIPs in plant transgenic engineering to
enhance the hosts’ resistance to Rhizoctonia solani is presented.
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