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TR ZE A S BB 2 B, ZEBRBT FEHT, HLJH310058

HE: 5 3 4E(LPS) R ¥ L K MM B SMEA 22 ma, CIEAH —F IR G A MAR X o FAEX, A7 A)
JE T VA E A IR R . AT TLPSAE S F 9 5F 7, LPST| AL 69 ML) % Ja R VA BAAH) IR 5| LPS #9 5 F AL
BIEARTE R, A2 UG T — e E 2t &, Bk, ATIFALPSH) B 24 FoLPS 5| AL 49 IR 4% 09 440 %,
JE RS 5 7 @ R, 42 R AL IR B LPSH-F AU 44 B2 M vh BIRAF 64 B R it

FEGER): A5 S4B M) BT RRL; B AR o TFAEX; B XARA] AR

A TR P9 T S 1 AR A P A 2R ) B
Z—, M ARG 52 H AT 4H R T B 6 )
FEF B, HA A2 1) K &t 2% P B8 %
B4, Bt i SEy e R R g
T LI sl A2 A R BT Y 20 A 1 T ) R R K F
FEE o LEAEA) 503 S A P KA B R gk A 1) i 7
o, IR T e R R G, % RGN IR
oy 1 IFIE A — R A EIBT BB, AT RH 1E
I SR A A M 1) 12 4 (Dodds AllRathjen 2010). M
WK ST A P PR AR A, R S R B % AT LA
Iy RSB B AR — B B, AR A AR O
7 T2 (microbe-associated molecular patterns,
MAMPs), ‘B T — e 2218 H s R sF 1A
Iy, — M AR A BB b AR R 0l 52 4 (pattern
recognition receptors, PRRs) i 5l (BollerflFelix
2009). FEATIRAIMAMPs)E, 5] A0 A & IR E
([Ca™ |, ) FHm (I A BRIEE2015) 7 P 4 (reac-
tive oxygen species, ROS)Rf /& . B IR FRik
IDFRR SRR S, XL e W Gt B Y MAMPs %5 3 1 4
¥ 2 N (MAMPs-triggered immunity, MTI) (Macho
MZipfel 2014). 5 — K B2 M Y0600 JE A=A
73 ME RN K] 7 (effectors) R R 1), — R A2 HI 4R i Y
(R0 £ ) B B R 2 00 (32 2 552017), AR5 5
FHE Y= A W 5 [ ROS 1E J Al B S8 FE (hyper-
sensitive response, HR)%§ 4% [ W (effectors-trig-
gered immunity, ETI), A PR il J57 B )k — 2242
YL %58 (Schreiber452016).

H Fi T 70 LA 22 19 ) 40 B MAMPs A0 35 4]

I # B 55 A (flagellin) . ZE{# K] -FTu (elongation
factor Tu, EF-Tu). JKZEH#(peptidoglycan, PGN)LL
% Jig % ¥ (lipopolysaccharide, LPS). LPS#&#: % [X
PR TR AP ) 2 ZE oy, XFRNEER, BEAEN—
b 3 40 P MAMP 1] DL 5 Bl AR 4 7= AE b 9% IR
(BollerffiFelix 2009). #H Lt F At JLIEMAMPs, &
YIRFLPS IR A FIME 5 e SALHE fnz F0, {Hik
JUFEIAS T — e BB Lt R . R, A0
SRR IR A e AR FILPSZ5 44 . LPS 5| T iy
HRURUBIRR (1AL 092 SN DA S AE R AR A LPS 1)
31 WU & 77 TH AR (R I 5 3 g

1 LPSEERJ4EAE

K3 A ILPS B 3350 7 LA IE LA R, M
ANE N AR IR NO-PiJi (O-antigen) . 10> Z Fili(core
oligosaccharides) F12EiEA (lipid A). O-HiJ5 /& H K
IR SRR S ) SR A R, R B T A TR 4 T
BAMNZERM . £ H, O-PuE vl {E PR 1E
F PR, X TR R A RAEA [F B A A B A
TR A8 5 B2 (Erridge%52002) . %0 2 BEAHXT HE
BURSE, W] LA — 2253 AR g3, BERRO-Hi A (1)
ANZ 0 2 BERNE R IEA N IZ L2 HE . AZO
ZFEAFE 2 /D —AKDO (3-deoxy-p-manno-oct-2-
ulosonic acid)F1JLAN Bl . KDOSZLPSH:A 1L
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73, W AN LPS KL I H 5 36 (Raetz552006) . 2K fE
AZER S N IRSE, R B R AR AR A A K DL S R4
MR e BRI R E E B A HEE R . BRA
M EH 2 N5 R s AR TR LS, %
A ZH B AL A - 2] B SR SR A e 5 2 S5 A
(G D7 BB, LPS 73118 1 2 g A B fik 70 41 1 41 i
5 2 H (Raetz%:2007) .

LPSIH& S eia & — N2 iid . BLK
[ KT (Escherichia coli) LPSE& &2 MBI, fE4H
JI AN P9 FR A, 25 K /N 73 T UDP-GleNAce
(uridine diphosphate N-acetylglucosamine)fE— % %]
& EF(Lpx A, Lpx C. Lpx D. Lpx H. Lpx B.
Lpx K. Kdt A. Lpx LAILpx M) &S/ 1k AF
HT, & 28 kM, EEKDO-2FA%; ¥ (Raetz
£52006). B G IR I BEFER COBE, TR0 2
BE-2K A, 120 2 -5 N8 A DA B 3 5 3 ) % iz
N EAMU, 75058 S O- P i 42, T R 5E
BPILPS, I i 44 4% 1 B A ) Ml (Doerrler
2006).

FKEAZNTRI FEEEE L, ek 5
P8 2R BRI S5 1), DR LSRR AT 2548 I A&
Uil 55 FL AR P B DI AH O (Raetz%52007) . KA 1
(R REA S A JEXFR B 6/ I R 25k (4] 5 K &1 47 e
fof, TERLT — P S 0 I 2 () 25 40, 31X P M {28
NEARE HSLPSEE & 8 1 B a5 &, MK
T AR 5 1 4 9% [ V. (Oikawa%5:2004) . 1 A #E Ak
Whk B2} B8 (Porphyromonas gingivalis) BRI 21 4]
(Rhodobacter sphaeroides)=s i) g AT BAE IR )
A2, A D B AR, AT R AR R AR
% (Seydel%52000). F34b, 440 R FME 45 14 18 216
I, 4 3 T I 23 SRR A B G SR PR E AZ AP A
JE, 3K — ik A% o B R FH AN 5] 89 i 5T A2 i e 3 ik
TR0 o s I g L B AN IR S, BRI AARERE 1A
i — A (Needham Al Trent 2013).

A9 Ji7 40 B (R LPS 2 £l DA b =393 2H i,
KNG AR N g7 51 AL HE A e P2 e 87 1Y) 3 g M
Lro B0 B J& (Pseudomonas) R 35 FA i 14 & (Xan-
thomonas)FE L FILPS 7] LA 5| &L Fd IF (Arabidopsis
thaliana)—A> 17 G 8 | 7, BI[Ca™" ), Tt i, A%
O Z R EMEAS AT, A AEMEAR S

XA [ N (Ranf452015) . SR 75 0T 78 K AT
TS 5 B B (Xanthomonas campestris pv. campestris)
HIH% 0> 2 $H BE 5| S U HE (Nicotiana tabacum) Pt
(K 221X (Braun®$2005), ¥ 201 b 8 /K A5 B (Burk-
holderia cepacia) 1% 0> 2 HEFI K G A BE 5 T 40,
B TP R R Rk, (HAE S ) bt R R R A AN 58
4 —H(Madala52011), 5 914 LLPSI A% 0 2 Bl
W ATAE g 5 DA P He 5 B RE FR)E EE HR Ca

2 LPSIESFHYMRAFRIMTIR [

5 HAhMAMPsAH{LL, LPSH AT LS SAE W) 7~
= RIIZgif5 S, BHE[Ca™ ) Jti. —& ik
Z(NO) & M AMTROS K& (Newman#52013), L
ROSHE & R 8 5 2 1. 7. M 3 = 3 5 g
B SR B LIPS Ak P S 30 A0 5 441 = v v AT A
FROSHER, 4FL1S min/5GROSTHF AR N, 7E45 min
B Ik Bl K AE (Meyer£2001); MAEYIEUH B4 T
TR B B (Pseudomonas syringae). 7Kg F M Fh 9
W (Xanthomonas oryzae). %KX K (Erwinia
chrysanthemi). 5 7% (Ralstonia solanacearum),
DA S AESEO0 B S KIAT 3 . ST B (P aerugi-
nosa)%EHE I LPS#L BE 75 5 /K F&(Oryza sativa) &
A AEROSHER, ALBE 52 h ROSIAF i X
{E (Desaki&#2006); MK SRMRFT . U8
RIEHT i (Pectobacterium carotovorum). 2%
(P. atrosepticum)$ #HL I LPS 1 2 175 5 40L 7 77 &
AR AEROSTE R, Sk AT T A1 35 SRR A
LPSi FROSTEANEE 1 hiF ik 255 KAH, KA
AR T 5 3 IO ROSAE A B3 h 5 34 3 fie K AE
(Mohamed%52015). #H LT HARKMAMPs, DL E
M FIROSIK - ki AR, {HILROS = A B A 1598
5K MAMPsi% S (IROSHE K AHAL, Bl & T4k
T 5 27 R OSBE 4 (Torres 2010).

5HAMMAMPs A A (]2, LPSER 15 S
TP A — AR S ROSHE R, IELL S T 58
T RROSHE K, EIXAHROSHE & (Shang-Guan4s
2018). #—4HROS (F-HHROS)# Kk L HAMAMPs
7S MROSHE R AL, 7E30 minph PRI T & HRF4E
I [B) % 25 —AHROS (J5 HIROS)BE KK FELPSALHE2 h
JEHUET R, 8 Wi Ak B KAE, S5 RF4EF120 h
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AR, M R HROSHER, J5 HIROSHE & %
UNFREEI A 52K 17 A, IXNROSHEER )
A5 R T 15 T ROSHE K B nAHl(Lamb Al
Dixon 1997). iff HLPSH ] LLiE S K T (Glycine
max) A KMHN. benthamiana). ifi(Solanum lyco-
persicum) IKFEEEAEY) = A X PP S FE S IROS 1B
R, BRI SR — MR ST I R M (Shang-Guan52018) .
25 EFrik, LPSW e & — L5 HABMAMPs AN [A]
(1) G B, A T E— P 7.

3 EMIRAIMAMPsH 5 FHLE

K Z HMAMPsHS H i 551 a5 18 1) 52 4
PRRsEHN.  H AT SO 2 B U 52 4k 22
TR A & R B E 7)) (leucine-rich repeat, LRR)A
T PR Bl 5 7 (Lysin motif, LysM) g 445 14 15 1)
[ (BollerfllFelix 2009). 1 5 [7] B & 4 I Py kit
gE I, BUERR NS 32 AR (receptor like kinases,
RLKSs); 41 55 A Wi 45 i ek, 38 g R o 2R 2 44
5 H (receptor like proteins, RLPs). J$32 K HEk
PO T R B R AR AIMAMPS 5 5 )5, 4415
HoAh 2 2 AR B 45 A, i ak FL U0 I P T R
W EH, PG TS T, KHINMAMPs(E S 1%
i 3 il Py (Boller AFelix 2009). litt, H A& FLAH
LRRFALysM2K 52 4 2 [ B S 52 A4 S v A #45 7 ae
ot R AR Y TR AETE IR HIMAMPs .

FURE TR 5 41 B 4 B 2 Y 32K FLS2 (flagel-
lin-sensitive 2)7&— /N LB [FJLRR-RLK . FLS2#] LA

5 TR 0l A B HE R R N DR S I 224 2 SR TR
(f1g22), SR 544 %% 5% — " LRR-RLK, HIBAK1
(BRI1-associated receptor kinase), F 52k & A 14
(Chinchilla%52007). FLS2-flg22-BAK1 il 4N i) &
LB AT B, B 7 FLS2 Py 26 1 [ ] LR )
flg22, BAK 1] LURS 7 45 5 lg22 (I Cli, AT AffiA
T BAKI{E NFLS2 3L 24K I A2 (Sun%$2013).
FLS2-BAK1E & & Aflg22)5, o] LAREERIL T Ui
B N 28 32 A S ¥ (receptor-like cytoplasmic kinases,
RLCKSs), ##41BIK1 (botrytis-induced kinase 1), i
e3P S NAE 5 e 3 (Luf$2010; ZhangZ52010).
L FE TR A EF-Tu ) 77 205 41 1 8 6 22 B R A
1, EF-Tu24KEFR (EF-Tu receptor)tt )& T LRR-

RLKZ 5 11, BAK1/ZEFR[#3E 5244, BIK1/&EFR
NG S T = B 2 (Zipfel%2006) .

LysM 2852 14 85 [ 8 B & A N- O B 4
BERZ ()31, Qo2 Ik SR B (Gust&52012). LRI I+
LYMIMILYM3 & 3= 455 BB 324K, EAIAS
A W P S R, R IR BB )5 5 CERK (chitin
elicitor receptor kinase 1)/ — %4k, i@ I CERKI1
FR) T il 3 1 A5 5 A 35 21 240 L P (Gust552012) 6
IKFE UM K SRR 1 7 15 U S5 LR T AR AL, H OsL-
YP4/OsLYP6AIOsCERK 1 53244 & A &1 5], OsL-
YP4FIOsLYP6 54 FF FFLYM1FILY M3 AHBL, A4
A M P SRS A, PR T EECERK IR Ay 3 32 4
FWOE RIS 54043 (Liugs2012). Rk 4k, %
REEWBA T THEYN EEMAMPs LT JFi(chitin)
IR S0 R A MR RT T 9 YA 1 45 88 IR 7 (nod. factor)
DA Ko M BT AR B B4 3 9 1) B AR R 7 (muy e factor) [
W, JeEH B — 2 AR 5% H (Shinya %
2015; Gobbato 2015),

4 1EYMRBILPSHI 73 FHLH
IR FLBH, LPS T S5 M i s Al T (RILPS

454 % F (lipopolysaccharide binding protein, LBP)
git, WLPSER G N AR, SR JSLPS-LBPE
W5 M pE R HCD14 (cluster of differentia-
tion 14)454, JERLPS-LBP-CD14E &%), %E &
YK LPSH: #% 2 i B b, 1@ 1S 2R TLR4 (toll-like
receptor 4) LA H A2 AMD2 (myeloid differentia-
tion factor 2)BUE AN N 115 55 %, 75 T4 A
R R AE K74 5% (Storek flMonack 2015). 54k,
LPSit A] Ji i #1 K #E i) (outer membrane vesicles,
OMV) iz 28 [5G 24t Ha i 40 B o3 b, AT 48 L PN 52
AR 2 ot 2 £ (A g (caspase) TR 1), W0d JE 28 #1580
/N B %, A B i ) G % IOV (Yang 86 2015)
IR AR T — AT B B AILPS
185 FILORE (lipooligosaccharide-specific reduced
elicitation), ‘& /&— N5 A %5 £ (lectin) 25 14 35 1)
RLK, H 45 F3 ANi 2| Chin il 7 h: {55 ik (signal
peptide). B %L 2 (B-type lectin), £ A KK
¥ (epidermal growth factor, EGF). £fi# i J5i 3% 3
2§ 41 (plasminogen apple nematode, PAN). FFES
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JI€(single-pass transmembrane) 1 i i i (cyto-
plasmic kinase)%t #J18(Ranf25$2015). R HEAL
I3 T K WILORE & A6 BHE PR A 11, HAR A Fl
T H A& AR H (Ranf%52015) . KAEH34N 5
LOREF] 50%[7] 5 [ Lectin-R LK Z& 4% 5 AN 5 1 43 fife
FFELPS 5|2 (JROSHE /& (Desakis52018) . JLE It
lore AT 58 4 ¥2 R LPS 5 S [Ca’ )., Tt v 45 i Y
MTI R, S5 Ji 1 1= G A 2R B A B8 0 /) (Ranf 55
2015). {HA, #FIFLPSE S 15 HIROSHE K 7
loreRAFAR A U233 B (Shang-Guan£5:2018), i
NHEE T H AT RIS A FL Al R I LPS ) 5244

BRI AN, AKAE IR IR ERERE/ LT R 52
& Oscerk] RAZARAE 4% AT LPS AL 3 JFROSHE K
P (Desaki®52018). Z¢ A B LPSAL 1 H £ A1 7K
40 i B v 7T L% S ROSHE R, M 7E Oscerkl 58
Ak JL WA FIROSHER o [l FMEF A4 A Os-
CERKIW}, 82 ARROSHE K 7] LA 58 4k 55 31 8 4=
YA 11 [R5 4 3 R I Os CERK 1M AR R
HROSHERKE . 5OscerkI AR, $ 5 FFLysM 2
A fkcerkl . Iyk2. Iyk3. Iyk4. lykSFilym1/2/3%}
LPS J B # 1E 5 (DesakifF2018) . X 645 R iji B
OsCERK 1 1] GE7E LPS I 5 3% S b P S A A, fH A&
12 5LPSIRBIIE 75 L3t — 0 S50 5k .

F H#i M1k, LOREFOsCERK /2 75 H 4%
HLPS AR, Zh¥h, LPSS5LBPE A IR =
[ A1 13 (Mathison®$1992) . 41 L Xt &3, LG
Tr B H AT 24~ LBPIY) A5 25 K CR 2925% AR, i
% NLBRI (Arabidopsis LBP/BPI related 1)F1LBR2,
LBRZE A 7] LLE 45 A LPS (lizasaZ:2016). LBR2
FE R AMA d ek, T LBRITE 40 M 5t T %%, LBR2
g AZ LIPS E RS, MLBRIMF F AN Z 15
F(lizasa%2016). RNA =i =l J¥ (RNA-Seq) 7>
Mr B, 654 FE [RI7E B AE RN Ibr2 AR vp 22 52 3%
ik, LI R R 2 SR 0% A Ok, 1 BHLBR2 1] G
FER PR ALPS i ol R, (B FHLEE
A itk — L1 7 (lizasa%52017)

Btz Ab, i B o A A R L e
LPS&: & At 7 — st g . KIgAF s LPS4b
PRI I S PR B R 1, AR5 8 % e LPS
AbER 5 X RR ) 2 R RIAE A, 4R KIVEFEBAKI

7E M IILRR-RLKs, Lectin-RLKsFILYM2%5 57 {4
A 2 Rk, (AR 7T &R I 22 A LORE
FATEH A, U HLPS YA HIELOREER H /KT,
B KA EHLPS A LORE R 5l (Baloyi%52017).
Fiabh, MR R B S A e E KB R LPSIF &
J&, FIFHLPSZ: & A kit — D aifb ke 7 45 G LPS
MR H, B2 e 25 IR R BLVE 22 28 52 AR e AR A
HLPSH45 4, (HLOREASE Horh, Ui BV 241 o,
FE/RERLPS AN RE H 4245 5 LORE (Vanaja%$2017).
Kl LORE 5 LPS ) &5 &5 ik A Fp ik — 2B A 91

5 @S5 RE

LPSTE Ay 2% BB I 40 o A ) 3 B R 4y, 75
LA VR 3] AR08 S5 2R 1 G i A2 iR 31 3R
WETENERN. AR TLPSHIEMRHE. 7
S A e N, BASAEY I LPS 1) 431
MU &5 77 THI FORIE 50 3E e, (BT A VF 2 1) R i A5 33
— LR, e, I LPSZ A LORE 41 7
HILPS PA R 5 3 P4 HR G s A4 2 LORE X2
IR BOE I RS S A% B 2 M N 892 SRS TR
T LOREXZ b2 i HoAth (ILPS 24K ? 7K FEOs-
CERK /27 B HILPS? J9tt 4 35 S CERK 1
A2 5LPSHIN? A B AFAE— MR AILPS T
I8 FH 32482 LORE S 214 22 715 3 hn AR AE ) (1) 41
G 1E? LPSA S5 WIROSHE K A 12 8 SLLA J
T LI RAT A2 AR LPST R 5 HROS
BER I F LR B RS, 25 n] U I % R B
%52 LPSHIE A 5242 Y2755 F In TLPS#H; Bh
HBHOEE R B AE? 2R A KT
W) Caspase i H [ BN 3244 2 X LEHS 2 i) B AE
YIEILPSiF 5 G095 5 43— BILER ) S 5 ) i
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Lipopolysaccharide perception and signaling in plant immunity

LI Qiu-Ying, WANG Min, WU Bin-Yan, LIANG Yan"
College of Agriculture and Biotechnology, Zhejiang University; Institute of Biotechnology, Hangzhou 310058, China

Abstract: Lipopolysaccharide (LPS) is a major component of gram-negative bacterial outer membrane. As a
typical microbe-associated molecular pattern (MAMP), LPS induces host immune responses in both mammals

and plants. Compared to that in mammals, the study of LPS perception and signaling in plant immunity is still

in its infancy, but some important progress has been made in recent years. Therefore, in this review, we discuss

the complexity of LPS recognition and signaling in terms of the complicated LPS structure and the noncanonical

immune responses in plants.
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