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Abstract: There are complex interactions between plants and fungi. Some polysaccharides in fungi, such as
chitins in cell wall, are important for activating plant immunity. LysM (lysin motif) is a domain widely distribut-
ed in prokaryotes and eukaryotes that recognizes and binds to these glycan substances and plays a key role
in plant—fungal interactions. Plant LysM proteins primarily act as pattern recognition receptors that sense
chitins to induce plant immunity. In contrast, fungal LysM protects cell walls from hydrolysis by plant chitinas-
es, blocking chitin response or signaling, and thus inhibiting chitin-induced host immunity. This paper reviews
the research status of LysM in plants and fungi and the relationship between LysM and plant—fungal interac-
tion, in order to provide reference for in-depth research on the interaction mechanism of plants and fungi.
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#5121 3 7 (lysin motif, LysM) A& —AN) 72 43
I ghf s, 10 240N AL R IR, RE IR
HIIHEEIRERER LT SR . Wik, 5%

I £ (Rodriguez252019). X L6444 5 R AH T
R, — @A SRR HYSHMED
(R I 3 AH LA FH IR DG B BT, AL A i
STEE G 5 8 3 B B G e B i B g v S AR
R F AT M HTT ST R RO A

AR AR AR D) 2 Bl R B R B — AN U LA
LysM &5 # 38, — 26556 LysM ) & i 4 o 2

ks 2022-08-19  f&E  2022-10-08
#EE T EE SRR E S SRR A TAE(2021-12M-1-
031).
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H5ITBEMESIR e R, e KR EER (Procam-
barus clarkii) ™ ffJPcLysM Il H A % X iF (Marsupe-
naeus japonicus) P! [\ MjLPBP (ShiZ%2016), 7E &
Yk, — LA TR B B LysMER [ RE8 15U JF 45
Aok B B LT By, I3 =

AR I E AR R R . HAT, CAE
B I (Arabidopsis thaliana) F1 /K5 (Oryza sativa)
RIS LysMI) LT i 32 4 52 & Y (He%52019).
BEHE BT SRR, R PRI 7 XA S LysM
MEMH. BEPMLysME @ 50T RgsA,
A2 ) B 2 N AT S AR o A et vt
(Cladosporium fulvum)*p & 4 LysM F) 28 5. R -+
Ecp6 (extracellular protein 6) 5 A =258 1) JL T

T2 A, AT LT 58 55 i HE 49 4. 9% (Tian
2020). HHUEAT L, LysMAETE -5 B B AH BLAE A
HA HEEIRe, 162 BB 2 OC7E 1 R, #H¢
fiF 58 AT FE S8 LysMFE TT .

PR b, A SO AR R BT R LysMIR B 1 2
H 5 M- WA AR RGBTSR, A
T B0 B AH AR LRI PR N L 5%

1 EYRERS

T B A RS S A AR e 1 5 R S &
g, BIE A T i b iR 0 52 448 (pattern rec-
ognition receptors, PRRs) VR I A= WA 9 73 F A5 =
(microbe-associated molecular patterns, MAMPs) ¥,
95 JEFH 9 43 T A5 3 (pathogen-associated molecular
patterns, PAMPs), J& zl19 J& #H I 437 i 2 fisk 4 17
Y. 9% (pattern-triggered immunity, PTI), Jf 745 & Fh
75 7 [ 9 (Desaki&#2019). PRRs. T-4H A L, i
AL HE B A RO AR S A, R R Y P O A
4 ff 4 3B PRRs W] LLRE 5 14 15 5 PAMPs, 404 B4 JIg
ZHE. WEERED. LTS, IR s iR
T M N O, RS S — R A R L T S
TR T A R P Ui RS, B S T O O
4 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) [ 7= 2F Fll 22 %4
JE Vg AL R H I (mitogen-activated protein kinase,
MAPK) [¥I 85 52 b7 45 (5 AR A1 R FEPE2021); FLiR
FMHER 5 T O, ELHE 7 A A O B R i R A

PRSP AEY & BRI 2 i & /%
PRI A E AR E I NAR 1 58 — T BE R, 1
TR HT I ke AR

N T RBEAE) o R GEI BE RE, A 2 1)
T DA B 43 3 RE W I PTIE FE K BB 5 5 T 10
RUNLIA T (effector). A 1 B IETAZE I — 0 NIR,
AR A H VR0 R8N R - B R O 3 280 A
Ffi Az 200 % (effector-triggered immunity, ETT) (&
1) AHNHE, — 255 JiR ol A2 Wik 2 PR AL L BT I
S, I R R s SR B RN R F
B A R B RO R T SR P RL A R B R S
JSZ, AT 40 g 3 o %2 (Santos 52022) it — 5
FRW, REPTINETIW = % 2 G iod FIALSI A
IR KA, B =3 A ISR AE DI RE, T /2 HH L
WA AR o AEIXAN IR o, 3 iR AL A e Jlk
NS 1A — % T 2 1% 12 (nicotinamide adenine dinucleo-
tide phosphate, NADPH) % {L EfRBOHD %5 5:ROS
P AR T A R R . ETIRES 4R &
RBOHD # [ i) & 1A 7K, T PTIRE S I RBOHD
BH, ZFH A A K EROS, AR ) 7E X i
AR LBy REAE I . 457 A A H 928 1) B A
F(NgouZ52021; YuanZ5:2021).

FRUEF L B 9510 50 K R U PAMPs, (B 11X
/b5 PRRS B S 52 . i EPRRSIEH AL T g
I B 32 AR K I (receptor-like kinases, RLKs) %2
{KFE 2 M (receptor-like proteins, RLPs). — & H
fugb s s LE R, Ak, RUKsIE BT NifES
P R SS M. B SR ARE R R E R/
% (leucine-rich-repeat receptor-like proteins/kinases,
LRR-RLP/LRR-RLK) L4 )"z #f it 7] LA S A4
XIE IR G o o AL I+ H 2 LRR-RLK s,
Bl FLS2 (flagellin-sensing 2) #1 EFR (EF-Tu receptor),
AT LA VR0 200 o Rl EF-Tu (K
BEE2019); 11 75 Hi (Solanum lycopersicum) ] LRR-
RLPs—LeEIX1 (ethylene-inducing xylanase recep-
tors 1)F1LeEIX2 (ethylene-inducing xylanase recep-
tors 2)fE % /1 {30 EL B 4 I B o A SROBRE P SRR AT (R
hards#1Rose 2019).

oK 5 LysME5 M SR 2 B il 52 A4t
B2 E . EY P S LysMI 246 E HiET 5
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Fig. 1 Plant immune system
MAMPs/PAMPs: fit £ #)48 % 5 F A2 X/ 98 R A8 K 0 FAEX; PRRs: XA AR PTL Ja RA8 K o FAEXBL 0 2%

ETL # B F X X st B &%k &: A Mg itig,

TR TSR B TR A VR R ER A A2 e 5 RS ) 2
K5 BLAh, FLysME & A 2 S RHMEY) S HRE 3
AR AN L AED AR EZE K. LysM
AR ER AR A LT S RAE) FE R )
SRR SR, £ R G B S AN — 3 IR AE R AR
S ST AR AR AR

2 LysM

LysMe& —F {748 T K 2 B EIR N I BR R
LRI B R I ON 2 PR TR I R AT R I
N EE A, AT DU I A IR SR B N- 2 B
BE TR MIIN- £ T ] 4 A e 2 1 ) 7 AR R e e
A AR . — A LysMIE H i 44~651 2 FE IR ik
B, I BATBaa i) k451, BI2A - iR g5

FE2A I A PAT BB-Fr B ) — M. &4 LysME H
FSE R R, 38R LT N R 16> 2 2k R R AT
T Clfit (10 Z S BRI SE AN O <7 (Tian 2020).

LysMA I SR IEAF1E T 3010 FEY AN B 55
HAZAED , b — 2R AR 5 LT UL
HrAmas &, JHEMY) 5 5 KA AR A
HEEERRD.

3 B ELYysMBER

3.1 EREYIHELYsMIVEHR
TREM S IREE IR RN ZE L
(455 7+ B $E, 1 S ARHEY) T LysM 32 7 34
BgfE it fE e G HEAE R . & A LysMI) 52/ Ff
P (LysM receptor like kinases, LysM-RLKs)iH
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Table 1 LysM domains in plants and fungi

25 Wb HLysMIyEN Z:25 ik
RHEY ‘B WkAR (Lotus japonicus) NFR1/NFR5 Zipfel#10ldroyd 2017
PR 1 (Medicago truncatula) MINFP/MtLYK3 BozsokiZ£2020
Wi 5. (Pisum sativum) LYK9 Leppyanen?2021

EGRHEY  KFE(Oryza sativa)

W IT (Arabidopsis thaliana)

# T (Haynaldia villlosa)
EoK(Zea mays)

MW (Morus multicaulis)
FRAE(Gossypium hirsutum)
Fhn(Solanum lycopersicum)

WMERT (Coffea arabica)

SER(Malus pumila)
LA (Solanum tuberosum)

W24 (Vitis vinifera)

SR RIH A (Colletotrichum lindemuthianum)
ZEEIRIAH (Colletotrichum higginsianum)
& hh 5 8 (Cladosporium fulvum)

TR B (Magnaporthe oryzae)

ARz IR E (Colletotrichum graminicola)
AN 22 B (Rhizoctonia solani)
RAEBRIE H (Mycosphaerella graminicola)
KA  (Verticillium dahliae)

AKEW (Trichoderma atroviride)

=

OsCEBIiP/OsCERK1/0OsLYP4/OsLYP6

HeZ5:2019; NomanZ4
2019

AtLYK1/LYM2/LYK3/LYK4/LYKS5 YamaguchiFlIKawasaki
2021; Hu2021;
Zhang%52019;
Richards#{IRose 2019
CERK1-V Fan%2022
ZmLysM3/ZmLysM6 T+ K k2016
MmLYP1/MmLYK?2 LvZ52018

Gh-LYK1/Gh-LYK2/LYP1/LYK7/LysMe3
SILYK1/SILYK11/SILYK12/SILYK 13

Gu&52017; Xu&52017
Liao%52018

Cal-LYP/Ca2-LYP/Cal-CERK1/Ca2- Santos%£2022

CERK1/Ca-LYK4/Cal-LYK5/Ca2-LYK5

MdCERK1 Chen%5:2020

StLysM-RLKO0S5 Nazarian-Firouzabadi
22019

VVLYK1-1/VVLYK1-2 BruleZ$2019

CIHI Takahara%$2016

ChElp1/ChElp2 Takahara%:2016

Ecp6 Tian 2020

Sipl Li%£2020

Cefl Sanz-Martin:2016

RsLysM Délfors%$2019

MglLysM/Mg3LysM Tian 2020

Vd2LysM Kombrink%:2017

Tal6 Romero-Contreras?:

2019

HI~3N 20 A LysMy 1™ 5 5 235 e 3R 17 L A
AU 25 R Sl ZE R, 3K ol 52 A A S A W) A LR
W) 4 e 2598 IRl (nod factors, NFs) 53244
NFs A2 MR I8 11 73 W4 1) 3 SR B-(1,4) i B I - S i
WS 50+, WLl sh K 518 £ S RHE Y i 4t
AR R, BT R AR -
SRHEYIA — A JE R LysM 32 4R 5K i, G
1AV B WKAR (Lotus japonicus) ME 22 B & (Med-
icago truncatula) )% K 41 73 5| 4 i 198126~ LysM
ZARE . BRI E AR ) LysM 52 fANFR1

(nodule factor receptor kinase 1)-5NFRS5 (nodule factor
receptor kinase 5)BEMIE 2 & LA BINFs (1412)
(Zipfel HiOldroyd 2017); ALl 78 % 2 ¥ 45 b,
NFRS5 [A]7R 52 AMNFP (nod factor perception) 5 NFR1
[F] Y5 52 AAMLLYK3 (LysM domain-containing recep-
tor-like kinase 3)3t F il (F12), 1 #362 £ 5 (0%
F(Bozsoki®$2020). {H 1= /2, NFRSHIMINFP
AN EAGTE AL I N Ol 45 R 5, TINFRIAIMELY K3
SRR, JEERAN R BRI . B 7R B,
NFR I HINFRS 45 & TE UK S2AR 2 S0 RES SR8
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Fig. 2 Chitin recognition system of LysM-containing protein in L. japonicus, M. truncatula, A. thaliana and O. sativa
CERKI: JUT A T 4B 1; CEBiP: LT FF T4 4% 8 ; LYKS: LysMZ K48 845, NFRS: 4578 B T 4%
#5; NFR1: 4598 B F % A% 1; LYK3: LysM% /A B %3; NFP: 458 B F R 4n 2K,

P INFSTE AR 5 KT ERILESEF IS A
nfirSInfpRinfir 1/ Iyk3RAGNEA RIS R AL, FF HEk
ZHE AL, ToVESEELR R SR S R TR
IENFRSFINFRIN| 4 S 3G RHEY B K 4598 (Zipfel
F1Oldroyd 2017). IAb, % 5 (Pisum sativum)JLysM
ZARFE LR LYKY (LysM receptor-like kinase 9)#
FRIE AT BEA AR B TR 2 B R K A R TR ) K e
%6 Bl 5% - ¥ (chitosan oligosaccharides, COs)f] /&
F1(Leppyanen&52021).

IR B B NFs 55 9 J5 5L B IMAMPs 21 1T
JRAFAE — € 12 FE B AU, (H R W] X 70 A 28
A iR TR AL TS R B 52 4 7R . Liug$(2012)
KIS RHE Y IE IS — HA [ I LysM 328K [X 77
4 [ Bk AR ) CERK6 (chitin elicitor receptor kinase 6)
AR 5 PR E 7 LYK (LysM receptor-like kinase
9)FILYR4 (LysM-containing receptor 4)32 /&) fEf%
BENLT B RAR, J15 S ROS Ak o THi 7T &K,
cerkG Iyk9FN lyrd 525 A K i A4 1) By I A 3 58,
{EOR Sz 2598, R LT BUAINFs {3 5 38 i 4 A 7]
LysMAZ AR 1 KRR 5 — M LysM 32 & Lys11
(NFR5ZEALYD), Rets 7E & A A B AR 303 1) 9 12
RN R R S S, R AR S A T R PR
o R Lys1I{E S5 B 3L A R ol ARk,

Hd ik Lys 11 BEUE LEnfi-S AT b 4590, X 7 Bl
Lys11/f— @ F2 /% Lt AEHE 45 & NFs It Ja sh LA (5
‘5 (RasmussenZ52016).

JUE R AN S e S BV 22 FINFs 5 COs 5
GRHEYI LysMZ AR K 455, (BAER N ZF 456 5
1) 8 2% 5 5 G AN R (S 5 O S R A
B — BRI . 248 — oM AR 52
6 1) B — P RN AL 1 52 4 P 55 2 TR 3 D BIRL A
HEHAT, U2 EFRHEYLysMZ R 5 A Y |
PRI AR R BTy B 0 M T R B 58 247 . Zgadzay
Z5(2016) ) B FNFRS 75 AR o 4 1 3 7 445 74 vh 1R A
A RILA AT, AR KM 5 DhRtE 2 X
TIF 0 1 A FE 48 7 - A= 0 AR LA R L 4 it
TR
3.2 FERMEYH ELYSMIIER

e S RHEY 576 LysM I 324438 % 5 1R 5110
A=W - IR S A AT T DL K AR R A )
BXRe HEHMIJLT FRE RS AE A R 15 S
G g% R BIMAMPs 2 — . LT /g —FiHiB-(1.,4)
A IN- S 50 S B A ) K R A, 2
LT 4T B BE 1) #49 1% RE 4 (Zipfel £1Oldroyd 2017).
A N — Tl AEL A2 G 2 T 2 (1) 75 5 DR, LT Uk
LA R T T IZ R A
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FEAE A A0, B I T A IS A & LysM &5 14 1
A, AtLYKI~AtLYKS, HAALYK] (LysM recep-
tor-like kinase 1)F1AtLYK3 (LysM receptor-like ki-
nase 3)H A BEELS . ALLYKIBHEF LT R
R TSR (chitin elicitor receptor kinase 1,
CERK1), {3/ LysM&h#4). AtCERK1 1] LA B #25
JUT g, I BXP BRI LT B SE0E A 4L
ISR Ay, Bt Bo iR 4 & Mg JEAS 5 7 30 Th
BEo cerklRAZJLF- BT 1 BT e JU T Jo s 1) 7
T8, WIROS ¥4 & FIMAPKs[FI#E S, &
T R R B ) 5 M (Liu&52012), At
LYM2 (LysM domain-containing glycosyl phosphati-
dyl inositol-anchored protein 2) /& 7F 4L\ B 7 il [7] 1%
22 45 P E R MoRE L B IR 1BE LR (gly cosyl
phosphatidyl inositol, GPI) /1 3 [ 7% A ¥ il B 1) &5 A
Jot, RERGAE JLT BUARAE B 190 T A S5 400 o 1] )
Tish, BRI ACERKI AN S LT BN,
(Yamaguchi fll Kawasaki 2021). AtLYK3/E A8 3
KT RE S5 LT UG S SIS R T A
() 40 1t (Hu 25 2021),  AtLYKS (LysM receptor-like
kinase 5)1f H R A HE TS SEE IE 5 AtCERK U i 5
EW(E2), %5 &8 0E AtCERK U I8
1 SR S5 (5 5 (Zhang252019) . AtLYK4 (LysM
receptor-like kinase 4)/F NALYKSHIFIL 24K 5 A, fE
% B 58 AtLYKS-AtCERK 1 3216 5 & W Iyk4/lykS
IR A AR T] PASE AV B LT 53 1) e, &
W AtLYK4 A AtLYKS 2 [7] () Ty 58 7] B A7 A5 5 70 8
2 (Richardsf1Rose 2019). #lrg+HE =ML T i
AR R GRS LysMEE H 5 LT iR B A g &
HIBLHIBE ST 7 AR .

FEKFE, AFAE— M52 M LysM. 14 B
X 330 1420 i P B8 DX 33 1 Ly sMU & F1OsCERK 1 o
5 AtCERKIANH], OsCERK I B #: 5 L T 4 &,
HR—MZANED, LT RESTEAEA
(chitin oligosaccharide elicitor binding protein, OsCE-
BiP)JE i — SRR LU 8l % 215 5 (&12) (He%52019).
540 T 52 AR RE B F1OsLY P4 (LysM-containing pro-
tein 4) A1 OsLYP6 (LysM-containing protein 6) 5 J1,
T RS KRS R R DI R . R, EATH
AEIE L 5 OsCERK Y B A &1 368 41 R 2 MO B i

WA SO, W OsCERK T R AT /v 3 JL T sl
Jo SRR A5 5 3 % 1 XU E F (Noman%52019)
B LysM 1) & 78 oAt bt B B 221 4R
W DhRe, JCHAE I W . FE/ N (Triticum
aestivum) 1 % %€ 7 574 LysM 3[R F160 ) LysM &
H, Z5E g SRR B, 75 /N2 S 1 7= AR Uk )
LR, LysMERE R #5525 24 I (Chen$2022).
RN IR B FE (Haynaldia villlosa)+ ) LysM 2
PRRE UG B K CERK - VREMS 71 1 18 /N 22 vh Rl R
ik, FELE JE BRI 5 /N2 LysM 2R 52 44 1 [ Ta-
CEBiPZ: &, LR &I LT Ba, LABOE T iE
G, RN ER R SRR AR =
o R R 01 (Fan%52022) . F €K (2016) (1)
R BN, K (Zea mays)FH ZmLysM3F1ZmLysM6
P AEE 35 5 LysM 5 /38, EATTRERE T il — 5%
AR DLV 09 S B, 8 5 Zm Ly sM6 [ 0 PN 0 25
Ry T E S . ¥ ZmLysM3 M ZmLysM63L
NBRZ LT UK A ZR e A e I+ RAL A cerk -2+,
Ae % 0 25 W s A PR 1 PL i PE . W (Morus multi-
caulis)H A LysMF) 88 EMmLYPL % 5 JL T i
G fr, AE U RGN O T MmLYK2 )3 8 %%
(LvZ52018). TEMEAE(Gossypium hirsutum) ™, Gh-
LYK 1 HIGh-LYK2 5 Fl LysM 2 /4 FE il Xif 3% 2505 47
—E MBI EAER; JUT B %S Gh-LYK1 ¥ — AL
SRR A, A BT HEAE B 25 BUm B KN A AL B
(Verticillium dahliae) 1% 4 (Gui§2017). LA, 1
FEHIILYPL. LYK7FILysMe3 2 {4, AT LLASIJL T
JAE 5 HBOE TR ISR, [FIRE AT DRI g0
T P (XuZE2017). 3 5 (Malus pumila)+
MACERK 1 32 {4 )ik FIAHE = 1 0 R 5 05 B2
(Alternaria alternata) 1) $i P4 (Chen 5 2020). 7E
Al o 4 H144 5 AtCERKI [RS8 i d E,
4y 3N SILYK1. SILYK11. SILYK12fISILYK13,
HAr SILYK 123 #2 A b AR LA, I SILYK 1 5 L
TR YA F(LiaoZE2018). WNHEER(Coffea arabica)
[} LysM 2 [ W] R 9 IHES B (Hemileia vastatrix)
JUT B 324k, Z 51T BUREIHIE 5 1% 1% (Santos
252022). ML Ab, 4 % (Vitis vinifera) 5% 2 (Solanum
tuberosum)&5 HAFAE ) LysMAR [t 247 4 58 FHE
Z 51T 553 0 %% 8% (Brule%5:2019; Nazarian-
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Firouzabadi%2019),
Wt 782 B, 7K Rl ik e A R0 G 8 52 4k 2 [E) 1)
ek X A G (5 S, X5 ERHEYIAE—
E XA, FEIREF 2k Myc factor receptor 1, Os-
MYRI1) A1 OsCEBIP fig 1% 7% 4+ 4% 4 OsCERK 1, 4 4&
WA 50955 T B T 20 M BE b (K BE TL T R (CO8) I,
AT LA i3k OsCEBiP 5 OsCERK 1 45 &, I i ¥ %%
F5 o MY AR O I RRE LT T(CO4)RT,
M2 #0sMYR1 5 OsCERK 1452, F:411# OsCE-
BiP45 4 OsCERK 1, i i A5 5 (He%2019).
25 bRk, MYILysMER (RN S X LT R
SEREE T BIR A, RS S g AL A
S RIEEE/ER.

4 HEYHELysMIER

TR B BB 1 LT B I 70 ih )L
TG JUT BTEEAY AT LAB R 7R 4 i B 1) 52
B, T HLI B R R B A B R 2 1) LT R
DAHERE RS . D 1 4 LT B0 4 e %
SONE NI SEBAR G, T 23 3 1 o) 20 Jf BE J 1T 5
AT A 2B R OR3P 0 T 48 i B B 70 4 2 LysM)
RN R 72k 40 LT i & 1 % 9% 0TS (Gao 56
2019). VF 290 IR BB N K15 5HEYLT
JiR B2 AR AR LysM o 3% 63508 [R5 32 20 A T 31
PR Ao X 70 EL T B A T e 51 B s 9, %€
40350 & A LysMIX 8 H, JF4% IS4 LysM 1% 2L
B N SA AL, Hodh i K — 38 9 PAEcp6 94X
T A B S A 127 LysMI RN H 7, BEik302
“M(Tian 2020).

R AE B — M E T LysM AL 2 R H S5 R
JH # (Colletotrichum lindemuthianum)JCIH1 (Col-
letotrichum intracellular hypha 1). B J5 7 25 5 JH
W (C. higginsianum)F K ILCIH1 F24 [E)Y5E4)ChELP1
(extracellular LysM proteins 1)f1ChELP2 (extracel-
lular LysM proteins 2)7EAR 4N 5 1T B S H 5 B A4
BAwEAT, 3F Bl Ll g 380 7+ HMAPK
sOE . B R W], XS HE I R T i F
# Mg, K HChELP1MIChELP2 H 2% FL 1 & /1 1 57 i
T T 2% 57 41 e 1) X EE T g (Takahara®$2016)

2 il W 2 T A — S L IR AT SO A
(A3 SR o I\ i P 2 R P S Y — M LysMiE
Ecp6. Ecp64fif34-LysM, H 24 1] DL 501
8] R BLFH A = T 18 sk LT
JREE- AL, T REEHI1E BTN . 584
RUAH EE, ecp6 €A% 1A ‘3 B3 At s T 0 IR 2 3 ek 2D
(Tian 2020). ZRALUHb, 495 9% B (Magnaporthe ory-
zae) 53 W LysMZ [ SIpl (secreted LysM proteinl)
RE % 4038 T4 B B 2K 589 £ (1 1 [RIJR Y MoAa9 1
PTG 5, H5/KFEOsCEBIPSZ AT 4+ F1 L
TRgs G, M LT R S ) Sk B (Li
£5£2020). ARAEIRIHE (C. graminicola)#]Cgfl (fun-
galysin metalloprotease) s [ H 2/ LysM,  H7E
g TR R R R R RIS . R Ceflif 1
LT, FoKM B LT oA S 1 HG 0, 2 BHiZ L AT
T Cefl H M 7E LT il S P (Sanz-Martin
£52016). /KRS 22 4% 1# (Rhizoctonia solani) | 4
T RsLysM & [ ) 25k PR PR SR e U4 5 =, O o
WL T RS AR, gesgdmb] JL T Bl i S s
(DolforsZ£2019).

— e B TR LysM 2k [ [RII 38 B R 37 B 22 AN gk
IKARFIVER o IR AE BRI B (Mycosphaerella gram-
inicola) P ) LysM g5 .4 Mg1LysM Ffl1Mg3LysM A~ X
REe 5 LT 4 &, (A BERE R4 B0 BT 1 22 H0 2 1
W3 AT LT ) I K AR, T HER P AEL D 1) 7 A1
J¥(Tian 2020). KEFEAL B S VA2LysME A 24
LysM, 7] LA M gihss& LT Jii. [RIFE, Vd2LysM
W REE ORI P 22 52 7K fif (Kombrink 552017) .

FLB LysMIEAS S T HUAE ) (1) G2 AT % 27
P EFENEmN, A2 58 65 NEY-E
BAHHEAEH . WA s 5 B AR %5 W (Trichoderma atro-
viride)F| FH LysM & [ Tal6 (T. atroviride LysM pro-
tein 6)HE 8 T PUAE Y XF H B AT A I N- W 28 F A
PR BRGS0 LR N AR RE T RIBHE SN AR B
T, A 3 A8 B J B B U A D R S g
TG« ARF RS HAR UM AR Y7 IR 5 28
AR 4 R BN, Tal6id 314 ] 3 5 %) 2 fifi i 1
P, X AT e R RO AR G 0% 28 G0 A0 R 1) o 1
A KL [EME B ) 45 5 (Romero-Contreras452019),,
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5 lysMEEY-EEHEEERRXR

S OLUR, 98 JE BB R AR T A2 B
Y99 KRG HIIR, LysMER A XA FE P i
HEWEREER . BEST, LysMZ 51Y) 595
JR B A BAE A =7 :0(Tian 2020). 25—
DNAE A 53 W KT LURE RO T I, FE R LysM
ARV, WO S S S IERE R R R B
PR LR AR5 LT i B o AL I LysM
R, 5V B LysM&E B384 LT BT
S L A e 2 R BT 5 B =M R BT 0 i A 4 ik
55 b A1 B 5 G 1R O8R4 B L
JUT AT A ZAE 1 AN T 5 B50K 3 i I v 42 30 F
WU, a3k T A e A 0 S .

HE]HATA L, R D LysMEE [ 2 5% A0
HAEGESIHETHEMMER AR, ® LW
FILAEAE A NFsFI AL B AR B 18 1 B AR K 1M Fs
(Myc-factors). NFsFIMFs &5k B A 5SMAMPIE 4 AH
KM LT R BRI Z5 44, B EAT]T R Re s 2l
O R ) 95 18 S B, AT I8 B 5 R A 3 AR
(PR o 51 s & 12N 45 LysMIT) & (1 PsSym37
FPsSym10 L2847 4 & INFAZ 14 (Kirienko%52019) .
TE M TR AR B BT HH A S A o B 0 B 2 RO 1)
{555 ¥: Myc-LCOs I Ji 52 FEHE(CO4/CO5). {H
AN [7] B FE ) Fil 2 %5 Myye-LCOs F1CO4/COS F il [
fEEZE S fEEFHEYIH, Myc-LCOsHICO4/CO5
HRE S I A E IR B KR, SIS LA OB
) FE A5 500 TN HECO4 (He%52019), /LEMFsAll
NFs ) 25 a5 A ARACL, AELI 18 591 3K 95 ol K]~ P A
WISEARANIR] . QoK A AR A7 AR R 40 e FE AR < 1 A
NI S5, (HKFEEIAS RER I AL IR B 43 dh
HINFso 1M Ll Bk 9% (Parasponia andersonii) ™} 51t
(1) LysM 52 4 ¥ £ |1 PaNFP, 5 45 58 Fl B ARt 35
IR, I AL L JBR B RN M — — A 5 R R S AR
A S RHEY)(Dupin®52019) .

B 5 W 7E IR N, AATT R B ) fe 0% dE
LysMSZ 4 £ 1 I AS [F) 45 R R S b 1R B A4 3 J8 20
ANFEIFERE ) S [ N 5258 7, 4 kAR CERK6
ENFR1 5244 (1) il A1 LysM 45 #6385, 5 i 7 2R 19 3 g
SER AT B, I I AT NFR 1 H1 LysM 45 1) 45 (1)

TR AR RENE B A ) S5 R AL, B H kb cerk6 1) 4
25 <% 780 ) [5] B 7% B CERK6 [ LysM 45 14 15 11k g
SERIR, 27 I LysMZE Re 3ot IR A A% S 45988 I G
G5 EZME . LysMAZARAE M /18 &5 A7 fELysM1
LysM2. LysM3 =A™ BCi 2 iR 58 7, A3 EL R —
F AL E K I LysM 1 RE % H g FE V) X NFs AL T i
(e FR M. BB X LysMIBHTHE 7T, KL A
4N B e o1 22 5 I 4540 XS (I~TVIX), HHr X A
IV XX fish i 485 978 B G 938 S 8L 0 75 (1) (Bozsoki 56
2020). [, 524 A 3k 2 0 1) 22 R M0 R T
A HA E BRI .

T YILysM1E 5 145 36 B AT 8 1 i (R B R AL
MR, WCERKLR AL T G, e iRl
T () 5% A RE RS PBL27, 33 17 4 1S MAPK G B4
(Shinya%5:2014). &Ll /KFE IOsRLCK 185
Al LA OsCERK LRk, I 51 K MAPK L IK = i .
OsRLCK 185 U §& % i3k — 0 1l IR 14 240 A Jo 2k 55
OsDRE2a, M35 /LT i 7 5 FIROSHE & (Yama-
guchi&$2019). FE4LFE I+ ik K I 1 HoAl JLAN 5
CERKIH I Ry, U5 MAPK I % B % V)
AH 9% R 32 A B 5T U RLCK VII-4 LA A2 i F5ROS
A2 SR IR T RAR FIPUBA R 145 (Rao%$2018; De-
saki%2019),

6 DESRE

FEMY) S BB A AR R, LysMiEEH
PHEE WE At —J7 1, EAME N —Fh
ML, REWS fid A Y 12 LA s JE A TR 53— 7
T, B AT R T A ) A B 2 S AR e ) — o
RUNLAT o —ELLICK, AL 15 SEAN W
HOAH ELAE F e % B A7 S BT X e
A FE SO0 R R B 4 T R I R R 0 B0 AR
FIDC3000 (Pseudomonas syringae pv. tomato DC-
3000, Pst DC3000)HIHH ELAE I3 7 KRBT
FEIZANR B R Gi 0 T T B R4 BT e g e i
FI15 40 i JF A0 A1 15 3 B 18 (Bretz252003) . {H
Fe B F ATk, O A0 A B A B AL AT 2R R0
b

93 JER L T ST St L P ALk A 7 AR
BRERTERM. Gl KEEHERFBRNE




NS A HR FE PP (LysM)FE AR — S 1 AH ELATE ] B0t F it e 2271

17 B 80%; 3 e R B N 1 A7 A
5002 Fh, EMRETERG. e, FOKREENTE
Y= AR L N REETS TN BTG T, /N2 A
TV AE BRI K = A BN P [ D [ % AN
A ] 4 4 3 o ) 49 2K o 1442 BK e, A o Bt
P RN Z2 it b LB R R 8 A5 RS R R R IR
AL AZRRTC . FCBRR F A DU R ™ H 25
K, EE AR AW 2 FEVEAN NS G B
(Fones%52017). 1M B K Be ATy T ik 76 4 1 B 5 5
VIR fEE, 70T TR G YN RE Y
AR R T, WANFHR R TE R i S
T AFRANEY " . ORI AT SR, LysM
S ARAERE) 5 AR R LA A R B AT AN 2 A
AT, ABL AT e A () R P BL IR B 2B Th
RE M RAT SR AR 3 A IR, LysMak 1 S L ZERE ) L
TG S ] P LA 7 2 — P BB, 1
n, LysMACE AR, LysMik 52 & R i
IR VT R B AN M) 5 5B AR AR TR
SO 2 B AREI? LysMER 1Bk 1 76 14— 20 1A M
AR R BRI RESN, & BIEAA AL L3
AW 22 D RE? LysMUAR ] 8 248 40 M BT 2 TR
HLRBEA? BEFUITRAN, 7R E 2 LysME H
(FIZhREANYE ML, 355X LysM &R FAME Y —fi R
YorA AR IO A RO B, 38 ot A A Bl 3
Y5 5 R AN AL AL A VGR, B B J R AR
LA 2 a7 B B R
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