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Abstract: In order to fight for their own living resources and space, natural things are interrelated and ex-
clusionary with each other. In a long struggle, plants co-evolved with beneficial or pathogenic microorgan-
isms, and maintain a relatively stable state in the end. Since the initiation of agricultural civilization, plant
diseases have caused untold losses. If we clearly explain the relationship between plants and beneficial or
pathogenic microorganisms and know the functions of each member in the plant disease resistance sig-
nal pathways, it will be beneficial to the sustainable development of agriculture in the future. In recent
years, based on the development of molecular biology, genetics, physiological and biochemical detection
techniques, researchers have gained some preliminary understanding of plant disease resistance, espe-
cially the relationship between plant pattern recognition receptors and innate immunity, this laying the
foundation for a deeper understanding of the co-evolutionary relationship between plants and microorgan-
isms. In this review, we discussed the recent advances in plant pattern recognition receptors and exoge-
nous or endogenous elicitor. Look forward to providing a theoretical basis to explain the relationship be-
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tween plants and microorganisms, and provide guidance to cultivation of disease-resistant crops which

meet the needs of social development.

Key words: pattern recognition receptors; receptor-like protein kinases; receptor-like protein; innate immunity
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HrE B3, AT /R AR P R AL, TR AR S0 5 54
KR R R PR DL B AE J] 48 45 b 0 15 o ae e
BT R B s A i f1 . S BURBL A K I UK
I, A2 BT LARE & B4k 55T A 1) AR AR A 45
(5 SRR o 0 Sy B = (VAR 4 1) 00 S S PANE 2 N
AR AN EAE S R, REEd —RAIE
ARSI AE 5 5 3, R nT DA 22 428 (1 41 5t
IREE M R B, DLAERF A AR R . [FIRE,
X G SZ AR T A R DU R A 8 52 4% Bl AR A 1 da
FR TR, Qs S AR A B S I, B E B
e [ W =/ P W1 12 /U A
TR, A BR G ER A VR A A R T O R
2R 29 5 M R 20%~30%, S EAERE B fa L
R £ 22 4 ] j (1) i3k — 2 0 &1l (Savary 552019), Jir
DAGTFEA) G % B AR5 5 1% S 2% Bt 9 — B

TEFEY) 5908 JE A ) S P [ A ) i 7
TN T R T PR 2 R 1) B 82 97 o A 22 5K R 6T Jit
WA )17 3 (Jones M Dangl 2006), 55— = 5002 b
AR 2 A0 T At i L ) A5 R ) 52 4K (pattern
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Fig. 1 The protein structures of receptor-like protein kinase and receptor-like protein

recognition receptors, PRRs), i i 1H 5l — &6 B A7 %F
RORST I P IH 145 5001, WANETAEYIAE 4
F#5 2 (microbe-associated molecular pattern, MAMP)
oY, P Y5 45 495 AH 5% 43 1 1% 3 (damage-associated mo-
lecular pattern, DAMP)TTi i &z 19 5t K G928 e 7, B
TR 2 e R 1) 52 A4 fluk 1) 47 9% (PRR -triggered
immunity, PTI) (BollerflFelix 2009). H A 75 iA
AR 52 A 46 28 52 R B 1 B (receptor-like
protein kinases, RLK) 12 52 1A 5 H (receptor-like
proteins, RLPs) # 2% (Macho Fll Zipfel 2014; Wu £l
Zhou 2013), RLKJE A7 T 20 M JBE b 1) — S F ik i
JEE H, B 5MAMPEDAMPS; & (1) i 4h 45 1)
W 5 A R DA R e oA B 5 ) 48 ZE RS (Shiu AT
Bleecker 2001). RLK/ Y14 A HUE 4 e K
— R EE, BT H AN A 2 e, A8
FonT 54 [A] () A A 45 A DL 45 1 Y R e 1S
T F@AR, AN E AR KT TR
(Jose%$2020). RLP )£ F 454 5 RLKELL, {H R
/U PN R 45 A3, BT DARLPIE &5 5 RLK B H At £
B R 2 A R IL F S S PTHE 5 1 In) T A& 3
(Wang%52008) (K1), SRT A Bl 25 5 0 A 4 () B

RLPs
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A4k, FCATAE B AR 22 208 & H (effectors) 7] H.
FEE ) B PTHE 5@ 42 K R B 5 oo, i Rl
PTIE 5 (41, AT 38 i3 JE 1l A VA G A ) 1)
77, T B ) R8N R 1 ik A By 8 (effector-trig-
gered susceptibility, ETS)[#] 74 (Dellers$2011).
WA T 5 RS iR Ak A ) A A AR S, AR
it TR 456 & o 2R B 52 2 Mk [nucleotide-
binding (NB) leucine-rich repeat (LRR) domain re-
ceptors, NLRs], 7] i i 4 5 14 1R 51 I 45 & RN
F, T 55— 2 RN 8 A i k1) 50 9% (effector-
triggered immunity, ETI) (Boller #1 Felix 2009). #H
FEFPTL, BT S0 407 2 B8 3 21, T8 3 B
& R AN B I FE P PSR T, BB U M. (hypersensi-
tive response, HR), B] ¥ 95 Ji Gl 4= < B8 1E J=)
B2 [a], By LX) I il 40 B 6 1 — 5 1R G4 (Katagiri Al
Tsuda 2010). £i BFTik, PTURIETLVE 4 (148 97 4
PEHUME TN, TR R T S 2 R, T
VO E 200 i PN 30 2 A T L A1 S5 B 20 M A5 5 A T AR AE
AFE T, LAY R T rE4e R IR H
EK K B (Cook%52015; Gust?52017; JonesFlDangl
2006) . A= 3CHE T8 A (A5 TR i A A 1 B ) Ak ik
2, XTPRRIV Dy HE LA S H A T 1 i %15 5 AT
Wk .

1 PRRsS5EHEHIRAI

) AE T8 2 B R o), A& S EUE D AN
FAZE A IR BE I 2 DL AR I Z 5 . H2 AR
R %o [ — L ) L S I ) 22 5 ), i B
J G R A E K AL R BT AT AR S B
M Bt R Gt BT LT B2 2 40 R 1
BEUL LAY, FHN- I 2 2 0 3R A1 i, 1%
W R AL PR N I A R I (Kaku%52006) . BF 72
I I G LT R A AR A PR T A RAR AR,
RIUMLA A = LysMZ5# s FILRK. CERK1,
2 LT B APRR (Miya252007), R 941 B 4
{1 e At g LA S B BERMIR S R D 10 LT o Bl 35035
HLR [ LysM &5 #35, FT LARS 7R %5 CERK 1 471 57 R 31l
HE5-E AN LT I fil AT U S % {5 5 (Wan
££2008), S AEEYIIME A E . HEA
BT AL 222505 A 3 1 UBE (mitogen-ac-

tivated protein kinase, MAPK) F i VRS « 36
SRR PURSEWIIA B, TR T A0 BRI
Hi 1k 9% (Chinchilla42007).

£ T %P CERK 1 1) B [ 45 W fif b, BF 90 3 IF 52
TEH\FG IF (Arabidopsis thaliana)+ CERK1 41T i
52 AR, [RIHS HH 7~8 1~ N- £ Tk 2 32 6 460 i 3R 6 1
() SR A LT AT 5 S 1 sUCERK L [F) R — 5%
AT B, T F4~5ANN- 2, Tk 2 25 78 4 0 58 41T ik
IR ER AR LT 5T B AR 0] DL CERK H 1) 524
LysM&5 38 BT iR 51, HEIA B8 15 5 8 G A T 1
1 CERK1 [A] Y — Z& 4K (Liu%2012b; PetutschnigZs
2010). B 5 AW 52~ CERK IS0 JL T 5 1 45
& Re ST, T I YR & A LYKS I 3 30 H T
FILT R4s & 67y, i HLLYKSFILYK4 (LYKS K[
PE DR B 2R SRASAR XS LT B UM 4 03
A%, BT H BT ACALYKS & R 8 LT ik, 5
CERK 3L [RI AT LT o fish 2 )R Ui S 15 5 (Cao
£:2014; Wan%52012). {E/KFE(Oryza sativa)d, 5
SRCERKIW 2 5 LT B/ 3 1) S [ JBd, H 3
TE 3[R R4 LysMIL &1 &5 #4358 (1) 52 4 & 11 OsCE-
BiP B 428 A0 AMIE LT 5 A 38 (K aku %2006, Shi-
mizu%§2010), £ [ 4544 2 7x OsCEBiP tH 2 A5 34>
FR I [ LysM &5 A4 38, H R 400 /g 5 ¥ CERK1 — %,
IR E SR 2 N LysME IR S 5 TL T R
P (Liu%§2016).,

i1 CERK 1A e H 2 17 IN- 2 BE & L 3 4
B B A LT o, B DUAE A 4 B 7 8 52 B 1A
RGN A2 B E 7R LT PR, B A LS
Y ff B o ) LT R 2 6, 7= AR T 4 CERK I AR
A IMAMP M0 R i 5% 45 5 (Collinge 55 1993;
Kombrink252011; Liu%$2014). B4 #F 55 K, Ik
JE T Verticillium dahlia”y 7 #8388 )17 o B H 40 i
B 22 08 (R BR fR, 0T o b — B 22 R 2R (1 i (VdS-
SEP1), Jf it 7K LT ot g Chi2 8 T 410 ) T Vi e 38
=5 (K05 (Han252019), [5] I 20 58 480 i 2 WA 11 )1
T 2: B A AT A LT B S 2 S AT AR
AN e B CERK 1 1H 31 ¥ 52 SE M (Ye 55:2020) . Fir LA
TEAE ) ) 995 Do B A 4 A B 2 4 1 SR gk A o 7R
o5 JiR TR 22 S Bk aBE ) LT IR G 4 i BE 1) B S,
T RE A AE BE A i SRR B ORI LT o g ) O
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Mg i% o DA KR A€ 40 B HF I CRR1 (CYS-RICH RE-
PEAT PROTEIN 1) AJ {4 Chi28 AN 2 [ 7K i
(Han%52019), H7E3L it fbit 729, 4 1 CERKI
BAR R R 5T SE0E, (8 LT 4 AR AR RN 2 AR B
W), 38 I (AR T AE B AR T DA B N
12(Ye2020).
IR I, B T B EREA LT R, HAh i —
S B R MAMP A, A 45 8 47455 5 I PRRs BT 3 551 1 ke
KU RIZEM N . W Ah(Solanum lycopersicum) i)
LRR-RLPs Eix2 AJ 15 1) 32 1 Y4 1 A R 5 i (ethylene-
inducing xylanase, EIX), Jfifi i 5 Eix1 fll BAK1
(BRI1-ASSOCIATED RECEPTOR KINASE 1)f#)#H
AR FH B0 FE A I 0% B (Bar 420105 Ron il
Avni 2004). 7EFNFGITHY, FLR A SR FLERE IR
il ) 7T 4% LRR-RLP42 (RBGP1) iR %), FF 4k i T
SOBIR1 (SUPPRESSOR OF BIR 1)t HiiE [x
M. (Poinssot2%2003; ZhangZ:2014). {H H A%t H 5
SRR Tt R PN B~ L R TR T 1) FH WL T Ui
155 O A FC IR A X B /b, (RIS 7245 5 R W)
1, A S 15 A K A R A P 2R LB
BRI E B A 7 Bt a8 — k. X+
ai AR AE VIR B, B9 R I R AR AT LysM &6
A P 52 A B FANFRIE 23 2 1R i AR 8 1 43 1A
ZEJR IR F-(Nod factors) (i & BHE Y 5 AR B AH B3
f: (Broghammer%52012; Feng%$2019; Kawaharada %%
2015; Madsen52003). FUTHT 5t % K IR Y LysM3Z
A B A 5 g k) R e M e e TR LT R Bk
Nod P 7 14¢ SRR, W10 [ RE T R AR 1 1 42
5 G925 915 0 5 S 117 X 310 060 A+ 7 A= BT PR 43 HLEE,
Ry JE SR A (1 45 988 [ 04 i T AT B (Bozsoki
262020).,

2 PRRs54HERIE A

B S AE ) R SR TEIF AR AR B, FLS2
(FLAGELLIN-SENSITIVE 2)Z& 1K N 55—
% 58 & B LRR-RLK 25 PRR (Gémez-Gomez %5
2001), 8 o 47 e M 1R 9 5 G 4 B HE B B I N
A 22 R B R ik L 1 AR ST B 2 IR Ag22 1 I
I HEL ) B 925 T )8 (Bauer252001; Chinchilla2006;
Meind1552000). [ A i H 1 A2 41 9 2 ) (1) 21 22

ax B, BT LAFLS2AN 5 B VR 1) N v &£ AR <7 11 22 Jik
Fe BB A] X Ak 2 190 SR G AR 0 A i e .
I HrFLS2 5g22 )t F 45 4y, BF 7838 K il fig22
i JE My 25 5 FEFLS2 i A1 [X R 242 IR [T 1H] L, A2 5
HEFEFLS2 3L 2 AABAK I U Ak X HE L, 2 BN
HA MR 72 B S Am -5 NrE S
fE3#(SunZ52013), 1 HLFLS2%} 4 6 25 (4 AR S 7E
AN [ )R 0 ) o ) 30 B A AN () ) T A A e 4, 2
A IFLS2AR A& ISR R E A £
fkfigl5, 1fi 7€ $L g 7+ A1 0 B2 (Nicotiana tabacum)
fig15 7 AN BEAT R UK 8 47 1) PTI [ (Robatzek
£52007), [ F5 A H SRR 57T B 73— LRR-
RLK FLS3, I Ffl AR 20 7 £ i 6 2 9 flglT-28, it
HI7ES LR AR TP ) AL 2 AR HIPRRs, 38
I AN [ R R T 2 8 AR ) [ — S R A 4
M R BT (Hind%52016)

(B 0 0] 440 1 I 6 2 AR AR ) L R RE IR AR —
SRR AE, A1 4 T 4 R AR AR ORE SR A B, B
e SR AR T R 2 B A 45, DRI A e e v P G
Ry Z OFIERE2 TR m g B R0l . By
PAA T o IR AR B A, AELA) (R RE AE A T B T
— FAEAE T A B- 2 FLHE H B BGALL, JLA4F 57
P K B RS B MR AL B I B B L, AT
TR a1 22 OB T HE 35 B 52 44 1R 3l (Buscaill552019) .
BT, R LG I Ak AL W tn Pseudomonas syringae
pv. syringae (Psy B728a) 3 Akt HoAth SR pE AL
BB, LLkEBGALL 15 /K fif(Bus-

WED) 18 X R 4R 00 E 28 T 0, fEBEE
A B 3L b4, I IR 2 Rl 2 ik S A 25
RERI -

KRG, LRR-RLK XA21 7] R 5 Xanthomonas
oryzae pv. oryzae (Xoo) 38 %2 IKAX21, AT
A PRGOSO, B UL FG T FLS2 ) 58 48 & £ %
AX21 PRI B3 BRAR, IR B FLS2K: 1 - 4H
P R A W] g R ) H AR AC A4 (Danna 552011).
[ IS AT 55 2 A2 40 B I e U OB KRB FLS2,
DRI P )32 2 1 %6 Xoo BB, Uk BHAS [B] 40
OO B 6 2R I SN 3D A7 AE — € 1) 2 53 1 (Takai
2£2008; Wang%52015).
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W 7T FH R B Ok 1)K I A 1R GI826
FEHUY) A BEAOL B I A A, R IR LA SR A AE S
W) N, 2 B B TR AR A A7 AR A 1T MAMP AT
BOE D s, 4% EIXIMAMP IE & 5% D)
FITRF A B ¢ 42481 K F-Tu (elongation factor Tu, EF-
Tu), HNIZ LWAE, 77184 HE IR ik Hkelf18
AT B RE A 1) G 9% DU IV (Kunze552004) . [F]
f1g22254L, elf 181 4t 0. 5 fEEF-Tu s 2% 1) & 1 4544
H, (ERE I8 I B RE 1 7 K elf1 8 A R B 1 251
R e HoRIEEAT RON H RIS — TR A 2R ) I
22 5% 1%, WF 953 R Blelf18 (1) 52 44 A [7] J& T-LRR-
RLK[JEFR (Zipfel25£2006). {HAHE J P22k 1K
SNEF-TulfJ R /7, BRAEK L EE IF EFREAT F i 1K
7 £ H R T 4% Kk R 86 0 EF-Tu ¥ g /7 (La-
combe52010; Zipfel252006). [ 1t kA (1) # FE
K&, BFRLF-HBEGET (A1 5c 0, R R A 25 8 Rhak
SRHEYIA B BUEF-Tu (Bohm452014), 1t B L)
[JPRRSTE A 3 PTIMA [ A & — 20T 5 46 g B b,
B A S 18 E P ZR o T 2l
[FIPRRs, FIT DAAH R A KB B 00 A P 1 3 & e it
T AT BE

Jik 28 ¥ (peptidoglycans, PGNs) A& K £ %1 4
S ff BE 1) B Sy, AR AR K R T
1T it R 2 98 T A R, e R — b T Al R R A e
Wi 82 (45 5 43, TE4U R I TR 4k A 75 A LysM ik
122 R A LYMIFILYM3 T iR, 95 CERKI
P IEAE 3L [E A 5 T U S 4S5 (Willmann %52011;
Zhang%§2009). {HA & B2 40 7F CERK 1 IE A
fE 45 4 PGNs, [ABELYMI1FILYM3 A R iR 51 1
T i (lizasa 5 2010; Liu %5 2012b; Petutschnig %5
2010), i 7E/KFE R, LYM3H [R5 3L LYPAFILY P6
A AT LL4E A PGNs, 38 A] LLR B LT i A SFAEY)
Ptk [ M (LiuZ%2012a).

s Z ¥ (lipopolysaccharide, LPS)[FA] # /& #: =% [K
ToF) P 241 ) 41 1 B (1) 4 K 43, R R A B Bh )
PRRAJ 411 —3MAMP (Kagan 2017; Ranf 2016).
TEFLFE 5T H SD1-29 (S-domain-1 RLK LORE) 4 1A
N B AILPS 32 44, {5 H §T & LLOREXT LPS [
WA PR T AERHED), [FIB LORESALFH:AS
Z 5 KT i LPS IR, 7R %5 18 40 Hh AT GEE

TEAE AR ILPS %2 K (Ranf452015) . [ A 1X)
T4 008 T A 0 R NI T, SR 22 3 1
MAMP L J EATT I PRRAYYE AR 4k A 30, X 44 10— 20
Bl 0 1 FRATT A 4 5 95 TR A 4 kAR R
AR SRAE I 5 1A B A A o

3 PRRs5SENEAYIR A

KZHI G0 B AFAE T T BUK AR ) —
KIG T, v FEUEY) 22 AP B PESE T,
L 2 S P2 T T R 28] R B o (R DR R 4H
P EE [ 32 B AR 43 B-1,3 1 B- 1,678 SR M. 8] -2
B ARREBBRTERER, ULIIENES
RIRNEHGE(Pep-13) 1B /N A TR AIA 7 B RE 5
PEN V) B XEG 125 3 R Dy 72 fid & T Ui G 72 1)
JS2FIMAMP, {5 H #1155 1% 2EMAMPfJPRRIE A A
ilE SZ(RaaymakersfllVan den Ackerveken 2016). 7E
UNBE . B AT R AR R — R EH R
PO S R FERR KA )15 3 IEFE 22 I (NLPs),
A 20 2] 244 AH X LR 53 (1) 2 2L R A7 &, Wnlp20 1
nlp24 (Bohm%$2014; Oome%5:2014). A W 7 &R~
7 RHEYI L EG 7, LRR-RLP, RLP231]{H
5inlp20, I 5 SOBIR1FIBAK 1 JE B 32 44 5 & 4 3t
[F) B AR A 73 1 s L (Allbert=52015) o 111X i A
TR iR Ui, nlp20 40 38 I A ful & 3638 (1 AE 4 48
JRIIRBE, [F]sAE 2 it vh S A 40 e T+ I RLP23 X
AT 38 SR A )06 B T, B U B A [E AR A
Fh R AE A A AH [ FOMAMP 0] G T2 A% 1 AN R
B (Bohm&52014),

4 PRRs5DAMPHIIRF]

ST g sk b SR A2 1) G028 9 1 S N, AL
I 7 BT DL AN JEMAPM (1 538, 3 AT LA
b AR A El R A P i de U 3 B 7R A I DAMP,
T 3t — 25 14 55 MAMP fish & 1) 4 9% [ B (Gust 25
2017). fERLFG T, 8 £ KPepsifi & — K nl 4
i 5% 14 % 1 PEPR1 (PLANT ELICITOR PEPTIDE
RECEPTOR 1) f1PEPR2 (PLANT ELICITOR PEP-
TIDE RECEPTOR 2) & 41 f¥] DAMP (Krol £ 2010;
YamaguchiZ$2006, 2010). PEPR1F1Pepl )25 H i
PG 4 7R, PEPR1IR I Pepl [ A5 20 RTFLS2 37 J31]
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f1g22 (1 15 A FE AR UL, HL [ A 75 B 40 55 3L 52 4k
BAKHGHE T 5 5 (Tang52015).  H AT &K B FE
Tr R AFAESTIAN Al KT Pep (Pepl~Pep8) % Jik, 1AL T
Pep fi{f 1 2% (4 PROPEP ) C A 3ifi (Krol£52010; Yama-
guchiZ2006, 2010), H.Peps2 [A1 771 = I THRE T
R, MEATRMASE BT Re A B ER 2 5, U
BIPROPEPRR | 2 5 M4 S (1R ¥ W] e ie A H
1357 18 T R (Bartels252013) . S ARA W 58 K TR
TEMAMP I35 7 5 5 2855 52 PROPEPs 5 (A 7K
1 i 2635, B PROPEPs & 15 78 i ) 4 335 & v
fiuk 2 /UL C &N TAR MR, DL RAEY) % 2 SR A
S Peps Unfi] 734 240 HL A M RIBR, 4 TiE—T
BT 1 (Tintord5:2013),

55 58 2K W % TR (oligogalacturonides, OGs)
£ —MDAMP(E 55> ¥, &M Z B HEH R R
TN FE, R A 40 B v 22 B LW TR IR O AR T
Sk, FA R 5 4 R R K A i (1Y) %2 /A WAK (CELL
WALL-ASSOCIATED KINASE 1)fIWAKL (WAK-
like) iR 1), 28 J5 fill & 1 i . %45 5 (Bergey 55 1999;
Brutus%$2010; Denoux%$2008; FerrariZ£2013).
W R INPEPRs 2 5 | OGHYEAIFN R 55 1
P4 (GravinoZ£2017), i B PEPRs 1] g il WAK 5§
WAKLIEAFTERE — 26 H AT ATA 9 ARG R -

PLAE B 72\ R = % 22 % 5 H (high-mobility
group box protein, HMGB). J#NATP (extracellular
ATP, eATP). ffiJii . £[-4E . PIPs (pattern-induced
peptides) 1 RALF17 (RAPID ALKALINIZATION
FACTORS 17)t Z&DAMP{E 5 731, {HHAHF FiAH %
BN, R ORILL AL AR 32K 2RI DORNI
(DOES NOT RESPOND TO NUCLEOTIDES 1)%:45
eATP [f] J&% 1 (Chivasa%$ 2009; Choi%%2014), RLK7
% 5PIPs R A1 (HouZs2014), DL K MalectinZs 52 {4
W2 5RALFE 2 JIK 12501 (Stegmann52017) .

5 PRRsT"EH T ES

4 FMEMAMP B8 4 Y D AMP 3% A8 47 48 i i |
[FIPRRs R i, B AT il & 4 0 5 — J2 4o 058 B A
J%; —PTL, 38 ik 5 i 485 ) 40 i o8 55 7 9 10 A2 4k
MAPK/E 5@ 42 B0E « 1% M B R T R PTI
FHES, PTUS B N 32 ZEALFE R A S AL I oK

M DERRE AR AR AR B AR A DL AR AR 5
(A A, TV R T TR 15 G R A 1 42 S 4tk o o 1
et 5 e TR AR S, AT — 2D R T A A —
JEHIFUR BE 1 (Yud52017).

MPTHE 5 85 e, 40 B Py Ca® FTH 1) 1 i
PAJENO; K FICT 1 413t A 18 A PTI J2 (1 5 11
S B2 —(JeworutzkiZ%$2010). A W7t "Bo~, 4ME
MAMP [ 45 I [8] b 2R3 AT /-5 40 i P9 85 -3 A
Ak, 3 T T 3 s A e 2 0 A R 20 R A Ak, (H
FRARF B R 7 P AR 2 e SRR S U 7 A 0
(1) B 18] (JeworutzkiZ£2010; Pugin®51997). 4 i
Ca® I 2 R P PTLSE J g R w97, FL T
AREMAMP(FI I8, 40 A Ca® 78 i E) s 8] 1 )
WA A DL SRR SR I [R]85 46 e AN [, 32 T i 4% A
6] RS 5 w52, BT LR P Ca® (AR A A A 2
fih & PTI R 9745 5 (4% 0 (Kwaaitaal 22011; Ranf%%
2011; SeyboldZ:2014), HF7TIAA, 4NHE AN Ca> Ik
F S R A T Ca I T8 2R 1 1 0 s i DA B
Ca’'- ATPasesfCa™ #£1Z 2K [ ) L 5hiz fay, @i
2 41 72 [R] R 24 6 255 P 8, e A I A o
Ca® 3 5 N 40 A 5 Hh i s T 5 i 9 Ca? YR
(McAinsh #1Pittman 2009; Dodd%$2010). H i #ff 7%
K I, Ca™ 31 HE FICNGC2. CNGC4F10sCNGC9
53 9 2 5 1R 5T A KR8 H MAMP il & (¥ Ca®™ Py i
(Ali%52007; Tian ££2019; WangZ5$2019; Qi%£2010).
LA W7 R R CNGC19t8 2 53R IF 156 K %
95 S N, i HLE 5 /KR 1) A2 KA S 5 4H K (Joga-
watZ52020). —Ca’ il HE HOSCAL3N S 5
W 4% R T S FL % 7% (Thor%52020) . 1% 46 i@ 8
| A E YA MAMP ] 5 52 2 BIK ) R
W AE M, T8 WOE IS 5 oA T R AR L
it 9% (Tian&52019, Thor4$2020). [A]i, Ca® %
IZHE AACA4. ACA8. ACA10. ACA1l. ACAI2FI
ACAI3 1 2 5PTIA 5 4 fg 4 Ca™ 14 ¥t (Frey 25
2012; Hilleary%:2020; YuZ52018). {H & W L& 75 4
VA% Ca” I B (I, UL AR A i A
DAE #2145 Ca BB & (1 8% e | A i, Bl
—JCHrH.

MAPKAE 5 3@ 42 R S0 [ 2 PTI J97 f14) 5.
Wi M. JEIEMAPKAE 5 & 1% o — & 515 i R
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b, B Z ARG R BE RS T4 ML 3 2R E
JEPE A, NTEiEPE R RIE. BT FTiA
>N, 110 F 7F H MEKK3/MEKK 5-MKK4/MKK5-MPK3/
MPK6 fl MEKK 1-MKK 1/MKK2-MPK4 i 4 & 5
AR 2 5PTIR) W S, [F] I B2 A¢ 42 i (1) MPK3/
MPK6FIMPK4 3] 3l R AL AZ Ui AN 5] 1)  dif e 40
¥ H W) 19 PTIL B (Asai 25 2002a; Kong %5 2012;
Meng#H1Zhang 2013; Sun%2018).

1% T 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS) 1] #& &
2 PTIA B [ — AN B 2 bR &, 7= AR fO T 48
Jfg 15 _E B NADPH 4 14 i RBOHD 1 i % 1k ) iy
PRX33AIPRX34/ % 5 (Bindschedler5:2006; Daudi
££2012; NiihseZ£2007; Torres%£2006), fEPTI{E =
Hr, RBOHD {13 B AT LU T Ca™, @ id Ca™ fik
1R (1, WICPKS. CPK6. CPKI11HICPK4(Y)
Tl BR AR AE 1 T s A S ROS IR ;. ST AAMK
HF-Ca™, WIS BIK 1 (¥R £0 A& 1 11 {2 1k i I ROSS
[ K & A 2 (Boudsocq%$2010; Dubiella%$2013;
Kadota%5:2014; Li%5$2014; Ogasawara%:2008). PRX-
33FIPRX 34U B 4% 52 40 il 73 3 3K 32 7K ARR2 ) 1
2, (2K iR EiMAMP /1 5 [)ROS 1% & (Arnaud
252017). JrbhCa® . BIKIFIROSIE — A 1F e it
W, BEORAEIPTING B . 4 SRROS 145 & 4 5K
% B — e [ 0 4%, W CPK28 @ i i R AL
BIK | S:5(BIK 1] 4%, FPBL13i# T 5 RBOHD
H AR A ROSH = A, AT B 2 4EF7 20 L Y
ROSHFa 4 (Lin%52015; Monaghan®$2014),

6 BESRE

MEE— A o 5 2R R ILE S, TRATEIR
X K A A S G R 5 e T, (B
SRR £ IPRRs. MAMPsE{ DAMPs ] ¢ 3f: 7 4
RI(FD) . [FIRF, A FEPRRIAE TS 58 %
I, LU AN FAIMAMPs 5, DAMPsfit &
(R PTLI 7 2 75 4776 72 B b 1) 22 S S5 R 2 ) R 2
AR ST R R, ML A R, H
R Ak A P A A R R AR R, R 0 K
T CASE T 0 A R AR s e (s B, RS S
B AT AT A BT FRA 13k — 25 R DU (1) G 2
PR AR B (IMAMPs. M5 55 S [ M E R E,

x1 BYRRIRHNZHSEE
Table 1 Plant pattern recognition receptors
and their ligands

PR A 52 44 eyt (LN AR
TR B R R 52 A
CERK1 LysM-RLK Chitin PN P
LYK4/5 LysM-RLK Chitin LR IF
CEBiP LysM-RLP Chitin K&
Eix1/2 LRR-RLP EIX et
RLP42/RBGP1 LRR-RLP PGs G IT
VA T 1) 52 A
FLS2 LRR-RLK flg22 PN P
FLS2 LRR-RLK flgls T A
FLS3 LRR-RLK figll-28 A
EFR LRR-RLK elf18 VR
LYM1/3 LysM-RLP PGNs T
LYP4/6 LysM-RLP PGNs KFE
LORE/SD1-29 LEC-RLK LPS ARG
U O TR ) 52 A
RLP23 LRR-RLP nlp20/40  HUFETF
P HIDAMPI 5% A
PEPRs LRR-RLK Peps PAEG I
WAK/WAKL EGF-like-RLK  OGs I
RLK?7 LRR-RLK PIPs I
FER Malectin-RLK ~ RALFs G

RLK: receptor-like protein kinase; RLP: receptor-like
protein; LRR: leucine-rich repeat; LysM: lysin motif; LEC:
lectin; EGF: epidermal growth factor. EIX: Ethylene-inducing
xylanase; PGs: Endopolygalacturonases; PGNs: Peptidogly-
cans; LPS: Lipopolysaccharide; OGs: Oligogalacturonides.

BAKI1E A% A A [EPRR 3L 32 1k 2 5 5 14
FR) 2 R A i o7, TSk A PTIE 53 42 P A% 0 e
fF, PTREAL 2R G 2 5% )% (5 Sl B AR, oA
YN AE 5% 3| R [F]MAMPs 5 DAMPs il 38 5} 77 25 A AL
(1R v DL (P 2) 0 ARG T8 S bR 1T 5, L BRI
T BAK IR 5 & i £ 2 PTUE 5 &2 11 o I, 3
ATAE PR A & B A e B, . AR TE
B KA AT RS BAK LN PTHE 5 38 8% 1 1
¥4y, W7 % BAKLE 42 PTIE 5 38 i 41 ik
Al REAFAEAG AR FI I D REATVE . it LU 1)
PTUE 5 W 25 G AT B, LU ml gR A 25 44, &1
55 Bk R A B PR, L R A I e
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Fig. 2 Plant pattern recognition receptors and innate immunity
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