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Abstract

Pathogen-associated immunity (PTI) and effector-triggered immunity (ETI) are two primary de-
fense mechanisms in the plant immune system. Various factors trigger different plant immune pro-
cesses. Moreover, PTI and ETI are not entirely independent systems; receptor-like cytoplasmic ki-
nases (RLCKs) play a regulatory role in both immune pathways. Plant immunity is a dynamic bal-
ancing process, where plants continuously adjust their immune strategies to respond to pathogenic
challenges.
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1. 5|
11, Y=

Py s b IR NSRS A S R A8 BB ARG, s O R R R, T AR
e, BIWAEE, Blhn 1845~1846 4F KL /R EYLME(Irish famine), H1 5842 M0 HO MR & BT S 20,
1942~1943 4 E[1EE (¥ bz Y15 (Bengal famine), -5 A EH IR BET 12 565 BT T B[ 1] - AEA00 35 1008 R 0T 4
BROHR £ 22 A A TR0 Bl N A5 T SRR e ) i K KU, S EWI R A = I AR 2 B e %, X2
SN b X PR PR35 R4 22 G BRAR = 26 T RGN, [ B 3T S SR IR R A ARk, MO D A PR A0 B i
i SRR ELAE T, B0 T R0 T R R R (2] AR SOOI EE TR S e AT, GBI T AR e AR
TR AE TR FH BORLE], 3k Bos TR0 A SR I8 T f#

1.2. EIRME R

e AR AL IR G, A TR AL A TR RATIE R . ARG IR 5 W BRI
RAMRGUREEE, FPRPURER . BERTE. SURTE. TR e =K. X T AR IRST, —
A BL R AN R AT 1. ALY EAS , PRI L S5k B RRs s B R B E P R AN B2 AR
HAEEYR N Y . Iy R s FUZ . A BUZ BB R R R AR« RS2 AR
Ja Bl 7= A AR 2H 23 0 WA g 77 L TR AE D (K K A TS5 o 2. AR B A 2 L — R B AR B AR AL
JS2, R SEHLGS T SR A ) s AR PTE A . B, ERYD R B . A S R U E R
R BRI EY, S UCER, AR TR R A B R YR s A AR S
RV AT, BN A NAR S5 S HEAR, AT LA B S AP I T 2K

2.PTI 5 ETI
2.1, EWIEALH T R RS 32 0 H 2 R A 4 S e Wil L ATL i)

TV BRI B AR A8 T 1971 4F Flor 4t iR R0 BB, ARG 8 1 R0 T i Ji
AR S M SO SR AR ) & —BOw e . 2R EAR AR I, MR var 32, IR A A o3 ) A B R A
(NAPUFFEEEI(R), 11955 S A4 20 301l 5 76 731 2 (R (Vin) FIC B 55 DR (Avr) o T899 TR AR G At AR, A2
PR R FEY 5 B A LR R (A 97 R AR AR B I, 4 8RB0 R«

FE 10 fieh 5 G 2 A0 T LA PN AH N 52 A R o 400 i 3R T A 5 1R A1 32 44k (Cell-surface pattern recognition
receptors, PRRs) Ml N iZ H R4 & & & o 2 iR 5 5 7 51 %2 4 (intracellular nucleotide-binding and leucine-
rich repeat receptors, NLRs)2& H fif T 50 (1) il & A8 4 G 02 (1 S 52 4

PRRs 5Jfi AR, 4 N2 2 KBS (Receptor-like kinases, RLKS) 12 57 {4 &5 H (Receptor-like proteins,
RLPs), RLPs JCHm g 4s 438 RLKs FAG MM, B S f m iis. 1E i s 51k S,
RLPs 5 RLKs WA BAEHBC & T SIL 324k, 1415 51518 2 Nifigit.

PRRs I 5% a-12 i@ sopt i i e AL (GPI) it 2 72 o2 T- 4R ML - [3]: AT N AR AR B DR 5745
ik, PR BRI AR T, X — i FERR A M1 )5 AR 7)1 155 2 (pathogen-associated molecular pat-
terns, PAMPs), 511 flg22 (41 ¥ & AR s /IR B I FLS2 A& 'e 35248 BAKD fil & S g Mi[4]; 5K
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FARAE P45 JE B TBU 4, X — I FERR A 4 A O 43 ¥ 15 3 (damage-associated molecular patterns,
DAMPs), i PAMPs 7 57 A4 [ R Y 2 34K PIPs 83T PRR FEAZ AR RLKT fi & e mi i [5];
BCENRIT BN, 5B & A IAE 4 T4 5 (herbivore-associated molecular patterns, HAMPS) .

PRRs # B A B AL G v, AT ECAR S5 &R e PRI e Al T ) B A b S5 R s, H A A i b 25
R34 N & & 5 R R 1) B R 45 M 38 (LRR domain)—— 1A 88 A e A LysM S5 Myds—— R A 5o 5 0 it
EREMIR—— AR S 2 B A K R T RE 55 My 38— 591 AL 4 i B B ) B 5 2 L R I
[6].

PRRs /& H1IX L85 5 J5 DAAR L) 2015 30 A2 AH S A8 =k &% %6.9% (pattern-triggered immunity, PTI1).

973 R A4 R KA 2 S 2 7 AR TR I R R o7 R AR L AR HE 1 I8 I 43 WA KR IR T (effectorr) , Sk i
sCEAIE] PTERR RIS, BT PTIALESZ 24, Y04 AL T 5 BOIR A (effector-triggered susceptibility,
ETS) [7]-

N LR J A TR AR BRT -, R R L A T S B B AL i —— R PR Tl R 4 % (effector-
triggered immunity, ETI).

ROSLRF- AT AE AN B S NLRs AH BRI AR R0 B0 5 4 3 o AH AR FH T4 NLRs
(RN s BRSO R Pl R, 5IES NLRs ERIHEA S5 MIE . Mk %% . NLRs 1E) P FIAEY) 4
GRHEAE, fEhfe b, ARSI NLRs Fl4fiBh NLRs, 18253 NLRs &% FEAREON K7 (R 50, 4
Bl NLRs £ %0 N A5 5 s HH [8] [9] fESEMMFAE L, B AT AR N 55 44 4k (N-terminal), w0 BONARSF
Iz R 45 A (BD) R4 A (NOD), LK C i) LRR 45Mi. R4 NLRs 1) N Bt M A A, X
FATLAZr LR =4 CNLs (BAI2HeZ5#38) . TNLs (F 40 A 5 527k 45 sk A1 5%) &2 RNLs (.5 RPWS8
FAL) CC Z5#k). thoh, NLRs [ C i LRR 5 A7 1R 505 S AR RN R 1 I 4 B SR 0 /i
(resistosomes), HU/NMEFRAT Ca?ti@iE A, RIEMYIAMNE ARy Ca?t2iEi@iE /3 ETI.

H AR 2 1) 2 CDUEW] 7 PTI R ETI ZAMFAEVF 2 3L IS Sl eE, IF BAG 5 [AAH BAZ 440
Rio fFlln, PTIS ETI &4 51 T i 22 245 7% b3 (mitogen-activated protein kinase, MAPK)= Ak 241k
B, Forb PTI SR ES . BER K MAPK WG PE, InoR 1R E e B, AN AEEPai e, ETI 5
K. B i) MAPK iE 1, JFAFBE#HU M (hypersensitive reaction, HR) 51 (A 40 40 B A R 5 M SE T
[10]-[12]. B& MAPK Zek s Rigk, A P(ROS)R S K B AL R 2 I8 [13] [14]: MRS &1 iR, 7=
A B AR A KRR LM B s B G AR [15] 55 2 IR AR FE fil )k PTI B ETI G 8 W S RAIE

2.2.RLCKs fE PTI 1 ETI B2 EGIFHEENX

SZAKFE 5 B4 (Receptor-like kinases, RLCKS)7E PTI B {5 S EH, % RLCK #HIEH 5
PRRs [ fFfEAH EAEH, #l4n: RLCK VI 5 i+ PBS1-likel (PBL1) % BIK1, 5 FLS2. EFR. CERK1
4 PRRs M. 1EARZHISAH A, BIKL A PBLL 5 FLS2 i E &40, SR, 24 FLS2 #£ /%
NN HEE AL S B2 il BIKL 78 2 /M7 i (R 16 (Ser-233, Tyr-234, Ser-236 #1 Thr-237), 3% BIK1
FIPBL1 5 FLS2 14 25[16]. H HAMIETE L, RLCK VI WK %+ 1) PBL27 Al # CERK1 H iRk,
HN PAMP fifi )k MAPK BTl 75 [17]. B4h, RLCK XII 30 515 B 52 152 25 N G - 15 5405 1 (brassinosteroid
signaling kinase 1, BSK1) 1145 PTI {51115 545 5 . BSK1 S W14 % 52 N BR 3244 BRI Y E B2 4[18] .

RLCK & fgiliid MAPK G AL PTI, filln: RLCK VI 5%l b2 7T DA B B R 1k MAPKKKS
(1) Ser-599 i s, XFHBEIRIL NHEEE AL T G S MPK3/6 BUGAT 4. RN MPK6, REfffRIL
MAPKKKS5 1] Ser-682 #1 Ser-692 iz s, LAIE i~ 77 258 MAPK &1, (MAPKKKS5/3-MKK4/5-
MPK3/6 ZHx) [19].
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RLCKSs 7] PAfili & NLRs i ETIo 9 AR AT DU IS — iR AT 2 Db 2088 2 11 s 14 ) A 0 i 1 20k v A
T AvrPphB, 7E—L& 5y ) rhid it 24 BIKL, 0] PTI R JME SoRIZ 4G # /1[20]. B T AR
W& 5 (Pseudomonas syringae protein 5, RPS5) & —Ffi[a]# /15 AvrPphB 13 71 A il fidt & SV AEY) ETI 1)
NLRs. 7E¥#f5 AvrPphB B}, RLCK ZJ#%[#) PBSL1 5 RPS5 [1) CC &5 #4384k 4. — H AvrPphB 3t AAE4H
i, b BB R EERG UI%] PBSL. 7E RPS5 BAJE, SIERHM R, MR RPS5 Ak Aud iR
fih % ETI [21] [22].

23 EMRER “2” FER

PBS1 5 BIKL B A AL, WA S5 ok A P R 8L PR - i i V1) B SR BTS2 (1 H (1. Flt
WA LUE H, HEYCEN AR ST, di 7 —ENLE, 72 BIKL 518 PTI &4 2 206N, ]
DAt & ETI SR 58 1 S 5 N2 [16] o

[ NADPH % fL i RBOHD /4= ROS FF 2 1E4: PRR /13 /452 A NLR 15 1 G % (1 LA G 4t
FHF, JFH BIKL 2 ETI #6] RBHOD.  F [K] 3 35 R4 B i 24 2 56 4 i B 75 [4]

AR, NLRs 3@ HAEYIPUR R FEHgRIG, — Ly CLa it (k2 5 =137 1R 58T (1 808 R 7>k
BrEEsr ETI[23].

WX, 4 PTI SZ RGN, ETI Bk, 9 5 R SO kb 22 BRasos: R -7 53 8 08 R 1 2 7
fhkkgE s EAmd| ETI, mbr=4 “ 2 7" #if(“zig-zag-zig” model).

3. B&

ARV T AEY 9% R G0 PR FR E BB AEALE] 5 A A DG I S (PT ) ISR S 2 (ETI) . PTI
168 T 440 2 T ) A R 52 AR (PRRs) R0 AR A 5% 2 T K (PAMPS), fill ik — RIS 5 ZHC R B, ¥
TESIEIERIRIE, AR AN R AL, DARREE SRR . ETI WRAE PTI 5220 A4 208 8
PR, AP 0 — b S SR ) G N, B AR N RS & B & R AR E E T4 2 (NLRs)
WA A, BOEBI AR R, AR, ORI TS )R M. RLCKS 7E PTI #1 ETI &%
AR L, B0 RLCK VI E 5 ) PBS1-likel (PBL1)AT BIK1, LM RLCK XII V5 H )
BSK1. HY Gt — A BIA P E AL, AR b A Wy R B A oy M, AT LA W28 4k 1975 S
IR
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