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Recent advances in rice and brown planthopper molecular interaction
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(Institute of Insect Sciences, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China)

Abstract: Rice, a major crop plant in China, frequently suffers from various insect herbivores in the field. Among
them, brown planthopper (Nilaparvata lugens, BPH) is one of the most notorious pests, causing significant yield
losses. Studies on the molecular mechanisms of rice and BPH interaction can provide a theoretical basis and gene
and chemical resources for the green prevention and control of BPH. Here, we review the identified BPH resistance

genes, BPH-elicited rice defense responses and BPH counter-defense strategies. We mainly summarize the role of
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the jasmonate signaling in rice resistance to BPH. Overall, the mechanistic study of rice and BPH interaction is just

beginning to be understood. There are still many unresolved questions in the field. We highlight several key issues

and demonstrate some prospects for future research.

Key words: rice; brown planthopper; herbivore resistance; jasmonate signaling; effector

IKHE (Oryza sativa) 238 E 1 EAREY), HAg
RFGE AT BERERXRIE R AR E 24, L
SR EUKREAE P ik FE N FE L —, £ K
AR FEG, HRATB D 3000 A0, Sbr
I8 K FE = ARG 200 J30,  HE T A A K
Fa =) 1% U R K ET JELAE KL (Nilaparvata
lugens Stal, brown planthopper, BPH) £ [H P4 /& F Vi
) SEERRE IR M KAV E T H (Hemiptera)
K EEL (Delphacidae) #y K EJE (Nilaparvata) )5
PRI 2 R H, R AR 1 38 30 R K RS ) R S
T RIS, 48 K LR P O 48 RE % R K A i BR
M-S 2N, 3 K BOR IT S B R e R Gy, B
B RECNE G KRB AkEg, 45 seRpE Bl
WAk, # K B AT LA T AL SR K R B 1 P R 4
# (rice ragged stunt virus, RRSV) 7K FEFLIE 460
(rice grass stunt virus, RGSV), MR 7K AEAE 7= 1 f&
EW, W AWM EA BT REEMEEN, JFRE
e S AL AT AE LB YE, B AT A ok
T8 KB 7 VA S 3 RO T A s R R AR,
AR 2 1R 3o AT T AN 1 4 K B R T 24 1 )
A, WG T HE& RIS AR EHE SN
. T, R KR S PR E PR KR
an Al Rl KA O EREFA BN TR —.
H 20 40 60 FACE, HitE K EKAE i FhAH 4k 1 4Rk
T, AE S P R R DL R Bt O LB A B s
BEN 21 2, A AR T A BRI P K
Z A CE TR R e B e, KA K L)
PUERLRZ D AT o A SO0 H AT 248 7€ e K |
PrEERE A 46 EE T K RE B AR ) mL ) & B
T SRBE HEAT MR, o K AE AAE % B AR 5T T i
BRI AR TT AT R SRR E.

1 &R EERMR

1969 4, Pathak %5 ™ 1 KR IE T /K FEXT 48 K&
A\MPUtE. G, BT AT SR B A R AR
ORI T 40 24 K EVECE PUIEAL S (quantitative
trait loci, QTL). X4 QTL "I % & # K it
SR (AR Bph 3£ ).

2009 7, gRBUR 22 A AF B0 1A AR B Az
ol ST T KR S —ME AT SRR Bph14 .
Bphli4 %wt%— CC-NB-LRR (coiled-coiled nucleotide-
binding leucine-rich repeat) 5%2/A 51, Bphl4 RE% 5
WRKY46 Il WRKY72 s 7 HAE, FaEIFigm
P~ WRKY A KP4k i e 3 o 4 i o 33
RLCK281 TR A5 R &5 N il 2 DR g ik, AR
A ECETEE T PSS 7L R W, Bphl4
AT DAE D9 32 2R S VR 46 K 70 ) M Y R
£ [ BISP (Bphl4-interacting salivary protein), M Ifil
753 BISP 25 [ (1) B fif W00 7K 85 4 Tt B\ 1 By
5B ™ Bk Bphl4 LAk, % B Bk R T B T
Bph9. BphG. Bph37. Bph30. Bph40 2541k 3 K.
Bph9 5 Bphl. Bph2. Bph7. BphlO. Bphl8. Bph2l
M Bph26 Z AR R R B AR LR, Wi —
FhoE W) s & e IR B H 2R A (nucleotide-
binding leucine-rich repeat, NLR), &&%% 75 5 4i o it
IR TN, O — 25 KI5 T K FI R (jasmonate,
JA) 7K #%2 (salicylic acid, SA) HIBs %45 ®' Bph6
R E R R S DTk VAR R s B ety i B A IRUY SR
Exocyst. Bph6 @it 5 s & &4 W& OsEXO70EL
BAE, (RN S A m AN o Wb, B R A B
A m AL AR AR, i RE LR, AT
BHAS46 KA LR Y. S 4h, Bphe i& AT 5 s R
&R HE OsEXO70H3 AR, Rkt Fa ik &
JHE OsSMASL 73 WA A, 19 i g 8% AR i 3K
MR LIS HT R Y, Bph30 gaid— AN a1 2 A
B E R 45 M4 (leucine-rich domains, LRDs) [
EH, E/KRGH Y5 R4 2140 i s % ik . Bph30
Rets b 1 JELRE 4 2R A i o A 4 25 AP AR 4 R G R
KIER MR, HGINLF 4 3 A~ 20 4 2 AE [ BEZH 21
FRAR B, DN TT 3 0 JELBE 4 2R 1) R E S 4 R R () A
FEo MEUE S Bph30 FKAEMEHIN, 45 KA
S L5 B SR B LA BE B K . Bph40 it —
/NLRD & H, 5 Bph30 Dyfgdeil. wFFEIAES
H Bph40 BIKFEH 2 A Yk 2 A0 4 356 U o8
FERFRIE LR, JERE L S0 Mo B v ) 21 4 R AN A

iy SURTE DN
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P A R 2 R [ BA T B 22 R Rl AR
Rathu Heenati "1 55% | Bph3 3£[X. Bph3 &M OsLecRKI-
OsLecRK3 S HXZH B HE DR 7%, AN Bph15 A [F] —
X3k, 1X 3 > LecRK F R 2t e A T 40 i Jod i (1)
G BB R R Z ARG, Hpt AR BA RN,
T L B RN Bph3 T\ K EL S B 1) KR
Filt, it 52 1 5 LGl R AR 1 R T
b bRz Ah, A A AR BN R e B T 24> Bph
Kl Bph29 & — g CEFSEPUIE R, gifd— A
B B3 RGN E A, EMTAMMZ, %5
KT R 4L B R bR e e Rk, 324 CECN
FHH]. Bph29 IERE SA (551848, MR JA
MZAEE 5@ "™, Bph32 Y it 46 55 B 5
J¥ %] (short consensus repeat, SCR) & H, & — 1
KECRVEUIE R, R R E N KA R
ik B, PR B R B KRR R
frgite e 31 I T KR P L T R A A K
PR .

2 B REASSHIKIEREER

M2 E M CECYFI, KRG8 I A A R 1
55 20 I A1) 32 4 (pattern recognition receptors, PRRs)
P 46 K LR B O R R A R
R4 T 1550 (herbivore-associated molecular patterns,
HAMPs) 245 15 #H 5% 73 7 152 30 (damage-associated
molecular patterns, DAMPs), M 17 i B 18 1 57 AH
KR HE 5 F 4, B W B 545 25 (calcium ion,

Ca’” W Th . % 7 4 (reactive oxygen species,
ROS) 145 & A 7 24 5 75 16 & W (mitogen-
activated protein kinase, MAPK) 2% Bk i& 12 1 75 1k
2 O SRR B R (S B R R S R O B
TEVAH O FE DR I 38, AR 7KORE 7 A 56 4 L ) R Al
k.
21 #HYBEAEBHRNES ST

oy % BB B O 0 /KRR IS U A, 12
/KRB DAMPs. DAMPs J& 5 40 i 52 B sk
P E AR S AAIR . AR 3. B AR
WP 120, Shen 25 PV T & FIL, OsPep3 (peptide
3) /MK & KRB AE K BN I 7 AR 1Y) B 2 DAMP
s Z/ANIKET AL R R IE K324 K ECN F IS
9, OsPep3 iiit /KAEH RN b HEI M JA
BRI YIRIAR R, IR KRE R E R P
HAMPs WA PR R T, B R 2 B HuE g b %
EREYEEREAR . # ¢ EMER T — 2 iR
FI 4% % € 9 HAMPs,  AJ DAgE K FE s e v 1R, I
BOE KRB BB S 3 . Shangguan 25 P2 4738 7 —F
FEM K B M b v R IE 2K R R B NIMLP,
NIMLP #4330 3 /K R 21 40 Be g (e E A Ca™
FEM_EFF. MEK2 (mitogen-activated protein kinase kinase
2) WAL JA S S IR BOE, 145 b7 1A 5¢ X
Fik B, 7 S G T A PEIR BRTRY . Huang %5 B
T8 I T e R B B AL S E A R
NISP1 (N. lugens salivary protein 1), G585 ¥ 7 W
FpKFBHLR Y, HFREVMARE T, dHAEA

1 KFEFEREEENE A MEER

F A4 HR SRR it i BT AE Je ik i EE ZHE R
Bphl Mudgo 12 CC-NB-NB-LRR [9]
Bph2 ASD7 12 CC-NB-NB-LRR [16]
Bph3 Rathu heenati 4 3N A LecRK [13]
Bph6 Swarnalata 4 LRD [10]
Bph7 T12 12 CC-NB-NB-LRR [9]
Bph9 Pokkali 12 CC-NB-NB-LRR 9]
Bphl0 O. australiensis 12 CC-NB-NB-LRR [9]
Bphi4 O. officinalis 3 CC-NB-NB-LRR [6]
Bphl8 O. austrliensis 12 CC-NB-NB-LRR [17]
Bph21 O. minuta 12 CC-NB-NB-LRR [9]
Bph26 ADR52 12 CC-NB-NB-LRR [16]
bph29 O. rufipogon 6 4B3 DNA-binding#t #4145 [14]
Bph30 AC-1613 4 LRD [12]
Bph32 Ptb33 6 £ SCRZE #ay 4k, [15]
Bph37 O. nivara 6 CC-NB [18]
Bph40 SE232 4 LRD [12]




570 B EY RS TN A

374

(hydrogen peroxide, H,0,) #1 2. B fHlAH ¢ KL Rl R A
DL AR R . Gao %5 P20 )G BRI IR P 45
5T RIS (144> NIG14 J NIDNAJBY, ‘A IFfi#6
R A K FEE AR, BRI S AR A A0 U T
ROS BK . WHIRBIAA 2 LL L JA 5 S @ieius. A
WEFE R I, 6 EL ™ B I R B B T DA
N Fo. Ui R A (vitellogenin, Vg) 7& B H A
BMAMTHREEEA, Zeng 25 P R IE CE
FE= A R AR, 2oRE N B R B ) N g E.
HE NIVN 3 AKFEH L, 55 3KAE JA IR AT
Ui BT AR AH 5 FE R IR 3k, Rk /KRG 4 R 40 R R T
MW 51 B 22 4 K B DR A7 AR 0. A AR A a4k 1
NIVgN & F#AK 14 R EEP R, KRR
1k NIVEN e FF 8L 1% 0% H,0, 15 5. BRIUE Al
YRR O 141, e R E I ) 2 B L RE %
SRR EAA AR BT R N Ak, He G
(1) & o B AE D B R TR RTE A 5y, (R K ARG
R ORI R, 15T T RS K AR A5

FRRET 7
22 KIGMEKAMEXHNESRE
221 ZREA

H 71 6} #5 & El DAMPs il HAMPs #H 9% 52 4[]
W D, AUH —BI#kiE. OsPEPR1 F1 OsPEPR2
(peptide receptor 1/2) & /KF&E I/ NMIKIEUA F OsPep3
(5244, gt e A T ZH M IR 17 1Y) LRR 3268
PN SEERITEMS REIE f53IA . Fibk OsPEPRI/2
{8 K B AS T N OsPep3, 235 Il 99 1 /KR8 046 &
A B i KRG AR i R I8 OsPEPRI B,
FHXE T OsPep3 [0 B 58 HNEURE,  BEf% AL 28 5 = K
PRI AL S RIRE e R B RGBS AR 2 Ak
R HIBES (somatic embryogenesis receptor-like kinases,
SERKs) & —HK A Z Rk, 252
B S 5 iR % P JUBR KRS Y OsSERKT Bl
K& OsSERK2 [#A% T AR # CE L, 1Mo 43 51
LRI B OsSERK ML 1 /KA 14 Btk B,
X st 25 BLE 7R K F% OsSERK1 A1 OsSERK2 A fig &
5 A ERBE S 5T
2.2.2 MAPK(E 525k

MAPK 2 FAZ B R R G 582,
“ MAPKKK-MAPKK-MAPK =% itk 20166, 1E
TR 2 4R N, A SRS 5 B UK s
MAPK 8 R A S R BRER)EAY), SCILXHE
SRR P, fEKRET, MAPK 15 58 i
Z 515 REUE S PIER M. . KFE MAPKK JE K %K

G OsMKK3 ()R 1524 CECN FiH S ERE -
W, FRIE OsMKK3 A% 14 CEBNIILE . 2
RIS SR A A B B A R E R HUA
Al LU S K FE B — A~ MAPK % 2 OsMAPK20-5
PRIk, UIBRIZIER BE 5E i 1 /K AEX e R B R
I IERRAR 748 KRN AL 2 s LB FE SR A,
OsMAPK20-5 #] fig 18 izt #171 fi] — % AL & (nitric oxid,
NO) FIAR 2R S KR8 L pihE: B,
223 JAR5&E
WMYBERGESRE 2 5EMbtatt, m
JA 5 58 mM P b RO RIER ™. 24
ZRE A RIONER, HEWEN JA &S,
JA TT DA AR B M S AL AT AR s Horh, JAFE
7 F1 R = 5 TR & Sl (JASMONATE RESISTANTI,
JARD) AL T 5 57 52 &R (isoleucine, Ile) R A=
B JA-Tle, ZAGE YR 4EE Y ZRIE T JA
G F U RATREA M LR, JA (5518%
FEZE KRN CER U FATET T
T\ % H g 55 K R - B A (] R ) S5O o (00 7 S 2B
T8, RIESREERTEEFET JIAMHXE
SRR W RECAEE, KR JA A AT R AT
KIEFMEREEZE LA, JADTHEEHEER
T JA T AR AR B AR T KR AR 6 L D Y
AN A R U s [, AMil JA RE6E R
FKFBE MR 5 2 R R 5| R EORE BV
& (Anagrus nilaparvatae), /KRG R P,
WS JA A 3R AOC (allene oxide cyclase) B¥
OPDA it J5iEFE Kl OsOPR7 [ T /KRG #6 K Ai% 5
(11 JAL JA-Tle (17K LA R /KR X8 Lt B,
ot Ak K FE TA A B 2L K OsJMTI (JA carboxyl
methyltransferase 1) 524 CHE % S 10 JA A1 JA-Ile
BB RK . EFIR G (methyl-JA, MeJA) & & T,
IR IR RXAE K R R R P R R Y TR
ik AOC Bi—> JA & BUH R ARE & B RCT T 30K
RN BEEZ M IAES ST, I HRIEXE
KA GE B, AN, RS S IA G ERS
MY C2 s [R5 JA 24485 [ COI (CORONATINE
INSENSITIVE)1/lb. COI2 J&, #5 KH P {EiX o4
TR R R A S g P
TAVEFIH MeJA # CEL FEIA IR R
HAFR A RIZHZA . AR TA) SO 196 /N s 2
Hedfs DAL MY C2 1 G (05 G2 L 0E /5 (chromatin
immunoprecipitation sequencing, ChIP-seq) £t 45, )
7 KHE JA RPN T ML, KRS JA BB
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fEmE B4 BT MY C2 % 5 IR 7 A 5 10 % S 45 A5
P HPRF PRI DL JA 51U ISR R
I 3 6 K B b () BHLHG6. TPS35. NACI. NAC3 Al
NACY FE R THRE A3 AT, IESE T I e Ak He B[R 4K &
57 KRERHE K EE T B,
224 HAMEERRESER

SA 15 5 IS 18 1l 451 1F VA 42 $0L e I+ A1 2 750 0t e
HHLE B FRATAT I SR B, A K ECN
TR B SA KT IR TE B E AR, RFRIKAE SA
AR NPR1 B I 238 40 B SR 5 1K) SA 244 Blg 2k 4]
NahG ¥IAFMiE G EGR 4k 2 BT i 53 4h— 10
W AR, NahG i 3RIE FIKFE X ) EF H4T
PEVRES . PEIOUE 7T 45 SR AN TR T g A2 T T ik
M s Bl DL CEVR IS A — ST 8. ESF
Bph6 #1 Bph9 HIHitEKFE , # CENFH FIHIE S
(1) SA [ & 53w T ek pk ™', I AN
SA $E T KR G EGE L U 7E He 25
IRIE 58 Il I, 2R TN R fil Z B (phenylalanine
ammonia-lyase, PAL) 5 | /K& X} #& € B 19T 1%,
PAL 2R N &A@ Ly, MEsh
SA W&, 2518 % KN R BIRAERE =T
G . B, SA S 5@ LA K T fE K FE 4T
My I R A FH A 75 2 58 22 A LR AT

HAWBRGE T BAEIRER S5 T KRB ¢
R\PirE, B 2B @IS R JA B8 TAE
SR E KRR LEE SR A N
K AE K8 KB B BT . U ER 20 A R S A
OsACS2 3858 | 5 B T MR K Y BIRERG AT
W5 T KR XS G A B A AL B 48 G
NFE e P53 KAE E3 12 RIEHNME OsEBFI1 (EIN3-
binding F-box protein 1) £l OsEBF2 #:[X1%%i%, OsEBF1
F1 OsEBF2 @i /5 OsEIL1 (ethylene insensitive 3-
like 1) sk R W BRI 20615 5@Ae, AT IE
PP K R 48 KA BT B, Huang 25 PV ik
RIE 7O IR R AT IE AR KR 48 RGP, i
# HAEA T (phytochrome-interacting factors) OsPIL14
Al 454 O A L R OsACOT W a3 817 I 80
HFGE - LKA, J6Bi &R OsPhyB /M3 |
OsPIL14 ZE A IPEME, SFEOIEARSZI, M
E A CE B VR BREERE Y RIN T R #h
AR a T R AR BT R,
KR HR Mo V& B T A VR e . AR it g
VIR BT R AL FR AR % 51 K FE AR I AR AR 2R, 0
4 € BB BCE A= ORAT S, AT B KA X e K

A\ B i 3 A KR B R A ROR 95 11 9-
I EEIHEE N R RUINABGEE 3 (9-cis-epoxycaro-
tenoid dioxygenase 3, NCED3) $& 5 1 #5 KCHEE T 1)
VAR JA A JA-le 1) & &, Zbk &5 LR
SR T KRB VEER QI E R OsABASox3
(IR PR A IR X 48 LR Pt B 3 B B

ARKRRREEYEKKEMEERE, A0
FUARTE H A KRR A Y. Bph40 T 5
BRI R MR R A SRS KRS S AEK RS
Y5 . 2T 50 HRARLAR: 5 AR N A K 2R PR T /KA
X AP P g R — 24 4y
AL R . KRB 2R3
Rl OsCKX1 1) g 53 AR AR T Y B\ A 55 14 T 52 12 2
s A R TR IE L JA A ok
Hout s R E BT Y. KRG Bphe IS RN R,
KA E B EF P FORR W S =N, R
Y i 5y 24 3 FT RETE Bph6 N S 104 CEGLIE &1
TER MY, FERLEBENERMKEE, 25HEY
ARREBISAM B VIBKERERE SRR
BH 15 25 (1 L K] OsSLRI BYE I 4M it GA, kb B K FE,
FIERFE KRN A AP N SRR A R AR
P sd-1 0P8 REIPTHERRAR, MABRY EHIRE
1 eui XA KEVIPLIEIR R Y, REFERIEHE
X REVIPLE . R RN E — RS H5IFTHED
AR E TR IEE U YR R,
A it M1 S 25 A TR A B B S 2R P RO BE AR SR UK
i (slg-D 5% m107) % #6 & B ) HUE FEAS, 1 =
2 NS = [ RATAR (Ihdd10) %54 % B LA 598 1)
itk
2.2.5 HESEHET

TE/KRGH O % e v 2 3 L a5 A
“F. MYC2 J& T bHLH (basic helix-loop-helix) 5 &
HRHET, & IAGSBRERZOIRzE LS . K
FEFE R AN g — > MYC2 R, MYC2 @R
AR A8 K BN BT 52 P 5 P, 4 KA
H OB LR L B RATRA
2F 3 ok e 0 5 g SR T R B, MYC2 fefiE B
PR G IR K& JA RN EE R . MYC2 — 7 T il
b FOR AR S R T R, TR JA (S S ST
BESRGEATHOR s H— T, HEZERERAER
WA AN, Tz S KRG S Pk P
OsbHLHG6 27 T MYC2 iR+, 25
FEER T JA MR, bhih6 b I8 A8 440 4 % ml 1 itk
ks
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o [ B 5 B 20 1 R B B v 0 1 S R AT
7 RN E T 2 A R BTVE R R A e s R 5,
AT 7 H AR NLE . OsMYB22 6% 5 3L i1 il
¥ TOPLESS J % & Wi 4t g HDACI £ i MYB22-
TOPLESS- HDACI ¥ s i & 44, i [A 401 T
W Se e 3'- F2 AL (flavanone 3-hydroxylase, F3'H)
SR sk, IERRRKAE A CE Pk Y. HD-
Zip IV #:3% [K-F- ROC4 (rice outermost cell-specific 4)
A ROCS 73yl it 3 ) 72 7K e i Jo ) A= 40 45 BROMTIELR
QMR E, EREKREXHE R T KA
£ FH 9% ] GRFS (growth regulating factor 8) %% %
T AT PAE B S T E I 3- SR AL BE (OsF3H) & 1)
Fak, AN IE T 5 K R 28 T ) S R A K E BT
4“1, JKAE microRNA A7) miR396 #i #8 & H M
PRIk, BRS¢ YEEE 1A GRFS ) mRNA Jf 41
) FBH . M08/ RNA——miR319 HJ LAE[A]
TCP (teosinte branched 1/cycloidea/proliferating cell factor)
FA [ KT OsPCFS ™, OsPCF35 1 OsMYB22,
OsMYB30. OsMYB30C H.{F IE 27K fE 0t # ¢ Hl K
Pitko 1ZHIBAE K I OsbHLH61-OsbHLH96 % 5 [l
TRBEVTREAL T JA (5542 T, 1IEHIEXH €
a\fferE . kA, g3 R H SR IL, 8
KECHFER, OsMYB30 #3¢K 1 HE4 & PALG6
PALS 15 JA 3l 5~ R 5E T0 A I 1E 42 A ]
MRS, IS SA MURFTR KAV & G 52
AKAEX A CE BT . (A B B AR SR
Hl, Bphl4 7] LLAT WRKY46/72 EAE 3 3 55 5 4> 5%
SRR TR e, WRKY46/72 38 i i 42 25 52 74 i
filf RLCK281 DL B I o & sl 2 R () 3R 1A 2 H K

FExHHE G E T

JKAE T HAFAE T 2 DU IR K B U e s
¥ -OsERF3 (ethylene-responsive transcriptional factor 3)
fe OWfE 5 i i E R P 1, HERRER
#HRECNFFH R LA, B T E T
M T Rk LI R R T OsEIL2 J839 1 K
FEXT QBRI BIE, T DB 2 R DR R 7K R X K
(B0 PR 1 5 B Rl R KRS 6 S IRl NACI. NAC3
M NAC4 Hva 1 iy KB S JA Wi R (K] ) Rk
R I R AR A b A T N A ZR BRI AL P TR
K k2 B T KRR S S 51 TG
EARERIUE 2SS
2.3 KFEAE KA

P B AU E 2iF S EY R KRE R AR
W BIEEAERS TREY), XY
Prpi i R HE 7 EEAER . MR EALET, AT LA
EAV IR R Y B HET, FEKFET
4 B S5 R EBTIEAR S BUE ELE D
231 HERMEDR

WL R KR AR BIA B, B 24 C
NFEN, KRR A RERERY), SRS ER
Y (green leaf volatiles, GLVs). & 25 1k & 4 727,
FABE IR A0 AP DA B R R R TR R0 & T, ax it
FERPI LA 2 HUZ B TA (555 B,
S- J7 A& IF (linalool) ¥ # "t &\ ) HUEr A1 B H A
WEAE T, T 4 T O R B AR R W —— A 2
AN R AW SIVE- . FEM (8], J5 RIS R A A
OsLIS (linalool synthase, LIS) 7T Bk (1 /K 78 i & L 46
QAR R I T R AL AR Y. A A

2 KFEF S5 A MENERET

E4iS Byt X KR R 2 1EF ML S SR
MYC2 bHLH 1B IEREIAG 5 ®E [37]
bHLHG6 bHLH s TR S S T A [ F [R] [46]
WRKY46 WRKY B EA$ERLCK28IFILOC_0s01g67364.1 )35 [7]
WRKY72

MYB22 MYB IR A F3 HIN R IE [66]
MYB30 MYB 1B 1B PALG . PALSIHI A [49]
ROC4 HD Zip IV R TR VRE IS A6 IR [67]
ROC5 HD Zip IV 1B FORIEADIRA RN B [67]
PCF5 TCP IR 50sMYB30/224 H [69]
GRF8 GRF I B OsF3HINRIE [68]
NACI1/3/4 NAC Uik SR B 53 T AN 3 K [R] [46]
ERF3 AP2/ERF INIEE B O fE 5 @A [71]
EIL2 EIN3/EIL i B 205 5 s [53]
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fi# I (hydroperoxide lyase, HPL) #& [X| OsHPL3 2 5
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