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Recent progresses on molecular mechanisms in the interactions between rice
and pathogenic fungus Rhizoctonia solani AG1-1A
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Abstract: Rice sheath blight (RSB), caused by the soil-borne necrotrophic fungus Rhizoctonia solani of
the anastomosis group AGI1-IA, is one of the most important diseases in rice production worldwide.
Even though many researches have been made on the pathogen R. solani AG1-IA, no important prog-
ress and breakthrough have been made on this disease because of its extensively broad host range, lack
of resistant rice germplasms, and the instability of rice resistance in the field. Mining resistance from
rice germplasms and breeding resistance varieties is one of the effective means to manage this disease,
reduce rice yield losses, and subsequently to guarantee the sustainable development of rice production
in the world to the greatest extent. This review summarized the recent advances in the molecular mecha-
nisms of the interactions between rice and R. solani AG1-1A, focusing on resistance genes to RSB and
their resistance mechanisms. Some suggestions for future researches were put forward with the hope to
provided support for studying the resistance mechanisms and breeding resistant rice varieties.
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e ) AL B E AR R R X 35 K
B T2 i 7 A BE KRG AR ) AL, KRS
LUK S M R AT BTN, B AT A 7 R O Gk
10%~50% (FirEik%:,2019;Zhu et al.,2019) . ZAERY
o i 0 90 e Y Y P A P BUK R S0
He R 2T () F R & (Savary et al., 1995) .

SR DA — e AR LB, R IR
PR 1) PR A% G5 A A g A IS ) 0 | 2T
b IR AT 4% | v B o T 3 2o 7K A & e
2H U 1) AL, LA ), AT IR 2 32 RS
[ AR (Li et al.,2021) o SUAHIR P AT 552 5 1) 3t
7 Sk H & /DAL 4R 14 4> Bl A BE (anastomosis
group, AG) (Carling et al.,2002) , ifif AG1 7] Jf —
%1434 1A \IB F11C AW #f (Sneh et al., 1991) . 5li#/K
e S0 5 5 DB 2 AGT-TA PR, 3% B ik ] 432
YL E K Zea mays FI4¥ ¥ Setaria italica “FHEY) (i
P-4 2003;Li N etal.,2019) . HAT, TS0 B
(75 B AR )2, BB = Bk R v, S 8ok
eSO 14 T BIL ) e BT B2 B & FhAIE 5 a0 8 2%
8 BRI, 30 AP o 3 2 e F AR 9 % e bk g
SRR B 4 HAELH R S0 T 3241,

ARSOR T REFE PR 21 “A K R -5 S0R 9 B HAE
(IR 5T HE R EAT LR34 | LA I 4ok B N A ME K
s S0AH 9 B SO L L BoPE st 14 47 45 (quantitative
trait loci, QTL ) FIHTH ML fife A7 25 75 T A 58 R
FEEEXT B TG P SORS T K RS S LR e R R =
PR T — 2B A5 0 A5 7 ), LA Sy B BH 7K R
SR B O AL A2 R BT O S A S DL R it
— S A Y T B B O KR S R A
SRR

1 IKFBEHRIEIR R EERIEER

TR AESUR s ) RLRE AR AR o W 10 7 A i
EIKBURBE R, JSTE R SRR A A s R Ak, A W]
R NN mBCRIEBE . IR TE KRN E T
WA R FEAR YL A TR G R
PR (E B A Z M, 2018) . BURMG b 2% L
W AESTCHEA -, LA T 22 58 R SE e (4
DAL B AC, T A% R H B0 e R (1 & 2 5%
2018) . WA AIAE RIS R PTG 245, I
SR B DA R 8 B A I R R0 g U 3 A 7K T 1)
L W R TR 22 A YK A AR AR , AT Ik FH () v K i
AT B A% % (Zaeim et al.,2015;Feng et al.,2017) .
St R T S B el iR e R YA 3 AT

i A AL OB A A 3 40 i (Marshall &
Rush, 1980;Molla et al.,2013) .

2 KB RBIBUR S FHLH

) 7K A1 5 SO TR EAE o F-BILIGT T T A 3%
Bl F /K R SO R B A T 2 S B KRS
7 TR AT TR AR AG 1-TA S 4 92 DR 4 5 B e 41
%& (Zheng et al.,2013) , A5 HEOW (5538 % X 2
RESE R PR T B Il . AR D TR 43 A AR TR
FAEAE 55995 i TR A B TR0 RS AR A S 2E O
FErh R IEE EEAEH . Zheng et al. (2013 )i i 20k
o DA R DX 2L B 2 B AR L e e AL A B T 1 A
Y QIR A Wbl BUR TS) N ey QA o S E ok i e R e
U B T HIe A
2.1 KFEELHRENEREZA

SR 2H 00 20 2 2 A s i TR B0 17 5 38 I S
S0 AH G BE DA, ) BH ORGS0 AL A S
Zheng et al.(2013 ) fiff 55 —AQEE P ZH I 77 H AR X 4
FER B PR E R AG1-TA SERESE T JE PRI 20 P 2,
AT 36.94 Mb 1B A HE SR E], FERE T 6 156 1
DiReSE A, oAy 257 /2 PR T A e -2 3 BAE
5 I W58 Xk K A6 & 9 il (carbohydrate-active
enzyme, CAZyme) U AE AR ™ 4 & BT 2 240 i €2
% P450 (cytochrome P450, CYP450) & i J& (R {4 v
BELE LR, SO A S I 2l A 223 > CAZyme
St L DR, WY e T R R R L O R K SR R
Ustilago maydis; A 10 AU A=A 9 -G B 4 5%
LA 168 A~ CYPA50 4 B B P 5 st A1, 78 T Y
985 3 WA I g A BE K vh, AR 103 i/l Be
I3 UAEE 1 (<400 Z 1R ) iy HE . ST LU R 4
= RN ) R J DR 20 27 43 B, ORG99 P 356 R 2 00 ) 1
BA AR 7~ FL AR B0 o AL B — 20 A 3B 4
HrEum FER AL THEEF R
22 KBYUHREHNERENZRR

H 1, & T AR 7 Magnaporthe oryzae Fll7K
& H R B Xanthomonas oryzae BIECH L B
B2 MACAARE 35 8 B K AR SO s TR H T2 32
JEFEAS) | HH (R P M 5 A st i Ak
AATEFRR, T HBOmRALHIBEIT A0 XS -
YRR B A 2 2 5 H 5 % £ A
HAEH . Zheng et al. (2013 ) X 20 55 1 1= G4
18.24 32,48 172 h By /K R 1B st L AT 230 #
KI5 5 350.6 066.4 3694 802 15 779 >3
Hah S ERA . BRI GO(gene ontol-
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ogy) & AR 45 AR MEALTE I R 4SS R
AR D I P R 7K AR S P 2 SO TR I P AR e B
TR E EDIGE. Xia et al.(2017) KB S5HALTE
PR G 1% 55 R TR SO R T 1= Y4 K A K T2 Glycine
max FE KT AT RS, B Syl
AHOCHEDR AT BETE SO TR S /K A B Rt R b B
TAEH . A, 2% (ethylene, ET) & Hias 12 fl%E 4k
TR Tt R0 AT REAE SO R B0 1 R Hh A #5456
HEAVE A (Yamamoto et al., 2019) o X BEHF 58 B 80 Ah
o3 DA B LI R AT B T e AR
2.3 KIELHRE R EREXERE

L) it TR A A e o AR v 3 23 430l 22
CAZyme, HAERIRE 55 EHAES A HE
YEH (Molla et al.,2020; Rao et al.,2020) . X £UAiH
DA Y AR AR I 7 e S 2 ) 43 BT 48 SRABTIE 52, B0k
DA G s R v i 22 Gt SR e SR Ak Tl 2 A I
ity WE LIRS I K A T | -7 SR B 22 0 22 e il
55 CAZyme 1935 N #5175 5 )8 32 35 (Zheng et al.,
2013;Xia et al.,2017; Ghosh et al.,2018) . Rao et al.
(2020) 5T 25 SR R B, MBS THUR/KAEA B, SChtie
P K e it AL RS I RN 20 2L Y 161>
FTE IR KM R b RaA . T3 h, 5 i AR
LU, SO TR TE SRR 5 B BOA B 211 CAZyme 4
L 5 T IR ERIE , Ui CAZyme W] BEFE ALK
B R AL B A T A B S E ] (Zhao
et al., 2013 ; Blanco-Ulate et al., 2014; Ghosh et al.,
2018) ., Yamamoto et al. (2019) %f 2 k59 F 4= 44 /K
Tt S AL B AT AR SE T CAZyme TE S0 5 TR B0W
SRR EVER, TR CAZyme 1 I CAZyme 5 515
£ 0] Rl AR 2-0 LWL 4-fif LR 5L B-D- Ak
MREARE T R B £ A 2 5 SO TR I B0 2

SRR TR AE IR YL A o R rh S o0 U 37 e ik
B R FAYIE VRS> 55 2R AR AR 4, 3k 21k
A AR P T IR B A PR R, TR IR R Y
A BRI RE ARG T30, A2 149 D 0 4R 44 (Howlett,
2006; Costanzo et al.,2011) . FfiR 3-F RN
TR 2R 2 0T TR 53 b 1) BR824
(Brooks, 2007; ¥ il ¥ 4% , 2014; Hu et al., 2018) .
Zheng et al. (2013l FEHAFTHEAM TS 5K L
T2 A RS A B JE TR AG1IA_04890; Yamamoto et al.
(2019) & B 3 > FF LR PG BE DY) (2 4 3-WEIRZE B
PR 1-3R O FE G RS B SEDRURN 14> 93 32 R B SE DR 7R
QAR AR Y 72 W5 S R0A X SN AT RE S 5

TARLBINAED AR AN, CYP450 Fi s 3L K 2
5T Y R = R A A L (Nelson, 2010) .
FHICHT ST W A I, KA SR R Gt B iy 24
CYP450 Fi ik P AN [l 4= G i 0] s i L9 3%
ik (Zheng et al., 2013; Xia et al., 2017; Rao et al.,
2020) , 33X B PR ] R SO R Y S B0 R

22 24 7 0 A6 B B (mitogen-activated pro-
tein kinase, MAPK) FIE5 {5 5 ik AL FEAE W) 9 )R L T
o ok A2 v B 1 E4E H (Rispail et al., 2009) . £
Al T 5k R P Al T T 9 A G AR SRR A
13/~ G FUBERZ R SE N 22 1~ MAPK #2747 ] 5
1S A R B R it 3 A R TR R S A Al 1 R Y
(cyclic adenosine monophosphate, cAMP ) i 12 5L [,
X S K PR AT R SO R 5 AF T EAE Y SCHE T
(Zheng et al.,2013) . F& s 20l B i —2ESE G
I SZ IR SE N AGIIA_09056 1 BUR G 17 12 Y
JKAR K LA EOK I 8% 75 R R IR (Xia et al.,
2017),
2.4 KBYHRENRNES

A9 Dt o R0 A TR AR e A 3 N
P BRERA W LU T 5 A E A LS i B e
I, TH0EF 09 PRt I = 44 . Zheng et
al.(2013) %58 1 SUR AR HE T PR AG1-TA MEAE
R 37 A e SN UE P R - S E TR TR 37N
AGIIA_09161 . AGIIA_ 05310 Fl AGIIA_07795, %3 ]
WA AR R 2 B AR o E LA
AR M CtaG/eox 11 BRI ) 19 Z5 A8 1A 11, 3X
3R AR AR AT 5 S K R AN R K e B A A
T2 HE T SRR S0 A e IR s T Fry 1z 2 1
i 5 DR T SR i o {2 e AR v s B ARk
(Xja et al.,2017;Ghosh et al.,2018;Rao et al.,2020) .
Xia et al.(2017) A& PSR T 7 f= YL KA R AN
Tk 64 TN AN B Y Bk, o
3 ARV 2K 1 AGIIA_07973 . AGIIA_09202 Fl1
AGIIA_04998 7= 375 E i B b a5 1
P IA , AR WIIX 3 A 00 A 7R SO s TR B0
R RE EA IR

AGLIPI 15 5UA 5 1 AG1-TA WV fE42 YL i 95175
S EEFEE, 7 iH SN Nicotiana tabacum 3% K2
IR A B R4 MO AE T, 3800 M G i B g, Tt
(A5 RN Bl 077 T A A2 AGLIPT 5| RS 4 IR
HE J2 N B T 06 55 1 5 e A, 7E UL RE I Arabidopsis
thaliana "' 5 VR 3635 AGLIP1 240 i FL IR 5 988
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7, AR HER IR AR UL (Li S et al.,2019) . ZRAFUbE
I iR [ (polygalacturonase, PG ) 4 it & K] RsPG3 Fll
RsPG4 7] 5| B /K RS 22 AT W 4 IR BE S, W] BB PR 24X
il s B BOK o B i 4 3 2 AE T (Chen et al.,
2018) . 55— PG 4 3L N AG1IA 04727 #E BUH
I R AR G B s T DR ER IR BRSSO
T BUR A9 L HERE R (Rao et al.,2019) . INPIEREFL
B iR 1 (endo polygalacturonase , endo-PG ) & it 3
Rrspgl W55 T SO B A0 200 13 72 (Yang et
al.,2012) . RsIA_NP8 eI I B b v BE AR ST
SURGR T AG1-TA WA R G KFE M 724 hIHZ L A

BT LIRERS R R R ek T 5 iR R
R 4B B YR AE I, 53 BT &% BRAE RsIA_NPS Wi A7 7¢
1A FARAS S s 422 i e R AR E 4 e
[ HE J1 (Wei et al., 2020) . 3 625 5L g 200k 5 PR 2
AL FE AT R TR (R Do RiE—20
Ty 3K LERQ0 2 7R SUR A TR B0 R PRI L 3R
o 5 S DR G B R AR SRR I 36 E X
JRR AR AT KRB0 fE5 IR A
BYE BRI R R T D R S R i A R &
ST, 0] Ay ) B S0k TR S0 HLEL RN T R4
PR B BB %) R

F1 BEEMNKEIHFE AGI-IA T A#ERE T
Table 1 The pathogenic-related genes that have been cloned in Rhizoctonia solani AG1-1A

H:[H Gene Yt [ Encoded protein %7 3CHik Reference
Rrspgl YIS FUEE R 1 Endo-polygalacturonase Yang et al., 2012

AGIIA_09161
AGIIA_05310

WHRAL R 51 2 5 11 Glycosyltransferase family 2
A .3 ¢ AR B [ CtaG/eox 11

Zheng et al., 2013
Zheng et al., 2013

Cytochrome c oxidase assembly protein CtaG/cox11

AGIIA 07795

AGLIPI S E 1 Secretory protein
RsIA_NPS A3 Secretory protein
RsPG3 R F M RR T Polygalacturonase
RsPG4 B F MBS FRE Polygalacturonase

AGIIA_04727

KGR 77 19 25443 25 1 Peptidase inhibitor I9 domain

R MEE TR Polygalacturonase

Zheng et al., 2013
LiSetal., 2019
Wei et al., 2020
Chen et al., 2018
Chen et al., 2018
Rao et al., 2019

3 KRS RIA XL R R

FE /K AE SO BTG T T, ] PN 2 255 0 A B 24
PR Y I R 4 R T — 28 AR (BRI 5245, 2013 ;5K
HEAFSE,2021)  QaKARRESE (2021) i FHARREIR A -
Mk 35 2 1 MR/ N ZE BT TR Bacillus pumilus TAER
ND11, A 38 i 1 SO B 4= e 4 1T R BEL A 42
JeFFF o AR, N FRE B B KA b R B AR S
Ak B 2 B AT R T B, T H R A A G m bt
Y G035 SO Y KR 9 TR M SRR B PR 1 41
U D EILAS /KRG # BHUN Tadukan , Tetep . YSBR1
¥ 75 1 Jasmine 85 XF SUA i % B — 5 19 Pk
(Channamallikarjuna et al., 2010; Xu et al., 2011; /£
AN, 2014a) o AR (20140) 7E 55 2 VSRR
XF 299 13 /K FEMA RHEFN SR T , N i BE 2] 7 4T
PEGEIR, o 1 A Be oK T BB EL YSBRI,
KRBTSR A AL HI A s PRIt 1 B B It
Blo FAN, AR AR S A6 SORS 9 ) BT A7 e B
i 255 Rk AR5 2009 B8 XI5, 2016; Lavale et
al.,2018) , RAKMFFE A ] H rPFER 5T 3 ik b 22

SEVER AL SZ RIS TE AU B R BER, KA
LB B P2 S
3.1 KFELHEFIE QTL

TKAFXT SORGR BT T T A A B AR,
Z A4~ 3 4L 6] 4 352 (Pinson et al., 2005; Jia et al.,
2012) . A4k O 438 0 o 455, KA 12 AR gL A
XA SO QTL 4 5E {32 (Sharma et al., 2009
Taguchi-Shiobara et al., 2013 ; Eizenga et al., 2015) .
H2, BT H M SORG 9 1) & A 5 52 858 KK AR E
HHATE R AV RIS 5t 22 S nse ), S 3UE i 45
RELEMERZE . BEr R A EQTL A wi A 4 e
{3, W Zuo et al. (2013 ;2014) F SRR HHT A FRAE
T FE i Pl Lemont 14 £ 119 3T 45 Ik R  Fn L o 1A
R BRI R KA E AL T 2SO BT QTL 7 44,
qSB-11""F1 ¢SB-9"; Channamallikarjuna et al.(2010)
i FH fj #0522 7 571] (simple sequence repeats, SSR) 5
OB SO FR BTEL 25, gSBR11-1 K5 41 € AL AE 11 5 4k
1k 0.85 Mb X [H] [ ; Yadav et al.(2015) 38 i £ 5>
BT IR S5 A SSR BRI A L T BUA I HT M7 1
qShB9.2, JF53H 7 H AT BER e Hith LA
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Wi 5 7I e 56 DR 2 2 R v 3 e DU B R 1) ke
4 FE R 41 K 43 M (genome-wide association analy-
sis, GWAS ) i FH TAE P 52 2 P Rast AL AL il 70 fi
Hro Jia et al.(2012) X 217 7K R A4 BT S0 4
PEHEAT IRBR AT, L T 104~ 5 8o A Y
QTL. Chen et al. (2019) F| ] 299 4~ 7K A& & Ff (1)
GWAS 453t 3453 2 LU BT E QTL i 54 ¢SB-3
1 gSB-6. Ry fift BT 7K A& X S0MG 9 1) BT 1 it 4% 2k
fili , Zhang et al. (2019) | >k H 563 1~ /K A A4 KT
2977 750 MR H R 2 451k (single nucleotide poly-
morphisms, SNP) #7510 X} 3 4~ S0k 5 H1 14 AH S IR
R B RIAE 6 e B K 31T GWAS, 43 il 3k
4 134,562 F1 7545 Eik 3 HRIRAHSCH) QTL ., Jik
T OIS o5 A 8 B 1 35 PR 1 43 B e B K A TR
(salicylic acid, SA) FIZE A4 (jasmonate acid, JA) {5
SRS T KX SO v R A S —
W8 G AR R BT AT T LOC_Os10g28050 F01
LOC_0s06g045 1084 7K R X SOk (bt P a5t 4% 5
fii (Zhang et al.,2019) ., GWAS 255380 , {7 T50
115 ek /Y SNP AL LN 5 7K R SO
BT B AR OC , BURS A TR B4 Je 1AL s B I ER
1% M4 (reactive oxygen species , ROS ) AH G HE K] 24 57
F3A IESE ROS A2 /K R X SUts it v e i s 7e
HLH (Oreiro et al.,2019) . FJH GWAS i — > % 5%
T E K F-box 2 AL ZmFBL41 X S0k
SR PTPETIAE (LI N et al.,2019) . %1, Wang et al.
(2021) 454 SNP-GWAS LA 1 GWAS £ 5 Ik
1S AN S T IS N S VA=WV € 2R ] 2
e I A LT A AT B T BEA
3.2 KEMYAMRNESER

FE YR IR B 5 2F AR R e R G (R
A AT AL s RS O A R AR Y 5 AF R
JE B TG — R B A B A5 i A R AR i
{7 Y% (Bigeard et al.,2015; Yu et al.,2017) . ZUAH R
PR E R AG1-TA VA S35 G b 7K R it Ak
T AU i Pl Lemont, F A5 s 4l 20 B & IR0 i
b SORG TR 75 7 25 S A MY B T 22, SR 4L
e R A4 LS T B R h 2R IRAR
7 5 3 [ KEGG (Kyoto encyclopedia of genes and
genomes) & 45 R — L RWDGEAEH JAFIZER
FE A B AR TR KRN SO BT 4 rh ke
i E/EH (Zhang et al.,2017;2018) . HHEEfEIR 1 |
IR SRR N =R IR IE S 5 T KA Xt
Sk 99 B9 470 M 8 722 (Danson et al., 2000; Mutuku &

Nose, 2012 ; Ghosh et al., 2017) . #% T, Yuan et al.
(2020) & FLUARIE R A2 U KRG R 05SSR AL 3 M &
LA A E R ME SRR A YA B K R
UM TR G ) B A it e

ROS 7 A 9 9 422 B i s 1w v B A H A
(Gechev et al.,2006) . SURH B 1R G KR 25
1% ROS AH G A 1Y | 18 2 3k (Zhang et al., 2017) .
Oreiro et al.(2020) #fF 57 3& WI SORG5 TA 1= 44 48 h, 3T
I 7K e i e A ROS R 82 B I8 A 8o ft P /b 3
Lo 238 JLU I SO 9 T 2 100 25 % 7F 32 ROS R
B TEU A A PR U R ROS B R B0S T Ui
BIEIBAE , ROS MR B0/ 25 HE 2% SUR I3 T AFEAR
AP ARIUE SR 5 MBS A B ROS 22 242
BE T 8 1 12 44 (Noctor et al., 2018 ; Oreiro et
al.,2020) . FEFAFFEH R, ROS By A K Fe
LR PTE R SR P22 #2 (Wang et al., 2021) .
A1, JA (SA (ET . if12% 3 N i (brassinolide, BR) F/1
A K EK (auxin, IAA)F 5B RS T KR 5800
W 1Y BEAE S (Anderson et al.,2018; Yuan et al.,
2018; A A 45, 2020) , Fhiti ET . JA Fl TAA ¥ RE R
Te K R RSO B PE (John Lilly et al., 2019; Sun
etal.,2019) . 7KFEBR 556Kk 52 A8 (K d61-1 Fi d2
XSO F B — 2 AT G 7 AT 8 £ R 45 K
FEATSOAS IR T (Yuan et al.,2018), X645 5Lk
IKFE X SRR BT LA S8 T e LAt
3.3 KiBmaHmENEXER

H AT, F T AR X SO 1 )P 2 A
TE SOKFEPTIFA BHa = S5 R 2, AKAEHTSO 0 i AH
KHERIWEFE KT SOt bt Pl & 0 i e 2212 , v
R ILEF TP SE R W HE (32 2) . KAEAZ 218
R IR YIS , WRKY #% 5% R F4nfib 55 Os WRK Y4
s T8, Had i R v S JA N ET {5 S i& 1%
HH DG 1) 577 A 35 PR 9] R , 2 7 34 R K R ) SO 9
(9475 P (Peng et al., 2016) . OsWRKYS80 fig % 45 &
OsWRKY4 11 it 8l F X 38K, 78 SR R G2 i 300G
OsWRKY4 ;533K , \E PR AT SOR s 1T M
Jvi (Peng et al.,2016) . OsWRKY13 Fl OsWRKY30
AEIM I S T WA SO S 5 /KRR X SOk o bt
445 (Peng et al.,2012; John Lilly et al.,2019) ., 7KF#
PG 1 [ J i K K OsPGIP1 RSl SR s 14
PG 1975 M , BELAG S0AY o5 TR 5 24 7K i 40 it B (Wang
etal.,2015) . KA EYJLT BTl A B-1, 3-%5 R b
Tt 136 805 10 S0 T £ 4 e 30 e o A EL A B e LA 2%
HARYy i Rk LT R A% 3L OsCHITT 5
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R A AL 4 FE K OsOXO4 1] i B R KRBT Sohti T 3L OsOSM1 P 3 i JA 345758 1 1] 18 458 7K R % ¢
PPk (Karmakar et al., 2016) o IAb, B IH 8 H 9% AR BB (Xue et al.,2016) -
F2 BHS5KBYUMEFRRIERAENER

Table 2 A summary of resistance genes detected against sheath blight in rice

B G e 275 3k
Gene Encoded protein Function Reference
OsRSR1 PU I RPML TE VA KRS SO BT AN S0 Wang et al.,
Disease resistance protein RPM1 Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2021
without compromising fitness
OsRLCKS HHHE VPR R BRI BT , AN 7 Wang et al.,
Protein kinase domain containing protein Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2021
without compromising fitness
OsWRKY4 WRKY %% 55K+ WE KRG X SRR (A Bt Peng et al.,
WRKY transcription factor Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2016
OsWRKYS80 ~ WRKY ¥ 35:[H 1 TEPHHE K AT SORlR 1 BT Peng et al.,
WRKY transcription factor Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2016
OsOSM1 BIEA TEHEK RN SO R , SRR H Xue et al,
Osmotin protein Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2016
without affecting rice development or grain yield
0sOX04/ B A4/ LT UG IEPAFEKRE X SO B Karmakar
OsCHI11 Oxalate oxidase 4/chitinase Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight et al., 2016
LPAI AN E S A IEVRE K REXT SO BT , S0 73 BE A Sun et al.,
Indeterminate domain protein Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight, 2019
affecting tiller angle
OsASR2 ABA-HE - JSEA S E A TEJAT R R SO ROFLE , $2 Rt e Lietal.,
Abscisic acid-stress-ripening-inducible protein  Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2018
and drought
DEPI S RIRGE My WA TR KRR SO P SRR S BEA . Livetal,
G protein gamma subunit Negatively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight, 2021
affecting tiller angle
0sGSTUS AT Ik -S-FeRe i IEREK R SO BT Tiwari et
Glutathione-S-transferase Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight  al., 2020
OsMAPK20-5 223450 & 1 il VPR RS SO TR Liuetal.,
Mitogen-activated protein kinases Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2019
OsPGIPI E2 Skl TE VR KRG X SRR A BT Wang et al.,
Polygalacturonase inhibiting protein Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2015
OsRC7 JUT i Chitinase IE IR FEXT SO AP 1E Datta et al.,
Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2001
OsWRKY30  WRKY #5:H+ IEATE KRR SO P John Lilly
WRKY transcription factor Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight et al., 2019
OsACS?2 V- - 1- PR R 1 it IEFAFKAERT SRR BT Helliwell et
Aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylate synthase Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight  al., 2013
WRKYI3 WRKY #4535 H 1 TRV KRB X SO BT John Lilly
WRKY transcription factor Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight et al., 2019
DOF11 Dof % 5 [H ¥ IEPAFEKREXT SO B Kim et al.,
Dof transcription factor Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2021
SWEETII HEpE Iz A SR AR RS SRR BT Gaoetal.,
Sugar transporters protein Negatively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2018
SWEETI14 HEREHE IEVRFE AR RS SO B Kim et al.,
Sugar transporters protein Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight 2020
PINla CRIS S THIE=ALS AE VR K RE R SO BT , S0 73 BE A Sun et al.,
Auxin efflux carrier component Positively regulates resistance to rice sheath blight, 2019

affecting tiller angle




1 FE AT KRS SR IR AR 9 T AL WPk e 17

HWRTE LB, BOR IR T 1= U RE A% 175 T /K R AR
B RS L N OsSWEETI #2235, #7] OsS-
WEETII TE7K R H 1 235 RE W4 1 K R G S0R 95 1)
ik (Gao et al., 2018) . 5 OsSWEETI11 #J%Z , OsS-
WEETI4 WAE K F 32 2 SO 5 R G4 5 985 5 3R
ik, OsSWEETI4 113 2 363K A LA 35 42 s 7K R X L
W B BT , OsSWEET14 8% 5% 58 245 1k 22 WA Hi [
I T KRR SO R AT , 32 OsSWEET14 2 /K&
PUSOR I3 1) 1E P84 PR 7, G ak R AR 2 0 20 B 5
AN SR T B9 12 4% (Kim et al., 2020; Yuan et
al.,2020) . WA, Dof % s A+ 4uih 2 N DOF11 7]
FESEELE & SWEETI4 W) 87 X3k, 38 o 0
18 IR AR 2 5 7K AE X SO 1 B0 HE 42 (W et al.,
2018;Kim et al.,2020) . JH¥ K 53 BE f B At e
AN T LPAl i A KR R &E A
PINla J& 8 F R 45 H 383k , LPA1 Fl PINla 3 3235
WRARREBETEN AR 2R KR, IR X
SRR PLTE A3 7 (Sun et al.,2019) . L7 AU %35 il
(dense and erect panicle, DEP) JE[A] 1 7 7K i -4
FR I AN S SRR TR Y i S, FLrT A
I LPA1 5 PINla 3 3l 1945 5 , midk DEPI 7K
FEAEL IR 23 BEE 11 080/ | DT X6F SOR J55 118 BT 14 4 5
(Liu et al.,2021) . f#ibFoe k30, KRG S AZ T IR S
A 5 e AL % IR T &2 (nucleotide binding site-leu-
cine-rich repeat, NBS-LRR ) 4% 4 3 470 J5 2 11 4 ) ik
OsRSR1 FIHL B2 52 AR 4t L K] OsRLCK S W]
T B IR — 4% e H BRAE 24 22 Gt TE R4 KA X L
H BPLIE (Wang et al.,2021) . BLIR IR -2 e H
JRATE A 22 295 110 O SHE A IO T O -S- 7 8 il o ) 4]
OsGSTUS L1E [m] P8 #2 7K Fg X SUA I (T2 (Tiwari
et al.,2020) , i —2BUESEHUIR MR -2 e H IRTEER 5
Gt SR K R SO O 1) DGR A i A2
4 RE

SUk A 5K RS A BAE R — AR 22 s
AR iR . BURYIRERE R BB AT K FE SO R
B TR AT AR , X R0 3 A B4 R AR
P B R L Bl SOR o PR SR L
2H 2 1) 58 I B A e /K A e s AL B ) R e e 1,
TR BB LSO AL B T e SERY . LT IR
TE RN 22 S F IR A0 BT, DA 985 A 43 Mh B 11 Gt i
JE DR T 1) 103 A RN B 1, AE A 2 FlfeE
VRN B FEAT T 0125 T BERIFY , K ZHH A%

I B A 00 Y RE i AN A (Zheng et al., 2013 ; Li
S etal.,2019; Wei et al.,2020) , A1, SR B ik
PR 21 v A 257 A 35k DRI Sy i i — 2 32 B 1R 3k
(Zheng et al.,2013) ,#B43r CAZyme X I AARE =9
A OG5 DRI 0 7E SO R AR e o AR h B 5 5 22 S 3
ik XN AT RS 5 T a0 W N E0R L . A
JFH3 D B 1 50 4 R 2 0 27 0 A o B 2 H
R DG B AT S I SE o AR TAE— 5 Ifd
AT DA — 20 5 3 UM 1T 1 Ik [N A %, v P
D] G B A ST L AT P OGS0 IX 5 O — I
AT LA 53 H E e 8 ) B0 AH DG HE R 41 RsI4_NPS
M AGLIPI %5 4248 2% 3= vh 5 HAH 5 300 A Hi v 4
HH .

SRS R Bl S e SOR I KR i R i R & B, (H
AT SRR SO BT A AR S 25 57 (Ao B,
2014b) o A7 b AR SE R B P Al = B
TR AR T oA R I, SR BT SORG s 1) 35 AL B
WIS A AR SCPTME R D R DLARGE | K FEPLSUHR
AR E I . A5 TR P S R KA R
AR R 545 43 B REAA 8 2 e 38 1 U7 B R
LSRR BTIEN s, ST e TR . LAk, B
B R A B R FPUR SR, BRTE A K
T A K RS SO BT QTL KA Ve 4 i A i 4 7
Hk , U Wang et al. (2021) F1| I GWAS | 22 55 % 15 1%
FALRIRBAEMLE 3 R4S T 653 D BUtRHitE%
OMEVEFE . Lin et al.(2016) #1723 Al fES 5
KRBV SRR PUIE /N RNA . AR TAEMAZ L
o A YR Oy A R A A T B
FF 3k i 5 356 PR A2 K R S0k B P g ) 4
1K B S 2 S S0 P S = L5 27 NI L1 S 3PS A
FHEPK RO & Fhrb, 38 55 7 B SR s K fE
A7l SO T I P AR R
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