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KFESE KA LFRRNARHER
B, KB, B AT, 2 RIE

BGDUR S 2% A8 7R T R 2 L s =, i 430072

WE: KAG(Oryza sativa)Xist 4 12 K45 548 % 2(Nilaparvata lugens)#8 ZAE R+ A Ak w T2 9VER . A9 Kt
Wy Fa A AR b 04 R AR AR T SR RAG LR B, FET Be B AL A R mAR R MR A
WM EBFo0A8 KBS R AL BEE. KRR A EEN, L Fe 7 T KRG 548« AR a9t X
%, B EMNFEY R F @& —F Z R 6B FR, A3 — T IR AR B A 1 B K AG R AT AB KBS F f T A 6 B AL

B FRAEFT 69 Dk
KRR KAG; 4B« A Rt A R

IKFE(Oryza sativa L.)j&tH 5 I 4EH =R
B1EY), 5 % 24 CE(Nilaparvata lugens Stal)
f& . K E S — M A ) R o R KR
T B A /KA R BRI, R 2 A% 60 7 2
IKABRE AR, AT 0] FE bk 32 ™ B A% 5 (Zhang &5
2004), ZKAEE H K EAR BAE H 3 ZE A4S KR
AR AR Y 4 B A E kR LR,
YREES2 M, WKAGAE 2 24 K EVEE G =4 m
P R A U A AU P 5 e Y N 27 3 B E AL A%
B, AR 2R L i SR AR A M REAE AL
RN 5 ML e e 7 R S NS 2 N A
AR TS KRR AR, AT T OKARA
WY R EVETE Eak . PO IR AR S
J7 T B 52, FE R AR KRR DL A e 6 EA AR
et F2 S 5 IE R AR A, IR K AE S K L
Z A B R AR DTN S, BhadE— 28 b 8 A 58
3% H AT a6 SRS ATV

1 8 KBTI

& E\ 5 KRR 2 8] 1) AH BLAE 2 AR 52 R,
ZHT IR 200 98 3 O Y EUR FH K 5 KA
PE G s /K MR 7K B2 1 00, AR =
THI R BIE FEAE X 2 o M) R AR 4H 2 T Bt 724 K
AR fE KRR Y AR AL, BT LA KRG 5 4
TREVHH ELAE F SR A — AN B A R B
11 B¢ AR ESBUKREVIEREHINETK

T )1 A= AR P 2 A0 45 2 R TR A 2 R
(alanine, Ala). K4% R (aspartic acid, Asp). &%
1% (glutamic acid, Glu)%5#& Fhijf 25 2 AE1R, i 2 F
FHEERESS, AVRCERIR . H MRS LS AZ IR

G5 E I A ZH T Bt TP K R R R
IKAEAE e & A T R iy R e A R A4 1)
B, G REKW, BMEKRE TN 4 R,
AU A BRI Y, b, ATV PR (RERE .
EIRE. BHD), SERER . HIMER BRI EE DL X Ala,
A W% (valine, Val). 7522 % (isoleucine, Ile).
Glu. A& Bz (glutamic acid, Gln). K& Wk ik
(L-asparagine, Asn)5FiiF 55 2 AL TR SR AR & &
KA T REDA, B, LEEEER S EMTE
KEKRICE TN HERIEA BT BE#E CEdR
GRS 18] B BG 0, KRR AR 42 v 28 B A Te ¥ 3 T
f, BEANEAG B SRR B S0 0, JFAF B SRR
TINKERR o R K FRAIR, SEBH R TR DL AR
W& & 1 B (Peng®52016; Liu%52010; Jayasimha
552015). AHX, PtE/KFRE AR5 A2 A o
RN,

TEM K EVR R, SRR AL B3, X
Se AR 15 e 2 i 2 DA S y-24 %5 T R (y-aminobu-
tyric acid, GABA)5% i FlUkE F A AR A O, 1X LLim
PR ] HEAE SO0 6 B AR E A AR .
TEAR 5 R, — e SRR U 2 R (leucine, Leu).
2K % R (phenylalanine, Phe). %% i (tryptophan,
Trp). Val& DL LA HLIR (FLER) ik B2 A2 Hi e i A
W N X AR K B AR AU Ik
AU G i DA B A S A i s Trp APhe fEAR A
KRB RECEIEH. A, X

ks 2017-11-24  f&FE  2018-03-19
#=E EXARREEEES(31230060).
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W3 S AE 5 4 e FE D7 TR RS AR FH ) B R AN By S ) Joid
(R4, GnTep n] LAAE ) Wi 3 i LA % i 0 S B 3
PR £ S5 % R (P AT Phest K A% R (salicylic acid,
SA) PRI, FF H KA ¢ EHECE B B5 /K g+
HA R S HN(LiuZs2010); Uawisetwathana$(2015)
I FER I, EPUTE AR RP(IL7 A1 IL308%) h, 282
MRS . ZEEEIRACE LLAOHE = AR ARIBE R R A
(A AL ] 2 A KRB PEIE DR Sl R i . e Ah,
TEAZ 5 1 1, (A ST KA < IL308” R & A2 1 )
] VR A T M g R T A% TR 2 38 B DA B R R TR R
NE TR A M4 K B e K B G, AT RE S itk
s o P T s 5 B P Ve 3 S P (Uawiisetwathana
£52015). FH, FERAE a A b, S IERRARH . B
A2 DL R g TR A AR IR A I B A T AR, )
IRy ) S ERFAS RN SIS

Ot m] AL, 8 K EER W 1R KRR N T2 1)
R ZAEH . GABASS . i IR
W, CREFRIGEIN . WEIR M IRAT . W T A A0 I T
S A AR DA R ZE R T 1 4 1) O AR AR S5 1 AR
s AHEE T PuiE KRG, wied AR P Rl S A e B2
BT E, # CEVE M KRR AR N 48 & BV 55
7 B Y R ZU K S N Ty — D5 T, A KRR KA
TEGABAF i LA S oK T 2R m] I AE AR ) 1) 2 Ak
7 THT 7 O 5 2 [N (Peng 5820165 Liuss
2010; La Camera%:2004). J& dfgk o X F AR K
VB AR AT BE A BT B USRI T B, X AR
RN YER CEUE T TR, Bk
el it P g e 7 HHEL A OB
12 B ERESEKEXERGFINEL

M RAERRY) F ZAFER I, fEE. TR
EDEYIR . A B R R ACU 2H % F BL, Alamgir
Z5(2016) 0t 5T 7K A X MH g X B2 H A Sk (Spodop-
tera mauritia). F&7FWE(Parnara guttata) FRIYL =
B CE AR B . fEZ B RFE, KZ2H
AU KT 52 B, (A /DEERIA T 8
ANl Mg 2 EIR B ACE i AN R R
Y1) (phenolamides, PAs), X 7 &1 & i ( p-couma-
roylputrescine, CoP)F 1 [ & fi% (feruloylputrescine,
FP). #5 CEUNE/KFE)E, fanill #CoP & & T, 1
FPIIERIL A w3 Fifl. AHELT-PAs, BN BRA (mo-
milactones A, MoA)FIB (momilactones B, MoB){E

R AV B KRB I 2 24 ), B2 a6
dJi, MoBA & P H B 3 % 7 (Alamgir%:2016).

T4 2 5K 182 (jasmonic acid, JA). SAZETE
WY B R S S g R EEEA . 1P
%257 B R B s R BB R R 50K R
HHIR VA S £ (ethylene, ET)A5A5 5 it i ol
AR A . KEMFAKMH, SAT LA FREXT
My AU, EH AR F RN, A BT R K
5, Btk /K #5 ‘Rathu Heenati’ (545 Bph3)F149311°15
5K Bph6ilT 25 55 K 2(9311-Bph6-NIL)FE AL H [ISA
AR i, I BT KRG TR SA AR 4k Lr s
IKAG R . SR, SATR—Ff G 3 1 fif 17 2 0K
1% -2-O-B-n-i] %) Bl H (salicylic acid 2-O-B-p-glu-
coside, SAG) & A #i ey K B &5 T A4
TEEIARE AT RIA-Nle & BEER K EVEE G W
= HFFE . [FIRE R I, 75 Nip” (Nipponbare)
B 5N I Bph6ilr % 5E R /& (Nip-Bph6-NIL)E fk
SAMITALL K K 2 (cis-zeatin, cZ)JE 2 1K) 2 73 54
# (cytokinin, CK)%5: & & 2 2 & T ‘Nip” (Nippon-
bare) L} Bph6-RNAME#A(GuoZ52018); [FIF, 7E#
KEVRE G, KIS A5 SA S BAH S
R RI N ERELiI%2017).

%A E IR v] DL T BUKFEE KW 5 e
HRAEBN, 5RGEFKBERALL, & EE
R AF3-CHmEE. 2-C/HEE. RO, 2-PifR
SYERVEVR DA R 2- Bl . HSRERE. AT, 2
B B- AT o- BRI S A R A,
4,8- " HIHE-1,3,7-F = LA B+ )\ B JubE
LM IS B R A T IR AR (XuE2002), B
Ah, SIS R IS TG BT e Rk S MR R e
FERRBEBUNIE R Z MEAA B X . i
XFEE 3 A A I, AN R BT AR it Ao ep AL
RSN A E R B SR S A 1,2- 5
FEIR T FEEE AN X -(2- 2 © IR IR, Uik S e )
BA; it M S EEER6,10,14-=F 32+ 1
Pl A T R ERER IR, 7R H SR A R IRIR (M
1452009)

By S o 2 A AR A — A B L R B AR o
FEHUPE AR SR o By R o (1) & & V2 255 v T Bk
KA A (Jayasimha®$2015). 5k 4R CEEHFFL 1 470
JROK RG22 TR 2 B 0 22 S Pt KR il Fl Rathu
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Heenati” H 22 15 i 1) 2 5 0 325 5 T I ZKORE iy Aol
‘TN1’ (Zhang%72015). Z§ BATR, P BoKFE S FH
bR T EAR MY ERHRA 24, HER
IRFINAEZ BHE B G T 5T 7 A AR 75
MR o MAREHAE R, # % EUR G2 i Rl
My QR BT BOKTE S A AR 2 S N, O
SR b A R EVR G g1 A A BE T2 L B
JIZH, 6 T F ke % AT 32k 45 DL R Btk K A
X K E R BT A A .

2 KFER TG RSN

(B IOk ANz =R & PN Y 1 K /RS P AR 132 57} 7] B ]
(%) 77 700 I 23R, 7 A P AR R AR T AE IR AN I B
EAEEEMEH . ERARHEYIKRE S, A E &b
(T H I 22 e 5 M AR AR A ) B 5 B S 2k
HEYIRRGEFEE2004). BERM LA & £
FHEEAT N5 A ER B R VTG, (B2
Hoy & BT AT P KRR R R B A A T IR
AR XA T R R R B T EAE H (Wang
£2015)0 AT A RIPUIE ) 7K b e % 18
P A B AU ot e R B AT A (ot 7 3 ik 4
AR AT )= AW il AN . RS54
RAE A A DA K B A A 7 T R AR
s AR E R R AR I(EY R RS
KMATEARB YIS S EE R J 2 B85 ) A48 %
AR IR LSRR
2.1 JKFEFER GG CERIF N

IKFEARTAAR U 04 K B 2 e 32 R I AE
e LRI . semate CEGEE A KR E A
EhE b, BRI A CEVEDHEKRE IR E
KMEFEED, AKKEIRE, TR SE.
EVEIREA F A G R aE (D)F K
HREALE; ()50 /D&M G)RIPRIEHFE— Ak
FTCE A A (AN L (5)FFEE70 WMETR; (6)M)
BIKAE W) B2 #E G (7)HE % 8% (Cheng 562013
Sogawa 1982). | 4R HL 47 H R (electrical pene-
tration graphs, EPG)nJ A5 7~ 27 A B 14 DL &%
HCEAT N — e gl 7y, Ao RIsRmE. DEEA
FRELINTA] 3900 B 3505 RH A Jo 0 LB KR 4 N ) 55— &R
VSRR o MRSy W 43 D LA B 4 i TR )
W Y 0 A VY A A 110 A A P VB 40 A

6 ) R 0 R S ) B S BR3P VR ER
Ry Y B 1 IR O s 1) M A 5 [T TR B, SR
JaVRE T AL, XN e EECE AT iR
it 7 AT IE 4R (Cheng252013; WangZ42008).

TKFE ) R 3 W 2 A Y L B IR R A,
AR A TR VB N AR EEAT A AT, I
FER ANER, I E A Ui B BR[Asp
Glu. #2% & (serine, Ser). Gln. 5% [ (L-threonine,
Thr)55]. AN [EIZKFE ftFp7E 48t LG 3 5 i )
PEEBE S B N B, R ATV R A Dy A AR
Y, AT FEASHE BV R . B4R, WiAsp. Glu.,
AlafF LR, JRHIMR . 9 R 55 A WK LA S R b
S50 M R BRI R AT A R B#EAE R, T R A i
Mg TR ARG . 2R Ol 22 SRR o ot
H W A M /E B (Sogawa 1971; Sakaifl1Sogawa
1976). # E\ F & BRI ERFI IR #0875 2 & 5 1
SR O A R se R, KB A AU =) Asn
AR AR =Py S iR 5 CE SR T E R
AT A RBE, BA R 7K B Asn AR ZK P 11
Yy B G e G E . A e, KRS R B i o
) 5 R e 5k 1 0 E T DA gk 2D 4 % L ) 45 BE AT
IR (Wang552008) . fIK7K T (1) 44 75 2 BE 1R 152 1)
e CE ) R, I B T A B R A
“F(ZhangZ§2015).

I P BOKRE R R R )
Fa AT AU 20 A A B, AH BE T K RS TN,
A e EE B U KRR YHY 1570, % 5
HH ) = R BR G P4 (tricarboxylic acid cycle, TCA)H
() (3% B TR AP0 2 SRR ) L % R 3R 45 P o 1) 5 T
=, [H26FZ KRR (Val. Leu. Ser. Thr, Profll
Gln)ZKFREA%; MM B Y S CECE YHY 15 IR
B, FHEE T TN, 25 i K 2 Hd B R (Var
Leu. Gly. Ser. Thr. Pro. Phe. Asp. Glufll
Typ) 2k /D 1, (HIRE RS2 WM 7. 4RE
B, # CE P A YHY 1578, AT REIG o8 1
HOP R B L 1 (Pengs52016) . K45 KA
AU ik — 2 B 7L RN, A2 I Pt K FENIL-
Bphl5 (LLTNT A5 50) )5, # CElgh ki
(0 &0 . KB A b 75 2 2L MR (Var. Leu. Gly
). IRWIRGGERERR . fERIR . MRS FITCATGE
R 6 ) (o- A 1 — IR 26 LA AT IR TR #6) 1) & & L
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H A Bt /KR 21K . BB G DR IR [R) ) 389, 3
LE AR A SOT AR IR, R I R I 5 i v 7
P FraR IR #h LR AZ B RR S5 /K P B3 0 g
B B U MR, Dy B kRS ik ne &, iR
W 2 7] 40 6 28 EH I 5 BE -6- B TR & T (trehalose-6-
phosphate synthase, TPS)fifb & . EUEPLIEK
)G, fERT A IR BN, #6 B4 H Ak ) TPSH:
DAL 2 3 KT 8 3 i 1 I KRB (Lius2017), 5
HUAr Pt K A it 46 K B 75 250 2 1R DL
ATPAE 5 fig & 2R U5 SCRF FL Bk R 1 A2 38 75 SR A —
o [FIFEHD, BRI 2 R AR Re AR, bE
KRR SR AE DU KRS R, B K B AR DT
1% UL IR TR & B ik a7 1 4 K ElRe g i 2
NG5 IR A7 R LA (R A 2% A

gk LRTR, # W EEICE P, KRR AR
A& SEMRYZE SR, £I DK REEE R
P B, 8 CEZ BE SR, FEE R 5
JUT IR ) B AN B IS ) e AR 3R L TR
e HART B, #CER  ARER YKCEB ET E t
Ak, R EH HRE B 0Bk BRI AR i 1 A A 0
AT R, IR 22 19 KRG ) B B DL 4
HogFRMpe g
2.2 JKFRRER GG CERIF M
2.2.1 YIS RN CARIF

EREY) S B A A e i) #E v, B Ak
HH BB R FH >R B 27 AR I B AL S 2 R oK E
eI 27 FEAE ) B F0 = 51 (1) B 77, FE 40
HH L2 A RS 20 () 97 480 3 40 25 HIR AR A B 1R R e
AT E RS, Wl REE. ARESE;
AN, IR Z RN B AR A Tk
22 (Wu i Baldwin 2010). 40 ) 45 F R AE U0
W 10 PR 0T L B R B T DA A 4T L R R R
AR AR FE ST B 1 58— TE V) EE B 4, iy kA
R WTTF . EFHE . BRI RAEA
P 415175 (protease inhibitors, PIs)&E B FE . IK
JBE B0 1 v A6 B9 F (Mithofer fliBoland 2012; Wu
FBaldwin 2010; Zhang2004), 250 B B (14
KRB LA A0S, FEAE YRR 2L 52 35 I TE %
TR DB (WarZs2014) . R4 1) 1) 52 55 16
%S A RIS, gkt = Ak, KA
2 ER ) A A P R ORI 1 R

24 T VA 48 A P S IR R K RS R
TE FRBACIT (R EAT HIER, AR SR, RFELHCE [T
T e o A, 48K T 7E K RS 4 B SR
TRV FE [RIFE 32 B K FEA R Bk S5 g2 . Bt
R B R AR R E W SZ 7 OE A ™
FINH], I HAEE R R AR R 2 (Weis:
2009). K EFEHUE LBl BB RRRIERAT i W]
A S5 AFLE T REME) B 5713 4% R 1 R A AR
WA O, JKFE A AR 3 R M I A AR P 0] i
PUME )5 0 T B LU R M U AR AR 9 R i B Ry
HIEGRAE2004) . 0 CE P ) R
FHOCHRFAE T 8 1), BT 9 R My vl e 590 K
EAEYIRE R, R . ER. R ZKR.
KHER . SAVL I ISEESR ., FRRETIH. HEY
K. HEREIERIIR VOO Bk, %5
Bl S5 4 Jo 5 4 K L IR AT O — e B I A
H, B 57K FExH#E % B P AH G B (Zhang 55
2015; Cheng%5:2013; #B{EF1 T H#34£1988).

TEREPI R AR R, G ILRE Y &
BT RS 2 B2 B AR A o A A 2 R 2R AN
CHEREMIPIE R . KRG R R A RHE )
— i B S R AR Y, I B — R R EU
SR PR o) 00 R0 T SR M A A, B RS 3 Bk A
SRR A AR E . I N TR
Atk BHEPGHIF 704 K BTE Bt 1 7K el ot P AL 7K
T b A B ECEAT N, R B R S N T 4
TG PR AN B AR R R B BB RF L ), I HL5
LR T AR GBI R R R, 29K R
1 g LW, Se 430 T 48 EER I BT
3))(Zhang®52015). IbAb, 2235 HiIE GE 6% 5.2 52
e NG R PE T AR, FE ELA ] R R G A
1729, FKAEH B 50V 22 R B 54 K L
BT AR B 5 RIPR I B 2 181 5 AR S R IR AH G [
IR R B, 22 S BRI P S /KR S 4R R ELI e KT
WA 4 2 ORHK, X R/ B B IR AH DAL 2R
PERZIA L2 g T KRB B .

YERKFEAL A, 6 A EEMoAFIMoBER 1
REfy H T X LAY e 43, B REE HE Bk g
HRAE AR A2 4% . AlamgirZs & FiMoAFIMoB
ANAEW CEVR FER A 25 S, 3 BAER K
A ALFE6 dJFMoB A R I N T 3 (AlamgirZ$2016);
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HAth AL S W) U PA s 7E 7K R 508 380 15 11 7 180 e 72 v 4
AL B, & CoPAIFP [ 15% i b i i bl
M KA, X IEAH L, 1 R EAE TR S A
EE T oK FE AR 9 IR PAS /K-, REAS HI ) 45 K BV & 1Y)
PAsR B /2 L i 1), T CoPFIFP AR R A0S K
BRI BB A fe | SR AN, CoPAIFPH) K&
Z2E B EGE SRR (AlamgirdE2016) . [ 51
PR & — A AE T 7K 2R RO AR 8 1) By BR 2R ) ot
AL RAE YDA B 1) B Yoy, T2 A
A ERE, DA AT DA B B . AT AK-S-
¥ (glutathione S-transferase, GST)FI1¥4 R Ik i
(carboxylesterase, CarE) 2 & HUAA Py Xt M5 22 144
FUACHE PR 2l . [RIRE, FH & A B SRR 1 R A
WA AR K EL, R GSTs I CarEs M (136 M, 25
WL, 1 CEAER N I GSTs Al CarEsyif P iy ik
IR ZR R 5 3 W35 Ty . eAh, I K I GSTs A
CarEs LA S Ho At ) i 25 5 ek 480 4 S A 4 fif 2, 3%
P45S0 W REWS 2 500 A B I AP RAL 22 o0 (O A 7 1
F&(YangZ2017).

ey & EE IR PR RS A BS I, AR
[)CarEsFE A 308 .35 B, FF HAEHUPE/KAE HHL
14 K EAR A AT I H BE 2 1) CarEs 7y ¥, REAAE
Pt KRR A RE S 5 T CarEs 2[R R IA AL 224
JFi(Yang %5 2005). NADH &I BE 55— L1
R R, BB TATPE L. —Be ks T A P Al
A B R A AU P £ e T R 2% BR S Y o, JE i
N HINADH 7 H - W8 1 B 222 73 (Limmen
1998). # KA BS i, NADHFE N # ik /K F L
W, KW BS FEAR AT REAFAE — L8 5 10 R IR 45 K AH
B DhREAHIE AL & Y, REEAE — i R R b4
ey R EVRPIRRE, B, — Sk E T BST BRI
i —RIME T FIHERNADHEE R R IE . M,
FEBAE M TN A g AR R IR AUY) T (Yang 55
2005).
2.2.2 EYIRETE CERFEM

HFF AT — RIINHEYEE, FIIIA,
SA. itV (abscisic acid, ABA)%. BT, fH
Wi A A I AMNAE I A K & & J7 1
A EEAE H, Ik Re 8 35 B AR M A AR A R AR
YIhit . FEFFRRFE A2 (jasmonic acid carbox-
yl transferase , IMT) AJ G 18 i 1 15 JA Y L AL SR AT

1% H I (methyl jasmonate, MeJA) M i1 -5 FE 40 8 i
HAREH K. £l CEURF, K& N RJIMT
BRI FRIL B, fEE Rk R, HEF S HIMeIA
AP T, MITAZKSE MR, I HOR Bt Rk wk
FONP 6 EUME B B LR 5] 7, 0 R EAE R
PUPERE SR . TS FREE A MeJ A b1 T A= 70 A R A
Toh Fe Tk ZR 0T K EUHE e R A S] . B
2B BT DAHEN, MeJAZ & 04 & EWE A d B A
W SIE R, T E T R — R R
BEME(Qi%52016) .

IKFE KA R A5 5 88 I %o 73 i 1 ) 97 A 5 46
REBUVEIE K Bph 14K Bph 295 #5 K B HT LA L 1
SEARART . 4 E B BEOE T SAKIIISERGE S
T, I KA R A 5 R A G T B, AN
MG R 7648 K B P (Yang 1 Zhang 2016); 5
HIIHTE FE R I, Bph6 & —Fpat BB L, Rets
HSA. JA. CKEHE I RER, T /KR RIPT &R
Y. X4 H Bph6 Ptk /K93 11-Bph6-NIL A
PEIKFE 9311 FE K F AMESAFIMeT A AL, #1034 55
TOHE R EIPLE, FRAC T B R BRI, AT,
T 9% T FH CK Ah B 9 B % 184 B K Rt 6 R
(GuoZ2018).

XA A1, ABASE B Z FIEYIEER 2 —, MY
REBE IR TR IEIGE R B Pl IRIRFI Y Ak 25 4E
R, ARG R R A A e S . B
FUR I, AU it FH AB A R % i i i 12 7K A5 1) Bz 6
O R B A 0 o) A Y T PR R, AT B 5 K R
M CEI BT . WFAIRJ A — P H B- 1,378 SR A Pl A
O BEG J E fE VA 4% IRE P 4 P B 2 B, I AR T
o S R ) ) B S O e o 24 38 pmol L
PIAMIRABAKL BLK FE T, & EL VBT IR B BE 1Y
IR BT, JF BAEAE 19, 38F176 umol-Lff]
HNISABAJG, FIEFFIER (RS (8] K I, (H 2 H 4
TEW) R U T I R B0 46 06 . B E ABAREE
7, B-1,3-70 S ME RS 1t 2 3 FRAS, WEAR T &
(O PR U 25 v . S5 R, AMEAT FHABARE
NI B-1,3-71 M, 175 5 IF K0T & s 1k 30 o,
T R 3 ISR AR, X PHL I8 K A &
) — Fh P AL (Liu%$2017; Jannoey
22015).

YRR MR R ETAE KRG R 45 &
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BAEH, RetEI SR KFEXT —ALEE(Chilo suppressalis)
(RIUIE, (RIS PR AN & LR, ETHRIE G 5% 1
e R EE T IR R RE I, B T R B
BRI (Luds2014). WFFCRE, ARG
12,4- 5 R4 £ (2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid,
2,4-D) b K FEE R BE 0 5 S R AR A M 15 5
T S P U SO, R B 1 AT o) R 1 DA A
R 77 A 3 5, B A0 E 2,4-D AT LU R
IKAE ) —FhBI SR 1, FF4ES T 2,4-DIE AP
VORI MR 512,4-D, FEausisg 2 2R
1AL B F I (mitogen-activated protein kinase,
MAPK)Z% Bt 2 N 5 % WRKYs (XinZ2012).,
MAPKsFIWRKY s 0% 15 55 1 H A e s R/
3K, B T HAR P WRKY F B A5 5 A 5k
HISREE N, W OsHI-LOX OsAOSILL J OsACS2, f#
JARETHKREE SRIT &, 3 8UE 5 0 BLAR 5 T i
IKFEBITAE SN o 2,4-D-5HEYIA A 5] £ R A
AL, K2, 4-Difiid &5 SRR N A K R 2 Ak,
fish 37 A0 s 2 (Yuan452008) . 45 BTk, ETAHI
2,4-DHFSAT LIAE Rk FEBTAE [ BLOR 1o LA R4
RRM, HYBESA. JA. CK. ETELE /KR
o R B B AEAE A R B R TR
2.2.3 #FEAMRE KT8 B RIF T

Y B BB R R, # K I A
Yy didE 7 E B A, S B RO A A
ENL Rk, MEMER R EEFEW LB RR
PIRL L WRLE PR b A fid o 55 22 P s O X, R
AR T BRI R e 1A A R 2 2 25 M I
WA AR T, FER A X SRR S (1) 40 )
R 3% L 128 K (Nishida 2014), HE & P
AEARURY), BRI K, AE B 3 3 A 78
HEEREENEN, Lt 2R agticZ2xatt
B, A3 0 R AR ¥ 27 AP Pl s 7 A A
SR 8 HUA9I 2 R T R AR B RS S Sk U 1
WA 2t R R Eld MiE K
M S S BRI AT Y, REER R
T 3= S8 I R P R DR A SRR R B s B
(RIS B K P AT R 32 O T B U AR )
YE R VA A DT B 5E B\ K (Bruce%52005; Bruce
HIPickett 2011).

b BN B BT R BIH EZEA, S
WEMAEAS . 8 R € 1A 2 2 AL, Bl

AT LRGN K A B S 4 5 S, IR E S
AT J9 A HAR S 55 (He SF2011) 0 IRGE AR 5t
RGEHBIIN R RS FEERA T BRI E
T BB R AR T
e KA B IR R G ) B R A R AR S R
(odorant binding proteins, OBPs). {42/ & H
(chemosensory proteins, CSPs). M4 52K (olfactory
receptors, ORs)FII 5 5% {4 (gustatory receptors, GRs)
(Xue&52014), OBPsHICSPsZ B AN/ FLIA 5T 1k
VR IE SEEE A, RN EYE K,
A, HAEORSHIGRs, AEHE AL A5 5 e i o ph
ZIUTEBN . A i A R T AL N
ORI, OBPsHICSPs 52 &, I ip Bl Ji A% i B
o A 8 T B BB 45 A UMIR ) 52 A4k, AT fird % i
Z RGN NSO, A A RS AL, 1
KRR 2N B TR S RIAE B, TR ] 2L
f 5 1) 25 E AT J9(David452015),

EYEEZEEERANEEFR, FESR
JROR B AE A% K E R B3 R s it
B U R, DARDGT B HUE BSR40 497, AT S 3L [A]
FEPiH . BFH S EYE KR 5 P REE:
(D REY, K2 &80 ik L HATAEY;
Q)& MM, BRI R 6Bk (e . I 2L
HEEZ; Q) e EY, FERBEMGE; (HH
fiA &4, Nl B BA. B DL K — SR T A
PR K %2000) . Horr, 5/KR# K
PR R EZERWRIEY . SEALEHLL K
— B LAt B R A AR AR o

oy R N S T PR ZKRE AR R Y2 7 HE O A R LR R
— M8 G E i (Cyrtorrhinus livdipennis) FIFE 5\ 2E
/N (Anagrus nilaparvatae) 1) 58 FIW 5] 17(XusE
2002; Yuan52008); CL48 %€ MR B R B i
W Ik LK R R S &1 iAW 7
RI, QAR T 2 WS KRR AT AR AR A A
WO, N 2 B R IR A T B SR OR B T e i A
Y& R, T I A R ) A R AR A R I T K R
P RE it fEME KEUINER JE, KFEERD
T W 5] 4 RN PR DR T AT A e R 2N R
Al % LA £ 3R TR R K AR A 4B R B B AR AR
M, % T4 K EE B S KRG K 16 M
XA W) ST s e 4 6 EL 1) BT IR ERAT A
Mz
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KRG LB T 6> A AETA AL B 5 R TR
RISy, SR TNT ‘Bing97-59° ‘Bing97-
34° DL K Xiushui63 454 % W) 5 6 2% T Hi it dn
i, B TR AR BB AL, B B B AT
B TREEE . B-ATIE . AN . AL
W, +-tki. (3E,7E)-4,8,12-trimethyl-1,3,7,11-tride-
catetraene. (F)-4,8-dimethyl-1,3,7-nonatriene Pl )2
JURNAR F04; T ATE i TR 64 A1 TR 26 T 1) 2-
B 2-BRIE S R, DARARIK T (0 2 b i A
+EEE(LoudE2006) . A 2T L 2 B L,
e TR JEE 1) KR 4 R 0 %ok 4 N 3 IR Dy K 3 A
XA B KRG R AR AR P9 2585 0 R A XA
BRIV T, 22 A T AN [F0 I b ol e 1 2 A B
KU s ERAR . BFAR RS 2 A E
HAMGREITUNE, B H A5 (2010) 245 H B AE )
PR R ) A 4 IR 60M AL G ), AR
M, AR W THE. 4-CMEE-2-H &R
My 2,3-FJF AR SE; BhAh, H O B
Wi, IEPEME. 3-FERJL N EE . KW RS RE R
Jot o 3 YR L S R S, R IR 24 FH Y AR AR A
KM A KB BAT N B A U B R,
X R EEA — i B IR RICR .

AT Ny, KRG R v ) 2 e e
o A G, DL — 8 EU R T KRS ) Ak 5
TR SUEI T, b R B SE HEE B RR AT e E
W27 R HO4E (R 9552004); AR o0& v
e —FhARSE ) . Rl E U7k, AT AR 2K E
AR, LLERAS A W) AR G 2 2 i PR IR (snap-
shot), S0 1 A T PEAS HE & E E ERH AL
FIRZ I (Riach452015). KRR A V(S B )
Jo A EH 22 At AN () 5 46 AN [R] 3 B2 40 o 4 R i) 55 7%
TR, FLl K AE 4 ZUR B Hh %58 602 Ml
FY, CAHGIESE BAT 5 5 K EE A AE FH R
AL S YA 27R . KR B 2 Ak &4
Ir NBAIE S HA 5155 EGE AR H TSR &4,
u6,10,14- = E-2-+ Fbeli . BER — T R .
TN BERR A (1 1 452009) . IX ] R A2 PR Y iX Se 4%
RV NFF AR 7w AR RE R, Bt
RE 08 g RE 2 36 vh T WL 3] 1) 2 AR #4847 8 V. (Lou
££2005a) .

IK RS DL 35 5 5 3R R Y BE %

SN 4 K B B AN O G (RIS, S IR T b
#21% (aminocyclopropane carboxylic acid, ACC) & i}
BN OsACS211 [ UL, BN 1 48 C B 3 4%
RPN EE, WS 7 2-BERE. 2- B A O AR, iX
e Y W0t 4 K B DKEE(E 1T M A B R T
o REEF R EM R BA T . B, 2E(E 58
2% 3 ok 6 0 7 R DX A 2 A PR TS T %o 4 LR
BN R O P2 A T Y B i (Yang i1 Zhang 2016;
Lu%2014),

CUA 1 U 3 B 5 K A AL B
F, s 7 R BR R EEOR TIER . XK
FREE WE A 1) 2 AME S . e i A R
SE R AR, & T2 BB AH G
A, BT BT B A 2 B AR B BRI
FEXEEAE S b, SRATRAE Tl o N
A, W TR B SRR R AE U5 S A Y 07 A HUR S
JR B 7 R AR AR, H R SR TUE K A LA
W 5 5 HOR W . FH 2 0 8 Ak P i K A AR AR 7 A
(FE o g m\ 28/ i L AR BRI IR 5] ), 1X R
HISR AR IE I 0 G2 5 1 7K A M PR 1) B 408 s S,
FEHAEBA 7 5P 25 A R HURS B2 /N e R A A R ARk
AU R W) 2 R R BEAT & 3 A2 (LouF2005b)
Bph 1 4L PRIGU AL BEAH SCHIT 70 3 W18 K m AT LA
TR T B 7K ARG AR P I 40 ] AR 40 B A s 2,
MAPK LI S B, I RIOR - ROAZAAAE T4 K B
1l 23 WAy v S 36 0 1 ) IR A 3 31 /K R 4 i
IR JE 4 Bph1 495 1K) 7K A 50 9% 32 AANB-LRR £ iR
AR, 5 B S0 % S N (Cheng552013) . Bt
FI i o3 W) AR AR UK -, o R aE 1) B
W7 8B 7 MRS A I (Pieris brassicae)%))
WY H 2 9 45 380 1 B 260 B EF IR, o — R N-(17-
FE R RIS -L- B = e %, B SRk (Spodoptera
exigua) %] FLMEIR 1 77 B %5 5E 2K (Zhang%5:2004).
[ RE, A 70 5 LA Y U R i H A7 78 1) B i 2R
FUR AT e 5 KB WK HIRE 5 F@E. O
5 T A S AN T SR ISR o

HUERR T RS P A AR ARE LA,
W SEY A HED, X E WS —
SERESS, AR TN & IR iR 2 % (phenylalanine ammonia-
lyase, PAL). 1T MY)Ef(peroxidase, PO). Z W4
1L (polyphenol oxidase, PPO). fg% & (lipoxy-
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genase, LOX)%5:(HoweAllJander 2008), iX L&/ i
) B AR F L AT s e B GRS AR K
KA. t CEHCEKFEE MG, PPORIPALYE ML
Uik m R R 2 T R M, (HPOYE T )
A U AH 2 (Alagars52010); Jf H., B ik i
B 2 e EUR G

3 RESESRE

IKAE XS # K B PIEI Je B 2 AN T7 T ) B 2%
BLH, ARS8 B AL 22 A 25 22 FUAR 1 2 2 A P 2%
AT T KRS G E AT R IR
FEYREAT AW . TR I, KRG R EAT
9 B 52 S B T KR AR o A e A A
WV, BLFERT A AR R AR AR, T A A
NAE WG BEREHE R A Y RS
RN . KFBIER Yo € 1 4 K ED
B ERIVID E R, R &R e CEE AT A
FEKFE I AEAE R DT, X SR 5T 52 A6 e K L
TEFEMR FRIER . B P20, EEESWE— R
WEAT N, B, %8 Hart 5% Cag ik
B BT NE RN Y 20 L S
HAr, AR A SRR e e B 7 KFES B
TR AU P R4y, AH RE 8K B 2 I B AR L
B, T IR AAN A2 K e KA ) R S AR /N
—# . RARTTREZ M4 € HKFEH AR,
A ] feid i xS Eh Pt BRI DA R A E RS AR RN
KEE F AR ) 2 0, R H KRR IR A
5 CEPUEZ ML R A, BrAERRIE A —M
X2 ME B B2 STE Y TR, ROZ0 AR
o BEF H #5835 AR i S R 7 BoR, L&
IR R R AR =R, Fd i AR 45 &
FE[K ZH I 7> BT (metabolome genome- wide associa-
tion study, mGWAS), H 77 52 MHT ) £ 15 25 R BN
290 58 Z I AR KRB Pl 2L K. [, 255 5
MBS EPGHIA, He A BFRAT SRS i i WL 52 K 4R
W % VSR R B AT N s e, T AT DA
B EOUL OO B 7T SR AT BT o

IKAEXS K BBV G 5l B R A AT
R TR R, JUH e AR TS S i
KT KT EREG 5@ AW, KIBAIRZ W
JOL A4S A R KR TR B 4 R L T O A B,

JA. SA. ETZEFE AL /KRBT 5 = X 45 bt ey
FHEAEH, /KFER N X 5 50 i 5 A UE % 2
[AERE U AR, AR B2 51 KAl
5 KRG AR AR 1 7 AR MR T, X LA )
(R & BUERERE AR, H8A 7 R AT 5T (Wang
£52015). AEYITESZ 3 B B0 J5 0975 1 s B —
RN RN RGEEMBOER, A —ERRT
WO T FIVE 2 Foth B2 A5G 701, A I T K A
) 3 THI ) A5 2E 0 RT R o 503 A A 0 B
(FeltonF1Tumlinson 2008).

BRI, 7K A8 540 K EAL 7 58 RIS . AL
(P ER AR 7R 2 R R A B AL A S AR
WA AL B AR Doy AR AR TT TN A,
AL KR P AR B R A AR P A 2 A BSORRE TRUR
N SCAE R KRG -4 R - R =3 K R e
H, X8 AR A B T 2GR B R AL 1
S FIRFER
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Research progress of chemical interactions between rice and brown
planthopper

LI Yi, ZHANG Jia-Jiao, DU Bo, HE Guang-Cun, LI Jia-Ru"
State Key Laboratory of Hybrid Rice, College of Life Sciences, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China

Abstract: Rice (Oryza sativa) metabolites play a vital role in the interaction between rice and brown planthop-
per (Nilaparvata lugens). Primary metabolites and non-volatile secondary metabolites determine the feeding
and survival of brown planthopper on rice and may have a direct effect on insect-resistance, while the volatile
secondary metabolites mainly impact the location and selection of brown planthopper for the hosts. Thus, we
here describe and analyze the chemical relationship between rice and brown planthopper from the perspective
of metabolites. This article aims at uncovering the association of chemical substances between rice and brown
planthopper and offering new ideas to further understanding the defense mechanism of rice to brown planthop-
per attack.
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