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Knocking out OsLRR-RLK18 in rice enhances the resistance to
brown planthopper Nilaparvata lugens
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Abstract: To elucidate the role of the leucine-rich repeat receptor-like kinase (LRR-RLK) gene OsLRR-
RLKI8 in regulating rice defense responses against the brown planthopper Nilaparvata lugens and its
underlying mechanisms, we utilized both the wild-type rice line and OsLRR-RLK18 knockout rice lines
as research materials to assess the shoot height and root length of different rice plants, examine the ef-
fect on N. lugens biological parameters across different rice lines, and analyze the levels of defense-
related signal molecules and defensive compounds in different rice plants before and after infestation by
N. lugens females. The results showed that knocking out OsLRR-RLK 18 significantly increased the lev-
els of jasmonic acid, jasmonic acid-isoleucine, and abscisic acid in rice at late stage of N. lugens infesta-
tion, but decreased the basal (non-infested) and N. lugens-induced (earlier stage of infestation) levels of
salicylic acid and hydrogen peroxide. Moreover, knocking out OsLRR-RLK 18 enhanced the emission of
multiple volatile compounds from rice plants while reducing the levels of lignin, p-coumaroyl putres-
cine, and three flavonoids (carlinoside, cosmosiin and prunin). These changes finally led to a significant
decrease in the number and hatchability of N. /ugens eggs. These results indicate that OsLRR-RLK 1S is
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involved in the defense responses in rice induced by N. lugens infestation, and plays a role in regulating

rice the resistance to N. lugens.

Key words: rice; brown planthopper; inducible defense response; insect resistance; gene

TEEAZ A B R o A2 R A T 4
i S g A 2GR 51 32 4K (pattern recognition receptor,
PRR) $¢ SR s Bk B ik, S a4
JHL A1 5 85 U 1 PR 4 (reactive oxygen species,
ROS) % k& 22 3¢ J5i 1% 4k 8 M 3% % (mitogen-
activated protein kinase , MPK ) 2% 156 1) 15 1 S5 R 1 5
SRk 1Y % 4= (Berens et al., 2017; Erb & Reymind,
2019; Arimura, 2021) . X2 RIESF0F3E— 20
{5 K AR (jasmonic acid,JA) /KR (salicylic acid,
SA) | JIii 7% i (abscisic acid, ABA) L}z 2,4 (ethyl-
ene, ET) SF MM E N F G 51848, A& UUAB
Yt sl R A LA AR, TP X e R He ™ Ak
H LA 4L P (Tzin et al., 2015; Erb & Reymind,
2019;Stahl et al.,2019).

ot AR E R )T 957 B 1 U (leucine-
rich repeat receptor-like protein kinase, LRR-RLK ) /&
TR N B 20— R KR
(receptor-like protein kinase , RLK) , il 4N R I+ Ara-
bidopsis thaliana . 7K & Oryza sativa F1 K 5. Glycine
max FEPZH 153045 242,309 F1467 > LRR-RLK 3
(Gou et al.,2010; Sun & Wang, 2011 ; Zhou et al.,
2016) . X6 LRR-RLK B T G818 454 40 4 it 150 o
o3 1 41 4153 4k (Bommert et al., 2005) . XL & &
(Liu et al., 2020) . fE4% & & (Cui et al., 2018) .4k
EAH L (Hu et al.,2022) A KA & #40, I
H— 40 B 2 E SRR R S R ke P R
AR FEAE S IRCUNSZ A, Fian, D0 o v Al e
B & H B 2 (flagellin-sensing 2, FLS2) (Gomez et
al., 2001) . %E i [l ¥ Tu (thermos unstable) 5% &
(elongation factor-Tu receptor, EFR) (Santos et al.,
2010) FIAEH & Ik 1 524 (plant elicitor peptide 1
receptor, PEPR 1) /AH Y & ¥ Ik 2 3Z 14 (plant elicitor
peptide 2 receptor, PEPR2) ( Yamaguchi et al., 2010)
PL K 7K & Oryza sativa E W4 95 BT 2 21 (Xan-
thomonas resistance 21, Xa21) % [ (Pruitt et al.,
2015; Luu et al., 2019) S5 A8 4 I ST B A A9 5C
§Z K (Hu et al., 2015) ,{H5¢ T° LRR-RLK J&4% 454
XA B R R A HRE AR . Gl Wang et al.(2018)
KB, i Solanum lycopersicum FE 1K X} JK 38 7 ik
Spodoptera littoralis SWCE R FH 75 FAEMKR " R B R G0

R (D SZ O A= W P TR IO ) A
AT — A LRR-RLK,, B 2 45 % 3Z /& SYR1 (syste-
min receptor 1) ; SYRI1 7E R R4t £ 5 i 415 £
AT AR A, B o I A 1 A R 50 A 1 DS R A
PRXT IR (Y B AR RE 71 o PRk &)y i B mT 75
SIS LRR-RLK 3L [ PEPR1/PEPR2 ' 55 7K V-
= LWL R ST T UER PEPRI/PEPR2 KR I fiE ik
P R AR AR R I 4 O R . 2, 4
“RE\ Nilaparvata lugens £ B HUE M F J5 7K #F LRR-
RLK #£[H OsPEPRI/OsPEPR2 )% 5K Sl i 3% |-
&, 76 K B Th B9y OsPEPR1/OsPEPR2 31K 4 i 3%
REACARLAA A K-, T 55 K R 4 R ELE U
Pi 4 (Shen et al., 2022) . Bb4h, —A0EE Chilo sup-
pressalis %) BUHCES Ay 5 7K FF 08 LGB R 205 R
OsLRR-RLK1 %5 5 /K -1 8 | 78 K FG rp LBk 1% 3
PRI T (A A ) B 2 = S B 7 <
OsMPK3/OsMPKG6 i 1, [ AIC JA \ET 1R A 11 it 417
il 700 7 18 DL BOK R R AL R 40 B TP (Hu et al.,
2018) . FIJH Z FhiE 7] 5t % 2% J5 1% |, Poretsky et al.
(2021) 7E £ K Zea mays h %5 H 9 14~ 5 OsLRR-
RLK 1 {5 B[RV 4 I HLARR S P e 1o 320 H S 4y
1 o304 vh i 7 R 28 BE R 28 9 & -1 LRR-RLK
1, 4 4 ZmFACS., ZmFACS 5 OsLRR-RLK 1
JIE AT AR A A 87 0 B I AR AR, A AT T mT
REA R S PR i B R IR IR Z S &
TR Z AR, I, %62 3F 5 S 1 LRR-RLK
FERI A AT AR Y5 0 R B T A D RE X 4= 1T
NPT R B e

KA A DR EENREEYZ —, MR €
AU HIE A U WK X i EL R A 7 e 3
Z—o KAEXAE CE B & B MPK 5540 T
H,0, VA KAl M) % (JA .SA . ABA .ET) /S5 5
R Z BMAHEAE, S8 FE AR TR B 2w
] LA e 4% e W) A5 K Rt Bl AR AL G P i 2L e 20 4
L AR L ) A B AR FE ORI N 228 AR
2022) , SR A FE B K 41 v AR 22 1) LRR-RLK 2 K]
15 2 5 AR KRG X TG LY B A 5 AT 2
Do AT AR A= BUK R i 3R . OsLRR-RLK 18 JE [
R4l A KR i FR AT S, D N R KRS b R
FARR 2 ARG Bty Ry 3 S AN ] KR i 2 B
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G950 F &ML & 9 & &, Wi OsLRR-
RLK I8 X /K F e R By s b4l K EUAE W) 2 2800
S K KRS T BRGS0
SRR, DU A KA P Bk K] OsLRR-RLK 18 7E
WU D Re RS

1 MHRE5FE

1.1 ##

P « B AR BDKARR & AR F5 K 11 (Xiushui 11,
XS11) FI G A HE 155, i i EK RS 5 r e it s =
H8 Lu et al. (2017) J5 ¥ LA XS11 4 32 1K #4) 8 /K 55
OsLRR-RLK 18 3 [F Bl [ 245 i 22 18-1-1 il 18-1-6,
FH AR S 2 A

HECER L AR 5 i A IX A 7 /K A
KM CEUR IR, & TR (26£2) C OGS
14 L:10 D HIXHEE 50%~65% (N TS5 4%,
TR RIS A G AR b 1 5B SR FR 1045 1 B
WPk T EUME e (R LS 20 1) AR ZFE 7 d
ZEAT BB A L 15 KA RN T A e = S A
I, BUmFR 3 d J Ak 177 BP0 4 mUse g e it

K 7 : TaKaRa MiniBEST # %) RNA $& B 71
% \PrimeScript™ RT Master Mix i{ 7] & .TB Green™
Premix Ex Tag £ 7 PCR BW{H &, EAY TR (CKE)
A FR 72 7] ; Amplex®Red Hydrogen Peroxide/Peroxi-
dase Assay Kit il & , 22 [E Invitrogen 23 7] ; JA L JA-
lle, ABA. SA N ¥ , EI’D,-JA . °D-JA-Ile, °D,-SA
FID-ABA, FHAE[E E 3 Ak 2 A 8258 i 5 1 Y
i 2R TG , 15 = Merck 2 7 5 HoAth i3] 2k [ 7=
S M el 1 Al

%4 : SMZA60 BUAAML 1 5% , H A< Nikon 23] 5
uLite-H i B 2R I IR 43O EE T, 618 BioDrop 22
) ; DTX880 %! Z UjfigfihriY , 35 [Fl Beckman Coulter
73 F 56460 1 O AR 1135 - BT i/ 5 i K A L6890
SO — KA B PRI 28, H AR Agilent 28 ] 5
CFX96™ 521} %¢ Y 1 i PCR K 2 4% , % [ Bio-Rad
N ) 3 5301 B A5 vk 45 3, 1 [E] Eppendorf /A F ;
SCIENTZ-12N/A V3 & TRAXL, T T8 2 AW
A ; Vortex-Genie2 iR ER %1, 35 [H Scientific Indus-
tries 7~ A 5 [F 5 AU B BE. , E A% 40 mm, =5 J% 80 mm,
BE L3551 50 40 24 4 BLAR M 0.8 mm A/ L, 1T 5 4
YRR Y s, ARSI % A it
1.2 7Hi&

1.2.1 K4 ¥ OsLRR-RLK 184 B 75\ 547
P 7K Fi F X 2H 05 J4E RGAP (http://rice. plantbi-

ology. msu. edu/) "' #2& fit ) OsLRR-RLK18 %&
(RGAP & 3555 LOC_0s02g01800) it 4% iR )7 571
$252 % DNAMAN 9 8 rh B AS LR 7 51 5 %
R FIR 7 51 $:52 2 SMART (https:/smart.embl.de/)
TELR M HT A 4 0 OsLRR-RLK 18 2 i 45 1 B4R 5T
SEFIR
122 REKME® R 63E5

W4 B A= K R 2R 2> OsLRR-RLK 18 JE [H
K F i R P4 ) B T EAE 8 em 5 10 em [
AR KL K 2 4~6 em i 2K
51 cm. 9 35 cm . 5 16.5 cm [ 3RHE B TRE
(26+2) °C DGR 14 L: 10 D A XHEE 50%~65%
fRiEL 2 /K RS 5 (1.43 mmol/L NH,NO,.1 mmol/L
CaCl,. 0.32 mmol/L NaH,PO,-2H,0. 0.51 mmol/L
K,SO,. 1.64 mmol/L MgSO,7H,0. 7.58 umol/L
MnCl,-4H,0. 15.11 pmol/L H,BO,. 0.12 pmol/L
CuSO,-5H,0, 0.06 pmol/L (NH,) Mo,0,,-4H,0 .
0.12 pmol/L ZnSO,-7H,0.28.49 umol/L FeCl,-6H,0 .
56.63 pmol/L C,H,0,'H,0,pH 4.5)4k&i8555% 45 1~2 J
TR 1 RIS IR s R 2 K 22~24 d U, R BIUE KORS
KA HA BBk R, K BR o0 BE SRR Al T8
IKFERE R 300 mL A B IR b S 55
V240 [ 72 AR AN 8 LK 9 om 9 IE 5 T SRR
(Pl — N EAR2 em BBRIFL) T IRE A K 3~4 d,
VI ][5 i 75 3 2 B B A T R 88, 8 0 B VS 181
TEIEJ7 T SRR AR b, 6% 368 B8 o040 ) g 2 %85 54
1.2.3  OsLRR-RLKI18# B # 5 R AR X547

1B OSLRR-RLK 18 J2&: 752 55 /K R %t 4 KL
S E BN A I T e A S U R R AN [R] A
] J 7K A S OsLRR-RLK 18 % 53 7KK

KRG i R REFE R 1.2.2,, BB 8 B gz A4
Freop i 10 S48 CEUERCR , [ 82 BT R THET
FEAS KRG i 22 4900 T2 3.8 .24 1 48 h i BY UK
FEAM 5 F 2 mL B0 8 T, FIRECD R BUH
J& T-80 CUKFALRAT , LhATE A MG CEL KRGS
FEAE 0T BE L B2k R i R R ] 43S B 0.1 g
IKFESM AR S B T A TS | TaKaRa Mini-
BEST 4 4 RNA $2 Hiat ) & 52 BORE i 1.5 RNA, H
AR AR R R4 O BE TG I 5 DAk BT 5 RNA
VR 2l 5 i . #% 18 PrimeScript™ RT Master
Mix 71 2 U s 8 RNA 255 55 i cDNA, BLK
& OsACTINFEN (RGAP %55 A LOC_0s03g50885)
KB EE , LA L cDNA SRR RS2 98

7€ i PCR (real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR,
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qPCR) K5 4%+ i v OsLRR-RLK 18 & [H] 8] AH X 26
ki, e R S E YR A R A RS
&, OsACTIN 5| ¥ (F: 5-TGGACAGGTTATCACC-
ATTGGT-3'/R: 5'-CCGCAGCTTCCATTCCTATG-3")
F1 OsLRR-RLK18 5| %) (F: 5-AAGAGAAAGCCAC-
AGCATGAAC-3'/R: 5-CAGGAAGCGTTCCAAAT-
CTGGTG-3"), 20 pLJWifA % :cDNA 1 pL.10 pmol/L
IER 5149145 0.7 uL . TB Green™ Premix Ex Taq fif§
10 puL  GEIK 7.6 ul; SN A2 - 95 CHiAE M 30 s;
95 CAEES 5,60 CH 30 s, TEFF 40K, MR AE
I B {ELARG PR, SR A v T 202 T B A 0 32 (R
AN} k4 (Hu et al.,2018) .
1.2.4  OsLRR-RLK 8%} 7R#5 % K &5 ve 6 0] 5.
AEKAG A R 1.2.2, FF i 10 dF130 d
i, 3 3 AR R (AR R 8 o IS SR T 4
KA A FRAL AR 4 ARG, B B T
LR AR AR A7 2 R A B S bk s, - b B
BN 20 BRAERE
1.2.5 OsLRR-RLK 8548 % 3 A5 R ranginl £
ANTRIZK R 2R B85 3R ] 1.2.2, B4 B 55 B v 42
AALF = BRI 10 S48 CEUE SR, A 32 ROTF IR T
B, 24 h )5 B K T AT BRI 4R 2L R FFE B R P
A 1 Sk U AR A K R 10 S 4 H R
PR BOE , RS 3 d AR A R k. B
J B B 3 B v A AR AR T R A e
KRIFARBP L, et S it TR BRI AL 3 A B &
B, AT IIH=2(Nxi)/N, XX NS PR
JUTORE AL H ) H S0, N AR B U] [R5k H ) B
ML BARR R Y EE
1.2.6 OsLRR-RLKISErfpz5 422 %5maginl 2.
ANTRIKRE i 2R B35 3R ) 1.2.2, BB 55 e v 42
AALTF = BRI 10 S48 CEUE SR, B 32 ROT IR T
I, 23 T4 0.6 .12 .24 F148 hint, B4 /K A8 5 £
YA 3 2018, A 2 mL B0, TR
R, BUH S T-80 CUkAR TP R-A7 & .
FEAS KRG i R A B [TAR B 0.12 g FE i, S
Li et al.(2017) J5 3553 51 22 SA JA [ JA-Ile fl ABA
i [AEEER I L mL 2R CEE SR EUR (43
&4 °D,-JA ’D,-JA-Ile .’D,-SA F1°D,-ABA 1 ¥5 ),
IR GIRS, T4 °C .14 000 r/min £ T &5 .0
20 min, B 800 pL G M # 2 2 mL B .o 8
IR LS MR AR A e 4 & T Bl S 42 70%
PR 3% Vi 5 min, JF T4 °C .14 000 r/min 518 F &5
> 10 min, WHL 150 wL _F 35, A S 200 (i -

Jo i/ o 1 6 P ASCI 2 A i T SALUJA L JA-Tle L K
ABA & o B R RSB R S AR
HE

TEAIKFE b R BB PRI 0.12 g FE i, 21
Wang et al.(2020) 700 % H,O, &t o [a] B
HIA 1 mL 38 ZEIRK, IR IR AT, T4 C.
14 000 r/min 2544 F B30 20 min, W HL 800 uL &K
MR R H 2 mL B8, # I Amplex” Red Hy-
drogen Peroxide/Peroxidase Assay Kit 15 B 45 1l % 4%
FESTH,O, & i . BN S R BRI S AR
i,
1.2.7 OsLRR-RLK85%F s Bpi oty b2 %5 v 6 M) 52

IKFEHE R W) R Ab A e L KR R A
KRR C B b & 4555 # Z4/E H (Chen et
al.,2019;Xu et al.,2021) . PRI, 0 5 4 R AU A AR
hE 24 h G AN KRS b 2R B3 R MR LA R ]
UM SRR FTA 3 72 hE e A A B
HORERTies

ANIFIZKFE G R B 55 3R ] 1.2.2, 554 Bl 55 B 4%
A0Sk ALTF 7= I A48 CEUME AL L, 24 h )5 B2 T
Fie REL, IR B OK R RS B — A2 B K R R
RO EAEREE T, RS A S et Kl
hE 5 8 h N ZK RS AR T R 4% & 0, FH 200 L
L&A 500 pL/L 2212 £, TG 4 uL /B8 AR ) ik
VR B L A3, IR e A TUSCER R, B
Je R ASRE (0 35 — R B T A A T 25 0 25 A o
FER A 5y, BRI R WA M-S 1 i 2% Lou
et al.(2005) Ji%:. ¥4t FHARXS T~ N AR Ig i A1
M 3 R o AN R BB R S S A2
HE

RTRI KR i 2R A R 7] 1.2.2,, 4B 1 B v 42
AAETF =B 10 S48 € EUE R, A2 AT
IF, 2050 T4 3L 0 h A1 72 h B, FEAS K R S 2R 85 B
T3 R A 2 mL B0 A T TR A T
B S T80 CUKAR T ORFERT o T e FH 2t
R (4 42 BUOMT 5 2 B8 Xu et al. (2021) J7 ¥, [ RE
an A 70% S 1 mL, SEAHRAGIRS), T4 C
14 000 r/min 514 F 5.0 20 min, WL 800 uL b & W
R w2 mL B0, P ER R T IRAGES 2= T
P Bl IS 28 70% W BE AR ¥ % % 5 min, JF T4 C .
14 000 r/min 25144 F &0 10 min, W H 150 pL b iE
T, 1) o 8O €235 — T SO T H FHA SN 7 A
o I Bl RIS BT 5 o, AR i U 2% Xu et al.
(2021)771% . BRI S MY F R
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AJFREARBT %S0 Xu et al. (2014) 5k ()
0.1 g FE&H A 80% H FE W 1 mL 4R35 1R ST, 7F
80 CAJmirr i E 2 hfF L0, 5% FIFWL A 2 mol/L
ERFR 1 mL FNZGRE 98% % 4,12 0.1 mL & 8 h, 7K
A min J5 B0, 2 B, BEJS A 1 mol/L
NaOH 2 mL, T3 N2 18 h Hpnin it
Ja B0, BU500 pL FYE W E] 2 mL &0 TR IF A
100 pL ¥R ERFR, T4 CHiE 4 h, KRR A SRR,
O3 BRSBTS R DT F AT
T 1 mL 1 mol/L NaOH A 1 , 7F 280 nm 40l 52
WOERE . AN Sh R BRI S AN B
1.3 #ESH

K DPS 9.50 4% B i A7 Ab B . P2 4K
PEXERH Student’ s ¢ KaBoA 1 725 5 0 PERG B0 5 3 41

A

K UL b 88 S gk A7 0 R O 22 0 A, AR e SR M
Tukey’s HSD ikt 4 7 Z2 H ik . H Levene’s test i
AT 07 22 3RS 6 T 07 268 55 08I e iE A T A5 A0
Hedt

2 BER55H

2.1 JKFEHOsLRR-RLKISEE FF 5|4yt

JKFEH OsLRR-RLK 18 %A J¥ 51l (RGAP % 5% 5
LOC_0s02g01800) 2 fith X #% 11 iz 1< £ 4 3 549 bp,
ih 1 182 R IR (B 1-A) o ST 45 M Il 73 B 4%
J R, KRS OsSLRR-RLK 18 75 1 24 RLK %1
AR, &4 M4 E &R 88 7 9] (leucine-rich
repeat, LRR) G5 R4l —1~ 255 HEE 235 440 Sull R P SR T 245
F3R (I 1-B) .

1
91
181
271
361
451
541
631
721
811
90
991
1081

—

1171

A H

MKSTQRFWLRNNAAADSELERSFHLGQKAVGTIIGIYEYKTTRESHSMNSKMIRLFAPFPKFIPLLAVFIISCSLPLAISDDTDTDREAL

LCFKSQISDPNGSLSSWSNTSQONFCNWQGVSCNNTQTQLRVMVINVSSKGLSGSIPPCIGNLSSIASLDLSRNAFLGKIPSELGRLGQIS

YILNLSINSLEGRIPDELSSCSNLQVLGLSNNSFEGEIPPSLTQCTRIQQVILYNNKLEGSIPTRFGTLPELKTLDLSNNALRGDIPPLLG

SSPSFVYVDLGGNQLTGGIPEFLVNSSSLQVLRLTONSLTGEIPPALFNSSTLTTIYLDRNNLVGSIPPITAIAAPIQYLSLEQNKLTGG

IPASLGNLSSLVHVSLKANNLVGSIPKSLSKIPTLERLVLTYNNLTGHVPQAIFNISSLKYLSMANNSLIGQLPPDIGNRLPNLEALILS

TTQLNGPIPASLRNMSKLEMVYLAAAGLTGIVPSFGSLPNLHDLDLGYNQLEAGDWSFLSSLANCTQLKKLALDANFLQGTLPSSVGNLP

SQLNWLWLRQNKLSGTIPSEIGNLKSLSVLYLDENMFSGSIPPTIGNLSNLLVLSLAQNNLSGLIPDSIGNLAQLTEFHLDGNNFNGSIP

SNLGOWRQLEKLDFSHNSFGGSLPSEVFNISSLSQSLDLSHNLFTGPIPLEIGNLINLGSISISNNRLTGEIPSTLGKCVLLEYLHMEGN

LLTGSIPRSFMNLKSIKELDLSCNSLSGKVPEFLTLLSSLQKLNLSFNDFEGPIPSNGVFGNASRVILAGNYRLCANDPGYSLPLCPESG

SQSKHKSTILKIVIPIAVSVVISLLCLMAVLIERRKQKPCLQQSSVNMRKISYEDIAKATDGFSPTNLVGLGSFGAVYNGMLPFETNPVA

IKVSDLNKYGAPTSFNAECEALRY IRHRNLVKIITLCSTIDPNGYDFKALVFQYMPNGSLEMWLHPEDHGHGKKRFLTLGERISLALDIA

YALDYLHNQCVSPVIHCDIKPSNVLLDLEMIAYVSDFGLARFMCANSTAAPGNSTSLADLKRSIGY IAPEYGMGGQISTKGDVYSYGVLL

LEILTGKRPTDEKFNDGLSLHEDRVDAAF PHRVTE ILDPNMLHNDLDGGNSELMQSCLLPLVKVALMCSMASPKDRLGMAQVSTELHSIKQ

AFLELSSGGRKVV*

900
PK

SP LRR ™

90
180
270
360
450
540
630
720
810
900
990
1080
1170

1000

* BRI SP: 55K LRR: B AR EL ) ; TM. I5ESEHEL; PK. 4 M . *: Termination codon; SP:

signal peptide; LRR: leucine-rich repeat; TM: transmembrane domain; PK: protein kinase.

1 7KF&H OSLRR-RLKI8 YR EEE 5 (A) 5R-F&5415 (B )
Fig. 1 Amino acid sequence (A) and conserved domain (B) of OsSLRR-RLK18 in rice

2.2 OsLRR-RLKISERHIESRIZER

¥ E R FE 24 h A48 h )5, K A8 OsLRR-
RLK 18 3 [H F A X e 55 o . - P il (P<0.05 1%, P<
0.01), 535 AAZ Ry F 7K A Y 40.58% F1158.71% ,{H

#y RECHE 3 h fI8 h 5, AKAEH OsLRR-RLK 18 3 [A
A ek i 5 R W ERKRE LR EZS (E2),
FOTED A CECH T 195 9] OsLRR-RLK18 F£ A 7]
AES 5 IR KRR HE R B B
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2.4 N
o REWCENE
No-infested by Nilaparvata lugens
z W REAE
i = 1.6 Infested by N. lugens
S
“?,E’ E‘ ns
o
E q; 0.84 ns ok %
£
Q
~
0.0 T T T 1
3 8 24 48

AERT 8] Time after infestation/h

B2 B R ANERKTEH OsLRR-RLKIS KA RILE
Fig. 2 Relative expression levels of OsLRR-RLK1S in rice
infested by Nilaparvata lugens

P P S R R R o %, SRR AL BTN IR 22
Student’s A5 KA 10 22 57 ik 35 (P<0.05 8 P<0.01) 5 ns &/
AR FRAXS IR 2 [B] JC i 3% 25 5+ . Data are mean+SE. * or ** in-
dicates significant difference between treatment and control by
Student’ s ¢ test (P<0.05 or P<0.01); ns indicates no significant

difference between treatment and control.

2.3 OsLRR-RLKISERE X /KFEE K IR
A RUK RS i A LG, OsSLRR-RLK 18 [N

[ 7K R R 18-1-1 11 18-1-6 B kK 5 28 5, K AR

(1 3) , FE % 10 d B PR e 40 ) 45 9 A AU A AR e

KT 10.23% F123.36% , 7 1 # 30 d B FLRE &5 20 51

B A R R S B R T 3.419% F13.92% (P<0.05) 5

601A
s WT 4 b p

454 B 18-1-1
. 1816

301

#&7 Shoot height/cm

10 30

FE B % 10 d B FLAR A 43 551 4 Y A RURE AR R AIK T
19.09% F19.68% , £ 1 #% 30 d A FLAR 40 ) 45 1 A
U FE R 5B PR T 11.54% 1 16.39% (P<0.05, [
3), WP OsLRR-RLK 18 KPR 23 FAR /K RS I bk 105
IR .
2.4 OsLRR-RLK18EFE118 B EMFSHHIRNT
1E W A B KRS i &R A R ELEE A R AL R R
59.88%, 7 2 1> OsLRR-RLK18 % [F & 5 7K R i 22
18-1-1F01 18-1-6 |45 K E\BP 1Y SE AL 370301l K 25.55%
H132.87%, 43 ) 48 HF A R K e i 2R I8 35 AR (P<
0.05,814-A) . TEAFIKAE R L4 CEBR AT
iR B9 d A4 (K1 4-B) o FERFA RIK RS
i Z O 6 12 R0 24 W, G mEUME A B 43
51>k 85.9.179.1 F11293.5 %7, £ OsLRR-RLK18 %
R KR AR LA 6 hisE, 7R DR S AR A KR
iR RS NE 12 hit, 763 N BBk AR
i FR 18-1-1 L™ O i 5 7E B A= UK R i R 22
SN eI AR K R A &R 18-1-6 =Bl
R E AR T AE B A RUOK RS i &R B BN (P<
0.05) ,{H K5 24 h i}, 7 24~ OsLRR-RLK 18 F& X il
B /KA i 22 7 B R A B AR RUR AR S &R B
I AR (P<0.05, 1 4-C) , W] OsLRR-RLK 18 F:H
TR KRS RE BT

R Root length/cm
—_ —_— [\
[} i [}
1 1 ]
o~}

W
1

a bab

- B

10 30

H# Seedling age/d

WT: B BUKFE M &R 18-1-1 F118-1-6: OsLRR-RLK 18 FEH Fibk/KFE i & . WT: Wide-type rice line; 18-1-1 and

18-1-6: OsLRR-RLK18 gene-knockout rice line.

B3 OsLRR-RLK18EFFIKFEMRR (A) TR (B) BIS 0
Fig. 3 Effects of OsLRR-RLK18 gene on the shoot height (A) and root length (B) of rice
I B s by T SR bR R o TR [) /N S e [ I TR AS W] K Rt it 22 22 ] 28 Tukey” s HSD A6 3 0 46 0 28 57 1835 (P<

0.05) . Data are mean+SE. Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference among different rice lines at the same time by

Tukey’s HSD test (P<0.05).

2.5 OsLRR-RLKISM7/KiBHAEMS SN FESEHIRE
KA E0.6.12 Fl124 hit, ARG R M
JAGEZ KR EEZR, N EAI8hIT,2 OsLRR-

RLK 18 DR wil B 7K A i 22 18-1-1 F118-1-6 FHE Y
JA Er it I 25w TP AR RUK ARG R 19 (P<0.05) , 43
R A KRS A R Y 1.94 45 0 2.45 15 (B 5-A) &
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i REK FE 0 h i, A PRI SR A R 18-1-1 i H )
JA-Tle £ i b 25 15 T W 2B BUOK AR i & 19 (P<0.05) ;
g 4 W, 2 LR B 2R 18-1-1 F118-1-6 M-
T JA-Tle 1 1 340 8 25 5 TP A UK AR i R i (P<
0.05) , 43 ISP AE UK AR i R A 11.36 75 H114.22 4%
HoAth Sy ], N [FK A o 2R 00 JA-Tle & it 22 ] 22
SARE (K S-B), # CECNEO0.6,12F124 hi),
ANFKRE i R I ABA i 2 (B 22 AN 35 (HAE
F A8 hiT, 2 AL A bR /K A i R 18-1-1 F11 18-1-6 it
BT ABA 03 i R (P<0.05) , 43 3l i B AR

UK R il R Y 2.05 f5 01 2.61 1% (] 5-C) . #8 KEH
90,6112 hiN, OsLRR-RLK 18 K& [H il 4 /K 7 i %
- TP Y SA B R HLO, 25 B ) e B I T I AR K
T dh 210 (P<0.05) 5 3 24 h 148 hint, B LA p b
JK A 2 18-1-6 7 48 h B -5 1 1% HLO, 7 1 5 ¥
AR KRR i ZR 0 22 57 B 3540 (P<0.05) , JE R R R 7K
i i 22 00 SA T H,0, 7% 144 5 W7 A= BUK R i R 10 22
SR 3 (K 5-D~E) , # 1 LRR-RLK 18 3K 17 & 4%
KA TA JA-Tle fil ABA 5 1, IE VA ¥ /K Fii v SA Al
H,0, &1

807 A 2 129B 4004 C
S 7 = a a a % 2 %Tl-l a
E, 60 ﬁ:‘é 9 %o 300 - 18-1-6 a b b
2 s .
Z 40- .k RE 6] S 200+ ab
B ®E s a 5
20 S 34 & 100 a
@ s i
1 a
WT  18-1-1 18-1-6 WT  18-1-1 18-1-6 6 12 24
fh 2 Line fh % Line SHERT[E] Time after infestation/h

WT: #pAERKAE S &R 5 18-1-1F118-1-6: OsLRR-RLK18 &R RFR /K & . WT: Wide-type rice line; 18-1-1 and

18-1-6: OsLRR-RLK18 gene-knockout rice line.

B4 /KFEH OsLRR-RLK1S B A& KEIFHLR(A) . BIEZEHHA(B) = IE(C)RIFIT
Fig. 4 Effects of OsLRR-RLKI8 gene in rice on the hatching rate (A), developmental duration (B), and number (C)

of Nilaparvata lugens eggs
PR BUE R P BB br iR . R R/ING FBER/R 4 Tukey s HSD R0 K 50 22 5 il 3 (P<0.05) . Data are mean+SE. Dif-
ferent lowercase letters on the bars indicate significant difference by Tukey’s HSD test (P<0.05).
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WT: #pERKAE M &R 5 18-1-1F1118-1-6: OsLRR-RLK18 &R @B /K & . WT: Wide-type rice line; 18-1-1 and

18-1-6: OsLRR-RLK18 gene-knockout rice line.

BEl5 OsLRR-RLKIS EFEM & KB AFFKEHBEIES S FEENRIT
Fig. 5 Effects of OsLRR-RLKI8 gene on the contents of signal molecules in rice infested by Nilaparvata lugens
[ FR B - bR vE TR . ARV FBER R4S Tukey s HSD #6562 4656 7% 5 8 % (P<0.05) . Data are mean=SE. Dif-
ferent lowercase letters on the bars indicate significant difference by Tukey’s HSD test (P<0.05).
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2.6 OsLRR-RLK18X17/KFERA L &S ER RN
2.6.1 STE—5EE A FH YR

1 RECNFE ST, OsLRR-RLK 18 KA fil [4: AK R
Z18-1-1 F1 18-1-6 BRI Y 2- B | 2- P it A7 468 44

IR KA R i S A~ — LM R R i
SR 1 R RS it AR 9 S £ (P<0.05) L 5 0 i)
A 1.055%. 0.901%. 0.246%. 3.265%. 0.564% H
0.929%.0.715%.0.209%.2.598% #10.399% (% 1),

F1 BEAAEFHERKER RN OsLRR-RLKI8 ER R /KTE M AR HNIELY
Table 1 Volatile matters emitted from wild-type and OsLRR-RLK18 gene-knockout rice infested by Nilaparvata lugens %

¥4 % W) Volatile matter

By A B KA i &R
Wild-type rice line

FHL PR R K R 2R 18-1-1

Gene-knockout rice line 18-1-1

FL A AR K R i 2R 18-1-6

Gene-knockout rice line 18-1-6

2-J#filil 2-heptanone
2-JFiE 2-heptanol
a-JEH a-pinene
Fri&Hi (+)-limonene
TR (E)-linalool oxide
J5FERE Linalool
KR W s Methyl salicylate
a-Z i a-zingiberene
B-£11% 2 p-bisabolene

0.421+0.034 b
0.355+0.030 b
0.140+0.003 a
0.148+0.011 ¢
0.984+0.022 a
0.143+0.016 b
0.2684+0.007 b
0.136+0.008 a
0.1884+0.022 a

1.055+0.080 a
0.901+0.064 a
0.089+0.017 a
0.246+0.004 a
0.1234+0.022 a
3.265+0.379 a
0.564+0.039 a
0.130+0.001 a
0.12540.020 a

0.9294+0.044 a
0.715+0.020 a
0.098+0.014 a
0.209+0.006 b
0.106+0.006 a
2.5984+0.198 a
0.39940.031 a
0.13440.016 a
0.10240.007 a

T B TR R . AT AN NG R38R 42 Tukey s HSD A ik 95 25 5 . 3% (P<0.05) . Data are mean=+SE.

Different lowercase letters in the same row indicate significant difference by Tukey’s HSD test (P<0.05).

262 MARBREEZTHHR
¥ RER R E W, OSLRR-RLK 18 45 [F B % K
i AR PR R & B 5 W A UK RS i R TG 22 5], (H A
KACKHE 72 h )5, OSLRR-RLK 18 KEH B K A o %
HOR BT 2R B i 3 W ST B AR KR i R 1 (P<
0.05,Kl6),
CWT == 18-1-1 = 18-1-6

a a a
a b b

[N
W
1

[
(=]
1

AREA R
2

Lignin content/(A,  /g)
5y

W
1

(=)

0 ' 72
AE R} 8] Time after infestation/h

WT: B A RIK RS 5 % 5 18-1-1 Fl 18-1-6: OsLRR-RLKIS8
A B B K R &R o WT: Wide-type rice line; 18-1-1 and
18-1-6: OsLRR-RLK18 gene-knockout rice line.
E 6 OsLRR-RLKISEREXE XA AER
KM AR R & BB
Fig. 6 Effects of OsLRR-RLKI8 on lignin content in rice
infested by Nilaparvata lugens
Pt - S bR . AR INE P RER IR [R] I ]
RIFIKFE R Z 025 Tukey s HSD A S0 4622 5 1 2 (P<
0.05) . Data are mean+SE. Different lowercase letters indicate
significant difference among different rice lines at the same
time by Tukey’s HSD test (P<0.05).

2.6.3 xFEyhEde KB 6 ¥R

oy RECHE 72 h i, B AR RUK A &R oA
P e 5 B T 2 i (P<0.05) , BBk K
PTG T RURI AL 38 11 3 PSR & B4k B i
FEAIL (P<0.05, 181 7) o # CE\ K 3 /T, 2 4> OsLRR-
RLK 18 &R B 7K A8 i 2 vhow) 7 2 T g e ARk
IR 307 4 15 b 5 T A ROOK R 2R 0 G B 2 2
5 B A AR UK AR i R ) BB BRI (P<
0.05);# KENE 72 h )5, 21> OsLRR-RLK18 F:[A
g o 7K R i 2R HpORT A I T e S PR R A
FC e B 46 3 P BT 5 B 34 4 B AR KA i 3R
() 5 2 PR (P<0.05, & 7) .

2% FJER RS OsLRR-RLK 18 JEH REHE il &
K JE K FEHE R PRI, ARSI 3 J5 7K
FEROR L2 6 L e PEBE T R4 T AR
WA o it
3 itig

LRR-RLK C i IF S 5P AE KK E
Xt A A ke Ko A= W 3 S A ) 2 B L A I X
i £ PR B 4ok 3 (Bommert et al., 2005 ; Mithoe &
Menke,2018;Erb & Reymond,2019) ., N7E /& Ni-
cotiana attenuata 1 NaBAK I &R B TER )T, A RE A
N B AL 61105 5 A 5 K Bk Manduca sexta 1S 53
WY1ids S A 1 JA F JA-Tle 2 5 2480 0F At bk B 35
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F#AIK (Yang et al., 2011) ; 7£ K A% H OSLRR-RLK 1 £l
OsLRR-RLK2 ¥JE F F MPK ¢ Bk | i, 1F o 2
OsMPK3/OsMPK6 1) 8 1 1t 1 14 DL Ko i 5% I+
WRKY 5% 557K, R0 1E R 3 s S = AR 0 JA
MET &4, 7l SA 5 H,0, I AEW A N, &5
i 7K g XF — AR MR A4 K B BT PE (Hu et al., 2018;
Ye et al., 2020) . AHF57 25 R & BLAE OsLRR-RLK18
PR AR KRR i R TPl UK T 1 (48 h) 15 S 11
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SNERFE] Time after infestation/h
WT: B A RUKAE &R 18-1-1 F118-1-6: OsLRR-RLK 18 JE[H SR /K Ff i &2 o WT: Wide type rice; 18-1-1 and 18-1-6:

OsLRR-RLK18 gene-knockout rice.

7 OsLRR-RLK18EFE 8 KA AEE/KEHEPMNESBER(A) B (B)  KIKHFEHE(C)
MR EFHE (D) RENFM
Fig. 7 Effects of OsLRR-RLKI8 on p-coumaroyl putrescine (A), prunin (B), cosmosiin (C) and
carlinoside (D) contents in rice infested by Nilaparvata lugens
P 50 R E B AR R o AN TR)/INE S RE 3R 7 [ IR E) A [ 7K R it 2% 22 1) 28 Tukey ”s HSD A6 30125 46 56 22 57 1 35 (P<

0.05) . Data are mean+SE. Different lowercase letters indicate significant difference among different rice lines at the same time by

Tukey’s HSD test (P<0.05).

UMk AN BB T R TG e XoF
75 10 T 5 Pl RSP R T e e 55 2 i e, Al B 25 A
R AT HRSER-5-0- B b S5 WAL A W LA
FARJTZ IR A 38 i, i LA REE S 2 Rk g
52 W) B B0 (X % T 11 26 /AR, 2018 5 Cheen et al.,
2019;Xu et al.,2021) . PEAEE X7 G LI L A RE
T 5 e R BT A R I8 e 2 s R RV A R B I
B4 A (Wang et al., 2020) ; A 5 25 F1GFE 5
17359038 3 i 72 K e A i P8 R BHL S K e oz 38
S —E R A KB E (O A= 00 ) /KA

IR 2 (A% T 45, 2013 ) 5 2- B | 2- B 1 05 At o o
8 KA 9R3BEE FH (Lu et al., 2014) , 171 95 FE EE AT 7K
2 W fiE W 5 | A m\ B D) A A e e L 2 )N i
Anagrus nilaparvatae , ¥t 1 3 5 K RO FE QR $2
TR, B4 w5 A7 Rk (9] 422 B 4 52 77 (Wang & Lou,
2013) o AWFFREER LI, 1 CECH F S OsLRR-
RLK18 F [H] R bR /K e ity 25 70 2- PR L 2- PR A7
I D R IR K A7 2 TR T 5 FPoK R A i & i 1
TP A R KA b R BN , (EAR R AR 5 XA
T FE3 Tl S PR 0 4 AR R B0 4 1 3 b2 B
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T (14 P 2k X 5 AR UK R i AR 1 R R AR, R
JAN G T B AR IR VA KRS Hh SR | 3 e S ik
EWLL BOKFEHE K YA )6 B (Chen et al.,2019;
Xu et al.,2021) , 1fif ABA /-3 W {5 Z ik 24 F T
JIIE S5 B TR (Adie et al., 2007) 5 1AM 2 79 2 R it 42,
it ANAN S E 2 ) B A ( Gho et al., 2020) , tJEAH )
WE SA VL S S T | Wy e SR o R SR e
AW AY A U OCHEFTIA (Zhang et al.,2021) , T
DA A5 4 I 3 s OsLRR-RLK 18 i R A R 3 ot PR A%
RN R e i R ) 5K R AR A A R
5 SA B BRI 2K i (HE
6 JAAE SRR R AR T 5 HOs 3 B K R 5 R 0 1) R
R, TR A 1 3k S 45 K WS B A L O % B R
o JesLi g it — D AT OsLRR-RLK18 % 7K
T AN P e e T DU U LA R B e 2 e ) 25 B )
1k 4 91 19 B LA K B i ABA 15 53 5 7E OsLRR-
RLKI8 M-S AgHt d b 9 VE R
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