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TEABCE MRIE B #E op S AR i AM 254
AL ANPSE ST A N 1R | B i1 I ¢ 2 A i R AU
W1 AM HTE 53 3 1945 5 43 F (A LCOs) 52 i B
Xt A AR A G DL R A S5 A 0 B B L fE A
MG AR B Ly s M 25 44 dul 52 1A 0 ey 56 1R 42 T DA S 4
RIE R . FESLAE R A Y b S 3R S iR AR
WUV FEIN DMI1.DMI2 5 DMI3 & AM %
PR WL 5 B2 R AE NBOR i 3 F 2 A
BE R 9878 1 H65 i AR B i 5 & B s VAPYRIN
L DR 7 LU A TR 22 1 Ak 1 B DR R 5 BOR i
5 R (B AR AR AR5 4, STR1/29 5
RAM 1/ 22 BEPR IV JH 2 A HE AR 0 . 7 1Y
PT4 5/KREH) PT13 HePH 1) 32 2 T AR 2 4k 47 AR
Az R L JE R AR I o AR T

AR AM W EMRE TR LT
Bl (Mye-LCOs) 5 HUE B 19 2598 [ 7 (Nod factor)
HA MR ZER . FE TR T, T 32 6 MR
S50 7 R 5 2 2 R LysM 25 M 052 138
fifg 0 3 A, 7E H AR B BKAR (Lotus japonicus) ™ J&
LjNFR1la 5 LjNFR5 %X ; 7E# # E 15 (Medica-
go truncatula ) P & MiLYK3 5 M:NFP X
PR X i i H A AR S . A 3 A
LysM B ShE5 R 80 1 A 25 S5 A SR 1 1 9 38
ik 445 e 38, G PP AT A — A i PR ) 58 8 1 RE B 1k 45
P F 5 S ROM 7 A 2 L AR R W e R
e 1L R B (Parasponia) W] VL5 A 98 1 3t 4= 12
B MR IR 4548, PaNFP 0] DUAE S P50 25 988 R -7 FN B
HREPR 7~ A ] 32 44, 3 3% B FE A A o, DA T AR 3
A A IR 93 2R A 0 TB B2 R) — > 2 AR 2R 1 Y
B W T SRME W AE BE AL R R A B TR 2 R
Az S S BOX P 2Rl B [R) IR A R G S A
JURCAR vt 4 4k e B0 L DR FE T E R A TR
T AT REAAAE A — S 2 M T LIME W W ARG 5 00 7
A2 ARD= B FT R Ik, 6 T R B R R 2
TR BRI 5T 340 LA /D  ABLXT T MR 98 T 32 1 1 F 92 LL A
TR PR T DA 3 90 1) 4598 TR 2 AR 52 D T
HRA 5 52 1A 1) & B B AL JEL i

EH NG RHY E AR (Lotus corniculatus)
o R B — A 5 R AR B S U LysM 8152
PRV LeLRK 1 SN il id 5 1 A W 27 5 B 1) g A%
FOERD LeLRK 1 3K 5 A Z5 B iU SE &R

57 7 A T R TR S A A O3 1 BIL R A R ST R AR £ S
AT S AM B AR AW AR 25 F G0 1 1 4
FEHE R

1 #RlE7I*®

T A BT L
KWFFE Escherichia coli DH5a., & 4R FF H
Agrobacterium rhizogenes LBA1334 S Y) 3Rk 3,
A pBI121 , 35 i A gl K24 4l i 2B ) 2 B 5K
R R AR Ay = AR,
12 #YMEES AM EEEMHF

H A H KRR (Lotus corniculatus) P e 4
b R 2 A b A A= W A T R i S B = TR AR o & 4
ft, AM FL AR N 3K 3 5 T (Rhizophagus irregu-
laris AH101) T F B Bl 2 B b 50 4R S R B i 5%
Ht .
13 EHFE

LB i g2k KR B Fe ik 4% 0.5 0 ~ 20 iy &=
WINBEH :1/2 MS 852 56 1/2CREICR + i
TLE BRI +HANY 0.2 %Y BEER . pH 5.8; K
973 HRE K 37 3050
14 S|¥F75I

G194 B A TR TR A BR A R 5E R
(Bl F 5 W2 1), 3 B P50 0 5 2 h R
I8 .
1.5 HABRBRHOEKEH

W BKAR BB = A R i B R Ak PR
8 min, fF I JC WK vh ¥k 1 W, A B 10 £ (Y
NaClO AL HE 12 min, JoE K whk 3 WK K Y
A KRR 37 C 5 R4 L R ADoK I K S 1
KB TR AR, KRS R R R 1 IR
121 °C .1 h W= TR KB, 748 3 W H 75 %6 B
WKRAERIHEG. BN EZHRHASELEK BN
BRI TS A D R B 22 CH M RN
OERE 16 h/BEE 8 h),2~3 d J5 18 B A f 5
1.6 & DNA 5 RNA fyiR R EE Rz &N

A KA S DNA 1957 8 2 BAE ) 5 DNA $2 1
&5 (CRMIR ] Plant DNA mini Kit,db50) 5
K CTAB 42 HUA BRAR Y 2 RNA, A 126 B9 3
FHEEI PR KT DNA 5 RNA #52 % F FH %
% & {1 ( Thermo NANO Drop 2000) il DNA
5 RNA WY BEFAEE , 4% 88 5 8% 560 & (TaKa
RaZd @) #AE F W i 47 52 80, I % 6 056 14
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Table 1 The primer sequences in this study
ES 7731 &
Primer name Sequence (5'—=3") Function

LcLRK1-F ATGSAAATCTKGTGAAACTAATGG Gene cloning
LcLRK1-R: CATCCAYTTTCTTAIICTCTCYTCTCT Gene cloning
LcLRK1IF2 GTTGAAGTTCTCGCCATTGAG Inverse PCR
LcLRK1IR2: GAGACCAAGTAAGGGACACC Inverse PCR
LcLRK1F2 GAAGGTGTTTGACATTGAGGGAG RACE PCR
LcLRK1R2 GAGGACTCGAGCTCAAGC RACE PCR
LcLRK1PF: CCCAAGCTTGTTGTTAGCACACAGTATGAC Promoter isolation
LcLRK1PR: CGCGGATCCTTTTGCGTAAGTTGTGAAGAAATG Promoter isolation
LcLRK1QF: AGAAGAGAGGCTAAGAAAATGGATG Real time PCR
LcLRKIQR: ACAATTTCAGCAACGCTTGG Real time PCR
LcLRK1dsF: TAACTAGTGGTACCGTTCTTAGTCTCTCCCTTC RNAI
LcLRK1dsR: TAGAGCTCGGATCCGAGACACAGAAATAAGCAAC RNAI
LcATPE CAATGTCGCCAAGGCCCATGGTG Reference gene
LcATPR AACACCACTCTCGATCATTTCTCTG Reference gene
LiNFR5QF: AACTTCGACCAACCCCATG Real time PCR
LjNFR5QR: GATCTCCCACATATCCTTCCAC Real time PCR
LjNFR1QF: GCCCTTTCAACACAAGATGC Real time PCR
LjNFRI1QR: GCCTTCGCTAGTTCCTGATATG Real time PCR
LjiLYS1QF: ATGGTAGCTATGTGCCCTTTC Real time PCR
LjiLYSIQR: GCCCAACTAGTACTCCAACAG Real time PCR
LjLYS5QF: CACGATTACCATTCCCAAAGC Real time PCR
LjLYS5QR: AGATCCATATGTTCCATGCCC Real time PCR
LjiLYS20QF: TCCCACTTCAAACCTCATAGC Real time PCR
LjLYS20QR: ACCATTTCACCATCCCTCAC Real time PCR

cDNA A —20 CUkF 4 M. cDNA ik 5 %
VE R AR R .1 pL cDNA Bk, ZE 5]
P (0.5 pmol), F& A F i 51 9 (0.5 pmol), 10 pL
SYBR Green Real time PCR Master Mix(TOYO-
BO),JH LcATP JEPIERNZ ., RWEIF 95 CA&
PE 30 s595 CABHE 30 5,58 Ci Kk 20 5,72 °C FEfif
20 s,40 I 1E#; PCR J2 W 7£ Applied Biosystems
w6 = PCR X (step one™ Real-Time PCR sys-
tem Thermal cycling ABI7300) i iE47 , 52 b )5 #E 47
5 o 2 0 B, SR AR 2 i 22 TS T .
1.7 LclRK1 EEMRESNF

W4 MeNFP/LjNFP5 5 MiLYR1/LjLYS11 %
Ky g0t 5149, VL5149 LeLRK 1-F Al LeLRK 1-
R M HAE kAR DNA Hy7 3% M(NFP/LjNFP5 [a]i
R, R FA R PEAT PCR [ 1 X Buffer, dNTPs
(0.25 mmoD) » Tag DNA R A § (0.05 U),LcLRK 1-F
(0.4 pmol) , LcLRK 1-R (0.4 pmol) , B #z DNA (43
S B4 DNA Hi B 100 7588 cDNA 1 B #E40)
1 pL,ddH, O %2 20 pL. KR T - 94 °C AR P
1 min;94 ‘C 48 30 5,50 ‘CiE k 30 5,72 °C #E {f
45 $,30 NFEH ;72 C HEH 10 min, FER E 20 C,
L4y v R SO AR AR 1 AN R B, R
RACE PCR J5 77 MAR 1211 cDNA w345 5

N2 KF8 (s 4 LcALRK 1),
1.8 LcLRK1 HEE &I

BRI LLRK 1 4 K & 3 1R 7 41 42 28 5|
SMART 7 2 T. H @ 7 & [ 5 B 1k 45 1, 4%
LcLRKI #) 2 5 R J7 51 $2 58 3] SWISS-Mode (ht-
tp://swissmodel. expasy. org/), Fl H 3l # =, 2 7
LcLRK1 & B i B9 = 4k 25 #5583 Swiss-Pbd
Viewerd.0.1 H X LeLRK1 & [ T = 4 245 #4317
A4 . @it DNA MAN XF LeLRK1 [a] ¥ &
F S HEAT 22 7 3 B 4 A, 38 38 MEGA4.0 7 1
Neighbor-Joining J7 ¥, 1% f Bootstrap {H 5 1 000
M TCAR R S8k F W G H BT 91 24 7k S H 7 515
WMERK 2 iz,
1.9 RNAi £ #0 ProLcLRK1: GUS R & & F k%
AR

£ LcLRK 1 B 3" K i AF 4 i X 3351 9
LcLRK 1dsF #il LcLRK 1dsR ##% 310 bp H T4t
B, ek B R BOE T Gateway J7 k) PB
T B AT # & pDONR211 4 i pDONR211-
LcLRK1-RNAG 5 21 #5016, 48 )5 i LR & W #F
pDONR211-LcLRKI-RNAi & 41 ] H % 4% &
pK7GWIWG2( Il )>-RedRoot H1, ¥ £ i B A 2 ) &
8245 K IF B 41 (59 Y DsRED 14 45 3% R A # 9
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Table 2 The homologous genes and their accession

numbers employed in this study

Y Fe K 2 R 755
Species Gene name Accession numbers

B WK Lotus japonicus LjNFR1a J575248
B KR Lotus japonicus LjNFR1) J575249
AWK Lotus japonicus LjNFR5 CAE02598
B KR Lotus japonicus LjLYS1 AB503682
E WKHR Lotus japonicus LjLYS2 AB503683
E WKHR Lotus japonicus LjLYS3 AB503684
H KR Lotus japonicus LjLYS4 AB503685
E IR Lotus japonicus LjLYS5 AB503686
HIKHR Lotus japonicus LjLYS6 AB503687
B WK Lotus japonicus LjLYS7 AB503688
BRI Lotus japonicus LjLYS11 AB503692
B KR Lotus japonicus LjLYS12 AB503693
H KR Lotus japonicus LjLYS13 AB503694
B WK Lotus japonicus LjLYS14 AB503695
B WKAR Lotus japonicus LjLYS16 AB503696
E WK Lotus japonicus LjLYS20 AB506703
B KR Lotus japonicus LjLYS21 AB506704
ﬁg,u a MtLYK1 AY372401
Medicago truncatula
#/‘Eﬁﬁ H M:LYK?2 AY372420
Medicago truncatula
ﬁé@ﬁ Tﬁ M:(LYK3 AY372406
Medicago truncatula
ﬁﬁ? fu MiLYK4 AY372402
Medicago truncatula
ﬁéygﬁ H M(LYK5 AY372403
Medicago truncatula
ﬁﬁ(ﬁ a M:LYK6 AY372404
Medicago truncatula
ﬁgﬁ a M(LYK7 AY372405
Medicago truncatula
%‘éﬁ(ﬁ ta M:LYKS AY372406
Medicago truncatula
JQ‘:&E H M:NFP ABF50224
Medicago truncatula
K& Glycine max GmNFRb5a ADJ19108
K& Glycine max GmNFR5b ABQ59613
iy Bk Parasponia PaNFP HQ705608.1
B R Ricinus communis RcLYR1 XP002533280
7t Populus tremula PtLYR2 XP002310198
KA Oryza sativa OsNFP AC103891.2

RNAi Fk A e 50 0E 0 FH M B9 T P8 2% 7k ol 2 3%
X HEC3E R B A B kAR R FF B (AL rhizogenes
LBA1334), R T 4841 LcLRK 1 K % 20 21 5 7
Wit S m PCR 6 5a AR 3] ORF L 3iF X 1.2 kb
KNI G 30+ B AR 53 51 W K 3 ¥ i Bam H T
1 Hind 1§ 47 5 38 33 XCEG Y1) 5 0 4 0 1 16
B A B pBIL21 JEk . AL T, DNA % # § 5
S F Bk S pBI21 AR A Bam H T flHindll
Fit U0 o5 2 ) M A AT GUS #ic 2 A9 IS 8+
ENFEAR ProLcLRK1 :: GUS,

110 RKFENSHEREN

LA AR 2 1 om BF, AR RSl Ak K 40
PRI R T iR A3 S | KR S AR L K Sh
PR WSR2 15~30 min J5 B
BT REIEA W TR AR 1/2 MS
Bige o b LSRG FE 3~5 d J5 nl DL O AR RN AN 4
MK . BEEDRE 2 i B AR IR % 5 % £ 19 HRE
Bigesbh, 10 d A BARMN T IRAIAE K B 2 2~3
em, HUEAT K 55 A AR 8 R K 3 )ar 1 i kAR
STl T KBRS AR T T 8 K AR 4
ARG IE IR S5, AT GUS ¥ 509 615
SR L SR T 0k BE T L A A BR EAT AR S0
111 FHEEREE

DGUS IE PRI, A AR FF 8 A S 00 5 AR 35t
TR F R A5 B 5 Ak BAR il 1 GUS 3Ll 4 £,
37 CHY %1 T & — Bt if i), W %% pLeLRK 1 +:
GUS 78 A4 Fh T M B B LA S 25 P B AR LT R AS )
8] ) 22 35 155 L

DG TR, LIRS d JE. 4 A
WLEE B R /INAS S5 1 B S AT K A B IR B B 100
mg/L B FHEEM HRE &b, HERMAT
IR L 7R 2 W U AR, 5 B AR A SR Y
ST 85, I A hy B AR K TE 28 0 1 JE BH 1 AR
ZIEL
112 AM BRELEMNSIT

WU E R AM AR R 28K oh i T B A
10% KOH %W 90 ‘C/AK¥E AL 30 min J&5 , FHZE1H
KERR Pk B 2% HCLIFRIR TR 20 min 2 A 4R
R, B 28 18 K vh Pk % B HCL %W, e s A
0.05% M &M iE (TB) Qe & it . FH 102/
TR AR P A A LR BT ) 1 em KB,
It BE ML PR R BB e #03  b GRS 403 R ik
30 5B L FE MR T WA AM EL I 2 Y 15 0L . A
o B AR EL B AR YL R Ge 112K FH Trouvelot 2607 fr i
W T
113 Git o

BALHEEELIANMEYER HAELEE
3 R ] SPSS16.0 8k #E4T ¢ K,

2 ZER55MH

LcLRK1 EE A —4 LysM B Z (K ¥
BRI 5 1, N H A E KR ™3 M:NFP/
LiNFP5 [a i3 A, #:F] 1] RACE PCR J7 ¥ MR
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MM cDNA fh R BER KT (mah
LeLRK D FEXF 3P 7 51 i 47 Pk 4 . LcLRK 1 $EH 4
KA 1797 bp, LcLRK1 EEAFHNEF. &KIF
T SR AE CORF) 4 % 598 /™2 3L g , 1 H: 43 7 Ik
o 66 ku, IR HL S 5,50,

¥ LeLRK 1 BE I 4 15 1 24 55 @2 )7 91 4 52 3|
SMART T H #4745 8 00 43 7, & 8 LcLRK1 &
A 3AMAS LysM 25K 380, d8 A0 45 1 A 155 I 25 4 35
AL AN M AR OO S A B, e — N LR LysM
RIZ AR BRE (B 1A . R SWISS-Model #144 %f
LcLRK1 & H 78 0 = 4E 85/ i 47 20 7 (& 1B)
KM LLRKI 2 — 1T E &R @ARWEH . )8 T
LysM-RLK Z & # 1) — 4~ i 52, JF B LysM-RLK
FIEE AR INEE S AM B 5 A /sl R I8 o 15

1100 200

1 WK EKEB LLRK] R &4
(A)5 3D Z&#E (B)

Fig.1 The putative conserved domains (A) and three-

dimensional tstructure model (B) of the LcLRK1 protein

22 LcLRK1 EARMHEL SR
B 2 )EA Xt E M LcLRK1 5 MiNFP,

BB Bt MW LLRK L %319 LiNFRS.GmNFR5,LjLYS11, PaNFP 3 X 4% i)

FIAT AE 5 8 AR 7 (Mye B 80/ 259 N 1
(Nod ) 3B A SE 1) — A~ Z 44

Signal peptide

AAFFFLSSIISEALFISAOMLLITFTT.
MSAFFL%SSSEALF| ALFFLTSA(
MAVFFL'SS/S SLLFSAL.LFLLFT.
AAVFFPFLPLHHOII§A L VILELFN.TV AS
MISFFLIN.TLFL LFJSALMVFFETTA(
Lyreee MAISLYLL AT

1

RO AR F 5 B A B KA (E 2), LLRK1
AR 1A NI A5 5 K, LysMI, LysMIl

IEAED

197
197
196
198
197
188

Consensus

LiNFP
MINFP
LiNFR5

Consensus

LiNFP
M(NFP
LiNFR5
GmNFR5
LiLYSI1
PaNFP

G
LIQVENFSKSDILELQAKHD T} S AL

SLG/TFFF AV
SLGLVFFIV (V]
LILGLTLLY AV
SLG'TLLVY)
SLG {TLLILAL)
SIATLLLLY

288
289
286
288
292
286

Consensus Kinase kl gvs v
LiNFP

MINFP
LiNFR5

L
=)

Consensus .
kinase

INCE VIMNLVEDL VKVF DAE CD{
INCE VVILVEDF VKIIF DIE CNjj
INCEVIMNLVEDN WIIIFDIEENS
INCEVIMNLVEDLVKLFDNEENS
NERJ......HIREIFDLKI RALFDRRE/¥{
AMITRINCEIWMLVEEKAVIVLEEEE

LiNFP
MINFP
LiNFR5
GmNFR5
LiLYS11
PaNFP

CEEEEL]
Ve g e e e Ue

Consensus T e%x O ¥

SQIDTCEVTCLVTSI E
SQIDTIENTEVVISV K
SQAIV)DINELVTST K
SQAIVCEVTCLVTSI K
IQIDV/DATEMITAL E
EV(DISICTA 1 E

1

Consensus

B 2 BKIR LysM B KB LcLRK1 & B & K E &Y R 8 B IR & B R F 51 bk 3t
Fig.2 Amino acid multiple alignment of the LysM-type receptor kinases LcLRK1

(L. corniculatus) and its homologs from other plants

A LysMII . 1 A28 5 45 18 J80R 28 113 i 45 F 3 &
2 Y 6 AN AR B PR L B Y Sk
&Ko ATWIAFSE F W PaNFP 1 R 2598 N 715 5 52 1k

RIS T 15532 6", LeLRK 1 3P 4% i Ly-
sM LR (4 5 7T iE 5 PaNFP H A7 35 oL 25 ) 2% T
AE . OLHEI LeLRK1 A REZ& — 15 LiNFRS5 fl
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B AF . E KR LysM B2 (& LcLRK1 2 5 BAR H 3 AKOE i 43

PaNFP L3214

N T M E LeLRK1 Je X i i Ak o fr, f%
LcLRK1 B2 82 77 51 Al LA A2 =X TR AR A 9 10 [m]
B DR T S AR L A R G A (B 3) L S5 R
AN, LeLRK1I A 53 # B 75 (Medicago truncatu-
la) Ry NFP, H A& H Ik # (Lotus japonicus) )
NFR5 5 LYSI1, K & # ) NFR5. i # (Paras-

0.2

ponia) T NFP &b F 6] —A>J3 32, i 26 3 LA %
VIRGEZ LR . BE M NFP U H PKAR Y NFRS
K2 Hi NFRS ¥2: 5 M8 35 A4 {5 5 0 1 b 45 98
7524 T A A% b i PaNFP 78 T8 AR 2L B 3k 2E 5
P B T UM T AR B TE ME S AR e
LcLRK1 7] GE7E W AR BT 5 A 9 3t A o 78 bl 245
SZREER .

3 FIAN-JZEX LeLRK1 S EBF I 5 E MW LysM-RLK & BB fF 3L 55 47

Fig.3
23 LcLRK1 RiZ# KX 5 ProLcLRK1 ::
LE L

A LcLRK 1 B & 48 i 16 B 43 A, 43 03] 6 B
LYST " LjLysl.LjLys5 f1 LjNFR1,LYSI
f) LcLRK1,LjNFR5 L K LYSTII # #9 LjLys20
HEATHE D R AR A B . W KRR A i 2 D TR AR TR
(R. irregularis) MIANEFE R B . 40t 28 d ILk%
FRIE ORI R 25, R AM R R G 1R
DL R AM FLIE R YL AR, SR )5 X 3 28 JE R ifE 47 7%
SR A, G RS 2 WRGE LYS I iy
LcLRK1.LjNFR5 JEFEMR g Rk & & T i

GUS &

Phylogenetic tree of LcLRK1 and LysM-RLK proteins in other plants by using N-J method

MZEP R R R (8 4A) B — TR R — A5 HE
G S RS OCH HE P LiNFR1 (B AA) FEMR &
R R, TE A A 2 Rk AR s R — W R R
LjLys1(E ABFEM: Fr 3R ibk i e K, HROE 28 7E R
) ek ARG L T 5 HOk A W — R E M LjiLys5
DU 7 25 AR v e 3k A L i P Y R 0k A
SRR KA 3 WRIEMIEN LiLys20(E 4B)7E
PR AM ELE AR R AM EE RPN RSB E
. TERERD AM EH 10 dRLJS . LeLRK 1 K Y
Fk B WA R AM BT AR R AL, A
LcLRK1 3L & #AEH T g2 7E AR b DL e AM
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535 4

AU S A X AR OR A L 4 rh i A AT, K
M LcLRK1 5 NFR1,NFR5 3 A it 32 1k #2026
L AR A L KR35, M NFR1.NFR5 &5
G598 RT3 5 PR B0 A D& i 36 14, [ B4 LeLRK 1
RS0 Bt 5 NFR1,NFR5 & 15 & — 28 M
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Fig.4 Expression patterns of LcLRK 1 and its homologs in the variant tissues from L . corniculatus

and the localization of LcLRK1 gene in roots
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Fig.5 The expression patterns of LcLRK1 gene in roots at early and symbiotic stages of arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) symbiosis
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Fig.6 The silence of LcLRK 1 gene affects the AM fungal infection and arbuscule formation
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LysM receptor LcLRK1 from Lotus corniculatus involved
in the arbuscule formation
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Abstract A LysM receptor LcLRK 1 gene possibly involved in Myc-factor perception was isolated
from Lotus corniculatus. The full-length of LcLRK 1 gene was isolated from L. corniculatus by using
the degenerate primers and RACE PCR strategies. The structure of LcLRK1 gene was analyzed with
bioinformatics. The expression profiles of LcLRK 1 gene were investigated in variant tissues from L. cor-
niculatus after inoculation Rhizophagus irregularis.A recombinant plasmid harboring ProLcLRK1 ::
GUS reporter was constucted to localize LcLRK 1 in the roots of L.corniculatus. The LcLRK 1 gene was
knock-down with RNA interference. The results showed that LcLRK 1 gene,encoding a LysM receptor
kinase,was comprised of three extracellular LysM domains,a transmembrane domain and intracellular
kinase domain.LcLRK 1 gene was up-regulated in roots at early stage of AM symbiosis and the tran-
scripts of LcLRK 1 were mainly present in the root epidemis and root hairs. The knock-down of the
LcLRK 1 gene significantly decreased AM fungal colonization.In RNAI lines, the infection rate and arbus-
cule numbers were strongly reduced compared to that in the controls.The LcLRK 1 gene may participate
in the perception of Myc-factor and down-regulation of LcLRK 1, affecting the formation of AM fungal
arbuscule.

Keywords Lotus corniculatus; Myc-factor; LcLRK1 gene; Rhizophagus irregularis; LysM re-
ceptor kinase; RNA interference(RNA1)
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