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EYEE I IEFRRIS IR ER
KA, T, L
IR S 0, B AL 5 7 VAT A T 565 %, Kvb410082

THE: 497, B AR E RSB E R RL EABREN BAMEORS, AETZALAMEL. A
YA IR AR R WG GEER. RNEAAFETHENENERLFTIRY, FHEE mILTENIEE,
B AL B A A AR AL R IR AL T RAF 69 . Exd AL B A A2 09 AT F , RS 0 & Tk Ry
HOER, LERAFANBIEFT ERNERI . ALK IR X MM AL LS RL R, A BRI

J, AT P A A2 b BAT RS Z AR L R & .
KA M B A AL, BB AR B KRR DNAY 2k 205 & 1545

L) P A 2 AR Y AL 43 B B AR 32 32 2
i oL BB BRI AR
JTRAFAE TR, ARV RN 2R A S Py
WLHRHIRE . SEME L, Y RA R K
A RE ST, foe 0 TR (5 i R R A i s e
FEA 0 7> AR AR s e — i A B O 4 i
Ja, RETE R 73 A B A R 11, 3k 1M AR R 5 B AR
PRo X SRIR A NATT 2 A 2 A ) A 4 g
PERIESE, ESE 7Y KR AR T . Y
G AR KR B E AR, BTz i F T AR SE R
T, HEIEIR . Tl BORAE AR ) A2 B
fRIsE il o

M T K ERE, 5 S 5 RO A
B8, X — RIS WRAE SR, B
it R 3 TR AR X 6 o T AR, SRR 2 1)
IEER RGNS 5 THEDEELRE, SOy T
FEL) AR T U 1 B B AR ) o X LRI T AR
REEHFE T AT A AR AR, niR
TR A A AR o

1 EEYBERIER

T A AT DA AN [F) 7 UK AR, FLSR I
B 2R, WL AT RS E KK
:(de novo organogenesis)F1A&4H il i & 4= (somatic
embryogenesis) (Ikeuchi%$2019).

a5 H MR K AAE H AR S ELRCE L, a2
A R e . AESREe R, DB U B T
(Arabidopsis thaliana) YR FERT 5, [RIFERT LS A%

BMREAE. TR EHY T, TAEMSEE
BSR4 b, 45 AL BETE AN E iR (Xu 2018). 53
Hh—AN RS AL 37 B S
TE A5 20 23455 5 1% 37 3 (callus induced medium,
CIM)_E 175 7 7= A= JE M 4 745 41 23 (non-embryonic
callus), 74 J& i ik 5020 A8 4 25 A4 g 40 SR 2R 1) LU gl
P53 A L2477 A AN E AR B AN 8 2 (Sugimoto S
2019).

A 20 B R e A 05 2 T T S 1 45 2 41
(embryonic callus)iX —ifF2, A NA EHRFAA E
o, AT SE R MR 10, FEY) R4 i B
FF A A REAE B 3d I 25 A TR UM A7 A 21,
SR J5 A R e BEAE K (SugimotoZ52019)

XM AR R TR AR A T A0 A s R RCOR
AR W MR E R . Tl R A K
TR ZRAE B O, (R A2 S 2 () R s AL (S AR
A 2241, A TR MIE AL AR B R 2R

2 RYEIHSENHEE

IR BT EAFEHE &1 . DNAH
Hefb . et i #H8 DL AE Y RNASE(Yamamuro
2£2016), ‘BATTH H 5 YL 05 458 U PR R R

IFs  2019-08-29  fEZE  2020-01-16
FEE EXARRIEEES(31800687) H gt m R IEAFHI L 55 B
LI 43 (531118010264) FIHEL Y 43 1 16t 4% [ 5 1 a5k
#o B —EE.
*  JETHAE (chongshenghe@outlook.com).
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R RAE . WA AATH E 48 L
b AR FTH3 S VYA 2 R = H 34k (H3K 4me3)
H3K36me3 Fl 44 4 )57 (1 I 755 X 355 5 5 PR 1) 35 2K
B eIk A AE— 7, MDNAR 4L, H3K9me2.
H3K27me3 LA K i G 6 57 [X 43 DA 9 o ik 2% DRI 1)
#5501 Bk (HenikofffI Shilatifard 2011). W&
(A2 44,5 4 ff iy s R A AR 25 A O o

2.1 AERBRSEYBEE

AEABMMEEE . LETHF R I I
MR PMEMHETE — B2 Ligm T YA AR .

Polycomb FH & & 14 (Polycomb group, PcG) 1T
#ik TH3K27me3 121, /S 3K FITER . Polycomb
454K HHPOLY COMB REPRESSIVE COMPLEX 2
(PRC2)MIPRCI#H . — MIANNPRC2E & IR TEHE
FER AL o FH3K27me3 &4, TPRCIAEIH I
X &4, #E—hn FH2AK119ub 1 &1, fii gu
J AT B AR S R, I TR 3 PR 3Rk (F Se R S YL
2018). PRC2M—ANH B U A & 78 BRIt
RIVENG K & HHRHEE N, BIANLEAFY COTYLEDON 2
(LEC2). BABY BOOM (BBM) V) N 4 it 55 2 £ (1) [A]
T-(WMWIND3), M e 4 it 71k . fEPRC2%
Ak, T IR AR, Sl G
FROESE A I 40 8 25 0 A DL R R L 4
AR 25 7y I (MozgovaZs2017; TkeuchiZE2015).
1EPRC1E A%, 7 AtBMITAFI AtBMI 1 B 2 53745
P AtbmilalAtbmil b R IAT FANE AN R ) 45 14,
TX A H 4 R AR A RN T R ) 35 DR S A 3Rk
#((BratzelZ£2010).

TEH B TR FE R, H3K2Tme3 &1 48 [ AL A
MKV I A2, 1K AR A 0 4% 2 2 ) T il
T43 KRB . PRC2BR R A o 1B TE
A2, SRR E T PRC2MGR I s - M AR T 12
BERRE R R, ok ok Sl gl i dy 18 1 #5748 (He
22012) AH Y AL L AR A 473 E B (B 1 WUS-
CHEL RELATED HOMEOBOX 11 (WOXI11)#
WOX127ZH3K2Tme3 1) Tk A, F A I 461
N Bgf 75 B 3 5 S 55 DR AR A7 | T H3K 2 7Tme3 14
TR, M TITRE FBOX W AN 925 (R 1 3R 3K (Liu&52014)
F—AEE T WOXIEH KR K ¥ WUSCHEL
(WUS) 1335 .52 FIH3K2 Tme3 [ 4% 15 . WUS

Fe A2 TR i 3 2R U B R, FE R A
AU R ZE R R, WUSHE R FEA_E [FTH3K27me3
MR 7K P BEAIC, X — FEAIRAR 7T RE 2 BT 40 s
BB I AP M RE ) (Zhang&62017) . IX— A 2] 1
Z OIS UEIE UESE . %G, R A AUEY, g
Ji 7 2L S AR AL BE AT DLUIE SR WUSI FIE; HR,
TEPRC2IAZMA Y, WUSFRIA REH: 41 i 73 4 Rk
Wog . B R TR R W], H3K27me37K~F (1)
FEEALC A 19 B2 40 i 7 284 3R Wi 182 [R] 1~ 5%k 2 F ARA-
BIDOPSIS RESPONSE REGULATORs (ARRSs)J
AARRI. ARR2. ARRIOFIARRI2%E 4 B WUSKH)
JRET b, WG WUSH KI5 (Zhangd52017). R T
We AN RE, T AL FRH3K2Tme3 2 R A4 H
WRR ML A R0 1045 5 Befil
H3K27me3 i ) 15 2B, HLATH3K27me3 (1] T
iR K PLETHORA 3 (PLT3). PLTS5. PLT7FETH-
YLENE RESPONSE FACTOR 115 (ERF115){EZJ1
PRI 4324 2 F Ak I (Rosspopoff&£2017). 7E
A28 3R 8, GH3.2FINDOLE-3-ACETIC
ACID INDUCIBLE 2 (IAA2)%: R a7 _F fH3K27-
me3 7K~ 7 41 i PR 73 BB i & 2 /A C A AR
B (0 B (R (He552012) .

F& T H3K27me3 &4, HAhZH & it &
MEHEY AR ETERR.

DA A P40 s 77 a5, FH v R 2R A (tricho-
statin A, TSA)RANHIH | H £ LA B P REAE
m B S ARG S5, MAHEB £
Pk ALl 5 Rl HISTONE DEACETYLASE 6 (HDAG)A!l
HDA19E 55 () M52 Ak hda6/hda 1945 HBL ) %
AI i (TanakaZ52008) . 2015 1 2 W #4 7% B HIS-
TONE ACETYLTRANSFERASE OF THE GNAT
FAMILY 1 (HAG1)/GENERAL CONTROL NON-
DEREPRESSIBLE 5 (GCNS5)fg 505 & & B
FWUSCHEL RELATED HOMEOBOX 5 (WOX5).
SCARECROW (SCR). PLTIMPLT2{{)#i5. hagl
RAFA AR AEAECIM L IE 5 T i 4, (H 2%
P 2515 5 175 37 3 (shoot induced medium, SIM) I 5,
HEHARIRMH PR X6l T
HAGIH R K & 7 IOk AE i H 405 3
B BB B B oE, AR 7 A A EN 2 AR
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T RE(Kim%52018) ., I &KL WOXSFISCREE [
hag 13X — BRI, U6 HAG LB 415 A 2 Wik ot
BRT WOXSZE R R BOE N 22 A HrEE, 7
Ab, WUSHIRIE W2 B H 5 1 LW s, 725
PR, WUSH R AL EFTH3K9A A I B
SItE, P RH O AR RS
HEAEH(LiSF2011),

— IGU0F LB 1 RONE FRRIE A R, A RO
TG, REES A S KRS89
HRBEN. . ARG TP ARG, AR R G R i E B
[RANTHRANILATE SYNTHASE ALPHA SUBUNIT 1
(ASADET“FrdnRA&S . 472410 minf5, M
PO AR R ORF 2, JFEZ A2 hN S <R F % -
ERF109-ASA1” 4y Tl M. ASAIFER EEAL I
SET DOMAIN GROUP 8 (SDG8)Jii FH3K36me3
B, fEASATTRIEBOE, RA KR4,
ERE KRB B WOXTTRMWOXI 2 I
LATERAL ORGAN BOUNDARIES-DOMAIN 16
(LBD16), {545 171 &b 20 o 5% A2 AR A1l 46 41 g (Zhang
£2019). 7 — TR AR B, RIS E 7 ATXR2
# AUXIN RESPONSE FACTOR 7 (ARF7)HIARF9
A5 B|LBDI16FLBD29JE )+ |, Jfrdid 2 &
H3K36me3 & ifi KV LBD I H ) 3R 15, fEit
YRR 2 o A A A ZTE i(Lee562017)

JUMONIJI 30 (JMJ30) 441 5 11 2 H F AL B,
HHOE R IAEH R TR, IMI306E 25 B
LBDI16FILBD29FE K JiaA - [FTH3K 9me3 &1, fie ik
T HL R A K (Lees52018) . X 1 BTH3K9me3 &
it 25 T MR A I
2.2 DNAREKSEBESE

DNA H B4k 3 B A 7 i v g 1 S R RA |-
H A B 708 22 1 2 M s g 275 A 1Y) Ak B 1
(5mC),

S5mCH] LA A2 ISk R FIZE 4 AL,
FERE A YDA R I Mk F 4L 3 22 IHDOMAINS
REARRANGED METHYLTRANSFERASE 2 (DRM2)
SKSHL; T 4ERF F LI 2 HMETHYLTRANS-
FERASE 1 (MET1). CHROMOMETHYLASE 3
(CMT3) LA Az DRM2 3K 528 (Law 1 Jacobsen 2010).
CA B 9T R I 5 e 645 X DNA =y B F 4k, &

TR SRR R T oo A H A 28 7 (DN A 5 5]
. DNA F R AL X 41 f R 25 1 4 KR F o #H 2,
DNA B Ab ik 2k 2 5 308 J#2-1~(transposon element,
TE)E 4k, V5 2 1KH5 U130 S5 06 - 35 T
o FEPEFIEAIE R AR, Bl — R A R 45
T4 F)AE Ak(Zilberman52007)..

TER G M IR & AR L R, SmCH) AR IR A7 7E
il AIRIERMEZX I FEH, SmCKF T %,
NN A 5 €2 5 25 F AR A5 FA B, A T R 48 i i
A I e R T Y ik (Solis252015) . HSE, Hab—
SE R 3 IS mC /K T B AN K A Ak (Fraga
2:2012; Parra22001), IXH64s BL11% 2 5] RS2
TR A XA F B R S B . ek
FARRE T, AR — S I R EE 47 | & 4 5SmC
B I A, T Bl 45 2H 1 R 4E R 4 A 1
Jiit 73 AR 25 (BerdascoZ52008) .

DNA Ak, 5 A8 9 B A2 BT 9 11 30 A 4 3
KEME I SEARML, SmCH AL
DRMIFDRM2i 2K TR ALK (dd/ddc) T i A4 4 i Ik
AE JI W 5E . T FH 5- 4% M W5 I 1% 1 (5-azacytidine,
5-azac) il SmC H 5 4% 6 i 135 4 A 4k 41 VS T B
5 FH(Grzybkowskad52018) . X P& LA PR 1 HH
PRI S, FLIR R AT i 2 BT SmC H B0 7 A 4T iy
R A AR B Ih e AR . fERRLERY B, DNA
FH A0 T B A, 5 A 4 B R R AR ) SR B TR T
LECI. LEC2., BBMFICUP SHAPED COTYLE-
DON 1 (CUCHFik i R(REI6552016); 3] 1
BT B, SmCII Mk HEEEAL SR AT D, SR
H WM S (Brassica napus)FI K3 (Hordeum vul-
gare) B T8 SCRFIX — B U, B 7 2 3L I i) 417
1l SmC H 3L 54 B B is A Bh TR gl M iR k2B, T
B ) 10 1) A B 2 B AR AR 400 R RS 2 A2 R i 3 (Solis 25
2015).

TE28 B NG R AW R, AMTRIZEFA
(1) S5 DK WUSTHI R IE 52 F1| SmC F RS M 1 1
. EZEE SRR, METIH A5 F|E2Falik #i
40 2> 24 AR S . FECIM_E, MET1301| WUSH
ik, HAMH T ZEMFEAE . LEGHLSPREISIM
b, METIT AW R BRIE A A2 B2, A
FRER T X WUSHIANH], WUSH)ZRIA Al 2515 DU
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FAE(Liu%2018). LIRS R TiIX—K
W, 5E AR, met] RAKMIZEBARIER
KALE(LiZ52011), Midrml/drm2/cmt3 =582 K R
Bhidt CIMB: 7%, HERSMEA R EESIM B 25
FiE (Shemerd$2015) . 1% 2L iF 45 #83% BY SmC H &
Xt 25 F A A SRR

B T AR IT, KRG A R I R B DNA L
WS BHAXRREY]. S5IEFBERML, KEHFE
H A 5SmC F ALK BAR, H BAE LR AR FF R
2, T 4R SmCH ALK T AR . KA
SmCHUEEAAL L S5 T R AR RIANE, FEK
ALE B BT IICHHFE A I, 24 2B CHH F L LI
AR P2 B 71 B AR(Stroud%52013).

B AE 22 N Rl R BT A B8 XAV )
AL BME(6mA) (LuoZ52015), 5l 7 AT K
PR, UL FE IF A AR OE A 6mA {7 7E (Liang 55
2018), {HiZ26mA 5 YA Z M8 RIEH fr A
MZERER.

23 RERELSEIBE

Yuth, i T IMITATION SWTICH
(ISWI)., CHROMODOMAIN HELICASE DNA-
BINDING (CHD). SWITCH/SUCROSE NON-
FERMENTABLE (SWI/SNF)FIINOSO Y /™ 5 e 41
o 18 PR ) FH 7K AR ATP ) R ok O3 42 /MR 1)
AEXTHEA T AIZH 2 )\ R AR 2H Bi(Shen 1 Xu 2009) .

O MR8 & I8 T SWI/SNF K ik 1 SPL-
AYED (SYD)X} 25T 5 43 4= 4H 24 (shoot apical meri-
stem, SAM)[J4ERF+ /> B2, SYDREHE #4542
WUSER B8+ b, (RIEWUSHIRIE . 15—
J& T CHDZ % (1) 28 APICKLE (PKL)# i 3% $1
Polycomb= &4 I LI e R 4EFF WOX5 I3k, T
HERFR T3 73 2E 41 24 (root apical meristem, RAM)
[P35 P (Han%52015) . 3 e iF 44 2 B 4y 257 55 98 [A]
TR R AR M B EEE, R
XU T2 5 T oY) A SRR R .

2.4 FELRABRNASHEYIBSE

JE4mALRNA (non-coding RNA, ncRNA) &
RNAR)E AR5, IR 25, MR AR
EHREEMNAEIER . /PRNA (small RNA, sSRNA)/Z
ncRNA—2, Hrf—2F ymicroRNA (miRNA)

IsRNAJEFEY) A K K & 1) 21 2 K 7 (Bartel
2009).

SER RV EAMENEER R E, 21
P E AR TR T Y4 E . fEmiRNAH,
miR 1565845 Hill {5 47 I\ %) 4 2] il A7 1) 5% 7%, 1 Sl
B 72 2 BAmiR 156 BE % 18 5 # e FH AR Mk A2 1
T2, AEY 1) 1A A8 71 5 miR 1561 F ik /K F 1E A
Ko X YRR LW I B R I SPLIE R K,
TEHE 5 J5 K T T SPLEE R SR S IR o splFe AR 4k
MK P AR BE 77 B B 5, 1X 5 miR1561d &R A
TR R —3(Ye%52019).

B AT T R BimiR393H 2 5 T AR
AR, i ERIEmMIR393S 35 PRAKZE AR,
M FKmIRNA393 i E w2 f Ak . Dot
K INmiR393 B 44 [ TRANSPORT INHIBITOR
RESPONSE 1 (TIRI), $Mil| A=A 2% iy 52, 32 1 400 il
WUSHICLAVATA3 (CLV3)IZRE, M X 25 Th i Ji
BT G A7 1 45 E F (Wang%52018b).

PLE 25 R I miRN A 4% 7 A8 14 i F2,
M2 A E L2 IncRNAS 5 H i A5 # it — 25 1)
W7t
2.5 RNAIGSEYBRE

RNA &1 /& F USRI 7L S8 B HT i . A
RNA RIS 55 75 A7 FH 0 (m6 A) & 1 1 2537 A T
PLK(Meyer452012), XFRNAEM K0 78— H &
IN (BN E- Y=

HRTIL %A X TRNAB M Z 57 F A4 3R
1, (HR2TEshYh B4 X TFRNAG A A1)
WEHE . — IO X 28 R G115 = I 72 R B0,
mO6AEHE 52 M il 5% (1) 742 (Weng&52018) . 55 4h,
mo6 A it 4 &k I 2 5t i+ 20 i ) 7 A O
(Wang“$2018a). RNAIIZ TGS 5V, W
2 52— R RS, 752 ERE.

3 REERE

FEA) 3 A3 Ja E Bl R P A AL S AR AR
AL FAET AP AR HLRMEEE, — R
Bk N7 AR MR AL 2 1 IE R i — . &R
ML ALAB AL 05 U i 591 B 2l
P R K T RIS KRS SR s KA.
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PG 5 IR A5 0 A I R W T AR A A AT B A
NI T A ) B A e R N AT T8 B[] 25 1) O
], RS 2 (A7 AEAH B, 7EAE ) AR
o AR A A S U B R B B, ORAE T AR IR
4T . H3K27me3 FIH3ActE I 1t 1457 4H 23 J
MR EHEALANBERBE R ZAE, K
H3K27me3 @ik #1#| WIND3. WOX1I. PLTI.
PLT2. PLT5. WOX5. LECIFILEC2E: 5K ik
KPR MRS . TTH3ACTIREE A E 4, — 7
A S5 H3K27Tme3MHIE L, WER &K B R SE R PLT]
MIPLT2; 53— 771, SH3K27me3 W [RIEH, #i ik

PRI R A
15mC’—i§
O =z
RS
MR E
H3K27me3
/ l H3K36me3
H3Ac...
| —
W -|- H3K9me34%
HME R

AHR

R AR BE R F-LECIRILEC?2, #EFF @5 41 4811
S0 EE 71, H3K36me3 H il A R IAF/ETLBDI6
MLBD29 I, 23k AMEAA R 2504 . H3K9me3 fE
i 5H3K36me3 3 Hi, M| LBDI6FLBD 29K
e TEZEM A FES, WUSH R AL & AR R
ZUR R MBS, SmC. H3K27me3 FIH3K9-me2
JKFFEAG, H3K4me3 FTH3K 9ac/KFFf &, ix Leay
R T BN OB L R PR AR T . T Ab,
miR393[H AN G| WUSHIZR AL, M i 25 Mk 5
A, X — IR 2 S H AR R AT B (B 1) .
ERMAEMI i, U E 5 — B2 AR

N\
7

FRAEMR

5ngi=T \
FEPE R4 Y I

Y

FAZF

N

/ /ﬁéﬁﬁ\

S
A
S YY

FAEZF

T SRS A ) 7 A e R
Fig.1 The regulation of plant regeneration by epigenetic modifications
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VERAE R A AR R I P MR T R e e
SEILR MBI, 2 — MR B 7T R S
MR RSt MR W 5 5 22U A (1) 2 g 72
X — [a) R AT A B T [ R WAE i A 3 ) B
] @, B RAAS M 2 W] 32 3 EUEE SR Y. ik
PR NS DR A o U B R DR R AE AN W S A,
FrMitemA. RNABZ G5 kinffZ5
YA SRR, A8 A U R A R
25 1]

1R 2 EE P RAEVHA GEBE RAEF A, X
MR BRI 7 Bf = SO AR A 2 . FER I T — 4k
T AR S 8 (R G B R LR 1 2 S, FRATTAT BA
THEX I AR I AT A T 2268
5 G5 i Ak 2 24 551 BEL T () 7 32 R R 3R WLAB
N T 8 SRR ) ) AR e ) (Li%52014) 1 T L84
>k, CRISPR-Cas9F AR (1112 FH A 15d i 8 A% 45 1 R
OB R BRSO T W e (7 2£562019). 18
i CRISPR-Cas9—J; T 1] LA 55 B J& (Rl 41 3 [l fr 2%
MUBAG AR, JETT SR A RE 05 55— D7 T
CIRVR g i MR S e 375 DY Al o YK 3 TR NTiT]
WIEIZ IR RIE, LI EY AR Ik
. AT .
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Abstract: Research of plant regeneration helps people to improve agriculture technique and regeneration effi-
ciency of crops. Epigenetic regulation, which plays an important role in plant development, is usually accompa-
nied with cell fate transition. Plant regeneration is a process of cell fate transition which makes it to be a good
model to study epigenetic regulation. The importance of epigenetic regulation in plant regeneration has been
proven by more and more evidence. Epigenetic modification becomes a new player in the plant regeneration
field. Here, we review recent findings about epigenetic regulation in plant regeneration and discuss the crosstalk
of epigenetic modifications in this process.
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tone modification
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