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Research progress of peanut pod development and its regulation mechanisms
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Abstract: Peanut is an important oil and cash crop, and plays an important role in adjusting the structure of

agricultural planting industry. Pods are the harvesting organs of peanuts. Further research on the development and

regulation of peanut pods can provide a theoretical basis for high—yield breeding. This article reviewed the develop-

ment of peanut pod in recent years, including the effects of internal and external limiting factors on peanut pod

development, the better understanding of their molecular regulatory mechanisms such as hormones, nutrients, genet-

ics research, DNA and RNA, which would provide a good reference for the subsequent researches.

Key words: peanut; pod development; hormone regulation; nutrients regulation; genetics research; molecu-

lar regulation mechanism

164 (Arachis hypoaea L. ) &=t 505 BN 12 4%

B n R R 2 SR VEY I8 T SRR IR AL R4 A=
J& IR T LM 18 i AR A D 1 DA A
PR AEAEA A 50% LA L (kLI 17 #1124 30%
AR E B, DL Z R ek = A, o ] T AR
B AEAE ¥ AEAERESE EEE Y fEEE N —Fh
EEVEY) IR A G M fERE T A &
?Ejﬁﬂ@ﬁ?%%ﬂﬁ'ﬁ?ﬂ?im T FAEA: 7 5 2k 4000 7
i, A R 43k S FREU , #E 100 24~ {6 2B F
FEE L B ] SE RS B R AR A R 1 AR

WA H 45 :2020-07-30

I 90% . Forfr, B EE A BIAR R AR IA 530 J7 A1, A
FEE Ik 918 JT Wi, FRE AR A A 7 5 2 ik AR R
FREEIE K, 2018 47 B 7= 1 AN AR AR il ™= it - 30l 15 31 )
20 s Y 1733 J7 Wi A1 294 T3 i, 7E [ N iR E Y 4
AR D SHE R KO RS TR
LA AR FPAE AL 25 | PR 4 ) S5 5 AR 2
PR i H b At B A A AR Pl T B R TRk
HR R BRI R S R e
FERBAAEMBORAE RN ER KT BY
e A 7 et R 0T o A ELRE R 2R il SR R B R B

HAEWH . FZKE SR (2018YFD021000) ; AR H 2k Bl 3 4 T K A58 50 H (2018GHZ007) 5 1 4 48 5 K RHE Al TR 5 H
(2018YFJHO0601.2019JZZY010702) ; LI AR A B2 B A Mk BHE AT T#2 (CXGC2018D04, CXGC2018B05)
PEG A XIC30(1997- ), 2, IR A, Eﬁiﬁ}fﬁi A5 T A4 BEWFST , E-mail: 2419168608@qq.com

CIE  IRIE(1970- ), 2, ILRTTEEA , B

WFFE 5, T W AEAE 13 % B P IESY , E-mail: pengzhenying2005@126.com

ZHE (1972 ), B INARFEN, B:FJLJ\ [t NG e A A= B A 5T, E-mail: xinguol@163.com



x| SR AR SR K B KA DT STt R 941

153, % SR % 1 A AR AN AR AR A A B
Pre AR R R BLHEAT RIS, vl LR GE st 1 i 5
RRH WA E R, A BHIFIBORS R iR 25
BERLSARYE  FEAE M BT AEM T 4528 T AL = 45 2R
(R, B 7S TFAE T BF A5 SE A 2R, 2R S5 L AR )
WAFHREIN R, A KRR REREFLMCHE, U
FOR W VBB AEE SROC R M SRR T R AT
L R IER KB T R AT s b, oK
V- ERABTEIER AT LS, AQCRA HE A EE
I e, T ELAE R AR AR 7 i G R AR R R
AEAE T Al R A5 DT T AT B A SR E

1 AEERKALE

1.1 EREEHMEXNS

ML A JER B F S RIFEAT T REMI.

T RIS 88 AR A R e AR TR

HA IR T 40 1030, BRI« 32530 IR 2 2440
[N AR I E AN i N R il
(R R =N 1 s o A = W1 o R 1 e VI 52 1 N
TS A3 AT B 5 X 2 25 A A X A4 i R
SEI, TR AR S SZAE ] RV S 24 e
B L L SO AR R SR SR R F AR
R 8, BRUAT “SZKE I AN e Ay AR I Sk
TH U [R]" s B AR L A 5 B U |
T B 5 S e ROR UG T, 4 )
Ay S =N iR Il o I 112 25 O 1
i LR 2 7 2 b, b A S AR A i N b T
KBNS A2 CREF A 12 0~20
DAP) | JSAHT I CR4AF A £ 21~28 DAP) | 2 18]
(CREF A £29~40 DAP) B S B CREFA T 41~
62 DAP) AL CREF A 1 63~88 DAP)!™; T/
AiIERIEA Y & B TIE IR LT HE
I3 3B B« POH KB B A8 3 in [ BRI 2R 7K
WA B B 2 e R AR AR A b A TR R T R P
BRI BN IR R T 50 R 3B B 3
SRR (TP ARG 24 23~40 d) , B S 52 8 OT 465
2130~65 d) A (FFAE S 29 65~85 )M,
1.2 EREBIINBEESNTH

A6 L FFAE I 7E R 72 AR RS AR 3
R AL E TSR T T R T hile 2 CHZEM
YEH . M RIS Ik AR, 7 55 L3R I Z£ 1) 43
AT IR 7 2, T i — DRI R G5, FR
Sy ST SOMESEAR , SRR AR B AT AR SRS T
BT, YA A LS R A E R

e 20 WA ) AR T s A R £l A
0,3 dJE T8 ([, 9 d Ji T i R 2 BROE 38 107,
JER R F ot PR IR B
AL, B O TTH R O AR B, 3658
FEIHT FH U 02 NG B I S0 % T O K M i R A
AKJFAL , JE5T PR I 43 IR 4 2L BE 27 g K=
Je T4 IR RS, Fe 2 B 70 N BE B e 1 £
BTSRRI AR B 2 A, B R A S, Fl
B AR B R AR S R AL 2 e i — 2
TRIR B b R [ A R A, A6 A b Rz B0 B R
LRI S, EE B AR AT R E B Bt AR A 2
S, BEZACH R R R XGRS
Prsg s, AR HAT SR AP K I A6 A R PR
TR AT ZMME TR AR T AR, G
Sy — BT A B PR A Ok TR I A2 B Ok R £
D SE N
1.3 EREZBENHBENIRTNETHREFE
VIREE 2 = Bun L SR SR N S T P
E LT TADWTE . REFA LG B 14
JEE 62 T B2 5E N R 1 B o B S 5 I R Y
Jnen AR RE S TE A AR L S R SO AL 1T e
s g R, AEEAN R E B A KM,
g 7E & BRI B, L 208 B 7, B3
BT TR e, LUMER IR Sy AL
TH B AR RN 80%, I G, AT
HH R KRR E R F R R EERNRZ —,
It HZZ W% [FIVEIE B (FAD2A 1 FAD2B) $5 1% Ky
T 5 T R TR 2 G ) O A 3 DR 28 T 2R AT 1) B A
B R AT g B, KASIL KASIT FAB2 , 2. Fit
B A FEE A M LCAS R E S 2 R RIAEA
S5 T RGN TR WG R R it (1 1 458, KAST AT KA-
SIFEFFAEG 30 d @23, YEFF 465 70 d TR, &
MR R 5 M T LB M5, F—RF(R)
FA-E AR & G EVE R R B
oA R F S A RS S IR R
PR i 2 0 A OC TR E R R B o rh Sk R
TR

2 HUWHILAERABHNEZR

2.1 TEEFIEBAREEAIE RN
FEAETT AL S R AR, W H I IE R E &
WA 301 0 L 3] 3k, OA R T A BRI RO AT B
B, BER AR MR RSB , B Z AT
FRAE 5 DL, B B R B CH RSCR AT ) M TwT 3T, 2R



942 v EHED AR

2020,42(6)

RGNt B 0R R R AR A 45 50 B
W BRAE I DLUS TR s SR ARG AL 4
FD s M LAE I TF A6 R TCRAE , AN BE & B A 2L
FEHRPN,
2.2 HNEEENERZBENERER

WAETERZA T HUT , 445800 b 5 35 52 e 2R
K, w8 FF A JER IR, BRb+
A FER T AR R, (85 ISR T AR
R g ERER TR RPN EHZ 7 1
WIAE S F BRI T8 A JER T B 20,
TEAEA SR A £ A R vl AN ] - 8 5 b
BRI+ E SRR, 7532 2k A e+t
JE | BH A5 A5 AT AR %t st A ] iy A 48 S5 SR B X
55Ul e Ak YRR R B U AR O

A TFAE T &1 09 70 2 19 B K O A8 A i 7= 1 o6
R R Z —, MK KT 50 mm B, AR FAEAE ™
AR, RZ, SRR RART 50 mm B, R,
B ETZ8, B FH = 64 IR
1, 3 B R K B A 200~400 mm , 3 £ 8 it 0 B R F|
FAEA

T8 X AE A SR B S R S A RORR )
. JER KB B BeA R AE 450°C LT i, e
TN A YRR R R, A AR R, TR
SRR, A R R IR, HOEY R IR AR
Jnec, B AR R BE 2 5 58 ¢ AR BUR AE
450°C LA _E B, %38 SR 7 AR T B S AR AR P 1A
R, SR T AR AR S IR AR K IR A
I RATIEE N, RO S B A B

S 55 LA U A A D I R RO il e SR
(LA S F T A G B IR AR R B
MR A A FE AR RN GS 388 i DL RS RTE i Ol
il 0 2 BB S BV AR 5 VA AR AR IR R A Kk
B o WFFE R, FrLl G 206k 6 BE S ik
6 IS K B R i e S (P, i SR G sl 410
IVE IS G A . MERSAIMAL 3~5 em B A 23 d
11a] , $4 K #6592 AhphyA F1 AhphyB 2 14, 117 76 A
+ 259 d B I #) 3 R AR ER  0Y)  E RRR SR
I 25 15 F AhphyA F1 AhphyB % 45 A= e 254 14 i
A TEZAE P, H AT G S5 AR 5 Fh 5%
1 R) Bt 2, I 25 R AR A SR (5 5 ik
7, A REVE & W A B A AR AR b DT A AE A
TR TR K E ™,

BRI I3 55 PR3 DR 30 A8 A S R BE TR IE W & ™

AR R S BT B AR
2.3 HMEMNERAERNRERER

YR BAEY) A KL B o B A Ay
HEH YL, EATE A 4 2 5 R R
R BN BRI £ B B Be LA KOO AR /AR AR W i aa
DA 11 2 G SR PR U EUE K7 b g S
KR M MR ANER R R A R XA

FEA R R ToUs DX A A K R | -3- L TR
(TAA) A K FR DIARPE 7 L0504, U Bh /R
FEEORE ) M AR K SR AR TAA
P A8 AR JE R LT, e R B TAA $0 3 46 A= AN
AR50, AL WIS it 10 wmol/L TAA B il 25 42 5
FEAE T B AR A AN TRl FR A T i) TAA 5 5, XS AEAE 1Y
F2Em R R E AR EH K R oS
HORAA FESEAE

REATIG, SRR AERKR K EBIUEN, 3
FAERKRGTHF MoK FaT ™, B
AR KT A SR DA IR, IR 2
DRI U, 55 1 URHE JER I R, i 0 7 2E
B2, ATRe S A8l I R R G iR IE R
MEBEE, CmRBUE LS 2 IR m g, X5 O R%5
5 IER IR A

MR NEREAE AP R A b 0y & 8w, T
TENG R b & AR, RA T REHISE R R &
T TR RS R R I K5 S R N e
SRR TSI G MR A T RE AT
22 1M K TG (epibrassinolide ) 4 B, % PR IR 2 Y
FMERZNEEXT A L9 d REF I KA —E B,
7T o e ) 2 3 56 3% P T oS SR B I A B B A
FH o B BRIt Th 3 2 BRI, A6 A2 7 AR 242
SER A N

JI5E V% TR T 318 SR N K W BRI B8 I X € R T4
AR R A AR, 75 SR 78 50 5 R I A I
20 53 2L 2T B ICR BT B9 A o3 L, E AR ISR
g IR B B A1 6 S5 400 3 0 S 2R T ) o AR R R AR AR
o PREE R LR A0 M AR, e 2 fie kSR AT 7
TELE AT R BRI, LR KW R SR
IOYFN BT 2 R o AR R B AR AR
FEAEIE RN R b 5 95 40 73 224 3% R0 I 12 2 [m]
Xof FER AR T4 B AR R T R A >4

S PR AR A SR R A
e AR AR, IR K T A R D R AR

45

o



x| SR AR SR K B KA DT STt R 943

2.4 BERATEMEREZBEHEIG
2.4.1 REATSIE EREF Y0 A B
AR R B LN = KEFRITTE B2 H A
BEERIE TR AR AR A KR H L 48 i ML RER L 0R
Bl AE A P R R A T R R B LA
o 0 3 B AR B 3R AR K 2R W i AR A 1 e
I, AN it A R A 2 e A6 AR PR SR AT
Pl AN it A S R 5 e R IR A A AR I O
FE —JRAE LT AR RRAE T 100 kg AR TER,
T A (4% ) 4. 5~6. 4 kg B (P,0,)0. 8~1. 3 kg, 4
(K,0)3~4.5 kg™, fEAMR R E ARG, Bets 4R
FHRA I EANE R ZR AR A 0 1 4 EL BT 35
ARV Y 2/5 L L S ATk 50% . BRAR IR [ AL,
FERL R A A R B R IE. & i 0~150
ke/hm? 05 B P, it 20 3 448 5 R 6 41 1 R0 0 I Ac A
AR AR R IR 2R 1, HOAUH 3 120 kg
h Bf A6 /57 d f i o R L 150 kg/hm® 30
it e 2 T BUR AR 37 3 WO > SR BT B, R
FI B ARG 05 25 R = it bl 2 T RS, e v S
JIE 5 B 150 ke/hm?, I B /38 5 2 BEAL AR ARAS i i
=M AT s, HA B BIBC LR 2:1:2 5, 4k
A T AR P 3 DA B A R AR A AR
BREMYERKEE AR ERTREZ —,
RN E R ARKRT IR & i
b BA AR EAE S, feA RSy, H
XA Y e SR i SO T RNE AL . I A 100 kg
S R 7 W A Y A i 3 2. 0~2. 5 kg, HL it 45 N
300 kg/hm? B ] 3 = 1 52 W3 R B A8 A 7, ]
PERALA BAE S EOK (| A 3.4 IVERIAE AL T 1
Az P A A o A R R B T B0
A R R FR AR KT B, SR8 Ml bR R, Ok
ZEHL, IR BGOSR X i
B 5 e T Ay S 2 A 3 il AR 2E A A R R AR K )
REAG, A6 A A AZ B, 52 ) RS2 K 2o A I 32 0 I
i, PRI T B T, S e 2R
N NGB = LN TR W NN IS = AR
55 AR BE AR A Z ] YOG A, ATl S R A i == At
KRR SR BN, B AR R, BFSTER
B, 24+ 34 A I T 250 mg/kg I, R A6 2E 50T
BERN RS AL, X T B (1 h 1 1 e R B R
B AR AR A R P A R — it in 7
59002, TR R AR AR R R AR R T)
fea , HAEAE A SR BOE B 4l R AR 2 161X
JZ b T AR AR SR S R R A L)

SR B DA 88 o B, R O 5 S0 2 it FH A AR, AE
A Rk R T e, T LA S R AR A
2.4.2 AAslest ER A A M Ha  BH B
AR KT iR TR, 784 AR
A IR AR AR A A B B

HOT R ML KO b B A R RIE v DU i
WAENERES AR THEEN T YRR, 8 mn
HRJRE HIORN 245 B0, $2 i A6 2E P i N T Ak AR, s
TEA SRR FERAEA: R EE IR 0. 2%
B JC R AERE B Mo . Zn, TGI8 S BN 6 it . 5
TR B Wil A8 2 — P TR G Wi, #40 FE ol B A A 4 AR A
B IR R R E SRR AR A R R
FEBETN B PR EE T A 6. 819%~18. 03% , {H LLIR AW
TR A W B RS JLRR R T R ARAE i
I S LA A V0T S A5l X, S e A6 2B P rh
B WU ANED 15. 0 kg BREREE 15. 0 kg, 1 1 A1 46 1]
LM EHFR 2 0. 6 kg*l,

BT AE BEARE 2 4 A X 85 T 28 R SR, AR
TS 2K R R SR B RLEEAR
MR A AN IE B 2. R E BN, B AR
DA A NG [ E A Sl B U S v
G, R B (A7 R i <0. 25 mg/kg) B
it B AE 15 ke/hm®s A 20 25 & 0. 25~0. 4 mg/kg
i, 2 A 11. 25 ke/hm?; A 2000 & 0 0. 4~
0. 7 mg/kg I, UG FHIIAL 7. 5 kg/hm? ; 4 2500 5 &
0. 7~1. 0 mg/kg B, FE it FH AL 3. 75 kg/hm?s 24 +
A SO & R >1.0 mgrkg B, AT LA F it
A,

BHREA R F A6 B B A R, A (AR AR A
BRI FH R 545, FE A AR AR DA 1% ] et A i i
FERIE T, ol 4 o [ /U RE ) o AR B AR R B R
R bR A S 2GR, R BO AR RN, i R g
o K a) Kk I R A, R R R R s
i, i S E AR L, A Ve R IR b ik
R BIIEH A i B 2 B R S AT
0. 16~0. 20 mg/kg (1 HP 857K F-Ff | B A8 A $H T it 1 &=
FEHE 750~1130 o/hm® Z [], 348 7= 850K 22 5 80 25
e,

B AT B B . 23 26 A AR 1 P R 38 T e
A IR BT s Ho B, 38 5 JE R m M uF
Rts , BENEAE A B ARG , LLAEE A MG 15 kg B REE
T G K, it FH O v i R U ZE A B R
HUIE TR Fr ™



944 v EHED AR

2020,42(6)

3 MAEXREFWEEFIR

MGt R e i 2R SR
A IS N = IS 5 & G B e S W o 2
ARV, o JERURIRF A MR SR P e A 7 R 1 B
B E™,

JERM MR AUFE IR FERTE R E R
T IR DL e S04, LA 4 9102 51 M 68—-4 1Y T
4 [ 22 &R (RIL) I A RE, 78 A0S Yo oA | 3L 55 5 1
ISAFERK IR 16 1A JEH Y QTL, fil
B RIAS TR 3. 68%~27. 84% Z A", LIAE )1 K AE
HXICG 6375 (FLEEAAR ) FNiRAE 13xH 48 6 (XZ BE44)
A P, BEACH B A B 78 FLEE(AR o, A 2] 44
JERA ) QTL ff R TUAL 554 5. 7%~26. 11%,6 4>
JER VL QTL i B LRV S 7. 429%~16. 14%; 7F
XZAEAR A R 2] 4 JER KA QTL ff B T AR 5
F 1. 25%~7.79% , 4 A JEH FE 1 QTL fiff B 2 AUAR 53
4. 48%~8. 718%™, BRILZAh, M SRmE | o5
&SN S AR B BT AT R M B

SN, 7EFESIEE BO3 FI A0S FHAS I 3] 15 A 55 R
AHICHY QTL, 43 3l fiff BE & LS 53¢ 8. 73%~8. 89% Fl
6.31%~6. 78%. fEiEPIHE A8 T 53—~ QTL 5
S AR S5 AH O, i BE R AR 7 7. 30%~7. 80% o
FHOC A AT 2B, 2L AR G5 4 15 SR bR 2 0 3 1
FHIEM, B R AE A T A H A R AR AR
TR B ) JER A i L i), I HLA AT RB 2 XTI

G A E MR IR T X ek

2 MURAG TR R B, A0 JER G 37 1~4 D FE P 9
il , Ho — AN SRR I PR R B SIER , — A
LA TR S RN R S R T Y o= 2
GHAET,

MR R R K B K AR &
o FE 104 AL A SRR RErp e R R TE K
B Lb A E R 4 SR AR DG HOIR SR T OCIRPE I#
AR fie B R AR SO0 11, 22%~32. 309%™, DL
FRAEE 36 FIFP T 6-13 MAF AR, 76 8 S fk
s th 27 AR CRLTE K YE LR R Y QTL,
LOD {7 3. 16~31. 5 Z [H], fft B R BUAR 530 0. 74%~
83.23%, DIAR NI KAEAXICG 6375 (FILHEMAR) FlfR
18 13 HAE 6 (XZ B BN FL BRI BT 618, 78
FUREGR A E] 5 KK 1Y QTL fift B e AU AR 5
H'5.66% ~ 20. 8% ,3 A" FE 1Y QTL fift B R AL AL 57
K 7. 42%~12. 6% ; 75 XZ FER R 3] 2 A~k K
) QTL fift B R RIAR 50 3. 03%~4. 87% , 3 KA~ 58
1 QTL iR BIAS 5324 3. 77%~9. 716%™,

TR AR, SR 5 AR 2R, R AE
AR R — AN AU PR AR AR B T A 2 0F
WEA EE W™, DIE% 9102x1% M 68-4 2438 5
M2 A 22 RS AR, RS 25 S S R
AH 21 QTL, 43 ) & {37 7E A0S, A09 . B02.B03.B04 .
BO5 F1B10 Y (i |, LOD{EFE 3. 3~11. 1 ZJa] , fi#t B¢
FHIAZ G 4. 46%~17. 019%™,

4 FLEFERKE WL T HEENA

4.1 DNAFENXNELEXRLZENAER

DNA F Ak 20 85 106 0 0 e €20 o A28 3 o 4
LR PR 4, SRR 38 12740 S 7 el AR A 2E e A v
FHEBAEH, DNA H R AL E7E DNA B il f5 , &
DNA HEFE RS B AL , 05 S—IIRAF F A& RR (SAM) |
F14) F 35 342 422 31 DNA 43 A9 i g g 32 s e M >
B B AR — Bk, B DNA 3R {45 2K
S H I E -5SDNA H EL5% 74 i (C5-MTase ) #1 DNA
LRI T, RELEW R, C5-MTase KX
J% A 43 MET .DRM2 . CMT =/ 2EFES 6 4E 253
KH AR, B A EE A DNA F LR BRI
MET1 F1 DRM2 TEMESEAR MM - B A £ 3 d X A~H 4
W, KA LIS CMT3 AEMESEAR A £ 3~9 d Kk
H E1H,9~20 d £k T E ; MEES AN EF]A 19
d, 207 th O B2 R rY A%, DNA 25 FP R ifg ik A
(ROSI.ROS1-like 1 ROSIX2) [f) 3235 /K-35 hin ,
1R HETIRIG 1R & B
4.2 miRNAXE4EFER L BHEE

MicroRNA (miRNA ) J& — 28 PN 5 79 3 4 B /)N
RNA , il 2 76 5% 5% J5 7K F b i B i LR i 3%
K, ZE5EYEE B RS, A REE
AT, miRNA Z 54 KR R SRR S
WMEGE TS, AENES S S5t &
R AR .

miR156 # 7] SPL 3 , 2 5 BR 5 5§ T,
miR 156 7EFF 165 35 d i, fiff SPLJEPH () 3 iR 158 5K
25T I SPL 323K B BEAR AT BB 2E K 46 4= Tl 7 i
KAHFM KB W . miR319 ¥ [i] TCP4-like(TCP4)3E
S 5 RF YA B, miR39FEFF LG 35d F
JEAE TCP4 B R 3ENN , TCP4 38 33 $2 55 5 i R 7K F-
R HGSR BT 0E 7, AR AR AR AR T RE K . miR160
M ARF FE I FEAE K R RN il fEH , HARF
F W ARF10 . ARF16 F1 ARF17 ELAT T 8 ¥ 7E 1
miR160 7EFF 48 )5 35 d PG ARF16 AR 3R, 358
AR E RN, NITEEE AR 7 & ™. miR396 #i



x| SR AR SR K B KA DT STt R 945

] GRFs 3, 2 5B R[G5 %S, JME GA, BB
1% AhRGRF5a Fl AhGRF5b 3£ H , H ARGRF5a 5 I 7EAE
A TER A I K B R A =™, LT L, miR-
NAs A] LUl o SE R AR 5 7 s e v AR A

KEHEREVER .
HA5 5 Hee S 54 WG & F 19 miRNA

Fik, LIS T miR167 Fl miR1088 4 5:f¢) PPRP
i LA B miR390 /5 1Y ARF S 2 54618 IR IR &
BIEAL, AN, miRNA 76 45 i 45 1 2 vk 7 B4
FH L BRES 2R, 4642 IR miR398 Al miR408 1) 151
L, miR167 I miR 156 (YRR T, F 3L
WE, TILIEE BB IR IR,

L AT D, miRNA & — o0 F AR, T
R OUFES 3 5 MmIREE SRR AK R R, 4t
FTE AR LT R EE EE/EN.
4.3 K$EIEHAIRNA M EXRE B HIFE

KBEAE S AS RNA (IncRNA ) B AR A G i 25 14
B2 5 Z R R, IncRNA #UEE P T30 = 2L T
H A, ZE A H H, IncRNA (192D fE 548 i
() 2R i 55 R A O, 78 R A E Y, IneRNA 9 1)
e SHFRAE A MR A, 5 mRNALE, In-
cRNA [ 75 B B, 0 50 H 50 Rk /K-
AR, 35 Z i HAd A= PR R it 5T — 30, fEE
HE it B R R SRR AL S 0E H IneRNA, T
58 IncRNA 564 SR A B R, LIAEIH 75 Fl
1670 45 B T4 F 38 & RIL8106 £ RIL8107 A iff 5%
BRE, JFAE)S 35 d,RIL8106 H A 31~ IncRNA ik |
¥, 4> %] & IncRNA MSTRG. 18462. 1. IncRNA
MSTRG. 34915. 1 #1 IncRNA MSTRG. 41848. 1, i# it
V&5 MADS .SEC31 Fl VRN 1 5 [F ) 3 A e R 46 4= b
T RE . RIL8107 114 41> IncRNA 235 L, 431
J&  IncRNA  MSTRG.  22884.1. IncRNA
MSTRG. 12404. 1. IncRNA MSTRG. 26719. 1 F In-
¢cRNA MSTRG. 35761. 1,3l i3 J845 UPL4 AAPG6 . ZF-
HDS I EPFL2 FE SRk AR AL AE Fh 1 R 101,
4.4 INKRNAXWEZEEREZEHEE

PR RNA (circRNA ) J&— 2812 R A 1 N M
P RNA, Z 5 B RE) Z M ERME T TR
SR, AR AR AE TP IR SR AR A 3 I LIAE I 7 5 FiAE
45 A2 38 F& RIL8106(H 4R ) #1 RIL8107 (K
) R BEFER L, 43 N AE AL IS 15 d 135 d X A~
A6 b R EAT I 4 cireRNA %58 |, 45 A IIE
SCT AEA P cireRNA IOAEALE , 11 H ol itk — 2 0F5E cir-
cRNA TEAEAE T DI RE TR TR &R . WHoR4s

BoR, Al —ZRZIFHEJG 15 d M35 dFp T 22 5 R IR Y
circRNA /7, T A circRNA £ F _E 8 #Y circRNA .
SR, R[] — A& B BB, KFh+ (RIL 8107) Ho i+
Z (RIL 8106) 4 ¥ £ Ay circRNA R 1M AS S F 1 .
L EE LR 22 7 R IKHY circRNA T GBS 5 T Ff
T RE B HRNR
4.5 HREFHEEERELZENFE

TEALY s R (transcription factors, TFs)
B H 2 S5 I, X Be S5 Rk 5 H A3 R Y 3
g VIR SRR ZRIR . Bk S E IR i B (bZIP) % 5
R e e K sk gz —  TEAEE R+
KEHEEELEMEMN. FFHE20d, 4 3% 5K
(AdbZIP5 and AibZIP5,AdbZIP17 and AibZIP15,Ad-
bZIP46 and AibZIP41) 25 7 3Rk ; FF 46 )5 40 d, A 3
POE- (AdbZIP3 and AibZIP1, AdbZIP4 and
AibZIP4 ,AdbZIP49 and AibZIP45) 25 5333k s TP E IS
60 d, A 5 XF 3 K (AdbZIP3 and AibZIP1, AdbZIP33
and AibZIP28, AdbZIP37 and AibZIP30, AdbZIP10
and AibZIP10, AdbZIP1 and AibZIP3) 25 5 3¢ ik,
R,R;-MYB % 55 K o 2 A6 ) h e K 2 s IR 5K
W2 — A T R A R,R,-MY B %% 55 R 7 6 % 1 it
KR AhTel , FEALTE 2 AR A B i 3 31 2 1 i 4
VB, IE ] 35t A% 2% F R ) 35t 1 27 19 UE 4 48 52 R
AhTel J2 ¥ il 6 A= 4 A Fh K2 1 SC B L ™, bHLH
B SRR S — B A BB 530, 7 A5 AR Y AR AR AE
Arachis duranensis (AA—type genome) Fll A. ipaensis
(BB~-type genome) 145 % 7€ 1 132 #1129 1> bHLH £
1. H, AdbHLH F AibHLH JE A E AL R R R H
R = R A 22 e 3R, FLHE e A IR 1Y
TR B, AR 5E 8 H (HSPOAE R 5 sk R 7,
TERM AR R F o B R AR ™, e R
Bt T S 2RI AR (A B 4 40 B B, e 100 /> HSP A
O A B PR 3R 3K 5 i g SO WA SRR D' 5 31
A, H A 134> HSP A Ay et 517 0] 1 7 O B4
i, 3 2238 Hsp70 FREE 7R SR AF A+ 9 d 3R 3K
KO 52 R R, X AR AR SER R B R T,
5 RZ

A6 S TR R VR, Rl B A 2R
K BB AN A A N A HLY AR A B, AT LA
PR K F BRI RGN 5y AT E SR
BB A P, H bl R RO T R o L AR
L E T RER . SHEeMY AR, LA
i I AESZ G SR JE R ol AR, A



946 v EHED AR

2020,42(6)

REIE LI R . X —HP PR A AR I R i e A= T SR
BAMLEZ I BT[] e i RN R A A L]
GAEPE A B, R oK R G
¥ 55 AL A A DR R X AR A TR R S I
KB 7 AR R S  BA R E A R

PR U5 2R R AR G A A A e R IR iR
SRS R A EEAE M . T NIRRT
AR R T C A2 H0E , Hed S 2
BRI HL X )37, 52 NSRRI R 552, SRR
A 45 B R 2 TR LA S ) @ AT R —
s . AR EEEY L 90% DAL 5 i 3R E
N Ll e A R E AT RS2 Ca R 5 i
IR AR AR W R AR e R R B0 Cat F S R
FIAE S ME TR LR, CAHR BN
TS 5% 2R A Ak O B e A Ak R AR SR SR 4 1Y
W MAE1090 Xt 48 o S 35 3R O 7 e I 2 A A T SRR
PR, 2 mA R TIRET e m
A SR IE

ABE PIE AR EAE K EE I i = KE
FRIUER , HATC T e Z ] s sl il & it FH X 46 A4
7 AL S M A S AR X A e 4. B B LT B
i JU R Bl XS AR A R R R M R
e (R 2 B h s T R MR R RE 24,
H 5 K& Iu R MR A LA R b i i oo =R Z [
W IR At A 5 ot — 2 oY . A6 A 7 3R [ Fh oA 43
ARELT™  WFFE A () b DX R AN ] A 498 o s 46 A %) 45 b
BIRICER MK, #c BGA Le i i 45 52 5 I8k, B
AL AR JE R e B R R A T AT LA 2
ISR W N R Sk = X = W S | B T <5 o
UINIERS

AT A FER N KR TR R EF WA &
B, R FEET TRAFREENE
PRELRRJZ T , 2 JUAFE X8 4552 J7 T . DNA \RNA 5§43
TR AR AL AT TR IR ARG . st
B MER A EIER T FESIERK R
JER T SR R S R RLSE K SE L A R
A CHIRA X, AT RIL T ZF 2
AE 45 RNA, 40 miRNA IncRNA Fl circRNA %5, X}
4% RNA 1 0F 5T £ 2245 7E miRNA /9 45 7 Fi )
REZTHT , SR 1T IncRNA 7E AL A JE R E B rIfER , HF
e SRR R & B AHCH R IEIR D T circRNA
VER—Z8 B N TR PEJR TS RNA,, KO gie A1
ST AR A BTGRP T R TR T B 5
RIS A, R A cireRNA SR8 J5 55 8527710, I A &

DTREER AR =PI X T cireRNA 7EAE AR S8R &
HHREN, CARE R HT S5 TR T
FIR T/ (B WP FE I 75 BE— 2P IR A

AR A7 O T B A A R N
(35 2 , JCAR 5 1 R AT M nT LU IR g 204k
AT IE R M2 5 R R AR T INCE, AT R
FELE PRI, ITARAR B BIR A AR FEK
Or T BRI N A RO IR, RS IE R T
JERA LR SRR T AR/ AR AT T 3L SE s
ORISR BN AT RO AB AR 15 & H 7R IE R BRI
L ] R 23 R e R, SE R MR A 2R
FELE i Sk S R UG 1 — D IRAWTIE

SE

(1] WEEAE, 6%, Bhamds, &5 A mAYRIR K&
PEAR R SR S e R [T ). TP RO R, 2009,
40 (4) : 344-347. DOI: 10.3969/j. issn. 2095-
1191.2009.04.005.

[2] KumarR, Pandey M K, Roychoudhry S, et al. Peg biol-
ogy: deciphering the molecular regulations involved dur-
ing peanut peg development[J]. Front Plant Sci, 2019,
10: 1289. DOI:10.3389/fpls.2019.01289.

(3] Zlex e a7 Fiie X H ) B R I BFR [T ). o
FE Al ScH Al T2, 2020, 32(2): 79-80.

[4]  FAO. Food and Agricultural Organization of the United
Nations| OL]. 2017.

[5]  FAO. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations[ OL]. 2016.

(6] B . FE AL R RIVIR 515047 ]. P E
iR E 9 2 e, 2020, 42 (2) : 161-166. DOI:
10.19802/j.issn.1007-9084.20201 15.

(7] bsedfe, 2 R, skostn, &5 . JREIEA I A F A%
KRBT EAAHLE, 2010, 31(5) : 46-49.
DOI:10.3969/].issn.1006-7205.2010.05.012.

[8]  HEWIHIK. KT AEAAEGRTE N IR h & 7 i 4 2 1 UL
g [ EHE B2 058 S % BERE, 1963 (7) :
327-332.

(o] Bxtibeh, BUREE, mEE, & A ZBL R LR
KA MG ] AEERHE, 1978 (2): 13-14.

[10] FERbE . FEAEM —A4 (=) 1] AR, 1978 (3):
23-24.

[11] B, ekt IR, & AR RFNIES
il WAL T AR AR R, 1981 (4) = 7
9+49.

[12] #& bak, 5m . LRI R E SR A G
AR R (] M B4, 1992 (2) : 142-150.

[13] E /b, B, B, & ORREEAE SR SRk
B RAYW R BN EVELI]. o ERAEY 23k,



x| SR AR SR K B KA DT STt R

947

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

2003, 25(1): 37-39, 44. DOI: 10.3321/j.issn: 1007—
9084.2003.01.010.

EARYE, MRS, X SRR R R FE R
B RA P IZEAL [T]. AR A Besa i, 1983,
(1):21-30.

Moctezuma E. The peanut gynophore: a developmental
and physiological perspective [J]. Can J Bot, 2003, 81
(3): 183-190. DOI: 10.1139/b03-024.

Zhang Y, Wang P I, Xia H, et al. Comparative tran-
scriptome analysis of basal and zygote—located tip re-
gions of peanut ovaries provides insight into the mecha-
nism of light regulation in peanut embryo and pod devel-
opment [J]. BMC Genom, 2016, 17 (1) : 1-13. DOI:
10.1186/512864-016-2857-1.

Wang P I, Shi S H, Ma J J, et al. Global methylome
and gene expression analysis during early peanut pod de-
velopment [J]. BMC Plant Biol, 2018, 18 (1) : 1-13.
DOI:10.1186/s12870-018-1546-4.

Wan L Y, Li B, Pandey M K, et al. Transcriptome anal-
ysis of a new peanut seed coat mutant for the physiologi-
cal regulatory mechanism involved in seed coat cracking
and pigmentation [J]. Front Plant Sci, 2016, 7: 1491.
DOI:10.3389/fpls.2016.01491.

Kuang Q J, Yu Y Y, Atiree R, et al. A comparative
study on anthocyanin, saponin, and oil profiles of black
and red seed coat peanut (Arachis hypogacea) grown in
China [J]. Int J Food Prop, 2017, 20(supl) . S131-
S140. DOI:10.1080/10942912.2017.1291676.

Attree R, Du B, Xu B J. Distribution of phenolic com-
pounds in seed coat and cotyledon, and their contribu-
tion to antioxidant capacities of red and black seed coat
Ind Crop Prod,
10.1016/j.  ind-

peanuts (Arachis hypogaea 1.) [J].
2015, 67: 448-456. DOI:
crop.2015.01.080.

Zhao C Z, Zhao S Z, Hou L, et al. Proteomics analysis
reveals differentially activated pathways that operate in
peanut gynophores at different developmental stages [J].
BMC Plant Biol, 2015, 15(1) : 1-12. DOI: 10.1186/
s12870-015-0582-6.

AL, BN AT AR A B AR GBS AL 2 R TR [T
RE S, 2019 (9): 78.

Wang M L, Chen C Y, Tonnis B, et al. Changes of seed
weight, fatty acid composition, and oil and protein con-
tents from different peanut FAD2 genotypes at different
seed developmental and maturation stages [J]. J Agric
Food Chem, 2018, 66(14): 3658-3665. DOI:10.1021/
acs.jafc.8b01238.

LiuH, LiHF, GuJZ, et al. Identification of the candi-

date proteins related to oleic acid accumulation during

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

peanut (Arachis hypogaea 1..) seed development through
comparative proteome analysis [J]. Int J Mol Sci, 2018,
19(4): 1235. DOI:10.3390/ijms19041235.

)W . iR [FAE A Rl (RO R E SR BT R
FAERIBFTE D). 282 IR AR R, 2019.

L S 5 Al o S I - e | Y e SR K
LR AR [T ], BRPE AL AR, 2002, 48(7)
8, 19. DOI:10.3969/j.issn.0488-5368.2002.07.003.
B, B, ERebR, 55 B R AR AL KT
Py 2B T ()], AEA 241, 2007, 36(2) : 16—
18. DOI:10.3969/j.issn.1002-4093.2007.02.004.
PR, KR, EAM, 55 ARF BT X AE A AR
R A AR ()], M A A, 2013,
37(7): 684-690. DOI:10.3724/SP.J.1258.2013.00071.
TN, ERE, RSP b S B BT X A A
PERAEY AR B W BT TR [T ] ) R A R
i, 2002, 36 (1) : 32-37. DOI: 10.3969/j.issn. 1000—
2340.2002.01.008.

ZRER, XM, FRE, % . SR RIHLAOR SO 18 AR 2R
BEpCR Emm [0]. T ERICRME Y E 4, 2014,
36 (6) 784-788. DOI: 10.7505/j. issn. 1007-
9084.2014.06.014.

F2EZL, BEBE, T, 5. MR KRR
A s (1] AR L, 2019(16) : 50, 53.
DOI:10.3969/.issn.1007-5739.2019.16.034.

XIGE G . ARXTAEASER L F M- W p s ()], Rk
R FHL, 1978, (6): 42-43.

HRERS , ST . JUABREIEA: R LB R w2
Sr#T L1 e R, 1986, (2): 15-17.

Sun Y, Wang Q G, Li Z, et al. Comparative proteomics
of peanut gynophore development under dark and me-
chanical stimulation [J]. J Proteome Res, 2013, 12
(12): 5502-5511. DOT:10.1021/pr4003504.
Quamruzzaman M, Ullah M J, Karim M F, et al. Repro-
ductive development of two groundnut cultivars as influ-
enced by boron and light[]]. Inf Process Agric, 2018, 5
(2): 289-293. DOI:10.1016/j.inpa.2017.12.004.

Ziv M, Sager J C. The influence of light quality on pea-
nut (Arachis hypogaea L..) gynophore pod and embryo de-
velopment in vitro [J]. Plant Sci Lett, 1984, 34 (1) :
211-218. DOI:10.1016/0304-4211(84)90144-5.

Zhang Y, Sun J B, Xia H, et al. Characterization of pea-
nut phytochromes and their possible regulating roles in
early peanut pod development[ﬂ. PLoS One, 2018, 13
(5): e0198041. DOI:10.1371/journal.pone.0198041.
iR, AT, Pmeng, 55 MR H A
FHEY R RS BT[], R 2, 2020, 55(3)
369-381. DOI:10.11983/CBB19150.

Moctezuma E, Feldman L J. Auxin redistributes upwards in



948

rhERR YR

2020,42(6)

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

graviresponding gynophores of the peanut plant[J]. Planta,
1999, 209(2) : 180-186. DOI: 10.1007/5004250050620.
Moctezuma E, Feldman L J. Growth rates and auxin ef-
fects in graviresponding gynophores of the peanut, Ara-
chis hypogaea (Fabaceae) [J]. Am J Bot, 1998, 85
(10): 1369-1376.

B AEATAE T I A KR B i i e o3 A 05
[D]. Kb IR K%, 2013.

Shlamovitz N, Ziv M, Zamski E. Light, dark and growth
regulator involvement in groundnut (Arachis hypogaea
L.) pod development[J]. Plant Growth Regul, 1995, 16
(1): 37-42. DOI:10.1007/bf00040505.

EEAE, IR, EARY] . A SR AT R
T & CTK AT ABA ZK P Y 22 A LT ] S B AR~ e o7
%, 1992(1): 1-5.

RELAZ ISR W BRXTAE A 3ER K & BAEIHLERAT A
[D]. e INAKAE, 2015.

Beie, XK, T E, S OREEA SR (R ) JER
R N IR R & 8 Mk 5 T W B AR R AR A 43 A
[J). #E 4 4, 2013, 39 (11) : 2083-2093. DOI:
10.3724/SP.J.1006.2013.02083.

TEHHE . BRI R IR R A RS S 1L T8
BEREDI BT D |, 3 rg - INARIYE R, 2013,
AT, KA, RRR, & WL B XORE R E
A SRR R AU B0 SR 200 SR A 22 5 [ ) 1P R
b B2, 2020, 48 (1) 87-91, 95. DOT: 10.3969/).
issn.1002-2481.2020.01.22.

BB, XV, KA, % AR ARG LA
by RO A g [T]. AR dE A E AR, 2019, 34(4)
192-198. DOI:10.7668/hbnxh.201751749.

K, mIBES, B BALE S S A AL PR IN].
TE R, 2014, BOT.

AT, R, EAEBE, . R FEA: SRR A
R MO PR O FR [T ] AR A4, 2019, 30
(3): 961-968. DOI:10.13287/j.1001-9332.201903.019.
TR, LRV, S, S5l A X 8 A 57 40
Wor R 7= a5k it A S LD ). A2 4l L 2011, 40(3)
20-23. DOI:10.3969/j.issn.1002-4093.2011.03.006.
SRR Gy, HE, B, SF L X R AE
5P B ()] RO R E24, 2002, 29
(2): 123-126. DOI: 10.3969/j.issn. 1672-352X.2002.0
2.005.

BRE, fHER, Wl 5 . ARREESAL B B AR
RS E R AR )] PR A AR, 2018, 31
(2): 354-359. DOI:10.16213/j.cnki.scjas.2018.2.023.
MAABT, SKRIE, BB, 55 . SRR XA R AR AR
P P B R AR s () ). AR bR “E 4, 2019,
34(3): 111-118. DOI:10.7668/hbnxh.201751319.
AP AE , FhESR , R, AL MRS X TS e R A AR

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

L61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

[66]

[67]

[69]

A PR R R B S e [ ] AR A
2015, 26(5): 1433-1439.

SR, ST UL, KRB, AE L BRI IG R
W e S A B U 0k 45 4 E [T ). AR, 2007,
33 (5) : 814-819. DOI: 10.3321/j. issn: 0496—
3490.2007.05.018.

KW . 5T AL LE (Arachis hypogaea L) &K KB Y
A0 FEALEHIRTELD 1. AN - A AR R, 2003,
Yang S, Li L, Zhang J L, et al. Transcriptome and dif-
ferential expression profiling analysis of the mechanism
of Ca™ regulation in peanut (Arachis hypogaea) pod de-
velopment [J]. Front Plant Sci, 2017, 8: 1609. DOI:
10.3389/fpls.2017.01609.

Chen H, Yang Q, Chen K, et al. Integrated microRNA
and transcriptome profiling reveals a miRNA-mediated
regulatory network of embryo abortion under calcium de-
ficiency in peanut (Arachis hypogaea 1.) [J]. BMC Ge-
nom, 2019, 20(1): 1-17. DOI: 10.1186/512864-019-
5770-6.

WA, XUz, WhLrse, &5 . A5 xs 48 A4 = RERIE il
ik g 1], B, 2015, 9(30) : 42-43. DOIL:
10.3969/j.issn.1673-890X.2015.30.023.

SRS O T PN (ARG b S ) IR TR ST 2N
[J]. M E, 2019, 32(3): 57-59. DOT: 10.13718/j.
cnki.zwys.2019.03.015.

TR, H3E, BRICTE, & ORGS0 48 A4 3
Sy VAR 5 B P i S e [ )BT SRR R
2018, 55(12) : 2242-2250. DOI: 10.6048/j.issn.1001—
4330.2018.12.011.

T, B, R, % Zn B Mo, CalLXS fE4E F= i
A 2R (1], £ SEAURE, 2005(3) : 48-50. DOIL:
10.3969/j.issn.1673-6257.2005.03.014.

BRI, £, EBOG, &AM LA KK
B RO A B )], P R E Y AR, 2017,
39 (4) 524-531. DOI: 10.7505/j. issn. 1007-
9084.2017.04.014.

=90 (4R ICHE Zn B Mo fEALE 1 AR 5T 50
et (0], B Aol 2018, 12(33) = 41-43. DOIL:
10.19415/j.cnki.1673-890x.2018.33.024.

HHF, e =0, A BN B B RUIE T
BN BETE LT ], AR AL, 2003, 42(6) :
38-39. DOI:10.3969/j.issn.0439-8114.2003.06.014.
TG AGAE AT A I AC L ER AT e B (T ). BAR
A, 2016 (2) : 26. DOI: 10.3969/j. issn. 1008—
0708.2016.02.022.

MR . B 7 EL B AL AR O AE it T8 AR A 5T 5 B [ ).
Ak B H @ R, 2019(4) @ 130-132. DOI: 10.3969/.
1ssn.1000-6400.2019.04.044.

WA, XU . EAE AR A ORI L) . SR



x| SR AR SR K B KA DT STt R

949

[70]

[71]

[72]

(73]

[74]

[75]

[76]

[77]

(78]

Al BHE, 2017 (11) « 21. DOIT: 10.3969/j. issn. 1007
5739.2017.11.010.

IR, P, R, L BHIEAR X AR 1S
PR R L) ] PR R, 2010, 38(9):
42-44. DOI:10.3969/j.issn.1002-2481.2010.09.13.
Chen Y N, Ren X P, Zheng Y L, et al. Genetic mapping
of yield traits using RIL population derived from Fuch-
uan Dahuasheng and 1CG6375 of peanut (Arachis hypo-
gaea 1..) [J]. Mol Breed, 2017, 37 (2) : 1-14. DOI:
10.1007/s11032-016-0587-3.

Chen W G, Jiao Y Q, Cheng L Q, et al. Quantitative
trait locus analysis for pod— and kernel-related traits in
the cultivated peanut (Arachis hypogaea L.) [J]. BMC
Genet, 2016, 17(1): 1-9. DOI: 10.1186/s12863-016—
0337-x.

LuoHY, Ren X P, LiZ D, et al. Co—localization of ma-
jor quantitative trait loci for pod size and weight to a 3.7
cM interval on chromosome A05 in cultivated peanut (Ar-
achis hypogaea 1..) [J]. BMC Genom, 2017, 18(1): 1-
12. DOI:10.1186/s12864-016-3456—x.

Mondal S, Badigannavar A M. Identification of major
consensus QTLs for seed size and minor QTLs for pod
traits in cultivated groundnut (Arachis hypogaea L.) [J].
3 Biotech, 2019, 9(9) : 1-9. DOI: 10.1007/513205-
019-1881-7.

Patil A' S, Popovsky S, Levy Y, et al. Genetic insight
and mapping of the pod constriction trait in Virginia—
type peanut[]]. BMC Genet, 2018, 19(1): 1-9. DOI:
10.1186/512863-018-0674~z.

Zhao J J, Huang L, Ren X P, et al. Genetic variation
and association mapping of seed-related traits in cultivat-
ed peanut (Arachis hypogaea L.) using single—locus sim-
ple sequence repeat markers [J]. Front Plant Sci, 2017,
8: 2105. DOI:10.3389/fpls.2017.02105.

Zhang S Z, Hu X H, Miao H R, et al. QTL identifica-
tion for seed weight and size based on a high—density
SLAF-seq genetic map in peanut (Arachis hypogaea 1..)
[J]. BMC Plant Biol, 2019, 19 (1) : 1-15. DOI:
10.1186/512870-019-2164-5.

Luo H, Pandey M K, Khan A W, et al. Discovery of ge-
nomic regions and candidate genes controlling shelling
percentage using QTL -seq approach in cultivated peanut
(Arachis hypogaea 1..) [J]. Plant Biotechnol J, 2019, 17
(7): 1248-1260. DOI:10.1111/pbi.13050.

Luo HY, XuZ J, Li Z D, et al. Development of SSR
markers and identification of major quantitative trait loci
controlling shelling percentage in cultivated peanut (Ara-
chis hypogaea L.) [J]. Theor Appl Genet, 2017, 130
(8): 1635-1648. DOI:10.1007/500122-017-2915-3.

[80]

[81]

(82]

[83]

(84]

[85]

[86]

[87]

[88]

[89]

[90]

[91]

Bhat R S, Rockey J, Shirasawa K, et al. DNA methyla-
tion and expression analyses reveal epialleles for the foli-
ar disease resistance genes in peanut (Arachis hypogaea
L) [J]. BMC Res Notes, 2020, 13 (1) : 20. DOI:
10.1186/s13104-020-4883~y.

. MEWF 15 15 DNA H 3 4b 2 18] 5940 56 P 43
PriD ] 9T FHilERY:, 2009.

Lu S C, Mato J M. S-—adenosylmethionine in liver
health, injury, and cancer[J]. Physiol Rev, 2012, 92
(4): 1515-1542. DOI:10.1152/physrev.00047.2011.
Wang P I, Gao C, Bian X T, et al. Genome-wide identi-
fication and comparative analysis of cytosine=5 DNA
methyltransferase and demethylase families in wild and
cultivated peanut[]]. Front Plant Sci, 2016, 7: 7. DOI:
10.3389/fpls.2016.00007.

HIG, EM G, Bfeik, % RS R L F VI DNA
LA ZH AN TR R A AT WF e LA . b AR 2 25 i
BHEY L2 25 AR R RS B ERE 2
[C], 2018.224.

Ma J Y, Zhao P, Liu S B, et al. The control of develop-
mental phase transitions by microRNAs and their targets
in seed plants[]}. Int J Mol Sei, 2020, 21(6): 1971.
DOI:10.3390/ijms21061971.

Ma X L, Zhang X G, Zhao K K, et al. Small RNA and
degradome deep sequencing reveals the roles of microR-
NAs in seed expansion in peanut (Arachis hypogaea L.)
[J]. Front Plant Sci, 2018, 9: 349. DOI: 10.3389/
fpls.2018.00349.

Zhao K K, Li K, Ning LL L, et al. Genome—wide analysis
of the growth—regulating factor family in peanut (Arachis
hypogaea L) [J]. Int J Mol Sei, 2019, 20(17) : 4120.
DOI:10.3390/ijms20174120.

Gao C, Wang P I, Zhao S Z, et al. Small RNA profiling
and degradome analysis reveal regulation of microRNA
in peanut embryogenesis and early pod development[J].
BMC Genom, 2017, 18 (1) : 1-18. DOI: 10.1186/
s12864-017-3587-8.

Zhao X B, Gan L M, Yan C X, et al. Genome—wide
identification and characterization of long non—coding
RNAs in peanut[ﬂ. Genes, 2019, 10(7) : 536. DOI:
10.3390/genes10070536.

Ma X L, Zhang X G, Traore S M, et al. Genome—wide
identification and analysis of long noncoding RNAs (In-
cRNAs) during seed development in peanut (Arachis hy-
pogaea 1..) [J]. BMC Plant Biol, 2020, 20: 192. DOI:
10.1186/512870-020-02405-4.

Tian HY, Guo F, Zhang Z M, et al. Discovery, identifi-
cation, and functional characterization of long noncoding

RNAs in Arachis hypogaea L. [J]. BMC Plant Biol,



950 rHERRHER AR 2020,42(6)
2020, 20 (1) : 308. DOI: 10.1186/512870-020— RW.08.2015.0150.
02510-4 [97] Xia H, Zhao C Z, Hou L, et al. Transcriptome profiling

[92] Zhang X G, Ma X L, Ning L L, et al. Genome—wide of peanut gynophores revealed global reprogramming of
identification of circular RNAs in peanut (Arachis hypo- gene expression during early pod development in dark-
gaea 1.) [J]. BMC Genom, 2019, 20(1): 1-10. DOI: ness [J]. BMC Genom, 2013, 14 (1) : 1-12. DOI:
10.1186/512864-019-6020-7. 10.1186/1471-2164-14-517.

[93] Wang Z H, Yan L Y, Wan L Y, et al. Genome—wide [98] LiY, MengJJ, Yang S, et al. Transcriptome analysis of
systematic characterization of bZIP transcription factors calcium— and hormone-related gene expressions during
and their expression profiles during seed development different stages of peanut pod development [J]. Front
and in response to salt stress in peanut [J]. BMC Ge- Plant  Sci, 2017, 8: 1241. DOI: 10.3389/
nom, 2019, 20 (1) : 51. DOI: 10.1186/512864-019— fpls.2017.01241.

5434-6. [99] EA-A, HEidr, TR Bkl R85 40 R

[94]

[95]

[96]

Zhao Y H, Ma ] J, Li M, et al. Whole—genome rese-
quencing-based QTL-seq identified AhTc1 gene encod-
ing a R2ZR3-MYB transcription factor controlling peanut
purple testa colour [J]. Plant Biotechnol J, 2020, 18
(1):96-105. DOT:10.1111/pbi.13175.

Gao C, Sun J L, Wang C Q, et al. Genome-wide analy-
sis of basic/Helix—loop—Helix gene family in peanut and
assessment of its roles in pod development [J]. PLoS
One, 2017, 12(7) : e0181843. DOI: 10.1371/journal.
pone.0181843.

Park C J, Seo Y S. Heat shock proteins: a review of the
molecular chaperones for plant immunity [J]. Plant

Pathol J, 2015, 31(4) : 323-333. DOI: 10.5423/PP].

SN iy S5 A R R (D] SRA AR5 2000, 17(1)
45-47. DOT: 10.3969/.issn.1009-9980.2000.01.010.

[100] XIS, FERWE, ST A . ZUR A SF T 855 AR

MR SRR RIIELT] Y E TR 5 AR i
2005, 11(2) : 269-272, 278. DOI: 10.3321/j. issn:
1008-505X.2005.02.023.

[101] Zhu W, Chen X P, LiHF, et al. Comparative transcrip-

tome analysis of aerial and subterranean pods develop-
ment provides insights into seed abortion in peanut [J].
Plant Mol Biol, 2014, 85 (4/5) : 395-409. DOI:
10.1007/s11103-014-0193—x.

(BTES % LAJT)



