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Abstract: The circadian clock system is widespread in plants, which enables it to sense periodic environ-
mental signals such as light intensity and temperature from the external environment. The circadian clock
system can regulate downstream signal transduction networks through interlocking feedback loops to
participate in the regulation of plant growth and metabolism processes such as vegetative growth, repro-
ductive growth, respond to abiotic stress and metabolic activities, and therefore the environmental suit-
ability of plants will be enhanced. This article summarizes the research progress of the circadian clock
regulating plant growth and metabolism in recent years, hoping to provide a theoretical reference for future
research on the circadian clock components in plant genetic improvement.
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ARKEE R, AR E SIS (RN &SR
2013; Harmer%:2009).

A ERL A i A= ) B v S S A R 3 R IR
YRR 5y KV fEREE YT, AV S HE
A= i R 32 A P e 4% (Harmer 45:2000; Schaffer
2:1998), A CHSEAEME R LR T ILFERA K
AP I R A AR AR R A DS AT

1 $AEEFr(Arabidopsis thaliana)sE #5010
A8 254

AR R G — IR 0 4 R AL,
EEERETRARRE. BORG S, S5 H
AR =B K, For ERE A B L D TR 2
ZORG . SRt KW, e i Ok 4 O
2R RN N 2 J2 40 67 R T B R 4 A A (1
D)o BZOIRG & 325 A0 S, 58 JEFR
FNBGIAIIE IR . DABE AR A0 B I+ A B, %0 S B
(10 G 2 ol 6 R B A 38 20 T BB T AR I My b 5%
F CIRCADIAN-CLOCK-ASSOCIATED 1 (CCAI)
Ml LATE ELONGATED HYPOCOTYL (LHY) (Wang
£51998; MizoguchiZ$2002; Alabadi%$2002; Matsu-
shika%2000) LA & PSEUDO RESPONSE REGULA-
TOR (PRR)Z JRFLK TIMING OF CAB 1 (TOCI), ‘&

5 A0 b o 1) )95 25 R A B 4% B N PRRI (Mat-
sushikaZ52000). CCAIMILHY) 715 E I E B 5,
B INREATAE A TUA, T TOCI I FIBAE 5 2
RIS B =&, CCAI/LHYREWS 5 TOCI A 5 ¥ 17
1E [ B 764 (evening element, EE)4E & F i1 H
5 (AlabadiZ52001). M TOCIZ %S CCAIFILHY
FIE P L 7 1 (Alabadi52002) . 55— MEIR & B
[8] & ¥4 (morning loop). -8 7§34 tH CCAI/LHYF1
PRR (PSEUDO RESPONSE REGULATOR) %: [ %
JBHIPRR7. PRRI¥F . CCAIFILHY 5 PRR7/9H]
JA B4 6 9115 S H AR, MiPRR7AIPRRONI £ 18
i 5 TOPLESSHE R SR i) i 3 LA, G5 AR %
2. AL EFHISTONE DEACETYLASE 6/19 (HDA6/19)
T R SAM ) 524544 AT B R 4% CCATRILHY I 3%
1% (Farré%52005). 55 = AMEH 2 M A7 1 (evening
loop). M ] 7§ ¥R F Myb 28 % 3¢ K 7 LUX 5 1% &
[1{AELF3 (EARLY FLOWERING3). ELF4 (EARLY
FLOWERING4) R FJECE & {4 (evening complex)
(NusinowZ52011) M1 TOC I} i(Adams252015).
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Fig. 1 Molecular network model of Arabidopsis biological clock core oscillator




Wr oo & AR bl R a R A AL R O AR ST 7 E Fié 315

W7 e A oy BRIV, AR ARAR AN WG . IR ZE T
v AN 2, KRB A, B AT
BRI, B R B TG BRI B o fERAE K BT
TR AT, X—BAKN MR vEFREK
BrBt. B RAY B E 75 A KRR I 7L
FUE PR Y I b, Bl R 7 k. T
JA A S T R A (B12) . (B RA KAV B
PR 2P KA K R R B 557 T 7
H#gb.
2.1 £PMEEETEREK
211 EYiEEMFRIRSHAX

Footitt%5(2017) 8 7 A& LA B 7+ A Bl A% O R
s 3k Rl ecal Bt I8 5 RIAEKRIRE T LR
5% B A T LU IRCE B AN R 7R AU I B
ELAE Y (Col-0) 1 5t R, i R ik Mccal b RIEH —A
G B BLEE Col-0RE % B8 PRt 15 5 AR ARBR, IF
1E25°C X4 it 56 A RHR, 1 7ECol-07 75 27 d.
T 7E 228 A% B (Ler) 5t T, Thyid Rk RMF1E
KR B REMRFR IR IR, WORIRFEBE & T Ler
PR,

Zhang %5 (2007) 8 i 44 2 5 A K cirl (rve2)
RAA R ILCIRT I 2H 5 B 3R 0K 25 R M ol 7~ 75 2R IS

PRRs , ELF3 ,
ELF4 , LUX

PIFs

P
' y 24
EREK EEEK

HH R . AT R B cirl sk 315 2 R T 2 %
L CIRIMZRIE KT B (E584 B P IRAF
6 dJF, PUMhcirlid ik i R P 7 K 2ER KT
50%, HAicirl-ox-10%h ZF0 KT K R EBAK, XA
10% /e A, 1 B AR AR (1) R 2F 22 515 90% . 13—
T R B, A6 AT (% S IR G 3 d ] DL
cirl-oxFh-F IR 2% B E 5w, DA RIE & R 1)
KEFZRAREIAFI90% LA o WEIELLIR 3 d T
DATE — € P2 b4 ik Se 7 (1) R 2 2R . i FH 3z
SIS IR A3 X 3Rk T R AT R S RS
ROR A B o T HED cirl (21 B 2638 7] RE 5
M1 Y68 (4 & B (phytochrome B, phyB)Al/EY [&4¢ 7
# (cryptochrome, Cry)i#% ¥ # 1 & i 2.
2.1.2 E£8iEE T R A
T4 I sl S, iE B4 VB
MR B EENAK. CEHREIES
R E AR KR B RIS R 7. H AT AL
WA, el AR T4 (PHYTOCHROME INTE-
RACTING FACTOR 4, PIF4), Ytlith & TAER 5
(PHYTOCHROME INTERACTING FACTOR 5,
PIFS)REME A WERMAEYEME ST AR
FSCFR) S3E 2 f2T IR A AE K (NiwaZ$2009) .
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Fig. 2 Plant circadian clock regulation network model
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Niwa %5 (2009)8/F 78 & I, LR I+ IRl K 2
— 5 HK U . AT R B H B &4 (SD)XT
TR PIF4/PIFSTERR A 3015 R L. 5 2,
K H BN BRI AS 2 LFT JF AR 18] PLF4 A1
PIFSZRIEFIAED BP9, FrbE— e H B
WZRAE T AU T 4l v T IRl i AR K SR I AR E 1)
BT

Nusinow 55 (2011 )8 i=t | F B BE XU A A4 20
M BE = Je Xk R 5 R L UTEROR KINELF3 gt
HEAEELFAS LUXTE U A1, B M Ia &2 & 14
(EC). ZJa R Helf3. lux. elf4EA58754k W HAR
PR LA Je = FEAR RIS R I PIFs 2 5 A W B i 428 (1)
R A s S 2 BT ECHTE A5 e R G 2 1% (1) ik
B 1w AT 0 PIF4 R0 PIFS () 3632, T AE & 2%
EC# ik T W& 5 B PIF4/PIF5 %% & F T+ i {2
R R

1AM 900 B T+ PRR = K] 58 5 1 54 B 52 PRRY.
PRR7. PRR5. PRR3MITOCIEE /=Wy & EAE—
KA LA2~3 hify if K Ay 1] B B2 ] 31 5 By 4 R —
SE [ b 3% 25 1k 3| 1 & (Matsushika 55 2000), Soy <5
(2016)F1Zhu%s:(2016)0F 7T K BLTOCI e W% 5 PIFs )k
A B AR FH 0 o) H B i v R AT A7 U 4 T IR A
k.
2.2 £YiEEIRETTEEE K

MMM EFREKBIE —EMBE, @G
ICTERRACEE, Z 6. 4558, XU BRI e
MR AEEA K B B TR A B PR T
A AR KA 7T 32 AR TR AR A R T T AR (]
2), A KAV NS5 H A AR i A KRR 1)
W TR
2.2.1 E£hiEIE LIS I2

TR A KK G B — AN E BB,
T SR AR S B R T AR EL, fEREY A K
REBEIEMEF ST AR EER L. FiE
A FREFE AT 2 LR E . TR K o LA & AE
TE TR B, o A e B Bobr 5 A
HAE T U, B8 AR Y 1 JF AL 8] . FLOW-
ERING LOCUS T (FT)J& ¥ FaYTF1E i) o 2L A
2, EREA A FHME ERE TR
(115 5 I A% 34 45 R Ui I F 46 & B 5 Bl (Mouradov

£52002), MR HERE R IFAE. HEP) AP 3= 2id
o 5FTZ A A AR T2 5 e 12 .

Constans (CO)7& —MAEK H & T s )
FH . KobayashiZ&(1999)8f 5% & B, 1% 3 K 0% T
It H RILEAFY (LFY). FTHLFYIL[REEFFAE, If
ZRCOMIE T, FTHE RS SSUTHRIER,
METR)E EEFRIA 2 R AT . FEHFTE AR
¥ COFiit, LL5 I [EJEKE K TERMINAL FLOW-
ERI (TFLD#HH 5 XN FHAEE 5.

WEFE R B, #2I\ ] fE S 400 RS I 25 4 B g )
TEIR U7y B 3 Kl ——GIGANTEA (G 5 % I
1. AnwerZs(2020)HF 58 & B ELF3 F1 GI3L [7) J& %
H AL 5 L i B DR G 2% . MATE T elf3
GO GARAR KA T AT IR B K R R R .
MR B ELF3FIGIN T [R5 Py M4t ML) 5 ok
IG5 AT WIREA e, ZOiRE
Vi e e oL 5 AN IR R B S E 2D . W 1%
RARE, AW FROGE R B A KK E
SEAEER,

B GI4Y, = eh 3L R PRR3/5/7/9t0 2 5 i 48
Y ¥ 1€. Hayama < (2017) Wt 78 & LU B 77 prre5
prr7 prr9F SRR R B AL R T . BRI,
& 1 T PRRs Re W% 4E — K B A R [H] 5 COAH B
e IR B A= S G EFTIS 37 LT i
FFTRIE, #m I,

I RAEN— P EE R EY) SR, dd Ty
K E TR B0 H K7 DELLAE A1) & &
KRB E I L. RERIKEIRS)S, DELLA
R FZ SR B, DELLA % (1A 2K
TR, WFT. LFY%$Z 5% R R
IEH R AL . YanZE(2020) 5 A 78 & B0 A
FE RUf 1 9 AZRAE I AL I FE A o6 MR GA ) i 3 55
559, M FKF I RIEFEAR I ITAEE R XS SR GA B N
UK. B JE KIS RAL AR T GALS 5 B 1
DELLA & H/E & H B4 NI R B &R,
FKFI 258 DELLA ZE 7K P U BRI, 13 BH
FKFIT] fig 38 13 % DELLA 85 (A 7K ~F 3 1M 1 2 U,
FA ST TFAEI 8] o AR 78 K ILFKF 1 AL I A5
GA/» T W DELLA K H P& i il 72, i — Bt 5
FKF1 5 DELLA & A (A1 B /EH, & BLFKF1 5
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DELLAZ A {E4U i o BAE, HAEHE (et DELLA
HANNZ ZACRER . %0 70N NFKE LA fEAr
S$DELLAE 75K H B A& F 1 27 I B %
filt, MR HEFFAE R T I FFT. SOCIRILFY %%
SRIE, B REAE AL .

3 £t R RE R

3.1 EYIEER S RIS

A I LUk — B SR YA 24 R
AR & AN J7 T, 6 A AE H (Harmer 452009)
(El2). #litnt gt zmabsl & & E EE R (light-harvest-
ing chlorophyll a/b, CAB) w4t & 45 & A/BHEE H
(1138 A E AU RS IF 2 B AE W B G A 35 . Millar 5
(199 1) 5t ¢ ILAE K- 100 i T A BH /065 Jo) J 35 9% e 7%
FHE G T, CAB2MICAB3HE R 2 L i 5 2 3k
HA . dEAT AR A% % 2 4 S S B0 R B AE LR 7
W CABIMI CAB2EE R 5 5 52 B A W el i 4%
3.2 E£4shiEERER S

T A AE P — L P= 38 2 DLUE R IR T
I AE R R, AT - 5 8] P R AR S AR
HACTE R FE 1) () A PR AR TR A K — AN 6
BRI

Graf% (2010) 8 58 & AL S B 7+ 1t v, JE#R
TERL ] (1) P AR 2R R 2R, JLT BT e A #2
TR FE R . HE— D A R I M3 I 7E 7
W HK &M T AEKR 28817 hH K), TIRsLhrK)
AT BSR, Ve ER 2 TE BB 124 hiGFER,
R — 24 hifg 5. 3t — D0 5 R I ihy/
ccal FEAGNRAE24 hN A KR A2 BT VE K B i il
BANIE I 5 A R B UV T B, R HTE R
(1) i B BT IEZ B A B B R4

Haydon 2 (2013) 8 7 & 30 1) A= 855 75 36 o
NAMIERE ST DL 4 % 26 R A TN AR K I i e
TR A R R B A . 54MEREIEH
AH I, JamesZ5 (2008)HF 72 &k BLPRR 75 K 5 5 4
CCAINE]F, FH HANH A 1EH 2 B T X PRR7
FEARTT AT AE KSR IA
3.3 AT YT R AR 5

Haydon % (2011)#ff 70 & I & B i 1 4% 18 52 48
Ykt . Ho%%(2009) 1 FanZs (2009)HF 77 4 TR

P R e W A B 1 G ) 5 R PR B R A B W T I
IR B Rk R e, 17T 0 B 0 2 A IR A R IR 1) B ok
ATE S B Ja 18 B e, AT ZE A ) SR BN A5 F P
ks, 581 (Ca®)—FE ) h & EF 51
ERET, LA TEKN3%. 58 TR
T ZE ML, JF DA IR BEAE AR AR O AN T R, B
HAR K — 80 060 2 70 4 B B 1) SRR o e A5 S
TS S SIS G AE, S
Iz AR,

Johnson %5 (1995) A 7t & B J57 v e B9 4% & 1
M B B A BT, I HHARAL 2 BE B R
BiA5 5 U R A . AT R 2 e
PR J5, ROV SR B S R B TR B T A
MG, HALESTHUE B RTTIAE .

HEFEK)EHEY & RERFEE WS T, 76
FEvGib. BLzimfsE T REER . Bz
T A B A A SR 22 5 T, I LR e K R
J I B (1) 52 . HaydonZs(2013) & ILEELES IF v,
B IAK FHAE B R R 5 5K P AEE BT

BEM)TEE A A F R AT sk
H G EH R OMATPRIE TR R . XA
O A AE A O E (R kSR AR B T
HA TR, Feal e & e I . R0 B 140
L ET R AR (9 RE & 7R SR E — R &/ B, B
) 53 % e 3E AT RE S 0 B, H R B R R LA
FE I EE S T ME ] . HermansZ(2010)HF 5T &
IRl FOL P T ) 3 A PRI v A e R R 1 R
KA, 1R/ JE A N SRR A 1 CCATFILHY
(RIS BT ()35 1R .

4 PRt EYHS5IEEYMEEEER

KL A W B B S 25 T 45 L AR AR W b B3
A% D Y AR Y i i 2 . o,
AR I AW A, . T8, Jesgdet
W 1 I R B AL BE R BB TR N (E2)
4.1 RS B R

TEV 308 S B B 1ok AR v, A ) 2 i A AR UL
N 42383t 5 5 CBF/DREBI %: R (CREPEAT BIND-
ING FACTOR/DEHYDRATION RESPOSIVE ELE-
MENT BINDING) 11335 3E i 2 i3k COR%s — Z %1 3k
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R RIE, TR A it . #F7E R BUAED s S 5
W CBF U K S8 CBFI i 3L A 1 2 .

Dong %5 (2011) #4738t 4% 43 BT AR &5 BER
RIMAESLEG I, CCAI/LHY IE [7)4% CBF1/2/3)
W Rk . ccal-11 Thy-2 13U RAS Rk, CBF1/2/3
(i G Rk W B85S, CBFIAICBF3M itk %
RS, CBF2I i It 1A B AR RAH YRR
B FEK. thAh, AT EEEICORISA. COR47HI
COR78%3/ CBF T B [H [ £ e PR 45 A4 5 &
WK TS . F W CBFE: R A S 104 il N 3852
IV BAZ O FER CCATRLHY 15

Keily %5 (2013) W 57 & 1L, 1E tocl 53 A% (K toc I -
10170 BA T S I CBF33R 1K, Bl 2 1M K (152 5 4 iy
B2 E R SRR NS T
WL J& TOCI 5 CBF3 )3 #)) ¥ [X 3 45 & i3k i i 42 3L
Kik,

Nakamichi%5(2009)if F] Affymetrix ATH-13%
O B ARG T+ AR T M prr9-11 prr7-10 prr5-10
= HRBR(d975) LRI R IE AT T LA 7T . A
TR I, d975 11 R 1) F PR R 1K 7K PAR T 7 A 2,
T R R [ Rk 7K F & T8 AR B, 1fid975
BY AR AR ) B B R P EME . R N PRRS
PRR7FIPRRI W] A ;N CBFI. CBF28{CBF3H] H
PEOOREER T, EA1S 5 A W8 BN .
4.2 AR AR R

) B o AE i T 23 0 AR T R N g A8 9
5 2 #K 77 25 A (heat shock protein, HSP)H & %
AR T [K - (heat shock factor, HSF)RE 75 5 1 75 #4
PR 702 A L. Mocklers (2007)F 43 & I 1 e
T 20AHSE, H 174 HSFI 3 s 32 5 A
HERRIE . HAP SN HSFRESETE B HIZ 1T HIfE 6 1E
T AF TR T A MERIE, T 16/ I BE 68 7E L 15
IREHIEIR NI AT R A . AN, HSFAVH- 2
WA F ik, If HAFM4 hE /b —MNHSFR £ ik
1K B H AR 7K

Blairs (2019)HF 78 K . fENFE I+ 1, HSFA2
FHSEA7b %y W) 1E 17 J= (zeitgeber time 1, ZT1) 1+
/F-(ZT6) 52 3 FPpid (175 5 RIAFHIE N2 B0
S AN 8 i, HSFA3SE S AR EFEAE T - IR &
b b4 . HSFBI. HSFB2AFIHSFB2BHS 2 #

P, EAE N I s R R RGE, T HSFCIH:
AT P 2 38 7 — IR v R AT AT I 1) 2408 52 381 A P 470
N 2 R A e ot A A SN [ R
TE20194FABATT =L s B 5 1 4R I+ DU AN A% A= b
HEKICCAL.LHY, PRR7MIPRRIZRAS HRAE 15 R (ZT1)
FH A (ZT6) 43 53l 2 5 T i (37°C) Fl vp i 5E ¥
(10°C) 5 5 AR Z R REE L. 5ER
AL, A1 22 S R IBSE R N T 2£130% . 75X #4
Folp 308 A e S 1 S R £403 000/ 2 7 32 3k 3[R
BT0%IEZTISZTO K AL T RN, RIAS 75 7 AN B
i) AR RIE 291 4004 FE R, tHARZE 3] T A
[FJ B 8] 553 SR I 22 57 . T ZEAS [R] A 28728 1k
FFOR I 2045 2% 1 3 IR 5o I P 38 e B HE A [ B I
N, ABATT R IR CCAT/LHY SR ) R P 5 S 3 i 4
YE L PRR7/PRRYTE 3.2
4.3 %, B8R BT ED

FE— € I B2 38 B P, 3 B2 1) SO AN 23 R
A B DA B RA, SR I R EEVE T S, A
W) B e A AR iR T B U > MU SR A

Chow %5 (2014)fF 78 K B, H R 17 il 2 F&
AL RE T A= B R 1) ) IR i, e 2 10 o)
W B R . A5 5 2B CBFIA#ELUX
(1) ¢ 38 HE T 4 B A B AW b b 1), TR IR AN FE
CBF1 5 LUXJA 3 FH KICRTH: 5 45 4, CBFIIE
FIA FELUX) AR, 3 1 2508 oA A= 4B J2E R
PRRY., CCAI. LHY% /#6554 .

I 4HCao %5 (2005) A 7T K I, GI%Z ¥ B 15 5,
I HLIE I A K T CBF 1A I& 4% 1E [7) 1 19 i 98 M.
LT T giTh RE R AR gi-3, R ILAXT T B A=
R, 1% 5 R IR VA Pl 1 R T+ B v ) v

BRI A8, Seo5(2012)FF 7T K IR, ik 3 Bl 4
FRRRAE T M = A 0 5 —Fh 7 =0, KR
] CCAT R e B VE BT 82, AT ik 2> CCA1-B 1 77
A, B —Fhi 2 5DNAYE A [N /b MYB X 7
fccal BIHERARK, CCAL-BZCCAL-afILHY fr)#%
SEVETEIIERI . CCAI-affI 24 A PE R IL B S CBFH:
AT 1 2 a8 AT 389 56 4 A i 2 T € 1, TR,
NI CCALI %R BYHE T T4 =400 B 7 1) i € 12
eI

Blair% (2019) 5 %t % ¥l CCAI. PRR7. PRRY
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TE3Z BN, F s AR E g, JF BAE—K
HR AR R B[] [ B AP (ZT D EY T 4-(ZT6)]185 SAF F
Bhe AH, HHEBINNES CCAI A DRe TURAEH
(I LHYLE R I8 N i 55 32 BE FRAR, 32 B #iuPh a6 R
% [ At T AR

4.4 EYPEEE BRI

T REAT oA AR DR A FH 45 A AR
REAR S A (O A FR I P, B R 2 A A
HEAE . dEEMEEHE. ENHEaK
N T 4 (reactive oxygen species, ROS). — H.ff
AR AT TSR R AR AN B2 s R, R Dk 2 DR D A
it B A A SRR A () 2K 1 T A 52 AR B, I B
SEM AT (Apel£2004) . KL, Y C &tk
HE Tl R Tl 1) 3 SRS BR AL, DACR R4 PN v
AL T IR K.

SR I R % ) U R A e R AR
AEE . &7 KB (CovingtonZE2008; LegnaioliZs
2009), A=A eh i T Ak ST DL B KRR B Hh 2% A
AR Ty, e KA D se =R . T
ROSTH] ATE i ™ AE A Z )5 A58, Fril vy
IOAE YDA ST & B, ROSHIFRAS 5 H 1 B IS &
HAH B2 R (D’ Autréaux 252007) . 8 58K
B, FERARE T, ROSAHH 2[R 1) 2k A K AH 5=
YA R B LR AR IR, I BACHROSIAE G
M AR ) Rk 2 A R . R, 3R Srccal/
Thy Dy REBR R RALAK (ccal-1/Thy-11) H WL EE £, ROS
FEW e HA R BRI R IR R AR B E R IEZE 7. E
AR 22 W Bh B8 S0 25 R TR () SE AL AR I AR
SR Z AL AR I AR V) 2 B R IE IEAERE T
4.5 T YhEE T 28 N

Nakamichi%§(2016) i 1 #) £2 T B8 6L T prr5
D RE SR 5 RAZAR W prr5- VPR K I prr5 Wi 3 521
PR BIPU R, TR /ME R 2 52 kBt
B, S AR IS B T KN FEAL ) pre5-VP
AR RIS A2 TR PR, XoF 21 H & A i 338 47 i K Ak
16 dJ5 K I, prrs-VPREAMK B AE0E % 0.2 = T B
A RUAE R o

TV & i V% R (abscisic acid, ABA)REWS @ T
WY 2 (AR R 0 Bl AR N K
Fe5r, IS S E i 5. Caldeira%s(2014) A

FRIILHY JX ) ABA 15 R 2R, FRAIE A 48
RIA RAER Y By 7K 53 75 Bk d ™ B ) B IR S
ILBIEAE .
AdamsZ%(2018)#fF 5t K I LHY H 347 ABA
A RIS AR BRI - AR &R
AR RIS, LHY S RIAERET FE N 645
FARHIABA/K-. fEDj ek 2k RAZ AR, HABA
AT AL T2k, LHYIEA] LL45 & ABATS
SEBPTFZHSNES T, RUHETRS S
T PER I —LL R Ui B . BB Ak, Legnaioli%s(2009)
9T R I TOCI &% 5 ABAKH 5 52 R (Abar/ CHLH/
GUNS)W A BT AR 45 & 4 f L R IL .

5 HYIMEEARZ LHNMRSNA

LK, 7N 5 B A R I AT,
1EAEX K FE (Oryza sativa). K 5.(Glycine max). K
% (Hordeum vulgare)%5 32 BLAAEY) 1) A= e 222 (R gk
TT AT PZI0 5 5307, A SR IETE B 5 T o

KGR EEMREENZ —, 2ERA—FA
VLR NS e KA KR E T
FAELE AT, IR — D e d K= 2. i
bR S RAED) B TR K M B 1 AR A K
B, WM BUE AR KA AT A K IR, X R RE R
VEYIP= B S ] . ZhuZ%(2018) 2 B C & 5%
TIE B — Bl & 45 CIHCAMIR 25 M 3k (M E3 72 3 1% #
fiff——HAF 15 K5 A 1 12 /K Rg dh AR H A AN 75 J H
FEZE A T AT IR 19 56 B 0 s B A A AN AT D
FEBCHTIE T AR T R SRR A Ve B PR OsELF 372
HAFL{E R 7R TR 92 2 A6 I B 32 R4, i HAF1
RS B R OsELF 31 Tk BT b 4
AT R AR H B 254~ tH T-OsELF3 5 HAF1 B
PEIX 38 4 1) — A 2 L 1R A 57 (L558S) 2= 5 # haf]
oself3 XU FEAFAR ) Fh FE IS (8] Bt T oself3 9 AR R FE FE,
R L2 5 R KRR RN (5] /KRG TE
J&, — AR T A e i, AT T A RE P R
ST, A EREAE T s s B BT, AR
1€. HayamaZ§(2017)0F 5T 5 I GIFE 7K 7 H 1) [R5
F K OSGIJx A FEAE 23 P AR AK R0 't i) 1 1 ek
e, S BUKFEAEE H B (SD)AIK H (D)4 T 5
MITERT K 911103 dFFAE. By T HhiAEAN, 73 BEth
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SRS K FE = B 1) — /N E B . Wang%5(2020)
W RILKFEGOsTBI. D14, OsSPLI4X:RAEF T
OsCCAI Fiif. OsCCALIEL IE A RIE BTN RIE
M 2y B A K. R iR alE R iE O0sCCA T4y
G Bk b 2 BERL, SR 4% OsPRRIT Rk 2>
S ENEEREVES

15 55— P E B EY) R 5, Li%E(2020) 5%t
W9 R IAE R 5. GmPRR3bE— A 2 B 16 WA
IR B[RRI G 73 At K W, GmPRR3b (H6)%
I HE RPN R O () RS . 1 R IAGm-
PRR3b (H6)¥G N 1 F 227750/ &, 1A CRIS-
PR/Cas9+ A i fr GmPRR3b (H6) W AEZE | 4= KAl
. A ME R e m K E ' —4
HEKZ, Wang55(2020)AF 7t & ILAUL G 7+ A= 108 i
00 I K CCAL/LHYTE K 59 1 [F) Y 2 Rl GmLHYs
PR R G PR UNGmLHYs B FH & 1A
BT 25T, GmlhysVU 8 AR PP F 1% B3
W5, ok TR, GmLHYs@ i 5 ABAS
SBAEMNTIIEEKEIR.

KERMA Lt ZWMEED . —, BF
T WA BRiE. AHSEZMHEZ. HilA X
AR R K R E MREIE Mz . Gier-
czikFEQOINIRYE RG K B 77 2, ¥ REZFERH H
(K] CBF 3£ K 43 i T =AW i, 4 ) /& HvCBF1 .
HvCBF3FHvCBF4., flifi1/k ¥l R HvCBF4 5 jik
B 2 IE B BT A, (H BRI 4 T HLEIAT
ANEHE . Ford%5 (2016) B 7t & I 24 K 52 %2 3] & il
G, CCAIFIPRR731FRIA /K H FEAR, 1 GI
FIPRR59M) IR KGR T &7, (HAE elf3 9747 fA
R IUIX I G, 2 B T AR I B () ) B 7T R A
HELF3/- 21,

bgasty L R E =Y/ IE e Ny = BUR e 0L T WA
ZEMAT B, BER T MEM S FEM SRS
TRV SRR ALE R AR 5 5

6 WitSRE

AR RIS, R KK
P RE T R T A S IR AR R 2% . R B 8
KL R 1z —. s ES2OE S
5 A 5 I T BAEM IR A, i (2

— RIS R 2 KA

R Bt 1O PO 7 55 TR BN 5 2, LI
R SR KRR ARG, FU R R
Vi R BRI AR, 3Lk, LU SR
BEIENT, CAFEAR. K. ER. MESE
W EAEAT T AT R e A R O L
(ELRAT KR e 5 SRR R 2 (A A
FRH LS T LA (it — 4R

Bk, AT V% BF S0 DR 7 A e R
e L DR LR, 7 24 AR Ui o4 2 B 2
BRo DU I 5, R B MR T 0 FEL
SR A A U A R U7 T AT R N
FRHG i 15 SR AIGS 4, T LU A R A
2, A0l RS TR BT R (e«
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